EXHIBIT 1

STATE OF FLORIDA
DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATIVE HEARINGS

DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY

AFFAIRS,

Petitioner,
V. DOAH Case No. 08-3767GM
BROWARD COUNTY

Respondent.

/

STIPULATED SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT

THIS STIPULATED SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT is entered into by and between the
Sfate of Florida, Department of Community Affairs and Broward County as a completé and final
settlement of all claims raised in the abov'e—styied proceeding. |

RECITALS

WHEREAS, the State of Florida, Department of Cdmmunity Affairs (DCA or
Department), is the state land planning agency and has the authority to administer and enforce
the Local Government Comprehensive Planning and Land Development Regulation Act, Chapter
163, Part II, Florida Statutes; and | |

WHEREAS, Broward County (Local Government) 1s included within the “Alternative
State Review Process Pilot Program” for comprehensive plan amendments as set forth in
§ 163.32465, Florida Statues, and

WHEREAS, the Local Government has the duty to adopt a comprehensive plan that is
“in compliance;” and | '

WHEREAS, “in compliance” means consistent with the requirements of
§ 163.3177, 163.3178, 163.3180, 163.3191, and 163.3245, Florida Statutes, the State

Comprehensive Plan, the Strategic Regional Policy Plan, Rule 9J-5, Florida Administrative

Code; and



WHEREAS, the Local deemment’s adoption of the plan amendment is conéidered to be
a deterniination that it is “in compliance’f pursuant to § 163.32465(6)(d), Florida Statutes.

WHEREAS, the Local Government adopted its Compréhensive Plan, by Ordinance No.
2008-33, Transportation Element Amendment 08-1-T1, on June 24, 2008; and,

WHEREAS, the Local Government Ordinance 2008-33 includes the amended
Transportation Element Policies 3.41 through 3.4.4, 3.4.7 through 3.412, deleted Policy 3.413,
and amended Policies 3.4.15, 3.420, 3.421, and 3.4.23, to change the names for nine of the
County’s Concurrency Districts from Transit Oriented Concurrency District to Transportation
Concurrency Management Areas and redefingd the Community Design Concurrency District as a
Multimodal Transportation District; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to § 163.32465(6)(b), Florida Statutes, the Department filed a
“Petition for Formal Administrative Hearing by the Florida Department of Community Affairs”
(Petition), regarding Ordianance 2008-33 on July 31, 2008; and,

WHEREAS, as set forth in the Petition, the Department contends Ordinance 2008-33, the
comprehensive plan Amendment is not “in compliance” because the policy revisions included
changes that do not qualify as areawide level of service standards for Transportation |
Concurrency Management Areas, do not meet the definition requirements for level of service
standards, are not supported by data and analysis, and the policies do not demonstrate they
support infill development and infill. The Transportation Concurrency Management Area
policies do not address mitigation for impacts to Strategic Intermodal System facilities, Strategic
Intermodal System connector facilities, and Transportation Regional Incentive Program
facilities. The County did not adopt a capital improvements program for each concurrency
management area to maintain the established areawide level of service standards; and

WHEREAS, the Local Government disputes the allegations of the Petition regarding the

Plan Amendment; and



WHEREAS, the parties wish to avoid the expense, delay, and uncertainty of lengthy
litigation and to resolve this proceeding under the terms set forth herein, and agree it is in their
respective mutual best interests to do so; and |

WHEREAS, pursuant to Section 163.32465(6)(h), Florida Statutes, the parties to a
proceeding under this section may enter into compliance agreements using the process in Section
163.3184(16), Florida Statutes; and

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual covenants and promises herein
below set forth, and in consideration of the benefits to accrue to each of the parties, the receipt
and sufficiency of which are hereby acknowledged, the parties hereby represent and agree as

follows:

GENERAL PROVISIONS
1. Definitions. As used in this Agreement, the following words and phrases shall
have the following meanings:
a. Act: The Local Government Comprehensive Planning and Land
Development Regulation Act, as codified in Part II, Chapter 163, Florida Statutes.
b. Agreement: This Stipulated Settlement Agreement.
} C. Comprehensive Plan: Comprehensive plan amendment adopted by the
Local Government on June 24, 2008 as Ordinance No. 2008-07.
d. DOAH: The Florida Division of Administrative Hearings.
e. In compliance or into compliance: The meaning set forth in Section
163.32465(6)(b), Florida Statutes and Section 163.3184(1)(b), Florida Statutes.
f. Petition: The petition for administrative hearing and relief filed by the
Department in this case.
g Remedial Action: A remedial Plan Amendment, submission of support
document or other action described in the Statement of Intent or this agreement as an actién

which must be completed to bring the Plan into compliance.



h. | Remedial Plan Amendment: An amendment to the plan or support
document, the need for which is identified in this Agreement, including its exhibits, and which
the local government must adopt to completé all remedial actions. Remedial plan amendments
adopted pursuant to this Agreement must, in the opinion of the Department, be consistent with
and substantially similar in concept and content to the ones identified in this Agreement or be
otherwise acceptable to the Department.

i.. Support Document: The studies, inventory maps, surveys, data,
inventories, listings or analyses used to develop and support the Plan or Remedial Plan
Amendment.

2. Department Powers. The Department is the state land planning agency and has
the authority to administer and enforce the Local Government Comprehensive Planning and
Land Development Regulation Act, the power and duty to administer and enforce the Act and the
right to file a Petition challenging whether the adopted Plan Amendment (Plan) is “in
compliance”.

3. Negotiation of Agreement. The Department filed the Petition in this case
challenging the Local Government’s adoption of the Plan Amendment. Subsequent to the filing
of the Petition the parties conferred in association with the Florida Department of Transportation,
and agreed to resolve the issues in the Petition through this Agreement. It is the intent of this
Agreement to resolve fully all issues between the parties in this proceeding.

4. Dismissal. If the Local Government completes the Remedial Actions required by
this Agreement, the Department will file a request to relinquish jurisdiction to the Florida
Department of Administrative Hearings, for dismissal of this proceeding or for realignment of
the parties, as appropriate under Section 163.3184(16)(f), Florida Statutes. See
§ 163.32465(6)(h), F.S.

5. Description of Provisions Not in Compliance and Remedial Actions; Legal Effect
of Agreement. Exhibit A to this Agreement is a copy of the Petition, which identifies the

provisions not in compliance. Exhibit B contains Remedial Actions needed for compliance.



Exhibits A and B are incorporated in this Agreement by this reference. This Agreement

constitutes a stipulation that if the Remedial Actions are accomplished, the Plan will be in

compliance.

6 Remedial Actions to be Considered for Adoption. The Local Government agrees
to consider for adoption by formal action of its governing body all Remedial Actions described
in Exhibit B no later than the time period provided for in this Agreement.

7 Adoption or Approval of Remedial Plan Amendments. Within 60 days after
execution of this Agreement by the parties, the Local Government shall consider for adoption all
Remedial Actions or Plan Amendments and amendments to the Support Documents. This may
be done at a single adoption hearing. Within 10 working days after adoption of the Remedial
Plan Amendment, the Local Government shall transmit 5 copies of the amendment to the
Department as provided in Rule 9J-11.011(5), Florida Administrative Code. Pursuant to Section
163.32465(6)(h), Florida Statutes, “any remedial amendment adopted pursuant to a settlement
agreement shall be provided to the agencies and governments listed in paragraph (4)(a)”. The
- Local Government also shall submit one copy to any other unit of local or state government that
has filed a written request with the governing body for a copy of the Remedial Plan Amendment
and a copy to any party granted intervenor status in this proceeding. The Remedial Plan
Amendment shall be transmitted to the Department along with a letter which describes the
remedial action adopted for each part of the plan amended, including references to specific
portions and pages.

8. Acknowledgment. All parties to this Agreement acknowledge that the "based
upon" provisions in Section 163.3184(8), Florida Statutes, do not apply to the Remedial Plan
Amendment. '

9. Review of Remedial Plan Amendments.

a. In Compliance: If the adopted Remedial Actions satisfy this Agreement,
the Department shall issue a cumulative Notice of Intent addressing both the Plan Amendment

and the Remedial Plan Amendment as being in compliance. The Department shall file this



curhulative notice with DOAH and shall move to realign the parties or to have this proceeding
dismissed, as may be appropriate.

b. th in Compliance: If the Remedial Actions do not satisfy this
Agreement, the Department shall issue a Notice of Intent to find the Plan not in compliance and
shall forward the notice to DOAH for consolidation with the pending proceeding.

10.  Effect of Amendment. Adoption of any Remedial Plan Amendment shall not be
" counted toward the frequency restrictions imposed upon plan amendments pursuant to Section
163.3187(1), Florida Statutes. See § 163.32465, F.S.

11.  Purpose of this Agreement: Not Establishing Precedent. The parties enter into
this Agreement in a spirit of cooperation for the purpose of avoiding costly, lengthy and
unnecessary litigation and in recognition of the desire for the speedy and reasonable resolution of
disputes arising out of or related to the Plan. The acceptance of proposals for purposes of this
Agreement is part of a negotiated agreement affecting many factual and legal issues and is not an
endorsement of, and does not establish precedent for, the use of these proposals in any other
circumstances or by any other local government.

12.  Approval by Governing Body. This Agreement has been approved by the Local
Government’s governing body at a public hearing advertised at least 10 days prior to the hearing
in a newspaper of general circulation in the manner prescribed for advertisements in Section
163.3184(15)(b), Florida Statutes. See §163.32465(6)(h), F.S. This Agreement has been
executed by the appropriate officer as provided in the Local Government’s charter or other
regulations.

13.  Changes in Law. Nothing in this Agreement shall be construed to relieve either
party from adhering to the law, and in the event of a change in any statute or administrative
regulation inconsistent with this Agreement, the statute or regulation shall take precedence and

shall be deemed incorporated in this Agreement by reference.



14.  Other Persons Unaffeéted. Nothing in this Agreement shall be deemed to affect
the rights of any person not a party to this Agreement. This Agreement is not intended to benefit
any third party. |

15.  Attorney Fees and Costs. Each party shall bear its own costs, including attorney
fees, incurred in connection with the above-captioned case and this Agreement.

16.  Effective Date. This Agreemént shall become effective immediately upon
execution by the Department and the Local Government.

17.  Filing and Continuance. This Agreement shall be filed with DOAH by the
Department after execution by the parties. Upon the filing of this Agreement, the administrative
proceeding in this matter shall be stayed by the Administrative Law Judge in accordance with
Section 163.3184(16)(b), Florida Statutes, should an Intervenor have not participated by its
(their) signature to this agreement. See § 163.32465(6)(h), F.S.

18.  Retention of Right to Final Hearing. Both parties hereby retain the right to have a
final hearing in this proceeding in the event of a breach of this Agreement, and nothing in this
Agreement shall be deemed a waiver of such right. Any party to this Agreement may move to
have this matter set for hearing if it becomes apparent that any other party whose action is
required by this Agreement is not proceeding in good faith to take that action.

19.  Construction of Agreement. All parties to this Agreement are deemed to have
participated in its drafting. In the event of any ambiguity in the terms of this Agreement, the
parties agree that such ambiguity shall be construed without regard to which of the parties
drafted the provision in question.

20.  Entire Agreement. This is the entire agreement between the parties and no verbal
or written assurance or promise is effective or binding unless included in this document.

21.  Governmental Discretion Unaffected. This Agreement is not intended to bind the
Local Government in the exercise of governmental discretion which is exercisable in accordance

with law only upon the giving of appropriate public notice and required public hearings.



22.  Multiple Originals. This Agreement may be executed in any number of originals,

all of which evidence one agreement, and only one of which need be produced for any purpose.
23.  Captions. The captions inserted in this Agreement are for the pﬁrpose of
- convenience only and shall not be utilized to construe or interpret any provision of this

Agreement.

In witness whereof, the parties hereto have caused this Agreement to be executed by their

undersigned officials as duly authorized.

DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY AFFAIRS

By: OM\ Approved as

Charles Gauthier, Director
Division of Community Planning

ormyand legality:;

Samuel Dean Bunton
Assistant en7l Counsel

210 [vg
Date Date
BROWARD COUNTY
Approved as to form and legality:
By: . 2/ Q
County Manager (7% 5 casba 2 / "‘—/ o5y’
I effrey J. Newton, Esquire
County Attorney
2]12] 09
Date Date
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STATE OF FLORIDA |
DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATIVE HEARINGS

DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY AFFAIRS

Petitioner,
v. DOAH Case No.
DCA No. 08-1ARB
BROWARD COUNTY,
Respondent.

/

PETITION FOR FORMAL ADMINISTATIVE HEARING BY
THE FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY MEA&
The Florida Department of Community A ffairs (Department), by and through
undersigned counsel, hereby files this Petition for Formal Administrative Hearing before the

Division of Administrative Hearings pursuant to §§ 163.32465(6)(b), 120.569, and 120.57,

Florida Statutes, and in support thereof states:

IDENTIFICATION OF PETITIONER

1. The Department is the state land planning agency and is charged with
implementation of the Local Government Comprehensive Planning and Land Development
Regulation Act. Fla. Stat. § 163.3164. The Department’s address is 2555 Shumard Oak
Boulcvard, Tallahassce, Florida 32399-2100, and its file or identification number is DCA No.

08-ARB.

IDENTIFICATION OF RESPONDENT

2. Broward County (County) is the political subdivision of the State of Florida and
adopted the Comprchensive Plan Amendment at issuc in this case. The County’s address is 115
South Andrew Avenue, Room 421, Ft. Lauderdale Florida 33301, and its file or identification
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number is Ordinance Number 2008-33, Comprehensive Plan Amendment 08-1 -T1,
Transportation Element (Plan Amendment). Broward County is included within the “Alerpative .
State Review Process Pilot Program” for comprehensive plan amendments. Fla. Stat,

§163.32465.

NOTICE OF LOCAT, GOVERNMENT ACTION

3. On March 25, 2008 the Broward County Board of County Commissioners held a
public hearing in accordance with § 163.32465(4)(a), Florida Statutes, and voted to transmit the
Plan Amendment 'to the Department for review and comment. The proposed Plan Amendment
was received by the Department on April 1, 2008,

4, On May 1, 2008, ‘the Department provided comments on the Plan Amendment to
Broward County, through a Letter from Mike McDaniel, Chief, Office of Comprehensive
Planning, to The Honorable Lois Wexler, Mayor, Broward County Board of County
Commissioners (May, 1 2008) (on file with the Department). The South Florida Rcgional

~ Planning Council and the Florida Department of Transportation also provided comments to the

Respondent regarding the Plan Amendment,

5. The Amendment was adopted by the Broward County Board of County
Commissioners through Ordinance 2008-33 on June 24, 2008. Tn accordance with
§ 163.32465(5), Florida Statutes, the County filed the adopted Plan Amendment with the

Department on June 30, 2008.
6. The Petitioner determined the submitted adopted Plan Amendment Package was

complete on June 30, 2008. This Petition is filed within thirty (30) days after the state Jand
planning agency notified the local government that the plan amendment package is complete, as

set forth in § 163.32465(6)(b), Florida Statutes.
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PETITIONER'S STANDING

7. The Petitioner is the statc land planning agency and has the authority to
administer and enforce the Local Government Comprehensive Planning and Land Development
Regulation Act, Chapter 163, Part II, Florida Statutes (Act). |

8. For plan amendments adopted under the Alternative Statc Review Proccss Pilot
Program, the Department does not issue a Notice of Intent. If such an amendment is alleged to
be not “in' compliance,” the state land planning agency may file a petitién with the Division of
Administrative Hearings pursuant to §§ 120.569 and 120.57, Florida Statutes, with a copy served
on the affected local govemment, to request a formal hearing. Fla. Stat. § 163.32465(6)(b).

-9 “In compliance” means consistent with the requirements of §§ 163.3177,
163;3178, 163.3180, 163.3191, and 163.3245, Florida Statutes, the State Comprehensive Plan,
the Strategic Regional Policy Plan, and RMe 9J-3, Florida Administrative Code. See Fla. Stat.

§§ 163.32465(6)(b); 163.3184(1)(b).
| 10.  Petitioner challenges the County’s determination that the Transportation Element

Amendment (08-1-TI), which was adopted by Ordinance 2008-33 on June 24, 2008, is “in

compliance”,

DISPUTED ISSUES OF MATERIAL FACT

11.  Broward County Ordinance Number 2008-33 amended Transportation Element
Policies 3.4.1 through 3.4.4, 3.4.7 through 3.4.12, deleted Policy 3.4.13, and amended Policies
3.4.15, 3.4.20, 3.4.21, and 3.4.23, to change the names for nine of the County’s Concurrency
Distric_ts from Transit Oriented Concurrency District to Transportation Concurrency
Management Areas and redefined the Community Design Concurrency District as a Multimodal

" Transportation District.
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12.  Policy 3.4.2 states: “The concurrency management system shall establish the |
following transportation level of service (LOS) standards: |

Within Transportation Concurrency Management Areas, the transportation LOS
standards, for the purpose of issuing development orders and permits, are to
achieve and maintain the following by FY 2013:

(a) Northeast Disttict — Implement Phase 3A of the Advanced Transportation
Management System (ATMS) within this District; install video detection devices
at signalized intersections of County roads; upgrade 150 bus stops per yeat,
countywide; maintain average age of bus fleet at 6 years or less.

(b) North Central District - Install vidco detection devices at signalized
intersections of County roads; upgrade 150 bus stops per year, countywide;
maintain average age of bus flect at 6 years or less.

(c) Central District — Implement the Advanced Transportation Management
System (ATMS) within the District; install video detection devices at signalized
intersections of County roads; upgrade 150 bus stops per year, countywide;
maintain average age of bus fleet at 6 years or less.

(d) Port/Airport District — Install video detection devices at signalized
intersections of County roads; upgrade 150 bus stops per year, countywide;
maintain average age of bus fleet at § years or less.

(¢) Eastern Core Disttict — Implement the Advanced Transportation Management
Systemn (ATMS) within the District; install video detection devices at signalized
intersections of County roads; upgrade 150 bus stops per year, countywide;
maintain average age of bus flect at 6 years or less.

(f) Sawgrass District — Install video detection devices at signalized intersections
of County roads; upgrade 150 bus stops per year, countywide; maintain average
age of bus fleet at 6 years or Jess.

(8) Southeast District — Install video detection devices at signalized intersections
of County roads; upgrade 150 bus stops per year, countywide; maintain average
* age of bus fleet at 6 years or less.

(h) South Central District — Install video detection devices at si gnalized
intersections of County roads; upgrade 150 bus stops per year, countywide;
maintain average age of bus fleet at 6 years or less.”
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13.  Policy 3.4.13, which was deleted, required the following: “Prior to the approval .
of any application for a plat, an amendment to the restrictive note on the pPlat, or the placcment of
a restrictive note on the plat, for property within a Transit Oriented Concurrency District
[tenamed Transportation Concurrency Management Area], the County Commission shall make a
finding that the appropriate District satisfies at least one of the following standards:

1. The District does not contain two parallel and adjacent arterial roadways,
both of which have a volume/capacity ratio in excess of 1.30, which ratio
is derived by comparing existing p.m. peak hour traffic volumes to LOS D
peak hour capacities (LOS E for the Eastern Core District).

2. The ridership within the District on fixed route transit setvices has
increased at least 2 percent over the previous year.”

14.  The revisions to Policies 3.4.2.1(a) through (h) insert provisions that do not
qualify as areawide level of service standards for Transportation Concurrency Management
Areas. The level of service standards in Policies 3.4.2.1(a) through (h) do not meet the definition
of level of service as set forth in Rule 97-5.003(62), F.A.C.: “Level of Service means an
indicator of the extent or degree of service provided by, or proposed to be provided by, a facility.
Level of setvice shall indicate the capacity per unit of demand for each public facility.” Policies
3.4.1(a) through (h), do not “establish meaningful and predictable standards for the use and
development of land and provide meaningful guidelines for the content of more detailed land
development and use regulations” as required by Rule 9J-5.005(6), F.A.C. In addition, the
proposed standards, in conjunction with the removal of Policy 3.4.13, are inconsistent with Rule
93-5.0055(5)(b), F.A.C., which states: “The areawide level ~ot‘ service standards and associated |
maximum sefvice volumes must be established as policies in the comprehensive plan.”

15. With:aut meaningful and predictable level of service standards the county cannot

implement the proportionate share provisions of Policy 3.4.23.

5
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16. The areawide level of service standards established in Policy 3.4.2 (Advanced
Transportation Management System; video detection devices at signalized intersections; upgrade
150 bus stops per year; and maintain average age of the bus fleet at 6 years or less) are not
supported by data and analysis that meet the requirements of Rule 91—5.0055(5)(a)4 and 5,
F.AC. Rule 975-5.0055(5)(a), F.A.C., states that “Designation of each transportation
concurrency management arca and establishment of areawide level of service standards within
such areas must be supported by data and analysis in the local government comprehensive plan

- support document which:

4. Demonstrate the basis for establishing the areawide level of service
standards and determine existing and projected transportation service and
facility requirements that will support the established areawide level of
service standard.

5. Demonstrate that the cstablished areawide Icvel of service and other
transportation services and programs will support infill development or
redevelopment.”

17. The County’s Transportation Concurrency Management Area policies do not
include 2 plan to mitigate impacts to Strategic Intermodal System facilities, Strategic Intermodal
System connector facilities, and Transportation Regional Incentive Program facilities.

§ 163.3180(7), Florida Statutes., requires:

Prior to the designation of a concurrency management area, the Department

of Transportation shall be consulted by the local government to assess the -
impact that the proposed concurrency management area is expected to have

on the adopted level-of- service standards established for Strategic Intermodal
System facilities, as defined in 5. 339.64, and roadway facilities funded in
accordance with s. 339.2819. Further, the local government shall, in cooperation
with the Department of Transportation, develop a plan to mitigate any impacts to
the Strategic Intermodal System, including, if appropriate, the development of a
long-term concurrency management system pursuant to subsection (9) and

¢. 163.3177(3)(d).”
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18. The County has not adopted a “capital improvement planning program for each
concurrency management area to maintain the established areawide level of service standard” as

required by Rule. 9J-5.0055(5)(c), F.A.C., and § 163.3177(3)(a)5, Florida Statutes.

INCONSISTENCY WITH CHAPTER 163. PART II. 7.5,
" THE GROWTH MANAGEMENT ACT

19.  The Plan Amendment js inconsistent with §§ 163.31 77(3) and 163.3180(7),

F iorida Statutes,

INCONSISTENCY WITH RULE 91.5, £ A.C.

20.  The Plan Amendment is inconsistent with Rules 9)-5.003(62), 91-5.005(6), 9J-
5.0055(5), 91-5.019(3)(a) through (j), 97-5.019(4)(b)1 through 4, 9J-5.019(4)(c) through 3, 9J-

3.019(4)(c)5 through 7, and 93-5.019(4)(c)9 through 13, F.A.C,

INCONSISTENCY WITH CHAPTER 187, £.5
THE STATE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN

2].  The Comprehensive Plan amendment is inconsistent with § 187.201, Florida
Statutes as a whole, specifically including Urban and Downtown Revitalization (16) Goal (2) and
Policies (b) 6, 9, 11, and 12; Public Facilities ( 17) Goal (a) and Policies (b) 1,2, 3, 4, 5,6, 7, and
9; Transpottation (19) Goal (a) and Policies (b) 2, 3,4, 7, 8, 9, 10,1 1,13, and 15; and Plan

Implementation (25) Policy (b)7.
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INCONSISTENCY WITH THE STRATEGIC REGIONAL

POLICY PLAN FOR SOUTH FLORIDA

The comprehensive plan amendment is inconsistent with the Strategic Regional

Policy Plan for South Florida as a whole, specifically including Goal 4 and Policies 4.2, 4.3, and

4.5; Goal 8 and Policies 8.1 and 8.4; Goal 20 and Policy 20.6; and Goal 2] and Policies 21 .6,

21.7,21.8,219, and 21,14,

23.

RELIEF SOUGHT BY PETIONER

WHEREFORE, the Department respectfully requests;

(®)

(b)

©

(d)

(c)

®

that an Administrative Law Judge be assigned to this matter and assume
Jurisdiction pursuant to §163.32465(6), Florida Statutes;

that a formal hearing be conducted pursuant to §§ 120.569, 120.57, and

163.32465, Florida Statutes;

that the Administrative Law Judge issue a Recommended Order finding
the comprehensive plan amendment adopted by Broward County
Ordinance Number 2008-33, not “in compliance” for the reasons stated
above, and refer the matter to the Administrative Commission;

- that the Administration Commission enter an order finding the
comprehensive plan amendment adopted by Broward County Ordinance
Number 2008-33 not “in compliance” and require the County to rescind
the ordinance or to revise it to bring it into compliance;

that the Administration Commission specify those sanctions which may be
imposed as a result of the finding of not “in compliance” if the County

fails to undertake appropriate remedial actions;

that such other relief consistent with this Petition be
and just.

graﬁted as may be fair
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Respectfully submitted this 31* day of July 2008, at Tallahassee, Florida.

"LElaE

Samuel Dean Bunton

Assistant General Counsel
Division of Community Planning
Flotida Bar Number 0879207
Department of Community Affairs
2555 Shumard Oak Boulevard
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-2100
(850) 488-0410 Phone
(850) 922-2679 Fax

CERTIFICATE QF SERVICE

ITHEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing was furnished to each

of the persons listed below by E-Mail attachment and U.S. Mail on this 31* day of July, 2008.

Samuel Dean Bunton

The Honorable Lois Wexler

Mayor, Broward County Board of Commissioners
115 South Andrew Avenue, Room 421

Ft. Landerdale, Florida 33301

Phone (954) 357-7005

Iwexler@broward.org

Jeffrey 1. Newton, County Attorey
Office of the County Attorney

115 South Andrews Avenue

Suite 423

Ft. Lauderdale, Florida 33301
Phone (954) 357-7600
inewton@broward.org




EXHIBIT B
PROPOSED TRANSPORTATION ELEMENT REVISIONS

On June 24, 2008, Broward County adopted Ordinance Number 2008-33. The
Ordinance adopted several revisions to the Transportation Element in the Broward
County Comprehensive Plan. In response to the Department of Community Affairs’
petition challenging this comprehensive plan amendment, Broward County, the Florida
Department of Transportation, and the Florida Department of Community Affairs
coordinated in the preparation of the following remedial actions to be adopted by the

County.

TRANSPORTATION LAND USE COORDINATION - CONCURRENCY

Objective 3.4. Broward County, in coordination with the Broward County Planning
Council and the municipalities, shall continue to maintain and, where feasible, improve
the functional relationship between the transportation system and applicable future land
use maps to ensure that transportation modes and services meet the transportation
needs of existing and future population densities, housing and employment patterns,

and land uses.

Policy 3.4.1 Broward County shall be divided into Concurrency DiStricts, as
illustrated in Map 3-13 of the Support Documents for this Element. In addition

Maps 3- _through 3- _ depict arterials subject to the maximum service volume
levels in Policy 3.4.2, and the multiple, viable alternative travel paths or modes

for common trips. [Note: Map numbers to be inserted by Broward County
and maps to be prepared by the County prior to adoption.] Each District shall

be one of the following types:

1. A i j istriet Transportation Concurrency
Management Area shall be a compact geographic area with an existing
network of roads where multiple, viable alternative travel paths or modes are
available for common trips. An areawide level of service standard shall be
established for.each such District, for the purpose of issuing development

orders and permits, based on the-quality-of-transit-services how mobility will

be accomplished within the District.
A Gommunity—Design—Ceneurrensy Multi-Modal Transportation District

shall be an area for which the local comprehensive plan assigns secondary
priority to vehicle mobility and primary priority to assuring a safe, comfortable
and attractive pedestrian environment, with convenient interconnection to
transit. Such a District shall incorporate community design features that will
reduce the number of automobile trips or vehicle miles of travel and will
support an integrated, multimodal transportation system. ‘

(i

Broward County 1 Comprehensive Plan



EXHIBIT B
PROPOSED TRANSPORTATION ELEMENT REVISIONS

3. A

Standard Concurrency District shall be an area where roadway

improvements are anticipated to be the dominant form of transportation
enhancement. A roadway level of service standard shall be established for
each such District, based on the peak-hour standard volumes contained in
the Florida Department of Transportation Leve! of Service Manual.

4. Roadway facilities forming the boundary of a Concurrency District are part of

that District.

e ————————

Policy 3.4.2 The concurrency management system shall establish the following
transportation level of service (LOS) standards:

1.

Within #ansit-enented—eenetmeney—dm;ets Transportation Concurrency

Management Areas, the transportation LOS standards, for the purpose of
issuing development orders and permits, are to achieve and maintain the

following by FY 2008 2013:

a ) -

(i)@overall- RGFEase—hAHMBer—oF-buUs Op—SneRers—by—su—percent,
Increase number of bus stop shelters by 25 percent from FY 2009 to FY
2013. Maintain-the-maximum-service-volumes-on-arerial roadwave withir
—District; i A : Traffic volumes on arterial roadways in
each District shall remain less than the maximum service volumes as
displayed below. These volumes do not apply to Strategic Intermodal

System (SIS) and Transportation Regional Incentive Program-funded
roadway facilities and_cannot be used in a manner that would result in
interference with mainline operations on SIS roadway .corridors. The
County and FDOT will work together during 2009 to revise downward the

volumes in this table.

Peak Hour Two Way Maximum Service Volumes*

Eastern Core District | All Other Districts

Two-lane arterials ' 2,485 2,555
Four-lane arterials 5,267 5,442
Six-lane arterials . 7,910 8,190
" Eight-lane arterials 10,342 10,605

Broward County
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*The Maximum Service Volumes are calculated from “Generalized Peak Hour
Two-Way Volumes for Florida’s Urbanized Areas”, published by the Florida
Department of Transportation, as 75% above the volumes for Class IV State
Two-Way Arterials, for Level of Service E, for the Eastern Core District; and as
75% above the volumes for Class |l State Two-Way Arterials, for Level of Service

D, for all other Districts.

astabliech—a aAae one—additiona cobmunib LIS oute Malntaln
headways of 30 minutes or less on 90% of routes. Establish and maintain
service at one or more neighborhood transit centers. Reduce traffic signal
communication failures by 50% by FY 2013. Increase peak-hour weekday

fixed-route transit ridership by 17 percent from FY 2009 to FY 2013.
North Central District -Achieve-headways-of-30-minutes-orless-on

a - ) a -

S

._Establish and maintain héadwa s of 30
minutes or less on 90% of routes. Maintain service at one or more
neighborhood transit centers. Increase peak-hour weekday fixed-route

transit ridership by 23 percent from FY 2009 to FY 2013. Maintain the

| current number of community bus routes (13) through 2013.

i 0,

(eHd)

Maintain headways of 30
minutes or less on 80% of routes. Establish and maintain service at one
or more neighborhood transit centers. Reduce _traffic signal

communication failures by 50% by FY 2013. Increase peak-hour weekday
fixed-route transit ridership by 19 percent from FY 2009 to FY 2013.

Maintain the current number of community bus routes (24) through 2013.

(&) (e) Port/Airport District - Establish—at—least—one—additienal

community—bus—route. Increase peak-hour weekday fixed-route transit
ridership by 20 percent from FY 2009 to FY 2013. Continue to pursue the

ongoing Project Development and Environment study to define

Central District - Achieve-headways-of-30-minutes-or-less-on-80%

Broward County
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alternatives that facilitate direct movement of people and goods between

‘-—_———__.————-LL.Q_-__.
Port Everglades and Fort Lauderdale Hollywood International Airport. This
study also includes an intermodal center to facilitate this connectivity along

with connections to local and regional transit services, including county
transit routes, Tri-Rail and potential passenger transit services on the

Florida East Coast rail corridor. Implementation of these improvements
would serve to ensure efficient operations within the port and airport while
addressing traffic congestion on Strategic Intermodal System facilities and
other roadways. The results of this study will be incorporated into the -

Master Plans for the Port and the Airport by FY 2013. Funding for_this

project has not yet been identified. Also continue to pursue, as a potential

condition of proposed amendments to the Northport DRI, a by-pass
roadway for Port Everglades, that would provide a_connection between
US. 1 and S.E. 17" Street. Notwithstanding the above, County has no
affirmative obligation to fund or construct this bypass roadway.

te)(f) Eastern Core District- Achieve-headways-of-30-minutes-or-less
O+ ?!: DttE s -"‘ Betd o - "‘.:-- BOYS—OH—44-/—6

Maintain_headways of 30
minutes or less on 90% of routes, maintain headways of 20 minutes or
less on 40% of routes. Establish and maintain service at one or more

neighborhood transit centers. Reduce traffic signal communication
failures by 50% by FY 2013. Increase peak-hour weekday fixed-route

transit ridership by 19 percent from FY 2009 to FY 2013.
() (@) Sawgrass District - Achieve-headways-of-15-minutes—orless-on
50%—¢ :.:-:--:-- 3

Maintain headways of 15
minutes or less on 50% of routes.. Establish and maintain service at one
or more neighborhood transit centers. Increase peak-hour weekday fixed-
route transit ridership by 22 percent from FY 2009 to FY 2013.

(g (h) Southeast District - Achieve-headways—of-30-minutes-orless—on
B0%—o :-:-:--:.- 3

26 aBHEN-at1east-oRe-aaaitiona-commuhnity-busroute. Maintain headwa!s
of 30 minutes or less on 80% of routes. Establish and maintain service at
one or more neighborhood transit centers. Increase peak-hour weekda
fixed-route transit ridership by 24 percent from FY 2009 to FY 2013,

(i) South Central District - Achieve-headways-of-30-minutes-orless-on
BO%-¢ :-:-:.-:.-.

Broward County
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coverage-area-to48-percent Maintain headways of 30 mlndtes or less on
80% of routes. Establish and maintain service at two or more
neighborhood_transit centers. Increase peak-hour weekday fixed-route

transit ridership by 22 percent from FY 2009 to FY 2013. Maintain ain_the
current number of community bus routes (10) through 2013.

2. Within standard concurrency districts, the transportation LOS standards,

excluding Strategic Intermodal System and Transportation Reglona

Incentive Pro%-funded roadway facmtles, for the purpose of issuing
development orders and permits are:

(@  Northwest District - the generalized two-way peak-hour LOS “D”

standard volumes depicted on Table F-4-Level-of-Service-Manual

-4, Quality/Level of Service Handbook, Florida Department of
Transportatlon (2002).

(b)  Southwest District - the generalized two-way peak-hour LOS “D”
standard volumes depicted on Table F-1-Level-of-Service-Manual

-4, Quality/Level of Service Handbook, Florida Department of
Transportatlon (2002) wnth—the—fe"emng—exeepﬂene-

3. Countywide, the level of service standards for roadways on the SIS, including

connectors, and_roadway facilities funded in accordance with Section
339.2819 FS, the Transportation Regional Incentive Program (TRIP), shall be

as set forth in Rule 14-94, FAC, summarized below. These standards shall
apply for the purpose of issuing development orders and permits.
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l

SIS Facilities

—

Roadway Roadway Segment é—'Z‘:da,d*
SIS Corridors
Florida Miami-Dade County line to Palm Beach County line
Turnpike & D
Homestead =
Extension
Interstate 95 Miami-Dade County line to Palm Beach County line E
Interstate 595 | Interstate 75 to US 1 D
% Interstate 75 to east of I-95 ramps via SW 10 Street(State Road 869) D
—H

Interstate 75 Miami-Dade County line to west of US-27 D
Interstate 75 West of US-27 to Collier Coung line B
Us27 Miami-Dade County line to Interstate 75 D
Us 27 Interstate 75 to Palm Beach County line B _
SIS Connectors A '

Port Everglades

o [-595 east straight into entrance (Eller Drive)

o I-95 to SR 84 to Spangler Boulevard to entrance

Fort Lauderdale — Hollywood International Airport

o SIS corridor (I-595/US-1 interchange) directly to entrance

o 1-95 to SR 84/SW 24th Street to SW 4th Avenie to Perimeter Road to

air cargo entrance

FEC Intermodal Terminal

® I-95 to SR 84 to Andrews Avenue to entrance

Ft. Lauderdale Greyhound Bus Terminal D

® [-95 to Broward Boulevard to NE 3rd Avenue to 3rd Street to

entrance

Deerfield Beach Amtrak/Tri-Rail Station

o [-95 to Hillsboro Boulevard to entrance

Ft. Lauderdale Amtrak/Tri-Rail Station

o SIS corridor (I-95 ramps) directly to entrance

Hollywood Amtrak/Tri-Rail Station

o [-95 to Hollywood Boulevard to entrance
Broward County 6 Comprehensive Plan
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Cypress Creek Tri-Rail Station
® I-95 to Cypress Road to Andrews Avenue to entrance

Ft. Lauderdale-Hollywood International A irport Tri-Rail Station

o 1-95 to Griffin Road to Ravenswood Road to Gulf Stream Way to
entrance

Pompano Beach Tri-Rail Station
o [-95 to SR 834 (Sample Road) to 8th Avenue to entrance

Sheridan Street Tri-Rail Station
o [-95 to N 29th Avenue to entrance

Roadway Segment S_tan dard**

Palm Avenue from Stirling Road to Griffin Road
®  Palm 4venue from Orange Drive to Sheridan Street

State Road 7 from North of Hallandale Beach Boulevard to North o
Fillmore Street
o State Road 7/U.S. 441 from NE/NW 215th Street (Miami-Dade

County) to Johnson Street

State Road 7/U.S. 441 from South of Miami-Dade County Line to North
of Hallandale Beach Boulevard

o State Road 7/U.S. 441 from NE/NW 215th Street (Miami-Dade

County) to Sheridan Street

Griffin Road from SW 172nd Avenue to SW 188th Avenue

o  Griffin Road from SW 188th Avenue to Weston Road/Dykes

Road

)

* _The level of sdrvice letter designations are defined in FDOT's 2002 Ouali ¥Level of Senvice
Handbook unless|an alternate (as refined through identified mobility strategies standard is|agreed to in

writing by FDQO]|

** Broward Cou, tv should coordmate with FDOT on the setting of the level of service stan
facilities that rec

is programmed far implementation; however, an alternate standard may be adopted in TCMAs i

to in writing by RDOT.
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Policy 3.4.3. The transportation LOS standards for the purpose of long range
transportation planning, are shall be:

1.

taeg i ntrmodl Syte
(SIS) Facilities and Transportation Regional Incentive Program-funded
Facilities, the LOS standards as identified in Policy 3.4.2.3.

ﬂ“ﬂﬂ%A qg§

> (g

For fasiliios-net-within-the-SIS/RHiS—the--0S-standard-chal-be roadways
not on the SIS (including connectors), and not funded in accordance with

Section 339.2819 F.S. (TRIP), the generalized two-way peak-hour LOS
“E” standard volumes depicted on Table F~+-Level-of-Service-Manual 4-4,

Quality/Level of Service Handbook, Florida Department of Transportation,

(2002) within the Eastern_Core District, and the generalized two-way peak-
hour LOS “D” standard volumes_depicted on Table F-4-Level-of-Service

Manual 4-4, Quality/Level of Service Handbook, Florida Department of

Transportation, (2002) within all other Districts.

Policy 3.4.13. Prior to the approval of any application for a plat, an amendment
to the restrictive note on the plat, or the placement of a restrictive note on the
plat, for property within a O istriet Transportation
Concurrency Management Area, the County Commission shall make a finding

that the appropriate District satisfies at least one of the following standards:

1. The District does not contain two parallel and adjacent arterial roadways,
both of which have a volume/capacity ratio in excess of 1.30, which ratio is
derived by comparing existing p.m. peak hour traffic volumes to LOS D
peak hour capacities (LOS E for the Eastern Core District).
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2. The ridership within the District on fixed route transit services has
increased at least 2 1/2 percent over the previous year.

Policy 3.4.23. An application for a Development of Regional Impact, as
governed by Chapter 380.06, Florida Statutes, shall satisfy the regional
transportation concurrency requirements of Broward County if the DRI
Development Order complies with the following:

_8 A development of regional impact may satisfy the transportation

concurrency requirements of the County’s comprehensive plan and its
concurrency management system, and of s. 380.06, F.S. by payment of a |

proportionate-share contribution for local and regionally significant traffic
impacts, if the provisions of Section 163.3180 (12). F.S. are me_ig,i"jﬁ~ ,

Policy 3.4.24. Broward County shall encourage the provision of pedestrian and
bicycle infrastructure linking neighborhoods to the transit system.

Policy 3.4.25. By December 2011, the Planning and Redevelopment Division
shall coordinate with municipalities on establishment of bicycle and pedestrian

level of service standards to be used for concurrency and short/ long range

planning purposes, in order to implement Policy 3.4.29.
Policy 3.4.26. By December 2011, Broward County shall establish a

methodology to establish level of service standards for pedestrian and bicycle

infrastructure. The methodology shall include a demand analysis for high

frequency destinations or_routes and include different standards for different

roadway typologies. Separate standards may be defined for each concurrency
district in order to implement Policy 3.4.29.

Policy 3.4.27. By December 2011, Broward County shall consult with the
existing bicycle and pedestrian advisory committee for input on the prioritization

of projects. -

- Policy 3.4.28. By June 2012, Broward County shall identify projects needed to
achieve the identified pedestrian and bicycle level of service standards and

define a prioritization strateqy to rank projects within each concurrency district.
The strategy shall include mechanisms for municipal coordination. Coordination

with transit infrastructure improvement projects shall be preferred to provide a
cohesive and comprehensive mobility strategy in selected corridors or areas.
— = ,

Broward County

Comprehensive Plan



EXHIBIT B
PROPOSED TRANSPORTATION ELEMENT REVISIONS

Emphasis will be placed on Transit/Housing Oriented Redevelopment (THOR)
corridors_or other corridors with planned premium transit (FEC and CSX

corridors).

Policy 3.4.29. By December 2012, Broward County shall identify a fundin

strategy to implement projects identified to meet the pedestrian and bicycle level
of service standards. The funding strateqy may _include concurrency or mobility
. g prog g pal participation, support from

fees, a_matching program to encourage municipal
outside agencies such as the MPO or FDOT, developer contributions, or other

options.
Policy 3.4.30. By December 2012, Broward County shall adopt short-term

bicycle and pedestrian level of service standards to be included in the
concurrency management system and long-term transit, bicycle and pedestrian -

standards to be evaluated similar to the long-term standards for roadways.

Policy 3.4.31. By December 2013, and each year thereafter, Broward County

shall include a status of the County's progress at achieving or maintaining

pedestrian and bicycle level of service standards as part of the annual Cabpital
p y project reprioritizations or changes in

Improvements Element amendment. An

funding status shall be identified in the annual update.
Policy 3.4.32. In conjunction with the annual update of its Capital Improvements
\ ty shall report on the status of the transportation system in

Element, the Coun
relation to the LOS standards adopted in Policies 3.4.2 and 3.4.3. and identi

any remedial actions needed and how and when they will be implemented. The
County will coordinate with the Florida Department of Transportation on this

reporting function.

COORDINATE TRANSPORTATION PLANS AND PROGRAMS

Objective 3.5. Broward County shall coordinate its transportation system with the plans
and programs of any applicable Metropolitan Planning Organization, transportation
authority, Florida Transportation Plan, Florida Department of Transportation’s Adopted
Work Program, and the Strategic Intermodal System (SIS).
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- Policy 3.5.9 - Broward County will work with the Florida Department of

Transportation (FDOT), municipalities and other partners to ensure timely

completion of the following initiatives focused on identifying and addressin
impacts to the Strategic Intermodal System (SIS) and roadway facilities funded

under the Transportation Regional Incentive Program (TRIP) (s. 339.2819
Florida Statutes). Map 3- shows SIS and other regionally significant
transportation facilities that serve Broward and adjacent counties. Map 3-

highlights the facilities located in_Broward County. [Note: Broward County to

insert map numbers and prepare maps prior to adoption.]

1. SIS Connéctors: SIS roadway connectors serve the critical role of linking SIS

hubs with SIS corridors and hence are subject to a statewide level of service

(LOS) standard (see Policies 3.4.2 and 3.4.3). FDOT has completed a study for
each SIS roadway connector in Broward County. These studies identify both
LOS conditions and deficiencies and potential improvements or strategies

needed to ensure access to and achieve mobility on the facilities. For SIS
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Comprehensive Plan



EXHIBIT B
PROPOSED TRANSPORTATION ELEMENT REVISIONS

roadway connectors serving transit hubs, mitigation in the form of improved

transit access and mobility or transit-oriented development proximate to stations

will be considered.

The studies, as best available data and analysis, will serve as the basis for

consultations among FDOT, Broward County and affected municipalities.

Specific steps and time frames to be followed are listed below:

b.

2

>

By January 2009 — FDOT will distribute the studies to Broward County and
affected municipalities.

By February 2009 — FDOT will convene meetings with Broward Coun
and affected municipalities to review study findings. Funding and
completion dates for any follow up studies needed to refine and prioritize
improvements or strategies identified in the studies for failing SIS roadway
connectors will be addressed at these meetings.

By April 2009 — FDOT, Broward County and affected municipalities will

- FDOT, Broward County and affected municipalities will
agree upon a coordination process for identifying and addressing impacts
to SIS roadway connectors from proposed sub-DRI level developments.
For each connector, the agreed-upon process shall specify:

o The proximity of a proposed development to the connector which will
result in FDOT involvement in the development review process (within
at least one mile); and

o The impact threshold of a proposed development on the connector
which will trigger an FDOT review. ‘

The process will require that any proposed sub-DRI level development in

the proximity of a connector not meeting the adopted LOS standard must

have mitigation for its impacts on the facility approved by FDOT prior to

Broward County’s issuance of a_Transportation Concurrency Certificate.

Impacts to connectors from DRIs will be addressed through the DRI

process.

By September 2009 — FDOT, Broward County and affected municipalities
will agree upon mitigation measures to address each SIS connector which

does not meet the adopted LOS standard. Implementation of these
measures will be adopted as amendments in the appropriate programs of

the participating governments.  The process agreed upon under
subparagraph c. above will be implemented by the participants as soon as
possible after the programming of the mitigation measures, but no later

than December 2009.

Broward County
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e. The process and mitigation measures will be incorporated into the County
and municipal comprehensive plans in_the next available amendment

cycle.

f. _The County and affected municipalities will identify any other
comprehensive plan commitments needed to protect the function of SIS

roadway connectors. As identified, these commitments will be incorgorated
into the County and municipal comprehensive plans in the next available

amendment cycle.

2. SIS Corridors: SIS roadway corridors are critical to the movement of people and
goods within regions and across the state and hence are subject to a statewide
LOS standard (see Policies 3.4.2 and 3.4.3). FDOT will lead the following steps.
coordinating with Broward County and affected municipalities.

a. By January 2009 ~ FDOT will disseminate the best available data and

= analysis on the SIS roadway corridors with maps and tables denoting existing
and projected traffic volumes and LOS.

By April 2009 — FDOT, Broward County and affected municipalities will agree

upon_a coordination process for identifying and addressing impacts to SIS
roadway corridors from proposed sub-DRI level developments. For each

corridor, the agreed-upon process shall specify: ,
o The proximity of a proposed development to the corridor which will resuit
in FDOT involvement in the development review process (within at least

one mile); and

e The impact threshold of a proposed development on the corridor which will

trigger an FDOT review.
The process will require that any proposed sub-DRI level development in the
proximity of a_corridor not meeting the adopted LOS standard must have
mitigation for its impacts on the facility approved by FDOT prior to Broward

County’s issuance of a Transportation Concurrency Certificate. Impacts to
corridors from DRIs will be addressed through the DRI process.

c. _The process, as well as the steps to be taken to implement it, will be

incorporated ___into the County and municipal comprehensive plans in the next

available amendment cycle. Potential mitigation will be derived from plans and
studies as completed.

i
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d.

|w

planning organization (MPO) and other partners, is conducting a multi-county
study for the 1-95 corridor_and. its paralle! transit facility (Tri-Rail that will

Broward County will participate in and assist in implementing FDOT-initiated
studies addressing mobility on SIS roadway corridors, Each study will identify
and evaluate LOS issues and deficiencies and recommend actions needed
either to achieve the applicable adopted statewide LOS standard or ensure
mitigation of impacts through development and implementation of a
comprehensive mitigation plan covering the corridor and its wider context.
Examples of techniques or tools that may be considered are long-term
concurrency management systems, backlog authorities, SIS proportionate fair

share, improvements to parallel facilities (including transit), LOS variances,
congestion and _incident management,

multimodal LOS standards,
transportation demand management, and transportation system management
and operation. As a part of each study, FDOT and its partners will agree

upon a strategy or combination of strategies to be implemented for that
corridor, _including _through commitments in County and municipal

comprehensive plans.

1-95 SIS Corridor: FDOT, coordinating with county. municipal. metro olitan

identify a course of action for addressing existing and projected LOS issues

on_the corridor. The following time line applies to _this study and
implementation of study results:

a. By May 2009 — FDOT will define the ‘study area; compile FDOT, local

overnment, MPO and other policies affecting the corridor: invento

studies relating to the corridor; and identify programmed and planned
projects and other improvements identified as being needed on the

corridor.

By June 2009 — FDOT will complete an interchange analysis study for the

arterials covered by the maximum service volumes set in Polic 3.4.2.
This_study will identify interim and long-term interchange im rovements

needed to keep operations on the arterials from interfering with operations

on the mainline 1-95 corridor.

By December 2009 - FDOT, Broward County and other partners will
agree on a strategy or combination of strategies to be implemented to

address mobility on the corridor and within its wider context,_including

existing and projected LOS issues. |dentification of projects and funding

mechanisms will be part of this effort.

i

[©
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|

g

d. Commitments needed to ensure timely implementation of the agreed upon |

strategy or combination of strategies will be incorporated into the
comprehensive plans for Broward County and affected municipalities in

the next available amendment round.

Roédway Segments Improved with TRIP Funds: Roadway segments with
improvements funded with TRIP funds are subject to a statewide LOS
standard. A LOS D standard applies in the Standard Concurrency Districts.

That same LOS standard applies in the Transportation Concurrency

Management Areas unless FDOT agrees to an alternate standard.

a. By February 2009 — FDOT will convene meetings with Broward County
and affected municipalities to address LOS on TRIP-funded facilities.

b. At such time as FDOT identifies a TRIP-funded facility which is not

projected to meet the adopted LOS standard after its programmed
improvement is completed, or for which the programmed improvement has
been_completed and the adopted LOS standard is not being met, then
FDOT, Broward County, affected municipalities, and other appropriate

partners will establish and follow a schedule to conduct a mobility study for
the corridor involved and implement the study results.

Regional Coordination: Broward County will enhance its coordination with
municipalities, adjacent counties; the Broward, Palm Beach and Miami-Dade

MPOs; the South Florida Regional Transportation Authority and other
partners regarding regional level transportation issues, including the need to

ensure mobility on shared SIS and other regionally significant transportation
facilities crossing county lines.

. Transportation System Management and Operation (TSM&O0): Broward
County will meet with FDOT by February 2009 to review current TSM&O

projects and plans and agree upon an ongoing coordination process focused
on ensuring mobility on SIS and TRIP-funded facilities.
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