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Ie INTRODUCTION
URBAN DESIGN & STREETS CAPE POLICIES
On September 5, 1996, the Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization (MTPO), which
currently is composed of the City of Gainesville Mayor and six City Commissioners and the five
Alachua County Commissioners, appointed a Design Team. The mission of the Design Team is
to oversee, during the planning phases of a project, the construction details and specifications to
ensure uniformity in design throughout the Gainesville Metropolitan Area (GMA).

PROCEDURES
In an effort to guide all applicable transportation projects through its Design Team, the MTPO
approves the annual adoption of its Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) as the
mechanism which alerts staff, Committee members and others ofthe project scope. Usually, the
MTPO refers those new construction and reconstruction projects with preliminary engineering
scheduled in the first year of the TIP to the Design Teanl. This Report should serve as a guide to
the minimum accepted standard for construction oftransportation facilities within the GMA.

PROJECT MONITORING
The Design Team meets as necessary on the third Tuesday of the month to discuss projects that
have been referred from the MTPO. The MTPO Design Team Status Report is the primary tool
for monitoring those proj ects that are referred to the Design Team. These status reports are
included in MTPO and its Advisory Committees' meeting packets. The status report includes:
1.
2.
3.
4.

designated permanent Design Teanl members;
designated project-specific Design Team members;
projects referred to the Design Team by the MTPO; and
status of the Design Team's review of each project.

PURPOSE
Over the past several years, the Design Team has met and recommended several independent
policies to the MTPO. This Report is an effort to unify those policies and to provide a singular
reference resource for future referrals.

PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT
The MTPO Public Involvement Plan is implemented to facilitate public participation in the
transportation planning process within the GMA.
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II. METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION PLANNING ORGANIZATION
(MTPO) POLICIES
1.0 BICYCLE POLICIES
The Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization (MTPO) adopted bicycle policies on
December 14, 1995, as part of the Year 2020 Long Range Transportation Plan update. These
policies cover bicycle travel facilities and bicycle parking facilities.
1.1

Bicycle Travel FaciUties- The MTPO policies regarding the construction of bicycle
travel facilities in conjunction with roadway construction projects are listed in the
following paragraphs. These policies apply to state, county and city arterials and
collectors (major and minor).
1.1.1

Reconstruction or new construction of a roadway - Projects for the reconstruction
or new construction of an arterial or major collector within the Gainesville
Metropolitan Area (GMA) shall:
A. include either instreet bicycle lanes or wide curb lanes to accommodate
bicycle travel. The facility shall be bicycle lanes unless it can be
documented that physical space constraints or excessive turning movements
preclude such; and
B. include curb ramps for sidewalks at intersections to accommodate those
bicyclists who choose to use the sidewalk.

1.1.2

Resurfacing of a roadway - Resurfacing projects on an arterial or major collector
roadway within the GMA shall include provisions for bicycle travel to the extent
possible as follows:
A. Curb-and-gutter cross-sections - The roadway shall be striped to provide
for outside travel lanes of width up to 15 feet by malcing the interior travel
lanes and center turn lane of width 11 feet. In those cases where the
existing width of the cross-section is not adequate to provide a 15 foot
outside lane, the maximum possible width is to be provided. On the other
hand, if sufficient width exists, bicycle lanes shall be provided.
B. Non curb-and-gutter cross-sections - The pavement surface shall be
extended at least four feet beyond the motorized vehicle travel lane. Within
the GMA, this space shall be constructed, striped and marked according to
the design criteria for bicycle lanes.
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1.2

1.1.3

Negotiated Development Orders - For reconstruction, construction or resurfacing
of an arterial or collector roadway provided by a developer as the result of a
negotiated development order, particular attention should be given to ensure that
the provisions for bicycle facilities as described in paragraphs 1.1.1 and 1.1.2,
above, are followed.

1.1.4

Subdivision ordinances - The subdivision ordinances of the City of Gainesville
and Alachua COUl1ty should provide that any roadway constructed in the GMA
with an average daily traffic of greater than 1,200 vehicles per day shall have a
minimum of a 14 foot outer motorized vehicle travel lane.

1.1.5

The MTPO shall continue to encourage the Florida Department of Transpoliation
(FDOT) to maintain policies which are consistent with the MTPO policies
concerning the construction of bicycle travel facilities in conjunction with road
improvements. This policy applies to all roads (both principal and minor arterials)
on the State Highway System.

1.1.6

The MTPO shall encourage the City of Gainesville and Alachua County to adopt
the MTPO policies concerning construction of bicycle travel facilities in
conjunction with city and county road improvements.

1.1.7

The MTPO shall continue to develop a list of priorities for bicycle travel facilities
projects for the GMA which shall be updated mIDually in accordance with the
Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) process.

Bicycle ParkiJI]g Facilities- The MTPO policy regarding construction projects is that
adequate, secure bicycle parking facilities should be provided. The MTPO recommends
that the City of Gainesville and Alachua County require the provision of adequate, secure
for bicycle parking facilities in local zoning regulations.

2.0 INTERMODAL AND MULTIMODAL PLANNING POLICY
The MTPO adopted an intermodal and multimodal policy on December 14, 1995, as part of the
Year 2020 Long Rmlge Trmlsportation Plan update. TIus policy covers interrnodal and
multimodal travel facilities.
2.1

IJI]termodian aJI]d MUlitimodall TraveR FadUities- The MTPO policy regarding the
construction of intermodal and multimodal travel facilities is that adequate intennodal
travel facilities and progr-mlls, such as bus transfer facilities, bus shelters and bicycle
racks on buses, be provided. The MTPO-designated multimodal corridors shall have
priority for development of intennodal and multimodal travel facilities and progrmlls.
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3.~

JOINT BICYCLE, PEDESTRIAN. INTERMODAL.AND MULTIMODAL POLICIES

The MTPO adopted advisory and administrative; education, encouragement and enforcement;
and facilities and program activities policies on December 14, 1995, as part of the Year 2020
Long Range Transportation Plan update. Theses policies cover bicycle, pedestrian, intermodal
and multimodal planning.
3.1

3.2

AdvisOlry and Administrative Activities- Activities which have been identified as
necessary to meet the vision and goal statements of the Year 2020 Long Range
Transportation Plan BicyclelPedestrian Element include the following:

3.1.1

Continue support for Bicycle/Pedestrian Advisory Board and the BicyclelPedestrian
Program with a full-time coordinator;

3.1.2

Maintain intergovernmental coordination to facilitate bicycle and pedestrian
planning and implementation processes;

3.1.3

Continue citizen involvement processes through the BicyclelPedestrian AdvisOlY
Board (BIP AB), the Citizens Advisory Committee (CAe) and the TranspOliation
Information Network (TIN);

3.1.4

Continue to update the Bicycle Usage Trend Report program every five years to
correspond with the development of the MTPO Long Range Transportation Plan;

3.1.5

Continue Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) process to develop list of
bicycle and pedestrian priorities;

3.1.6

Support regular updates of the Gainesville Bikeway System map; and

3.1.7

Support continuation of the City of Gainesville Traffic Engineering Department's
maintenance of a traffic crash database, which includes crashes involving bicyclists
and pedestrians, collected from Gainesville Police Department crash reports.

Ed1!.lIcation, Enco1!.lIragement and Enforcement Activitiles- Activities which have been
identified as necessary to meet the vision and goal statements of the Year 2020 Long
Range TranspOliation Plan Bicycle/Pedestrian Element include the following:

3.2.1

SUppOlt continuation of Alachua County schools provision of bicycle and pedestrian
safety programs which are operated in conjunction with the City of Gainesville's
Bicycle/Pedestrian Coordinator, the Alachua County Sheriffs Office and the
Gainesville Police Department;

3.2.2

Support continuation of the University of Florida Police Department's sponsorship
of a Bicycle Traffic Safety School;
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3.3

3.2.3

Support establishment of a countywide bicycle and pedestrian enforcement and
education progranl similar in nature to the University of Florida's Bicycle Traffic
Safety School.

3.2.4

Support continuation of Alachua County's support of the Alachua County Traffic
Safety Team (ACTST), which includes transportation and public safety staff from
state and local government, as well as traffic safety-advocacy groups such as Mothers
Against Drunk Driving (MADD) and the North Central Florida Safety Council;

3.2.5

Support development and implementation of programs to provide training and
equipment to law enforcement in bicycle and pedestrian issues.

3.2.6

Support continuation of a bicycle and pedestrian safety information campaign;

3.2.7

Support continuation of the Gainesville Cycling Festival and other special events
related to bicycling and walking; and

3.2.8

Support continuation of the BBOPP (Bus, Bike or Pool and Pedestrian-to Work)
and Bike, Hike and Bus Week programs.

Facilities aJID.d lProgram Activities- Activities which have been identified as necessary to
meet the vision and goal statements of the Year 2020 Long Range TranspOliation Plan
BicyclelPedestrian Element include the following:
3.3.1

Provide offstreet multipurpose trails in the GMA;

3.3.2

Support provision of bicycle parking facilities at major destinations and auto
parking garages;

3.3.3

Support continued provision of instreet bicycle facilities and sidewalks on newly
constmcted or reconstmcted arterial and collector roadways and as independent
projects within the GMA;

3.3.4

Provide operational systems such as signal sensing devices capable of detecting
bicycles at intersections, lighting, access management and safety projects along
multimodal conidors when roadways are resurfaced;

3.3.5

SuppOli development and implementation of bicycle and pedestrian facility and
safety-related regulations within local government land deVelopment regulations;

3.3.6

Provide routine maintenance program for all bicycle and pedestrian facilities;

3.3.7

Provide intermodallinks to transit, including bike racks on buses, bicycle parking
at bus stops, sidewalks to bus stops and benches and shelters at bus stops;
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3.3.8

Provide programs in suppOli ofu'avel demand management (TDM) programs,
such as employee-incentive bicycling and walking programs; and

3.3.9

Continue to encourage the FDOT to maintain policies which are consistent with
the MTPO policies concerning the construction of bicycle and pedestrian travel
facilities in conjunction with road improvements. This policy applies to all roads
(both principal and minor arterials) on the State Highway System.

4.0 LANDSCAPING POLICIES
INTENT: At its September 23, 1999 meeting, the MTPO Landscape Subcommittee
approved a motion to have the Design Team develop a draft MTPO Landscape Policy
that included within the policy framework: tree banking; optimized landscaping;
xeriscaping; use of native species; special features such as tree clustering and community
gateways; and that the City of Gainesville, Alachua County and Florida Department of
Transportation (FDOT) are recommended to include landscaping as a part of major road
construction and reconstruction projects for collector and arterial streets, major
thoroughfares, and inter- and intra-state highway systems. If any of these provisions
cannot be followed, the agency will provide a written explanation, Shoulder construction
projects are exempt. Subdivision streets are governed by ordinances in the City and
County Codes. The City of Gainesville or Alachua County will be responsible for
projects within their respective jurisdictions.

4.1

General Landscaping Principles. All roadways constructed within the urban reserve
area of Gainesville shall be designed to result in a pleasing roadway environment
enhanced by trees and landscaping that will present an attractive community appearance,
calm traffic, enhance safety, reduce heat island effects, and provide shade for pedestrians,
bicyclists and transit uses. Where possible, the existing natural landscape shall be
retained or appropriately replicated in roadway design so as to maintain Gainesville's
sense of place and environmental heritage.
4.1.1

Apply xeriscape principles to highway landscape designs. Plan to save water.
Utilize water-conserving plants; confine water-loving species to drainage basins
or other areas where water naturally accumulates. Group plant species according
to water needs. Improve the water-holding capacity of soils by incorporating
organic matter. Mulch all plantings with organic materials. Utilize drip irrigation
systems for woody material for projects with inigation.

4.1.2

Trees and natural areas adjacent to highways win be pn-esenred and protected
during road construction projects.

4.1.3

Roads and streets will be planned to avoid as much as possible the removal of
trees that meet the criteria for designation as Heritage trees (see 4.3.1). A tree
surveyor report from an Arborist certified by the International Society of
Arboriculture dealing with n-eglll!lated trees (see 43.1) to be removed will be
submitted to the City or County Arborist prior to designing roadway construction
6

(PD&E phase). An alternative to a comprehensive survey of all regulated trees is
a modified survey showing trees of special interest and Heritage trees with
commentary on those worthy of special consideration enumerated in a report from
an Arborist with current certification by the International Society of Al"boriculture
or the American Society of Consulting A.Tborists. With either option, a copy of
the report is to be given to the MTPO Design Team, City of Gainesville and
Alachua COlmty Arborists, and Utility Vegetation Management staff.

4.2

4.1.4

Grassed areas shall be planted with sod that has been certified free of lIJlmdoUlls
weeds by the Florida Department of Agriculture and Consumer Services, Division
of Plant Industry.

4.1.5

Trees to be removed to accommodate road const11lction on public property shall
be ndellJltified ~md mliltngated in accordance with local ordinances covering tree
removal and mitigation, or mitigated in accordance with the standards hereafter
stated in this document.

4.1.6

Species lIJlaltJi"ve to Florida will be used preferentially. Under environmental
conditions where exotic species will perform more reliably, they may be used as
long as they are not species listed as invasive by the Florida Exotic Pest Plant
Council. Cultivars of native trees are acceptable but shall not comprise more than
50% of the trees on any project.

4.1.7

To encourage plant diversity, no more than 50% of the trees on a single project
will be from the single genus; no more than 25% will be of a single species.

Tree and NatUllJraI Mea Protection ZOIrnes. Protective barriers shall be plainly visible
and shall create a continuous boundary between trees or vegetation clusters and
construction activities. These barricades will prevent encroaclunent by machinery,
vehicles or stored materials.
4.2.1. Banicades must be at least 3 feet tall and must be const11lcted of either wooden
comer posts at least 2 X 4 inches buried at least 1 foot deep, with at least two
courses of wooden side slats at least 1 X 4 inches with colored flagging or colored
mesh attached, or const11lcted of I-inch angle iron comer posts vvith brightly
colored mesh construction fencing attached.

4.3

4.2.2

Barricades will be provided for in the const11lction documents with the advisory
that they must be built prior to any clearing activities. Tree protection barricades
will be subject to on-site inspections by City or County staff

4.2.3

On individual trees or clusters of trees to be preserved, the area enclosed within
the barricade will equal at least 2/3 the area of the dripline ofthe canopy.

MHigation of trees to be removed and mliIrllimUllID tree planting standards. Local
ordinances governing tree removal will be followed if they are more restrictive than the
following requirements.

7

4.3.1. Defining which Trees are governed and therefore may be subject to mitigation,
based on the condition of the trees as evaluated by the City or County Arborist.
Trees of all species native to Florida shall be considered as regulated when they
are larger than 8" in diameter (except Loblolly Pine, Slash Pine, Sweetgum,
Laurel Oak and Water Oaks trees, which are not considered regulated unless they
are 18" in diameter or larger).
Trees larger than 20" in diameter are considered Heritage trees (again except for
Loblolly Pine, Slash Pine, Sweetgum, Laurel Oak and Water Oaks trees, which
qualify as Heritage trees only when larger than 30"). Heritage trees shall receive
special consideration.
Champion trees are the largest of their species in the United States, Florida, or
Alachua County, as documented in records maintained by the Florida Department
of Agriculture, Division of Forestry. Champion trees shall receive special
consideration.
4.3.2. Tree-planting is required on every major road construction or reconstruction
project as defmed in the "Intent" statement. Road designs shall include places for
shade trees based on the following guidelines:
A. For curb-and-gutter sections, where practicable and applicable, a 5' wide
tree lawn will be planned between the curb and back of sidewalk. The
width of the tree lawn should meet applicable guidelines to allow for the
planting of shade trees. The City of Gainesville, Alachua County and the
FDOT shall follow their guidelines so that road-edge plantings will meet
their clear recovery zone requirements and include shade trees. Should
none apply, then the grass strip between curb and sidewalk. will be a
minimum of5' wide.
B. Medians in curb-and-gutter sections shall be wide en01ll1gh to allow the
planting of shade trees.
C. For swale design sections, the medians shall be wide enough to
accommodate the planting of shade trees without violating the clearrecovery zone guidelines.
D. Sufficient right-of-way adjacent to the sides ofthe road shall also be
acquired so that shade trees can be planted along the road edges.
E. The purchase, planting, establishment and maintenance of these trees shall
be figured into the project and on-going maintenance costs. If addlHimJlal
n'igfiIlt-of-w21Y ns benng acq1lllnredl1for recmllstmctiollJ!, then the option will
be presented to the MTPO to include the cost of additional right··of-way
acquisition for tree-planting.
4.3.3. The total number of trees to be included in final landscaping can be calculated
by two methods. Which ever will result in the greater number of trees to be
planted or mitigated shall apply.
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Method 1 bases the mitigation on the regulated and Heritage trees removed.

Regulated trees: Each regulated tree smaller than 20" in diameter will be
mitigated by the replanting of one or more trees, with the total diameter inches
replanted equaling 3" for each regulated tree removed. Mitigation CaJ:l be in
the foml of two trees of 1.5" in diameter or one 3" dianleter tree plaJ:lted for
each regulated tree removed.
Heritage trees: Heritage trees will be mitigated on a basis of one-half the
diameter inches. For example: If four 30" diameter Heritage Red Maples are
to be destroyed, the mitigation would be 60" ofyoung trees.

Method 2 is for roadway projects that don't necessitate tree removals. It is
based instead on Mill1lD.mum Tree rn~mtD.ll1lg St~mdaurds.
A. New roadways shall be designed to accommodate the equivalent of one
tree for every 100' of linear road edge. Trees will be spaced appropriately for
their crowns and to respect driveways, intersections, and vision triangles.

B. To calculate road-edge feet, each side of the roadway shall be considered
separately. A road project 2 miles long would have the equivalent of one tree
every 100' for 4 miles. The total length of the roadway project shall be
considered as the basis of measurement; the area occupied by driveways,
intersections, median brealcs and clear-sight distances are included in the
measurement.

c. If the road includes medians, calculation of the minimum number of
mitigation trees shall be based on one tree for every 100' linear of mediaJ:ls in
the ro·ect.

4.3.4. All trees planted on highway projects will be nursery-grown and meet Florida
Gnde #1 specifications as defined by the Florida Division of Plant Industry.
4.3.5

At least two-tlblirds oUrees plall1lted slhlOUM be shade trees which, at maturity,
will reach a height of at least 50' and have a crown spread of 30' or greater. The
other one-third of the trees may be small decorative tree species or palms. Under
extraordinary circumstances, the proportion of shade trees to small flowering trees
aJ:ld palms may be reduced to 50%-50%, but under no circumstaJ:lces shall fewer
than 50% of the trees required to meet the minimum tree-planting standaJ:·d be
shade trees. Where oven-lhteadprnman-y umity wnres limit height of acceptable
trees, Drake Elms, Hollies, and other species with low canopies will be used.
When palms are included in inch-for-inch mitigation, they shall count as the
equivalent of one 3" diameter tree.

4.3.6

If, after meeting the tree-planting requirements for new construction or
reconstruction projects as specified in 4.3.2, additional mitigation trees remain to
be planted, the nemaill1lill1lg mitigatJioll1l trees may be plall1lted off-site, with
preference being given to retrofitting mediaJ:ls or road-edges of existing highways
9

in Alachua County in conjunction with other agency's existing design guidelines.
Should the retrofitting option be unworkable, then arrangements may be made to
convey the remaining mitigation trees to the City of Gainesville or Alachua
County Arborist for another local tree planting effort. If at the time of the
roadway landscaping, a FDOT Highway Beautification Council grant is being
planted, trees purchased with grant nmds may be used by FDOT to meet the offsite mitigation requirement. Trees planted within the maintenance guidelines of
an entity shall become the maintenance responsibility of the jurisdictional entity
unless otherwise provided.

4.4

Drainage retention basin laJI:ullscaping- Retention/detention basins shall be designed to
provide an aesthetic focal point, such as a pond or other water feature; to preserve tree
groupings; or to utilize the existing terrain andlor geological features of the site. All areas
devoted to stormwater management shall be landscaped with trees, shrubs, groundcovers and
native perennials appropriate to the function as a wet or dry basin. This landscaping shall
promote safety and integrate the basin with the overall design and landscaping of the site.
4.4.1

An area equivalent to at least 25 percent of the entire basin, including the shoulders
and maintenance area shall be landscaped. At a minimum, one shade tree shan
!be planted for every 35 linear feet, or part thereof, of basin perimeter. Spacing
of trees may be closer when trees are planted in groups for aesthetic effect.

4.4.2

The rim ofthe retention/detention basin should be a minimum of25' wide on all
sides to provide the space required to operate maintenance equipment and
plantings; within the 25', the landscaped area should be no less wide at its
nanowest point than 9'. Adequate land to accommodate this required
landscaping shall be purchased when planning new facilities.

4.4.3

Drainage retention/detention basins shall be of inegular shape and shaH have
no paraHel sides. Maximum side slope shall be no greater than the l' vertical
rise to the horizontal fun equal to the depth of the basin, where the basin is
between l' and 4' in depth, and no greater slope than l' vertical rise to 4'
horizontal run for basins more than 4' design high-water depth. When and where
appropriate, vertical walls on basins may be approved; in such cases there will be
additional landscaping and barriers as determined by the respective agencies.

4.4.4

Fencing to enclose stormwater management areas shall be aesthetically
pleasing and meet all safety requirements as put f01ih by the AASHTO Policy of
Geometric Design of Highways and Streets "Green Book" design standards.
Additional liability requirements may be necessary contingent upon the acting
agency standard guidelines. If chainlinlc. fencing is used, an additional area 5'
wide outside the fence shall be landscaped with at least .3 shade trees, 2 understory
trees, 8 large sillubs and 13 small slmlbs for every 100' or part thereof of fencing.

4.4.5

Stormwater management areas must maintain existing wetland nmctions by either
preserving habitat or establishing new habitat for viable popUlations of native
plant and animal species by including sluubs, herbaceous wildflowers or ferns,
and emergent vegetation in the basin landscaping plan.
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4.5

Surface Waters and Wetlands - As far as possible, all roadway projects will be
designed to avoid impacts to wetlands, creeks, lakes, ponds, rivers, and all other bodies of
water. The City of Gainesville, Alachua County, and FDOT shall follow their respective
ordinances and statutes regarding the avoidance and minimization of impacts, and these
agencies shall follow permitting requirements as applicable.

4.5.1

Required mitigation. If in the course of roadway construction, wetlands or
surface waters will be impacted, then the City of Gainesville, Alachua County,
and FDOT shall mitigate for the impacts. Mitigation shall be encouraged within
the local watershed in which the impact occurs and within the boundaries of
Alachua County. Mitigation ratios shall in no case be less than those currently
used by the water management districts.

4.5.2

Use of Wetlands for Stormwater Management. Ifwetlands are used in
conjunction with stormwater management, the proposed systems shall not
adversely affect the quality or quantity of receiving water or the wetland habitat
function. Degradation of water quality or ecosystem function shall be addressed
by the governmental entity responsible for project construction.

5.0 PEDESTRIAN POLICIES
The MTPO adopted pedestrian policies on December 14, 1995, as part of the Year 2020 Long
Range Transportation Plan update. These policies cover pedestrian travel facilities.

5.1

Pedestrian Travel FadHties- The MTPO policies regarding the construction of
pedestrian travel facilities, such as crosswalks, ramps, refuge islands and sidewalks, in
conjunction with roadway construction projects are listed in the following paragraphs.
These policies apply to state, county and city ru.ierials ru.1d collectors (major and minor).
5.1.1

Reconstruction or new construction of a roadway - Proj ects for the reconstruction
or new construction of an arterial or major collector within the GMA shall include
designated pedestrian access to accommodate pedestrian travel. Additional
pedestrian facilities such as signalized crosswalks, refuge islands and underpasses
shall be considered on a case-by-case basis. The facility shall be rru.nped
sidewalks in accordru.1ce with the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) unless it
can be documented that physical space constraints or excessive tuming
movements preclude such.

5.1.2

Subdivision ordinances - The subdivision ordinances of the City of Gainesville
ru.1d Alachua County should provide that any ru.ierial or collector roadway
constructed in the GMA also include appropriate pedestrian travel facilities.

5.1.3

Negotiated Development Orders - For reconstruction, construction or resurfacing
an arterial or collector roadway provided by a developer as the result of a
negotiated development order, particular attention should be given to ensure that
the provisions for pedestrian facilities as described in paragraphs 5.1.1 and 5.5.2,
above, are followed.
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5.2

5.1.4

The MTPO shall continue to encourage FDOT to maintain policies which are
consistent with MTPO policies concerning the construction of pedestrian travel
facilities in conjunction with road improvements. This policy applies to all roads
(both principal and minor arterials) on the State Highway System.

5.1.5

The MTPO shall encourage the City of Gainesville and Alachua County to adopt
the MTPO policies concerning construction of pedestrian travel facilities in
conj1ll1ction with city and county road improvements.

5.1.6

The MTPO shall continue to develop a list of priorities for pedestrian travel
facilities projects for the GMA which shall be updated annually in accordance
with the TIP process.

Material Texture and Hue- Materials be considered for use, when it is consistent with the
guidelines listed below, on all new road construction projects, existing road projects which
require reconstruction and resurfacing projects. In all cases, pedestrian safety, vehicle skid
resistance and other highway safety measures take priority over aesthetic concerns.
5.2.1

Material- Crosswalks and medians should be constructed with bricks whenever
possible, and that, if it is not possible to construct the crosswalks with bricks, then
they should be constructed with stamped asphalt.

5.2.2

Pattern- The desired pattern surface is laid brick.

5.2.3

Hue- The preferred hue for crosswalks constructed with stamped asphalt is red
brick color that is matched, as close as possible, to the color of the median's bricks.

5.2.4

Locations- This policy applies to the following locations:
A. Traffic Separators (Medians)- Materials specified in this policy should be
used in traffic separators (medians) where it is not possible to provide for a
grassed or landscaped median. Exhibit 1, in Appendix A, shows examples
of the application of this policy within the GMA.
B. Pedestrian Crosswalks- Materials specified in this policy should be used in
areas of high pedestrian traffic. Currently, areas with high pedestrian
traffic are as follows:
1. The Central City District (see Appendix A, Exhibit 2);
2. at the University of Florida along West University Avenue and
NW 13 th Street', and
3. near elementary, middle and high schools.
Exhibit 3, in Appendix A, shows examples ofthe application of this policy
within the GMA.
C. Where constrained by cost or State design requirements, incorporate the use
of stamped and hued asphalt to highlight pedestrian crosswalks. Elsewhere,
allow flexibility to utilize pavers, bricks and alternate treatments that meet
the following criteria:
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1. minimize the gaps betw"een paving slabs and any vertical deviation
between textured pavers;
2. define the junction between the footway and roadway with a curb or
tactile paving; and
3. construct all crosswalks and curbs in the most safe and stable maImer.
D. PedestriaIl Refuge IslaIlds- Materials specified in this policy should be used
in pedestrian refuge islands where it is not possible to provide for a grassed
or landscaped refuge island. Exhibit 4, in Appendix A, shows examples of
the application of this policy within the GMA.

5.3

School Zone Safety (Stephen Foster Elementary School)- Where schools are located at
signalized intersections, the school zone signs should be placed adjacent to those lanes
which approach the traffic signal, in appropriate proximity to the intersection. For
example, a school zone sign on the westbound approach ofNW 39th Avenue was moved
from the west side to the east side of the NW 6th Street intersection.

5.4

Pedestrian Traffic SignaRs- signalization to accommodate pedestrian traffic at designated
crosswalks shall be in accordance with the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient
Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for Use (SAFETEA-LU) and the Americans with
Disablility Act (ADA). Therefore, where appropriate, in new transportation projects and
plans, the installation of pedestrian traffic signals shall feature audible traffic signals with
accessible pedestrian signals actuators and countdown signal heads. This policy was
initially approved on February 15, 2001.

6.0 PLANNING POLICIES

6.1

Transportation Lang1ll!.age PoHcy- Objective language will be used for all correspondences,
resolutions, ordinances, pi aIlS, language at meetings, etc. aIld when updating past work. The
intent of this policy is to remove the biases inherent in some of the current transportation
language used at the MTPO. This change is consistent with the shift in philosophy as the
MTPO works towards becoming a sustainable community. This policy was adopted on
August 17, 1999.
6.1.1

TranspOliation Language Guidelines- The following examples of biased and
objective statements are to the used as guidelines for implementing the MTPO
TranspOliation Language Policy.
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TRANSPORT A nON LANGUAGE POLICY SAMPLES
SAMPLE
A

OBJECnVE

BlLASED
The following street improvements are recommended.
~-----------------

_. -

-

-- -

-

- - - - - _.

- - -

--

The right tum channel will cost $5,000.00.

The intersection improvement will cost $5,000.00.
~-----------------

----------

-

The motor vehicle capacity will be changed.

The motor vehicle capacity will be improved

B

The following street modifications are recommended.

The level of service for motor vehicles was enhanced

The level of service for motor vehicles was changed.

--------------------------------------------The level of service for motor vehicles was increased.

~-----------------

-----~---~--

-- -

The level of service for motor vehicles deteriorated.

The level of service for motor vehicles was decreased.
-'~----------------- - - - - - - - - - - - - The motor vehicle capacity enhancements will cost $40,000.
The increases to motor vehicle capacity will cost $40,000.

C

D

Upgrading the street will require a wider right of way.

Widening the street will require a wider right of way.

The upgrades will lengthen sight distances.

The changes will lengthen sight distances.

~-----------------

The level of service was "A".

----------------

The level of service for motor vehicle users was "A".

---------------------------------------------The level of service for pedestrians was "A".

E

The problem is speeding traffic.

The problem is speeding motor vehicles.

~-----------------

The traffic queued back for one mile.
F

-----------------

The motor vehicles queued back for one mile,

The traffic demand will increase.

Motor vehicle use will increase.

------ ------------------------------------Travel demand will increase.

~-----------------

The projections of motor vehicle use will be complete soon.

The peak hour traffic demand is falling.

The peale hour motor vehicle use is falling.

Alternative modes of transportation are important downtown.

Non-automobile modes oftransportation are important
downtown.

-----------------G

-----------------------

The traffic demand pr~jections will be complete soon.

--------------------------------------------Non-motorized modes of transportation are important to the
downtown.

--------------------------------------------Alternative modes of transportation to the automobile are
impOliant to the downtown.
H

Motor vehicle accidents kill 200 people every year.

vehicle crashes kill 200 people every year.
------------------ Motor
----------------He had an accident with a light pole.
He crashed into a light pole.

~-----------------

Here is the accident report.

I

-----------

--_._--

Here is the crash report.

We have protected this right of way

We have purchased this right of way

----

---------------------------

We have designated this a right of way.

J

The traffic signal timings were adjusted to increase motor
vehicle efficiency.
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The traffic signal timings were adjusted to increase motor
vehicle speeds.

EXAMPLE SUMI'v1ARY

Biased Terms

Objective Terms

improve

change, modify

enhance, deteriorate

change, increase, decrease

upgrade

change, redesignate, expand, widen, replace

level of service

level of service for

traffic

motor vehicles

traffic demand

motor vehicle use

accident

collision, crash

protect

purchase, designate

efficient

fast

6.2

Metropoman JPlanning Orgal!llization Advisory CouncH (MJ?OAC) JPartic:ipationEach year, the MTPO appoints two members to serve as MPOAC Representative and
MPOAC Alternate Representative. In addition, the MTPO sends staff to the MPOAC
meetings on a regular basis. This policy was initially approved November 13, 1991.

6.3

Graphic Depictions- It is a requirement, and the MTPO Citizens Advisory Committee,
will only accept professional presentations that are depicted within 10 percent of relative
scale. This policy was approved March 14, 2002.

6.4

Tmnsportation Design for Livable Community (TDLC)
The MTPO, at its April 11, 2002 meeting, amended its UDPM to incorporate the Florida
Department of Transportation's TDLC policy and procedures.

6.4.1

TDLe JPoRney
A. GenemR- Consider the incorporation ofTDLC on State-maintained, Countymaintained and City-maintained roadway facilities when such features are
desired, appropriate, and feasible. TDLC features shall be based upon
consideration ofthe following principles:
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1. Safety of pedestrians, bicyclists, motorists, and public transit users;
2. Balancing community values and mobility needs;
3. Efficient use of energy resources;
4. Protection of the natural and manmade environment;
5. Coordinated land use and transportation planning;
6

Local and state economic development goals; and

7. Complementing and enhancing existing standards, systems, and processes.

B. Phllllllllllillllg- TDLC features are to be considered when they are desired,
appropriate and feasible. Incorporating TDLC features are contingent upon
involvement of the local stakeholders in the planning and project development
processes. Therefore, it is essential that all stakeholders are included from the
initial planning phase of the project through design, construction and
maintenance.
During the initial planning and scoping phases it is important to identify and
assess the desires and willingness of the community or stal<:.eholder to accept
all of the ramifications ofTDLC, including funding allocations and
maintenance agreements of the TDLC features included in a project.

C. Applicatiollll- A team approach is recommended to evaluate TDLC projects or
features. Depending on the complexity and/or controversial TDLC features
and the district resources available, the team may include representation from
Plruming, Traffic Operations, Environmental Management, Roadway Design,
Public Transportation, Maintenance, Safety, Pedestriru1fBicycle Coordinator
and the Community Impact Assessment Coordinator. This terun should also
include the respective Metropolitan Planning Organization (s), local
governments/agencies, transit agencies, citizen groups and rulY others affected
by the proposed projects or features.
TDLC projects require a concept report documenting the desired project
features determined to be appropriate and feasible for implementation and the
respective responsibilities of all involved stakeholders.
TDLC features can be incorporated into new construction, reconstruction, and
resurfacing, restoration and rehabilitation (RRR) projects using existing
design standards and criteria found in the FDOT Plans Preparations Manual
Chapters 2 and 25. For State-maintained roadway facilities, when a concept
report identifies TDLC features for a project or segments of a project, the
criteria provided in this policy may also be used with the approval of the
District Design Engineer.
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D. TecJbl.niques- Selected TDLC teclmiques applied by type of highway system are
shown in Exhibits B-1, B-2, B-3 and B-4 of Appendix B. These techniques are
intended as guidance for balancing the need for mobility with the desire for
livable cOlllnunities, and not as standards, policies or procedures of the MTPO.

E. Design Criteria- This criteria meets or exceeds AASHTO minimunls. TDLC
design criteria is in Appendix B. TDLC projects on State-maintained roadway
facilities are subject to the requirements for Design Exceptions and Design
Variations found in Chapter 23 of the FDOT Plans Preparation Maumal.

F. Pedestrian*and Bicyde Considerations- TDLC pedestrian and bicycle
considerations are in Appendix B.

G. Transit-Systems and Amenities- Transit accOlllnodations should be
developed in cooperation with the local jurisdictions and transit agencies.

H. TDLC Techniques- Selected TDLC techniques applied by type of highway
system are shown in Exhibits B-1, B-2, B-3 and B-4 of Appendix B. These
teclmiques are intended as guidance for balancing the need for mobility with
the desire for livable communities, and not as standards, policies or
procedures of the MTPO.

6.4.2

TDLC-Designated Conidors- The MTPO has identified conidors within the
Gainesville Metropolitan Area to which TDLC criteria is to be implemented.

TDLC-DESIGNATED CORRIDORS
FACIlLITY
State Road 26

_.State Road 26A

TO

FROM

DESIGNATION DATE

NW 38 th Street

NOlth-South Drive

April 11, 2002

NW 38 th Street

North-South Drive

April 11, 2002

--
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7.Q) ROADWAY ]POLICIES
7.1

Malin Street [SW Jl.6 th AvemUle to Depot AvelIJlUe]- FDOT resurface South Main Street as
shown in Alternative 1 with two II-foot travel lanes in each direction, a 5-foot bikelane
and 7.25-foot on street parking lane. This policy was approved July 14, 1994.

7.2

Mast Arms7.2.1

All new signals within Alachua County shall be mast arms with horizontal signal
heads Exceptions to this policy may be granted by the MTPO if all three of the
following conditions are met:
"

the intersection is located in unincorporated Alachua County and outside
the Gainesville Urbanized Area;

"

one of the intersecting roads has not been built to an urban, four-lane
cross-section; and

"

the intersection must satisfy the Manual Uniform Traffic Control Devices
(MUTCD) warrant number seven crash experience.

Exceptions for installing post-mounted signals or vertical heads on mast arms may
be granted by the MTPO on a case-by-case basis.
7.2.2

Black is the color that the mast arms are to be painted. This policy was approved
August 10, 1995.

7.3

Newberry Road! [NW 43 rd Street to NW 38 th Street]- Onstreet parking shall remain on
Newberry Road between NW 43 rd Street and NW 38 th Street. This policy was approved
July 14, 1994.

7.4

Retention / Detention Basins- At its October 4, 1999 meeting, the MTPO discussed the
design ofretentionldetention basins. During tlus discussion, the MTPO approved a
motion to:
A. refer the City and County revisions of their land development codes for the design
ofretentionldetention basins to the MTPO's Design Team;
B. request that the City, County and the FDOT look into developing a rehabilitation
strategy for existing retention/detention basins consistent with the revised land
development codes; and
C. request that the City and County COIlu11issions direct their respective staffs to
develop a joint recommendation regarding retentionldetention basins for the City
and County land development codes.

7.4.1

Stol111water retention/detention policies are incorporated in MTPO Landscaping
Policies 4.4 and 4.5.
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7.5

Tnffic Signal lP'reempd.on Devnces- Future modifications of all signalized intersections
within the GMA should include the installation of traffic signal preemption system
devices. This policy was adopted September 9, 1999.

7.6

Travel Demand! Management (TDM) / Transportation System Management (TSM)Implement TDM and TSM strategies for all roadway segments that are identified as
operating at 85 percent or more of the capacity of the roadway. This policy was initially
adopted February 9, 1995.

7.7

Congestion Management System (CMS) Policy7.7.1

7.8

Freight Movement PoHcy- The MTPO, along with FDOT, has developed a truck
route system for the GMA. The purpose of the truck route system is to allow
interurban movement of goods to pass through the GMA by avoiding the most
congested areas, such as the University of Florida and the downtown area. The
adopted truck route system is shown in Appendix C.

Signage Policy7.8.1

Center Turniane PoHcy- All agencies remove "center turnlane" signs in the
Gainesville Metropolitan Area and insure proper striping where appropriate.

7.8.2

Signage Co-location PoHcy-

7.8.3

7.8.2.1.

Co-locate as many signs a possible on existing utility poles and repOli
legal concerns, regarding sign co-location, to the MTPO;

7.8.2.2.

Co-locate "stop" and "street-name" signs during future nornlal
maintenance activities, where feasible.

7.8.2.3.

Identify corridors where co-location of these signs would be appropriate.

SJignage Review and! Checkllist Policy- retain the existing design requirements that
Alachua County and the City of Gainesville currently use and incorporate a street
sign review checklist that will be considered during the plan review process. The
checklist will apply on a project by pr~ject basis and include the following topics:
1. the use of double··sided signs;
2. proposed signage color scheme;
3. the use of signage illumination;
4. proposed facility name, including commemorative identification issues;
5. proposed sign position on main mast ann or as separate mast arm;
6. continuity of signage design with surrounding area; and
7. adaptation of street signs to accommodate lillusual intersection geometry.

This policy was initially adopted on December 13,2001.
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7.9

S1tree1tliglldnJIllg Fi'dure lP'oHcy- This Streetlighting policy applies to those arterial and
collector roadway facilities within the Gainesville Metropolitan Area in which streetlighting
fixtures are purchased and/or installed as part of a new construction/reconstruction project or
an independent project using state and/or federal funding. Streetlighting is to be installed
using best management practices in accordance with appropriate City of Gainesville and
Alachua County streetlighting standards and criteria. Guidance for streetlighting installation
is found in the Alachua County Corridor Design Guideline Manual, the City of Gainesville's
Community Redevelopment Agency's (CRA) "Streetscape Design and Technical Standards
for the City of Gainesville CRA Districts" and the "City of Gainesville Standard Practice for
Public Lighting," and the City of Alachua, Clay Electric Cooperative and Progress Energy
guidelines (see Appendix D).

7.9.1

lP'Irimary S1tree1tlightiJIllg Fixture- Conventional (cobrahead-shaped) "cutoff' black
luminaire fixtures mounted on black poles are to be installed on those roadways that
are not within local government-designated Special Streetlighting Fixture Districts.
Fixtures installed within City of Alachua, Clay Electric and Progress Energy service
areas may use "cutoff' luminaires, but they are not required.

7.9.2lP'edi.es1trnaJIll-Scane S1tree1tliglldnJIllg Fix1ture- Traditional (acorn-shaped) "cutoff'
black luminaire fixtures mounted on black poles are to be installed on those
roadways that feature significant pedestrian activity and are not within local
government-designated special lighting fixture districts, unless a district allows this
type fixture. This fixture is intended to supplement the Primary Streetlighting
Fixture. Fixtures installed within City of Alachua, Clay Electric and Progress
Energy service areas may use black "cutoff' luminaires, but they are not required.

7.9.3

Special S1treedJiglldiJIllg Fftx1tmre Dis1til"HC1tS- Local government-designated lighting
districts feature streetlighting fixtures not identified in the policies 7.9.1 and 7.9.2.
Lighting fixtures installed within these districts shall be in accordance with the
appropriate local government design guideline document.

7.9.4

Local AgeJIllcy Coordi.JiJIlla1tnoJIll- In order to ensure aesthetic consistency within the
corridor, appropriate local govenunent departments shall coordinate lighting
fixture selection for transjurisdictional roadway construction projects.
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8.0 TRANSIT POLICIES
The MTPO adopted transit policies on December 14, 1995, as part of the Year 2020 Long Range
Transportation Plan update. These policies cover transit travel facilities. hl addition, the MTPO
approved a policy for bus bay location guidelines on December 12, 1985.

8.1

8.2

Year 2020 Long Range Transportation PRan- Transit Enement Activities
8.1.1

Encourage a balanced transportation system.

8.1.2

Increase transit usage.

8.1.3

Provide transit services for disadvantaged residents.

8.1.4

Increase the effectiveness and efficiency of the transit system.

8.1.5

Adequately serve the existing and projected demand for transit.

8.1.6

Promote the usage of transit through land use planning.

Bus Bays8.2.1

Bus bays are bus stop areas along a roadway which have been created to permit
buses to pull off the travel lane while boarding or discharging passengers in a
manner which reduces the interference betvveen buses and other traffic. (See
Exhibit 6.)

8.2.2

Bus bays should be located on a case-by-case basis after consideration of the
following guidelines, none of which shall be considered controlling:
A. where parking spaces are not provided along the roadway;

B. where there are at least 500 vehicles in the curb lane during the peak hour
or there is an average arumal daily traffic (AADT) count of 5,000 vehicles
per lane;
C. where there are posted traffic speeds of 45 miles per hour or greater or an
85 th percentile actual traffic speed of 45 miles per hour or greater;
D. where the average time that the bus is actually stopped at bus stops (does
not include time for bus deceleration or acceleration) exceeds ten seconds
per stop;
E. where existing right-of-way width is adequate to allow constructing the bus
bay without adversely affecting sidewalk pedestrian flow;
F. where existing right-of-way is sufficient to permit the provision of bus bays
without having to purchase additional right-of-way. With respect to this
guideline, the appropriate local governing body (either the City or County
Commission) should be consulted before FDOT decides not to build a bus
bay because they are unable to purchase additional right-of-way;
G. where an inside travel lane does not exist for other vehicles to go around
buses as they stop at bus stops; and
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H. where vertical and horizontal roadway geometries, as they relate to sight
distance, are adequate.

8.2.3

Bus Bay Construction Policy- Bus bays should only be constructed within the
GMA at locations specifically recommended by the MTPO after consideration of
the bus bay guidelines listed above and review comments from the MTPO
Advisory Committees. In addition, where a roadway has (or will have) instreet
bicycle facilities, bus bays should be striped so that the bicycle traffic is routed to
the left of the bus bay area.

9.0 TRANSPORTATION ENHANCEMENT PROJECT POLICY
9.l

Enhancement Project Cost Increase PollJicy- The MTPO, on February 9, 1995,
authorized the Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) Subcommittee to monitor the cost
of enhancement projects on a regular basis and to use the following guidelines to notify
the MTPO of significant increases in transportation enhancement projects:

PROJECT COST

PERCENT INCREASE

$0 to $50,000

100%

$50,001 to $100,000

50%

$100,001 to $200,000

25%

$200,001 to $500,000

15%

more than $500,000

10%
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.HU) MTPO DESIGN TEAM
The MTPO Design Team was created in 1996 to advise the MTPO regarding transportation
system project design in the GMA. In addition, the MTPO Design Team advises the Alachua
County Commission on projects outside the GMA.

10.1 MTPO DESIGN TEAM COMPOSITION
PERMANENT MEMBERS
Alachua County Depruiment of Environmental Protection
Alachua County Public Works Depruiment
Alachua County Transportation Disadvantaged Coordinating Board
BicyclelPedestrian Advisory Board
BicyclelPedestrian Advisory Board Staff
City of Gainesville Arborist
City of Gainesville Beautification Board
City of Gainesville Community Development Department
City of Gainesville Gainesville Regional Utilities
City of Gainesville Public Works Department
City of Gainesville Regional Transit System
Florida Depruiment of Environmental Protection
Florida Depruiment of Transportation District 2 Planning
MTPO Citizens Advisory Committee

PROJECT MEMBERS
City of Gainesville Community Redevelopment Agency (as necessary)
Citizen Advocate (as appointed by MTPO for each project)
Florida Department of TranspOliation Project Representative

10.2

--

MTPO Desngll1l Team Project Review Crnterna- The MTPO Design Team shall review
the design elements of a Gainesville Metropolitan Area new constmction, reconstmction
and enhancement transportation system project as described in Policy 10.4.

The MTPO initially adopted this policy on June 11, 1998.
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10.3

MTPO Desigllll Team. Project R.efenaH Criter:na- Use the review of the draft TIP each
year as a process to identify proposed new construction, reconstruction and enhancement
projects that should be referred to its Design Team and to make referrals when a new or
revised project:
1. has preliminary engineering (PE) listed in the fIrst year of the TIP; or
2. has construction (CST) listed in the third year of the TIP.

MTPO Staffwill regularly notify the Design Team of the availability of the FDOT Tentative
Work Program and adopted TIP in order to allow the Team to request additional review of
specifIc projects.

The MTPO initially adopted this policy on June 11, 1998.

lOA

MTPO Desigllll Plan Percentage Rev:new- MTPO staff and FDOT staffwill review the draft
Tentative Work Program to identify projects to be reviewed by the Design Team. FDOT
projects will be reviewed in accordance with the Project Design Plan Review Stages table.
In addition, local projects on City-maintained and County-maintained arterials and major
collectors will be reviewed in accordance with the Project Design Plan Review Stages table.

Project Design Plan R.eview Stages
Type

Scoping

30 Percent

60 Percent

New Construction

v

v

v

Reconstruction

v

v

v

Enhancement

v

-

v

The MTPO initially adopted this policy on August 14, 2003.

24

APPENDIX A
EXHIlBITI
TRAFFIC SEPARATORS (MEDIANS)
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APPENDIX B

TRANSPORT ATION DESIGN FOR LlIV ABLE COM[MlUNIITIIES
DESIGN CRITERIA, PEDESTRIAN & BICYCLE CONSIDERATIONS AND
TEClHINIQUES

DESIGN CRITERIA
This criteria meets or exceeds AASHTO minimums. TDLC projects on State-maintained
roadway facilities are subject to the requirements for Design Exceptions and Design Variations
found in Chapter 23 ofthe FDOT Plans Preparation Manual.

1. Design Speed- Recommended design speeds are found in Section 1.9 of the FDOT
Plans Preparation Manual.

2. Number of Lanes- In developed urban areas, reducing the number of lanes may
provide space for pedestrians, bicycles, parking, landscaping etc. This technique may
be appropriate depending on the volume and character of traffic, the availability of
right. of way, the function of the street, the level of pedestrian crossing, the intensity
of adjacent land use and availability of alternate routes.
The decision to reduce the number of lanes on a project shall be supported .by an
appropriate traffic capacity study. If transit vehicles and school buses are currently
operating in the area of the project, appropriate local agencies should be consulted.

3. Lane Widths- Minimum lane widths for TDLC projects or segments are shown in
Table B-1.

TABLE B-1
LANE WIDTHS
Lane Types

I

Width (feet)

Through Lanes

111

Turn Lanes

111

Parking Lanes (parallel) .

82

Bicycle Lanes

43

--

May be reduced to 10 feet in highly restricted areas with design speed
< 40 mph having little or no truck traffic.

2

May be reduced to 7 feet (measured from face of curb) in residential areas.

3

5 feet adj acent to on-street parking.

B-1

4. Horftzoltlltal ARJigltllIDi£mt- A curvilinear alignment can be used to control vehicle speed
by introducing a bend or curve on a tangent roadway. Design should meet criteria in
Chapter 2 ofthe FDOT Plans Preparation Manual.
5. Medliallls- Requirements for medians are provided in Section 2.2 of the FDOT Plmts
Preparation Manual. Where continuous raised medians are not provided, such as on
5-lane sections, refuge areas should be provided at appropriate locations. These
locations are typically near high pedestrian generators such as schools, park entrances,
transit stops and parking lots. Refuge Islands must provide a large enough area for
several pedestrians at once while at the same time be of sufficient size and spacing as
to not create a hazard. For wheelchair accessibility, it is preferable to provide at-grade
cuts rather than ramps.
For landscaping in medians see Section 10 below.

6. HorftzoltlltaI Clearaltllce aJlJldi Clear ZOJlJles- Horizontal clearance is the lateral distance
from a specific point on the roadway such as the edge of travel lane or face of curb, to
a roadside feature or object. Horizontal clearance applies to rural and urban highways
with either flush shoulders or with curbs. Horizontal clearance requir~ments vary
depending on the type of roadway and the feature or object.
Clear zone is the roadside area available for safe use by en-ant vehicles. Clear zone is
further described in Chapter 4 of the FDOT Plans Preparatiol1Manual.
Roadway horizontal clearances and clear zone widths for Utility Installations, Trees,
and Other Roadside Obstacles are found in Tables B-1, B-2, and B-4. respectively. For
TDLC clear zone widths see Table B-5. Requirements for other horizontal clearances
and clear zone see Chapters 2, 4 and 25 of the FDOT Plans Preparation Manual.

TABLE B-2
HORIZONT AL CLEARANCE TO UTILITY INSTALLATIONS

--

Shall not be located within the limited access right of way, except as allowed by the FDOT

Telecommunications Policy, (Topic No. 000-625-025)
ShaH not be aHowed in the median.
Flush Shoulders: Not within the clear zone. Install as close as practical to the right of way line without aerial
encroachments onto private property.
Curb or Curb and Gutter: At the Right of way line as close to the right of way as practical. Must be 1.5 ft. clear
from the face of curb. Placement within sidewalks shall be such that an unobstructed
sidewalk width of 4 ft. or more ( not including the width of the curb). is provided.
See the FDOT Utility Accommodation Manual, (Topic No. 710-020-00) for additional information.
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TABLE B-3
HORIZONTAL CLEARANCE TO TREES
Minimum horizontal clearance to trees where the diameter is or is expected to be
greater than 4 inches measured 6 inches above the ground shall be:
1.

Flush Shoulders; Outside the Clear zone; and

2.

Curb or Curb and Gutter- 1.5 ft. from the fact of curb and 3 ft. from
the edge of the inside traffic lane where median cur's is present.

TABLE B-4
HORIZONTAL CLEARANCE TO OTHER ROADSIDE OBSTACLES
Minimum horizontal clearance to other roadside obstacles:
Flush Shoulders: Outside the Clear zone.
Curb or Curb and Gutter: 1.5 ft, from the face of curb.
Note: Horizontal clearance to mailboxes. is specified in the construction details
contained in the FDOT Roadway and 'fraffic Design Standards, Index 532.

TABLEB-5
TDLC CLEAR ZONE
Design Speed (mph)

Clear Zone Width (feet)

< 30

12

35

14

40

16

7. IllltersectiolllS- Intersection designs must adequately meet the needs of motorists,
transit riders, bicyclists and pedestrians. Large return radii increases the crossing
distance for pedestrians while small retum radii decreases a vehicle's ability to
negotiate the tum. Retum radii must balance the needs of the pedestrian and the
design vehicle. See Figure 21.1.

8. LnglldJilllg- Lighting requirements are discussed in Chapters 2 and 7 of the FDOT
Plans Preparation Manual.

9. Traffic Control- Where traffic volumes are high enough to require traffic signals,
they should be placed to allow good progression of traffic from signal to signal.
Optimal spacing of signals depends on vehicle operating speeds and signal cycle
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lengths. At speeds of 35 mph and standard cycle lengths, signals must be at least a
fourth of a mile apart. Such spacing is consistent with FDOT's requirements for state
highways, and with its recommended minimums for local arterials and collectors.
Where traffic volumes are not high enough to walTant traffic signals, 4-way stop siglls
and roundabouts should be considered. Four-way stops are considered to have a
traffic calming effect and cause minimal delays under light traffic conditions.
Roundabouts allow traffic from different directions to share space in the intersection,
while signals require traffic to tal<e turns.
Where traffic volumes are high enough to warrant traffic signals but does not require
them, roundabouts should also be considered.
If Roundabouts are being considered in a TDLC project, refer to the FDOT Florida
Roundabout Guide for requirements.

10. LandscapJing- Landscaping on a TDLC project can be provided when a local agency
or organization agrees to assume the maintenance of the landscaped area in
accordance with all Department requirements. See Chapter 9 of the FDOT Plans
Preparation Manual and the FDOT Florida Highway Landscape Guide for
landscape requirements.
Landscaping shall not interfere with the visibility of "permitted" outdoor advertising
in accordance with Rule 14-40 of the Florida Administrative Code. Landscaping shall
provide required sight distances in accordance with the FDOT Roadway and Traffic
Design Standards, Index 546. Landscaping shall also comply with the horizontal
clearance requirements found in Section 5 above, and Chapters 2, 4, and 25 of the
FDOT Plans Preparation Manual.

11. Parking- On-street parallel parking is preferred over angled parking on low speed
urban streets. Angled parking causes conflicts with cars and bicycles, since drivers
have poor visibility when backing out. Parallel parking can provide space for bike
lanes, medians and wider sidewalks. The design of parking facilities should be
coordinated with local transit agencies. For parking lane widths see Table B-1.

12. AhernatJive Roadway Paving MateriaKs- Alternative paving materials such as
stamped asphalt, colored asphalt, patterned concrete and pavers may be used to accent
the roadway.
The use of architectural pavers is not recollU11ended on the state highway system.
However; when the use of pavers is desirable for aesthetic purposes, they should be
limited to areas with design speeds of 35 mph or less. Refer to the FDOT Flexible
Paven'lent Design Manual, (Topic No. 625-070-002).
Brick pavers must meet the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) requirements and
are restricted to local side streets, medians and islands, curb extensions, sidewalk,
borders, etc.
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13. CO!nversnO!n to! One-Way Panrs- Converting to one-way pairs is the conversion of2
two-way corridors to 2 one-way corridors operating in opposite directions. This
technique requires a great deal of consideration, plaIming and public involvement.
Advantages to one-way pairs m-e increased safety for pedestrians and motorists,
increased traffic capacity, retention of on-street pm-king, and easier signal progression
along the corridor. One-way pairs may allow enough space to create bus lanes, more
bus stops and improve the safe bom-ding for transit riders.
Disadvantages to one-way pairs m-e, motorists m-e likely to drive faster, transit
circulation is less direct, and signal progression for cross streets is difficult to achieve.

PEDESTRIAN & BICYCLE CONSIDERATIONS

1. Sidewallc.s- For criteria refer to Chapter 2, Section 2.1.4 and Chapter 8 of the FDOT
Plans Preparation Manual.

2. CrosswaRks- Mm-ked crosswalks should be provided at signalized intersections.
Mm-ked crosswalks should also be provided at midblock crossing locations that m-e
controlled by traffic signals and pedestrian signals, and school crossing locations that
m-e controlled by gum-ds during school crossing periods.
The use of un signalized midblock crosswalks should be cm-efully considered. When
used, midblock crosswalks should be illuminated, mm-ked and outfitted with advaIlced
wm-ning signs or waI"lling flashers. Pedestrian-activated, signalized midblock
crosswalks m-e preferred, but locations must meet the warrants established in the
FHWA Manual of Uniform Traffic Control Devices ( MUTCD) Chapter 4C-2. An
engineering study should be required before they are installed at locations away from
traffic signals or STOP signs. Refer to FDOT's Traffic Engineerirog Manual, (Topic
No.7S(}-(}OO-OOS) and Roadway and Traffic DesigG'K Standards,bzdex No. 17346.

3. CUlrh Extensions (BUlRh-OUlts)- Curb extensions, sometimes called bulb-outs, may be
used at intersections, or at mid-block locations where there is a marked crosswalk,
provided there is a pm-king laIle into which the curb may be extended. Curb extensions
shorten the crossing distaIlce, provide additional space at intersections allowing
pedestriaI1S to see and be seen before entering a crosswalk. A curb extension is not
generally used where there is no parking lane because of potential hazard to bicycle
travel. The design must also take into consideration the needs of transit vehicles. See
Figure 21.1.
Curb extensions affect drainage. The design must take into consideration runoff, aIld
ponding. When retrofitting existing facilities, drainage structures maybe affected.
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F!GURE 21.1

4. Personal Security and! Safety Amenities- Personal security and safety is promoted
by maximizing visibility in and along parking areas, building entrances, transit stops,
sidewalks and roadways. This can be provided by the following techniques:
A. Providing lighting.
B. Lowering vegetation heights.

C. Removing hiding places.

The National Crime Prevention Council's publication, Crirne Prevention Through
Environmental Design, contains examples for designing safer communities.

5. Bicycle FaciHties- Refer to Chapter 8 of the FDOT Plans Preparation Manual for
design of bicycle facilities.
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TDLC TECHNIOUES
Selected TDLC tec1miques applied by type of highway system are shown in the following
Exhibits B-1, B-2, B-3 and B-4. These tec1miques are intended as guidance for balancing the
need for mobility with the desire for livable communities, and not as standards, policies or
procedures of the MTPO.

EXHIBIT B-1
TDLC GENERAL TECHNIQUES

SlEJ[S

FillS
LlIMllTED
ACCESS

CONTROLLED
ACCESS

URBAN

RURAL

NONSlEJ[S

Improved location, oversized or redundant
directional signs

A

A

A

M

M

Use of route markings/signing for historical
and cultural resources

M

A

A

A

A

Increased use of variable message signing

A

A

A

M

M

Landscaping

M

M

M

M

M

Sidewalks or wider sidewalks

N

M

A

M

M

Street furniture

N

M

M

N

M

Bicycle lanes

N

M

M

M

M

Independent Shared Use Paths

N

M

M

M

M

Conversion to one-way street pairs

N

M

M

N

M

Alternative paving materials

N

N

M

N

M

Pedestrian signals, midblock crossings,
median refuge areas

N

M

A

M

M

Parking modifications or restoration

N

N

M

N

M

Safety and personal security amenities

M

M

M

M

M

N

N

N

N

M

TECHNIQUE

Street mall

-

A- Appropriate for the system or facility indicated.
M- May be appropriate for the system or facility indicated.
N- Not appropriate for the system or facility indicated.
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EXHIBIT B-2
TDLC TECHNIQUES TO REDUCE SPEED OR TRAFFIC VOLUME

FIHS
TECHNIQUE

SHS

LIMnED
ACCESS

CONTROLLED
ACCESS

URBAN

RURAL

NONSHS

Lower speed limits

N

N

N

N

N

Increase use of stop or multi way stop signs

N

N

N

N

N

Speed humps

N

N

N

N

M

On-street parking to serve as buffer between
travel and pedestrian areas

N

N

M

N

M

Curb bulb-outs at ends of blocks

N

N

M

N

M

Traffic "chokers" oriented to slowing traffic

N

N

N

N

N

"Compact" intersections

N

A

A

A

A

Traffic roundabouts to facilitate intersection
movement

N

M

M

M

M

Curviliear alignment (with redesign, chicanes,
winding paths, etc.)

N

N

M

N

N

Street closing or route relocation

N

N

M

N

M

A- Appropriate for the system or facility indicated.
M- May be appropriate for the system or facility indicated.
N- Not appropriate for the system or facility indicated.
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EXHIBIT B-3

TDLC TECHNIQUES TO SUPPORT SHIFTS BETWEEN MODES
SHS

FIDS
LIMITED
ACCESS

CON'fROlLlLED
ACCESS

URBAN

RURAlL

NONSHS

Sidewalks

N

M

A

M

M

"Pedestrian friendly" crosswalk design

N

M

A

M

M

Midblock pedestrian signals

N

M

M

M

M

Illuminated pedestrian signals

N

M

M

M

M

Bicycle lanes/paved shoulders

N

M

A

A

M

Independent Shared Use Path slowing traffic

N

M

M

M

M

"Bicycle friendly" design

N

M

A

A

A

Transit system amenities

N

M

A

M

M

HOVlExclusive lanes

A

A

A

M

M

Linking modal facilities

A

A

A

A

A

Lower speed limits

N

N

N

N

N

Removal of street parking

N

N

M

M

M

'fECHNlIQUE

A- Appropriate for the system or facility indicated.
M- May be appropriate for the system or facility indicated.
N- Not appropriate for the system or facility indicated.
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EXHIBIT B-4
TDLCAREA~DETECHNIQUE§

FillS

SHS

LIMllTED
ACCESS

CONTROLLED
ACCESS

URBAN

RURAL

NONSHS

Design the street network with multiple
connections and relatively direct routes

N

N

N

N

M

Space through-streets no more than a half mile
apart

N

N

N

N

M

Use traffic calming measures

N

M

M

N

M

Limit local speed to 20 mph

N

N

N

N

M

Limit lanes

M

M

M

M

M

Align streets to give buildings "energyefficient" orientations

N

N

M

N

M

Avoid using traffic signals wherever possible.
Space them for good traffic progression

N

A

A

A

A

Incorporate "transit-oriented" design

A

A

A

A

A

Use car pooling, flex-time and telecommuting

A

A

A

A

A

Design attractive "greenway" corridors

A

A

A

A

A

Design attractive storm water facilities

A

A

A

A

A

TECHNIQUE

A- Appropriate for the system or facility indicated.
M- May be appropriate for the system or facility indicated.
N- Not appropriate for the system or facility indicated.
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APPENDIX ]I)
MTPO STREETLIGHTlfNG POLICY SUPPORTING MATERlfALS

D-l
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D-2

CITY OF GAINESVU,LE STREETLIGHTING FIXTURES
CONVENTIONAL CUT -OFF FIXTURE

D-3

TRADITIONAL CUT-OFF FIXTURE

D-4

DOMUS CUT -OFF FIXTURE

D-5

RENAISSANCE CUT-OFF FIXTURE

D-6
policylite.doc

APPENDIX E
MTPO URBAN DESIGN POLICY MANUAl; (UDPM)
REVISION I.;OG

POLICY DESCRIPTION

UDPM REVISION
NUMBER

APPROVAL DATE

TYPE

NUMBER

DESCRIPTION

01-01

Februruy 15, 2001

Addition

504

Accessible pedestrian signals

01-02

December, 13,2001

Addition

U

Signage

02-01

March 14,2002

Addition

6.3

Graphic Depictions

02-02

April 11, 2002

Addition

6.4

Transportation Design for Livable Community (TDLC)

02··03

April 11, 2002

Addition

6.4.2

TDLC-Designated Corridor· State Roads 26/26A

02-04

June 13, 2002

Revision

10.2

Revised Design Team project referral criteria

03-01

June 19,2003

Addition

7.8.3

Signage Review and Checklist

03,.02

August 14,2003

Addition

10.3

MTPO Design Plan Percentage Review

05-01

December 5, 2005

Addition

79

Streetlighting Fixture Policy

OS-02

December 5, 200S

Addition

102

MTPO Design Team Project Review Criteria

OS-03

December S, 200S

Revision

10.3

MTPO Design Team Project Referral Criteria [old Policy 102]

OS-04

December S, 2005

Revision

lOA

MTPO Design Plan Percentage Review [old Policy 10.3]

07-01

May 31, 2007

Revision

72.1

Mast Arms [policy exceptions criteria]

09-01

June 3, 2009

update

S.2

Pedestrian Policy Exhibits updated in new Appendix A
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