MARTIN METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION
POLICY BOARD MEETING
Martin County Administrative Building
Martin County Commission Chambers
2401 SE Monterey Road
Stuart, FL 34996
(772) 221-1498
www.martinmpo.com
Monday, February 22, 2016 @ 9:00 a.m.
AGENDA
ITEM

ACTION

1. CALL TO ORDER – 9:00 a.m.
2. PRAYER – Rev. James Brocious
3. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
4. ROLL CALL
5. APPROVAL OF AGENDA

APPROVE

6. APPROVAL OF MINUTES
 Regular Meeting – December 14, 2015

APPROVE

7. PUBLIC COMMENTS
(PLEASE LIMIT YOUR COMMENTS TO THREE MINUTES; COMPLETE CARD TO COMMENT)

8. BUSINESS ITEMS
A. ANNUAL ELECTION OF OFFICERS

APPROVE

B. PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT PLAN (PIP) ANNUAL REPORT

APPROVE

C. SAFE ROUTES TO SCHOOL GRANT APPLICATION

APPROVE

D. FREIGHT UPDATE

INFORMATIONAL

E. MPO-TPO FUNDING SPLIT UPDATE

INFORMATIONAL
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Public participation is solicited without regard to race, color, national origin, age, sex, religion, disability or family status. Persons with
questions or concerns about nondiscrimination, or who require special accommodations under the American with Disabilities Act or
language translation services (free of charge) should contact Bolivar Gomez, Senior Associate Planner (Title VI/Non-discrimination
Contact) at (772) 288-5412 or bgomez@martin.fl.us. Hearing impaired individuals are requested to telephone the Florida Relay System at
#711. Transportation assistance for disabled or elderly persons may be arranged by calling 1-866-836-7034. An agenda of items to be
considered will be available to the public in the Administrator’s Office, 2401 SE Monterey Road, Stuart, Florida. Items not included on the
agenda may also be heard in consideration of the best interests of the public health, safety, welfare, and as necessary to protect every
person’s right of access.
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9. COMMENTS FROM FDOT
10. COMMENTS FROM ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEMBERS
11. COMMENTS FROM BOARD MEMBERS
12. NOTES
13. NEXT MEETING – April 18, 2016 @ 9:00 a.m.
14. ADJOURN
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Public participation is solicited without regard to race, color, national origin, age, sex, religion, disability or family status. Persons with
questions or concerns about nondiscrimination, or who require special accommodations under the American with Disabilities Act or
language translation services (free of charge) should contact Bolivar Gomez, Senior Associate Planner (Title VI/Non-discrimination
Contact) at (772) 288-5412 or bgomez@martin.fl.us. Hearing impaired individuals are requested to telephone the Florida Relay System at
#711. Transportation assistance for disabled or elderly persons may be arranged by calling 1-866-836-7034. An agenda of items to be
considered will be available to the public in the Administrator’s Office, 2401 SE Monterey Road, Stuart, Florida. Items not included on the
agenda may also be heard in consideration of the best interests of the public health, safety, welfare, and as necessary to protect every
person’s right of access.
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MARTIN METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION
POLICY BOARD MEETING
Martin County Board of County Commissioner Chambers
2401 S.E. Monterey Road
Stuart, FL 34996
(772) 221-1498

www.martinmpo.com
Monday, December 14, 2015 @ 9:00 A.M.
Minutes

1. CALL TO ORDER.
The Chair, Mr. Troy McDonald called the meeting to order at 9:00 AM.
2. PRAYER–Reverend James Brocious, Stuart Alliance Church
3. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
4. ROLL CALL
Members in Attendance:
Troy McDonald, Chair, City of Stuart Commissioner
Ed Fielding, Martin County Board of County Commissioners
Eula R. Clarke, City of Stuart Commissioner
Vinny Barile, Town of Sewall’s Point Commissioner
John Haddox, Martin County Board of Count y Commissioners
Doug Smith, Martin County Board of Count y Commissioners
Anne Scott, Martin County Board of County Commissioners
Members Excused:
Hilary McKeich, Indiantown (Ex-Officio)
Members Absent:
None.
Staff in Attendance:
Beth Beltran, MPO Administrator
Bonnie Landry, Senior Planner
Alice Bojanowski, Planner II
Bolivar Gomez, Senior Associate Planner
Margaret H. Brassard, Administrative Specialist II
Others in Attendance:
Reverend James Brocious, Stuart Alliance Church
Julie Preast
Stewart Robertson, Kimley Horn
Dan Hiden, Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT)
Samantha Capaldo
Arlene Tanis, FDOT
Yanique Kelly, FDOT
Jon Gray
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Mike Mortell, City of Stuart, Attorney
Michael Durham, Martin County Attorney
Don Donaldson, Martin County Engineering Department Director
Terry Rauth, Martin County Deputy County Engineer
A quorum was present for this meeting.
5. APPROVE AGENDA
A motion was made by Mr. John Haddox to approve the Agenda. Ms. Eula Clarke
provided a second to the motion. There was no opposition and the motion
unanimously passed.
6. APPROVAL OF MINUTES
Mr. Vinny Barile made a motion to approve the minutes of the October 19, 2015
meeting. Mr. John Haddox provided a second. There were no changes requested.
The motion passed unanimously.
7. PUBLIC COMMENTS
(PLEASE LIMIT YOUR COMMENTS TO THREE MINUTES; COMPLETE CARD TO COMMENT)

Mr. McDonald called Ms. Julie Preast to the podium. Ms. Julie Preast introduced herself
advising that she is here to comment on the Port St. Lucie Urbanized Area Funding Split.
She advised that she began to volunteer with the MPO as the District One Representative
on the Citizen Advisory Committee (CAC) under the direction of Ms. Ann Perrotta, and
currently she serves on the Bicycle/Pedestrian Advisory Committee (BPAC) under Ms.
Beth Beltran’s direction. She said as a former Chairperson of the CAC, and for the
purpose of sharing “goodwill and information regarding Martin County’s transportation
planning” she attended St. Lucie’s CAC meetings. Ms. Preast stated that she felt
welcomed and the CAC members were genuinely interested in working with Martin
County on transportation connections. She noted that the CAC representatives for St.
Lucie would sometimes attend the Martin meetings as well, developing a mutual, friendly
and respectful relationship. Ms. Preast said that the St. Lucie Metropolitan Planning
Organization (MPO) changed their name to become the St. Lucie “Transportation
Planning Organization (TPO)” and Mr. Peter Buchwald, Executive Director of the St.
Lucie TPO came aboard during that time. She said that because of her history of
involvement from a citizen’s standpoint on transportation with both Counties, she attended
the recent MPO/TPO Chairmen’s meeting on November 20, 2015, between Mr. Darrell
Drummond and Mr. Troy McDonald. She said she wanted to get a perspective on what
had changed and caused the situation regarding the funding split. Ms. Preast said that a
better understanding, open and honest communications among the TPO, MPO and FDOT
could have prevented the current funding split situation. She said that regardless of each
entity’s ability or authority to make local decisions it was obvious that Mr. Drummond
and Mr. Buchwald felt justified in increasing their percentage of the funding split due to
their County’s size as well as long-time objective for growth. It appeared that they had no
interest in compromising until Mr. McDonald stood strong and effectively made his points
on transportation impacts, the historic method of determining the funding split and the
paper trail of correspondence. She said there was also the question of unnoticed
committee meetings by the TPO that probably caught the eye of the FDOT
representatives. She stated that in addition to working with the TPO and FDOT to
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develop a formula for future funding splits, the MPO should send someone on the MPO’s
senior staff who is very familiar with Martin County’s transportation planning to every
TPO meeting. She continued that this person should be seated in a very conspicuous
location and be ready to answer questions or state objections on behalf of Martin County.
Ms. Preast stated that participation in their process helps both Counties communicate,
remain informed, and circumvent surprises. She said that the two Counties can work
together regionally, knowing that the populations of Indian River and Martin Counties
may always be smaller than that of St. Lucie. Ms. Preast concluded saying to avoid
gridlock, create an interconnected network, and achieve productive, regional long range
planning, the three Counties must work together more closely than in the recent past. She
thanked the Board for their time wishing everyone a Merry Christmas.
Mr. McDonald announced the next Request to Speak is Ms. Samantha Capaldo requesting
that she come to the podium. Ms. Samantha Capaldo introduced herself as a resident of
Palm City. She stated that she is highly concerned about the widening of State Road (SR)
714. Ms. Capaldo said that she had expressed her sentiments last week [at the Board of
County Commission meeting] and would not repeat them at this time. She requested that
this Board re-examine the Urban Service Boundaries as she has heard concerns regarding
the SR 714 widening project between Martin Down and Citrus by businesses located west
of Citrus. Ms. Capaldo stated that the Urban Service Boundary ends at Citrus with
particular concerns expressed for the current and future businesses located at I-95/SR 714.
She made a formal request of the Board to return the date of the SR 714 widening in the
LRTP to FY 2031-2035, due to the developments last week. Ms. Capaldo noted that when
the original Plan was being developed FDOT had fully funded and expedited the project
between Citrus and Martin Downs, however, FDOT has since de-funded that project,
reallocating the funds to more research on that project. She is of the opinion that those
changes should be reflected in the LRTP with the FY 2031-2035 implementation date
being observed in order to provide additional time for this decision determination. Ms.
Capaldo requested this change be made to reflect the current situation with the lack of
funding. She expressed her thanks to the Board.
Seeing no additional Requests to Speak, Chairman McDonald returned to the next agenda
item.
8. BUSINESS ITEMS
A. PORT ST LUCIE URBANIZED AREA (UZA) FUNDING SPLIT
Mr. McDonald advised that on November 20, 2015, he attended a meeting with [St.
Lucie County TPO Chair] Darrell J. Drummond and [FDOT] Secretary, Gerry
O’Reilly. He reported that it was a “tense” meeting. Mr. McDonald said that the
TPO has taken the position that the Martin MPO should have notified the TPO that
they intended to maintain the consistent funding split, and the MPO should have
expected that the TPO would adjust the rate. Mr. McDonald stated that the TPO was
of the opinion that the fault lays on the MPO for not advising the TPO that they
anticipated continued use of the current funding split percentage. Mr. McDonald did
not agree saying that he didn’t see the need to advise the TPO that the MPO was
going to continue to use the previously agreed upon funding split; the TPO had the
responsibility to advise the MPO of their plans to change the funding split and not
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wait until after they had determined that the change would be implemented. Mr.
McDonald stated that he is of the opinion that the TPO has probably been working on
their LRTP about the same length of time as the MPO. He said the funding split
percentage should have been taken into consideration long before they were preparing
to approve their Cost Feasible Plan (CFP). Mr. McDonald advised that that the
Summary of Discussion on the allocation of funds was being displayed on the screen.
He stated that this compromise resulted at the suggestion of FDOT’s Secretary
O’Reilly after an extended period of little or no progress towards the meeting’s end.
Mr. McDonald said that Secretary O’Reilly suggested that the funding split be
adjusted, with consideration being given to the impacts to Martin County regarding
the allocation in future procedures. He said if a mutual agreement is not made
between the MPO and TPO, concerns would be that the State or the Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA) would make that determination based on population. Mr.
McDonald noted with St. Lucie County’s overly aggressive growth aspirations, it
could lead to even more dramatic reductions in Martin’s funds. Simultaneously,
Martin is deeply impacted by the traffic to/from St. Lucie County, noting recent
capacity projects i.e. Citrus Boulevard and Green River Parkway in particular, which
were primarily relief projects due to St. Lucie impacts on local residents. Mr.
McDonald asked if there were any comments prior to turning the floor over to Ms.
Beltran. Mr. Doug Smith offered clarification in that Green River Parkway was
capacity for the West Jensen Planned Unit Development (PUD) which ultimately
probably did involve St. Lucie County, but was to take capacity off of U.S. 1. He
also clarified that Citrus was to provide a more direct route for Port St. Lucie but it
was also to remove a significant amount of traffic from Becker to alleviate Martin
residents from the congestion in Northern Palm City. He said it was not all for Port
St. Lucie but there were reasons why it was done adding that the City of Stuart also
supported the Citrus project. Mr. McDonald agreed, adding that Citrus was also to
relieve Martin residents from traffic off of Murphy Road. Mr. McDonald gave the
floor to Ms. Beltran. Ms. Beltran directed the Board’s attention to the Summary of
Discussion on page 28 of the agenda package. She said the compromise achieved on
November 20th was the 35 % Martin MPO/65% St. Lucie TPO for each of their 2040
LRTPs. Ms. Beltran said that another item of discussion during the meeting was that
staff would get together within the first six months of 2016 to determine a
methodology for future allocations. She advised that during the second six months of
2016, this allocation would be presented to each Board and formally agreed upon by
Interlocal Agreement to prevent this issue from happening again. Ms. Beltran
expressed concerns with the fourth item on the Summary of Discussion sheet about
amending their LRTP by December 31, 2017. She stated that an LRTP is a large
document which requires considerable time to develop. She said that by the end of
2017 staff can envision the MPO beginning to scope the 2045 LRTP, adding that this
may not be an appropriate way to go forward. Ms. Beltran said that this document is
updated every five years, it can be amended but she is unsure if a one or two percent
change would be worth the amendment process. She said that this is an action item
based on the discussion of the Chairmen on November 20, 2015, recommending
concurrence and approval of the 35% MPO/65% TPO for the Transportation
Management Area (TMA). Ms. Eula Clarke inquired as to why Mr. Jack Kelley from

Page 6

St. Lucie and Mr. Benton from Ft. Pierce stopped attending meetings in Martin
County. Ms. Beltran advised that the former Interlocal Agreement which was
approved in 2006 stated that Martin and St. Lucie would be Ex-officio members on
one another’s M/TPO Boards. She said that Councilman Kelley often attended the
MPO Board meetings while in office, but he did not run for office several years ago
ceasing his attendance at the MPO meetings. Once he stopped attending the meetings,
other ex-officio members rarely if ever attended either of the MPO’s meetings. Ms.
Beltran advised that after the 2010 Census the MPO was reviewing their Interlocal
Agreements noting that this coordination arrangement was not working. She stated
that this Board had several discussions regarding that matter and decided that the
most appropriate forum for regional issues was the Treasure Coast Transportation
Council (TCTC). Ms. Beltran advised that the TCTC mirrors the South East Florida
Transportation Council (SEFTC) which is the regional governing transportation
council forum for Palm Beach, Broward and Miami-Dade MPOs. She stated that on
occasion items surface involving only two of the MPOs, and they work it out, adding
that they recently developed their second Regional LRTP and have developed other
documents as well, in the past nine or ten years.
Ms. Clarke said if the Chair is satisfied with the 35%/65% split that was
negotiated, that she would move to approve staff’s recommendation of the Port
St. Lucie Urbanized Area (UZA) Funding Split. Mr. Ed Fielding said that he
would second the motion with further clarification. He suggested that it may be
more effective if future communications were to be primarily directed to FDOT
with copies to the TPO. Mr. McDonald apologized for not having introduced
Commissioner Ed Fielding to the MPO Board earlier as a new member, and
extended a welcome. He asked if there was any discussion on the motion. Mr. John
Haddox said that he would support the motion but he is concerned of the
negotiations by June 30, and again December 31, 2016. Mr. Haddox stated that the
fiscal impact is based on this $3.3 million over 20 years, but in the future that gap
could continue to widen with a continued decrease in the loss of funds. He said the
negotiation will determine how Martin will proceed in the future. Mr. McDonald
affirmed saying that based on the recent meeting he is concerned that there will not
be a good faith negotiation. He said that Mr. Michael Durham, [Martin County
Attorney] is here and possibly he could come to the podium to present options in the
event there isn’t a good faith negotiation after the other Board comments. Mr. Smith
addressed Ms. Beltran saying that he is of the opinion that FDOT should begin to
look into the split and look at the issues Martin has raised relative to capacity,
migration of St. Lucie County residents for work, shopping and other activities. He
suggested that an overall look of the process should be performed to determine what
should be the proper funding split. Mr. Smith said he would think that role should
be filled by FDOT as they look at the various numbers, understand the population, as
well as the capacity which is being consumed, both north and south. Mr. Smith
inquired if that is something Martin could request. Ms. Beltran stated that Secretary
O’Reilly offered at the Chairman’s meeting to be a resource in that dialog. Mr.
Smith stated that he is of the opinion that it should be a formal request, that we
should ask FDOT to perform a review of the capacity and the needs to see where the
funds really are needed to be spent. He said that had the two entities merged to
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become a single MPO the boundaries would not have made the difference, the need
as to what was driving the Plan would be what matters. Mr. Smith said we’re still
looking at boundaries with “X” number of dollars for each side, but in the long run
the infrastructure is shared by many from both Counties. He said it would be best to
learn where it would make the most sense to apply the funds to generate the best
capacity enhancements. Ms. Beltran said this will be brought back to the Board in
future months. She said she will work with staff to compile data sources to bring to
the Board for review and comment. Ms. Arlene Tanis of FDOT stated that there is
no definite way to do the split; yes, it was based on population, but there are other
ways to do this which is why FDOT wants the two Boards and staff members to
reach a consensus. Ms. Tanis said that Mr. Smith would like to make a formal
request that FDOT assist with the process of the funding split. Mr. Smith clarified
that FDOT has all the data and there needs to be a review of the data to make the
determination as to what location(s) would be the best suited to receive the funds, i.e.
30,000 trips a day on this corridor, 40,000 on that corridor, there are “X” number of
bus routes or transit capacity, where would those funds best be spent to maximize
achievement. Ms. Tanis said that FDOT can assist in that manner and another
observation is that areas with controlled growth, maintaining the current funding
split, will be penalized, which isn’t wanted either. Mr. Smith said the growth may be
controlled, but if the trips come across the boundaries, consuming the capacity of the
controlled area, it doesn’t really matter what the policies are anyway. He said if
40,000 trips come to Martin daily, all the policy changes can be done, but a
significant number will still come here to work, or pass through Martin to get to
Palm Beach County or further south. Mr. Smith said that cannot be stopped, but
Martin still has to deal with the capacity of what passes through. That, Mr. Smith
said, was the reason for Citrus Boulevard, Green River Parkway and other capacity
items that were added to relieve some of Martin’s residents congestion at no fault of
their own. He said it’s the background traffic that Martin has to accommodate. Ms.
Tanis affirmed that they have that information and can help, it doesn’t have to be by
population. Mr. McDonald said that he spoke to Mr. Don Donaldson recently about
obtaining the data, and asked if he had any information he would like to share. Mr.
Donaldson advised that his understanding is that FDOT doesn’t want to mediate this
matter as it should be worked out between the two MPOs as FDOT identifies it as a
region, though they will assist Martin with modeling. He said the County does have
a certain amount of traffic data, and information on trips using the updated model.
He said it does have the ability to extract the information about the vehicle miles
traveled through each boundary so options can be brought to the Board to show how
transportation is distributed in regions which may factor into whether you are
looking into a combination of population and traffic or traffic alone. Mr. Donaldson
said these are tools that may be used to work out a long term solution for the split
which may ebb and flow over time. Mr. Fielding stated that this is the essence to
which Mr. Smith is referring. He noted that a motion is on the floor, can the motion
be considered, then consider this additional information and develop a motion for it.
Mr. Fielding said that recognizing the accomplishment of the 35%/65% split, then
have a more definitive motion regarding the anticipations or hopes that FDOT may
be more willing to participate. Mr. McDonald called the question.
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Ms. Clarke’s motion approving staff’s recommendation of the Port St. Lucie
Urbanized Area (UZA) funding split for the Martin 2040 LRTP, with the
revised estimate based upon the Chairmen’s recently negotiated funding split of
35% to Martin MPO / 65% to the St. Lucie TPO with Mr. Fielding’s second
clarifying that communications were to be primarily directed to FDOT with
copies to the TPO passed unanimously.
Ms. Anne Scott stated that FDOT doesn’t desire to be in a mediator’s position in this
regional matter. She advised that the TPO doesn’t want to cooperate, communicate
or coordinate which places Martin in a precarious position. Ms. Scott said that
Martin would like to cooperate but having an unwilling partner makes it difficult.
She inquired of the FDOT representative what possibilities could be offered if they
were to step in. Ms. Tanis said that Secretary O’Reilly called for the Chairmen’s
meeting and offered to be present in an attempt to bring a sense of unity to the two
M/TPOs in hopes to promote cooperation. She restated that the M/TPO needs to
amicably work out the split for the future together and there are many ways in which
this may be done. Ms. Tanis mentioned a couple of ways that the split may be
obtained noting that it doesn’t need to be via population, it may be through
reviewing background traffic or studying where the trips are coming or going. She
reiterated that FDOT does not wish to be a mediator in this matter as the Counties
need to work together. Ms. Tanis said that she’s of the opinion in light of the
activities in the past month, that the TPO will be more amenable to cooperate as
regional cooperation will come up in the 2016 Federal Certification for both
M/TPOs. Ms. Tanis said if FDOT had to call another meeting, they may be able to
accommodate. Mr. McDonald advised that he had previously discussed Martin’s
options with Mr. Michael Durham, Martin County Attorney, in the event the St.
Lucie TPO doesn’t follow through with the agreed upon funding split. He advised
that Mr. Durham said that he could inform the Board of these options so he called
Mr. Durham to the podium. Mr. Durham advised that Mr. Mike Mortell, the City
Attorney and he attended the Chairmen’s meeting in St. Lucie County. He stated
that it was rather lengthy and contentious with regards to the funding split as their
driving force is the population. Mr. Durham said that eventually the parties need to
sit down and coordinate a Plan. He said what he offered to the Chair which would
be extended to the Board is if attorneys needed to be involved, Mr. Durham noted
that he represents the Board of County Commissioners but Mr. Mortell works for the
City of Stuart so they could combine resources to represent the MPO. Conflict
resolution could be engaged at some point in time if it were necessary, and the “164
Process” could be utilized which would force the CEO’s, then the Board’s together
to initiate a mediation. He said it is an option, but it could be down the line
anywhere six months to a year or more. Mr. Durham expressed hopes that staff
could get together and work this out amicably. He said if the Board would authorize
the two attorneys to combine resources to help in this endeavor it would help and
they could do it gratis. Mr. Fielding suggested it be a motion. Mr. McDonald said
prior to this motion he wanted to hear from Mr. Smith. Mr. Smith said that data
information is good, knowledge of points verses general discussion. He reflected
that in the past Martin and St. Lucie developed an LRTP together. Mr. Smith said it
provided some good information, they jointly used one consultant, and he is of the
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opinion that a better understanding as to the LRTP would be obtained if the parties
were in sync knowing each other’s needs, capacities and desires. He said the
funding split percentages may shift from time to time, there may be a time when St.
Lucie requires a bigger percentage of revenue than they did before, but the result of
the larger percentage may significantly benefit Martin because of what is being done.
He said just looking at a number and saying we’re getting less so it isn’t fair, doesn’t
make sense. Mr. Smith stated that the way the transportation network works with
the back and forth migration between the two Counties, he is of the opinion that
having FDOT intervene isn’t necessary other than to pull together the resources,
background or research to provide the “real numbers”. He said the numbers are the
facts, how they are acted upon is between the Boards is what’s important. Knowing
each another’s needs and how to fund them long term is paramount as the migration
between the two Counties will continue until things significantly change which could
be 20 years.
Mr. Edward Fielding made a motion that the Board request the County’s legal
office as well as the City’s legal office to join forces to provide services
regarding the matter of this funding allocation and on-going discussions
between the St. Lucie TPO and the Martin MPO. The motion was seconded by
Ms. Anne Scott. Mr. Smith said he believes that involving attorneys is extremely
premature at this time. He reminded the Board that they have just agreed to the split
voted upon, and posturing for litigation sends an ambiguous message. Mr. Smith
said he would prefer to approach FDOT to provide the facts and information to
generate necessary information, hold a joint meeting, if necessary, circumventing
any Sunshine violations by meeting across the County boundaries. He ask why jump
into a predetermined litigation route when we already laid out the structure. Now we
say if these things don’t happen we will go into some state process of mediation.
Ms. Scott said she didn’t take it that way at all when she made the second, and she
asked Mr. Durham for clarification. Mr. Durham said currently the MPO is not
represented by council, those resources would need to be requested and allocated at
which time Mr. Mortell and I would return to the respective City/County Boards, to
request those resources be authorized. Mr. Smith inquired and those resources
would be “funding”? Mr. Durham said, “not funding, it would be the time, resources
etc…” He said it may involve several meetings with staff though we don’t anticipate
being involved as we are both very busy, and once FDOT provides the leadership
which we heard today consisting of the data etc… moving away from the population
being a significant element, that would be helpful to work this out. Clearly, he said,
should the need arise, those resources would be available as the approvals would
have already transpired and we could move on from there. Mr. McDonald said he
thought it was only to be prepared for in the future months if there were a
discrepancy. Mr. Durham said that we’d have to return to the Boards to authorize
specific actions anyways. He stated that Mr. Mortell is here as well and he can
comment from the perspective of his office, adding that with Mr. Mortell’s
knowledge of and history with the MPO, he would be an excellent resource. Ms.
Scott stated that she is of the opinion that they are developing methodologies for
future potential allocations and communications with the assistance of counsel in this
regard to help coordinate these efforts, not an invitation to litigation at all. Mr.
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Michael Mortell, for the City of Stuart, introduced himself expressing that his
understanding is that these LRTP’s are due. He said the proposal this Board just
approved needs to be ratified by the County, and if that happens it provides us time
to plan for the future. On the other hand, he said if the St. Lucie TPO doesn’t ratify
it, then a sense of urgency exists for Martin as their LRTP is eminently due. Mr.
Mortell said that if the MPO then wanted council from Mr. Durham and me, then we
would have to return as an agenda item to our respective Boards for authorization.
He said the soonest this could go to the City Commission is the second Monday in
January due to the scheduling, and if the St. Lucie Board didn’t ratify the 35%
Martin - 65% St. Lucie split the attorneys couldn’t legally do anything on behalf of
the MPO until the commissions approved it. Discussion continued and Ms. Scott
clarified the motion, as the seconder.
Ms. Scott clarified that the motion is to have the Stuart City and Martin County
attorneys address their respective Boards to obtain the authority to act jointly
as council for the MPO. Mr. Fielding affirmed. The question was called and
the motion passed unanimously.
B.

2040 LONG RANGE TRANSPORTATION PLAN (LRTP) UPDATED COST
FEASIBLE PLAN
Ms. Beltran stated that we have been developing the 2040 LRTP for over a year.
She advised that Mr. Stewart Robertson of Kimley Horn is here to make a
presentation and he’ll cover the percentage rate changes from the original Cost
Feasible Plan (CFP) approved in October to the 35%-65% funding split approved
today. Mr. Stewart Robertson introduced himself and went on with his presentation
which covered the LRTP process, public involvement and project funding. Mr.
Robertson stated that due to the proposed change that was voted on in the previous
agenda item, they had to modify their proposed CFP to account for the funding split
difference from 38% to 35% for Martin, adding that the funding split affects only the
Federal sources allocated by Urbanized Areas (UZAs) not funds allocated to the
District or the County. He said the funds affected by the split are the Federal
Transportation Management Area (TMA) funds as well as Transportation
Alternatives for Urban Areas (TALU) funds and calculates to approximately $3.3
million less for transportation investment over the 20 year planning horizon of the
LRTP. Mr. Robertson said that the proposed plan to address the change is to reduce
the box fund for the Congestion Management Process (CMP) and the Livable
Communities Initiatives (LCI) from $800,000 to $600,000 per year for an
approximate $4 million dollar saving over 20 years fully accommodating the funding
split reduction. He stated that the minor residual amount could increase the flexed
funding derived from Federal sources toward roadway maintenance on the Federal
Aid Highway System. Mr. Robertson said that roadway maintenance amount could
be proposed to be increased by $700,000 [roughly $35,000 annually] over that 20
year time frame. Ms. Scott clarified that the term “flexed” means that those funds
may be used either for maintenance or capacity. Mr. Robertson affirmed, adding
that the Federal definition allows capacity funds from the TMA source to be used for
roadway maintenance provided those roads are on the Federal Aid Highway System.
He clarified that they are using a source that normally would be used for capacity
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projects and applying them to maintenance such as resurfacing without expansion.
Ms. Eula Clarke moved approval of the 2040 Long Range Transportation Plan
(LRTP) updated Cost Feasible Plan (CFP). A second was provided by Mr. Ed
Fielding. Ms. Beltran requested of the Chair that staff be authorized to make minor
changes based on Plan comments from FDOT and FHWA adding that to date all
feedback received has been positive. Both Ms. Clarke and Mr. Fielding agreed with
that request. Mr. Fielding requested clarification of his understanding in that the
funds discussed over this period of time would be made available as we need
additional capacity so we could meet that; but the flexibility is there to allocate funds
for roadway improvements. When looking at LOS or capacity what are the focal
points of discussion? Mr. Robertson said the focus on this LRTP is on utilizing
capacity funding where possible to address roadway maintenance challenges. He
said normally the funds are used on roadway enhancements but as the focus is on
addressing the Fuel Tax shortfall due to the maintenance needs, more attention has
been applied to the roadway maintenance side or the TMA source that provides that
flexibility. Ms. Samantha Capaldo returned to the podium stating that in the TIP is
the widening of SR 714 from Citrus to Martin Downs, and she had hoped that this
could be removed prior to agreeing on the CFP because the State funding is not
available and funds are having to be flexed from CMP to maintenance. Ms. Capaldo
asked if this is the time that this project could be set aside or change the date before
the CFP is approved. Ms. Beltran clarified that the State doesn’t have any
construction funds allocated for SR 714. She said in the current TIP there are funds
allocated for the Project, Development and Environment (PD&E) Study as well as
the Design. Ms. Beltran said that there is a reserve box which has been set aside by
the State for potential future right-of-way (ROW) acquisition funds that may be
required. Ms. Beltran added that a large component of a PD&E is the public
involvement process where the State hosts Workshops in the area, and presents the
project to the advisory committees, the Board and the public to obtain input on
roadway characteristics. She clarified that there are no construction funds allocated
at this time for the widening of SR 714 in the current Tentative Work Program, only
for the PD&E and Design. Ms. Scott said that this has come up because there is a
proposal in the County’s Growth Management Department for a Costco to be
constructed in Palm City and there are some vocal opponents, one of whom is Ms.
Capaldo. She requested that Ms. Beltran address the opposition to anything
happening on SR 714 and the viability of thwarting the Costco application. Ms.
Beltran advised that SR 714 has been on the MPO’s radar for many years, it’s been
over capacity; there have been concurrency issues since approximately 2011. She
advised that during the LRTP’s extensive public process, comments received about
SR 714 was that something needs to be done to alleviate the traffic problems that
have existed for some time. Ms. Beltran stated that she only recently learned of the
Costco situation. She said tying the two together was puzzling as SR 714 has been a
consideration long before Costco became an issue. Ms. Scott clarified that this is
independent of the Costco application, to which Ms. Beltran affirmed. Ms. Capaldo
said that she’s aware that SR 714 has been over capacity for four years, it looks
suspicious though it’s been scheduled for ten years because it has been moved up.
She said the Costco opponents are of the opinion that though the MPO may not be
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facilitating the Costco project, not widening SR 714 is the way to circumvent
approval of the Costco application. Ms. Capaldo said she was advised by Mr.
Donaldson that an application would not be allowed if concurrency was not met.
She said they do not believe it is being fast-tracked, they are just attempting to stop it
through slowing the matter down. Ms. Capaldo said that it has been moved up ten
years, and they want it to be moved back because the funding isn’t there, it was
reallocated for more research, if it were removed for the next year and off the TIP
that would be good for now. Ms. Capaldo stated that it’s been said that amendments
could be made to the LRTP, if the funding comes back you can add it back in, but it
will be more difficult to have it removed from the TIP after you have approved it.
She mentioned that she’s recently learned the effect of the widening of SR 714 on
that piece of land but this is the only way it can be stopped since they found the
loophole in the zoning and for those of us residing on SR 714 it will make a dramatic
life change. Ms. Beltran clarified that this is the LRTP which is a long range
planning tool, not the TIP and the TIP doesn’t have any construction funds for SR
714 in it. Mr. Donaldson said that it could be put out ten years and still moved up as
these are merely target dates. He clarified that things may be placed in the LRTP 15
years out but get constructed in five years and vice versa. Mr. McDonald called the
question on Ms. Clarke’s move to approve of the 2040 Long Range
Transportation Plan (LRTP) updated Cost Feasible Plan (CFP) with Mr.
Fielding’s second. There were no objections. The motion passed unanimously.
C.

CONTINUITY OF OPERATIONS PLAN (COOP)
Mr. Bolivar Gomez, MPO Senior Associate Planner, stated that the Continuity of
Operations Plan a/k/a the COOP was adopted by the MPO Board in 2012. He
advised that the purpose of the Plan is to ensure that in the event of an emergency the
MPO will still be operational. He advised that this Plan must be reviewed every four
years as a requirement by the FHWA and the Federal Transit Administration (FTA).
Mr. Gomez went on to describe how the MPO’s COOP was activated during
Tropical Storm Ericka. He said the activation of the COOP allowed staff to
determine necessary revisions.
Mr. Gomez went over these revisions which
included the definition of “emergency” that needs to include cyber-attacks and acts
of terror not specifically natural disasters. Mr. Gomez stated that staff is
recommending approval of these revisions and will answer questions at this time.
Mr. John Haddox made a motion to approve the revisions to the Continuity of
Operations Plan (COOP). The motion was seconded by Ms. Eula Clarke.
There was no additional discussion, the motion passed unanimously.

D.

GENERAL PLANNING CONSULTANTS CONTRACT
Ms. Beth Beltran advised that the current General Planning Consultants (GPC)
Contract expired in October, so the MPO went through the Competitive Selection
Process in order to select two planning consultants for the upcoming future. The
selection committee chose Kimley-Horn and Marlin Engineering. She stated that
this comes before you today to request that the MPO Board approve staff to use the
consultant contract boilerplate used by the County.
Mr. John Haddox made a motion to approve the MPO staff’s use of the

Page 13

Consultant Contract boilerplate used by the County. The motion was seconded
by Ms. Eula Clarke. The vote was called and the motion passed unanimously.
E.

2040 REGIONAL LONG RANGE TRANSPORTATION PLAN (LRTP)
MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING (MOU)
Ms. Beltran advised that this is a Memorandum of Understanding with a Scope of
Services attached as Exhibit A. She stated that this is a requirement by the State for
the three M/TPOs on the Treasure Coast to work regionally to develop a Regional
LRTP. She stated that the Regional LRTP will take components of each M/TPO’s
individual LRTPs while the State will work on the regional freight and modeling
components. Ms. Beltran advised that the Indian River MPO approved this MOU at
their meeting last Wednesday and she received notice late Friday that the St. Lucie
TPO also concurs with the MOU. She said that staff is requesting approval of the
MOU as well as the Scope of Services.
Ms. Eula Clarke made a motion to approve the 2040 Regional Long Range
Transportation Plan (LRTP) Memorandum of Understanding (MOU). Mr. Ed
Fielding offered a second to the motion. No additional discussion or public
comment was forthcoming. The vote was called and the motion passed
unanimously.

F.

CLIMATE CHANGE
Ms. Alice Bojanowski, MPO Planner, advised that the purpose for today’s
presentation is to update this Board on the tools that have been provided to the
MPOs by FDOT and the FHWA to improve resiliency to events like hurricanes or
other natural disasters. Ms. Bojanowski provided a slide of SR A-1-A in Broward
County being totally flooded after a storm. She said it demonstrates storm surge
flooding noting that the rising sea level is a problem that needs to be addressed by
using proper planning. Ms. Bojanowski stated that the Martin Growth Management
Department performed a study a couple of years ago and she showed a series of
slides, stating that these photos showed the future impact predictions of sea level rise
by way of noting the color differences from a rise beginning at one foot ending at
three feet. Ms. Bojanowski clarified that these predictions are for the time frame of
approximately 2075 to 2150 providing that nothing is done regarding the current
greenhouse emissions and the continued glacial melting. She continued with her
presentation, discussing the Climate Compact in South Florida and the University of
Florida GeoPlan Center. Ms. Clarke asked Mr. Donaldson if a record is being
maintained for later analysis on the effect on the budget for climate related incidents
when there are storm issues, like the mounds of residual sand on Hutchinson Island.
She inquired if it’s another County emergency separate line item, or something that
specifically relates to the roadways. Mr. Donaldson informed that there is a series of
reports that the Engineering Department maintains during storm events reflecting
areas that have succumbed to flooding or other related incidents. He said that the
County and Storm Recovery, in their budgets, have separate reports on damages
whether it’s from a flood or storm event. He said there’s not one comprehensive
report that answers what you are suggesting; flood events have been identified and
documented, since about 1995. Ms. Clarke inquired of FDOT if they have kept
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records in order to make future comparisons as to the cost of climate change. Ms.
Arlene Tanis reiterated Ms. Bojanowski’s information that the southern counties in
Florida have a Compact with some specific data relating to climate change. She
advised that when FDOT goes into design for a project or has a rebuild project, that
information is taken into consideration. Ms. Scott clarified that MPOs get the
reports, prepare the plans and they have to show that they are engaging in regional
initiatives to prove that they are complying with the Federal Audit. Ms. Bojanowski
affirmed. Ms. Scott mentioned that Florida’s population increases by 700 people a
day, 250,000 a year, or three Monroe Counties, how does that factor into these
initiatives? Ms. Bojanowski advised that the population is one of the data layers
already factored in. She advised that the GeoPlan Center contains all of the data
provided by the State, the data has been improved upon, it can be layered, and results
in better decision making. This information is shared with Growth Management
Departments as well as developers but it’s designed for governmental use. Ms.
Bojanowski said that Florida is learning to be more “green”, accommodating and
resilient. Ms. Scott remarked that she’s of the opinion that we can’t be “green”
enough to accommodate that surge of population adding that Florida can’t infinitely
grow. Mr. Fielding said that he hopes that FDOT and MPOs will acquire the same
recognition of all other developing nations of the world. He stated that broadband
high capacity internet can provide gathering ideas, moving high resolution and data
without the need to move people making it a viable alternative instead of having to
move people. Mr. Fielding encouraged Florida as well as the United States to raise
their technology level to broadband adding that he hopes that it’s allowed and FDOT
becomes a partner with local governments in supporting broadband networks. Mr.
Haddox asked for sea level rise numbers in Martin County. Mr. Donaldson said that
in the State of Florida there is a series of “tidal stations” that have been surveyed for
over 100 years and the sea level rise shows a little over ten inches in that time plus
some land subsidence makes it about a foot. Mr. Donaldson continued, stating that
as the rate increases the plans will be adjusted and the MPO process is an ideal
model of planning for sea level rise in the future as reviews are performed every five
years. He said that FEMA only performs flood plain models, in some places, every
twenty-five years. The frequency of this type of input will allow us to better project
what type and standard of facilities will be built within the next 25 years.
9. COMMENTS FROM FDOT
Ms. Arlene Tanis introduced Ms. Yanique Kelly, the new Intergovernmental Liaison.
10. COMMENTS FROM ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEMBERS
None
11. COMMENTS FROM BOARD MEMBERS
Mr. McDonald wished everyone a Merry Christmas and Happy New Year. Ms. Clarke
said she’s going to Washington, DC where her son is being sworn into the Maryland
Board.
12. NOTES
None
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13. NEXT MEETING:
January 25, 2016 @ 9:00 AM
14. ADJOURN
Seeing no additional items on the agenda the meeting was adjourned by the chair at
10: 35 A.M. RONR (10th ed.), p. 233, c. (9)
Recorded and Prepared by:

_________________________________________________

__________________

Margaret H. Brassard, Administrative Assistant II

Date

_________________________________________________

__________________

Troy McDonald, Chair

Date
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ITEM NUMBER:

8A

MARTIN METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION POLICY BOARD
AGENDA ITEM SUMMARY
MEETING DATE:
DUE DATE:
UPWP#:
February 22, 2016
February 15, 2016
5.1
WORDING:
ANNUAL ELECTION OF OFFICERS
REQUESTED BY:
PREPARED BY:
DOCUMENT(S) REQUIRING
MPO
Beth Beltran
ACTION:
N/A
BACKGROUND
In accordance with Section 1.02 A. (2) of the MPO Bylaws (see attached excerpt), “Officers
– A Chairman and Vice Chairman shall be elected at the first meeting of the calendar year.
The Chairman and Vice Chairman shall serve for a period of one year or until a successor is
elected and shall be voting members.”
ISSUES
At the February 22, 2016 Martin MPO meeting, Board Members shall nominate and elect a
Chair and a Vice-Chair. The Chair and Vice Chair also fulfill the following responsibilities:
1) The Chair represents the Martin MPO Policy Board on the Governing Board of the
Statewide Metropolitan Planning Organization Advisory Council (MPOAC). The
Vice Chair is the alternate.
2) The Chair serves as a member of the Treasure Coast Transportation Council (TCTC)
which addresses regional projects, including those funded by the State’s
Transportation Regional Incentive Program (TRIP) Grant.
The following appointments will also need to be made at the February 22nd MPO Policy
Board Meeting:
1) Chair of the Local Coordinating Board for the Transportation Disadvantaged (LCBTD);
2) Martin MPO’s second member of the TCTC; and
3) Two Alternates to the TCTC.
_________________________________________________________________________
RECOMMENDED ACTION
Move appointment of the MPO Chair, MPO Vice-Chair, LCB-TD Chair, second member of
TCTC and TCTC Alternates.

FISCAL IMPACT
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N/A
APPROVAL
MPO
ATTACHMENTS
MPO Bylaws Excerpt (pages 3-4)
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Creation of the MPO is for the purpose of implementing Title 23, United States Code, Section l 34, and
Title 49, United States Code, Sections 1602, 1603, and 1604, and Title 23, Code of Federal Regulations,
part 450, and Chapter 339.175, Florida Statutes. The MPO is created to work in cooperation with the
Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT), the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), the
Federal Transit Administration (FTA), and local participating governments.

1

DESCRIPTION OF ORGANIZATION

1.01

THE AGENCY

The Martin Metropolitan Planning Organization, hereinafter referred to as MPO, is created pursuant to
Florida Statute 339.175, and will operate under an Interlocal Agreement, dated July 18, 2006, authorized
under Chapter 163, Florida Statutes. The parties to the lnterlocal Agreement are the Martin County
Board of County Commissioners, City of Stuart, Town of Sewall's Point, the St. Lucie MPO and Florida
Department of Transportation.
1.02

COMPOSITION OF THE MPO

A.

Composition

(1) The Martin MPO is the primary agency responsible for transportation planning in of
Martin County. The MPO consists of seven elected officials who are voting members representing
three local governments and three Ex-Officio (non-voting) members representing St. Lucie TPO (2)
and Indiantown (1 ). The FDOT member serves as a Technical Advisor to the MPO Board. The
representative from Indiantown must reside and own property within that area designated by Martin
County as the Indiantown Community Redevelopment Area (CRA). The MPO is a planning and
policy-making body with the power to develop and adopt plans and to program improvements to the
transportation system for facilities receiving state or federal funds. The MPO voting membership is as
shown below.
Martin County Commission
City of Stuart
Town of Sewall's Point

(4)
(2)
(1)

(2)
Officers - A Chairman and Vice Chairman shall be elected at the first meeting of the
calendar year. The Chairman and Vice Chairman shall serve for a period of one year or until a successor
is elected and shall be voting members.
(3)
Chairman - The Chairman shall call and preside at all meetings. The Vice Chairman
shall serve as Chairman in the absence of the Chairman. In the absence of both the Chairman and ViceChainnan, the voting members of the MPO that are present, if comprising a quorum, shall elect a voting
member to serve as Chairman for the meeting or until the Chairman or Vice-Chairman are present.

(4)
Minutes - The staff of the MPO shall maintain the minutes and other records. The
minutes shall accurately reflect the proceedings.
(5)
Quorum - At least four of the voting members of the MPO must be present for the MPO
to conduct business.
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135
136
137
138
139

140
141
142
143
144

B.

Alternate Membership

(1)
If desired, an MPO member goverrunental entity may appoint, by action taken at an
official meeting of the goverrunental entity, an alternate for one or more of its appointed MPO
members.
(a)
The alternate member must be an elected official and serve the same
goverrunental entity or area that the regular member serves as defined in 339.175(3)(a), Florida
Statutes.

145

146
147
148
149
150

151
152
153
154
155

156
157

An alternate voting member's term shall be for not longer than the term of the
(b)
voting member he or she represents as defined in 339. l 75(3)(b), Florida Statutes.

(2)
The member governmental entity shall notify the MPO Chainnan in writing that the
appointed individual may act as an alternate member in accordance with 339.175(3)(a), Florida Statutes,
if the regular member cannot attend a meeting. A copy of the goverrunental entity' s minutes of the
meeting when the alternate member was appointed shall accompany this written notification.
C.

Conduct ofBusiness

(1)

Robert's Rules of Order most recent edition shall govern all MPO meetings and

hearings.

158

159
160
161
162
163

D.

164

(2)
The TCTC shall meet for the purposes stated in its governing agreement, as amended, as
frequently as needed to approve regional project funding and associated planning activities but no less
than twice per year.

165
166
167
168
169

Treasure Coast Transportation Council

(1)
The Chairman and Vice Chairman of the MPO shall represent the Martin MPO on the
Treasure Coast Transportation Council (TCTC).

(3)

Meetings of the TCTC shall be hosted by the Martin, St. Lucie and Indian River MPOs
on a rotation basis.

170

171
172
173
174
175
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ITEM NUMBER:

8B

MARTIN METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION POLICY BOARD
AGENDA ITEM SUMMARY
MEETING DATE:
DUE DATE:
UPWP#:
February 22, 2016
February 15, 2016
5.7
WORDING:
PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT PLAN (PIP) ANNUAL REPORT
REQUESTED BY:
PREPARED BY:
DOCUMENT(S) REQUIRING
MPO
Beth Beltran
ACTION: PIP Annual Report
BACKGROUND
The MPO Public Involvement Plan (PIP) is a guiding document to help ensure public input is
considered during the transportation planning process. This annual report evaluates the MPO’s
success at meeting the objectives and strategies outlined in the PIP.
ISSUES
At the February 22, 2016 MPO Policy Board Meeting, MPO staff will present the 2015 PIP
Annual Report for discussion and approval.
The Technical, Bicycle/Pedestrian and Citizens Advisory Committees reviewed the draft PIP
Annual Report and recommended that the Policy Board accept this update as drafted.
_____________________________________________________________________________
RECOMMENDED ACTION
Approve the PIP Annual Report as presented.
FISCAL IMPACT
N/A
APPROVAL
MPO
ATTACHMENTS
2015 PIP Annual Report

Page 21

2015
Martin Metropolitan Planning
Organization Public Involvement

Prepared February 22, 2016
Martin County
Page 22

Martin MPO Public Involvement Plan Annual Report

TITLE
REPORT DATE
Martin MPO
February 2016
Public Involvement Plan
Annual Report 2015
January 1, 2015 through December 31, 2015

ORGANIZATION, NAME, ADDRESS
AND TELEPHONE NUMBER
Martin Metropolitan Planning Organization
2401 SE Monterey Road
Stuart, FL 34996
772-223-7983
www.martinmpo.com

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS
The preparation of this report has been funded in part through grants from the Federal
Highway Administration, the US Department of Transportation, and the Federal Transit
Administration under the Metropolitan Planning Program of the U.S. Code (Title 23,
Section 104f). This financial assistance notwithstanding, the contents of this report do
not necessarily reflect the official views or policies of the funding or assisting agencies.
Public participation is solicited without regard to race, color, national origin, age, sex,
religion, disability or family status. Persons with questions or concerns about
nondiscrimination, or who require special accommodations under the American with
Disabilities Act or language translation services (free of charge) should contact Bolivar
Gomez, Senior Associate Planner (Title VI/Non-discrimination Contact) at (772) 2885412 or bgomez@martin.fl.us. Hearing impaired individuals are requested to telephone
the Florida Relay System at #711.
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MARTIN METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION
PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT PLAN (PIP)
ANNUAL REPORT
January 1, 2015 through December 31, 2015
(FY 2015/2016)
Objective 1: To hold regular public meetings with its standing Advisory
Committees, to obtain their input on all documents, projects, and
funding determinations prior to consideration by the MPO Board.

The 2040 Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP) Open House at the City of Stuart was
well attended.
Strategy 1a: Advisory Committee positions are filled.
Technical Advisory Committee: 85% positions filled
Citizens Advisory Committee: 91% positions filled
Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee: 73% positions filled
Local Coordinating Board for the Transportation Disadvantaged: 76%
positions filled.
o Overall 81% average of all Committee positions filled.
o
o
o
o

Evaluation: Strategy exceeded measure. Staff will continue to focus on recruiting
efforts as vacancies occur.
(Satisfaction 81%; Measure 80%)
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Strategy 1b: Advisory Committees receive meeting notices, agenda items and
information at least 7 days prior to meetings.
•

One-hundred percent (100%) of Advisory Committee meeting notices and
information were sent at least 7 days prior to the meeting.

Evaluation: Strategy exceeded measure. The Martin MPO has a strong track record
to provide the meeting agenda packets well ahead of the meeting so that both the
public and the committee and board members have adequate time to review and
prepare. (Satisfaction 100%; Measure: 80%)

Strategy 1c: Advisory Committee recommendations/actions are presented to MPO
Board.
• One-hundred percent (100%) of Advisory Committee recommendations were
presented to the MPO Board.
Evaluation: Strategy successfully achieved. (Satisfaction 100%; Measure: 100%)

Strategy 1d: The MPO shall strive to continually improve the Public Involvement
Plan to ensure that public feedback is considered in the transportation decision
making process.
• The MPO shall continuously evaluate the public participation activities and
techniques in the PIP and prepare an annual report to the MPO Board that will
contain an evaluation of the effectiveness of the PIP.
• The PIP shall be reviewed and adopted, with revisions if necessary, every two (2)
years.
Evaluation: Strategy successfully achieved. This report demonstrates the annual
evaluation of the effectiveness of the PIP. Staff continues to consult Carey Shepherd,
Civil Rights Program Coordinator with FHWA to assure the PIP meets local needs and
Federal regulations. (Satisfaction: 100%).
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Objective 2: To provide equitable access to information regarding
transportation decision making.

The 2040 LRTP Open House in Indiantown followed the Neighborhood Advisory Committee
meeting to capture input from western Martin County residents.
Strategy 2a: Meetings and events are held at convenient times and locations.
• Sign in sheets at each of the Advisory Committee meetings include a “survey” of
participants to indicate if the meeting was held at a convenient time and location.
During 2015, there were 29 advisory committee meetings and 7 MPO Policy
Board meetings. An average of only 3% of the members stated that the meetings
were held at an inconvenient time.
Evaluation: Strategy exceeded measure. (Satisfaction 97%; Measure: 75%)
Strategy 2b: Persons with disabilities are provided access to information and
participation opportunities.
• Martin MPO received no concerns related to civil rights or nondiscrimination in
2015.
•

One-hundred percent (100%) of meetings and project-related information are
accessible to persons with disabilities.

•

Meeting and project related information is made accessible to vision-impaired
persons by using the “Searchable” feature of Adobe Acrobat Pro. Additional
efforts will be made once requests are submitted.
5
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•

The public is notified on how to access accommodations as needed. All meeting
notices, agendas and staff e-mails contained the following phrase:

“Public participation is solicited without regard to race, color, national origin, age, sex,
religion, disability or family status. Persons with questions or concerns about
nondiscrimination, or who require special accommodations under the American with
Disabilities Act or language translation services (free of charge) should contact Bonnie
Landry, Senior Planner (Title VI/Non-discrimination Contact) at (772) 223-7983 or
blandry@martin.fl.us. Hearing impaired individuals are requested to telephone the
Florida Relay System at #711.”
•

All meetings are held in ADA accessible locations.

Evaluation: Strategy successfully achieved. The Martin MPO provides
persons with disabilities with access to information and facilitates their
participation in each meeting. (Satisfaction 100%; Measure: 100%)

Strategy 2c: Public involvement activities are geographically dispersed throughout
the MPO area.
•

Board meetings and Advisory Committee meetings are held in Stuart, centrally
located in Martin County.
• As part of the outreach for the LRTP, the MPO staff did an excellent job to, not only
provide Open Houses at key locations in the county, but also targeted focus groups
for input into the transportation planning process. Focus groups included:
o Kane Center Day Club (members are 65 and older)
o The United Way (provides services to the underserved population)
o Indianwood (a 55 and older community in Indiantown)
o The Indiantown Chamber of Commerce Breakfast Meeting
• Other outreach efforts included staff speaking at the City of Stuart Commission
meeting and the Martin County Chamber of Commerce Transportation/Local
Government Committee.
• Martin County Neighborhood Advisory Committee (NAC) meetings were limited
this year as a result of the Community Redevelopment Agency reorganization.
However, as these meetings reconvene, staff will seek opportunities to present
information at the NAC meetings located throughout Martin County, specifically
in the following neighborhoods: Golden Gate, Indiantown, Palm City, Port
Salerno, Jensen Beach, Rio and Hobe Sound.
• Draft documents of the TIP and the PIP are available for review during the 45 day
public comment in every branch of the Martin County Library System located
geographically throughout Martin County.
• Extensive information is available to residents at the Martin MPO website
www.martinmpo.com.
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Evaluation: Strategy successfully achieved. (Satisfaction 100%; Workshops held in
at least 3 separate areas of the MPO, at least one meeting is located in each
affected area in the region.)
Strategy 2d: Public involvement activities and events target a diverse group of
participants.
• Three meetings for the LRTP were held in Indiantown.
• Focus groups for the LRTP were held at
o Kane Center Day Club (members are 65 and older)
o The United Way (provides services to the underserved population)
• Meetings of the Local Coordinating Board for the Transportation Disadvantaged
(LCB-TD) are specifically designed and held for targeted and underserved
groups. The meetings for the LCB-TD for the past calendar year are listed below:
o March 2, 2015
o June 1, 2015
o September 28, 2015
o December 7, 2015
•

MPO Staff will continue to hold LCB-TD meetings during the next calendar year
in order to better serve elderly, disabled, low-income and other minority groups.

•

A member of the Indiantown NAC has a permanent position as an Ex-Officio
member on the MPO Board. This representative regularly discusses regional
issues affecting the unique needs of Indiantown residents of Indiantown.

Evaluation: Strategy successfully achieved. (Satisfaction 100%; Measure: Public
meetings specifically designed and held for an underserved group.)
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Strategy 2e: Public information is available in a format for traditionally
underserved populations.
•
•

•
•
•
•
•

The primary language other than English spoken in the service area is Spanish.
Staff continually meets the needs of this population by providing fliers and
surveys in both English and Spanish.
The MPO continues to contract with LanguageLine Solutions, a nationwide
leader in the field of translation and interpretation services. The service provides
over-the phone, face-to-face and videoconference interpreting and document
translation services. This provides the MPO access to more than 200 languages.
On-site translators were available at workshops with a significant Spanishspeaking population.
Fliers and surveys were available in both English and Spanish.
Although difficult to measure by any specific percentage, the MPO Staff will
continue to encourage increased participation by elderly, disabled, low-income
and other minority groups, especially with regard to the LCB-TD.
Meeting materials are provided in a “Searchable” format for the visuallyimpaired.
Staff continues to develop and maintain a database of contacts in order to
distribute public information and better serve targeted populations.

Evaluation: Strategies successful. Staff continues to be a leader in meeting the needs
of the underserved populations through outreach efforts and by providing ways to
communicate with the non-English speaking population.

The MPO staff and participants gathered for an LRTP Open House.
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Objective 3: To engage the public early, often, and with clarity so that
opportunities exist for public feedback in the transportation decision making
process.

Meeting postponement announcement on MCTV Channel 20 and U-verse Channel 99
Strategy 3a: Public information disseminated is clear, informative and explains MPO
actions.
• This year, due to the formation of Tropical Storm Erika in August 2015, the
Martin MPO was able to activate the Continuing of Operations Plan (COOP)
which ensures, in the event of an emergency, that the MPO’s resources can be
reached. The MPO had a Local Coordinating Board for the Transportation
Disadvantaged (LCB-TD) meeting scheduled for August 31, 2015. Erika was
projected to impact the East Coast of Florida between the evenings of Saturday,
August 29, 2015 and Sunday, August 30, 2015; therefore the MPO staff postponed
this meeting and the Annual Hearing. In activating this COOP, staff utilized a
variety of methods to inform the public of the meeting postponement: the MPO
website, MCTV (Martin County Television) Channel 20 and U-verse Channel 99.
In addition, paper announcements were posted at key locations in the
Administrative Building where the meeting was scheduled to meet. In evaluations
its success, staff successfully met each of the COOP objectives.
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Martin MPO had extensive press coverage in 2015. Here are just a few examples.
• MPO meetings are televised live on local television MCTV (Martin County
Television) Channel 20 and U-verse Channel 99; past meetings can be viewed “on
demand” on MCTV Agendas, minutes and MPO documents can be found on the
Martin MPO website.
• This year, the MPO received excellent press coverage facilitated by staff preparing
professional press releases. Specifically, in 2015, there were 8 newspaper articles
and 3 editorials published about the LRTP by local newspapers.
• Documents for consideration are available for public comment at all local Martin
County library branches for at least 15 days before the public hearing for their
adoption.
• Documents are available in a searchable format that accommodates the visually
impaired.
• Staff strives to provide information in plain language free of jargon or acronyms.
• MPO staff was available to provide project-related information during all public
meetings and hearings for the LRTP and other plans as they developed.
o Staff developed and maintained a project specific website to provide up to
date information as the LRTP developed (www.martinmpo.com).
o MPO staff developed and maintained a project specific Facebook page
which increased awareness of the plan development for the LRTP.
Evaluation: Strategies successful.
10
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Strategy 3b: The MPO responds to public inquiries within 7 working days of the date
of receipt.
• Martin MPO utilizes the electronic public inquiry system Request for Service.
This allows the request to be tracked from time of inquiry until time of resolution.
• Of the public inquiries made through the Martin County Request for Service
(RFS) system, 100% of all responses were made in 48 hours.
Evaluation: Strategy exceeded measure. (Satisfaction 100%; Measure: 75% of all
responses to public inquiries are made within 7 working days of the date of receipt.)
Strategy 3c: Meeting notices and information are available at least 5 days prior to
meetings.
Evaluation: Strategy exceeded both measures. Staff has a strong record of providing
meeting notices to the public well in advance of meetings and will continue to strive
for this 100% goal. All notices and information will continue to be posted on the MPO
website at least seven (7) days prior to the meeting. One-hundred percent (100%) of all
public meeting notices were made available to the public at least five (5) days prior to the
meeting on the MPO website.
(Satisfaction 100%; Measure: 80%) One-hundred percent (100%) of al l publ i c
m eeti n g information were m ade available at least five (5) days prior to the meeting
on the MPO website. (Satisfaction 100%; Measure: 80%)
Strategy 3d: MPO will provide follow-up information to groups on project process and
comments received.
• A list of public meetings and comments has been developed for the Transportation
Improvement Program (TIP), Public Involvement Plan (PIP), Bicycle and
Pedestrian S afet y Action Plan (BPSAP), and 2040 LRTP. There were not any
relevant comments for the TIP, BPASAP or the PIP; however there were numerous
comments for the LRTP. These comments were logged, considered and are a part of
the Appendix in the final 2040 LRTP document.
•

Updates to the TIP and PIP were made available for public review and comment for
45 days at the Martin County Administrative C e n t e r , all County libraries, and on
the MPO website.

•

The LRTP update met the 30 day public review period as required by making hard
copies available at each of the branches of the public libraries, the Martin County
Administrative Center, the project website www.martin2040.com; and the MPO
website.

•

During each MPO public meeting, staff shares information related to public comments
and recommendations.

•

Staff has worked to coordinate and explain the public involvement process used
with the TIP, PIP, BPSAP and the LRTP Update. This information will continue to be
provided with major documents as drafted.
11
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•

Also, all major documents were made available for public review and comment
for at least 30 days in ADA accessible locations and online. Public comment
forms were included for each document. No relevant comments were received
for the TIP and the PIP; however there were numerous comments for the LRTP
which were considered, logged and included in the Plan’s appendix.

•

MPO Staff continues to follow up with groups to address comments and concerns
after public meetings through emails and Staff meetings.

Evaluation: Strategy successful achieved. (Satisfaction 100%; Measure: MPO will
make publications and documents available to the public at least 15 days that are ADA
accessible and centrally located.)

Strategy 3e: Public participation opportunities will be made available at key
decision-making milestones.
• The MPO staff provides visualization tools and easy to understand graphics to
illustrate plans and concepts. In general, this includes PowerPoint
Presentations, project photographs, maps and graphs. As the LRTP developed,
staff provided numerous ways to represent data to make it understandable to a
broad audience. In addition, staff produced an informative video which explained
the LRTP process and posted this to the MPO and project-specific websites.

One of many graphics to illustrate the funding sources for projects in the LRTP.
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Clip from LRTP video featuring Beth Beltran, MPO Administrator
•

MPO staff was available to provide project-related information during all
public meetings and hearings for the LRTP and other plans as they developed.
o Staff developed and maintained a project specific website to provide
up to date information as the LRTP developed
(www.martinmpo.com).
o MPO staff developed and maintained a project specific Facebook page
which increased awareness of the plan development for the LRTP.

•

A fundamental component of the mission of the MPO is to be available to provide
project-related information to the public. MPO Staff will continue to provide
relevant information during public meetings as well as in response to public
inquiries.

•

Public comments are logged by staff through meeting notes, minutes and plan
document appendices. These are then summarized and shared with the MPO
Board and Advisory Committees when applicable.

Evaluation: Strategy successfully achieved. (Satisfaction 100%; Measure: 100% of
public meeting comments are logged, summarized and analyzed and distributed to
applicable staff, Board and committees.)

Strategy 3f: Public feedback is incorporated into transportation decision making.
• As part of the public involvement for the LRTP, staff conducted on-line
surveys via the p ro j ect webs i t e, M P O webs i t e and em ai l bl as t .
S urv e ys w er e al s o a v ai l abl e at all branches of the Martin County Public
Library System.
• The LRTP survey was available in both English and Spanish.
13
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•

No relevant public comments were received for the TIP or the PIP; however there
were numerous comments for the LRTP which were considered, logged and
included in the plan appendix.
Evaluation: Strategy successfully achieved. (Satisfaction: 100%; Measure:
MPO will s urvey and record public comments which will be maintained by
staff.)

Objective 4: To use a variety of methods to involve and engage the
public.

At the LRTP, staff used interactive polling that showed results to the audience.
Strategy 4a: The MPO utilizes varied public involvement techniques.
• MPO Staff used the following techniques to involve/ engage the public in
the decision-making process.
• Staff used an Open House format for outreach for the LRTP which
allowed participants to stay 5 minutes or up to 3 hours. There were
numerous way for the public to provide input including:
o Interactive polling in a large group activity
o “Martin Mobility Bucks” with which participants were
given $100 to represent how they wish to spend
transportation funding.
o Interactive mapping which allowed residents to sit with a
GIS mapping expert and pinpoint areas of the county that
need improvements.
o Comment box
o Surveys in both English and Spanish
o Dot game which allowed participants to place a dot on a
paper map of where they wish to make improvements.
•
•

The MPO website provides the public access to the transportation planning
documents, meeting announcements, meeting minutes and project updates.
MPO Public Meetings and Hearings are televised live and available “on demand”
via MCTV Channel 20 and U-verse Channel 99 website.
14
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•
•

Public Meeting/ Hearing advertisements in the Stuart News, St. Lucie News
Tribune, Indian River Press Journal, and Jupiter Courier.
Staff published two MPO newsletters which provided information to the public
about current projects and other MPO initiatives. The newsletter was available in
hard copy distributed at local libraries, email and the MPO website.

Evaluation: Strategy exceeded measure. (Satisfaction 100%; Measure: A t l e a s t
three (3) separate techniques are used to involve/engage
the public in decision making.
Strategy 4b: The MPO conducts surveys on the effectiveness of public outreach
techniques.
• The MPO has not conducted a survey to evaluate the effectiveness of outreach
efforts.
Evaluation: Strategy needs improvement. (Satisfaction: 80%; Measure: Once per
year, the MPO staff will conduct a survey of the public on how well outreach
techniques are working.) Although there was no formal survey, staff received very
positive comments from participants of the LRPT Open Houses.

Participants comment on the LRTP at the City of Stuart Open House
Strategy 4c: Public information is available in languages other than English, as
appropriate, or in other means to address disabilities.
• The MPO partnered with Google to offer a unique option on its website that
translates the site to more than 75 languages.
15
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•
•
•
•
•
•

As previously mentioned, MPO Staff have provided meeting information in a
“Searchable” format for visually-impaired persons.
Surveys and fliers were provided in both English and Spanish.
Maps were developed for the Congestion Management Process (CMP), TIP and
BPSAP to better convey project information.
The MPO maintains a contract with LanguageLine, a translating service available
for written, on-site and telephone translations to accommodate more than 200
languages.
MPO Staff will provide translated meeting information upon request.
The MPO will continue to develop attractive and easy to understand maps to better
illustrate plans and projects.
Evaluation: Strategy successfully achieved. (Satisfaction 100%; Measure: In
specific geographic areas and for specific community meetings, 100% of
presentation materials are produced in a language other than English.)

•

The following public involvement tools are provided on the MPO website or
linked project websites:
o Google translate (translates website into more than 75 languages
o MPO website provides a link to Google maps which provides up to date
bus routes to aid residents in planning the most efficient public transit
route to destinations.
o Interactive calendar
o Online idea and inquiry submissions
o Electronic planning documents
o Live and recorded video of each MPO Policy Board meeting
o Electronic agendas and minutes are available
o Links to the MPO’s social media Facebook page
o LRTP video which provides an overview of the planning process
Evaluation: Strategy exceeded measure. (Satisfaction 100%; Measure: At least three
separate website tools are used to involve/engage the public. MPO will attempt to use
social media.)
Strategy 4e: The MPO uses the website to track public interest in activities.
The Survey for the LRTP was translated into Spanish
Strategy 4d: The MPO uses varied website tools to provide information.
• Using Google Analytics, staff is able to track web hits, referrals, and length of time
on any given page. This provides staff with a feedback mechanism when changes
are made. Staff also coordinates with FDOT to track project specific sites.
• All pages of the MPO website are available in more than 75 languages.
• Through the FDOT Electronic Review Comments (ERC) system, Staff is able to
provide comments on specific projects in Martin County.
• The MPO now has an interactive web-based TIP that will allow users to see each
project on a map, research financial information for specific projects, and generate
customized reports.
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• The FDOT ERC system allows staff to provide comments on projects prior to
construction. These projects will be brought before the Advisory Committees to
obtain additional public comments.
Evaluation: Strategy successfully achieved. (Satisfaction 100%; Measure: Project
specific web pages are developed and traced as a method to gather public feedback.)

Project website for the 2040 LRTP www.martin2040.com

Objective 5: Public Input on Program of Projects for Public Transit.
Strategy 5a: Request the list of prioritized projects for Public Transit.
• The MPO collaborates with Martin County Transit to inform the public about
transit projects.
Evaluation: Strategy successfully achieved. (Satisfaction 100%; Measure: MPO
requests annually a copy of the 5307 Program of Projects for the fiscal year and a copy
of the 5307 Program of Projects advertisement.)
Strategy 5b: Program of Projects will be included with the MPO List of Project
Priorities (LOPP) and presented at the CAC, TAC, BPAC and MPO Policy Board
meetings.
• By facilitating this, the public has the opportunity to provide input on the Program
of Projects and be involved in the prioritizing of the Program of Projects for
funding.
• The 2016 Public Transit Priorities were presented at the June 15, 2015 MPO
Policy Board meeting.
Evaluation: Strategy successfully achieved. (Satisfaction 100%; Measure: MPO
requests a representative from Martin County Public Transit attend the advisory
committee and Board meetings when the List of Project Priorities and Program of
Projects are discussed.)
17
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ITEM NUMBER:

8C

MARTIN METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION POLICY BOARD
AGENDA ITEM SUMMARY
MEETING DATE:
DUE DATE:
UPWP#:
February 22, 2016
February 15, 2016
5.10
WORDING:
SAFE ROUTES TO SCHOOL GRANT APPLICATON
REQUESTED BY: PREPARED BY: DOCUMENT(S) REQUIRING ACTION:
MPO
Beth Beltran
Safe Routes to School Grant Application
BACKGROUND
The purposes of the Federal Safe Routes to School (SRTS) Program are:
•
•
•

To enable and encourage children, including those with disabilities, to walk and bicycle
to school;
To make bicycling and walking to school a safer and more appealing transportation
alternative, thereby encouraging a healthy and active lifestyle from an early age; and
To facilitate the planning, development, and implementation of projects and activities
that will improve safety and reduce traffic, fuel consumption, and air pollution in the
vicinity of schools.

In 2011, the Martin County School District in conjunction with the Martin County Engineering
Department (Martin County Board of County Commissioners), the Martin Metropolitan Planning
Organization (MPO) and the Martin Community Redevelopment Agency (CRA) submitted four
Infrastructure applications for the SRTS grant program: Indiantown Connector Sidewalks, Port
Salerno Sidewalks, Dixie Connector Sidewalks and Paulson Avenue Sidewalk. Priority was
given to areas that lacked sidewalk connectivity, forcing children to walk or ride their bicycles in
the roadway. Another factor taken into consideration was the number of students receiving free
or reduced school lunch (indicating areas of lower income families).
The only project awarded SRTS funding in 2011 was the Indiantown Connector Sidewalk
Project; that project was recently completed.

ISSUES
The Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) Central Office recently released a Statewide
Call for Applications for infrastructure projects eligible for funding through the SRTS Program.
The Martin County School District staff has been working with the staff of the Martin County
Engineering Department, MPO and Martin Community Redevelopment Agency (CRA) to
update and re-submit the Port Salerno Sidewalk Project Infrastructure application.
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The MPO TAC (on February 1st), CAC (on February 3rd) and BPAC (on February 8th) all
recommended updating and re-submitting the Port Salerno Sidewalks SRTS Infrastructure grant
application.
______________________________________________________________________________
RECOMMENDED ACTION
Recommendation
Approval of updating and re-submitting the Port Salerno Sidewalks SRTS grant application.
FISCAL IMPACT
The cost estimate for Port Salerno Sidewalks Project in the 2011 SRTS application was
$407,052.62. Martin County Engineering staff is currently updating cost estimates for the
2016 SRTS application re-submittal.
APPROVAL
MPO
ATTACHMENTS
Aerial photo showing proposed sidewalk locations
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ITEM NUMBER:

8D

MARTIN METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION POLICY BOARD
AGENDA ITEM SUMMARY
MEETING DATE:
February 22, 2016
WORDING:
FREIGHT UPDATE
REQUESTED BY:
MPO

DUE DATE:
February 15, 2016

PREPARED BY:
Alice Bojanowski

UPWP#:
5.2

DOCUMENT(S) REQUIRING
ACTION:
N/A

BACKGROUND
During 2015, the Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) and its partners have updated
the statewide long-range transportation plan, known as the Florida Transportation Plan (FTP). In
addition, updates to Florida's Strategic Intermodal System (SIS) Plan are underway. An
important strategy to these plans is the efficient movement of freight statewide.
“Florida is a freight mobility and international trade state. Freight, or the movement of goods and
commodities, affects the state’s economy and quality of life for all Floridians. From the
movement of citrus products to the home delivery of Internet-ordered items, the safe and
efficient movement of goods and commodities moves Florida. Freight movement is the economy
in motion.” (Florida Mobility and Trade Plan - approved 2014).
ISSUES
At the February 22nd MPO Policy Board meeting, MPO staff will present Statewide and regional
freight issues, including those addressed by the Southeast Florida Freight Advisory Committee.
______________________________________________________________________________
RECOMMENDED ACTION
This is an informational item.
FISCAL IMPACT
N/A
APPROVAL
MPO
WEBSITE LINKS
http://floridatransportationplan.com/
http://www.freightmovesflorida.com/freight-mobility-and-trade-plan

Page 42

F R E I G H T U P D AT E
MARTIN COUNTY
FEBRUARY 2016
MARTIN MPO
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FREIGHT MOBILITY
*FLORIDA’s FREIGHT Definition *
A project will be considered a
freight project in Florida if it is on
the Florida Freight Network and:
* Freight Focused - the primary purpose of
the project is to address a specific freight
transportation need
* Freight Related - the primary purpose of
the project is to address multiple
transportation concerns, of which freight is
one element
* Freight Impacted - the primary purpose of
the project is to address general
transportation needs, however
freight mobility may be positively affected

Source: Florida Freight Mobility and Trade Plan, Investment Element ,
(Executive Summary July 2014 )
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FLORIDA FREIGHT NETWORK
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SOUTHEAST FLORIDA’S FREIGHT SYSTEM
3 MPO’s have Freight commitments in their 2040 LRTP updates for
highway projects that benefit freight mobility
• Palm Beach MPO -- $1.3B (including major state investments)
• Broward MPO -- $338M (excluding major state investments)
• Miami-Dade MPO -- a freight set aside of $127M specifically for
freight only projects (quick fix, low cost)
plus over $3B in highway capacity projects
that benefit both freight and passenger mobility
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SIS FACILITIES
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TRUCKS & WAREHOUSES
Trucking accounts for 80% of all tons
of freight moved in the state
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WATERWAYS

Source: www.florida-backroads-travel.com/okeechobee-waterway.html
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RAILROADS
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AIRPORT

Martin County Airport earns General Aviation Airport of the Year award
Martin County Airport/Witham Field has been named General Aviation Airport of the Year
by the Florida Department of Transportation. General aviation airports from around the
state are considered for this prestigious award based on the categories of safety,
aesthetics, and airport management.
“Everything from the condition of the runways to the professionalism of airport staff is
taken into account,” Airport Manager George Stokus said. “We are proud to have earned
this recognition and to be recognized statewide as providing outstanding aviation
transportation services.”
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FOR MORE FREIGHT INFORMATION:
Florida Trade and Mobility Plan (FTMP)
http://www.freightmovesflorida.com/freight-mobility-and-trade-plan

Florida Transportation Plan (FTP)
Strategic Intermodal System (SIS)
http://floridatransportationplan.com

Florida Chamber’s Trade and Logistics Study
http://www.flchamber.com/issue/international-trade-and-ports

SOUTHEAST FLORIDA REGIONAL FREIGHT PLAN 2014 Update

http://www.browardmpo.org/userfiles/files/SFRFP%20FINAL%20REPORT(1).pdf

THANK YOU
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ITEM
NUMBER:

8E
MARTIN METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION
POLICY BOARD MEETING
AGENDA ITEM SUMMARY
MEETING
DUE DATE:
February 15th
DATE:
February 22, 2016
WORDING:
MPO-TPO FUNDING SPLIT UPDATE
REQUESTED
PREPARED BY:
Beth Beltran/Alice
BY:
MPO
Bojanowski

UPWP#:
5.2

DOCUMENT(S) REQUIRING ACTION:
N/A

BACKGROUND
The Port Saint Lucie Urbanized Area (UZA) includes both the Martin Metropolitan Planning
Organization (MPO) and the St. Lucie Transportation Planning Organization (TPO). Federal
Highway Administration (FHWA) funding, specifically Transportation Management Area
(TMA) funds, are split between the Martin MPO and the St. Lucie TPO. For the 2030 and the
2035 Regional Long Range Transportation Plans (RLRTP)s these funds were allocated with a
38% Martin-62% St. Lucie split based on population totals within the MPO and TPO portions of
the UZA.
The Martin 2040 LRTP was approved on December 14, 2015. As recommended by the MPO and
TPO Chairmen at their November 20, 2015 meeting, the revised revenue estimate used was
based on the funding split of 35% Martin - 65% St. Lucie. The St. Lucie LRTP was approved on
February 3, 2015 with the same 35% - 65% split.
The Martin MPO and the St. Lucie TPO Chairmen also made the following recommendations:
• By June 30, 2016 staff will jointly develop a methodology for determining future
allocations of FHWA funds for the PSL UZA and a mechanism for future communication
and coordination between the two entities.
• By December 31, 2016, the Policy Boards will adopt a methodology for future
allocations of FHWA funds for the PSL UZA and a mechanism for future communication
and coordination between the two entities.

ISSUES
Martin MPO staff has begun researching available data and suggested criteria that may be used
for future allocations of FHWA funds. Staff will present these data at the February 22nd MPO
Policy Board meeting.
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______________________________________________________________________________
RECOMMENDED ACTION
a. Provide direction.

ATTACHMENTS
1. Level of Service
2. Employment data
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Road Name

Citrus Blvd

From

To

CR-714 (Martin Hwy) Port St. Lucie Blvd

Generalized
Service
Capacity

2010
AADT

2011
AADT

2012
AADT

2013
AADT

2014
AADT

Directional
Distribution
Flow

2014 Peak
Hour
Directional
Volume

Transitional 2-Ln
Uniter/Undivided Flow

1,200

3,410

3,548

3,412

3,401

4,023

0.5

181

A/B

4.2%

Type

2014
Avg. Annual
Generalized Growth
LOS
Rate

CR-609 (Allapatah Rd)

CR-714

St Lucie County

Uniterrrupted Rural Hwy:
2-Ln Undivided

740

1,510

1,481

1,366

1,391

1,434

0.58

83

A/B

0.5%

CR-707 (Indian River Dr)

SR-732

St Lucie County

2-Ln Undivided Non-State

675

5,161

5,320

5,584

5,670

5,511

0.62

308

C

1.7%

Green River Parkway

SR-732

St Lucie County

2-Ln Uniter /Undivided
Flow

1,190

4,843

5,178

6,402

6,810

7,120

0.64

410

B

10.1%

Murphy Rd

High Meadow Ave

St Lucie County

2-Ln Undivided Non-State

675

7,315

7,398

7,454

7,797

8,132

0.69

617

C

2.7%

SR-5 (US-1)

Westmoreland Blvd

St Lucie County

Class 1: 8-Ln Divided

4,040

62,929 60,355 60,445 58,875 60,187

0.54

2925

C

0.5%

SR-A1A (Ocean Blvd)

SR-732

St Lucie County

2-Ln Uniter /Undivided
Flow

1,190

12,264 13,179 12,694 11,919 12,968

0.52

742

C

1.4%
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EMPLOYERS

Employer

Total number of
Employees

Staff who live
in St. Lucie
County

% from
St. Lucie County

Martin County School
District

3211

681

21%

Martin Health System

3324

1503

45%

Martin County Board of
County Commissioners

971

293

30%

City of Stuart

262

101

39%

Martin County Sheriff's
Department

546

176

32%

8314

2754

33%

Totals
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