














Ms. Preast added that another problem with the Enhancement Grants is that the real
estate [easement] must be owned in order to use the grant. This has been a huge
draw back in previous years. Ms. Preast made a request to the committee, that
whoever makes this motion, to consider including the Felix Williams School as one
of the schools which will benefit from this program. Ms. Ianuzzi added a comment
directed towards Engineering. When doing the Safe School environments, they
should install the ADA requirements of audible signals and accessible crossings for
the disabled students at the schools. Ms. Brotherton stated that the grants come
through a local agency program process and ADA is one of the required
components. Mr. Mathes confirmed that this particular point is important as there
are different aspects of signals. It's not just the textile ramps, the audibility need is
also there. Mr. Zilg inquired if there are bicycle paths in this area of concern. Ms.
Brotherton indicated that bicycle paths and sidewalks are able to be obtained using
this grant, as the primary purpose of the grant is to encourage students to walk or
ride their bikes to school. It was expressed that elementary students would be better
suited on a sidewalk than on a bicycle lane at the side of a road.

Mr. Mathes made a motion for a recommendation for approval of the MPO
Board, to send a letter to the School Board to submit the Safe Routes to School
Grant Application, to request sidewalks and audible traffic signals that are
needed for the safety of the students going to and coming from schools, such as
Baker Road and Felix Williams Schools in Jensen Beach. The motion was
seconded by John Patteson. There being no discussion, the matter passed
unanimously.

Mr. Mathes asked if there was anything that the CAC Committee could do in order
to expedite the needs of areas that are having right-of-way or ownership issues.
Staff will work with the engineering department to see what funding options would
be available for these areas and come back at the next meeting (April 6, 2011) with
information on the needs adjacent to other schools. Mr. Mathes will attend a City of
Stuart meeting in an effort to refresh the Commissioners of the activities he does on
their behalf and remind them that their responsibility is also to insure that sidewalks
are taken care of when they have problems moving forward. Ms. Preast
acknowledged appreciation for this effort and advised that one of the sidewalks she
is requesting was to be part of the Avonlea City Project and that is in the City's
Community Redevelopment Area (CRA).

E. 2060 FLORIDA TRANSPORTATION PLAN (FTP)
MEMO: templlCACa07.05

Beth Beltran introduced Andrew Riddle from FDOT District 4 Office, to make a
presentation on the 2060 Florida Transportation Plan (FTP). This was a work effort
that was approved in December, 2010. (See file copy of presentation)

Mr. Riddle provided a presentation on the Florida Transportation Plan (FTP), which
serves as a transportation plan for all of Florida, not just FDOT. It establishes the
policy framework for allocating State and Federal funds which flow through the Five
Year Work Program. State law mandates that the plan be updated every five years.
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It was guided by a 29 member steering committee and four advisory groups. Mary
Martin with the MPOAC represented the 26 MPO's in the State. The Department
conducted extensive outreach and public involvement, including twelve regional
workshops, one of which was held in Stuart, two webinars and a Statewide Summit.
Approximately 10,000 people have provided input to this process in 2010. The
previous plan was the 2025 Plan which was adopted in 2005. Federal law requires a
minimum of a 20 year planning horizon. The current FTP's focus is on issues and
opportunities that may arise over the next 50 years, such as sustainability of the fuel
tax and passenger rail. Many of their partners, i.e. MPOs, are beginning to look out
over longer time periods. The FTP is beginning to work more with their partners to
begin implementation and track progress toward achieving goals and objectives.
The FTP is looking to envision many characteristics for Florida. A Statewide, multi­
modal center connecting employment centers, urban and rural areas, improve all
forms of transportation such as passenger rail and transit systems, a global leader in
air and space and new investments which would make travelers safer with less delay
and fewer emissions. They are looking to make transportation decisions to enhance
and support livable communities, promote responsible and environmental
stewardship, as well as providing a safe and secure transportation system for all
users, maintain and operate Florida's Transportation System proactively, and
improve connectivity and mobility for people and freight.

Many of the prior FTPs are similar to the current plan yet there are a few differences
like a stronger desire to improve transportation choices, better connectivity to global
markets, reducing the environmental impact, stronger land use coordination, while
maximizing the use ofexisting transportation infrastructure, just to name a few.

The FTP has identified short term objectives and actions to measure and report
progress toward implementation. FDOT will provide a statewide transportation
scorecard to report progress and will periodically convene with all partners to review
the progress.

Mr. Riddle asked the committee to review the project website www.2060ftp.org/.
The full plan is shown there, as are other resources including a database of all
comments which have been received on the first draft, which resulted in the final.

Mr. Mathes noted the emphasis of reducing the fragmentation of decision making in
the handout which was circulated by Mr. Riddle. It actually reduced the structure of
the MPO's from single unit type Government, i.e. Martin, St. Lucie, and Indian
River Counties, to one regional Government. FDOT appears to be pushing the
MPO's to merge even more formally than they currently are and potentially going to
a single MPO. Beth Beltran stated that the MPOAC sent a strong letter to FDOT
stating that the MPO is Federal legislation and that something in the 2060 Plan
cannot be changed. Mr. Mathes stated that when the Census comes out in about six
months, the Feds will be looking at FDOT for their position as to how to deal with
the single unit MPO's and their position is going to be in an adopted document. It
will be difficult for them to step away from that at that point in time. The
Governor's opinion will be weighed in on this too. Ms. Beltran asked Mr. Riddle
about a recent email which she had received from him. In this email he mentioned
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that Martin could be a model for the other MPOs concerning the implementation of
the 2060 FTP where individual MPO's work together on projects (like developing a
Regional Long Range Transportation Plan) yet remain separate entities. Mr.
Mathes stated that he is not a fan of regionalism. He feels that if the counties are
forced into a regional position that a lot of extra effort must be taken to insure that
the local aspects are heard. A regional CAC may not be as effective, maybe you
could have a few people from each area to represent their area, but it's not as
effective as doing it from the local level. Mr. Mathes stated that he would like the
opportunity to have local input if the opportunity arises. Ms. Beltran indicated that
this presentation wasn't going to be heard by the MPO Board until their April
meeting, that way they will have input from the advisory committees. Mr. Riddle
stated that the Central Office is asking the Oistrict FOOT employees to look through
the plan, and review the indicators, and performance measures to create a structure
of reporting their endeavors and FOOT will be working with the MPO staff. Mr.
Mathes likes the idea of MartiniSt. Lucie structure of the MPO being a model for
these types of regions that still have local identities.

Mr. Riddle stated that they [FOOT] are still trying to develop the Statewide vision,
and that they are not trying to ignore the local interests. Mr. Mathes reiterated that
the structure seems to be heading to a regional forum and he wants to make sure that
there is room in this language, and still some flexibility in FOOT, to allow for
another cycle or two, to see how this partnership is working. The two counties have
only been working under this new structure for a couple of years. Let the counties
make sure that they are satisfied in the way things are developing first. Ms. Preast
mentioned that one of FOOT's goals is community livability. In order to determine
if the livability is being achieved, they need to come to the local level to get the
feedback, so it is working in compliance with one of FOOT's major goals. Alex
Trovato stated that FOOT does mention "structure" and that the fragmentation of
Government is the hardest thing with which to deal. Mr. Riddle mentioned that
FOOT has to work with so many different organizations. There are five MPO's,
two RPCs, all the different transit agencies, and the local Governments, so it's a lot
to handle and to group them all into one vision that is tangible that everyone can
strive for, is the goal.

Beth will take the comments from today's meeting as well as the ones she'll get
from the other advisory committees, and since this group will meet again prior to the
MPO Board hearing Mr. Riddle's presentation. By then she can come up with an
organized letter or process of how Martin can be a model for other cities. Working
regionally, yet staying individual.

7. COMMENTS FROM PUBLIC
None.

8. COMMENTS FROM FDOT
None.
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9. NOTES
Ms. Beltran mentioned that the Community Redevelopment Area (CRA) had some issues
with the SR710 segment through Indiantown which is what is addressed in the
correspondence included in the agenda package. One letter is from Commissioner Smith to
the District and the second is the response. It appears that FDOT is willing to work with the
CRA in the roadway improvements planned.

10. NEXT MEETING
• April 6, 2011 at 9:00 A.M.

11. ADJOURN
There being no further business, Ms. Priest entertained a Motion for adjournment. A
motion was made by Mr. Mathes. Seconded by Mr. Patteson. The meeting was
adjourned.

Recorded and Prepared by:
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Date

Approved by:

Date
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