
 
BPAC AGENDA 

Bicycle/Pedestrian Advisory Committee    
NOTE: THIS IS AN IN-PERSON MEETING 

IT Training Room, 5th Floor Collier  
County Government Center Administration Building (F) 

3299 Tamiami Trail East, Naples, FL, 34112 
 
 

March 18, 2025 
9:00 a.m. 

 
 

1. Call to Order 

2. Roll Call 

3. Approval of Agenda 

4. Approval of the February 18, 2025 Meeting 
Minutes 

5. Open to the Public for Comment on Items not 
on the Agenda 

6. Agency Updates 

A. FDOT 
B. MPO 

7. Committee Action 

A. Bicycle & Pedestrian Master Plan (BPMP) – 
Review and Comment on Draft Plan – 
Continued from February Meeting 

 

PLEASE NOTE: 

8. Reports & Presentations (May Require 
Committee Action) 

9. Member Comments 

10. Distribution Items 

A. County Attorney Memo on Florida E-Bike Laws 
and Ordinances 

11. Topics for Future Meetings 

12. Next Meeting Date 

Joint meeting with the Lee County MPO’s Bicycle 
and Pedestrian Coordinating Committee (BPCC) 

April 22, 2025 – 10:00 a.m. 
Location: Collier County Government Services 
Center at Heritage Bay Meeting Room, 15450 
Collier Boulevard, Naples, FL 34120 

13. Adjournment

The meetings of the advisory committees of the Collier Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) are open to the 
public and citizen input is encouraged. Any person wishing to speak on any scheduled item may do so upon 
recognition of the Chairperson. Any person desiring to have an item placed on the agenda should contact the MPO 
Director at least 14 days prior to the meeting date. Any person who decides to appeal a decision of the advisory 
committee will need a record of the proceedings pertaining thereto, and therefore may need to ensure that a verbatim 
record of the proceeding is made, which record includes the testimony and evidence upon which the appeal is to be 
based. In accordance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, any person requiring special accommodations to 
participate in this meeting should contact the Collier Metropolitan Planning Organization 72 hours prior to the 
meeting by calling (239) 252-5814. The MPO’s planning process is conducted in accordance with Title VI of the 
Civil Rights Act of 1964 and Related Statutes. Any person or beneficiary who believes that within the MPO’s 
planning process they have been discriminated against because of race, color, religion, sex, age, national origin, 
disability, or familial status may file a complaint with the Collier MPO Title VI Coordinator, Ms. Suzanne Miceli, 
(239) 252-5814 or by email at: Suzanne.Miceli@colliercountyfl.gov, or in writing to the Collier MPO, attention: 
Ms. Miceli, at 2885 South Horseshoe Dr., Naples, FL 34104. 

mailto:Suzanne.Miceli@colliercountyfl.gov
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BICYCLE & PEDESTRIAN ADVISORY COMMITTEE of the 
COLLIER METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION 

Collier County Government Center, Administration Building (F) 
IT Training Room, Fifth Floor 

3299 Tamiami Trail East, Naples, FL, 34112 
February 18, 2024 - 9:00 A.M. 

Meeting Minutes 
 
1. Call to Order 

 
Mr. Matonti called the meeting to order at 9:01 a.m. 

 
2. Roll Call 

 
Ms. Miceli called roll and confirmed a quorum was present.  

 
Members Present  
Anthony Matonti (Chair)  
Michelle Sproviero (Vice-Chair) 
Andrea Halman 
Joe Bonness 
Kevin Dohm 
Mark Komanecky 
Robert Phelan 
Robert Vigorito 
Dayna Fendrick 
Patty Huff 
David Sutton 
 
Members Absent 
Al Musico 
 
MPO Staff Present 
Anne McLaughlin, Executive Director 
Sean Kingston, Principal Planner 
Suzanne Miceli, Operations Support Specialist II 
 
Others Present 
Bonita Schwan, Councilor, City of Marco Island and MPO Board Member 
Michelle Avola-Brown, Naples Pathways Coalition 
Kathy Eastley, Collier County Transportation Planning (arrived during 7B) 
Lorraine Lantz, Collier County Transportation Planning 
Anthony Arfuso, Capitol 
Victor Nguyen, Capitol 
 
3. Approval of the Agenda 
 
 Mr. Matonti noted that staff had suggested the agenda be amended to move item 7A (election of 
Chair and Vice-Chair after item 3 (approval of the agenda).  
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 Mr. Dohm moved to approve the amended agenda.  Seconded by Ms. Fendrick.  Carried 
unanimously. 
 
4. Approval of the Minutes 
 
 4.A. Approval of the November 19, 2024 Meeting Minutes  
 
 Ms. Halman asked that the minutes be modified to clarify that safety concerns continue to be an 
issue in Immokalee. 
 

Mr. Matonti moved to approve the November 19, 2024 minutes as modified.  Seconded by Mr. 
Dohm. Carried unanimously. 
 
5. Open to the Public for Comment on Items Not on the Agenda 
 
 None. 
 
6. Agency Updates 
 
 A.  FDOT 
 

FDOT: Ms. Merkle Tanya Merkle reported that no SUN Trail applications were received from 
Collier County for this cycle.  Collier to Polk Trail is still underway, getting consultant teams together to 
start the PD&E.  Signal 4 Bicycle and Pedestrian data for 2024 shows 37 serious injuries and 16 fatalities 
for Collier County.  Safety is at the forefront, looking to any improvements already programmed to 
incorporate safety. 

A group discussion followed regarding bicycle safety measures that FDOT, Collier County, and 
local municipalities are implementing; more signage, directional street paint, and education is needed for 
tourists who don’t know the area; e-bike riders especially need education on how to ride safely; and 
drivers need to be more mindful of bicyclists. 
 

Ms. Merkle said FDOT has safety programs in place to address these issues. 
 

Ms. Huff pointed out that bicyclists should be considered when FDOT and local governments are 
repairing bridges 

 
Councilor Schwan observed that the MPO Board is trying to deal with e-bikes and that it’s 

important to communicate with bicyclists and drivers, and that educating hotel concierge staff is an 
important way to reach tourists. The City of Marco Island has added bollards on sidewalks and shared use 
paths where they intersect with roadways, as a way to make bicyclists and e-bike riders slow down and 
stop at stop signs. The bollards have glow-in-the-dark stripes, so they are visible at night. 
 

B.         MPO 
 
Ms. McLaughlin mentioned the revised meeting calendar included as a distribution item in the 

agenda packet reflects changes to the BPAC regularly scheduled April meeting. Mr. Kingston described 
the scheduling change to accommodate the committee’s joint meeting with their Lee MPO counterpart in 
April. 
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7. Committee Action 
  

A. Annual Election of Chair and Vice Chair 
 

Mr. Matonti indicated his willingness to serve as Chair for another term and noted his 
appreciation for the committee’s hard work throughout the past year. Ms. Sproviero, when asked, 
indicated she also would be willing to serve another term as Vice-Chair. 

 
 Ms. Sproviero moved to elect Mr. Matonti as Chair. Seconded by Ms. Halman. Motion passed 
unanimously.  
 
 Ms. Fendrich moved to elect Ms. Sproviero as Vice-Chair. Seconded by Mr. Komanecky. Passed 
unanimously. 
  

B. Bicycle & Pedestrian Master Plan (BPMP) – Review and Comment on the Draft Plan 
 

Mr. Kingston said that MPO’s consultant for the Bicycle & Pedestrian Master Plan (BPMP), 
Capital Solutions, had prepared the first draft of the BPMP for the committee’s review and comment and 
that the committee may extend the review into next month’s meeting to allow sufficient time to read all of 
it. 

 
Mr. Matonti suggested going around the table so each committee member could provide 

comments on the draft. 
 
Ms. Fendrick commented that the section on the Everglades City Bike-Ped Master Plan needs to 

be examined to make corrections where needed to street names and asked whether language referring to 
equity will cause issues with getting the BPMP approved. 

 
Ms. McLaughlin replied that the MPO is awaiting guidance. The plans in process now are based 

on current federal law, if the laws change, staff is prepared to respond by quickly modifying the plans to 
keep them compliant with federal law. 

 
A group discussion followed regarding the importance of compliance and aligning the BPMP 

scoring matrix accordingly. 
 
Ms. Fendrick questioned how scoring based on costs exceeding initial budgets would work, 

given that when the committee reviews and scores projects the only cost information available is the 
projects initial cost estimate. 

 
A group discussion followed, and the recent Marco Island project involving utility relocation 

expenses came up. 
 
Mr. Arfuso explained that FDOT will not fund utility and drainage costs if they exceed a certain 

percentage of the project as a while.  
 
Ms. McLaughlin noted that the cost item can be revisited so that it applies to the initial scoring 

exercise. When a project later comes in over budget, the MPO and FDOT would prefer to keep the project 
moving forward if sufficient funds are available, assuming that state and/or federal funds have already 
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been spent on design. The committee might want to clarify that lower cost projects should rise to the top 
of the ranking. 

 
Mr. Matonti said if the cost percentage of moving utilities in a project is high, maybe it’s time to 

rethink it. 
 
Mr. Arfuso committed to looking at the criteria again. 
 
Ms. McLaughlin suggested taking an existing project that was ranked by the committee 

previously and running it through the scoring matrix to see how well it performs, and whether the scoring 
criteria is having the effect the committee wants. 

 
Mr. Phelan commented, we discussed the aspects we wanted in the plan, and they are here. 
 
Mr. Bonness noted the Plan’s cover photo is of a boardwalk at the CREW Bird Rookery Swamp 

Trails boardwalk and it would be a great location for a feasibility study to connect the Collier to Polk 
Trail to the Paradise Coast Trail and up into Lee County. 

 
Mr. Vigorito – no comments. 
 
Ms. Sproviero based on low attendance at the BPMP public meetings so far, what can be done to 

get more outreach to the public? Marco Island has been successful reaching out at farmers markets. 
 
Ms. McLaughlin noted ongoing efforts including upcoming participation at the Golden Gate 

Community Market and the Cattle Drive Jamboree event in Immokalee. 
 
Mr. Matonti observed that people come out to events when a project negatively affects them.  
 
Ms. Sproviero concurred with the need to rethink the scoring matrix and wight percentages more 

safety education and outreach, include HOAs. 
 
Ms. Huff, regarding the table on p. 9, the data for Everglades City and Chokoloskee are wrong. 

There is no transit to Everglades City and the majority of residents bike and walk. The income ranges are 
too high; the Harry Chapin Food Pantry serves about 100 people (25% of the population) a week who 
qualify for services; and a high percentage of elementary students qualify for free lunches. 

 
Ms. Halman the income ranges are too high for Immokalee as well. 
 
Mr. Arfuso made a commitment to review the socioeconomic data again. 
 
Mr. Komanecky agreed that the data does not look correct and that there may be missing data 

due to small population size. Would like to see graphics added for key data so most important elements 
are well communicated. Otherwise, it’s a good start. 

 
Mr. Arfuso confirmed that graphics and photos were to be added after the text is substantially 

completed and approved by the committee. 
 
Mr. Dohm clarified that a shared use path shown as scheduled for construction in 2024 on the 

Marco Island map has been completed and the map should be updated. 
 
Mr. Arfuso will ask the City to provide an updated map if one is available. 
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Ms. Halman stated, there is no safe place to ride on Immokalee Road. 
 
Ms. McLaughlin when the Immokalee Loop Rd is completed it should alleviate traffic on 

Immokalee Rd and provide an opportunity to add more bicycle facilities there. 
 
Ms. Halman responded the Loop Road won’t reduce traffic because the casino is there. 
 
Ms. McLaughlin we can add safe bike facilities on Immokalee rd. as a priority in the plan. 
 
Ms. Halman noted this would be her last meeting. She is retiring from BPAC and other 

committee responsibilities. 
 
Mr. Arfuso asked committee members to send in their comments and noted public comments are 

still accepted on the MPO’s website. 
 

 
8. Reports & Presentations (May Require Committee Action) 
  
 None. 
 
9.  Member Comments 
 
 Ms. Huff, the Trail Town designation gives Everglades City attention as demonstrated by the 
Florida Greenways and Trails Council coming to Everglades City April 10 and 11, 2025. Conference 
topics include bike-ped projects approved by the MPO Board. This coming Friday at 1pm there will be a 
groundbreaking ceremony for the Bank of the Everglades renovation by the Historical Society. 
 
 Mr. Dohm mentioned that the Trail Town organizers are coming to Marco Island to advise the 
city. 
 
 Ms. Avola-Brown mentioned the Naples Pathway Coalition’s annual bike and pedestrian 
walk/run event is coming up. 
 
 
10. Distribution Items 
 

A. Letter of Support for BERT SUN Trail Application 
B. Updated 2025 MPO Meeting Calendar. 

 
11. Topics for Next Meeting 
 
 Continuation of review of BPMP. 
 
12. Next Meeting Date 
 
 March 18, 2025 – 9:00 a.m. Location: Collier County Government Center, Admin. Bldg. F, IT 
Training Room, 5th Floor, 3299 Tamiami Trail East, Naples, 34112 
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13. Adjournment 
 

Mr. Matonti adjourned the meeting at 11:05 a.m. 



EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
COMMITTEE ACTION 

ITEM 7A 
 

Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan (BPMP) – Review and Comment on First Draft – Continued 
from February Meeting  
 

 
OBJECTIVE:  For the committee to continue its review and comment on the draft BPMP. 
 
CONSIDERATIONS:  Capital has prepared a PPT presentation highlighting potential changes to the draft 
plan based on comments received from the Bicycle and Pedestrian, Citizens, and Technical Advisory 
Committees thus far. Attachment 1. 
 
Next Steps: 
 

• Review of draft by TAC on March 24 and MPO Board on April 11 
• Second public meeting 
• Second round of virtual tribal meetings with Miccosukee Tribe on Wednesday, April 2 and 

Seminole Tribe of Florida on Tuesday, April 8 
• Review of final draft by TAC/CAC on May 19, BPAC May 20, and MPO Board on June 13 

 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION: Provided for committee to continue its review and comment on the draft 
plan submitted last month.  
 
Prepared By:   Sean Kingston, AICP, PMP, Principal Planner  
 
ATTACHMENTS: 
 

1) Capital Solutions March 18 2025 Presentation to BPAC 



COLLIER MPO
BICYCLE-PEDESTRIAN MASTER PLAN 

2025 DRAFT
PROPOSED REVISIONS 

7A Attachment 1
BPAC 3/18/25



February 18TH BPAC Recap
Requested Revisions and Corrections

Everglades City
•Correct inaccurate/skewed population data
•Update road and park facility names

Evaluation Criteria Matrix
•Reallocate criteria weight to emphasize safety and education
•Reevaluate cost criteria metrics for clarity

DEI References
•Proposed removal of all DEI language (e.g., EJ or Environmental Justice)
•Implement changes in the scoring criteria and throughout the draft 
document

General Comments
•Define shared-use path
•Include pictures and infographics



Revised Naming and Definitions 

Existing Draft

Priority Projects for Everglades City:

● Everglades City Bike Lanes and Shared Paths:

○ Expanding existing bike lanes along key corridors such as East 1st Street and 
Everglades Boulevard to provide safer routes for cyclists and pedestrians.

○ Development of shared-use paths to connect residential areas to the downtown 
district, local parks, and other key amenities.

● Enhanced Safety Measures:

○ Implementation of traffic calming measures, including improved crosswalks and 
pedestrian signals, particularly on high-traffic roads like State Road 29, to ensure the 
safety of vulnerable road users.

● Connecting to Regional Networks:

○ Developing connections to regional bicycle and pedestrian facilities, such as linking 
local routes to the SUN Trail Network, to allow seamless access for cyclists traveling 
through the area.

● Everglades City Park Pathway:

○ A proposed multi-use pathway around Everglades City Park, promoting walking and 
cycling while providing a safe and scenic route for local trips and recreational 
activities.

Proposed Changes

Priority Projects for Everglades City:

● Everglades City Bike Lanes and Shared Paths:

○ Expanding existing bike lanes along key corridors such as Broadway Avenue and 
Copeland Avenue to provide safer routes for cyclists and pedestrians.

○ Development of shared-use paths to connect residential areas to the downtown 
district, local parks, and other key amenities.

● Enhanced Safety Measures:

○ Implementation of traffic calming measures, including improved crosswalks and 
pedestrian signals, particularly on high-traffic roads like State Road 29, to ensure the 
safety of vulnerable road users.

● Connecting to Regional Networks:

○ Developing connections to regional bicycle and pedestrian facilities, such as linking 
local routes to the SUN Trail Network, to allow seamless access for cyclists traveling 
through the area.

● Everglades City Park Pathway:

○ A proposed multi-use pathway around Mcleod Park, promoting walking and cycling 
while providing a safe and scenic route for local trips and recreational activities.



Revised Naming and Definitions 
Shared Use Paths (for example)

• Current Definition
“Shared use paths, including side paths, are paved pathways for cyclists 
and pedestrians, typically 8 to 14 feet wide. They can run independently 
of roadways or parallel to them, separated by buffers like landscaping, 
curbs, or fencing for safety. Wider than sidewalks, they accommodate 
higher-speed users like cyclists while supporting pedestrians….”

• Proposed Changes
“Shared use paths, including side paths, are paved pathways for cyclists 
and pedestrians, typically 8 to 14 feet wide, under current standards. 
They can be independent or parallel to roadways, separated by buffers 
like landscaping, curbs, or fencing for safety. Wider than sidewalks, they 
accommodate cyclists and pedestrians. These paths meet modern 
safety and accessibility standards for all users. Paths that may not 
meet current width standards but share other features, such as 
separation from traffic and spaces for both cyclists and pedestrians, 
will still be recognized as shared use paths.”



Scoring Matrix (Local Projects)
Reallocated Weight Percentages & Removal of DEI Reference

Criteria
Weight 

(%)
Description

Safety 30

Evaluates the project's potential to enhance safety for all users. This includes the analysis of 
high-risk areas using crash data and fatality statistics, the implementation of Safe Routes to 
Schools, the incorporation of targeted safety improvements, the adoption of a Safe System 
Approach, and the inclusion of public education initiatives aimed at promoting safe 
behaviors.

Multimodal and 
Local 

Connections
25

Assesses the project's integration with other modes of transportation (e.g., transit, biking, 
walking) and its ability to enhance regional connectivity. Projects that create seamless links 
between different transportation modes and improve regional mobility will score higher.

Cost 15

Evaluates the financial feasibility of the project, including both initial construction costs, 
long-term maintenance expenses, and the cost per capita. Projects that demonstrate cost-
effectiveness, efficient use of available funds, and provide a reasonable cost per person 
impacted will score higher.

Equity 15

Assesses the extent to which the project provides equal access to nonmotorized facilities 
for all users, with a particular focus on underserved and marginalized communities. Projects 
that eliminate barriers, enhance ADA accessibility, and promote inclusivity for individuals of 
all abilities will receive higher scores.

Public 
Involvement and 

Support
5

Evaluates the level of community engagement and support for the project. Projects with 
strong public involvement, transparent processes, and demonstrated community backing 
will receive higher scores.

Micromobility 5
Evaluates the project's support for micromobility options such as e-scooters, e-bikes, and 
other small, lightweight transportation devices. Projects that integrate infrastructure and 
policies to promote micromobility will score higher.

Economic 
Development

5
Assesses the project's potential to stimulate economic growth, revitalize communities, and 
attract tourism. Projects that demonstrate clear economic benefits and support local 
revitalization efforts will score higher.

Proposed Options:
1. Reassign 5 points to Safety and 

introduce a new Education category 
worth 10 points.

2. Reassign 5 points to Safety, 5 points 
to Local Connections, and add an 
Education category worth 5 points



Scoring Matrix (Local Projects)
Proposed Education Criterion Description

Equity   Education

Education – 10 Points

“This criterion evaluates the efforts to educate and engage the community 
regarding bicycle and pedestrian safety, benefits, and infrastructure. Projects that 
incorporate educational programs, workshops, outreach efforts, or materials 
promoting safe and sustainable transportation practices will be considered. 
Consideration will also be given to initiatives that partner with local schools, 
organizations, and other stakeholders to raise awareness and foster a culture of 
safety.”



Scoring Matrix (Regional Projects)
Reallocated Weight Percentages & Removal of DEI Reference

Criteria Weight (%) Description

Safety 30
Evaluates the project’s potential to enhance trail user safety by reducing conflicts with vehicles, 
addressing high-risk areas for bicycle and pedestrian injuries, and correcting existing safety deficiencies 
along the trail.

Cost 25

Assesses the cost-effectiveness of the project by considering the expenses for the PD&E (Project 
Development and Environment) Study, planning, initial construction, and long-term maintenance. 
Additionally, the evaluation includes the cost in relation to the population benefiting from the proposed 
improvement, particularly those residing within approximately 5 miles of the trail corridor.

Connectivity 20
Evaluates how effectively the project links to existing trails, transportation networks, or key destinations, 
and whether it creates a new connection between areas or populations that were previously 
disconnected.

Equity 15

Evaluates how the project benefits underserved communities along the SUN Trail Network, including low-
income, minority, and transit-dependent populations. Projects that enhance access to safe and 
affordable transportation options or connect these communities to essential services—such as schools, 
jobs, and healthcare—will be prioritized and scored higher.

Economic 
Development

5
Analyzes the potential for the project to promote local economic growth, including tourism and business 
opportunities.

Project Phase 5
Prioritize projects that are construction-ready, with all necessary documents and plans approved and 
slated for construction. Projects in advanced phases will be ranked higher, especially when funding is 
limited, compared to projects that are still in the planning or pre-construction stages.

Proposed Options:
1. Introduce a Feasibility criterion worth 

10 points and increase the Safety 
score by 5 points.

2. Reallocate the 15 points across the 
existing criteria without adding a new 
one.



Scoring Matrix (Regional Projects)
Proposed Feasibility Criterion Description

Equity   Feasibility

Feasibility – 10 Points

“This criterion evaluates the practicality of the regional trail project by looking at 
technical, financial, and logistical factors. It considers whether the project can be 
built given the terrain and existing infrastructure, if the estimated budget is 
realistic, and whether it can be completed within an achievable timeline. It also 
assesses the likelihood of obtaining necessary permits and approvals from local 
agencies and stakeholders.” 



Master Plan Goals 
Removal of DEI Reference

Safety
Promote policies and infrastructure improvements that enhance safety for 
cyclists, pedestrians, and micromobility users.

Connectivity
Develop a seamless network that connects key points of interest, ensuring 
accessibility and ease of use for all modes of transportation.

Economy
Develop bicycle-pedestrian facilities to support local businesses, attract 
tourists, and provide affordable transportation options, contributing to 
economic growth and community vitality.

Equity
Ensure that all neighborhoods, particularly underserved communities, have 
access to safe and high-quality bicycle and pedestrian facilities.

Environment
Reduce emissions and congestion by promoting the use of bicycles, walking, 
and micromobility, while minimizing the environmental cost of expanding roads 
and reducing dependency on nonrenewable energy.

Health
Design pathways that encourage active transportation and support public 
health initiatives.

Interactive 
Map

Create and maintain a continuously updated, interactive map that is accessible 
for cyclists and pedestrians to download and share, serving as a valuable 
resource for navigation and planning.

Proposed Options:
1. Replace Equity with Education
2. Replace Environment with Efficiency



Master Plan Goals 
Proposed Goals with the Removal of DEI Reference

• Education 
Promote safety, awareness, and responsible use of bicycle and 
pedestrian facilities through educational programs, outreach efforts, 
and community engagement, empowering users with the knowledge 
to navigate the network safely and effectively.

• Efficiency 
Ensure the safety, accessibility, and longevity of existing bike and 
pedestrian facilities through regular maintenance and timely 
upgrades, keeping them functional and safe for users while extending 
their service life.



Next Steps
• Continue to make revisions based on comments 

received including:

o Additional definitions related to design guidelines 
and inventory

o Recommended additions to proposed connections  
by BPAC and CAC

o Addressing County comments and any new 
comments received

• Scoring Demonstration
• TAC second review 3/24/25
• MPO Board presentation 4/11/25
• Virtual Public Meeting (April/May)



EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
DISTRIBUTION  

ITEM 10A 
 

Deputy County Attorney Memo on Florida E-Bike Laws and Ordinances 
 

 
OBJECTIVE:  For the committee to receive a copy of the County Attorney’s memo reporting on E-Bike 
Regulations. 
 
CONSIDERATIONS:  At the request of the MPO Board at the February meeting, the Deputy County 
Attorney conducted additional research into County and municipal ordinances regulating the operation of 
E-Bikes on public sidewalks and adjacent roadways. Attachment 1. 
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION: Provided for informational purposes.  
 
Prepared By:   Anne McLaughlin, MPO Director  
 
ATTACHMENTS: 
 

1) Deputy County Attorney Memo on Florida E-Bike Laws and Ordinances 



10A Attachment 1
BPAC 3/18/25
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