
MARTIN METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION 
POLICY BOARD MEETING 

Martin County Board of County Commissioner Chambers 
240 I S.E. Monterey Road 

Stuart, FL 34996 
(772) 22 1-1498 

www.martinmpo.com 
Monday, September 2 1, 20 15 @ 9:00 A.M. 

Minutes 

1. CALL TO ORDER 
The Chair, Mr. Troy McDonald called the meeting to order at 9:00 A.M. 

2. PRAYER- Reverend James Brocious, Stuart A lliance Church 

3. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

4. ROLLCALL 
Members in Attendance: 
Troy McDonald, City of Stuart Commissioner 
Sarah Heard, Vice-Chair, Martin County Board of County Commissioners 
Eula R. C larke, City of Stuart Commissioner 
Vinny Barile, Town of Sewall 's Point Commissioner 
Doug Smith, Martin County Board of County Commissioners 
Anne Scott, Martin County Board of County Commissioners 

EX-OFFICIO 
Hilary McKeich , Indiantown 

Members Excused: 
John Haddox, Martin County Board of County Commissioners 

Members Absent: 
None. 

Staff in Attendance: 
Beth Beltran, MPO Administrator 
Bonnie Landry, Senior Planner 
A lice Bojanowski, Planner II 
Bolivar Gomez, Senior Associate Planner 
Margaret H. Brassard, Admin istrative Specialist 11 

Others in Attendance: 
Reverend James Brocious, Stua1t A lliance Church 
Andrew Nunes, American Consulting 
Ed Fielding, Martin County Board of County Commissioners 
Stewart Robe1tson, K imley Horn 
Joe Capra, CAPTEC 
Sgt. James Brodie, Martin County Sheriffs Department 
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Lydia Dinkova, TC Palm 
Ken Natoli 
Terry Rauth, Martin County 
Phy! Weaver 

A quorum was present for this meeting. 

5. APPROVE AGENDA 
A motion was made by Ms. Sarah Heard to approve the Agenda. Ms. Eula Clarke 
offered a second to the motion. The motion passed unanimously. 

6. APPROVAL OF MINUTES 
Ms. Sarah Heard made a motion to approve the minutes of the June 15, 2015 
meeting. Ms. Eula Clarke provided a second. No additions or deletions were made. 
The motion passed unanimously. 

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

Mr. Ken Natoli was invited to the podium to speak by the Chair. Mr. Natoli stated that he 
was here to address the Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP) but requested to address 
it at this time and not wait until the agenda item was called . The Chair affinned. Mr. 
Natoli prefaced his comments stating that he is not here to criticize the consu ltant or the 
project, he on ly wished to mention some items wh ich he deems to be important enough to 
be considered. Mr. Nato li noted that he suggested to the consultant that all future LRTPs 
be coordinated with the Land Use Planning Department. He advised that the two are 
directly interrelated and neither is totally effective without the other. Mr. Natoli expressed 
his desires for them to consider an effort that would be a planning goal of a livable, 
sustainable, and walkable community, which would make for a better place to reside in 
this County. He said that the current process has resulted in what now exists, though there 
is low density, there are constrained and congested roads with an enormous backlog of 
roadway maintenance which Martin cannot afford. Mr. Natoli noted that recently the 
Attorney General had a Call to Order to "step up getting people to walk and develop 
walkable communities" adding that it's coming from top. This nation is seeking better 
conditions in which to live including walkabi lity. He encouraged mixed use, where 
miscellaneous facets of communities are capable of being reached in shott distances of 
one another, by walking. Mr. Natol i stated that what we currently have is single use, dead 
ends, subdivisions, strip shopping centers, and industrial parks. He suggested if there 
were mixed use communities connected by two lane roadway networks, not necessarily 
grids, but with connections, so when developers build they could connect as well, 
eliminating the need for the larger roadways with expensive maintenance and 
improvements. Mr. Natoli said sidewalks with trees would encourage people to walk to 
the mixed use locations or utili ze the public transportation because once you get there, a 
car is not necessary to get around. He said some of the best places we have in this country 
are of that design. Mr. Natoli noted that these consultants have included the livable 
community element in thi s plan. They are knowledgeable and can answer your questions. 
He said if we keep doing the same thing, nothing wil l change; we need to increase the 
comfort level of Maitin's res idents adding that it begins with this process. He said he 
hopes that the planning and the transpo1tation efforts can work together for the betterment 
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of the local area. 

Seeing no add itional public comments the Chair moved forward to the Business Items. 

8. BUSINESS ITEMS 
A. FY 2015/16-2019/20 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM 

AMENDMENT - ROLL FORWARD 
Ms. Beltran said that thi s item comes before the Board annually; it is to roll forward 
all the previous year's monies from the Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) 
to the current fiscal year. She noted that staff is recommending approval. 

A motion was made by Ms. Sarah Heard which was seconded by Mr. Doug 
Smith. There was no additional discussion. The vote was called and approved 
unanimously. 

B. 2040 LONG RANGE TRANSPORTATION PLAN (LRTP) DRAFT COST 
FEASIBLE PLAN (CFP) 
Ms. Beltran stated that the MPO is currently developing the 2040 LRTP and 
mentioned the Open House was held last week at Indian River State College (IRSC). 
She advised that Stewart Robertson, the consultant from Kimley Horn, is here to 
present the Draft Cost Feasible Plan (CFP). Mr. Robe1tson stated that thi s wi ll be 
the fifth update of the LRTP to this Board in their efforts to continually engage the 
Board throughout the P lan seeking comments, input and direction during the 
development process. He stated that the purpose of the CFP of the LRTP planning 
tool is to show the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) the strategy of how 
each MPO plans to spend their Federal transportation funds throughout the planning 
horizon. He provided a project schedule showing that they are currently on 
schedule. Mr. Robertson said that there was a recent public Open House as 
previously mentioned which was informative and fun from the reaction of those in 
attendance who participated. Mr. Robe1tson showed the project website, noting that 
they update the information frequently . There is an on- line survey and places to 
provide comments with much more information available for viewing. He stated 
that there is also a Facebook page for people wanting to obtain constant updates. 
Mr. Robertson went on to provide a summary of resources, stating that there is 
approximately $277 million forecast for roadway transpo1tation, including 
multimodal improvements. Mr. Robertson highlighted the U.S. I Corridor Retrofit 
Project saying that it continues the work begun as part of the 2035 LRTP. He said 
that this is a new way of approachi ng deficient roadways as an alternative to 
widening by looking at strategies which provide better connectiv ity of s ide streets, 
improved traffic signal coordination as well as bicycle, pedestrian, trans it and 
lighting improvements. Mr. Robe1tson said that the Federal and State governments 
are now prioritizing bicycle and pedestrian improvements; in fact, the state recently 
announced a new funding source called Suntra ils. Suntrails will fund bicycle, 
pedestrian and trai l improvements, exhibiting a movement away from the widening 
of roads and into a multimodal approach. Mr. Robertson said that System 
Maintenance is one of the innovative aspects that they are suggesting in this LRTP. 
Normally the Federal funds in the LRTP are directed to capital improvements 
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projects, but due to the lack of fuel tax which is impeding the County's ability to 
maintain the current system, combined with the fact that System Maintenance was 
the number two in public response, we have requested that some of those capital 
improvement program funds be flexed for System Maintenance. 

Mr. Smith noted a recent death at the southbound foot of the Roosevelt Bridge that 
does not have a bike lane. He stated that years ago a Commissioner complained 
about the width of the sidewalk at that location, which also has a traffic light arm in 
the middle of the sidewalk, as well as a curb section where a rider can ' t get off of the 
road and on to the sidewalk. Mr. Smith also stated that recently during an after work 
rush hour with people leaving Martin to travel south and the long exit line of traffic 
coming off of 1-95 to Kanner, he noticed a cycl ist approaching the 1-95 overpass in 
the bike lane. Mr. Smith said cars going west at that juncture are traveling anywhere 
between 40-60 miles per hour (MPH), others are trying to merge to the right, I-95 
on-ramp lane, and the cyclist is in the midst of all this confusion. Mr. Smith said 
that he is of the opinion that more thought needs to be given to locations of bike 
lanes. He said some areas probably shouldn ' t have bike lanes. U. S. I and Kanner 
Highway are just two of the roadways that fit this scenario but there are others. Mr. 
Robertson stated that a possible strategy to consider is separated bike lanes which 
require more space but the bike lane is physically separated from the roadway. He 
said that the current location of the bike lane is to maximize the visibi lity of the 
cyc li sts. Mr. Robertson stated that unfortunately the high volume roadways are 
normally the most direct way to get to where people need to go. Mr. Smith said that 
if we take the funds forcing bike lanes into places where they are not safe and move 
them to public transit, that commute to work may have been on public transit. Ms. 
Clarke asked where funds could be obtained to pursue what Mr. Smith mentioned 
about channeling funds to transit instead of bike lanes on unsafe roadways. Mr. 
Robe1tson stated that there are grant programs for transit that would be above and 
beyond the revenue stream analyzed here. Mr. Robe1tson said that a pie cha1t 
reflecting the multimodal/roadway/maintenance breakdown could be made. Ms. 
Heard concmTed with Mr. Smith 's analysis of bike lanes being placed in areas that 
can ' t be made safe as well as emphasizing transit. She is of the opinion that the 
complex model used for thi s Plan is flawed and would force the County to use 
impracticable, undesirable and expensive projects for the next 25 years. Ms. Heard 
went on with her comments of the draft CFP, stating that System Maintenance is 
only allocated six percent. She 's puzzled that SR 714 and SR 713 are prioritized as 
if they are in the same time frame, adding that the needs of SR 714 are far greater 
and much more urgent than SR 713. Indian Street widen ing from four to six lanes, 
she noted that it's illogical as it is not needed and will create a future burden. Ms. 
Heard stated that she ' s adamantly opposed to four lanes on Cove Road as much of it 
is vacant. She said it should be developer funded and their responsibility as the 
builders will be profiting from it, we should not use taxpayer funds to add capacity. 
Ms. Heard said this computer model forces the County to spend huge sums of money 
that we don 't have doing new projects over the next 20 years. She sa id we can ' t 
afford the maintenance backlog we currently have. Ms. Heard is of the opinion that 
Martin is prioritizing the wrong projects. Mr. Robertson pointed out that the majority 
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of the County funds go to the operation and maintenance of the existing system, not 
to capital improvements. He said the 6% referred to was add itional Federal fu nds 
that normally goes to capacity projects that is being recommended to go to 
maintenance, he continued that more may be added if the Board so desires. Mr. 
Robertson stated that some Federal funds may not be flexed in the manner requested 
as some sources are ded icated fo r specific items only. He advised that he concurs 
with Ms. Heard regarding the urgency of SR 714 over SR 7 l3. The model shows SR 
713 as a lower priority than Cove, but based on the Cove Road project feedback 
from this Board and public meetings it was placed in the most outer year. Mr. 
Robertson said from the modeling/technical standpoint Cove Road rates as a higher 
need than SR 713, but this reflects the public and Board input. He said that the 
proposed Indian Street widen ing is on ly from Kanner to Willoughby and the model 
doesn't show any additional widening necessary east of Willoughby. Mr. Robertson 
noted that per the model, Wi lloughby is serving as a future parallel for SR 76 and 
will funnel a lot of traffic from Indian Street. Mr. Robertson adv ised Ms. Clarke that 
Village Parkway is west of Citrus Boulevard and is associated with a potential 
development that is required by the County's Comprehensive Plan. Mr. Robe11son 
stated that it is tied to certain aspects of the development order, so it is termed 
developer funded. The costs are onl y shown on this for completeness but it's not 
affi liated with the costs to be borne by the County or built into the CFP. Ms. Clarke 
inquired if rail was included in the multi modal analysis as Mr. Smith often speaks of 
Tri-Rail getting people to and from work effic iently in the Southeast Florida area but 
now All Aboard Florida (AAF) is in the picture. Mr. Robertson stated that based on 
their analysis, they have suggested a series of express routes that could take people 
from their place of origin to key destinations which include some high employment 
areas in Palm Beach County. He said that is currently how they are handling the 
regional travel flow but if it is the Board's desire we could look at a commuter rail as 
well which would be more costly than an express bus but now would be the time to 
look at that with the development of the LRTP. Mr. Barile asked where local bus 
transpo1tation ranked from the public meetings. Mr. Robe11son stated that transit 
ranked third in the Martin Mobility Bucks feedback, behind bike lanes and existing 
system maintenance and that order sequence fo ll owed suit from the very beginning 
of the visioning workshops with close to 300 people participating at the various 
events throughout the project. Ms. Scott questioned the input/representation of 300 
people at these meetings given the actual direction in which the whole of Ma1tin 
County would desire for the future. She noted that when action is beginning to take 
place people begin to take notice and express their surprise or dismay even though it 
may have been in the plans for a long time. Ms. Scott is concerned that often local 
governments place the cart before the horse with information from high tech models, 
and she's concerned that it may be happening here. The underlying issue she said is 
that if people can drive, they will, and Martin is expecting a lot more people who 
will want to drive. Martin is a community that is a ll about driving, you can ' t do 
anything else and who w ill commute to work in 90 degree temperatures. Ms. Scott 
noted that Los Angeles (L.A.) is becoming a walkable city but it's being forced 
because you can ' t drive. She said that the LRTP would better serve us if we look at 
the issues and determine what we are going to do about it. Ms. Scott said that in 
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areas like L.A. you have no idea how long it wi ll take you to get to your destination. 
Ma1tin is still at a point where travel is predictable. Ms. Scott said that the Plan is 
scheduled to be adopted in December, and it's been in the works for a while but 
she's got deep concerns about making and addressing the assumptions rather than 
reacting to them. Mr. Robertson said that prior LRTPs focused on capacity/roadway 
enhancements and the percentage of funds then was 70% whereas now it's 40% with 
54% focusing on all modes of multimodal. Mr. Robertson said that the system 
maintenance aspect is new as it 's never been in a prior LRTP where flex ing some of 
the capital funding from new lanes and applying it to roadway maintenance. Mr. 
Smith commented to Ms. Clarke that she may want to look at the Coastal Link on 
which TriRail is working. He said that Miami International is being tied into TriRail 
as the "next phase." Mr. Robertson affirmed adding that it will happen sooner than 
the fu ll coastal link. Mr. Robertson said that the plans currently are for West Palm 
Beach to Miami on the eastern rail corridor which is the Florida East Coast (FEC) 
Railroad. He stated that the Coastal Link plans themselves currentl y do not include 
extensions into Martin. Ms. Heard asked when the link to the Miami Airport is 
supposed to be fini shed. Mr. Smith stated approximately 2017. 

Mr. McDonald asked Mr. Robertson who created the model. Mr. Robertson said it 
was created by the Florida DOT with input from local governments as it related to 
the future land use projections as they are one of the primary drivers in the equation 
that pred ict the traffic. Mr. McDonald asked how much weight to a plan like the 
LRTP is afforded to the public input, is it more heavily weighted to the public input 
or the model. Mr. Robertson stated that he likes people and tends to put more stock 
into what he hears from the locals through meetings, focus groups, website and open 
houses. He said they have taken steps to address what we are hearing such as 
focusing on multi-modal improvements. He mentioned the clear need from the 
community and governing Board to maintain the current system which was the 
reason behind flexing the funds to maintenance, as well as Cove Road being shown 
in the outer years. Mr. McDonald commented on what Ms. Scott's said about 
technology as we don't know what the future will hold . He said that self-driving 
cars are being tested, and Millennials are less interested in driving; it's hard to 
determine where to apply the funds and it seems to be a trouble spot when 
maintenance cost is not calculated. The annual cost of maintenance in that future 
year could help us determine not to over-bui ld on a road. Mr. McDonald agreed that 
the bike lane near 1-95 must be dangerous but if we don' t do some bike lanes people 
wanting to get from point A to point B wil l ride there regardless which w ill be even 
more dangerous. I-le said we need to look at design alternatives to provide as much 
safety as possible, like buffered lanes. Mr. McDonald also said that we do need to 
consider complete streets when we are planning our roads, especially any new roads. 
Ms. C larke said that in the future more people may be working from home virtually, 
plus we have an aging society who may not be driving, how are these scenarios 
being accounted for in the model. Mr. Robertson stated that a lot more than what 
you see in the agenda has gone into these figures; it's very involved. He stated, for 
example, that he's included public health in this Plan by utiliz ing a health related 
model. He said that stud ies are showing the link between health and we llness with 
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transportation and having options of travel not limited to a car. Ms. Terry Rauth of 
Martin County Engineering said with regard to mobility, FOOT is implementing 
new design standards for bike lanes. She said they are now requiring a five foot lane 
with a two foot buffer that has two stripes between the vehicle and the cyclist which 
they term a seven foot buffered bike lane. She added that in the areas where a 
vehicle crosses a bike lane to make a right turn they are looking to have that section 
of the bike lane be colored green to be more visible; FOOT is changing their 
standard index to go along with their new mobility. Discussion ensued with Mr. 
Barile stating that Sewall 's Point has been trying to get green bike lanes along AIA 
for a while. They had to go out and take photos during peak times. 

Mr. McDonald asked Commissioner Ed Fielding if he would like to address the 
Board. Mr. Fielding introduced himself as being from the Martin County 
Commission. He appreciated the discussion and agrees about the bicycles and trails 
having ridden trails in Boston. He said an initial collaboration needs to take place, 
not have people come to us with a plan which they are already feting to the public 
and then have some resistance to change. He said that is not a useful approach, he 
believes a more detailed interaction before we get to that point. Mr. Fielding used 
SR 76/Kanner as an example, noting the six lane disaster that the residents are now 
being told cannot be changed. He said it will adversely affect the underlying 
communication as to the character of the Martin community. Mr. Fielding said the 
planning that is being done is not highly regarded in his opinion, as he is disturbed 
and distressed over it as well as the outcome. He suggested if a real vision for the 
future were desired, we should consider what actions or change is going to come 
about as we use high capacity fiber optic broadband to change the methods that we 
use to achieve the finalization of our needs and desire. Mr. Fielding said how the 
world works and how it will work in the future is that broadband will be a significant 
component as to how we will virtually travel, interact and work. Other advanced 
nationalities are aware of broadband and it's utilization as a significant role player in 
offsetting the movement of people and goods. He said it can be done in a vi1tual 
sense through technology and DOT is a major nemesis in allowing local government 
to set up networks to allow this to happen. Mr. Fie lding noted 3-D printers are going 
to change our total production capacity. He said the world will change and if we 
allow ourselves to get caught up in long term, horse and buggy plans, we won ' t be in 
the place we want to be and will not be using our money efficiently or effectively. 

The Chair sought a motion to approve the Draft CFP or direction to the consultants 
and staff. Ms. Heard said that direction has been provided. Ms. Beltran adv ised that 
the Board ' s comments will be addressed by the Steering Committee and the Draft 
CFP will return to the Board next month. 

The Chair noted that it was 10:40 AM and the meeting would have to break five 
minutes for closed captioning. 

The meeting was reconvened and the Chair called it to order at 10:50 AM. 
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C. INTERACTIVE TIP - MAINTENANCE AGREEMENT 
Ms. Beltran advised that DTS is the company that the MPO works with for the 
Interactive TIP tool and the maintenance agreement piggybacks on the Palm Beach 
MPO's contract. She said that over half of the MPOs in the State of Florida utilize 
the Interactive T IP. Ms. Beltran stated that this agreement is in the amount of 
$7,200. She advised that it has been extremely beneficial during the past few years 
as the MPO is capable of getting their projects directly from Central Office to easily 
track the funding codes with those projects. Staff recommends that the agreement be 
approved and the MPO Administrator be allowed to execute said maintenance 
agreement. 

Ms. Sarah Heard made a motion that the DTS maintenance agreement be 
approved and the MPO Administrator be allowed to execute said agreement. 
The motion was seconded by Anne Scott. The vote was called and it passed 
unanimously. 

D. 2016 LEGISLATIVE PRIORITIES 
Ms. Beltran stated that historically the MPO has approved the MPOAC's Legislative 
Priorities; however, the MPOAC wi ll not be approving their priorities until the end 
of next month. She adv ised that last year the MPO Board had two additional 
priorities that staff is recommending that this Board approve for the Delegation 
meeting which is this Thursday. Ms. Beltran stated that those recommendations are 
funding the State's Small County Dredging Program and a State Local Bridge 
Program that will assist counties and municipalities in funding the replacement and 
maintenance of their local bridges. She stated that if it is the Board's pleasure, she 
would like to add raising the population cap requirement for the Small County 
Outreach Program (SCOP) grant for which the County applies, as she is aware that 
Martin County is supporting this issue. Ms. Beltran advised that currently the 
population cap is at 150,000 and she would like to ask if this Board is interested in 
supporting an increase. If the Board approves, she would request that a "Grandfather 
Clause" be included stating that in the event a County reaches the population cap 
that they would not lose SCOP funds already programed. Ms. Beltran stated that 
staff also requests that the Board support Chairman McDonald to speak to the 
Delegation on Thursday, and he could include the SCOP item with the two other 
priorities. 

Mr. Doug Smith made a motion for staff to draft a letter to the Delegation in 
suppor t of funding the Small County Dredging program as well as the State 
Local Bridge Program that will assist counties and municipalities in the 
replacement and maintenance of their local bridges. Also to raise the population 
cap for the SCOP grant as well as request that a "Grandfather Clause" be 
established by Legislation stating, in the event a County reaches the population 
cap that they will not lose SCOP funds already programed. Ms. Sarah Heard 
provided a second. There was no additiona l discussion. The motion passed 
unanimously. 
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E. SR 76/KANNER IDGHWA Y PROJECT UPDATE 
Ms. Beltran introduced Andrew Nunes of American Consulting Professionals; he 
was representing the Florida Depa1tment of Transportation (FOOT) and would 
provide an update on the State Road (SR) 76/Kanner Highway project. Mr. Nunes 
stated that the project involved widening from the existing four lanes to a s ix lane 
faci lity and the project limits are from Lost River Road to Monterey Road, including 
widening the bridge over the South Fork of the St. Lucie River. He said that the 
project began in February, 2012. In September, 2013, a public workshop was 
conducted while they developed final plans, working toward a bid opening on May 
6, 2015. He advised that currently there is a bid protest on the award of the contract 
so there is a hold as to when construction will begin. Mr. Nunes went on with his 
presentation, stating that the Department has updated their criteria standards which 
include a seven foot, buffered bike Jane as mentioned by Ms. Rauth previously. Mr. 
Nunes adv ised that the ROW acquisition, which has been completed, is for the five 
pond sites for storm water management. He added that the South Florida Water 
Management District has already permitted these sites. The Federal Highway 
Administration (FHW A) has re-evaluated the project three times in the past few 
years: September 6, 201 l before the design phase, December 11 , 2013 before ROW 
acquisition phase began, and October I , 2014 before it was advertised for 
construction . Mr. Nunes advised that after each evaluation the FHW A concurred 
that the project met the planning consistency. He said that a public information 
meeting was held on September 12, 201 3, and they mailed hundreds of invites to the 
public along this corridor, with approximately 23 people in attendance, nine written 
comments, of which no comments expressed objections to widening SR 76. Mr. 
Nunes advised that a presentation was made to the MPO on September 16, 201 3 and 
again February 24, 20 14. The Martin County Board of County Commissioners 
(BOCC) received a presentation describing the project on August 19, 2014 with each 
presentation identifying that construction was to begin either Fall or Summer of 
201 5. 

Mr. Nunes stated that there could be some landscaping opportunities along Kanner 
Highway. He added that the Department has agreed to set aside approximately 
$200,000-$300,000 for programed landscaping once a Maintenance Memorandum of 
Agreement has been executed between FOOT and Maitin County. Ms. C larke 
requested clarity as to the reason for the current hold up on the construction. Mr. 
Nunes advised that there were four finns that submitted bids on thi s project with the 
bid opening in May. He adv ised that a patticu lar contractor is protesting thi s award. 
Mr. N unes advised that to his knowledge, as late as last week, no significant changes 
have been made. Ms. Heard stated that there has been $1.4 million programed for 
landscaping the ex it at Kanner Highway and 1-95 with an additional $ l.4 million 
programed to do the same at SR 7 14 and 1-95. She acknowledged that she is of the 
opinion that it is a waste of funds and she is adamant that no funds be spent for 
landscaping in those two areas. She proposed that this $2.8 million assume the cost 
of the maintenance of the landscaping along the Veterans Memorial Bridge corridor 
and the landscape/maintenance improvements for the scope of the SR76/Kanner 
Highway project. Mr. Nunes stated that it would have to be a policy decision made 
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by FOOT. She advised that is her request and w ill make that request in the form of a 
motion. 

Ms. Heard made a motion proposing that the programed $2.8 million (1.4 
million programed for landscaping at each of the exits of 1-95/Kanner Highway 
and I-95/SR714) be removed and applied to the cost of the 
landscaping/maintenance along the Veterans' Memorial Bridge corridor as well 
as the landscape/maintenance improvements for the scope of the SR76/Kanner 
Highway project. Ms. Scott provided a second. 

The motion was clarified, and Ms. Scott stated as being the second on the motion she 
wanted to explain that as nice as it would be to have landscaping, if it increases the 
maintenance burden, Martin wou ld prefer to channel those funds to reduce the 
current situation not create more issues. Ms. Heard affirmed adding that she is of the 
opinion that if they are going to six lane the corridor anyway, then it should be 
somewhat landscaped. Ms. Terry Rauth said that the landscaping originaJly 
scheduled for the SR714 Interchange was moved to the Kanner Highway 
Interchange after the County's project was complete which is consistent with the 
manner in which FOOT has been handling their landscap ing projects, separate from 
the road projects. Ms. Rauth said that the District does not have the option of "not 
landscaping interchanges" as it is State mandated. Ms. Rauth stated that if the 
County wants landscaping on the SR 76 corridor, FOOT requests that the County 
maintain it. She said that the Veteran 's Memorial Bridge corridor (7 14] is a County 
Road; the County has a maintenance agreement and FOOT has been requested to 
landscape it. Kanner Highway is a State Road and if landscaping is requested the 
requestor has to maintain it. Mr. McDonald said that it doesn't hurt to ask. Mr. 
Smith said the movement of funds from SR 7 14 to SR 76 at the interchange is pa11 of 
the Federal and State' s plan to have a consistent landscaping appearance at the 
interchanges which is outside of the MPO's purview. He said that decision is made 
by FOOT, the Federal and State, so those funds may not be co-mingled. Mr. Smith 
inquired as to the amount of landscaping that could be obtained with that $200,000-
$300,000. Mr. Nunes said that he wi ll follow up with the Board with that 
information. Mr. Smith said that would be good to know as Stua11 has done well 
with the median in front of Maitin County High School to the end of their 
jurisdiction and it would be nice to include components of that strategy going south 
but he is unsure that could be obtained with that amount of money. It was noted that 
the corridor is approximately 4.2 miles. Mr. Smith said he appreciates that FOOT 
has changed funds from the SR 714 Interchange to SR 76 Interchange, but would 
prefer the motion request additional funds be provided by FOOT for landscaping 
along Kanner Highway. Ms. Heard stated that she wou ld modify her motion for that 
to be included. Ms. Heard stated for those desiring to see a $ 1.4 million interchange, 
check out 1-95 and Becker Road as they are nearing completion, and from a fi scal 
conservative, it ' s disgraceful. Ms. Heard said in a narrow median there are an 
enormous number of Royal Palms and she is of the opinion that it is a waste of 
money. She said she's not encouraging it for Martin County as Martin is not given to 
conspicuous consumption. 
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Ms. Heard amended her motion to ask that the $1.4 million currently 
programed for landscaping the SR 714/1-95 Interchange be moved to fund 
landscaping and maintenance along the SR 76 corridor project. 

Mr. Smith acknowledge with appreciation the attempt Ms. Heard is making 
changing her motion, however, he is still concerned that FOOT may not go along 
with it, as this one interchange will break the "pattern" of interchange improvements 
throughout the state which FOOT has been striving to achieve. He said he would 
rather go into the motion thinking that what Martin is requesting is not in 
contradiction with what wi ll already get done and that we are asking to enhance that 
fu1ther. Mr. Smith appreciated the spirit of the motion but he is not confident that 
Martin will get there. Ms. Scott stated that she will agree to amend her second. 
She said the tone of this motion is that Martin prides itself in being different than the 
surrounding Counties, steadfastly in the conservative, old-fashioned way so when 
the State directs that a ll the interchanges should look "just so" it doesn't fit the 
character of those in this County. Ms. Clarke asked Ms. Rauth if she had any pull 
with FOOT. Ms. Rauth advised that FOOT now does the landscaping after the 
construction even with widening projects, so there is more time to discuss this with 
them. She said that with a maintenance agreement it wou ld be around fiscal year 
2020 before the County would take over that maintenance. Ms. C lark mentioned 
that possible public participation or other a lternative methods of landscaping would 
be beneficial. Ms. Rauth said a long the sides of roadways on some corridors Maitin 
has established Developer Maintenance Agreements especially if they want 
additiona l landscape, they provide and maintain it. She gave Martin Downs 
Boulevard as one example add ing that there are others who also maintain the 
roadway near their developments. Ms. Clarke asked Ms. Beltran if Mr. Ernst has 
contacted the MPO regarding Kanner Highway. Ms. Be ltran stated that he has sent 
emails to Board members as we ll as County staff s ince the June meeting but nothing 
directly to MPO staff. 

Mr. Capra requested to make a public comment related to this item. Mr. Capra said 
that for the main entrance to Martin we should try something different, agree ing with 
Commissioner Scott that Martin is different. He said that this corridor was 
developed in 1980 and it has a l 980' s cross section . Mr. Capra said that he ' s not 
discounting all the planning that has gone into th is but s ince there is a delay with the 
lawsuit, why not re-think this plan. He suggested narrowing the drive lanes and 
taking the two six foot bike lanes, move them to one or the other s ide, making a 
multi-use path with landscape off the roadway. Mr. Capra noted that it would 
protect the pedestrian and cyclist using it whi le creating something special. He 
acknowledged that it's the 1 I th hour and is different than the motion but if we did 
that in this section it would make a huge difference in the community. Mr. Capra 
asked that the Board seriously consider this with FOOT for a couple of months as 
FOOT has frequently made adjustments to their designs for the needs of the Ma1tin 
County residents. 
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Mr. McDonald offered concurrence to much of what Mr. Capra said and that he 
mentioned this originally over a year ago. Ms. Scott inquired if this could possibly 
be done? Mr. Nunes said he can offer the comments but it would have to be a policy 
decision from FOOT. Ms. Heard stated that she will add it to her motion. 

Mr. Nunes stated that this project as shown is consistent with the original 1984 
Project, Development, and Environmental (PD&E) study, and as mentioned in the 
presentation it has been re-evaluated by the FHWA three times. Ms. Scott said that 
we wi ll have to live with this for a long time. She apologized of the 11th hour but 
there is a constituency in Martin that cares deeply about matters of this nature and 
have expressed great concerns. Mr. Smith said if this motion passes, and it were to 
go to FDOT, a complete re-do of the plans would be required; stating that shifting 
thirteen feet to one side, creating a pedestrian/bike multi-use path would be cause to 
have to redesign everything, not just drainage. Mr. Nunes affirmed. Currently, Mr. 
Smith sa id, we are at the point, where FOOT is awarding a bid, going to contract, 
with the exception of the challenge, which will be resolved, and he is not 
comfortable sending FOOT this request. Ms. Beltran reminded the Board that the 
Cost Feasible Plan reviewed earlier in the meeting addresses bike/ped facilities and a 
shared use path a long SR76 linking Lake Okeechobee to the Beach. Ms. Beltran 
stated that she doesn' t believe that this is the time to make a change of th is 
magnitude. She is of the opin ion that FOOT will like the multi-model Cost Feasible 
Plan that the Board di scussed and she wanted to clarify what the motion is so staff 
can write a letter to FOOT and copy the Board prior to the next meeting. 

Ms. Heard re-stated that her motion was to ask FDOT to not spend $1.4 million 
la ndscaping the SR 714 interchange, instead direct those funds for landscaping 
and maintenance of the scope of the 4.2 mile Kanner Highway project, and to 
consider re-designing the section to incorporate a shared use path on one side of 
the roadway. 

Mr. McDonald said that he is aware that Mr. Smith has reservations but it's only a 
request, it is not binding. Mr. McDonald stated that construction drawings wi ll have 
to be completed, so some Engineering is required. Mr. Nunes affirmed but said that 
the Board 's request wou ld consist of much more than construction drawings, the 
process of coordinating with the FHW A, the revi sed typical sections, many different 
studies like environmental will change; it' s a complete Domino effect. Mr. Smith 
said going back to redo/make these changes could cost millions. He stated at the 11 th 
hour, on a suggestion to move things to one s ide, which gains enough legs after 
years of discussion, to ask FDOT to consider spending millions of additional 
taxpayers' dollars to do something that has already been through the entire process is 
as blatantly wasteful as it gets which is why I will not suppo1t the motion. Mr. 
Barile said as it doesn' t seem as though we could stop the project anyway we should 
just try to get the best for the corridor that was can, so he ali gns with the Chair 
seeking whatever improvements possible and be content if they change it or not. He 
agrees with trying to move the funds for the landscaping if possible, so let's request 
it from FOOT and see what they say. Mr. Smith expressed great pleasure with 
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having the best looking entranceway possible. He said going to FDOT and working 
with them to enhance the SR 76 Corridor is fine. However, requesting to pull more 
funds from funds which they have already moved for us, is not wise as they have 
shown that they have worked with us, but to continue to push them may get an 
adverse reaction. Ms. Clarke suggested breaking the motion into two more 
manageable parts, and if we are shot down only a pottion is lost not the entire item. 
Mr. McDonald advised that all in one is fine, Ms. Beltran will place it in a letter to 
FOOT detailing the different aspects of the motion should it pass. 

Seeing no additional comments, the question was called. The motion passed five 
to one with Mr. Smith dissenting. 

9. COMMENTS FROM FDOT 
None. 

10. COMMENTS FROM ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEMBERS 
None. 

11. COMMENTS FROM BOARD MEMBERS 
Mr. McDonald commented on Ms. Clarke's award from the Transportation Disadvantaged 
Commission. Ms. Beltran noted that was last year. Ms. Clarke said that it was mentioned 
at the City Counci l meeting because someone had just learned about it. 

12. NOTES 
None. 

13. NEXT MEETING: 
October 19, 2015 

14.ADJOURN 
A motion was made by Mr. Smith and it was seconded by Mr. Barile. The motion 
passed unanimously. The meeting was adjourned at 11:43 A.M. 

Recorded and Prepared by: 

~//df)/.:] 
Date 
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