
MARTIN METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION 

POLICY BOARD MEETING Martin County Board of 
County Commissioner Chambers 

2401 S.E. Monterey Road 
Stuart, FL 34996 
(772) 221-1498 

www.martinmpo.com 
Monday, Sept. 17, 2012@ 9:00a.m 

Minutes 

1. CALL TO ORDER. 
The meeting was called to order by Chairman Doug Smith at 9:00 AM. 

2. PRAYER - Pastor Rick Addison, The Grace Place 

3. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

4. ROLLCALL 

Martin MPO Minutes 

Members in Attendance: 
Doug Smith, Martin County Board of County Commissioners 
Tom Bausch, Town of Sewall's Point Commissioner 
Eula R. Clarke, City of Stuart Commissioner 
Kelli Glass-Leighton, City of Stuart Commissioner (arrived 9:10a.m.) 
Edward Ciampi, Martin County Board of County Commissioners 
Patrick Hayes, Martin County Board of County Commissioners 

Members Excused: 
Sarah Heard, Martin County Board of County Commissioners 
Jack Kelly, (Ex-Officio) Councilman, CityofPort St. Lucie 

Members Absent: 
Guy Parker, (Ex-Officio), Indiantown 

Staff in Attendance: 
Beth Beltran, MPO Administrator 
Margaret H. Brassard, Administrative Specialist II 
Michael Malham, Planner II 

Others in Attendance: 
Pastor Rick Addison 
Julie Preast 
Arlene Tanis, FOOT 
Pat Glass, FOOT 
JeffNovotny, American Consulting 
Andrew Nunez, American Consulting 
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Bob Wallace, Tindale-Oiiver 
Sade M. Gordon, Scripps Newspaper 
Kim Delaney, TCRPC 
Paul Nicoletti, City of Stuart 
Bob Kellogg, Town of Sewalls Point 

A quorum was present for this meeting. 

5. APPROVE AGENDA 

Ms. Beltran requested that Agenda Item 8X be added to the Agenda as TIP 
Amendment-Roll Forward and Staff requests that it be the first item addressed on the 
Agenda. 

A motion was made by Ms. Eula Clarke to approve the Agenda with the 
additional Agenda Item 8X. The motion was seconded by Mr. Edward Ciampi. 
There was no additional discussion. The motion passed unanimously. 

6. APPROVE MINUTES 

A motion was made by Mr. Ciampi to approve the minutes from the 
meeting dated June 18, 2012, the motion was seconded by Ms. Eula Clarke. 
No comments were made. The motion passed unanimously. 

7. PUBLIC COMMENTS 
{~LEASE LIMIT YOlJR COMMENTS TO THREE MIN liTES; COMPLETE CARD TO COMMENT) 
None. 

8. BUSINESS ITEMS 

X TIP AMENDMENT- ROLL FORWARDS 
Mr. Beltran stated that this is an annual amendment which allows the funds to roll 
forward from the previous Fiscal Year (FY) 2011-2012 to the current FY in order 
for them to be expended in the new fiscal year. 

A motion was made to accept Staff's recommendation to allow funds from FY 
2011-2012 to roll forward to be expended in FY 2012-2013. This motion was 
seconded by Mr. Patrick Hayes. Ms. Clarke requested confirmation that the 
amount to be rolled forward would be $5,520,000. Ms. Beltran confirmed that those 
are transit funds and they are carry over funds from previous years' grants for the 
TMA [Transportation Management Area] which include St. Lucie's grants, so it is 
not strictly Martin's funds. There was no additional discussion. The motion 
passed unanimously. 

A. SR 7611-95 INTERCHANGE UPDATE 
MEMO: tempi3MPOaOI.OJ 
Ms. Beltran stated that there are several items to be discussed under this 
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agenda item. The first item is for the Consultant to review the public hearing 
which took place in July. Ms. Beltran introduced the Project Manager, Mr. 
Patrick Glass of the Florida Department of Transportation, District IV. Mr. 
Glass described the PD&E study and introduced JeffNovotny with American 
Consulting Engineers, to provide a slide presentation from the public hearing. 
Mr. Novotny advised that the public hearing was held on July 12th at Indian 
River State College. They are in process of finalizing the reports from that 
public hearing, and once complete it will be forwarded to FHW A [Federal 
Highway Administration]. Mr. Novotny went on to explain the 
recommended alternative which is the same that was presented at the June 
MPO Board meeting. This configuration is anticipated to meet 2040 future 
traffic. At the June 18th meeting, the MPO Board supported moving the 
County's Interim Interchange Project forward. This project is anticipated to 
handle traffic through 2020. 

Mr. Novotny stated that the public hearing was televised by Martin County 
Television (MCTV). There were over 160 attendees, 11 citizens formally 
spoke, and there were 11 written comments at the hearing. Another 12 
comments were received by email. The main concerns expressed at the 
public hearing were increased noise, the consideration of a new traffic signal, 
intersection safety and landscaping which would be adjacent to the Florida 
Club. After the public hearing, there was a meeting between Commissioner 
Heard, the Florida Club, FOOT District Secretary Jim Wolfe, Senator Joe 
Negron, and Mr. Pat Glass, FOOT's Project Manager for the project, to 
address concerns which were raised by the Florida Club. Resulting from this 
meeting, FOOT is reviewing ways to enhance buffers between the Florida 
Club and the adjacent roadways, elements not related to this PD&E Study. 
Mr. Novotny stated that from FOOT's perspective, most of the Florida Club's 
concerns have been addressed and they are moving forward with the final 
interchange elements and the widening. 

A display and video of a Diverging Diamond Interchange (DDI) was viewed 
at the public hearing. There was only one comment in support of the DDI 
and a few negative considerations, most thought it was interesting. A cost or 
the operational level of service for a DDI has not been considered as this was 
not the recommended alternative moving forward. It could be evaluated later 
but after the PD&E Study is approved it would require a slowdown of the 
design to re-evaluate, resulting in delays. The Project website is 
SR76Martin.com if anyone wishes to view the site. 

Ms. Beltran stated that the MPO staff and the Martin County Engineering 
staff had a meeting with Secretary Wolfe of FOOT-District IV, after the last 
MPO meeting to discuss the County's Interim Interchange Project. The 
PD&E Study is for the Ultimate Interchange Project. The Interim 
Interchange Project is a project for which the County has obtained a State 
CIGP Grant which requires 50% local match that the County has obtained 
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through prop share agreements along SR 76. It was agreed by this Board as 
well as Secretary Wolfe that the County would move ahead with the Interim 
Project as the funds are available in FY 2014-15. MPO Staff is currently 
working with FOOT to utilize TRIP [Transportation Regional Incentive 
Program] funding for the design of the Interim Project. These funds would be 
redistributed from the Transit Depot Project. TRIP funds are allocated by the 
Treasure Coast Transportation Council (TCTC), and last year the TCTC 
approved a Resolution stating that TRIP funds could be moved within 
regionally approved projects in a local jurisdiction without having a meeting 
oftheTCTC. 

Mr. Smith stated that there were concurrency issues on SR-76 requiring an 
interim level of service project to which the County received prop-share 
agreements. Mr. Smith continued that there was capacity determined by the 
County which indicated an increased number of trips which was going to add 
capacity to that section. Mr. Smith requested clarification if the Interim 
Project would cause need for the rebuild of the interchange. If those projects 
didn't happen, the studies leading up to rebuild the interchange at 1-95 and 
Kanner would have been driven by the FY 2040 numbers anyway. Those 
numbers were outside of the trip numbers on Kanner, so one didn't drive the 
other. Mr. Donaldson concurred that the PD&E looked at the entire corridor, 
the interchange and the trips within the growth which were included in the 
overall project but it wasn't the driving force. Mr. Donaldson stated that the 
County's project was to solve the local concurrency problem for ten years or 
so, which was why the $6 million improvement was a valuable project and 
approved. It would buy a significant amount of time. Mr. Smith clarified 
that the County and FOOT agreed that moving along with the Interim Project 
is the right thing to do and the design was to be such that it would not have to 
be torn out when the Ultimate Project was being constructed. These projects 
were to complement or work in concert with one another. Mr. Smith 
indicated that he would like the 1-95/SR 76 Interchange work be reflected in 
the PD&E between Bridge Road and High Meadow. Mr. Glass stated that the 
PD&E Study will incorporate the work currently being done on the SR-76 
Interchange, it is designing for FY 2040 which should fit in with the design 
for the 1-95 Main Line. Mr. Smith stated that if they are not the same 
consultants, he's concerned that a lot of new money could be spent on the 
interchange because the new consultants have not used the current 1-95/SR 76 
information. Mr. Glass stated that he is unsure if a consultant has been 
selected on the 1-95 Main Line Project but it will be dovetailed with the work 
previously completed. Mr. Smith hopes that progress on this project will 
continue. Ms. Glass confirmed that the projects will remain independent and 
when funding is located for the SR 76 Interchange, it will be built. Mr. Glass 
advised that without construction funding for this project no time frame could 
be obtained, however, the design has been funded and is underway. Mr. 
Smith asked whose priority is this project. Ms. Beltran stated that it is the 
MPO's priority, and that the List of Project Priorities (LOPP) is 8E on the 
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agenda. 

Mr. Smith asked if the section west of I-95 to Pratt Whitney (the one that 
goes over the Turnpike) is now off the screen. Mr. Glass stated that the work 
over the Turnpike, if FDOT needs to widen the road, will occur with this 
PD&E Study. Mr. Smith asked even if it is out of the limits? Mr. Novotny 
stated that the PD&E Study runs from Pratt Whitney to Cove Road and there 
was a prior study that extended towards Monterey Road. The design that is 
currently programmed runs from the Turnpike Bridge toward Monterey, 
encompassing the widening through that area. The segment from Locks Road 
to Pratt Whitney, the traffic was not driving the need for four lanes as 
urgently as the interchange, so it was not included in any of the County 
Interim improvements. Mr. Novotny continued to explain the process of the 
PD&E Study. Mr. Smith inquired ifthe DDI was currently on the shelf. Mr. 
Novotny stated that it is not in the recommended alternative, if someone 
chose to return it to life, it would have to be analyzed further relative to a 
traffic perspective as well as costs. It was presented to the public but there 
was not an overwhelming desire to have this constructed. Mr. Smith stated 
that all work forward would only be on the Alternative 2A. Mr. Novotny 
confirmed. 

Ms. Clarke inquired how soon would Alternative 2A go to the FHW A. Mr. 
Novotny stated that they are reviewing everything for accuracy and anticipate 
that FHW A will receive it within the next couple of weeks. Mr. Bausch 
asked if there is a proposal to expand the lanes on the Turnpike. Mr. Novotny 
said no. Mr. Smith clarified that it was more the capacity along Kanner 
Highway driving the bridge over the Turnpike. Mr. Novotny added that 
pedestrian facilities also need to be included over the Turnpike. 

B. PUBLIC HEARING 
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LONG RANGE TRANSPORTATION PLAN (LRTP) AMENDMENT 
MEMO: temp13MP0a01.02 
Mr. Smith reminded the Board and audience that this is a public hearing and 
public comments will be requested. 

Ms. Beltran stated that this LRTP Amendment is in regards to the non
capacity projects which will be on the next agenda item, to allow more 
flexibility utilizing the Surface Transportation Program funding. Ms. Beltran 
showed a table (see agenda package) with the TMA funded roads. 
Historically, the LRTPs' primary focus were on capacity projects. During the 
development of the 2035 LRTP, the stakeholders expressed a desire to 
preserve and improve current facilities instead of expanding them. This 
resulted in the US 1 Corridor Retrofit, which will utilize more congestion 
management strategies to increase mobility instead of widening the road to 
ten lanes. MPO staff is working with the TPO and FOOT on this corridor 
study. 
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As for the Congestion Management Strategies and the Livable Communities 
Initiative line items on the table in your agenda package, $1.5 Million is 
budgeted every five years which is approximately $300,000 per year. Staff is 
recommending instead of having these two non-capacity items be different 
line items that they be combined into one, CMP/Communities 
Initiatives/Non-Capacity Projects line item showing a total of $3 million 
every five years (an average of $600,000 per year) for the life of the 2035 
Plan. This will help with projects in the next agenda item, the LOPP, which 
includes the Big John Monahan Bridge and the signal rehabilitation in 
Sewall's Point, and the Hutchinson Island Project. This amendment was sent 
to FHW A, FT A and FOOT for review and the agencies expressed no 
objection to the amendment. 

Mr. Smith stated that there were no public comments, and he addressed the 
Board. 

Ms. Clarke made a motion to accept staff's recommendation to approve 
combining the two non-capacity items into one, CMP/Communities 
Initiatives/Non-Capacity Projects and the total $3 million every five years 
(an average of $600,000 per year) for the life of the 2035 Plan. Mr. Hayes 
provided the second on this motion. There was no additional discussion. 
The motion passed unanimously. 

C. PUBLIC HEARING 
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FY2013/14- FY2017/18 LIST OF PROJECT PRIORITIES 
MEMO: temp13MPOa01.03 
Ms. Beltran stated that this item comes before the Board annually. The Board 
will review and approve a List of Project Priorities (LOPP) which goes to 
FOOT -District IV to be forwarded to Central Office, and then it goes to the 
Legislature as a part of the transportation budget. After approval from the 
Legislature the LOPP will serve as a basis for the Draft TIP which will be 
presented to and approved by this Board in the spring to create the TIP for the 
following year. There are three different areas of priorities. Ms. Beltran 
introduced each priority in detail, beginning with the two Enhancement 
projects. The City of Stuart's Baker Road Sidewalk Extension was funded 
with Enhancement funds as it was prioritized as number one, and the number 
two prioritization was the AlA improvements on Hutchinson Island. The 
Transit Priority which staff recommends is to improve connections to the bus 
stops through sidewalks and multi-model paths. At FOOT's request, any 
priorities eligible for Surface Transportation Program (SU) funds are shown 
on one list of priorities. Ms. Beltran went on to describe the ten projects 
competing for SU funds. When all of these projects are on the same list, the 
decisions for these funds are made locally at the MPO level. 
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Mr. Smith reminded everyone in attendance that this is a public hearing item 
if anyone has any comments. There were no comments from the public. 

Mr. Hayes moved staff's recommendation to endorse the Lists of Project 
Priorities. The motion was seconded by Mr. Bausch. There were no 
additional questions. The motion passed unanimously 

D. REGIONAL WATERWAYS PLAN SCOPE OF SERVICES 
MEMO: temp13MPOa01.04 

Martin MPO Minutes 

Ms. Kim Delaney from the Treasure Coast Regional Planning Council 
introduced herself as the Project Manager for the Palm Beach MPO 
Intracoastal Waterways Study. She stated that she has been in contact with 
staff to possibly conduct a similar study for the Treasure Coast region as the 
Regional Waterways Plan was identified as a regional project in Martin's 
UPWP. The priority is to develop, in conjunction with the St. Lucie TPO, a 
Waterways Plan for Martin and St. Lucie Counties and this priority would 
take approximately two years to implement. Funding has been arranged over 
that two years, complementary funds from the St. Lucie TPO and the third 
source of funding would be from the Florida Inland Navigational District. 
(FIND). Ms. Delaney presented a power point presentation which gave an 
overview of the Palm Beach project, stating that the entire planning document 
is on their website: 
http://www.tcrpc.org/departments/studio/intracoastal water way/icww home. 
htm.com. 

Ms. Delaney advised that Martin's plan would differ from Palm Beach 
County in that the 43 mile section of waterway study area as well as the east 
and west half mile sections were included in the intracoastal frontage. The 
Intracoastal is very different in Martin than it is in Palm Beach County. The 
Intracoastal is a small proportion of waterway in Martin verses the St. Lucie's 
North and South Forks and going out to the St. Lucie Canal. This creates a lot 
of geography which would be subject to the planning effort. Presuming that 
some of the Palm Beach themes would work in Martin, i.e. natural resources, 
economic opportunity, environmental systems and transportation on land and 
water to name a few, the TCRPC has a good place to start. Presentations have 
made to each of the MPO's advisory committees. FIND modified their 
funding rules based on the level of enthusiasm with respect to the Palm Beach 
County Plan. Funds did not exist to be able to fund the Palm Beach County 
Plan. FIND enjoyed viewing individual FIND projects in the context of a 
larger system, that they adjusted their rules to allow for other counties to 
establish this type of plan. Ms. Delaney went on to explain the proposed 
aggressive but workable schedule. She added that at one of the advisory 
committee meetings the idea of amphibious aircraft was raised, which had not 
been previously considered. 
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Mr. Ciampi stated that the presentation was informative and he found it to be 
a potentially good place to begin for Martin County. Ms. Clarke inquired of 
the potential schedule and inquired as to the projected costs of $200,000. Ms. 
Delaney reviewed the schedule and advised that the bulk of the costs will be 
to cover the consulting expertise fees, the marine transportation specialists 
with respect to economic development and the potential associated with the 
waterway. Ms. Beltran stated that staff is recommending Board approval of 
the Draft Scope which was recommended for Board approval by each of the 
advisory committees. 

Mr. Ciampi made a motion to accept staff's recommendation and 
approve the Draft Scope of the Regional Waterways Plan Scope of 
Services. The motion was seconded by Ms. Clarke. 

Ms. Delaney addressed the Board members' questions about funding, the 
canoe and kayak access trail, the economic viability of a water taxi system 
and Martin's marine industry. 

Mr. Smith stated that a motion and a second was on the floor to approve 
the Draft Scope of the Regional Waterways Plan Scope of Services and 
called the question. There was no additional discussion. The motion 
passed unanimously. 

E. LANDSCAPE CRITERIA 
MEMO: temp13MP0a01.05 

Martin MPO Minutes 

Ms. Beltran summarized the State's new policy that limits landscaping to 
only 1.5% of FOOT's budget. The landscape must be in the form of large 
palm trees and other large trees with minimal shrubs, and be along major 
gateways and corridors that encourage business development and attract 
tourism. The FOOT District Office requested that the MPOs in District IV 
devise landscape criteria to address the projects in the Work Program that had 
the landscaping component removed due to the new State policy. 

Mr. Malham, MPO Planner II, presented the proposed landscape criteria 
developed by staff. Tourism area projects were pulled from the County 
Property Appraisers Office, the economic development areas were pulled 
from the County's approved future land use map. The Gateway corridors 
considered were U.S. 1, CR and SR A-1-A, CR 714, SR 76 and SR 710 
projects. At the request of FOOT these were put into the GIS system and 
evaluated. Mr. Malham stated that the scoring and the rankings were as 
follows: 

I. SR-76 Kanner Highway widening east of the I-95 Interchange 
2. County's Interim Interchange Project at 1-95/SR 76 
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The following two projects were tied for third place: 

3. CR-714/Indian Street from the Turnpike/Martin Downs Boulevard to 
west of Mapp Road. 
3. CR-707/Dixie Highway FR south of Florida Street to north of SE 51

h 

Street. 

The CAC and the T AC both approved the criteria. The T AC made a formal 
recommendation to have the top two scoring projects become priority number 
one and the remaining two projects would be priority number two. The 
BP AC recommended that the criteria be modified. The changes were in the 
priority sidewalk corridor which the rating system was changed from three to 
seven and the proposed Multi-Purpose Trail Corridor was changed from three 
to five, these points were pulled from the tourism and economic development 
areas. Those scores had been seven, but they have been reduced to four. 
Even with the rating change there was no change in the project ranking. 

Mr. Smith stated that a Request to Speak Form has been completed for this 
agenda item and he introduced Ms. Julie Preast. Ms. Preast stated that she is a 
resident of RIO and that an important component of a livable community is 
the network of sidewalks. She stated that sidewalks encourage people to 
walk, reducing automobile traffic. Ms. Preast said that due to the 
environment, shade trees make walking more comfortable for pedestrians and 
it is more efficient to install shade trees at the time of sidewalk construction. 
One and a half percent of project funding is possible at this time. Ms. Preast 
asked that the landscape criteria be re-addressed, when the Transportation 
Alternative guidelines are available from the Federal Legislation entitled 
"Moving Ahead for Progress in the Twenty-First Century" (MAP-21). She 
stated that we should be working toward the elimination of the one and a half 
percent limitation for landscaping and toward the comfort of pedestrians by 
installing shade trees at the time of sidewalk construction particularly in 
urban livable areas. Mr. Smith requested that the Landscaping Criteria 
screen be shown again and asked what the logic was behind reducing the 
points from tourism and economic areas verses leaving them higher. Ms. 
Preast stated that she is a member of BP AC, although she is not representing 
BPAC today. She stated that they were interested in raising the points for the 
multi-purpose trails and sidewalks because they are the BPAC, and they 
represent the voice of pedestrians and cyclists. As for where the points came 
from, that came through discussion, we wanted to raise the sidewalks and 
multi-purpose trails points since we are the group that represents those people 
and their interests. Mr. Smith asked if for economic development purposes 
for those urban areas, would it be better to have a better environment for 
walking and pedestrian access? He stated if an economic development 
purpose project came along which was the reason for the project and it linked 
to a rating system that was going to rate how funds would be spent, would 
you not want to have those points available where it wasn't taking away from 
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something else based upon the rest of the point system? Ms. Preast stated that 
it was not discussed by the committee and she cannot speak for them as it was 
not discussed. 

Mr. Bausch asked if there have been any other directions as to plantings other 
than the trees. He stated that Mr. Wolfe's letter indicates that FOOT is more 
interested in trees and not shrubs. He read an excerpt from the FOOT letter, 
"these designs will provide immediate impact while reducing demanding and 
expensive maintenance." Mr. Bausch inquired what guidelines were given as 
to what will go under the trees. Ms. Beltran stated that the State said that they 
will work with the local standards. Ms. Arlene Tanis, from FOOT came to 
the podium and introduced herself. She stated that the Department issued a 
guidance that came out last week and less emphasis has been placed on 
shrubs due to maintenance and irrigation. Sod doesn' t count as it is 
considered erosion control. Decorative boulders are allowed as they are low 
maintenance, but the focus is on gateways and palm trees to attract tourism. 
Ms. Tanis stated that the MPOs were not happy, and several of the larger 
MPOs had a number of landscape projects eliminated. FOOT will be 
working through these changes with everyone. Mr. Bausch said that he will 
provide Ms. Tanis with an email from the Native Plants Society and they will 
provide FOOT with evidence that many grasses and shrubs don't require a lot 
of maintenance or water. 

Mr. Hayes moved staff's recommendation to approve the landscape 
criteria. Mr. Ciampi provided a second to the motion. Mr. Malham stated 
that there are two different criteria so the Board will need to approve one or 
the other. The BPAC made a recommendation in which they changed the 
rating scale. Ms. Beltran stated that staffs recommendation was the original 
recommendation which was recommended by the CAC and T AC advisory 
committees. The moving parties agreed that they are approving staff's 
recommendation which is the original recommendation. Mr. Smith stated 
that he would hope that at a future date an agenda item would come to this 
Board to help the MPO define what are the gateways in Martin County verses 
what someone else would define as Martin's gateways. Mr. Smith stated that 
specific roads which he would consider important are not on the "gateways" 
list. He recommends that a map be brought to the meeting and show what 
Martin County would deem as their "gateway entrances" and rank them. He 
stated that coming from Kanner Highway there is a significant difference in 
landscaping style and quality as you get passed Monterey and into the city 
than when you go west from the city. Mr. Smith believes that everything 
leading to the city should have the "gateway program" including the two 
islands and causeways. The question was called. There were no 
objections. The motion passed unanimously. 
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F. COMMUNITY CHARACTERISTICS REPORT 
MEMO: templ3MPOa01.06 
Ms. Beltran stated that this informational item is a good introduction to the 
Title VI Plan, next on the agenda. Michael Malham stated that Title VI is a 
component which was derived from the Civil Rights Act in 1964 and 
basically states that any agencies which receive Federal funds may not 
discriminate or exclude individuals based on race, color, national origin, 
income level or any protected class. Mr. Malham went on to describe the 
contents of the Community Characteristics Report. Mr. Smith asked where 
this information is filed or what happens to it now. Ms. Beltran stated that 
this information is an important tool for planning, and was recently used 
when the County modified the public transportation system. One area which 
had been identified as having a cluster of houses without vehicles was Golden 
Gate. Bus stops were placed in this area and at the Health Department. The 
new Sailfish Splash Waterpark was built across the street from the Health 
Department so during the summer when ridership is normally low, the Stuart 
bus route was having record ridership because people were not only going to 
the Health Department, they were also going to Sailfish Splash. Ms. Beltran 
stated that the Title VI and Nondiscrimination Policy and Plan which follows 
this informational item, is a Federal requirement which Martin County needs 
to have in place in order to receive and utilize Federal funding. 

G. TITLE VI AND NONDISCRIMINATION POLICY AND PLAN 
MEMO: templ3MPOa01.07 
Mr. Smith clarified that the Title VI and Nondiscrimination Policy and Plan is 
an extension of Agenda Item F which was presented by Mr. Malham. Ms. 
Beltran stated that the Title VI and Nondiscrimination Policy and Plan is a 
Federal requirement which Martin County needs to have in place in order to 
receive and utilize Federal funding. Staff is recommending that the Agenda 
Item G. Title VI and Nondiscrimination Policy and Plan be approved by the 
Board. 

Mr. Ciampi made a motion to accept the Title VI and Nondiscrimination 
Policy and Plan. The motion was seconded by Mr. Hayes. Ms. Clarke 
asked if there was a summary for North County, Jensen Beach or the Stuart 
area regarding the Community Services Report which Mr. Malham advised of 
previously. Mr. Malham stated that it is listed in the report which is on the 
Website under "Documents", "Title VI Information". There were no 
additional questions, the motion passed unanimously. 

H. FINAL FY2012/13-FY2016/17 TRANSPORTATION 
IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (TIP) 

Manin MPO Minutes 

MEMO: templ3MPOa01.08 
Ms. Beltran stated that this item has returned to the Board at the request of 
FOOT as there had been some administrative changes since this Board 
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approved this item in June, 2012. After approval, the TIP was submitted to 
the District Office at FOOT then submitted to Central Office. The Central 
Office returned the TIPS to all the MPOs requesting additional information. 
They requested each project state if it is a Strategic Intermodal System (SIS) 
facility, the Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP) needed to be referenced 
on projects and the total project cost needed to be shown. Ms. Beltran stated 
that no action needs to be taken, this is only an informational item. 

I. MPOAC/LEGISLATIVE PRIORITIES UPDATE 
MEMO: templ3MPOa01.09 
Ms. Beltran stated that there will be an additional MPO meeting in October to 
address items before the Federal Highway Audit, beginning on December 3, 
2012. Ms. Beltran explained that an additional meeting would include an 
update on MPOAC activities and Legislative priorities and would be in the 
best interest of the MPO to insure that any items which may need to be 
approved prior to the audit could be approved at this special meeting. Staff is 
working on arranging this meeting. 

9. FDOT COMMENTS 
None. 

lO.COMMENTS FROM BOARD MEMBERS 
None. 

11. NOTES 
Mr. Smith noted that the project on Colorado Road is coming along well. 

12. NEXT MEETING 
October 22, 2012-Special Meeting; December 17, 2012-Regular Meeting 

13.ADJOURN 

There was a motion to adjourn made by Mr. Hayes which was seconded by 
Ms. Clarke. No further discussion was offered. The motion passed 
unanimously and the meeting adjourned at 10:57 A.M. 

Recorded and Prepared by: 

~~4H)t6 
t H. Brassard, Administrative Assistant II Date 

Doug Smith, Chair 
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