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MARTIN METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION (MPO) 

BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN ADVISORY COMMITTEE (BPAC) MEETING 

MINUTES  

Wednesday June 9, 2014 – 5:00 P.M. 

2351 SE Monterey Road 

  Stuart, FL 34996 

(772) 221-1498 
 

1.  CALL TO ORDER  

Ms. Joan Moore, Chair, called the meeting to order at 5:00 P.M. 
 

2.  ROLL CALL 

Members in Attendance: 

Joan Moore, Chair 

Ken Natoli, Vice-Chair 

Tom Dettloff 

Julie Preast 

Jan Foselli 

Edward Vossen 

Cheryl Lenartiene (Arrived 5:08 p.m.) 

Bill Schell 

Jennifer Fierman, FDOT (Ex-Officio) (Arrived 5:17 p.m.) 
 

Excused Members 

Steve Schimmel 

Hal Forslund 

Jim Hudson 

Ronald Shewmaker 

 

Members Not In Attendance: 

John Mildenberger 

Officer Brian Bossio, (Ex-Officio) 

Matthew McBride (Ex-Officio) 

Officer James C. Brooks (Ex-Officio) 

Eric Cerniglia (Ex-Officio) 
 

Staff in Attendance: 

Beth Beltran, MPO Administrator  

Bonnie Landry, Senior Planner 

Murriah Dekle, Planner II 

Luke Lambert, Assistant Transportation Planner 

Margaret Brassard, Administrative Assistant II 
 

Others in Attendance: 

Vikas Jain, T. Y. Lin 

Joseph Yesbeck, T. Y. Lin 
 

A quorum was present for the meeting. 
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3. APPROVE AGENDA  

Ms. Dekle advised that an additional set of minutes needed to be added to this Agenda 

for approval. 
 

A motion to approve the Agenda as amended was made by Ms. Julie Preast.  The 

motion was seconded by Mr. Bill Schell.  There were no objections.  The motion 

passed unanimously.   
 

4. APPROVE MINUTES 

A motion to approve the February 10, 2014 minutes was made by Ms. Julie Preast.  

The motion was seconded by Mr. Ed Vossen.  There were no changes to the 

minutes.  The motion passed unanimously. 
 

Mr. Tom Dettloff made a motion to approve the Joint Citizen’s/Bicycle-Pedestrian 

and Technical Advisory Committees (CAC/BPAC/TAC) Meeting minutes dated 

April 7, 2014.  Mr. Ken Natoli provided a second.  There were no additions or 

corrections.  The motion passed unanimously. 
 

5. AGENDA ITEMS  
 

A. 2014-2023 TRANSIT DEVELOPMENT PLAN (TDP) –MAJOR UPDATE  

Mr. Luke Lambert advised that the Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) 

recently received the third deliverable for the Transit Development Plan (TDP) 

which is the Plan recommendations.  The recommendations take into consideration 

all feedback, results from surveys and interviews as well as provide possible 

financial sources with which to fund the recommendations.  He advised that this is 

the final step prior to presentation for adoption by the MPO Board and approval of 

the Board of County Commissioners (BOCC).  Mr. Lambert introduced Mr. Vikas 

Jain and Joe Yesbeck with T. Y. Lin, the consultants, to present this item.  Mr. Jain 

provided a brief overview as to what he was going to be presenting to the 

committee consisting of the technical analysis; how they established the Vision 

Statement; Goals/Objections and Performance Measures; how the evaluation was 

conducted; the Capital Improvement Program (CIP) as well as the financial 

analysis and recommendations.  Mr. Dettloff inquired why this would be presented 

to the BPAC, as they have nothing to do with transit whereas he understands the 

connection of the CAC and TAC.  Mr. Lambert stated that pedestrian and cyclists 

are the first modes to transit.  The TDP covers a vast area inclusive of access to 

bus stops, adding that the BPAC input is as valuable as the CAC and TAC.  Mr. 

Jain proceeded with his presentation, advising that there were three public 

workshops held in different areas of the County which resulted in the following list 

of Transit Needs:  more frequent bus service; new routes; weekend service; 

branding/marketing; fare structure reform for students, seniors and veterans; 

improved access to bus stops, addressing American with Disabilities Act (ADA) 

issues; and on-board amenities such as WIFI.  Mr. Jain advised that there were 

Stakeholder interviews conducted which resulted in similar transit needs as 

expressed by the public.  He stated that in addition to the public requests the 
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Stakeholders’ desires were more specific suggesting that the new routes provide 

access to the beach, Palm City and Hobe Sound; that a Hub and Spoke System 

with a transit hub located in Stuart be developed; that regional connectivity to St. 

Lucie and Palm Beach be increased; and that there be an increased awareness of 

the existing transit services.  Mr. Jain stated that surveys were obtained from riders 

and non-riders which indicated a desire for weekend and evening service, new 

routes, shorter headways and bus shelters as well as increased awareness of the 

existing service.  He said that with all the public input gathered a vision statement 

for Martin was developed.  Mr. Jain said that in order to obtain their “vision” they 

would need to accomplish some goals so they made a list of goals and methods 

inclusive of performance measures in which they could be implemented and 

annually evaluated.  He suggested six alternatives that could be used in order to 

reach the goals:  Status Quo, More Frequent Bus Service, Weekday Service 

Expansion, Alternatives A and B, Weekend service Expansion Alternative B and 

the Hub and Spoke System which adds three routes.  (i.e. Hutchinson Island/Palm 

City/and (TCX) the Treasure Coast Express).  Mr. Dettloff inquired if the TCX 

route would connect to Tri-Rail.  Mr. Lambert answered affirmatively, stating that 

the TCX route connects to Palm Tran route 10 and a rider could connect to the 

Intermodal Center at Mangonia Park in West Palm Beach.  Mr. Jain continued 

describing the alternatives, and  presented the Financial Analysis using three 

scenarios stating that each may be increased incrementally:  Current Trend, 

Alternative, and Aggressive.  Mr. Jain reviewed the Capital and Operating revenue 

stream for each program financially from current time to 2023, and he provided a 

list of Potential Funding Sources to meet capital and operating budget deficits.  Mr. 

Dettloff stated that in some areas bus shelters are provided by private entities as 

marketing, and inquired if that had that been considered.  Mr. Jain said that some 

counties do that, it depends on the officials.  Mr. Lambert stated that would be up 

to the County if they were interested in making those types of partnerships.  Mr. 

Jain stated that the TDP does not have to be cost feasible, though they were asked 

to have the Plan be as realistic as possible.  He reminded the committee that the 

Plan is a requirement by Statute to obtain State funds, and it is to identify needs, 

which is what T.Y. Lin has accomplished with these recommendations.  Mr. Jain 

said that the recommendation shows that there are funds capable of funding the 

branding/marketing, continue the existing routes, some of the minor 

improvements, begin the TCX service as it is partially funded, as well as expand 

the Park and Ride (PNR) lot at mile marker 133.  He said as funds become 

available, more aggressive projects could be funded.  Mr. Jain stated that he would 

take any questions at this time.  Mr. Natoli asked as to the number of seats on the 

bus and the number of riders.  It was determined that there are approximately 18 

seats on a bus with tie downs for two/three wheelchairs and an annual ridership of 

approximately 34,000.  Mr. Natoli asked what the average number of riders on the 

bus, to which Mr. Jain said it is between seven and 20 people a bus.  Mr. Natoli 

said the transit Plan sounds good, but if there are only four or five people on the 

bus it seems like a lot of funds for a few people.  Mr. Lambert added that ridership 

has grown since the County took over transit a few years ago.  Ms. Cheryl 

Lenartiene clarified that that ridership is like the chicken and the egg.  In order to 
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obtain more ridership and target commuters, the system has to expand so people 

can get to/from work or a location, but if there aren’t enough riders there’s no 

expansion; if the routes are restricted, they won’t get the ridership needed because 

riders cannot get to where they need to go, and if riders can’t get to where they 

need to go they won’t use the bus and expansion can’t happen.  She said that she 

moved so that she would be able to walk to work, however, she previously used 

the paratransit services.  It was a decision she needed to make to be more self-

sufficient and not rely on a system that may or may not be there for her.  Mr. 

Natoli requested ridership numbers again not in percentages as two people can 

constitute 100% and this information would help the consultants in this Plan.  Mr. 

Lambert said that the Indiantown Route is approximately 1,400 a month, Stuart 

Route 260, Treasure Coast Connector (TCC) is about 1,100.  Mr. Jain advised that 

page 27 of this report has more detailed information on ridership for those desiring 

to see other details.  Mr. Natoli stated that land use planning should be the factor 

driving transit, and those riders are people who do not choose to drive or ride a 

bike.  He stated that land use really needs to be modified to benefit people using all 

modes of transportation, from public transit, cycling or walking.  Ms. Preast is of 

the opinion that it is a very comprehensive work.  She stated that there is a public 

perception problem with few people using the buses, and that marketing and 

branding can be accomplished immediately without going into a deficit.  She said 

the bus stops are both a visual and physical queue.  Marketing and branding is 

needed to promote the awareness, possibly getting advertising monies to help 

obtain the bus shelters.  She stated that most transit organizations are in deficits but 

it may not be necessary to go to extremes on the deficit.  She mentioned that she 

does not see the Martin leadership being “all in” on the transit matters but she is of 

the opinion that the awareness portion is obtainable.  Ms. Moore agreed that it is 

unsettling as some of the leadership seems unaware of the transit needs for Martin.  

Mr. Jains concurred adding that marketing is number one on the list and each 

elected official has expressed that as a transit need.  It is the hopes that the stops 

can be made more distinctive in the future to attract the attention of the public.  

Ms. Preast asked where this document goes from here.  Mr. Lambert reminded the 

committee that it goes to the MPO and should they recommend it, it would go to 

the BOCC as it ultimately is the BOCC’s plan.  He added that the U. S. 1 Shelter 

Project is underway and you will start seeing them soon, as well as the shelters 

which have been constructed by the County in Indiantown with anticipation for a 

couple more in the near future which will improve awareness.  Mr. Dettloff noted 

in other areas that for long headway routes there are GPS displays on the shelters 

which advise of the time for the next bus which could be very important.  Ms. 

Lenartiene said that could be very expensive when a lot of information could be 

obtained from a cell phone.  Mr. Lambert reminded the committee that this 

information is on Google transit which would tell you what time the next bus is to 

arrive, he said you may check out “Real Time Location” on the cell phone for GPS 

locations.  Ms. Preast requested returning to a comment she made at a prior 

meeting regarding wheelchair tie downs as someone had to give up a chance to be 

on the bus as there were only two or three wheelchair tie downs and each were in 

use.  She asked if there could be vehicles designed which could seat an ambulatory 
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rider when needed, but could fold up and allow for a wheelchair tie down when 

not.  Mr. Lambert advised that it is in the Plan as the County is seeking to purchase 

buses that perform that maneuver to accommodate more wheelchairs.   
 

A motion to approve the TDP and forward it to the MPO was provided by 

Mr. Ken Natoli, and seconded by Ms. Julie Preast.  There was no additional 

discussion.  The vote was called and the motion passed unanimously.   
 

B. CONGESTION MANAGEMENT PLAN (CMP) – CORRIDOR TRAFFIC 

STUDY 

Ms. Landry advised that she was going to make this presentation due to an 

unforeseen event for the consultant.  She advised that Congestion Management 

Plan (CMP) is a systematic study to provide safe and effective management 

operation of transportation facilities.  She reminded the committee that there was a 

prior presentation which advised how the location was selected adding that the full 

boundaries are from East Ocean Boulevard to SE St. Lucie Boulevard and SE 

Monterey from Kingwood Terrance to East Ocean Boulevard.  The CMP promotes 

the use of demand reduction and operational strategies through improvement of 

street and land use connectivity to circumvent the use of a vehicle for each trip.  

She showed an overview of the area advising that Kimley-Horne, the consultants 

who performed the study, have identified mobility improvements via a walking 

audit which consisted of representatives from the City of Stuart, the County, 

Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) as well as the MPO.  Ms. Landry 

continued, stating that public involvement is paramount.  A workshop was held at 

the Blake Library for the local business to which staff hand delivered flyers, 

speaking to employees or owners requesting their attendance.  Ms. Landry added 

that two workshops were held, one each for the residents of 50+ communities of 

Vista Pines and Kingswood, as these areas will benefit directly.  She mentioned 

that a CMP toolbox was included which contains different strategies that may be 

used in this area whenever funds are available.  Ms. Landry said that resulting 

from the workshops connectivity was one of the major requests circumventing the 

residents from having to get on the major roadways.  She said that there are 

recommendations for additional sidewalks, more crosswalks, better connectivity 

between the businesses with improved access management and speed control.  Ms. 

Landry advised that motorists were traveling way over the posted rate of speed.  

She said that on Kingswood Terrace there are no sidewalks causing pedestrians to 

walk on the roadway, adding that a proposed improvement is the Kingwood 

Connector.  She showed the area where the connector will be located stating that 

this will be for all modes of transportation, but that the residents of Vista Pines 

specifically requested no vehicle access to their community but did agree to a 

shared use path to the connector.  It was noted that in the past residents in this area 

were not in agreement to have connectivity, however, with the passage of time, 

they have decided that it would be a benefit.  Ms. Landry showed a slide 

containing the proposed “Mid-block crossing,” providing a safe refuge, by means 

of a raised median in the center of the roadway.  Ms. Beltran pointed out the 

location of the proposed “Mid-block crossing” and stated that this proposed area 

currently has yellow lines, which are frequently illegally crossed by motorists.  It 
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was noted that having a raised median would enforce legal maneuvers.  Ms. Preast 

said that possibly the crosswalk grade should be raised like it in the downtown area 

to draw additional attention to it.  Ms. Landry answered Mr. Vossen that East 

Ocean is an FDOT roadway.  Mr. Vossen asked if the City or County would be 

able to place a pedestrian hump on an FDOT roadway, to which Ms. Fierman from 

FDOT stated that she would have to confer with the Traffic Operations 

Department as it was out of her purview.  Ms. Landry showed the Mid-block 

crosswalk and explained that it is staggered so that the pedestrian crosses only one 

direction at a time and is facing the direction which will be crossed providing for 

better visibility and safety.  Ms. Fierman clarified that this “two stage crossing” 

when pedestrian activated, causes one side to have to stop, when they get to the 

center that traffic is allowed to continue and the other side will have to stop when 

the button is activated allowing the pedestrian to complete the crossing of the 

roadway.  Ms. Lenartine stated that she would be walking in a straight line to cross 

the street and this could be difficult for a non-sighted person to traverse.  Ms. 

Fierman clarified that there is a more wheelchair accessible walkway, which could 

be implemented and any walkway can be upgraded to fit the needs of the 

community for hearing or sight impaired.  Ms. Preast stated that the nice thing 

about the two step crossing is that only one direction of traffic is stopped at a time 

and only when the person is visible to the motorist.  It was noted that having the 

flashing sign is a desirable visual queue and has helped in other areas.  Ms. Landry 

continued stating that the “No turn on red” is recommended for the intersection of 

Monterey and East Ocean.  Discussion ensued about the “No Turn on Red” sign at 

that intersection.  The traffic study confirmed that the intersection did not fail with 

that “No Turn” modification but concern was expressed as to the potential for 

vehicle back up.  Ms. Landry advised that another recommendation for that corner 

is to remove the left turn lane from Monterey and combine it with the through lane 

into Smithfield Plaza.  Mr. Dettloff said that combination lanes that go straight or 

turn are extremely scary for cyclists as people often do not signal which direction 

they are going.  Ms. Moore suggested if they combine the left and straight lanes, 

they should increase the time span as there will be more vehicles vying for the 

same amount of time.  Ms. Landry advised that another recommendation is the 

Leading Pedestrian Interval (LPI) which means that the walk signal is activated for 

the pedestrians prior to the vehicles receiving the turn signal.  This provides the 

pedestrians a head start to visually position themselves within the crosswalk before 

motorists get the light.  Ms. Lenartine said that for the visually impaired an audible 

signal would need to be installed in order to know when to walk if the LPI were to 

be implemented.  Mr. Dettloff made the comment that as confusing as Monterey 

Road and Dixie Highway are there are few accidents since that “No Right Turn on 

Red” has been implemented.  Ms. Landry reminded the committee that all of this 

will not be implemented at the same time. It’s an overview of all the 

recommendations.  Ms. Preast inquired about grant monies.  Ms. Landry advised 

that the Transportation Improvement Plan (TIP) has annual funding for CMP 

strategies so if it is in the report it will be eligible for funding within the next five 

years.  Mr. Dettloff noted that page 35 lists a chart of Crashes by 

Intersection/Roadway, there are a lot of accidents on Monterey-Ocean/Ocean-
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Monterey-St. Lucie.  The Monterey-Dixie corridor is much more complicated, but 

having that “No Right on Red” makes a big difference.  Ms. Landry said that the 

access management on Ocean will help as there are too many driveway cut outs 

which increases the possibility of pedestrian/cyclist contact.  Mr. Dettloff stated 

that this area needs to be re-engineered.  Discussion ensued about the medians or 

islands and the improvements that could make the area safer.  Mr. Natoli stated 

that as big as Kimley-Horne is he was surprised that they could not have someone 

here to make this presentation.  Ms. Landry reminded the committee that it was a 

last minute emergency, the consultant was on the way to the emergency room 

when he called to cancel.  She stated that a substitute would not have had time to 

get here as it was about 4:30 PM and they are in Ft. Lauderdale.  Ms. Landry said 

if anyone has any technical comments or questions, they may email them to staff 

who can forward them to the consultant for a response.  She stated that this will be 

presented to the MPO Board and you are welcomed to come to this meeting to hear 

the presentation.  Mr. Natoli said that the connectivity slide that was presented 

showing the disconnect/connect, even with these improvements, this area will still 

be disconnected.  Ms. Landry said that convincing the condos to connect at all was 

a big step.  Mr. Natoli said a drive connection needs to be placed in Vista Pines, as 

very few people will walk that distance noting that people are not going to want to 

be driving through Vista Pines but the residents would definitely benefit from it.  

He said that Monterey really needs to be slowed down and a lot of treatments are 

needed.  Ms. Landry advised that having the median in front of the Administration 

Building will help that a lot.  She mentioned that by providing the connectivity at 

Kingswood Terrance, it increases the traffic count which will warrant a traffic 

signal at the Kingwood Terrace/Monterey Road intersection.  Residents have 

desired that for years, and it will slow traffic as well as promote safety.  Ms. Preast 

agreed with Mr. Natoli stating that more complete street/lane reduction strategies 

should be implemented, landscaped medians, and do away with the bi-directional 

lanes.  This will make for a better, safer level of service roadway while promoting 

a safer quality of life.  Ms. Dekle said that lane reduction was not included in the 

tool box but she will follow up.  Ms. Preast suggested that Mr. Dan Burden from 

Fort Lauderdale should review these suggestions prior to finalizing this project as 

he may offer additional enlightenments to this project.  Ms. Landry reminded the 

committee that the recommendations are broad as the study is only conceptual at 

this point and will require additional study, though it has been met with 

cooperation from residents, businesses and the City of Stuart.  She included that 

the City of Stuart staff has agreed to work with the Smithfield Center in an effort 

to connect with Seven-11, Subway and Dunkin’ Donuts as they would be capable 

of relieving stress from Ocean Boulevard.  Ms. Landry stated that a good thing is 

that through the CMP some of these efforts could be funded within five years.   
 

A motion was made by Ms. Julie Preast to approve and forward the CMP 

Corridor Study to the MPO Board for approval.  Ms. Cheryl Lenartine 

offered a second.  The vote was called.  No additional comments were made.  

The vote passed unanimously.   
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C. PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT PLAN (PIP) AMENDMENT-PUBLIC TRANSIT 

PROGRAM OF PROJECTS (POP)  

Ms. Landry advised that this is a public involvement plan for a post amendment to 

include the public involvement for the public transit Program of Projects (POP).  

She advised that the Board of County Commissioners (BOCC) are the recipients of 

5307 funding for public transportation.  As the recipient of this grant, Martin 

County Public Transit (MCPT) is subject to review by the Federal Transit 

Administration (FTA).  The audit took place in 2013 and the BOCC was found to 

be deficient in their public involvement of their POP.  In March, 2014, the Director 

of the Engineering Department, Mr. Don Donaldson, requested assistance from the 

MPO in completing the public involvement elements required to circumvent future 

deficiencies.  Specifically, the MPO was requested to consider amending their 

Public Involvement Plan (PIP) to include a statement that the Martin MPO PIP 

would satisfy the public participation requirements for the MCPT’s POP, as well 

as include similar language in the annual Transportation Improvement Plan (TIP) 

advertisement. Staff prepared proposed language and presented it to the MPO 

Board in April.  The concept was approved and staff was directed to proceed with 

the required 45 day advertisement period to amend the TIP.  Though this has been 

approved by the MPO it is being brought through the committees to ensure 

concurrence and if approved, will return to the MPO Board for final approval in 

June.  Ms. Moore stated that basically the County is requesting that the MPO “do it 

for them.”  Ms. Landry affirmed.  Ms. Preast asked how staff felt about having to 

perform this task and if the MPO was being reimbursed for it.  Ms. Beltran advised 

that staff researched this matter prior to taking this to the Board and it was learned 

that out of the 27 Florida MPOs only two of them actually assist the local transit 

agencies with this matter. FDOT’s Central Office was very unfamiliar with it 

though it’s not like new ground is being broken.  She said that the proposed 

language in the PIP mirrors language used by the Sarasota-Manatee MPO.  Ms. 

Preast inquired if the MPO was being reimbursed for this task or staff time, to 

which Ms. Beltran stated, “no”.  Ms. Preast noted that since the MPO has approved 

it, it is a done deal.  Ms. Landry stated that the MPO has approved the concept, but 

has to approve the final.  Ms. Beltran said that they have approved the concept but 

the amendment of the PIP cannot be adopted until it goes through the public 

review period which as Ms. Landry mentioned is happening now.  Ms. Landry 

advised that it also has to go through the advisory committees to get their 

recommendations.  Ms. Preast asked if the committee could request reimbursement 

of staff time.  Ms. Beltran said that the committee could make any 

recommendations they desired.   
 

Ms. Preast made a motion to recommend approval of the Amendment to the 

MPO’s Public Involvement Plan (PIP) to include the public transit’s Program 

of Projects (POP) provided that the MPO staff is reimbursed for their time.  

Ms. Beltran commented that the County does not charge the MPO rent as they are 

the host agency.  Mr. Natoli stated that possibly an exchange of favors may 

transpire someday.  Ms. Landry said we will be helping them out, it’s like an I owe 

you (IOU).  Mr. Shell added a healthy IOU.  Ms. Preast withdrew her motion as 

staff would not be paid for this favor.   
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Mr. Ken Natoli made a motion to approve the Amendment to the MPO’s 

Public Involvement Plan (PIP) to include the public transit’s Program of 

Projects (POP).  The motion was seconded by Ms. Jan Foselli.  The motion 

passed without additional comments. 
 

D. EAST COAST GREENWAY (ECG) GAP ANALYSIS 

Ms. Dekle advised that a special meeting was recently held about the East Coast 

Greenway (ECG) from which a draft list of alignments has been developed which 

should be pursued with the City of Stuart and the County.  She stated a quorum wasn’t 

available at the meeting but this alignment will require an official motion.  She said that 

the committee can discuss what was addressed a couple of weeks ago to make decisions 

as to which projects we plan to move forward.  Ms. Dekle stated that at the next 

meeting, we can look at which projects we want to move forward and tweak them to 

see which projects may be included with the ECG.  She advised that Mr. Herb Hiller 

with the ECG Alliance and Mr. Bret Baronak, from the Palm Beach MPO were in 

attendance so we tried to build on the momentum from the recent dedication of the 

Seabranch ECG pathway.  Ms. Dekle advised that she has met with Mr. Dettloff and 

they reviewed the draft list identifying some areas into different tier levels.  She stated 

that she would like to hear from the committee as to what direction this discussion 

should take, what discussions should be made with the City, the County possibly the 

Florida East Coast (FEC) Railroad and other various partners.  She noted that the 

biggest challenge will be crossing the St. Lucie River and which bridge should be 

crossed.  Mr. Natoli stated that it is up to the committee but this list is missing 

connections in the downtown area as well as going south on Willoughby.  He said that 

the third missing item is ground truthing photos which should be provided by this 

committee, adding that he has some photos at this time.  Mr. Natoli advised that 

downtown will be the toughest section and if a bicycle path could be hung from the 

little bridge that would be perfect, but going through downtown will be difficult.  Ms. 

Dekle stated that the committee has identified the gaps and that the northern section has 

the Perimeter Parkway which is a good opportunity as the City has recently acquired 

the Haney Watershed Project, and due to the wetland issues the City will have to use 

their own funds.  She advised of the different areas discussed with the pros and cons of 

each.  Ms. Dekle stated that a Joint City/County resolution was brought to her attention 

by Mr. Chuck Baraclaugh recently which collectively provides support from the elected 

officials.  She suggested that the resolution be renewed.  Ms. Jennifer Fierman, from 

FDOT, stated that FDOT would like each District to consider bike route alignments on 

U. S. 1 throughout the State and they are working on this using geographic information 

system (GIS).  Ms. Fierman acknowledged that this will be different from the 

Greenways, but they will overlap in some areas so we can work on this together.  Ms. 

Fierman stated that this will not consist of constructing new facilities; it will be more of 

a destination type of thing that central office hopes to have completed by September, 

2014.  She stated that each District was supplied with some GIS feeder information 

with which they need to complete the gaps.  Ms. Moore advised that as a cyclist she 

would not want to have anything to do with U. S. 1, the committee agreed with her 

sentiments.  Mr. Shell said he would prefer a ride more like Seabranch as opposed to U. 

S. 1, adding that a route needn’t go through downtown as that could result in injuries or 
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fatalities.  Mr. Natoli said that this matter will need to be discussed at a subcommittee 

meeting.  Ms. Dekle advised that July or August would be good months to hold a 

meeting.  Ms. Preast inquired if the committee would be allowed to be on a bus or van 

together to see these areas and discuss them together.  Ms. Beltran stated that the 

County Attorneys’ Office would have to answer that question.  Ms. Preast stated that 

representative from the FEC, as well as the City will need to be there as they are 

familiar with their right-of-way.  Mr. Natoli added that the railroad also is important as 

there are areas that if we had five feet it would be great.  Mr. Natoli also wanted to 

consider the potential of Willoughby through the Atlantic Ridge to Bridge Road.  Mr. 

Shell stated that Martin would have access to Lake Okeechobee and that’s an 

opportunity we should pursue for those traveling along the East Coast, they may want 

to see the Lake as a spur.  Mr. Dettloff mentioned that a lot of cyclists in the area of the 

locks are interested in campsites.   He stated that Cove Road is needing a re-do and it 

could get a cyclist over to Seabranch which is already dedicated.  Mr. Natoli stated that 

this could give Martin something to get excited about.  It was noted that going through 

the Atlantic Ridge was a lot of wetlands and would be very difficult.   Mr. Natoli said 

with enough maps that he could design a trial through there even if a few bridges are 

needed it would be beautiful as well as generate tourism.  Mr. Shell advised of a recent 

trip he took in North Carolina which went through an area like this and it was 

spectacular.  Ms. Dekle advised that she will send a Doodle to the committee to 

determine when the next meeting can be held to discuss this more but she wants to 

discuss some action things that can be happening between now and then.  Ms. Preast 

would like someone to see if the conservation parcels [the Atlantic Ridge area] could be 

used as it’s a great idea.  She would like to know if the idea is feasible at all to not 

waste a lot of time on it.  Ms. Dekle said she would follow up with people in the 

County as they could inform her as to the land use.  Ms. Preast said that in Citizenry 

polls it’s been noted that Martin has a lot of conservation lands but no way to access it. 

She added that this could solve that access issue and support from leadership is needed 

so that we don’t have all these beautiful green places that no one can see.  Ms. Dekle 

answered Mr. Dettloff that Cove Road in not currently funded in the TIP, there is a 

Cove Road widening Project in the Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP) in fiscal 

year (FY) 2035.  Ms. Beltran stated that it was on the LRTP FY 2021-2025 and it made 

the List of Project Priorities last year, but there were some Board members who spoke 

strongly against it.  She said that the FY 2040 Plan is moving forward.  The contract 

will go before the MPO Board at the end of June and when the model is completed that 

will tell us whether the widening will be necessary or not.  Mr. Natoli said to take 

pictures if you want to see anything happen on Cove Road.  Mr. Dettloff said it’s one of 

the worse roads around as there is traffic and no shoulder.  Mr. Natoli mentioned that 

the complexity of Cove Road changes once it crosses U. S. 1 and goes to the CRA.   He 

added that Dixie Highway is another area that pictures are needed to bring ideas to the 

committee.  Mr. Natoli said though there may be challenges, some ideas are worth 

trying to obtain.  He requested that Ms. Dekle follow up on the Willoughby idea going 

through the preserve, noting that there probably will be some private property issues 

before getting into Jonathan Dickenson State Park.  Ms. Dekle said she’ll follow up, 

send a Doodle to get everyone’s time availability, this lone item will be work shopped 

in order to make a plan and we’ll see what can come of it.   
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6. COMMENTS FROM COMMITTEE MEMBERS 

Ms. Preast said that years ago, Mr. Val Martin with the CAC, suggested a railroad 

overpass on Monterey Road.  She said with the eminence of All Aboard Florida coming 

through, in order to accommodate getting people to the hospital that are west of the 

tracks, Martin will need to have at least one railroad overpass.  Ms. Preast said that he 

had suggested Monterey Road, even had drawings, and she is of the opinion that the 

idea should be revisited.  
 

Ms. Moore asked for the status of the shoulder issue on Willoughby.  Ms. Dekle 

advised that the project manager in the Engineering Department, Mr. Paul Bangs, was 

unable to attend tonight’s meeting, but said that lack of funding is the reason there will 

not be a shoulder/bike lane.  Mr. Dettloff said that he too spoke with Mr. Bangs, and 

was advised that bike lane pavement will be placed on Willoughby between Martin 

High School, north of Indian Street and Pomeroy where there are four lanes of traffic, 

though it will not be a designated bike lane, only a four foot paved shoulder.  He said 

that south of Pomeroy where it narrows to one lane there will not be a shoulder at all, 

even though the road leads to a college, a hospital, and a library.  Surprised, Mr. Natoli 

said when BPAC voted on this project, it included bike lanes, now in construction, bike 

lanes are not included.  Mr. Dettloff pointed out that this is the most critical area as 

well.  Ms. Preast suggested that a motion be made to have a letter written on behalf of 

BPAC to push to have bike lanes added.  Ms. Moore said she spoke to Mr. Donaldson 

who advised her that there would be no paved shoulders or bike lanes in any of the 

resurfacing projects because there are no funds, even though it is in the Comp Plan.  

Mr. Dettloff stated that they are including the shoulders on the north section of 

Willoughby so there is connectivity, but south of Pomeroy a cyclist has nowhere to go.  

Ms. Beltran suggested as a first step, that Mr. Natoli, being a planner as well as the 

person spearheading the bike lane idea on Willoughby, speak to Mr. Bangs in an effort 

to learn what changed and why the bike lanes are not being constructed.  Ms. Preast 

said that the message relayed to Mr. Bangs should include that the area is also 

considered for the Greenway, not just local use.   
 

Ms. Moore provided a recap to the committee on the recent “Ride of Silence” saying 

that 175 cyclists participated in the six mile event.  She said that they hope to have 

better signage for the annual May event in the future. She also recapped the Jensen 

Beach Races held at Riverside Park, saying that it was well orchestrated with 

approximately 450 participants. 
 

Ms. Moore stated that she recently read a book currently in the libraries, “Life as a 

Wheel”.  She advised that it is about a cyclist who rode cross country when he was 39 

years old and again at 57 years of age adding that it is technical though very engaging.  
 

Mr. Natoli asked if the committee would like to write a letter to the MPO requesting 

that green right turn arrows be eliminated in Martin. Ms. Beltran suggested that it 

become an agenda item at a later meeting so staff will have time to speak to the Traffic 

Department and gather some facts.  
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7. COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC 

None. 
 

8. COMMENTS FROM FDOT 

Ms. Jennifer Fierman from FDOT provided a handout to the committee which lists all 

the projects coming up for scope review by various departments or organizations within 

three to six months.  She requested that the committee focus on the eight projects on 

Martin’s list as FDOT does meet with the locals during the scoping period and now is 

the time to make suggestions or bring ideas to the forefront.  She advised that Ms. 

Dekle is on the Electronic Review/Comment (ERC) system and any comment made on 

a project must be addressed so if you want a bike lane suggest it, and they will get back 

to you with the result or explanation as to why not.  Ms. Fierman noted that Martin’s 

list is short.  She said that the way the ERC works is that when a notification is received 

there are 30 days to review it.  She advised that she will pull this information quarterly, 

and present it at the next meeting.  The committee all agreed that there is a lot of debris 

on the bridges which can be very dangerous and needs to be cleaned up.  Ms. Fierman 

said that she will make this recommendation to FDOT maintenance.  Ms. Fierman said 

that she doesn’t see any scoping projects until FY2015-2016.  Ms. Preast asked if there 

were any right turn arrows, and one was located coming from Rio to East Ocean so that 

will be on the radar.  Ms. Preast asked if the right turn at the foot of the Lyons Bridge 

be eliminated.  Ms. Fierman advised that it depends on the nature of the project as if it’s 

a painting project the signals cannot be addressed.  Ms. Fierman said to look this over 

and if you see anything let her know, she’ll continue to provide this quarterly.   
 

9. NOTES  

Ms. Moore said to thank Mr. Luke Lambert, the Associate Planner, on behalf of the 

committee for getting the Martin bus routes and bicycle maps on Google.  Ms. Beltran 

advised that he has taken a job with the Palm Beach MPO and is leaving on Friday.   
 

10. NEXT MEETING  
Regular Meeting September 8, 2014. 

 

11. ADJOURN 

Seeing no additional information on the agenda the Chair adjourned the meeting at 7:25 

p.m.  RONR (10
th

 ed.). p.350,I.16-17. 
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