MARTIN METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION
BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEETING
Martin County Administrative Building
Growth Management Conference Room
2401 SE Monterey Road, Stuart, FL 34996
www.martinmpo.com
(772) 221-1498
Monday, February 12, 2018 @ 4:00pm
AGENDA

ITEM

ACTION

1. CALL TO ORDER
2. ROLL CALL
3. APPROVE AGENDA

APPROVE

4. APPROVE MINUTES
Regular Meeting – October 9, 2017

APPROVE

5. AGENDA ITEMS
A. ANNUAL ELECTION OF OFFICERS

APPROVE

B. PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT PLAN (PIP)
ANNUAL REPORT

APPROVE

C. SAFETY PERFORMANCE TARGETS

APPROVE

D. COMPLETE STREET STUDY: ACCESS TO
TRANSIT – SCOPE OF SERVICES

APPROVE

E. UNIFIED PLANNING WORK PROGRAM (UPWP)/
MPO AGREEMENT AMENDMENT

APPROVE

F. BICYCLE/PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES MAP – SCOPE OF
SERVICES

APPROVE

The Martin MPO solicits public participation without regard to race, color, national origin, age, sex, religion,
disability or family status. Persons who require special accommodations under the American with Disabilities Act
or persons who require language translation services (free of charge) should contact Bolivar Gomez, Senior Planner
(Title VI/Non-discrimination Contact) at (772) 288-5412 or bgomez@martin.fl.us in advance of the meeting.
Transportation assistance to and from this meeting for qualified transportation disadvantaged persons may be
arranged by calling 1-866-836-7034. Hearing impaired individuals are requested to telephone the Florida Relay
System at #711.
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G. TRANSIT OPERATIONS CENTER FEASIBILITY
STUDY UPDATE

APPROVE

6. COMMENTS FROM COMMITTEE MEMBERS
7. COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC
8. NOTES
•

MPO Office is moving to a new location:
Willoughby Commons Plaza
3481 SE Willoughby Blvd., Suite 101
Stuart, FL 34994

9. NEXT MEETING
April 2, 2018 - Joint CAC/BPAC/TAC Meeting at 1:30 p.m.
10. ADJOURN
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MARTIN METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION (MPO)
BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN ADVISORY COMMITTEE
MEETING SUMMARY
Monday, October 9, 2017 – 4:00 P.M.
2401 SE Monterey Road
st
1 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. ROLL CALL
Members in Attendance:
Joan Moore (Left at 5:06 PM)
Ken Natoli
William Fry
Julie Preast (Arrived at 4:04 PM)
John Trahan
Don Fabricy
Gene Zweben (Left at 5:31 PM)
Jan Icyda
David Pittinos (Left at 5:10 PM)
Excused Members:
Andy Flanner
Hal Forslund
Dawn Arvin
JP Lazo
Nick Pagan
Members Not In Attendance:
Eric Smith
Staff in Attendance:
Beth Beltran, MPO Administrator
Margaret Brassard, Administrative Assistant III
Bolivar Gomez, Planner
Others in Attendance:
John Krane, K & S
Michael Garau, Kimley-Horn, Project Engineer
Betsy Jeffers, FDOT, Project Manager
Vinny Barile, Town of Sewell’s Point
Alex Barr, FDOT Representative
Elizabeth Lenihan, Assistant County Attorney
Maria Formoso, FDOT, Project Manager
A quorum was present for the meeting.
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Ms. Moore advised prior to the meeting that she needed to leave early. Mr. Natoli will
conclude the meeting as chair.
3. APPROVE AGENDA
A motion to approve the Agenda was provided by Mr. Jan Icyda with a second
provided by Mr. David Pittinos. There were no objections. The motion passed
unanimously.
4. APPROVE MINUTES
Ms. Moore asked if there were any change or correction requests to the minutes for the
regular meeting of May 8, 2017.
Mr. Gene Zweben made a motion to approve the minutes of the May 8, 2017 meeting.
The second was provided by Mr. John Trahan. No changes were requested and the
motion passed unanimously.
Ms. Moore then asked if there were any change or correction requests to the minutes for the
regular meeting of June 12, 2017.
Mr. Ken Natoli commented that, on page seven, Ms. Sam Amerson needs to be corrected to
read Mr. He said he wasn’t sure of the page, but it is stated that I said that Monterey Road
was the only feasible client on the Railroad Feasibility Study, but I did not make that
comment. I don’t know what I said, but that was not my intension. He said he may have
suggested looking at the Monterey Road Extension as an alternative, but that he’s not
qualified to make that kind of a comment.
Ms. Moore asked if there would be a motion to approve for the minutes of the June 12, 2017
meeting, as amended.
Mr. William Fry made a motion to approve the minutes of the June 12, 2017 meeting as
amended. The second was provided by Mr. David Pittinos. No further changes were
requested and the motion passed unanimously.
Mr. Natoli stated that there has been an ongoing conversation about the roads with bike lanes
and the Bicycle/Pedestrian Advisory Committee (BPAC) said we wanted the MPO Board to
support bike lanes as well as shared use paths. He said he went to the MPO Board to
comment resurfacing projects should include bike lanes, wide shoulders, or share use paths.
He said “I went; I tried; I failed…sorry”. Ms. Beth Beltran clarified that the Engineering
Department Director has said in the past that if the budget is there, they definitely support
adding bike lanes. Ms. Beltran stated that Mr. Don Donaldson, Deputy County
Administrator has said when they can afford bike lanes, they’ll be installed but they will not
jeopardize the safety of residents by not resurfacing the roads because bike lanes can’t be
installed. Mr. Bolivar Gomez added that at the last meeting when FDOT presented the
citizens report, a lot of the projects were referenced as resurfacing projects many of which
included bike lanes or sidewalks such as Jensen Beach Boulevard and US-1 from south of
Heritage Boulevard to north of Salerno Rd. Ms. Julie Preast said that is State but it’s our
County that doesn’t follow through. Mr. Gomez concurred adding that if there’s funding the
County will be able to include those facilities.
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5. AGENDA ITEMS
A. SUNSHINE LAW PRESENTATION
Mr. Gomez introduced Ms. Elizabeth Lenihan, Assistant County Attorney, to make this
informational presentation. Ms. Lenihan explained that Sunshine laws protect the public
from closed-door decision making. She mentioned that they apply equally to elected
officials and appointed advisory boards, which is why she’s making this presentation. It
is, generally, not applicable to staff unless the staff is part of the decision-making process
or if the staff is used as a go-between between two members who cannot speak to each
other. Generally speaking she said, if you want to have communications to your
committee or if you receive something from the outside, go to staff first. Make sure staff
is the point of contact. Ms. Lenihan said that the Sunshine law applies to any gathering
or communication between two or more people who sit on the same Board or committee,
therefore, it applies to all of you. It does not apply to conversations between you and
someone else in the community; nor does it apply to conversations between you and your
County Commissioners she said, but it does include face-to-face communications, text
messages, social media, email, or fax, every form of communication. Ms. Lenihan
explained that it does not prohibit social interaction so if you see each other out
somewhere, please feel free to talk to one another, just do not speak about things that may
be foreseen as coming before your Board/committee. That is basically it for Sunshine
Law she said and asked if there were any questions. Mr. John Trahan asked Ms. Lenihan
what exactly is meant by “staff”. Ms. Lenihan advised that Mr. Bolivar Gomez and Ms.
Peggy Brassard are staff members. Mr. Trahan further asked if committee members can
share information with the staff but can the staff share that information with committee
members; and, if so, in what context? The best way to share information with committee
members is at a publicly noticed meeting. It can be placed on the Agenda and brought up
for discussion. That is the best avenue. If it is information you got and you want your
committee to be made aware of it, that information can be shared so long as everyone
understands that they’re just sharing information she said. Ms. Lenihan stated that no
opinions may be offered and no responses may come back. That is a major point as there
can be no two-way communication on issues or information shared. Seeing no additional
questions she moved on.
Ms. Lenihan stated that Public Records Law covers all documents made or received in
connection with the transaction of official business of the agency. She said this agency is
the MPO. Privacy is not an excuse she said, but there are many statutory exemptions.
Ms. Lenihan said if you know someone who says they may have concerns about
transportation in the community and they want to talk to you, maybe you can put it before
your committee or send an email to me. She warned, not to send an email to her if they
asked that their email not be released as all emails to her would be public record. Ms.
Lenihan said if you use your email doing public business, it then becomes public record.
She said it includes letters, social media, emails, text messages any form of
communication. If it is produced as a document, it is of public record. One exception is
your private notes are not of public records unless you share them with another
committee member. If you take notes during your meeting of things you want to followup on or things you want to bring to the meeting, those are not public records she said.
Ms. Lenihan gave the example of someone saying they missed the last meeting and asked
you what they missed. She said if you give them your notes from the meeting, you have
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just made your notes public record because you shared that information for official
purposes. Ms. Lenihan said that producing a document to staff is your best avenue. She
said if you receive something from outside, make sure you give a copy to staff. If there is
ever a public records request for things revolving around this committee she said, you
don’t need to produce any records because you know that you have already provided
everything to staff and they have the full record of what happened with this committee.
Ms. Lenihan commenced with ethics. The first thing is to not accept gifts. She gave the
example of someone thanking you for your time on this committee and how much they
appreciate you by offering to give you tickets to the fair. The other thing is regarding
voting. All members have to vote on all matters that come before the Board unless you
are either not present or you have a voting conflict of interest. You may have a voting
conflict of interest because you are on the advisory Board. That not only affects your
ability to vote but also your ability to participate in the discussion before the vote. Please
be very aware of those issues. The law states that a Board member shall not participate
with an attempt to influence the decision by written or oral communication or to vote in
any manner which will impact that member’s private gain or loss. Usually, that
economic benefit or harm and the special private gain or loss of any principal he/she has
retained, typically your employer, or the parent or subsidiary of a corporate employer or a
business associate or that you know would inure to the special private gain of a relative.
She said the following is the list of relations because they are very specific in this statute:
father, mother, son, daughter, husband, wife, brother, sister, father-in-law, mother-in-law,
son-in-law, or daughter-in-law. If you have a voting conflict-of-interest, you have to
declare the conflict prior to the vote and abstain from the vote. Mr. William Fry inquired
if Ms. Lenihan would give an example as to whether he could vote on a project.
Hypothetically, if a bicycle lane or a pedestrian walkway which is oriented either away
from or toward his father’s business would that be a conflict-of-interest if he were to vote
on this project. “Yes”, Ms. Lenihan explained. If you were to vote on that project you
would most likely, and understandably, want to have the walkway/bike lane scenario
benefit your father or your father’s business and/or your family or anyone in that conflict
group. That would definitely be creating a conflict-of interest; therefore, you must step
away from that voting arena altogether regarding this issue. If there were a choice
between two paths for a specific project and one of the paths would benefit somebody in
the list of people and the other path didn’t then, yes, that would be a voting conflict-ofinterest for you Ms. Lenihan said. She said it would be rare but voting members need to
be aware. She said that the MPO Board is the ultimate decision maker so they will be the
ones to make those policy choices and follow through with them.
Ms. Lenihan concluded her report on the Sunshine Law by letting everyone know that if
they have any questions or concerns getting through these issues to get in contact with
her and she can help you work through them.
B. FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION (FDOT) PRESENTATION –
RECONSTRUCTION OF SR 76/KANNER HIGHWAY FROM WEST OF PRATT
WHITNEY ROAD TO JACK JAMES DRIVE
Mr. Bolivar Gomez advised that the Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) will
be widening and reconstructing SR 76/Kanner Highway west of Pratt Whitney Road to
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Jack James Drive. Mr. Gomez said that Ms. Betsy Jeffers is the FDOT Project Manager.
Ms. Jeffers introduced Mr. Michael Garau, Project Manager at Kimley-Horn &
Association, Inc.
Mr. Garau began addressing the widening of Kanner Highway from Pratt Whitney Road
to Jack James Drive. He provided the project limits saying that part of the project is the
widening of Kanner Highway from Pratt Whitney Road to SW Locks Road from two to
four lanes. Resurfacing will be done from Locks Road to Jack James Road which is
already four lanes. Mr. Garau stated that this project is going to be including the
reconstruction of the intersection at Pratt Whitney Road and Kanner Highway to a
proposed roundabout. Mr. Garau displayed a typical section for the widening which
includes four twelve-foot wide travel lanes divided by a median, where there is a sevenfoot wide buffered bike lanes on each side as well as a six-foot wide sidewalk on the west
side and a twelve-foot wide shared use path on the east side. He said this, again, is the
proposed roundabout at the intersection Pratt Whitney Road and Kanner Highway. Mr.
Garau said that there are many benefits to roundabouts, first and foremost, it reduces the
speed through an intersection. Because of those reduced speeds he said, you ultimately
get a reduced number of accidents; as well as a reduction in severity of accidents. He
said in a regular intersection there is a chance of a head-on collision or a T-bone type
accident, whereas with roundabouts, everyone is circling in the same direction, so it
reduces severity. These roundabouts also improve pedestrian accommodations, as well.
The pedestrians only have to look in one direction at a time as opposed to worrying about
multiple movements unless something comes up from behind them. That, is an
improvement for pedestrians which also improves the Level of Service (LOS). Mr.
Trahan asked if he could explain how a cyclist will travel through the roundabout. Mr.
Garau said he has a slide and will explain that soon. He said that roundabouts have been
around for some time now, they are becoming more popular and Federal Highway is
encouraging them due to the increase of safety factor. He said that trucks and school
buses are accommodated in the roundabout as they are specifically designed with truck
aprons which allow extra space for the back-end of the truck as it circles around. Ms.
Julie Preast asked Mr. Garau about his slide showing the curve around the central grassy
area or the green spot in the middle. She asked what type of curve will be put in; will it
be a 45 or a 90 degree angle? If the RIO neighborhood had a 45 degree angle installed,
less damage to the central core of the roundabout would have occurred. She stated that
there will be a lot of trucks in this proposed area. She suggested if FDOT hasn’t already
planned for the 45 degree curve it should be considered to circumvent constant repairs on
the 90 degree curb. Mr. Garau concurred adding that usually the curb around the central
island is a flatter-type curb that allows the mounting of vehicles and thus fewer repairs.
He said that this is a single-lane roundabout so there is one lane coming in, one lane
circulating but, in this case, going southbound on Kanner there is a dedicated right turn
lane for the drivers to merge off to the right to make that turn onto 96th Street.
Pedestrians have dedicated refuge islands so that when they cross, they only have to look
in one direction to cross Kanner, cross into the refuge island, and then look into the other
direction before crossing.
Bicyclists, Mr. Garau said have two options: 1.) They can command the roundabout.
There are five points at the approach but there are no bike lanes through the roundabout.
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So, as they’re coming into the roundabout they can just command the lane, enter the
roundabout and follow the same traffic laws as would any vehicle. The vehicle traffic
laws state that upon entering the roundabout, they have to yield to anybody inside of the
circle. Ms. Preast advised that motorists deplore having bicycles in front of them. Is it
possible to put sharrow markings in the roundabout? Mr. Garau responded that there is
general guidance on the signing and markings of roundabouts, plus speed within the
roundabout are low, 20 miles per hour (MPH). Ms. Preast said that doesn’t really matter
to motorists, the danger is huge. She expressed her frustration with the fact that motorists
have no patience. Ms. Preast suggested that something be done in that location. She is of
the opinion that motorists would feel that they have priority. Mr. John Trahan said he’s
not sure about Florida, but some places with roundabouts have signs that say “cyclist may
take lane”. Mr. Natoli responded “yes” adding that they really need some signage and
suggested that those bike lanes do not end at 90 degrees if they take you to the road. Ms.
Preast said that it is a surprise to the cyclist. Mr. Garau pointed out that it signifies to the
cyclist that the bike lane ends, the cyclist has to transition off to the sidewalk or
command the center of the lane. Mr. Trahan stated that, as a cyclist, you wouldn’t want
to take the sidewalk. Mr. Garau agreed that the sidewalk is the second option, if the
cyclist doesn’t feel comfortable going through the roundabout they can dismount and
walk their bicycle to the crosswalk. Mr. Trahan stated that the point he’s trying to make
is that this is a blind corner for the cyclists, so there are going to be cyclists getting hit on
that crosswalk [as cars come around or turn right]. Ms. Moore reiterated to Mr. Trahan
that the cyclist is to dismount to cross as a pedestrian in the crosswalk. Ms. Jeffers then
asks Mr. Trahan what he meant when he said it was a “blind corner”. Mr. Trahan
requested that they return to the slide approaching the roundabout and look to the right at
the crossing of the side street. The cyclist entrance is to the right, around that corner;
therefore, cars cannot see someone crossing in the crosswalk, walking or on a bicycle.
They can’t see a pedestrian or cyclist until the vehicle is right there. That is the issue, if a
cyclist doesn’t take the road and tries to cross on the side street, they [nor the pedestrian]
are seen until the car is right on top of them. Mr. Garau advised that this is something
that will be brought up at the public meeting being held next week. He clarified that with
roundabouts, there are certain rules about driving through them and it requires education.
Mr. Garau said that this is education for the motorists, that one has to yield to traffic
inside the circle and must stop for anybody in the crosswalk both upon their entrance and
their exit. He said that this is a graphical depiction and even the landscaping there will be
open. Safety is dependent upon the pedestrians and bicyclists as well, he said. Each has
to follow the pedestrian/cycling rules to make merging safe for vehicles and individuals
alike. Even the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) has found that, for cyclists
and pedestrians, there’s 30%-40% improvement in safety when maneuvering through
these types of intersections. Mr. Gene Zweben asks Mr. Garau if there are signs near the
crosswalks for cars to stop for pedestrians. Ms. Jeffers clarified that there are pedestrian
signs in that picture to the right, that show people, referencing a pedestrian crossing. Mr.
William Fry said in addition to no provision for the bike lane disappearing roughly
without continuation of a painted pathway or an area that the cyclist is to occupy, nor
anything informing drivers that they’re sharing the lane with cyclists, including the
complexity of the traffic lanes merging while reducing speed, you put that all together
and it does seem like it’s all at once. He said when he’s driving his car in a 50 mph zone
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and he has to drop down to 20 mph with a 40-foot container truck beside him, his focus is
on that truck. Mr. Fry said that the lowest common denominator, the “little guy” gets
shoved into the dirt. Ms. Jeffers explained that in this particular case this is not a twolane roundabout; it is just one lane approaching each side. Ms. Jeffers continued
explaining to Mr. Fry, that there is one lane coming into each approach. She said Kanner
Highway is on the south side of Pratt Whitney Road. Ms. Jeffers further stated that there
are two lanes going out and two coming in, they do not merge. She said that southbound
Kanner Highway has a right turn only lane though they still have to yield to
pedestrians/cyclists in the roundabout. Pratt Whitney Road also is just two lanes and
never becomes four lanes in the roundabout. She mentioned that on the north side after
the roundabout, Kanner Highway becomes four lanes. Mr. Fry noted that in these
roundabouts there are a lot of conditions where it is car against car, each trying to spend
the least amount of time in the circle. He again noted that the focus is on the cars with
the pedestrian being secondary. Mr. Fry said emphasis needs to be on maximizing the
pedestrians/cyclists visibility while maximizing the drivers’ awareness that there are
other users of the road, and everything possible to improve that correlation needs to be
done. Ms. Jeffers responded FDOT has learned in the last few years a lot about
roundabouts and their designs so the newer ones are bigger than the roundabout recently
installed in Jensen Beach but still a one lane until the motorist is out of the roundabout.
Eventually, it will become two-lanes coming from Pratt Whitney. Mr. Natoli asked Ms.
Jeffers if she is speaking of the Jensen roundabout at the beach. She affirmed. Mr.
Natoli mentioned that FDOT added that slip lane to which Ms. Jeffers agreed. Mr. Natoli
asked how it is working out for people using that roundabout. Ms. Jeffers told him that
she wasn’t a part to that roundabout but she remembers that originally, it was supposed to
have had a slip lane but because of all of the environmental impact studies that FDOT
was doing, the slip fund could not be increased anymore. With the slip lane, it should be
working much better. Mr. Natoli mentioned that when a cyclist enters a roundabout the
need to know all the points from where cars are coming is paramount and now there is an
extra lane. Mr. Natoli asked if anyone has looked into that as this roundabout would be
very similar to the one on Jensen Beach. A picture of the sign mentioned earlier which
reinforces the state law in which motorists have to stop for pedestrian was presented to
the committee by Mr. Zweben. Ms. Jeffers said she will see if those signs can be placed
there or not as there are two schools nearby. Ms. Julie Preast inquired as to whether they
could consider a merge sign for the cyclists and the truckers to see that the bicyclists are
allowed to merge into that roundabout because it really is very abrupt. Ms. Jeffers
replied that she will need to look into the signs as FDOT is aware that the bike lane ends
then it starts again on the other side. Ms. Preast then asked how the cyclists would know
that they can get back on a bike lane. Ms. Jeffers continued that the cyclists are
encouraged to go up on the sidewalks because the bike land ends at the ramp. Ms. Preast,
expressed her concerns stating if that were the case then why doesn’t the bike lane end
right at the sidewalk [ramp], according to this drawing it continues for a few feet then
abruptly ends. Ms. Jeffers explained to Ms. Preast that FDOT needs the extra shoulder
until the curve begins noting the diagram. Ms. Jeffers stated that it can be striped out like
a Chevron to show it is not continuing as part of the bike lane. Ms. Preast said whatever
you can do to alleviate the confusion. Mr. Trahan added if you look at where the two
roads come in, at the top of the diagram [Agenda page 52], look where the cyclists have
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to go in order to take the lane and go straight through the roundabout. He stated they
have to cross a lane of turning traffic, take the lane, and go through to the second turn
[out of the roundabout]. Mr. Trahan stated that in his opinion that doesn’t work, there
should be a better transitioning if one is going straight across to continue on the other
side. It was determined that there are no continuous bike lanes outside of a roundabout
perimeter, they are not allowed. Mr. Trahan asks why not have a dotted line in the entry
transitioning the cyclist to the other lane. You could have a dotted bike lane that goes
across where those hash marks are that brings the cyclist to the inside lane. Ms. Jeffers
explained to the group that it’s not allowed in modern roundabouts. FDOT now uses this
way to drop the bike lane not the dotted lane anymore, if you have seen that, it could be
an older roundabout version which FDOT no longer supports. Mr. Natoli said it
shouldn’t matter if it’s an older version of a roundabout, this is a big issue. Whether or
not FDOT acts on this it’s a good point, he said. Mr. Fry commented that this
intersection has the room to put in a dash lane which provides a way for bicycles to cross
over to the lane they would need to be in to continue straight. What you are showing is
not a good or safe way for cyclists said Mr. Fry and suggested this information be shared
with others at FDOT. Mr. Natoli summarized that signage showing bicycles sharing the
road with the cars would be beneficial. Mr. Garau mentioned that future projected data
indicates that Eastbound will eventually become two lanes, he provided a design
depiction and explained how traffic will navigate through the roundabout adding that the
necessary space is there.
Mr. Garau noted the growing number of roundabouts in the State of Florida itself, but
also nationwide. Statewide, there are about 350 roundabouts. FDOT, today, on the State
Highway System, probably has close to 30 compared to about 8,500 signalized
intersections he said adding that number will grow since FDOT, in conjunction with
FHWA sees a better future with roundabouts. Mr. Garau said that FDOT has been
analyzing data with other ones around the country. FHWA is encouraging roundabouts,
FDOT has taken note and is looking to do the same thing. Mr. Garau said from an
overall schedule, construction is expected to start next summer and would be completed
about two years out with costs a little over $10 million. So, for the next steps he
commented, we are going to have the Public Hearing next week at the library right next
to the Indian River Technical Institute State College. It was originally scheduled for
September 7th but, due to Hurricane Irma, everything had to be rescheduled. Because of
that, we had to find a new location as well. We will be meeting next week at 5:30 PM. It
will start as an Open House and at 6:30 PM we will begin the presentation which will be
followed by a public comment period. We also have a meeting before the Board at the
end of the month where we will present the results of the discussion here today as well as
the results of the public meeting. In conclusion he presented the contact information for
Ms. Betsy Jeffers and asked if there were any comments or other information for
consideration. Ms. Beth Beltran said this is an approval item and asked if the committee
would recommend the design of the roundabout with your comments or recommend that
the roundabout not be designed based on your comments.
Mr. Ken Natoli made a motion to approve the roundabout be designed with the
committee comments. Ms. Julie Preast provided a second.
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Mr. John Trahan said, as a touring and local cyclist, roundabouts are much preferred to an
intersection with or without lights, but it must be properly designed with ample signage.
He said when a cyclist takes the sidewalk they need to dismount. Ms. Jeffers said
bicyclers are to dismount in the crosswalk but may ride on the multiuse path. Mr. Trahan
asked if they can all be assured that FDOT will ensure that there is visibility and that
there are no blind corners. Ms. Jeffers said there is no landscaping so it’s open, no blind
corners. She noted that the Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) suggested that on one
side, [the north west corner of SE 96th and Kanner Highway] the crosswalk is too close to
the intersection. She said they recommended that it be pushed back to allow motorists
space to stop adding that the comment is already noted. She said the intersection and
pedestrians are visible because there is no landscaping. Mr. Trahan inquired if there is
space on the islands to accommodate a bicycle there. Yes, Ms. Jeffers confirms, they are
wide enough for that. Ms. Preast said that one of the best benefits of the roundabout is
that they remain functional during times like after a hurricane. Mr. J. P. Lazo asked
about lighting in the roundabout; he is a night-rider. Ms. Jeffers responded that the intent
is to light up the whole intersection. Mr. William Fry asked if FDOT would give
additional provisions for cyclists to have their own lane possibly a green “conflict area”
lane. He advised that he loves traffic circles but would like to see it be clearer as to how
people could use them safely possibly with striping. Ms. Jeffers explained that a circle is
much larger than a roundabout so it wouldn’t work out here adding that the circle and the
modern roundabout are totally different. Mr. Fry said he intended to say roundabout.
Ms. Jeffers said that those types of standards come down from FHWA and it is part of the
Manual Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD); so FDOT would adopt that as a
state as we do with the counties and the cities. It would have to be a Federal decision to
stripe a roundabout. Mr. Fry continued that he thinks there should be a sign that
motorists must yield not only for the bicyclist but also for the pedestrian traffic. Ms.
Jeffers continued explaining that there is a sign to “share the road” but she’s unsure if a
roundabout can necessarily be shared in that manner. Ms. Preast said that anything
would be helpful. Ms. Jeffers said that she will check into it. It was noted that there was
a motion and a second on the floor. The question was called for the amended motion.
The motion to approve the SR 76/Kanner Highway from west of Pratt Whitney
Road to Jack James Drive with the roundabout being redesigned with the
committee comments was made by Mr. Ken Natoli. Ms. Julie Preast provided a
second. Seeing no opposition the motion passed unanimously.
C. FDOT PRESENTATION – SR 714 WIDENING FROM CITRUS BOULEVARD.
TO MARTIN DOWNS BOULEVARD.
Mr. Bolivar Gomez introduced the Project Manager, Maria Formoso, from FDOT with
their consultant, Mr. John Krane with K & S, making the presentation. He stated that
they will be holding a Public Hearing on October 26, 2017, but they wanted to present to
the MPO Board and Advisory Committees prior to the Public Hearing so that everyone
knew what was going on. Mr. Krane said that they are doing a study, so this is the design
before the Project Development and Environment Study (PD&E). The location, he said
is SR 714 from Martin Downs Boulevard to Citrus Boulevard. Mr. Krane advised that
this presentation will describe a PD&E study, the purpose and need for the project, the
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project description/limits and environmental impacts to mention a few. He noted that
PD&E studies expose problems during the analysis phase so that solutions may be
secured prior to getting into the actual project, to avoid or minimize impacts, select the
preferred alternatives, and incorporate public involvement. The class of action for this
particular project is a “State Environmental Impact Report” or SEIR. He advised that
there is a “categorical exclusion” which is CE-type tool or the environmental impact
statement. This is the class of action which means that no federal monies are being
applied, this project is entirely state-funded, being approved at the FDOT District
Secretary level meaning that it will take less time to go from concept to concrete. It is
also being conducted through FDOT’s new process called the “State Wide Acceleration
Transformation” or “SWAT” process. He said that FDOT through SWAT, performs a lot
of work up front, noting that upon hiring the consultant, the PD&E and design were done
together. He advised that by the Public Hearing FDOT will be preparing to submit the
initial, first stage of the design. Mr. Krane said that the Purpose and need for the project
is that the Metropolitan Planning Organization’s (MPO’s) 2040 Long Range
Transportation Plan (LRTP) indicates that SR 714 will exceed capacity by 25% within
that time frame. He noted that this project will provide additional capacity from Citrus
Boulevard all the way to Martin Downs; will improve the signalized intersection
operations at Citrus Boulevard as well as at SW 42nd Avenue to the existing signal. Mr.
Krane said the project is consistent with the Comprehensive Growth Management Plan
and it was the number four priority in the List of Project Priorities (LOPP). He said it
will enhance emergency evacuations by improving the evacuation roadway system. Mr.
Krane noted that SR 714 is an east west arterial link to SR 710, I-95, the Turnpike, SR 76
as well as US 1 in Martin. He said the project is to take the two-lane existing roadway,
make it a four-lane divided roadway with the dividing median being approximately one
mile in length. He provided the project limits with the west side of Citrus, through to the
Turnpike interchange. Pedestrians and cyclists will be addressed accordingly Mr. Krane
said. The bridge goes over the Florida Turnpike he said and there are two PD&E studies
currently in process. Mr. Krane said that they have been collaborating with Project
Manager, Mr. Brian Ribaric on the widening of the Turnpike which will come to the
committees in the near future. He said accommodating heavy truck traffic is important
with SR 714 and the Turnpike on one end while I-95 is on the other. ROW impacts are a
concern any time you build or widen a road said Mr. Krane so ensuring that coordination
with the health and transportation system along the Turnpike is paramount. Mr. Krane
said that trips were made to that location after Hurricane Irma to view the drainage in that
area adding that coordination with the Water Management District, Martin County, and
the Army Corp of Engineers will be important. He advised that there are utilities along
the corridor such as Florida Power and Light (FP&L), gas, and the Turnpike Intelligent
Transportation Systems (ITS) to mention a few, for which utility coordination must be
made. Mr. Krane highlighted the options reviewed for the bridge adding that through
their coordination with the Turnpike, to minimize cost and future rip out, they will use as
much of the existing structure as possible and add the sidewalk so when the Turnpike
actually widens the bridge in the near future there will be minimal waste. Mr. William
Fry clarified that the project will be torn up when the Turnpike is widened. Mr. Krane
stated that is why we are coordinating with the Turnpike to provide the improvements
without spending as much until the full project can be completed which won’t be until
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about Fiscal Year (FY) 2030/35 as it’s not funded, but based on the traffic, that’s the
anticipated time. Mr. Krane added that the bridge is already over capacity and waiting on
the Turnpike to solidify their project could delay this project five years. Even if their
product takes a little longer it will still be a perfectly functional bridge and if/when the
Turnpike comes through Martin gets a new bridge out of it.
Mr. Krane showed the typical sections and explained what exists today, from two lanes,
swale drainage, and sidewalks on 42nd Avenue. He pointed out existing ROW lines and
center lines adding that all the widening will be on the south side but it will require
additional ROW. Mr. Ken Natoli stressed his concern about the sidewalks being adjacent
to the curb suggesting that they be moved back to the ROW line where they’re supposed
to be. Mr. Krane advised Mr. Natoli that the plans actually indicate that the sidewalk will
be abutting the ROW with a small swale in front of the Sands Office Park to
accommodate drainage. Some minor adjustment to the elevation of the road will need to
be made, not the whole length of the road but at points around 42nd Avenue. Mr. Natoli
stated that the stormwater is being collected in the road because there is a curb. He said
the only water run-off from the side is from the grass, outward and he suggested that the
sidewalks be placed on the [ROW] edge not up against the curb. Mr. Natoli commented
that if the posted speed is 45 MPH motorists go 60. Discussion ensued about the water
run-off and the sidewalk. Mr. Krane advised that he will make a note of it. If there is
any way to push it back, leaving the mandated two feet for maintenance they will do it. It
was learned that pushing out the sidewalk creates steeper side slopes and potentially
additional ROW. Mr. Krane said he’s heard the comments, he’ll speak to his manager
adding that they will make it as far as they can. Discussion ensued about the size of the
sidewalk and “buffered bike lanes” were described as a two-foot striped off area on State
Roads between bike lanes and cars. Mr. Natoli pointed out that on US-1 there is a bike
lane with an adjacent sidewalk which is seldom used. Ms. Preast added that there are
light poles in the sidewalk. Mr. Krane reminded the committee drainage was discussed,
and advised of the median openings and the direction in which each will go. He said that
water will be conveyed between easements and flow north to Bessie Creek. Mr. Krane
provided an overview of the swales, the intersection, widening of the bridge and the
proposed easements as well as the ROW table. He said there are a lot of drainage
considerations in this area so they may need to move the alignment further south to
accommodate that drainage and it may actually circumvent the need to purchase corner
clips for that area. Mr. Krane noted the environmental impacts are great with the project
encompassing wetlands, wildlife, and their habitat. Other considerations he said are
contamination, the social environment, noise and air analyses adding that no species were
negatively impacted within the proposed alternative. Mr. Krane provided the PD&E
Project Schedule beginning in August, 2016; Public Kick-Off Meeting in January, 2017;
the Alternatives Public Workshop in April, 2017; a Public Hearing in October, 2017;
with FDOT approval anticipation for December 23, 2017. Mr. Krane stated that the
design is ongoing and it’s hoped to have the initial plan set after the Public Hearing to
move the project forward, ROW is funded in the fiscal year (FY) 2018/19 Transportation
Improvement Program (TIP) which is currently estimated at $3.85 million which we look
to reduce. He said that after the roadway shift we will review again for the difference,
but construction is currently funded at $18.15 million in fiscal year 20/21. Mr. Krane
said that he will take questions. Mr. Fry noted the utility infrastructure regarding the
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design and suggested that if there are six-foot sidewalks in either direction that the utility
poles are not within a foot of the sidewalk. He said that cyclists’ passing one another or a
pedestrian could have a handlebar problem. Mr. Fry said that in Martin County there are
a lot of sidewalks with big, utility poles right in the middle of them. Discussion ensued
as to the actual location of the poles noting that they typically are as far back of the ROW
as they can be placed. We’re not going to purchase additional ROW he said, and advised
that he will check into the placement of the poles. Mr. Fry mentioned that putting utility
poles in the middle of the sidewalks is ludicrous. Ms. Julie Preast said that a traditional
neighborhood is supposed to be pedestrian friendly and people will use this sidewalk to
go between this project and into the community in Stuart so please keep protecting the
pedestrian/cyclist in mind. Connectivity and prioritizing projects were noted to be
paramount in an effort to provide continuity for the bicycle network as well as for vehicle
traffic.
It was noted that Ms. Moore had to be excused from the meeting and Mr. Ken Natoli, Vice Chair introduced the next
agenda item.

D. BICYCLE, PEDESTRIAN AND TRAILS MASTER PLAN UPDATE
Mr. Bolivar Gomez offered his appreciation to those who attended the Open House
noting most of this committee was there. He stated that there were approximately 48
people. For those not present, he said, the steering committee, County staff and the
consultant team came up with a prioritization criterion on the top ten identified projects.
Mr. Gomez said that reviewing these criteria helped to identify the projects with one
being the total Traffic Volume Count. He said if a corridor has a large number of
vehicles going through a specific section, priority to traffic volume becomes more
important. Safety is paramount Mr. Gomez stated a number of pedestrian and bicycle
crashes within the project corridor were reviewed adding that if there were numerous
crashes in a specific area, the project would get more points. He stated that connectivity
and distance to County libraries, colleges, schools, and/or community parks was a
prioritization criteria also identified. Transit access was also considered, he said, adding
if a corridor connected to over three existing transit stops it would get the highest number
of points. Mr. Gomez mentioned that the criteria was handed out to the committee noting
that the criteria helped to determine the top ten projects; SE Cove Road from Willoughby
Blvd. to Dixie Highway Shared Use Path was identified as the top project. He said SE
Monterey Road from SW Palm City Road to SE Willoughby Blvd was given the least
amount of votes; but it’s interesting because on the priority projects list it was fourth in
importance. Mr. Gomez advised that the surveys obtained applied to the top 10 projects
and the draft document will be available at the next joint meeting. Ms. Julie Preast
clarified that there’s no official ranking; it’s just a matter of getting them on the list and
see how far the funds stretch to which project(s) will get done. Mr. Gomez responded
affirmatively. Ms. Preast said that she likes the Open House but the problem is that
people may come from a certain area to vote for their local roads so it’s a biased vote
because they prefer things in their community to get done first and because of that, she’s
glad there is no ranking. That’s correct, Mr. Gomez stated, even for projects that have
been making the top ten, we will still have set recommendations for certain corridors and
intersections. Ms. Preast mentioned the concerns of a Citizens’ Advisory Committee
(CAC) member [Mr. Al. Zilg] at the last Joint Meeting adding that County Line Road
was his big concern and asked Mr. Gomez if he would look into that and speak to Mr.
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Zilg about it. Mr. Natoli commented that one of the most important things to note is that
BPAC moved Goal Four, to make Martin County a walkable/livable community to the
number one goal. He said supporting the Goals and Objectives is huge for the County
and we need everybody to support them. Mr. Natoli mentioned the East Coast Greenway
(ECG) Trail which is a desired destination. It was noted that all the Board of County
Commissioner (BOCC) member’s email addresses are on the County’s website if
someone desires to send a letter requesting their support for the ECG or other paths. It
was specified that if anyone wrote to a Commissioner that staff alone could be copied, no
members of this committee.
Ms. Julie Preast stated that she had attended the Open House and expressed concern as to
the comments made by Mr. Troy McDonald in which he said that the City [of Stuart] will
be replacing the Oak Trees with Palm Trees because the roots are causing damage to
sidewalks. Ms. Preast expressed her displeasure saying that Palm Trees will not provide
adequate shade for those on the sidewalks as would an Oak Tree. She said she’s aware of
the damage the roots have caused the sidewalks and bike paths but other solutions too
need to be considered that could provide shade. Mr. Gomez advised that sometimes
certain funds may be used for landscaping and he asked Mr. Alex Barr, FDOT
representative, to expound on the topic. Mr. Barr said that some construction projects
had a small percentage of funds allowed for landscaping, but other than that, landscaping
is now provided on the local level.
Mr. John Trahan suggested to the committee again the need for law enforcement. He
said that unless the rules are enforced, people will not abide by them. This is critical,
especially when sharrows are placed on the roadways. Ms. Preast mentioned that the
City has run into some delays in implementing the sharrows on the bascule bridge. Mr.
Trahan said that the “right on red” or “illegal stop” traffic infractions need to be
addressed by law enforcement for pedestrian and cyclist safety. Mr. Gomez reminded the
committee that the various agencies in the County are invited with each agenda.
However, he said, the agencies have to determine which event their employees may
attend as they must be compensated which can create an issue. Ms. Preast suggested that
Community Officer Joseph Anjelico be invited as he attends many of the Neighborhood
Advisory Committees (NAC) meetings and provides reports.
Mr. Natoli returned to speaking on Goal One of the Master Plan, noting that the MPO
Board needs to recommend it to the BOCC so they can review the Comprehensive Plan
as the County is developing or being redeveloped in an effort to encourage these land use
modifications so they can be in “the works”. Mr. Gomez stated that the Draft Bicycle,
Pedestrian and Trails Master Plan will be presented at the Joint Meeting in November and
it’s anticipated to be adopted in December at the MPO Meeting. He reminded the
committee that they will see the Draft document next month prior to the slated adoption
in December and that this was an informational item only.
6.

COMMENTS FROM COMMITTEE MEMBERS
Mr. John Trahan said he mentioned this at the Joint Committee Meeting and believes that
it’s worth mentioning again. He commented on the length of the bike lane on I-95 and
Kanner Highway and said that a cyclist is out there forever. Mr. Barile advised that this
was also brought up to FDOT at the MPO meeting when he began speaking about the
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right turn lane in Sewall’s Point crossing a bike lane, then the I-95 and Kanner Highway
bike lane was discussed by Commissioner Smith. He said that it is on FDOT’s radar.
Mr. William Fry said that light signals on Jensen Beach Road need to be synchronized as
it’s extremely difficult for people to cross the road. He added that could be an
inexpensive fix to a major safety issue. Mr. Barile mentioned that there is a right turn in
Sewall’s Point that no one ever stops for so pedestrian can’t cross. After working with
FDOT they resolved the problem with a “Black Out Light” which eliminates the right
turn light when a pedestrian activates the signal. He said something like that could be a
solution for Jensen Beach Road. Ms. Preast said that there is a lot of jay-walking on
Jensen Beach Boulevard as well as Indian River Drive and the roundabout as there are
businesses on both sides. They hold events there on Thursday nights and there are a lot
of families in that area. Ms. Preast is of the opinion that the Downtown portion is County
maintained and FDOT isn’t in control until the roundabout, but she suggested that it be
looked into.
7.

COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC
None.

8.

NEXT MEETING
November 13, 2017 – Joint Advisory Committee at 1:30 PM
Mr. Natoli asked when the next actual BPAC meeting would be. It was determined that it
would be February 12, 2018 at 4:00 PM. Discussion ensued about the adoption of the
Master Plan and plans to seek Sun Trail funding.

9.

ADJOURN
Seeing no additional items on the agenda the meeting was adjourned RONR (10th
ed.), p.233, c.(9) at 5:30 PM.

Recorded and Prepared by:
_________________________________________
Margaret H. Brassard, Administrative Specialist, III

________________________
Date

Approved by:
______________________________________
Joan Moore, Chair
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ITEM NUMBER:

5A

MARTIN METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION
BICYCLE AND PREDESTRIAN ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEETING
AGENDA ITEM SUMMARY
MEETING DATE:
DUE DATE:
February 12, 2018
February 5, 2018
WORDING:
ANNUAL ELECTION OF OFFICERS
REQUESTED BY:
PREPARED BY:
MPO
Beth Beltran

UPWP#:
1.1

DOCUMENT(S) REQUIRING
ACTION:
N/A

BACKGROUND
In accordance with Section 1.03 B. (2) of the MPO Bylaws, Standing Committee Officers
“shall be elected at the first meeting of the Calendar year. The Chairman and Vice-Chairman
shall serve for a period of one year or until a successor is elected and shall be voting
members.” According to Section 1.03 B. (3), "The Chairman shall call and preside at all
meetings. The Vice-Chairman shall serve as Chairman in the absence of the Chairman.” As
stated in Section 1.02 C. (1), all MPO meetings will need to be conducted according to
Robert’s Rules of Order.
ISSUES
At the February 12, 2018 Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee (BPAC) meeting,
Committee Members shall nominate and elect a Chairman and a Vice-Chairman.
______________________________________________________________________________
RECOMMENDED ACTION
Move appointment of __________________, as BPAC Chairman and _________________, as
BPAC Vice-Chairman.
APPROVAL
MPO
ATTACHMENTS
MPO Bylaws Excerpt
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176

1.03

COMMITIEES

178
179

A.

Standing Committees

180
181

(1)
There are hereby created three standing committees, which shall be advisory committees
to the governing board of the MPO. These advisory committees are the Technical Advisory Committee
(TAC), Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee (BP AC), the Citizens Advisory Committee (CAC),
and the Regional Advisory Committee (RAC).

177

182
183

184
185

186
187
188

189
190

191
192
193

194

B.

Operation

(1)
Committee Members having three consecutive absences in succession or four absences in
the previous 12 months, unexcused by the Chair, will require a replacement or reappointment by the
MPO, except as noted below. The active roster shall be comprised of committee members who have not
had three consecutive absences in succession or four absences in the previous 12 months.
(a)
For the Citizens Advisory Committee and the Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory
Committee, seasonal residents may serve any resident appointment. Seasonal residents, if so declared
upon their appointment, shall be required to attend at least five meetings per year between September
and May.

195

196
197

198

(2)
Officers - A Chairman and Vice Chairman shall be elected at the first meeting of the
Calendar year. The Chairman and Vice Chairman shall serve for a period of one year or until a
successor is elected and shall be voting members.

199

200
201
202

(3)
Chairman -The Chairman shall call and preside at all meetings. The Vice Chairman
shall serve as Chairman in the absence of the Chairman.

203

(4)
Minutes - The staff of the MPO shall maintain the minutes and other records. The
minutes shall accurately reflect the proceedings.

204
205
206
208
209

(5)
Quorum -A majority of the TAC voting members on the active roster must be present
for the Technical Advisory Committee to conduct business. A majority of the CAC or BPAC members
on the active roster at the time of the respective meeting must be present for the CAC or BPAC to
conduct business.

210
211

C.

207

Composition and Duties:

212
213

214
215
216

217
218

(1)
The Technical Advisory Committee-The responsibility of the Technical Advisory
Committee, hereinafter referred to as the TAC, shall be to serve the MPO in an advisory capacity on
technical matters, including promoting communication among members, promoting coordination of
transportation planning and programming, reviewing technical sufficiency, accuracy, and completeness
of appropriate studies, making priority recommendations for transportation plans and program
implementation, and providing technical responses on other transportation planning issues.

219
220
221

The TAC shall be composed of 14 voting members and an undesignated number of non-voting
members . The voting member sponsoring agencies are as listed below.

222
223

224

1.
2.

Martin County Engineering
Martin County Growth Management
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ITEM NUMBER:

5B

MARTIN METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION
BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEETING
AGENDA ITEM SUMMARY
MEETING DATE:
DUE DATE:
UPWP#:
February 12, 2018
February 5, 2018
2.1
WORDING:
PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT PROGRAM (PIP) ANNUAL REPORT
REQUESTED BY:
PREPARED BY:
DOCUMENT(S) REQUIRING
MPO
Beth Beltran/
ACTION: PIP Annual Report
Bolivar Gomez
BACKGROUND
The MPO Public Involvement Plan (PIP) is a guiding document to help ensure public input is
considered during the transportation planning process. This annual report evaluates the MPO’s
success at meeting the objectives and strategies outlined in the PIP. The MPO PIP was recently
updated in April 2017 and no update is required at this time.
ISSUES
At the February 12, 2018 BPAC meeting, MPO staff will present the 2017 PIP Annual Report
for discussion and approval.
_____________________________________________________________________________
RECOMMENDED ACTION
Recommend approval of the 2017 PIP Annual Report as presented.
APPROVAL
MPO
ATTACHMENTS
2017 PIP Annual Report
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Public Involvement
Annual Report

2017

January 1, 2017 through December 31, 2017

ORGANIZATION, NAME, ADDRESS AND
TELEPHONE NUMBER:
Martin Metropolitan Planning Organization
2401 SE Monterey Road
Stuart, FL 34996
772-221-1498
www.martinmpo.com

Year
in Review
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MARTIN METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION
PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT – 2017 ANNUAL REPORT

Narrative:
Each year, the Martin Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) assesses the
effectiveness of its public outreach techniques and strategies to ensure that funds and
time are invested efficiently and only after consultation with the public on a regular and
as-needed basis. The MPO measures its overall performance by conducting a Public
Involvement – Annual Report. In doing so, the MPO evaluates the Objectives and
strategies detailed in the MPO’s Public Involvement Plan (PIP), initially adopted on
December 21, 2009 and revised recently on April 17, 2017.
The Martin MPO PIP contains the following 5 Objectives:
Objective 1: To hold regular public meetings with its standing Advisory
Committees, to obtain their input on all documents, projects, and funding
determinations prior to consideration by the MPO Board.
Objective 2: To provide equitable access to information regarding transportation
decision making.
Objective 3: To engage the public early, often, and with clarity so that
opportunities exist for public feedback in the transportation decision making
process.
Objective 4: To use a variety of methods to involve and engage the public.
Objective 5: Public Input on Program of Projects for Martin County Public
Transit.
The purpose of this Annual Report is to review both the Objectives and strategies listed
above in order to assess if/when they were met during the 2017 calendar year. To access
the
previously
approved
2016
Public
Involvement
Annual
Report,
visit:
http://martinmpo.com/wp-content/uploads/2017/03/Approved-PIP_AnnualReport_16.pdf
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Objective 1: To hold regular public meetings with its standing Advisory
Committees, to obtain their input on all documents, projects, and
funding determinations prior to consideration by the MPO Board.

Technical Advisory Committee (TAC)
Meeting- June 5th 2017

Citizens Advisory Committee (CAC) MeetingJune 7th 2017

Local Coordinating Board for the
Transportation Disadvantaged (LCB-TD)
Meeting- June 5th 2017

Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee
(BPAC) Meeting- June 12th 2017

3
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Objective 1 Strategies:
Strategy 1A: Advisory Committee positions are filled.
o Technical Advisory Committee: 92% positions filled
o Citizens Advisory Committee: 91% positions filled
o Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee: 86% positions filled
o Local Coordinating Board for the Transportation Disadvantaged: 88% positions
filled.
o Overall 89% average of all Committee positions filled in 2017.
Evaluation:

Strategy exceeded measure. (Satisfaction 89%; Measure 80%)

Strategy 1 B : Advisory C o m m i t t e e s r e c e i v e m e e t i n g n o t i c e s , a g e n d a i t e m s a n d
information at least 7 days prior to meetings.
o One-hundred percent (100%) of Advisory Committee meeting notices and information
were sent at least 7 days prior to the meeting.
Evaluation: Strategy exceeded measure. The Martin MPO has a strong track record to provide the
meeting agenda packets well ahead of the meeting so that the public and the committee and
board members have adequate time to review and prepare. (Satisfaction 100%; Measure: 80%)
Strategy 1C: Advisory Committee recommendations/actions are presented to MPO Board.
o One-hundred percent (100%) of Advisory Committee recommendations were presented to the
MPO Board. In 2017, committee members had opportunities to provide comment for planning
studies and products such as the Community Characteristics Report, Public Involvement Plan
(PIP) update and Transportation Improvement Program (TIP).
Evaluation: Strategy successfully achieved. (Satisfaction 100%; Measure: 100%)
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Objective 2: To provide equitable access to information regarding
transportation decision making.

On February 16th, Martin MPO staff conducted a Bicycle and Pedestrian Safety Campaign
at SE Indian Street and Dixie Highway adjacent to the Golden Gate Community Redevelopment
Area. Representatives from South Florida Commuter Services (SFCS) and Florida Department
of Transportation (FDOT) also attended to promote walking, biking and rail safety.
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Objective 2 Continued

Martin MPO staff conducted a second Bicycle and Pedestrian Safety Campaign at Post
Family Park adjacent to Warfield Blvd. in Indiantown, FL. On December 15th, a total of 75 bags
containing educational materials and safety items were distributed to the residents traveling the
corridor by foot or bike from 11AM-1PM.

6
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Objective 2 Strategies:
Strategy 2A: Meetings and events are held at convenient times and locations.
o During 2017, there were 35 total public meetings which were held at various times of the
day as well as different locations in Martin County, such as the County Administrative
Center, Witham Field Airport and Indian River State College (IRSC). Two Open Houses
were held for the MPO Bicycle, Pedestrian and Trails Master Plan and one for the FEC
Railroad Grade Separation Feasibility Study. In addition, a Treasure Coast
Transportation Council (TCTC) meeting was held at the City of Stuart Hall on June 29,
2017.
Evaluation: Strategy exceeded measure.
Strategy 2B: Persons with disabilities are provided access to information and participation
opportunities.
o All meetings are held in ADA accessible locations and project related information is
made accessible to vision-impaired persons by using the “Searchable” feature of
Adobe Acrobat Pro.
o In addition, Persons with Disabilities are represented on the MPO’s Bicycle and
Pedestrian Advisory Committee as well as the Local Coordinating Board for the
Transportation Disadvantaged to provide input.
o The public is also notified on how to access accommodations as needed. All meeting
notices, agendas and staff e-mails contain information regarding nondiscrimination or who
to contact if special accommodations or language translation services are required.
Evaluation: Strategy successfully achieved. One-hundred percent (100%) of meetings
and project-related information are accessible to persons with disabilities. (Satisfaction
100%; Measure: 100%)
Strategy 2C: Public involvement activities are geographically dispersed throughout the
MPO area.
o Open Houses were geographically held in different areas throughout the County (See
Strategy 2A).
o Draft documents of the TIP and the PIP are available for review during the 45 day public
comment in every branch of the Martin County Library System located geographically
throughout Martin County.
Evaluation: Strategy successfully achieved. (Satisfaction 100%; Measure: Workshops held
in at least 3 separate areas of the MPO region.)
Strategy 2D: Public involvement activities and events target a diverse group of
participants.
o In 2017, the MPO conducted a new outreach initiative and held two Safety Campaigns to
target diverse groups of individuals and promote safe walking and bicycling on busy
roadway corridors. On February 16th, a campaign was held at SE Indian Street and Dixie
Highway in the Golden Gate Community Redevelopment Area. On December 15th a
second campaign was held at Post Family Park adjacent to Warfield Blvd. in Indiantown,
FL. Both areas consist of Limited English Proficient (LEP) populations and were selected
for this reason. Representatives from South Florida Commuter Services (SFCS) and
Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) also attended to promote safe walking and
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o

bicycling and the Alert Today, Alive Tomorrow message. Bags containing informational
materials in both English and Spanish were distributed during a two hour timeframe for
both campaigns. Overall, 48 individuals received safety bags at the Golden Gate
campaign and 75 bags were distributed at the Indiantown campaign.
The MPO Board presently has an Indiantown Ex-Officio representative that allows for
the unique needs of Indiantown be brought forth and discussed.

Evaluation: Strategy successfully achieved. (Satisfaction 100%; Measure: Public meetings
specifically designed and held for an underserved group
Strategy 2E: Public information is available in a format for traditionally underserved
populations.
o The primary language other than English spoken in the service area is Spanish. Staff
continually meets the needs of this population by providing fliers and surveys in both
English and Spanish. The Safety Campaign held in Indiantown on December 15th
contained fliers in both English and Spanish. In addition, the Bicycle, Pedestrian and
Trails Master Plan had a public survey accessible in both English and Spanish during the
full development duration. Also as part of the Master Plan, a public Open House was held
of which a flyer was developed in English and in Spanish.
o The MPO continues to contract with LanguageLine Solutions, a nationwide leader in
the field of translation and interpretation services. The service provides over-the phone,
face-to-face and videoconference interpreting and document translation services.
This provides the MPO access to more than 200 languages.
Evaluation: Strategies successful. Staff continues to be a leader in meeting the needs of the
underserved populations through outreach efforts and by providing ways to communicate with
the non-English speaking population.

8
Page 28

Objective 3: To engage the public early, often, and with clarity so that
opportunities exist for public feedback in the transportation decision
making process.

Two Open Houses were held as part of the MPO Bicycle, Pedestrian and Trails Master Plan. The
first Open House was held on March 22nd to gather input from the public regarding walking and
bicycling in Martin County.

Second Open House was held on October 4th 2017 and presented the results of the Draft Plan and
to further engage the public on ideas and feedback.
9
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Objective 3 Continued

An Open House was also held as part of the FEC Railroad Grade Separation Feasibility
Study on February 28th 2017.

Martin MPO hosted a Treasure Coast Transportation Council (TCTC) meeting on June
29th to review the 2040 Regional Long Range Transportation Plan (RLRTP).
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Objective 3 Strategies:
Strategy 3A: Public information regarding MPO actions is available in different formats and
easily accessible.
o MPO meetings are televised live on local television MCTV (Martin County
Television) Channel 20 and U-verse Channel 99; past meetings can be viewed “on
demand” on MCTV Agendas, minutes and MPO documents can be found on the
Martin MPO website.
o Documents are available in a searchable format that accommodates the visually
impaired.
Evaluation: Strategies successful.
Strategy 3B: The MPO responds to public inquiries within 7 working days of the date of
receipt.
o Martin MPO utilizes the electronic public inquiry system Request for Service. This
allows the request to be tracked from time of inquiry until time of resolution.
Evaluation: Strategies successful.
Strategy 3C: Meeting notices and information are available at least 5 days prior to
meetings.
Evaluation: Strategy exceeded measures. Staff has a strong record of providing meeting
notices to the public well in advance of meetings and will continue to strive for this
100% goal. One-hundred percent (100%) of all public meeting notices were made available
to the public at least five (5) days prior to the meeting on the MPO website. (Satisfaction
100%; Measure: 80%)
Strategy 3D: MPO will provide follow-up information to groups on project process and
comments received.
o Public comments for planning studies such as the Bicycle, Pedestrian and Trails Master
Plan and FEC Rail Grade Separation Feasibility Study were logged and incorporated in
the Draft recommended improvements and presented to the MPO Policy Board.
o Updates to the TIP and PIP were made available for public review and comment for
45 days at the Martin County Administrative C e n t e r , all County libraries, and on
the MPO website and included public comment forms.
o During each MPO public meeting, staff shares information related to public comments
and recommendations.
o On June 29th, the Martin MPO hosted a Treasure Coast Transportation Council meeting.
The purpose of the meeting was to present the Final Draft 2040 Regional Long Range
Transportation Plan (RLRTP) to the TCTC Board, composed of elected officials from
Martin, St. Lucie and Indian River counties. The three M/TPO’s provided project process
to the Board as well as comments received from the Treasure Coast Technical Advisory
Committee (TCTAC). The Board unanimously approved the 2040 RLRTP at the TCTC
meeting.
Evaluation: Strategy successful achieved.
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Strategy 3E: Public p a r t i c i p a t i o n o p p o r t u n i t i e s w i l l b e ma d e a va i l a b l e a t ke y
decision-making milestones.
o Staff held three Open Houses in 2017 which allowed for public participation in MPO
planning studies. A total of 35 individuals attended the March 22nd Open House for the
Bicycle, Pedestrian and Trails Master Plan and 48 attended the second on October 4th.
Stations were set up such as the Build-A-Street station which utilized StreetMix software
and allowed individuals to virtually implement improvements on existing streets. The FEC
Grade Separation Feasibility Study Open House on February 28th displayed candidate
roadway crossings as well as candidate pedestrian/bicycle crossings that allowed for
participants to vote using “play money” mobility bucks. Attendees could stay 5 minutes or
for the full duration of the event.
o Public comments are logged by staff through meeting notes, minutes and plan document
appendices. These are then summarized and shared with the MPO Board and Advisory
Committees when applicable.
Evaluation: Strategy successfully achieved. (Satisfaction 100%; Measure: 100% of public
meeting comments are logged, summarized and analyzed and distributed to applicable
staff, Board and committees.)

Strategy 3F: Public feedback is incorporated into transportation decision making.
o Public comments for planning studies such as the Bicycle, Pedestrian and Trails Master
Plan and FEC Rail Grade Separation Feasibility Study were logged and incorporated in
the Draft recommended improvements and presented to the MPO Policy Board.
Evaluation: Strategy successfully achieved. (Satisfaction: 100%; Measure: A record of
public comments will be maintained by staff.)
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Objective 4: To use a variety of methods to involve and engage the
public.

Palm City Elementary
Bike to School Day
May 10th 2017

J.D. Parker Elementary
Walk to School Day
October 4th 2017

J.D. Parker Elementary
Bike to School Day
May 11th 2017

Pinewood Elementary
Walk to School Day
October 6th 2017
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Objective 4 Continued

Print

Social Media

MPO Newsletter “On the Move”
Summer 2017 Issue

Moving Martin Forward
Facebook Page

MPO Website

Legal Advertisements

MPO Announcements of upcoming
activities/events

Legal notice
November 2017 MPO meetings
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Objective 4 Strategies:
Strategy 4A: The MPO utilizes varied public involvement techniques.
o From May 10-11th, MPO staff participated in Bike to School Day with Palm City
Elementary and J.D. Parker Elementary. MPO staff as well as the Safe Kids Coalition
and South Florida Commuter Services (SFCS) provided items to allow children to be
seen while riding their bicycles as well as bicycle helmets for students who did not own
one. Over 300 students received items and safety materials as part of the national event.
o MPO staff also participated in National Walk to School Day with J.D. Parker Elementary
on October 4th and with Pinewood Elementary on October 6th. Staff walked with students,
faculty and family members to promote healthy and safe walking. Materials from the
University of Florida Ped-Bike Resource Center were distributed to participating
students. Overall, 70 students and over 20 adults participated in the J.D. Parker walk. 82
students participated in the Pinewood walk and all received pamphlets, activity books
and flashing lights.
o Staff published MPO newsletters over the course of the year which provided information
to the public about current projects and other MPO initiatives. All MPO newsletters can be
found on the Martin MPO website.
Evaluation: Strategy exceeded measure. (Satisfaction 100%; Measure: At least three (3)
separate techniques are used to involve/engage the public in decision making.)
Strategy 4B: The MPO conducts surveys on the effectiveness of public outreach
techniques.
o During MPO public meetings, members of committees and general public during sign-in
are asked if meetings are scheduled at convenient days and times.
Evaluation: Strategy successfully achieved.
Strategy 4C: Public information is available in languages other than English, as
appropriate, or in other means to address disabilities.
o The MPO partners with Google to offer a unique option on its website that translates the
site to more than 75 languages.
o The MPO maintains a contract with LanguageLine, a translating service available for
written, on-site and telephone translations to accommodate more than 200 languages.
o Currently, two Spanish speaking professionals are on staff.
Evaluation: Strategy successfully achieved. (Satisfaction 100%; Measure: In specific
geographic areas and for specific community meetings, presentation materials are
produced in a language other than English.)
Strategy 4D: The MPO uses varied website tools to provide information.

o MPO staff continued to use its traditional website as a means of providing information to
the public (www.martinmpo.com). All pages of the MPO website are available in more
than 75 languages.
o MPO staff continued to maintain a Facebook page which increased public awareness of
specific projects the MPO is currently undertaking.
o The MPO has an interactive web-based TIP that will allow users to see each project on a
map, research financial information for specific projects, and generate customized reports.
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Evaluation: Strategy exceeded measure. (Satisfaction 100%; Measure: At least three separate
website tools are used to involve/engage the public. MPO will attempt to use social media.)
Strategy 4E: The MPO uses the website to track public interest in activities.
o The Moving Martin Forward Facebook page allows staff to receive notification when
someone comments, ‘likes’ or shares an announcement from the MPO. The October 4th
MPO Open House reached over 8,000 individuals prior to the event and over 170
individuals liked the post announcing the Open House being held in order for the
community to provide input.
Evaluation: Strategy successfully achieved. (Satisfaction 100%; Measure: Project
specific web pages are developed and traced as a method to gather public feedback.)
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Objective 5: Public Input on Program of Projects for Martin County
Public Transit.
Objective 5 Strategies:
Strategy 5A: Request the Martin County Section 5307 Program of Projects (POP).

o The MPO collaborates with Martin County Public Transit to inform the public about
transit projects. In doing so, the public has the opportunity to provide input on the
Program of Projects and be involved in the prioritizing of the Program Of Projects for
funding. During the June 2017 advisory committee meetings, individuals present had the
opportunity to comment on the Public Transit POP. The MPO Policy Board also reviewed
the POP on June 19, 2017.
Evaluation: Strategy successfully achieved. (Satisfaction 100%)
Strategy 5B: POP will be included with the MPO LOPP and presented at the CAC, TAC,
BPAC and MPO Policy Board meetings.
o See Strategy 5A
Evaluation: Strategy successfully achieved. (Satisfaction 100%; Measure: MPO requests a
representative from Martin County Public Transit attend the advisory committee and Board
meetings when the List of Project Priorities and Program of Projects are discussed.)
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ITEM NUMBER:

5C

MARTIN METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION
BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEETING
AGENDA ITEM SUMMARY
MEETING DATE:
DUE DATE:
February 12, 2018
February 5, 2018
WORDING:
SAFETY PERFORMANCE TARGETS
REQUESTED BY:
PREPARED BY:
MPO
Beth Beltran/Bolivar
Gomez

UPWP#:
3.2

DOCUMENT(S) REQUIRING
ACTION: N/A

BACKGROUND
State Departments of Transportation and Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPOs) are
required to adopt Safety Performance Targets to meet new Federal Highway Administration
(FHWA) requirements. There are five Federal Safety Performance Measures: Number of
Fatalities; Rate of Fatalities per 100 million Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT); Number of Serious
Injuries; Rate of Serious Injuries per 100 million VMT; Number of Non-motorized Fatalities and
Serious Injuries.
The Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) has identified “Vision Zero” Targets (goal of
no fatalities and injuries) for all five of the Safety Performance Measures. FDOT, supporting the
philosophy that the death or injury of any person is unacceptable, incorporated these “Vision
Zero” Targets in the 2017 Florida Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP). An excerpt of
the HSIP that was submitted to FHWA is attached. (Note: While the target actually is “0”, the
Federal program application does not allow “0” as an entry.)
Although data for fatalities and injuries could continue to trend upward in 2017 and 2018 (see
attached), FDOT expects that the projects chosen for funding will mitigate the data forecast and
ultimately reduce the number of traffic fatalities and injuries.

ISSUES
MPOs have until February 27, 2018 to adopt the FDOT “Vision Zero” Targets for all five Safety
Performance Measures. If an MPO elects to adopt different targets, justification, methodology
and data must be provided to support the recommended targets. Given FDOT’s resources and
expertise in data collection and analysis, it appears that 26 of the 27 Florida MPO’s are adopting
FDOT’s Targets of “Vision Zero”.

___________________________________________________________________________
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RECOMMENDED ACTION
Approve the FDOT “Vision Zero” Targets for all five Federal Safety Performance Measures.

ATTACHMENTS
1. 2017 Florida HSIP – Safety Performance Targets for Calendar Year 2018
2. FHWA Performance Measures Analysis for the Martin MPO
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2017 Florida Highway Safety Improvement Program

Calendar Year 2018 Targets *
Number of Fatalities

0.1

Describe the basis for established target, including how it supports SHSP goals.
Based on statistical forecasting, the five year rolling average for total fatalities on Florida’s roads is
forecast to be between 2,716 and 3,052 in 2018. This forecast was made by combining FARS data with
current state data from 2009 to 2016 to predict probable outcomes for 2017 and 2018. Florida’s target
for fatalities is zero in 2018. While the data forecast indicates Florida’s five year rolling average for
fatalities could continue to trend upward in 2017 and 2018, the FDOT State Safety Office expects the
projects chosen for funding will mitigate the data forecast and ultimately reduce the number of traffic
fatalities. An interim performance measure is required by our federal funding agencies in order to
receive federal funding. We firmly believe that every life counts and although our target for fatalities is
zero in 2018, Florida has forecast an interim performance measure of 3,052 in order to satisfy the
federal requirement.
Number of Serious Injuries

0.1

Describe the basis for established target, including how it supports SHSP goals.
Based on statistical forecasting, the five year rolling average for total serious injuries on Florida’s roads is
forecast to be between 18,831 and 20,861 in 2018. This forecast was made by combining FARS data with
current state data from 2009 to 2016 to predict probable outcomes for 2017 and 2018. Florida’s target
for serious injuries is zero in 2018. The data forecast indicates Florida’s five year rolling average for
serious injuries could continue to trend downward in 2017 and 2018. The FDOT State Safety Office
expects the projects chosen for funding will enhance this downward trend in the number of serious
injuries on Florida’s roads. An interim performance measure is required by our federal funding agencies
in order to receive federal funding. We firmly believe that every life counts and although our target for
serious injuries is zero in 2018, Florida has forecast an interim performance measure of 20,861 in order
to satisfy the federal requirement.
Fatality Rate

0.100

Describe the basis for established target, including how it supports SHSP goals.
Based on statistical forecasting, the five year rolling average for fatality rate per 100 million VMT on
Florida’s roads is forecast to be between 1.06 and 1.65 in 2018. This forecast was made by combining
FARS data with current state data from 2009 to 2016 to predict probable outcomes for 2017 and 2018.
Florida’s target for fatality rate per 100 million VMT is zero in 2018. While the data forecast indicates
Florida’s five year rolling average for fatality rate per 100 million VMT could continue to trend upward in
2017 and 2018, the FDOT State Safety Office expects the projects chosen for funding will mitigate the
data forecast and ultimately reduce the number of traffic fatalities. An interim performance measure is
required by our federal funding agencies in order to receive federal funding. We firmly believe that
every life counts and although our target for fatality rate per 100 million VMT is zero in 2018, Florida has
forecast an interim performance measure of 1.65 in order to satisfy the federal requirement.

Page 40

2017 Florida Highway Safety Improvement Program
Serious Injury Rate

0.100

Describe the basis for established target, including how it supports SHSP goals.
Based on statistical forecasting, the five year rolling average for serious injury rate per 100 million VMT
on Florida’s roads is forecast to be between 7.57 and 11.06 in 2018. This forecast was made by
combining FARS data with current state data from 2009 to 2016 to predict probable outcomes for 2017
and 2018. Florida’s target for serious injury rate per 100 million VMT is zero in 2018. The data forecast
indicates Florida’s five year rolling average for serious injury rate per 100 million VMT could continue to
trend downward in 2017 and 2018. The FDOT State Safety Office expects the projects chosen for funding
will enhance this downward trend in the serious injury rate per 100 million VMT. An interim
performance measure is required by our federal funding agencies in order to receive federal funding.
We firmly believe that every life counts and although our target for serious injury rate per 100 million
VMT is zero in 2018, Florida has forecast an interim performance measure of 11.06 in order to satisfy
the federal requirement.
Total Number of Non-motorized Fatalities and
Serious Injuries

0.1

Describe the basis for established target, including how it supports SHSP goals.
Based on statistical forecasting, the five year rolling average for non-motorized fatalities and serious
injuries on Florida’s roads is forecast to be between 3,066 and 3,447 in 2018. This forecast was made by
combining FARS data with current state data from 2009 to 2016 to predict probable outcomes for 2017
and 2018. Florida’s target for non-motorized fatalities and serious injuries is zero in 2018. The data
forecast indicates Florida’s five year rolling average for non-motorized fatalities and serious injuries
could continue to trend downward in 2017 and 2018. The FDOT State Safety Office expects the projects
chosen for funding will enhance this downward trend in non-motorized fatalities and serious injuries. An
interim performance measure is required by our federal funding agencies in order to receive federal
funding. We firmly believe that every life counts and although our target for non-motorized fatalities
and serious injuries is zero in 2018, Florida has forecast an interim performance measure of 3,447 in
order to satisfy the federal requirement.

Florida shares the national traffic safety vision, “Toward Zero Deaths,” and formally adopted our own version of
the national vision, “Driving Down Fatalities,” in 2012. FDOT and its traffic safety partners are committed to
eliminating fatalities and reducing serious injuries with the understanding that the death of any person is
unacceptable and based on that, zero deaths is our safety performance target. This target is consistent throughout
our Strategic Highway Safety Plan, Highway Safety Improvement Program and Highway Safety Plan.
Florida’s data forecasts have been established using an ARIMA Hybrid Regression Model (0, 1,1)(2,0,0)(12) with
VMT. Nine independent variables were tested to assess correlations; only Vehicle Miles of Travel (VMT) and gas
consumption have relatively high correlations with fatalities and serious injuries and of these two variables only
VMT was useful in predicting future fatalities and serious injuries. The first three performance measures (number
of fatalities, number of serious injuries, and fatality rate per 100M VMT) have been forecasted based on a five year
rolling average and the remaining performance measures will be forecasted annually. The forecasts for 2017 and
2018 are based on monthly data from 2005 through 2016 using statistical forecasting methodologies. [Source:
FDOT Highway Safety Plan]
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FHWA SAFETY PERFORMANCE MEASURES FOR THE MARTIN MPO

MPO/TPO

Average
Annual
Fatalities

Average
Fatalities
percentag
e change

Average Average Serious Average Annual Average Pedestrian
Average
Average
Average
Pedestrian and
Annual
Fatality Rate
and Bicycle Fatalities
Serious Injuries
Injury Rate
Bicyclist
Fatalities
Annual
percentage
& Serious Injuries
Serious
Injury
percentage
percentage
and Serious
Fatality Rates
change
percentage change
Rates
change
change
Injuries

Average
Annual
Serious
Injuries

2011-15 2012-16 2012-16 2011-15 2012-16

Martin MPO Single County

24.2

25.4

5.0%

107.0

2012-16

103.0

2011-15 2012-16

-3.70%

1.186

1.246

2012-16

2011-15 2012-16

5.0%

5.269

2012-16

5.117

2011-15 2012-16

-2.90%

16.2

2012-16

14

-13.6%

100 MVMT* annually
per Florida Department of Transportation Office of Transportation Data and Analytics
Reports of Highwy Mileage and Travel (DVMT)
http://www.fdot.gov/planning/statistics/mileage-rpts/

MPO/TPO

2011

Martin MPO

2012

22.9678954

2013

18.5638703

2014

19.4063802

2015

19.6523445

Fatality Counts by Year

MPO/TPO
2011

Martin MPO

2012
28

2013
27

2014
15

22.3889273

Serious Injury Counts by Year
2015

21

2016

21.1944602

2016
30

2011
34

2012
115

2013
106

2014
87

2015
118

2016
109

95

*Million Vehicle Miles Traveled (MVMT)
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Fatality Rates per Annual 100 MVMT

MPO/TPO
2011

Martin MPO

1.219

2012
1.454

2013
0.773

2014
1.069

2015
1.415

Serious Injury Rates per Annual 100 MVMT
2016
1.519

2011
5.007

2012
5.710

2013
4.483

2014
6.004

2015
5.143

Ped/Bike Combined Fatal
and Serious Injuries by
Year
2016 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016
4.243
26
12
10
21
12 15

Source: Fatality and serious injury counts from Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) State Safety Office’s Crash Analysis Reporting (CAR) database as of November 8, 2017; traffic volumes as published by the FDOT
Office of Transportation Data and Analytics at http://www.fdot.gov/planning/statistics/mileage-rpts/
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ITEM NUMBER:

5D

MARTIN METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION
BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEETING
AGENDA ITEM SUMMARY
MEETING DATE:
DUE DATE:
UPWP#:
February 12, 2018
February 5, 2018
4.3
WORDING:
COMPLETE STREET STUDY: ACCESS TO TRANSIT – SCOPE OF SERVICES
REQUESTED BY:
PREPARED BY:
DOCUMENT(S) REQUIRING
MPO
Beth Beltran/Bolivar
ACTION: Complete Street Study:
Gomez
Access to Transit Scope of Services
BACKGROUND
The Martin MPO will be conducting a Complete Street Study in partnership with the Treasure
Coast Regional Planning Council. Complete Streets serve the transportation needs of all users
including but not limited to motorists, cyclists, pedestrians, freight handlers and transit riders. The
Complete Street Study is anticipated to be completed in 12 months.
ISSUES
At the February 12th Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee (BPAC) meeting, Treasure
Coast Regional Planning Council staff will present the Complete Street Study: Access to Transit
Scope of Services.
___________________________________________________________________________
RECOMMENDED ACTION
1. Approve the Complete Street Study: Access to Transit Scope of Services without
comments; or
2. Approve the Complete Street Study: Access to Transit Scope of Services with comments.
ATTACHMENTS
Complete Street Study: Access to Transit Scope of Services
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Martin Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO)
Agreement for Continuing Services
Contract Number: RFP# 2018-xxx
Exhibit “A”
Treasure Coast Regional Planning Council
Scope of Work
Complete Streets and Access to Transit Study
BACKGROUND
The Martin Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) is the primary agency for coordinating
transportation planning activities affecting Martin County. In the FY 2016/17-2017/18 Unified Planning
Work Program (UPWP), the Martin MPO identified the need to prepare an assessment of Complete Streets
and access to transit.
The Martin MPO requests the assistance of its partner agency, the Treasure Coast Regional Planning
Council (TCRPC), for professional assistance to develop the Complete Streets and Access to Transit Study.

PURPOSE
The purpose of this task order is to prepare the Martin MPO Complete Streets and Access to Transit Study,
which will assess transportation facility and land use conditions and demands and identify methods by
which complete streets facility improvements can be implemented to assist the County in becoming a
bicycle and pedestrian friendly, walkable, and livable community. This will include an assessment of land
use and transportation facility conditions in the County to identify a prioritized list of candidate locations
for complete streets improvements. This will also include a review of relevant literature, inventory of
transportation facilities throughout the County, and development of a Complete Streets matrix with a
protocol for the selection of facilities as well as typical best practices for implementation in varying
conditions. This work effort will include a review of national and state best practices and guidance manuals,
including the Florida Department of Transportation Complete Streets Guidebook and context classification
of select roadways in Martin County.
A Complete Streets Steering Committee will be established and maintained through the course of the study.
Members of the steering committee will be identified by the MPO. Public outreach will be conducted with
local governments, including Martin County, Stuart, Sewall’s Point, Jupiter Island, and Indiantown.
Additional coordination with the Florida Department of Transportation will be conducted. Three public
open houses will be facilitated to obtain public input and further inform the study.
This scope of services describes the specific work tasks to be undertaken for the Martin MPO. The work
tasks will be performed by the TCRPC and subconsultants to be retained by TCRPC in the fields of
Geographic Information Systems (GIS) and transportation planning.

DRAFT Martin MPO Complete Streets and Access to Transit Study
Prepared by TCRPC (rev. 1/26/2018)
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STUDY AREA
The study area encompasses the Martin County boundary.

TASK 1: PROJECT KICKOFF
Task 1.1 - Kickoff Meeting with MPO Staff
The TCRPC team will conduct a kickoff meeting with MPO staff to confirm project goals, schedule,
logistics, and assemble background project documents. An overview of public involvement activities will
be reviewed and confirmed for consistency with MPO requirements.
DELIVERABLES: Narrative with Defined Goals/Objectives and Updated Schedule

TASK 2: DATA COLLECTION
Task 2.1 – Data Collection
The TCRPC team will collect baseline data of all available data files from Martin MPO and local
governments, including Martin County, Stuart, Sewall’s Point, Jupiter Island, and Indiantown. Additional
data from the U.S. Census Bureau American Community Survey will be utilized as appropriate.
Task 2.2 – Baseline GIS Mapping
A series of baseline GIS maps will be developed to represent baseline conditions in Martin County. Data
reflected in these maps will include roadway rights-of-way and classifications, transit route stops, future
land use designations, drainage conditions and infrastructure, and demographic conditions (e.g., income,
school locations, household vehicle ownership and access, household transit usage, households with
children).
DELIVERABLES: Preliminary Background GIS Map Series and Data Tables

TASK 3: LITERATURE REVIEW
Task 3.1 – Literature Review Analysis
TCRPC will conduct a literature review of relevant local, state, and federal documentation on Complete
Streets to further inform the study and identify relevant “best practices” for utilization by the MPO in the
implementation of Complete Streets. Conduct literature review of relevant agency documents, including
but not limited to:




Florida Department of Transportation Complete Streets Guidebook
Federal Transit Administration Manual on Pedestrian and Bicycle Connections to Transit
National Association of Community Transportation Officials Complete Streets Guidance

TCRPC will also review all relevant local documents to identify opportunities and challenges to Complete
Streets implementation, including:

DRAFT Martin MPO Complete Streets and Access to Transit Study
Prepared by TCRPC (rev. 1/26/2018)
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Martin MPO Unified Planning Work Program
Martin MPO Long-Range Transportation Plan
Martin County Transit Development Plan
Martin MPO Five-Year Transportation Improvement Program
Martin MPO Community Characteristics Report,
Martin MPO Bicycle/Pedestrian Safety Action Plan
Martin MPO Bicycle/Pedestrian/Trails Master Plan
Martin County Community Redevelopment Agency Vision Plans
Local Government Comprehensive Plans (including Martin County, City of Stuart, Town of
Sewall’s Point, Town of Jupiter Island, and Town of Briny Breezes)

Task 3.2 – Identification of Best Practices
Based on the data and analysis conducted in Task 4.1, a narrative summary of relevant literature and best
practices will be developed to further inform the study.
DELIVERABLES: Literature Review & Identification of Best Practices (narrative)

TASK 4: INITIAL PUBLIC OUTREACH
Task 4.1 – Initial Complete Streets Steering Committee Meeting
To help inform the study, a Complete Streets Steering Committee will be established by the MPO and
maintained through the course of the project. Membership on the committee is anticipated to include staff
representatives from local governments (including Martin County, Stuart, Sewall’s Point, Jupiter Island,
Briny Breezes, and Indiantown), Martin County Office of Community Development, chambers of
commerce, and other organizations as deemed appropriate by the MPO. TCRPC will facilitate an initial
meeting with the Complete Streets Steering Committee to present an overview of the study purpose, intent,
and approach; project schedule; review baseline data and GIS mapping; identify planned capital
improvements through a twenty-year planning horizon; and identify anticipated development activity
through a ten-year planning horizon.
Task 4.2 – Revised GIS Mapping
TCRPC will update baseline GIS mapping and data tables and develop additional layers of projected
development and construction activity to further inform project evaluation and prioritization.
DELIVERABLES: Revised Background GIS Maps & Data Tables (with additional data from local
governments)

TASK 5: IDENTIFICATION OF OPPORTUNITY FACILITIES
Task 5.1 – Capital Facility Review
TCRPC will facilitate an interagency meeting with appropriate staff representatives of Martin County, local
governments, and the Florida Department of Transportation to assess and inventory anticipated
maintenance and resurfacing/rehabilitation/repair (RRR) projects to identify near-term and leveraged
opportunities for Complete Streets enhancements. As described in the FDOT Complete Streets Guidebook,

DRAFT Martin MPO Complete Streets and Access to Transit Study
Prepared by TCRPC (rev. 1/26/2018)
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consideration will be given to the FDOT “context classification” to help standardize facility types,
conditions, and anticipated development programs.
Task 5.2 – Identification of “Opportunity Facilities”
Considering planned and anticipated capital improvements and baseline GIS data, TCRPC will identify and
map “Opportunity Facilities,” which are those facilities with near-term leveraged potential for Complete
Streets improvements that could be integrated with other construction activity. These facilities will be
represented as a GIS layer to be further refined and standardized for future use by the MPO.
DELIVERABLES: GIS Layer & Data Table of "Opportunity Facilities"

TASK 6: FUTURE LAND USE ASSESSMENT
Task 6.1 – Review of Future Land Use Data
TCRPC will review collect and analyze future land use data from Martin County, Stuart, Sewall’s Point,
Jupiter Island, and Indiantown to identify major hubs and destinations, commercial and mixed-use nodes,
and major recreational facilities that are supportive of and would be benefitted by multimodal access,
including pedestrian, bicycling, and transit.
Task 6.2 – Develop Complete Streets Future Land Use GIS Maps
Based on input derived through analysis and the intergovernmental meeting, TCRPC will develop a
Complete Streets future land use map that will highlight key hubs, destinations, and nodes in Martin County
that warrant prioritization for enhanced multimodal access and Complete Streets improvements.
DELIVERABLES: Complete Streets Future Land Use GIS Map and Data Table, Narrative Summary of
Potential Complete Street Opportunity Facilities

TASK 7: COMPLETE STREETS MENU
Task 7.1 – Develop Draft Complete Streets Menu
Based on the literature review, assessment of national best practices, and FDOT Complete Streets “context
classification,” the TCRPC team will develop menu of typical Complete Streets interventions appropriate
for roadway facilities in Martin County. This menu will include a matrix of project types, typical sections,
and illustrations along with narrative detail and dimensional standards. The menu will identify typical
locations within Martin County where the various types of Complete Streets interventions could potentially
be applied.
Task 7.2 – Presentation of Draft Complete Streets Menu to Complete Streets Steering Committee
TCRPC will facilitate a second meeting of the Complete Streets Steering Committee to present the future
land use findings, draft Complete Streets Menu, and its potential applicability to sample project locations
within Martin County.

DRAFT Martin MPO Complete Streets and Access to Transit Study
Prepared by TCRPC (rev. 1/26/2018)
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Task 7.3 – Develop Revised Draft Martin MPO Complete Streets Menu
Based on input received from the Complete Streets Steering Committee, TCRPC will revised the Complete
Streets Menu for presentation as part of the project documentation to MPO advisory committees.
DELIVERABLES: Menu of Complete Streets Interventions (narrative and illustrative)

TASK 8: COMPLETE STREETS PRIORITIZATION MATRIX
Task 8.1 – Develop Draft Complete Streets Prioritization Matrix
Utilizing the baseline GIS data and revised Complete Streets Menu, the TCRPC team will develop a Martin
MPO Complete Streets Prioritization Matrix to assist in selection and prioritization of Complete Streets
projects. Elements of the matrix will include: speed data; accident data; functional roadway classification;
right of way; ability to accommodate on-street parking; RRR and maintenance schedules; "overbuilt
corridors" based on existing and projected traffic counts; existing and planned transit route corridors; transit
stop locations; funding opportunities; CRA boundaries and project prioritization; safe routes to schools;
presence of a gridded street network; future land use data; and other data points to be determined through
the Complete Streets study process. The matrix will include narrative descriptions, weighting criteria, and
methodology for application to potential projects.
DELIVERABLES: Draft Complete Streets Prioritization Matrix

TASK 9: MAP OF PRELIMINARY COMPLETE STREETS CANDIDATE LOCATIONS
Task 9.1 – Develop Draft GIS Map of Preliminary Complete Street Candidate Locations
Utilizing the Complete Streets Future Land Use Maps, Complete Streets Menu, and Opportunity Maps, the
TCRPC team will develop a draft GIS inventory of preliminary Complete Streets Candidate Locations in
Martin County. This inventory will include consideration of planned future land use activities, construction
activity, planned and anticipated construction and maintenance activity, and demographic data. One staff
review session will be conducted with MPO staff to further inform and revise the GIS Map.
Task 9.2 - Facilitate Complete Streets Steering Committee for Presentation of Preliminary Candidate
Locations
The TCRPC team will facilitate a third meeting of the Complete Streets Steering Committee for
presentation of the preliminary map of Complete Streets Candidate Locations, including overview of
individual projects and application of Complete Streets Prioritization Matrix. This map is anticipated to
include no fewer than twenty candidate project locations within Martin County.
DELIVERABLES: Preliminary & Edited GIS Maps & Data Tables of Candidate Project Locations
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TASK 10: OPEN HOUSE WORKSHOPS
Task 10.1 – Facilitation of Open House Workshops
To help inform the public regarding the study and to obtain public input, the TCRPC team will conduct two
public open house workshops. Workshop locations and venues will be determined and secured by the
MPO, and it is anticipated the workshops will be arrayed geographically across Martin County. TCRPC
will produce all workshop materials including power point presentations, graphic boards, and
documentation by which public input will be collected. Materials to be presented in the workshops will
include an overview of the project purpose and intent, background conditions and detail, overview of
Complete Streets, Complete Streets Menu and Opportunity Maps, Project Selection Process and Matrix,
and the inventory of Complete Streets Candidate Project Locations. In addition, TCRPC and MPO staff
will attend one public/community event to gather public input on the Complete Streets Opportunity
Locations.
TASK 10.2 –Public Input Summary
TCRPC will develop a narrative and photographic summary of public participation and input derived
through the open house workshops to further inform recommended project locations and be included as
part of the project documentation.
DELIVERABLES: Open House presentation; project graphic boards; summary of public input (narrative
and photographs)

TASK 11: DRAFT PROJECT REPORT AND MAPS
Task 11.1 - Develop Draft GIS Maps of Recommended Complete Streets Candidate Locations and Project
Report
The TCRPC team will prepare a series of GIS Maps to illustrate the recommended Complete Streets
Candidate Locations. It is anticipated a total of five project locations will be recommended for initial
implementation of Complete Streets improvements, with additional locations to be recommended for
longer-term implementation. Additionally, TCRPC will prepare a project report that includes all project
documentation, including project purpose and intent, literature review and summary of best practices, GIS
maps and data tables, Complete Streets Menu, Complete Streets Project Prioritization Matrix, and
recommended implementation.
Task 11.2 – Presentation of Draft GIS Maps to Complete Streets Steering Committee
TCRPC will facilitate a fourth meeting of the Complete Streets Steering Committee for presentation of the
recommended Complete Streets Candidate Project Locations and the final draft Project Report.
Task 11.3 – Presentation of Draft GIS Maps to MPO Advisory Committees
TCRPC will prepare a power point presentation and facilitate one presentation to each of the MPO advisory
committees, including the Technical Advisory Committee, Citizen’s Advisory Committee, and the
Bicycle/Pedestrian Advisory Committee. Electronic copies of all project documentation will be prepared
and transmitted to the MPO for inclusion in the advisory committee agenda packages.
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Task 11.4 - Prepare Final Draft Maps and Report Narrative
TCRPC will incorporate public input from the Complete Streets Steering Committee and MPO Advisory
Committees and prepare Final Draft GIS Map Series, Data Tables, and Project Report.
DELIVERABLES: Draft and Final Draft Complete Streets Candidate Project GIS Map Series & Data
Tables and Draft and Final Draft Report Narrative; Summary of Public Input

TASK 12: POLICY BOARD PRESENTATION
Task 12.1 - Present Complete Streets Overview & recommended pilot project locations to MPO Policy
Board
The TCRPC team will prepare a power point presentation and present the Final Draft Complete Streets and
Access to Transit Study to the MPO Policy Board, and a second presentation shall follow if deemed
necessary by the Board.
Task 12.2 – Public Input Summary
TCRPC will develop a narrative summary of public input from the MPO Policy Board presentation(s) as
part of the project documentation.
DELIVERABLES: Policy Board Presentation; Summary of Public Input

TASK 13: FINAL REPORT AND DOCUMENTATION
Task 13.1 – Preparation of Final Project Documentation
The TCRPC team will evaluate the comments, feedback, and recommendations provided by the Complete
Streets Steering Committee, MPO Advisory Committees, and MPO Policy Board. The TCRPC team will
then prepare a Final Complete Streets and Access to Transit Study Report, which will include an executive
summary, documentation of public participation, all GIS maps and data tables, and all related project
documentation, with narrative, graphics, maps, tables, and drawings as necessary.
The TCRPC team will prepare a digital copy of the final report for MPO approval. Ten (10) bound copies
of the approved final report and fifty (50) copies of the approved executive summary will be provided, as
well as one (1) digital .pdf copy of each for inclusion on the MPO website, email distribution, and future
reproduction. All documents will also be provided in their native electronic form, including GIS shapefiles,
Excel and Word documents, and In-Design.
DELIVERABLES: Final Complete Streets and Access to Transit Project Report

SCHEDULE
The TCRPC team will provide the services requested by the MPO as expeditiously as practical to meet the
schedule requirements of the MPO. It is anticipated the services for this task order can be completed within
twelve (12) months of the notice to proceed.
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ITEM NUMBER:

5E

MARTIN METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION
BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEETING
AGENDA ITEM SUMMARY
MEETING DATE:
DUE DATE:
UPWP#:
February 12, 2018
February 5, 2018
1.2
WORDING:
UNIFIED PLANNING WORK PROGRAM (UPWP)/MPO AGREEMENT
AMENDMENT
REQUESTED BY:
PREPARED BY:
DOCUMENT(S) REQUIRING
MPO
Beth Beltran
ACTION: N/A

BACKGROUND
On May 9, 2016, the Martin MPO Policy Board approved the “Metropolitan Planning
Organization Agreement” between FDOT and the MPO providing for the administration of all
pass through FHWA Planning (PL) funds to the MPO (see attached). Exhibit “A” to this
agreement is the MPO’s adopted Unified Planning Work Program (UPWP) document identifying
the planning activities budgeted during FY2016/17 and FY2017/18. The funding received by an
MPO may be expended only in accordance with an approved UPWP.
The attached pages of the FY2016/17-FY2017/18 UPWP show the changes for this amendment
in Task 4.3 Bicycle, Pedestrian and Greenways for a Bicycle/Pedestrian Map. Changes in Task
1.1 Program Management include adding funds for Travel/Training and to pay costs associated
with moving, including Office Furniture, Office Supplies and Computer/Equipment. The MPO
Office is scheduled to move to the Willoughby Commons Plaza at the end of March.

ISSUES
At the February 12, 2018 Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee (BPAC) meeting, MPO
staff will present the FY2016/17-FY2017/18 UPWP/MPO Agreement Amendment.
______________________________________________________________________________
RECOMMENDED ACTION
Approve the FY2016/17-FY2017/18 UPWP/MPO Agreement Amendment and recommend for
approval by the MPO Board.
ATTACHMENTS
a. MPO Agreement
b. Pages showing changes for the amended FY2016/17-FY2017/18 UPWP
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PROPOSED
Task 1.1 Program Management
Estimated Budget Detail for FY 2017/18
Budget Category &
Description
A. Personnel Services
MPO staff salaries, fringe
benefits, and other
deductions
Subtotal:
B. Consultant Services
Contract/Consultant Services
Subtotal:
C. Travel
Travel/Training
Subtotal:
D. Other Direct Expenses
Advertising
MPO APTA membership,
Reference Publications
Computer/Equipment
County Administrative and
Event charges
Meeting Rooms/
Communications
*Office Furniture
Office Supplies
Postage and Freight
Printing and Binding
Services
Software

FHWA
(PL)

FTA (5303)

FTA State
Match

FTA Local
Match

Trans.
Disadvantaged

Total

$50,850
$50,850

$50,850

$10,500
$10,500

$10,500

$10,000
$11,000
$10,000
$11,000

$10,000
$11,000

$6,000
$1,500
$5,000
$2,000
$2,000
$3,000
$24,200
$1,000
$1,800
$350
$2,500

Subtotal:

$1,000
$3,000
$5,000
$44,350
$51,350

$44,350
$51,350

Total:

$123,700

$123,700

Vehicle Expenses

*Includes $3,000 for Office Furniture budgeted in FY2016/17
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PROPOSED



Work with community groups and local governments to develop bicycle/pedestrian
awareness and traffic safety
Develop a Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities Map

Responsible Agencies:
Martin MPO
Products and Schedule:
Bicycle/Pedestrian Master Plan
BPAC Meetings
BPAC Coordination and Support
Coordinate Bicycle and Pedestrian Safety and Data Analysis
Project Review
Inter-governmental and agency coordination
Bicycle/Pedestrian Map

FY16/17
Bi-monthly
Ongoing
Ongoing
Ongoing
Ongoing
FY 17/18

Task 4.3 Bicycle, Pedestrian and Greenways Planning
Year 1 – FY 2016/17
Budget Category &
Description
MPO staff salaries,
fringe benefits, and
other deductions
Consultant/Contract
Services
Other Agency
Total:

Budget Category &
Description
MPO staff salaries,
fringe benefits, and
other deductions
Consultant/Contract
Services
Other Agency
Total:

FHWA (PL)

FCTD

Funding Sources
FTA 5303
FTA State
Match

FTA Local
Match

Total

$45,000

$45,000

$100,000

$100,000

$145,000

$145,000

Task 4.3 Bicycle, Pedestrian and Greenways Planning
Year 2 – FY 2017/18

FHWA (PL)

FCTD

Funding Sources
FTA 5303
FTA State
Match

FTA Local
Match

Total

$40,000

$40,000

$30,000
$32,000

$30,000
$32,000

$70,000
$72,000

$70,000
$72,000

_____________________________________________________________________________________
Martin MPO
35
UPWP 16/17 - 17/18
Page 71

PROPOSED
Task 5.2 US 1 Corridor Retrofit Project
Year 1 – FY 2016/17
Budget Category &
Description
MPO staff salaries,
fringe benefits, and
other deductions
Consultant/Contract
Services
Other Agency
Total:

Budget Category &
Description
MPO staff salaries,
fringe benefits, and
other deductions
Consultant/Contract
Services
Other Agency
Total:

FHWA (PL)

FCTD

Funding Sources
FTA 5303
FTA State
Match

FTA Local
Match

$10,000

$10,000

FHWA (PL)

Total
$10,000

$10,000

Task 5.2 US 1 Corridor Retrofit Project
Year 2 – FY 2017/18
FCTD

Funding Sources
FTA 5303
FTA State
Match

FTA Local
Match

Total

$43,000

$43,000

$70,000
$40,000

$70,000
$40,000

$113,000
$83,000

$113,000
$83,000

_____________________________________________________________________________________
Martin MPO
43
UPWP 16/17 - 17/18
Page 72

PROPOSED

Local

Agency Participation FY 2017/18
State

Federal

Task
Martin
County

State Soft
Match

FDOT

FCTD

FHWA

Total

FTA

Consultant
Subtotal

No.

Description

1.1

Program Management

$

27,282

1.2

UPWP Development

$

4,543

$

20,600

$

25,143

2.1

Public Involvement and
Outreach

$

19,967

$

90,530

$

110,497

3.1

Land Use and Socioeconomic Data Analysis

$

3,308

$

15,000

$

18,308

3.2

Traffic Count and Data
Analysis

77,250 $

4,411

$

20,000

$

101,661

4.1

LRTP

$

4,411

$

20,000

$

24,411

4.2

TIP

$

6,617

$

30,000

$

36,617

4.3

Bicycle, Pedestrian, and
Greenways

$

15,879

$

72,000

$

87,879

$32,000

4.4

Transit Planning

21,966 $

35,000

206,735 $

323,104

210,000*

4.5

Congestion ManagementLivability Planning

$

17,644

$

80,000

$

97,644

$60,000

5.1

Regional Transportation
Planning and Coordination

$

12,130

$

55,000

$

67,130

5.2

US 1 Corridor Retrofit

$

18,305

$

83,000

$

101,305

5.3

Freight and Intermodal
Planning

$

8,822

$

40,000

$

48,822

TOTAL

$

$

25,842 $

$ 103,092

7,719 $

$ 151,038

$150,982

$123,700*

$

25,842 $

25,842

$

21,966 $684,830*

$

$

206,735

$1,193,503

$10,500

$20,530

$40,000

$263,030

*4.4 Transit Planning: Treasure Coast Regional Planning Council (TCRPC) is the proposed
agency for Complete Streets Study in the amount of $110,000.
*Includes $3,000 for Office Furniture budgeted in FY2016/17
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PROPOSED

Funding Source s by Tas k - FY2017/18
Tas k

FHWA PL Funds

No.

De s cription

Fe de ral

1.1

Program Management

$123,700*

1.2

UPWP Development

$

2.1

Public Involvement and
Outreach

3.1

Land Use and Socio-economic
Data Analysis

3.2

Traffic Count and Data
Analysis

4.1

State Soft
Match

FCTD Grant

Local

State

FTA Se ction 5305(d)

Local

Fe de ral

State

Local

Local
Funds

Total

$150,982

$

27,282

20,600

$

4,543

$

90,530

$

19,967

$

15,000

$

3,308

$

20,000

$

4,411

LRTP

$

20,000

$

4,411

$24,411

4.2

TIP

$

30,000

$

6,617

$36,617

4.3

Bicycle, Pedestrian, and
Greenways

$

72,000

$

15,879

$87,879

4.4

Transit Planning

$

35,000

$

7,719

4.5

Congestion ManagementLivability Planning

$

80,000

$

17,644

$97,644

5.1

Regional Transportation
Planning and Coordination

$

55,000

$

12,130

$67,130

5.2

US 1 Corridor Retrofit

$

83,000

$

18,305

$101,305

5.3

Freight and Intermodal
Planning

$

40,000

$

8,822

TOTAL

$684,830*

$151,038

$25,143
$110,497
$18,308
$ 77,250

$ 21,966

$

206,735

$

25,842

$101,661

$323,104

$ 25,842

$48,822
$0

$21,966

$206,735

$25,842

$25,842

$77,250

$1,193,503

*Includes $3,000 for Office Furniture budgeted in FY2016/17
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ITEM NUMBER:

5F

MARTIN METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION
BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEETING
AGENDA ITEM SUMMARY
MEETING DATE:
DUE DATE:
UPWP#:
February 12, 2018
February 5, 2018
4.3
WORDING:
BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES MAP – SCOPE OF SERVICES
REQUESTED BY:
PREPARED BY:
DOCUMENT(S) REQUIRING
MPO
Beth Beltran/Bolivar
ACTION: Bicycle and Pedestrian
Gomez
Facilities Map Scope of Services
BACKGROUND
At the April 3, 2017 Joint Advisory Committee meeting, MPO staff received input from the
committee regarding what to include in the updated Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities Map. The
previous map was developed and published in 2013. Staff has incorporated comments into the
Bicycle/Pedestrian Map Scope of Services that will display existing bicycle and pedestrian
facilities in Martin County.
ISSUES
At the February 12th Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee (BPAC) meeting, Kimley-Horn
staff will present the Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities Map Scope of Services.
___________________________________________________________________________
RECOMMENDED ACTION
Approve the Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities Map Scope of Services
ATTACHMENTS
Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities Map Scope of Services
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Martin Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) Agreement for Continuing Services Contract
Number: RFP#2015-2825

Exhibit “A”

Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc.
Scope of Work – Task Order No. 5
Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities Map
Background
The Martin Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) is the primary agency for coordinating
transportation planning activities affecting Martin County.

The Martin MPO requests the assistance of its consultant team, Kimley-Horn and Associates,
for professional assistance to prepare the Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities Map.
Purpose
The purpose of this Task Order is to update the Martin MPO Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities
Map (last updated in 2013). The map is a color, double-sided 24” x 36” map that folds into
roughly 5” x 8” in size. The map illustrates the following existing facilities; sidewalks along
main roads, bike lanes, paved shoulders, and multi-modal paths. In addition to the existing
facilities; future facilities including projects under construction and/or funded projects are shown
on the map and points of public interest. The map will serve as a reference for cyclists and
pedestrians for traveling on the roadways of Martin County.

Task Order No. 5 will update the “Martin County Bicycle Map 2013” published by the MPO. This
will include:
·

Update the facilities depicted on the map to reflect recent construction and
implementation since the previous Bicycle Map was published.

·

Review future facilities under construction and/or funded projects.

·

Print a maximum of 2,000 copies for hard distribution.

·

Develop a scalable online version of the map. At the end of the project, Kimley-Horn will
deliver the electronic files to the MPO/County for transfer of ArcGIS Online for
Organizations configuration files to the MPO’s/County’s ArcGIS Online for Organizations
account.
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This scope of services describes the specific work tasks to be undertaken for the Martin MPO.
The work tasks will be performed by Kimley-Horn.
Study Area
The study area encompasses the Martin County boundary.
Task 1 Meetings
Task 1.1 Project Kick-Off Meeting
Kimley-Horn will hold a project kick-off meeting via conference call with MPO staff to discuss the
project scope, schedule, deliverables, and an online map platform. It is suggested that Martin
County IT staff be involved in the project and attend the kick-off meeting conference call to
discuss eventual transfer of the online map platform from Kimley-Horn to Martin County. The
Web Application and Feature Service functionality will be limited to functionality that is “off the
shelf” and commercially available within the ArcGIS Online framework. No custom application
coding will be performed for this tool.

Task 1.2 Presentations
Kimley-Horn will prepare and give one round of presentations of the draft Bicycle and
Pedestrian Facilities Map to the Technical Advisory Committee (TAC), Citizens Advisory
Committee (CAC), and Bicycle Pedestrian Advisory Committee (BPAC) toward the end of the
project to solicit input on the draft hard copy and Online map. A second presentation to BPAC
shall follow if requested. The draft hard copy presented to the Committee meetings will be one
24” x 36” print out of the front side and one 24” x 36” print out of the back side of the map. One
final presentation will be given to the MPO Policy Board for approval.
Task 2 Data Inventory
Kimley-Horn will coordinate with MPO staff to make sure the most recent GIS layers are utilized
at the start of the Task Order. It is not anticipated any new GIS layers will be developed.
Updated data from the recent Bicycle, Pedestrian, and Trails Master Plan will be utilized.

Existing Facilities
·

sidewalks along main roads

·

paved shoulders

·

bike lanes

·

multi-modal path
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Future Facilities
·

projects under construction

·

projects funded multi-modal
paths/bike lanes

Points of Interest (as selected by MPO staff for inclusion)
·

restroom

·

beach access

·

schools

·

medical center

·

bike shop

·

airport

·

fire station

·

bus stop

·

library

·

parks

Kimley-Horn will update changes to the existing facilities since the previous Bicycle Map was
published to reflect recent construction and implementation. Kimley-Horn will also review future
facilities that are under construction and/or funded projects and safety tips, bicycle-oriented
laws, and different bicycle facility types.
Task 3 Develop Hard Copy of Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities Map
Kimley-Horn will update the graphic design and presentation of the Bicycle and Pedestrian
Facilities Map. The updated map data from Task 2 will be incorporated into a graphic-designed
format. The hard copy of the Bicycle & Facilities Map will be a color, double-sided 24” x 36” map
that folds into roughly 5” x 8” in size. A draft of the Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities Map will
be submitted to the MPO via e-mail as a .pdf and mailed (or hand-delivered) one (1) hard copy
for review. Based upon the MPO staff comments, Kimley-Horn will revise the Map and resubmit
electronically to the MPO.
Task 4 Online Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities Map
Kimley-Horn will develop the web-based application using the platform selected during Task 1.
Specific map functions will include an interactive map of the existing and future facilities and
points of interest. Kimley-Horn will host the web-based application on its current ArcGIS Online
account for review. In order for the MPO to access the draft, MPO staff will need to provide
Kimley-Horn with an ArcGIS Online for Organizations user account. Otherwise, the web-based
application will be made “public” for the time period of review. Kimley-Horn will not create any
accounts within its organization for use by the MPO (this is a licensing restriction by Esri and it
cannot be violated).
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Kimley-Horn will respond to one (1) round of comments by the MPO staff regarding the draft
web-based application. It is requested that comments and feedback are combined as one
submittal by MPO staff and provided to Kimley-Horn in writing. Kimley-Horn will address the
comments and changes will be made to the ArcGIS Online hosted web-based application.
Kimley-Horn will respond to one (1) round of comments from the MPO Committee meetings
regarding the draft web-based application and hard copy of the map.

Kimley-Horn will deliver the electronic files to the MPO for transfer of ArcGIS Online for
Organizations configuration files to the MPO’s/County’s ArcGIS Online for Organizations
account.
Task 5 Final Documentation
Kimley-Horn will coordinate printing and production of the updated Bicycle and Pedestrian Map.
Kimley-Horn will order a total of 2,000 hard copies of the Map.
Schedule
The Kimley-Horn team will provide the services requested by the MPO as expeditiously as
practical to meet the schedule requirements of the MPO. It is anticipated that services for this
Task Order can be completed in approximately four (4) months of notice to proceed, dependent
upon review time and meeting schedules.
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ITEM NUMBER:

5G
MARTIN METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION
BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEETING
AGENDA ITEM SUMMARY
MEETING DATE:
DUE DATE:
UPWP#:
February 12, 2018
February 5, 2018
4.4
WORDING:
UPDATE – MARTIN COUNTY PUBLIC TRANSIT (MCPT) OPERATIONS CENTER
FEASIBILITY STUDY
REQUESTED BY:
PREPARED BY:
DOCUMENT(S) REQUIRING
MPO
Beth Beltran/
ACTION: N/A
Ricardo Vazquez
BACKGROUND
Future growth of MARTY (Martin County’s transit service) is dependent on the County owning
capital items, including buildings for vehicle maintenance, customer service call center, dispatch
and administration. After being recommended by the advisory committees, the MPO Policy
Board approved the Transit Operations Center Feasibility Study-Scope of Services on June 19,
2017.
On October 2, 2017, Marlin Engineering presented this study at the Joint Citizen’s Advisory
Committee, Technical Advisory Committee, and Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee
Meeting, and asked for approval of the acreage range that they should focus on. At that meeting,
the advisory boards approved of the Transit Operations Facility acreage range of five to ten
acres.
On October 30, 2017, the MCPT Operations Center Feasibility Study was presented to the MPO
Policy Board. The Board approved of the five to ten acre range for the proposed MCPT
Operations Facility Study.
ISSUES
At the February 12th BPAC meeting, Marlin Engineering staff will give a presentation on the
current status of the Transit Operation Center Feasibility Study, as well as the current site
locations that have made it to the top of the feasible site location list. Marlin Engineering is
looking for input and approval of the current top feasible site locations.
RECOMMENDED ACTION
1. Provide input
2. Approve the site locations
APPROVAL
MPO
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ATTACHMENTS
a. PowerPoint presentation
b. Bus facility concepts
c. Potential site map & table
d. Top site location aerials
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Martin County Public Transit Operations Center
Feasibility Study
Martin MPO
BPAC Meeting
February 12,
2018
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>> Presentation Outline
1

Project Status

2

Trip Generation

3

Site Concepts

4

Location Analysis

5

Open Discussion
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>> Scope and Schedule

Coordination
with MCPT
Aug. 2017

Best
Practices
FTA Regs
Sept. 2017

Space
Needs &
Concepts
Oct. 2017

Siting
Analysis
(10)
Jan. 2018

Coordination Meetings
Study Advisory Committee
MPO Advisory Committee
September 14, 2017
October 2, 2017
January 22, 2018
February 2018
March 2018
April 2018

Draft Final
Report
March 2018

MPO Policy Board
October 30, 2017
February 2018
April 2018
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>> Trip Generation
Due diligence indicates that Trip Gen has been performed on an
as needed basis by agencies
• No ITE Trip Generation Manual Rate
• MCPT current operations are dispersed and embedded in
existing agencies
Proposed methodology:
• General Office for administration, operations/dispatch,
customer service center
• Customers
• Bus operations
• Comparison to results of similar efforts
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>> Trip Generation
Office General 118 Employees
Daily
Land Use

General Office

AM Peak

PM Peak

Intensity

Units

In

Out

Total

In

Out

Total

In

Out

Total

118

Employees

196

196

392

50

7

57

9

45

54

10 Customers per Day
Daily
Land Use

Transit Customers

AM Peak

PM Peak

Intensity

Units

In

Out

Total

In

Out

Total

In

Out

Total

10

Customer

10

10

20

1

1

2

1

1

2

Bus Operations
Daily
Land Use

Bus Traffic

AM Peak

PM Peak

Intensity

Units

In

Out

Total

In

Out

Total

In

Out

Total

33

Buses

33

33

66

0

8

8

8

0

8
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>> Trip Generation
MCPT Projected Ops and Maintenance Center
Daily

AM Peak

PM Peak

Land Use

Intensity

Units

In

Out

Total

In

Out

Total

In

Out

Total

Martin County Transit

Total

Trips

239

239

478

51

16

67

18

46

64

LA Metro Satellite Relative Comparison
Daily
Land Use

Factored LA Metro

AM Peak

PM Peak

Intensity

Units

In

Out

Total

In

Out

Total

In

Out

Total

-

-

233

233

466

33

52

85

57

31

88

Napa Valley Relative Comparison
Daily
Land Use

NVTA Factored

AM Peak

PM Peak

Intensity

Units

In

Out

Total

In

Out

Total

In

Out

Total

Factored

Trips

260

260

520

24

38

62

14

35

49
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>> Site Concepts
• Handouts
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>> Screening Process

• Screen 1 Factors
– Land Use
– Urban Service
Area
– Vacancy
– Adj. Transit
Routes
– Jurisdiction

• Screen 2 Factors
– Adjacent Land Use
– Utilities
• Water
• Sewer

– Traffic
• Direct Access
• 30 Minute Rule
• ADA paratransit
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>> Screening Process

Area
N

Study Area
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>> Screening Process
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>> Screening Process

N
N
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>> Screening Process

N
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>> Screening Results
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>> Screening Process

Screen Results

•
•
•
•
•

Started with 500 + sites
Screen 1 vetted to 51 sites
Screen 2 results show 13 sites meet all criteria
Review Handout
Top 10 qualify for site assessment
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>> Screening Process

Next Steps
Site Assessment

– Field Review
– Access
– Environmental factors
• NPDES

– Existing/Planned bike/pedestrian facilities

Draft Report
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Martin County Public Transit Operations Center
Feasibility Study

Ricardo Vazquez
772-223-7983
rvazquez@martin.fl.us

Contacts

Jeff Weidner
954-205-2471
Jweidner@marlinengineering.com
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Bus Maintenance Facility (6.5 to 7.5 Acres) Option 1
1. Access Entry Gate (Buses)
2. Fueling Stations

400’ - 450’
3. Fuel Building (2,000 Sq. Ft.)
4. Fuel Storage (5,000 Sf. Ft.)

Fuel Storage

5. Bus Washing Facility Building (5,000 Sq. Ft.)

4
3

6. Maintenance Shop (25,000 Sq. Ft.)
• Minor (Light) and Major (Heavy) Maintenance

Bus Wash

• Storage Area

2

5

• Machine Rooms

1

• Training Area

Fueling

• Break Room
• Locker Rooms
• Restrooms
7. Administration Building (15,000 Sf. Ft.)
• Reception Area with Waiting Area for Visitors

6

• Customer Service Center

Maintenance
Shop

• Workstations
• Offices

15,000 Sq. Ft.

• Fare Counting/Storage Room
• Dispatch Rooms

9

• Conference Room

Overnight Bus
Parking

• Break Room for All Staff
• Break Room with TVs

7

• Training Area

Administration
Building

• Locker Rooms
• Machine Rooms

700’ - 750’

15,000 Sq. Ft.

13

13

• Restrooms
8. Staff and Visitor Parking
• 84 Spaces
9. Overnight Bus Parking
• 30 Buses
• 11 Para-Transit Vehicles
• 4 Driver Transport Vehicles

Staff and Visitor
Parking

12

8

• 2 Utility Vehicles
10. Pre-Trip Checkpoint
11. Access Exit Gate (Buses)
12. Staff and Visitors Entry and Exit Gate
13. Bus Stop

Pre-Trip
Checkpoint

Bus Circulation
Bus Circulation

10
11

Staff andStaff
Visitor
andCirculation
Visitor Circula
PropertyProperty
Line
Line
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Bus Maintenance Facility (6.5 to 7.5 Acres) Option 2

650’ - 700’

Fuel Storage

4
3
Bus Wash

2

5

Fueling

1

Staff and Visitor Parking

8

450 - 550’

12

13
9
Overnight Bus
Parking

6

7

Maintenance
Shop

Administration
Building

13

15,000 Sq. Ft.

15,000 Sq. Ft.

Pre-Trip
Checkpoint

10
11

1. Access Entry Gate (Buses)
2. Fueling Stations
3. Fuel Building (2,000 Sq. Ft.)
4. Fuel Storage (5,000 Sf. Ft.)
5. Bus Washing Facility Building (5,000 Sq. Ft.)
6. Maintenance Shop (25,000 Sq. Ft.)
• Minor (Light) and Major (Heavy) Maintenance
• Storage Area
• Machine Rooms
• Training Area
• Break Room
• Locker Rooms
• Restrooms

7. Administration Building (15,000 Sf. Ft.)
• Reception Area with Waiting Area for Visitors

9. Overnight Bus Parking
• 30 Buses

• Customer Service Center

• 11 Para-Transit Vehicles

• Workstations

• 4 Driver Transport Vehicles

• Offices

• 2 Utility Vehicles

• Fare Counting/Storage Room
• Dispatch Rooms
• Conference Room
• Break Room for All Staff
• Break Room with TVs
• Training Area

10. Pre-Trip Checkpoint
11. Access Exit Gate (Buses)
12. Staff and Visitors Entry and Exit Gate
13. Bus Stop

• Locker Rooms
• Machine Rooms
• Restrooms

Bus Circulation
Staff and Visitor Circulation

8. Staff and Visitor Parking
• 84 Spaces

Property Line
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D

R

A

F

T

Martin County MPO: Transit Operations Feasibility Study
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Screen 2

Screen 1
Martin County MPO: Transit Operations Feasibility Study

Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes

Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
No
No
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
No
Yes
Yes
No
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes

Future Land Use

Adjacent Future
Land Use

Water
Sewer
Connection Connection

Industrial
Industrial
Commercial
Industrial
Commercial
Industrial
Commercial
Industrial
Commercial
Industrial
Commercial
Industrial
General Institutional
General Institutional
Commercial
Commercial
Commercial
Commercial
Commercial
Commercial
Commercial
Commercial
Commercial
Commercial
Commercial
Commercial
General Institutional
Rural Density
General Institutional Commercial/Residential
Commercial
Commercial
Commercial
Commercial
Industrial
Commercial
Commercial
Commercial
Commercial
Commercial
Residential
Residential
Commercial
Preserve
Commercial
Residential
Commercial
Residential
Commercial
Residential
Commercial
Residential
Commercial
Residential
Industrial
Residential
Commercial
Residential
Agricultural
Agricultural
Agricultural
Agricultural
Commercial/Residential
Residential
Residential
Commercial
Residential
Commercial
Residential
Preserve
Residential
Agricultural
Residential
Agricultural
Residential
Residential
Residential
Residential
Residential
Residential
Residential
Residential
Residential
Residential
Residential
Residential
Commercial
Commercial
Residential
Residential
Commercial/Residential
Commercial
Residential
Residential
Commercial
Residential
Residential
Residential

T

9.73
9.67
6.78
6.64
7.10
8.75
10.51
20.07
6.21
22.65
17.63
7.91
19.31
7.76
7.77
15.13
11.28
11.15
5.03
8.89
7.85
22.69
22.69
11.39
5.80
13.10
11.44
49.38
11.33
24.93
40.58
6.12
8.81
8.84
208.23
19.78
16.71
5.78
7.26
33.75
12.43
26.65
9.61
17.18
11.90
16.26
10.36
14.86
9.58

Vacant

F

3920 SE Commerce Ave
2204 SE Indian St
3261 SE Railroad Ave
2194 SE Indian St
3546 SE Commerce Ave
2805 SE Federal Hwy
2616 SE Dixie Hwy
2601 SE Willoughby Blvd
5567 SE Federal Hwy
3694 SE Federal Hwy A
3700 SE Commerce Ave
3583 S Kanner Hwy
4501 SE Federal Hwy
1700 SE Darlin St
1845 SE Salerno Rd
364 SW Kanner Hwy
7539 SW Lost River Rd
389 SW Kanner Hwy
3430 NW Treasure Coast Dr
1365 NW Jensen Beach Blvd
2750 SE Ocean Blvd
3991 SR-76 W (A)
3991 SR-76 W (B)
150 SE Indian St
5885 S Kanner Hwy
7229 SE Seagate Ln
5594 SR-76 W
Savannah Road, JB
2223 NW Federal Hwy
1855 SW Kanner Hwy
1900 SW Kanner Hwy
3098 SE Doubleton Dr
3529 SE Cobia Way
6195 S Kanner Hwy
4592 SR-76 W
3320 SR-76
1805 SW Pratt Whitney Rd
4558 SE Federal Hwy
4638 SE Federal Hwy
7331 SE Federal Hwy
Green River Parkway, JB
4401 NW Federal Hwy
1153 NW 16th Pl
300 NE Jensen Beach Blvd
3830 NE Pineapple Dr
2285 SE Cove Rd
3523 S Kanner Hwy
3020 S Kanner Hwy
2898 SE Salerno Rd

Adjacent
Transit
Routes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
No
Yes
Yes
Yes

A

9
40
37
41
42
38
45
2
14
11
26
35
8
46
47
16
22
21
6
24
33
28
29
36
13
19
25
32
31
17
20
1
10
15
27
34
18
12
23
43
44
3
7
5
4
48
49
50
51

Urban
Service
Area
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yea
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
No
No
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes

R

Address

5 Acres
and above

D

NUM

Area
Acreage

Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
No
No
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes

Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes

30 Min.
Rule

ADA 3/4
mile Rule

Direct
Access

Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
No
No
No
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
No
No
No
No
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
No
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
No
No
No
No
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes

Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
No
No
No
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
No
No
No
Yes
Yes
No
No
Yes
Yes
No
No
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
No
No
Yes
Yes
No
No
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes

Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
No
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
No
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
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NUM 9

Address:
3920 SE Commerce Ave.

Martin County MPO Transit Operations Facility Feasibility Study
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NUM 40

Address:
2204 SE Indian St.

Martin County MPO Transit Operations Facility Feasibility Study
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NUM 37

Address:
3261 SE Railroad Ave.

Martin County MPO Transit Operations Facility Feasibility Study
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NUM 41

Address:
2194 SE Indian St.

Martin County MPO Transit Operations Facility Feasibility Study
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NUM 42

Address:
3546 SE Commerce Ave.

Martin County MPO Transit Operations Facility Feasibility Study
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NUM 38

2805 SE Federal Hwy

Martin County MPO Transit Operations Facility Feasibility Study
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NUM 45

45

Address:
2616 SE Dixie Hwy

Martin County MPO Transit Operations Facility Feasibility Study
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NUM 2

Address:
2601 SE Willoughby Blvd.

Martin County MPO Transit Operations Facility Feasibility Study
Page 109

NUM 14

Address:
5567 SE Federal Hwy

Martin County MPO Transit Operations Facility Feasibility Study
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NUM 11

Address:
3694 SE Federal Hwy A

Martin County MPO Transit Operations Facility Feasibility Study
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NUM 26

Address:
3700 SE Commerce Ave.

Martin County MPO Transit Operations Facility Feasibility Study
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Note: NUMs 11, 26 and 9 are in close proximity to each other

Martin County MPO Transit Operations Facility Feasibility Study
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NUM 35

Address:
3583 S Kanner Hwy

Martin County MPO Transit Operations Facility Feasibility Study
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NUM 8

Address:
4501 SE Federal Hwy

Martin County MPO Transit Operations Facility Feasibility Study
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Notes
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The Martin MPO is moving to a new location!
Our new office will be located at the Willoughby Commons Plaza at
3481 SE Willoughby Boulevard, Suite 101, Stuart, FL 34994.
Less than a quarter mile south of Sailfish Splash Waterpark
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