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Preliminary Capacity Needs



Hernando County Capacity Needs

Lanes shown are reflective of Existing and Committed conditions



That’Citrus County Capacity Needs

Lanes shown are reflective of Existing and Committed conditions



Preliminary Bike/Ped/Trail Needs



Hernando County Bike/Ped/Trail Needs

Committed projects include all projects fully-funded within the next five years



Citrus County Bike/Ped/Trail Needs

Committed projects include all projects fully-funded within the next five years



Preliminary Transit Needs



Hernando County Transit Needs



Citrus County Transit Needs



Photo Credit: 
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Traffic Segment Studies for 
County Line Road, US 41, & SR 200

MPO Board 6/6/2024



For each of the four corridors:

• Assess the existing traffic conditions 
by determining generalized level of 
service (LOS).

• Determine the severity of congestion.

• Identify growth trends and travel 
characteristics. 

• Estimate over time when roadways 
may or will reach a failing condition.

Review of Study Objectives

2

Photo Credit: 
ABC News / Getty Images



• Cobblestone to Mariner (2L) currently deficient for daily and PM Peak traffic conditions.
• Mariner to Suncoast (2L) currently deficient for daily and PM Peak traffic conditions.
• Currently, there are no committed and funded capacity improvements for these 

segments.
• Origin and Destination analysis suggests regional impact for the corridor.

Corridor 1: County Line Road (including Ayers Road Extension), 
from US 19 to US 41
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Corridor 1: County Line Road (including Ayers Road Extension), 
from US 19 to US 41
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• By 2028, the Mariner to Suncoast segment is also projected to 
become deficient in the AM peak-hour. 

• No capacity improvements such as four-laning are funded at 
this time with the Cobblestone to Mariner segment showing as 
becoming four-laned between 2036 and 2045 in the LRTP.



• Corridor is currently within LOS standard for daily and Peak traffic conditions.
• Corridor is projected to remain within LOS standard for daily and Peak traffic conditions within 

the 5-year forecast.
• Currently, there are no committed and funded capacity improvements for these segments.
• Origin and Destination analysis suggests limited regional impact for the corridor.

Corridor 2: US 41 in Hernando County, 
from County Line Road to Ayers Road
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• Current growth rates for the corridor and future volume estimates 
from the TBRPM suggest corridor volumes exceeding existing capacity 
by 2040. 

• This corridor is currently listed in the LRTP as being widened from two 
to four lanes between 2031 and 2035.

Corridor 2: US 41 in Hernando County, 
from County Line Road to Ayers Road

Change in TBRPM Socioeconomic Data 2015 – 2045



• Corridor is currently within LOS standard for daily and Peak traffic conditions.
• Portions of the corridor are projected to exceed or be nearing capacity for daily and Peak 

traffic conditions within the 5-year forecast.
• Currently, there are no committed and funded capacity improvements for these 

segments.
• Origin and Destination analysis suggests limited regional impact for the corridor.

Corridor 3: US 41 in Citrus County, 
from E Arlington Street to SR 200 (Carl G Rose Hwy)
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• By 2028, the Arlington to Independence segment, is projected to become 
deficient for both daily traffic and for peak-hour traffic conditions. 

• Growth rates based on historic AADT suggest that the segments between 
Independence and SR 200 will become deficient between 2030 and 2035.

• The corridor is showing as becoming four-laned between 2031 and 2045 in 
the LRTP

Corridor 3: US 41 in Citrus County, 
from E Arlington Street to SR 200 (Carl G Rose Hwy)



• N Lecanto Highway to Marion County Line (2L) is currently deficient for daily and peak-
hour traffic conditions.

• Currently, there are no committed and funded capacity improvements for this corridor.
• Origin and Destination analysis suggests regional impact for the corridor.

Corridor 4: SR 200/Carl G Rose Highway, 
from E Adams Street to Marion County Line
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• SR 200 from US 41 to Marion County Line is currently listed in 
the TIP as an unfunded Priority Project.  

• SR 200 from North Lecanto Highway to Marion County Line is 
currently deficient at LOS F under existing daily and peak-hour 
traffic conditions.

• This corridor is projected to be deficient by 2045, as projected 
by the TBRPM 9.3 LRTP 2045 Cost Feasible model scenario

Corridor 4: SR 200/Carl G Rose Highway, 
from E Adams Street to Marion County Line

TBRPM 9.3 Future Forecast 

 

SR 200 - Citrus County
Posted 
Speed

LOS 
Standard

Context 
Class

2024 
TBRPM 
Lanes

MSV 
2024

TBRPM 
2024 
AADT

2024 
V/C

2045 
TBRPM 
Lanes

MSV 
2045

TBRPM 
2045 
AADT

2045 
V/C

E Adams to N Lecanto Hwy 55 D C2T 2LU 18,000 23,350 1.30 2LU/4LD 18,000 22,504 1.25
N Lecanto Hwy to Marion CL 55 C C2 2LU 8,200 28,505 3.48 2LU 8,200 28,494 3.47
1 Number of Lanes from TBRPM scenario year. 2  MSV is the capacity at the LOS standard for the segmentbased on the FDOT 2023 QLOS Handbook.
3 Volume has been adjusted to AADT using an MOCF of 0.95 from the most recent FDOT Peak Season Correction Report. 2024 model uses 2045 SE data on the 2024E+C network.



Questions?
Bob Esposito
Executive Director
Hernando Citrus MPO
resposito@co.hernando.fl.us
Direct: 352-540-6523

Rob Cursey, AICP 
Multimodal Group Manager
Benesch
rcursey@benesch.com
Direct: 813-825-1148
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DRAFT EVISED 5-2L-2

IA FDET €itfrr5 Cen6i+tl€tien
ffAff€r-
:c:l7

Per FDOT, Project Mov.d
to Productlon - Fully

257165-2 FDOT us 41 street st to N sR 200E ls below ln

257t65-6 FDOT us 41 lsR 4s) Citrus E ArlinSton St E Louisiana Lane 2 lanes (existing 2!

Design 45%

complete, ROw
underuav

257t65-7 FDOT us 41 (sR 4s) Citrus E Louisiana Lane of cR 486 2 lanes (existing 2)
Design 45%

comolete

+41

257155-8 FDOT us 41 (sR 4s) Citrus cR 485 N of SR 200 2 lanes (exlstlng 2l
Design 45%

comolete
257294 FOOT rf Suncoast Parkwav (Dividr 57298-3 and 257298-4

2572983 CR 578 lcountv Line Road) Hern East of East Rd 2
2

2572984 cR 578 (County Line Rodd) Hern East of Mariner Blvd of the Suncoast Parkway 2 lanes (existing 2)

3 FDOT SR 200 {N Carl G. Rose Hwvl Citrus us 41

4 4539:H-r fge+ Us4#Sn5gtA€ne.$Jey+eile l{€+n Ul,€f{rild+ed"A{ren{e

Per FDOT, Proiect

Moved to Productlon -

Fully Funded, PE ls

FY2024 and CST ls
FVrn T

! US 4VSR 50A One Way Pairs Hern Mildred Avenue Traffic ln
to

Avenue

US 41 at Lake Lindsev Rd Hern5s

0 FDOT
US 41lSR 45 (Broad Streetl at CR 576
(Ayers Rd)

Hern
a turn lane

New Project

FDOT CR 491 (N. Lecanto Hwv.l Citrus W. Pine Ridle Blvd.57

FDOT
US 4VSR 45 (Florlda Avenue) at CR 491 (N

l.€canto HlShwayl
Citrus cR 491 Lanes from CR491 to NB

lmprovement onLeft
US41 and

us 41
New Project

FDOT Cardinal St Citrus us 1919
Hern810 FDOT us 41 (sR 4s) Sprins Hill Dr. 2 lanesRd.

911 4058225 FDOT us 19 {sR ss}/us 98 Citrus Cardinal St.eet

tot2 257299 FDOT
CR tt85 (Cobb Rdl ISRSO (Project is phosed

below ln seamenls for fundlna.)
Hern sR 50 N of Fort Dade or 3-lane cross section

fea 257299-t CR 485 (Cobb Rd) Hern SR 50/50A/Cortez Blvd 2 lanes (exlstlng 2l
Water

rob CR tt85 (Cobb Rd) Hern
Brooksville Water Reclamation

Dr
2 lanes (existing 2!Rd

10€ CR /185 (Cobb Rd) Hern
l3 13 FDOT US 41 @ North Citrus Sprinss Blvd. Citrus lntersection

*L4 FDOT CR 490 (Homosassa Trail) Citrus us 19 (sR ssl/us 98 44 (w. Gulf to take Hwy.) 2 lanes (existing 2)

l5 1s FDOT Croft Ave. Citrus 5R tl4 (E. Gulf to Lake Hwv.
FDOT Rock Crusher Road Citrus cR 490l5 16

EllT FDOT Venable St. / Crvstal Oaks Dr. Citrus us 19 M 2

ta 18 FDOT CR 490A (W. Grover Cleveland Blvd.) Citrus CR 491 lS. Lecanto Hwv. lAdd 2 lanes (existinq 2l

Hernando/Citrus MPO List of Priority Projects - Major lmprovement & Congestion Management
MPO Board - June 6, 2024

AREA FROMFACILITY TO ACTIVITYPRIORITY FDOT ITEM fi AGENCY PROJECT PHASE YEAR REASON FOR CHANGE

Z:\MPO\TIP 2025-2029\1lP FY 2025-FY 2026 6-6-2024 DRAFT\DONE App C LOPP\FY 2025-FY 2026 LOPP-Draft6-6-2024 Revised
LOPP-Congestion Mgmt Projects - Page 1

l5*r55{ ----u54r{584+ Dl€+lt{p€*6man+t E+f-Adin$€n-5t nga:.gne+{crieting-4
Frrnrled

Shrihdima ql

arion Countv Line

L,S.44snJ0++ht€+6€€ties eem#€t€{t{.€te

lntersection

R 200 Add 7 lanFs levi<tinr ,

8

Uq41 & SR ltsal
R 491 Add 2 lane< l.ristins,

'een Acres

Yontz Rd Add ? lane< lpri<tinc 2

. Haves St-
R,M Add, lrne< leri<tinr,



Parkway ll (SR 589) cR 486 New 4 lane Toll Road

5-21-2024

1 UNDERWAYProduction 1 FTE CONSTCitrus sR 44

Production 405822 3 FDOT W. Fort lsland Trail Add 2 lanes (existing 4) CONST st7,962,9L2 UNDERWAYus 19 (sR ss) / us e8 Citrus W, Jump Ct.

3 CONST s11,192,916 UNDERWAYProduction 4L67t32 FOOT SR 50 Bypass Hern CR 48s (cobb Rd.) W. of Buck Hope Road Add 2 lanes (existing 4)

4 Production 416735 1 FDOT SR 50 Bypass Hern W. of Buck Hope Road Jefferson Street (50A) Add 2 lanes (existing 4) CONST s41,32t,243 UNDERWAY

Production 442835 L FDOT SR 50 (Cortez Blvd.) Hern US 301/ SR 35 (Treiman Blvd.) Hernando/Sumter Co. Line Add 2 lanes (exlstlng 2) CONST s54,317,918 UNDERWAY

6 Production 257L65-3 FDOT S of Withlacoochee Trail Bridge Add 2 lanes (existing 2l CONST s1498s,303 UNDERWAYus 41 (sR 4s) Citrus SR 44

7 Production CONST s21,511,308257L65-4 FDOT us 41 (sR 4s) Citrus S. of withlacoochee Trail Bridge N of Sportsman Pt Add 2 lanes (existing 2) Summer 2025

8 Production 4475t63 FDOT us 301 Hern Pasco County Llne SR 50/Corter Blvd
PE to Add 2 lanes
lexi<tlnc 2l CONST UNDERWAY

9 Production 257165-5 FDOT us 41 (sR 4s) Citrus N of N Sportsman Pt E of Arlin8ton St Add 2 lanes (existing 2) CONST Wlnter 2027

10 Production 452924-l FDOT US 41lSR 50A One Way Pairs Hern US 4USR 50A lnters€ctlon
US 41/SR 50A lntersection
Improvements

Complete Streets CONST 2027

Hernando/Citrus MPO List of Priority Projects ln Production - Major lmprovement & Congestion Management

MPO Board - June 6, 2024

PROJECT

PHASE
Line # PRIORITY FDOT ITEM # AGENCY FACILIW YEARAREA FROM TO ACTIVITY cosT

Z:\MPO\TIP 2025-2029\rlP FY 2025-FY 2026 6-6-2024 DRAFT\DONE App C LOPP\FY 2025-FY 2026 LOPP-Draft 6-6-2024 Revised
LOPP-Congestion Mgmt Projects - Page 2

S102/099,431



HERNANDO/CITRUS METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION
BOARD/COMMITTEE VACANCIES

May 23,2024

CITIZENS ADVISORY COMMITTEE (CAC)
Citrus County-Unincorporated
City of Crystal River
Low lncome and/or Minority Representative - Citus Cotlnty
Citrus County Public Transit User - Citrus County
Public Transit User - Hernando County

CITRUS COUNTY TRANSPORTATION DISADVANTAGED LOCAL COORDINATING BOARD {LCB)
Representative from the Public Educational Community
Person over 60+
Citizen Advocate
Private-For-Prof it Transportation

HERNANDO COUNTY TRANSPORTATION DISADVANTAGED LOCAL GOOR. BOARD fiDLCBI
Person over 60+
Local Medical Community Representative
Private-For-Profit Transportation



Hernando lCitrus
Metropolitan
Planning
Organization
UNIFIED PLANNING WORK
PROGRAM
FISCAL YEARS= 2023 through 2024
(Iuly L,20.22 - June 30.,2024)

Catalogue of Federal Domestic Assistance (CFDA)
Numbers
o 2O.2O5 Highway Planning Construction Grant Federal

Highway Administration
o 2O,505 Federal Transit Technical Studies Grant

(Metropolitan Planning) Federal Transit Administration

Funded Jointly By:
- Federal Highway Administration (FHWA)
- Federal Transit Administration (FTA)
- Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT)
- Citrus County Board of County Commissioners
- Hernando County Board of County Commissioners

The preparation of this report has been financed in part
through grant-s from the Federal Highway
Adminlstration and Federal Transit Administration, and
U.S. Department of Transportation under the State
Planning and Research Program, Sedion 5O5 [or
Metropolitan Planning Programl Section 7O4(f) of Title
23, U.S. Code. The contents of this report do not
necessarily reflect the official views of the ll.S.
De pa rtme nt of Tra nspo rtat io n.

FHWA Federal Aid Number: O412-O6O-M;
FPN: 439335-4-14-0l
FPN 401983-1-14-21 FAIN 1001-2020-7
FpN 401983-t-14-22 FAIN LOOL-202,-7

METAOPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION
HEnNANDO/CrinUS

UPWP Adopted: May 5, 2022
Modification: July 75, 2022
Amendment: June 1, 2023
Amendment: )une 6,2024

Prepared by the
Hernando/Citrus
lYletropolitan Planning
Otpganization

*66LAlaiseDrive
789 Providence Bouievard
Brooksville, Florida 3460L
352.754.4082 (Phone)
754.754-.4420 (FAX)

Email : MPO@hernandocounty.us
Website : www. HernandoCitrusM PO. us
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Hernando/Citrus MPO UPWP FY 2023-2024

UPWP 2023-2024 - REVISION HISTORY

' ol/ts/zz Modification

6/L/2O23 2 Amendment

Amendment

Expanded activities in Tasks 3, 4 and 5

specifying use of consultant services for
clarification. There are no changes to the
budget tables required.

Increased FY 2024 Budget by 1) recognizing

$227,174 of remaining close-out balance
from FY 2OZ1-2O22, and 2) increasing by

$1,610 of additional PL funds from FTA

allocation for FY 2024. Total increase =
$228,784. Tasks 1-5 reflect the additional
fu nding.

Personnel Costs for FY2O23 for Task 3 were
increased by $70,000 by reducing Personnel
Costs in Task 1 by $45,000 and Personnel

Costs in Task 5 by $25,000; a net zero sum
change.

Added language to the task budget tables
allowing for consultant assignment of tasks
if necessary.

Removed local funding in the amount of
$450 each for FY 2023 and FY 2024.

Identified the contracts for CTD funding and

their FY 2024 amounts.

Moving Funds from Task 1 to Task 3 for
personnel expenses. Re-allocation of capital

equipment funds.
Adding Travel Policy adopted 4-4-2024
addressing rates.

1

6120246/ 3

Revision # Change Type Explanation of the changeDate
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Hernando/Citrus MPO UPWP FY 2023-2024
E

Examine and modify/update (if needed)
committee bylaws

Ma i nta i n/u pg rade/pu rchase office eq u i pment a nd

supplies, including identification materials (signs,

display materials, etc.)

Revised by-laws )une 2024

Office equipment and June 2024
supplies

I

I

Completion
Date

DeliverableActivity

Purchase new equipment (laptops and tablets) for
the MPO Staff, Board and Committees

Assist in the planning of appropriate locations of
bus stops, signs, benches, and shelters for the
transit systems and in compliance with the ADA

transition plan, etc.

Equipment lease/rental (copier)

Purchase mobile audio/visual recording
equipment for public meetings/events.

CelI/SIM card service for non-motorized trail
counters in Hernando and Citrus Counties to
acquire data

Broadcasting services for MPO Meetings pursuant
to Staff Services Agreement

Legal services for review of MPO Agendas and

associated assistance pursuant to the Staff
Services Agreement

Lease for MPO Office Space

Planning Assistance June 2024

Office equipment ;;-;o;;i;-

Office equipment,
software, tablets

Trail€e*nters
AudiolVlsual
Recording Equioment

Service

Video services for
MPO meetings

MPO Agenda Review

I June 2024

lune 2023
June 2024

June 2023
June 2024

June 2024

J

June 2024

MPO Office Space lune 2023
June 2024

Responsible Agency: Hernando/Citrus MPO, Hernando County

Consultants may assrsf with these tasks. FHWA, FTA, and other funds may be used
in support of these tasks. Projects are consistent with federal and state regulations
and detailed in invoices submitted to FDOT for reimbursement.

--1
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Hernando/Citrus MPO UPWP FY 2023-2024

SUMMARY BUDGET

BUDGET TABLES BY TASK

Task 1 Budget Table: LRTP 2O5O

Adopted May 5,2022; Amended 6/1/2023;Ameuted 616/2924

Task 2 Budget Table: TIP

Adopted May 5, 2022; Amended 6/1/2023

2023

Funding Source FHWA FY 21 FTA s30s(d) FY 22FrA s30s(d)

Contract Number G2774 G1W20 G2249

Source Level PL Federal Federal

FY 2023
Total

Personnel (salary and benefits) s39,589 5o So s39,589
Consulta nt 5205,470 51,3!9 587,21,1, S3oo,ooo

2023 Totals s245,059 S7,319 Sgt,ztt 5339,589

2024

Funding Source FHWA FY 21 FTA s30s(d) FY 22FTA s30s(d)

Contract Number G2774 G1W2O G2249

Source PL Federal Federal

FY 2024
Total

Personnel (salary and benefits) $8e€+7
S:r,arz 5o so

$88f+7
Sga.arz

Consultant S199,289 So so S199,289

2024 Totals
$2sg+o5
Szrr,roe So 5o

t288+s5
s233,106

Task 1 tong Range Transportation Plan (LRTP 2050)

2023

Funding Source FHWA

Contract Number G2774

PL

FY ZO23

Total
Source Level

Personnel (salary and benefits) 523,1,84 523,184

523,t842023 Totals s23,184

2024

FHWAFunding Source

G2774Contract Number

PL

FY 2024
Total

Source

524,343 524,343Personnel (salary and benefits)

s5,o0oSs,oooConsulta nt

529,343 529,3432024 Totals

Task 2 Transportation lmprovement Program (TlPl

')
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Hernando/Citrus MPO UPWP FY 2023-2024

Task 3 Budget Table: Administration
Adopted May 5, 2022; Amended 6/1/2023,AmetaleeUil6J2,-?4

Task 4 Budget Table: Data Collection

Adopted May 5, 2022; Amended 6/1/2023

2023

FHWA LocalFunding Source

G2774 Hernandocontract Number

Local

FY 2023 Total

Source Level

So s349.ss3Personnel (salary and benefits) s349,ss3

s34,03o So S34,03oConsultant

s1,000 So S1,oooTravel

s72,176Direct Expenses 572,776 So

$o s32,000Equipment s32,ooo

s488,7s9 So s488,7s92023 Totals

2024

FHWA LocalFunding Source

G2774 HernandoContract Number FY 2024 Total

Source PL Local

$293rs3+
s348,s31

$o
wl
s348.s31

Personnel (salary and benefits)

51.43,284 so 5743,284Co nsultant

Travel s2,soo So s2,soo

Direct Expenses 543,646 So $43,646

$48e861
$s32,s61

So
$48A861
ss37.951

2024 Totals

Task 3 Adminlstration

2023

Funding Source FHWA

G2774Contract Number

Source Level PL

FY 2023 Total

Personnel (salary and benefits) Ss,46s $s.46s

Consu ltant s4o,ooo 540,ooo

2023 Totals s4s,46s 545,465

2024

Funding Source FHWA

Contract Number G2774

Source PL

FY 2024 Total

Personnel (salary and benefits) ss,738 Ss,zEa

Co n su lta nt Slo,ooo slo,ooo

2024 Totals $Ls,73B $15,738

fask 4 Data Collection

PL

t'



Hernando/Ci trus MPO UPWP FY 2023-

$24,3s8 s2s,28s S7,319 s87,ztl

G2249

22 FfA
G7W20

FTA

TABLE SUMMARY BUDGET:HERNANDO/CITRUS MPO SUMMARY BUDGET TABLE FY 2023 &2024
Adopted May 5, 2022; Amended 6/1/2023

Funding Source

Controct

Fiscol Yeor

Totol s23,088 523,987

Task 1 Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP

20s0)

Personnel (salary and benefits) SO

Consultant S0

Sub Total SO

Task 2 Transportation lmprovement Program (TlP)

Personnel (salary and benefits) So

Consultant 50
Sub Total SO

Task 3 Administration

Personnel (salary and benefits) SO

Consultant S0

Travel So

Direct Expenses $0

Equipment S0

Sub Total SO

Task 4 Data Collection

Personnel (salary and benefits)

Co nsu ltant
Sub Total

so

$o

So

so

so

so

$o

$o

so

So

$o

so

so

so
so

so

so

So

So

so

So

so

5o

5o

so

5o

5o

So

so

So

So

5o

So

$o

So

So

So

So

So

S39,s89

$2os,4to

S24s,os9

s23,184

So

s23,184

S349,ss3

s34,03o

S1,ooo

572,176

s32,ooo

5488,7s9

ss,46s

s40,000
S4s,46s

$ 199,289

S24,343

ss,0o0

$2e,343

S 1 43,284

5 2,soo

s43,646

SL)

5s,738

s10,000
s1s,738

$o

s7,3Le

51 ,319

So

587,21.I

5B7,2LL

So

5o

$o

5o

so

$o

So 5o

So

$9

So

5o

5o

5o

So

So

So

5o

J_o

5o

So

So

$0

5o

So

So

So

So

So

5o

5o

So

so

SO

So

5o

so

So

So

$o

So

so

So

So

$.q_

So

So

So

so

so
So

5o

So

So

5o

5o

So

SO SO

so $o

so _ _s!_

\

CTD CfD

mCftrus TDHern

FHWA

G2774

2023 2024 zo23 2024 2023 2024 2023 2023

L*ol
Hemondo

Sr,t24,zt6 S913,004 $o so



Hernando/Citrus Metropolitan Planning Organization

Resolution 2OZ4-2

A RESOLUTION OF THE HERNANDO/CITRUS METRPOIITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION (MPO)

ESTABTISHING THE MPO TRAVEL RATE POLICY.

WHEREAS, Florida Statutes Section 112.051(14) allows MPOS to establish rates that vary from

the standard state perdiem rates by enactment of a resolulion, and provided that the rates apply

uniformity to alltravel by that entity,

WHEREAS, the Code of Federal Regulations (2 CFR 200.474), Travel costs, states that such costs

are to be: normally allowed in like circumstances for all of the non-federal entity's activities; in

accordance with the entity's written travel reimbursement policies; and considered necessary and

reasonable, and

WHERE.A5, the Code of Federal Regulations (2 CFR 200, Subpart E-Cost Principles) allows for

setting an in-state travel rate and establishes that out-of-state travel should use Federal per diem rates or

actual expenses, as justified by the Federal Travel Regulations.

NOW THEREFORE, BE tT RESOLVED by the Hernando/Citrus Metropolitan Planning Organization

as follows:

1. Pursuant to Florida Statute 112.061(14), the MPO has the authority to establish its travel

rate structure, which applies to all in-state travel, including federally reimbursed and non-

federally funded travel.

2. MPO funded in-state travel is considered necessary and reasonable.

3. MpO funded out-of-state travel shallfollow the Federal per diem rates or actual expenses,

as justified by the Federal Travel Regulations.

4. The MPO, for in-state travel, shall follow the guidelines for payment andlor

reimbursement of travel expenses for Hernando County officers and employees,

ADOPTED in the regular meeting of the Hernando/Citrus Metropolitan Planning Organization

duly assembled on this 4'h day of April 2024.

H ERNANDO/CTTRUS METROPOLITAN OR6ANIZATION

BOARD

(-
Attest

Approved as to Form

Legal

rnando County Attorney

Je I

,/.v

U PWP FY2025-FY 2026 Hernando-Citrus MPO APP-23
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Hernando/Citrus MPO

2050 LRTP Public Engagement lnitiatives

Hernando County
Thursday, May 23,2024

2:30 pm-4:00 pm

Hernando County Building
Training Facility
166L Blaise Drive

Brooksville, FL 34601

Florida Nat'l Guard Armory

8551 W Venable Street

Crystal River, FL34429

2050 LRTP Public Workshop L Overview/Needs

Citrus County
Thursday, May 23,2024

5:30 pm-7:00 pm

Hernando County
Thursday, June6,2024

9:00 am-10:00 am

Brooksville City Council

Chambers

201 Howell Avenue

Brooksville, FL 34601

Assessment of Cou nty-wide
performance with regard to

Social-Cultural Effects &
Environmental Justice

Citrus County
Wednesday, June 72, 2024

1.:00 pm-2:30 pm

lnverness City Hall

212 W Main Street
lnverness, FL 34450

2050 LRTP Environmental Justice

Workshops

2050 LRTP Consensus Building

Workshop

Multimodal Cost Affordable

Pla n

Hernando & Citrus

Co u nti es

Wednesday, June L2, 2024

8:30 am-12:00 pm

lnverness City Hall

212 W Main Street
lnverness, FL 34450

Hernando County
Monday, August 5, 2024

2:00 pm-3:30 pm

Hernando County Building

Training Facility

1661 Blaise Drive

Brooksville, FL 346012050 LRTP Public Workshop 2
Draft Cost Feasible

Citrus County
Monday, August 5, 2024

5:00 pm-5:30 pm

lnverness City Hall

21.2 W Main Street

lnverness, FL 34450

2050 LRTP Draft Adoption Pkg

1st Public Hearing

Hernando & Citrus

Counties

Thursday, Septem ber 5, 2024

1:30 pm

Brooksville City Council

Chambers

201 Howell Avenue

Brooksville, FL 34601

2050 LRTP Adoption
2nd Public Hearing

MPO Board Meeting
Hernando & Citrus

Cou nties

Thursday, October 3, 2024
1:30 pm

Brooksville City Council

Chambers

201 Howell Avenue

Brooksville, FL 34601

Addresslnitiative Venue DatefiimeSubiect

MPO Board Meeting



HERNANDO/CITRUS METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION
BOARD/COMMITTEE VACANCIES

May 23,2O24

CITIZENS ADVISORY COMMITTEE {CAC)
Citrus County-Unincorporated
City of Crystal River
Low Income and/or Minority Representative - Cit ts County
Citrus County Public Transit User - Citrus County
Public Transit User - Hernando County

CITRUS COUNTY TRANSPORTATION DISADVANTAGED LOCAL COORDINATING BOARD {LCB)
Representative from the Public Educational Community
Person over 60+
Citizen Advocate
Private-For-Prof it Transportation

HERNANDO COUNTY TRANSPORTATION DISADVANTAGED LOCAL COOR. BOARD fiDLCBI
Person over 60+
Local Medical Community Representative
Private-For-Proflt Transportation
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ETHICS COMMISSION  
(VOTING CONFLICT-CASE SUMMARIES ONLY) 

PLEASE BE ADVISED:  CASE FACTS MUST BE REVIEWED AS PART OF ANY ANALYSIS 
CASE NO.:              QUESTION                          SUMMARY 

 
CEO 23-3—April 26, 2023 

 

Would a City Councilmember have a 
voting conflict under Section 
112.3143(3)(a), Florida Statutes, if she 
voted on matters concerning a septic to 
sewer conversion project that would 
affect her residence? 

A voting conflict would be created under Section 
112.3143(3), Florida Statutes, where a City 
Councilmember votes on whether the City should 
proceed with a septic-to-sewer conversion project that 
would involve such a conversion for her residence 
because the Councilmember would receive guaranteed 
funds (gains) from the City and would have a mandatory 
outlay of funds she would personally incur if the project 
were underfunded (losses), thus, incurring a special 
private gain or loss. Guidance is also provided on related 
votes.  

CEO 24-1—January 31, 2024 Will a voting conflict of interest under 
Section 112.3143, Florida Statutes, be 
negated when legislation expressly 
permits a board member of an 
independent special district to vote on 
converting the district to a nonprofit 
entity, even when the board member 
intends to serve the nonprofit entity as a 
compensated board member following 
the conversion? 

Under the circumstances presented, the members of the 
Lee Memorial Health System Board of Directors will 
have a voting conflict if they vote to convert the 
independent special district to a nonprofit entity and 
intend to serve on the board of directors of that nonprofit 
entity, but they will be permitted to vote on the matter. 
Those System Board members will not violate the 
prohibition against abusing their positions to obtain a 
disproportionate benefit when they vote on the 
conversion. 

CEO 21-2—March 5, 2021 Does Section 112.313(5), Florida 
Statutes, apply to negate a voting 
conflict of interest under Section 
112.3143(3)(a), Florida Statutes, were a 
County Commission member to vote 
upon a retirement compensation 
resolution that he would be eligible to 
receive as a member of the affected 
class? 

Under the circumstances presented, a County 
Commission member is not prohibited from voting upon 
a retirement compensation resolution he would be 
eligible to receive that provides lump-sum payments to 
all eligible elected public officers and Senior 
Management Services Class County employees who 
qualify, as Section 112.313(5), Florida Statutes, modifies 
the voting conflicts provision of Section 112.3143(3)(a), 
Florida Statutes. Section 112.313(5), Florida Statutes, 
permits a public officer to vote on a matter affecting his 
or her own salary, expenses, or other compensation as a 
public officer. Further, the Commissioner's participation 
in the matter would not constitute a misuse of public 
position under Section 112.313(6), Florida Statutes, or a 
disproportionate benefit through abuse of public position 
under Article II, Section 8(g)(2), Florida Constitution. 

CEO 20-10—October 23, 2020 Would a voting conflict of interest be 
created were a county commissioner to 
vote on the rezoning application of the 
holding company that owns the 
corporation which is her employer? 

A voting conflict of interest would be created under 
Section 112.3143(3)(a), Florida Statutes, were a county 
commissioner to vote on the rezoning request of the 
parent corporation and owner of the business entity 
which employs her. Under the statute, the vote/measure 
would inure to the special private gain or loss of a 
principal by whom the member is retained.  

CEO 19-16—September 13, 2019 Does a voting conflict or a conflicting 
employment exist for a city 
commissioner where the 
commissioner's supervisor in the 
commissioner's federal employment is 
an applicant for, and could be hired to, 
the position of city manager? 

Under the particular circumstances of this opinion, 
neither a voting conflict nor a conflicting employment 
exist for a city commissioner where he is employed by a 
federal government entity at which his supervisor also is 
an applicant for city manager. 

CEO 18-14—August 1, 2018 Would a member of a city council be 
presented with a voting conflict under 

A member of a city council is not presented with a voting 
conflict requiring her abstention and compliance with 
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Section 112.3143(3)(a), Florida 
Statutes, regarding measures 
concerning changes to the city's land 
development regulations relating to the 
city center zoning district wherein she 
and her spouse own property? 

Section 112.3143(3)(a), Florida Statutes, regarding 
measures concerning changes to the city's land 
development regulations relating to the city center zoning 
district wherein herself and her spouse own property. 
Under these circumstances, the size of the class of 
affected properties is sufficiently large such that any gain 
or loss to the council member and/or her spouse is not 
"special. 

CEO 17-07—June 14, 2017 Would a member of the Board of the 
Florida Housing Finance Corporation 
have a voting conflict of interest were a 
matter potentially affecting a client of 
his brother's firm to come before the 
Board? 

A member of the Board of Directors of the Florida 
Housing Finance Corporation is not a "state public 
officer" subject to the requirements of Section 112.3143, 
Florida Statutes. Under the circumstances presented, no 
voting conflict would be created because Section 
112.3143 does not apply. The Board member would be 
permitted to abstain from voting under Section 286.012, 
Florida Statutes.  

CEO 15-12—December 16, 2015 

 

For purposes of the voting conflicts 
law, Section 112.3143(3)(a), Florida 
Statutes, is a person or entity from 
whom a mayor/commissioner purchases 
personal website hosting and 
management a “business associate” of 
the mayor/commissioner? 

For purposes of the voting conflicts law, a 
mayor/commissioner is not a “business associate” of a 
person or entity performing the service of hosting and 
managing the mayor/commissioner's personal website. 

CEO 09-12 – June 17, 2009 Would you, a school board member, be 
presented with a voting conflict of 
interest under Section 112.3143(3)(a), 
Florida Statutes, regarding measures 
affecting the candidacy for school board 
attorney of a lawyer with whose firm 
you previously held a relationship and 
who is a member of the governing 
board of a public health trust which 
currently employs you as a lawyer-
lobbyist? 

A school board member would not be presented with a 
voting conflict regarding measures concerning a lawyer's 
seeking the position of school board attorney where the 
lawyer and the member formerly were in the same law 
firm and where the lawyer currently is a board member 
of a public health trust for which the member is a lawyer-
lobbyist. Neither the member nor any person or entity 
standing in a statutorily-enumerated voting conflict 
relationship to the member would be affected by the 
measures. 

CEO 09-9 April 27, 2009 Would a city commissioner be 
presented with a voting conflict 
regarding measures affecting a 
company which formerly employed 
him? 

A city commissioner is not presented with a voting 
conflict under Section 112.3143(3)(a), Florida Statutes, 
regarding measures affecting his former employer 
because the statute is phrased in the present tense. 
However, the commissioner may choose to abstain from 
voting under Section 286.012, Florida Statutes. 

CEO 08-11 -- June 11, 2008 Does a voting conflict exist under 
Section 112.3143(3)(a), Florida 
Statutes, regarding city council 
measures affecting clients of an 
attorney against whom a city 
councilmember has made a criminal 
complaint? 

A voting conflict does not exist under Section 
112.3143(3)(a), Florida Statutes, regarding city council 
measures affecting clients of an attorney against whom a 
city councilmember has made a criminal complaint and, 
under the facts presented, it appears that the member 
would not be permitted to abstain from voting under 
Section 286.012, Florida Statutes. Neither the attorney 
nor her clients (the persons or entities affected by the 
measures) would stand in a relationship to the 
councilmember enumerated under Section 
112.3143(3)(a), or in a similar relationship to the 
councilmember, and the councilmember's economic, 
financial, or similar interests would not be affected.  

CEO 06-8 -- June 14, 2006 Would a city councilman be presented 
with a voting conflict under Section 
112.3143(3)(a), Florida Statutes, 
regarding measures concerning 
redevelopment of a city-owned parcel 

A city councilman is not presented with a voting conflict 
requiring his abstention and compliance with Section 
112.3143(3)(a), Florida Statutes, regarding measures 
concerning redevelopment of a city-owned parcel located 
near properties owned by the councilman or his father. 
Under the circumstances presented, any gain or loss to 
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located near properties owned by the 
commissioner or his father? 

the councilman or his father (relative) would be "remote 
or speculative" or would not be "special." 

CEO 06-5 -- April 26, 2006 Would a city commissioner be 
presented with a voting conflict 
regarding measures affecting a 
company which has seasonally 
employed him, where the votes occur 
when he is not employed by the 
company? 

A city commissioner seasonally employed in a company's 
horsetrack operations is not subject to the voting conflicts 
law regarding city commission votes/measures affecting 
a development proposed by the company, where the 
votes/measures are considered at times outside his 
seasonal employment. The voting conflicts law addresses 
present (not past or future) employment.  

CEO 05-2 -- February 1, 2005 Would a village advisory committee 
member who operates a mobile home 
park be presented with a voting conflict 
regarding a measure to recommend that 
the village council change zoning 
requirements for the village's mobile 
home district, where the member's park 
is not located in the district? 

A workforce/affordable housing committee member 
would not be presented with a voting conflict under 
Section 112.3143, Florida Statutes, regarding various 
mobile home park issues, where she operates a mobile 
home park. Any gain or loss resulting to the member or 
her relatives would be remote and speculative or would 
not be special. 

CEO 05-3 – March 15, 2005 Is a voting conflict of interest created 
where a county commissioner votes on 
matters involving a proposed road and a 
large commercial development where 
the commissioner and relatives own 
property in the same general vicinity of 
the proposed road and development? 

A county commissioner would not be presented with a 
voting conflict under Section 112.3143, Florida Statutes, 
regarding a proposed new road and a developer's plan to 
develop a large tract of land he owns adjacent to the road, 
where she and family members own property in the same 
general vicinity.  None of the property owned by the 
commissioner and her family members is adjacent to the 
developer's property or the proposed roadway.  Any 
possibility of gain from the measures would be remote 
and speculative, and any actual gain would not be 
"special" within the meaning of the voting conflicts law. 

CEO 05-17 -- December 7, 2005  Would a member of an airport 
authority be presented with a voting 
conflict regarding a measure to allow a 
developer to build a road through 
authority property? 

 

An airport authority member would not be presented with 
a voting conflict regarding a measure to allow a 
developer to build a road through authority property 
resulting in an extension of an existing road alongside 
property of a business owned by the member and her 
husband, where the business has existing road frontage, 
where its products are sold to the particular described 
clientele and not to the general public, and where its 
property is restricted to uses that would not benefit from 
increased traffic.  Under the circumstances, any gain or 
loss to the business from the new road would be remote 
and speculative.  

CEO 03-13 -- September 9, 2003 Is a corporation which wholly owns a 
corporation which wholly owns another 
corporation which employs a city 
council member a "parent organization 
of a corporate principal" by whom the 
member is retained for purposes of 
Section 112.3143(3)(a), Florida 
Statutes, thus requiring the member's 
abstention from voting and other 
compliance with the statute regarding 
measures inuring to the special private 
gain or loss of the corporation? 

A voting conflict of interest would be created under 
Section 112.3143(3)(a), Florida Statutes, were a city 
council member to vote on measures concerning 
expansion of a medical center owned by a corporation 
that is owned by another corporation which owns yet 
another corporation which owns still another corporation 
which employs the member.  Expansion of the medical 
center would inure to the special private gain or loss of 
the corporation which owns the medical center and to the 
special private gain or loss of its parent organization, 
which also is the parent organization of a corporate 
principal (employer) by whom the member is retained 
(employed). 

CEO 01-17 -- September 11, 2001 Are members of an 
educational/networking forum 
organized as a nonprofit corporation 
"business associates" of a county 
commissioner who also is a member of 
the forum, such that the commissioner 

A county commissioner who also is a member of an 
educational/networking forum organized as a nonprofit 
corporation is not subject to the voting conflicts law 
codified at Section 112.3143(3)(a), Florida Statutes, 
regarding measures inuring to the special private gain or 
loss of other members of the forum.  By virtue of forum 
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is required to abstain from voting and 
otherwise comply with the voting 
conflicts law [Section 112.3143(3)(a), 
Florida Statutes] regarding county 
commission measures inuring to the 
special private gain or loss of the other 
members? 

membership, the other members are not "business 
associates" of the commissioner. 

CEO 01-8 -- June 12, 2001 Would measures related to the siting of 
a governmental center on a tract of land 
which is adjacent to a parcel of land 
owned by a member of the Village 
Council inure to the special gain or loss 
of the Village Council member, thereby 
precluding him from voting on such 
measures pursuant to Section 
112.3143(3)(a), Florida Statutes? 

A Village Council member may be prohibited by Section 
112.3143(3)(a), Florida Statutes, from voting on the 
siting of a governmental center on a tract of land adjacent 
to which the Village Council member owns 
property.  Because of the size of the Council member's 
adjoining parcel of land and the fact that it remains 
essentially undeveloped, it appears that any benefit 
inuring to the Village Council member as a result of the 
vote of  the siting of the governmental center would not 
be remote or speculative.  There are circumstances 
present here which are unique to the Village Council 
member and to his adjoining property by which he could 
stand to gain or lose more than any of the other owners of 
property in the vicinity of the proposed governmental 
center by the Council's voting on the siting of the 
governmental center. 

CEO 94-13 -- March 10, 1994 Would Section 112.3143(3)(a), Florida 
Statutes, prohibit a city councilman 
from voting on a measure to rezone 
property, where the property is near a 
business with which he is involved, his 
residential property, and a school 
attended by his child? 

Section 112.3143(3)(a), Florida Statutes, does not 
prohibit a city councilman from voting on a measure to 
rezone property to allow for a shopping center where the 
property is located near a business with which the 
councilman, his relative, or his business associate is 
involved, near the councilman's residential property, and 
near a school attended by the councilman's child.    Any 
possibility of gain from the measure would be remote and 
speculative, and any actual gain would not be "special" 
within the meaning of the voting conflicts law.  

CEO 94-10 -- March 10, 1994 Would a prohibited conflict of interest 
be created were a county 
commissioner's insurance client to do 
business with the county? 

A prohibited conflict of interest would be 
created under Section 112.313(7)(a), Florida 
Statutes, absent the applicability of an 
exemption under Section 112.313(12), Florida 
Statutes, were businesses which are insurance 
clients of a county commissioner's insurance 
agency to contract with the county commission 
to provide goods or services to the 
county.  Under the facts of this opinion, the 
commissioner would hold a contractual 
relationship with business entities doing 
business with his agency. 
  
In addition, the commissioner would be 
prohibited from voting and be subject to the 
other requirements of Section 112.3143(3)(a), 
Florida Statutes, regarding measures that would 
inure to the special private gain of insurance 
clients or of persons with whom the 
commissioner jointly owns an office 
building.  His insurance clients would constitute 
"principals by whom he is retained" and co-
owners of an office building would come within 
the definition of "business associate." 

CEO 93-4 -- March 11, 1993 Are you, a city commissioner, 
prohibited by Section 112.3143(3), 
Florida Statutes, from voting on rent 

No voting conflict of interest is created where a 
city commissioner votes to increase the rent at a 
city-owned mobile home park located across the 
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increases for a mobile home park 
owned by the city located near a 
proposed recreational vehicle park 
owned by you? 

street from property owned by the commissioner 
which he proposes to develop into an r.v. 
park.  Inasmuch as the commissioner's property 
has not yet been developed for r.v. use, it is 
remote and speculative to assume that by raising 
the rent at the city-owned park he would be able 
to justify charging a higher rent at his r.v. park. 

CEO 93-7 -- April 22, 1993 Are you, a city commissioner, 
prohibited from voting by Section 
112.3143(3), Florida Statutes, on rent 
increases for a mobile home park 
owned by the city when you are also the 
owner of a mobile home park and may 
be able to justify raising rents at your 
park if the City raises theirs? 

No voting conflict of interest is created where a 
city commissioner votes to increase the rent at a 
city-owned mobile home park located 
approximately four miles from a mobile home 
park owned by the commissioner.  It is remote 
and speculative to assume that by raising the 
rent at the city-owned park he would be able to 
justify charging a higher rent at his park, which 
is much smaller and has no amenities. 

CEO 93-21 -- July 15, 1993 Is a city planning and zoning 
commissioner prohibited by Sections 
112.3143(3) and 112.3143(4), Florida 
Statutes, from voting and participating 
on a developer's special zoning 
exception request to change the 
designated uses on two lots a city block 
apart from lots owned by the 
commissioner and her husband from 
Riverfront District to Multi-family 
Residential? 

A city planning and zoning commissioner is not 
prohibited by Sections 112.3143(3) and 
112.3143(4), Florida Statutes, from voting and 
participating on a developer's special exception 
request to change the designated uses of two lots 
located a city block apart from lots owned by the 
commissioner and her husband, because there is 
no indication that she would be voting on a 
measure that inured either to her or to her 
husband's special private gain.  Any benefit to 
the property would be too remote and 
speculative to constitute special gain. 

CEO 91-16 -- March 7, 1991 Are you, a member of a city council, 
prohibited by Section 112.3143(3), 
Florida Statutes, from voting on matters 
concerning a road project, when one of 
the configurations being considered will 
not directly affect property owned by 
you, but may increase property values 
in the area? 

A city council member is not prohibited by 
Section 112.3143(3), Florida Statutes, from 
voting on the alignment of proposed road 
project, where the member owns property in the 
area and would not be directly affected by the 
configuration of roads.  Although property 
values  in the area may increase as a result of the 
project, any gain resulting from the project 
would be too remote and speculative to 
constitute "special private gain" requiring the 
council member to abstain from voting. 

CEO 90-71 -- October 19, 1990 Are you, a town commissioner, 
prohibited from voting on various 
issues relating to a dredging and 
improvement project which would 
benefit the neighborhood in which you 
reside, where the cost of the project 
would be assessed against you and the 
other owners of property in the area? 

A town commissioner is not prohibited by 
Section 112.3143(3), Florida Statutes, from 
voting on a dredging and improvement project 
which would benefit property in which he owns 
an interest, where the cost of the project would 
be assessed against the owners of property in the 
area.  The commissioner jointly owns with his 
spouse one of 83 parcels which would be 
affected by the assessment.  Therefore, the 
measures under consideration would not inure to 
the special private gain of the Commissioner. 

CEO 90-46 -- June 14, 1990 Would a prohibited conflict of interest 
or a voting conflict be created were 
you, a City Councilman, to be retained 
by a company doing business with 
companies doing business with the 
City? 

No prohibited conflict of interest would be 
created under Section 112.313(7), Florida 
Statutes, were a city council member to be 
retained by a real estate firm, a principal of 
which is personally retained by a company 
owning a proposed landfill site, and by a waste 
management company seeking approval to 
construct a landfill.  In addition, no voting 
conflict of interest would be created under 
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Section 112.3143, Florida Statutes, were the 
council member to vote to waive certain 
requirements in the city's purchasing code to 
accelerate the landfill siting process.  Under the 
circumstances, the vote would not personally 
benefit the council member or the firm which 
retains him.  Also, the vote may be preliminary 
or procedural in its effect on the companies 
involved rather than representing any special 
private gain.  Whether other votes involving the 
companies retaining the president of the council 
member's employing company would create 
voting conflicts would depend on the measure 
considered and whether it would inure to the 
special private gain of the firm employing the 
council member rather than benefiting the 
president of the firm personally. 

CEO 89-32 -- July 27, 1989 Are you, a city commissioner, 
prohibited from voting on a measure 
which could re-configure, decrease, or 
re-align available parking spaces, or to 
improve the public right of way on 
which the spaces are located by 
landscaping and repaving, when the 
parking spaces may be used by 
customers of your nearby restaurant? 

A city commissioner is not prohibited by Section 
112.3143(3), Florida Statutes, from voting on a 
measure concerning the re-alignment or 
reconfiguring of the number of parking spaces 
in or landscaping and repaving of a public right 
of way, when customers of the commissioner's 
nearby restaurant sometimes use the available 
parking in the right of way.  He would be 
prohibited from voting on a measure involving 
a decrease in available parking.  

CEO 88-51 -- July 28, 1988 Would a prohibited conflict of interest 
be created were you, a county 
commissioner, to sell land to the county 
for use as a landfill? 

Under Section 112.313(3), Florida Statutes, a 
county commissioner is prohibited from acting 
in a private capacity to sell any realty to the 
county. However, certain exemptions to this 
prohibition have been created in Section 
112.313(12), Florida Statutes. Under the 
circumstances presented, the exemption for 
sealed competitive bidding contained in Section 
112.313(12)(b) would not be applicable as the 
county commissioner participated in 
determining the bid specifications. However, the 
exemption for a sole source of supply contained 
in Section 112.313(12)(e) could be applicable 
where the county sought bids for landfill 
property once, receiving no eligible bids, if the 
county sought bids a second time, the 
commissioner submits a bid to sell his property 
to the county, and his bid is the only one which 
meets the necessary criteria for use as a landfill. 
Alternatively, as noted in CEO's 76-7 and 78-8, 
the county could condemn the commissioner's 
property through eminent domain proceedings. 
The commissioner should abstain from voting 
and follow the requirements of Section 
112.3143(3), Florida Statutes, if his property is 
under consideration for purchase or 
condemnation. 

  
 

https://ethics.state.fl.us/Documents/Opinions/76/CEO%2076-007.htm
https://ethics.state.fl.us/Documents/Opinions/78/CEO%2078-008.htm
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CEO 88-31 -- April 28, 1988 Are you, a city council member, 
prohibited by Section 112.3143, Florida 
Statutes, from voting on the annexation 
of property which adjoins property in 
which you own an interest? 

A city council member is not prohibited by 
Section 112.3143, Florida Statutes, from voting 
on the annexation of property which adjoins 
property in which she owns an interest. Any gain 
or loss resulting from the annexation of the 
property would be too remote and speculative to 
constitute "special private gain" requiring the 
council member to abstain from voting. 

CEO 88-27 -- April 28, 1988 Is a city commissioner prohibited by 
Section 112.3143, Florida Statutes, 
from voting on the rezoning of property 
where his employer has contracted to 
purchase the property contingent upon 
its receiving a particular zoning 
designation from the city? 

A city commissioner is prohibited by Section 112.3143, 
Florida Statutes, from voting on the rezoning of property 
where the company which employs him has entered into 
a contract to purchase the property contingent upon 
rezoning. A commissioner who is employed by a wholly- 
owned subsidiary of that company which operates on the 
premises of the parent company and which receives 40 
percent to 50 percent of its business from the parent 
company also would be prohibited from voting on the 
zoning amendment. However, another commissioner who 
is a building contractor would not be prohibited from 
voting on the rezoning of the property, where he probably 
would be the building contractor for construction on the 
property if rezoning is denied and if another group of 
purchasers is able to buy the property from the existing 
owner. 

CEO 87-95 -- December 10, 1987 Is a member of an expressway authority 
prohibited by Section 112.3143, Florida 
Statutes, from voting on the corridor of 
a proposed 11 mile long expressway 
where the member owns a 10 percent 
interest in a 30 acre parcel of land and 
where either the parcel would be 
located close to the right-of-way of the 
expressway or a portion of the parcel 
would be required to be taken for the 
right-of-way? 

An expressway authority member is not prohibited by 
Section 112.3143, Florida Statutes, from voting on the 
corridor of a proposed 11 mile long expressway, where 
the member owns a 10 percent interest in a 30 acre parcel 
of land and where the parcel would be located close to 
the right-of-way of the expressway or a portion of the 
parcel would be required to be taken for the right-of-way. 
As the effect of the proposed corridor on the property is 
not clear and as construction of the expressway will 
require the acquisition of property from 650 owners, the 
proposed corridor cannot be said to inure to the "special" 
gain or loss of the authority member. 

CEO 86-44 -- June 19, 1986 Are you, a city council member, 
prohibited from voting by Section 
112.3143, Florida Statutes, on a site 
plan for a shopping center to be located 
adjacent to the florist store which you 
own and operate? 

A city council member is not prohibited from voting by 
Section 112.3143, Florida Statutes, on a site plan for a 
shopping center to be located adjacent to the florist store 
which he owns and operates, where any parking spaces 
or land lost because of the nature of the final plan would 
be replaced and where any impact the proposed mall 
would have on the florist business in the future is remote 
and speculative. 

CEO 85-5 -- January 24, 1985 Are you, a town commission and 
zoning board member, prohibited from 
voting on the rezoning of a mobile 
home park, where you reside in the park 
and work for an owner of the park as 
park director? 

A town commissioner and zoning board 
member is prohibited by Section 112.3143, 
Florida Statutes (Supp. 1984), from voting on 
the rezoning of a mobile home park, where the 
commissioner is employed by an owner of the 
park as park director. However, the 
commissioner would not be prohibited from 
voting on the matter because of residing in the 
park, as the rezoning would affect all park 
residents, who comprise approximately 90% of 
the town's population. 

CEO 85-17 -- March 6, 1985 Are a city mayor and a city 
commissioner prohibited by Section 
112.3143, Florida Statutes, from voting 
on a petition for annexation of property 

The city mayor and a city commissioner are 
prohibited by Section 112.3143, Florida Statutes 
(Supp. 1984), from voting on a petition for 
annexation of property owned by the developer 
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owned by the developer who employs 
them? 

who employs them. Here, it appears that the 
annexation petition would inure to the special 
gain of the developer. 

CEO 85-46 -- July 11, 198 Is a city commissioner prohibited by 
Section 112.3143, Florida Statutes, 
from voting on a petition for annexation 
of property, where the developer which 
employs the commissioner has sold the 
property but retains a mortgage on the 
property? 

A city commissioner is not prohibited by Section 
112.3143, Florida Statutes, from voting on a 
petition for annexation of property, where the 
developer which employs the commissioner has 
sold the property but retains a mortgage on the 
property and in addition owns adjoining 
property. Under the circumstances presented, 
any gain or loss derived by the commissioner's 
employer from the annexation would be too 
remote and speculative to "inure to the special 
gain" of the employer. 

CEO 85-62 -- September 3, 1985 Are you, a city council member, 
prohibited by Section 112.3143, Florida 
Statutes, from voting on the rezoning of 
property within a redevelopment area, 
where a corporation in which you own 
an interest owns a parcel of land within 
the redevelopment area? 

A city council member is not prohibited by 
Section 112.3143, Florida Statutes, from voting 
on an ordinance which would provide for site-
specific zoning for a redevelopment area, where 
the council member's corporation owns a one-
acre parcel of property within the several square 
miles included in the redevelopment area. Nor 
would the council member be prohibited from 
voting on all rezoning applications for property 
within the area, although he may be prohibited 
from voting on matters affecting property 
located near the corporation's property. 

CEO 85-77 -- October 24, 1985 Is a school board member who 
owns a retail clothing business 
near the site of a proposed 
school district administrative 
complex prohibited by Section 
112.3143, Florida Statutes, 
from voting on matters 
relating to the use of the 
school district's property? 
  

 

A school board member who owns a retail 
clothing business near the site of a proposed 
school district administrative complex is not 
prohibited by Section 112.3143, Florida 
Statutes, from voting on matters relating to the 
use of the school district's property. Given the 
particular nature of the board member's business 
any gain or loss resulting from measures relating 
to the use of the school district's property would 
be too speculative and remote to constitute 
"special gain" requiring the board member to 
abstain from voting. 

CEO 85-87 -- November 26, 1985 Is a city council member who 
is a vice president of a bank 
prohibited by Section 
112.3143, Florida Statutes, 
from voting on the sale and 
redevelopment of property 
located one block from the 
main office of the bank? 

A city council member who is a vice president 
of a bank is not prohibited by Section 112.3143, 
Florida Statutes, from voting on the sale and 
redevelopment of property located one block 
from the main office of the bank. Under the 
circumstances presented, any gain or loss 
resulting to the bank from the redevelopment 
project would be too speculative and remote to 
conclude that the bank would receive any 
"special" gain as a result of the redevelopment 
project. 

CEO 84-80 -- August 9, 1984 
 

Would a voting conflict of interest be 
created were you, a member of a city-
county planning commission, to vote on 
a down-zoning proposal encompassing 
the neighborhood in which you reside, 
where the proposal was prepared by a 
neighborhood association of which you 
are a member? 

No voting conflict of interest would be created 
under Section 112.3143, Florida Statutes, were 
a member of a city-county planning commission 
to vote on a down-zoning proposal 
encompassing the neighborhood in which he 
resides, when the proposal was prepared by a 
neighborhood association of which he is a 
member. The down-zoning proposal would not 
inure to his special private gain, or to the special 
gain of any principal by whom he is retained.  
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CEO 85-90 -- December 11, 1985 Is a county commissioner who owns an 
interest in property upon which is 
located an eagle's nest prohibited by 
Section 112.3143, Florida Statutes, 
from voting on a proposed ordinance 
which would protect eagle habitats by 
restricting development activities 
within a specified radius from their 
nests? 

A county commissioner who owns an interest in 
property upon which is located an eagle's nest is 
not prohibited by Section 112.3143, Florida 
Statutes, from voting on a proposed ordinance 
which would protect eagle habitats by restricting 
development activities within a specified radius 
from their nests. Here, there are 16 parcels of 
property within the county upon which eagle 
nests are located, and the proposed ordinance 
would be generally applicable to all property 
within the county. Therefore, the proposed 
ordinance would not inure to the "special" gain 
of the county commissioner. However, were the 
county commission to vote on the application of 
the ordinance to the commissioner's property, 
Section 112.3143(3), Florida Statutes, would 
apply, and the commissioner would be required 
to abstain and to follow the disclosure 
requirements of that provision. 

CEO 83-50 -- July 28, 1983 Was a voting conflict of interest created 
where a metropolitan planning 
organization member voted to amend a 
motion concerning the scheduling of 
the extension of a road, where part of 
property owned by him would have to 
be acquired as right-of-way for the 
proposed road? 

No voting conflict of interest was created where 
a metropolitan planning organization member 
voted to amend a motion concerning the 
scheduling of the extension of a road, where part 
of property owned by him would have to be 
acquired as right-of-way for the proposed road. 
Under the circumstances, the motion was 
preliminary in nature and did not inure to his 
gain. Nor was a voting conflict of interest 
created where the member voted on a motion 
regarding acceleration of design and production 
efforts for the planned extension of the road, 
where the effect of the motion was neither to 
alter the priorities for expending funds already 
available nor to speed up the right-of-way 
acquisition for the project. 

CEO 79-31 -- May 17, 1979 Does a voting conflict of interest exist 
when a planning commission member 
votes on a rezoning measure requested 
by a person with whom he occasionally 
subcontracts? 

Section 112.3143, F. S. 1977, requires a public 
officer to file a memorandum of voting conflict 
when he has voted upon a measure in which he 
has a personal, private, or professional interest 
and which inures to his special private gain or 
the special gain of any principal by whom he is 
retained. When a planning commission member 
votes on a rezoning measure requested by a 
person with whom he occasionally subcontracts, 
such disclosure is not required because the 
zoning change would not have inured to the 
commissioner's special private gain or that of a 
principal by whom he was retained, as there was 
no contract between the commissioner and the 
subcontractor at the time of the vote. Even if 
there had been such a contract at the time of the 
vote, the commission member, as a general 
contractor, would not have been retained as an 
agent by the subcontractor. However, the 
planning commission member was justified in 
abstaining from voting on the request for 
consideration, in light of his anticipation of 
using the subcontractor's services in the future. 

CEO 77-61 -- April 21, 1977 Is a voting conflict of interest requiring 
disclosure constituted where I, a 

Although a public officer may not be prohibited 
from voting on any matter, where he elects to 
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member of a local expressway 
authority, am majority stockholder in a 
corporation owning property which 
would be condemned were two of 
several route alternatives to be adopted 
by the authority? 

vote on a measure in which he has a personal, 
private, or professional interest which inures to 
his special private gain, he is required to disclose 
such conflict via the filing of a Memorandum of 
Voting Conflict. Section 112.3143, F. S. 1975. A 
member of a local expressway authority who is 
majority stockholder in a corporation owning 
property which would be condemned were two 
of several route alternatives to be adopted by the 
authority has a professional interest in the 
measure which stands to be affected by the 
outcome of the vote. Accordingly, were the 
expressway authority member to exercise his 
right to vote on the measure, he would have a 
voting conflict of interest requiring disclosure 
on CE Form 4, Memorandum of Voting 
Conflict. 
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