MARTIN METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION (MPO)
BICYCLE AND PEDESTIUAN ADVISORY COMMITTEE
MEETING MINUTES
Monday, Feb. 9, 2015 - 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. ROLLCALL
Members in Attendance:
Joan Moore, Chair
Ken Natoli, Vice-Chair
Tom Dettloff
Julie Preast
Edward Vossen
Cheryl Lenartiene (arrived at 5:03 PM)
Ron Shewmaker
Excused Members
Jan Foselli
Hal Forslund
Jim Hudson
Jennifer Fierman, FDOT (Ex-Officio)
Members Not In Attendance:
Steve Schimmel
Officer Brian Bossio, (Ex-Officio)
Officer James C. Brooks (Ex-Officio)
Eric Cerniglia (Ex-Officio)
Staff in Attendance:
Bonnie Landry, Senior Planner
Murriah Dekle, Planner II
Margaret Brassard, Administrative Assistant II
Others in Attendance:
Pat Murray, MC School District, Guest
Dick Landrum, Guest
Yvette Goodiel, Guest
Betsy Jeffers, FOOT
Brad Salisbury, FDOT
Roberto Jimenez, FDOT
Demian Miller, Tindale Oliver
Craig Houdeshell, Guest
P. McAllister, Guest
A quorum was present for the meeting.
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3. APPROVE AGENDA
A motion to approve the Agenda was made by Ms. Julie Preast. The motion was
seconded by Mr. Ed Vossen. There were no objections. The motion passed
unanimously.
4. APPROVE MINUTES
A motion was made to approve the minutes of the July 22, 2014 meeting by Ms.
Julie Preast. The motion was seconded by Mr. Tom Dettloff. There were no
corrections. The motion passed unanimously.
Mr. Ken Natoli made a motion to approve the minutes of the September 8, 2014
meeting. Mr. Ed Vossen provided a second to the motion. No additions or
deletions were made. The motion passed unanimously.
The Joint BPAC/CAC/TAC Meeting minutes of November 19, 2014 received a
motion for approval by Ms. Julie Preast. The second was made by Mr. Tom
Dettloff. There was no additional discussion. The vote was called. The motion
passed unanimously.
5. AGENDA ITEMS
A. ELECTION OF OFFICERS
Ms. Murriah Dekle advised that the Election of Officers is brought to the committees
annually. She advised that the Citizen's and Technical Advisory Committees both
reelected their standing officers. It has been confirmed with the current Chair and
Vice Chair that should no others seek nomination that they would remain in their
positions as there isn't a term limitation. Ms. Dekle inquired if there were any
nominations or persons desirous of this opportunity. As there were no nominations
it was up to the pleasure of the committee if they wished to retain the services of the
existing Chair and Vice Chair.

Ms. Julie Preast made a motion to keep the current Chair, Ms. Joan Moore,
and Vice-Chair, Mr. Ken Natoli. Mr. Tom Dettloff extended a second. The
vote was called and passed unanimously.
B. MARTIN COUNTY CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS; ROADWAY UPDATE
AND BIKE LANE COORDINATION
Ms. Dekle introduced Mr. Paul Bangs, a County Engineer from the Capital Projects
Division. Mr. Bangs advised that since 2005 there have been approximately 15 Yi mi les
of bicycle lanes constructed on major roadways in Martin County. He advised that
between now and the summer/fall of 2018 there will be an additional 26 Yi miles of bike
lanes added so progress is being made. He added that there have been a number of
sidewalks constructed as well. Mr. Bangs said that much of this work is grant funded by
the Department of Transpo11ation with a lot of funds coming from the Small County
Outreach Program (SCOP). He stated that some projects in recent years were Capital
Improvement Projects (CIP) such as Western Palm City Corp., Citrus Boulevard, Green
River Parkway and the Indian Street Bridge (Veteran' s Memorial Bridge] which were
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done for concurrency with the Comp Plan. Mr. Bangs said that the SCOP Grant funds
are for small Counties which is defined as having a maximum populous of 150,000. He
advised that Mrutin has approximately 148,000 people and are nearing the ceiling of that
population limit, which will eliminate that funding source within the relatively near
future. Mr. Bangs provided an overview of the SCOP Grant process noting a couple of
the important criteria being that the roadway must be an arterial or major collector and
it's advantageous if it is an evacuation route. He said that typically, the grant funds are
for resurfacing or safety and the bike lanes may be added but they serve the dual benefit
of road widening and safety. Mr. Bangs said on high speed roads like Pratt Whitney or
Citrus Boulevard the lanes are narrow so a paved shoulder or bike lane provides an
additional level of safety for the roadway also. He said that the Engineering Department
tries to make the most of their funds reminding the committee that the recent sales tax
referendwn for resurfacing roads failed. Mr. Bangs advised that there are a nwnber of
drainage issues needing attention and many projects are competing for the limited funds.
He added that bike Janes increase the overall costs but he is of the opinion that they have
been successful in finding a happy medium. Mr. Bangs said that they have obtained a
number of shared grant funds and in the next five years or so it is anticipated that an
additional 25 plus miles of bike lanes will be constructed. He said that frequently, grant
funds require a County "match" wherein the State funds 50% to 75% of a project but the
County must provide the remaining funds which needs to be budgeted over a period of
time utilizing a Gas Tax, Municipal Service Taxing Unit (MSTU) or other funding
somce. Ms. Moore stated that constrncting bike lanes on resurfacing projects is also in
Martin' s Comp Plan as long as no right-of-way (ROW) acquisition is required. Mr.
Bangs said that there are many needs out there and they have to evaluate the needs,
consider where the funds are coming from to determine if it' s a good candidate for this
kind of project. He noted that there was criticism as to outcome of the Willoughby Road
project, but they seek the projects that will have the greatest impact with the available
funds. Ms. Dekle advised that people from Capital Projects frequently ask her what
projects are on the Bike/Ped Action Plan to see if they can accommodate any projects.
Mr. Bangs said that there have been inquiries about Jensen Beach Boulevard but he told
Ms. Dekle that it is a State proj ect which the County doesn ' t have any involvement. He
stated that he's unsure as to the project limits but once the plru1s are underway they will
have more infomiation. Ms. Preast stated that there is a small missing gap of sidewalk in
the first block just east of U. S. I on the north side of Jensen Beach Boulevard. She
stated if we can't have a bike lane, at the very least there should be a connected sidewalk
as that is a highly h·aveled, very dangerous road. She stated that even though it may be a
State road, she wanted someone at the County to also be aware of the missing link. Ms.
Preast said if we can 't have the bike lane at least complete the sidewalk for the
recreational bikers. Ms. Dekle said we need to follow up with District IV on this matter
as the FDOT representative, Jennifer Fierman, began a dialog with the Project Manager
to perform an analysis of that area. Mr. Bangs brought up Murphy and Cove Roads
saying that there are a number of pipes that are going to be fixed on Cove Road w hile
there are bridge repairs to be done on Murphy. Mr. Dettloff mentioned "communication"
on the Willoughby project. He stated that he doesn' t have the history that others on this
committee may have but he wasn 't aware that there had been a promise to have bike
lanes on the entire project then it was decided to pl ace them only from Pomeroy north.
He advised that Pomeroy south would be the more important project as Pomeroy north is
a four lane highway which could be two lanes and putting "sharrows" on the right Jane

BPAC Minutes

Page 3 of 11

Feb.9,201 5

could satisfy the cyclists need but there isn't anything that can take care of the need from
Pomeroy south to Salemo. Mr. Dettloff said that there is a school on that section of road
and not being able to have a dialog prior to the work beginning spoiled the process. He
noted that the repo1t indicates bike lanes on Dixie Highway from Indian Street to
Montgomery [Monterey Road] and from Indian Street to the fairgrounds there isn't a bike
lane. He said that he went through the con-ect process to request that "sharrows" be
placed on the right lane as the traffic is 45 miles per hour (MPH) but the request was
denied exemplifying another communication failure. Lastly, if the Comp plan actually
requires bike lanes, when Cove Road is reswfaced from A-1-A to the Lagoon this should
be addressed as it's a road without a shoulder and frequently bikers travel that road
towing kayaks. Also, the Plan for Cove Road going forward specifically excludes bike
lanes the balance of the way to Kanner Highway, where Halpatiokee State Park is
located. Mr. Dettloff stated that end to end, Cove Road is an attraction and a dialog is
definitely needed. He said that he agrees that Murphy Road needs attention as well as he
travels to Tradition that way and back by way of Citrus Boulevard. He thanked Mr.
Bangs and the committee for allowing him to speak.
Mr. Natoli said that this committee is very appreciative for the bike lanes we 're gotten to
date, even if Willoughby was fumbled at the end. Mr. Natoli said he's mentioning this
because when roads are resurfaced, that it could be ten to 15 years prior to having the
opportunity for bike lanes again so we need to accept this window of opportunity now
and not wait until someone is killed. Mr. Dettloff inquired as to how the BP AC requests
are documented, is it in the form of a resolution? Ms. Preast asked if it could be done in a
motion. Ms. Dekle said to begin with the updates to the Bike/Ped Plan in a couple of
weeks then we can incorporate it into the project list and go from there. Mr. Natoli said
that all the BPAC motions are addressed to the MPO Board, and they are the only people
that we are allowed to speak to correct?

Mr. Natoli made a motion to request of the MPO Policy Board that they request of
the County that bike lanes, paved shoulders or wider sidewalks whatever can be
accomplished on the Murphy and Cove Roads resurfacing projects be constructed.
T he motion was seconded by Ms. Julie Preast. There was no opposition to the
motion. The motion passed unanimously.
Mr. Natoli suggested adding a similar request of the MPO to request of the State the same
thing.

A motion was made by Mr. Natoli requesting of the MPO Policy Board that they
request of the State to have bike lanes, paved shoulders or wider sidewalks whatever
can be accomplished on the Jensen Beach Boulevard resurfacing projects be
constructed.
Mr. Natoli stated that the BPAC is not being unreasonable and asked Mr. Bangs what the
additional cost of adding shoulders would be in order to have a ballpark idea.
Ms. Moore stated that there is a motion on the floor to request the same thing of the State.
Ms. Preast interjected for Jensen Beach Boulevard. Ms. Moore affirmed asking if there
was any opposition. Mr. Dettloff said that he would second that motion. Ms.
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Lenartiene asked if thi s motion included the piece of sidewalk which was mentioned by
Ms. Preast earlier or will that section be dealt with separately. Mr. Natoli and Ms. Preast
each said it should be included in the motion and those providing the second confirmed
that they would accept the inclusion in the motions. The motion was amended as
follows:

The motion was amended by Mr. Natoli requesting of the MPO Policy Board to
request of the State to have bike lanes, paved shoulders or wider sidewalks whatever
can be accomplished on the Jensen Beach Boulevard resurfacing project be
constructed, as well as constJ·ucting the small missing gap of sidewalk in the first
block just east of U. S. 1 on the north side of Jensen Beach Boulevard. Mr. Dettloff
accepted the amendment with his second and the motion passed unanimously.
Mr. Natoli inquired of Mr. Bangs to provide the committee with a ballpark figure as to
the cost per mile to add shoulders or bike lanes to a roadway for future reference. Mr.
Bangs replied that they have good info1mation on that since they have done so much.

Mr. Natoli made another motion to request that the MPO take $1.2 million of the
$1.4 million slated for the landscape at the interchange be redirected to construct
the bike lanes for the three motions just made. Ms. Dekle advised that Commissioner
Smith has requested that of FDOT and he was told that it would not be done because
there is a difference between State and County projects i.e. apples and oranges. Mr.
Natoli said that we have to ask for it, if we are told no then we have to seek to whom else
we can speak in order to resolve this bureaucratic political situation. He said that if it's
impossible, it's impossible, but let' s ask for it anyway. Ms. Preast suggested that if it is
State money put it into Jensen Beach Boulevard as that is a State road, would you amend
your motion for this inclusion? Mr. Natoli acknowledged amending his motion.
Mr. Natoli amended his motion requesting that the MPO recommend $1.2 million of
the $1.4 million slated for the landscape at the interchange be redirected to
construct the bike lanes for the three motion just made; however, if they are State
funds that cannot be used in that manner then the funds should be redirected to
construct bike lanes on Jensen Beach Boulevard. 1Ms. Julie Preast provided a
second to the motion. Several committee members commented that safety should take
precedence over beautification. Ms. Moore expressed thanks to Mr. Bangs for the
presentation.
MULTIMODAL
PROJECT
C. US-1
RETROFIT;
PRELIMINARY
RECOMMENDATIONS
Ms. Dekle stated that the consultant from Tindale Oliver and Associates is here to
present an overview on this item. She said that there are a couple of draft documents
that have been developed in the last six to nine months and he will advise as to the
current recommendations of the project. Mr. Demian Miller introduced himself as
being with Tindale Oliver on behalf of FDOT. He stated that he will highlight some
of the recommendations in the study then he will take any questions. Mr. Miller
1
The motion was not officially seconded and the question was never called. Everyone just concurred that it was a
motion.
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advised that the project limits extend both Martin and St. Lucie Counties from just
south of Cove Road to just north of downtown Ft. Pierce. The original plan was to
review the entire length of U. S. 1 in the two Counties, but it was determined during
scoping that the study would be more beneficial focusing on just the urban areas of
the corridor. He advised that this project stemmed from the 2035 Long Range
Transportation Plan (LRTP) which identified the U. S. 1 as a priority while seeking
ways to improve the multimodality of the corridor, from use of public transportation,
and fostering economic developments along the corridor. He added that they do a lot
with "complete streets" type projects when the dominant use of a corridor is local trip
making encouraging cycling and pedestrian more feasible. However, U.S. 1 is used
for longer route commutes and even regional travel which makes balancing a little
more challenging as there isn't a nearby parallel interstate facility. Mr. Miller said
that the rnultimodal focus is to improve connectivity so parallel and perpendicular
roads were studied as well as the U.S. 1 corridor with safety being paramount in
determining focus areas. He stated that as he wasn't familiar with the area so much
of the project was based on assessment as he had to learn about the corridor. He
spoke to local stakeholders, comprised an advisory committee consisting mainly of
local staff members from both Counties to learn of the big issues. Subsequent parts
of this process will be prioritizing the more expensive long term recommendations as
well as engineering feasibility which has not been done at this point. He analyzed the
existing traffic conditions, the current transit service to see if there are any potential
improvements to the bus stop facilities, a big part would be the traffic crash history
with a strong focus on bicycle/pedestrian crashes especially those resulting in a
fatality or severe injuries. They are reviewing crash locations and concentration areas,
primarily looking into crashes that are severe such as T-bones or running off the road
and crashing into a pole. Mr. Miller advised that from that they developed focus
areas. He said that on the Martin side of the study they examined from Cove Road to
downtown Stuart then to the Jensen Beach intersection area near the Mall. Mr. Miller
advised that they spoke with a Jot of stakeholders, the Mall, hospitals, schools and
other various landowners. They were asked about the existing conditions of U.S. 1, if
they utilized any alternative methods of transportation or if they were aware of any
opportunities and the major response was about safety. Mr. Miller said that there
were comments about intersections that were difficult to navigate even in a vehicle,
traffic congestion, and safety for non-motorized users. He advised that the take-away
for the consultants were to implement some low cost improvements throughout the
corridor; there were site specific recommendations which he'll discuss later in more
detail, as well as a couple, more linear, larger projects. Mr. Miller advised that for the
linear, corridor wide strategies, implemented design/operational best practices were
mainly for pedestrians. Lighting is one of the significant items as frequently lights
are implemented to benefit vehicles every 150 feet or so without regard to specifically
lighting the intersection which is where the pedestrians are designated to cross as well
as where many vehicle transactions take place Mr. Miller said. The DOT is
examining this closely around the State to make an appropriate lighting standard for
pedestrian crosswalk areas. He stated that enhancing crosswalk markings provides a
visual queue to people to watch for pedestrians in the area. Ms. Preast inquired if
there were any traffic circles have been constructed on U. S. I between Dade and
Palm Beach County. Mr. Mi ller stated that District IV is considering one on U. S. 1
in the vicinity of Sunrise which would be a major project, though he's not familiar
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with any further north. He advised that traffic circles will be discussed later in this
meeting. Mr. Miller said that there are some recommendations and the majority of
the intersections are signalized. He went on to discuss the U. S. 1 and Cove Road
intersection, showing how the crosswalk was made shorter by having it set back from
the corner. Mr. Miller added that they looked at connecting the sidewalk to the first
collector street, which is Dixie Highway. He said this "fix " runs throughout the
report and it doesn't matter what kind of funds are used City/County or Federal it all
depends on how the MPO prioritizes it. Mr. Miller continued, stating that U.S. 1 soti
of follows the coast line and the further north one travels on U.S. 1 the more skewed
the intersections become, causing really bad geometry on locations like Monterey and
Grumman Roads. He added that they have considered strategies for the U.S. 1 bridge
as well as providing a multi-use pathway on the west side of U.S. l from the bridge
up to Primavista in St. Lucie County. He quoted a previous comment, "if we can't
get a bike lane can we have wider sidewalks" which may be a possibility as
particularly in Martin, there 's a tighter ROW and that may be the better opportunity.
Mr. Natoli stated that U. S. 1 is not livable and there are many Counties/States with
the same type of roadway disaster. He remarked using Mr. Miller's words about the
Jack of adequate planning, " there is no place to go". Mr. Natoli questioned the Cove
Road recommendations as he stated it' s a two lane road, and a truck will tum using
both of those roads anyway so narrowing the radius isn' t as crucial. Mr. Natoli stated
that these recommendations are only band aids and these improvements will not
increase the volume of cyclists or pedestrian on the sidewalks. He said that he
reviewed the existing, aged, establishments and had expected that as things changed
this vicinity would too. Mr. Natoli said that this project stemmed from the 2035
LRTP and he was anticipating the change to lean more to the appearance/feel of a
European Boulevard having roadside parking outside of through traffic Janes. He
said if all the building locations were connected one could walk or ride to each. Mr.
Natoli had hoped that something along that line would have been what was presented
to the policymakers to think about, as well as to generate foot traffic. He said that
there's language in the Land Development Regulations (LDR) that states that all
commercial things should connect noting nothing in the vicinity of the Treasme Coast
Mall connects so one must get on U.S. 1 to go to the neighboring property. Mr.
Natoli also advised that he has seen nothing in the recommendations about the
Willoughby Extension which is a parallel road and should be noted in these
recommendations. He said a connection from Willoughby to U.S. 1 may change your
recommendations as it's a parallel road and wi ll remove some of the U.S. 1 traffic.
Mr. Natoli said these recommendations are good for short term, but we need to
consider long tenn items and their benefits. Mr. Natoli said doing a Paris Boulevard
is radical but it works and would get people walking or biking safely. Ms. Preast said
that she' s advocating for the connection behind the commercial structures especiall y
at Jensen Beach Boulevard as alternative routes to U.S. 1. If you don' t expand the
frontage road at least provide a connection to the back. Ms. Preast provided some
history about a request for a connection between Target and Kohl ' s which was denied
but the County has since changed their regulations in that the surrounding
neighborhood can't stop a local connection of that manner in an event to stop traffic
in their area. Ms. Preast said she mentioned a roundabout earlier in the meeting and
will mention it again. Ms. Jeffers interjected that she would like to address the
roundabout matter. She stated that U.S. 1 is a six Jane roadway, three lanes each way.
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She stated that there is no information or history as to the safety factor on a road of
that size or of a three lane roundabout. Mr. Roberto Jimenez from FDOT advised Ms.
Preast that the large roundabout in the Miami area is in fact, a rotary. Ms. Jeffers said
that rotaries are different in that they have signals. Ms. Preast stated that it does slow
people down, even if it is because they are confused. Mr. Dettloff likes the small
fixes suggested and the connection to U.S. 1 needs more emphasis. Ms. Moore
thanked the representatives from FOOT.

D. KANNER HIGHWAY/CR 711 (PRATT WHITNEY RD) INTERSECTION
Ms. Dekle advised that this is a walk-on informational item which was presented to
the CAC and TAC meetings last week and will be presented by FOOT
representatives, and subsequently will be presented to the MPO Policy Board at the
February meeting. FDOT is using the MPO advisory committees to provide the
public involvement. Ms. Dekle stated that this presentation is regarding a roundabout
at the intersection of Kanner Highway and Pratt Whitney. Mr. Brad Salisbury of
FOOT introduced himself as being from the Roadway Design Office and stated that
the Project Manager is Ms. Betsey Jeffers. He provided some background
information stating that this is part of a larger widening project from Pratt Whitney to
north of SW Locks Road. Mr. Salisbury advised that the project is approximately 1.6
miles, expanding the existing roadway which is a two lane, undivided roadway with
50 mile per hour (MPH) posted speed from two to four Janes. He advised that the
proposed roadway is to be four lanes, divided with a seven foot buffered bike Jane,
same posted speed, six feet of sidewalk on the west and a twelve foot shared use path
on the east side. Mr. Salisbury advised that FHWA has been evaluating the safety
and operational benefits provided by roundabouts for years, which is why this is
being proposed. He noted that FOOT has amended their criteria for all new
construction to evaluate roundabouts, with a provided screening check list. Mr.
Salisbury compared the cost considerations benveen the roundabout verses a
signalized intersection. In the roundabout, there are no signals, which is a huge
savings. In the signalized intersection there are four Janes on Pratt Whitney for
improved flow whereas in the roundabout there are only two lanes, but there is more
lighting than in the intersection. Mr. Salisbury summarized that the roundabout meets
the required criteria; FHWA was contacted, provided feedback and improvements to
the original layout. Mr. Craig Houdeshell introduced himself as a Civil Engineer and
stated that he agrees with Mr. Natoli and inquired as to what the cost analysis showed
between the two proposed intersection projects and how much ROW will need to be
purchased. Ms. Jeffers said that due to the skew of the project the signalized footprint
is actually larger than the roundabout in that it is out of square and there are double
lefts consuming the entire ROW. She added that they do not have enough ROW to
square up the signalized intersection, the roundabout fits within the existing ROW
and no ROW will be purchased for this project. Seeing no additional comments on
the item Ms. Moore thanked the presenters.

E. PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT PLAN ANNUAL REPORT
Ms. Bonnie Landry stated that the MPO is required to annually review their efforts
regarding the Public Involvement Plan (PIP) and public outreach. Ms. Landry
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advised that there are five objectives in the Plan; the first is holding regular public
meetings which consist of the Bicycle/Pedestrian, Citizens, Technical Advisory
Committees (BPAC, CAC and TAC) as well as the MPO Policy Board. She advised
that there were 33 public meetings held in 20 14. She advised that the second
objective is to provide equitable access to information regarding decisions being
made at the meetings. She added that caution is practiced to ensure the meeting
locations are Americans with Disabilities (ADA) accessible, for those with access
issues. Engaging the Public Early and Often is the next objective. Ms. Landry said
that the MPO updated the Title VI language which is basic outreach to the
underserved populous. She advised that another Board that the MPO staffs is the
Local Coordinating Board for the Transportation Disadvantaged (LCB-TD) which is
specifically to address the needs of the transportation disadvantaged. She advised
that the MPO Policy Board meetings are aired live on Ma1tin County Television
(MCTV) for those unable to attend or they may "stream" the meeting on demand.
Ms. Landry stated that the website can be translated into 75 languages with one click
and the MPO retains the services of LanguageLine which is a translation service
providing over 200 languages for telephonic, live or written translations. She
advised that the MPO participated and will patiicipate again in the Martin County
Fair providing for public outreach. She noted that objective five was added this year
which is to assist Martin's public transit with the outreach of their Program of
Projects (POP). Mr. Natoli inquired as to when the LRTP representatives are
coming to present to this committee. Ms. Dekle advised that they will present at the
joint meeting in Apri l but that they will return to the individual advisory conunittees.
She added that people may provide input by attending a workshop, emailing the
MPO staff, going on the LRTP website and taking the survey, input can be received
in various ways; all will be incorporated into the database. Ms. Moore advised that
she attended the meeting at the City Hall. Ms. Landry stated that there were 76
people in attendance at the City Hall event as it was an "Open House" forum
wherein one could make a comment and leave or stay to participate in the different
interactive activities. She advised that the website is www.martin2040.com and
people may complete the survey to advise what is important to them for the future of
Martin County's transportation. Ms. Julie Preast made a motion to approve to
the Public Involvement Plan Annual Report. Ms. Cheryl Lenartiene provided a
second. The motion passed unanimously.

F. TRAFFIC SAFETY REPORTS AND DATA
Ms. Dekle advised that this report was generated at the request of a BPAC
committee member. She advised that to date the Traffic Engineering Division and
the County has hired a new proj ect manager. She stated that she would like to have
the new project manager as well as a local law enforcement agency to come to the
committee with a quarterly update/standing agenda item of some form in order to
review the data along with the crash analysis in the future. She added that there also
is a Bicycle/Pedestrian Safety Action Plan (BPSAP) which is a requirement for
planning in the State of Florida that was previously included in the MPO ' s business
plan. She advised that at the April meeting a scope of services for that project will
be brought before the committees as well as a Unified Planning Work Program
(UPWP) Amendment for a budget for the project. She advised that the Scope has
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been completed but she wants everyone to review it and provide feedback reminding
the committee that one of the primary components of that Plan is the crash analysis
data as the committee is going to identify some "hot spots" within the County in an
attempt to have them improved for Bike/Ped safety. The County Traffic Engineer is
aware of the upcoming project as well.

6. COMMENTS FROM COMMITTEE MEMBERS
Ms. Cheryl Lenartiene infonned the committee that she has received a request from a
visually impaired person for an audible signal at the corner of Jensen Beach Boulevard
at Green River Parkway near the new Visiting Nurse Association (VNA). Ms. Landry
advised that she will pass that information along.
Mr. Natoli inquired if the committee was of the opinion that he was too political in his
comments. He stated that he received a call from his Commissioner a couple of
months ago advising that he had been informed by staff that he was too political in his
comments to this committee, and that either he should change or be thrown off of the
committee. He advised that he serves on this committee because he likes to, he's a
volunteer and aspires to make positive changes for the community, if he has to leave
the conunittee so be it but he wanted to share the other side of the story.
Commissioner Haddox agreed and they met. Mr. Natoli asked that Commissioner
Haddox read the first four objectives from the Action Plan, which he did. Mr. Natoli
read them out loud and told the Commissioner that when he attends these meetings he
advocates for these items strongly. Mr. Natoli said this is political in that there aren' t
any good growth plans in Mai1in, and there have been indications that Martin is
expecting to grow. He said Martin needs to embrace growth with a more pedestrian
and bicycle safe attitude. Ms. Preast stated that she's appreciative of what he offers to
the committee, noting he's a licensed Landscape Architect and a Certified Planner.
She said that his input provides informed knowledge as well as practical knowledge
being a cyclist. Ms. Preast appreciates that Mr. Natoli invests his time making lists,
bringing them to the committee, adding that it shows constructive interest and
concerns for the community. Mr. Natoli provided some history as to his frustration
stating that previously in a different County, he was the BPAC Chairman for the
County and when recommendations were made they went into the Comp Plan as they
dealt directly with the Board of County Commissioners (BOCC). He said that this
BPAC is under the MPO with no direct communications with the BOCC. Mr. Natoli
said that he's advised the BOCC many times about the need for better planning issues,
but it would have a lot more impact coming fro m the BPAC committee who are voters
and people from the general public. Ms. Moore said that as most of the MPO Board
are County Commissioners, the expectation is that the information or
recommendations are received by the BOCC, but she's not convinced that is
happening. Ms. Preast inquired if there is an MPO agenda item for "comments from
committee members". Ms. Landry affirmed. Ms. Preast said that she had gone before
the MPO Board when she was a CAC member and would tell them that she was on the
committee, but that these were her individual issues. Ms. Landry said that it' s a better
forum as you also are speaking not just to Martin County but the City of Stua1i and
Sewall ' s Point Commissioners. Ms. Dekle advised that the next MPO meeting will be
February 23, 2015 at 9:00AM. Ms. Preast requested that Mr. Natoli express the
committee's frustration if he does go to the Board. Discussion ensued about the
rigidity of the enforcement of the Sunshine Law and that it is unfortunate that the
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committee cannot get together to talk about matters in an informal setting.

7. COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC
Ms. Moore thanked the guests for attending and asked if anyone had any questions for
the committee as each are here as member prospects. There were none. Ms. Landry
reminded the committee that the third workshop is Wednesday in Indiantown if
anyone is in the area and wishes to come.

8. COMMENTS FROM FDOT.
Ms. Dekle advised that Ms. Fierman apologized but was unable to be here and advised
if anyone has any comments for Ms. Fierman, please provide them to her and she will
relay the information.

9. NOTES
A. Transportation Alternatives Program, 2015 Project Cycle.
Ms. Dekle stated that Martin County will be applying to complete a sidewalk gap
on Bridge Road. They are sponsoring the application for the Tranquility Home
Owners Association (HOA), and Ms. Dekle advised the committee that for future
reference, if anyone is aware of a project for an HOA, nei ghborhood or civic
group, please contact staff so we could develop a feasible project to consideration
during the next annual cycle.
B. 2040 Long Range Transportation Plan, Public Involvement.
Ms. Moore advised that this was previously presented.
C. FDOT-Plans and Preparations Manual. Updated specifications to the urban

arterial lane width and bicycle lane options.
Ms. Dekle said it is just for the committee' s info1mation that the State has changed
their Plans and Preparations Manual (PPM), for safer bike lane standards which
have been included in the committee packet.
10. NEXT MEETING-Joint CAC/BPAC/TAC Meeting-April 8, 201 5 at 1:30 PM
11. ADJOURN
Ms. Julie Preast made a motion to adjourn which was seconded by Ms. C heryl
Lenartiene. There were no objections and the motion passed unanimously. The
meeting was adjourned at 7: 17 PM.

Recorded and Prepared by:

Margaret H. Brassard, Administrative Specialist, II

Date

Approved by:

Joan Moore, Chair
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MARTIN METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION (MPO)
BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN ADVISORY COMMITTEE
MEETING MINUTES
Monday, Feb. 9, 2015- 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. ROLLCALL
Members in Attendance:
Joan Moore, Chair
Ken Nato li , Vice-Chair
Tom Dettloff
Julie Preast
Edward Vossen
Cheryl Lena1tiene (arrived at 5:03 PM)
Ron Shewmaker
Excused Members
Jan Foselli
Hal Forslund
Jim Hudson
Jennifer Fierman, FOOT (Ex-Officio)
Members Not In Attendance:
Steve Schimmel
Officer Brian Bossio, (Ex-Officio)
Officer James C. Brooks (Ex-Officio)
Eric Cerniglia (Ex-Officio)
Staff in Attendance:
Bonnie Landry, Senior Planner
Murriah Dekle, Planner II
Margaret Brassard, Administrative Assistant II
Others in Attendance:
Pat Murray, MC Schoo l District, Guest
Dick Landrum, Guest
Yvette Goodiel, Guest
Betsy Jeffers, FDOT
Brad Salisbury, FOOT
Roberto Jimenez, FDOT
Demian Miller, Tindale Oliver
Craig Houdeshell, Guest
P. McAllister, Guest
A quorum was present for the meeting.
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3. APPROVE AGENDA
A motion to approve the Agenda was made by Ms. Julie Preast. The motion was
seconded by Mr. Ed Vossen. There were no objections. The motion passed
unanimously.
4. APPROVE MINUTES
A motion was made to approve the minutes of the July 22, 2014 meeting by Ms.
Julie Preast. The motion was seconded by Mr. Tom Dettloff. There were no
corrections. The motion passed unanimously.
Mr. Ken Natoli made a motion to approve the minutes of the September 8, 2014
meeting. Mr. Ed Vossen provided a second to the motion. No additions or
deletions were made. The motion passed unanimously.
The Joint BPAC/CAC/T AC Meeting minutes of November 19, 2014 received a
motion for approval by Ms. Julie Preast. The second was made by Mr. Tom
Dettloff. There was no additional discussion. The vote was called. The motion
passed unanimously.
5. AGENDA ITEMS
A. ELECTION OF OFFICERS
Ms. Murriah Dekle advised that the Election of Officers is brought to the committees
annually. She advised that the Citizen 's and Technical Advisory Committees both
reelected their standing officers. It has been confirmed with the current Chair and
Vice Chair that shou ld no others seek nomination that they would remain in their
positions as there isn' t a term limitation . Ms. Dekle inquired if there were any
nominations or persons desirous of thi s opportunity. As there were no nominations
it was up to the pleasure of the comm ittee if they wished to retain the services of the
existing Chair and Vice Chair.

Ms. Julie Preast made a motion to keep the current Chair, Ms. Joa n Moore,
and Vice-Chair, Mr. Ken Natoli. Mr. Tom Dettloff extended a second. The
vote was called and passed unanimously.
B. MARTIN COUNTY CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS; ROADWAY UPDATE
AND BIKE LANE COORDINATION
Ms. Dek le introduced Mr. Paul Bangs, a County Engineer from the Capital Projects
Division. Mr. Bangs advised that since 2005 there have been approximately 15 Y2 miles
of bicycle lanes constructed on major roadways in Martin County. He advised that
between now and the summer/fall of 20 18 there will be an additional 26 Y2 miles of bike
lanes added so progress is being made. He added that there have been a number of
sidewalks constructed as wel l. Mr. Bangs said that much of this work is grant funded by
the Depattment of Transportation with a lot of funds coming from the Small County
Outreach Program (SCOP). He stated that some projects in recent years were Capital
Improvement Projects (CIP) such as Western Palm City Corp., C itrus Boulevard, Green
River Parkway and the Indi an Street Bridge [Veteran's Memorial Bridge] wh ich were
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done for concurrency with the Comp Plan. Mr. Bangs said that the SCOP Grant fund s
are for small Counties w hich is defined as hav ing a maximum populous of 150,000. He
advised that Ma11in has approximately 148,000 people and are nearing the cei ling of that
population limit, which wi ll eliminate that funding source within the relatively near
future. Mr. Bangs provided an overview of the SCOP Grant process noting a couple of
the important criteria being that the roadway must be an arterial o r majo r collector and
it's advantageous if it is an evacuation route. He said that typically, the grant funds are
for resurfacing or safety and the bike lanes may be added but they serve the dual benefit
of road widening and safety. Mr. Bangs said on high speed roads like Pratt Whitney or
C itrus Boulevard the lanes are narrow so a paved shoulder or bike lane provides an
add itional leve l of safety for the roadway also. He said that the Engineering Depa11ment
tries to make the most of their funds reminding the committee that the recent sales tax
referendum for resurfacing roads failed . Mr. Bangs advised that there are a number of
drainage issues needing attention and many projects are competing for the limited funds.
He added that hike lanes increase the overall costs but he is of the opini on that they have
been successfu l in finding a happy medium. Mr. Bangs said that they have obtained a
number of shared grant funds and in the next five years or so it is anticipated that an
additional 25 plus miles of bike lanes wi ll be constructed. He said that frequently, grant
funds require a County " match" wherein the State funds 50% to 75% of a project but the
County must provide the remaining funds which needs to be budgeted over a period of
time utilizing a Gas Tax, Municipal Service Taxing Unit (MSTU) or other fund ing
source. Ms. Moore stated that constructing bike lanes on resurfacing projects is also in
Martin 's Comp Plan as long as no right-of-way (ROW) acqui sition is required. Mr.
Bangs said that there are many needs out there and they have to evaluate the needs,
consider where the funds are coming from to determine if it's a good candidate for this
kind of project. He noted that there was critici sm as to outcome of the Willo ughby Road
project, but they seek the projects that will have the greatest impact with the available
funds. Ms. Dekle adv ised that people from Capital Projects frequently ask her what
projects are o n the Bike/Ped Action Plan to see if they can acco mmodate any projects.
Mr. Bangs said that there have been inquiries about Jensen Beach Boulevard but he told
Ms. Dekle that it is a State project which the County doesn ' t have any involvement. He
stated that he's unsure as to the project limits but once the plans are underway they will
have more information. M s. Preast stated that there is a small missing gap of s idewalk in
the first block just east of U. S. 1 on the north side of Jensen Beach Bo ulevard. She
stated if we can't have a bike lane, at the very least there should be a connected sidewalk
as that is a highly traveled, very dan gerous road. She stated that even though it may be a
State road, she wanted someone at the County to also be aware of the mi ssing link. M s.
Preast said if we can' t have the bike lane at least complete the sidewalk for the
recreational bikers. Ms. Dekle said we need to follow up with District IV on this matter
as the FOOT representative, Jennifer Fierman, began a dialog w ith the Project Manager
to perform an analysis of that area. Mr. Bangs brought up Murphy and Cove Roads
saying that there are a number of pipes that are going to be fixed on Cove Road whi le
there are bridge repairs to be done on Murphy. Mr. Dettloff mentioned " communication"
on the Willoughby project. He stated that he doesn't have the history that others on this
committee may have but he wasn't aware that there had been a prom ise to have bike
lanes on the entire project then it was decided to place them on ly from Pomeroy north.
He advised that Pomeroy so uth would be the more important project as Pomeroy north is
a four lane highway which could be two lanes and putting "sharrows" on the ri ght lane
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could satisfy the cyclists need but there isn't anything that can take care of the need from
Pomeroy south to Salerno. Mr. Dettloff said that there is a school on that section of road
and not being able to have a dialog prior to the work beginning spoi led the process. He
noted that the report indicates bike lanes on Dixie Highway from Indian Street to
Montgomery [Monterey Road] and from Indian Street to the fairgrounds there isn't a bike
lane. He said that he went through the correct process to request that "sharrows" be
placed on the right lane as the traffic is 45 miles per hour (MPH) but the request was
denied exemplifying another communication failure. Lastly, if the Comp plan actually
requires bike lanes, when Cove Road is resurfaced from A-1-A to the Lagoon this should
be addressed as it's a road without a shou lder and frequently bikers travel that road
towing kayaks. A lso, the Plan for Cove Road going forward specifically excludes bike
lanes the balance of the way to Kanner Highway, where Halpatiokee State Park is
located. Mr. Dettloff stated that end to end, Cove Road is an attraction and a dialog is
definitely needed. He said that he agrees that Murphy Road needs attention as well as he
travels to Tradition that way and back by way of Citrus Boulevard. He thanked Mr.
Bangs and the committee for allowing him to speak.
Mr. Natoli said that this committee is very appreciative for the bike lanes we ' re gotten to
date, even if Willoughby was fumbled at the end. Mr. Nato li said he' s mentioning this
because when roads are resurfaced, that it could be ten to 15 years prior to having the
opportunity for bike lanes again so we need to accept this window of opportunity now
and not wait until someone is killed. Mr. Dettloff inquired as to how the BPAC requests
are documented, is it in the form of a reso lution? Ms. Preast asked if it could be done in a
motion. Ms. Dekle said to begin with the updates to the Bike/Ped Plan in a couple of
weeks then we can incorporate it into the project list and go from there. Mr. Natoli said
that all the BPAC motions are addressed to the MPO Board, and they are the o nly people
that we are allowed to speak to correct?
Mr. Natoli made a motion to request of the MPO Policy Board that they request of
the County that bike lanes, paved shoulders or wider sidewalks whatever can be
accomplished on the Murphy and Cove Roads resurfacing projects be constructed.
The motion was seconded by Ms. Julie Preast. There was no opposition to the
motion. The motion passed unanimously.
Mr. Nato li suggested adding a similar request of the MPO to request of the State the same
thing.
A motion was made by Mr. Natoli requesting of the MPO Policy Board that they
request of the State to have bike lanes, paved shoulders or wider sidewalks whatever
can be accomplished on the Jensen Beach Boulevard resurfacing projects be
constructed.
Mr. Natoli stated that the BPAC is not being unreasonable and asked Mr. Bangs what the
additional cost of add ing shoulders would be in order to have a ballpark idea.
Ms. Moore stated that there is a motion on the floor to request the same thing of the State.
Ms. Preast interjected for Jensen Beach Boulevard. Ms. Moore affirmed asking if there
was any opposition. Mr. Dettloff said that he would second that motion. Ms.
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Lenartiene asked if this motion included the piece of sidewalk which was mentioned by
Ms. Preast earlier or will that section be dealt with separately. Mr. Natoli and Ms. Preast
each said it should be included in the motion and those providing the second confirmed
that they would accept the incl usion in the motions. The motion was amended as
follows:

The motion was amended by Mr. Natoli requesting of the MPO Policy Board to
request of the State to have bike lanes, paved shoulders or wider sidewalks whatever
can be accomplished on the Jensen Beach Boulevard resurfacing project be
constructed, as well as constructing the small missing gap of sidewalk in the first
block just east of U. S. 1 on the north side of Jensen Beach Boulevard. Mr. Dettloff
accepted the amendment with his second and the motion passed unanimously.
Mr. Natoli inquired of Mr. Bangs to provide the committee with a ballpark figure as to
the cost per mile to add shoulders or bike Janes to a roadway for future reference. Mr.
Bangs replied that they have good information on that since they have done so much.

Mr. Natoli made another motion to request that the MPO take $1.2 million of the
$1.4 million slated for the landscape at the interchange be redirected to construct
the bike lanes for the three motions just made. Ms. Dekle advised that Commissioner
Smith has requested that of FOOT and he was told that it would not be done because
there is a difference between State and County projects i.e. apples and oranges. Mr.
Natoli said that we have to ask for it, if we are told no then we have to seek to whom else
we can speak in order to resolve this bureaucratic political situation. He said that if it' s
impossible, it's impossible, but Jet's ask for it anyway. Ms. Preast suggested that if it is
State money put it into Jensen Beach Boulevard as that is a State road, would you amend
your motion for thi s inclusion? Mr. Natoli acknowledged amending his motion.
Mr. Natoli amended his motion requesting that the MPO recommend $ 1.2 million of
the $1.4 million slated for the landscape at the interchange be redirected to
construct the bike lanes for the three motion just made; however, if they are State
funds that cannot be used in that manner then the funds should be redirected to
construct bike lanes on Jensen Beach Boulevard. 1Ms. Julie Preast provided a
second to the motion. Several com mittee members commented that safety should take
precedence over beautification. Ms. Moore expressed thanks to Mr. Bangs for the
presentation.
C. US-1
RETROFIT;
PRELIMINARY
MULTIMODAL
PROJECT
RECOMMENDATIONS
Ms. Dekle stated that the consultant from Tindale Oliver and Associates is here to
present an overview on this item . She said that there are a couple of draft documents
that have been developed in the last six to nine months and he w ill advise as to the
current recommendations of the project. Mr. Demian Miller introduced himself as
being w ith Tindale Oliver on behalf of FOOT. He stated that he will highli ght some
of the recommendations in the study then he w ill take any questions. Mr. Miller
1

The motion was not officiall y seconded and the question was never called . Everyone just conclm ed that it was a
motion.
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advised that the project limits extend both Martin and St. Lucie Counties from just
south of Cove Road to just north of downtown Ft. Pierce. The original plan was to
review the entire length of U. S. I in the two Counties, but it was determined during
scoping that the study would be more beneficial focusing on just the urban areas of
the corridor. He advised that this project stemmed from the 2035 Long Range
Transportation Plan (LRTP) which identified the U. S. 1 as a priority while seeking
ways to improve the multi modality of the corridor, from use of public transportation,
and fostering economic developments along the corridor. He added that they do a lot
with "complete streets" type projects when the dominant use of a corridor is local trip
making encouraging cycling and pedestrian more feasible. However, U.S. 1 is used
for longer route commutes and even regional travel which makes balancing a little
more challenging as there isn't a nearby parallel interstate facility. Mr. Miller said
that the multimodal focus is to improve connectivity so parallel and perpendicular
roads were studied as well as the U.S. 1 corridor with safety being paramount in
determining focus areas. He stated that as he wasn 't familiar with the area so much
of the project was based on assessment as he had to learn about the corridor. He
spoke to local stakeholders, comprised an advisory committee consisting mainly of
local staff members from both Counties to learn of the big issues. Subsequent parts
of this process will be prioritizing the more expensive long term recommendations as
well as engineering feasibility which has not been done at this point. He analyzed the
existing traffic conditions, the current transit service to see if there are any potential
improvements to the bus stop facilities, a big part would be the traffic crash history
with a strong focus on bicycle/pedestrian crashes especially those res ulting in a
fatality or severe injuries. They are reviewing crash locations and concentration areas,
primarily looking into crashes that are severe such as T-bones or running off the road
and crashing into a pole. Mr. Miller advised that from that they developed focus
areas. He said that on the Martin side of the study they examined from Cove Road to
downtown Stuart then to the Jensen Beach intersection area near the Mall. Mr. Miller
advised that they spoke with a lot of stakeholders, the Mall , hospitals, schools and
other various landowners. They were asked about the existing conditions of U.S. I, if
they utilized any alternative methods of transportation or if they were aware of any
opportunities and the major response was about safety. Mr. Miller said that there
were comments about intersections that were difficult to nav igate even in a vehicle,
traffic congestion, and safety for non-motorized users. He advised that the take-away
for the consultants were to implement some low cost improvements throughout the
corridor; there were site specific recommendations which he' ll discuss later in more
detail, as well as a couple, more linear, larger projects. Mr. Miller advi sed that for the
linear, corridor wide strategies, implemented design/operational best practices were
mainly for pedestrians. Lighting is one of the significant items as frequently lights
are implemented to benefit vehicles every 150 feet or so without regard to specifically
lighting the intersection which is where the pedestrians are designated to cross as well
as where many vehicle transactions take place Mr. Miller sa id. The DOT is
examining this closely around the State to make an appropriate lighting standard for
pedestrian crosswalk areas. He stated that enhancing crosswalk markings provides a
visual queue to people to watch for pedestrians in the area. Ms. Preast inquired if
there were any traffic circles have been constructed o n U. S. I between Dade and
Palm Beach County. Mr. Miller stated that District JV is considering one on U. S. I
in the vicinity of Sunri se which would be a maj or project, though he's not familiar
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with any further north. He advised that traffic circles wi ll be discussed later in this
meeting. Mr. Miller said that there are some recommendations and the majority of
the intersections are signalized. He went on to di scuss the U. S. I and Cove Road
intersection, showing how the crosswalk was made shorter by having it set back from
the corner. Mr. Miller added that they looked at connecting the sidewalk to the first
collector street, which is Dixie Highway. He said this "fix" runs throug hout the
report and it doesn' t matter what kind of funds are used City/County or Federal it all
depends on how the MPO prioritizes it. Mr. Miller continued, stating that U.S. I sort
of follows the coast line and the further 1101th one travels o n U.S. 1 the mo re skewed
the intersections become, causing really bad geometry on locations like Monterey and
Grumman Roads. He added that they have considered strategies for the U.S. I bridge
as well as providing a multi-use pathway on the west side of U.S. 1 from the bridge
up to Primavista in St. Lucie County. He quoted a previous comment, " if we can't
get a bike lane can we have wider sidewalks" which may be a possibility as
particularly in Martin, there' s a tighter ROW and that may be the better opportunity.
Mr. Natoli stated that U. S. I is not livable and there are many Counties/States with
the same type of roadway disaster. He remarked using Mr. Miller's words about the
lack of adequate planning, "there is no place to go". Mr. Nato li questioned the Cove
Road recommendations as he stated it's a two lane road, and a truck w ill turn using
both of those roads anyway so narrowing the radius isn't as crucial. Mr. Natoli stated
that these recommendations are only band aids and these improvements will not
increase the vo lume of cyclists or pedestrian on the sidewalks. He said that he
reviewed the existing, aged, establishments and had expected that as things changed
this vicinity would too. Mr. Natoli said that this project stemmed fro m the 2035
LRTP and he was anticipating the change to lean mo re to the appearance/feel of a
European Boulevard having roadside parking outside of through traffic lanes. He
said if all the building locations were connected one could walk o r ride to each. Mr.
Nato li had hoped that something along that line would have been what was presented
to the policymakers to think about, as well as to generate foot traffic. He said that
there 's language in the Land Development Regulations (LDR) that states that all
commercial things should connect noting nothing in the vicinity of the Treasure Coast
Mall connects so one must get on U.S. l to go to the neighboring property. Mr.
Natoli also advised that he has seen nothing in the recommendations about the
Willoughby Extension which is a parallel road and should be noted in these
recomme ndations. He sa id a connection from Willoughby to U.S. 1 may change your
recommendations as it' s a parallel road and wil l remove some of the U.S. I traffic.
Mr. Natoli said these recommendations are good for sho1t term, but we need to
consider long term items and their benefits. Mr. Nato li said doing a Paris Boulevard
is radical but it works and wou ld get people walking or biking safely. Ms. Preast said
that she's advocating for the connection behind the commercial structures especially
at Jensen Beach Boulevard as alternative routes to U.S. I. If you don't expand the
frontage road at least provide a connectio n to the back. Ms. Preast prov ided some
history about a request for a connection between Target and Kohl ' s which was denied
but the County has since changed their regulations in that the surro unding
neighborhood can't stop a local connection of that manner in an event to stop traffic
in their area. Ms. Preast said she mentioned a roundabout earlier in the meeting and
will mention it again. Ms. Jeffers intetjected that she wou ld like to address the
roundabout matter. She stated that U.S. I is a six lane roadway, three lanes each way.

BPAC Minutes

Page 7of11

Feb.9,2015

She stated that there is no information or history as to the safety factor on a road of
that size or of a three lane roundabout. Mr. Roberto Jimenez from FDOT advised M s.
Preast that the large roundabout in the Miami area is in fact, a rotary. Ms. Jeffers said
that rotaries are different in that they have signals. Ms. Preast stated that it does slow
people down, even if it is because they are confused. Mr. Dettloff likes the small
fixes suggested and the connection to U.S. I needs more emphasis. Ms. Moore
thanked the represe ntatives from FOOT.

D. KANNER HIGHWAY/CR 711 (PRATT WHITNEY RD) INTERSECTION
Ms. Dekle advised that this is a walk-on informational item which was presented to
the CAC and TAC meetings last week and wi ll be presented by FDOT
representatives, and subsequently will be presented to the MPO Policy Board at the
February meeting. FOOT is using the MPO advisory committees to provide the
public involvement. Ms. Dekle stated that this presentation is regarding a roundabout
at the intersection of Kanner Highway and Pratt Whitney. Mr. Brad Salisbury of
FOOT introduced himself as being from the Roadway Design Office and stated that
the Project Manager is Ms. Betsey Je ffers.
He provided some background
information stating that this is part of a larger widening project from Pratt Whitney to
north of SW Locks Road . Mr. Salisbury advised that the project is approximately 1.6
miles, expanding the existing roadway which is a two lane, undivided roadway with
50 mile per hour (MPH) posted speed from two to four lanes. He advised that the
proposed roadway is to be four lanes, divided with a seven foot buffered bike lane,
same posted speed, six feet of sidewalk on the west and a twelve foot shared use path
on the east side. Mr. Salisbury advised that FHWA has been evaluating the sa fety
and operational benefits provided by roundabouts for years, which is why thi s is
being proposed. He noted that FOOT has amended their criteria for all new
construction to evaluate rou ndabouts, with a provided screening check li st. Mr.
Sal isbury compared the cost considerations between the roundabout verses a
signalized intersection . In the roundabout, there are no signal s, which is a huge
sav ings. In the sig nalized intersection there are four lanes o n Pratt Whitney for
improved flow whereas in the roundabout there are only two lanes, but there is more
lighting than in the intersection. Mr. Salisbury summarized that the roundabout meets
the required criteria; FHW A was contacted, provided feedback and improvements to
the original layout. Mr. Craig Houdeshell introduced himself as a Civil Engineer and
stated that he agrees with Mr. Natoli and inquired as to what the cost analysis showed
between the two proposed intersection proj ects and how much ROW will need to be
purchased. Ms. Jeffers said that due to the skew of the project the signalized footprint
is actually larger than the roundabout in that it is out of square and there are double
lefts consuming the entire ROW. She added that they do not have enough ROW to
square up the signalized intersection, the roundabout fits within the existing ROW
and no ROW will be purchased for this project. Seeing no additional comments on
the item Ms. Moore thanked the presenters.

E. PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT PLAN ANNUAL REPORT
Ms. Bonnie Landry stated that the MPO is required to annually review the ir efforts
regarding the Public Invo lvement Plan (PIP) and public outreach. Ms. Landry
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advised that there are five objectives in the Plan ; the first is holding regular public
meetings which consist of the Bicycle/Pedestrian, Citizens, Technical Advisory
Committees (BPAC, CAC and TAC) as well as the MPO Policy Board. She advised
that there were 33 public meetings held in 2014. She advised that the second
objective is to provide equitable access to informat ion regarding decisions being
made at the meetings. She added that caution is practiced to ensure the meeting
locations are Americans with Disabilities (ADA) accessible, for those with access
issues. Engaging the Public Early and Often is the next objective. Ms. Landry said
. that the MPO updated the Title VJ language which is basic outreach to the
underserved populous. She advised that another Board that the MPO staffs is the
Local Coordinating Board for the Transportation Disadvantaged (LCB-TD) which is
specifically to address the needs of the transportation disadvantaged . She advised
that the MPO Policy Board meetings are aired live on Martin County Television
(MCTV) for those unable to attend or they may "stream" the meeting on demand.
Ms. Landry stated that the website can be translated into 75 languages w ith one click
and the MPO retains the services of LanguageLine which is a translation service
providing over 200 languages for telephonic, live or written translations. She
advised that the MPO participated and will pa1ticipate again in the Martin County
Fair providing for public outreach. She noted that objective five was added this year
which is to assist Martin 's public transit with the outreach of their Program of
Projects (POP). Mr. Natoli inquired as to when the LRTP representatives are
coming to present to this committee. Ms. Dekle advised that they will present at the
joint meeting in April but that they wi ll return to the individual advisory committees.
She added that people may provide input by attending a workshop, emailing the
MPO staff, going on the LRTP website and taking the survey, input can be received
in various ways; all will be incorporated into the database. M s. Moore advi sed that
she attended the meeting at the City Hall. Ms. Landry stated that there were 76
people in attendance at the C ity Hall event as it was an " Open House" forum
wherein one cou ld make a comment and leave or stay to participate in the different
interactive activities. She advised that the website is www.mart in2040.com and
people may complete the survey to advise what is important to them for the future of
Martin County's transportation. Ms. Julie Preast made a motion to approve to
the Public Involvement Plan Annual Report. Ms. Cheryl Lenartiene provided a
second. The motion passed unanimously.

F. TRAFFIC SAFETY REPORTS AND DATA
Ms. Dekle advised that this report was generated at the request of a BPAC
committee member. She advised that to date the Traffic Engineering Divis ion and
the County has hired a new project manager. She stated that she would like to have
the new project manager as well as a local law enforcement agency to come to the
committee with a quarterly update/standing agenda item of some form in order to
review the data along with the crash analysis in the future. She added that there also
is a Bicycle/Pedestrian Safety Action Plan (BPSAP) which is a requirement for
planning in the State of Florida that was previously included in the MPO's business
plan. She advised that at the April meeting a scope of services for that project will
be brought before the committees as well as a Unified Planning Work Program
(UPWP) Amendment for a budget for the project. She advised that the Scope has
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been completed but she wants everyone to review it and provide feedback reminding
the committee that one of the primary components of that Plan is the crash analysis
data as the committee is going to identify some " hot spots" within the County in an
attempt to have them improved for Bike/Ped safety. The County Traffic Engineer is
aware of the upcoming project as well.

6. COMMENTS FROM COMMITTEE MEMBERS
Ms. Cheryl Lenartiene informed the committee that she has received a request from a
visually impa ired person for a n audible signa l at the corner of Jensen Beach Bo ulevard
at Green River Parkway near the new Vi siting Nurse Association (VNA). Ms. Landry
advised that she will pass that inforn1ation along.
Mr. Natoli inquired if the committee was of the opinion that he was too political in his
comments. He stated that he received a call from his Commissioner a couple of
months ago advising that he had been informed by staff that he was too political in hi s
comments to this committee, and that either he shou ld change or be thrown off of the
committee. He advised that he serves on this committee because he likes to, he's a
volunteer and aspires to make positive changes for the community, if he has to leave
the committee so be it but he wanted to share the other side of the story.
Commi ssioner Haddox agreed and they met. Mr. Natoli asked that Commi ssioner
Haddox read the first four objectives from the Action Plan, which he did. Mr. Natol i
read them out loud and told the Commissioner that when he attends these meetings he
advocates for these items strongly. Mr. Natoli said this is political in that there aren't
any good growth plans in Martin, and there have been indications that Martin is
expecting to grow. He said Martin needs to embrace growth with a more pedestrian
and bicycle safe attitude. Ms . Preast stated that she's appreciative of what he offers to
the comm ittee, noting he's a licensed Landscape Architect and a Certified P lanner.
She said that his input provides informed knowledge as well as practical knowledge
being a cycli st. Ms. Preast appreciates that Mr. Natoli invests his time making lists,
bringing them to the committee, adding that it shows constructive interest and
concerns for the community. Mr. Natoli prov ided some history as to his frustration
stating that previously in a different County, he was the BPAC Chairman for the
County and when recommendations were made they went into the Comp Plan as they
dealt directly with the Board of County Commissioners (BOCC). He said that this
BPAC is under the MPO with no direct communications with the BOCC. Mr. Natoli
sa id that he's advised the BOCC many times about the need for better planning issues,
but it would have a lot more impact com ing from the BPAC committee who are voters
and people from the general public. Ms. Moore said that as most of the MPO Board
are County Commissioners, the expectation is that the information or
recommendations are received by the BOCC, but she's not convinced that is
happening. Ms. Preast inquired if there is a n MPO agenda item for "comments from
committee members". Ms. Landry affirmed. Ms. Preast said that she had gone before
the MPO Board when she was a CAC member and would tell them that she was on the
comm ittee, but that these were her individual issues. Ms. Landry said that it's a better
forum as you a lso are speaking not just to Martin County but the C ity of Stua11 and
Sewall's Point Commissioners. Ms. Dek le advised that the next MPO meeting will be
February 23, 2015 at 9:00AM. Ms. Preast requested that Mr. Natoli express the
comm ittee's frustration if he does go to the Board. Discussion ensued about the
rigidity of the enforcement of the Sunshine Law and that it is unfo1tunate that the
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committee cannot get together to talk about matters in an informal setting.

7. COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC
Ms. Moore thanked the guests for attending and asked if anyone had any questions for
the committee as each a re here as member prospects. There were none. Ms. Landry
reminded the committee that the third workshop is Wednesday in Indiantown if
anyone is in the area and wishes to come.

8. COMMENTS FROM FDOT.
Ms. D ekle advised that Ms. Fierman apologized but was unable to be here and advised
if anyone has any comments for Ms. Fierman , please provide them to her and she will
relay the information.

9. NOTES
A. Transportation Alternatives Program, 2015 Project Cycle.
Ms. Dekle stated that Martin County will be applying to complete a sidewalk gap
o n Bridge Road. They are sponsoring the application for the Tranquility Home
Owners Association (HOA), and Ms. Dekle advised the committee that for future
reference, if anyone is aware of a project for an HOA, neighborhood o r civic
group, please contact staff so we could develop a feasible project to consideration
during the next annual cycle.

B. 2040 Long Range Transportation Plan, Public Involvement.
Ms. Moore advised that this was previously presented.

C. FDOT-Plans and Preparations Manual. Updated specifications to the urban
arterial lane width and bicycle lane options.
Ms. Dekle said it is just for the committee's information that the State has c hanged
their Plans and Preparations Manual (PPM), for safer bike lane standards which
have been included in the committee packet.
10. NEXT MEETING - Jo int CAC/BPAC/TAC Meeting- April 8, 20 15 at I :30 PM

11. ADJOURN
Ms. Julie Preast made a motion to adjourn which was seconded by Ms. C heryl
Lenartiene. There were no objections and the motion passed unanimously. The
meeting was adjourned at 7:17 PM.
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