




Mr. Little then explained the projections developed using the travel demand model. He stated
the population in Martin County is expected to increase from 143,000 to 179,000 by 2035 (a
21 % growth rate). The population in St. Lucie County is expected to increase by a much
higher 100% growth rate. He explained that this growth would impact roadways and
priorities.

Mr. Little described the Needs Plan map in detail showing facilities that would have to be
widened and also financial projections. He then stated the total projected revenue to be used
for roadway improvements in Martin County in the first 5-year increment was $82 million.
The total cost of projected needs was $252 million. Therefore establishing priorities would be
critical.

Mr. Little briefly reviewed the resulting proposed projects in Martin County. These roadway
improvements included phased projects on Kanner Highway ($71 million). He explained the
discussion held with the Joint Boards on the need to widen the entire roadway from 4 to 6
lanes and possible policy constraints. He then reviewed projects on the following roadways:
Indian Street and Martin Highway ($52 million), Cove Road ($41 million), High Meadows
Avenue ($49 million), Willoughby Blvd. ($12 million) and the US 1 Corridor Retrofit
(incremental funding).

Mr. Little continued by describing the process behind the development of the US 1 Corridor
Retrofit project. He explained that the travel model showed significant deficiencies in the
level-of-service and the need to continue to widen the roadway, contrary to input from the
local residents. He described strategic alternatives to this widening approach, such as
providing parallel alternatives, enhancing connectivity, and land use modifications.

Mr. Little explained the Bike, Pedestrian, Greenways and Trails map and the table of 2030
projects in detail, citing only one project in the table that has been completed. He stated that
the priorities from the previous RLRTP would possibly be valid for the 2035 Plan and may
also be included in identified roadway improvements.

Ms. Beltran emphasized the importance of how the RLRTP could be integrated with the Bike/
Pedestrian Master Plan.

Mr. John Mildenberger asked how much of the proposed roadway expansion in Martin County
would be caused by population growth in St. Lucie County. Mr. Little stated that it would be
difficult to determine. However, the proposed developments in Martin County do significantly
contribute to the need to improve the current roadway network.

Mr. Robert Taylor stated that the BPAC should be involved during the planning and
implementation phases of the proposed projects in order to develop a more comprehensive
view ofthe solution.

Ms. Beltran asked about the philosophy in other regions related to providing bicycle lane
facilities, especially in CRAs. Mr. Ken Natoli stated that most CRAs have bike lanes
incorporated into their plans. However, there has been a recent trend to not provide facilities
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in CRAs. Mr. Taylor stated that the trend may have been due to right-of-way constraints. Mr.
Little replied by stating the constraints of traveling in a downtown CRA may slow down traffic
and reduce the need to provide bicycle facilities.

Mr. John-Mark Palacios stated that the provision of bicycle facilities IS a requirement
regardless of the provision of a multimodal path.

Officer Dan Pantel stated that because multimodal paths are not straight, they are not
conducive to safe bicycle travel.

Mr. Palacios stated that six-lane roadways do not seem to always be the best solution for
pedestrian and bicycle travel. He mentioned that other MPOs have made recommendations to
limit the number of lanes for traffic improvements.

Mr. Natoli stated that because of the time constraint for the 2035 RLRTP, the BPAC would
not be able to provide specific priority recommendations to Mr. Little. However, a broad
recommendation that the BPAC could provide would be to provide both bicycle and
multimodal facilities along roadways targeted for improvement. Mr. Natoli then asked if
priorities needed to be established by December. Mr. Little replied in the affirmative. Mr.
Natoli then asked if the 2035 RLRTP could refer to the Bike/ Pedestrian Master Plan with
regard to these facilities. Mr. Little again replied in the affirmative. Further discussion ensued
relating to the provision of both bicycle and multimodal facilities on specific roadways.

Mr. Jim Hudson moved to provide both bicycle lanes and multimodal paths where the
Draft 2035 Bicycle Pedestrian Needs Plan proposes only multimodal paths. Seconded by
Mr. Jim Mottram. The motion carried unanimously.

Mr. Hudson moved to add language to the 2035 RLRTP that would allow deferral of
future changes as presented by the Bicycle/ Pedestrian Master Plan. Seconded by Mr.
Mottram.

Discussion related to the correct alignment and timeframe of the proposed East Coast
Greenway trail ensued. Mr. Little stated that he would research the alignment further.

B. RESURFACING PROJECT IN THE TOWN of SEWALL'S POINT
Ms. Beltran provided background for this item. She stated that she met with the Town of
Sewall's Point to discuss the FDOT resurfacing project and the Town's modified proposal.
She stated that she spoke to the FDOT project manager, and he said that bike lanes were
included on both sides of AlA. The Town, however, wanted the project to include a
"sharrow" lane on the eastbound lane, as well as landscaping and crosswalks. She mentioned
that there would be a Town Commission meeting tomorrow evening on November 9th

• She
then asked Mr. John Mildenberger to provide additional comments.

Mr. Mildgenberger (The Town of Sewall's Point BPAC representative) stated that the Town of
Sewall's Point would like to beautify this section of AlA with a project alternative that
included a sharrow lane. He stated the sharrow may not provide sufficient safety for
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bicyclists. He further explained that according to the FDOT Adopted Federal Manual on
Unifonn Traffic Control Devices, sharrows should not be placed on roadways with speed
limits greater than 35 mph. This section of AlA has a speed limit of 40 mph. He also
described a study in Gainesville which indicated sharrows did not provide cyclists a
statistically significant measure of protection. Mr. Palacios stated that Mr. Mildenberger was
correct that sharrows are not allowed to be placed on roadways with speed limits of greater
than 35 mph.

Ms. Beltran stated that she infonned the representatives of the Town of Sewall's Point
enhancement funds could help pay for the proposed landscaping and crosswalks. The
Enhancement Application Cycle would be coming up at the end of January/early February.
Therefore they would be able to apply for Enhancement funds during that time. She also
stated that if the BPAC would like Mr. Mildenberger to represent the Committee, at the town
Commission meeting, a motion would be needed.

Mr. Kevin Edwards moved to support the FDOT proposal that includes bike lanes and
specifically not support the Town's modification that does not include bike lanes and
have Mr. Mildenberger represent that point on behalf of the BPAC. Seconded by Mr.
Hudson. The motion carried unanimously.

Several questions were raised on how to better support the FDOT proposal for this section of
A1A. Ms. Beltran stated that a motion would be in order.

Mr. Edwards moved to recommend that the MPO Board draft a letter to the FDOT
District 4 Secretary supporting bike lanes on AlA. Seconded by Mr. Mottram. The
motion carried unanimously.

C. BICYCLE and PEDESTRIAN MASTER PLAN - REVISED DRAFT GOALS &
OBJECTIVES
MEMO: templlBPACa02.02
This item has been deferred until the December 13,2010 Subcommittee meeting.

7. COMMENTS FROM COMMITTEE MEMBERS
None

8. COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC
None

9. NEXT MEETING
• December 13,2010 (Subcommittee Meeting)
• January 10,2011 (Regular Meeting)

10. ADJOURN

Mr. Taylor moved to adjourn. Seconded by Mr. Hal Forslund. The motion carried
unanimously.
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Michael Malham, Planner II
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