
MARTIN METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION (MPO) 
BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

MEETING SUMMARY 
Monday, September 12, 2016 - 4:00 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 4:00 P .M. 

2. ROLLCALL 
Members in Attendance: 
Joan Moore 
Ken Natoli 
Andy Flanner (Arrived at 4:10 PM) 

William Fry (Arrived at 4:06 P M) 

Julie Preast 
Craig Houdeshell 
John Trahan 
GeneZweben 
Cheryl Lenartiene 
Jan Icyda 
David Pittinos 

Excused Members 
Hal Forslund (Seasonal) 

Eric Smith 

Members Not In Attendance: 
None. 

Staff in Attendance: 
Beth Beltran, MPO Administrator 
Alice Bojanowski, Senior Planner 
Margaret Brassard, Administrative Assistant II 
Ricardo Vazquez, Planner I 

Others in Attendance: 
Vinny Barile 
Alex Barr 
Diane Moore, MC OMB 

A quorum was present for the meeting. 

The Chair introduced Commissioner Vinny Barile, the representative for the Town of 
Sewall's Point on the Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) Board. She expressed 
gratitude for his attendance. 
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3. APPROVE AGENDA 
A motion to approve the Agenda was provided by Ms. Julie Preast. A Second was 
provided to the motion by Cheryl Lenartiene. There were no objections. The motion 
passed unanimously. 

4. APPROVE MINUTES 
Mr. Natoli said that he made a note at the June meeting that the May minutes were not in the 
agenda. He stated in the May meeting was information relating to Jensen Beach Boulevard, 
Cove Road etc. and he would like to have the status on those minutes. It was advised that 
the minutes have been completed but must have erroneously not made it to the agenda. 
Staff will look into this matter and post the minutes in a future agenda. Mr. Natoli said that 
in that meeting other meetings were referenced which he is of the opinion is important. Ms. 
Julie Preast said that on page four of 10 it reads " ... US 1 and Joan Jefferson"; as Ms. 
Jefferson is still alive could you please change that to read "Joan Jefferson Way". She said 
that paragraph two on page seven reads that " ... the Community Redevelopment Areas 
(CRAs) are components for sidewalks ... " and it should read that they are "proponents"; she 
said that page nine has a comment she made which should read that "Publix was built there" 
not "being built there." Ms. Moore asked if there would be a motion to approve the June 13, 
2016 minutes as amended. 

Mr. Ken Natoli motioned to approve the June 13, 2016 minutes as amended. Ms. Julie 
Preast provided a second to the motion. The motion passed unanimously. 

5. AGENDA ITEMS 

A. FY 2017/18 LIST OF PROJECT PRIORITIES 
Ms. Beltran reminded the committee that the List of Project Priorities (LOPP) comes 
before the committees and Board annually after the Metropolitan Planning 
Organization (MPO) and Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) staff meets 
with the local government to review the Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP), as 
well as the Transportation Improvement Plan (TIP) in an effort to develop the LOPP. 
She said once the LOPP is approved by the committee and the Board, it will be used 
as a basis for FDOT's Tentative Work Program the next year. Ms. Beltran took a 
minute to introduce Mr. Alex Barr, to the committee as he is the recently appointed 
liaison from FDOT to the Bicycle, Pedestrian Advisory Committee (BP AC) and this 
is his first meeting. Ms. Beltran presented the three priority lists: Roadways, 
Transportation Alternative Program (TAP) and Martin County Transit's Program of 
Projects (POP). She answered Ms. Preast's inquiry that the mid-block crossings on 
East Ocean were for safety in this area. Ms. Preast asked when the design work for 
the Kindred Project would begin for the City of Stuart. Ms. Beltran advised that the 
City is doing the design in-house, beginning this year and the funding is for 
construction in 2018. It was affirmed that the resurfacing on Bridge Road would 
include bike lanes. Ms. Preast noted that the current Commission stifled some work 
on Bridge Road requested by the CRA and she is of the opinion that with the new 
Commission effective November 22°d that it will be looked at again. It was clarified 
that Ms. Preast was referencing the east portion of the road near Old Dixie. Mr. John 
Trahan requested more information regarding the buffered bike lanes on the 
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Roosevelt Bridge. Ms. Beltran advised that the State has adopted new rules 
indicating that where possible there needs to be a striped two foot buffer which is 
striping not a physical buffer. Mr. Trahan asked if the Widening of SR 714 between 
Citrus and Martin Downs included bike lanes. Ms. Beltran affirmed but it's not under 
design until Fiscal Year (FY) 2018. No additional comments were forth coming. 

A motion to approve the FY 2017/18 List of Project Priorities was made by Ms. 
Julie Preast and seconded by Mr. Jan Icyda. There was no opposition. The 
Motion passed unanimously. 

B. FY2016/17-FY2020/21 TRANSPORATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM 
(TIP) AMENDMENTS #1 and #2 
Ms. Beltran refreshed the committee's memories that the FY2016/17-FY2020/21 
Transportation Improvement Program was approved by the committees and 
Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) Board in June of this year. She said that 
at the first meeting of the following fiscal year we have to approve the "Carry 
Forward Amendment" in order to spend the funds not spent in the prior fiscal year. 
She advised that this amendment will cover costs for the following projects: 
improvements on Hutchinson Island; three grants of Federal transit funds; and the 
Federal Land Access Program (FLAP) grant that was received by Jonathan Dickinson 
State Park (JDSP) for a segment of the East Coast Greenway (ECG). The second 
amendment is to add needed funds for the Turnpike District who are doing a 
resurfacing project through Martin and in order to receive those funds it must go 
through the MPO Process. Ms. Beltran advised that Ms. Diane Moore is here from 
the County representing the Transit Division if there are any questions on the transit 
funds. Mr. John Trahan said that several projects have "Responsible Agency not 
available" on them, and asked what that means. Ms. Beltran advised that this is an 
FDOT generated format in their Work Program so depending on what the project is 
would dictate the Responsible Agency; i. e. Responsible Agency for transit projects 
would be Martin County Public Transit. She said ifthe project is on a State Road the 
Agency would be FDOT. Ms. Beltran said if there are specific projects that you are 
concerned with you may contact staff and we will find out for you. 

Ms. Julie Preast made a motion to approve this FY2016/17-FY2020/21 
Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) Amendments #1 and #2. Mr. John 
Trahan offered a second. There were no objections the motion passed 
unanimously. 

C. RAILROAD GRADE SEPARATION STUDY SCOPE OF SERVICES 
Ms. Alice Bojanowski said that this is the Scope of Services for the Railroad Grade 
Separation Study and advised that Marlin Engineering will be preparing this study. 
Ms. Bojanowski said that there are 28 Florida East Coast (FEC) Railroad crossings in 
Martin County and went on to present the study. Ms. Preast said that AAF is coming 
from all she hears from the counties to Martin's South, and she believes that this will 
be a good study. Ms. Lenartiene noted that something needs to be done to ensure 
safety for all modes of transportation as the frequency of the trains will increase 
greatly. Mr. Vinny Barile noted that Monterey Road is near the airport and an over 
pass there may illterfere with the airspace. Ms. Bojanowski said that is one of the 
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issues the consultants are already looking into from that FDOT' s prior study as well 
as ramp height and distance however the report hasn't been released yet. Mr. Barile 
stated that the consultants need to take the businesses into account. Mr. Ken Natoli 
reminded the committee that the study will review raising each the road and the 
railroad. He is of the opinion that Monterey Road would be a prime candidate to 
raise the railroad due to the long straight tracts there and have AAF help fund it. Mr. 
Gene Zweben asked if they are considering putting bike lanes on Indian Street to US 
1. Ms. Bojanowski informed that the section of roadway there is under the 
jurisdiction of the County and she has been told by the Engineering Department that it 
is a section that needs to be done. Mr. Trahan said that the same is true for Monterey 
Road without bike lanes in that section. Ms. Bojanowski reminded the committee 
that today we are only looking at the Scope of Services for the Railroad Crossings the 
other scopes will come later. Mr. Natoli asked if the consultants would get 
information from the BPAC membership before getting starting. Ms. Bojanowski 
pointed out the number of public meetings and that there will be a Steering 
Committee as well to approve the Scope of Services. Mr. Trahan inquired about the 
Community and Pedestrian Data Collection Task 2.2 but there is no mention of 
bicycles. One issue between bikes and trains is the lack of perpendicularity as wheels 
can get stuck in the track when crossing parallel. Mr. Trahan stated that many 
crossings in Stuart have this issue and the cyclist have to swing out into the roadway 
in order to cross perpendicularly. Ms. Beltran said this will be mentioned to the 
consultant in relation to the non-motorized users. Mr. Fry suggested that the tracks be 
elevated through Martin and St. Lucie. Mr. Houdeshell informed the committee that 
the problem with elevating the tracks is that the tracks have to begin the 
elevation/lowering process so far out in order to effectuate a smooth transition 
otherwise it becomes too steep of an incline. A one percent grade is one foot for 
every hundred foot out horizontal is a steep grade for a train. He gave the example of 
raising it ten feet, the starting point would be nearly a thousand feet or almost a 
quarter of a mile in each direction. Mr. Houdeshell said that becomes extremely 
expensive and having personal experience with this in different States, the railroads 
are not amenable to this exercise and will vehemently oppose this to remain on-grade. 
Discussion ensued about trains in the Rocky Mountains. 

Mr. Ken Natoli made a motion to approve the Railroad Grade Separation Study 
Scope of Services. Ms. Cheryl Lenartiene offered the second. There was no 
opposition. The motion passed unanimously. 

D. BICYCLE-PEDESTRIAN-TRAILS MASTER PLAN SCOPE OF SERVICES 
Ms. Bojanowski stated that this is a 12 month project and the Plan will be developed by 
Kimley-Hom and Associates. It is listed in the Unified Planning Work Program 
(UPWP), will be inclusive of organizations such as the Parks/Recreation Department, 
the Health Department, School District with the input from the Steering Committee, 
public meetings, committees and the website. Ms. Bojanowski presented the Scope of 
Services, stating that this Plan will build from the 2040 Long Range Transportation Plan 
(LRTP). Mr. Natoli said he reviewed Exhibit A that was included in the Agenda, and 
that the issue here is about "planning" which needs to be in the document yet the 
conversations return to the occasional sidewalk and bike lane which will not make an 
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affective change in what we are trying to do. He read into the record some information 
that he sent to Mr. Bolivar Gomez adding that a Master Plan is just that, it is not an 
Engineering exercise it's a planning exercise not just another Engineering study on bike 
lanes. He said it needs to specify what is expected of the consultants that way you have 
something to go back on in the event they "missed it." Mr. Natoli remarked that it will 
be political, there will be a lot of public input and if residents don't want what we are 
proposing, a livable, walkable/bikeable community, that's fine, but we have to look at it 
and present it to the community the best we can. Mr. Natoli suggested that the purpose 
should read, "the purpose of this Task Order is to prepare the Martin MPO 
Bicycle/Pedestrian/Trails Master Plan which will explore the ways and means that the 
County can become a more bicycle/pedestrian friendly, walkable/livable community. 
He continued that this may include identifying planning policies to encourage and foster 
a truly walkable and bikeable County." Mr. Natoli said in Task 3: "Goals" he said that, 
"Kimley-Horn will work with the Steering Committee to develop bicycle and pedestrian 
master planning and mobility goals" noting that he added master planning. He 
continued "Which ·master planning and mobility goals should be used with the Data 
Collection and Analysis in Task 2 to identifY opportunities to create a better place for 
pedestrians and bicyclists to live, work and play and overcome existing problems and 
deficiencies." "This Plan's Planning and mobility goals .... " Mr. Natoli said that in the 
Draft Recommendations-Task 4.1 " ... short- and long-range planning and 
Transportation Improvement Projects which may include overall 
planning/development/redevelopment pattern and design strategies, specific project 
limits, facilities ... " based on input from the public in Task 1. He said he didn't add that 
many words, but if the Comprehensive Plan and Pattern of 
Development/Redevelopment Plans are not changed Martin will not get a pedestrian 
friendly community. Mr. Natoli stated that Ms. Beltran has advised this committee that 
the opportunity to potentially affect the Comprehensive Plan would be during the 
development of the Master Plan and having this in the scope it brings it to the forefront 
to be discussed. He said if it's not in the scope of the Master Plan the conversation 
won't be held and there's no chance to affect a change. Mr. Natoli added that it's fine if 
the Committee believes these additions are appropriate or not, but if some changes aren't 
made then the end result can't be obtained. Ms. Beltran expressed her concerns that Mr. 
Natoli continues to suggest that this committee is in a position to change the County's 
Comp Plan. Ms. Beltran clarified that the 2040 Long Range Transportation Plan 
(LR TP) process was the important document in which this committee needed to focus to 
possibly effectuate what we could have in the Comp Plan. She said it's because the map 
series in the LRTP is the map series in the transportation element of the Comprehensive 
Plan. Ms. Beltran advised that because all the MPO projects are funded using Federal 
planning funds, all scopes must be reviewed and approved by the Florida Department of 
Transportation (FDOT) as well as the Federal Highway Administration (FHW A) as a 
"Planning Scope". She said that the MPO grants will not pay for engineering studies. 
Ms. Beltran said that there will be a new Board in place after November, 2016. The 
MPO will be working more with the CRAs; with Bicycle/Pedestrian/Trails planning, so 
this Master Plan is coming at a perfect time. She reminded the members that the BP AC 
only reports to the MPO Board. Ms. Moore said that one important thing in planning 
this Master Plan is that they need to look at the current planning to see why it's 
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ineffective. Ms. Beltran said that is why there are County and municipal Commissioners 
on the MPO Board. She asked Mr. Natoli if he followed up with the Growth 
Management Department and representatives from the City of Stuart as discussed a 
couple of meetings ago. Discussion ensued and Ms. Beltran encouraged Mr. Natoli to 
come speak to the MPO Board at the Sept. 19, 2016 meeting and she inquired of the 
committee if they would like him to speak on behalf of the committee about this matter. 
Ms. Bojanowski said that she has the comments that Mr. Natoli sent to staff regarding 
the scope. She said that Mr. Gomez was working with Kimley-Hom regarding the 
scope, in an effort to draft the scope according to Mr. Natoli's comments. Ms. Beltran 
said that there is an Advisory Committee Comments item on the MPO Agenda where 
Mr. Natoli could address the Board. The other members commented that they were in 
support of Mr. Natoli's comments, one member suggested that a motion be made to 
allow Mr. Natoli to represent the BPAC before the MPO Board. 

Mr. Natoli made a motion to have the comments he read into the record which 
were emailed to Mr. Gomez be incorporated into the Draft Scope of Services to go 
before the Board for review and if the Board is not satisfied with them, they may 
strike them out. Mr. Craig Houdeshell said that he would second that motion. The 
motion is as follows: 

["the purpose of this Task Order is to prepare the Martin County MPO 2040 
Bicycle/Pedestrian/Trails Master Plan which will explore the ways and means 
that the County can become a more bicycle/pedestrian friendly, 
walkable/livable community. This may include identifying planning policies 
to encourage and foster a truly walkable and bikeable County. Task 3: 
"Goals" should read, "Kimley-Horn will work with the Steering Committee to 
develop bicycle and pedestrian master planning and mobility goals" noting the 
addition of master planning to the sentence. Which master planning and 
mobility goals should be used with the Data Collection and Analysis in Task 2 
to identify opportunities to create a better place for pedestrians and bicyclists to 
live, work and play, and overcome existing problems and deficiencies. This 
Plan's Planning and mobility goals .... " Mr. Natoli said that in the Draft 
Recommendations-Task 4.1 " ... short- and long-range planning and 
Transportation Improvement Projects which may include overall 
planning/development/redevelopment pattern and design strategies, specific 
project limits, facilities ... " based on input from the public in Task 1.] 

Ms. Beltran encouraged Mr. Natoli to come to the Board meeting, so they will have the 
comments and you may speak in support of them. Ms. Preast asked if there is any 
language in the scope which specifies, " ... that encourages the adoption of measures that 
would maximize connectivity for livable and walkable communities throughout Martin 
County". She stated that using language similar to this ensures that the Board would 
adopt the necessary measures and it may soften some of the obstacles that we have 
encountered over the years if the language provided by Mr. Natoli can't be use. She said 
that through this scope the Board needs to come up with the measures. Ms. Moore said 
we can have him present his comments to the MPO on behalf of the BP AC. Discussion 
ensued. Mr. Natoli said that it's paramount that the Board at least views what is being 
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suggested in the scope/report from the consultants' recommendations in an attempt to 
provide safety for the residents of Martin County and if they reject it, it gets pulled; but 
we are doing a disservice to the public if we don't at least have it in the Draft Scope to 
start. Ms. Beltran agreed and said that she hadn't seen this email prior to tonight's 
meeting but having Mr. Natoli speak in support of it could be beneficial. Mr. Natoli said 
when you speak of planning measures or policies that's where it would go, so when the 
report is done and the work is beginning one needs to determine what needs to be 
accomplished/changed or what measures taken to make this be pedestrian friendly. At 
this point, he said, the MPO Board would have to make a recommendation to the Board 
of County Commissioners (BOCC), but currently we're just asking that it be given 
consideration. The members reviewed and agreed upon the changed text and Mr. Natoli 
affirmed that he would be at the MPO meeting in support of the inclusions in this 
document. Ms. Beltran requested that in the future when significant additions/changes 
are requested to a document that she be included as an email recipient. 

The motion from Mr. Natoli to have the comments he read into the record, which 
were emailed to Mr. Gomez, was amended to reflect the following changes: 

["the purpose of this Task Order is to prepare the Martin County MPO 
Bicycle/Pedestrian/Trails Master Plan which will explore the ways and means 
that the local governments can become a more bicycle/pedestrian friendly, 
walkable/livable community. This may include identifying measures to 
encourage and foster a truly walkable and bikeable County. Task 3: "Goals" 
should read, "Kimley-Horn will work with the Steering Committee to develop 
bicycle and pedestrian master planning and mobility goals" noting the 
addition of master planning to the sentence. Which Master planning and 
mobility goals should be used with the Data Collection and Analysis in Task 2 
to identifY opportunities to create a better place for pedestrians and bicyclists to 
live, work and play, and overcome existing problems and deficiencies. This 
Plan's Planning and mobility goals .... " Mr. Natoli said that in the Draft 
Recommendations-Task 4.1 " ... short- and long-range planning and 
Transportation Improvement Projects which may include overall 
planning/development/redevelopment pattern and design strategies, specific 
project limits, facilities ... " based on input from the public in Task 1.] 

This information should be incorporated into the Draft Scope of Services to go 
before the Board for review and if the Board is not satisfied with them, they may 
strike them out. Ms. Cheryl Lenartiene provided the second to the amended 
motion. There was no additional discussion on the amended motion. The motion 
passed unanimously. 

Mr. Trahan stated that the last time the Scope was discussed it was mentioned that there 
should be more public input than just the two public workshops. He said local areas like 
Golden Gate and others should be included, can language be included to reflect more 
public input? Ms. Beltran said that one of the Stakeholders will be the head of the CRAs 
who plans to assist the MPO in promoting this project as these facilities are very 
important in the CRAs. Ms. Beltran advised that there will be two "Open Houses" 
which will be held in assessable locations, by those most impacted. The exact details of 
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the Open Houses and Public workshops will be worked out with the consultants. Mr. 
Icyda inquired if translation will be provided for those from the Golden Gate vicinity. 
Ms. Beltran affirmed that two MPO staff members are bi-lingual but the MPO also has a 
contract with Language Line who can provide translation from many languages. Mr. 
Trahan also said that traffic calming is important if a bike/ped friendly area is desired 
seeing that traffic is mentioned but not traffic calming. Mr. Natoli said that's worth 
remembering to look to ensure that it is included when the Scope returns to this 
committee. Mr. Flanner inquired if instead of adding bike lanes and sidewalks could it 
be considered to combine the two spaces and have a separated multiuse path instead. He 
said that more people would be likely to utilize a multiuse trail if that were the case as 
families and children are not as likely to use bike lanes. Ms. Bojanowski advised that 
the MPO is working with other Advisory Boards, Parks and the Engineering 
Departments to ensure this Plan is inclusive as part of the public outreach. 

An addition to the amended motion was made by Ms. Cheryl Lenartiene to include 
language regarding more public outreach and acquisition of ROW also being 
in~luded in the scope. This amended motion was seconded by Mr. Ken Natoli and 
passed unanimously 

Ms. Moore requested a motion to have Mr. Natoli as a representative of BPAC attend 
the next MPO Policy Board meeting, in support of the scope and the importance of items 
included. 

Mr. Jan lcyda made the motion to have Mr. Natoli, as a representative of BPAC, 
attend the next MPO Policy Board meeting, in support of the scope and the 
importance of items included. This motion was seconded by Ms. Julie Preast. The 
vote passed unanimously. 

Ms. Beltran mentioned that it is a public meeting and anyone wishing to attend is 
welcome. 

6. COMMENTS FROM COMMITTEE MEMBERS 
Ms. Preast inquired of Ms. Beltran as to what progress has been made with regard to the 
funds percentage split between St. Lucie and Martin Counties. Ms. Beltran said that there 
was a proposed rule change which was advertised in late June by the United States 
Department of Transportation (USDOT) requesting comments by the end of August which 
was to change the MPO planning areas. This change would be so the MPOs would match 
the urbanized areas (UZAs) and any area to be urbanized within the next 20 years. She said 
that it impacts over half of the MPOs throughout the Country and 22 MPOs in the State of 
Florida. Ms. Beltran said if there were multiple MPOs in a planning area, they would have 
to merge or should they remain separate they would have to work together to develop one 
Transportation Improvement Program (TIP), one Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP) 
and one set of performance measures. She said that probably the Martin MPO and the St. 
Lucie County Transportation Planning Organization (TPO) would have to merge covering 
this portion of the County, leaving the southern portion of the County, Jupiter Island and 
Tequesta would be merged with the Miami UZA and be part of a separate UZA. 
Indiantown, she said would not be part of a Metropolitan Planning Area. She said that a 
merger will significantly change the transportation planning process and how projects are 
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funded in this County. Ms. Beltran stated that the funding split has been placed on hold in 
light of the concerns over what could happen with this proposed rule. Ms. Beltran said that 
the interesting part it that it's just the USDOT' s reinterpretation of the law, the law itself has 
not changed. Many people and organizations have opposed the rule for various reasons. 
Ms. Beltran said that there was a special Board Meeting in August to send a response with 
the impact to Martin County. She added that many large organizations, National 
Association of Regional Councils, American Association of MPOs, even on the State level, 
FDOT and the Metropolitan Planning Organization Advisory Committee (MPOAC) have 
sent letters opposing the reinterpretation of the law. She said we should know in about a 
month if the rule becomes final and what will be the next steps. Returning to Ms. Preast 
question, nothing further has happened regarding the funding split. Ms. Beltran stated that 
the U. S. House of Representatives Committee for Transportation Infrastructure requested 
an extension to the 60 day comment period which was ignored by the USDOT Secretary 
which is unusual. Ms. Preast said that for years FDOT tried to get the St. Lucie and Martin 
planning organizations to merge, why now are they on the other side? Ms. Beltran said that 
the letter came out of the FDOT Central Office but it was the District level who said it 
would be easier for them to have only one set of plans to implement and one set of meetings 
to attend on the Treasure Coast. She said regarding the Central Office and Secretary 
Boxold, the State has a lot of flexibility with MPOs who recognize Federal and Florida State 
laws adding that many States don't have a lot of governing laws for the MPOs. Florida has 
more MPOs than any other State, have a lot of flexibility, and they like that position. 
However, there are certain requirements with the new interpretation in which FOOT is not 
comfortable which was a primary reason why they spoke up against it. Discussion ensued 
about the severity of the impact on Martin and the measures the MPO took to address and 
respond to the Docket regarding this matter. It was noted that it was addressed by the Board 
of County Commissioners (BOCC), the City of Stuart and the Town of Jupiter Island which 
will suffer a huge impact in and of itself. After the 2020 Census, Ms. Beltran advised that 
potentially there could be an MPO which spans from Miami to Brevard County. Currently 
there is a State cap on number of MPO Board members (25) and with an MPO from Miami 
to Brevard, Martin County will not have a lot of representation. Ms. Beltran advised that 
she'll be communicating with the County's Governmental Liaison to discuss the County's 
strategies as well as representative's contacts and delegates for Martin. Ms. Beltran said 
that she would forward the information to Mr. Craig Houdeshell at his request. Mr. 
Houdeshell inquired as to the benefits that the Federal Government or the Secretary would 
reap. Ms. Beltran said that there are various speculations that certain areas could benefit 
from these changes. 

Mr. Natoli inquired when the next regular BPAC meeting would be held. Ms. Beltran 
advised that the next scheduled one is in February, 2017. Mr. Natoli mentioned that the 
focus needs to return to the East Coast Greenway (ECG) as that meeting was canceled and 
this is on the Scope of the Master Plan. He suggested a subcommittee meeting in October or 
November if the committee was up for it. Staff will get in touch to schedule a date. Ms. 
Preast said that when Mr. Stewart Robertson from Kimley Hom was here it was discussed 
that they should look into options for the ECG, it's in their scope but their work will not be 
complete by this time. Mr. Natoli said basically this committee can map out the route, if 
they want to help that's fine but they have other things with which to concern themselves. 
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Mr. Natoli said that he knows a motion was made requesting bike lanes and sidewalks on 
the roads but is there any official notice as to Jensen Beach Boulevard, 
Murphy/Cove/Savannah/Mapp Roads as well as those other projects, if someone could 
advise us as to the status that would be great. Ms. Beltran asked Mr. Barr if he could find 
out what projects are being scoped within the next six months or so as that would be the 
perfect opportunity to do that as FDOT has a comment period. It can't be before or after it's 
just a particular "six or eight month window" when comments may be made. Murphy Road 
is a County Road so it would be county staff that would need to attend the meeting to inform 
the committee. 

Mr. William Fry said that it seems like the timing on lights favor the vehicles, while 
pedestrian and cyclist have to wait. Can that be looked into? Ms. Beltran advised that it 
would be the County's traffic division that would be able to respond. Ms. Lenartiene said 
that it's important to have consistency as well. She said with a vision impairment, if there 
isn't an audible signal, to have the lights be timed differently could be a real problem. She 
said the consistency is important because you can follow the traffic pattern and if the 
pedestrian is first it's a big help otherwise it's hard to determine when to cross. Mr. Natoli 
said planning roadways better could help and though it's not something that can be done 
here, it's better to have three-two lane roads than one-six lane road, as the intersections are 
smaller and easier to cross. He said crossing US 1 at Colorado is a nightmare, even with a 
ten foot sidewalk there people are not going to walk it because eventually they'll have to 
cross the road. Ms. Lenartiene said that road timing changes one comer to the next, even 
drivers have mentioned the lack of consistency to her. 

Mr. Trahan said that a lot of good information happens in these meetings but more actual 
work needs to take place. Is there a possibility of having more subcommittee meetings 
where we can work on projects like getting an updated bicycle map? Ms. Beltran said that 
we are planning to have meetings/workshops to develop a new map. Ms. Preast suggested 
that they contact Mr. Sam Amerson at the City. Mr. David Pittinos commented as to the 
lack of use of the bike lanes on A-1-A in the Salemo area because it's tight in that area, and 
the sidewalk is only three feet wide. He said it's very scary. Ms. Moore said that when that 
project was done the bike lanes were narrowed from the original five feet at the request of 
the CRA. She added that she's known of cyclists who were struck by side view mirrors. 
Discussion ensued about potential remedies, narrow roadway, narrow the median in the 
center of the road to enlarge the bike lane, or potential sharrows. 

7. COMMENTS FROM FDOT 
Mr. Alex Barr advised that if a roadway is 35 miles per hour (MPH) or lower the lanes 
may be reduced to ten feet wide, adding that A-1-A would qualify for that reduction. 
He continued saying regarding a multiuse path, possibly on US 1, if there are a lot of 
housing or commercial developments, prior to approving the permit, it should be agreed 
to have the developer construct a shared use path or at a minimum dedicate the ROW 
for it to the local government. Mr. Barr said that sharrows also may be used on 
roadways of 35 MPH or less. Ms. Preast said that is one way to get around it and Rio 
needs a sharrow. She said BP AC can make the recommendations but the County really 
needs to look into it. Ms. Moore suggested sending a personal email to the Engineering 
Department requesting it. Mr. Barr stated that the County or City can deviate from 
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FOOT standards by utilizing green sharrows whereas FDOT may only use them in 
conflict zones. 

Ms. Bojanowski advised that October is walk to school month so staff and volunteers 
will be working at Port Salemo Elementary and J. D. Parker the first Wednesday in 
October for "National Walk to School Day". 

Ms. Moore expressed her thanks to Commissioner Barile for attending tonight's 
meeting. She also welcomed Mr. Barr the new FDOT representative. 

8. COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC 
None. 

9. NOTES 
None. 

10. NEXT MEETING 
Joint Citizens'/Bicycle/Technical Advisory Committee CAC/BPAC/TAC Meeting -
November 14, 2016 at 1:30 p.m. 

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 5:48 PM. 

Recorded and Prepared by: 

~. /3,21Jl7 
ar H. Brassard, Administrative Specialist, II Date 

Approved by: 

Joan~ Chair Date 
' j 
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