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Future Operating Yearly Costs
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BOCC passed MMTM on April 12, 2011
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County Transportation Mobility Districts
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County Capital Contributions

Bus Purchase:

(1998 —2011)
« STP Funds = $1,600,000 ($4,000,000 Total)

+ ARRA Funds = $880,000 (52,200,000 Total)
« County Contribution = $2,480,000 ($6,600,000)
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County Service Rate
FY12 UF Rate
* Rate = $61.00 / hour
* Farebox Revenue = $1.80
« Capital Contribution = $6.90 (CDA Funds)
* Total Rate = $69.70

FY12 County Rate

* Rate = $64.88 / hour

« Farebox Revenue

« Capital Contribution = $0.00
*Total New Rate = $70.50

8/24/2011




City of Gainesville 200 East ety Avenue

R Gainesville, Florida 32601
Text File

Introduced: 3/31/2011 File Number: 100841.

Version: 0 Status: On Consent Agenda
..Title
Next Generation Radio Project (B)

This item requests that the Gainesville City Commission and Alachua County Board of County
issil heara p ion on the Next Generation Radio Project.

..Explanation

In 1997, to overcome technological barriers to radio communications for service providers, a
county-wide two-way radio system project was authorized which would replace UHF and VHF
communication systems with an 800 MHz trunked radio system (TRS). The TRS allowed, for
the first time, interoperable communications between multiple agencies across multiple
jurisdictions in Alachua County. The system was implemented in 1999 and is still in use by
public safety subscribers, including the Gainesville Police Department, Gainesville Fire Rescue,
Alachua County Sheriff's Office, Alachua County Department of Public Safety, University of
Florida Police Department, and the Waldo Police Department. Additional subscribers include,
but are not limited to, City of Gainesville Public Works and Regional Transit operations, the
Gainesville-Alachua County Regional Airport Authority, Alachua County Public Works, and
Gainesville Regional Utilities.

Twelve years later, many components of the system are reaching the end of their useful lives.
Additionally, an interoperability program known as Project 25 (P25) has been developed and is
being implemented by radio users not only nationwide, but throughout the world. The current
TRS is not compliant with P25 standards and would not support interoperability on a large scale
if responders within Alachua County needed to communicate outside of the system during
mutual aid events. A radio system that supports interoperability is a mission-critical need for not
only public safety, but for responders who support operations and restoration functions related to
catastrophic events which often impact multiple jurisdictions.

On December 2, 2010, the first meeting of an inter-agency Next Generation Radio Project
Committee was held to begin development of a migration plan for the current radio system to a
system that will meet future needs and standards. The committee chair, Gainesville Fire Chief
Gene Prince, presented an overview of the committee's concerns to the Combined

C ications Center's Administration Board on February 28, 2011. The Administrative
Board agreed that the issue should be presented to both the City of Gainesville and Alachua
County Commissions to ensure their awareness of this impending need including the critical
elements of the projected timeline, the history of the current system, and the multiple options
that may need to be considered in directing the coordination and funding of an implementation
plan.

City of Gainesville Page | Printed on 3/23/2011



..Fiscal Note
The fiscal impact for upgrade or replacement of the existing radio system has not been
determined.

..Recommendation
The Commissions hear a presentation on the Next Generation Radio Project and direct the City
Manager and County Manager to proceed with development of a migration plan.

Alternative R dation A: The C: issions not hear the pr ion
pi

City of Gainesville Page 2 Printed on 3/23/2011
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QUARTERLY SPECIAL MEETING

August 29, 2011

CALL TO ORDER

WELCOME

INTRODUCTION: LEE PINKOSON, CHAIR ALACHUA COUNTY COMMISSION

CRAIG LOWE, MAYOR CITY OF GAINESVILLE

ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA

1. RTS

2. Radio System at Joint Communication Center

COMMISSION GENERAL COMMENTS AND INFORMAL DISCUSSION

CITIZEN COMMENTS

ADJOURN



ALACHUA COUNTY
DEPARTMENT OF GROWTH MANAGEMENT

10 S.W. 2" Avenue - Third Floor - Gainesville, Florida 32601-6294
Tel: (352) 374-5249 - Fax: (352) 338-3224

Suncom: 651-5249

Home Page: http://growth-management.alachua.fl.us/

Alachua Cc

Florida

Steve Lachnicht, AICP August 25™, 2011
Director
Growth Management MEMORANDUM
Richard Wolf s
Assistant Director TO: Alachua County Board of County Commissioners

Growth Management

John Freeland 1
Building Official FROM: Jefffey L. Hays .
Senior Transportation Planner
Benny Beckham

Zoning Administrator CeE: Randall H. Reid
M:

Ken Zeichner, AICP County Manager

Principal Planner o

Comprehensive Planning CC: David Wagner
County Attorney
Tom Webster
Housing Programs €e: Rick Drummond, AICP
Manager

Assistant County Manager

Jonathan B. Paul, AICP X )

Concurrency & Impact SUBJECT:  County Proposed Regional Transit System (RTS) Rate Methodologies
Fee Manager

On May 5" 2011 The Gainesvill City C ission app! anew RTS rate formula for
public transit service provided to the unincorporated area. The new rate structure for the
County includes capital depreciation costs in the rate formula that have not been a part of the
previous agreements between the City and County for public transit service. Additionally,
the rates provided to both Santa Fe College and the University of Florida for the upcoming
fiscal year ($61.00/hour) do not include this depreciation charge. In previous years, the
County has been charged the same hourly rate for service that has been offered to the
University of Florida. The rate being offered to the County for the upcoming agreement is
$64.88/hour which in combination with an increase due to the reallocation of service hours in
the unincorporated area equates to a $268,892 or a 33% increase over the previous fiscal year.
The recalculated hours do appear to be accurate.

There is a general equity question raised by this decision which undermines the cooperative
nature with which the City, the County, the University of Florida and now Santa Fe College
have been approaching the community-wide provision of public transit service. Over the last
decade each of these entities has been working together in a cooperative manner to enable
public transit to accommodate an increasing share of the community’s mobility needs.



RTS Rate Calculations

County Staff sees several issues with adding this additional depreciation cost to the County’s rate formula at this time.

1.

The depreciation cost is not being added to the other large institutional funders of the system, namely, the University
of Florida and Santa Fe College. No rationale has been offered by the City for this disparity.

The City has not agreed to segregate the funds paid for capital depreciation into a separate account to pay for actual
capital repl. e buses and equi ). As it currently stands this funding would be in the

general operating account of RTS.

The City is not offering the County any credit for State and Federal funds that have come to RTS via the
Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization (MTPO) for vehicle replacement. At issue is the fact RTS
receives funding for capital assets from both the State and Federal governments based on the entire population of its
service area which corresponds to the MTPO boundary. A ly 40% of the p ion within the MTPO are
unincorporated County residents and the County should recelve a prorated share of thls funding. Over the previous
12 years, those funds have equated to $2,480,000, an annualized amount of $206,667. This federal and state funding
is not available to RTS without an affirmative vote of the County Commission sitting in its role on the MTPO Board.

County Staff have developed three different options that the County Commission could consider as these discussions
continue with the City Commission. County Staff consider each of these to cover the full and true cost of transit
service in a manner that would provide equity to all parties.

1. Have the City remove the depreciation expense from the equation as was the practice in preceding years. The
rate calculation for that action would be as seen below. At this rate, the annual cost to the County would be
$932,634, or an increase of $125,181.

County Staff Methodology 1
Descrij Total Annual Hours Rate
Total Expenses $ 20,670,805 272412|$ 75.88
Total Outside City Allocation $ 1,465,155 272,412 | $ (5.38)
$ 19,205,650 272,412| $ 70.50
Farebox Revenue and hours Outside City Limits | $ 237,323 42,251|$ gs.szﬂ
Deduct Depreciation $ 2,358,988 272,412 | $  (8.66)
$ 56.22
NewFY 2012 Fee =| § 56.22

2. Include the depreciation expense as proposed but segregate the funds from general operating and provide the
County a prorated credit for vehicle replacement funding RTS receives via the MTPO. A sample of this rate
calculation for that option showing the federal and state contributions over the last 12 years can be seen
below. At this rate, the annual cost to the County would be $995,175, or an increase of $187,722.

Page 2 of 3



RTS Rate Calculations

County Staff Meth gy 2

Description Total Annual Hours Rate
$ 20,670,805 272412 $ 75.88
$ 1,465,155 272412 $ (5.38
$ 19,205,650 272,412 $ 70.50
$
$

Total Expenses

Total Outside City Allocation

Farebox Revenue and hours Outside City limits

County Capital contributions through MTPO

237323|  a2251|s (562
206,667 42,251|$ (4.89)

NewFY 2012 Fee =| §

3. Continue to pay the rate that is being charged to both the University of Florida and Santa Fe College. That
rate is $61.00/hour for the upcoming fiscal year. At this rate, the annual cost to the County would be
$1,011,930, or an increase of $204,477.

Continued cooperation between the City and County for public transit service on a regional basis is paramount to the
integrity of the County’s Comprehensive Plan. RTS is currently the transit provider for the entire urban area. There
is significant funding that comes to RTS from unincorporated residents. The County’s long term mobility plan is to
increase funding of the system. The County has adopted numerous policies in order to incentivize Transit Oriented
Development (TOD). These TODs will be a positive asset for City and County transit users as well as reducing the
per capita vehicle miles travelled on area roadways. The County has required these TODs to construct dedicated
transit lanes and fund certain levels of transit service which will enhance the entire RTS system. In addition, the
County is exploring using a portion of the tax i from these devel to fund enh q from
the western portion of the county to the eastern portion through the City of Gainesville as well as to fund a portion of
the new RTS maintenance facility. County staff has suggested to RTS that the County’s funding, in addition to the
private sector funding of rapid transit service and dedicated transit lanes could be used as the required local match in
a federal grant application for the City’s top priority Bus Rapid Transit route.

Additionally, the County has supported the use of Federal 5311 grant funds by RTS. RTS has used this funding
to start a new route from the Oaks Mall to Santa Fe College. These funds are allocated for use in the
unincorporated area and could not be used by RTS without the support of the County. The funds that the County
pays to RTS for service outside the city limits are used for the required 50% match needed for the match grant
associated with this program. The County has historically provided support to RTS for any grant applications,
including the grant that RTS recently received for the first phase of the maintenance facility.

The City and County are partners in the provision of transit service throughout the community through both the

County’s contracting of RTS services for unincorporated residents and through the role each partner plays in the
MTPO.

Page 3 of 3



Alachua County
Attorney’s Office

RECENED Dave Wagner, County Attorney
AUG 2 9 2011
BOCC OFFICE
MEMORANDUM
To: Chairman Pinkoson, Commissioners Byerly, Baird, Delaney and Long
From: David W. Wagner%\A
A\
County Attorney
Date: August 29, 2011
Subject: Chapter 212.055(1) CHARTER COUNTY AND REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION
SYSTEM SURTAX

Attached is the Board’s request for a copy of subsection 212.055(1), Florida Statutes, pertaining to
the Charter County and Regional Transit System surtax.

DW/om

P.0.Box 2877 w Gainesville, Florida 32602 w Tel. (352) 374-5218 w Fax (352) 3745216 =
= Home Page:

An Eaqual Opportunitv Emplover M EV. D




interlocal agreements for distribution of proceeds to one or more municipalities in the =
county shall revise such interlocal agreements no less than every 5 years in order to include

any municipalities that have been created since the prior interlocal agreements were

executed.

(e) As used in this subsection, the term “on-demand transportation services” means
transportation provided between flexible points of origin and destination selected by
individual users with such service being provided at a time that is agreed upon by the user
and the provider of the service and that is not fixed-schedule or fixed-route in nature.
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Dear Farmers Market Participants:
e

We, the following undersigned, are voicing are full civic support of the Farmers Market EBT program as implemented by Florida  yqy
Organic Growers. We have been the beneficiaries of this vital county program, its supporters and the tax payers that fund it and A
wish for the Alachua County Board of Commissioners o know how successful and integral this has been o our continued \

and these very trying times. Not only has this program been nutritionally and i
educationaly beneficialto us, our families and/r our community, but this program has funded our ability to eat local, healthy ™\
fresh fish, meat, poultry, cheese, vegetables and fruits. The regular maintenance and staffing of this program allows for us to —~
use our SNAP benefits (formerly known as food stamps) at a market that keeps the money within our local community. It gives
money to farmers for farming sustainably and allows us to receive fresh, local, organic foods. Additionally, the double doliar
coupon assistance program really boosts our purchases, allowing for us to take care of ourselves, our families and our
community members.
We strongly urge the Alachua County Board of County Commissioners to reconsider funding the EBT Farmers Market Booth
program. It has been wildly successful in comparison to much longer running EBT Farmers Markets Booth programs, it has
provided for food assistance where we most need it (in getting quality nutrition) and it has spurred local economic markets by
allowing farmers to access a priorly untapped market.
Thank you for your consideration of our request,
The Gainesville Community,

NAME SIGNATURE date Place of residence
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Dear Farmers Market Participants:

We, the following undersigned, are voicing are full civic support of the Farmers Market EBT program as implemented by Florida
Organic Growers. We have been the beneficiaries of this vital county program, its supporters and the tax payers that fund it and
wish for the Alachua County Board of Commissioners to know how successful and integral this has been to our continued

and these very trying times. Not only has this program been nutritionally and
educationally beneficial to s, our families and/or our community, but this program has funded our ability to eat local, healthy
fresh fish, meat, poultry, cheese, vegetables and fruits. The regular maintenance and staffing of this program allows for us to
use our SNAP benefits (formerly known as food stamps) at a market that keeps the money within our local community. It gives
money to farmers for farming sustainably and allows us to receive fresh, local, organic foods. Additionally, the double dollar
coupon assistance program really boosts our purchases, allowing for us to take care of ourselves, our families and our
community members.

We strongly urge the Alachua County Board of County Commissioners to reconsider funding the EBT Farmers Market Booth
program. It has been wildly successful in comparison to much longer running EBT Farmers Markets Booth programs, it has
provided for food assistance where we most need it (in getting quality nutrition) and it has spurred local economic markets by
allowing farmers to access a priorly untapped market.

Thank you for your consideration of our request,

The Gainesville Community,

NAME SIGNATURE date Place of residence
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Dear Farmers Market Participants:

We, the following undersigned, are voicing are full civic support of the Farmers Market EBT program as
implemented by Florida Organic Growers. We have been the beneficiaries of this vital county program
and wish for the Alachua County Board of Ci issi to know how ful and integral this has
been to our continued development and stabilization throughout these very trying times. Not only has
this program been nutritionally and educationally beneficial to us, our families and our community, but
this program has funded our ability to eat local, healthy fresh fish, meat, poultry, cheese, vegetables and
fruits. The regular maintenance and staffing of this program allows for us to use our SNAP benefits
(formerly known as food stamps) at a market that keeps the money within our local community. It gives
money to farmers for farming and allows us to receive fresh local organic foods. Additionally, the double

dollar coupon assistance program really boosts our purchases, allowing for us to take care of ourselves,
our families and our community members.

We strongly urge the Alachua County Board of County Commissioners to reconsider funding the EBT
Farmers Market Booth program. It has been wildly successful in comparison to much longer running EBT
Farmers Markets Booth programs, it has provided for food assistance where we most need it (in getting
quality nutrition) and it has spurred local economic markets by allowing farmers to access a priorly
untapped market.

Thank you for your consideration of our request,

The Gainesville Community,

. SJGNATURE_ NAME, . sz(s/myns

o L (P fpude Lol ¢
L ga.q‘{ﬁut(:,, V000 Buen

i

LerT £ /Mé./

\

ason (o(hy “yevi D K\h),ws KUWD \+u

2 ln FRAN Coupra &

|
Tl @/[L, ; 1}7,1))“

HiA BepTSch

Lr/u_ﬁ/;/p[ﬂ/ﬂ7m :
John (Qudrsen 07/

T g\
i /lo«.U Cny
1l Sc

B’n vce Karcher
W=

arc\a QlicK Y

[av .
T be Wayntex \-VAQ%QF\\S};&Q

lows (oo it Shver e o

e I, \ KW g0 1A L o> S

Ity Baften "~ ilona Bewe el PNTud/

N21ng ~

1Ca (0 Melnace,o %;9\ :

Pnap  Bruasin 9= -

RomAS K. ice!




AName

SiAzeN Sdeers

Zolliws

£ Aok

L_

Nl A/.rN\):k

FSevs

AQ«&W\XV\

dmowou Qv 2t

Feank mdwone

{{in Miesse

Ko o—=—

e, o)

R s

F\a\?& i uma?

Tor My lle )/

VTHAC - rephacs

Richaol Adlor

RUcis [£kg

Lachel Andomon] (L

& [

~N—
r AU fons

Mo ca
\

Wica Yl

il
Unwzs Vst

Dyaicl!

Epealus

Brian stertac

v

Svent M Boshe

%712_

A

7‘,“—unR( Vermeinm

Vv

SARA MesFesS

‘7%4;@,

he7 Em
and

Lo P Laok

(
“Gitibek damdert

30

—anglhan Lok T o] £ 1oy 1
maldedanden A&qt.rm_andof

AYpl S axapd]”

ALk

2
Hoanelie Qoo

e Gieo

ﬁ_mag \
Z_

Chart\ Cocsialia
Mndlyg

e l{sse
iven oSS

Robert  Pchey

Cinaanon , Nl

kg Russal

YU Cad™
Lor1 ¢ Nichols-RoSsel| /mﬁv

Amand [

A;L\M” Meyel

®

4




Alachua County
Attorney’s Office .

RECENVED Dave Wagner, County Attorney
AUG 2 9 2011
BOCC OFFICE
MEMORANDUM
To: Chairman Pinkoson, Commissioners Byerly, Baird, Delaney and Long
From: David W. Wagner%\AA
County Attorney
Date: August 29, 2011
Subject: Chapter 212.055(1) CHARTER COUNTY AND REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION
SYSTEM SURTAX

Attached is the Board’s request for a copy of subsection 212.055(1), Florida Statutes, pertaining to
the Charter County and Regional Transit System surtax.
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212.055(1) CHARTER COUNTY AND REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM SURTAX.—

(a) Each charter county that has adopted a charter, each county the government of which
is consolidated with that of one or more municipalities, and each county that is within or
under an interlocal agreement with a regional transportation or transit authority created
under chapter 343 or chapter 349 may levy a discretionary sales surtax, subject to approval
by a majority vote of the electorate of the county or by a charter amendment approved by a
majority vote of the electorate of the county.

(b) The rate shall be up to 1 percent.

(c) The proposal to adopt a discretionary sales surtax as provided in this subsection and to
create a trust fund within the county accounts shall be placed on the ballot in accordance
with law at a time to be set at the discretion of the governing body.

(d) Proceeds from the surtax shall be applied to as many or as few of the uses enumerated
below in whatever combination the county commission deems appropriate:

1. Deposited by the county in the trust fund and shall be used for the purposes of
development, construction, equipment, maintenance, operation, supportive services,
including a countywide bus system, on-demand transportation services, and related costs of
a fixed guideway rapid transit system;

2. Remitted by the governing body of the county to an expressway, transit, or
transportation authority created by law to be used, at the discretion of such authority, for
the development, construction, operation, or maintenance of roads or bridges in the county,
for the operation and maintenance of a bus system, for the operation and maintenance of
on-demand transportation services, for the payment of principal and interest on existing
bonds issued for the construction of such roads or bridges, and, upon approval by the
county commission, such proceeds may be pledged for bonds issued to refinance existing
bonds or new bonds issued for the construction of such roads or bridges;

3. Used by the county for the development, construction, operation, and maintenance of
roads and bridges in the county; for the expansion, operation, and maintenance of bus and
fixed guideway systems; for the expansion, operation, and maintenance of on-demand
transportation services; and for the payment of principal and interest on bonds issued for
the construction of fixed guideway rapid transit systems, bus systems, roads, or bridges;
and such proceeds may be pledged by the governing body of the county for bonds issued to
refinance existing bonds or new bonds issued for the construction of such fixed guideway
rapid transit systems, bus systems, roads, or bridges and no more than 25 percent used for
nontransit uses; and

4. Used by the county for the planning, development, construction, operation, and
maintenance of roads and bridges in the county; for the planning, development, expansion,
operation, and maintenance of bus and fixed guideway systems; for the planning,
development, construction, operation, and maintenance of on-demand transportation
services; and for the payment of principal and interest on bonds issued for the construction
of fixed guideway rapid transit systems, bus systems, roads, or bridges; and such proceeds
may be pledged by the governing body of the county for bonds issued to refinance existing
bonds or new bonds issued for the construction of such fixed guideway rapid transit
systems, bus systems, roads, or bridges. Pursuant to an interlocal agreement entered into
pursuant to chapter 163, the governing body of the county may distribute proceeds from
the tax to a municipality, or an expressway or transportation authority created by law to be
expended for the purpose authorized by this paragraph. Any county that has entered into



interlocal agreements for distribution of proceeds to one or more municipalities in the
county shall revise such interlocal agreements no less than every 5 years in order to include
any municipalities that have been created since the prior interlocal agreements were
executed.

(e) As used in this subsection, the term “on-demand transportation services” means
transportation provided between flexible points of origin and destination selected by
individual users with such service being provided at a time that is agreed upon by the user
and the provider of the service and that is not fixed-schedule or fixed-route in nature.
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TO: Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization (MTPO)
FROM: Marlie Sanderson, Director of Transportation Planning

SUBJECT: Gainesville Transportation Survey

MTPO STAFF RECOMMENDATION

No action required. This agenda item is for information only.

BACKGROUND

Section 1.2.1 of the approved scope of work for the Year 2025 Transportation Plan
Update says:

“To help secure broad-based and balanced public input with respect to the
confirmation of the vision developed in the MTPO's Adopted Livable
Community Reinvestment Plan and to assist in the development of the Year
2025 Plan, the CONSULTANT will conduct a random survey of households.
Specific questions in this survey and whether this survey should be conducted
countywide or in the urbanized area only will be developed by the
CONSULTANT and reviewed and approved by MTPO staff.”

Survey Results
Enclosed please find the survey results. A summary of the results are as follows:
1. Most important government services-
#1- Fire Protection;
#2- Police Protection;

#3- Bus Service; and
#4- Roads.

2. Most people are not willing to pay higher taxes or fees to improve
transportation.
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3. Priorities for spending available transportation funds-
#1- Spending more on maintenance of existing transportation facilities;

#). Providing more transit to those who cannot drive, like those who are too young,
00 old, or have disabilities;

#3- Adding lanes on existing roads; and
#4. Building/repaving sidewalks and bike paths and bike lanes.
4. Out of every $100 in transportation funds, spend about two-thirds on maintaining
existing facilities and one-third on building more facilities.
5. Out of every $100 in transportation funds, spend
$52 on roads,
7 $24 on buses,

$4d 7 $11 on bike paths, and
(_ $13 on sidewalks.

C:\Public\MS05\M TPO\MEMO\surveyapr20.wpd
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Gainesville Transportation Survey

March 2005
Zip Codes:

ZIP CODE FREQUENCY PERCENTAGE
32601 37 9.3
32602 1 0.2
32603 16 4.0
32605 89 22.2
32606 49 12.2,
32607 79 19.7
32608 37 9.3
32609 29 73
32641 47 11.8
32653 16 4.0
Total 400 100.0

Distribution of surveys

32601

32602

032603

132605

H 32606

32607

32608

[@32609

B32641

H 32653
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1. In the past month how many times have you personally used the following in Gainesville or
some other part of Alachua County? (Respondents could have multiple answers. All responses
reported as averages)

RESPONSE AVERAGE

Sidewalks 13.55
Gainesville Regional Transit Bus Service 247
Special dedicated bus or van service for senior citizens 0.18
or the disabled

In-street bike lane for school or work trips 1.60
In-street bike lane for other trips 1.93
Off-street bike path for school or work trips 0.93
Off-street bike path for other trips 2.60
The roadway system as a car driver or p 30.48

2. Your local governments provide services in a number of areas. Please rank their importance to
you on a scale of 1 to 5 where 5 means you feel the proposal/service is very important and 1 means
you feel it is not important at all. You may choose any number between 1 and 5 for each
proposal/service, but please choose only one number. (All responses reported as averages)

RESPONSE AVERAGE
Police Protection 4.87
Fire Protection 4.99
Parks/Recreation 3:93
Waste Collection Disposal 3.94
Housing 4.25
Sewer/Water 4.10
Bus Service 4.76
Roads 4.52
Social Services 3.56
Libraries 3.62
Public Health 3.51
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3. Would you an i in the ing areas to pay for the medifications to your area’s

transportation system:

3a. The price of gasoline:

RESPONSE PERCENTAGE
Yes 41 10.3
No 359 89.7
Total 400 100.0

3b. The local sales tax:

RESPONSE PERCENTAGE
Yes 131 32.8
No 267 66.8
Don’t Know 2 0.4
Total 400 100.0

3c. The local property tax:

RESPONSE PERCENTAGE
Yes 1 91 22.8
No 308 77.0
Don’t Know It 0.2
Total 400 100.0

3d. The price of auto tags:

RESPONSE PERCENTAGE
Yes 145 36.2
No 255 63.8
Total 400 100.0

3e. Another source of revenue:

RESPONSE PERCENTAGE

Yes 23 57
No 375 93.8
Don’t Know 2 0.5
Total 400 100.0

Other:

Tolls

Bus Fares

Reallocate current funds
Tourist Taxes

User Fee

“Highway” Sales Tax

e CRERVINCN
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Funding source
Percentage

Question 3 Percentage answering No

Another  Auto Tags Property Tax Local Sales ~ Gasoline
source Tax Prices

Funding source
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4. Please tell me how important you feel spending money is on the following proposals. We’ll again
use a scale of 1 to 5 where 5 means you feel the proposal is very important and 1 means you feel it

. is not important at all. You may choose any number between 1 and 5 but please choose only one.
(All responses reported as averages)

RESPONSE . AVERAGE
Building/repaving si 1ks and bike paths and bike lanes 373
Expanding bus service on existing routes during the week 345
Expanding bus service on existing routes on the weekends 3.11
Expanding bus service on existing routes by having the bus come 3.26
by more often TN %
Making transit fare-free to everyone in Alachua County (269 )
Adding express bus service during the moming and afternoon 3547
Adding new bus routes to serve areas currently without transit 3.63
service
Providing more transit to those who cannot drive, like those who 3.80
are too young, too old, or have disabilities
Up (turn lanes, etc.) 3.71
I.mprovmg the coordination of traffic signals 3.66
roadway corridors to improve their appearance 2.70
Res\‘nctmg driveway openings to improve traffic flow 3.44
& Adding lanes on existing roads 3.77
Building sections of roads to fill gaps that exist 3.38
Building new roads 3.34
Spending more on mai of existing transportation facilities 4.26
Spending more to build more transportation facilities 3.10
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Question 4 - Importance of spending for services

Bulld bike paths/sidewalks

Expand bus during week

Expand bus on weskends

Increase frequency of bus
Transit fare-fre

Add Express bus

Extend transit (i

Wore transit for non-drivers

Rupgrade intersections

Coordinate signals

Category

Landscape corridors
Restrict driveway openings
Add lanes to roads.

Fillin gaps on roads

New Roads

Maintain Existing Fac.

Build Trans. Fac.

2

Importance out of 5

5.1f you had $100 to spend on improving the Gainesville area’s transportation system, how much would
you spend on maintaining the existing transportation facilities, like our roads, bus service, and bike
lanes/paths, or building more. (The following figures represent the average response for this question)
(All responses reported as averages)

5a. I would spend (of the $100) to maintain the existing facilities:

$67.19

5b. I would spend (of the $100) to build more facilities:

$32.81
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6. How would you divide $100 among the following areas of the transportation system? (The

following represents the average dollar amount for this question)

(All resp reported as averages)
RESPONSE AVERAGE
Roads 51.56
Buses 2431
Bike Paths 10.95
Sidewalks 13.18

Divide $100 among systems

7. How long have you lived in Alachua County?

AVERAGE
13.4 years

Roads
HEBuses
O Bike Paths
O Sidewalks
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. Are you a full-time college student?

RESPONSE PERCENTAGE
Yes 56 14.0
No 343 85.8
No Answer 1 0.2
Total 400 100.0
Full-Time Student
BYes
H No

9. Do you live at your present home year round?

O No Answer

RESPONSE PERCENTAGE
Yes 377 94.3
No 22 3.5
No Answer 1 0.2
Total 400 100.0

Live in Gainesville Year Round
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10. How many persons, including yourself, live in your household?

RESPONSE PERCENTAGE
1 people 13.1
2 people 27.0
3 people 24.0
4 people 229
5 or more 13.2
Total 100.0
11. How many household members are under the age of 18?7
RESPONSE PERCENTAGE
0 56.1
1 18.4
2 17.7
3 4.5
4 3.0
5 or more 0.3
Total 100.0

12. How many people in your household work at least 20 hours per week outside the home?

RESPONSE PERCENTAGE
0 12.0
1 32.7
2 38.0
3 2
4 43
5 0.8
Total 100.0

13. How many registered vehicles of any type (passenger cars, pick-up trucks, SUV’s,
vans/minivans, motorcycles) do you have in your household?

RESPONSE

PERCENTAGE

1.7

33.6

47.0

14.1

33

0.3

0
1
2
3
4
5
T

otal

100.0
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14. How many people in your

RESPONSE PERCENTAGE
0 0.7
1 227
2 52.1
3 174
4 6.8
5 and over 1.1
Total 100.0

15. Is there a disabled person with special transportation needs in your household?

RESPONSE PERCENTAGE
Yes 11 2.8
No 389 97.2
Total 400 100.0
16. What is your primary race or ethnicity?
RESPONSE PERCENTAGE
African American/ Black 62 15.5
American Indian 1 0.2
Asian/ Pacific Islander 8 2.0
White 283 70.8
Hispanic 36 9.0
No Answer 10 2.5
Total 400 100.0
17. Gender:
RESPONSE PERCENTAGE
Male 188 47.0
Female 212 53.0
Total 400 100.0
18. Into which of the following age categories do you fall?
RESPONSE PERCENTAGE
Under 18 0 0.0
18to 34 110 27.5
35to 54 154 38.5
55 to 65 83 20.8
Over 65 51 12.8
No Answer 2 0.4
Total 400 100.0

Revised kg 3/15/05
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