
MARTIN METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION 
TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEETING 

Martin County Administration Building 
4•h Floor Workshop Conference Room 

2401 SE Monterey Road, Stuart, FL 34996 
www.martinmpo.com 

(772) 221-1498 

Monday, February 2, 2015 @ 1:30 pm 
Minutes 

1. CALL TO ORDER 
Mr. Sam Amerson called the meeting to order at I :32 pm. 

2. ROLLCALL 
Members in Attendance: 
Sam Amerson 
Samantha Lovelady 
Joe Capra, (Ah.) 

Stuart Trent 
Mark Cocco 
Timothy Voelker (Alt.) 

Terry Rauth 
Lisa Maack 
George Stokus 

Members Excused: 
Kim Delaney 

Members Absent 
Matthew McBride 

Staff in Attendance: 
Beth Beltran, MPO Administrator 
Bonnie Landry, Senior Planner 
Murriah Dekle, Planner 11 
Margaret Brassard, Administrative Assistant II 

Others Present: 
Demian Miller, Tindale Oliver 
Peggy Hornick, East Coast Mortgage 
Shelley McGlynn, Water Pointe 
Betsy Jeffers, FOOT 
Robe1to Jimenez, FOOT 
Brad Salisbury 
Kate Boland 
Genessa Casanova, Turnpike 

A quorum was present for this meeting. 
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3. APPROVE AGENDA 
A motion to approve the Agenda was made by Mr. George Stokus. Ms. Terry 
Rauth provided a second. The motion passed unanimously without objection. 

4. APPROVE MINUTES 
A motion was made by Mr. George Stokus which was seconded by Ms. Terry 
Rauth to approve both the September 8, 2014 regular meeting as well as the 
November 12, 2014 Joint Bicycle Pedestrian, Citizens' and Technical Advisory 
Committee meeting minutes. The motion passed unanimously. 

5. AGENDA ITEMS 

A. ELECTION OF OFFICERS 
Ms. Beltran advised that this is an annual agenda item, the current Chair, Sam 
Amerson and Vice-Chair, Samantha Lovelady are willing to serve again if the 
committee has no objections as there are no term limitations. The floor was opened 
for nominations. 

Mr. Joe Capra made a motion to maintain the current Chair and Vice-Chair 
which was seconded by Ms. Terry Rauth. There were no additional suggestions 
or nomination. The motion passed unanimously. 

B. PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT PROGRAM (PIP)ANNUAL REPORT 
Ms. Beltran introduced Ms. Bonnie Landry to present the Public Involvement 
Program (PIP) Annual Report. Ms. Landry stated that this is an annual review as to 
the accomplishments of the MPO in the area of public participation. Ms. Landry 
stated that with the advisory committees, Local Coordinating Board for the 
Transportation Disadvantaged (LCB-TD) as well as the MPO Policy Board the MPO 
held 35 public meetings in 2014. Ms. Landry went on to discuss quorums, equitable 
access to information and holding the meetings in locations that meet the American's 
with Disabilities Act (ADA) accessibility requirements. Ms. Landry advised that the 
agenda packages for all meetings are distributed seven days in advance of each 
meeting. This allows for a clear understanding as to what will be discussed at each 
meeting and for the public to have an oppottunity to attend the meeting. She advised 
that the Title VI /Nondiscrimination information was recently updated to the 
satisfaction of the Federal Highway Administration (FHW A) to better serve the 
underserved populous. Ms. Landry advised that the MPO has a partnership with the 
Martin County Television station (MCTV) who provides live coverage/streaming of 
the MPO meetings as well as " on demand" viewing within two days of the event. 
She advised that the website is capable of being immediately translated into 75 
languages to accommodate those with Limited English Proficiency (LEP). She 
stated that the MPO utilizes various methods to engage the public noting the "Trade 
Show Display" in the reception area of the Administration Building. Ms. Landry 
advised that the MPO had a display with information at the Martin County Fair. She 
reminded the committee that that the MPO uses an interactive Transportation 
Improvement Program (TIP) which allows easy access for the public to glean 
comprehensive information pertaining to any project current or pending in the next 
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five years. Ms. Landry advised that the MPO also gathers information on projects 
for the Martin County Transit Program of Projects (POP) which was recently added 
to the MPO's Public Involvement Program (PIP). Mr. Joe Capra applauded staff for 
their superb effo1ts, highlighting the Waterways Plan. He stated that he had seen one 
of the lackluster buses today and was curious as to the status of the 
wrapping/branding. Ms. Terry Rauth stated that the County is working on getting 
the service branded. It was advised that the County currently has an on-line survey 
that the public may take to voice their opinions as to how they would like the buses 
to look. Ms. Landry advised that the MPO is continuing their relationship with 
LanguageLine which has capability to translate live or by telephone over 200 
languages, adding that there wi ll be a translator at the upcoming Long Range 
Transportation Plan (LRTP) Open House. 

Mr. Joe Capra made a motion to approve the Public Involvement Program 
(PIP) Annual Report, which was seconded by Mr. George Stokus. There was 
no opposition, the motion passed unanimously. 

C. US 1 MULTIMODAL CORRIDOR STUDY 
Ms. Beltran stated that this regional study of multimodal options on U. S. 1 resulted 
from the 2035 LRTP. She advised that the MPO has partnered with the FOOT, their 
consultants Tindale Oliver, as well as the St. Lucie TPO to review and consider 
poss ible mobility improvements along that corridor without increasing capacity. Ms. 
Beltran introduced the consultant, Mr. Demian Miller, from Tindale Ol iver to make 
the presentation. Mr. Mi ller advised that the basic purpose of this study was to 
support increased mobility options by making this corridor more multimodal. Mr. 
Mill er noted that th is was not going to have the feel of "downtown" or "complete 
streets" as this is a regionally traveled roadway since the interstate and Turnpike are 
a significant di stance from the developed areas on U.S. I . He stated that they sought 
a balance of the multimodal/bicycle/pedestrian combinations given the way the 
corridor will be used in the future . Mr. Miller advised that they rev iewed some of 
the short term, low cost and viable improvements which cou ld be constructed to 
increase mobility. He added that though the majority of the projects will be on U.S. 
1 some of the projects identified are on the intersecting streets noting that safety was 
paramount. Mr. Miller went on to di scuss traffic crash history, volumes and other 
related traffic data. He stated that land use was studied which exhibits a mixture of 
usage, a lot of residential, auto oriented and retail. He advi sed that there is a lot of 
bicycle and pedestrian traffic but not as much as one would see in a more urban area 
that is predominately residential. Mr. Miller pointed out opportunities and 
challenges after rev iewing the crash history of areas that would be more supportive 
of alternative transpo1tation. He advised that the areas from Port Salerno to Stuart 
and surrounding the Jensen Beach Mall were high crash areas. Mr. Mi ller advised 
that in areas of this nature it 's unusual to have replicating crash scenarios but they 
are in the general vicinity, so looking for "best practice" designs is what FOOT is 
seeking to implement. He stated that they ' ve discussed opinions as to the Level of 
Service (LOS) today and moving forward with others using alternative modes of 
transportation. Mr. Miller noted that LOS feedback generally relates to safety and 
traffic. However, he said that the corridor has a few key congested sections but from 
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a LOS point of view it's not bad because the roadway was des igned almost 
exclusively for cars. Mr. Miller added that there are sidewalks but it isn't a friendly 
habitat for those walking or riding a bicycle. He advised that the recommendations 
consist of lower cost and easy to implement projects throughout the corridor with 
some using "site specific" or linear strategies. Mr. Miller said that lighting i s huge 
and most are evenly distributed along the roadway though they are not necessarily 
designed to facilitate pedestrian crossings. Recommendation is to rev iew light ing at 
the intersections and other bicycle/pedestrian conflict points; enhance crosswalk 
markers to remind drivers to yield to cyclists/pedestrians; countdown pedestrian 
signals; intersection geometry improvements are more expensive and a challenge 
with the number of skewed intersections. Mr. Miller di scussed "best practices" from 
a pedestrian point of view to improve safety, including the use of channelization 
islands, placing [vehicle] stop bars before the crosswalks and realigning the 
crosswalks. Mr. Miller stated that they tried to find projects that would not require a 
lot of roadway acquisition, reconstruction of public utilities or drainage faci lities. 
Mr. Capra said the report was good, and expressed the impo1tance of multimodal 
paths in the 2040 LRTP Plan. Mr. Capra said this corridor is currently not bike/ped 
friendly; he would like to see a north/south multimodal path on U. S. 1, and asked 
about next steps. Ms. Beltran said that this is the first phase of the U. S. I Project 
which began as a regional project. Staff wanted to get input from the committees as 
well as the Board during these presentations, so FDOT can take the informatio n and 
revise the study. Perhaps one of the recommendations could be listed on the MPO's 
li st of project priorities in June. She also mentioned that the Board may desire 
moving ahead with phase two which would be more specific to Martin County. Mr. 
Capra reminded the committee that there are bus stops getting ready to be built and 
that they are trying to combine the stop locations with pedestrian locatio ns for 
utiliz ing the transit service. He queried as to what would happen first, the study or 
the construction of the bus stops. Ms. Beltran advised that the bus stops are a 
County project on which they have been working with FOOT and Port St. Lucie. 
Discussion ensued with Ms. Lisa Maack stating that possibly FOOT can identify and 
construct some smaller projects on the corridor out of the current projects. She said 
they may want to review the priorities as the transit stops are developed so it may 
become a part of the complete document. Mr. Miller said that they can take a look at 
the transit stops that are going in before or adjacent to project locations they are 
cons idering, by adding signage and paint short term, sidewalk extensions or other 
possible solutions longer term. Mr. Miller is of the opinion that they could take the 
stop location information and stait incorporating the information into their plans to 
correlate it with the report to include it in the intersection improvements. 

Mr. Stokus stated that he works in a high volume pedestrian area between Golden 
Gate and the Salerno CRA, many of whom are traveling north to the City of Stuart 
or the Monterey intersection. Mr. Stokus stated that frequently his tenants comment 
that they were unaware that there was a bike lane on Dixie. He asked if FOOT has 
considered doing a green stripe, colored lane or other marking to provide notification 
to the driver that thi s is a bike lane, you should look right for a bike, because the bike 
lane disappears, cars are traveling at 60 miles per hour (MPH) and next thing you 
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know you are in a turning lane. Mr. Stokus said that so much time and money is 
being spent to keep it multimodal but is that really the right direction, because when 
you make the roads multimodal, lanes or intersections are compressed, things are 
slowed down ultimately reducing the regional capacity. He asked if it would be 
better to move the multimodal avenue to Dix ie and off of U.S . I allowing the side 
streets be the alternative. He said that Mr. Miller is making recommendations to 
complete sidewalks and asked if FOOT is saying that they are willing to put money 
toward that type of a project? Mr. Stokus reminded the committee that Ma1tin 
County has a $2 12 million Capital Improvement deficit. He said that this is not 
going to rate high with storm water pipes breaking below the roads; it ' s a great 
recommendation but we need to determine how this will be funded. Does FOOT 
reall y want the local government to prioritize it? Ms. Beltran advised that it depends 
on what kind of Federal funding it is as there are some funds like the Transportation 
Alternati ve Program (TAP) funds which could not be used on maintenance. 

Mr. Amerson said that he was of the opinion that this study was to encourage transit 
ridership or alternati ve transportation instead of vehicles. Mr. Miller noted and 
advised that he will take this to his staff and suggest that they review the transit 
component adding that they did have difficulty locating the bus stops when looking 
for them. Mr. Miller said that the 2035 Plan focused on the U.S . l corridor as a 
rebalance for the traffic heading to the west from each County . He suggested doing 
some of the low cost improvements, li ghting improvements, enhance the crossing 
markings just the basics, then consideration should be made when someone develops 
the property. Mr. Amerson said that the improvements could generate development 
and recommended prioritiz ing proj ects. Mr. Amerson mentioned how the MPO and 
the City are working with the County staff connecting U.S. I to Kindred Street from 
Colorado A venue and Kindred Street to Johnson A venue to improve multimodal use, 
providing safe bike lanes and on-street parking. He said that in order to do that, the 
number of travel lanes on Colorado had to be reduced. Mr. Amerson said that the 
capacity is still there, but the road was constrained originall y and he' s concerned 
how to accommodate this project. He said that he was unsure if bike lanes should 
even exist on Federal Highway. He is aware that FDOT has a turning lane 
improvement to prov ide for bike lanes but everything seems to be disjointed. Mr. 
Amerson said that it' s things that you would do when working on a proj ect but it's 
hard to connect a ll the dots when it's being piecemealed together. People won' t use 
it if there is only one block on U. S . I with a bike lane then merge with the road. 
Mr. Miller said he was recentl y on a pane l where Secretary Billy Hattaway was 
trying to change the way FOOT does business. He said that in the past few weeks, 
the standard is now to have a seven foot (sort of) buffer and a bike lane on the new 
construction when feasible. If the existing lane width can be narrowed to 
accommodate that, it would become the standard operating procedure for retrofits. 
Mr. Miller queried as to what traffic characteristics would be more appropriate for 
the multi use pathway off the street. It had been that if there was a four foot bike lane 
the attitude was take it or leave it, however, now the Department of Transpottation 
(DOT) Central Office is getting serious and reall y looking into this matter. Mr. 
Miller said that one easy fi x is to see where lane narrowing can happen to prov ide 
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that buffer but you will probably find that many lanes are already only 11 feet. He 
stated that it should be documented for incorporation into the repo1t and the 
communities that do have space for the buffer it can be provided. 

Mr. Stokus said that he noticed in some of the bike repotts that there are recreational 
and non-recreational cyclists. He is of the opinion that those who bike on U. S. I are 
the non-recreational cyclists, who don ' t have a car for whatever reason and the same 
is true with the pedestrians. Mr. Stokus advised that having that form of information 
could help FOOT as they address this matter. They are seeing a big increase in the 
electric/motorized scooters in the area around the airport as there are people from the 
Golden Gate vicinity traveling to the Monterey Road area. How are these "grey 
area" vehicles being addressed, are they bikes or vehicles? Mr. Amerson stated that 
U. S. I is not for a weekend, trail or pleasure biker. Connecting Green River 
Parkway, Ocean Boulevard, Walton Road and Jensen Beach Boulevard as an 
alternative, a separate corridor to U. S. l is more of a desired route. He added those 
route locations are where the bike clubs and weekend cyclists want to ride. Mr. 
Amerson said that the study is focusing on placing bike lanes on U. S. I when in fact 
those riders are more sporadic and would ride on the sidewalk to get to work, or a 
corner store. He said that it ' s a lot of effo11 to extend when a cycling group would 
use it much more off of that corridor. Mr. Miller suggested that maybe widening the 
sidewalk would be a better idea. Mr. Amerson stated that it would be less expensive 
as well. Mr. Stokus said that in the presentation there was a "high intensity, 
industrial" area and it may help identify corridors for prioritization as there may be 
better corridors to redefine. He stated that the airport is in front of one of those 
corridors with heavy cycling traffic. Mr. Capra, referring to page 84, suggested that 
Martin should promote the businesses adjacent to the road ROW to provide 
multimodal paths on their property minimizing what' s in the actual ROW as that 
appears to be constrained. Mr. Miller said that the ROW fluctuates, the downtown 
area is very tight, but they are looking into cross connections from the public 
sidewalk to the front door of a business. Discussion ensued and Ms. Beltran stated 
that this is an informational item to gather input 

D. KANNER HIGHWAY/CR 711 (PRATT WHITNEY RD) INTERSECTION 
Mr. Brad Salisbury, the designer for the project, stated that the project limits are 
Kanner Highway south of Pratt Whitney Road (CR 711) to north of N. W. Locks 
Road which will consist of 1.6 miles of reconstruction from two to four lanes but for 
this presentation the focus will be the roundabout analysis. Mr. Salisbury stated that 
currently there are two undivided lanes with a posted speed limit of 50 miles per 
hour (MPH), which are slated to become a four lane divided highway, a seven foot 
buffered bike lane, same posted speed limit, a six foot sidewalk on the west side and 
a 12 foot shared-use path on the east side. Mr. Salisbury stated that FOOT is 
requiring that roundabouts are analyzed for all new construction . He stated that the 
existing intersection is signalized. For the proposed roundabout it is a single/two 
lane hybrid with the heavier movements having dual lanes in the circulatory portion 
with a dedicated east bound right turn. Mr. Salisbury said that due to the skewed 
intersection it's a tight movement for truck traffic. The design was based on 
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accommodating a Florida semi-trailer. He said that the traffic operation analysis 
compared the roundabout operation to the signal operation and from the morning and 
evening peak of the signal, the level of service (LOS) were D and C respectively, 
and the LOS for the roundabout was B and B using the 2039 design. Mr. Mark Coco 
expressed concern for cyclists coming from the four lane roadways going into/ out of 
the roundabout with vehicles turning. He said if he were a cyclist he would prefer to 
know that the cars were stopping. Mr. Coco said that the presentation acknowledged 
that safety benefits were considered and asked if that included the cyclists. Mr. 
Salisbury advised that cyclists are given options. The cyclist may take the lane, 
because the bike lane is "sort of dropped and it would be lead on to the s idewalk" so 
the cyclist may go to the sidewalk or take the lane through the roundabout. Ms. 
Jeffers confirmed that the cyclist may either take the lane or go to the s idewalk and 
act like a pedestrian crossing there. She said that is how they developed the 
roundabout designs in the guidelines so at this point in time those are the only ways 
to get through. Ms. Jeffers advised that roundabouts are designed so that they will 
slow the cars down from 50 to about 25 MPH which is a more comfo11able speed for 
cyclists. Mr. Coco inquired if there are other roundabouts on State roads in thi s 
region. Ms. Jeffers said that there is only one on the Jensen Beach Causeway and 
the guidelines have since changed. Hybrid roundabouts may now be des igned which 
can house either one or two lanes on different sections. She added that it is more 
difficult to design "drop lanes" but the guide lines have been developed. Mr. Coco 
queried if the radius was also designed for trailers. Ms. Jeffers affirmed . Mr. Coco 
advi sed that there had been issues around the County where school buses had 
roundabouts issues with the turning radius and the proximity of the railroad tracks. 
Ms. Jeffers said that the roundabouts are designed with the apron allowing for better 
mobility of large vehicles. Mr. Capra stated that there are a lot of buses in this area 
and he's surprised that there's only one lane in one direction. He said that even in 
the other direction [CR76A) traffic gets backed up with people going to the schools. 
Mr. Capra said if we' re going to be designing a roundabout with more lanes going 
into the roundabout and CR 711 already appears to be constrained, thi s will be a very 
busy corridor as Indiantown develops. Mr. Capra stated that the path along Kanner is 
proposed to be 12 foot wide, and he is of the opinion that thi s would be a good path 
to take all the way to Stuart. Ms. Jeffers advised that they are trying to obtain 
feedback regarding the roundabout from committees and the MPO Board prior to 
finaliz ing the design to ensure that the County and MPO were okay with the project 
at thi s location because if you don' t want it, FOOT quits here as this is part of the 
screening process as well as being Maitin's choice. She advised that FDOT is 
requiring that roundabouts be considered during any s ignal upgrades. Ms. Jeffers 
stated that geometrically and operationally that it's a good choice but the decision 
rests with the residents/policymakers in Ma1tin. Mr. Stokus advised that he 
frequents a roundabout in downtown Stuart and is of the opinion, especially if you 
add double lanes/drop a lane/direct turn lanes etc. that the circle will not work well. 
Discussion ensued regarding how roundabouts do not work when people do not 
know how to use them, are being discowteous or become distracted. Ms. Jeffers 
added that there will be ample signage to offer direction. Ms. Beltran said that she 
will report the TAC comments to the Board. Ms. Jeffers advised that it's a little 
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cheaper without the signal but lighting must be included as this project currently 
doesn ' t have lighting. She added if the intersection was previously lit that cost 
would not need to be incurred, but a roundabout is still less costly than a signal. Ms. 
Jeffers said that a signal costs approximately $200,000. Ms. Beltran inquired if the 
overhead lighting is included with the roundabout. Ms. Jeffers affirmed and 
answered Mr. Capra that the roundabout speed is 25 MPH. Mr. Amerson shared an 
observance of how discourteous drivers behave badly in roundabouts noting that in 
Stuart they designed an offset to the four-way intersection making the driver have to 
slow in order to make the left/right movement on Colorado which has helped. Ms. 
Rauth said that many drivers may not be aware of roundabout behavior and may not 
slow down. Mr. Capra agreed that being a rural area it may take time to get 
accustomed to the roundabout. Mr. Amerson confirmed that it's been proven that 
roundabouts reduce the carbon footprint verses a signalize intersection making it a 
"greener" alternative. Mr. Coco suggested Ms. Beltran infonn the Board of the 
schools in that area. 

6. COMMENTS FROM COMMITTEE MEMBERS 
Mr. Capra advised that there is going to be a presentation by Ms. Dekle next week. 
Ms. Dekle confirmed it's the Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) meeting 
which will be held on Thursday [February 5, 2015] at 11 :30 AM. Mr. Capra said 
that he would like to advocate for those funds in a community other than the City of 
Stuart or Ma1tin County if they aren ' t already taken. Ms. Beltran advised that Ms. 
Dekle is organizing mandatory training for anyone considering applying for these 
funds . She advised that the MPO staff must remain neutral so if the City, the County 
and Mr. Capra would like to attend the meeting everyone may discuss their projects. 
Ms. Beltran reminded the committee that the MPO is only the conduit for the funds. 
This is the mechanism so that everyone can get their project reviewed and the funds 
may be granted. Discussion ensued about past TAP [Enhancement] project 
applications. 

Ms. Rauth advised the committee that the February I 0, 2015 County Commission 
meeting will have an agenda item by the County Administrator regarding funding 
the [infrastructure] backlog. 

Ms. Beltran advised that the MPO will be hosting the third LRTP public workshop 
in Indiantown on February 11 , 2015 from 6:30 PM to 8:30 PM at the Indiantown 
Civic Center. Ms. Beltran answered Ms. Lovelady that at the last meeting in the 
City of Stua1i there were close to 60 people in attendance. 

Ms. Lisa Maack thanked the committee for their input on the U.S. 1 Corridor Study. 
She advised that on February 5, 2015 there is a Transportation Visioning Regional 
Forum in Delray to discuss the Florida Transportation Plan for the State as well as 
the Strategic Intermodal System (SIS) Plan, for which she has flyers if anyone is 
interested. Ms. Maack advised that staff from FOOT will be in attendance at the 
TAP meeting providing a presentation and assisting the applicants as to how to 
complete their application. It was advised that the TAP applications are due 
February 27. 2015. 
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7. COMMENTSFROMTHEPUBLIC 
Ms. Kate Olin advised that she's not a fan of roundabouts and is not satisfied with 
the manner in which the bike lanes were addressed. She said that she rides to the 
beach in Hobe Sound and she rides U. S. I sometimes as A-1-A is a deathtrap. Ms. 
Olin stated that there are some bike lanes but not in all areas. If there is any 
opportunity to get bike lanes on A-1-A, possibly a bit wider as well , they would be 
used by many. 

8. COMMENTS FROM FDOT 
Ms. Genessa Casanova introduced herself as being the FOOT liaison for the 
T urnpike. She advised that she will be attending some of the MPO committee 
meetings. 

9. NEXT MEETING 
The next meeting will be a j oint meeting, Bicycle/Citizens' /and Technical Advisory 
Committees which is scheduled for April 8, 2015 at I :30 P.M. at the Blake Library. 

10. ADJOURN 
A motion to adjourn was made by Ms. Samantha Lovelady and seconded by Mr. 
Joe Capra. There were no objections. The meeting was adjourned at 3:30 PM. 

Sam Amerson , Chair 
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