
 
 
 

 

HIA Working Group Meeting 3  
Wednesday, January 31, 2018 | 9:00 AM to11:00 AM | 
Casselberry Police Department Building (Multi-Purpose Room) 

Meeting Notes 
In Attendance: 
Myles O’Keefe, LYNX  
Dr. Mary Ann Feldheim, UCF/Urban Planning 
Therry Feroldi, HCECF 
David Overfield, DOH Orange  
Venise White, DOH Seminole  
Donna Walsh, DOH Seminole  
Courtney Banker, OCPS 
Emily Hanna, City of Casselberry 
Kelly Brock, City of Casselberry 

Tara McCue, ECFRPC 
Kiauna Carbin, Seminole County     
Elizabeth Whitton, MetroPlan Orlando 
JB Boonstra, Florida Hospital 
Reginald Mells, reThink Your Commute, FDOT 
Claudia Korobkoff, City of Orlando 
Jane Lim-Yap, Kittelson & Associates, Inc. 
Brett Boncore, Kittelson & Associates, Inc. 
Meredyth Sanders, Kittelson & Associates, Inc. 

Welcome & Introductions 
Myles O’Keefe welcomed and thanked the Health Impact Assessment (HIA) Working Group 
members for attending. He reintroduced himself as the project manager for the SR 436 Corridor 
Study, and asked the Working Group members to share a new project that they were excited to 
begin work on in 2018. A few highlights from the introductions were: 
 

• Myles noted that LYNX is kicking off a CV/AV program. He emphasized that LYNX is 
aiming to be at the forefront of CV/AV technology in the transit world.  

• Donna Walsh noted that the Seminole County Department of Health is applying for a 
“Closing the Gap” Grant to implement a Community Peer Medicine Program for the 
County. 

• Dr. Mary Ann Feldheim shared details on the quality of life survey for the HIA. She noted 
that the project team had visited her class the previous night to discuss the broader SR 
436 Corridor Study and HIA and explain the quality of life survey. Her students will be 
distributing the quality of life survey at seven key locations along the study corridor 
between February 19th and March 5th. 

• Emily Hanna shared that the City of Casselberry Planning Department have been 
working with the owners of a local produce company to set up a healthy foods 
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partnership. The local distributor, Harvell’s produce, plans to donate excess fresh fruits 
and vegetables to the City. 

• Kelly Brock noted that the City of Casselberry Public Works Department is in the process 
of kicking off a series of locally funded transportation projects. He specifically referenced 
the City’s upcoming livability improvements to Sunset Drive. 

• Tara McCue noted that she is looking forward to wrapping up the Downtown Master Plan 
for the Lake Helen community. She shared that ECFRPC is also hiring a temporary 
disaster resilience coordinator for the region. The coordinator will help ECFRPC to bring 
stakeholders in the region to the table to plan for future disasters, such as hurricanes.  

• Kelly Brock noted that the City of Casselberry has programmed its first walking audit of 
the City’s cultural corridor, which is to be attended by elected officials and other local 
stakeholders.  

• Elizabeth Whitton noted that MetroPlan Orlando is kicking off a new research study on 
the Phase I SunRail stations. The goal of the study is to understand the effects of new 
development around each station. She specifically noted that the study would look into 
connections between SunRail riders and those living in new developments near each 
station.  

• David Overfield shared that Orange County DOH has been putting a lot of effort towards 
improving the County’s immunization program. He explained that they are developing 
outreach teams and increasing capacity, particularly through the upcoming construction 
of a 12,000 SF facility in the southern half of the SR 436 Corridor.  

• Reginald Mells shared that ReThink FDOT is gearing up to promote their “not so noisy 
bike week in Daytona Beach. The week will include bicycle rodeos, displays, helmet 
fittings and a community bike ride. ReThink FDOT is also preparing to run the Downtown 
Orlando (DTO) Commute Challenge. 

• Courtney Banker noted that she was looking forward to beginning a mode split analysis 
of Orange County schools. 

• Kiauna Carbin shared that Seminole County is kicking off a program to help families who 
have been displaced by Irma. The program will specifically provide families with interim 
housing. The County is also developing a program that will provide assistance to families 
who are having trouble paying for insurance. 

• Therry Feroldi shared that HCECF is applying for a Blue Grant to hire a community 
paramedic for the region. The paramedic’s main purpose would be to reduce ER visits 
through preventative care. 

• JB Boonstra shared that Florida Hospital’s move60 campaign begins on March 1st. 
While the campaign has been exclusively held in Winter Park, Eatonville and Maitland in 
past years, JB shared that Florida Hospital is looking to expand the campaign to the rest 
of the Florida Hospital region. JB also noted that Florida Hospital’s CHIC Grant 
application has just opened. More information about the grant program, which provides 
funding to local NGOs to improve community health and well-being, can be found at 
FloridaHospitalcares.org.  

http://floridahospitalcares.org/
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• Claudia Korobkoff noted that the City of Orlando is working on a range of projects 
related to Complete Streets and Vision Zero objectives.  

 
Following the introductions, Myles presented the agenda for the Working Group meeting. The 
subsequent presentation included an update on the Transit Corridor Study, an overview of the 
HIA primary indicator baseline assessment, a summary of the vulnerable populations identified 
as part of the HIA, and a discussion of draft survey questions for the quality of life survey.   

SR 436 Transit Corridor Study Update 
Study Area 
Myles provided the team with a refresher on the study area, which runs along SR 436 for 
twenty-three (23) miles from the Orlando International Airport (OIA) to SR 434 in Seminole 
County. The corridor connects seven jurisdictions and is a key transit corridor for LYNX. Eleven 
LYNX routes run along the corridor and eight LYNX routes cross the corridor. Myles also noted 
that three LYNX SuperStops are located along the corridor: one at OIA, one along Dixie Belle 
Drive, and one near US 17/92 in Seminole County.  
 
Schedule 
Myles O’Keefe provided an update on the 18-month SR 436 Transit Corridor Study schedule, 
which extends through the end of June 2018. Myles noted that the study is in its later stages, 
and that the remaining five months of the study will involve answering the following questions: 

• Which alternatives do we want to move forward? 
• How can we best fund and implement the preferred alternative? 

 

The HIA will continue to run parallel to the transit study, and is scheduled to conclude in the 
summer of 2018. 

Community Events 
The SR 436 team has connected with the community through over fifteen community events 
and outreach initiatives. Outreach activities have been conducted at Bravo Grocery Store, 
SuperStops, and high ridership transit stops along the corridor, among other locations.  
 
Tiered Alternatives Analysis 
Meredyth Sanders reminded the Working Group that the preferred alternative for SR 436 will be 
selected through a tiered screening analysis. The levels of analysis are aligned with the Federal 
Transit Administration’s (FTA’s) process for identifying preferred transit alternatives, and involve 
gathering data, identifying alternatives, and screening alternatives.  

The study team is nearing completion of the first level of analysis, which focuses on identifying 
and screening modes. The next level of analysis involves identifying and screening potential 
alignments and segments along the corridor and will be done with a higher level of detail than 
the previous level. The final level of analysis will combine level 1 and 2 alternatives and apply 
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different operating scenarios, station locations, and multimodal access (complete streets) 
strategies.  

Level 1 Screening  
The first level of analysis evaluated a range of modes with criteria based on the study’s goals 
and objectives. The screening identified four trunk modes that will move on to the next two 
levels of analysis: local bus, limited-stop bus, BRT – Bronze, and BRT – Silver:   

• Local Bus: Local buses are already in operation along SR 436 and will serve as the 
baseline scenario for the SR 436 study.  

• Limited-Stop Bus: Similar to local buses, limited-stop buses are characterized by fewer 
stops to improve transit speeds 

• BRT – Bronze: Sometimes referred to as corridor-based BRT, this mode is 
distinguished by dedicated lanes for most of the alignment, enhanced stations and 
vehicles, transit signal priority and other amenities to improve transit speeds and 
reliability.  

• BRT – Silver: Sometimes referred to as fixed-guideway BRT, this mode is distinguished 
by physically-separated exclusive lanes, enhanced stations and vehicles, transit signal 
priority, queue jumps and other amenities to improve transit speeds and reliability.  

 
Level 2 Alignments and Segments 
The study team is nearly through the second level of analysis, which involves identifying and 
screening potential alignments and segments along the corridor. The Level 2 analysis includes 
identification and evaluation of extents of future transit service (From where to where?), 
potential alternative facilities (Will transit run on SR 436 or parallel roads?), and characteristics 
of runningways (Will transit run in a shared or exclusive lane? Will transit run along the curb or 
in the median?).  

Meredyth explained that the Partner Agency Working Group (PAWG) and the study team 
worked together to identify six candidate alignment alternatives for the Level 2 analysis: 

• OIA to SR 434 
• OIA to SunRail 
• OIA to Aloma Avenue 
• OIA to SR 50 
• Aloma Avenue to Altamonte Mall 
• US 17/92 to SR 434 

 

The Working Group asked if the alternative alignments only have stations at the beginning and 
ending of each alignment. Brett Boncore and Jane Lim-Yap clarified that the current map 
showing the potential alignments are slightly misleading, since the preferred alternative will have 
stops spaced out along each segment.  
 
The Working Group also asked about the typical stop spacing for BRT – Bronze (corridor-based 
BRT) service. Brett clarified that corridor-based BRT stops are typically spaced one to three 
miles apart, and overlaid with more closely spaced stops for local bus service. In this way, 
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transit riders can access key mid- to long-distance destinations without losing access to a fine-
grained network of local bus stops.  
 
Meredyth noted that the study team is investigating a variety of alignments since certain modes, 
such as fixed guideway BRT, may be more appropriate for certain sections of the corridor than 
others. A goal of the third tier of analysis is to identify the appropriate mix of modes and 
alignments for the SR 436 corridor. Based on a discussion with the SR 436 PAWG, LYNX 
identified a series of alternatives that will be assessed at varying levels of detail during the third 
round of analysis: 
 

• Local Bus 
o OIA to SR 434 

• Limited-stop bus 
o OIA to Aloma Avenue 
o Aloma Avenue to SR 434 

• BRT – Bronze 
o OAI to SR 50 
o OIA to Aloma Avenue 
o OIA to SunRail 
o Aloma Avenue to SR 434 

• BRT – Silver 
o OIA to SR 50 
o OIA to Aloma Avenue 

 

David Overfield asked if the preferred alternative for SR 436 would connect to the Sand Lake 
SunRail station. Brett and Myles explained that the SR 436 alternative won’t directly connect to 
the Sand Lake station. However, it will likely connect to the Altamonte Springs SunRail Station. 
Tara McCue added that SunRail does not run on weekends, so any alternative on SR 436 will 
fill the need for weekend service.  
 
JB Boonstra asked if the preferred alternative for SR 436 will take ridership away from SunRail. 
Brett explained that the preferred transit alternative for SR 436 will provide another option, and 
will likely provide faster travel times to points along the SR 436 corridor. Jane noted that the 
third level of analysis for the corridor study will take a detailed look at ridership and the potential 
impacts of proposed alternatives on existing ridership. The team confirmed that FTA looks at 
ridership impacts when considering whether or not to award federal funding to transit projects.  
 
The Working Group inquired if funding is already available for the preferred alternative. Myles 
noted that this is not the case, but that LYNX is determined to implement the preferred 
alternatives from both the SR 50 and SR 436 corridor studies. He shared that LYNX is 
investigating potential public-private partnerships to fund both alternatives, among other funding 
sources.  
 
Brett noted that the SR 436 team will also be investigating complete streets solutions as part of 
the corridor study. He emphasized the importance of connecting transit with complete streets 
improvements. When implemented together, transit and complete streets can have a stronger 
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benefit to communities than implementing one without the other. Brett noted that FDOT plans to 
proactively look at proposed station areas to see how they can better connect pedestrians and 
cyclists to transit. 

Primary Indicator Baseline Assessment 
Brett kicked off a discussion of the next steps in the HIA process, starting with a review of the 
HIA’s four main goals. The overarching goal of the HIA is to better understand the impacts of 
the potential SR 436 transit improvements on the overall health of the communities that would 
be served by this proposed transit investment. This would include potential impacts of 
improvements on: 

• Enhanced transit experience to support current customers, increase ridership from a 
wider range of potential users, and increase access to community assets 

• Safe, comfortable and accessible walking and bicycling environments 
• Transportation investments that encourage development and redevelopment consistent 

with community goals 
• Reliable and safe vehicular mobility 

 

Primary Indicators 
Brett reminded the Working Group that the study team has worked through the HIA process to 
identify eight primary indicators. With the help of the HIA Working Group, the study team 
identified primary indicators from the study’s pathway diagram, long list of indictors, and short 
list of indicators. The primary indicators identified for the SR 436 HIA can be grouped into five 
main categories: 

• Access to Health and Employment 
• Physical Health Indicators 
• Cyclist and Pedestrian Safety 
• Economic Health 
• Quality of Life  

 

Once the HIA team identified primary indicators, they worked with members of the Working 
Group to identify available data sources for each indicator. The data sources will inform baseline 
and future conditions for each of the indicators. Brett walked the Working Group through the 
available data sources for each of the primary indicators, which can be found on slide twenty-
four of the Working Group presentation.  

Meredyth walked through the results from the baseline analysis of the primary indicators, 
starting with Transit Commute Time to Work. 

Transit Commute Time to Work 
The study team looked at travel time to work data from the American Community Survey to 
understand how long it takes transit riders living on the corridor to travel to work. They 
compared travel times on the SR 436 corridor to travel times in Seminole County, Orange 
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County and Florida as a whole. On average, it takes transit riders living on the corridor forty-
three minutes to travel to work. Pockets of the corridor, particularly between SR 50 and SR 408, 
among others, experience longer than average travel times to work via transit.  
 
The Working Group suggested comparing census tract mode splits and travel times to see if 
tracts with long travel times also have large populations traveling by transit. The Working Group 
also suggested looking in greater detail at commute destinations for transit users living along 
the corridor.  
 
Transit Access to Health 
The study team measured transit access to health by identifying the number of health care 
destinations accessible to vulnerable populations via thirty minute transit ride. For the purposes 
of this map, the team defined vulnerable populations as any census tract where a majority of the 
population lives above the MSA average in two or more of the following categories: 
 

• Minority population 
• Zero car households 
• At or below 150% of the poverty line 
 

The study team found that on average, vulnerable populations living on the SR 436 corridor can 
access eight health care destinations within a thirty minute transit ride from home.  
 
The Working Group suggested that the study team include dental establishments in the list of 
accessible health care destinations. They also suggested considering TrueHealth Clinics, health 
departments, mental health clinics and other federally-qualified healthcare facilities. The 
analysis focuses on vulnerable populations, so the Working Group stated that available health 
care establishments should consist of those that are more likely to be used by vulnerable 
populations.  
 

Mental Health 
The study team used BRFSS data to investigate the percentage of adults ever diagnosed with 
depression. They compared mental health conditions on the corridor to Orange County, 
Seminole County, Florida and the United States as a whole. Many census tracts north of SR 
408 have an above average percentage of adults diagnosed with depression. 
 
David Overfield suggested confirming if the BRFSS data was age-adjusted. The team confirmed 
that while BRFSS data is a sample of U.S population, it is also age-adjusted. Brett clarified that 
the team moved forward with using BRFSS data because it provides a more nuanced depiction 
of mental health conditions than death-related data.  
 
The Working Group discussed the fact that Baldwin Park has some of the highest instances of 
reported mental health issues along the corridor. They noted that this may be because incomes 
are higher in the Baldwin Park neighborhood, and that people who need access to mental 
health services on the corridor can only afford it in wealthier neighborhoods. 
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Chronic Disease 
The SR 436 team also used BRFSS data to understand baseline conditions for the chronic 
disease primary indicator. The team investigated the percentage of corridor residents reporting 
to be obese (BMI of 30 or greater), the percent of residents ever diagnosed with diabetes, and 
the percent of residents ever diagnosed with hypertension. They compared chronic disease 
conditions on the corridor to Orange County, Seminole County, Florida and the United States as 
a whole. Census tracts near Curry Ford Road, Hoffner Avenue, and the City of Casselberry all 
exhibited higher percentages of chronic disease diagnoses than the rest of the SR 436 corridor. 

Bicyclist and Pedestrian Injury and Fatality Rates 
The SR 436 team used bicycle and pedestrian injury and fatality data to determine where the 
most bicycle and pedestrian crashes have occurred on the corridor in the past five years (2011-
2015). The intersections and roadway segments with the highest percentage of bicycle and 
pedestrian crashes include: 
 

• Intersections 
o SR 436 and SR 50 
o SR 436 and Curry Ford Road 
o SR 436 and Old Cheney Highway 
o SR 436 and Oxford Road 
o SR 436 and Howell Branch Road 

• Segments 
o SR 50 to Orange County Fire Station 66 
o La Costa Drive to Stonewall Jackson Road 
o Grant Street to Curry Ford Road 
o Driggs Drive to Aloma Avenue 
o Curry Ford Road to La Costa Drive 

 
David Overfield noted that it would be helpful to compare pictures of high crash locations on the 
corridor to compare to pictures of low crash locations along the corridor. The Working Group 
also noticed that many of the high crash intersections and segments are located near some of 
the densest residential neighborhoods in the corridor and broader region.  
 
Kelly Brock reminded the group that bicycle and pedestrian crash rates are in part a function of 
exposure. Particular land uses attract more non-motorized users than others, and can 
sometimes result in greater rates of crashes involving non-motorized users.  
 
Elizabeth Whitton noted that it would be an interesting intellectual exercise to examine the long 
forms for all of the bicycle and pedestrian crashes that occurred along the corridor. The long 
forms could help the team to understand how demographics and age could factor into crash 
rates. 
 
The SR 436 team highlighted that in general, minority populations are disproportionately 
impacted by bicycle and pedestrian crashes. Elizabeth Whitton noted that this statistic doesn’t 
necessarily hold true in the MetroPlan Orlando region, where data shows that bicycle and 
pedestrian deaths are split more evenly between white and non-white populations.  
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David Overfield asked the SR 436 team to describe the difference between Rectangular rapid 
flash beacons, HAWKS, and full-blown traffic signals. The team explained that the different 
treatments are warranted based on non-motorized demand. Rectangular rapid flash beacons 
and HAWKS are generally less expensive than full-size traffic signals, and have less strenuous 
warrant requirements. Jane highlighted the irony that transportation engineers and planners 
identify transportation improvements for cars based on projected growth, while improvements 
for non-motorized users are identified based on existing conditions.  
 
It should also be noted that as of December 2017, the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) 
terminated the interim approval that allowed for the installation of rectangular rapid flash 
beacons (RRFBs). This action was taken not because of any safety ineffectiveness of RRFBs, 
but because of a legal patent issue that could not be resolved. Due to the termination of the 
interim approval, FDOT Central Office has shared that all projects that include RRFBs which are 
currently in design (and are funded for construction) are continuing forward with keeping the 
RRFB’s in the projects. Any projects that do not meet these criteria will not be able to include 
RRFBs. Additional resources regarding the termination of interim approval for RRFBs, and other 
treatments that are still available for enhancing pedestrian safety, can be found on the Kittelson 
& Associates website.  
 
Transportation and Housing Affordability 
The SR 436 Team used Housing and Transportation Affordability data from the Center for 
Neighborhood Technology (CNT) to identify census tracks with households that are 
disproportionately burdened by the combined cost of housing and transportation. A majority of 
census tracts in the SR 436 corridor are burdened by the cost of housing and transportation. 
Census tracts near SR 50, Curry Ford Road, and Hoffner Avenue are severely burdened by the 
cost of housing and transportation.  
 
The team clarified that they compared housing and transportation costs on the corridor to 
housing and transportation costs in the Orlando-Kissimmee-Sanford core-based statistical area 
to highlight severely burdened census tracts. Elizabeth Whitton noted that MetroPlan Orlando 
needs to take a closer look at new CNT numbers for the MetroPlan Orlando region to determine 
if the average regional cost of housing and transportation has decreased over the past year.  
 
JB Boonstra asked how a premium transit service can help households burdened by the cost of 
housing and transportation. Brett explained that the cost of owning an automobile can be 
enough to overburden vulnerable households. A fast, reliable transit service can provide an 
affordable alternative to auto-dependent communities. Meredyth noted that premium transit can 
also improve property values and increase the cost of housing. The team emphasized that it is 
important to consider all of the potential effects of premium transit in order to effectively and 
proactively support households living and working in the vicinity of the proposed transit project.  
 

Economic Return on Investment 
The study team used Department of Revenue data from Orange and Seminole County to 
understand baseline economic conditions along the SR 436 corridor. The SR 436 corridor has 
higher average land values per square foot than Orange and Seminole County at large. The 
study team noted the possibility of this being a function of the study corridor being located in an 

http://www.kittelson.com/news-and-events/fhwa-terminates-interim-approval-for-rrfbs/
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urban part of the region. Meredyth emphasized that this primary indicator serves as a point of 
comparison to conditions after the BRT implementation. By comparing economic return on 
investment indicator data from before and after transit project implementation, the Working 
Group can understand and continue to respond to the economic effects of the SR 436 project. 
 

Sense of Community/Quality of Life 
The final primary indicator that the SR 436 study team will investigate is the sense of 
community/quality of life indicator. Since this indicator is less tangible than the other primary 
indicators, the study team developed a survey to collect quality of life data from residents and 
transit users living and traveling along SR 436. The team reminded the Working Group that they 
were partnering with UCF and Dr. Feldheim’s class to distribute the survey at strategic locations 
along the corridor. They noted that they would share copies of the quality of life survey with the 
Working Group towards the end of the meeting. 

Vulnerable Populations Identification 
A key part of the SR 436 HIA involves identifying vulnerable populations that should be carefully 
considered as LYNX moves forward with its preferred transit alternative. Brett reminded the 
Working Group of the many connections between vulnerable populations and health benefits 
provided by transit and complete streets projects: 

• Rates of chronic disease are substantially higher in the poorest of the nation’s 
populations 

• Populations in lower income brackets report less physical activity per week than 
populations in higher income brackets 

• Vulnerable populations have a hard time accessing fresh, nutritious food 
• Non-White populations (including Hispanic populations) are disproportionately involved 

fatal pedestrian crashes 
 
Corridor Demographics 
Brett provided the Working Group with a comparison of demographic data in the study area 
compared to the greater Orlando Metropolitan Statistical Area (MSA). The team mapped data 
from the US Census to find that SR 436 corridor align closely with MSA characteristics. 
However, SR 436 corridor statistics for populations at or below 150% of the poverty line, non-
SOV commuters, zero-car households and transit commuters fall slightly above MSA averages. 
 
Transit Riders 
The study team also compared data from the LYNX Onboard Origin-Destination (OD) survey to 
understand how corridor transit riders compare to MSA population. The OD data indicates that 
SR 436 riders are much more likely to have an annual household income under $40,000, be 
members of a minority group, and live in a zero-car household. Brett highlighted that 80% of SR 
436 transit riders have an annual household income of $40,000 or less.  
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Vulnerable Populations 
The study team considered findings from the primary indicator baseline assessment to identify 
five vulnerable populations along the study area: 
  

• South Pershing and South Lake George (No. 1) 
• Azalea Park East, Curry Ford West, and Monterey (No. 2) 
• Winter Park, Aloma East, and Howell Branch East (No. 3) 
• Altamonte North and Casselberry (North and South) (No. 4) 
• Weathersfield and Lake Orienta (No. 5) 

 
Census tracts were identified as vulnerable populations if they were above average in more 
than three of the non-health primary indicator categories or above average in more than three 
health primary indicator categories. Brett emphasized that the vulnerable population names 
were based on larger neighborhoods, and that each vulnerable population does not necessarily 
encompass the full neighborhood indicated by its name. A map showing the location of each of 
the vulnerable populations can be found on slide forty-three of the meeting presentation. 

South Pershing and South Lake George 
This vulnerable population was identified based on the following characteristics: 
 

• Median Household Income = $27,000 - $31,000 
• 40-55% live below 150% of poverty line 
• 76-82% of income spent on Transportation + Housing  
• Average Transit Commute Time > 60 minutes 
• Less than 6 health care facilities within 30-minute transit ride 
• Above average obesity and diabetes 

Azalea Park East, Curry Ford West, and Monterey 
This vulnerable population was identified based on the following characteristics: 
 

• Median Household Income = $31,000-$42,000 
• Up to 50% live below 150% of poverty line 
• 58-74% of income spent on Transportation + Housing  
• Above average obesity, diabetes, hypertension, and depression 

Winter Park, Aloma East, & Howell Branch East 
This vulnerable population was identified based on the following characteristics: 
 

• Median Household Income = $29,000 – $44,000 
• 28-48% live below 150% of poverty line 
• 64-78% of income spent on Transportation + Housing  
• Average Transit Commute Time > 60 minutes 
• Within ½ mile of high bike-ped injury/fatality segment (University Blvd to Aloma Ave) 
• Above average diabetes, hypertension, and depression 

Altamonte North & Casselberry (North & South) 
This vulnerable population was identified based on the following characteristics: 
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• 30-57% live below 150% of poverty line 
• 58-77% of income spent on Transportation + Housing  
• Average Transit Commute Time > 60 minutes 
• Less than 6 health care facilities within 30-minute transit ride 
• Within ½ mile of high bike-ped injury/fatality intersection (Oxford Rd) 
• Above average diabetes, obesity, hypertension, and depression 

 
Emily Hanna expressed interest in seeing the average median household income for the 
Casselberry portion of this vulnerable population. Brett noted that this information was not 
included in the presentation because Casselberry’s median income is not below regional 
averages. He stated that the team would share this information with Emily Hanna at a later date. 

Weathersfield & Lake Orienta 
This vulnerable population was identified based on the following characteristics: 
 

• Less than 6 health care facilities within 30-minute transit ride 
• Above average diabetes, obesity, and hypertension 

Interactive Exercise – Vulnerable Populations Feedback 
Brett solicited feedback from the Working Group on ongoing and future activities in each of the 
vulnerable population areas. The study team received the following feedback from the Working 
Group: 
 

• JB Boonstra noted a number of relevant Florida Hospital efforts: 
• Florida Hospital and ECFRPC developed a “hotspot map” for the Florida Hospital 

service area. He shared that the hotspots identified by Florida hospital align with 
the vulnerable populations identified by the SR 436 study team. The data used to 
develop the hot spots included emergency room utilization. 

• Florida Hospital has conducted Community Health Needs Assessments for 
Altamonte Springs and Orlando East. Insights from these assessments should 
inform ongoing work on the SR 436 HIA. 

• Florida Hospital’s CHIC program issues $1.2 M/year in grants to local non-profits 
to implement projects that align with Florida Hospital’s CHNA priorities.  

• Florida Hospital hosts community health events and a mobile clinic at Remington 
Inn (within VP 5) 

• Florida Hospital East Orlando is opening a low-income transition clinic (within VP 
2) 

• David Overfield shared that Orange county DOH is planning to open a 12,000 S.F. 
facility near Hoffner Avenue and SR 436 (within VP No. 1). The facility will include WIC, 
family planning, and immunizations. It will particularly serve a growing Hispanic 
population. The area is already home to a DOH-run dental facility.  

• Emily Hanna stated that the City of Casselberry’s Health Element from their 
Comprehensive Plan is based on CHNA data.  
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• Elizabeth Whitton shared that MetroPlan Orlando is working on three white papers for 
FHWA on healthy communities. MetroPlan is in the researching phase for all three 
projects and plans to complete the writing phase by June 30th.  

• Venise White noted that the expansion of the move60 campaign to the rest of Florida 
Hospital’s footprint would support community health. Venise also noted that Seminole 
County’s department of health provides health screening and referral services in VP No. 
4. 

• Venise also mentioned that the Greater Wynwood community is located in VP No. 4, and 
has recently participated in a door-to-door survey on community health.  

• Donna Walsh mentioned that the Seminole County Department of Health conducts 
regular visits to Shepherd’s Hope Sharing Center and The Pointe.  

• Tara McCue shared that ECFRPC recently conducted an HIA for the West Lakes 
neighborhood, which can be accessed on ECFRPC’s website.  

• David Overfield noted that an air particle measurement effort is ongoing at SR 408.  
 
After discussing ongoing and upcoming projects in the vulnerable population areas, Brett 
reviewed the four potential impacts that the preferred alternative could have on each of the 
primary indicators in the study area: 
 

• Direction: refers to if the improvement has potential to affect a positive or negative 
change in the indicator 

• Magnitude: refers to the scope of impact, relative to population size. The indicator 
received a “low” rating if it affects less than 25% of the corridor population, “medium” if 
25-50% of the corridor population, and “high” if over 50% of the corridor population. 

• Likelihood: refers to the probability of the indicator being impacted by the improvements  
• Distribution: refers to the geographic and socioeconomic extents of the potential impact 

A table listing the possible direction, magnitude, likelihood and distribution effects of the SR 436 
study on each of the primary indicators can be found in slide forty-nine of the Working Group 
presentation.  

Quality of Life Survey 

Brett shared the draft quality of life survey with the study team. He specified that Dr. Feldheim’s 
UCF planning class will distribute the survey at SuperStops and other high-activity transit stops 
along the SR 436 Corridor. Students will also survey people at Bravo Supermarket, just north of 
SR 50. The surveys will be distributed between February 19th and March 5th.  
 
The team emphasized that the questions in the quality of life survey are tailored to provide 
insights about transit riders’ sense of community and overall quality of life. Previous surveys 
distributed on the SR 436 corridor have provided insight into popular destinations on the corridor, 
desired transit amenities and other transit-related questions.  
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Next Steps/Wrap Up 
Brett concluded the meeting and cited the following next steps for the project: 

• HIA Demonstration Area Assessment 
• HIA Recommendations 
• Next Working Group Meeting – Spring 2018 
• Visit and share our website: https://www.lynxsr436.com/hia/ 

o Fill out our surveys: https://www.surveymonkey.com/r/SR436HIA 
o Check out upcoming events  
o Download and read study documents  

 
Attachments: PowerPoint Presentation 
 
cc:  HIA Working Group Members, Meeting Attendees 

https://www.lynxsr436.com/hia/
https://www.surveymonkey.com/r/SR436HIA
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