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

MEETING SUMMARY 
Monday, February 12, 2018 - 4:00 P.M. 

2401 SE Monterey Road 
1st Floor Growth Management Room 

Stuart, FL 34996 
(772) 221-1498 

1. CALL TO ORDER 
Ms. Joan Moore, Chair, called the meeting to order at 4:01 P.M. 

2. ROLLCALL 
Members in Attendance: 
Joan Moore (Leftat4:58 PM) 

Ken Natoli 
John Trahan 
DonFabricy 
Hal Forslund 
GeneZweben 
Jan Icyda 
David Pittinos (Left at 5:36 PM) 

Excused Members: 
William Fry 
Julie Preast 
Dawn Arvin 
JP Lazo 
Nick Pagan 

Members Not In Attendance: 
Staff in Attendance: 
Beth Beltran, MPO Administrator 
Margaret Brassard, Administrative Assistant III 
Bolivar Gomez, Senior Planner 
Ricardo Vazquez, Senior Associate Planner 

Others in Attendance: 
Ray Burdett, Ocean Breeze 
Jeff Weidner, Marlin & Associates 
Dennis Rinaldi, Self 
Kim DeLaney, Treasure Coast Regional Planning Council 
Stewart Robertson, Kimley-Hom 

A quorum was present for the meeting. 

3. APPROVE AGENDA 
Mr. Jan lcyda made a motion to approve the Agenda which was seconded by Mr. Don 
Fabricy. There were no objections. The motion passed unanimously. 

BP AC Minutes Page 1 of 10 February 12, 2018 



4. APPROVE MINUTES 

A motion to approve the minutes of the October 9, 2017 meeting was made by Mr. Gene 
Zweben. A second was provided by Mr. Don Fabricy. No changes were requested and 
the motion passed unanimously. 

5. AGENDA ITEMS 

A. ANNUAL ELECTION OF OFFICERS 
Ms. Beltran stated that annually at the first meeting of the calendar year each of the 
Metropolitan Planning Organization (lv1PO) committees elect a Chair and Vice Chair. 
She said that the prior meetings, the committees have reelected their current officers, 
but it is up to the pleasure of the Bicycle Pedestrian Advisory Committee (BPAC) as 
to whom they wish to elect. Ms. Joan Moore, the current Chair said that she doesn't 
mind being Chair but her schedule has changed and she needs to leave at 5:00 PM, 
but if someone else would like to be the Chair she's fine with that as well. It was 
mentioned that the committee wouldn't mind if the meetings began earlier, and Ms. 
Beltran said that staff can poll the committee to see if there is a time the committee 
would prefer. 

Mr. Jan Icyda moved to keep the current officers seated. Ms. Joan Moore and 
Mr. Ken Natoli both advised that they would be glad to continue in their 
respective positions. Mr. Gene Zweben provided a second. The motion passed 
unanimously. 

B. PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT PLAN (PIP) ANNUAL REPORT 
Mr. Bolivar Gomez advised that he has a brief power point to show depicting this 
annual report. He explained that the purpose of the Public Involvement Plan (PIP) 
Annual Report is to evaluate and assess the objectives in the PIP document. He stated 
that the PIP is a guide that the lv1PO follows to ensure the community is informed of 
projects now and in the future. Mr. Gomez discussed the following PIP objectives: 
#I-Hold regular public meetings; #2- Provide equitable access to information; #3-To 
engage the public early and often; #4- Use a variety of methods to engage the public; 
and #5-Public input on the Program of Projects (POP) for public transit. Mr. Gomez 
said that he will take questions and is seeking approval of the PIP Annual Report as 
presented. Mr. David Pittinos commented that he was present at the IRSC Open 
House and he was very impressed. The staff was really interested in listening to what 
the public had to say about making the bike paths safer and he thinks they have 
changed them because of those comments. 

Mr. Ken Natoli made a motion to approve the Public Involvement Plan (PIP) 
Annual Report. Mr. John Trahan provided a second to the motion which was 
unanimously approved. 

C. SAFETY PERFORMANCE TARGETS 
Ms. Beth Beltran advised that the Federal Highway Administration (FHW A) is now 
requiring State Departments of Transportation like the Florida Department of 
Transportation (FDOT) and lvlPOs to adopt the five Safety Performance Targets 
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which they have published. Those safety targets were included in the agenda packets 
which are as follows: 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. Resulting 
from this, FDOT has identified a "Vision Zero" Target for each of these Performance 
Measures which supports the philosophy that any personal injury or death is 
unacceptable. Due to the huge amount of resources, expertise and data collection, 
this conversation has been held numerous times at a State level by the 27 MPOs. Ms. 
Beltran advised that 26 of the 27 MPOs have either adopted or plan to adopt the 
State's Vision Zero Target Measures. With that, she said staff is recommending that 
this committee approve the Vision Zero Targets and she will take questions at this 
time. Mr. Zweben asked if the committee is approving the target of "Zero" or the 
forecast of the performance measure. Ms. Beltran said that the Feds are the ones who 
set the performance measure so we are supporting FDOT's Vision Zero Target for 
each of the performance measures, but FDOT's program application does not allow 
"O" as an entry, they are actually like .1 or .0 I for each of the targets. Mr. Pittinos 
asked if they really think "O" will ever happen, a person walks in front of a car drunk 
and someone hits them, it's never going to happen. Ms. Beltran explained that FDOT 
is doing what they can by making the projects and planning be more efficient in order 
to move closer to that target of "O" injuries or fatalities. Mr. Stewart Robertson 
explained it as a fundamental change in philosophy. Mr. Natoli suggested that "O" is 
a good target, if you shoot for "O" and get 10 it's still better than I 00. He said that 
input should be solicited as to how to get to "O" with all the texting, drunken or 
reckless driving, punishable by six months of community service. He suggested the 
punishments be publicized more to get more attention. Mr. Trahan inquired what 
methods are FDOT going to take to get to zero, are there any ideas behind this or is it 
just a number on a paper. Mr. Robertson mentioned that FOOT has had success with 
the Safe Routes to School Program, Alert Today-Alive Tomorrow as well as a few 
other programs adding that the zero target will inspire some of the texting and driving 
laws. Possibly making texting a primary offense as some other States have 
implemented it. 

Mr. Ken Natoli made a motion to approve the Safety Performance Targets, but 
altered the motion to include encouraging FDOT to accept ideas and comments 
from the MPO as to how they hope to achieve this project. The motion was 
seconded by Mr. David Pittinos. Seeing no additional comments the motion was 
approved unanimously. 

D. COMPLETE STREET STUDY: ACCESS TO TRANSIT- SCOPE OF 
SERVICES 
Ms. Beltran stated that the MPO is moving forward with the Complete Street Study 
and Access to Transit by partnering with the Treasure Coast Planning Council 
(TCRPC). She advised that the scope of services was included in the agenda package 
and Dr. Kim DeLaney is here to make this presentation. Dr. Kim DeLaney 
introduced herself and said that this is the type of effort can better position Martin for 
large infrastructure investments, so in addition to addressing the backlog, the 
Complete Streets project is proactive in moving forward to better positon the County 
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for funds as they become available. Dr. DeLaney advised that the project will take 
about 12 months. She stated that it would give them the opportunity to look at all the 
different transportation facilities in Martin County, to identify the ones especially that 
have planned resurfacing, rehabilitation or construction activities. Dr. DeLaney 
stated that other regions or areas are receiving better funding leverage using this 
technique adding that if the road is already going to be tom out put it back together in 
the best possible way. She advised that these planned improvements would stretch 
across Martin County; they would review the planned transit routes, the existing 
infrastructure all to get the best ideas. She said a Complete Streets Steering 
Committee will guide the process which will include pertinent representatives from 
agencies across the City and County, such as the Chamber and other agencies deemed 
appropriate by the MPO. Implementing the task will consist of developing a catalog 
of improvements that make sense for Martin County and develop a Complete Streets 
matrix with a protocol for the selection of facilities, while elevating the best 
opportunities to the top. Dr. DeLaney mentioned that there would be a couple of 
open house/workshops in addition to a few presentations and a final public workshop 
to obtain the best public input. This is comparable to what is being done across the 
State to have better access to transit she said. With that consideration, said Dr. 
DeLaney, every transit stop starts and ends as a pedestrian so it's better leverage for 
civilizing "the last mile" as well as making it more efficient. She commented on an 
example she used at a prior meeting which was the efficiency of the transit stop near 
Willoughby Boulevard shared by the Health Department and Sailfish Splash adding 
that locations like this improve transit and safety. She concluded her presentation 
saying that the study is anticipated to be completed in 12 months, beginning with the 
committee selection process in January so she will take questions. Mr. Natoli asked 
how this project was initiated. Ms. Beltran stated that the need for this project was 
identified in the Fiscal Year (FY) 2016/17-2017/18 Unified Planning Work Program 
(UPWP) which resulted from discussions of this committee, the Board and the other 
committees. It's a follow up to the Master Plan as well as the Safety Action Plan 
about the need for safer bicycle and pedestrian facilities in this County. Mr. Natoli 
said that some of the people here may need to be brought up to speed as to what 
makes up a complete street. They have separated bike lanes, on-street parking, transit 
stops with functional locations. (i.e. mixed uses stores, restaurants, medical facilities). 
Mr. Natoli said that some pictures should be taken to the Board so they understand 
what a complete street is, otherwise the Board may just tune out. Mr. Natoli said that 
this would be very interesting to see if they would do it. Dr. DeLaney said that 
Complete Streets are the movement of transportation and a more modem facility for 
that movement. She advised that the default position of transportation is vehicles but 
Complete Streets is for all modes, pedestrian, bicycles, transit and vehicles all with 
elevated safety consideration as well as more protection for all users with raised 
property values. She said that what Complete Streets do, is give us a chance to 
rethink how the real estate is used. She queried, are there ways to increase safety for 
other users? Now, she said, we need to create a safer transportation facility which 
increases the property values along that corridor as they have better and safer access. 
Dr. DeLaney advised that an example of a complete street is Colorado A venue, which 
is a very urban situation so it's not the same condition found in every situation. She 
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said that the decision makers that helped guide that project determined that was the 
right type of improvements to accommodate pedestrians and cyclists as it had been a 
nightmare to cross the street in that area. She said that not only does the street look 
better, with traffic calming and crosswalks, but everyone knows where they are 
supposed to be or cross, plus it's had an economic improvement of 22 businesses in 
24 months. That works for that location she mentioned, whereas it wouldn't work on 
US 1 so the appropriate facilities need to be chosen for the individual venue. Mr. 
Zweben inquired if the study is to make it safer for the current users or if it's to show 
who would use the facilities if there were additional safety measures like bike lanes, 
crosswalks or other facilities as many won't use the streets now due to the lack of 
safety features. Dr. Delaney said now we need to determine what makes sense, with 
future land use plans, the planned improvements, location of the existing and future 
transit stops, as well as information as to the different array of users we should 
expect. We need to determine the kind of improvements and volume to expect, then 
put all that data together, what does and doesn't yet exist and make a form. Mr. 
Fabricy asked ifthere was any hard evidence that there's a need for more pedestrian 
and transit facilities. Dr. Delaney said that without seeing the data she couldn't 
answer that. She advised that the Transit Development Plan (TDP) does look at the 
existing transit service as well as demand and forecasts it going forward. She said 
that she hasn't analyzed it yet but that is part of the analysis. Mr. Trahan suggested 
the need to change the will of the people to put the funds in projects like this, adding 
that the rest of the projects targeted solely for vehicles could be modified to splice in 
these projects. I'm not sure how we get there, but maybe this is an avenue. Dr. 
Delaney said that FDOT has been an excellent partner. She gave an example of a 
local community that decided through a public process, to decrease a six lane section 
of US 1 to add bike lanes. Because they had a plan in place, they were able to use 
Transportation Alternative Program (TAP) funds for some improvements and FDOT 
brought in a million dollars in safety funds to augment a resurfacing project that was 
already budgeted. So this will put in place, a four lane section, traffic calming, right 
lane, landscaping, street lighting, light replacement, intersection improvements and a 
multiuse path on the east side. Dr. Delaney stated that they leveraged their $50,000 
local financial output and maximized their improvements using the additional funds 
available to them through the partnerships of the MPO, FDOT and TAP funds, due to 
the fact that they previously had a plan in place. With a plan in place, she said, local 
governments can take advantage of potentially available funds instead of losing out or 
going into panic mode trying to come up with a plan last minute. Planning allows for 
the community to zoom out and get a broad prospective of what they want. This type 
of process allows the community to determine what they want, set some priorities, 
circumvent the panic mode and be prepared when the time is ready. Dr. Delaney 
said for those who have reviewed the scope, it's a rational planning process. She said 
that proper planning results in better projects and a rushed job doesn't allow time to 
get a comprehensive view of a whole picture or get the proper public input. Dr. 
Delaney stated that she will take questions at this time. Seeing none, the chair 
inquired if there would be a motion to approve. 
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A motion to approve the Complete Streets Study was offered by Mr. John 
Trahan which was seconded by Mr. Gene Zweben. There was no additional 
discussion or objections. The motion passed unanimously. 

E. UNIFIED PLANNING WORK PROGRAM (UPWP)/MPO AGREEMENT 
AMENDMENT 
Ms. Beth Beltran said that this is an amendment to the fiscal year (FY) 2018 Unified 
Planning Work Program or the UPWP. She said that the amendment is being 
requested to move funds into two tasks: The first is to fund the development of our 
Bicycle/Pedestrian Map the other is to fund the MPO move into a new office along 
Willoughby Boulevard in the Willoughby Plaza north of the Tax Collector's office. 
Eventually the advisory committee meetings will be held there. Funds moved into 
this line item will allow the MPO to purchase needed equipment and furniture for the 
new location said Ms. Beltran. She concluded stating that she will take questions or 
comments and that staff requests approval of this item. Ms. Moore inquired why the 
MPO is relocating. Ms. Beltran said that the MPO is moving as it is available County 
space mentioning that the building behind it is being renovated to house the Utilities 
Department with the Property Appraiser. She said that it will eventually become a 
government complex. 

Mr. Ken Natoli made a motion to approve the Unified Planning Work Program 
(UPWP)/MPO Agreement Amendment. The motion was seconded by Mr. John 
Trahan. There were no objections so the motion passed unanimously. 

F. BICYCLE/PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES MAP- SCOPE OF SERVICES 
Ms. Beltran mentioned that the last agenda item made funds available for the 
Bicycle/Pedestrian Facilities Map and this is the scope of services for that map adding 
that it was described and included in the agenda package. She introduced Mr. Stewart 
Robertson with Kimley-Hom, a Planning Consultant for the MPO, to provide the 
details for this map. While displaying the current 2013 map, Mr. Robertson advised 
that it's been five years since the bike/ped map was updated, adding that there have 
been many facility completions, beginnings and proposals since that time that need to 
reflected. He said they will begin by updating the facility data, noting that the MPO 
recently developed the Bicycle/Pedestrian and Trails Master Plan. Because of that 
plan, Mr. Robertson said, much of the preliminary base data is available; we will still 
need to review the facilities currently under construction and/or completed projects to 
add to the data to ensure the most current view possible. The Scope includes 2,000 
printed copies for distribution, as well as a scalable, interactive, on-line version of the 
map. Mr. Robertson mentioned that it would be more like an interactive tool on the 
websites of the MPG/County. He provided a slide showing bike/ped maps from other 
areas, detailing the information available on each, stating that similar information 
could be placed on this map. Some of the information mentioned on the various maps 
was pedestrian/cycling safety, rules of the road, comfort levels, safety techniques and 
pictures of those facilities. Mr. Don Fabricy said that it's great that this is being done 
and asked how the maps will be distributed. Mr. Robertson advised that the MPO 
staff will determine the method and locations for distribution of the hard copies. Ms. 
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Moore recalled that prior maps were distributed to bike shops and the Chamber of 
Commerce. Ms. Beltran informed that they were delivered to the City of Stuart City 
Hall, Sewall's Point, all the local Chambers and all County libraries. Mr. Fabricy 
asked if it's advertised in the newspapers that they are available to which Ms. Beltran 
stated no. He said it would be good in order to get it into the hands of those who 
would use them, Mr. Ray Burdett said that in Denver they had a map showing all the 
trails and it was nice. Mr. Natoli provided some history about the three bike maps he 
had for Martin County. He had copies from 2004, 2009 and 2013 adding that this 
committee worked on, as well as had total input on the first two which were very 
comprehensive maps. Mr. Natoli explained that the folded, larger, water resistant 
map is more desirable for its content plus it's easier to read and will last longer. Ms. 
Moore commented that the information on the "comfort" map was too subjective as 
they chose that style for the second map so it would be better as a facility style map. 
Mr. Robertson informed the committee that is was the consensus of the public to have 
a facility-style map so it's clear to see if it's a bike lane or a separated path, for ease 
in trip planning. Mr. Gene Zweben asked if things like water fountains would be 
listed on the map. Mr. Robertson advised that beach access and public facilities can 
be shown. 

Mr. Ken Natoli made a motion to approve the Bicycle/Pedestrian Facilities Map
Scope of Services. The motion was seconded by Mr. Hal Forslund. There was 
no additional discussion and the motion passed unanimously. 

G. TRANSIT OPERATIONS CENTER FEASIBILITY STUDY UPDATE 
Ms. Beltran introduced Mr. Jeff Weidner from Marlin Engineering to present this 
project. Mr. Weidner gave a brief history of the contents of his presentation noting 
the different times he has come before the MPO committees with preliminary 
presentations. He advised that the MPO, through this study, shows support for the 
planning efforts of the Martin County transit services. He advised that a business 
plan for the future of Martin County's transit was adopted in June, 2017 with the 
primary objective being looking for a facility that is County owned. Mr. Weidner 
said that this study is to work with the transit agency, identify a threshold, which is a 
33 bus operation, then performed a Geographic Information System (GIS) analysis on 
potentially suitable properties with which to move forward. He discussed the Project 
Status and Schedule, Trip Generation, Site Concepts and Location Analysis. Mr. 
Weidner said that in order to use Federal Transit Administration (FTA) funds or 
"Federal" funds an emphasis on due diligence must be shown. He said they have 
identified about ten locations now and locations are required to be properly vetted, a 
location can't just be "picked out" it must be proven to the FTA why a location was 
chosen, that it qualifies to their requirements, it must be structurally sound for 40 
years though it may not be used for that length of time, as a 20 year time horizon is 
more typical for use. Mr. Ray Burdett inquired how to determine the number of 
parking sites. Mr. Weidner said that the number of vehicles is less than the number of 
employees due to the fact that there are long days and shift changes, not all 
employees will be there at the same time. Mr. Don Fabricy inquired if they are 
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considering alternative fuel. Mr. Weidner affirmed adding that size again would need 
to be considered, but the fuel storage should be able to accommodate any type of fuel 
tanks. Mr. Gene Zweben asked which buses are the schools. Mr. Weidner said that 
the MCPT buses are 40 foot diesels or 40 footers and the 11 Paratransit vehicles 
which are 22 footers. This is planned for ten years from now and anticipated to last 
20 years. School buses are completely different. Up front, we had to establish a 
framework, he said. There was talk about comingling with other facilities, said Mr. 
Weidner. When using Federal dollars, he said, we have to track that one maintenance 
person being paid with Federal dollars changed a tire on our local bus. Mr. Weidner 
said that the larger of the scenarios is that the facility needs to be a stand-alone 
facility. Discussion ensued as to the parking, drainage and the grassy areas. Mr. 
Weidner showed a GIS analysis of the County properties saying they need to look for 
the appropriate land use. They need to look at industrial or commercial land use not 
residential, does it have access to water and sewage, is it vacant, is it adjacent to 
transit routes and what jurisdiction is it in so we can review the land development 
codes. In the second screening he said, is the adjacent land use, which is important 
because as everyone knows, if it's next to a residential area people will be opposed to 
it. More important to the Federal Government, if it goes in next to a low income 
residential area it must be really vetted, it must be capable to have utilities. Mr. 
Weidner stated that there is a 30 minute rule on the Americans with Disabilities 
(ADA) Paratransit. There were 541 properties, he said, then we looked at properties 
within the Urban Service Area, as well as along the existing bus routes which has us 
down to 51 properties. Mr. Weidner advised that if a bus breaks down that has a 
headway of more than a half of an hour then another bus has to get there to replace it 
within 30 minutes. It doesn't need to follow the route, just get there under that time 
limit. The only two routes that have a headway of more than a half of an hour are the 
Indiantown Route and the 20X which goes to the Gardens Mall in Palm Beach 
County. Mr. Weidner stated that public properties are the number one factor, so they 
will move to the frrst location. Mr. Fabricy asked how many people are riding the 
buses now. Mr. Weidner said that he doesn't have that information; it is in the 
current Transportation Development Plan (TDP). Ms. Beltran asked if Mr. Fabricy 
wanted the information from the current TDP. Mr. Fabricy inquired if there are 33 
buses why does the County need this much for transportation. Ms. Beltran explained 
that the MPO was asked if they could provide this study for Martin County Public 
Transit looking at and weighing the site possibilities to determine which locations 
would be eligible to use Federal funds. Mr. Natoli asked if they are seeking approval 
of the project with comments from the committees. Mr. Weidner clarified that the 
approval would be of the list that is provided with the comments from the three 
committees then by the MPO Board. 

Mr. David Fabricy made the motion to approve the provided list with comments 
from the three committees ultimately seeking approval by the MPO Board. The 
motion was seconded by Mr. Gene Zweben. 

Mr. John Trahan inquired if the list was being approved as it stands or with the 
modifications. Mr. Weidner confrrmed that it would be with comments, adding that 
there were two sites that were not publicly owned and didn't make the list while sites 
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#45, #46, and #47 are publically owned and made it to the top of the list. He said 
there were four more that were not vacant. Mr. Weidner said that they have gone 
back, reviewed all the properties some of which are partially developed and four more 
public sites will come on the list. He noted that the County wants public ownership 
to be the number one factor, which makes sense to already own the property. Mr. 
Natoli stated that there has been a motion and a second with no objections 
passing the motion unanimously. 

6. COMMENTS FROM COMMITTEE MEMBERS 
Mr. Don Fabricy said that there has been a missing sidewalk on Indian River Drive for 
over a year. He asked if a recommendation could be made of Martin County to get that 
replaced. Ms. Beltran advised that they will check into the status of that project and bring 
that information back. 

Mr. Hal Forslund mentioned the improvements being made on Salemo Road between 
Old Dixie and US 1 inquiring as to details, i.e. will there be bike lanes or a multiuse path. 
Mr. Bolivar Gomez stated that he will look into it. 

Mr. Natoli commented on a letter to the editor in the newspaper indicating that both the 
car and lane widths were overstated. 

Mr. Natoli mentioned the widening of State Road (SR) 714 and that at the public meeting 
suggested the sidewalks be moved further out due to the Right Of Way available. They 
were told that it would be looked into. 

Mr. Natoli reminded the committee that he attended a recent MPO Board meeting where 
he brought up the Bike Ped/Master Plan noting that the Goal #1 and Objective IA were 
good since they were changed. He inquired who is responsible to ensure this is 
accomplished. Ms. Beltran stated that the objectives of the MPO was the Bike/Ped/Trails 
Master Plan, so when the MPO decides to prioritize the projects, or Call for Projects 
because there is certain grant funding, then those Goals and Objectives will be what is 
encouraged as a guideline to determine what projects will get approved. She provided 
the example of the City of Stuart TAP project which was accomplished a few years ago. 
Because the project reflected those goals, the Complete Streets Project located at Johnson 
and Kindred Street came to fruition. Ms. Beltran reflected that after the MPO meeting 
previously mentioned by Mr. Natoli, she was approached by County staff since he 
mentioned the Comprehensive Plan and land uses. This staff member inquired why that 
was brought up as the MPO doesn't oversee the Comprehensive Plan, development or 
land uses. The staff member inquired if Mr. Natoli had ever submitted an application for 
a Change in the Land Development Regulations, she stated that was all that was 
necessary. Ms. Beltran inquired if Mr. Natoli ever requested an Application from the 
Growth Management Department to change the Land Development Regulations. Mr. 
Natoli said that he has frequently suggested having someone from the Growth 
Management Department at these BPAC meetings. He said it's a "Catch 22"; the MPO 
does the studies, but if the Boards are not willing to implement the changes they will 
never happen. Mr. Natoli said that it is his sole opinion that the committee needs to focus 
on the East Coast Greenway (ECG), put it on the top of the list to see if we can get some 
funding. Ms. Beltran stated that at the last meeting, based on the recommendation of the 
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committees, the MPO Board approved submittal of a Sun Trail Application for the 
Shared use path connecting Bridge Road to the Hobe Sound Wildlife Refuge. She said 
that will connect from Bridge Road to the County Line that goes through Jonathan 
Dickinson State Park (JDSP). They also supported a Sun Trail application for a feasibility 
study to continue the shared use path up to Seabranch State Park. It these projects are 
funded, the connection would be from Seabranch State Park to the Palm Beach/Martin 
County line, which would be significant. 

7. COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC 
Mr. Ray Burdett mentioned that Ocean Breeze is developing a large complex behind 
Publix in the Dunes area. He was wondering if there are any plans to make that area 
bikeable, as the south side doesn't have any sidewalks, bike paths or anything. Ms. 
Beltran said that staff will look into it, and confirmed that he signed the "Sign-in Sheet" 
so staff could get back in touch with him. 

Mr. Forslund said that Martin is doing what they can to promote walking and cycling. He 
said speed reductions would increase the pedestrian/cyclist populous but that may be 
wishful thinking. 

Mr. Don Fabricy noted that there is a lot of construction happening and it would be a 
good time for this committee to get involved to see if sidewalks, multimodal paths or bike 
lanes could be constructed. Ms. Beltran said that part of the Complete Streets Scope of 
Services is to work with the Community Redevelopment Agencies (CRAs); Jensen Beach 
has a Neighborhood Advisory Committee (NAC) and a Community Redevelopment Area 
(CRA) Committee. 

8. NOTES 
None. 

9. NEXT MEETING 
April 2, 2018-Joint CAC/BPAC/TAC meeting at 1:30 p.m. 

10. ADJOURN 
Mr. Natoli stated that as there were no remaining items on the agenda he would entertain 
a motion to adjourn 

Mr. Gene Zweben made a motion to adjourn which was seconded by Mr. Don 
Fabricy. There were no objections. The meeting was adjourned at 6:01 PM 

Recorded and Prepared by: 

Approved by: 

BPAC Minutes Page 10of10 February 12, 2018 


