MARTIN METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION
POLICY BOARD MEETING
Martin County Administrative Building
Martin County Commission Chambers
2401 SE Monterey Road
Stuart, FL 34996
(772) 221-1498
www.martinmpo.com
Monday, April 15, 2013 @ 9:00 a.m.

AGENDA

ITEM

ACTION

1. CALL TO ORDER – 9:00 a.m.
2. PRAYER – Rev. James Brocious
3. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
4. ROLL CALL
5. APPROVE AGENDA

APPROVE

6. APPROVE MINUTES
• Regular Meeting – February 18, 2013

APPROVE

7. PUBLIC COMMENTS
(PLEASE LIMIT YOUR COMMENTS TO THREE MINUTES; COMPLETE CARD TO COMMENT)

8. BUSINESS ITEMS
A. FY2012/13 TRANSPORTATION ALTERNATIVES
PROGRAM (TAP) APPLICATIONS

APPROVE

B. CR 714 UPDATE

INFORMATION

C. FDOT STRATEGIC INTERMODAL SYSTEM (SIS)
2040 COST FEASIBLE PLAN

INFORMATION

D. COMMUNITY TRANSPORTATION COORDINATOR (CTC)
RECOMMENDATION

APPROVE
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impaired individuals are requested to telephone the Florida Relay System at #711. Transportation assistance for disabled persons may be arranged by
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E. GOOGLE TRANSIT TRIP PLANNING

INFORMATION

F. TRANSIT DEVELOPMENT PLAN (TDP)
MAJOR UPDATE-SCOPE OF SERVICES

INFORMATION

9. COMMENTS FROM FDOT
10. COMMENTS FROM BOARD MEMBERS
11. NOTES
12. NEXT MEETING - May 20, 2013 @ 9:00 a.m.
13. ADJOURN
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MARTIN METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION
POLICY BOARD MEETING
Martin County Board of County Commissioner Chambers
2401 S.E. Monterey Road, Stuart, FL 34996
(772) 221-1498
www.martinmpo.com
Monday, February 18, 2013 @ 9:00 A.M.
Minutes
1. CALL TO ORDER.
The meeting was called to order by Chairman Tom Bausch at 9:03 AM.
2. PRAYER –Reverend James Brocious, Stuart Alliance Church
3. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
4. ROLL CALL
Members in Attendance:
Tom Bausch, Chair Town of Sewall’s Point Commissioner
Eula R. Clarke, City of Stuart Commissioner
Kelli Glass-Leighton, City of Stuart Commissioner
John Haddox, Martin County Board of Count y Commissioners
Anne Scott, Martin County Board of County Commissioners
Members Excused:
Sarah Heard, Vice-Chair, Martin County Board of County Commissioners
Doug Smith, Martin County Board of Count y Commissioners
Members Absent:
Guy Parker, (Ex-Officio), Indiantown
Staff in Attendance:
Beth Beltran, MPO Administrator
Margaret H. Brassard, Administrative Specialist II
Lukas Lambert, Associate Planner
Bonnie Landry, Senior Planner
Others in Attendance:
Reverend James Brocious
Jim Dragseth
David Dangel, Inwood Consulting Engineers
Joe Yesbeck, T. Y. Lin
Lee Weberman
Arlene Tanis, FDOT
Jeff Weidner, FDOT
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Juan Flores, FDOT
John Scarlatos, Transystems
Donovan Pessoa, FDOT
Jeffery Janes, FDOT
Don Cuozzo, FIND
Joe Capra, CAPTEC
Kim Delaney, TCRPC
Don Donaldson, Martin County
Taryn Kryzda, Martin County
Roger Baltz, Martin County
A quorum was present for this meeting.
5. APPROVE AGENDA
A motion was made by Ms. Eula Clarke to approve the Agenda. The motion was
seconded by Mr. John Haddox. There was no additional discussion. The motion passed
unanimously.
6. APPROVE MINUTES
A motion was made to approve the minutes from the meeting dated December 17,
2012, by Ms. Eula Clarke, the motion was seconded by Mr. John Haddox. No
additional comments were made. The motion passed unanimously.
7. PUBLIC COMMENTS
(PLEASE LIMIT YOUR COMMENTS TO THREE MINUTES; COMPLETE CARD TO COMMENT)

None.
8. BUSINESS ITEMS
A. PUBLIC HEARING
SR 710 PROJECT UPDATE–TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (TIP)

Ms. Beltran stated that this is a two part item, the first part being a presentation by District I
explaining Federal Highway’s request for a TIP amendment. Mr. David Dangel with
Inwood Consulting Engineers stated that his company is the consultant for FDOT- District
I on a Project Development and Environmental (PD&E) Study which is nearing completion
on SR 710. He stated that FHWA has requested a TIP amendment as this project extends
200 feet into Martin County and this portion in Martin County must be consistent with the
local government plans as well as be recognized in the Martin TIP even though there is no
monetary involvement on the part of Martin or FDOT District IV. He advised that the
limits of the study are from US 441 in Okeechobee and runs southeast to CR 714 in Martin.
Mr. Dangel went on to describe the four segments of the project, advising that a public
hearing was held on January 30, 2013, at the Okeechobee KOA as part of the PD&E
Process. Mr. Dangel stated that Okeechobee County requested that they consider
realigning CR 714 with CR 15B. As this would not be part of the SR 710 improvements,
Okeechobee County would be responsible for the costs. An aerial was viewed showing the
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current alignment of CR 714 intersecting SR 710 in Martin County and the proposed
changes. Alternative A runs in the proximity of a canal and makes a sharp curve then
intersects with SR 710 in Okeechobee County. Alternative B is more direct, having a
major impact on a property owner and intersecting with SR 710. Mr. Dangel advised that
they are recommending Alternative A which has the lesser impact on the property owner.
By this project having gone through the PD&E process, the design, ROW acquisition and
construction will be eligible to use Federal funds in the future. Mr. Dangel confirmed that
currently CR 714 is a two lane, paved road, which turns south, intersects with SR 710 and
is totally in Martin County. He added that this project in its totality will cost approximately
$3 million. Mr. Dangel advised that the public hearing was held in January, the public
comment period ended last Monday and they anticipate approval from FHWA this summer.
Mr. Dangel advised that the extension area design for combined segments one and two was
funded in FY 2012 and is currently underway. Additional funding for ROW of that
extension piece is programed for FY 2017. The balance of the project currently has no
funding for the design, ROW or construction. Mr. Dangel stated that as there is no
financial participation in this project, from District IV or Martin County, so the purpose of
this update is to request a TIP amendment. He read the TIP amendment into the record as
follows:
The Florida Department of Transportation, District One PD&E Study for SR 710 extends
approximately 200 feet into Martin County. The extension into Martin County is to address
logical termini for the project. FDOT District One is currently finalizing the PD&E Study
that began in Fiscal Year 2008. Currently no other phases are programmed in the
Department’s Five Year Work Program for this segment of SR 710.
Mr. Dangel advised that he has made this presentation to all of the advisory committees for
the MPO and each committee recommended approval of the amendment to the MPO
Board. Mr. Dangel advised that he would take any questions. Ms. Eula Clark asked Mr.
Donaldson for his expert opinion in this matter as an Engineer. Mr. Donaldson advised that
he supports this TIP Amendment as presented and he also supports the alignment as
requested by Okeechobee County. He stated that there have been accidents due to the
sharp curve and this will help alleviate that issue as well as provide better connectivity with
Okeechobee County.
Mr. John Haddox made a motion to approve the requested TIP Amendment. Ms.
Clarke provided a second for this motion. There was no additional discussion. The
motion passed unanimously.
Ms. Beltran stated that the second portion of this item is informational. She advised that
the project manager from District IV is here to present an update on projects along SR 710
east and west of Indiantown. Mr. Donovan Pessoa advised that he is with FDOT-District
IV and introduced the consultant, Mr. John Scarlatos with Transystems, who provided the
presentation for the project west of Indiantown. Mr. Pessoa advised that the passing lane
project on this portion of SR 710 is moving forward as an interim solution because the
entire PD&E Study, ROW acquisition, and construction of four lanes in Martin County will
not be able to be funded for some time. This project will help resolve congestion issues
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and hopefully reduce the number of accidents from passing cars. Mr. Pessoa advised that
the project limits are from two miles east of the Okeechobee County line to Fox Brown
Road. He stated that within that ten mile stretch the road will be widened to three lanes in
order to accommodate a staggered passing lane in each direction. Mr. Pessoa advised that
the speed limit is approximately 50-60 miles per hour (MPH), but once the road has been
totally four laned, it will be designed for 65 miles per hour. He reminded the Board that
this is an interim fix until funding has been obtained to complete the four lanes. He
showed a typical section of the improvement and advised that construction should begin by
the end of this fiscal year or the beginning of the next. Ms. Clarke inquired if they already
have enough ROW on SR 710 to construct the three lanes. Mr. Pessoa confirmed. How
much ROW will need to be purchased in order to construct the balance of the four lane
stretch? Mr. Pessoa stated that they will need to obtain ROW mainly for drainage but also
for the multi-use path. He stated that it will take approximately two maybe three years to
obtain the funding for the ROW.
Mr. John Scarlatos from Transystems was introduced to provide the update on the SR 710
PD&E Study from approximately one mile east of SR 76 to the Martin County line,
continuing into Palm Beach County to Blue Heron Boulevard. Mr. Scarlatos stated that
this project will require a Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP) and TIP update in order
to receive the Location Design Concept Acceptance (LDCA) from FHWA which will make
the project eligible for Federal funds. He advised that the proposed improvements will
consist of constructing four lanes from SR 76 to Northlake Boulevard. SR 710 is currently
four lanes in Palm Beach County from Pratt Whitney to Northlake Boulevard. From
Northlake to Blue Heron they will widen the road from four to six lanes and that section
will be upgraded from rural system to urban. In connection with the previous presentation
the ten foot multi-use path will be continued from SR 76 to Northlake Boulevard with an
interchange at Northlake and SR 710 where it crosses over. Mr. Scarlatos stated that the
entire project length is approximately 25 miles of which only 5.1 miles is in Martin County.
He advised that SR 710 is a Strategic Intermodal System (SIS) facility as well as an
evacuation route which was established by the Florida Division of Emergency Management
and will join the four lanes in Palm Beach County. Mr. Scarlatos advised that SR 710 is
being widened because it is a two lane undivided roadway with truck traffic of 21% which
poses a safety concern for passing vehicles. He advised that from 2006 to 2010 there have
been five fatalities between SR 76 and the Palm Beach County line. He provided a slide
showing the existing typical section of SR 710, advising what is slated to be done to bring
the roadway up to SIS. Another slide with the proposed typical section advising of the
milestones accomplished and to be achieved was viewed. These milestones included
holding three alternative workshops in 2009, a Value Engineering (VE) Study in 2010, a
public hearing scheduled for April/May of 2013 and the LDCA is anticipated by the
FHWA in October 2013. Mr. Scarlatos advised that the project is currently in the TIP but
needs to be included in the LRTP. He stated that they need to have the TIP and LRTP
Amendments to be approved in June, 2013. Ms. Beltran advised that this is an
informational item at this time. Since FDOT is requesting an LRTP Amendment it will
have to go through a public involvement process so this item will return to the Board in
either the April or May meeting.
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B. PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT PLAN (PIP) ANNUAL REPORT
Ms. Beltran advised that this is a Federal requirement and an annual report must be
presented for approval to the advisory committees and Board as part of that requirement.
Ms. Bonnie Landry, the Senior Planner, presented the 2012 PIP Annual Report, explaining
how it is intended to achieve the MPO’s vision to expand public participation. Ms. Landry
mentioned that staff worked with Jensen Beach High School and the students made a
commercial which airs on MCTV advertising the Martin County transit system. Staff plans
to improve in this area by continued collaboration with schools to reach a younger
audience, by utilizing surveys to seek information from the public and by establishing a
language line to reach the non-English speaking residents. Ms. Landry stated that she
would entertain any questions and that staff is requesting approval of the report. Mr.
Bausch asked if staff has worked with the other high schools in Martin County. Ms.
Beltran responded that staff will be reaching out to the other high schools in the future.
Ms. Clarke moved approval of the Public Involvement Plan Annual Report.
Mr. Lee Weberman requested to speak. He welcomed the new MPO members. Mr.
Weberman advised that people are assigned to committees but they are not informed as to
why. He stated that he will give a little history and a suggestion about the PIP. Mr.
Weberman stated that MPOs were formed as a way for the Federal Government and FDOT
to have a single focal point in which to distribute State and Federal money. FDOT could
not make presentations to all the municipalities in a large county. There could be infighting over the funds, FDOT could tell you it’s about representation, but Mr. Weberman
asked that the new members hold on to that information as they grow with the MPO. He
stated that it is the single most efficient way to pass through funds. Mr. Weberman
applauded the staff but suggested that staff be allowed to take their meetings on the road.
He stated that he worked for Martin County many years ago and was hired to establish a
five year road program, providing presentations to the City of Stuart, the Martin Chamber,
and the Palm City Chamber. He would suggest that staff could implement a simple
informational module and start small by making presentations to the City, Jupiter Island,
Sewall’s Point to see how the MPO likes it and if it works out well expand to the not for
profits. Mr. Weberman stated that he thought staff had good presenters with Ms. Landry
and Ms. Beltran and it may be an idea the MPO should consider.
Ms. Clarke restated her motion to accept the Public Involvement Plan Annual Report
as presented by staff. Mr. Haddox provided a second to this motion. There were no
objections. The motion passed unanimously.
C. INTERACTIVE TIP – DTS AGREEMENT
Ms. Beltran stated that this is a maintenance agreement for the Interactive TIP which was
put into place this past year. A couple of years ago Palm Beach County entered into an
agreement with Data Transfer Solutions (DTS) in an effort to be able to get information
directly from FDOT Central Office regarding their projects in their five year plan. Since
then, all five MPOs in District IV have agreed that this is a very useful tool as it advises
what funds are being used on the project, the project limits, a map, location in the county,
the different phases and other information whereas in the past when you pulled up the
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project on-line it looked like an Excel spread sheet. This is the maintenance agreement for
the next year for the Interactive TIP in the amount of $7,200.00. Staff is recommending
approval of this agreement.
Mr. Haddox made a motion to authorize the MPO Administrator to execute the
agreement. The motion was seconded by Ms. Kelli Glass-Leighton. There was no
additional discussion. The motion passed unanimously.
D. MPO DESIGNATION/APPORTIONMENT PLAN
Ms. Beltran stated that every ten years after the US Census FDOT sends a letter to each of
the State’s MPOs requesting them to review their Designation and Apportionment Plan.
Ms. Beltran presented some Federal and State requirements regarding MPO Designation.
The current Federal Legislation, Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century (MAP-21),
which came into effect in 2012 and states that urbanized areas (UZAs) with a populous of
50,000 must be a part of an MPO. UZA boundaries are drawn by the US Census to analyze
statistical data and transportation needs are not considered. These boundaries are also used
by other agencies like USDOT to determine funding. Although MPOs were put in place by
Federal Legislation, State law indicates that MPOs will be governed by the Governor and
local governments. The agreement which addresses the Martin MPO Designation after the
2000 Census was adopted in 2006. Martin has recently received the 2010 Census
Designation letter from FDOT which mentions regionalism and merging. Unlike following
the 2000 Census, this time FDOT mentions St. Lucie TPO and Indian River MPO. Ms.
Beltran stated that after the 2000 Census, the terms regionalism and merging were used
synonymously by FDOT, giving people in Martin and St. Lucie the opinion that Martin
was required to merge with St. Lucie TPO. Since Indian River MPO was part of a separate
UZA, FDOT seemed to be of the opinion that they could exist alone. Ms. Beltran stated
that merging is very different than regionalism. Historically MPO’s do not merge. In 40
years only two MPOs in the entire country have merged and they were in Virginia. They
merged because they were housed in agencies similar to the Regional Planning Councils in
Florida and since those agencies merged, the MPO’s merged. Ms. Beltran clarified that
existing regional MPOs were put into place as regional agencies; they were not separate
MPOs that merged. Many times regional MPOs were formed due to the fact that the core
city in which they were immersed was expanding. Ms. Beltran stated that Martin MPO
participates in many regional activities. There is the Regional Waterways Plan, the US 1
Corridor Retrofit which is approved and in the Unified Planning Work Program (UPWP),
and under direction of this Board, staff has been involved with the validation of the
Treasure Coast Regional Planning Model which will be used in the forecasting of the 2040
Plan.
Ms. Beltran stated that the three counties south of Martin received a similar letter from
FDOT after the 2000 Census. They also did not desire to merge so in order to address
regionalism they formed the South East Florida Transportation Council (SEFTC), a Board
which meets quarterly and allocates the Transportation Regional Incentive Program (TRIP)
funds. They have established regional goals objectives and criteria for corridors of regional
significance. SEFTC also adopted a Regional Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP),
though each MPO has its own LRTP. St. Lucie, Indian River and Martin formed the
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Treasure Coast Transportation Council (TCTC) whose primary purpose was to allocate
TRIP funding when it was available. Ms. Beltran stated that due to the merging issue, the
TCTC didn’t have the success that SEFTC did. She added that it is her understanding that
the recent Designation letter received by the southern MPOs did not mention merging at all
and it was due to the fact that they are working well together regionally under the SEFTC.
Ms. Beltran advised that each of the advisory committees heard this presentation and
expressed their desire to keep the MPO structure as it is. The Martin MPO Board also
passed a motion not to merge in 2010. Ms. Beltran stated that she has received word from
FDOT District IV that Secretary Wolfe is interested in meeting with Mayor Bausch and
staff to discuss how Martin wishes to proceed in response to this letter from Secretary
Prasad. Ms. Clarke asked if staff has been in contact with St. Lucie regarding this issue.
Ms. Beltran stated that St. Lucie seems to be very interested in merging; however, Indian
River and Martin have both expressed a difference in opinion. Ms. Clarke stated that if St.
Lucie and Martin were to merge it would appear that Martin would not receive their share
of funding and she asked Mr. Donaldson for his opinion on this matter. Mr. Donaldson
stated that given the geographic difference and as the Board is proportioned by population
representation, there would probably be a large Board centralized in Port St. Lucie, and
remote areas would have a difficult time getting on the priority list. Mr. Donaldson advised
that the Crosstown Parkway is a large project and St. Lucie is looking to get as much help
on that project as possible. Ms. Beltran reminded the Board that this is an informational
item only and will return to the Board at a later date. She stated that the Secretary from
District IV would like to meet with Chairman Bausch as well as the Chair and staff from
the other Treasure Coast MPOs to discuss this matter and she will return to this Board with
the results from these meetings. Ms. Glass-Leighton asked Ms. Beltran since the Board
had passed a motion to abstain from merging a couple of years ago, at what point would
you be requesting information like that again? Ms. Beltran stated that after the meeting
with Secretary Wolfe when she returns with the results from his meetings she will ask the
Board for direction which will be in April or May. Ms. Beltran added that the motion not
to merge was in 2010 and on December 18, 2012 it was affirmed by this Board in passing
two legislative priorities one being to maintain the current MPO structure and Vice-Chair
Heard took that message to the Legislative Delegation which was held the next day at
Indian River State College. Mr. Bausch stated that he was on the Board at the time that the
motion not to merge was passed and he supported that motion then and continues to
support it. He stated that if the Board so desired that he would take this information to
Secretary Wolfe when they meet.
Ms. Clarke made a motion for Chairman Bausch to relay to Secretary Wolfe that the
Martin MPO remains steadfast in their decision not to merge with the St. Lucie TPO.
Mr. Haddox provided a second to the motion. There was no additional discussion.
The motion passed unanimously.
E. WATERWAYS PROJECT UPDATE
Ms. Beltran advised that this is a two part item and that Juan Flores who is the FDOT State
Freight Logistics Administrator is here to address the Board. Mr. Flores thanked the Board
and spoke about what is happening in Tallahassee in the Freight, Logistics, and Passenger
Operations Office. He stated that this is a part of the Governor’s initiative about addressing
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freight and moving it from Latin America and how Florida is adjusting with the uptick in
trucks and port investment. He gave a brief background on himself and stated the Office of
Freight, Logistics and Passenger Operations is a one stop shop. They have a rail and water
carrier section, aviation and spaceports, [spaceports is a new area, the shuttle program has
gone but there is a lot of Federal land there and people, positions and areas are being reinvented] Seaports and Waterways, very high on Secretary Prasad’s list as well as
Governor Scott’s, and transit. He stated that Freight is economy in motion. Mr. Flores
continued with his presentation and showed a slide that provided a snapshot of the
locations and investments that the Governor has made in many of Florida’s ports which the
State of Florida is funding. Mr. Bausch asked if the terminus of the goods from the Suez
region is going to Orlando. Mr. Flores advised that it goes to Central Florida. Mr. Bausch
stated that Tampa is larger than Orlando so what type of goods go into Tampa. Mr. Flores
stated that Tampa is a very aggressive port and has recently gotten new management. He
stated that a lot of petroleum products are shipped in and markets into Mexico. Mr. Flores
also stated that Tampa competes with Alabama, Mississippi and is still getting its market
share. He advised that Florida is a major hub and Latin America is a huge market which is
growing rapidly and Florida is in a great position to capture this expanding market. Mr.
Flores answered Ms. Clarke by advising that gold is a large market which comes from
Latin America, and 60% of the Flowers which come to the United States come through
Miami and are distributed around the world. Mr. Flores aired a video regarding the
Governor’s Freight, Mobility and Trade Plan, noting that Florida has expanded their
investment by modernizing their ports to accommodate the anticipated growth in freight
mobility. Ms. Clarke asked if local Chambers of Commerce have been contacted in these
initiatives. Mr. Flores stated that they have predominately worked with the private sector,
but they do need to increase their outreach to more of the Chambers as they have worked
with a few. Mr. Bausch asked what the State’s expectation of Martin’s role is in this
project as Martin doesn’t have a deep water port, a commercial airport, or a lot of the large
transportation hubs that the major cities have. Mr. Flores stated that the needs of each
County have to be evaluated, in Martin’s case there are the top five growing industries, and
industry is what drives jobs. Next are the geographic items which are connections to I-95,
Lake Okeechobee, the Port, and Stuart. Mr. Flores stated that this is the first time they
have done anything like this, but that they have made brochures regarding each County.
They are in process of distributing them to see if they have nailed the scope of focus for
each area. Ms. Clarke asked how this would affect the waterway from Ft. Myers though
Lake Okeechobee to Stuart. Mr. Flores stated that he expected Ms. Tanis and Mr. Weidner
to discuss that and it was agreed that they would address it after his presentation. Mr.
Flores continued and provided maps showing water ports, air ports, railways and roadways
in the south east United States which would be used to disseminate people and freight. Mr.
Flores closed his presentation with a summary of Florida’s capabilities, program deadlines,
a complete list of contacts, and advised that he would answer any questions. At the request
of MCTV a short recess was taken due to the closed captioning service. Chairman Bausch
requested a ten minute break and that the Board would reconvene at 11:00 AM.
The Board reconvened at 11:00 AM. They began the meeting with public comments.
Chairman Bausch called for Jim Dragseth to come to the podium. Mr. Dragseth asked a
question of Mr. Flores what is the choice of Ft. Myers as being one of the six regional
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[forum] meeting places. Mr. Flores stated that the meeting was held at the Ft. Myers
Airport, and over 80 were in attendance. There were four planned regional listening
sessions held at ports, airports all different venues. Mr. Dragseth supports the cross state
waterway as an economic benefit for Martin. He stated that there are no east-west railways
on the map but the canal, the lake and the intercostal could be a large boost in Martin’s
economy and he welcomes any Federal help to make and keep the waterways vibrant and
useable. Mr. Dragseth stated that possibly the Federal Government would like to increase
the lock system capability across the state so that larger barge traffic would be able to
transport goods east and west.
Chairman Bausch called for Mr. Don Cuozzo to come to the podium. Mr. Cuozzo stated
that he is the Commissioner for the Florida Inland Navigational District (FIND)
representing Martin County. He stated that he was here to talk about the waterways. He
advised that years ago when a group of visionaries discussed the waterways it was to
connect swamps, wetlands and other waterways for the military as they wanted to have
quick access in from the ocean and also to improve commerce. It later became a personal
transportation system. He stated that the canal didn’t come without a lot of effort from
people and about the same time Henry Flagler introduced his railroad. He was a better
business man so the railway system won out from a freight moving perspective. Nowadays
the roads are congested and expansion is difficult, new rail lines are also very difficult to
construct, and the intercostal waterway exists, totally underutilized for freight
transportation. Mr. Cuozzo stated that it does have constraints with bridges etc., but
recently out of a port in St. Augustine, they moved two barges up the intercostal to South
Carolina for repair. Mr. Cuozzo stated that there is great opportunity here and he would
like the State to increase funding for the waterways. He stated that as Martin County
representatives we pay taxes for the inland waterways maintenance and we also maintain
the Okeechobee Waterway up to the Palm Beach County line. It is a Federally authorized
project not an earmark. However, the funds put into the corridor now go to big freight
transportation areas like the Mississippi River, leaving our tax dollars to maintain the
intercostal waterway. There are millions of dollars which should be coming into Martin via
the waterways economically and in the area of jobs. Mr. Cuozzo would like to see the
waterway be utilized more. More commercial tonnage could result in more funds; it would
be a nice cycle to create. The seaports and inlets are like a heart and the intercostal
waterways are the veins and you can’t have one without the other. He requested that more
emphasis be placed on the intercostal waterways for freight movement and FIND would be
glad to be a partner in any planning that could take place.
Ms. Arlene Tanis from FDOT District IV came to the podium. She stated that the question
was asked how Martin fits into the picture, and she thanked Mr. Flores for providing the
big picture to this Board. Ms. Tanis noted Ms. Clarke’s question regarding the Okeechobee
Waterway which is an emerging SIS facility. Ms. Tanis stated that she and Ms. Beltran
have been discussing this matter since it came up at the December, 2012 meeting. She
stated that there are a number of possibilities for funding, funds for SIS facilities and port
funds. Of significance is the dredging of the St. Lucie inlet which is a critical connection to
the Atlantic Ocean and the fishing commerce from Port Salerno. Ms. Tanis stated that
Martin needs to put together a list of needs regarding this project in order to be able to
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determine which funds would be available to use. She advised that the next agenda item is
about regionalism, and the waterways plan both of which qualify as Martin working with
St. Lucie. She stated that once she has the list of needs FDOT will look to see if there is a
funding source available. Ms. Beltran stated that the Interlocal Agreement for the
Waterways Plan is in the agenda package and Ms. Kim Delaney is here from the Regional
Planning Council (RPC), who, along with St. Lucie County TPO, has approved the scope.
Ms. Beltran stated that staff is recommending authorization for the MPO Administrator to
approve the Interlocal Agreement for the Regional Waterways Plan. Ms. Kim Delaney
from the RPC stated that the Interlocal Agreement, a copy of which was in the agenda
package, which would enable a relationship between the three parties involved develop a
waterways plan over the next 18 months or so. Ms. Beltran stated that staff is
recommending authorization for the MPO Administrator to approve the Interlocal
Agreement for the Regional Waterways Plan, and direct staff to draft a list of needs to
dredge the St. Lucie Inlet and submit it to District IV so they could assist in funding of this
project.
Ms. Kelli Glass-Leighton made a motion to approve staff’s recommendation to
approve the Interlocal Agreement between the Martin MPO, the St. Lucie TPO and
the Treasure Coast RPC and to direct staff to develop a list of needs for presenting to
FDOT regarding the St. Lucie Inlet. Ms. Anne Scott provided a second for the
motion. There was no additional discussion. The motion was approved unanimously.
Mr. Jim Dragseth requested that the MPO or County Staff have someone in attendance at
the FDOT Statewide Intermodal Logistics Center Forum on Wednesday. Ms. Beltran
stated that it was on her calendar.
F. LEGISLATIVE PRIORITIES
Ms. Beltran stated that at the December meeting the Board voted to maintain the current
MPO structure and also supported funding the dredging of the St. Lucie Inlet as a mode of
transportation for the efficient movement of people and goods. This item is in the agenda
to support the State Metropolitan Planning Organization Advisory Committee (MPOAC)
Legislative Priorities. At a recent MPOAC meeting, which was attended by Chairman
Bausch and Ms. Beltran, the 2013 Legislative Priorities were approved. One of the
priorities was no texting or using a cell phone while driving and the Bicycle Pedestrian
Advisory Committee (BPAC) specifically requested that the Board support this priority
with great emphasis due to the many accidents caused by distracted drivers. Staff is
recommending Board approval of the State MPOAC’s Legislative Priorities. Chairman
Bausch added that at that meeting it was noted that Gas Tax Revenues are decreasing in the
wake of more energy efficient vehicles and non-taxable forms of transportation. The
reduction has been staggering. They have discussed a user fee based on mileage, as for the
trucking industry. Counters could be installed on the axles of trucks, but the practicality of
implementing these on personal vehicles is still unknown. He stated that it was suggested
to increase the Federal Gas Tax which has not been increased in approximately 15 years.
Chairman Bausch also stated that he was unsure as to the success of police enforcement to
squelch texting while driving; however, it is a measure to increase safety.
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A motion was made by Ms. Eula Clarke to approve the 2013 MPOAC’s Legislative
Priorities. This motion was seconded by Mr. John Haddox. No addition discussion
was entertained and the motion carried unanimously.
9. COMMENTS FROM FDOT
Mr. Jeff Weidner from FDOT advised that on January 20, 2013, the State kicked off a three
year regional bicycle/pedestrian safety program Alert Today Alive Tomorrow Campaign in
West Palm Beach, Florida. Florida is the worst in the Country for pedestrian and bicycle
fatalities. FDOT has a large multi-media push using this brand coming out of West Palm
Beach from television ads to billboards. He stated that the goal is a 20% reduction of fatalities
by 2015. Ms. Clarke suggested that FDOT should come to the local Chamber to present this
safety program as well as to the City of Stuart and the schools in order to distribute flyers with
this information. Mr. Weidner advised that the program is in its infancy, but he will provide
information electronically to Ms. Beltran in a networking effort to disseminate this information
to the public.
10. COMMENTS FROM BOARD MEMBERS
None.
11. NOTES
Ms. Beltran stated that information on the MPOAC Weekend Training was placed before each
of the Board members. This training is provided a couple of times each year. Last year
Commissioner Clarke attended. Ms. Clarke added that it was very informative. Ms. Beltran
stated that if any of the Board would like to attend, please contact her and she will have the
arrangements made.
12. NEXT MEETING - April 15, 2013 @ 9:00 a.m.
13. ADJOURN
Chairman Bausch stated with nothing left before the Board he would adjourn the meeting.

Recorded and Prepared by:

_________________________________________________

Margaret H. Brassard, Administrative Assistant II

_________________________________________________

Tom Bausch, Chair

Martin MPO Minutes

__________________

Date

__________________

Date

Page 11 of 11

Feb. 18, 2013

ITEM NUMBER:

8A

MARTIN METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION POLICY BOARD
AGENDA ITEM SUMMARY

MEETING DATE:
DUE DATE:
UPWP#:
April15, 2013
April 8, 2013
5.5
WORDING:
FY2012/13 TRANSPORTATION ALTERNATIVES PROGRAM (TAP) APPLICATIONS
REQUESTED BY:
PREPARED BY:
DOCUMENT(S) REQUIRING
FDOT
Bonnie Landry
ACTION: Project Ranking
BACKGROUND
The Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) is authorized under Section 1122 of the new
Federal Transportation Legislation, Moving Ahead toward Progress in the 21st Century (MAP21). This program provides funding for programs and projects defined as transportation
alternatives, including on-and off-road pedestrian and bicycle facilities, infrastructure projects
for improving non-driver access to public transportation and enhanced mobility, community
improvement activities and environmental mitigation; recreational trail program projects; safe
routes to school projects; and projects for the planning, design or construction of boulevards and
other roadways largely in the right-of-way of former Interstate System routes or other divided
highways.
A multidisciplinary screening committee met on March 25, 2013 to assure that each application
is complete, contains all necessary documents for a feasible project, and meets the standards and
requirements of this program.
A Joint CAC/BPAC/TAC Meeting was held on April 3, 2013. Each applicant presented their
project and answered questions from the members and public. After discussion, the members
voted and recommended the following project ranking:
1)
2)
3)
4)

Commit2BFit – Martin County School District
NW Dixie Highway Sidewalk Extension
Mapp Road Multi Modal Enhancement Project
Kindred Street Improvements

ISSUES
At the April 15, 2013 MPO Policy Board Meeting, applicants will present their projects. Based
upon the program goals, staff designed project criteria (see attached) to be considered by
committee members when reviewing and ranking the TAP project applications. The final
ranking list of prioritized TAP projects will be approved by the MPO Policy Board and
submitted to FDOT by the May 3, 2013 deadline.

___________________________________________________________________________
RECOMMENDED ACTION
Approve a prioritized list of TAP project applications and direct staff to send this list to FDOT.
FISCAL IMPACT
TAP funding in the amount of $199,119. If grant does not fully fund the project, the applicant
will need to find a funding source to meet the shortfall.
APPROVAL
MPO
ATTACHMENTS
1. Project criteria to be considered.
2. Grant applications:
a. Dixie Highway Sidewalk Extension
b. Kindred Street Improvements
c. Mapp Road Multimodal Enhancement Project
d. Commit 2B Fit Program

Transportation Alternatives Program
2013 Alternatives Application Project Criteria

Evaluation Criteria
•

This project is listed in an existing master plan (for example CRA Plan, Bicycle and
Pedestrian Master Plan, Long Range Transportation Plan, Public Involvement Plan).

•

This project encourages transportation alternatives.

•

This project has community-based support.

•

This project enhances the mobility and/or community development of typically
underserved groups (children, elderly, disabled, transportation disadvantaged).

•

This project improves community quality of life.

•

This project improves access to a variety of nearby uses (school, post office, government
offices, grocery stores, transit stops, local businesses).

•

This project involves end users in the development of the program/project.

•

This project is compatible with existing infrastructure.

•

This project will reduce automobile usage.

Florida’s
Safe Routes to School
Non-Infrastructure
Information Form
Section 1 – School & Applicant Information
Proposed Activity or Program
Name of Proposed Activity or Program: Commit 2B Fit through Walking and Biking
Brief Description of Proposed Activity or Program: The Commit 2B Fit Safe Routes to School
Program will teach children to walk and bike safely, increase their physical activity, help them
make healthier nutrition choices and involve their families.
School Information
County or Counties: Martin County
City or Cities:
Type of school(s) (check all that apply): X
X Elementary

Middle

Public
High

Private
Other types of schools*

* Explain Other schools below

Number of schools involved
12 1-3 schools involved. Name(s) of school(s)
#1:
#2:
#3:
X Multiple schools. Explain below how many schools will be involved, and their involvement.
All twelve elementary schools in the School District of Martin County plus Challenger
rd
th
th
School, a special needs school, will participate in this project. The 3 , 4 and 5 grades will
learn to walk and bike safely and choose walking and biking as a preferred activity. Walking and
biking to school will be encouraged.

X

School Board

Applicant Information
Private School
Governmental Agency

Other

Name of Agency/Organization: School District of Martin County
Contact Person: Dr. Tracey Miller
Title: Exec. Dir.-Instructional Services
Daytime Phone: (772) 291-1200 x30023
E-mail: millert@martin.k12.fl.us
Mailing Address: Instruct. Ctr. Bldg. 30, 500 E. Ocean Blvd.
City: Stuart
State: Florida
Zip: 34994
Typed Name: Tracey Miller
Signature:
3/12/13
Signature of School Board or school representative required when different from applicant:
Typed Name:
Date:
Signature:
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Section 2 – General Program Information
1. Data Collection: Please review the data collection forms found at this link:
http://www.saferoutesinfo.org/resources/index.cfm. Baseline data collection is required at the beginning of
your program and follow-up data collection is required at its completion.
Do you agree to provide this data following the FDOT District’s schedule?
X Yes
No
Please describe how you plan to collect this data.
The Student Travel Tally form and the Parent Survey from the National Center for Safe Routes to School
will be administered at the beginning and completion of the program. The classroom teachers will assist
the physical education teachers in the collection of this data.

2. Target population information: Describe below the population targeted, including:
• the demographics of your target population
• the number of children in the school or schools
• how many children you plan to target with your program
• how many children currently walk or cycle to school
• how many more children would be able to walk or cycle to school if your program is successful
• if your program (or part of it) is directed toward adults, how many adults you plan to involve
The demographics of the total Martin County School District student population of 17,783 students are:
American Indian 36
Asian/Pacific Islander - 176
African American 1,779
Hispanic 2,844
White 12,902
School
Bessey Creek Elem.

No. Students
662

Students in Project
350

Challenger School

64

10

Citrus Grove Elem.

524

300

Crystal Lake Elem.

790

425

Felex A. Williams Elem.

817

430

Hobe Sound Elem.

536

250

Jensen Beach Elem.

565

330

J.D. Parker Elem.

493

250

Palm City Elem.

980

530

Pinewood Elem.

804

430

Port Salerno Elem.

589

315

Seawind Elem.

691

255

Warfield Elem.

636

265

Source: florida.educationbug.org
Of the ten schools that reported, teacher observation of the number of students that bike to school is 166
Given many factors, one of which is the distance that the children live from school, we would hope to see
at least a 10% increase due to this program. For every child involved in the program, one adult will be
included therefore potentially 4140 adults could be participating as well.
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3.Problem Identification: Describe below what problem you are trying to address. Consider the current walking
and cycling conditions in your project area, any problems or obstacles children encounter when they walk or
cycle to school, educational needs, etc.

According to the Martin County Bicycle and Pedestrian 2007-2009 Collision Report, based on
per capita calculations, Martin County has the highest bicycle collision, bicycle fatality, bicycle
injury, and pedestrian fatality rates in the four-county region. When these collision rates are
calculated based on 100 million vehicle miles traveled (MVMT), Martin County still ranks in the
top two in the bicycle collision, bicycle fatality, and bicycle injury rates categories, but in the
bottom two in the pedestrian collision, pedestrian fatality, and pedestrian rates categories.
Unfortunately, there seems to be an upward trend in these collision-related statistics.

Martin County Trends
From 2007 to 2009, the population in Martin County increased by about 0.1%; the number of
licensed drivers decreased by 1.1%, and the number of daily vehicle miles traveled decreased
by 3.5%. All of these growth rates followed statewide trends.
However, the number of collisions increased by 5.6% (1,361 to 1,437) and injuries by 1.9% (1,073
to 1,093). The number of fatalities increased from 26 to 33; bicycle collisions increased from 49
to 51, bicycle fatalities increased from 0 to 1 (6 in 2008), and bicycle injuries remained the same
at 46. The number of pedestrian collisions increased from 37 to 43, pedestrian fatalities from 3
to 6, and pedestrian injuries from 29 to 30. In every case, other than bicycle injuries, the growth
rates are much higher than the statewide rates (many of which are negative).

Martin County vs. Region and Florida
Table 1. State and Regional 2007-2009 Rates per Capita
2007-2009 Rates per 100,000 Persons
Area
Bicycle
Bicycle
Bicycle
Pedestrian
Collision
Fatality
Injury
Collision
Rate
Rate
Rate
Rate
Martin
35.7
1.6
32.7
27.3
Indian
20.6
0.2
18.2
29.3
River
Palm
28.5
0.7
25.9
50.5
Beach
St. Lucie
19.8
0.5
17.4
32.9
Florida
26.3
0.6
23.2
47.9
Sources: BEBR, FLHSMV

Pedestrian
Fatality
Rate
2.8
2.6

Pedestrian
Injury
Rate
21.1
26.0

2.7

44.1

1.6
2.7

28.4
41.0

Bicycle injuries by age were 1.81% between the ages of 5 to 9 and 7.69% between the ages of 10
to 14. By age pedestrian injuries were 6.12% between the ages of 5 to 9 and 10.20% between the
ages of 10 to 14. The percentages of these injuries plus fatalities increased as the age of the
population increased. The startling data shows a great need for a collaborative effort of all
relevant agencies and a strong educational program for children starting as early as possible.
The problems the children might encounter as they walk or bike to school are distance from
school, busy highways and intersections, unprotected canals, lack of sidewalks and lack of
education in how to walk or bike or bike safely. This project will have a strong educational
component which will have a major impact on the participants and their families.
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4. Proposed solution: Describe below your proposed solution is and how it will help solve the
problems you have identified. Please write this in the form of a Scope of Services narrative. Include:
• what the program consists of
• what students you are targeting (the whole school or targeted groups)
• who your partners are and how they will help you with this program
• if there is personnel involved, explain who the personnel are, what they will be doing, and how
compensation was figured
• whether the project addresses problems within two miles of the school
The School District of Martin County will work in collaboration with Commit 2B Fit, the
Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO), the Martin County Sheriff’s Dept., the Martin County
Community Traffic Safety Team and The Florida Traffic and Bicycle Safety Education Program
rd
th
th
to provide safe walking and bicycling initiatives to the 3 , 4 and 5 grade students in all twelve
elementary schools and Challenger School. Also involved will be the outreach specialist for
South Florida Commuter Services. Her efforts are to connect parents who would like to walk,
bike or carpool to a school. The surveys distributed through the program will include data that
she needs to find those parents and make the connections.
This project will complement the above efforts by providing the award winning Commit 2B Fit®
program to all participating students. Commit 2B Fit® (C2BF) utilizes the multi-layered approach
of school, home and community to effectively create behavior change in the students. The C2BF
Safe Walking and Biking and Physical Activity and Nutrition student journal designed
specifically for walking and biking as a fitness activity will be given to the students. The journal
encourages walking and biking as the activity of choice and helps the students make healthy
nutrition choices. In addition, the journal is filled with critical safe walking and bicycling tips and
information to create a total experience for the participant. Parental support and involvement is
critical to the success of this project therefore an adult C2BF journal will be sent home so a
parent may work simultaneously with the student to plan safe walking and biking activities.
Each student will receive two pedometers, one for themselves and one for a parent or adult who
will be working simultaneously with the student. The pedometer acts as an incentive to increase
walking steps and is a fun way to challenge increasing those steps.
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Section 3 A– Background Information: Planning
SRTS projects are most successful in the context of comprehensive planning
Describe below your past school planning efforts:
• Has your school used the Florida Safe Ways to School Tool Kit, or a similar planning process to
develop its proposals? (see http://www.dcp.ufl.edu/centers/trafficSafetyEd/html_safe-ways.html)
• Who participated in the school planning efforts?
• Describe the planning process for accessibility to your school
• Does your school have approved walking maps? If so, how were these developed?
• Have you discussed school traffic, safety, or access problems with the Community Traffic Safety
Team? If so, what were the results?
The Martin County School District implemented this project in 2011 with great success. All
stakeholders agree that it should be repeated with the students that have not had the
opportunity. The teachers were trained in the program and it is often revisited in their teacher
meetings throughout the year due to the efforts of the project coordinator, a lead physical
education teacher. The Florida Traffic and Bicycle Program reinforces the safety curriculum. The
Community Traffic Safety Team whole heartedly supports this grant proposal. Repeat of this
project will strengthen awareness and communication with the CTST as will be seen as a
sustainable program.

Describe below your future school planning efforts:
• What method do you plan to use?
• Who do you plan to involve?
• What is your timeline?
Since this a school district-wide project, the Martin County Executive Director of Instructional
Services and with a designated teacher who is well aware of the issues facing the children getting
to school will be integral in the planning process. Commit 2B Fit will serve as an advisor to the
project due to their extensive background in similar Safe Routes to School projects.
In the Martin County Bicycle and Pedestrian 2007-2009 Collision Report, high accident
intersections have been identified and are under observation for improvement. We will identify the
elementary schools surrounding those intersections and focus our efforts in assuring that these
schools are 100% involved in this project. The other schools will naturally be serviced by
analyzing their walking and biking conditions and address them accordingly.
We will involve all of the partners mentioned above – the Martin County MPO, CTST, FTBSEP,
School District (each individual school), and the parents.
The project will begin as soon as funding is available and will complete in ten weeks which
includes data gathering and final evaluation.
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Section 3B– Background Information: The 5 E’s
Safe Routes to School is designed to be a comprehensive program, encompassing the Five E’s listed
below. Describe what efforts your school has made to address the identified problem through each E
so far, and what is planned in the future. Each box must be filled in. For more explanation of the Five E’s,
the Florida’s Safe Routes to School Guidelines or http://www.saferoutesinfo.org/guide/
Past
Future
Engineering: There is a Martin-St. Lucie Engineering: We will stay in contact with the
Regional Transportation Plan which contains a Martin County CTST and give feedback and
Livable Communities Initiative. One of the input from this project which may help in the
objectives which is most appropriate for this implementation of the objective: “Create a
project is: “Create a more positive environment more positive environment for bicyclists and
pedestrians”.
for bicyclists and pedestrians”.

If your school has taught or plans to teach the Florida Traffic and Bicycle Safety Education Program
(FTBSEP) or a similar program, provide details in the “Past Education” box below.
For more information on this program, see http://www.dcp.ufl.edu/centers/trafficSafetyEd/
Education: The Martin County Sheriff’s Dept. Education: The Florida Traffic and Bicycle
has been conducting bicycle rodeos at schools Safety Education Program will be contacted
requesting this service. The physical education for a review and update on their very
teachers have been trained in the FTBSE comprehensive curriculum for elementary
program.
schools, Commit 2B Fit will conduct a full day
training and we will work with the Martin
County Sheriff’s Dept. to continue to offer
bicycle rodeos.
Encouragement: The School District of Martin
County has supported and encouraged the
elementary schools to utilize the Sheriff’s Dept.
bicycle rodeos.

Encouragement: Martin County teachers and
Commit 2B Fit will work vigorously to promote
safe walking and biking to school and around
neighborhoods. The Martin MPO published a
Bicycle & Pedestrian Action Plan in Feb. 2012.
This project will support the goals, objectives
and strategies of this plan.

Enforcement: The School District of Martin
County works closely with law enforcement
agencies to ensure that all applicable traffic
laws are strictly enforced within the vicinity of
Martin County Public Schools.

Enforcement: The School District of Martin
County will continue to work closely with law
enforcement agencies to ensure that all
applicable traffic laws are strictly enforced
within the vicinity of Martin County Public
Schools.

Evaluation:
Commit 2B Fit previously
surveyed the students and families on the
effectiveness of the project and reported
results to FLDOT

Evaluation:
The students and families
will again be surveyed this time using the
survey forms from the National Safe Routes to
School.
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Section 4– Budget Detail & Narrative
Below each item, explain how the item will support the program, and other appropriate details.

Budget Item

Requested Funds

Personnel Services* (List titles and totals in first boxes below)
In Narrative, include numbers of hours, hourly rates, who this person is, and whether it’s a new position or
hours and duties added to an existing position.
Project Coordinator
$4,500
Narrative: 150 hours @ $30 per hour for a supplemental position
Teacher training

$1,430

Narrative: 13 teachers to attend training @ $110 per day for substitute teacher
Commit 2B Fit trainer

$300

Narrative: 8 hours @ $37.50 per hour
Expenses:
Materials and Supplies:
Commit 2B Fit Safe Walking and Biking
Pedometer package – 4140 @ $16.00

$66,240

Educational items:

Promotional Items:

Other Expenses:
Printing 100 student tally sheets; 4000
Pre-post parent surveys @ $.17

$697.00

Evaluation-50 hours @ $30 per hour

$1,500

Operating Capital Outlay:
Equipment:

01/14/13
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Total Request:

01/14/13

$74,667.00
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Section 4B – Budget Narrative
Explain any voluntary local matches for your program:

Explain in more detail below:
1. What each requested budget item listed is
2. How each will be used in your activity
Personnel Services:
1. Item detail:
Project coordinator –
2. Activity:
Order and distribute all materials, arrange training location, attend CTST
meetings, ongoing communication with all 13 schools, distribute, collect analyze and interpret
evaluation materials, report to MPO every month,
Expenses: Materials and Supplies
1. Item detail:
Commit 2B Fit Safe Walking and Biking Pedometer Package
2. Activity:
Distribute 4140 C2BF packages which include one youth journal, one adult
journal, one charm necklace, two pedometers
Expenses: Educational items
1. Item detail:
2. Activity:

Expenses: Promotional Items
1. Item detail:
2. Activity:

Expenses: Other Expenses
1. Item detail:
Evaluation
2. Activity:
Distribute, collect, analyze and interpret all evaluation materials. Submit final
evaluation to MPO. $30 per hour for 50 hours – 3.86 hours per school.
Operating Capital Outlay:
1. Item detail:
2. Activity:
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City of Stuart
Public Works Department
121 SW Flagler Avenue • Stuart • Florida 34994
Telephone (772) 288-5332
Fax (772) 288-5381

Samuel T. Amerson, PE
Public Works Director

samerson@ ci.stuart.fl .us

March 14,2013
Krysti L. Brotherton
Associate Project Manager/Resident Compliance Specialist
Martin County Board of County Commissioners
Engineering Department-Capital Projects Division
2401 SE Monterey Road
Stuart, FL 34996
REF: NW Dixie Highway Sidewalk Extension
2013 FDOT Transportation Alternative Program FY16/17
KP.Y'111

DearMs. ~n:

Enclosed, please find the City of Stuart application for the referenced project.
Briefly, this project consists of an 8' wide concrete sidewalk along the westerly right-ofway ofNW Dixie Highway from approximately 126 feet north of the terminus of the
sidewalk constructed with the Wright Boulevard Turn Lane Project to the southerly
terminus of the sidewalk completed with the county's Green River Parkway Project.
This project will complete the missing link of sidewalk connecting Federal Highway,
Baker Road, Savannah Road and Cardinal A venue to the northerly gateway to Historic,
Downtown Stuart
Thank you in advance for the courtesy review you provided earlier this week, and, as
always, we look forward once again to working closely with the Martin County staff on
this very important project.
Sincerely,

Samuel T. Amerson, PE
Public Works Director

Transportation Alternatives Program
2013 Application for FY 16/17 Projects

General Information:
Project Title: NW Dixie Highway; (Missing Link)
Project Sponsor (municipal, county, state, or federal agency, or tribal council): County of
Martin
Contact Person: Terry Rauth

Title: Deputy County Engineer

Email: trauth@martin.fl.us
Sponsor Address: 2401 SE Monterey Road
City: Stuart

FL,

Zip: 34996

Priority (relative to other applications submitted by the Project Sponsor): #1
Name of Applicant (If other than Project Sponsor): City of Stuart
The applicant
seeks project-specific LAP Certification

is currently LAP Certified

has never been LAP Certified

has been LAP certified in the last 5 years

1 Qualifying Activities:
Check the enhancement activity that the proposed project will address. Please check one
activity that represents the majority of the work proposed. (Note: Checking more activities does not
ensure or increase eligibility.) Eligible activities must be consistent with details described under 23
U.S.C. 213(b).
Construction of on-road and off-road trail facilities for pedestrians, bicyclists, and other
nonmotorized forms of transportation, including sidewalks, bicycle infrastructure,
pedestrian and bicycle signals, traffic calming techniques, lighting and other safetyrelated infrastructure, and transportation projects to achieve compliance with the
Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990
Construction of infrastructure-related projects and systems that will provide safe routes
for non-drivers, including children, older adults, and individuals with disabilities to
access daily needs.
Conversion and use of abandoned railroad corridors for trails for pedestrians, bicyclists,
or other nonmotorized transportation users
Construction of turnouts, overlooks, and viewing areas
Inventory, control, or removal of outdoor advertising
Historic preservation and rehabilitation of historic transportation facilities
Vegetation management practices in transportation rights-of-way to improve roadway
safety, prevent against invasive species, and provide erosion control
Archaeological activities relating to impacts from implementation of a transportation
project eligible under title 23
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Any environmental mitigation activity, including pollution prevention and pollution
abatement activities and mitigation to:
address stormwater management, control, and water pollution prevention or
abatement related to highway construction or due to highway runoff, including
activities described in sections 133(b)(11), 328(a), and 329 of title 23; or
reduce vehicle-caused wildlife mortality or to restore and maintain connectivity
among terrestrial or aquatic habitats.
The safe routes to school program under section 1404 of the SAFETEA-LU note,
Florida’s Safe Routs to School Infrastructure application must accompany this
application to be considered for funding.
infrastructure-related projects on any public road or any bicycle or pedestrian
pathway or trail in the vicinity of schools that will substantially improve the ability of
students to walk and bicycle to school, including sidewalk improvements, traffic calming
and speed reduction improvements, pedestrian and bicycle crossing improvements, onstreet bicycle facilities, off-street bicycle and pedestrian facilities, secure bicycle parking
facilities, and traffic diversion improvements in the vicinity of schools.
Application is attached
Noninfrastructure-related activities to encourage walking and bicycling to school,
including public awareness campaigns and outreach to press and community leaders,
traffic education and enforcement in the vicinity of schools, student sessions on bicycle
and pedestrian safety, health, and environment, and funding for training, volunteers, and
managers of safe routes to school programs.
Constructing boulevards and other roadways largely in the right-of-way of former
Interstate System routes or other divided highways.

2 Project Description: (all items are required, applications without this information will not be
reviewed)
Road Name: NW Dixie Highway
Road number: Click here to enter text.
Local Road
State Road
Project Begins: approx 400’ North of Wright Blvd. . Ends:
South End of the Green River
Parkway Extension
Begin Project Mile Post (MP): Click here to enter text. End Project MP:
A location map with an aerial view is attached (required) (Location_Map.pdf)
(a)
What is the scope of work for the project and where is the project located (what are the
termini)?
A more detailed scope of work is attached. (Scope.pdf or Scope.docx)

(b)
Summarize any special characteristics of project. (a Typical Section drawings depicting
existing and proposed features and dimensions and right of way lines must be attached)
Typical section is attached (Typical_Section.pdf)
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Typical section includes 8’ sidewalk with 8’ Clear Zone from the South bound travel
lanes. Drainage improvements / modification will most likely be required along with
improvements to the existing headwall and the guardrail at the Haney Creek crossing.
Together with driveway modifications at commercial access points.
(c)
Describe the project's existing right of way ownerships. This description shall identify
when the right of way was acquired and how ownership is documented (i.e. plats, deeds,
prescriptions, certified surveys, easements).
Project will be utilizing a combination of City and County rights-of-ways. Please
attached, “Jurisdictional Transfer of Portion of SR 707 From FDOT to City of Stuart”
Approximately 126 lf of sidewalk is not included as shown on the typical section plan
sheets. The city will acquire this portion of ROW and construct separately through
their annual operating budget prior to construction commencement on this project.
To ensure a definitive connection start and end point to the overall pedestrian
pathway once this project is funded / constructed.
(d)
Describe any proposed right of way acquisition, including expected matching fund
source, limitations on fund use or availability, and who will acquire and retain ownership of
proposed right of way. Obtaining any property interest, i.e., fee title, a perpetual/permanent
easement or a temporary construction easement, is considered to be right of way acquisition,
even if such acquisition is from a governmental entity or via donation. Additionally, using a
license agreement instead of acquiring an appropriate property interest to avoid such acquisition
would not be an acceptable alternative.
No Right-of-Way acquisition is proposed
Temporary construction easement will be required
Some proposed construction activities may require an easement
(e)
Describe any related project work phases that are already complete or currently
underway.
This is not a phased project
Previous phases of this project were constructed as LAP projects or JPA using FM
numbers: (Please type your description here)
(f)
Provide detailed project cost estimate. Estimate shall be broken down to FDOT typical
pay items to allow for verification of eligible project costs. Estimates are to be prepared by a
Professional Engineer. Use the following links to access the basis of estimates manual as well
as historical cost information for your area:
Basis of Estimates Manual
Historical Cost Information
A detailed cost estimate is attached (Cost_Estimate.xlsx) (required)
(g)

Other specific project information that should be considered.
(Please type your description here)
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3 Project Implementation Information:
Attach documentation as exhibits to this application.
(a)
Describe the proposed method of performing (i.e. contract or in-house) and
administering (i.e. local or state) each work phase of the project. If it is proposed that the
project be administered by a governmental entity other than the Department of Transportation,
the agency must be certified to administer Federal Aid projects in accordance with the
department’s Local Agency Program Manual (topic no. 525-010-300).
Web site:
www.dot.state.fl.us/projectmanagementoffice/lap/default.htm
Design to be conducted by in-house staff
Design to be conducted by FDOT pre-qualified consultant (1) (2)
Design to be conducted by non-FDOT pre-qualified consultant (2)
Right-of-Way acquisition to be conducted by in-house staff
Right-of-Way acquisition to be conducted by FDOT staff
CEI to be conducted by in-house staff
CEI to be conducted by FDOT pre-qualified consultant (1) (2)
CEI to be conducted by non-FDOT pre-qualified consultant (2)
(1)

FDOT pre-qualified consultants must be used on all design and CEI work for critical
projects (a project is considered critical when it features a structure, has a budget
greater than $10 million and/or is on the State Highway System (SHS))

(2)

Design consultant and CEI consultant shall not be the same.

(b)
Describe any public (and private, if applicable) support of the proposed project.
(Examples include: written endorsement, formal declaration, resolution, financial donations or
other appropriate means).
The City of Stuart Commission will support the project via a Resolution.
(BCC on March 25, 2013)
1) This project was initially proposed by City of Stuart and a local resident and
endorsed by members of the CRA and the MPO Bicycle & Pedestrian Advisory
Committee during the development of the Bicycle & Pedestrian Action Plan.
2) This project was ranked highly and placed on the Top 10 Pedestrian Projects
in the Action Plan.

(c)
Describe the proposed ownership and maintenance responsibilities for the project when
it is completed.
The completed project will be maintained by the City of Stuart
(d)

Describe source of matching funds and any restrictions on availability.

(e)

Other specific implementation information that should be considered.
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4 Cost Estimate:
The total amount of Transportation Alternative funds (TAP**) requested per projects (infrastructure)
must be in excess of $250,000 with a maximum of $1,000,000. Transportation Alternative Funds
will be used to fund Construction, Construction Engineering and Inspection Activities (CEI) and
FDOT In-House Support Activities. Local Funds (LF) will be used for all non-participating items,
contingency activities and any costs in excess of the awarded enhancement (SE) allocation.
Total Construction Cost Estimate: This is the total project construction cost estimate including all
enhancement related items and any additional scope of work being identified.
Item Description
*(A) Total Construction Cost Estimate

Cost $

(1)

$368,594.00

*(B) Cost Estimate of Eligible (participating) items

(2)

$306,117.16
Fund
Sour
ce
TAP

Funding Breakdown
*(C) FDOT In-House Design Support (phase 31)

(3)

*(D) (Critical projects only) FDOT In-House Design Support (phase 31)
*(E) FDOT In-House Construction Support (phase 61)

(3)

(3)

*(F) (Critical projects only) FDOT In-House Construction Support (phase 61)
*(G) Enhancement funds requested for Construction (phase 58)
*(H) Local Funds for Construction and Contingency (phase 58)

(3)

Cost $
$5,000.00

TAP

$0.00

TAP

$5,000.00

TAP

$0.00

TAP

$259,594.00

LF

$9,000.00

LF

$53,718.80

*(J) Construction Engineering & Inspection Activities (CEI) (phase 68)

(4)

TAP

$31,151.28

*(K) Construction Engineering & Inspection Activities (CEI) (phase 68)

(4)

LF

$0.00

LF

$0.00

*(I) Local Funds for Contingency (phase 58)

*(L) Transit Related projects FTA 10% administrative fees

(5)

*(M) FDOT Oversight CEI (3% of Construction Cost Estimate) (phase 62)

(6)

TAP

$5,371.88

Funding Summary
*(N) Total TAP funds

$306,117.16

*(O) Total LF funds

$62,718.80

*(P) Total Funds

$368,594.00

*Letters before the descriptions in the cost estimate above relate to the detailed cost estimate spreadsheet
(Cost_Estimate.xlsx) and should match the corresponding figures exactly.
** Use of the term TAP represents the actual funding codes of TALT, TALU and TALL
Notes:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

(5)
(6)

The Total Construction Cost Estimate in this field must be equal to the Total Construction Cost Estimate from the attached
detailed project cost estimate.
Cost Estimate of Eligible (participating) items must be equal to the Subtotal FHWA Participating from the attached detailed
project cost estimate.
FDOT In-House Design and Construction Support must be included in SE funds for an amount no less than $5,000, an
additional $2,000 is required for critical projects. This is a required item.
It is strongly recommended that the applicant allocates a nominal amount for CEI. In the event that the project is
programmed without any request for Phase 68 funding, there is no opportunity to allocate CEI funds based on bid
savings.
Any required Federal Transit Authority (FTA) administrative fees must be included in LF.
FDOT Oversight CEI must be included in SE funds and be equal to 2% of the Total Construction Cost Estimate.
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5 Certification of Project Sponsor
I hereby certify that the proposed project herein described is supported by City of Stuart
(municipal, county, state or federal agency, or tribal council) and that said entity will: (1) provide
any required funding match; (2) enter into a maintenance agreement with the Florida
Department of Transportation; (3) comply with the Federal Uniform Relocation Assistance and
Acquisition Policies Act for any Right of Way actions required for the project, (4) comply with
NEPA process prior to construction, this may involve coordination with the State Historic and
Preservation Office (SHPO) prior to construction. (Not at time of application) and (5) support
other actions necessary to fully implement the proposed project. I further certify that the
estimated costs and/or failure to follow through on the project once programmed in the Florida
Department of Transportation’s Work program included herein are reasonable. I understand that
significant increases in these costs could cause the project to be removed from the Work
Program.

Signature

Jerry Compton (on Behalf of the City of Stuart)
(please type or print)
Branch Manager, VP- Creech Engineers Inc
Title
March 26, 2013
Date

FOR FDOT USE ONLY
Application Complete

Yes

No

Project Eligible

Yes

No

Implementation Feasible

Yes

No

Include in Work Program

Yes

No

City of Stuart
NW Dixie Highway Sidewalk Extension

Narrative
The proposed project interconnects a missing link in existing sidewalks and would
create the segment of sidewalk which is included in the Bicycle & Pedestrian
Action Plan (#55).
The proposed project is the only missing segment connecting SE Walton Road in
Port St. Lucie to Downtown Stuart, which is approximately 7.5 miles of pedestrian
pathway / sidewalk. The proposed 8’ wide sidewalk project begins approximately
400’ (feet) north of Wright Boulevard and thence north along the west right of
way line approximately 1400’ (feet) to the south end of the Green River Parkway
extension. The project will mostly border the east boundary of the Haney Creek
Park utilized for preservation, water quality improvements that is owned and
maintained by the City of Stuart and Martin County. The area is not typical
tortoise habitat and no wetland impacts are anticipated.
The city will acquire approximately 126 lf of ROW to be able to construct 126lf of
sidewalk separately through their annual operating budget prior to construction
commencement on this project. This is to ensure a definitive connection start and
end point to the overall pedestrian pathway once this project is funded and
constructed.

Together with the Baker Road Sidewalk extension and landscape beautification
project which was FDOT Lap approved for fiscal year 2015 and 2016, this
proposed project will also provide for pedestrian connectivity along Baker Road,
Cardinal Avenue and SR 707/Savannah Road.
Both projects will significantly enhance Green River Parkway / NW Dixie Highway
/ SR 707/Savannah Road corridor. It shall provide for a connection to the existing
uncompleted sections of sidewalks, and offer a safer means of pedestrian
transportation.

The total estimated project cost is $368,835.96
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CITY OF STUART, FLORIDA
CITY COMMISSION
AGENDA ITEM REQUEST
Meeting Date:

4/9/2012

Prepared by: Sam Amerson. PE
Ordinance/Resolution No. 32-2012

Title of Item:
Jurisdictional Transfer of a Portion of SR 707 From FOOT to City of Stuart

Summary Explanation/Background Information on Agenda Request:
During the design phase of the Green River Parkway (GRP), a roundabout was considered for the
intersection of GRP and SR 707. The concept was for a single lane roundabout which resulted in the
Florida Department of Transportation (FOOT) requiring a two lane roundabout.
FOOT suggested a jurisdictional transfer of the segment of SR 707 from south of the drawbridge to NE
Savannah Road to either the City of Stuart or Martin County, including the Old Roosevelt Bridge and
perpetual operation of the drawbridge, would be required in order for a single lane roundabout to be
constructed. This proposal was not acceptable to either local governments and the intersection design
was then completed as a signalized "T" intersection.
Recently, city staff approached FOOT as to the possibility of a jurisdictional transfer of the segment of SR
707 from south of the Old Roosevelt Bridge to NE Savannah Road to the City of Stuart, excluding the
bridge section. FOOT staff was amenable to the suggestion and has provided a "Desktop Analysis and
Reconnaissance Survey for the Proposed Jurisdictional Transfer of State Road (SR) 707 from the SR 5
Underpass (MP 20.702) toNE Cardinal Avenue/NE Savannah Road (MP 22.675) to City of Stuart, Martin
County, Florida".
Staff met with, and discussed in detail, the proposed transfer agreement with John Spivey and Carolyn
Gish of FOOT on Thursday, March 29, 2012.
As a component of the transfer, and at the request of city staff, FOOT staff has committed to filling a
portion of the fenced retention pond located adjacent to Riverside Shops in order to create 6:1 side
slopes which will allow removal of the (unsightly) chain link fence.
With all things considered, having local jurisdiction of the described segment of SR 707 provides much
greater opportunities for roadway beautification and bicycle & pedestrian enhancements, along with the
potential for less restrictive development and redevelopment constraints along this corridor.
Staff fully supports the jurisdictional transfer of this roadway segment from FOOT to the City of Stuart.
• Attachments:
"Desktop Analysis and Reconnaissance Survey for the Proposed Jurisdictional Transfer of State
Road (SR) 707 from the SR 5 Underpass (MP 20.702) toNE Cardinal Avenue/NE Savannah Road
(MP 22.675) to City of Stuart, Martin County, Florida". (Exhibit D)
• Roadway Transfer Agreement (with Exhibits A.B, C, and E)

City Manager's Note: This is a city staff initiative to provide the city with additional flexibility
regarding the use of Dixie Highway. For instance, following the adoption of this agreement, it
would not longer be necessary to seek and obtain FOOT approval to close Dixie Highway for the
Annual Stuart Boat Show. In addition, the wet retention area at the touchdown of the Roosevelt
Bridge on Dixie Hwy, will be used by the City as a pocket park location for individuals walking or
running in the area.

City of Stuart
Commission Agenda
Page 32 of 346

11
Funding Source:
N/A for jurisdictional transfer. Annual 0 & M is minimal for the first several years.
Recommended Action:
Adopt resolution authorizing the Mayor and proper city officials to execute the Jurisdictional Roadway
Transfer Agreement.

Amerson, Sam
Public Works Director

Durham, Michael
City Attorney

Nicoletti, Paul

City Manager

City of Stuart
Commission Agenda
Page 33 of 346

BEFORE THE CITY COMMISSION
CITY OF STUART, FLORIDA
RESOLUTION NUMBER 32-2012
A RESOLUTION OF TilE CITY COMMISSION OF THE
CITY OF STUART, FLORIDA AUTHORIZING THE
EXECUTION OF A JURISDICTIONAL TRANSFER
AGREEMENT FOR A PORTION OF SR 707 FROM THE
FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION TO
THE CITY OF STUART; PROVIDI NG AN EFFECTIVE
DATE; AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES.

WHEREAS, the City Commission agrees that it would be in the best interests fo r its
t:iti1.ens to have lut:al j uri sdicti on of the described segment of State Road 707 provides much
greater opportuniti es for roadway beautifi ca ti on and bicycle and pedestrian enhancements, along
wi th the potenti al for less restri cti ve development and redevelopment constraints along this
COITiclor.

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF STUART,
FLORIDA that:
SECTION l: The Cit y Commi ssion hereby auth orizes the Mayor and City Clerk along with any

other necessary City Official to execute the Roadway Transfer Agreement after review and
approva l of the City Attomey.
SECTION 2: This resolu tion shall take effect upon adoption.
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IJ~nercd the foregoing resolution and moved its adoption.
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and upon being put to a roll call vote,

the vote was as fo llows:

YES
.l AMES A. CHRISTIE, Jr. , MAYOR
EU LA R. CLA RK E., V ICE MAYOR
KELU GLASS- LEIGHTON, COMMISSIONER
.I EFI'REY /\ . KRAUSKOPF, COMM ISS IONER
TROY A. McDONALD, COMM ISSIONER
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PASSED AND ADOPTED thi s 9th day of April , 201 2.
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The

ROADWAY TRANSFER AGREEMENT

From Florida Department of Transpot·tation to CUy of Stuart
S.R. 707fNW Dixie Highway from U.S.l/S.R. 5/SW Federal Highway
toNE Cardinal AvenuefNE Savannah Road
(Excluding the Old Roosevelt Bridge ~ Bridge ID 890003)
THJS AGREEMENT, made and entered jnto this ~l>'~
day of
f_ , 2012 by and
between the FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION, an agency of the State of
Florida, hereinafter called the DEPARTMENT, and City of Stuart, hereinafter called the CITY;

J:t1

WITNESSETH
WHEREAS, S.R. 707/NW Dixie Highway from U.S. 1/S.R. 5/SW Federal Highway to NE
Cardinal A venue/NE Savannah Road, with the exception of the Old Roosevelt Bridge (Bridge
ID: 890003, Section TD: 89030000 from Mile Point 20.736 to Mile Point 20.970), is in Martin
County and lies within the CITY and is currently owned by the DEPARTMENT as depicted on
the Location Map attached and incorporated herein as Exhibit "A" and,
WHEREAS, the CITY, has requested the transfer of the Roadway Section to the CITY Road
System, and this transfer js mutually agreed upon between the CITY and the DEPARTMENT
and,
WHEREAS, the AGREEMENT has been approved by the City of Stuart Commission through
Resolution No. 3~ . .;) Q '..:L .
NOW, THEREFORE, THIS INDENTURE WITNESSETH: in consideration of the mutual
covenants and promises herein contained, and for other good and valuable consideration, the
receipt and adequacy of which are hereby acknowledged, the CITY and the DEPARTMENT
agree as set forth below:
I. This AGREEMENT sets forth the terms and conditions under which tl1e CITY and the
DEPARTMENT will abide, commencing on the date of approval of the AGREEMENT by
the DEPARTMENT's Secretary.
a) The DEPARTMENT gives up all right to the Roadway Section, except as may be
specified in this AGREEMENT.
b) The CITY accepts all responsibility for operation and maintenance of the Roadway
Section referenced above upon the effective date of transfer. This Roadway Section
excludes the Old Roosevelt Bridge (Bridge ID 890003), which will continue to be OWtJed,
operated and maintained by the DEPARTMENT.
c) The CITY also accepts all responsibility for operation and maintenance of the following:
1) The park area, located at the northern junction of S.R. 707/NW Dixie Highway and
U.S. 1/S.R. 5/SW Federal Highway, as depicted on Exhibit A.

S.R. 707/Dixie Hwy from U.S. 1/S.R. 5/SW Federal Hwy toNE Cardinal Aveoue/NE SavarUiab Rd
From Florida Department ofTrunsportation to City ofStuar1

Page 2 of5

2) All traffic control signnls and devices, roadway lighting system, curbs, culverts and
drainage structures within the right of way at the time of transfer.
3) The right ofway and public sidewalks, bike paths, and other ways in the right of way.
The CITY agrees to perfurm all activities necessary to keep the roadway fully and
properly functioning at all times. Examples of maintenance activities include, but are
not limited to, mowing, cleaning and trenching of ditches, retention ponds, and other
underground drainage systems, picking up litter, graffiti remova~ etc.
4) The roadside parking spaces located adjacent to the southbound lane on NW Dixie
Highway near the north end of Old Roosevelt Bridge (also depicted on Exhibit A) and
designate the sole use to the DEPARTMENT for bridge tenders and maintenance of
the daily draw bridge opera1ion.
5) The street lights located on the transferred section along with the two cobra head
poles that are erected on the Old Roosevelt Bridge (also depicted on Exhibit A) shall
be maintained and kept fully and properly functioning at all times. The
DEPARTMENT will continue to maintain the remaining street lights on the Old
Roosevelt Bridge. The CITY grants the DEPARTMENT access to the load center
north of the bridge in order to perform the necessary maintenance of the street tights.
6) Continuing the collection of the 24-hour average daily traffic (ADT) count data at
Traffic Monitoring Sites (TMSs) 895100 and 890018, as depicted in Exhibit A, at
least once a year during the peak season (typically between January and mid-April).
Traffic count data shall be collected by following the existing DEPARTMENT
guidelines/policies/procedures and submitted via e-mail in format compatible with the
most current version ofSurvey Processing Software (SPS) to the District Traffic Data
Coordinator for the preparation of the DEPARTMENT's annual data processing
within 30 calendar days after the data is collected.
d) The DEPARTMENT retains:
1) Ownership and jurisdiction of the Old Roosevelt Bridge (Bridge 1D 890003).
2) The aerial right-of-way and any relevant rights to access the new Roosevelt Bridge
from S.R. 707!NW Dixie Highway for conducting the necessary maintenance and/or
betterment projects to U.S. 1/S.R. 5/SW Federal Highway without the need to obtain
pennits from the CITY. The CITY, however, will be notified in advance by the
DEPARTMENT's Maintenance Office with the scope of the work and corresponding
schedule.
e) It is agreed that all obligations of the DEPARTMENT, under any maintenance, utility,
railroad crossing agreement or other such agreements, relating to any specific Roadway
Section to be transferred, shall be transferred at the same time and in the same manner as
jurisdictional responsibilities. Copies of any existing pennits, agreements, and easements
shall be turned over to the CITY for it records.

S.R. 707/Dixic Hwy from U.S. 1/S.R. 5/SW Federal Hwy toNE Cardinal Avenue!NE Savannah Rd
From Florida Depnrttnent of Transportation to City of Stuart
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f) Federal-A id funds in the F.M. # 427932-1 contract that was executed in March 20 11 were
expended on the subject Roadway Section. The CITY agrees to enter into a project
maintenance agreement with the DEPARTMENT in accordance with Topic Number 850065-001, Inspection ofFederal-Aid Projects under Local Jurisdiction (Exhibit B).

g) Historical and archaeo logical resources were identified within or adjacent to the transfer
area. The DEPARTMENT has provided the CITY with a letter from the f lorida
Department of State dated January 20, 2012 (Exhibit C), confirming that based on the
resu lts of a cu ltural resources assessment survey no historic properties will be directly
affected by the transfer of ownership of the roadways. The CITY agrees to maintain the
resources in accordance with the recommendations in the Desktop Analysis and
Reconnaissance Survey (Exhibit D) provided by the DEPARTMENT and approved by
the State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO). The CITY also agrees not to adversely
affect any such resources that may be found after the transfer. Additional environmental
reviews on water quality and wetlands, public lands, endangered and threatened
species/wildlife/critical habitats, and contamination have been performed by the
DEPARTMENT. The results (Exhibit E) from the environmental review show no
adverse impact to the conditions in the surrO\mding area by the transfer of jurisdiction.
h) Pursuant to Section 337.29, F.S., deeds or existing right ofway maps will be recorded by
the transferring agency into the public land records of Martin County in which the rights
of way are located. The DEPARTMENT, which currently has jurisdiction over the
Roadway Section, shall supply all right of way documentation and/or right of way maps,
if available. The CITY should produce right of way maps for possible future reference if
they do not currently exist.
2. All words used herein in the singular form shall extend to and include the plural. All words
used in the plural form shall extend to and include the singu lar. All words used in any
gender shall extend to and include all genders.
3. This AGREEMENT embodies the who le agreement ofthe parties. There are no promises,
terms, conditions or obligations other than those contained herein, and this AGREEMENT
shall supersede all previous communication, representation, or agreements, either verbal or
written, between the parties hereto.
4. This AGREEMENT shall be governed by and construed in accordance with the laws of the
State of Florida.
5. Each party is an independent contractor and is not an agent of the other party. Nothjng
contained in this AGREEMENT shall be construed to create any fiduciary relationship
between the parties, during or after the performance of this AGREEMENT. Neither party
shall have the authority to bind the other party to any obligation whatsoever to any third party
without the express specific written consent of the other.
6. For communication purposes, the parties may be reached at the following addresses and
phone numbers.

S.R 707/Dixie Hwy from U.S. 1/S.R. 5/SW Federal Hwy coNE Cardinal Avcnue/NE Savannah Rd
From Florida Department ofTransportation to City of Stuart

City of Stuart
Samuel T. Amerson, P.E.
Public Works Director
City of Stuart
121 SW Flagler Avenue
Stuart, FL 34994
Telephone: (772) 260-533 1

Page 4 of5

Florida Department ofTransportation
Gustavo Schmidt, P.E.
Planning and Environmental Engineer
3400 West Commercial Blvd.
Fort Lauderdale, Florida 33309-3421
Telephone: (954) 777-4601

7. No modification, amendment, or alteration in the terms or conditions contained herein shall
be effective unless contained in a written document executed with the same formality and of
equal dignity herewith.
8. Jf any pm1 of the AGREEMENT shall be determined to be invalid or unenforceable by a
court of competent jurisdiction or by any other legally constituted body having the
jurisdiction to make such detennination, the remainder of this AGREEMENT shall remain in
full force and effect provided that the part ofthis AGREEMENT thus invalidated or declared
unenforceable is not material to the intended operation of the AGREEMENT.
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have caused these presents to be executed, the
day and year ftrst above written.

S.Il 707/Dixie Hwy from U.S. 1/S.R. 5/SW Federal Hwy toNE Cardinal Avenue/NE Savn.nnah Rd
From Florida Department of Transportation to City of Stuart

STATE OF FLORIDA
DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORT ATlON

CITY OF STUART

James Christie, Jr.
Mayor City Commission
Date:
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Legal Review

Laurice Mayes,_.. sq.
District 4 Legal Counsel
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ENGINEERS COST ESTIMATE
Project Description: NW Dixie Highway Sidewalk Extension - Preliminary Submittal 03-15-2013
Pay Item
Number*

Pay Item Description*

Quantity

FHWA Participating
Engineer's Unit
Cost
Unit

Engineer's Subtotal Cost

Quantity

FHWA non-participating (Local funds)
Engineer's Unit
Cost
Engineer's Subtotal Cost
Unit

Total Quantity

Total Engineer's Cost

101-1

Mobilization

1

LS

$

9,000.00

$

9,000.00

$

-

1

$

9,000.00

102-1

Maintenance of Traffic

60

DA

$

600.00

$

36,000.00

$

-

60

$

36,000.00

104-11

Floating Turbidity Barrier

200

LF

$

11.00

$

2,200.00

$

-

200

$

2,200.00

104-12

Staked Silt Fence Type IV

1400

LF

$

6.00

$

8,400.00

$

-

1400

$

8,400.00

104-18

INLET PROTECTION SYSTEM

3

EA

$

69.00

$

207.00

$

-

3

$

207.00

110-1-1

CLEARING & GRUBBING

1

LS

$

9,500.00

$

9,500.00

$

-

1

$

9,500.00

110-4

Concrete Removal

400

SY

$

15.00

$

6,000.00

$

-

400

$

6,000.00

120-1

Regrade Swale (Regular Excavation)

555

CY

$

6.00

$

3,330.00

$

-

555

$

3,330.00

Prepared soil layer 6" (subgrade prep)

1300

SY

$

3.00

$

3,900.00

$

-

1300

$

3,900.00

350-1-1

Concrete (Driveways) - 6" Thick

300

SY

$

67.00

$

20,100.00

$

-

300

$

20,100.00

400-1-11

CONCRETE CLASS I, RETAINING WALLS

70

CY

$

700.00

$

49,000.00

$

-

70

$

49,000.00

425-1203

INLETS, CURB, TYPE 9, J BOT

2

LS

$

5,500.00

$

11,000.00

$

-

2

$

11,000.00

450

LF

$

53.00

$

23,850.00

$

-

450

$

23,850.00

1

EA

$

790.00

$

790.00

$

-

1

$

790.00

$

23.00

$

4,600.00

$

-

200

$

4,600.00

0162 1 11

430-174-215 Pipe Culvert, Ellip/Arch 15" SD
430-984-623 Mitered End Sect. Elip/Arch 15" SD
515-1-2

Pipe Handrail-Guide Aluminum

200

LF

520-1-10

Concrete curb, Type F

200

LF

$

13.00

$

2,600.00

$

-

200

$

2,600.00

521-73

CONCRETE WALL, REMOVAL

100

LF

$

100.00

$

10,000.00

$

-

100

$

10,000.00

522-1

Sidewalk, concrete, 4" thick, 8' wide

1300

SY

$

27.00

$

35,100.00

$

-

1300

$

35,100.00

527-1

Detectable Warning Strips

6

EA

$

400.00

$

2,400.00

$

-

6

$

2,400.00

530-3-3

Rip Rap Rubble

7

TN

$

83.00

$

581.00

$

-

7

$

581.00

536-1-5

GUARDRAIL- ROADWAY

200

LF

$

25.00

$

5,000.00

$

-

200

$

5,000.00

536-85-24

GUARDRAIL- End Assembly

2

LF

$

2,000.00

$

4,000.00

$

-

2

$

4,000.00

1000

SY

$

2.00

$

2,000.00

$

-

1000

$

2,000.00

Landscape Lg - Tree trim & removal

4

LS

$

2,000.00

$

8,000.00

$

-

4

$

8,000.00

Relocate Signs

6

EA

$

90.00

$

540.00

$

-

6

$

540.00

24

LF

$

4.00

$

96.00

$

-

24

$

96.00

1400

LF

$

1.00

$

1,400.00

$

-

1400

$

1,400.00

570-1-2

Performance turf, sod

580-1-2
700-48-48

710-11125 Thermo, Std, White, Solid, 24"
711-11211 Thermo, 6" Yellow, solid
101-1B

Construction Videos

$

-

1

LS

$

1,000.00

$

1,000.00

1

$

1,000.00

108-1

Construction Layout/Record Drawings

$

-

1

LS

$

5,000.00

$

5,000.00

1

$

5,000.00

1001-1

Utility Coordination

$

-

1

LS

$

3,000.00

$

3,000.00

1

$

3,000.00

$

-

0

$

-

Subtotal

$

268,594.00

$

368,835.96

Enhancement Funds for Construction

$

259,594.00

FDOT IN-HOUSE DESIGN SUPPORT
ADDITONAL FDOT IN-HOUSE DESIGN
SUPPORT FOR CRITICAL PROJECTS

1

$

5,000.00

FDOT IN-HOUSE CONSTRUCTION SUPPORT

1

LS

$5,000

LS
LS

$
$5,000

Local Funds for Construction

$

9,000.00

-

$

5,000.00

ADDITONAL FDOT IN-HOUSE CONSTRUCTION
SUPPORT FOR CRITICAL PROJECTS
CONTINGENCY
TRANSIT RELATED PROJECTS (10% FTA
ADMINISTRATIVE FEE)
CONSTRUCTION ENGINEERING & INSPECTION
ACTIVITIES (CEI) NO MORE THAN 12% OF
PARTICIPATING ITEMS

1

LS

12%

$

31,151.28

FDOT OVERSIGHT CEI (2% OF CONSTRUCTION
COST ESTIMATE)

1

LS

2%

$
$

5,371.88
306,117.16

LS
$
Contingency is not a FHWA Participating Item

FDOT In-House Support must be included as an FHWA Participating Item

-

Administrative Fee is not a FHWA Participating Item

Subtotal FHWA
Participating
*Projects on the State Highway System and Critical Projects SHALL utilize FDOT pay items numbers and descriptions.
Non-participating items:
Mowing & Litter removal
**Engineering work; Optional services; Survey; Video Inspection; MOT plans preparation; As-builts/record drawings
**Utility work--this includes, but is not limited to: valve adjustments, utility relocations, FPL power pole relocations, AT&T directional bore, etc…
Other elements are non-participating; the ones listed above are the commonly used pay items that are non-participating.
If you have any questions regarding a participating or non-participating item, please contact us.

$

1

LS

20%

$

0

LS

$

1

LS

$

53,718.80
-

9,000.00

FDOT In-House Support must be included as an FHWA Participating Item
$

62,718.80
Subtotal FHWA NonParticipating

Total Construction Cost
Estimate

NW Dixie Highway
Sidewalk Extension Project
Project Ends
at NE Dixie Hwy and
NW Green River Parkway

Previously Approved
FDOT LAP
Baker Road Sidewalk
Extension

1400' lf of 8'
Sidewalk

Project Begins 400'
North of NW Wright
Blvd.

FY 16/17
Transportation Enhancement Program
LOCATION MAP
City of Stuart

Rio Civic Club
1255 N.E. Dixie Highway- Rio
P.O.Box 1001,Jensen Beach, Florida 34958
Answer phone: 772-334-3187
Mission Statement:
Educating and assisting our citizens
to improve conditions in Rio

Established in 1950
Non-profit 501 (c)(3) Neighborhood Volunteer Organization

March 19,2013

Ms. Krysti L. Brotherton
Associate Project Manager/Resident Compliance Specialist
Martin County Board of Commissioners
Engineering Department, Capital Projects Division
2401 S.E. Monterey Road
Stuart, FL 34996
Re:

N. W. Dixie Highway Sidewalk Extension
2013 FDOT Transportation Alternatives Program FY 16/17

Dear Ms. Brotherton:
The Rio Civic Club is in support of the project to construct the 8' wide sidewalk along the west side of
Dixie Highway, SR 707, located near the western boundary ofRio. This missing link will assist our
residents with walking safely to numerous businesses and recreational facilities to the north and west of our
community. Children and seniors on bicycles also need this sidewalk.
This particular stretch of road has a significant steady flow of traffic. It connects the bascule bridge to the
Green River Parkway. This frequently used route is the alternate to U.S. 1.
We urge reviewers to award the Alternatives Grant to the City of Stuart for the installation of this sidewalk.
Sincerely,

~dU»~

Nancy Weiss
President

T

Jensen Beach

Chamber of Commerce

March 15, 2013
Krysti L. Brotherton
Associate Project Manager/Resident Compliance Specialist
Martin County Board of County Commissioners
Engineering Department-Capital Projects Division
2401 SE Monterey Road
Stuart FL 34996
Dear Ms. Brotherton,
The Jensen Beach Chamber of Commerce supports the sidewalk extension project that consists
of constructing an 8' wide concrete sidewalk along the west side of Dixie Highway (FKA SR 707)
now owned and maintained by the City of Stuart.
The project will complete a "missing link" from just North of Wright Boulevard to the southerly
terminus of the concrete path on Green River Parkway at the signalized intersection with Dixie
Highway. The project may include a pre-engineered bridge over Haney Creek. This project has
been identified as a top 10 priority in the BPAC (Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee)
Action Plan.
This sidewalk extension is important to our youth, seniors and all who prefer to walk.

Executive Director
cc/ Samual T. Amerson, PE
Public Works Director
City of Stuart

1900 Ricou Terrace • Post Office Box 1536 • Jensen Beach, Florida 34958-1536 • 772.334.3444 • 772.334.0817 fax
info@jensenbeach.biz • www.jensenbeach.biz

Bonnie Landry
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Ann S MacMillan <annemac@bellsouth.net>
Friday, March 15, 2013 11:31 AM
juliepreast@bellsouth.net
Krysti Brotherton; samerson@ci.stuart.fl.us; Bonnie Landry
Re: Send Letter of Support for Sidewalk Connection

Dear Julie, Krysti, Sam and Bonnie,
I whole heartedly support this application as a citizen, jogger, and biker.
As well as my affiliation with Stuart Main Street and Friends of Florida Main Street.
Thank you,
Ann S. MacMillan
From: Julie Preast
Sent: Friday, March 15, 2013 9:34 AM
To: juliepreast@bellsouth.net
Cc: kbrother@martin.fl.us ; samerson@ci.stuart.fl.us ; Bonnie Landry
Subject: Send Letter of Support for Sidewalk Connection
Hello Everyone,
The City of Stuart is submitting a grant request for installing a missing link of sidewalk just west of Rio's
boundaries. When installed, the sidewalk will assist our pedestrians with connections to destinations within the City of
Stuart and the Green River Parkway. The attached letter by Sam Amerson provides a brief description of the project. He
also sent me the following:
" The project consists of construction of an 8’ wide concrete sidewalk along the west side of Dixie Highway

(FKA SR 707) now owned and maintained by the city of Stuart.” The project will complete a “missing link” from
just North of Wright Boulevard to the southerly terminus of the concrete path on Green River Parkway at the
signalized intersection with Dixie Highway. The project may include a pre-engineered bridge over Haney
Creek. This project has been identified as a top 10 priority in the BPAC (Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory
Committee) Action Plan."
Please send a brief letter of support for this project to Krysti Brotherton and copy Sam Amerson, as soon as
possible. The applicant's deadline is today; however, I believe that Krysti will accept the letters of support for
the application during this coming week. Krysti (Martin County) , Sam (City of Stuart) and Bonnie (Metropolitan
Planning Organization) are copied on this message.
Thank you for taking a few minutes to write your personal or organization's letter of support that will show the
Florida Department of Transportation's grant reviewers how important this sidewalk connection is for our youth,
seniors and all who prefer to walk.
Julie Preast, 692-1163
Rio Civic Club

1

Commun ity
Redevelopment Agency

City of Stuart
12 1 S.W. Flagler Avenue • Stuart • F lorida • 34994

Phone: (772) 600-1258
Fax.: (772) 600-1211

Martin County Metropolitan Planning Organization
2401 SE Monterey Road
Stuart, FL 34996

March 13, 2013

Dear Martin County Metropolitan Planning Organization,
On behalf of the City of Stuart Community Redevelopment Agency, we are respectfully
submitting a 2013 Transportation Alternatives Program Application for the Kindred Street
Improvements project.
The Kindred Street improvements developed by the Stuart Community Redevelopment Agency
will reduce speeds, increase the visibility of businesses, and make the area more accessible for
pedestrians and bicyclists, bringing increased traffic and customers to the area. This will
further advance our goal of providing for alternative modes of transportation .
The CRA looks forward to presenting this application and providing any additional information
that may be required to make this application successful. Thank you for the opportunity, do
not hesitate to contact me with any questions by reaching me at 772-283-2532.

Sincerely,

Te resa Lama r-Sarno, AICP
CRA Admin istrato r
City of Stuart Commun ity Redevelopment Agency

Transportation Alternatives Program
2013 Application for FY 16/17 Projects

General Information:
Project Title: Kindred Street Improvements
Project Sponsor (municipal, county, state, or federal agency, or tribal counci l): Martin County
BOCC
Contact Person:Teresa Lamar-Sarno

Title: CRA Administrator-City of Stuart

Email: tlamar-sarno@ci.stuart.fl.us
Sponsor Address:2401 SE Monterey Road
City: Stuart

FL,

Zip: 34996

Priority (relative to other applications submitted by the Project Sponsor):_Click here to enter text.
Name of Applicant (If other than Project Sponsor): City of Stuart CRA
The applicant

0

seeks project-specific LAP Certification

x has never been LAP Certified

0
0

is currently LAP Certified
has been LAP certified in the last 5 years

1 Qualifying Activities:
Check the enhancement activity that the proposed project will address. Please check one
activity that represents the majority of the work proposed. (Note: Checking more activities does not
ensure or increase eligibility.) Eligible activities must be consistent with details described under 23
U.S.C. 213(b).

[gj

Construction of on-road and off-road trail facilities for pedestrians, bicyclists, and other
nonmotorized forms of transportation , including sidewalks, bicycle infrastructure,
pedestrian and bicycle signals, traffic calming techniques, lighting and other safetyrelated infrastructure, and transportation projects to achieve compliance with the
Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990

0

Construction of infrastructure-related projects and systems that will provide safe routes
for non-drivers, including children, older adults, and individuals with disabilities to
access daily needs.

0

Conversion and use of abandoned railroad corridors for trails for pedestrians, bicyclists,
or other nonmotorized transportation users

0
0
0

Construction of turnouts, overlooks, and viewing areas

0

Vegetation management practices in transportation rights-of-way to improve roadway
safety, prevent against invasive species, and provide erosion control

0

Archaeological activities relating to impacts from implementation of a transportation
project eligible under title 23

Inventory, control, or removal of outdoor advertising
Historic preservation and rehabilitation of historic transportation facilities
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0

0

Any environmental mitigation activity, including pollution prevention and pollution
abatement activities and mitigation to :

0

address stormwater management, control, and water pollution prevention or
abatement related to highway construction or due to highway runoff, including
activities described in sections 133(b)(11 ), 328(a), and 329 of title 23; or

0

reduce vehicle-caused wildlife mortality or to restore and maintain connectivity
among terrestrial or aquatic habitats.
The safe routes to school program under section 1404 of the SAFETEA-LU note,
Florida's Safe Routs to School Infrastructure application must accompany this
application to be considered for funding .

0
infrastructure-related projects on any public road or any bicycle or pedestrian
pathway or trail in the vicinity of schools that will substantially improve the ability of
students to walk and bicycle to school, including sidewalk improvements, traffic calming
and speed reduction improvements, pedestrian and bicycle crossing improvements, onstreet bicycle facilities, off-street bicycle and pedestrian facilities, secure bicycle parking
facilities, and traffic diversion improvements in the vicinity of schools.
0

Application is attached

0
Noninfrastructure-related activities to encourage walking and bicycling to school,
including public awareness campaigns and outreach to press and community leaders,
traffic education and enforcement in the vicinity of schools, student sessions on bicycle
and pedestrian safety, health, and environment, and funding for training, volunteers, and
managers of safe routes to school programs.
0

Constructing boulevards and other roadways largely in the right-of-way of former
Interstate System routes or other divided highways.

2 Project Description: (all items are required , applications without this information will not be
reviewed)
Road Name: Kindred Street
~ Local Road
0 State Road
Road number: Click here to enter e"t
Project Begins: Intersection of Colorado and Kindred
Ends: 800 feet east of Colorado
Ave . @ Bruner Pond trail
Begin Project Mile Post (MP): Click here to enter text. End Project MP: Click h re to enter te.xt
~ A location map with an aerial view is attached (requ1red) (Location_Map.pdf) (Attachment 1)
(a)
What is the scope of work for the project and where is the project located (what are the
termini)?
0 A more detailed scope of work is attached. (Scope.pdf or Scope.docx)
The scope of work for the Kindred Street Improvements encompass the construction of a
800 If of 6' new sidewalk, 400 If of 6' new sidewalk to meet ADA criteria, bicycle lanes. a
new pedestrian crosswalk, pedestrian level additional features. These improvements
would provide further accessibility and pedestrian connectivity to the newly redesigned
Colorado Avenue (attachments 2-6) and will be constructed within the existing Right-of-
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Way. Currently Kindred Street features a 6' wide sidewalk on the south side only and is
absent of any crosswalks, bicycle lanes, on-street parking, or roadway lighting
(attachment 7). The project lies within the City of Stuart Community Redevelopment
Area. The CRA has just completed 1. 2 million dollar improvements to Colorado A venue
that would complement the proposed improvements to Kindred Street.
The
improvements to Kindred Street would create a seamless pedestrian connection
between the existing sidewalk along Bruner Pond and Colorado Avenue. It would
promote alternative modes of transportation with the addition of the bicycle lane and the
sidewalk.liqhtinq and on-street parking, along with streetscaping improvements, to be
constructed and funded by others. The proposed improvements also include a reduction
of travel lanes from 4 to 2 to accommodate the

(b)
Summarize any special characteristics of project. (a Typical Section drawings depicting
existing and proposed features and dimensions and right of way lines must be attached)
1:8] Typical section is attached (Typicai_Section.pdf) (Attachment 8)
(Please describe your Typical Section here
The Kindred Street existing conditions are a 70' of right of way, with four 11 ' travel lanes
and one 6' sidewalk on the south side. The proposed section would provide two 10'
travel lanes, two 5' bicycle lanes, 7' of on-street parking, and a new 6' sidewalk on the
north side of Kindred Street.

(c)
Describe the project's existing right of way ownerships. This description shall identify
when the right of way was acquired and how ownership is documented (i.e. plats, deeds,
prescriptions, certified surveys, easements).
The right of way ownership lies with the City of Stuart, dedicated via the SEVENJEM
Addition plat (attachment 9).
(d)
Describe any proposed right of way acquisition , including expected matching fund
source, limitations on fund use or availability, and who will acquire and retain ownership of
proposed right of way. Obtaining any property interest, i.e., fee title, a perpetual/permanent
easement or a temporary construction easement, is considered to be right of way acquisition,
even if such acquisition is from a governmental entity or via donation. Additionally, using a
license agreement instead of acquiring an appropriate property interest to avoid such acquisition
would not be an acceptable alternative.
1:8] No Right-of-Way acquisition is proposed
0 Temporary construction easement will be required
D Some proposed construction activities may require an easement
(Please type your description here)
(e)
Describe any related project work phases that are already complete or currently
underway.
1:8] This is not a phased project
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D

Previous phases of this project were constructed as LAP projects or JPA using FM
numbers: Please type your description her~
(f)
Provide detailed project cost estimate. Estimate shall be broken down to FOOT typical
pay items to allow for verification of eligible project costs. Estimates are to be prepared by a
Professional Engineer. Use the following links to access the basis of estimates manual as well
as historical cost information for your area:
Basis of Estimates Manual
Historical Cost Information

[g) A detailed cost estimate is attached (Cost Estimate.xlsx) (required)
(g)

Other specific project information that should be considered .
(Please type your description here)

3 Project Implementation Information:
Attach documentation as exhibits to this application.
(a)
Describe the proposed method of performing (i.e. contract or in-house) and
administering (i.e. local or state) each work phase of the project. If it is proposed that the
project be administered by a governmental entity other than the Department of Transportation,
the agency must be certified to administer Federal Aid projects in accordance with the
department's Local Agency Program Manual (topic no. 525-010-300).
Web site:
www.dot. state. fl. us/projectmanagementoffice/lap/default. htm

D

Design to be conducted by in-house staff
[g) Design to be conducted by FOOT pre-qualified consultant 11l 12l
D Design to be conducted by non-FOOT pre-qualified consultant 12!
D Right-of-Way acquisition to be conducted by in-house staff
D Right-of-Way acquisition to be conducted by FOOT staff
[g) CEI to be conducted by in-house staff
D CEI to be conducted by FOOT pre-qualified consultant 11! 12!
D CEI to be conducted by non-FOOT pre-qualified consultant 12l
(1)

FOOT pre-qualified consultants must be used on all design and CEI work for critical
projects (a project is considered critical when it features a structure, has a budget
greater than $10 million and/or is on the State Highway System (SHS))

(2)

Design consultant and CEI consultant shall not be the same.

(b)
Describe any public (and private, if applicable) support of the proposed project.
(Examples include: written endorsement, formal declaration, resolution , financial donations or
other appropriate means).

This project is supported by the Community Redevelopment Plan and both Stuart Main Street
and the Downtown Business Association. Both organizations believe these improvements
would support the redevelopment and revitalization of the CRA and pedestrian activity. We a/so
have received the support from the Stuart Community Redevelopment Agency, which prioritized
this project as a high priority for completion (attachments 10-12).
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(c)
Describe the proposed ownership and maintenance responsibilities for the project when
it is completed .
The project is located solely within the City of Stuart Right-Of-Way and will remain under the
City's jurisdiction.

(d)

Describe source of matching funds and any restrictions on availability.

The City of Stuart is committed to allocating Tax Increment Funds and Infrastructure Sales Tax
Funds would be match TAP funds for this project.

(e)

Other specific implementation information that should be considered.
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4 Cost Estimate:
The total amount of Transportation Alternative funds (TAP**) requested per projects (infrastructure)
must be in excess of $250,000 with a maximum of $1,000,000. Transportation Alternative Funds
will be used to fund Construction, Construction Engineering and Inspection Activities (CEI) and
FDOT In-House Support Activities. Local Funds (LF) will be used for all non-participating items,
contingency activities and any costs in excess of the awarded enhancement (SE) allocation.
Total Construction Cost Estimate: This is the total project construction cost estimate including all
enhancement related items and any additional scope of work being identified.
Item Description
(A) Total Construction Cost Estimate

Cost $

(1)

$399,018.02

(B) Cost Estimate of Eligible (participating) items (2)

$271,789.81

Funding Breakdown
(C) FDOT In-House Design Support (phase 31)

Fund Source

(3)

Cost $

SE

$5,000.00

SE

$0.00

SE

$5,000.00

SE

$0.00

SE

$223,052.92

(H) Local Funds for Construction (phase 58)

LF

$175,965.10

(I) Local Funds for Contingency (phase 58)

LF

$79,803.60

(D) (Critical projects only) FDOT In-House Design Support (phase 31)

(3)

(3)

(E) FDOT In-House Construction Support (phase 61)
(F) (Critical projects only) FDOT In-House Construction Support (phase
61) (3)
(G) Enhancement funds requested for Construction (phase 58)

(J) Local Funds for Design (phase 58)

LF

$60,000.00

(K) Construction Engineering & Inspection Activities (CEI) (phase 68)

(4)

SE

$26,766.35

(L) Construction Engineering & Inspection Activities (CEI) (phase 68)

(4)

LF

$21,115.81

LF

$0.00

SE

$11,970.54

(M) Transit Related projects FTA 10% administrative fees

(5)

(N) FDOT Oversight CEI (2% of Construction Cost Estimate) (phase 62)

(6)

Funding Summary
(O) Total SE funds (7)

$271,789.81

(P) Total LF funds (8)

$336,884.52

(Q) Total Funds

$608,674.32

*Letters before the descriptions in the cost estimate above relate to the detailed cost estimate spreadsheet
(Cost_Estimate.xlsx) and should match the corresponding figures exactly.
** Use of the term TAP represents the actual funding codes of TALT, TALU and TALL
Notes:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

(5)
(6)

The Total Construction Cost Estimate in this field must be equal to the Total Construction Cost Estimate from the attached
detailed project cost estimate.
Cost Estimate of Eligible (participating) items must be equal to the Subtotal FHWA Participating from the attached detailed
project cost estimate.
FDOT In-House Design and Construction Support must be included in SE funds for an amount no less than $5,000, an
additional $2,000 is required for critical projects. This is a required item.
It is strongly recommended that the applicant allocates a nominal amount for CEI. In the event that the project is
programmed without any request for Phase 68 funding, there is no opportunity to allocate CEI funds based on bid
savings.
Any required Federal Transit Authority (FTA) administrative fees must be included in LF.
FDOT Oversight CEI must be included in SE funds and be equal to 2% of the Total Construction Cost Estimate.
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5 Certification of Project Sponsor

I hereby certify that the proposed project herein described is supported by City of Stuart
(municipal, county, state or federal agency, or tribal council) and that said entity will: (1) provide
any required funding match; (2) enter into a maintenance agreement with the Florida
Department of Transportation; (3) comply with the Federal Uniform Relocation Assistance and
Acquisition Policies Act for any Right of Way actions required for the project, (4) comply with
NEPA process prior to construction, this may involve coordination with the State Historic and
Preservation Office (SHPO) prior to construction. (Not at time of application) and (5) support
other actions necessary to fully implement the proposed project. I further certify that the
estimated costs and/or failure to follow through on the project once programmed in the Florida
Department of Transportation's Work program included herein are reasonable. I understand that
significant increases in these costs could cause the project to be removed from the Work
Program.

Signature

leX't'S v... Lam((y--

Sa

Y"n O

Name (please type or print)

C..~ A A~ Ml'r'\ S+r0 +o y.>G±yy<:>C <;'-1- kccATitle

3 {t<; {1 3
Date

FOR FOOT USE ONLY
Application Complete
Project Eligible
Implementation Feasible
Include in Work Program

0
D
0
0

Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes

0
D
0
0

No
No
No
No

ACHMENT 1 RANSPORTA TION
LTERNATIVES PROGRAM
PPLICATION : KINDRED
REET IMPROVEMENTS

COLORADO AVENUE

HARBOR
NETWORK

STUART
AUTO

SEACOAST
BANK

END WORK

KINDRED STREET

BEGIN WORK

SEACOAST
BANK

NORTH

1
OF

IMPROVEMENT PLAN

CITY OF STUART, FLORIDA

KINDRED ST. IMPROVEMENT

1
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Civil Engineering Professionals

Engineering Business
No. EB-0007657

301 N.W. Flagler Ave.
Stuart, Florida 34994
Phone: (772) 692-4344
Fax:
(772) 692-4341

THIS DOCUMENT, TOGETHER WITH THE CONCEPTS AND DESIGNS PRESENTED HEREIN, AS AN INSTRUMENT OF SERVICE, IS INTENDED ONLY FOR THE SPECIFIC PURPOSE AND CLIENT FOR WHICH IT WAS PREPARED. REUSE OF AND IMPROPER RELIANCE ON THIS DOCUMENT WITHOUT WRITTEN AUTHORIZATION AND ADOPTION BY CAPTEC ENGINEERING, INC. SHALL BE WITHOUT LIABILITY TO CAPTEC ENGINEERING, INC.
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ATIACHMENT 10:
CRA SUPPORT

SPECIAL MEETING OF THE STUART CITY COMMISSION
COMMUNITY REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY AND
COMMUNITY REDEVELOPMENT BOARD
ON HELD JUNE 11, 2012
AT 4:30P.M. IN THE CITY COMMISSION CHAMBERS
121 SW FLAGLER AVENUE
STUART, FLORIDA 34994
CITY COMMISSION
Mayor James A. Christie, Jr.
Vice Mayor Eula R. Clarke
Commissioner Troy A. McDonald
Commissioner Kelli Glass Leighton (Absent)
Commissioner Jeffrey A. Krauskopf
COMMUNITY REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY
Chairperson James A. Christie, Jr.
Vice Chairperson Eula R. Clarke
Board Member Kelli Glass Leighton (Absent)
Board Member Jeffrey A. Krauskopf
Board Member Troy A. McDonald
Board Member Johnnie Bell
Board Member Austin Tyo
COMMUNITY REDEVELOPMENT BOARD
Chairman Frank Wacha
Vice Chairman Pete Walaon
Board Member Johnnie Bell
Board Member Sharon Fitzke (Absent)
Board Member Jean Laws-Scott (Absent)
Board Member Drew Pittman
Board Member Austin Tyo
Also in attendance were:
City Manager, Paul J. Nicoletti
City Attorney, Michael D. Durham
City Clerk, Cheryl White (Absent)
Deputy City Clerk Allee Lyons
Board Secretary, Michelle Vlcat
Interim Development Director, Terry O'Neil
CRA Administrator Theresa Lamar-Samo

PRESENTATIONS
1. Quarterly Business Development Board Update and
Introduction of the City of Stuart Website
Interim Executive Director, Tim Dougher of the BOB gave a brief quarterly
report to the boards and a demonstration of the website.
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2. Presentation of Stuart Main Street and East Stuart Main Street
Initiatives for FY 2012
Thondra Lanese gave a presentation to the boards on the activities
of both Stuart Main Street and East Stuart Main Street

3. Update on Colorado Avenue Business District Improvement
Project Phases
Teresa Lamar·Samo gave the board an update on the Colorado
Avenue project phases and asked what order the boards would like
the phases.
Troy McDonald suggested Kindred Street or the underground power
should be a top priority.
Frank Wacha said the getting the conduit under the road while it's
torn up would be the most time sensitive item.
Pete Watson prioritized the gateway entrance feature.
CRA
MOTION: BOARD MEMBER MCDONALD: MOTION TO PRIORITIZE
PHASES ONE THROUGH FOUR WITH ONE BEING ELECTRICAL BY
FPL, SECOND KINDRED STREET, THIRD THE GATEWAY FEATURE
AND FOURTH FRASIER CREEK BRIDGE AND PEDESTRIAN PLAZA
FEATURE
SECOND: AUSTIN TYO
MOTION APPROVED UNANIMOUSLY

ADJOURNMENT :5:29
ATTEST:

Minutes to be approved at the Regular Commission
Meeting This 9th Day July 2012

18

Martin County Metropolitan Planning Agency
2401 SE Monterey Road

Stuart, f L34996

March 13, 2013
P.O TJo'( JOJ5
Stuart, FL J -1995

Dear Martin County MPO:

Over the pasl two years Stuart Main Street has been an advocate for the Stuart
Community Redevelopment Agency's planned improvemenls along Colorado
Avenue, and Kindred Street Improvements would like to express to you both our
continued support fo r the plan and our sincere hope that your agency will award the
Kindred project Transportation Alternatives funding.
The proposed improvements will not only enhance the appearance of the Kindred
Street, but also greatly improve its functionality. Reduced speeds, increased parking,
and enlla nced pedestrian and cyclist amenities w ill work together to make
businesses both more visible an d more accessible. The resulting new customers ca n
only help t hese struggling businesses to both survive and thrive.

We hope t hat you consider lhis application vital to completine the CRA vision for
improving alternative modes of transportation and contribut ing to the overall
revitalization of the area.
If you have any questions, please co ntact me at 772 -286-2848 or
tlane se@d.st uart. fl. us.

Sincerely,
I~

l
\£1.

~

·.,

~~~-:t,;[)

J

~--e~-------

rhondra Lanese
Manager
Stuart Mi:lin Street

CC: Teresa lamar-Sa rno

Ortice

I :.'.I SW Flag!t:r
A -.·cn.Jc
Stlt;l~t. F1 J.N 94

7:2-2lili-:!8-'8
t'.:u , 772-6(Jn. J2S1
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ATTACHMENT 12:
DBA LETTER OF
SUPPORT

HIS Tl' RIC STl' ART

DOWNTOWN
BUS I NESS ASSOCIATION

Martin County Metropolitan Planning Agency

2401 SE Monterey Road

Stuart, H 34996

March 13, 2013

Dear Martin County Metropolitan Planning Agency,
On behalf of the Historic Stuart Downtown Stuart Business Association, an odvocacy and
marketing group representing nearly 100 downtown busine~ses, I would like to express our
support for the planned improvements in the Colorado Avenue Business District.
Stuart Is fortunate to be home to an attractive, walkable historic downtown with a diverse mix
of restaurants and retail shops. The Kindred Street improvements developed by the Stuart
Commun ity Redevelopment Agency wirl reduce speeds, increase the visibility of businesses, and
make the area more accessible for pedestrian and bicyclist, bringing increased traffic and
customers to the area.
In the interest of supporting these businesses and promoting alternates mode of
transportation, we hope your agency will act to award the Kindred Street Improvements for the
Transportation Alternatives fund ing.

Sin{;~rejy,

'·

'I

-

(j

( ) '(

1
I

c~Jt\ 1l~. ,__CJ,J ,~~-r: \..

I

\

Patty O'Connell

DBA President
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ENGINEERS COST ESTIMATE
Project Description: KINDRED STREET IMPROVEMENTS
Pay Item
Number*

Pay Item Description*

FHWA Participating
Engineer's Unit
Engineer's Subtotal Cost
Cost

Quantity

Unit

1

LS

$

10,000.00

101-1

Mobilization

101-2

Mobilization (Construction Videos)

1

LS

$

2,000.00

$

2,000.00

102-1

Maintenance of Traffic

60

DA

$

217.14

$

13,028.40

1500

LF

$

1.00

$

1,500.00

104-10-3
108-1

Sediment Barrier

$

10,000.00

Construction Layout/ Record Drawings

Quantity

FHWA non-participating (Local funds)
Engineer's Unit
Engineer's Subtotal Cost
Cost
Unit

Clearing & Grubbing

0.5

LS/AC

$

7,587.69

110-99

Utility Adjustments

120-1

Regular Excavation

1200

CY

$

4.16

120-6

$

Total Engineer's Cost

LS

$

10,000.00

$

10,000.00

2
1

$

2,000.00

60

DA

$

217.14

$

13,028.40

120

$

26,056.80

1500

$

1,500.00

1

$

2,500.00

0.5

$

3,793.85

1

$

3,500.00

1

110-1-1

Total Quantity

1

LS

$

2,500.00

$

2,500.00

3,793.85
1

LS

$

3,500.00

$

3,500.00

$

20,000.00

$

4,992.00

1200

$

4,992.00
6,996.00

Embankment

1200

CY

$

5.83

$

6,996.00

1200

$

162-1-11

Prepared Soil Layer, Finish Soil, 6"

900

SY

$

0.70

$

630.00

900

$

630.00

327-70-6

Milling Exist Asphalt Pav't 1 1/2" avg Depth

700

SY

$

1.72

$

1,204.00

3300

SY

$

1.72

$

5,676.00

4000

$

6,880.00

334-1-13

Superpave Asphaltic Concrete, Traffic C

60

TN

$

82.50

$

4,950.00

230

TN

$

82.50

$

18,975.00

520-1-8

1' Wide Header Curb With Steel

1400

LF

$

23.66

$

33,124.00

522-1

Concrete Sidewalk, 4" Thick

500

SY

$

27.06

$

13,530.00

300

SY

$

27.06

$

522-2

Concrete Sidewalk, 6" Thick

103

SY

$

34.92

$

3,596.76

47

SY

$

34.92

526-1-1

Pavers, Architectural, Roadway

60

SY

$

58.00

$

3,480.00

590-70

Irrigation System

1

LS

$

690-10

Traffic Signal Head Assembly, Remove

$

-

8

EA

Complete Pole Removal - Deep, Direct Burial

$

-

2

690-50

Controller Assembly, Remove, Complete Assembly

$

-

690-80

Span Wire Assembly, Remove

$

-

690-90

Remove Conduit & Cabling

$

690-34-1

639-1-12

290

$

23,925.00

1400

$

33,124.00

8,118.00

800

$

21,648.00

$

1,641.24

150

$

60

$

3,480.00

15,000.00

$

15,000.00

1

$

15,000.00

$

45.31

$

362.48

8

$

362.48

EA

$

1,399.37

$

2,798.74

2

$

2,798.74

1

EA

$

509.85

$

509.85

1

$

509.85

1

EA

$

349.78

$

349.78

1

$

349.78

-

1

PI

$

446.87

$

446.87

1

$

446.87

0.5

AS

$

1,917.48

$

958.74

1,917.48

Electrical Power Source (Irrigation and Pedestrian Lighting)

0.5

AS

$

1,917.48

$

958.74

Retro-Reflective Pavement Marker

28

EA

$

3.27

$

91.56

711-11-111 Thermoplastic, Std, White, Solid, 6"

3020

LF

$

1.00

$

711-11-131 Thermoplastic, Std, White, Skip, 6"

235

LF

$

0.75

4

EA

$

55.34

706-3

711-11-170 Thermoplastic,Std, White, Arrow

1

$

28

$

91.56

3,020.00

3020

$

3,020.00

$

176.25

235

$

176.25

$

221.36

4

$

221.36

1100

$

1,100.00

711-11-211 Thermoplastic, Std, Yellow, Solid, 6"
711-11-125 Thermoplastic, Std, White, Solid, 24"

1100
190

LF

$

4.00

$

760.00

715-999

Decorative Pedestrian Lighting

1

LS

$

100,000.00

$

100,000.00

999-996

Sidewalk and Curb Painting/Staining

1

LS

$

15,000.00

$

15,000.00

LS-16
1001-1

5,238.00

EA

$

1.00

$

1,100.00

190

$

760.00

1

$

100,000.00

1

$

15,000.00

Landscaping

1

LS

$

90,000.00

$

90,000.00

1

$

90,000.00

Utility Coordination

1

LS

$

1,000.00

$

1,000.00

1

$

1,000.00

TAP Funds for Construction
FDOT IN-HOUSE DESIGN SUPPORT
ADDITONAL FDOT IN-HOUSE DESIGN SUPPORT FOR CRITICAL PROJECTS
FDOT IN-HOUSE CONSTRUCTION SUPPORT
ADDITONAL FDOT IN-HOUSE CONSTRUCTION SUPPORT FOR CRITICAL PROJECTS
LOCAL FUNDS FOR DESIGN (Phase 58)
CONTINGENCY
TRANSIT RELATED PROJECTS (10% FTA ADMINISTRATIVE FEE)
CONSTRUCTION ENGINEERING & INSPECTION ACTIVITIES (CEI) NO MORE THAN 12% OF PARTICIPATING ITEMS
(Phase 68)
FDOT OVERSIGHT CEI (3% OF CONSTRUCTION COST ESTIMATE)

1
0
1
0

$

-

$

-

0

$

-

$

-

$

-

0

$

-

$

-

$

-

0

$

-

$

-

$

-

0

$

-

$

-

$

-

0

$

-

$

-

$

-

0

$

$

223,052.92

LS
$5,000
$
5,000.00
LS
$2,000
$
LS
$5,000
$
5,000.00
LS
$2,000
$
Local Agency Design Work is not a FHWA Participating Item
Contingency is not a FHWA Participating Item
Administrative Fee is not a FHWA Participating Item

1
1

LS
LS

12%
3%

$
$
$

26,766.35
11,970.54
271,789.81

Local Funds for Construction

$

175,965.10

Subtotal

1
1
0

LS
LS
LS

$60,000
20%
10%

$
$
$

60,000.00
79,803.60
-

1

LS

12%

$

21,115.81

$

608,674.32

FDOT In-House Support must be included as an FHWA Participating Item
$

336,884.52
Subtotal FHWA NonParticipating

Total Construction Cost
Estimate

*Projects on the State Highway System and Critical Projects SHALL utilize FDOT pay items numbers and descriptions.

Other elements are non-participating; the ones listed above are the commonly used pay items that are non-participating.
If you have any questions regarding a participating or non-participating item, please contact us.

399,018.02

FDOT In-House Support must be included as an FHWA Participating Item

Subtotal FHWA
Participating

Non-participating items:
Mowing & Litter removal
**Engineering work; Optional services; Survey; Video Inspection; MOT plans preparation; As-builts/record drawings
**Utility work--this includes, but is not limited to: valve adjustments, utility relocations, FPL power pole relocations, AT&T directional bore, etc…

-

$

Estimate Prepared by:

Etienne B. Bourgeois, P.E.
P.E. No. 61623
CAPTEC Engineering, Inc.
301 NW Flagler Ave.
Stuart, FL 34994
COA: EB-0007657

Date: 03/14/13

"This Right of Way map, when recorded is
an instrument of conveyance, transferring in
accordance to Florida statutes 377.20 and
310.041, all right, title and interest of
Martin County Florida in the road, street,
highway, set forth on this map to the City
of Stuart Florida"

ABBRE14A TIONS
A.K.A.
BL
BLDG.
1'!.
CBS
CL
CM
DB
F E C
FND.
FPL
IR
IRC
L
LB
NO.
O.R.B.
PB
PC
PG.
PK
P.L.S.
PRC
PSM
PT
R
RNG.
RPB
R/W
SEC.
STA
STY.
TWP.

ALSO KNOWN AS
BETSY LINDSAY, INC.
BUILDING
CENTRAL (DELTA) ANGLE
CONCRETE BLOCK STRUCTURE
CENTERLINE
CONCRETE MONUMENT
DEED BOOK
FEDERAL EAST COAST
FOUND
FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT
IRON ROD
IRON ROD & CAP
LEFT
LICENSED BUSINESS
NUMBER
OFFICIAL RECORDS BOOK
PLAT BOOK
POINT OF CURVATURE
PAGE
PARKER KALON NAIL
PROFESSIONAL LAND SURVEYOR
POINT OF REVERSE CURVATLRE
PROFESSIONAL SURVEYOR & MAPPER
POINT OF TANGENCY
RIGHT
RANGE
ROAD PLAT BOOK
RIGHT OF WAY
SECTION
STATION
STORY
TOWNSHIP

MARTIN COUNTY

Recorded in public records of Martin
County, Florida this _____ day of
______ AD, 2012, Rood Plat Book _____ ,
Page ____ _

CREEK

Instrument No. ______ _

Clerk of Circuit Court
KING JR BLVD

Martin County, Florida
SE KINDRED ST

This Right of Way Map depicts areas of
proposed transfer and does not constitute
o conveyance on its own.

Q

===il ____ I

RIGHT OF WAY MAP
A PORTION OF COLORADO AVE. FROM
us 1 TO WEST OF CONFUSION CORNER
±0.42 MILES

Conveyance is not complete, or whole
without both this Right of Way map
recording along with, in addition to, a
separate Deed instrument; transferring all
right, title, interest of Martin County Florida
in the road, street, highway, set forth on
this map to the City of Stuart Florida.
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2.

WOODLAWN, PLAT BOOK 2, PAGE 84, MARTIN (FORMERLY PALM BEACH) COUNTY, FLORIDA.

3.

SEVENJEM ADDITION TO THE CITY OF STUART, PLAT BOOK 3, PAGE 140 , MARTIN COUNTY,
FLORIDA.

4.

A PORTION OF SECTION 4, UNPLATTED LAND.
A PORTION OF SECTION 5, UNPLATTED LAND

6.

DEEDS OF RECORD PER TITLE SEARCH REPORTS PREPARED BY PRESTIGE TITLE AGENCY AND
SUPPLIED BY THE CITY OF STUART,

7.

RIGHT OF WAY MAP 89060-2109 RECORDED IN ROAD PLAT BOOK 16, PAGE 9g,

8.

DOT DISTRICT 4 BASELINE OF SURVEY MICROSTATION DRAWING.
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FRAZIER ADDITION, PLAT BOOK 2, PAGE 66, MARTIN, (FORMERLY PALM BEACH) COUNTY,
FLORIDA.
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SHEET 4
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GENERAL NOTES

1.
BEARINGS AS SHOWN HEREON ARE BASED ON STATE PLANE COORDINATES, NORTH AMERICAN DATUM OF 1983/1990
ADJUSTED (N.A.D. 83/90), FLORIDA EAST ZONE, REFERENCE A BEARING OF N00'28'28"E ALONG THE WEST LINE OF THE
SOUTHWEST 1/4 OF SECTION 4, TOWNSHIP 38 SOUTH, RANGE 41 EAST, MARTIN COUNTY, FLORIDA.
2.
THE PREVIOUS RIGHT-OF-WAY TRANSFER FROM THE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION TO MARTIN COUNTY OCCURED
IN 1961 VIA RIGHT-OF-WAY MAP RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 16, PAGE 99; AND RESOLUTION BY BOARD OF COUNTY
COMMISSIONERS ADOPTED ON FEBRUARY 14, 1961; RECORDED IN DEED BOOK 62, PAGE 215.

CERTIFICATE OF SURVEYOR AND MAPPER
THIS RIGHT OF WAY MAP WAS PREPARED UNDER MY DIRECTION AND CHARGE.
BETSY LINDSAY, INC.
SURVEYING AND MAPPING

MARTIN COUNTY
ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT / SURVEY DIVISION

PREPARED BY:

RIGHT OF WAY MAP

BETSY LINDSAY, INC.

A PORTION OF COLORADO AVENUE SR 76
EXTENSION) FROM US 1 TO S.R. A-1-A

SURVEYING AND MAPPING

MARTIN COUNTY, FLORIDA
7997 S.W. JACK JAMES DRIVE STUART, FLORIDA 34997
(772)286-5753 (772)286-5933 FAX
LICENSED BUSINESS NO. 6852

DATE: ______________ _
BY: ELIZABETH A. LINDSAY, P.L.S.
FLORIDA REGISTRATION NO. 4724
LICENSED BUSINESS NO. 6852
BETSY LINDSAY, INC.
7997 SW JACK JAMES DRIVE
STLART FLORIDA 34997 (772)-286-5753
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LAURA LEIGHTON SALON
49 SE KINDRED STREET
STUART, FLORIDA 34994
772-463-0030

March 26, 2013

The Honorable Tom Bausch, Chairman
Martin County Metropolitan Planning Organization
2401 SE Monterey Road
Stuart, Florida 34996
RE: Kindred Street Improvements
Dear Mr. Bausch:
It is with great pleasure that I write in support of the proposed streetscape improvements
to the Kindred Street corridor in Stuart.
The proposed sidewalks, bike lanes and traffic calming devises will truly enhance the
pedestrian connectivity to the businesses along Kindred, the Post Office and the recently
completed Colorado Avenue improvements. This is exactly the type ofpublic project that
encourages and solidifies private investment back into a community.
Again, thank you for considering this important project and should you have any
questions, please feel free to contact me personally at 772-529-2728.

Sincerely,

Laura K Leighton

Hometown
Cleaners
6__

S tuart
772· 286·3416

J e nsen Beach
772·334· 1201

Sewalls Poin t
772· 286·7742

Palm City
772·283· 74 15

Ol d Palm City
772·220·2447

Kanne r
772·78 1· 1417

Abacoa
561 ·622·7578

J upiter
56 1· 746 ·8101

Tequesta
561 ·746·0003

FREE Pick-up
a nd Delivery
561 ·644·5517

-)u,I!Jl\
- · \\'urk • I JII'rHlh· Scn'l<t'

Ma1 n Offi ce: :39

Sl<~

KmdrC'd St. Stua r t, Fl :n 994

Brc>ntpa do n(wyourhome t ownclean c>r s .com

www .yourhometowncleaner s.com

Martin MPO Policy Board

As a property owner and business owner on Kindred Street we are extremely happy that our street is being
reviewed to receive the much needed improvements. The Kindred Street area is a busy area for all types of alternative
transportation. With the banks and post office being located in this area the foot and bicycle traffic is high. Improving
Kindred Street for alternative transportation will be greatly appreciated by all businesses located on and around
Kindred Street. Thank you for considering Kindred Street for these improvements.

Stuart Cleaners & Tailors
39 SE Kindred St.
Stuart, Fl 34994

I

, • . ,·

Dear Applicant:
Thank you for your interest in the 2013 Transportation Alternatives Program. Please
use the following checklist to ensure you are including all information and attachments
required to complete the application. All of the following must be filled out and/or
included:

1:8:1

D

Completed Application Information

Completed Florida's Safe Routes to School Application Information
for projects seeking eligibility under these criteria only (2)

1:8:1

(1}

(2}
(3}
(4}

(5}

(1)

This is not a Safe Routes to School Project

1:8:1

Typical Section (3)

1:8:1

Detailed Cost Estimate Spreadsheet (4)

1:8:1

Location Map

Hard
Hard
Hard
Hard
Hard

copy and
copy and
copy and
copy and
copy and

(5)

Word or PDF
Word or PDF
PDF
Excel
PDF

General Information:

Project Title: Mapp Road Multimodal Enhancement Project
Project Sponsor (municipal, county, state, or federal agency, or tribal council) :
Martin County Community Redevelopment Agency
Contact Person: Kevin Freeman

Title: Community Development Director

Email: kfreeman@martin.fl.us
Sponsor Address:2401 SE Monterey Road
City: Stuart

FL

Zip: 34996

Priority (relative to other applications submitted by the Project Sponsor): 1st
Name of Applicant (If other than Project Sponsor):
Martin County Board of County Commissioners
The applicant

D seeks project-specific LAP Certification t:8J is currently LAP Certified
D has never been LAP Certified
D has been LAP certified in the last 5 years
1 Qualifying Activities:

Check the enhancement activity that the proposed project will address. Please check one
activity that represents the majority of the work proposed. (Note: Checking more activities does not
ensure or increase eligibility.) Eligible activities must be consistent with details described under 23
U.S.C. 213(b).

t:8J

Construction of on-road and off-road trail facilities for pedestrians, bicyclists, and other
nonmotorized forms of transportation, including sidewalks, bicycle infrastructure,
pedestrian and bicycle signals, traffic calming techniques , lighting and other safetyrelated infrastructure, and transportation projects to achieve compliance with the
Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990

D

Construction of infrastructure-related projects and systems that will provide safe routes
for non-drivers, including children, older adults, and individuals with disabilities to
access daily needs.

D

Conversion and use of abandoned railroad corridors for trails for pedestrians, bicyclists,
or other nonmotorized transportation users

D

Construction of turnouts, overlooks, and viewing areas

D

Inventory, control , or removal of outdoor advertising

D
D

Historic preservation and rehabilitation of historic transportation facilities

D

Vegetation management practices in transportation rights-of-way to improve roadway
safety, prevent against invasive species, and provide erosion control
Archaeological activities relating to impacts from implementation of a transportation
project eligible under title 23

Page 2 of 6

D

D

Any environmental mitigation activity, including pollution prevention and pollution
abatement activities and mitigation to:

D

address stormwater management, control, and water pollution prevention or
abatement related to highway construction or due to highway runoff, including
activities described in sections 133(b)(11 ), 328(a), and 329 of title 23; or

D

reduce vehicle-caused wildlife mortality or to restore and maintain connectivity
among terrestrial or aquatic habitats.

The safe routes to school program under section 1404 of the SAFETEA-LU note,
Florida's Safe Routs to School Infrastructure application must accompany this
application to be considered for funding .

D infrastructure-related projects on any public road or any bicycle or pedestrian
pathway or trail in the vicinity of schools that will substantially improve the ability of
students to walk and bicycle to school, including sidewalk improvements, traffic calming
and speed reduction improvements, pedestrian and bicycle crossing improvements, onstreet bicycle facilities, off-street bicycle and pedestrian facilities, secure bicycle parking
facilities, and traffic diversion improvements in the vicinity of schools.
D

Application is attached

D Noninfrastructure-related activities to encourage walking and bicycling to school,
including public awareness campaigns and outreach to press and community leaders,
traffic education and enforcement in the vicinity of schools, student sessions on bicycle
and pedestrian safety, health, and environment, and funding for training, volunteers , and
managers of safe routes to school programs.
D

Constructing boulevards and other roadways largely in the right-of-way of former
Interstate System routes or other divided highways.

2 Project Description: (all items are required, applications without this information will not be

reviewed)
Road Name: SW Mapp Road
Road number: N/A
[8] Local Road
D State Road
Project Begins: SW Martin Downs Blvd
Ends: SW Martin Hwy
Begin Project Mile Post (MP): N/A End Project MP: N/A
[8] A location map with an aerial view is attached (required) (Location_Map.pdf)
(a)
What is the scope of work for the project and where is the project located (what are the
termini)?
[8] A more detailed scope of work is attached. (Scope.pdf or Scope.docx)
(b)
Summarize any special characteristics of project. (a Typical Section drawings depicting
existing and proposed features and dimensions and right of way lines must be attached)
[8] Typical section is attached (Typicai_Section.pdf)
A more detailed description of the typical section is attached.
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(c)
Describe the project's existing right of way ownerships. This description shall identify
when the right of way was acquired and how ownership is documented (i.e. plats, deeds,
prescriptions, certified surveys, easements).
The Mapp Road corridor consists of 100 feet of right of way that is wholly owned by the
Martin County Board of County Commissioners. No additional Right of Way acquisition
is required in order to construct the incorporation of bike lanes along Mapp Road. The
ownership is documented in the Martin County Property Appraiser records.
(d)
Describe any proposed right of way acquisition, including expected matching fund
source, limitations on fund use or availability, and who will acquire and retain ownership of
proposed right of way. Obtaining any property interest, i.e., fee title, a perpetual/permanent
easement or a temporary construction easement, is considered to be right of way acquisition,
even if such acquisition is from a governmental entity or via donation. Additionally, using a
license agreement instead of acquiring an appropriate property interest to avoid such acquisition
would not be an acceptable alternative.
[8J No Right-of-Way acquisition is proposed
D Temporary construction easement will be required
D Some proposed construction activities may require an easement
(e)
Describe any related project work phases that are already complete or currently
underway.
D This is not a phased project
D Previous phases of this project were constructed as LAP projects or JPA using FM
numbers: (Please type your description here)
(f)
Provide detailed project cost estimate. Estimate shall be broken down to FOOT typical
pay items to allow for verification of eligible project costs. Estimates are to be prepared by a
Professional Engineer. Use the following links to access the basis of estimates manual as well
as historical cost information for your area:
Basis of Estimates Manual
Historical Cost Information

[8J A detailed cost estimate is attached (Cost_Estimate.x/sx) (required)
(g)

Other specific project information that should be considered.
(Please type your description here)

3 Project Implementation Information:

Attach documentation as exhibits to this application.
(a)
Describe the proposed method of performing (i.e. contract or in-house) and
administering (i.e. local or state) each work phase of the project. If it is proposed that the
project be administered by a governmental entity other than the Department of Transportation,
the agency must be certified to administer Federal Aid projects in accordance with the
department's Local Agency Program Manual (topic no. 525-010-300).
Web site:
www. dot. state.fl .us/projectm anagementoffice/lap/default. htm

[8J Design to be conducted by in-house staff
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D
0
0
D
D
D

Design to be conducted by FOOT pre-qualified consultant <11 <21
Design to be conducted by non-FOOT pre-qualified consultant <21
Right-of-Way acquisition to be conducted by in-house staff
Right-of-Way acquisition to be conducted by FOOT staff
CEI to be conducted by in-house staff
CEI to be conducted by FOOT pre-qualified consultant <11 <21
cgj CEI to be conducted by non-FOOT pre-qualified consultant <21
11

<

FOOT pre-qualified consultants must be used on all design and CEI work for critical
projects (a project is considered critical when it features a structure, has a budget
greater than $10 million and/or is on the State Highway System (SHS))

(2)

Design consultant and CEI consultant shall not be the same.

(b)
Describe any public (and private, if applicable) support of the proposed project.
(Examples include: written endorsement, formal declaration, resolution , financial donations or
other appropriate means).
The earliest record found identifying the need to redevelop the Mapp Road corridor was
contained in the Community Redevelopment Plan for Old Palm City, dated April 22nd, 2003.
Efforts began in earnest to redevelop the corridor in 2008 and public focus on this area has
continued through until the present. Conceptual plans have been developed with public input
and workshop meetings attended my community residents and business owners.
The community continues to support this project making it the recommended priority each year
when planning for the annual updates to the Capital Improvements Plan. The most recent
public workshop held in November 2012 confirmed the public's desire to see the project come to
fruition and to provide safe transportation alternatives for all.
(c)
Describe the proposed ownership and maintenance responsibilities for the project when
it is completed.
The project will be owned by Martin County. On-going maintenance for the project will be
supported by a combination of Engineering Department roadway maintenance funds and the
Community Development Department Tax Increment Financing mechanism.
(d)

Describe source of matching funds and any restrictions on availability.

Matching funds for the project will come from Tax Increment Financing. Tax Increment
Financing (TIF) can only be used within Palm City's designated Community Redevelopment
Area (CRA). This section of the Mapp Road corridor is wholly located within the Palm City CRA
and is therefore able to receive TIF funding for project construction .
(e)

Other specific implementation information that should be considered .
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4 Cost Estimate:
The total amount of Transportation Alternative funds (TAP**) requested per projects (infrastructure)
must be in excess of $250,000 with a maximum of $1,000,000. Transportation Alternative Funds
will be used to fund Construction, Construction Engineering and Inspection Activities (CEI) and
FDOT In-House Support Activities. Local Funds (LF) will be used for all non-participating items,
contingency activities and any costs in excess of the awarded enhancement (SE) allocation.
Total Construction Cost Estimate: This is the total project construction cost estimate including all
enhancement related items and any additional scope of work being identified.
Item Description
*(A) Total Construction Cost Estimate

Cost $
$297,954.19

(1)

*(B) Cost Estimate of Eligible (participating) items

$198,054.38

(2)

Fund
Source
TAP

Funding Breakdown
*(C) FDOT In-House Design Support (phase 31)

(3)

*(D) (Critical projects only) FDOT In-House Design Support (phase 31)

Cost $
$5,000.00

TAP

$0.00

TAP

$5,000.00

TAP

$0.00

TAP

$181,655.40

*(H) Local Funds for Construction and Contingency (phase 58)

LF

$74,303.88

*(I) Local Funds for Contingency (phase 58)

LF

$42,659.88

*(E) FDOT In-House Construction Support (phase 61)

(3)

(3)

*(F) (Critical projects only) FDOT In-House Construction Support (phase 61)
*(G) Enhancement funds requested for Construction (phase 58)

(3)

*(J) Construction Engineering & Inspection Activities (CEI) (phase 68)

(4)

TAP

*(K) Construction Engineering & Inspection Activities (CEI) (phase 68)

(4)

LF

$25,595.93

LF

$0.00

*(L) Transit Related projects FTA 10% administrative fees

(5)

*(M) FDOT Oversight CEI (3% of Construction Cost Estimate) (phase 62)

(6)

TAP

$0.00

$6,398.98

Funding Summary
*(N) Total TAP funds
*(O) Total LF funds
*(P) Total Funds

$198,054.38
$99,899.81
$297,954.19

*Letters before the descriptions in the cost estimate above relate to the detailed cost estimate spreadsheet
(Cost_Estimate.xlsx) and should match the corresponding figures exactly.
** Use of the term TAP represents the actual funding codes of TALT, TALU and TALL
Notes:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

(5)
(6)

The Total Construction Cost Estimate in this field must be equal to the Total Construction Cost Estimate from the attached
detailed project cost estimate.
Cost Estimate of Eligible (participating) items must be equal to the Subtotal FHWA Participating from the attached detailed
project cost estimate.
FDOT In-House Design and Construction Support must be included in SE funds for an amount no less than $5,000, an
additional $2,000 is required for critical projects. This is a required item.
It is strongly recommended that the applicant allocates a nominal amount for CEI. In the event that the project is
programmed without any request for Phase 68 funding, there is no opportunity to allocate CEI funds based on bid
savings.
Any required Federal Transit Authority (FTA) administrative fees must be included in LF.
FDOT Oversight CEI must be included in SE funds and be equal to 2% of the Total Construction Cost Estimate.

Page 6 of 6

5 Certification of Project Sponsor
I hereby certify that the proposed project herein described is supported by Martin County Board
of County Commissioners (municipal, county, state or federal agency, or tribal council) and that
said entity will: (1) provide any required funding match; (2) enter into a maintenance
agreement with the Florida Department of Transportation; (3) comply with the Federal Uniform
Relocation Assistance and Acquisition Policies Act for any Right of Way actions required for the
project, (4) comply with NEPA process prior to construction , this may involve coordination with
the State Historic and Preservation Office (SHPO) prior to construction . (Not at time of
application) and (5) support other actions necessary to fully implement the proposed project. I
further certify that the estimated costs and/or failure to follow through on the project once
programmed in the Florida Department of Transportation's Work program included herein are
reasonable. I understand that significant increases in these costs could cause the project to be
removed from the Work Program.

Y~&\~
I

Signature

Name (please type or print)

Date

FOR FOOT USE ONLY
Application Complete
Project Eligible
Implementation Feasible
Include in Work Program

D
D
D
D

Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes

D
D
D
D

No
No
No
No

Mapp Road
Multimodal Enhancement Project
LOCATION
The Mapp Road Multimodal Enhancement Project
is located within the Palm City, Florida Community
Redevelopment Area. The project lies between
the two major thoroughfares in Palm City, SW
Martin Downs Blvd. and SW Martin Hwy. These
two major thoroughfares connect Palm City to
I-95, the Turnpike, and the City of Stuart via the
Indian Street Bridge and the Palm City Bridge. The
Mapp Road Multimodal Enhancement Project will
provide a North-South bike lane connection to the
East-West bike lane improvements being made on
SW Martin Hwy as part of the Indian Street Bridge
improvements; and future East-West bike lane
improvements planned for the Palm City Bridge as
part of the Martin County Bicycle and Pedestrian
Action Plan list of priority projects.
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Mapp Road
Multimodal Enhancement Project
SCOPE OF WORK
The Mapp Road Multimodal Enhancement Project
will add bike lanes along the Mapp Road corridor
within the Palm City Community Redevelopment
Area. The corridor is in close proximity to several
schools and several businesses line the frontage. The
vision for this corridor is that of a "complete street"
incorporating bicycle pathways and speed reduction
improvements to promote a safer, bike friendly town
center.

The project aligns with several goals and objectives
as outlined by the Martin County MPO Bicycle and
Pedestrian Action Plan including:
~
Develop great places and streets people
enjoy that are designed to be safe, functional, and
encourage residents to bike, walk, or use transit

~

Develop urban and street design
recommendations that encourage traditional town
development and a "complete streets" network that
provides access for all users.
~
Improve bicycle and pedestrian access linkages
along transit corridors.
Project implementation will not only provide an
alternative mode of transportation along the corridor
by allowing persons to bike to various businesses and
services, it will also help to promote overall health
and physical activity within the community.
The project is a means of creating a street network
that provides safe access for all users, including
pedestrians, bicyclists, motorists of all ages.

Mapp Road
Multimodal Enhancement Project
TYPICAL SECTION
Mapp Road currently consists of 100 feet of Right of
Way width which includes sidewalks and a single lane
of traffic on each side. The Mapp Road Multimodal
Enhancement Project seeks to provide an alternative
mode of transportation along this corridor through the
incorporation of bike lanes.

Shared bike lanes will be constructed on both sides
of the corridor at a width of 5 feet per bike lane.
Incorporation of bike lanes will require a shift in
the roadway and widening of the existing corridor;
as such, roadway milling and resurfacing will
serve as a complement to project implementation.
Traffic lanes will be reduced to as to promote safer
speeds along the corridor. The existing Right of
Way is wholly owned by the Martin County Board
of County Commissioners.
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ENGINEERS COST ESTIMATE
Project Description: MAPP ROAD TRANSPORTATION ENHANCEMENT PROJECT
Pay Item
Number*

Pay Item Description*
GENERAL

101-1

Mobilization

101-99

Survey Staking & As- Built Survey

102-1

Maintenance of Traffic

FHWA Participating
Engineer's Unit
Cost
Unit

Quantity
1

LS

$

25,000.00

Engineer's Subtotal Cost
$

Quantity

25,000.00
1

1

LS

$

3200

LF

$

20,000.00

FHWA non-participating (Local funds)
Engineer's Unit
Cost
Engineer's Subtotal Cost
Unit

$

20,000.00

1.50 $

4,800.00

LS

$

5,000.00 $

5,000.00

Total Quantity

Total Engineer's Cost

1

$

1

$

25,000.00
5,000.00

1

$

20,000.00

3200

$

4,800.00

104-10-3

Silt Fence, Type III

101-1-1

Clearing & Grubbing - Excavation - Box Out At New Paved Shoulder - 8' one side

0.6

AC

$

7,500.00

$

4,425.00

0.6

$

4,425.00

120-1

Regular Excavation

489

CY

$

10.00

$

4,890.00

489

$

4,890.00

120-4

Subsoil excavation. (14 ruts, 30'X3'X5' each)

234

CY

$

5,850.00

234

$

5,850.00

120-70
160-4

Flowable fill (14 ruts, 30'X3'X5' each)

234

CY

$

36,738.00

234

$

36,738.00

Type B Stabilization 14 ruts (22'X3' each)

102

SY

$

2.65 $

270.30

102

$

270.30

285-709
160-4

Optional Base Group 9 14 ruts(22'X3' each)

102

SY

$

12.30 $

1,254.60

102

$

1,254.60

Type B Stabilization (8' widening)

2844

SY

$

2.65

$

7,536.60

3078

$

13,386.60

285-709

Optional Base Group 9 (8' widening)

2844

SY

$

12.30

$

34,981.20

2844

$

34,981.20

327-70-1

Milling Existing Asphalt Pavement Avg. Depth = 1"

7822

SY

$

2.00

$

15,644.00

2844

$

15,644.00

331-2
331-2

Type S-I (SP 12.5) 1 1/2" asphaltic concrete (8' widening)
Type S-III (SP 9.5) 1" asphaltic concrete (8' widening & 22' overlay)

234
586

TN
TN

$
$

110.00
110.00

$
$

25,740.00
64,460.00

7822
586

$
$

25,740.00
64,460.00

706-3

Retro-Reflective Pavement Markers

160

EA

$

3.50

$

560.00

160

$

560.00

710-11-111 Pavement Markings - Painted - White - Solid - 6"

6400

LF

$

1.00

$

6,400.00

6400

$

6,400.00

710-11-211 Pavement Markings - Painted - Yellow - Solid - 6"

6400

LF

$

1.00

$

6,400.00

6400

$

6,400.00

1

LS

$

3,500.00

$

3,800.00

1

$

3,800.00

4,978

SY

$

1.70

$

8,462.60

4978

$

8,462.60

$

233,099.40

Subtotal

$

288,062.30

5,000.00

ROADWAY

25.00 $
157.00

$

SIGNING AND MARKING

Misc. striping. Crosswalks, arrows, & stop bars
LANDSCAPING
570-1-2

Sod, Bahia (14' wide)

TAP Funds for Construction
FDOT IN-HOUSE DESIGN SUPPORT

1

LS

$5,000

$

ADDITONAL FDOT IN-HOUSE DESIGN SUPPORT FOR CRITICAL PROJECTS

0

LS

$2,000

$

FDOT IN-HOUSE CONSTRUCTION SUPPORT

1

LS

$5,000

$

ADDITONAL FDOT IN-HOUSE CONSTRUCTION SUPPORT FOR CRITICAL PROJECTS

0

LS

$2,000

$

LOCAL FUNDS FOR DESIGN (Phase 58)

$

0

LS

Contingency is not a FHWA Participating Item

1

LS

20%

$

0

LS

10%

$

Administrative Fee is not a FHWA Participating Item
1
1

LS
LS

12%
3%

$
$
$

49,112.90

FDOT In-House Support must be included as an FHWA Participating Item

Local Agency Design Work is not a FHWA Participating Item

CONTINGENCY
TRANSIT RELATED PROJECTS (10% FTA ADMINISTRATIVE FEE)
CONSTRUCTION ENGINEERING & INSPECTION ACTIVITIES (CEI) NO MORE THAN 12% OF PARTICIPATING ITEMS
(Phase 68)
FDOT OVERSIGHT CEI (3% OF CONSTRUCTION COST ESTIMATE)

5,000.00

Local Funds for Construction

34,567.48
8,641.87
286,308.75
Subtotal FHWA
Participating

$

57,612.46
-

0
LS
12%
$
FDOT In-House Support must be included as an FHWA Participating Item
$
106,725.36
Subtotal FHWA NonParticipating

$
393,034.11
Total Construction Cost
Estimate

*Projects on the State Highway System and Critical Projects SHALL utilize FDOT pay items numbers and descriptions.
Non-participating items:
Mowing & Litter removal
**Engineering work; Optional services; Survey; Video Inspection; MOT plans preparation; As-builts/record drawings
**Utility work--this includes, but is not limited to: valve adjustments, utility relocations, FPL power pole relocations, AT&T directional bore, etc…

Other elements are non-participating; the ones listed above are the commonly used pay items that are non-participating.
If you have any questions regarding a participating or non-participating item, please contact us.

Estimate Prepared by: Erik Ferguson, PE

Date: March 15, 2013

PALM CITY ANIMAL
MEDICAL CENTER

Aprill, 2013

The Honorable Tom Bausch, Chairman
Martin County Metropolitan Planning Organization
2401 SE Monterey Road
Stuart, FL 34996

Re: Mapp Road Multimodal Enhancement Project
Dear Mr. Bausch:
I am writing this letter in support of the Martin County Community Development grant
application to add bike lanes to the Mapp Road project as part of a Transportation
Alternatives grant.
As a business owner on Mapp Road in the heart of the Palm City Redevelopment Area, I
feel that bike lanes align with the goals and objectives of the Mapp Road enhancement
project. Not only will the lanes provide safe and alternative modes of transportation
along the corridor, they will greatly improve access to businesses in the area.
Sincerely,

Rex Sentell, D.V.M.
Medical Director
RS:sh

Rex A. Sentell, DVM
Michael D. Wiegand, DVM
Paul B. Wolff, DVM
Matthew J. Schmidt, DVM, DABVP
Matthew Krecic, DVM,DACVIM,
Elizabeth Jolin, DVM, CVA

3090 SW Mapp Road, Palm City, FL 34990 • 772-283-0920 • www.palmcityanimalmedicalcenter.com

ITEM NUMBER:
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MARTIN METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION POLICY BOARD
AGENDA ITEM SUMMARY
MEETING DATE:
April 15, 2013
WORDING:
CR 714 UPDATE
REQUESTED BY:
MPO

DUE DATE:
April 8, 2013

PREPARED BY:
Bonnie Landry

UPWP#:
5.5

DOCUMENT(S) REQUIRING
ACTION: None

BACKGROUND
This project, to expand County Road 714 in Palm City, was unfunded in the 2012 FDOT
program but, in 2013, the FDOT funded the project for 2015-2016. FDOT has since moved the
schedule up to 2014 in the FY 2014-2018 Draft Tentative Work Program. In doing so, the FDOT
is making a special exception to their established project production sequence, specifically
allowing the Right of Way Certification to be completed after the Bid:
Original Schedule
November 2013
February 2014
March 2014
August 2014
January 2015

New Schedule
August 2013
February 2014
December 2013
April 2014
September 2014

90% Plans
Right Of Way Certification*
100% Plans – Ready to Bid
Contract Awarded
Construction Notice To
Proceed*
*Between ROW Certification and Construction Notice to Proceed, utility relocations will
begin.
At the February 26, 2013 meeting of the Martin County Board of County Commissioners,
Commissioner John Haddox asked that a resolution be sent to the Florida Department of
Transportation (FDOT), requesting that the Expansion of CR 714 project schedule be
accelerated. Resolution Number 13-3.1was adopted at the March 5, 2013 meeting along with a
letter from Commission Chair Sarah Heard.
On March 13, 2013, FDOT hosted a public meeting at the Palm City Community Center from
4:30 p.m. until 7:00 p.m. to provide an update, copies of the plans and answer any questions.
More than 150 people were in attendance.

On April 8, 2013, Commissioner Haddox, the MPO Administrator and the Deputy County
Engineer met with District IV Secretary James Wolfe to request the adoption of an aggressive
construction schedule.

ISSUES
At the April 15, 2013 MPO Policy Board meeting, an update from the April 8th meeting with
Secretary Wolfe regarding CR 714 will be provided.
______________________________________________________________________________
RECOMMENDED ACTION
Provide input.
FISCAL IMPACT
The current estimated cost of construction is $16.2 million. An updated cost estimate will be
available next month.
APPROVAL
MPO
ATTACHMENTS
a. Letter from Martin County Board of County Commissioners Chair Sarah Heard
b. Resolution

MARTIN COUNTY
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
2401 S.E. MONTEREY ROAD • STUART, Fl 34996

Telephone: 772-221·2358
Fax: 772-288-5432
DOUG SMITH
Commissioner, D1stnct 1

March 5, 2013
ED FIELDING
Commissioner, District 2

scon

ANNE
Commissioner, Distnct 3

SARAH HEARD
Commissioner, District 4

JOHN HADDOX
Commissioner, District 5

Secretary James A. Wolfe, P.E.
Florida Department of Transportation, District IV
3400 W. Commercial Blvd.
Fort Lauderdale, FL 33309

RE:
TARYN KRYZDA, CPM
County Administrator

Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT)
CR714 Lane Expansion Project Schedule

Dear Secretary Wolfe:

At the February 26, 2013 Board of County Commissioner's meeting,
Commissioner John Haddox asked that a resolution be sent to the Florida
Department of Transportation (FDOT), requesting that the Expansion of
CR714 project schedule be accelerated.
The Board of County Commissioners, at the March 5, 2013 meeting,
approved the attached resolution (Resolution 13·3.1). The Board is aware
that the letting schedule has been accelerated by FDOT and is asking that
an aggressive construction schedule be adopted.
The Department' s assistance and continuous support is very much appreciated.
Sincereir,

J~J;~Atb
Sarah Heard
Chair
TELEPHONE

772-288-5400

c:

Board of County Commissioners
Taryn Kryzda

WEB ADDRESS
http://www.martin nus

eng20 13 L226.docx

RESOLUTION NUMBER 13-3.1
A RESOLUTION OF THE MARTIN COUNTY BOARD OF COUNTY
COMMISSIONERS REQUESTING THAT THE FLORIDA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION ACCELERATE THE
CONSTRUCTION OF THE EXPANSION OF CR714 TO FOUR LANES
WHEREAS, the Florida Department of Transportation, District Four (FDOT D4)
has funded the Lane Additions to CR714 (CR-714/Indian Street from the Florida Turnpike
/Martin Downs Boulevard to West ofMapp Road) for Fiscal Year 2014; and
WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners has reviewed the proposed
schedule; and
WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissione1·s requests that the FDOT
accelerate the construction phase of the project.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF COUNTY
COMMISSIONERS OF MARTIN COUNTY, FLORIDA THAT:
Section 1: The Board of County Commissioners hereby authorizes the Commission Chair
to send a letter to the FDOT District 4 Secretary requesting that the construction of the
Lane Additions to CR 714 from the Florida Tm·npike/Martin Downs Boulevard to West of
Mapp Road be accelerated, a copy of which is incorporated herein by reference.
Section 2: This resolution shall take effect upon approval.
DULY PASSED AND ADOPTED THIS 5th DAY OF MARCH, 2013.
ATTEST:

~~J. ., ,.,CD.,._
CAROLYN TIMMANN,
CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
MARTIN COUNTY, FLORIDA

~_&2(c:;(_
SARAH HEARD
CHAIR
APPROVED AS TO FORM AND
CORRECTNESS:

ITEM NUMBER:
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MARTIN METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION POLICY BOARD
AGENDA ITEM SUMMARY
MEETING DATE:
DUE DATE:
UPWP#:
April 15, 2013
April 8, 2013
5.2
WORDING:
FDOT STRATEGIC INTERMODAL SYSTEM (SIS) 2040 COST FEASIBLE PLAN
REQUESTED BY:
PREPARED BY:
DOCUMENT(S) REQUIRING
FDOT
Beth Beltran
ACTION: N/A
BACKGROUND
The Florida Department of Transportation is currently in the process of updating the long range
Strategic Intermodal System (SIS) Cost Feasible Plan (CFP) and would like to share information
about the process, potential projects to be included in the CFP, as well as the schedule for the
update. FDOT updates the SIS Cost Feasible Plan every three to five years to incorporate
changes to planned SIS projects and incorporate new cost feasible SIS projects through the new
planning horizon. The purpose of the SIS CFP update is to evaluate SIS needs in light of future
revenues, develop a phased plan for cost feasible future improvements to the SIS, and ensure
consistency with the goals and objectives of the Florida Transportation Plan (FTP). The CFP also
provides long range SIS projects and revenue information to Florida’s MPOs and TPOs for
inclusion in their Long Range Transportation Plans (LRTPs).
The FDOT State Planning Office is currently updating the SIS 2035 Cost Feasible Plan (CFP) to
a SIS 2040 CFP based on information provided by the District Offices regarding SIS projects
and priorities. For SIS projects to be considered for inclusion in the CFP, a project must meet
SIS project eligibility criteria. In the Fall of 2012 FDOT started identifying potential projects to
include on the SIS 2040 CFP by evaluating existing projects, priorities, and estimates,
identifying potential eligible new projects, and advancing projects from the SIS multi-modal
unfunded needs plan. Districts provided prioritized lists of potential projects and the State
Planning Office started to develop a first draft of the SIS 2040 CFP in December 2012. A final
draft SIS CFP will be completed by June 1, 2013, presented to the Executive Board, and the final
SIS 2040 CFP adopted on July 1, 2013.
At the April 3, 2013 Joint CAC/BPAC/TAC Meeting, FDOT-District IV staff presented the first
draft of FDOT’s SIS 2040 Cost Feasible Plan and solicited input from committee members. The
Joint Committee unanimously approved the draft but recommended the addition of one project.
The St. Lucie Canal is recognized as an Emerging SIS and provides vital waterway
transportation from Lake Okeechobee to the Atlantic Ocean. Specifically, the committee
requested that the dredging of the St. Lucie Inlet be added to FDOT’s 2040 Multi-Modal
Unfunded Needs Plan.

ISSUES
At the April 15, 2013 MPO Policy Board Meeting, FDOT-District IV staff will present the first
draft of FDOT’s SIS 2040 Cost Feasible Plan and solicit input from MPO Policy Board
members.
______________________________________________________________________________
RECOMMENDED ACTION
Provide input.
FISCAL IMPACT
N/A
APPROVAL
MPO
ATTACHMENTS
SIS 2040 Cost Feasible Plan PowerPoint Presentation

STRATEGIC INTERMODAL SYSTEM
(SIS)
2040 COST FEASIBLE PLAN

Florida Department of Transportation
District Four, Planning & Environmental Management Office
Lisa Dykstra, P.E., SIS and Concept Development Coordinator
March 2013

Presentation Outline
• Strategic Intermodal System (SIS)
Overview, Facilities & Funding
• SIS Cost Feasible Plan (CFP) Purpose
• Planning Process & Background
• SIS CFP Development & Projects
• Schedule
• Coordination & Next Steps

SIS Overview
Overview
Facility Types
o
In 2003, the Strategic Intermodal
o Hubs
System (SIS) was established in
• Airports
Chapter 339 of Florida Statutes to
• Seaports
enhance transportation mobility &
economic competitiveness.
• Spaceports
o
The SIS is a statewide network of high• Passenger Terminals
priority transportation facilities of
• Intermodal Freight
statewide and interregional
Terminals
significance that provide mobility for
high levels of people and freight.
o Corridors
Components
o
SIS - Facilities that play a critical role in
moving people and goods to and from
other nations and states, as well as
o
among economic regions within
Florida.
o
Emerging SIS - Facilities that are of
statewide or interregional significance,
but do not currently meet the criteria
for inclusion in the SIS component.

•

Highways

•

Rail Lines

•

Waterways

Connectors
•

Connect Corridors to
Hubs

SIS Facilities
Martin County

SIS Funding Strategy
1) First 5 Year Multi-Modal Work
Program
2) Second 5 Year Multi-Modal
Plan
3) Long Range Cost Feasible Plan
4) Multi-Modal Unfunded Needs
Plan

Purpose of the SIS CFP
Purpose of SIS Cost Feasible Plan:
• Prioritize SIS needs and projects;
• Develop a phased plan given future revenues;
• Maintain consistency with goals and objectives of the Florida
Transportation Plan (FTP); and
• Used by MPOs / TPOs to identify feasible projects on the SIS
while building their LRTPs.

Planning Process

Background
• Last CFP update 2009
– Highway Component 2020-2035

2040 SIS Cost Feasible Plan
Development
 Districts Identify & Select Projects for 2040 SIS CFP
o

Adjust 2035 SIS CFP Projects due to Advancements into 1st or
2nd Five Year Work Program

o

Advance Projects from 2040 SIS Multi-Modal Unfunded Needs
Plan

o

Add New Projects Identified by Districts or Partners

o

Update Project Costs and Verify Priorities

 Districts Provide Eligible SIS 2040 CFP Projects to Central
Office Using Web Based Tool
 Central Office Analyzes Statewide SIS 2040 CFP Projects
Using Strategic Investment Tool (SIT)
 FDOT Coordination with Partners

Project Identification
To be considered for inclusion in the CFP the project must
meet the following criteria:
• The project is of statewide importance.
• The project contributes to the expansion of major roadway
trade and tourism corridors.
• The project contributes to the completion of a corridor.
• The project contributes to the overall connectivity of the
SIS.
• Project meets SIS eligibility criteria (Matrix).

Project Selection
Considerations when selecting projects:
• Quantitative Analysis using Planning Tools
• Safety Issues
• MPO Priorities
• SIS Policies and Procedures
• Funding/Project Costs
• Production Schedule
• Continuation of Projects
• System Connectivity
• Senior Management and Executive Guidance

Martin County Key SIS
Highway Projects
FIRST FIVE
FM#
432705.1

432707.1

429786.1

413253.1

413254.1

422681.1

419252.2

419252.1

Project Description
SR 710/Beeline Hwy from E of SR 76 to
Palm Beach/Martin County Line - Widening
(2L to 4L)
SR 710/Beeline Hwy from MP 2.0 to W of
SW Fox Brown Rd - 2L to 3L Passing
Lanes at 2 Locations
I-95 at SR-76/Kanner Hwy Interchange
Modification
I-95 from Martin/PB County Line to S of
Bridge Rd - Managed Lanes Widening (6L
to 8L)
I-95 from S of Bridge Rd to S of High
Meadows Ave - Managed Lanes Widening
(6L to 8L)
I-95 from S of High Meadows Ave to N of
Becker Rd - Managed Lanes Widening (6L
to 8L)
SR 710/Beeline Hwy from Martin
Powerplant Rd to CR 609/Allapattah Rd Widening (2L to 4L)
SR 710/Beeline Hwy from Okeechobee/
Martin County Line to Martin Powerplant
Rd - Widening (2L to 4L)

PHASE

13/14

ROW

14/15

CON & CEI

16/17

12/13

CON & CEI

14/15

PD&E
PE

12/13

14/15
14/15

CON & CEI

PE
ROW
CON & CEI

23 of 30

36-40

25 of 30

36-40

26 of 30

36-40

27 of 30

36-40

28 of 30

14/15

12/13
14/15

CON & CEI

CON & CEI

31-35
12/13

CON & CEI

PE
ROW

X

13/14

PE

PD&E
PE

20-25

2040
CFP
Priority

12/13

CON & CEI

PD&E
PE

CFP

Adopted
Tentative Approved Tentative Approved
Draft
(2013-2017) (2014-2018) (2018-2022) (2019-2023) (2020-2035) (2024-2040)

PE

PE

SECOND FIVE

14/15

12/13

CFP Update Schedule
• March/April 2013
– FDOT Distributes Draft Plan for Partner Review & Comment
– FDOT Addresses Draft Plan Comments & Presents to FDOT
Executive Board

• April/May 2013
– FDOT Updates Plan Based on New Revenue Forecasts & Cost
Estimates

• June 1, 2013
– FDOT Completes Final Draft SIS CFP & Presents to FDOT
Executive Board

• July 1, 2013
– FDOT Approves & Publishes Final SIS 2040 CFP

Coordination & Next Steps
o Continue Coordination
• FDOT Central Offices & District Offices
• Partners
• MPOs and TPOs
• Expressway Authorities
• Turnpike
o Incorporate SIS Projects into MPOs 2040 Long Range
Transportation Plan (LRTP)
• 1st Five Year Work Program SIS Projects
(2013/2014 – 2017/2018)
• 2nd Five Year Work Program SIS Projects
(2018/2019 – 2022/2023)
• SIS 2040 Cost Feasible Plan (CFP) Projects
(2023/2024 – 2039/2040)

Questions or Comments
Florida Department of Transportation
SIS Plans and Projects Website :
http://www.dot.state.fl.us/planning/systems/mspi/plans/
Florida Department of Transportation
District Four Planning & Environmental Management Office
Lisa Dykstra, P.E., SIS and Concept Development Coordinator
3400 West Commercial Boulevard
Fort Lauderdale, FL 33309
Lisa.Dykstra@dot.state.fl.us
(954) 777-4360

ITEM NUMBER:

8D

MARTIN METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION POLICY BOARD
AGENDA ITEM SUMMARY
MEETING DATE:
DUE DATE:
UPWP#:
April 15, 2013
April 8, 2013
5.9
WORDING:
COMMUNITY TRANSPORTATION COORDINATOR (CTC) RECOMMENDATION
REQUESTED BY:
PREPARED BY:
DOCUMENT(S) REQUIRING
Florida Commission for the
Beth Beltran/
ACTION:
Transportation Disadvantaged Luke Lambert
CTC Recommendation Letter
BACKGROUND
Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPOs) are required to complete a formal Request for
Proposal (RFP) process to select and recommend to the Florida TD Commission, a designated
Community Transportation Coordinator (CTC). As defined by Chapter 427, F.S., the designated
CTC has the responsibility to ensure that coordinated transportation services are provided to the
transportation disadvantaged population in the designated service area. Responsibilities of a CTC
are more fully described under Rule 41-2 of the Florida Administrative Code.
The current CTC for Martin County is Medial Transportation Management, Inc. (MTM). The
Memorandum of Agreement between the Florida TD Commission and MTM is scheduled to
expire June 30, 2013.
The CTC RFP was issued on January 18, 2013 locally in the Stuart News, statewide in the
Florida Administrative Register, and nationally through Onvia DemandStar. According to
DemandStar, 150 vendors were notified and 4 vendors downloaded the RFP. Deadline for
submission of proposals was 2:00 P.M. February 20, 2013. Only one proposal was received;
from the current Martin County CTC, MTM.
ISSUES
Discussions during the selection committee included the importance of bringing the Martin
County Health and Human Services Division into the process of the Local Coordinating Board
for the Transportation Disadvantaged (LCB-TD). Because of the nature of this Division’s
responsibility to the community and the population that it serves, it would provide
knowledgeable direction during the creation process of the Transportation Disadvantaged
Service Plan (TDSP). In addition, allowing for the LCB-TD to review MTM’s draft Annual
Operating Report (AOR) before it is submitted to the Florida Commission for the Transportation
Disadvantaged (CTD) in September would provide additional local input into this document that
is reviewed at a State level. The selection committee recommended to the LCB-TD that MTM
serve as the CTC. On March 4, 2013, the LCB-TD agreed with the suggestion of improved
coordination, and passed unanimously the recommendation of MTM as the CTC.

______________________________________________________________________________
RECOMMENDED ACTION
Recommendation
a. Approve MTM as the CTC in Martin County and direct MTM to coordinate with the
Martin County Health and Human Services Division to improve transportation
service for the County’s TD population, and to provide the LCB-TD with a draft
AOR before submitting it to the Florida CTD.
b. Provide direction.
FISCAL IMPACT
CTCs are entitled to receive Transportation Disadvantaged funds, Medicaid funds, and local
funds required as match for some of these funds; in order to coordinate and provide services to
the populations that these funds are meant to target.
APPROVAL
MPO
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GOOGLE TRANSIT TRIP PLANNING
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MPO
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ACTION: N/A
BACKGROUND
Transit on Google Maps is a public transportation planning tool that combines the latest agency
data with the power of Google Maps. It integrates transit stop, route, schedule, and fare
information to make trip planning quick and easy for everyone. Google Maps is available in 12
different languages and is compatible with screen readers for the visually impaired. The Transit
on Google Maps feature is available on selected mobile devices through Google Maps.
Participation can benefit Martin County by:
•Raising awareness of public transportation to attract new riders
•Helping seasoned riders discover new routes to maximize your infrastructure investment
•Linking our agency website to increase rider awareness
•Connecting neighboring agencies' data to improve inter-agency connectivity
•Decreasing traffic congestion and environmental effects while increasing mobility
•Providing trip planning on both desktop and mobile devices
•Doing it all for free -- all we have to do is share our data
ISSUES
Staff will make a presentation at the April 15rd meeting and request input from Board members
regarding any enhancements or modifications that need to be made to make the Google Trip
Planning experience widely accepted by the citizens of Martin County.
___________________________________________________________________________
RECOMMENDED ACTION
Provide input.
APPROVAL
MPO
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TRANSIT DEVELOPMENT PLAN (TDP) MAJOR UPDATE-SCOPE OF SERVICES
REQUESTED BY:
PREPARED BY:
DOCUMENT(S) REQUIRING
FDOT
Beth Beltran/Luke Lambert ACTION: N/A
BACKGROUND
A Transit Development Plan (TDP) is an FDOT required 10-year horizon plan intended to
support the development of an effective multi-modal transportation system. A TDP is intended
to define public transportation needs; solicit broad input by coordinating with other plans,
involving substantial public participation and exploring community goals with decision makers
and other stakeholders; define alternative courses of action; and develop a systematic plan and
monitoring program.
In the past, Martin and St. Lucie Counties have collaborated on a regional TDP. On January 23,
2013, Martin and St. Lucie sent a joint letter to FDOT expressing their intent to develop
individual TDP’s.
ISSUES
Attached is a framework for the Scope of Services for the Martin TDP-Major Update, 20132023. This document will be prepared by TY-Lin International, an MPO General Planning
Consultant (GPC) that was chosen through a competitive selection process as identified in
Martin’s FY2012/13-FY2013/14 Unified Planning Work Program (UPWP). Staff will discuss
the TDP Scope of Services at the April 15th Policy Board Meeting and give members an
opportunity to ask questions and provide input.
___________________________________________________________________________
RECOMMENDED ACTION
Provide input.
APPROVAL
MPO
ATTACHMENTS
1. TDP Draft Scope of Services Framework

Martin MPO Transit Development Plan (TDP), 2013-2023
A Framework for Scope of Services
Task 1: Public Involvement
a. Public Involvement Plan
• Goals and Objectives for the Plan
b. Public Outreach
• Visioning workshops
o Indiantown
o Port Salerno
o Stuart
• Martin MPO committee meetings
• Martin MPO Board meeting
• BOCC meeting
• Public Hearing
• Unscheduled meetings
c. Agency Coordination
• Includes local and regional transit service providers and governmental
agencies (such as City of Stuart; Palm Tran; St. Lucie County; South
Florida Regional Transportation Authority (SFRTA); Treasure Coast
Regional Planning Council; FDOT-District Four; Federal Transit
Administration)
Deliverables (Technical Memorandum):
•
•

Public Involvement Plan (PIP)
Meeting minutes

Task 2: Data Collection & Analysis
a. Literature review (Innovative funding sources, regional TDP requirements)
b. Existing conditions
• Socioeconomic and land use characteristics; community profiles for
different planning areas in Martin County including identifying areas with
high concentration of EJ populations
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•
•

•

Existing Operating Conditions & Performance Evaluation
(Fixed route and Demand-Response/Paratransit)
Market Research/Surveys
(On-board passenger surveys; Operator/customer service representative
surveys; Interviews with key officials and community groups; Non-user
interviews and Focus groups)
Non-Public Transportation System (Traffic, Parking)

d. Peer review analysis (Pasco County, Indian River County, St. Lucie County and
other peer agencies to be identified)
Deliverables (Technical Memorandum):
•
•

Literature Review
Existing Conditions and Peer Review Analysis

Task 3: Plan Development
a. Strategic Vision/Goals (Short-term or next 2 to 5 years, goals longer term
vision for the next 5 to 10 years)
b. Regional Component (St Lucie, Palm Beach Services, passenger rail
plans/initiative, regional commuter services)
c. Deficiency analysis and needs assessment including issue-based needs
(including TBEST or similar analytical tool)
d. Evaluation criteria and performance measures
e. Projected conditions, ridership forecasts and service plan
f.

Capital improvement project list (short and long term projects and strategic
initiatives)

g. Financial plan (analysis to include unconstrained and cost feasible scenarios,
possible reduction in operational grants, reasonable annual increase in revenue)
h. Plan recommendations – Capital & Operating Plan (including the regional
component),Marketing Plan (including existing resources to assist in marketing
the system)
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Deliverables (Technical Memorandum):
Vision, Goals & Objectives, Evaluation, and Criteria & Performance
Measures
Needs Assessment
Financial Analysis
Plan Recommendations

•
•
•
•
o

Final Report

Project Duration:
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