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MPO TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE (MPOTAC) 
 

Chris Mora – Vice-Chairman     Monte Falls 
Jim Davis                                       Eric Menger 
Jason Brown                                       Rebecca Grohall 
Sgt. James Stewart                           Terry Hill 
Karen Wood                                       Jason Milewski 
Kathleen Geyer                                                           Jason Nunemaker 
William Schauman     Nancy Ziegler 
Maria Aguilar      Gus Schmidt 
Tim McGarry      Thomas Mulligan 
 

   
Bob Keating, Community Development Director - Chairman 

 
AGENDA 

 
The METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION – TECHNICAL ADIVISORY 
COMMITTEE (MPOTAC) will meet at 10:00 a.m. on FRIDAY, JUNE 23, 2006 in the First 
Floor Conference Room “A”, County Administration Building, 1840 25th Street, Vero Beach.               

 
1. Call to Order – Bob Keating 
 
2. Approval of minutes –  

                        - April 28, 2006 
                          Action Required 

 
3. Extension of General Planning Consultant contract for Kimley-Horn and Associates for 

a period of one year   
Action Required 

 
4.        Consideration of Fiscal Year 2006/07 through 2010/2011 Transportation Improvement   

Program (TIP) 
       Action Required 
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5.       Consideration of the Regional Long Range Transportation Plan Scope of Service 
       Action Required 
 

 6. Consultant Presentation on Oslo Road IJR Traffic Analysis 
 No Action Required 

 
7.        Status Report of Other MPO Advisory Committees 

 No Action Required 
 

8. Other Business 
 
9. Comments from the Public 

 
10.      Adjournment 
 
11.       Next Meeting 

- MPOTAC:  July 28, 2006; 10:00 am; Conference Room “A” 
  
 
 
IF YOU HAVE ANY QUESTIONS CONCERING THE ITEMS ON THIS AGENDA, PLEASE CONTACT MPO STAFF 
AT (772) 226-1254. 
 
ANYONE WHO MAY WISH TO APPEAL ANY DECISION WHICH MAY BE MADE AT THIS MEETING WILL NEED 
TO ENSURE THAT A VERBATIM RECORD OF THE PROCEEDINGS IS MADE, WHICH INCLUDES THE TESTIMONY 
AND EVIDENCE ON WHICH THE APPEAL IS BASED. 
 
ANYONE WHO NEEDS A SPECIAL ACCOMMODATION FOR THIS MEETING MUST CONTACT THE COUNTY'S 
AMERICANS WITH DISABILITIES ACT (ADA) COORDINATOR AT 772-226-1223 AT LEAST 48 HOURS IN 
ADVANCE OF THE MEETING. 
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METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION 
TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

 
 

A meeting of the Indian River County (IRC) Metropolitan Planning 
Organization Technical Advisory Committee (MPOTAC) was held at 10:00 a.m. 
on Friday, April 28, 2006, in the First Floor Conference Room “A”, County 
Administration Building, 1840 25th Street, Vero Beach, Florida. 
 

Present were Chairman Robert Keating, Community Development 
Director; James Davis, Public Works Director; Chris Mora, Traffic Engineer; 
Jason Brown, Office of Management and Budget Director; Maria Aguilar, Town 
Manager, Town of Orchid; Sergeant James Stewart, Sheriff's Department; Tim 
McGarry, Planning Director, and Eric Menger (10:05 a.m.), Airport Director, City 
of Vero Beach; Brian Grzesiak (10:10 a.m.), Engineering Department, City of 
Sebastian; Jason Nunemaker, City Manager, City of Fellsmere; Rebecca Grohall, 
Growth Management Director; Larry Hymowitz, Office of Modal Development; 
Shi Shang Li, Office of Planning and Environmental Management, Florida 
Department of Transportation (FDOT), District 4.  

 
Also present were Karen Deigl, Executive Director, Council on Aging; Ruth 

Stanbridge, Chris Crawford, and Honey Minuse, Interested Citizens, and IRC 
staff:  Joseph Baird, County Administrator; Phil Matson, MPO Staff Director; 
Terry Rauth, Capital Projects Manager, Public Works Department; Victoria 
Phillips, Staff Assistant IV; and Ed Bierschenk, Press Journal. 
 

Absent were Monte Falls, Public Works and Engineering Director; Karen 
Wood, Community Transportation Coordinator, Council on Aging; William 
Schauman, Public Safety Director, Town of Indian River Shores; Kathleen Geyer, 
Transportation Director, School Board, IRC; Jason Milewski, Airport Director, City 
of Sebastian; and Thomas Mulligan, Florida Department of Environmental 
Protection (all excused). 
 
Call to Order 
 
 Chairman Keating called the meeting to order, at which time it was 
determined a quorum was present. 
 
Approval of Minutes 
 

Chairman Keating asked if there were any additions or corrections to the 
minutes of February 24, 2006.  There were none. 
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ON MOTION by Mr. Nunemaker, SECONDED by Mr. 
Li, the members voted unanimously (11-0) to 
approve the minutes of February 24, 2006 as 
presented. 

 
Consideration of Fiscal Year 2006/07 Unified Planning Work Program 
 
 Mr. Matson came forward with a PowerPoint presentation of the Unified 
Planning Work Program (UPWP), a copy of which is on file in the County 
Commission office.  He explained the UPWP, was a yearly requirement which 
identified all proposed transportation planning activities, funding amounts and 
sources by task, for all modes of transportation. 
 
 Mr. Matson indicated insofar as transit infrastructure, staff would be 
researching what type of design could be incorporated and look into what could 
be accomplished in the coming years.  He stated the County had been dedicated 
to improving the marketing of the system and anything which could be done to 
give it an identity and make it more attractive and user-friendly.  Mr. Hymowitz 
suggested adding bicycle racks on the buses.  
 
 Mr. Matson mentioned one of the Transit Development Plan 
recommendations related to establishing a route in Fellsmere on a regular basis, 
and to that end, an information-gathering session had taken place this week.   
 
 Mr. Hymowitz inquired how much the MPO had currently accomplished 
with FDOT’s intermodal grants.  Mr. Matson informed him one of the intermodal 
grants involved $107,000 for a transfer drop-off point for the Indian River Transit 
system at the new County Administration Building, and staff would be 
researching better public drop-off points.  He remarked another grant included 
some of the parking drop-off areas, bicycle racks and other items for the South 
County Park, a grant for Saturday service, and lastly, the design of Aviation 
Boulevard at a cost of $2,000,000, which was underway.   
 
 Mr. Brown questioned what had been discussed in the three-year business 
plan.  Mr. Matson informed him a business plan needed to be designed for next 
year because the Long-Range Transportation Plan would be coming up.  Mr. 
Keating added the State had made a modification a few years ago because the 
amount of money MPOs could carry over from one year to the next was limited; 
therefore, a business plan was a way to get around it so that more funds could 
be carried over. 
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ON MOTION by Mr. Davis, SECONDED by Mr. 
Nunemaker, to recommend the MPO approve the 
Fiscal Year 2006/07 Unified Planning Work Program 
as presented. 

 
 UNDER DISCUSSSION, Mr. Hymowitz suggested the motion incorporate 
the comments made about the UPWP by the various governmental agencies.   
 
 The motion was amended. 
 

ON AMENDED MOTION by Mr. Davis, AMENDED 
SECOND by Mr. Nunemaker, to recommend the 
MPO approve the Fiscal Year 2006/07 Unified 
Planning Work Program and incorporate the 
comments made by the Florida Department of 
Transportation and the Federal Transit 
Administration, which were revised according to 
attachment 2, Agency Comment Summary Sheet, a 
copy of which is on file in the County Commission 
office. 
 

 THE CHAIRMAN CALLED FOR THE QUESTION and the motion passed 
13-0. 
 
Status Report of Other MPO Advisory Committees 
 
 Included in the backup on file in the County Commission office.  Mr. 
Matson advised the June 2006 cycle of the MPO and advisory committees would 
in all likelihood be cancelled, and the May 26, 2006 TAC meeting would not be 
taking place.   
 
Other Business 
 
 None 
  
Comments from the Public 
 
 Mrs. Ruth Stanbridge, County Historian, asked to speak about the 
widening of 66th Avenue and pointed out FDOT’s terminology for widening roads 
involved bumping up lanes and putting in shoulders, not reconstruction of a road.   
 
 Mrs. Stanbridge explained in 2002, she had voted for the four-laning of 66th 
Avenue during the 2020 Long Range Transportation Plan process; however, the 
plans for 66th Avenue now indicated it was going to be a six-lane highway, which 
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would wipe out her entire six-mile neighborhood, where people had lived all their 
lives.   
 
 Mrs. Stanbridge emphasized there was a public workshop planned for May 
24, 2006, where ideas could be exchanged and for conversations to take place to 
find out why the 66th Avenue widening would be taking place.  She understood 
there were three options, but none would help any of the homeowners. 
 
 Mrs. Stanbridge pointed out a conservative estimate for right-of-way 
acquisition on the 66th Avenue widening would run from $30,000,000 to 
$40,000,000, plus attorneys fees, and it would be better to use the money for 74th 
Avenue and put it back on the grid to complete the road.  She suggested 
completing 82nd Avenue, as well as some east/west roads to bleed off the traffic, 
thus eliminating the need to six-lane any road in the western part of the county.   
 
 Mrs. Stanbridge remarked she went before the CAC to ask for a workshop 
to consider other alternatives in order to have an opportunity for dialogue with the 
people who made these decisions, and to find out why 74th Avenue was not on 
the grid.    
 
 Mr. Davis commented Mrs. Stanbridge had basically painted a picture that 
along a 6.5 mile length of the project the County would be going through a 
residential area affecting many homes.  He noted by looking at the aerial 
photograph, it would be possible to see much of the land use was either 
agricultural or rural.  He pointed out the County had already acquired the south 
1.5 miles of right-of-way and he did not want the TAC to think it involved about 
6.5 miles of a densely populated residential corridor, because it was not the 
case.  
 
 Mr. Davis remarked the public workshop would be considering the 
comments of the public and present viable alternatives which were cost effective 
and feasible in this area.  He said the grid Mrs. Stanbridge had been talking 
about was in the thoroughfare map the County has had in existence since the 
1980s when the complete Comprehensive Plan (Comp Plan) process was put 
together.   
 
 Mr. Davis explained the Land Use Element of the Comp Plan had been 
driving the need for north/south road capacity, and 66th Avenue was the only 
road which connected the heart of Sebastian to the focal sections of Vero Beach 
and retail establishments, such as Home Depot.  He continued it would be very 
difficult to move the traffic outside the Urban Service Area to 74th Avenue and 
82nd Avenue, where there were no attractions, when the general populace 
wanted to go to the large attractors inside the Urban Service Area.  
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 Mr. Davis then spoke about the canals along some of the roads, which 
made it difficult to obtain rights-of-way.  
 
 Mr. Davis remarked 66th Avenue had always been an arterial road, which 
was the highest functionally-classified road, and it was one of the main 
north/south roads which had the link between Sebastian and the Oslo Road area, 
and it involved 10 to 12 miles of continuous corridor; therefore, the widening was 
needed in order for the transportation system to function. 
 
 Mr. Chris Crawford, interested citizen, indicated he lived south of State 
Road 60 (S.R. 60) and the road which would be going through was going to 
create an impact.  He found some possible alternatives, such as the possibility of 
8th Street diverting traffic to 74th Avenue. 
 
 A discussion followed. 
 
 Joseph Baird, County Administrator, mentioned the workshop planned for 
May 24, 2006 would be the forum to discuss the matter and hopefully come up 
with the best solution to minimize the impacts.  Mrs. Stanbridge stressed she 
wanted staff and the public present at the meeting to determine how to come up 
with some solutions, and open communication was important.  Mr. Keating stated 
at the workshop citizens would be able to present any information or 
recommendations and it would not be limited to picking only the three 
alternatives. 
 
Adjournment 
 
 There being no further business, the meeting adjourned at 11:10 a.m. 
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INDIAN RIVER COUNTY, FLORIDA 
 
 M E M O R A N D U M 
______________________________________________________________________________ 
 
TO: Members of the Indian River County MPO – Technical Advisory Committee 
 
THROUGH: Robert M. Keating, AICP           

Community Development Director 
 
FROM: Phillip J. Matson 

MPO Staff Director 
 
DATE:   June 9, 2006 
 
SUBJECT: EXTENSION OF GENERAL PLANNING CONSULTANT CONTRACT 
______________________________________________________________________________ 
 
It is requested that the information presented herein be given formal consideration by the TAC at 
its meeting of June 23, 2006. 
 

SUMMARY 
 
In July of 2003, the Indian River County MPO authorized staff to hire two 
General Planning Consultants (GPCs) to undertake various UPWP Planning tasks 
that require consultant services.  Those contracts are set to expire in July. 
According to the original GPC contracts, "… subject to the MPO's sole discretion, 
this Agreement may be extended by the MPO Staff Director or designee in for an 
additional one (1) year beyond the initial three (3) year period of the Agreement, 
if specifically delegated this authority by the MPO.”  Staff recommends that the 
MPO authorize the MPO staff director to renew the Highway Planning GPC 
contract with the firm of Kimley-Horn and Associates for an additional year. 

 
DESCRIPTION AND CONDITIONS 
 
In May of each year, the MPO adopts its Unified Planning Work Program (UPWP), a detailed 
description and budget of all transportation planning tasks expected to be undertaken during the 
year.  Many of the UPWP tasks require the expertise of transportation consulting firms.  Prior to 
2003, the MPO would obtain consultants on a project-by-project basis.  To improve the 
efficiency of the consultant selection process, FDOT and MPO’s throughout the State of Florida 
have engaged in the practice of obtaining one or more General Planning Consultants (GPCs).  In 
July of 2003, the Indian River County MPO authorized staff to hire two General Planning 
Consultants (GPCs) for a duration of three years each to undertake various UPWP Planning tasks 
that require consultant services.  Those contracts are set to expire in July 
 
Since adoption of the GPC contracts, the MPO has been able to expedite the consultant 
procurement process and has completed many studies through the GPC process, including the 
Congestion Management System Plan/Five Points interchange study and the Long Range Plan.   
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Since procurement through the GPC is at the MPO’s sole discretion, the MPO  has also opted to 
seek bids from competing firms for a number of projects, including the Vacant Parcel GIS model 
and the Greenway plan.    
 
At the present time, a number of significant highway planning tasks are currently being 
undertaken by the MPO’s Highway GPC consultant, Kimley-Horn and Associates.   These tasks 
include follow-on work for corridors and studies contained in the Long Range Plan, including 
the Aviation Boulevard Extension study.  The contract with Kimley-Horn is set to expire on July 
15, 2006.   The MPO, however, may extend the contract for one additional year at its discretion.  
The specific language in the contract states: 
 
"… subject to the MPO's sole discretion, this Agreement may be extended by the MPO Staff 
Director or designee in for an additional one (1) year beyond the initial three (3) year period of 
the Agreement, if specifically delegated this authority by the MPO.”   
 
The MPO’s other GPC contract, to perform Transit and Special Studies, is also set to expire in 
July.  That contract, with the firm of Tindale-Oliver and Associates, will be allowed to expire 
and staff will seek a recommendation to issue an RFP for consultant services at the August MPO 
meeting. 
 
ANALYSIS 
 
The attached Scope of Services for General Planning Consultant services describes a wide range 
of planning activities that a GPC may be expected to perform.  These activities include public 
involvement, long- and short- range transportation planning, and neighborhood corridor 
planning.  The Scope of Services remains unchanged from the original contract, which was 
approved by the MPO and its advisory committees in 2003.  
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
Staff recommends that the TAC consider the attached information and make a recommendation 
that the MPO extend its Highway General Planning Consultant contract for one year. 
 
ATTACHMENTS 
 
1. General Planning Consultant Scope of Services 
 
 
 
F:\Community Development\Users\MPO\Meetings\TAC\2006\062306\GPC Extension.doc 











INDIAN RIVER COUNTY, FLORIDA 
 
 M E M O R A N D U M 
______________________________________________________________________________ 
 
TO: Members of the Indian River County MPO – Technical Advisory Committee  
 
THROUGH: Robert M. Keating, AICP           

Community Development Director 
 
FROM: Phillip J. Matson           

MPO Staff Director 
 
DATE:  June 29, 2006 
 
SUBJECT: CONSIDERATION OF FISCAL YEAR 2006/07 TRANSPORTATION 

IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (TIP) 
______________________________________________________________________________ 
 
It is requested that the information presented herein be given formal consideration by the 
Metropolitan Planning Organization - Technical Advisory Committee (MPOTAC) at its meeting 
of June 23, 2006. 

 
SUMMARY 

 
The MPO's proposed FY 2006/07 - 2010/11 Transportation Improvement 
Program (TIP) lists all state and federally funded transportation improvement 
projects programmed for the MPO area over the TIP's five-year period.  The 
attached TIP is based on FDOT’s FY 2006/07 - 2010/11 Tentative Work 
Program, which was developed using MPO priorities for highway, enhancement, 
congestion management system, aviation, and transit projects.  Staff recommends 
the TAC review the TIP and recommend that the MPO approve the TIP. 

 
DESCRIPTION AND CONDITIONS 
 
Each year, all MPOs in Florida are required to submit a Transportation Improvement Program 
(TIP) to FDOT.  This year's TIP must be submitted by July 15, 2006.  By definition, a TIP is a 
staged, multiyear program of transportation improvements for an MPO area.  The purpose of the 
TIP is to implement the MPO's Long Range Transportation Plan.  Included in the TIP are 
projects for roads, maintenance, bikepaths/sidewalks, public transportation, and airports.   
 
The FY 2006/07 - 2010/11 TIP development process began in February of 2005.  At that time, 
the MPO solicited Enhancement grant applications from local governments and organizations in 
Indian River County. In July of 2005, MPO staff met with local government and FDOT officials 
to discuss the priority process.  In September 2005, the MPO developed its lists of priority 
highway, enhancement, congestion management system (CMS), aviation, and transit projects.  
Those lists were submitted to and approved by the MPO Board and were transmitted to FDOT.  
The MPO's priorities were subsequently used by FDOT to develop its draft tentative five year 



work program, which the MPO and its advisory committees reviewed in November/December 
2005. 
 
Recently, FDOT provided its tentative five year work program to MPO staff for use in 
developing the attached TIP.  Since FDOT coordinated with the MPO in preparing its tentative 
five year work program, that work program reflects the MPO’s previously identified highway, 
enhancement, CMS, aviation, and transit project priorities.  
 
ANALYSIS 
 
The MPO’s FY 2006/07 - 2010/11 TIP, which is attached to this staff report (Attachment 1), 
includes all state and federally funded projects in the MPO area for the next five fiscal years.   
Included in the attached TIP is a narrative which addresses various federal requirements as well 
as a listing of specific local, state and federally funded transportation improvement projects 
programmed for the MPO area.  The project listing is provided in two parts.  Part I addresses 
state and federally funded projects programmed for FY 2006/07 – 2010/11.  In accordance with 
FDOT guidance for the preparation of this TIP, projects using federal funds are designated in a 
special field in the project listings.  Part II, while not a required component of the TIP, is 
included to address locally funded projects. Those locally funded projects were taken from the 
County Public Works Department's updated five-year capital improvements program.  It is 
important to note that federal and state funds cannot be released for the projects contained in the 
TIP until the TIP is approved by the MPO. 
 
The total financial impact for all modes of transportation in the Transportation Improvement 
Program (excluding the County’s capital improvement program) is $286 Million. $239 Million 
of this total is programmed for highway projects, with approximately half of the federal and state 
highway funds dedicated to the I-95 six-laning project.   
 
As required by state and federal law, the TIP is consistent with all local comprehensive plans.  It 
is FDOT’s position that, due to limited flexibility in the reallocation of committed funds and 
project schedules, the MPO has limited discretion in revising the TIP.  Because the TIP is based 
on FDOT’s work program, which was developed in consideration of the MPO’s priority 
highway, CMS, enhancement, aviation, and transit projects, the TIP is consistent with both the 
work program and with the MPO’s previously identified transportation priorities.      
 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
Staff recommends that the MPO review and approve the FY 2006/07 TIP.  
 
ATTACHMENTS 
 
1. Indian River County MPO FY 2006/07 TIP 
 
F:\Community Development\Users\MPO\Meetings\TAC\2006\062306\TIP Staff Report.doc 





















































































































INDIAN RIVER COUNTY, FLORIDA 
 
 M E M O R A N D U M 
____________________________________________________________________________ 
 
TO:  Members of the Indian River County MPO – Technical Advisory Committee  
 
THROUGH: Robert M. Keating, AICP           

Community Development Director 
 
FROM: Phillip J. Matson           

MPO Staff Director 
 
DATE:  June 29, 2006 
 
SUBJECT: CONSIDERATION OF THE REGIONAL LONG RANGE 

TRANSPORTATION PLAN SCOPE OF SERVICES 
 
 
It is requested that the information presented herein be given formal consideration by the 
Metropolitan Planning Organization Technical Advisory Committee (MPOTAC) at its meeting of 
June 23, 2006. 

 
SUMMARY 

 
In May of this year, the Treasure Coast Transportation Council submitted its first 
list of TRIP priority projects for consideration by FDOT.  The legislation 
authorizing TRIP funding requires Indian River County to participate in joint 
planning efforts with Martin and St. Lucie counties.  Some of these joint activities 
include developing a set of TRIP priority funding criteria; conducting a regional 
visioning forum involving the Indian River, St. Lucie and Martin County MPOs; 
and developing a comprehensive listing of all roadway projects underway or 
expected to be constructed by 2010. Staff recommends that TAC review the 
proposed regional long range planning tasks and recommend that the MPO approve 
the identified tasks. 

 
DESCRIPTION AND CONDITIONS 

 
One component of the recently enacted growth management legislation (Senate Bill 360) is the 
provision of new funding for regional roadway projects.  In order to receive this new funding, 
known as the TRIP program, the MPO must comply with a number of requirements.   One such 
requirement is to enter into an interlocal agreement with an adjacent MPO.  That agreement must 
stipulate that the MPOs will cooperate on a formal basis, such as through adopting a regional 
transportation plan, in identifying regional roadway priorities; establishing a process to prioritize 
project candidates; and adopting a dispute resolution process.  
 



The required interlocal agreement was approved by the IRCMPO earlier in the year.  Under the 
terms of the agreement, the Indian River, Martin and St Lucie MPOs agreed to establish a board 
with 2 MPO members from each county, known as the TCTC; cooperate on regional long range 
planning; and develop sufficient long range planning products to qualify for TRIP funding.  In 
June of this year, the TCTC developed a map of regional highways and submitted a list of TRIP 
candidate projects from each county that were consistent with the regional map.  This year, 
officials of FDOT-District IV have indicated that single-county TRIP priority lists will not be 
accepted.  Instead, FDOT has supported an approach whereby TRIP priorities will be taken from a 
universe of regional projects developed with a set of regional priority criteria applied to that list.  
Hence, projects from across the region, from southern Martin County to northern Indian River 
County, will be evaluated by the TCTC and appear together on one list. 
 
ANALYSIS 
 
Currently, the Martin and St. Lucie MPOs are working on a joint 2030 Long Range Plan.   
Initially, FDOT, which had drafted a scope of services for that plan, included a 3-county regional 
prioritization task in the scope for that project.  Martin and St. Lucie counties, however, have 
objected to that approach unless the Indian River County MPO agreed to contribute planning funds 
to offset the added costs.  
 
Three tasks in the scope call for Indian River MPO participation.  Task 5 involves developing 
prioritization criteria for TRIP funding for the three-county region, which includes Indian River, St 
Lucie, and Martin Counties.  Task 7 includes a regional visioning forum involving the Indian 
River, St. Lucie and Martin County MPOs.  The purpose of the forum will be to present a 
composite of the land use plans developed by each individual county and to discuss regional goals, 
issues and opportunities.  The final Task, Task 8, will involve developing a comprehensive listing 
of all roadway projects in the three-county region underway or expected to be constructed by 2010.  
These tasks are included in their entirety in Attachment 1. 
 
The Martin and St. Lucie MPOs are seeking a contribution of $10,000 from the Indian River MPO.   
The $10,000 is a pro-rata share of the total estimated expenses for the three tasks. 
  
While District IV is correct in identifying the intent of the Growth Management Legislation and 
TRIP funding as addressing regional problems, the requirement of a joint priority list presents 
jurisdictional challenges and also appears to be a unique requirement for the Treasure Coast 
Counties among single-county MPOs.    An informal survey of several other single-county MPOs 
indicates that the Treasure Coast MPOs, despite having the least amount of inter-county 
commuting, appear to be the only MPOs required to do a combined priority list at this time 
(Attachment 2).  Nonetheless, staff recommends the MPO proceed with the approach specified by 
the District in order to ensure that the MPO can continue to qualify for TRIP funding. 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
Staff recommends that the MPOTAC review Tasks 5, 7, and 8 of the Scope of Services of the 2030 
RLRTP, make any changes, and recommend the MPO approve the transfer of $10,000 in order to 
receive TRIP funding from FDOT.  
 



ATTACHMENTS 
 
1. Task 5, 7, and 8 of the Scope of Services of 2030 RLRTP. 
2. Informal Survey of TRIP Priority Methodology 
 
 
B:\Meetings\TAC\2006\062306\RLRTP Staff Report.doc 
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INDIAN RIVER COUNTY, FLORIDA 
 

M E M O R A N D U M 
______________________________________________________________________________ 
 
TO:  Members of the Indian River County Metropolitan Planning Organization – 

Technical Advisory Committee 
 
THROUGH: Robert M. Keating, AICP           
  Community Development Director 
 
FROM: Phillip J. Matson 
  MPO Staff Director 
 
DATE:     June 8, 2006 
 
SUBJECT: Discussion of Oslo Road Interchange Justification Report (IJR) 
______________________________________________________________________________ 
 
It is requested that the information presented herein be given formal consideration by the Indian 
River County (MPOTAC) at its meeting of June 23, 2006. 

 
DESCRIPTION, CONDITIONS & ANALYSIS 
 
Recently, the consultant team of McMahon and Associates/Reynolds Smith and Hills Inc. was 
retained by FDOT to prepare an Interchange Justification Report (IJR) for a proposed Interstate 
Interchange at Oslo Road and I-95. The Oslo Road Interchange is the MPO’s top Strategic 
Intermodal System (SIS) priority on the adopted MPO priority list.  
 
The first and perhaps most significant step in preparing the IJR is the development of future 
traffic forecasts which will be used to estimate utilization of the interchange.  At the June 23, 
2006 MPO meeting, the consultants will make a presentation to the MPO on the status of these 
activities. 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
This is a status report.  No action is necessary 
 
F:\Community Development\Users\MPO\Meetings\MPO\2006\071006\Discussion of Oslo Road IJR Traffic Analysis.doc 



 
 
 
 

INDIAN RIVER COUNTY, FLORIDA 
 

M E M O R A N D U M 
______________________________________________________________________________ 
 
TO: Members of the MPO Technical Advisory Committee (MPOTAC)  
 
THROUGH: Robert M. Keating, AICP 
  Community Development Director 
 
FROM: Phillip J. Matson          

MPO Staff Director 
 
DATE:  June 13, 2006 
 
SUBJECT: STATUS REPORT OF MPO ADVISORY COMMITTEES 
______________________________________________________________________________ 
 
It is requested that the information presented herein be given formal consideration at the 
MPOTAC meeting of June 23, 2006. 
 
MPOCAC MEETING  
 
The MPO Citizens Advisory Committee (MPOCAC) met on April 25, 2006.  The primary topic 
of discussion was the Unified Planning Work Program. After considering this item, the 
MPOCAC recommended approval of this item.   
 
MPO MEETING 
 
The Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) met on May 3, 2006.  The topic of discussion 
was the Unified Planning Work Program.  After hearing a discussion, the MPO approved the 
Unified Planning Work Program. 
 
BAC MEETING 
 
There have been no meetings of the MPO Bicycle Advisory Committee (MPOBAC) since the 
February 24, 2006 MPOTAC meeting. 
 
 
UPCOMING MEETINGS 
 
The MPO and its advisory committees will next meet as follows: 
 
MPOTAC Meeting: June 23, 2006 – 10:00 am 
MPOCAC Meeting: June 27, 2006 – 2:00 pm 
MPO Meeting: July 10, 2006 –  10:00am 
BAC Meeting: TBA 
 
\\Fileserver2\Public\Community Development\Users\MPO\MEETINGS\CAC\2006\042506\Status Other Committees.doc 
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