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TRANSPORTATION ALTERNATIVES 
SET-ASIDE PROGRAM (TA) FUNDING 
APPLICATION

A continuation of the Surface Transportation Block Grant, TA funding is by contract authority from the Highway 
Trust Fund, subject to the overall federal-aid obligation limitation determined by the Federal Highway Administration 
(FHWA). Projects must support surface transportation, be competitively solicited, and comply with the provisions 
of the FDOT Work Program Instructions and the Bipartisan Infrastructure Law (BIL), enacted as the Infrastructure 
Investment and Jobs Act (IIJA) [§ 11109; 23 United States Code (U.S.C.) 133(h)]. District representatives may be 
contacted for guidance.

PART 1 – APPLICANT INFORMATION
1.	 Applicant Agency Sponsor Type. Select the box indicating the agency of the person who can answer questions 

about this project proposal. Then complete applicable text fields. Note: State-recognized non-profit agencies may 
partner with an eligible governmental entity but are not eligible as a direct grant recipient.

Checkbox next to each of the following types of agencies that do not indicate text field. Document allows one 
selection.

Local government (e.g., county, city, village, town, etc.).

Regional transportation authority or transit agency.

Natural resource or public land agency.

School district, local education agency, or school (may include any public or nonprofit private school). Projects 
should benefit the public and not just a private entity.

Recognized Tribal Government.

Other local or regional governmental entity with oversight responsibility for transportation or recreational trails, 
consistent with the goals of 23 U.S.C. 133(h).

Metropolitan / Transportation Planning Organization / Agency (collectively MPO) (only for urbanized areas with 
less than 200,000 population).

FDOT (only by request of another eligible entity, then enter the requesting entity). If “checked”, enter the 
requesting entity in the space provided. (Word limit 5)

2.	 Agency name of the applicant. (Word limit 5).

3.	 Agency contact person’s name and title. (Word limit 5).

4.	 Agency contact person’s telephone number and email address. (Word limit 5). 

https://www.fdot.gov/planning/systems/systems-management/tap/Contacts
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PART 2 – LOCAL AGENCY PROGRAM (LAP) CERTIFICATION
LAP is FDOT’s primary mechanism to provide governmental subrecipients with federal funds to develop 
transportation infrastructure facilities through cost-reimbursement (grant) agreements. This legal instrument (the 
grant agreement) will describe intergovernmental tasks to be accomplished and the funds to be reimbursed for 
selected projects. The FDOT Local Programs Manual and FDOT Procedure 525-010-300 provides details for 
local agencies to complete a certification process that is a risk-based assessment evaluating whether they have 
sufficient qualifications and abilities “to undertake and satisfactorily complete the work” for infrastructure projects. 
Non-profit organizations are not eligible for LAP certification, local agencies are not eligible for certification of Project 
Development and Environment (PD&E) or Right-of-Way (ROW) acquisition phases. FDOT is required to provide 
oversight on fee-simple and less-than-fee ROW acquisition phases, including license agreements, encroachment 
agreements, perpetual easements, temporary construction easements, and donations.

LAP Full Certification 
Provide:

Approval Date: and Expiration Date:

Responsible Charge Name:

LAP Project Specific Certification 
Provide:

Approval Date: Project FM(s) Number:

Responsible Charge Name:

Not LAP Certified – the Agency will become LAP certified 1 year prior to the delivery of the LAP project. 

Provide: Sponsoring 
Agency Name:  

Contact 
Name: 

Address: Phone: 

Not LAP Certified - FDOT District will administer the project.
Provide:

FDOT Contact Name: Phone: 

Not LAP Certified – A LAP Certified Agency will deliver the project on behalf of the uncertified Agency. 

Not Applicable – this is a Non – Infrastructure Project. 
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PART 3 – PROJECT INFORMATION

1.	 Project Name / Title: (Word limit 15). 

2.	 Is this a resubmittal of a previously unfunded project? If not, select “no”, and indicate N/A in the space 
provided. If so, select “yes”, and indicate the year(s) of submittal(s) and include project title(s), if different, in the 
space provided. (Word limit 5).

Yes No

3.	 Does this project connect a previously funded project(s)? If not, select “no”, and indicate N/A in the space 
provided. If so, select “yes”, and indicate the Financial Management (FM) number(s) and provide a brief 
description of the other related FDOT-funded phases that are complete, underway, or in the FDOT 5-year Work 
Program. (Word limit 5).

Yes No

4.	 Is funding requested for this same project from another source administered by FDOT? If not, select 
“no”, and indicate N/A in the space provided. If so, select “yes”, and indicate funding source(s) / application(s) 
submitted. NOTE: Contact your district representative to discuss if this same project is partially funded in the 
5-year Work Program or if FDOT has received another application for funding it. (Word limit 5).

Yes No

5.	 What are you proposing in this application? In 200 words or less, provide a description of the project and 
what it will accomplish. The description should allow a person without prior knowledge of the project to clearly 
understand it. Summarize the purpose, need, project attributes, the relationship to surface transportation, how 
the project improves safety, and expected benefits.

REQUIRED UPLOAD: PROJECT INFORMATION SUPPORTING DOCUMENTATION including 1) Scope 
of Work clearly describing the purpose and need for this project and the desired outcome; detailed description of the 
existing conditions; and detailed description of the proposed project and major work item improvements (e.g., project 
limits (begin / end), width of sidewalks or trails and other components, materials, drainage, lighting, signing and 
pavement markings, etc.). 2) Intent to enter into a cost reimbursement agreement for delivering the project. 3) Signed 
PROJECT CERTIFICATION from the maintaining agency confirming the applicant is authorized to submit the proposal, 
the information is accurate, intent to enter into a Memorandum of Understanding or Interagency Agreement for ongoing 
operations and maintenance of the improved facility, and compliance with all federal and state requirements.
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PART 4 – PROJECT LOCATION

1.	 Indicate the municipality(ies) of the project location. (Word limit 5).

2.	 Indicate the county(ies) of the project location. (Word limit 5).

3.	 Roadway Classification

Yes No State roadway (on-system)

Yes No Federal roadway

Local roadway (off-system)Yes No

4.	 Indicate the roadway name(s) [including applicable state, federal, county road number(s), local roadway 
name, and roadway identification number (e.g., SR 5 / US 1 / CR 904 / Overseas Highway / ID number: 
90040000)]. (Word limit 10).

5.	 Indicate the roadway beginning project limits (south or west termini), mile points, and crossroads at each 
end of each listed segment. (Word limit 10).

6.	 Indicate the roadway ending project limits (north or east termini), mile points, and crossroads at each 
end of each listed segment. (Word limit 10).

7.	 Indicate the total project length, in miles and linear feet. (Word limit 10).

8.	 Does the project involve the Florida Shared-Use Nonmotorized (SUN) Trail network? If not, select “no”, and 
indicate N/A in the space provided. If so, select “yes”, and indicate the trailway identification number, beginning 
and ending mile points. (Word limit 5).

9.	 Within the next five years, are non-FDOT funds being expended within the limits or adjacent to the 
proposed project?  If not, select “no” and indicate N/A in the space provided. If so, select “yes”, and briefly 
explain. (Word limit 50).

Yes

Yes

No

No
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PART 5 – PROJECT TYPE

NOTE: Certain areas may not be prioritizing Non-infrastructure (NI) proposals or all eligible infrastructure activities (or 
may recommend bundling activities together). Contact your district representative for guidance.

1.	 PROJECT CATEGORY Select one box that best represents the project proposal. Then, complete either the 
“Infrastructure” or “NI” selections.

A. Infrastructure. If so, select “yes”, 
then select the most appropriate 
“infrastructure” eligible activity from 
listing below. (Pages range 5-6)

B. Non-infrastructure (NI). If so, select “yes”, then 
select the most appropriate NI eligible activity from 
the listing following the Infrastructure activities. 
(Page range 7)

5-A. INFRASTRUCTURE ELIGIBLE ACTIVITY
Select one box that best represents the project proposal). As applicable, complete infrastructure eligible text fields.

Pedestrian and / or Bicycle facilities (Select this box for construction, planning, and design of off-road trail 
facilities or on-road facilities for pedestrians, bicyclists, and other nonmotorized forms of transportation).

Safe Routes for Non-Drivers (Select this box for construction, planning, and design of infrastructure 
related projects and systems that provide safe routes for non-drivers, including children, older adults, and 
individuals with disabilities to access daily needs).

Conversion of Abandoned Railway Corridors to Trails (Select this box for conversion and use of 
abandoned railroad corridors into trails for pedestrians, bicyclists, or other nonmotorized transportation users).

Scenic Turnouts and Overlooks (Select this box for construction of turnouts, overlooks, and viewing 
areas). If “yes”, list any Florida Scenic Byways visible from the project or indicate N/A in text field.  
(Word limit 5).

Historic Preservation and Rehabilitation of Historic Transportation Facilities (Select this box for 
historic preservation or rehabilitation of historic transportation facilities). If “yes”, list any locally designated 
or National Register of Historic Places listed or eligible resources or indicate N/A in the text field.  
(Word limit 5).

Vegetation Management (Select this box for vegetation management in public transportation ROW to 
improve roadway safety, prevent invasive species, and erosion control). If “yes”, list any Florida Scenic 
Byways within the project limits, or indicate N/A in text field. (Word limit 5).

Outdoor Advertising Management (Select this box for inventory, control, or removal of outdoor 
advertising). If “yes”, list any Florida Scenic Byways within the project limits or indicate N/A in text field. 
(Word limit 5).
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Part 5-A Infrastructure Eligible Activity continued...

Boulevards (Select this box for boulevards, defined as a walkable, low speed (35 mph or less) divided 
arterial thoroughfares in urban environments designed to carry both through and local traffic, pedestrians, 
and bicyclists. These may be high ridership transit corridors; serve as primary goods movement and 
emergency response routes; and use vehicular and pedestrian access management techniques that 
promote economic revitalization and follow complete street principles]. If “yes”, list any Florida Main Street 
communities or Florida Trail Towns within the project limits, or indicate N/A in text field. (Word limit 5).

Stormwater Mitigation (Select this box for environmental mitigation activities addressing stormwater 
management, control, and water pollution prevention or abatement related to transportation projects).

Wildlife Management (Select this box for wildlife mitigation and reduction of wildlife mortality, or to 
restore and maintain connectivity among terrestrial or aquatic habitats).

Archaeological Activities (Select this box for archaeological activities related to impacts from 
transportation projects funded by FHWA). If “yes”, list the State Site Number (aka Site File Number) for 
the archaeological site, or indicate N/A in the text field. (Word limit 5).

Safe Routes to Schools (SRTS) [Select this box for SRTS projects, codified as 23 U.S.C. 208, that 
substantially improves the ability of kindergarten through 12th grade students (vulnerable road users) 
to walk and / or bicycle to school]. Traditionally includes sidewalks, traffic calming and speed reduction, 
traffic diversion improvements, pedestrian and bicycle crossings, on-street bicycle facilities, off-street 
bicycle facilities, and bicycle parking facilities at public schools. If “yes”, list the benefiting schools that are 
within two miles of the project limits; total student enrollment; approximate number of students living along 
the route; and the percentage of students eligible for reduced meal programs, or indicate N/A in the space 
provided. (Word limit 10).

Recreational Trails Program [Select this box for recreational trails compliant with 62-S-2, Florida 
Administrative Code, and 23 U.S.C. 104 (b)]. If “yes”, list the parks / recreational areas within the project 
limits, or indicate N/A in the text field. (Word limit 5).

Other surface transportation eligible purpose (Only if within urbanized areas with a population greater 
than 200,000). If “yes”, list the eligible activity or indicate N/A in the space provided. (Word limit 5).
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5-B. NI ELIGIBLE ACTIVITY  *** Note: For Infrastructure projects, skip this page.***

Select one box that represents the project proposal. Checkbox indicating NI eligible activity. Document allows 
one selection.

Vulnerable road user safety assessment as defined by Section 316.027 (b), F.S.

Workforce development, training and education activities that are eligible uses of TAP funds.

NI COMPONENTS As applicable, insert the number of each type of proposed activity. Numerical field 
indicating total number NI program would provide.

Number of walk or bicycle audits.

Number of bicycle skills / safety classes.

Number of pedestrian skills / safety classes.

Number of community demonstration projects.

Number of community encouragement activities.

Number of community challenges.

Number of community workshops / stakeholder 
meetings.

Number of classroom / educational classes 
receiving pedestrian / bicycle safety instruction / 
education.

Number of school assemblies receiving pedestrian / 
bicycle safety instruction / education.

Number of after school programs receiving 
pedestrian / bicycle safety instruction / 
education.

Number of bicycle rodeos.

Number of pedestrian safety skills events.

Number of schools with walking school 
bus programs (defined as planned route 
with meeting points, a timetable, and a 
schedule of trained volunteers).

Number of schools with bicycle train 
programs (defined as a planned route 
with meeting points, a timetable, and a 
schedule of trained volunteers).

Number of student-led leadership 
initiatives (e.g., student patrols, peer-led 
learning, etc.).Number of training sessions to implement the SRTS 

program (e.g., training for volunteer walking school 
bus leaders, training for bicycle train leaders, etc.).

SRTS projects, codified as 23 U.S.C. 208. This NI activity must be primarily based at the school and 
benefit students and / or their parents and have documented support from the school(s). If “yes”, list 
the benefiting schools; total student enrollment and students served by project; approximate number of 
students living along the route; and the percentage of students eligible for reduced meal programs, or 
indicate N/A in space provided. (Word limit 10).
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PART 6 – AREA CONDITIONS

Select applicable boxes describing the area and complete applicable text fields. Then, upload supporting documentation.

1.	 Select one box that describes the geographic population size of the project area.
Non-Urban Area with a population of 5,000 or less
Urban Area with a population greater than 5,000 but no more than 50,000
Urban Area with a population greater than 50,000 but no more than 200,000

Urban Area with a population greater than 200,000

2.	 Is the project within the boundary of an MPO*? If not, select “no”, and indicate N/A in the space provided. If 
so, select “yes”, and indicate the MPO in the space provided. (Word limit 5).

Yes

Yes

No

No

3.	 Is the project within the boundary of a Transportation Management Area (TMA)? If not, select “no”, and 
indicate N/A in the space provided. If so, select “yes”, and indicate the TMA in the space provided.  
(Word limit 5).

4.	 Is the project within a Rural Economic Development Initiative (REDI) community or designated as a 
Rural Area of Opportunity (RAO) as defined pursuant to Section 288.0656, F.S.? If not, select “no”, and 
indicate N/A in the space provided. If so, select “yes” and indicate the REDI / RAO in the space provided. 
(Word limit 5) 

Yes No

5.	 Indicate the United States Congressional District number(s) of the project location. (Word limit 5).

6.	 Will the project address equity by providing benefits to traditionally underserved communities as 
determined by the U.S. Census? These communities could include low-income residents, minorities, those with 
limited English proficiency, persons with disabilities, children, or older adults. If not, select “no”, and indicate N/A 
in the space provided. If so, select “yes”, and briefly explain how the project improves environmental justice (e.g., 
disadvantage community access point(s) and destinations the project benefits, median household income, free or 
reduced priced school meals and how SRTS projects benefit the students, etc.). (Word limit 10).

Yes No

7.	 Are there transit stops / shelters / support facilities within the project limits? If not, select “no”, and indicate 
N/A in the space provided. If so, select “yes”, and indicate the identification number. (Word limit 5).

Yes No

Yes

8.	 Is the project within a high-crash pedestrian corridor (or an area with a history of crashes involving 
pedestrians)? 

No
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Part 6 - Area Conditions continued...

REQUIRED UPLOAD: AREA CONDITIONS SUPPORTING DOCUMENTATION (e.g., excerpt pages from 
adopted plans or studies, maps illustrating transit facilities and connectivity to the improvement, short statement of support 
with a signature of the school official and their contact information for SRTS projects, median household income by 
census tract for community benefiting, collision heat maps / crash data for area surrounding project limits, etc.).

9.	 Is the project within a high-crash bicycle corridor (or an area with a history of crashes involving 
bicyclists)? 

Yes No

* Metropolitan / Transportation Planning Organization / Agency (MPO)

10.	Would the project implement a bicycle or pedestrian action plan(s)? If not, select “no”, and indicate N/A in 
the space provided. If so, select “yes”, and specify the name of the plan and date of adoption. (Word limit 5).

Yes No

PART 7 – PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT

Public involvement, engagement, and collaboration is a key component of the federal project development process and 
must be conducted in accordance with applicable rules and regulations in the event the project is selected for funding. 
Indicate which of the following are applicable (Select all that apply). Complete the text field or indicate N/A in the space 
provided. Then, upload supporting documentation.

1.	 Does the greater community support the project, as demonstrated by recently adopted proclamations 
or resolutions expressing commitment and public engagement? If “yes”, explain the engagement and 
how the concept evolved based on public involvement. Indicate the resolution number, adoption date, and 
participating parties in the space provided. If “no”, indicate N/A in the space provided. (Word limit 10).

Yes No

2.	 Was the project discussed at a regularly scheduled meeting of an advisory board of an appointed 
group of citizens, such as bicycle pedestrian advisory groups or similar committee that provides 
support toward the project? If “yes”, provide meeting information, including the date and type of advisory 
board meeting, and the input received. If “no”, indicate N/A in the space provided. (Word limit 10).

Yes No

3.	 Was there an advertised public meeting to discuss the project? If “yes”, provide a brief description, 
including the input received, how the concept evolved based on public involvement, date, and type of meeting. 
If “no”, indicate N/A in the space provided. (Word limit 10).

Yes No

4.	 Do recent community surveys indicate both need and support for the project and stakeholders will 
continue to be engaged in the implementation of the project? If “yes”, briefly explain. If “no”, indicate N/A in 
the space provided. (Word limit 10).

Yes No

REQUIRED UPLOAD: PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT SUPPORTING DOCUMENTATION (e.g., resolution, 
proclamation, regularly scheduled meeting agenda and minutes, public meeting advertisement, community survey, letters 
of support, etc.).
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PART 8 – CONCURRENCY / CONSISTENCY

Is the project consistent with the applicable comprehensive plan(s), transportation plan(s), capital 
improvement plan(s), and / or the long-term management plan(s)? [Note: Board of County Commissioners 
functions as MPO in nonmetropolitan areas (Section 339.135(4)(c)1, F.S.)]. If not, select “no”, and indicate N/A in 
the space provided. If so, select “yes”, and use the text field to explain consistency, include MPO prioritization number. 
If a modification is required, indicate the meeting date for adoption. (Word limit 10).

Yes No

REQUIRED UPLOAD: CONCURRENCY / CONSISTENCY SUPPORTING DOCUMENTATION (e.g., 
supporting resolution(s), excerpt from comprehensive plan(s), transportation plan(s), capital improvement plan(s), 
management plan(s), prioritization list, etc.).

PART 9 – ENVIRONMENTAL CONDITIONS

Select the boxes describing the Environmental Conditions. As applicable, complete the text field or indicate N/A in 
the space provided. Then, upload supporting documentation. Applicants for NI proposals may skip the Environmental 
Conditions section.

1.	 Does the project involve lands identified by the Florida Wildlife Corridor Act of 2021 [Section 259.1055, 
Florida Statutes (F.S.)]?

Yes No

2.	 Does the project involve state-owned conservation lands? If not, select “no”, and indicate N/A in the space 
provided. If so, select “yes”, and indicate the state-owned conservation lands. NOTE: Use of state-owned 
conservation lands is subject to coordination by the managing entity. (Word limit 5).

Yes No

3.	 Does a railway facility exist within 1,000 feet of the project limits? If not, select “no”, and indicate N/A in 
the space provided. If so, select “yes”, and indicate railway facility. (Word limit 5).

Yes No

4.	 Does the project physically cross a railway facility? If not, select “no”, and indicate N/A in the space 
provided. If so, select “yes”, and indicate the crossing’s railway identification number, and beginning and ending 
mile points. (Word limit 5).

Yes No

5.	 Would the project provide lighting at locations with nighttime crashes? If not, select “no”, and indicate 
N/A in the space provided. If so, select “yes”, and describe the proposed lighting in the space provided.  
(Word limit 5).

Yes No

6.	 Would the project implement an adopted Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) transition plan? If 
not, select “no”, and indicate N/A in the space provided. If so, select “yes”, and describe proposed ADA 
improvements in the space provided. (Word limit 5).

Yes No
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7.	 Is an Environmental Assessment for the project complete? If not, select “no”, and indicate N/A in the space 
provided. If so, select “yes”, and describe any specific issues in the space provided. (Word limit 10).

Yes No

8.	 Is the project adjacent to locally designated or National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) listed or 
eligible resources? If not, select “no”, and indicate N/A in the space provided. If so, select “yes”, and list 
resources, indicate if the resources have received Florida Department of State Historic Preservation Grant funds, 
and explain any preservation agreements, covenants, or easements in the space provided. If applicable, select 
“unknown”. (Word limit 5).

Yes No Unknown

9.	 Are there any archaeological sites or Native American sites located within or adjacent to the project 
boundary? If not, select “no”, and indicate N/A in the space provided. If so, select “yes”, and list State Site 
Number (aka Site File Number) for the sites. If applicable, select “unknown”. (Word limit 5).

Yes No Unknown

Part 9 - Environmental Conditions continued...

10.	Are there any parks, recreation areas, or wildlife / waterfowl refuges within or adjacent to the project 
boundary? If not, select “no”, and indicate N/A in the space provided. If so, select “yes”, and list the facilities in 
the space provided. (Word limit 5).

Yes No

11.	Are there any navigable waterways adjacent to or within the project boundary? If not, select “no”, and 
indicate N/A in the space provided. If so, select “yes”, and list the navigable waterways. (Word limit 5).

Yes No

12.	Are there any wetlands within or adjacent to the project limits? If not, select “no”, and indicate N/A in the 
space provided. If so, select “yes”, and describe in the space provided. Include permit types required and any 
obtained for the project. (Word limit 5).

Yes No

13.	Is it likely that there are protected / endangered / threatened species and / or critical habitat impacts 
within the project limits? If not, select “no”, and indicate N/A in the space provided. If so, select “yes”, and 
describe in the space provided. If applicable, select “unknown”. (Word limit 5).

Yes No Unknown

14.	Are there any potential contamination / hazardous waste areas within or adjacent to the project limits? 
If not, select “no”, and indicate N/A in the space provided. If so, select “yes”, and describe in the space 
provided. If applicable, select “unknown”. (Word limit 5).

Yes No Unknown

15.	Are there any noise-sensitive areas near the project area? If not, select “no”, and indicate N/A in the space 
provided. If so, select “yes”, and describe in the space provided. If applicable, select “unknown” (Word limit 5).

Yes No Unknown

REQUIRED UPLOAD for Infrastructure (not applicable for NI): ENVIRONMENTAL CONDITIONS 
SUPPORTING DOCUMENTATION (e.g., labeled photographs on maps depicting conditions, permits, copy of the 
entire study or environmental assessment, excerpt pages from adopted plans, etc.).
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PART 10 – DESIGN / TYPICAL SECTIONS

Select the boxes describing the design status and complete the text fields. Then, upload supporting documentation. 
Applicants for NI proposals may skip the Design / Typical Section.

1.	 Are signed and sealed design plans available for this project? 
Yes No

2.	 If design plans are not at 100 percent, or do not meet current standards and / or reflect existing 
conditions, select the box identifying the status. (Word limit 100).

No design plans 30% design plans 60% design plans 90% design plans

Other:

3.	 Briefly describe the design status in the space provided. If design is at 100 percent, indicate the date of the 
plans. (Word limit 100).

REQUIRED UPLOAD for Infrastructure (not applicable for NI): Typical Section(s) depicting existing and 
proposed features, dimensions, and ROW lines. If there are multiple segments, provide typical sections for each. If 
available, provide design plans.
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2.	 Explain the ROW status (owned / fee simple, leased / less-than fee, and / or needs) along the project 
boundary, including when ROW was obtained and how ownership is documented (e.g., plats, deeds, 
prescriptions, certified surveys, transfers, easements). Provide information for verifying ownership 
(e.g., book / page number, transfer agreements, dates, etc.). If ROW acquisition is necessary before 
constructing the proposed project and / or the applicant agency is not the landowner, indicate the 
necessary coordination with other owners for all fee-simple purchases and / or any less-than fee / 
lease needs (including temporary construction and / or other easements and / or permits for drainage, 
railroad, utilities, etc.) necessary to secure ROW certification. Indicate the proposed acquisition 
timeline, expected funding source, the total number of parcels, type of acquisition, limitations on fund 
use or availability, and who will acquire and retain ownership of proposed land. (Word limit 150).

REQUIRED UPLOAD for Infrastructure (not applicable for NI): OWNERSHIP / ROW STATUS 
SUPPORTING DOCUMENTATION including applicable ROW Certification including ownership verification 
documenting site control and related landowner supporting documentation. Site control documents must include an 
adequate legal description of the parcel(s) comprising the project site, such that staff can compare it to the boundary map 
submitted with the application and evaluate whether there is control of the project site (e.g., ROW Certification, ROW 
maps, plats, warranty deeds, prescriptions, certified surveys, easements, use agreement, etc.). Maps should clearly show 
the location of each ownership in relation to the project boundary and / or limits. NOTE: provide map documentation 
on 8.5” x 11” scale. DO NOT provide reduced copies of original plats and or maps that cannot be read at scale. If 
applicable, an exhibit visually depicting the new ROW anticipated for the project, together with a spreadsheet providing 
the tax identification number(s) of each impacted parcel and the approximate size of the new acquisition area for each 
impacted parcel.

PART 11 – OWNERSHIP / ROW STATUS

Select the boxes describing the Ownership / ROW Status and complete applicable text fields. Then, upload supporting 
documentation. Applicants for NI proposals may skip the Ownership / ROW Status section.

1.	 Is ROW acquisition, defined as obtaining property not currently owned by the Local Agency through any 
means (e.g., deed, easement, dedication, donation, etc.), necessary to complete this project? 

Yes No
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PART 12 – PROJECT IMPLEMENTATION AND COSTS

Complete either the Infrastructure Table Summary with the overall project programming (phases, schedule, and 
estimated costs for the proposed work) or the NI Cost Narrative Table. Then, upload supporting documentation.

Not all phase types may be eligible for TA funds, and not all areas prioritize all phases. Local agencies are responsi-
ble for covering all unanticipated cost increases, including but not limited to price inflation and increases in the cost of 
construction; account for them using local funds. FDOT does not allow programming TA funds for contingency costs. 
The local agency must have the ability to pay for non-participating costs (e.g., utility relocation). Chapter 337.14, F.S. 
prohibits an entity from performing both design services and construction engineering inspection services (CEI) for a 
project wholly or partially funded by the FDOT and administered by a local government entity.

Infrastructure Project 
Phases / Work Types

Select 
phase(s) 
included 
in this 
request

INFRASTRUCTURE Table Summary 
Overall Project Programming (Cost Summary and Schedule)

Schedule  
(Month/Year)

Funding sources and costs ($)

Federal Funds 
Non-Federal  
/ Local Funds

Total Cost 
Estimate ($)Start

(mm/yy)
End
(mm/yy)

TA Program 
($)

Other Federal
($)

Non-TA/
Local 
Funds ($)

Other ($)

Planning Development 
(Corridor or Feasibility) 

PD&E

Preliminary Engineering / 
Design (PE)
Environmental 
Assessment  
(associated with PE)
Permits  
(associated with PE)

ROW

Construction

CEI

Other costs (describe)

Total Infrastructure Project Cost Estimate

REQUIRED UPLOAD: PROJECT IMPLEMENTATION AND COSTS SUPPORTING DOCUMENTATION.  
1) Either provide a detailed engineer cost estimate if the project is designed or if the project has not been designed or is a 
NI project, provide a detailed opinion of probable costs (including all pay items and a timeline for deliverable). Utilize the 
FDOT Basis of Estimates Manual to develop a detailed estimate with FDOT pay items for construction phase estimates. 
2) As applicable, letter from local agency budget office committing local funds to the project.

*** Note: Applications for NI Projects to skip to page 15.***
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Part 12 - Project Implementation and Costs continued...
*** Note: applications for infrastructure projects do not need to fill out this page***

Budget Item Requested Funds 
Personnel Services 

(List titles and totals in first boxes below) 
In Narrative, include numbers of hours, hourly rates, who this person is, and whether it’s a new position or 

new hours and duties added to an existing position. 

Narrative:   
 
Narrative:  

Narrative:   

Expenses
Materials and Supplies:

Educational items:

Promotional Items:

Other Expenses:

Operating Capital Outlay
Equipment:

   
Total NI Project Cost Estimate 

		     

NI Cost Narrative Table
Below each item, explain how the item will support the program, and other appropriate details.
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RESOURCES 

FDOT Transportation Alternatives Program: 
https://www.fdot.gov/planning/systems/systems-management/tap

FDOT Local Agency Program Manual: 
http://www.fdot.gov/programmanagement/LP/Default.shtm

FDOT Office of Environmental Management PD&E Manual: 
https://www.fdot.gov/environment/pubs/pdeman/pdeman-current

FDOT Basis of Estimates Manual: 
https://www.fdot.gov/programmanagement/estimates/documents/basisofestimatesmanual/boemanual

Florida Safe Routes to School Guidelines: 
https://www.fdot.gov/safety/2A-Programs/Safe-Routes.shtm

https://www.fdot.gov/planning/systems/systems-management/tap
https://www.fdot.gov/planning/systems/systems-management/tap
http://www.fdot.gov/programmanagement/LP/Default.shtm
https://www.fdot.gov/environment/pubs/pdeman/pdeman-current
https://www.fdot.gov/programmanagement/estimates/documents/basisofestimatesmanual/boemanual
https://www.fdot.gov/safety/2A-Programs/Safe-Routes.shtm
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TRANSPORTATION ALTERNATIVES PROGRAM 
CERTIFICATION OF PROJECT SPONSOR

PROJECT NAME:

LOCATION:

PROJECT LIMITS:                                    (from south or west limit)

(to north or east limit)

By checking the box you agree to do the following:
Enter into a maintenance agreement with the Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT), as necessary, 
prior to the design phase.

Comply with the Federal Uniform Relocation Assistance and Acquisition Policies Act for any Right of 
Way actions required for the project.

Provide any required funding match, incur any additional expenses beyond the approved project costs in the LAP 
agreement, and are responsible for any non-participating items (e.g. utility relocations). 

Pursue or retain LAP certification and enter into a LAP agreement with FDOT.

Comply with NEPA process prior to construction, including any necessary involvement with the State Historic 
Preservation Officer (SHPO), and other State and/or Federal agencies, prior to construction.  

I further certify that the estimated costs included herein are reasonable and agree to follow through on the project 
once programmed in the FDOT’s Work Program. I fully understand that significant increases in these costs could 
cause the project to be removed from the FDOT’s Work Program.

* Signature

Name (please type or print)

Title

Date

* This should be executed by person who has signatory authority for 
sponsor and is authorized to obligate services and funds for that entity 
(generally chairman of the board or council).
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Valley Rd Project Map Legend    

Sidewalk Completed By Developer

Sidewalk for FDOT TA grant

1000 ft

N

➤➤

N

© 2023 Google

© 2023 Google

© 2023 Google

bbrethauer
Callout
PROJECT END

bbrethauer
Callout
PROJECT END

bbrethauer
Callout
TO BE COMPLETED BY DEVELOPER
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DATE: 17/01/2024

ITEM NO. ITEM DESCRIPTION
ESTIMATED 

QUANTITY
UNIT UNIT PRICE

EXTENDED 

AMOUNT

0100-1 MOBILIZATION 1 LS 55,182.86$  55,182.86$         

0102-1 TRAFFIC CONTROL 1 LS 38,628.01$  38,628.01$         

0104-10-3 SEDIMENT BARRIER 4700 LF 3.60$             16,920.00$        

0110-1-1 CLEARING AND GRUBBING 1 LS 12,360.00$  12,360.00$        

0160-4 TYPE B STABILIZATION 195 SY 17.80$          3,471.00$          

400-1-11 Concrete Class NS, Grav Wall Ind 400-011 87 CY 1,604.77$     139,614.99$      

515-23-11 Ped/Bike Railing, AL Only, 42" Type 1 400 LF 157.88$        63,152.00$        

0120-6 EMBANKMENT 697 CY 25.12$          17,508.64$        

0327-70-8 MILLING EXISTING ASPHALT TO 2.5" DEPTH 200 SY 4.05$             810.00$              

 334-1-52 SUPERPAVE ASPHALTIC CONCRETE, TRAFFIC B (TYPE SP-12.5) 16.5 TN 180.39$        2,976.44$          

0522-1 CONCRETE SIDEWALK (4" TH) 2980 SY 76.99$          229,430.20$      

0522-2 CONCRETE DRIVEWAY (6" TH) 200 SY 211.99$        42,398.00$        

0527-2 DETECTABLE WARNINGS 104 SF 47.92$          4,983.68$          

0700-1-50 SINGLE POST SIGN, RELOCATE 10 EA 256.43$        2,564.30$          

0110-7-1 MAILBOX, F&I SINGLE 14 EA 319.89$        4,478.46$          

0711-11123 THERMOPLASTIC, STD, WHITE SOLID 12" 300 LF 4.61$             1,383.00$          

0711-11125 THERMOPLASTIC, STD, WHITE SOLID 24" 75 LF 8.03$             602.25$              

0570-1-2 SOD 2507 SY 3.66$             9,175.62$          

645,639.45$       

129,127.89$       

774,767.34$       

DESIGN 77,000.00$         

CEI 77,000.00$         

928,767.34$       

Michael Anderson, EI

Valley Road, US 90 to Stillwell

TOTAL:

20% CONTINGENCY

TOTAL CONSTRUCTION:

TOTAL PROJECT:
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DATE: 17/01/2024

ITEM NO. ITEM DESCRIPTION
ESTIMATED 

QUANTITY
UNIT UNIT PRICE

EXTENDED 

AMOUNT
Notes

0100 1 MOBILIZATION 1 LS 30,264.37$  30,264.37$     1

0102 1 TRAFFIC CONTROL 1 LS 25,020.00$  25,020.00$     2

0908104 1 EROSION CONTROL 1 LS 13,200.00$  13,200.00$     3

0110 1 1

CLEARING AND GRUBBING (INCLUDING BUT NOT LIMITED TO ALL ASPHALT, TREES, PIPES, 

STRUCTURES, CURB, FENCE, ETC.) 1
LS

15,000.00$  15,000.00$     3

0160 4 TYPE B STABILIZATION 392 SY 7.11$            2,787.12$       4

285704 OPTIONAL BASE, BASE GROUP  4 (6" LIMEROCK LBR 100) 112 SY 11.04$          1,236.48$       5

0327 70 8 MILLING EXISTING ASPHALT TO 2.5" DEPTH 493 SY 5.10$            2,514.30$       4

0334 1 11 SUPERPAVE ASPHALTIC CONCRETE, TRAFFIC A (TYPE SP-9.5) 32.1 TN 395.00$        12,679.50$     6

 334 1 11 SUPERPAVE ASPHALTIC CONCRETE, TRAFFIC A (TYPE SP-12.5) 47.8 TN 395.00$        18,881.00$     6

0400 1 11 CONC CLASS I RETAINING WALLS (FOR SLAB TURNDOWN) 3.8 CY 686.13$        2,607.29$       5

0425 1351 INLETS, CURB, TYPE P-5, <10' 1 EA 4,806.45$     4,806.45$       5

0425 1525 INLET, DT BOT, TYPE C, PARTIAL 1 EA 5,353.02$     5,353.02$       5

0425 1910 INLETS, OPEN TOP, FLUME 1 EA 4,348.57$     4,348.57$       5

430175115 PIPE CULV, RCP, ELLIPTICAL, 15" S/CD (CLASS IV) 153 LF 117.53$        17,982.09$     5

430175118 PIPE CULV, RCP, ELLIPTICAL, 18" S/CD (CLASS IV) 35 LF 75.93$          2,657.55$       4

430982625 MITERED END SEC, ELLIPTICAL 18" CD 1 EA 1,462.72$     1,462.72$       4

0515 2311 PEDESTRIAN/BICYCLE RAILING (42" ALUMINUMM TYPE 1) 28 LF 75.00$          2,100.00$       4

0520 1 10 CONCRETE CURB & GUTTER, MODIFIED TYPE F 1261 LF 46.41$          58,523.01$     4

0520 2 4 CONCRETE CURB, TYPE D 20 LF 66.00$          1,320.00$       4

0520 70 CONCRETE TRAFFIC SEPERATOR (CONCRETE BUFFER ISLAND) 3 SY 72.92$          218.76$          5

0522 1 CONCRETE SIDEWALK (4" TH) 2027 SY 50.23$          101,816.21$  4

0522 2 CONCRETE DRIVEWAY (6" TH) 463 SY 81.55$          37,757.65$     4

0527 2 DETECTABLE WARNINGS 294 SF 32.04$          9,419.76$       4

0700 1 40 SINGLE POST SIGN, INSTALL 1 EA 300.00$        300.00$          5

0700 1 50 SINGLE POST SIGN, RELOCATE 11 EA 56.50$          621.50$          4

0110 7 1 MAILBOX, RELOCATE 6 EA 137.00$        822.00$          3

0110 7 1 MAILBOX, F&I SINGLE 1 EA 137.00$        137.00$          4

0711 11123 THERMOPLASTIC, STD, WHITE SOLID 12" 935 LF 6.60$            6,171.00$       6

0711 11125 THERMOPLASTIC, STD, WHITE SOLID 24" 169 LF 14.20$          2,399.80$       6

RELOCATE PRIVACY FENCE 100 LF 25.00$          2,500.00$       3

0570 1 2 SOD 2400 SY 2.77$            6,648.00$       4

391,555.15$  

78,311.03$     

Note 1 - @9%

Note 2 - Assumed 90 days 469,866.18$  

Note 3 - Engineer's Estimate

Note 4 - Area 3 6-Month Rolling Avg. (12-19-19)

Note 5 - 2018 Annual Statewide Average CEI 70,479.93$     

Note 6 - Okaloosa County Bid No. PW-2076-16

540,346.11$  

Donald R. Petrey, P.E. FL 45581

TOTAL CONSTRUCTION:

TOTAL PROJECT:

SOUTH AVENUE SIDEWALK IMPROVEMENTS - OPINION OF PROBABLE COST

TOTAL:

20% CONTINGENCY
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DATE: 17/01/2024

ITEM NO. ITEM DESCRIPTION
ESTIMATED 

QUANTITY
UNIT UNIT PRICE

EXTENDED 

AMOUNT

0100 1 MOBILIZATION 1 LS 31,992.64$  31,992.64$     

0102 1 TRAFFIC CONTROL 1 LS 24,883.17$  24,883.17$     

0908104 1 EROSION CONTROL 1 LS 13,200.00$  13,200.00$     

0110 1 1

CLEARING AND GRUBBING (INCLUDING BUT NOT LIMITED TO ALL ASPHALT, TREES, PIPES, 

STRUCTURES, CURB, FENCE, ETC.) 1
LS

15,000.00$  15,000.00$     

0160 4 TYPE B STABILIZATION 392 SY 17.68$          6,930.56$       

285704 OPTIONAL BASE, BASE GROUP  4 (6" LIMEROCK LBR 100) 112 SY 12.01$          1,345.12$       

0327 70 8 MILLING EXISTING ASPHALT TO 2.5" DEPTH 493 SY 2.13$             1,050.09$       

0334 1 11 SUPERPAVE ASPHALTIC CONCRETE, TRAFFIC A (TYPE SP-9.5) 32.1 TN 355.50$        11,411.55$     

 334 1 11 SUPERPAVE ASPHALTIC CONCRETE, TRAFFIC A (TYPE SP-12.5) 47.8 TN 355.50$        16,992.90$     

0400 1 11 CONC CLASS I RETAINING WALLS (FOR SLAB TURNDOWN) 3.8 CY 963.31$        3,660.58$       

0425 1351 INLETS, CURB, TYPE P-5, <10' 1 EA 5,174.92$     5,174.92$       

0425 1525 INLET, DT BOT, TYPE C, PARTIAL 1 EA 3,530.22$     3,530.22$       

0425 1910 INLETS, OPEN TOP, FLUME 1 EA 4,001.62$     4,001.62$       

430175115 PIPE CULV, RCP, ELLIPTICAL, 15" S/CD (CLASS IV) 153 LF 150.11$        22,966.83$     

430175118 PIPE CULV, RCP, ELLIPTICAL, 18" S/CD (CLASS IV) 35 LF 180.00$        6,300.00$       

430982625 MITERED END SEC, ELLIPTICAL 18" CD 1 EA 1,468.58$     1,468.58$       

0515 2311 PEDESTRIAN/BICYCLE RAILING (42" ALUMINUMM TYPE 1) 28 LF 117.00$        3,276.00$       

0520 1 10 CONCRETE CURB & GUTTER, MODIFIED TYPE F 1261 LF 47.00$          59,267.00$     

0520 2 4 CONCRETE CURB, TYPE D 20 LF 66.00$          1,320.00$       

0520 70 CONCRETE TRAFFIC SEPERATOR (CONCRETE BUFFER ISLAND) 3 SY 80.09$          240.27$          

0522 1 CONCRETE SIDEWALK (4" TH) 2027 SY 53.00$          107,431.00$  

0522 2 CONCRETE DRIVEWAY (6" TH) 463 SY 81.55$          37,757.65$     

0527 2 DETECTABLE WARNINGS 294 SF 29.00$          8,526.00$       

0700 1 40 SINGLE POST SIGN, INSTALL 1 EA 1,000.00$     1,000.00$       

0700 1 50 SINGLE POST SIGN, RELOCATE 11 EA 150.00$        1,650.00$       

0110 7 1 MAILBOX, RELOCATE 6 EA 191.67$        1,150.02$       

0110 7 1 MAILBOX, F&I SINGLE 1 EA 191.67$        191.67$          

0711 11123 THERMOPLASTIC, STD, WHITE SOLID 12" 935 LF 4.75$             4,441.25$       

0711 11125 THERMOPLASTIC, STD, WHITE SOLID 24" 169 LF 10.00$          1,690.00$       

RELOCATE PRIVACY FENCE 100 LF 25.00$          2,500.00$       

0570 1 2 SOD 2400 SY 5.00$             12,000.00$     

412,349.64$  

82,469.93$     

494,819.57$  

SOUTH AVENUE SIDEWALK IMPROVEMENTS - OPINION OF PROBABLE COST

TOTAL:

20% CONTINGENCY

TOTAL CONSTRUCTION:
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    Comprehensive Plan 2009       
 
2.2  TRANSPORTATION 
 
Goal 1:  Provide a safe, economic and efficient transportation system that maximizes 
the mobility of people and goods. 
 
 Objective 1.1  Develop a Long Range Transportation Plan that identifies multi-

modal and intermodal transportation facilities that will function as an integrated 
system and address the mobility needs of the area. 

 
Policy 1.1.1 Continue to participate in the Okaloosa – Walton Transportation Planning 
Organization planning process in coordination with adjacent local governments and 
other public agencies and private organizations whose purpose is to implement the 
transportation, land use, parking and other provisions of the transportation element. 
 
Policy 1.1.2 Participate in the development of the Five Year Transit Development Plan 
especially in the establishment of numerical indicators against which the achievement of 
the mobility goals of the community can be measured, such as modal split, annual transit 
trips per capita, and automobile occupancy rates. 

________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Objective 1.2    Establish operation and maintenance responsibility, functional 
classifications, and level of service standards for roads and highways within the 
County. 
 
Policy 1.2.1 Level of Service (LOS) Standards for state roadways are hereby 
established as shown on Table 2.2.1. 
 

1.  For general planning purposes roadway LOS may be evaluated using average 
annual daily traffic (AADT) traffic counts. 

2.  For purposes of concurrency determinations and issuing development orders the 
LOS shall be determined using P.M. peak hour traffic counts. 

 
                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                             
 
 

                                                                                                                                                                          Transportation  2.2.1 
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TABLE 2.2.1 
STATE ROADWAY LEVEL OF SERVICE STANDARDS 

_____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
Roadway                  Segment                                              Functional Class.                Type                     Area                 Lanes            Adopted LOS 
_____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
SR 4  Santa Rosa County line to US 90              Minor Arterial          Undivided        Rural  Undev.          2                      D 
 
I-10          Santa Rosa County line to SR 85              Principal Arterial     Divided             Rural Undev.          4                       B 
 
I-10  SR 85 to Walton Co. line                           Principal Arterial      Divided            Transitioning           4                       B 
 
US 90  Santa Rosa Co. line to SR 4             Minor Arterial        Undivided        Rural Undev.           2                       C 
 
US 90  SR 4 to MPA boundary                     Minor Arterial        Undivided        Rural Dev.               2                       C 
 
US 90 MPA boundary to Antioch Rd.         Minor Arterial          Undivided        Transitioning         2                       C 
 
US 90   Antioch Rd. to Fairchild Rd.            Minor Arterial         Divided             Transitioning          4                       D 
 
US 90    Fairchild Rd. to Walton Co. line    Minor Arterial      Undivided         Rural Dev.              2                       C 
 
SR 20  Rocky Bayou Br. to White Point Rd.  Principal Arterial       Divided             Urbanized              4                        E 
 
SR 20    White Point Rd. to Walton Co. line   Principal Arterial       Undivided         Urbanized             2                       D 
 
US 98 Santa Rosa Co. line to Hurlburt Field   Principal Arterial       Divided             Urbanized              4                       E 
 
US 98         Eastern leg SR 85 to Eglin boundary     Principal Arterial      Divided             Urbanized               4                      D 
 
US 98        Brooks Bridge to Marler Bridge              Principal Arterial   Divided              Urbanized              4                       D 
 
US 98     CR 2378 to Walton Co. line                    Principal Arterial  Divided             Urbanized               4                       D 
 
SR 85  Racetrack Rd. to 12th Ave.                      Principal Arterial   Divided             Urbanized              6                       D 
 
SR 85        12th Ave. to SR 189                                   Principal Arterial   Divided             Urbanized                4                       D 

 
SR 85     SR 123 to SR 190                                      Principal Arterial  Divided             Urbanized                 4                       D 

 
SR 85       College Blvd. to Antioch Rd.                   Principal Arterial  Divided             Transitioning           4                       C 
 
SR 85   Antioch Rd. to I-10                                  Principal Arterial   Divided             Transitioning           4                       C 
 
SR 85       Old Bethel/Airport Rd. to 2-lane           Principal Arterial   Divided              Transitioning       4                      C 
 
SR 85     Begin 2-lane to Senterfitt Rd.               Principal Arterial   Undivided          Transitioning         2                      C 
 
SR 85     Senterfitt Rd. to Walton Co. line          Principal Arterial  Undivided           Rural Undev.        2                      C 

 
SR 189       Mooney Rd. to SR 85                              Minor Arterial               Divided               Urbanized               4                      D 
 
SR 189       SR 4 to Alabama State line                     Minor Arterial Undivided           Rural Undev.        2                       C 

 

                                                                                                                                                                                                                  Transportation  2.2.2 
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TABLE 2.2.1 (Cont.) 
STATE ROADWAY LEVEL OF SERVICE STANDARDS 

_____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
Roadway                           Segment                                     Functional Class.                Type                      Area                Lanes             Adopted LOS 
_____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
SR 189              SR 4 to Alabama state line         Minor Arterial           Undivided           Rural Undev.         2                       C 
                                                  
SR 285              College Blvd. to Walton Co. line         Minor Arterial          Undivided           Transitioning         2                      D 
 
SR 293              US 98 to Mid-Bay Bridge S. approach    Minor Arterial            Divided               Urbanized               4                      E 
 
SR 293              Mid-Bay Bridge S. approach to SR 20   Minor Arterial          Undivided         Urbanized              2                       E 
 
SR 123              SR 85 to SR 85                                      Principal Arterial    Undivided           Transitioning         2                      D 

 

 
Policy 1.2.2 Level of Service Standards for county roadways are hereby established as 
shown on Table 2.2.2. 
 

1.  For general planning purposes roadway LOS may be evaluated using average 
annual daily traffic (AADT) counts. 
 
2.  For concurrency determinations and issuing development orders the LOS shall 
be determined using P.M. peak hour traffic counts. 
 

TABLE 2.2.2 
COUNTY ROADWAY LEVEL OF SERVICE STANDARDS 

_____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
Roadway                                     Segment                         Functional Class.                  Type         Area                             Lanes         Adopted LOS 
_____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
CR 189/Log Lake Rd.        US 90 to I-10                 Collector                  Undivided     Rural               2                       D 
 
CR 189/Galliver Cut-Off     US 90 to SR 4        Collector                  Undivided     Rural               2                       D 
 
CR 2                               SR 189 to SR 4         Collector                  Undivided     Rural               2                       D 
 
CR 188 (Old Bethel Rd.)      US 90 to SR 85     Collector                  Undivided     Urban              2                       D 
 
CR 188 (Airport Rd./ 
Garden City Rd.)              SR 85 to SR 85   Collector                  Undivided     Rural Dev.      2                       D 
 
CR 393                            US 90 to SR 85        Collector                   Undivided     Rural               2                      D 
 
John King Road                   SR 85 to end         Collector                   Undivided     Urban             2                       E 
 
CR 4 (Antioch Rd.)      PJ Adams Pkwy to US 90  Collector                   Undivided     Urban            2                        D 
 
PJ Adams Parkway           SR 85 to Antioch Rd.     Collector                    Undivided     Urban           2                       D 
 

                                                                                        

                                                                                                                                                                          Transportation  2.2.3                                                                                                                                                                                                                 
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TABLE 2.2.2 (Cont.) 
COUNTY ROADWAY LEVEL OF SERVICE STANDARDS 

_____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
Roadway                                          Segment                    Functional Class.                 Type             Area                          Lanes           Adopted LOS 
____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
Hollywood Boulevard        Mary Esther Cut-Off   Collector                     Undivided Urban           2                       E 
 to Eglin Pkwy 

        
Martin Luther King  Jr.     Hill St. to Green Acres Rd. Collector                     Divided          Urban           4                        E 
Blvd.  
 
Hurlburt Road                MLK Jr. Blvd. to Beal Pkwy Collector        Divided/    Urban          5/4                      E 
   Undivided 
 
North Beal Extension          Beal Pkwy to Wright       Collector              Undivided      Urban             2                        E 
 Landfill\ 
 
Carmel Drive                 MLK Jr. Blvd. to Beal Pkwy Collector               Undivided      Urban            2                        E 
 
Lewis St/Mayflower Av/ 
South Av                  Beal Pkwy to Eglin Pkwy Collector                 Undivided      Urban           2                        E 
 
CR 190 (College Blvd E)    SR 85 to Forest Rd        Collector                 Undivided       Urban          2                         E 
 
CR 190 (College Blvd W)    SR 85 to SR 85               Collector                 Undivided       Urban          2                         E 
 
Rocky Bayou Drive          SR 20 to Forest Rd.         Collector                 Undivided       Urban          2                        E 
 
Forest Road                  Rocky Bayou Dr to  SR 285  Collector                  Undivided       Urban         2                        E 
 
Commons Drive        Two Trees Rd to Kelly Collector            Undivided/   Urban     2                       D 
 Plantation Dr   Divided 
 
Commons Drive          Kelly Plantation Dr  to Collector                  Undivided       Urban         2                       D 
 Matthew Blvd 
 
Santa Rosa Boulevard     Eglin boundary to                Collector  Divided       Urban         4                       E 
 Marler Park                   

 
Policy 1.2.3 Constrained and Backlogged Roadways: Constrained Roadways are 
defined as “roads on the State Highway System which FDOT has determined will not be 
expanded by the addition of two or more through lanes because of physical, 
environmental or policy constraints. Physical constraints primarily occur when intensive 
land use development is immediately adjacent to roads, thus making expansion costs 
prohibitive. Environmental and policy constraints primarily occur when decisions are 
made not to expand a road based on environmental, historical, archaeological, 
aesthetic or social impact considerations.” (1998 FDOT LOS Handbook). Backlogged 
Roadways are defined as “roads on the State Highway System operating at a level of 
service below the minimum level of service standards, not programmed for construction  
                             
 
 

                                                                                                                                                                          Transportation  2.2.4 
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in the first three years of FDOT’s adopted work program or the five-year schedule of 
improvements contained in a local government’s capital improvements element, and 
not constrained.” (1998 FDOT LOS Handbook). 
 
Policy 1.2.4 A development that is deemed to have a de minimus impact pursuant to 
Rule 9J-5.0055(3)(c)6.a.-c., Florida Administrative Code, shall not be subject to the 
concurrency requirements of Chapter 4, Policy Document.       

_____________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
    

Objective 1.3  Give the highest priority to transportation improvements that will 
relieve existing traffic congestion. 
 

Policy 1.3.1 Coordinate with the Okaloosa – Walton TPO in the development of the 
Traffic Operations Project Priorities for the five-year Transportation Improvement Program. 
 
Policy 1.3.2 Coordinate with the Okaloosa – Walton TPO in the development of the 
Crestview Bypass, a parallel 4-lane roadway, to reduce traffic congestion on SR 85 and 
to foster interstate commerce. 
 
Policy 1.3.3 Prior to approving new road construction projects to add capacity the 
County shall investigate the feasibility of alternative improvements to the existing 
roadway system such as: 
 

a.   Intersection improvements; 
b.   Synchronization of traffic signals; 
c.   Traffic calming measures; 
d.   Installation of auxiliary lanes; 
e.   Redesign or realignment of roadways; and 
f.   Multi-modal systems 

 
Policy 1.3.4 No plan amendment or rezoning shall be approved which increases the 
residential density or nonresidential intensity for properties fronting upon roadways 
identified as “congested segments” in the TPO August 2008 “Congestion Management 
Process Plan” unless it can be demonstrated that a clearly defined public benefit will 
result. These roadways include the following segments. 
 

1.  P.J. Adams Parkway/Antioch Road from SR 85 to US 90. 
  

_____________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
    

Objective 1.4 Minimize accidents, including automobile/ pedestrian/ bicycle 
conflicts, by emphasizing safety features and by developing a multi-modal and 
intermodal transportation system. 

         Transportation  2.2.5                                                                                                                                                      
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Policy 1.4.1 Direct through traffic onto principal arterials and away from local streets, 
and promote the use of traffic calming strategies to protect local streets from high traffic 
volumes and speeds. 
 
Policy 1.4.2 Facilitate the provision of a network for pedestrians and bicyclists that 
allows shortcuts and alternatives to traveling along high-volume streets. 

              
____________________________________________________________________________________________ 

                                                                                                                       
Objective 1.5  Provide for adequate emergency evacuation by providing 
alternative evacuation routes and adequate highway capacity on evacuation 
routes and by mitigation measures adopted in the Okaloosa County Local 
Mitigation Strategy. 

                                                                                                                                                                               
Policy 1.5.1 Coordinate with the Okaloosa – Walton TPO, FDOT, and the Alabama 
Department of Transportation in evaluating major evacuation routes and determining 
where deficiencies occur and where operational improvements can be made to 
maintain or reduce hurricane evacuation times. 

____________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

Objective 1.6  Support Florida Intrastate Highway System (FIHS) and aviation 
transportation facilities that provide connectivity to areas outside the urbanized 
area and serve important national and regional functions. 
 

Policy 1.6.1 Participate in implementation of Okaloosa – Walton TPO strategies to 
facilitate local traffic use of alternatives to the FIHS to protect its interregional and 
intrastate functions. 
 
Policy 1.6.2 Coordinate with the TPO in conducting feasibility studies for an aviation 
port for specific intermodal transportation as it relates to air cargo, surface transportation 
(trucking), and railway corridor connections. 
 
Policy 1.6.3 The County shall seek all possible federal and state funds to prepare and 
implement updated airport master plans. 
 
Policy 1.6.4 Reserved.  
 
Policy 1.6.5 Initiatives will be pursued to acquire property adjacent to all airports using 
federal and state grants and local funding in order to enhance the airports’ primary 
approach surfaces and prevent encroachment into the airport enterprise operational 
areas. The primary focus will include the runway clear zones and FAR PART 150 noise  
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contours that enhance airworthiness, safety of approaches, airport facilities and safety of 
persons on the ground. Special consideration and entitlement funding will be 
appropriated for compatible business opportunities that are directly aviation-related 
businesses as approved by the Board of County Commissioners. 
 
Policy 1.6.6 Reserved.  
 
Policy 1.6.7 The County will continue to operate the three airports as an enterprise 
fund using federal and state grants consistent with local enterprise funds, user fees, and  
passenger facilities charges (PFCs). Beyond the year 2018, and as approved by the                                                                                                                                                           
Board of County Commissioners, a tax revenue generation base should be considered if  
it is determined that an expanded airport system with Intermodal capabilities is 
necessary. 
 
Policy 1.6.8 The County shall protect airport facilities from encroachment of 
incompatible land uses through appropriate land development regulations that provide 
for the protection of the clear zones and the attenuation of noise impacts through 
construction standards and code enforcement. Federal Aviation  
Administration (FAA) aeronautical studies and a determination of no hazard to 
navigation must be issued for all tall structures located within the vicinity of airports. 
Applications and plans for all proposed tall structures within Okaloosa County will be 
reviewed by the Okaloosa County Aviation Committee to determine compatibility with 
aviation facilities. The Okaloosa County Planning Commission shall recommend and the 
BCC shall grant final approval. 

____________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

Objective 1.7  Maintain and improve access to important regional facilities 
including airports, educational facilities, parks, historical and recreational areas and 
military installations. 

 
Policy 1.7.1 Coordinate roadway and transit service improvements with the Okaloosa 
County Airport Master Plan, the Fort Walton Beach MPO, the FDOT 5-Year Transportation 
Plan, and the Continuing Florida Aviation System Plan (CFAST) to ensure that future 
transportation access needs of the County’s airport facilities are met. 
 
Policy 1.7.2 Promote the implementation of the Ft. Walton Beach Urbanized Area 
MPO 2020 Plan as it relates to roadway improvements improving access to major 
attractors in Okaloosa County, including airports and other related public transportation 
facilities. 
 
Policy 1.7.3 Ensure that the Five Year Transit Development Plan includes strategies to 
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 address motorized and non-motorized access to all major attractors in Okaloosa County, 
including intermodal terminals and access to aviation and rail facilities. 

 
Goal 2:  Provide an energy efficient transportation system. 
 

Objective 2.1  Reduce energy consumption by recommending transportation 
system improvements such as traffic calming measures that lessen the need for stop 
signs and traffic signals and result in less vehicle idling, a major contributor to air 
pollution and wasted fuel. 
                                                                                                                                                                  

Policy 2.1.1 Promote design of subdivision street systems that incorporates multiple 
interior connections and relatively direct routes between major transportation arteries. 
 
Policy 2.1.2 Promote the use of traffic calming measures that reduce the need for 
traffic signals. 

__________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

Objective 2.2  Reduce energy consumption by promoting actions to increase the 
occupancy of vehicles (e.g., ridesharing, mass transit, High Occupancy Vehicles 
(HOV) lanes) or to reduce travel demand. 

                                                                                                                                                                          
Policy 2.2.1 Evaluate existing Park & Ride lot usage and review the recommendations 
in the WFRPC West Florida Park & Ride Lot Planning Guide in order to determine how to 
promote existing usage and where to establish new Park & Ride lots if analysis warrants 
the need for such facilities. 
                                                                                                                                                                                     
Policy 2.2.2 Coordinate with the Ride Share Program of the WFRPC to develop and 
maintain car/vanpool programs that serve area employers, especially those that employ 
more than 50 employees. 
 
Policy 2.2.3 Coordinate with the Economic Development Council to support and 
promote commute trip reduction programs, telecommuting, electronic communications, 
variable work weeks and flextime. 
 
Policy 2.2.4 Participate in the development of the Okaloosa – Walton TPO 2030 LRTP 
especially in support of travel demand management strategies aimed at reducing the 
number and length of car trips and increasing the efficiency of the transportation system. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

Objective 2.3  Reduce energy consumption by promoting measures to facilitate 
pedestrian and bicycle facilities into the design of transportation projects not on the 
Interstate System. 

         Transportation  2.2.8 
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Policy 2.3.1 Where feasible, all new road construction projects within the urban 
development area boundary will be required to accommodate non-motorized 
 transportation facilities, including, but not limited to, the installation of signage, striping of 
roadways, widening of roadways, installation of sidewalks, and wheelchair ramps at 
intersections. 

______________________________________________________________________________ 
 

Objective 2.4  Reduce energy consumption by promoting use of alternative fuels 
(e.g., compressed natural gas). 

                                                                                                                                                                           
Policy 2.4.1 Monitor the use of alternative fuels at other public agencies with large 
fleets of vehicles and coordinate with Okaloosa Coordinated Transportation, Inc., private 
sector industries and other public agencies to consider the use of low and zero-emission 
vehicles by large fleet operators. 

 
Goal 3: Provide a transportation system in harmony with environmental, social, 
economic and aesthetic features of the area. 
 

Objective 3.1  Minimize adverse impacts on the environment, natural and scenic 
views, and existing developments by balancing the location, design, construction 
and operation of the transportation system with environmental and existing 
development features. 
 

Policy 3.1.1 Design and build transportation facilities to reflect the scale and 
character of the surrounding natural and developmental features using: 

 
a.  Varying street widths and traffic calming measures to allow views of any 
scenic or  historic resources; 
b.   Appropriate paving materials, including intersection treatments; 
c.   Appropriate styles of traffic control facilities; and 
d.   Landscape materials that complement the character of the resources. 

 
Policy 3.1.2 Provide or require the provision of non-motorized transportation facilities to 
link residential areas with recreational and commercial areas in a safe manner, in part 
requiring the construction of sidewalks, bike lanes, installation of signage, and striping of 
roadways so as to accommodate non-motorized transportation facilities. 

 
Policy 3.1.3 Development or expansion of aviation and related facilities shall be 
consistent with the Okaloosa County Airport Master Plan and the Future Land Use Map 
and balanced with sound business practices. All proposals for development or expansion 
of aviation and related facilities shall include findings that describe the consistency 
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between the proposed development and expansion with all elements of this ordinance. 
The County or its consultants may prepare the findings. In the event the findings are 
prepared by applicants not associated with the County, the findings must be approved 
by the County in advance of the issuance of any development permit or order. 

 
Policy 3.1.4 All new or expanded airport facilities shall be constructed so as to 
consider and mitigate any impacted natural resources. 

________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

Objective 3.2  Encourage accessible public transportation for the transportation 
disadvantaged through coordination of local social service transportation. 

 
Policy 3.2.1 Continue to support the provision of transportation services to the 
transportation disadvantaged by the designated provider. 

 
Policy 3.2.2 Coordinate plans for transportation-disadvantaged services with the 
development of the Five-Year Transit Development Plan as updates are completed. 

________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

Objective 3.3  Enhance the urban area economic vitality by providing a 
transportation system that takes into consideration the needs of the business 
community and economic development strategies. 

 
Policy 3.3.1 All developments, including, but not limited to, planned unit develop-
ments, shopping centers, multi-family residential projects and other projects with internal 
circulation and parking needs shall be required to provide safe and convenient on-site 
traffic flow, non-motorized transportation facilities and sufficient vehicular parking to 
accommodate the needs of the development. 

________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

Objective 3.4  Improve the environmental and aesthetic features of the existing 
transportation system by developing TEA-21 enhancement projects, including but not limited 
to pedestrian and bicycle facilities, scenic easements, landscaping, historic preservation, 
mitigation of water pollution due to highway runoff and control of outdoor advertising. 

                                                                                                                                                                                                    
Policy 3.4.1 Conduct a study to identify potential ISTEA enhancement projects and 
apply for the funds on an annual basis. 

 
Goal 4:  Provide a transportation system that optimizes preservation and efficiency of 
existing transportation facilities. 
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Objective 4.1  Minimize the need for construction of new highways through 
development of a Congestion Management System and identification of strategies 
to reduce travel demand, encourage alternative modes of travel and implement 
traffic operations improvements. 

 
Policy 4.1.1 Participate in the development of the Okaloosa – Walton TPO 2030 LRTP 
plan as it addresses establishment of transportation demand management programs to 
modify peak hour travel demand and reduce the number of vehicle miles traveled per 
capita within the community and region. 

 
 

Policy 4.1.2 Participate in the development of the TPO 2030 plan as it addresses 
establishment of transportation system management strategies that are appropriate to 
improve system efficiency and enhance safety. 

 
Policy 4.1.3 Support and promote public awareness campaigns that focus attention 
on the societal and environmental impacts and costs of travel choices, and that make 
people aware of the range of travel choices available. Make information available at all 
county offices on any commuter assistance programs, public transit, the coordinated 
transportation system program, and any bicycle/pedestrian programs endorsed by the 
County. 

_________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

Objective 4.2  Maintain and enhance the safety and efficiency of the arterial 
road system and minimize transportation conflicts associated with development by 
coordinating FDOT driveway permitting process, limiting development access to the 
transportation system and increasing interconnection between adjacent 
developments. 

 
Policy 4.2.1 Any time a development project requires installation of access ways at 
distances closer together than the number of feet approved by FDOT for the roadway, a 
system of service roads will be required to be installed by developers for new 
development along arterial roads and designated limited access highways within the 
County, consistent with FDOT access management policy. 

 
Policy 4.2.2 The County shall limit new access points to arterial and collector roads by 
requiring minimum distances for separation of driveways and median cuts, consistent 
with FDOT and County access management policy. 

 
Policy 4.2.3 Whenever possible require developments to provide direct vehicular and 
pedestrian connections to adjacent residential developments and/or service  
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commercial or institutional land uses to reduce the need for additional access onto 
collector and arterial streets. 
                                                                                                                                                                                  

Goal 5:  Provide measures to relieve financial constraints on improvements to the 
transportation system. 
 

Objective 5.1  Obtain adequate funding for needed transportation improvements 
by encouraging greater state and federal participation and local adoption of 
measures to augment these revenue sources. 

 
Policy 5.1.1  Continue to levy a local option gas tax as a user fee and use the funding 
obtained to construct and maintain bridges and roads and associated transportation 
facilities. 

 
Policy 5.1.2  Assist in the development of a Cost Feasible Plan that identifies sources of 
funding that can reasonably be expected to be available to implement the Okaloosa – 
Walton TPO 2030 LRTP and recommends additional funding sources for other needed 
improvements. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

Objective 5.2  Equitably distribute transportation costs by requiring applicable 
development projects to construct appropriate transportation improvements on the 
public road system based on the proportional impacts of the development. 
 

Policy 5.2.1 The LDC shall require that development projects install applicable 
ingress/egress lanes and any traffic control measures deemed appropriate to ensure 
efficiency and safety of connections to the public roadway system commensurate with 
the project’s impact. 

 
Policy 5.2.2 Encourage or require where appropriate new residential subdivisions, 
depending on their relation to congested or deficient arterial roadways, to design an 
internal public street system that will implement other goals, objectives and policies 
adopted in the transportation element to mitigate further congestion on the arterial 
roadway system. 

________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

       Objective 5.3  Protect existing and future rights-of-way from building  
       encroachment. 
 

Policy 5.3.1 It is hereby declared that the protection and preservation of certain  
roadway rights-of-way from building encroachment furthers a legitimate 
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governmental interest in the form of ensuring adequate right-of-way for future 
widening or improvement projects, protecting the public safety by ensuring that 
buildings do not become a hazard to either motorists or building occupants due to 
proximity to the roadway, and providing a means to accommodate future growth 
and development by ensuring adequate roadway and transportation corridors.  
 
Policy 5.3.2 No portion of any building shall be constructed within an existing public   
roadway except for those buildings or structures which functionally must be located 
within a right-of-way (i.e. toll booth, weigh station, pedestrian overpass, etc.). 

                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                              
Policy 5.3.3 The following criteria shall be used when evaluating which roadways may 
be subject to right-of-way protection and preservation: 1) apply only to existing 
roadways and rights-of-ways; 2) the roadway must be identified for widening or 
improvement in the Okaloosa-Walton TPO 2030 Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP); 3) 
insufficient right-of-way exists to accommodate the work program described in the LRTP, 
and; 4) the road segment must be relatively free of buildings already located within the 
right-of-way protection/preservation area. 
   
Policy 5.3.4 When rights-of-way for future roadway improvements have been  
identified and scheduled for construction, such rights-of-way shall be preserved through 
acquisition of the properties involved, or in the manner prescribed at s. 336.02, F.S. 

          
Goal 6:  Provide a cooperative, continuing and comprehensive transportation 
process. 
 

Objective 6.1  Achieve a coordinated area transportation system through a local, 
regional, state and national decision-making partnership. 

 
Policy 6.1.1 Coordinate the County’s transportation planning process with the plans 
and programs of the Okaloosa – Walton TPO, the Florida DOT, the Northwest Florida 
Coast Resource Management and the West Florida Regional Planning Council Strategic 
Regional Policy Plan. 

 
Policy 6.1.2 Continue to fund the County’s fair share of the annual operating cost of 
the Okaloosa – Walton TPO and provide representatives to serve on the TPO and the 
various advisory committees created by the TPO. 

________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

Objective 6.2  Ensure that the transportation system is supportive and compatible 
with growth management goals by coordinating the transportation plan with local, 
regional and state comprehensive plans. 
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Policy 6.2.1 All land use decisions shall be consistent with Okaloosa County’s Future 
Land Use Maps and the Traffic Circulation Maps. 
 
Policy 6.2.2  The County Growth Management Director or designee shall review all 
plans and proposals for development or redevelopment within the County by using the 
Future Land Use Maps and the Future Traffic Circulation Maps adopted herein. The 
review shall include a determination of consistency with the maps. Note: The review is not 
limited to the map series but must include the map series. 

________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

Objective 6.3  Ensure the transportation system chosen as the optimum design is 
user acceptable by taking into consideration local desires and preferences. 

 
Policy 6.3.1 Continue to promote a high level of citizen participation in the 
transportation planning process through an active TPO Citizen’s Advisory Committee and 
public meetings. 
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1 

Project Scoring Criteria Background 

The Okaloosa-Walton Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Project Scoring Criteria has been 

written to assist the Okaloosa-Walton Transportation Planning Organization (TPO) with the review 

and ranking of the submitted TAP applications. The purpose of the Okaloosa-Walton TAP Project 

Scoring Criteria is to convey the Okaloosa-Walton TPO’s evaluation criteria in a quantified and 

logically organized fashion. The Project Scoring Criteria has been designed to be used in conjunction 

with the Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) TAP Application. This allows potential 

applicants and project sponsors to internally score and evaluate their projects prior to the final 

submission. 

The Project Scoring Criteria addresses the state regulations, local considerations and generally 

supports the transportation goals of the Okaloosa-Walton TPO. The Project Scoring Criteria developed 

specific, quantifiable criteria that addresses each of the larger evaluation criterion. These criteria were 

selected and developed with a focus on the details while maintaining an understanding of the 

embedded Transportation Alternatives Program. 
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2 

Project Scoring Criteria Requirements 

The Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Project Scoring Criteria must be completed and 

submitted with the FDOT TAP Application to the TPO for project review and ranking. 

General Guidelines for Supplemental Data 

The Project Scoring Criteria is structured to enable the TAP application process at the Okaloosa- 

Walton TPO to be intuitive and easily interpreted for the applicant, the TPO staff, TPO Board and 

advisory committees. The Scoring Criteria is written with a focus to logically quantify physical 

attributes of the project, safety, connectivity, location efficiency, proximity to school, design quality, 

and environmental/archeological/historic preservation issues. 

Supplemental data is requested and noted for certain criteria. Please note the following guidelines for 

supplemental data: 

Supplemental data that includes mapping, document references, and quantitative data must be 

included as an attachment/addendum to the Project Scoring Criteria. 

State Traffic Counts, Annual Average Daily Traffic (AADT) data must include the Florida 

Department of Transportation or Alabama Department of Transportation (ALDOT) County 

Code and Site Number. 

Local Traffic Counts must include a brief summary of the methodology; this includes the 

machine type, axle detection, vehicle classifications, the dates and the times that the traffic was 

counted. A traffic count of 48 hours is the minimum that will be accepted. 

References to planning documents must include the document title, year of 

adoption/publication and the section-chapter-page location of the referenced project. Where 

applicable, web site links to the referenced documents are encouraged. 

When asked to provide a brief description of a claimed criterion, please limit the description to 

one short paragraph. 

If a claimed criterion is mapped, please note that it is mapped in the Criterion Category. 
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3 

Eligible Projects for the Transportation Alternatives Program: 

TAP funds are available for specific project types. These project types are determined by FHWA, and 

generally include planning, design, or construction of projects previously eligible under the Safe 

Routes to School and Transportation Enhancements programs. Specific eligible project types include, 

but are not limited to: 

• Provision of facilities for pedestrians and bicycles;

• Provision of safety and educational activities for pedestrians and bicyclists;

• Acquisition of scenic easements and scenic or historic sites;

• Scenic or historic highway programs;

• Rehabilitation and operation of historic transportation buildings, structures, or facilities;

• Preservation of abandoned railway corridors;

• Archaeological planning and research; and

• Environmental mitigation.

For a complete and detailed list of eligible project types, please reference FHWA’s on-line guidance: 

https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/fastact/factsheets/transportationalternativesfs.cfm 

Who May Apply? 

Eligible project sponsors are determined by the FHWA and should be LAP certified: 

• Local governments;

• Regional transportation authorities;

• Transit agencies;

• Natural resource or public land agencies;

• School districts, local education agencies, or schools;

• Tribal governments; and

• Any other local or regional governmental entity with responsibility for oversight of

transportation or recreational trails (other than a metropolitan planning organization or

State agency).

TPOs are not able to directly sponsor projects. 
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4 

Evaluation Category 

Scoring 

(Maximum Points 

Possible) 

Project 

Score 

Criterion 1 Safety 25 

Criterion 2 Connectivity   20 

Criterion 3 Location Efficiency 15 

Criterion 4 Public Support 10 

Criterion 5 Proximity to School 10 

Criterion 6 Design Quality 10 

Criterion 7 Environmental/Archeological 

Projects/ Historic Preservation 

10 

Total Points Possible 100 

15

5

10

0

44

5

18

5
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Criterion 1: Safety - The project is scored for making significant safety improvements to the existing and

proposed transportation network. Please submit crash data to verify your selection for crashes within the project area. 

Crash data reports must use the Signal Four Analytics data. Please contact TPO staff if your application claims accidents 

that are not reported in the Signal Four database. 

Crash Data for Project - Scored crashes are car accidents that involve 

pedestrians and/or cyclists. (select one) Pts 

Low crash corridor = < 3 pedestrian/cyclist incidents from the past 5 years 1 

Moderate crash corridor = 3-10 pedestrian/cyclist incidents from the past 5 years 2 

High crash corridor = > 10 pedestrian/cyclist incidents from the past 5 years 3 

Project is Designed to Avoid Moderate and High Crash Corridors 
The maximum radius for exposure is ¼ mile. Scored crashes are car accidents that 
involve pedestrians and/or cyclists. (select one) 

Pts 

Moderate crash corridor = 3-10 pedestrian/cyclist incidents from past 5 years 2 

High crash corridor = >10 pedestrian/cyclist incidents from past 5 years 3 

Safety Issue - Provide brief descriptions for each claimed criterion 
Pts 

Posted speed limit over 30 mph in project area 1 

Improves mobility for disabled, elderly or youth populations - (Please provide an 

address and note location on map for the affected facility) 
1 

Improves access to areas within or adjacent to an area/zone with 50% of households 

below poverty rate- as defined by the Census 
1 

Project design encourages traffic calming or vehicle lane narrowing (road diet) 1 

Improves visibility of non-drivers to motorists 1 

1

1105 Brentwood Lane

1
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Reduce Human Exposure – Project reduces exposure between motor vehicles 

and vulnerable pedestrians and bicyclists by employing a “physical barrier” or 
“defined space” into the project design. 

Provide a brief description for each claimed criterion – notate on 

map where applicable. 

Pts 

Physical Separation Barrier 
A physical barrier includes but is not limited to a pedestrian island, buffered sidewalk, 

protected bike lane, buffered curb, landscaping divide, or green way between road and 

proposed facility. 

1 

Defined Space 
A “defined space” includes but is not limited to crosswalks, green lanes, striped bike lanes 

and a minimum 4-foot-wide shoulder. 
1 

Vehicle Traffic (select one) 

The current AADT for the affected roadway facilities within the project area – from which exposure would be reduced 

by the project. The maximum radius for exposure is ¼ mile. Documented traffic counts at the county and city level will 

be accepted once the source and methodology is verified by TPO staff. 

40,001+ 
12 pts 

35,001-40,000 
11 pts 

30,001 to 35,000 
10 pts 

25,001-30,000 
9 pts 

20,001-25,000 
8 pts 

15,001-20,000 
7 pts 

10,001-15,000 

6 pts 

5,001-10,000 

5 pts 

4,001-5,000 

4 pts 

3,001-4,000 

3 pts 

2,001 – 3,000 

2 pts 

Less than 

2,000 

1 pt 

Total Points for Safety Criteria

1

5

bbrethauer
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7 

Criterion 2: Connectivity - Project improves the existing transportation network. This may

include but is not limited to filling existing gaps in the current multi-modal network and/or creating 

new access points to public transit and pedestrian/cyclist amenities. 

General Connectivity - Provide a brief description for each claimed 

criterion – notate on map where applicable 
Pts 

Improves access to commercial areas 3 

Improves access to parks and recreational areas 3 

Provides pedestrian/bicycle facilities where none exist 3 

Project conforms to any TPO, Local Government, Regional or State Plan for current or future 

connectivity 
3 

Fills a documented gap in an existing transportation network 3 

Provides pedestrian/bicycle facilities between a K-12 School and a zoned residential area 2 

Transit Connectivity (select one) - Transit stops must be noted on 

an attached project map 
Pts 

Connects to existing bike/ped facility & does not connect to a transit stop 1 

Connects to existing bike/ped facility & <1/2 mile from transit stop 2 

Connects to existing bike/ped facility & <1/4 mile from transit stop 3 

Total Points for Connectivity Criteria 

3

3

3

1

2

3

3

18
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Criterion 3: Location Efficiency - Project makes significant improvements to a facility in

proximity to a medium-to-high density or intensity land use; project is in a municipal city center, historic 

pedestrian-scaled neighborhood, or otherwise important commercial corridor; project serves multiple 

destinations, allowing residents and/or tourists to access essential and leisure goods and services without using 

an automobile. Destinations can include retail stores, restaurants, pharmacies, churches, community centers, 

libraries, bars, employment centers, or any establishment where commercial or social activity occurs. 

Maximum Points Allowed: 15 

Does the project provide access to the following destinations of interest? 

Location Efficiency – Provide the name and location of each claimed destination of interest 

High Interest 

Select One 

(7 pts total) 

Moderate Interest 

Select One 
(5 pts total) 

Low Interest 

Select One 

(3 pts total) 

Town Center – Square Multi-Family Development Post Office 

Mixed Use Center Park n Ride Lot Bank 

Major Employment Center 

(over 150* employees) 
Office Park, Big Box Retail 

Park 
Bus Stop 

(typically a bench or 5-15 
person shelter) 

Transit Center/Station 
(serves multiple routes and networks) 

Greenway Rural Road Bike Routes 

School - K-12 School Facility 

(within 2 miles) 

Retail Center Child Day Care Center 

University/College (direct connection) Religious/Civic Center 

Hospital 
Unique Destination 

(Tourist Destinations) 

Entertainment Center 

Combination of Restaurants/ 
Theaters/Music Venues 

Health Care Clinic 

(multiple doctors on staff < 5) 

Marinas Libraries 

Recreation Facility 

(sport fields, gymnasium, etc) 

Grocery Store/Farmers Market/ Stationary 

Food Providers 

Low Density Single Family 

(detached single family developments) 
Hotels 

Total Points for Location Efficiency Criteria 15

bbrethauer
Rectangle
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Criterion 4: Public Support - Documented support can be in the form of resolutions, letters, and

minutes of public record. Supporting documents can be gathered and submitted by public officials, 

neighborhood associations, homeowners associations, non-profit agencies, or other community-based 

organizations. 

Public Support (select one) Pts 

Resolution of support from 1 local government + 2 letters of support 

(1 letter from a private source and 1 from a public source) * 
5 

Resolutions of support from 2 local governments; or a resolution of support 

from 1 local government + 4 letters of support (2 letters from a private 

source and 2 from a public source)* 

10 

*Letters of support must be dated within the past 3 years

Total Points for Public Support Criteria 

Criterion 5: Proximity to School – Projects within 0-2 mile radius of a school receive special

preference, as they combine safety goals with connectivity and educational goals. Projects that focus on the 

pedestrian/cyclist access to schools are strongly encouraged to submit an application through the Safe Routes to 

Schools Program. 

Proximity to School – for Criterion 5 a school is defined as a K-12 

education facility; or a public or private university, college, or community 

college. 

List the name and address of schools within the 2-mile project radius 

(select one) 

Pts 

Project > 2 Mile from a school 0 

Project within 1-2 mile of a school 5 

Project within 1 mile of a school 10 

Total Points for Proximity to School Criteria 

5

5

10

10
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Criterion 6: Design Quality - Points awarded based on the quality of the facility, and based on

non-motorized transportation facility design standards as follows: 

General Design - Provide a brief description for each claimed criterion – 

notate on map where applicable 
Pts 

Addresses both walking and biking 1 

Buffered/Protected bicycle lane, and/or separated multiuse path > 5, 

or sidewalk > 5' 
2 

Provides bike parking or seating for pedestrians 1 

Provides trailheads, staging areas and parking 1 

Provides desirable amenities such as fitness stations, public art, pedestrian scale 

lighting, unique way finding, repair stands, etc. 
2 

Prior Phases of this project are under construction or have been completed. 

Provide documentation for the prior phases. 
2 

All Right of Way has been secured or none is needed 1 

Total Points for Design Quality Criteria 

2

2
Stillwell

1

5
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Criterion 7: Environmental/Archaeological Projects/ 

Historic Preservation 

Environmental/Archaeological Projects/Historic Preservation - Provide 

a brief description for each claimed criterion – notate on map where 

applicable 

Pts 

Project includes elements that use renewable energy sources, semi permeable 

materials, recycled materials or other green technologies and LEED standards 
1 

Restores or preserves environmentally sensitive lands, cultural resources or 

agricultural lands; or conversion and use of abandoned railroad corridors for trails 

for pedestrians, bicyclists, or other non-motorized transportation users 

1 

Includes an environmental mitigation plan - project is in proximity to 

environmentally sensitive lands, cultural resources or agricultural lands and/or 

there is a plan to avoid, minimize or mitigate impacts 

1 

Includes community partnership between governmental and non-governmental 

organizations 
1 

Relieves a threat to an existing historic resource; or historic preservation and 

rehabilitation of historic transportation facilities 
1 

Construction of turnouts, overlooks, and viewing areas 1 

Project enhances access to an existing or planned activity center. (Planned activity 

centers must be defined in a Capital Improvement Plan or similar document that 

shows construction beginning in 5 years.) 

1 

Removes existing visual blighting influence; or substantially enhances visual 

environment; inventory, control, or removal of outdoor advertising 
1 

Vegetation management practices in transportation rights-of-way to improve 

roadway safety, prevent against invasive species, and provide erosion control 
1 

Provides bike-ped access to deter automobile access to environmentally sensitive 

areas; or other pollution abatement activities as described in  23 U.S.C. 133 (h) (3) 

(FAST Act § 1109) 

1 

Total Points for Environmental/Archaeological 

Projects/ Historic Preservation Criteria 0
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Additional Project Information 

The following sections is to provide additional project information to the TPO. The answers in this 

section will not be scored. The information below will aid the TPO in ranking projects for the 

Okaloosa-Walton TPO TAP Priority list that is submitted to the Florida Department of Transportation. 

Information Only – The following answers are for the TPO project review and will not be scored

Total project cost: 

Does the submitted 

budget include 

contributions from the 

sponsor and involved 

municipalities? Define 

the amount of local 

contributions, which 

may include in-kind 

services or ROW 

donation. 

Total length of the 

project (miles)? 

How many intersections 

are located within the 

project boundaries? 

Does the project address 

a unique safety issue not 

detailed in the Safety 

Criteria? 

Project Readiness – 

Project Phase as 

submitted: 

Conceptual Only 
Preliminary Plans 

Complete 

Final Plans Complete 

(shovel ready) 

$928,800.00

NO

PROPOSED PROJECT LENGTH 4,700 FEET (0.89 MILES)

8 INTERSECTIONS, 10 INCLUDING TERMINI

NO

bbrethauer
Rectangle
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Definitions for Criterion 3: Location Efficiency 

High Interest Destinations: These are common, highly-trafficked destinations within a particular 

city, town, or region. 

Town Center/Square: Downtown or central business district of a city or town. 

Mixed Use Center: An integrated development project which combines multiple uses within 

individual buildings or sites. Example: A retail development with residential units above or adjacent. 

Major Employment Center: A dense collection of retail or non-retail employment locations, where 

the percentage of employers is significantly higher than that of surrounding areas. Typically, total 

employment will exceed 150 employees. Example: An office park or big box retail 

Transit Center: A station or hub which serves as the central location for multiple routes or networks. 

School: Any K-12 school facility located within 1/2 mile of project/facility. 

University/College: Any public or private university, college, or community college. 

Entertainment Center: A combination of restaurants, theaters, music venues or other entertainment 

venues within a centralized location 

Marinas: A specially designed harbor with moorings for pleasure craft and small boats 

Recreation Facility: A public facility that provides infrastructure and amenities for organized sports. 

Example: a sports complex with multiple soccer fields, gymnasiums or other leisure sports. 

Low Density Single Family Development: Detached single family developments which can be found 

in rural, suburban, and urban environments. 

Moderate Interest Destinations: These are common, moderately-trafficked destinations, 

typically found in many cities and towns. 

Multi-family Development: Multiple residential housing units located in one building/structure, or 

multiple buildings within one complex. Example: Apartment complex. 

Park-n-Ride Lot: A designated parking location which allows drivers to park private automobiles, 

bicycles, or other vehicles, and access public transportation or transit. 

Park: Regional, local, or neighborhood space for passive or active recreation. 

Greenway: A natural or paved path, typically located outside of vehicular rights-of-way, intended for 

non-motorized active transportation. 
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Retail Center: A collection of retail locations where the percentage of retailers is significantly higher 

than that of surrounding areas. 

Religious/Civic Center: A private or public venue which offers religious or civic services to the 

general public. 

Unique Destination / Tourist Destination: A specific destination of civic or cultural value which 

attracts visitors, is unique to a particular city, town, or county, and may not satisfy other destination 

descriptions 

Health Care Clinic: These can include facilities with more than 5 doctors on staff. 

Libraries: A physical location which provides access to reading materials such as books, periodicals, 

and newspapers, and often other forms of video or audio media. 

Rural Road Bike Routes Rural: suburban roads which typically do not include prescribed bicycle 

facilities, but may be signed as state, historic, scenic, or recreational bicycle routes. 

Food Options: Large and small grocery stores, farmer's markets, or fresh foods. Other local, 

stationary food providers will be considered. 

Hotels: Hotels, motels, and other commercial establishments offering lodging, meals, and other guest 

services 

Low Interest Destinations: These are common destinations, which typically experience less 

human traffic. 

Bus Stop (Neighborhood Scale): Typically, a bench or 5 to 15 person shelter located adjacent to 

a sidewalk or roadway. 

Child Day Care Center: a facility providing regularly scheduled care for a group of 20 or more 

children for periods of less than twenty-four hours 
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Safety: 
- Improves mobility for disabled, elderly or youth populations  

o Address is 105 Brentwood Lane, wheelchair-bound citizen who travels via wheelchair 
to/from work on this corridor 

- Improves visibility of non-drivers to motorists 
o Sidewalk will put non-drivers on a clearly defined path off of the traveled way of 

motorists 
 

Connectivity: 
- Improves access to commercial areas 

o Allows pedestrians to use non-motorized transportation to get from their home to 
businesses both on 90 and highway 85 via Stillwell sidewalk 

- Fills a documented gap in an existing transportation network 
o Bridges the gap between Stillwell and Highway 90 on a very highly-traveled corridor by 

non-motorized citizens 
- Provides pedestrian/bicycle facilities between a K-12 school and a zoned residential area 

o Valley is almost exclusively residential and this would connect those homes to Walker 
Elementary school 
 

Design Quality: 
- Prior Phases of this project are under construction or have been completed 

o Stillwell will be under construction this FDOT fiscal year. This sidewalk bridges a gap 
between Highway 90 and Stillwell 

- All right-of-way has been secured or none is needed 
o We have use and maintenance or right-of-way on this entire stretch. We shouldn’t need 

to acquire any additional easements or rights-of-way for construction 
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ENTIRE PROJECT WITHIN 1 MILE OF WALKER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

 
ENTIRE PROJECT WITHIN 1 MILE OF DURRELL LEE PARK 
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