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FTP Steering Committee Meeting 
November 14, 2019 
9:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m. EST 
Silver Springs State Park 
5656 E Silver Springs Blvd, Silver Springs, FL 34488 

MEETING OBJECTIVES 

Insert meeting description and objectives. The objectives of this meeting include: 

• Review FTP progress and related plans 

• Review draft FTP Vision Element 

• Identify expectations for accomplishments of the revised FTP 

For meeting information, please contact Dana Reiding at (850) 414-4719, Dana.Reiding@dot.state.fl.us. 

MEETING ATTENDEES 

Steering Committee Member Alternate(s) 

Tom Byron, Chair Florida Department of Transportation ☒  ☐ 

Pat Steed, Vice Chair Florida Regional Councils Association ☒ Denise Imbler ☐ 

Paul Owens 1,000 Friends of Florida ☒ Vivian Young ☐ 

Laura Cantwell AARP Florida ☐  ☐ 

Andra Cornelius CareerSource Florida ☐  ☐ 

Jamie Christiansen Federal Highway Administration ☐ 
Karen Brunelle 
Cathy Kendall 
David Hawk 

☐ 
☐ 
☒ 

Michael Stewart Florida Airports Council ☐ Lisa Waters ☐ 

The Honorable Doug 
Smith Florida Association of Counties ☒ Eric Poole ☐ 

Vacant Florida Chamber of Commerce ☐ Chris Emmanuel ☐ 

David Darm Florida Commission for the Transportation 
Disadvantaged ☒ Karen Somerset ☐ 

Eric Frey Florida Council of 100 ☒ 
Steven Birnholz 
Bob Ward 

☐ 
☐ 

mailto:Dana.Reiding@dot.state.fl.us
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Beth Medina Florida Defense Alliance ☐  ☐ 

Ryan Fierst Florida Department of Economic 
Opportunity ☐  ☐ 

James Stansbury Florida Department of Economic 
Opportunity ☒  ☐ 

Chris Stahl Florida Department of Environmental 
Protection ☒  ☐ 

Jennifer Johnson Florida Department of Health ☐ Jennifer Ray ☒ 

Lt. Col. Troy Thompson Florida Highway Patrol (Florida Department 
of Highway Safety and Motor Vehicles) ☐ 

Derrick Barrs 
James Hightower 

☐ 
☒ 

The Honorable Matthew 
Surrency Florida League of Cities ☒ Jeff Branch ☐ 

Doug Wheeler Florida Ports Council ☐ Casey Grigsby ☐ 

Karen Deigl Florida Public Transportation Association ☐ Lisa Bacot ☐ 

Craig Camuso Florida’s Rail Industry ☐  ☐ 

Ananth Prasad Florida Transportation Builders Association ☐  ☐ 

Teresa Sarnoff Florida Transportation Commission ☐ Ralph Yoder ☐ 

Alix Miller Florida Trucking Association ☒ Ken Armstrong ☐ 

Sally Patrenos Floridians for Better Transportation ☐  ☐ 

The Honorable Brian 
Caletka 

Metropolitan Planning Organization 
Advisory Council ☐ Carl Mikyska ☐ 

Greg Slay Metropolitan Planning Organization 
Advisory Council ☒ Carl Mikyska ☐ 

Ken Bryan Rails-To-Trails Conservancy ☒  ☐ 

Chris Doolin Small County Coalition ☐ The Honorable 
Larry Harvey ☒ 

Mark Bontrager Space Florida ☒  ☐ 

The Honorable Sean 
Parks TEAM Florida ☒ Brady Nepple ☒ 

Janet Bowman The Nature Conservancy ☐  ☐ 

John Renne Urban Land Use Institute Florida ☒  ☐ 

John Tupps Visit Florida ☐  ☐ 
 

Staff/Consultant Support 

Dana Reiding FDOT, Office of Policy Planning ☒ 

Romero Dill FDOT, Office of Policy Planning ☒ 

Becky Marsey FDOT, Office of Policy Planning ☒ 
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Paula San Gregorio FDOT, Office of Policy Planning ☒ 

Brian Watts FDOT, Trends and Forecasting ☒ 

John Kaliski Cambridge Systematics ☒ 

Danny Shopf Cambridge Systematics ☒ 

Jim Wood Kimley Horn ☒ 
 

MEETING SUMMARY 

Welcome and Introductions 

Tom Byron, Chair, welcomed Steering Committee members to Silver Springs State Park and thanked 
them for their attendance. He asked members to introduce themselves and the agency or organization 
they are representing. He reviewed the agenda for the day. 

Multi-use Corridors of Regional Economic Significance (M-CORES) 

Chair Byron provided a brief overview of the M-CORES process, noting there have been six meetings, 
two for each proposed corridor identified in statute. He said additional meetings were added to the 
original schedule to provide more opportunities for public input. Each Task Force’s final report is due to 
the Governor and Legislature by October 1, 2020. He directed Steering Committee members to the M-
CORES website and asked them to encourage their partners to provide their input. Steering Committee 
members had the following questions and comments: 

• The fact that two meetings were added to the process demonstrates flexibility in the process, which is 
encouraging. 

• Funding was allocated to transportation disadvantaged through the M-CORES process, which has 
created more opportunities for coordination with FDOT, and to emphasize workforce development as 
it relates to the proposed corridors.  

FTP Implementation: FDOT and Partner Plans 

Dana Reiding, FDOT, gave a presentation on the FTP and its relationship to partner plans. Dana 
provided a brief overview of the FTP Performance Webinar conducted in October and emphasized that 
performance will be considered as the FTP is updated. She highlighted some of the “Indicators to Watch” 
that were identified in the FTP Policy Element and shared progress made related to  those indicators. She 
also highlighted the short-term actions identified through the FTP Implementation Element, highlighting 
that progress was made on almost all of the short-term actions. 

Dana then reviewed some FDOT and partner plans, highlighting how the FTP influences these plans and 
how they plans influence the FTP. She said the Strategic Intermodal System (SIS) was created by a 



  

Office of Policy Planning | November 14, 2019 

FTP Steering Committee Meeting  |  4 

recommendation in an earlier iteration of the FTP and that the Strategic Highway Safety Plan shares the 
vision of zero traffic fatalities identified in the FTP. She noted the Freight Mobility and Trade Plan (FMTP) 
is currently being updated and is well aligned with the goals of the FTP. She said there is a greater 
emphasis on safety and resilience in the FMTP, aligning well with FDOT’s commitment to zero 
transportation related fatalities and serious injuries. Dana and Jim Wood, Kimley Horn, facilitated a 
discussion with Steering Committee members about partner plans and ongoing efforts supporting the 
FTP. 

Dana asked Alix Miller, Florida Trucking Association, to provide additional information about the FMTP: 

• Alix said there is a greater emphasis on e-commerce and technology and the impacts they have on 
freight delivery; also a focus on alternative fuels corridors 

Dana reviewed Florida’s statewide modal plans, and asked Mark Bontrager, Space Florida, to provide an 
update on the Spaceport System Plan: 

• Florida has two spaceports and the Spaceport System Plan update is scheduled to get started in 
2020. There are many logical connections  between the FTP and the Spaceport System Plan. 

Dana asked David Darm, Florida Commission for the Transportation Disadvantaged, to provide an update 
on the Transportation Disadvantaged Strategic Plan: 

• David said the Florida Transportation Disadvantaged Strategic Plan is due to be updated. The focus 
of the Transportation Disadvantaged program over the next few years will be on workforce 
development and job training while expanding transportation and mobility options to facilitate trips 
between home and work.  

Jim asked Ken Bryan, Florida Rails to Trails Conservancy, to provide an update to the Florida Greenways 
and Trails System Plan: 

• Ken noted that the trails identified as the high priority network of the Florida Greenways and Trails 
System Plan impact the SunTrail program and investments made by FDOT. 

Jim asked Chris Stahl, Florida Department of Environmental Protection, to provide an update on the 
Statewide Comprehensive Outdoor and Recreation Plan (SCORP): 

• Chris said the FTP and SIS Policy Plan were reviewed and considered for alignment when the 
Statewide Comprehensive Outdoor and Recreation Plan was updated. He said there is considerable 
coordination between Florida DEP and cities and counties to support the development of local and 
regional outdoor and recreation plans. 

Jim asked Jennifer Ray, Florida Department of Health, to provide an update on the State Health 
Improvement Plan (SHIP): 
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• She said FDOT and Florida’s strategic safety coalitions are now participating in the update of the 
SHIP focusing primarily on the traffic safety component and alignment with the vision of zero traffic 
fatalities and serious injuries. Active transportation is one area of collaboration. 

Jim asked John Kaliski to provide an update on the Florida Chamber Foundation’s Florida 2030 iniitaitive: 

• John said Florida 2030 was developed as a blueprint for Florida’s economic future as supported by 
Florida’s business community. It is built around the Florida Chamber’s Six Pillars framework and is  
consistent with the FTP DEO’s Strategic Plan for Economic Development, the regional planning 
councils’ Comprehensive Economic Development Strategies, and many other regional and local 
activities also tie to this framework.  Key 2030 targets identified in Florida 2030 related to 
transportation include:  every resident has access to public and private mobility services; all major 
population and economic centers connected to regional, national, and global markets by high-
capacity corridors; world’s most capable spaceport; top tier airports, seaports, and surface 
transportation hubs in U.S.. 

Jim asked James Stansbury, Florida Department of Economic Opportunity, to provide an update on 
Florida’s Strategic Plan for Economic Development: 

• James highlighted the community assistance grants focused on transportation improvements that 
support economic development. He said DEO partners with FDOT on many of these grants t. 

Jim asked Eric Frey, Florida Council of 100, to provide an update on their activities: 

• He said the Council of 100 created an economic development strategy called Project Sunrise that 
was released in the spring of 2019. It matches the FTP’s emphasis on embracing emerging 
technologies and developing Florida’s workforce. 

Jim asked Pat Steed, Florida Regional Councils Association, to provide an update on the regional 
planning and visioning efforts throughout the state: 

• She said the regional councils are updating their community economic development strategies 
(CEDS). Currently “How Shall We Grow?”, Central Florida’s regional vision, is being reviewed and the 
Heartland 2060 vision is being updated. She said these efforts are all tied to the FTP and other 
statewide plans. 

Jim asked Greg Slay, MPOAC, to provide an update on MPO planning efforts: 

• He said all of the MPOs look to the FTP for high level guiding principle. He said the emphasis on 
technology and resilience is present in the FTP as well as the MPO LRTPs. 

Jim asked Sean Parks, TEAM FL, to provide an update on expressway authority strategic and master 
plans: 

• TEAM FL has shared the FTP Vision with all of the expressway authorities and has encouraged them 
to ensure their plans are aligned with the FTP vision and goals. 
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Jim asked if any of the local representatives had anything they would like to add: 

• Doug Smith said the growth is starting to catch up to us, especially on the I-95 corridor. He suggested 
that high speed passenger rail connectivity provided by Virgin Trains/Brightline is a component of 
keeping up with this growth but there needs to be more investments like this one.  It is difficult to keep 
up with growth, especially for an individual county. We need to work together at a regional level. 

• Sean Parks said there are a lot of good plans in place but given the rapid growth of the state and 
large number of new residents each year, it is challenging to coordinate with the public to help them 
understand there are plans in place to help manage that growth. 

• Doug Smith added that the process for planning, design, and construction of projects needs to be 
expedited. By the time construction starts, the communities have often changed significantly and the 
project may no longer be the right solution. 

Other questions and comments: 

• Matthew Surrency said it would be helpful to have all of these related partner plans linked on the FTP 
website and the connections between them could be illustrated.. 

• John Kaliski responded that many of these plans are available on the website and staff are 
continually adding new resources to that page. Staff also have developed crosswalks between 
the existing FTP and the various statewide and MPO plans we have mentioned today. It would be 
helpful for partners to review the website and suggest additional plans or resources that should 
be highlighted. 

• Doug Smith said it would be beneficial to have uniform data, maps, and standards for all state 
agencies, counties, cities, and other partners to work off of. During the Seven50 process, the seven 
counties came together to align their data and mapping to ensure everyone was working off of the 
same baseline. 

Review of Draft FTP Vision Element 

Dana reviewed the draft FTP Vision Element with the Steering Committee. Steering Committee members 
had the following questions and comments: 

General Comments 

• Steering Committee members identified various copy edits throughout the document. 

• It would be good to create this plan in multiple languages (Spanish and Creole) to reach the widest 
possible audience. 

• It is not clear what year we are looking at for our vision. We need to be consistent with our projections 
throughout the document. 
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• Is there a way we can get a consistent projection year? Or potentially a range of options for future 
projections? 

• The vision is up to 50 years but the projections and policies are for 25 years.  Staff can work 
toward a more consistent set of projections if we are comfortable with some extrapolations; the 
official projections for the most part use a variety of forecast years. 

• There is a fair balance of modes throughout the text of the document, especially compared with prior 
plans. 

• Should we be including a goal or theme related to funding/investments? Realistically, Funding should 
be apparent in every section of the document. 

• We need to send a signal to the Legislature that we need to rethink the funding model. 

• This may be better suited for the policy document, rather than a part of the vision.  

• Let’s keep thinking about where the funding/investment would best fit in this document. 

• Consider adding a reference to funding (or lack there of) in the Trends and Disruptors sections. 

• Would it make sense to make a reference to a “financially sustainable” infrastructure in the goal 
language? 

• Funding could be a good addition to page 2-3 (2000 and 2018). FDOT Work Program, per capita 
investment, capacity vs maintenance, etc. 

• Consider adding “financially sustainable” to Agile, Resilient, and Quality Transportation 
Infrastructure.  

• Consider reviewing this through the lens of a reader that is not familiar with this plan or these 
processes. While it is easily understood by the experts in the room, there is likely a more accessible 
approach to the language used in this document. 

• We don’t really get into the solutions in this document. Is that something we need to include here or is 
it exclusively in the Policy Element? 

Where Have We Been? 

• It would be interesting to include changes between 2000 and 2018 in a modal context (XX more 
enplanements, XX more cruise passengers, XX more bike lanes). It would also be good to include a 
disruptor in the first infographic. 

• It would be interesting to know the projections for I-95 when it was first developed, for example, with a 
comparison of how it actually looks in 2018. 
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• Reconsider the statistics on page 2. Could we present these as per-person numbers rather than total 
numbers? This could help us normalize the data. Percentage increases could work as well to help 
create the context. 

• Consider expanding this section to include additional data points to provide greater context. 

• Consider including more than just the State Highway System (SHS) for highways. 

What Matters Most? 

• Consider including a narrative on page 4 to help readers understand the process for updating the 
goals. 

• Consider updating the “What we heard” statements to make them more clear and actionable. 

• Should we have additional “What we heard” statements to align with all 7 goals? 

• The circular goals graphic implies there is no hierarchy and that all are equally important. 

• We are considering discussing the 7 goals as an integrated set, rather than singling them out 
individually for the policy element. This helps to strengthen the connection between each of the 
goals. 

• Consider continuing the arrow beyond the “What we heard” statements to make it clear to the reader 
that that input is leading to the new goals. The graphic was not clear at first and may need to be 
revised so readers aren’t confused. 

Where Are We Going? 

• Could we see more projections on page 7 (2045 projection for GDP, for example)? 

• Staff can include some high level projection information in this section. 

• Consider rewording the last sentence on page 6. It is unclear what we mean when we talk about 
downturns and should expand on that concept. It’s a good concept that just needs better explanation.  

• Consider including a division between the Visitor and GDP graphic to make it clear they aren’t 
intended to be directly linked to one another. 

• Consider including a list of implications on page 6 so it is consistent with the other trends and 
disruptors sections. 

• Elaborate on the implication to convey the concept that transportation can sometimes limit the ability 
of the individual to contribute (many of these underserved groups are an untapped resource). This 
could be a good place to reference non-English speakers. 
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• There may be a better statistic about automation. Focus on how it will change jobs rather than 
eliminate them. 

• Consider shifting the tone of the paragraph on page 8. This should be written from the perspective 
that good things happen with good transportation (rather than bad things happen without it). 

• Many of the graphics in the “Where are we going” sections are snapshots of where the data is right 
now. We should identify projections, if available, or reconsider how we present this section.  

• Page 10 is a good place to reference the implications of electric vehicles on funding. Could also talk 
about how to get electricity to vehicles that need charging (similar to the fuel issues following a 
storm). 

• Should we include a reference to making investments to keep up with innovation and new 
technologies? Can we keep up with it? 

• We talk a lot about the disruptions of technology and that hasn’t come to the forefront in these pages. 
We may need to consider additional pages to convey some of those important messages. 

• Do we have the right balance of content or do we need to allocate additional space to the “Where are 
we going?” section? We could certainly include additional implications, if necessary. 

• Our readers will look a this document a few different ways. Some will read only the headline while 
others will skim the content and focus on the titles and visuals. Some will read the entire 
document, cover to cover. The current draft is probably lacking in detailed information that the 
third audience is looking for but an ideal overview for those readers taking the first two 
approaches. Including a reference page at the end would help support the readers in the third 
group. 

• There are several references to technology on multiple pages in this section but none of them 
jump off the page. Are we using the right technology stats or is there more captivating information 
we could present? 

• Are there more Florida specific statistics we could report related to technology? Most of these are 
national or global statistics. 

• Could we include some direct references to challenges and opportunities for each of the “Where 
Are We Going?” Sections? This could help the reader understand the key takeaways from each 
portion. 

• We could absolutely use additional pages on disruptions. 

• We don’t reference the increase in infrastructure needed to accommodate the growth in FL. That 
would be important to highlight. 
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Where Do We Want To Go? 

• Describing the vision using artwork and stories is a different approach for FDOT. 

• Should we rephrase from “Can we” to “We must”?  

• There are no references to Vision Zero on the Collage 

• This collage helps to connect the elements of the plan to the individual. It can help readers to see 
themselves in the transportation plan. Could we consider moving it to the beginning to help frame the 
outline of the plan? 

• Could be appealing to a wider non-industry audience, especially a younger audience. 

• There are no helmets on the kids biking to school. Is there a way we can add those to the 
collage? 

• Every year the Heartland Regional TPO does an elementary school art contest to help understand 
what transportation may look like in the future. This collage looks a lot like those and could appeal to 
younger generations. 

• We are comfortable leaving the collage and the stories in the document with some minor 
adjustments. 

• Continue to emphasize that we are in the business of people and the transportation 
infrastructure/system is there for them. 

• The stories are a little too long. Can we shorten them a little? 

• Could we do the video in a video format (via link in the plan). 

• Moving this section could help us with the flow of this document. 

• The stories may seem too out of the box for some readers. Could we provide a more standard story 
that deals with a married couple commuting from the suburb to the city in a vehicle but emphasizes 
the improved infrastructure and technology that improves that experience and connectivity? 

Where Do We Want To Go? 

• We need to finalize the timeframe of the document and stick to that on the timeline. 

• Unsure if we’ll be using handheld devices in the future. Maybe we should replace the image of 
the phone in the background with some other technology. 

• The right side of the timeline is a little sparse. Is there a way we could balance out the timeline a 
little? 
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• M-CORES is certainly an option for the future portion of the timeline 

• Consider changing the previous section to “Where We Have Been” 

• Is there a different way to illustrate the vision component of this rather than listing the future on 
the timeline. Could we identify an event without tying it to a specific date (potentially using multi-
year timeframes). 

• We could split the “on the horizon” portion into diverging timeline elements. 

• We could ask representatives from each mode about their future plans and incorporate those 
elements. SunTrail is something we could incorporate. 

• The boxes seem concrete for the past/current. For the future, we could use circles/bubbles to 
convey they are nebulous and uncertain. 

• There is an opportunity to include some very creative and ambitious potential futures in the 
timeline.  

• Not sure that the timeline is in the right place. It may be better placed at the beginning like the last 
Vision Element. 

• The artwork could be a good tool for narrating the document. We could start with that and use 
it, as a theme throughout the document. 

• Need to emphasize Vision Zero on the timeline as well. 

• If this will be used as a marketing tool, there will need to be something specific that sells Florida’s 
future. What about this timeline emphasizes how Florida is unique and how Florida’s future 
looks? 

• The futures that are projected in the stories could be used as a source for potential future 
elements to include on the timeline. 

• There isn’t enough reference to the private sector leading Florida’s transportation solutions. This 
theme could be incorporated in the plan.  

• Virgin, for example, is creating a full transportation package where people can get from ship, to 
train, to airport, etc. and is an excellent illustration of private industry leading transportation 
development. 

• Private sector investment is a good concept that should be present in the Vision or Policy 
element. It is something unique to Florida. 

• 2019 BUILD Grant could be a good reference Florida’s innovation on this timeline. 

• There is a lot of transportation research in Florida. That is an acknowledgement we could make. 
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How Do We Get There? 

• Safety is not referenced in the themes and should be more present as it crosses across all the 
themes. 

• Are the themes intended to help us kickoff the policy element? 

• Yes, the initial idea was to organize the strategies of the policy element around these themes. 
This could shrink to a shorter narrative that defines the transition to the policy element. There 
is benefit of highlighting the vision specifically. 

• The Vision should be high level and intuitive. The Themes may be a little too detailed for this 
document. Could these ideas/concepts be moved to a different part of the plan. 

• The document should end with a sense of what the future will actually look like.  

• Could we put a reference to discouraging urban sprawl. We could list a challenge of developing 
infrastructure in undeveloped areas. 

• Should safety be a fifth theme to align with the subcommittees we’ve created? Or reference the 
subcommittee work/input? 

• Consider changing the shared vehicle trips and micromobility trips with a statistic of the challenges in 
moving people and freight. 

Subcommittee Updates 

ACES Subcommittee 

John gave an update on the ACES Subcommittee. He identified the seven areas of recommendations for 
strategies to consider for inclusion in the FTP. In October, the ACES Subcommittee focused their 
discussion on customers and economic and workforce development. At future meetings, the ACES 
Subcommittee will discuss infrastructure and design; technology and data; partnerships; planning and 
project development; and funding. John reviewed potential strategy language identified by the ACES 
Subcommittee. Steering Committee members had the following questions and comments: 

• The innovative ideas that have been presented at the ACES Subcommittee meetings are always 
abundant and the group continues to consider a variety of potential implications of ACES and 
technology in general. 

Resilience Subcommittee 

Jim gave an update on the Resilience Subcommittee. He said the Resilience Subcommittee has met 
three times and has begun developing potential strategy language to recommend to the Steering 
Committee. He reviewed the group activities that Resilience Subcommittee members and friends 
participated in to identify and prioritize themes for potential strategies to incorporate in the FTP Steering 
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Committee. Jim asked Chris Stahl and James Stansbury, participants at the Resilience Subcommittee 
meeting, to share priorities and takeaways from the last meeting. The said top priorities include 
developing tools and guidance for reducing risk; developing consistent transportation planning practices 
that incorporate resilience; consideration of vulnerable populations; accounting for resilience data; and 
resilience for both coastal and inland communities.  

Safety Subcommittee 

Dana introduced the Safety Subcommittee. She said this is a new committee that will support both the 
update of the FTP and the Strategic Highway Safety Plan. The Safety Subcommittee will meet for the first 
time on December 11, 2019. Dana asked if any Steering Committee members that have not yet 
volunteered to participate on the Safety Subcommittee were interested in joining. 

Public and Partner Involvement 

Dana provided an update on the public and partner involvement process and input received related to the 
FTP. She said the partner and public involvement process is guided by the Partner and Public 
Involvement (PPI) Plan and is supported by FDOT District partner and public involvement coordinators. 
Dana noted that a values and preferences survey was created for this update of the FTP to get as much 
participation as possible to provide valuable input to support the update of the FTP. She asked Steering 
Committee members to forward the values and preferences survey to their organization to continue to 
gather input. She said there are FTP social media resources that promote the FTP for partners to use in 
their own social media accounts. 

• It would be helpful to include instructions with the social media resources so the organizations with 
departments that handle social media can have guidelines for making those posts. 

Expectations for FTP Accomplishments by 2045 

Dana asked Steering Committee members to consider the expectations for Florida’s transportation 
system in 2045. She asked them to write down their ideas and collaboratively organize them into key 
themes to help identify how Florida’s transportation system may look in 2045. The following themes were 
identified during the exercise: 

• Emphasis on space as a component of Florida’s Future 

• Sustainable and stable funding for Florida’s transportation system 

• Reliable high speed passenger and freight connectivity (interregional, interstate, and global) 

• A flexible transportation system that adapts to new systems with more multimodal options (even 
those that don’t exist yet). 

• Innovation hub and high tech transportation system. 



  

Office of Policy Planning | November 14, 2019 

FTP Steering Committee Meeting  |  14 

• Reduced travel time and congestion with faster commute times. 

• Vision of zero fatalities and better safety accommodations for vulnerable road users. 

• Also includes inviting infrastructure. While it’s technically safe, it should also be convenient and 
accommodating. 

• Resilient transportation system and proactive improvements to FL’s natural environment. Zero net 
pollutants. 

• Greater health and transportation equity for all users of all abilities. 

• Staying ahead of the curve 

• Efficient interregional, interstate, and global freight movement.  

• Better connections to transportation, land use, and environmental planning. 

Steering Committee members had the following comments following the activity: 

• Review the themes identified during the activity and ensure they are well represented in the Vision 
Element. Space is something unique to Florida that we should emphasize as one of the bold ideas 
and concepts for Florida’s future vision.  

Next Steps and Schedule for 2020 

Dana reviewed the schedule for the remainder of 2019 and the schedule for 2020. She noted that the 
Vision Element will be published in March 2020 instead of December  2019 based on feedback providing 
during this meeting. She highlighted TransPlex that is tentatively scheduled for April 2020 and said it 
would be focused on the FTP. Throughout 2020, FDOT will facilitate public and partner outreach 
meetings throughout the state to get input for the FTP Policy Element.  

Tom thanked Steering Committee members for their input and their participation. The meeting concluded 
at 3:00 p.m. 
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