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GOALS & OBJECTIVES
2035 LONG RANGE TRANSPORTATION PLAN
PASCO COUNTY MPO

The 2035 Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP) establishes a set of goals that have been
updated from the 2025 LRTP so that they comply with the Federal transportation requirements,
including the Safe Accountable Flexible Efficient Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for Users
(SAFETEA-LU), passed in 2005, and the Florida Transportation Plan. The CCC Regional LRTP
has also been considered in the development of the goals and objectives of the 2035 LRTP.

SAFETEA-LU
To comply with SAFETEA-LU, the goals and objectives set forth in the 2035 LRTP must address
the eight metropolitan planning factors identified below:

1. Support the economic vitality of the metropolitan area, especially by enabling global
competitiveness, productivity, and efficiency.

2. Increase the safety of the transportation system for motorized and non-motorized users.

3. Increase the security of the transportation system for motorized and non-motorized
users.

4. Increase the accessibility and mobility of people and for freight.

5. Protect and enhance the environment, promote energy conservation, improve the
quality of life, and promote consistency between transportation improvements and
State and local planned growth and economic development patterns.

6. Enhance the integration and connectivity of the transportation system, across and
between modes, for people and freight.

7. Promote efficient system management and operation.

8. Emphasize the preservation of the existing transportation system.

Florida Transportation Plan
The 2035 LRTP is required by state statute to be consistent with the goals and objectives of the
Florida Transportation Plan. These goals, as of March 2006, are listed below:

1. A safer and more secure transportation system for residents, businesses, and visitors.

2. Enriched quality of life and responsible environmental stewardship.

3. Adequate and cost-efficient maintenance and preservation of Florida’s transportation
assets.

4. A stronger economy through enhanced mobility for people and freight.

5. Sustainable transportation investments for Florida’s future.

Chairs Coordinating Committee Regional

Long Range Transportation Plan (CCC RLRTP)

Three goals were established in the CCC RLRTP that must also be considered so that Pasco
County’s LRTP accommodates the regional transportation goals. These goals are as follows:

1. Provide a safe and efficient multimodal transportation system that serves the mobility
needs of West Central Florida.
2. Provide a transportation system that contributes to the economic vitality of west central

Florida.
3. Provide a regional transportation system that protects the environment and preserves
quality of life.
Tindale-Oliver & Associates, Inc. Pasco County MPO
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Pasco County LRTP

Goals and Objectives

SAFETEA-LU, Florida Transportation Plan Compliance

Table 1: Goals, Objectives, and Measures of Effectiveness: SAFETEA-LU, Florida Transportation Plan Compliance (cont.)
SAFETEA-LU Criteria FTP Criteria

Quantitative

Qualitative
Recommended in SAFETEA-LU Compliance  xxx
Documentation (May 2007)

Economic Vitality
Safety
Security
Mobility/Access
Protect Environment
Connectivity
Efficient Management
Preservation
Safe & Secure
Preservation
Economy/Mobility
Sustainable Investment

~N | Quality of Life/Environment

3[4]5 Goal/Objective Measure of Effectiveness Means of Measurement

Objective 1.1.1: The transportation system will M.Q.E. 1.1.1.1 Level of service on roads carrying a high truck  |Report % of truck rogte miles by Volume
. y <« < « . providg forthe iz gnd efficient mpvement of geople traffic percentage. to Capacity (V/C) ratio greater than 1.0.
and freight via the highway, port, airport, and rail X ) - -
systems. M.O.E. 1.1.1.2 Level of service on designated access roads Report % of route miles by V/C ratio
serving intermodal facilities. greater than 1.0.
Objective 1.1.2: The Plan will consider the M.O.E. 1.1.2.1 Are park-and-ride lots utilized in the intermodal
lenhancement and protection of existing intermodal ~ [system? Yes or No
X X X | X1 X X | X ffacilities and, in general, linkages between modes.
M.O.E. 1.1.2.2 Does a public airport Master Plan exist? Yes or No
Objective 1.1.3: The project prioritization M.O.E. 1.1.3.1 Does the prioritization process consider
methodology and process will consider new intermodal facilities?
X X X X intermodal facilities and improvements to existing Yes or No
intermodal facilities.
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Table 1: Goals, Objectives, and Measures of Effectiveness: SAFETEA-LU, Florida Transportation Plan Compliance (cont.)

SAFETEA-LU Criteria FTP Criteria
E - Quantitative
— = o
> wlb @ E 2| & Qualitative
3 S1El > 5 5 < = c|Z| 3| Recommendedin SAFETEA-LU Compliance xxx
NN EHEFREEHEEE Documentation (May 2007)
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112|3]4|5]|6]7|8]1]2[3|4]5 Goal/Objective Measure of Effectiveness Means of Measurement

Objective 1.2.1: The needs of that portion of the
population considered low income and traditionally |M.O.E. 1.2.1.1 Are the needs of the traditionally under-served

X X X | x X X underserved, including the transportation of considered in the MPO Transportation Plan and in the Yes or No
disadvantaged/transit dependent population, will be | Transportation Disadvantaged Service Plan (TDSP)?
considered.
M.O.E. 1.2.2.1 Percent of road corridors with sidewalks. Compute from database

Objective 1.2.2: Alternative forms of transportation
will be considered as part of the systematic approach

X | x x| x| x| x X | x| x| x| x N : M.O.E. 1.2.2.2. Percent of road corridors with bicycle facilities |Compute from database
to congestion management and highway demand
reduction.
M.O.E. 1.2.2.3. Percent of road corridors with transit routes Compute from database
Objective 1.2.3: Alternative forms of transportation
will be reviewed when developing demand M.O.E. 1.2.3.1 Does the Congestion Management process ves or No
XX X[ x]px|x x XX management strategies that will be considered within |include the review of operational and management strategies?
the Plan.

Objective 1.2.4: Alternative forms of transportation M.O.E. 1.2.4.1 Are alternative forms of transportation considered

X | x x| x| x| x X | x X | X [will be considered during the allocation of during the allocation of enhancement funds? Yes or No
lenhancement funds.
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Table 1: Goals, Objectives, and Measures of Effectiveness: SAFETEA-LU, Florida Transportation Plan Compliance (cont.)
SAFETEA-LU Criteria FTP Criteria

Quantitative

Qualitative
Recommended in SAFETEA-LU Compliance xxx
Documentation (May 2007)

Economic Vitality
Safety
Security
Mobility/Access
Protect Environment
Connectivity
Efficient Management
Preservation
Safe & Secure
Preservation
Economy/Mobility
Sustainable Investment

~N | Quality of Life/Environment

3[4]5 Goal/Objective Measure of Effectiveness Means of Measurement

M.O.E. 1.2.5.1 Does the bicycle and pedestrian prioritization
process consider future facilities that serve schools, elderly care

facilities, recreational areas, and commercial centers within Yes or No
residential areas?
Objective 1.2.5: Appropriate support facilities for - . .
X | X X | X | x| x X | x X | x [bicycle and pedestrian modes will be considered RS- IR0 facillty design standards support bicycle and Yes or No

; e
within the Plan. pedestrian facilities?

M.O.E. 1.2.5.3 Do each of the local agencies have land
development regulations and site development plan Yes or No
requirements that consider bicycle and pedestrian amenities?

Objective 1.2.6: Design standards for future highway |M.O.E. 1.2.6.1 Do facility design standards consider bicycle

x| X XX xfx x| X X | X Kacilities will consider pedestrian and bicycle needs. |and pedestrian facilities? Yes or No
((j)by_actlvg .1'2'7:hA” Pegeaaian facmt;els ‘_N'" b? thei M.O.E. 1.2.7.1 Do facility design standards comply with v N
X | X X | x| x| x x| X X | x [designedin such a manner so as not to impair their |\ o0 i Disabilities (ADA) Act requirements? es or No
use by the disabled or elderly population.
Objective 1.2.8: The Plan will consider, promote, M.O.E. 1.2.8.1 Percent of corridor miles with transit routes. Compute from database
X | x| x| x X s | improve, and increase, as appropriate, the use of
mass transit as a viable alternative form of M.O.E. 1.2.8.2 Percent of land area served within 0.25 miles of Compute from GIS and database
transportation. future transit routes pu

Objective 1.2.9: The Plan will provide for the needs

of the transportation disadvantaged (TD) population M.O.E. 1.2.9.1 Does the Transportation Disadvantaged Service

X | X X X | x X and improve the coordination of TD services with Plan (TDSP) conside_r the coordination of TD services with other |Yes or No
) modes of transportation?
other modes of transportation.
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Table 1: Goals, Objectives, and Measures of Effectiveness: SAFETEA-LU, Florida Transportation Plan Compliance (cont.)

SAFETEA-LU Criteria FTP Criteria
% - Quantitative
- = =
> wlb 5 E > g Qualitative
= 21E| > 5 < g £ S =| @] Recommendedin SAFETEA-LU Compliance xxx
HNEEHEEEHERHEEE Documentation (May 2007)
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1|12|3|4|5|6|7|8)1|2|3|4]5 Goal/Objective Measure of Effectiveness Means of Measurement

M.O.E. 1.2.10.1 Percent of major road network with bicycle
Objective 1.2.10: The Plan will consider the oS Compute from database
< | x x x Exxtxtxtl x| x| x| x enhanct_ement and prgtection of the existing bicycle,
pedestrian, and transit systems for commuter,
recreational, and tourism proposes. M.O.E. 1.2.10.2 Percent of major road network with sidewalks |Compute from database
Objective 1.2.11: The project prioritization
< | x x| x < | x w2 || sz methodology and process will consider new facilities |M.O.E. _1.2.11.1 Does prioritization process considers bicycles, Yes or No
and improvements to existing pedestrian, bicycle, and|pedestrians, and transit?
transit systems.
M.O.E. 1.2.12.1 Are the perceptions of public transportation
Objective 1.2.12: Security of public transportation employees and users, with regard to the security of the system, |Yes or No
x| x!x x| x| x % | x serviges and the publicAwiII be monitored anq solicited on a regular basis?
considered, as appropriate, through appropriate
design concepts and programs. M.O.E. 1.2.12.2 Are reported crimes against public Yes or No
transportation system users monitored on a regular basis
X % | x < | x Objective 1.2.13: Adequate parking facilities to M.O.E. 1.2.13.1 Are future transit routes adequately supported Yes or No
support transit will be considered within the Plan. by parking facilities?
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Table 1: Goals, Objectives, and Measures of Effectiveness: SAFETEA-LU, Florida Transportation Plan Compliance (cont.)

SAFETEA-LU Criteria FTP Criteria
% N Quantitative
— = =
> wlb 5 E > g Qualitative
3 2lEl2|5|slelS]<|Z|g| Recommendedin SAFETEA-LU Compliance xxx
HNEEHEEEHERHEEE Documentation (May 2007)
AR NRNEHAEE PIEAEERE
é = 3 S| e ) s 6 < 2 5 > o
nlolz|W]E I S22 E|l2
o nl|l=l=]c]|= ol s
c alololcsl2]l=Z]2] 2 g
S ocla|O .g o ‘% °olalolz
w gl |8 Zl |4z
i g @
<o
112]|3|4|5|6|7(8)1|2]|3]4]5 Goal/Objective Measure of Effectiveness Means of Measurement

Report % of major route miles by V/C
ratio; percent of route miles with V/C
ratio greater than 1.0

Objective 1.3.1: The Plan will, on a local and regional
X | X X X basis, relieve congestion and prevent congestion
ffrom occurring where it does not yet occur.

M.O.E. 1.3.1.1 Level of service of the major road system,
including the saturation level.

M.O.E. 1.3.2.1 Does the Plan consider operating and

Objective 1.3.2: The Plan will consider the protection ! ) ) - Yes or No
land enhancement of existing highway facilities by maintenance costs during the estimated life of the facility?

X | x X X [considering not only the initial capital investment, but
also operating and maintenance costs throughout the [M.O.E. 1.3.2.2 Does the MPO Cost Affordable Plan considers v N
service life of the facility. life-cycle costs (maintenance) as a component of total cost? es orNo

Objective 1.3.3: The capacity of the existing highway \) 5 £ 1.3.3.1 Was the Pasco County Mobility Management

system will be optimized through the consideration  [system used to consider TSM, TDM, and ITS type projects to  |Yes or No
and implementation of transportation system relieve congestion?

X X X | x | x Jmanagement (TSM) and transportation demand
management (TDM) projects, and through the
consideration of intelligent transportation systems M.O.E. 1.3.3.2 Are funds allocated for TSM, TDM, and ITS type

. Yes or No
(ITS) projects. projects?
Objective 1.3.4: Congestion management strategies
x x | x 1l x!x that systematically consider appropriate TSM, TDM  |M.O.E. 1.3.4.1 Has a Congestion Management System been Yes or No
and ITS projects and strategies will be identified for |implemented?
implementation.
Objective 1.3.5: The Plan will enhance the M.O.E. 1.3.5.1 Do roads crossing the county line have the same Compare plan with plans of adiacent
X X X X connectivity of roads with other adjacent urbanized  |number of lanes and same functional classification in adjacent iuris dpictior?s P !
areas to support regional travel. counties? /
Objective 1.3.6: The Plan will consider enhancements
to transportation corridors that provide accessibility |M.O.E. 1.3.6.1 Have transportation corridors that provide Yes or No
x X X X between major activity centers in the region, including|accessibility to major activity centers been identified in the Plan?
recreational and tourist destinations.
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Table 1: Goals, Objectives, and Measures of Effectiveness: SAFETEA-LU, Florida Transportation Plan Compliance (cont.)

SAFETEA-LU Criteria

FTP Criteria

Objective 1.3.7: The Plan will document emergency

M.O.E. 1.3.7.1 Does the Plan document emergency evacuation

% . Quantitative
— = c
> ” S S § > g Qualitative
= ol €] > Elclelelcl=]| 3 Recommended in SAFETEA-LU Compliance xxx
3 slaelslEl=olelzl=lelg]e i
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1{2|3|4|5]6]7|8]1]2|3]4]5 Goal/Objective Measure of Effectiveness Means of Measurement

Network.

Strategic Highway Safety Network?

X | x| x X levacuation routes and consider them as part of the routes? Yes or No
prioritization of roadway improvements. :
Objective 1.3.8: The Plan will contain an evaluation of
X | X X X transplortathn COI'I'.IdO.I'S .ba.se‘,j on stanQards M.O.E. 1.3.8.1 Has evaluation been accomplished in the Plan? |Yes or No
established in the jurisdiction's respective
Comprehensive Plan.
Oplfi.cnvf 1'3'9:;1? Plan vy(ljll evalae eg(p;rjdlng M.O.E. 1.3.9.1 Does the development of the Plan evaluate v N
X | x X X g;:lesslng ransportation corridors versus building new existing versus new transportation corridors? es or No
Objective 1.3.10: The project prioritization
< | x X M methodology and process will consider the effect of |M.O.E. 1.3.10.1 Does the prioritization process consider the Yes or No
new facilities and improvements to existing highway |effect of new highway facilities?
ffacilities.
Objective 1.3.11: The safety of the transportation
X X system will be considered as part of the prioritization |M.O.E. 1.8.11.1 Have high accident locations been identified? |Compute from database
of transportation improvements.
Objective 1.3.12: The Plan is consistent with the M.O.E. 1.3.12.1 Does the plan concider the safety emphasis
X | X X Vision, Mission, and Goal of the Florida Department |areas of the Strategic Highway Safety Plan in the selection of Yes or No
of Transportation’s “Strategic Highway Safety Plan.” |projects?
Objective 1.3.13: The recommendations of the Plan [M.O.E. 1.3.13.1 Is the Plan consistent with the goal of transit
X | x X are consistent with the Pasco County Public operation al safety through the identification of hazards or Yes or No
Transportation's System Safety Program Plan.” conditions that result or could result in accidents?
Objective 1.3.14: The Plan will include ITS . .
< | x X surveillance on the Strategic Highway Safety M.O.E. 1.3.14.1 Does the plan include ITS surveillance on the Yes or No
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Table 1: Goals, Objectives, and Measures of Effectiveness: SAFETEA-LU, Florida Transportation Plan Compliance (cont.)
SAFETEA-LU Criteria FTP Criteria

Quantitative

Qualitative
Recommended in SAFETEA-LU Compliance xxx
Documentation (May 2007)

Economic Vitality
Safety
Security
Mobility/Access
Protect Environment
Connectivity
Efficient Management
Preservation
Safe & Secure
Preservation
Economy/Mobility
Sustainable Investment

~n | Quality of Life/Environment

3[4]5 Goal/Objective Measure of Effectiveness Means of Measurement

Objective 2.0.1: The Plan will support economic
X X X X development through consideration of improved M.O.E. 2.0.1.1 Level of service on roads designated as access Compute from database
access and connections to port, rail, and airport to intermodal facilities
ffacilities.
Objective 2.0.2: The Plan will support economic
< | x X X < | x X devt_alopment by ensuring that transportation systems M.Q.E. 2.0.2.1 Level of service on roads carrying high truck Report % of truck route miles by V/C ratio
are in place that promote and enhance the efficient |traffic percentage greater than 1.0.
and safe movement of freight and services.
Objective 2.0.3: The Plan will identify geographic
x x AE areas that allow high density and intensity land uses M.O.I_E. 2031 Does Plan includes map identifying potential high ves or No
that may have the potential to generate high transit  |transit ridership areas?
ridership.
M.O.E. 2.0.4.1 Did the Plan review potential Federal, State and
Objective 2.0.4: The Plan will review existing and local funding sources and options? Yes or No
X | X X X falternative federal, state, and local revenue sources

to develop a financially feasible multimodal plan. M.O.E. 2.0.4.2 Are available projected revenues greater than or ves or No
I equal to Plan costs by jurisdiction?

Tindale-Oliver & Associates, Inc. Pasco County MPO
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Table 1: Goals, Objectives, and Measures of Effectiveness: SAFETEA-LU, Florida Transportation Plan Compliance (cont.)

SAFETEA-LU Criteria

FTP Criteria

Objective 3.0.1: The Plan will support Land Use

M.O.E. 3.0.1.1 Does the Plan support land use regulatory

g - Quantitative
— = c
> » 5 g g > g Qualitative
T 4 g > % S g ,2 s g > Recommended in SAFETEA-LU Compliance  xxx
HBNEEHEEHEEEE z =1 g Documentation (May 2007)
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] E 3
(o4
1|12|3|4]|5]6|7|8]1]2|3|[4]5 Goal/Objective Measure of Effectiveness Means of Measurement

objectives.

jurisdictions' goals and objectives?

X X X X fregulatory functions, including land use plan functions, including land use plan amendments, zoning, and Yes or No
lamendments, zoning, and concurrency reviews. concurrency reviews?
Ob{ectwe 3.0.2: The P'f‘f‘ will support theigplan M.O.E. 3.0.2.1 Does the Plan provide technical support for
review process by providing technical support for .
X X X X X t sit tback. and cl access management, site setback, and clear zone Yes or No
access management, site setback, and clear zone requirements?
requirements.
Objective 3.0.3: The Plan will include a corridor L\A'O'E' 3‘t.0t:3.%>Do right-of-way needs consider all modes of Yes or No
preservation map that supports sufficient space for ransportation:
X | X X X - )
roadway improvements, mass transit, and other
alternative modes of transportation. M.O.E. 3.0.3.2 Does the Plan contain a right-of-way needs map?|Yes or No
ObJeCtIYe 3'034: Thiglgian will S”’?p"" and be M.O.E. 3.0.4.1 Is the Plan compatible with the comprehensive
compatible with the comprehensive plans of the local L
X X L plans of the local governments within the Pasco MPO area and |Yes or No
governments within the Pasco MPO area and the )
A the regional plan?
regional plan.
Objective 3.0.5: The Plan will support an
leconomically justified advance right-of-way M.O.E. 3.0.5.1 Does the Plan consider advance right-of-way
X X | X X X X N . ’ . Yes or No
acquisition program or corridor preservation for future |acquisition or corridor preservation for planned improvements?
planned improvements.
Objective 3.0.6: The demographic projections on
X . X X \which the Plan is based will be consistent with the M.O.E. 3.0.6.1 Are Plan demographic projections consistent with Yes or No
local government adopted future land use plan map |future land use plans of county and local government?
and demographic projections.
ob]efzt|ve 3oz Thg Pllan. gpalsland objectives shall M.O.E. 3.0.7.1 Do Plan goals and objectives consider other local
X X X [Jconsider other local jurisdictions' goals and Yes or No
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Table 1: Goals, Objectives, and Measures of Effectiveness: SAFETEA-LU, Florida Transportation Plan Compliance (cont.)

SAFETEA-LU Criteria

FTP Criteria

= - Quantitative
— = =
> | & & E > g Qualitative
= o g > % < g 2 < E 3 Recommended in SAFETEA-LU Compliance  xxx
- = [} .
S| =2 Sle|=2|® =1 I = = § 2 Documentation (May 2007)
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112]|3|4|5|6|7(8)1|2]|3]4]5 Goal/Objective Measure of Effectiveness Means of Measurement
X X X | x GOAL 4.0.0: The Plan will preserve and, wherever possible, enhance the community's social and environmental values.
M.O.E. 4.0.1.1 Total Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) Compute from database
Objecti\_/e 4.0.1: Th_e Plan will b? sensitive to . M.O.E. 4.0.1.2 Percent VMT at V/C ratio over 1.0 or other
X X X | X X Jpreserving the quality of the environment, and in seleeia e Compute from database
responding to air quality and energy conservation.
M.O.E. 4.0.1.4 Air quality modeling output reports Obtain from FSUTMS/Mobile 5a
M.O.E. 4.0.2.2 Percent of major road system with bicycle
Objective 4.0.2: The Plan will support community facilities Compute from database
X X | X X X | X X | x [social values by developing facilities that are user
ffriendly and multimodal.
M.O.E. 4.0.2.3 Percent of major road system with sidewalks Compute from database
. . . . M.O.E. 4.0.3.1 Number of major road network centerline miles . . .
Objgcnvg 4.0.3: Th_e Plan_ will consider the designated as scenic corridor Identify scenic corridors
x x < | x designation of scenic corridors and parkways that
enhance the overall social and aesthetic values of the M.OE. 4.0.3.2 Are aesthetics and landscaping considered in the
community. ‘0.E. 4.0.3.2 Are aesthetics scaping consi i Yes or No
design standards?
Objecnvg _4'0'4: p!srupnon o established M.O.E. 4.0.4.1 Are disruptions minimized for communities, Identify from GIS and Socio-Cultural
X X communities, activity centers, redevelopment areas, L o .
L ] R activity centers, redevelopment areas, and infill areas? Effects evaluation (Yes or No)
and infill areas will be minimized.
X X Ob]ectl_ve 4‘0'.5: il cquirements of EPA M.O.E. 4.0.5.1 Does the Plan meet EPA requirements? Yes or No
regulations will be addressed.
Objective 4.0.6: The Plan will consider storm water |M.O.E. 4.0.6.1 Do implementation costs consider land needed
X X X : . Yes or No
runoff impacts and regulations. to meet stormwater regulations?
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Table 1: Goals, Objectives, and Measures of Effectiveness: SAFETEA-LU, Florida Transportation Plan Compliance (cont.)

SAFETEA-LU Criteria FTP Criteria
= Quantitative
- = g =
> | & & E > g Qualitative
5 21 €] 2 £ < g g < = | @] Recommendedin SAFETEA-LU Compliance xxx
- = [} .
S| =2 Sle|=2|® =1 I = = § 2 Documentation (May 2007)
ol8l5|Z12]|8|&lz2]? % >|s| =
Elas]| ol 2 UCJ c|l=|o|lxk|=]0o|E Ry
sl dl|= cl=| @ Sl o e}
n = ol @ 0|l 9| ®
c 2lolelSlslwgls]ls|<c]<c
S olg|o .% alflo|la]alz
i} =8 = 2 al g
g = =
w g 5
<o
11213|4]|5|6]|7|8]1|2]3|[4]5 Goal/Objective Measure of Effectiveness Means of Measurement
X X X | x GOAL 4.0.0: The Plan will preserve and, wherever possible, enhance the community's social and environmental values.
M.O.E. 4.0.7.1 Total number of hurricane evacuation route lane
wifles Compute from database
X x X X Objective 4.0.7: The Plan will consider impacts to
hurricane evacuation routes. M.O.E. 4.0.7.2 Total number of deficient lane miles of hurricane c e f datab
evacuation routes ompute from database
X x X X Objective 4.0.8: The Plan will consider impacts to M.O.E. 4.0.8.1 Level of service on roads providing access to Compute from database
roadways within major activity centers. and within major activity centers p
X x X X Objective 4.0.9: The Plan will consider impacts to M.O.E. 4.0.9.1 Level of service on roads providing access to Compute from database
roadways accessing major activity centers. and within major activity centers P
Ol_)tj_ect[lvz_él.o.lo: 'tl'_he Ptlaln w'”havoljd’ memlzs’ or M.O.E. 4.0.10.1 Does the Plan avoid, minimize, or mitigate
X X hm;;ﬂﬁ chliss;?/ﬁgrnlrﬁgitglyimlgacta:onan:ﬁ;sr(iet ::;an disproportionately high and adverse impacts on minority and low{Yes or No
X . p 4 income populations?
low-income populations.
Objective 4.0.11: The Plan will prevent the denial of, |M.O.E. 4.0.11.1 Does the Plan prevent the denial of, reduction
X X reduction in, or significant delay in the receipt of in, or significant delay in the receipt of benefits by minority and  |Yes or No
benefits by minority and low-income populations low-income populations?
zﬁ]ie;?:iiélor'olzc;rrigi;:ealn m”ha:rc:ljdégczlr;n:ii% O;cts M.O.E. 4.0.11.1 Does the Plan avoid, minimize, or mitigate
X X 9a hb ﬁ’j pd th yt' 9 d p disproportionately high and adverse impacts on neighborhoods, |Yes or No
. et ’ aesthetic resources, and community facilities?
gggﬂgnllszazﬁllzsaes etic resources, an heti d ity facilities?
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Table 1: Goals, Objectives, and Measures of Effectiveness: SAFETEA-LU, Florida Transportation Plan Compliance (cont.)

SAFETEA-LU Criteria FTP Criteria
E - Quantitative
— = c
> w| & 5 E >| 2 Qualitative
T 4 g > % 5 g _S s H R Recommended in SAFETEA-LU Compliance xxx
HANE R FREHEEE Documentation (May 2007)
AR NN R AR
HHEERHEEH R EEEERE
slo18l1=l2]lcsl=lglol|l=]8|5]|2
c alolols|l®l=s|<=|8]c c
o oflelofe|a|§|o|x|ol 5
& 2l = z| |d|z
& b= =
i} S 3
(o4
112|3]4|5]|6]7|8]1]2[3|4]5 Goal/Objective Measure of Effectiveness Means of Measurement

M.O.E. 5.0.1.1 Has the Public Involvement Process been

adopted? Yes or No
Objective 5.0.1: The MPO will develop and adopt a . o .
X X x [Public Involvement Process that meets state and M.O.E. 5.0.1.2 Have required iCt'V't'es or supplemental public |\ -\
federal guidelines and requirements. involvement activities occurred?
M.O.E. 5.0.1.3 Have goals and objectives been modified to Yes or No
reflect public comment?
Objec(t;ve S'O‘Zd: TheAMPO V;"” efr:;ure tgﬁt fhe M.O.E. 5.0.2.1 Has MPO followed guidelines in the Public v N
X X X [procedures and requirements of the public Involvement Process document? es or No

JInvolvement Process are followed.

M.O.E. 5.0.3.1 Have newspaper announcements of public
workshops and hearings been advertised according to the MPO |Yes or No
Public Involvement Program?

Objective 5.0.3: The MPO Public Involvement Plan

ffor the Transportation Plan will inform the public, .
M.O.E. 5.0.3.2 Have media sources other than newspaper

X X X fincluding property and business owners, early in the : - > Yes or No
development and evaluation of transportation announcements been considered to inform the public?
systems alternatives.
M.O.E. 5.0.3.3 Has public input been obtained early in the
development and evaluation of transportation system Yes or No
alternatives?
Tindale-Oliver & Associates, Inc. Pasco County MPO
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Table 1: Goals, Objectives, and Measures of Effectiveness: SAFETEA-LU, Florida Transportation Plan Compliance (cont.)

SAFETEA-LU Criteria FTP Criteria
= - Quantitative
— = =
> | & & E z g Qualitative
= 2 g > % s g _2 5 3 > Recommended in SAFETEA-LU Compliance xxx
Sl.lzl8lelz|®=l2lz|l=le]s Documentation (May 2007)
SRR NRNEEAEEEERE
Elslg|l 2|5 8[=|a]l=|2|6]| |2
AEAAE cl=|21o0]|=2|2]lc]=2
c 2 - I S S A - e A ©
S oflelofe|a|l|o|a|lsl 5
i =l 2 2|l |83
o 3
] g 3
(o4
112|3]4|5]|6]7|8]1]2[3|4]5 Goal/Objective Measure of Effectiveness Means of Measurement

Objective 5.0.4: The MPO will document public input
X M M land involvement in the transportation planning M.O.E. 5.0.4.1 Has public input been summarized in the Plan ves or No
activities and the impact that public involvement has  |document?
on transportation planning decisions.
Objectl\{ta_ Sy 1'c MPOWIEIsure participglello M.O.E. 5.0.5.1 Did the MPO implement an outreach program to
X x X [the traditionally under-sgrved @i under-represegEd involve the traditionally under-served and under-represented? Yes or No
segments of the population.
Tindale-Oliver & Associates, Inc. Pasco County MPO
August 2009 14 2035 LRTP
G:\119067-01.08_PascoLRTP_ScopeA\Docs\GOMOES_Prioritization\Pasco Goals & Objectives vs. 2.doc Goals &

Objectives



Table 1: Goals, Objectives, and Measures of Effectiveness: SAFETEA-LU, Florida Transportation Plan Compliance (cont.)

SAFETEA-LU Criteria FTP Criteria
‘uEJ - Quantitative
— = =
> wlb 5 E > g Qualitative
@ 3 g > % s g _8 £ E ? Recommended in SAFETEA-LU Compliance xxx
Slalzlclelz|®=]3 L% e g Documentation (May 2007)
cle|s § HEIEHHR R
el&lglslalc|=|el=|=|S]|E|Z
o|® n|l=l=l<csl=|8lol=2]8]|¢c Q
c alololsl2]l=Z]2] 2 g
S oflelofe|a|l|o|a|lsl 5
g HHRE S
i g a
(o4
112|3]4|5]|6]7|8]1]2[3|4]5 Goal/Objective Measure of Effectiveness Means of Measurement

Objective 6.0.1: The Plan will establish the process,
U x s x st xtxx!l <] x| x| x evaluation methodology, and project prioritization M.Q.E. 6011 Dpes the Plan contain documentation of the Yes or No
strategy under which major transportation project prioritization process?
investments are made.
Op jective 6'0.' P U2 tran.Sponat'Pn pllann{nlg Process fy o.E. 6.0.2.1 Do estimated costs of the Plan consider ADA
X X X X will comply WiiGEREVAMEgeals with [?|sabll|ty_ e design standards and US DOT Regulations entitled Yes or No
(ADA) of 199.0’ and US. POT Regulat!ons'grjmled "Transportation for Individuals with Disabilities"?
"Transportation for Individuals with Disabilities."
Objective 6.0.3: The transportation planning process
will ensure that federal laws concerning civil rights
X X X X land discrimination are adhered to, and that no person|M.O.E. 6.0.3.1 Has the Public Involvement Process been Yes or No
shall be discriminated against from participating in accessible to all citizens of the county?
Jthe transportation planning process, based on race,
color, sex, national origin, or other physical handicap.
_— . ) M.O.E. 6.0.4.1 Do the measures of effectiveness used in the
Objective GIgEERIhe tranSpgiggion planning process Iternatives evaluation process reflect a multimodal
X| x| x| x| x| x X | x X | x [shall reflect a multimodal evaluation of transportation, system'a . p' 3 . Yes or No
L . ) I and financial issues. evalulatlon.of transportation, socio-economic, environmental,
socio-economic, environmental, and financial issues?
Tindale-Oliver & Associates, Inc. Pasco County MPO
August 2009 15 2035 LRTP
G:\119067-01.08_PascoLRTP_ScopeA\Docs\GOMOES_Prioritization\Pasco Goals & Objectives vs. 2.doc Goals &

Objectives



Table 1: Goals, Objectives, and Measures of Effectiveness: SAFETEA-LU, Florida Transportation Plan Compliance (cont.)

SAFETEA-LU Criteria FTP Criteria
= - Quantitative
— = =
> | & & E z g Qualitative
= 2 g > % s g _g 5 3 > Recommended in SAFETEA-LU Compliance xxx
Sl.lzl8lelz|®=l2lz|l=le]s Documentation (May 2007)
olzls|<|s|8|ls|Slslu|S|2]E
HE IR EE R R E R R R
AEAAE clS]|lalo|S]lal 5|2
c 2 A I R S A - e A ©
S ole|o|l&|a (_‘g °lalolz
@ =gl |8 z| g3
o 3
| g 3
(o4
112|3]4|5]|6]7|8]1]2[3|4]5 Goal/Objective Measure of Effectiveness Means of Measurement

Objective 6.0.5: The transportation planning process [M.O.E. 6.0.5.1 Has multi-jurisdictional coordination occurred and Yes or No
will ensure coordination among all governmental been documented as part of the Plan development process?
X % | x < | x agencies, including the Florida Department of
Transportation, municipal governments, county
Zﬁegft'ZS';:Z:*?;F*‘:O':Z’:;”gncd°;‘rgi°"r'npor’:“f‘izgrs M.O.E. 6.0.5.2 Has the Plan been endorsed by TAC, CAC, Ves or No
P 9 ! p ! gntp! * |FDOT, and other appropriate agencies?
Objective 6.0.6: The Transportation Planning
process will ensure the coordination and involvement [M.O.E. 6.0.6.1 Have the MPO Staff Directors and West Florida
X X | x X | x Jof adjacent counties, metropolitan planning Chairs Coordinating Committee been informed and updated as |Yes or No
organizations, and other affected government the Plan development progresses?
agencies in the region.
Obieelig 607 The Transpor'tatlon Plannlpg . M.O.E. 6.0.7.1 Has the Plan development process considered
X X process will integrate the requirements of air quality - . . - . Yes or No
S Clean Air Act (CAA) requirements regarding air quality?
Jtesting into the Plan development process.
Objective 6.0.8: The Transportation Planning
g:cl)gaezf 2W0| I ;g:sta:]nar:?;?nsggfepli:nc:onr:qpoonneenr:tc,f M.O.E. 6.0.8.1 Does the Plan document contain long range (20 Yes or No
X X x x| x| XXX px fxfxpxx Y g 1ate p p * |years), intermediate, and short range sections?
and a short range plan component that addresses
lexisting congestion management issues.
Tindale-Oliver & Associates, Inc. Pasco County MPO
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Table 1: Goals, Objectives, and Measures of Effectiveness: SAFETEA-LU, Florida Transportation Plan Compliance (cont.)
SAFETEA-LU Criteria FTP Criteria

Quantitative

Qualitative
Recommended in SAFETEA-LU Compliance  xxx
Documentation (May 2007)

Economic Vitality
Safety
Security
Mobility/Access
Protect Environment
Connectivity
Efficient Management
Preservation
Safe & Secure
Preservation
Economy/Mobility
Sustainable Investment

~N | Quality of Life/Environment

3[4]5 Goal/Objective Measure of Effectiveness Means of Measurement

Objective 7.0.1: The transportation planning process pLOE. .7'0'1'1 kg ailable managemenF systems operational Yes or No
o A y for use in development of the Transportation Plan?
will utilize, as available, results from the Congestion
x| x XXX x]p X)X o I IManagement, Public Transportation, and Intermodal
Management Systems. M.O.E. 7.0.1.2 Has the use of management systems been Yes or No
documented in the Plan?
OF’JEC"V‘? 72phe tran§portat|on planning process M.O.E. 7.0.2.1 Have the results of a congestion management
will consider thelCongestlon Management System, or system (CMS) for the purposes of identifying and analyzing TDM
X | X X x| x| x| x]x X | x| x fjanother congesthn lmanagement process, for the and TSM strategies been considered and documented in the Yes or No
purposes of identifying and analyzing travel demand Plan?
reduction and operational management strategies.
Tindale-Oliver & Associates, Inc. Pasco County MPO
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Conclusion

Table 1 shows that the eight metropolitan planning factors set forth in SAFETEA-LU and the five
goals from the Florida Transportation Plan have all been addressed extensively in the established
2035 LRTP goals. Most of the objectives and MOE'’s are quantifiable and easily measurable. The
gualitative objectives that are more policy based require follow up that cannot be easily evaluated
as part of this plan. These goals, objectives, and measures of effectiveness will be used
throughout the development of the Plan and will be used to quantify the performance of the
selected cost feasible plan alternative.
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