
September 23, 2016



ST. ARMANDS BID
AGENDA

MEETING OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS October 11, 2016 

CITY HALL
1565 First Street Room 109 

08:30 A.M.
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NOTES: CALL MEETING TO ORDER

I. Approval Re:  Minutes of the September 6, 2016 Meeting of 
the St. Armands BID Board of Directors  - Gavin Meshad,
Chairman

II. Citizens Input:  Maximum of 15 minutes total with a maximum 
of 3 minutes per person 

III. Approval Re:  Outstanding invoices  - Gavin Meshad,
Chairman

IV. Report Re:  Police Report from Police Officer McKeon  

V. Report Re:  Monthly Code Compliance Update from Code 
Compliance Coordinator Burleson

VI. Report Re: St. Armands Circle Association (SACA) Diana
Corrigan, Executive Director

OLD BUSINESS:

VII.  Update on Parking Garage – Marty Rappaport, Co-Chairman

NEW BUSINESS:  

VIII. Presentation by FDOT – Alex Davis-Shaw

Next Meeting November 8, 2016  

ADJOURN.  



St. Armands BID Backup

I. Regular Reports
a. Approval of Minutes
b.Outstanding Invoices
c. Police Report
d.Code Report
e. St. Armands Circle Association Report

II. Old Business
a. Update on Parking Garage

III. New Business
a. Presentation by FDOT
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Presentation by FDOT 



  Sam  
Schwartz 

Engineering 
D.P.C. 

 

 
 
Final Memorandum 
 

 
Project Overview

The Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT), District One, conducted a post deployment 
evaluation of the Pedestrian Traffic Management (PTM) program implemented at St. Armands 
Circle located on St. Armands Key in Sarasota, Florida. The study area is presented in Figure 1.

The St. Armands Circle Association has reported to FDOT that the circle operates inefficiently 
due to the number of pedestrians crossing from all four approaches and the high volume of traffic 
passing through the circle.

The goal of the post-program evaluation was to document and measure the effectiveness of the 
PTM program. The PTM staff were deployed to manage key pedestrian crossings from 
Wednesday through Sunday throughout March and early April 2016. In particular, the post-
program evaluation focused on the exits of the circle where vehicular-pedestrian conflicts can 
cause vehicle stoppages that result in queues extending back into the circle.  

The Pedestrian Traffic Managers (PTM’s) are uniformed personnel specially trained to safely 
manage and escort pedestrians through busy crosswalks. Instead of allowing pedestrians to 
randomly cross at will, PTM’s were instructed to periodically hold back pedestrians from entering 
the crosswalk in order to create gaps for vehicles to exit the circle freely. After accumulating a 
group of pedestrians, PTM’s would step out into the crosswalk and release the pedestrians so 
that they created a single blockage of traffic rather than continuous, random blockages of traffic. 
The PTM’s would step out into the crosswalk to halt traffic and help pedestrian cross safely. 

In this regard, the PTM’s act similar to crossing guards by reducing the conflicts between 
pedestrians and vehicles. A PTM supervisor was on site at all times, monitoring the program and 
making any required adjustments.

To: Tricia Labud
From: Jeff Trim, PE, PTOE
Date: July 14, 2016
Re: FPID 428979-1-62-01; Contract C9L49; Task Work Order No. 040; St. Armands Circle    
Traffic Program – Post-Program Traffic Memorandum
SSE Project No: 15-05-4681 (003)
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Figure 1
St. Armands Circle Vicinity Map

Pedestrian Counts and PTM Program

The first step in developing the recommended PTM program was to perform a series of site visits 
and pedestrian counts to better understand the dynamics of traffic and pedestrian flow at St. 
Armands Circle.  Field data and observations were utilized to create a baseline condition to assess 
operations with and without the PTM’s. 

Per the scope of services, traffic technicians counted pedestrians before the deployment of PTM’s 
in five-minute increments crossing the exit lanes of the circle and documented the number of 
vehicle queues as well as the queue length. The counts were performed between 12:00 PM and 
6:00 PM on three weekdays (Friday 2/19/16, Monday 2/22/16, and Tuesday 2/23/16) and two 
weekend days (Saturday 2/20/16 and Sunday 2/21/16) at the east (to downtown Sarasota), north
(to Longboat Key), and west (to Lido Key) exits. Data collection was performed on Wednesday 
2/17/16 for the south exit (to local residences). Due to the very low number of conflicts between 
exiting vehicles and pedestrians, the south exit data collection was terminated after one day.  

PTM’s were deployed on Wednesday 3/9/16 through Sunday 3/13/16, Wednesday 3/16/16
through Sunday 3/20/16, Wednesday 3/23/16 through Saturday 3/26/16, and Wednesday 3/30/16
through Sunday 4/3/16. The PTM locations included the north exit leg crosswalk, the east exit leg 
crosswalk, and the east entrance leg crosswalk. Generally, two PTM’s were stationed each 
location from 11:30 AM to 6:30 PM. Further details about the PTM program can be found in the 
weekly reports, provided in Appendix A. 
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Once PTM’s were deployed, pedestrian counts were also performed in five-minute increments 
crossing the east, north, and west exit legs for three weekdays (Wednesday 3/16/16, Thursday 
3/17/16, and Friday 3/18/16) and two weekend days (Saturday 3/26/16 and Sunday 3/20/16). The 
count locations and PTM locations are shown on Figure 2 and Figure 3, respectively. 

Figure 2
Pedestrian Count Locations
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Figure 3
PTM Locations

Pre-Program Crossing Evaluations

The following presents a summary of pedestrian and vehicle operations at the crossing locations 
based on a review of the count data and field observations: 

1. South Leg Exit (to local residences): The traffic volumes exiting this leg via a single lane 
is by far the lowest of the exit legs due to the fact that South Boulevard of the Presidents 
is effectively a local street that serves residences on St. Armands Key and Lido Key. 
Pedestrian volumes were the second lowest of the four approaches and were about 20% 
less than the east and north leg. Exiting traffic queues were minimal.

2. East Leg Exit (to downtown Sarasota): The traffic volumes exiting this leg via two lanes is 
the highest of the four legs. John Ringling Boulevard (SR 789) has a recently collected
Average Annual Daily Traffic (AADT) of 32,500 vehicles per day (vpd). Pedestrian 
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volumes at this location were slightly lower than the north leg. Traffic queues were the 
most frequent and the longest when compared to the other legs.

Another important observation was that during the weekday evening peak period – most 
typically in the 5:00 to 6:00 PM range but sometimes starting earlier – traffic can be queued 
all the way from the US 41 and Gulf Stream intersection, extending back across the John 
Ringling Causeway, through St. Armands Circle, and back out towards Longboat Key. 
During these times, there is heavy congestion heading towards Downtown, which results 
in vehicles often stopping on and blocking crosswalks. While pedestrians can cross 
relatively at-will due to the slow-moving traffic, providing PTM’s during this time period 
would help keep crosswalks clear so that pedestrians do not need to weave around 
stopped vehicles in their pathway.

3. North Leg Exit (to Longboat Key): The traffic volumes exiting this leg via two lanes is the 
third highest of the four legs. John Ringling Boulevard (SR 789) provides access to 
Longboat Key, a popular residential and vacation destination. The most recent AADT 
collected was 19,800 vpd. Pedestrian volumes at this location were the highest of the four 
approaches while traffic queues were the third most frequent and the third longest when 
compared to the other legs.

4. West Leg Exit (to Lido Key): The traffic volumes exiting this leg via a single lane is the 
second highest of the four legs. Benjamin Franklin Boulevard serves Lido Key which has 
a popular public beach. The most recent AADT collected was 25,000 vpd. Pedestrian 
volumes at this location were the lowest of the four approaches and were about 32% lower 
than the east and north legs, while traffic queues were the second most frequent and the
second longest when compared to the other legs. Traffic queue frequency and lengths 
were higher on the weekend days. Of the four exit legs, downstream parking has the 
greatest effect on traffic operations. This exit leg has parallel parking on the right and angle 
parking on the left. Vehicles waiting for a parking space to free up and then parking can 
take up to two minutes and during this time a lengthy queue build up into the circle effects 
operations. Count staff noted that this condition occurred about 50% of the weekday five 
minute increments and 70% of the weekend five minute increments. 

Pedestrian Crossing Volume Comparison

Before PTM’s were deployed, there were 12,789 pedestrians crossing the north exit leg and 
12,774 crossing the east exit leg, for a total of 25,563 pedestrians. During the PTM deployment 
period, there were 12,757 pedestrians crossing the north exit leg and 13,475 crossing the east 
exit leg, for a total of 26,232 pedestrians. Overall, pedestrian volumes were slightly higher (+2.6%)
during the PTM deployment period because local schools were on spring break and more 
pedestrians were visiting the area. Due to the absence of PTM’s at the west and south exit legs,
pedestrian volumes at these locations were not included in the analysis.  

Figure 4, Figure 5, Figure 6, and Figure 7 present the pedestrian crossing volumes with and 
without PTM’s for the north and east exit legs for a Weekday, Friday, Saturday, and Sunday,
respectively. 
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Figure 4
Weekday Pedestrian Crossing Volume Comparison (12:00 PM – 6:00 PM)

Figure 5
Friday Pedestrian Crossing Volume Comparison (12:00 PM – 6:00 PM)
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Figure 6
Saturday Pedestrian Crossing Volume Comparison (12:00 PM – 6:00 PM)

Figure 7
Sunday Pedestrian Crossing Volume Comparison (12:00 PM – 6:00 PM)

Queue Frequency Comparison

Queue frequency can be defined as the number of times a car stops and begins to form a queue. 
While there were slight increases in the average five-minute queue length, the average five-
minute queue frequencies generally decreased when the PTM’s were present. Both the north and 
east exit legs experienced average queue frequencies that were equal to or less than those before 
PTM’s were deployed. The decrease in queue frequency is expected because the PTM’s were 
preventing pedestrians to cross the street at-will and instead enabled them to cross as larger 
groups at controlled intervals, thus reducing the amount of times vehicles had to stop and 
ultimately enabling better, more predictable traffic flow. 
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Figure 8, Figure 9, Figure 10, and Figure 11 present the average queue frequencies with and 
without PTM’s for the north and east exit legs for a Weekday, Friday, Saturday, and Sunday, 
respectively.

Figure 8
Weekday Average Queue Frequency Comparison

Figure 9
Friday Average Queue Frequency Comparison
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Figure 10
Saturday Average Queue Frequency Comparison

Figure 11
Sunday Average Queue Frequency Comparison

Queue Length Comparison

Overall, the average five-minute queue length for the north and east exit legs slightly increased 
when the PTM’s were present. Longer queues were expected because the PTM’s job were to 
hold pedestrians back until they have accumulated and then cross them at a single time. When 
this is done successfully, the pedestrian crossing time will be slightly longer due to the larger 
group of pedestrians crossing at once and, as a result, vehicle queue lengths increase. However, 
the increases were very slight; queue lengths generally increased by one vehicle, with the 
exception of the north exit leg queue length during the weekday which increased by two vehicles 
during a single five-minute period. 
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Figure 12, Figure 13, Figure 14, and Figure 15 present the average queue lengths with and 
without PTM’s for the north and east exit legs for a Weekday, Friday, Saturday, and Sunday, 
respectively. Additionally, Figure 16, Figure 17, Figure 18, and Figure 19 display these results 
on an aerial for a Weekday, Friday, Saturday, and Sunday, respectively. 

Figure 12
Weekday Average Queue Length Comparison

Figure 13
Friday Average Queue Length Comparison
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Figure 14
Saturday Average Queue Length Comparison

Figure 15
Sunday Average Queue Length Comparison
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Figure 16
Weekday Average Queue Length Comparison (5-Minute Intervals)

Figure 17
Friday Average Queue Length Comparison (5-Minute Intervals)
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Figure 18
Saturday Average Queue Length Comparison (5-Minute Intervals)

Figure 19 
Sunday Average Queue Length Comparison (5-Minute Intervals)

Data Analyses

Once PTM’s were deployed at St. Armands Circle, average queue lengths increased slightly, but
average queue frequencies decreased. The presence of PTM’s permitted the pedestrians to cross 
the street within the crosswalk in platoons, which decreased delays for vehicles by reducing the 
frequency of stops. As a result, the PTM program successfully improved overall traffic and 
pedestrian conditions at the circle.
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Public Feedback

During the program, the PTM’s received numerous positive comments from pedestrians regarding 
the program. FDOT staff in Bartow did receive some negative comments via email and phone. A 
program questionnaire has been prepared and sent out by FDOT to the St. Armands Circle 
Association, The City of Sarasota, and the Town of Longboat Key. The comments were reviewed 
and are included in Appendix B.

In summary, seven questionnaires were returned to FDOT from one Anonymous person, one 
person with an unknown association (C. Barlow), three local St. Armands Key and Lido Key 
residents (Ken Cox, Hugh Fiore Jr., who is President of the St. Armands Circle Residents 
Association, and Karen Wehner), one business owner on City Island near Mote Marine Laboratory 
(David Pilston) and one City of Sarasota Police Department Officer (Scott Patrick). 

Law enforcement comments on the program were received from Officer Scott Patrick. Pointed 
comments include:

PTM’s greatly assisted the flow of vehicle traffic around the circle.
Noticed significant change in N. Boulevard of the President’s exit to Longboat Key due to 
PTM’s stopping the free flow of pedestrians.
Stated the PTM’s with reflective vests greatly improved the safety of pedestrians. Easier 
to see than flashing lights at crosswalks.
Felt that PTM’s were stationed correctly during high vehicle hours and busy pedestrian 
days and times.
Stated definitively that the program should be used again in spring 2017.
Suggested that the crosswalks have flashing signs and flashing LED lights be embedded 
in the crosswalks. 

Comments received from the Anonymous respondent and C. Barlow (who did not identify 
himself/herself). 

The Anonymous respondent stated that the program “probably” improved traffic circulation 
and pedestrian safety.
Barlow stated that traffic is not worse than prior years; Vehicles stop regularly for 
pedestrians, no additional assistance is needed; No real benefit, do not continue the 
program.

Critical comments on the program were received from residents Ken Cox and Karen Wehner, 
while resident Hugh Fiore Jr. saw some benefit.

PTM’s interrupted traffic flow for pedestrians; while the program did not have a great effect 
on the residents of St. Armands Circle, it may have had some beneficial effect on through 
traffic moving from the City to Longboat Key.
No added safety, biggest issue is pedestrians crossing between parked cars.
No real benefit, do not continue the program.
Suggested eliminating parking around the circle; eliminate all parallel parking; build a 
bridge from Sarasota to Longboat Key to eliminate Longboat Key cut through traffic; install 
speed tables on all approaches and exits to the circle; consider raised crosswalks around 
the circle and at Madison Drive and South Adams Drive.
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Generally critical comments were received from business owner David Pilston.

It may – or may not – have reduced frequency of stops around the circle but the real 
problem is not the circle. Real bottlenecks are the bridges beyond the circle, not the circle 
itself.
Might have caused confusion due to PTM’s not being at all crosswalks and there are 18 
crosswalks on St. Armands.
A valiant effort but the program is of no significant value due to the backups from the 
bridges.

Pedestrian Traffic Manager Observations

Observations from the PTM on site supervisor and PTM’s were collected and are included in 
Appendix C. It is safe to say these recorded comments are representative of pedestrians using 
the circle.

Summarized comments from the PTM’s are:

Very positive feedback was received from pedestrians around the circle. The PTM’s 
received thousands of verbal thank you’s and compliments.
Positive comments and thumbs up were received from most vehicle motorists.
Some vehicle motorists commented on improved traffic flow. One PTM, a Longboat Key 
resident, agreed with this comment.
Some vehicle motorists were not happy waiting for controlled pedestrian crossings.
Some vehicles motorists were frustrated with bumper to bumper traffic heading toward the 
City in late afternoons. This was a constant occurrence during the PTM deployment.

Other Observations 

Pedestrian foot traffic on the east end of the circle is the heaviest. When PTM’s first started and 
only manned the exiting traffic towards downtown Sarasota, it became evident within the first day 
that the volume of pedestrians crossing from the south to the north was very heavy. This may be 
related to the free public parking availability on the south side of the circle. The steady flow of 
pedestrians cause inbound traffic heading into the circle to stop for long periods of time. By 
manning this location, the PTM’s were able to meter the pedestrians waiting for gaps in the 
vehicular traffic then crossing the pedestrians and maintaining order for both pedestrians and 
vehicles.

Parallel parking and angular parking on the Lido Key exit is problematic and backs up vehicular 
traffic into the circle which in turn restricts vehicle entry into the circle from the Longboat Key 
approach. Parking along the interior of the circle also restricts traffic circulation. Parallel parking 
on a curve is a time consuming movement and circulation is affected.

At times, the valet parking service creates a backup in the northeast quadrant and can affect entry 
into the circle from downtown Sarasota. 

Conclusion

A goal of the program was to improve traffic circulation along St. Armands Circle. During the 
afternoon peak hours, the use of PTM’s does not improve traffic circulation due to the backup 
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from bridges on Ringling Causeway (to downtown Sarasota) and N. Boulevard of the Presidents 
(to Longboat Key). A reduction in traffic queueing frequency when pedestrians are metered was 
proven. PTM’s received glowing remarks from pedestrians around the circle, including the 
disabled and elder users.  While some survey responses were critical of the program, the 
comments are not consistent with feedback received from pedestrians along the circle. Some 
pedestrians and drivers were impatient and probably did not understand the purpose of the 
program.  Sarasota Police Officer Scott Patrick‘s comments are important and very supportive of 
the program.

Recommendations

1. Explore alternative valet parking areas outside the circle.
2. Consider removal of the parallel parking on the north side of the Lido Key exit and 

placement of a bypass lane to improve vehicular circulation.
3. Consider removing interior circle parking when the planned parking garage is built and in 

operation.
4. Consider flashing signs and flashing LED lights in the crosswalk as suggested by Officer 

Scott Patrick.
5. Conduct the PTM program in 2017 from Wednesday March 8th through Friday April 14th

(not including Mondays and Tuesdays) from 12:00 PM to 6:00 PM. PTM’s should be 
posted at a minimum at the Longboat Key and downtown Sarasota entries and exits.



 

 

Appendix A – PTM Daily Reports 
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Weekly Report for the period of Wednesday March 9 through Sunday March 13 

Wednesday March 9, 2016

We had present 6 PTM’s & 1 Supervisor (Gerard Falcone) plus Trainer (Carl Vitale)

Post # 1 2 PTM’s North/East Crosswalk of John Ringling Blvd traffic coming from Sarasota. (2E)
This post was manned for the entire tour from 11:30 am x 6:30 pm. From the hours of 11:30 am x 3 pm
traffic heading into the circle from Sarasota was steady to heavy. From 3 pm until 6:30 pm the traffic
went from steady to extremely light with no vehicles at all for minutes at a time. This caused a safety
concern when vehicles were present they seemed to be traveling at a high rate of speed towards the
circle from Sarasota. The PTM’s were vital at this location to assist the pedestrian to safely cross at this
location for their entire tour.

Post # 2 2 PTM’s North/East Cross walk Presidents Blvd towards Longboat Key. (1X)
This post was manned for the entire tour from 11:30 am x 6:30 pm. From the hours of 11:30 am x 3 pm
traffic at this location was steady with a heavy pedestrian presence utilizing the crosswalk. From 3:30
pm x 6:30 pm traffic heading into Longboat key was much lighter with at times the road being
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vehicle free approaching the crosswalk heading North towards Longboat Key, very heavy Pedestrian
presence here all day.

Post # 3 2 PTM’s North/West Cross walk exiting Longboat Key. (1E)
This post was manned from the hours of 11:30 x 3 pm. Heavy pedestrian presence here as well. Vehicle
exiting Longboat Key were for the most part disregarding the stop sign entering the circle which didn’t
not give a break in vehicle traffic for the Pedestrians to cross at this location. As the vehicle traffic
increased later in the day in the circle, vehicle traffic had no choice but to slow down and stop at the
stop sign giving the Pedestrians an opening to safely cross at this location. These 2 PTM’s were post
changed at 3:15 pm to the South/West crosswalk of John Ringling Blvd traffic exiting from Lido
Beach. (4E)
Traffic at this location quickly increased due to rush hour & exiting beach traffic coming to a
standstill. At 4:30 pm the PTM’s were returned to their original am assignment (1E) due to heavy and
consistent pedestrian presence on the North side of the circle.

Channel 7 news was on site at mid day and returned in the late afternoon. Carl Vitale was interviewed
on camera along with numerous pedestrians.

Thursday March 10, 2016

6 PTM’s plus 1 Supervisor plus 1 Trainer

2 PTM’s posted at 1X from 11:30 am X 6:30 pm
2 PTM’s posted at 2X from 11:30 am X 6:30 pm
2 PTM’s posted at 2E from 11:30 am X 6:30 pm

Today’s postings focused on the two lane exits of the circle (1X and 2X) and the heaviest traffic volume 
entrance with the busiest pedestrian crossing (2E). 

Friday March 11, 2016

6 PTM’s plus 1 Supervisor plus 1 Trainer

2 PTM’s posted at 1X from 11:30 am X 6:30 pm
2 PTM’s posted at 2X from 11:30 am X 6:30 pm
2 PTM’s posted at 2E from 11:30 am X 6:30 pm

Saturday March 12, 2016

6 PTM’s plus 1 Supervisor plus 1 Trainer

2 PTM’s posted at 1X from 11:30 am X 6:30 pm
2 PTM’s posted at 2X from 11:30 am X 6:30 pm
2 PTM’s posted at 2E from 11:30 am X 6:30 pm

On Saturday morning the vehicular & pedestrian traffic was light at the start of the tour. As the day
progressed vehicular traffic increased with high volumes entering the Circle heading towards Lido Key,
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this continued for a good part of the afternoon until about 4:30 pm when the trend reversed leaving the
area to Sarasota. Light vehicular traffic heading to Longboat Key for the most of the day.
Pedestrian volumes were the heaviest between the hours of 1 pm x 5 pm

Sunday March 13, 2016

6 PTM’s plus 1 Supervisor plus 1 Trainer

2 PTM’s posted at 1X from 11:30 am X 6:30 pm
2 PTM’s posted at 2X from 11:30 am X 6:30 pm
2 PTM’s posted at 2E from 11:30 am X 6:30 pm

Sunday was the lightest day of the week. Volumes didn’t start to increase until the afternoon around
1:30 pm with most vehicles exiting the Circle towards Lido Key. Longboat Key traffic light on this
day. Pedestrians were the lightest as well on Sunday. The exit towards Sarasota stayed the same with
volumes increasing around 4:30 pm.

We received many positive comments from pedestrians the entire week. 

Weekly Report for the period of Wednesday March 16, 2016 through Sunday 
March 20, 2016 

Wednesday March 16, 2016

6 PTM’s & 1 Supervisor

2 PTM’s posted at 1X from 11:30 am X 6:30 pm
2 PTM’s posted at 2X from 11:30 am X 6:30 pm
2 PTM’s posted at 2E from 11:30 am X 6:30 pm

This is the second Wednesday that we worked at St. Armand’s Circle and it seems to be the busier of the
weekdays. Very similar as the past Wednesday with both vehicular & pedestrian volumes increasing as
the day went on until about 2:30 pm – 3:00 pm with steady vehicular traffic heading towards Lido Key &
Longboat Key. The north side of the circle was busy & steady with pedestrians. Vehicular traffic heading
east towards Sarasota started around 4:00 pm – 4:30 pm becoming very heavy from about 5:30 pm (at
times coming to a complete stop) until we finished at 6:30 pm. Pedestrians stayed steady for most of
the afternoon between the hours of 1:00 pm – 6:00 pm.

Thursday March 17, 2016

6 PTM’s plus 1 Supervisor

2 PTM’s posted at 1X from 11:30 am X 6:30 pm
2 PTM’s posted at 2X from 11:30 am X 6:30 pm
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2 PTM’s posted at 2E from 11:30 am X 6:30 pm

Thursday’s vehicular & pedestrian traffic similar to Wednesday with the exception of staying a little
heavier later in the day, with heavier pedestrian volumes around the bars & restaurants, most like due
to St. Patrick’s Day. Vehicular traffic seems to have the same pattern heading back into Sarasota, coming
to a complete stop at times during the rush hour. Pedestrians were heavy for most of the afternoon.

Friday March 18, 2016

6 PTM’s plus 1 Supervisor

2 PTM’s posted at 1X from 11:30 am X 6:30 pm
2 PTM’s posted at 2X from 11:30 am X 6:30 pm
2 PTM’s posted at 2E from 11:30 am X 6:30 pm

Friday very similar to the past two days with the inbound vehicular traffic from Sarasota into the circle
staying steady until 2:30 pm – 3:00 pm with steady flow in the direction of Longboat & Lido Keys. The
outbound vehicle traffic started a little earlier around 4:00 pm on this day. Pedestrian volumes stayed
constant for most of the afternoon between the hours of 1:00 pm – 5:00 pm. Once again during the rush
hour, vehicular traffic at times completely stopping heading back into Sarasota.

Jeff Trim was on site from 1:00 pm to 3:15 pm. Jeff spoke with two female pedestrians who regularly
walk St. Armands Circle and they stated the PTM’s helped greatly and one of the females said the
program was “brilliant”.

Saturday March 19, 2016

6 PTM’s plus 1 Supervisor

2 PTM’s posted at 1X from 11:30 am X 6:30 pm
2 PTM’s posted at 2X from 11:30 am X 6:30 pm
2 PTM’s posted at 2E from 11:30 am X 6:30 pm

Held roll call at 11:30 and was unable to post our PTM’s until 1:30 pm due to lightening and heavy rains,
at which point rain lightened up and the PTM’s were posted. For most of the day vehicles & pedestrian
traffic was very light due to the weather, it continued to rain for the majority of the time we were
working and never really stopped completely. At 5: 40 pm. The PTM’s were removed from their
assignments due to heavy rain & strong gusty winds. Gerard felt because of the weather conditions it
was to hazardous to continue to have our people posted on their assignments. At 6:15 he released them
for the day.

Sunday March 20, 2016

6 PTM’s plus 1 Supervisor

2 PTM’s posted at 1X from 11:30 am X 6:30 pm
2 PTM’s posted at 2X from 11:30 am X 6:30 pm
2 PTM’s posted at 2E from 11:30 am X 6:30 pm
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Held roll call at 11:30 am. Weather overcast and dry. Pedestrian and Vehicle Traffic was light to
moderate. Pedestrians and passers by complimented our presences and requested that we be out there
full time.

Weekly Report for the period of Wednesday March 23 through Sunday March 27 

Wednesday March 23, 2016

6 PTM’s & 1 Supervisor

2 PTM’s posted at 1X from 11:30 am X 6:30 pm
2 PTM’s posted at 2X from 11:30 am X 6:30 pm
2 PTM’s posted at 2E from 11:30 am X 6:30 pm

Held roll call at 11:30am. Weather sunny and dry. Pedestrian and Vehicle Traffic was light to moderate.
No incidents. Pedestrians and passers by are still complimenting our presences and requested that we
be out there full time.

Thursday March 24, 2016

6 PTM’s plus 1 Supervisor

2 PTM’s posted at 1X from 11:30 am X 6:30 pm
2 PTM’s posted at 2X from 11:30 am X 6:30 pm
2 PTM’s posted at 2E from 11:30 am X 6:30 pm

Held roll call at 11:30am. Weather sunny and dry. Pedestrian and Vehicle Traffic was light to moderate.
No incidents. Pedestrians and passers by are still complimenting our presences and requested that we
be out there full time.

Friday March 25, 2016

6 PTM’s plus 1 Supervisor

2 PTM’s posted at 1X from 11:30 am X 6:30 pm
2 PTM’s posted at 2X from 11:30 am X 6:30 pm
2 PTM’s posted at 2E from 11:30 am X 6:30 pm

Held roll call at 11:30am. Weather overcast and dry. Pedestrian and Vehicle Traffic was light to
moderate. No incidents. Pedestrians and passers by continue to compliment our presences and
requested that we be out there full time.
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Saturday March 26, 2016

6 PTM’s plus 1 Supervisor

2 PTM’s posted at 1X from 11:30 am X 6:30 pm
2 PTM’s posted at 2X from 11:30 am X 6:30 pm
2 PTM’s posted at 2E from 11:30 am X 6:30 pm

Held roll call at 11:30am. Weather sunny, hot and dry. Pedestrian and Vehicle Traffic was light. No
incidents. Pedestrians and passers by continue to compliment our presence and requested that we be
out there full time.

Sunday March 27, 2016

PTM’s were not deployed on this day (Easter Sunday) because previous Sunday’s have seen lighter
pedestrian and vehicular traffic, and the same is expected on Easter Sunday.

Weekly Report for the period of Wednesday March 30 through Sunday April 3 

Wednesday March 30, 2016

We had present 4 PTM’s & 1 Supervisor from 11:30 am to 3:00 pm. We had 1 additional PTM from 3:00
pm to 6:30 pm, for a total of 5 PTM’s.

2 PTM’s posted at 1X from 11:30 am X 3:00 pm
0 PTM’s posted at 2X from 11:30 am X 3:00 pm
2 PTM’s posted at 2E from 11:30 am X 3:00 pm

1 PTM’s posted at 1X from 3:00 pm X 6:30 pm
2 PTM’s posted at 2X from 3:00 pm X 6:30 pm
2 PTM’s posted at 2E from 3:00 pm X 6:30 pm

Held roll call at 11:30am. Weather sunny and dry. Pedestrian and Vehicle Traffic was light. No incidents.
Pedestrians and passers by continue to compliment.

NOTE: WE WERE SHORT ON MAN POWER FROM 11:30AM TO 3:00 PM. 1 PTM CAME IN AT 3 PMWHICH
ALLOWED US TO COVER ALL 3 POSTS.
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Thursday March 31, 2016

6 PTM’s plus 1 Supervisor

2 PTM’s posted at 1X from 11:30 am X 6:30 pm
2 PTM’s posted at 2X from 11:30 am X 6:30 pm
2 PTM’s posted at 2E from 11:30 am X 6:30 pm

Held roll call at 11:30am. Weather sunny, hot and dry. Pedestrian and Vehicle Traffic was light to
moderate. No incidents.

Friday April 1, 2016

4 PTM’s plus 1 Supervisor

0 PTM’s posted at 1X from 11:30 am X 6:30 pm
2 PTM’s posted at 2X from 11:30 am X 6:30 pm
2 PTM’s posted at 2E from 11:30 am X 6:30 pm

Held roll call at 11:30am. Weather sunny, hot and dry. Pedestrian and Vehicle Traffic was light. No
incidents.

Saturday April 2, 2016

4 PTM’s plus 1 Supervisor

2 PTM’s posted at 1X from 11:30 am X 6:30 pm
2 PTM’s posted at 2X from 11:30 am X 6:30 pm
0 PTM’s posted at 2E from 11:30 am X 6:30 pm

Held roll call at 11:30am. Weather: cloudy late day rain and lightning, Pedestrian and Vehicle Traffic was
very light. No incidents. Rain delay from 2pm 4pm, due to heavy rains and lightening.

Sunday April 3, 2016

4 PTM’s plus 1 Supervisor

2 PTM’s posted at 1X from 11:30 am X 6:30 pm
2 PTM’s posted at 2X from 11:30 am X 6:30 pm
0 PTM’s posted at 2E from 11:30 am X 6:30 pm

Held roll call at 11:30am. Weather: Sunny and beautiful. Pedestrian and Vehicle Traffic was light. No
incidents.



 

 

Appendix B – Program Questionnaire

Responses By:

Anonymous
C. Barlow

Ken Cox – St. Armands Key resident
Hugh Fiore Jr. – President of the St. Armands Residents Association

Officer Scott Patrick – Sarasota Police Department
David Pilston – Save Our Birds, Inc.
Karen Wehner – Lido Key resident



1. Do you feel that that the Pedestrian Traffic Program helped improve traffic circulation around the circle? 
Yes or No with an explanation.

Probably.  At the beginning, they were a hindrance, but perhaps that was just lack of experience.  They 
would stand close to the road, so it would appear that they might step into the road, but it was hard to tell 
their intentions.  So, whenever they were there, I felt I had to come to a stop in my car.  As time went on, 
they didn't seem to do this.

2. Do you feel that the Pedestrian Traffic Program improved the safety of pedestrians using the circle to visit 
businesses? Yes or No with an explanation.
  
Probably.  As I am usually driving around St. Armands, I will leave it to pedestrians to give their opinion.

3. Overall, do you feel the Pedestrian Traffic Management Program was beneficial to the users of St. 
Armands Circle? Yes or No with an explanation.

Not sure how this question differs from those above.

4.   Were the days and times the PTM’s were stationed appropriate in your opinion? Yes or No with an 
explanation.

  
5. Do you feel the program should be used again in spring 2017? Yes or No with an explanation.

6. Please provide any suggestions for improvement of the program.



1. Do you feel that that the Pedestrian Traffic Program helped improve traffic circulation around 
the circle? 
Yes or No with an explanation. 

No. I've been in Sarasota for 30 years and even owned a business on St. Armands Circle. 
Traffic isn't really much worse than prior years. In peak season people expect to be a bit 
slower. Traffic doesn't deter people from going thru St. Armans.

2.  Do you feel that the Pedestrian Traffic Program improved the safety of pedestrians 
using the circle to visit businesses? 
Yes or No with an explanation. 

No. I've never had a problem with cars stopping for pedestrians. Do you have statistics on 
pedestrian injuries at St. Armands. Please don't use "safety" without supporting data. 
Anyway, aren't "traffic circles" supposed to "Calm" traffic and be much better for 
pedestrians? Are you now saying all these new traffic circles will need crossing guards all 
around Sarasota?

3. Overall, do you feel the Pedestrian Traffic Management Program was beneficial to
the users of St. Armands Circle?  
Yes or No with an explanation. 

No. See above

4.  Were the days and times the PTM’s were stationed appropriate in your opinion?  
Yes
or No with an explanation. 

No. They should not be there at all

5. Do you feel the program should be used again in spring 2017?  
Yes or No with an
explanation. 

No. There is a huge push for traffic circles all over the county. Are you suggesting we will 
need crossing guards at Fruitville & 41? Orange & Main. You can't argue that you want to 
"calm" traffic and then hire crossing guards to push the traffic through! Either they work 
for cars and pedestrians or they don't.

6.  Please provide any suggestions for improvement of the program. 

Cancel it!

______________________________________________________________________________
__________



Please Provide Name and Contact Information – Preferred for possible follow up but optional 

Name: C. Barlow

Address: Sarasota, FL

Business Name (if applicable):

Phone Number: 

Email Address: barlowcr@gmail.com
______________________________________________________________________________
__________

Return survey via email or regular mail by May 13, 2016 to: 

Ms. Tricia Labud
Project Manager
Florida Department of Transportation
District One, MS 1-8 
801 N. Broadway 
Bartow, FL 33830 

 



From: Labud, Tricia
To: Jeff Trim
Subject: FW: St Armands Circle Pedestrian Traffic Management Program Survey
Date: Wednesday, May 11, 2016 2:27:31 PM

Jeff,
 
Please see the survey below.
 
Thanks,
 

Tricia M. Labud
Traffic Studies/Analysis Specialist
Florida Department of Transportation
District One, MS 1-8
801 North Broadway Avenue
Bartow, FL 33830
Phone: (863) 519-2205
Email: tricia.labud@dot.state.fl.us
 

From: Kenneth Cox [mailto:ken.cox@me.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 11, 2016 11:49 AM
To: Labud, Tricia <Tricia.Labud@dot.state.fl.us>
Cc: Kenneth Cox <ken.cox@me.com>
Subject: St Armands Circle Pedestrian Traffic Management Program Survey

 St Armand's Traffic Feedback

The Florida Department of
Transportation (FDOT), District One, recently conducted a pedestrian traffic management
program for St. Armands Circle on St. Armands Key in Sarasota, Florida. The traffic
program’s goal was to document and measure the effectiveness of controlling and metering
pedestrians at the crosswalks in regards to improving vehicular traffic and pedestrian flow
around the circle.



The program took place on Wednesdays through Sundays from 12:00 PM to 6:00 PM, March
9, 2016 through April 3, 2016.

Uniformed Pedestrian Traffic Managers (PTM’s) were stationed at the curb of selected
crosswalks and metered pedestrian activity. The PTM’s periodically held back pedestrians
from entering the crosswalk in order to create gaps for vehicles to exit the circle freely.

Exit to Longboat Key Exit to Downtown Sarasota
St Armands Circle Traffic Program Questions
Do you feel that that the Pedestrian Traffic Program helped improve traffic circulation around
the circle? Yes or No with an explanation.

No, PTM’s interrupted traffic flow before pedestrians where ready to enter the crosswalk.
Pedestrians where never held back for traffic to pass, as far as I ever observed.  Traffic was
held back whenever a pedestrian approached the crosswalk.  Timed traffic lights, activated
by pedestrians would work better.

2. Do you feel that the Pedestrian Traffic Program improved the safety of pedestrians using
the circle to visit businesses? Yes or No with an explanation.

No.  The biggest safety hazard to pedestrians are the pedestrians that cross the road from
between parked cars.  Drivers cannot anticipate these people.  More off street parking needs to
be provided and parking on the circle should be eliminated.  All street parking should be
restricted to angle parking only.  Sarasota has a lot of tourists and elderly who cannot parallel
park.  Also, cars parked on the circle “sticking out” into traffic lanes should be ticketed and/or
towed.

Overall, do you feel the Pedestrian Traffic Management Program was beneficial to the users of
St. Armands Circle? Yes or No with an explanation.

Possibly for the pedestrians, as they where clearly allowed to cross whenever they approached
the crosswalk.  Traffic however was slowed inappropriately.

St Armands Circle Traffic Program Questions (continued)
Were the days and times the PTM’s were stationed appropriate in your opinion? Yes or No
with an explanation.

No, see comments above.

Do you feel the program should be used again in spring 2017? Yes or No with an explanation.

No, it did not aid in traffic flow.

Please provide any suggestions for improvement of the program.

Stop the program and if needed install timed traffic lights, activated by pedestrians, at key
points when traffic is entering/exiting the circle.  These points being the Longboat key exit and
the downtown Sarasota exit.



____________________________________________________________________________
_____
Please Provide Name and Contact Information – Preferred for possible follow up but optional
Name:  Ken Cox
Address:

Business Name (if applicable):
Phone Number:
Email Address: kendrgon@mac.com
____________________________________________________________________________
____________
Return survey via email or regular mail by May 13, 2016 to:
Ms. Tricia Labud
Project Manager
Florida Department of Transportation
District One, MS 1-8
801 N. Broadway
Bartow, FL 33830

Tricia.Labud@dot.state.fl.us



From: Labud, Tricia
To: Jeff Trim
Subject: FW: St. Armands Traffic
Date: Monday, May 16, 2016 7:38:45 AM

Jeff,
 
Please see the comments below.
 
Thanks,
 

Tricia M. Labud
Traffic Studies/Analysis Specialist
Florida Department of Transportation
District One, MS 1-8
801 North Broadway Avenue
Bartow, FL 33830
Phone: (863) 519-2205
Email: tricia.labud@dot.state.fl.us
 

From: HUGH FIORE JR. [mailto:capthugh@hotmail.com] 
Sent: Sunday, May 15, 2016 10:29 AM
To: Labud, Tricia <Tricia.Labud@dot.state.fl.us>
Subject: St. Armands Traffic

Tricia ... Good morning ... Sorry I did not respond to your survey by May 13. The program you had last Season did not have
a great effect on the residents of St. Armands. It may have had some beneficial impact on trough traffic moving from the
City to Longboat Key. In my opinion what would have the greatest effect around the Circle would be slightly raised
crosswalks. They would better identify the crosswalks, and slow the traffic down. We have a situation now when folks get
past the Columbia Restaurant going North and get on to North Blvd. of the Presidents that they gun it heading toward
Longboat Key. We will have a serious pediatrician or vehicle accident at the intersection of Madison Drive at some time. We
have a similar situation going East when folks pass South Adams Drive heading toward the City. We have a broken white
line and folks hit the gas. Vehicles entering the Road from North Washington Drive heading East toward the City will be hit
by vehicles changing lanes due to the broken white line in this section of John Ringling Blvd. Four raised crosswalks would
be the solution to some of the problem.  Hugh Fiore Jr. President of the St. Armands Residents Assoc. 
capthugh@hotmail.com



St Armands Circle Traffic Program Questionnaire Page 1

St Armands Circle Traffic Program
The Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT), District One, recently conducted a pedestrian traffic 
management program for St. Armands Circle on St. Armands Key in Sarasota, Florida. The traffic program’s
goal was to document and measure the effectiveness of controlling and metering pedestrians at the crosswalks 
in regards to improving vehicular traffic and pedestrian flow around the circle. The program took place on 
Wednesdays through Sundays from 12:00 PM to 6:00 PM, March 9, 2016 through April 3, 2016.

Uniformed Pedestrian Traffic Managers (PTM’s) were stationed at the curb of selected crosswalks and metered
pedestrian activity. The PTM’s periodically held back pedestrians from entering the crosswalk in order to create 
gaps for vehicles to exit the circle freely. 

Exit to Longboat Key    Exit to Downtown Sarasota

St Armands Circle Traffic Program Questions

1. Do you feel that that the Pedestrian Traffic Program helped improve traffic circulation around the circle? 
Yes or No with an explanation.

Yes, I feel that the Pedestrian Traffic Managers, (PTM) greatly assisted the flow of vehicle traffic around the 
circle.  I noticed a significant change in the traffic pattern on N. Blvd of the Presidents leading to Longboat Key.  
I feel that this was due to the PTM’s stopping pedestrians from crossing the circle every few seconds.

2. Do you feel that the Pedestrian Traffic Program improved the safety of pedestrians using the circle to 
visit businesses? Yes or No with an explanation.

Yes, I feel that the PTM’s visibility with the traffic vests greatly improved the safety of pedestrians 
attempting to cross the street.   Due to the fact that the crosswalks do not have flashing lights like many of 
the crosswalks on Siesta Key, I feel that having a PTM with a reflective vest is much safer and easier for 
vehicle drivers to see.

3. Overall, do you feel the Pedestrian Traffic Management Program was beneficial to the users of St. 
Armands Circle? Yes or No with an explanation.

Yes, The PTM’s improved vehicle traffic flow and ensured pedestrian safety.



St Armands Circle Traffic Program Questionnaire Page 2

St Armands Circle Traffic Program Questions (continued)

4. Were the days and times the PTM’s were stationed appropriate in your opinion? Yes or No with an 
explanation.

Yes, I felt that the PTM’s were stationed during high vehicle traffic hours and on busy pedestrian traffic 
days and times.

5. Do you feel the program should be used again in spring 2017? Yes or No with an explanation.

Yes, Absolutely!   The program definitely assisted with the extreme vehicle and pedestrian traffic volume on 
the circle and made the circle a safer place to visit.

6. Please provide any suggestions for improvement of the program.

I feel that the crosswalks at the circle should all be converted to have flashing signs and flashing LED lights 
embedded in the roadway to draw drivers attention to the pedestrian cross walks. 

________________________________________________________________________________________

Please Provide Name and Contact Information – Preferred for possible follow up but optional

Name: Officer Scott Patrick

Address: 2099 Adams Lane Sarasota Fl 34237

Business Name (if applicable): Sarasota Police Department

Phone Number: 941-993-7996  

Email Address: Scott.patrick@sarasotagov.com

________________________________________________________________________________________

Return survey via email or regular mail by May 13, 2016 to:

Ms. Tricia Labud
Project Manager
Florida Department of Transportation
District One, MS 1-8 
801 N. Broadway
Bartow, FL 33830
Tricia.Labud@dot.state.fl.us









 

 

Appendix C – PTM Observations

Comments By:

Gerard Falcone – On Site Supervisor of PTM’s
Walt Anderson - PTM
Lew Bushway - PTM
Tim Condon - PTM
Lee Wright - PTM



From: Carl Vitale
To: Jeff Trim
Subject: FW: Ptm/ supervisor feedback
Date: Thursday, May 19, 2016 7:12:09 AM

Please see below
 

From: Gerard Falcone [mailto:gfalcone812@gmail.com] 
Sent: Monday, May 16, 2016 4:48 PM
To: Carl Vitale
Subject: Ptm/ supervisor feedback

As the supervisor on site at the St. Armand Circle in Sarasota Florida,

I feel that the positive feedback far out weighed the negative . Numerous pedestrians were
saying that this should have been done years ago, and that this will want them to come
downtown more often then not. They were tired of the traffic jams and dodging vehicles while
crossing.

I did witness some negative feedback from some pedestrian(s), motorist and merchants who
were in patient with having to sit still for a few seconds. Some of the negative pedestrian(s)
would dartout into the roadway without stopping, looking or caring about oncoming traffic.

On the motorists side you had vehicles speeding up trying to beat the pedestrian(s) to the
crosswalk, so he or she didn't have to stop and wait for the pedestrian(s) to cross.

A large percentage of merchants and pedestrians praised the PTM'S for being out there
helping pedestrians and controling the flow of traffic and preventing major backups .

Overall , I believe that the PTM'S being on site for this detail help tremendously with the flow
of motor vehicle traffic and pedestrian traffic.

In my opinion, the PTM'S working this detail did a tremendous job controlling all aspects of
motorist and pedestrian traffic control.

I highly recommend that all of the PTM'S that worked this detail be called upon for all future
traffic control at this location.

They worked hard day after day making sure that the pedestrians were safely crossing while
still controling motor vehicle traffic and making this trial period a success.

Thank you,
Gerard Falcone
Onside supervisor
St. Armand Circle
Sarasota Florida



From: Carl Vitale
To: Jeff Trim
Subject: FW: St. Armand"s Circle
Date: Thursday, May 19, 2016 7:11:07 AM

Please see below
 

From: Walter Anderson [mailto:kraemeranderson5@gmail.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 18, 2016 10:30 AM
To: Carl Vitale
Cc: gfalcon812@gmail.com
Subject: St. Armand's Circle

Dear Carl,

Sorry for the delay, My experience on St Armand's Circle was rather pleasant. The majority of
pedestrians and motorists were very pleased to have us there and most often thanked us for our
presence. They all felt safer. Not surprisingly there was a small number of pedestrians who
were rude as they barreled through the crosswalk without looking. The same goes for
motorists who hated waiting for a few seconds longer to allow some folks to make it to the
crosswalk..The whole process made me more aware of what these people were thinking or
expecting. The rude people were in too much of a hurry, having a bad day, or simply just
miserable people.

I wanted to commend Gerald Falcone for doing a fantastic job supervising our crew. Also I
wanted to thank all the team members for doing such a good job.I consider them all to be my
friends.

Sincerely,

Walt Anderson.



From: Carl Vitale
To: Jeff Trim
Subject: FW: Saint Armands Circle
Date: Thursday, May 19, 2016 7:11:51 AM

Please see below
 

From: Lew Bushway [mailto:lewbushway@gmail.com] 
Sent: Monday, May 16, 2016 7:50 PM
To: Carl Vitale
Cc: Gerard Falcone
Subject: Saint Armands Circle

Dear Sirs Lew Bushway
I'm sending you this note to relate my experiences while working the traffic detail on St.

Armands Circle. The experience was 99% positive. I was telling my fellow workers after the
first day, that I've never in my life received so many thank you's.The overwhelming majority
of people: Which, includes shoppers, tourist from all over the world, shop owners, employees,
people shouting from their cars and general local traffic were mostly all positive.They were
saying things like thank you of course (one Sat.,I did a count, and I got 191 thank you's in a
hour), to why didn't they do this years ago, to it's about time, to you guys are doing a great job,
to you guys are greatly appreciated. I never had a more gratifying experience.

On the 1% side. There was one lady who said as a pedestrian she had the right of way
anyways and she didn't have to wait for me. I explained to her that I was just there to look out
for her and keep her safe and then she was fine. I had another incident with two guys who had
a lot to drink, it was nothing I had to make sure they got across the road safely. There was
another motorist who flipped me off because he had to wait at the cross walk like thirty
seconds and that was because I had an unusual large group of pedestrians who had to cross at
one time and that's about it.

 I was working with a great crew who took the time to train me correctly and I found the
whole experience to be very gratifying.

Thank You
Lew Bushway



From: Carl Vitale
To: Jeff Trim
Subject: FW: St. Armand"s Circle
Date: Thursday, May 19, 2016 7:11:32 AM

Please see below
 

From: tim condon [mailto:timgoldwingguy@gmail.com] 
Sent: Monday, May 16, 2016 8:19 PM
To: Carl Vitale
Cc: gfalcone812@gmail.com
Subject: St. Armand's Circle

I worked the St. Armand's post every day for the length of the contract. During that time I
estimate the positive feed back outweighed the negative at about a nine to one ratio. I had
numerous pedestrians thank me on a daily basis for the service we were providing, many times
hearing the phrase this should have been done many years ago, it is about time the traffic
problem has been addressed. On multiple occasions, motorists would stop and tell me how
much they appreciate the service and how nice it is to get through circle with out pedestrians
walking in front of them causing traffic slow downs.

In my opinion, the majority of the negative comments were heard at around 1600hrs. when
traffic was at its heaviest. This was due to people leaving the area beaches at the same time
many people were getting out of work and trying to make their way home. This influx of
traffic led to slow downs way up in downtown Sarasota and back into the circle. Simply put,
the road way and bridge leading from the circle are just not designed to accommodate the
amount of traffic using them.

On many occasions, I was offered gratuities for my service, which I graciously declined,
asking the person making the offer to please make a donation at the local Good Will
organization. This is a charity my wife and I have supported for many years and I felt the
money could be better used staying in the Sarasota community.

I am proud and honored to have been an asset to the St. Armand's community, if only for a
short time. I was able to speak with and interact with people from around the country and the
world. In my mind each day was a welcome experience and I would be honored and thrilled to
continue assisting this program should it continue.

Thank You,

Tim Condon
22325 Peachland Blvd.
Port Charlotte, Fl 33954
239-745-2259



From: Carl Vitale
To: Jeff Trim
Subject: FW: Traffic Detail St. Armand Circle, Sarasota, Florida
Date: Thursday, May 19, 2016 7:12:44 AM

Please se below
 

From: lee wright [mailto:lee.wright2934@gmail.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 18, 2016 4:32 PM
To: Carl Vitale
Cc: gfalcone812@gmail.com
Subject: Fwd: Traffic Detail St. Armand Circle, Sarasota, Florida

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Don Wright <donw99@gmail.com>
Date: Wednesday, May 18, 2016
Subject: Traffic Detail St. Armand Circle, Sarasota, Florida
To: "lee.wright2934@gmail.com" <lee.wright2934@gmail.com>

I was fortunate to participate in the Traffic detail on St. Armand’s Circle as a Pedestrian
Traffic Manager during the thirty day trial period. During this time working under the
direction of Carl Vitale thru the training period and supervised by Jerry Falcone during the
daily shifts. Both who trained and directed myself and  all of the PTM’s professionally  using
their knowledge and experience to assure that the project ran safely and efficiently.   It was
apparent within the first days that the majority of the pedestrians more then welcomed the
assistance in crossing the circle evident by the thousands of verbal “thank you’ s”, “so glad
you are here”, “we feel so much safer”, “who can we contact to approve of this project?”,
handshakes and even a hug from and elderly man on a cane. The majority of the Pedestrian
traffic on the circle are either tourists, many with young families pushing carriage and with
young children who always welcomed the safety of the traffic being stopped. As well as the
local senior population that were often on wheelchairs, walkers and canes or just moving
slowly. Not all pedestrians were happy about being held up for a few minutes and became
irritated and impatient. Many drivers also thanked us with “thumbs up”, and thank you’ s ,
stating the traffic flow was greatly improved. There were also the very aggravated drivers that
were frustrated before they even got to the circle and upon leaving the circle headed toward
the Ringling Causeway viewing the bumper to bumper traffic ahead just became irate. This
type of driver reaction was almost always during the afternoon rush. We also heard many
positive comments from the merchants. Again, as in the other groups a few impatient that
were not as welcoming to the temporary change of not being able to dodge the cars. My
impression at the end of the project was that the traffic flowed at a better pace with the
queuing of the pedestrians and control of the traffic. I myself a resident of  Longboat Key that
drives thru the circle almost daily noticed an improvement in the flow. Thank you, Lee Wright

Sent from Mail for Windows 10



Notice to the Public

The  City  of  Sarasota  is  committed  to  providing  qualified   disabled
individuals  an  opportunity   to   participate   in   Advisory Board meetings.

The City of Sarasota  prohibits  discrimination  in  all  services,  programs,  or
activities on the basis of race, color, national origin, age, disability,  sex  or
gender, marital or  familial  status,  religion,  sexual  orientation,  veteran  status,
or genetic information. Persons with disabilities who require assistance or
alternative means for communication   of   program   information   such   as Braille, 
large print, audiotape, etc., should contact: Stacie Mason, Director of Human 
Resources, Sarasota City Federal Building, 111 S. Orange Avenue, Sarasota, Florida
34236, (941) 951-3634, or email Stacie.Mason@sarasotagov.com. 

In accordance with the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 and Section 286.26, 
Florida Statutes, persons with disabilities needing special accommodation to 
participate in a meeting should contact the Office of the City Auditor and Clerk at 
(941) 954-4160 at least two business days prior to the date of the meeting as to the 
nature of the auxiliary aids and/or service necessary.

Every effort will be made to  provide  such  aid  or  service  to  the  extent  that they 
are  reasonable,  do  not  result  in  undue  financial  or  administrative burden, and  do  
not  alter  the  fundamental  nature  of  the  meeting. Consideration will be given to the 
individual's preferred aid or service. However, alternatives may be provided if in the 
City's determination such alternatives provide an effective means of communication.  
For the benefit of individuals utilizing hearing aids with a T-coil, the City Commission 
Chambers and SRQ Media Studio are outfitted with a Hearing Induction Loop for 
enhanced hearing assistance. 

Proceedings will be electronically recorded. Should an individual feel that a
verbatim transcription of the proceedings may later be needed, said individual has the 
burden and expense of arranging for same. Copies of the electronic recording may 
be purchased from the Office of the City Auditor and Clerk.

Pamela M. Nadalini, MBA, CMC
City Auditor and Clerk
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