MARTIN METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION (MPO)
BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN ADVISORY COMMITTEE
MEETING MINUTES
Monday, May 2, 2016 - 5:00 P.M.
2401 SE Monterey Road
1st Floor Growth Management Room
Stuart, FL 34996
(772) 221-1498
1. CALL TO ORDER
Ms. Joan Moore, Chair, called the meeting to order at 4:59 P.M.
2. ROLLCALL
Members in Attendance:
Joan Moore
Ken Natoli
William Fry
Eric Smith
Jan lcyda
Stewart Robertson FDOT Alt. (Ex-Officio)
Excused Members
Andy Flanner
Julie Preast
Craig Houdeshell
Hal Forslund (Seasonal)
GeneZweben
Cheryl Lenartiene
Members Not In Attendance:
Officer Bonnie Bare, (Ex-Officio)
Officer Brian Bossio, (Ex-Officio)
Officer James C. Brooks (Ex-Officio)
Staff in Attendance:
Beth Beltran, MPO Administrator
Alice Bojanowski, Senior Planner
Bolivar Gomez, Planner II
Margaret Brassard, Administrative Assistant II
Others in Attendance:
Vinny Barile
Vikas Jain, T. Y. Lin
John Trahan
Jerry Collins, Town of Ocean Breeze
A quorum was present for the meeting.
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3. APPROVE AGENDA
The second was
A motion to approve the Agenda was made by Mr. Jan lcyda.
provided by Mr. Ken Natoli. There was no opposition. The motion passed
unanimously.
4. APPROVE MINUTES
A motion to approve the minutes for the February 8, 2016 meeting was made by Mr.
Jan lcyda and seconded by Mr. Eric Smith. No changes were requested. The motion
passed unanimously.
A motion was made by Mr. Ken Natoli to approve the minutes from the joint meeting
of April 4, 2016. Mr. Jan lcyda provided the second. No additions were requested. The
motion passed unanimously.
5. AGENDA ITEMS
A. BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN SAFTEY ACTION PLAN
Mr. Bolivar Gomez, Planner II for the Metropolitan Planning Organization
(MPO) advised that the Bicycle and Pedestrian Safety Action Plan (BPSAP) has
been in process for a little over a year, adding that each of the committees helped
to develop the Plan's Scope of Services in prior meetings. He said that the
Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) is encouraging all MPOs to
address safety for pedestrians and cyclists. Mr. Gomez said that T.Y. Lin, Inc.,
was the consultant who developed this Plan for the MPO and Mr. Vikas Jain is
here to make this presentation. Mr. Jain provided an overview of what he would
cover from crash data and analysis to next steps. Mr. Jain provided a slide that
emphasized the importance of improving bike/ped safety throughout the state
highlighting that the past five and one half years there were 441 crashes, 18
fatalities, 327 injuries and 97 property damage only incidents in Martin County.
He said that losses total approximately $38 to $48 million per year which is a
considerable economic impact. Mr. Jain advised the BPSAP is being done
because FDOT has identified pedestrian safety as a Planning Emphasis Area
(PEA) and cyclist are being included as Martin County has such a large cycling
community. Mr. Jain provided a timeline as to how far this Plan has come to
date adding that the first six months was data collection and analysis while the
latter six months was reviewing crash hot spots, safety measures, as well as
reviewing the Work Program to see if the identified programs can be
programmed for implementation. He said that throughout this process there was
a strong public involvement/agency coordination and noted events such as the
Stakeholder Surveys, open houses, as well as the various meetings that took
place. He added that attendance was high at these events along with the
compilation of numerous written comments, interactive polls/simulations and
various other ways in which to glean information. Mr. Jain said that over ten
agencies participated in this effort from Martin County Fire Rescue, Sheriffs
Office, School Board, interest groups as well as City agencies to name a few.
Mr. Jain advised that they are using Signal Four Analytics from the University of
Florida, to study the five and a half years of crash data. He noted that it is
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comprehensive, includes all State, County and local roads as well as parking lots
with current/up to date information. Mr. Jain said the five year crash rate
information is data driven, comparing bar graphs by neighboring Counties, the
State, the year and per 100,000 population adding that pedestrian crash rate is
high, but still not as high as the cyclists. He said the trend for the County's
bicycle crashes in recent years is downward, with the pedestrian crash trend
ticking upward from 2010-2012 but has since been on the decline. Mr. Jain
displayed graphics showing higher concentration of bicycle and pedestrian
crashes in the urban areas due to land use, destinations and density noting more
fatalities for pedestrian than cyclists. Mr. Jain said that as throughout the public
involvement process it was strongly suggested that the near misses information
be included, they were included in the Stakeholder Surveys, the Tech Memo and
public comments. Mr. Jain said that the Crash Hot Spot Analysis identified 41
intersections, 12 corridors and 15 streets. Mr. Jain added that the hot spots were
broken down via mode i.e. bicycle or pedestrian adding that red highlights
indicate fatal crashes. He pointed out the bicycle crash hot spots as eight
intersections, nine corridors and five streets. The pedestrian hot spots were 18
intersections five corridors and seven streets. Mr. Jain clarified that the
comprehensive approach for the Safety Countermeasures used for this study was
the '4 E's Concept'; Engineering, Education, Encouragement and Enforcement.
He said that they chose to use a corridor approach instead of an individual. Mr.
Jain said he would highlight the hot spots in six of the ten corridors, to give an
idea of the strategies and concepts each of which may be applied in other
locations as well. Mr. Jain said that about 16 strategies or concepts were
identified beginning with U.S I. He said that throughout this corridor there
should be an attempt to provide contiguous five foot wide sidewalks so that two
people can walk side by side comfortably, a shared use path south of Salerno
should be considered as well as a Pedestrian Hybrid Signal and Midblock
Crossing. Some of these strategies may be combined, tightening the radii of a
turn which lessens the distance of the crosswalk, the lead pedestrian interval
which allows the pedestrian to get into the crosswalk for better visibility, prior to
cars turning left. Mr. Jain said that 26 concept/strategies were identified for A-1A from adjusting lane width for contiguous bike lanes, green painted conflict
zones, extended shared use path from Seabranch Preserve to Hobe Sound, as
well as pedestrian gates at railroad crossings and mid-block crossings. He
reminded the committee that in the next fiscal year (FY), the MPO will have an
at grade feasibility study conducted for railroad crossings from the standpoint of
the bike/ped perspective. Mr. Jain said that the Jensen Beach Boulevard
Causeway includes space between the travel and bike lane and a countermeasure
would be a protected bike lane with stripes and poles. Mr. Jain stated that on
Indian Street, there were six strategies but two concepts that he wanted to
highlight is there is enough existing right of way (ROW) to reduce the travel
lanes to provide for bike lanes as indicated on the typical section shown on the
slide. He suggested that the medians/refuge can be made to ensure that these are
compact intersections. Ms. Moore sought clarification if there was ample ROW
to provide for bike lanes on Indian between U.S. 1 and Dixie Highway as it's just
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a death trap. Mr. Jain advised that there are only small portions where this may
be done. Mr. Jain said that there is plenty of ROW on SR-710 which could
easily be reconfigured to accommodate bike lanes possibly even buffered ones
with the Rectangular Rapid Flashing Beacons (RRFB) and an enhanced
crosswalk. He pointed out that these measures are from a planning aspect, prior
to implementation there will have to be studies and more detailed sculpting of
each project, but this provides an idea for a starting point at each venue. Mr.
Jain said that for Palm City Road it was suggested to adopt a complete street type
approach, a 12 foot shared use path, a tree canopy in the area of Publix, and he is
of the opinion that some of the improvements have been done. Ms. Moore
confirmed that it is still being worked on at this time but some of the crosswalks
have been completed. Mr. Jain said that there are many general outreach
techniques being used to continue with the 4 E's concept, education can be done
to advertise as well as target outreach in the Community Redevelopment Areas
(CRAs) of Golden Gate or Indiantown to those Limited English Proficiency
(LEP) Populations. Mr. Jain remarked that no laws have been passed regarding
distracted driving in Florida, though a Statute has banned texting and driving.
He said another 'E' concept is enforcement or high visibility via Progressive
Ticketing, adding that education needs to take place, the offender is warned,
followed by receiving a ticket. Mr. Jain continued that Positive ticketing from
law enforcement is a good form of Targeted Outreach noting that the Stuart
Police Department (PD) are having officers reward young citizens for doing the
correct thing while on their bike or walking, encouraging the continuation of
good behavior and to date, over 35 having been awarded. In conclusion, Mr.
Jain said that out of the 68 hot spots reviewed, 22 of those locations could be
matched up with quality projects in FDOT's Work Program. Mr. Jain said that
untraditional funding sources will have to be researched for PSAs or other
untraditional elements to cover expenses incurred. He said that he will take
questions at this time. Mr. Vinny Barile inquired as to what is slated to be done
at East Ocean and St. Lucie Boulevard as well as Monterey Road and East Ocean
Boulevard to Sewalls Point. Mr. Jain said that what he was showing are
strategies that should be considered when the work is being planned, though he is
unsure that the improvement will be included, they are there as options or
recommendations. Mr. Barile stated that the crash data was very informative,
but from his personal experience in seeking the green conflict zone lanes in
Sewall's Point, FOOT has made the task of meeting the criteria extremely
difficult to accomplish. Mr. Jain affirmed adding that FDOT reviews each case
individually and though all have not been approved, some have. Ms. Moore
asked why they have it be so difficult. Mr. Jain said that FDOT supports it in
conflict zones but they are concerned that in all areas it may increase confusion
for some motorists so they are still selectively determining which areas "qualify"
or "warrant" this improvement on a case by case basis. Mr. Jain said it's a
learning curve and eventually more will come around. Mr. Barile noted that
FDOT required photos of near misses at specific times of the day in Sewall's
Point adding to the difficulty of the project. Mr. Gomez stated that a
Stakeholder's Committee was formed, open houses were held and if you look at
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the appendices, that particular area was noted with a near miss. Mr. Ken Natoli
referred to a Composite Map and on Citrus Boulevard it has a dotted line
indicating "existing bike lane at major intersection." What does that mean? Mr.
Jain stated that one of the Stakeholders in the Stakeholders Group identified all
the major intersections that have intersections with bike lanes that "end" or
"disappear". He added that the cross-street is shown with a dash but the
intersection itself where they meet is an issue. Mr. Jain advised Mr. Natoli that
there is a bike lane that runs on Citrus Boulevard that intersects with SR 714.
Mr. Icyda said that it runs on the north side of Citrus but does not cross on the
south side. Mr. Natoli inquired who is in charge of implementing this Safety
Plan. Ms. Beltran advised that the timing is very important as it follows the
2040 Plan as well as being a basis for moving forward with the Bike/Ped Master
Plan which will begin in the new FY beginning in July. She continued adding
that also when she meets with FDOT this summer for the List of Priority Projects
(LOPP) these recommendations will be analyzed especially those on State roads
which may be capable of being included in their Work Program. Mr. Natoli
confirmed that staff will be in charge of implementing these projects, Ms.
Beltran affirmed. Mr. Natoli stated on page 54 [84 of the Agenda Package]
under Plans and Policy/Land Use he read, "Encourage local jurisdictions to adopt
bicycle and pedestrian friendly land use plans and zoning such as, transit
oriented development (TOD), mixed use, and traditional neighborhood design
(TND) to provide more opportunities for bicycling and walking." He inquired
who is in charge of seeing that the Plan gets implemented. Ms. Beltran said that
the key word is "Encourage". Mr. Natoli added that planning is an integral part
and should be incorporated with the 4E's.
Mr. Ken Natoli made a motion to approve the Bicycle and Pedestrian Safety
Action Plan (BPSAP). The motion was seconded by Mr. Jan Icyda. There
was no additional discussion. The motion passed unanimously.

B. FINAL DRAFT FY2016/17-FY2017/18 UNIFIED PLANNING WORK
PROGRAM (UPWP)
Ms. Beltran advised that this is the Final Draft of the FY2016/17-FY2017/18, the
First Draft was viewed at the Joint Advisory Committee Meeting last month.
She refreshed the memories of the committee in that the Unified Planning Work
Program (UPWP) is updated biennially, required by both Federal and State law
and it serves three functions; it's a budget instrument, a strategic Plan, as well as
a comprehensive document of all transportation planning activities performed by
all MPO staff and their consultants. She advised that FDOT has a new procedure
for the UPWP which was published on March 24, 2016. Ms. Beltran said that
luckily much of the changes were formatting, tables or other minor
miscellaneous items. She said that the predominant comments from FDOT were
that they were no longer voting members on any Board or Advisory Committees
and that they have only acted in an advisory position for all MPOs in the past
few years to circumvent any Sunshine Law issues. Ms. Beltran added that
FDOT also recommended the Supplement Joint Participation Agreement which
was approved at the last Board meeting to ensure that it was included in the
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UPWP budget for clarity in seeing where funds go as far as consultant activities
for the next two years (See handout). She advised that FOOT also requested that
there be regional consistency, so staff collaborated with the St. Lucie and Indian
River Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO)/Transportation Planning
Organization (TPO) to ensure the terms were the same for all. Ms. Beltran said
she wanted to run through the Consultant Activities for the edification of the
committee adding that the first two are the same in each FY. Ms. Beltran said
that 1.1 Program Management is about $10,000. She said that this is to assist
in required work tasks if necessary, inclusive of the upcoming 2016 Federal
Audit. She noted the importance of the consultant assistance during the previous
Federal Audit so funds have been budgeted. 2.1 Public InvolvementConsultant Services in this task 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
utilized in the first FY included the Bicycle Pedestrian Master Plan and the
Transit Operations Facility Feasibility Study. She said that the consultant
services funds will be used for the development of the required task, the
Regional LRTP, as well as the Grade Separation Feasibility Study discussed at
the joint meeting, adding that the Martin MPO will be the lead agency of the
Regional LRTP. In FY2018 Ms. Beltran noted, the consultant activities will
include assisting with the Federal audit and PIP tasks as previously described.
She continued saying that other pending activities, like the Major Update to the
Transit Development Plan (TOP) are due in FY2019. Ms. Beltran said that the
Congestion Management Process (CMP) as well as Phase Two of the U.S. 1
Corridor Retrofit will take place during this FY. She is of the opinion that the
BPSAP will be very beneficial when working on these projects. She said that
staff is recommending approval of this item and she will answer any questions
that you may have at this time. Mr. Ken Natoli made a comment for future
UPWPs, that this document is short on livability and community planning. In
future UPWPs more emphasis and funding should be directed toward livability
and community planning.
Mr. Ken Natoli made a motion to approve the Final Draft FY2016/17FY2017/18 Unified Planning Work Program (UPWP). Mr. Jan lcyda
provided a second to the motion. Seeing no additional discussion the
question was called, and the vote passed unanimously.
C. DRAFT FY2016/17-FY2020/21 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT

PROGRAM (TIP)
Ms. Beltran introduced the Draft FY2016/17-FY2020/21 Transportation
Improvement Program (TIP). She explained that this ends the cyclical MPO
planning process. Ms. Beltran reiterated that the Final Draft will come before
the committees and Board next month. She provided a brief description of the
priorities which were previously approved by the committees/Board; the traffic
signal modification-moving the mast arm on U.S. 1 in front of Barnes and Nobel
allowing the lane to become a multipmpose lane, not specifically a turning lane.
Savannah Road from N.E. Cardinal Avenue to Jensen Beach Boulevard is a
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resurfacing project and is Project two. The third project is a safety improvement
for a needed guard rail on County Road (CR) 609 which was repaved using
funds from the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act (ARRA) (2009).
Recommendations from Phase One of the U.S. 1 Corridor Retrofit is number
four: (1) buffered bike lanes on the Roosevelt Bridge and (2) improving the
storage of the southbound turn lane to Joan Jefferson. Project five is the
widening of State Road (SR) 714 between Citrus and Martin Downs Boulevards.
Overhead lighting on SR A-1-A is Project Priority six. The number seven
projects are the results of the recent Congestion Management Process (CMP)
consisting of pedestrian improvements, mid-block crosswalks along Monterey
Road and East Ocean Boulevard. Projects number eight and nine are resurfacing
projects on Indian Street/St. Lucie Boulevard. The first is from Dixie Highway
to St. Lucie Boulevard the second is St. Lucie Boulevard from Indian Street to
East Ocean Boulevard. The number ten priority is the realignment of CR 714
which will straighten a dangerous curve in the road. The project is actually in
District One (Okeechobee County) but District Four (Martin) and the MPO
Board have each recommended that it remain on the list to show support and
encourage funding though no funding is going to be available at this time. Mr.
Natoli inquired if bike lanes will be included in the resurfacing of Indian Street
and St. Lucie Boulevard. Ms. Bojanowski said that they have submitted written
comments to FDOT as they are doing the scoping for those two projects. Mr.
Natoli said that as this committee approves this item, he wants the comments to
come in now for these two projects as well as some others. He said it should say,
"yes, we approve it but with our recommendations that there be bike lanes." Mr.
Natoli said that we should include that in the motion to approve when we get
there, but get it on paper now and follow up later. Mr. lcyda asked if the lighting
on A-1-A complies with the turtle breeding season. Ms. Beltran affirmed that
the community on Hutchinson Island has been working closely with FDOT on
this matter and they are aware of that concern. Mr. Eric Smith asked to return to
the resurfacing on Indian Street and St. Lucie. He commented that it is more
financially expedient to complete these projects in toto with the bike lane
included instead of resurfacing the road and trying to get bike lanes put on later.
Mr. Smith continued that it makes absolutely no sense to resurface those roads
without including a bike lane, as it's a dangerous area, for those who ride there.
Mr. Natoli affirmed adding if the window is lost now, it will be 15 - 20 years
before it is resurfaced again. He continued that he's aware that funds were too
scarce for bike lanes on Willoughby Road, but it's important for the "Powers that
be" to locate funds even if it's from other projects, before they do this stretch of
roadway. Mr. Natoli pointed out the criticalness of this project even if
resurfacing is placed on hold for a year or two to allow something else to be done
so that these roads are not resurfaced without the bike lanes, though he is unsure
of Savanah Road. It was noted that some areas of Savanah has sidewalk, others
small bike paths, but it's mostly non-existent. Mr. Barile asked if St. Lucie
Boulevard was wide enough to have bike lanes. He is of the opinion there may
only be enough for the resurfacing. Mr. Natoli said that in his motion it will be
either bike lanes or at least shoulders; if there can be a four or five foot bike lane
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that's fine, but if there can only be a three or four foot shoulder, stripe it. Mr.
Natoli said he is of the opinion that there's probably enough ROW. Mr. William
Fry agreed that if the road is being resurfaced, acquiring some space if possible,
would be better as he noted that in some areas it's painted and repainted so many
times that the shoulder expands but it's not actually a bike lane. Mr. Fry said
that it doesn't encourage people to feel safe or want to use the shoulder for
transportation. He added that he looks for an actual mark that indicates that it's
to be used as a bike lane. Ms. Moore said that in order to get that icon on the
lane, it would have to be five feet. Mr. Fry remarked that a lot of three or for
foot shoulders are not useable as a bike lane, they are not consistent nor are they
connected. Mr. Natoli said that a little is better than nothing because with
nothing the cyclist is forced into the lane. Mr. Icyda made a suggestion to FDOT
to have the drainage grates be perpendicular not be parallel to the roadway to
prevent getting a wheel stuck. Ms. Beltran continued, saying that the purpose of
the TIP is to provide a comprehensive list of all funded transportation projects;
Federally and/or State funded; regionally significant; MPO priorities. She said
that the TIP has a five year planning horizon, and implements the projects in the
Cost Feasible Plan (CFP) of the Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP). Ms.
Beltran outlined the five major sections of the TIP and how it's organized:
Overview, Program Considerations, Public Involvement Efforts, Five year
Summary by funding Category and Project Sections adding that the Appendix
contains information on the Capital Improvement Plans (CIPs) and the FY15
Federal Obligated Projects. Ms. Beltran pointed out that the Ma jor Pro jects are
High Meadow Avenue Resurfacing from Martin Highway to Martin Downs with
improved sidewalks and bicycle lanes. Mr. Natoli commented that it does
include bicycle lanes. Ms. Beltran affirmed. She continued with the Murphy
Road Bridge Construction Engineering and Inspection (CEI) and lastly SR 714
Widening from Citrus Boulevard to S.W. Martin Downs Boulevard. Program
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 transit;
LRTP Goals inc,lude being consistent with Local Plans; and Congestion
Management Process (CMP). Public Involvement Efforts consists of where to
access information from the website, local newspapers/libraries, Advisory
Committee meetings and finally the Public Hearing will be June 20, 2016 at the
MPO Board meeting. She viewed the TIP timeline advising that it will return to
BPAC on June 13,' 2016. Pro ject 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. Everything one may want
to know about each individual project is available here and user friendly. Ms.
Beltran reminded the committee that the Federally required 45 day public review
period began yesterday, May 18\ the Draft TIP may be found in the County
Libraries and the Administration Center. She stated that staff is seeking approval
to go to the Board and she will take any questions at this time. Mr. Natoli asked
if there was a "TIP" sheet on Jensen Beach Boulevard. Ms. Beltran affirmed
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stating that it is resurfacing inclusive of sidewalks and bike lanes adding that the
section of sidewalk connection that Ms. Julie Preast requested has been
completed. Mr. Natoli apologized for his redundancy, knowing that it's political,
but wanting to stress the importance, he again noted the I-95 Interchanges: the
$1.9 million landscaping budget for the Kanner Highway Interchange and the
$1.8 million landscaping budget for the SR 714 Interchange. Mr. Natoli
suggested that those funds could be applied in areas that would benefit more and
create efficiencies such as sidewalks or bike lanes as well as still have an
appreciative vista at the interchange. Mr. Natoli addressing the committee said if
the committee agrees with him, then it should be included in the motion
approving the TIP. Ms. Beltran informed the committee that District Four has
nothing to do with the landscaping matter and that its coming from FDOT
Central Office so there's really no need for it to be included, as it would distract
from the main focus. Mr. Natoli requested that if the landscaping issue were to
resurface at an MPO meeting please advise the Board that this committee is also
in agreement with the wastefulness of the interchanges. Ms. Moore advised Mr.
Natoli that as a citizen one may contact FDOT to express an opinion. Mr. Smith
said that cyclist do not care about any resurfacing project if bike lanes are not
included. Mr. John Trahan suggested adding "sharrow" in areas without bike
lanes. Ms. Joan Moore said that she is unsure if FDOT has officially adopted
"sharrows" yet. Mr. Robertson said that FDOT has adopted "sharrow lane
markings" and have implemented them in areas across the State where
appropriate; i.e. bike lanes not on the particular project and speed under 35 miles
per hour (MPH) the sharrow mark will be in the outside travel lane. He said the
state standard on markings have recently been revised as well. Mr. Robertson
said the lane narrows to 11 feet and the sharrow is marked in the center of the
lane which encourages the motorist to have to change lanes to pass as opposed to
squeezing the cyclist. Mr. Trahan suggested that it be an option in areas where
space isn't available. Mr. Natoli said that without education people won't know
what the "sharrow" symbol is as the symbol isn't clear as to what it means. Mr.
Robertson said that the sign that accompanies the symbol at shared lane intervals
has a bicycle and reads, "bicycles may use full lane" which helps to educate
motorists. Ms. Bojanowski commented that in West Palm Beach, near City
Place, many of those roads are marked as "sharrows" and the outcome has been
positive. Mr. Natoli suggested as this is the "first Draft" bike lanes and
shoulders should be requested, we can see what happens and address it when it
comes back to the committee as the "Final Draft". Mr. Natoli stated that
anything we get is better than nothing. No additional comments were made.

Mr. Ken Natoli made a motion to approve the Draft TIP with the strong
recommendations that all resurfacing projects, specifically, Indian Street,
St. Lucie Boulevard, Savannah Road, High Meadow Avenue, Jensen Beach
Boulevard, Mapp and Murphy Roads, include bike lanes and/or shoulders.
The motion was seconded by Mr. Eric Smith and passed unanimously.
6. COMMENTS FROM COMMITTEE MEMBERS
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Mr. William Fry advised that he is a new member and in a recent meeting he learned how
obtaining ROW can constrict a plan with a proposed eight foot or larger path/sidewalk. Mr.
Fry stated that he was specifically interested in the area of Indian River Drive from Jensen
Beach Boulevard to Ocean Drive. He said he resides in an area with a narrow two lane, 2535 MPH speed limit road, but people drive upwards of 50 MPH through there. Vehicles
stop in the roadway without tum lanes, cyclists opting to use the damaged sidewalks to pass
the stopped traffic. Given that there are small lots and mobile homes in that vicinity, some
which are right on the ROW, that could be concerning if improvements are planned for that
area, especially since there is sidewalk, albeit damaged, only on one side he said. Mr. Fry
said that Ocean Breeze Park was recently completed with a picket fence at the new
sidewalk. He mentioned that it is narrow without much separation between it and the
roadway, which could make improvements very difficult. Mr. Fry said he's curious as to
how improvements could take place. Mr. Smith said that there is a road project that will go
through there along the front of Ocean Breeze Park that will probably be completed in a
year or so. Ms. Moore said that it's going to have a lot of residents moving into there in
addition to those already in there. Ms. Beltran commented that until recently, there hasn't
been any representation from Ocean Breeze on the advisory committees but that is changing
now. Mr. Smith noted that he is a councilman from Ocean Breeze. Ms. Beltran said that
she's glad to have two committees with that position filled as it will be helpful moving
forward with the Bike/Ped Master Plan. Ms. Moore added that is the vicinity where the
grates can catch a tire. Ms. Moore informed that she put the County on legal notice of the
situation with those grates ten years ago and nothing has changed. Mr. Icyda mentioned that
a long Indian River Drive its anticipated to have "hurricane proofing" constructed in an
effort to prevent it from falling into the lagoon. He inquired if Ms. Bojanowski was going
to recommend that bike lanes be added to the roadway at that time. Ms. Bojanowski said
that it is her understanding that the plans are to move the official route further west making
Indian River Drive more of a "scenic" road. The official route would be closer to Dixie.
Mr. Natoli inquired if they planned to rebuild that road along the railroad tracks. Ms.
Bojanowski said they wouldn't be rebuilding the road, just re-designating the route to Dixie,
instead of Indian River Drive. Mr. Natoli said unless another road was built along the
railroad tracks, people won't use it.
Mr. Natoli said that he heard that Dr. Kim DeLaney from the Treasure Coast Regional
Planning Council (TCRPC) came up with an East Coast Greenways (ECG) Route for Martin
County. Ms. Beltran said that Dr. DeLaney was working with some other Counties in an
effort to obtain Sun Trails funds for the ECG. Mr. Natoli said that it would be useful as we
move forward with the ECG.
Mr. Natoli mentioned the BPSAP and texting and driving. He asked if this committee could
make a recommendation, as a group, to get this to be made into a law. Mr. Natoli asked ifit
was a recommendation in the Safety Plan. Mr. Gomez said that it was included in the final
section to work with law enforcement agencies as this committee doesn't have a lot of
enforcement or direction power. Ms. Beltran advised that texting and driving has been on
the list of the Statewide Metropolitan Planning Organization Advisory Committee
(MPOAC) for a few years. She said that she recently discussed with the County's new
Legislative, Intergovernmental liaison in Tallahassee, about the MPOAC's priorities. She
said that she mentioned that it has bubbled up time and time again at the local BPAC
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meetings. Mr. Smith said that many states have Legislation that bans cell phone use without
a hands-free type of devise which constitutes a primary traffic offense, meaning that a driver
may be pulled over specifically for that reason. Mr. Icyda said that Mr. Herb Schlosberg
has been working on that for years but he's not getting a lot of attention. It was noted that
unfortunately until a tragedy hits home for those in the Legislature, nothing will change.

7. COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC
Mr. Trahan was glad to hear all the positive comments and has enjoyed the meeting.
Ms. Moore offered a word of appreciation and thanks to the staff for all their hard work and
efforts.

8. COMMENTS FROM FDOT
None.
9. NEXT MEETING
June 13, 2016-5:00 PM-Growth Management Conference Room.
10.NOTES
None.
11.ADJOURN
Seeing nothing further on the Agenda the meeting was adjourned by the Chair via RONR
(10th ed.), p.350, I. 16-17 at 6:26 PM.
Recorded and Prepared by:

H. Brassard, Administrative Specialist, II

c ~di. J.)~017

Date

Approved by:

Date
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