
Page 1 of 1 
 

Assistance for disabled persons may be arranged by calling 1-866-836-7034.  Non-English speaking, deaf, or visually impaired persons needing an 
interpreter should contact the Martin County Administrator’s office at 772-288-5420 or 772-288-5940 (TDD).  An agenda of items to be considered will 
be available to the public in the Administrator’s Office, 2401 SE Monterey Road, Stuart, Florida.  Items not included on the agenda may also be heard 
in consideration of the best interests of the public health, safety, welfare, and as necessary to protect every person’s right of access.     
 
For complaints, questions or concerns about civil rights or nondiscrimination please contact: Bonnie Landry, MPO Senior Planner (Title VI Contact) at 
772-223-7983; or for special requests under the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) contact Bob Steiner at 772-221-1396.  Hearing impaired individuals 
are requested to telephone the Florida Relay System at #711. 
 

 
 

 
MEETING 

 
Martin County Peter & Julie Cummings Library Conference Room 

2551 SW Matheson Avenue, Palm City, FL  34990 
www.martinmpo.com 

(772) 221-1498 
Friday, September 6, 2013 @ 1:30pm 

 
AGENDA 

       ITEM                
 

1. CALL TO ORDER – 1:30pm 
 

2. APPROVE AGENDA 
 

3. AGENDA ITEMS 
 

A. US 1 CORRIDOR RETROFIT –  
ADDING CAPACITY ALONG A CONSTRAINED ROADWAY 
 

B. TREASURE COAST REGIONAL PLANNING MODEL UPDATE 
 

C. FDOT VIEWPOINT 
• TREASURE COAST-BASED PLANNING OFFICIALS 
• SECTION 5310 ADMINISTRATION 

 
D. TREASURE COAST TRANSPORTATION COUNCIL (TCTC) – 

REGIONAL FORUM FOR THE TREASURE COAST 
 

E. ALL ABOARD FLORIDA – GRADE CROSSING IMPROVEMENTS 
 

F. SEVEN50 INITIATIVE 
 

G. REGIONAL FREIGHT PLANNING   
 

4. COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC 
 
5. NEXT MEETING  

 
6. ADJOURN 

http://www.martinmpo.com/


 

TCTAC Meeting Location: 
2551 SW Matheson Avenue 

Palm City, FL 34990  



 

 
AGENDA ITEM SUMMARY 

 
MEETING DATE: September 6, 2013 
 

DUE DATE: August 29, 2013 

REQUESTED BY: MPO’s PREPARED BY: Murriah Dekle 
 

AGENDA ITEM:  
US1 CORRIDOR RETROFIT – ADDING CAPACITY ALONG A CONSTRAINED 
ROADWAY 
DOCUMENT(S) REQUIRING ACTION: N/A 
 
BACKGROUND 
The 2035 Martin/St. Lucie Needs Plan identifies the need for additional travel capacity along the 
US 1 corridor.  Roadway widening was determined not feasible due to cost and the desire to 
make US 1 more transit supportive. Therefore, a context sensitive approach was developed as a 
strategic alternative to roadway widening to achieve viable transportation options and enhanced 
efficiency.  The US 1 Corridor Retrofit project is envisioned to comprise many elements. 
Specifically, the design solutions and principles found within the livable communities initiatives 
(LCI), that encourage transit accessibility and walkability will be incorporated into the plan.    
 
ISSUES 
Staff would like to create an open dialogue with the various agencies including FDOT, St. Lucie 
TPO, Indian River MPO, and Tindale-Oliver and Associates regarding project scoping 
initiatives.  A draft project scope was recently circulated by FDOT for comments.  A copy of this 
document has been included within the packet.   
______________________________________________________________________________ 
RECOMMENDED ACTION 
Provide input. 
 
ATTACHMENTS 
I. Draft Project Scope 

 
 

ITEM 
NUMBER: 

 

3A 
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District 4 OMD 
Districtwide Modal Development Consultant Services 

Contract # C-9C24 
FM # 432397-1.12.01 

Tindale-Oliver & Associates, Inc. 
DRAFT Scope of Services – Work Order #4 

US 1 Multimodal Corridor Study 
 

Introduction & Objectives 

Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) District 4’s Office of Modal Development (OMD) has 
requested that Tindale-Oliver & Associates (hereinafter referred to as the Consultant) develop a Scope 
of Services to perform a multimodal corridor study along the US 1 corridor from the Martin/Palm Beach 
County Line through the City of Fort Pierce in St. Lucie County.  This study is jointly funded by FDOT, the 
Martin Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO), and the St. Lucie Transportation Planning 
Organization (TPO) and will implement planning objectives identified in the Unified Planning Work 
Programs (UPWP) and the Regional Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP) of these agencies. 

Along this approximately 38-mile long corridor, land uses vary and include undeveloped coastal scrub, 
suburban residential subdivisions, strip center and big-box commercial development, and downtown 
main-street areas.  The roadway typical section varies as well including 4, 6, and 8 lane sections with a 
mixture of urban, suburban, and rural design treatments.  Because Interstate 95 shifts inland north of 
the Palm Beach County line, US 1 continues to serve as the primary north-south arterial for the coastal 
communities of Martin and St. Lucie Counties.  Accordingly, balancing local/community multimodal 
objectives with the need to support longer-distance trip-making that occurs along the corridor will be a 
critical component of this study. 

The purpose of the US 1 Multimodal Corridor Study is to provide support for the implementation of the 
US 1 Corridor Retrofit Project, which is intended to increase mobility options by providing multimodal 
transportation facilities including sidewalks, bike/paths/lanes, and transit infrastructure. This study will 
look to accomplish the goal of increasing mobility options by achieving the following objectives: 

• Identify Corridor Focus Areas based on existing need and future multimodal potential 
• Identify opportunities to achieve viable transportation options and enhanced efficiency through 

alternatives to roadway widening 
• Identify opportunities to increase connectivity through an improved grid/network of streets 
• Identify opportunities to further develop the multimodal network within the corridor 
• Identify opportunities to enhance existing transit service within the corridor 
• Identify infrastructure enhancements that will support any potential future investment in 

premium transit along the corridor 
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• Identify opportunities to enhance safety (automobile, pedestrian, and bicycle) throughout the 
corridor 

• Identify land use and design strategies that promote sustainable and transit supportive 
development forms and promote alternative travel modes 

• Identify opportunities to promote and enhance community character through improvements to 
the streetscape and overall public-realm 

• Identify strategies to connect existing and future centers along the corridor to regional 
employment centers through mass transit 

To accomplish these objectives, the study will include the following major tasks, which are described in 
greater detail in the remainder of this scope of services. 

1. Stakeholder Engagement and Project Coordination 
2. Baseline Assessment – Issues and Opportunities 
3. Field Data Collection 
4. Preliminary Multimodal Project Recommendations, Urban Design Strategies 
5. Project/Strategy Prioritization 
6. Feasibility Reviews and Planning Cost Estimates for Short-term Project Recommendations 
7. Final Project Recommendations and Report 

Project Task Detail 

Task 1 – Stakeholder Engagement and Project Coordination: 

This scope of services does not contemplate a broad public outreach/engagement process (community 
meetings, open-house/workshops etc.); however; to effectively develop implementable project 
recommendations and urban design strategies, effective coordination with project stakeholders is 
critical.  In addition to close collaboration with the FDOT OMD Project Manager and staff, it is 
anticipated that coordination with District Traffic Operations, Roadway Design, and 
Planning/Environmental Management offices will be necessary—especially as preliminary 
recommendations are refined into prioritized project opportunities.   

External to FDOT, participation from the Martin MPO and St. Lucie TPO, who are funding partners for 
the Study, will be critical.  Also the input from and coordination with relevant City and County 
planning/economic development, transportation/traffic, and transit staff will be necessary to 
successfully meet the objectives of the study. 

To accomplish the stakeholder engagement and project coordination necessary to achieve success, the 
following subtasks will be completed: 

1.01– Project Management Meetings:  It is anticipated that approximately 8-10 project management 
meetings will be held to coordinate project activities, review interim deliverables and presentation 
material, and discuss project strategy. The Consultant shall prepare and transmit meeting agenda 
packets in advance of the meetings and shall provide written meeting summaries following each 
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meeting. In addition to the project management meeting, bi-weekly project status conference calls will 
be held with the FDOT Project Manager to discuss ongoing project activity, schedule, and the effort for 
which is incorporated in the various task budgets. 

1.02 – Project Advisory Committee (PAC) Meetings:  The Consultant recommends that a Project Advisory 
Committee be formed to provide guidance to the Consultant; review interim deliverables; coordinate 
provision of data, information, and input from agency staff; and assist in communicating with agency 
leadership and elected officials.  Membership should be limited to 10-12 people and recommended 
members include: 

• FDOT District 4 Office of Modal Development Project Manager 
• FDOT District 4 Traffic Operations Representative 
• FDOT District 4 Planning and Environmental Management Office Representative 
• Martin MPO Executive Director 
• St. Lucie TPO Executive Director 
• Martin County Community Development Director (or rep) 
• St. Lucie County Community Development Director (or rep) 
• Transit Agency/Department Directors (or reps) 
• Treasure Coast RPC representative 
• Others to be determined by FDOT PM and MPO/TPO directors 

The Consultant shall prepare agenda material, facilitate, and provide summaries for five (5) PAC 
meetings, each lasting between 90 minutes and 2 hours based on the following meeting objectives: 

• Meeting 1 (Kick-off Meeting) – review project scope/schedule, discuss data needs/availability, 
verify project objectives, establish stakeholder interview candidates 

• Meeting 2 (Baseline Assessment) – review Baseline Assessment (Task 2) findings 
• Meeting 3 (Preliminary Recommendations/Prioritization) – review Preliminary 

Recommendations (Task 4) and discuss Prioritization Framework (Task 5) 
• Meeting 4 (Priority Projects) – review prioritized project candidates and approve feasibility and 

costing (Task 6) priorities 
• Meeting 5 (Final Report) – review Draft Final Report. 

1.03 – Stakeholder Interviews:  In order to provide a qualitative component to the Baseline Assessment 
Task the Consultant will conduct a mix of up to twenty (20) in person and telephone interviews with 
stakeholder agency staff and institutional partners.  These may be individual or small group interviews 
as appropriate. Initially interview subjects will be suggested by the PAC, but subjects may also be 
identified based on recommendations from interview subjects. 

1.04 – MPO/TPO Board and Committee Briefings:  The Consultant shall prepare presentations/agenda 
packet material for interim and final briefings to the Martin MPO and St. Lucie TPO Board and 
Committees.  The Consultant shall attend/present this material to each Board and up to two 
Committees for each agency for a total of four (4) Board Briefings and eight (8) Committee briefings.  
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The timing of the interim status report with respect to project tasks will be determined by the PAC 
during the first (Kick-Off) meeting.  If additional committee briefings are desired, the FDOT PM or MPO 
PAC representative shall provide these using the presentation material provided by the Consultant. 

1.05 – Public Information Material/Project Webpage:  Although public outreach/workshops are not 
included within this DRAFT scope of services, the Consultant will provide basic materials to support 
efforts by local agency partners to inform the public regarding the US 1 Corridor Study. It is anticipated 
that these materials will include: 

• Project Fact Sheet/Comment Form (.PDF file) 
• Executive Summary of Project Recommendations/Final Report (.PDF file) 
• Project Webpage – developed/hosted by the Consultant and linked from local agency partner 

websites.  Includes: 
o Project overview content, schedule, etc. 
o Email comment form 
o Links to interim deliverables (once approved by the PAC/PM) 

Task 2:  Baseline Assessment – Issues and Opportunities: 

The purpose of this task is to gather and assess the availability of relevant data to support the corridor 
study and identify focus areas along the nearly 40-mile corridor and define the issue and opportunities 
for each of these.  This task will incorporate information gathered from the Stakeholder interviews as 
well as information from past reports studies and quantitative data as follows. 

Task 2.01 – Transportation Data Review and Preliminary Analysis:  Consultant shall review reports and 
data provided by the PAC, consider stakeholder interview information, and engage in “windshield” 
surveys and limited walking field reviews to assess the following: 

• Existing traffic conditions including roadway level of service and intersection/point congestion 
issues. 

• Review of available aerial imagery to develop/refine an inventory of bicycle and pedestrian 
facilities, roadway characteristics, and bus stop locations 

• Projected traffic conditions (LOS) based on local agency concurrency management systems 
(short term) and most recent adopted Long Range Transportation Plans (longer-term) 

• Traffic safety issues/crash history including review of past safety studies, FDOT “5% Report” 
status, and corridor crash data and crash reports (including bicycle and pedestrian crashes) 

• Completeness of bicycle and pedestrian facilities along US 1 and along parallel and intersecting 
collector and arterial streets within the Study Corridor 

• Transit service and facilities including routing/transfers, segment and stop-level ridership, stop 
asset data, and priorities identified in TDPs or other planning documents  

• Review of FDOT work program and local agency capital plans related to the study corridor 
including review of available design plans for recent or pending projects. 

• Review of CMP and LRTP priorities related to the corridor. 
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• Assembly of a GIS database of roadway characteristics, traffic counts, recent, ongoing, or 
planned projects, and multimodal inventory data 

Task 2.02 - Land Use Analysis and Policy Review:  The Consultant will review available land use, zoning, 
land development code, and socioeconomic data to assess the following with a specific focus on 
identifying land use opportunities and barriers to support transit and non-motorized mobility options: 

• Extent to which existing population and employment distributions along the corridor are transit 
supportive using adopted socioeconomic (TAZ) data and 2010 census data. 

• Extent to which future land use plans, zoning categories, CRA plans, and local land development 
codes provide for allowable density/intensity and diversity of land uses and promote urban form 
components conducive to supporting transit and non-motorized mobility.  

• Assessment of infill/redevelopment opportunities based on land and building values, age of 
buildings, and qualitative assessment of conditions. 

Task 2.03 – Identification of Corridor Focus Areas and Field Data Collection Needs:  Based on the findings 
of Tasks 2.01 and 2.02 and the stakeholder interview process (Task 1.03), the Consultant will identify sub 
areas along the study corridor where specific transportation and urban form policy recommendations 
will be focused based on existing need and future multimodal potential.  The remainder of the corridor 
will not be excluded from study recommendations, but it is anticipated that recommendations outside 
of the focus areas will be more general in nature. 

Task 2.04 – Draft Technical Appendix #1 (Baseline Assessment, Issues, and Opportunities):  The 
Consultant shall prepare a Draft Technical Appendix summarizing the findings of Task 2 for preliminary 
review by the FDOT PM and then review and comment by the PAC.  A summary of Technical Appendix 
#1 shall be presented as part of PAC Meeting #2. 

Task 3:  Field Data Collection and Transportation Analysis 

Field data collection and technical analysis will be performed as needed to a) fill gaps in available 
transportation data necessary to complete Task 2.01 and b) evaluate the need for and/or refine 
Preliminary Multimodal Project Recommendations (included in Task 4).  It is anticipated that data 
collection and analysis activities may include: 

• Travel time/delay studies  
• Intersection turning movement counts and operational analyses to verify existing conditions and 

assess potential congestion management recommendations 
• Bus stop and pedestrian facility ADA/accessibility assessments 
• Additional field review to confirm availability and quality of pedestrian and bicycle facilities 
• Bicycle and pedestrian counts/observations 
• Transit “ride-check” data collection to verify load factors and transit stop activity levels and “on-

board” surveys as needed to evaluate origin and destination and trip purpose 
• Select zone/select link analysis to evaluate automobile/freight trip characteristics 
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As part of finalizing this Draft Scope of Services, the estimated effort/cost for each type of data 
collection/analysis activity will be summarized in a “menu” format.  As part of the Project Management 
meeting process (Task 1.01) the Consultant will propose field data collection/analysis needs in Task 2.01 
and, later as part of developing Preliminary Multimodal Project Recommendations (Task 4).  Un-used 
effort within this allowance may be transferred at the discretion of the FDOT PM to other tasks (e.g., to 
support additional meetings or presentations or  additional Feasibility Review/Cost Estimation effort). 

Task 4:  Preliminary Multimodal Project Recommendations & Urban Design Strategies 

Based on the findings of Task 2, as supplemented by data collection efforts in Task 3, the Consultant will 
develop an inventory of candidate multimodal infrastructure projects and land use/urban form policy 
recommendations.  This will be accomplished through the completion of the following sub-tasks: 

4.01 – Bicycle and Pedestrian Facility Recommendations:  Along US 1 and within the focus areas 
identified in Task 2, the Consultant shall identify potential projects to complete the bicycle and 
pedestrian network along and across the US 1 Corridor.  This will include recommendations for 
sidewalks, shared-use paths along the road-side, bicycle lanes and shared-lane arrows, and mid-block 
crossing opportunities and will incorporate project concepts previously identified by local agencies.   

Generally these recommendations will focus on the arterial and collector street system, but when a 
network connection cannot be completed using these rights-of-way, local street and/or off-road trails 
will be considered.  To the extent possible, these recommendations will work within apparent public 
rights-of-way limits and will seek to limit impacts to curb/drainage systems, canopy trees, and above 
ground utilities. 

4.02 – Spot Safety Recommendations:  Documented and potential safety issues, identified through 
stakeholder interviews, Task 2 assessment activities, and the TPO crash data management system, will 
be addressed by developing spot safety recommendations.  These may address intersection or median 
opening crash issues, lane departure crashes, night-time crash concentrations, or other specific safety 
concerns along the Corridor.   

The initial focus will be on implementation of low-cost countermeasures that could typically be 
implemented through maintenance activities or in the course of a 3R project.  More complex safety 
issues/potential solutions will be documented and for these, the recommendation will be for District 
Traffic Operations to conduct a formal safety study.   

4.03 – Multimodal “Best Practices” Recommendations:  The Consultant will identify opportunities to 
update roadway design and operational features to incorporate best practices for bicycle and pedestrian 
safety/mobility and access to transit.  These recommendations will be concentrated in the focal areas 
defined in Task 2 and could include modifications to intersection geometry/crosswalk orientation, 
pedestrian signal operations and signal phasing, intersection and roadway lighting enhancements, 
introduction of complete streets concepts, bike lane treatments (especially in transition zones), and bus 
stop siting/relocation opportunities.   
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Potential trade-offs between implementation of best practices for cyclists and pedestrians and 
intersection capacity for motorized vehicles will be summarized, but not specifically quantified at this 
stage.  While some recommendations may address observed crash histories, the need for enhancements 
to facilitate multimodal mobility will not be limited to items that can be justified through safety 
benefit/cost analysis. Severe ADA issues will be noted as part of this sub-task, but detailed ADA 
assessments throughout the corridor are outside the scope of this study. 

4.04 – Roadway Operational Recommendations:  Where acute congestion issues are identified through 
stakeholder interviews and the Baseline Assessment task, strategies to relieve congestion will be 
identified.  These could include modifications to signal timing/phasing, additional turn lanes or turn lane 
modifications, access management strategies, and ATMS strategies.  Operational analyses of potential 
recommendations will not be incorporated into the Preliminary Recommendations phase of the Study, 
but may be performed for high-priority projects through Task 6. 

4.05 – Transit System Recommendations:  Opportunities may exist to reconfigure existing transit service 
along the US 1 Corridor or additional service may be warranted based on existing and projected 
demand.  The Consultant will identify potential service modifications/enhancements, document the 
reasoning and supporting data for these recommendations, and identify follow-up analyses necessary to 
further develop concepts identified through this sub-task. 

4.06 – Land Use/Urban Design Strategies:  Based on the assessment conducted in Task 2.02 and 
identification of focal areas in Task 2.03, recommendations related to land use, zoning, and land 
development code will be suggested for consideration by the applicable local government jurisdictions.  
It is anticipated that these strategies may include elements related to street grid connectivity, building 
placement, parking requirements, public realm/streetscape treatments, and allowed 
densities/intensities. 

4.07 – Complete Streets/Premium Transit Concepts:  The primary focus of the Preliminary 
Recommendations Task will be on identifying feasible multimodal capital projects that enhance mobility 
and safety along US 1 but do not contemplate radical modifications to the function of US 1 or the 
parallel street system.  Nonetheless, opportunities may be identified through the Stakeholder Interview 
process or the Consultant’s independent analysis to consider longer-term, more radical strategies to 
better balance regional and local travel and economic development needs.   

Examples of such strategies include lane elimination/conversion, implementation of complete street or 
boulevard-style cross sections, and/or development of parallel one-way pair or business access street 
systems.  Identification of potential “transformative” strategies will be based on consideration of “fatal 
flaws” and very general capacity and design considerations.  The scope and nature of assumptions and 
constraints related to such strategies will be documented. 

4.08 – Draft Technical Appendix #2 (Preliminary Recommendations):  The Consultant will prepare a Draft 
Technical Appendix summarizing the findings of Task 4 for preliminary review by the FDOT PM and then 
review and comment by the PAC.  Technical Appendix #2 will also include relevant supporting data 
collected as part of Task 3 and planning-level cost assumptions for the various project Comment [DM1]: Need to define this through 

scope refinement process 
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recommendations.  A summary of Technical Appendix #2 will be presented as part of PAC Meeting #3.  
Additionally a review package folder will be provided with an Excel spreadsheet of categorized 
preliminary project recommendations with hyperlinks to internet map imagery of the locations as well 
hyperlinks to reference photos and sketches included within the review package folder.   

The PAC will be responsible for reviewing/coordinating their agency’s technical review of the 
Preliminary Recommendations and will be expected to identify Preliminary Recommendations that are 
fatally flawed from a community values perspective. 

Task 5:  Project/Strategy Prioritization 

In order to identify a “short-list” of projects for Feasibility Review/Costing and for implementation, a 
project prioritization system is necessary.  The prioritization process should balance quantitative and 
qualitative considerations, should reflect the study objectives, and should promote projects that will 
provide a positive impact at a reasonable degree of cost and complexity.  The following subtasks will be 
completed to prioritize those preliminary recommendations that are approved for further analysis by 
the PAC. 

5.01 – Develop Draft Prioritization Framework:  The Consultant shall coordinate with the FDOT Project 
Manager to develop a preliminary Prioritization Framework and show how the Framework will apply to 
example Preliminary Project Recommendations.  This will be presented to the PAC as part of PAC 
Meeting #3 and comments from the PAC will be incorporated. 

5.02 – Final Prioritization Framework/Application:  Based on feedback from the PAC, the Consultant will 
revise the Prioritization and apply the framework to the Preliminary Project Recommendations.  The 
Consultant will also work with the FDOT Project Manager and other District staff to refine project 
groupings and begin consideration of implementation options based on project complexity and other 
considerations.  The outcome of this effort will be a prioritized list of preliminary recommendations for 
near-term implementation and identification and prioritization of follow-on activities for longer term 
project candidates. 

5.03 – Prioritization of Land Use/Urban Design Strategies:  The Consultant will also work with PAC 
representatives to review the Land Use/Urban Design Strategies developed as part of Task 4.05 and will 
document these discussions in order to identify implementation priorities/processes for these 
Strategies. 

5.04 – Draft Technical Appendix #3 (Project/Strategy Prioritization):  The Consultant willl prepare a Draft 
Technical Appendix summarizing the Prioritization Process and resulting Project Priorities for preliminary 
review by the FDOT PM and then review and comment by the PAC.  A summary of Technical Appendix 
#3 will also be presented as part of PAC Meeting #4. 

Task 6:  Feasibility Reviews, Operational Analyses, and Planning Cost Estimates 

To ensure that high-priority recommendations are feasible and that the operational benefits/trade-offs 
are correctly defined, high-priority projects will be subject to a preliminary engineering review to more 
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specifically document project feasibility, costs, and operational impacts.  Task activities are expected to 
include: 

• Field review to identify/document project feasibility issues including above-ground utility 
conflicts, impact to curb and drainage structures, impact to drainage swales, need for 
prerequisite resurfacing (in the case of pavement marking recommendations), and potential 
right-of-way impacts based on available right-of-way maps or apparent right of way lines (e.g. 
back of sidewalk/utility poles).  This will not include S.U.E. or survey. 

• Expanded cost estimates based on field review observations and estimated LRE quantities 
• Intersection operational analysis recommended intersection modifications 
• Network analysis (FSUTMS) of any recommendations related to lane-calls 
• Benefit-Cost/Net Present Value analysis of safety recommendations 

Because the projects and priorities will not be known until the completion of Task 4, Task 5 will be 
managed in a similar manner to Task 3 and will be assigned based on discussions between the 
Consultant and FDOT PM based on pre-approved unit costs and will be discussed/approved by the PAC 
as part of Meeting #4.  

Outcomes from Task 6 review and analyses will be incorporated as an addendum to Technical Appendix 
#3 

Task 7:  Final Project Recommendations, Implementation Plan, and Report/Presentation 

The purpose of this task is to provide a concise, final deliverable that incorporates the key conclusions, 
defines final short and longer-term project/strategy recommendations of the prior tasks and provides an 
“Implementation Plan” that illustrates how the Study recommendations will be put into production. 

7.01 – Final Project Recommendations:  The Consultant shall coordinate with the FDOT PM to 
incorporate information from Task 6 to finalize the study Project recommendations. 

7.02 – Implementation Plan:  The Consultant shall coordinate with the FDOT PM, other District staff, and 
MPO/TPO Directors, to outline the implementation process for the recommended projects.  The 
Implementation Plan will outline: 

• the implementing agency (i.e. FDOT, local agency, transit agency, etc..), 
• next steps for implementation (i.e. TIP/STIP amendment, additional preliminary engineering, 

design/bid/build production process, construction through push-button or maintenance, etc.), 
and 

• potential project funding sources 

7.03 – Draft Final Report:  The Consultant will prepare a Draft Final Report incorporating prior tasks and 
Tasks 7.01 and 7.02 for preliminary review by the FDOT PM and for review and comment by the PAC as 
part of PAC Meeting #5.  A summary of the Report will also be presented to the PAC as part of this 
meeting. 
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7.04 – Final Report and Presentation:  The Consultant will incorporate PAC comments into a Final Report 
and develop a companion presentation for the purpose of briefing the MPO/TPO boards, executive 
leadership, and other elected bodies. 

 

Notes 

• The US 1 Corridor Retrofit project is located adjacent to the St. Lucie River Preserve State Park in 
St. Lucie County. This project does not propose any new construction within or directly adjacent 
to the St. Lucie River Preserve State Park. Therefore, the US 1 Corridor Retrofit project is not 
expected to impact the park. 

• The US 1 Corridor Retrofit project is located adjacent to the Hobe Sound National Wildlife 
Refuge in southeastern Martin County. This project does not propose any new construction 
within or directly adjacent to the Hobe Sound National Wildlife Refuge. Therefore, the US 1 
Corridor Retrofit project is not expected to impact the refuge. 

• The US 1 Corridor Retrofit project is located adjacent to the Jonathan Dickinson State Park in 
southeastern Martin County. This project does not propose any new construction within or 
directly adjacent to the Jonathan Dickinson State Park. Therefore, the US 1 Corridor Retrofit 
project is not expected to impact the park. 

 



 

   
AGENDA ITEM SUMMARY 

 
MEETING DATE: September 6, 2013 
 

DUE DATE: August 29, 2013 

REQUESTED BY: Staff PREPARED BY: Luke Lambert  
 

AGENDA ITEM:  
TREASURE COAST REGIONAL PLANNING MODEL UPDATE 
DOCUMENT(S) REQUIRING ACTION: N/A 
 
BACKGROUND 
Under guidance from the Florida Department of Transportation, the Corradino Group, and 
Parsons Brinckerhoff (PB), the Indian River, Martin and St. Lucie M/TPO’s are each working to 
validate the Treasure Coast Activity Based Model (TCRPM 4.0).  The TCRPM 4.0 will be based 
on the CT-RAMP family of Activity Based Models (ABMs).  CT-RAMP models use regional 
population and employment data tabulated at the traffic analysis zone level (TAZ). 
 
ISSUES 
Household data from each county has been submitted and PB has already run the population 
synthesizer.  At current phase, staff is validating employment data provided by InfoGroup and 
the Florida Department of Economic Opportunity.  Staff from FDOT will discuss the project 
schedule, and staff from each M/TPO will discuss their progress in the validation of the model.   
 
______________________________________________________________________________ 
RECOMMENDED ACTION 
This is a discussion item. 
 
 

ITEM NUMBER: 

3B 
 
 



 

 
 

AGENDA ITEM SUMMARY 

 
BACKGROUND 
Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century Act (MAP-21) requires that a designated recipient 
be chosen for each large urban area with a population over 200,000 [called Transportation 
Management Areas (TMAs)] for Federal Transit Administration (FTA) Section 5310 Enhanced 
Mobility of Seniors and Individuals with Disabilities Formula Grant funding.  The designated 
recipient is responsible for administering the program.  Responsibilities include: notifying 
eligible local entities of funding availability; developing project selection processes; determining 
project eligibility; developing the program of projects; and ensuring that all sub-recipients 
comply with Federal requirements. 
 
ISSUES 
FDOT staff will give the status of the Section 5310 grant program, including who will be the 
designated recipient for the Port St. Lucie urbanized area (UZA).  
 
FDOT staff will also give an opinion about the feasibility of Treasure Coast-based planning 
officials. 
 
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION 
This is an information item. 
 

 

MEETING DATE: September 6, 2013 
 

DUE DATE: August 29, 2013 

REQUESTED BY: MPO’s PREPARED BY:  Beth Beltran 
 

AGENDA ITEM:   
FDOT VIEWPOINT:  

• SECTION 5310 ADMINISTRATION 
• TREASURE COAST-BASED PLANNING OFFICIALS 

DOCUMENT(S) REQUIRING ACTION: N/A 

ITEM NUMBER: 

3C 
 
 



 

 
AGENDA ITEM SUMMARY 

 
BACKGROUND 
To address the need for regional coordination after the 2000 U.S. Census, the Treasure Coast 
Transportation Council (TCTC) was formed in 2006 to allocate Transportation Regional 
Incentive Program (TRIP) funds and to provide a formal mechanism to coordinate regional 
transportation planning.  However, over time this group has become inactive.  On May 17, 2013, 
the Treasure Coast Region M/TPO staff directors met with FDOT-District 4 representatives and 
discussed re-energizing the TCTC to somewhat mirror the Southeast Florida Transportation 
Council (SEFTC).  Utilizing the SEFTC model, the role of the TCTC will be to develop and 
implement a coordinated planning effort resulting in, but not limited to: 

• Regional long range transportation plan covering the tri-county region 
• Regional project prioritization and selection process 
• Regional public involvement process 
• Performance measures to assess the effectiveness of regional coordination 

At the May meeting, the staff directors and FDOT representatives recommended that TCTC 
would meet twice during the year, have quarterly technical committee meetings, and develop a 
regional Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP) with each M/TPO having its own LRTP.  
Martin MPO volunteered to be the coordinator of this improved regional effort by hosting this 
Treasure Coast Technical Advisory Committee (TCTAC) meeting.   

The TCTAC will mirror SEFTC’s technical committee Regional Transportation Technical 
Advisory Committee (RTTAC).  The TCTAC is a staff-level working group tasked to address 
the issues that will be brought before the TCTC.  

ISSUES 
• The TCTAC will need to schedule their next meeting including date, time and meeting 

location and begin to discuss prospective agenda items for the TCTC. 
• SEFTC has a dedicated webpage.  Currently information regarding the TCTC and 

TCTAC would need to be posted on the individual web pages for Martin, St. Lucie, and 
Indian River MPO/TPO. 

   
 

MEETING DATE: September 6, 2013 
 

DUE DATE: August 29, 2013 

REQUESTED BY: Staff PREPARED BY:   Bonnie Landry 
 

AGENDA ITEM:   
TREASURE COAST TRANSPORTATION COUNCIL (TCTC) –  
REGIONAL FORUM FOR THE TREASURE COAST 
DOCUMENT(S) REQUIRING ACTION: N/A 

ITEM 
NUMBER: 

 

3D 



 

RECOMMENDED ACTION 
• Prepare draft 2013/14 meeting calendars for TCTC and TCTAC including dates, times 

and meeting location. 
• Consider developing a website specific to TCTC. 
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BACKGROUND 
In response to requests from local governments and agency representatives, a Quiet Zone 
Technical Training Workshop occurred on September 4th and 5th of 2013.  The workshop 
encompassed the following topics: Quiet Zone (QZ) Overview, QZ Evaluations, Diagnostic 
Field Reviews and Grade Crossing.  
 
ISSUES 
Staff of the Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) relayed the following information before, 
during and after the Workshop: 
1)  From north of West Palm Beach to Cocoa will be the Class VI section of the rail corridor 

because trains will be traveling up to 110 mph, requiring a sealed corridor that includes 
Quiet Zone safety infrastructure improvements and fencing between grade crossings. 

2) Roads will require medians at grade crossings to prevent vehicles from going to the 
middle of the road and cutting through the four-quadrant gates. 

3) Traditionally, Quiet Zone improvements are locally funded, but Federal monies have 
assisted in funding Quiet Zones that are put into place for safety reasons.  However, the 
grant program (Section 1106) that has historically paid for these “safety Quiet Zone” 
improvements is an unfunded program under the current Federal Transportation 
Legislation, MAP-21. 

4) The topic of liability was vague but FRA staff did state that the Railroad cannot be sued 
for not blowing his horn through a Quiet Zone.   

5) FRA does not get involved with the cost of safety improvements and maintenance 
agreements. 

 
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION 
This is a discussion item.  
 
FISCAL IMPACT 
$250,000-$500,000 per grade crossing with four-quadrant gates; $50,000-$150,000 for medians 
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BACKGROUND 
Seven50 (“seven counties, 50 years”) is a blueprint for growing a more prosperous and desirable 
Southeast Florida during the next 50 years and beyond.  The seven counties included in the plan 
have a population of more than six million people (Monroe, Miami-Dade, Broward, Palm Beach, 
Martin, St. Lucie, and Indian River).  One of the goals of the plan is to provide more 
transportation choices.  Funded by the US Department of Housing & Urban Development’s 
Sustainable Communities Initiative, the plan is being prepared through a series of public 
summits, workshops, online outreach, and high-impact studies. The South Florida and Treasure 
Coast Regional Planning Councils and the Southeast Florida Regional Partnership (SFRP) 
spearheaded the plan. 
 
ISSUES 
At July 26th District IV Best Practices meeting, Greg Stuart (Broward MPO) and Lois Bush 
(FDOT) presented an idea to continue this regional planning effort and to begin a broader 
discussion with the private, civic and public sector communities by forming a southeast Florida 
regional leadership organization.   
 
 
______________________________________________________________________________ 
RECOMMENDED ACTION 
This is a discussion item. 
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BACKGROUND 
Renaissance Planning Group prepared two technical memorandums to explain the methodology 
Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) used to identify existing and emerging freight 
Activity Centers (FACs) in District Four.  The purpose of the exercise is to provide a better 
understanding of the opportunities for improving freight mobility and accessibility in the region 
and to prioritize the investment into freight. 

 
ISSUES 
To identify the 55 potential FACs, the following questions were asked: 

• Is the area included in the Long Range Transportion Plan (LRTP) or Intermodal Plan? 
• Does the area have a concentration of industrial employement? 
• Does the area have an existing Industrial Land Use? 
• Is the area designated as Industrial on the Existing Land Use Plan? 
• Is the area designated as Industrial on the Future Land Use Plan? 
• Are the facilities identified as typical generators of freight acitvity? 

 
Once identified, each of the sites was organized into the following categories: 

• Existing Low – designated as Industrial on an Existing Land Use Plan with some 
evidence of freight traffic and without a high concentration of uses 

• Existing Medium – desginated as Industrial on an Existing  Land Use plan with evidence 
of freight traffic, with a moderate concentration of uses and include access to a major 
highway 

• Existing High – desginated as Industrial on an Existing Land Use Plan with evidence of 
significant freight traffic, has a high concentration of uses and has one or more access 
points to major highways 

• Emerging – designated as Industrial on an Existing Land Use plan having a high 
potential for future freight traffic and has access to major highways 
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On April 29th, Renaissance Planning Group prepared a second memorandum, which provided a 
guide to further refine the process and define the regional freight transportation network.  The 
process divided the roadways into three categories: 

• Limited Access Routes – all limited access highways which provide the highest level of 
mobility 

• Regional Freight Mobility Corridors – serve as a critical link between Limited Access 
Routes and Freight Activity Centers 

• Freight Distribution Routes – have an initial Average Annual Daily Truck Traffic 
threshold of 500 and have more than six percent truck traffic 
 

RECOMMENDED ACTION 
This is a discussion item. 
 
ATTACHMENTS 

1. Renaissance Planning Group Memorandum 
 



Existing and Emerging Freight Activity Centers 

• RENAISSANCE PlANNING G ROUP 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: Fabiana Gonzalez, Project Manager, Florida Department of Transportation 

FROM: Sharon Cino, Renaissance Planning Group 

CC: Alan Steinbeck, Frank Kalpakis 

DATE: March 29, 2013 

RE: Identification and Definition of Freight Activity Centers 

INTRODUCTION 

This technical memorandum describes the methodology used to identify existing and emerging Freight 

Activity Centers (FACs) in District Four. It serves as a basis to assist the District Four Florida Department 

of Transportation (FOOT) and the Freight and Goods Team with understanding the opportunities for 

improvin~obility and accessibility in the region and to develop priority freight investments. The 

potential FACs identified in the District Four region are located in large and small industrial and mixed

use areas and are a key contributor to the regional economy. The exhibits developed, including maps 

and tables of fre ight volumes, are provided in an appendix at the end of this document. 

METHODOLOGY 

A multi-pronged approach was used to identify potential FACs, including analysis of existing and future 

land use plans, other transportation and land use plans and studies in the region, review of aerial 

photography, data collection from a variety of sources, and field-verifying some sites on the ground. Of 

the fifty-five potential FACs initially identified the FACs referenced in this summary met one or more of 

these criteria: 

• Included in an Long Range Transportation 'Plan (LRTP} or lntermodal Plan 

• A concentrat ion of industrial employment 

• Existing industrial land uses present 

• Designated as Industrial on existing land use plan 

• Designated as Industrial on future land use plan 

• Facilities identified as typical generators of freight activity 
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Existing and Emerging Freight Activity Centers 

The analysis also considered the level of freight activity, capacity for growth and level of transshipment 

on roadways serving potential FACs. Specifically, roadways with an Annual Average Daily Truck Traffic 

(AADTI) of greater than 500 vehicles per day (vpd) and greater than six percent truck trips were mapped 

to estimate which potential FACs may be substantial generators of truck traffic. These facilities are 

identified on exhibits included in the appendix. The combination of 500 trucks per day and six percent 

truck traffic has been determined to be a valid point of departure for identifying facilities that should be 

on the regional freight network. In addition to this measure, roads with 2000 or more trucks per day 

were isolated and mapped. These facilities are identified on exhibits included in the appendix (see 

Figures 1 to 4). After identifying potential FACs, the facilities with 2000 or more trucks per day were 

used to validate the assumptions about which FACs were to be considered High and Medium. Isolating 

the facilities that have 2000 or more trucks per day has been determined to be valid point of departure 

for the identification of Regional Freight Mobility Corridors. High and Medium FACs should be served by 

this level of facility. The Figures 1 to 4 show the relationship between this type of facility and the High 

and Medium FACs. 

Each of the potential FAC sites was then organized into the following categories primarily based on the 

existing and future land use characteristics and level offreight activity: 

• Existing Low: designated as Industrial on existing land use plan with some evidence of freight 

traffic, but not a high concentration of uses 

• Existing Medium: designated as Industrial on existing land use plan with evidence of freight 

traffic, moderate concentration of uses, and access to major highway 

• Existing High: designated as Industrial on existing land use plan with evidence of significant 

freight traffic, high concentration of uses, and one or more access points to major highways 

• Emerging: designated as Industrial on future land use plan, and in some cases combined with 

parcels designated as Industrial on existing land use plan, with high potential for future freight 

traffic and access to major highways 

Each of the identified sites is illustrated on Figures 1-4 in the Appendix, according to their classification. 

POTENTIAL FREIGHT ACTIVITY CENTERS AND INTENSITY LEVELS 

The existing and emerging FACs, including the classification of existing freight activity centers as low, 

medium or high intensity, that have been identified throughout FDOT District 4 are listed below. Those 

sites designated as Existing Medium Intensity and Existing High Intensity are shown in bold type and are 

described in more detail in the next section. 

I. Indian River County 

• Sebastian Municipal Airport (Existing Low) Figure 7, #10 in Appendix 

• Sebastian Industrial Area (Existing Low) Figure7, #20 in Appendix 

• 651h Street Industrial Area (Existing Low) Figure 7, #30 in Appendix 

• 53'd to 57th Street Industrial Area (Existing Low) Figure 7, #40 in Appendix 

• 45th to 49th Street Industrial Area (Existing Low) Figure 7, #50 in Appendix 
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Existing and Emerging Freight Activity Centers 

• Vero Beach Municipal Airport (Emerging) Figure 7, #60 in Appendix 

• 1ih Street Industrial Area (Emerging) Figure 7, #70 in Appendix 

II. St. Lucie County 

• St. Lucie County International Airport (Emerging) Figure 7, #80 in Append ix 

• Fort Pierce Indian River Terminal (Existing Medium) Figure 7, #90 in Appendix 

• Fort Pierce Wai-Mart Distribution Center (Existing High) Figure 7, #130 in Appendix 

• Selvitz/Giades Cut Off Road Industrial Area (Emerging) Figure 7, #120 in Appendix 

• Midway/Glades Cut Off Road Industrial Area (Existing Low) Figure 7, #140 in Appendix 

• Enterprise Road Industrial Area (Existing Low) Figure 7, #100 in Appendix 

• Fa rmers Market Road Industrial Area (Emerging) Figure 7, #110 in Appendix 

• St . Lucie West Industrial Area (Existing Low) Figure 7, #150 in Appendix 

Ill. Martin County 

• Martin Highway/1-95 Industrial Area (Emerging) Figure 8, #160 in Appendix 

• Indiantown Industrial Area (Emerging) Figure 8, #170 in Appendix 

IV. Palm Beach County 

• William P. Gwinn Airport (Emerging) Figure 9, #180 in Appendix 

• Pratt Whitney Road/Bee Line Highway Industr ial Area (Emerging) Figure 9, #190 in Appendix 

• Jupiter Park Industrial Area (Existing Low) Figure 9, #200 in Appendix 

• Commerce Way Industrial Area (Emerging) Figure 9, #210 in Appendix 

• Glades Area Inland Logistics Center (Emerging) Figure 9, #360 in Appendix 

• Belle Glade Municipal Airport (Existing Medium) Figure 9, #310 in Appendix 

• Water Tower Road Industrial Area (Existing Low) Figure 9, #220 in Appendix 

• 1-95/ Biue Heron Road North Industrial Area (Emerging) Figure 9, #230 in Appendix 

• 1-95/Biue Heron Road South Industrial Area (Emerging) Figure 9, #250 in Appendix 

• Dyer Boulevard Industrial Area (Emerging) Figure 9, #240 in Appendix 

• Congress Avenue/SR 710 Industrial Area (Emerging) Figure 9, #280 in Append ix 

• Australian Avenue/W. 15th Street Industrial Area (Emerging) Figure 9, #260 in Appendix 

• Port of Palm Beach Area (Existing High) Figure 9, #270 in Appendix 

• Mangonia Park Tri-Rail Station Industrial Area (Existing High) Figure 9, #290 in Appendix 

• Electronics Way Industrial Area (Emerging) Figure 9, #300 in Appendix 

• Old Okeechobee Road Industrial Area (Existing High) Figure 9, #320 in Appendix 

• Palm Beach International Airport (Existing High) Figure 9, #340 in Append ix 

• Pioneer Industrial Park (Emerging) Figure 9, #350 in Appendix 

• Ponderosa Industrial Park (Emerging) Figure 9, #330 in Appendix 

• Lake Worth Industrial Area (Existing Medium) Figure 9, #370 in Appendix 

• Publix Super Market District Center Area (Emerging) Figure 9, #380 in Appendix 

• Holland Drive Industrial Park (Emerging) Figure 9, #390 in Appendix 

V. Broward County 

• Military Traii/SW 10th Industrial Area (Emerging) Figure 10, #400 in Appendix 
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• Pompano Beach Industrial Concentration (Existing High) Figure 10, #420, 430, 440 & 450 in 

Appendix 

• Fort Lauderdale Executive Airport Industrial Area (Existing High) Figure 10, #460 in Appendix 

• Commercial Boulevard/Sawgrass Expressway Industrial Area (Emerging) Figure 10, #470 in 

Appendix 

• Sawgrass Corporate Parkway Industrial Area (Emerging) Figure 10, #480 in Appendix 

• Weston Industrial Area (Emerging) Figure 10, #490 in Appendix 

• Sheridan Street/Sawgrass Expressway Industrial Area (Emerging) Figure 10, #530 in Appendix 

• 1-595/Fiorida's Turnpike Industrial Area (Existing High) Figure 10, #500 in Appendix 

• Fort Lauderdale-Hollywood International Airport Industrial Area (Existing High) Figure 10, #510 

in Appendix 

• Port Everglades Industrial Area (Existing High) Figure 10, #520 in Appendix 

• Miramar Commerce Parkway Industrial Area (Existing Medium) Figure 10, #550 in Appendix 

• Pembroke Park Industrial Area (Emerging) Figure 10, #540 in Appendix 

In addition to these sites, there are two potential emerging FACs. The inland logistic center sites 

identified in the US 27 PACE Study within District Four that would significantly increase freight activity in 

these areas of development. These sites include an area between Belle Glade and South Bay in western 

Palm Beach County and an area in southern St. Lucie County. Additional freight activity of this 

magnitude would require infrastructure improvements to accommodate the extra freight trips and 

activities. 

4 



Existing and Emerging Freight Activity Centers 

DESCRIPTIONS OF KEY FREIGHT ACTIVITY CENTERS 

This section details the characteristics of Existing Medium and High FACs, as well as key Emerging FACs. 

I. Indian River County 

Vero Beach Municipal Airport- Emerging FAC 

Please refer to Figure 7, #60 in the Appendix 

Land Use and Employment 

Existing and Future Land Use: There is a small area on the north side of Aviation Boulevard with existing 

industrial land uses. This same area and a large area surrounding it have a future land use designation of 

industrial. This area includes most of the land between Aviation Boulevard and 41st Street to the north, 

and between 43'd Avenue and US 1. Most of this land area consists of the Vero Beach Municipal Airport 

and warehousing/shipping related industries along with other industrial uses. 

Industrial Employment: There is a large area within and near the FAC with a concentration of industrial 

jobs. There are more than 250 industrial jobs per square mile in most of the FAC and also extending in 

the area to the south and east along US 1 to the vicinity of 4th Street. This is the largest concentration of 

industrial jobs within Indian River County. 

Transportation 

Access: The major access points to this area are off of Aviation Boulevard and 43'd Avenue. The area is 

adjacent to US 1 and approximately six miles from 1-95, with the nearest interchange at SR 60. 

Freight Activity: There is no air cargo serving this airport. There are a number of roadways serving this 

FAC have an AADTI of greater than 500 and greater than six percent of all trips consisting of truck trips, 

including Kings Highway and portions of 43'd and 2ih Avenues. Additionally, Indian River County's 2035 

Long Range Transportation Plan identifies 43'd Avenue as a plan improvement project in its Cost Feasible 

Plan's Roadway Improvements and listed as a designated truck routes. The planned improvement 

project on 43'd extends from Oslo Road and 16th Street. 

II. St. Lucie County 

St. Lucie County International Airport- Emerging FAC 

Please refer to Figure 7, #80 in the Appendix 

Land Use and Employment 

Existing and Future Land Use: There is a concentration of 

existing industrial land uses at the airport site as well as an 

industrial complex immediately east of the airport, bordering 

N. 25th St reet. This area is surrounded by a significantly larger 

expanse of land with an industrial future land use designation 

which includes areas east of N. 25th Street to US 1 and areas 

south of CR 608 between N. 25th Street and Kings Highway. 
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Review and Refine Freight Transportation Network 

• RENAISSANCE PLANNING GROU P 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: Fabiana Gonzalez, Project Manager, Florida Department of Transportation 

FROM: Sharon Cino, Renaissance Planning Group 

CC: Alan Steinbeck, Renaissance Planning Group 

Frank Kalpakis, Renaissance Planning Group 

DATE: Apri l 29, 2013 

RE: Review and Refine District Four Freight Transportation Network 

. INTRODUCTION 

This memorandum describes the process used to identify and define Regional Freight Mobility Corridors 

in District Four. It serves as a guide to assist the Florida Department of Transportation (FOOT) and the 

District Four Freight and Goods Team with the understanding to further define the Regional Freight 

Transportation Network. These significant freight facilities are categorized into three freight network 

components. They are defined as limited access facilities, Regional Freight Mobility Corridors, and 

freight distribution routes. Part of the development of the freight network will be to develop specific 

recommendations for Regional Freight Mobility Corridors. The two primary purposes of the Regional 

Freight Mobility Corridors are to connect Freight Activity Centers (FACs) with limited access facilities and 

to maintain a network of roads that provide operational efficiencies and ease of use for truck trips 

within the region. Figure 1includes a regional freight transportation network map and is located at the 

end of this memorandum. 

METHODOLOGY 

An iterative process was used to develop the methodology used to define the regional freight 

transportation network. The regional freight transportation network is comprised of three network 

components of truck routes and organized to include an analysis of the following: 

• Previously defined truck routes using Annual Average Daily Truck Traffic (AADTI) count data 

• Truck volumes 

• Functional classes of the roadway 

• Connections to FACs 

• Relationship to the Strategic lntermodal System (SIS) 

• Freight components of the MPO Long Range Transportation Plans 
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The Limited Access Routes consist of all limited access highways providing the highest level of mobility. 

These routes stretch long distances and traverse the entire length of the District Four region and into 

the surrounding counties. They serve the need for long distance, interregional shipment. The second 

freight network component is the Regional Freight Mobility Corridors. These serve as the critical linkage 

between the Limited Access Routes and the Freight Activity Centers, providing the connection between 

the FACs within the Region to the limited access highway system. Freight Mobility Corridors also include 

long distance routes of importance within the Region but are not limited access. This includes routes 

previously identified as a Truck Route. The final freight network component, Freight Distribution 

Routes, consists of the Local Truck Route system which provides an extensive network of state, county 

and city roadways, and serves an important role in enabling truck operators the ability to effectively ship 

and deliver goods and services to the consumer. Local truck routes also facilitate the efficient 

movement of goods in each county to and from the Freight Activity Centers and the Regional Freight 

Network. 

Figure 1, at the end of the memorandum, shows the relationship between the type of FAC facility and 

each defined component of the freight transportation network. They are organized into the following 

categories: 

• Limited Access Routes: these routes consist of all limited access highways providing the highest 

level of mobility. 

• Regional Freight Mobility Corridors: these serve as the critical linkage between the Limited 

Access Routes and the Freight Activity Centers, providing the connection and between the FACs 

within the Region to the limited access highway system. 

• Freight Distribution Routes: these routes include the initial Truck AADTI threshold of 500, along 
with routes that include a percentage oftruck traffic greater than six percent and are defined 
based on the state highway system designation and other local roads that provide access to 
regional FACs. However, this component does not capture all of the routes that were previously 
defined as truck routes and is discussed later in the memorandum. 

LIMITED ACCESS ROUTES 

The first freight network component of truck routes determined was Limited Access Routes. Those 

roadway segments with limited access for intercity and interregional truck traffic were selected and 

included into this component. Specifically, roads that are an Interstate Highway or are tolled are all 

classified as a Limited Access Route. Table 1 lists those roadways included in this component. 

Table 1: Roadways Included on Limited Access Routes 

Roadway 

i l-9s 
Florida's Turnpike 

! Sawgrass Expressway 
1-75 

[ 1-595 
Homestead Extension of Florida's Turnpike 

2 

Route 

SR 9 
SR 91 

SR 869 
SR 93 

SR 862 
SR 821 
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REGIONAL FREIGHT MOBILITY CORRIDOR 

This process identified the freight network component, Regional Freight Mobility Corridors. This process 

was more complex and involved an iterative process to arrive at the final network. The key criteria for 

determining this component was that the route connects a Freight Activity Center to a Limited Access 

Route. Additionally, many of the roads previously identified as a Truck Route and which were not 

included in the Limited Access Routes was included as a part of the regional mobility corridor network. 

This includes US !/Federal Highway, which does not connect to the Limited Access Routes . The process 

to determine the remainder of the Regional Freight Mobility Corridors began by selecting all roadway 

segments meeting the threshold Truck AADTI of 500 as well as those segments which were adjacent to 

an identified Freight Activity Center. This resulted in an extremely large number of possible routes. The 

threshold Truck AADTI was then increased by increments of 100 until the resulting selection of roadway 

segments began to outline the key routes. At a Truck AADTI of 1000 or greater, these routes began to 

appear. At this point in the process, the network contained a large number of gaps as well as a 

remaining large number of routes. To meet the criteria of a Regional Freight Mobility Corridor, the 

routes which did not connect Freight Activity Centers to the Limited Access Routes were eliminated. To 

complete the process, and determine on which corridors freight activity should be improved and 

encouraged, the final routes were determined by cross checking the remaining potential routes with 

aerial imagery from Google Earth to exclude routes which passed through primarily residential 

neighborhoods. The resulting routes are shown as Regional Freight Mobility Corridors in Figure 1. 

FREIGHT DISTRIBUTION ROUTES 

The method of determining the Freight Distribution Routes was similar to that of determining the 

Regional Freight Mobility Corridors but without the criteria of connecting a Freight Activity Center to the 

Limited Access Routes. An additional difference was that the initial Truck AADTI threshold of 500 was 

used along with a those roads with a percentage oftruck traffic greater than six percent. The roadway 

segments which met those criteria were combined to generate the initial Freight Distribution Routes. 

This network was refined by cross checking with aerial imagery and by eliminating those segments 

which did form a circuitous network by either removing dead end segments or adding additional 

segments to the network. However, due to the nature of the roadway network, some Freight 

Distribution Routes do not connect to the rest of the identified network. This is because of the location 

of some Freight Activity Centers (FACs) and industrial areas being adjacent to residential neighborhoods 

where truck traffic should not be encouraged to travel through when other routes avoiding the 

neighborhood are available. Additionally, some FACs are located at the end of streets, so no further 

connection is possible. The resulting routes are shown as Freight Distribution Routes in Figure 1. 
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CONCLUSION 

Regional Freight Mobility Corridors are a key component of freight and truck route planning and may 

influence the development of projects and policies that will improve fre ight mobility within the region. 

Defining regional and interstate truck activity on designated roadway segments and facilities may 

improve the general circulation of traffic. Since major truck routes are typically located in multiple 

jurisdictions, agencies and communities should work cooperatively to ensure regional coordination and 

continuity regarding plans, routes and existing and future land uses. A regional partnership is essential 

to preserve local and regional truck routes, ultimately ensuring an efficient freight transportation system 

and connections to all parts of the region and surrounding area. 

4 



INDIAN RIVER 

BROWMlO 

FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
D ISTRICT4 

REGIONAL F REIGHT NETWORK AND 
FREIGHT ACTIVITY CENTERS 

F REIGHl TRANSPOfHATION NETVIIORK 

- Limllc(J Acce~s R ()ijldwtl) 

--- R,.{l!OUOI f'tt:•~tll M.:lb 'tty Co· riOOl 

-- f ft-~hl D~lnbUILUn Routt 

FREIGHT ACTIVITY CE NTER INl"ENSITY 

- Exr..ltrlij H I{J!I 

&n.t lf'IO Mt dtU't' 

Eltt~hnp l oit'. 

f:m£ 1Q111g 

B S• apon s (SIS) 

a Atrpons (SIS) 

i""" .. . . ' .. ... .. .. ........ .. .. . 
r:·:· .· 

•. j·· .. ... - .... _. 
.. :·::· ::· ... . 

.. f: .. : ·:·.: ····· .. 

.. r ·:: : .. :·:_·: ······· . 

·-<> 
0 10 2J 

i=t ==~==:I::====-:::J M.,., 
Sou ref Flono::J~ Departme nt Of TranspOr\iU!On 

Figure 1: Regional Freight Transportation Net work map and all identified FACs 

5 



Existing and Emerging Freight Activity Centers 

Industrial Employment: There is a large land area with more than 250 industrial jobs per square mile 

centered on the airport and adjacent industrial complex. The area extends outward to US 1 and south of 

CR 608 approximately halfway between N. 25th Street and Kings Highway. 

Transportation 

Access: The major access points to this area are off of CR 608 and N. 25th Street. The site is in close 

proximity to US 1 and approximately five miles from 1-95. 

Freight Activity: Surrounding roadways with an AADT of greater than 500 and greater than six 
percent of all trips consisting of truck trips include US 1 and CR 608. Projects that include 
improvements to Kings Highway, Indrio Road and St. Lucie Boulevard are mentioned in the St. 
Lucie County International Airport 2010 Master Plan Update. These roadway improvements are 
intended to increase accessibility to the airport. There is no air cargo identified at this airport. 

Fort Pierce Indian River Terminal- Existing Medium FAC 

Please refer to Figure 7, #90 in the Appendix 

Land Use and Employment 

Existing and Future Land Use: This area contains both 

existing and future industrial land uses, generally to the east 

of US 1 to the Intracoastal Waterway. 

Industrial Employment: There is a small area consisting of 

more than 250 industrial jobs per acre, generally centered at 

US 1 and AlA/Seaway Drive. 

Transportation 

Access: The major access points to this area are f rom US 1, 

between AlA/Seaway Drive to the south and AlA/North 

Beach Causeway to the north. This Includes the Florida East 

Coast (FEC) Railroad which provides access directly to the terminal. 

The table below provides additional information on the ports deep water access. 

Port of Ft. Pierce 

Total Cargo Port Depth Deep Draft 

Port tons feet 

Fort Pierce 358,000 22 No 

. . 
Sources: Port (of Palm Beach) Cumulative All-Cargo Tonnage FY-2012, Port Everglades Waterborne 

Commerce Chart FY 2011-2002 (Unaudited, Revised 3/27 /2012), Port of Fort Pierce Master Pian Update 

Phase I (June 2012), Port of Palm Beach Master Plan Update 2012-2022, Port Evergla des Master Plan, and 

Florida DOT Seaports (http:/ /www.dot.state.fl.us/sea port/sea ma p.shtm) 
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Freight Activity: A number of surrounding roadways serving this FAC have segments with an AADTI of 

greater than 500 and greater than six percent of all trips consisting of truck t rips, including portions of 

US 1, AlA and CR 68. The table below describes additional ca rgo information regarding the Port of Fort 

Pierce. Port of Fort Pierce 
2010-2011 

1 TOTAL ALL CARGO 

CARGO TONNAGE 358,000 

(tons) 

Source: Po rt of Fort Pierce Master Plan Upda te 

Phase I (June 20 12) 

Fort Pierce Walmart Distribution Center- Existing High FAC 

Please refer to Figure 7, #130 in the Appendix 

Land Use and Employment 

Existing and Future Land Use: This FAC comprises the entire 

Walmart Distribution site, an existing industrial land use. The 

site does not have an industrial future land use designation; 

although nearby areas do have this designation. 

Industrial Employment: This site does not contain more than 

250 industrial jobs per square mile, likely due to the large 

size of the parcel and the distribution center being t he only building in the immediate area (the 

surrounding land is undeveloped). 

Transportation 

Access: The only road providing access to the site is Jenkins Road . Although the site is in close proximity 

to the 1-95 and Florida Turnpike interchanges at SR 70, access to these interchanges is not direct 

because Jenkins Road is not continuous to the north of the distribution site. 

Freight Activity: A number of surrounding roadways have segments with an AADTI greater than 500 

and greater than six percent of all trips consisting of truck trips, including 1-95, Florida's Turnpike, Glades 

Cut Off Road, Edwards Road and Jenkins Road . 

Ill. Martin County 

There is no existing FAC identified in Martin County. The two emerging FACs are the Martin Highway/1-

95 Industrial Area and the Indiantown Industrial Area. An objective to improve Freight Activity Centers, 

workplace districts and intermodal centers is mentioned in the 2035 LRTP for Martin and St. Lucie 

County. 
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IV. Palm Beach County 

Belle Glade Municipal Airport- Existing Medium FAC 

Please refer to Figure 9, #310 in the Appendix 

Land Use and Employment 

Existing and Future Land Use: Portions of the site have an 

industrial future land use designation. Similarly, portions 

of the site contain an existing industrial land use. 

Industrial Employment: There is a substantial land area, 

including a high level of industrial employment with more 

than 250 industrial jobs per square mile in this area. 

Transportation 

Access: This site is accessible from SR 80/Main Street, Sugar Mill Road and Airport Road. 

Freight Activity: Each of the major roadways serving this area have an AADT of greater than 500 and 

greater than six percent of all trips consisting of truck trips, including SR 441/98, US 27 and State 

Highway 715. There is no air cargo identified serving this site. 

Port of Palm Beach Area - Existing Medium FAC 

Please Refer to Figure 9, #270 in the Appendix 

Land Use and Employment 

Existing and Future Land Use: The southern half of this FAC has 

an industrial future land use designation. Existing industrial 

land uses are scattered throughout the site, particularly to the 

east of US 1. 

Industrial Employment: This area, including nearly all of Riviera 

Beach, has the largest concentration of areas with more than 250 industrial jobs per square mile in 

District Four outside of Broward County. 

Transportation 

Access: Major access points are from SR 710/Dr. Martin luther King Jr. Boulevard and US 1. The site is 

also served by a rail spur connecting directly to the FEC corridor. The table below provides additional 

information on the ports deep water access. 
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Existing and Emerging Freight Activity Centers 

Port of Palm Beach 

Total Cargo Port Depth Deep Draft 

Port tons feet 

Palm Beach 2,056,253 33 ' Yes 

I ---- I I . I . .' ' - l .J 
Sources: Port (of Palm Beach) Cumulative All-Cargo Tonnage FY-2012, Port Everglades Waterborne 

Commerce Chart FY 2011-2002 (Unaudited, Revised 3/27/2012), Port of Fort Pierce Master Plan Update 

Phase I (June 2012), Port of Palm Beach Master Plan Update 2012-2022, Port Everglades Master Plan, and 

Florida DOT Sea ports (http://www .dot.state. fl. us/sea port/sea ma p.shtm) 

Freight Activity: Surrounding roadways with an AADT greater than 500 and greater than six percent of 

all trips consisting of truck trips include SR 710 and Old Dixie Highway. Multiple goals and objectives in 

the Palm Beach MPO 2035 LRTP address improving the movement of freight through highways, airports, 

seaports, and railroads as well as improving accessibility of the intermodal facilities on the Strategic 

lntermodal System (SIS) and the regional transportation system. The LRTP strives to identify and ensure 

access to key freight distribution centers for intermodal transfers, pick-ups and drop-offs. It also works 

to support the designation and protection of lands for industrial use, which will sub sequentially support 

key regional freight generators including the Port of Palm Beach. The table below provides additional 

information on cargo concerning the Port of Palm Beach. 

Port of Palm Beach 

FY-2012: Oct 11 to Sep 12 
I 

- General Car~o Bulk and Dry Cargo iTOTALALL<;ARGO 
CARGO TONNAGE 1,189,705, 866,548 1 2,056,253 

(in short tons) 
. ! 

. . . 
Source : Port Cumu lative All-Cargo Tonna ge FY-201 2 

Mangonia Park Tri-Rail Station Industrial Area- Existing 

MediumFAC 

Please refer to Figure 9, #290 in the Appendix 

Land Use and Employment 

Existing and Future Land Use: Approximately half of the 

parcels within this FAC, located north of the Mangonia Park Tri

Rail Station, are existing industrial land uses, however none of 

the site has an industrial future land use designation. 

Industrial Employment: Th is FAC is within an area with more 

., 
.. .. 

I 

than 250 industrial jobs per square mile. It is in the same areas of concentrated industrial employment 

as the Port of Palm Beach Area FAC. 
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Existing and Emerging Freight Activity Centers 

Transportation 

Access: Major access points to this FAC are from Australian Boulevard and 451
h Street. 

Freight Activity: 1-95, approximately one mile to the west of this FAC, has an AADTI greater than 500 or 

greater than six percent of all trips consisting of truck trips. No adjacent roadways have truck traffic 

reaching these levels. 

Old Okeechobee Road Industrial Area - Existing High FAC 

Please refer to Figure 9, #320 in the Appendix 

Land Use and Employment 

Existing and Future Land Use: The majority of parcels within 

this FAC are existing industrial land uses. The eastern half 

contains an industrial future land use designation. 

Industrial Employment: This site is within an extensive 

industrial employment area, among the largest in Palm 

Beach County, containing more than 250 industrial jobs per 

square mile. 

Transportation 

Access: Major access points to this FAC are from Okeechobee Boulevard, Old Okeechobee Road, 

Australian Avenue, and N. Florida Mange Road. The site abuts the 1-95/0keechobee Boulevard 

interchange. 

Freight Activity: 1-95, adjacent to this FAC, has an AADTI greater than 500 or greater than six percent of 

all trips consisting of truck trips. No adjacent roadways have truck traffic reaching these levels. 

Palm Beach International Airport- Existing High FAC 

Please refer to Figure 9, #340 in the Appendix 

Land Use and Employment 

Existing and Future Land Use: The northeastern-most 

portion ofthis FAC has an industrial future land use 

des ignation. This same area as well as a large portion of the 

airport site has existing industrial land uses. 

Industrial Employment: This site is not an area consisting of 

more than 250 industrial jobs per square mile. 

Transportation 

Access: Depending on the exact location within the FAC, major access points are from 1-95, SR 

80/Southern Boulevard, Okeechobee Boulevard, Military Trail and Australian Avenue. The site is also 

served by a rail spur connecting directly to the FEC corridor. 
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Existing and Emerging Freight Activity Centers 

Freight Activity: Surrounding roadways with AADTT greater than 500 and greater than six percent of all 

trips consisting of truck trips include 1-95 and Southern Boulevard (SR 80}. The table below represents 

additional cargo information for the Palm Beach Internationa l Airport. 

Palm Beach International 
12 Months Ending Jan 2013 

. I Landed we;ght I Ak Cacde' 

Total Cargo Tons (1) j' (thousands of lbs) : Operations (2) 
20,733 3,463,171 51,962 

I 
I 

.I 
I 

(1) Freight plus mail in US I 
Tons 

(2) Landin~s plus Takeoff~ j 

Source: PALM BEACH I NTERNATIONA L AIRPORTTRAFFIC REPORT for the period ended 

January 2013 

Lake Worth Industrial Area- Existing Medium FAC 

Please refer to Figure 9, #370 in the Appendix 

Land Use and Employment 

Existing and Future Land Use: While none of this area has 

an industrial future land use designation, nearly all of the 

parcels contained in this FAC are existing industrial land 

uses. 

Industrial Employment: This FAC is within a fairly large area 

containing more than 250 industrial jobs per square mile, 

extending from Congress Avenue to US 1. 

Transportation 

Access: Major access points are from 101
h Avenue North 

and Lake Worth Road. Additionally, the site is adjacent to the l-95/101
h Avenue North interchange. The 

site is also served by a rail spur connecting directly to the FEC corridor. 

Freight Activity: 1-95, which acts as the eastern border of this FAC, has an AADTT greater than 500 and 

greater than six percent of all trips are truck trips. 
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V. Broward County 

Pompano Beach Industrial Area- Existing High FAC 

Please refer to Figure 10, #420, 430, 440, & 450 in the 

Appendix 

Land Use and Employment 

Existing and Future Land Use: This area has among the 

largest concentration of land with both existing and future 

land use designations of industrial. It also contains among 

the highest amounts of industrial building square footage 

within District Four. 

Industrial Employment: The entire FAC as well as 

surrounding areas contain more than 250 industrial jobs 

per square mile. 

Transportation 

Access: This FAC conglomeration is served by 1-95, Florida's Turnpike, Sample Road, Copans Road, 

Atlantic Boulevard, Dr. Martin Luther King Boulevard/Coconut Creek Parkway, Powerline Road, and 

Military Trail/North Andrews Avenue. 

Freight Activity: A number of surrounding roadways have an AADT greater than 500 and greater than 

six percent of all trips consisting of truck trips, including 1-95, Florida's Turnpike, Copans Road, Dr. 

Martin Luther King Boulevard/Coconut Creek Parkway, Powerline Road, and Military Trail/North 

Andrews Avenue. 

Fort Lauderdale Executive Airport-Existing Low FAC 

Please Refer to Figure 10, #460 in the Appendix 

Land Use and Employment 

Existing and Future Land Use: This FAC has a centralized 

concentration with industrial existing land uses and a small 

area with an industrial future land use designation. Much of 

the area away from the airport has neither an existing nor 

future industrial land use designation. 

Industrial Employment: The entire FAC as well as surrounding areas contain more than 250 industrial 

jobs per square mile. 

Transportation 

Access: Major access to this FAC is from Commercial Boulevard, NW 62nd Street, Powerline Road and 

McNab Road. The eastern boundary is adjacent to 1-95. 
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Freight Activity: There is no air cargo serving this airport therefore the industrial activities are light and 

should consider this site as an existing low FA C. Surrounding roadways with an AADTI greater than 500 

and greater than six percent of all trips consisting of truck trips include Commercial Boulevard and NW 

62nd Street. 

Port Everglades Industrial Area - Existing High FAC 

Please refer to Figure 10, #520 in the Appendix 

Land Use and Employment 

Existing and Future Land Use: There is a concentration of 

existing industrial land uses in this FAC but the area is not 

characterized by industrial future land use designations. 

Industrial Employment: The entire FAC as well as surrounding 

areas contain more than 250 industrial jobs per square mile. 

Transportation 

Access: This FAC is at the eastern terminus of 1-595. Major 

access to the site is from US 1, SE lih Street and Eller Drive (which extends eastward from the end of 1-

595. The site is also served by a rail spur connecting directly to the FEC corridor. 

The table below provides additional information on the ports deep water access. 

Port Everglades 

Total Cargo Port Depth Deep Draft 

Port tons feet 

Everglades 21,920,639' 42 Yes 

Sources: Port (of Palm Beach) Cumulative All-Cargo Tonnage FY-2012, Port Everglades Waterborne 

Commerce Chart FY 2011-2002 (Unaudited, Revised 3/27 /2012), Port of Fort Pierce Master Plan Update 

Phase I (June 2012), Port of Palm Beach Master Plan Update 2012-2022, Port Everglades Master Plan, and 

Florida DOT Sea ports (http:/ /www.dot.state.fl .us/sea port/sea map.shtm) 

Freight Activity: The 2035 Broward Transformation LRTP's Cost Feasible Plan identifies a need for 

approximately 42 freight, seaport, and airport improvement projects. 1-595 and SW 241
h Street are 

nearby roadways with an AADTI greater than 500 and greater than six percent of all trips consisting of 

truck trips. The table below provides additional information on cargo concerning Port Everglades. 

Port Everglades 

FY-2011 
Container Cargo Petroleum Bulk Cargo , Break Bulk Cargo RO/RO-FLO/FLO TOTAL ALL CARGO 

CARGO TONNAGE 5, 787,961 15, 325,199 531,572 94,921 180,986 21,920,639 

(tons) I 

Source: Port: Evcrgladu W~terborne Commerce Chart FV 2011·2002 (Unaudited. Revised 3/27/2012) 
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1-595/Fiorida's Turnpike Industrial Area- Existing High FAC 

Please refer to Figure 10, #500 in the Appendix 

Land Use and Employment 

Existing and Future Land Use: The majority of parcels within this 

FAC are existing industrial land uses. This area does not contain an 

industr ial future land use designation. 

Industrial Employment: The entire FAC as well as surrounding 

areas contain more than 250 industrial jobs per square mile. 

Transportation 

Access: This site is adjacent to the interchange between 1-595 and 

Florida's Turnpike and 1-595 and SR 7. Direct access to this area is 

from SR 7. 

Freight Activity: Florida's Turnpike, an adjacent facility, has an AADTT greater than 500 and greater than 

six percent of all trips consisting of truck trips. 

Fort Lauderdale-Hollywood International Airport- Existing High FAC 

Please refer to Figure 10, #510 in the Appendix 

Land Use and Employment 

Existing and Future Land Use: This FAC has an existing 

industrial land use. 

Industrial Employment: This area is characterized as having 

more than 250 industrial jobs per acre, as is much of the 

surrounding area. 

Transportation 

Access: This site is adjacent to the 1-595/1-95 interchange 

and also has access from US 1. 

Freight Activity: Surrounding roadways with an AADTT greater than 500 and greater than six percent of 

all trips consisting of truck trips include 1-95 and 1-595. The table below describes a significant number 

of freight and air cargo serving the airport. 

Fort Lauderdale/Hollywood International 
2012 Summary 

Total Cargo Tons .Air Freight (Tons) US Mail (Tons) 

97,059.20 94,354.80 2, 704.40 

So urce : M o nt h ly Statistica I Summary for Ja nuary 2013 
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Miramar Industrial Area -Existing Medium FAC 

Please refer to Figure 10, #550 in the Appendix 

Land Use and Employment 

Existing and Future Land Use: Existing industrial land uses 

are scattered throughout this FAC. 

Industrial Employment: All of this FAC contains more than 

250 industrial jobs per square mile. 

Transportation 

Access: This site is adjacent to the Homestead Extension 

of Florida's Turnpike and has direct access from Miramar Parkway, Pa lm Avenue, 111A and Flamingo 

Road. 

Freight Activity: Surrounding roadways with an AADTT greater than 500 and greater than six percent of 

all trips consisting of truck trips include Miramar Parkway, lllA and Palm Avenue. 
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APPENDIX 

csx 
2011 

I 
carloads of freight i 
(in Florida) 1 ,057 ,000 

Source : CSX Florida 2012 Fact Sheet 

Figure 1: CSX Freight Information 

FEC 

2012 

Highest u!! lization r~te- 2006 

23 thro~_~h f!"ei~ht trains 

4local freight trains . -- l 
Source : Environmental Assessment for 

the All Aboard Florida Passenger Rail 

Project 

Figure 2: FEC Freight Information 

Seaports 

Total Cargo Port Depth 

Port 

Everglades 

Fort Pierce 

Pa lm Beach 

tons/yr ! 
I 

21,920,639• 

I 
358,000, 

2,056,253 

feet 

42 
I 

22 

I . . . - ; 

Deep Draft 

Yes 

No 

Yes 

' Sources: Port (of Palm Beach) Cumulative All-Ca rgo Tonnage FY-2012, Port Everglades Waterborne 

Commerce Chart FY2011-2002 (Unaudited, Revised 3/27 /2012), Port of Fort Pierce Master Plan Update 
Phase I (June 2012), Port of Palm Beach Master Plan Update 2012-2022, Port Everglades Master Plan, a nd 

Florida DOT Seaports (http://www.dot.stat e.fl .us/sea port/sea map.shtm) 

Figure 3: Cargo, Depth and Deep Draft information for the Ports of Palm Beach, Everglades and Fort Pie rce 
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I 

Airports 

I Total Cargo 

Airport 

Fort Lauderdale I 
Hollywood 

International 

Palm Beach 

International 

tons/yr 

97,059 

20,733 

Sources: PALM BEACH INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT 
TRAFFIC REPORT January 2013 and Monthly Statistical 

Summary for January 2013 

Figure 4 : Summary Table for Airport Cargo 

Seaports 

Total Cargo 

Port tons/yr 
I 

Everglades 21,920,639, 

Fort Pierce 358,000 

Palm Beach 2,056,253 

Port Depth Deep Draft 

feet 

I 

42. Yes 

22 No 

33 Yes 
I 

I - l I . I I - . -I 
I Sources : Port (of Pa lm Beach) Cumulative All-Cargo Tonnage FY-2012, Port Everglades Waterborne 
Commerce Chart FY 2011-2002 (Unaudited, Revi sed 3/27 /2012), Port of Fort Pierce Ma ster Plan Update 

Phase 1 (June 2012), Port of Palm Beach Master Plan Update 2012-2022, Port Everglades Master Plan, and 

Florida DOT Seaports (http://www.dot.st ate .fl.us/seaport/sea map.shtm) 

Figure S: Summary Table for Seaport Cargo, Depth and Draft 
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Key Fre ight Activity Centers- Rail Access 

I 

Indian River County 
1'vero Beach Municipal Airport 

I I 
.! ' -
I St. Lucie County 

2, St. Lucie County lnterna!ional Airport 

3 Fort Pierce Indian River Terminal 

4 1 Fort Pierce Walmart Distribution Center 

1 Palm Beach County . 

5 Belle Glade Municipal Airport 

6 Port of Palm Beach Area 

7, Mangonia Park Tri -Rail Station Industrial Area 

' 810id Okeechobee Road Industrial Area 

9jPalm Bt;!ach International Airport 

10 Lake Worth Industrial Area 

1 Broward County 

1
11 Pompano Beach Industrial Concentration 

I 12! Fort Lauderdale Executive Airport Industrial Area 
1 13 1-595/Fiorida's Turnpike Industrial Area 

' Fort Lauderdale-Hollywood International Airport 

14 Industrial Area 

lS' Port Everglades Industrial Area 

~ 16 Miramar Commerce Parkway Industrial Area 

Figure 6: Rail Access for Key Freight Activity Centers 
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Intensity Level ; Existing Rail Access 
1 

Emerging 

I 
I 

Emeq~ing 1 

Existing Medium 

Existing High I 

Existing Medium 

Existing Hi~h 
Existing High 

~xi~tin~ Hi~h 

Existing High 

Ex isting Medium 

' 
Existin~ High I 
Existing High I 

Existing High
1 

Existing High 

Existing High 

Ex isting Medium 

No 

No 

Yes 

No 

Yes 

Yes , 

Yes 

No 

No 
Yes; 

Yes 1 

Yes 

No 

Yes 

Yes 

No 
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Figure 8: FACs in St. Lucie, Martin and Palm 8each Counties 
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Figure 9: FACs in Palm Beach County 
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IND/J.NRNER I 

8ROWO.RD 

Figure 11: 55 FACs Identified in District 4 
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PALM BEACH 

O;:t,nBreetr 
Stuatl 

t ICI~fll. LJI.:>liiUUUUII I'VUI.C 

FREIGHT ACTIVITY CENTER INTE 

Existing, High 

Existing, Medium 

Exist1ng, Low 

Emerging 

Seaports (SIS) 

1:1 Airports (SIS) 

FREIGHT ACTIVITY C 

10 Sobo•lon Municipol Airport 

20 Stbll(ianlndultrfaiAr•• 

30 &stt•straet lndUttriaiAree 

40 53'"to 5?ihStreet lndullriaiArea 

50 45" to49' 'Streot lndu•rloiAroa 

60 V.ro Beech Municipel Airport 

65 CVSOi•rlbutionCentor 

70 t21 t~ Street lndtutriaiArea 

80 St. Lucio County lnttrnotlonol Airt 

90 Fort P ierce Indian River Terminal 

100 Enterpr ise Road lndutt rial Aree 

110 FermaraMarket RoadlndultrlalAr 

120 Solvltz/GiodesCut 011 Rood Indus 

130 Fort PierceW.Im~rt Di• r ibutlonC 

140 Mi-y/ GiodesCut 011 Roodlndu• 

150 St. Lucia\Ntl( lndul( riaiArel 

160 Mort in Highwlly/l-95lndu• rlol Art 

170 lndlantov.n lndultrlat Ar11 

180 Wlliam P. GMnnAirport 

190 Pratt W.ltnoyRood/Batllne High 

200 Jupiter Porklndu• rill Aroo 

210 Co!Mltrco .,.Y lnduM rioiAru 

220 V\81 er Tower Road lndu• riel Area 

230 1-95/ Biue Heron Rood North lndu• 

240 Oyer Boulevard lndul(rii1Artl 

250 1-95/ Blue Heron Rood Soul hInduS! 

260 Aullr~li anAvenue/W 1S'hStreet I 

270 Port of PalmBtlchArtl 

280 CongreasAvenue/SR 710 In dull ria 

290 Mangonia Park Tri·RaiiStatlonln( 

300 Bectronles.,.y lndu•rloiAru 

310 BelloGiode Munieipol Airport 

320 Old Okoochobte Roodlndu• rlol At 

330 Ponderosalndultril l Park 

340 Palm Beach lnt ern at ionelAJrport 

350 Pioneer Industrial Park 

360 GfadesArea lnla nd Logllt lcsCente 

370 Loke 'oo'.brthlndu•rioiArll 

380 Publlx Super Market Di•r l<t Cent 

390 Hotlond Orivolndu•riol Park 

400 MilltoryTroiUSWtO''IndullriaiAr 

410 Co!Mllrce Park ol Coral Springs 

425 Pompano Beach Industrial Concer1 

« O North Andrewalndul(rla l Concent1 

450 Soul h Andrewslndu• riel Content 

460 Fort lauderdale &eeutiveAirport 

470 Corrvnerciat Bouleverdl SrNgrass 

480 SawgraasCorporate Park-My lndtJ 

490 V\l!lllon lndull riai Area 

500 1-595/ Aorldo'sTurnplko lndu•rial 

510 Fort Lauder.,e-Holtywood Intern 

520 Port EverglodeslndullrlaiAreo 

530 Sheridan Strea1J SawgraiSExPf•• 

540 Pembroke Park lndullriaiArtl 

550 Miramar Convnerce P1tkway lndu 
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