MARTIN METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION
TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEETING
Administration Building, Growth Management Conference Room
2401 S. E. Monterey Road
Stuart, FL 34996
www.martinmpo.com
(772) 221-1498
Monday, April 27 2016 @ 1:30 pm
Minutes

1. CALL TO ORDER
Mr. Sam Amerson called the meeting to order at I :34 pm.

2. ROLLCALL
Members in Attendance:
Sam Amerson, Chair
Samantha Lovelady, Vice-Chair
Joe Capra, Alt.
Mark Cocco
Steve Meyer
Don Donaldson
Yanique Kell y, Alt.
Kim DeLaney (Arrived I :35 p.m.)
Claudette Mahan
George Stokus

Members Excused:
None

Members Absent
Stuart Trent

Staff in Attendance:
Beth Beltran, MPO Administrator
Alice Bojanowski, Senior Planner
Margaret Brassard, Administrative Assistant II
Bolivar Gomez, Planner II

Others Present:
Yikas Jain, T.Y. Lin

A quorum was present for this meeting.
3. APPROVE AGENDA
A motion to approve the agenda was made by Mr. George Stokus, seconded by
Mr. Joe Capra. There were no ob_jections, the motion passed unanimously.
4. APPROVE MINUTES
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A motion was made by Mr. George Stokus to approve the minutes from the
February 1, 2016 meeting, seconded by Ms. Samantha Lovelady. The motion
passed unanimously.
Ms. Samantha Lovelady made a motion to approve the minutes from the Joint
C itizen's, Bicycle/Pedestrian, and Technica l Committees Meeting on April 4,
2016, seconded by Ms. Terry Rauth. The motion passed unanimously.
5. AGENDA ITEMS
A. BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN SAFETY ACTION PLAN
Mr. Boli var Gomez presented the Bicycle and Pedestrian Safety Action Plan
(BPSAP) which has been in the works for just over a year. The Scope of
Services was brought before the MPO Board in April, 2015 . Mr. Gomez advised
that the Florida Department of Transportation (FOOT) has Pla nning Emphasis
Areas (PEAs), one being pedestrian safety, which they want to see in the local
governme nt' s pl ans. Mr. Yikas Jain of T. Y. Lin, the MPO ' s Consultants for this
Plan will make today's presentation . Mr. Jain said he would like to elaborate on
reasons why this study is being done and the importance of investing in Bike/Ped
Safety Improvements. He showed a slide with the estimated costs to the public
of bike/ped crashes from injuries, loss of life, property damages etc., which
ranged from $38 to $48 million. Mr. Jain reminded the committee that all
MPO's are required to develop this Safety Plan since it is a PEA for FOOT. He
provided a timeline showing data collection and analysis fo r the first six months
fo llowed by s ix months of reviewing the safety counter measures.
Mr. Jai n noted the robust public engagement included a large coordination effort
among diffe rent organi zations.
They have completed I 0 meetings, two
workshops and a public open ho use, which gleaned numerous public comments
which were incorporated into thi s Draft Plan. Mr. Jain sa id that the Stakeholder
Committee has reviewed thi s Plan, a nd provided comments which have also been
incorporated. The next steps are presenti ng to the MPO Board for approval,
fo llowed by taking it to the Community Traffic Safety Team (CTSD. Mr. Jain
named more than ten local agencies that collaborated on this project noting the
impo11ance of the teamwork to successfu lly implement the recommendations
from th is Pla n. This committee developed goals and objecti ves to accomplish
this vi sion which will be included in the final repott. A vision statement
encompasses more than bike/ped safety; it makes these modes of transportation a
mainstream way of li fe. He explained that the MPO is developing a Bike/Ped
Master Plan which this plan will tie into.
The Signal Four Analytic Data was used, which is very compre hensive for
looking at bike/ped crashes on all State or County roadways to parking lots.
They began looking at this data for the five and a half years up to July 201 5 (the
20 15 data total o nly contains six mo nths). He showed a comparison, and it
appears that there are more bicyclist accidents in Martin County per I 00,000
people than in any of the neighboring Counties or the State, while the pedestrian
accident rate is a bit lower than the adjacent Counties and the State. He advised
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that when looking at the data one needs to be mindfu l that different agencies
have differing thresholds in reporting their c rashes so there may be a variance in
the accuracy. He said the trend for the County' s Bicycle Crashes in recent years
is downward, with the Pedestrian Crash trend ticking upward from 2010-201 2
but has since been on the decline. Mr. Jain displayed graphics showing the
distribution of bike/ped incidents throughout the County, exhibiting a higher
concentration in the urban areas due to land use, destinations and density. Mr.
Jain said that a Hot Spot Analysis was performed using a data driven and a
quantitative data a nalysis. He continued that all the data was put through a
Geographic Information System (GIS) analysis to identify statically-significant
areas with concentrations of Bike/Ped accident a reas. In quantitative data, near
misses are not factored in, but since there was a lot of concern expressed to have
it included, near-misses were incorporated in the Tech Memo and Stakeho lde r
Surveys. The Crash Hot Spot Analysis identified 68 locations; 41 intersections,
12 corridors and I 5 streets noting that the intersection is quantitative while the
remaining two are data driven. Mr. Jain added that the hot spots were broken
down via mode i.e. bicycle or pedestrian noting that red highl ights indicate
fatalities. He pointed o ut the bicycle crash hot spots as eight intersections, nine
corridors and fi ve streets. The pedestrian hot spots were 18 intersections fi ve
corridors and seven streets adding that each mode was identified for strategic
planning and countermeasures. Mr. Jain clarified the comprehensive approach
for the Safety Countermeasures noting that fo r thi s study they used the "4 E ' s
Concept of Eng ineering, Education/Encouragement and E nforcement. Mr. Jain
said he would highlight the hot spots in the top six of the ten corridors, whi ch are
shown in random order, to give an idea of the strategies and concepts.
Mr. Jain said that about 16 strategies or concepts were obtained beginning w ith
U.S I. He said that throughout this corrido r there should be an attempt to provide
contig uous five foot wide sidewalks. A shared use path south of Salerno should
be considered, and a Pedestrian Hybri d Signal Midblock Crossing is justified due
to the hig h leve l of activity. Tightening the intersection and/or curb radii, with
potential changes to sho rten crosswalks as well as other low cost operational
improvements like installing Lead Pedestri an Signals is recommended. For SR
A-1-A there were 25 strategies/concepts recommended, such as adjusted lane
w idths, a shared use path, pedestria n gates at railroad crossings, mid-block
cross ings with a refuge. He continued to Je nsen Beach Boulevard causeway
noting the separation using two solid stripes between the bike lanes and vehicles.
He suggested making it a protected bike lane . On Indian Street/U.S. l a nd
Jndian Street/Di xie the Advanced Yield Markings will alert motorist of
pedestrians crossing, reducing the lane width in order to accommodate bike
lanes. Enhancing the sidewalks and adjusting the signal timing ca n be
accomplished with ex isting right-of-way (ROW) . Mr. Jain said that SR 710
would be a good candidate for a road diet, with protected bike lanes and some
active pedestria n locatio ns pote ntially qualify ing for midblock road crossings
w ith Rectangular Rapid Flashing Beacons (RRFB) and enhanced crosswalks.
On Palm C ity Road, a predominately res idential a rea, some of the improvements
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have been done. Someone requested a 12 foot shared use path, tree canopy with
RRFBs in the area of Publix. Mr. Jain said that employing General Outreach
techniques to educate and adve1tise using Public Service Announcements (PSA)
may be used and some are already in place like the Ale1t Today/Alive Tomorrow
campaign. He noted that Targeted Outreach is suggested as it reaches different
demographics. Positive Reinforcement from law enforcement is also a good
form of Targeted Outreach which could be done. Mr. Jain elaborated that the
Stuart Police Department (PD) has officers award children for doing the correct
thing on their bike or walking, encouraging continuation of the good behavior.
Jn conclusion, Mr. Jain said moving forward, some of these concepts need to be
coordinated with FDOT so that they are reflected and constructed. He stated that
the MPO will be doing a comprehensive safety assessment of all the "at grade"
railroad crossings throughout the County, for bike/ped safety improvements.
Dr. Kim DeLaney, with the Treasure Coast Regional Planning Council (TCRPC)
asked about the improvements in the FOOT Five Year Work Program. She
questioned if there are particular measures suggested to be undertaken to ensure
those projects include a higher level of consideration of bike/ped safety? Mr.
Jain affirmed, returning to the six corridors he di scussed in detail, noting that in
chapter four there is a table that shows each corridor and the various number of
suggestions/concepts, some being locati on specific. Dr. Delaney stated that the
Palm Beach MPO is going through a similar priority exercise, and through their
Complete Streets planning they have assembled a list of all pending
resurfacing/rehabilitation projects which are in the five year program for FDOT
and the County. The li st is normally unde1taken by the local governments who
frequently have more information on the safety conflicts in the areas than FOOT.
At the pre-PO&E meeting with 30% of the plans, the emphasis isn' t o n FOOT,
it' s on the local s, the ones who are receiving the complaint phone calls. Mr.
Cocco affirmed, adding that he gets calls about walking conditions for students,
the need for more buses, etc. Mr. Cocco said that the Palm C ity area has a lot of
discussions about students having to cross State Road (SR) 7 14 as frequently the
motorists drive in excess of the speed limit. The School District faces that issue
often and brings in the County and sometimes the State to help deal with unsafe
speeds. Mr. Jain said that now Martin has a plan, they know the issues and the
projects, and it should be a collaborative effort from this point. Dr. Delaney
affirmed that FOOT wants to be a good partner and they need to work closely
with the locals to communicate and get more detail ed, localized information .
The Efficient Transportation Deci sion Making (ETDM) Process is designed for
FDOT's Design Engineers to become aware of any specialty local Plans, so
maybe this list of projects can be vetted into the ETDM Process. She said that
one concern is when people may forget that something was to happen in
conjunction with the project five years later, so it's best to have it solidified
through the Process from the beginning. Local governments within the FOOT
roadway network may only use green paint in conflict zones or with a special
conditi on such as a turning lane or driveways. Dr. Delaney added that there are

TAC Minutes

Page 4 of10

Apr. 27, 2016

numerous inexpensive countermeasures that don ' t require the acqui sition of land.
Mr. Amerson mentioned that he's seen accident cases where the cycl ist or
pedestrian is rea lly the one at fault making i.llegal crossings. He inquired if
people were cited in the crash data information for incide nts between
cyclists/vehicles/pedestrians and if those invo lved were in designated areas like a
bike lane or crosswalk. Mr. Jain affirmed that they do have that information, but
the citations can be reviewed at a later date. Mr. Amerson sa id that often the
focus is directed at the driver when possibly it should be marking it more clearly
for the pedestrian or cyclist.
Ms. Bojanowski advised that Ms. Carmen Pullins with FDOT is heading up the
Traffic Safety Team which con sists of Police, Sheriff and community members,
to note a few, to discuss ways to increase traffic safety. On May 12, 20 16, at
10:30 am Martin will be hosting the St. Lucie/Martin Counties Community
Traffic Safety Team (CTsn group at the Martin A irport. At this meeting we
will discuss that safety is for everyone, and the law enforcement teams are
havi ng various programs at the schools. MPO is partnering with them with
bicycle helmet fitting workshops, adding that it's safety from the bottom up and
education for all. Mr. Amerson stated that he likes the green pavement markings
which work well. Mr. Stokus asked if there are any markings that are used on
sidewalks as they have a lot of bike traffic on the sidewalks near the airport. Ms.
Boja nowski advised that the State rules say that cyclists on sidewalks are
considered vehicles and should defer to the pedestrian. Mr. Stokus noted that the
cyclists are on the sidewalk because it's scary to be in the bike lane, plus there
are locations where the bike lane "just e nds" and what' s the cyclist to do at that
point? The State should work with the municipality to identify and fix those
locations to end that proble m. Dr. DeLaney mentioned the recent " Po11land
Study" whic h identified the level of comfort diffe rent types of cyc lists had on
different types of fac ilities. She said that 3% of cyclists a re comfortable in a bike
lane, and the other 97% is doing all they can to stay out of that bike lane. That is
the reason for FDOT's recent change to seven feet for bike lanes. Dr. DeLaney
had questio ns, noting that the TCRPC has had ample experience with road diets.
She asked if the depa11ment is anticipating any formali zed process of intersection
reconfiguration as a part of bike/ped safety as the lane elimination process has
become regimented. Mr. Jain said that T .Y. Li n has done a few successfull y in
South Florida. Dr. DeLaney inquired if FDOT has shown any interest in
formaliz ing the idea because that is really the othe r " broken key"; the road is too
wide, drivers drive too fast and cyclists get hit. She sa id that the intersection is
where that happens because with continuous ri ght turn la nes, one can never cross
the street. T he intersection reconfiguration cou ld be a mechanism to make it
tougher for the motorist to make that continuous right turn. She asked that thi s
comment be take n back to FOOT. M s. Yanique Kelly said that the designers are
look ing into this, but she wi ll ask if some specifics can be obtained. Dr.
Delaney said that as a stand-a lone improvement it' s very compelling to
strategically fi x the intersection without being a lot of wo rk for FDOT. Mr. Jain
admitted that Martin has a couple of complex areas and making the intersections
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a bit more compact could improve them. Mr. Capra applauded the research that
has been done adding that the community has done quite a bit in regards to bike
lanes, paths, and walking areas. Mr. Capra acknowledged that everyone needs to
be aware that they must take responsibility for their safety. Motorists, cyclists
and pedestrian need to look around to see what's happening around them and
more education needs to be done in that regard. He wanted to point out the good
job that Marti n has been doing noting the additional usage by cyclists/pedestrians
of the facilities is yet another way to measure the improvements that Martin has
made. Mr. Amerson agreed that things will always be improving and looking at
the high incident areas first makes sense.
Mr. Jain said the idea is to have this plan in place as a blueprint, so when funds
come up the next steps are ready to be taken. Mr. Capra suggested taking one
corridor that would get the most visibility and raising it as close as possible to
standard . He clarified that a designated bike area would be a great start and if
this is successfu l other areas could follow. Dr. DeLaney said there is opportunity
in the plan to include an inset box to celebrate the existing successes experienced
by the County as Mr. Capra suggested. She said that Martin has a substantial
amount of bike activity, much is recreational, but it's impo1tant to the residents.
Dr. DeLaney said that walking is the number one priority sought by new home
buyers fo llowing by bicycling. She added that Martin has responded positively
to that end. Mr. Amerson noted that staff is seeking approval of this item if there
are no further comments.

Mr. Joe Capra made a motion to accept stafrs recommendation with
comments and move this item fonvard to the MPO Board for approval. Ms.
Samantha Lovelady provided a second. The motion passed unanimously.
B. FINAL DRAFT FY2016/17-FY2017/18 UNIFIED PLANNING WORK
PROGRAM (UPWP)
Ms. Beltran stated that the UPWP is updated biennially, as required by both
Federal and State law, and has three purposes: it's the MPO's budget, strategic
plan and comprehensive transportation plan for the next two years. She provided
the timeline, with the UPWP returning through the committees and Board for
final approval. It will then be submitted to FOOT by their May I 51h deadline.
Ms. Beltran advised that FDOT has a new procedure thi s year for UPWPs so a
lot of effort was exerted to accompl ish this. The new procedures were basically
format changes, location of financial tables in the docum ent, and mostly
housekeeping/administrative type changes. She reminded the committee that
FOOT has not been a voting member on the comm ittees or Board for a couple of
years now. They serve on ly in an advisory capacity.
Ms. Beltran advised that at the last MPO Board meeting, the supplemental Jo int
Participation Agreement (JPA) was approved for Roll-Over funds from the prior
five year JPA for 5303 Transit Planning Funds. She went over the Agency
Participation Budget which covers all of the comments from FOOT. She
delineated the consultant activity to clarify the activities in the 1.1 Program
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Management to assist in the upcoming 2016 Federal Audit as well as the
required work tasks. She noted the importance of the consultant assistance
during the previous Federal Audit so funds have been budgeted for this. 2.1
Public Involvement- Consultant Services is to improve the outreach and public
awareness of the MPO noting the successful exposure in the development of the
2040 Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP). She advised that the consultant
services in the first fiscal year (FY) included the Bicycle Pedestrian Master Plan
and the Transit Operations Facility Feasibility Study. The consultant services
funds will be used for the development of the Regional LRTP, as well as the
Grade Separation Feasibility Study. Ms. Beltran clarified that the Board changed
the original draft from a Roadway/Railway Grade Separation Feasibility Study to
include non-motorized grade separations in some areas. It was mentioned that
having a pedestrian crossing over an area such as Confusion Corner may make
more sense than a roadway crossing. In the second FY, the consultant activities
will include assisting with the Federal Audit and PIP tasks. She mentioned other
pending activities due, such as the major update to the Transit Development Plan
(TOP), the Congestion Management Process (CMP), and Phase Two of the U.S.
I Corridor Retrofit. She noted that recommendations from Phase One of the US
I project have been prioritized and funded in the current Transportation
Improvement Program (TJP). She noted the buffered bike lanes on the Roosevelt
Bridge and restriping the southbound lane prior to the turn onto Joan Jefferson.
Ms. Beltran noted that staff is looking for an approval of this item and will take
questions at this time.
Mr. Amerson inquired as to the general time table on the grade separation study.
Ms. Beltran advised that it will beg in after July I , 2016. She said that the Scope
of Services will go through the committees and Board for review/approval. Dr.
DeLaney inquired as to what other activities are anticipated for the U.S. I
Corridor Retrofit. Ms. Beltran stated that it would be initiated for the second FY
with the main focus on non-motorized vehicles on U.S. l , adding that there will
be a large public involvement component as they are seeking business buy-ins.
Ms. Beltran said there will be a lot of outreach to obtain community input and
support, and the TCRPC will be invited to be on the Stakeholders
Group/Steering Committee. Ms. Beltran said that St. Lucie hasn 't expressed any
priorities though they were invited for input during Phase One. Martin will look
at mobility improvement for all modes of transportation. Ms. Beltran said the
Transportation Operations and Maintenance facility was in the TOP. It's a
feasibility study for a location for the buses, the drivers and the operation
support. Different location options have been reviewed. Mr. Don Donaldson,
Engineering Department Director had a great influence on this item being placed
in the UPWP in order to make it eligible for Federal Funds. The study will show
the Federal Transit Authority (FTA) that this is a need. It would have to go
through the MPO process to be able to use Federal fund s, so it was determined to
keep it in the UPWP and any changes can be made if need be at a later date. M s.
Beltran responded to Mr. Amerson that the FTA portion would be approximately
80%. No additional comments or questions were forthcoming.
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Ms. Samantha Lovelady made a motion to accept staff's recommendation,
seconded by Ms. Terry Rauth. The motion passed unanimously.
Mr. Steve Mayer lefi at 2:45 P.M.

C. DRAFT FY2016/17-FY2020/21 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT
PROGRAM (TIP)
The Draft Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) is the five-year
transportation plan. The annual funding cycle slide illustrates the cyc lical
progression of projects from the List of Priority Projects (LOPP), to the Draft
Tentative Work Program and concluding with the Adopted Work Program/TIP.
The final TIP will be presented next month. Ms. Beth Beltran stated that these
priorities are used to develop FDOT' s Tentative Work Program. She reminded
everyone that these project priorities were approved by the committees and
Board last June. The top ten projects were reviewed. Project one is the Traffic
Signal Modification on U.S. I in front of Barnes and Noble which will be moved
to all ow for a dual purpose lane, not just a turning lane. Project two is
resurfacing on Savannah Road. A Guard Rail along County Road (CR) 609 is
the third project. Recommendations from Phase One of the U.S. l Corridor
Retrofit is Project four: (1) buffered bike lanes on the Roosevelt Bridge and (2)
improving the stacking of the southbound turn lane to Joan Jefferson. Project
five is the widening of State Road (SR) 714, Project six is the overhead li ghting
on SR A- I-A. Project seven is pedestrian improvements resulting from the
Congestion Management Process (CMP) consisting of mid-block crosswalks
along Monterey Road and East Ocean Bou levard. Resurfacing projects are
Projects eight and nine on Indian Street and St. Lucie Boulevard. Project ten is
the realignment of CR 7 l 4 to straighten a dangerous curve in the road. The
project is in District 1 and Martin is District 4 but the two Districts need to work
together on thi s matter. Ms. Lovelady asked why District 1 is working on CR
7 1.4. Ms. Beltran said that they are work ing on a Project, Development and
Environmental (PD&E) Study because when it is rea ligned it wi ll come into
District I and connect with CR 158.
Ms. Beltran said that the purpose of the TIP is to provide a comprehensive li st of
funded transportation projects, wh ich projects are Federally and State funded as
well as being regionally significant. Ms. Beltran said that Martin is fortunate in
that a phase in each of t he first nine priorities was funded. The MPO Priority
Projects are included. The TIP is the short range Five Year Plan that implements
the LRTP, and the projects are in the LRTP Cost Feasible Plan (CFP). She
described the five maj or sections of the TIP: Organization; Program
Considerations; Public Involvement Efforts; Five year Summary by funding
Category and Project Sections of the TIP. The Append ices includes the
Capital Improvement Plans (CIP) for the local governments and the fisca l year
Federall y obligated projects shown in the TIP.
Ms. Beltran pointed out that the Major Pro jects are High Meadow Avenue
Resurfacing from Martin Highway to Martin Downs with improved sidewalks
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and bicycle lanes; Murphy Road Bridge Construction Engineering and Inspection
(CEI); and SR 714 Widening Project Development and Environmental (PD&E)
Program
from Citrus Boulevard to S.W. Martin Downs Boulevard.
Considerations includes the Financial Plan, showing that the TIP is financially
constrained with only funded phases shown along with their funding source; the
Project Priorities show the roadways and bike/ped improvements that are
included in the Transportation Alternative Program (TAP) as well as the transit
Program of Projects (POP) items; LRTP Goals include being consistent with
Local Plans; and Congestion Management Process (CMP). Public Involvement
Efforts consist of information being accessed from the website, local
newspapers, Advisory Committees/MPO meetings and the Notice of Public
Hearing. Five year Summary by funding Category was provided. Project
Sections This shows a page from the Interactive TIP tool which has all the
information on each project from the limits, a map, funding sources, with phases
shown and costs. Ms. Beltran stated that the F inal TIP is scheduled for adoption
on June 20, 2016. The Federally required 45 day public review period is in effect
as of May 151 and the Draft TIP is available in the County Libraries and in the
Administrative Center lobby. Ms. Lovelady suggested that a copy be placed in
the Growth Management Lobby. Ms. Beltran stated that staff is seeking
approval to go to the Board and she wi ll take any questions at this time.
Mr. Amerson asked about the CR 714 PD&E, the bridge over the Turnpike, will
that be four lanes? Ms. Beltran said that is part of the PD&E that is funded for
design. Dr. DeLaney asked about the resurfacing project north of Salerno Road
to no11h of Central. Are any of these improvements identified in the Bike/Ped
Plan that could be ro lled in by FOOT? Ms. Beltran said that getting projects into
the first year for FOOT wou ld be hard to do but that the goa l is to have projects
ready. Ms. A lice Bojanowski said that through Kimley-Horn, as the FOOT
representative, comments like striping were included in the Scope of Services.
Dr. Delaney noted that resurfacing projects are more valuable in terms of
bike/ped safety as they aren ' t happening as frequently as they did in previous
years. Dr. DeLaney asked regarding the Johnathon Dickinson State Park (JDSP)
Flap Grant on page 26 of the TIP. She said whi le developing the East Coast
Greenways (ECG) trail for the Sun Trail Program, the TCRPC noted that there is
a sho1tage of funds for the pedestrian improvements for this project, particula rly
where it crosses U.S. 1 to get to the Hobe Sound Natural Wildlife Refuge. Dr.
DeLaney said it was to continue north on the East side of U.S. I. She said that
they were contacted by the Department of Environment Protection (DEP)
Program Manager out of Tallahassee. They requested that additional funding be
included from Sun Trai l to supplement funds already secured for thi s project to
complete it (approximately $500,000.). Dr. Delaney sa id maybe there is an
oppo1tunity to complete that gap to make that project happen. Ms. Yanique
Kelly said that she wil l take that to FOOT to see if the gap in the Sun Trai l
funding project can be supplemented. Dr. DeLaney mentioned that Ms. Lisa
Maack is aware of this as well. Ms. Rauth asked if the resurfacing projects
include repairing drainage, like on Jensen Beach Boulevard. She said that there
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are many areas where drainage is failing and it would be a shame to pave the
road and not address drainage. Ms. Beltran said that was why Jensen Beach
Boulevard was originally pulled because of the drainage issue. Ms. Rauth
mentioned that the pipe on U.S. 1 at Salemo has been repaired a few times but
she doesn' t believe that it' s actually been "fixed". It was noted that drainage
would need to be addressed prior to resurfacing. Discussion ensued regarding
Jensen Beach Boulevard repairs. Dr. Delaney note a couple of projects for
FDOT to flag, Page 35 of the TIP FM 43-80711 Indian Street resurfacing from
U.S. 1 to Railroad improvements were recommended as part of the BPSAP. Ms.
Rauth said that is a County project, a Small County Outreach Program (SCOP)
Grant. It was noted that it shows in FDOT's work program because it's a 75% 25% grant. Dr. DeLaney said since it's in FY 2020 there are safety dollars
available that may align with the SCOP grant. Ms. Kelly said she' ll ask. Seeing
no additional comments staff is seeking a motion.

Ms. Samantha Lovelady made a motion to approve stafrs
recommendations, seconded by Dr. Kim DeLaney. The vote was called and
it passed with Mr. Joe Capra abstaining.
6. COMMENTS FROM COMMITTEE MEMBERS
None.

7. COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC
None
8. COMMENTS FROM FDOT
None.
9. NEXT MEETING
Technical Advisory Committee June 6, 2016 at l :30 PM

IO.ADJOURN
Mr. Joe Capra made a motion to adjourn the meeting. Mr. George Stokus
provided a second. No objections were forthcoming. The meeting adjourned at
3:05 P.M.

Date~~~

Date:
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