MARTIN METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION
POLICY BOARD MEETING
Martin County Board of County Comm issioner C hambers
240 I S.E. Monterey Road
Stuait, FL 34996
(772) 221-1498
www.marlinmpo.com
Monday, February 23, 2015 @ 9:00 A.M.
Minutes

1. CALL TO ORDER.
Ms. Beth Beltran suggested that in the absence of the Chair and Vice Chair, Mr. Troy
McDonald, Commissioner froni the City of Stuart, has agreed to preside over the meeting with
Board approval. There were no objections. The meeting was called to order by Troy
McDonald at 9:04 AM.
2. PRAYER- Reverend James Brocious, Stuart Alliance Church
3. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
4. ROLLCALL
Members in Attendance:
Eula R. C larke, City of Stuart Comm issioner
Troy McDonald, C ity of Stuart Commissioner
John Haddox, Martin County Board of Count y Commissioners
Vinny Barile, Town of Sewall 's Point Commissioner
Members Excused:
Sarah Heard, Vice-Chair, Martin County Board of County Comm issioners
Doug Smith, Martin County Board of County Commissioners
Anne Scott, Martin County Board of County Commissioners
Members Absent:
None.
Staff in Attendance:
Beth Beltran, MPO Administrator
Margaret H. Brassard, Administrative Specialist 11
Murriah Dekle, Planner II
Bonnie Landry, Senior Planner
Others in Attendance:
Reverend James Brocious, Stuart Alliance Church
Lisa Maack, FOOT
Betsy Jeffers, FOOT
Brad Sa lisbury, FOOT
Terry Rauth, Martin County Deputy Engineer
Demian Miller, T indale O li ver
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A quorum was present for this meeting.

5. APPROVE AGENDA
A motion was made by Ms. Eula Clarke to approve today's Agenda. The motion was
seconded by Mr. John Haddox. No changes to the Agenda were made. The
motion passed unanimously.
6. APPROVAL OF MINUTES
Regular Meeting October 20, 2014
Mr. John Haddox gave a motion to approve the minutes of the September 22, 2014
meeting. Ms. Eula Clarke provided a second. No additions or deletions were made.
The motion passed unanimously.
Regular Meeting December 15, 2014
A motion to approve the December minutes was made by Mr. John Haddox. Ms.
Eula Clarke offered a second. No additions or deletions were made. The motion
passed unanimously.

7. PUBLIC COMMENTS
(PLEASE LIMIT YOUR COMM ENTS TO THREE MfNUTES ; COMPLETE CARD TO COMMEND

None.

8. BUSINESS ITEMS
A. ELECTION OF OFFICERS
Mr. Troy McDonald stated that the first item is the Elections.
Mr. John Haddox made a motion to continue this item until the next meeting.
Ms. Eula Clark provided a second. The vote was called and it carried
unanimously.
B.

PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT PLAN (PIP) ANNUAL REPORT
Ms. Beth Beltran introduced Ms. Bonnie Landry to provide this annual repo1t. Ms.
Landry stated that she has a brief summary of the information included in the Agenda
Package. She advised that there are five objectives in the plan and they are annually
evaluated to ensure compliance. Ms. Landry went on to describe how the MPO complies
with these objectives. She adv ised that the Federal Aid Highway Act created MPOs in
1974 to ensure public involvement in the transportation planning process. Ms. Landry
stated that the Title VI language was recently updated to ensure that it is current and
appropriately addresses the needs of the underserved populations. She said that the MPO
provides many ways for public pa1ticipation noting that they partner with Ma1tin County
Public Television (MCTV) for live broadcasts of the Policy Board meetings; broadcasts
may be viewed on-demand; the website is maintained for viewing the MPO documents;
the website may be translated at the push of a button into 200 [75] different languages; the
MPO retains a professional translation service, LanguageLine, to provide written or verbal
translation of documents, at meetings or by telephone; the MPO had a booth at the Martin
County Fair last year with anticipation of a repeat this year to obtain infonnation
regarding the Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP); the MPO partnered with South
Florida Commuter Services (SFCS) to obtain displays advising of alternative
transportation or safety measures. Ms. Landry advised that a fifth objective was added

Marlin MPO Meeting Minutes

Page 2 of I0

Feb. 23, 2015

this year to help Martin County Public Transit (MCPT) publicize their Program of Projects
(POP) which was included during presentations regarding the List of Project Priorities
(LOPP) to assist them in their public invo lvement.

Mr. John Haddox made a motion to accept the Public Involvement Plan (PIP) as
presented. Mr. Vinny Barile provided a second. The motion passed unanimously.
C. US 1 MULTIMODAL CORRIDOR STUDY
Ms. Beltran advised that this project was approved a couple of years ago in the Unified
Planning Work Program (UPWP) resulting from the adopted 2035 LRTP. She stated that
the current model showed justification for widening US I to ten lanes and though the
Board had concerns about the congestion on the roadway they wanted a study performed
to see if strategies could be implemented which would improve mobility without the
widening. Ms. Beltran advised that Tindale Oliver had a contract with FOOT at that time,
and they performed the first phase of the US I Multimodal Corridor Study. The
consultant is here to present the study results. Mr. Demian Miller introduced himself
adding that he will present an overview of this study, showcase a couple of the
recommendations comi ng out of the study and advised that the Board was provided with
the complete report in the agenda package. Mr. Miller stated that the corridor study was
initially for both Martin and St. Lucie Counties, but it was determined that the most
critical area was from Cove Road to just no11h of Fort Pierce. He said that today' s focus
wi ll be on Martin County. Mr. Miller adv ised that he was looking at sho1t and mid to long
term improvements to make the corridor more bike/ped friendly whi le making the transit
services more accessible. He stated that this area is a major regional thoroughfare not just
local shopping trips so achieving a balance while improving the bike/walkability is
important. Mr. Miller said that improving connectivity was paramount so they reviewed
US I as well as the perpendicular and parallel streets to build a network. Enhanci ng safety
also topped the list and util ization of the crash data information wi ll be delved into later in
the presentation. Mr. Miller said the three major steps to study were the existing
infrastructure, involve stakeholders inclusive of agencies' staff and develop
recommendations which may be prioritized by the MPOs. FOOT could implement low
cost/short term items wh ile others will need action by the Board to prioritize and fund.
Mr. Miller stated that the current transportation conditio ns, land use now and in the future
was reviewed to identify focus areas o n which to concentrate seeking oppo1tunities and
cha llenges. He advised that the current transportation faci lities are sidewalks, sporadic
bike lanes, transit service expanding to include shelters, and the crash history. The traffic
in the recent past along the corridor has remained steady due to the recession though
hi gher volume had been predicted. Mr. Miller stated that the crashes studied were those
sustaining severe injuries o r fata lities of which one third were bicycle or pedestrian,
followed by improper driving maneuvers. He stated that the crash hot spots assisted in
determining the focus zone for the project. Mr. Mi ller advised that it was studied a bit
more thoroughly covering only the bike/ped crashes highli ghting through Stua11 to the
Salerno area. He added that a couple of large bridge projects wi ll alter the US I travel
patterns which will create traffic opportunities as well as a full list of other plans and
studies that w ill be referenced. As for the land use portion of the study, Mr. Miller said,
most is commercial frontage, predominately retail, but density drops rap idl y behind the
frontage. In terms of land use the necessary intensity to support the multimodal travel
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options doesn' t cuITently exist. Mr. Miller said that some areas such as Community
Redevelopment Areas (CRA) have a greater need and better potential for non-motorized
mobility. He said that they considered the overall intensity and density to figure out
where they needed to focus their effo1ts, and to some extent how people get to work.
Highlighting the balance factor of making the roadway safer for everyone while
recognizing that it will remain a high volume corridor is to be considered he said. Mr.
Miller said that he asked various stakeholders what they thought of the corridor currently.
He noted that their measures and the public's opinions of congestion differ. Topping the
list were safety concerns, specifically that it's an automobile dominated corridor that
needs to become safer for all modes of transportation. Mr. Miller stated that improving
sidewalks, congestion and traffic flow were al so desired by the stakeholders. Mr. Miller
said there were two preliminary recommendations. One was standardized, corridor-wide
treatments that would make sense; they also examined the individual intersections and
identified short/ long term improvements. He advised that the corridor-wide treatments are
design, best practices for bicycle and pedestrian mobility. Mr. Miller sa id that lighting is
important to consider as many locations do not have appropriate lighting especially at the
crosswalks. They also reviev.,1ed the geometric improvements of the intersections such as
reducing the curb radii or adding pedestrian "refuse" islands. One issue in the area is the
skewed intersections. The best practice would be to reduce the intersecti on size with
refuse islands and realigning the crosswalks. Simply moving the stop bar back at an
intersection would have drivers stop first and slowly roll forward verifying that the
pathway is clear of cycl ist or pedestrian. Some ex isting crosswalks are p laced so far back
fro m the wide angled corner that drivers may turn at a high rate of speed and not see the
pedestrian until they are in the crosswalk. Mr. Miller said that completing sidewalk
connections also is important as frequently they see sidewalks from US I to the first
commercial driveway and nothing to the nearest residential area or side street. He showed
examples of a few heavily skewed intersections, explaining how the recommendations
previously mentioned would remedy many of the safety issues without impacting the
function of the intersection. Mr. Miller advi sed that these were the main recommendations
and FDOT is reviewing these mod ification requests. He said he would answer any
questions at this time. Mr. McDonald inquired as to the number of meetings held by the
advisory committee on this project. Mr. Miller said there were two advisory comm ittee
meetings and the third was split between St. Lucie and Martin County. He said after that
meeting they brought the results to the Technical Advisory Committee (TAC). Mr.
McDonald inquired if any City of Stua1t representatives were at any of those meetings?
Ms. Beltran advised that Mr. Sam Amerson is the chair of Ma1tin's TAC. Mr. McDonald
stated that in many areas there are no bicycle lanes so people ride on the sidewalks, which
is an unbelievable challenge due to the number of utility poles. He added that there are
locations with poles in a staggered fashion that he is of the opinion that a wheelchair cou ld
not pass. Mr. Miller advised that the problem was mentioned at the Bicycle Pedestrian
Advisory Committee (BPAC), but there are sections where the ROW is incredibly tight,
creating that situation. He said that possibly easements would have to be sought in an
effott to alleviate that problem and he was unaware of any short term solutions. Mr.
Miller added that this is a draft re port, and that FOOT from the State level, is looking into
new standards consisting of buffered bike lanes. He sa id that part of their mandate, along
with the comments previously received from the committees, is that they will need to go
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back, review this project and see if it would be feasible to create buffered bike lanes along
the US I corridor. He advised that in many areas the lane width is already down to 11
feet. He advised that before they finalize the draft report, they will review areas with
existing bike lanes to see if the buffered lanes could be included. Mr. Miller mentioned
that an issue that was dealt with but not covered in the report was crossing the bridge
[Roosevelt] . He advised that they are looking at ways to realign the lane configuration on
the Dixie Highway Bridge as well to see if any connections can be made. He said if a
rider is on the north side it could be more convenient to use that bridge to cross. Mr.
McDonald advised that he often goes the route near Sailor's Return as there is a sidewalk
and the City owns some of that property so they could work with the tenants to make those
improvements. Mr. McDonald stated that it appears that the focus area through Stuart
began south of the bridge at Kanner Highway continuing south and didn 't appear to cover
the area by the bridge. Mr. Miller advised that they did go back into the bridge area,
which was evidenced by a recommendation for the left turn lane going southbound on the
bridge. He added that they tried to improve that first intersection off the bridge but it
could not be done without other unintended consequences. Mr. McDonald inquired if the
" hot right" leading to Palm C ity Road was studied. He said that the " cut through" was
mentioned at the advisory committees and returned to a similar slide that was previously
viewed he noted that there was a similar recommendation to reconfigure the operations of
that " right movement" to slow motorists. Mr. McDonald noted that the public is not in
favor of closing that movement. Mr. Miller said they are looking at ways to slow that
movement to make it safer at the conflict point. Mr. McDonald stated that as a pedestrian
and a cyclist it is a very unsafe area. He added that in the slide being viewed with the
"hot right" previously mentioned that a stop sign has recently been erected. Mr. Miller
sa id that they are recommending something similar to this for that right movement to
improve safety at the conflict point. Mr. McDonald liked the intersection realignment
suggestions, noting that you have to be able to get to the intersections to use the
realignments. If it's too challenging to use the sidewalks or bike lanes to get to the
intersections people will drive anyway. Mr. Miller concurred adding that one of the
recommendations north of the bridge to Prima Vista is to include a shared use pathway on
the west side of the roadway. He said that in some areas adequate ROW appears to be
available but a drainage anal ysis will need to be made. Ms. C larke inquired when these
"recommendations" would be programed into the Transportation Improvement Plan (TIP)
for prioritizing. Ms. Beltran said that staff was going to ask for Board concurrence to
work with the State, City and County to ensure the collective inputs are integrated in the
study for choosing projects for the LOPP that would be brought back before the Board in
June of this year. Ms. Beltran reminded the Board that the 2016 Legislature is meeting in
January instead of March so everything will be pushed up a couple of months. She
advised that normally when projects are on the LOPP and submitted to the State, in theory
it is submitted to fund the fifth year of the Work Program, however, Martin has been
fortunate in that many of their projects have been accelerated and were funded in three or
four years as opposed to the fifth year. Ms. C larke mentioned the countdown pedestrian
crossing devises and implementation on US 1. Would that include the adjacent side
streets as well, and would the City or County have to cost share in the implementation?
Mr. Miller advised that it would depend. Frequently the equipment along a state hi ghway
system is purchased by the State, but ultimately the Cities and Counties have mai ntenance
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responsibilities. Ms. Clarke asked how many intersections Ma1tin has on the US I
Corridor Study. He advised that the exact number is in the report but he believes it is over
30. Ms. C larke inquired as to the audible signal s and if that cou ld be added f o r the sight
impaired. Mr. Miller said that would be on a location basis, would be a separate process
through the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) function and can be retro-fitted when
necessary. Ms. Beltran advised that the MPO (advisory committees] have requested
installation of audible signals for a sight impaired person needing to go to work. One was
installed at US 1 and Kanner Highway which is a large, skewed intersection. M s. Beltran
acknowledged that a motion is not necessary but staff would appreciate having
concurrence from the Board adding that once staff achieves a consensus w ith each entity,
the C ity, County and State, then a priority would be returned to this Board to be included
in the LOPP. MPO staff would be able to put together a scope for Phase Two of this
project to review some of today' s recommendations. Ms. C larke mentioned the area of
US I , south of the bridge in the vicinity of Joan Jefferson, East Ocean and Palm City
Roads. She stated that it's a hi gh speed area. M s. C larke inquired if connecting US I to
Co lorado via that vicinity was studied. Mr. Miller advised that they can look into that, but
it wo uld be a separate study. Mr. Smith asked if she was speaking of the M a rtin Luther
King Extension, Ms. Clarke affirmed that it is i hStreet.

Ms. Clarke made a motion for staff to work with FDOT to collectively obtain
projects, return to this Board for prioritizing, and move ahead with the scope for
Phase Two. Mr. John Haddox provided a second to the motion. The motion passed
unanimously.
D. KANNER IDGHWAY/CR 711 (PRATT WHITNEY RD) INTERSECTION
Ms. Beltran advised that FOOT is here to make a presentation regarding the
intersecti on of SR 76 and CR 7 11 (Pratt Whitney Road .) Mr. Brad Salisbury
introduced himself as being w ith FDOT's Office of Design. He said that he is here to
present the roundabout analysis, for which he is the Project Engineer, and M s . Betsy
Jeffers is the Project Manager. He advised that the limits are from south of Pratt
Whitney Road to n01th of SW Locks Road on Kanner Hi ghway, approximately 1.6
miles of reconstrnction from two to four lanes and the roundabout analysis was done
at Pratt Whitney Road. Mr. Sali sbury advised that the current roadway is two Janes,
undivided w ith a 50 MPH posted speed limit. He advised that the proposed typi cal
section is a four lane, divided roadway with five foot buffered bike lanes, a s ix foot
sidewalk on the west and a twelve foot shared use path on the east with the same
posted speed limit. Mr. Salisbury advised that the purpose of the roundabout
evaluation came to be done due to studies by the Federal Highway Administration
(FHW A) which showed operational and safety improvements using roundabo uts in
multiple areas of the country. He said that as part of that initi ative FDOT has
changed its criteria for evaluating projects in that any time there is a new construction
project, a roundabout is to be evaluated to determ ine if it wou ld be beneficial. Mr.
Salisbury stated that factors in the screening checklist process are as fo llows: 50,000
vehicles entering the intersection, there currently are 40,000 in the design year, must
have adequate ROW, traffic operations and Local Jurisdictio nal Policies which is the
reason we are presenting to the MPO today. Mr. Salisbury adv ised that the ex isting
intersection is signalized, skewed with 200 feet of ROW on the southeast legs of the

Martin MPO Meeting Minutes

Page 6 of 10

Feb. 23, 20 15

roadway with 100 feet on the northwest legs. He advised that the proposed signalized
design consists of dual lefts east and south bound, the heavier traffic generators are on
the north and west sides of the road. He advised that for the proposed roundabout it's
a hybrid single/two lane roundabout accord ing to where the traffic lines are heaviest.
Due to the skewed intersection on the east turn lane there is a dedicated right turn
lane. He advised that all turning movements were checked based on the Florida
Interstate Semi-Trailer. Mr. Salisbury stated that the traffic operation analysis
showed an AM/PM peak hour level of service (LOS) traffic analysis of D and C
respectfully for the signalized design with the roundabout LOS improvements of B
and B. He advised of the cost considerations between the roundabout and the
intersection. Mr. M ill er said that the proposed roundabout reduces the signalization
costs, devoid of signals and mast arms, and there is a two lane section south of Pratt
Whitney Road, though increased lighting is necessary for safety concerns, while the
proposed signalized design is a four lane section south of Pratt Whitney Road. Mr.
Salisbury advised in summary that the initial screening has been met; FHWA has
reviewed the design, provided feedback and will be a partner in this process. He
noted traffic operation improvements adding that the next steps are meeting with local
agencies to obtain feedback. Ms. Clarke asked Ms. Beltran where this project is in
the MPO' s UPWP. Ms. Beltran advised that thi s is not in the UPWP; it is a project
being done by FDOT who is fulfilling their public involvement component by
receiving input from the MPO Board and its advisory committees. She said that
FDOT wanted to get concurrence from the Board and committees prior to going any
further with the project. The example of a Diverging Diamond presentation was
provided and as it was not the wishes of the local pub Iic no further action was taken.
Ms. Beltran refreshed the Board's memories that this presentation is a State
requirement since the intersection is going to be improved that FOOT must analyze
the benefits of a roundabout, and present both intersections to the loca l residents. Mr.
Haddox expressed concerns with the speeds going into the roundabout, the heavy
truck/school bus use, as well as the safety and congestion in the roundabout. Mr.
McDonald stated that he is a fan of roundabouts but inquired if the State has
constructed any roundabouts of this magnitude with this traffic volume. Mr.
Salisbury advised that it is a new initiative, he is unce11ain but he will find out and get
back to the Board. Mr. McDonald expressed speed concerns of those traveling from
the west of Kanner Highway. Mr. Salisbury clarified that a part of the design is to
slow people down, as they are using curves before the roundabout to get them to the
target design speed of 25 -30 MPH adding that there would be signs in advance. Ms.
Clarke asked if Mr. Salisbury could delineate how the LOS so greatly improved from
the D/E to B/B in the roundabout, and will more public input be gathered if this
project moves forward. M s. Betsy Jeffers responded that if this Board doesn't want
the roundabout project to move forward no additional work or public meetings will be
held that include it. If the Board wanted the public to voice their opinions on the
roundabout then after the public meetings FOOT would return to this Board with their
input to get direction from the Board at that time. Ms. Clarke said that a roundabout
or new signalized intersection will change the dynamics in that area and she is of the
opinion that thi s should be brought to the attention of the public so that they may give
it consideration. She added that though Indiantown is further away that intersection is
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at the threshold between Stuart and Indiantown and people should be able to hear the
potentials of the roundabout, though ultimately it is the decision of the Board, and
possibly should be put off until the Board has a full compliment. M s. Beltran
suggested if the present Board disapproved of the roundabout, would M s. Jeffers be
able to present the intersection, have the roundabout shown as an alternative with a
red line through it indicating that it was analyzed, but did not receive support from the
Board. Ms. Beltran stated that it would show the public that it was at least addressed,
to which Ms. Jeffers advi sed that it could be presented that way. Mr. Haddox agreed
with M s. C larke in that this matter should be placed on ho ld until the next m eeting
when the full Board is available. Mr. Haddox advised Ms. Beltran that he would like
to ensure that the school board is advised of thi s potential change to get input from
them as they have buses, parents, and students traversing that intersection so it is
important that they are involved. Ms. Beltran stated that Mr. Mark Coco, with the
School Board, is on the TA C and he did express concerns of the school buses, but we
can wait until the next meeting if thi s is your desire. Ms. Jeffers noted that the next
Board meeting is in Apri l. She stated that they came to this meeting as they need to
get their plans completed and they need to know if they are constructing a roundabout
or the signalized intersection in an attempt to meet their producti on schedule. She
said they could have the public meeting earlier than usual and before the next Board
meeting presenting both options so FDOT would be aware of the public opinio n . The
Board agreed that would be a good so lution. Ms. Clark inquired if everything wou ld
be in the existing ROW. Ms. Jeffers confirmed adding that the ro undabout is less
costly as the signal is approximately $200,000 but the County will bear the continuing
maintenance of it. The State will light the intersection regardless if it is a roundabout
or signal reminding that FHWA has performed studies that indicate safety is
improved greatly in roundabouts and accidents are less severe due to the reduced
speed. The Chair thanked FDOT for their presentation. Ms. Jeffers advised that she
will schedule a public meeting in early April to get the public opinion.
E.

MPO LEGISLATIVE PRIORITIES
Mr. McDonald advised that in a prior conversation with Ms. Beltran it was
determined that thi s item was to be changed from an "Informational" to an
"Approval" item. Ms. Beltran advised that this is the Legislative priorities of the
Metropolitan Planning Organization Advisory Council (MPOAC) which is the
Statewide MPO. She advised that annually thi s committee adopts Legislative
priorities that move to the Legi slature and these are the priorities for the 2015
Legislative session. Ms. Beltran added that many of the items mirror last year's
Legislative priorities. Ms. C larke expressed concerns w ith Priority #3 due to the
passage of Amendment One and stated that she was not in agreement with it. She
mentioned that she had spo ken to staff about this concern and queried if any
additional information has been brought to this Board. Ms. Beltran advised that there
was an a1ticle in Friday 's Stuart News regarding Amendment One. She said that
Amendment One would be funded using Documentary ( DOC) Stamps and the artic le
expressed concerns over the trust fund of the Affordable Housing Community being
in jeopardy as some of their fund s come from DOC Stamps. She said that the
MPOAC wanted to ensure that the Highway Trust Fund would not be jeopardized due
the passage of Amendment One.

Martin MPO Meeting Minutes

Page 8of1 0

Feb. 23, 2015

Mr. John Haddox made a motion to approve stafrs recommendation. The
motion was seconded by Mr. Vinny Barile. There were no additional questions.
The motion passed unanimously.
9. COMMENTS FROM FDOT
None.
10. COMMENTS FROM ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEMBERS
None.
11. COMMENTS FROM BOARD MEMBERS
Ms. Clarke expressed praises to the MPO Administrator, Beth Be ltran. She advised of the
exceptional, involvement in projects such as the Waterways Plan and All Aboard Florida,
noting the wisdom and professionalism Ms. Beltran has brought to the position over the
past few years.
12. STAFF UPDATES
1. Long Range Transportation Plan Update.
Ms. Beltran introduced Ms. Landry who advised that she has a brief update o n the
2040 LRTP. She advised that the MPO has held three successful open houses and
she will provide an overview. She advised that the first open house was held at
Indian River State Coll ege (IRSC). Ms. Landry advised that each participant was
issued 20 dollar bills in "mobility bucks" with which to place into boxes
representing different transportation projects. She advi sed that the second was held
at the City of Stuart City Hall and was well attended. She advised that another
activity that was utilized at each of the open houses was " interactive voting" . Each
participant was provided with "clickers" which allowed people a si lent vote, yet an
anonymous tally wou ld appear at the end of the exercise providing an idea as to
wh ich projects the public would like to see come to fruition. The third meeting was
held in Indiantown which was equally well attended. She explained that in another
activity people were asked to place a dot in each of three locations, where they
worked, lived and played in an effort to decipher the locations of the heaviest
concentration of activities. Also used was a mapping system which utili zed GIS.
From an aerial perspective people noted what changes they would recommend in
their communities. Ms. Landry advised that staff is proud of the various ways
people were able to provide their input including simply leaving a comment card.
She advised that the open house format allowed people to determine " their way" of
participation enabling them to stay a few minutes or for the entire event. Ms.
Landry reminded the Board that for anyone wanting to leave a comment their voice
would still be heard at www. Ma1t in2040.com and they could contact staff, leave a
comment or complete the survey or include specific information. Ms. Landry
advised that the M PO had a booth at the 2015 Martin County Fair in an effort to
gather information for the LRTP and advise the public as to what the MPO does.
She stated that the preliminary data using the " mobi lity bucks" has indicated a
desire for bike lanes improvements. The second priority item was sidewalks with
pedestrian improvements, third was maintenance, adding that the community is
seeing the need to maintain what Ma1tin has instead of building more facil ities. The
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last place item was Park-n-Ride noting that people still like their cars and want to
drive. She advised that there will be a standing agenda item regarding the LRTP
beginning in April to keep the Board apprised of the demeanor of the public and its
des ires for the County. She noted that all of these indicators will factor into the
model being used to ensure a well-balanced and accurate transportation forecast for
Martin ' s future. Ms. Landry advised that the final document will come before this
Board in December, 2015 with hopes for adoption in January in an effort to comply
with FDOT' s time constraints. She stated that the MPO has been working with
Martin County on their new website and the MPO's "Ma1tin2040" is currently one
of the "hot topics." Mr. Barile said that he appreciated the open house as he
attended the one is Stuart. M s. Landry adv ised that they received many
complements o n the diverse activities as ways to connect with people.

2. Interlocal Agreement for the Creation of the [Martin] MPO.
Ms. Beltran advised that the City of Stuart did approve the lnterloca l Agreement for
the creation of the Martin MPO and it wi ll be going to Sewall ' s Po int fo r approval
on March 24, 2015, and the County Commission on Apri l 7, 20 15 returning to the
MPO Board at the April meeting.
13. NOTES
Ms. Beltran stated that a list of Board meetings was included in the Agenda Packet to
ensure that everyone was aware of the additional meetings that will be scheduled thi s year.
An additional meeting was added in January of 2016, if necessary to submit the LRTP.
14. NEXT MEETING
April 20, 2015 at 9:00 A.M.

15. ADJOURN
Mr. John Haddox provided a motion to adjourn. Ms. Eula Clarke provided a second. The
meeting was adjourned at 10: 15 AM.
Recorded and Prepared by:

~/-/
~~ngChair
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