MARTIN METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION
CITIZENS’ ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEETING
Martin County Administration Building
County Commission Chambers
2401 S.E. Monterey Road
Stuart, FL 34996
(772) 221-1498

www.martinmpo.com

Wednesday, May 05, 2010 @ 9:00 a.m.

AGENDA
ITEM ACTION
1. CALL TO ORDER -9:00 a.m.
2. ROLL CALL
3. APPROVE AGENDA APPROVE
4. APPROVE MINUTES
e Regular Meeting — April 07, 2010 APPROVE

5. AGENDA ITEMS
A. DRAFT TIP FY 2011 - 2015 RECOMMEND
MEMO: templ0CACa05.01

B. FY 2011 TE APPLICATIONS for FY 2014 FUNDING RECOMMEND
MEMO: templ0CACa05.02

C. RAIL CORRIDOR STUDY DISCUSS
MEMO: templ10CACa05.03

D. ANNUAL ELECTION OF OFFICERS APPROVE
MEMO: templ0CACa05.04

6. COMMENTS FROM COMMITTEE MEMBERS
7. COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC

8. COMMENTS FROM FDOT

9. NOTES

10. NEXT MEETING
e June 02,2010

11. ADJOURN
Page 1 0of 1

Assistance for disabled persons may be arranged by calling 1-866-836-7034. Non-English speaking, deaf, or visually impaired persons needing an
interpreter should contact the Martin County Administrator’s office at 772-288-5420 or 772-288-5940 (TDD). An agenda of items to be considered will
be available to the public in the Administrator’s Office, 2401 SE Monterey Road, Stuart, Florida. Items not included on the agenda may also be heard
in considcration of the best interests of the public health, safety, welfarc, and as necessary to protect cvery person’s right of access.



MARTIN METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION (MPO)
CITIZENS’ ADVISORY COMMITTEE (CAC)

Wednesday, April 07, 2010 - 9:00 A.M.
Martin County Administration Building
Commission Chambers
2401 SE Monterey Road
Stuart, FL 34996
(772) 223-7983

CALL TO ORDER

At the time the meeting was called to order Chairman Toby Overdorf and Vice-Chair Sheila
Kurtz were not present. The Committee asked Mr. Mark Mathes to chair the meeting. Mr.
Mathes accepted and the meeting was called to order at 9:05 a.m.

ROLL CALL

Members in Attendance:

Sheila Kurtz, Vice-Chair (arrived at 9:07 a.m.)
Joseph DeFronzo

Alex Trovato

Mark Mathes

Julie Preast

Albert Zilg

Members Excused:
Jody Ianuzzi

Members Not In Attendance:
Toby Overdorf, Chairman
Barbara Kauffman

Trent Steele

Kevin Trepanier (Ex-Officio)

Staff in Attendance:

Mary Beth Beltran, Acting MPO Administrator
Boyd Lawrence, Planner II

Lisandra Bonet, Administrative Specialist 11

A quorum was present for this committee.

APPROVE AGENDA
Ms. Julie Preast moved to approve the Agenda. Seconded by Mr. Joseph DeFronzo.
Motion carried unanimously.

APPROVE MINUTES:
* January 06, 2010 — Regular CAC Meeting
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Ms. Preast requested that the name on the first bullet point of page five be corrected. It
should have been John instead of Joan. Ms. Preast made a motion to approve the
minutes with this correction. Mr. Albert Zilg seconded the motion. Motion
carried unanimously.

Vice-Chair Kurtz arrived. Mr. Mathes remained chairing the meeting.

5. AGENDA ITEMS
A.Draft UPWP FY 2010/11 — 2011/12

MEMO: templ0CACa04.01

Ms. Beth Beltran, Acting MPO Administrator, said that funding to be received by an
MPO is awarded in accordance with a distribution formula developed by FDOT and
approved by FHWA. The funding received by an MPO may be expended only in
accordance with an approved UPWP. Ms. Beltran stated that the DRAFT UPWP was
submitted to FDOT for review by the established March 15 deadline. The document
was being submitted to the MPO’s CAC and TAC for review and comments on April 7,
2010, and to the BPAC on April 12, 2010. FDOT has until April 15" to comment on the
DRAFT. This DRAFT will also be discussed with the MPO Policy Board on April 19,
2010. A Notice of Public Hearing that this document is available for comment was
published in the Stuart News on March 14™ advising that a Public Hearing on the
document will be held at the April 19" MPO Policy Board meeting before it is considered
for adoption at its May 3™ meeting.

Ms. Beltran stated that the FY 2010/11-2011/12 UPWP is a two-year UPWP. The UPWP
included the completion of the 2035 Regional Long Range Transportation Plan (RLRTP)
by February of 2011, reflected in Task 5.6 2035 RLRTP. Ms. Beltran pointed out some
other projects in the FY 2010/11-2011/12 UPWP such as the Bicycle Master Plan (Task
5.10), the completion of the Congestion Management Plan (Task 5.11), and the work
effort associated with the Regional Transit Organization (Tasks 5.2 and 5.8). The new,
two-year UPWP will also support continuity of MPO activities.

Mr. Mathes asked if setting funds aside for the Regional Long Range Transportation Plan
now would provide a “jump start” for the 2040 RLRTP. Ms. Beltran replied in the
affirmative.

Ms. Preast thanked MPO Staff for addressing on the UPWP report the fact that a
permanently funding source for the County’s mass transportation is still needed. Ms.
Preast brought this comment up on behalf of Board Member Ms. Barbara Kauffman, who
was absent today.

Mr. Mathes asked if the there was a budgeted amount for a permanent MPO Director.
Ms. Beltran replied in the affirmative and said that this position is expected to be filled by
July 1, 2010.

Ms. Preast moved approval of the DRAFT FY 2010/11-2011/12 Martin MPO UPWP

to the Martin MPO Policy Board. Motion seconded by Ms. Kurtz. The motion
carried unanimously.
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B. Draft RTO Interlocal Agreement
MEMO: templ0CACa(04.02

Ms. Beltran introduced this Item and provided some background. She said that the
Martin Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) / St. Lucie Transportation Planning
Organization (TPO) Joint Policy Board completed a Regional Transit Development Plan
(TDP) Major Update 2010-2019 in September, 2009. Part of that work effort included a
Transit Authority Action Plan that recommends the formation of a regional transit
organization (RTO) by the year 2010. An RTO will serve as a working group that will
provide a forum to address the operational, financial, planning, and organization issues
related to the provision of public transit in Martin and St. Lucie counties.

Ms. Beltran continued to say that at the February 18, 2010, Joint Martin MPO / St. Lucie
TPO meeting, the Joint Policy Board approved the composition of an RTO, made up of
the following members: one representative from the Martin County Board of County
Commissioners (BOCC); one representative from the St. Lucie County BOCC; one
elected representative from each of the cities of Stuart, Port St. Lucie, and Fort Pierce;
one elected representative from the Town of Sewall’s Point; one representative from the
Economic Council of Martin County, Inc.; one representative from the Economic
Development Council of St. Lucie County, Inc.; and one representative from the Florida
Department of Transportation (FDOT)-District IV. Ms. Beltran said that the inclusion of
an FDOT representative in the board composition was significant because, if these efforts
were to progress, FDOT would be a potential funding source. The RTO could eventually
lead to the creation of a Regional Transit Authority (RTA).

Ms. Beltran stated that Martin County and St. Lucie County will have equal
representation on the RTO Board, and each member entity is to appoint one alternate
member to serve in the absence of the regular voting member. If the regular voting
member is an elected official, his/her alternate must also be an elected official.

Ms. Beltran said that the Joint Martin MPO / St. Lucie TPO Policy Board directed Staff
to present a Draft Interlocal Agreement to the individual MPO and TPO Boards for
review at their next meetings. The Draft is also to be sent to the respective Counties and
Municipalities, and is to be brought back before the Joint Martin MPO / St. Lucie TPO
Policy Board at its next meeting on June 17, 2010.

Ms. Julie Preast asked if Indian River County was involved in any of the RTO
discussions. Ms. Beltran replied that they were not but they will be asked as well as Palm
Beach County. Mr. Zilg asked when Staff would expect to have an answer from Palm
Beach County. Ms. Beltran expected to have an answer within the next quarter.

Ms. Kurtz commented that she was very pleased to know that Martin MPO stood strong
when requesting equal representation for the RTO board composition.

Mr. Mathes expressed that he was concerned about this action. Ms. Preast recapped the
action by stating that both Martin MPO and a separate St. Lucie TPO would remain
separate agencies, but that members of the two agencies would combine into the RTO to
deal with Regional Transportation needs. Ms. Beltran replied that the working
relationship is going to remain between the two groups, there will still be MPO/TPO
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meetings held jointly, and the RTO would be a separate working group. Mr. Mathes
asked if the RTA would be an independent authority no longer answering to the MPOs,
and with taxing capabilities. Ms. Beltran replied in the affirmative.

Vice-Chair Kurtz moved approval of the DRAFT RTO Interlocal Agreement to the
Martin MPO Policy Board. Seconded by Mr. Zilg. The motion passed with Mr.
Mathes opposing.

C.State Road 76 PD&E — Project Alternatives

MEMO: temp10CACa04.03

Mr. Boyd Lawrence, Martin MPO Planner II, introduced this Item and provided
background. He stated that improving State Road 76 (a/k/a Kanner Highway) has been a
priority of the MPO for approximately 10 years and has been the #2 priority for the past
two years. FDOT has provided funding for the Project Development and Environmental
(PD&E) study of this facility for the segment beginning west of CR 711 (Pratt Whitney
Road) to east of Cove Road.

Mr. Lawrence said that a PD&E informational Project Kick-off meeting was held on
April 16, 2009, at the Morgade Library, by FDOT and its consultants for this project,
American Consulting Group of Florida. FDOT Project Manager, Daphne Spanos, and
American Consulting provided a presentation on this project to the MPO Policy Board
during the May 18, 2009 meeting. The SR 76 PD&E is currently in the Project
Alternatives Development stage. FDOT and American Consulting will be presenting the
Prorject Alternatives today, during the April 7" CAC and TAC meetings, and the April
12" BPAC meeting. A Public Workshop will be held at the Wolf Technology Center at
Indian River College in Stuart on April 13™ at 5:00pm. A final meeting on the SR 76
PD&E Project Alternatives will be presented to the MPO Board on May 3, 2010. Mr.
Lawrence introduced Mr. Jeff Novotny with American Consulting who proceeded to
discuss his PowerPoint presentation (copy on file).

Mr. Novotny showed the PD&E study that would be presented at the upcoming public
workshop. He discussed the study timeline, the existing roadway typical sections, and
presented the Interchange Modification Report. The Interchange Modification Report
contained the project’s alternatives identified in its first-level screening. Mr. Novotny
stated that eight alternatives were considered and were shortlisted to the following:

e Alternative 3: Eastbound to Northbound Flyover

e Alternative 8A: Eastbound to Northbound Teardrop Loop Ramp

e Alternative 8B: Eastbound to Northbound Loop Ramp

Mr. Novotny discussed the cost involved with each alternative, and stated that the “No-
Build” option is also being considered. In addition, he spoke about the possibility of the
reconfiguration of the existing loop ramp in the northwest quadrant of the Interchange.

Mr. Novotny mentioned three possible Park-and-Ride lot sites as well. Mr. Novotny
stated that more information on this project may be obtained at www.sr76martin.com.
All comments posted through this website would generate an email to the project Staff.
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Mr. Mathes asked at what point in the process project Staff would be looking to
alternative recommendations from the Citizens’ Advisory Committee (CAC). Mr.
Novotny replied that the upcoming public workshop would be an opportunity to obtain
input from the public, then Staff would try to narrow the alternatives to one; additionally,
the No-Build Alternative will remain throughout the discussion. Mr. Novotny stated that
the CAC could provide a recommendation at any time. Ms. Beltran said that the CAC
would see an update in final form before the study goes to the MPO Policy Board. Mr.
Mathes concluded that a recommendation of the CAC’s preferred alternative should be
stated since this would be the last time the Committee will be able to offer this kind of
input to the project Staff while considering all of the possible alternatives presented.

Ms. Kurtz asked why some sidewalks are planned for areas with very low or no
population. Mr. Novotny replied that this was an effort coordinated by the Bicycle and
Pedestrian Advisory Committee (BPAC), as well as recent directives from Secretary
LaHood from the US Department of Transportation, to provide as much accommodation
for pedestrians and bicyclists within transportation improvements, where possible.

Mr. Mathes asked which of the three alternatives presented (3, 8A or 8B) was consistent
with the Interim Improvements by the County. Mr. Novotny replied that all three of them
were.

The Committee narrowed their preferences to Alternatives 8A and 8B, stating that
Alternative 3 with the flyover would heavily impact the existing Hotel and it would be an
“overkill” for the area. A discussion ensued regarding the cost considerations involved
with each of the two remaining alternatives, among other factors.

Ms. Preast expressed her preference for the Park-and-Ride site by the Cracker Barrel
Restaurant for it seemed to be a safer location and because it would tie-in with existing
and future amenities.

Mr. Mathes entertained a motion to express the preference of the Committee from the
alternatives presented. Ms. Preast moved that Alternative 8A and Alternative 8B
would supersede Alternative 3. Seconded by Mr. Alex Trovato. The motion carried
unanimously.

D. Congestion Management Process (CMP) Scope

MEMO: templ0CACa04.04

Mr. Lawrence introduced this Item and provided background. He stated that the
Congestion Management Process (CMP) is a systematic approach that provides for the
safe and effective management and operation of new and existing transportation facilities
through the use of demand reduction and operational management strategies. The CMP
is required to be developed and implemented as an integral part of the metropolitan
planning process in Transportation Management Areas (TMAs), which are urbanized
areas with a population over 200,000 or any area where designation as a TMA has been
requested. Martin County is part of the St. Lucie TMA.

Mr. Lawrence stated that the most recent major update of the CMP was completed for the
Martin MPO by Tindale-Oliver in April of 2005. The primary strategy from the 2005
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CMS report recommended a series of intersection improvements that could be
constructed to address congestion. The report also recommended that the MPO consider
the future development of an Intelligent Traffic System (ITS) to monitor traffic and
coordinate traffic control signals to improve the flow of traffic on the major arterial
roadways. The Martin County ITS system is referred to as the Automated Traffic
Management System (ATMS).

Mr. Lawrence continued to say that in late 2009, MPO Staff initiated a Request-for-
Proposal (RFP) for a consultant to update the Congestion Management Process for the
Martin MPO in 2010. The consultant selected by the RFP selection committee was
Kimley-Horn. Kimley-Horn has submitted the Scope of Services to complete the Martin
MPO CMP update (copy on file). The Scope reflects some input provided by Martin
MPO Staff to focus on alternative strategies such as transit improvements, demand
management, and technology improvements. In addition, Kimley-Horn was asked to
provide additional CMP analysis of the Community Redevelopment Area (CRA) districts
of Martin County and the City of Stuart based on the future land use policy of those
areas.

Mr. Zilg asked if there would be any coordination with Tri-Rail. Mr. Lawrence replied
that the scope is more local in nature, outside of what is coordinated with St. Lucie
County, the Long Range Transportation Plan, and the CMP. Mr. Zilg stated that regional
transportation must start with a regional planning philosophy. Mr. Lawrence said that the
scope would include alternative strategies like transit and alternative modes of
transportation, and how it will all fit it together; including the extension of Tri-Rail
and/or the Amtrak service as well. The ultimate goal being the alleviation of traffic
congestion.

Ms. Preast move approval of the CMP Scope as recommended by Staff. Seconded
by Ms. Kurtz. The motion carried unanimously.

E. Indian Street Bridge Update
MEMO: templ10CACa04.05
Ms. Beltran introduced this Item and provided background. She stated that the Indian
Street Bridge is a new bridge crossing the South Fork of the St. Lucie River in Martin
County, connecting Palm City with the City of Stuart. The project limits begin at the
Florida Turnpike intersection in Palm City and proceed east to Willoughby Boulevard in
Stuart. The segment of the project in Palm City from Mapp Road to St. Lucie Shores
Drive is identified as Segment 2. The Martin MPO Policy Board endorsed Alternative
2A of Segment 2, which is a four-lane divided highway with wide buffers and a sidewalk
located at the back of the roadside swale, prior to the Public Hearing in November, 2003.
Ms. Beltran continued to say that during the Public Hearing process over 1,500
stakeholders participated and over 75% supported Alternative 2A in Segment 2 from
Mapp Road to St. Lucie Shores Drive (copy of the approved Typical Section on file).

Ms. Beltran introduced Ms. Kim Holland, Consultant Manager, and Ms. Beth Zsoka from
Quest Corporation of America, the Public Information Officer for the Indian Street
Bridge Project. Ms. Beltran stated that the PowerPoint presentation would include a slide
that shows the sidewalk of Segment 2 relocated from the back of the roadside swale to
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the front of the swale between the curb and the swale. Ms. Beltran said that it is the
opinion of the Martin County Engineering Staff that the project would need to go through
the public participation process again in order for the sidewalks to be relocated.

Ms. Holland and Ms. Zsoka proceeded with the PowerPoint presentation on the status of
the project (copy on file) and stated that information was available at
www.indianstreetbridge.com.

Mr. Mathes requested clarification for the reason of the sidewalk relocation. Ms. Holland
responded that, “in the 2004 PD&E Study the sidewalk was at the rear of the property
line, in 2008 the landscape architect of their team ... held several coordination meetings
with Martin County Engineering, and it was requested to move the sidewalk to the front,
behind the curb. The reason was for safety reasons; there were concerns that there could
be tunneling or hiding places in the landscaping on the back of the property lines. In
2009 the typical section was adjusted and the typical section was signed by FHWA; so
Martin County requested that we come before you today, and reflect the changed typical
and get your feedback”.

Mr. Mathes said that, “just to clarify, Engineering is not concerned about its location
(referring to the sidewalk) they are concerned about changing its location and affecting
the process of the project, and opening it up for challenging and things of that nature
further delaying it”. Ms. Holland assented and said that she would gather comments from
the MPO advisory committees CAC and TAC, and the Board before the Public
Information Meeting at the Palm City Community Center on Thursday, April 29, 2010,
5:00pm-7:00pm.

Mr. Mathes was concerned about the Right-of-Way (ROW) limits on the cross sections of
the project, specifically the minimum ROW in terms of analyzing what would the worst-
case scenario be. Ms. Holland replied that there would be an overall project board
present at the Public Information Workshop. The board will have the ROW limits, and
the enhanced rendering with the meandering sidewalk will also be shown with the
landscaping in place.

Mr. Mathes commented on the section west of Mapp Road and said that he strongly
objects to sidewalks being adjacent to a major high speed facility. He said that it was
very detrimental to pedestrian activity to have the sidewalks there; without street planting
on the back side of the sidewalk, it would not be appealing for the use of bicycles or for
pedestrians. Ms. Holland stated that the Park is on the right side of this section and they
would not be purchasing ROW from it; there were inconsistent ROW widths along this
section. She said that the slide shown was not reflective of what would occur for the
entire 1,200 feet of the section west of Mapp Road and that at the first opportunity they
would pull the sidewalks away from the road.

Ms. Kurtz asked specifically where would the Florida Power and Light (FPL) electric
boxes be on the project plans. She explained that, in the case of the Sewall’s Point
Bridge, there were huge electrical boxes visibly located on the comers of both sides of
the bridge. Ms. Kurtz said that the boxes could have been placed under the bridge or
somewhere else; therefore, she requested that her comment be diligently considered. Ms.
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Holland replied that this information will be relayed back to FPL. The Committee
expressed that they would like to provide some input on this issue before the fact.

Ms. Preast stated that, from the driver and pedestrian points of view, she would like this
project to be as pleasant and safe experience for both as possible. She said that she
understood the reason why Engineering suggested that the sidewalks be moved; however,
she thought that pedestrians would prefer a quieter and a safer walk being away from the
traffic lanes. She would also like to see trees planted between the sidewalks and the road.
Ms. Preast requested that Ms. Holland spend enough time talking to the Neighborhood
Advisory Committee (NAC) about this because the location of the sidewalks and the
trees is very important to the community planning.

6. COMMENTS FROM COMMITTEE MEMBERS

Mr. Zilg requested the status of the fixed route bus system. Ms. Beltran replied that three
new routes had started for a total of six routes currently functioning. Of the three new
routes, two were shuttles servicing Hobe Sound and one shuttle servicing Jensen Beach.
In addition, the Stuart Shuttle service has been expanded from three days a week to five
days a week. Transfer points have also been improved to ensure they integrate with the
regional transit system, including the Treasure Coast Connector going to and from St.
Lucie County.

Mr. Zilg requested the status of the bus shelter program. Ms. Beltran replied that they
were dealing with an issue with funding, where funding has been flexed from FHWA
funds to FTA funds. Therefore, they were still awaiting for the grant award from the
Federal Transit Administration, Atlanta office.

Ms. Preast had various comments:

e The Rio NAC would like to get involved with: the design of bus enclosures, and
in the discussions for better signage identification and the need of placing bus
schedules at the designated bus stops.

e The plan amendment going forward with regard to the Four Fish Inn & Marina on
Indian River Drive, called the Old Bailey Boats Marina. She said she was
informed that Stimulus money was being spent on this road, but she was not sure
if crosswalks or bike paths were being considered/discussed for the stretch of the
project that runs from the Texaco Gas Station on the north down to around Palmer
Street. She also wanted to suggest the reduction of miles per hour to 25 mph for
that stretch as well. Mr. Lawrence informed Ms. Preast about the upcoming
sidewalk project that would include this area.

o She requested an update of the Enhancement Project at Rio Nature Park that
would involve sidewalks for this area. Mr. Lawrence replied that discussions with
Ms. Cathy Reeder, County Community Develop Specialist, and also with the City
of Stuart resulted in a combined enhancement application to include the sidewalk
improvements that were previously reviewed. He continued to say that the
concern about the erosion issue in the area was passed on to Engineering and to
the CRA, and it looked like it would probably be something that would need to be
addressed separate from the enhancement program. Ms. Preast requested that the
issue be followed through.
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10.

11.

Ms. Kurtz commented on the second suggestion from Ms. Preast to have the particular
Indian River Drive section with a reduced speed limit. She dissented from this idea. Mr.
Mathes added that speed limits are set by qualified studies and that he would rather deal
with speed limit issues through proper street design. Mr. Mathes suggested keeping
vigilant of the new plan amendment that Mr. Lawrence mentioned to ensure that the
desired lower speed was being considered by the new street design.

Mr. Mathes suggested that Staff would work with the City of Stuart so that bus schedules
and bus route improvements be advertised along with the water bills residents receive.

COMMENTS FROM PUBLIC
None

COMMENTS FROM FDOT
None

NOTES
Mr. Lawrence mentioned that the Enhancement Application process is currently open for
potential projects.

Ms. Beltran mentioned the FEC/Amtrak passenger rail service coalition she attended last
March in Cocoa, FL. She said it was well attended with representatives from MPOs, and
from many Cities and Counties along the east coast of Florida in support of the Amtrak
service on the FEC right of way. Amtrak made a presentation. The FDOT Secretary of
Transportation was also present.

NEXT MEETING
May 05, 2010

ADJOURN
There being no further business, Mr. Mathes entertained a motion for adjournment.
Moved by Ms. Kurtz. Seconded by Ms. Preast. The meeting was adjourned at
10:35 am.

Recorded and Prepared by:

Lisandra Bonet, Administrative Specialist I Date

Approved by:

Toby Overdorf, CAC Chairman Date
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MARTIN METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION
CITIZENS’ ADVISORY COMMITTEE

AGENDA ITEM SUMMARY

MEMO: | MEETING DATE: | DUE DATE: | upwP#
_templ0CACa05.01 | May5,2010 | April28,2010 155,57

WORDING: o
| DRAFT FY 2011 - 2015 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (TTP) |

REQUESTED BY: | PREPARED BY: DOCUMENT(S) REQUIRING ACTION:
 FHWA & FDOT | Boyd Lawrence | FY 20010/11 — FY2014/15 TIP |
BACKGROUND

The TIP is updated annually and approved by the MPO and, pursuant to federal and state regulatory requirements,
reflects “a staged, multiyear, intermodal program of transportation projects consistent with the long-range
transportation plan.” All transportation projects proposed to be implemented through federal or state transportation
funding over the coming five fiscal years are contained in the TIP. Major projects were guided by the list of project
priorities approved by the MPO Policy Board on September 21, 2009 and provided to FDOT District 4 on September
28, 2009.

Reasonable opportunity for the public to comment on the TIP must be provided. The DRAFT TIP has been
available for public comment since April 30, 2010. A notice of the June 21, 2010, Public Hearing on the Final TIP at
MPO Policy Board meeting was published in the Stuart News on Sunday, May 2, 2010 and will be published again on
June 6, 2010. The notice (attached) advises where the document is available for review; in the Blake Library and
through the MPO’s website. A DRAFT TIP is also available at the front desk on the 1* floor of the Martin County
Administration Building. This document is scheduled to return for committee review on June 2,

ISSUES
The April 28, 2010 version of the DRAFT TIP was compiled from project and funding data contained in the April
14, 2010 FDOT Tentative Work Program based on the Revenue Estimating Conferences of February 25" and March
9" MPO staff has been advised from FDOT Distrcit IV that additonal changes to the Tentative Work Program may
be forthcoming after April 30 which may cause some revisions of this DRAFT TIP. Additional information for the
TIP that is scheduled to follow includes the 2010 Federal Obligations, Martin County District Wide Projects,
Turnpike, and the FDOT Status of Key Projects.

The TIP also incorporates roadway improvements identified in the Martin County, the City of Stuart, and Town of
Sewall’s Point ADOPTED Capital Improvement Programs. Consequently, new or revised, Local projects and
funding currently being considered for Capital Improvement Programs to become effective October 1, 2010, cannot
be considered for inclusion in the upcoming TIP at this time.

RECOMMENDED ACTION
Recommendation
a. Provide comments on the DRAFT FY 2010/11 through 2014/15 Martin MPO Transportation Improvement Plan.

FISCAL IMPACT

Recommendation
Annual update and adoption of a TIP is required in order to receive federal and state transportation funds. A total
of 53 state and/or federally funded projects at the $166,541,005 level are contained in this document.

APPROVAL
MPO

ATTACHMENTS
a. DRAFT FY 2010/11 through 2014/15 Martin MPO Transportation Improvement Program
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METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION

DRAFT

TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (TIP)
FY 2010/2011 - 2014/2015
Adopted by the Martin Metropolitan Planning Organization on June 21, 2010

Mayor Michael Mortell, City of Stuart, MPO Board Chairman
Commissioner Doug Smith, Martin County, MPO Vice-Chairman
Commissioner Tom Bausch, Town of Sewell's Point
Commissioner Edward Ciampi, Martin County
Commissioner Patrick Hayes, Martin County
Commissioner Sarah Heard, Martin County
Commissioner Mary L. Hutchinson, City of Stuart

MPO Contact Information

2401 SE Monterey Road Phone: 772-221-1498
Stuart, FL 34996 Fax: 772-221-2389

www.martinmpo.com

Endorsement: The Transportation Improvement Program of the Martin Metropolitan Planning Organization has been
developed consistent with Federal regulations 23 U.S.C. 134(h) and CFR 450 and Florida Statute 339.175(8) in
cooperation with the Florida Department of Transportation, and the local member agencies and public transit operators in

the Martin MPO Planning Area.

Acknowledgement: The preparation of this report has been funded in part through grants from the Federal Highway
Administration and Federal Transit Administration, U. S. Department of Transportation (USDOT), under the Metropolitan
Planning Program of the U.S. Code (Title 23, Section 104f). The contents of this report do not necessarily reflect the

official policy of the USDOT.
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1.1

ADM
BPAC
CAC
CE!
CIP
CcLv
CMS
CMP
COA
CTC
DCA
DEP
E/D
EPA
ETDM
FAA
FDOT
FHWA
FTA
FYxx
LCB-TD

ACIM
BA

BL
BNCA
BNDS
BRP
BRRP
BRT
BRTZ
CM

DDR
DFTA
DiH
DIM
DOH
Ds
DSL
bu
FAA
FCO
FHPP
FRA
FTA
HPR

Glossary of Terms, Agencies and Fund Codes

Common MPO Terms

Administration

Bicycle & Pedestrian Advisory Committee
Citizens Advisory Committee
Construction, Engineering, and Inspection
Capltal Improvement Program/Plan
Culvert

Congestion Management System
Congestion Management Process
Council on Aging

Community Transportation Coordinator
Department of Community Affairs
Department of Environmental Protection (FL)
Engineering/Design

(U.S.) Environmental Protection Agency
Efficient Transportation Decislon Making
Federal Aviation Administration

Florida Department of Transportation
Federal Highway Administration

Federal Translt Administration

Fiscal Year

Local Coordinating Board for the Transportation
Disadvantaged

LRTP
MIT
MPO
MSC
PP
PTO
RELOC
RLRTP
RRX
RTA
SAFETEA-LU

TAC
TD
TDP
TEA-21
TIP
TPO
*UMTA
UTIL

Long Range Transportation Plan

Mitigation

Metropolltan Planning Organization
Miscellaneous

Public Involvement Process or Plan

Public Transportation Office

Relocation

Regional Long Range Transportation Plan
Rallroad Crossing

Reglonal Transit Authority

Safe, Accountable, Efficient, Transportation
Equity Act—A Legacy for Users

Technical Advisory Committee
Transportation Disadvantaged

Transit Development Plan

Transportation Efficlency Act for the 21* Century
Transportation improvement Program
Transportation Planning Organization
Urban Mass Transportation Administration
Utliities

Federal and State Fund Codes

Advance Construction (IM)

Donor Bonus - any area Federal

Donor Bonus - areas <200K population(federal)
Bonds - controlled access road (state)

Bonds - state roads (state)

State Bridge Replacement

State Bridge Replacement and Repair

Federal Bridge Replacement - on federal system
Federal Bridge Replacement - off federal system
Congestion Mitigation

Unrestricted state primary funds

District Dedicated Revenue (state)

Federal Pass Through Dollars from FTA

State in-house product support

State intermodal development

State primary overhead

State primary highways and public transit

Local Govemment Cooperative Assistance Program
State primary fundsffederal reimbursement
Federal Aviation Administration

State-fixed capital outiay

Federal High Priority Projects

Federal Railroad Administration

Federal Translt Administration

Highway Planning Research (federal)

MABP
MGBP
ML
NH
NHIR
NHS
NHTS
PORT
PKCA
PKYR
PKYI
PL
PO1A
SA
SABR
SE
SH
SL
SN
SP
SR
S8
SuU
TDD
TDTF

Minimum Allocatlon - Bridges (non-BRT)
Minimum Allocation - Bridges Supplement
Minimum aliocation - areas < 200K population (federal)
National Highway (federal)

FIHS from NH Federal Funds

National Highway Safety (federal)

National Highway Traffic Safety (federal)

Seaport Trust Fund

Tumplke - confrolled access

Tumpike Rehabllitation

Tumplke Improvement

Metropolitan Planning

Turnpike Bond Construction

Surface Transportatlon Program (STP) - any area (federal)
STP, Bridges

STP - enhancement (federal)

STP - hazard eliminatlon (federal)

STP - areas less than 200K population

STP - mandatory non-urban (federal)

STP - RR protective devices (federal)

STP - RR hazard elimination (federal)

Surface Transportation Program - Safety (federal)
STP, Urban Areas greater than 200K
Transportation Disadvantaged Discretionary
Transportation Disadvantaged Trust Fund



M Interstate maintenance Umxx Minimum allocation funds

LF or LFF Local funds XA STP (consolidated BA, MA, and SA funds)
LFR Local funds - reimbursement from FDOT XL STP (consolidated BL, ML, and SL funds)
MA Minimum allocation - any area (federal) Xu STP (consolidated BU, MU, and SU funds)

Phase of Construction and Cost Allocation Codes

ADM Administration Other Agency CSsT Construction, CEI (Construction, engineering,
PDE Project Development & Environment inspection), Post Design
PE Preliminary Engineering INC Construction Incentive
PLN Planning MNT Maintenance
ROW Right of Way Support RRU Railroad/Utilities Construction
RELOC Right of Way Relocation ENV Environmental
ROW LND Right of Way Land OPS Operations/Grant Services
UTIL Utility Coordination LAR Local Agency Reimbursement
CAP Capital Grant DSB Design Build
R/R CST Railroad construction MSC Miscellaneous

Legend

Appendix A. contains the State Transportation improvement Program (STIP) funded project sheets that
the legend depicted below, explains. Project information includes phases of implementation by the
State, Federal, or local governments. Also included are projects where Federal funds were obligated
last year.

Each of the projects listed on the STIP sheets are separated by a header at the top of each page that
identifies the detailed information for each project:

ITEM NO OLD ITEM # of lanes

khkkkkhkkkkkk PROJECT DESCRIPTION kkkkhkkkhkkhkhkkkbhhkhhkhk

{if applicable)
COUNTY TYPE OF WORK

RDWYID LENGTH BEGPT ENDPT EXISTYIMPROVE/ADD

FEDERAL AID NUMBER PHASE FUND




21  PURPOSE OF TIP

The Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) is compatible with the Fiorida State Transportation
Improvement Plan (STIP) and produced by the Martin Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) to coordinate
transportation related projects of Federal, State, or regionally significant local governments in the MPO area.
This is accomplished through a staged multi-year program of transportation projects and serves as the formal
and primary means of project related communications among public and private entities at the local, state, and
federal levels. The TIP includes all projects funded by Title 23 and 49 USC (United States Code) in the MPO
area, and projects funded with local funds. The TIP contains all regionally significant transportation projects for
which federal action is required, whether or not the projects are to be funded with Title 23 and Title 49 funds.
Large, regionally significant projects will include phasing for a clearer picture of the work to be accomplished.
Smaller projects such as pedestrian walkways, bicycle transportation facilities, or transportation enhancement
projects may not be shown by phase.

2.2  FINANCIAL PLAN

The TIP is compatible with the STIP and based upon the Tentative Work Program of the Florida Department of
Transportation (FDOT), District IV, the Capital Improvement Programs (CIP) of Martin County and the City of
Stuart, the 2030 Regional Long Range Transportation Plan (RLRTP), and the previous year's TIP. Individually,
every resource for the TIP is financially constrained (projects are limited by the amount of funds available) for
each year, and all projects identified can be implemented using current and proposed revenue sources. The
ClIPs, the Tentative Work Program, and the 2030 RLRTP each are organized on the basis of a financial plan
which may include Federal, State, and locally dedicated (gas tax and impact fees) transportation revenues.
The certainty of funding for the TIP relies on the certainty of funding for each resource contribution as herein
reflected.

2.3 PROJECT SELECTION

In accordance with 23 CFR 450.332(b), federally funded project selection for the Martin MPO’s Metropolitan
Planning Area (MPA), with certain exceptions, is carried out by the MPO in cooperation with the FDOT and the
transit operator. The 2030 RLRTP plays a major role in identifying projects for selection through the identifying
needs and cost feasible projects in developing the RLRTP. In addition to the long range plan, all existing major
streets and highways in the MPA are subjected to an analysis of historical growth trends of traffic volumes on
each facility. Using these growth trends, traffic volumes are projected into the future and compared to the
existing or proposed traffic capacities to determine a year in the future when traffic volumes could be expected
to approach traffic capacities on each facility. This information, in conjunction with the RLRTP and needs
identified provide ample basis for establishing project priorities consistent with the eight planning factors
considered in the annual selection of Project Priorities and subsequent development of a TIP pursuant to the
Safe Accountable Flexible Efficient Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU).

2.4 CONSISTENCY WITH OTHER PLANS

The 2030 RLRTP was adopted by the MPO on February 13, 2006 after a duly advertised public hearing. The
transportation elements of the Martin County and City of Stuart’'s Comprehensive Growth Management Plans
reflect the Martin County MPO 2030 RLRTP goals and the goals set forth in the Florida Transportation Plan
(FTP), to the maximum extent feasible.

In cooperation with the Martin, St. Lucie, and Indian River MPOs, and the Treasure Coast Regional Planning
Council, the FDOT has developed a Treasure Coast Regional Planning Model lIl based on common network
and modeling parameters, including socioeconomic data and growth data.

To the maximum extent feasible, the TIP is consistent with the Treasure Coast Strategic Regional Policy Plan,
the Witham Field Master Plan, the Martin County Transportation Disadvantaged Service Plan, the Regional
Transit Development Plan, and the approved Comprehensive Plans of Martin County, the City of Stuart, the
Town of Sewall's Point, the Town of Jupiter Island, and the Town of Ocean Breeze. The TIP, where
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applicable, is drawn from and fully consistent with projects listed in the MPO’s Cost Feasible Plan of the 2030
RLRTP.

25 MAJOR PROJECTS

The major highway projects, prioritized by the Martin MPO Policy Board, and included in the FDOT's Tentative
Work Program for federal and state funding, are described below. The projects have been developed for
consistency with the goals and objectives of the Martin MPO's 2030 RLRTP and the goals and objectives in
the State's 2025 FTP.

Indian Street Bridge: (Bridge Construction Underway) New four lane bridge crossing and roadway corridor
along CR 714 from Florida's Turnpike to east of Willoughby Blvd. On April 15, 2009, the Florida Legislative
Budget Commission approved with a recommendation from the Governor the funding of $128,057,455 from the
American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009. This major infusion of funds will allow FDOT to begin
construction of the Indian Street Bridge and the new roadway segment from Mapp Road to Kanner Highway in
May of 2010. This main segment of the Indian Street Bridge project is scheduled for completion in June 2012.

During the most recent project prioritization process involving FDOT and the Martin MPO in September 2010,
the extreme western and eastern roadway alignments of the initial Indian Street Bridge roadway corridor
project were segmented into two separate projects as follows:

Indian Street Bridge/CR 714/Martin Highway — Western Segment (FY 2011 Priority 1): This segment
includes the expansion and reconstruction of CR 714 from a two to four lane roadway from the Florida
Turnpike east to Mapp Road joining the main segment of the new Bridge. The Preliminary Engineering phase
for the Westermn Segment is currently programmed for FY 2012.

Indian Street Bridge/CR 714/Indian Street — Eastern Segment (FY 2011 Priority 3): This segment includes
the lane expansion and reconstruction of Indian Street from the main Bridge project segment beginning east of
Kanner Highway to just east of Willoughby Blvd. The Preliminary Engineering phase for the Eastern Segment
is currently programmed for FY 2012,

SR-76 / Kanner Highway: (FY 2011 Priority 2) Widening of SR-76 from CR-711 to Monterey Road from four
to six lanes. A prior PD & E study was completed by FDOT from Monterey Road to Cove Road. The MPO
Board requested in FY 08 that the PD & E be updated and extended to include the additional segment from
Cove Road to CR-711. The PD & E for the extended segment began with a public kick-off meeting on April 16,
2009. The PD & E project is currently in the alternatives development stage. The Preliminary Engineering
phase of SR-76 is currently programmed for FY 2012.

Green River Parkway: A new two lane highway extension from SR-707 to Jensen Beach Bivd. The 2030
RLRTP identified the need for this facility to have four lanes, but the project was reduced to two lanes because
of ROW and funding limitations. Partial funding for this project was received through FY 2009 TRIP program.
This roadway is identified as an emerging primary regional facility in the 2030 Plan. This project is currently
under construction and is scheduled for completion in November 2010.

Western Palm City Corridor: Five miles of a new two lane facility connecting Becker Road to SR 714
facilitating movement through and between developed areas of Martin and St. Lucie Counties. This roadway is
identified in the 2030 RLRTP as a needed, emerging regional facility. This project was completed during the
end of 2008 and the entire corridor is now referred to as Citrus Blvd.

Willoughby Boulevard (FY 2011 Priority 4): New four lane connection between Monterey and US-1. This
project completes the Willoughby corridor to the north by connecting to US-1. The Willoughby corridor serves
as a reliever north/south facility to US-1. The project is currently in the Design and ROW acquisition phase.
Construction is planned to begin in FY 2014.



3.1

PROJECT PRIORITIES - FY 2011

The following criteria have been used in recent years by the Martin MPO to evaluate and rank TIP Project

Priorities:
Criteria 1:
Criteria 2:

Criteria 3:
Criteria 4:

supports need for the project?

Criteria 5:

Evacuation Study?

Criteria 6:

Is the project listed in the Regional Long Range Transportation Plan?
Segment LOS - Does the segment LOS on this facility warrant the proposed improvement?

AADT Growth Rates — Does the AADT Growth Rate on this segment justify the proposed project?
Safety / High Hazard Locations — Does the segment have a high hazard location ranking that

Hurricane Evacuation — Will the project assist in hurricane evacuation or is it listed in the Hurricane

Bicycle & Pedestrian Facility — Will accommodations for bicycles or pedestrians along this facility

support improvements in bicycle/pedestrian connectivity or is this segment identified in the Bicycle

or Pedestrian Elements of the RLRTP?

The following Project Priorities for FY 2011 were approved by the Martin MPO on September 21, 2009.

Segment Limits Document
b 9 . . Referenced Page FY 2010 FY 2011
Radiliy LR o) PriorityRank | Priority Rank
From To FY 2010-14 TIP v ty
1a Indian Street Bridge |Mapp Road SR 76 New 4 Lane Bridge 29-130 Underway
1b Indian Street Bridge |FL Turnpike Mapp Road Add 2 Lanes 29-130 1 1
1¢ Indian Street Bridge [SR 76 Willoughby Bivd. Add 2 Lanes 29-30 3
2SR 76 CR711 Cove Road Add 2 Lanes 29.-30 2
3 Willoughby Bivd. US-1 SR 714/Monterey Rd. |New 4 Lane Road 29-30 4
4 Cove Road SR 76 / Kanner Hwy. |US-1 Add 2 Lanes 29-30
5 Green River Parkway |SR 707 St. Lucie Co. Line Add 4 Lanes Divided 29-130 Underway
6 Baker Road USs-1 Savanna Road Add 1 Lane 29-30




3.2 ROADWAY LISTINGS
. 0{\\‘5 Prior to

v 2011 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015
Indian Street Bridge Construction Reserve
[4251491] - Underw ay by ARRA ADVANCE $0 $0 $0 $0 $0| §1,312,567

1 CR 714 (Indian Street Bridge) from Turnpike to
Mapp Rd. - Add Lanes - [230978.2] $0 $0| $1,000,000 $0 $0 $0
SR-76 / Kanner Hwy from CR-711 to Cove Rd,

2 |Add Lanes - PE- [#422641.1] $0 $0| $3,080,000 $0 $0 $0
SR-76 / Kanner Hwy Construction Reserve $0 $0 $0 $0 $0] $1,500,000
CR 714 (Indian Street Bridge) from Kanner Hwy

3 |to Willoughby Blvd. - Add Lanes - [230978.3) $0 $0 $600,000 $0 $0 $0
SR-710 Bridge (Indiantow n) Replacement & Add
Lanes - Construction [#419250.2] $1,107,903| $86.810,723 $0 $0 $0 $0
195 from PB/Martin County Line to CR-708 - Add
HOV Lanes - PD&E [#413253.1] $0 $0 $0 $0 $2,530,000 $0
195 from CR-708 to High Meadow s - Add Lanes-

PD&E [#413254.1] $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,650,000 $0
+95 from High Meadow s to St Lucie County - Add
Lanes - PD&E + PE [#422681.1} $0 $0} $2,100,000 $0 $0 $500,000
SR-1/US-1 from Countyline Rd o MP 1.9 -
Resurfacing [#422952.1] $0 $0 $0 $703,348 $0 $0
SR-76 Kanner Hwy from MP 1.8 to MP 9.8
Resurfacing [#422953.1] $0| $7,041,228 30 $0 $0 30
SR-76 / Kanner Hwy. from MP 9.8 to MP 12.5 -
Resurfacing [#421680.1} $23,433| $1,641.,671 $0 $0 $0 $0
SR-76 / Kanner Hwy from SR-710to CR-711
Resurfacing [#421697.1] $0 $0| $6,210,763 $0 $0 $0
SR-714/Martin Dow ns from Turnpike to Mapp Rd
Resurfacing [#421681.1] $0| $2,392,949 $0 $0 $0 $0
SR-710 from East of Indiantow n to Palm Beach
County Line - PD&E [#419250.1) $0 $0| $4,647,500 $0 $0 $0
Martin County Signal System Enhanced
Operations [#409700.2 ] $398,000 $143,000 $150,000 $0 $0 $0
Martin County Signal System Enhanced
Operations [#409700.3 - p. ] $0 $0 $0 $157,000 $165,000 $172,000
SR-A1A/Ocean Bivd from St Lucie Bridge to
Sew all's Pt Bridge Resurfacing [424639.1}] $0 $0 $628,454 $0 $0 30
SR-76/Kanner Hw y from Turnpike to St Lucie
River Bridge - Resurfacing [424640.11 $0 $0| $2,400,413 $0 $0 $0
CR-726 from SR-710 to SR-710 - Resurfacing
[425621.1] $899,422 $161,133 $0 $0 $0 $0
US 1 Westmoreland to St Lucie Line-Sidew atk
[425773.1] $4,000 $5,000 $0 $108,519 $0 $0
US 1 @ SR-76 Widen & Resurface Existing
Lanes [4258631} $0 $604,000 $0 $0 $0 $0
SR-707/Dixie Hw y Bridge #890003 - Bridge
Painting [425936.1] $0 $612,051 $0 $0 $0 $0
US 1 (Tequesta area) from MP 0.0 to MP 5.03 -
Resurfacing [427023.1] $0 $271,000 $0| $1,548,115 $0 $0
US 1 from MP 2.0 to MP 5.03 - Resurfacing
[427024.1] $64,114 $43,700 $0} $3.215,160 $0 $0
SR-76/Kanner Hwy from St Lucle River Bridge to
MP 29.83 - Resurfacing {427026.1} $4,000 $765,000 $0| $4.573,817 $0 $0
Martin County JPA, Signal Maintenance & Ops on
SHS [427803.1} $0 $102,000 $105,000 $108,000 $111,000 $114,000
SR-710/Warfield Hw y (Indlantow n) Rall Signal
Crossing [427823.1) $0 $110,000 $0 $0 $0 30
SR-714/Monterey Rd at Willoughby Blvd - Add
Right Turn Lane [427856.1} $0 $0 $0 $680,431 $223,224 $0
Sunset Trail (Paim City) from High Meadow s Ave
to Mapp Rd - Drainage Improvements [427569. 1] $0 $617,647 $0 $0 $0 $0
SE Dixie Hw y from Delmar St to Hiendale St -
Drainage Improvements [427570.1} $0 $135,629 $0 $0 $0 $0
Intersection of Dixie Hwy & Indian St - Drainage
Improvements [427571.1}) $0 $0 $0 $0 $486,885 $0
Rail Safety [427824.1] $0 $334,810 $0 $0 $0 $0
TOTAL| $2,500,872 $101,781,541 $20,922,130 $11,094,390 = $5,166,109 ~ $3,598,557
5 - Year Total $142,562,727




3.3 TRANSPORTATION ENHANCEMENT PROJECTS

The MPO Policy Board prioritizes the annual transportation enhancement projects based on ranking
recommendations provided by the three MPO Advisory Committees: the Citizens Advisory Committee (CAC),
the Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee (BPAC), and the Technical Advisory Committee (TAC).

New FDOT application rules require that the minimum amount of Enhancement funds requested per project be
$200,000. This required minimum amount is established for the purpose of receiving project submittals that
are substantial in scope to justify the administration and regulatory efforts required to implement the
Enhancement Program.

Approved TE applications are funded three fiscal years after they are approved. All approved and
pending projects are reflected on the following table.

Project Description 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Comments
Downtown Stuart Crosswalks - Along Ocean Biwd, Project replaced Elliott Museum
Flagler Ave & Dixie Hwy [427932.1) $329,267, with 2009 TIP amendment
Seabranch Greenway from Cove Rd to Peck Lake Phase 1 funded by ARRA in 2009
Park Multiuse Path {#425263.3] $250,000 790,169 0 Ofwith construction in 2010
Jensen Beach Blwd from Green River Pkwy to
Savannas State Park - Sidewalk [425264.1)] 0 $278,460 0 0
Martin County CRA Sidewalks - (Hobe Sound &
Old Paim City) [427664.1] $306,000
Jensen Beach Causeway (East) - Landscaping Project approved, but unfunded in
[427665.1) $248,000 recent Work Program revisions
2011 Enhancement Reserves
Martin MPO Box Resenes for SE Program
[#228815.1] 0 0 0 $0]  $347,761
Total Locai Funding: $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
r r r r
Total SE Funding: $250,000 $329,267 $1,068,629 $554,000
Total: $250,000 $329,267 $1,068,629 $554,000 $0

3.4 BIKE, PED, BUS SHELTER BOX FUND

The Martin MPO annually considers funding Bicycle, Pedestrian, Sidewalk & Bus Shelter projects for funding
from “Box" funds with an expectation for an average annual funding level of $200,000. These projects are
identified three years in advance of funds received for them; the list of these projects is provided to FDOT
annually as part of the MPOs list of Project Priorities. Specific projects identified through this process included
by FDOT for inclusion in its 5-Year Work Program. n turn, once the MPO receives the FDOT Work Program,
the projects are made part of the MPO's adopted TIP.

The list of FY 2011 Project Priorities was approved by the MPO Policy Board and submitted to FDOT in
September of 2009.

Project Description 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 Comments
Salemo Road Sidewalk - On north side from

Kingfish Ave to Ebbtide Ave [427970.1] $90,000

Pineapple Park to Jensen Beach High School - Not programmed and unfunded
Mulituse Path $70,000

Box Fund Reserves

Martin County Box - Bike/Ped/Bus Shelters
[{405547.1) $200,000




3.5 CONGESTION MANAGEMENT PROCESS

Maintenance of a CMP is a requirement for all MPOs under Florida law and for MPOs in Transportation
Management Areas under federal law. A CMP is a tool that provides information needed to evaluate and
improve traffic fows. The CMP is intended to relieve congestion and enhance mobility by establishing
methods to monitor and evaluate performance, identifying alternative actions, assessing and implementing
cost-effective actions, and evaluating the effectiveness of implemented actions. The process is a tool that
needs to be effectively incorporated into the MPQ's project prioritization process, Transportation Improvement
Program (TIP), and Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP).

On December 17, 2007, the MPO Policy Board reviewed a CMP update that included a proposal for an
Advanced Traffic Management System (ATMS) on five major arterial corridors in Martin County. The system
would include enhanced electronic communications, real time traffic monitoring, and optimized signal timings to
improved traffic flows. The total cost for a phased in implementation of the ATMS was estimated to be
$4,856,218. The current level of funding programmed for this project would cover the implementation of three
of the nine planned phases. The MPO Board approved the ATMS proposal during the December 17, 2007
meeting. Martin County and FDOT executed a Joint Participation Agreement on June 30, 2008 to begin
implementation and the request-for-proposal process for the ATMS in FY09. A Notice-to-Proceed was
awarded to the contractor on April 20, 2009 to begin development of the Traffic Monitoring Center and Phase A
— US 1 from Monterey Road (SR 714) to the Roosevelt Bridge. Construction of the ATMS will be ongoing
through 2010.

Up until FY 2009, the Martin MPO received approximately $500,000 annually in CMP Box Funds. However,
since FY 2010, the Martin MPO CMP Box has remained unfunded in the FDOT Work Program.

3.7 TRANSPORTATION REGIONAL INCENTIVE PROGRAM (TRIP)

The 2005 Florida Legislature enacted the Florida Transportation Regional Incentive Program (TRIP) through
Senate Bill 360. The stated purpose of the program is to encourage regional planning by providing state
matching funds for improvements to regionally significant transportation facilities identified and prioritized by
regional partners. General Revenue Funds were appropriated through this growth management legislation in
the amount of $880 million for FY 2006 through FY 2010.

Two of the critical eligibility criteria to be met were that:

1) Eligible groups are required to be a partner, through an inter-local agreement, to a regional transportation
planning entity; and

2) That the partners would represent a regional transportation planning area and develop a plan that identifies and
prioritizes regionally significant facilities.

Both threshold eligibility criteria have been met by the Martin MPO to make application for TRIP funding:

1)} On February 13, 20086, the Martin MPO adopted the Martin/St. Lucie Metropolitan Planning Organization 2030
RLRTP through MPO Resolution 06-01. This same regional plan had been adopted by the St. Lucie MPO on
February 1, 2006.

2) An inter-local agreement was entered into by the Martin MPO with the St. Lucie on April 10, 2006. The Indian
River County MPO also became a party to this agreement. The Treasure Coast Transportation Council (TCTC)
was created through this agreement.

A Regional Project Prioritization and Selection Process was developed by the Martin, St. Lucie and Indian
River MPOs in early 2007. This process was adopted by the TCTC on May 14, 2007 and incorporated into the
RLRTPs by formal amendment by the Joint Martin and St. Lucie MPO Policy Board on June 27, 2007. The
TRIP Process will be utilized for identification and selection of regional projects for available TRIP funds to be
submitted to FDOT before October 1° for any year for which funds are available.

The only project programmed for TRIP funding in the Martin MPO 2010 TIP was the PD&E study for the
Kanner Hwy (SR 76) lane expansion in an amount of $169,800 providing a total 2010 contribution to this
project in the amount of $339,600. TRIP is currently unfunded for FY 2011.
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3.6 TRANSIT & TRANSPORTATION DISADVANTAGED

The Martin County transit program of projects was compiled through collaborative discussions with Martin
County, Martin MPO and Council on Aging to determine specific capital needs for the enhancement of the
transit system. The Transit Development Plan assists in the identification of specific capital and operating
needs. Once the program of projects was compiled, it was taken through the MPQO’s Public Involvment
Process, reviewed by the MPQO’s Advisory Committees and approved by the Martin MPO Policy Board.

Funding for the Martin County transit program of projects is provided through a number of Federal Transit
Administration programs, to include Section 5307 & 5310 capital assistance, and Section 5311 rural
assistance. The projects that exceed the Martin County cost threshold for inclusion in the CIP are reflected on
the CIP sheets for Martin County in this document. Consequently, the individual projects are not reflected in
the STIP, but rather the funding source for all projects, such as FTA Section 5307, is identified. Beyond these
projects, The transit portion of the TIP includes projects which are funded through programs that are granted to
other agencies such as the Council on Aging (Bus Purchases), and various Operating Assistance fund
sources, such as State Block Grants and Section 5311 Rural Assistance.

Project Description 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015
Martin County Block Grant Operating
Assistance [407189.1] $583,620 $605,786 | $625,072 $625,072 | $625,072
Martin County Section 5303 Transit Planning
[413733.1] $73,005 $73,005 $73,005 $65,704 $73,005
Martin County MPO Section 5311, Small
Urban/Rural [425977.1] $131,644 | $138,226 | $145,138 $152,394 | $160,012
Martin County TD Commission Trip and
Equipment Grant [237044.1] $263,273 | $266,477 | $239,829 $239,829 $26,620
Martin County LCB Assistance Commission TD
[237044.2] 20,936 21,459 21,459 21,459

Total: $1,072,478 $1,104,953 $1,104,503 $1,104,458  $884,709

3.7 AVIATION

The aviation program of projects was compiled by Martin County Airport Division of the Engineering
Department. Projects received approval from the Martin County Board of County Commissioners during the
annual Capital Improvement Program process. Refer to the County’s contribution described on the Capital
Improvement Program sheets.

Project Description 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015

Witham Field - Install Security System [420581.1] $500,000 $0 $0 $0 $0

Witham Field - Airport Part 150 Study [420582.1} $250,000 $0 $0 $0 $0

Witham Field - Apron Improvments [422487.1] $0| $600,000 $0 $0 $0

Witham Field - Replace Runway 12/30 Lighting

[423958.1] $0 $0]  $850,000 $0 $0

Witham Field - Rehab Taxiway and Lighting

[423959.1] $0 $0| $1,250,000 $0 $0

Witham Field - Runway 7/25 Lighting [425725.1}] $0 $0 $0 $590,000 $0

Witham Field - Rehab Runway 12/30 [427875.1}] $0 $0 $0{ $1,260,000 $0

Witham Field - Mill and Resurface Runway 16/34

[427884.1] 0 0 0 1,250,000 0
Total: $750,000 $600,000 $2,100,000 $3,100,000 $0

10




3.8 TURNPIKE ENTERPRISE
(Projects, if any, to be provided on revised Draft)
3.9 DISTRICT WIDE PROJECTS

(To be provided on revised Draft)

11



41

MARTIN COUNTY CIP - ROADS

Projact Expenditure Budget Summary - Grouped by: CIP Category

Martin Cournty Government Figca) Year 2010
cip sppro FY 2010 FY 2011 FY 2012 FY 2013 FY 2014 FY 201 FY 2016 FY 2017 Fvxot2 FY zC18
Prolect Tota To Date Budat Budast Buipet Budgst Budgs: Buaast fudast Bucaet Buaass Budaet
Roads

Advanced Tr3¥e Managemns~: yster (ATMS) 222205 1357000 3D 144 2 a k] 2 < < ] 0 3
Assessatile aving and D-sinaga 62032 3 #3.032 2 g 3 2 < < 2 0 2
Brldps Replazerem ercvalors 2822000 D 48N 85 022 £21.cco 85°.002 557032 24 B ] 527020 £21.0ce £91,000 551,000
“3mRcad mprovertents 1522002 bl ] 192020 t4Cocco 3 2 o] & 4 0 2
Fxed Ces's - Ann.3! Sormitnens 4202090 2 7T 425022 425600 428002 428002 4220 425020 qrce 223,000 425007
~zavy Squpmen: ez acame=: Jrogam 4262202 b 72002 362012 228,0C0 383,002 36200 I 322020 222200 285,000 355030
naian STee:Bridgs Pasz | 174442020 40355810 851000 47RIIDII 4200000 574 9 & 2 ¢ 0 3

ncian STee:Bndgs Prasa | 57114 3 3 3 ] 2 2 I edn TR 7224073 o 2
raiantewt CRA Irproverrents 542620 o g 2 [} 127567 42200 ) [ [ k]
Kanna- Highvay [State So2d 78 1TTOE00I 16620X% 342002 3 0 ZI8°02 2 2 t244070 [ 0 g
Mspp 2032 Toum Cemer 2435003 335.000 0 0 00CC0 2202 o & 2 4} 0 2
M.-Yoc2) Pathways 552 657 2 125080 62.607 20.2C0 53003 182.032 h i H oo .2ce 33,00 30.000
Szad Resurfaong snd M ~:e~ance 2752200 [ 1 FCOSR R R 226000 622037 825.022 22E00 625020 222 2¢e 225,000 625,002
Seab e East Coast Grzenway 1074000 2 25200 2 2gceo 27203 9 D £ e 0 2
Slgna =atlon and [ ~:e"secten rRproverrents 4347852 2 052 857 37EOIT 375.0C0 372000 ITLOGZ 70 37T00 760 J75,000 35000
Stye Read 710 (SW Warfle!d Bo. avsd} 167 652 522 o 952.032 §02027 101078200 4.647 52 3 2T¢coled  26l00¢ fni7elco 0 2
Stye Read 76 merchang: Mod fisscrs 2000330 250000 SO 2 8 52510 3 g [} [ 3
Vwiicughy Svd Exersion 12392002 832.002 3 3 3 2 0 1z2e2C0 & a 1} <]

Reads 472473724 5083810 44572207 £16I0510 130720200 '7347S°C  ZO7RO0  CRFGRI0C T T QAITIITI 244000 2424030

GovMax 1 117252009
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41  MARTIN COUNTY CIP - ROADS

Camryover FYi0_ ] Fvil | FYi2 i3 |
Oeveloper Donation .360,000 4] 0 0 "]
Fuel Tax 2.000,000]  1410.000 1.410,000 1.410.000 1,410,000
Grant 132.124.300]  1.218.000 1.348.000! 101,607,000 4,923,500
Impact Fee - Ped 32,600 1] 30.000 30.000 30,000
Impact Fee - Urban 860,000]  1.250.000 1,260,000 750,000 0
MSTU Road 475,000 200,000 800,000 800,000, 800,000
|MSTU Stotmwater 184,000| 184.000) 184,000 184,000 184,000
TF 125,050] Q 1,160,000 1.148,000 1,327,880 0f g
Unfunded 0 gi [ 0 1] . 1 117.042.024]
Total | 1 | |
FY 2010
Roads Revenue Summary
Stormweter MET.
TeazlisT. ]
o =
Faz “ax M P
3%
mprafes _ mGrar:
% 3
™35t et
mRagnITL
\ B Starnmazer 11370
Grar:

w4
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41 MARTIN COUNTY CIP — TRANSIT

Project Expenditure Budget Summary - Grouped by: CIP Category

Martin County Government Fiscat Year 2010

cip sppro FY 2010 FY 2010 FY 2012 FY 2013 FY 2034 FY 2012 FY 2015 FY 2017 Fv 212 Fy 2019

Project Iata To Date Budget Budast Sudaet Budget Budaet Bucast Budnet Bugost Budast Budget

Mass Transit

Bus Asgu sten3zciaczman: 532000 2 152.0% 152022 20.660 152002 15203 r5eLle 12232 *Ig.ca 133002 153022
Bus Saltars uadiin 3 2 el s ¢ 3 3 2 < (4 0 2
Tr-231 Transporaten Systemr pACOS 0 3 il 3 Q Q 2 2:.caclce X ] [ o
MassTramst 2702000 3 152,002 351002 +£0.000 152000 152002 L-Iglce 152 020 “£Q.260 153,000 152,002
[spen "oty 2702000 2 152,002 352002 *£0,CC0 152.000 152000 2°IcICe 13207C p ] 153,000 152.000

Carryover | FY10 FY11 FY12 FY13 FY14 FY15 FY16 FY17 FY18 FY19
Grant 150,000] 350,000] 450,000 150,000/ 150,000] 150,000 150,000 150,000] 150,000/ 150,000
Unfundad 2,000,000
Total 0} 150,000) 350,000{ 150,000) 150,000 150,000| 2,150,000 150,000) 150,000 150,000 150,000

FY 2010
Mass Transit Revenue Summary

¥ Grant
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4.1

MARTIN COUNTY — AIRPORT

Project Expenditure Budget Summary - Grouped by: CIP Category

AMartin County Govermnment Fiscal Year 2010
cP 2ppra £Y 2010 £Y 2011 FY 2012 FY 2013 £Y 2074 FY 201 FY 2018 FY 2017 Fv2ite Fy ic10
Project Tola To Date Budget Budget Budget Budaat Budast Budost Budast Bugget Budan Budoat
Airport
—cms Acqusken 8 Insulaten Sragran 15152000 13052022 j L k¢ 5 3 2 ] < |} 0 3
Ughting & Signags Imzrevama s *.832032 il 157.5%0 2 517522 525000 o e Q 0 2
“averrent Rehab taien 12054752 2 wTAHI50 2 0 9 1zéelco v 2ECIlC g o 2
Security Access Sys:zm 652 202 0 152202 532922 2 2 2 < a o 2
Arport 31371957 13650001 12032450  2Diloll $17.807 52€00 1ze0Ico  C D00 [ 0 2
JspestTetst 32372050 15051001 12038457 202100 517,502 827002  1z60c0  *DE0CIQ ¢ ] 2
Carryover FY10 FY11 FY12 FY13 FY14 FY15 FY16 FY17 FY18 FY19
Fuel Flowage 0 44,000 48,000 0 6,750 2,500 6,000 8,000 0 0 0
FAA Grant 0] 8,367,500 5,000,000 0] _750,000] 500,000} 1,200,000} 1,000,000 0 0 0
FDOT Grant 0f 1,235,950 762,000 0 33,750 12,500, 30,000 40,000 0 0 0
Leases 0 391,000 190,000 0 27,000 10,000 24,000 32,000 1] ] 1]
Total 0| 10,038,450} 6,000,000 0 817,500 525,000] 1,260,000§ 1,080,000{ 0 0 0
FY 2010
Alrport Revenue Summary
W ease M Fue Fiowaga
FDO" b f %
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4.2

CITY OF STUART CIP

A.7.1 - Schedule and Cost of Capital Inprovements Projects

-T?ro]ect !-’roject Fiscal Year Gost Total Cost
Number* Description 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 {Dollars)™*
ws 8 Phase 3 of rectaimed water | 3,000,000 0 1] 1] 0 3,000,000
system
ws s Odor control & appearance | 2,600,000 0 1] ] 0 2,800,000
Improvements/Wastewater
plant sile
T16 Cltywide resurfacing 0 100,000 100,000 100,000 100,000 400,000
projects/Citywide
T19 Cltywide sidewalk 30,000 30,000 30,000 30,000 0 120,000
construction/Citywide
T21 Land acquisition, design 1] 0 1] 1,000,000 0 1,000,000
and construction/
Wiiloughby Rd. US-1to
Monterey Rd.
T23 Instailation of speed 1] 0 0 0 0 1]
tabies/Traffic caiming
projects
R4 Festival Park 0 1,553,000 0 0 0 1,653,000
Improvements/Memorial
Park
Totals 5,830,000 | 1,683,000 | 130,000 | 1,130,000 | 100,000 8,873,000

*- Total cost may exceed 5-year sums If a project s muitl-year, and extend beyond the 5-year planning horizon.

A.7.2 — Revenue Sources for Capital Improvements Projects

Project
Number

Project
Description

Revenue
sSource

Fiscal Year Eug_get {S)

S ———
Total Cost

2010

2011

2012

2013

2014

{Doliars)

Ws 8

Phase 3 of
reclaimed water
system

WSILN

3,000,000

0

0

0

3,000,000

WS 9

QOdor control &
appearance
mprovements/

WS(1)

Wastewater plant
site

2,600,000

2,800,000

T16

Citywide resurfacing
projects/Citywide

GT(1)

100,000

100,000

100,000

100,000

400,000

Citywide sidewalk

)

T19

construction/
Citywide

30,000

30,000

30,000

30,000 0

120,000

T21

Land acquisition,
deslgn and
construction/

Wilioughby Rd. US-1
to Monterey Rd.

iF(1)

1,000,000

1,000,000

T23

Instaliation of speed
tablestTraffic
calming projects

GF(1)

R4

Festivai Park
improvements/Memo
rial Park

STIG(1)

1,553.000

1,553,000

Totals

5,830,000

1,683,000

130,000

1,130,000

100,000

8,873,000

Revenue Sources: GF — General Fund; GT - Gas Tax; Impact Fees — |F. G — Grant;
ST - = Cent Sales Tax; WS — Water and Sewer Fund; SF - Stormwater Fund, SA — Speciai Assessmeni; LN - Loan
(1) - Committed Revenue Source
{2) - Pianned Revenue Source
(3) ~ To be determined
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4.3

TOWN OF SEWALL’S POINT CIP

Town of Sewail's Point
Capital improvement Plan

Ran< | No. PROJECT CO5T 201¢€ 2C1L 2C12 2013 2014
Improvamants 0 ALA urdergrouncirg, ardscap ngof islands, instaliat on of
1. |mastarms 1,600,000.C0 0.00 G.00f 500,000.00] 500,000.00 ©.00]
1
2. |Street Improvemerts, Tovrwice 300,00C 00 0.00] 9C0] 100,000.00] 100,000.00] 100 COD|
Park inprovements, irszallatloa/reolacemert of p ayground equ pment, rest
3. |room, ard structural repalrs @ 525,000 each year 75,000 00 0.00] [olsa) 25,0£0.00; 25,000.00| 25,000.00
Raplacement of storm drainage system, tavrwiae $50,0C0 each year 3r0-5th
4. |year 150,000 0D 000 0 COf 50,020.00 50,000.00 50,000.00
Renovat ons of Towin Fall. Break out over 2012.2013, intarior ranovations,
5. |rep ace interior doors 120,000 00 000 020 40,080.00] 40,600.00] 40,000.00
6. |Stormwater rezention/dezent on projects, $ Sewa | s Point Road 250,000 60 000 Q ) 0} 250030.00;
Stormavatiar ratenzion/desent on projecss, f Marguerta and
7. |acguisidon 400,000 00 0.00 QCOf 200,00000] 200,000.00 of
1
8. |Mardaiay/lVa-guerita construction 250,000 0O Q00 1} 0.00] 22€,000.00 0
3, |Polce Dept Cruisers-35 @& 527000 81,000.00 000 Q Co| 27,000.00) 27,000.00, 27,000.00;
10. [Computer system upgraces & software {+2 500/year| £0,000.00 000 0 Co) 0.00] 15000.00f  25000.00
]
11, [is ard Road 8-idza Rep'acement 5C0,00C 00 [do] 9 4] 250,000.00' 250.C00.00|
12. |Vehicle Repacemen: ;Hybrids) 50,000 00| 000 [1] 0| 0] 5000000
13. [street Light Reslacement/instalat on {Solar) 30,000 060 000 0¢0| 30,000.00f 300000001  30.000.0C
14. |*Undarground ng of E ectr.c Lires townwide (10 nc uded in Total Cost) 3-6,000,000 00 0.00 0| 0 ] 0|
15 |5 dewalks 20,000 00 0.00 $.C0) 0.00] 100,000.00) 100 000.00f
3,506,000 00 000 000] 872,000.00] 1.587,030.00] 947 £00.00]

CIP:1€/25/c8
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5.0 PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT PROCESS

The Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) has followed the requirements of the most recent Federal
transportation legislation, the Safe Accountable Flexible Efficient Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for Users
(SAFETEA-LU), which calls for a Continuing, Cooperative, and Comprehensive transportation planning
approach. This approach is prescribed for the creation of operational and planning documents regularly
developed in accordance with all applicable federal, state, and local requirements. Included in these
documents is the Transportation Improvement Program, covering a 5-year planning horizon.

In order to fulfill the public involvement requirements set forth by SAFETEA-LU legislation for the TIP, the
Martin MPO has taken the following steps to generate adequate public input:

¢)) An advertised Public Hearing was held for the FY 2011/12 to 2014/15 TIP by the Martin MPO Policy
Board prior to its adoption on June 21, 2010. Prior to the Hearing, the MPO made the TIP available to the
public at the Blake Library in Martin County, at the front desk lobby of the Martin County Administration
Building and on the MPO's website: www.martinmpo.com. In addition to providing hard copies of the draft
document, at present all county libraries have computers equipped with high-speed Internet access and are
staffed with personnel to assist any residents in accessing the MPO Website. The Draft TIP was made
available April 30, 2010, to allow residents at least 45 days for input, and an ad was placed in the Stuart News
informing the public of its availability. The notice advised of the Public Hearing scheduled for June 21, 2010,
and was published on May 2 and June 6, 2010.

2) The development and review process for the approval of the TIP is consistent with the Public
Involvement Plan (PIP) of the MPO. The Draft TIP was brought before the Citizens Advisory Committee (CAC)
and the Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) on May 5, and the MPO Policy Board on May 17, 2010 for
review and comment. The Final draft returned to the CAC and TAC on June 2, 2010. On June 21, it was
brought to the MPO Board for approval subsequent to a duly noticed Public Hearing as previously mentioned.
Committee and Board meetings are advertised and always open to the public.

?3) The FY 2011 List of Priority Projects (LOPP) was approved by the MPO Policy Board on September 21,
2009, and submitted to FDOT on September 23, 2009. The Public Involvement process for the project
priorities included CAC and TAC review as well as comments and project recommendations from the Bicycle
Pedestrian Advisory Committee (BPAC) and the Local Coordinating Board for the Transportation
Disadvantaged (LCB-TD). The FDOT used the LOPP to guide funding determinations reflected in the Work
Program.

€))] At the June 21, 2010, Public Hearing held by the Martin MPO Policy Board, comments received on the

FY 2010/11 through 2014/15 Martin MPO TIP were addressed and related to pertinent sections of the
document.

18



5.1 PUBLIC HEARING NOTICE
Notice was published in the Stuart News on May 2, and June 6, 2010.

METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION

BEFORE THE MARTIN METROPOLITAN
PLANNING ORGANIZATION (MPO)

MARTIN COUNTY, FLORIDA
NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

Fiscal Years 2010/2011 through 2014/2015

Transportation Improvement Program (TIP)
Notice is hereby given that there will be a public hearing held by the Martin Metropolitan Planning
Organization (MPO). The purpose of this hearing is to obtain input on the Transportation Improvement
Program (TIP) for the Martin MPO. This hearing will be held on 21 June 2010 by the Martin MPO
Board during thelr regular meeting in the Commission Chambers on the first floor of the County
Administration Building, 2401 S.E. Monterey Road, Stuart, Florida 34996. The regular meeting
begins at 9:00 a.m. All interested persons are invited to attend and be heard. The TIP will be considered
for adoption at this meeting.
Transportation assistance to and from meetings for disabled persons may be arranged by calling
1-866-836-7034. Non-English speaking or visually impaired persons who need an accommodation are
advised to contact the County Administrator’s office at 772-288-5420 or in writing to 2401 SE Monterey
Road, Stuart, FL. 34996, no later than 3 days before the meeting date. If you are hearing or voice impaired,
please call 772-288-5940 (TDD).
A copy of the Draft TIP will be available to the public at the main receptionist desk on the first floor of the
County Administration Building, 2401 S.E. Monterey Road, Stuart, Florida 34996, on the MPO Website at
http://iwww.martinmpo.com and at the Blake Library reference section. Items not included on the agenda
may also be heard in consideration of the best interests of the public's health, safety, welfare, and as
necessary to protect every person’s right of access.

If any person decides to appeal any decision made with respect to any matter considered at the meetings
or hearings of any board, committee, agency, council, or advisory group, that person will need a record
of proceedings and, for such purpose, may need to insure that a verbatim record of the proceedings is
made. which record should include testimony and evidence upon which the appeal is to be based.

Espaiiol: Si usted desea recibir esta informacion en espafiol, por favor llame al 772-221-1498.
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