Hernando/Citrus

Metropolitan Planning Organization

Regular Meeting
Hernando County Government Center

METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORC;ANIZATION 20 N Maln Street
HERNANDO/CITRUS Brooksville, FL 34601

~ Agenda ~

Thursday, September 10, 2020  1:30 PM

IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE AMERICANS WITH DISABILITIES ACT, PERSONS
WITH DISABILITIES NEEDING A SPECIAL ACCOMMODATION TO PARTICIPATE
IN THIS PROCEEDING SHOULD CONTACT THE COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR’S
OFFICE, 20 NORTH MAIN ST BROOKSVILLE, FL 34601 (352) 540-6452, TTY: (800)
676-3777 AT LEAST TWO DAYS BEFORE THE MEETING.

IF A PERSON DECIDES TO APPEAL ANY QUASI-JUDICIAL DECISION MADE BY
THE HERNANDO/CITRUS METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION WITH
RESPECT TO ANY MATTER CONSIDERED AT SUCH HEARING OR MEETING, HE
OR SHE WILL NEED A RECORD OF THE PROCEEDING, AND THAT, FOR SUCH
PURPOSE, HE OR SHE MAY NEED TO ENSURE THAT A VERBATIM RECORD OF
THE PROCEEDING IS MADE, WHICH RECORD INCLUDES THE TESTIMONY AND
EVIDENCE UPON WHICH THE APPEAL IS TO BE BASED.

PLEASE NOTE THAT ONLY PUBLIC HEARING ITEMS WILL BE HEARD AT THEIR
SCHEDULED TIMES. ALL OTHER ITEM TIMES NOTED ON THE AGENDA ARE
ESTIMATED AND MAY BE HEARD EARLIER OR LATER THAN SCHEDULED.

A. CALL TO ORDER

Invocation

Pledge of Allegiance

MPO Board & Staff Introductions

Please Silence Electronic Devices

Enter Proof of Publication into the Record

abrwnE

B. APPROVAL/MODIFICATION OF AGENDA (Limited to Board and Staff)

C. APPROVAL OF MINUTES
Approval of Minutes for Regular Meeting of July 09, 2020

D. INFORMATIONAL/DISCUSSION ITEMS

1. Hernando/Citrus MPO Press Release/Meeting Summary and Issue List from
July 9, 2020

2. West Central Florida MPO Chairs Coordinating Committee (CCC),
Transportation Regional Incentive Program (TRIP) Project Priority Lists and
Multiuse Trails Priority Lists for Districts 1 and 7

3. Lighting Discussion - US 19 at Centralia Road, and US 19 at Knuckey Road

4. Transportation Impact Fee Study Update
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Regular Meeting Agenda September 10, 2020

5. Hernando County Transit Development Plan (TDP) Annual Progress Report
6. Funding of the Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO)

E. ACTION ITEMS

1. Annual Roll-Forward Amendment to the Adopted FY 2021 - FY 2025
Transportation Improvement Program

2. RFQ No. 20-RGO0056/PH - General Planning Consultant Services Request to
Award Two (2) Contracts

F. MPO DIRECTOR

MPO Executive Director Succession Plan

G. BOARD COMMENTS

H. ADJOURNMENT

The next meeting of the MPO is tentatively scheduled for Thursday, October 8, 2020,
beginning at 1:30 p.m. at 20 N Main Street, Board Chambers, Brooksville, FL.
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METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION

HERNANDG/CITRUS

Hernando/Citrus

Metropolitan Planning Organization

Regular Meeting

~ Minutes ~

July 9, 2020 1:30 p.m.

A. CALL TO ORDER

The meeting was called to order at 1:30 p.m. on Thursday, July 9, 2020, at the 20 N.
Main St., John Law Ayers County Commission Chambers, Brooksville, Florida.

Attendee Name Title Attendance

Jeff Kinnard Member, Citrus County No
John Allocco MPO Chairman, Hernando County Yes
Steve Champion Member, Hernando County No
Wayne Dukes Member, Hernando County Yes
Jeff Holcomb Member, Hernando County Yes
Ronald Kitchen Member, Citrus County No
Robert Battista Member, City of Brooksville Yes
Pat Fitzpatrick MPO Vice Chairman, City of Crystal River No
Cabot McBride Member, City of Inverness Yes (remote)
Scott Carnahan Alternate, Citrus County No
Jimmie Smith Alternate, Citrus County Yes
William Kemerer Alternate, City of Brooksville No
Robert Holmes Alternate, City of Crystal River No
Jacquie Hepfer Alternate, City of Inverness No
John Mitten Alternate, Hernando County No
Garth Coller Hernando County Attorney Yes
Steven Diez MPO Executive Director Yes
Carlene Riecss Transportation Planner |l Yes
Cayce Dagenhart Transportation Planner || Yes
Alaina Kidd Administrative Assistant Il Yes

Chairman Allocco led the invocation.

Commissioner Smith led the Pledge of Allegiance.

MPO Board & Staff Introduced themselves.

Chairman Allocco asked everyone to silence Electronic Devices.

Ms. Dagenhart read the notice of publication into the record.

B. APPROVAL/MODIFICATION OF AGENDA (Limited to Board and Staff)

Metropolitan Planning Organization

Page 1
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Regular Meeting Agenda July 9, 2020

Motion: Commissioner Dukes made a motion to approve the agenda. Commissioner
Holcomb seconded, and the motion carried unanimously.

RESULT: ADOPTED [6 TO 0]
AYES: Allocco, Dukes, Holcomb, Battista, McBride, Smith

ABSENT: Kinnard, Champion, Kitchen, Fitzpatrick, Carnahan, Kemerer,
Holmes, Hepfer, Mitten

C. APPROVAL OF MINUTES
Approval of Minutes for Regular Meeting of June 11, 2020

Motion: Commissioner Dukes made a motion to approve the June 11, 2020, minutes.
Commissioner Holcomb seconded, and the motion carried unanimously.

RESULT: ACCEPTED [6 TO 0]
AYES: Allocco, Dukes, Holcomb, Battista, McBride, Smith

ABSENT: Kinnard, Champion, Kitchen, Fitzpatrick, Carnahan, Kemerer,
Holmes, Hepfer, Mitten

D. CORRESPONDENCE TO NOTE/INFORMATIONAL ITEMS

Hernando/Citrus MPO Issue List and Media Release from June 11, 2020 MPO
Meeting

Mr. Diez advised the Media Release and Issues List from the June 11 meeting are
unchanged except one update the US 19 at St. Andrews Blvd signal FDOT indicated
construction is beginning July 2020. It has moved up from the original timeline.

MPO Quarterly Budget Summaries (FY 2020, 1st and 2nd Quarters)

Mr. Diez advised monthly billing has been initiated with FDOT and it helps, although
does not alleviate the issues.

Chairman Allocco stated Hernando County contributes over $400,000 to the MPO to
have cash on hand and would like Citrus County to contribute. He further asked the
MPO partner members to go back to their boards and request they participate in funding
of the MPO. Mr. Diez clarified the amount is $450,000.

Commissioner Dukes indicated that a letter should be prepared by Hernando County
requesting participation in funding the MPO by all members. Discussion ensued
regarding the request and it was decided that the Hernando County Administrator
should prepare the letter and the legal office would assist. Commissioner Smith
indicated that he would need a request in writing to present to the Citrus BOCC.

E. MPO PRESENTATION

Minutes Acceptance: Minutes of Jul 9, 2020 1:30 PM (APPROVAL OF MINUTES)
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Regular Meeting Agenda July 9, 2020

Presentation: Tampa Bay Area Regional Transit Authority (TBARTA) and the
Envision 2030 Regional Transit Development Plan (TDP)

Mr. Bill Ball from Tindale Oliver and Associates gave a PowerPoint presentation on the
Envision 2030 Regional Transit Development Plan. TBARTA adopted the plan in June.
The plan includes the region consisting of these five counties: Hernando, Hillsborough,
Manatee, Pasco, and Pinellas. TBARTA’s top priorities are to increase total transit
funding and to build a region wide consensus. Mr. Ball explained how the regional
improvements were identified and what should be their responsibility. This plan is
projected to significantly increase job access throughout the region.

F. ACTION ITEMS

1. FY 2021-2025 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) - Adoption

Mr. Diez advised the draft TIP was reviewed at the May and June MPO meetings and is
before the Board for approval.

Motion: Commissioner Dukes made a motion to approve the Transportation
Improvement Plan for FY2021-2025. Commissioner Holcomb seconded; a roll
call vote was taken and carried unanimously.

RESULT: ADOPTED [6 TO 0]
AYES: Allocco, Dukes, Holcomb, Battista, McBride, Smith

ABSENT: Kinnard, Champion, Kitchen, Fitzpatrick, Carnahan, Kemerer,
Holmes, Hepfer, Mitten

2. Major Update to the Citrus County Transit Development Plan (TDP) FY
2021-2030

Mr. Diez advised the Citrus County Transit Development Plan (TDP) is included in the
MPO packet for review. He noted that the TDP was approved by the Citrus BOCC on
June 23, 2020.

Motion: Commissioner Dukes made a motion to approve the Citrus County Transit
Development Plan for FY2021-2030. Commissioner Smith seconded, and the
motion carried unanimously.

RESULT: ADOPTED [6 TO 0]
AYES: Allocco, Dukes, Holcomb, Battista, McBride, Smith

ABSENT: Kinnard, Champion, Kitchen, Fitzpatrick, Carnahan, Kemerer,
Holmes, Hepfer, Mitten

3. List of Priority Projects - FY 2021/22 Transportation Alternative and Major
Projects

Minutes Acceptance: Minutes of Jul 9, 2020 1:30 PM (APPROVAL OF MINUTES)
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Regular Meeting Agenda July 9, 2020

Mr. Diez advised the List of Priority Projects was also presented at the May and June
MPO meetings. Staff is asking for the Board to approve the LOPPs and authorize
transmittal to FDOT.

Motion: Commissioner Smith made a motion to approve the List of Priority Projects for
FY2021-2025. Commissioner Dukes seconded, and the motion carried
unanimously.

RESULT: ADOPTED [6 TO 0]
AYES: Allocco, Dukes, Holcomb, Battista, McBride, Smith

ABSENT: Kinnard, Champion, Kitchen, Fitzpatrick, Carnahan, Kemerer,
Holmes, Hepfer, Mitten

4. Transportation Disadvantaged Program Planning Grant Agreements
between the Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) and the
Commission for the Transportation Disadvantaged (CTD) FY 2020/2021
(Citrus and Hernando)

Mr. Diez advised these are the planning grant agreements that the MPO receives from
the Commission for the Transportation Disadvantaged to administer the Transportation
Disadvantaged programs for Citrus and Hernando County. Staff recommends approval
for the grants which are included in the agenda.

Motion: Commissioner Smith made a motion to approve the Transportation
Disadvantaged Planning Grant Agreements for Citrus and Hernando
County’s TD program. Commissioner Dukes seconded, and the motion
carried unanimously.

RESULT: ADOPTED [6 TO 0]
AYES: Allocco, Dukes, Holcomb, Battista, McBride, Smith

ABSENT: Kinnard, Champion, Kitchen, Fitzpatrick, Carnahan, Kemerer,
Holmes, Hepfer, Mitten

G. MPO EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

Mr. Diez reminded the Board about the MPO Chairs Coordinating Board meeting on
July 10, 2020.

Mr. Diez discussed a new program through FDOT for Local Agency Connected Vehicle
Deployment Projects. FDOT is requesting projects on state and local roadways to
facilitate communication with the vehicles. Roadways need to be upgraded with
autonomous features to support autonomous vehicles.

Minutes Acceptance: Minutes of Jul 9, 2020 1:30 PM (APPROVAL OF MINUTES)
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Regular Meeting Agenda July 9, 2020

He also advised that staff had no items to bring forward to the MPO at their next
scheduled meeting on August 13, 2020; consequently, it would be appropriate to cancel
the meeting.

Commissioner Allocco asked about the Transition plan. He asked an email to be sent
to all members to be prepared for the discussion and to be placed on that agenda.

H. CITIZENS COMMENTS

There were no citizen comments
l. BOARD COMMENTS

Commissioner Allocco indicated he would like to have information regarding the budget
to be emailed to everyone. Hernando County would like to see the actual budget of the
MPO prior to the September 10, 2020, meeting. Additionally, he requested that an item
relating to replacement of the Executive Director upon his retirement be scheduled on
the September agenda.

ADJOURNMENT

There being no further business to discuss, Chairman Allocco adjourned the meeting at
2:16 pm.

UPCOMING MEETINGS

UPCOMING MEETING: THE NEXT REGULAR MEETING OF THE METROPOLITAN
PLANNING ORGANIZATION IS SCHEDULED FOR SEPTEMBER 10, 2020, BEGINNING AT
1:30 P.M,, IN THE JOHN LAW AYERS COUNTY COMMISSION CHAMBERS.

THE MEETING AGENDA AND BACK-UP MATERIALS ARE AVAILABLE ONLINE AT
HTTP://HERNANDOCOUNTYFL.IQM2.COM/CITIZENS OR AT
WWW.HERNANDOCOUNTY.US/MPO.

Minutes Acceptance: Minutes of Jul 9, 2020 1:30 PM (APPROVAL OF MINUTES)
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D.1

Metropolitan Planning Organization Meeting: 09/10/20 01:30 PM
Prepared By: Carlene Riecss

AG EN DA |TEM Initiator: Carlene Riecss

METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION DOC ID: 17253
HERNANDO/CITRUS Legal Request Number:

TITLE

Hernando/Citrus MPO Press Release/Meeting Summary and Issue List from July 9,
2020

BRIEF OVERVIEW

Attached is the meeting summary from the July 9, 2020, MPO Board meeting. The
summary was provided to both the Citrus County and Hernando County Public
Information Offices.

Also attached is the MPO issue status list.

FINANCIAL IMPACT

This item is for informational purposes only and no formal action is required by the
Hernando/Citrus MPO Board.

REVIEW PROCESS

Carlene Riecss Completed 08/14/2020 8:28 AM

Cayce Reagin Dagenhart Completed 08/14/2020 9:00 AM

Steven Diez Completed 08/14/2020 9:46 AM

Garth Coller Completed 08/14/2020 9:48 AM

Theresia Saenz Completed 08/27/2020 12:01 PM

MPO Pending 09/10/2020 1:30 PM

Updated: 8/14/2020 8:27 AM by Carlene Riecss Page 1
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METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION
HERNANDO/CITRUS

MEDIA RELEASE

Hernando/Citrus Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO)
Meeting Summary - July 9, 2020

Hernando County Government Center
John Law Ayers County Commission Chambers
20 N Main Street, Room 160, Brooksville, FL

e The MPO Board noted that the traffic signal at US 19 and St. Andrews Boulevard
in Hernando County should be completed by the end of summer 2020.

e The Board reviewed the MPO quarterly budget summaries. It was noted that the
MPO is grant funded and the Hernando County Board of County Commissioners
approved a long term loan to the MPO for cash flow in the amount of $450,000
pending grant reimbursement. The Board discussed requesting MPO member
governments to contribute to the cash flow needed for operation of the MPO.

e Tampa Bay Area Regional Transit Authority (TBARTA) presented the approved
Envision 2030 Regional Transit Development Plan to the MPO Board. The full
transit plan can be found on their website at:
https://www.tbarta.com/en/planning-projects/envision-2030/

e The MPO Board adopted the Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) for
FY 2021-2025 and authorized MPO staff to submit the document to the Florida
Department of Transportation (FDOT).

e The MPO Board adopted the List of Priority Projects (LOPP) for FY
2021/2022 and authorized MPO staff to submit to the FDOT.

e The MPO Board approved the Transportation Disadvantaged (TD)
Planning Grants with the Commission for the Transportation
Disadvantaged for planning functions associated with Citrus and
Hernando Counties TD programs, $22,415 and $23,222, respectively.

Attachment: 070920 media release (17253 : MPO Meeting Summary from July 9, 2020)

The next MPO meeting is scheduled for: Thursday, September 10,
2020, at 1:30 pm in the Hernando County Government Center
John Law Ayers County Commission Chambers
20 N Main Street, Rm 160, Brooksville, FL

Please Contact the Hernando/Citrus MPO at (352) 754-4082 for more information

HERNANDO/CITRUSMPO|1661 BLAISEDRIVE | BROOKSVILLE, FLORIDA|
acket Pg.
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Issue

Signal at SR
200 and CR
491

Traffic signal
US 19 and
Hexam Road

Traffic signal

US 19 and St.

Andrews

Date

June 11,
2020

1/30/2018
12/10/2019
4/7/2020
5/19/2020
7/28/2020

8/17/2020

1/30/2018
10/2/2019

4/7/2020
5/19/2020

MPO ISSUES LIST

Detail

Identified
need for a
signal at SR
200 and CR
491

Safety
concerns,
FDOT was
asked for a
signal

Concern
regarding
number of
severe
crashes

Updated: Monday, August 17, 2020

Status

Construction
is planned

Anticipated
start
Feb/Mar
2021

Anticipated
Start July 6,
2020

Comments

FDOT provided the MPO with an update at
their June 11, 2020, meeting. The signal is
scheduled for construction completion by
December 2021/January 2022

Design is underway and FDOT anticipates
advertising using their Push Button Contract in
Oct/Nov 2020. Anticipated start Feb/Mar
2021. Hernando BOCC entered into a funding
agreement with FDOT on July 28, 2020 to
provide $300,000 to the FDOT toward the
project.

HDR is working on the design. The project is
on schedule to be started in late 2021.

In March 2018, FDOT installed flashing
beacons at this intersection. Subsequently,
additional crashes occurred and FDOT
reanalyzed and approved signal warrant. Due
to high demand for steel, signal poles are
being delayed. Construction is anticipated to
begin in July, 2020.

D.1.b

Attachment: 091020 Issue Update (17253 : MPO Meeting Summary from July 9, 2020)
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Issue

JD Floyd
Elementary

US 19 Trail
(Green Acres
to Jump
Court)

Date

12/12/2018
8/20/2019
2/8/2020
2/26/2020

8/12/2020

1/30/2018
8/17/2020

Detail Status

Traffic is Under
backing up on Review
local roads

Verify timing FDOT has
of trail Timing | verified trail
will occur

Updated: Monday, August 17, 2020

Comments

A joint school Board meeting was held in
December 2019 to discuss school related
issues. Hernando County Engineer indicated
further study of IJD Floyd and Explorer K8 is
planned to identify potential remedies to the
traffic back up. The school board indicated
they hired an Architectural Firm to do master
planning studies at 3 campuses that have
additional land available that may provide
capacity solutions (Brooksville Elementary, JD
Floyd and Westside Elementary)

The project is in the hands of the consultant.

DPW has not received anything from them yet.

Based on the FDOTs FY 2020-2024 Work
program, construction of the 10’ wide trail is
scheduled for completion in Spring 2021.

D.1.b

Attachment: 091020 Issue Update (17253 : MPO Meeting Summary from July 9, 2020)
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MPO BOARD ISSUES -

Issue Date Detail Status
MPO Budget 8/20/2019 Funding Nothing
Discussion 9/17/2019 Budget issues further at
10/30/2019 were this time
discussed
Intersection of 9/18/2018  Request for Right turn
US 19 and CR south bound lane cannot
550 turn lane onto be installed
us 19
Anderson 12/12/2018 Safety Application
Snow Road 1/15/2019 concerns is not being
Sidewalk students amended at
this time
Committee 5/15/2019 MPO issues Monitoring
Quorums with quorums

Updated: Monday, August 17, 2020

D.1.b

ADDRESSED

Comments

Presentation was provided to the MPO Board on
10/30/19. No further requests for information
by the MPO Board.

There is inadequate right of way at this
intersection to construct a right turn lane.

TA application was submitted for Amero Lane
sidewalk. Discussion occurred re: amending the
Amero application to include Anderson Snow

The MPO was experiencing committee quorum
issues. New members have been added which
is helping the issue. Item will continue to be
monitored.

Attachment: 091020 Issue Update (17253 : MPO Meeting Summary from July 9, 2020)
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D.2

Metropolitan Planning Organization Meeting: 09/10/20 01:30 PM
Prepared By: Carlene Riecss

AG EN DA |TEM Initiator: Carlene Riecss

METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION DOC ID: 17287
HERNANDO/CITRUS Legal Request Number:

TITLE

West Central Florida MPO Chairs Coordinating Committee (CCC), Transportation
Regional Incentive Program (TRIP) Project Priority Lists and Multiuse Trails Priority
Lists for Districts 1 and 7

BRIEF OVERVIEW

On behalf of the West Central Florida MPO Chairs Coordinating Committee (CCC),
attached are the Transportation Regional Incentive Program (TRIP) Project Priority Lists
and Multiuse Trails Priority Lists for FDOT Districts 1 and 7. These priority lists were
endorsed by the CCC Board at its meeting on July 10, 2020.

This is an informational item, no MPO Board action is required.

FINANCIAL IMPACT
N/A

REVIEW PROCESS

Carlene Riecss Completed 08/07/2020 8:36 AM
Cayce Reagin Dagenhart Completed 08/11/2020 4:29 PM
Steven Diez Completed 08/12/2020 7:25 AM
Garth Coller Completed 08/12/2020 8:38 AM
Theresia Saenz Completed 08/26/2020 9:40 AM
MPO Pending 09/10/2020 1:30 PM
Updated: 8/27/2020 8:40 AM by Steven Diez Page 1
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Hernando/Citrus MPO

1661 Blaise Dr

Brooksville, FL 34601
352/754-4082 fax: 352/754-4420

Hillsborough County MPO
601 East Kennedy Blvd.

18t Floor Tampa, FL 33602
813/272-5940 fax: 813/272-6258

Pasco County MPO

8731 Citizens Drive, Suite 360
New Port Richey, FL 34654
727/847-8140 fax: 727/847-8084

Forward Pinellas

310 Court St

Clearwater, FL 33756
727/464-8250 fax: 727/464-8201

Polk County TPO

330 West Church St, Drawer TS05
Bartow, FL 33830

863/534-6486 fax: 863/534-6471

Sarasota/Manatee MPO
8100 15" St SE

Sarasota, FL 34243
941/359-5772

Florida Department of
Transportation District 1
801 North Broadway Ave.
Bartow, FL 33830

800/292-3368 fax: 863/534-7172

Florida Department of
Transportation District 7
11201 N. McKinley Dr.

Tampa, FL 33612
800/226-7220 fax: 813/975-6443

Tampa Bay Regional

Planning Council

400 Gateway Center Blvd., Suite 219
St. Petersburg, FL 33702
727/570-5151; fax: 727/570-5118

Southwest Florida Regional
Planning Council

1296 Victoria Ave.

Ft. Myers, FL 33901
239/338-2550; fax 239/338-2560

Central Florida

Regional Planning Council
PO Box 2089

Bartow, FL 33831-2089
800/297-8041; fax: 941/534-7138

Florida’s Turnpike Enterprise
P.O Box1409

Land O’Lakes, FL 34639
813/558-1117

Tampa Bay Area Regional Transit
Authority

5100 Lemon St., Suite 209

Tampa, FL 33609

813/998-7433

D.2.a

West Central Florida Metropolitan Planning Organizations

Chairs Coordinating Committee

July 21, 2020

Secretary LK Nandam

FDOT District 1

Florida Department of Transportation
801 North Broadway Ave

Bartow, FL 33860

Secretary David Gwynn

FDOT District 7

Florida Department of Transportation
11201 N. McKinley Dr.

Tampa, FL 33612

RE: Regional Priorities

Dear Secretaries Nandam and Gwynn,

On behalf of the West Central Florida MPO Chairs Coordinating Committee (CCC), please find
enclosed the Transportation Regional Incentive Program (TRIP) Project Priority Lists and
Multiuse Trails Priority Lists for Districts 1 and 7. These priority lists were endorsed by the CCC
Board at its meeting on July 10, 2020.

The CCC appreciates the cooperation and coordination by each of the FDOT Districts in
administering this important program. The agency partnering associated with this program
provides another tool to use to help address the critical regional transportation needs for the
West Central Florida area.

igned (17287 : West Central Florida MPO Chairs Coordinating Committee (CCC) -

Attachment: 2020 Priorities Transmittal Letter final Si

Sincerely,

Darden Rice

Chair, West Central Florida CCC

Vice Chair, Forward Pinellas
Councilmember, City of St. Petersburg

Cc: MPO Staff Directors
Wayne Gaither, FDOT District 1 Southwest Area Director
Justin Hall FDOT District 7 FDOT District Liaison Administrator

Regional Coordination of Transportation Planning
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2020 Regional Multi-Use Trails Priority Projects

MPOs CCC

Endorsed by the MPOs CCC Board on July 10, 2020

FDOT DISTRICT 1 - REGIONAL MULTI-USE TRAIL PRIORITIES (MANATEE, POLK, AND SARASOTA)

Regional/State
Corridor

Request/Phase(s)

Project

Total Cost

D.2.b

Cities of Bradenton Gulf Coast Trail ~ [26-mile commuter route spanning five Manatee and Sarasota County island $12,900,000 for extension from Longboat Key
Anna Maria Island Multi-Use Beach & Holmes Beach (Proposed) communities. to Manatee Avenue parallel to SR 780/Gulf
d Trail Drive including downtown cycle tracks $12,900,000

2.5 mile trail connecting the Fort Fraser Trail and Circle-B-Bar Reserve to
Lakeland’s Lake to Lake System of Greenways and Trails. Trail will cross under

New Project Fort Fraser Trail Extension Polk County SUN Trail State Road 570 (Polk Parkway-toll) Partial ROW/CST $2,000,000
3.0 mile trail corridor connecting the Turnpike’s Central Polk Parkway Trail (SR
570B) to the Panther Point Trail and Fort Fraser Trail.

New Project Panther Point Connector Polk County NA PD&E/PE $2,000,000
Critical 1.5 mi piece of Lakeland’s Lake-to-Lake Greenway and Trail System along
State Road 563 between Ariana St. and Lime Street in Downtown Lakeland.

New Project Lake Hunter Trail City of Lakeland NA PD&E/PE $600,000
Multi Use Trail from Ringling Blvd and Palm Ave

Ls Trail Extension Ring-a-ling Bik
New Project egacy frall txtension '|ng a-ling Blkeway City of Sarasota Gulf Coast Trail $1,000,000 request for Design (PE) $2,740,000
Connection

Multi Use Trail from US 41/Riverside Dr to Washington Park

New Project Palmetto Trail Network City of Palmetto Gulf Coast Trail $1,600,000 request for Design (PE) $15,297,000

2020 Final MUT Priority Table (17287 : West Central Florida MPO Chairs Coordinating

Attachment
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D.2.b

FDOT DISTRICT 7 - REGIONAL MULTI-USE TRAIL PRIORITIES (CITRUS, HERNANDO, HILLSBOROUGH, PASCO, AND PINELLAS)

Upper Tampa Bay Trail - Suncoast Trail

Regional/State
Corridor

Request/Phase(s)

Project

Approximately 3 miles, the trail will be the final link between the scenic,

Total Cost

Hillsborough County has no request this year

1 . Hillsborough SUN Trail Network |7+ mile Upper Tampa Bay Trail and 40+ mile Suncoast Trail between . N . $6,000,000
G t UTBT Ph; \") d | t d b
Cpectiopl 2=ell) Peterson Rd. Park and the Brooker Creek Headwaters at Van Dyke Rd. CECIEIER: ¢k
Trail/Good Neighbor Trail C . . . Phase | - 10 to 12-foot wide paved multi- use
- F the S t Trail, extend| t along SR50, and thru the City of ) .
2a (Coast-to-Coast Connector - Good Neighbor Coast-to-Coast rom é uncoas ra_l exten |n_g - . an ruthe l e . trail from Suncoast Trail to Cobb Road. FDOT Total Cost: $10,600,800
Brooksville for approximately 6 miles to connect with the Good Neighbor Trail.
Gap) PD&E complete. PE underway.
Hernando
Hernando Phase Il - 10 to 12-foot wide paved multi- use
Trail/Good Neighbor Trail C trail fi Cobb Road to Good Neighbor Trail
el rai . From the Suncoast Trail, extending east along SR50, and thru the City of ral' rom o 0ad to Good Neignuor Iral
2a (Coast-to-Coast Connector - Good Neighbor Coast-to-Coast ) ) N 5 ) : Trailhead at Russell Total Cost: $25,800,500
Brooksville for approximately 6 miles to connect with the Good Neighbor Trail.
Gap) Street. MPO study complete. PE
underway.
The Duke Energy Trail total length for the gap
is 22-miles, for 12-15 foot wide paved
bicycle/pedestrian trail with amenities.
Request for $22M. John Chestnut Sr Park to
From the southern terminus of the Pinellas Trail at John Chestnut Sr. Park, Ent?rprlse Road.sectlon G Desgn Builé
N L . project. Enterprise Road to Sunset Point Road .
| ) B . } extending south along the Duke Energy transmission corridor, to end at Weedon ) Total Cost: $22 million
3 Pinellas Trail/Duke Energy Trail Pinellas Gulf Coast Trail ) ) ) N ) constructed. Sunset Point Road to Old )
Island. SUN Trail program has funded design/build for portion from Enterprise X SUN Trail: $5.2M PE/CST
Road to John Chestnut Park Coachman Road designed and funded. Old
) Coachman Road to Haines Bayshore Road
constructed. Haines Bayshore Road to
Roosevelt Blvd unfunded. Roosevelt Blvd
constructed. Roosevelt Blvd to Weedon island
unfunded.
Connection from Gandy Bridge (east of Friendship Trail bridge) to
Bayshore Boulevard linear park.
Connection 1: From Bridge St. at Tyson Ave east to Manhattan Ave, Trail along . .
) Tampa requests funding for Connection
Tyson Ave - ROW .75 mile A .
) . 2 construction of 12-foot wide paved Request:
Connection 2: From Manhattan Ave. and Interbay Blvd. west to Picnic Island Park S e $1.8M million
a4 South Tampa Greenway Hillsborough SUN Trail Network |along MacDill Air Force Base north boundary (N Boundary Blvd.) - 3.2 mile ycle/p i . ) ) §
. needed) with amenities including trailhead. Total Cost:
Connection 3: From Manhattan Ave. and Interbay Blvd. east to Dale Mabry Hwy. . ) .
N . il Tampa requests $1.8M million for Connection $5.2 million
along Interbay Blvd. and through publicly owned parcels to existing trailhead at X
) 2 construction.
Dale Mabry Hwy. - .88 mile
Connection 4: From Gadsden Park at MacDill Ave east to Bayshore Blvd. along the
north boundary of MacDill Air Force Base (N Boundary Blvd.) - .4 mile
Withlacoochee State Trail Extension from the existing Trilby/Lacoochee trailhead
Withl hee State Trail 10 to 12-foot d bicycl destrian trail
5 fthlacooc ee. ate fral Pasco SUN Trail Network [along US 301, south to SR 56 (south of Zephyrhills). Includes Hardy Trail/Hardy ° ) 00t paved bicyc et/pe estrian tral $7,738,427
Extension ) | . ) ) ) paralleling the US 301 corridor.
Trail Extension North in Dade City. Approximately 13 miles.
A 20-mile trail southward from Flatwoods Park ending at 34th St, on the banks of TA Funded: PD&E
FGTS ObRortunit the Bypass Canal per agreement with the Southwest Florida Water Management [Hillsborough County requests funding for $379K lPE
6 Tampa Bypass Canal Trail Hillsborough '512 Y District. Using existing parks in Temple Terrace and the Florida State Fairgrounds |Design & CST of next phases of 12- foot wide Total Cost:
P areas as trailheads, the corridor expands future access via U.S. 301 to the Old Fort|paved bicycle/pedestrian trail. .
. 5 . $23.5M
King and Withlacoochee State Trail.
FTE Trail extensi
N L eIl SR From the northern terminus of the existing Suncoast Trail at US 98, north through . 5 . . Total Coast:
7 Suncoast I Citrus it is not formally part| _. L 12-foot wide paved bicycle/pedestrian trail. -
Citrus County; terminating at US 44. $4 million

of the SUNTrail

Attachment: 2020 Final MUT Priority Table (17287 : West Central Florida MPO Chairs Coordinating
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The approximately 37 mile long trail would extend form the Starkey Trail (C2C) in
the Trinity area of southwest Pasco County to the existing Withlacoochee State
Trail trailhead (connects to Good Neighbor/South Sumter Connector) at U.S.

Highway 301 in Trilby in northeast Pasco County. The planned trail alignment Construction of 12-ft paved bicycle/ $16,136,210
8 Orange Belt Trail Pasco SUN Trail Network |generally follows the historic pedestrian trail. Funding requested for ROW | First Segment funded for CST in FY
Orange Belt Railroad line that crosses Pasco County in a southwest to northeast |acquisition and construction. 2025
direction. The Orange Belt Trail is scheduled for a route study which will
determine exact alignment and preliminary engineering
funded ($1.9M) in 2017.
From Anclote Blvd. (North terminus of extension of the Pinellas Trail AKA Elfers
FGTS Opportunit Constructi f 12-ft d bicycl
9 Anclote Coastal Trail Pasco CLenstney Spur) to three coastal Pasco parks and additional environmental lands; length is ons ruF on o. p.ave My $3,187,000
Map X . pedestrian trail. In design phase.
approximately 4.5 miles.
Heart of Florida L
Withl hee State Trail - D llon Trail . eart o or.| a toop Heart of Florida - Dunnellon Gap: From north end of the Withlacoochee State Multi-use trail crossing via an underpass -
10 Citrus | Peace River to ) . L ) ) o Total Coast: $5.6 million
Connector Nature Coast Trail to the south end of the Dunnellon Trail, which is approximately 1.09 miles. |under US41. Construction is underway.
e . . Construction of an overpass at the terminus of|
Courtney Campbell Trail . . Overpass at SR 60 (Gulf to Bay) in Clearwater, connecting the Courtney Campbell . Total Cost: $8,075,488
11 City of Clearwater Gulf Coast Trail . . . N the Courtney Campbell Trail. Funded for CST .
Overpass Trail to the Bayshore Trail, approximately 0.25 miles. . SUN Trail: $1.3M PE
in FY 2024
(1) Earmark of $450K to be used for PD&E and
Design on 19th Ave between US 41 and US
301 di isi f ROW
The South Coast G Id go fi Ad Drit d extend th to th X 2.4M CST Funded
12a South Coast Greenway Hillsborough Gulf Coast Trail € >ou 0as vreenway wc?u g? rom Adamo brive arl1 ex ven southtothe (2) Phase V, VI, VII (Symmes Rd to SR $ unde
Manatee County line. The entire trail has been broken up into six phases. . Total Cost Phase 1:
60) Hillsborough County requests $700K $2.4 million
for PD&E :
(3) Phase IV (Manatee County Line to SR 674),
county requests $371K for PD&E
2016 SUN Trail Application - $991K match
. . . Part of the South Coast Greenway Trail, the Maydell Bridge would connect the request for $5.2 Million County funds (i.e. the Request/Total Cost:
12b Maydell Brid Hillsb: h Gulf Coast Trail
aycell Bricge fisboroug ult toast frai Selmon Greenway to the South Coast Greenway trail percentage of bridge) pending outcome $991,760
of PD&E phase.
A bicycle and pedestrian trail t an int tion in New Port Richi i
. . FGTS Opportunity ‘cyce alj‘ 4pe es{ rian trai over;?ass atan intersection ",‘ ew Port Richey going Additional funding for design and construction Total Cost: < $3M Legislative
13 US 19 | Marine Parkway Blvd. Trail Overpass Pasco from an existing trail on the west side of US19, across Marine Parkway Blvd., to
Map i of the overpass. Earmark: $750K
the east side of US 19.
FGTS Opportunity |Hillsb h & Pinell ti T Bay along the Gand
14 Gandy Bridge Pinellas/Hillsborough A I_ e N (RIS SRS TR R LG s ety Request funding for construction TBD
Map Bridge
. . . . Request inclusion with adjacent segments of
15 Dale Mabry Overpass Hillsborough Gulf Coast Trail  |East-West connection over Dale Mabry; alignment study complete. M TBD
. . A separated bicycle/pedestrian facility as part of the rebuild of the north bound |Continuing coordination between FDOT, $864 Million
H d Frankland Brid| d FGTS Opportunit:
16 owar C'::neacrt‘ion: Be an Pinellas/Hillsborough ISIZO unity section of the Howard Frankland Bridge. This also includes development of Tampa/Hillsborough, and St. Total Cost of Bridge Rebuild with
P connections to existing trail networks in Pinellas and Hillsborough Counties. Petersburg/Pinellas on connections. Bike/Ped Facilities - Fully Funded
Joe's Creek Trail is 0.9-miles around the lake.
Joe's Creek Trail FGTS Opportunit:
17 Joe's C(::esk ;:em:laal Trail Pinellas '320 — The Joe's Creek Greenway Trail would run along Joe's Creek corridor from US Request funding for CST TBD
v P Highway 19 to Pinellas Trail through Lealman Area, 4.76- miles.
18 Three Sisters Springs Trail Citrus FGTS Opportunity |2.4 mile trail connection from CR 486/SR 44 to the Crosstown Trail that leads into Request funding for ROW and CST $2.6 million

Connection

Map

Three Sisters Springs

Attachment: 2020 Final MUT Priority Table (17287 : West Central Florida MPO Chairs Coordinating
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Project will install a 12-foot-wide asphalt trail, replacing existing sidewalk and
filling in gaps along SR 60, and make intersection safety enhancements at SR 60
and N 34th Street. Project will begin east of SR 60 (Adamo Drive) and N 22nd St at

New Project Adamo Drive Hillsborough SUN Trail Network A I ) | Request funds for PE, ROW, CST $2,117,392
the terminus of the existing Adamo Drive Greenway, continue along the north
side of SR 60 to the intersection of N 34th Street, cross SR 60 and terminate at the|
existing Selmon Greenway Trail.
The overpass would bridge SR 54, connecting the Starkey Gap Trail to the Starkey
New Project SR 54 Overpass at Starkey Blvd Pasco SUN Trail Network [Boulevard multi-use path, providing bike/pedestrian users of both the trail and SR|Request funds for PE, ROW, CST $8,076,889

54 with a safe grade-separated crossing of a busy, high-speed arterial highway.

Attachment: 2020 Final MUT Priority Table (17287 : West Central Florida MPO Chairs Coordinating
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2020 TRIP PRIORITY PROJECT LIST

West Central Florida
Metropolitan Planning Organizations Chairs Coordinating Committee
Transportation Regional Incentive Program (TRIP)

ENDORSED BY THE CCC BOARD
July 10, 2020

Manatee

Project Description Agency TRIP Request

1 Moccasin Wallow Road From I-75 east to U.S. 301 Manatee S 33,548,490

Notes:

Attachment: D1 TRIP Projects 2020 (17287 : West Central Florida MPO Chairs Coordinating Committee
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2020 TRIP PRIORITY PROJECT LIST
West Central Florida
Metropolitan Planning Organization Chair Coordinating Committee
Transportation Regional Incentive Program (TRIP)
ENDORSED BY THE CCC BOARD
July 10, 2020

D.2d

()
g
£
e
o)
@)
o))
£
E
Project Description TRIP Request  Total Cost 5
S
o)
1-275 (SR 93) I-275/SR 60 INTERCHANGE New Interchange $231.67m ROW ("/J,
1 FDOT FUNDED 5
I-275/SR 93 FM S OF SR 60 TO S OF LOIS 5
¢ ificati i (@)
SR 60 EM S OF I-275 TO SR 589 Interstate Modification Section 4 $1,274.12m |CST o
[a
N lication for PE =
2 |SR686 FROM W OF 1275 TO W OF 9TH ST N New Road - Roosevelt Connector Pinellas |  $3,500,000 $99.2m ps:feapp cation for -
k=l
3 LITTLE RD ATMS SYSTEM EXPANSION (TRINITY BLVD TO SR 54) Design $50,000 $100K E
. ©
Pasco Rescoping the project =
Construction %
$340,000 $680,000 O
Trinity Blvd. ATMS system expansion (Little Rd. to SR 54) Design 3
$95,000 $190,000 ;
4 Pasco Rescoping the project N~
. 0
Construction N
$601,000 $1,200,000 :
. I o
US 19 CORRIDOR TRANSPORTATION INTERMODAL (TRANSIT) PE/ROW/CST for Intermodal Transit Application not N
P 1 d
> CENTER Center asco ALY SEL00 submitted. On hold. Q
%)
Intersection | ts (i ]
6  |SR686/E BAY DR @ STARKEY/KEENE RD C’;;zﬁi)'m mprovements (increase Pinellas $1,250,000 $2.50m  |Application not submitted | -2
a
Unfunded o
ROW remains an issue o
7 BARCLAY AVE FROM SR 50 TO POWELL RD 2 to 4 lanes Hernando $2,500,000 $11.72m . =
and is not ready for I~
funding. o
c
()
e
=
[5)
8
<

TBARTA - CCC TRIP PRIORITY PROJECT LIST
Anticipated Adoption: July 10, 2020
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2020 TRIP PRIORITY PROJECT LIST
West Central Florida
Metropolitan Planning Organization Chair Coordinating Committee
Transportation Regional Incentive Program (TRIP)
ENDORSED BY THE CCC BOARD
July 10, 2020

Project Description Agency TRIP Request Total Cost Notes

Rank

Application submitted for
CIGP funds for advance
ROW in 2024. Future

8 OLD PASCO RD (SR 54 TO SR 52) Advance ROW Pasco $5,800,000 $ 12,000,000 |applications for ROW &
Construction will include
requests for CIGP and
TRIP funding.

9 SR 60/GULF TO BAY AT BELCHER RD. Intersection Improvements Pinellas - - New Project.

CIGP application will be
10 |OVERPASS RD (East of Boyette Rd. to U.S. 301) ROW Pasco $2,500,000 $ 5,000,000 |submitted for funding in
FY 23 for the ROW phase.

Attachment: D7 TRIP Projects 2020 (17287 : West Central Florida MPO Chairs Coordinating Committee
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Metropolitan Planning Organization Meeting: 09/10/20 01:30 PM
Prepared By: Carlene Riecss

= AGEN DA |TEM Initiator: Carlene Riecss
METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION DOC ID: 17295
HERNANDO/CITRUS Legal Request Number:

TITLE
Lighting Discussion - US 19 at Centralia Road, and US 19 at Knuckey Road

BRIEF OVERVIEW

Recently an email requesting street lighting at the intersection of US 19 and Centralia,
and US 19 and Knuckey Road was submitted by Mr. Jeremy Foskitt. Mr. Foskitt
expressed concerns regarding the driving conditions and visibility at night along US 19
at these intersections.

The street lighting request was coordinated with the Florida Department of
Transportation (FDOT). A warrant study was conducted by FDOT and based on the
findings; the requested lighting is not warranted at this time.

This item is for discussion purposes.

FINANCIAL IMPACT

None at this time.

REVIEW PROCESS

Carlene Riecss Completed 08/13/2020 1:04 PM

Cayce Reagin Dagenhart Completed 08/13/2020 3:18 PM

Steven Diez Completed 08/13/2020 3:28 PM

Garth Coller Completed 08/14/2020 9:32 AM

Theresia Saenz Completed 08/27/2020 12:19 PM

MPO Pending 09/10/2020 1:30 PM

Updated: 8/13/2020 1:02 PM by Carlene Riecss Page 1
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This section includes example methods for determining lighting warrant for roadway lighting
systems. AASHTO provides warranting methods for continuous freeway lighting, complete
interchange lighting, and partial interchange lighting. Other methods for collector/arterial/local
roads as well as for intersections have been included in this section for information.

1t is important fo note that warrants do not represent a requirement to provide lighting.
Satisfaction of a lighting warrant shall not in itself require the installation of a lighting system.

o ad e i

Attachment: Warrant info FDOT (17295 : Lighting Discussion - US 19 at Centralia Road, and Knuckey Road)
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Swamps

NightTime Corridors 2015-2017

MightTime Corridors 2015-2017

LENGTH_MILES: 1.5
NUMYEARS: 3
TOTAL_CRASHES: 4
TOTAL_FATALITIES: 0
TOTAL_FATAL_CRASHES: 0
TOTAL_INCAP_CRASHES: 0
TOTAL_SEVERE_IMJURIES: 0
TOTAL_ACCSEVINDEX: 3
ACCSEV_PER_MILE: &
NIGHTTIME_TOTAL: 3
NIGHTTIME_PCT: 75
Shape_Length: 2413.617742

Chassallowitzka

Wildlife

Management

Arga

D.3.a

Narth

Attachment: Warrant info FDOT (17295 : Lighting Discussion - US 19 at Centralia Road, and Knuckey Road)

Packet Pg. 25




From: Steven Diez

To: Carlene Riecss

Subject: FW: Resident Concern/Suggestions -- street lighting for the two intersections along US19 at Knuckey and Centralia.
Date: Wednesday, July 22, 2020 8:18:24 AM

imaae004.nng
imaae005.pnq

D.3.b

From: Roscoe, Roger <Roger.Roscoe@dot.state.fl.us>

Sent: Thursday, July 16, 2020 3:15 PM

To: Hsu, Ping P <Ping.Hsu@dot.state.fl.us>; Steven Diez <StevenD@hernandocounty.us>

Cc: Schnedl, Genelle <Genelle.Schnedl@dot.state.fl.us>; Chin, Ronald <Ronald.Chin@dot.state.fl.us>

Subject: RE: Resident Concern/Suggestions -- street lighting for the two intersections along US19 at Knuckey and Centralia.

Thank you very much for the quick response!!

Roger Roscoe, FCCM

Government Liaison

Florida Department of Transportation-District 7
11201 North McKinley Drive

Tampa, FL 33612

813-975-6411

roger.roscoe@dot.state.fl.us

From: Hsu, Ping P <Ping.Hsu@dot.state.fl.us>

Sent: Thursday, July 16, 2020 3:09 PM

To: stevend@hernandocounty.us

Cc: Roscoe, Roger <Roger.Roscoe@dot.state.fl.us>; Schnedl, Genelle <Genelle.Schnedl@dot.state.fl.us>

Subject: RE: Resident Concern/Suggestions -- street lighting for the two intersections along US19 at Knuckey and Centralia.

Thanks to help Roger out

From: Steven Diez <StevenD@hernandocounty.us>
Sent: Thursday, July 16, 2020 2:59 PM

To: Hsu, Ping P <Ping.Hsu@dot.state.fl.us>

Subject: RE: Resident Concern/Suggestions -- street lighting for the two intersections along US19 at Knuckey and Centralia.
Peter,

Thank you for the update. Was not aware the request was so recent. We will again share this information with local staff.

Steve Diez

F xecutive Director
Hcrnanéo/citrus MFO
1661 Dlaise Dr.
5rool<svi”c, L 34601
Phone: 352-754-4082

Email: stevend@hernandocounty.us

From: Hsu, Ping P <Ping.Hsu@dot.state fl.us>
Sent: Thursday, July 16, 2020 2:56 PM

To: Steven Diez <StevenD@hernandocounty.us>; Scott Herring <SHerring@co.hernando.fl.us>; roger.roscoe@dot.state.fl.us

Cc: Hall, Justin <Justin.Hall@dot.state fl.us>; Wong, Edith <Edith. Wong@dot.state.fl.us>; Riha, William S <William.Riha@dot.state.fl.us>; Stewart, Chad
<Chad.Stewart@dot.state.fl.us>; Guthrie, Jo Ellyn <JoEllyn.Guthrie@dot.state.fl.us>; Chin, Ronald <Ronald.Chin@dot.state.fl.us>; Ebner, Joshua

<Jos aEhE@stae S>

Subject: FW: Resident Concern/Suggestions -- street lighting for the two intersections along US19 at Knuckey and Centralia.

Dear Steve, Scott & Roger: Happy Thursday afternoon and we can say TGIF soon

Scott sent the same request to Josh on 7/13 which | have personally investigate this intersection street lighting request and the response from FDOT is =»
These 2 un-signalized intersections (see arterial photos below) do not meet the “warrants” shown in AASHTO Roadway Lighting Design Guide & FHWA
Lighting Handbook. In both “manuals”, we will need to consider Night-to-day crash ratio + Benefit/Cost ratio to prioritize the implementation actions.

These 2 un-signalized intersections have very low priority to install intersection lighting along US 19.

Chad Steward (D7 Traffic Design engineer) & | have a win-win solution to address this citizen’s request =» Scott or citizen group can work with your local
power company in this area to install one street lighting luminaire on the existing power pole along local road side (Knuckey and Centralia did have power poles

at the corner of these 2 intersections). Hillsborough County uses this approach to address numerous citizen’s requests.

Please let me know any other help | can provide...

ggestions -- street lighting for the two intersections along US19 at Knuckey and Centralia. (17295 :

Attachment: FW_ Resident Concern_Su
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NightTime Corridors 2015-2017

LENGTH_WILES: 15
NUMYERRS: 3
TOTAL_CRASHES: 4
TOTALFATALITIES: 0
TOTALFATAL_CRASHES: 0
TOTAL INCAP_CRASHES: 0
TOTAL SEVERE_INJURIES: 0

TOTAL_ACCSEVINDEX:
ACCSEV_PER_MILE: ¢
NIGHTTIME_TOTAL: 2
NIGHTTIME_pCT: 75

Shape_Length: 2413617722

N




D.3.b

Peter Hsu, P.E.
District Safety Program Engineer
813-975-6251

ing.h . Rl

This section includes example methods for determining lighting warrant for roadway lighting
systems. AASHTO provides warranting methods for continuous freeway lighting, complete
interchange lighting, and partial interchange lighting. Other methods for collector/arterial/local
roads as well as for intersections have been included in this section for information.

It is important to note that warrants do not represent a requirement to provide lighting.
Satisfaction of a lighting warrant shall not in itself require the installation of a lighting system.
I p—

From: Steven Diez <StevenD@hernandocounty.us>
Sent: Thursday, July 16, 2020 7:59 AM

To: Roscoe, Roger <Roger.Roscoe@dot.state.fl.us>

Subject: FW: Resident Concern/Suggestions

ggestions -- street lighting for the two intersections along US19 at Knuckey and Centralia. (17295 :

EXTERNAL SENDER: Use caution with links and attachments.

Roger,

Please forward this request for street lighting from a citizen and referred by Comm. Allocco. This is for street lighting for the two intersections along US19 at Knuckey
and Centralia.
Thank you.

Steve Diez

[ xecutive Director
Hcrnando/citrus MFO
1661 Plaise Dr.
Brooksville, Fl_ 24601
Phone: 352-754-4082

Emaﬂ: stevend@hernandocount Jus

Attachment: FW_ Resident Concern_Su
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Swamps NightTime Corridors 2015-2017 ]

1} NightTime Corridors 2015-2017
I e —mm LM
LEMGTH_MILES: 15
NUMYEARS: 3
TOTAL_CRASHES: 4
TOTAL_FATALITIES: O
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~  TOTAL_INCAP_CRASHES: 0
TOTAL_SEVERE_INJURIES: 0
TOTAL_ACCSEVINDEX: %
ACCSEV_PER_MILE: &
NIGHTTIME_TOTAL: 3
NIGHTTIME_PCT: 73 [¥)
Shape_Length: 2412 617742
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From: John Allocco <JAllocco@co.hernando.fl.us>

Sent: Wednesday, July 15, 2020 9:37 PM

To: Jeremy Foskitt <jfoskitt@gmail.com>; Steven Diez <StevenD@hernandocounty.us>; Scott Herring <SHerring@co.hernando.fl.us>

Subject: Re: Resident Concern/Suggestions

Steve,

Can you please make sure that the two intersections on US19 ( Knuckey and Centralia) are placed on the next MPO agenda for discussion. With the growth along
these roads, especially Centralia, | believe theconversation is a valid one for street lighting at the intersections.

From: Jeremy Foskitt <jfoskitt@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, July 15, 2020, 19:28

To: John Allocco

Subject: Re: Resident Concern/Suggestions

ggestions -- street lighting for the two intersections along US19 at Knuckey and Centralia. (17295 :

Good evening, Commissioner -

I wanted to take a moment to thank you for your help in getting a response to my concerns. Scott was professional and prompt, unfortunately the
Weeki Wachee signs are not available by FDOT.

He informed me that streetlights are installed throughout Hernando County using the Municipal Services Benefit Unit (MSBU) process. It is Hernando
County’s policy to not install street lights at other locations. The Streetlights that have been installed on SR 50 were installed by the Florida
Department of Transportation (FDOT) after FDOT undertook an analysis to determine if the roadway met the requirements for streetlights. At this
time, FDOT does not have plans to provide street lighting on US 19 (SR 56) at the Knuckey and Centralia intersections. May be worth further
consideration in the future as these are difficult to see at night from 19.

As it relates to the litter pickup, a litter pickup was completed this past week. He informed me that typically litter pick ups are done in conjunction with
the mowing cycle for these roadways which is every 30 days(+/-). Although supplemented in the past with work crews from the detention

facilities, due to COVID-19, Hernando County is not currently getting work crews from the detention facilities. Good info - unfortunately, some more
trash has shown up there - my guess is that it will take a few cycles for people to start to get the hint! I'll try and remember a garbage bag on my next
walk and collect what I can.

Finally, I really hate to be "that guy" or the overly concerned citizen, but I would really appreciate your help in getting the attached items addressed. I
have attached pictures and specific addresses for ease in two documents (I will send the second one momentarily). In particular, the drainage on
Myrtle Warbler/Sage Thrasher and the gravel request would be immensely helpful (document 3).

Thank you again for your time and assistance. I really hope I am not too annoying - I just want to help the County be better, is all.

Jeremy

Attachment: FW Resident Concern Su
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On Wed, Jul 8, 2020 at 2:27 PM John Allocco <JAllocco@co.hernando.fl.us> wrote:
My pleasure sir. If the road litter and signs are not addressed please contact me again.

John Allocco
Hernando County Commissioner

District 3

20 N. Main St. Room 263
Brooksville, FL 34601
352-754-4144

From: Jeremy Foskitt <jfoski mail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, July 8, 2020 2:07:17 PM
To: John Allocco <JAllocco@co.hernando.fl.us>

Subject: Re: Resident Concern/Suggestions

Hi John,

Thank you for the prompt response. I really appreciate your help!

Jeremy

From: John Allocco <JAIl .hernando.fl.us>

Date: Wednesday, July 8, 2020 at 1:35 PM

To: "Jeremy Foskitt, MA, MBA, SHRM-CP" <jfoskitt@gmail.com>

Ce: Scott Herring <SHerring@co.hernando.fl.us>

Subject: Re: Resident Concern/Suggestions

Scott,

Please read the concerns regarding Centralia and Knuckey roads. Mr Foskitt is also asking about Weeki Wachee signs. I only believe there are two.

Respectfully,

John Allocco

Hernando County Commissioner,

District 3

On Jul 8, 2020, at 11:20 AM, Jeremy Foskitt <jfoskitt@gmail.com> wrote:

Good morning, Commissioner Allocco -

| hope you are having a good week and staying safe. | am writing to you today to ask for your assistance in addressing a few issues that | have noticed and wanted to bring to

your attention.

e It is incredibly difficult, even with appropriate signage to see the approaching roads Knuckey and Centralia. At night coming in from 19, both my
parents and | have missed the roads several times. As 19 is already a dangerous stretch of roadway, what is the feasibility of installing a
streetlight at the intersections of both 19/Knuckey and 19/Centralia2

® The segment of Knuckey Road between 19 and Leilani Drive is filled with litter. | have submitted a request to the County over a month ago to

have the trash addressed but have not received a response. There is even a sign at the entrance of Knuckey off of 19 that indicates a $500 fine

dd d on this t of roadway?

for litter! May you follow up with the appropriate agency to have the litter

Is there any possibility of purchasing/donati y to the County for old Weeki Wachee roadway signs? | ask the question because my

/ 9

parents and | would love a memento of the town of Weeki Wachee before any signs are removed after the town's dismantling.

D.3.b
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Since my parents relocated here over two years ago in the Royal Highlands area; | have fallen in love with the rural charm, genuine people, and natural beauty of Florida's
Adventure Coast! Hernando County really is a hidden gem in Florida and an exceptional place to live and work.

| appreciate your assistance in addressing these issues for the betterment of District 3 and look forward to establishing a healthy relationship
with Hernando County government!

Thank you and stay safe,

Jeremy Foskitt

11006 Sage Thrasher Ave.

Weeki Wachee, FL 34614

Jeremy J. Foskitt, M.A., MBA, SHRM-CP

(407) 516-5420
LinkedIn

Consider the environment before printing this email.

Jeremy J. Foskitt, M.A., MBA, SHRM-CP

(407) 516-5420
Linkedin

Consider the environment before printing this email.

ggestions -- street lighting for the two intersections along US19 at Knuckey and Centralia. (17295
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Metropolitan Planning Organization Meeting: 09/10/20 01:30 PM
Prepared By: Carlene Riecss

AG EN DA |TE M Initiator: Carlene Riecss

METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION DOC ID: 17254
HERNANDO/CITRUS Legal Request Number:

TITLE
Transportation Impact Fee Study Update

BRIEF OVERVIEW

In October 2019, the MPO Board approved a scope of services to Tindale Oliver and
Associates to prepare an update of the roads impact fee rate study for Hernando
County. The study was completed and presented to the Hernando County BOCC on
June 23, 2020.

Chapter 163.31801, Florida Statutes, requires that the calculation of impact fee rates be
based on the most recent and localized data. In the event of a challenge, the
government has the burden of proving by a preponderance of the evidence that the
imposition or amount of the fee or credit meets the requirements of this state legal
precedent. Local ordinances for the individual fees also recommend that the rates be
reviewed every five (5) years.

The Hernando BOCC voted to approve the methodology proposed in the updated study
and authorize Tindale Oliver and Associates to finalize the report. The study
recommendations included updates to several land use categories based upon the most
recent and localized trip generation rate data. At the BOCC's August 11, 2020, meeting,
the Board approved rates for the new land use categories at 22% of the fully calculated
impact fee rate documented by the study, and all other rates remained at 22% of the
2013 study and do not change.

A copy of the finalized study is being provided to the MPO Board for informational
purposes.

FINANCIAL IMPACT

No financial impact at this time.

LEGAL NOTE

The MPO Board has the authority to review this item under Section 339.175, Florida
Statutes. (2020-297)

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

No action is required by the Board. This is an informational item.

Updated: 8/17/2020 6:20 PM by Mary Elwin Page 1
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Introduction

Hernando County’s Roads Impact Fee Ordinance was originally adopted and went into effect in
1986 to assist the County in providing adequate roadway facilities for expected growth. The fee
has since been updated multiple times, with the most recent update occurring in 2013. The
current rates are based on the Hernando County Board of County Commission’s policy decision
to adopt the 2013 study at 22 percent of the full calculated fee levels. To reflect most recent and
localized data, the County retained Tindale Oliver to update the technical study that will be the
basis for the updated fee schedule. The figures included in this study represent the technically
calculated level of impact fees that the County could charge; however, the Board of County
Commission may choose to discount the fees as a policy decision.

Methodology

Consistent with the County’s current adopted methodology, the methodology used for the roads
impact fee study continues to follow a consumption-based impact fee approach in which new
development is charged based upon the proportion of vehicle-miles of travel (VMT) that each
unit of new development is expected to consume of a lane mile of roadway network.

Included in this document is the necessary support material used in the calculation of the roads
impact fee. The general equation used to compute the impact fee for a given land use is:

[Demand x Cost] — Credit = Fee

The “demand” for travel placed on a roadway system is expressed in units of Vehicle-Miles of
Travel (VMT) (daily vehicle-trip generation rate x the trip length x the percent new trips [of total
trips]) for each land use contained in the impact fee schedule. Trip generation represents the
average daily rates since new development consumes trips on a daily basis.

The “cost” of building new capacity is typically expressed in units of dollars per vehicle-mile of
roadway capacity. Consistent with the current adopted methodology, the cost is based on recent
roadway costs for county and state facilities.

The “credit” is an estimate of future non-impact fee revenues generated by new development
that are allocated to provide roadway capacity expansion. The impact fee is considered to be an

Tindale Oliver Hernando County
June 2020 1 Roads Impact Fee Updatg-Study
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“up front” payment for a portion of the cost of a lane-mile of capacity that is directly related to
the amount of capacity consumed by each unit of land use contained in the impact fee schedule,
that is not paid for by future tax revenues generated by the new development activity over the
next 25 years. These credits are required under the supporting case law for the calculation of
impact fees where a new development activity must be reasonably assured that they are not
paying, or being charged, twice for the same level of service.

The input variables used in the fee equation are as follows:

Demand Variables:
e Trip generation rate
e Trip length
e Percent new trips

e Interstate & Toll Facility Adjustment Factor

Cost Variables:
e Cost per lane-mile
e Capacity added per lane mile constructed

Credit Variables:
e Equivalent gas tax credit (pennies)
e Present worth
e Fuel efficiency

e Effective days per year

Legal Overview

In Florida, legal requirements related to impact fees have primarily been established through
case law since the 1980’s. Impact fees must comply with the “dual rational nexus” test, which
requires that they:
e Be supported by a study demonstrating that the fees are proportionate in amount to the
need created by new development paying the fee; and
e Be spentin a manner that directs a proportionate benefit to new development, typically
accomplished through establishment of benefit districts and a list of capacity-adding
projects included in the County’s Capital Improvement Plan, Capital Improvement
Element, or another planning document/Master Plan.

Tindale Oliver Hernando County
June 2020 2 Roads Impact Fee Updatg-Study
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In 2006, the Florida legislature passed the “Florida Impact Fee Act,” which recognized impact fees

as “an outgrowth of home rule power of a local government to provide certain services within its

jurisdiction.” § 163.31801(2), Fla. Stat. The statute — concerned with mostly procedural and

methodological limitations — did not expressly allow or disallow any particular public facility type

from being funded with impact fees. The Act did specify procedural and methodological

prerequisites, such as the requirement of the fee being based on most recent and localized data,

a 90-day requirement for fee changes, and other similar requirements, most of which were

common to the practice already.

More recent legislation further affected the impact fee framework in Florida, including the

following:

HB 227 in 2009: The Florida legislation statutorily clarified that in any action challenging
an impact fee, the government has the burden of proving by a preponderance of the
evidence that the imposition or amount of the fee meets the requirements of state legal
precedent or the Impact Fee Act and that the court may not use a deferential standard.
SB 360 in 2009: Allowed fees to be decreased without the 90-day notice period required
to increase the fees and purported to change the standard of legal review associated with
impact fees. SB 360 also required the Florida Department of Community Affairs (now the
Department of Economic Opportunity) and Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT)
to conduct studies on “mobility fees,” which were completed in 2010.

HB 7207 in 2011: Required a dollar-for-dollar credit, for purposes of concurrency
compliance, for impact fees paid and other concurrency mitigation required. The
payment must be reduced by the percentage share the project’s traffic represents of the
added capacity of the selected improvement (up to a maximum of 20 percent or to an
amount specified by ordinance, whichever results in a higher credit). The courts have not
yet taken up the issue of whether a local government may still charge an impact/mobility
fee in lieu of proportionate share if the impact/mobility fee is higher than the calculated
proportionate share contribution.

HB 319 in 2013: Applied mostly to concurrency management authorities, but also
encouraged local governments to adopt alternative mobility systems using a series of
tools identified in section 163.31801(5)(f), Florida Statutes.

Under HB 319, a mobility fee funding system expressly must comply with the dual rational
nexus test applicable to traditional impact fees. Furthermore, any mobility fee revenues
collected must be used to implement the local government’s plan, which served as the
basis for the fee. Finally, under HB 319, an alternative mobility system, that is not mobility

D.4.a
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fee-based, must not impose upon new development any responsibility for funding an
existing transportation deficiency.

e HB 207 in 2019: Included the following changes to the Impact Fee Act along with
additional clarifying language:

1. Impact fees cannot be collected prior to building permit issuance; and

2. Impact fee revenues cannot be used to pay debt service for previously approved
projects unless the expenditure is reasonably connected to, or has a rational nexus
with, the increased impact generated by the new residential and commercial
construction.

e HB 7103 in 2019: Addressed multiple issues related to affordable housing/linkage fees,
impact fees, and building services fees. In terms of impact fees, the bill required that
when local governments increase their impact fees, the outstanding impact fee credits
for developer contributions should also be increased. This requirement will operate
prospectively. This bill also allowed local governments to waive/reduce impact fees for
affordable housing projects without having to offset the associated revenue loss.

e SB 1066 in 2020: Added language allowing impact fee credits to be assignable and
transferable at any time after establishment from one development or parcel to another
that is within the same impact fee zone or impact fee district or that is within an adjoining
impact fee zone or district within the same local government jurisdiction. In addition,
added language indicating any new/increased impact fee not being applicable to current
or pending permit applications submitted prior to the effective date of an ordinance or
resolution imposing new/increased fees.

The following paragraphs provide further detail on the generally applicable legal standards
applicable here.

Impact Fee Definition

e Animpact fee is a one-time capital charge levied against new development.

e An impact fee is designed to cover the portion of the capital costs of infrastructure
capacity consumed by new development.

e The principle purpose of an impact fee is to assist in funding the implementation of
projects identified in the Capital Improvements Element (CIE) and other capital
improvement programs for the respective facility/service categories.

Tindale Oliver Hernando County
June 2020 4 Roads Impact Fee Updatg-Study
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Impact Fee vs. Tax

e An impact fee is generally regarded as a regulatory function established based upon the
specific benefit to the user related to a given infrastructure type and is not established
for the primary purpose of generating revenue for the general benefit of the community,
as are taxes.

e Impact fee expenditures must convey a proportional benefit to the fee payer. This is
accomplished through the establishment of benefit districts, where fees collected in a
benefit district are spent in the same benefit district.

e Animpact fee must be tied to a proportional need for new infrastructure capacity created
by new development.

This technical report has been prepared to support legal compliance with existing case law and
statutory requirements. Information supporting this analysis was obtained from the County and
other sources, as indicated.

Tindale Oliver Hernando County
June 2020 5 Roads Impact Fee Updatg-Study
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Demand Component

Travel Demand

Travel demand is the amount of a roadway system consumed by a unit of new land development
activity. Demand is calculated using the following variables and is measured in terms of vehicle-
miles of new travel (VMT) a unit of development places on the existing roadway system:

e Number of daily trips generated (Trip Generation Rate = TGR)

e Average length of those trips (Trip Length = TL)

e Proportion of travel that is new travel, rather than travel that is already traveling on the
road system and is captured by new development (Percent New Trips = PNT)

As part of this update, the trip characteristics variables were primarily obtained from two
sources: (1) trip characteristics studies previously conducted throughout Florida (Florida Studies
Database) and (2) the Institute of Transportation Engineers’ (ITE) Trip Generation Handbook (10t
Edition). The Florida Studies Database (included in Appendix A) was used to determine trip
length, percent new trips, and the trip generation rate for several land uses. In addition, Tables
A-35 through A-38 provide a comparison of the changes to the demand variables used in the
2013 study and this update study.

Land Use Changes

As part of this update study, several land uses were revised/added/removed from the Hernando
County fee schedule to reflect the most recent ITE Trip Generation Handbook data or to provide
additional land uses that the County may be permitting.

ITE Trip Generation Handbook Adjustments
Hernando County’s 2013 study was based on the ITE 9t Edition data. The 10%™ Edition was
published in 2017 and included significant changes, such as removal of all trip characteristics

studies conducted prior to 1980, addition of new studies, and regrouping of certain land uses.
The following paragraphs summarize resulting changes to the land uses that are included in the
County’s fee schedule.

Tindale Oliver Hernando County
June 2020 6 Roads Impact Fee Updatg-Study
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Multi-Family Housing

The current roads impact fee schedule includes “multi-family (apartment)” and “residential
condominium/townhouse” land uses. ITE 10t™ Edition has realigned these uses, creating a
combined “multi-family housing” category, with differentiation in trip generation rate based on
the number of stories. This change is incorporated into the impact fee schedule, shown by Land
Use Code (LUC) used by ITE:

e LUC 220 (multi-family, low-rise, 1-2 floors) — includes apartments, townhouses, and
condominiums located within the same building with at least three other dwelling units
and that have one or two levels (floors).

e LUC 221 (multi-family, mid-rise, 3-10 floors) — includes apartments, townhouses, and
condominiums located within the same building with at least three other dwelling units
and that have between three and 10 levels (floors).

While the Hernando County Code of Ordinances states that no multi-family building shall exceed
three stories, it is possible to receive height deviations for mid-rise multi-family development
through the planned development process (PDP).

Senior Adult Housing (Detached)
This land use appears in the current roads impact fee schedule as “Retirement Community/Age-

Restricted (Detached)” and was renamed to “Senior Adult Housing (Detached)” to correspond
with the ITE 10%" Edition definition and to differentiate from the other similar land uses. Senior
adult housing consists of detached independent living developments, including retirement
communities, age-restricted housing, and active adult communities. These developments may
include amenities such as golf courses, swimming pools, 24-hour security, transportation, and
common recreational facilities. However, they generally lack centralized dining and on-site
health facilities. Detached senior adult housing communities may or may not be gated. Residents
in these communities live independently, are typically active (requiring little to no medical
supervision) and may or may not be retired.

General Office

For the general office land use, the updated trip generation rate data in ITE 10t Edition indicate
that there is little variation in the trip generation rate as the square footage of the facility
increases. Therefore, the updated impact fee schedule includes a single office fee rate as
opposed to current roads impact fee schedule, which includes three office rate tiers (100,000 sq
ft or less; 100,001-200,000 sq ft; greater than 200,000 sq ft).

Tindale Oliver Hernando County
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Retail (General Commercial)

For the retail/commercial land use, the updated trip generation rate data in ITE 10t Edition, along
with the trip length and percent new trips regression curves indicate a relatively minor variation
in VMT as the square footage of the facility increases. Therefore, the updated impact fee
schedule includes a single retail fee rate as opposed to the current roads impact fee schedule,
which includes two general commercial tiers (50,000 sfgla or less; greater than 50,000 sfgla).

Gas Station w/Convenience Market

The current roads impact fee schedule includes a “service station” land use (LUC 944). ITE 10t
Edition has realigned this use with other similar uses and added the “super” convenience land
use, with differentiation in trip generation rate based on the size of the convenience market. This
update was incorporated into the impact fee schedule, shown by the land use codes used by ITE:

e LUC 944: Gas Station w/Convenience Market <2,000 sq ft

e LUC 945: Gas Station w/Convenience Market 2,000 to 2,999 sq ft

e LUC 960: Gas Station w/Convenience Market 3,000+ sq ft

This re-alignment eliminates the need for a similar use in the existing roads impact fee schedule,
LUC 853 (convenience market w/gasoline), and therefore, LUC 853 was removed to simplify the
County’s roads impact fee schedule and reduce any potential confusion in terms of classifying
new development.

General Heavy Industrial

The current roads impact fee schedule includes LUC 120, general heavy industrial, which is
removed from ITE 10™ Edition. Therefore, this land use has been removed from the County’s
roads impact fee schedule.

Significant ITE Adjustments

As previously mentioned, the 10t Edition included significant changes, which affect the impact
fee rates. Below is a listing of several land uses that show significant trip generation rate variation
when compared to the previous update study. Additional detail is provided in Appendix A, Table
A-36.

e Motel: -40%

e Golf Course: -26%

e Elementary School: +47%

e Middle School: +31%

e Day Care Center: -31%

D.4.a
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e Building Materials/Lumber Store: -60%
e Hardware/Paint Store: -82%

e Bank/Savings with Drive-Thru: -36%

e General Light Industrial: -29%

e Industrial Park: -51%

e Mini-Warehouse: -31%

Additional Land Uses for Consideration

Discussions with Hernando County representatives suggested that the addition of following land
uses may be beneficial as the permitting of these types of land uses seems to be increasing.

Senior Adult Housing (Attached)
This land use was added to the land use schedule for consideration. Senior adult housing consists

of attached independent living developments, including retirement communities, age-restricted
housing, and active adult communities. These developments may include limited social or
recreational services. However, they generally lack centralized dining and on-site medical
facilities. Residents in these communities live independently, are typically active (requiring little
to no medical supervision) and may or may not be retired.

Assisted Living

An assisted living complex is a residential setting that provides either routine general protective
oversight or assistance with activities necessary for independent living to mentally or physically
limited persons. It commonly has separate living quarters for residents. Its services typically
include dining, housekeeping, social and physical activities, medication administration, and
transportation. Alzheimer’s and ALS care are commonly offered by these facilities, though the
living quarters for these patients may be located separately from the other residents. Assisted
care commonly bridges the gap between independent living and nursing homes. Staff may be
available at an assisted care facility 24 hours a day, but skilled medical care — which is limited in
nature —is not required.

Continuing Care Retirement Center

This land use was added to the land use schedule for consideration. A continuing care retirement
center (CCRC) is a land use that provides multiple elements of senior adult living. CCRCs combine
aspects of independent living with increased care, as lifestyle needs change with time. Housing
options may include various combinations of senior adult (detached), senior adult (attached),
congregate care, assisted living, and skilled nursing care — aimed at allowing the residents to live
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in one community as their medical needs change. The communities may also contain special
services such as medical, dining, recreational, and some limited, supporting retail facilities.
CCRCs are usually self-contained villages.

Public Assembly

This land use was added to the land use schedule for consideration. Examples of this land use
include, but are not limited to gathering places used by religious, fraternal or other non-profit
organizations, such as Veterans of Foreign Wars (VFW), Rotary Club, etc.

Interstate & Toll Facility Adjustment Factor

This variable is used to recognize that interstate highway and toll facility improvements are
funded by the State (specifically, the Florida Department of Transportation) using earmarked
State and Federal funds. Typically, roads impact fees are not used to pay for these improvements
and the portion of travel occurring on the interstate/toll facility system is usually eliminated from
the total travel for each use.

To calculate the interstate and toll (I/T) facility adjustment factor, the loaded highway network
file was generated using the Tampa Bay Regional Planning Model (TBRPM v8.2a). A select zone
analysis was run for all traffic analysis zones located within the Hernando County in order to
differentiate trips with an origin and/or destination within the county versus trips that simply
passed through the county.

The analysis reviewed trips on all interstate and toll facilities within Hernando County, including,
Interstate 75 and the Suncoast Parkway. The limited access vehicle-miles of travel (Limited
Access VMT) for county-generated trips with an origin and/or destination within county was
calculated for the identified limited access facilities. Next, the total VMT was calculated for all
county-generated trips with an origin and/or destination within Hernando County for all roads,
including limited access facilities.

The I/T adjustment factor of 8.1 percent was determined by dividing the total limited access VMT
by the total countywide VMT. Total county VMT reduced by this factor is representative of only
the roadways that are eligible to be funded with roads impact fee revenues. Appendix A, Table
A-1 provides further detail on this calculation.
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Cost Component

Cost information from Hernando County and other counties in Florida was reviewed to develop
a unit cost for all phases involved in the construction of one lane-mile of roadway capacity.
Appendix B provides the data and other support information utilized in these analyses.

County Roadway Cost

This section examines the right-of-way (ROW), construction, and other cost components
associated with county roads with respect to roadway capacity expansion improvements in
Hernando County. In addition to local data, bid data for recently completed/ongoing projects
throughout Florida were used to supplement the cost data for county roadway improvements.
The cost for each roadway capacity project was separated into four components: design, right-
of-way (ROW), construction, and construction engineering/inspection (CEl).

Design and CEl
Design costs for county roads were estimated at 11 percent of construction phase costs based

on a review of recent roads/transportation impact fee studies throughout Florida. Additional
detail is provided in Appendix B, Table B-2.

CEl costs for county roads were estimated at nine (9) percent of construction phase costs based
on a review of recent roads/transportation impact fee studies throughout Florida. Additional
detail is provided in Appendix B, Table B-8.

Right-of-Way

The ROW cost reflects the total cost of the acquisitions along a corridor that were necessary to
have sufficient cross-section width to widen an existing road or, in the case of new construction,
to build a new road. Due to limited recent local acquisition data, this factor was determined
through a review of the ROW-to-construction cost ratios for county road unit costs in previously
completed impact fee studies throughout Florida. For county roadways, the ROW factors ranged
from 32 percent to 60 percent with an average of 42 percent. For purposes of this update study
and based on discussions with County representatives, the ROW cost for county roads is
estimated at 40 percent of the construction cost per lane mile. Additional detail is provided in
Appendix B, Table B-3.
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Construction
The construction cost for county roads was based on recently bid projects and future estimates
in Hernando County and in other communities in Florida. A review of construction cost of
improvements in Hernando County since 2013 identified two capacity expansion projects:

e Cortez Blvd Frontage Rd @ I-75

e Barclay Ave from San Antonio Rd to Powell Rd/Elgin Blvd

The Cortez Blvd improvement features a curb & gutter design with a construction cost of $1.67
million per lane mile, which is reflective of lower costs associated with frontage roads. The
Barclay Ave project features an open drainage design with a construction cost estimate of $2.73
million per lane mile.

Curb & Gutter Design

In addition to the Cortez Blvd project in Hernando County, recent improvements from other
suburban/rural counties throughout Florida were reviewed to increase the sample size. This
review included over 98 lane miles of lane addition and new road construction improvements
with a weighted average cost of approximately $2.80 million per lane mile. Additional data is
provided in Appendix B, Table B-4.

Based on a review of these data sets and discussions with County representatives, construction
cost is estimated at $2.80 million per lane mile for curb & gutter county road improvements.

Open Drainage Design

Due to the small sample of open drainage capacity projects, the cost per lane mile for county
roads with open drainage-design characteristics was calculated based on the relationship
between curb & gutter and open drainage roadway costs from the FDOT District 7 Long Range
Estimates (LRE). Based on these cost estimates, the costs for roadways with open drainage-
design characteristics were estimated at approximately 74 percent of the costs for roadways with
curb & gutter-design characteristics. Additional detail is provided in Appendix B, Tables B-1 and
B-5.

To determine the weighted average cost for county roadways, the cost for curb & gutter and
open drainage roadways were weighted based on the distribution of Hernando County roadways
included in the Hernando-Citrus MPO’s 2045 Long Range Transportation Plan’s (LRTP) Cost
Feasible Plan. As shown in Table 1, the weighted average county roadway construction cost was
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calculated at approximately $2.11 million per lane mile, with a total weighted average cost of
$3.37 million per lane mile for county roadways.

Table 1

Estimated Total Cost per Lane Mile for County Roads
Cost per Lane Mile

D.4.a

Cost Phase c . 5) Weighted
urb & Gutter  Open Drainage (6)
Average

Design'” $308,000 $228,000 $232,000
Right-of-Way'? $1,120,000 $829,000 $844,000
Construction®® $2,800,000 $2,072,000 $2,108,000
cel $252,000 $186,000 $189,000
Total Cost $4,480,000 $3,315,000 $3,373,000
Lane Mile Distribution” | 5% 95% 100%

1) Design is estimated at 11% of construction costs

2) Right-of-Way is estimated at 40% of construction costs

3) Source: Appendix B, Table B-4

4) CElis estimated at 9% of construction costs

5) Open drainage costs are estimated at 74% of the curb & gutter costs

6) Lane mile distribution (Item 7) multiplied by the design, right-of-way, construction, and CEI
phase costs by jurisdiction to develop a weighted average cost per lane mile

7) Source: Appendix B, Table B-9; Items (c) and (d)

Note: All figures rounded to nearest S000

State Roadway Cost

This section examines the right-of-way (ROW), construction, and other cost components
associated with state roads and other roadways built by FDOT with respect to roadway capacity
expansion improvements in Hernando County. In addition to local data, bid data for recently
completed/ongoing roadway projects and recent roadway construction bid data throughout
Florida were used to supplement the cost data for state roadway improvements. The cost for
each roadway capacity project was separated into four components: design, right-of-way (ROW),
construction, and construction engineering/inspection (CEl).

Design and CEl
Design costs for state roads were estimated at 11 percent of construction phase costs based on

a review of recent roads/transportation impact fee studies throughout Florida. Additional detail
is provided in Appendix B, Table B-2.
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CEl costs for state roads were estimated at 11 percent of construction phase costs based on a
review of recent roads/transportation impact fee studies throughout Florida. Additional detail is
provided in Appendix B, Table B-8.

Right-of-Way

The ROW cost factor for state roads was estimated as a percentage of the construction cost per
lane mile. Due to limited recent local acquisition data, this factor was determined through a
review of the ROW-to-construction cost ratios for state road unit costs in previously completed
impact fee studies throughout Florida. For state roadways, the ROW factors ranged from 32
percent to 60 percent with an average of 43 percent. For purposes of this update study, the ROW
costs for state roads was estimated at 40 percent of the construction cost per lane mile.
Additional detail is provided in Appendix B, Table B-3.

Construction
The construction cost for state roads (and other roadways built by FDOT) was based on recently
bid projects in Hernando County and in other communities in Florida. A review of construction
cost data for improvements in Hernando County since 2013 identified three capacity expansion
projects:

e SR 50 from Windmere Rd to E. of US 301 (curb & gutter/open drainage)

e CR578 (County Line Rd) from Suncoast Pkwy to US 41 @ Ayers Rd (curb & gutter)

e CR 578 (County Line Rd) from Springtime St to E. of Mariner Blvd (open drainage)

The SR 50 improvement includes a mix of curb & gutter/open drainage design with a construction
cost of $4.71 million per lane mile, while the CR 578 project (Suncoast to Ayers) features a curb
& gutter design with a construction cost of $3.38 million per lane mile. Combined, the curb &
gutter improvements result in a weighted average construction cost of $4.25 million per lane
mile. The CR 578 project (Springtime to Mariner) has an open drainage design on a very short
roadway segment, resulting in a construction cost of $6.28 million per lane mile.

Curb & Gutter

In addition to the local projects, recent improvements from other suburban/rural counties
throughout Florida were reviewed to increase the sample size. This review included
approximately 247 lane miles of lane addition and new road construction improvements with a
weighted average cost of approximately $3.97 million per lane mile. Additional data is provided
in Appendix B, Table B-6.

Tindale Oliver Hernando County
June 2020 14 Roads Impact Fee Updatg-Study

Attachment: 06 29 20 TOA Final IF study (17254 : Transportation Impact Fee Study Update)

Packet Pg. 48




Based on a review of these data sets and discussions with County representatives, a construction
cost of $4.20 million per lane mile was used in the impact fee calculation for curb & gutter state
road improvements. This estimate reflects local costs in Hernando County along with inclusion
of certain amenities, such as shared-use paths, etc.

Open Drainage Design

Due to the small sample of open drainage improvements, the cost per lane mile for state roads
with rural-design characteristics (open drainage) was calculated based on the relationship
between urban and rural roadway costs from the FDOT District 7 Long Range Estimates (LRE).
Based on these cost estimates, the costs for roadways with rural-design characteristics were
estimated at approximately 74 percent of the costs for roadways with urban-design
characteristics. Additional detail is provided in Appendix B, Tables B-1 and B-7.

To determine the weighted average cost for state roadways, the cost for curb & gutter and open
drainage roadways were weighted based on the distribution of Hernando County roadways
included in the Hernando-Citrus MPQO’s 2045 LRTP’s Cost Feasible Plan. As shown in Table 2, the
weighted average state roadway construction cost was calculated at approximately $3.16 million
per lane mile, with a total weighted average cost of $5.12 million per lane mile for state
roadways.

Table 2

Estimated Total Cost per Lane Mile for State Roads
Cost per Lane Mile

Cost Phase c . ) Weighted
urb & Gutter  Open Drainage (6)
Average

Design'” $462,000 $342,000 $348,000
Right-of-Way'? $1,680,000 $1,243,000 $1,265,000
Construction®® $4,200,000 $3,108,000 $3,163,000
cel $462,000 $342,000 $348,000
Total Cost $6,804,000 $5,035,000 $5,124,000
Lane Mile Distribution” | 5% 95% 100%

1) Design is estimated at 11% of construction costs

2) Right-of-Way is estimated at 40% of construction costs

3) Source: Appendix B, Table B-6

4) CElis estimated at 11% of construction costs

5) Open drainage costs are estimated at 74% of the curb & gutter costs

6) Lane mile distribution (Item 7) multiplied by the design, right-of-way, construction, and CEI
phase costs by jurisdiction to develop a weighted average cost per lane mile

7) Source: Appendix B, Table B-9; Items (c) and (d)

Note: All figures rounded to nearest S000.
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Summary of Costs (Blended Cost Analysis)

The weighted average cost per lane mile for county and state roads is presented in Table 3. The
resulting weighted average cost of approximately $3.95 million per lane mile was utilized as the
roadway cost input in the calculation of the roads impact fee rates. The weighted average cost
per lane-mile includes county and state roads and is based on the lane miles distribution of the
LRTP’s Cost Feasible Plan (Appendix B, Table B-9).

It should be noted that the cost estimates developed for this impact fee study reflect a large
sample size from several communities over the past seven years. When compared to the smaller
sample of improvements observed over the last two to three years, the data and estimates used
in this study represent a conservative approach. Additionally, these estimates account for
Hernando County’s suburban/rural nature, which tends to moderate roadway costs compared to
some of the larger, more urbanized counties that are experiencing higher construction and land
acquisition costs.

D.4.a

Table 3
Estimated Cost per Lane Mile for County and State Roadway Projects
County and
Cost Phase County Roads”  State Roads” 3)

State Roads
Design $232,000 $348,000 $270,000
Right-of-Way $844,000 $1,265,000 $983,000
Construction $2,108,000 $3,163,000 $2,456,000
CEl $189,000 $348,000 $241,000
Total Cost $3,373,000 $5,124,000 $3,950,000
Lane Mile Distribution'® | 67% 33% 100%

1) Source: Table 1

2) Source: Table 2

3) Lane mile distribution (Item 4) multiplied by the individual component costs for county and
state roads and then added together to develop a weighted average cost per lane-mile

4) Source: Appendix B, Table B-9

Vehicle-Miles of Capacity Added per Lane Mile

An additional component of the roads impact fee equation is the capacity added per lane-mile of
roadway constructed. The VMC is an estimate of capacity added per lane mile, for county,
developer, and state roadway improvements in the Hernando-Citrus MPQ’s 2045 LRTP (projects
in Hernando only). As shown in Table 4, each lane mile will add approximately 11,200 vehicles.
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Additional detail is provided in Appendix B, Table B-9.

Road Type

Table 4
Weighted Average Vehicle-Miles of Capacity per Lane Mile

Lane Miles
Added™

Vehicle-Miles of
Capacity Added?

VMC Added per

Lane Mile®

County/Dev. Roads 64.80 729,444 11,257
State Roads 31.22 346,721 11,106
Total 96.02 1,076,165

Weighted Average VMC Added per Lane Mile! 11,200

1) Source: Appendix B, Table B-9
2) Source: Appendix B, Table B-9
3) Vehicle-miles of capacity added (Item 2) divided by lane miles added (Item 1)
4) Total VMC added (ltem 2) divided by total lane miles added (Item 1)

Cost per Vehicle-Mile of Capacity

D.4.a

The roadway cost per unit of development is assessed based on the cost per vehicle-mile of

capacity. As shown in Tables 3 and 4, the cost and capacity for roadways in Hernando County

have been calculated based on recent statewide improvements. As shown in Table 5, the cost

per VMC for travel within the county is approximately $353.

The cost per VMC figure is used in the roads impact fee calculation to determine the total cost

per unit of development based on vehicle-miles of travel consumed. For each vehicle-mile of

travel that is added to the roadway system, approximately $353 of roadway capacity is

consumed.

Road Type

Table 5
Weighted Average Cost per Vehicle-Mile of Capacity Added

Cost per Lane
Mile™

Average VMC Added

per Lane Mile?

Cost per vmc?®

County Roads $3,373,000 11,257 $299.64
State Roads $5,124,000 11,106 $461.37
Total $3,950,000 11,200

Weighted Average VMC Added per Lane Mile! $352.68

1) Source: Table 3
2) Source: Table 4
3) Average VMC added per lane mile (Item 2) divided by cost per lane mile (Item 1)
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Credit Component

Capital Improvement Credit

The credit component of the impact fee accounts for the existing County and State funding
sources that are being expended on roadway capacity expansion (excluding impact fee funds).
This section summarizes the calculations utilized to develop the credit component to account for
non-impact fee revenue contributions. Additional details are provided in Appendix C.

The present value of the average annual non-impact fee funding generated by new development
over a 25-year period that is expected to fund capacity expansion projects was credited against
the cost of the system consumed by travel associated with new development. In order to provide
a connection to the demand component, which is measured in terms of travel, the non-impact
fee dollars were converted to a fuel tax equivalency.

County Credit
A review of the County’s recent historical expenditures and the FY 2020-2024 Capital

Improvement Plan indicates that the majority of capacity expansion improvements are being
funded through local option fuel tax and roads impact fees. As shown in Table 6, a total gas tax
equivalent revenue credit of 0.2 pennies was calculated for the average annual non-impact fee
funding of capacity expansion projects.

State Credit

As shown in Table 6, State expenditures in Hernando County were reviewed and a credit for the
capacity-expansion portion attributable to state projects was estimated (excluding expenditures
on limited access facilities). This review, which included ten years of historical expenditures, as
well as five years of planned expenditures, indicated that FDOT’s roadway spending generates a
credit of 23.2 pennies of equivalent gas tax revenue, annually. Additional detail is provided in
Appendix C, Table C-3.

In summary, Hernando County contributes 0.2 pennies while the State spends an average of 23.2
pennies, annually, for roadway capacity projects in the County. A total credit of 23.4 pennies is
expected to be generated by new development from all non-impact fee revenues. These credit
figures reflect the most recent available data for roadway expenditures from County and State

sources.
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Table 6

Equivalent Pennies of Gas Tax Revenue

Credit

Average Annual

Expenditures

Value per

Pen ny(‘")

Average Annual

Equivalent Pennies

per Gallon'?

County Revenue'” $144,199 $830,883 $0.002
State Revenue'? $19,252,150 $830,883 $0.232
Total $19,396,349 $0.234

1) Source: Appendix C, Table C-2

2) Source: Appendix C, Table C-3

3) Source: Appendix C, Table C-1
)

4) Average annual expenditures divided by the value per penny (Iltem 4) divided by 100

Present Worth Variables

D.4.a

e Facility Life: The roadway facility life used in the impact fee analysis is 25 years, which

represents the reasonable life of a roadway. This variable is used to calculate the present

worth of the capital improvement credit.

e Interest Rate: This is the discount rate at which gasoline tax revenues might be bonded. It is

used to compute the present value of the gasoline taxes generated by new development.

The discount rate of 3.0 percent was used in the impact fee calculation based on estimates

provided by the County.

Fuel Efficiency

The fuel efficiency (i.e., the average miles traveled per gallon of fuel consumed) of the fleet of

motor vehicles was estimated using the quantity of gasoline consumed annually (over 25 years)

by travel associated with a particular land use.

Appendix C, Table C-7 documents the calculation of fuel efficiency value based on the following

equation, where “VMT” is vehicle miles of travel and “MPG” is fuel efficiency in terms of miles

per gallon.

Fuel Efficiency = > VMTy auaympe © 2,

VMT,

ehicle Type

M PC-:'Vehicle Type

RoadwayType
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The methodology uses non-interstate VMT and average fuel efficiency data for passenger
vehicles (i.e., passenger cars and other 2-axle, 4-tire vehicles, such as vans, pickups, and SUVs)
and large trucks (i.e., single-unit, 2-axle, 6-tire or more trucks and combination trucks) to
calculate the total gallons of fuel used by each of these vehicle types.

The combined total VMT for the vehicle types is then divided by the combined total gallons of
fuel consumed to calculate, in effect, a “weighted” fuel efficiency value that reflects the existing
fleet mix of traffic on non-interstate roadways. The VMT and average fuel efficiency data were
obtained from the most recent Federal Highway Administration’s Highway Statistics 2018. Based
on the calculation completed in Appendix C, Table C-7, the fuel efficiency rate to be used in the
updated impact fee equation is 19.08 miles per gallon. The fuel efficiency has been increasing
over time, which may be partially due to alternative fuels. However, this estimate is based on
historical data and does not attempt to estimate future impact of alternative fuels.

Effective Days per Year

An effective 365 days per year of operations was assumed for all land uses in the proposed fee.
However, this will not be the case for all land uses since some uses operate only on weekdays
(e.g., office buildings) and/or only seasonally (e.g., schools). The use of 365 days per year,
therefore, ensures that non-impact fee contributions are adequately credited against the fee.
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Calculated Roads Impact Fee Schedule

D.4.a

Detailed impact fee calculations for each land use are included in Appendix D, which includes the
major land use categories and the impact fees for the individual land uses contained in each of
the major categories. For each land use, Appendix D illustrates the following:

e Demand component variables (trip rate, trip length, and percent of new trips);
e Total impact fee cost;

e Annual capital improvement credit;

e Present value of the capital improvement credit; and

e Net roads impact fee.

It should be noted that the net impact fee illustrated in Appendix D is not necessarily a
recommended fee, but instead represents the technically calculated impact fee per unit of land
use that could be charged in Hernando County. The Board of County Commission may choose to
discount the fees across-the-board as a policy decision.

For clarification purposes, it may be useful to walk through the calculation of an impact fee for
one of the land use categories. In the following example, the net impact fee is calculated for the
single-family residential detached land use category (ITE LUC 210) using information from the
impact fee schedules included in Appendix D. For each land use category, the following equations
are utilized to calculate the net impact fee:

Net Impact Fee = Total Impact Cost — Capital Improvement Credit

Where:

Total Roads Impact Cost = ([Trip Rate x Assessable Trip Length x Percent New Trips] / 2) x (1 —
Interstate/Toll Facility Adjustment Factor) x (Cost per Vehicle-Mile of Capacity)

Capital Improvement Credit = Present Value (Annual Capital Improvement Credit), given 3.0
percent interest rate & a 25-year facility life

Annual Capital Improvement Credit = ([Trip Rate x Total Trip Length x Percent New Trips] / 2) x
(Effective Days per Year x $/Gallon to Capital) / Fuel Efficiency
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Each of the inputs has been discussed previously in this document; however, for purposes of this
example, brief definitions for each input are provided in the following paragraphs, along with the
actual inputs used in the calculation of the fee for the single-family detached residential land use
category:

e Trip Rate = the average daily trip generation rate, in vehicle-trips/day (7.81)

e Assessable Trip Length = the average trip length on collector roads or above, for the category,
in vehicle-miles (6.62) (excluding local neighborhood roads).

e Total Trip Length = the assessable trip length plus an adjustment factor of half a mile, which
is added to the trip length to account for the fact that gas taxes are collected for travel on all
roads including local roads (6.62 + 0.50 = 7.12)

e Percent New Trips = adjustment factor to account for trips that are already on the roadway
(100 percent)

e Divide by 2 = the total daily miles of travel generated by a particular category (i.e.,
rate*length*percent new trips) is divided by two to prevent the double-counting of travel
generated between two land use codes since every trip has an origin and a destination

e Interstate/Toll Facility Adjustment Factor = discount factor to account for travel demand
occurring on interstate highways and/or toll facilities (8.1 percent)

e (Cost per Lane Mile = unit cost to construct one lane mile of roadway, in $/lane-mile
($3,950,000)

e Average Capacity Added per Lane Mile = represents the average daily traffic on one travel
lane at capacity for one lane mile of roadway, in vehicles/lane-mile/day (11,200)

e Cost per Vehicle-Mile of Capacity = unit of vehicle-miles of capacity consumed per unit of
development ($352.68)

e Present Value = calculation of the present value of a uniform series of cash flows, gas tax
payments in this case, given an interest rate, “i,” and a number of periods, “n;” for 3.00
percent interest and a 25-year facility life, the uniform series present worth factor is 17.4131

e [Effective Days per Year = 365 days

e S/Gallon to Capital = the amount of equivalent gas tax revenue per gallon of fuel that is used
for capital improvements, in $/gallon = $0.234

e Fuel Efficiency = average fuel efficiency of vehicles, in vehicle-miles/gallon (19.08)

Roads Impact Fee Calculation

Using these inputs, a net impact fee can be calculated for the single-family residential detached
land use category as follows:
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Roads Impact Fee:
Total Impact Cost = ([7.81 * 6.62 * 1.0] /2) * (1 - 0.081) * (5352.68) = $8,379

Annual Cap. Improv. Credit = ([7.81 * 7.12 * 1.0] /2) * 365 * ($0.234 /19.08) = $124
Capital Improvement Credit = $124 * 17.4131 = $2,159

Net Impact Fee = $8,379 — 52,159 = $6,220

Roads Impact Fee Comparison

As part of the work effort in developing Hernando County’s roads impact fee program, a
comparison of calculated fees to roads/transportation impact fee schedules adopted in other
jurisdictions was completed, as shown in Table 8.

Note that differences in fee levels for a given land use can be caused by several factors, including
the year of the technical study, adoption percentage, study methodology including variation in
costs, credits, and travel demand, land use categories included in the fee schedule, etc.

When comparing the full calculated rates in this study to the full calculated rates from the 2013
Hernando County Transportation Impact Fee Update Study, the changes in cost and credit variables
account for up to 4 percent increase. Additional increases and all of the decreases are due to the
changes in the demand variables, as explained previously and detailed in Appendix A, Tables A-35
through A-38.
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Land Use

Unit?

Hernando County

Full
Calculated®

Full
Calculated™

Current

Table 8

Roads/Transportation Impact Fee Comparison

Citrus

County(s)

Pasco County

Urban

(7)

Suburban

Rural

Polk
County(s)

Sumter

Cou nty(g)

Lake County

Central

(10)

South

Collier

County(m

Volusia

County(m

Osceola

Countym’

D.4.a

Orange
County
NON-AMA®?

Adopted(s’

Date of Last Update 2020 2013 2013 2014 2018 2018 2018 2019 2015 2019 2019 2019 2018 2017 2012

Assessed Portion of Calculated™ 100% 100% 22% 50% n/a n/a n/a 100% 37-50% 26% 70% 74-100% 98% 100% 56%
Residential:
Single Family Detached (2,000 sq ft) du $6,220 $5,767| $1,269] $1,697| $5,835| $8,570| $9,800| $2,380| $2,600| $1,000] $2,706) $7,657| $5,274] $9,055| $3,898
Non-Residential:
Light Industrial 1,000 sf $2,798 $3,662 $806 $584 $0 $0 $0 $855 $1,584 $638 $1,728 $4,584 $1,980 $3,997 $2,163
Office (50,000 sq ft) 1,000 sf $5,511 $6,889 $1,516 $1,687 $0 $0 $0 $2,356 $3,591 $935 $2,531 $8,605 $3,900 $5,700 $5,574
Retail (125,000 sq ft) 1,000 sf $8,713 $8,565 $1,884 $1,248 $5,641 $7,051 $8,813 $3,536 $3,637 $1,095 $2,964 $13,774 $6,260 $13,475 $5,477
Bank w/Drive-In 1,000 sf $13,376 $19,349 $4,257 $1,248 $12,730 $14,384 $15,582 $3,536 $8,528 $7,589 $20,537 $21,254 $9,560 $10,785 $11,525
Fast Food w/Drive-Thru 1,000 sf $80,061 $79,079 $17,397 $1,248 $40,950 $46,712 $50,978 $3,536 $29,136 $7,589 $20,537 $99,110 $46,450 $14,005 $38,463

1) Represents the portion of the maximum calculated fee for each respective county that is actually charged. Fees may have been lowered/raised through indexing or policy discounts. Does not account for moratoriums/suspensions

2) Du =dwelling unit

3) Source: Appendix D, Table D-2
4) Source:
5) Source:
6) Source:
7) Source:
8) Source:
9) Source:
10) Source:

Hernando County Transportation Revenue Alternatives, March 2013
Hernando County Zoning Department

Citrus County Department of Growth Management, Land Development Division. Retail/Commercial rate is applied to bank and fast food restaurant.
Pasco County Planning and Development Department. Pasco County rates reflect local buy-down policy used to reduce fee rates for certain types of development.
Polk County Planning and Development. Retail/Commercial rate is applied to bank and fast food restaurant. The Polk County impact fee only assesses the portion of travel occurring on the county road system.
Sumter County Impact Fee Division
Lake County Office of Planning and Zoning. Rates for “Central Benefit District” are shown. Per the 2019 transportation impact fee study, the “convenience retail” rate is shown for bank w/drive-thru and fast food w/drive-thru. CENTRAL rates also apply

to the NORTH CENTRAL district and SOUTH rates also apply to the NORTHEAST/WEKIVA district.

11) Source: Collier County Growth Management Division, Planning and Regulation

12) Source: Volusia County Growth and Resource Management Department
13) Source: Osceola County Community Development Department. Non-mixed use fees are shown. Single family fee shown is the non-rural rate and the bank w/drive-thru land use is measured per lane. Warehouse rate is shown for light industrial.
14) Source: Orange County Planning and Development; Non-AMA district rates are shown.
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Appendix A: Demand Component

This appendix presents the detailed calculations for the demand component of the roads impact
fee study.

Interstate & Toll Facility Adjustment Factor

Table A-1 presents the interstate and toll facility adjustment factor used in the calculation of the
roads impact fee. This variable is based on data from the Tampa Bay Regional Planning Model
v8.2, specifically the 2040 projected vehicle-miles of travel of all county-generated trips on all in-
county roadways. It should be noted that the adjustment factor excludes all external-to-external
trips, which represent traffic that goes through Hernando County, but does not necessarily stop
in the county. This traffic is excluded from the analysis since it does not come from development
within the county. The I/T adjustment factor is used to reduce the VMT that the impact fee
charges for each land use.

Table A-1
Interstate/Toll Facility Adjustment Factor
Roadway VIMIT % VMT
(2040)
Interstate/Toll Facilities 393,377 8.1%
Other Roads 4,447,122 91.9%
Total (All Roads) 4,840,499 100.0%

Source: TBRPM v8.2, 2040

Florida Studies Trip Characteristics Database

The Florida Studies Trip Characteristics Database includes over 345 studies on 40 different
residential and non-residential land uses collected over the last 30 years. Data from these studies
include trip generation, trip length, and percent new trips for each land use. This information
has been used in the development of impact fees and the creation of land use plan category trip
characteristics for communities throughout Florida and the U.S. Trip characteristics studies for
land uses included in the Hernando County Roads Impact Fee Schedule are included in this

Appendix.
Tindale Oliver Hernando County
June 2020 A-1 Roads Impact Fee UpdateStudy
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Tindale Oliver estimates trip generation rates for all land uses in a roads impact fee schedule
using data from studies in the Florida Studies Database and the Institute of Transportation
Engineers’ (ITE) Trip Generation reference report (10t edition). In instances, when both ITE Trip
Generation reference report (10 edition) and Florida Studies trip generation rate (TGR) data are
available for a particular land use, the data is typically blended to increase the sample size and
provide a more valid estimate of the average number of trips generated per unit of development.
If no Florida Studies data is available, only TGR data from the ITE reference report is used in the
fee calculation.

The trip generation rate for each respective land use is calculated using machine counts that
record daily traffic into and out of the site studied. The traffic count hoses are set at entrances
to residential subdivisions for the residential land uses and at all access points for non-residential
land uses.

The trip length information is obtained through origin-destination surveys that ask respondents
where they came from prior to arriving at the site and where they intended to go after leaving
the site. The results of these surveys were used to estimate average trip length by land use.

The percent new trip variable is based on assigning each trip collected through the origin-
destination survey process a trip type (primary, secondary, diverted, and captured). The percent
new trip variable is then calculated as 1 minus the percentage of trips that are captured.

Table A-2

Land Use 151: Mini-Warehouse

Total # # Trip Length
Interviews Interviews

Location Size (1,000 sf)

Trip Gen Rate Time Period Trip Length Percent New Trips VMT

Orange Co, FL 89.6 2006 - - 1.23 - - - - Orange County
Orange Co, FL 84.7 2006 - - 1.39 - - - - Orange County
Orange Co, FL 93.0 2006 - - 151 - - - - Orange County
Orange Co, FL 107.0 2007 - - 1.45 - - - - Orange County
Orange Co, FL 77.0 2009 - - 2.18 - - - - Tindale Oliver
Orange Co, FL 93.7 2012 - - 115 - - Tindale Oliver
Total Size 545.0 6 Average Trip Length: n/a

D.4.a

Attachment: 06 29 20 TOA Final IF study (17254 : Transportation Impact Fee Study Update)

ITE 780.0 15 Average Trip Length: n/a
Blended total 1,325.0 Weighted Percent New Trip Average: -
Weighted Average Trip Generation Rate: 1.47
ITE Average Trip Generation Rate: 1.51
Blend of FL Studies and ITE Average Trip Generation Rate: 1.49
Tindale Oliver Hernando County
June 2020 A-2 Roads Impact Fee UpdateStudy
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Location

Total #

Table A-3

Land Use 210: Single Family - Detached

Length

Trip Gen Rate

Time Peri

D.4.a

Interviews

Interviews

Sarasota Co, FL 76 Jun-93 70 70 10.03 - 6.00 - 60.18 Sarasota County
Sarasota Co, FL 79 Jun-93 86 86 9.77 - 4.40 - 42.99 Sarasota County
Sarasota Co, FL 135 Jun-93 75 75 8.05 - 5.90 - 47.50 Sarasota County
Sarasota Co, FL 152 Jun-93 63 63 8.55 - 7.30 - 62.42 Sarasota County
Sarasota Co, FL 193 Jun-93 123 123 6.85 - 4.60 - 31.51 Sarasota County
Sarasota Co, FL 97 Jun-93 33 33 13.20 - 3.00 - 39.60 Sarasota County
Sarasota Co, FL 282 Jun-93 146 146 6.61 - 8.40 - 55.52 Sarasota County
Sarasota Co, FL 393 Jun-93 207 207 7.76 - 5.40 - 41.90 Sarasota County
Hernando Co, FL 76 May-96 148 148 10.01 9a-6p 4.85 - 48.55 Tindale Oliver
Hernando Co, FL 128 May-96 205 205 8.17 9a-6p 6.03 - 49.27 Tindale Oliver
Hernando Co, FL 232 May-96 182 182 7.24 9a-6p 5.04 - 36.49 Tindale Oliver
Hernando Co, FL 301 May-96 264 264 8.93 9a-6p 3.28 - 29.29 Tindale Oliver
Charlotte Co, FL 135 Oct-97 230 - 5.30 9a-5p 7.90 - 41.87 Tindale Oliver
Charlotte Co, FL 142 Oct-97 245 - 5.20 9a-5p 4.10 - 21.32 Tindale Oliver
Charlotte Co, FL 150 Oct-97 160 - 5.00 9a-5p 10.80 - 54.00 Tindale Oliver
Charlotte Co, FL 215 Oct-97 158 - 7.60 9a-5p 4.60 - 34.96 Tindale Oliver
Charlotte Co, FL 257 Oct-97 225 - 7.60 9a-5p 7.40 - 56.24 Tindale Oliver
Charlotte Co, FL 345 Oct-97 161 - 7.00 9a-5p 6.60 - 46.20 Tindale Oliver
Charlotte Co, FL 368 Oct-97 152 - 6.60 9a-5p 5.70 - 37.62 Tindale Oliver
Charlotte Co, FL 383 Oct-97 516 - 8.40 9a-5p 5.00 - 42.00 Tindale Oliver
Charlotte Co, FL 441 Oct-97 195 - 8.20 9a-5p 4.70 - 38.54 Tindale Oliver
Charlotte Co, FL 1,169 Oct-97 348 - 6.10 9a-5p 8.00 - 48.80 Tindale Oliver
Collier Co, FL 90 Dec-99 91 - 12.80 8a-6p 11.40 - 145.92 Tindale Oliver
Collier Co, FL 400 Dec-99 389 - 7.80 8a-6p 6.40 - 49.92 Tindale Oliver
Lake Co, FL 49 Apr-02 170 - 6.70 7a-6p 10.20 - 68.34 Tindale Oliver
Lake Co, FL 52 Apr-02 212 - 10.00 7a-6p 7.60 - 76.00 Tindale Oliver
Lake Co, FL 126 Apr-02 217 - 8.50 7a-6p 8.30 - 70.55 Tindale Oliver
Pasco Co, FL 55 Apr-02 133 - 6.80 8a-6p 8.12 - 55.22 Tindale Oliver
Pasco Co, FL 60 Apr-02 106 - 7.73 8a-6p 8.75 - 67.64 Tindale Oliver
Pasco Co, FL 70 Apr-02 188 - 7.80 8a-6p 6.03 - 47.03 Tindale Oliver
Pasco Co, FL 74 Apr-02 188 - 8.18 8a-6p 5.95 - 48.67 Tindale Oliver
Pasco Co, FL 189 Apr-02 261 - 7.46 8a-6p 8.99 - 67.07 Tindale Oliver
Marion Co, FL 102 Apr-02 167 - 8.02 7a-6p 5.10 - 40.90 Kimley-Horn & Associates
Marion Co, FL 105 Apr-02 169 - 7.23 7a-6p 7.22 - 52.20 Kimley-Horn & Associates
Marion Co, FL 124 Apr-02 170 - 6.04 7a-6p 7.29 - 44.03 Kimley-Horn & Associates
Marion Co, FL 132 Apr-02 171 - 7.87 7a-6p 7.00 - 55.09 Kimley-Horn & Associates
Marion Co, FL 133 Apr-02 209 - 8.04 7a-6p 4.92 - 39.56 Kimley-Horn & Associates
Citrus Co, FL 111 Oct-03 273 - 8.66 7a-6p 7.70 - 66.68 Tindale Oliver
Citrus Co, FL 231 Oct-03 155 - 5.71 7a-6p 4.82 - 27.52 Tindale Oliver
Citrus Co, FL 306 Oct-03 146 - 8.40 7a-6p 3.94 - 33.10 Tindale Oliver
Citrus Co, FL 364 Oct-03 345 - 7.20 7a-6p 9.14 - 65.81 Tindale Oliver
Citrus Co, FL 374 Oct-03 248 - 12.30 7a-6p 6.88 - 84.62 Tindale Oliver
Lake Co, FL 42 Dec-06 122 - 11.26 - 5.56 - 62.61 Tindale Oliver
Lake Co, FL 51 Dec-06 346 - 18.22 - 9.46 - 172.36 Tindale Oliver
Lake Co, FL 59 Dec-06 144 - 12.07 - 10.79 - 130.24 Tindale Oliver
Lake Co, FL 90 Dec-06 194 - 9.12 - 5.78 - 52.71 Tindale Oliver
Lake Co, FL 239 Dec-06 385 - 7.58 - 8.93 - 67.69 Tindale Oliver
Hernando Co, FL 232 Apr-07 516 - 8.02 7a-6p 8.16 - 65.44 Tindale Oliver
Hernando Co, FL 95 Apr-07 256 - 8.08 7a-6p 5.88 - 47.51 Tindale Oliver
Hernando Co, FL 90 Apr-07 338 - 7.13 7a-6p 5.86 - 41.78 Tindale Oliver
Hernando Co, FL 58 Apr-07 153 - 6.16 7a-6p 8.39 - 51.68 Tindale Oliver
Collier Co, FL 74 Mar-08 503 - 12.81 7a-6p 3.05 - 39.07 Tindale Oliver
Collier Co, FL 97 Mar-08 512 - 8.78 7a-6p 11.29 - 99.13 Tindale Oliver
Collier Co, FL 315 Mar-08 1,347 - 6.97 7a-6p 6.55 - 45.65 Tindale Oliver
Collier Co, FL 42 Mar-08 314 - 9.55 7a-6p 10.98 - 104.86 Tindale Oliver
Total Size 10,380 55 13,130 Average Trip Length: 6.79
Average Trip Length: 6.62

Weighted Average Trip Generation Rate:

Table A-4
Land Use 220/221/222: Multi-Family (Low-, Mid-, High-Rise)
Location W (et Trip Gen Rate Time Period Length Percent New
Interviews Interviews
Sarasota Co, FL 212 Jun-93 42 42 5.78 - 5.20 - 30.06 Sarasota County
Sarasota Co, FL 243 Jun-93 36 36 5.84 - - - - Sarasota County
Marion Co, FL 214 Apr-02 175 175 6.84 - 4.61 - 31.53 Kimley-Horn & Associates
Marion Co, FL 240 Apr-02 174 174 6.96 - 3.43 - 23.87 Kimley-Horn & Associates
Marion Co, FL 288 Apr-02 175 175 5.66 - 5.55 - 31.41 Kimley-Horn & Associates
Marion Co, FL 480 Apr-02 175 175 5.73 - 6.88 - 39.42 Kimley-Horn & Associates
Marion Co, FL 500 Apr-02 170 170 5.46 - 5.94 - 3243 Kimley-Horn & Associates
Lake Co, FL 250 Dec-06 135 135 6.71 - 5.33 - 35.76 Tindale Oliver
Lake Co, FL 157 Dec-06 265 265 13.97 - 2.62 - 36.60 Tindale Oliver
Lake Co, FL 169 Dec-06 212 - 8.09 - 6.00 - 48.54 Tindale Oliver
Lake Co, FL 226 Dec-06 301 - 6.74 - 217 - 14.63 Tindale Oliver
Hernando Co, FL 312 Apr-07 456 - 4.09 - 5.95 - 24.34 Tindale Oliver
Hernando Co, FL 176 Apr-07 332 - 5.38 - 5.24 - 28.19 Tindale Oliver
Orange Co, FL 364 Nov-13 - - 9.08 - - - - Orange County
Orange Co, FL 108 Aug-14 - - 5.51 - - - - Orange County
Hernando Co, FL 31 May-96 31 31 6.12 9a-6p 4.98 - 30.48 Tindale Oliver
Hernando Co, FL 128 May-96 128 128 6.47 9a-6p 5.18 - 33.51 Tindale Oliver
Pasco Co, FL 229 Apr-02 198 198 4.77 9a-6p - - - Tindale Oliver
Pasco Co, FL 248 Apr-02 353 353 4.24 9a-6p 3.53 - 14.97 Tindale Oliver
Total Size 4,575 19 Average Trip Length: 4.27
Total Size (TL) 3,631 Weighted Average Trip Length: 5.10
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Location

Size / Units

Total #
Interviews

Table A-5

Land Use 240: Mobile Home Park

# Trip Length
Interviews

Trip Gen Rate Time Period

Trip Length

Percent New Trips

D.4.a

Marion Co, FL 67 Jul-91 22 22 5.40 48hrs. 2.29 - 12.37 Tindale Oliver
Marion Co, FL 82 Jul-91 58 58 10.80 24hr. 3.72 - 40.18 Tindale Oliver
Marion Co, FL 137 Jul-91 22 22 3.10 24hr. 4.88 - 15.13 Tindale Oliver
Sarasota Co, FL 996 Jun-93 181 181 4.19 - 4.40 - 18.44 Sarasota County
Sarasota Co, FL 235 Jun-93 100 100 3.51 - 5.10 - 17.90 Sarasota County
Marion Co, FL 188 Apr-02 147 - 3.51 24hr. 5.48 - 19.23 Kimley-Horn & Associates
Marion Co, FL 227 Apr-02 173 - 2.76 24hr. 8.80 - 24.29 Kimley-Horn & Associates
Marion Co, FL 297 Apr-02 175 - 4.78 24hr. 4.76 - 22.75 Kimley-Horn & Associates
Hernando Co, FL 1,892 May-96 425 425 4.13 9a-6p 4.13 - 17.06 Tindale Oliver
Total Size 4,121 9 1,303 Average Trip Length: 4.84
Weighted Average Trip Length: 4.60

Location

Size / Units.

Weighted Average Trip Generation Rate:

Table A-6

Land Use 251: Senior Adult Housing - Detached/Retirement Community

Total #
Interviews

# Trip Length
Interviews

Trip Gen Rate Time Period Trip Length

Percent New Trips

4.17

Lakeland, FL 67 3/28-4/2/90 26 24 3.50 9am-4pm 2.44 - 8.54 Tindale Oliver
Marion Co, FL 778 Apr-02 175 - 2.96 24hr. 3.49 - 10.33 Kimley-Horn & Associates
Marion Co, FL 877 Apr-02 209 - 291 24hr. 5.90 - 17.17 Kimley-Horn & Associates
Marion Co, FL 1,054 Apr-02 173 - 3.65 24hr. 6.00 - 21.90 Kimley-Horn & Associates
Marion Co, FL 3,076 Apr-02 198 - 2.63 24hr. 5.16 - 13.57 Kimley-Horn & Associates
Marion Co, FL 3,625 Apr-02 164 - 2.50 24hr. 5.83 - 14.58 Kimley-Horn & Associates

Total Size 9,477 6 945 Average Trip Length: 4.80

ITE 9,170 14 Weighted Average Trip Length: 5.42
Blended total 18,647 Weighted Average Trip Generation Rate: 275
ITE Average Trip Generation Rate: 427
Blend of FL Studies and ITE Average Trip Generation Rate: 3.50

Total #

Table A-7

Land Use 252: Senior Adult Housing - Attached/Retirement Community
# Trip Length

Location Size / Units. . N Trip Gen Rate Time Period Trip Length Percent New Trips
Interviews Interviews
Sun City Center, FL 208 Oct-91 726 726 2.46 24hr. - - - Tindale Oliver

Total Size 208 1 Average Trip Length: -
ITE 486 6 Average Trip Length: -

Blended total 694 Weighted Average Trip Generation Rate: 2.46

ITE Average Trip Generation Rate: 3.70

Blend of FL Studies and ITE Average Trip Generation Rate: 333

Location

Size / Units

Total #
Interviews

Table A-8

Land Use 253: Congregate Care Facility

# Trip Length
Interviews

Trip Gen Rate Time Period Trip Length

Percent New Trips

Pinellas Park, FL 72 Aug-89 25 19 3.50 9am-5pm 2.20 79.0 7.70 Tindale Oliver
Palm Harbor, FL | 200 Oct-89 58 40 | - | gamspm | 340 69.0 - Tindale Oliver
Total Size 272 2 83 Average Trip Length: 2.80
ITE 388 2 Weighted Average Trip Length: 3.08
Blended total 660 Weighted Percent New Trip Average: 71.6
460 Weighted Average Trip Generation Rate: 3.50
ITE Average Trip Generation Rate: 2.02
Blend of FL Studies and ITE Average Trip Generation Rate: 225

Tindale Oliver
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Location

ize (Rooms)

Total #

Table A-9

Land Use 310: Hotel

#Trip Length

Trip Gen Rate Time Peri Length Percent New

D.4.a

Interviews

Interviews

Pinellas Co, FL 174 Aug-89 134 106 12.50 7-11a/3-7p 6.30 79.0 62.21 Tindale Oliver
Pinellas Co, FL 114 Oct-89 30 14 7.30 12-7p 6.20 47.0 21.27 Tindale Oliver
Orange Co, FL 123 1997 - - 6.32 - - - - Orange County
Orange Co, FL 120 1997 - - 5.27 - - - - Orange County
Orange Co, FL 146 1997 - - 7.61 - - - - Orange County
Orange Co, FL 252 1997 - - 5.63 - - - - Orange County
Orange Co, FL 172 1997 - - 6.36 - - N - Orange County
Orange Co, FL 170 1997 - - 6.06 - - - - Orange County
Orange Co, FL 128 1997 - - 6.10 - - - - Orange County
Orange Co, FL 200 1997 - - 4.56 - - - - Orange County
Orange Co, FL 112 1998 - - 2.78 - - - - Orange County
Orange Co, FL 130 1998 - - 9.12 - - - - Orange County
Orange Co, FL 106 1998 - - 7.34 - - - - Orange County
Orange Co, FL 98 1998 - - 7.32 - - - - Orange County
Orange Co, FL 120 1998 - - 5.57 - - - - Orange County
Orange Co, FL 70 1999 - - 1.85 - - - - Orange County
Orange Co, FL 123 1999 - - 4.81 - - - - Orange County
Orange Co, FL 123 1999 - - 3.70 - - - - Orange County
Orange Co, FL 211 2000 - - 2.23 - - - - Orange County
Orange Co, FL 144 2000 - - 7.32 - - - - Orange County
Orange Co, FL 105 2001 - - 5.25 - - - - Orange County
Orange Co, FL 891 2005 - - 5.69 - - - - Orange County
Orange Co, FL 1,584 2005 - - 5.88 - - - - Orange County
Orange Co, FL 210 2006 - - 4.88 - - - - Orange County
Orange Co, FL 1,499 2006 - - 4.69 - - - - Orange County
Orange Co, FL 144 - - - 4.74 - - - - Orange County
Orange Co, FL 148 - - - 7.61 - - - - Orange County
Orange Co, FL 160 N - - 6.19 - - - - Orange County
Orange Co, FL 130 - - - 4.29 - - - - Orange County
Orange Co, FL 130 - - - 3.40 - - - - Orange County
Orange Co, FL 144 - - - 7.66 - - - - Orange County
Orange Co, FL 100 - - - 7.37 - - - - Orange County
Orange Co, FL 190 - - - 4.71 - - - - Orange County
Orange Co, FL 1,501 2011 - - 3.50 - - - - Tindale Oliver
Orange Co, FL 174 2011 - - 7.03 - - - - Tindale Oliver
Orange Co, FL 238 2014 - - 4.05 - - - - Tindale Oliver
Total Size 10,184 36 164 Average Trip Length: 6.25
ITE 876 6 Weighted Average Trip Length: 6.26
Blended total 11,060 Weighted Percent New Trip Average: 66.3

Weighted Average Trip Generation Rate: 531

ITE Average Trip Generation Rate: 8.36

Blend of FL Studies and ITE Average Trip Generation Rate: 5.55

Location

ize (Rooms)

Total #
Interviews

Table A-10

Land Use 320: Motel
rip Length

Time Period
Interviews

Trip Gen Rate Length Percent New

Pinellas Co, FL 48 Oct-89 46 24 - 10a-2p 2.80 65.0 - Tindale Oliver
Pinellas Co, FL 54 Oct-89 32 22 - 12p-7p 3.80 69.0 - Tindale Oliver
Pinellas Co, FL 120 Oct-89 26 22 - 2p-7p 5.20 84.6 - Tindale Oliver
Total Size 222 3 104 Average Trip Length: 3.93
ITE 654 6 Weighted Average Trip Length: 4.34
Weighted Percent New Trip Average: 76.6

Table A-11
Land Use 444: Movie Theater
Location Tota_l # #Trip L.ength Trip Gen Rate Time Period Trip Length  Percent New Trips
Interviews Interviews
Pinellas Co, FL 8 Oct-89 151 116 113.10 2p-8p 2.70 77.0 235.13 Tindale Oliver
Pinellas Co, FL [ 12 Sep-89 122 116 | 63.40 | 2p80 | 1.90 95.0 [ 11444 Tindale Oliver
Total Size 20 2 273 Average Trip Length: 2.30
ITE 6 1 Weighted Average Trip Length: 2.22
Blended total 26 Weighted Percent New Trip Average: 87.8
Weighted Average Trip Generation Rate: 83.28
ITE Average Trip Generation Rate: 220.00
Blend of FL Studies and ITE Average Trip Generation Rate: 114.83

Location

Size (1,000 sf)

Total #
Interviews

Table A-12

Land Use 492: Health/Fitness Club
# Trip Length

5 Time Period
Interviews

Trip Gen Rate Trip Length Percent New Trips

Tampa, FL -

Mar-86

31 - - - 94.0 -

Kimley-Horn & Associates

Total Size
ITE

Average Trip Length: n/a

Percent New Trip Average: 94.0
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Table A-13

Land Use 565: Day Care Center

D.4.a

Location Size (1,000 sf) Tota_l U L) L.eng(h Trip Gen Rate Time Period Trip Length  Percent New Trips
Interviews Interviews
Pinellas Co, FL 5.6 Aug-89 94 66 66.99 7a-6p 1.90 70.0 89.10 Tindale Oliver
Pinellas Co, FL 10.0 Sep-89 179 134 66.99 7a-6p 2.10 75.0 105.51 Tindale Oliver
Tampa, FL - Mar-86 28 25 - - 2.60 89.0 - Kimley-Horn & Associates
Total Size 15.6 3 301 Average Trip Length: 2.20
ITE 135.0 27 Weighted Average Trip Length: 2.03
Blended total 150.6 Weighted Percent New Trip Average: 732
Weighted Average Trip Generation Rate: 66.99
ITE Average Trip Generation Rate: 47.62
Blend of FL Studies and ITE Average Trip Generation Rate: 49.63

Lakeland, FL

Location Size (Beds)

Date

Table A-14

Land Use 620: Nursing Home
Total # #Trip Length

Trip Gen Rat Time Peri Trip Length  Percent New Tri
Interviews Interviews DR ST PG Sreentiiew Tips

Tindale Oliver

Total Size
ITE
Blended total

120
480
600

74 Average Trip Len
Weighted Average Trip Len
Weighted Percent New Trip Average: 89.0
Weighted Average Trip Generation Rate: 2.86
ITE Average Trip Generation Rate: 3.06
Blend of FL Studies and ITE Average Trip Generation Rate: 3.02

Table A-15

Land Use 630: Clinic

Location Size (1,000 sf) Tota‘I & LD L'ength Trip Gen Rate Time Period Trip Length Percent New Trips
Interviews Interviews
Largo, FL 103.9 Aug-89 614 572 37.03 7a-430p 5.10 93.0 175.63 Tindale Oliver
[ St. Petersburg, FL [ - [ Oct-89 280 252 [ - | easp | 410 90.0 - Tindale Oliver
Total Size 103.9 2 894 Average Trip Length: 4.60
ITE 63.0 3 Weighted Average Trip Length: 5.10
166.9 Weighted Percent New Trip Average: 93.0
Weighted Average Trip Generation Rate: 37.03
ITE Average Trip Generation Rate: 38.16
Blend of FL Studies and ITE Average Trip Generation Rate: 37.46

Table A-16

Land Use 710: General Office Building

Location Size (1,000 sf) To(a_l U L) L.eng(h Trip Gen Rate Time Period Trip Length  Percent New Trips
Interviews Interviews
Sarasota Co, FL 143 Jun-93 14 14 46.85 - 11.30 - 529.41 Sarasota County

Gwinnett Co, GA 98.0 Dec-92 - - 4.30 - 5.40 - - Street Smarts
Gwinnett Co, GA 180.0 Dec-92 - - 3.60 - 5.90 - - Street Smarts
Pinellas Co, FL 187.0 Oct-89 431 388 18.49 7a-5p 6.30 90.0 104.84 Tindale Oliver
St. Petersburg, FL 262.8 Sep-89 291 274 - 7a-5p 3.40 94.0 - Tindale Oliver

Total Size 742.1 5 736 Average Trip Length: 6.46

ITE 11,286.0 66 Weighted Average Trip Length: 5.15

Weighted Percent New Trip Average: 923

Table A-17
LUC 720: Small Medical/Dental Office Building: 10,000 sf or Less

Tues., Jan 11 Wedn., Jan 12 Thur., Jan 13 AVERAGE AVERAGE (per 1,000 sf)
Site Size (1,000 sf)
IN IN out TOTAL

Site 1 2.100 35 35 22 22 13 13 70 70 23.33 23.33 11.11 11.11 22.22

Site 2 3.000 40 40 52 52 53 53 145 145 48.33 48.33 16.11 16.11 32.22

Site 3 2.000 28 28 19 21 24 26 71 75 23.67 25.00 11.84 12.50 2434

Site 4 1.000 30 30 52 52 57 57 139 139 46.33 46.33 46.33 46.33 92.66

Site 5 3.024 31 32 43 43 24 24 98 99 32.67 33.00 10.80 1091 21.71

Site 6 1.860 22 24 19 17 11 11 52 52 17.33 17.33 9.32 9.32 18.64
Average 17.59 17.71 35.30
Average (excluding Site 4) 11.84 11.99 23.83
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Location

Table A-18

Land Use 720: Medical-Dental Office Building

Total # # Trip Length

Size (1,000 sf)

Trip Gen Rate Time Period Trip Length  Percent New Trips

D.4.a

Interviews Interviews

Tampa, FL - Mar-86 33 26 - - 6.00 79.0 - Kimley-Horn & Associates

Palm Harbor, FL 14.6 Oct-89 104 76 33.98 9a-5p 6.30 73.0 156.27 Tindale Oliver
St. Petersburg, FL - Nov-89 34 30 57.20 9a-4p 1.20 88.0 - Tindale Oliver
Hernando Co, FL 58.4 May-96 390 349 28.52 9a-6p 6.47 89.5 165.09 Tindale Oliver
Hernando Co, FL 28.0 May-96 202 189 49.75 9a-6p 6.06 93.8 282.64 Tindale Oliver
Charlotte Co, FL 11.0 Oct-97 - 186 49.50 9a-5p 4.60 92.1 209.67 Tindale Oliver
Charlotte Co, FL 28.0 Oct-97 - 186 31.00 9a-5p 3.60 816 91.04 Tindale Oliver
Charlotte Co, FL 304 Oct-97 - 324 39.80 9a-5p 3.30 83.5 109.68 Tindale Oliver
Citrus Co, FL 389 Oct-03 - 168 32.26 8-6p 6.80 97.1 213.03 Tindale Oliver
Citrus Co, FL 10.0 Nov-03 - 340 40.56 8-630p 6.20 92.4 232.33 Tindale Oliver
Citrus Co, FL 5.3 Dec-03 - 20 29.36 8-5p 5.25 95.2 146.78 Tindale Oliver
Orange Co, FL 50.6 2009 - - 26.72 - - - - Orange County
Orange Co, FL 235 2010 - - 16.58 - - - - Tindale Oliver

Total Size 298.6 13 763 Average Trip Length: 5.07

ITE 672.0 28 Weighted Average Trip Length: 5.55

Blended total 970.6 Weighted Percent New Trip Average: 88.9

Location

Average Trip Generation Rate:
ITE Average Trip Generation Rate:
Blend of FL Studies and ITE Average Trip Generation Rate:

Table A-19

Land Use 812: Building Materials and Lumber Store
Total # # Trip Length
Interviews Interviews

Size (1,000 sf)

Trip Gen Rate Time Period Trip Length  Percent New Trips

32.59
34.80
34.12

Tampa, FL 86.9 Jun-93 40 - - 7a-430p 6.58 73.0 - Tindale Oliver
Tampa, FL 98.5 Jun-93 40 - - 7a-430p 6.00 - - Tindale Oliver
Tampa, FL - Jun-93 40 - - 7a-430p 5.87 75.7 - Tindale Oliver
Total Size 185.4 3 120 Average Trip Length: 6.15
ITE 204.0 12 Weighted Average Trip Length: 6.27
Weighted Percent New Trip Average: 744

Location

Table A-20

Land Use 813: Discount Superstore, Free-Standing
Total # # Trip Length
Interviews Interviews

Size (1,000 sf)

Trip Gen Rate Time Period Trip Length Percent New Trips

Citrus Co, FL 203.6 Nov-03 - 236 55.01 8a-6p 5.91 918 298.5 Tindale Oliver
Total Size 203.6 1 Average Trip Length: 5.91
ITE 13,065.0 67 Average Trip Length: 5.91
Blended total 13,268.6 Weighted Percent New Trip Average: 91.8
Average Trip Generation Rate: 55.01
ITE Average Trip Generation Rate: 50.70
Blend of FL Studies and ITE Average Trip Generation Rate: 50.77

Table A-21

Land Use 820: Retail/Shopping Center
# Trip Length

Total #

Location . N Trip Gen Rate Time Period Trip Length Percent New Trips
Interviews Interviews
Tampa, FL - Mar-86 527 348 - - - 66.0 - Kimley-Horn & Associates
Tampa, FL - Mar-86 170 - - - 1.70 - - Kimley-Horn & Associates
Tampa, FL - Mar-86 354 269 - - - 76.0 - Kimley-Horn & Associates
Tampa, FL - Mar-86 144 - - - 2.50 - - Kimley-Horn & Associates
St. Petersburg, FL 1,192.0 Aug-89 384 298 - 11a-7p 3.60 78.0 - Tindale Oliver
St. Petersburg, FL 1323 Sep-89 400 368 77.00 10a-7p 1.80 92.0 127.51 Tindale Oliver
Largo, FL 425.0 Aug-89 160 120 26.73 10a-6p 2.30 75.0 46.11 Tindale Oliver
Dunedin, FL 80.5 Sep-89 276 210 81.48 9a-5p 1.40 76.0 86.69 Tindale Oliver
Pinellas Park, FL 696.0 Sep-89 485 388 - 9a-6p 3.20 80.0 - Tindale Oliver
Seminole, FL 425.0 Oct-89 674 586 - - - 87.0 - Tindale Oliver
Hillsborough Co, FL 134.0 Jul-91 - - - - 1.30 74.0 - Tindale Oliver
Hillsborough Co, FL 151.0 Jul-91 - - - - 1.30 73.0 - Tindale Oliver
Collier Co, FL - Aug-91 68 64 - - 3.33 94.1 - Tindale Oliver
Collier Co, FL - Aug-91 208 154 - - 2.64 74.0 - Tindale Oliver
Sarasota/Bradenton, FL 109.0 Sep-92 300 185 - 12a-6p - 616 - King Engineering Associates, Inc.
Ocala, FL 1334 Sep-92 300 192 - 12a-6p - 64.0 - King Engineering Associates, Inc.
Gwinnett Co, GA 99.1 Dec-92 - - 46.00 - 3.20 70.0 103.04 Street Smarts
Gwinnett Co, GA 314.7 Dec-92 - - 27.00 - 8.50 84.0 192.78 Street Smarts
Sarasota Co, FL 110.0 Jun-93 58 58 122.14 - 3.20 - - Sarasota County
Sarasota Co, FL 146.1 Jun-93 65 65 51.53 - 2.80 - - Sarasota County
Sarasota Co, FL 157.5 Jun-93 57 57 79.79 - 3.40 - - Sarasota County
Sarasota Co, FL 191.0 Jun-93 62 62 66.79 - 5.90 - - Sarasota County
Hernando Co, FL 107.8 May-96 608 331 77.60 9a-6p 4.68 54.5 197.85 Tindale Oliver
Charlotte Co, FL 88.0 Oct-97 - - 73.50 9a-5p 1.80 57.1 75.56 Tindale Oliver
Charlotte Co, FL 191.9 Oct-97 - - 72.00 9a-5p 2.40 50.9 87.97 Tindale Oliver
Charlotte Co, FL 513 Oct-97 - - 43.00 9a-5p 2.70 518 60.08 Tindale Oliver
Lake Co, FL 67.8 Apr-01 246 177 102.60 - 3.40 712 248.37 Tindale Oliver
Lake Co, FL 723 Apr-01 444 376 65.30 - 4.50 59.0 173.37 Tindale Oliver
Pasco Co, FL 65.6 Apr-02 222 - 145.64 9a-5p 1.46 46.9 99.62 Tindale Oliver
Pasco Co, FL 75.8 Apr-02 134 - 38.23 9a-5p 2.36 58.2 52.52 Tindale Oliver
Citrus Co, FL 185.0 Oct-03 - 784 55.84 8a-6p 2.40 88.1 118.05 Tindale Oliver
Citrus Co, FL 91.3 Nov-03 - 390 54.50 8a-6p 1.60 88.0 76.77 Tindale Oliver
Bozeman, MT 104.3 Dec-06 359 359 46.96 - 3.35 49.0 77.08 Tindale Oliver
Bozeman, MT 159.9 Dec-06 502 502 56.49 - 1.56 54.0 47.59 Tindale Oliver
Bozeman, MT 35.9 Dec-06 329 329 69.30 - 139 74.0 71.28 Tindale Oliver
Total Size 5,757.5 35 7,536 Average Trip Length: 2.66
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Retail/Shopping Center (LUC 820) — Florida Curve Trip Length Regression
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Location

Table A-22

Land Use 840/841: New/Used Automobile Sales

# Trip Length

Trip Gen Rate Time Peri

Length

Percent New

D.4.a

Interviews

St FL 43.0 Oct-89 120 - 9a-5p 4.70 79.0 - Tindale Oliver
Clearwater, FL 43.0 Oct-89 106 29.40 9a-5p 4.50 78.0 103.19 Tindale Oliver
Orange Co, FL 13.8 1997 - - 35.75 - - - - Orange County
Orange Co, FL 344 1998 - - 23.45 - - - - Orange County
Orange Co, FL 66.3 2001 - - 28.50 - - - - Orange County
Orange Co, FL 39.1 2002 - - 10.48 - - - - Orange County
Orange Co, FL 116.7 2003 - - 22.18 - - - - Orange County
Orange Co, FL 51.7 2007 - - 40.34 - - - - L-TEC
Orange Co, FL 36.6 - - - 15.17 - - - - Orange County
Orange Co, FL 216.4 2008 - - 13.45 - - - - Orange County

Total Size 618.0 10 288 Average Trip Length: 4.60
ITE (840) 648.0 18 Weighted Average Trip Length: 4.60
ITE (841) 28.0 14 Weighted Percent New Trip Average: 78.5
Blended total 1,294.0 Weighted Average Trip Generation Rate: 21.04
ITE Average Trip Generation Rate (LUC 840): 27.84
ITE Average Trip Generation Rate (LUC 841): 27.06
Blend of FL Studies and ITE Average Trip Generation Rate: 24.58

Table A-23

Land Use 850: Supermarket

Location

Size (1,000 sf)

Total #
Interviews

#Trip Length

5 Time Period
Interviews

Trip Gen Rate

Trip Length

Percent New Trips

Palm Harbor, FL 62.0 Aug-89 163 62 106.26 9a-4p 2.08 56.0 123.77 Tindale Oliver
Total Size 62.0 1 163 Average Trip Length: 2.08
ITE 170.0 5 Weighted Average Trip Length: 2.08
Blended total 2320 Weighted Percent New Trip Average: 56.0

Location

Size (1,000 sf)

Total #

Weighted Average Trip Generation Rate:
ITE Average Trip Generation Rate:

Blend of FL Studies and ITE Average Trip Generation Rate:

Table A-24

Land Use 851: Convenience Market

# Trip Length

Trip Gen Rate Time Period

Trip Length

Percent New Trips

106.26
106.78
106.64

Interviews

Interviews

Tampa, FL - Mar-86 80 - - - 1.10 - - Kimley-Horn & Associates
Largo, FL 2.5 8/15,25/89 171 116 634.80 - 1.20 68.0 518.00 Tindale Oliver
Clearwater, FL 2.5 Aug-89 237 64 690.80 - 1.60 27.0 298.43 Tindale Oliver
Clearwater, FL 2.1 Nov-89 143 50 635.24 24hr. 1.60 35.0 355.73 Tindale Oliver
Marion Co, FL 25 Jun-91 94 43 787.20 48hrs. 152 46.2 552.80 Tindale Oliver
Marion Co, FL 25 Jun-91 74 20 714.00 48hrs. 0.75 27.0 144.59 Tindale Oliver
Collier Co, FL - Aug-91 146 36 - - 2.53 24.7 - Tindale Oliver
Collier Co, FL - Aug-91 148 38 - - 1.08 257 - Tindale Oliver
Collier Co, FL - Aug-91 148 84 - - 111 56.8 - Tindale Oliver
Gwinnett Co, GA 29 12/13-18/92 - - - - 2.30 48.0 - Street Smarts
Gwinnett Co, GA 3.2 12/13-18/92 - - - - - 37.0 - Street Smarts
Total Size 18.2 11 1,241 Average Trip Length: 1.48
ITE 24.0 8 Weighted Average Trip Length: 1.52
Blended total 42.2 Weighted Percent New Trip Average: 413
36.1 Weighted Average Trip Generation Rate: 694.30
ITE Average Trip Generation Rate: 762.28
Blend of FL Studies and ITE Average Trip Generation Rate: 739.50

Table A-25

Land Use 880/881: Pharmacy with and without Drive-Through Window
# Trip Length

Total #

Location Size (1,000 sf) . ) Trip Gen Rate Time Period Trip Length  Percent New Trips
Interviews Interviews
Pasco Co, FL 111 Apr-02 138 38 88.97 - 2.05 27.5 50.23 Tindale Oliver
Pasco Co, FL 12.0 Apr-02 212 90 122.16 - 2.04 42.5 105.79 Tindale Oliver
Pasco Co, FL 15.1 Apr-02 1192 54 97.96 - 2.13 28.1 58.69 Tindale Oliver
Total Size 38.2 3 1,542 Average Trip Length: 2.07
ITE (LUC 880) 66.0 6 Weighted Average Trip Length: 2.08
ITE (LUC 881) 208.0 16 Weighted Percent New Trip Average: 324
Blended total 3122 Average Trip Generation Rate: 103.03
ITE Average Trip Generation Rate (LUC 880): 90.08
ITE Average Trip Generation Rate (LUC 881): 109.16
Blend of FL Studies and ITE Average Trip Generation Rate: 104.37

Location

Size (1,000 sf)

Table A-26

Land Use 890: Furniture Store
# Trip Length
Interviews

Total #

a Time Period
Interviews

Trip Gen Rate Trip Length Percent New Trips

Largo, FL 15.0 7/28-30/92 64 34 - - 4.63 52.5 - Tindale Oliver
Tampa, FL [ 169 [ Jul-92 | 68 39 [ - | - [ 7.38 55.7 - Tindale Oliver
Total Size 31.90 2 132 Average Trip Length: 6.01
ITE 779.0 19 Weighted Average Trip Length 6.09
Blended total 810.90 Weighted Percent New Trip Average: 54.2
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Location

Table A-27

Land Use 912: Drive-In Bank

Total # #7Trip Length

Time Period

Trip Gen Rate

Trip Length  Percent New Trips

D.4.a

Interviews Interviews

Tampa, FL - Mar-86 77 - - - 2.40 - - Kimley-Horn & Associates
Tampa, FL - Mar-86 211 - - - - 54.0 - Kimley-Horn & Associates
Clearwater, FL 0.4 Aug-89 113 52 - 9a-6p 5.20 46.0 - Tindale Oliver
Largo, FL 2.0 Sep-89 129 94 - - 1.60 73.0 - Tindale Oliver
Seminole, FL 4.5 Oct-89 - - - - - - - Tindale Oliver
Marion Co, FL 23 Jun-91 69 29 - 24hr. 133 42.0 - Tindale Oliver
Marion Co, FL 31 Jun-91 47 32 - 24hr. 175 68.1 - Tindale Oliver
Marion Co, FL 25 Jul-91 57 26 - 48hrs. 2.70 45.6 - Tindale Oliver
Collier Co, FL - Aug-91 162 96 - 24hr. 0.88 59.3 - Tindale Oliver
Collier Co, FL - Aug-91 116 54 - - 1.58 46.6 - Tindale Oliver
Collier Co, FL - Aug-91 142 68 - - 2.08 47.9 - Tindale Oliver
Hernando Co, FL 5.4 May-96 164 41 - 9a-6p 2.77 24.7 - Tindale Oliver
Marion Co, FL 24 Apr-02 70 - - 24hr. 3.55 54.6 - Kimley-Horn & Associates
Marion Co, FL 27 May-02 50 - 246.66 24hr. 2.66 40.5 265.44 Kimley-Horn & Associates
Total Size 252 14 1,407 Average Trip Length: 2.38
ITE 147.0 21 Average Trip Length: 246
Blended total 172.2 Weighted Percent New Trip Average: 46.2
149.7 Weighted Average Trip Generation Rate: 246.66
ITE Average Trip Generation Rate: 100.03
Blend of FL Studies and ITE Average Trip Generation Rate: 102.66

Table A-28

Land Use 931: Quality Restaurant
# Trip Length

Total #

Location Size (1,000 N N Trip Gen Rate Time Period Trip Length  Percent New Trips
Interviews Interviews
Tampa, FL - Mar-86 76 62 - - 2.10 82.0 - Kimley-Horn & Associates
St. Petersburg, FL 7.5 Oct-89 177 154 - 11a-2p/4-8p 3.50 87.0 - Tindale Oliver
Clearwater, FL 8.0 Oct-89 60 40 110.63 10a-2p/5-9p 2.80 67.0 207.54 Tindale Oliver
Total Size 155 3 313 Average Trip Length: 2.80
ITE 90.0 10 Average Trip Length: 3.14
Blended total 105.5 Weighted Percent New Trip Average: 76.7
Weighted Average Trip Generation Rate: 110.63
ITE Average Trip Generation Rate: 83.84
Blend of FL Studies and ITE Average Trip Generation Rate: 86.03

Location

Size (1,000 sf)

Table A-29

Land Use 932: High-Turnover (Sit-Down) Restaurant

Total # # Trip Length

Trip Gen Rate Time Period Trip Length Percent New Trips

Interviews Interviews

Hernando Co, FL 6.2 1996 242 175 187.51 9a-6p 2.76 72.5 375.00 Tindale Oliver
Hernando Co, FL 8.2 1996 154 93 102.71 9a-6p 4.15 60.2 256.43 Tindale Oliver
St. Petersburg, FL 5.0 1989 74 68 132.60 1130-7p 2.00 92.0 243.98 Tindale Oliver
Kenneth City, FL 5.2 1989 236 176 127.88 4p-730p 2.30 75.0 220.59 Tindale Oliver
Pasco Co, FL 5.2 2002 114 88 82.47 9a-6p 3.72 77.2 236.81 Tindale Oliver
Pasco Co, FL 5.8 2002 182 102 116.97 9a-6p 3.49 56.0 228.77 Tindale Oliver
Orange Co, FL 5.0 1996 - - 135.68 - - - - Orange County
Orange Co, FL 9.7 1996 - - 132.32 - - - - Orange County
Orange Co, FL 11.2 1998 - - 18.76 - - - - Orange County
Orange Co, FL 7.0 1998 - - 126.40 - - - - Orange County
Orange Co, FL 4.6 1998 - - 129.23 - - - - Orange County
Orange Co, FL 7.4 1998 - - 147.44 - - - - Orange County
Orange Co, FL 6.7 1998 - - 82.58 - - - - Orange County
Orange Co, FL 113 2000 - - 95.33 - - - - Orange County
Orange Co, FL 7.2 2000 - - 98.06 - - - - Orange County
Orange Co, FL 11.4 2001 - - 91.67 - - - - Orange County
Orange Co, FL 5.6 2001 - - 145.59 - - - - Orange County
Orange Co, FL 5.5 - - - 100.18 - - - - Orange County
Orange Co, FL 113 - - - 62.12 - - - - Orange County
Orange Co, FL 10.4 - - - 31.77 - - - - Orange County
Orange Co, FL 5.9 - - - 147.74 - - - - Orange County
Orange Co, FL 8.9 2008 - - 52.69 - - - - Orange County
Orange Co, FL 9.7 2010 - - 105.84 - - - - Orange County
Orange Co, FL 9.5 2013 - - 40.46 - - - - Orange County
Orange Co, FL 11.0 2015 - - 138.39 - - - - Orange County
Total Size 194.9 25 1,102 Average Trip Length: 3.07
ITE 250.0 50 Weighted Average Trip Length: 3.17
Blended total 444.9 Weighted Percent New Trip Average: 70.8

Weighted Average Trip Generation Rate: 98.67

ITE Average Trip Generation Rate: 112.18

Blend of FL Studies and ITE Average Trip Generation Rate: 106.26
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Table A-30

Land Use 934: Fast Food Restaurant with Drive-Through Window

D.4.a

Location el fiplength | o cenRate | Time Period
Interviews Interviews
Tampa, FL - Mar-86 61 - - - 2.70 - - Kimley-Horn & Associates
Tampa, FL - Mar-86 306 - - - - 65.0 - Kimley-Horn & Associates
Pinellas Co, FL 2.20 Aug-89 81 48 502.80 11a-2p 170 59.0 504.31 Tindale Oliver
Pinellas Co, FL 4.30 Oct-89 456 260 660.40 lday 2.30 57.0 865.78 Tindale Oliver
Tarpon Springs, FL - Oct-89 233 114 - 7a-7p 3.60 49.0 - Tindale Oliver
Marion Co, FL 1.60 Jun-91 60 32 962.50 48hrs. 0.91 53.3 466.84 Tindale Oliver
Marion Co, FL 4.00 Jun-91 75 46 625.00 48hrs. 1.54 61.3 590.01 Tindale Oliver
Collier Co, FL - Aug-91 66 44 - - 1.91 66.7 - Tindale Oliver
Collier Co, FL - Aug-91 118 40 - - 1.17 33.9 - Tindale Oliver
Hernando Co, FL 5.43 May-96 136 82 311.83 9a-6p 1.68 60.2 315.27 Tindale Oliver
Hernando Co, FL 3.13 May-96 168 82 547.34 9a-6p 1.59 48.8 425.04 Tindale Oliver
Orange Co, FL 8.93 1996 - - 377.00 - - - - Orange County
Lake Co, FL 2.20 Apr-01 376 252 934.30 - 2.50 74.6 1742.47 Tindale Oliver
Lake Co, FL 3.20 Apr-01 171 182 654.90 - - 47.8 - Tindale Oliver
Lake Co, FL 3.80 Apr-01 188 137 353.70 - 3.30 70.8 826.38 Tindale Oliver
Pasco Co, FL 2.66 Apr-02 100 46 283.12 9a-6p - 46.0 - Tindale Oliver
Pasco Co, FL 2.96 Apr-02 486 164 515.32 9a-6p 2.72 337 472.92 Tindale Oliver
Pasco Co, FL 4.42 Apr-02 168 120 759.24 9a-6p 1.89 714 1024.99 Tindale Oliver
Hernando Co, FL 2.70 Apr-07 520 - 640.74 7a-6p 2.52 79.0 1275.59 Tindale Oliver
Hernando Co, FL 2.40 Apr-07 115 - 594.58 7a-6p 3.14 81.0 1512.25 Tindale Oliver
Hernando Co, FL 2.43 Apr-07 318 - 541.98 7a-6p 291 77.0 1214.41 Tindale Oliver
Hernando Co, FL 4.47 Apr-07 261 - 458.17 7a-6p 3.47 72.0 1144.69 Tindale Oliver
Total Size 60.8 22 4,463 Average Trip Length: 231
ITE 201.0 67 Weighted Average Trip Length: 232
Blended total 2618 Weighted Percent New Trip Average: 622

26.0 Weighted Average Trip Generation Rate: 532.81

ITE Average Trip Generation Rate: 470.95

Blend of FL Studies and ITE Average Trip Generation Rate: 485.32

Table A-31

Land Use 942: Automobile Care Center

(1,000 50) Jotal# PLength i GenRate | Time Period
Interviews
Largo, FL 5.5 Sep-89 34 37.64 9a-5p 2.40 88.0 79.50 dale Oliver
Jacksonville, FL 23 2/3-4/90 124 - 9a-5p 3.07 76.0 - Tindale Oliver
Jacksonville, FL 23 2/3-4/90 110 - 9a-5p 2.96 67.0 - Tindale Oliver
Jacksonville, FL 2.4 2/3-4/90 132 - 9a-5p 2.32 66.0 - Tindale Oliver
Lakeland, FL 5.2 Mar-90 24 - 9a-4p 1.36 59.0 - Tindale Oliver
Lakeland, FL - Mar-90 54 - 9a-4p 2.44 78.0 - Tindale Oliver
Orange Co, FL 25.0 Nov-92 41 - 2-6p 4.60 - - LCE, Inc.
Orange Co, FL 36.6 - - - 15.17 - - - - Orange County
Orange Co, FL 7.0 - - - 46.43 - - - - Orange County
Total Size 86.2 9 519 Average Trip Length: 2.74
ITE 102.0 6 Weighted Average Trip Length: 3.62
Blended total 188.2 Weighted Percent New Trip Average: 72.2
151.1 Weighted Average Trip Generation Rate: 22.14
ITE Average Trip Generation Rate (adjusted): 31.10
Blend of FL Studies and ITE Average Trip Generation Rate: 28.19

Total #

Table A-32

Land Use 944: Gasoline/Service Station
# Trip Length

Location . N Trip Gen Rate Time Period Trip Length Percent New Trips
Interviews Interviews
Largo, FL 0.6 Nov-89 70 14 - 8am-5pm 1.90 23.0 - Tindale Oliver
Collier Co, FL | - [ Augor 168 40 | - - [ 1w 2338 - Tindale Oliver
Total Size 0.6 2 238 Average Trip Length: 1.46
ITE LUC 944 (vfp) 144.0 18 Average Trip Length: 1.90
ITE LUC 945 (vfp) 90.0 5 Weighted Percent New Trip Average: 23.0

Table A-33

Land Use 947: Self-Service Car Wash
Size (Bays) Percent New
Largo, FL 10 Nov-89 111 84 - 8am-5pm 2.00 76.0 - Tindale Oliver
Clearwater, FL - Nov-89 177 108 - 10am-5pm 1.30 61.0 - Tindale Oliver
Collier Co, FL 11 Dec-09 304 - 30.24 - 2.50 57.0 - Tindale Oliver
Collier Co, FL 8 Jan-09 186 - 22.75 - 1.96 72.0 - Tindale Oliver
Total Size 29 4 778 Average Trip Length: 1.94
Total Size (TGR) 19 2 Average Trip Length: 218
ITE 5 1 Weighted Percent New Trip Average: 67.7
Blended total 24 Weighted Average Trip Generation Rate: 27.09
ITE Average Trip Generation Rate: 108.00
Blend of FL Studies and ITE Average Trip Generation Rate: 4394
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D.4.a

Table A-34

Land Use n/a: Gasoline/Fast Food/Convenience Store

Location Size (1,000 sf) Tota_l # #Trip L_ength Trip Gen Rate Time Period Trip Length  Percent New Trips
Interviews Interviews

Volusia Co, FL - - - - 918.00 - 2.40 33.0 727.06 Tindale Oliver
Indian River Co, FL 2.5 Mar-98 132 52 748.30 8a-6p 3.70 19.7 545.44 Tindale Oliver
Indian River Co, FL 3.0 Mar-98 107 84 563.10 8a-6p 2.00 39.3 442.60 Tindale Oliver
Indian River Co, FL 3.1 Mar-98 132 110 1,396.00 8a-6p 1.80 41.7 1,047.84 Tindale Oliver
Collier Co, FL 2.4 Nov-99 - 128 1,399.58 8a-6p 4.10 133 763.19 Tindale Oliver
Collier Co, FL 33 Nov-99 - 144 862.56 8a-6p 2.20 39.6 751.46 Tindale Oliver

Total Size 143 6 371 Average Trip Length: 2.70

Weighted Average Trip Length: 2.65

Weighted Percent New Trip Average: 32.1
Weighted Average Trip Generation Rate: 984.59

Demand Variable Changes

Since the last demand component update in 2013, the trip generation rate (TGR), trip length (TL),
and percent new trips (PNT) has changed for several land uses. Tables A-35 through A-38 present
the change in each variable for each land use for the 2020 update.
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Table A-35
Percent Change in Gross VMT of Impact Fee Land Uses
Luc Land Use Unit Gz\(l]l::/;T Gz\(;I;I(I]T % Change Explanation
RESIDENTIAL:
210 Single Family (Detached) du 25.85 25.85 0%|No change
220 Multi-Family (Low-Rise); 1-2 Levels du 16.83 18.67 11%|TGR update, see Table A-36
221 Multi-Family (Mid-Rise); 3-10 Levels du 16.83 13.87 -18%|TGR update, see Table A-36
n/a Residential Condominium/Townhouse du 14.69 - -|Land use removed from schedule
240 Mobile Home Park du 9.59 9.59 0%|No change
251 Senior Adult Housing - Detached du 8.46 9.49 12%|TGR update, see Table A-36
252 Senior Adult Housing - Attached du - 7.23 -|New land use
253 Congregate Care Facility du 2.49 2.49 0%|No change
254 Assisted Living bed - 2.88 -|New land use
255 Continuing Care Retirement Center du - 2.66 -|New land use
LODGING:
310 Hotel room 13.14 11.47 -13%|TGR update, see Table A-36
320 Motel room 9.41 5.60 -40%|TGR update, see Table A-36
RECREATION:
416 RV Park occ. site 3.73 3.73 0%|No change
420 Marina berth 8.82 7.18 -19%|TGR update, see Table A-36
430 Golf Course acre 15.01 11.14 -26%|TGR update, see Table A-36
444 Movie Theater screen 104.16 112.17 8%|TGR update, see Table A-36
492 Health Club 1,000 sf 79.71 83.51 5%|TGR update, see Table A-36
INSTITUTIONS:
520 Elementary School (Private) student 2.22 2.50 13%|TGR & TL update, see Tables A-36 and A-37
522 Middle School (Private) student 3.13 2.82 -10%|TGR, TL, & PNT update, see Tables A-36, A-37, and A-38
530 High School (Private) student 3.31 3.02 -9%|TGR & TL update, see Tables A-36 and A-37
540 University/Junior College (7,500 or fewer students) (Private) student 5.96 5.96 0%|No change
550 University/Junior College (more than 7,500 students) (Private) student 4.47 4.47 0%|No change
560 Pubilc Assembly 1,000 sf - 12.23 -|New land use
565 Day Care Center 1,000 sf 53.26 36.77 -31%|TGR update, see Table A-36
MEDICAL:
610 Hospital 1,000 sf 33.69 27.68 -18%|TGR & PNT update, see Tables A-36 and A-38
620 Nursing Home bed 3.18 3.48 9%|TGR update, see Table A-36
630 Clinic 1,000 sf 78.78 88.84 13%|TGR update, see Table A-36
OFFICE:
General Office 100,000 sq ft or less 1,000 sf 31.10 23.07 -26%|TGR update, see Table A-36
710 General Office 100,001-200,000 sq ft 1,000 sf 26.34 23.07 -12%|TGR update, see Table A-36
General Office greater that 200,000 sq ft 1,000 sf 22.29 23.07 3%|TGR update, see Table A-36
720 Medical Office 10,000 sq ft or less 1,000 sf 58.85 58.85 0%|No change
720 Medical Office greater than 10,000 sq ft 1,000 sf 85.75 84.27 -2%|TGR update, see Table A-36
RETAIL:
812 Building Materials/Lumber Store 1,000 sf 104.77 41.87 -60%|TGR update, see Table A-36
813 Discount Superstore; Free-Standing 1,000 sf 138.16 40.82 -70%|TGR, TL, & PNT update, see Tables A-36, A-37, and A-38
816 Hardware/Paint Store 1,000 sf 26.86 4.79 -82%|TGR, TL, & PNT update, see Tables A-36, A-37, and A-38
220 General Commercial Center 50,000 sq ft or less 1,000 sfgla 45.32 37.57 -17%|TGR, TL, & PNT update, see Tables A-36, A-37, and A-38
General Commercial Center greater than 50,000 sq ft 1,000 sfgla 39.56 37.57 -5%|TGR, TL, & PNT update, see Tables A-36, A-37, and A-38
840/841 |New/Used Auto Sales 1,000 sf 49.28 44.66 -9%|TGR update, see Table A-36
850 Supermarket 1,000 sf 60.21 62.11 3%|TGR update, see Table A-36
853 Convenience Market w/Gas Pumps 1,000 sf 201.40 - -|Land use removed from schedule
862 Home Improvement Superstore 1,000 sf 24.71 23.38 -5%|TL & PNT update, see Tables A-37 and A-38
880/881 |Pharmacy/Drug Store with & without Drive-Thru 1,000 sf 31.94 34.73 9%|TGR update, see Table A-36
890 Furniture Store 1,000 sf 8.32 10.36 25%|TGR update, see Table A-36
SERVICES:
912 Bank/Savings Drive-In 1,000 sf 90.15 58.09 -36%|TGR update, see Table A-36
931 Quality Restaurant 1,000 sf 110.13 104.00 -6%|TGR update, see Table A-36
932 High-Turnover Restaurant 1,000 sf 131.22 119.58 -9%|TGR update, see Table A-36
934 Fast Food Restaurant w/Drive-Thru 1,000 sf 369.78 349.04 -6%|TGR update, see Table A-36
942 Automobile Care Center 1,000 sf 40.96 36.74 -10%|TGR update, see Table A-36
944 Gas Station w/Convenience Market <2,000 sq ft fuel pos. 36.83 37.58 2%|TGR update, see Table A-36
945 Gas Station w/Convenience Market 2,000-2,999 sq ft fuel pos. 36.83 44.87 22%|TGR update, see Table A-36
960 Gas Station w/Convenience Market 3,000+ sq ft fuel pos. 36.83 50.37 37%|TGR update, see Table A-36
947 Self-Service Car Wash service bay 32.57 32.57 0%|No change
n/a Convenience/Gasoline/Fast Food Restaurant 1,000 sf 417.47 417.47 0%|No change
INDUSTRIAL:
110 General Light Industrial 1,000 sf 16.51 11.75 -29%|TGR update, see Table A-36
120 General Heavy Industrial 1,000 sf 3.55 - -|Land use removed from schedule
130 Industrial Park 1,000 sf 16.18 7.98 -51%|TGR update, see Table A-36
140 Manufacturing 1,000 sf 9.05 9.31 3%|TGR update, see Table A-36
- Gross VMT =TGR * TL* PNT/ 2
- Individual variables are shown in Tables A-36 through A-38
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Table A-36
Percent Change in Trip Generation Rate of Impact Fee Land Uses
Luc Land Use Unit Tr;aogsate Trlzpoztajte % Change Explanation
RESIDENTIAL:
210 Single Family (Detached) du 7.81 7.81 0%|No change
220 Multi-Family (Low-Rise); 1-2 Levels du 6.60 7.32 11%|Re-alignment of multi-family uses in ITE 10th Ed.
221 Multi-Family (Mid-Rise); 3-10 Levels du 6.60 5.44 -18%|Re-alignment of multi-family uses in ITE 10th Ed.
n/a Residential Condominium/Townhouse du 5.76 - -|Use removed from ITE 10th Edition, see LUC 220-222
240 Mobile Home Park du 4.17 4.17 0%|No change
251 Senior Adult Housing - Detached du 3.12 3.50 12%|Updated TGR in ITE 10th Edition
252 Senior Adult Housing - Attached du - 3.33 -|New land use
253 Congregate Care Facility du 2.25 2.25 0%|No change
254 Assisted Living bed - 2.60 -|New land use
255 Continuing Care Retirement Center du - 2.40 -|New land use
LODGING:
310 Hotel room 6.36 5.55 -13%|Additional FL Studies added and updated TGR in ITE 10th Edition
320 Motel room 5.63 3.35 -40%|Updated TGR in ITE 10th Edition
RECREATION:
416 RV Park occ. site 1.62 1.62 0%|No change
420 Marina berth 2.96 2.41 -19%|Updated TGR in ITE 10th Edition
430 Golf Course acre 5.04 3.74 -26%|Updated TGR in ITE 10th Edition
444 Movie Theater screen 106.63 114.83 8%|Updated TGR in ITE 10th Edition
492 Health Club 1,000 sf 32.93 34.50 5%|Updated TGR in ITE 10th Edition (peak hour adjusted for daily)
INSTITUTIONS:
520 Elementary School (Private) student 1.29 1.89 47%|Updated TGR in ITE 10th Edition
522 Middle School (Private) student 1.62 2.13 31%|Updated TGR in ITE 10th Edition
530 High School (Private) student 1.71 2.03 19%|Updated TGR in ITE 10th Edition
540 University/Junior College (7,500 or fewer students) (Private) student 2.00 2.00 0%|No change
550 University/Junior College (more than 7,500 students) (Private) student 1.50 1.50 0%|No change
560 Pubilc Assembly 1,000 sf - 6.95 -[New land use
565 Day Care Center 1,000 sf 71.88 49.63 -31%|Updated TGR in ITE 10th Edition
MEDICAL:
610 Hospital 1,000 sf 13.22 10.72 -19%|Updated TGR in ITE 10th Edition
620 Nursing Home bed 2.76 3.02 9%|Updated TGR in ITE 10th Edition
630 Clinic 1,000 sf 33.22 37.46 13%|Updated TGR in ITE 10th Edition
OFFICE:
General Office 100,000 sq ft or less 1,000 sf 13.13 9.74 -26%|Updated TGR in ITE 10th Edition, removal of tiering
710 General Office 100,001-200,000 sq ft 1,000 sf 11.12 9.74 -12%|Updated TGR in ITE 10th Edition, removal of tiering
General Office greater that 200,000 sq ft 1,000 sf 9.41 9.74 4%|Updated TGR in ITE 10th Edition, removal of tiering
720 Medical Office 10,000 sq ft or less 1,000 sf 23.83 23.83 0%|No change
720 Medical Office greater than 10,000 sq ft 1,000 sf 34.72 34.12 -2%|Updated TGR in ITE 10th Edition
RETAIL:
812 Building Materials/Lumber Store 1,000 sf 45.16 18.05 -60%|Updated TGR in ITE 10th Edition
813 Discount Superstore; Free-Standing 1,000 sf 50.82 50.77 0%|Updated TGR in ITE 10th Edition
816 Hardware/Paint Store 1,000 sf 51.29 9.14 -82%|Updated TGR in ITE 10th Edition
220 General Commercial Center 50,000 sq ft or less 1,000 sfgla 86.56 37.75 -56%|Updated TGR in ITE 10th Edition, removal of tiering
General Commercial Center greater than 50,000 sq ft 1,000 sfgla 36.27 37.75 4%|Updated TGR in ITE 10th Edition, removal of tiering
840/841 |New/Used Auto Sales 1,000 sf 27.12 24.58 -9%|Updated TGR in ITE 10th Edition. Blend of LUC 840 and 841
850 Supermarket 1,000 sf 103.38 106.64 3%|Updated TGR in ITE 10th Edition
853 Convenience Market w/Gas Pumps 1,000 sf 772.23 - -|Use removed from schedule. Use LUC 944, 945 or 960 for Gas w/ Conv. Market
862 Home Improvement Superstore 1,000 sf 30.74 30.74 0%|No change
880/881 |Pharmacy/Drug Store with & without Drive-Thru 1,000 sf 95.96 104.37 9%|Updated TGR in ITE 10th Edition. Blend of LUC 880 and 881
890 Furniture Store 1,000 sf 5.06 6.30 25%|Updated TGR in ITE 10th Edition
SERVICES:
912 Bank/Savings Drive-In 1,000 sf 159.34 102.66 -36%|Updated TGR in ITE 10th Edition
931 Quality Restaurant 1,000 sf 91.10 86.03 -6%|Updated TGR in ITE 10th Edition
932 High-Turnover Restaurant 1,000 sf 116.60 106.26 -9%|Updated TGR in ITE 10th Edition
934 Fast Food Restaurant w/Drive-Thru 1,000 sf 514.15 485.32 -6%|Updated TGR in ITE 10th Edition
942 Automobile Care Center 1,000 sf 31.43 28.19 -10%|Updated TGR in ITE 10th Edition
944 Gas Station w/Convenience Market <2,000 sq ft fuel pos. 168.56 172.01 2%|Re-alignment of Gas Station w/Convenience Market land uses in ITE 10th Ed.
945 Gas Station w/Convenience Market 2,000-2,999 sq ft fuel pos. 168.56 205.36 22%|Re-alignment of Gas Station w/Convenience Market land uses in ITE 10th Ed.
960 Gas Station w/Convenience Market 3,000+ sq ft fuel pos. 168.56 230.52 37%|Re-alignment of Gas Station w/Convenience Market land uses in ITE 10th Ed.
947 Self-Service Car Wash service bay 43.94 43.94 0%|No change
n/a Convenience/Gasoline/Fast Food Restaurant 1,000 sf 984.59 984.59 0%|No change
INDUSTRIAL:
110 General Light Industrial 1,000 sf 6.97 4.96 -29%|Updated TGR in ITE 10th Edition
120 General Heavy Industrial 1,000 sf 1.50 - -|Use removed from ITE 10th Edition, see LUC 140
130 Industrial Park 1,000 sf 6.83 3.37 -51%|Updated TGR in ITE 10th Edition
140 Manufacturing 1,000 sf 3.82 3.93 3%|Updated TGR in ITE 10th Edition
150 Warehouse 1,000 sf 3.56 1.74 -51%|Updated TGR in ITE 10th Edition
151 Mini-Warehouse 1,000 sf 2.15 1.49 -31%|Updated TGR in ITE 10th Edition
- See Appendix D for additional information
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Table A-37
Percent Change in Trip Length of Impact Fee Land Uses

Trip Length  Trip Length

Land Use Unit 2013 2020 % Change Explanation
RESIDENTIAL:
210 Single Family (Detached) du 6.62 6.62 0%|No change
220 Multi-Family (Low-Rise); 1-2 Levels du 5.10 5.10 0%|No change
221 Multi-Family (Mid-Rise); 3-10 Levels du 5.10 5.10 0%|No change
n/a Residential Condominium/Townhouse du 5.10 - -|Land use no longer in fee schedule
240 Mobile Home Park du 4.60 4.60 0%|No change
251 Senior Adult Housing - Detached du 5.42 5.42 0%|No change
252 Senior Adult Housing - Attached du - 4.34 -|New land use
253 Congregate Care Facility du 3.08 3.08 0%|No change
254 Assisted Living bed - 3.08 -|New land use
255 Continuing Care Retirement Center du - 3.08 -|New land use
LODGING:
310 Hotel room 6.26 6.26 0%|No change
320 Motel room 4.34 4.34 0%|No change
RECREATION:
416 RV Park occ. site 4.60 4.60 0%|No change
420 Marina berth 6.62 6.62 0%|No change
430 Golf Course acre 6.62 6.62 0%|No change
444 Movie Theater screen 2.22 2.22 0%|No change
492 Health Club 1,000 sf 5.15 5.15 0%|No change
INSTITUTIONS:
520 Elementary School (Private) student 4.30 3.31 -23%|Updated to use 50% of LUC 210 per review of travel demand models
522 Middle School (Private) student 4.30 3.31 -23%|Updated to use 50% of LUC 210 per review of travel demand models
530 High School (Private) student 4.30 3.31 -23%|Updated to use 50% of LUC 210 per review of travel demand models
540 University/Junior College (7,500 or fewer students) (Private) student 6.62 6.62 0%|No change
550 University/Junior College (more than 7,500 students) (Private) student 6.62 6.62 0%|No change
560 Pubilc Assembly 1,000 sf - 3.91 -[New land use
565 Day Care Center 1,000 sf 2.03 2.03 0%|No change
MEDICAL:
610 Hospital 1,000 sf 6.62 6.62 0%|No change
620 Nursing Home bed 2.59 2.59 0%|No change
630 Clinic 1,000 sf 5.10 5.10 0%|No change
OFFICE:
General Office 100,000 sq ft or less 1,000 sf 5.15 5.15 0%|No change
710 General Office 100,001-200,000 sq ft 1,000 sf 5.15 5.15 0%|No change
General Office greater that 200,000 sq ft 1,000 sf 5.15 5.15 0%|No change
720 Medical Office 10,000 sq ft or less 1,000 sf 5.55 5.55 0%|No change
720 Medical Office greater than 10,000 sq ft 1,000 sf 5.55 5.55 0%|No change
RETAIL:
812 Building Materials/Lumber Store 1,000 sf 6.27 6.27 0%|No change
813 Discount Superstore; Free-Standing 1,000 sf 5.91 2.40 -59%|Updated to reflect the average size in ITE 10th Edition (100k sq ft)
816 Hardware/Paint Store 1,000 sf 1.87 1.87 0%|No change
220 General Commercial Center 50,000 sq ft or less 1,000 sfgla 1.87 2.69 44%|Updated to reflect the average size in ITE 10th Edition (450k sq ft). Tiering removed
General Commercial Center greater than 50,000 sq ft 1,000 sfgla 2.87 2.69 -6%|Updated to reflect the average size in ITE 10th Edition (450k sq ft). Tiering removed
840/841 |New/Used Auto Sales 1,000 sf 4.60 4.60 0%|No change
850 Supermarket 1,000 sf 2.08 2.08 0%|No change
853 Convenience Market w/Gas Pumps 1,000 sf 1.63 - -|Use removed from schedule. Use LUC 944, 945 or 960 for Gas w/ Conv. Market
862 Home Improvement Superstore 1,000 sf 2.40 2.34 -3%|Updated to reflect the average size in ITE 10th Edition (150k sq ft)
880/881 |Pharmacy/Drug Store with & without Drive-Thru 1,000 sf 2.08 2.08 0%|No change
890 Furniture Store 1,000 sf 6.09 6.09 0%|No change
SERVICES:
912 Bank/Savings Drive-In 1,000 sf 2.46 2.46 0%|No change
931 Quality Restaurant 1,000 sf 3.14 3.14 0%|No change
932 High-Turnover Restaurant 1,000 sf 3.17 3.17 0%|No change
934 Fast Food Restaurant w/Drive-Thru 1,000 sf 2.32 2.32 0%|No change
942 Automobile Care Center 1,000 sf 3.62 3.62 0%|No change
944 Gas Station w/Convenience Market <2,000 sq ft fuel pos. 1.90 1.90 0%|No change
945 Gas Station w/Convenience Market 2,000-2,999 sq ft fuel pos. 1.90 1.90 0%|No change
960 Gas Station w/Convenience Market 3,000+ sq ft fuel pos. 1.90 1.90 0%|No change
947 Self-Service Car Wash service bay 2.18 2.18 0%|No change
n/a Convenience/Gasoline/Fast Food Restaurant 1,000 sf 2.65 2.65 0%|No change
INDUSTRIAL:
110 General Light Industrial 1,000 sf 5.15 5.15 0%|No change
120 General Heavy Industrial 1,000 sf 5.15 - -|Land use no longer in fee schedule
130 Industrial Park 1,000 sf 5.15 5.15 0%|No change
140 Manufacturing 1,000 sf 5.15 5.15 0%|No change
150 Warehouse 1,000 sf 5.15 5.15 0%|No change
151 Mini-Warehouse 1,000 sf 3.10 3.51 13%|Updated to use the midpoint of LUC 710 and LUC 820 (<50k sq ft)

- See Appendix D for additional information
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Table A-38
Percent Change in Percent New Trips of Impact Fee Land Uses

% New Trips % New Trips

D.4.a

Luc Land Use Unit 2013 2020 % Change Explanation
RESIDENTIAL:
210 Single Family (Detached) du 100% 100% 0%|No change
220 Multi-Family (Low-Rise); 1-2 Levels du 100% 100% 0%|No change
221 Multi-Family (Mid-Rise); 3-10 Levels du 100% 100% 0%|No change
n/a Residential Condominium/Townhouse du 100% - -|Land use no longer in fee schedule
240 Mobile Home Park du 100% 100% 0%|No change
251 Senior Adult Housing - Detached du 100% 100% 0%|No change
252 Senior Adult Housing - Attached du - 100% -|New land use
253 Congregate Care Facility du 72% 72% 0%|No change
254 Assisted Living bed - 72% -|New land use
255 Continuing Care Retirement Center du - 72% -|New land use
LODGING:
310 Hotel room 66% 66% 0%|No change
320 Motel room 77% 77% 0%|No change
RECREATION:
416 RV Park occ. site 100% 100% 0%|No change
420 Marina berth 90% 90% 0%|No change
430 Golf Course acre 90% 90% 0%|No change
444 Movie Theater screen 88% 88% 0%|No change
492 Health Club 1,000 sf 94% 94% 0%|No change
INSTITUTIONS:
520 Elementary School (Private) student 80% 80% 0%|No change
522 Middle School (Private) student 90% 80% -11%|Updated to be the same as LUC 520
530 High School (Private) student 90% 90% 0%|No change
540 University/Junior College (7,500 or fewer students) (Private) student 90% 90% 0%|No change
550 University/Junior College (more than 7,500 students) (Private) student 90% 90% 0%|No change
560 Pubilc Assembly 1,000 sf - 90% -[New land use
565 Day Care Center 1,000 sf 73% 73% 0%|No change
MEDICAL:
610 Hospital 1,000 sf 77% 78% 1%|Updated to use the midpoint of LUC 310 and LUC 710
620 Nursing Home bed 89% 89% 0%|No change
630 Clinic 1,000 sf 93% 93% 0%|No change
OFFICE:
General Office 100,000 sq ft or less 1,000 sf 92% 92% 0%|No change
710 General Office 100,001-200,000 sq ft 1,000 sf 92% 92% 0%|No change
General Office greater that 200,000 sq ft 1,000 sf 92% 92% 0%|No change
720 Medical Office 10,000 sq ft or less 1,000 sf 89% 89% 0%|No change
720 Medical Office greater than 10,000 sq ft 1,000 sf 89% 89% 0%|No change
RETAIL:
812 Building Materials/Lumber Store 1,000 sf 74% 74% 0%|No change
813 Discount Superstore; Free-Standing 1,000 sf 92% 67% -27%|Updated to reflect the average size in ITE 10th Edition (100k sq ft)
816 Hardware/Paint Store 1,000 sf 56% 56% 0%|No change
220 General Commercial Center 50,000 sq ft or less 1,000 sfgla 56% 74% 32%|Updated to reflect the average size in ITE 10th Edition (450k sq ft). Tiering removed
General Commercial Center greater than 50,000 sq ft 1,000 sfgla 76% 74% -3%|Updated to reflect the average size in ITE 10th Edition (450k sq ft). Tiering removed
840/841 |New/Used Auto Sales 1,000 sf 79% 79% 0%|No change
850 Supermarket 1,000 sf 56% 56% 0%|No change
853 Convenience Market w/Gas Pumps 1,000 sf 32% - -|Use removed from schedule. Use LUC 944, 945 or 960 for Gas w/ Conv. Market
862 Home Improvement Superstore 1,000 sf 67% 65% -3%|Updated to reflect the average size in ITE 10th Edition (150k sq ft)
880/881 |Pharmacy/Drug Store with & without Drive-Thru 1,000 sf 32% 32% 0%|No change
890 Furniture Store 1,000 sf 54% 54% 0%|No change
SERVICES:
912 Bank/Savings Drive-In 1,000 sf 46% 46% 0%|No change
931 Quality Restaurant 1,000 sf 77% 77% 0%|No change
932 High-Turnover Restaurant 1,000 sf 71% 71% 0%|No change
934 Fast Food Restaurant w/Drive-Thru 1,000 sf 62% 62% 0%|No change
942 Automobile Care Center 1,000 sf 72% 72% 0%|No change
944 Gas Station w/Convenience Market <2,000 sq ft fuel pos. 23% 23% 0%|No change
945 Gas Station w/Convenience Market 2,000-2,999 sq ft fuel pos. 23% 23% 0%|No change
960 Gas Station w/Convenience Market 3,000+ sq ft fuel pos. 23% 23% 0%|No change
947 Self-Service Car Wash service bay 68% 68% 0%|No change
n/a Convenience/Gasoline/Fast Food Restaurant 1,000 sf 32% 32% 0%|No change
INDUSTRIAL:
110 General Light Industrial 1,000 sf 92% 92% 0%|No change
120 General Heavy Industrial 1,000 sf 92% - -|Land use no longer in fee schedule
130 Industrial Park 1,000 sf 92% 92% 0%|No change
140 Manufacturing 1,000 sf 92% 92% 0%|No change
150 Warehouse 1,000 sf 92% 92% 0%|No change
151 Mini-Warehouse 1,000 sf 92% 92% 0%|No change
- See Appendix D for additional information
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Appendix B: Cost Component

This appendix presents the detailed calculations for the cost component of the roads impact fee
update. Supporting data and estimates are provided for all cost variables, including:

e Design

e Right-of-Way

e Construction

e CEI

e Roadway Capacity

It should be noted that the cost estimates developed for this impact fee study reflect a large
sample size from several communities for projects bid/completed since 2013. When compared
to the smaller sample of improvements observed over the last two to three years, the data and
estimates used in this study represent a conservative approach. Additionally, these estimates
account for Hernando County’s suburban/rural nature, which tends to moderate roadway costs
compared to some of the larger, more urbanized counties that are experiencing higher
construction and land acquisition costs.

Curb & Gutter vs. Open Drainage

To determine the weighted average cost per lane mile for open drainage designed roadways, an
adjustment factor was applied to the curb & gutter cost estimate. This factor was based on the
design cost ratio from the most recent District 7 Long Range Estimates (LRE) provided by FDOT.
Based on the LRE, the cost for open drainage-design roadway capacity expansion (new road
construction or lane addition) is approximately 74 percent of the cost of curb & gutter-design

roadway improvements.
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Table B-1
Curb & Gutter vs. Open Drainage Design Cost Factor

Construction Cost per Lane Mile

Improvement  Open Drainage Curb & Gutter

D.4.a

) . Ratio
Rural Design Urban Design
0-2 Lanes $3,190,321 $5,001,730 64%
0-4 Lanes $2,571,116 $3,517,494 73%
0-6 Lanes $2,182,686 $2,843,061 77%
2-4 Lanes $3,707,679 $4,601,110 81%
4-6 Lanes $4,072,695 $5,179,613 79%
Average $3,144,899 $4,228,602 74%

Source: FDOT District 7 Long Range Estimates, 2019

Design

County Roadways

The design cost factor for county roads was estimated as a percentage of the construction cost
per lane mile. This factor was determined based on a review of design-to-construction cost ratios
from previously completed roads/transportation impact fee studies throughout Florida. As
shown in Table B-2, recent design factors ranged from 10 percent to 13 percent with a weighted
average of 11 percent. For purposes of this study, the design cost for county roads was calculated
at 11 percent of the construction cost per lane mile.

State Roadways

Similarly, the design cost factor for state roads was estimated as a percentage of the construction
cost per lane mile. This factor was determined based on a review of design-to-construction cost
ratios from previously completed roads/transportation impact fee studies throughout Florida. As
shown in Table B-2, recent design factors ranged from 10 percent to 11 percent with a weighted
average of 11 percent. For purposes of this study, the design cost for state roads was calculated
at 11 percent of the construction cost per lane mile.
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Table B-2
Design Cost Factor for County and State Roads — Recent Impact Fee Studies

D.4.a

County Roadways (Cost per Lane Mile) State Roadways (Cost per Lane Mile)
Design Constr. Design Ratio Design Constr. Design Ratio
2013 |Hernando $198,000 $1,980,000 10% $222,640 $2,024,000 11%
2013 [Charlotte $220,000 $2,200,000 10% $240,000 $2,400,000 10%
2014  |Indian River $159,000 $1,598,000 10% $196,000 $1,776,000 11%
2015 |Collier $270,000 $2,700,000 10% $270,000 $2,700,000 10%
2015 |(Brevard $242,000 $2,023,000 12% $316,000 $2,875,000 11%
2015 [Sumter $210,000 $2,100,000 10% $276,000 $2,505,000 11%
2015 |[Marion $167,000 $1,668,000 10% $227,000 $2,060,000 11%
2015 |Palm Beach $224,000 $1,759,000 13% $333,000 $3,029,000 11%
2016 |Hillsborough $348,000 $2,897,000 12% $319,000 $2,897,000 11%
2017  |St. Lucie $220,000 $2,200,000 10% $341,000 $3,100,000 11%
2017 |Clay $239,000 $2,385,000 10% - - n/a
2018 |[Collier $385,000 $3,500,000 11% $385,000 $3,500,000 11%
Average $240,167 $2,250,833 11% $288,553 $2,660,500 11%

Source: Recent impact fee studies conducted throughout Florida

Right-of-Way
The ROW cost reflects the total cost of the acquisitions along a corridor that are necessary to
have sufficient cross-section width to widen an existing road or, in the case of new construction,

build a new road.

County Roadways

Given the limited data for ROW costs on county roads in Hernando County, the ROW-to-
construction ratio was based on several recently completed roads/transportation impact fee
studies throughout Florida. As shown in Table B-3, ratios for county roads ranged from 32
percent to 60 with an average of 42 percent. For purposes of this update study, the ROW cost
was estimated at 40 percent of the construction cost per lane mile for county roadways.

State Roadways

Similar to county roads, the ROW-to-construction ratio for state roads was based on several
recently completed roads/transportation impact fee studies throughout Florida. As shown in
Table B-3, ratios for state roads ranged from 32 percent to 60 percent with an average of 43
percent. For purposes of this update study, the ROW cost was estimated at 40 percent of the
construction cost per lane mile for state roadways.
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Table B-3
Right-of-Way Cost Factor for County and State Roads — Recent Impact Fee Studies

County Roadways (Cost per Lane Mile)

State Roadways (Cost per Lane Mile)

Year County = =
ROW Constr. ROW Ratio ROW Constr. ROW Ratio
2013 |Hernando $811,800 $1,980,000 41% $890,560 $2,024,000 44%
2013 |Charlotte $1,034,000 $2,200,000 47% $1,128,000 $2,400,000 47%
2014  |Indian River $656,000 $1,598,000 41% $781,000 $1,776,000 44%
2015 |Collier $863,000 $2,700,000 32% $863,000 $2,700,000 32%
2015 |Brevard $708,000 $2,023,000 35% $1,006,000 $2,785,000 36%
2015 |Sumter $945,000 $2,100,000 45% $1,127,000 $2,505,000 45%
2015 |[Marion $1,001,000 $1,668,000 60% $1,236,000 $2,060,000 60%
2015 |Palm Beach $721,000 $1,759,000 41% $1,333,000 $3,029,000 44%
2016 [Hillsborough $1,448,000 $2,897,000 50% $1,448,000 $2,897,000 50%
2017  |St. Lucie $990,000 $2,200,000 45% $1,395,000 $3,100,000 45%
2017 |Clay $954,000 $2,385,000 40% - - n/a
2018 |Collier $1,208,000 $3,500,000 35% $1,208,000 $3,500,000 35%
Average $944,983 $2,250,833 42% $1,128,687 $2,616,000 43%

D.4.a

Source: Recent impact fee studies conducted throughout Florida

Construction

County Roadways

A review of construction cost data for local county roadway capacity expansion projects included
two improvements provided by Hernando County. These improvements include a recently bid
improvement and an estimate for future consideration:

e Cortez Blvd Frontage Rd @ I-75

e Barclay Ave from San Antonio Rd to Powell Rd/Elgin Blvd

The Cortez Blvd improvement includes a curb & gutter design with a construction cost of $1.67
million per lane mile, which reflects the lower costs associated with frontage roads. The Barclay
Ave project features an open drainage design with a construction cost estimate of $2.73 million
per lane mile. These local projects were supplemented with recent improvements from other
communities in Florida to increase the sample size in estimating the construction cost for impact

fee purposes.

Curb & Gutter Design

As shown in Table B-4, this review included approximately 155 lane miles of improvements across
13 different counties (including Hernando). These improvements were summarized based on the
county land use and demographic characteristics (urban vs rural in nature). For purposes of this
analysis, Hernando County was considered a “rural” county with urban counties consisting of

Broward, Hillsborough, Miami-Dade, Orange, and Palm Beach Counties. The rural counties
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D.4.a

experienced a weighted average cost of $2.80 million (excluding Hernando County), or $2.78
million (including Hernando County), for curb & gutter improvements.

Based on a review of the local projects, statewide projects, and discussions with County
representatives, a construction cost of $2.80 million per lane mile for county roads (curb &
gutter) was utilized for the roads impact fee calculation.

Open Drainage Design

As shown in Table B-5, this review included approximately 7.60 lane miles of improvements, one
project from Hernando County and one project from Sarasota County. As previously mentioned,
the Hernando County project had an estimated construction cost of $2.73 million per lane mile,
while the Sarasota improvement had a construction cost of $2.17 million per lane mile.
Combined, these improvements averaged approximately $2.34 million per lane mile. Due to this
small sample size, the construction cost per lane mile estimate for open drainage improvements
was based on the FDOT LRE ratio presented in Table B-1. This ratio (74 percent) was applied to
the estimated construction cost of curb & gutter projects, which resulted is a construction cost
estimate of $2.07 million per lane mile for open drainage county projects.
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Table B-4
Construction Cost — County Road Improvements from Hernando County and Other Jurisdictions throughout Florida (Curb & Gutter Design)

County County District Description Feature Design Length Lanes Lane Miles Construction Cost Construction Cost
Classification Added Added per Lane Mile

URBAN Counties, Curb and Gutter
Orange Urban 5 Rouse Rd Lake Underhill Rd SR 50 2013 2to 4 Urban 1.55 2 3.10 $7,592,408 $2,449,164
Orange Urban 5 Lake Underhill Rd Goldenrod Rd Chickasaw Tr 2013 2to 4 Urban 0.69 2 1.38 $6,371,855 $4,617,286
Hillsborough Urban 7 Bruce B. Downs Blvd, Seg. B/C  |Palm Springs Blvd Pebble Creek Dr 2013 4t08 Urban 3.36 4 13.44 $51,855,535 $3,858,299
Orange Urban 5 CR 535 Seg. F Overstreet Rd Fossick Rd 2014 2to 4 Urban 0.60 2 1.20 $3,263,746 $2,719,788
Hillsborough Urban 7 Boyette Rd, Ph. IlI Donneymoor Dr Bell Shoals Rd 2014 2to 4 Urban 1.84 2 3.68 $25,720,068 $6,989,149
Orange Urban 5 International Dr Westwood Blvd Westwood Blvd 2015 4t0 6 Urban 2.20 2 4.40 $16,775,875 $3,812,699
Orange Urban 5 Reams Rd Delmar Ave Taborfield Ave 2017 2to 4 Urban 0.36 2 0.72 $3,409,584 $4,735,533
Orange Urban 5 Destination Pkwy 1B/2A Tradeshow Blvd Lake Cay 2017 2to 4 Urban 0.78 2 1.56 $6,110,403 $3,916,925
Hillsborough Urban 7 Bruce B. Downs Blvd, Seg. A Bearss Ave Palm Springs Blvd 2017 4t08 Urban 3.56 4 14.24 $37,155,153 $2,609,210
Hillsborough Urban 7 Bruce B. Downs Blvd, Seg. D Pebble Creek Dr Pasco Co. Line 2018 4to0 8 Urban 1.36 4 5.44 $17,755,778 $3,263,930
Orange Urban 5 Holden Ave John Young Pkwy Orange Blossom Tr 2019 0/2to 4 Urban 1.24 2/4 3.50 $18,798,771 $5,371,077
Orange Urban 5 Boggy Creek Rd N South Access Rd Wetherbee Rd 2019 2to 4 Urban 1.29 2 2.58 $8,585,774 $3,327,819

Total (2013-2019); Urban Counties ONLY Count: 12 55.24 $203,394,950 $3,682,023
RURAL Counties, Curb and Gutter
Brevard Rural 5 Babcock St S. of Foundation Park Blvd Malabar Rd 2013 2to 4 Urban 12.40 2 24.80 $56,000,000 $2,258,065
Collier Rural 1 Collier Blvd (CR 951) Golden Gate Blvd Green Blvd 2013 4t06 Urban 2.00 2 4.00 $17,122,640 $4,280,660
Marion Rural 5 SW 110th St us 41 SW 200th Ave 2013 Oto2 Urban 0.11 2 0.22 $438,765 $1,994,386
Mar!on Rural 5 NW 35th St NW 35th Avenue Rd NW 27th Ave 2013 Oto4 Urban 0.50 4 460 48,616,236 $1,873,005
Marion Rural 5 NW 35th St NW 27th Ave us 441 2013 2to 4 Urban 1.30 2
Sumter Rural 5 C-466A, Ph. I US 301N Powell Rd 2013 2to 3/4 Urban 1.10 2 2.20 $4,283,842 $1,947,201
Collier Rural 1 Golden Gate Blvd Wilson Blvd Desoto Blvd 2014 2to 4 Urban 2.40 2 4.80 $16,003,504 $3,334,063
Brevard Rural 5 St. Johns Heritage Pkwy SE of 1-95 Intersection US 192 (Space Coast Pkwy) 2014 Oto?2 Sub-Urb 3.11 2 6.22 $16,763,567 $2,695,107
Sarasota Rural 1 Bee Ridge Rd Mauna Loa Blvd lona Rd 2014 2to4 Urban 2.68 2 5.36 $14,066,523 $2,624,351
St. Lucie Rural 4 W Midway Rd (CR 712) Selvitz Rd South 25th St 2014 2to 4 Urban 1.00 2 2.00 $6,144,000 $3,072,000
Lake Rural 5 N. Hancock Rd Ext. Old 50 Gatewood Dr 2014 0/2to 4 Urban 1.50 2/4 5.00 $8,185,574 $1,637,115
Polk Rural 1 CR 655 & CR 559A Pace Rd & N of CR 559A N. of CR 559A & SR 599 2014 2to 4 Urban 2.60 2 5.20 $10,793,552 $2,075,683
Volusia Rural 5 Howland Blvd Courtland Blvd N. of SR 415 2014 2to 4 Urban 2.08 2 4.16 $11,110,480 $2,670,788
Polk Rural 1 Ernie Caldwell Blvd Pine Tree Tr us 17/92 2015 Oto4 Urban 2.41 4 9.64 $19,535,391 $2,026,493
Volusia Rural 5 LPGA Blvd Jimmy Ann Dr/Grand Reserve |Derbyshire Rd 2016 2to 4 Urban 0.68 2 1.36 $3,758,279 $2,763,440
St. Lucie Rural 4 W Midway Rd (CR 712) W. of South 25th St E.of SR5(US 1) 2016 2to4 Urban 1.77 2 3.54 $24,415,701 $6,897,091
Marion Rural 5 NW/NE 35th St, Ph. 1a UsS 441 600' E. of W Anthony Rd 2016 2to 4 Urban 0.30 2 0.60 $1,770,250 $2,950,417
Volusia Rural 5 Howland Blvd Providence Blvd Elkcam Blvd 2017 2to 4 Urban 2.15 2 4.30 $10,850,000 $2,523,256
Volusia Rural 5 Orange Camp Rd MLK Blvd I-4 in Deland 2017 2to 4 Urban 0.75 2 1.50 $10,332,000 $6,888,000
Lake Rural 5 CR 466A, Ph. IIIA Poinsettia Ave Century Ave 2018 2to 4 Urban 0.42 2 0.84 $3,062,456 $3,645,781
Lee Rural 1 Alico Rd Ben Hill Griffin Pkwy E. of Airport Haul Rd 2018 2to 4 Urban 1.78 2 3.56 $18,062,562 $5,073,753
Lee Rural 1 Homestead Rd S. of Sunrise Blvd N. of Alabama Rd 2018 2to4 Urban 2.25 2 4.50 $14,041,919 $3,120,426
Hernando Rural 7 Cortez Blvd Frontage Rd @ I-75 2020 Oto2 Urban 0.62 2 1.24 $2,064,688 $1,665,071

Total (2013-2019); Rural Counties ONLY Count: 23 99.64 $277,421,929 $2,784,243

Total (2013-2019); Rural Counties ONLY, Excluding Hernando County Count: 22 98.40 $275,357,241 $2,798,346

Source: Data obtained from each respective county (Building and Public Works Departments)
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Table B-5
Construction Cost — County Road Improvements from Hernando County and Other Jurisdictions throughout Florida (Open Drainage Design)

D.4.a

County County District Description Feature Design Length Lanes Lane Miles Construction Cost Construction Cost
Classification Added Added per Lane Mile
RURAL Counties, Open Drainage
Sarasota Rural 1 Honore Ave/Pinebrook Rd Ext. (SR 681 Laurel Rd 2013 Oto2 Rural 2.70 2 5.40 $11,699,059 $2,166,492
Hernando Rural 7 Barclay Ave San Antonio Rd Powell Rd/Elgin Blvd 2020 2to 4 Rural 1.10 2 2.20 $6,000,000 $2,727,273
Total (2013+); Rural Counties ONLY Count: 2 7.60 $17,699,059 $2,328,824

Source: Data obtained from each respective county (Building and Public Works Departments)
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State Roadways

A review of construction cost data for recent state (and other roads built by FDOT) roadway
capacity expansion projects identified three (3) improvements in Hernando County:

e SR 50 from Windmere Rd to E. of US 301 (curb & gutter)

e CR 578 (County Line Rd) from Suncoast Pkwy to US 41 @ Ayers Rd (curb & gutter)

e CR 578 (County Line Rd) from Springtime St to E. of Mariner Blvd (open drainage)

For the curb & gutter projects, these improvements range from $3.18 million per lane mile to
$4.72 million per lane mile with a weighted average cost of $4.25 million per lane mile. For the
open drainage improvement, the construction cost is approximately $6.28 million per lane mile.
Note that this is a very short segment with a high cost figure. It should be noted that the costs
for both CR 578 improvements include the associated shared-use paths.

Curb & Gutter Design
In addition to the two local improvements (curb & gutter), a review of recently bid projects
located throughout Florida identified 60 curb & gutter improvements from 30 different counties

III

(see Table B-6). These improvements were then grouped into “urban” and “rural” counties, with
the urban counties including Broward, Hillsborough, Miami-Dade, Orange, and Palm Beach
Counties. The rural counties (excluding Hernando County) experienced a weighted average
construction cost of approximately $3.97 million per lane mile. Based on a review of the local
projects, statewide projects, and discussions with County representatives, a construction of
$4.20 million per lane mile for state roads (curb & gutter) was utilized for the roads impact fee
calculation, which reflects local cost factors in Hernando County and the inclusion of certain

amenities, such as shared-use paths.

Open Drainage Design
In addition to the local improvement (open drainage), a review of recently bid projects located
throughout the state of Florida identified 15 open drainage improvements from 8 different

I"

counties. These improvements were then grouped into “urban” and “rural” counties, with

I"

Hernando County being considered a “rural” county. The open drainage improvements for urban
counties averaged $3.73 million per lane mile, and the rural counties averaged $2.21 million per
lane mile (excluding Hernando County). Due to the small sample size and high variation of the
open drainage improvement costs, the construction cost for these improvements was calculated
based on the roadway design cost ratio estimates obtained from the FDOT District 7 LRE (74
percent of curb & gutter project cost, see Table B-1). Applying this 74-percent ratio resulted in a

construction cost estimate of $3.11 million per lane mile for open drainage projects.
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County

County
Classification

Table B-6

Construction Cost — State Road Improvements (and Other Roads Built by FDOT) from Hernando County and Other Jurisdictions throughout Florida (Curb & Gutter Design)

District

Description

Year

Feature

Design

Length

Lanes
Added

Lane Miles
Added

D.4.a

Construction Cost

Construction Cost

per Lane Mile

URBAN Counties, Curb and Gutter
Broward Urban 4 Andrews Ave Ext. NW 18th St Copans Rd 2013 2to 4 Urban 0.50 2 1.00 $6,592,014 $6,592,014
Hillsborough Urban 7 SR 41 (US 301) S. of Tampa Bypass Canal N. of Fowler Ave 2013 2to 4 Sub-Urb 1.81 2 3.62 $15,758,965 $4,353,305
Orange Urban 5 SR 50 (Colonial Dr) E. of CR 425 (Dean Rd) E. of Old Cheney Hwy 2013 4106 Urban 4,91 2 9.82 $66,201,688 $6,741,516
Broward Urban 4 SR 7 (US 441) N. of Hallandale Beach N. of Fillmore St 2014 4t0 6 Urban 1.79 2 3.58 $30,674,813 $8,568,384
Broward Urban 4 Andrews Ave Ext. Pompano Park Place S. of Atlantic Blvd 2014 2to 4 Urban 0.36 2 0.72 $3,177,530 $4,413,236
Miami-Dade Urban 6 SR 823/NW 57th Ave W. 65th St W. 84th St 2014 4106 Urban 1.00 2 2.00 $17,896,531 $8,948,266
Miami-Dade Urban 6 SR 823/NW 57th Ave W. 53rd St W. 65th St 2014 4106 Urban 0.78 2 1.56 $14,837,466 $9,511,196
Orange Urban 5 SR 50 SR 429 (Western Beltway) E. of West Oaks Mall 2014 4t06 Urban 2.56 2 5.12 $34,275,001 $6,694,336
Orange Urban 5 SR 15 (Hofner Rd) Lee Vista Blvd Conway Rd 2015 2to 4 Urban 3.81 2 7.62 $37,089,690 $4,867,413
Miami-Dade Urban 6 SR 977/Krome Ave/SW 177th Ave S of SW 136th St S. of SR 94 (SW 88th St/Kendall Dr) 2016 Oto4 Urban 3.50 4 14.00 $32,129,013 $2,294,930
Broward Urban 4 SW 30th Ave Griffin Rd SW 45th St 2016 2to 4 Urban 0.24 2 0.48 $1,303,999 $2,716,665
Hillsborough Urban 7 SR 43 (US 301) SR 674 S. of CR 672 (Balm Rd) 2016 2to 6 Urban 3.77 4 15.08 $43,591,333 $2,890,672
Miami-Dade Urban 6 NW 87th Ave/SR 25 & SR 932 NW 74th St NW 103rd St 2016 Oto4 Urban 1.93 4 7.72 $28,078,366 $3,637,094
Orange Urban 5 SR 423 (John Young Pkwy) SR 50 (Colonial Dr) Shader Rd 2017 4106 Urban 2.35 2 4.70 $27,752,000 $5,904,681
Palm Beach Urban 4 SR 80 W. of Lion County Safari Rd Forest Hill Blvd 2018 4to 6 Urban 7.20 2 14.40 $32,799,566 $2,277,748
Miami-Dade Urban 6 SR 847 (NW 47th Ave) SR 860 (NW 183rd St) N. of NW 199th St 2018 2to 4 Urban 1.31 2 2.62 $18,768,744 $7,163,643
Miami-Dade Urban 6 SR 847 (NW 47th Ave) N. of NW 199th St and S of NW 203 St |Premier Pkwy and N of S Snake CR Canal 2018 2to 4 Urban 1.09 2 2.18 $10,785,063 $4,947,277
Hillsborough Urban 7 CR 580 (Sam Allen Rd) W. of SR 39 (Paul Buchman Hwy) E. of Park Rd 2018 2to4 Urban 2.02 2 4.04 $23,444,444 $5,803,080
Orange Urban 5 SR 414 (Maitland Blvd) E.of I-4 E. of CR 427 (Maitland Ave) 2018 4t06 Urban 1.39 2 2.78 $7,136,709 $2,567,162
Miami-Dade Urban 6 SR 997 (Krome Ave) SW 312 St SW 232nd St 2019 2to 4 Urban 3.64 2 7.28 $30,374,141 $4,172,272
Total (2013-2019); Urban Counties ONLY Count: 20 110.32 $482,667,076 $4,375,155
RURAL Counties, Curb and Gutter
Lee Rural 1 SR 78 (Pine Island) Burnt Store Rd W. of Chiquita Blvd 2013 2to 4 Urban 1.94 2 3.88 $8,005,048 $2,063,157
Brevard Rural 5 SR 507 (Babcock St) Melbourne Ave Fee Ave 2013 2to4 Urban 0.55 2 1.10 $5,167,891 $4,698,083
Lee Rural 1 US 41 Business Littleton Rd SR 739 2013 2to 4 Urban 1.23 2 2.46 $8,488,393 $3,450,566
Brevard Rural 5 Apollo Blvd Sarno Rd Eau Gallie Blvd 2013 2to4 Urban 0.74 2 1.48 $10,318,613 $6,972,036
Okeechobee Rural 1 SR 70 NE 34th Ave NE 80th Ave 2014 2to 4 Urban 3.60 2 7.20 $23,707,065 $3,292,648
Martin Rural 4 CR 714/Indian St Turnpike/Martin Downs Blvd W. of Mapp Rd 2014 2to 4 Urban 1.87 2 3.74 $14,935,957 $3,993,571
Pinellas Rural 7 43rd St Extension S. of 118th Ave 40th St 2014 Oto 4 Urban 0.49 4 1.96 $4,872,870 $2,486,158
Nassau Rural 2 SR 200 (A1A) W. of Still Quarters Rd W. of Ruben Ln 2014 4to 6 Urban 3.05 2 6.10 $18,473,682 $3,028,472
Charlotte Rural 1 US 41 (SR 45) Enterprise Dr Sarasota County Line 2014 4t0 6 Urban 3.62 2 7.24 $31,131,016 $4,299,864
Duval Rural 2 SR 243 (JIA N Access) Airport Rd Pelican Park (I-95) 2014 O0to2 Urban 2.60 2 5.20 $14,205,429 $2,731,813
Desoto Rural 1 us 17 CR 760A (Nocatee) Heard St 2014 2to 4 Urban 4.40 2 8.80 $29,584,798 $3,361,909
Hendry Rural 1 SR 82 (Immokalee Rd) Lee County Line Collier County Line 2015 2to 4 Urban 1.27 2 2.54 $7,593,742 $2,989,662
Sarasota Rural 1 SR 45A (US 41) (Venice Bypass) Gulf Coast Blvd Bird Bay Dr W 2015 4t06 Urban 1.14 2 2.28 $16,584,224 $7,273,782
Clay Rural 2 SR 21 S. of Branan Field Old Jennings Rd 2015 4to 6 Urban 1.45 2 2.90 $15,887,487 $5,478,444
Putnam Rural 2 SR 15 (US 17) Horse Landing Rd N. Boundary Rd 2015 2to 4 Urban 1.99 2 3.98 $13,869,804 $3,484,875
Osceola Rural 5 SR 500 (US 192/441) Eastern Ave Nova Rd 2015 4t06 Urban 3.18 2 6.36 $16,187,452 $2,545,197
Osceola Rural 5 SR 500 (US 192/441) Aeronautical Blvd Budinger Ave 2015 4t06 Urban 3.94 2 7.88 $34,256,621 $4,347,287
Lake Rural 5 SR 25 (US 27) N. of Boggy Marsh Rd N. of Lake Louisa Rd 2015 4t06 Sub-Urb 6.52 2 13.03 $37,503,443 $2,878,238
Seminole Rural 5 SR 15/600 Shepard Rd Lake Mary Blvd 2015 4t0 6 Urban 3.63 2 7.26 $42,712,728 $5,883,296
St. Lucie Rural 4 SR 614 (Indrio Rd) W. of SR 9 (I-95) E. of SR 607 (Emerson Ave) 2016 2to4 Urban 3.80 2 7.60 $22,773,660 $2,996,534
Seminole Rural 5 SR 46 Mellonville Ave E. of SR 415 2016 2to 4 Urban 2.83 2 5.66 $26,475,089 $4,677,578
St. Lucie Rural 4 CR 712 (Midway Rd) W. of S. 25th St E.of SR5(US 1) 2016 2to 4 Urban 1.77 2 3.54 $24,415,701 $6,897,091
Citrus Rural 7 SR 55 (US 19) W. Green Acres St W. Jump Ct 2016 4to 6 Urban 2.07 2 4.14 $27,868,889 $6,731,616
Walton Rural 3 SR 30 (US 98) Emerald Bay Dr Tang-o-mar Dr 2016 4t0 6 Urban 3.37 2 6.74 $42,140,000 $6,252,226
Duval Rural 2 SR 201 S. of Baldwin N. of Baldwin (Bypass) 2016 Oto4 Urban 4.11 4 16.44 $50,974,795 $3,100,657
Hardee Rural 1 SR 35 (US 17) S. of W. 9th St N. of W. 3rd St 2016 Oto4 Urban 1.11 4 4.44 $14,067,161 $3,168,280
Alachua Rural 2 SR 20 (SE Hawthorne Rd) E. of US 301 E. of Putnam Co. Line 2017 2to 4 Urban 1.70 2 3.40 $11,112,564 $3,268,401
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Table B-6 (continued)
Construction Cost — State Road Improvements (and Other Roads Built by FDOT) from Hernando County and Other Jurisdictions throughout Florida (Curb & Gutter Design), continued

County Lanes Lane Miles Construction Cost

County District Description Year Feature Design Length Construction Cost

Classification Added Added per Lane Mile

RURAL Counties, Curb and Gutter
Okaloosa Rural 3 SR 30 (US 98) CR 30F (Airport Rd) E. of Walton Co. Line 2017 4106 Urban 3.85 2 7.70 $33,319,378 $4,327,192
Bay Rural 3 SR 390 (St. Andrews Blvd) E. of CR 2312 (Baldwin Rd) Jenks Ave 2017 2to 6 Urban 1.33 4 5.32 $14,541,719 $2,733,406
Pasco Rural 7 SR 54 E. of CR 577 (Curley Rd) E. of CR 579 (Morris Bridge Rd) 2017 2 to 4/6 Urban 4.50 2/4 11.80 $41,349,267 $3,504,175
Lake Rural 5 SR 46 (US 441) W. of SR 500 E. of Round Lake Rd 2017 2to 6 Urban 2.23 4 8.92 $27,677,972 $3,102,912
Wakulla Rural 3 SR 369 (US 19) N. of SR 267 Leon Co. Line 2018 2to 4 Urban 2.24 2 4.48 $15,646,589 $3,492,542
St. Lucie Rural 4 SR 713 (Kings Hwy) S. of SR 70 SR 9 (I-95) Overpass 2018 2to 4 Urban 3.42 2 6.84 $45,162,221 $6,602,664
Citrus Rural 7 SR 55 (US 19) W. Jump Ct CR 44 (W Fort Island Tr) 2018 4106 Urban 4.81 2 9.62 $50,444,444 $5,243,705
Sarasota Rural 1 SR 45A (US 41) (Venice Bypass) Center Rd Gulf Coast Blvd 2018 4106 Urban 1.19 2 2.38 $15,860,000 $6,663,866
Seminole Rural 5 SR 46 Orange Blvd N. Oregon St (Wekiva Section 7B) 2019 4to 6 Urban 1.30 2 2.60 517,848,966 $6,864,987
Duval Rural 2 Jax National Cemetery Access Rd Lannie Rd Arnold Rd 2019 Oto?2 Urban 3.26 2 6.52 $11,188,337 $1,716,003
Pasco Rural 7 SR 52 W. of Suncoast Pkwy E. of SR 45 (US 41) 2019 4t06 Urban 4.64 2 9.28 $45,307,439 $4,882,267
Hernando Rural 7 CR 578 (County Line Rd) Suncoast Pkwy US 41 @ Ayers Rd 2017 Oto 4 Urban 1.49 4 5.96 $20,155,312 53,381,764
Hernando Rural 7 SR 50 Windmere Rd E of US 301 2019 4to 6 Urb/Rural 5.60 2 11.20 $52,736,220 $4,708,591
Putnam Rural 2 SR 20 Alachua/Putnam Co. Line SW 56th Ave 2019 2to 4 Urban 6.95 2 13.90 $45,290,778 $3,258,329
Bay Rural 3 SR 390 (St. Andrews Blvd) SR 368 (23rd St) E of CR 2312 (Baldwin Rd) 2019 2to 6 Urban 2.47 4 9.88 $41,711,427 $4,221,804
Total (2013-2019); Rural Counties ONLY Count: 42 263.75 $1,051,554,191 $3,986,935
Total (2013-2019); Hernando County ONLY Count: 2 17.16 $72,891,532 $4,247,758
Total (2013-2019); Rural Counties ONLY, Excluding Hernando County Count: 40 246.59 $978,662,659 $3,968,785

Source: Florida Department of Transportation Contracts Administration Department, Bid Tabulations

Table B-7
Construction Cost — State Road Improvements (and Other Roads Built by FDOT) from Hernando County and Other Jurisdictions throughout Florida (Open Drainage Design)
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County County District Description Year Feature Design Length Lanes ELOILILE Construction Cost Construction Cost
Classification Added Added per Lane Mile
URBAN Counties, Open Drainage
Miami-Dade Urban 6 SR 997 (Krome Ave) SR 94/Kendall Dr 1 mile N. of 8th St 2014 2to 4 Rural 5.72 2 11.44 $55,164,057 $4,822,033
Miami-Dade Urban 6 SR 997 (Krome Ave) MP 8.151 MP 10.935 2015 2to 4 Rural 2.78 2 5.56 $17,715,916 $3,186,316
Miami-Dade Urban 6 SR 997 (Krome Ave) MP 5.122 MP 8.151 2015 2to 4 Rural 3.03 2 6.06 $18,903,175 $3,119,336
Miami-Dade Urban 6 SR 997 N of SW 8th St MP 5.122 2015 2to 4 Rural 2.10 2 4.20 $26,217,745 $6,242,320
Miami-Dade Urban 6 SR 997/Krome Ave/NW 177th Ave MP 10.935 MP 14.184/0Okeechobee Rd 2015 2to 4 Rural 3.10 2 6.20 $17,492,235 $2,821,328
Miami-Dade Urban 6 SR 997 (Krome Ave) (SW 177th Ave) |S of SW 23rd St S of SW 136th St (Howard Dr) 2018 2to 4 Rural 6.28 2 12.56 $35,977,083 $2,864,417
Total (2013-2019); Urban Counties ONLY Count: 6 46.02 $171,470,211 $3,725,993
RURAL Counties, Open Drainage
Desoto Rural 1 US 17 (SR 35) SW Collins St S. of CR 760A 2013 2to 4 Rural 6.00 2 12.00 $12,312,349 $1,026,029
Marion Rural 5 SR 40 CR 328 SW 80th Ave (CR 225A) 2014 2to 4 Rural 4.04 2 8.08 $12,324,444 $1,525,302
Okaloosa Rural 3 SR 123 N of Toms Creek N of Turkey Creek 2014 2to 4 Rural 1.67 2 3.34 $11,745,896 $3,516,735
Okaloosa Rural 3 SR 123 N of Turkey Creek SR 85N 2014 2to4 Rural 2.89 2 5.77 $10,424,530 $1,806,678
Santa Rosa Rural 3 SR 87 Eglin Air Force Base Boundary 2 miles S. of Yellow River Br 2015 2to 4 Rural 5.43 2 10.86 $18,411,475 $1,695,348
Santa Rosa Rural 3 SR 87 2 Mi S of Yellow River CR 184 2015 2to 4 Rural 3.26 2 6.52 $15,764,843 $2,417,921
Hardee Rural 1 SR 35 (US 17) Desoto County Line CR 634 (Sweetwater Rd) 2016 2to 4 Rural 4.88 2 9.76 $19,770,518 $2,025,668
Hendry Rural 1 SR 80 Dalton Lane CR 833 2017 2to 4 Rural 11.13 2 22.26 $48,642,463 $2,185,196
Hernando Rural 7 CR 578 (County Line Rd) Springtime St E of Mariner Blvd 2017 2to 4 Rural 0.67 2 1.34 $8,414,444 $6,279,436
Bay Rural 3 SR 388 SR 79 E of NW Florida Beaches Int. Airport 2018 2to 4 Rural 3.95 2 7.90 $41,598,533 $5,265,637
Total (2013-2019); Rural Counties ONLY Count: 10 87.83 $199,409,496 $2,270,403
Total (2013-2019); Hernando County ONLY Count: 1 1.34 $8,414,444 $6,279,436
Total (2013-2019); Rural Counties ONLY, Excluding Hernando County Count: 9 86.49 $190,995,052 $2,208,291
Source: Florida Department of Transportation Contracts Administration Department, Bid Tabulations
Tindale Oliver Hernando County
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Construction Engineering/Inspection

County Roadways

The CEl cost factor for county roads was estimated as a percentage of the construction cost per
lane mile. This factor was determined based on a review of CEl-to-construction cost ratios from
previously completed roads/transportation impact fee studies throughout Florida. As shown in
Table B-8, recent CEl factors ranged from 3 percent to 17 percent with a weighted average of 9
percent. For purposes of this study, the CEl cost for county roads was calculated at 9 percent of
the construction cost per lane mile.

State Roadways

The CEI cost factor for state roads was estimated as a percentage of the construction cost per
lane mile. This factor was determined based on a review of CEl-to-construction cost ratios from
previously completed roads/transportation impact fee studies throughout Florida. As shown in
Table B-8, recent CEl factors ranged from 10 percent to 11 percent with a weighted average of
11 percent. For purposes of this study, the CEl cost for state roads was calculated at 11 percent
of the construction cost per lane mile.

Table B-8
CEl Cost Factor for County and State Roads — Recent Impact Fee Studies

County Roadways (Cost per Lane Mile) State Roadways (Cost per Lane Mile)
Year County . 3

CEIl Constr. CEIl Ratio CEIl Constr. CEIl Ratio
2013 |Hernando $178,200 $1,980,000 9% $222,640 $2,024,000 11%
2013 |Charlotte $220,000 $2,200,000 10% $240,000 $2,400,000 10%
2014 |Indian River $143,000 $1,598,000 9% $196,000 $1,776,000 11%
2015 |Collier $270,000 $2,700,000 10% $270,000 $2,700,000 10%
2015 Brevard $344,000 $2,023,000 17% $316,000 $2,875,000 11%
2015 |Sumter $147,000 $2,100,000 7% $250,000 $2,505,000 10%
2015 |Marion $50,000 $1,668,000 3% $227,000 $2,060,000 11%
2015 |Palm Beach $108,000 $1,759,000 6% $333,000 $3,029,000 11%
2016 |Hillsborough $261,000 $2,897,000 9% $319,000 $2,897,000 11%
2017 |St. Lucie $198,000 $2,200,000 9% $341,000 $3,100,000 11%
2017 |Clay $191,000 $2,385,000 8% - - n/a
2018 |Collier $315,000 $3,500,000 9% $385,000 $3,500,000 11%

Average $202,100 $2,250,833 9% $3,099,640 $28,866,000 11%

Source: Recent impact fee studies conducted throughout Florida
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Roadway Capacity

As shown in Table B-9, the average capacity per lane miles was based on the projects in the
Hernando-Citrus MPQ’s 2040 Long Range Transportation Plan (Cost Feasible Plan). The listing of
projects reflects the mix of improvements that will yield the vehicle-miles of capacity (VMC) that
will be built in Hernando County. The resulting weighted average capacity per lane mile of
approximately 11,200 was used in the roads impact fee calculation. Based on discussions with

I

County representatives, the planned improvements will primarily feature an “uninterrupted
flow” roadway classification, resulting in a higher VMC per lane mile of improvement than many

other jurisdictions in Florida.

Tindale Oliver Hernando County
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Table B-9
Hernando County Planned Improvements — Long Range Transportation Plan
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e . Lane Miles Section Initial Future Added Vehicle M,'Ies
Jurisdiction Description Improvement Length . . . X of Capacity
Added Design Capacity Capacity Capacity
Added
Cost Feasible Plan
County Barclay Rd Elgin Blvd San Antonio Blvd 2 to 4 Lanes 1.03 2 2.06 oD 15,930 35,820 19,890 20,487
County Barclay Rd San Antonio Rd Lucky Ln 2 to 4 Lanes 1.62 2 3.24 oD 15,930 35,820 19,890 32,222
County Barclay Rd Lucky Ln Cortez Blvd (SR 50) 2 to 4 Lanes 0.28 2 0.56 oD 15,930 35,820 19,890 5,569
County California St Cortez Blvd (SR 50) Sam C 0to 2 Lanes 0.51 2 1.02 oD 0 15,930 15,930 8,124
County County Line Rd East Rd Mariner Blvd 2 to 4 Lanes 2.70 2 5.40 oD 15,930 35,820 19,890 53,703
County Deltona Blvd Northcliffe Blvd Elgin Blvd 2 to 4 Lanes 0.95 2 1.90 oD 15,930 35,820 19,890 18,896
County Deltona Blvd Elgin Blvd Cortez Blvd (SR 50) 2 to 4 Lanes 0.53 2 1.06 oD 15,930 35,820 19,890 10,542
County Downy Woodpecker Rd Thrasher Ave Velvet Scooter Ave O to 2 Lanes 0.09 2 0.18 oD 0 24,400 24,400 2,196
County Emerson Rd Jefferson St (SR 50) Mondon Hill Rd 0 to 2 Lanes 0.78 2 1.56 oD 0 24,200 24,200 18,876
County Emerson Rd Mondon Hill Rd Broad St Oto 2 Lanes 0.56 2 1.12 oD 0 24,200 24,200 13,552
County Sunshine Grove Rd Ext. Velvet Scooter Ave Sunshine Grove Rd Ext. Oto 2 Lanes 0.38 2 0.76 oD 0 24,400 24,400 9,272
County Sunshine Grove Rd Ext. Sunshine Grove Rd Ext. N Suncoast Pkwy (SR 589) 0to 2 Lanes 0.35 2 0.70 oD 0 24,400 24,400 8,540
County Cortez Blvd (SR 50 EB Frontage) Highpoint Blvd Mariner Blvd 0 to 2 Lanes 0.99 2 1.98 C&G 0 12,100 12,100 11,979
County Cortez Blvd (SR 50 WB Frontage) Mariner Blvd Highpoint Blvd 0 to 2 Lanes 0.99 2 1.98 C&G 0 12,100 12,100 11,979
County Powell Rd Barclay Ave California St 2 to 4 Lanes 1.67 2 3.34 oD 15,930 35,820 19,890 33,216
State Broad St (US 41/SR 45) County Line Rd Ayers Rd 2 to 4 Lanes 1.37 2 2.74 oD 17,700 39,800 22,100 30,277
State Broad St (US 41/SR 45) Spring Hill Dr Powell Rd 4 to 6 Lanes 0.86 2 1.72 oD 39,800 59,900 20,100 17,286
County Cobb Rd Cortez Blvd (SR 50) Fort Dade Ave 2 to 4 Lanes 0.26 2 0.52 C&G 24,200 65,600 41,400 10,764
County Cobb Rd Fort Dade Ave Yontz Rd 2 to 4 Lanes 1.50 2 3.00 oD 24,200 65,600 41,400 62,100
County Cobb Rd Yontz Rd Ponce De Leon Blvd (US 98/SR 700) 2 to 4 Lanes 2.72 2 5.44 oD 15,930 35,820 19,890 54,101
State Cortez Blvd (SR 50) Treiman Blvd (US 301/SR 35) Sumter County Line 2 to 4 Lanes 5.01 2 10.02 oD 16,400 40,700 24,300 121,743
State Cortez Blvd (SR 50) N Suncoast Pkwy (SR 589) Cobb Rd 4 to 6 Lanes 3.98 2 7.96 oD 39,800 59,900 20,100 79,998
State Ponce De Leon Blvd (US 98/SR 700) Broad St (US 41/SR 45) Jefferson St (SR 50A) 2 to 4 Lanes 0.36 2 0.72 oD 18,585 41,790 23,205 8,354
State Ponce De Leon Blvd (US 98/SR 700) Yontz Rd Cobb Rd 2 to 4 Lanes 2.54 2 5.08 oD 17,700 39,800 22,100 56,134
State Ponce De Leon Blvd (US 98/SR 700) Cobb Rd Lake Lindsey Rd 2 to 4 Lanes 1.49 2 2.98 oD 17,700 39,800 22,100 32,929
County Dashbach Rd Lockhart Rd I-75 0to 2 Lanes 0.29 2 0.58 oD 0 24,400 24,400 7,076
County Dashbach Rd 1-75 Spine Rd 0 to 2 Lanes 0.72 2 1.44 oD 0 24,400 24,400 17,568
County Dashbach Rd Spine Rd Sunrise Rd Oto 2 Lanes 0.53 2 1.06 oD 0 24,400 24,400 12,932
County Dashbach Rd Sunrise Rd Kettering Rd 0to 2 Lanes 0.49 2 0.98 oD 0 24,400 24,400 11,956
Developer |Exile Rd Cortez Blvd (SR 50) Flock Ave 2 to 4 Lanes 1.27 2 2.54 oD 15,930 35,820 19,890 25,260
Developer [Hospital Rd Cortez Blvd (SR 50) Fort Dade Ave Oto 2 Lanes 1.03 2 2.06 oD 0 24,400 24,400 25,132
County Lockhart Rd Dashbach Rd Cortez Blvd (SR 50) 2 to 4 Lanes 2.04 2 4.08 oD 24,400 62,900 38,500 78,540
Developer |New Road C Lockhart Rd Cortez Blvd (US 98/SR 50) Oto 2 Lanes 1.00 2 2.00 oD 0 24,400 24,400 24,400
Developer [Spine Rd Powerline Rd Dashbach Rd 0to 2 Lanes 1.00 2 2.00 oD 0 24,400 24,400 24,400
County Sunshine Grove Rd Ext. N Suncoast Pkwy (SR 589) Ponce De Leon Blvd (US 98/SR 700) 0to 2 Lanes 1.27 2 2.54 oD 0 24,400 24,400 30,988
County Sunrise Rd Dashbach Rd Cortez Blvd (US 98/SR 50) 2 to 4 Lanes 2.07 2 4.14 oD 13,320 29,160 15,840 32,789
County Powerline Rd Lockhart Rd Kettering Rd 2 to 4 Lanes 2.02 2 4.04 oD 15,930 35,820 19,890 40,178
County Star Rd Exile Rd Weeping Willow St Oto 2 Lanes 0.76 2 1.52 oD 0 15,930 15,930 12,107
Total (All Roads): 96.02 1,076,165
County/Developer Roads: 64.80 67%|(a) 729,444
State Roads: 31.22 33%|(b) 346,721
Curb & Gutter: 4.48 5%|(c) -
Open Drainage: 91.54 95%|(d) -
VMC Added per Lane Mile: 11,200

1) C&G = Curb & Gutter (Urban Design), OD = Open Drainage (Rural Design)
Source: Hernando-Citrus MPO Long Range Transportation Plan, Cost Feasible Plan. Improvements in Hernando County only
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Appendix C: Credit Component

This appendix presents the detailed calculations for the credit component. County fuel taxes that

are collected in Hernando County are listed below, along with a few pertinent characteristics of

each.

1. Constitutional Fuel Tax (2¢/gallon)

Tax applies to every net gallon of motor and diesel fuel sold within a county. Collected in
accordance with Article XlI, Section 9 (c) of the Florida Constitution.

The State allocated 80 percent of this tax to Counties after first withholding amounts
pledged for debt service on bonds issued pursuant to provisions of the State Constitution
for road and bridge purposes.

The 20 percent surplus can be used to support the road construction program within the
county.

Counties are not required to share the proceeds of this tax with their municipalities.

2. County Fuel Tax (1¢/gallon)

Tax applies to every net gallon of motor and diesel fuel sold within a county.

Primary purpose of these funds is to help reduce a County’s reliance on ad valorem taxes.
Proceeds are to be used for transportation-related expenses, including the reduction of
bond indebtedness incurred for transportation purposes. Authorized uses include
acquisition of rights-of-way; the construction, reconstruction, operation, maintenance,
and repair of transportation facilities, roads, bridges, bicycle paths, and pedestrian
pathways; or the reduction of bond indebtedness incurred for transportation purposes.

Counties are not required to share the proceeds of this tax with their municipalities.

3. Ninth-Cent Fuel Tax (1¢/gallon)

Tax applies to every net gallon of motor and diesel fuel sold within a county.

Proceeds may be used to fund transportation expenditures.

To accommodate statewide equalization, this tax is automatically levied on diesel fuel in
every county, regardless of whether a County is levying the tax on motor fuel at all.

Counties are not required to share the proceeds of this tax with their municipalities.

4. 1% Local Option Tax (up to 6¢/gallon)

Tax applies to every net gallon of motor and diesel fuel sold within a county.

Tindale Oliver Hernando County
June 2020 C-1 Roads Impact Fee Updatg-Study

Attachment: 06 29 20 TOA Final IF study (17254 : Transportation Impact Fee Study Update)

Packet Pg. 91




D.4.a

e Proceeds may be used to fund transportation expenditures.

e To accommodate statewide equalization, all six cents are automatically levied on diesel
fuel in every county, regardless of whether a county is levying the tax on motor fuel at all
or at the maximum rate.

e Proceeds are distributed to a county and its municipalities according to a mutually agreed
upon distribution ratio, or by using a formula contained in the Florida Statutes.

5. 2" Local Option Tax (up to 5¢/gallon)
e Tax applies to every net gallon of motor and diesel fuel sold within a county.
e Proceeds may be used to fund transportation expenditures needed to meet requirements
of the capital improvements element of an adopted Local Government Comprehensive
Plan.
e Proceeds are distributed to a county and its municipalities according to a mutually agreed
upon distribution scheme, or by using a formula contained in the Florida Statutes.

Each year, the Florida Legislature’s Office of Economic and Demographic Research (EDR)
produces the Local Government Financial Information Handbook, which details the estimated
local government revenues for the upcoming fiscal year. Included in this document are the
estimated distributions of the various fuel tax revenues for each county in the state. The 2019-
20 data represent projected fuel tax distributions to Hernando County for the current fiscal year.
Table C-1 shows the distribution per penny for each of the fuel levies, and then the calculation of
the weighted average for the value of a penny of fuel tax. The weighting procedure takes into
account the differing amount of revenues generated for the various types of fuel taxes. It is
estimated that approximately $0.83 million of annual revenue will be generated for the County
from one penny of fuel tax in Hernando County.

Tindale Oliver Hernando County
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Table C-1
Estimated Fuel Tax Distribution Allocated to Capital Programs for
Hernando County & Municipalities, FY 2019-20\)

Amount of Levy Total Distribution
per Gallon Distribution per Penny
Constitutional Fuel Tax $0.02 $1,900,811 $950,406
County Fuel Tax $0.01 $836,214 $836,214
9th Cent Fuel Tax $0.01 $921,669 $921,669
1st Local Option (1-6 cents) $0.06 $5,202,168 $867,028
2nd Local Option (1-5 cents) $0.05 $3,602,382 $720,476
Total $0.15 $12,463,244
Weighted Average per Penny(z) $830,883

1) Source: Florida Legislature’s Office of Economic and Demographic Research,
http://edr.state.fl.us/content/local-government/reports/ --

2) The weighted average distribution per penny is calculated by taking the sum of the total
distribution and dividing that value by the sum of the total levies per gallon (multiplied by 100).

Capital Improvement Credit

For the calculated impact fee, the capital improvement credit includes capacity-expansion
expenditures for roadway improvements in Hernando County.

County Capital Project Funding
A review of the County’s FY 2015-2019 historical funding and the FY 2020-2024 Capital
Improvement Plan indicates that fuel tax revenues and impact fee revenues are the primary

funding sources for roadway capacity expansion improvements. As shown in Table C-2,
Hernando County allocates funding equivalent of approximately 0.2 pennies for the portion of
non-impact fee revenues dedicated to capacity expansion projects such as new road
construction, lane additions, and intersection improvements.

Table C-2
County Fuel Tax Equivalent Pennies

Source Cost of Number Revenue from Equivalent
urc

Projects of Years 1 Penny(?‘) Pennies™”
Hernando County CIP FY 2020-2024'" $313,000 5 $830,883 $0.001
Historical Expenditures FY 2015-2019'? $1,128,992 5 $830,883 $0.003
Total $1,441,992 10 $830,883 $0.002

1) Source: Table C-5
2) Source: Table C-4
3) Source: Table C-1
4) Cost of projects divided by number of years divided by revenue from 1 penny (ltem 3) divided by 100

D.4.a
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State Capital Project Funding

In the calculation of the equivalent pennies of fuel tax from the State, expenditures on roadway
capacity-expansion spanning a 15-year period (from FY 2010 to FY 2024) were reviewed. From
these, a list of improvements was developed, including lane additions, new road construction,
intersection improvements, interchanges, and traffic signal projects, etc. The use of a 15-year
period, for purposes of developing a State credit for road capacity expansion projects, results in
a stable credit, as it accounts for the volatility in FDOT spending in the county over short periods
of time.

The total cost of the roadway capacity-expansion projects for the “historical” periods and the
“future” period:

e FY 2010-2014 work plan equates to 15.1 pennies

e FY 2015-2019 work plan equates to 19.7 pennies

e FY 2020-2024 work plan equates to 34.7 pennies

The combined weighted average over the 15-year period of state expenditure for capacity-
expansion roadway projects results in a total of 23.2 equivalent pennies. Table C-3 documents
this calculation and the specific projects that were used in the equivalent penny calculations are
summarized in Table C-6.

Table C-3
State Fuel Tax Equivalent Pennies

Cost of Number Revenue from Equivalent
Source . (4) )]
Projects of Years 1 Penny Pennies
Projected Work Program (FY 2020-2024)" $144,204,019 5 $830,883 $0.347
Historical Work Program (FY 2015-2019)(2) $81,960,261 5 $830,883 $0.197
Historical Work Program (FY 2010-2014)(3) $62,617,964 5 $830,883 $0.151
Total $288,782,244 15 $830,883 $0.232

1) Source: Table C-6
2) Source: Table C-6
3) Source: Table C-6
4) Source: Table C-1
5) Cost of projects divided by number of years divided by revenue from 1 penny (Item 3) divided by 100

Tables C-4 through C-8 provide additional detail for the summaries included previously in the
report and in Appendix C, Tables C-1 through C-3.
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Table C-4
Hernando County — Historical Roadway Expenditures
Project # Project Name Improvement 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 Total
107110 |Deltona-Forest Oaks Intersection Improvements |Intersection improvements to add turn lanes and sidewalks S0 30 S0 $1,874 $672,484 $674,358
107490 |Forest Oaks @ US19 Intersection Improvements |Intersection improvements to add turn lanes and sidewalks S0 S0 $4,899 $21,957 S0 $26,856
105800 |Powell Road Widening West Multi-laning roadway $7,451 S0 S0 S0 S0 $7,451
Two lane frontage road with sidewalks east of I-75 located on north
105860 |SR50 Frontage Road E of 175 and south side of SR 50 S0 S0 S0 S0 $934 5934
. . . Design and construct traffic signal on Sunshine Grove @ Jacqueline
108520 - |Sunshine Grove @ Jacqualine Traffic Signal and install concrete separator on Sunshine Grove @ Chamboard St 30 30 360,975 954,656 3727 $116,358
107480 |West Landover Traffic Management Construct traffic signal at Landover @ Mariner S0 S0 $261,912 $41,123 S0 $303,035
Total $7,451 $0 $327,786 $119,610 $674,145| $1,128,992
Source: Hernando County Department of Public Works
Table C-5
Hernando County — FY 2020-2024 Capital Improvement Plan: Capacity Expansion Improvements
(ol [ ¥ Project Name FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FY 2023 FY 2024 Total
Public Works Department
109850 |Cobblestone @ Spring Hill Intersection Improvements $63,000 $175,000 S0 S0 SO $238,000
107870 |Howell Ave @ US 41 Intersection Improvements $75,000 SO SO S0 SO $75,000
Total $138,000 $175,000 S0 i) ] $313,000
Source: Hernando County Office of Management & Budget
Tindale Oliver Hernando County
June 2020 C-5 Roads Impact Fee UpdateStudy
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Hernando County FDOT Work Program, FY 2010 to FY 2024

D.4.a

Item Description

Work Mix Description

416734-1 |SR 50 (CORTEZ BLVD) FROM CALIFORNIA ST TO EAST OF COBB RD ADD LANES & RECONSTRUCT $0 $397 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $397
407951-2 [SR 50 (CORTEZ BLVD) FROM CR587 (MARINER BLVD) TO SR589(SUNCOAST PARKWY  |ADD LANES & RECONSTRUCT $895,578 $383,222 $65,195|  $15,623,391 $13,177 $85,905 $222,361 $83,813 $397 $31 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0|  $17,373,070
416732-1 [SR 50 (CORTEZ BLVD) FROM LOCKHART ROAD TO KETTERING ROAD ADD LANES & RECONSTRUCT $0 $0 $613 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $613
407951-3 |SR 50 (CORTEZ BLVD) FROM US 19 (SR 55) TO W OF CR587/MARINER BVD ADD LANES & REHABILITATE PVMNT $326,666]  $6,503,212 $471,775|  $23,896,542 $239,007 $233,412 $112,646 $45,249 $63,693 $344 $124 $0 $0 $0 $0|  $31,892,670
416732-4 |SR 50 FM WINDMERE RD/BRONSON BL TO E OF US 98/MCKETHAN RD ADD LANES & REHABILITATE PVMNT $0 $0 $0 $348]  $3,030,539 $35,221 $79,201]  $1,340,679]  $1,717,524]  $1,561,072] $36,914,262 $0 $0 $0 $0|  $44,678,846
430051-1 [SR 50 FROM BROOKSVILLE BYPASS TO WEST OF I-75 PD&E/EMO STUDY $0 $0 $0 $0|  $1,007,846 $9,520 $6,839 $6,181 $2,114 $9,901 $8,380 50 $0 $0 $0 $1,050,781
416732-3 |SR 50 FROM E OF US 98/MCKETHAN RD TO E OF US 301 ADD LANES & REHABILITATE PVMNT $0 $0 $0 $510]  $2,985,124 $507,852 $120,212 $957,777|  $3,038,819]  $1,824,042| $23,416,004 $0 $0 $0 $0|  $32,850,340
4300512 |SR 50 FROM LOCKHART RD TO E OF REMINGTON RD ADD LANES & REHABILITATE PVMNT $0 $0 $0 $0 $26,586 $951,491 $36,571 $16,992 $40,447 $158,863|  $5,456,413 $0 $0 $0 $0 $6,687,363
4167322 |SR 50 FROM LOCKHART RD TO US 301 PD&E/EMO STUDY $0 $0 $4,061 $47,626 $5,821 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $57,508
435859-2 [SR 50 FROM SR 35 (US 301) TO HERNANDO/SUMTER COUNTY LINE PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0|  $3,209,622|  $1,038,446 $421,284 50 $0 $0 $0 $4,669,352
442835-1 [SR 50 FROM US 301/SR 35 TO HERNANDO/SUMTER COUNTY LINE ADD LANES & RECONSTRUCT $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $34 $1,553|  $1,440,000]  $5,966,000| $54,317,918 $0 $0|  $61,725,505
416733-2 |SR 50/CORTEZ BLVD FROM COBB RD TO W OF BUCK HOPE RD ADD LANES & RECONSTRUCT $0 $0 $0 $0 $23,668]  $1,112,026]  $1,393,625 $31,225 $935,588 $653,943 $491,232 $0 $144,974] $11,192,916 $0|  $15,979,197
416735-1 |SR 50/CORTEZ BLVD FROM W OF BUCK HOPE RD TO W OF JEFFERSON STREET ADD LANES & REHABILITATE PVMNT $0 $0 $0 $0 $53,316]  $2,055,284 $33,438 $73,900 $47,743]  $2,211,672 $568,235 $0 $0 $111,446 $0 $5,155,034
433244-1 |SR 50A/JEFFERSON ST @ SR 700/PONCE DE LEON BL TRAFFIC ENGINEERING STUDY $0 $0 $0 $0 $162,880 $2,907 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $165,787
405920-3 |TRAFFIC SIGNAL MAINTENANCE AND OPERATION FOR LOCAL GOVERNMENT TRAFFIC SIGNALS $81,344 $85,083 $87,646 $90,734 $92,339 $95,096 $158,080 $182,179 $188,378 $197,121 $6,881 $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,264,881
439448-1 |Us 98/SR 700/PONCE DE LEON FR N OF CITRUS WAY/CR491 TO S OF CITRUS WAY ROUNDABOUT $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $118,276 $0 $19,284 $79,511 $157,531|  $2,981,756 $0 $0 $0 $3,356,358
254823-1 |US 41/SR 45/BROAD ST FROM HVIEZDOSLAV ST TO S OF SWFWMD ENTRANCE ADD LANES & RECONSTRUCT $0 $22,269 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $22,269
431842-1 |BARCLAY AT SR 50 ADD LEFT TURN LANE(S) $0 $0 $0 $100,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 50 $0 $0 $0 $100,000
257298-3 |CR 578 (CO LINE RD) FROM E OF EAST RD TO SPRING TIME ST ADD LANES & RECONSTRUCT $759,086 $665,828 $457,874 $15,203 $3,002 $6,270 $8,635 $5,249 $3,011 $1,499 $5,112 $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,930,769
257298-4 |CR 578 (CO LINE RD) FROM E OF MARINER BLVD TO W OF SUNCOAST PARKWAY ADD LANES & RECONSTRUCT $13,643 $7,063 $5,304 $299 $455 $1,256 $702 $904 $2,735 $1,622 $7,868 $0 $0 $0 $0 $41,851
257298-5 |CR 578 (CO LINE RD) FROM SUNCOAST PARKWAY TO US41 AT AYERS RD NEW ROAD CONSTRUCTION $31,556 $48,382 $915,130 $564,249 $152,282|  $5,795,049]  $1,326,342 $25,467 $835,053| $20,105,327 $411,059 $0 $0 $0 $0|  $30,209,896
257298-2 |CR 578 (CO LINE RD) FROM US 19 TO EAST OF EAST RD ADD LANES & RECONSTRUCT $16,215 $225,080 $4,857 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 50 $0 $0 $0 $246,152
257298-6 |CR 578 @ MARINER INT FM SPRINGTIME STREET TO EAST OF MARINER BLVD INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENT $0 $0 $0 $337,048 $984,944| $10,997,422|  $2,975,427| $10,294,339 $418,339 $747,513 $184,624 $0 $0 $0 $0|  $26,939,656
424156-1 |ELGIN/DELTONA-POWELL FROM MARINER BLVD TO VILLAGE VAN GOGH ADD LANES & RECONSTRUCT $0|  $1,083,949 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,083,949
443369-1 |CYRIL DR BYPASS FROM KETTERING RD TO CYRIL DR NEW ROAD CONSTRUCTION $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0|  $1,300,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,300,000

Total $2,124,088|  $9,024,485|  $2,012,455| $40,675,950)  $8,780,986| $21,888,711|  $6,592,355| $13,063,954| $10,522,781| $29,892,460| $69,489,009]  $8,947,756| $54,462,892| $11,304,362 $0| $288,782,244
Sub-Totals Total 2010-2014:| $62,617,964 Total 2015-2019:| $81,960,261 Total 2020-2024:| $144,204,019! -

Source: Florida Department of Transportation
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Table C-7
Average Motor Vehicle Fuel Efficiency — Excluding Interstate Travel

Travel
Vehicle Miles of Travel (VMT) @

Percent VMT

225 6.6
Other Arterial Rural 326,771,000,000 47,822,000,000 374,593,000,000 87% 13%
Other Rural 305,549,000,000 31,615,000,000 337,164,000,000 91% 9%
Other Urban 1,572,316,000,000 97,594,000,000 1,669,910,000,000 94% 6%
Total 2,204,636,000,000 177,031,000,000 2,381,667,000,000 93% 7%

Fuel Consumed

Gallons @ 22.5 mpg

Gallons @ 6.6 mpg

Total Mileage and Fuel

2,381,667 |miles (millions)

Other Arterial Rural 14,523,155,556 7,245,757,576 21,768,913,132 124,807 (gallons (millions)
Other Rural 13,579,955,556 4,790,151,515 18,370,107,071 19.08 |mpg

Other Urban 69,880,711,111 14,786,969,697 84,667,680,808

Total 97,983,822,223 26,822,878,788 124,806,701,011

Source: U.S. Department of Transportation, Federal Highway Administration, Highway Statistics 2018, Section V, Table VM-1

Annual Vehicle Distance Traveled in Miles and Related Data - 2018 by Highway Category and Vehicle Type

http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/policyinformation/statistics.cfm
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Table C-8
Annual Vehicle Distance Travelled in Miles and Related Data — 2018
By Highway Category and Vehicle Type

Revised: March 2020 TABLE VM-1
SUBTOTALS
LIGHT DUTY LIGHT DUTY SINGLE-UNIT 2-AXLE
veHicles  MOTOR™ 5iges  VEHICLES LONG S'NGLE'U:\:)'T COMBINATION) B W IGHT 6.TIREORMORE  ALLMOTOR
SsHORT wp®  CYCIES ws? TRUCKS TRUCKS VEHICLES?  AND cOmBINATION  VEHICLES
TRUCKS

Motor-Vehicle Travel (millions of vehicle-miles):
2018 [interstate Rural 147,065 1,312 1,664 46,092 10,418 50,688 193,158 61,106 257,240
2018  |Other Arterial Rural 233,941 2,667 2,271 92,830 17,656 30,166 326,771 47,822 379,531
2018 |Other Rural 212,919 2,786 2,081 92,630 17,339 14,277 305,549 31,615 342,031
2018 |All Rural 593,925 6,765 6,016 231,553 45,413 95,130 825,478 140,543 978,802
2018 |Interstate Urban 398,748 2,606 2,793 100,541 19,427 47,300 499,289 66,727 571,415
2018 |Other Urban 1,239,915 | 10,705 9,494 332,401 55,859 41,735 1,572,316 97,594 1,690,110
2018 |All Urban 1,638,663 | 13,311 | 12,287 432,942 75,286 89,035 2,071,605 164,321 2,261,525
2018  |Total Rural and Urban® 2,232,588 | 20076| 18,303 664,495 120,699 184,165 2,897,083 304,864 3,240,327
2018 rNe”g:‘:tb:r;ZI zr;"’mr vehicles 192,856,211 | 8,666,185 | 992,152 | 57,853,642 | 10,327,899 2,906,011 | 250,709,853 13,233,910 273,602,100
2018 Average miles traveled per vehicle 11,576 2,317 18,448 11,486 11,687 63,374 11,556 23,037 11,843
2018 |Person-miles of travel (millions) 3,729,610 | 23297 | 388,032 1,119,644 120,699 184,165 4,849,254 143,996 5,565,447
2018 |Fuel consumed (thousand gallons) 91,585,334 | 456,657 | 2,493,815 | 37,189,350 | 16,080,122 30,325,060 | 128,774,684 46,405,182 | 178,130,339
018 |Average fuel consumption per 475 53 2,514 643 1,557 10,435 514 3,507 651

vehicle (gallons)
018 |Averase miles traveled per gallon of 24.4 44.0 7.3 17.9 7.5 6.1 225 6.6 18.2

fuel consumed

(1) The FHWA estimates national trends by using State reported Highway Performance and Monitoring System (HPMS) data, fuel consumption data (MF-21 and MF-27), vehicle registration data (MV-1, MV-9, and MV-10), other data
such as the R.L. Polk vehicle data, and a host of modeling techniques.

(2) Light Duty Vehicles Short WB - passenger cars, light trucks, vans and sport utility vehicles with a wheelbase (WM) equal to or less than 121 inches. Light Duty Vehicles Long WB - large passenger cars, vans, pickup trucks, and
sport/utility vehicles with wheelbases (WB) larger than 121 inches. All Light Duty Vehicles - passenger cars, light trucks, vans and sport utility vehicles regardless of wheelbase.

(3) Single-Unit - single frame trucks that have 2-Axles and at least 6 tires or a gross vehicle weight rating exceeding 10,000 Ibs.

(4) For 2017 and 2018, the vehicle occupancy is estimated by the FHWA from the 2017 National Household Travel Survey (NHTS) and the annual R.L. Polk Vehicle registration data; For single unit truck and heavy trucks, 1 motor
vehicle mile traveled = 1 person-mile traveled.

(5) VMT data are based on the latest HPMS data available; it may not match previous published results.
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Appendix D:
Calculated Roads Impact Fee Schedule

This appendix presents the detailed fee calculations for each land use in the Hernando County
transportation impact fee schedule:

e Table D-1 — Comparison of calculated fee rates to the full calculated fee rates from the
2013 transportation impact fee study.
e Table D-2 — Detailed calculations for the updated transportation impact fee rates.
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Table D-1
Hernando County — Transportation Impact Fee Rate Comparison

2013 Full 2020 Full Current Rate
ITE LUC Land Use Calculated Calculated Percent (22%
@ (2 Change )
Rate (100%) Rate (100%) Adoption)
RESIDENTIAL:
210 Single Family (Detached) du $5,767 $6,220 8% $1,269
220 Multi-Family (Low-Rise, 1-2 Levels) du * $4,448 - *
221 Multi-Family (Mid-Rise, 3-10 Levels) du * $3,312 - *
240 Mobile Home Park du $2,123 $2,273 7% S467
251 Senior Adult Housing - Detached du $1,881 $2,273 21% $414
252 Senior Adult Housing - Attached du *x $1,715 - *x
253 Congregate Care Facility du S550 $583 6% S121
254 Assisted Living bed ok $673 - ok
255 Continuing Care Retirement Center du ** $618 - *x
LODGING:
310 Hotel room $2,927 $2,758 -6% $644
320 Motel room $2,069 $1,326 -36% $455
RECREATION:
416 RV Park occupied site $821 $895 9% $181
420 Marina boat berth $1,969 $1,718 -13% $433
430 Golf Course acre $3,350 $2,671 -20% $737
444 Movie Theater screen $22,199 $25,645 16% $4,884
492 Health/Fitness Club 1,000 sf $17,675 $19,927 13% $3,889
INSTITUTIONS:
520 Elementary School (Private) student $487 $585 20% $107
522 Middle School (Private) student $683 $653 -4% $150
530 High School (Private) student $734 $701 -4% $161
540 University 7,500 or fewer students (Private) student $1,330 $1,426 7% $293
550 University greater than 7,500 students (Private) student $1,002 $1,065 6% $220
560 Public Assembly 1,000 sf *k $2,883 - *k
565 Day Care Center 1,000 sf $11,273 $8,349 -26% $2,480
MEDICAL:
610 Hospital 1,000 sf $7,522 $6,654 -12% $1,655
620 Nursing Home bed $678 $797 18% $149
630 Clinic 1,000 sf $17,457 $21,183 21% $3,841
OFFICE:
710 Office 1,000 sf *kk $5,511 - *kk
720 Medical Office 10,000 sq ft or less 1,000 sf $13,066 $14,077 8% $2,875
720 Medical Office greater than 10,000 sq ft 1,000 sf $19,047 $20,155 6% $4,190
RETAIL:
812 Building Materials/Lumber Store 1,000 sf $23,336 $10,055 -57% $5,134
813 Discount Superstore, Free-Standing 1,000 sf $30,733 $9,382 -69% $6,761
816 Hardware/Paint Store 1,000 sf $5,656 $1,081 -81% $1,244
820 Retail/Shopping Center 1,000 sfgla *Ek $8,713 - *Ak
840/841 |New/Used Auto Sales 1,000 sf $10,892 $10,609 -3% $2,396
850 Supermarket 1,000 sf $12,783 $14,122 10% $2,812
862 Home Improvement Superstore 1,000 sf $5,303 $5,366 1% $1,167
880/881 |Pharmacy/Drug Store with & without Drive-Thru 1,000 sf $6,783 $7,897 16% $1,492
890 Furniture Store 1,000 sf $1,859 $2,487 34% $409
SERVICES:
912 Bank/Savings Drive-In 1,000 sf $19,349 $13,376 -31% $4,257
931 Quality Restaurant 1,000 sf $23,957 $24,305 1% $5,271
932 High-Turnover (Sit-Down) Restaurant 1,000 sf $28,560 $27,961 -2% $6,283
934 Fast Food Restaurant w/Drive-Thru 1,000 sf $79,079 $80,061 1% $17,397
942 Automobile Care Center 1,000 sf $8,960 $8,651 -3% $1,971
944 Gas Station w/Convenience Market <2,000 sq ft fuel pos. * $8,472 - *
945 Gas Station w/Convenience Market 2,000-2,999 sq ft fuel pos. * $10,120 - *
960 Gas Station w/Convenience Market 3,000+ sq ft fuel pos. * $11,362 - *
947 Self-Service Car Wash service bay $6,933 $7,439 7% $1,525
n/a Convenience/Gasoline/Fast Food Restaurant 1,000 sf $90,019 $96,631 7% $19,804
INDUSTRIAL:
110 General Light Industrial 1,000 sf $3,662 $2,798 -24% S806
130 Industrial Park 1,000 sf $3,583 $1,909 -47% $788
140 Manufacturing 1,000 sf $2,001 $2,217 11% $440
150 Warehouse 1,000 sf $1,874 $988 -47% $412
151 Mini-Warehouse 1,000 sf $662 S571 -14% $146

1) Source: Hernando County Transportation Revenue Alternatives, March 2013
2) Source: Table D-2
3) Source: Hernando County Zoning Department

* These land uses have been realigned for the updated schedule. These developments are currently charged, but in a slightly different manner

that does not create a meaningful comparison

** Represents a new land use added to the schedule. These land uses are currently charged the rate of a similar land use
*** Office and retail land uses are currently charged several different rates using a tiered schedule based on square footage. The updated
schedule charges a single rate for each use
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Table D-2
Hernando County — Calculated Roads Impact Fee Schedule
Equivalent Gasoline Tax Unit Cost per Lane Mile: $3,950,000 Interstate/Toll Facility Adjustment Factor: 8.1%
S$S per gallon to capital: $0.234 County Revenues: $0.002 Average VMC per Lane Mile: 11,200 Cost per PMC: $352.68
Facility life (years): 25 State Revenues: $0.232 Fuel Efficiency: 19.08 mpg
Interest rate: 3.00% Effectivedays per year: 365
Annual Capital Net Road
Trip Rat A bl Total Trip L ] P t Total
ITE LUC Trip Rate ::ur(a:ee TrsiseI:: : Tri te?‘ h nspoui:St Ne:c::i‘ < % New Trips Source Net vmT?! Im a(::taCost Capital Impr.  Improvement Impact Fee
p Lengt p Lengt P P Tax Credit (Full, 100%)
~~
RESIDENTIAL: %
FL Studies =
210 [Single Family (Detached) du 7.81 (NHTS, AHS, Census) 6.62 7.12 FL Studies 100% n/a 23.76 $8,379 $124 $2,159 $6,220 )
FL Studies 3z
220 |Multi-Family (Low-Rise, 1-2 Levels) du 7.32 ITE 10th Edition 5.10 5.60 (LUC 220/221/222) 100% n/a 17.15 $6,050 $92 $1,602 $4,448 %
FL Studies )
221 Multi-Family (Mid-Rise, 3-10 Levels) du 5.44 ITE 10th Edition 5.10 5.60 (LUC 220/221/222) 100% n/a 12.75 $4,496 $S68 $1,184 $3,312 S:)
[E
240 |Mobile Home Park du 4.17 FL Studies 4.60 5.10 FL Studies 100% n/a 8.81 $3,109 $48 $836 $2,273 o
Blend ITE 10th g
251 |Senior Adult Housing - Detached du 3.50 & FL Studies 5.42 5.92 FL Studies 100% n/a 8.72 $3,074 $46 $801 $2,273 g
Blend ITE 10th Same as LUC 251 %
252 |Senior Adult Housing - Attached du 3.33 & FL Studies 4.34 4.84 (adjusted)" 100% n/a 6.64 $2,342 $36 $627 $1,715 g
Blend ITE 10th &
253 |Congregate Care Facility du 2.25 & FL Studies 3.08 3.58 FL Studies 72% FL Studies 2.29 $809 $13 $226 $583 %
=
254  |Assisted Living bed 2.60 ITE 10th Edition 3.08 3.58 Same as LUC 253 72% Same as LUC 253 2.65 $934 $15 $261 $673 q-
Te}
N
255 |Continuing Care Retirement Center du 2.40 ITE 10th Edition 3.08 3.58 Same as LUC 253 72% Same as LUC 253 2.45 $862 S14 $244 $618 =)
LODGING: >
o
Blend ITE 10th 3
310 |Hotel room 5.55 & FL Studies 6.26 6.76 FL Studies 66% FL Studies 10.54 $3,716 $55 $958 $2,758 n
L.
320 |Motel room 3.35 ITE 10th Edition 4.34 4.84 FL Studies 77% FL Studies 5.14 $1,814 $28 $488 $1,326 g
RECREATION: I
ITE 10th Edition g
416 RV Park®® occupied site 1.62 (Adjusted) 4.60 5.10 Same as LUC 240 100% Same as LUC 210 3.42 $1,208 $18 $313 $895 [
8
420 |Marina boat berth 2.41 ITE 10th Edition 6.62 7.12 Same as LUC 210 90% Based on LUC 710 6.60 $2,327 $35 $609 $1,718 o
I3\
©
430 |Golf Course acre 3.74 ITE 10th Edition 6.62 7.12 Same as LUC 210 90% Based on LUC 710 10.24 $3,611 $54 $940 $2,671 O
Blend ITE 10th %
444  |Movie Theater screen 114.83 & FL Studies 2.22 2.72 FL Studies 88% FL Studies 103.08 $36,354 $615 $10,709 $25,645 c
ITE 10th Edition S
492 Health/Fitness Club® 1,000 sf 34.50 (Adjusted) 5.15 5.65 Same as LUC 710 94% FL Studies 76.74 $27,066 $410 $7,139 $19,927 g
INSTITUTIONS: <
50% of LUC 210: Based on LUC 710
520 |Elementary School (Private) student 1.89 ITE 10th Edition 3.31 3.81 Tavel Demand Model 80% (adjusted)(s) 2.30 $811 $13 $226 $585
50% of LUC 210: Based on LUC 710
522 [Middle School (Private) student 2.13 ITE 10th Edition 3.31 3.81 Tavel Demand Model 80% (adjusted)‘s) 2.59 $914 $15 $261 $653
50% of LUC 210:
530 [High School (Private) student 2.03 ITE 10th Edition 3.31 3.81 Tavel Demand Model 90% Based on LUC 710 2.78 $980 $16 $279 $701
Tindale Oliver Hernando County
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Table D-2 (continued)
Hernando County — Calculated Roads Impact Fee Schedule

Trip Rate Assessable Total Trip Length Percent Total Annual Capital e
ITE LUC Land Use Trip Rate S:urce Trip Length Trip Length Spource New Trios % New Trips Source Net vmT? Impact Cost Capital Impr.  Improvement Impact Fee
P P P P Tax Credit (Full, 100%)
INSTITUTIONS:
ITE Regression
540 |University 7,500 or fewer students (Private) student 2.00 Analysis 6.62 7.12 Same as LUC 210 90% Based on LUC 710 5.48 $1,931 $29 $505 $1,426
ITE Regression o
et
550 |University greater than 7,500 students (Private) student 1.50 Analysis 6.62 7.12 Same as LUC 210 90% Based on LUC 710 411 $1,448 $22 $383 $1,065 _fg
Midpoint of LUC 710 & g—
560 |Public Assembly 1,000 sf 6.95 ITE 10th Edition 3.91 4.41 LUC 820 (App. A) 90% Based on LUC 710 11.24 $3,963 $62 $1,080 $2,883 >
Blend ITE 10th -g
565 |Day Care Center 1,000 sf 49.63 & FL Studies 2.03 2.53 FL Studies 73% FL Studies 33.79 $11,919 $205 $3,570 $8,349 n
MEDICAL: 3
L
Midpoint of LUC 310 5
610 |Hospital 1,000 sf 10.72 ITE 10th Edition 6.62 7.12 Same as LUC 210 78% & LUC 720 25.44 $8,970 $133 $2,316 $6,654 g
E
620 |Nursing Home bed 3.02 ITE 10th Edition 2.59 3.09 FL Studies 89% FL Studies 3.20 $1,128 $19 $331 $797 c
o
630 |Clinic 1,000 sf 37.46 ITE 10th Edition 5.10 5.60 FL Studies 93% FL Studies 81.64 $28,793 $437 $7,610 $21,183 g
OFFICE: S
n
G
710 |Office 1,000 sf 9.74 ITE 10th Edition 5.15 5.65 FL Studies 92% FL Studies 21.21 $7,479 $113 $1,968 $5,511 I:
720 |Medical Office 10,000 sq ft or less 1,000 sf 23.83 FL Studies 5.55 6.05 FL Studies 89% FL Studies 54.09 $19,075 $287 $4,998 $14,077 §
Blend ITE 10th ~
720 |Medical Office greater than 10,000 sq ft 1,000 sf 34.12 & FL Studies 5.55 6.05 FL Studies 89% FL Studies 77.44 $27,312 $411 $7,157 $20,155 ~
>
RETAIL: ©
=]
®
812 Building Materials/Lumber Store 1,000 sf 18.05 ITE 10th Edition 6.27 6.77 FL Studies 74% FL Studies 38.48 $13,572 $202 $3,517 $10,055 LL
Blend ITE 10th Appendix A: Fig. A-1 Appendix A: Fig. A-2 ©
813 |Discount Superstore, Free-Standing 1,000 sf 50.77 & FL Studies 2.40 2.90 (200k sfgla) 67% (200k sfgla) 37.51 $13,230 $221 $3,848 $9,382 L%
Appendix A: Fig. A-1 Appendix A: Fig. A-2 <
816 |Hardware/Paint Store 1,000 sf 9.14 ITE 10th Edition 1.87 2.37 (<50k sfgla) 56% (<50k sfgla) 4.40 $1,551 $27 $470 $1,081 E
Appendix A: Fig. A-1 Appendix A: Fig. A-2 o
820 [Retail/Shopping Center 1,000 sfgla 37.75 ITE 10th Edition 2.69 3.19 (450k sfgla) 74% (450k sfgla) 34.53 $12,178 $199 $3,465 $8,713 N
(@]
840/ Blend ITE 10th N
841 New/Used Auto Sales 1,000 sf 24.58 & FL Studies 4.60 5.10 FL Studies 79% FL Studies 41.04 $14,475 $222 $3,866 $10,609 8
Blend ITE 10th =
850 |Supermarket 1,000 sf 106.64 & FL Studies 2.08 2.58 FL Studies 56% FL Studies 57.08 $20,130 $345 $6,008 $14,122 GEJ
Appendix A: Fig. A-1 Appendix A: Fig. A-2 o
862 |Home Improvement Superstore 1,000 sf 30.74 ITE 10th Edition 2.34 2.84 (150k sfgla) 65% (150k sfgla) 21.48 $7,577 $127 $2,211 $5,366 §
880/ Blend ITE 10th <
881 |Pharmacy/Drug Store with & without Drive-Thru 1,000 sf 104.37 & FL Studies 2.08 2.58 FL Studies 32% FL Studies 31.92 $11,258 $193 $3,361 $7,897
890 |Furniture Store 1,000 sf 6.30 ITE 10th Edition 6.09 6.59 FL Studies 54% FL Studies 9.52 $3,358 S50 $871 $2,487
SERVICES:
Blend ITE 10th
912 Bank/Savings Drive-In 1,000 sf 102.66 & FL Studies 2.46 2.96 FL Studies 46% FL Studies 53.38 $18,826 $313 $5,450 $13,376
Blend ITE 10th
931 |Quality Restaurant 1,000 sf 86.03 & FL Studies 3.14 3.64 FL Studies 77% FL Studies 95.58 $33,708 $540 $9,403 $24,305
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Table D-2 (continued)
Hernando County — Calculated Roads Impact Fee Schedule

Trip Rate Assessable Total Trip Length Percent Total Annual Capital et Road
ITE LUC Land Use Trip Rate S:urce Trio Length Trio Length Spource New Trios % New Trips Source Net vmT® Impact Cost Capital Impr.  Improvement Impact Fee
p Lengt p Lengt P P Tax Credit (Full, 100%)
SERVICES:
Blend ITE 10th
932 |High-Turnover (Sit-Down) Restaurant 1,000 sf 106.26 & FL Studies 3.17 3.67 FL Studies 71% FL Studies 109.89 $38,757 $620 $10,796 $27,961
Blend ITE 10th
934 |Fast Food Restaurant w/Drive-Thru 1,000 sf 485.32 & FL Studies 2.32 2.82 FL Studies 62% FL Studies 320.77 $113,129 $1,899 $33,068 $80,061
Blend ITE 10th
942 |Automobile Care Center 1,000 sf 28.19 & FL Studies 3.62 4.12 FL Studies 72% FL Studies 33.76 $11,907 $187 $3,256 $8,651
944 |Gas Station w/Convenience Market <2,000 sq ft fuel pos. 172.01 ITE 10th Edition 1.90 2.40 FL Studies 23% FL Studies 34.54 $12,181 $213 $3,709 $8,472
945 |Gas Station w/Convenience Market 2,000-2,999 sq ft fuel pos. 205.36 ITE 10th Edition 1.90 2.40 Same as LUC 944 23% Same as LUC 944 41.24 $14,543 $254 $4,423 $10,120
960 |Gas Station w/Convenience Market 3,000+ sq ft fuel pos. 230.52 ITE 10th Edition 1.90 2.40 Same as LUC 944 23% Same as LUC 944 46.29 $16,325 $285 $4,963 $11,362
Blend ITE 10th
947 |Self-Service Car Wash service bay 43.94 & FL Studies 2.18 2.68 FL Studies 68% FL Studies 29.93 $10,556 $179 $3,117 $7,439
n/a |Convenience/Gasoline/Fast Food Restaurant 1,000 sf 984.59 FL Studies 2.65 3.15 FL Studies 32% FL Studies 383.65 $135,306 $2,221 $38,675 $96,631
INDUSTRIAL:
110 |General Light Industrial 1,000 sf 4,96 ITE 10th Edition 5.15 5.65 Same as LUC 710 92% Same as LUC 710 10.80 $3,808 $58 $1,010 $2,798
130 Industrial Park 1,000 sf 3.37 ITE 10th Edition 5.15 5.65 Same as LUC 710 92% Same as LUC 710 7.34 $2,588 $39 $679 $1,909
140 Manufacturing 1,000 sf 3.93 ITE 10th Edition 5.15 5.65 Same as LUC 710 92% Same as LUC 710 8.56 $3,018 $46 $801 $2,217
150 |[Warehouse 1,000 sf 1.74 ITE 10th Edition 5.15 5.65 Same as LUC 710 92% Same as LUC 710 3.79 $1,336 $20 $348 $988
Blend ITE 10th Average of LUC 710 &
151 |[Mini-Warehouse 1,000 sf 1.49 & FL Studies 3.51 4,01 LUC 820 (50k sq ft) 92% Same as LUC 710 2.21 $780 $12 $209 $571

1) Net VMT calculated as ((Trip Generation Rate* Trip Length* % New Trips)*(1-Interstate/Toll Facility Adjustment Factor)/2). This reflects the unit of vehicle-miles of capacity consumed per unit of development and is multiplied by the cost per vehicle

2) The ITE 10th Edition trip generation rate was adjusted to reflect the average occupancy rate of 60 percent based on data provided by the Florida Association of RV Parks and Campgrounds

3) The ITE 10t Edition trip generation rate for PM Peak Hour of Adjacent traffic was adjusted by a factor of 10 to approximate the Daily TGR

4) The trip length for Senior Adult Housing Detached was based on the trip length for LUC 252, but was then adjusted by 80% based on the relationship of the trip lengths for LUC 210 (Single Family Detached) and LUC 220 (Multi-Family)

5) The percent new trips for schools was estimated at 90% based on LUC 710, but was then adjusted to 80% to provide a conservative fee rate. This adjustment reflects the nature of elementary and middle school uses where attendees are unable to drive and are
typically dropped off by parents on their way to another destination
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Prepared By: Carlene Riecss

AG EN DA |TEM Initiator: Carlene Riecss

METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION DOC ID: 17252
HERNANDO/CITRUS Legal Request Number:

TITLE

Hernando County Transit Development Plan (TDP) Annual Progress Report

BRIEF OVERVIEW

The State of Florida Public Transit Block Grant Program was enacted by the Florida
Legislature to provide a source of State funding for public transportation. The Block
Grant Program requires public transit service providers to develop and adopt a 10-year
Transit Development Plan (TDP). Major TDP updates and annual progress reports
(APR) must be submitted to the Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) by
September 1st each year.

The annual progress reports are generally performed by the MPO and transit staff. All
updates are performed in accordance with Chapter 14-73 FAC to ensure that the Ten-
Year Financial Plan is based upon current cost estimates and revenue availability, and
consistent with the Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP).

The Hernando County Board of County Commissioners is the governing body
authorized to approve the annual TDP progress report. The Hernando County APR
was approved by the BOCC on August 11, 2020.

FINANCIAL IMPACT

None at this time.

LEGAL NOTE

The MPO Board has the authority to review this item for consistency with the Transit
Element of the Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP), under Chapter 339.175 F.S.

RECOMMENDATION

It is recommended the MPO Board review the Hernando County Transit's APR and
concur with submittal to the FDOT as approved by the Hernando Board of County
Commissioners.

REVIEW PROCESS

Carlene Riecss Completed 08/11/2020 4:24 PM
Cayce Reagin Dagenhart Completed 08/11/2020 4:26 PM
Mary Elwin Completed 08/17/2020 6:24 PM
Updated: 8/11/2020 4:24 PM by Carlene Riecss Page 1
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SECTION 1. INTRODUCTION & REQUIREMENTS OF
THE TRANSIT DEVELOPMENT PLAN

Introduction

The State of Florida Public Transit Block Grant Program was enacted by the Florida Legislature to provide a
source of State funding for public transportation. The Block Grant Program requires public transit service
providers to develop and adopt a 10-year Transit Development Plan (TDP). Major TDP Updates and annual
Progress Reports must be submitted to the Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) by September 1+
of the year they are due.

The TDP Major Update, required every five years, was last adopted by the Hernando County Board of County
Commissioners on August 13, 2019, and the MPO on August 20, 2019. Annual Progress Reports are
subsequently required in the interim years. The TDP is the source for determining the types of projects and
their priority in the public transportation component of the Hernando/Citrus Metropolitan Planning
Organization’s (MPO) Transportation Improvement Program (TIP). The plan must also be consistent with
the approved local government comprehensive plans and the MPO’s Long Range Transportation Plan. The
Hernando/Citrus MPO is responsible for ensuring the completion of the TDP for adoption by the provider,
the Hernando County Board of County Commissioners.

The Annual Progress Report is prepared in accordance with Rule Chapter 14-73, Florida Administrative Code
(FAC).

Requirements of the Annual Progress Report

Annual Progress Report (APR) updates shall be in the form of a progress report on the 10-year implementation
program and shall include:

e  Past year’s accomplishments compared to the original implementation program

e  Analysis of any discrepancies between the plan and its implementation for the past year, and steps that

will be taken to attain original goals and objectives
e Any revisions to the implementation program for the coming year
e Revised implementation program for the 10th year
e Added recommendations for the new 10th year of the updated plan
e A revised financial plan
e A revised list of projects or services needed to meet the goals and objectives

Report Organization

The APR is compiled to support the Hernando County’s Ten-Year Transit Development Plan (TDP) Major
Update (2020-2029) and is composed of six (6) major Chapters, including this introduction. Each Chapter is
briefly described below.

e Section 1 provides an overview of the TDP requirements and what is required in the document.

Hernando County TDP | Annual Progress Report 2020 1
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e Section 2 provides an overview of the current system.

e Section 3 documents the past year’s (2020) accomplishments compared to the original implementation
in the adopted 2020-2029 TDP program. It also provides an analysis of any discrepancies between the
TDP and its implementation for the past year, and steps that will be taken to attain its original goals

and objectives.

e Section 4 contains an assessment of the goals, objectives, and policies and the status of the projects

identified to achieve those goals.
e Section 5 documents revisions to the implementation program for the coming year.

e Section 6 contains the revised implementation program for the new tenth (10th) year as well as a revised

financial plan based upon modified assumptions regarding system costs and available revenues.

Attachment: 0 08-11-20 TheBus TDP 2020 Annual Progress Report Adopted (17252 : Hernando County Transit Development Plan (TDP) Annual
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SECTION 2. OVERVIEW OF THE SYSTEM

Overview of the System

The information in the Annual Progress Report (APR) identifies the activities and accomplishments of TheBus
during the implementation of the Major Update. It represents the Study Area shown in Map 2-1 below.

The fixed route system’s characteristics are depicted in Table 2-1 an excerpt from the Major Update. There are
four (4) routes denoted by color. The Red and Blue routes serve the Spring Hill area, and the Purple and Green
Routes serve both the Brooksville and Spring Hill areas.

¢ Red Route —Red Route travels Deltona Blvd. and a portion of Northcliffe Blvd. and US 19.

¢ Blue Route — The Blue Route travels north-south as a connector along Mariner Blvd. (connecting SR
50 to County Line Rd.).

¢ Green Route — The Green Route is a connector from Brooksville to Spring Hill and serves the
Brooksville/Tampa Bay Regional Airport and Technology Center on Spring Hill Drive, and traverses
California Street and Wiscon Road.

e Purple Route — The Purple Route is a connector service with Pasco County Public Transportation
(PCPT) along US 19. This route provides a regional transit system connection between TheBus
(Hernando County) to the Pasco, Hillsborough, and Pinellas county public transportation systems.

Table 1: Fixed-Route System Characteristics, TheBus 2020

Attachment: 0 08-11-20 TheBus TDP 2020 Annual Progress Report Adopted (17252 : Hernando County Transit Development Plan (TDP) Annual

Measures Red Blue Purple Green Total
Route Route Route Route

Veh{cles Opera.ted in 1 1 3 5 7
Maximum Service
Number of System 5
Spare Vehicles
Headways (minutes) 60 60 60 60
Days of Service Mon - Sat Mon - Sat Mon - Sat Mon - Sat --
Hours of Servi 5:47 am to 6:00 am to 5:30 am to 8:20 6:10 am to

outs of setvice 7:43 pm 7:54 pm pm 8:03 pm B

Hernando County TDP | Annual Progress Report 2020 3

Packet Pg. 111




Map 1. TheBus Routes in Hernando County, 2020
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SECTION 3. COMPARISON & SUMMARY OF PAST
YEAR’S ACCOMPLISHMENTS

Ridership Trends

System ridership increased from 127,072 in FY 18 to 140,200 in FY 19, an approximate increase of 10.35%.
TheBus has been experiencing an upward trend in ridership activity during the past few years. Contributing
factors culminating into a continued upward trend in ridership include a re-alignment of the Red Route plus
offering additional service on the following holidays: the day after Thanksgiving, Veterans Day, Good Friday,
and President’s Day.

Table 2: Implementation Table from the 2020-2029 Hernando County TDP

Identified Project Tmp le;le e:;tatlon FY 2020 Notes

Fixed- Route Bus Service

Add Saturday service to existing 2020 Completed Implementation of the
routes (8:00 AM to 5:00 PM) extended hours of service
started on 10/1/2019.
Extend service hours to 9:00 PM on 2020 Completed Implementation of the
existing routes Saturday service started on
10/1/2019.
Add East Hernando Connector (AM 2024 In progress Peak-hour service is being
and PM bus service to Ridge Manor) planned for Ridge Manor
Add commuter express service on Unfunded No change This will be a joint effort
Suncoast Parkway with TBARTA
Capital/Infrastructure/Technology
Bus stop infrastructure/ ADA 2020-2029 On-going During FY20, 31 bus stop
accessibility improvements locations were improved by

providing ADA accessibility
and transit amenities for our
transit riders

Attachment: 0 08-11-20 TheBus TDP 2020 Annual Progress Report Adopted (17252 : Hernando County Transit Development Plan (TDP) Annual

Shared park-and-ride facilities 2020-2030 No change This will be a joint effort
with TBARTA

Major transfer facility (secure a 2025-2029 No change

location and development)

Vehicle replacement and 2025-2029 Completed Our fleet average age is 6

acquisition program years. Three (3) new buses
and one (1) ADA van were
delivered in FY2019

Hernando County TDP | Annual Progress Report 2020 5
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Identified Project Implementation FY 2020 Notes
Year
Real-time bus location app/displays 2020 In progress Currently this project is in
the initial stages. Estimated
completion is 9/30/2020
Policy/Other Improvements
Implement regional mobile 2020 In progress | Testing phase is in process.
payment app
Engage businesses to develop 2020-2029 No change
employee bus pass/subsidy
programs
Coordinate with TBARTA to 2020-2029 On-going This is an on-going effort with
promote TDM strategies TBARTA
Expand transit marketing program 2020-2029 On-going Program activities listed
below

Free-Ride Days

TheBus implemented the “free ride day” program on the following days:
e Older American Month - Friday, May 18 (All individuals over the age of 60 ride for free that day)
e Dump the Pump - Thursday, June 23 (All riders ride for free that day)
e Veterans Day - Tuesday, November 13 (All veterans ride for free that day)

e Election Day - Free rides for all residents that presented a voter registration card

Student Summer Pass Program

A summer pass was added to the fare structure to promote transit use by students. The pass provides students
with unlimited rides from May 15 through August 31 for $25 and is available each summer for students. Passes
are sold at the West Hernando, Main and Spring Hill Libraries, West Side Government Center, Brooksville City
Hall and PHSC Bookstores.

Reduced Fare Photo Identification

TheBus continues issuing a reduced fare photo identification card to qualified individuals. Riders must be a
student, eldetly person, Medicare card holder, and/or a person with a disability.

Website

TheBus’s website is continually updated to provide current, relevant, and essential information to the public.
The news flash feature provides current information such as bus stop closures, route detours, and upcoming
events, etc. Also, the County utilizes social media as necessary to provide related transit information to the
Hernando County residents.

Attachment: 0 08-11-20 TheBus TDP 2020 Annual Progress Report Adopted (17252 : Hernando County Transit Development Plan (TDP) Annual
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Presentations

During 2019, presentations regarding the status and features of the transit system were made to the Citizens
Advisory Committee, the Technical Advisory Committee, and the MPO Board. The General Manager of the
transit system also serves on the Transportation Disadvantaged Local Coordinating Board to provide input on
the system. Public outreach was conducted at:

* Pasco-Hernando State College — Spring Hill Campus and North Campus
* Forest Oaks Villas Community Center

*  Leadership Hernando

*  Night out with First Responders — County Sheriff’s Event

Analysis of Any Discrepancies

Upon review and analysis of the Major Update for 2020-2029 and the preparation of the Annual Progress
Report, no discrepancies were determined. However, there were unpredicted and unprecedented impacts to
the system resulting from the Coronavirus 19 (COVID19) world-wide pandemic. These are further discussed
in the next section, Impacts & Enhancements to the System.

Impacts & Enhancements to the System

On January 20, 2020, a National Emergency was declared by the President for the worldwide pandemic of the
Corona Virus otherwise known as COVID19. In response to the pandemic, Hernando County utilized the
following initiatives for the health, safety, and secutity of its system operators/users/riders:

* For the period April 6, 2020 through May 31, 2020, service hours were reduced, and fares were
suspended. Average Daily Ridership decreased from 578 to 293 for April 6-May 31, 2020.

* Additional strategies for stringent cleaning and disinfecting of vehicles and facilities were implemented
immediately.

* Employees including bus drivers were required to wear masks while on duty.
*  Quarantine measures were implemented.

* Hand sanitizers were placed on the buses and countertops for convenience and access encouraging
their frequent use.

* Social distancing seating arrangements were made on the buses and in waiting areas

* A real-time application for the public to utilize the web to retrieve real-time information on the status
of the buses is being implemented.

* A rider notification module for RouteMatch is being procured to notify ADA riders on the status of
their bus/trip and service changes/announcements.

Attachment: 0 08-11-20 TheBus TDP 2020 Annual Progress Report Adopted (17252 : Hernando County Transit Development Plan (TDP) Annual
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SECTION 4. ASSESSMENT OF THE GOALS,
OBJECTIVES & POLICIES OF THE 2020-2029
ADOPTED TRANSIT DEVELOPMENT PLAN

Goals, Objectives & Policies

The goals and objectives for the 2020-2029 TDP are summarized below. For each goal, a series of objectives
and policies are presented that identify how each goal will be achieved.

Goal 1 - Increase quality and level of transit services in Hernando County.

Objective 1.1 — Evaluate the need to expand the frequency of service to 30-minutes or less on better
performing routes by 2024.

Objective 1.2 — Establish a second inter—county, regional transit connectivity along one additional
major transportation corridor by 2024.

Objective 1.3 — By 2029, identify and implement innovative approaches to transit service in Hernando
County, e.g., commuter/express deviated fixed-route bus service, shared-ride/ride-
hail opportunities, express service, peak-hour service, vanpools, etc.

Objective 1.4 — Where feasible, include transit-oriented features in the design and construction of
roadways along existing and planned bus routes.

Policy 1.1- Improve service headways to 30 minutes on better performing routes when funding becomes
available.

Status/Assessment: No status change.
Policy 12— Provide regional transit services on Suncoast Parkway.

Status/Assessment: No status change.
Policy 13— Implement Saturday service on all existing routes.

Status/Assessment:  Implemented October 2019 (FY20). This setvice
improvement was established in the 2015-2025 TDP and had the implementation
date of 2020.

Policy 14— Implement projects or programs to manage or improve the State of Good Repair of transit capital
assets as identified by TheBus Transit Asset Management Plan (ILAM).

Status/Assessment: The Maintenance Plan has been updated including
associated checklists. The TAM is scheduled for updating in September 2020.
Additionally, the Public Transportation Agency Safety Plan (PTASP) was adopted
in June 2020.

Policy 15— Coordinate with TBARTA on regional transit connections.
Status/Assessment: No change in status.
Policy 1.6 - Operate a fleet of fixced-ronte vebicles with an average age of less than six years.

Status/Assessment: Three fixed-route service vehicles and one ADA vehicle
were delivered in FY2019. The average age of vehicles in the fixed-route fleet is
six (6) years.

Attachment: 0 08-11-20 TheBus TDP 2020 Annual Progress Report Adopted (17252 : Hernando County Transit Development Plan (TDP) Annual
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Policy 1.7—  Establish new/ enbanced bus transfer center by 2025.

Status/Assessment: No change in status.

Goal 2 - Increase transit ridership and improve cost efficiency.

Objective 2.1 — Increase the number of fixed-route passenger trips by 50 percent by 2024.

Objective 2.2 — Achieve and maintain an annual operating cost per one-way passenger trip between
$3.00 and $10.00.

Objective 2.3 — Improve transit infrastructure comfort, accessibility, and compliance by providing

more bus stop amenities and ensuring their compliance with ADA standards.

Policy 21— Increase the frequency of existing services to 30 minutes and increase service honrs if demand
warrants and funding is available.

Status/Assessment: Under evaluation

Policy 22— Improve existing transit services and implement new transit services, consistent with the 10—year
transit priorities identified in the adopted TDP.

Status/Assessment: In October 2019, Hernando County implemented
Saturday Service and expanded its service hours. ADA bus stop improvements
have been completed on 128 or 53% of the 240 bus stop locations.

Policy 23— Operate a fleet of fixed-route vebicles with an average age of less than six years by 2024.

Status/Assessment: Three fixed-route service vehicles and one ADA vehicle
were delivered in FY2019. The average age of vehicles in the fixed-route fleet is

six (6) years.

Policy 24— Explore new service innovations (i.e., on-demand, microtransit services, and same-day
reservation technology, antonomons vebicle technology) to serve new areas, attract new ridership,

and complement excisting services.
Status/Assessment: On-Going

Policy 25— Coordinate with PCPT staff to ensure that schedules are properly aligned on existing and any

[future connections between the two connties.
Status/Assessment: Coordination with PCPT is on-going.

Policy 26— Coordinate with the City and County transportation planning staff to locate bicycle and
pedestrian facilities adjacent to transit corridors and bus stop infrastructure.

Status/Assessment: Coordination is on-going with member jurisdictions
through the Bicycle-Pedestrian Advisory Committee and transportation planning
staff. Increase the visibility and name recognition of transit services and TheBus

Attachment: 0 08-11-20 TheBus TDP 2020 Annual Progress Report Adopted (17252 : Hernando County Transit Development Plan (TDP) Annual
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Goal 3 - Increase the visibility and name recognition of transit services and

TheBus.
Objective 3.1 —

Increase marketing and public outreach efforts to educate citizens and visitors about

the benefits, availability, and characteristics of existing and planned transit services.

Policy 31— Maintain an ongoing public involyement process through surveys, discussion groups, interviews,

public workshops, and participation in public events.
Status/Assessment: On-going public involvement occurs various activities and
events. Staff engage the public at places like the Pasco-Hernando State College,
the Forest Oaks community, Leadership Hernando, Night-out with First
Responders, the Hernando County Fair, and other such events. Additionally, as
part of the major update of the TDP, various meetings were conducted to engage
the public’s thoughts and comments on transportation-related needs and services.
Finally, the use of surveys assisted in the major TDP update as data necessary to
assist in developing goals, objectives, and policies.

Policy 32— Distribute bus schedules and system information in public places thronghout the county for
residents and visitors.

Status/Assessment: On-going activity.

Policy 33— Maintain and regnlarly update TheBus website with current service and schedule information.
Status/Assessment: On-going activity.

Policy 34— Conduct an on-board survey every three years or as part of major TDP updates to monitor
changes in user demographics, travel behavior characteristics, and user satisfaction.
Status/Assessment: Survey conducted as part of the major TDP update in
2019.

Policy 35— Explore the provision of real-time transit information at transfer points or consolidate all
information on mobile app or real time on bus.

Status/Assessment: In progress.

Policy 36—  Upgrade and enhance TheBus website and integrate with the upcoming Flamingo Fares mobile
application.

Status/Assessment: In progress.

Policy 37— Explore options to increase the number of ticket sales locations and allow online ticket sales.
Status/Assessment: In progress.

Policy 38—  Explore innovative approaches to marketing transit to new audiences (e.g., coordinating
marketing efforts with middle and high school media classes).

Status/Assessment: No change in status.

Policy 39— Convert to an electronic fare system for rider convenience.

Status/Assessment: In progress. Conversion to an electronic fare system is in
testing stages at the current time.
Hernando County TDP | Annual Progress Report 2020 10
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Policy 3.10—  Partner with local colleges and education centers to promote and sell bus passes.

Status/Assessment: On-going partnership exists for the sale of bus passes.

Goal 4 — Pursue coordination activities with regional entities and neighboring

counties.
Objective 4.1 - Ensure coordination and consistency with local and regional plans for the future
provision of public transit service in Hernando County.
Objective 4.2 — Identify areas for cooperative efforts with neighboring county transit systems
including Pasco County Public Transportation (PCPT) and Citrus County Transit
(CCT).
Policy 4.1—  Meet at least two times a year with transit staff in neighboring counties to better understand

existing and future transit services and to identify coordination requirements associated with
public transit services and planning efforts across county lines.

Status/Assessment: Staff meets with agency trepresentatives through the
regional coordination process.

Policy 42— Participate on the TBARITA Board and its committees and regularly coordinate with
TBARTA staff periodically to coordinate and cooperate on the TBARTA Regional TDP

development and)/ or insplementation process.

Status/Assessment: On-going processes.

Goal 5 — Pursue transit-supportive land use and development.

Objective 5.1 — Support land use planning and regulations that encourage transit-supportive
development.
Objective 5.2 — Support the use of development incentives such as impact fee credits for developers

and major employers to promote public transit.

Policy 5.1— Continue to participate in the County’s land use development review process and matke
recommendations for transit related amenities.

Status/Assessment: On-going processes. County building permit applications
for commercial and residential developments are reviewed as part of the
permitting process to consider the provision of transit amenities.

Policy 52— Consider bus stop accessibility in the identification and prioritization of sidewalk and bicycle
facility improvements.

Status/Assessment: On-going processes. County building permit applications
for commercial and residential developments are reviewed as part of the
permitting process to consider the provision of transit amenities.

Goal 6 — Reduce environmental impacts caused by public transit and preserve,
where possible, and enhance community social and environmental

values.

Objective 6.1 — Evaluate the feasibility of converting part of the transit fleet to electric or alternative
fuel vehicles as the existing stock reaches useful life maximums.

Objective 6.2 — TheBus should investigate opportunities to create and encourage bicycle and
pedestrian use to promote nonautomotive trips and help with first/last mile
transportation to bus stops.

Hernando County TDP | Annual Progress Report 2020 11
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TheBus

HERNANDO COUNTY TRANSIT

Policy 6.1- Evalnate fleet age and condition annually and evaluate feasibility of replacing aging vebicles with
electric vebicles.

Status/Assessment: No change in status.

Policy 6.2- Install bike racks on all vebicles and at highly used bus stops to encourage alternative
transportation to bus stops.

Status/Assessment: Bike racks are provided on fixed-route vehicles to
encourage additional and alternative modes of transportation.

Attachment: 0 08-11-20 TheBus TDP 2020 Annual Progress Report Adopted (17252 : Hernando County Transit Development Plan (TDP) Annual
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SECTION 5. REVISED IMPLEMENTATION FOR THE
COMING YEAR (2021)

Overview

The purpose of this Section is to document revisions to the 2020-2029 TDP’s implementation program.
Recommended transit service improvements for the next 10 years were determined based on input from the
public and TheBus/MPO staff and the evaluation of transit needs identified previously, as well as careful
consideration of financial resources summarized later in this section. As previously indicated, improvements
to add Saturday Service and extended service hours were implemented in October of 2019. The improvement
to add an East Hernando Connector (AM and PM) express bus service from Brooksville to SR 50 is in the
planning process for F'Y22.

Capital/Infrastructure/Policy Improvements

There are no changes to the capital/infrastructure/policy improvements adopted in 2019 during the Major
Update for 2020-2029 which include:

*  Major transfer facility — Establish a transfer facility that can provide a convenient and safe location for
transfers for its transit patrons to accommodate expanded fixed-route transit service and potentially
add new routes.

* Mobile fare payment app — Continue to work with regional partners to finalize the rollout of the
regional Flamingo Fares program so riders can use a smartphone app to pay bus fare.

*  Vehicle replacement and acquisition program — Continue vehicle fleet replacement and expansion to
ensure that an adequate number of vehicles and spares are available for maintaining current service
and for any planned expansions of service in the next ten (10) years.

*  Bus stop infrastructure and ADA accessibility program — Continue the current program to purchase
and install bus shelters, benches, bike racks, and other amenities to provide riders with a comfortable
and safe experience at bus stops to the maximum extent possible; continue bus stop ADA accessibility
improvements to ensure that stops are accessible to every type of rider.

e Shared patk-and-ride facilities — Establish a shared-use/joint use park-and-ride lot to support the
proposed express setvice connecting Ridge Manor to Brooksville, potentially at the SR-50/1-75
interchange area in east Hernando County northwest of Ridge Manor.

* Expanded transit marketing program — Using existing resources, expand the scope of current
marketing activities and use low- to no-cost tools such as social media/Facebook to attract new riders.

Engagement of business community to develop employee bus pass/subsidy programs —Work with the business
community to encourage provision of commuter benefit programs that offer travel choices for employee.
Promotion/expansion of transportation demand management (TDM) strategies — Continue to coordinate with
the TBARTA Commuter Services program to promote and expand the use of TDM strategies, including
alternative travel options such as transit, carpool, vanpool, etc.

Hernando County TDP | Annual Progress Report 2020 13
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SECTION 6. RECOMMENDATIONS FOR THE NEW 10TH
YEAR AND REVISED FINANCIAL PLAN

The purpose of this section is to examine the factors that would influence extending the TDP horizon out an
additional year, in effect, a new 10th year of the required 10-year implementation and financial plan.

Planning Considerations

The Transit Element of the 2045 LRTP along with the Major Update of the associated 2020-2029 TDP
provided a current framework for the coming ten-year horizon.

The Ten-Year Financial Plan

Assumptions made for operating and capital costs and revenues for fixed route and complementary ADA
services were based on a variety of factors, including trend data, anticipated funding levels, recent changes to
the transit system, previous TDPs, County budget, and MPO staff recommendations.

Cost and Revenue Assumptions

Adjustments were made to the 10-Year Financial Plan as shown in the attached Table 6-1 to reflect updates for
anticipated expenditures and revenues in the coming 10-year horizon and account for implementation strategies
identified herein.
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>
c
>
o
O
o
2
Table 3: Transit Development Plan New 10-Year Cost & Revenue Summary FY2021-FY2030 @
o}
Cost/Revenue FFY 2021 | FFY 2022 | FFY 2023 | FFY 2024 | FFY 2025 [EEish'@ 07/ S 3 2b @/ | oA 3) b @172 I &) 3 @ V2 FFY 2030 1(F)I-‘0Yte;11r T
o
Operating 5
i
Costs ;
Fixed Route Service $1,572,030 | $1,587,750 | $1,0603,627 | $1,687,417 | $1,704,291 | $1,721,334 | $1,738,547 | $1,755,933 | $1,773,492 $1,791,226 | $16,935,646 *g_
o
ADA Paratransit Service $1,048,020 | $1,058,501 | $1,069,086 | $1,079,777 | $1,090,574 | $1,101,480 | $1,112,495 | $1,123,620 | $1,134,856 $1,146,205 | $10,964,613 2
Total Costs $2,620,050 | $2,646,251 | $2,672,713 | $2,767,193 | $2,794,865 | $2,822,814 | $2,851,042 | $2,879,552 | $2,908,348 $2,937,430 | $27,900,259 g
Revenues i
2]
Federal Section 5305d $79,790 $80,588 $81,394 $82,208 $83,030 $83,860 $84,699 $85,546 $806,401 $87,265 $834,780 g
)
Federal Section 5307 $709,578 $678,673 $639,860 $591,483 $531,734 $955,918 $965,477 $975,132 $985,435 $995,841 $8,029,130 DE_’
Federal Section 5307 CARES $200,000 $240,000 $288,000 $345,600 $414,720 $1,488,320 S
FDOT Fed S5311 for Operating $243,948 $2406,388 $248,852 $319,126 $322,317 $325,541 $328,796 $332,084 $335,406 $338,760 $3,041,218 E
FDOT State $5305d $9,974 $10,073 $10,174 $10,276 $10,379 $10,483 $10,587 $10,693 $10,800 $10,908 $104,347 Q
o
FDOT State Block Grant $398,322 $402,305 $406,328 $410,391 $414,495 $418,640 $422,827 $427,055 $431,325 $435,639 $4,167,327 2
@]
Local Funds $864,309 $872,952 $881,681 $890,521 $899,426 $908,420 $917,505 $926,680 $935,946 $945,306 $9,042,745 :
Program Income $11,120 $11,231 $11,344 $11,457 $11,572 $11,687 $11,804 $11,922 $12,041 $12,162 $116,341 %
Farebox Revenues $103,010 $104,040 $105,080 $106,131 $107,193 $108,264 |  $109,347 $110,441 $110,993 $111,551 $1,076,050 =
o
Total Revenues $2,620,050 | $2,646,250 | $2,672,713 | $2,767,193 | $2,794,865 | $2,822,813 | $2,851,042 | $2,879,552 | $2,908,348 $2,937,432 | $27,900,259 :
i
Surplus/Shortfall $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 g
o
=
@
£
e
Q
3
<
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Cost/Revenue FFY 2021 | FFY 2022 | FFY 2023 | FFY2024 | FFY 2025 B3 @ BRI e Bz e) 2 I a e I 2 @) %) 1‘,}'3;“
Capital
Costs
Vehicles $210,000 $160,000 |  $1,110,000 $980,000 $450,000 |  $640,000 | $160,000 |  $980,000 |  $980,000 $980,000 |  $6,650,000
?;g;acemem Vehicles - Section $0 $0 $900,000 $900,000 $450,000 $450,000 $0 $900,000 $900,000 $900,000 | $5,400,000
Replacement ADA Vans $160,000 $160,000 $210,000 $80,000 $0 $160,000 | $160,000 $80,000 $80,000 $80,000 | $1,170,000
Repl.acement Specialty/Service $50,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $30,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $80,000
Vehicle
Transit - Other $1,123,038 $472,669 $579,499 $731,534 | $1,585,460 |  $492,448 | $502,172 $509,561 $519,748 $530,190 |  $7,046,320
Stop Amenities/ADA Compliance $380,000 $0 $100,000 $200,000 $100,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $780,000
Administrative $221,038 $227,669 $234.499 $241,534 $232.960 $239.048 | $247.147 $254,561 $262,198 $270,064 | $2,431,619
Transfer Facility $0 $0 $0 $0 | $1,000,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 | $1,000,000
Preventive Maintenance $240,000 $245,000 $245,000 $250,000 $252.500 $252,500 |  $255,025 $255,000 $257,550 $260,126 | $2,512,701
Equipment - Other $182,000 $0 $0 $40,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $222.000
Transit Shelter(s) & Amenities $100,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $100,000
Total Costs $1,333,038 $632,669 | $1,689,499 | $1,711,534 | $2,035,460 | $1,132,448 | $662,172 | $1,489,561 | $1,499,748 |  $1,510,190 | $13,696,320
Revenues
Federal Section 5307 for Buses $210,000 $160,000 | $1,110,000 $980,000 $450,000 | $640,000 |  $160,000 $980,000 $980,000 $980,000 | $6,650,000
EZiff;l Section 5307 for Other $941,038 $472,669 $539,499 $731,534 | $1,585460 |  $492.448 |  $502,172 $509,561 $519,748 $530,190 |  $6,824,320
Federal Section 5307 CARES $182,000 $0 $40,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $222.000
Total Revenue $1,333,038 $632,669 | $1,689,499 | $1,711,534 | $2,035,460 | $1,132,448 | $662,172 | $1,489,561 | $1,499,748 |  $1,510,190 | $13,696,320
Surplus/Shortfall $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Hernando County TDP | Annual Progress Report 2020 16
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Cost/Revenue FFY 2021 | FFY 2022 | FFY 2023 | FFY 2024 | FFY 2025 [E3s'@/ 0/ 3 3@/ 1 AR 33 30 '@/ 17} BN 3 3 @ A FFY 2030 1(,)1_,0Ytzzllr
Local Option Gas Tax (Ninth Cent)
Estimated Remaining Reserve $2,150,000 |  $2,200,000 | $2,250,000 | $2,300,000 | $1,350,000 | $1,400,000 | $1,450,000 | $1,500,000 | $1,550,000 $1,600,000
10-Year Transit Development Plan
Total Costs $3,953,088 | $3,278,920 | $4,362,212 | $4,478,727 | $4,830,325 | $3,955,262 | $3,513,214 | $4,369,114 | $4,408,096 $4,447,620 | $41,596,578
Total Revenues $3,953,088 | $3,278,920 | $4,362,212 | $4,478,727 | $4,830,325 | $3,955,261 | $3,513,214 | $4,369,113 | $4,408,096 $4,447,622 | $41,596,579

Surplus/Shortfall

$2,150,000

$2,200,000

Hernando County TDP | Annual Progress Report 2020

$2,250,000

$2,300,000

$1,350,000

$1,400,000

$1,450,000

$1,500,000

$1,550,000

$1,600,000
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Metropolitan Planning Organization Meeting: 09/10/20 01:30 PM
Prepared By: Carlene Riecss

= AGEN DA |TEM Initiator: Steven Diez
METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION DOC ID: 17327
HERNANDO/CITRUS Legal Request Number:

TITLE
Funding of the Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO)

BRIEF OVERVIEW

Pursuant to the request made by the MPO Board at the July 9, 2020, meeting, a letter
was submitted by Jeff Rogers, the Hernando County Administrator, to the Citrus County
Manager, as well as the city managers of the respective members of the MPO Board.
This letter described the history of the Hernando/Citrus MPO, its membership and the
benefits to the members and is attached for Board information.

The letter also laid out the current financial arrangement with Hernando County which
provided the initial operational funding to the MPO in the form of a long-term loan of
$450,000. As the MPQO’s programs and projects have become more robust and costs
have increased, the need to provide additional funding has become more urgent. As
stated in the letter, the intent is to have each jurisdiction, based on its membership on
the MPO, to provide a $50,000 investment to the MPOs operational funding beginning
in FY 2022. Hernando County has committed to maintain its $450,000 contribution. This
will bring the overall funding level to $700,000, which should be sufficient to allow the
MPO to meet its federal and state mandates in a timely and efficient manner.

To date, a response has been received from Eric Williams, Manager of the City of
Inverness and is attached for Board information.

Also included is the tentative County/MPO budget for FY 2021.

FINANCIAL IMPACT

None at this time.

LEGAL NOTE
Pursuant to Chapter 339.175, FS, the MPO Board has the authority to review this item.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

This item is for discussion only. No formal action is required at this time by the Board.

REVIEW PROCESS
Carlene Riecss Completed 08/25/2020 8:33 AM

Updated: 8/31/2020 9:43 AM by Carlene Riecss Page 1
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MPO Agenda Item (ID # 17327) Meeting of September 10, 2020
Cayce Reagin Dagenhart Completed 08/25/2020 12:47 PM

Mary Elwin Completed 08/27/2020 9:47 AM

Helen Gornes Completed 08/31/2020 7:40 AM

Steven Diez Completed 08/27/2020 10:14 AM

Garth Coller Completed 08/31/2020 5:13 PM

Theresia Saenz Completed 09/01/2020 7:49 AM

MPO Pending 09/10/2020 1:30 PM

Updated: 8/31/2020 9:43 AM by Carlene Riecss Page 2
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BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

20 NORTH MAIN STREET ROOM 263 BROOKSVILLE, FLORIDA 34601
P 352.754.4002 F 352.754.4477 W www.HernandoCounty.us

VIA EMAIL: randy.oliver@citrusbocc.com

August 14, 2020

Randy Oliver, County Administrator

Citrus County Board of County Commissioners
3600 W. Sovereign Path, Suite 267

Lecanto, FL 34461

RE: HERNANDO/CITRUS METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION FUNDING
Dear Mr. Oliver:

Hernando and Citrus counties, and the municipalities of Crystal River, Inverness, and the
City of Brooksville, have successfully worked together as the Hernando/Citrus Metropolitan
Planning Organization (MPO) since 2014 when the Governor approved the reapportionment
to create the current MPO structure. As you are aware, the ability of our individual
governments to work together on transportation planning issues and prioritizing projects
serves as a model for how other communities should collaborate in the successful
leveraging of state and federal funding.

As | understand the history, Hernando County provided the start-up funding as a loan from
the General Fund for cash flow purposes to enable the MPO to conduct general operations,
personnel staffing, and consultant activities necessary for the required transportation
planning activities of both counties. The program requires MPO expenses be incurred and
posted in order to receive reimbursement from eligible federal and state grants. The start-
up funding covers the transportation planning expenses for both counties. In addition,
Hernando County provides services encompassing fiscal, financial, budgetary, human
resources, Clerk of Court, and Legal support to the MPO through an Administrative
Services Memorandum of Understanding.

In 2015, the Hernando County Board of County Commissioners established a separate fund
for the MPO and provided a loan in the amount of $450,000 to serve as a funding source for
operating, personnel, and capital expenses until reimbursement from federal and state
grants was received. Should the MPO dissolve or otherwise discontinue, the money would
be returned to Hernando County to reimburse the General Fund.

The partnership of transportation planning for each of the two counties and the three cities
continues to be served by the initial start-up for cash flow funding. As the area continues to
grow and the transportation planning requirements increase, a larger cash outlay is required
to undertake multiple activities in both counties at the same time. This is particularly evident
during periods when the federal requirements mandate multiple planning activities are
undertaken concurrently, such as the Long-Range Transportation Plan and the
Transportation Improvement Plan. The data, public involvement, research, and document

Attachment: Hernando-Citrus MPO Funding (17327 : MPO Funding)
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activities can take up to one year or more to complete, encumbering large cash obligations
for the issuance of purchase orders to consultants and to pay associated staffing/operating
expenses. During these periods, additional cash flow funding is required and warranted to
meet federal and state funding obligations. It is estimated that an additional $250,000
would provide the sufficient cash flow to allow the MPO to meet their obligations and
expenses under the program.

The MPO currently consists of nine elected officials: four from Hernando County, two from
Citrus County, and one each from the City of Brooksville, the City of Crystal River, and the
City of Inverness. During your annual budget preparation for Fiscal Year 2022, | am hopeful
that you will consider an equitable contribution of $50,000 per MPO Board membership seat
representing your jurisdiction for this important transportation planning program. This would
allow for the additional $250,000 necessary to provide the sufficient cash flow for the
program.

Please advise if you will be considering this request during your Fiscal Year 2022 budget
preparation beginning on October 1, 2021 so that we may plan and budget appropriately
next year for the MPO. | welcome your thoughts, suggestions, and ideas. Thank you for
your consideration of this request.

Sincerely,

L e

Jeffrey Rogers
County Administrator

cc: Steve Diez, Hernando/Citrus MPO Executive Director

Attachment: Hernando-Citrus MPO Funding (17327 : MPO Funding)
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City of Inverness

Administration Office
212 W. Main Street
Inverness, Florida 34450-4149
Administration@Inverness-FL.gov

(352) 726-2611 Fax (352) 726-0607 —

August 21, 2020

Mr. Jeff Rogers, County Administrator
20 North Main Street, Room 263
Brooksville, FL 34601

Dea%ge%

We are in receipt of your August 14 letter requesting the City of Inverness give consideration to
appropriating $50,000 in support of certain cash flow circumstances of the Hernando / Citrus
Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO). We understood this matter to have been discussed
by the MPO board in 2019 with a presentation and funding request made to the Citrus County
BOCC. Understandably, the current request is confusing as we are unaware of any
further/current MPO Board discussion in seeking funding by way of membership.

However, the matter was discussed at the August 18 City Council meeting. The City Council
provided clear consensus that the MPO board should hear/discuss the matter and garner
resolution therein to the cash flow circumstances asserted in your letter. We see this as the most

appropriate approach and look forward to the MPO board’s discussion.

Hope all is well and please do not hesitate to reach out with any questions or concerns.

Sincerely, éi

Eric C. Williams, GISP
City Manager

Attachment: MPO letter to Rogers 082120 (17327 : MPO Funding)

GE Mayor and City Council of Inverness
Steve Diez, Hernando/Citrus MPO Executive Director
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P&L Consolidating Report

Company: Hernando County
Version: 2021 BUDGET - TENTATIVE
Unit: 1031: Hernando/Citrus MPO Gen

Budget holder:

Elwin, Mary (melwin)

1031 34055: MPO-

1031 34056: MPO-
Hernando TD

1031 34057: MPO-
FTA SEC 5305D

1031 34058: MPO-
FTA SEC 5305D

1031 34059: MPO-

D.6.c

1031: Hernando/Citrus

Attachment: tentative CountyMPO budget FY 2021 (17327 : MPO Funding)

Description FHWA PL Funds Planning Plan Plan Citrus TD Planning MPO Gen
3314260 Fed Grant-5305 FY20 G1178 $85,804 $85,804
3314287 Fed Grt-FTA 5305d #20.505 $0 $0
3314288 Fed Grt-FTA 5305d #20.505 $0 $0
3314955 Fed Grant-FHWA PL #20.205 $598,202 $598,202
3344260 ST MATCH-5305 FY20 G1178 $10,726 $10,726
3344286 ST Grt-CTD FDOT TD 55.002 $17,015 $17,015
3344289 ST Grt-CTD FDOT TD 55.002 $16,900 $16,900
3374001 Grt Match-D/F Other Govt $5,363 $0 $5,363
INTERGOVERNMENTAL $598,202 $17,015 $101,893 $0 $16,900 $734,010
3419039 Chgs for Serv/MPO Plan $0
CHARGES FOR SERVICES $0
3611500 Interest-Investments $0
3613000 Change in Fair Value-Inv $0
3699000 Miscellaneous Revenue $0
MISCELLANEOUS $0
3819078 Transfer/Grant Match $5,363 $0 $5,363
3999078 Transfer/Grant Match $0
INTERFUND TRANSFERS $5,363 $0 $5,363
3899090 Balance Forward-Cash $0
CASH CARRY FORWARD $0
Total Income $598,202 $17,015 $107,256 $0 $16,900 $739,373
5101200 Salaries & Wages-Regular $324,426 $11,138 $0 $0 $11,138 $346,701
5101212 Salary-Market Adjustment $0 $0 $0 $0
5101400 Salaries & Wages-Overtime $0 $0 $0 $0
5101501 Special Pay-Stipends $0 $0 $0 $0
5102100 Fica Taxes-Matching $24,819 $852 $0 $0 $852 $26,523
5102200 Retirement Contributions $46,147 $1,758 $0 $0 $1,758 $49,663
5102300 Life & Health Insurance $62,597 $2,066 $0 $0 $2,066 $66,730
5102400 Workers Comp Premiums $324 $11 $0 $0 $11 $347
PERSONNEL SERVICES $458,312 $15,825 $0 $0 $15,825 $489,963
5303101 Professional Services $0 $0 $0
5303107 Prof Srv-Consulting $35,000 $107,256 $0 $142,256
5303401 Contracted Services $0 $0
Page 1 of 2
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5304001
5304101
5304205
5304401
5304405
5304501
5304603
5304606
5304701
5304901
5304922
5304965
5305101
5305201
5305221
5305264
5305265
5305274
5305401
5305402
5305506

Travel & Per Diem

Comm Svc,Devices,Accessr
Postage And Freight
Rental/Lease-Equipment
Rental/Lease-Buildings
Insurance & Bonds-Premium
Repair/Maint-Equipment
Repair/Maint-Software
Printing & Binding
Advertising-Legal
Fees/Costs-Other

Fees / Costs-New Hires
Office Supplies

Operating Supplies

Oper Supp-Cmptr Software
Uncapzd Equip under $1,000
Uncapzd Equip $1000-$4999
Uncap Equip $1K-5K Tech
Books/Publications/Subscr
Dues And Memberships
Educ-Training & Tuition

OPERATING EXPENSE

5606402 Equip-Technology over $5,000
5606801 Capitalized Software
CAPITAL OUTLAY

5951210 Trnsf-Hlth Self Ins (5121)
5999078 Trnsf-Grant Match
INTERFUND TRANSFERS

5909910 Budget Res For Contingncy
BUDGET RESERVES

Total Expense
NET

Page 2 of 2
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$2,875
$1,300
$500
$1,500
$10,300
$120
$300
$900
$2,000
$2,175
$10,545
$175
$1,500
$0

$0

$0

$0

$0
$600

$1,000
$70,790
$69,100
$0
$69,100

$598,202
($0)

$790
$0
$200
$0 $0
$200
$1,190 $107,256
$17,015 $107,256
($0) $0

$0

$0

$0
$0

D.6.c

$675 $4,340
$1,300

$0 $500
$1,500

$10,300

$120

$300

$900

$2,000

$200 $2,575
$0 $10,545
$175

$1,500

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$600

$0

$200 $1,400
$1,075 $180,311
$69,100

$0

$69,100

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$16,900 $739,374
($0) ($1)
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Metropolitan Planning Organization Meeting: 09/10/20 01:30 PM
Prepared By: Carlene Riecss

AG EN DA |TE M Initiator: Carlene Riecss

METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION DOC ID: 17251
HERNANDO/CITRUS Legal Request Number:

TITLE

Annual Roll-Forward Amendment to the Adopted FY 2021 - FY 2025 Transportation
Improvement Program

BRIEF OVERVIEW

The Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) is requesting the MPQO's approval of
the attached Roll-Forward Amendment to the Transportation Improvement Program
(TIP) for FY 2021-2025.

This is a routine annual process to assist the MPO in identifying projects that were not
committed in the previous fiscal year (FY 2020) and have automatically rolled into FY
2021 of the FDOT’s work program. Only one project is included in the roll forward, US
41 from SR 44 to South of the Withlacoochee Trail Bridge. This amendment ensures
that year one of the TIP adopted July 9, 2020 and effective October 1, 2020, matches
the FDOT’s work program.

The Technical Advisory Committee (TAC), Citizens Advisory Committee (CAC) and
Bicycle Pedestrian Advisory Committee (BPAC) reviewed the amendment at their
August 26, 2020, meetings and all recommended approval to the MPO Board.

FINANCIAL IMPACT

There is no financial impact at this time.

LEGAL NOTE

The MPO Board has the authority to take the recommended action per Chapter 339.175
Florida Statutes. (LR #2020-348-4)

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

It is recommended that the MPO Board approve the Annual Roll-Forward Amendment
to the Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) for FY 2021-FY 2025 and authorize
the MPO Chairman's signature thereon.

REVIEW PROCESS

Carlene Riecss Completed 08/07/2020 8:20 AM
Cayce Reagin Dagenhart Completed 08/11/2020 4:25 PM
Steven Diez Completed 08/12/2020 7:26 AM
Updated: 8/27/2020 8:34 AM by Carlene Riecss Page 1
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MPO Agenda Item (ID # 17251) Meeting of September 10, 2020
Garth Coller Completed 08/12/2020 8:40 AM
Theresia Saenz Completed 08/26/2020 4:11 PM
MPO Pending 09/10/2020 1:30 PM
Updated: 8/27/2020 8:34 AM by Carlene Riecss Page 2
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FDOT

Florida Department of Transportation

RON DESANTIS 11201 N. McKinley Drive KEVIN J. THIBAULT, P.E.
GOVERNOR Tampa, FL 33612 SECRETARY
July 30, 2020

Mr. Steve Diez
Executive Director
Hernando-Citrus MPO
1661 Blaise Drive
Brooksville, FL 34601

Dear Mr. Diez,

The purpose of this letter is to request the MPO's approval of the Annual Roll-Forward Amendment to
the adopted Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) for Fiscal Year (FY) 2021 through 2025 to
reconcile differences between the TIP and the Department’s Adopted Five-Year Work Program. This is
a routine, annual process to assist Hernando-Citrus MPO in identifying projects that were not
committed in the previous fiscal year (FY 2020) and have automatically rolled into FY 2021 of the FDOT
Work Program. This amendment ensures that year one of the TIP, adopted by the Board on July 9,
2020, effective October 1, 2020, matches year one of the FDOT Work Program.

The affected projects submitted for the MPO’s approval are listed in the attached Roll Forward Report.
Please acknowledge the MPQO's approval of this Roll-Forward Amendment to your current TIP by
signing this letter and returning it to this office for further processing. The Department appreciates

your expeditious handling of this request. If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me at
(813) 975-6283.

Sincerely,

o o

Roger Roscoe, Government Liaison

Attachment: Hernando-Citrus MPO Roll-Forward Report

Approved by:

E.la

Commissioner John Allocco Date
Chairman, Hernando-Citrus Metropolitan Planning Organization
= Al
APPRQO FORM
www.fdot.gov AND L ICIENCY
BY S

Attachment: Legal stamped HC_Roll-Forward Request Unsigned_7.30.20 (17251 : Annual Roll-Forward Amendment to the Transportation

Cofiny Attorney's Offica
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PACE 1
HERNANDO- CI TRUS MPO

| TEM NUMBER: 257165 3
DI STRI CT: 07
EX DESC.:2 TO 4 LANES

OFFI CE OF WORK PROGRAM
MPO ROLLFORWARD REPCRT

COUNTY: Cl TRUS

FLORI DA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATI ON

PRQJECT DESCRI PTI ON: US 41 (SR 45) FROM SR 44 TO S OF W THLACOOCHEE TRAI L BRI DGE

DATE RUN. 07/30/2020
TIME RUN: 07.42.05
VBRMPOTP

*

E.1.b

NON- S| S*

TYPE OF WORK: ADD LANES & REHABI LI TATE PVIMNT

ROADWAY | D: 02010000 PRQJIECT LENGTH: . 998M LANES EXI ST/ | MPROVED) ADDED: 2/ 2/ 3
LESS GREATER
FUND THAN THAN ALL
CODE 2021 2021 2023 2024 2025 2025 YEARS
PHASE: RI GHT OF WAY / RESPONSI BLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
CM 0 0 1,831, 592 0 0 0 0 1,831, 592
DDR 557, 699 2,420, 936 286, 880 0 0 0 0 3, 265, 515
DI H 84, 846 164, 207 0 0 0 0 0 249, 053
DS 6, 361 0 3, 020, 656 0 0 0 0 3,027,017
GFSA 0 4,740, 206 0 0 0 0 0 4,740, 206
GFSN 0 291, 351 0 0 0 0 0 291, 351
SA 0 2,123,135 0 0 0 0 0 2,123,135
SN 0 2,655, 182 669, 663 0 0 0 0 3, 324, 845
PHASE: CONSTRUCTI ON / RESPONSI BLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DDR 0 0 0 9, 353, 920 0 0 0 9, 353, 920
DI H 0 0 0 205, 278 0 0 0 205, 278
SA 0 0 0 4,786, 009 0 0 0 4,786, 009
SN 0 0 0 640, 096 0 0 0 640, 096
PHASE: ENVI RONMENTAL / RESPONSI BLE AGENCY: MANAGED BY FDOT
DS 32, 885 300, 000 0 0 0 0 0 332, 885
TOTAL 257165 3 681, 791 12, 695, 017 5, 808, 791 14, 985, 303 0 0 0 34,170, 902
TOTAL PRQJECT: 681, 791 12, 695, 017 5, 808, 791 14, 985, 303 0 0 0 34,170, 902
TOTAL DI ST: 07 681, 791 12,695, 017 5, 808, 791 14, 985, 303 0 0 0 34,170, 902
TOTAL HI GHWAYS 681, 791 12, 695, 017 5, 808, 791 14, 985, 303 0 0 0 34,170, 902
GRAND TOTAL 681, 791 12, 695, 017 5, 808, 791 14, 985, 303 0 0 0 34,170, 902

Attachment: HERNANDOCITRUSMPO (17251 : Annual Roll-Forward Amendment to the Transportation
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E.2

Metropolitan Planning Organization Meeting: 09/10/20 01:30 PM
Prepared By: Carlene Riecss

AG EN DA |TE M Initiator: Carlene Riecss

METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION DOC ID: 17133
HERNANDO/CITRUS Legal Request Number:

TITLE

RFQ No. 20-RGO0056/PH - General Planning Consultant Services (MPO) Request to
Award Two (2) Contracts for the MPO General Planning Consultants

BRIEF OVERVIEW

A solicitation for "Request for Qualifications” (RFQ) was publicly advertised in the local
newspaper as well as www.BidNetDirect.com on April 6, 2020. RFQ No. 20-
RGO0056/PH Entitled: General Planning Consultant Services for Hernando/Citrus
Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) requested qualified individuals or firms to
submit their sealed qualification proposals to perform General Planning Consultant
Services for the MPO with the intent to award two (2) contracts.

Two (2) proposals were received on the opening date of May 7, 2020 from the following
firms (in alphabetical order):

1. Kimley Horn and Associates, Inc.
2. Tindale Oliver and Associates, Inc.

The proposals received are both from incumbent consultant firms. A Professional
Services Review Committee (PSRC) comprised of Justin Hall, FDOT District 7
Government Liaison Administrator; Walt Eastmond, Engineering Transportation
Manager, Citrus County; Carlene Riecss MPO Transportation Planner; and Scott
Herring, Hernando County DPW Director/County Engineer met via ZOOM Webinar on
May 29, 2020 to review and rank the two (2) written Proposals.

The selection process was conducted using the guidelines set forth in Section 287.055,
Florida Statutes (Current Edition). This statute only permits negotiation of fees or
project costs as a part of the contract negotiation process (i.e., after the firms have been
ranked).

The PSRC consensus scoring actions resulted in the following ranking order:

FIRM NAME TOTAL AVG. POINTS
1. Kimley-Horn and Associates 90.75
2. Tindale Oliver and Associates 88.75

On June 11, 2020, the MPO Board authorized staff to enter into negotiations for RFQ
20-RGO0056/PH. Successful negotiations have been completed and the staff is
recommending award of the two (2) contracts to Kimley Horn and Associates, Inc., and
Tindale Oliver and Associates, Inc.

Updated: 8/25/2020 9:04 AM by Mary Elwin Page 1
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MPO Agenda Item (ID # 17133) Meeting of September 10, 2020

FINANCIAL IMPACT

There is no funding impact at this time. Task Orders to be issued under these contracts
are brought before the Board at which time the source funding is identified and
allocated. Funds for consultant services are paid from the MPO Fund 1031 in the
Hernando County budget. The eligible expenses are reimbursed under Federal PL
funding at 100% and Section 5305d funding at 90% Federal/State and 10% Local match
equally split between Hernando and Citrus Counties.

LEGAL NOTE

Pursuant to Chapter 339.175, FS, the MPO Board has the authority to take the
recommended action. (LR 2020-198)

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

It is recommended the MPO Board approve negotiated contracts for RFQ 20-RG0056
with the following two (2) firms (in ranked order) and authorize the Chief Procurement
Officer (CPO) to approve change orders as become necessary and required:

1. Kimley Horn and Associates, Inc.
2. Tindale Oliver and Associates, Inc.

REVIEW PROCESS

Carlene Riecss Completed 08/20/2020 10:15 AM

Cayce Reagin Dagenhart Completed 08/21/2020 7:54 AM

Mary Elwin Completed 08/25/2020 9:05 AM

Helen Gornes Completed 08/25/2020 5:05 PM

James Wunderle Completed 08/24/2020 3:11 PM

Steven Diez Completed 08/26/2020 8:15 AM

Garth Coller Completed 08/26/2020 9:14 AM

Theresia Saenz Completed 08/27/2020 1:53 PM

MPO Pending 09/10/2020 1:30 PM

Updated: 8/25/2020 9:04 AM by Mary Elwin Page 2
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Contract No. 20-RG0056/PH - General Planning Consultant (MPO) September, 2020

HERNANDO/CITRUS METROPOLITIAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION
HERNANDO COUNTY, FLORIDA
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT
CONTRACT NO. 20-RG0056/PH

THIS AGREEMENT made and entsred into thie dayof
. , 20__, by and between HERNANDO/CITRUS METROPOLITAN PLANNING URGANI:_ATICIN
1881 Blai'se Dnva Brooks\nlle Flor‘da a polmcal subdlvls»un of the Stata of Florida, hereinafter ¢ callad the
MPO and Ki B ate cuth Kent e, Leks 3¢
authorized to mnduct busmlss n the State of Flonda haramafter called the CONSULTANT

PREMISES

WHEREAS, the MPO desires to retain the CONSULTANT to perform general planning consulting
services for Hemando/Citrus Metropolitan Planning Qrganization; the performance of such services
hereinafter referred to as “Task Orders®; and,

WHEREAS, the MPQ deslires to employ the CONSULTANT for the performance of general
planning consultant Task Orders and other services upon the tarms and condlitions hereinafter set forth,
and the CONSULTANT Is deslrous of performing such services upon such terms and conditions; and,

WHEREAS, the CONSULTANT has been selected to parforrh these professional services

pursuant to the provisions of Section 287.065; Florida Statutes (Current Edition) and Hernando County
Policy, latest revision.

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual covenants and agreements herolnafter
contained, it Is agreed by and between the partles hereto as follows:

SECTION 1 — GENERAL

1.1 *CONSULTANT" shall be defined herein to include all principals of the firm of Kimlev-Homn and
Associates, Inc,, including full time employees, professionals or otherwise, and all servants,
agents, employees andfor Sub-Consultants retained by the CONSULTANT to perform its
obligations hersunder. Sub-Consultants shall bs reviewed and approved by the MPO prior to
Notice to Proceed with their prospective work assignments.

1.2 Prior to the stert of any work under this Contract, the CONSULTANT will have subritted to the
MPQ & detallad resume of key personnel that will be involved in performing Servicea described in
the Assignment. The MPQ hersby acknowledges its acceptance of such personnel to perform
sérvices under this Contract. At any time hereafter that the CONSULTANT desires to change the
key personnel in &n active assignnient, it ghall submit the qualificetions of the new personnel to
the MPO for priar approval. Key personnel ghall include principais-ih-charge, preject managers
and project CONSULTANTS. The provisions of this Section do not apply to persenriel temporarily
assigned to perform service under this Contract for durations of one (1) week or less,

1.3 The CONSULTANT acknowledges that the MPO hag retained other Consultants, and otherwise,
and the coordination between said Consultents end the CONSULTANT may be necessary from
time to time for the successful completion of the Assignments, The CONSULTANT agrees to
provide such coordination as necessary within the Scope of Services contained in each
guthorized Task Order.

1.3.1 Caertain and agreed upen Sub-Consultant Services may constitute & speclallzed Task
Order requiring the indepandent Sub-Consultant to work directly with the MPO.

14 The CONSULTANT will maintain an adequate and competent staff of professionally qualified
persans throughout the performance of this Centract to ensure acceptable and timely completion
of the Assignment.

E.2.a

Attachment: Kimley Horn signed (17133 : RFQ 20-RG0056 - Request to Award for MPO GPC)
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Contract No. 20-RG0056/PH - General Planning Gonsultant (MPO) September, 2020

15

18

Requirements for sealing all plans, reparts and documents prepared by the CONSULTANT shall
be governed by the laws and reguletions of the State of Fiorida and the requirements of any
regulatory agency, if required.

This assignment is for Congultant Services for Hemando/Citrus Metropolitan Planning
Organization. It is understood that Professional Service projects ewarded under this Agreement
will be assigned on & rotating basis to all Professional Firms avwarded continulng Contracts for
Consultant Services for Hemando/Citrus Metropolitan Plarining Organization, provided that; (1)
there is no conflict of interest present relating 1o the project assignment either by the
CONSULTANT or any principal of the CONSULTANT; (2) the CONSULTANT's schedule end/or
workload permits completier of the préjest in the time frame acceptable to the MPO and (3) the
CONSULTANT's cost proposal for completing the assignment s within the budget avallable for
the work. Should any of these exceptions occur, the naxt firm in the project rotation scheduls
would be assigned the project. It Is understood that the MPO may also elect to compstitively
select a Professional for a specific and/or speclalized project.

SECTION 2 — SCOPE OF SERVICES

The CONSULTANT shall diligently and in a professional and timely manner perform the work included in
the Assignment/Task Order. Unlegs modified in writing by the partiss hereto, duties of the CONSULTANT
shall not be construed to exceed thoss ssrvices specifically set forth hereln,

24

2.2

2.3

GENERAL: The CONSULTANT agrees fo parform those tasks described in the Scopes of
Services which |s attached hersto and made a part hereof. Services to be provided by the
CONSULTANT shall be authorized [n writing as Task Orders In accordance with Section 2.3
herein.

SPECIAL GONSULTANT SERVICE: The MPQ and the CONSULTANT agres that there may be
certaln additional services required to be parformed by the CONSULTANT during the
performance of the Assignment that cannot be defined sufficlently at the time of execution of this
Contract. Such services shall be authorized in writing as Task Orders in accordance with Section
2.3 and shall be undertaken only under terms of formal Amerdments to this Contract.

TASK ORDERS:

231 Services to ba provided by the CONSULTANT, as defined in Sections 2.1 ang 2.2, shall
be authorized In writing as Task Orders. Task Orders to be provided shall be prepared
on the form delineatad as Exhibit B - Task Order Form which is attached hereto and
fade a part hereof. Each Task Order shall include: a detailed description of the work to
be performed; a schadule of completion (including phases) for the work authorized: and
the amount end method of compensation. Task Orders shall be dated and serially
numbered. The Tesk Orders mey contaln additionel Instructions or provisions specific to
the authorized work for the purpose of expanding upon certain aspects of thie Contract
pertinent to the work to be undertaken. Such suppiemental instructions or provisions shall
not be construed es a modification of this Contract.

23.2 The Director of the Hemando/Citrus Metropolitan Planning Organizatlon or hisfher
designee miay authorize Task Orders for services under thls continuing Contract, which
are equal to or less than limits presaribed for Continuing Contracts under the provislor of
F.S. 287.055(g) (Current Edition). Professlonal fees under such specified Task Orders
shall be based on a written Proposal from the CONSULTANT as may be requestsd In
writing by the MPO's deslgnated representztive. Task Order information and supporting
documentation shall be forwarded to the COUNTY’s Purchasing and Cortracts
Department for audit of accuracy, completeness, and compliance with this Contract and
any applicable COUNTY Purchasing policies and procedures; and, if appropriate, a
Purchase Order encumbering funds for the CONSULTANT's Task shall ba issued.
Under no circumstances shall the value of any Task Order issued under this paragraph
exceed the limits imposed under F.S. 287.055(g) (Current Edition), for Continuing

2

E.2.a

Attachment: Kimley Horn signed (17133 : RFQ 20-RG0056 - Request to Award for MPO GPC)
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Contract No. 20-RG0058/PH - General Planning Gonsultant (MPO) September, 2020

Contracts either initially or throupgh subsequent Amendment. A single unltary task may
not be divided into more than one task for the purpose of qualifylng for authorization
hereunder. Nothing In this paragraph Is intended to limit any other rights, responsibilities
and dutiés of the parties under any other provision of this continuing coritract.

SECTION 3 —HERNANDO/CITRUS METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION'S
RIGHTS AND REPONSIBILITIES

The MPO shall provide the service describied below in a timaly fashion at ho cost to the CONSULTANT:

3.1 Furnish the CONSULTANT with existing data, records, maps, plans, specifications, reports, flscal
data and other information that Is avallable in the MPO's fileg, neceesary or useful o the
CONSULTANT for the performance of the Assignment. All of the documents conveyed by the
MPQO shall be and remain the property of the MPQC and shall be returned to the MPO upon
completion of the Assignment to be performed by the CONSULTANT.

3.2 Make MPO parsonnel available when required and necessary fo assist the CONSULTANT. The
availability and necessity of said personnel to gsgist the CONSULTANT shall be determined
solely at the discretion of the MPO.

3.3 Provide access to and make provisions for the CONSULTANT to enter upon the project landa as
required for the GONSULTANT within a reasonable time, to perform observations and other work
ae necessary to complete the Assignment.

3.4 Examine all reparts, sketches, drawings, estimates, proposais and other documents presented by
the CONSULTANT and render written declsions Indicating the MPO's approval or disapproval
within a reasonable time so as not to materially delay the work of the CONSULTANT.

3.6 Transmit instructions, relevant information and provide Interpretation and definition of MPO
policies and decisions with respect to design, materials and other matters pertinent to the work
covered by this Contract.

3.6 Give prompt written notice to the CONSULTANT whenever the MPO observes, or otharwise
becomes aware of, any development that affects the scope of timing of the CONSULTANT's
services or becomes aware of any defect or changes necessary in the work of the
CONSULTANT.

3.7 Arrange for submission of necessary permits/applications to governmental bodies as prapared by
the CONSULTANT.

3.8 Fumish approvals and permits from all governmental autherities having jurisdiction and such
approvals and consents from others as may be necessary for completion of the Assignment not
covered under the Asslgnment.

SECTI = COMP
4.1 GENERAL

Compensation to the CONSULTANT for services performed on each Tagk Order shall be In accordance
with ane of the fellowing methods or compensation, as defined and indicated herein:

a. Lump Sum Method
b. Hourly Rate plus Direct Cost

The type and amount of compensstion for each Task Order shall be described on the Task Order form
included in “Exhibit B — Task Order Form®

E.2.a

Attachment: Kimley Horn signed (17133 : RFQ 20-RG0056 - Request to Award for MPO GPC)
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Coritract No. 20-RG0056/PH - General Planning Consultant (MPO) September, 2020
4.2 LUMP SUM METHOD
8) Lump Sum cormpensation shall be the fotal fixed price amount payable under the Lump

4.3

b)

Suth Method (including ail paytell costs, overhesd costs, other direct costs, fess, Sub-
Consultants’ and specialist costs), for the services to be provided in the Task Order
unless there is a change in the scope of the work, or other conditions stipulated in the
Task Order, and the Task Ordar ls modified by both the MPO and GONSULTANT to
reflact the change(s) by formal amendment to this Contract.

Payment to the CONSULTANT for services performed under a Task Order under the
Lump Sum Msthod shali be monthly In proportion to the percentage of work completed
during the month as proposed by the CONSULTANT and aceepted by the MPO.

HOURLY RATE PLUS DIRECT COST

Compensation for services performed urider the Hourly Rate plus Dirett Cost Method shall be
besed on reimbursemant of hdurly costs incurred by the CONSULTANT plus Direct Cost
budgeted for reimbursable cost, in its performance of services urider a Task Order.

a)

b)

c)

DIRECT COSTS

Direct costs are Sub-Consultant Costs and Other Direct and Unit Costs as defined below.
Direct Sub-Consultant Costs shall be defined as the actual compsneation paid to
Professional and technical Sub-Consultants of the CONSULTANT while such are
engaged directly In the performance of the services under this Coritragt.

HOURLY RATE SCHEDULE

A schedule of approved hourly rétes currently usaed by the CONSULTANT, including its
Sub-Consultanis by classifications of personnel likely to be employed to perform Services
under this Contract is contained in *Exhibit B Standard Task Order Format" which is
ettached hereto and made a part hereof. Any revisions to the ranges of approved hourly
rates shall be negotiated with ant! approved by the MPO prior to being charged. Any
changes to rates in subsequent years will be adjusted by increasing or décreasing the
percent change In the Consumer Price Index {CPI-U) Issued by the Bureau of l_abor
Statistics, Southeastern Regional Office for the South for the index for All tems/\VWage
Eamere & Clerical Workers (not seasonally adjusted), for the parcent of ehange threugh
the month of May of each calendar year. (For examiple, an increaise (or decraase) to go
into effect October 1, 2020 would be the percent change of increase (or decreass) in the
CPI-U serles between May, 2018 and May 2020. The percent change would go into
effect on October 1, 2020.)

OTHER DIRECT CO8TS

Other Direct Costs Include the actual costs to the CONSULTANT of project-related
axpenses that are required to complete the Aseignment/Task Order, as defined in the
following paragraphs:

(1) EQUIPMENT, MATERIALS AND SUPPLIES

This item includee all equipment, materlals and supplies used and consumed directly in
the performance of the services hereunder not included in the CONSULTANT's Standard
hourly rates, such as: speclal report binders, coets of plans, drawings and reports from
other agencies, utility companies and other llke bodies. Any equipment or material items
purchased solely for the parformance of the Assignment coversd by this Gontract which
individually have a value in excess of $100.00, shall be the property of MPO and shall be
given to the MPO at the termination of this Contract, if requested.

E.2.a
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Contract No. 20-RG0058/PH - General Planning Consultant (MPO) September, 2020

(2) REPRODUCTIONS

This item includes the identifiable costs of copying, repraducing and printing of plans,
speciHfications, sketches, drawings, reports, photographs and eorraspondence.

(3) COMMUNICATIONS AND SHIPPING

This ltem includes the identifiable long-distance communieations, postage and express
charges at actual cost,

4) TRAVEL AND SUBSISTANCE

This item includes long-distance trevel, subsistence and transportation expenses of
personnel during the performance of the Assignmant, not to exceed rates and limits as
astablished by the FS Saction 112.061 (Current Edition). Mileage to be charged at
$0.445 per mile (FS 112.061(7)(d)1.a.) (Current Edition).

(&) MISCELLANEOUS

This ifern includes any other identifiable project-related costs and expenses Incurred by
the CONSULTANT in connection with the services performed under the terms of this
Contract that are not applicable to general overhead, including but not limited to special
equipment rental costs and costs for temporary personnel servicss.

d) COST LIMITATION

()

o)

®

The total of all Costs actually incurred by the CONSULTANT, as determined and
defined in this Contract, for services performed under the authorized Tagk Order,
will not exceed the Cost Limitation established, without a formal amendment to
the Task Order.

In the event that the CONSULTANT s eslimated total Costs for the performance
of sesvices under a Task Order are forecasted by the MPO or CONSULTANT to
exceed the Cpst Limitation indicated in the Task Order, the MPO and
CONSULTANT shall mest to review the forecast and, if necessary, to either
Increase the Cost Limitation for the Tagk Order to provide additional cost
recovery to the GONSULTANT eor renegotiate the scope of the services of the
Task Order so that the Cost Limitation will not be exceeded. The results of any
such review requiring modification of this Contract will be detailed in a formal
amendment to the Task Order.,

The MPO Is not ebligated fo relmburse the CONSULTANT for costs Incurred In
excess of the Cost Limitation indicated for the Task Order and the
CONSULTANT shall nét continue performing the services and Incur costs In
axcess of the Cost Limitation for the Task Order, unless the costs Incurred are
the results of error, omission or negligence on behalf of the CONSULTANT and
which shall be paid solely by CONSULTANT. Orice the Task Order has been
formally amended in writing fo increase the Cost Limitation, which has been
mutually agreed to batween the parties, the CONSULTANT shall continue to
perform the required services. The CONSULTANT’s liabilities, commitments or
expenditures incurred in exceas of tha Cost Limitation for Task Qrder prior to
approval by the MPO shall be at the CONSULTANT's risk and expenge, unless
mutually agreeable in writing by the CONSULTANT and the MPO.

e. TASK ORDER CONTRACT PRICE

(1

The total Task Order Price consists of the sum of the Cost Limitation end any
Direct Cost for each Task Order. This amount shall not be exceeded without
formal amendment to the Task Order, unless the Contract is terminated In

5

E.2.a
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Cortract No. 20-RG0056/PH - General Planning Consultant (MPO) September, 2020
accordance with Section 8.

{2) In the event, any action or combination of actions taken pursuant to Section 7,
Changes In Scope, of this Contract are estimated by the CONSULTANT, with the
writien concurrence of MPO, to cause meiterial Increase or decrease in the scope
of services of any Task Order, an equitable adjustment to the Fixed Fee shall be
made, as well s any necessary increase or decrease in the Cost recitation. Any
request by the CONSULTANT or by the MPO for an adjustment of the Task
Order Contract Price must be asserted in writing within forty-five (45) days from
the date of receipt by the CONSULTANT of the MPQO's notification of changed
wark, unless the MPO shall grent a further periad of time for such request
rasolution.

f. PROGRESS PAYMENTS TO THE CONSULTANT

{1) For a Task Order performed under the Lump Sum Method of compensation, the
CONSULTANT must prepara an invoice accompanied with a narrstive statement
from the CONSULTANT descrlbing the work accomplished by the
CONSULTANT during the period covered by the Invoice.

(2) For & Task Order performed under the Hourly Rate Method of compensation, the
CONSULTANT must submit at the end of each monthly period, an involce of
Hourly Coste incurrad In such period plus an incrément of the Direct Fee eamed
in such period. All invoices shall be temized In an invoice format aceeptable to
the MPO. All Costs included on the ihvoices shall be taken from the bocks of the
accounts kept by the CONSULTANT and shall be supported by the
CONSULTANT's monthly *Billing Cost Detail Report’, The portion of the
Professional Fee earned in such monthty period shall be determined on the basls
of relative work progress accomplished in each monthly period as agresd by the
MPO’e Designated Representative,

4.4 INVOICE PROCESSING

Invoices received b{ the MPO will be proceesed for payment within thirty (30) days of receipt of
FINANCE. CONSULTANT will be notified of questionable items contained in the invoices within fifteen
{15) days of receipt by the MPO with an explenation of the deficlencles. The MPO will make an effort to
fesolve all questionable tems contained in the CONSULTANT's invoices within thirty {30) days of receipt
of the invoices by the MPQ. At the end of the thirty (30) day period, the MPO shall pay the CONSULTANT
the invoice amount less any unresclved questionable items. Invoices are to be forwarded dlractly to the
Hermando/Citrus Metropolltan Planning Organization.

4.5 PAYMENT IN THE EVENT OF CONTRACT TERMINATION OR S$USPENSION

In the event that a Task Order or this Contract is terminated or cancsled, or the CONSULTANT s services
suspended on & Task Order or this Contraet, prior to completion, payment shall be mada in accordance
with the provisions of Section 8.

48. ADDITIONAL COMPENSATION FOR CHANGE IN SCOPE OF ASSIGNMENT

If instructed to deo so by MPO, the CONSULTANT shall change or revise work that has been performed,
and If such work Is not required as a result of error, omission or negligence of the CGONSULTANT, the
CONSULTANT may be entitled to additional compensation. The additional compensation shall be
requested by the CONSULTANT on a revised fee quotation proposal which must be submitted to the
MPQ for prior approval. The additional compensation, if any, shall be agreed upon before
commencement of any such additional work and shall be incorperated intc the Assighment by formal
Amendment or Task Order to this Contract.
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SECTION 6 - WORK COMMENCEMENT/IMPLEMENTATION
SCHEDULE/LENGTH OF CONTRACT

6.1 WORK COMMENCEMENT
The CONSULTANT shall commence work on each authorized Task Order within ten (10) days after

receipt by the CONSULTANT of & writteh Notice-To-Proceed from the MPO's Designated Representative.

If the CONSULTANT fails fo commence work within the tan (10) day period, then the MPO shall have the
right to sesek othar firms for the Assignment, unless the delay is due fo no fauit of the CONSULTANT.

6.2 IMPLEMENTATION SCHEDULE

The CONSULTANT must complete Its work in accordance with the time schedule specified in the
applicable Task Order/Assignment.

In the event the work of the CONSULTANT is delayed due to no fault of the CONSULTANT, which delays
the completion of any Task Order of the Assigriment, the CONSULTANT is entitled to an appropriate
extension of the contract time for the specific Task Order.

Additional compensation to the CONSULTANT will be negotiated to the mutual agreement of the MPO
and thea CONSULTANT In the event such delay ceuses any Task Order’s costs to increase for reasons
beyond the GONSULTANTs control.

53 TERM

This Contract shall expire three (3) years after the date of axecution of this Agreement and may be
extended for up to two (2) additional one (1) year periods, not to exceed five (5) years maximum, upon
written mutual consent of the MPO and the CONSULTANT.

Dus to the everchanging circumstances surrounding the COVID-19 Virus, situations may arise during the
parformance of this Agreement thet affects availability of resources and staff of Kimley-Hom the cliert,
other Consultaits, and public agencies. There could be changes in anticipated delivery times,
jurisdictional approvals, and project costs. Kimley-Horn will exercise reasonabie efforts to overcome the
challenges presented by current circumstances, but Kimley-Hom will not be liabje to Client for any delays,
expenses, losses, or damages of any kind arising out of the impact of the COVID-19 Virus.

64  CONTINUING CONTRACT

In accordance with F.S. 287.065 (g) (Current Edition), this is a “continuing contract” for professional
services entered Into In accordance with all procedures of this act between the MPO and the
CONSULTANT, wheraby the CONSULTANT shall provide professicnal services to the MPO for projects
in which construction or professlonal costs do not exceed the statutory limitations imposed. Additionally,
the CONSULTANT shall provide for work of a specifiad nature as outliried in Exhibit A of this Contract ag
reqguired by the MPO.

N & - MPO'S “DESI : NTATIVE
6.1 GENERAL

The MPO hereby designates the Executive Director of the Hernando/Citrug Metrpolitan Planning
Organization or his/her designee to represent the MPO in all matters pertaining to and arising from the
work and performance of this Contract. The Executive Director of the Hernando/Citrus Metrpolitan
Planning Organization or designee shall have the following respensibliities:

a. Examination of all reports, sketches, drawings, estimates, proposals and other documents
presented by the CONSULTANT and rendering, in writing, decisions indicating the MPO's
approval or disapproval within a reasonable timé so as nof to materially delay the work of the
CONSULTANT.
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b. Trarismission of instructions, receipt of information and interpretation and définition of MPO

policles and decisions with respect to deslgn, meterials and other matters pertinent to the
work covered by this Contract.

Giving prompt wiitten notice to the CONSULTANT whenever the MPO observes, or
ctherwise hecomes aware of, any defects or changes riecessary in the project.

Following the CONSULTANTs preparation of any necessary applications to
governmental bodies, to arrange for submission of gll applications.

When eppropriate, authorizing Tesk Orders aqual to or less.then limits prescribsd for
Continuing Contracts pursuant te the proviaiens of FS 287.055(g) (Current Edition} and
paragraph 2.3 hareof.

6.2 DESIGNEE

The Hernando/Citrus Metropolitan Planning Organization's designee under a contract resulting from RFQ

Mo, 20-RG0056/PH shall be the Executive Director of the Hernando/Citrus MPO.

The MPO or the CONSULTANT may request changes in the Scope of Services of a Task Order. Such
change(s), including any increase or decrease in the amount of the CONSULTANT's compeneation for
any Task Order pursuant fo Section 4 — Compensation, which are mutually agreed upon by and between

SECTION 7 - CHANGES IN SCOPE

the MPQO and the CONSULTANT, shall be incorporated by written formal Amendment.

SECTION 8 - TERMINATION OF CONTRACT

8.1 TERMINATION BY MPO FOR CAUSE

The MPO may terminate this Contract for any one or more of the following reaeons;

If adequate progress on any phase of thie assignment is hot being made by the
CONSULTANT as a direct result of the CONSULTANTs failure to perform,

The qualiy of the services performed by the CONSULTANT Is not In conformance with
commonly accepted design codes and standards, standards of the MPO end the
requirements of Federal and/or State regulatory agencies in effect as of the date of this
Contract, and the particular services involved are considered by the MPO to be essential {o
the proper completlon of any Assignment.

The CONSULTANT or any employae or agent of the CONSULTANT s indicted or has a
direct charge issued against him/her for any ¢rime arising out of or In conjunction with any
work that has bean performed by the CONSULTANT.

The CONSULTANT becomes involved in either voluntary or Involuntaty bankruptcy
proceadings, or makes an assignment for the benéfit of creditors.

ThHe CONSULTANT violates the Standards of Conduct provisions of Section 13 hersin.

In the event of any of the causes described in Section 8.1, the MPO's Deslgnated
Representative may send a certified letter to the CONSULTANT requesting that the
CONSULTANT show cause why the Contract should not be terminated. If adequate
assuranoes or acceptable reasons are not given to the MPO within fiteen (15) days of the
recelpt by the CONSULTANT of said show cause notlce, the MPO may consider the
CONSULTANT to be In default and may immediately terminate this Contract.
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8.2 TERMINATION BY CONSULTANT FOR CAUSE
Tha CONSULTANT may cancel this Gontract for the following reasons:

a. The MPO falls to meet Its obligations and responsibliities as contained in Section 3 ~ MPO's
Rights and Responsibilities.

b. The MPO fails to pay the CONSULTANT in accordance with Section 4 — Compenaation.

¢. Inthe event of either of the causes described in Section 8.2, the CONSULTANT may eend a
certified lettar requesting that the MPO show cause why the Contract should nof be
terminated. If adequate assurances are not given to the CONSULTANT within fitesn (15)
days of the receipt by the MPO of said show cauge notice, then the CONSULTANT may
conglder the MPO'to be in default, and may immediately terminate this Contract.

8.3 TERMINATION BY MPO WITHOUT CAUSE

Notwithstanding any other provision of this Coritract, the MPQ shall have the right at any time ta terminate
this Contract in its entirety without cause, or terinate by specific Assignment without cause, provided
that ten (10) days prior written notice is given to the CONSULTANT of the MPO's intent io terminate. [n
the event that a Task Order is terminated, The MPO shall identify the speclific Task Order(s) being
terminated and the apecific Task Order(s) to be continiied to completion pursuent to the provisions of this
Contract, This Contract will rmain In full force and effect as to all authorlzed Task Orders which are to be
continued to completion under this type of arrangement.

8.4 PAYMENT IN THE EVENT OF TERMINATION

In the event this Contract or any Assignment is terminated or canceled prior to final completion without
causse, payment for-unpaid portion of the services provided by the CONSLULTANT to the date of
termination and any additional services thereafter will be determined by negotiation batween the MPO
and the CONSULTANT, No ambunt shall be allowed for anticipated profit on unperformed services or
other work. In the event of termination for cause, the MPQO may adjust any payment to take info acoount
any additional direct costs to be Incurred by the MPO, due to such default.

8.6 ACTION FOLLOWING TERMINATION

a. Upon receipt of notice of termination, given by either party, the terminated party shall
promiptly discontinue all servicas and other wark, unless the notice provides otherwise.

b. [nthe case of the MPO tarminating the CONSULTANT, the CONSULTANT shall within ten
(10) days,or any extension thereto as may be mutually agreed to, deliver or otherwise make
avallable to the MPO all reports, drawinge, plans, specifications and other data and
documents that have been obteined or prepared by the CONSULTANT in performing the
Services under this Contract, regerdless of whether the work on such documents hes been
completed or s in progress and said documents shall remain the property of the MPO.
Notwithstandlng the foregoing, the CONSULTANT shall not be held liable for the accuracy or
reliabllity of any partially completed work detivered in accordance with this provislon.

8.6 SUSPENSION

&. The performance of the CONSULTANT's service under any provision of this Contract may be
suspended by the MPO at any time. In the event the MPO suspends the performeance of the
CONSULTANT's services hersunder, the MPO shall so notify the CONSULTANT in writing,
such suspension bacoming effective upon the date of its recelpt by the CONSULTANT, and
MPO shall promptly pay to the CONSULTANT all faés which have become due and payable
to the CONSULTANT to the effective date of such suspension. The MPO shall thereafter
have no further obligation for payment fo the CONSULTANT for the suspended services
unless and until the MPO notifies the CONSULTANT that the services of the CONSULTANT
called for hereunder are to ba resumed.
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Upon receipt of written notice from the MPO that the CONSULTANT's services hereunder
are to bé resumed, the CONSULTANT shall complete the setvices.of the GONSULTANT
called for in this Contract and the CONSULTANT shall, in that event, be erititlad to. payment
of the remaining unpald compensetion which becomes payabie to the CONSULTANT under
this Contract, same to be payable at the times and in the number spacified herein.

In no event will the compensation or any part thereof become due or payable to the
CONSULTANT under this Contract unless and until the CONSULTANT has attained that
state of work where the same would be due and payabls to the CONSULTANT under the
previsions of this Confract,

b. If the aggregate time of the MPO'e suspension(e) of the CONSULTANT s Services under any
Task Order of this Contract exceeds sixty (60) days, then the CONSULTANT and the MPO
shall, upon request of the CONSULTANT, meet to assess the services performed hereunder
up to the time of such meeeting, the services remalning to be performed and the total
compensation pald to the CONSULTANT heraunder and, during sueh meeting, ehall hsve
the option of negotieting & change in compensation to bs paid to the CONSULTANT for the
balarice of the Services to be performed hereunder, No increase in compensation to the
GONSULTANT shall be allowed unless it [s based upon cleer and convincing evidence of an
increase in the CONSULTANT'e costs attributatile to the aforesald suspension(s).

SECTION. 9 - CLAIMS AND. DISPUTES/REMEDIES

8.1 CLAIMS AND DISPUTES

Any clalms, disputes and/or matters in question between the. parties ariging out of or relating to this
Contract, including clalms for extra compernsation, shall be filed [n writing by the aggrieved party to the
other party within forty-five (45) days of its occurrente. Should such claims not be formally submitted
within said forty-five {(45) day period, the aggrieved parfy agrees not to make such claim agalnst the other
party af any time In the future. Should any claim or dispute not be mutually resolved between the parties
within sixty (60) days thereefter, the aggrieved party shall then sesk to resolve the matter In accordance
with the *Remedies” provisions of Sestion 9.2 herein.

8.2 REMEDIES

Except as provided In Section 8.1 herein, all claims, disputes and/or matters In quastion between the
MPO and the CONSULTANT earising out of or relating to this Contract, or the braach of it will be decided
by Mediaticn if the parties hereto mutually agres, or in a court of competent jurisdiction. Venus for any
dispute or formal litigation concerning this Contract shall be in the appropriate court with territorial
jurisdiction over Hernando Ceunty, Flerida. In the evenit of a dispute or Iitigation, each party to such
dispute or Iltigation sheall be solely responsible for it own attoneys’ fees and costs. This contract shall
not be construed for or against any party hereto, without regard to which party is wholly or partly
reaparnisible for its drafting.

SECTION 10 - INDEMNITY AND INSURANCE
101 GENERAL

INDEMNITY:

To thae fullest extent permitted by Florida law, the Consultent/Firm shall indemnify and hold
harmiess the MPO and its officers and employees from liabilities, damages, losses, and costs,
including, but not limited to, reasonable attorneys’ fées, to the extent caused by the negligence,
recklessness, or Intentionelly wrongful conduct of the Consultant/Firm end other persons
employed or utilized by the Consultant/Firm in the parformancs of the contract.

The Insurance provisions of RFQ No. 20-RG0058/PH are incorporated by reference into this
Contract.

10
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10.2 INSURANCE

The CONSULTANT will posgess or cbtain and continucusly maintain the following insurance
coverage, from a compary or companion authorized to do business in the State of Flerida, and
will provide Certlficales of Insurance to the MPQ, evidencing such ingurance, within fifteen (15)
days followihg the CONSULTANT's recsipt of Notice to Procesd on the Assignment from the
MPO.

The insurance coverage shall contain a provision, which requires that prior o any changes or
materlal alterations In the coverags, except aggregate coverage, thirty (30) days prior written
netice will be given to the MPQ,

The specific requirements of this contract have been detailed in REQ No, 20-RG0058/PH, The
Epécific requirements of the RFQ must be met to be compliant with & Confract nesulting from the
solicltation process and may Include the following:

a. Worker's Compensetion

The CONSULTANT must provide Worker's compansa;ion for all employees af the site loeation, and In
case any work is Sub-Contracted, will require the Sub-Contractor to provide Worker's Comipensation for
all of its employass as per the requirements of detailed in RFQ No. 20-RG00568/PH.

b. Gommercial General Liability

The CONSULTANT must provide coverage for all operations as detailed in RFQ No. 20-RG0056/FPH
including, but not iimited to, Contractual, Products and completsd Operations and Pergonal Injury. The
limits will be not less than $2,000,000 Combined Single Lirit (GSL) or its squivelent.

¢. Automabile Liability

The CONSULTANT muet provide coverage for all owned end nen-owned vehicles as detalled in RFQ No.
20-RG0056/PH for limits of riot less than $1,000,000 CSL or its equivalent.

d. Professional Liability Ingsurance

Annual Professional Liability Insurance must be maintained with coverage in an amount as detalled in
RFQ No. 20-RG0056/PH. Sald Professional Liability Insurance shall provide for all sums which the
CONSULTANT shall be oblipated to pay as damages for claims arising out of negligent parformance by
the CONSULTANT, or eny person or Sub-Contracter employed by the CONSULTANT, in conjunction with
this Contract. This insurance shall also be maintained for a minimum of three (3) years efter completion of
the CONSULTANT's services urider the scope of this Contract including any amendment thereto.

e. Certificates of Insurance
The CONSULTANT shall fumnish all Cerilfloates of Insurance forwarded directly to the following:
Hemando County Human Resources/Risk Management
20 North Main Street, Room 264
Brooksvllle, FL 34601
with information copied to the Designated Representative identified in Section 8.2. The Certificates shall
clearly indicate that the CONSULTANT has abtained insurance of the type, amount and classification
required by these provisions,

SECTION 11 - NEGOTIATION DATA

The CONSULTANT hereby certifies, covenants and warrants that accounting documentation and
supporting data which has established compensation provided for in this Contract are accurate, complete

1
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and current as of the date of negotiation of the compensation terms contained in this Contract. It is further
agreed that the CONSULTANT'e compeneation under this Contract may be adjusted to exclude any
significant sums where the MPO determines the CONSULTANT's compensation was intreased due to
Inaccurate or incomplete wage rates and other factual unit costs. All such price adjustments shall be
made prior to the end of this Contract. Records of costs Incurred under tha terms of thls Gentract shall be
meintained and made available to the MPO during ths period of this Contract and for five (5) yéars after
final paymenit is made. Copies of these documente and records shall be furnished upon request fo the
MPO at no cost. For the purpose of this Saction, the emd of this Contract shall be deemed to be the date
of final accéptance of the work by the MPO.

SECTION 12 - OWNER OF DOCUMENTS

It is understopd -and agreed that all Documents, including detalled reports, plans, original drawings, field
netebooks and all ether data other than working papers, prépared or obtained by the CONSULTANT in
connection with its services hereunder, shall be dalivered to, or shdll bacome the property of the MPO
priorto final payment to the CONSULTANT. The CONSULTANT shall retain reproducible coples of all
Doouments for its files at Direct Reimbursable Cost. All Documents mcludang drawings prepared by the
CONSULTANT pursuant to this Contract are instruments of service ifi respect to the servicas described in
the Assignment.

Any reuse without written verification or adaptation by the CONSULTANT for the specific purpose
intanded will bé et MPO's sole risk end without liebility or legal exposure to the CONSULTANT; and the
MPO shall indemnify to the maximum extent permitted by law gnd hald hanmiess the CONSULTANT from
all claims, damages, losses and expenses including attorney's and expert’s fees arlsing out of or resulting
thersfrom. Any such verification or adaptation by the CONSULTANT will enfitle the CONSULTANT to
further compenéation at rates to be agreed upon by the MPO and the CONSULTANT.

Any Documents given to or prepared or assembled by the CONSULTANT and its Sub-Contractors under
this Contract shall be kept solely as property of the MPO and shall not be. made avallable to any
individusls or organizations without the prior written approval of the MPO.

The CONSULTANT may maintain copies of all work performed under this Contract for the MPO.

The GONSULTANT shall not publish any Information conceming this project without the prior written
congent of the MPO.

SECTION 13 - STANDARDS OF CONDUCT
13.1 CONSULTANT EMPLOYEES

The CONSULTANT wamants that it has not employed or retained any company or person, other than a
bong fide employee working solely for the CONSULTANT, to soliclt or sesura this Contract and that the
CONSULTANT has not paid or agreed to pay any person, company, corporation, individual or firm other
then a bona fide employes working solely for the CONSULTANT any fee, commission, percentage, gift
or any other consideration, contingant upon or resulting from the award of making of this Contract.

13.2 CONSULTANT COMPLIANCE WITH LAWS

The CONSULTANT shall comiply with all Federal, Stete and local laws and ordinances in effect on the
date of this Contract and applicable to the work or payment for work thereof, and shall net discriminate
on the grounds of race, coler, religion, sex or national origin In the perforrance of work under this
Contract.

13.3 CONFLICT OF INTEREST
The CONSULTANT hereby certifies thet rio undlsclosed conflict of Interest exists with respact to the
present Contract, including any contlicts that may be due to representation of other clients, other

contraciual relationships of the CONSULTANT, or any interest in property which the CONSULTANT may
have. The CONSULTANT further certlfies that any apparent conflict of interest that arises during the
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term of the Contract will be immediately disclosed in writing to the MPO. Violation of this Section will be
consldered as Justification for Inmediate termination of this Contragt under the provisions of Section 8.1.

134 REMOVAL OF EMPLOYEE

The MPO Is empowersd to require the CONSULTANT to remove any emplayee or representative of the
CONSULTANT from working on this Assigriment which the MPO detarmines is not satisfactarily
perfotming his assigned duties or is demonstrating improper conduot. The MPO shall notify the
CONSULTANT in writing of the MPO's objactions prior to the CONSULTANT'e removal of any employes
or representative.

13.6 PUBLICATION

The CONSULTANT shall not publish any documents or release information to the media without prior
approval of the MPO.

SECTION 14 - ACCESS TO RECORDS/AUDIT
141 RECORDS MAINTENANCE

The CONSULTANT shall maintain books, racords, documents, time and costs accounts and dther
evidence directly related to its performance of services under this Contract. All time records and cost data
shall be maintained in accordance with generally accepted accounting practices. The CONSULTANT
shall also maintain the financial information and data necessary to determine overhead rates in
accordance with the requirements of Feteral and State regulatory agencies and this Contract. The MPO,
or any of its duly authorized representafives, shall have access within forty-eight {48) hours to such
books, records, documents and other evidence for inspection, audit and copying. Copying of
CONSULTANT's booke, records, documents, time records and cost accounts and other evidence shall be
at the MPO's expenss.

142 ACCESS TO RECORDS

The CONSULTANT shall malntain and allow access to the recerds required undér this Section for a
period of five (G) years after the completion of the services provided under this Contract and date of final
payment for said services, or date of tarmination of this Contract as may have been exercised under
Section 8 herein.

SECTION 15 - CODES AND DESIGN STANDARDS

All of the services to be performed by the CONSULTANT shalll in the minimum be In accordance with
commonly aceepted design codes and standards, standards of the MPO and the requirements of any
Federal and/or State reguletory agencies in effect as of the date of this Contract.

The CONSULTANT shall be responsible for keeping appralsed of any changing codes or requirements,
which requirements must be applied to the Assignment to be performed under this Contract. Any new:
codes or requirements becoming effective subsequent to the effective date of this Contract that require an
additional level of effort to be performed by the CONSULTANT beyond that covered underthe ecope of
this Contract shail be subject to negotiation for an increase in scope and compensation by an
Amendment to this Contract:

SECTION 18 - ASSIGNABILITY

The CONSULTANT shall not sublet, assign or transfer any interest in this Contract, without prior written
approval of the MPQ, provided that claims for the money due or to become due the CONSULTANT from
the MPO under this Contract may be assigned to a bank, trust company or other financial institution
without such MPO approval. Notice of any such assignment or transfer ehall be furnished promptly to the
MPO. .
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BECTION 17 - CONTROLLING LAWS
This Contract is to be governed by the laws of the State of Florida.
SECTION 18 - FORCE MAJEURE

Neither party shall be considered in default in performance of its obligations hereunder to the extent that
performance of such obligations, or any of them, is delayed or prevented by Force Majeure. Force
Majeure shall include, but not be limited to, hostility revolution, civil commotion, striks, epidemic, fire,
flood, wind, earthquake, explosion, delays related to the COVID-19 Pandemic, ary law, proclamatjon,
regulation or erdinance or other act of government, or any act of Ged or any cause whether of the same
or different nature, existing or future; provided that the cause whether or not enumerated in this Section Is
beyond the conirol and without the fault or negligence of the party seeking relief under this Section.

SECTION 19 - SPECIAL, CONDITIONS FOR STATE/FEDERAL FUNDING:

1. Documentation of Project Costs: All costs charged to the Project, including any approved services
shall be supported as required by 48 CFR §18.20 and §18.22 and the cost princlples cited in Office
of Management and Budget (OMB) 2 Code of Federal Regulations.

2. Solicitations for Sub-Contractors, including Procurements of Materlals and Equlpment: In all
sollcitations made by the Consultant, elther by competitive bidding or negotiation for work to be
performed undet a Sub-Contract, Including procurements of materials or leases of equipment; each
potential Sub-Contractor or supplier shall be notified by the Consultant of the Consultant's
obligations under this Contract and the Regulations relative to nondiscrimination on the basis of
race, color, national origin, sex, age, disability, religion or family status.

3. Information and Reports: The Consultant shall provide all informatiort and reports required by the
Regulations or directives issued pursuant thereto, and shall permlt access fo its books, records,
accounts, other sources of information, and its facilities as may be determined by the Flonda
Departmept of Transportation, the Federal Highway Administration, Fetleral Transit Administration,
Fedvral Aviation Adminisiration, and/or the Federal Motor Carrier Safely Administration to be
pertinent to ascertain compliance with such Regulations, orders and Instructions. Where any
information required of @ Cenfractor is in the exclusive possession of anather who fails or refuges to
furnish this information the Contractor shéll so certify to the Florida Department of Trensportation,
the Federal Highway Adminisiration, Federal Transit Adminisiration, Federal Aviation Administration,
and/or the Federal Motor Carrier Safety Adminigiration as eppropriate, and shall set forth what
efforts it has made to obtain the information.

4. PURSUANT TO FLORIDA STATUTE 5568.0035, EMPLOYEES
OF CONSULTANT MAY NOT BE HELD INDIVIDUALLY
LIABLE FOR DAMAGES RESULTING FROM NEGLIGENCE
UNDER THIS AGREEMENT.

SECTION 20 — SUPPLEME CONDITIONS FOR FEDERAL/STATE RE S
1. ACCESS TO RECORDS 49 U.8.C. § 5325(g), 2 C.F.R. § 200.333, 49 C.F.R. part 833
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Record keeping &nd access requirements extend to all third-party Contractors and their Contracts at

every tier and S8ub-Recipients and thelr Sub-Contracts at evary tler.

1.1. Record Retention. The Contractor will retain, and will require lts Sub-Contractors of all tiers
to reteln, complete and readlly accessible records related In whole or in part to the
Contract, Including, but nof limited to, dats, documents, reports, statlstics, sub-agreements,
leases, Sub-Contracts, arrangements, other third-party agreements of eny type, and
suppotting materials related to those records.
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1.2,

1.3.

1 |4i

Retantion Period, The Contractor agrees to ¢omply with the record retention requirements
In accordance with 2 C.F.R. § 200.333. The Contrector shall maintaln all bocks, records,
accounts and reports required under this Contract for a peried of at not less than thres (3)
yeare after the date of tarmination or expiration of this Contract, except in the event of
litigatioh or settiement of claime arising from the performance of this Contract, in which
case records shall be maintained untll the disposition of all such litigation, appesls, claims
or exceptions related therefo.

Access to Records. The Caontractor agrees to provide sufficient access to FTA and lts
contractors to inspect and audit records and Information related to performance of this
contract as reaspnsbly may be required.

Access fo the Sites of Performance. The Contractor agrees to permit FTA and its
contractors access to the sites of pefformarice under this contract as reasonably may be
required,

2. CLEAN AIR ACT AND FEDERAL WATER POLLUTION CONTROL ACT 42 U.S.C. §§ 7401 -
7671q, 33 U.S.C. §§ 1251-1387, 2 C.F.R. part 200, Appendix Il (G)

The Clean Air and Clean Water Act requirements apply to each contract and subcontract exceeding

$150,000.

2.1,

The Cohtractor agrees:
2.1.1. it will not use any viclating facilitles;

2.1.2. it will report the use of facilities placed on or likely to be placed on the U.S. EPA
“List of Violating Facliities;”

2.1,3. It will report viclations of use of prohiblted facilities to FTA; and

2.1.4. It will comply with the inspection and other requirements of the Clean Alr Act, as
emended, (42 U.S.C. §§ 7401 — 7671q); and the Federal Water Pollution Control
Act as'amended, (33 U.S.C. §§ 1251-1387).

CIVIL RIGHTS ' GULATIONS

The Civil Rights requirements flow down to all third-party contractors and their contracts at every tier.

3.1.

3.2.

Hernando County is an Equal Opportunity Employer, As such, Hermando County agrees to
tomply with all applicable Federal clvil rights laws and implementing regulafions. Apait from
inconglstent requirements Imposed by Federal laws or regulations, Hernando County
agrees to comply with the requirements of 49 U.8.C. § 5323(h) (3) by not using any Federal
assistance awarded by FTA to support procurements using exclusionary or discriminatory
specifications.

Under this Agreement, the Confractor shall at all times comply with the following
requirements and shall include these requirements in each subcontract entered info ae part
thereof.

3.21. Nondiscrimination. In accordance with Federal treinsit law at 40 U.S.C. § 5332,
the Contractor agrees that it wili net discriminate against any employse or applicant
for employment because of race, color, religion, national origin, sex, disebilly, or
age. In addition, the Confractor agrees to comply with applicable Federal
implementing regulations and other Implamenting requirements FTA may Issue.

3.2.2. Race, Color, Religlon, Natlonal Origin, Sex. [n accordance with Title Vil of the
Civil Rights Act, as amended, 42 U.S.C. § 2000e f ssq., and Federal transit laws
at 49 U.8.C. § 5332, the Cantractor agrees to comply with &ll applicable equal
employment opportunity requirements of U.S. Depariment of Labor (U.S. DOL)
regulations, "Office of Federal Contract Compliance Programs, Equal Employment
Opportunity, Department of Labor," 41 G.F.R. chapter 60, and Executive Order No.
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3.2.4.

11246, "Equal Employment Opportunity in Federal Employment,” Septembar 24,
1965, 42 U.S.C. § 2000e note, as aniended by any lster Executive Order that
amands or eupersades it, referenced in 42 U.8.C. § 2000e note. The Contractor
agrees to take affirmative action to ensure that applicants are employed, and that
employees are treated during employment, without regard fo their racs, color,
religion, national origin, or sex (inciuding sexual orientation and gender Identity).
Such actlon shall include, but not be limited to, the following: employment,
promotion, demotion or transfer, recruitment or recrutiment advertising, layoff or
termination; retes of pay or other forms of compensation; and gelection for-tralning,
including apprentlcashlp In addjtion, the Confractor agrees to comply with any
Implementing requirements FTA may issus.

Age. in accordance with the Age Discriminatien In Employment Act, 28 U.S.C. §§
621- 634, U.S. Equal Employment Opportunity Commlss]on {(U.S. EEQC)
regulations, “Age Discrimination in Employment Act,” 28 C.F.R. part 1825, the Age
Discriminetion Act of 1975, as amended, 42 U.8.C. § 6101 et saq., U.S. Health

and Human Services regulations, "Nondiscrimination on the Basls of Age in
Programs or Activities Recelving Federsa| Financlal Assistance,” 45 C.F.R. part 80,
and Federal transit law at 48 U.S.C. § 5332, the Contractor agrees to refrain from
discrimination against presant and prdspecﬂva employees for reagon of ege. In
addition, the Contractar agrees to comply with-any implementing requirements FTA
may issue.

Disabilitles. In accordence with section 504 of the Rehabllitation Act of 1973, as
amended, 29 U.8.C. § 794, the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990, as

amended, 42 U.S.C. § 12101 ef seq., tha Architectural Barriers Act of 1968, as
amended, 42 U.S.C. § 4151 ef seq., and Federal transit law at 49 U.5.C. § 5332
the Contractor agrees that it will not discrirninate against individuale on the basis of
digabliity. In addition, the Contractor agress to .comply with any implementing
requirements FTA may Issue.

4, DISADVANTAGED BUSINESS ENTERPRISE (DEE) 49 C.F.R. part 26

The DBE contracting requirements flow dowh to all third-party Contractors and their Contracts at
every tier. |t is Hsmando County’s and prime Contractor's responsibility to ensure the DBE
requirements are applied across the board fo all Sub-Reclpients/Contractors/Sub-Contractors.
Should a Sub-Contractor fail to comply with the DBE regulations, Hernando County would look to
prime Gontractor to make surs i intervenes to monltor cernpliance, The onus for compliance is on
Hernando County.

4.1. The Contractor, Sub-Recipient or-Sub-Contractor shall not diseriminate on the basis of race,
color, national origin, or sex it the performance of this contract. The Contractor shall carry out
applicable raquiraments of 49 C.F.R. part 26 in the award and adminlstration of DOT-assisted
Contracts. Fallure by the Contractor to carry out these requirements | a material breach of this
Conitract, which may resuif In the terrnination of this Gontract or such other remedy as
Hernando County deems approptiate, which may Include, but is nof limited to:

411,
41.2.
4.1.3.

4.14.

Withholding monthly progress payments;

Asgsessing sanctions;

Liquidated damages; and/or

Disqualifying the Contracter from future bidding as non-responsible. 49 C.F.R. §

26.13(b).

4.2, Overview

it Is the policy of Hernando County and the United States Department of Transportation ('DOT™)
that Disadvantaged Business Enterprises ("DBE’s”), as defiried hereih and in the Faderal
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4.3.

4.4,

4.8.

4.6.

regulations published at 49 C.F.R. part 28, shall have en equal opportunity to participate in
DOT-essistad contracts. It is also the poliey of Hermande County to:

4.2.1. Ensure nondiscrimination in the award and admintstratien of DOT-assisted

Contravts;
4.2.2. Create a level playing fiald on which DBE's can compete fairly for DOT-assisted
Coniracts;
4.2.3. Ensure that the DBE program is narrowly tailored in accordance with appliceble
lawy;
4.2.4. Ensure that only firms that fully meet 48 C.F.R. part 26 sligibillty standarde are

permitted to pariicipate as DBE’s;
4.26. Help remove baitlers to the participation of DBEs in DOT assisted Contracts;

4,2.8. To promote the use of DBESs in all types of federally assisted Contracts and
proturement actlvities; and

42.7. Aassist in the development of firms that can compete successfully in the
markefplace outside the DBE program.

This Contract is subject to 40 C.F.R. part 28, Therefore, the Contractor must satisfy the
requirements for DBE partlcipation as set forth herein. These requirerents are in addition to ell
other equal opportunity employment requirements of this Contract. Hernando County shall
make all determinations with regard to whether or not a Bidder is in compllance with the
requirements stated hereln. [n assessing compliance, Hermando Gounty may considér during
its review of the Bidder's submission package, the Bidder's documented history of non-
compliance with DBE requirements on previous contracts with Hernando County.

Qontrﬂgt_Aagg@ng
The Contractor, Sub-Recipient or Sub-Contractor shall not discriminate on the basls of race,

color, natlonal origin, or gex in the performance of thig Contract. The Contractor shall earry out

applicable requirements of 49 C.F.R. part 26 in the award and administration of DOT-assisted
Contracts. Faliure by the Contractor to caity out these requirements is a material breach of this
Coritract, which may result in the temination of this Coritract or such other remady as
Hemando County deems appropriate.

DBE Particlpatiol

For the purpose of this Contract, Hernando County will accept only DBE’s who are:
4.5.1. Certlfied, at the time of bid opening or proposal evaluation, by the Unified Certification
Program {LICP); or

4.5.2. An out-of-gtate firmi who hes been certified by either a local govemment, state
governmenit or Federal govemiment entity authorized to certify DBE status or an agency
whose DBE certiflcation process has received FTA approval; or

4.5.3. Certifled by another agency epproved by the AGENCY.

DBE Participation Goal

The DBE participation goal for this Contract Is set at 10.65%. This goal represents those
elements of work under this Contract performed by qualified Disadvantaged Business
Enterprises for amounts totaling not less than_10.66% of the total Contract price. Failure to
meet the stated goal at the time of proposal subriission may render the Bidder/Offaror non-
responsive.

4.8.1. Proposed Submisslon
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Each Bidder/Offeror, @s part of its submission, shall supply the following information:

4.8.1.1. A completed DBE Utllization Form (Attachment No. 15) that indicates the
percentage and dollar value of the tetal Bid/Contract amount to be supplied by
Disadvantaged Business Enterprises under this Contract.

4,6.1.2. A list of those qualified DBE's with whom the Bidder intends to contract for
the performance of portions of the work under the Contract, the agreed price to
be pald to each DBE for work, the Contract ltems or parts to bs performed by
gach DBE, a proposed timetabls for the performanse or dellvery of the
Contract ifem, and other information as required by the DBE Particlpation
Schaduls (Attachment No. 15). No work shall be included in the Schedule that
the Bidder has reagon to belleve the listed DBE will sub-contract, &t any tler, to
other than ancthier DBE. If awarded the Contract, the Bidder may not deviate
from the DBE Participation Schadule submitted in response to the bid. Any
subsequent changee and/ar substitutions of DBE firms wiil require review and
written approval by Hemando County.

4.6.1.3, An original DBE Lsiter of Intent from each DBE listed Iin the DBE
Participation Schedule (Attachment No. 15).

4.6.1.4. An original DBE Affldevit (Attachment No. 15) from each DBE stating that
there has not been any change In lts status since the date of Its last
cartification.

4.7. Good Falth Efforts

4.8

4.9,

If the Bidder is unable to mest the goal set forth above (DBE Partlcipation Goal), Hemando
County will consider the Bidder's documented good falth efforts to meet the goal in determining
respongivenesy. The types of actions that Hemando County will consider as part of the Bidder's
good faith efforts include, but are.not limited to, the following:

4.7.1. Documerited communication with Hernando County's DBE Coordinator (questions of IFB
or RFP requirements, sub-contraicting opporturilties, appropriate certification, will be
addressed in a timely fashion);

4.7.2. Pre-bid meeting attendance, At the pre-bid meeting, Hemando County generally informs
potential Bidder's of DBE sub-¢ontracting opportunities;

4.7.3. The Bidder's own solicitations to obtain DBE involvement in general tirculation media,
irade association publication, minority-focus media and other reasonable and available
means within sufficient time to allow DBEsto raspond to the solicitation;

4.7.4. Written notification to DBE's encouraging participation in the proposed Contract; and
4.7.5. Efforts made to identify specific portions of the work that might be performed by DBE's.

The Bldder shall provide the followihg details, at a minimum, of the epecific efforts it made to
negotiate in good falth with DBE's for elements of the Contract:

48.1. The names, addresses, and telaphone numbers of DBE's that were coniacted;

4.8.2. A description of the information provided fo targeted DBE's regarding the specifications
and bid proposals for portions of the work;

4.8.3. Efforts made to asslst DBE's contacted In obtalning bonding or insurance required by the
Bidder or the Authorlty.

Further, the documentation of good faith efforts must include copies of each DBE and non-DBE
Sub-Centractor quote submifted when a non-DBE Sub-Contractor was selected over a DBE for
waork on the Contract, 49 CG.F.R. § 26.53(b) (2) (V1). In determining whether a Bidder has made
goed faith efferts, the Authority may take into account the performance of other Bidders in
meeting the Contract goals. For example, if the apparent successful Bidder failed to meet the
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goal, but meets or excesds the average DBE participation obtained by other Bidders, the
Authority may view this as evidence of the Bidder having made good faith efforts.

4.10. Adminisirative Resonsideration

4.11.

4.12.

4.13.

4,14,

Within five (5) business days of being infermed by Hernando County that it is not responsive or
responsible because it has not documented sufficlent good faith efforts, the Biddar may request
administrative reconsideration. The Bidder should make this raquest in writing to Hernando
County’s Chief Procurement Officer. The Chief Procyrement Officer will forward the Bidder's
request to a reconsideration officlal who will not have played any role In the origiial
determination that the Bidder did nof document sufficient good falth efforts,

As part of this reconsideration, the Bidder will have the opportunity fo provide written
documentation or argument concerning the Issue of whether It met the goal or made adequate
good falth efforts to do so. The Bidder will have the opportunity to meet in person with the
assigned reconsideration official to discuss the issue of whether it met the goal or made
adequate good falth efforts te do so. Hernande County will send the Bidder & written decisicn
on its reconsideration, explalning the basis for finding thet the Bidder did or did not meet the
goal or make adequate good faith efforts to do so. The result of the reconsideration process Is
not administratively appéalable to the Department of Transportation.

Termination of DBE Sub- i

The Contractor shall not terminate the DBE Sub-Contractor(s) ilsted in the DBE Particlpation
Schedule (Attachment No. 18} without Hernando County’s prier written consent, Hernando
County may provide such written congent only if the Contractor has good cause to terminate
the DBE firm. Befora transmiting a request to terminate, the Contracter shall give notice in
writing to the DBE Sub-Contractor of its Intent to terminate and the reasen for the request. The
Contractor shall give the DBE five days to respond to the notice and advise of the reasons why
it objects to the proposed termination. When a DBEE Sub-Contractor is terminated or fails to
complete lte work on the Contract for any reason, the Contractor shall make good faith efforts
to find another DBE Sub-Contractor to substitute for the original DBE and Immediatsly notffy
Hernando County in writing of its efforts to replace the original DBE. These good falth efforts
shall be directed at finding another DBE to perform at least tha same afmount of work under the
Contract as the DBE that was terminsted, to the extent neaded to meet the Contract goal
establlehed for this procurement. Fallure fo comply with these requirements will be in
accordance with Section 4.15 below (Sanctians for Violations).

Continued Complianc

The MPO shall monitor the Gontractor's DBE compllance during the life of the Contract. In the
event this procurement exceeds ninety (80) days, it will be the responsibliity of the
Contractor to submit quarterly written repoifs to the MPO that summarize the total DBE
value for this Contract. Thees reports shall provide the following details:

4,13.1.DBE utllization established for the Contract;

4,13.2, Total value of expendlitures with DBE firms for the quarter;

4.13.3.The value of expenditures with each DBE firm for the quarter by rece andgender;
4.13.4. Total value of expenditures with DBE firms from inception of the Contract; and

4.13.5. The value of expenditures with each DBE firm from the inceptlon of the Contract by race
and gender.

Reports and other correspondence must be submitted to the DBE Coordinator with coples
provided to the Hemando/Citrus MPD. Reports shall continue to be submitted quarterly until
final payment is issued or until DBE parilcipation is completed. )
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4.14.1. The suctessful Bidder shall permit;

4.14.1.1. Hernando County to have access to necessary records to examine
information as Hemande County deems approprigte for the purpose of
investigating and determining compiiante with this provision, including, but
not limited to, records of expenditures, invoices, and Contract betwesn the
successful Bldder and other DBE parties entered into during the life of the
Contract.

4.14.1.2. The authorized representative(g) of Hernando 'Gounty. the U.S. Depariment
of Transportation, the Comptroller General of the United States, to inspect
and audit all data and record of the Contractor relating to its performance
under the Disadvantaged Business Enterprise Partlcipation provision of this
Contrect,

4.14.1.3. All data/record(s) pertaining to DBE ghall be maintained ae stated in Section
IV, Paragraph 1.

4.15. Sanctions for Viclations

If at any time Hermande County has reason to believe that the Confractor is In violation of its
obligations under thie Agraement or has otherwige failed to comply with tarms of this Section,
Hemando County may, in addition to pursuing any other available legal remedy, commence
proceedings, which may include but are not limited to, the following:

415.1. Suspension of any payment or part due the Contracfor until such time as the issues
conceming the Contractor's compliance are resolved; and

4,16.2, Termination or canceliation of the Contract, in whole or in part, unless the successful
Contractot is able to dempnstrate within a reasonable time that It s in compliance with
the DBE tarms stated herein.

5. ENERGY CONSERVATION 42 U.B.C. 8321 et seq:, 48 C.F.R. part 822, subpart C

These requirements extend to all third-party Contractors and their Contracts at every tier and Sub-
Recipients and their Sub-Contracts at every tier.

The Contractor agrees to comply with mandatory standards and policles relating to energy efficlency,
which are contained in the state energy conservation plan issued in compliance with the Energy
Policy and Conservation Act,

CGOVERNMENT-WIDE DEBARMENT AND SUSPENSION 2 C.F.R. part 180, 2 C.F.R part 1200, 2
C.F.R. § 200.213, 2 C.F.R. part 200 Appendix Il {I} Executive Order 12548, Exetutive Order 12688

Recipients, Contractors, end Sub-Contractors who enter into covered transactions with a participant
at the next lower level, must require that participant to: (a) comply with subpart C of 2 C.F.R. pairt 180
ae supplemented by 2 C.F.R. part 1200; and (b) pass the requirement to comply with subpart C of 2
C.F.R. part 180 to each parson with whom thé participant entérs into a covered transaction at the
next lowaer tier.

‘The Contractor shall comply and facllitate compliance with U.S. DOT regulafions, *Non-
procurement Suspension and Debarment,” 2 C.F.R. part 1200, which adopts and supplements
the U.S. Offlce of Management and Budget (UJ.S. OMB) "Guidslines to Agencles oh
Govemmentwide Debarment and Suspension (Non-Procurement),” 2 C.F.R. part 180. These
provisions apply to each contract at any tler of $26,000 or more, and to each Contract at any tier
for a federally required audit (irespective of the Contract amount), and to each Contract at any
tier that must be approved by an FTA official imrespectiva of the Contract amount. As such, the
Contractor shall verify that ite principals, affiliates, and Sub-Contractors are. eligible to participate
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7.

In this fedemally funded Contract and are not presently declered by any Federal department or
agency tobe:

8.1.1. Debarred from participation in any federally assisted Awerd;
8.1.2. Suspended from participation in any federally assisted Award;
6.1.3. Proposed for debarment from participation in .any federally essisted Award;
6.1.4. Declared ineligible to participate in any federally assisted Award;
6.1.5. Voluntarlly excluded from participation in any federally asslsted Award; or
6.1.6. Disqualifled from participation in ay federally essisted Award
6.2. By signing and aubmH:Fing its Bid or Proposal, the Bidder or Proposer certifles as follows:

The certification in this clause is a material representation of fact relied upon by Hernando
County. If it is later determined by Hemando Courity that the Bidder or Proposer knowingly
rendered an erroneous certification, in addition to remedies avallable to Hernando County, the
Federal Government may pursue available remedles, including but not limited to suspension
and/or debarment. The Bidder or Propoger agrees ta comply with the requirements of 2 C.F.R.
patt 180, subpart C, as supplementad by 2 C.F.R. part 1200, whils this offer is valld and
throughout the pericd of any Contract that may arise from this offer. The Bldder or Proposer
further agrees to include a provision requiring such compllancs in its lower tiar coveraed
transactions,

LOBBYING RESTRICTIONS 31 U.S.C. § 1352, 2 C.F.R. § 200.450, 2 C.F.R. part 200 appendix Il {J)
49 CF.R. part 20. See attachment 16.

NO GOVERNMENT OBLIGATION TO THIRD PARTIES

8.1. The No Obligation clause extends to all third-party Contractors and thelt Contracts at every tier
and Sub-Recipients and thelr Sub-Contracts at every tier.

8.2. The Recipient and Contractor acknowladge and egree that, notwithstanding any concurrence by
the Federal Government in or approval of the solicitation or award of the underlying Coritract,
absent the express writteh consent by the Federal Government, the Federsl Government Is not
a party to this Contract and shall not be subject to eny obligations or liabilities to Hernando
County, Contractor or any other party (whether or not a party ta that contract) perteining to any
matter resuiting from the undetlying Contract. The Gontractor agrees to Include the above clause
In each Sub-Contract financed in whole or In part with Federal assistance provided by the FTA. It
Is further agreed that the clause shall not be modifisd, except to identify the Sub-Contractor who
wiil be-subject to Its provieions.

PROGRAM FRAUD AND FALSE OR FRAUDULENT STATEMENTS AND RELATED AGTS 48
U.8.C. § 5323(]) (1), 31 U.8.C. §8§ 3801-3812, 18 U.S.C. § 1001, 48 C.F,R. part 31

The Program Fraud clause extends to all third-party Contractors and their Contracts at every tier
and Sub-Reciplents and thielr Sub-Contracts &t every. tier.

8.1. The Contractor acknowledges that the provisions of the Program Fraud Civil Remedies Act of
19886, as amended, 31 U.8.C. § 3801 ot seq. and U.S. DOT regulations, "Frogram Fraud Givil
Remedies," 48 C.F.R. part 31, apply to itz actions pertaining to this Project. Upon execution of
the underlying Contract, the Contractor certifies or affirms the ftruthfulness and accureicy of any
statsment It has made, It makes, it may make, or causes to be made, pertaining to the
underlying Contract or the FTA assisted project for which this Contract work is being
performed. 1n addition to other penalties that may be applicable, the Contractor further
acknowledges that If R makes, or causes to be made, a false, fictitious, or fraudulent claim,
statement, submission, -or certification, the Federal Govemment reserves the right fo impose
the penelties of the Program Fraud Civil Remedies Act of 1886 on the Centractorto the extent
the Federal Government deems appropriate.
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9.2. The Contractor also acknowledges that If it makes, or causes to be made, a false, fictitious, or
fraudulent claim, statement, submiesion, or certification to the Federal Government under a
Contract connected with a project that ig financed in whole or in part with Federal assistance
originally awarded by FTA under the authority of 49 U.S.C. chapter 53, the Govemnment
reserves the right to impoee the penalties of 18 U.5.C. § 100t and 49 U.8.C, § 5323()) on the
Contractor, to the extent the Federai Government deems appropriste.

8.3. The Contractor agreas fo inciude the above two clauses In each Sub-Gontract finaneed In
whole or in part with Federal asslstance provided by FTA. it Is further agreed that the clausss
shall not be modified, except to identify the Sub-Contractor who will be subject to the
provisions.

10. RECYCLED PRODUCTS 42 U.S.C. § 6962, 40 C.F.R. part 247, 2 C.F.R. part § 200.322

10.1.These requirements extend to all third-party Contractors and their Contracts at every tier and
Sub-Récipients and their Sub-Contracts at every tier where the value of an EPA designated
item exceeds $10,000.

10.2.The Contractor agrees to provide g preference for those products and services that conserve
netural rescurces, protect the environment, and are energy-efficient by complying with and
facilitating compliance with Saction 8002 of the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act, as
amended, 42 U.S.C. § 6962, and U.S. Environmental Profection Agency (U.S, EPA),
"Comprehensive Procurement Guldeline for Products Centaining Recovered Materials,” 40
C.F.R. part 247.

11. SAFE OPERATION OF MOTOR VEHICLES 23 U.S.C. part 402, Executive Order No. 13043
Executive Order No. 13513, U.S. ROT Order No. 3902.10

The Safe Operation of Motor Vehicles requirements flow down to all third-party Contractors at evaery
tier. '

11.1.Seat Belt Usg

The Contractor is encouraged to adopt and promote on-the-ob seat belt use policies and
programs for its employees and other personnel that operate company-owned vehicles,
company-rented vehicles, or personaily operated vehicles. The terms *company-owned" and
*company-leased” refer to vehicles owned or leased eltfier by the Contractor or Hemanda
County.

11.Z.Distracted Driv

The CGontractor agrees to adopt and enforee workplace sgfety policies to decraase crashes
caused by distracted drivers, including policies to ban text messaging while using an electronic
device supplled by an employer, and driving a vehicle the driver owns or rents, a vehicle
Contactor owns, leases, or rents, or a privately-owned vehicle when on offlcial business In
contiection with the werk peiformed under this agreement.

12. TERMINATION 2 C.F.R. § 200.338, 2 C.F.R. part 200, Appendix Il (B)

For all contracts in excess of $10,000, the Termination clause extends to ali third-party Contractore
and thelr Contracts at every tier and Sub-Recipients and thelr Sub-Contracts at every tier.

12.1. Termination for Convenience (General Provislon)

Hernando County and/or the MPO may terminate this Contract, in whole or in part, at any
time by written notice to the Contractor when it Is in Hernando County's best Interest. The
Contractor shall be pald ks costs, including Contract close-out costs, and profit on work
performed up to the time of termination. The Contractor shall promptly submit its termination
clalm to Hernando County to be paid the Contractor, If the Gontractor has any property i its
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12.2.

12,3,

12.4.

12.5.

12.8.

possession belonging to Hermando County, the Contractor will account for the same, and
dispose of it in the manner Hernando County directs.

Temmination for Default [Breach or Cause] (General Provision)

12.2.1. Ifthe Contractor does hot deliver supplies in accordance with the Contract delivery
scheduls, or if the Contract is for services, the Gontractor falls to perform in the
manner called for in the Contract, or if the Contractor fails to comply with any other
provisions of the Contract, Hernando County may terminate this Contract for
defeult. Termination shall be affected by servirig a Notice of Termination on the
Contractor setting forth the manner in which the Confractor is in default. The
Contractor will be paid only the Contract price for supplies delivered and accepted, or
services performed in accordance with the manner of performance set forth in the
Contract.

12.2.2. If it is later determined by Hernanhdo County that the Contractor had an excusable
reason for net performing, such as & strike, fire, or flood, events which are not the
fault of or are beyond the control of the Contractor, Hemando County, after setting up
a new dellvery of parformance schedule, may allow the Contractor to continue work,
or freat the termination as a Termination for Convenience.

Opnortunity to Cure (General Provision)

12.3.1. Hernando County, In Its sole discretion may, in the case of a termination for breach or
default, aliow the Contrector ten (10) days in which to cure the defect. In such case,
the Notice of Termination will state the time period in which cure is permitted and
other appropriate conditions.

12.3.2. If Contractor falls to remedy to Hernando County's satisfaction the breach or default
of-any of the terms, coveriants, or conditions of this Contract within ten (10) days efter
recelpt by Contractor of written notice from Hemando County setting forth the nature
of said breach or default, Hemando County shall have the right to terminate the
Contract without any further obligstion to Contractor. Any such termination for default
shall not in any way operate to préislude Hernando County from alee pursuing ell
avallable remedies against Contractor and its sureties for sald breach or default,

Waiver of Remedles for any Breach

In the event that Hemando County elects to waive its remedies for any breach by Contractor
of any covenant, térm or condition of this Contract, such walver by Hemando County shall not
limit Hernando County's remadies for-any succesding breach of that or of any other covenant,
ferm, or condition of this Contract,

Tamination for Convenie sional or Transit Contracts

The AGENCY, by written notice, may terminata this Contract, in whole or in part, when it is in
the AGENCY's interest, If this Contract is terminated, the AGENCY shall be liable only for
payment under the. payment provisions of this Contract for services rendered before the
effactive date of termination.

Temination for Default {Supplies and Service)

12.6.1. Ifthe Contracter fsils to deliver supplies or to perform the services within the time
specified in this Contract or any extension, or if the Contractor falls to comply with
any other proviglons of this Contract, the AGENCY may terminate this Contract for
default. The AGENCY shall terminate by delivering to the Contractor 2 Notice of
Temmination specifying the nature of the default. The Contractor will only be paid the
Contract price for supplies delivered and accepted, or services performed in
accordance with the manner or performance set forth in this Contract.

E.2.a
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12.6.2.

If, after termination for failure to fulfill Contract obligations, it is determined that the
Contractor was not in default; the rights and obligations of the parties shall be the
same as if the termination had been Issued far the convenience of the AGENCY.

13. VIOLATION AND BREACH OF CONTRACT 2 C.F.R. § 200,326, 2 C.F.R. part 200, Appendii || (A)

All Contracts in excess of the Simplified Acquisition Threshold (currently set at $250,000) shall
contain administrative, contractual, or legal remedies in Instances where Contractors vioiate or
breach Contract terms and provide for such sanctlons and penalties as appropsiate. The Viclations
and Breach of Contracts clause flow down to all third-party Cortractors and their Contracts at every

tiar.

13.1. Rights end Remedies af Hernando County

13.2.

13.1.1.

13.1.2,

Herarido County shall have the following rights in the event that Hernantle County
deams the Contractor gullty of a breach of any term under the Contract.

13.1.1.1. The right to take over and complete the work or any part thereof as agancy
for and at the expense of the Contractor, either directly or through other
Contractors;

13.1.1.2. The right to cancel this Contract as to any or all of the work yet t6 be
performed,;

13.1.1.8. The right to specific performance, an injunction or any other appropriate
equitable remedy; and

18.1.1.4. The right to money damages.
For purpeses of this Contract, breach shall include:

13.1.2.1. Nondiscrimingtion. The Consultant shell carry out all applicable
requirements of 49 CFR Part 26 In the award and administration of DOT-
assisted Confracts. Fallure by the Consultant to carry out these
requirements is @ meterial breach of this. Agreement, which may result in
the tamihation of this Agreement or such other remedy, s the MPO
‘deems appropriate.

13.1.2.2. Fallure to comply with paragraph 11.15 Maintenance of Records gection
shall be deeméd a breach of the Contract and enforceable as set forth in
Section 119.0701, Florida Statutes (Current Edition).

13.1.2.3. Submitting a false serutinized companies certification shall be deemed a
metsrial breach of Contract.

13.1.24. Failure by the Contractor to carry out applicable requirements of
disadvantaged business enterprise (49 CFR Part 26) requirements In the
award gnd administration of DOT-assisted Contracts ls a material breach
of this Contract.

13.1.2.6. The Violations and Breach of Contracts clause flows down to all third-party
Contractors and their Confracts at every tier.

Ights and Remedies of Contra

Inasmuch as the Contractor can be adequately compensated by money damages for any
breath of this Contract, which may be committed by Hernando County, the Contractor

expressl
material
Hernando County directs Contractor to do o) or to suspend or abandon performance.

iagrees that ho default, act or omission of Hernando County shall constitute a
reach of this Contract, entitling Contractor to cancel or rescind the Contract (uniess

24
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13.3.

134.

13.5.

13.8.

13.7.

13.8.

Remedies

Substantial fatlure of the Contracter to complete the Project in accordance with the terms of
this Agreement will be a default of this Agteament. In the svent of a default, Hemando County
will have all ramedies in law and equity, including the right to epecific perfarmiance, without
further assistance, and the rights to termination or suspension as provided herein. Tha
Contractor recognizes that in the event of a breach of this Agreement by the Contractor before
Hernando County takes actlon contemplated hergin, Hernando County will provide the
Contractor with sixty (60) days written notice that Hemando County considers that such a
breach has occurred and will provide the Contractor a reasonable period of time to respond
and to take necessary cofrective action.

Disputee

13.4.1. Example 1: Disputes arlsing in the performance of this Contract that are not rasolved
by agreement of the Pa'rtles shall be decided in writing by the authorized representative
of Hermnande Coeunty's Chisf Procurement Officer. This declelon shall be final and
conclusive unless within ten (10) days from the date of receipt of its Gopy, the
Contractor maila or otherwise furnishes a written appeal to the Chisf Procurement
Officer. In connection with any such appeal, the Contractor shall be efforded an
opportunity to be heard and to effer evidence in support of its position. The decision of
the Chief Procurement Officer shall be binding upon the Contractor arid the Contractor
shall abide be the daclsion,

13.4.2. EXample 2: Hernande County and the Contractor intend to resolve all disputes under
this Agreement to the bast of their abilitias in an informal manner. To accomplish this
end, the partles will use an Alferative Dispute Resolution process to resolve disputee
In 2 manner designed to avold litigation. In general, the parties contemplate that the
Alternetive Dlspute Resolution process will include, at a minimum, an attempt to
resolve disputes through communications between thelr staffs, and, If rezolution Is net
reached at that level, a procedure for review and action on such disputes by
appropriate management level officials within Hernando County and the Contractor's
organlzation.

In the event that a resolution of the dispute is not mutually agreed upen, the parties can agres
to mediate the dispute or procesd with litigation. Notwithstanding any provision of this section,
or any other provision of thls Contract, it is expressly agreed and understood that any court
proceeding arising out of a diapute under the Contract shall be heard by a Court de novo and
the court shail not be limited in such proceeding to the lssue of whether the Authority acted in
an arbitrary, cepricious or {Jrossly etrongcus manner.

Pending final settlement of any dispute, the parties shall proceed diligently with the
performance of the Contract, and in accordance with Hernando County’s direction or
decisions made thereof,

Berformance During Digpute

Unless otherwiss directed by Hernando County, Contractor shall continue psrformance under
this Contract while matters In dispute are being rescived,

Claims for Damages

Should either party to the Contract suffer injury or damage to person or property because of
any act or ornissian of the party or of any of its employees, agents or others for whose acts it
is legally liable, a claim for damages therefor shall be made In writing to such other party
within a reasonabls time after the first chservance of such injury or damage.
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13.9. Ramedies

Unless this Contract provides otherwise, all ¢laims, counterclaims, disputes and other matters
in question between Hernando County and the Contractor ariging out of or refating to this
agreement or ifs breach wili be decided by arbltration If the parties mutually agree, orin a
court of competent jurisdiction within the State in which Hernande County Is located.”

13.10. Rights and Remaedies

The duties and obilgations Imposed by the Contract documents and the rights and remedies
avaliable theréunder shall be In addltion to and not & limitation of any duties, obligations, rights
and remediés otherwise imposed or available by law. No action or fallure to act by Hernando
County or Contractor shall constituts a walver of any right or duty afforded -any of them under
the Contract, nor shall any such action or failure to act constitute an approval of or
acqguiescence in any breach thereunder, except as may be spscifically agreed Inwriting.

14. FEDERAL CHANGES 49 C.F.R. Part 18

Contractor shall at all times comply with all applicable FTA regulations, policles, procedures and
directives, Indluding without limitation those listed directly or by reference in the Master Agreement
betwaen Purchaser énd FTA, as they may be amerided or promulgated from time to time during the
term of this Contract. Contractar's failure tp so comply shall constitute a materiai breach of this
Contract.

16. INCORPORATION OF FEDERAL TRANSIT ADMINISTRATION (FTA) TERMS FTA Circular

4220.1F or subsequent revisions.

The

preceding provisions Include, In part, certain Standard Terms and Conditions required by DOT,

whether or not éxpressly set forth in the preceding Contract provisions. All contractual provisions
required by DOT, as set forth in FTA Circular 4220.1F or subsequent revisions, gre hereby
incorporated by reference. Anything to the contrary hereln notwithstanding, all FTA mandated terms

shall be deemed to control in the event of a conflict with other provislons contained In this Agreement.

The

Contractor shall not perform any act, fail to perform any act, or refuse to comply with any (name

of grantee) requests which would cause (hamae of granitee) to be in viplation of the FTA terms and
conditions.

16. PATENT RIGHTS AND RIGHTS IN DATA 2 C.F.R. part 200, Appendix I (F), 37 C.F.R. part 401

18.1.

Inteliectudl Property Rights

16.1.1. This Project Is funded through a Federal award with FTA for experimental,
developmental, or research work purposes. As such, certaln Patent Rights and Data
Rights apply to all subjéct data first produced in the performance of this Contract. The
Contractor shall grant the AGENCY intellectual property accéss and licenses deemed
hecessary for the work parformed under this Agresment and In acegrdance with the
requirements of 37 C.F.R. part 401, “Rights to Inventions Made by Nonprofit
Organlzations and Small Businsss Firms Under Government Grants, Contrects and
Cooperative Agreaments,” and any  implementing regulations issued by FTA or U.S.
DOT. The terms of an Intellectual property egrasment and software license rights will be
finalized prior to execution of this Agreement and shall, at & minimur, include the
followlng restrictions: Except for its own intemal use, the Contractor may not publish or
reproduce subject data in whole or in part, or in any mariner ar form, nor may the
Contractor authorize others to do so, without the written consent of FTA, until such time
as FTA may have either released or approved the release of such data to the public. This
restriction on publication, however, does not apply to any Contract with an academic
institution. For purposes of this agreement, the term “subject deta" meane recorded
information whether or not copyrighted; and that is dellvered or specified to be delivered
as required by the Contract. Examples of “subject data" include, but are not limited to
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computer software, standards, specifications, engineering drawings and associated lists,
process sheets, menuals, technical reports, catalog item identifications, and related
information, but do not include financiel reports, cost analyses, or other similar
information used for performance or administration of the Contract.

16.1.2. The Federal Govermnrnent reserves a royalty-free, non-exclusive and imevocabie license
to reproduce, publish, or atherwise use, and fo auEhaﬂza others to use for “Faderal
Government Purposes,” any subject deta or copyright described below., For *Federal
Government Purposes,” means use only for the direct purposes of the Federall
Governrrient. Without the copyright owner's consent, the Federal Gevernment may not
axtend Its Federal license to any other party. a. Any subject data develsped under the
Gontract, whether or not a copyright has been obteined; and b, Any rights of copyright
purchased by the Contractor using Federal assistance In whole or in part by the FTA.

16.1.3. Unless FTA determines otherwise, the Contractor perferming experimental,
develapmental, or research work required as part of this Contract agrees to permit FTA to
make available to the public, elther FTA's licanse in the copyright to any subject data
developed in the course of the Contract, or a copy of the subject data first produced
under the Contract for which a copyright has not been obtalined. If the experimental,
developmental, or ressarch work, which is the subject of this Contract, is not compieted
for any reascn whatsoever, all data developed under the Contract shall bacome subject
data as defined herein and shall be delivered e the Federal Government may direct.

16.1.4. Unless prohibited by state law, upon request by the Federal Government, the Contractor
agrees to Indemnify, save, and hold hammléss the Federal Gevemmant, its officers,
agents, and employees acting within the scope of their official duties against any liabllity,
including costs and expenses, resulting from any wiliful or intentional violation by the
Centractor of propristary rights, copyrights, or right of privacy, arising out of the
publication, translation, reproduction, delivery, uae, or disposition of any data furnished
under that Contract. The Contractor ghall be required to indernnlify the Federal
Government for any such liabillty arieing out of the wrongful act of any empioyee, official,
or agents of the Federal Government.

16.1.5. Nothing contained ir this clause on rights in dafa shell imply a license to the Federal
Government under any patent or be construed as effecting the scope of any licenss or
other right otherwise granted to the Federal Government under any patent

16.1.8. Data developed by the Contractor and financed entirely without using Federal assistance
pravided by the Federal Government that has been Incorporated into work required by
the undarlying Contratt is exempt froth the reguirements herein, provided that the
Contractor identifigs those data In writing at the time of delivery of the Contract work.

16.1.7. The Contractor agrees to include these requiremente in each Sub-Contract for
experimental, devaelopmental, or research work financed in whole or in part with Federal
assistance.

SECTION 20 - EXTENT OF CONTRACT

This Contract, fogether with the RFQ No. 20-RG0056/PH, lesued _April 8, 2020 _and the
Proposal submitted by Kimley-Horn & ates; Ine. and the ExHibits hereinafter identified
and listed in this Section 19, incorporeted herein end made a part hereof by this reference,
constituts the entire Agreement between the MPO and the CONSULTANT and supersede all
prior written or oral understandings In corinection therewith. This Gontract may only be amended,
supplemented or modified by a formal Amendment or Change Order to this Contract.

Attachment: Kimley Horn signed (17133 : RFQ 20-RG0056 - Request to Award for MPO GPC)
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have caused these present to be exacuted, the day and year first
above written.

(SEAL) HERNANDO/CITRUS METROPOLITAN PLANNING
ORGANIZATION

Attest:
Chairman

TN Firm Narms HIM‘Q‘«! Hoen and hseer. INVC.
— ,,x"?‘// o Mak . Wilson contor (P /

'ﬁﬁ&aqlw\ s, 7R, Printed Name and Tttie of Professional

/

APPR! FORM
AND CIENCY
Cou ﬁlﬂm 's Office
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EXHIBIT “A"
SCOPE OF WORK
PURPOSE

The Hemando/Citrus Metropolitan Panning Organtzation (MPQ) in cooperation with tha Florida Department
of Transportation (“the Depariment"} requires the services of Consuttant(s) to provide production support to
the MPO staff to accomplish numerous traneportation planning functions approved by the: MPC in the
Unified Planning Work Program (UPWP). Many of these tasks are requirad by the Federal surface
transportation leglslation, Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21# Century (MAP-21) and the Fixin
America's Surface Transportafion (FAST) Act. The work involves assistance to theé MPO staff on a worﬂ
agsignment basis in a variety of technical, graphical, public involvement, and product review activities. The
consultant(s) shall assist MPO staff by providing additional resources fo accomplish asslgnments
authorized by the MPO.

SERVICES

A.

Long Range Transpertation Plan Update

This task will entall performing updates to the currently adopted Long Rarge Transportation Plan, and a
major update of the MRO's adopted Long Range Transportation Plan for @ new horizon year. Note: Proven

familiarity in the application of the Florida Standard Urban Transportation Medeling Structure (FSUTMS).

and the Tampa Bay Regional Transportation Planning Model to real-world situations s a requirement for
this and other tasks, The Consultant(s) aleo be raquired to update the MPQ's geo%raphlc Information
system (GIS) in coordination with planned GIS development activities assoclated with the FDOT Regional
Transportation Analysia.

The Consultant(s) may be required to evaluaté and where needed recommend amendments to the adopted
Long Range Transpertation Plan to explicltly address:

1. the preservation of exisfing facilities and their capacity;

2. the need to reliave curreni congestion and reduce future congesfion;

3. the effect of transportation palicy decisioris on future land use and development;
4

the programming of transportation enhancement expenditures, especially bicycle, pedestrian, and
assthetic Improvements;

5. access to public aviation facilities;

6. the access fo recreation areas;

7. the need for connecting roads and other facilities within the metropolitan area with like facilities
outzide the ares;

8. techniques for the preservatien of rights-of-way for construction of future projects;

9, methods to enhance the efficlent movement of goods; and

10.  methods to implement public transit eervices and to enhance their utilization,
Review and Developmeant of Transportation Database

Conslstent with guldelines lssued by United States Department of Transportation (USDOT) and the
Department, the Consultant(s) may be required to review methodology for a comprehensive multi-modal,
multi-jurisdictional inventory of existing transportation data sources, including a systematic approach to
gathering statistical data onh an on-going basis. . The purpose of this task is to provide an effective data
resaurce for management system operations, eystems planning and project level planning, and to support
the project selection authority of the MPO; focusing on the use of existing resources as much as possible.

E.2.a
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C.

Systems Management Planning

Conslstent with guldelines Issued by USDOT and the Department, the Consultant(s) may be required to
support updates of the tongestion management process. This may include the assessmant of existing
detabases and management systems for eddptation to new reguirements to preserve and maintain
facilities, equipment, and relling stock of trensit, rail, aviation systems, bridge and pavement conditions,
safety conditions, and propose minfrmum standards.

Comprehensive Bicycle and Pedestrian Planning

The Consultant(s) may be requited to aesist In updating pedestrian and bicycle elements of the Long
Renge Transportation Plan, focusing on identified areas and corridors of highiest need; recommending
corridor improvements, costs, appropriate land development regulation modifications, design elements arid
ather actions to improve the environment and safety of bicycling and walking. Blcycle and pedestrian
facilities planning are considered to be an integral component of an sffective mulii-modal transportation
system. .

Avlation Planning

The Consultant(s) may be required to assist with avlation planning activities which would include the update
of certain elements of the Brocksville-Tampa Regional Airport, Crystel River Airport, and Invemess Alrport
Master Plans. The interface of the alrport with future land use and development pattemns on and in
proximity to the alrport facility, and the provislon of appropriate intermodal surface transportation
connections are of primary consideration.

Regional Coordination

The Consuitant(s) may be required to assist the MPQ with the regional coordination efforts of the West
Central Florida MPO Chaire Coordinating Committes (CCC). This could Include attendance st stsff and
policy level MPO coordination meetings, data research and analysis, map preparation, and study and report
writing and dodumentation of the regional fransportation planning process. Congestion management
process coordinetion and other reglonally focused management systems applications may also be
included.

Speclal Transportation Studles

1. Multl-Modal Needs Planning
The Consultant(s) may be required to collect speclal vehicle classification treffic counts and
perform analyses of traffic circulation and the movement of other modes of transportation
throughout the County.

2. Other Activities
The Consultant(s) may be required to perform specific technical analyses as assigned by the MPO
to reepond to directives from the MPO Board, new federal and state requirements, the need to
toordinate with other agengies, and requests from the public.

Transit Planning

1. Transportation Disadvantaged Para-Translt Services .
The Consultant(s) may be required to assist the MPO and the Transportation Disadvantaged Local
Coordinating Boards for Hernando and Citrus Counties in the development of service plans to
implement sfrategies for an enhanced transportation system to improve transportation
disadvantaged para-transit and transit service.

2. Ongolng Translt Planining

The Consultant(s) may be required to perform a variety of tasks to support the operations of
planned fransit service. This fack may Include updating the assumptions and Infortation contained

30

Attachment: Kimley Horn signed (17133 : RFQ 20-RG0056 - Request to Award for MPO GPC)

Packet Pg. 168




E.2.a

Contract No. 20-RG0056/PH General Planning Consultant (MPO) April, 2020

in the respective Transit Dévelopment Plans (TDP) for Hernando and Citrus Counties, as well as
reviewing snhd making recommendatione regarding transit operations in tonjunction with
performance measures provided by the MPO.

RESPONSIBILITIES OF THE MPO
The MPO wilf furnish, without charge, the following services and data to the Consultant(s) for the performance of

services:

1. Provide all criterla and full information as to the MPO's requirements for Consultant services
including objectives, constraints, budgetary limitations, and time restrainte.

2, Furnish drawings, specifications, sctiedules, reports, socloeconomic data and cther Information
prepared by and/or for the MPO by others which are available to the MPO and which the MPO
considers pertinent to the Consultant's responsibilities, as described herein.

3 Furnish aveilable traffic and planning data,

SUB-CONTRACTING

Services assigned to Sub-Consultants must be approved in advance by the MPO. Any Sub-Consultant not
pre<qualified by the Department must have the Departments approval prior to performing any work
assigned to them. Any Sub-Consultant not pre-qualified by the department as listed in your RFQ
submission must have the department’s approval prior to performing any work assigned to them

SPECIFICATIONS FOR WORK

1. The Consultant(s) shall ensure that all contractual services documents and support forms have
been prepared on Microsoft Windows compatible hardware using Microscft Office 2013, ArcGlS
10.1, or subsequent releases of the software and stored on a CD.

2, All graphics shell be provided to the MPO in & photo-ready reproducible formst. Maps and
graphics should be prepared using software approved by the MPO.

a Consultant work shall be compatible with the MPO’s geographic inforrmation system (GI8) and
transportation database structure. All effort shall be consistent with or build upon the graphis user
interface (GUI) between the MPO's GIS and database applications.

4, All contractusl service documents shall be ADA Accessible. The MPO will provide guldelines to the

Consultant qutlining what this entaile.
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20 N. MAIN STREET, ROOM 266 + BROOKSVILLE, FLORIOA 34601

E.2.a

3 P 352,754,4020 F 352.754.41%9 ¢ W hww.ngnandonuntv.us
EXHIBIT “B"
SCHEDULE OF RATES
20-RG0056/PH
The standard Hourly Labor Rates are subject to adjustment annually bassd of the Consumer Price Index )
Issued by the Bureau of Labor Statistics, Southeastsm Regionat Office for the South for the index for Al %
[tems/Wage sarners & clerical workers, for the percent of change through the month of May of each o
calendar year. %
The following hourly rates include all direct and Indirect costs excopt direct expenses. Indirect cost E
includes such items as overhead, profit and such statutory and customary fringe bensfits such as soclal e
sacurity contributions, sick leave, unemployment, exclse and payrol] taxes, workmen's comgensation, 3
health and retlrement benefits, bonuses, annusl leave and holiday pay. E:
Position Classifications Employee or Sub- Loaded Hourly ] o)
(classification titlas subject to Consultant Name Rates %
change) (If any) — | 5
Analyst N Kimley-Horn and Assaciates, Inc. $105.00 g
Chief Enuineer Kimley-Hom and Assaclates, Inc. $276.00 o
Chlef Pianner | Kimisy-Hom and Associates, inc. $245.00 Q
Endineer | Kimlay-Horn and Associates, Inc. $131.00 8
' Landscape Archifect | Kimley-Horn and Assoclates, Inc. $161.00 g
Planner Kimley-Horn and Assoclates, Inc. $124.00 py
Princlpal _| Kimley-Horn and Assoclates, Inc, $303.00 | 8
' Project Engineer | Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc. $189.00 i
Project Landscape Architect | Kimley-Harn and Assoclates, inc. $181.00 &
| Project Planner Kimley-Hom and Associates, Iric, $156.00 = @
' Senior Engineer - | Kimley-Horm and Assoclates, Inc. $205.00 ; =
~Senior Landscape Architect | Kimlgy-Hom and Assoclates, Inc. $240.00 ' )
Senior Pianner Kimisy-Horn and Associgtes, Inc. $193.00 3
Senior Specialist Kirnley-Horf and Assoclates, Inc. $341.00 c
Senior Support Staff Kimiley-Horn and Associstes, inc. $127.00 @
Senior Techniclan Kimiey-Hom and Associates, Inc. $176.00 c
Supgort Staff | Kimley-Hom and Associates, Inc. $68.00 _ 2
Technician | Kimley-Horn and Assoclates, Inc. $117.00 >
Chlef Engineer . Adams Traffic $216,99 E
Senior Technlclan Adams Trafflc $70.56 <
Analyst InNovo $84.14 =
 Chief Engineer InNovo $302.89 o
_Senlor Engineer InNovo $193.52 E
Senior Programmer InNovo $158.02 @
Senior Speciallst InNovo - $193.52 g
‘Senior Technician | InNovo N $109.38
Support Staff N | InNovp $63.00
Public Involvement Specialist | The Valerin Group | $122.00
Marketing Speciglist The Valerin Group _ $122.00 -
Creative Director | The Valerin Group $120.00
| Multimedia Specialist | The Valerin Group $115.00
a2
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| Graphic Designer

‘The Valerin Group $110.00
Video Editor The Valerin Group $110.00
Photographer | UUAS Speclalist The Valerin Group §120.00
Videographer The Valerin Group $120.00
Website Developer | Deslgner The Valerin Group $110.00
Soclal Media Specialist The Valerin Group $65.00
33
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HERNANDO/CITRUS METROPOLITIAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION
HERNANDO COUNTY, FLORIDA
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT
CONTRACT NO. 20-RG0056/PH

THIS AGREEMENT made and entered into this day of
. 20__, by and betwsen WO_LM&MMN
1667 Blaise Drive, Brooksville, Florida, a political subdivision of the State of Florida, hereinafter called the
MPO and Tindale-Oliver and Associates, Inc., 1000 N, Ashlev Drive, Sujte 400, Tampa, FL 33802, duly
authorized to conduct business in the State of Florida, hersinafter called the CONSULTANT.

PREMISES

WHEREAS, the MPO desires to retain the CONSULTANT to perform general planning consulting
services for Hernando/Citrus Metropolitan Planning Organization; the performance of such services
hereinafter referred to as “Task Qrders”; and,

WHEREAS, the MPO desires to employ the CONSULTANT for the performance of general
planning consultant Task Orders and other services upon the terms and conditions hereinafter set forth,
and the CONSULTANT is desirous of performing such services upon such terms and conditicns; and,

WHEREAS, the CONSULTANT has been selected to perform these professional services
pursuant to the provisions of Section 287.055; Florida Statutes (Current Edition) and Hernando County
Policy, latest revision.

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual covenants and agreements hereinafter
contained, it is agreed by and between the parties hereto as follows:

SECTION 1 - GENERAL

11 “CONSULTANT" shall be defined herein to include all principals of the firm of Tindale-Oliver and
Associates, Inc,, including full time employees, professionals or otherwise, and all servants,
agents, employees and/or Sub-Consultants retained by the CONSULTANT to perform its
obligations hereunder. Sub-Consultants shall be reviewed and approved by the MPO prior to
Notice to Proceed with their prospective work assignments.

1.2 Prior to the start of any work under this Contract, the CONSULTANT will have submitted to the
MPQO a detailed resume of key personnel that will be involved in performing Services described in
the Assignment. The MPC hereby acknowledges its acceptance of such personnel to perform
sarvices under this Contract. At any time hereafter that the CONSULTANT desires to change the
key personnel in an active assignment, it shall submit the qualifications of the new personnel to
the MPQ for prior approval. Key personnel shall include principals-in-charge, project managers
and project CONSULTANTSs. The provisions of this Section do not apply to personnel teamporarily
assighed to perform service under this Contract for durations of one (1) week or less.

1.3 The CONSULTANT acknowledges that the MPO has retained other Consultants, and otherwise,
and the coordination between said Consultants and the CONSULTANT may be necessary from
time to time for the successful completion of the Assignments. The CONSULTANT agrees to
provide such coordination as necessary within the Scope of Services contained in each
authorized Task Order.

Attachment: Tindale Oliver signed (17133 : RFQ 20-RG0056 - Request to Award for MPO GPC)

1.3.1 Certain and agread upcn Sub-Consultant Services may constitute a specialized Task
Order requiring the independent Sub-Consultant to work directly with the MPO.

14 The CONSULTANT will maintain an adequate and competent staff of professionally qualified
persons throughout the performance of this Contract to ensure acceptable and timely completion
of the Assignment.
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1.6

1.6

Requirements for sealing all plans, reports and documents prepared by the CONSULTANT shall
be governed by the laws and regulations of the State of Florida and the requirements of any
regulatory agency, if required.

This assignment is for Consultant Services for Hernando/Citrus Metropolitan Planning
Organization. It is understood that Professional Service projects awarded under this Agreement
will be assigned on a rotating basis to all Professional Firms awarded continuing Contracts for
Consultant Services for Hernando/Citrus Metropolitan Planning Organization, provided that; (1)
there is no conflict of interest present relating fo the project assignment either by the
CONSULTANT or any principal of the CONSULTANT; (2) the CONSULTANT s schedule and/or
workload permits completion of the project in the time frame acceptable to the MPO and (3) the
CONSULTANT's cost proposal for completing the assignment is within the budget available for
the work. Should any of these exceptions occur, the next firm in the project rotation schedule
would be assigned the project. It is understood that the MPO may also elect to competitively
select a Professional for a specific and/or specialized project.

ECTION 2 - 8C

The CONSULTANT shall diligently and in a professional and timely manner parform the work included in
the Assignment/Task Order. Unless modified in writing by the parties hereto, duties of the CONSULTANT
shall not be construed to exceed those services specifically set forth herein.

21

22

23

GENERAL: The CONSULTANT agrees to perform those tasks described in the Scope of
Services which is attached hereto and made a part hereof. Services to be provided by the
CONSULTANT shall be authorized in writing as Task Orders in accordance with Section 2.3
herein.

SPECIAL CONSULTANT SERVICE: The MPO and the CONSULTANT agree that there may be
certain additional services required to be perfformed by the CONSULTANT during the
performance of the Assignment that cannct be defined sufficiently at the time of execution of this
Contract. Such services shall be authorized in writing as Task Orders in accordance with Section
2.3 and shall be undertaken only under terms of formal Amendments to this Contract.

TASK ORDERS:

2.3.1 Services to be provided by the CONSULTANT, as defined in Sections 2.1 and 2.2, shall
be authorized in writing as Task Orders. Task Crders to be provided shall be prepared
on the form delineated as Exhibit B - Task Order Form which is attached hereto and
made a part hersof. Each Task Order shall include; a detailed description of the work to
be performed; a schedule of completion (including phases) for the work authorized; and
the amount and method of compensation. Task Orders shall be dated and serially
numbered. The Task Orders may contain additional instructions or provisions specific to
the authorized work for the purpose of expanding upon certain aspects of this Contract
pertinent to the work to be undertaken. Such supplemental instructions or provisions shall
not be construed as a modification of this Contract.

23.2 The Director of the Hernando/Citrus Metropolitan Planning Organization or his/her
designee may authorize Task Orders for services under this continuing Contract, which
are equal to or less than limits prescribed for Continuing Contracts under the provision of
F.S. 287.055(g) (Current Edition). Professional fees under such specified Task Orders
shall be based on a wriiten Proposal from the CONSULTANT as may be requested in
writing by the MPO’s designated representative. Task Order information and supporting
documentation shall be forwarded to the COUNTY's Purchasing and Contracts
Department for audit of accuracy, completeness, and compliance with this Contract and
any applicable COUNTY Purchasing policies and procedures; and, if appropriate, a
Purchase Order encumbering funds for the CONSULTANT's Task shall be issued.
Under no circumstances shall the value of any Task Order issued under this paragraph
exceed the limits imposed under F.S. 287.055(g) (Current Edition), for Continuing

2

E.2.b
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Contracts either initially or through subsequent Amendment. A single unitary task may
not be divided into more than one task for the purpose of qualifying for authorization
hereunder. Nothing in this paragraph is intended to limit any other rights, responsibilities,
and duties cf the parties under any other provision of this continuing contract.

SECTION 3 — HERNANDQ/CITRUS METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION'S
RIGHTS AND REPONSIBILITIES

The MPO shall provide the service described below in a timely fashion at no cost to the CONSULTANT:

31

3.2

3.3

34

3.5

3.6

3.7

3.8

4.1

Furnish the CONSULTANT with existing data, records, maps, plans, specifications, reports, fiscal
data and other information that is available in the MPQ's files, necessary or useful to the
CONSULTANT for the performance of the Assignment. All of the documents conveyed by the
MPO shall be and remain the property of the MPO and shall be returned to the MPO upon
completion of the Assighment to be performed by the CONSULTANT.

Make MPO personnel available when required and necessary to assist the CONSULTANT. The
availability and necessity of said personnet to assist the CONSULTANT shall be determined
solely at the discretion of the MPO.

Provide access to and make provisions for the CONSULTANT to enter upon the project lands as
required for the CONSULTANT within a reasonable time, to perform observations and other work
as necessary to complete the Assignment.

Examine all reports, sketches, drawings, estimates, proposals and other documents presented by
the CONSULTANT and render written decisions indicating the MPO'’s approval or disapproval
within a reasonable time so as not to materially delay the work of the CONSULTANT.

Transmit instructions, relevant information and provide interpretation and definition of MPO
policies and decisions with respect to design, materials and cther matters pertinent to the work
covered by this Contract.

Give prompt written notice to the CONSULTANT whenever the MPO observes, or otherwise
becomes aware of, any development that affects the scope of timing of the CONSULTANT's
services or becomes aware of any defect or changes necessary in the work of the
CONSULTANT.

Arrange for submission of necessary permits/applications to governmental bodies as prepared by
the CONSULTANT.

Fumish approvals and permits from ali governmental authorities having jurisdiction and such

approvals and consents from others as may be necessary for completion of the Assignment not
covered under the Assignment.

SECTION 4 - COMPENSATION
GENERAL

Compensation to the CONSULTANT for services performed on each Task Order shall be in accordance
with one of the foilowing methods or compensation, as defined and indicated herein:

a. Lump Sum Method
b. Hourly Rate plus Direct Cost

The type and amount of compensation for each Task Order shall be described on the Task Order form
included in "Exhibit B — Task Order Form’

E.2.b
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4.2 LUMP SUM METHOD
a) Lump Sum compensation shall be the total fixed price amount payable under the Lump

4.3

b)

Sum Method (including all payroll costs, overhead costs, other direct costs, fees, Sub-
Consultants’ and specialist costs), for the services to be provided in the Task Order
unless there is a change in the scope of the work, or other conditions stipulated in the
Task Order, and the Task Order is modified by both the MPO and CONSULTANT to
reflect the change(s) by formal amendment to this Contract,

Payment to the CONSULTANT for services performed under a Tagk Order under the
Lump Sum Method shall be monthly in proportion to the percentage of work completed
during the month as proposed by the CONSULTANT and accepted by the MPO.

HOURLY RATE PLUS DIRECT COST

Compensation for services performed under the Hourly Rate plus Direct Cost Method shall be
based on reimbursement of hourly costs incurred by the CONSULTANT plus Direct Cost
budgeted for reimbursabla cost, in its performance of services under a Task Order.

a)

b)

c)

DIRECT COSTS

Direct costs are Sub-Consultant Costs and Other Direct and Unit Costs as defined below.
Direct Sub-Consultant Costs shall be defined as the actual compensation paid to
Professional and technical Sub-Consultants of the CONSULTANT while such are
engaged diractly in the performance of the services under this Contract.

HOURLY RATE SCHEDULE

A schedule of approved hourly rates currently used by the CONSULTANT, including its
Sub-Consultants by classifications of personnel likely to be employed to perform Services
under this Contract is contained in “Exhibit B Standard Task Order Format® which is
attached hereto and made a part hereof. Any revisions to the ranges of approved hourly
rates shall be negotiated with and approved by the MPO prior to being charged. Any
changes to rates in subsequent years will be adjusted by increasing or decreasing the
percent change In the Consumer Price Index (CPI-U) issued by the Bureau of Labor
Statistics, Southeastern Regional Office for the South for the index for All Items/Wage
Earners & Clerical Workers (not seasonally adjusted), for the percent of change through
the month of May of each calendar year. (For example, an increase (or decreass) o go
into effact October 1, 2020 would be the percent change of increase (or decrease) in the
CPI-U series between May, 2019 and May 2020. The percent change would go into
effect on October 1, 2020.)

OTHER DIRECT COSTS

Other Direct Costs include the actual costs to the CONSULTANT of project-related
expenses that are required to complete the Assignment/Task Order, as defined in the
following paragraphs:

{1 EQUIPMENT, MATERIALS AND SUPPLIES

This item includes all equipment, materials and supplies used and consumed directly in
the performance of the services hereunder not included in the CONSULTANT's Standard
hourly rates, such as: special report binders, costs of plans, drawings and reports from
other agencies, utility companies and other like bodies. Any equipment or material items
purchased solely for the performance of the Assignment covered by this Contract which
individually have a value in excess of $100.00, shall be the property of MPO and shall be
given to the MPO at the termination of this Contract, if requested.

E.2.b
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(2) REPRODUCTIONS

This item includes the identifiable costs of copying, reproducing and printing of plans,
specifications, sketches, drawings, reports, photographs and correspondence.,

(3) COMMUNICATIONS AND SHIPPING

This item includes the identifiable long-distance communications, postage and express
charges at actual cost.

(4) TRAVEL AND SUBSISTANCE

This item includes long-distance travel, subsistence and transportation expenses of
personnel during the performance of the Assignment, not to exceed rates and limits as
established by the FS Section 112.061 (Current Edition). Mileage to be charged at
$0.445 per mile (FS 112.061(7)(d)1.a.) {Current Edition).

(5) MISCELLANEOUS

This item includes any other identifiable project-related costs and expenses incurred by
the CONSULTANT in connection with the services performed under the terms of this
Contract that are not applicable to general overhead, including but not limited to spacial
equipment rental costs and costs for temporary personnel services.

d) COST LIMITATION

{1 The total of all Costs actually incurred by the CONSULTANT, as determined and
defined in this Contract, for services performed under the authorized Task Order,
will not exceed the Cost Limitation established, without a formal amendment to
the Task Order.

{2) In the event that the CONSULTANT'’s estimated total Costs for the performance
of services under a Task Order are forecasted by the MPO or CONSULTANT to
exceed the Cost Limitation indicated in the Task Order, the MPO and
CONSULTANT shall meet to review the forecast and, if necessary, to sither
increase the Cost Limitation for the Task Order to provide additional cost
recovery to the CONSULTANT or renegotiate the scope of the services of the
Task Order so that the Cost Limitation will not be exceeded. The results of any
such review requiring modification of this Contract will be detailed in a formal
amendment to the Task Order.

(3) The MPO Is not obligated to reimburse the CONSULTANT for costs incurred in
excess of the Cost Limitation indicated for the Task Order and the
CONSULTANT shall not continue performing the services and incur ¢costs in
excess of the Cost Limitation for the Task Order, uniass the costs incurred are
the results of error, omission or negligence on behalf of the CONSULTANT and
which shall be paid sclely by CONSULTANT. Once the Task Order has been
formally amended in writing to increase the Cost Limitation, which has been
mutually agreed to between the parties, the CONSLULTANT shall continue to
perform the raquired services. The CONSULTANT's liabilities, commitments or
expenditures incurred in excess of the Cost Limitation for Task Order prior to
approval by the MPO shall be at the CONSULTANT's risk and expense, unless
mutually agreeable in writing by the CONSULTANT and the MPO.

Attachment: Tindale Oliver signed (17133 : RFQ 20-RG0056 - Request to Award for MPO GPC)
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(1) The total Task Order Price consists of the sum of the Cost Limitation and any

Direct Cost for each Task Order. This amount shall not be exceeded without
formal amendment to the Task Order, unless the Contract is terminated in
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accordance with Section 8.

(2) In the event, any action or combination of actions taken pursuant to Section 7,
Changes in Scope, of this Contract are estimated by the CONSULTANT, with the
written concurrence of MPO, to cause material increase or decrease in the scope
of services of any Task Order, an equitable adjustment to the Fixed Fee shall be
made, as well as any necessary increase or decrease in the Cost recitation. Any
request by the CONSULTANT or by the MPGC for an adjustment of the Task
Order Contract Price must be asserted in writing within forty-five (45) days from
the date of receipt by the CONSULTANT of the MPO's notification of changed
work, unless the MPO shall grant a further period of time for such request
resolution.

f. PROGRESS PAYMENTS TO THE CONSULTANT

{1) For a Task Order performed under the Lump Sum Method of compensation, the
CONSULTANT must prepare an invoice accompanied with a narrative statement
from the CONSULTANT describing the work accomplished by the
CONSULTANT during the period covered by the invoice.

(2 For a Task Order performed under the Hourly Rate Method of compensation, the
CONSULTANT must submit at the end of each monthly period, an invoice of
Hourly Costs incurred in such period plus an increment of the Direct Fee eamed
in such period. All invoices shall be itemized in an invoice format acceptable to
the MPO. All Costs included on the invoices shall be taken from the books of the
accounts kept by the CONSULTANT and shall be supported by the
CONSULTANT’s monthly “Billing Cost Detail Report®. The portion of the
Professional Fee earned in such moenthly period shall be determined on the basis
of relative work progress accomplished in each monthly period as agreed by the
MPO's Designated Representative.

4.4 INVOICE PROCESSING

Invoices receivad by the MPO will be processed for payment within thirty (30) days of receipt of
FINANCE. CONSULTANT will be notified of questionable items contained in the invoices within fiteen
(15) days of receipt by the MPQ with an explanation of the deficiencies. The MPO will make an effort to
resolve all questionable items contained in the CONSULTANT's invoices within thirty (30} days of raceipt
of the invoices by the MPO. At the end of the thirty (30) day period, the MPO shall pay the CONSULTANT
the invoice amount lese any unresolved questionable items. Invoices are to be forwarded directly to the
Hernande/Citrus Metropolitan Planning Organization.

4.5 PAYMENT IN THE EVENT OF CONTRACT TERMINATION OR SUSPENSION

In the event that a Task Order or this Contract is terminated or canceied, or the CONSULTANT's services
suspended on a Task Order or this Contract, prior to completion, payment shall be made in accordance
with the provisions of Section 8.

46. ADDITIONAL COMPENSATION FOR CHANGE IN SCOPE OF ASSIGNMENT

If instructed to do so by MPO, the CONSULTANT shall change or revise work that has been performed,
and if such work is not required as a result of error, omission or negligence of the CONSULTANT, the
CONSULTANT may be entitled to additional compensation. The additional compensation shall be
requested by the CONSULTANT on a revised fee quotation proposal which must be submitted to the
MPOQ for prior approval. The additional compensation, if any, shall be agreed upon before
commencement of any such additicnal work and shall be incorporated into the Assignment by formal
Amendment or Tagk Order to this Contract.

Attachment: Tindale Oliver signed (17133 : RFQ 20-RG0056 - Request to Award for MPO GPC)
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SECTION 5 - WORK COMMENCEMENT/IMPLEM TION
SCHEDULE/LENGTH OF CONTRACT

6.1 WORK COMMENCEMENT

The CONSULTANT shall commence work on each authorized Task Order within ten (10) days after
receipt by the CONSULTANT of a written Notice-To-Proceed from the MPO's Designated Representative.
If the CONSULTANT fails to commence work within the ten {10) day period, then the MPO shall have the
right to seek other firms for the Assignment, uniess the delay is due to no fault of the CONSULTANT

5.2 IMPLEMENTATION SCHEDULE

The CONSULTANT must complete its work in accordance with the time schedule specified in the
applicable Task Order/Assignment.

In the event the work of the CONSULTANT is delayed due to no fault of the CONSULTANT, which delays
the completion of any Task Order of the Assignment, the CONSULTANT is entitled to an appropriate
extension of the contract time for the specific Task Order.

Additional compensation to the CONSULTANT will be negotiated to the mutual agreement of the MPO
and the CONSULTANT in the event such delay causes any Task Order's costs to increase for reasons
beyond the CONSULTANT's control.

6.3 TERM

This Contract shall expire three (3) years after the date of execution of this Agreement and may be
extended for up to two (2) additional one (1) year periods, not to exceed five (5) years maximum, upon
written mutual consent of the MPO and the CONSULTANT.

5.4 CONTINUING CONTRACT

In accordance with F.S. 287.055 (g) (Current Edition), this is a “continuing contract” for professional
services entered into in accordance with all procedures of this act between the MPO and the
CONSULTANT, whereby the CONSULTANT shall provide professional services to the MPO for projects
in which construction or professional costs do not exceed the statutory limitations imposed. Additionally,
the CONSULTANT shall provide for work of a specified nature as outlined in Exhibit A of this Contract as
required by the MPO.

SECTION 6 - MPO'S "DESIGNATED"” REPRESENTATIVE
6.1 GENERAL

The MPO hereby designates the Executive Director of the Hernando/Citrus Metrpolitan Planning
Organization or histher designee to represent the MPO in all matters pertaining to and arising from the
work and performance of this Contract. The Executive Director of the Hernando/Citrus Metrpolitan
Planning Organization or designee shall have the following responsibilities:

a. Examination of all reports, sketches, drawings, estimates, proposals and other documents
presented by the CONSULTANT and rendering, in writing, decigions indicating the MPO's
approval or disapproval within a reasonable time so as not to materially delay the work of the
CONSULTANT.

Attachment: Tindale Oliver signed (17133 : RFQ 20-RG0056 - Request to Award for MPO GPC)

b. Transmission of instructions, receipt of information and interpretation and definition of MPO
policies and decisions with respect to design, materials and other matters pertinent to the
work covered by this Contract.

c. Giving prompt written notice to the CONSULTANT whenever the MPO observes, or
otherwise becomes aware of, any defects or changes necessary in the project.
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d. Following the CONSULTANT's preparation of any necessary applications to
governmental bodies, to arrange for submission of all applications.

e. When appropriate, authorizing Task Crders equal to or less than limits prescribed for
Continuing Contracts pursuant to the provisions of FS 287.055(g) (Current Edition) and
paragraph 2.3 hereof.

6.2 DESIGNEE

The Hernando/Citrus Metropolitan Planning Organization’s designee under a contract resulting from RFQ
No, 20-RG00EE/PH shall be the Executive Director of the Hernando/Citrus MPO.

SECTION 7 - CHANGES IN SCOPE

The MPC or the CONSULTANT may request changes in the Scope of Services of a Task Order. Such
change(s), including any increase or decrease in the amount of the CONSULTANT's compansation for
any Task Order pursuant to Section 4 — Compensation, which are mutually agreed upon by and between
the MPO and the CONSULTANT, shall be incorporated by written formal Amandment.

SECTION 8 - TERMIN OF CONTRACT
8.1 TERMINATION BY MPO FOR CAUSE
The MPO may terminate this Contract for any one or more of the following reasons:

a. [f adequate progress on any phase of the assignment is not being made by the
CONSULTANT as a direct result of the CONSULTANT s failure to perform.

b. The quality of the services performed by the CONSULTANT is not in conformance with
commonly accepted design codes and standards, standards of the MPO and the
requirements of Federal and/or State regulatory agencies in effect as of the date of this
Contract, and the particular services involved are considered by the MPOQ to be essential to
the proper completion of any Assignment.

¢. The CONSULTANT or any employes or agent of the CONSULTANT is indicted or has a
direct charge issued against him/her for any crime arising out of or in conjunction with any
work that has been performed by the CONSUL.TANT.

d. The CONSULTANT becomes involved in either voluntary or involuntary bankruptcy
proceedings, or makes an assignment for the benefit of creditors.

€. The CONSULTANT viclates the Standards of Conduct provisions of Section 13 herein.

f. Inthe event of any of the causes described in Section 8.1, the MPO's Designated
Representative may send a certified letter to the CONSULTANT requesting that the
CONSULTANT show cause why the Contract should not be terminated. If adequate
assurances or acceptable reasons are not given to the MPO within fifteen {15) days of the
receipt by the CONSULTANT of said show cause notice, the MPO may consider the
CONSULTANT to be in default and may immediately terminate this Contract.

8.2 TERMINATION BY CONSULTANT FOR CAUSE
The CONSULTANT may cancel this Contract for the foliowing reasons:

a. The MPO fails to meet its obligetions and responsibilities as contained in Section 3 - MPO's
Rights and Responsibilities,

b. The MPO fails to pay the CONSULTANT in accordance with Section 4 — Compensation.

E.2.b
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¢. Inthe event of either of the causes described in Section 8.2, the CONSULTANT may send a
certified letter requesting that the MPO show cause why the Contract should not be
terminated. If adequate assurances are not given to the CONSULTANT within fifteen (15)
days of the receipt by the MPO of said show cause notice, then the CONSULTANT may
consider the MPO to be in default, and may immediately terminate this Contract.

83 TERMINATION BY MPO WITHOUT CAUSE

Notwithstanding any other provision of this Contract, the MPO shall have the right at any time to terminate
this Contract in its entirety without cause, or terminate by specific Assignment without cause, provided
that ten (10) days prior written notice is given to the CONSULTANT of the MPO’s intent to terminate. In
the event that a Task Order is terminated, The MPO shall identify the specific Task Order(s) being
terminated and the specific Task Order(s) to be continued to completion pursuant to the provisions of this
Contract. This Contract will remain in full force and effect as to all authorized Task Orders which are o be
continued to completion under this type of arrangement.

8.4 PAYMENT IN THE EVENT OF TERMINATION

In the event this Contract or any Assignment is terminated or canceled pricr to final completion without
cause, payment for unpaid portion of the services provided by the CONSULTANT to the date of
termination and any additional services thareafter will be determined by negotiation between the MPO
and the CONSULTANT. No amount shall be allowed for anticipated profit on unperformed services or
other work. In the event of termination for cause, the MPO may adjust any payment to take into account
any additional direct costs to be incurred by the MPO due to such default.

8.5 ACTION FOLLOWING TERMINATION

a. Upon receipt of notice of termination, given by either party, the terminated party shall
premptly discontinue all services and other work, unless the notice provides otherwise.

b. Inthe case of the MPO terminating the CONSULTANT, the CONSULTANT shall within ten
(10) days,or any extension thereto as may be mutually agreed to, deliver or otherwise make
available to the MPO all reports, drawings, plans, specifications and other data and
documents that have been obtained or prepared by the CONSULTANT in performing the
Services under this Contract, regardless of whether tha work on such documents has been
completed or is in progress and said documents shall remain the property of the MPO.
Notwithstanding the foregoing, the CONSULTANT shall not be held liable for the accuracy or
reliability of any partially completed work delivered in accordance with this provision.

8.6 SUSPENSION

a. The performance of the CONSULTANT's service under any provision of this Contract may be
suspended by the MPO at any time. In the avent the MPO suspends the parformance of the
CONSULTANT’s services hereunder, the MPO shall so notify the CONSULTANT in writing,
such suspension becoming effective upon the date of its receipt by the CONSULTANT, and
MPQ shall promptly pay to the CONSULTANT all fees which have become due and payable
to the CONSULTANT to the effective date of such suspension. The MPO shall thereafter
have no further obligation for payment to the CONSULTANT for the suspended services
unless and until the MPO notifies the CONSULTANT that the services of the CONSULTANT
called for hereunder are to be resumed.

Attachment: Tindale Oliver signed (17133 : RFQ 20-RG0056 - Request to Award for MPO GPC)

Upon receipt of written notice from the MPO that the CONSULTANT s services hereunder
are to be resumed, the CONSULTANT shall complete the services of the CONSULTANT
called for in this Contract and the CONSULTANT shall, in that event, be entitled to payment
of the remaining unpaid compensation which becomes payable to the CONSULTANT under
this Contract, same to be payable at the times and in the number spacified herein.

In no event will the compensation or any part thereof become due or payable to the
CONSULTANT under this Contract unless and until the CONSULTANT has attained that
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state of work where the same would be due and payable to the CONSULTANT under the
provisions of this Contract.

b. If the aggregate time of the MPO’s suspension(s) of the CONSULTANT's Services under any
Task Order of this Contract exceeds sixty (680) days, then the CONSULTANT and the MPO
shall, upon request of the CONSULTANT, meet to assess the servicas performed hereunder
up to the time of such meeting, the services remaining to be performed and the total
compensation paid to the CONSULTANT heraunder and, during such meeting, shail have
the option of negotiating a change in compensation to be paid to the CONSULTANT for the
balance of the Services to be performed hereunder. No increase in compensation to the
CONSULTANT shall be allowed unless it is based upon clear and convincing evidence of an
increase in the CONSULTANT's costs attributable to the aforesaid suspension(s).

SECTION 9 -CLAIM S/REMEDIES
9.1 CLAIMS AND DISPUTES

Any claims, disputes and/or matters in question between the parties arising out of or relating to this
Contract, including claims for extra compensation, shall be filed in writing by the aggrieved party to the
other party within forty-five (45) days of its occurrence. Should such claims not be formally submitted
within said forty-five (46) day period, the aggrieved party agrees not to make such claim against the other
party at any time in the future. Should any claim or dispute not be mutually resolved between the parties
within sixty (60) days thereafter, the aggrieved party shalil then seek to resolve the matter in accordance
with the "Remedies” provisions of Section 9.2 herein.

9.2 REMEDIES

Except as provided in Section 9.1 herein, all claims, disputes and/or matters in question between the
MPO and the CONSULTANT arising out of or relating to this Contract, or the breach of it will be decided
by Mediation if the parties hereto mutually agree, or In a court of competent jurisdiction. Venue for any
dispute or formal litigation concerning this Contract shall be in the appropriate court with territorial
jurisdiction over Hernando County, Florida. In the event of a dispute or litigation, each party to such
dispute or litigation shall be solely responsible for its own attorneys’ fees and costs. This contract shall
not be construed for or against any party hereto, without regard to which party is wholly or partly
responsible for its drafting.

SECTION 10 - INDEMNITY AND INSURANCE
101 GENERAL

INDEMNITY:

To the fullest extent permitted by Florida law, the Consultant/Firm shall indemnify and hold
harmless the MPO and its officers and employees from liabilities, damages, losses, and costs,
including, but not limited to, reasonable attorneys’ fees, to the extent caused by the negligence,
recklessness, or intentionally wrongful conduct of the Consultant/Firm and other persons
employed or utilized by the Consultant/Firm in the parformance of the contract.

The Insurance provisions of RFQ No. 20-RG0056/PH are incorporated by reference into this
Contract.

10.2 INSURANCE

The CONSULTANT will possess or obtain and continuously maintain the following insurance
coverage, from a company or companion authorized to do business in the State of Florida, and
will provide Certificates of insurance to the MPO, evidencing such insurance, within fifteen (15)
days following the CONSULTANT's receipt of Notice to Proceed on the Assignment from the
MPO.

10
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The insurance coverage shall contain a provision, which requires that prior to any changes or
material alterations in the coverage, except aggregate coverage, thirty (30) days prior written
notice will be given to the MPO.

The specific requirements of this contract have been detailed in REQ No, 20-RG0056/PH. The
specific requirements of the RFQ must be met to be compliant with a Contract resulting from the
solicitation process and may include the following:

a. Worker's Compensation

The CONSULTANT must provide Worker's Compensation for all employees at the site location, and in
case any work is Sub-Contracted, will require the Sub-Contractor to provide Worker's Compensation for
el of its employees as per the requirements of detailed in RFQ No, 20-RG0056/PH.

b. Commercial General Liability

The CONSULTANT must provide coverage for all operations as detailed in RFQ No. 20-RG0056/PH
including, but not limited to, Contractual, Products and completed Operations and Personal Injury. The
limits will be not less than $2,000,000 Combined Single Limit (CSL) or its equivalent.

c. Automobile Liability

The CONSULTANT must provide coverage for all owned and non-owned vehicles as detailed in RFQ No.
20-RGO0S56/PH for limits of not less than $1,000,000 CSL or its equivalent.

d. Professional Liability Insurance

Annual Professional Liability Insurence must be maintained with coverage in an amount as detailed in
RFQ No. 20-RG0056/PH. Said Professional Liability Insurance shall provide for all sums which the
CONSULTANT shall be obligated to pay as damages for claims arising out of negligent performance by
the CONSULTANT, or any person or Sub-Contractor employed by the CONSULTANT, in conjunction with
this Contract. This insurance shall alsc be maintained for a minimum of three (3) years after completion of
the CONSULTANT's services under the scope of this Contract including any amendment thereto.

e. Coertificates of Insurance
The CONSULTANT shall furnish alt Certificates of Insurance forwarded directly to the following:

Hemando County Purchasing & Contracts Department
20 Nofth Main Street, Room 266
Brooksville, FL 34601

with information copied to the Designated Representative identified in Section 8.2. The Certificates shall
clearly indicate that the CONSULTANT has obtained insurance of the type, amount and classification
required by these provisions.

SECTION 11 - NE DATA

The CONSULTANT hereby certifies, covenants and warrants that accounting documentation and
supporting data which has established compensation provided for in this Contract are accurate, complete
and current as of the date of negctiation of the compensation terms contained in this Contract. It is further
agreed that the CONSULTANT's compensation under this Contract may be adjusted to exclude any
significant sums where the MPO determines the CONSULTANT’s compensation was increased due to
inaccurate or incomplete wage rates and other factual unit costs. All such price adjustments shall be
made prior to the end of this Contract. Records of costs incurred under the terms of this Contract shall be
maintained and made available to the MPO during the period of this Contract and for five (5) years after
final payment is made. Copies of these documents and records shall be furnished upon request to the
MPQ at no cost. For the purpose of this Section, the end of this Contract shall be deemed to be the date
of final acceptance of the work by the MPO.

Attachment: Tindale Oliver signed (17133 : RFQ 20-RG0056 - Request to Award for MPO GPC)
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SECTION 12 - OWNER OF DOCUMENTS

It is understood and agreed that all Documents, including detailed reports, plans, original drawings, field
notebocks and all other data other than working papers, prepared or obtained by the CONSULTANT in
connaction with its services hereunder, shall be delivered to, or shall become the property of the MPO
prior to final payment to the CONSULTANT. The CONSULTANT shall retain reproducible copies of all
Documents for its files at Direct Reimbursable Cost. All Documents including drawings prepared by the
CONSULTANT pursuant to this Contract are instruments of service in respect to the services described in
the Assignment.

Any reuse without written verification or adaptation by the CONSULTANT for the specific purpose
intended will be at MPO's sole risk and without liabiiity or legal exposure to the CONSULTANT: and the
MPO shall indemnify to the maximum extent permnitted by law and hold harmless the CONSULTANT from
all claims, damages, losses and expenses including attorney’s and expert's fees arising out of or resulting
therefrom. Any such verification or adaptation by the CONSULTANT will entitle the CONSULTANT to
further compensation at rates to be agreed upon by the MPO and the CONSULTANT.

Any Documents given to or prepared or assembled by the CONSULTANT and its Sub-Contractors under
this Contract shall be kept solely ag property of the MPO and shall not be made available to any
individuals or organizations without the prior written approval of the MPO.

The CONSULTANT may maintain copies of all work performed under this Contract for the MPO.

The CONSULTANT shall not publigh any information concerning this project without the prior written
consent of the MPO.

SECTION 13 - STANDARDS OF CONDUCT
131 CONSULTANT EMPLOYEES

The CONSULTANT warrants that it has not employed or retained any company or parson, other than a
bona fide employee working solely for the CONSULTANT, to solicit or secure this Contract and that the
CONSULTANT has not paid or agreed to pay any person, company, corporation, individual or firm other
than a bona fide employee working solely for the CONSULTANT any fee, commission, percentage, gift
or any other consideration, contingent upon or resulting from the award of making of this Contract.

13.2 CONSULTANT COMPLIANCE WITH LAWS

The CONSULTANT shall comply with all Federal, State and local laws and ordinances in effect on the
date of this Contract and applicable to the work or payment for work thereof, and shall not discriminate
on the grounds of race, color, religion, sex or national origin in the parformance of work under this
Contract.

13.3 CONFLICT OF INTEREST

The CONSULTANT hereby certifies that no undisclosed conflict of interest exists with respect to the
present Contract, including any conflicts that may be due to representation of other clients, other
contractual relationships of the CONSULTANT, or any interest in property which the CONSULTANT may
have. The CONSULTANT further certifies that any apparent conflict of interest that arises during the
term of the Contract will be immediately disclosed in writing to the MPO. Violation of this Section will be
congidered as Justification for immediate termination of this Contract under the provisions of Section 8.1.
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The MPO is empowered to require the CONSULTANT to remove any employee or representative of the
CONSULTANT from working on this Assignment which the MPO determines is not satisfactorily
performing his assigned duties or is demonstrating improper conduct. The MPQ shall notify the
CONSULTANT in writing of the MPO’s objections prior to the CONSULTANT's removal of any employee
or representative.
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13.6 PUBLICATION

The CONSULTANT shall not publish any documents or release information to the media without prior
approval of the MPO.

SECTION 14 - ACCESS TO RECORDS/AUDIT
141 RECORDS MAINTENANCE

The CONSULTANT shall maintain books, records, documents, time and costs accounts and other
evidence directly related to its performance of services under this Contract. All time records and cost data
shall be maintained in accordance with generally accepted accounting practices. The CONSULTANT
shall alsc maintain the financial information and data necessary to determine overhead rates in
accordance with the requirements of Federal and State regulatory agencies and this Contract. The MPO,
or any of its duly authorized representatives, shall have access within forty-eight (48) hours to such
books, records, documents and other evidence for inspection, audit and copying. Copying of
CONSULTANT's books, records, documents, time records and cost accounts and other evidence shall be
at the MPO’s expense.

142 ACCESS TO RECORDS

The CONSULTANT shall maintain and allow access to the records required under this Section for a
period of five (B) years after the completion of the services provided under this Contract and date of final
payment for said services, or date of termination of this Contract as may have been exercised under
Section 8 herein.

SECTION 15 - CODES AND DESIGN STANDARDS

Al of the services to be performed by the CONSULTANT shall in the minimum be in accordance with
commonly accepted design codes and standards, standards of the MPO and the requirements of any
Federal and/or State regulatory agencies in effect as of the date of this Contract.

The CONSULTANT shall be responsible for keeping appraised of any changing codes or requirements,
which requirements must be applied to the Assignment to be performed under this Contract. Any new
codes or requirements becoming effective subsequent to the effective date of this Contract that require an
additional level of effort to be performed by the CONSULTANT beyond that covered under the scope of
this Contract shall be subject to negotiation for an increase in scope and compensation by an
Amendment to this Contract.

- ASSIGNABILITY

The CONSULTANT shall not sublet, assign or transfer any interest in this Contract, without prior written
approval of the MPO, provided that claims for the money due or to become due the CONSULTANT from
the MPO under this Contract may be assigned to a bank, trust company or other financial institution
without such MPO approval. Notice of any such assignment or transfer shall be furnished promptly to the
MPO.

SECTION 17 - CONTR LAWS
This Confract is to be governed by the laws of the State of Florida.

Attachment: Tindale Oliver signed (17133 : RFQ 20-RG0056 - Request to Award for MPO GPC)
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Neither party shall be considered in default in performance of its obligations hereunder to the extent that
performance of such obligations, or any of them, is delayed or prevented by Force Majeure. Force
Majeure shall inciude, but not be limited fo, hostility revolution, civil commetien, strike, epidemic, fire,
flood, wind, earthquake, explosion, any law, proclamation, regulation or ordinance or other act of
government, or any act of God or any cause whether of the same or different nature, existing or future;
provided that the cause whether or not enumerated in this Section is beyond the contrel and without the
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fault or negligence of the party seeking relief under this Section.

1.

3.

SECTION 19 - SPECIAL CONDITIONS FOR STATE/FEDERAL FUNDING:

Documentation of Project Costs: All costs charged to the Project, including any approved servicas
shall be supported as required by 49 CFR §18.20 and §18.22 and the cost principles cited in Office
of Management and Budget (OMB) 2 Code of Federal Regulations.

Sollcitations for Sub-Contractors, Including Procurements of Materlals and Equipment: In all
solicitations made by the Consultant, either by competitive bidding or negotiation for work to be
performed under a Sub-Contract, including procurements of materials or leases of equipment; each
potential Sub-Contractor or supplier shall be notified by the Consultant of the Consultant's
obligations under this Contract and the Regulations relative to nondiscrimination on the basis of
race, color, nationat origin, sex, age, disability, religion or family status.

Information and Reports: The Consultant shall provide all information and reports required by the
Regulations or directives issued pursuant thersto, and shall permit access to its books, records,
accounts, other sources of information, and its facilities as may be determined by the Florida
Department of Transportation, the Federal Highway Administration, Federal Transit Administration,
Federal Aviation Administration, and/or the Federal Motor Carrior Safely Administration to be
pertinent to ascertain compliance with such Regulations, orders and instructions. Where any
information required of a Contractor is in the exclusive possession of another who fails or refuses to
furnish this information the Contractor shall so certify to the Florida Department of Transportation,
the Federal Highway.Administration, Federal Transit Administration, Federal Aviation Administration,
andsor the Federal Molor Carrier Safefy Administration as appropriate, and shall set forth what
efforts it has made to obtain the information.

SECTION 20 — SUPPLEMENTARY CONDITIONS FOR FEDERAL/STATE REQUIREMENTS

. ACCESS TO RECORDS 49 U.8.C. § 5325(g), 2 C.F.R. § 200.333, 49 C.F.R. part 633

Record keeping and access requirements extend to all third-party Contractors and their Contracts at
avery tier and Sub-Recipients and their Sub-Contracts at every tier.

1.1. Record Retantion. The Contractor will retain, and will require its Sub-Contractors of all tiers
to retain, complete and readily accessible records related in whole or in part to the
Contract, including, but not limited to, data, documents, reports, statistics, sub-agreements,
leases, Sub-Contracts, arrangements, other third-party agreements of any type, and
supporting materials related to those records.

1.2, Retention Pericid. The Contractor agrees to comply with the record retention requirements
in accordance with 2 C.F.R. § 200.333. The Contractor shall maintain all books, records,
accounts and reports required under this Contract for a period of at not less than three (3)
years after the date of termination or expiration of this Contract, except in the event of
litigation or settlement of claims arising from the performance of this Contract, in which
case records shall be maintained until the disposition of all such litigation, appeals, claims
or exceptions related thereto.

1.3. Access to Records. The Contractor agrees to provide sufficient access to FTA and its
contractors to inspect and audit records and information related to performance of this
contract as reasonably may be required.

1.4, Access to the Sites of Performance. The Contractor agrees to permit FTA and its

contractors access to the sites of performance under this contract as reasenably may be

required.
CLEAN AIR ACT AND FEDERAL WATER POLLUTION CONTROI. ACT 42 U.S.C. §§ 7401 —

7671q, 33 U.S.C. §§ 1251-1387, 2 C.F.R. part 200, Appendix Il (G)
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The Clean Air and Clean Water Act requirements apply to each contract and subcontract exceeding

The Contractor agrees:

$150,000.

2.1.
2.1.1.
21.2.
2.1.3.
214,

It will not use any violating facilities;

It will report the use of facilities placed on or likely to be placed on the U.S. EPA
“List of Violating Facilities;”

It will report violations of use of prohibited facilities to FTA; and

It will comply with the inspection and other requirements of the Clean Air Act, as
amended, (42 U.S.C. §§ 7401 - 7671q); and the Federal Water Pollution Control
Act as amended, (33 U.S.C. §§ 1251-1387).

3. CNVIL RIGHTS LAWS AND REGULATIONS

The Civil Rights requirements flow down to all third-party contractors and their contracts at every tier.

Hernando County is an Equal Opportunity Employer. As such, Hernando County agrees to
comply with all applicable Federal civil rights laws and implementing regulations. Apart from
inconsistent requirements imposed by Federal laws or regulations, Harnando County
agrees to comply with the requirements of 49 U.8.C. § 5323(h) (3) by not using any Federal
assistance awarded by FTA to support procurements using exclusionary or discriminatory
specifications.

3.1.

3.2,

Under this Agreement, the Contractor shall at all times comply with the following

requirements and shall include these requirements in each subcontract entered into as part
thereof.

3.2.1.

322

3.2.3.

Nondiscrimination. In accerdance with Federal transit law at 49 U.S.C. § 5332,

the Contractor agrees that it will not discriminate against any employee or applicant
for employment because of race, color, religion, national origin, sex, disability, or

age. In addition, the Contractor agrees to comply with applicable Federal
implementing regulations and other implementing requirements FTA may issue.

Race, Color, Rellgion, National Origin, Sex. In accordance with Title VIl of the
Civil Rights Act, as amended, 42 U.S.C. § 2000e ef seq., and Federal transit laws
at 49 U.8.C. § 5332, the Contractor agrees to comply with all applicable equal
employment opportunity requirements of U.S. Department of Labor (U.S. DOL)
regulations, "Office of Federal Contract Compliance Programs, Equal Employment
Opportunity, Department of Labor," 41 C.F.R. chapter 80, and Executive Order No.
112486, "Equal Employment Opportunity in Federal Employment," September 24,
1865, 42 U.S8.C. § 2000e note, as amended by any later Executiva Order that
amends or supersedes it, referenced in 42 U.S.C. § 2000e ncte. The Contractor
agrees to take affirmative action to ensure that applicants are employed, and that
employees are treated during employment, without regard to their racs, color,
religion, national origin, or sex (including sexual orientation and gender identity).
Such action shall include, but not be limited to, the following: empioyment,
promotion, demotion or transfer, recruitment or recruitment advertising, layoff or
termination; rates of pay or other forms of compensation; and selaction for training,
including apprenticeship. In addition, the Contractor agrees to comply with any
implementing requirements FTA may Issue.

Age. In accordance with the Age Discrimination in Employment Act, 20 U.S.C. §§
621- 634, U.S. Equal Employment Opportunity Commission (U.S. EEOC)
regulations, “Age Discrimination in Employment Act," 29 C.F.R. part 1625, the Age
Discrimination Act of 1975, as amended, 42 U.5.C. § 6101 e! seg., U.S. Health
and Human Services regulations, “Nondiscrimination on the Basis of Age in
Programs or Activities Receiving Federal Financial Assistance,” 45 C.F.R. part 90,
and Federal transit law at 49 U.8.C. § 5332, the Contractor agrees to refrain from
discrimination against present and prospective employees for reason of age. In
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addition, the Contractor agrees to comply with any implementing requirements FTA
may issue.

3.24. Disablilties. In accordance with section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1873, as
amended, 29 U).8.C. § 794, the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1890, as
amended, 42 U.S.C. § 12101 ef ssq., the Architectural Barriers Act of 1968, as
amended, 42 U.S.C. § 4151 ot soq., and Federal transit law at 49 U.S.C. § 5332,
the Contractor agrees that it will not discriminate against individuals on the basis of
disability. In addition, the Contractor agrees to comply with any implementing
reguirements FTA may issue.

4. DISADVANTAGED BUSINESS ENTERPRISE {DBE) 49 C.F.R. part 26

The DBE contracting requirements flow down to all third-party Contractors and their Contracts at
every tier. It is Homando County's and prime Contractor's responsibility to ensure the DBE
requirements are applied across the board to all Sub-Recipients/Contractors/Sub-Contractors.
Should a Sub-Contractor fail to comply with the DBE regulations, Hernando County would look to
prime Contractor to make sure it intervenes to monitor compliance. The onus for compliance is on
Hernando County.

4.1.

4.2,

The Contractor, Sub-Recipient or Sub-Contractor shall not discriminate on the basis of race,
color, national origin, or sex in the performance of this contract. The Contractor shall carry out
applicable requirements of 48 C.F.R. part 26 in the award and administration of DOT-assisted
Contracts. Failure by the Contractor to carry out these requirements ig a material breach of this
Contract, which may result in the termination of this Contract or such other remedy as
Hernando County deems appropriate, which may include, but is not limited to:

4.1.1. Withholding monthly progress payments;
4.1.2. Assessing sanctions;
41.3. Ligquidated damages; and/or

4.1.4. Disqualifying the Contractor from future bidding as non-responsible. 49 C.F.R. §
26.13(b).

Overview
It is the policy of Hernando County and the United States Department of Transportation ("DOT")
that Disadvantaged Business Enterprises {"DBE's"), as defined herein and in the Federal

regulations published at 48 C.F.R. part 26, shall have an equal opportunity to participate in
DOT-assisted contracts. It is also the policy of Hernando County to:

4.2.1. Ensure nondiscrimination in the award and administration of DOT-assisted
Contracts;

422 Create a level playing field on which DBE's can compete fairly for DOT-assisted
Contracts;

4.2.3. Ensure that the DBE program is narrowly tailored in accordance with applicabie
law;

4.2.4. Ensure that only firms that fully meet 48 C.F.R. part 26 sligibility standards are
permitted to participate as DBE's;

4.2.5. Help remove barriers to the participation of DBEs in DOT assisted Contracts;

4.2.6. To promote the use of DBEs in all types of federally assisted Contracts and
procurement activities; and

4.2,7. Assist in the development of firms that can compete successfully in the
marketplace outside the DBE program.
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4.3,

44,

4.5,

4.6.

This Contract is subject to 48 C.F.R. part 26. Therefore, the Contractor must satisfy the
requirements for DBE participation as set forth herein. These requirements are in addition to all
other equal opportunity employment requirements of this Contract. Hemando County shall
make all determinations with regard to whether or not a Bidder is in compliance with the
requirements stated herein. In assessing compliance, Hernando County may consider during
its review of the Bidder’s submission package, the Bidder's documented history of non-
compliance with DBE requirements on previous contracts with Hernando County.

Contract Assurance

The Contractor, Sub-Recipient or Sub-Contractor shall not discriminate on the basis of race,
color, national origin, or sex in the parformance of this Contract. The Contractor shail carry out
applicable requirements of 49 C.F.R. part 26 in the award and administration of DOT-assisted
Contracis. Failure by the Contractor to carry out these requirements is a material breach of this
Contract, which may result in the termination of this Contract or such other remedy as
Hernando County deems appropriate.

DBE Participation
For the purpose of this Contract, Hernando County will accept only DBE's who are:

4.5.1. Certified, at the time of bid opening or proposal evaluation, by the Unified Certification
Program (UCP); or

4.5.2. An out-of-state firm who has been certified by either a local government, state
government or Federal government entity authorized to certify DBE status or an agency
whose DBE certification process has received FTA approval; or

4,5.3. Certified by another agency approved by the AGENCY.

DBE Particination Goal

The DBE participation goal for this Contract is set at 10.65%. This goal represents those
elements of work under this Contract performed by qualified Disadvantaged Business
Enterprises for amounts totaling not less than_10.86% of the total Contract price. Failure to
meet the stated goal at the time of proposal submission may render the Bidder/Offeror non-
responsive.

4.6.1. Proposed Submission

Each Bidder/Offeror, as part of its submission, shall supply the following information:

46.1.1. A completed DBE Utliization Form (Attachment No. 15) that indicates the
percentage and dollar value of the total Bid/Contract amount to be supplied by
Disadvantaged Business Enterprises under this Contract.

48.1.2. A list of those qualified DBE's with whom the Bidder intends to contract for
the performance of portions of the work under the Contract, the agreed price to
be paid to each DBE for work, the Contract items or parts to be performed by
each DBE, a proposed timetable for the performance or delivery of the
Contract item, and other information as required by the DBE Participation
Schedule (Attachment No. 15). No work shall be included in the Schedule that
the Bidder has reason to believe the listed DBE will sub-contract, at any tier, to
other than another DBE. If awarded the Contract, the Bidder may not deviate
from the DBE Participation Schedule submitted in response to the bid. Any
subsequent changes and/or substitutions of DBE firms will require review and
written approval by Hernando County.

48.1.3. An original DBE Letter of Intent from each DBE listed in the DBE
Participation Schedule {Attachment No. 15).
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4.6.1.4. An original DBE Affldavit (Attachment No. 15) from each DBE stating that
there has not been any change in its status since the date of its last
certification.

47. ith Efforts

4.8.

4.9

If the Bidder is unable to meet the goal set forth above (DBE Participation Goal), Hernando
County will consider the Bidder's documented good faith efforts to meet the goal in determining
responsiveness. The types of actions that Hernando County will consider as part of the Bidder's
good faith efforts include, but are not limited to, the following:

4.7.1. Documented communication with Hernando County’s DBE Coordinator (questions of IFB
or RFP requirements, sub-contracting opportunities, appropriate certification, will be
addressed in a timely fashion);

4,7.2. Pre-bid meseting attendance. At the pre-bid meeting, Hernando County generally informs
potential Bidder's of DBE sub-contracting opportunities;

4.7.3. The Bidder's own solicitations to obtain DBE involvement in ganeral circulation media,
trade association publication, minority-focus media and other reasonable and available
means within sufficient time to allow DBEsto respond to the solicitation;

4.7.4. Written notification to DBE's encouraging participation in the proposad Contract; and
4.7.5. Efforts made to identify specific portions of the work that might be performed by DBE's.

The Bidder shall provide the following details, at a minimum, of the specific efforts it made to
negotiate in good faith with DBE's for elements of the Contract:

4.8.1. The names, addresses, and telephone numbers of DBE's that were contacted:

4.8.2. A description of the information provided to targeted DBE's regarding the specifications
and bid proposals for portions of the work;

4.8.3. Efforts made to assist DBE's contacted in obtaining bonding or insurance required by the
Bidder or the Authority.

Further, the documentation of good faith efforts must include copies of each DBE and non-DBE
Sub-Contractor quote submitted when a non-DBE Sub-Contractor was selected over a DBE for
work on the Contract. 49 C.F.R. § 26.53(b) (2) (V). In determining whether a Bidder has made
good faith efforts, the Authority may take into account the performance of other Bidders in
meeting the Contract goals. For exampls, if the apparent successful Bidder failed to meet the
goal, but meets or exceeds the average DBE participation obtained by other Bidders, the
Autherity may view this as evidence of the Bidder having made good faith efforts.

4.10.Administrative Recongideration

Within five (5) business days of being informed by Hernando County that it is not responsive or
responsible because it has not documented sufficient good faith efforts, the Bidder may request
administrative recongideration. The Bidder should make this request in writing to Hermando
County’s Chief Procurement Officer. The Chief Procurement Officer will forward the Bidder's
request to a reconsideration official who will not have played any role in the original
determination that the Bidder did not document sufficient good faith efforts.

4.11. As part of this reconsideration, the Bidder will have the opportunity to provide written

documentation or argument concerning the issue of whether it met the goal or made adequate
good faith efforts to do so. The Bidder will have the opportunity to meet in person with the
assigned reconsideration official to discuss the issue of whether it met the goal or made
adequate good faith efforts to do so. Hernando County will send the Bidder a written decision
on its reconsideration, explaining the basis for finding that the Bidder did or did not meet the
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4.12,

4.13.

4,14,

goal or make adequate good faith efforts to do so. The result of the reconsideration process is
hot administratively appealable to the Department of Transportation.

Termination of DBE Sub-Contractor

The Contractor shall not terminate the DBE Sub-Contractor(s) listed in the DBE Participation
Schedule (Attachment No. 19) without Hemando County’s prior written consent. Hernando
County may provide such written consent only if the Contractor has good cause to terminate
the DBE firm. Before transmitting a request to terminate, the Contractor shall give notice in
writing to the DBE Sub-Contractor of its intent to terminate and the reason for the request. The
Contractor shall give the DBE five days to respond to the notice and advise of the reasons why
it objects to the proposed termination. When a DBE Sub-Contractor is terminated or fails to
complete its work on the Contract for any reason, the Contractor shall make good faith efforts
to find another DBE Sub-Contractor to substitute for the original DBE and immediately notify
Hernando County in writing of its efforts to replace the original DBE. These good faith efforts
shall be directed at finding ancther DBE to perform at least the same amount of work under the
Contract as the DBE that was terminated, to the extent needed to meet the Contract goal
established for this procurement. Failure to comply with these requirements will be in
accordance with Saction 4.15 below {Sanctions for Viclations).

Continued Comoliance

The MPQ shall menitor the Contracter's DBE compliance during the life of the Contract. In the
event this procurement exceeds ninety (80) days, It will be the responsiblilty of the
Contractor to submit quarterly written reports to the MPO that summarize the total DBE
value for this Contract. These reports shall provide the following details:

4.13.1. DBE utilization established for the Contract;

4.13.2. Total value of expenditures with DBE firms for the quarter;

4.13.3. The value of expenditures with each DBE firm for the quarter by race and gender;
4.13.4. Total value of expenditures with DBE firms from inception of the Contract; and

4.13.5. The value of expenditures with each DBE firm from the inception of the Contract by race
and gender.

Reports and other correspondence must be submitted to the DBE Coordinator with copies
provided to the Hernando/Citrus MPO. Reports shall continue to be submitted quarterly until
final payment is issued or until DBE participation is completed.

4.14.1. The successful Bidder shall permit:

41411. Hemnando County to have access fo necessary records to examine
information as Hernando County deems appropriate for the purpose of
investigating and determining compliance with this provision, including, but
not limited to, records of expenditures, invoices, and Contract between the
successful Bidder and other DBE parties entered into during the life of the
Contract.

4.14.1.2. The authorized representative(s) of Hernando County, the U.S. Department
of Transportation, the Comptroller General of the United States, to inspect
and audit all data and record of the Contractor relating to its performance
under the Disadvantaged Business Enterprise Participation provision of this
Contract.

4.14.1.3. All data/record(s) pertaining to DBE shall be maintained as stated in Section
IV, Paragraph 1.
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4.15. Sanctions for Violations

If at any time Hernando County has reason to believe that the Contractor is in violation of its
obligations under this Agreement or has otherwise failed to comply with terms of this Section,
Hernando County may, in addition to pursuing any other available fegal remedy, commence
proceadings, which may include but are not limited to, the following:

4.15.1. Suspension of any payment or part due the Contractor until such time as the issues
concerning the Contractor's compliance are resolved; and

415.2. Temmination or cancellation of the Contract, in whole or in part, unless the successful
Contractor is able to demonstrate within a reasonable time that it is in compliance with
the DBE terms stated herein.

5. ENERGY CONSERVATION 42 U.S.C. 8321 of seq., 49 C.F.R. part 622, subpart C

These requirements extend to all third-party Contractors and their Contracts at every tier and Sub-
Recipients and their Sub-Contracts at every tier.

The Contractor agrees to comply with mandatory standards and policies relating to energy efficiency,
which are contained in the state energy conservation plan issued in compliance with the Energy
Policy and Conservation Act.

6. GOVERNMENT-WIDE DEBARMENT AND SUSPENSION 2 C.F.R. part 180, 2 C.F.R part 1200, 2
C.F.R. §200.213, 2 C.F.R. part 200 Appendix Il {I) Executive Order 12549, Executive Order 12689

Recipients, Contractors, and Sub-Contractors who enter into covered transactions with a participant
at the next lower level, must require that participant to: {(a) comply with subpart C of 2 C.F.R. part 180,
as supplemented by 2 C.F.R. part 1200; and (b} pass the requirement to comply with subpart C of 2
C.F.R. part 180 to each person with whom the participant anters into a covered transaction at the

next lower tier.
6.1. Debarment. Suspension. Ineligibilitv and Voluntary Exciusion

The Contractor shall comply and facilitate compliance with U.S. DOT regulations, "Non-
precurement Suspension and Debarment,” 2 C.F.R. part 1200, which adopts and supplemants
the L.S. Office of Management and Budget (U.S. OMB) "Guidslines to Agencies on
Governmentwide Debarment and Suspension (Nen-Procurement),” 2 C.F.R. part 180, These
provisions apply to each contract at any tier of $25,000 or more, and to each Contract at any tier
for a federally required audit (irrespective of the Contract amount), and tc each Contract at any
tier that must be approved by an FTA official irrespective of the Contract amount. As such, the
Contractor shall verify that its principals, affiliates, and Sub-Contractors are eligible to participate
in this federally funded Contract and are not presently declared by any Federal department or
agency to be:

8.1.1. Debarred from participation in any federally assisted Award;
6.1.2. Suspended from participation in any federally assisted Award;
6.1.3. Proposed for debarment from participation in any federally assisted Award;

Attachment: Tindale Oliver signed (17133 : RFQ 20-RG0056 - Request to Award for MPO GPC)

6.1.4. Declared ineligible to participate in any federally assisted Award;
8.1.5. Voluntarily excluded from participation in any federally assisted Award; or
8.1.6. Disqualified from participation in ay federally assisted Award
6.2. By signing and submitting its Bid or Proposal, the Bidder or Proposer certifies as follows:

The certification in this clause is a material representation of fact relied upon by Hernando
County. If it is later determined by Hernando County that the Bidder or Proposer knowingly
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7.

10.

rendered an erronecus certification, in addition to remedies available to Hernando County, the
Federal Government may pursue available remedies, including but not limited to suspansion
and/or debarment. The Bidder or Proposer agrees to comply with the requirements of 2 C.F.R.
part 180, subpart C, as supplemented by 2 C.F.R. part 1200, while this offer is valid and
threughout the period of any Contract that may arise from this offer. The Bidder or Proposer
further agrees to Include & provision requiring such compliance in its lower tier covered
transactions.

LOBBYING RESTRICTIONS 31 U.S.C. § 1352, 2 C.F.R. § 200.450, 2 C.F.R. part 200 appendix Il (J)
49 C.F.R. part 20. Ses attachment 16.

NO GOVERNMENT OBLIGATION TO THIRD PARTIES

8.1. The No Obligation clause extends to all third-party Contractors and their Contracts at every tier
and Sub-Recipients and their Sub-Contracts at every tier.

8.2. The Recipient and Contractor acknowledge and agree that, notwithstanding any concurrence by
the Federal Government in or approval of the solicitation or award of the underlying Contract,
absent the express written consent by the Federal Government, the Federal Government is not
a party to this Contract and shall not be subject to any obligations or liabilities to Hernando
County, Contractor or any other party (whether or not a party to that contract) pertaining to any
matter resulting from the underlying Contract. The Contractor agrees to include the above clause
in each Sub-Contract financed in whole or in part with Federal assistance provided by the FTA. It
is further agreed that the clause shall not be modified, except to identify the Sub-Contractor who
will be subject to its provisions.

M FRA D T STATEMENTS AND RELATED A 49
U.S.C. § 56323(I) (1), 31 U.S.C. §§ 3801-3812, 18 U.S.C. § 1001, 48 C.F.R. part 31

The Program Fraud clause extends to all third-party Contractors and their Contracts at avery tier
and Sub-Recipients and their Sub-Contracts at every tier.

9.1. The Contractor acknowledges that the provisions of the Program Fraud Civil Remedies Act of
1886, as amended, 31 U.S.C. § 3801 et seq. and U.S. DOT regulations, "Program Fraud Civil
Remedies," 49 C.F.R. part 31, apply to its actions pertaining to this Project. Upon execution of
the underlying Contract, the Contractor certifies or affirms the truthfulness and accuracy of any
statement it has made, it makes, it may make, or causes to be made, pertaining to the
underlying Contract or the FTA assisted project for which this Contract work is being
performed. In addition to other penalties that may be applicable, the Contractor further
acknowledges that if it makes, or causes to be made, a false, fictitious, or fraudulent claim,
statement, submission, or certification, the Federa! Government reserves the right to impose
the penalties of the Program Fraud Civil Remedies Act of 1986 on the Contractor to the extent
the Federal Government deems appropriate.

9.2. The Contractor also acknowledges that if it makes, or causes to be made, a false, fictitious, or
fraudulent claim, statement, submission, or certification to the Federal Government under a
Contract connected with a project that is financed in whole or in part with Federal assistance
originally awarded by FTA under the authority of 48 U.S.C. chapter 53, the Government
reserves the right to impose the penalties of 18 U.S.C. § 1001 and 49 U.S.C. § §323(l) on the
Contractor, to the extent the Federal Government deems appropriate.

9.3. The Contractor agrees to include the above two clauses in each Sub-Contract financed in
whole or in part with Federal assistance provided by FTA. It is further agreed that the clauses
shall not be modified, except to identify the Sub-Contractor who will be subject to the
provisions.

RECYCLED PRODUCTS 42 U.S.C. § 6962, 40 C.F.R. part 247, 2 C.F.R. part § 200.322

10.1.These requirements extend to all third-party Contractors and their Contracts at every tier and
Sub-Recipients and their Sub-Contracts at every tier where the value of an EPA designated
item exceads $10,000.
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10.2.The Contractor agrees to provide a preference for those products and services that conserve

natural resources, protect the environment, and are energy efficient by complying with and
faciitating compliance with Section 6002 of the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act, as
amended, 42 U.S.C. § 6962, and U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (U.S. EPA),
“Comprehensive Procurement Guideline for Products Containing Recoverad Materials,” 40
C.F.R. part 247.

11. SAFE OPERATION OF MOTOR VEHICLES 23 U.S.C. part 402, Executive Order No. 13043
Executive Order No. 13513, U.S. DOT QOrder No. 3802.10

The Safe Operation of Motor Vehicles requirements flow down to all third-party Contractors at every

12,

tier.

111

.Segt Belt Use

The Contractor is encouraged to adopt and promote on-the-job seat belt use policies and
programs for its employees and other personnsel that operate company-owned vehicles,
company-rented vehicles, or personally operated vehicles. The terms “company-owned” and
“‘company-leased” refer to vehicles owned or leased either by the Contractor or Hernando
County.

11.2.Digtracted Driving

The Contractor agrees to adopt and enforce workplace safety policies to decrease crashes
caused by distracted drivers, including policies to ban text messaging while using an electronic
device supplied by an employer, and driving a vehicle the driver owns or rents, a vehicle
Contactor owns, leases, or rents, or a privately-owned vehicle when on official business in
connection with the work performed under this agreement.

TERMINATION 2 C.F.R. § 200.339, 2 C.F.R. part 200, Appendix Il (B)

For all contracts in excess of $10,000, the Termination clause extends to all third-party Contractors
and their Contracts at every tier and Sub-Recipients and their Sub-Contracts at every tier,

12.1.

12.2.

Termination for Convenience {General Provision}

Hernando County and/or the MPO may terminate this Contract, in whole or in part, at any
time by written notice to the Contractor when it is in Hernando County's best interest. The
Contractor shall be paid its costs, including Contract close-out costs, and profit on work
performed up to the time of termination. The Contractor shall promptly submit its termination
claim to Hernando County to be paid the Contractor. If the Contractor has any property in its
possession belonging to Hernando County, the Contractor will account for the same, and
dispose of it in the manner Hemando County directs.

Termination for D General Provision

12.2.1. If the Contractor does not deliver supplies in accordance with the Contract delivery
schedule, or if the Contract is for services, the Contractor fails to perform in the
manner called for in the Contract, or if the Contractor fails to comply with any other
provisions of the Contract, Hernando County may terminate this Contract for
defaukt. Termination shall be affected by serving a Notice of Termination on the
Contractor setting forth the manner in which the Contractor i in default. The
Contractor will be paid only the Contract price for supplies delivered and accepted, or
services performed in accordance with the manner of performance get forth in the
Contract.

12.2.2. If it is later determined by Hernando County that the Contractor had an excusable
reason for not performing, such as a strike, fire, or flood, events which are not the
fault of or are beyond the control of the Contractor, Hernande County, after setting up
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12.3.

12.4.

12.5.

12.6.

new delivery of performance schedule, may allow the Contractor to continue work,
or treat the termination as a Termination for Convenience.

12.3.1. Hernando County, in its sole discretion may, in the case of a termination for breach or
default, allow the Contractor ten (10) days in which to cure the defect. In such case,
the Notice of Termination will state the time period in which cure is permitted and
other appropriate conditions.

12.3.2. If Contractor fails to remedy to Hernando County's satisfaction the breach or default
of any of the terms, covenants, or conditions of this Contract within ten (10) days after
receipt by Contractor of written notice from Hernando County setting forth the nature
of said breach or default, Hernando County shall have the right to terminate the
Contract without any further obligation to Contractor. Any such termination for default
shall not in any way operate to preclude Hernando County from also pursuing all
available remedies against Contractor and its sureties for said breach or default.

Waiver of Remedies for any Breach

in the event that Hernando County elects to waive its remedies for any breach by Contractor
of any covenant, term or condition of this Contract, such waiver by Hernando County shall not
limit Hernando County's remedies for any succeeding breach of that or of any other covenant,
term, or condition of this Contract.

Termination for Co i jonal or Transit Servi

The AGENCY, by written notice, may terminate this Contract, in whole or in part, when it is in
the AGENCY'’s interest. If this Contract is terminated, the AGENCY shall be liable only for
payment under the payment provisions of this Contract for services rendered before the
effective date of termination.

ination for D I li nd Service

12.6.1. Ifthe Contractor fails to deliver supplies or to perform the services within the time
specified in this Contract or any extension, or if the Contractor fails to comply with
any other provisions of this Contract, the AGENCY may terminate this Contract for
default. The AGENCY shall terminate by delivering to the Contractor a Notice of
Termination specifying the nature of the default. The Contractor will only be paid the
Contract price for supplies delivered and accepted, or services performed in
accordance with the manner or paerformance set forth in this Contract.

12.6.2. If, after termination for failure to fulfill Contract obligations, it is determined that the
Contractor was not in default, the rights and obligations of the parties ghall be the
same as if the termination had been issued for the convenience of the AGENCY.

13. VIOLATI CT 2 C.F.R. § 200.326, 2 C.F.R. part 200, Appendix Ii (A)

All Contracts in excess of the Simplified Acquisition Threshold (currently set at $250,000) shall
contain administrative, contractual, or legal remedies in instances where Contractors violate or
breach Contract terms and provide for such sanctions and penalties as appropriate. The Violations
and Breach of Contracts clause flow down to ali third-party Contractors and their Contracts at every

tier.

13.1.

Rights and Remedies of Hernando County

13.1.1. Hemando County shall have the following rights in the event that Hernando County
deems the Contractor guilty of a breach of any term under tha Contract.

13.1.1.1. The right to take over and complete the work or any part therecf as agency
for and at the expense of the Contractor, either directly or through other
Contractors;
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13.1.1.2. The right to cancel this Contract as to any or all of the work yet to be
petformed;

13.1.1.3. The right to specific performance, an injunction or any other appropriate
equitable remedy; and

13.1.1.4. The right to money damages.
13.1.2. For purposes of this Contract, breach shall include:;

13.1.2.1. Nondiscrimination. The Consultant shall carry out ali applicable
requirements of 49 CFR Part 25 in the award and administration of DOT-
assisted Contracts. Failure by the Consultant to carry out these
requirements is & material breach of this Agreement, which may result in
the termination of this Agreement or such other remedy, as the MPO
deems appropriate.

13.1.2.2. Failure to comply with paragraph 11.15 Maintenance of Records section
shall be deemed a breach of the Contract and enforceable as set forth in
Section 118.0701, Florida Statutes (Current Edition).

13.1.2.3. Submitting a false scrutinized companies certification shall be deemed a
material breach of Contract.

13.1.2.4. Failure by the Contractor to carry out applicable requirements of
disadvantaged business enterprise (49 CFR Part 26) requirements in the
award and administration of DOT-assisted Contracts is a material breach
of this Contract.

13.1.2.5. The Violations and Breach of Contracts clause flows down to all third-party
Contractors and their Contracts at every tier.

13.2. Rights and Remedies of Copfractor

13.3.

inasmuch as the Contractor can be adequately compensated by money damages for any
breach of this Contract, which may be committed by Hernando County, the Contractor
expressly agrees that no defautt, act or omission of Hernando County shall constitute
material breach of this Contract, entitling Contractor to cancel or rescind the Contract {(unless
Hemando County directs Contractor to do s0) or to suspend or abandon performance.

Remadies

Substantial failure of the Contractor to complete the Project in accordance with the terms of
this Agreement will be a default of this Agreement. In the event of a default, Hernando County
will have all remedies in law and equity, including the right to specific performance, without
further assistance, and the rights to termination or suspension as provided herein. The
Contractor recognizes that in the event of a breach of this Agreement by the Contractor before
Hernando County takes action contemplated herein, Hernando County will provide the
Contractor with sixty (80) days written notice that Hernando County considers that such a
breach has occurred and will provide the Contractor a reasonable period of time to respond
and to take necessary corrective action.

13.4. Disputes

13.4.1.Example 1: Disputes arising in the performance of this Contract that are not resolved
by agreement of the parties shall be decided in writing by the authorized representative
of Hernando County's Chief Procurement Cfficer. This decision shall be final and
conclusive unless within ten (10) days from the date of receipt of its copy, the
Contractor mails or otherwise furnishes a written appeal to the Chief Procuremant
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14.

13.5.

13.6.

13.7.

13.8.

13.9.

Officer. In connection with any such appeal, the Contractor shall be afforded an
opportunity to be heard and to offer evidence in support of its position. The decision of
the Chief Procurement Officer shall be binding upen the Contractor and the Contractor
shall abide be the decision.

13.4.2. Example 2: Hernando County and the Contractor intend to resolve all disputes under
this Agreament to the best of their abilities in an informal manner. To accomplish this
end, the parties will use an Altemative Dispute Resolution process to resolve disputes
in 2 manner designed to avoid litigation. In general, the parties contemplate that the
Alternative Dispute Rasolution process will include, at a minimum, an attempt to
resolve disputes through communications between their staffs, and, if resolution is not
reached at that level, a procedure for review and action on such disputes by
appropriate management level officials within Hernando County and the Contractor's
orgeanization.

In the event that a resolution of the digpute ig not mutually agreed upon, the parties can agree
to mediate the dispute or proceed with litigation. Notwithstanding any provision of this section,
or any other provision of this Contract, it is expressly agreed and understood that any court
proceeding arising out of a dispute under the Contract shall be heard by a Court de novo and
the court shall not be limited in such proceeding to the issue of whether the Authority acted in
an arbitrary, capricious or grossly erroneous manner.

Pending final seitlement of any dispute, the parties shall proceed diligently with the
performance of the Contract, and in accordance with Hernando County’s direction or
decisions made thereof.

Performance During Dispute

Unless otherwise directed by Hernando County, Contractor shall continue performance under
this Contract while matters in dispute are being resolved.

Claims for Damages

Should either party to the Contract suffer injury or damage to person or property because of
any act or omission of the party or of any of its employees, agents or others for whose acts it
is legally liable, a claim for damages therefor shall be made in writing to such other party
within a reasonable time after the first chservance of such injury or damage.

Remedies

Unless this Contract provides otherwise, all claims, counterclaims, disputes and other matters
in question between Hernando County and the Contractor arising out of or relating to this
agreement or its breach will be decided by arbitration if the parties mutually agree, orin a
court of competent jurisdiction within the State in which Hernando County is located.

13.10. Rights and Remedies

The duties and obligations imposad by the Contract documents and the rights and remedies
available thereunder shall be in addition to and not a limitation of any duties, obligations, rights
and remedies otherwise imposed or availabie by law. No action or failure to act by Hemando
County or Contractor shall constitute a waiver of any right or duty afforded any of them under
the Contract, nor shall any such action or failure to act constitute an approval of or
acquiescence in any breach thereunder, except as may be specifically agreed inwriting.

FEDERAL CHANGES 48 C.F.R. Part 18

Contractor shall at all times comply with all applicable FTA regulations, policies, procedures and
directives, including without limitation those listed directly or by reference in the Master Agreement
between Purchaser and FTA, as they may be amended or promulgated from time to time during the
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term of this Contract. Contractor's failure to so comply shall constitute a material breach of this
Contract.

INCORPORATION OF FEDERAL TRANSIT ADMINISTRATION (FTA) TERMS FTA Circular
4220.1F or subsequent revisions.

The preceding provisions include, in part, certain Standard Terms and Conditions required by DOT,
whether or not expressly set forth in the preceding Contract provisions. All contractual provisions
required by DOT, as set forth in FTA Circular 4220.1F or subsequent revisions, are hereby
incorporated by reference. Anything to the contrary herein notwithstanding, all FTA mandated terms
shall be deemed to control in the event of a conflict with other provisions contained in this Agreement.
The Contractor shall not perform any act, fail to perform any act, or refuse to comply with any (name
of grantee) requests which would cause (name of grantee) to ke in viclation of the FTA terms and
conditions.

16. PATENT RIGHTS AND RIGHTS IN DATA 2 C.F.R. part 200, Appendix Il (F), 37 C.F.R. part 401

16.1. Intellectual Property Rights

16.1.1. This Project is funded through a Federal award with FTA for experimental,
developmental, or research work purposes. As such, certain Patent Rights and Data
Rights apply to all subject data first produced in the performance of this Contract. The
Contractor shall grant the AGENCY intellectual property access and licenses deemed
necessary for the work performed under this Agreement and in accordance with the
requirements of 37 C.F.R. part 401, “Rights to Inventions Made by Nonprofit
Organizations and Small Business Firms Under Government Grants, Contracts and
Cooperative Agreements,” and any  implementing regulations issued by FTA or U.S.
DOT. The terms of an intellectual property agreement and software license rights will be
finalized prior to execution of this Agreement and shall, at a minimum, include the
following restrictions: Except for its own internal use, the Contractor may not publish or
reproduce subject data in whole or in part, or in any manner or form, nor may the
Contractor authorize others to do so, without the written consent of FTA, until such time
as FTA may have either released or approved the release of such data to the public. This
rastriction on publication, however, does not apply to any Contract with an academic
institution. For purposes of this agreement, the term "subject data” means recorded
information whether or not copyrighted, and that is delivered or specified tc be delivered
as required by the Contract. Examples of “subject data” include, but are not limited to
computer software, standards, specifications, engineering drawings and associated lists,
process sheets, manuals, technical reports, catalog item identifications, and related
information, but do not include financial reports, cost analyses, or other similar
information used for performance or administration of the Contract.

16.1.2. The Federal Government reserves a royalty-free, non-exclusive and irrevocable license
to reproduce, publish, or otherwise use, and to authorize others to use for "Federal
Govarnment Purposes,” any subject data or copyright described below. For “Federal
Government Purposes,” means use only for the direct purposes of the Federal
Government. Without the copyright owner's consent, the Federal Government may not
extend its Federal license to any other party. a. Any subject data developed under the
Contract, whether or not a copyright has been obtained; and b. Any rights of copyright
purchased by the Contractor using Federal assistance in whole or in part by the FTA.

16.1.3. Unless FTA determines otherwise, the Contractor performing experimental,
developmental, or research work required as part of this Contract agrees to permit FTA to
make available to the public, either FTA's license in the copyright to any subject data
developed in the course of the Contract, or a copy of the subject data first produced
under the Contract for which a copyright has not been obtained. If the experimental,
developmental, or research work, which is the subject of this Contract, is not completed
for any reason whatsoever, all data developed under the Contract shall become subject
data as defined herein and shall be delivered as the Federal Government may direct.
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16.1.4.

16.1.5.

16.1.6.

18.1.7

Unless prohibited by state law, upon request by the Federal Government, the Contractor
agrees to indemnify, save, and hold harmless the Federal Government, its officers,
agents, and employees acting within the scope of their official duties against any liability,
including costs and expenses, resulting from any willful or intentional violation by the
Contractor of proprietary rights, copyrights, or right of privacy, arising out of the
publication, translation, reproduction, delivery, use, or disposition of any deta furnished
under that Contract. The Contractor shall be required to indemnify the Federal
Government for any such liability arising out of the wrongful act of any employae, official,
or agents of the Federal Government.

Nothing contained in this clause on rights in data shall imply a license to the Federal
Government under any patent or be construed as affecting the scope of any license or
other right otherwise granted to the Federal Government under any patent.

Data developed by the Contractor and financed entirely without using Federal assistance
provided by the Federal Government that has been incorporated into work required by
the underlying Centract is exempt from the requirements herein, provided that the
Contractor identifies those data in writing at the time of delivery of the Contract work.

The Contractor agrees to include these requirements in each Sub-Contract for
experimental, developmental, or research work financed in whole or in part with Federal
assistance.

SECTION 20 - EXTENT OF CONTRACT

This Contract, together with the RFQ No. 20-RG0056/PH, issued and the
Proposal submitted by and the Exhibits hereinafter identified and listed in

this Section 19, incorporated hergin and made a part herof by this reference, constitute the entire
Agreement between the MPO and the CONSULTANT and supersede all prior written or oral
understandings in connection therewith. This Contract may only be amended, supplemented or

modified by a formal Amendment or Change Order to this Contract.

Tha Exhibits supplemental to and made a part of this Contract are as follows:

Exhibit A: Scope of Work
Exhibit B: Task Order Format and Standard Hourly Rates

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have caused these present to be executed, the day and year first

above written.

(SEAL) HERNANDO/CITRUS METROPCLITAN PLANNING
ORGANIZATION

Attest;
Chairman
Firm Name e Dosbigtiad by

Witness By [ (Nilliam (. Ball

Printed Name and-Ttie\¥f PitMbsional
william L. Ball, AICP, Chief Operating officer

/[ Wp
& Coufly Auormey's Office

. 7
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EXHIBIT “A”
SCOPE OF WORK

PURPOSE

The Hemando/Citrus Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) in cooperation with the Florida Department
of Transportation ("the Department”) requires the services of Consultant(s) to provide production support to
the MPO staff to accomplish numerous transportation planning functions approved by the MPO in the
Unified Planning Work Program (UPWP). Many of these tasks are required by the Federal surface
transportation legiglation, Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21% Cenfury (MAP-21) and the Fixing
America's Surface Transportation (FAST) Act. The work involves assistance to the MPO staff on a work
assignment basis in a variety of technical, graphical, public involvement, and product review activities. The
consultant(s) shall assist MPO staff by providing additional resources to accomplish assignments
authorized by the MPO.

SERVICES

A.

Long Range Transportation Plan Update

This task will entail performing updates to the currently adopted Long Range Transportation Plan, and a
mejor update of the MPO’s adopted Long Range Transportation Plan for a new horizon year. Note: Proven
familiarity in the application of the Florida Standard Urban Transportation Modeling Structure (FSUTMS)
and the Tampa Bay Regicnal Trangportation Planning Model to real-world situations is a requirement for
this and other tasks. The Consultant(s) may alsoc be required to update the MPO's geographic information
system (GIS) in coordination with planned GIS development activities associated with the FDOT Regional
Transportation Analysis.

The Consultant(e) may be required to evaluate and where needed recommend amendments to the adopted
Long Range Transportation Plan to explicitly address:

1. the preservation of existing facilities and their capacity;

2 the need to relieve current congestion and reduce future congestion;

3. the effect of transportation policy decisions on future land use and development;

4 the programming of transportation enhancement expenditures, especially bicycle, pedestrian, and

aesthetic improvements;

5. access to pubiic aviation facilities;

6. the access to recreation areas;

7. the need for connecting roads and other facilities within the metropolitan area with like facilities
outside the area;

8. techniques for the presarvation of rights-of-way for construction of future projects;

9, methods tc enhance the efficient movement of goods; and

10. methods to implement public fransit services and to enhance their utilization.
Review and Development of Transportation Database

Consistent with guidelines issued by United States Department of Transportation (USDOT) and the
Department, the Consultant(s) may be required to review methodology for a comprehensive multi-modal,
multijurisdictional inventory of existing transportation data sources, including a systematic approach to
gathering statistical data on an on-going basis. The purpose of this task is to provide an effective data
resource for managament system operations, systems planning and project level planning, and to support
the project selection authority of the MPO; focusing on the use of existing resources as much as possible,
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C.

Systems Management Planning

Consistent with guidelines issued by USDOT and the Department, the Consultant(s) may be required to
support updates of the congestion management process. This may include the assessment of existing
databases and management systems for adaptation to new requirements to preserve and maintain
facilities, equipment, and rolling stock of transit, rail, aviation systems, bridge and pavement conditions,
safety conditions, and propose minimum standards.

Comprehensive Bicycle and Pedestrian Planning

The Consultant(s) may be required to assist in updating pedestrian and bicycle elements of the Long
Range Transportation Plan, focusing on identified areas and corridors of highest need; recommending
corridor improvements, costs, appropriate land development regulation modifications, design elements and
other actions to improve the environment and safety of bicycling and walking. Bicycle and pedestrian
facilities planning are considered to be an integral component of an effective multi-modal transportation
system.

Avlation Planning

The Consultant(s) may be required to assist with aviation planning activities which would include the update
of certain elements of the Brooksville-Tampa Regional Airport, Crystal River Airport, and Inverness Airport
Master Plans. The interface of the airport with fufure land use and development patterns on and in
proximity to the airport facility, and the provision of appropriate intermodal surface transportation
cohnections are of primary consideration.

Reglonal Coordination

The Consultant(s) may be required to assist the MPO with the regional coordination efforts of the West
Central Fiorida MPO Chairs Coordinating Committee (CCC). This could include attendance at staff and
policy level MPO coordination meetings, data research and analysis, map preparation, and study and report
writing and documentation of the regional transportation planning process. Congestion management
process coordination and other regionally focused management systems applications may also be
included.

Speclal Transportation Studies

1. Multi-Modal Needs Planning
The Consultant(s) may be required to collect special vehicle classification traffic counts and
perform analyses of traffic circulation and the movement of cother modes of transportation
throughout the County.

2. Other Activities
The Consultant(s) may be required to perform specific technical analyses as assigned by the MPO
to respond to directives from the MPQ Board, new federal and state requirements, the need to
coordinate with other agencies, and requests from the public.

Transit Planning

1. Transportation Disadvantaged Para-Transit Services
The Consultant(s) may be required to assist the MPO and the Transportation Disadvantaged Local
Coordinating Boards for Hernando and Citrus Counties in the development of service plans to
implement sirategies for an enhanced transportation system to improve transportation
disadvantaged para-transit and transit service.

2. Ongoing Transit Planning
The Consultant(s) may be required to perform a variety of tasks to support the operations of
planned transit service. This task may include updating the assumptions and information contained
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in the respective Transit Development Plans (TDP) for Hernande and Citrus Counties, as well as
reviewing and making recommendations regarding transit operations in conjunction with
performance measures provided by the MPO.

RESPONSIBILITIES OF THE MPO
The MPO will furnish, without charge, the following services and data to the Consultant(s) for the performance of
services:

1. Provide ail criteria and full information as to the MPO's requirements for Consultant services
including objectives, constraints, budgetary limitations, and time restraints.

2, Furnish drawings, specifications, schedules, reports, socioeconomic data and other information
prepared by and/or for the MPO by others which are available to the MPO and which the MPQ
considers pertinent to the Consultant's responsibilities, as described herein.

3. Furnigh available traffic and planning data.

SUB-CONTRACTING

Services assigned to Sub-Consultants must be approved in advance by the MPO. Any Sub-Consultant not
pre-qualified by the Department must have the Department's approval prior to performing any work

assigned to them. Any Sub-Consultant not pre-qualified by the department as listed in your RFQ "

submission must have the department’s approval prior to performing any work assigned to them

SPECIFICATIONS FOR WORK

1.

The Consultant(s) shall ensure that all contractual services documents and support forms have
been prepared on Microsoft Windows compatible hardware using Microseft Office 2013, ArcGIS
10.1, or subsequent releases of the software and stored on a CD.

All graphics shall be provided to the MPO in a photo-ready reproducible format. Maps and
graphics should be prepared using software approved by the MPO.

Consultant work shall be compatible with the MPO’s geographic information system (GIS) and
transportation database structure. All effort shall be consistent with or build upon the graphic user
interface (GUI) between the MPO's GIS and database applications.

All contractual service documents shall be ADA Accessible. The MPO will provide guidelines to the
Consultant outlining what this entails.

30

Attachment: Tindale Oliver signed (17133 : RFQ 20-RG0056 - Request to Award for MPO GPC)

Packet Pg. 201




DEPARTMENT OF PURCHASING AND CONTRACTS

20 N. MAIN STREET, ROOM 266 BROOKSVILLE, FLORIDA 34601

- 1 P 352.754.4020 F 352.754.41%9 ¢ W www.HernandoCounty.us
EXHIBIT “B"
SCHEDULE OF RATES
20-RG0056/PH

The standard Hourly Labor Rates are subject to adjustment annually based of the Consumer Price Index

issued by the Bureau of Labor Statistics, Southeastern Regional Office for the South for the index for Al
ftems/Wage eamers & clerical workers, for the percent of change through the month of May of each

calendar year.

The following hourly rates include all direct and Indirect costs except direct expenses. Indirect cost

include such items as overhead, profit and such statutory and customary fringe benefits such as social
security contributions, sick leave, unemployment, excise and payroll taxes, workmen's compensation,

health and retirement benefits. bonuses. annual leave and holiday pav.

1 Positlon Classifications Employee or Sub- | Loaded Hourly
(classification titles subject to Consultant Name Rates
change) (If any)
Principal — General Planning ' Ball, Cursey, Kamp. Rey $283.78
Project Manager Keller $141.38
Principal Planner Miller, Quigley $233.05
Senior Planner Blain, Debnam, Dreyer, $192.50
Schuck, Silva

' Senior Transportation Engineer Baez, Bowman $213.80

| Transportation Engineer Espino Martinez $105.94
Project Planner | Cox, Infanti $128.79

| Planner Ankudowich, Dougherty, $86.27

. Miles, Pinckney

 Computer Programmer Butler $201.47
GIS Specialisty CADD Goolsby, Mackey, Michael $119.20
Engineering Technician Cengiz, Galloway $73.46
Project Engineer | Moderie $134.68 |
Admin/Clerical Archer $61.76 |
Public Involvement Molennor, Sauvageot $102.79
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Metropolitan Planning Organization Meeting: 09/10/20 01:30 PM
Prepared By: Carlene Riecss

AG EN DA |TE M Initiator: Carlene Riecss

METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION DOC ID: 16563

HERNANDO/CITRUS

Legal Request Number:

F.1

TITLE

MPO Executive Director Succession Plan

BRIEF OVERVIEW

The current MPO Executive Director will retire from the position on October 31, 2021.
To facilitate transition, a meeting between the Executive Director and the Hernando
County Human Resources(HR) Director was conducted on July 23, 2020 to discuss
succession details as follows:

Review current job description and qualifications and adjust if deemed
necessary

MPO Board should review and approve prior to advertising the position

Determine how broad the candidate search range will be for advertisement
(local/state/national).

With the Board’s concurrence, a Statewide search would be appropriate
for this position.

Does the position have to be advertised in-house first?

No, it is not required.

Determine the need for a ranking committee

With the Board’s concurrence, a selection committee is recommended
to include one (1) City representative, one (1) Hernando County Board
member, and one (1) Citrus County Board member.

Timeline for advertising the position

Six months prior would be sufficient, by April 2021.

Hernando County HR procedures involved with the hiring process of the new
director

Pursuant to the MPOs administrative services agreement with Hernando
County, the hiring process follows HR procedures which include salary
negotiation between the HR Director and MPO Chairman.

Updated: 8/27/2020 8:33 AM by Steven Diez Page 1
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e Determine whether current and new director should be employed
simultaneously for transition purposes. If necessary, identify timeframe so
budget impact can be addressed.

With the Board’s concurrence, it is recommended the new director be
hired by October 1, 2021, to allow a 30 day transition period.

FINANCIAL IMPACT

None at this time.

LEGAL NOTE

Pursuant to Chapter 339.175, FS, the MPO Board has the authority to take the
recommended action.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

It is recommended the MPO Board discuss the succession plan and provide staff with
direction regarding:

Job description and qualifications

Candidate search range

Ranking committee

Simultaneous employment of current and new director for transition facilitation

REVIEW PROCESS

Carlene Riecss Completed 08/13/2020 3:16 PM

Cayce Reagin Dagenhart Completed 08/13/2020 3:19 PM

Mary Elwin Completed 08/14/2020 6:02 PM

Steven Diez Completed 08/13/2020 3:31 PM

Garth Coller Completed 08/26/2020 10:52 AM

Theresia Saenz Completed 08/26/2020 4:26 PM

MPO Pending 09/10/2020 1:30 PM
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HERNANDO COUNTY BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
JOB DESCRIPTION

F.1.a

Job Title MPO Executive Director Pay Grade 228 Class Code P565
Metropolitan Planning $74,089.60 -

Department Organization Salary Range $120.057.60 Annually

Division MPO Transportation Planning | FLSA Exempt

Reports to MPO Board Revision September 2019

Bargaining Unit | None

GENERAL DESCRIPTION:

Performs highly responsible administrative, professional and managerial work in developing and
maintaining a variety of transportation plans, programs, and designs within the Metropolitan Planning
Organization. Work involves responsibility for the research, formulation, and maintenance of a
comprehensive long range transportation plan, and coordination of study area projects under the plan.
Supervises professional and technical staff engaged in gathering, analyzing, and presenting data related
to transportation planning programs and policies. The position reports to the Metropolitan Planning
Organization Board. General administrative, clerical and financial functions are performed by Hernando
County in accordance with the approved Administrative Services Agreement with Hernando County.

ESSENTIAL JOB FUNCTIONS:

e Plans, organizes, and supervises the work of professional, technical, and clerical personnel
engaged in gathering information, and compiling and analyzing data, plans, and reports of a
comprehensive and complex nature.

e Prepares and presents staff reports and recommendations at public meetings; responds to
specific information requests.

o Develops technical reports, undertakes studies, and analyzes transportation planning
proposals.

e Reviews traffic and transportation submittals in conjunction with development proposals within
the County, bicycle and pedestrian planning activities, as well as plan and program documents.

o Coordinates and designs various field studies and surveys as related to the implementation of
the MPO’s Unified Planning Work Program (UPWP).’

e Coordinates work activities among the MPO, Hernando County, Citrus County, City of
Brooksville, City of Weeki Wachee, City of Inverness, and the City of Crystal River, Federal
Transit Administration, Florida Department of Transportation, and the Federal Highway
Administration including specific coordination and communications with the Transportation
Services Department (Public Works and Engineering Divisions).

e Acts as technical advisor to subordinate personnel in solving difficult assignments and reviews
objectives and methods of program execution

e Prepares and submits oral and written reports to the Metropolitan Planning Organization Board
on a variety of assignments relating to city and county planning.

e Studies functions, organization, personnel distribution, and project requirements to effect the
most efficient and economical utilization of available personnel, equipment, and funds.

¢ Responsible for the preparation and administration of the MPO Department budget; supervises
purchase of equipment and/or services.

¢ Responsible for the selection, placement, promotion, training, safety, appraisal and discipline
of assigned personnel.

o Develops departmental policies and procedures, program evaluation, and operating policy
formulation; implements department policies, procedures, work performance and safety
standards.

e Regular attendance.
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JOB STANDARDS:
Master’s degree in urban and regional planning, economics, geography or related
field is preferred. Bachelor's degree in civil engineering, economics, public
. administration, urban planning, or related field.
Education
A combination of education, training and experience may be substituted at the
discretion of the MPO and the County.
Six (6) years of progressively responsible administrative, managerial, and
supervisory experience in urban or transportation planning, in close collaboration
Experience with elected and other officials.
Professional planning experience in an MPO/TPO is required.
Licenses, American Institute of Certified Planners (AICP) preferred.
Certifications or | Must possess and maintain a valid Florida Driver’'s License and be insurable by
Registrations current insurance carrier.

EQUIPMENT USED

Personal computer, printer/copier.

CRITICAL EXPERTISE TO PERFORM ESSENTIAL FUNCTIONS

Thorough knowledge of the principles and practices of urban and regional planning.
Considerable knowledge of transportation planning and transportation engineering programs
and processes.

Ability to build consensus and to use diplomacy with various elected and appointed officials,
citizens, and private parties.

Ability to participate in research on multimodal transportation infrastructure and policy,
economic, sociological, and planning problems.

Considerable knowledge of the operation and function of the Florida Department of
Transportation.

Ability to analyze a variety of administrative problems and to make sound policy and procedural
recommendations.

Strong leadership and managerial skills, to include team building, mediation and motivational
skills.

Strong written and oral communication skills, to include public speaking skills and the ability to
develop effective proposals.

Ability to plan, organize, direct, and appraise the work of professional, technical, and clerical
personnel.

Ability to establish and maintain effective working relationships with public officials, division
directors, commissioners, representatives of other organizations, subordinates, and the
general public.

Ability to administrate the MPO process within the framework of the Florida Sunshine LawSkill
in the use of standard office computer equipment and software applications.

ESSENTIAL PHYSICAL SKILLS

Work is primarily performed in an indoor, climate-controlled environment.

ENVIRONMENTAL CONDITIONS

Constant: Office environment and works closely with others.

MARGINAL / SECONDARY JOB FUNCTIONS
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Performs other reasonably related duties as assigned by administrative or other management
personnel.

In case of an emergency or crisis situation (hurricane, flood, etc.), position is required to perform
reasonable duties as assigned by immediate supervisor.

Reasonable accommodations will be made for otherwise qualified individuals with a disability.

EMPLOYEE SIGNATURE DATE
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