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INTRODUCTION 
The Charlo e County—Punta Gorda MPO, in accordance with the Safe 
Accountable Flexible Efficient Transporta on Equity Act – A Legacy for Users 
(SAFETEA‐LU), is commi ed to a significant and ongoing public involvement 
program as part of all plans and programs developed by the MPO. 
Documented in this chapter are the public involvement opportuni es offered 
during the development of the 2035 Long Range Transporta on Plan, and 
how the feedback received has been incorporated into the plan. The 
effec veness of the Public Par cipa on is evaluated at the end of the 
chapter, and recommenda ons are provided for enhancing the process. 
 

The following sec on fulfills the Metropolitan Planning Organiza on’s 
Program Management Handbook, Long Range Transporta on Checklist, US 
Code Requirements B‐12 and B‐14as stated below: 
B‐12 “Was the public given a reasonable opportunity to comment on the 
plan, and did the MPO use their public par cipa on plan developed under 
23 C.F.R. 450.316(a)? [23 C.F.R. 450.322(i)]” 
B‐14 “Was technical informa on related to the plan made available to the 
public in electronic formats such as the World Wide Web? [23 C.F.R. 450.3 
16(a)(1)(iv)]” 
The sec ons immediately following  describe the public comment period, public 
involvement plan, and how informa on on the LRTP was communicated .  
 

SUMMARY OF PUBLIC COMMENTS 
The following workshops were held for par cipa ng residents of Charlo e 
County to iden fy transporta on priori es to be included in the LRTP: 
 

 Stakeholder Interviews: February and March 2010 
 Consensus Building Workshops: April 20, June 15, and August 31, 

2010 
 Environmental Jus ce Workshop: May 18, 2010 
 Leadership Commi ee Mee ng: June 10, 2010 
 Neighborhood Outreach Workshops: May 27, 2010, June 24, 2010, 

July 1, 2010  
 Neighborhood Outreach Workshop: July 9, 2010 (Christmas in July) 

 TAC/CAC Mee ngs: July 21, August 18 and September 22, 2010 
 MPO Board Mee ngs: May 20 and August 9, 2010 
 5 newsle ers 

 
Stakeholder Interviews 
To ensure that all members of the community were represented in the 
development of the LRTP and to be er understand the needs of the county, 
several key members of the community, or “stakeholders,” were iden fied. 
To obtain informa on from these stakeholders, Tindale‐Oliver & Associates, 
Inc., (TOA) and MPO  staff developed a list of standard ques ons. 
Interested stakeholders in Charlo e County were interviewed regarding 
their opinions on how they would like to see the county grow and where 
transporta on improvements are most needed. Their opinions and 
recommenda ons were considered during the development of the 2035 
LRTP. A list of the stakeholders that were interviewed, their contact 
informa on, and the date and loca on of the interview is provided in the 
Technical Appendix.  

 
PROCESS 
Stakeholder interviews were conducted during February and March of 2010 
by the MPO’s consultant.   The interview par cipants were given the 
ques ons in advance and were asked to provide a copy of their wri en 
responses at the interview, where each person was interviewed individually. 
Interviews were held at various loca ons throughout Charlo e County. The 
list of ques ons can be found in the Technical Appendix. Findings from the 
interviews are provided below 

 
Growth 
All stakeholders agreed that growth in Charlo e County is inevitable and 
nearly all respondents agreed that growth should be promoted and 
managed. The consensus felt that growth should be directed toward specific 
loca ons and away from other specific loca ons and that the form and 
appearance of development should be regulated. The majority of 
stakeholders agreed that requiring higher densi es that 3 to 5 dwellings per 
acre might be an effec ve way to help manage growth in Charlo e County.   
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Most stakeholders cited the lack of suppor ve infrastructure as the most 
important factor in growth management because maintaining a good the 
quality of life in Charlo e County requires maintaining sustainability.  
Coopera on and Ci es 
All respondents agreed that coordina on amongst the municipali es and 
the county is essen al for cost‐effec veness and efficiency.  
 
Transporta on System 
According to stakeholders, the most important factors to consider when 
priori zing new transporta on improvements are safety and economic 
development. The following roadways were iden fied by stakeholders as 
having the highest priority for improvements: 

 Burnt Store Road (Safety) 
 Piper Road (Economic Development) 
 Midway Boulevard 
 Edgewater  Dr 
 US 41 
 US 17 
 Jones Loop Rd. (Economic Development) 
 Winchester Rd. 
 Bermont Rd. 
 
The most common types of improvements that stakeholders would like 
to see are the widening of exis ng roads, the improving of intersec ons, 
the increasing of bicycle facili es and the implemen ng local public 
transporta on service.  
 
Finance Op ons 
On average, the stakeholders agreed that each transporta on dollar 
should be divided and spend in the following ways: 

 38% to widening exis ng roads 
 16% to new roadways 
 13% to intersec on improvements 
 10% to increasing sidewalks 
 8% to bicycle facili es 
 8% of each dollar should be applied to implemen ng local public 

transporta on 

 7% to implemen ng regional public transporta on 
 
Choices and Lifestyle 
Transporta on and land use have a direct rela onship, which is why it is 
important to consider the kinds of land use and overall community 
character that is desired when developing the LRTP. The stakeholders 
were asked what they wanted the character of the county to look like in 
the future, and although a wide variety of responses were received, the 
most consistent view of the future is that Charlo e County will have a 
diverse economy offering high quality jobs and plenty of commercial 
shopping and food hubs. The area will be more cohesive in appearance 
with gateways (where appropriate), decora ve ligh ng and well 
landscaped roadways and medians. Charlo e County will con nue to be 
a safe, family‐friendly, bicycle/pedestrian friendly and environmentally 
responsible area. Addi onally, most respondents agreed with the 
concept of revitalizing or developing core areas as a way of 
accommoda ng new development, developing a more compe ve 
marketplace, and encouraging people to live in and around those areas. 
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Consensus Building Workshop #1 |  April 20, 2010 
The first Consensus Building Workshop was held on April 20 at the       
Mid‐County Regional Library, located at 2050 Forrest Nelson Boulevard in 
Port Charlo e.  Invita ons were sent to key stakeholders, but any ci zen 
was welcome to par cipate. At the workshop, par cipants viewed a 
general presenta on of the plan and were divided into groups in order to 
complete exercises to determine their opinions on aspects of the plan . 
The par cipants also were given surveys to complete. The exercises and 
surveys asked ques ons regarding roadway priori es, public 
transporta on, pedestrian, bicycle, and trail facili es, and funding and 
revenue sources.  The results of the workshop are summarized below.  
The complete handout given to par cipants may be found in the 
Technical Appendix.  

 
Land Use and the Economy 
Par cipants in the Consensus Building Workshop were given a scenario 
that added 45,000 new jobs to the county by 2035.  Most par cipants 
favored these addi onal people living in either single family housing 
(more than 3 dwellings per acre) or in mul ‐family town homes or single 
family housing (less than 3 dwellings per acre) in the areas of Murdock 
Village, Deep Creek, South Gulf Cove, and the future Babcock Ranch 
development in the eastern por on of the county.  The most desirable 
jobs for these newcomers would be related to technology and 
electronics, agriculture and light industry and would be located in the 
Punta Gorda and Murdock Village areas. The par cipants unanimously 
said that they would support efforts to enhance and expand exis ng 

clusters of development but would be less likely to consider the 
forma on of new urban clusters and ac vity centers, aside from those 
already planned to be constructed – specifically the Babcock Ranch area. 
 
Transporta on 
Par cipants were asked how transporta on policy could be used to 
support the crea on of new employment opportuni es in the County and 
the general response was that providing alterna ve modes of 
transporta on, including but not limited to local and express bus service, 
which would allow for easier access to support poten al growth areas. 
It was expressed that planning for environmental disaster and hazard 
mi ga on is necessary because it will determine evacua on routes and 
transporta on in the future.  In addi on, since Charlo e County is home 
to a large propor on of re rees and ci zens over the age of 65, 
enhancements should be made to any applicable mode of transporta on 
to accommodate mobility impaired passengers.   
 
The most cri cal transporta on issue that must be addressed by 2035 is 
the lack of capacity on US 41 through Punta Gorda. The most cri cal 
regional and local roadway need in 2035 would be the widening of US 41. 
This results from the use of US 41 as a primary detour route from I‐75 and 
the lack of any func onal parallel corridor. Similarly, the most cri cal 
transporta on need to arise in the Murdock and Port Charlo e area 
would likely be to provide for higher capacity on US 41 between the two 
ac vity centers (Murdock and Port Charlo e). It was suggested that 
improvements be made on Edgewater Drive to encourage its use as a 
bypass corridor. Also, maintenance and repair on the US 41 bridges were 
cited as a major need by 2035.  
 
Major issues for public transporta on in 2035 would include a need for 
implemen ng a local fixed route bus system connec ng the major ac vity 
centers of downtown Punta Gorda, Murdock Village, and along US 41 
through Port Charlo e.  It would be cri cal to configure sidewalks and 
trails to connect these ac vity centers in the county to support public 
transporta on service.   
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Roadway Elements and Area Types 
Par cipants were asked ques ons about what they felt were important factors in 
the design and func on of roadways in different areas of the county.  
The urban core defines the most dense and most ac ve areas in the county. 
Par cipants felt that the majority of trips occurring in the urban core were for 
access and circula on purposes. They felt that these areas should include 5 to 8 
foot sidewalks, marked bike lanes, 4 lanes of automobile traffic, and a local transit 
route. They would also like to see street trees, street furniture, na ve vegeta on 
landscaping and a curb & gu er drainage system in these areas.  
 
The ac vity center is an area that is dense and ac ve but not to the extent of the 
urban core. Trips in these areas are for circula on and regional purposes. Design 
characteris cs are 8‐foot sidewalks and marked bike lanes. Automobile traffic is 
not limited to 4 lanes like in the urban core, but rather can be expanded up to 8 
lanes of traffic through the ac vity center. Express bus or Bus Rapid Transit are 
foreseeable modes of public transporta on and reflect the regional nature of the 
trips in these areas. Street trees with furniture where appropriate, as well as 
na ve vegeta on landscaping and a curb & gu er drainage system are all 
appropriate design standards for ac vity centers. 
 
Suburban residen al areas can be characterized by a majority of access and 
regional trips. Design standards in these areas account for 5‐foot sidewalks where 
appropriate, marked bike lane (paved shoulder where appropriate), 4 lanes of 
traffic (up to 6 where appropriate), and may include a local bus route or Express/
Bus Rapid Transit route. Design characteris cs include a grass median, street 
trees, na ve vegeta on landscaping, a curb & gu er drainage system (high 
performance where appropriate).  
 
Rural areas are the least dense and are characterized by a majority of regional 
trips. Rural design characteris cs include a paved shoulder, four or six lanes of 
traffic, an express bus or bus‐rapid transit service or local fixed route service. 
Roadway elements include a grass median and landscaping and an open swale 
drainage system.  
  
Funding by Mode and Other Revenues 
Par cipants were asked how they perceive current transporta on funding as 
being distributed on exis ng opera ons, maintenance and projects. They were 
also asked to iden fy how they believe funding should be spent in 2035.  All 
groups iden fied automobile transporta on as receiving the bulk of available 

funds at the present moment. They also all agreed that truck transporta on was 
the second most funded mode and that public transporta on, pedestrian and 
bicycle transporta on received the smallest por on. The groups were unanimous 
in their agreement that by 2035, automobile funding should s ll be a top priority 
but not nearly the degree that it is today. They felt that today, automobile funding 
was at least 70% of the budget, while in 2035 it should be reduced to no greater 
than 50% of the budget. All groups were unanimous in their feelings that a 
substan al por on of funding should be redirected from automobile and truck to 
the other modes. Their preferences as to specifically which modes received more 
funding varied marginally, but most groups agreed that public transporta on 
should received the greatest increase in funding by 2035.  
 
Par cipants were asked to rate funding sources in order of preference for either 
capital financing or opera ons and maintenance financing. For sources of capital 
financing, par cipants favored sources in the following order:  

1. Gas Tax 
2. Impact Fees 
3. Local Op on Sales Tax 
4. Transfer Tax 
5. MSTU 
6. MSBU 
7. Tax Increment Financing 
 

For sources of funding for opera ons and maintenance, par cipants favored 
sources in the following order: 

1. Gas Tax 
2. Tax Increment Financing 
3. MSBU 
4. MSTU 
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Neighborhood Outreach Mee ngs 
The Charlo e County‐Punta Gorda MPO Staff presented the 2035 LRTP 
process, the eight  SAFETEA – LU planning factors and five Florida 
Transporta on Plan factors and their implementa on of the factors in 
developing the goals, objec ves and policies of the 2035 LRTP. These 
mee ngs were held at the Charlo e Harbor Event Center of Charlo e 
County in Mid County, and the Ann Dover Memorial Residen al Park 
(formerly Oyster Creek Residen al Park) in West County.  The MPO Staff also 
presented the Dra  Needs Plan, Bicycle/Pedestrian, Transit, employment 
and popula on projec ons. At the end of the presenta on the residents 
were asked to answer a series of general ques ons aimed at gathering 
feedback. The ques ons and responses were as follows: 
 
Par cipants felt that a healthy and func oning transporta on system is 
necessary to encourage economic growth and prosperity in Charlo e 
County. When asked about conges on in the County most of the 
par cipants agreed that the US 41 and Cochran Blvd intersec on is the 
most congested intersec on in the county.  The also men oned that US 
41 from Peace River Bridge to Murdock is Port Charlo e’s most 
congested corridor during peak hours. Other roads and intersec ons 
iden fied as congested are as follows: 
 

 Olympia Ave and US 41 NB 
 US 41 and Cochran Blvd 
 Marion Ave N to Midway Blvd 
 Kings Hwy E to Veterans Blvd 
 Burnt Store Rd to I‐75 Ext 
 

Par cipants felt that the County’s transporta on system should provide 
greater opportunity for mul modal travel, specifically by encouraging 
rail freight, implemen ng a fixed‐route public transit system, and 
providing a more effec ve system of facili es for bicycle and pedestrian 
travel.  
 
A majority agreed that the $3.00 charge for the County’s Dial‐A‐Ride service 
is fair for the service provided. Some suggested to reduce the fare to $2. 
 
Par cipants discussed how transporta on policy could be used to support 
the crea on of new employment opportuni es in Charlo e County and 
made the following conclusions and recommenda ons.  
 

 Provide economic incen ves for transit planning 
 Intermodal connec ons with airport, I‐75, US 41 US 17 and rail. 
 Create a fixed route transit service focused on tourist 

des na ons. 
 Innova ve transporta on planning could preserve the high 

quality of life in the community. 
The par cipants discussed ways in which the County should plan for the 
impact of climate and environmental changes, specifically changes that may  
impact land use and transporta on. Their conclusions are as follows: 
 

 Charlo e County is at risk from sea level rise 
 Improved Hurricane Evacua on Routes are needed 
 Crea on of new alternate routes and improvement of 

exis ng alternate routes to the major congested corridors of 
the county, such as SR 776, Kings Highway and US 41. 

 
The par cipants discussed the needs of the County’s aging popula on, 
specifically with regard to transporta on. They concluded the following 
accommoda ons must be accounted for:  
 

 Combine fixed‐route and Dial‐A‐Ride into one service. 
 Shi  a en on to alterna ves to automobile transporta on 

combined with development pa erns that allow walking and 
bicycling to be comparable modes of transporta on.  

 Implement a fixed route transit system. 
 Increase the number of buses that can accommodate the 

handicapped or disabled.  
 
When given a scenario where the exis ng traffic doubled by 2035 and asked 
what cri cal transporta on issues need to resolved in Punta Gorda, the 
members provided the following responses: 
 

 Remove one‐way Streets, Implement by‐pass network, US 17 
 Pedestrian connec vity, balancing auto/bike/ped, transit fixed 

route. 
 Preserve pedestrian friendly communi es and move the traffic 

around the city. 
 Park and Ride in South Punta Gorda and Murdock would 

encourage more transit rides and reduce conges on. 
 Marion Avenue and Olympia Ave should be enlarged. 
 Improve transporta on connec on between major employment 

centers, residen al centers and medical centers.  
 

Par cipants generally recommended that less money be sent on roads and 
more on transit, bicycle and pedestrian facili es. 
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When given a scenario where exis ng traffic in the Murdock area doubled by 
the year 2035, par cipants were asked to predict where improvements would 
be needed. Their responses recommended the following improvements: 
 

 Installa on of an overpass at SR 776 and US 41 
 Iden fying redevelopment areas for increased density and 

intensity to be walkable, bikeable and transit suppor ve. 
 Create a back entrance to the strip mall 

 
When asked if the exis ng traffic doubled by 2035. What cri cal 
transporta on issues need to resolved in Cape Haze area, members 
responded that they felt the threat of sea level rise discourages development 
and recommended such land be should be iden fied and preserved to the 
furthest extent possible.  
 
Most of the a endees responded that public transit should provide access to 
the hospital district, shopping malls and underserved areas. The construc on 
of sidewalks and/or bicycle paths and generally crea ng a pedestrian friendly 
Punta Gorda is also cri cal. They also men oned implemen ng fixed route 
transit service is a cri cal need for aged popula on. 
 
Par cipants iden fied the following as the three issues as the most cri cal 
trail, sidewalk and bicycle needs in 2035: 
 

 Charlo e County CRA, Murdock, Englewood 
 Ring road around the city, regional connec ons US 41, US 17 and 

SR 776 , Urban sidewalks 
 Interconnect pathways, benches and shade structures that 

promote use of the facili es. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Consensus Building Workshop 2 |  June 15, 2010 

The second Consensus Building Workshop was held on June 15, 2010 at Mid‐
County Regional Library located at 2050 Forrest Nelson Boulevard in Port 
Charlo e from 10:15 am to 4:00 pm. The thirty‐two par cipants were divided 
into groups and completed a series of exercises regarding roadway design and 
transporta on priori es in Charlo e County. The findings of the workshop are 
summarized below. The complete handout given to par cipants may be found 
in the Technical Appendix.  

 
County‐wide Regional Roadway Priori es 
Par cipants were asked to iden fy the most important regional roadway 
priori es in the county. Their top priori es are as follows: 

 US 41 

 Burnt Store Road 

 N. Jones Loop 
 
Their second priori es are as follows: 

 SR 776/Veterans Blvd.  

 Toledo Blade Road 

 Flamingo Blvd. 
 
Their third priori es are as follows: 

 Edgewater Road 

 Tucker’s Grade Road 

 Midway Blvd 

 Rampart Blvd 
 
West County Roadway Priori es 
Par cipants were asked to iden fy and rate their priori es within the West 
County area. Regional Roadway priori es are as follows: 

 SR 776 

 CR 771 
 
Non‐regional Roadway Priori es area as follows: 

 Winchester Blvd. Extensions 

 Gulfstream Extensions 
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Par cipants were also asked to iden fy safety priori es within the 
West County. These results are as follows: 

 SR 776 (McCall Corridor intersec ons) 

 Hurricane Evacua on 
 
Mid‐County Roadway Priori es 
Par cipants were asked to iden fy their priori es within the Mid‐
County area. Regional Roadway priori es are as follows: 

 Toledo Blade Road 
Non‐regional roadway priori es are as follows: 

 Harborview Rd. 

 Midway Blvd. 

 Flamingo Blvd. 

 Edgewater Dr. 

 Hillsborough Blvd. 

 Biscayne Extension 
 
Safety Priori es iden fied by par cipants are as follows: 

 Cochran Blvd. (from Lakeview to Veterans Blvd.) 

 Rampart Blvd. (from Loveland to Kings) 

 Edgewater Dr. 

 Harborview Rd. 
 
Par cipants iden fied the following intersec ons as being top safety 
priori es: 

 US 41/Olean Blvd 

 SR 776/Biscayne Dr 
 
East County Roadway Priori es 
Par cipants were asked to iden fy their priori es within the East 
County area. Regional Roadway priori es are as follows: 

 Burnt Store Rd. 

 N. Jones Loop 

 US 41 

 CR 74 

 Piper Rd. 

Non‐regional roadway priori es are as follows: 

 Tuckers Grade Rd 
 
Safety priori es iden fied by par cipants are as follows: 

 CR 74 

 N. Jones Loop 
 
Par cipants iden fied the following intersec ons as being top safety  
priori es: 

 Taylor Rd/US 41 

 Taylor Rd/Jones Loop 

 CR 74/US 17 
 
Public Transporta on  
Par cipants were asked to iden fy and rate the most important ac vity 
centers with regard to public transporta on improvements. The 
following centers were iden fied: 

 Punta Gorda Beach 

 McCall corridor 

 Murdock Circle 

 Port Charlo e 

 Charlo e Harbor 

 Punta Gorda 
 
Par cipants were asked to iden fy the most desirable types of public 
transporta on improvements. They iden fied the following projects as 
being the most important by 2035: 

 County connector servicing Punta Gorda, Murdock, Cape Haze and 
Airport area. 

 Local circulator opera on within an ac vity center (i.e. Punta 
Gorda) 

 Regional service connec ng Charlo e County to Sarasota County.  
 
Bicycle Facility Priori es 
Par cipants were asked to iden fy the most important bicycle facility 
priori es within the county. Results of this exercise are as follows: 

 Flamingo Blvd./Edgewater from SR 776 to Midway Blvd. 
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 Harborview Road from US 41 to I‐75 

 Murdock Circle 

 Veterans Blvd from Murdock to Hillsborough Blvd. 

 Hillsborough Blvd. from Prineville to Veterans Blvd. 
 
Corridor Preserva on 
Par cipants were asked to iden fy roadways in need of corridor preserva on. 
The first priori es are as follows: 

 Burnt Store Road 

 SR 776 from Rotonda to CR 771 

 Veterans Blvd. 
Second priori es are as follows: 

 Edgewater Dr.. 

 US 41 

 Jones Loop Rd. 

 Gulfstream Blvd. 

 Toledo Blade Blvd. 

 Piper Road 

 Harborview 

 CR 771 
 
Measures of Access Control 
Par cipants were asked to iden fy corridors that would benefit from one of 
the following types of Access Control measures: 

 Access Management 

 Frontage Road 

 Mul way Boulevard 

 Limited‐Access Roadway 
 
Par cipants iden fied the following corridors as possible Access Control 
projects: 

 Murdock Village 
 — Mul way Boulevard along US 41 and SR 776  

 SR 776 
 — Access Management from SR 771 to Murdock Village 
 

 US 41 Corridor 
 — Frontage Road from Murdock Village to Harborview Rd. 
 — Access Management from Harborview to bridges 
 
Exis ng Congested Intersec ons 
Par cipants were asked to iden fy and rank the most congested intersec ons 
within the county. The top priori es are as follows: 

 Kings Hwy/Veterans Blvd/Peachland Blvd 

 US 41/Marion Ave. 

 US 41/Kings Highway 
 
Second priori es are as follows: 

 US 41/Cochran Blvd. 

 US 41/Jones Loop Rd. 

 SR 776/US 41 
 
Third priori es are as follows: 

 US 41/Midway Blvd. 

 SR 776/CR 775 (Placida Rd.) 

 US 41/Harborview Rd. 

 US 41/Olean Blvd. 

 US 41/US 17 
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Environmental Jus ce Workshop  |  May 18, 2010 
A two‐hour Environmental Jus ce Workshop was conducted by the MPO in an 
a empt to ensure the full and fair par cipa on of Charlo e County ci zens by 
involving the poten ally affected public in the  development of the  2035 Long 
Range Transporta on Plan.  A endees were provided a series of hard copy 
handouts describing the history, and overview of the Environments Jus ce (EJ) 
concept, explaining to par cipants that this principle has its origin in the 1964 Civil 
Rights Act (Title VI). Par cipants were then described a series of transporta on 
planning related EJ areas including MPO and State and Federal Planning, preliminary 
design. right‐of‐way procurement, project development and construc on, and 
project maintenance and improvements.  Discussions and a slide presenta on 
followed that aided par cipants in understanding where EJ areas are currently 
designated in Charlo e County.  Maps of designated roadway and transit needs 
were then presented with par cipants being prompted to add EJ areas or transit 
service improvements where considered most in need of inclusion. MPO staff aided 
and guided par cipants in three (3) exercises whose results are included below 
regarding tradi onally underserved and under represented areas, the poten al 
roadway improvements, and transit  expansion and improvements.  The following is 
a summary of the input received from the a endees who prepared responses to the 
three workshop exercises.  
 
Environmental Jus ce Areas 
Par cipants provided feedback on environmental jus ce areas where minority or 
low‐income residents reside within the county. They also iden fied addi onal areas 
that may qualify as environmental jus ce areas. The areas iden fied are as follows: 

 US 41/Cooper Street Corridor in Punta Gorda 

 Harbour Heights/Harborview Road near I‐75.  

 Mobile home parks along US 17 north of I‐75 

 Low income and elderly areas east of US 17 including Duncan Road, US 74 
(Bermont Rd.), and Washington Loop Rd. 

 Charlo e Park area and por ons of Tropical Gulf Acres 

 Areas north and east of Cultural Center and north along Midway Blvd to Beacon 
Drive.  

 
 
 

Roadway Improvements  
The following improvements were iden fied as top priori es by par cipants: 

 Improve Punta Gorda local route to airport through US 41 and along Airport Rd. 

 Consider widening of Peachland Blvd from Kings to Veterans Blvd. 
 
Public Transporta on Improvements 

 Fixed‐route bus system along US 41. 

 Integrate fixed‐route regional transit service (i.e. SCAT, LeeTran connectors) 

 Fixed‐route local service within Punta Gorda 

 Transit fare for Dial‐A‐Ride should be lowered by $1.00 and the $1.00 charge to 
cross Peace and Myakka Rivers should be eliminated.  

 Provide discounted mul ‐ride passes for frequent users of Dial‐A‐Ride service. 

 Feeder route bus services to US 41 in areas where there is a higher 
concentra on of affordable housing complexes (i.e. Cultural Center area). 

 Local route to Punta Gorda Isles as a majority of the popula on in the city lives 
in this area. 

 Members agreed to allocate 90% of public transporta on funding toward 
providing fixed‐route transit and 10% toward providing a regional service.  
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Leadership Charlo e‐Government Day | June 10, 2010 
As a part of the 2035 LRTP public par cipa on process, the MPO conducted an exercise 
workshop for Leadership Charlo e‐Government Day on June 10, 2010 at 10:00 AM.  
The workshop was held at the East Port Environmental Campus.  The MPO Staff 
conducted a “Strings and Ribbons” exercise.  A total of 30 members represen ng 
various business en es, both private and public, a ended the mee ng.  The members 
were divided into three groups and were given the required materials to perform the 
exercise.  The exercise was related to the mul modal transporta on needs in Charlo e 
County as part of the 2035 LRTP.   
 
The Charlo e County‐Punta Gorda MPO u lized the Strings and Ribbons exercise to get 
public input on priori zing projects for the next 25 years.  Each group was given a set 
of maps with the following informa on: 
 
1. Exis ng + Commi ed Lanes/Type (2015) 
2. Exis ng + Commi ed Pedestrian Facili es 
3. Transit Facili es (In/Out) 
 
Each group received a funding alloca on in the form of a measured string or ribbon tha 
corresponds to 25 years of funding.  Each group was given 2035 Needs Plan maps 
consis ng of Roadway Needs, Sidewalk/Bikeway Needs and Fixed Route Transit stops.  
Each group was given the flexibility of using their strings where they felt the need for 
roadway, sidewalk/bikeway, or transit development were needed.   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Consensus Building Workshop #3 | August 31, 2010 
The third Consensus Building Workshop (CBW) for the Charlo e County – Punta Gorda 
MPO Long Range Transporta on Plan (LRTP) was held on August 31, 2010 at 2050 
Forest Nelson Blvd. Port Charlo e, FL 33952 (Mid‐County Library) from 10:00 am to 
2:00 pm.  The twenty par cipants were divided into groups and completed a series of 
exercises regarding transporta on priori es and implementa on ac ons in 
Charlo e County.  At this workshop, par cipants were presented with the dra  Tier 
I roadway improvement priori es and were asked to examine the projects and 
make sugges ons to the list. Below is the summary of the responses received at the 
CBW. 
 
Preferred Mode Finance Split 
Par cipants generally agreed that the percentage of transporta on funding that 
was spent on automobile trips was too high. They favored an increase in public 
transporta on, pedestrian and bicycle mode funding and a decrease in automobile 
and truck mode funding.  The following represents the average funding split 
par cipants would like to see: 
 

 15% on public transporta on 

 68% on new and exis ng roadways 

 9% on pedestrian facili es 

 8 % on bicycle facili es 
 
Tier I Priori es 
Par cipants were presented with a list of Tier I priori es, which are projects that 
would be funded as part of the 2035 LRTP Cost Feasible Plan. Each group was asked 
to iden fy any projects they felt should be considered as part of Tier I that were not 
already included. They were also asked to iden fy any projects they felt were 
inappropriately categorized as a Tier I priority.  
 

 Group 1 felt that Toledo Blade Blvd. and the Toledo Blade Extension 
improvements should be moved to a lower er and that they should be 
replaced with the SR 776 improvement from Sunnybrook to I‐75. 

 Group 2 felt that SR 776 from Toledo Blade Blvd.  to Peachland Blvd. should be 
included as a Tier I improvement.  

 Group 3 felt that US 41 from Collingswood to Toledo B lade Blvd. should be added 
to the Tier I projects. 

 Group 4 agreed with Group 1 in that they felt that the Toledo Blade Extension 
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should be removed from the Tier I list and replaced with the Hillsborough Blvd 
improvement. They also wanted to include the improvements to Harborview Rd. as 
a Tier I project.  

 
Tier II Priori es 
Once the Tier I priori es were reviewed, par cipants were asked to iden fy which of 
the remaining improvements should be included as Tier II improvements, which are 
improvements that could be implemented should more funding become available. The 
most common sugges ons were: 
 

 Veterans Blvd. 

 SR 776 

 Gulfstream Extensions (both East and West) 

 Loop Connector 
 
Public Transporta on Priori es 
The groups all agreed with the routes chosen but suggested that they felt it would be 
important to include a transit connec on to the airport as part of Tier I. When asked to 
rank different types of service on the level fo importance to Charlo e County, the 
general consensus was that the County would benefit the most from further increasing 
fixed‐route transit service.  

 
Bicycle Priori es 
All Tier I  projects located within the urbanized area will receive a corresponding bicycle 
and pedestrian improvement as part of the project. Par cipants were asked to iden fy 
projects that were not included in this list but should be considered as a Tier I project. 
The following priori es were chosen by the groups as possible addi ons to the Tier I 
Bicycle priori es: 
 

 Kings Highway in DeSoto County  

 CR 775 from Cape Haze Rd. to CR 771 and connect to mul ‐use trail West of CR 
771 (iden fied by two groups) 

 Harborview Rd./Melbourne St. (iden fied by two groups) 

 Rotonda Blvd East, connec ng Mul ‐use trail to CR 771 

 Connector between CR 775 and Rotonda Blvd. West 

 Peachland Blvd. 
 
 

Pedestrian Priori es 
Assuming all Tier I roadway projects within the urbanized are would provide a 
pedestrian improvement, the addi onal improvements were iden fied as possible Tier I 
improvements.  

 Peachland Blvd. from Cochran Blvd. to Harbor Blvd. (iden fied by two groups) 

 Harborview Rd. from Midway Blvd. to Veterans Blvd. 

 CR 775 from Cape Haze Rd to CR 771 and connect to mul ‐use trail West of CR 
771 

 US 41 and Cooper St. in Punta Gorda 

 Melbourne St. from US 41 to Harborview Rd. 
 
Mul ‐use Trail Priori es 

 
The par cipants were shown a map of exis ng and proposed mul ‐use trails.  They 
were then asked to rank the proposed trails in order of highest priority to lowest 
priority.  They were given the op on of adding addi onal trails and including those in 
their rankings as well. The table below summarizes the priori es iden fied. The average 
rank of these proposed trails is listed below in order of preference. 
 

 Punta Gorda “Ring Around the City” 

 US 41 from Tucker’s Grade to N. Jones Loop 

 Tucker’s Grade from US 41 to east of I‐75 

 US 41 from Zemel to Tucker’s Grade 

 US 41 from north of County Line to Zemel 
 
Implementa on Ac on Items 
The first Implementa on Ac on Items reviewed by the par cipants were 
Comprehensive Plan Policies. They were presented with a list of policy types, and were 
asked to indicate if each was important to the community; who the responsible party 
would be (Charlo e County or City of Punta Gorda); and then rank the policy types from 
1‐5, (most important to Charlo e County to least important). Their rank is listed below: 
 

 Access Management/Access Controls 

 Define Complete Streets Policy 

 Support Local Public Transporta on System 

 Locate Public Facili es within Canters within Transit 

 Tied for last priority are: 
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 Higher Residen al Densi es & Non‐Residen al Intensi es 

 Mixed Use Development & Mixed Housing Types 
 

Next, the same ques ons were asked of a list of Land Development 
Code policies. The implementa on ac on items are listed below, in 
order of most preferred to least preferred by the par cipants: 
 

    Tied as the top priority iden fied: 

 Form Based Codes 

 Design Streets to Accommodate All Appropriate Modes of 
Travel 

 
     2.    Tied as the second priority: 

 Transit Oriented Development Design Guidelines (TOD 
Ordinances) 

 Alterna ve Concurrency Provisions and Funding Strategies 
 

     3.    Transit Corridor Design Guidelines 
 
Par cipants were also asked to rank a list of poten al funding 
sources from most preferred to least preferred and the results are 
below: 

 
1.    Tied for most preferred: 

 Sales Tax 

 Impact Fees/Mobility Fees 

 Municipal Service Benefit Unit (MSBU) 

 Municipal Service Tax Unit ((MSTU) 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

CMP Workshop | August 25, 2010 
The Conges on Management Process Workshop for the Charlo e 
County – Punta Gorda MPO Long Range Transporta on Plan (LRTP) 
joint TAC/CAC members was held on August 25, 2010 at 25550 
Harborview Road, Port Charlo e in Training Room B from 1:30 am 
to 3:30 pm.  
 
During the workshop, the par cipants were presented with a map 
of the congested roadways in Charlo e County and asked to select 
two corridors to be studied as part of the Conges on Management 
Process. The following corridors were selected: 
  

  US 41 from the Peace River to Murdock Circle 
  Kings Highway from US 41 to I‐75 

 
Par cipants then selected the US 41 corridor from the Peace River to 
Murdock Circle to evaluate as part of a preliminary screening. The 
par cipants were asked to consider the conges on mi ga on strategies 
that may be appropriate for considera on on the corridor. The list below 
iden fies the strategies that were iden fied by the par cipants as highly‐
effec ve and as recommended strategies for this corridor. 

 
  Integrated Corridor Management 
  Channeliza on 
  Intersec on Improvements (study) 
  Freeway Incident Detec on and Management Systems 
  Add General Purpose Travel Lanes 
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Public Comment Period  
The Charlo e County‐Punta Gorda MPO Board opened up a public 
hearing for comment on the LRTP during its regularly scheduled mee ng 
on  October 11, 2010.  The legal adver sement that was posted for the 
public hearing can be found in the Technical Appendix.  The comments 
received are listed below, along with any ac on taken as a result of these 
comments. 
 
Comment:  Concerns on Babcock Corridor Study (East‐West Road) 
Response:  The LRTP documents that a study will be required to       
        determine the exact alignment, and  the exact alignment  is  
        not iden fied in the plan.  An exact alignment can be added    
        to the plan at a later me, but a Plan Amendment will be   
        required. 
 
Comment:  Concern for loca on of proposed interchange at   
        I‐75/Veterans Blvd. (Yorkshire/Raintree), and the need for   
        coordina on with Sarasota County. 
Response:  The plan ar culates the importance and desired loca on of   
        the interchange. 
 
Comment:  Desire for a public transporta on route to loop around the    
        medical center in Punta Gorda (Piper, US 17, US 41). 
Response:  The plan iden fies the currently an cipated routes and   
       service  areas for the Cost Feasible Plan, and specific route   
       alignments  will be determined as the planning for these   
       services progresses.  Changes may or may not require a Plan   
       Amendment. 
 
Comment;  Request for sidewalks and paved shoulders on specific   
        roadways. 
Response:  All roadways iden fied in the comment that are part of the 
        MPO’s network have been iden fied in the LRTP Needs Plan   
       as having a need for the facili es specified in the comment   
       received.  Boxed funds could be used to program        
       improvements on these corridors should they be the  highest 
       priority. 
 
 

Comment:  Comments on the Goals and Objec ves from Charlo e   
        County staff. 
Response:  The MPO Board adopted the Goals and Objec ves twice for   
        use in the  Plan.  MPO staff will work with the author of the   
        comments on the Goals and Objec ves and work them into   
        future amendment(s) of the LRTP as appropriate. 
  
Comment:  Need for Winchester extension north into Sarasota County  
         and construc on of an interchange at I‐75 for emergency   
        evacua on purposes. 
Response:  The Sarasota/Manatee LRTP includes the expansion of  
         River Rd. to 4 lanes, from the Charlo e County line to I‐75,   
        where an interchange already exists.  This is consistent with         
        Winchester Blvd, which exists as 4 lanes in Charlo e County.   
   

PLAN ADOPTION 
The public hearing was closed, and the LRTP was adopted unanimously 
by the Charlo e County‐Punta Gorda MPO Board at their regularly 
scheduled mee ng on December 13, 2010.   


