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A Public Involvement Program (PIP) was executed to provide information on the corridor improvement plan and to
informed and obtain input from stakeholders in the community during and after the development of the improvement
concepts.  Key elements of the PIP included development of a Project Advisory Team (PAT) and conducting PAT
meetings, FDOT internal project workshops, agency/public official briefings, and public workshops. The following
sections summarize each of these key elements.

Project Advisory Team Meetings

A Project Advisory Team (PAT) was established consisting of representatives from the Miami-Dade Transportation
Planning Organization (TPO), Miami-Dade Department of Transportation and Public Works (DTPW), Miami
Downtown Development Authority (DDA), Miami-Dade County Expressway Authority (MDX), Florida’s Turnpike
Enterprise (FTE), FDOT District 4, South Florida Regional Planning Council (SFRPC), South Florida Regional
Transportation Authority (SFRTA), and the Florida Highway Patrol.  PAT members from municipal agencies
included staff from the City of Miami, City of Aventura, City of Miami Beach, City of North Miami Beach, City of North
Miami, Wynwood Business Improvement District, City of Miami Gardens, and Miami Downtown Development
Authority (DDA).  Five PAT meetings were held during the CPS covering the following general topics:

· PAT Meeting #1 (November 18, 2015) – project overview, performance measures, traffic data collection,
existing conditions, field reviews, and planned improvements

· PAT Meeting #2 (March 15, 2016) – project update, future traffic forecasting, operations model
development, operational analysis, and safety analysis

· PAT Meeting #3 (November 10, 2016) – current safety enhancements, GGI interim improvement plans,
Tier 1 CPS improvements/evaluation

· PAT Meeting #4 (March 21, 2017) – Tier 1 evaluation summary, Tier 2 CPS improvements/evaluations,
corridor wide conceptual alternatives

· PAT Meeting #5 (March 27, 2019) – corridor Concept 1/2 overview, Cost Risk Analysis/Value Engineering
(CRAVE) study summary, Concept 3 review/analysis results

Correspondence to the agencies contacted to form the PAT as well as agendas, presentations, and meeting
summaries are included in the appendix of this report.

FDOT Internal Workshops

Three internal workshops were held during the development of the CPS with various FDOT District 6 staff from
Intermodal Systems Development, Design, Maintenance, Right-of-Way, Traffic Operations, Consultant
Management, Construction, and Transportation Systems Management and Operations. In addition, representatives
from FDOT District 4 attended workshops that required coordination across districts. Workshops were held on
February 27, 2017; February 15, 2018; and February 28, 2019. The purpose of these workshops was to provide an
update to FDOT staff and to seek input on the proposed concepts.  Sign-in sheets and presentation materials from
these meetings can be found in the appendix of this report.

Agency/Public Official Briefings

A series of informational briefings were conducted with local agencies and elected officials including local municipal
and Miami-Dade County officials.  Miami-Dade County officials included offices of County Commission Districts that
abut the corridor including District 1, District 2, District 3, District 4, District 5, and District 7, although District 1
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declined the invitation to meet. Municipal meetings included the mayors of North Miami, Miami Beach, Aventura
and Miami Gardens, and City staff from North Miami Beach.  Additional meetings were held with representatives of
the Wynwood Business Improvement District (BID), the Miami Downtown Development Authority (DDA), and the
staff of City of Miami City Commissioner Ken Russell representing the Omni Community Redevelopment Agency.
Meetings with City of Miami Commissioner Hardemon representing the Southeast Overtown/Park West CRA,
District 1 County Commissioner Jordan, and City of Miami Mayor Suarez were requested but were not able to be
scheduled during the final stage of the project.  Additionally, a presentation was made to the Miami TPO’s
Transportation Planning Technical Advisory Committee (TPTAC).   Sign-in sheets, presentation materials, and
meeting summaries are included in the appendix of this report.

Public Workshops

Three areawide informational public workshops were conducted to present the concepts developed in the CPS.
The subject workshops were advertised and noticed. Locations of the public workshops were distributed along the
corridor:

· Workshop #1 (May 14, 2019) – The Lab, 400 NW 26 Street, Miami, Florida 33127
· Workshop #2 (May 15, 2019) – Trinity Church, 17801 NW 2 Avenue, Miami Gardens, Florida 33169
· Workshop #3 (May 22, 2019) – Senior Center, 9900 NW 2 Avenue, Miami Shores, FL 33138

The general feedback received from attendees of Workshop #1 in Miami was in support of the proposed interchange
serving Wynwood/Health District. Workshop #2 received minimal attendance and attendee feedback. Attendees of
Workshop #3 in Miami Shores were generally concerned with the required right-of-way acquisition.

At the request of the City of Aventura, a fourth workshop was held on June 19, 2019 at Northeast Dade-Aventura
Branch Library at 2930 NE 199 Street/Aventura Boulevard.  Notices, sign-in sheets, presentation material and notes
for each public workshop are included in the appendix of this report.

Issues Summary

Feedback provided by stakeholders and elected officials was documented during the outreach period.  Opinions on
the proposed concept varied widely throughout the corridor. The following table provides an overall summary of the
feedback received.  Further detail is provided in the individual meeting summaries provided in the appendices of
this report.
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Intergovernmental Coordination Comment Summary

Meeting Date General Study/Concept Comments
Wynwood Business Improvement District Briefing #1 3/4/2016 BID representative generally in support of improved access/interchange serving Wynwood area.

Miami-Beach Chamber of Commerce Briefing 2/13/2019 Members in support of new express lane connections to/from Miami Beach at I-195/SR 112.  Would like to see improvements accelerated (interim or
study recommendations) to alleviate traffic during I-395 reconstruction.

Wynwood Business Improvement District Briefing #2 3/22/2019 BID representative generally in support of improved access/interchange serving Wynwood area.  Concerns over aesthetics/landscaping around the
interchange improvements and conflicts with proposed linear park adjacent to the corridor.

Miami Downtown Development Authority (DDA) Project Briefing 4/10/2019 DDA representatives desire more focus on alternative mode improvements rather than roadway expansion.  Disappointed that plan does not include
elimination of elevated SR 970 Downtown Distributor Ramps and concerns over pedestrian conditions at ramp termini.

City of North Miami Project Briefing 4/11/2019 No major concerns/issues.  Concerns over the potential right-of-way impacts within the City for the proposed I-95 widening.

Miami-Dade County Commission - District 7
(Commissioner Suarez) Project Briefing 4/16/2019  Commissioner opposes all tolled express lanes and associated improvements to the express lanes.

Miami-Dade County Commission - District 4
(Commissioner Heyman) Project Briefing 4/18/2019 Concerns over lack of express lane access to constituents in the District near SR 860/Miami Gardens and would prefer a mid-point express lane

access be reincorporated.  FDOT should do more to improve conditions within the Commission District.

City of Miami Beach Project Briefing 4/19/2019  Construction express lane access at I-195 should be accelerated. Suggested more mid-point access to alleviate congestion.

City of Aventura Project Briefing 4/29/2019 Mayor is concerned about the northbound express lane exit south of the  Ives Dairy Road interchange as it requires motorists to weave across five (5)
lanes of traffic to exit at Ives Dairy Road.  Does not consider ramp metering effective and  is unreliable.

City of Miami Gardens Project Briefing 5/1/2019 Access to the express lanes is a big concern to his constituents.  Widening the roadways will not address capacity and congestion issues.  Supports
alternatives that minimize right-of-way impacts.  Congestion is also a policy issue.

Miami-Dade County Commission - District 5
(Commissioner Higgins) Project Briefing 5/10/2019 Commissioner suggested that express lanes be converted to transit only lanes during peak periods.  She also wanted assurance that other projects

such at the SR 90/7th/8th Street interchange improvements would not throwaways when this project is constructed.

Miami-Dade County Commission - District 3
(Commissioner Edmonson) Project Briefing 5/13/2019 Commissioner was concerned with the right-of-way impacts of the project especially in the Overtown area and that the community will oppose it.  This

issue is most prevalent in the area of the proposed Wynwood/Health District interchange.

Public Workshop #1 5/14/2019 See meeting notes/summary.

Public Workshop #2 5/15/2019 See meeting notes/summary.

Public Workshop #3 5/22/2019 See meeting notes/summary.

City of North Miami Beach Staff Project Briefing 6/12/2019 Staff was concerned that eliminating/consolidating interchanges may create new congestion in neighborhoods. Staff also encourages FDOT to involve
the community in more communication in the future about this project.  Also, staff expressed a need for Ives Dairy Road interchange improvements.

Aventura Public Workshop 6/19/2019 See meeting notes/summary.

Miami City Commission - District 2 / Omni CRA (Commissioner Russell)
Staff Project Briefing 6/20/2019 Staff inquired on how the project could help address sea level rise and if the project would be impacted by sea level rise. Staff suggested that multi-

purpose parks be created underneath areas of the corridor.

Miami-Dade County Commission - District 2
(Commissioner Monestime) Project Briefing 6/25/2019 Commissioner is not in support SR 924 East project by MDX.  He suggested a frontage road be added to the plan between NW 79 Street and NW 71

Street across the railroad tracks.  He is also frustrated with traffic signals at the base of the ramps at the Golden Glades Interchange.

Miami-Dade County Transportation Planning Organization Transportation Planning
Technical Advisory Committee (TPTAC) 7/3/2019 See meeting notes/summary.

City of Miami Planning Office Briefing 8/19/2019 Staff suggested that east-west streets be reconnected as part of the project and did not feel a full interchange at Wynwood/Health District was the
best option.  Staff wanted to see right-of-way acquisition minimized as much as possible.  Staff sent a follow up email included in the back-up.
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Intergovernmental Coordination Appendices Summary

Appendix Meeting Date Location Notices Sign-in Sheet Agenda Presentation Notes

A Project Advisory Team Invitation Letters 10/9/2015 - - - - - -

B Project Advisory Team Meeting #1 11/18/2015 Little Haiti Soccer Park/Arthur Teele Jr. Community Center
6301 NE 2 Avenue, Miami, FL 33138 - X X X X

C Wynwood Business Improvement District Briefing #1 3/4/2016 Wynwood BID Office
310 NW 26 Street, Miami, FL 33127 - - - - X

D Project Advisory Team Meeting #2 3/15/2016 Little Haiti Soccer Park/Arthur Teele Jr. Community Center
6301 NE 2 Avenue, Miami, FL  33138 - - X X X

E Project Advisory Team Meeting #3 11/10/2016 Little Haiti Soccer Park/Arthur Teele Jr. Community Center
 6301 NE 2 Avenue, Miami, FL  33138 - - X X X

F District Internal Workshop #1 2/27/2017 FDOT District 6 Office
1000 NW 111 Avenue, Miami, FL 33172 - X - X -

G Project Advisory Team Meeting #4 3/21/2017 Little Haiti Soccer Park/Arthur Teele Jr. Community Center
6301 NE 2 Avenue, Miami, FL  33138 - - X X X

H District Scoping Committee Meeting #1 8/29/2017 FDOT District 6 Office
1000 NW 111 Avenue, Miami, FL 33172 - X X X X

I District Scoping Committee Meeting #2 10/30/2017 FDOT District 6 Office
1000 NW 111 Avenue, Miami, FL 33172 - X X X X

J District Internal Workshop #2 2/15/2018 FDOT District 6 Office
1000 NW 111 Avenue, Miami, FL 33172 - X - X -

K Miami-Beach Chamber of Commerce Briefing 2/13/2019 Mondrian Hotel
1100 West Avenue, Miami Beach, FL  33139 - - - X X

L District Internal Workshop #3 2/28/2019 FDOT District 6 Office
1000 NW 111 Avenue, Miami, FL 33172 - X - X -

M District Directors Briefing 3/18/2019 FDOT District 6 Office
1000 NW 111 Avenue, Miami, FL 33172 - - - X -

N Wynwood Business Improvement District Briefing #2 3/22/2019 Wynwood BID Office
2751 N Miami Avenue, Suite 3, Miami, FL 33127 - - - X X

O Project Advisory Team Meeting #5 3/27/2019 Miami Shores Recreation Complex - Community Center
9617 Park Drive, Miami Shores, FL 33138 - - - X X

P Miami Downtown Development Authority (DDA) Project Briefing 4/10/2019 DDA Offices
200 S Biscayne Boulevard, Suite 2929, Miami, FL 33131 - X - X X
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Intergovernmental Appendices Summary (Continued)

Appendix Meeting Date Location Notices Sign-in Sheet Agenda Presentation Notes

Q City of North Miami Project Briefing 4/11/2019 City of North Miami City Hall
776 NE 125 Street, North Miami, FL 33161 - - - X X

R Miami-Dade County Commission - District 7
(Commissioner Suarez) Project Briefing 4/16/2019 Stephen P. Clark Center

111 NW 1 Street, Suite 220, Miami, FL 33128 - X - X X

S Miami-Dade County Commission - District 4
(Commissioner Heyman) Project Briefing 4/18/2019 Stephen P. Clark Center

111 NW 1 Street, Suite 220, Miami, FL 33128 - X - X X

T City of Miami Beach Project Briefing 4/19/2019 City of Miami Beach City Hall
1700 Convention Center Dr, Miami Beach, FL 33139 - X - X X

U City of Aventura Project Briefing 4/29/2019 City of Aventura City Hall
19200 W Country Club Drive Aventura, FL 33180 - X - X X

V City of Miami Gardens Project Briefing 5/1/2019 City of Miami Gardens City Hall
18605 NW 27 Avenue, Miami Gardens, FL 33056 - X - X X

X Miami-Dade County Commission - District 5
(Commissioner Higgins) Project Briefing 5/10/2019 Commissioner Higgins' Office

2100 Coral Way, Suite 400, Miami FL 33145 - X - X X

W Miami-Dade County Commission - District 3
(Commissioner Edmonson) Project Briefing 5/13/2019 Commission Edmonson's Office

5400 NW 22 Avenue, Suite 700 Miami, FL 33147 - X - X X

Z Public Workshop #1 5/14/2019 The Lab - Wynwood
400 NW 26 Street, Miami, FL 33127 X X - X X

AA Public Workshop #2 5/15/2019 Trinity Church - GGI Area
17801 NW 2 Ave, Miami, FL 33169 X X - X X

BB Public Workshop #3 5/22/2019 Miami Shores Senior Center
9900 NE 2 Avenue, Miami Shores, FL 33138 X X - X X

CC City of North Miami Beach Staff Project Briefing 6/12/2019 17011 NE 19 Avenue, 4th Floor
North Miami Beach, FL 33162 - X - X X

DD Aventura Public Workshop 6/19/2019 Aventura Public Library
2930 NE 199 Street, Aventura, FL 33180 X X - X X

EE Miami City Commission - District 2 / Omni CRA
(Commissioner Russell) Staff Project Briefing 6/20/2019 Miami City Hall, Commissioner Russell's Office

3500 Pan American Drive, Miami, FL 33133 - X - X X

FF Miami-Dade County Commission - District 2
(Commissioner Monestime) Project Briefing 6/25/2019 Commission Monestime's Office

915 NE 125 Street, North Miami, FL 33161 - X - X X

GG Miami-Dade County Transportation Planning Organization (TPTAC) 7/3/2019 Stephen P. Clark Center
111 NW 1 Street, Conference Room 9-3, Miami, FL 33128 - X X X X

HH City of Miami Planning Office Briefing 8/19/2019 Miami Riverside Center
444 SW 2nd Avenue, 10th Floor  Miami, FL 33130 - X - X X

II Meeting Attempt Logs - - - - - - X

JJ Public Workshop Exhibits - - - - - - -
KK Project Fact Sheets, Flyers, and Social Media - - - - - - -
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www.dot.state.fl.us

Florida Department of Transportation
RICK SCOTT
GOVERNOR

1000 NW 111 Avenue
Miami, Florida 33172-5800

JIM BOXOLD
SECRETARY

  February 19, 2016

Mr. Tom Curitore
Executive Director
Wynwood Business Improvement District
310 NW 26th Street, Suite 1
Miami, FL 33127

Subject:  Interstate 95 Corridor Planning Study
Project Advisory Team (PAT) Request for Participation

Dear Mr. Curitore:

     The Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) – District Six seeks your
organization’s involvement in the Interstate 95 Corridor Planning Study (CPS) and
invites you to become a member of the Project Advisory Team (PAT).  The study aims
to address operational deficiencies along the facility from the Miami-Dade/Broward
County Line to the terminus at US 1/SR 5/South Dixie Highway.

The PAT is a means for our team to directly engage agencies and organizations
in the corridor planning process and help address technical issues associated with the
study. The group consists of professionals from several jurisdictions within the study
area and other pertinent organizations.

What are the responsibilities?

The participating member will be asked to review project information, participate in
the PAT meetings, and provide guidance at specific stages of the project development
process. There are several milestones throughout this two-year effort when we would
value your input, including strategies, conceptual alternatives development, and
recommendations.

What is the schedule?

The initial PAT meeting was held on November 18, 2015 so we would like to meet
with you shortly to bring you up to speed. There will be approximately four (4)
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February 15, 2016
Page 2 of 2

additional meetings, with the next occurring in March.  We will be sending you a notice
of that date, time and location shortly.

Your agency’s participation and cooperation in this effort is encouraged and will be
appreciated. If you have any questions concerning this matter, please contact FDOT
Project Manager Kenneth Jeffries at 305.470.5445 or ken.jeffries@dot.state.fl.us or
you may contact me at lisa.colmenares@dot.state.fl.us.

Sincerely,

Lisa Colmenares, AICP
Planning Manager

Cc: Harold Desdunes, PE, Florida Department of Transportation, District 6
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PROJECT ADVISORY TEAM MEETING #1
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Interstate 95
Corridor Wide Planning for Operational Deficiencies
US 1/SR 5 to Broward County Line
Miami-Dade County
FM No. 414964-6-22-01

PROJECT ADVISORY TEAM (PAT) MEETING NO. 1
November 18, 2015 – 10:30 am to 12:00 pm

Arthur Teele Jr. Community Center
6301 NE 2nd Avenue, Miami, FL 33138

MEETING AGENDA

1) Introductions/Sign-In

2) PAT Project Role

3) Project Information

a) Project Team
b) Project Overview
c) Project Limits
d) Project Schedule
e) PAT Meeting Schedule
f) Project Scope of Services

4) Interagency Coordination

5) Performance Measures

6) Data Collection

7) Existing Conditions Operations Analysis

8) Programmed Improvements

9) Planned Improvements

10) Future PAT Meetings/Locations
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PROJECT ADVISORY TEAM
MEETING #1
NOVEMBER 18, 2015
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Introductions
• Ken Jeffries – FDOT Project Manager
• Greg Kyle, AICP – Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc.
• John McWilliams, P.E. – Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc.
• Ian Rairden, P.E. – Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc.
• Faisal Awan, P.E. – Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc.
• John Duesing – Cambridge Systematics, Inc.
• Sean Fitzgerel – Cambridge Systematics, Inc.
• Ric Katz – Communikatz, Inc.
• Cory McKnight – Communikatz, Inc.
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PAT Project Role

• Review project information
• Provide guidance at specific project development stages
• Participate in PAT meetings
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Project Team

• Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc. – Lead Consultant
• Cambridge Systematics, Inc. – Forecasting/Modeling
• URS Southern Corporation/AECOM – Structural/Environmental
• FR Aleman & Associates, Inc. – Data Collection/Operations
• C2S Engineering, Inc. – ITS/TSM&O
• Communikatz, Inc. – Intergovernmental Coordination
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Project Overview

• Interstate 95 Corridor Planning Study from US-1/SR 5/South Dixie
Highway to the Broward County Line

• Planning study will lead into multiple future Project Development
and Environment (PD&E) Studies along the corridor to further
evaluate improvements/alternatives

• Study will develop future traffic forecasts and a detailed operational
model for use in future PD&E Studies

• Determine the mainline (GPL/EL) cross section of corridor
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Project Limits
US-1/SR 5/South Dixie Highway

Broward County Line
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Project Schedule

• Initial 24-month schedule
• Notice to Proceed – 2/2015
• Existing Conditions – Winter 2015
• Future No-Build Conditions – Spring 2016
• Conceptual Improvements – Fall/Winter 2016
• Reporting - Spring 2017
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PAT Meeting Schedule

• Six Meetings throughout the project
• PAT #1 – Kickoff/Existing Conditions – Part 1
• PAT #2 – Existing Conditions – Part 2
• PAT #3 – Conceptual Improvements – Tier 1 Screening
• PAT #4 – Conceptual Improvements – Tier 2 Screening
• PAT #5 – Draft Conceptual Design Plan
• PAT #6 – Final Conceptual Design Plan
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Project Scope of Services

• Interagency Coordination
• Performance Measures
• Data Collection
• Existing Conditions Data Analysis
• Future Traffic Forecasting
• Operations Model Development
• Operational Analysis

• Safety Analysis
• Long-Term Conceptual

Improvement Development
• Environmental Analysis
• Improvement

Evaluation/Prioritization
• Reporting
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Interagency Coordination

• Project advisory team (PAT) meetings
• Presentations to DDA, SEOPW CRA, Omni/Midtown CRA
• Meetings with MPO Committees
• Meetings with Miami-Dade County Commissioners
• Meetings with mayors, city managers, city administrators
• Meetings with other stakeholders
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Performance Measures
• Tier 1 - Mobility Performance Measure (MPM) Program/MAP 21

• Vehicle miles traveled
• Person miles traveled
• % of travel meeting LOS criteria
• Vehicle hours of delay
• Average travel speed
• % of miles severely congested
• % of travel severely congested
• Vehicles per lane mile
• Person hours of delay
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Performance Measures
• Tier 2 Measures

• Freight
• Combination truck miles traveled
• Truck travel time reliability
• Combination truck hours of delay

• Transit
• Average headway
• Person throughput
• Average transit travel time

• Safety
• Number of fatalities
• Number of serious injury crashes
• Number of property damage only crashes

• Sustainability
• Tons per day emissions
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Performance Measures
• Tier 3/95 Express Lanes Measures

• Volume
• Speed
• Travel time reliability
• Facility availability
• Number of incidents
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Traffic Data Collection

• Utilizing existing traffic data from FDOT/Sunguide system
• Peak period intersection TMC’s  at 77+ locations completed

• Includes intersections within the interchange influence areas

• Peak period travel time and delay studies performed for both GPL
and ML facilities in both directions

• Supplemental intersection TMCs, lane use counts, queue length
counts, and vehicle class counts underway prior to holidays
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Other Data Collection
• Aerial Photography
• Previous Studies/Plans
• Typical Sections
• Right-of-Way
• Signage
• Interchange/Ramp Design
• Design Speeds/Speed

Limits
• Alignments

• Traffic Signal Information
• Drainage System

Information
• Utilities
• Bridge Plans/Conditions
• Public Transportation Data
• Crash Data
• Field Reviews
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Existing Conditions Operational Analysis

• Corridor Operations Analysis – VISSIM Modeling
• Intersection Operations Analysis – Trafficware’s Synchro Software
• Ramp/Merge/Diverge/Weave Analysis – Highway Capacity Software
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VISSIM Model Existing Data Summary

• In order to develop the base traffic models for the I-95 corridor,
existing information was developed from three major sources:

• SunGuide Sensor Locations (Speed and Volume on Freeway)
• ATR Tube Counts (Total Volume on Arterial/Freeway)
• TMC Locations (Individual Movement Volumes)

• The existing data was summarized and geocoded in order to
understand the breadth of the information available for model
development
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Volume Counts Sunguide Data
Locations
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VISSIM Model Calibration Inputs

• Southeast Florida Regional Planning Model (SERPM) V7
• Origin-Destination Tables - Demand Model and ODME
• Florida’s Turnpike tolling algorithms and transactions
• Additional vehicle classification data currently being collected to

further calibrate
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Data Processing and Reduction
• The SunGuide sensor locations provide both speed and volume data

along I-95
• In order to assist calibration of the existing model, the 5-minute

speeds along the corridor were processed from the raw data to
identify bottlenecks and issues along the corridor

• Diagrams represent the speed-over-time along the study corridor,
where red locations show significant congestion or vehicle stoppage
on the mainline

• Locations in gray represent locations where data sensors were switch
off for construction and/or not recording information
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Year
2015

AM Peak
Period

6-9AM
*Gray areas
indicate missing
SunGuide data

Appendix Page 1470 of 7765



P A T  M E E T I N G  N O .  1  – N O V E M B E R  1 8 ,  2 0 1 5

Year
2015

PM Peak
Period

4-8 PM
*Gray areas
indicate missing
SunGuide data
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Microsimulation Modeling
(VISSIM)
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I-95 Existing Conditions Model Geometry
• Existing Conditions as of March 2015
• Aerials, online sources, etc. basis of the geometry of the analysis

corridor coded in VISSIM for the “base model”
• The following diagrams show screenshots directly from VISSIM

showing the following components:
• Freeway (I-95) Mainline – Light Blue
• Freeway Express Lanes – Green
• Freeway Ramps – Orange
• Major Arterials within the corridor – Dark Blue
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Ives Dairy
Road
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Miami
Gardens

Drive
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GGI
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NW 151 St
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NW 135 St
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NW 125/119 St
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NW 103/95 St
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NW 81/79 St
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NW 69/62 St
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SR 112 /
I-195
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I-95/I-395/SR 836 Interchange

SR 836/I-395
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Downtown
Distributor
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SW 25/
26 Rd
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Model Calibration Results

• Calibration Statistics
• Bottleneck/Speed Contours
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• “Sum of all link counts within 5%”

• “GEH Statistics < 5 for >85% of Individual Link Flows”

Current Status of AM Model Calibration

7 am – 8 am 8 am – 9 am

Observed Modeled Difference Observed Modeled Difference

587,391 567,021 -3.47% 625,277 607,021 -2.92%

GEH Target
7 am – 8 am 8 am – 9 am

Number Percentage Number Percentage

< 5 160 72% 154 69%

< 7 179 80% 174 78%

< 10 196 88% 183 82%
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• “Network Journey Times within 15% of Observed Conditions”

Current Status of AM Model Calibration

General Lanes
Corridor

Southbound

7 am – 8 am 8 am – 9 am

C: Broward Co. Line to
NW 151st Street -3.3% 5.5%

B: NW 151st Street to
NW 62nd Street 10.3% 15.6%

A: NW 62nd Street to
US-1 15.5% 20.9%

General Lanes
Corridor

Northbound

7 am – 8 am 8 am – 9 am

A: US-1 to NW 62nd

Street 14.4% 9.1%

B: NW 62nd Street to
NW 151st Street 5.4% -2.7%

C: NW 151st Street to
Broward Co. Line -4.7% 12.9%

Express Lanes
Corridor

Northbound

7 am – 8 am 8 am – 9 am

South Entrance to GGI 18.3% 15.3%

GGI to North Exit 8.3% 3.4%

Express Lanes
Corridor

Southbound

7 am – 8 am 8 am – 9 am

North Entrance to GGI 9.2% 21.5%

GGI to South Exit 49% 10.1%
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AM Corridor Comparison

NB Existing Field NB ModeledSB Existing Field

*Gray areas
indicate
missing
SunGuide
data

SB Modeled
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• “Sum of all link counts within 5%”

• “GEH Statistics < 5 for >85% of Individual Link Flows”

Current Status of PM Model Calibration

4 pm – 5 pm 5 pm – 6 pm

Observed Modeled Difference Observed Modeled Difference

544,915 559,995 2.77% 573,864 579,056 0.90%

GEH Target
4 pm – 5 pm 5 pm – 6 pm

Number Percentage Number Percentage

< 5 166 75% 147 66%

< 7 190 86% 166 78%

< 10 198 89% 166 78%
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• “Network Journey Times within 15% of Observed Conditions”

Current Status of PM Model Calibration

General Lanes
Corridor

Southbound

4 pm – 5 pm 5 pm – 6 pm

C: Broward Co. Line to
NW 151st Street 1.8% -0.4%

B: NW 151st Street to
NW 62nd Street -18.5% -24.9%

A: NW 62nd Street to
US-1 -20.3% -1.9%

General Lanes
Corridor

Northbound

4 pm – 5 pm 5 pm – 6 pm

A: US-1 to NW 62nd

Street -60.3% -56.3%

B: NW 62nd Street to
NW 151st Street -6.9% -2.1%

C: NW 151st Street to
Broward Co. Line -7.1% -5.2%

Express Lanes
Corridor

Northbound

4 pm – 5 pm 5 pm – 6 pm

South Entrance to GGI 20.9% 37.5%

GGI to North Exit 10.3% 18.8%

Express Lanes
Corridor

Southbound

4 pm – 5 pm 5 pm – 6 pm

North Entrance to GGI 7.9% 16.5%

GGI to South Exit 0.5% 2.6%
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PM Corridor Comparison

NB Existing Field NB ModeledSB Existing FieldSB Modeled

*Gray areas
indicate
missing
SunGuide
data
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Observed Operational Failures – AM Peak Period
• US 1/SW 16 Ave**
• SW 25 Rd/I-95 NB Ramps
• SW 8 St/SW 5 Ave**
• SW 8 St/I-95 SB Ramps**
• SW 7 St/I-95 SB Ramps
• NW 62 St/SR 7
• NW 79 St/I-95 SB Ramps
• NW 103 St/SR 7
** denotes cycle failures

• NW 119 St/SR 7**
• SR 7/Park-n-Ride (GGI)
• NW 2 Ave/NW 167 St
• N Miami Ave/NW 167 St
• Miami Gardens Dr/I-95 SB

Ramps**
• Ives Dairy Road/I-95 SB Ramps
• Ives Dairy Road/I-95 NB Ramps**
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Observed Operational Failures – PM Peak Period
• US 1/SW 16 Ave
• SW 26 Rd/Brickell Ave
• SW 25 Rd/I-95 NB Ramps
• SW 7 St/I-95 SB Ramps
• SW 7 St/SW 2 Ave**
• NW 8 St/I-95 NB Ramps
• NW 62 St/SR 7
• NW 62 St/I-95 NB Ramps**
• NW 95 St/SR 7

• NW 119 St/SR 7
• NW 125 St/I-95 NB Ramps**
• SR 7/I-95 SB Ramps (GGI)**
• SR 7/Park-n-Ride (GGI)
• NW 2 Ave/NW 167 St**
• N Miami Ave/NW 167 St**
• Miami Gardens Dr/I-95 SB Ramps**
• Ives Dairy Road/I-95 SB Ramps**
• Ives Dairy Road/I-95 NB Ramps**
• Ives Dairy Road/Highland Lakes Blvd**

** denotes cycle failures
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SW 8 Street Eastbound Queue at
I-95 SB Ramps

AM Peak Period Intersection Operational Failures

I-95 SB Ramps Southbound Queue at
SW 7 Street

I-95 SB Ramps Southbound Queue at
NW 79 Street
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AM Peak Period Intersection Operational Failures

NW 167 Street Westbound Queue at
NW 2 Avenue

Ives Dairy Road/I-95 SB Ramps
Westbound Left-Turn spillback to

I-95 NB Ramps

NW 103 Street Westbound Queue from
SR 7 to I-95 SB Ramps
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PM Peak Period Intersection Operational Failures

I-95 SB Ramps Southbound Queue at
NW 7 Street

NW 3 Avenue/I-95 NB Ramps
Northbound Queue at NW 8 Street

US 1 Southbound Queue at
SW 16 Avenue
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PM Peak Period Intersection Operational Failures

SR 7 Northbound Queue at
Golden Glades Park and Ride Lot

I-95 SB Ramps/NE 6 Ave Northbound
Queue at Miami Gardens Drive

I-95 NB Ramps Northbound Queue at
Ives Dairy Road
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Programmed Improvements
SR 836 Improvements (MDX)
NW 17 Avenue to Midtown

Interchange

I-395 Reconstruction
I-95 to MacArthur Causeway

SR 826 EB to I-95 NB Ramp
Improvement

I-95 Express – Phase II
GGI to South of I-595
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Planned Improvements
SW 7/8 Street Interchange
Planning Study Completed

PD&E Study to start in 2016

SR 826  from I-75 to GGI
PD&E Study Completed

Golden Glades Interchange
PD&E Study Completed

SR 924 East Extension/
Interchange

PD&E Study Completed

Tri-Rail Coastal Link
Status?
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Next Steps

• Finalize calibration of existing conditions
• Complete existing condition analysis

• Crashes, geometry, etc.

• Prepare future traffic forecasts
• Future no-build operational analysis results
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Future PAT Meetings/Locations

• PAT #2 – Late February/Early March
• Location
• Day of Week
• Time of Day
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Questions?
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 PAT Meeting #1 Notes

Date and Time: November 18, 2015 – 10:30 AM
Meeting location:  Little Haiti Soccer Park, 6301 NE 2nd Avenue, Miami, FL 33138
FM Number: 414964-6-22-01
Project: Interstate 95 Corridor Wide Planning Study (CPS) of Operational Deficiencies in

Miami-Dade County Between US-1/SR 5 and the Miami-Dade/Broward County
Line

Project Advisory Team (PAT) Meeting #1 -- Notes

Project Team
Name Agency/Entity Email Phone

Ken Jeffries FDOT D6 ken.jeffries@dot.state.fl.us 305-470-5445
Neil Lyn FDOT D6 Neil.lyn@dot.state.fl.us 305-470-5353
Javier Rodriguez FDOT D6 javier.rodriguez2@dot.state.fl.us 305-640-7307
Mary Tert Vilches FDOT D6 mary.vilches@dot.state.fl.us 305-470-5100
Faisal Awan Kimley-Horn faisal.awan@kimley-horn.com 954-535-5100
Greg Kyle Kimley-Horn greg.kyle@kimley-horn.com 954-535-5105
John McWilliams Kimley-Horn john.mcwilliams@kimley-horn.com 954-535-5106
Ian Rairden Kimley-Horn Ian.rairden@kimley-horn.com 954-535-5100
Ric Katz Communikatz rkatz@communikatz.com 305-573-4455
Cory McKnight Communikatz cmcknight@communikatz.com 305-573-4455
Andrew Velasquez FTE andrew.velasquez@dot.state.fl.us 954-934-1161
Charles Robbins C2S Engineering charles.robbins@dot.state.fl.us 954347-6133
John Duesing Cambridge Systematics jduesint@camsys.com 212-209-6640
Sean Fitzgerel Cambridge Systematics sfitzgerel@camsys.com 917-499-4049

Project Advisory Team
Name Agency/Entity Email Phone

Jarice Rodriguez City of Miami jaricerodriguez@miamigov.com 305-416-1726
Irene Soria City of Miami isoriacordero@miamigov.com 305-416-1020
Kathie Brooks City of Miami Beach kathiebrooks@miamibeachf.gov 305-673-7010
Tom Ruiz City of Miami Gardens truiz@miamigardens-fl.gov 305-622-8000
John O’Brien City of North Miami jobrien@northmiamifl.gov 305-895-9838
Mayra Diaz MDX mdiaz@mdx-way.com 305-637-3277
Phil Steinmiller Miami-Dade MPO psteinmiller@miamidadempo.org 305-375-4507
Darlene Fernandez Miami-Dade Transit darlenea@miamidade.gov 305-375-2733

Eric Riel Miami Downtown
Development Authority riel@miamidda.com 305-579-6675

Vicki Gatanis SFRTA gatanisv@sfrta.fl.gov 954-788-7977
Joe Quinty SFRTA quintyj@sfrta.fl.gov 954-788-7928

Meeting Agenda

1. Welcome and Introductions
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2. PAT Project Role

3. Project Information

a. Project Team

b. Project Overview

c. Project Limits

d. Project Schedule

e. PAT Meeting Schedule

f. Project Scope of Services

4. Interagency Coordination

5. Performance Measures

6. Data collection

7. Existing Conditions Operations Analysis

8. Programmed Improvements

9. Planned Improvements

10. Future PAT Meetings/Locations

11. Adjournment

The meeting began at 10:38 a.m. Ken Jeffries gave an overview of the study. Greg Kyle explained the roles of
the team members and the project’s scope, geographic bounds and schedule. Ric Katz discussed the public
outreach component. John Duesing and Sean Fitzgerel of Cambridge Systematics reviewed the study’s tiered
performance measures. John McWilliams discussed traffic and other data collection.

Eric Riel asked if data collection is complete. Mr. McWilliams said collection began in February and is mostly
complete. The technical team is awaiting some supplemental data.

Mayra Diaz asked if there is a standard to which the model is being compared. For instance, is there a posted
speed?  The staff from Cambridge Systematics discussed the existing conditions and the microsimulation
model.

Mr. Jeffries said it is important to included FDOT improvements coming down the pipeline in the study as it
progresses.

Darlene Fernandez asked if signalization or ramp metering will be updated for the study. Mr. McWilliams said
that even in a no-build option, there will be optimization for ramp metering and traffic signals at intersections
near I-95.

Ms. Diaz asked if future improvements will be included in the study even if they are currently unfunded. Mr.
Mc Williams said yes, projects in the Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP) will be looked at in the study.
Ken Jefferies reiterated that studies such as those pertaining to the Golden Glades Interchange and Gratigny
Parkway will be included. Faisal Awan said some of those improvements will reduce demands on the I-95
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corridor. Mr. Jeffries said the study is not focusing on short term solutions; it’s focused on corridor needs for
2045. For example, he said the study will look at connecting I-195 to the express lanes.

Kathie Brooks asked if the model includes traffic incidents. Mr. Duesing said yes and the next step is to fine
tune the model. Eric Reil said the express lanes are frequently closed. Mr. Kyle said the study is looking at
bottlenecks within the corridor and there is a separate safety study that will look at traffic incidents. Neil Lyn
asked if the model is based on a work or seven-day week. Mr. Fitzgerel said the model is based on a five-day
work week.

Mr. Reil asked if downtown Miami is included in the study. McWilliams said yes, the study looks at the I-95
distributors in the Central Business District.  Mr. Reil asked if the study addresses downtown sprawl especially
as it moves west. Mr. Kyle says a master plan will be developed that addresses such issues. Mr. Jefferies said
there is a role for county or municipal transit to move people [vehicles] around downtown. There may be
incremental improvements considered in subsequent PD&E’s that evolve from this study.

Next PAT will be held in February 2016.

The meeting was adjourned at 12:23 p.m.
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FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION DISTRICT SIX

Wynwood Business Improvement District (BID) Meeting Minutes
Project:

Wynwood Business Improvement District (BID)
Project Manager:

FDOT PM: Ken Jeffries

Purpose of Meeting:
Briefing on the Wynwood Business Improvement District (BID)

Date/Time/Location of hearing:
Friday, March 4, 2016

310 NW 26th Street, Miami, Florida 33127
Miami, FL 33127

1 p.m.

Attendees:
Ken Jeffries – FDOT Project Manager
Greg Kyle, AICP – Kimley-Horn, Consultant Project Manager
Ric Katz – Communikatz
Tom Curitore – Wynwood BID

Media Involvement:
None

Key items discussed:

- The project team gave an overview of the project purpose, scope, and objectives.  Mr. Kyle
discussed the inclusion of a potential I-95 interchange to serve the Wynwood area.  The team
reviewed the material presented in PAT meeting #1.

- Mr. Katz explained the purpose of the Project Advisory Team and invited Mr. Curitore to join
the PAT representing the Wynwood BID.

- Mr. Curitore accepted the invitation and indicated that the BID was in support of improving
access to the area.

- The project team indicated that he would  receive and invitation to all future PAT meetings.
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Action items:
None

Involvement needed from District Secretary or Directors:
N/A

Other information / notes:
N/A
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Interstate 95 
Corridor Wide Planning for Operational Deficiencies 
US 1/SR 5 to Broward County Line  
Miami‐Dade County   
FM No. 414964‐6‐22‐01 
 

Project Advisory Team (PAT) Meeting #2  

March 15, 2016 – 10:30 AM to 12:00 PM 

Agenda 

 

 

1) Introductions 

2) Scope 

3) Schedule 

4) Future Traffic Forecasting 

5) Operational Model Development 

6) Operational Analysis 

7) Safety Analysis 

8) Next Steps 
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PROJECT ADVISORY TEAM 
MEETING #2
MARCH 15, 2016

P A T  M E E T I N G  N O .  2  – M A R C H  1 5 ,  2 0 1 6

Introductions

• Ken Jeffries – FDOT Project Manager
• Greg Kyle, AICP – Kimley‐Horn and Associates, Inc.
• John McWilliams, P.E. – Kimley‐Horn and Associates, Inc.
• Ian Rairden, P.E. – Kimley‐Horn and Associates, Inc.
• Faisal Awan, P.E. – Kimley‐Horn and Associates, Inc.
• John Duesing – Cambridge Systematics, Inc.
• John Lewis – Cambridge Systematics, Inc.
• Sean Fitzgerel – Cambridge Systematics, Inc.
• Ric Katz – Communikatz, Inc.
• Cory McKnight – Communikatz, Inc.

2
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Project Scope Update

• Scope Additions
• Incorporated I‐95 Northbound Ramps at GGI into improvement area
• Conceptual development of new Wynwood/NE 29th Street interchange
• Addition of four (4) public workshops throughout study area
• Development of short‐term managed lane improvements

3
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Project Schedule Update

• Revised 36‐Month Schedule – Completion Dates
• Notice to Proceed – February 2015
• Existing Conditions – Summer 2016
• Future No‐Build Conditions – Fall 2016
• Public Workshops – Winter 2016 – 2017
• Conceptual Improvements – Spring 2017
• Reporting – Winter 2017 – 2018
• Project Completion – February 2018

4
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PAT Meeting Schedule

• Six Meetings throughout the project
• PAT #1 – Kickoff/Existing Conditions – Part 1 
• PAT #2 – Existing Conditions – Part 2
• PAT #3 – Conceptual Improvements – Tier 1 Screening
• PAT #4 – Conceptual Improvements – Tier 2 Screening
• PAT #5 – Draft Conceptual Design Plan
• PAT #6 – Final Conceptual Design Plan

5
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Project Scope of Services

• Interagency Coordination

• Performance Measures

• Data Collection

• Existing Conditions Data Analysis

• Future Traffic Forecasting

• Operations Model Development

• Operational Analysis

• Safety Analysis

• Long‐Term Conceptual 
Improvement Development

• Environmental Analysis

• Improvement 
Evaluation/Prioritization

• Public Workshops

• Reporting

6
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Future Traffic Forecasting

• Overview of Approach
• Network Assumptions
• Land Use/Socioeconomic Data
• Model Sensitivity Tests
• Base Year Subarea Validation
• Year 2045 No Build Demands

7
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Integrated Multi‐resolution Approach

8
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Subarea Model

Traffic Count Data

 Automated Traffic 

Recorder (ATR) Tube –

2-3 days on average.

 SunGuide Data - 3 days 

in March

 Turning Movement 

Counts (TMC) - 77 

intersections: 2 hours in 

the AM and PM periods.

Traffic Count Data

 Automated Traffic 

Recorder (ATR) Tube –

2-3 days on average.

 SunGuide Data - 3 days 

in March

 Turning Movement 

Counts (TMC) - 77 

intersections: 2 hours in 

the AM and PM periods.

9
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Network Assumptions
• 2015 Network Assumptions

• Base year 2010 I‐95 highway network was updated to Spring 2015 to be consistent with count data. 
• I‐95 north of Ives Dairy Road is assumed to be operated as general purpose (GP) with no distinction 

between Toll and GP Lanes.

• 2045 No Build Network Assumptions

• Year 2045 No Build highway network included only fully funded projects. These included:
• GGI Improvements:  SR 826 EB to I‐95 NB ramp
• MDX SR 836/I‐95 (Alternative 11A) and I‐395 improvements:

• New EB connector from NW 12 Avenue area to I‐395 EB
• New EB connector from NW 12 Avenue area to NB I‐95 NB
• Existing EB entrance ramps at NW 12 Avenue connected to new EB connector
• New WB elevated connector from SB I‐95 to WB I‐395/ SR 836 and to Civic Center.

10
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Programmed Improvements
SR 836 Improvements (MDX) 
NW 17 Avenue to Midtown 

Interchange

I‐395 Reconstruction
I‐95 to MacArthur Causeway

SR 826 EB to I‐95 NB Ramp 
Improvement

I‐95 Express – Phase II
GGI to South of I‐595

11
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Land Use/Socioeconomic Inputs
County Name Households Population Workers Employees

Year 2010

Palm Beach 547,809 1,277,763 557,840 638,068
Broward 686,054 1,695,935 806,839 871,451

Miami‐Dade 867,352 2,393,373 1,080,077 1,125,068
Total 2,101,215 5,367,071 2,444,756 2,634,587

Year 2040

Palm Beach 684,924 1,616,282 714,832 840,486
Broward 834,830 2,057,502 987,599 921,516

Miami‐Dade 1,156,802 3,093,936 1,551,289 1,636,614
Total 2,676,556 6,767,720 3,253,720 3,398,616

Percent Growth

Palm Beach 25% 26% 28% 32%
Broward 22% 21% 22% 6%

Miami‐Dade 33% 29% 44% 45%
Total 27% 26% 33% 29%

12
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Model Sensitivity Tests

13
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Period

25% vs 10% 50% vs 10%

Vehicle Miles Vehicle Hours Vehicle Miles Vehicle Hours

Auto Truck Auto Truck Auto Truck Auto Truck

Early AM ‐0.04% ‐0.16% ‐0.05% ‐0.16% ‐1.23% ‐0.09% ‐1.25% ‐0.08%

AM ‐0.39% 0.57% ‐1.34% ‐0.25% 0.32% 0.19% ‐0.01% 0.04%

Mid‐Day 0.30% ‐0.32% 0.28% ‐0.20% ‐0.18% 0.19% ‐0.76% ‐0.22%

PM 0.45% ‐0.53% 0.42% 0.02% 0.80% ‐0.86% 1.18% 0.06%

Evening ‐0.88% 0.08% ‐1.26% ‐0.26% ‐0.33% ‐0.11% ‐0.48% ‐0.26%

Total ‐0.01% ‐0.18% ‐0.28% ‐0.14% 0.07% ‐0.13% 0.05% ‐0.08%

• The sample rate specifies what 
percentage of the population will 
be synthesized.

• A Higher sample rate provides a 
more robust representation of the 
population.  However, it increases 
model run times. 

• There is no standard for what the 
sample rate should be. 

• For this study a sample rate of 50% 
was used.

Sample Rate

14
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Increased Capacity (1 GP Lane each direction)

Period

Change in Vehicular Travel 

Vehicle Miles Vehicle Hours

Auto Truck Auto Truck

Early AM 0.12% ‐0.76% 0.38% ‐0.32%

AM 7.19% 8.02% 1.18% ‐0.56%

Mid‐Day 3.82% 5.56% ‐1.27% ‐1.32%

PM 8.27% 9.98% 0.18% ‐1.76%

Evening 3.45% 2.21% 0.28% ‐1.10%

Total 5.36% 5.98% 0.09% ‐1.23%

• VMT is estimated to increase by 5‐6% for 
autos and trucks on a daily basis. 

• The largest increases are estimated to occur 
in the AM and PM peak periods when 
congestion is at its highest.  

• There is no significant change in estimated 
VHT, which indicates that average speeds 
have increased in all time periods.  

15
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Increased I‐95 Tolls

Period

Change in Vehicular Travel 

Auto VMT Truck VMT Auto VHT Truck VHT

Early AM 0.16% ‐1.33% 0.42% ‐0.85%

AM ‐2.15% 0.23% ‐1.62% ‐0.47%

Mid‐Day ‐0.79% ‐1.21% ‐0.58% ‐0.96%

PM ‐2.06% 0.16% ‐1.25% ‐0.10%

Evening ‐1.36% ‐1.29% ‐0.92% ‐0.91%

Total ‐1.42% ‐0.69% ‐1.03% ‐0.60%

• During the peak periods auto VMT is estimated to 
decrease by as much as 2%.

• Truck VMT remains fairly constant as trucks are not 
allowed in the toll lanes and are less likely to divert out 
of the corridor due to increased general purpose lane 
congestion.

• VMT increases in the Early AM period indicating that 
some auto trips choose an earlier departure time.  

• Overall, the increased tolls result in a slight decrease in 
traffic within the corridor:

• about 1.42% fewer auto miles, and
• less than 1% reduction in truck miles.  

16
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Period

Change in Mode Shares (Regionwide) 

Drive Alone Shared Ride 2 Shared Ride 3+ Transit

Early AM ‐0.04% 0.03% 0.01% 0.01%

AM ‐0.05% 0.02% 0.01% 0.01%

Mid‐Day ‐0.02% 0.01% 0.00% 0.00%

PM ‐0.02% 0.01% 0.02% 0.00%

Evening 0.00% ‐0.01% 0.00% 0.00%

Total ‐0.02% 0.01% 0.01% 0.00%

• I‐95 managed lane toll rate was doubled 
throughout the corridor.

• On a regional basis, the model responds to the 
increase in I‐95 toll rates by shifting travel 
choices from the drive alone mode to the 
shared ride modes, and in the AM periods to 
transit as well.  

• This is an expected response to increased costs.

Increased I‐95 Tolls (Continued)

17

P A T  M E E T I N G  N O .  2  – M A R C H  1 5 ,  2 0 1 6

Subarea Demand Calibration

18
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Subarea Model

Traffic Count Data

 Automated Traffic 

Recorder (ATR) Tube –

2-3 days on average.

 SunGuide Data - 3 days 

in March

 Turning Movement 

Counts (TMC) - 77 

intersections: 2 hours in 

the AM and PM periods.

Traffic Count Data

 Automated Traffic 

Recorder (ATR) Tube –

2-3 days on average.

 SunGuide Data - 3 days 

in March

 Turning Movement 

Counts (TMC) - 77 

intersections: 2 hours in 

the AM and PM periods.

19
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95 Express SunGuide Data

Express Lanes Southbound Northbound

Average Monthly 
Trips 872,950 870,094

Average Peak Period 
Toll $2.60 $4.14

95th Percentile 
Weekday Toll $4.50 $8.25

Operated Above 45 
Miles per hour 99.5% 96.7%

Southbound Northbound

EL GPL EL GPL

Vo
lu

m
e

Average Weekday 
Vehicle Volume 31,896 104,277 31,168 100,558

Average Peak 
Period Vehicle 

Volume
8,835 17,307 7,627 16,822

EL GPL DIFF EL GPL DIFF

Sp
ee

d Average Overall 64 56 8 63 55 8

Average Peak 
Period 60 42 18 49 31 18

Legend: EL = Express Lane; GPL = General‐Purpose Lane; DIFF = Difference

Source: FDOT “95 Express Annual Operations Report: Fiscal Year 2014‐2015”
Note: 2014/2015 Fiscal Year is from July 1, 2014 through June 30, 2015.

FDOT 95 Express Lanes Operational Analysis – Fiscal Year 2014/2015

20
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Hourly Volume Over Count (VOC) Results 
(Daily Targets)

Functional 

Class

6 – 7
AM

7 – 8 
AM

8 – 9     
AM

9 – 10 
AM

3 – 4
PM

4 – 5 
PM

5 – 6 
PM

6 – 7 
PM

Percent 
Deviation 
Target

Freeway ‐0.8% ‐0.7% ‐0.9% ‐0.7% ‐1.4% ‐0.4% ‐0.7% ‐0.5% ±7%

Ramps 5.3% 2.6% 1.8% 2.6% 4.9% 1.9% 3.9% 3.6% ±10%

Divided Arterial N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A ±15%

Undivided 
Arterial 1.7% 1.5% 1.6% 1.8% 1.9% 1.2% 1.3% 1.1% ±15%

Collector 1.0% 1.3% 0.6% ‐0.1% ‐0.7% ‐0.4% ‐0.9% ‐0.7% ±25%

• All of the assignments 
produced traffic 
volumes that meet the 
functional class targets 
for ADT.

21
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Peak Hour VOC Results 
(Hourly Targets)

% Links
6 – 7  
AM

7 – 8  
AM

8 – 9 
AM

9 – 10 
AM

3 – 4  
PM

4 – 5  
PM

5 – 6  
PM

6 –7  
PM

Target

Freeway

% Links 
±20%

100% 100% 99% 99% 100% 100% 99% 100% 75%

% Links 
±10%

94% 99% 95% 95% 92% 97% 96% 94% 50%

Major Arterial

% Links 
±30%

95% 99% 95% 96% 96% 98% 99% 95% 75%

% Links 
±15%

92% 95% 91% 93% 94% 97% 96% 92% 50%

• All of the hourly 
assignments produced 
traffic volumes that 
meet the FDOT hourly 
targets for Freeways and 
Major Arterials.

22
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GEH Statistic

Time Period Links GEH <= 5

6 – 7 AM 92.3%

7 – 8 AM 91.0%

8 – 9 AM 90.4%

9 – 10 AM 90.3%

3 – 4 PM 89.8%

4 – 5 PM  90.4%

5 – 6 PM 89.3%

6 – 7 PM 88.4%

• This statistic is better suited for assessing hourly volumes 
as traffic on a link can vary from a few dozen to several 
thousand.

• The percentage error (VOC) is not always a good indicator if 
the traffic model as a whole is representing the observed 
traffic counts. 

• A GEH of less than 5 indicates a good comparison.  

• If 85% or more of the links satisfy the target then the 
model is considered to have achieved an acceptable 
validation threshold.

• All of the hourly subarea models produce traffic volumes 
that satisfy the criteria.

23
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Calculation of Year 2045 No Build ODs

• Perform standard SERPM 7.0 model forecast to produce estimates of traffic demands 
for the future year. 

• Extract future year subarea OD demands for the I‐95 study area corridor. 

• Calculate the incremental growth for every OD pair for each vehicle class within the 
corridor matrix and add to the base year calibrated trips.  

Adjusted Future Year Demand = (SERPM Future Year Demand – SERPM Base Year 

Demand) + Calibrated Base Year Demand

25
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AM Period Growth in Travel – I‐95 Corridor

Measure 6 –7 AM 7 – 8 AM 8 – 9 AM 9 – 10 AM
AM 

Period

Vehicle Miles of Travel

2015 Base 260,836  349,006  365,683  332,952  1,308,478 

2045 No Build 352,689  452,432  438,541  416,496  1,660,157 

% Change 35.2% 29.6% 19.9% 25.1% 26.9%

Vehicle Hours of Travel

2015 Base 5,190  7,777  8,302  7,271  28,539 

2045 No Build 7,226  11,060  10,415  9,660  38,361 

% Change 39.2% 42.2% 25.5% 32.9% 34.4%

• Overall growth in VMT is estimated to be about 27%.  

• The highest percent growth is estimated to occur in 
the earlier hours. 

• For the base year, the peak hour based on VMT is from 
8 to 9.  In the future year, the peak hour is estimated 
to occur earlier, from 7 to 8.

• VHT is estimated to increase by about 34% for the AM 
period.  

• The higher increase in VHT (34%) relative to VMT 
(27%) is related to increased congestion within the 
corridor.

26
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PM Period Growth in Travel – I‐95 Corridor

Measure 3 – 4 PM 4 – 5 PM 5 – 6 PM 6 – 7 PM
PM 

Period

Vehicle Miles of Travel

2015 Base 351,806  328,046  343,313  335,006  1,358,170 

2045 No Build 427,300  414,881  445,380  417,898  1,705,459 

% Change 21.5% 26.5% 29.7% 24.7% 25.6%

Vehicle Hours of Travel

2015 Base 8,264  7,205  7,547  7,176  30,192 

2045 No Build 10,150  9,581  10,722  9,427  39,880 

% Change 22.8% 33.0% 42.1% 31.4% 32.1%

• Overall estimated growth in vehicle miles 
travelled is 25.6% and in vehicle hours 
travelled is 32.1%.  

• The higher increase in VHT relative to VMT is 
related to increased congestion within the 
corridor.  

• The largest estimated change in demand 
occurs in the peak hour from 5 to 6 where 
VMT increases by 29.7% and VHT increases by 
42.1%.

27
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Operational Model Development

28
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Improvements to Calibration Since Last Meeting
• Fine tuning origin‐destinations to better match traffic patterns
• Calibration of tolling‐algorithm for Express Lanes
• Calibration of pay‐no‐pay user‐choice model for Express Lanes
• Fine tuning driver behavior to better replicate congestion points
• Better understanding of bottlenecks and speeds along the corridor

29
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Model Calibration Results 

• Calibration Statistics
• Total Network Traffic
• GEH Statistics
• Link Volume Flow Requirement

• Bottleneck/Speed Contours 
• Dynamic Tolling Algorithm

30
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• “Sum of all link counts within 5%”

• “GEH Statistics < 5 for >85% of Individual Link Flows”

Current Status of AM Model Calibration

7 – 8 AM 8 – 9 AM

Observed Modeled Difference Observed Modeled Difference

595,645 607,485 1.99% 598,749 610,865 2.02%

GEH Target
7 – 8 AM 8 – 9 AM

Number Percentage Number Percentage

< 5 196 88% 192 86%

< 7 218 98% 214 96%

< 10 222 100% 222 100%

31
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• Link Volume Flow Requirements

Current Status of AM Model Calibration

Volume (veh/hr) Requirement

7 – 8 AM 8 – 9 AM

Number Percentage Number Percentage

< 700 +/‐ 100 vph 50/58 86% 52/58 90%

700 < x < 2700 +/‐ 15% 41/42 97% 39/42 93%

> 2700 +/‐ 400 vph 110/120 92% 108/120 90%

32
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Corridor Speed and Bottleneck “Heat Maps”

• Existing Speed Data was collected using SunGuide sensors during 
actual data collection days in March 2015 to compare with model

• These data are summarized for both time and space using a “heat 
map” of graded colors to locate slow‐downs and bottlenecks:

• Therefore green locations represent travel at, or near, the posted 
speed, while red locations indicate congestion build‐up over time

• The actual field data is then compared against VISSIM model data

33
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AM Corridor Comparison

NB Existing Field NB ModeledSB Existing Field

*Greyed‐out 
areas indicate 
missing 
SunGuide 
data

SB Modeled

P A T  M E E T I N G  N O .  2  – M A R C H  1 5 ,  2 0 1 6

AM Toll Calculation

Calibrated Period

$0.00

$1.00

$2.00

$3.00

$4.00

$5.00

$6.00

$7.00

Southbound

Calibrated Period

$0.00

$1.00

$2.00

$3.00

$4.00

$5.00

$6.00

$7.00

Northbound

Actual SunGuide Toll
VISSIM Modeled Toll
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• “Sum of all link counts within 5%”

• “GEH Statistics < 5 for >85% of Individual Link Flows”

PM Model Calibration Status

4 – 5 PM 5 – 6 PM

Observed Modeled Difference Observed Modeled Difference

558,129 566,717 1.54% 569,663 579,417 1.71%

GEH Target
4 ‐5 PM 5 – 6 PM

Number Percentage Number Percentage

< 5 211 95% 206 93%

< 7 214 96% 219 99%

< 10 221 100% 222 100%
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• Link Volume Flow Requirements

PM Model Calibration Status

Volume (veh/hr) Requirement

4 – 5 PM 5 ‐6 PM

Number Percentage Number Percentage

< 700 +/‐ 100 vph 44/48 92% 37/43 85%

700 < x < 2700 +/‐ 15% 91/99 92% 85/95 89%

> 2700 +/‐ 400 vph 71/72 99% 71/79 90%
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PM Corridor Comparison

NB Existing Field NB ModeledSB Existing Field

*Greyed‐out 
areas indicate 
missing 
SunGuide 
data

SB Modeled
45
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PM Toll Calculation

Calibrated Period Calibrated Period

$0.00

$2.00

$4.00

$6.00

$8.00

$10.00

$12.00

Northbound

Actual SunGuide Toll
VISSIM Modeled Toll

$0.00

$2.00

$4.00

$6.00

$8.00

$10.00

$12.00

Southbound

46
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Operational Analysis

40
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Operational Analysis Updates

• Collected supplemental traffic data to calibrate analysis.

• Calibrated analysis based upon field reviews/data.

• Examined multiple MOEs
• LOS
• Delay
• Queue Length
• v/c ratios

41
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Intersection Operational Level of Service Analysis

SW 8 Street and SW 7 Street

AM Peak Period PM Peak Period

42

Level of Service
A or B

C or D

E

F

P A T  M E E T I N G  N O .  2  – M A R C H  1 5 ,  2 0 1 6

Intersection Operational Queuing Analysis

SW 8 Street and SW 7 Street

AM Peak Period PM Peak Period

Queue Length
<200’

200’ – 400’

400’ – 750‘

>750’

43
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Intersection Operational Level of Service Analysis

Golden Glades Interchange

AM Peak Period PM Peak Period

44

Level of Service
A or B

C or D

E

F
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Intersection Operational Queuing Analysis

Golden Glades Interchange

AM Peak Period PM Peak Period

Queue Length
<200’

200’ – 400’

400’ – 750‘

>750’

45
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Intersection Operational Level of Service Analysis

Ives Dairy Road

AM Peak Period PM Peak Period

46

Level of Service
A or B

C or D

E

F
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Intersection Operational Queuing Analysis

Ives Dairy Road

AM Peak Period PM Peak Period

Queue Length
<200’

200’ – 400’

400’ – 750‘

>750’

47
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SimTraffic: Ives Dairy Road (4x speed)
48
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Safety Analysis

49
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Crash Data for I‐95 Mainline

Location 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total

I‐95 Northbound 844 1,076 855 928 996 4,699

I‐95 Southbound 793 1,181 905 1,007 1,153 5,039

I‐95 Other 17 41 480 474 483 1,495

Total 1,654 2,298 2,240 2,409 2,632 11,233

50
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I‐95 Mainline Countermeasures

Location/
Crash 
Type

I‐95 
Mainline 

NB

I‐95 
Mainline 

SB
Countermeasures

Rear End x x
‐ Conduct an analysis on sight distance issues at vertical curves
‐ Utilize dynamic message sign to inform current condition

Fixed 

Object/ 

Ran‐Off 

Road

x x

‐ Install crash cushion devices and object markers
‐ Widen shoulder to increase recovery area
‐ Improve pavement friction, if warranted
‐ Increase enforcement of speeding

Sideswipe x x

‐ Install sturdier breakaway features to the current delineators to separate express 
lanes and general purpose lanes to prevent illegal entry/exit to express lanes from 

general purpose lanes 
‐ Verify adequacy and visibility of advance guide signs

Dark 

Conditions
x

‐ Conduct a lighting assessment to determine lighting
‐ Provide raised markers on lane lines and edge lines

57
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Next Steps

• Finalize future traffic forecasts
• Future no‐build operational analysis results
• Conceptual improvement development
• PAT #3 – Summer/Fall 2016

58
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Questions?

59
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PAT Meeting #2 Notes

Date and Time: March 15, 2016 – 10:30 AM
Meeting location:  Little Haiti Soccer Park, 6301 NE 2nd Avenue, Miami, FL 33138
FM Number: 414964-6-22-01
Project:  Interstate 95 Corridor Wide Planning Study (CPS) of Operational Deficiencies in

Miami-Dade County Between US-1/SR 5 and the Miami-Dade/Broward County
Line

Project Advisory Team (PAT) Meeting #2 -- Notes

Project Team
Name Agency/Entity Email Phone

Ken Jeffries FDOT D6 ken.jeffries@dot.state.fl.us 305-470-5445
Javier Rodriguez FDOT D6 javier.rodriguez2@dot.state.fl.us 305-640-7307
Mary Tery Vilches FDOT D6 mary.vilches@dot.state.fl.us 305-470-5100
Faisal Awan Kimley-Horn faisal.awan@kimley-horn.com 954-535-5100
Greg Kyle Kimley-Horn greg.kyle@kimley-horn.com 954-535-5105
John McWilliams Kimley-Horn john.mcwilliams@kimley-horn.com 954-535-5106
Ian Rairden Kimley-Horn Ian.rairden@kimley-horn.com 954-535-5100
Ric Katz Communikatz rkatz@communikatz.com 305-573-4455
Cory McKnight Communikatz cmcknight@communikatz.com 305-573-4455
Charles Robbins C2S Engineering charles.robbins@dot.state.fl.us 954347-6133
John Duesing Cambridge Systematics jduesint@camsys.com 212-209-6640
Sean Fitzgerel Cambridge Systematics sfitzgerel@camsys.com 917-499-4049
John Lewis Cambridge Systematics jlewis@camsys.com 212-109-6640

Project Advisory Team
Name Agency/Entity Email Phone

Irene Soria City of Miami isoriacordero@miamigov.com 305-416-1020
Kathie Brooks City of Miami Beach kathiebrooks@miamibeachf.gov 305-673-7010
Jose Gonzalez City of Miami Beach josegonzalez@miamibeachfl.gov 305-673-7514
Min-Tang Li FDOT D4 Min-tang.li@dot.state.fl.us 954-777-4652
Andrew Velasquez FTE andrew.velasquez@dot.state.fl.us 954-934-1161
Carlos Alba MDX/HNTB mdiaz@mdx-way.com 305-637-3277
Claudia Diaz Miami-Dade Transit cdiaz@miamidade.gov 305-375-2733

Eric Riel Miami Downtown
Development Authority riel@miamidda.com 305-579-6675

Christina Miskis SFRC cmiskis@sfrpc.com 954-985-4416
Joe Quinty SFRTA quintyj@sfrta.fl.gov 954-788-7928

Meeting Agenda

1. Welcome and Introductions
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2. Project Scope Update

3. Project Schedule Update

4. PAT Meeting Schedule

5. Future Traffic Forecasting

6. Operational Model Development

7. Operational Analysis

8. Safety Analysis

9. Next Steps

10. Adjournment

The meeting began at 10:37 a.m. Greg Kyle gave an overview of the study. John McWilliams provided an
update on the study’s scope and schedule. John Lewis discussed future traffic forecasting.  Andrew Velasquez
asked why the model only takes five-year funded projects into consideration but doesn’t include projects that
are listed as cost-feasible. John McWilliams said in order to get a true grasp of the future corridor demands only
projects that are funded for construction are considered in this phase. Projects will be added to the model as they
are funded.

Irene Soria asked if ramp metering is included in the modeling. Mr. Lewis said ramp metering is being
considered and will be covered later in the day’s presentation. Currently, the team is using the No Build
Alternative to make sure the modeling process is working.  Accordingly, year 2045 is the same as base year
which is 2015 plus 6 future-funded projects. A future model will be introduced using a cost feasible plan.

Min-Tang Li asked about the growth rate used to estimate year 2045 land use/socioeconomic inputs from year
2040. Mr. Lewis said the information was provided by regional planning agencies. Mr. Li suggested the team
confer with Miami-Dade County to verify the growth rate being used. Ms. Soria agreed that the team should
also confer with the county to ensure there are good data going forward. Mr. Kyle said the team will also reach
out to the Miami-Dade, Broward and Palm Beach MPOs to refine the data inputs.

Mr. Velasquez asked about the source of the 2010 figures. Mr. Lewis said the team used 2010 trip patterns to
estimate 2015 figures. Mr. Li said interim 2015 models are available. Ken Jefferies said interim models were
not available approximately six months ago when the team requested project information. Mr. Li will suggested
contacting FDOT District 4 to obtain the most up-to-date data.

Mr. Li asked if the SunGuide data on slide 20 of the presentation represents general purpose and express lanes.
Charles Robbins said the data relate to express lanes only. Mr. Li also asked about the source of the additional I-
95 corridor capacity in the year 2045 as shown on slide 26. Mr. Kyle and Mr. Lewis said there is no added
capacity. The 2045 data represents an increase in demand only.

Mr. Lewis said Sean Fitzgerel’s presentation will show the future failure of the corridor as demand increases
without any increase in capacity. Mr. Fitzgerel then reported on the Operational Model Development. Mr.
Velasquez asked about the toll performance factor and Mr. Robbins said the performance factor is a parameter
that is set during modeling.

Carlo Alba asked if morning rush hour tolls should be less than evening tolls. Mr. Lewis and Mr. Fitzgerel said
the data are correct. Evening northbound tolls are generally higher than morning southbound tolls.  Mr. Alba
also asked about the accuracy of the split statistics and Mr. Fitzgerel responded saying the statistics are
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aggregated with an accuracy of more than 90%.  If the splits were inaccurate, there would be a higher
uncertainty in the aggregate.

Mr. Li asked why the morning Toll Calculation does not continue after 9 a.m. Mr. Fitzgerel said the data
provided by SunGuide only includes the hours between 6 a.m. and 9 a.m. The tolls “drop off” after 9 a.m. Mr.
Li asked if using spot speeds versus travel time speeds along the corridor creates a bias in the findings. Mr.
Fitzgerel said VSSIM collects data at the same locations as SunGuide sensors and travel time runs are also
incorporated into the model. During the calibration process, model parameters are changed until it gets as close
to observed levels as possible.

Ian Rairden reported on the study’s Operational Analysis at major intersections along the corridor. Mr.
McWilliams reported on the safety analysis performed within the corridor. Claudia Diaz asked if the crash data
reflects severity or only the number of accidents. Mr. McWilliams said the crash data reflects the number of
accidents only.

Mr. Li asked if hourly figures for morning and evening growth in travel times as shown in slides 26 and 27 can
be incorporated into future reports. Mr. McWilliams said they exist and were not included because there are so
many figures which can be confusing.

Mr. Li asked if future presentations can be made available for review in advance of PAT meetings. Mr.
McWilliams said the next PAT meeting will focus on developing conceptual improvements. There will be
further discussion regarding the format however, the goal is to have a more interactive workshop that is less like
a presentation to an audience.

Ms. Soria asked if there will be draft/interim reports. Mr. Kyle said interim reports are being developed
however, most are incorporated into the slides which are presented at PAT meetings. Mr. Kyle closed the
meeting stating the study team would like input from partner agencies such as the Miami-Dade Expressway
Authority and Florida’s Turnpike Enterprise on which projects should be included in the cost feasible plan
model.

The next PAT will be held in the Summer/Fall 2016.

The meeting was adjourned at 12:12 p.m.
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Interstate 95
Corridor Wide Planning for Operational Deficiencies
US 1/SR 5 to Broward County Line
Miami-Dade County
FM No. 414964-6-22-01

Project Advisory Team (PAT) Meeting #3

November 10, 2016 – 10:30 AM to 12:00 PM

Agenda

1) Introductions

2) Current Safety Enhancements

3) Golden Glades Interchange Interim Improvements

4) Master Plan Long-Term Improvements

5) Next Steps
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PROJECT ADVISORY TEAM
MEETING #3
NOVEMBER 10, 2016

1
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Introductions

• Lisa Colmenares, AICP – FDOT ISD Planning Manager
• Ken Jeffries – FDOT Project Manager
• Greg Kyle, AICP – Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc.
• John McWilliams, P.E. – Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc.
• Ian Rairden, P.E. – Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc.
• Gabriela Ramirez, P.E. – Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc.
• David Rivera, P.E. – C2S Engineering, LLC
• Ric Katz – Communikatz, Inc.
• Cory McKnight – Communikatz, Inc.

2
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Meeting Agenda

• Safety Enhancements
• Golden Glades Interchange Interim Improvements
• Master Plan Long-Term Improvements
• Next Steps

3
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Safety Enhancements

• 95 Express Delineators

• Installation currently underway
• Completion expected by end of January 2017
• Delineator spacing reduced to 10 feet from 5 feet
• New delineators are more sturdy than existing
• Installation cost approximately $1.2 million
• Additional DMS messages regarding fines for lane diving

4

Appendix Page 1549 of 7765



11/9/2016

3

P A T  M E E T I N G  N O .  3  – N O V E M B E R  9 ,  2 0 1 6 5

P A T  M E E T I N G  N O .  3  – N O V E M B E R  9 ,  2 0 1 6

Safety Enhancements

• Emergency Stopping Sites (ESS)
• Provides for stopping/enforcement
• Five (5) locations – 3 northbound/2 southbound
• Installation incorporated into two (2) projects:

• FM No. 429300-3-52-01 – Concrete Pavement Project - $66.3 million – March 2020
• FM No. 429300-3-52-02 – Emergency Stopping Sites Project - $9 million – February 2018

6
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Emergency Stopping Site Locations

• Locations
• NW 62nd Street/NW 71st Street – NB
• C-7 Canal/NW 95th Street – NB
• NW 95th Street/NW 103rd Street – SB
• NW 119th Street/NW 125th Street – NB
• NW 125th Street/NW 131st Street - SB

7
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Emergency Stopping Sites Typical Section
Northbound ESS

Southbound ESS

8
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Existing Conditions – Northbound near 95th Street

9
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Proposed Conditions - Northbound near 95th Street

10
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Golden Glades Interchange Ultimate Master Plan

Ultimate Master Plan
includes SB 95 Express lane

connection from SB Turnpike

11
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Golden Glades Interchange Interim Plan

12
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Golden Glades Interchange Improvements

2021
2021

13
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Golden Glades Interchange Improvements

2021
2021

14
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Golden Glades Interchange Improvements

2021
2021
2021

Turnpike  project includes the direct
connection from  SB Turnpike Spur new
express lane(s) to SB 95 Express lanes

Florida’s Turnpike performing
a PD&E Study evaluating

Express Lanes north of GGI

Turnpike project considering
implementing a direct connection from

NB 95 Express lane to NB Turnpike
express lanes(s)

Reconstruction of Express Lane Connection from SR 91

15
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Existing GGI Northbound Bottleneck

16
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GGI Northbound Interim Improvements
• Goals

• Eliminate weave from 95 Express lanes to 95 general purpose lanes/NW
167th Street exit

• Maintain access from 95 Express lanes to 95 general purpose lanes
• Provide direct connection from 95 Express to future Turnpike express
• Maintain access from 95 Express to Turnpike and SR 826 West
• Minimize structural and right-of-way impacts
• Achieve highest possible ramp design speeds
• Minimize design variations and exceptions

17
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Alternative 1.1
1 Lanes Turnpike Express
Through Overpass Straddle

18
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Alternative 1.2
2 Lanes Turnpike Express
Through Overpass Straddle

19

P A T  M E E T I N G  N O .  3  – N O V E M B E R  9 ,  2 0 1 6

Alternative 2.1
1 Lane Turnpike Express
Connect from Mainline

20
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Alternative 2.2
2 Lanes Turnpike Express
Connect from Mainline
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Alternative 3.1
SR 826 Connector Realignment
+ 1 Lane Turnpike Express

22
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Alternative 3.2
SR 826 Connector Realignment
+ 2 Lanes Turnpike Express

23
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Preliminary Alternatives Evaluation

24
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Next Steps
• Florida’s Turnpike Origin-Destination Data Collection
• VISSIM Alternative Modeling
• Final Recommendation Memorandum to Florida’s Turnpike

25
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Master Plan Long-Term Improvements

• Tier 1 improvements
• Identified over 40 different cross section concepts/features for the corridor

• At-grade, below grade, elevated by lane group (local, express lanes)
• Frontage Roads/Collector-Distributor Roads
• Non- reversible, partially reversible, fully reversible express lanes
• Barrier types (hard, delineators, or virtual)
• Dedicated transit and truck lanes
• “Super” express lanes
• Combinations of alternatives
• Policy changes such as all-tolled, congestion pricing, time-of-way pricing, autonomous

vehicle lanes, photo enforcement, and ramp metering

26
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Tier 1 Preliminary Evaluation

• Engineering
• Traffic – Addresses long-term travel demand needs of corridor

• Access – Maintains existing access points along corridor

• Constructability – Required level of complexity of construction/maintenance of
traffic

27
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Tier 1 Preliminary Evaluation

• Cost
• Right-of-way – required right-of-way acquisition costs (elevated/at-grade)

• Construction – overall costs of construction (elevated/at-grade)

28
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Tier 1 Preliminary Evaluation

• Environmental
• Noise, Lighting, and Viewshed - Potential increase in impacts to adjacent

communities

• Public
• Community – overall community impacts (tolling, right-of-way, access, etc)

29
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Tier 1 Preliminary Evaluation

30
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Alternative A - No Build Alternative

+180’

31
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Alternative B – At-Grade Widening/Centered, Non-
Reversible Express Lanes

+100’ (+55%)
Number of lanes shown for illustrative purposes only. Note that final laneage to be determined at a later date.

32
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Alternative C – At-Grade Widening/Centered, Partially
Reversible Express Lanes

Number of lanes shown for illustrative purposes only. Note that final laneage to be determined at a later date.

+150’ (+83%)

33
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Number of lanes shown for illustrative purposes only. Note that final laneage to be determined at a later date.

Alternative D – Elevated/Asymetrical, Non-Reversible
Express Lanes

+20’ (+11%)

34
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Number of lanes shown for illustrative purposes only. Note that final laneage to be determined at a later date.

Alternative E – Elevated/Centered, Non-Reversible
Express Lanes

+20’ (+11%)

35
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Number of lanes shown for illustrative purposes only. Note that final laneage to be determined at a later date.

Alternative F – Tunneled/Centered, Non-Reversible
Express Lanes

+20’ (+11%)

36
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PAT Meeting Schedule

• Six Meetings throughout the project
• PAT #1 – Kickoff/Existing Conditions – Part 1
• PAT #2 – Existing Conditions – Part 2
• PAT #3 – Conceptual Improvements – Tier 1 Screening
• PAT #4 – Conceptual Improvements – Tier 2 Screening
• PAT #5 – Draft Conceptual Design Plan
• PAT #6 – Final Conceptual Design Plan

37
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Next Steps

• Tier 2 Alternative Refinement/Screening
• Golden Glades Interchange Interim Improvement Evaluation
• PAT Meeting #4 – Spring 2017

38
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Questions?

39
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Date and Time: November 10, 2016 – 10:30 AM
Meeting location:  Art Teele Jr. Community Center, Multicultural Room

Little Haiti Soccer Park, 6301 NE 2nd Avenue, Miami, FL 33138
FM Number: 414964-6-22-01
Project:  Interstate 95 Corridor Wide Planning Study (CPS) of Operational

Deficiencies in Miami-Dade County Between US-1/SR 5 and the Miami-
Dade/Broward County Line

Project Advisory Team (PAT) Meeting #3 – Notes

Project Team
Name Agency/Entity Email Phone

Lisa Colmenares FDOT D6 lisa.colmenares@dot.state.fl.us 305-470-5304

Ken Jeffries FDOT D6 ken.jeffries@dot.state.fl.us 305-470-5445

Javier Rodriguez FDOT D6 javier.rodriguez2@dot.state.fl.us 305-640-7307

Alejandro Motta FDOT D6 alejandro.motta@dot.state.fl.us 305-640-7375

Lisa Dykstra FDOT D4 lisa.dykstra@dot.state.fl.us 954-777-4360
Greg Kyle Kimley-Horn greg.kyle@kimley-horn.com 954-535-5105
John McWilliams Kimley-Horn john.mcwilliams@kimley-horn.com 954-535-5106
Ian Rairden Kimley-Horn Ian.rairden@kimley-horn.com 954-535-5139

Gabriela Ramirez Kimley-Horn gabriela.ramirez@kimley-horn.com 305-673-2025

Ric Katz Communikatz rkatz@communikatz.com 305-573-4455

Cory McKnight Communikatz cmcknight@communikatz.com 305-573-4455

David Rivera C2S Engineering david.rivera@dot.state.fl.us 954-347-6133
Project Advisory Team

Name Agency/Entity Email Phone
Collin Worth City of Miami cworth@miamigov.com 305-416-1072

Kathie Brooks City of Miami Beach kathiebrooks@miamibeachf.gov 305-673-7010

Josiel Ferrer City of Miami Beach josielferrer@miamibeachfl.gov 305-673-7514

Claudia Diaz Miami-Dade County cdiaz@miamidade.gov 305-375-2733

Eric Riel Miami DDA riel@miamidda.com 305-579-6675
Mayra Diaz MDX/HNTB mdiaz@mdx-way.com 305-637-3277
Vicki Gatanis SFRTA gatanisv@sfrta.fl.gov 954-788-7916

Lynda Weston SFRTA westonl@sfrta.fl.gov 954-788-7923
Victoria
Williams Turnpike victoria.williams@dot.state.fl.us 954-934-1104

Kim Samson Turnpike kim.samson@dot.state.fl.us 954-934-1106
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Tom Curitore Wynwood Business
Improvement District tcuritore@wynwoodbid.com 646-739-4643

General Public
Name Agency/Entity Email Phone

Marta Martinez-
Aleman

Commissioner
Audrey Edmonson martam@miamidade.gov 305-636-2331

Irving Lerner Wynwood Business
Improvement District icjrd@aol.com 305-793-2020

Meeting Agenda

1. Welcome and Introductions

2. Safety Enhancements

3. Golden Glades Interchange Interim Improvements

4. Master Plan Long-Term Improvements

5. Next Steps

6. Adjournment

The meeting began at 10:35 a.m. Ric Katz addressed the purpose of the meeting and invited attendees
to make self-introductions.  John McWilliams reviewed ongoing and future safety enhancements such
as a new delineator design for I-95 Express, emergency stopping sites, and dynamic messaging
regarding fines for crossing between facilities over the delineators.

Mr. McWilliams presented the Golden Glades Interchange (GGI) Ultimate Master Plan and reviewed
preliminary alternatives to alleviate the bottleneck at the northbound express lanes exit south of the
interchange. Mr. Katz said GGI alternatives were important because they impact potential solutions
south of the interchange. Florida’s Turnpike Enterprise (Turnpike) is currently doing a Project
Development and Environment (PD&E) project for a direct connection from Turnpike southbound to
I-95 Express southbound.  The Turnpike has also expressed an interest in a direct connection from I-95
Express northbound to Turnpike northbound.

Alternative 1 included an new express lane connector that straddled through existing piers connecting
I-95 Express to the future Turnpike express lane(s) while providing new ramps to NW 167th Street and
I-95 general purpose lanes utilizing the existing I-95 Express flyover, Alternative 2 included a similar
express lane connection but proposes a new connector between I-95 Express to Turnpike express
lanes(s), and Alternative 3 included a realignment of the SR 826 connector and a new connector ramp
between I-95 Express and the Turnpike general purpose lanes.  It was stated that Alternative 3 was
currently the leading option from a cost perspective as it reused existing ramps. Vicki Gatanis asked
why alternative three was ranked first if none of the options had been modeled. Mr. McWilliams said
the ranking was based on factors such as cost and geometry. Ken Jeffries added that alternative 3 does
not create a bottleneck.
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A question was also asked about the impact of breakdowns for single-lane ramps.  Mr. McWilliams
and Ms. Ramirez stated that the lanes will be 15 feet wide with 6-foot shoulders on each side (total of
27 feet) to allow traffic to go around a disabled vehicle.

Lisa Dykstra asked about the complexity of signage for the GGI alternatives.  Ms. Dykstra also asked
about the cost of the Alternatives.  Mr. McWilliams said signage complexity was considered in the
preliminary evaluation and would be further vetted. Gabriela Ramirez said that costs have not been
evaluated and that Alternative 3 was ranked first because it uses the existing flyover which reduces
cost for new structure.

Ms. Brooks asked when the study team expects to have more information on macro modeling, GGI
alternatives, costs, and sensitivity analysis.

John McWilliams stated the next steps are an origin-destination study of Florida’s Turnpike Enterprise
and VISSIM alternative modeling.

Mr. Kyle also discussed the master plan’s long term improvements for relieving congestion on the I-95
corridor south of GGI for design year 2045. Design alternatives to be considered in the future involved
at-grade/elevated/depressed, frontage roads/collector-distributor, reversible lanes, barrier options,
truck/transit lanes, super express lanes, combinations of alternatives, and policy/operational changes.
Tier 1 preliminary evaluation of alternatives considered engineering, costs, environmental concerns,
and community interests. The modeling phase will show unconstrained demand in 2045 to determine
number of lanes needed. Also, the study team will seek to work within existing Right-of-Way (ROW)
to minimize impacts to the adjacent communities.

Tom Curitore asked if any of the alternatives under consideration include a ramp to Wynwood. Mr.
Kyle said that study team may consider collector distributor roads which would run parallel to SR 112,
I-95 or I-395. Mr. Curitore requested that signage denoting the Wynwood exits could be installed in
the interim.

A member asked if the project would be built in 2045.  Mr. Kyle stated that the traffic demand used as
the basis for design was 2045 but that the corridor would be broken into smaller segments so that
project with shorter time lines could be planned/constructed.  Funding for the next round of projects is
in 2019/2020.

Claudia Diaz commented that the alternatives are based on an analysis of vehicular demand and the
inclusion of transit options such as dedicated bus lanes, park and ride facilities, or shoulder lanes
similar to an MDX project, would entice drivers to get out of their cars.  Ms. Diaz also mentioned that
one of the MDX projects included allowing buses to drive on the shoulder as if a bus only lane. Mr.
Jeffries said bus services doubled after the opening of the I-95 Express Lanes which was implemented
without additional ROW acquisition.

Discussion continued with Collin Worth asking the study team to consider landscaping and pedestrian
access over and under the facility.
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Mayra Diaz asked if origin-destinations studies and the work program of other agencies such as MDX
are being considered in the study. Mr. Kyle said the study is sensitive to other agency projects such as
South Florida Regional Transportation Authority’s (SFRTA) Tri-Rail Coastal Link and MDX’s
Connect Four and these projects will be considered in a macro study of future demand.

The next steps are Tier 2 Alternative refinement/screening and GGI interim improvement evaluations.
The next PAT meeting will be held after the completion of the traffic operational analysis which is
expected to be in Spring 2017.

The meeting was adjourned at 11:40 a.m.

Mr. Katz said the public involvement plan provides for meeting with officials of municipalities that are
traversed by the corridor as well as public workshops for business owners and civic groups.
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TIER 1/2 INTERNAL FDOT WORKSHOP
FEBRUARY 27, 2016

1

F D O T  I N T E R N A L  W O R K S H O P  – F E B R U A R Y  2 7 ,  2 0 1 7

Introductions
• Ken Jeffries – FDOT Project Manager
• Greg Kyle, AICP – Consultant Project Manager
• John McWilliams, P.E. – Deputy Consultant Project Manager
• Ramon Breton, P.E. – Design
• Ian Rairden, P.E. – Traffic Operations
• Gabriela Ramirez, P.E. – Design

2
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Meeting Agenda
• Project Overview
• Existing Conditions
• Forecasting
• Tier 1 Alternatives
• Tier 2 Alternatives
• Recommended Alternatives
• Group Input
• Next Steps

3

F D O T  I N T E R N A L  W O R K S H O P  – F E B R U A R Y  2 7 ,  2 0 1 7 4

Project Overview
• Interstate 95 Corridor Planning Study from US-1/SR-5/South Dixie

Highway to the Broward County Line
• Planning study will lead into multiple future Project Development and

Environment (PD&E) Studies along the corridor to further evaluate
improvements/alternatives

• Study will develop future traffic forecasts and a detailed operational
model for use in future PD&E Studies

• Determine the mainline (LL/EL) cross section of corridor
• Development of improvements for the 2045 horizon year only
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Project Study Area
• Entire I-95 corridor within FDOT District 6
• 17.2 Miles, 20 +/- interchanges

• 3 system-to-system interchanges

• Interchanges, influence areas, and ramp
junctions

• Local lanes and express lanes

5

F D O T  I N T E R N A L  W O R K S H O P  – F E B R U A R Y  2 7 ,  2 0 1 7 6

Project Scope of Services

• Interagency Coordination
• Performance Measures
• Data Collection
• Existing Conditions Data Analysis
• Future Traffic Forecasting
• Operations Model Development
• Operational Analysis

• Safety Analysis
• Long-Term Conceptual

Improvement Development
• Environmental Analysis
• Improvement

Evaluation/Prioritization
• Reporting
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Project Schedule

7

• Future No-Build Conditions – Spring 2017
• Conceptual Improvements – Spring/Fall 2017

• Tier 2 Alternatives – Spring 2017
• Recommended Alternative – Fall 2017

• Public Meetings – Fall 2017
• Draft Final Report – Fall 2017
• Completion Date – 3/2018

F D O T  I N T E R N A L  W O R K S H O P  – F E B R U A R Y  2 7 ,  2 0 1 7

Existing Traffic Conditions – AM Peak Period

8
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Existing Traffic Conditions – PM Peak Period

9
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Existing Conditions

• Several horizontal and vertical geometry deficiencies
• Existing Mainline Exceptions

• Superelevation
• Cross Slope
• Lane Width
• Shoulder Width
• Shoulder Cross Slope
• Vertical Clearance
• Guardrail Lateral Offset

• Existing Mainline Variations
• Median Width
• Border Width
• Bridge Width
• Vertical Clearance

10
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Existing Conditions - Safety

11
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Travel Demand Forecasting

12
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Subarea Model
Traffic Count Data

· Automated Traffic
Recorder (ATR) Tube –
2-3 days on average.

· SunGuide Data - 3 days
in March

· Turning Movement
Counts (TMC) - 77
intersections: 2 hours in
the AM and PM periods.

Traffic Count Data

· Automated Traffic
Recorder (ATR) Tube –
2-3 days on average.

· SunGuide Data - 3 days
in March

· Turning Movement
Counts (TMC) - 77
intersections: 2 hours in
the AM and PM periods.

13

F D O T  I N T E R N A L  W O R K S H O P  – F E B R U A R Y  2 7 ,  2 0 1 7

AM Period Growth in Travel – I-95 Corridor
Measure 6 –7 AM 7 – 8 AM 8 – 9 AM 9 – 10 AM AM

Period
Vehicle Miles of Travel

2015 Base 260,836 349,006 365,683 332,952 1,308,478

2045 No Build 352,689 452,432 438,541 416,496 1,660,157

% Change 35.2% 29.6% 19.9% 25.1% 26.9%

Vehicle Hours of Travel

2015 Base 5,190 7,777 8,302 7,271 28,539

2045 No Build 7,226 11,060 10,415 9,660 38,361

% Change 39.2% 42.2% 25.5% 32.9% 34.4%

• Overall growth in VMT is estimated to be about 27%.

• The highest percent growth is estimated to occur in
the earlier hours.

• For the base year, the peak hour based on VMT is from
8 to 9.  In the future year, the peak hour is estimated
to occur earlier, from 7 to 8.

• VHT is estimated to increase by about 34% for the AM
period.

• The higher increase in VHT (34%) relative to VMT
(27%) is related to increased congestion within the
corridor.

14
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PM Period Growth in Travel – I-95 Corridor
Measure 3 – 4 PM 4 – 5 PM 5 – 6 PM 6 – 7 PM PM

Period

Vehicle Miles of Travel

2015 Base 351,806 328,046 343,313 335,006 1,358,170

2045 No Build 427,300 414,881 445,380 417,898 1,705,459

% Change 21.5% 26.5% 29.7% 24.7% 25.6%

Vehicle Hours of Travel

2015 Base 8,264 7,205 7,547 7,176 30,192

2045 No Build 10,150 9,581 10,722 9,427 39,880

% Change 22.8% 33.0% 42.1% 31.4% 32.1%

• Overall estimated growth in vehicle miles
travelled is 25.6% and in vehicle hours
travelled is 32.1%.

• The higher increase in VHT relative to VMT is
related to increased congestion within the
corridor.

• The largest estimated change in demand
occurs in the peak hour from 5 to 6 where
VMT increases by 29.7% and VHT increases by
42.1%.

15
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Future 2045 Express Laneage Needs

16

Location
Southbound Northbound

Express Lanes Express Lanes
Existing 2045 Diff Existing 2045 Diff

S of County Line Road 1 2 1 1 2 1
S of Ives Dairy Road 1 2 1 1 2 1

S of Miami Gardens Drive 2 2 0 2 2 0
South of GGI 1 5 4 1 4 3

S of NW 151st Street 2 4 2 2 4 2
S of NW 135th Street 2 4 2 2 4 2

S of SR 924 2 4 2 2 4 2
S of NW 95th Street 2 4 2 2 4 2

S of SR 934 2 4 2 2 4 2
S of NW 69th Street 2 4 2 2 4 2
S of NW 62nd Street 2 4 2 2 4 2

S of I-195 2 2 0 2 3 1
S of NW 29th Street (New) 0 2 2 2 3 1

S of I-395 0 2 2 0 2 2
S of Miami Connector 0 1 1 0 1 1

S of SW 8th Street 0 1 1 0 1 1
S of SW 26th Street 0 0 0 0 0 0
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Future 2045 Local Laneage Needs

17

Location
Southbound Northbound
Local Lanes Local Lanes

Existing 2045 Diff Existing 2045 Diff
S of County Line Road 4 4 0 4 4 0
S of Ives Dairy Road 3 4 1 4 4 0

S of Miami Gardens Drive 3 3 0 3 4 1
South of GGI 4 5 1 3 5 2

S of NW 151st Street 4 4 0 3 4 1
S of NW 135th Street 4 4 0 4 4 0

S of SR 924 4 4 0 4 4 0
S of NW 95th Street 4 4 0 4 4 0

S of SR 934 4 4 0 4 4 0
S of NW 69th Street 4 4 0 4 4 0
S of NW 62nd Street 4 4 0 4 4 0

S of I-195 3 5 2 3 4 1
S of NW 29th Street (New) 4 5 1 3 4 1

S of I-395 3 4 1 3 4 1
S of Miami Connector 3 3 0 3 4 1

S of SW 8th Street 2 2 0 3 3 0
S of SW 26th Street 2 2 0 2 2 0

F D O T  I N T E R N A L  W O R K S H O P  – F E B R U A R Y  2 7 ,  2 0 1 7

Alternative Development/Evaluation Process

18

Tier 1 Alternatives

Tier 2 Alternatives

Corridor Conceptual
Alternatives (2)

Final Recommended
Alternative

• Qualitative Evaluation
• Fatal Flaws

• Qualitative Evaluation
• Macroscopic Quantitative Evaluation
• Segment Alternatives

• Interchange Concepts
• Detailed Evaluation
• VISSIM Operations Analysis

• Refinement/Combination
of Conceptual Alternatives
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Tier 1 Alternatives
• Identified over 40 different cross section concepts/features for the corridor

• At-grade, below grade, elevated by lane group (local, express lanes)
• Frontage Roads/Collector-Distributor Roads
• Non-reversible, unbalanced reversible, and fully reversible express lanes
• Barrier types (hard, delineators, or virtual)
• Dedicated transit and truck lanes
• “Super” express lanes
• Combinations of alternatives
• Policy changes such as all-tolled, congestion pricing, time-of-day pricing, autonomous vehicle

lanes, photo enforcement, and ramp metering

19

F D O T  I N T E R N A L  W O R K S H O P  – F E B R U A R Y  2 7 ,  2 0 1 7

Tier 1 Alternatives
• Identified six (6) ‘families’ of alternatives:

• No-Build
• At-Grade Center Express Lanes/Non-Reversible
• At-Grade Center Express Lanes/Unbalanced Reversible
• Elevated Express Lanes/At-Grade Local Lanes
• Tunnel Lanes (Express or Local)
• Combinations of each alternative

20
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No Build Alternative

180’ +/-

21
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At-Grade Widening
Centered, Non-Reversible Express Lanes

+100’ (+55%)
Number of lanes shown for illustrative purposes only. Note that final laneage to be determined at a later date.

22

Appendix Page 1584 of 7765



2/24/2017

12

F D O T  I N T E R N A L  W O R K S H O P  – F E B R U A R Y  2 7 ,  2 0 1 7

At-Grade Widening
Centered, Unbalanced Reversible Express Lanes

Number of lanes shown for illustrative purposes only. Note that final laneage to be determined at a later date.

+150’ (+83%)

23

F D O T  I N T E R N A L  W O R K S H O P  – F E B R U A R Y  2 7 ,  2 0 1 7
Number of lanes shown for illustrative purposes only. Note that final laneage to be determined at a later date.

Elevated/Asymmetrical, Non-Reversible Express Lanes

+20’ (+11%)

24
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Number of lanes shown for illustrative purposes only. Note that final laneage to be determined at a later date.

Elevated/Centered, Non-Reversible Express Lanes

+20’ (+11%)

25

F D O T  I N T E R N A L  W O R K S H O P  – F E B R U A R Y  2 7 ,  2 0 1 7
Number of lanes shown for illustrative purposes only. Note that final laneage to be determined at a later date.

Tunnel/Centered, Non-Reversible Express Lanes

+20’ (+11%)

26
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Tier 1 Screening Criteria
• Engineering

• Traffic – Addresses long-term travel demand needs of corridor
• Access – Maintains existing access points along corridor
• Constructability – Required level of complexity of construction/maintenance of traffic

• Cost
• Right-of-way – required right-of-way acquisition costs (elevated/at-grade)
• Construction – overall costs of construction (elevated/at-grade)

• Environmental
• Noise, Lighting, and Viewshed – Potential increase in impacts to adjacent communities

• Public
• Community – overall community impacts (tolling, right-of-way, access, etc.)

27
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- No/Minimal Impact

- Intermediate Impact

- Substantial Impact

- Fatal Flaw

28

Tier 1 Preliminary
Evaluation

Public

Traffic Access Design
Constructability /

 MOT
Right-of-way O&M Construction Noise Lighting Viewshed Community

No Build High Low Low Low Low High Low Low Low Low Low
Hard Barrier Medium
Delineators Fatal
Virtual Low
Hard Barrier Medium Medium
Delineators Fatal
Virtual Low

Center EL / Fully
Reversible

Hard Barrier Fa ta l Low Medium Low Medium High Low Low Low Low High

Asymmetrical EL /
Fully Reversible

Hard Barrier Fa ta l Low Medium Low Medium High Low Low Low Low High

Hard Barrier High
Delineators Fatal
Virtual High
Hard Barrier Medium High
Delineators Fatal
Virtual High

Low Fatal High Medium Medium High High High High High
Medium Fatal High Low Medium High High High High High

Low Medium Medium High Medium Medium High High High High High

Low Medium Medium High Low Medium High High High High High

Fatal Medium Medium High Low High High High High High High
Low Medium Medium High Low High High High High High High
Low High High High Fatal High High High High High Fatal

Varies Varies Varies Varies Varies Varies Varies Varies Varies Varies Varies

Medium Medium Low Medium Medium Low Medium Low Low Low Low

High Medium Low Medium Medium Low Medium Low Low Low Low

High Medium Low Medium Medium Low Medium Low Low Low Low

Low Medium Medium High Medium Low High Medium Medium Low Medium

Super EL (i.e. additional
toll within EL)

Low Low Medium Medium Medium Medium Medium Low Low Low High

Low Medium Medium Medium Medium Medium Medium Low Low Low Medium

Low Medium Medium Medium Medium Medium Medium Low Low Low Low

One-Way Tunnel and One-Way aboveLow Fatal High High Medium High High Low Low Low Medium
Two-Way -
Non-Reversible

Low Fatal High High Medium High High Low Low Low Medium

Two-Way -
Fully Reversible

Medium Fatal High High Medium High High Low Low Low Medium

Two-Way -
Unbalanced
Reversible

Low Fatal High High Medium High High Low Low Low Medium

Tunnel One-Way Tunnel One-Way At-Grade Low Fatal High High Medium High High Low Low Low Medium
Two-Way -
Non-Reversible

Low Medium Medium High Medium High High Low Low Low Medium

Two-Way -
Fully Reversible

Fatal Medium Medium High Medium High High Low Low Low Medium

Two-Way -
Unbalanced
Reversible

Low Medium Medium High Medium High High Low Low Low Medium

Fatal Low Medium Medium High Medium Medium Low Low Low Low
Fatal Low Medium Medium Low Medium Medium Low Low Low Low

Alternatives
Engineering Cost Environmental

No Build

At-Grade Widening

Center EL / Non-
Reversible

Low Low Medium Low

Asymmetrical EL /
Non-Reversible

Low Low Low High Medium Low Low

High Medium Low Low Low High

Low High
Fatal

Center EL /
Unbalanced
Reversible

Medi um Low Medium Medium

Asymmetrical EL /
Unbalanced
Reversible

Medi um Low Medium High Medium Low Low Low

High Medium Low Low Low High

High
Fatal

Elevated GP -
One-way each level

With EL
Medium

Without EL

Frontage Road / C-D Systems

At-Grade GP & Elevated
EL

One-Way EL At-Grade and One-Way EL
Elevated

Two-Way - Non-Reversible EL

Two-Way - Fully Reversible EL
Two-Way - Unbalanced Reversible EL
Over SR 7/US 441 EL

Same iterations from above but can mix and match segments (i.e.
elevated to north, at-grade to south)

Dedicated Truck EL

Dedicated Bus Lanes
With Park-n-Ride

Without Park-n-Ride

Tunnel GP Lanes At-Grade EL

Tunnel EL Lanes At-Grade GP

Unbalanced Reversible
GP Lanes - Asymmetrical

With EL
Without EL

Extra Toll for Reduced Congestion

Dedicated O-D facility
(i.e. Downtown to
Turnpike, Downtown to
Broward, etc.)

With additional toll

Without additional toll
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Tier 1 Fatal Flaw Analysis
• Fully Reversible – Lack of directional traffic volumes
• At-Grade, Asymmetrical EL/Virtual Barrier - Safety
• Dedicated Truck Lanes – Low utilization, subset
• Elevated, Centered EL/Unbalanced Reversible – Comparable cost
• At-Grade, Unbalanced Reversible LL/No EL – Traffic volumes
• One-Way Tunnel EL/LL/One-Way At-Grade EL/LL – Lack of access
• Numerous alternatives are subsets of other alternatives
• Reduced 44 Tier 1 Alternatives to 14 Tier 2 Alternatives

29
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Tier 2 Alternatives

30
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Tier 2 Alternatives

• Alternative 1 – No Build

31
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Tier 2 Alternatives
• Alternative 2 – At-grade widening, Non-Reversible Center EL with Hard

Barrier

32
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Tier 2 Alternatives

• Alternative 3 – At-grade widening, Non-Reversible Center EL with
Virtual Barrier

33
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Tier 2 Alternatives

• Alternative 4 – At-grade widening, Non-Reversible Asymmetrical EL
with Hard Barrier

34
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Tier 2 Alternatives

• Alternative 5 – At-grade widening, Unbalanced Reversible Center EL
with Hard Barrier

35

F D O T  I N T E R N A L  W O R K S H O P  – F E B R U A R Y  2 7 ,  2 0 1 7

Tier 2 Alternatives
• Alternative 6 – At-grade widening, Unbalanced Reversible Center EL

with Virtual Barrier

36
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Tier 2 Alternatives

• Alternative 7 – At-grade widening, Unbalanced Reversible
Asymmetrical EL with Hard Barrier

37
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Tier 2 Alternatives
• Alternative 8 – At-grade LL & Elevated/Stacked EL, One Way EL At-grade &

One-Way Elevated

38
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Tier 2 Alternatives
• Alternative 9 – At-grade LL & elevated EL, Two-Way, Non-reversible

EL

39
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Tier 2 Alternatives
• Alternative 10 – At-grade LL & Elevated EL, Two-Way, Unbalanced

Reversible EL

40
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Tier 2 Alternatives

41

• Alternative 11 – At-grade LL & EL, Unbalanced Reversible Partially
Elevated Center EL with Hard Barrier

F D O T  I N T E R N A L  W O R K S H O P  – F E B R U A R Y  2 7 ,  2 0 1 7

Tier 2 Alternatives
• Alternative 12 – Tunnel/One-Way EL Tunnel, One-Way At-grade EL

42

Appendix Page 1594 of 7765



2/24/2017

22

F D O T  I N T E R N A L  W O R K S H O P  – F E B R U A R Y  2 7 ,  2 0 1 7

Tier 2 Alternatives
• Alternative 13 – Tunnel/Two-Way Non-Reversible Tunnel EL, At-

grade LL

43
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Tier 2 Alternatives

44

• Alternative 14 – Tunnel /Two-Way Fully Reversible Tunnel EL, At-
grade LL
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Tier 2 Alternatives Evaluation Criteria
• Ten (10) weighted evaluation criterion
• 100 points total
• Prioritizes purpose and need of study

45

Engineering – 55 Points Cost – 30 Points Other Issues – 15 Points

Traffic Safety Access Constructability/
MOT Design Right-

of-Way O&M Construction Community
Cohesion Environmental

15 15 10 10 5 10 10 10 10 5

F D O T  I N T E R N A L  W O R K S H O P  – F E B R U A R Y  2 7 ,  2 0 1 7

Tier 2 Alternatives Evaluation Criteria
• Engineering (55 points)

• Traffic (15) – Addresses long-term travel demand needs of corridor including transit.

• Safety (15) – Addresses crash patterns, emergency vehicle access, barrier separation
between EL/LL, congestion,  and minimizes left-side access points.

• Access (10) – Feasibility of access to/from EL and ease of access at interchanges.

• Constructability/MOT (10) – Level of complexity, staging, and schedule length.

• Design (5) – Addresses design variations/exception, level of complexity for
interchange/ramp design.

46
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Tier 2 Alternatives Evaluation Criteria
• Costs (30 points)

• Right-of-Way (10) – Amount of additional s.f. per mile required for mainline cross
section only (assuming same number of lanes added to each alternative).  Higher score
requires less right-of-way.

• Operations & Maintenance (10) – Costs associated with operations, repairs (including
delineators), maintenance and manual enforcement. Higher score requires less costs.

• Construction (10) – Estimated cost per mile for mainline cross section only (assuming
same number of lanes added to each alternative).  Higher score is a lower cost.

47

F D O T  I N T E R N A L  W O R K S H O P  – F E B R U A R Y  2 7 ,  2 0 1 7

Tier 2 Alternatives Evaluation Criteria
• Other Issues (15 points)

• Community Cohesion (10) – Community access, potential impact to community
facilities, and socio-economic impacts.  Higher score has a lower potential impact.

• Environmental Impacts (5) – Noise, lighting, viewshed, and air quality impacts.
Impacts from widening/grade separation.  Higher score has lower potential impact.

48
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Tier 2 Evaluation

• Engineering/Traffic (15 points)

• Evaluation assumes all build
alternatives will address future year
travel demands

• No-build alternative ranked last

49

Traffic

15

1 No Build 0.0 14

2 Hard Barrier 1.0 1

3 Virtual/Delineators 1.0 1

4
Non-Reversible /
Asymmetrical Express Lanes

Hard Barrier 1.0 1

5 Hard Barrier 1.0 1

6 Virtual/Delineators 1.0 1

7
Unbalanced Reversible /
Asymmetrical Express Lanes

Hard Barrier 1.0 1

8 1.0 1

9 1.0 1

10 1.0 1

11 1.0 1

12
One-Way Express Lanes
Tunnel

One-Way At-Grade
Express Lanes

1.0 1

13 Two-Way Non-Reversible
Tunnel Express Lanes

1.0 1

14
Two-Way Fully Reversible
Tunnel Express Lanes

1.0 1

At-Grade
Widening

Center Express Lanes / Non-
Reversible

Unbalanced Reversible /
Center Express Lanes

At-Grade
Local Lanes
& Elevated

Express
Lanes

Stacked Express Lanes, One-Way  At-Grade and One-
Way  Elevated

Two-Way / Non-Reversible Express Lanes

Two-Way / Unbalanced Reversible Express Lanes

Unbalanced Reversible Partially Elevated Express Lanes

Alternative
No.

Alternatives

Engineering

Tunnel
At-Grade Local Lanes

Rank

F D O T  I N T E R N A L  W O R K S H O P  – F E B R U A R Y  2 7 ,  2 0 1 7

Tier 2 Evaluation

50

• Engineering/Safety (15 points)

• Higher ranked alternatives –Hard
barrier, non-reversible, symmetrical

• Lower ranked alternatives – Virtual/
delineator barrier, no-build

Safety

15

1 No Build 0.2 14

2 Hard Barrier 0.8 3

3 Virtual/Delineators 0.5 12

4
Non-Reversible /
Asymmetrical Express Lanes

Hard Barrier 0.8 3

5 Hard Barrier 0.8 3

6 Virtual/Delineators 0.5 12

7
Unbalanced Reversible /
Asymmetrical Express Lanes

Hard Barrier 0.8 3

8 0.7 10

9 0.9 1

10 0.8 3

11 0.9 1

12
One-Way Express Lanes
Tunnel

One-Way At-Grade
Express Lanes

0.8 3

13 Two-Way Non-Reversible
Tunnel Express Lanes

0.8 3

14
Two-Way Fully Reversible
Tunnel Express Lanes

0.7 10
At-Grade Local Lanes

Tunnel

At-Grade
Widening

Center Express Lanes / Non-
Reversible

Unbalanced Reversible /
Center Express Lanes

At-Grade
Local Lanes
& Elevated

Express
Lanes

Stacked Express Lanes, One-Way  At-Grade and One-
Way  Elevated

Two-Way / Non-Reversible Express Lanes

Two-Way / Unbalanced Reversible Express Lanes

Unbalanced Reversible Partially Elevated Express Lanes

Alternative
No.

Alternatives

Engineering

Rank
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Tier 2 Evaluation

51

• Engineering/Access (10 points)

• Higher ranked alternatives – non-
reversible, at-grade widening,
elevated  EL

• Lower ranked alternatives – no-
build, tunnels, asymmetrical

Access

10

1 No Build 0.3 14

2 Hard Barrier 1.0 1

3 Virtual/Delineators 1.0 1

4
Non-Reversible /
Asymmetrical Express Lanes

Hard Barrier 0.6 4

5 Hard Barrier 1.0 1

6 Virtual/Delineators 1.0 1

7
Unbalanced Reversible /
Asymmetrical Express Lanes

Hard Barrier 0.6 6

8 1.0 1

9 1.0 1

10 0.8 7

11 0.9 2

12
One-Way Express Lanes
Tunnel

One-Way At-Grade
Express Lanes

0.0 14

13 Two-Way Non-Reversible
Tunnel Express Lanes

0.2 9

14
Two-Way Fully Reversible
Tunnel Express Lanes

0.2 11

Tunnel
At-Grade Local Lanes

At-Grade
Widening

Center Express Lanes / Non-
Reversible

Unbalanced Reversible /
Center Express Lanes

At-Grade
Local Lanes
& Elevated

Express
Lanes

Stacked Express Lanes, One-Way  At-Grade and One-
Way  Elevated

Two-Way / Non-Reversible Express Lanes

Two-Way / Unbalanced Reversible Express Lanes

Unbalanced Reversible Partially Elevated Express Lanes

Alternative
No.

Alternatives

Engineering

Rank

F D O T  I N T E R N A L  W O R K S H O P  – F E B R U A R Y  2 7 ,  2 0 1 7

Tier 2 Evaluation

52

• Engineering/Constructability &
MOT (10 points)

• Higher ranked alternatives – no-build,
at-grade widening

• Lower ranked alternatives – tunnel,
elevated EL

Constructability
/

 MOT

10

1 No Build 1.0 1

2 Hard Barrier 0.7 4

3 Virtual/Delineators 0.8 2

4
Non-Reversible /
Asymmetrical Express Lanes

Hard Barrier 0.7 4

5 Hard Barrier 0.7 4

6 Virtual/Delineators 0.8 2

7
Unbalanced Reversible /
Asymmetrical Express Lanes

Hard Barrier 0.5 11

8 0.6 8

9 0.6 8

10 0.6 8

11 0.7 4

12
One-Way Express Lanes
Tunnel

One-Way At-Grade
Express Lanes

0.2 12

13 Two-Way Non-Reversible
Tunnel Express Lanes

0.2 12

14
Two-Way Fully Reversible
Tunnel Express Lanes

0.1 14

Tunnel
At-Grade Local Lanes

At-Grade
Widening

Center Express Lanes / Non-
Reversible

Unbalanced Reversible /
Center Express Lanes

At-Grade
Local Lanes
& Elevated

Express
Lanes

Stacked Express Lanes, One-Way  At-Grade and One-
Way  Elevated

Two-Way / Non-Reversible Express Lanes

Two-Way / Unbalanced Reversible Express Lanes

Unbalanced Reversible Partially Elevated Express Lanes

Alternative
No.

Alternatives

Engineering

Rank
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Tier 2 Evaluation

53

• Engineering/Design (5 points)

• Higher ranked alternatives – at-
grade widening, center EL

• Lower ranked alternatives – no-
build, tunnel, asymmetrical

Design

5

1 No Build 0.2 11

2 Hard Barrier 1.0 1

3 Virtual/Delineators 0.8 3

4
Non-Reversible /
Asymmetrical Express Lanes

Hard Barrier 0.6 7

5 Hard Barrier 1.0 1

6 Virtual/Delineators 0.8 3

7
Unbalanced Reversible /
Asymmetrical Express Lanes

Hard Barrier 0.6 7

8 0.7 5

9 0.7 5

10 0.4 10

11 0.5 9

12
One-Way Express Lanes
Tunnel

One-Way At-Grade
Express Lanes

0.2 11

13 Two-Way Non-Reversible
Tunnel Express Lanes

0.2 11

14
Two-Way Fully Reversible
Tunnel Express Lanes

0.1 14

Tunnel
At-Grade Local Lanes

At-Grade
Widening

Center Express Lanes / Non-
Reversible

Unbalanced Reversible /
Center Express Lanes

At-Grade
Local Lanes
& Elevated

Express
Lanes

Stacked Express Lanes, One-Way  At-Grade and One-
Way  Elevated

Two-Way / Non-Reversible Express Lanes

Two-Way / Unbalanced Reversible Express Lanes

Unbalanced Reversible Partially Elevated Express Lanes

Alternative
No.

Alternatives

Engineering

Rank

F D O T  I N T E R N A L  W O R K S H O P  – F E B R U A R Y  2 7 ,  2 0 1 7

Tier 2 Evaluation

54

• Cost /Right-of-way (10 points)

• Higher ranked alternatives – no-
build, tunnel, elevated EL

• Lower ranked alternatives – at-
grade widening

Right-of-way

10

1 No Build 1.0 1

2 Hard Barrier 0.6 10

3 Virtual/Delineators 0.8 6

4
Non-Reversible /
Asymmetrical Express Lanes

Hard Barrier 0.3 13

5 Hard Barrier 0.5 12

6 Virtual/Delineators 0.7 9

7
Unbalanced Reversible /
Asymmetrical Express Lanes

Hard Barrier 0.0 14

8 0.8 6

9 0.9 4

10 0.9 4

11 0.6 10

12
One-Way Express Lanes
Tunnel

One-Way At-Grade
Express Lanes

0.8 6

13 Two-Way Non-Reversible
Tunnel Express Lanes

1.0 1

14
Two-Way Fully Reversible
Tunnel Express Lanes

1.0 1

Tunnel
At-Grade Local Lanes

At-Grade
Widening

Center Express Lanes / Non-
Reversible

Unbalanced Reversible /
Center Express Lanes

At-Grade
Local Lanes
& Elevated

Express
Lanes

Stacked Express Lanes, One-Way  At-Grade and One-
Way  Elevated

Two-Way / Non-Reversible Express Lanes

Two-Way / Unbalanced Reversible Express Lanes

Unbalanced Reversible Partially Elevated Express Lanes

Alternative
No.

Alternatives

Cost

Rank
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Tier 2 Evaluation

55

• Cost/O&M (10 points)

• Higher ranked alternatives – hard
barrier separation, non-reversible

• Lower ranked alternatives – virtual/
delineator barrier, tunnel

O&M

10

1 No Build 0.4 11

2 Hard Barrier 0.8 1

3 Virtual/Delineators 0.5 9

4
Non-Reversible /
Asymmetrical Express Lanes

Hard Barrier 0.8 1

5 Hard Barrier 0.7 3

6 Virtual/Delineators 0.5 9

7
Unbalanced Reversible /
Asymmetrical Express Lanes

Hard Barrier 0.7 3

8 0.7 3

9 0.7 3

10 0.6 8

11 0.7 3

12
One-Way Express Lanes
Tunnel

One-Way At-Grade
Express Lanes

0.4 11

13 Two-Way Non-Reversible
Tunnel Express Lanes

0.4 11

14
Two-Way Fully Reversible
Tunnel Express Lanes

0.4 11

Tunnel
At-Grade Local Lanes

At-Grade
Widening

Center Express Lanes / Non-
Reversible

Unbalanced Reversible /
Center Express Lanes

At-Grade
Local Lanes
& Elevated

Express
Lanes

Stacked Express Lanes, One-Way  At-Grade and One-
Way  Elevated

Two-Way / Non-Reversible Express Lanes

Two-Way / Unbalanced Reversible Express Lanes

Unbalanced Reversible Partially Elevated Express Lanes

Alternative
No.

Alternatives

Cost

Rank
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Tier 2 Alternatives

56

• Cost/Construction (10 points)

• Higher ranked alternatives – no-
build, at-grade widening

• Lower ranked alternatives – tunnel,
elevated EL

Construction

10

1 No Build 1.0 1

2 Hard Barrier 0.9 2

3 Virtual/Delineators 0.9 2

4
Non-Reversible /
Asymmetrical Express Lanes

Hard Barrier 0.9 2

5 Hard Barrier 0.9 2

6 Virtual/Delineators 0.9 2

7
Unbalanced Reversible /
Asymmetrical Express Lanes

Hard Barrier 0.9 2

8 0.8 8

9 0.7 10

10 0.7 10

11 0.8 8

12
One-Way Express Lanes
Tunnel

One-Way At-Grade
Express Lanes

0.6 12

13 Two-Way Non-Reversible
Tunnel Express Lanes

0.3 13

14
Two-Way Fully Reversible
Tunnel Express Lanes

0.0 14

Tunnel
At-Grade Local Lanes

At-Grade
Widening

Center Express Lanes / Non-
Reversible

Unbalanced Reversible /
Center Express Lanes

At-Grade
Local Lanes
& Elevated

Express
Lanes

Stacked Express Lanes, One-Way  At-Grade and One-
Way  Elevated

Two-Way / Non-Reversible Express Lanes

Two-Way / Unbalanced Reversible Express Lanes

Unbalanced Reversible Partially Elevated Express Lanes

Alternative
No.

Alternatives

Cost

Rank
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Tier 2 Alternatives

57

• Community Cohesion (10 points)

• Higher ranked alternatives – tunnel,
elevated EL, no-build

• Lower ranked alternatives – at-
grade widening

Community

Cohesion

10

1 No Build 0.8 6

2 Hard Barrier 0.6 10

3 Virtual/Delineators 0.8 6

4
Non-Reversible /
Asymmetrical Express Lanes

Hard Barrier 0.3 13

5 Hard Barrier 0.5 12

6 Virtual/Delineators 0.7 9

7
Unbalanced Reversible /
Asymmetrical Express Lanes

Hard Barrier 0.0 14

8 0.8 6

9 0.9 4

10 0.9 4

11 0.6 9

12
One-Way Express Lanes
Tunnel

One-Way At-Grade
Express Lanes

1.0 1

13 Two-Way Non-Reversible
Tunnel Express Lanes

1.0 1

14
Two-Way Fully Reversible
Tunnel Express Lanes

1.0 1

Tunnel
At-Grade Local Lanes

At-Grade
Widening

Center Express Lanes / Non-
Reversible

Unbalanced Reversible /
Center Express Lanes

At-Grade
Local Lanes
& Elevated

Express
Lanes

Stacked Express Lanes, One-Way  At-Grade and One-
Way  Elevated

Two-Way / Non-Reversible Express Lanes

Two-Way / Unbalanced Reversible Express Lanes

Unbalanced Reversible Partially Elevated Express Lanes

Alternative
No.

Alternatives Rank

F D O T  I N T E R N A L  W O R K S H O P  – F E B R U A R Y  2 7 ,  2 0 1 7

Tier 2 Evaluation

58

• Environmental/Noise, Lighting,
View shed and Air Quality (10
points)

• Higher ranked alternatives – tunnel

• Lower ranked alternatives – no-
build,  at-grade widening

Environmental
Noise,

Lighting,
Viewshed, and

Air Quality
5

1 No Build 0.4 11

2 Hard Barrier 0.6 9

3 Virtual/Delineators 0.8 3

4
Non-Reversible /
Asymmetrical Express Lanes

Hard Barrier 0.3 12

5 Hard Barrier 0.5 10

6 Virtual/Delineators 0.7 7

7
Unbalanced Reversible /
Asymmetrical Express Lanes

Hard Barrier 0.0 14

8 0.7 7

9 0.8 3

10 0.8 3

11 0.2 13

12
One-Way Express Lanes
Tunnel

One-Way At-Grade
Express Lanes

0.8 3

13
Two-Way Non-Reversible
Tunnel Express Lanes

1.0 1

14
Two-Way Fully Reversible
Tunnel Express Lanes

1.0 1

Tunnel
At-Grade Local Lanes

At-Grade
Widening

Center Express Lanes / Non-
Reversible

Unbalanced Reversible /
Center Express Lanes

At-Grade
Local Lanes
& Elevated

Express
Lanes

Stacked Express Lanes, One-Way  At-Grade and One-
Way  Elevated

Two-Way / Non-Reversible Express Lanes

Two-Way / Unbalanced Reversible Express Lanes

Unbalanced Reversible Partially Elevated Express Lanes

Alternative
No.

Alternatives Rank
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Tier 2 Evaluation

• Higher ranking alternatives
• Elevated, two-way, non-reversible EL (#9)
• At-grade,  centered, non-reversible EL, hard barrier (#2)
• Elevated, stacked, non-reversible EL (#8)
• At-grade, centered, non-reversible EL, virtual/

delineators (#3)

• Lower ranking alternatives
• No-build (#1)
• At-grade, asymmetrical, unbalanced reversible EL (#7)
• Tunnel  (#12, #13, & #14)

59

100

1 No Build 51.0 14

2 Hard Barrier 81.0 2

3 Virtual/Delineators 78.5 4

4
Non-Reversible /
Asymmetrical Express Lanes

Hard Barrier 67.5 9

5 Hard Barrier 77.5 7

6 Virtual/Delineators 76.0 6

7
Unbalanced Reversible /
Asymmetrical Express Lanes

Hard Barrier 57.0 13

8 79.5 3

9 84.0 1

10 78.0 5

11 75.0 8

12
One-Way Express Lanes
Tunnel

One-Way At-Grade
Express Lanes

62.0 11

13
Two-Way Non-Reversible
Tunnel Express Lanes

64.0 10

14
Two-Way Fully Reversible
Tunnel Express Lanes

58.0 12

Tunnel
At-Grade Local
Lanes

At-Grade
Local Lanes
& Elevated

Express
Lanes

Stacked Express Lanes, One-Way  At-Grade and
One-Way  Elevated

Two-Way / Non-Reversible Express Lanes

Two-Way / Unbalanced Reversible Express Lanes

Unbalanced Reversible Partially Elevated Express
Lanes

Total
Rank

At-Grade
Widening

Center Express Lanes / Non-
Reversible

Unbalanced Reversible /
Center Express Lanes

Alternative
No.

Alternatives

F D O T  I N T E R N A L  W O R K S H O P  – F E B R U A R Y  2 7 ,  2 0 1 7

Tier 2 Alternatives Scoring

60
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#1

Tier 2 Leading Alternatives

61

Alternative No. 9

Alternative No. 2

Alternative No. 8

Potential R/W Acquisition Required.

84 pts

78.5 pts

Alternative No. 3

81 pts

79.5 pts

#4

#3

#2

F D O T  I N T E R N A L  W O R K S H O P  – F E B R U A R Y  2 7 ,  2 0 1 7

Conceptual Alternatives
• Corridor divided into five (5) segments:

• Segment 1 – SR 5/US 1/Dixie Hwy to North of I-395/SR 836 (CBD)
• Segment 2 – North of I-395/SR 836 to North of I-195/SR 112 (South)
• Segment 3 – North of I-195/SR 112 to South of GGI (Central)
• Segment 4 – Golden Glades Interchange (GGI)
• Segment 5 – North of GGI to Broward County Line (North)

• Two (2) Leading Tier 2 Alternatives applied to each segment
• No typical section/alternative for Segment 4 (GGI)

62
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Recommended Alternatives
• Segment 1 (CBD) – I-395 to the US-1

63

F D O T  I N T E R N A L  W O R K S H O P  – F E B R U A R Y  2 7 ,  2 0 1 7

Recommended Alternatives
• Segment 2 (South) – I-395 to I-195

64
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Recommended Alternatives
• Segment 3 (Central) – I-195 to South GGI

65

F D O T  I N T E R N A L  W O R K S H O P  – F E B R U A R Y  2 7 ,  2 0 1 7

Recommended Alternatives
• Segment 5 (North) – North of GGI to County Line

66
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Group Comments/Input

67
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Next Steps

• Corridor Conceptual Alternative Plans
• Micro-Simulation Analysis/Detailed Evaluation
• Final Recommended Alternative
• Public Meetings

68
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Questions?

69
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Public

Traffic Access Design
Constructability /

 MOT
Right-of-way O&M Construction Noise Lighting Viewshed Community

No Build High Low Low Low Low High Low Low Low Low Low
Hard Barrier Medium
Delineators Fatal
Virtual Low
Hard Barrier Medium
Delineators Fatal
Virtual Fatal Low

Center EL / Fully
Reversible

Hard Barrier Fatal Low Medium Low Medium High Low Low Low Low High

Asymmetrical EL /
Fully Reversible

Hard Barrier Fatal Low Medium Low Medium High Low Low Low Low High

Hard Barrier High
Delineators Fatal
Virtual High
Hard Barrier High
Delineators Fatal
Virtual Fatal High

Low Fatal High Medium Medium High High High High High
Medium Fatal High Low Medium High High High High High

Low Medium Medium High Medium Medium High High High High High

Low Medium Medium High Low Medium High High High High High

Fatal Medium Medium High Low High High High High High High
Low Medium Medium High Low High High High High High High
Low High High High Fatal High High High High High Fatal

Varies Varies Varies Varies Varies Varies Varies Varies Varies Varies Varies

Medium Medium Low Medium Medium Low Medium Low Low Low Low

High Medium Low Medium Medium Low Medium Low Low Low Low

Tier 1 Alternatives
Impacts Matrix

Alternatives
Engineering Cost Environmental

No Build

At-Grade Widening

Center EL / Non-
Reversible

Low Low Medium Low

Asymmetrical EL /
Non-Reversible

Low Low
Medium

Low High Medium Low

High Medium Low Low Low High

Low Low High

Center EL / Partial
Reversible

Medium Low Medium Medium

Asymmetrical EL /
Partial Reversible

Medium Low
Medium

Medium High Medium Low Low

High Medium Low Low Low High

Low High

Elevated GP -
One-way each level

With EL
Medium

Without EL

At-Grade GP & Elevated EL

One-Way EL At-Grade and One-Way EL
Elevated

Two-Way - Non-Reversible EL

Two-Way - Fully Reversible EL
Two-Way - Partial Reversible EL
Over SR 7/US 441 EL

Same iterations from above but can mix and match segments (i.e.
elevated to north, at-grade to south)

Dedicated Truck EL

With Park-n-Ride
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Public

Traffic Access Design
Constructability /

 MOT
Right-of-way O&M Construction Noise Lighting Viewshed Community

Tier 1 Alternatives
Impacts Matrix

Alternatives
Engineering Cost Environmental

No Build
High Medium Low Medium Medium Low Medium Low Low Low Low

Low Medium Medium High Medium Low High Medium Medium Low Medium

Super EL (i.e. additional toll
within EL)

Low Low Medium Medium Medium Medium Medium Low Low Low High

Low Medium Medium Medium Medium Medium Medium Low Low Low Medium

Low Medium Medium Medium Medium Medium Medium Low Low Low Low

One-Way Tunnel and One-Way aboveLow Fatal High High Medium High High Low Low Low Medium
Two-Way -
Non-Reversible

Low Fatal High High Medium High High Low Low Low Medium

Two-Way -
Fully Reversible

Medium Fatal High High Medium High High Low Low Low Medium

Two-Way - Partial
Reversible

Low Fatal High High Medium High High Low Low Low Medium

Tunnel One-Way Tunnel One-Way At-Grade Low Fatal High High Medium High High Low Low Low Medium
Two-Way -
Non-Reversible

Low Medium Medium High Medium High High Low Low Low Medium

Two-Way -
Fully Reversible

Fatal Medium Medium High Medium High High Low Low Low Medium

Two-Way - Partial
Reversible

Low Medium Medium High Medium High High Low Low Low Medium

Fatal Low Medium Medium High Medium Medium Low Low Low Low
Fatal Low Medium Medium Low Medium Medium Low Low Low Low

Frontage Road / C-D Systems

Dedicated Bus Lanes
Without Park-n-Ride

Tunnel GP Lanes At-Grade EL

Tunnel EL Lanes At-Grade GP

Partial Reversible GP Lanes -
Asymmetrical

With EL
Without EL

Extra Toll for Reduced Congestion

Dedicated O-D facility (i.e.
Downtown to Turnpike,
Downtown to Broward,
etc.)

With additional toll

Without additional toll
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Community Environmental

Traffic Safety Access
Constructability /

 MOT
Design Right-of-way O&M Construction Cohesion

Noise, Lighting,
Viewshed, and Air

Quality

Accommodate
future traffic

demand

Includes crashes,
emergency

access, barrier
presence,

congestion, left-
access

Feasibility of
access to/from

Express Lanes &
access at

interchanges

Level of
complexity,

staging, schedule

Variations and
exceptions &
interchange

complexity/ramp
design

Square foot per
mile for mainline
cross section only

Includes
operating costs,

repairing
delineators,
enforcement

Cost per mile for
mainline cross

section only

Community
access, potential

impact to
community

facilities, socio-
economic

Impacts from
widening / grade

separation, air
quality (Cultural
Resources to be
reviewed in Tier

2)

15 15 10 10 5 10 10 10 10 5 100

1 No Build 0.0 0.2 0.3 1.0 0.2 1.0 0.4 1.0 0.8 0.4 51.0 14
2 Hard Barrier 1.0 0.8 1.0 0.7 1.0 0.6 0.8 0.9 0.6 0.6 81.0 2
3 Virtual/Delineators 1.0 0.6 1.0 0.8 0.8 0.8 0.5 0.9 0.8 0.8 80.0 3

4
Asymmetrical Express Lanes /
Non-Reversible Hard Barrier 1.0 0.8 0.6 0.7 0.6 0.3 0.8 0.9 0.3 0.3 67.5 9

5 Hard Barrier 1.0 0.8 1.0 0.7 1.0 0.5 0.7 0.9 0.5 0.5 77.5 7
6 Virtual/Delineators 1.0 0.6 1.0 0.8 0.8 0.7 0.5 0.9 0.7 0.7 77.5 6

7
Asymmetrical Express Lanes /
Partial Reversible Hard Barrier 1.0 0.8 0.6 0.5 0.6 0.0 0.7 0.9 0.0 0.0 57.0 13

8 1.0 0.7 1.0 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.7 0.8 0.8 0.7
79.5 4

9 1.0 0.9 1.0 0.6 0.7 0.9 0.7 0.7 0.9 0.8 84.0 1

10 1.0 0.8 0.8 0.6 0.4 0.9 0.6 0.7 0.9 0.8 78.0 5

11 1.0 0.9 0.9 0.7 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.6 0.2 75.0 8
12 Tunnel One-Way Tunnel One-Way At-Grade 1.0 0.8 0.0 0.2 0.2 0.8 0.4 0.6 1.0 0.8 62.0 11

13
Two-Way /
Non-Reversible

1.0 0.8 0.2 0.2 0.2 1.0 0.4 0.3 1.0 1.0 64.0 10

14
Two-Way /
Partial Reversible

1.0 0.7 0.2 0.1 0.1 1.0 0.4 0.0 1.0 1.0 58.0 12

Notes:

0.5 - Partially addresses need / Moderate Impact

Tier 2 Alternatives

Evaluation Matrix

Alternative
No.

Alternatives

Engineering Cost

Total
Rank

At-Grade
Widening

Center Express Lanes /
Non-Reversible

Center Express Lanes / Partial
Reversible

At-Grade General
Purpose Lanes &
Elevated Express

Lanes

One-Way Express Lanes At-Grade and One-Way Express
Lanes Elevated (assume hard barrier
At-Grade)

Two-Way - Non-Reversible Express Lanes

Two-Way - Partial Reversible Express Lanes

Dedicated Origin-Destination - Fully Reversible (includes
At-Grade Express Lanes)

0.0 - Does not adress need / Significant Impact

Tunnel Express
Lanes

At-Grade General Purpose

(1) - Each column was given a value between 5 and 15 points based on relative impact compared to the other criteria.
(2) - Each Alternative was then given a percentage value between 0.0 (0%) and 1.0 (100%) based on the anticipated ability of alternative to address the need or impact by the alternative.

1.0 - Fully addresses need / No Impact
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APPENDIX G
PROJECT ADVISORY TEAM MEETING #4
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Interstate 95
Corridor Wide Planning for Operational Deficiencies
US 1/SR 5 to Broward County Line
Miami-Dade County
FM No. 414964-6-22-01

Project Advisory Team (PAT) Meeting #4

March 21, 2017 – 10:30 AM to 12:00 PM

Agenda

1) Introductions

2) Project Update

3) Tier 1 Alternatives

4) Tier 2 Alternatives

5) Corridor Conceptual Alternatives

6) Next Steps
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High
Low

Low
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M
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O
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ay Tunnel

O
ne-W

ay At-Grade
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M
edium
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M
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M
edium
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N
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M
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M
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M
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Extra Toll for Reduced Congestion
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W
ith additional toll

W
ithout additional toll

Tunnel LL Lanes
At-Grade EL

Tunnel EL Lanes
At-Grade LL
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s

At-Grade LL &
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O
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ay EL At-G
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o-W

ay - Fully Reversible EL
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o-W
ay - U

nbalanced Reversible EL
O

ver SR 7/U
S 441 EL

Sam
e iterations from

 above but can m
ix and m

atch segm
ents (i.e. 

elevated to north, at-grade to south)

Dedicated Truck EL

Dedicated Bus Lanes
W

ith Park-n-Ride

W
ithout Park-n-Ride

High

High
Fatal

Elevated LL - 
O

ne-w
ay each level

W
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ithout EL

M
edium
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m
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U
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H
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M
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M
edium
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Fatal
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M
edium

Low
M
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H
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M
edium

Low
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H
igh

M
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Low
Low

N
o Build

At-Grade W
idening

Center EL / N
on-

Reversible
Low

Low
M

edium
Low

Asym
m

etrical EL / 
N

on-Reversible
Low

Low
Low

Alternatives
Engineering

Cost
Environm

ental
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•
Fully Reversible –

Lack of directional traffic volum
es

•
At-G

rade, Asym
m

etrical EL/Virtual Barrier -Safety
•

Dedicated Truck Lanes –
Low

 utilization, subset
•

Elevated, Centered EL/U
nbalanced Reversible –

Com
parable cost

•
At-G

rade, U
nbalanced Reversible LL/N

o EL –
Traffic volum

es
•

O
ne-W

ay Tunnel EL/LL, O
ne-W

ay At-G
rade EL/LL –

Lack of access
•

N
um

erous alternatives are subsets of other alternatives
•

Reduced 44 Tier 1 Alternatives to 14 Tier 2 Alternatives 
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N
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2.

At-grade w
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on-Reversible Center EL w
ith Hard Barrier

3.
At-grade w

idening, N
on-Reversible Center EL w

ith Virtual Barrier
4.

At-grade w
idening, N

on-Reversible Asym
m

etrical EL w
ith Hard Barrier

5.
At-grade w

idening, U
nbalanced Reversible Center EL w

ith Hard Barrier
6.

At-grade w
idening, U

nbalanced Reversible Center EL w
ith Virtual Barrier

7.
At-grade w

idening, U
nbalanced Reversible Asym

m
etrical EL w

ith Hard 
Barrier
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ay EL At-gra de &
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ay 

Elevated
9.

At-grade LL &
 Elevated EL, Tw

o-W
ay, N

on-Reversible EL
10.At-grade LL &

 Elevated EL, Tw
o-W

ay, U
nbalanced Reversible EL

11.At-grade LL &
 EL, U

nbalanced Reversible Partially Elevated Center EL w
ith 

Hard Barrier
12.Tunnel/O
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ay At-grade EL

13.Tunnel/Tw
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on-Reversible Tunnel EL, At-grade LL
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nbalanced Reversible Tunnel EL, At-grade LL
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Ten (10) w
eighted evaluation criterion

•
100 points total

•
Prioritizes purpose and need of study
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e
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g
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5

5
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ts
C

o
st –

3
0
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O
ther Issues –

15 Points

Traffic
Safety

Access
Constructability/

M
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Design
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O

&
M
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m
unity 

Cohesion
Environm
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5
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5
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10
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E
n

g
in

e
e

rin
g

 (5
5

 p
o

in
ts)

•
Traffic (15) –

Addresses long-term
 travel dem

and needs of corridor including transit.

•
Safety (15) –

Addresses crash patterns, em
ergency vehicle access, barrier separation 

betw
een EL/LL, congestion,  and m

inim
izes left-side access points.

•
Access (5) –

Feasibility of access to/from
 EL and ease of access at interchanges.

•
Constructability/M

OT (15) –
Level of com

plexity, staging, and schedule length.

•
Design (5) –

Addresses design variations/exception and level of com
plexity for 

interchange/ram
p design.
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•
Right-of-W

ay (10) –
Am

ount of additional s.f. per m
ile required for m

ainline cross 
section only (assum

ing sam
e num

ber of lanes added to each alternative).  Higher score 
requires less right-of-w

ay.

•
O

perations &
 M

aintenance (10) –
Costs associated w

ith operations, repairs (including 
delineators), m

aintenance, and m
anual enforcem

ent. Higher score requires less costs.

•
Construction (10) –

Estim
ated cost per m

ile for m
ainline cross section only (assum

ing 
sam

e num
ber of lanes added to each alternative).  Higher score is a low

er cost.
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•
Com

m
unity Cohesion (10) –

Com
m

unity access, potential im
pact to com

m
unity 

facilities, and socio-econom
ic im

pacts.  Higher score has a low
er potential im

pact.

•
Environm

ental Im
pacts (5) –

N
oise, lighting, view

shed, and air quality im
pacts.  

Im
pacts from

 w
idening/grade separation.  Higher score has low

er potential im
pact.
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•
Evaluation assum

es all build 
alternatives w

ill address future year 
travel dem

ands

•
N

o-build alternative ranked last
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ffic

1
5
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on-Reversible / Asym
m

etrical 
Express Lanes 
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1.0

1

9
1.0

1

10
1.0

1

11
1.0

1

12
O

ne-W
ay Express Lanes Tunnel

O
ne-W

ay At-Grade 
Express Lanes
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Higher ranked alternatives –
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PAT Meeting #4 Notes

Date and Time: March 21, 2017 – 10:30 AM
Meeting location:  Art Teele Jr. Community Center, Multicultural Room

Little Haiti Soccer Park, 6301 NE 2nd Avenue, Miami, FL 33138
FM Number: 414964-6-22-01
Project:  Interstate 95 Corridor Wide Planning Study (CPS) of Operational

Deficiencies in Miami-Dade County Between US-1/SR 5 and the Miami-
Dade/Broward County Line

Project Advisory Team (PAT) Meeting #4 – Notes

Project Team
Name Agency/Entity Email Phone

Lisa Colmenares FDOT D6 lisa.colmenares@dot.state.fl.us 305-470-5304

Ken Jeffries FDOT D6 ken.jeffries@dot.state.fl.us 305-470-5445

Javier Rodriguez FDOT D6 javier.rodriguez2@dot.state.fl.us 305-640-7307

Alejandro Motta FDOT D6 alejandro.motta@dot.state.fl.us 305-640-7375

Fang Mei FDOT D6 Fang.mei@dot.state.fl.us 305-470-5342
Greg Kyle Kimley-Horn greg.kyle@kimley-horn.com 954-535-5105
John McWilliams Kimley-Horn john.mcwilliams@kimley-horn.com 954-535-5106
Ian Rairden Kimley-Horn Ian.rairden@kimley-horn.com 954-535-5100

Gabriela Ramirez Kimley-Horn gabriela.ramirez@kimley-horn.com 954-535-5100

Ric Katz Communikatz rkatz@communikatz.com 305-573-4455

Cory McKnight Communikatz cmcknight@communikatz.com 305-573-4455

David Rivera C2S Engineering david.rivera@c2sengineering.com 954-347-6133
Project Advisory Team

Name Agency/Entity Email Phone
Irene Soria City of Miami isoriacordero@miamigov.com 305-416-1280

Collin Worth City of Miami cworth@miamigov.com 305-416-1072

Kathie Brooks City of Miami Beach kathiebrooks@miamibeachf.gov 305-673-7010

Josiel Ferrer City of Miami Beach josielferrer@miamibeachfl.gov 305-673-7514

Lynda Westin City of Miami Beach lyndawestin@miamibeachfl.gov 305-673-7000

Winsome Bowen City of Miami Beach Winsomebowen@miamibeachfl.gov 305-673-7000

John O’Brien City of North Miami jobrien@northmiamifl.gov 305-895-9883

Andrew Velasquez FTE andrew.velasquez@dot.state.fl.us 954-934-1161

Matt Vinke Miami-Dade County Matthew.vinke@miamidade.gov 786-469-5310
Fabian de la
Espriella Miami DDA delaespriella@miamidda.com 305-579-6675

Mayra Diaz MDX/HNTB mdiaz@mdx-way.com 305-637-3277
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PAT Meeting #4 Notes

Meeting Agenda

1. Project Update

2. Preliminary Laneage Needs

3. Tier 1 Alternatives

4. Tier 2 Alternatives

5. Corridor Conceptual Alternatives

6. Group Input

7. Next Steps

Greg Kyle opened the meeting and reviewed the project scope of services and schedule. John
McWilliams discussed 2045 future laneage needs and explained in detail the alternative
development/evaluation process. He elaborated on the 6 families of Tier 1 alternatives including the no
build option. Kathie Brooks asked if the team considered alternative transportation such as autonomous
vehicles. Mr. McWilliams said the study will consider the implementation of future transportation
alternatives.

Ian Rairden provided an overview of the Tier 1 screening criteria and preliminary evaluation. He also
discuss the fatal flaw analysis and the reduction of 44 Tier 1 alternatives to 14 Tier 2 alternatives.
Gabriela Ramirez reviewed the Tier 2 alternatives comparing similarities and differences and the
additional right-of-way required for each.

Winsome Bowen asked how the team determined which Tier 2 alternatives would be modeled.
Mr. McWilliams explained the weighted Tier 2 alternatives evaluation criteria factors (engineering,
cost, and community and environmental) and the costs per mile for each alternative.

Mayra Diaz asked if the SR 924 East Extension which is only partially funded in the LRTP is included
in the modeling. Mr. McWilliams said “Yes,” This MDX project is considered in the alternative
modeling. Ms. Diaz also asked if modeling includes the TPO’s SMART Plan and MDX’s Connect 4
Express, a north-south connector that would connect SR 836 to SR 112, from SR 112 to SR 924, then
on to the Golden Glades Interchange (GGI). Mr. Kyle said Connect 4 Express was modeled
independently as it is not funded and showed a diversion of approximately 5-7% of traffic from I-95.

For the SMART Plan, Mr. Jeffries said Tri-Rail Coastal Link and other transit options along US 1 will
likely address future needs but not significantly impact US 1. Mr. Kyle added that there was also a
sensitivity analysis on the new Tri-Rail service to downtown Miami which showed no significant
impact on I-95 traffic volumes. Ms. Diaz said while transit provides options for mobility it does not
relieve congestion.

Ms. Brooks and Ms. Bowen said community cohesion should be more important and weighed higher
than 10% of the total score. Mr. McWilliams said today’s presentation will explore each alternative in
detail.
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PAT Meeting #4 Notes

Ms. Brooks said safety includes congestion which adds more weight to the engineering evaluation
criteria as the traffic criteria also includes congestion. Mr. McWilliams said addressing traffic is the
purpose of the project so 15% of the total score is appropriate and congestion is only a part of the
safety score.

Matt Vinke asked about constructability being in both engineering and costs. Mr. McWilliams said
constructability in engineering is more about complexity of design and constructability costs are actual
costs to build.

Ms. Brooks said community cohesion should consider the impact of any design on communities such
as Wynwood and the Design District and not only businesses, churches, and other organizations.

Mr. Jeffries said social and economic impacts and environmental justice will be considered in
evaluating alternatives. Right-of-way (ROW) was considered along with community cohesion which
also looked at reconnecting communities that were previously bisected by roadway construction.

Mr. Rairden discussed the evaluation and ranking of Tier 2 alternatives with respect to each criteria.
Mr. Kyle discussed the scoring and leading alternatives and how the corridor can be divided into
segments with Tier 2 alternatives overlaid on each one. Ms. Ramirez explained the conceptual corridor
alternative for each segment. Segment 4 GGI will be studied independently; therefore, a typical section
was not provided in this presentation.

Collin Worth asked if the team is considering adding new collector-distributor/frontage roads. Mr.
Kyle said the study is considering incorporating new collector-distributor systems into existing
interchanges.

Josiel Ferrer asked about the downtown Miami section near SW 7th Street & SW8th Street. Mr.
McWilliams said that interchange is being studied in a separate PD&E and its results will be rolled into
the study. Ms. Brooks asked for more information regarding scoring.

Andrew Velasquez asked about Segment 1 and the number of lanes feeding into US 1. Mr.
McWilliams said the shown Segment 1 typical section depicts laneage near the Downtown Distributor
and laneage will be tapered down as traffic moves south towards US1.

Ms. Diaz asked about the next step in evaluating alternatives. Mr. Kyle said in the next phase two
alternatives will be carried forward for each segment. Those findings will be rolled up into one refined
alternative for the corridor. The results will be used as the basis for future PD&E studies. Mr.
McWilliams said future PD&E’s of corridor segments will not include as much traffic analysis because
of the robust analysis conducted in this study. Future PD&Es will focus more on environmental
impacts.

Ms. Bowen asked when will public workshops be conducted. Mr. McWilliams said public workshops
will be held throughout the corridor in the fall of this year. Ms. Brooks asked about outreach to public
officials. Mr. McWilliams said outreach to public officials will occur several months in advance of the
public workshops. The workshops will be scheduled after the alternatives are better defined. Ric Katz
suggested Project Advisory Team (PAT) members attend briefings of the elected officials.
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Mr. Jeffries says even if funding was available to implement the refined alternative, after completing
PD&Es and design, construction would not probably begin until approximately 2030.

Ms. Bowen asked if this project is a candidate for alternate delivery financing based on the urgent
need. Mr. Jeffries said regardless of funding method it will cost approximately $1 Billon to implement
the preferred alternative. Mr. Kyle said there are some short-term projects which can address problems
such as bottlenecks at GGI. Mr. Jeffries added there are 6 projects at GGI beginning in 2021.

Ms. Brooks suggested that a no-build scenario be examined where the existing geometry is brought to
standard with no additional capacity. The team agreed to examine the general right-of-way impacts of
this approach compared to other alternatives.

Mr. Kyle said the I-95 facility has exceeded its lifetime which contributes to issues of safety and lack
of capacity. John O’Brien, referring to Segment 3, said there will be zero support from the city of
North Miami in acquiring right-of-way within the municipality.  Mr. O’Brien also stated that he thinks
right-of-way and community cohesion accounts for 20% of total points but it still needs to be more.

Ms. Brooks asked if the refined alternative will have access to express lanes. Mr. Jeffries said I-595
design is a good example of access. Mr. Kyle said the team will study access from major highways
such as I-195 and I-395. Ms. Bowen asked if we should wait for ridership forecasts from the SMART
plan. Mr. Kyle said the next step is to evaluate Tier 2 alternatives with VISSIM simulation and come
back with a recommendation.

Mr. Worth asked if the PAT can be updated on short-term improvements. Ms. Brooks asked about
electronic enforcement on Express Lanes. Mr. McWilliams said the team is looking at hard lane
closures through technology instead of manually with personnel and vehicles. Mr. McWilliams said
the team has researched electronic enforcement and has provided FDOT District 6 with a report of the
findings.

The next PAT will be held in Fall of 2017.

The meeting was adjourned at 12:30 p.m.
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DISTRICT SCOPING COMMITTEE MEETING #1
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D I S T R I C T  S C O P I N G  C O M M I T T E E – A U G U S T  2 9 ,  2 0 17

DISTRICT SCOPING COMMITTEE MEETING
AUGUST 29, 2016
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Ongoing PD&E Studies

• FPID: 432639-6: SR 90/SW 8 Street/SW 7 Street from SW 27 Avenue
to SR 5/US-1/Brickell Avenue (Includes I-95 Interchange)
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Currently Programmed D6 PD&E Studies for I-95

• FPID: 414964-7: SR 9A/I-95 from US-1/South Dixie Highway to South
Of SR 90/SW 8 Street

• FPID: 414964-8: SR 9A/I-95 from North of SR 90/SW 8 Street to South
of SR 836/I-395

• FPID: 414964-1: SR 9A/I-95 from South of SR 836/I-395 To Broward
County Line
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FM No. 414964-7
Limits - US 1 to S of SW 8

Street

FM No. 432639-6
SR 90/SW 8 St/SW 7 St
Limits - SW 27 Ave to

SR 5/US 1/Brickell Ave

FM No. 414964-8
Limits – N of SW 8 Street to

S of SR 836/I-395

FM No. 414964-1
Limits – S of SR 836/I-395 to

Broward County Line

14.473 miles
19 interchanges (4 S/S)

75 +/- existing structures

0.9+/- miles
4 interchanges (0 S/S)

5 +/- existing structures

1.3+/- miles
2 interchanges (0 S/S)

6 +/- existing structures

Current Segmentation

1 interchange (0 S/S)
4 +/- existing structures

Appendix Page 1657 of 7765



D I S T R I C T  S C O P I N G  C O M M I T T E E – A U G U S T  2 9 ,  2 0 17

Ongoing I-95 Corridor Study

• Examining alternatives for mainline (express lanes/general purpose
lanes/auxiliary lanes) and interchanges (collector/distributor systems)

• Preliminarily identified mainline improvements throughout corridor.

• Considering interchange at NW 29th Street (Wynwood/Health District)
• May require collector/distributor system from north of I-195 to I-395.
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FM No. 414964-7
Limits - US 1 to S of

SW 8 Street

FM No. 432639-6
SR 90/SW 8 St/SW 7 St Limits –

SW 27 Ave to SR 5/US 1/Brickell Ave
1.3+/- miles

2 interchanges (0 S/S)
6 +/- existing structures

Proposed Segmentation

Extend FM No. 414964-8 limits to north
of I-195/SR 112 to address potential C/D
roads, NW 29th Street interchange, etc.

3.4+/- miles
7 interchanges (2 S/S)

34 +/- existing structures

8.404 miles
14 interchanges (2 S/S)

41 +/- existing structures

Reduce FM No. 414964-1
limits to north of I-195 to north of GGI

and address NB GGI improvements.

Option A – Include in 414694-1
Option B – Create separate PD&E Study from

GGI (or north of) to Broward County Line.

3.632 miles
2 interchanges (0 S/S)

5 +/- existing structures

1 interchange (0 S/S)
4 +/- existing structures

Approx. MP 17.260

Approx. MP 13.628

Approx. MP 5.224
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SW 7 Street/SW 8 Street Interchange

• Ongoing PD&E Study (FM No. 432639-6)
started prior to planning study.

• Mainline recommendations for planning
study in early/mid-2018.

• PD&E Study to south (FM No. 414964-7) or
to the north (FM No. 414964-8) may need to
perform re-evaluation of interchange.

FM No.
432639-6

FM No.
414964-7

FM No.
414964-8
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Golden Glades Interchange
• Current GGI improvements limited to SB and 95

Express NB Bottleneck.
• Planning Study will recommend long-term

improvements at GGI.
• Improvements north of GGI likely to occur

within existing r/w.
• Option A – Revised north limits of FM No.

414964-1 to Broward County Line including GGI.
• Option B– Create new PD&E Study from GGI (or

north of GGI) to Broward County Line

FM No.
414964-1

New PD&E
Study?
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Questions?
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APPENDIX I
DISTRICT SCOPING COMMITTEE MEETING #2
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DISTRICT SCOPING COMMITTEE MEETING
OCTOBER 30, 2017
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Ongoing PD&E Studies

• FPID: 432639-6: SR 90/SW 8 Street/SW 7 Street from SW 27 Avenue
to SR 5/US-1/Brickell Avenue (Includes I-95 Interchange)
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Programmed PD&E Studies

• FPID: 414964-7: SR 9A/I-95 from US-1/South Dixie Highway to South
Of SR 90/SW 8 Street

• FPID: 414964-8: SR 9A/I-95 from North of SR 90/SW 8 Street to South
of SR 836/I-395

• FPID: 414964-1: SR 9A/I-95 from South of SR 836/I-395 To Broward
County Line
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FM No. 414964-7
Limits - US 1 to S of SW 8

Street

FM No. 432639-6
SR 90/SW 8 St/SW 7 St
Limits - SW 27 Ave to

SR 5/US 1/Brickell Ave

FM No. 414964-8
Limits – N of SW 8 Street to

S of SR 836/I-395

FM No. 414964-1
Limits – S of SR 836/I-395 to

Broward County Line

14.473 miles
19 interchanges (4 S/S)

75 +/- existing structures

0.9+/- miles
4 interchanges (0 S/S)

5 +/- existing structures

1.3+/- miles
2 interchanges (0 S/S)

6 +/- existing structures

Current Segmentation

1 interchange (0 S/S)
4 +/- existing structures
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FM No. 414964-7
SR 5/US 1 (MP 0.000) to

South of NW 62nd Street (MP 5.720)
Current Budget  = $6.5M*

5.7+/- miles
11 interchanges (2 S/S)

46 +/- existing structures

Final Segmentation

FM No. 414964-8
South of NW 62nd Street (MP 5.720) to
North of NW 151st Street (MP 11.840)

Current Budget = $3.5M*

6.1+/- miles
9 interchanges (1 S/S)

25 +/- existing structures

5.4 +/- miles
6 interchanges (2 S/S)

17 +/- existing structures
FM No. 414964-1

North of NW 151st Street (MP 11.840) to
Broward County Line (MP 17.260)

Current Budget = $13M*

Approx. MP 17.260

Approx. MP 11.840

Approx. MP 5.720

MP 0.000

FM No. 432639-6 (Ongoing)
SW 7th Street/SW 8th Street Interchange

*Note:  Current budgets not adjusted for
final segmentation shown.
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Questions?

Appendix Page 1675 of 7765



Appendix Page 1676 of 7765



Appendix Page 1677 of 7765



Appendix Page 1678 of 7765



Appendix Page 1679 of 7765



Appendix Page 1680 of 7765



Appendix Page 1681 of 7765



Appendix Page 1682 of 7765



APPENDIX J
DISTRICT INTERNAL WORKSHOP #2
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5/29/2019

1

F D O T  I N T E R N A L  W O R K S H O P  # 2  – F E B R U A R Y  1 5 ,  2 0 1 8

INTERNAL FDOT WORKSHOP #2
CONCEPTUAL ALTERNATIVES
FEBRUARY 15, 2018

F D O T  I N T E R N A L  W O R K S H O P  # 2  – F E B R U A R Y  1 5 ,  2 0 1 8

Introductions
• Ken Jeffries – FDOT Project Manager
• Greg Kyle, AICP – Consultant Project Manager
• John McWilliams, P.E. – Deputy Consultant Project Manager
• Ramon Breton, P.E. – Design
• Ian Rairden, P.E. – Traffic Operations
• Gabriela Ramirez, P.E. – Design
• David Mairena, P.E. – Design
• Jenn King, P.E. – Planning
• Victor Somohano, P.E. - Structures
• Ric Katz – Intergovernmental Coordination
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F D O T  I N T E R N A L  W O R K S H O P  # 2  – F E B R U A R Y  1 5 ,  2 0 1 8

Meeting Agenda
• Project Objectives/Schedule
• Conceptual Alternatives

• Overview
• Evaluation Criteria
• Evaluation Results

• Group Input
• Next Steps

F D O T  I N T E R N A L  W O R K S H O P  # 2  – F E B R U A R Y  1 5 ,  2 0 1 8

Project Objectives
• Interstate 95 Corridor Planning Study from US-1/SR-5/South Dixie

Highway to the Broward County Line
• Planning study will lead into three (3) future Project Development

and Environment (PD&E) Studies along the corridor to further
evaluate improvements/alternatives

• Determine the preliminary mainline (LL/EL) cross section of corridor
• Development of improvements for the 2045 horizon year
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F D O T  I N T E R N A L  W O R K S H O P  # 2  – F E B R U A R Y  1 5 ,  2 0 1 8

Project Study Area
• Entire I-95 corridor within FDOT District 6
• 17.2 Miles, 20 +/- interchanges

• 3 system-to-system interchanges

• Interchanges, influence areas, and ramp
junctions

• Local lanes and express lanes

F D O T  I N T E R N A L  W O R K S H O P  # 2  – F E B R U A R Y  1 5 ,  2 0 1 8

Project Scope of Services

• Interagency Coordination
• Performance Measures
• Data Collection
• Existing Conditions Data Analysis
• Future Traffic Forecasting
• Operations Model Development
• Operational Analysis

• Safety Analysis
• Long-Term Conceptual

Improvement Development
• Environmental Analysis
• Improvement

Evaluation/Prioritization
• Reporting
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F D O T  I N T E R N A L  W O R K S H O P  # 2  – F E B R U A R Y  1 5 ,  2 0 1 8

Project Schedule
• PAT #5 – March 2018
• Public Workshops – April 2018
• Final Concept VISSIM/Ops Analysis – April 2018
• Final Concept Development – May 2018
• PAT #6 – June 2018
• Concept Plan Report – June 2018
• Overall Corridor Report – August 2018

F D O T  I N T E R N A L  W O R K S H O P  # 2  – F E B R U A R Y  1 5 ,  2 0 1 8

Alternative Development/Evaluation Process

Tier 1 Alternatives

Tier 2 Alternatives

Conceptual
Alternatives (2)

Final Recommended
Alternative

• Qualitative Evaluation
• Fatal Flaws

• Qualitative Evaluation
• Macroscopic Quantitative Evaluation
• Segment Alternatives

• Interchange Concepts
• Detailed Evaluation
• VISSIM Operations Analysis

• Refinement/Combination
of Alternatives
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Tier 1 Alternatives
• Identified over 40 different cross section concepts/features for the corridor

• Identified six (6) ‘families’ of alternatives:
• No-Build
• At-Grade Center Express Lanes/Non-Reversible
• At-Grade Center Express Lanes/Unbalanced Reversible
• Elevated Express Lanes/At-Grade Local Lanes
• Tunnel Lanes (Express or Local)
• Combinations of each alternative

• Tier evaluation identified 14 viable alternatives for Tier 2 analysis
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Tier 2 Alternatives
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Tier 2 Alternatives Evaluation Criteria
• Ten (10) weighted evaluation criterion
• 100 points total
• Prioritizes purpose and need of study

Engineering – 55 Points Cost – 30 Points Other Issues – 15 Points

Traffic Safety Access Constructability/
MOT Design Right-

of-Way O&M Construction Community
Cohesion Environmental

15 15 10 10 5 10 10 10 10 5
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Tier 2 Alternatives Evaluation Criteria
• Engineering (55 points)

• Traffic (15) – Addresses long-term travel demand needs of corridor including transit.

• Safety (15) – Addresses crash patterns, emergency vehicle access, barrier separation
between EL/LL, congestion,  and minimizes left-side access points.

• Access (10) – Feasibility of access to/from EL and ease of access at interchanges.

• Constructability/MOT (10) – Level of complexity, staging, and schedule length.

• Design (5) – Addresses design variations/exception, level of complexity for
interchange/ramp design.
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Tier 2 Alternatives Evaluation Criteria
• Costs (30 points)

• Right-of-Way (10) – Amount of additional s.f. per mile required for mainline cross
section only (assuming same number of lanes added to each alternative).  Higher score
requires less right-of-way.

• Operations & Maintenance (10) – Costs associated with operations, repairs (including
delineators), maintenance and manual enforcement. Higher score requires less costs.

• Construction (10) – Estimated cost per mile for mainline cross section only (assuming
same number of lanes added to each alternative).  Higher score is a lower cost.
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Tier 2 Alternatives Evaluation Criteria
• Other Issues (15 points)

• Community Cohesion (10) – Community access, potential impact to community
facilities, and socio-economic impacts.  Higher score has a lower potential impact.

• Environmental Impacts (5) – Noise, lighting, view shed, and air quality impacts.
Impacts from widening/grade separation.  Higher score has lower potential impact.
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Tier 2 Alternatives Scoring
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#1

Tier 2 Leading Alternatives

Alternative No. 9

Alternative No. 2

Alternative No. 8

Potential R/W Acquisition Required.

84 pts

78.5 pts

Alternative No. 3

81 pts

79.5 pts

#4

#3

#2
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Project Segmentation
• Corridor divided into five (5) segments:

• Segment 1 – SR 5/US 1/Dixie Hwy to North of I-395/SR 836 (CBD)
• Segment 2 – North of I-395/SR 836 to North of I-195/SR 112 (South)
• Segment 3 – North of I-195/SR 112 to South of GGI (Central)
• Segment 4 – Golden Glades Interchange (GGI)
• Segment 5 – North of GGI to Broward County Line (North)

• Two (2) Leading Tier 2 Alternatives applied to each segment
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FM No. 414964-7
SR 5/US 1 (MP 0.000) to

South of NW 62nd Street (MP 5.720)
Current Budget  = $6.5M*

Segments 1 & 2

PD&E Segmentation

FM No. 414964-8
South of NW 62nd Street (MP 5.720) to
North of NW 151st Street (MP 11.840)

Current Budget = $3.5M*

Segments 4 & 5
FM No. 414964-1

North of NW 151st Street (MP 11.840) to
Broward County Line (MP 17.260)

Current Budget = $13M*

Approx. MP 17.260

Approx. MP 11.840

Approx. MP 5.720

MP 0.000

FM No. 432639-6 (Ongoing)
SW 7th Street/SW 8th Street Interchange

*Note:  Current budgets not adjusted for
final segmentation shown.

Segment 3
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Overall Corridor Goals
• Evaluate and correct existing geometric deficiencies
• Address reoccurring bottlenecks
• Incorporate adjacent projects and studies
• Extend I-95 Express Facility for the length of the corridor
• Provide additional system to system express connections:

• US-1 and Rickenbacker Causeway
• Downtown Connector
• I-195 and SR 112
• Palmetto Expressway, Florida Turnpike
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Segment 1 (CBD) – US-1 to SR 836
• Goals:

• Accommodate future improvements at
I-395/SR 836, SR90/SW 8th St.

• Maintain existing downtown connector
movements

• Design Controls:
• Miami river vertical clearance
• Express lane access points (US-1, Key

Biscayne, Downtown Connector
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Segment 1 (CBD) – US-1 to SR 836
• Alternative 1:

• Accomplishments:
• Maintain existing movements and

accommodates new movements at
Downtown Connector

• Minimal R/W impacts by overlapping
elevated structures

• Compromises:
• Impacts improvements provided in previous

projects

• Alternative 2:
• Accomplishments:

• Maintain existing movements and
accommodates new movements at
Downtown Connector

• Compromises:
• Impacts improvements provided in previous

projects
• Increased R/W acquisition, including high

rise residential buildings
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Segment 2 – SR 836 to SR 112
• Goals:

• Provide direct express access to and from I-195 (Miami Beach) from the
north

• Minimize traffic friction on I-95 mainline
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Segment 2 – SR 836 to SR 112
• Alternative 1:

• Goals:
• New Interchange at NW 29th ST (Wynwood)
• Maintain existing SR 112 Interchange

infrastructure
• Accomplishments:

• Provided direct express access to and from I-
195 (Miami Beach) from the north

• Provided new interchange at NW 29th St
• Use of CD systems to minimize friction along I-

95 mainline
• Minimal R/W impacts by elevating the express

lanes
• Compromises:

• Utilized NW 32nd St to provide some of the
movements at the Wynwood interchange

• Alternative 2:
• Goals:

• Maintain existing SR 112 Interchange
infrastructure

• Accomplishments:
• Provided direct express access to and from

I-195 (Miami Beach) from the north
• Use of CD systems to minimize friction

along I-95 mainline
• Compromises:

• Reconstruction of SR 112 Interchange
• Increased R/W acquisition
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Segment 3 – SR 112 to South GGI
• Goals:

• Accommodate future improvements at SR 924/ Gratigny Expressway.
• Minimize traffic friction on I-95 mainline by consolidating interchange accesses
• Remove NW 69th St Interchange
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Segment 3 – SR 112 to South GGI
• Alternative 1:

• Accomplishments:
• Included all of the movements from/to SR

924
• Use of CD systems to minimize friction

along I-95 mainline
• Minimal R/W impacts by elevating the

express lanes
• Compromises:

• Some of the SR 924 Ramps needed re-
alignment

• Alternative 2:
• Accomplishments:

• Included all of the movements from/to SR
924

• Use of CD systems to minimize friction
along I-95 mainline

• Compromises:
• Some of the SR 924 Ramps needed re-

alignment
• Increased R/W acquisition
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Segment 4 – GGI

• Goals:
• Accommodate various GGI projects
• Provide system to system EL connections for I-95, Palmetto and Turnpike. Not

including the connections from SB TPK Express to NB I-95 Express and SB I-95
Express to NB TPK Express (U-turn)

• Preserve existing infrastructure
• Alleviate congestion at NW 167th ST and NW 2nd Ave intersection
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Segment 4 – GGI
• Alternative 1:

• Accomplishments:
• Provided all express connections form I-95,

Palmetto and Turnpike.
• Alleviated congestion at NW 167th ST and

NW 2nd Ave intersection
• Compromises:

• Some of the improvements provided by GGI
projects need reconstruction

• Alternative 2:
• Goals:

• Address multiple circuitous movements through
the interchange

• Accomplishments:
• Provided all express connections form I-95,

Palmetto and Turnpike
• Provided multiple direct connect ramps for

circuitous movements
• Alleviated congestion at NW 167th ST and NW 2nd

Ave intersection
• Compromises:

• Some of the improvements provided by GGI
projects need reconstruction

• Additional R/W
• Increased the complexity of construction phasing
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Segment 5 – GGI to County Line
• Goals:

• Provide improvements with minimal right of way acquisition
• Address SB bottleneck at Ives Dairy Road
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Segment 5 – GGI to County Line
• Alternative 1:

• Goals:
• Remove express lanes ingress/egress

weaving section at Miami Gardens Drive
• Accomplishments:

• Provided direct connect ramps to express
ingress/egress

• Provided fly over ramp for SB-EB movement
at Ives Dairy Road to alleviate mainline
traffic

• Alternative 2:
• Accomplishments:

• Provided a DDI interchange at Ives Dairy
Road to alleviate mainline traffic
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Alternative 1 – Segment 1
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Alternative 1 – Segment 2
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Alternative 1 – Segment 3
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Alternative 1 – Segment 4
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Alternative 1 – Segment 5

Appendix Page 1701 of 7765



5/29/2019

18

F D O T  I N T E R N A L  W O R K S H O P  # 2  – F E B R U A R Y  1 5 ,  2 0 1 8

Alternative 2 – Segment 1
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Alternative 2 – Segment 2
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Alternative 2 – Segment 3
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Alternative 2 – Segment 4
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Alternative 2 – Segment 5
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Tier 3 Alternatives Evaluation Criteria
• Nine (9) weighted evaluation criterion
• 100 points total

Traffic
30 Points

Design
10 Points

Right-of-Way
25 points

Costs
25 Points

Environmental
Impacts

10 Points
Total

Volume
Served

Average
Speed

Constructability
/ MOT Design Area Parcels Design, Construction,

and CEI
Sensitive

Sites
Noise
Wall

15 15 5 5 15 10 25 5 5 100
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Tier 3 Alternatives Evaluation Criteria
• Traffic (30 points)

• Volumes Served (15) – Ability to accommodate demand traffic. Higher score is a higher volume
of traffic.

• Average Speed (15) – Ability for traffic to maintain speed. Higher score is a higher speed.

• Design (10 points)
• Constructability/MOT (5) – Level of complexity, staging, and construction phasing. Higher score

is a lesser impact.

• Design (5) – Addresses design complexities and variations/exceptions. Higher score is a less
complex design.
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Tier 3 Alternatives Evaluation Criteria
• Right-of-Way (25 points)

• Area (15) – Amount of right-of-way, in acres, impacted by widening of I-95.  No full
parcel acquisitions were assumed, just right-of-way needed to accommodate
construction. Higher score is a lower acreage.

• Parcels (10) – Number of parcels impacted by widening of I-95. Higher score is a lower
number of parcels.

• Costs (25 points)
• Design, Construction, and CEI (25) – Engineers Opinion of Probable Cost based on pre-

construction, construction, and post construction services. Higher score is a lower cost.
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Tier 3 Alternatives Evaluation Criteria
• Environmental Impacts (10 points)

• Sensitive Sites (5) – Potential impact to social, cultural, natural, and physical
elements/sites. to Higher score has a lower potential impact.

• Noise wall (5) – Linear feet of noise wall needed.  Higher score has less feet of noise
wall.
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Group Comments/Input
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Next Steps

• Director’s Briefing
• PAT #5
• Final Recommended Alternative
• Public Meetings
• PAT #6
• Final Deliverables
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Questions?
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MIAMI BEACH CHAMBER OF COMMERCE MEETING
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MIAMI BEACH CHAMBER OF COMMERCE
FEBRUARY 13, 2019
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Project Objectives
• Interstate 95 Corridor Planning Study from US-1/SR-5/South Dixie

Highway to the Broward County Line
• Planning study will lead into three (3) future Project Development

and Environment (PD&E) Studies along the corridor to further
evaluate improvements/alternatives

• Determine the preliminary mainline (LL/EL) cross section of corridor
• Identify deficiencies and develop long-term improvements focusing

on recurring bottlenecks
• Determine improvements required to implement a Wynwood

District/NE 29th Street interchange

2
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Future Express Lanes Network
• Corridor part of a larger EL Network
• New EL facilities in design/planning

• Florida’s Turnpike Spur
• SR 826 to/from I-95 North

• Adding system-to-system EL connections
to/from the study corridor

• I-195/Miami Beach
• SR 826 to/from I-95 South

• Missing access points from other limited
access facilities to/from the study corridor

3
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Programmed Improvements
SR 836 Improvements (MDX)
NW 17 Avenue to Midtown

Interchange

I-395 Reconstruction
I-95 to MacArthur Causeway

SR 826 EB to I-95 NB Ramp
Improvement

I-95 Express – Phase II
GGI to South of I-595

4

Appendix Page 1713 of 7765



F E B R U A R Y  1 3 ,  2 0 1 9

Conceptual Development/Evaluation Process

Tier 1 Concepts

Tier 2 Concepts

Alternative
Concepts (3)

Final
Alternative

• Qualitative Evaluation
• Fatal Flaws

• Qualitative Evaluation
• Macroscopic Quantitative Evaluation
• Segment Alternatives

• Interchange Concepts
• Detailed Evaluation
• Operations Analysis

• Refinement/Combination
of Alternatives

5
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Existing / No-Build Conditions

6
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Number of lanes shown for illustrative purposes only.

Concept 1  - Elevated Express Lanes

7
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Concept 2 - At-Grade Widening
Express Lanes with Hard Barrier

Number of lanes shown for illustrative purposes only.

8
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Concept 3 - At-Grade Widening
Express Lanes with ELM Barrier

Number of lanes shown for illustrative purposes only.

9

Appendix Page 1718 of 7765



F E B R U A R Y  1 3 ,  2 0 1 9

I-195/I-95 Interchange
Improvements

&
Express Lane Access
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Project Schedule

• Project Advisory Team Meeting #5 – April 2019
• Public Outreach – March to May 2019

• City/County officials
• Miami DDA, CRA’s, TPO Committees, etc.
• Four (4) Public Workshops

• Final Conceptual Plan Completion – May 2019
• Study Completion Date – July 2019
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Programmed FDOT PD&E/Design Projects

• FM #414964-7 – US 1 to NW 62 Street
• $6.5M in FY 2022 (PD&E)
• $9.5M in FY 2024 (Design)

• FM #414964-8 – NW 62 Street to NW 151 Street
• $3.5M in FY 2022 (PD&E)
• $5.2M in FY 2024 (Design)

• FM #414964-1 – NW 151 Street to Broward Co. Line
• $12.5M in FY 2022 (PD&E)
• $18.0M in FY 2024 (Design)
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Two (2) ongoing planning studies for the I-95
corridor and for the I-195 corridor are
addressing access to/from Miami Beach to the I-
95 express lanes.

I-95 corridor study concepts provide for direct
ingress and egress to/from the express
lanes (system-to-system) and I-195 connecting
to Miami Beach along with additional express
lane capacity along the I-95 corridor for the long-
term.  These improvements require the
complete reconstruction of the I-95/I-195
interchange. These capacity improvements will
be included in the Miami-Dade TPO’s Year 2045
Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP) to the
extent that funding is available.  Currently, only
the PD&E studies for the I-95 corridor are
programmed  in  the  FDOT  Five  (5)  Year  Work
Program with the design phase potentially
starting in 2024.

The ongoing I-195 corridor study is examining an
interim improvement that provides indirect I-95
express lane access to/from Miami Beach.  The
improvement calls for added ‘Texas U-Turn’
movements on State Road 112 at NW 10th Ave (westbound to northbound) and NW 12th Ave (southbound to eastbound)
underpasses.  The design phase for the interim plan is expected to begin in the next 18 months with a potential completion
date of 2024.

FDOT will begin major reconstruction of the Golden Glades Interchange (I-95/SR 826/Florida’s Turnpike Junction) in 2021
that includes improvements to address the recurring PM peak period congestion in the express lanes on I-95 northbound
near NW 151st Street.  Before additional express lane access (indirect or direct) at I-195 can be provided, these improvements
must be completed to allow the express lane system to accommodate the additional demand associated with this new
accessibility.   The expected completion date of this project is 2026.

Note that both ongoing studies have project advisory teams (PATs) that include staff from City of Miami Beach.  These PAT
members include Assistant City Manager Kathie Brooks, Transportation Director Jose Gonzalez, and Transportation Manager
Lynda Westin.  City staff have been present at all PAT meetings, actively participate in the planning process, and are aware
of these proposed improvements.

I-195 Corridor Study -  Interim Express Lane Access Improvement Plan

Legend

         95 Express SB to I-195 EB Connection
            I-195 WB to 95 Express NB Connection

February 2019

I-95 Corridor Study - Long-Term Express Lane Access Improvement Plan
Express Lane Access Improvement Plan

Legend

       95 Express SB to I-195 EB Connection

          I-195 WB to 95 Express NB Connection

Interstate 95 Express Lane Access to/from Interstate 195 – Improvement Summary
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Miami Beach Chamber of Commerce
Stakeholder Meeting Notes

Date and Time: February 13, 2019 – 5:30 PM
Meeting location:  Mondrian Hotel, 1100 West Avenue, Miami Beach, FL 33139
FM Number: 414964-6-22-01
Project:  Interstate 95 Corridor Wide Planning Study (CPS) of Operational Deficiencies in

Miami-Dade County Between US-1/SR 5 and the Miami-Dade/Broward County
Line

Meeting Notes

Project Team Attendees
Name Agency/Entity Email Phone

Ken Jeffries FDOT District 6 ken.jeffries@dot.state.fl.us 305-470-5445
John McWilliams Kimley-Horn john.mcwilliams@kimley-horn.com 954-535-5106
Ric Katz Communikatz rkatz@communikatz.com 305-573-4455

The Miami Beach Chamber of Commerce requested that a representative of FDOT attend this meeting to address concerns
regarding the traffic impacts to/from Miami Beach related to the pending I-395/SR 836 reconstruction project.  In addition,
the Chamber desired to provide suggestions on how to improve accessibility to/from the Beach during construction via 95
Express mid-point access points to/from I-195.  Three (3) brief FDOT presentations were made to the Chamber attendees:
the design/build team for the SR 836/I-395 reconstruction project, the consultant team for the ongoing I-195 Corridor study,
and this I-95 CPS team.  These meeting notes focus on comments related to the I-95 CPS although the discussion among
the attendees did not focus on one (1) specific topic/presentation.

These notes reflect some of the community comments voiced during the I-95 CPS presentation to this group, as well as
during the social hour which preceded three FDOT presentations and later, during the time the team exited the room. The
I-95 CPS presentation provided a brief overview of the project goals, the project status, preliminary alternatives, project
schedule,  and the funding status of  the future PD&E studies/design phases.   An exhibit  was also presented showing the
proposed long-term direct access plan to/from 95 Express and Miami Beach via I-195.  The presentation stressed that, as
design funds are programmed for year 2024, the proposed improvements are considered a long-term solution to the design
for I-195/95 Express direct access.

In general, the audience was pleased that a long-term plan to address 95 Express access was being considered. However,
their concerns were related to addressing the near-term issues and solutions related to SR 836/I-395 reconstruction. Namely,
the audience wanted to reintroduce the mid-point access along 95 Express to allow Miami Beach traffic in the express lanes
to utilize the existing ramps at SR 112/I-195.  Mr. Jeffries stated that this was not an option.

Early in the evening, it had been mentioned that near-term improvements to the Golden Glades Interchange (GGI) had to
be completed before upgrades could be made further down the corridor such as the near-term 95 express access
improvements (Texas U-Turns) under consideration as part of the I-195 CPS.   FDOT presenters explained that access
improvements to the express lanes at I-195 would add additional traffic demand at the GGI and that it was not worthwhile
to add demand from the south that would further exacerbate the current bottleneck to the north (approaching the GGI).
Members  asserted  that  traffic  normally  headed  to  Miami  Beach  currently  using  I-395  will  shift  to  I-195  to  avoid  the
construction area. These stakeholders expressed the desire to use I-195 shoulders for bus traffic as general traffic lanes
during I-395/SR 836 construction.

Several chamber members said City staff has not been advising citizens of topics being considered during the I-95 CPS.
One of those present also serves on the City’s Transportation Committee and said the nature of the I-95 CPS or the I-195
CPS has not been mentioned during meetings of that highly-focused group.  At the close of the FDOT presentations,
Chamber  members  said  they  still  want  to  know  of  ways  to  deal  with  traffic  congestion  resulting  from  the  roadway
construction at I-395/SR 836.

A request to the Chamber for the attendee list has been made.
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INTERNAL FDOT WORKSHOP #3
CONCEPT 3
FEBRUARY 28, 2019

F D O T  I N T E R N A L  W O R K S H O P  # 3  – F E B R U A R Y  2 8 ,  2 0 1 9

Introductions
• Ken Jeffries – FDOT Project Manager
• Greg Kyle, AICP – Consultant Project Manager
• John McWilliams, P.E. – Deputy Consultant Project Manager
• Ramon Breton, P.E. – Design
• Ian Rairden, P.E. – Traffic Operations
• Mark Bacal, P.E. – Design
• Jenn King, P.E. – Planning
• Bayoan Ortiz, P.E. - Design
• Saul Perez, P.E. – Structures
• Gregg Letts, P.E. – ITS/TSM&O
• Ric Katz – Intergovernmental Coordination
• Gerdy St. Louis – Intergovernmental Coordination

2
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Meeting Agenda
• Internal Workshop #2 Summary
• CRAVE Study Results/Recommendations
• Concept 3

• District Directives/Design Parameters
• Segment Design Goals
• Segment Design Features
• Trade-Offs

• Group Input
• Concept Cost Estomates
• Project Schedule
• Next Steps

3
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Internal Workshop #2 Summary
• Tier 3 alternatives evaluation
• Two (2) leading concepts

• Concept 1 – At-Grade LLs, Elevated/Non-Reversible ELs
• Concept 2 – At-Grade LLs, At-Grade/Centered ELs w/Hard Barrier

Concept 1 Concept 2
4
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Internal Workshop #2 Summary
• General Feedback/Concerns

• Overall construction costs for Concept 1
• Right-of-way acquisition impacts/costs for Concept 2
• Maintenance of traffic during construction
• Potential programmed ‘throw away’ improvements
• Current regional emphasis on transit infrastructure

investments (SMART Plan)

5
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CRAVE Study Results
• Conducted May/June 2018
• Estimated risk loaded costs between $7 and $9 billion
• Identified 32 independent project risks
• Identified 79 potential VE options for project
• Identified 16 final VE recommendations
• Approximate projected cost savings of $2.5 billion

6
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Key CRAVE Study Recommendations
• Eliminate ‘throw away’ programmed improvements
• Consider constructing elevated EL on separate structures on

outside of LL
• Minimize substantial right-of-way acquisition in Segment 1
• Consider a separate connection from SR 836 EB to SR 970/

Downtown Distributor

7
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Concept 3 District Directives
• Minimize right-of-way acquisition
• Avoid impacts to programmed improvements
• Provide 4’ EL marked buffer

• Reduced footprint vs. hard barrier/shoulders
• Provide I-195 direct access to EL for Miami Beach
• Consolidate closely spaced interchanges
• Apply CRAVE recommendations where possible

8
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Concept 3 Design Parameters
• Travel lane widths – 11’ minimum
• EL inside shoulder width – 10’
• LL outside shoulder width – 10’
• EL/LL buffer – 4’ with Express Lane Markers (ELMs)
• Mainline existing design speeds (mainline/ramps)
• Replace only structurally deficient structures

9

F D O T  I N T E R N A L  W O R K S H O P  # 3  – F E B R U A R Y  2 8 ,  2 0 1 9

Overall Corridor Design Goals – Mainline
• Meet AASHTO standards where feasible
• Add EL capacity (3NB/3SB) from I-195 to GGI (outside

elevated vs. inside at-grade)
• Widen GGI HOV Flyover to (2NB/2SB)
• Provide continuous EL section from GGI to Broward County

(2NB/2SB)

10
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Cross Section Analysis
Additional existing
pavement width

needed for MOT only

Additional potential R/W
for elevated overhang

11
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Overall Corridor Design Goals – EL Network
• Construct missing EL direct connections to/from Miami

Beach at I-195 (SB to EB and WB to NB) and to/from SR 826
(NB to WB and EB to SB)

• Maintain existing EL south terminus to south of SR 112/I-195
• Minimize right-of-way acquisition for accommodation of the

EL network

12
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Overall Corridor Design Goals – Interchanges
• Construct interchange (full/partial) at Wynwood/Health District in proximity to NW 29th

Street
• Harmonize with existing programmed improvements at GGI, SR 924 East, SW 7th/8th

Street, I-395/SR 836
• Improve Downtown area ramps where feasible
• Consolidate/Eliminate interchanges where feasible

• Eliminate NW 69th Street
• Intermittent C-D system from NW 95th Street to NW 135th Street/Opa-Locka Boulevard

• Improve remaining corridor interchanges while minimizing right-of-way acquisition

13
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Segment 1 Design Features
• No mainline capacity improvements
• Match SW 7th/8th Street interchange PD&E concepts
• Match programmed I-395/SR 836 improvements
• Interchange improvements at Rickenbacker Causeway

on-ramp, SR 970/Downtown Distributor
• Maintain SR 970/Downtown Distributor ramps as

elevated
• Address geometric deficiencies where feasible

14
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I-395

SR 836

SR 836 EB to SR 970 EB Connector Review

15

Connector Ramp

Ramp Terminal
Spacing  Deficiency

Vertical Conflict
with Metrorail

Fifth Level
Bridge Required

Merge Distance
Deficiency

Maximum Grade
Exceeded

SR 970

F D O T  I N T E R N A L  W O R K S H O P  # 3  – F E B R U A R Y  2 8 ,  2 0 1 9

Segment 2 Design Features
• No mainline capacity improvements
• Incorporate 4’ EL/LL striped buffer
• New Wynwood/Health District (NW 29th Street)

interchange
• Utilize existing I-95 NB braided flyover ramp footprint

• Major interchange improvements at I-195/SR 112
• New direct EL connections to/from I-195 (SB to EB/WB to

NB)
• Address geometric deficiencies where feasible

16
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Health District/Wynwood Interchange NB Access

17

I-95

N
W

29
St

N
W

32
St

NW 6 Ave

Health District

Wynwood
Proposed New Interchange Movements (I-95 Egress)
Proposed New Interchange Movements (I-95 Ingress)
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Health District/Wynwood Interchange NB Access
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I-95

N
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N
W
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Health District

Wynwood

Existing Maintained Interchange Movements(I-95 Egress)
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Health District/Wynwood Interchange SB Access
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Health District/Wynwood Interchange SB Access

20
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Segment 3 Design Features
• At-grade widening to provide for 3 ELs in each direction
• Incorporate 4’ EL/LL striped buffer
• Minimize impacts to SR 924 East PD&E concept
• Interchange improvements where cost feasible
• Eliminate NW 69th Street interchange
• Consolidate closely spaced interchanges

• Intermittent C-D system from NW 95th Street to NW 135th

Street/Opa-Locka Boulevard
21
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Segment 3 Typical Section

22

Appendix Page 1738 of 7765



2/28/2019

12

F D O T  I N T E R N A L  W O R K S H O P  # 3  – F E B R U A R Y  2 8 ,  2 0 1 9

Segment 4 Design Features
• Widen EL flyover to provide 2 ELs in each direction
• Match GGI planned/programmed improvements
• Minimize ‘throw away’ GGI improvements
• New direct EL connections to/from SR 826 (NB to WB/

EB to SB)
• Interchange ramp improvements where cost feasible

and not currently programmed

23
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Segment 5 Design Features
• At-grade widening to provide for continuous 2 ELs in

each direction
• Interchange improvements at Miami Gardens Drive and

Ives Dairy Road (DDI)
• Improve LL SB merge area at Ives Dairy Road
• Address geometric deficiencies where feasible

24
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Initial Design Comments
• Maximize merge lengths at EL/EL ramp and EL/LL ramp

junctions
• Incorporate Emergency Stopping Sites (ESS) into concept
• Address weaving condition at I-395/SR 836 to I-95

NB/Wynwood ramp junction
• Examine neighborhood access at NW 69th Street with

interchange consolidation

25
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Concept 3 Trade-Offs
• No concrete barrier separation between ELs and LLs
• Some existing geometric deficiencies remain
• SIS LOS standards not met for 2045
• EL capacity may not meet EL demand with full regional EL

network buildout

26

Appendix Page 1740 of 7765



2/28/2019

14

F D O T  I N T E R N A L  W O R K S H O P  # 3  – F E B R U A R Y  2 8 ,  2 0 1 9

Concept 3 Cost/Right-of-Way Estimate

27

Segment No.
Preliminary

Construction
Cost Estimate

Preliminary
Right-of-Way

Acquisition Estimate
1 $353 Million < 1 Acre
2 $634 Million 4.6 Acres
3 $932 Million 72.1 Acres
4 $175 Million 2.2 Acres
5 $218 Million < 1 Acres

Total $2.3 Billion ~79 Acres

F D O T  I N T E R N A L  W O R K S H O P  # 3  – F E B R U A R Y  2 8 ,  2 0 1 9

Concept Comparison

Alternative/
Concept No.

Preliminary
Construction
Cost Estimate

Preliminary
Right-of-Way

Acquisition Estimate
1 $6.9 Billion 75 Acres
2 $3.4 Billion 155 Acres
3 $2.3 Billion 79 Acres

28
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Project Schedule
• Secretary/Director’s Meeting – March 2019
• Project Advisory Team Meeting #5 – March 2019
• Public Officials Outreach – March to May 2019
• Public Workshops – May 2019
• Conceptual Design Plan Completion – June 2019
• Final Report – August 2019
• PD&E Advertisement – March 2020
• PD&E Notice to Proceed – January 2021

29
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Next Steps
• Secretary/Director’s Briefing
• PAT #5
• Implementation/Prioritization Plan
• FDOT Internal Workshop #4 (as needed)
• Final Conceptual Plan Report
• Public Workshops (4 max)
• PAT #6 (is needed)
• Final Deliverables

30
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Group Comments/Input

31
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INTERNAL DISTRICT BRIEFING
MARCH 18, 2019
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Meeting Agenda
• Project Background
• Concept Development/Evaluation Process
• CRAVE Study Results/Recommendations
• Concept 3
• Concept Cost Estimates
• Public Outreach Plan/Messaging
• Project Schedule

2

Appendix Page 1746 of 7765



F D O T  I N T E R N A L  B R I E F I N G  – M A R C H  1 8 ,  2 0 1 9

Project Background

3
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Project Purpose
• Develop and evaluate improvement concepts and perform planning-level

operational analysis
• Evaluation of study interchanges, interchange influence areas, and ramp junctions
• Identify deficiencies focusing on recurring bottlenecks
• Develop a series of proposed improvements to address existing and future

demands of the corridor
• Develop multiple improvement concepts for the mainline and system-to-system

connections

4

Appendix Page 1748 of 7765



F D O T  I N T E R N A L  B R I E F I N G  – M A R C H  1 8 ,  2 0 1 9

Project Study Area
• Entire I-95 corridor within FDOT District 6
• 17.2 Miles, 20 +/- interchanges

• 3 system-to-system interchanges

• Interchanges, influence areas, and ramp
junctions

• General purpose lanes and express lanes
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Future 2045 Express Laneage Demand
Location

Southbound Northbound
Express Lanes Express Lanes

Existing 2045 Difference Existing 2045 Difference
S of County Line Road 1 2 1 1 2 1
S of Ives Dairy Road 1 2 1 1 2 1

S of Miami Gardens Drive 2 2 0 2 2 0
South of GGI 1 5 4 1 4 3

S of NW 151st Street 2 4 2 2 4 2
S of NW 135th Street 2 4 2 2 4 2

S of SR 924 2 4 2 2 4 2
S of NW 95th Street 2 4 2 2 4 2

S of SR 934 2 4 2 2 4 2
S of NW 69th Street 2 4 2 2 4 2
S of NW 62nd Street 2 4 2 2 4 2

S of I-195 2 2 0 2 3 1
S of NW 29th Street (New) 0 2 2 2 3 1

S of I-395 0 2 2 0 2 2
S of Miami Connector 0 1 1 0 1 1

S of SW 8th Street 0 1 1 0 1 1
S of SW 26th Street 0 0 0 0 0 0
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Future 2045 General Purpose Laneage Demand
Location

Southbound Northbound
General Purpose Lanes General Purpose Lanes

Existing 2045 Difference Existing 2045 Difference
S of County Line Road 4 4 0 4 4 0
S of Ives Dairy Road 3 4 1 4 4 0

S of Miami Gardens Drive 3 3 0 3 4 1
South of GGI 4 5 1 3 5 2

S of NW 151st Street 4 4 0 3 4 1
S of NW 135th Street 4 4 0 4 4 0

S of SR 924 4 4 0 4 4 0
S of NW 95th Street 4 4 0 4 4 0

S of SR 934 4 4 0 4 4 0
S of NW 69th Street 4 4 0 4 4 0
S of NW 62nd Street 4 4 0 4 4 0

S of I-195 3 5 2 3 4 1
S of NW 29th Street (New) 4 5 1 3 4 1

S of I-395 3 4 1 3 4 1
S of Miami Connector 3 3 0 3 4 1

S of SW 8th Street 2 2 0 3 3 0
S of SW 26th Street 2 2 0 2 2 0
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Concept Development/
Evaluation Process

8

Appendix Page 1752 of 7765



F D O T  I N T E R N A L  B R I E F I N G  – M A R C H  1 8 ,  2 0 1 9

Concept Development/Evaluation Process
Tier 1 Concepts

Tier 2 Concepts

Initial Corridor
Concepts (2)

Concept 3

• Qualitative Evaluation
• Fatal Flaws

• Qualitative Evaluation
• Macroscopic Quantitative Evaluation
• Segment Alternatives

• Interchange Concepts
• Detailed Evaluation
• VISSIM Operations Analysis
• Costs/Right-of-Way Evaluation

• Interchange Concepts
• Cost/Right-of-Way Evaluation
• Conceptual Plans
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Tier 1 Concepts
• Identified over 40 different cross section concepts
• Grouped into six (6) types:

• No-Build
• At-Grade Center Express Lanes/Non-Reversible
• At-Grade Center Express Lanes/Unbalanced Reversible
• Elevated Express Lanes/At-Grade General Purpose Lanes
• Tunnel Lanes (Express or General Purpose)
• Combinations of each concept
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#1

Tier 2 Leading Concepts

Concept No. 9

Concept No. 2

Concept No. 8

Cross Section Expansion

84 pts

78.5 pts

Concept No. 3

81 pts

79.5 pts

#4

#3

#2
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FM No. 414964-7
SR 5/US 1 (MP 0.000) to

South of NW 62nd Street (MP 5.720)

Study Segment 2

Segments

FM No. 414964-8
South of NW 62nd Street (MP 5.720) to
North of NW 151st Street (MP 11.840)

Study Segment 5

FM No. 414964-1
North of NW 151st Street (MP 11.840) to

Broward County Line (MP 17.260)

Approx. MP 17.260

Approx. MP 11.840

Approx. MP 5.720

MP 0.000

FM No. 432639-6 (Ongoing)
SW 7th Street/SW 8th Street Interchange

Study Segment 3

Study Segment 4

Study Segment 1
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Initial Corridor Concept Summary

13

Segment
Design Features Summary

Concept 1 Concept 2

Segment 1 Elevated EL Extension to US 1 at Level 3+ over Miami River
At-Grade EL south from SW 8 Street

Segment 2 Elevated EL, Wynwood Interchange,
I-195 EL Connections

At-Grade EL,
I-195 EL Connections

Segment 3 Elevated EL, Interchange Consolidation At-Grade EL, Interchange Consolidation

Segment 4 Elevated EL,
SR 826 EL Connections (NB to WB, EB to SB)

Segment 5 At Grade EL

Construction Costs $6.9 Billion $3.4 Billion

Right-of-Way Acquisition 167 Acres 245 Acres
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District Feedback/Concerns
• Overall construction costs for Concept 1
• Right-of-way acquisition impacts/costs for Concept 2
• Maintenance of traffic during construction
• Potential programmed ‘throw away’ improvements
• Current regional emphasis on transit infrastructure

investments (SMART Plan)

14
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CRAVE Study
Results/Recommendations

15
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CRAVE Study Results
• Conducted May/June 2018
• Estimated risk loaded cost between $7 and $9 billion
• Identified 32 independent project risks
• Identified 79 potential VE options for project
• Identified 16 final VE recommendations
• Approximate projected cost savings of $2.5 billion

16
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Key CRAVE Study Recommendations
1. Eliminate ‘throw away’ programmed improvements
2. Consider constructing elevated EL on separate structures on

outside of GPL
3. Minimize right-of-way acquisition in Segment 1
4. Consider a separate connection from SR 836 EB to SR 970/

Downtown Distributor

17
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CRAVE Study Recommendation 2 Analysis
Additional existing

pavement width
needed for MOT only

Additional potential R/W
for elevated overhang

18
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Concept 3 Development

19
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Concept 3 District Directives
• Minimize right-of-way acquisition
• Avoid impacts to programmed improvements
• Provide 4’ EL marked buffer

• Reduced footprint vs. hard barrier/shoulders
• Provide I-195 direct access to EL for Miami Beach
• Consolidate closely spaced interchanges
• Apply CRAVE recommendations where possible

20
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Overall Corridor Design Goals – Mainline
• Meet AASHTO standards where feasible
• Add EL capacity (3NB/3SB) from I-195 to GGI (outside

elevated vs. inside at-grade)
• Widen GGI HOV Flyover to (2NB/2SB)
• Provide continuous EL section from GGI to Broward County

(2NB/2SB)
• Harmonize with existing programmed improvements at GGI,

SR 924 East, SW 7th/8th Street, I-395/SR 836
21
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Overall Corridor Design Goals – EL Network
• Construct missing EL direct connections to/from Miami

Beach at I-195 (SB to EB and WB to NB) and to/from SR 826
(NB to WB and EB to SB)

• Maintain existing EL south terminus to south of SR 112/I-195
• Minimize right-of-way acquisition for accommodation of the

EL network

22
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Overall Corridor Design Goals – Interchanges
• Construct interchange (full/partial) at Wynwood/Health District in

proximity to NW 29th Street
• Improve Downtown area ramps where feasible
• Consolidate/Eliminate interchanges where feasible
• Improve remaining corridor interchanges while minimizing right-

of-way acquisition

23
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Concept 3 Design Features

24

Segment No. Mainline EL Network Connections Interchanges

Segment 1 Minimal Geometric
Improvements N/A Minor Improvements to Rickenbacker

Causeway and SR 970

Segment 2 New 4’ EL Buffer I-195 EL Connections New full Wynwood interchange

Segment 3 Additional EL (3+3) N/A
Consolidate some interchanges from NW 95
Street to NW 135 Street via frontage roads;

Eliminate NW 69 Street interchange.

Segment 4 Additional EL (3+3) New SR 826 EL Connections
(NB to WB + WB to SB) N/A

Segment 5 Continuous EL (2+2) N/A Reconfiguration at Miami Gardens Drive
and at Ives Dairy Road (DDI)

Construction
Costs $2.3 Billion

ROW Acquisition 95 Acres
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Concept 3/Segment 3 - Typical Section

25
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Concept 3 Cost/Right-of-Way Estimate

26

Segment No.
Preliminary

Construction
Cost Estimate

Preliminary
Right-of-Way

Needs Estimate
1 $353 Million < 1 Acre
2 $634 Million 7.0 Acres
3 $932 Million 85.0 Acres
4 $175 Million 2.3 Acres
5 $218 Million < 1 Acre

Total $2.3 Billion ~95 Acres
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Initial Design Comments
• Maximize merge lengths at EL/EL ramp and EL/GPL ramp

junctions
• Incorporate Emergency Stopping Sites (ESS) into concept
• Address weaving condition at I-395/SR 836 to I-95

NB/Wynwood ramp junction
• Examine neighborhood access at NW 69th Street with

interchange consolidation

27
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Concept Comparison

28
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Construction Cost/Right-of-Way Comparison

Concept
Preliminary

Construction
Cost Estimate

Preliminary
Right-of-Way Needs

Estimate
1 $6.9 Billion 176 Acres
2 $3.4 Billion 280 Acres
3 $2.3 Billion 95 Acres

29
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Construction Cost/Right-of-Way Comparison

Concept Capacity/Safety
Improvement

Community
Impacts

Construction
Costs

Right-of-
Way Needs

1 High High High Medium

2 High High Medium High

3 Medium Low Low Low

30
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Public Outreach Plan/Messaging

31
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Public Outreach Plan
• PAT Meeting #5
• Elected Official Briefings

• County Commissioners (5)
• City Mayor/Managers

• City of Aventura
• City of Miami
• City of Miami Beach
• City of Miami Gardens
• City of North Miami
• City of North Miami Beach
• Village of El Portal
• Village of Miami Shores

32

• Quasi-Governmental Agencies
• Miami DDA
• Miami Omni/Midtown CRA
• SEOPW CRA
• TPO TPC
• TPO CTAC
• Wynwood BID

• Public Workshops
• Maximum of  4 meetings
• Geographically spaced along the

corridor
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Public Messaging
• 2045 capacity needs along corridor are substantial even with regional

transit investment
• Future improvements must balance capacity needs, community

impacts, and fiscal constraints
• Concepts 1 and 2 fully address capacity/safety improvements, cause

substantial community impacts, and require significant funding
• Concept 3 provides moderate capacity improvement and addresses

safety issues while reducing community impacts/overall costs
• Recommend advancing multiple concepts into PD&E phase

33
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Project Schedule
• Project Advisory Team Meeting #5 – March 2019
• Public Officials Outreach – March to May 2019
• Public Workshops – May 2019
• Conceptual Design Plan Completion – June 2019
• Final Report – August 2019
• PD&E Advertisement – March 2020
• PD&E Notice to Proceed – January 2021

34
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WYNWOOD BID BRIEFING
MARCH 22, 2019
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Meeting Agenda
• Project Background
• Tier 1/Tier 2 Screening
• Project Schedule
• Wynwood Interchange Concept

2
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Project Background

3
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Project Overview
• Interstate 95 Corridor Planning Study from US-1/SR 5/South Dixie

Highway to the Broward County Line
• Planning study will lead into multiple future Project Development and

Environment (PD&E) Studies along the corridor to further evaluate
improvements/alternatives

• Study will develop future traffic forecasts and a detailed operational
model for use in future PD&E Studies

• Determine the mainline (GPL/EL) cross section of corridor

4
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Project Purpose
• Develop and evaluate improvement concepts and perform planning-

level operational analysis
• Evaluation of study interchanges, interchange influence areas, and

ramp junctions
• Identify deficiencies focusing on recurring bottlenecks
• Develop a series of proposed improvements to address existing and

future demands of the corridor
• Develop multiple improvement concepts for the mainline and system-

to-system connections

5
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Project Study Area
• Entire I-95 corridor within FDOT District 6
• 17.2 Miles, 20 +/- interchanges

• 3 system-to-system interchanges

• Interchanges, influence areas, and ramp
junctions

• General purpose lanes and express lanes

6
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Project Scope of Services

• Interagency Coordination
• Performance Measures
• Data Collection
• Existing Conditions Data Analysis
• Future Traffic Forecasting
• Operations Model Development
• Operational Analysis

• Safety Analysis
• Long-Term Conceptual

Improvement Development
• Environmental Analysis
• Improvement

Evaluation/Prioritization
• Reporting

7
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PAT Meeting Schedule

• Five (5) Meetings throughout the project
• PAT #1 – Kickoff/Existing Conditions – Part 1
• PAT #2 – Existing Conditions – Part 2
• PAT #3 – Conceptual Improvements – Tier 1 Screening
• PAT #4 – Conceptual Improvements – Tier 2 Screening
• PAT #5 – Conceptual Design Plan

8
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Interagency Coordination

• Project advisory team (PAT) meetings
• Presentations to DDA, SEOPW CRA, Omni/Midtown CRA
• Meetings with MPO Committees
• Meetings with Miami-Dade County Commissioners
• Meetings with mayors, city managers, city administrators
• Meetings with other stakeholders

9
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Existing Traffic Conditions – AM Peak Period
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Existing Traffic Conditions – PM Peak Period
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Programmed Improvements
SR 836 Improvements (MDX)
NW 17 Avenue to Midtown

Interchange

I-395 Reconstruction
I-95 to MacArthur Causeway

SR 826 EB to I-95 NB Ramp
Improvement

I-95 Express – Phase II
GGI to South of I-595

12
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Planned Improvements
SW 7/8 Street Interchange

PD&E Study Underway

SR 826  from I-75 to GGI
PD&E Study Completed

Golden Glades Interchange
Improvements Under Desgin

SR 924 East Extension/
Interchange

PD&E Study Completed

Tri-Rail Coastal Link

13
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Concept Development/Evaluation Process
Tier 1 Concepts

Tier 2 Concepts

Initial Corridor
Concepts (2)

Concept 3

• Qualitative Evaluation
• Fatal Flaws

• Qualitative Evaluation
• Macroscopic Quantitative Evaluation
• Segment Alternatives

• Interchange Concepts
• Detailed Evaluation
• VISSIM Operations Analysis
• Costs/Right-of-Way Evaluation

• Interchange Concepts
• Cost/Right-of-Way Evaluation
• Conceptual Plans

14
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Tier 1/Tier 2 Screening

15

Appendix Page 1794 of 7765



W Y N W O O D  B I D  B R I E F I N G  – M A R C H  2 2 ,  2 0 1 9

Tier 1 Concepts
• Identified over 40 different cross section concepts
• Grouped into six (6) types:

• No-Build
• At-Grade Center Express Lanes/Non-Reversible
• At-Grade Center Express Lanes/Unbalanced Reversible
• Elevated Express Lanes/At-Grade General Purpose Lanes
• Tunnel Lanes (Express or General Purpose)
• Combinations of each concept

16
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Tier 1 - No Build Alternative

180’ +/-

17
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Tier 1 - At-Grade Widening
Centered, Non-Reversible Express Lanes

+100’ (+55%)
Number of lanes shown for illustrative purposes only. Note that final laneage to be determined at a later date.

18
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Tier 1 - At-Grade Widening
Centered, Unbalanced Reversible Express Lanes

Number of lanes shown for illustrative purposes only. Note that final laneage to be determined at a later date.

+150’ (+83%)

19
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Number of lanes shown for illustrative purposes only. Note that final laneage to be determined at a later date.

Tier 1 - Elevated/Centered,
Non-Reversible Express Lanes

+20’ (+11%)
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Number of lanes shown for illustrative purposes only. Note that final laneage to be determined at a later date.

Tier  1 - Elevated/Asymmetrical,
Non-Reversible Express Lanes

+20’ (+11%)
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Tier 1 Screening
• Criteria

• Engineering (Traffic, Access, & Constructability)
• Cost (Right-of-Way Area, Construction)
• Environmental (Noise, Lighting, and Viewshed)
• Public Community (Tolling, Right-of-way, Access,

etc.)
• Fatal Flaw Analysis/Screening Results

• Reduced concepts from 40+ options to 14 options

22
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Future 2045 Express Laneage Demand
Location

Southbound Northbound
Express Lanes Express Lanes

Existing 2045 Difference Existing 2045 Difference
S of County Line Road 1 2 1 1 2 1
S of Ives Dairy Road 1 2 1 1 2 1

S of Miami Gardens Drive 2 2 0 2 2 0
South of GGI 1 5 4 1 4 3

S of NW 151st Street 2 4 2 2 4 2
S of NW 135th Street 2 4 2 2 4 2

S of SR 924 2 4 2 2 4 2
S of NW 95th Street 2 4 2 2 4 2

S of SR 934 2 4 2 2 4 2
S of NW 69th Street 2 4 2 2 4 2
S of NW 62nd Street 2 4 2 2 4 2

S of I-195 2 2 0 2 3 1
S of NW 29th Street (New) 0 2 2 2 3 1

S of I-395 0 2 2 0 2 2
S of Miami Connector 0 1 1 0 1 1

S of SW 8th Street 0 1 1 0 1 1
S of SW 26th Street 0 0 0 0 0 0
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Future 2045 General Purpose Laneage Demand
Location

Southbound Northbound
General Purpose Lanes General Purpose Lanes

Existing 2045 Difference Existing 2045 Difference
S of County Line Road 4 4 0 4 4 0
S of Ives Dairy Road 3 4 1 4 4 0

S of Miami Gardens Drive 3 3 0 3 4 1
South of GGI 4 5 1 3 5 2

S of NW 151st Street 4 4 0 3 4 1
S of NW 135th Street 4 4 0 4 4 0

S of SR 924 4 4 0 4 4 0
S of NW 95th Street 4 4 0 4 4 0

S of SR 934 4 4 0 4 4 0
S of NW 69th Street 4 4 0 4 4 0
S of NW 62nd Street 4 4 0 4 4 0

S of I-195 3 5 2 3 4 1
S of NW 29th Street (New) 4 5 1 3 4 1

S of I-395 3 4 1 3 4 1
S of Miami Connector 3 3 0 3 4 1

S of SW 8th Street 2 2 0 3 3 0
S of SW 26th Street 2 2 0 2 2 0

24
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Tier 2 Concepts
1. No-Build
2. At-grade widening, Non-Reversible Center EL

with Hard Barrier
3. At-grade widening, Non-Reversible Center EL

with Virtual Barrier
4. At-grade widening, Non-Reversible

Asymmetrical EL with Hard Barrier
5. At-grade widening, Unbalanced Reversible

Center EL with Hard Barrier
6. At-grade widening, Unbalanced Reversible

Center EL with Virtual Barrier
7. At-grade widening, Unbalanced Reversible

Asymmetrical EL with Hard Barrier

8. At-grade GPL & Elevated/Stacked EL, One Way EL At-
grade & One-Way Elevated

9. At-grade GPL & elevated EL, Two-Way, Non-reversible
EL

10. At-grade GPL & Elevated EL, Two-Way, Unbalanced
Reversible EL

11. At-grade GPL & EL, Unbalanced Reversible Partially
Elevated Center EL with Hard Barrier

12. Tunnel/One-Way EL Tunnel, One-Way At-grade EL
13. Tunnel/Two-Way Non-Reversible Tunnel EL, At-grade

GPL
14. Tunnel/Two-Way Unbalanced Reversible Tunnel EL,

At-grade GPL

25
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Tier 2 Concepts Evaluation Criteria
• Ten (10) weighted evaluation criterion
• 100 points total
• Prioritizes purpose and need of study

Engineering – 55 Points Cost – 30 Points Other Issues – 15 Points

Traffic Safety Access Constructability/
MOT Design Right-

of-Way O&M Construction Community
Cohesion Environmental

15 15 5 15 5 10 10 10 10 5

26

Appendix Page 1805 of 7765



W Y N W O O D  B I D  B R I E F I N G  – M A R C H  2 2 ,  2 0 1 9

#1

Tier 2 Leading Concepts

Concept No. 9

Concept No. 2

Concept No. 8

Cross Section Expansion

84 pts

78.5 pts

Concept No. 3

81 pts

79.5 pts

#4

#3

#2

27
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Project Segmentation
• Corridor divided into five (5) segments:

• Segment 1 – SR 5/US 1/Dixie Hwy to North of I-395/SR 836 (CBD)
• Segment 2 – North of I-395/SR 836 to North of I-195/SR 112 (South)
• Segment 3 – North of I-195/SR 112 to South of GGI (Central)
• Segment 4 – Golden Glades Interchange (GGI)
• Segment 5 – North of GGI to Broward County Line (North)

• Two (2) Leading Tier 2 Alternatives applied to each segment

28
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Study Segment 2

Segments
Study Segment 5

Approx. MP 17.260

MP 0.000

Study Segment 3

Study Segment 4

Study Segment 1

29
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Project Schedule
• Project Advisory Team Meeting #5 – March 2019
• Public Officials Outreach – March to May 2019
• Public Workshops – May 2019
• Conceptual Design Plan Completion – June 2019
• Final Report – August 2019
• PD&E* Advertisement – March 2020
• PD&E* Notice to Proceed – January 2021

30

* PD&E for north section (NW 151 St to Broward County Line).  PD&E for central and south section
programmed for FY 2022.
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Health District/Wynwood Interchange NB Access
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Health District/Wynwood Interchange NB Access
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Health District/Wynwood Interchange SB Access
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Health District/Wynwood Interchange SB Access
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Questions?

35
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Concept 3/Segment 3 - Typical Section

36
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FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION DISTRICT SIX

Wynwood Business Improvement District (BID) Meeting Minutes
Project:

Wynwood Business Improvement District (BID)
Project Manager:

FDOT PM: Ken Jeffries

Purpose of Meeting:
Briefing on the Wynwood Business Improvement District (BID)

Date/Time/Location of hearing:
Friday, March 22, 2019

2751 N. Miami Avenue, Suite 3
Miami, FL 33127

10 a.m.

Attendees:

Consultants:
John McWilliams, P.E. – Kimley-Horn
Ric Katz – Communikatz
Monica Diaz – Infinite Source Communications Group
Alexander Sanchez – Wynwood BID

Media Involvement:
None

Key items discussed:

- Mr. John McWilliams, Consultant PM provided a brief overview of the project, history of the
study, and concepts to improve operations entering the Wynwood District.

- Mr. Alexander Sanchez provided metrics from Miami Parking Authority (MPA) stating the
accountability of 20-25 percent of all parking transactions for the City of Miami and expressed
that the area provides significant revenue to  the City and the proposed interchange is needed.
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Action items:
None

Involvement needed from District Secretary or Directors:
N/A

Other information / notes:
N/A

- Mr. Sanchez inquired what is considered a fatal flaw.
Mr. McWilliams responded and explained a fatal flaw would consist of an idea or a concept not
functioning. He referred to one of the segments and mentioned if 95 became a double-decker
expressway and could not provide the existing access points for the new corridor, that would be
considered a fatal flaw.

- Mr. McWilliams inquired about the capital improvements that are declared by the City of Miami
regarding lane elimination.
Mr. Sanchez mentioned that he met with the City regarding the matter and they will be
postponing lane elimination due to the current project scope of work.

- Mr. Sanchez brought up the linear park on 6th Avenue and asked how this area will be
coordinated with the study.
Mr. McWilliams responded that the linear [ark on 6th Avenue will need to be reevaluated and
discussions with Arquitectonica need to occur as soon as possible. Currently it is understood that
the park is to be completed before the corridor improvements. If this is the case, it will be more
difficult to construct an interchange at this location due to parks being protected under Federal
Law, Section 4F.  Mr. McWilliams recommended representatives from Arquitectonica be present
at the upcoming Project Advisory Team (PAT) meeting.

- Mr. Sanchez inquired about the aesthetics and landscape portion that will come after the
development of the new interchange in this area.
Mr. McWilliams responded with the approach and plan to work with Arquitectonica to help
provide landscape and the aesthetics for the corridor improvement efforts. The team does not
want a lack of communication to lead to throw-away landscape improvements in the future.

- Mr. McWilliams stated the general scope of work for each of the segments include:
o Segment 1: Minor impact and improvements in this area
o Segment 2: Majority of the work is to occur in this area with the addition of access to the

Wynwood neighborhood from I-95
o Segment 3: Flyover Expansion at the Golden Glades Interchange (GGI)
o Segment 4: Express-lane/interchange improvements in the vicinity of Ives Dairy Road and

Miami Gardens Drive

- Mr. Sanchez inquired on how to approach questions asked by other members of the community
after this meeting.
Mr. John McWilliams responded with to please contact the personnel on the fact sheet provided
at the meeting. We will also be providing updates on the meeting.
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PROJECT ADVISORY TEAM MEETING #5
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PROJECT ADVISORY TEAM
MEETING #5
MARCH 27, 2019

P A T  M E E T I N G  N O .  5 – M A R C H  2 7 ,  2 0 1 9

Introductions
• Project Management

• Ken Jeffries – FDOT
• John McWilliams, P.E. – Kimley-Horn

• Planning/Traffic Operations
• Ian Rairden, P.E. – Kimley-Horn
• Gregg Letts, P.E. – C2S

• Design
• Ramon Breton, P.E. – Kimley-Horn
• Mark Bacal, P.E. – Kimley-Horn
• Victor Somohano, P.E. – AECOM
• Bayoan Ortiz, P.E. – AECOM

• Public Involvement
• Ric Katz – Communikatz
• Monica Diaz – ISC Group
• Gerdy St. Louis – ISC Group

2
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Meeting Agenda
• Project Background
• Project Update

• Corridor Concepts 1 and 2
• Cost Risk Analysis/Value Engineering Study (CRAVE)

• Corridor Concept 3
• Analysis Results
• Project Schedule
• Group Input

3
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Project Background

4

Appendix Page 1824 of 7765



3/26/2019

3

P A T  M E E T I N G  N O .  5 – M A R C H  2 7 ,  2 0 1 9

Project Purpose
• Develop and evaluate improvement concepts and perform planning-level

operational analysis
• Evaluate study interchanges, interchange influence areas, and ramp junctions
• Identify deficiencies focusing on recurring bottlenecks
• Develop a series of proposed improvements to address existing and future

demands of the corridor
• Develop improvement concepts for the mainline and system-to-system

connections

5
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Project Study Area
• Entire I-95 corridor within FDOT District 6
• 17.2 Miles, 20 +/- interchanges

• 3 system-to-system interchanges

• Interchanges, influence areas, and ramp
junctions

• General purpose lanes and express lanes

6
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Future 2045 Express Laneage Demand
Location

Southbound Northbound
Express Lanes Express Lanes

Existing 2045 Difference Existing 2045 Difference
S of Broward County Line 1 2 1 1 2 1

S of Ives Dairy Road 1 2 1 1 2 1
S of Miami Gardens Drive 2 2 0 2 2 0

South of GGI 1 5 4 1 4 3
S of NW 151st Street 2 4 2 2 4 2
S of NW 135th Street 2 4 2 2 4 2

S of SR 924 2 4 2 2 4 2
S of NW 95th Street 2 4 2 2 4 2

S of SR 934 2 4 2 2 4 2
S of NW 69th Street 2 4 2 2 4 2
S of NW 62nd Street 2 4 2 2 4 2

S of I-195 2 2 0 2 3 1
S of NW 29th Street (New) 0 2 2 2 3 1

S of I-395 0 2 2 0 2 2
S of Miami Connector 0 1 1 0 1 1

S of SW 8th Street 0 1 1 0 1 1
S of SW 26th Street 0 0 0 0 0 0

7
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Future 2045 General Purpose Laneage Demand
Location

Southbound Northbound
General Purpose Lanes General Purpose Lanes

Existing 2045 Difference Existing 2045 Difference
S of Broward County Line 4 4 0 4 4 0

S of Ives Dairy Road 3 4 1 4 4 0
S of Miami Gardens Drive 3 3 0 3 4 1

South of GGI 4 5 1 3 5 2
S of NW 151st Street 4 4 0 3 4 1
S of NW 135th Street 4 4 0 4 4 0

S of SR 924 4 4 0 4 4 0
S of NW 95th Street 4 4 0 4 4 0

S of SR 934 4 4 0 4 4 0
S of NW 69th Street 4 4 0 4 4 0
S of NW 62nd Street 4 4 0 4 4 0

S of I-195 3 5 2 3 4 1
S of NW 29th Street (New) 4 5 1 3 4 1

S of I-395 3 4 1 3 4 1
S of Miami Connector 3 3 0 3 4 1

S of SW 8th Street 2 2 0 3 3 0
S of SW 26th Street 2 2 0 2 2 0

8
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Concept Development/Evaluation Process
Tier 1 Concepts

Tier 2 Concepts

Initial Corridor
Concepts (2)

Concept 3

• Qualitative Evaluation
• Fatal Flaws

• Qualitative Evaluation
• Macroscopic Quantitative Evaluation
• Segment Alternatives

• Interchange Concepts
• Detailed Evaluation
• VISSIM Operations Analysis
• Costs/Right-of-Way Evaluation

• Interchange Concepts
• Cost/Right-of-Way Evaluation
• Conceptual Plans

9
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#1

Tier 2 Leading Concepts

Potential cross section expansion area.

82 pts

77.5 pts79.5 pts

77.5 pts

#3

#3

#2

10
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Conceptual Alternatives
• Corridor divided into five (5) segments:

• Segment 1 – SR 5/US 1/Dixie Hwy to North of I-395/SR 836 (CBD)
• Segment 2 – North of I-395/SR 836 to North of I-195/SR 112 (South)
• Segment 3 – North of I-195/SR 112 to South of GGI (Central)
• Segment 4 – Golden Glades Interchange (GGI)
• Segment 5 – North of GGI to Broward County Line (North)

• Two (2) Leading Tier 2 concepts applied to each segment
• No typical section for Segment 4 (GGI)

11
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Study Segment 2

Segments
Study Segment 5

Approx. MP 17.260

MP 0.000

Study Segment 3

Study Segment 4

Study Segment 1

12
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Conceptual Corridor Concept 1 and 2
• Segment 1 (CBD) – US-1 to North of I-395

13
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Conceptual Corridor Concept 1
• Segment 2 (South) – North of I-395 to North of I-195

14
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Conceptual Corridor Concept 1
• Segment 3 (Central) – North of I-195 to South of GGI

15
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Conceptual Corridor Concept 1 and 2
• Segment 5 (North) – North of GGI to County Line

16
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Project Update

17
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Corridor Concepts 1 and 2 Summary

18

Segment
Design Features Summary

Corridor Concept 1 Corridor Concept 2

Segment 1 Elevated EL Extension to US 1 at Level 3+ over Miami River
At-Grade EL from SW 8 Street to US 1

Segment 2 Elevated EL, Wynwood Interchange,
C-D System, I-195 EL Connections

At-Grade EL,
I-195 EL Connections

Segment 3 Elevated EL, Interchange Consolidation At-Grade EL, Interchange Consolidation
Segment 4 Elevated EL (Flyover Widening),

SR 826 EL Connections (NB to WB, EB to SB)
Segment 5 At Grade EL

Construction Costs $6.9 Billion $3.4 Billion
Right-of-Way
Acquisition 176 Acres 280 Acres
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Corridor Concepts 1 and 2 - Feedback/Concerns
• Overall construction costs for Concept 1
• Right-of-way acquisition impacts/costs for Concept 2
• Maintenance of traffic (MOT) during construction for

Concept 1
• Potential programmed ‘throw away’ improvements for both

concepts
• Current regional emphasis on transit infrastructure

investments (SMART Plan)

19
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Cost Risk Analysis/Value Engineering (CRAVE) Study
• Conducted May/June 2018
• Estimated risk-loaded cost between $7 and $9 billion
• Identified 32 independent project risks
• Identified 79 potential VE options for project
• Identified 16 final VE recommendations
• Approximate projected cost savings of $2.5 billion

20

Appendix Page 1832 of 7765



3/26/2019

11

P A T  M E E T I N G  N O .  5 – M A R C H  2 7 ,  2 0 1 9

Key CRAVE Study Recommendations
• Eliminate ‘throw away’ programmed improvements
• Consider constructing elevated EL on separate structures on

outside of GPL
• Minimize right-of-way acquisition in Segment 1
• Consider a separate connection from SR 836 EB to SR 970/

Downtown Distributor

21
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CRAVE Study Recommendation Analysis
Additional existing
pavement width

needed for MOT only

Additional potential R/W
for elevated overhang

22
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Corridor Concept 3
Development

23
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Corridor Concept 3 Objectives
• Minimize right-of-way acquisition
• Avoid impacts to programmed improvements where

feasible
• Provide 4’ EL marked buffer

• Reduced footprint vs. hard barrier/shoulders
• Provide I-195 direct access to EL for Miami Beach
• Consolidate closely spaced interchanges
• Apply CRAVE recommendations where possible

24
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Overall Corridor Design Goals – Mainline
• Meet AASHTO standards where feasible
• Add EL capacity (3NB/3SB) from I-195 to GGI (outside

elevated vs. inside at-grade)
• Widen GGI HOV Flyover to (2NB/2SB)
• Provide continuous EL section from GGI to Broward County

(2NB/2SB)
• Harmonize with existing programmed improvements at GGI,

SR 924 East, SW 7th/8th Street, I-395/SR 836
25
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Overall Corridor Design Goals – EL Network
• Construct missing EL direct connections to/from Miami

Beach at I-195 (SB to EB and WB to NB) and to/from SR 826
(NB to WB and EB to SB)

• Maintain existing EL south terminus at south of SR 112/I-195
• Minimize right-of-way acquisition for accommodation of the

EL network

26
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Overall Corridor Design Goals – Interchanges
• Construct interchange (full/partial) at Wynwood/Health District in

proximity to NW 29th Street
• Improve Downtown area ramps where feasible
• Consolidate/Eliminate interchanges where feasible
• Improve remaining corridor interchanges while minimizing right-

of-way acquisition

27
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Segment 1 Design Features
• No mainline capacity improvements
• Match SW 7th/8th Street interchange PD&E concepts
• Match programmed I-395/SR 836 improvements
• Interchange improvements at Rickenbacker Causeway

on-ramp, SR 970/Downtown Distributor
• Maintain SR 970/Downtown Distributor ramps as

elevated
• Address geometric deficiencies where feasible

28
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Segment 2 Design Features
• No mainline capacity improvements
• Incorporate 4’ EL/GPL striped buffer
• New Wynwood/Health District (NW 29th Street)

interchange
• Utilize existing I-95 NB braided flyover ramp footprint

• Major interchange improvements at I-195/SR 112
• New direct EL connections to/from I-195 (SB to EB/WB to

NB)
• Address geometric deficiencies where feasible

29
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Health District/Wynwood Interchange NB Access

30
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Proposed New Interchange Movements (I-95 Egress)
Proposed New Interchange Movements (I-95 Ingress)

EL
GPL
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Health District/Wynwood Interchange NB Access
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Health District/Wynwood Interchange SB Access
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Health District/Wynwood Interchange SB Access
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Segment 3 Design Features
• At-grade widening to provide for 3 ELs in each direction
• Incorporate 4’ EL/GPL striped buffer
• Minimize impacts to SR 924 East PD&E concept
• Interchange improvements where cost feasible
• Eliminate NW 69th Street interchange
• Consolidate closely spaced interchanges

• C-D system from NW 95th Street to NW 135th Street/Opa-Locka
Boulevard

34
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Corridor Concept 3/Segment 3 - Typical Section

35
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Segment 4 Design Features
• Widen EL flyover to provide 2 ELs in each direction*
• Match GGI planned/programmed improvements
• Minimize ‘throw away’ GGI improvements
• New direct EL connections to/from SR 826 (NB to WB/

EB to SB)
• Interchange ramp improvements where cost feasible

and not currently programmed
*Feasibility currently under detailed evaluation

36
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Segment 5 Design Features
• At-grade widening to provide for continuous 2 ELs in

each direction
• Interchange improvements at Miami Gardens Drive and

Ives Dairy Road (DDI)
• Improve GPL SB merge area at Ives Dairy Road
• Address geometric deficiencies where feasible

37
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Concept 3 Design Features

38

Segment No. Mainline EL Network Connections Interchanges

Segment 1 Minimal Geometric
Improvements N/A Minor Improvements to Rickenbacker

Causeway and SR 970

Segment 2 New 4’ EL Buffer I-195 EL Connections New full Wynwood interchange

Segment 3 Additional EL (3+3) N/A
Consolidate some interchanges from NW 95
Street to NW 135 Street via frontage roads;

Eliminate NW 69 Street interchange

Segment 4 Additional EL (3+3) New SR 826 EL Connections
(NB to WB + EB to SB) N/A

Segment 5 Continuous EL (2+2) N/A Reconfiguration at Miami Gardens Drive
and at Ives Dairy Road (DDI)

Construction
Costs $2.3 Billion

ROW Acquisition ~99 Acres
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Corridor Concept 3 Cost/Right-of-Way Estimate

39

Segment No.
Preliminary

Construction
Cost Estimate

Preliminary
Right-of-Way

Needs Estimate
1 $353 Million < 1 Acre
2 $634 Million 10.2 Acres
3 $932 Million 85.0 Acres
4 $175 Million 2.3 Acres
5 $218 Million < 1 Acre

Total $2.3 Billion ~99 Acres
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Construction Cost/Right-of-Way Comparison

Concept
Preliminary

Construction
Cost Estimate

Preliminary
Right-of-Way Needs

Estimate
1 $6.9 Billion 176 Acres
2 $3.4 Billion 280 Acres
3 $2.3 Billion 99 Acres

40
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Overall Corridor Concept Comparison

Corridor
Concept

Capacity/Safety
Improvement

Community
Impacts

Construction
Costs

Right-of-
Way Needs

1 High High High Medium

2 High High Medium High

3 Medium Low Low Low

41
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Analysis Results
• Year 2045 capacity needs along corridor are substantial even with

regional transit investment
• Future improvements must balance capacity needs, community

impacts, and fiscal constraints
• Corridor Concepts 1 and 2 more fully address capacity/safety

improvements, but cause substantial community impacts and require
significant funding

• Corridor Concept 3 provides moderate capacity improvement and
addresses safety issues while reducing community impacts/overall
costs

42
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Project Schedule
• Project Advisory Team Meeting #5 – March 2019
• Public Officials Outreach – March to May 2019
• Public Workshops – May 2019
• Conceptual Design Plan Completion – June 2019
• Final Report – August 2019
• PD&E* Advertisement – March 2020
• PD&E* Notice to Proceed – January 2021

43

* PD&E for north section (NW 151 St to Broward County Line).  PD&E for central and south section
programmed for FY 2022
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Comments/Questions?

44
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FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION DISTRICT SIX

I-95 Corridor Planning Study (PAT #5) – Meeting Minutes
Project:

I-95 Corridor Planning Study
Project Manager:

FDOT Project Manager: Ken Jeffries

Purpose of Meeting:
I-95 Corridor Planning Study Project Advisory Team briefing

Date/Time/Location of hearing:
Wednesday, March 27, 2019

Miami Shores Recreation Complex Community Center
9617 Park Drive

Miami Shores, FL 33138
10:30 a.m. to 12 p.m.

Attendees:
FDOT Staff:
Ken Jeffries– District Six
Javier Rodriguez – District Six
Alejandro Motta – District Six

FDOT Consultants:
John McWilliams, P.E. – Kimley-Horn
Ramon Breton – Kimley-Horn
Ric Katz – Communikatz
Carlos Garcia – ISC PR Group
Bayoan R. Ortiz – AECOM
Victor Songofiano – AECOM
Monica Diaz – ISC PR Group
Andre Souza – ISC PR Group
Walna Calixte – ISC PR Group

PAT Members:
See attached sign in sheet

Media Involvement:
None
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Key items discussed:

- Mr. Jeffries, FDOT District Six Project Manager (PM) and Mr. John McWilliams, FDOT Consultant
PM provided a brief overview of the I-95 Corridor Planning Study, and concepts to improve
operations along the corridor.

- An attendee inquired if the TPO reflected the Strategic Miami Rapid Transit (SMART) plan,
because the model is being shown with a decrease in demand for singular moving vehicles.

Mr. McWilliams responded the 2040 model was not tested with or without transit. What was
considered was that transit was in the model and it reflected the projections that were made.
He provided an example and explained if all transit was running completely full at capacity
during the peak periods, how would that translate to a series of lanes. As a result, he stated,
with the transit plans that were drafted, the study shows that residents were still making
conscious choices to use their own vehicles as transportation for I-95. The model also shows
vehicle miles increasing by 27% leading with the 2015 to 2045 model.

- An attendee inquired if the 2045 model will factor in autonomous vehicles.

Mr. McWilliams responded that the coordination is ongoing for autonomous vehicles in the
future. This may result in the need for the project to be adjusted during the Project
Development & Environmental phases and how quickly that comes online.

- An attendee commented that autonomous vehicles would need more capacity for ramps for
loading and possibly would need evaluation in the future.

- An attendee inquired which corridors are going to be considered in 2045 based on growth
trends.

Mr. McWilliams responded they intend to investigate the 2040 and 2045 future growth trends
between the base model and the current model.

- An attendee also inquired if there is a transit alternative in the concept.

Mr. McWilliams responded that the corridor currently has Bus Rapid Transit (BRT)/Express Bus
service using the express lanes and the service is really limited due to congestion throughout
the corridor. He further stated in various cross sections; the express lanes can continue to be
the “Hybrid BRT Lanes.” In two of the concepts, the shoulder width is much wider and could
potentially be designated BRT Lanes. The acknowledgement for BRT is there and it is
recognized, but only in terms of rubber-tired buses on the system. He continued by explaining
that the Downtown link starting with Tri-Rail would potentially become a competing service.
Any service FDOT provides along the corridor would essentially be replicating what Tri-Rail
created as part of the Downtown service.

- An attendee also inquired about the BRT entrance and exit ramps and how it differs from the
Tri-Rail entrance and exits. The traveling times, the marketing, the schedules are all different.
The attendee inquired if these factors were considered in the plan for mass transit throughout
the corridor.
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Mr. McWilliams agreed that BRT operations differ from Express bus operations. However, the
proposed Express lane improvements would benefit either operation.  He reiterated that the
proposed Tri-Rail Downtown Link would essentially be providing the service that is being
described.

- An attendee inquired if the average vehicle occupancy will be higher in 2045 than what it is now.

Mr. McWilliams mentioned that this information would be part of the TPO’s model and further
information can be obtained from the TPO if desired.

- An attendee inquired about the if lowering the ramps near the Miami River would be possible at
the Downtown Distributor.

Mr. McWilliams responded that the elimination of the improvements near the Miami River is
because some of the entrance and exit ramps are not to current standards. The drawing reflects
the current plan for the PD&E stages.  A portion of the ramps would need to remain elevated to
meet the clearances required over the Miami River.

- An attendee inquired if the access points by the River will be made available to BRT and mass
transit.

Mr. McWilliams responded with the comparison of Concept 1 and 2. When creating the curvature
of the ramps near the river, the plans were colliding with the new high-rise buildings that were
recently built. Currently there is a PD&E for on I-95 by 7 and 8 Street to re-build the interchange
to improve those access points. Alongside those efforts, FDOT is also matching what those
improvements are going to be. The drawing reflects the current concept during PD&E and it will
change as time goes on.

- An attendee inquired if there will be any special accommodations made for transit and BRT to
access downtown.

Mr. McWilliams explained this is not being considered at this time since the project is in its early
planning phase. However, once the project moves into its next phase, PD&E, those issues will be
evaluated. Initial Concept 1 and 2 provided direct Express lane access to Downtown that would
be used by the existing Express bus service.

- An attendee inquired what it meant to “lower the ramp.”

Mr. McWilliams explained it meant elevation. The downtown distributor ramps were asked to be
brought at-grade faster than planned, since that is a long-time desire for the locals of Downtown.
He further explained that the river is a controlling point for a lot of ramps coming from the south,
therefore, bringing the distributor ramps down and meeting the elevation and slope
requirements resulted to not accommodate this request. There is no alternative to bring them
down faster than what they do today.

- An attendee inquired if the lowering of the ramps will affect the parking lots underneath them.

Mr. McWilliams confirmed that the parking lots will not be affected by the proposed concept
since the ramps are proposed to remain elevated.
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- An attendee inquired if there will be any consideration for lighting under the ramps. Currently,
the lighting is either not working or very dim and it is a safety issue. In addition, this attendee
asked if the project also includes light-emitting diode (LED) lighting or adequate lighting for
pedestrians walking on the sidewalk.

Mr. McWilliams stated that the comment sounds more of a near term project compared to this
project, which is just now entering its PD&E phases. Mr. McWilliams recommended taking his
comments and concerns to FDOT, which will then lead to coordinate a far quicker turnaround to
address those concerns. As far as this project is concerned, replacing all lights with LED lighting at
our traffic intersections and pedestrian crosswalks that are signalized is part of the plan. This also
includes the upgrade of the lighting system statewide.

- An attendee inquired if in Segment 2, the areas under the ramps along NW 6 Avenue will be
affected.

Ms. McWilliams responded yes. Currently there is a rough concept and estimate. He further
explained that right now, NW 6 Avenue is a surface street, and in the future, it will be to be
incorporated with the off ramp to NW 29 Street as a one-way northbound street.

- An attendee inquired if there is any plan with eminent domain or any purchasing of property to
make this happen.

Mr. McWilliams responded that the team identified properties that will be needed to implement
the proposed concept.  In terms of the mechanism, that is something that the PD&E study will
handle in 2021. Right now, he explained, the project is in its initial in its Planning Phase, and the
objective is to try to address the magnitude of the corridor and those affected.

- An attendee inquired what would be the impacts taking the northbound on-ramp to 95 for public
school transit.

Mr. McWilliams responded that no impacts are expected in that area. What is stated currently in
the plans, FDOT will be able to accomplish everything within the current right-of-way.

- An attendee inquired if NW 7 Avenue was considered for this project instead of utilizing NW 6
Avenue.

Mr. McWilliams responded that NW 7 Avenue was far too west and takes away much more
properties to utilize it as a frontage road. The goal is to minimize right-of-way impacts.

-  An attendee commented that City of Miami has improvements along NE 29 Street and the local
government needs to address the concerns at a grander level, to ensure that this plan does
continue forward.

Mr. McWilliams explained that this is a new interchange, and they current only have existing
interchange traffic volumes (current and future year) as part of the study. Currently, the project
team is modeling this concept to help determine if the demand would be at this location. He
further explained that the current concept for NE 29 Street and NE 32 Street does not show any
additional east and westbound lanes at the interchange. Additional laneage may be required
after the modeling is complete. It is also shown that this corridor needs to be restructured.
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Action Items:
None

Involvement Needed from District Secretary or Directors:
N/A

Other Information / Notes:
N/A

- An attendee inquired if the projects being construction in 2045 will also consider similar
interchanges similar to the Golden Glades Interchange (GGI) reconstruction.

Mr. McWilliams responded that as of right now the focus is I-95; however, this project is
providing a significant look-ahead for some of the interchange improvements that are and will be
needed in the future.

- Mr. Collin Worth of the City of Miami recommended the project team consider coordinating with
the school (Jose De Diego Middle School) located near NW 6 Avenue and consider any impacts
the project will have on this facility.
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ELECTED OFFICIALS BRIEFING
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Project Purpose
• Develop and evaluate improvement concepts and perform planning-level

operational analysis
• Evaluate study interchanges, interchange influence areas, and ramp junctions
• Identify deficiencies focusing on recurring bottlenecks
• Develop a series of proposed improvements to address existing and future

demands of the corridor
• Develop improvement concepts for the mainline and system-to-system

connections

2
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E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

Project Study Area
• Entire I-95 corridor within FDOT District 6
• 17.2 Miles, 20 +/- interchanges

• 3 system-to-system interchanges

• Interchanges, influence areas, and ramp
junctions

• General purpose lanes and express lanes

3
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E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

FDOT Project Development Process

Planning/Pre-
PD&E

Project
Development

and Environment
Study

Design/Right-of-
Way Acquisition Construction

Develop initial
concepts ,engage
public, estimate
costs/impacts

Refine concepts,
engage public, define
costs/impacts,  and

identify final concept

Prepare surveys,
design plans & right-

of-way plan, and
engage public

Phased
implementation,

maintenance of traffic,
public engagement

Planning Study
Completion Date:

August 2019

PD&Es
programmed for

2021/2022

Phase not
currently

programmed

Phase not
currently

programmed

4
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E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

Study Results
• Year 2045 capacity needs along corridor are substantial even with

regional transit investment
• Future improvements must balance capacity needs, community

impacts, and fiscal constraints
• Concepts that fully address capacity/safety improvements, but cause

substantial community impacts and require significant funding
• Final Concept provides moderate capacity improvement and

addresses safety issues while reducing community impacts/overall
costs

5
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E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

Study Segment 2

Segments
Study Segment 5

Approx. MP 17.260

MP 0.000

Study Segment 3

Study Segment 4

Study Segment 1

6
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E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

Segment 3 - Typical Section

7

SB General Purpose Lanes (GPL) Express Lanes (EL) NB General Purpose Lanes (GPL)
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E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

Planning Concept Design Features

8

Segment No. Mainline EL Network Connections Interchanges

Segment 1 Minimal Geometric
Improvements N/A Minor Improvements to Rickenbacker

Causeway and SR 970

Segment 2 New 4’ EL Buffer I-195 EL Connections New full Wynwood interchange

Segment 3 Additional EL (3+3) N/A
Consolidate some interchanges from NW 95
Street to NW 135 Street via frontage roads;

Eliminate NW 69 Street interchange

Segment 4 Additional EL (3+3) New SR 826 EL Connections
(NB to WB + EB to SB) N/A

Segment 5 Continuous EL (2+2) N/A Reconfiguration at Miami Gardens Drive
and at Ives Dairy Road (DDI)

Construction
Costs $2.3 Billion

ROW Acquisition ~99 Acres

Appendix Page 1859 of 7765



E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

Planning Concept Cost/Right-of-Way Estimate

9

Segment No.
Preliminary

Construction
Cost Estimate

Preliminary
Right-of-Way

Needs Estimate
1 $353 Million < 1 Acre
2 $634 Million 10.2 Acres
3 $932 Million 85.0 Acres
4 $175 Million 2.3 Acres
5 $218 Million < 1 Acre

Total $2.3 Billion ~99 Acres
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E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

Project Schedule
• Three (3) Public Workshops – May 2019

• Segments 1 & 2
• Segment 3
• Segments 4 & 5

• Final Report – August 2019
• PD&E* Advertisement – March 2020
• PD&E* Notice to Proceed – January 2021

10

* PD&E for north section (NW 151 St to Broward County Line).  PD&E for central and south section
programmed for FY 2022
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E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

Comments/Questions?

11
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FORM SHOULD BE COMPLETED AND SENT BY E-MAIL TO DISTRICT SECRETARY, 
DIRECTORS AND PUBLIC INFORMATION OFFICER.  IT SHOULD BE SUBMITTED 
THE SAME DAY OF THE MEETING (OR AT LATEST THE FOLLOWING MORNING). 
 
Purpose of meeting: 

Briefing on I-95 Corridor Planning Study 
 
Date/Time/Location of meeting: 

April 10, 2019/2:30 PM/200 S. Biscayne Blvd, Suite 2929, Miami, FL 33131 
 
Elected or Public Official attendees: 

Alyce M. Robertson – DDA Executive Director 
 
Other attendees: 

Ken Jeffries – FDOT District 6 Planning Manager 
John McWilliams – FDOT Consultant/Kimley-Horn 
Ric Katz – FDOT Consultant/Communikatz 
Carlos Garcia – FDOT Consultant/Infinite Source Communications Group  
Patrice Gillespie Smith – DDA Planning, Design & Transportation Senior Manager 
Lawrence Young – DDA Planning, Design & Transportation 
Kathyrn Angleton – DDA Research & GIS 

 
Media involvement: 

N/A 
 
Key items discussed: 

- I-95 Planning Study 
- Impact of Turnpike MDX Merger 
- Mode split and autonomous vehicle capacity improvements 
- Expected reduction in Express Bus ridership with commencement of Downtown link 
- Converting drivers to transit users 
- Florida Statue as it relates to car accidents and how it impacts traffic 
- Projected impact to the Golden Glades Interchange 
- Exploring acquisitions via Value Engineering Studies  
- I-395 Signature Bridge lacking a continuation of the bus lane 
- System to system connection via Express Lanes 
- Texas U-turns 
- Pedestrian experience where the street meets the ramp 
- Mandatory Drivers Education/Enforcement/Signage Literacy 
- DDA’s master plan to eliminate ramps 

 

Florida Department of Transportation 
District Six 

 
Elected or Public Official Meeting 

Follow-up Summary 
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- Tunnel Project 

 
Action items: 

- FDOT Consultant/Kimley-Horn to provide DDA with mode split factual amount.  
- FDOT Consultant/Kimley-Horn to provide DDA with capacity information for the NW 8 exit.  
- FDOT District 6 planning manager to review SE 2 Avenue on-ramp to I-95 as it relates to continuous  
   pedestrian problems. 
- FDOT District 6 planning manager to review structure near the ramp to SE 2 Avenue for visible     
  structure damage. 

 
Involvement needed from District Secretary or Directors: 

None. 
 
Other information / notes: 

None. 
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CITY OF NORTH MIAMI PROJECT BRIEFING

Appendix Page 1865 of 7765



E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

ELECTED OFFICIALS BRIEFING
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E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

Project Purpose
• Develop and evaluate improvement concepts and perform planning-level

operational analysis
• Evaluate study interchanges, interchange influence areas, and ramp junctions
• Identify deficiencies focusing on recurring bottlenecks
• Develop a series of proposed improvements to address existing and future

demands of the corridor
• Develop improvement concepts for the mainline and system-to-system

connections

2
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E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

Project Study Area
• Entire I-95 corridor within FDOT District 6
• 17.2 Miles, 20 +/- interchanges

• 3 system-to-system interchanges

• Interchanges, influence areas, and ramp
junctions

• General purpose lanes and express lanes

3
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E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

FDOT Project Development Process

Planning/Pre-
PD&E

Project
Development

and Environment
Study

Design/Right-of-
Way Acquisition Construction

Develop initial
concepts ,engage
public, estimate
costs/impacts

Refine concepts,
engage public, define
costs/impacts,  and

identify final concept

Prepare surveys,
design plans & right-

of-way plan, and
engage public

Phased
implementation,

maintenance of traffic,
public engagement

Planning Study
Completion Date:

August 2019

PD&Es
programmed for

2021/2022

Phase not
currently

programmed

Phase not
currently

programmed

4
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E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

Study Results
• Year 2045 capacity needs along corridor are substantial even with

regional transit investment
• Future improvements must balance capacity needs, community

impacts, and fiscal constraints
• Concepts that fully address capacity/safety improvements, but cause

substantial community impacts and require significant funding
• Final Concept provides moderate capacity improvement and

addresses safety issues while reducing community impacts/overall
costs

5
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E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

Study Segment 2

Segments
Study Segment 5

Approx. MP 17.260

MP 0.000

Study Segment 3

Study Segment 4

Study Segment 1

6
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E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

Segment 3 - Typical Section

7

SB General Purpose Lanes (GPL) Express Lanes (EL) NB General Purpose Lanes (GPL)
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E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

Planning Concept Design Features

8

Segment No. Mainline EL Network Connections Interchanges

Segment 1 Minimal Geometric
Improvements N/A Minor Improvements to Rickenbacker

Causeway and SR 970

Segment 2 New 4’ EL Buffer I-195 EL Connections New full Wynwood interchange

Segment 3 Additional EL (3+3) N/A
Consolidate some interchanges from NW 95
Street to NW 135 Street via frontage roads;

Eliminate NW 69 Street interchange

Segment 4 Additional EL (3+3) New SR 826 EL Connections
(NB to WB + EB to SB) N/A

Segment 5 Continuous EL (2+2) N/A Reconfiguration at Miami Gardens Drive
and at Ives Dairy Road (DDI)

Construction
Costs $2.3 Billion

ROW Acquisition ~99 Acres
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E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

Planning Concept Cost/Right-of-Way Estimate

9

Segment No.
Preliminary

Construction
Cost Estimate

Preliminary
Right-of-Way

Needs Estimate
1 $353 Million < 1 Acre
2 $634 Million 10.2 Acres
3 $932 Million 85.0 Acres
4 $175 Million 2.3 Acres
5 $218 Million < 1 Acre

Total $2.3 Billion ~99 Acres
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E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

Project Schedule
• Three (3) Public Workshops – May 2019

• Segments 1 & 2
• Segment 3
• Segments 4 & 5

• Final Report – August 2019
• PD&E* Advertisement – March 2020
• PD&E* Notice to Proceed – January 2021

10

* PD&E for north section (NW 151 St to Broward County Line).  PD&E for central and south section
programmed for FY 2022
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E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

Comments/Questions?

11
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Florida Department of Transportation 
District Six 

 
Elected or Public Official Meeting 

Follow-up Summary 
 

 

 
 
FORM SHOULD BE COMPLETED AND SENT BY E-MAIL TO DISTRICT SECRETARY, 
DIRECTORS AND PUBLIC INFORMATION OFFICER.  IT SHOULD BE SUBMITTED 
THE SAME DAY OF THE MEETING (OR AT LATEST THE FOLLOWING MORNING). 
 
Purpose of meeting: 
Briefing on I-95 Corridor Planning Study 
 
Date/Time/Location of meeting: 
April 11, 2019/3:00 PM/City of North Miami City Hall/776 Northeast 125 Street - 2nd Floor 

North Miami, FL 33161 
 
Elected or Public Official attendees: 
Mayor Smith Joseph – City of North Miami  
 
Other attendees: 
Ken Jeffries – FDOT District 6 Planning Manager  
John McWilliams – FDOT Consultant/Kimley-Horn 
Ric Katz – FDOT Consultant/Communikatz 
Carlos Garcia – FDOT Consultant/Infinite Source Communications Group 
 
Media involvement: 
N/A 
 
Key items discussed: 
- I-95 Corridor Planning Study Results/Plan 
- Construction commencement on the NE 135 St medians 
- Potential for reversible lanes along I-95 - explained that volumes do not support operation. 
- Potential right-of-way acquisition along I-95 corridor for proposed widening.

 
Action items: 
FDOT planning manager to provide Mayor Joseph with update for construction commencement on NE 
135 street medians. 
 
Involvement needed from District Secretary or Directors: 
None. 
 
Other information / notes: 
Contacts for future outreach – Eunicia Baker, City of North Miami PIO, Ebaker@northmiamifl.gov – 
Kassandra Timothe, City of North Miami PIO, Ktimothe@northmiamifl.gov – Rosenny Augustine, City of 
North Miami Constituent Service Coordinator, raugustine@northmiamifl.gov 

Appendix Page 1877 of 7765

mailto:Ebaker@northmiamifl.gov
mailto:Ktimothe@northmiamifl.gov


APPENDIX R
MIAMI-DADE COUNTY COMMISSION DISTRICT 7 (COMMISSIONER SUAREZ)

PROEJCT BRIEFING

Appendix Page 1878 of 7765



Appendix Page 1879 of 7765



E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

ELECTED OFFICIALS BRIEFING
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E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

Project Purpose
• Develop and evaluate improvement concepts and perform planning-level

operational analysis
• Evaluate study interchanges, interchange influence areas, and ramp junctions
• Identify deficiencies focusing on recurring bottlenecks
• Develop a series of proposed improvements to address existing and future

demands of the corridor
• Develop improvement concepts for the mainline and system-to-system

connections

2
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E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

Project Study Area
• Entire I-95 corridor within FDOT District 6
• 17.2 Miles, 20 +/- interchanges

• 3 system-to-system interchanges

• Interchanges, influence areas, and ramp
junctions

• General purpose lanes and express lanes

3
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E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

FDOT Project Development Process

Planning/Pre-
PD&E

Project
Development

and Environment
Study

Design/Right-of-
Way Acquisition Construction

Develop initial
concepts ,engage
public, estimate
costs/impacts

Refine concepts,
engage public, define
costs/impacts,  and

identify final concept

Prepare surveys,
design plans & right-

of-way plan, and
engage public

Phased
implementation,

maintenance of traffic,
public engagement

Planning Study
Completion Date:

August 2019

PD&Es
programmed for

2021/2022

Phase not
currently

programmed

Phase not
currently

programmed

4
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E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

Study Results
• Year 2045 capacity needs along corridor are substantial even with

regional transit investment
• Future improvements must balance capacity needs, community

impacts, and fiscal constraints
• Concepts that fully address capacity/safety improvements, but cause

substantial community impacts and require significant funding
• Final Concept provides moderate capacity improvement and

addresses safety issues while reducing community impacts/overall
costs

5
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E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

Study Segment 2

Segments
Study Segment 5

Approx. MP 17.260

MP 0.000

Study Segment 3

Study Segment 4

Study Segment 1

6
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E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

Segment 3 - Typical Section

7

SB General Purpose Lanes (GPL) Express Lanes (EL) NB General Purpose Lanes (GPL)
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E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

Planning Concept Design Features

8

Segment No. Mainline EL Network Connections Interchanges

Segment 1 Minimal Geometric
Improvements N/A Minor Improvements to Rickenbacker

Causeway and SR 970

Segment 2 New 4’ EL Buffer I-195 EL Connections New full Wynwood interchange

Segment 3 Additional EL (3+3) N/A
Consolidate some interchanges from NW 95
Street to NW 135 Street via frontage roads;

Eliminate NW 69 Street interchange

Segment 4 Additional EL (3+3) New SR 826 EL Connections
(NB to WB + EB to SB) N/A

Segment 5 Continuous EL (2+2) N/A Reconfiguration at Miami Gardens Drive
and at Ives Dairy Road (DDI)

Construction
Costs $2.3 Billion

ROW Acquisition ~99 Acres
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E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

Planning Concept Cost/Right-of-Way Estimate

9

Segment No.
Preliminary

Construction
Cost Estimate

Preliminary
Right-of-Way

Needs Estimate
1 $353 Million < 1 Acre
2 $634 Million 10.2 Acres
3 $932 Million 85.0 Acres
4 $175 Million 2.3 Acres
5 $218 Million < 1 Acre

Total $2.3 Billion ~99 Acres
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E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

Project Schedule
• Three (3) Public Workshops – May 2019

• Segments 1 & 2
• Segment 3
• Segments 4 & 5

• Final Report – August 2019
• PD&E* Advertisement – March 2020
• PD&E* Notice to Proceed – January 2021

10

* PD&E for north section (NW 151 St to Broward County Line).  PD&E for central and south section
programmed for FY 2022
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E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

Comments/Questions?

11
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Florida Department of Transportation
District Six

Elected or Public Official Meeting
Follow-up Summary

FORM SHOULD BE COMPLETED AND SENT BY E-MAIL TO DISTRICT SECRETARY,
DIRECTORS AND PUBLIC INFORMATION OFFICER.  IT SHOULD BE SUBMITTED
THE SAME DAY OF THE MEETING (OR AT LATEST THE FOLLOWING MORNING).

Purpose of meeting:
Briefing on I-95 Corridor Planning Study

Date/Time/Location of meeting:
April 16, 2019/2 p.m./111 NW 1 Street, Suite 220, Miami, FL 33128

Elected or Public Official attendees:
Roger C. Pou- Legislative Aide for Commissioner Xavier Suarez
David A. Leyte-Vidal- Commission Aide for Commissioner Xavier Suarez

Other attendees:
Shereen Yee Fong – FDOT District Six
John McWilliams – FDOT Consultant/Kimley-Horn
Ric Katz – FDOT Consultant/Communikatz
Carlos Garcia – FDOT Consultant/Infinite Source Communications Group

Media involvement:
N/A

Key items discussed:
- I-95 Corridor Planning Study results/plan
- Operational Improvements
- Commissioner’s position on Express Lanes- Opposed
-Long-term plan for Express Lane Network implementation
- Traffic related issues Express Lanes addressed
-Express Lane revenue data
-Planned Project Development & Environmental (PD&E) studies
-Express Lanes Policy evolution
-Directional traffic and the potential for reversible lanes along I-95-explained that volume does not
support operation
-Acquisitions/Eminent Domain
-Percentage of project costs due to Express Lane improvements versus other improvements

Action items:
- FDOT Consultant/Kimley-Horn to provide Commissioner Suarez’s team with revenue data regarding
Express Lane tolling
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- FDOT Consultant/Kimley-Horn to provide Commissioner Suarez’s team with breakdown of Residential
vs Non-Residential properties impacted by acquisitions
-FDOT Consultant/Kimley-Horn to provide Commissioner Suarez’s team with percentage of project costs
due to Express Lanes

Involvement needed from District Secretary or Directors:
None.

Other information / notes:
None.
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APPENDIX S
MIAMI-DADE COUNTY COMMISSION – DISTRICT 5 (COMMISSIONER HEYMAN)

PROJECT BRIEFING
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E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

ELECTED OFFICIALS BRIEFING
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E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

Project Purpose
• Develop and evaluate improvement concepts and perform planning-level

operational analysis
• Evaluate study interchanges, interchange influence areas, and ramp junctions
• Identify deficiencies focusing on recurring bottlenecks
• Develop a series of proposed improvements to address existing and future

demands of the corridor
• Develop improvement concepts for the mainline and system-to-system

connections

2
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E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

Project Study Area
• Entire I-95 corridor within FDOT District 6
• 17.2 Miles, 20 +/- interchanges

• 3 system-to-system interchanges

• Interchanges, influence areas, and ramp
junctions

• General purpose lanes and express lanes

3
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E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

FDOT Project Development Process

Planning/Pre-
PD&E

Project
Development

and Environment
Study

Design/Right-of-
Way Acquisition Construction

Develop initial
concepts ,engage
public, estimate
costs/impacts

Refine concepts,
engage public, define
costs/impacts,  and

identify final concept

Prepare surveys,
design plans & right-

of-way plan, and
engage public

Phased
implementation,

maintenance of traffic,
public engagement

Planning Study
Completion Date:

August 2019

PD&Es
programmed for

2021/2022

Phase not
currently

programmed

Phase not
currently

programmed

4
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E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

Study Results
• Year 2045 capacity needs along corridor are substantial even with

regional transit investment
• Future improvements must balance capacity needs, community

impacts, and fiscal constraints
• Concepts that fully address capacity/safety improvements, but cause

substantial community impacts and require significant funding
• Final Concept provides moderate capacity improvement and

addresses safety issues while reducing community impacts/overall
costs

5
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E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

Study Segment 2

Segments
Study Segment 5

Approx. MP 17.260

MP 0.000

Study Segment 3

Study Segment 4

Study Segment 1

6
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E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

Segment 3 - Typical Section

7

SB General Purpose Lanes (GPL) Express Lanes (EL) NB General Purpose Lanes (GPL)
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E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

Planning Concept Design Features

8

Segment No. Mainline EL Network Connections Interchanges

Segment 1 Minimal Geometric
Improvements N/A Minor Improvements to Rickenbacker

Causeway and SR 970

Segment 2 New 4’ EL Buffer I-195 EL Connections New full Wynwood interchange

Segment 3 Additional EL (3+3) N/A
Consolidate some interchanges from NW 95
Street to NW 135 Street via frontage roads;

Eliminate NW 69 Street interchange

Segment 4 Additional EL (3+3) New SR 826 EL Connections
(NB to WB + EB to SB) N/A

Segment 5 Continuous EL (2+2) N/A Reconfiguration at Miami Gardens Drive
and at Ives Dairy Road (DDI)

Construction
Costs $2.3 Billion

ROW Acquisition ~99 Acres
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E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

Planning Concept Cost/Right-of-Way Estimate

9

Segment No.
Preliminary

Construction
Cost Estimate

Preliminary
Right-of-Way

Needs Estimate
1 $353 Million < 1 Acre
2 $634 Million 10.2 Acres
3 $932 Million 85.0 Acres
4 $175 Million 2.3 Acres
5 $218 Million < 1 Acre

Total $2.3 Billion ~99 Acres
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E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

Project Schedule
• Three (3) Public Workshops – May 2019

• Segments 1 & 2
• Segment 3
• Segments 4 & 5

• Final Report – August 2019
• PD&E* Advertisement – March 2020
• PD&E* Notice to Proceed – January 2021

10

* PD&E for north section (NW 151 St to Broward County Line).  PD&E for central and south section
programmed for FY 2022
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Comments/Questions?

11
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Florida Department of Transportation
District Six

Elected or Public Official Meeting
Follow-up Summary

FORM SHOULD BE COMPLETED AND SENT BY E-MAIL TO DISTRICT SECRETARY,
DIRECTORS AND PUBLIC INFORMATION OFFICER.  IT SHOULD BE SUBMITTED
THE SAME DAY OF THE MEETING (OR AT LATEST THE FOLLOWING MORNING).

Purpose of meeting:
Briefing on the I-95 Corridor Planning Study

Date/Time/Location of meeting:
April 18, 2019/1:30 p.m./111 NW 1 Street Suite 220, Miami, FL 33128

Elected or Public Official attendees:
Commissioner Sally A. Heyman

Other attendees:
Margie A. Robinson – Commissioner Aide
Danielle Mejia – Commissioner Aide
Kenneth Jeffries – FDOT District Six Project Manager
John McWilliams – FDOT Consultant/Kimley-Horn
Ric Katz – FDOT Consultant/Communikatz
Carlos Garcia – FDOT Consultant/Infinite Source Communications Group

Media involvement:
N/A

Key items discussed:
- I-95 Corridor Planning Study results/plan
-Expressed constituents concerns of transportation related issues due to lack of services
-Expressed concerns with limited bus service and declining of bus routes in District Four
-Aesthetic maintenance needed along I-95
-Consider midpoint Entry Lanes/Access Points for I-95 in Miami-Dade County like Broward County
-Commissioner’s proposal of an exit at Ives Dairy Road to 199 Avenue allowing drivers to go south to
Miami Gardens Drive
-Opposed to acquisitions and construction within the Highland Lakes area
-Expressed concerns regarding the eminent domain for Ivy Dairy Road/US 1 grade separation flyover at
FECR.
-Expressed a concentrated density issue in North Dade
-Lack of improvements at the Miami Gardens Park & Ride is impacting ridership
--Current construction/rehabilitation responsibilities related to the maintenance of roads
-Acquisitions and residential project impacts
-Project impacts to I-395
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-Commissioner opposed the widening of the Golden Glades Northbound Flyover-Stated flyover is
already wide enough for two lanes under current conditions
-Expressed need for best practices implementation
-Expressed need for a sound wall off Ives Dairy Road
-Expressed constituent opposition to most recent Ives Dairy Road interchange improvements
northbound right-turn exit due to loud noise and high-speed traveling vehicles
-Expressed concern with lack of communication with FDOT District Secretary
-Expressed concern with FDOT’s project funding needs vs. utilizing creativity
-Expressed concern with overgrown vegetation between the County line and Ives Dairy Road-reviewed
pictures taken by Commissioner Heyman with her cellphone
-Traffic issues getting on I-95 at the Miami Gardens Drive exit
-Low constituent receptiveness to transportation related changes due to past promises/proposals not
kept
-Maintenance contractor vs. roadway construction contractor responsibilities related to projects on I-95
-Revenue generated by Miami-Dade County District Four- Commissioner Heyman expressed that
revenue generated is greater than all other Miami-Dade County Districts
-Expressed concerned about lack of solutions to alleviate traffic related problems created by FDOT
-Malfunctioning ramp metering lights on I-95 on ramps causing traffic congestion at Miami Gardens
Drive
-Commissioner supports Brightline/Rail negotiations

Action items:
-FDOT Project Manager to follow up on pictures sent via email by Commissioner Heyman
-FDOT Project Manager Coordinate with maintenance on overgrown vegetation and need for pressure
cleaning concrete embankment walls.

Involvement needed from District Secretary or Directors:
- Consider reaching to meet with The Commissioner to discuss her overall FDOT issues within the District

Other information / notes:
None.
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E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

ELECTED OFFICIALS BRIEFING
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E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

Project Purpose
• Develop and evaluate improvement concepts and perform planning-level

operational analysis
• Evaluate study interchanges, interchange influence areas, and ramp junctions
• Identify deficiencies focusing on recurring bottlenecks
• Develop a series of proposed improvements to address existing and future

demands of the corridor
• Develop improvement concepts for the mainline and system-to-system

connections

2

Appendix Page 1911 of 7765



E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

Project Study Area
• Entire I-95 corridor within FDOT District 6
• 17.2 Miles, 20 +/- interchanges

• 3 system-to-system interchanges

• Interchanges, influence areas, and ramp
junctions

• General purpose lanes and express lanes

3
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FDOT Project Development Process

Planning/Pre-
PD&E

Project
Development

and Environment
Study

Design/Right-of-
Way Acquisition Construction

Develop initial
concepts ,engage
public, estimate
costs/impacts

Refine concepts,
engage public, define
costs/impacts,  and

identify final concept

Prepare surveys,
design plans & right-

of-way plan, and
engage public

Phased
implementation,

maintenance of traffic,
public engagement

Planning Study
Completion Date:

August 2019

PD&Es
programmed for

2021/2022

Phase not
currently

programmed

Phase not
currently

programmed

4
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Study Results
• Year 2045 capacity needs along corridor are substantial even with

regional transit investment
• Future improvements must balance capacity needs, community

impacts, and fiscal constraints
• Concepts that fully address capacity/safety improvements, but cause

substantial community impacts and require significant funding
• Final Concept provides moderate capacity improvement and

addresses safety issues while reducing community impacts/overall
costs

5
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Study Segment 2

Segments
Study Segment 5

Approx. MP 17.260

MP 0.000

Study Segment 3

Study Segment 4

Study Segment 1

6
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Segment 3 - Typical Section

7

SB General Purpose Lanes (GPL) Express Lanes (EL) NB General Purpose Lanes (GPL)
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E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

Planning Concept Design Features

8

Segment No. Mainline EL Network Connections Interchanges

Segment 1 Minimal Geometric
Improvements N/A Minor Improvements to Rickenbacker

Causeway and SR 970

Segment 2 New 4’ EL Buffer I-195 EL Connections New full Wynwood interchange

Segment 3 Additional EL (3+3) N/A
Consolidate some interchanges from NW 95
Street to NW 135 Street via frontage roads;

Eliminate NW 69 Street interchange

Segment 4 Additional EL (3+3) New SR 826 EL Connections
(NB to WB + EB to SB) N/A

Segment 5 Continuous EL (2+2) N/A Reconfiguration at Miami Gardens Drive
and at Ives Dairy Road (DDI)

Construction
Costs $2.3 Billion

ROW Acquisition ~99 Acres
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E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

Planning Concept Cost/Right-of-Way Estimate

9

Segment No.
Preliminary

Construction
Cost Estimate

Preliminary
Right-of-Way

Needs Estimate
1 $353 Million < 1 Acre
2 $634 Million 10.2 Acres
3 $932 Million 85.0 Acres
4 $175 Million 2.3 Acres
5 $218 Million < 1 Acre

Total $2.3 Billion ~99 Acres
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Project Schedule
• Three (3) Public Workshops – May 2019

• Segments 1 & 2
• Segment 3
• Segments 4 & 5

• Final Report – August 2019
• PD&E* Advertisement – March 2020
• PD&E* Notice to Proceed – January 2021

10

* PD&E for north section (NW 151 St to Broward County Line).  PD&E for central and south section
programmed for FY 2022
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Comments/Questions?

11
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Florida Department of Transportation
District Six

Elected or Public Official Meeting
Follow-up Summary

FORM SHOULD BE COMPLETED AND SENT BY E-MAIL TO DISTRICT SECRETARY,
DIRECTORS AND PUBLIC INFORMATION OFFICER.  IT SHOULD BE SUBMITTED
THE SAME DAY OF THE MEETING (OR AT LATEST THE FOLLOWING MORNING).

Purpose of meeting:
Briefing on the I-95 Corridor Planning Study

Date/Time/Location of meeting:
April 19, 2019/10:30 a.m./1700 Convention Center Drive/Miami Beach, FL 33139

Elected or Public Official attendees:
Miami Beach Mayor Daniel Gelber

Other attendees:
Michele Burger – Chief of Staff
Jose Gonzalez – Transportation Director
Shereen Yee Fong – FDOT District Six
John McWilliams – FDOT Consultant/Kimley-Horn
Ric Katz – FDOT Consultant/Communikatz
Carlos Garcia – FDOT Consultant/Infinite Source Communications Group

Media involvement:
N/A

Key items discussed:
- I-95 Corridor Planning Study results/plan
-Supports Express Lanes/Bus Rapid Transit options
-Supports Texas U-turns because it is more economical and expeditious than larger proposed projects
-Inquired about possibilities of expediting the both the Texas U-Turn project and the Segment 2
improvements.
-Suggested more frequent express access points on I-95 such as in Broward County to alleviate traffic
congestion
-Mentioned that Beach resident’s will not be the main ridership for the planned Beach (Bus Rapid
Transit) Lane along the Julia Tuttle Causeway.   Miami Beach has committed to $5.1 million on that
project and it would be of great benefit for that BRT route to eventually have access to 95 Express
directly.
-Discussed length of the I-395 projects and the impacts they will create

Action items:
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-FDOT District Six to provide Mayor Gelber with the status of the Texas U-turn Study being performed as
part of the ongoing I-195 corridor study.
-FDOT District Six to advise Mayor Gelber when Texas U-Turn design/construction will be programmed
in the upcoming Work Program Update.
-FDOT District Six to send Mayor Gelber the conceptual design of Texas U-Turn plan when ready

Involvement needed from District Secretary or Directors:
- Contacts for future outreach: Michele Burger – Chief of Staff, Micheleburger@miamibeachfl.gov – Jose
R. Gonzalez, Transportation Director, Josegonzalez@miamibeachgl.gov

Other information / notes:
None.
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E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

ELECTED OFFICIALS BRIEFING
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E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

Project Purpose
• Develop and evaluate improvement concepts and perform planning-level

operational analysis
• Evaluate study interchanges, interchange influence areas, and ramp junctions
• Identify deficiencies focusing on recurring bottlenecks
• Develop a series of proposed improvements to address existing and future

demands of the corridor
• Develop improvement concepts for the mainline and system-to-system

connections

2
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E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

Project Study Area
• Entire I-95 corridor within FDOT District 6
• 17.2 Miles, 20 +/- interchanges

• 3 system-to-system interchanges

• Interchanges, influence areas, and ramp
junctions

• General purpose lanes and express lanes

3
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FDOT Project Development Process

Planning/Pre-
PD&E

Project
Development

and Environment
Study

Design/Right-of-
Way Acquisition Construction

Develop initial
concepts ,engage
public, estimate
costs/impacts

Refine concepts,
engage public, define
costs/impacts,  and

identify final concept

Prepare surveys,
design plans & right-

of-way plan, and
engage public

Phased
implementation,

maintenance of traffic,
public engagement

Planning Study
Completion Date:

August 2019

PD&Es
programmed for

2021/2022

Phase not
currently

programmed

Phase not
currently

programmed

4
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Study Results
• Year 2045 capacity needs along corridor are substantial even with

regional transit investment
• Future improvements must balance capacity needs, community

impacts, and fiscal constraints
• Concepts that fully address capacity/safety improvements, but cause

substantial community impacts and require significant funding
• Final Concept provides moderate capacity improvement and

addresses safety issues while reducing community impacts/overall
costs

5
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Study Segment 2

Segments
Study Segment 5

Approx. MP 17.260

MP 0.000

Study Segment 3

Study Segment 4

Study Segment 1

6

Appendix Page 1930 of 7765



E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

Segment 3 - Typical Section

7

SB General Purpose Lanes (GPL) Express Lanes (EL) NB General Purpose Lanes (GPL)
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Planning Concept Design Features

8

Segment No. Mainline EL Network Connections Interchanges

Segment 1 Minimal Geometric
Improvements N/A Minor Improvements to Rickenbacker

Causeway and SR 970

Segment 2 New 4’ EL Buffer I-195 EL Connections New full Wynwood interchange

Segment 3 Additional EL (3+3) N/A
Consolidate some interchanges from NW 95
Street to NW 135 Street via frontage roads;

Eliminate NW 69 Street interchange

Segment 4 Additional EL (3+3) New SR 826 EL Connections
(NB to WB + EB to SB) N/A

Segment 5 Continuous EL (2+2) N/A Reconfiguration at Miami Gardens Drive
and at Ives Dairy Road (DDI)

Construction
Costs $2.3 Billion

ROW Acquisition ~99 Acres
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E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

Planning Concept Cost/Right-of-Way Estimate

9

Segment No.
Preliminary

Construction
Cost Estimate

Preliminary
Right-of-Way

Needs Estimate
1 $353 Million < 1 Acre
2 $634 Million 10.2 Acres
3 $932 Million 85.0 Acres
4 $175 Million 2.3 Acres
5 $218 Million < 1 Acre

Total $2.3 Billion ~99 Acres
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E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

Project Schedule
• Three (3) Public Workshops – May 2019

• Segments 1 & 2
• Segment 3
• Segments 4 & 5

• Final Report – August 2019
• PD&E* Advertisement – March 2020
• PD&E* Notice to Proceed – January 2021

10

* PD&E for north section (NW 151 St to Broward County Line).  PD&E for central and south section
programmed for FY 2022
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Comments/Questions?

11
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Florida Department of Transportation
District Six

Elected or Public Official Meeting
Follow-up Summary

FORM SHOULD BE COMPLETED AND SENT BY E-MAIL TO DISTRICT SECRETARY,
DIRECTORS AND PUBLIC INFORMATION OFFICER.  IT SHOULD BE SUBMITTED
THE SAME DAY OF THE MEETING (OR AT LATEST THE FOLLOWING MORNING).

Purpose of meeting:
Briefing on the I-95 Corridor Planning Study

Date/Time/Location of meeting:
April 29, 2019/1:00 p.m./19200 W Country Club Drive Aventura, FL 33180

Elected or Public Official attendees:
Aventura Mayor Enid Weisman

Other attendees:
Brian K. Raducci – Director of Finance
Bryan Pegues – Chief of Police
Ken Jeffries – FDOT District Six Planning Manager
John McWilliams – FDOT Consultant/Kimley-Horn
Ric Katz – FDOT Consultant/Communikatz
Carlos Garcia – FDOT Consultant/Infinite Source Communications Group

Media involvement:
N/A

Key items discussed:
-I-95 Corridor Planning Study results/plan
-Mayor stated Aventura outsources all services except Police
-Mayor stated lack of alternative roads for Police use causes heavy congestion on Biscayne Boulevard
-Ramp metering issues-malfunctioning at on-ramps causing confusion and heavy congestion
-Expressed concerns with NB Express Lane exit before the Ives Dairy Road exit (Cars must cross five
lanes)
-Mayor inquired about the last planning study completed on the I-95 Corridor; this study was completed
in 2000 as well as the Express Lanes implementation that occurred later.
-Mayor expressed desire for upcoming public workshops to have a Q&A section rather than just
breakout sessions.
-Discussed upcoming Golden Glades Interchange (GGI) projects and additional ramps scheduled to be
added to Biscayne Boulevard
-Chief mentioned the two most impactful traffic concerns, the Miami Gardens Drive exit and the
Highland Lakes area west to I-95
-Mayor and Chief suggested an additional public workshop be held in Aventura to attract constituents
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and offered the team the Commission Chambers, Community Recreation Center, or Public Library for
use
-Mayor stated technology should be considered in the study for technological advances to be part of the
solution, she noted there has been a decline in vehicle purchased made by millennials and that many
people are resorting to local businesses and venues to avoid traffic
-Mayor inquired about the environmental impacts considered in the study
-Mayor inquired about reversible lanes and noted directional split of traffic does not support reversible
lanes and northbound/southbound roads are independent making reversible lanes costly
-Mayor expressed her supports regarding the new delineators installed along I-95
-Mayor expressed desire for a pedestrian bridge across Biscayne Boulevard for new train station.
-Chief invited Kimley-Horn/FDOT to jointly review the Ives Dairy Road corridor to discuss current and
potential changes
-Ken discussed the impacts of Autonomous Vehicles and noted this would add more capacity on the
main line but additional capacity will be needed on the ramps

Action items:
-Kimley-Horn to provide Mayor with increase in population percentage for Segment 2 of the study.

Involvement needed from District Secretary or Directors:
None.

Other information / notes:
None.
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E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

ELECTED OFFICIALS BRIEFING
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E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

Project Purpose
• Develop and evaluate improvement concepts and perform planning-level

operational analysis
• Evaluate study interchanges, interchange influence areas, and ramp junctions
• Identify deficiencies focusing on recurring bottlenecks
• Develop a series of proposed improvements to address existing and future

demands of the corridor
• Develop improvement concepts for the mainline and system-to-system

connections

2
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E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

Project Study Area
• Entire I-95 corridor within FDOT District 6
• 17.2 Miles, 20 +/- interchanges

• 3 system-to-system interchanges

• Interchanges, influence areas, and ramp
junctions

• General purpose lanes and express lanes

3
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FDOT Project Development Process

Planning/Pre-
PD&E

Project
Development

and Environment
Study

Design/Right-of-
Way Acquisition Construction

Develop initial
concepts ,engage
public, estimate
costs/impacts

Refine concepts,
engage public, define
costs/impacts,  and

identify final concept

Prepare surveys,
design plans & right-

of-way plan, and
engage public

Phased
implementation,

maintenance of traffic,
public engagement

Planning Study
Completion Date:

August 2019

PD&Es
programmed for

2021/2022

Phase not
currently

programmed

Phase not
currently

programmed

4
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Study Results
• Year 2045 capacity needs along corridor are substantial even with

regional transit investment
• Future improvements must balance capacity needs, community

impacts, and fiscal constraints
• Concepts that fully address capacity/safety improvements, but cause

substantial community impacts and require significant funding
• Final Concept provides moderate capacity improvement and

addresses safety issues while reducing community impacts/overall
costs

5
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Study Segment 2

Segments
Study Segment 5

Approx. MP 17.260

MP 0.000

Study Segment 3

Study Segment 4

Study Segment 1

6
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Segment 3 - Typical Section

7

SB General Purpose Lanes (GPL) Express Lanes (EL) NB General Purpose Lanes (GPL)
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E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

Planning Concept Design Features

8

Segment No. Mainline EL Network Connections Interchanges

Segment 1 Minimal Geometric
Improvements N/A Minor Improvements to Rickenbacker

Causeway and SR 970

Segment 2 New 4’ EL Buffer I-195 EL Connections New full Wynwood interchange

Segment 3 Additional EL (3+3) N/A
Consolidate some interchanges from NW 95
Street to NW 135 Street via frontage roads;

Eliminate NW 69 Street interchange

Segment 4 Additional EL (3+3) New SR 826 EL Connections
(NB to WB + EB to SB) N/A

Segment 5 Continuous EL (2+2) N/A Reconfiguration at Miami Gardens Drive
and at Ives Dairy Road (DDI)

Construction
Costs $2.3 Billion

ROW Acquisition ~99 Acres
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E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

Planning Concept Cost/Right-of-Way Estimate

9

Segment No.
Preliminary

Construction
Cost Estimate

Preliminary
Right-of-Way

Needs Estimate
1 $353 Million < 1 Acre
2 $634 Million 10.2 Acres
3 $932 Million 85.0 Acres
4 $175 Million 2.3 Acres
5 $218 Million < 1 Acre

Total $2.3 Billion ~99 Acres
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Project Schedule
• Three (3) Public Workshops – May 2019

• Segments 1 & 2
• Segment 3
• Segments 4 & 5

• Final Report – August 2019
• PD&E* Advertisement – March 2020
• PD&E* Notice to Proceed – January 2021

10

* PD&E for north section (NW 151 St to Broward County Line).  PD&E for central and south section
programmed for FY 2022
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Comments/Questions?

11
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Florida Department of Transportation
District Six

Elected or Public Official Meeting
Follow-up Summary

FORM SHOULD BE COMPLETED AND SENT BY E-MAIL TO DISTRICT SECRETARY,
DIRECTORS AND PUBLIC INFORMATION OFFICER.  IT SHOULD BE SUBMITTED
THE SAME DAY OF THE MEETING (OR AT LATEST THE FOLLOWING MORNING).

Purpose of meeting:
Briefing on the I-95 Corridor Planning Study

Date/Time/Location of meeting:
May 1, 2019/10:30 a.m./18605 NW 27 Avenue, Miami Gardens, FL 33056 - Third Floor Mayor's
Conference Room

Elected or Public Official attendees:
Miami Gardens Mayor Oliver Gilbert

Other attendees:
Ken Jeffries – FDOT District Six Planning Manager
John McWilliams – FDOT Consultant/Kimley-Horn
Ric Katz – FDOT Consultant/Communikatz
Carlos Garcia – FDOT Consultant/Infinite Source Communications Group

Media involvement:
N/A

Key items discussed:
-I-95 Corridor Planning Study results/plan
-Mayor stated cost and accessibility of Express Lanes are his constituents’ main concern
-Mayor mentioned that the TPO will question right-of-way acquisition
-Mayor supports double decker plans for the corridor; FDOT advised this option would be more costly
and would STILL require some right-of-way acquisition
-Mayor stated building more roads will not address capacity and congestion issues; congestion problems
could be an issue of policy and not construction
-Mayor suggested staggering work days to alleviate congestion caused mostly by school traffic
-Mayor stated that if developers can build while mitigating environmental damages and improving road
capacity, only then should the developer be allowed to construct; otherwise, it should not.

Action items:
None.

Involvement needed from District Secretary or Directors:
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None.

Other information / notes:
None.
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MIAMI-DADE COUNTY COMMISSION – DISTRICT 5 (COMMISSIONER HIGGINS)

PROJECT BRIEFING
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E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

ELECTED OFFICIALS BRIEFING
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Project Purpose
• Develop and evaluate improvement concepts and perform planning-level

operational analysis
• Evaluate study interchanges, interchange influence areas, and ramp junctions
• Identify deficiencies focusing on recurring bottlenecks
• Develop a series of proposed improvements to address existing and future

demands of the corridor
• Develop improvement concepts for the mainline and system-to-system

connections

2
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Project Study Area
• Entire I-95 corridor within FDOT District 6
• 17.2 Miles, 20 +/- interchanges

• 3 system-to-system interchanges

• Interchanges, influence areas, and ramp
junctions

• General purpose lanes and express lanes

3
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FDOT Project Development Process

Planning/Pre-
PD&E

Project
Development

and Environment
Study

Design/Right-of-
Way Acquisition Construction

Develop initial
concepts ,engage
public, estimate
costs/impacts

Refine concepts,
engage public, define
costs/impacts,  and

identify final concept

Prepare surveys,
design plans & right-

of-way plan, and
engage public

Phased
implementation,

maintenance of traffic,
public engagement

Planning Study
Completion Date:

August 2019

PD&Es
programmed for

2021/2022

Phase not
currently

programmed

Phase not
currently

programmed

4
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Study Results
• Year 2045 capacity needs along corridor are substantial even with

regional transit investment
• Future improvements must balance capacity needs, community

impacts, and fiscal constraints
• Concepts that fully address capacity/safety improvements, but cause

substantial community impacts and require significant funding
• Final Concept provides moderate capacity improvement and

addresses safety issues while reducing community impacts/overall
costs

5
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Study Segment 2

Segments
Study Segment 5

Approx. MP 17.260

MP 0.000

Study Segment 3

Study Segment 4

Study Segment 1

6
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Segment 3 - Typical Section

7

SB General Purpose Lanes (GPL) Express Lanes (EL) NB General Purpose Lanes (GPL)
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Planning Concept Design Features

8

Segment No. Mainline EL Network Connections Interchanges

Segment 1 Minimal Geometric
Improvements N/A Minor Improvements to Rickenbacker

Causeway and SR 970

Segment 2 New 4’ EL Buffer I-195 EL Connections New full Wynwood interchange

Segment 3 Additional EL (3+3) N/A
Consolidate some interchanges from NW 95
Street to NW 135 Street via frontage roads;

Eliminate NW 69 Street interchange

Segment 4 Additional EL (3+3) New SR 826 EL Connections
(NB to WB + EB to SB) N/A

Segment 5 Continuous EL (2+2) N/A Reconfiguration at Miami Gardens Drive
and at Ives Dairy Road (DDI)

Construction
Costs $2.3 Billion

ROW Acquisition ~99 Acres
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E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

Planning Concept Cost/Right-of-Way Estimate

9

Segment No.
Preliminary

Construction
Cost Estimate

Preliminary
Right-of-Way

Needs Estimate
1 $353 Million < 1 Acre
2 $634 Million 10.2 Acres
3 $932 Million 85.0 Acres
4 $175 Million 2.3 Acres
5 $218 Million < 1 Acre

Total $2.3 Billion ~99 Acres
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Project Schedule
• Three (3) Public Workshops – May 2019

• Segments 1 & 2
• Segment 3
• Segments 4 & 5

• Final Report – August 2019
• PD&E* Advertisement – March 2020
• PD&E* Notice to Proceed – January 2021

10

* PD&E for north section (NW 151 St to Broward County Line).  PD&E for central and south section
programmed for FY 2022
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Comments/Questions?

11
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Florida Department of Transportation
District Six

Elected or Public Official Meeting
Follow-up Summary

FORM SHOULD BE COMPLETED AND SENT BY E-MAIL TO DISTRICT SECRETARY,
DIRECTORS AND PUBLIC INFORMATION OFFICER.  IT SHOULD BE SUBMITTED
THE SAME DAY OF THE MEETING (OR AT LATEST THE FOLLOWING MORNING).

Purpose of meeting:
Briefing on the I-95 Corridor Planning Study

Date/Time/Location of meeting:
May 10, 2019/2 p.m./2100 Coral Way Suite 400, Miami, FL 33145

Elected or Public Official attendees:
Commissioner Eileen Higgins

Other attendees:
Ken Jeffries – FDOT District Six Planning Manager
John McWilliams – FDOT Consultant/Kimley-Horn
Ric Katz – FDOT Consultant/Communikatz
Carlos Garcia – FDOT Consultant/Infinite Source Communications Group

Media involvement:
N/A

Key items discussed:
-I-95 Corridor Planning Study results/plan
-Commissioner suggested a bus only Express Lane during rush hour to reduce transit congestion
-Commissioner inquired if additional lanes will be added to the general-purpose lanes; FDOT advised no
additional lanes will be added
-Commissioner inquired if the 7 and 8 street interchange projects are considered in this planning study
to avoid future throwaways; FDOT advised that other ongoing projects are further considered during the
Project Development and Environmental (PD&E) phases
-Commissioner inquired about the bus-on-shoulder project off the Julia Tuttle Causeway; FDOT advised
the planning study was completed and the project has a five-year completion date; this only provides a
temporary solution as it will not be an exclusive bus lane as the current plan is ‘bus on shoulder’.
-Commissioner inquired about a permanent bus express transit lane; FDOT advised it depends on the
results of the I-195 Corridor Study currently underway
-Commissioner inquired about the completion of the I-195 Corridor Planning Study; FDOT advised
completion is in September of 2019
-Commissioner mentioned that the traffic impacts due to the Signature Bridge project is the main reason
why she is so focused on the I-195 project adding that it will save 45 minutes of commute time during
the height of construction
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-Commissioner suggested transit signal prioritization in Miami Beach; FDOT advised that bus routes are
needed to begin coordinating transit signal prioritization
-Commissioner mentioned that every project she considers is contingent on the Signature Bridge project
-Commissioner supports system-to-system connectivity to Miami Beach
-Commissioner suggested shuttles to transport riders to transit stations and that developers should be
charged fees to construct these transit stations; this can be achieved through changing zoning

Action items:
None.

Involvement needed from District Secretary or Directors:
None.

Other information / notes:
None.
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APPENDIX W
MIAMI-DADE COUNTY COMMISSION – DISTRICT 3 (COMMISSIONER EDMONSON)

PROJECT BRIEFING
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E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

ELECTED OFFICIALS BRIEFING
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E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

Project Purpose
• Develop and evaluate improvement concepts and perform planning-level

operational analysis
• Evaluate study interchanges, interchange influence areas, and ramp junctions
• Identify deficiencies focusing on recurring bottlenecks
• Develop a series of proposed improvements to address existing and future

demands of the corridor
• Develop improvement concepts for the mainline and system-to-system

connections

2
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E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

Project Study Area
• Entire I-95 corridor within FDOT District 6
• 17.2 Miles, 20 +/- interchanges

• 3 system-to-system interchanges

• Interchanges, influence areas, and ramp
junctions

• General purpose lanes and express lanes

3
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FDOT Project Development Process

Planning/Pre-
PD&E

Project
Development

and Environment
Study

Design/Right-of-
Way Acquisition Construction

Develop initial
concepts ,engage
public, estimate
costs/impacts

Refine concepts,
engage public, define
costs/impacts,  and

identify final concept

Prepare surveys,
design plans & right-

of-way plan, and
engage public

Phased
implementation,

maintenance of traffic,
public engagement

Planning Study
Completion Date:

August 2019

PD&Es
programmed for

2021/2022

Phase not
currently

programmed

Phase not
currently

programmed

4
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E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

Study Results
• Year 2045 capacity needs along corridor are substantial even with

regional transit investment
• Future improvements must balance capacity needs, community

impacts, and fiscal constraints
• Concepts that fully address capacity/safety improvements, but cause

substantial community impacts and require significant funding
• Final Concept provides moderate capacity improvement and

addresses safety issues while reducing community impacts/overall
costs

5
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E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

Study Segment 2

Segments
Study Segment 5

Approx. MP 17.260

MP 0.000

Study Segment 3

Study Segment 4

Study Segment 1

6
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E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

Segment 3 - Typical Section

7

SB General Purpose Lanes (GPL) Express Lanes (EL) NB General Purpose Lanes (GPL)
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E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

Planning Concept Design Features

8

Segment No. Mainline EL Network Connections Interchanges

Segment 1 Minimal Geometric
Improvements N/A Minor Improvements to Rickenbacker

Causeway and SR 970

Segment 2 New 4’ EL Buffer I-195 EL Connections New full Wynwood interchange

Segment 3 Additional EL (3+3) N/A
Consolidate some interchanges from NW 95
Street to NW 135 Street via frontage roads;

Eliminate NW 69 Street interchange

Segment 4 Additional EL (3+3) New SR 826 EL Connections
(NB to WB + EB to SB) N/A

Segment 5 Continuous EL (2+2) N/A Reconfiguration at Miami Gardens Drive
and at Ives Dairy Road (DDI)

Construction
Costs $2.3 Billion

ROW Acquisition ~99 Acres
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E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

Planning Concept Cost/Right-of-Way Estimate

9

Segment No.
Preliminary

Construction
Cost Estimate

Preliminary
Right-of-Way

Needs Estimate
1 $353 Million < 1 Acre
2 $634 Million 10.2 Acres
3 $932 Million 85.0 Acres
4 $175 Million 2.3 Acres
5 $218 Million < 1 Acre

Total $2.3 Billion ~99 Acres
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E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

Project Schedule
• Three (3) Public Workshops – May 2019

• Segments 1 & 2
• Segment 3
• Segments 4 & 5

• Final Report – August 2019
• PD&E* Advertisement – March 2020
• PD&E* Notice to Proceed – January 2021

10

* PD&E for north section (NW 151 St to Broward County Line).  PD&E for central and south section
programmed for FY 2022
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E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

Comments/Questions?

11
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Florida Department of Transportation
District Six

Elected or Public Official Meeting
Follow-up Summary

FORM SHOULD BE COMPLETED AND SENT BY E-MAIL TO DISTRICT SECRETARY,
DIRECTORS AND PUBLIC INFORMATION OFFICER.  IT SHOULD BE SUBMITTED
THE SAME DAY OF THE MEETING (OR AT LATEST THE FOLLOWING MORNING).

Purpose of meeting:
Briefing on the I-95 Corridor Planning Study

Date/Time/Location of meeting:
May 13, 2019/1 p.m./ 5400 NW 22nd Avenue, Suite 700, Miami, FL 33147

Elected or Public Official attendees:
Commissioner Audrey Edmonson

Other attendees:
Akeem Brutus – Senior Legislative Analyst/Community Liaison
Dildra Owens – Commission Aide
Marta Martinez-Aleman – Community Affairs/Press Liaison
Ken Jeffries – FDOT District Six Planning Manager
John McWilliams – FDOT Consultant/Kimley-Horn
Ric Katz – FDOT Consultant/Communikatz
Carlos Garcia – FDOT Consultant/Infinite Source Communications Group

Media involvement:
N/A

Key items discussed:
-I-95 Corridor Planning Study results/plan
-Commissioner questioned if the same delineators will be installed instead of a divider wall; FDOT
advised delineators are proposed as part of the refined concept
-Commissioner supports exit for the Wynwood District
-Commissioner expressed concern with the entrance ramp to the I-195 from I-95 regarding the approach
gore signage; FDOT advised that proposed reconstruction is recommended of the study
-Commissioner express concern with eminent domain impact to Overtown as a result of the Wynwood
exit; advised that she and the Overtown community will be opposed to this change
-Commissioner inquired when the homes immediately adjacent to I-95 near NW 99 Street in Segment 3
would get acquired; FDOT advised there are no current acquisitions planned, but the refined concept
would require acquisition of this parcel.

Action items:
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It is suggested that a formal response from FDOT be provided for the Commissioner regarding FDOT’s
position on acquiring the subject residential properties immediately adjacent to the corridor near NW
99 Street.

Involvement needed from District Secretary or Directors:
See action items.

Other information / notes:
None.
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PUBLIC WORKSHOP #1
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1

I-95 Corridor Planning Study Public Workshop 
State Road (SR) 9A/I-95, from SR 5/US 1 to north of Ives Dairy Road 

Project Identification #414964-6-22-01
The LAB  |  400 NW 26 Street, Miami, FL 33127 

May 14, 2019  |  6 p.m. - 8 p.m.
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I-95 Corridor Planning Study Public Workshop 
State Road (SR) 9A/I-95, from SR 5/US 1 to north of Ives Dairy Road 

Project Identification #414964-6-22-01
The LAB  |  400 NW 26 Street, Miami, FL 33127 

May 14, 2019  |  6 p.m. - 8 p.m.
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I-95 Corridor Planning Study Public Workshop 
State Road (SR) 9A/I-95, from SR 5/US 1 to north of Ives Dairy Road 

Project Identification #414964-6-22-01
The LAB  |  400 NW 26 Street, Miami, FL 33127 

May 14, 2019  |  6 p.m. - 8 p.m.
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I-95 Corridor Planning Study Public Workshop 
State Road (SR) 9A/I-95, from SR 5/US 1 to north of Ives Dairy Road 

Project Identification #414964-6-22-01
The LAB  |  400 NW 26 Street, Miami, FL 33127 

May 14, 2019  |  6 p.m. - 8 p.m.
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P U B L I C  W O R K S H O P

PUBLIC WORKSHOP
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P U B L I C  W O R K S H O P

Introductions
• Project Management Team

• Ken Jeffries – FDOT
• John McWilliams, P.E. – Kimley-Horn
• Greg Kyle, AICP – Kimley-Horn
• Julio Boucle, P.E. – AECOM

• Design Team
• Ramon Breton, P.E. – Kimley-Horn
• Mark Bacal, P.E. – Kimley-Horn
• Gabriela Ramirez, P.E. – Kimley-Horn
• Saul Perez, P.E. – AECOM
• Jenn King, P.E. – AECOM

• Operations Team
• Ian Rairden, P.E. – Kimley-Horn
• Gregg Letts, P.E. – Kimley-Horn

• Public Outreach Team
• Ric Katz – Communikatz
• Monica Diaz – ISC Group
• Carlos Garcia – ISC Group

2
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P U B L I C  W O R K S H O P

Project Purpose
• Develop and evaluate improvement concepts and perform planning-

level operational analyses
• Identify deficiencies focusing on recurring bottlenecks
• Develop a series of proposed improvements to address travel

demands of the corridor
• Develop improvement concepts for the mainline and system-to-

system connections

3
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Project Study Area
• Entire I-95 corridor within Miami-Dade

County
• 17.2 Miles, 20 +/- interchanges

• 3 system-to-system interchanges

• Interchanges, influence areas, and ramp
junctions

• General purpose lanes and express lanes

4
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P U B L I C  W O R K S H O P

FDOT Project Development Process

Planning/
Pre-PD&E

Project
Development

and Environment
Study (PD&E)

Design/Right-of-
Way Acquisition Construction

Develop initial
concepts, estimate
costs/impacts, and

inform public

Refine concepts, engage
public, define

costs/impacts, complete
environmental analysis,

and identify final concept

Prepare surveys,
design plans & right-

of-way plan, and
engage public

Phased implementation,
maintenance of traffic,

and public outreach

Planning Study
Completion Date:

August 2019

PD&E Phase
programmed for

2021/2022

Design Phase
programmed for

2024

Phase not
currently

programmed

5
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Programmed/Planned
Interchange Improvements
• Golden Glades Interchange – Design Phase
• SR 924 East Extension (MDX) – PD&E Phase
• I-395/SR 836 – Design/Build Phase
• SR 90/SW 7/8 Street – PD&E Phase

6
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P U B L I C  W O R K S H O P

Concept Development/Evaluation Process
Tier 1 Concepts

Tier 2 Concepts

Initial
Corridor
Concepts

Refined
Concept

• Qualitative Evaluation
• Fatal Flaws

• Qualitative Evaluation
• Macroscopic Quantitative Evaluation
• Segment Alternatives

• Interchange Concepts
• Detailed Evaluation
• Operations Analysis
• Cost/Right-of-Way Evaluation

• Interchange Concepts
• Cost/Right-of-Way Evaluation
• Conceptual Plans

7
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Study Results
• Long-term capacity needs along corridor are substantial even with

major regional transit investment
• Initial concepts fully addressed capacity/safety improvements, but

created substantial community impacts and required significant
funding

• Future improvements must balance capacity needs, community
impacts, and fiscal constraints

• Refined concept provides moderate capacity improvement and
addresses safety issues while reducing community impacts/overall
costs

8
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Segments

9
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Segment 3 - Typical Section

10

SB General Purpose Lanes (GPL) Express Lanes (EL) NB General Purpose Lanes (GPL)

Note:  The number of general purpose lanes vary through the segment.
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Refined Concept Design Features

11

Segment No. Mainline Express Lane (EL)
Network Connections Interchanges

1 Minimal geometric
Improvements N/A Minor improvements to Rickenbacker

Causeway and SR 970

2 New 4’ EL buffer I-195 EL connections New full Wynwood/Health District interchange

3 Additional EL (3+3)/
new 4’ EL buffer N/A

Consolidate some interchanges from NW 95
Street to NW 135 Street via frontage roads;

Eliminate NW 69 Street interchange

4 Additional EL (2+2) New SR 826 EL connections
(NB to WB and EB to SB) N/A

5 Continuous EL (2+2)/
new 4’ EL buffer N/A Reconfiguration at Miami Gardens Drive

and at Ives Dairy Road (DDI)

Construction
Costs (Est.) $2.3 Billion

Potential R/W (Est.) ~99 Acres
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Refined Concept Cost/Right-of-Way Estimate

12

Segment No.
Approximate

Segment
Length

Preliminary
Construction

Costs

Preliminary
Right-of-Way

Needs
1 3.1 Miles $353 Million < 1 Acre
2 3.0 miles $634 Million 10.2 Acres
3 5.6 miles $932 Million 85.0 Acres
4 2.0 miles $175 Million 2.3 Acres
5 3.5 miles $218 Million < 1 Acre

Total 17.2 Miles $2.3 Billion ~99 Acres
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Future Project Phases
• Final Planning Study Report – August 2019 (Completion)

• I-95 South PD&E Study (FM No. 414964-7) – January 2022 (Start)
• SR 5/US 1 to South of NW 62 Street
• Study Segment 1 and 2

• I-95 Central PD&E Study (FM No. 414964-8) – July 2021 (Start)
• South of NW 62 Street to South of NW 151 Street
• Study Segment 3

• I-95 North PD&E Study (FM No. 414964-1) – January 2021 (Start)
• South of NW 151 Street to Broward County Line
• Study Segments 4 and 5

13

Note: Schedule and limits subject to change.
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FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION DISTRICT SIX

Public Information Workshop Summary
Project:

I-95 Corridor Planning Study
Project ID: 414964-6-22-01

Project Manager:
FDOT Project Manager: Ken Jeffries

Purpose of meeting:

The Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) held a workshop in which elected officials,
stakeholders, property owners, and residents were invited to learn about the proposed corridor
capacity improvements along State Road (SR) 9A/I-95 from SR 5/US 1 to just north of Ives Dairy
Road, in Miami-Dade County. Project concepts were presented, and feedback about the study
were received.

Date/Time/Location of meetings:

Tuesday, May 14, 2019
The LAB

400 NW 26 Street, Miami, FL 33127
6 p.m. to 8 p.m.

Elected or Public Official attendees:

None.

Other attendees:

Please refer to the attached sign-in sheets.

Appendix Page 2017 of 7765



Key items discussed:

Below, please find the general statements, questions, and comments that were made or received
during the informal open house session of the workshop. These statements, questions, and/or
comments were either made by members of the project team, made to project staff by
attendees, or overheard as attendees walked around the room to learn about the I-95 corridor
planning study.

The project team interacted with several attendees and provided a thorough explanation of
the projects presented, expressing the following key points:

FPID 414964-6-22-01

· The project completion date August 2019.
· The evaluation of existing and future demand/operations of the corridor and interchanges
· The development of mainline cross section improvements for both express and general-

purpose lanes and interchange improvements to improve safety and capacity
· The development of performance measures, safety and operational analyses focusing on

areas of reoccurring congestion, conceptual improvement development and evaluation,
express Lane network connectivity, cost estimating, and impact analyses.

· The evaluation of the potential community impacts and costs of the conceptual
improvements.

· The three (3) programmed Project Development and Environmental (PD&E) studies for
the corridor.

The following comments were received and recorded during the informal open house session
of the workshop. Formal written comments were made and can be reviewed on the attached
spreadsheet:

· Mr. Brooks, representative for the Village Manager with the Village of Key Biscayne,
expressed concern with capacity on the Rickenbacker Causeway during high traffic. A
Kimley-Horn representative suggested that the Village of Key Biscayne partner with the
County to develop an Event Traffic Management Plan and leveraging the costs by
factoring costs into the event fees.

· Mr. Brooks, representative for the Village Manager with the Village of Key Biscayne,
expressed concern with travel congestion to and from Virginia Key.

· A resident inquired if double-decking the corridor was considered in the planning. A
Kimley-Horn representative advised the option was considered and was considered to be
too costly.

· A resident mentioned there have been no improvements for accessing the Brickell area.
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· A resident expressed concern with W Flagler Street/NW 1 Street because a left-turn is not
properly indicated; poor signage issue.

· A resident suggested installing steeper on and off ramps on the corridor.

· A resident questioned if NW 6 Avenue will be the northbound exit for the Wynwood area.
A Kimley-Horn representative advised that I-95 will come together with the I-395 to exit
on NW 29 Street. It was also explained that NW 6 Avenue will become a one-way street in
the proposed plan.

· A resident inquired about the progress of the planning study and expected project
completion. A Kimley-Horn representative advised that the planning study finalizes
August 2019 and the next phase (PD&E phase_ will examine each segment in more detail.
The representative noted that subsequent to the PD&E, funding for the project’s design
and construction will need to be programmed.

· A resident questioned where the source of funding for the project is coming from. A
Kimley-Horn representative advised that funding is available for the PD&E studies starting
in 2021. The representative also explained the PD&E studies were already funded and
that the TPO controls the appropriation of those funds

· A resident inquired if additional changes will be made to the maps presented. A Kimley-
Horn representative advised the graphics are concepts that provide alternatives and
improvements that may change in the PD&E phase in preparation for design and
construction.

· A resident inquired if It would be possible to exit on NW 32 Street southbound from the
Express Lanes. A Kimley-Horn representative advised that the current concept does not
allow for southbound express lane commuters to access the proposed NW 32 Street
interchange.

· A resident mentioned becoming aware of the project in the Miami newspaper.

· A resident inquired if dedicated transit lanes were considered during planning. A Kimley-
Horn representative advised the study did not consider dedicated transit lanes, but lanes
can be repurposed for transit service if desired. Also, express bus service is currently
provided along the corridor.

· A resident suggested adding two left turn lanes at the NW 79 Street exit to alleviate
congestion. A Kimley-Horn representative advised the idea is still being considered.

· A resident suggested adding an entrance to the express lanes at SR 924/NW 119 Street.

· A resident questioned if utilities have been considered during planning. A Kimley-Horn
representative advised utilities are considered in more detail at later phases of the
project.
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· A resident questioned if express lanes can detect congestion to stop charging toll fees. A
Kimley-Horn representative advised that toll pricing on the express lanes gets adjusted
with congestion, but that not charging tolls would increase congestion. The
representative also explained that if a commuter is driving less than 40 miles per hour on
average then the charge for the trip would reflect $.50 and that the reduced toll price is
not reflected to avoid major congestion.

· A resident suggested toll charges should be enforced per the amount of times a
commuter drives through a road.

· A resident mentioned that the State should be more involved in Tri-Rail and become less
focused on Highways. It was noted, major cities like Paris, Tokyo, Japan have very
successful transit systems and are further investing to enhance transit versus roads.

Action items:

· Kimley-Horn to provide the Village of Key Biscayne with access data for the
Rickenbacker Causeway at District’s direction.

· Kimley-Horn to provide resident with access to the concept plans at ralonse@tricap.com
if the District permits.
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NAME ADDRESS PHONE EMAIL
Calvin Mason 305-470-5386 calvin.mason@dot.state.fl.us
Marc Coleman 305-215-5340
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NAME ADDRESS PHONE EMAIL COMMENT FOLLOW UP NOTES

Calvin Mason / District Value Engineer FDOT D6 PLEMO 305-470-5386 calvin.mason@dot.state.fl.us

This is a reminder to address the "adopted" recommendation from the value engineering study last year (VE no.16)
to enhance transit-commuter railroad as part of the corridor improvement , Jim Wolfe and the executive team

approved this as an alternative to driving or more buses on the express lanes, I didn't see any mention of a
highway & transit mix.

Idea 27- Reduce Headway on Tri-rail Commuter Railroad to accommodate additional ridership. SFRTA is already
pursuing this goal with the Tri-Rail Coastal Link, which has completed the study phase and is ready to proceed with

the project development and the environmental impact phase. Project construction funding is not currently
programmed. FDOT could take the lead in funding the construction of this project, which could quadruple the

average peak hour railroad capacity through the I-95 corridor to 6,768 passengers per hour (equal to four roadway
express lanes).

Idea 28- This assumes operation of Tri-Rail during the peak morning hours of 6:30 a.m. to 10:00 a.m. with a train
headway of 20 minutes . Trains would be composed of a locomotive and six passenger railcars; thus, additional

locomotives and passenger railcars will need to be purchased. Other capital costs include construction of
additional train stations with adequate Park & Ride Lots

Idea 29- Improve the commuter rail user experience by modernizing FDOT's website for rideshare/transit options.
FDOT to assist SFRTA in developing smart phone apps to schedule and pay for train tickets.

Idea 30/31- Partner with private industries/companies to incentivize transit use and subsidize the Tri-Rail train
ticket cost during the I-95 construction.

Idea 32- Educate the traveling public about the Brightline Express Railroad as an alternative transportation method
during construction, by advertising through broadcast, print, and social media.

Anonymous
Why the lag of completing study in 8/19 but not being able to move to the next phase until 1/21? Understood on

funds, but seems like a good amount of time is lost to make progress

Marc Coleman 305-215-5340
We need access to Wynwood? Right now it’s a disaster East I-95/NW 2nd Ave

 Add access & ingress / exiting from Brickell Area. This area is jarred and will get worse with the construction &
residencies being built there.

I-95 Corridor Planning Study Public Information Workshop
Project ID: 414964-6-22-01
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1

I-95 Corridor Planning Study Public Workshop 
State Road (SR) 9A/I-95, from SR 5/US 1 to north of Ives Dairy Road 

Project Identification #414964-6-22-01
The LAB  |  400 NW 26 Street, Miami, FL 33127 

May 14, 2019  |  6 p.m. - 8 p.m.
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I-95 Corridor Planning Study Public Workshop 
State Road (SR) 9A/I-95, from SR 5/US 1 to north of Ives Dairy Road 

Project Identification #414964-6-22-01
The LAB  |  400 NW 26 Street, Miami, FL 33127 

May 14, 2019  |  6 p.m. - 8 p.m.
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APPENDIX AA
PUBLIC WORKSHOP #2
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I-95 Corridor Planning Study Public Workshop 
State Road (SR) 9A/I-95, from SR 5/US 1 to north of Ives Dairy Road 

Project Identification #414964-6-22-01
Trinity Church  |  17801 NW 2 Avenue, Miami, FL 33169 

May 15, 2019  |  6 p.m. - 8 p.m.
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I-95 Corridor Planning Study Public Workshop 
State Road (SR) 9A/I-95, from SR 5/US 1 to north of Ives Dairy Road 

Project Identification #414964-6-22-01
Trinity Church  |  17801 NW 2 Avenue, Miami, FL 33169 

May 15, 2019  |  6 p.m. - 8 p.m.
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PUBLIC WORKSHOP
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Introductions
• Project Management Team

• Ken Jeffries – FDOT
• John McWilliams, P.E. – Kimley-Horn
• Greg Kyle, AICP – Kimley-Horn
• Julio Boucle, P.E. – AECOM

• Design Team
• Ramon Breton, P.E. – Kimley-Horn
• Mark Bacal, P.E. – Kimley-Horn
• Gabriela Ramirez, P.E. – Kimley-Horn
• Saul Perez, P.E. – AECOM
• Jenn King, P.E. – AECOM

• Operations Team
• Ian Rairden, P.E. – Kimley-Horn
• Gregg Letts, P.E. – Kimley-Horn

• Public Outreach Team
• Ric Katz – Communikatz
• Monica Diaz – ISC Group
• Carlos Garcia – ISC Group

2
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P U B L I C  W O R K S H O P

Project Purpose
• Develop and evaluate improvement concepts and perform planning-

level operational analyses
• Identify deficiencies focusing on recurring bottlenecks
• Develop a series of proposed improvements to address travel

demands of the corridor
• Develop improvement concepts for the mainline and system-to-

system connections

3
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Project Study Area
• Entire I-95 corridor within Miami-Dade

County
• 17.2 Miles, 20 +/- interchanges

• 3 system-to-system interchanges

• Interchanges, influence areas, and ramp
junctions

• General purpose lanes and express lanes

4
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FDOT Project Development Process

Planning/
Pre-PD&E

Project
Development

and Environment
Study (PD&E)

Design/Right-of-
Way Acquisition Construction

Develop initial
concepts, estimate
costs/impacts, and

inform public

Refine concepts, engage
public, define

costs/impacts, complete
environmental analysis,

and identify final concept

Prepare surveys,
design plans & right-

of-way plan, and
engage public

Phased implementation,
maintenance of traffic,

and public outreach

Planning Study
Completion Date:

August 2019

PD&E Phase
programmed for

2021/2022

Design Phase
programmed for

2024

Phase not
currently

programmed

5
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P U B L I C  W O R K S H O P

Programmed/Planned
Interchange Improvements
• Golden Glades Interchange – Design Phase
• SR 924 East Extension (MDX) – PD&E Phase
• I-395/SR 836 – Design/Build Phase
• SR 90/SW 7/8 Street – PD&E Phase

6
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P U B L I C  W O R K S H O P

Concept Development/Evaluation Process
Tier 1 Concepts

Tier 2 Concepts

Initial
Corridor
Concepts

Refined
Concept

• Qualitative Evaluation
• Fatal Flaws

• Qualitative Evaluation
• Macroscopic Quantitative Evaluation
• Segment Alternatives

• Interchange Concepts
• Detailed Evaluation
• Operations Analysis
• Cost/Right-of-Way Evaluation

• Interchange Concepts
• Cost/Right-of-Way Evaluation
• Conceptual Plans

7
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P U B L I C  W O R K S H O P

Study Results
• Long-term capacity needs along corridor are substantial even with

major regional transit investment
• Initial concepts fully addressed capacity/safety improvements, but

created substantial community impacts and required significant
funding

• Future improvements must balance capacity needs, community
impacts, and fiscal constraints

• Refined concept provides moderate capacity improvement and
addresses safety issues while reducing community impacts/overall
costs

8
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P U B L I C  W O R K S H O P

Segments

9
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P U B L I C  W O R K S H O P

Segment 3 - Typical Section

10

SB General Purpose Lanes (GPL) Express Lanes (EL) NB General Purpose Lanes (GPL)

Note:  The number of general purpose lanes vary through the segment.
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P U B L I C  W O R K S H O P

Refined Concept Design Features

11

Segment No. Mainline Express Lane (EL)
Network Connections Interchanges

1 Minimal geometric
Improvements N/A Minor improvements to Rickenbacker

Causeway and SR 970

2 New 4’ EL buffer I-195 EL connections New full Wynwood/Health District interchange

3 Additional EL (3+3)/
new 4’ EL buffer N/A

Consolidate some interchanges from NW 95
Street to NW 135 Street via frontage roads;

Eliminate NW 69 Street interchange

4 Additional EL (2+2) New SR 826 EL connections
(NB to WB and EB to SB) N/A

5 Continuous EL (2+2)/
new 4’ EL buffer N/A Reconfiguration at Miami Gardens Drive

and at Ives Dairy Road (DDI)

Construction
Costs (Est.) $2.3 Billion

Potential R/W (Est.) ~99 Acres
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P U B L I C  W O R K S H O P

Refined Concept Cost/Right-of-Way Estimate

12

Segment No.
Approximate

Segment
Length

Preliminary
Construction

Costs

Preliminary
Right-of-Way

Needs
1 3.1 Miles $353 Million < 1 Acre
2 3.0 miles $634 Million 10.2 Acres
3 5.6 miles $932 Million 85.0 Acres
4 2.0 miles $175 Million 2.3 Acres
5 3.5 miles $218 Million < 1 Acre

Total 17.2 Miles $2.3 Billion ~99 Acres
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P U B L I C  W O R K S H O P

Future Project Phases
• Final Planning Study Report – August 2019 (Completion)

• I-95 South PD&E Study (FM No. 414964-7) – January 2022 (Start)
• SR 5/US 1 to South of NW 62 Street
• Study Segment 1 and 2

• I-95 Central PD&E Study (FM No. 414964-8) – July 2021 (Start)
• South of NW 62 Street to South of NW 151 Street
• Study Segment 3

• I-95 North PD&E Study (FM No. 414964-1) – January 2021 (Start)
• South of NW 151 Street to Broward County Line
• Study Segments 4 and 5

13

Note: Schedule and limits subject to change.
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FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION DISTRICT SIX

Public Information Workshop Summary
Project:

I-95 Corridor Planning Study
Project ID: 414964-6-22-01

Project Manager:
FDOT Project Manager: Ken Jeffries

Purpose of meeting:

The Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) held a workshop in which elected officials,
stakeholders, property owners, and residents were invited to learn about the proposed corridor
capacity improvements along State Road (SR) 9A/I-95 from SR 5/US 1 to just north of Ives Dairy
Road, in Miami-Dade County. Project concepts were presented, and feedback about the study
were received.

Date/Time/Location of meetings:

Wednesday, May 15, 2019
Trinity Church

17801 NW 2 Avenue
Miami, FL 33169
6 p.m. - 8 p.m.

Elected or Public Official attendees:

None.

Other attendees:

Please refer to the attached sign-in sheets.
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Key items discussed:

Below, please find the general statements, questions, and comments that were made or received
during the informal open house session of the workshop. These statements, questions, and/or
comments were either made by members of the project team, made to project staff by
attendees, or overheard as attendees walked around the room to learn about the I-95 corridor
planning study.

The project team interacted with several attendees and provided a thorough explanation of
the study presented, expressing the following key points:

FPID 414964-6-22-01

· The project completion date August 2019
· The evaluation of existing and future demand/operations of the corridor and interchanges
· The development of mainline cross section improvements for both express and general-

purpose lanes and interchange improvements to improve safety and capacity
· The development of performance measures, safety and operational analyses focusing on

areas of reoccurring congestion, conceptual improvement development and evaluation,
Express Lane network connectivity, cost estimating, and impact analyses

· The evaluation of the potential community impacts and costs of the conceptual
improvements

· The three (3) programmed Planning, Development and Environment (PD&E) studies for
the corridor

The following comments were received and recorded during the informal open house session
of the workshop. Formal written comments were made and can be reviewed on the attached
spreadsheet:

· A resident questioned the status of the planning study and the time frame for completion.
A Kimley-Horn representative advised that the planning study finalizes this summer and
the next phase of the PD&E (Planning, Design & Environment) Study will investigate each
segment in more detail. The representative noted, subsequent to the PD&E, funding for
the project will be needed for design and construction.

· A resident questioned the source of funding for the project. A Kimley-Horn representative
advised that the project is currently in the planning phase with PD E projects starting in
2021 which are already funded. It was noted that the TPO controls priority and allocation
of the funds.

· A resident questioned if the maps presented are final. A Kimley-Horn representative
advised the graphics are concepts to come up with funding and general impacts and that
the PD&E phase will likely provide changes to the concept in preparation for design and
construction.
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· A resident inquired if double-decking the corridor was considered in the planning. A
Kimley-Horn representative advised the option was considered and was deemed too
costly.

· A resident questioned if transit was considered during planning. A Kimley-Horn
representative advised the planning study considered repurposing the existing lanes but
did not consider dedicated transit lanes beyond the current use of express lane by express
buses.

· A resident expressed annoyance living on NW 68 Street but having to exit at NW 95 Street
to avoid traffic congestion.

· A resident stated that the NW 69 Street exit is very dangerous. A Kimley-Horn
representative advised the planning study proposes the removal of that exit.

·  A resident mentioned that traffic congestion has increased significantly at the on-ramp to
I-95 at NW 79 Street.

· A resident mentioned that having one express lane on sections of the corridor to the
north causes heavy traffic congestion. A Kimley-Horn representative advised the planning
study proposes expanding the express lanes for the northbound and southbound
directions in that area.

· A resident questioned the completion date for the signature bridge project. The FDOT
Project Manager advised completion is scheduled for 2022.

· A resident mentioned there is no mass transit to Miami Beach and large venues such as
stadiums. The FDOT Project Manager advised that a plan to provide express buses to
Miami Beach is already in place. The resident then suggested that a rail system be
considered.

· A resident questioned if additional access points to the express lanes have been
considered between (SR) 112 and the Golden Glades Interchange (GGI). The FDOT Project
Manager advised that providing additional access points adds more stress to the lane and
the lack of access points is mainly for safety reasons.

Action items:

None:
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1

I-95 Corridor Planning Study Public Workshop 
State Road (SR) 9A/I-95, from SR 5/US 1 to north of Ives Dairy Road 

Project Identification #414964-6-22-01
Trinity Church  |  17801 NW 2 Avenue, Miami, FL 33169 

May 15, 2019  |  6 p.m. - 8 p.m.
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APPENDIX BB
PUBLIC WORKSHOP #3

Appendix Page 2061 of 7765



Appendix Page 2062 of 7765



Appendix Page 2063 of 7765



Appendix Page 2064 of 7765



Appendix Page 2065 of 7765



Appendix Page 2066 of 7765



Appendix Page 2067 of 7765



Appendix Page 2068 of 7765



Appendix Page 2069 of 7765



Appendix Page 2070 of 7765



Appendix Page 2071 of 7765



Appendix Page 2072 of 7765



Appendix Page 2073 of 7765



Appendix Page 2074 of 7765



Appendix Page 2075 of 7765



Appendix Page 2076 of 7765



1

I-95 Corridor Planning Study Public Workshop 
State Road (SR) 9A/I-95, from SR 5/US 1 to north of Ives Dairy Road 

Project Identification #414964-6-22-01
Catholic Community Senior Center  |  9900 NE 2 Avenue, Miami Shores, FL 33138 

May 22, 2019  |  6 p.m. - 8 p.m.
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2

I-95 Corridor Planning Study Public Workshop 
State Road (SR) 9A/I-95, from SR 5/US 1 to north of Ives Dairy Road 

Project Identification #414964-6-22-01
Catholic Community Senior Center  |  9900 NE 2 Avenue, Miami Shores, FL 33138 

May 22, 2019  |  6 p.m. - 8 p.m.
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3

I-95 Corridor Planning Study Public Workshop 
State Road (SR) 9A/I-95, from SR 5/US 1 to north of Ives Dairy Road 

Project Identification #414964-6-22-01
Catholic Community Senior Center  |  9900 NE 2 Avenue, Miami Shores, FL 33138 

May 22, 2019  |  6 p.m. - 8 p.m.
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P U B L I C  W O R K S H O P

PUBLIC WORKSHOP
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P U B L I C  W O R K S H O P

Introductions
• Project Management Team

• Ken Jeffries – FDOT
• John McWilliams, P.E. – Kimley-Horn
• Greg Kyle, AICP – Kimley-Horn
• Julio Boucle, P.E. – AECOM

• Design Team
• Ramon Breton, P.E. – Kimley-Horn
• Mark Bacal, P.E. – Kimley-Horn
• Gabriela Ramirez, P.E. – Kimley-Horn
• Saul Perez, P.E. – AECOM
• Jenn King, P.E. – AECOM

• Operations Team
• Ian Rairden, P.E. – Kimley-Horn
• Gregg Letts, P.E. – Kimley-Horn

• Public Outreach Team
• Ric Katz – Communikatz
• Monica Diaz – ISC Group
• Carlos Garcia – ISC Group

2
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P U B L I C  W O R K S H O P

Project Purpose
• Develop and evaluate improvement concepts and perform planning-

level operational analyses
• Identify deficiencies focusing on recurring bottlenecks
• Develop a series of proposed improvements to address travel

demands of the corridor
• Develop improvement concepts for the mainline and system-to-

system connections

3
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P U B L I C  W O R K S H O P

Project Study Area
• Entire I-95 corridor within Miami-Dade

County
• 17.2 Miles, 20 +/- interchanges

• 3 system-to-system interchanges

• Interchanges, influence areas, and ramp
junctions

• General purpose lanes and express lanes

4
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P U B L I C  W O R K S H O P

FDOT Project Development Process

Planning/
Pre-PD&E

Project
Development

and Environment
Study (PD&E)

Design/Right-of-
Way Acquisition Construction

Develop initial
concepts, estimate
costs/impacts, and

inform public

Refine concepts, engage
public, define

costs/impacts, complete
environmental analysis,

and identify final concept

Prepare surveys,
design plans & right-

of-way plan, and
engage public

Phased implementation,
maintenance of traffic,

and public outreach

Planning Study
Completion Date:

August 2019

PD&E Phase
programmed for

2021/2022

Design Phase
programmed for

2024

Phase not
currently

programmed

5
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P U B L I C  W O R K S H O P

Programmed/Planned
Interchange Improvements
• Golden Glades Interchange – Design Phase
• SR 924 East Extension (MDX) – PD&E Phase
• I-395/SR 836 – Design/Build Phase
• SR 90/SW 7/8 Street – PD&E Phase

6
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P U B L I C  W O R K S H O P

Concept Development/Evaluation Process
Tier 1 Concepts

Tier 2 Concepts

Initial
Corridor
Concepts

Refined
Concept

• Qualitative Evaluation
• Fatal Flaws

• Qualitative Evaluation
• Macroscopic Quantitative Evaluation
• Segment Alternatives

• Interchange Concepts
• Detailed Evaluation
• Operations Analysis
• Cost/Right-of-Way Evaluation

• Interchange Concepts
• Cost/Right-of-Way Evaluation
• Conceptual Plans

7
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P U B L I C  W O R K S H O P

Study Results
• Long-term capacity needs along corridor are substantial even with

major regional transit investment
• Initial concepts fully addressed capacity/safety improvements, but

created substantial community impacts and required significant
funding

• Future improvements must balance capacity needs, community
impacts, and fiscal constraints

• Refined concept provides moderate capacity improvement and
addresses safety issues while reducing community impacts/overall
costs

8
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P U B L I C  W O R K S H O P

Segments

9
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P U B L I C  W O R K S H O P

Segment 3 - Typical Section

10

SB General Purpose Lanes (GPL) Express Lanes (EL) NB General Purpose Lanes (GPL)

Note:  The number of general purpose lanes vary through the segment.

Appendix Page 2089 of 7765



P U B L I C  W O R K S H O P

Refined Concept Design Features

11

Segment No. Mainline Express Lane (EL)
Network Connections Interchanges

1 Minimal geometric
Improvements N/A Minor improvements to Rickenbacker

Causeway and SR 970

2 New 4’ EL buffer I-195 EL connections New full Wynwood/Health District interchange

3 Additional EL (3+3)/
new 4’ EL buffer N/A

Consolidate some interchanges from NW 95
Street to NW 135 Street via frontage roads;

Eliminate NW 69 Street interchange

4 Additional EL (2+2) New SR 826 EL connections
(NB to WB and EB to SB) N/A

5 Continuous EL (2+2)/
new 4’ EL buffer N/A Reconfiguration at Miami Gardens Drive

and at Ives Dairy Road (DDI)

Construction
Costs (Est.) ~$2.3 Billion

Potential R/W (Est.) ~99 Acres
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P U B L I C  W O R K S H O P

Refined Concept Cost/Right-of-Way Estimate

12

Segment No.
Approximate

Segment
Length

Preliminary
Construction

Costs

Preliminary
Right-of-Way

Needs
1 3.1 Miles $353 Million < 1 Acre
2 3.0 miles $634 Million 10.2 Acres
3 5.6 miles $932 Million 85.0 Acres
4 2.0 miles $175 Million 2.3 Acres
5 3.5 miles $218 Million < 1 Acre

Total 17.2 Miles $2.3 Billion ~99 Acres
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P U B L I C  W O R K S H O P

Future Project Phases
• Final Planning Study Report – August 2019 (Completion)

• I-95 South PD&E Study (FM No. 414964-7) – January 2022 (Start)
• SR 5/US 1 to South of NW 62 Street
• Study Segment 1 and 2

• I-95 Central PD&E Study (FM No. 414964-8) – July 2021 (Start)
• South of NW 62 Street to South of NW 151 Street
• Study Segment 3

• I-95 North PD&E Study (FM No. 414964-1) – January 2021 (Start)
• South of NW 151 Street to Broward County Line
• Study Segments 4 and 5

13

Note: Schedule and limits subject to change.
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FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION DISTRICT SIX

Public Information Workshop Summary
Project:

I-95 Corridor Planning Study
Project ID: 414964-6-22-01

Project Manager:
FDOT Project Manager: Ken Jeffries

Purpose of meeting:

The Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) held a workshop in which elected officials,
stakeholders, property owners, and residents were invited to learn about the proposed corridor
capacity improvements along State Road (SR) 9A/I-95 from SR 5/US 1 to just north of Ives Dairy
Road, in Miami-Dade County. Project concepts were presented, and feedback about the study
were received.

Date/Time/Location of meetings:

Wednesday, May 22, 2019
Catholic Community Senior Center

9900 NE 2 Avenue
Miami Shores, FL 33138

6 p.m. - 8 p.m.

Elected or Public Official attendees:

– Chris Taylor, Commission Aide for Commissioner Sally Heyman
– Krishan Manners, City Manager for the Village of Biscayne Park
– Tom Benton, Village Manger for the Miami Shores Village
– Guillermo Olmedillo, Town Manager for the Town of Surfside
– Anders Urbom, Councilman for the Village of El Portal
– Ron Wasson, City Manger for the City of Aventura
– Ria Khan, Legislative Aide for State Representative Javier E. Fernandez
– Nephtalie J., Legislative Aide for State Representative Dotie Joseph

Other attendees:

Please refer to the attached sign-in sheets.

Appendix Page 2094 of 7765



Key items discussed:

Below, please find the general statements, questions, and comments that were made or received
during the informal open house session of the workshop. These statements, questions, and/or
comments were either made by members of the project team, made to project staff by
attendees, or overheard as attendees walked around the room to learn about the I-95 corridor
planning study.

The project team interacted with several attendees and provided a thorough explanation of
the study presented, expressing the following key points:

FPID 414964-6-22-01

· The project completion date August 2019
· The evaluation of existing and future demand/operations of the corridor and interchanges
· The development of mainline cross section improvements for both express and general-

purpose lanes and interchange improvements to improve safety and capacity
· The development of performance measures, safety and operational analyses focusing on

areas of reoccurring congestion, conceptual improvement development and evaluation,
Express Lane network connectivity, cost estimating, and impact analyses

· The evaluation of the potential community impacts and costs of the conceptual
improvements

· The three (3) programmed Planning, Development and Environment (PD&E) studies for
the corridor

The following comments were received and recorded during the informal open house session
of the workshop. Formal written comments were made and can be reviewed on the attached
spreadsheet:

· Mr. Anders Urbom, Councilman for the Village of El Portal, expressed support for variable
speed lanes to solve congestion problems. He stated that technologies such as Waze
(GPS) is slow to assist with flow of traffic.

· Mr. Urbom suggested pictographic signage to assist with traffic congestion. He also
expressed support for higher penalties and fees for traffic accidents occurring during rush
hour and mentioned that the NW 95 Street exit is very confusing to commuters and lack
of signage is causing frequent traffic congestion and car accidents.

· Mr. Tom Benton, Village Manager for the Miami Shores Village, expressed interest in the
proposed frontage roads at NW 95 Street and NW 103 Street exits.

· Mr. Benton also inquired about the proposed acquisition between NW 111 Street to NW
119 Street and whether residents have been notified. A Kimley-Horn representative
advised that some acquisition in that area is being proposed by the (SR) 824 Gratigny
study. Mr. Benton inquired about the completion date of the Gratigny study. A Kimley-
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Horn representative explained the project is currently on-hold and added that all PD&E
are completed but no funding is allotted for construction.

· A resident questioned when construction will begin on the proposed project for the
Golden Glades Interchange (GGI). A Kimley-Horn representative stated that new ramps
and construction will take place in 2021 subsequent to the Super Bowl.

· A resident expressed concern with traffic congestion at the Miami Gardens Drive exit due
to exit only having one lane. Resident added that most traffic heading south on I-95 is
trying to access that lane. A Kimley-Horn representative advised that the Miami Gardens
Drive and Ives Dairy Road exits will be reconfigured to meet traffic needs.

· A resident expressed the importance of conducting further research regarding the impact
to the surrounding areas when adding more capacity to the roadway, and an evacuation
plan in case of an emergency.

·  A resident inquired if double-decking the corridor was a feasible option. A Kimley-Horn
representative advised the option was deemed too costly.

· A resident expressed concern with additional right-of-way acquisition in the Overtown
area. The resident added that previous construction projects in that area were
catastrophic.

· A resident stated that the Metro Rail has never been an effective and efficient mode of
transportation.

· A resident mentioned becoming aware of the project in the Miami newspaper, but
suggested outreach efforts be improved to reach maximum number of residents.

· A resident expressed concern with lack of pullover space when an accident occurs in the
express lanes. A Kimley-Horn representative advised the study proposes changes to the
express lanes including widening the shoulder.

· A resident expressed support for the future Downtown Tri-Rail station

Action items:

· FDOT Project Manager to send Ria Khan, Legislative Aide for State Representative Javier
E. Fernandez a copy of workshop presentation.

· Kimley-Horn Project Manager to send Mr. Tom Benton, Village Manager for the Miami
Shores Village, update on the (SR) 824 Gratigny project and proposed acquisitions
between NW 111 Street to NW 119 Street.

· ISC to notify Chris Taylor, Commission Aide for Commissioner Sally Heyman, of next
workshop in Aventura.
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NAME ADDRESS PHONE EMAIL COMMENT FOLLOW UP NOTES

Jessica Alston 1140 NW 125 Street 305-457-7516 jalstons@gmail.com

This project is similar to the Overtown I-95 project that impacted the Overtown Community. There was no
considertation for this community. Of the 99 acres, 85 acres are being acquired from 125 Street to Golden Glades

Interchange. Reqested a breakdown of segment 3. Noted she found all of the impacts associated with the project to
be unacceptable. The elimination of the 69 Street exit is being proposed with no consideration. The 99 acres does

not include land required on 119 Street cibbectubg to the Gratigny. The project is very deceptive since more than 99
acres will be acquired. The removal of 95 Street exit is unacceptable. I object to there being no people of color in
front of the boards to explain the project. Express lanes so no service to the people between GGI and downtown.

The entry to 95 is 125 Street and there is congestion all of the time. No one knows where Solamia is off of Biscayne
and 150 Street. How will this project impact them. No access to Aventura or Solamia from I-95 there are 1,500

people.

I-95 Corridor Planning Study Public Information Workshop
Project ID: 414964-6-22-01

Appendix Page 2097 of 7765



1

I-95 Corridor Planning Study Public Workshop 
State Road (SR) 9A/I-95, from SR 5/US 1 to north of Ives Dairy Road 

Project Identification #414964-6-22-01
Catholic Community Senior Center  |  9900 NE 2 Avenue, Miami Shores, FL 33138 

May 22, 2019  |  6 p.m. - 8 p.m.
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2

I-95 Corridor Planning Study Public Workshop 
State Road (SR) 9A/I-95, from SR 5/US 1 to north of Ives Dairy Road 

Project Identification #414964-6-22-01
Catholic Community Senior Center  |  9900 NE 2 Avenue, Miami Shores, FL 33138 

May 22, 2019  |  6 p.m. - 8 p.m.
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3

I-95 Corridor Planning Study Public Workshop 
State Road (SR) 9A/I-95, from SR 5/US 1 to north of Ives Dairy Road 

Project Identification #414964-6-22-01
Catholic Community Senior Center  |  9900 NE 2 Avenue, Miami Shores, FL 33138 

May 22, 2019  |  6 p.m. - 8 p.m.
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4

I-95 Corridor Planning Study Public Workshop 
State Road (SR) 9A/I-95, from SR 5/US 1 to north of Ives Dairy Road 

Project Identification #414964-6-22-01
Catholic Community Senior Center  |  9900 NE 2 Avenue, Miami Shores, FL 33138 

May 22, 2019  |  6 p.m. - 8 p.m.

Appendix Page 2101 of 7765



5

I-95 Corridor Planning Study Public Workshop 
State Road (SR) 9A/I-95, from SR 5/US 1 to north of Ives Dairy Road 

Project Identification #414964-6-22-01
Catholic Community Senior Center  |  9900 NE 2 Avenue, Miami Shores, FL 33138 

May 22, 2019  |  6 p.m. - 8 p.m.
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6

I-95 Corridor Planning Study Public Workshop 
State Road (SR) 9A/I-95, from SR 5/US 1 to north of Ives Dairy Road 

Project Identification #414964-6-22-01
Catholic Community Senior Center  |  9900 NE 2 Avenue, Miami Shores, FL 33138 

May 22, 2019  |  6 p.m. - 8 p.m.
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7

I-95 Corridor Planning Study Public Workshop 
State Road (SR) 9A/I-95, from SR 5/US 1 to north of Ives Dairy Road 

Project Identification #414964-6-22-01
Catholic Community Senior Center  |  9900 NE 2 Avenue, Miami Shores, FL 33138 

May 22, 2019  |  6 p.m. - 8 p.m.
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APPENDIX CC
CITY OF NORTH MIAMI BEACH  STAFF PROJECT BRIEFING
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E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

ELECTED OFFICIALS BRIEFING
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E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

Project Purpose
• Develop and evaluate improvement concepts and perform planning-level

operational analysis
• Evaluate study interchanges, interchange influence areas, and ramp junctions
• Identify deficiencies focusing on recurring bottlenecks
• Develop a series of proposed improvements to address existing and future

demands of the corridor
• Develop improvement concepts for the mainline and system-to-system

connections

2
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E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

Project Study Area
• Entire I-95 corridor within FDOT District 6
• 17.2 Miles, 20 +/- interchanges

• 3 system-to-system interchanges

• Interchanges, influence areas, and ramp
junctions

• General purpose lanes and express lanes

3
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E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

FDOT Project Development Process

Planning/Pre-
PD&E

Project
Development

and Environment
Study

Design/Right-of-
Way Acquisition Construction

Develop initial
concepts ,engage
public, estimate
costs/impacts

Refine concepts, engage
public, define

costs/impacts, complete
environmental analysis,

and identify final concept

Prepare surveys,
design plans & right-

of-way plan, and
engage public

Phased
implementation,

maintenance of traffic,
public engagement

Planning Study
Completion Date:

August 2019

PD&Es
programmed for

2021/2022

Phase not
fully

programmed

Phase not
currently

programmed

4
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E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

Study Results
• Year 2045 capacity needs along corridor are substantial even with

regional transit investment
• Future improvements must balance capacity needs, community

impacts, and fiscal constraints
• Concepts that fully address capacity/safety improvements, but cause

substantial community impacts and require significant funding
• Final Concept provides moderate capacity improvement and

addresses safety issues while reducing community impacts/overall
costs

5
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Segments

6
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E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

Segment 3 - Typical Section

7

SB General Purpose Lanes (GPL) Express Lanes (EL) NB General Purpose Lanes (GPL)
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E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

Planning Concept Design Features

8

Segment No. Mainline EL Network Connections Interchanges

Segment 1 Minimal Geometric
Improvements N/A Minor Improvements to Rickenbacker

Causeway and SR 970

Segment 2 New 4’ EL Buffer I-195 EL Connections New full Wynwood interchange

Segment 3 Additional EL (3+3) N/A
Consolidate some interchanges from NW 95
Street to NW 135 Street via frontage roads;

Eliminate NW 69 Street interchange

Segment 4 Additional EL (3+3) New SR 826 EL Connections
(NB to WB + EB to SB) N/A

Segment 5 Continuous EL (2+2) N/A Reconfiguration at Miami Gardens Drive
and at Ives Dairy Road (DDI)

Construction
Costs $2.3 Billion

ROW Acquisition ~99 Acres
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E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

Planning Concept Cost/Right-of-Way Estimate

9

Segment No.
Approximate

Segment
Length

Preliminary
Construction

Costs

Preliminary
Right-of-Way

Needs
1 3.1 Miles $353 Million < 1 Acre
2 3.0 miles $634 Million 10.2 Acres
3 5.6 miles $932 Million 85.0 Acres
4 2.0 miles $175 Million 2.3 Acres
5 3.5 miles $218 Million < 1 Acre

Total 17.2 Miles $2.3 Billion ~99 Acres
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E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

Project Schedule
• Final Report – August 2019
• PD&E* Advertisement – March 2020
• PD&E* Notice to Proceed – January 2021

10

* PD&E for north section (NW 151 St to Broward County Line).  PD&E for central and south section
programmed for FY 2022
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Comments/Questions?

11
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Florida Department of Transportation
District Six

Elected or Public Official Meeting
Follow-up Summary

FORM SHOULD BE COMPLETED AND SENT BY E-MAIL TO DISTRICT SECRETARY,
DIRECTORS AND PUBLIC INFORMATION OFFICER.  IT SHOULD BE SUBMITTED
THE SAME DAY OF THE MEETING (OR AT LATEST THE FOLLOWING MORNING).

Purpose of meeting:
Briefing on the I-95 Corridor Planning Study

Date/Time/Location of meeting:
June 12, 2019/12:30 p.m./17011 NE 19 Avenue, 4 Floor, North Miami Beach, FL 33162

Elected or Public Official attendees:
Mayor Anthony F. DeFillipo (Note:  Unable to attend due to illness)

Other attendees:
Judeen N. Johnson – Director of Public Works
Justin Proffitt – Planning and Zoning Manager
Greg Williams – Chief of Staff/Public Affairs Manager
Ken Jeffries – FDOT District Six Planning Manager
John McWilliams – FDOT Consultant/Kimley-Horn
Ric Katz – FDOT Consultant/Communikatz
Carlos Garcia – FDOT Consultant/Infinite Source Communications Group

Media involvement:
N/A

Key items discussed:
- I-95 Corridor Planning Study results/plan
- Ms. Johnson mentioned that the City of North Miami Beach has denied some right-of-way requests
from FDOT for the currently proposed improvements to the Golden Glades Interchange (GGI), but an
alternative is currently being reviewed and considered.
- Ms. Johnson inquired whether eliminating exit points like NW 62 Street and NW 69 Street would
increase traffic. FDOT advised increased traffic is expected at the next interchange but the Project
Development and Environment (PD&E) study would further explore traffic impacts. Ms. Johnson added
that cut-through traffic is the biggest traffic issue that municipalities are currently experiencing.
- Ms. Johnson encouraged FDOT to have more involvement and communication with the County. FDOT
advised that meetings with Commissioners and local Elected Officials have been arranged to advise how
this study might affect their District.
- Mr. Proffitt emphasized the need to provide a solution for the Ives Dairy Road interchange. FDOT
advised that the proposed improvement is a divergent diamond which will increase capacity and reduce
traffic congestion.
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- Ms. Johnson inquired about outreach efforts made and if impacted residents were contacted. FDOT
advised residents will be contacted during the PD&E phase.
- Mr. Williams inquired when driverless vehicles are expected on the road. FDOT advised that driverless
vehicles are expected in 2040-2045 but a large number of these vehicles would need to be on the road
to have a dedicated lane. FDOT then added that this study does not explore those options but lanes can
always be repurposed to satisfy the demand.

Action items:
ISC to submit Aventura Public Workshop flyer to Mr. Williams at Greg.Williams@citynmb.com; Aja
Dorsainvil, Marketing Specialist at aja.dorsainvil@citynmb.com; and, Elisabeth Pierre, Aide to Mayor and
Commission at Elisabeth.pierre@citynmb.com.

Involvement needed from District Secretary or Directors:
None.

Other information / notes:
None.
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AVENTURA PUBLIC WORKSHOP
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P U B L I C  W O R K S H O P

PUBLIC WORKSHOP
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P U B L I C  W O R K S H O P

Introductions
• Project Management Team

• Ken Jeffries – FDOT
• Greg Kyle, AICP – Kimley-Horn
• Julio Boucle, P.E. – AECOM

• Design/Operations Team
• Mark Bacal, P.E. – Kimley-Horn
• Ian Rairden, P.E. – Kimley-Horn
• Gregg Letts, P.E. – Kimley-Horn

• Public Outreach Team
• Ric Katz – Communikatz
• Monica Diaz – ISC Group
• Carlos Garcia – ISC Group

2
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P U B L I C  W O R K S H O P

Project Purpose
• Develop and evaluate improvement concepts and perform planning-

level operational analyses
• Identify deficiencies focusing on recurring bottlenecks
• Develop a series of proposed improvements to address travel

demands of the corridor
• Develop improvement concepts for the mainline and system-to-

system connections

3
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P U B L I C  W O R K S H O P

Project Study Area
• Entire I-95 corridor within Miami-Dade

County
• 17.2 Miles, 20 +/- interchanges

• 3 system-to-system interchanges

• Interchanges, influence areas, and ramp
junctions

• General purpose lanes and express lanes

4
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P U B L I C  W O R K S H O P

FDOT Project Development Process

Planning/
Pre-PD&E

Project
Development

and Environment
Study (PD&E)

Design/Right-of-
Way Acquisition Construction

Develop initial
concepts, estimate
costs/impacts, and

inform public

Refine concepts, engage
public, define

costs/impacts, complete
environmental analysis,

and identify final concept

Prepare surveys,
design plans & right-

of-way plan, and
engage public

Phased implementation,
maintenance of traffic,

and public outreach

Planning Study
Completion Date:

August 2019

PD&E Phase
programmed for

2021/2022

Design Phase
partially programmed

for  2024

Phase not
currently

programmed

5
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P U B L I C  W O R K S H O P

Programmed/Planned
Interchange Improvements
• Golden Glades Interchange – Design Phase
• SR 924 East Extension (MDX) – PD&E Phase
• I-395/SR 836 – Design/Build Phase
• SR 90/SW 7/8 Street – PD&E Phase

6
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Concept Development/Evaluation Process
Tier 1 Concepts

Tier 2 Concepts

Initial
Corridor
Concepts

Refined
Concept

• Qualitative Evaluation
• Fatal Flaws

• Qualitative Evaluation
• Macroscopic Quantitative Evaluation
• Segment Alternatives

• Interchange Concepts
• Detailed Evaluation
• Operations Analysis
• Cost/Right-of-Way Evaluation

• Interchange Concepts
• Cost/Right-of-Way Evaluation
• Conceptual Plans

7
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Study Results
• Long-term capacity needs along corridor are substantial even with

major regional transit investment
• Initial concepts fully addressed capacity/safety improvements, but

created substantial community impacts and required significant
funding

• Future improvements must balance capacity needs, community
impacts, and fiscal constraints

• Refined concept provides moderate capacity improvement and
addresses safety issues while reducing community impacts/overall
costs

8
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Segments

9
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P U B L I C  W O R K S H O P

Segment 3 - Typical Section

10

SB General Purpose Lanes (GPL) Express Lanes (EL) NB General Purpose Lanes (GPL)

Note:  The number of general purpose lanes vary through the segment.
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Refined Concept Design Features

11

Segment No. Mainline Express Lane (EL)
Network Connections Interchanges

1 Minimal geometric
Improvements N/A Minor improvements to Rickenbacker

Causeway and SR 970

2 New 4’ EL buffer I-195 EL connections New full Wynwood/Health District interchange

3 Additional EL (3+3)/
new 4’ EL buffer N/A

Consolidate some interchanges from NW 95
Street to NW 135 Street via frontage roads;

Eliminate NW 69 Street interchange

4 Additional EL (2+2) New SR 826 EL connections
(NB to WB and EB to SB) N/A

5 Continuous EL (2+2)/
new 4’ EL buffer N/A Reconfiguration at Miami Gardens Drive

and at Ives Dairy Road (DDI)

Construction
Costs (Est.) ~$2.3 Billion

Potential R/W (Est.) ~99 Acres
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Refined Concept Cost/Right-of-Way Estimate

12

Segment No.
Approximate

Segment
Length

Preliminary
Construction

Costs

Preliminary
Right-of-Way

Needs
1 3.1 Miles $353 Million < 1 Acre
2 3.0 miles $634 Million 10.2 Acres
3 5.6 miles $932 Million 85.0 Acres
4 2.0 miles $175 Million 2.3 Acres
5 3.5 miles $218 Million < 1 Acre

Total 17.2 Miles $2.3 Billion ~99 Acres
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Future Project Phases
• Final Planning Study Report – August 2019 (Completion)

• I-95 South PD&E Study (FM No. 414964-7) – January 2022 (Start)
• SR 5/US 1 to South of NW 62 Street
• Study Segment 1 and 2

• I-95 Central PD&E Study (FM No. 414964-8) – July 2021 (Start)
• South of NW 62 Street to South of NW 151 Street
• Study Segment 3

• I-95 North PD&E Study (FM No. 414964-1) – January 2021 (Start)
• South of NW 151 Street to Broward County Line
• Study Segments 4 and 5

13

Note: Schedule and limits subject to change.
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FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION DISTRICT SIX

Public Information Workshop Summary
Project:

I-95 Corridor Planning Study
Project ID: 414964-6-22-01

Project Manager:
FDOT Project Manager: Ken Jeffries

Purpose of meeting:

The Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) held a workshop in which elected officials,
stakeholders, property owners, and residents were invited to learn about the proposed corridor
capacity improvements along State Road (SR) 9A/I-95 from SR 5/US 1 to just north of Ives Dairy
Road, in Miami-Dade County. Project concepts were presented, and feedback about the study
was received.

Date/Time/Location of meetings:

Wednesday, May 22, 2019
Northeast Dade Aventura Library

2930 NE 199 Street/Aventura Blvd
Aventura, FL 33180

6 p.m. - 8 p.m.

Elected or Public Official attendees:

– Enid Weisman, City of Aventura Mayor
– Ron Wasson, City Manager for the City of Aventura
– Bryan Pegues, City of Aventura Chief of Police
– Joseph Geller, State House Representative
– Chris Taylor, Commission Aide for Commissioner Sally Heyman
– Airia Austin, City of Opa-locka Public Works Director

Other attendees:

Please refer to the attached sign-in sheets.
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Key items discussed:

Below, please find the general statements, questions, and comments that were made or received
during the informal open house session of the workshop. These statements, questions, and/or
comments were either made by members of the project team, made to project staff by
attendees, or overheard as attendees walked around the room to learn about the I-95 corridor
planning study.

The project team interacted with several attendees and provided a thorough explanation of
the study presented, expressing the following key points:

FPID 414964-6-22-01

· The project completion date August 2019
· The evaluation of existing and future demands/operations of the corridor and

interchanges
· The development of mainline cross-section improvements for both express and general-

purpose lanes and interchange improvements to improve safety and capacity
· The development of performance measures, safety and operational analyses focusing on

areas of reoccurring congestion, conceptual improvement development, and evaluation,
Express Lane network connectivity, cost estimating, and impact analyses

· The evaluation of the potential community impacts and costs of the conceptual
improvements

· The three (3) programmed Planning, Development and Environment (PD&E) studies for
the corridor

The following comments were received and recorded during the informal open house session
of the workshop. Formal written comments were made and can be reviewed on the attached
spreadsheet:

· Ms. Enid Weisman, City of Aventura Mayor stated that she utilized the express lanes for
many years from Ives Dairy Road to I-395 and always experienced heavy congestion. She
added that there is no room for vehicles to pull-over in case of an accident or emergency.

· Mayor Weisman suggested that technological advances be considered in the planning
study. She added that there has been a decline in vehicles purchased by millennials and
that many people are resorting to local businesses and venues to avoid traffic.

· Mr. Joseph Geller, State House Representative, suggested I-95 be made available only to
autonomous vehicles which would allow for a better flow of traffic and increasing
demand for these types of vehicles. FDOT advised that this planning study does not
preclude autonomous vehicles in the future.

· Mr. Geller does not support double-decking the corridor.
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· Mr. Geller suggested implementing a rail system that provides access to areas more
frequently visited and at higher traffic volume area.

· A resident questioned why the Express Lanes were not free of charge when heavily
congested. A Kimley-Horn representative advised that the fee is reduced to the minimum
when the average miles per hour is less than 45 mph.

· A resident expressed support for the proposed changes to NW 7 Avenue.

· A resident expressed support for double-decking the corridor.

· A resident suggested double decking State Road (SR) 924/Gratigny Parkway Extension to
allow local traffic to flow separately from the highway driver.

· A resident questioned which segment construction will commence in first. A Kimley-Horn
representative advised that decision has not been determined yet and will be further
decided in the next phase.

· A resident asked if divergent diamonds have caused more accidents. A Kimley-Horn
representative advised that conflict points have been reduced from 16 to 8.

· A resident expressed concern for the lack of inclusion of public transportation.

· A resident asked if the project is related to the US 1 Flyover project. A Kimley Horn
representative stated it was not. Mayor Weisman asked if the US 1 Flyover project will
commence prior to the start of this project. A Kimley Horn representative responded yes.

· Mayor Weisman asked if the project takes into account what is already funded. A Kimley
Horn representative stated the US 1 Flyover project is further east of I-95 and is not taken
into account as it has little impact to the I-95 corridor recommendations.

· A resident asked why ramp meters are installed. A Kimley Horn representative responded
to assist with the flow of traffic to the mainline.

· Mayor Weisman stated the ramp meter in Aventura is not reducing congestion to the
mainline in Aventura and requested the ramp meter light be checked.

· Mayor Weisman stated there is congestion along I-95 from Miami Gardens Drive to Ives
Dairy Road between 7 a.m. and 8:30 a.m. The Mayor then inquired if anyone from the
Department has gone out to observe traffic during peak hours. A FDOT representative
stated yes.

· A resident asked what the Department is doing about NW 186 Street. A FDOT
representative stated widening will not occur, but that the Department is looking at US 1
and Miami Gardens Drive to possible implement something similar to what was
implemented at Ives Dairy Road.
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· A resident asked what phase the project is in. A Kimley Horn representative explained
that the project is in the Planning/Pre-PD&E Phase.

· A resident asked if motorists will be able to access the Express Lanes on I-95 from NW 167
Street on the Palmetto Expressway. A Kimley Horn representative stated yes and
explained the proposed movements from Palmetto Express to 95 Express are displayed on
the map.

· A resident asked how much will the project cost and when will the project be funded. A
Kimley Horn representative stated $2.3 billion, and that a portion of the design is
projected for funding in 2024.

Action items:

· ISC to provide Mr. Jose Gomez of Superior Construction Company with a copy of the
sign-in sheet and presentation. Completed 6/24/2019
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1

I-95 Corridor Planning Study Public Workshop
State Road (SR) 9A/I-95, from SR 5/US 1 to north of Ives Dairy Road Project Identification 

#414964-6-22-01
Northeast Dade-Aventura Branch Library |  2930 NE 199 Street/Aventura Boulevard,  Aventura, FL 33180 

Wednesday, June 19, 2019  |  6 p.m. - 8 p.m.
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2

I-95 Corridor Planning Study Public Workshop
State Road (SR) 9A/I-95, from SR 5/US 1 to north of Ives Dairy Road Project Identification 

#414964-6-22-01
Northeast Dade-Aventura Branch Library |  2930 NE 199 Street/Aventura Boulevard, Aventura, FL 33180 

Wednesday, June 19, 2019  |  6 p.m. - 8 p.m.
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APPENDIX EE
MIAMI CITY COMMISSION – DISTRICT 2/OMNI CRA (COMMISSIONER RUSSELL)

STAFF PROJECT BRIEFING
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E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

ELECTED OFFICIALS BRIEFING
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E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

Project Purpose
• Develop and evaluate improvement concepts and perform planning-level

operational analysis
• Evaluate study interchanges, interchange influence areas, and ramp junctions
• Identify deficiencies focusing on recurring bottlenecks
• Develop a series of proposed improvements to address existing and future

demands of the corridor
• Develop improvement concepts for the mainline and system-to-system

connections

2
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E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

Project Study Area
• Entire I-95 corridor within FDOT District 6
• 17.2 Miles, 20 +/- interchanges

• 3 system-to-system interchanges

• Interchanges, influence areas, and ramp
junctions

• General purpose lanes and express lanes

3
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E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

FDOT Project Development Process

Planning/Pre-
PD&E

Project
Development

and Environment
Study

Design/Right-of-
Way Acquisition Construction

Develop initial
concepts ,engage
public, estimate
costs/impacts

Refine concepts, engage
public, define

costs/impacts, complete
environmental analysis,

and identify final concept

Prepare surveys,
design plans & right-

of-way plan, and
engage public

Phased
implementation,

maintenance of traffic,
public engagement

Planning Study
Completion Date:

August 2019

PD&Es
programmed for

2021/2022

Phase not
fully

programmed

Phase not
currently

programmed

4
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E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

Study Results
• Year 2045 capacity needs along corridor are substantial even with

regional transit investment
• Future improvements must balance capacity needs, community

impacts, and fiscal constraints
• Concepts that fully address capacity/safety improvements, but cause

substantial community impacts and require significant funding
• Final Concept provides moderate capacity improvement and

addresses safety issues while reducing community impacts/overall
costs

5
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Segments

6
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E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

Segment 3 - Typical Section

7

SB General Purpose Lanes (GPL) Express Lanes (EL) NB General Purpose Lanes (GPL)
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E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

Planning Concept Design Features

8

Segment No. Mainline EL Network Connections Interchanges

Segment 1 Minimal Geometric
Improvements N/A Minor Improvements to Rickenbacker

Causeway and SR 970

Segment 2 New 4’ EL Buffer I-195 EL Connections New full Wynwood interchange

Segment 3 Additional EL (3+3) N/A
Consolidate some interchanges from NW 95
Street to NW 135 Street via frontage roads;

Eliminate NW 69 Street interchange

Segment 4 Additional EL (3+3) New SR 826 EL Connections
(NB to WB + EB to SB) N/A

Segment 5 Continuous EL (2+2) N/A Reconfiguration at Miami Gardens Drive
and at Ives Dairy Road (DDI)

Construction
Costs $2.3 Billion

ROW Acquisition ~99 Acres
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E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

Planning Concept Cost/Right-of-Way Estimate

9

Segment No.
Approximate

Segment
Length

Preliminary
Construction

Costs

Preliminary
Right-of-Way

Needs
1 3.1 Miles $353 Million < 1 Acre
2 3.0 miles $634 Million 10.2 Acres
3 5.6 miles $932 Million 85.0 Acres
4 2.0 miles $175 Million 2.3 Acres
5 3.5 miles $218 Million < 1 Acre

Total 17.2 Miles $2.3 Billion ~99 Acres
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E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

Project Schedule
• Final Report – August 2019
• PD&E* Advertisement – March 2020
• PD&E* Notice to Proceed – January 2021

10

* PD&E for north section (NW 151 St to Broward County Line).  PD&E for central and south section
programmed for FY 2022

Appendix Page 2165 of 7765
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Comments/Questions?

11
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Florida Department of Transportation
District Six

Elected or Public Official Meeting
Follow-up Summary

FORM SHOULD BE COMPLETED AND SENT BY E-MAIL TO DISTRICT SECRETARY,
DIRECTORS AND PUBLIC INFORMATION OFFICER.  IT SHOULD BE SUBMITTED
THE SAME DAY OF THE MEETING (OR AT LATEST THE FOLLOWING MORNING).

Purpose of meeting:
Briefing on the I-95 Corridor Planning Study

Date/Time/Location of meeting:
June 20, 2019/1:30 p.m./3500 Pan American Drive, Miami, FL 33133

Elected or Public Official attendees:
Rebecca Wakefield – Chief of Staff for Commissioner Ken Russell

Other attendees:
Ken Jeffries – FDOT District Six Planning Manager
John McWilliams – FDOT Consultant/Kimley-Horn
Ric Katz – FDOT Consultant/Communikatz
Carlos Garcia – FDOT Consultant/Infinite Source Communications Group

Media involvement:
N/A

Key items discussed:
- I-95 Corridor Planning Study results/plan
- Ms. Wakefield inquired whether construction would commence from north to south of the corridor.
FDOT advised that the decision would be made during the Project Development and Environment
(PD&E) phase.
- Ms. Wakefield expressed concern about project impacts to the construction already underway on the I-
395
- Ms. Wakefield expressed concern over rising water level and whether climate change would disturb
some of the planning made during this phase of the project.
- Ms. Wakefield stated that the area of segment three between I-195 and south of the Golden Glades
Interchange (GGI) has constant traffic congestion.
- Ms. Wakefield expressed support for outreach efforts to make constituents aware of potential right-of-
way acquisitions, and to avoid throwaway improvements on future projects.
- Ms. Wakefield stated that Divergent Diamond Interchangess are frightening to use and added that she
believed more accidents would be caused by the constant weaving of cars.
- Ms. Wakefield suggested building multi-purpose parks underneath certain areas of the corridor such as
those that exist on the I-395.

Appendix Page 2167 of 7765



Page 2 of 2

Action items:
None.

Involvement needed from District Secretary or Directors:
None.

Other information / notes:
None.
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APPENDIX FF
MIAMI-DADE COUNTY COMMISSION – DISTRICT 2 (COMMISSIONER

MONESTIME) PROJECT BRIEFING
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E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

ELECTED OFFICIALS BRIEFING
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E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

Project Purpose
• Develop and evaluate improvement concepts and perform planning-level

operational analysis
• Evaluate study interchanges, interchange influence areas, and ramp junctions
• Identify deficiencies focusing on recurring bottlenecks
• Develop a series of proposed improvements to address existing and future

demands of the corridor
• Develop improvement concepts for the mainline and system-to-system

connections

2
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E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

Project Study Area
• Entire I-95 corridor within FDOT District 6
• 17.2 Miles, 20 +/- interchanges

• 3 system-to-system interchanges

• Interchanges, influence areas, and ramp
junctions

• General purpose lanes and express lanes

3
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FDOT Project Development Process

Planning/Pre-
PD&E

Project
Development

and Environment
Study

Design/Right-of-
Way Acquisition Construction

Develop initial
concepts ,engage
public, estimate
costs/impacts

Refine concepts,
engage public, define
costs/impacts,  and

identify final concept

Prepare surveys,
design plans & right-

of-way plan, and
engage public

Phased
implementation,

maintenance of traffic,
public engagement

Planning Study
Completion Date:

August 2019

PD&Es
programmed for

2021/2022

Phase not
currently

programmed

Phase not
currently

programmed

4
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E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

Study Results
• Year 2045 capacity needs along corridor are substantial even with

regional transit investment
• Future improvements must balance capacity needs, community

impacts, and fiscal constraints
• Concepts that fully address capacity/safety improvements, but cause

substantial community impacts and require significant funding
• Final Concept provides moderate capacity improvement and

addresses safety issues while reducing community impacts/overall
costs

5
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Study Segment 2

Segments
Study Segment 5

Approx. MP 17.260

MP 0.000

Study Segment 3

Study Segment 4

Study Segment 1

6
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Segment 3 - Typical Section

7

SB General Purpose Lanes (GPL) Express Lanes (EL) NB General Purpose Lanes (GPL)
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Planning Concept Design Features

8

Segment No. Mainline EL Network Connections Interchanges

Segment 1 Minimal Geometric
Improvements N/A Minor Improvements to Rickenbacker

Causeway and SR 970

Segment 2 New 4’ EL Buffer I-195 EL Connections New full Wynwood interchange

Segment 3 Additional EL (3+3) N/A
Consolidate some interchanges from NW 95
Street to NW 135 Street via frontage roads;

Eliminate NW 69 Street interchange

Segment 4 Additional EL (3+3) New SR 826 EL Connections
(NB to WB + EB to SB) N/A

Segment 5 Continuous EL (2+2) N/A Reconfiguration at Miami Gardens Drive
and at Ives Dairy Road (DDI)

Construction
Costs $2.3 Billion

ROW Acquisition ~99 Acres
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Planning Concept Cost/Right-of-Way Estimate

9

Segment No.
Preliminary

Construction
Cost Estimate

Preliminary
Right-of-Way

Needs Estimate
1 $353 Million < 1 Acre
2 $634 Million 10.2 Acres
3 $932 Million 85.0 Acres
4 $175 Million 2.3 Acres
5 $218 Million < 1 Acre

Total $2.3 Billion ~99 Acres
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Project Schedule
• Three (3) Public Workshops – May 2019

• Segments 1 & 2
• Segment 3
• Segments 4 & 5

• Final Report – August 2019
• PD&E* Advertisement – March 2020
• PD&E* Notice to Proceed – January 2021

10

* PD&E for north section (NW 151 St to Broward County Line).  PD&E for central and south section
programmed for FY 2022
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Comments/Questions?

11
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FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION DISTRICT SIX

I-95 Corridor Planning Study

Purpose of meeting:
Briefing to Commissioner Jean Monestime on the I-95 Corridor Planning Study

Date/Time/Location of meeting:
Tuesday, June 25, 2019/11a.m./915 NE 125 Street, North Miami, FL 33161

FDOT REPRESENTATIVES
Shereen Yee Fong – FDOT District Six
John McWilliams – FDOT Consultant/Kimley-Horn
Ric Katz – FDOT Consultant/Communikatz
Carlos Garcia – FDOT Consultant/Infinite Source Communications Group

Media Involvement:
None.

Key items discussed:
- Commissioner Monestime stated his constituents want the State Road (SR)924 East Extension project
proposed by MDX to not move forward and the project not be continued by another agency if MDX is
dissolved.

- Commissioner Monestime asked if a tunnel was considered as part of this study.

- Ms. Maryse Fontus, the Commissioner’s Legislative Director, stated that at tunnel might present
construction issues due to poor soil conditions; therefore, transit solutions such as a subway or
underground roadway facility would be difficult to consider.  Ric Katz advised that a tunnel would be a
very costly solution as special techniques are needed due to the soil conditions similar to the Port
Tunnel.  Due to costs and other factors, a tunnel was not considered a viable concept.

- Commissioner Monestime inquired whether the express lane markers (ELMs) would remain after the
proposed changes have been implemented. He suggested that concrete barriers should be considered as
they require less maintenance and replacement. FDOT advised that if a concrete barrier were to be
installed, wider shoulders would be needed on both sides of the concrete barriers.  FDOT indicated that
a wider separation between the express lanes and the general purposes lanes is being proposed as part
of the proposed concept, which should reduce ELM replacement/maintenance costs.
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- Commissioner Monestime inquired if a frontage road is planned between NW 79 Street to NW 71
Street. FDOT advised the planning study does not propose this frontage road but the upcoming Planning
Development and Environmental (PD&E) study could explore the option with additional right-of-way
acquisitions.   It was noted that this frontage road would require a railroad crossing.

- Commissioner Monestime was unsure if adding two (2) express lanes to the Golden Glades Interchange
(GGI) overpass would address the existing bottleneck. FDOT advised that pushback has been received
about widening the express lanes south of the GGI, but that other projects currently scheduled for
construction at the GGI should address the bottleneck issues that occur before the construction of the
proposed ramps.

- Commissioner Monestime feels that the two (2) existing traffic lights at the GGI when exiting SR 826
eastbound to I-95 via NW 7 Avenue and from SR 826 East to the Turnpike entrance northbound are
problematic.  FDOT indicated that the programmed projects include improvements in those areas.

- Commissioner Monestime inquired which segment would have the largest amount of right-of-way
impact. FDOT advised that Segment 3 is the most impacted in the study.

Action items:
None.

Involvement needed from District Secretary or Directors:
None.

Other information/notes:
None.
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MIAMI-DADE COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING ORGANIZATION –

TRANSPORTATION PLANNING TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE (TPTAC)
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Disclaimer:
This PowerPoint presentation was prepared by the Florida Department

of Transportation (FDOT) staff and his been provided as part of a
public records request.  Any dissemination of this presentation by

anyone or entity other than FDOT staff is not official.  Any questions
can be sent to FDOT-D6PIO@dot.state.fl.us

This presentation may not be altered.
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Introductions
FDOT Project Manager
• Ken Jeffries

Consultant Project Manager
• John McWilliams – Kimley-Horn

Public Outreach/Intergovernmental Coordination
• Ric Katz – Communikatz
• Carlos Garcia – ISC Group

3
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Project Purpose
• Develop and evaluate improvement concepts and perform planning-

level operational analyses
• Identify deficiencies focusing on recurring bottlenecks
• Develop a series of proposed improvements to address travel

demands of the corridor
• Develop improvement concepts for the mainline and system-to-

system connections

4
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Project Study Area
• Entire I-95 corridor within Miami-Dade

County
• 17.2 Miles, 20 +/- interchanges

• 3 system-to-system interchanges

• Interchanges, influence areas, and ramp
junctions

• General purpose lanes and express lanes

5
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FDOT Project Development Process

Planning/
Pre-PD&E

Project
Development

and Environment
Study (PD&E)

Design/Right-of-
Way Acquisition Construction

Develop initial
concepts, estimate
costs/impacts, and

inform public

Refine concepts, engage
public, define

costs/impacts, complete
environmental analysis,

and identify final concept

Prepare surveys,
design plans & right-

of-way plan, and
engage public

Phased implementation,
maintenance of traffic,

and public outreach

Planning Study
Completion Date:

August 2019

PD&E Phase
programmed for

2021/2022

Design Phase
partially programmed

for  2024

Phase not
currently

programmed

6
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Programmed/Planned
Interchange Improvements
• Golden Glades Interchange – Design Phase
• SR 924 East Extension (MDX) – PD&E Phase
• I-395/SR 836 – Design/Build Phase
• SR 90/SW 7/8 Street – PD&E Phase

7
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Concept Development/Evaluation Process
Tier 1 Concepts

Tier 2 Concepts

Initial
Corridor
Concepts

Refined
Concept

• Qualitative Evaluation
• Fatal Flaws

• Qualitative Evaluation
• Macroscopic Quantitative Evaluation
• Segment Alternatives

• Interchange Concepts
• Detailed Evaluation
• Operations Analysis
• Cost/Right-of-Way Evaluation

• Interchange Concepts
• Cost/Right-of-Way Evaluation
• Conceptual Plans

8
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Study Results
• Long-term capacity needs along corridor are substantial even with

major regional transit investment
• Initial concepts fully addressed capacity/safety improvements, but

created substantial community impacts and required significant
funding

• Future improvements must balance capacity needs, community
impacts, and fiscal constraints

• Refined concept provides moderate capacity improvement and
addresses safety issues while reducing community impacts/overall
costs

9
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Segments

10
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Segment 3 - Typical Section

11

SB General Purpose Lanes (GPL) Express Lanes (EL) NB General Purpose Lanes (GPL)

Note:  The number of general purpose lanes vary through the segment.
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Refined Concept Design Features

12

Segment No. Mainline Express Lane (EL)
Network Connections Interchanges

1 Minimal geometric
Improvements N/A Minor improvements to Rickenbacker

Causeway and SR 970

2 New 4’ EL buffer I-195 EL connections New full Wynwood/Health District interchange

3 Additional EL (3+3)/
new 4’ EL buffer N/A

Consolidate some interchanges from NW 95
Street to NW 135 Street via frontage roads;

Eliminate NW 69 Street interchange

4 Additional EL (2+2) New SR 826 EL connections
(NB to WB and EB to SB) N/A

5 Continuous EL (2+2)/
new 4’ EL buffer N/A Reconfiguration at Miami Gardens Drive

and at Ives Dairy Road (DDI)

Construction
Costs (Est.) ~$2.3 Billion

Potential R/W (Est.) ~99 Acres
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Refined Concept Cost/Right-of-Way Estimate

13

Segment No.
Approximate

Segment
Length

Preliminary
Construction

Costs

Preliminary
Right-of-Way

Needs
1 3.1 Miles $353 Million < 1 Acre
2 3.0 miles $634 Million 10.2 Acres
3 5.6 miles $932 Million 85.0 Acres
4 2.0 miles $175 Million 2.3 Acres
5 3.5 miles $218 Million < 1 Acre

Total 17.2 Miles $2.3 Billion ~99 Acres
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Future Project Phases
• Final Planning Study Report – August 2019 (Completion)

• I-95 South PD&E Study (FM No. 414964-7) – January 2022 (Start)
• SR 5/US 1 to South of NW 62 Street
• Study Segment 1 and 2

• I-95 Central PD&E Study (FM No. 414964-8) – July 2021 (Start)
• South of NW 62 Street to South of NW 151 Street
• Study Segment 3

• I-95 North PD&E Study (FM No. 414964-1) – January 2021 (Start)
• South of NW 151 Street to Broward County Line
• Study Segments 4 and 5

14

Note: Schedule and limits subject to change.

Appendix Page 2199 of 7765



M I A M I  T P O  – T P T A C  – J U L Y  3 ,  2 0 1 9 15

Wrong Way Driving Awareness Month – July 2019
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Disclaimer:
This PowerPoint presentation was prepared by the Florida Department

of Transportation (FDOT) staff and his been provided as part of a
public records request.  Any dissemination of this presentation by

anyone or entity other than FDOT staff is not official.  Any questions
can be sent to FDOT-D6PIO@dot.state.fl.us

This presentation may not be altered.
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Miami-Dade Transportation 
Planning Organization 

TRANSPORTATION PLANNING 
TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE (TPTAC) 

MEETING OF WEDNESDAY, JULY 3, 2019 
10:00 A.M. 

***9TH FLOOR CONFERENCE ROOM*** 
Stephen P. Clark Center 

111 NW First Street 

AGENDA 

INFORMATION ITEM(S) 

A. STATE ROAD 968/FLAGLER STREET PREMIUM TRANSIT CORRIDOR OF 
THE STRATEGIC MIAMI AREA RAPID TRANSIT (SMART) PLAN PD&E 
STUDY UDPATE - FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

B. I-95 CORRIDOR PLANNING STUDY - FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

Public participation is solicited without regard to race, color, national origin, age, sex, religion, disability, or family status. Persons 
who require special accommodations under the Americans with Disabilities Act or persons who require translation services (free of 
charge), should contact the TPO at {305) 375-4507 at least seven days prior to the meeting. 
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FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION DISTRICT SIX

Intergovernmental Briefings Summary- TPTAC
Project:

I-95 Corridor Planning Study
Project Manager:

FDOT Project Manager: Ken Jeffries

Purpose of Meeting:
Briefing on the I-95 Corridor Planning Study

Date/Time/Location of hearing:
Wednesday, July 3, 2019

111 NW 1 Street, 9 Floor Conference Room
Miami, FL 33128

10:00 a.m. – 1:00 p.m.

Attendees:
FDOT Staff:
Ken Jeffries

FDOT Consultants:
John McWilliams – Kimley-Horn
Ric Katz – Communikatz
Carlos Garcia – Infinite Source Communications Group

Other Attendees:
See attached sign-in sheet

Media Involvement:
None

Key items discussed:

- Mr. Ken Jeffries, FDOT District Six Project Manager (PM), and Mr. John McWilliams, FDOT
Consultant PM, provided a brief overview of the I-95 Corridor Planning Study and concepts to
improve operations along the corridor.
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- It was inquired whether staggering implementation and/or construction by segment were
considered, or if there is a plan that would allow the implementation of solutions by segment.

Mr. McWilliams explained that the order of the Project, Development & Environment (PD&E)
studies does not dictate the order of construction or implementation. He added that once the
PD&Es are collectively completed, FDOT would then determine construction priorities. He added
that each segment can be constructed independent of one another.

Mr. Jeffries stated that funding for this project is not expected until at least 2030.

- It was asked if there are no programmed funds for construction why is FDOT moving forwards
with the PD&Es.

Mr. Jeffries advised that PD&Es must be conducted to assess the value and cost of the project,
and obtain the funding required. FDOT may be able to fund some of these projects, but local and
state officials will need to assist the Department with funding.

- It was inquired whether the implementation of the Tri-Rail and Coastal Links were considered
when measuring capacity on the corridor.

Mr. McWilliams explained that the data collected indicated that even if transit is filled to capacity,
whether it be the Downtown Links or Coastal Links, this would only amount to half a lane of
interstate capacity in the peak hour in the peak direction. Mr. McWilliams added that Transit and
the SMART Plan will give commuters options, but the congestion issues will continue.

- It was asked if the study addresses the difference in the widths of the corridor northbound and
southbound of the Dade/Broward county line.

Mr. McWilliams advised that FDOT District Six is coordinating with District Four on current and
future projects at the Dade/Broward county line.

- It was asked if the study considered a bus only lane or shoulder due to the success of the Express
Bus service.

Mr. McWilliams advised that any improvements made to the express lanes is a positive for the
Express Buses. He added that the PD&Es will explore that issue in more depth and provide some
recommended alternatives.

- It was asked if the current pillars on the Golden Glades Interchange (GGI) flyover will withstand
the proposed widening.

Mr. McWilliams advised that additional support columns would need to be installed but a column
plan was completed and the team supports the proposed plan.
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Action items:
None.

Involvement needed from District Secretary or Directors:
N/A

Other information/notes:
N/A

Appendix Page 2205 of 7765



APPENDIX HH
CITY OF MIAMI PLANNNG OFFICE BRIEFING

Appendix Page 2206 of 7765



Appendix Page 2207 of 7765



E L E C T E D  O F F I C I A L S  B R I E F I N G

ELECTED OFFICIALS BRIEFING
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Project Purpose
• Develop and evaluate improvement concepts and perform planning-level

operational analysis
• Evaluate study interchanges, interchange influence areas, and ramp junctions
• Identify deficiencies focusing on recurring bottlenecks
• Develop a series of proposed improvements to address existing and future

demands of the corridor
• Develop improvement concepts for the mainline and system-to-system

connections

2
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Project Study Area
• Entire I-95 corridor within FDOT District 6
• 17.2 Miles, 20 +/- interchanges

• 3 system-to-system interchanges

• Interchanges, influence areas, and ramp
junctions

• General purpose lanes and express lanes

3
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FDOT Project Development Process

Planning/Pre-
PD&E

Project
Development

and Environment
Study

Design/Right-of-
Way Acquisition Construction

Develop initial
concepts ,engage
public, estimate
costs/impacts

Refine concepts, engage
public, define

costs/impacts, complete
environmental analysis,

and identify final concept

Prepare surveys,
design plans & right-

of-way plan, and
engage public

Phased
implementation,

maintenance of traffic,
public engagement

Planning Study
Completion Date:

August 2019

PD&Es
programmed for

2021/2022

Phase not
fully

programmed

Phase not
currently

programmed

4
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Study Results
• Year 2045 capacity needs along corridor are substantial even with

regional transit investment
• Future improvements must balance capacity needs, community

impacts, and fiscal constraints
• Concepts that fully address capacity/safety improvements, but cause

substantial community impacts and require significant funding
• Final Concept provides moderate capacity improvement and

addresses safety issues while reducing community impacts/overall
costs

5
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Segments

6
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Segment 3 - Typical Section

7

SB General Purpose Lanes (GPL) Express Lanes (EL) NB General Purpose Lanes (GPL)
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Planning Concept Design Features

8

Segment No. Mainline EL Network Connections Interchanges

Segment 1 Minimal Geometric
Improvements N/A Minor Improvements to Rickenbacker

Causeway and SR 970

Segment 2 New 4’ EL Buffer I-195 EL Connections New full Wynwood interchange

Segment 3 Additional EL (3+3) N/A
Consolidate some interchanges from NW 95
Street to NW 135 Street via frontage roads;

Eliminate NW 69 Street interchange

Segment 4 Additional EL (3+3) New SR 826 EL Connections
(NB to WB + EB to SB) N/A

Segment 5 Continuous EL (2+2) N/A Reconfiguration at Miami Gardens Drive
and at Ives Dairy Road (DDI)

Construction
Costs $2.3 Billion

ROW Acquisition ~99 Acres
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Planning Concept Cost/Right-of-Way Estimate

9

Segment No.
Approximate

Segment
Length

Preliminary
Construction

Costs

Preliminary
Right-of-Way

Needs
1 3.1 Miles $353 Million < 1 Acre
2 3.0 miles $634 Million 10.2 Acres
3 5.6 miles $932 Million 85.0 Acres
4 2.0 miles $175 Million 2.3 Acres
5 3.5 miles $218 Million < 1 Acre

Total 17.2 Miles $2.3 Billion ~99 Acres
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Project Schedule
• Final Report – August 2019
• PD&E* Advertisement – March 2020
• PD&E* Notice to Proceed – January 2021

10

* PD&E for north section (NW 151 St to Broward County Line).  PD&E for central and south section
programmed for FY 2022
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Comments/Questions?

11
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FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION DISTRICT SIX

Intergovernmental Briefings Summary -
City of Miami Planning Office

Project:
I-95 Corridor Planning Study

Project Manager:
FDOT Project Manager: Ken Jeffries, P.E.

Purpose of Meeting:
Briefing on the I-95 Corridor Planning Study.

Date/Time/Location of hearing:
Monday, August 19, 2019

444 SW 2 Avenue
Miami, FL 33130

10 a.m. to 11 a.m.

Attendees:
FDOT Consultants:
John McWilliams, P.E. – Kimley-Horn
Ric Katz – Communikatz
Monica Diaz – Infinite Source Communications Group

Other Attendees:
See attached sign in sheet

Media Involvement:
None

Key items discussed:

- Mr. Ric Katz, FDOT Consultant Intergovernmental Liaison and Mr. John McWilliams, FDOT
Consultant PM provided a brief overview of the I-95 Corridor Planning Study, and concepts to
improve operations along the corridor.
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- Mr. Juvenal Santana asked if the team met with their local commissioners. Mr. McWilliams stated
the team met with Commissioner Russell and made multiple attempts to meet with
Commissioner Hardemon’s Chief of Staff, as well as Mayor Suarez; however, these attempts were
unsuccessful.

- Mr. Santana asked when the design funding is programmed. Mr. McWilliams stated there is some
funds programmed for design.

- Ms. Jeremy Gauger stated the additional exit into the Wynwood area will add additional traffic
throughout the area on City roads. Mr. McWilliams stated that the team ran the modeling for
2045, and I-95 is showing a future traffic demand due to growth. The additional proposed
improvements in addition to this new exit to the Wynwood neighborhood improvements are
anticipated to assist with this future demand accessing this area.

- Mr. McWilliams discussed the widening of I-95 and explained that the Downtown Distributor
ramp will be reconstructed as part of this work.  He also stated that no ramps are proposed to be
eliminated as part of the proposed concept.

- Mr. David Snow asked when the public meeting occurred for this segment. Ms. Monica Diaz
stated there was a meeting held at the Wynwood LAB on May 14. Mr. McWilliams explained
there were three other meetings held throughout the project limits.

- Mr. Gauger asked if the team could look into the possibility for ramp elimination. He stated that I-
395 is currently pulling the ramps back and this activates city streets. It is important for city
streets to be made better use of. Dropping ramps earlier will result in back-ups.

- He also stated that the City is interested in exploring the reconnection of City streets below I-95
between NW 8 street and NW 13 Street to see how this area can benefit with a connection to
NW 4 Avenue. He stated that this is a City priority that will not only benefit City roads, but State
roads as well.

- Mr. Gauger asked if ROW will be acquired for the Wynwood exit ramp. Mr. McWilliams stated
yes. He also explained that this will also accommodate better access to the Health District to the
west.

- Mr. Santana commented that the main gateway to the west is at NW 20 Street and would like to
know how this ramp will accommodate Allapattah. He stated that NW 29 Street mainly serves the
Wynwood neighborhood and inquired if NW 6 Avenue will turn into a State Road. Mr.
McWilliams stated that both the north and southbound entrance and exit ramps will serve both
east and west areas through connectivity along City roads. Regarding NW 6 Avenue being a State
Road, he stated that this is unknown at this time.

- Mr. Collin Worth mentioned to keep in mind Lummus Park and the homeless shelter adjacent to
NW 6 Avenue. Mr. McWilliams stated they coordinated with the Wynwood Business
Improvement District (BID) and informed them that their current plans for a park in this area
might conflict with this project if not coordinated properly.
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Action items:
- N/A

Involvement needed from District Secretary or Directors:
N/A

Other information / notes:
N/A

- Mr. David Snow asked how the NW 29 Street improvements will tie into City roads. Mr.
McWilliams stated FDOT will make adjustments on City roads to accommodate the interchange
ramps. This will be evaluated during the Project Development and Environment (PD&E) Study.

- Mr. Snow stated there is a public school adjacent to NW 6 Avenue and that the safe routes to
school program may be eliminated due to this project.

- Mr. Worth asked if there will be access from NW 7 Avenue to I-95. Mr. McWilliams stated no,
this will be through NW 29 Street as a collector-distributor system.

- Mr. Snow asked about ROW acquisition and what will take place if the whole parcel is not
used. Mr. McWilliams stated FDOT will have to acquire the whole parcel and potentially resell
the land at a later date. Each parcel will be evaluated under its own circumstance.

- Mr. Worth stated adding lanes and capacity on I-95 will bring more cars on City streets and
may not help with congestion.

- Mr. McWilliams stated that the Wynwood BID was a major stakeholder who originally
requested these improvements and specific access to their neighborhood. He mentioned there
were representatives at the recent Project Advisory Team meeting late March in support of
this, as well as at the public meeting held at the LAB.

- Mr. Snow stated the BID’s board recently changed members sometime after March and the
support for this improvement may change. He recommended the team speak with Albert
Garcia of the Wynwood BID.
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McWilliams, John

From: Calleros Gauger, Jeremy <JCallerosGauger@miamigov.com>
Sent: Monday, August 19, 2019 6:28 PM
To: Monica Diaz; McCray, Edith; Jeffries, Ken; McWilliams, John; Ric Katz; Gerdy St. Louis
Cc: Santana Jr., Juvenal; Garcia, Francisco; Snow, David; Worth, Collin
Subject: RE: I-95 Planning Study - Briefing for City of Miami Interdepartmental

Categories: External

Ken,

I appreciate you all reaching out and having the team meet with city staff today.  While I am sure Monica will convey
everything, I want to reiterate some points we made today since this is a great opportunity to offer input early in the
process.

On-Grade considerations:
1. Explore reconnecting all streets which are currently divided by I-95. This will reinvigorate areas which have been

cut-off and adversely impacted for decades by the interstate and will allow for more efficient use of city streets
and infrastructure.

a. i.e. SW 10th St,
b. 21st Terrace,
c. NW 23rd St.
d. Between 46-53rd

e. Etc.
2. Explore minimizing the impact of ramps while maximizing the effectiveness of the street grid by exploring

dropping ramps into downtown sooner, (even if this does not apply to all ramp elements since the 3-D
geography is challenging)

a. North bound exit ramp into
b. North bound on-ramps
c. Etc.

3. Attempt to integrate existing state owned on-grade streets with 95 at NW 7th / 441 at the I-195 interchange.
4. Consider Wynwood interchanges in-context, both geographically and in time.  We understand that the BID has

been engaged and that they are advocating for on and off-ramps in the area, but this has larger regional impact
and is a static response to a rapidly changing neighborhood.

5. Explore improvements that open space and improve circulation to the Rickenbacker causeway, particularly for
bicycle and pedestrians which could parallel the roadway.

Regarding changes within the facility, I want to reiterate that while demand for inflow into the city will no-doubt
increase, our street grid capacity to absorb more cars from outside the city is not going to increase. I appreciate that the
current tentative proposals do not show a great increase in capacity and would advocate for an increase in safety
without additional capacity at all.

Please let us know how we can continue to contribute, and we look forward to next steps.

Best regards,
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2

Jeremy Calleros Gauger, AIA, LEED AP
Deputy Director
Planning Department
Office: 305-416-1427
Visit us at www.miamigov.com/planning.

-----Original Appointment-----
From: McCray, Edith <EMcCray@miamigov.com> On Behalf Of Monica Diaz
Sent: Thursday, August 8, 2019 9:42 AM
To: Calleros Gauger, Jeremy
Subject: FW: I-95 Planning Study - Briefing for City of Miami Interdepartmental
When: Monday, August 19, 2019 10:00 AM-11:00 AM (UTC-05:00) Eastern Time (US & Canada).
Where: 444 SW 2 Avenue 10th Floor

-----Original Appointment-----
From: Monica Diaz <monica@iscprgroup.com>
Sent: Tuesday, August 6, 2019 1:28 PM
To: Monica Diaz; McCray, Edith; Jeffries, Ken; McWilliams, John; Ric Katz; Gerdy St. Louis
Subject: I-95 Planning Study - Briefing for City of Miami Interdepartmental
When: Monday, August 19, 2019 10:00 AM-11:00 AM (UTC-05:00) Eastern Time (US & Canada).
Where: 444 SW 2 Avenue 10th Floor

CAUTION: This is an email from an external source. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the
sender and know the content is safe.

444 SW 2nd Avenue 10th Floor

Miami, FL 33130
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Elected Official Contact Name
Contact Phone

Number Email Notes

County Commissioner
Barbara Jordan

Funmilayo Giwa (FUMI)

 (Downtown
Office)

305-375-5694

305-474-3011

barbarajordan@miamidade.gov

4/1/2019- Called office and obtained email address for request.
4/2/2019- Sent email request.
4/3/2019- Ms. Giwa was not available for an update but left message for cal lback.
4/5/2019- Spoke with Funmilayo and she confirmed request received. She will process and f/up.
4/9/2019- Spoke with Funmilayo and she advised meeting request has not been approved. She advised to give her until tomorrow.
4/15/2019- Funmilayo called and advised Commissioner does not wish to be briefed.

City of Miami Mayor Francis
Suarez

Jeremy Schwarz
Brandon Cruz

305-250-5300
jschwarz@miamigov.com
CC: Bcruz@miamigov.com

4/1/2019- Called office and obtained email address for request.
4/2/2019- Sent email request.
4/3/2019- Mr. Cruz nor Mr. Schwarz were available. Left message for cal lback.
4/5/2019- Mr. Cruz nor Mr. Schwarz were available. Left message for call back.
4/8/2019- Sent f/up email.
4/23/2019 - Received response from Brandon Cruz advising of first meeting with Mr. Schwarz suggested. Responded asking for availability.
5/1/2019- Called/Not available. Left message for call back.
5/9/2019-Called/Not available. Left message for call back.
5/13/2019-Sent f/up email.
5/29/2019- Sent f/up email.
6/3/2019 - Sent f/up/Aventura workshop email .
6/4/2019 - Spoke with Mr. Schwarz and advised I would send him availability to schedule meeting.
6/5/2019 - Sent availabiity via email.
6/11/2019 - Sent f/up email.
6/13/2019 - Sent f/up email.

City Commissioner Keon
Hardemon-

Southeast/Overtown Park
West CRA Chairmain

James McQueen
Natalya (Scheduler)

305-250-5390 jmcqueen@miamigov.com
nsangster@miamigov.com

4/12/2019 - Sent email request.
4/24/2019 - Sent f/up email.
5/1/2019 - Called/No answer. Left message for call back.
5/9/2019 - Called/No answer. Left message for call back.
5/13/2019 -Sent f/up email.
6/3/2019 - Sent f/up/Aventura workshop email.
6/17/2019 - Spoke with scheduler. Will send availability once Ken sends schedule.
6/19/2019 - Sent team's availability
6/24 - Sent f/up email.
7/2/2019 - Sent f/up email.
7/8/2019 - Commissioner's office provided availability. Pending team's response.
7/15/2019  - Sent Commissioner Hardemon's office an email with updated availability. Pending response.
7/29/2019 - Meeting confirmation email with Natalya Sanster
8/6/2019 - Follow-up email to Office Manager Natalya Sanster to confirm the meeting / Natalya Sanster replied requesting to reschedule.

Meeting Attempt Logs
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CHARMING STUDIO 
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APARTMENTS
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USCIS DISTRICT OFFICE

MIRACLE OFF ABY

APARTMENTS
NEW HORIZON'S

CURLY'S HOUSE OF STYLE

RIVER GLASS & MIRROR, INC

DIVINE DESIGN COVERINGS

V RUGS & HOME

MCDONALD'S

BAHAMIAN POT

CHURCH OF PERFECTION 

BLESSED BUISNESS GROUP

MOKSHA ARTS COLLECTIVE 

BODY SHOP
THE BROTHERS 

INK 
DAMAGE 

BODY SHOP 
M L SUPERIOR 

CABINETS
NIQ 

WORLDBRANDSMIAMI

ABC SUPPLY CO., INC

& BODY SHOP
PERFECT AUTO PAINT

7-ELEVEN
SALES INC MIAMI
PALACE AUTO 

MOISE CAR CLINIC

WORK & SECURITY
BISCAYNE IRON

PINNACLE PARK MIAMI

HOLIDAY INN

& CONSTRUCTION
TROPICAL GLASS 

AUTOMOBILES INC
TED VERNON SPECIALITY 

& STARTERS
PALS ALTERNATORS 

GYM SOURCE

& PET SHOP
BOTANICA IFAKOREDE 

FISHING SUPPLY
CAPT. HARRY'S 

VALERO

MIDAS

ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
JESSE J. MCCRARY, JR

MANUFACTURING
MIAMI FURNITURE 

AUTO SALES
COFFY USED 

K-8 CENTER
EDISON PARK 

ATHALIE RANGE PARK

BRANCH LIBRARY
EDISON CENTER

SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL
MIAMI EDISON 

WAREHOUSE
PENNY DIAPERS 
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EDISON GARDENS 
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USCIS DISTRICT OFFICE & CHICKENS
SNAPPERS FISH 

BBB BEST USED CARS CORP

DAY CARE AND BOARDING
WAGS TO WISHES DOGGIE 

SELF STORAGE
VALUE STORE IT 

WELLS FARGO BANK

MOBIL CARAF OIL

ADVANCE AUTO PARTS
MARINE-MIAMI
SUNDANCE 

AND SERVICE
HGREG COLLISION

MERCHANT SERVICES LTD
MAGNUS MEDIA

AUTO REPAIR D&J

UNIQUE SUPERBIKES

NOW & AGAIN THRIFT

YELLOW TOWING

ALONSO TIRE CORPORATION

MELSHA AUTO SALES

MISSION AUTO SALES

AARON BUILDERS

SKY TOOL FASTENER

MUFFLERS & BRAKES
MAD HATTER 
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SUNSHINE

OF FL, INC
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A & B BOUTIQUE& SUPPLIES
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FIREHOUSE 19
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GOLDEN GLADES INTERCHANGE ENHANCEMENT PROJECTS
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The Florida Department of Transporta���(FDOT) is c�����
a planning study for corridor capacity improvements along State 
Road (SR) 9A/I-95 from SR 5/US 1 to just north of Ives Dairy 
Road, in Miami-Dade County. The study will develop and evaluate 
improvement concepts and perform planning-level opera����
evalua����This study is the ��st step for future upgrades of this 
transporta���facility. By de����the corridor’s needs, the plan 
will help focus e�orts on how best to enhance mobility throughout 
the area. 

A series of Public Workshops will be conducted to �er the public 
an opportunity to �����te in this study. The workshops will begin 
at 6 p.m. with a formal presenta���beginning at 6:30 p.m. Graphic 
displays will be shown. FDOT representa��es will be present to 
discuss the overall purpose and need of the study, explain concepts 
to improve opera���������orridor, and answer ques���

3

1

2

LEGEND
              Project Limits

Project Start

Project End

Downtown 
Miami

Wynwood

Little 
Haiti

Allapattah

North 
Miami 
Beach

Little 
Havana

North 
Miami

Miami 
Shores

West Little 
River

Florida Turnpike

NW 163 StNW 167 St

South State Road 7

NW 135 St

NW 119 St

NW 103 St

NW 79 St

I-195 I-195NW 36 St

SW 8 St

W Flagler St

SR-836

NW 54 St

Miami Gardens Dr

US-1

NE 123 St

Tuesday, May 14, 2019
6 p.m. - 8 p.m.

The LAB
400 NW 26 Street
Miami, FL 33127

*Free Parking with validation at the 
NW 3 Avenue/ NW 26 Street Garage

1 2
Wednesday, May 15, 2019 

6 p.m. - 8 p.m.
Trinity Church

17801 NW 2 Avenue 
Miami, FL 33169

3
Wednesday, May 22, 2019 

6 p.m. - 8 p.m.
Catholic Community Senior Center 

9900 NE 2 Avenue Miami Shores, FL 33138

For more informa������ contact: 
Carlos Garcia, Community Outreach Specialist, 

Carlos@iscprgroup.com l 305-573-0089
www.fdotmiamidade.com/i95planning

Public ������� at these workshops are solicited without regard to race, 
color, na����origin, age, sex, religion, disability or family status. Pursuant to the 
provisions of the Americans with Disabil��s Act, any person requiring special 
accommoda���to �����te in a mee���is asked to advise the agency at least 
seven days before the mee���by cont����Hong Benitez, P.E. at 305-470-5219 or 
in �����FDOT, 1000 N.W. 111 Avenue, Miami, FL 33172, email: Hong.Benitez@ 
dot.state.��� If you are hearing or speech impaired, please contact the agency 
using the Florida Relay Service, 1-800-955-8771 (TDD) or 1-800-955-8770 (Voice)

NW 163 St

Ive
s D

airy Road

Opa-Locka

I-395

US-1

Project Identification Number: 414964-6-22-01
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Depatman Transpòtasyon Florida (FDOT) ap fè yon e������asyon 
pou amelyorasyon kapasite koridò ki sou State Road (SR) 9A/I-95 �� 
nan SR 5/US 1 rive nan nò Ives Dairy Road, nan Konte Miami-Dade. 
E��la pral devlope ak evalye konsèp amelyorasyon ak fè evalyasyon 
operasyonèl nan nivo ����asyon. E��sa a se premye etap pou 
amelyorasyon mwayen transpò sa a pi devan. Lè nou de���bezwen 
koridò a, plan an pral ede konsantre efò sou fason pou amelyore 
mobilite pi byen nan tout zòn nan. 

Nou pral prezante yon Atelye Piblik pou ofri piblik la yon ����e 
pou pa��� nan e��sa a. Atelye sa ap kòmanse a 6 p.m. ak yon 
prezantasyon fòmèl kòmanse a 6:30 p.m. Nou pral a���foto. 
Reprezantan FDOT yo pral la pou pale sou objek��la an jeneral ak 
bezwen e��la, eksplike konsèp pou amelyore operasyon koridò a, 
epi reponn kesyon.

LEJANN
             Limit Pwojè yo

Pwojè a Kòmanse

Pwojè a Fini

Downtown 
Miami

Wynwood

Little 
Haiti

Allapattah

North 
Miami 
Beach

Little 
Havana

North 
Miami

Miami 
Shores

West Little 
River

Florida Turnpike

NW 163 StNW 167 St

South State Road 7

NW 135 St

NW 119 St

NW 103 St

NW 79 St

I-195 I-195NW 36 St

SW 8 St

W Flagler St

SR-836

NW 54 St

Miami Gardens Dr

US-1

NE 123 St

Mekredi, 19 jen, 2019
6 p.m. - 8 p.m.

Northeast Dade-Aventura Branch Library
2930 NE 199 Street/Aventura Boulevard

Aventura, FL 33180

oswa Pou plis enfòmasyon tanpri kontakte:
Carlos Garcia, Espesyalis Sansibilizasyon Kominotè

Carlos@iscprgroup.com l 305-573-0089
www.fdotmiamidade.com/i95planning 

Nou mande pa����yon popilasyon an nan atelye sa san gade sou ras yo, koulè, 
orijin nasyonal, laj, sèks, relijyon, andikap oswa ��asyon fanmi yo. Selon Lwa 
Anfavè Ameriken ak Andikap la, nou mande nenpòt moun ki bezwen aranjman 
espesyal pou pa��� nan yon reyinyon pou yo  di ajans la sa omwen sèt jou avan 
reyinyon an kote yo kontakte: Hong benitez, PE nan 305-470-5219 oswa alekri: 
FDOT, 1000 N.W. 111 Avenue, Miami, FL 33172, imèl: Hong.Benitez@ dot.state.��� 
Si ou gen pwoblèm pou tande oswa pale, tanpri kontakte ajans lan ak Sèvis Relè 
Florida a, 1-800-955-8771 (TDD) oswa 1-800-955-8770 (Vokal).

NW 163 St

Ive
s D

airy Road

Opa-Locka

I-395

US-1

Nimewo Idan���asyon Pwojè a: 414964-6-22-01

Etid Planifikasyon Koridò I-95
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The Florida Department of Transporta�� (FDOT) is c���� a 
planning study for corridor capacity improvements along State Road 
(SR) 9A/I-95 from SR 5/US 1 to just north of Ives Dairy Road, in Miami-
Dade County. The study will develop and evaluate improvement 
concepts and perform planning-level opera��� evalua��� This 
study is the ��st step for future upgrades of this transporta�� 
facility. By de��� the corridor’s needs, the plan will help focus 
efforts on how best to enhance mobility throughout the area.

A Public Workshop will be conducted to offer the public 
an opportunity to participate in this study. The workshop will 
begin at 6 p.m. with a formal presentation beginning at 6:30 p.m. 
Graphic displays will be shown. FDOT representatives will be 
present to discuss the overall purpose and need of the study, 
explain concepts to improve operations along the corridor, and 
answer questions.

For more information please contact: 
Carlos Garcia, Community Outreach Specialist 

Carlos@iscprgroup.com l 305-573-0089
www.fdotmiamidade.com/I95Planning

Public ������� at this workshop is solicited without regard to race, color, na��� 
origin, age, sex, religion, disability or family status. Pursuant to the provisions of the 
Americans with Disabil��s Act, any person requiring special accommoda��� to 
�����te in a workshop is asked to advise the agency at least seven days before 
the workshop by cont����Hong Benitez, P.E. at 305-470-5219 or in �����FDOT, 
1000 N.W. 111 Avenue, Miami, FL 33172, email: Hong.Benitez@dot.state.��� If 
you are hearing or speech impaired, please contact the agency using the Florida 
Relay Service, 1-800-955-8771 (TDD) or 1-800-955-8770 (Voice).
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Project Iden���a���umber: 414964-6-22-01
I-95 Corridor Planning Study

Wednesday, June 19, 2019
6 p.m. - 8 p.m.

Northeast Dade-Aventura Branch Library
2930 NE 199 Street/Aventura Boulevard

Aventura, FL 33180

Project Start
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El Departamento de Transporte de Florida (FDOT) está realizando un 
estudio de planeamiento para mejoras en la capacidad del corredor 
que se ex����sobre la carretera estatal (SR) 9A/I-95, desde la 
SR 5/US 1 hasta justo al norte de Ives Dairy Road, en el condado 
de Miami-Dade. El estudio tendrá como propósito desarrollar y 
evaluar conceptos de mejoras y realizar evaluaciones opera��as 
a nivel de planeamiento. El estudio es el primer paso para futura 
modernizaciones a esta vía de transporte. Al de���las necesidades 
del corredor, el plan servirá para enfocar los esfuerzos en cómo 
mejorar la movilidad del tránsito en la zona.

Se llevará a cabo un taller público para ofrecer al público la 
oportunidad de ������en este estudio. El taller comenzará a 
las 6 p.m. con una presentación formal a ����de las 6.30 p.m. Se 
expondrán ilustraciones. Representantes del FDOT estarán presentes 
para analizar el propósito general y las necesidades del estudio, 
explicar conceptos para mejorar el funcionamiento del corredor y 
responder preguntas.

LEYENDA DEL MAPA
              Límites del Proyecto

Proyecto comienza aquí

Proyecto termina aquí

Downtown 
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NW 103 St

NW 79 St

I-195 I-195NW 36 St

SW 8 St
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SR-836

NW 54 St

Miami Gardens Dr

US-1

NE 123 St

Para obtener mas informacion contacte:
Carlos Garcia, especialista de alcance comunitario

Carlos@iscprgroup.com l 305-573-0089
www.fdotmiamidade.com/i95planning

Se solicita la ������ón del público sin dis���ón de raza, color de piel, origen nacional, 
edad, sexo, religión, discapacidad o estado familiar. En cumplimiento de las disposiciones 
de la Ley sobre Estadounidenses con Discapacidades, se solicita a las personas que 
requieran adaptaciones especiales para pa���par en una reunión que avisen a la 
agencia con al menos siete días de an����ón a dicha reunión contactándose con: 
Hong Benitez, P.E. al 305-470-5219 o por escrito FDOT, 1000 N.W. 111 Avenue, Miami, 
FL 33172, correo electrónico: Hong.Benitez@dot.state.��� Si ��� problemas de 
audición o del habla, comuníquese con la agencia a través del Servicio de retransmisión 
de Florida al 1-800-955-8771 (TDD) o al 1-800-955-8770 (voz).

NW 163 St

Ive
s D

airy Road

Opa-Locka

I-395

US-1

Número de iden���ación de proyecto: 414964-6-22-01

Estudio de planeamiento del corredor de la autopista I-95

Miercoles, 19 de junio de 2019
6 p.m. - 8 p.m.

Northeast Dade-Aventura Branch Library
2930 NE 199 Street/Aventura Boulevard

Aventura, FL 33180
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Carretera estatal (SR) 9A/I-95 desde la 
SR 5/US 1 hasta justo al norte de Ives Dairy Road

DESCRIPCIÓN DEL ESTUDIO
El estudio de planeamiento del corredor de la carretera interestatal 95 
(I-95) examina el corredor de 17.2 millas a lo largo de la SR 9A/I-95, 
desde SR 5/US 1 hasta justo al norte de Ives Dairy Road dentro de los 
límites del condado de Miami-Dade para identificar mejoras operativas y 
de seguridad. El área de estudio examina las operaciones y condiciones 
de los carriles expresos y de uso general en más de 20 cruces 
intercambiadores, lo que incluye las áreas de influencia de los cruces 
intercambiadores y enlaces a rampas. El proyecto incluye el desarrollo 
de medidas de desempeño, análisis operativos y de seguridad que se 
centran en áreas de congestión recurrente, desarrollo y evaluación de 
mejoras conceptuales, conectividad de red para los carriles expresos, 
cálculo de costos y análisis de impacto.

OBJETIVOS DEL ESTUDIO
• Proporcionar una base para tres (3) estudios de desarollo y medio

ambiente del proyecto (PD&E) programados para el corredor
• Evaluar la demanda/operación existente y futura del corredor y

cruces intercambiadores
• Desarrollar mejoras en la sección transversal de la línea principal

tanto para carriles expresos como para los de uso general, y
mejoras en los cruces intercambiadores para incrementar la
seguridad y la capacidad

• Evaluar los posibles impactos y costos comunitarios de las
mejoras conceptuales

• Informar a la comunidad sobre las mejoras potenciales y los
resultados del estudio a través de varios talleres públicos en
mayo de 2019

CRONOGRAMA DEL PROYECTO
Comienzo: enero 2016 Finalización: agosto 2019

PROYECTOS FUTUROS RELACIONADOS

Límites geográficos/ Número de 
identificación del proyecto

Financiación del 
estudio ambiental 
y de desarrollo del 
proyecto (PD&E) 

programado 
(ejercicio fiscal)

Financiación 
del diseño 

programado 
(ejercicio fiscal)

414964 - 7 — SR 9A/I-95 desde US 
1/SR 5/South Dixie Hwy hasta el sur 

de la Calle 62 del Noroeste

$6.7 millones 
(2022)

$10.3 millones 
(2024)

414964 - 8 — SR 9A/I-95 desde el 
sur de la Calle 62 del Noroeste hasta 
el norte de la Calle 151 del Noroeste

$3.7 millones 
(2022)

$5.7 millones 
(2024)

414964 - 1 —  SR 9A/I-95 desde el 
norte de la Calle 151 del Noroeste 

hasta el norte de Ives Dairy Rd

$13 millones 
(2021)

$20.1 millones 
(2024)

Número de identificación del proyecto: 
414964-6-22-01

Costo estimado del estudio: 
$4 millones de dólares

Gerente de proyecto: Ken Jeffries
305-470-5445 | Ken.Jeffries@dot.state.fl.us

Sitio web: www.fdotmiamidade.com/i95planning

CLAVE DEL MAPA

Límites del Proyecto

Proyecto termina aquí
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I-195 I-195NW 36 St

SW 8 St

W Flagler St

SR-836

NW 54 St

Miami Gardens Dr

US-1

NE 123 St

NW 163 St
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airy Road
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@MyFDOT_Miami @MyFDOTMiamiSíguenos:

Distrito seis

Proyecto comienza aquí

Estudio de planeamiento del corredor 
de la autopista  I-95
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State Road (SR) 9A/I-95 soti nan SR 5/US 1 
rive nan nò Ives Dairy Road

DESKRIPSYON ETID LA
Etid Planifikasyon Interstate 95 (I-95) la egzaminen koridò 
17.2 mil sou State Road (SR) 9A/I-95 soti nan SR 5/US 1 rive 
nan nò Ives Dairy Road nan limit Konte Miami-Dade la pou 
amelyorasyon nan operasyon ak sekirite. Epitou, zòn etid 
la egzaminen operasyon ak kondisyon lari rapid yo ak lari 
jeneral yo sou plis pase 20 diferan echanjè, ki gen ladan zòn 
enfliyans echanjè yo ak koneksyon ranp yo. Pwojè a gen ladan 
devlopman mezi pèfòmans, analiz sou sekirite ak operasyon 
ki konsantre sou zòn ki toujou gen blokis, devlopman ak 
evalyasyon amelyorasyon konseptyèl, konektivite rezo rapid yo, 
estimasyon pri, ak analiz sou enpak.

OBJEKTIF ETID LA
• Bay yon baz pou twa (3) etid Pwojè Devlopman ak

Anviwònman (Project Development and Environment,
PD&E) pwograme pou koridò a

• Evalye demann / operasyon ki deja egziste ak pou pidevan
nan koridò a ak echanjè yo 

• Devlope amelyorasyon seksyon prensipal pou lari rapid 
yo ak lari jeneral yo ak amelyorasyon nan echanjè yo pou 
amelyore sekirite ak kapasite 

• Evalye potansyèl enpaknan kominote a ak depans 
amelyorasyon konseptyèl yo 

• Enfòme kominote a sou potansyèl amelyorasyon yo ak
rezilta etid yo yo jwenn nan plizyè atelye piblik yo fè nan
mwa me 2019

ORÈ PWOJÈ A
Kòmansman: Janvye 2016 Fen: Out 2019

ID Pwojè a: 414964-6-22-01

Estimasyon Etid Pri la: $4 Milyon 

Manadjè Pwojè a: Ken Jeffries
305-470-5445
Ken.Jeffries@dot.state.fl.us

Sitwèb: www.fdotmiamidade.com/
i95planning

@MyFDOT_Miami @MyFDOTMiamiSwiv nou:

Distri Sis

Proyecto comienza aquí

Interstate 95 - Etid Planifikasyon Koridò

LEJANN
Limit Pwojè a

Pwojè a Kòmanse

Pwojè a Fini
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PWOJÈ PI DEVAN KI GEN RAPÒ AK LI

ID Pwojè / Limit yo:

Pwograme 
Finansman 
PD&E (Ane 

Fiskal)

Pwograme 
Finansman 

Konsepsyon 
Ane Fiskal)

414964 - 7 – SR 9A/I-95 soti nan 
US 1/ SR-5/ South Dixie Hwy rive 

nan sid NW 62 Street

$6.7 Milyon 
(2022)

$10.3 Milyon 
(2024)

414964 - 8 – SR 9A/I-95 soti 
nan sid NW 62 St rive nan 

nò NW 151 Street

$3.7 Milyon 
(2022)

$5.7 Milyon 
(2024)

414964 - 1 – SR 9A/I-95 
soti nan nò NW 151 St rive 

nan nò Ives Dairy Rd

$13 Milyon 
(2021)

$20.1 Milyon 
(2024)
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State Road (SR) 9A/I-95 from SR
5/US 1 to north of Ives Dairy Road

STUDY DESCRIPTION
The Interstate 95 (I-95) Corridor Planning Study examines the
17.2-mile corridor along SR 9A/I-95 from SR 5/US 1 to north of
Ives Dairy Road within the limits of Miami-Dade County for
operational and safety improvements. The study area examines
both express lane and general purpose lane operations and
conditions at over 20 interchanges, including interchange
influence areas and ramp connections. The project includes the
development of performance measures, safety and operational
analyses focusing on areas of reoccurring congestion,
conceptual improvement development and evaluation, express
lane network connectivity, cost estimating, and impact analyses.

STUDY OBJECTIVES
• Provide a basis for three (3) programmed Project 

Development and Environment (PD&E) studies for the 
corridor

• Evaluate existing and future demand/operations of the
corridor and interchanges

• Develop mainline cross section improvements for both
express and general purpose lanes and interchange
improvements to improve safety and capacity

• Evaluate the potential community impacts and costs of the
conceptual improvements

• Inform the community about the potential improvements and
study findings through multiple public workshops in May 2019

PROJECTS SCHEDULE
Start: January 2016  Completion: August 2019

FUTURE RALATED PROJECTS

Project ID/Limits:
Programmed 
PD&E Costs 
(Fiscal Year)

Programmed 
Design Costs 
(Fiscal Year)

414964 - 7 – SR 9A/I-95 from US 
1/SR-5/ South Dixie Hwy to 

south of NW 62 St

$6.7 Million 
(2022)

$10.3 Million 
(2024)

414964 - 8 – SR 9A/I-95 from 
south NW 62 St to north of NW 

151 St

$3.7 Million 
(2022)

$5.7 Million 
(2024)

414964 - 1 – SR 9A/I-95 from 
north of NW 151 St to north of 

Ives Dairy Rd

$13.0 Million 
(2021)

$20.1 Million 
(2024)

Project ID: 414964-6-22-01

Estimated Study Cost: $4 Million

Project Manager: Ken Jeffries
305-470-5445
Ken.Jeffries@dot.state.fl.us

Website: www.fdotmiamidade.com/
i95planning

LEGEND
Project Limits

Project Start

Project End
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@MyFDOT_Miami @MyFDOTMiamiFollow us:
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Depatman Transpòtasyon Florida (FDOT) ap fè yon etid 
planifikasyon pou amelyorasyon kapasite koridò ki sou State Road 
(SR) 9A/I-95 soti nan SR 5/US 1 rive nan nò Ives Dairy Road, nan 
Konte Miami-Dade. Etid la pral devlope ak evalye konsèp 
amelyorasyon ak fè evalyasyon operasyonèl nan nivo 
planifikasyon. Etid sa a se premye etap pou amelyorasyon 
mwayen transpò sa a pi devan. Lè nou de���bezwen koridò a, plan 
an pral ede konsantre efò sou fason pou amelyore mobilite pi byen 
nan tout zòn nan. 

Nou pral prezante yon seri Atelye Piblik pou ofri piblik la yon 
opòtinite pou patisipe nan etid sa a. Atelye yo ap kòmanse a 6 p.m. 
ak yon prezantasyon fòmèl kòmanse a 6:30 p.m. Nou pral afiche 
foto. Reprezantan FDOT yo pral la pou pale sou objektif la an 
jeneral ak bezwen etid la, eksplike konsèp pou amelyore 
operasyon koridò a, epi reponn kesyon. 

3

1

2

LEJANN
             Limit Pwojè a

Pwojè a Kòmanse

Pwojè a Fini

Downtown 
Miami
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I-195 I-195NW 36 St

SW 8 St

W Flagler St

SR-836

NW 54 St

Miami Gardens Dr
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NE 123 St

Madi, 14 me, 2019 6 pm - 8 pm 
6 p.m. - 8 p.m.

The LAB
400 NW 26 Street
Miami, FL 33127

* Pakin gratis ak validation nan Garaj 
NW 3 Avenue / NW 26 Street 

1 2
Mèkredi, 15 me, 2019 

6 p.m. - 8 p.m. 
Trinity Church 17801 

NW 2 Avenue
 Miami, FL 33169

3
Mèkredi, 22 me 2019

6 p.m. - 8 p.m.
Catholic Community Senior 
Center 9900 NE 2 Avenue
Miami Shores, FL 33138

oswa Pou plis enfòmasyon tanpri kontakte: 
Carlos Garcia, Espesyalis Sansibilizasyon Kominotè, 

Carlos@iscprgroup.com l 305-573-0089 
www.fdotmiamidade.com/i95planning 

Nou mande pa����yon popilasyon an nan atelye sa yo san gade sou ras yo, 
koulè, orijin nasyonal, laj, sèks, relijyon, andikap oswa si�asyon fanmi yo. Selon 
Lwa Anfavè Ameriken ak Andikap la, nou mande nenpòt moun ki bezwen aranjman 
espesyal pou pa��� nan yon reyinyon pou yo  di ajans la sa omwen sèt jou avan 
reyinyon an kote yo kontakte: Hong benitez, PE nan 305-470-5219 oswa 
alekri: FDOT, 1000 N.W. 111 Avenue, Miami, FL 33172, imèl: Hong.Benitez@ 
dot.state.fl.us. Si ou gen pwoblèm pou tande oswa pale, tanpri kontakte ajans 
lan ak Sèvis Relè Florida a, 1-800-955-8771 (TDD) oswa 1-800-955-8770 (Vokal) 

NW 163 St

Ive
s D

airy Road

Opa-Locka

I-395

US-1

Nimewo Idan���asyon Pwojè a: 414964-6-22-01

Etid Planifikasyon Koridò I-95
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El Departamento de Transporte de Florida (FDOT) está realizando un 
estudio de planeamiento para mejoras en la capacidad del corredor 
que se ex����sobre la Carretera Estatal (SR) 9A/I-95, desde la 
carretera estatal SR 5/US 1 hasta justo al norte de Ives Dairy Road, 
en el condado de Miami-Dade. El estudio tendrá como propósito 
desarrollar y evaluar conceptos de mejoras y realizar evaluaciones 
opera��as a nivel de planeamiento. El estudio es el primer paso 
para futuras modernizaciones a esta vía de transporte. Al de���las 
necesidades del corredor, el plan servirá para enfocar los esfuerzos 
en cómo mejorar la movilidad del tránsito en la zona.

Se llevarán a cabo una serie de talleres públicos para ofrecer al 
público la oportunidad de ������en este estudio. Los talleres 
comenzarán a las 6 p.m. con una presentación formal a ����de 
las 6.30 p.m. Se expondrán ilustraciones. Representantes del FDOT 
estarán presentes para analizar el propósito general y las necesidades 
del estudio, explicar conceptos para mejorar el funcionamiento del 
corredor y responder preguntas.  

3

1

2

LEYENDA DEL MAPA
              Límites del Proyecto

Proyecto comienza aquí

Proyecto termina aquí
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NE 123 St

Martes, 14 de mayo de 2019  
6 p.m. - 8 p.m.

The LAB
400 NW 26 Street
Miami, FL 33127

*Estacionamiento gratuito con validación en el 
estacionamiento cubierto de NW 3 Avenue/NW 26 Street

1 2
Miércoles, 15 de mayo de 2019 

6 p.m. - 8 p.m.
Trinity Church

17801 NW 2 Avenue 
Miami, FL 33169

3
Miércoles, 22 de mayo de 2019 

6 p.m. - 8 p.m.
Catholic Community Senior Center 

9900 NE 2 Avenue
Miami Shores, FL 33138

Para obtener mas informacion contacte:
Carlos Garcia, Community Outreach Specialist, 

Carlos@iscprgroup.com l 305-573-0089
www.fdotmiamidade.com/i95planning

Se solicita la ������ón del público sin dis���ón de raza, color de piel, origen nacional, 
edad, sexo, religión, discapacidad o estado familiar. En cumplimiento de las disposiciones 
de la Ley sobre Estadounidenses con Discapacidades, se solicita a las personas que 
requieran adaptaciones especiales para pa���par en una reunión que avisen a la 
agencia con al menos siete días de an����ón a dicha reunión contactándose con: 
Hong Benitez, P.E. al 305-470-5219 o por escrito FDOT, 1000 N.W. 111 Avenue, Miami, 
FL 33172, correo electrónico: Hong.Benitez@dot.state.fl.us. Si tiene problemas de 
audición o del habla, comuníquese con la agencia a través del Servicio de retransmisión 
de Florida al 1-800-955-8771 (TDD) o al 1-800-955-8770 (voz). 

NW 163 St

Ive
s D
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Opa-Locka

I-395

US-1

Número de iden���ación de proyecto: 414964-6-22-01

Estudio de planeamiento del corredor de la autopista I-95
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I-95 Corridor Planning Study 
Public Information Workshops 
Outreach Report

State Road (SR) 9A/I-95 from SR 5/US 1 to north of Ives Dairy Road 

Miami-Dade County

Project Identification Number: 414964-6
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Public Information Workshops 
Outreach Report

SR 9A/I-95 from SR 5/US 1 to north of Ives Dairy Road 
Miami-Dade County

Project Identification Number: 414964-6

2
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Public Information Workshops 
Outreach Report

SR 9A/I-95 from SR 5/US 1 to north of Ives Dairy Road 
Miami-Dade County

Project Identification Number: 414964-6

3

 EBLAST sent on 04/30/2019  EBLAST sent on 05/09/2019

 EBLAST sent on 05/13/2019  EBLAST sent on 05/20/2019

E-Blast sent on 04/30/2019 E-Blast sent on 05/09/2019

E-Blast sent on 05/13/2019 E-Blast sent on 05/20/2019
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Public Information Workshops 
Outreach Report

SR 9A/I-95 from SR 5/US 1 to north of Ives Dairy Road 
Miami-Dade County

Project Identification Number: 414964-6

4

EBLAST sent on 06/06/2019 EBLAST sent on 06/12/19

EBLAST sent on 06/17/2019

E-Blast sent on 06/06/2019 E-Blast sent on 06/12/2019

E-Blast sent on 06/17/2019
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Public Information Workshops 
Outreach Report

SR 9A/I-95 from SR 5/US 1 to north of Ives Dairy Road 
Miami-Dade County

Project Identification Number: 414964-6

5
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SCHOOL SCENE 

These seven MDC students will get scholarships 
to complete their college degrees 

BY ADRIAN�E RICHARDSON 
schoolscc11cmia@gmail.com 

Seven Miami Dade Co1-
lege students were awarded 
the Jack Kent Cooke Un
dergraduate Transfer 
Scholarship - the first time 
in the program's history 
that seven scholarships 
were awarded to students 
at the same school. 

Each student will receive 
$40,000 annually for up to 
three years as they com
plete their bachelor' S-

EACH STUDENT WILL RECEIVE $40,000 
ANNUALLY FOR UP TO THREE YEARS 

community college students 
seeking to complete their 
bachelor's degree at four
year institutions. In addition 
to financial support, stu
dents will have access to 
mentors, college planning 
resources, internships, study 
abroad opportunities and 
graduate school funding. 

dez, CJarisel Lozano, 
John Lizana and Yenise
lis Morales. 

VILLAGERS' 
SCHOLARSHIPS 

The Villagers, a local 
nonprofit organization 
dedicated to the preseava
tion of historic Miami
Dade County sites, award
ed $31,000 to students 

OE90RAH ROO/IIGUEZ M,.,,,; O�• Col�" 

Jack Kent Cooke scholarship students celebrate at Miami Dade College's Wolfson campus on 
April 24. The winners. from left to right, are Alejandro Garcia. Victor Garnica, Fiorenza T he scholarship program 

recognizes the nation's top 

Winners include Ale
jandro Garcia, Victor 
Garnica, Fiorenza Herre
ra Diaz, Neyton Fernan- SEE SCHOOL SCENE, 12NE Herrera Diaz, Neyton Fernandez, Clarise1 Lozano, John Liza no and Yeniselis Morales. 

Best rate in town. 
Great local service. 
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Public Workshops Notice 
State Road (SRI 9A/l-95 

from SR s/us l to north cf Ives Dairy Road 
Project Identification Number: 414964-6-22-0l 

The Fbrida Department of Transportation (FOOT) will host 
a series of public workshops for a study to identify capacity improvements along 

SR 9Ail-95 from SR 5/US 1 to north of Ives Daiiy Road. 

FOOT' 
in Miami-Dade 0:iunly. 

�'y 
The:so�blic:work3hop,areb!l:l\gccnducledforlhopubijcto provideinput Thaa worit1hop1 wit t,ke � rrom e 
pm.ta 8 pm. aRdwil lncluda a!onmll preuntaticn beginning atS:30 pJ11..Gtaphic:swilb1 displayed;3ncl FOOT 
reprosontativc., wifl diuu� the J)urp03o end need for corridor iTiprovemcnU, WO explain potcl'lli11l ccm:cpl11 to 

iTiprovo oporatio11s a,id safely, arKlwill 11nswor &tlendoo,' quution:s. 

Tuesday, May 1,t,2019 
ThDlAB 

too NW 26 Streer 
Mi.irni, FL 33127 

'"-1'1,'q-.t,'lllbli:>1,.h K'l'IJAIIIIWl/tWllatollGl:o'l,II 

W,dn11day, May 15, 2019 
Tm!)/Ch=h 

7801 NW 2 Avon� 
Mi,m\ FL 33169 

W1dn111day.l-l.ay22,2019 
C.ttlolicC,mmmify 

SAlllnrCont. 
9900 NE 2Avenuo 

Mlimt Shores. FL33138 

Fer more information a boot this meoling or planning study, please ecnt8d 
CQl'TTI'lun.�y Ouboach Specialist Carlo, Garcia at305-573-008g or via ema� alcarlo,@iscprgro1:p.car1. 

Vi,it www.fdolmiarnidade.com for p,ojecl i,fom,ation. 
Publ:e participation al the wtukshops are soli;iled without regard lo rac&. color. riational origin, age, M:X. 

religion, disability orfam]y status. P11nuanl to 11'.e provisions cl tha Americans with Disabiuties Act. any perscn 
raquiring special aecomnodations lo participate in lhesa Pub&t: Wortshops ara asked to adv is ii the agency al 

leasts-even days before dle Public Workshop by contatling: Hong Benite:z .al305-470-!i219orin writi'lg: 
FOOT, 100il N.W. 111 Avenue, Miami. FL 33172. email: Hong.8enitaz@<lot.stat11.n.u,. lfyou ar• h1arin11 01 

speech ir.pairad. please cont2cl I.ha agency using lhe Flcrid.1 Relay Servict. 1 800-955-8771 (TOO) or I 
soo.g55-9770 rvoieel. 
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Florida Department of Transportation
RON DESANTIS

GOVERNOR
1000 NW 111 Avenue
Miami, FL 33172-5800

KEVIN J. THIBAULT, P.E.
SECRETARY

www.fdot.gov

For Immediate Release
June 12, 2019

Contact: Tish Burgher
305-470-5277

Tish.Burgher@dot.state.fl.us

FDOT to Host a Public Workshop for the I-95 Corridor Planning Study
State Road (SR) 9A/I-95 from SR 5/US 1 to north of Ives Dairy Road

Miami, FL – The Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) District Six will host a Public 
Workshop for a study to identify capacity improvements along SR 9A/I-95 from SR 5/US 1 to 
north of Ives Dairy Road, in Miami-Dade County. The workshop will be conducted to offer the 
public an opportunity to provide input.

A Public Workshop will be held from 6 p.m. to 8 p.m. on Wednesday, June 19, 2019 at the 
Northeast Dade-Aventura Branch Library, 2930 NE 199 Street/Aventura Boulevard,
Aventura, FL 33180. A formal presentation will start at 6:30 p.m. Graphic displays will be 
shown during the meeting, and FDOT representatives will be available to discuss the purpose 
and need for the corridor improvements, explain potential concepts to improve operations and 
safety, and answer questions.

For more information about the Public Workshop or planning study, please contact Community 
Outreach Specialist Carlos Garcia at 305-573-0089 or via email at Carlos@iscprgroup.com.

Public participation is solicited at this workshop without regard to race, color, national origin, 
age, sex, religion, disability or family status. Pursuant to the provisions of the Americans with 
Disabilities Act, any person requiring special accommodations to participate in a workshop is 
asked to advise the agency at least seven days before the workshop by contacting: Hong Benitez, 
P.E. at 305-470-5219 or in writing: FDOT, 1000 N.W. 111 Avenue, Miami, FL 33172, email:
Hong.Benitez@dot.state.fl.us.

###

Florida Department of Transportation
Innovative, Efficient and Exceptional
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Public Information Workshops 

Outreach Report

State Road (SR) 9A/I-95 from SR 5/US 1 to north of Ives Dairy 
Road Miami-Dade County  

Project Identification Number: 414964-6 Public Information Workshops 

Outreach Report
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Road Miami-Dade County  
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FOOT South 
Miami Area 
@��yi=oo iami 

lnicio 

lnfom1aci6n 

Fotos 

Opiniones 

Videos 

Publicaciones 

Comunidad 

W Home lj, Moments 

#195CPS 

Top Latest People 

Search filters. Show 

Photos 

Want to take advantage of all 
the new Twitter features? 

It's simple -just log in. 

♦'Hi:►
Sign up 

16, Me gusta :\\ Seguir ,+ Compartir 

�) FDOT South • Miami Area 
� 15de mayo-0

FOOT Public Workshop TONIGHT! Join us @ 6 p.m. to learn about the 1-95 
Corr idor Planning Study at Trinity Church, 178-01 NW 2 Avenue. FOOT 
representatives will be on-site to answer questions. 
#FOOT #PublicWorkshop #195CPS 

rb Me gusta 0 Comentar (!;> Compartir .,, . 
Escribe un comentario 

#I95CPS 

Videos News Broadcasts 

� FOOT District 6 @MyFDOT_Miami · May 15 v 

., PUBLIC WORKSHOPS - Come learn about the@MyFDOT_Miami 1-95 Corridor
Planning Study on May 15 and May 22. For more information: 
fdotmiamidade.com/i95planning.ht... 
#fDOT #PublicWorkshop #l9SCPS

0 t.l.3 <:::)2 

Foo]\) FOOT District 6 @MyFDOT_Miami • May 15 

y FDOT Public Workshop TONIGHT! Join us@ 6 p.m. to learn about the 1-95
Corridor Planning Study at Trinity Church, 17801 NW 2 Avenue. FDOT 
representatives will be on-site to answer questions. 
#FDOT #PublicWorkshop #l9SCPS

0 n <:::) 

V 
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The City of 

.\VI l'\:TLIR \ 
f lorida Uve&Play Doing Business How Doi.- Search ... 

Calendar 
View AU Calendars is the default. Choose Select a Calendar to view a specific calendar. 

List wmww,,11-
II find a Facility [jj Subscribe to iCalendar 

Search calendar by: 

ai iiiiiii _____________ j ■ Show Past Events ��� 
◄ June ► 2019 • I � Events 
� M Tu W Th f � 

, II ■■ , , II 
• m111mmm111

mmmmmmm 

FOOT 1-95 Corridor Planning Study Wor1c.shop 
June 19, 2019, 6:00 PM - 8:00 PM@ Northeast Dade Aventura library 
More Details 

� Park Maintenance 
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11,LRN Miami I South Florida 
_

Listen live Donate 

11. ■r111l1�·11[ 1111 □!1 'l·w:: ,!_ 
Home News • Radio • lV • Support • About • More • Search 

FDOT Exploring New Exit Ramps Off 1-95 
Directly Into Wynwood 
ByOANIELRNERO . JUl31.2019 

0 Share 

0 Tweet 

QEmail 

The Florida Department of Transportation is exploring potential 

new exits off of Interstate 95, directly into Miami's Wynwood 

neighborhood. The proposed exit ramps would lead directly 

into the heart of the area on Northwest 29th Street. according 

to FOOT documents seen by WLRN. 

In recent years. Wynwood has become one of the largest 

tourist destinations in the region. But to access the 

neighborhood.1-95 drivers have to either pass it and get off on 

SPOKEN WORD ARTIST 
111.\Sl s,,r 21111'11 

\� R: .a BUY NOW 

the north, near the Midtown area. or on the south. near the Adrienne Arsht Center. 

·The downside is you have a lot of residential neighborhoods

there. and now you have traffic going through their in-streets 

trying to get into this area as fast as possible," said Manny 

Gonzalez. the executive director of the Wynwood Business 

Improvement District. •we feel that if you study the 29th 

Street (ramps). we would be able to help our neighboring 

neighbors, because now people won't be cutting through 

residential neighborhoods." 

"It gives you access for visitors into the area. because everyone 

is lost. It's very hard to find Wynwood, believe it or not. if you're 

from out o1 town," Gonzalez said. Early drawings of the proposal 

IN PURSUIT OF rocm CURE. 

LEARN MORE 

Call Citizens First �-

Appendix Page 2258 of 7765



Public Information Workshops 
Outreach Report

SR 9A/I-95 from SR 5/US 1 to north of Ives Dairy Road 
Miami-Dade County

Project Identification Number: 414964-6

18

Appendix Page 2259 of 7765



Public Information Workshops 
Outreach Report

SR 9A/I-95 from SR 5/US 1 to north of Ives Dairy Road 
Miami-Dade County

Project Identification Number: 414964-6

19

Appendix Page 2260 of 7765



Public Information Workshops 
Outreach Report

SR 9A/I-95 from SR 5/US 1 to north of Ives Dairy Road 
Miami-Dade County

Project Identification Number: 414964-6

20

n_rivas23@hotmail.com

From: (TPO) Information <information@mdtpo.org>
Sent: Monday, May 6, 2019 2:19 PM
To: (TPO) Information
Subject: Miami-Dade TPO & Transportation Partners' Weekly e-Newsletter - May 6th 

 
  

 
  

  
  

Florida MPO Advisory Committee (MPOAC) 
  

Miami‐Dade TPO Governing Board Chairman Oliver G. Gilbert  III 
participated  at  the  statewide  Florida  MPOAC  Governing  Board 
meeting by discussing the mobility needs of Miami‐Dade County. 
In  addition,  Miami‐Dade  TPO  Executive  Director  Aileen  Bouclé 
was  elected  as  the  Vice  Chair  for  the  statewide  Florida  MPO 
Advisory  Committee  (MPOAC)  Noteworthy  Practices  Working 
Group. 
  

Learn more about the MPOAC here 
  
  
  
 

Miami-Dade TPO 

2045 Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP) 
  
  

First Health and Resource Fair 
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responsibility.   Volunteer  commitment  includes  “adopting”  a  one‐mile  segment  of  a  County  road, 
removing litter at least four times a year for a two year period and following County safety measures.  
  

Learn more here 
  
  

Florida Automated Vehicles Website 
  

Online home  for  the Florida Automated Vehicles program,  led by  the  FDOT.  This  site will  follow  the 
development  of  the  Florida‐specific  initiative  and  the  progression  of  Automated Vehicle  technology 
nationwide. 

  
Learn more here 

  
 

POWERED BY  

  
111 NW 1st Street, Suite 920 

Miami, FL 33128 
305‐375‐4507 

MiamiDadeTPO.org  
  

Unsubscribe 
  

 
 
 

 

The Miami‐Dade TPO complies with the provisions of Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, which states: No person in 
the United States shall, on grounds of race, color, or national origin, be excluded from participation in, be denied the 
benefits of, or be subjected to discrimination under any program or activity receiving federal financial assistance. It is 
also the policy of the Miami‐Dade TPO to comply with all of the requirements of the Americans with Disabilities Act 
(ADA). For materials in accessible format please call 305‐375‐1888. 
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Door to Door Distribution
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Door to Door Distribution
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Door to Door Distribution
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Door to Door Distribution
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Memorandum

TO: Greg Kyle, AICP

FROM: John Duesing and Tyrone Scorsone

DATE: May 5, 2015

RE: I-95 Corridor Planning Study Performance Measures Draft Technical Memorandum

This technical memorandum identifies three tiers of recommended performance measures for the
I-95 Corridor Planning Study (CPS).  These recommended performance measures have been
derived from several documents that are listed as resources at the end of this memorandum.

Since the project team is utilizing a new untested regional travel demand model (Southeast
Florida Regional Planning Model (SERPM) Version 7), there is a need to test the model’s precision
in performing future forecasts for corridor improvements.  As model intricacies factor into
computing performance measures, it may be difficult to evaluate some of the recommended
performance metrics presented in this memorandum.  It is suggested that this memorandum be
updated periodically throughout the duration of the I-95 CPS to account for this current
uncertainty with the output of the travel demand model and allow for the project’s performance
measures to be adjusted or revised, as needed.  Adjustments to performance measures will
depend on data availability, model capabilities, and input from the project advisory team (PAT)
and decision makers.

The approach in developing the recommended performance measures is to first identify Tier 1
measures required by Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) Central Office through the
Mobility Performance Measure (MPM) Program, including potential Moving Ahead for Progress
in the 21st Century Act (MAP-21) performance requirements.  These will serve as the base
performance measures for the I-95 CPS.  The next tier of performance measures focus on freight,
transit, safety, and sustainability.  Managed lanes (known as Express Lanes in Florida) specific
performance measures are the third tier of measures.  The three tiers of performance measures
developed for the I-95 CPS are discussed in the following sections and summarized in Table 1.

1. Tier 1 Performance Measures

FDOT has initiated a MPM program for the purpose of developing and reporting on
multimodal mobility performance measures.  The objective of the program is to develop
and regularly update measures, analytic and reporting techniques for measures in every
mode (freight,  auto/truck, transit, pedestrian, bicycle, aviation, rail, and seaport), and to
confirm the measures are in accordance with state of the art practices and national
guidelines related to mobility performance measurement.  A combination of the
performance measures identified below as FDOT Multimodal Mobility Performance
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Measures and MAP-21 Performance Measures will serve as the Tier 1 performance
measures for the I-95 Corridor Planning Study.

a. FDOT Multimodal Mobility Performance Measures

The  primary  source  of  information  and  analyses  for  FDOT's  MPM  program  is  the
Multimodal Mobility Performance Measures Source Book (Source Book).  In August of each
year, the Source Book is published for use by Metropolitan Planning Organizations
(MPOs) and FDOT District offices. Source Book measures are provided by facility and
area types, as appropriate.  For example, most measures are reported for State
Highway System (SHS), Strategic Intermodal System (SIS) Highway Corridors,
National Highway System (NHS) Highway Corridors, freeways, and non-freeways.
The measures are reported for the state, seven largest counties, other urbanized areas,
and non-urbanized areas.  Auto and freight travel time reliability and variability are
measured on freeways and the Turnpike for the state, the seven largest counties, other
urbanized areas, and non-urbanized areas.  Below are some of the performance
measures reported annually in the Source Book.

· Vehicle miles traveled
· Person miles traveled
· Percent of travel meeting level of service (LOS) criteria
· Vehicle hours of delay
· Average travel speed
· Percent of miles severely congested
· Percent of travel severely congested
· Hours severely congested
· Vehicles per lane mile
· Person Hours of delay

b. MAP-21 Performance Measures

MAP-21, enacted in 2012, places increased emphasis on performance management
within the federal-aid highway program, including development of national
performance measures to be used by state DOTs and MPOs in setting targets.1  MAP-
21 also introduces performance management into the federal transit program,
including development of national performance measures for state of good repair and
safety, and requires states, MPOs, and transit agencies to set targets related to those
measures.

Performance-based decision making is also incorporated into the programming
process.  The federal government is currently investing in a number of initiatives to
better incorporate performance elements into transportation planning, with the aim of

1 Performance Requirements Summary - http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/tpm/about/schedule.cfm (May 3,
2015)

Appendix Page 2274 of 7765



-  3  -

making the expected impact on performance a key criterion used in transportation
project selection.  As a result of this federal legislation, many transportation agencies
are anticipating which performance measures will be required.

FDOT’s intent is to supply MPOs with data for required MAP-21 mobility
performance measures.  Starting in 2015, the FDOT Transportation Statistics Office
will provide the following metrics to FDOT Districts to transmit to MPOs in
anticipation of required MAP-21 reporting.  If MAP-21 requires different MPMs, the
list below will be changed and updated.

· Vehicle miles traveled
· Combination truck miles traveled
· Percent travel meeting LOS criteria
· Travel time reliability
· Delay
· Percent miles severely congested

FDOT’s intends to provide the above metrics for the state as a whole, by freeway and non-
freeway facility types.  The data will be provided for each U.S. Census designated
urbanized area and for groups of urbanized areas served by one MPO.

2. Tier 2 Performance Measures

Tier 2 performance measures included in this section are intended to further assist in the
evaluation of alternatives in the I-95 CPS by accounting for economic impacts, other
modes, safety, and sustainability.  These second tier performance measures are candidates
for the I-95 CPS based on their use by FDOT and/or the Miami-Dade MPO.  The measures
below serve as indicators of freight movement, transit service, safety, and sustainability
and environmental impacts.

a. Freight
· Combination truck miles traveled
· Truck travel time reliability
· Combination truck hours of delay

b. Transit
· Average headway
· Person throughput
· Average transit travel time

c. Safety
· Number of fatalities
· Number of accidents resulting in serious injury
· Number of accidents resulting in property damage only
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d. Sustainability
· Tons per day of emissions

3. Tier 3  Performance Measures

The I-95 CPS study corridor includes managed lanes operating as the 95 Express lanes.
The 95 Express lanes facilities have been planned, designed, and constructed to enhance
mobility through improving travel time reliability.  FDOT is preparing guidance for
consistent reporting on Express Lanes’ safety and mobility for both existing and planned
Express Lanes throughout Florida.  Express Lanes run parallel to general purpose lanes
in the I-95 CPS study corridor; therefore, performance measures for the 95 Express lanes
should also be applied to the general purpose lanes.  Monitoring and evaluating
performance on both lane types provides valuable information on how the 95 Express
lanes are performing.  The performance measures below are recommended as indicators
of the quality, quantity, and utilization of travel on the 95 Express lanes.

· Volume
· Speed
· Travel time reliability
· Facility availability
· Number of incidents
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Table 1 – I-95 CPS Performance Measures

Tier 1 Measures Tier 2 Measures Tier 3 Measures
(Express Lanes)

Mobility · Vehicle miles traveled
· Person miles traveled
· Percent of travel meeting LOS

criteria
· Vehicle hours of delay
· Average travel speed
· Percent of miles severely congested
· Percent of travel severely

congested
· Hours severely congested
· Vehicles per lane mile
· Person hours of delay

· Volume
· Speed
· Travel time reliability
· Facility availability

Freight · Combination truck miles traveled
· Truck travel time reliability
· Combination truck hours of delay

Transit · Average headway
· Person throughput
· Average transit travel time

Safety · Number of fatalities
· Number of accidents resulting in serious

injury
· Number of accidents resulting in property

damage only

· Number of incidents

Sustainability · Tons per day of emission
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SR 9AI 95 8727000010

STRAIGHT LINE DIAGRAM OF ROAD INVENTORY
FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION MIAMI-DADE

SHEET

NO.

OF.

09/03/10
ursurs

10/01/10

5 YR INV

DATE
BY

SLD REV
INTERIM REVISIONS

BMP EMP INV SLD REV INT. or US ROUTE NO STATE ROAD NO.
COUNTY DISTRICT

6

ROADWAY ID

03/30/111.600 1.600 N/A
0.000 2.500 N/A 05/30/11

12/05/11N/A0.0870.087

1

URBAN PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL -- INTERSTATE

S
O

U
TH

 D
IX

IE
 H

W
Y

PT=0.039
PI=0.012
PC=0.000

0.
00

0 INSIDE CITY & URBAN
MIAMI, MIAMI

x
x
x
x
x
x

|<=NORTH SOUTH EXPWY

0.
00

0

2.0' C&G SHLD1 - LT
10.0' PVD SHLD1 - RT
2.0' C&G SHLD2 - RT

37.0' - 23.0'
 2 - 11.5' RDWY

SIS HIGHWAY FACILITY

|<SR    9A
|<I    95

PT=0.169
PI=0.156
PC=0.142

0.
14

5 10.0' PVD SHLD1 - LT
12.0' LWN SHLD2 - LT
10.0' PVD SHLD1 - RT
2.0' C&G SHLD2 - RT
4.0' PVD INSHLD1 - LT
8.0' PVD INSHLD1 - RT

131.0' - 24.0'+23.0'
 2 - 12.0'L +  2 - 11.5'R RDWY
50.0' Other MED

ONE WAY
( 0.000 - 0.145 )

0.
14

5

PT=0.204
PI=0.187
PC=0.169

PT=0.231
PI=0.218
PC=0.204

PT=0.369
PI=0.329
PC=0.290

0.
30

9

2*10.0' PVD SHLD1
2*2.0' C&G SHLD2
2*8.0' PVD INSHLD1

96.0' - 24.0'+23.0'
 2 - 12.0'L +  2 - 11.5'R RDWY
25.0' BWALL MED

0.
32

5

2162

0.
42

0

10.0' PVD SHLD1 - LT
2.0' C&G SHLD2 - LT
12.0' PVD SHLD1 - RT
2*8.0' PVD INSHLD1

96.0' - 24.0'+23.0'
 2 - 12.0'L +  2 - 11.5'R RDWY
25.0' BWALL MED

S
W

 2
6 

R
D

PAR. DIAMOND

001A

S
W

 2
5 

R
D

0.
52

0

2*10.0' PVD SHLD1
2*2.0' C&G SHLD2
2*8.0' PVD INSHLD1

96.0' - 24.0'+23.0'
 2 - 12.0'L +  2 - 11.5'R RDWY
25.0' BWALL MED

0.
72

3

2*10.0' PVD SHLD1
2*2.0' C&G SHLD2
2*8.0' PVD INSHLD1

121.0' - 72.0'
 6 - 12.0' RDWY
25.0' BWALL MED

PT=0.997
PI=0.908
PC=0.804

0.
87

5

2*10.0' PVD SHLD1
2*8.0' PVD INSHLD1

117.0' - 72.0'
 6 - 12.0' RDWY
25.0' BWALL MED

SW
 1

9 
R

D

M
ETR

O
R

A
IL

SW
 1 AV

E

0.
97

5

2*10.0' PVD SHLD1
2*2.0' C&G SHLD2
8.0' PVD INSHLD1 - LT
10.0' PVD INSHLD1 - RT

121.0' - 72.0'
 6 - 12.0' RDWY
25.0' BWALL MED

SW
 3 AVE

SW
 1

5 
R

D

PT=1.346
PI=1.312
PC=1.278

1.
35

3

2*10.0' PVD SHLD1
2*2.0' C&G SHLD2
8.0' PVD INSHLD1 - LT
4.0' PVD INSHLD1 - RT

176.0' - 72.0'
 6 - 12.0' RDWY
80.0' Other MED

PI=1.364

1.
4 6

8 10.0' PVD SHLD1 - LT
2.0' C&G SHLD2 - LT
4.0' PVD SHLD1 - RT
0.0' RC SHLD2 - RT
8.0' PVD INSHLD1 - LT
4.0' PVD INSHLD1 - RT
0.0' RC INSHLD2 - RT

168.0' - 72.0'
 6 - 12.0' RDWY
80.0' Other MED

0

ROADWAY
FEATURES

ROADWAY

COMPOSITION

HORIZONTAL

ALIGNMENT

STRUCTURE

DESCRIPTION

TRAFFIC
DATA

FUNCTIONAL
CLASSIFICATION

SIS

LA
N

E
 W

ID
TH

S
 A

R
E

 A
V

E
R

A
G

E
D

D=2^2'
=8^9'51"

B=N75^4'17"E

=5^4'01"
D=4^5'00 00

=15^6'00"
D=8^1'00 00

=5^3'59"
D=4^5'

B=N49^0'17"E

D=0^9'00 00
=3^3'19"

B=N52^3'36"E

=51^2'29"
D=5^0'00 00

B=N1^1'07"E

=8^9'31"
D=2^0'00 00 =0^0'45"

B=N7^9'09"W

8
8

8

NHS

P
E

D
E

S
TR

IA
N

C
R

O
S

S
W

A
LK

Exit-

A
0.000

SR 5/US-1 NB

GPS COORDINATES
25  44.973 N
80  12.696 W

SR 5/US-1 SB

A 0.
1 4

5

0.
62

8

C

C

0.
58

4 C

0.
60

4 1.353A A
1.468

1.
42

5

A

ON RAMP
87270501

M I A M I  

45 MPH

AADT= 38,000
K= 7.93

D= 99.99
T= 2.77

AADT= 70,000
K= 7.93

D= 50.56
T= 2.77 All Traffic Data as of 12-31-090.

14
5

1.
19

8

8.0' PVD INSHLD1 - LT
10.0' PVD INSHLD1 - RT

119.0' - 72.0'
 6 - 12.0' RDWY
25.0' BWALL MED
10.0' PVD SHLD1 - LT

2.0' C&G SHLD2 - RT
10.0' PVD SHLD1 - RT

0.
00

2

1-
14

" X
 5

0'
 C

C

0.
02

5

1-
14

" X
 7

5'
 C

C

0.
12

0

0.
21

0

475'
BR

0350

0.
25

0

1-
18

" X
 1

05
' C

C

0.
28

0

1-
18

" X
 1

05
' C

C

0.
32

5

1-
18

" X
 2

10
' C

C

0.
41

6

1-
18

" X
 2

10
' C

C
0.

42
0

0.
51

8

517'
BR

0448

0.
56

7

1-
18

" X
 2

10
' C

C

0.
60

6

1-
18

" X
 2

10
' C

C

0.
64

5

1-
18

" X
 2

10
' C

C

0.
67

9

1-
18

" X
 2

10
' C

C

0.
73

3

1-
18

" X
 2

10
' C

C

0 .
78

3

1-
18

" X
 2

10
' C

C

0.
81

5

1-
18

" X
 2

10
' C

C

0.
87

5

0.
97

5

528'
BR

0354

0.
87

5

0.
97

5

528'
BR

0451

0.
98

5

1-
18

" X
 2

10
' C

C

1.
03

0

1-
18

" X
 2

10
' C

C

1.
05

0

1-
18

" X
 2

10
' C

C

1.
10

0

1-
18

" X
 2

10
' C

C

1.
16

5

1-
14

" X
 9

5'
 C

C
1.

17
0

1-
18

" X
 2

10
' C

C

1.
19

8

1.
28

7

469'
BR

0355

1.
19

8

1.
28

7

469'
BR

0452

1.
33

0

1-
18

" X
 2

10
' C

C

1.
38

0

1-
14

" X
 9

5'
 C

C

1.
42

5

1-
18

" X
 1

00
' C

C
1.

43
0

1-
18

" X
 2

10
' C

C

1.
49

0

1-
18

" X
 2

10
' C

C
1.

49
4

2.
67

1

6214'
BR

0453

0.
97

4

55 MPH

SW 2ND AVE

SW 3RD AVE
SW 3RD AVE

SW 1ST AVE

S MIAMI AVE

N CORAL WAY

SW
 1

5T
H

 R
D

SW 2ND AVES DIXIE HIGHWAY

SW 4TH AVE

SW
 2

5T
H

 R
D

SW
 2

6T
H

 R
D

SW
 1

9T
H

 R
D

SW
 2

0T
H

 R
D

BRICKELL AVE

SW
 2

1S
T 

R
D

CORAL W
AY

SW
 2

2N
D

 R
D

SW
 2

3R
D

 R
D

SW
 2

4T
H

 R
D

SW
 11TH ST

MIAMI AVE
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 12TH ST

SW
 10TH ST

SW
 2

7T
H 

R
D

SW
 2

8T
H

 R
D

SW
 1

8T
H

 T
ER

SW
 2

9T
H

 R
D

SW
 3

1S
T 

R
D

SW
 1

7T
H

 R
D

SE
 2

5T
H

 R
D

SW
 9TH ST

SE
 2

6T
H

 R
D

SE
 3

2N
D

 R
D

VIZCAYA STATION

SW 1ST AVE

SW
 1

8T
H

 T
ERSW

 2
3R

D
 R

D

SW
 2

4T
H

 R
D

SW
 3

0T
H

 R
D

SW
 2

0T
H

 R
D

SW 1ST AVE

SW
 12TH ST

SW
 1

8T
H

 R
D

SW 2ND CT

SW
 1

9T
H

 R
D

SW 2ND AVE

BRICKELL AVE

SW
 2

1S
T 

R
D

SW
 2

2N
D

 R
D

SW
 11TH ST

SW
 1

7T
H

 R
D

!"c$

123;

?À
)l

A= ASPHALT
B= BRICK
C=CONCRETE
O=OTHER

1

12

5 1

SR 9A / I 95 (Miami)

5
1

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0
0

0

123=

MIAMI
[

?Å

= SIGNALIZED INTERSECTION
AERIAL AS OF 2009

)l
?À

OFF RAMP 87270166

ON RAMP 87270167

ON RAMP 87270500

O
N

 R
A

M
P 

87
27
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00

O
N

 R
A

M
P

 8
72

70
16

7

ON RAMP 87270168

OFF RAMP 87270169
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SR 9AI 95 87270000

001B

2

URBAN PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL -- INTERSTATE

SIS HIGHWAY FACILITY

1.
54

7

2.
66

6

5908'
BR

0356

1.
54

7 10.0' PVD SHLD1 - LT
0.0' RC SHLD2 - LT
4.0' PVD SHLD1 - RT
0.0' RC SHLD2 - RT
8.0' PVD INSHLD1 - LT
4.0' PVD INSHLD1 - RT
0.0' RC INSHLD2 - RT

166.0' - 72.0'
 6 - 12.0' RDWY
80.0' Other MED

PT=1.675
PI=1.632
PC=1.589

PAR. DIAMOND

1.
64

5 2*10.0' PVD SHLD1
2*0.0' RC SHLD2
6.0' PVD INSHLD1 - LT
0.0' RC INSHLD2 - LT
4.0' PVD INSHLD1 - RT
0.0' RC INSHLD2 - RT

124.0' - 36.0'+48.0'
 3 - 12.0'L +  4 - 12.0'R RDWY
20.0' Other MED

S
W

 6
 S

T SW
 5 ST

M
IA

M
I R

IV
ER

SW
 3 ST

PT=1.989
PI=1.964
PC=1.939

NO
R

TH
 R

IV
ER

 D
R

002A

PT=2.129
PI=2.061
PC=1.989

2.
0 0

0 2*10.0' PVD SHLD1
2*0.0' RC SHLD2
6.0' PVD INSHLD1 - LT
0.0' RC INSHLD2 - LT
4.0' PVD INSHLD1 - RT
0.0' RC INSHLD2 - RT

212.0' - 72.0'
 6 - 12.0' RDWY
120.0' Other MED

2.
00

2

2.
01

2

52'
UP

0473

S
W

 2
 S

T
2.

01
6

2.
03

6

105'
UP

0474

2.
03

6

2.
04

4

42'
UP

0555

PAR. DIAMOND

S
R

 9
68

/S
W

 1
 S

T 
E

B

002B

W
 F

LA
G

LE
R

 S
T

002C

PT=2.285
PI=2.242
PC=2.198

C

2.
24

4 10.0' PVD SHLD1 - LT
0.0' RC SHLD2 - LT
10.0' PVD SHLD1 - RT
6.0' PVD INSHLD1 - LT
0.0' RC INSHLD2 - LT
6.0' PVD INSHLD1 - RT

124.0' - 36.0'+48.0'
 3 - 12.0'L +  4 - 12.0'R RDWY
20.0' Other MED

N
W

 2
 S

T

N
W

 3
 S

T

N
W

 4
 S

T

N
W

 5
 S

T

STRAIGHT LINE DIAGRAM OF ROAD INVENTORY
FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION MIAMI-DADE

SHEET

NO.

OF.

09/03/10
ursurs

10/01/10

5 YR INV

DATE
BY

SLD REV
INTERIM REVISIONS

BMP EMP INV SLD REV INT. or US ROUTE NO STATE ROAD NO.
COUNTY DISTRICT

6

ROADWAY ID

ROADWAY

FEATURES

ROADWAY

COMPOSITION

HORIZONTAL

ALIGNMENT

STRUCTURE

DESCRIPTION

SIS

TRAFFIC
DATA

FUNCTIONAL
CLASSIFICATION

55 MPH

LA
N

E
 W

ID
TH

S
 A

R
E 

AV
E

R
AG

E
D

D=3^0'00 00
=16^2'29"

B=N21^3'45"E

=14^7'33"
D=5^0'00 00

=29^1'44"
D=4^0'00 00

B=N22^5'32"E

D=4^0'00 00
=20^8'56"

B=N2^6'36"W

8

8

NHS

Exit-
C

1.
62

5

S
R

 9
0/

U
S

-4
1 

E
B

S
R

 9
0/

U
S

-4
1 

W
B

ON RAMP
87270170

SR 970 MAINLINE EB
SR 970 MAINLINE WB

C1.
93

5 
(S

R
 9

70
 W

B
)

1.
95

2 C

Exit-

OFF RAMP

ON RAMP
C

2.
13

4  
R

A
M

P 
50

5

C

87270505

87270506

2.
04

5

C

2.
10

7

OFF RAMP 87270504

2.
24

4

ON RAMP
87270506

C

Exit- 2.223

O FF RAMP 87270171
ON RAM P 87270503

SR
 9

68
/

FL
AG

LE
R

 S
T

SR
 968/

N
W

 1 ST W
B

M I A M I  

1.
71

0

40 MPH

1.
60

4

K= 7.93
D= 50.56
T= 4.07 All Traffic Data as of 12-31-09

AADT= 70,000 D= 50.56
K= 7.93 T= 2.77

AADT= 145,500

02/11/110.087 0.087 N/A
03/30/111.600 1.600 N/A

2

A= ASPHALT
B= BRICK
C=CONCRETE
O=OTHER

2

12

SR 9A / I 95 (Miami)

90 90

0

0

0 0

0

0

0

0

970 968
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0

* ***

AERIAL AS OF 2009
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SR 9AI 95 872700003

STRAIGHT LINE DIAGRAM OF ROAD INVENTORY
FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION MIAMI-DADE

SHEET

NO.

OF.

09/03/10
ursurs

10/01/10

5 YR INV

DATE
BY

SLD REV
INTERIM REVISIONS

BMP EMP INV SLD REV INT. or US ROUTE NO STATE ROAD NO.
COUNTY DISTRICT

6

ROADWAY ID

10.0' PVD SHLD1 - LT
0.0' RC SHLD2 - LT
10.0' PVD SHLD1 - RT
6.0' PVD INSHLD1 - LT
0.0' RC INSHLD2 - LT
6.0' PVD INSHLD1 - RT

124.0' - 36.0'+48.0'
 3 - 12.0'L +  4 - 12.0'R RDWY
20.0' Other MED

3

URBAN PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL -- INTERSTATE

SIS HIGHWAY FACILITY

N
W

 6
 S

T

2.
52

3

2505

PT=2.745
PI=2.637
PC=2.526

N
W

 7
 S

T

002D

C

NW
 8

 S
T

2.
67
1 2*10.0' PVD SHLD1

6.0' PVD INSHLD1 - LT
0.0' RC INSHLD2 - LT
6.0' PVD INSHLD1 - RT

224.0' - 36.0'+48.0'
 3 - 12.0'L +  4 - 12.0'R RDWY
120.0' Other MED

2.
70

0

1-
18

" X
 2

10
' C

C

2.
76

5

1-
18

"  X
 2

10
' C

C

2.
78

7

2.
92

2

712'
BR

0357

2.
78

7

2.
92

2

712'
BR

0454

2.
78
7 10.0' PVD SHLD1 - LT

10.0' PVD SHLD1 - RT
0.0' RC SHLD2 - RT
2*6.0' PVD INSHLD1

224.0' - 36.0'+48.0'
 3 - 12.0'L +  4 - 12.0'R RDWY
120.0' Other MED

N
W

 1
0 

ST

N
W

 1
1 

ST

M
ET

R
O

R
AI

L

N
W

 1
1 

TE
R

2.
91
7 10.0' PVD SHLD1 - LT

10.0' PVD SHLD1 - RT
0.0' RC SHLD2 - RT
6.0' PVD INSHLD1 - LT
2.0' C&G INSHLD2 - LT
6.0' PVD INSHLD1 - RT

224.0' - 36.0'+48.0'
 3 - 12.0'L +  4 - 12.0'R RDWY
120.0' Other MED

2.
95

5

1-
18

" X
 2

10
' C

C

2 .
98
9 10.0' PVD SHLD1 - LT

10.0' PVD SHLD1 - RT
0.0' RC SHLD2 - RT
6.0' PVD INSHLD1 - LT
2.0' C&G INSHLD2 - LT
6.0' PVD INSHLD1 - RT

212.0' - 72.0'
 6 - 12.0' RDWY
120.0' Other MED

3.
03

0

1-
18

" X
 2

10
' C

C
3.

04
0

1-
18

" X
 2

10
'  C

C
3.

04
5

1-
18

" X
 2

10
' C

C
3.

06
0

1-
18

" X
 2

10
' C

C

3.
06

5

1-
18

" X
 2

10
' C

C

3.
06
6 10.0' PVD SHLD1 - LT

10.0' PVD SHLD1 - RT
0.0' RC SHLD2 - RT
4.0' PVD INSHLD1 - LT
6.0' PVD INSHLD1 - RT

212.0' - 72.0'
 6 - 12.0' RDWY
120.0' Other MED

C

3.
08

6

3.
42

0

1763'
BR

0455

003B

N
W

 1
4  

S
T

3.
13

6

3.
14

9

68'
UP

0365

3.
15

6

3.
16

6

52'
UP

0371

3.
17

6

3.
18

1

26'
UP

0371

3.
18

2

3.
18

6

21'
UP

0456

3.
19

2

3.
19

9

36'
UP

0456

PAR. DIAMOND

3.
20

8

3.
21

5

36'
UP

0366

3.
21

7

3.
22

4

36'
UP

0366

3.
22

6

3.
2 3

1

26'
UP

0364

3.
2 3

2

3.
23

9

36'
UP

0370

A

3.
23
7 8.0' PVD SHLD1 - LT

2.0' C&G SHLD2 - LT
10.0' PVD SHLD1 - RT
0.0' RC SHLD2 - RT
6.0' PVD/WD INSHLD1 - LT
2.0' C&G INSHLD2 - LT
6.0' PVD INSHLD1 - RT

212.0' - 72.0'
 6 - 12.0' RDWY
120.0' Other MED

003A

3.
25

0

3.
25

6

31'
UP

0370

PT=3.550
PI=3.442
PC=3.331

3.
39

7

3.
42

2

132'
BR

0358

N
W

 1
7 

S
T

3.
43
5 8.0' PVD SHLD1 - LT
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TRAFFIC
DATA

FUNCTIONAL
CLASSIFICATION

SIS

LA
N

E
 W

ID
TH

S 
AR

E
 A

V
E

R
A

G
ED

=23^2'54"
D=2^2'00 00

B=N47^8'58"E

=5^2'32"
D=2^0'00 00

=6^1'21"
D=2^7'

=11^6'21"
D=2^0'

B=N24^8'58"E

D=2^0'00 00
=23^0'04"

B=N47^8'47"E

D=0^0'
=7^7'03"

B=N54^5'50"E

NHS

Exit-

A14
.5

44

14
.6

39

SR 860/M
IAM

I GDNS DR

14
.4

93

14
.6

3 9

M I A M I - D A D E  C O U N T Y 

55 MPH

AADT= 171,000 D= 50.56
K= 7.93 T= 4.07 All Traffic Data as of 12-31-09 14

.4
04 AADT= 182,500

K= 7.93
D= 50.56
T= 4.07

ON RAMP 87270215

OFF RAMP 87270216

OFF RAMP 87270217

ON RAMP 87270218

NE 4T
H AVE

EAST DR

NE 191ST ST

IPCO RD

NE 5TH AVE

NE 4TH CT

NE 180TH DR

NE M
IA

M
I G

A
R

D
E

N
S D

R

NE 185TH ST

NORTH DR

NE 1813RD ST

NE
 7

TH
 C

T

N

E 194TH ST

NE 177TH ST NE 180TH ST

NE 187TH TER NE 10
TH

 AVE

NE 196TH ST NE 
12

TH
 C

T

N
E 

12
TH

 A
VE

NE 
12

TH
 P

L

NE 2N
D C

T

NE 14TH CT

NE 
8T

H A
VE

NE 182ND TER

NE 6T
H AVE

NE 179TH DR

NE 
13

TH
 P

L

NE 179TH TER

NE 3R
D C

T
NE 181ST ST

NE   5TH AVE

NE 6T
H AVE

!"c$

A= ASPHALT
B= BRICK
C=CONCRETE
O=OTHER

11

12

860

SR 9 / I 95 (Miami-Dade County)

123=

[

A¦
= SIGNALIZED INTERSECTION

**

NORTH MIAMI BEACH

?Ä

UNINCORPORATED

AERIAL AS OF 2009

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0
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SR 9I 95 87270000

16 17 18

28/FC-2

28/FC-2

URBAN PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL -- INTERSTATE

SIS HIGHWAY FACILITY

17
.2

6 0

SIS HIGHWAY FACILITY

16
.0

20

1-
24

" X
 2

10
' C

C

A

16
.1

55

1-
24

" X
 8

5'
 C

C

PT=16.648
PI=16.453
PC=16.234

16
.2

8 5

1-
18

" X
 8

5'
 C

C

16
.3

25

1-
16

" X
 8

5'
 C

C

16
.4

45

1-
24

" X
 2

10
' C

C

IV
E

S
 D

A
IR

Y 
R

D

16
.4

87

16
.5

16

153'
UP

0166

DIAMOND

016

16
.5

2 5

1-
24

"  X
 2

10
' C

C

16
.5

55

2485

16
.6

00

1-
24

" X
 2

10
'  C

C

PT=16.981
PI=16.815
PC=16.648

16
.6

90

1-
14

" X
 8

5'
 C

C

A

16
.7

7 5

1-
24

" X
 2

10
' C

C

A

16
.8

30

1-
24

" X
 8

5 '
 C

C

16
.8

90

1-
24

" X
 2

10
' C

C

17
.0

35

1-
24

" X
 8

5'
 C

C

17
.1

10

1-
18

" X
 8

5'
 C

C

17
. 2

26

2487

17
.2

35

1-
24

" X
 8

5'
 C

C

D
A

D
E

/B
R

O
W

A
R

D
 C

O
 L

I N
E

E
nd

 M
P

: 1
7.

26
0

N
E

T 
R

O
A

D
W

AY
 ID

 L
E

N
G

TH
: 1

7.
26

0

STRAIGHT LINE DIAGRAM OF ROAD INVENTORY
FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION MIAMI-DADE

SHEET

NO.

OF.

09/03/10
ursurs

10/01/10

5 YR INV

DATE
BY

SLD REV
INTERIM REVISIONS

BMP EMP INV SLD REV INT. or US ROUTE NO STATE ROAD NO.
COUNTY DISTRICT

6

ROADWAY ID

ROADWAY

FEATURES

ROADWAY

COMPOSITION

HORIZONTAL

ALIGNMENT

STRUCTURE

DESCRIPTION

SIS

TRAFFIC
DATA

FUNCTIONAL
CLASSIFICATION

55 MPH

LA
N

E
 W

ID
TH

S 
A

R
E

 A
VE

R
AG

E
D

=46^6'12"
D=2^7'

=13^0'40"
D=0^5'

B=N4^1'02"W

NHS

Exit-

16
.1

16 OFF RAMP 87270220

M I A M I - D A D E  C O U N T Y 

A16
.2

76

ON  RAM P 87270219

16
.7

83

ON  RAMP 87270222
16

.7
40OFF RAMP 87270221

GPS COORDINATES
25  58.407 N
80    9.934 W

AADT= 182,500
K= 7.93 T= 4.07

D= 50.56
All Traffic Data as of 12-31-09 16

.5
33 AADT= 222,000 D= 50.56

K= 7.93 T= 4.07

16 17 18

IVES D
A

IRY R
D

NE 15TH CT

NE 19TH CT

NE 18TH AVE

NE 18TH PL

NE 16TH AVE

N
E 197TH

 TER

N
E 

20
5T

H
 T

ER

W OAK HAVEN CIR

N
E 207TH

 ST

N
E 

20
3R

D
 S

T

NE 16TH PL

N
E 210TH

 ST

N
E 198TH

 TER

NE 1
7T

H 
AV

E

N
E 206TH

 ST

NE 17TH AVE

NE 15TH CT

NE 19TH CT

!"c$

A= ASPHALT
B= BRICK
C=CONCRETE
O=OTHER

12

12

SR 9 / I 95 (Miami-Dade County)

123=

[

= SIGNALIZED INTERSECTION

?Ä

UNINCORPORATED

**

BROWARD
    COUNTY

0

0

0

0

0

AERIAL AS OF 2009
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APPENDIX G 

EXISTING CONDITIONS TYPICAL SECTIONS  

 

Appendix Page 2294 of 7765



12'12'10'

8.5'

8.5'

2.5' 2.5'

SHOULDER SHOULDER SHOULDER

BARRIER WALL

2' MEDIAN 

EXISTING 9" CONCRETE PAVEMENT

£ SURVEY LA R/W LINE

RW (± 125') RW (± 142') 

1

PAVED

SHOULDER

PAVED

LA R/W LINE

SR 9A (I-95)

TYPICAL SECTION

12'12'10'

8.5'

8.5'

2.5' 2.5'

SHOULDER SHOULDER SHOULDER

BARRIER WALL

2' MEDIAN 

EXISTING 9" CONCRETE PAVEMENT

£ SURVEY LA R/W LINE

RW (± 125') RW (± 116') 

2

PAVED

SHOULDER

PAVED

LA R/W LINE

SR 9A (I-95)

TYPICAL SECTION

12'

2'

SOD

SHOULDER

5.9'

SHOULDER

5.9'

VARIE
S

2'

SOD

SHOULDERSHOULDER

VARIE
S

9'9'

DETAIL A

STA. 1048+50 TO STA. 1065+00

SEE DETAIL A

STA. 1090+00 TO STA. 1118+00

SEE DETAIL B

DETAIL B

DESIGN SPEED: 55 MPH

DESIGN SPEED: 55 MPH

POSTED SPEED: 55 MPH

POSTED SPEED: 55 MPH

RAMON BRETON, P.E.                    

1221 BRICKELL AVENUE - SUITE 400      

P.E. LICENSE NUMBER 53139

KIMLEY-HORN AND ASSOCIATES, INC.      

MIAMI, FLORIDA 33131                  

CERTIFICATE OF AUTHORIZATION 696     

5/20/2016kyle.cabrera K:\MIB_Roadway\040006342 I-95 Corridor Study\41496462201\Roadway\TYPSRD01-Existin12:52:51 PM

  1   414964-6-22-01 MIAMI-DADE   9A   

ROAD NO. FINANCIAL PROJECT IDCOUNTY

DATE DESCRIPTION

REVISIONS

DATE DESCRIPTION
NO.

SHEETSTATE OF FLORIDA

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

    TYPICAL SECTIONS    

        EXISTING        
                               

            

            

11.5'-12' 11.5'-12'6'-8' 4'-10' 4'-12'

VARIES VARIES

VARIES VARIES

VARIES

±0.06
±0.02 ±0.02 ±0.06

11.5'-12'11.5'-12'4'-10'6'-8'

VARIES VARIES
VARIES VARIES VARIES

(±)0.06
(±)0.02 (±)0.02

(±)0.06

11.5'-12' 4'-12'

CBD SEGMENT

FROM £ STA 886+50 TO £ STA 928+00

STA. 886+50 TO STA. 903+00

FROM £ STA 928+00 TO £ STA 965+00

STA. 928+00 TO STA. 956+00
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12'12'

10'

10'

2.5' 2.5'

SHOULDER SHOULDER SHOULDER

BARRIER WALL

2' MEDIAN 

EXISTING 9" CONCRETE PAVEMENT

£ SURVEY LA R/W LINE

PAVED

SHOULDER

PAVED

LA R/W LINE

12'

3

SR 9A (I-95)

TYPICAL SECTION

4'-12'12' 12'

RW VARIES (102' - 138') RW VARIES (102' - 125') 

DESIGN SPEED: 55 MPH

POSTED SPEED: 55 MPH

RAMON BRETON, P.E.                    

1221 BRICKELL AVENUE - SUITE 400      

P.E. LICENSE NUMBER 53139

KIMLEY-HORN AND ASSOCIATES, INC.      

MIAMI, FLORIDA 33131                  

CERTIFICATE OF AUTHORIZATION 696     

5/20/2016kyle.cabrera K:\MIB_Roadway\040006342 I-95 Corridor Study\41496462201\Roadway\TYPSRD01-Existin12:52:51 PM

2414964-6-22-01 MIAMI-DADE   9A   

ROAD NO. FINANCIAL PROJECT IDCOUNTY

DATE DESCRIPTION

REVISIONS

DATE DESCRIPTION
NO.

SHEETSTATE OF FLORIDA

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

    TYPICAL SECTIONS    

        EXISTING        
                               

            

            

(±)0.06
(±)0.02 (±)0.02

(±)0.06

11.5'-12' 11.5'-12' 11.5'-12' 11.5'-12' 11.5'-12'4'-10'6'-8'

VARIES VARIES

VARIES VARIES VARIES VARIES VARIES
VARIES

10'

CBD SEGMENT

FROM £ STA 965+00 TO £ STA 1019+00
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LA. R/W LINE

LANELANELANE LANE

VARIES 82' TO 84'-11"

MANAGED

LANELANE

MANAGED

11' 11'

1'3' 2'

11'

MANAGED

LANE LANE

MANAGED

11'

R/W VARIES (95.20' MIN.)

VARIES 82' TO 84'-11"

LANE LANE LANE LANE

1' 3'

LA. R/W LINE

GROUND
EXISTING 

GROUND

EXISTING 

R/W VARIES (94.58' MIN.)

£ SURVEY

P.G.PP.G.P

SHLDR SHLDR

DELINEATOR

TUBULAR 

DELINEATOR

TUBULAR 

MEDIAN BARRIER WALL

EXISTING CONCRETE 

BARRIER WALL

NOISE WALL NOISE WALL

BARRIER WALL

2

SR 9A (I-95)

TYPICAL SECTION

12' 12'

10'

10'

2.5' 2.5'

SHOULDER SHOULDER SHOULDER

BARRIER WALL

2' MEDIAN 

EXISTING 9" CONCRETE PAVEMENT

£ SURVEY LA R/W LINE

PAVED

SHOULDER

PAVED

LA R/W LINE

12'

1

SR 9A (I-95)

TYPICAL SECTION

12' 12'

RW VARIES (102' - 138') RW VARIES (102' - 125') 

FROM £ STA 1019+00 TO £ STA 1109+00

FROM £ STA 1109+00 TO £ STA 1167+00

DESIGN SPEED: 55 MPH

DESIGN SPEED: 60 MPH

POSTED SPEED: 55 MPH

POSTED SPEED: 55 MPH

RAMON BRETON, P.E.                    

1221 BRICKELL AVENUE - SUITE 400      

P.E. LICENSE NUMBER 53139

KIMLEY-HORN AND ASSOCIATES, INC.      

MIAMI, FLORIDA 33131                  

CERTIFICATE OF AUTHORIZATION 696     

±0.06
±0.02 ±0.02

±0.06

(±)0.06
VARIES (±)0.02 TO (±)0.0156

(±)0.0156(±)0.0156 VARIES (±)0.02 TO (±)0.0156

6'-8'4'-10'

VARIES VARIES

11'-12'11'-12'

VARIES (±)0.02 TO (±)0.0156
(±)0.0156 (±)0.0156 VARIES (±)0.02 TO (±)0.0156 (±)0.06

6'-12'

VARIES

11'-12'11'-12'11'-12'6'-10'

VARIESVARIESVARIESVARIESVARIES
VARIES

11'-12'11'-12'11'-12'11'-12'6'-10' 6'-12'12' 12' 12' 12'

VARIES 6' TO 8'VARIES 4' TO 10'

VARIES VARIES VARIES VARIES VARIES VARIES

5/20/2016kyle.cabrera K:\MIB_Roadway\040006342 I-95 Corridor Study\41496462201\Roadway\TYPSRD01-Existin12:52:52 PM

  1   414964-6-22-01 MIAMI-DADE   9A   

ROAD NO. FINANCIAL PROJECT IDCOUNTY

DATE DESCRIPTION

REVISIONS

DATE DESCRIPTION
NO.

SHEETSTATE OF FLORIDA

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

    TYPICAL SECTIONS    

        EXISTING        
                               

            

            

SOUTH SEGMENT
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3

VARIES

±0.02 ±0.02

VARIES

R/W LINER/W LINE

VARIES VARIES

CONCRETE SIDEWALK

±10'

5'
5'

5'
5'

CURB AND GUTTER

SOD

CURB AND GUTTER

CONCRETE SIDEWALK

DESIGN SPEED: 35 MPH

POSTED SPEED: 30 MPH

R/W 80'

SOD

±11.5'

LANE

PARKING

±11.5' ±11.5' ±11.5'

5/20/2016kyle.cabrera K:\MIB_Roadway\040006342 I-95 Corridor Study\41496462201\Roadway\TYPSRD01-Existing12:52:52 PM

  2   414964-6-22-01 MIAMI-DADE   9A   

ROAD NO. FINANCIAL PROJECT IDCOUNTY

DATE DESCRIPTION

REVISIONS

DATE DESCRIPTION
NO.

SHEETSTATE OF FLORIDA

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

    TYPICAL SECTIONS    

        EXISTING        
                               

            

            

RAMON BRETON, P.E.                    

1221 BRICKELL AVENUE - SUITE 400      

P.E. LICENSE NUMBER 53139

KIMLEY-HORN AND ASSOCIATES, INC.      

MIAMI, FLORIDA 33131                  

CERTIFICATE OF AUTHORIZATION 696     

SOUTH SEGMENT

NW 29TH ST

TYPICAL SECTION
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LA. R/W LINE

LANELANELANE LANE

VARIES 82' TO 84'-11"

MANAGED

LANELANE

MANAGED

1'3' 2'

11'

MANAGED

LANE LANE

MANAGED

11'

R/W VARIES (95.20' MIN.)

VARIES 82' TO 84'-11"

LANE LANE LANE LANE

1' 3'

LA. R/W LINE

GROUND
EXISTING 

GROUND

EXISTING 

R/W VARIES (94.58' MIN.)

£ SURVEY

P.G.PP.G.P

SHLDR SHLDR

DELINEATOR

TUBULAR 

DELINEATOR

TUBULAR 

MEDIAN BARRIER WALL

EXISTING CONCRETE 

BARRIER WALL

NOISE WALL NOISE WALL

BARRIER WALL

1

SR 9A (I-95)

TYPICAL SECTION

FROM £ STA 1167+00 TO £ STA 1510+00

DESIGN SPEED: 60 MPH

5/20/2016kyle.cabrera K:\MIB_Roadway\040006342 I-95 Corridor Study\41496462201\Roadway\TYPSRD01-Existing.dg12:52:52 PM

  1   414964-6-22-01 MIAMI-DADE   9A   

ROAD NO. FINANCIAL PROJECT IDCOUNTY

DATE DESCRIPTION

REVISIONS

DATE DESCRIPTION
NO.

SHEETSTATE OF FLORIDA

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

    TYPICAL SECTIONS    

        EXISTING        
                               

            

            

RAMON BRETON, P.E.                    

1221 BRICKELL AVENUE - SUITE 400      

P.E. LICENSE NUMBER 53139

KIMLEY-HORN AND ASSOCIATES, INC.      

MIAMI, FLORIDA 33131                  

CERTIFICATE OF AUTHORIZATION 696     

(±)0.06
VARIES (±)0.02 TO (±)0.0156

(±)0.0156 (±)0.0156 VARIES (±)0.02 TO (±)0.0156 VARIES (±)0.02 TO (±)0.0156 (±)0.0156 (±)0.0156 VARIES (±)0.02 TO (±)0.0156 (±)0.06

6'-10' 11'-12' 11'-12' 11'-12' 11'-12'

VARIES VARIES VARIES VARIES VARIES

11' 11' 4'-12'11' 11' 11' 11'

VARIES

VARIES 6' TO 15'VARIES 6' TO 10'

CENTRAL SEGMENT
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LA. R/W LINE

10'

LANELANELANE LANE

VARIES 82' TO 84'-11"

MANAGED

LANELANE

MANAGED

11' 11'

1'3' 2'

11'

MANAGED

LANE LANE

MANAGED

11'

R/W VARIES (95.20' MIN.)

VARIES 82' TO 84'-11"

LANE LANE LANE LANE

1' 3'

LA. R/W LINE

GROUND
EXISTING 

GROUND

EXISTING 

R/W VARIES (94.58' MIN.)

£ SURVEY

P.G.PP.G.P

SHLDR SHLDR

DELINEATOR

TUBULAR 

DELINEATOR

TUBULAR 

MEDIAN BARRIER WALL

EXISTING CONCRETE 

BARRIER WALL

NOISE WALL NOISE WALL

BARRIER WALL

1

SR 9A (I-95)

TYPICAL SECTION

FROM £ STA 1510+00 TO £ STA 1520+50

DESIGN SPEED: 60 MPH

5/20/2016kyle.cabrera K:\MIB_Roadway\040006342 I-95 Corridor Study\41496462201\Roadway\TYPSRD01-Existing.dg12:52:52 PM

1414964-6-22-01 MIAMI-DADE   9A   

ROAD NO. FINANCIAL PROJECT IDCOUNTY

DATE DESCRIPTION

REVISIONS

DATE DESCRIPTION
NO.

SHEETSTATE OF FLORIDA

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

    TYPICAL SECTIONS    

        EXISTING        
                               

            

            

2'

LINE

L.A. R/W

BORDER WIDTH

VARIES (28' TO 87')

R/W VARIES (129.75' TO 319.42')

LINE

L.A. R/W

BORDER WIDTH

VARIES (19' TO 34')

(TO REMAIN)

BARRIER WALL

EXIST. SOUND

RIGID

PAVT.

SHLDR.*

VARIES

NATURAL GROUND

NATURAL GROUND

R/W VARIES (75.62' TO 107.27')

PAVT.

FLEXIBLE

SHLDR

10' 12' 12'

VARIES (16.5' TO 18.5')

12' 12'

MANAGED

LANE

14' 14'

MANAGED

LANE

VARIES (5.0' TO 17.5')

12'

MANAGED

LANE

EXIST. BARRIER WALL 

DELINEATOR

EXIST. TUBULAR

BARRIER WALL

EXIST. MEDIAN

EXIST. BARRIER WALL

EXIST. BARRIER WALL

VARIES (4' TO 16')

SR 9A (I-95)

TYPICAL SECTION

FROM £ STA 1520+50 TO £ STA 1531+50

DESIGN SPEED: 60 MPH

£ SURVEY

2

RAMON BRETON, P.E.                    

1221 BRICKELL AVENUE - SUITE 400      

P.E. LICENSE NUMBER 53139

KIMLEY-HORN AND ASSOCIATES, INC.      

MIAMI, FLORIDA 33131                  

CERTIFICATE OF AUTHORIZATION 696     

(±)0.06
VARIES (±)0.02 TO (±)0.0156

(±)0.0156 (±)0.0156 VARIES (±)0.02 TO (±)0.0156 VARIES (±)0.02 TO (±)0.0156 (±)0.0156 (±)0.0156 VARIES (±)0.02 TO (±)0.0156 (±)0.06

12' 12' 12' 12' 6'-10'

VARIES 6' TO 10'VARIES 6' TO 10'

12' 12' 12' 12'

VARIES

12' 12' 12' 12' 12' (6'-10')

SHLDR.
VARIES (6' TO 10')

SHLDR.

VARIES (6' TO 10')

GGI SEGMENT
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PAVT.

VARIES

FLEXIBLE

SHLDR.

FLEXIBLE

PAVT.

SHLDR.

FLEXIBLE

PAVT.

SHLDR.

FLEXIBLE

PAVT.

SHLDR.

(19' TO 337')

(0' TO 12')

12' 12' 10'VARIES 12' 12' 12'

NATURAL GROUND

NATURAL GROUND

10' 10' VARIES

BORDER WIDTH

R/W VARIES

(236' TO 695')

R/W VARIES

(80' TO 566')

8' MIN.

BORDER WIDTH

VARIES (86' TO 647')

L.A. R/W LINE
L.A. R/W LINE

EXIST. GUARDRAIL
PAVEMENT

EXIST. CONC.

EXIST. GUARDRAIL

PAVEMENT

EXIST. CONC.
BARRIER WALL

EXIST. MEDIAN

(11' TO 12')

SR 9A (I-95)

TYPICAL SECTION

(4'-90')

FLEXIBLE

PAVT.

SHLDR.

FLEXIBLE

PAVT.

SHLDR.

10'10' MEDIAN

VARIES

12'12'

NATURAL GROUND

} SR-9A/I-95

EXIST. GUARDRAIL

EXIST. GUARDRAIL

MANAGED

LANES

MANAGED

LANES PAVT.

10' 8'

2'

14' 14'

FLEXIBLE

PAVT.

SHLDR.

FLEXIBLE

SHLDR.

PAVT.

SHLDR.

FLEX. FLEX.

PAVT.

SHLDR.

(25' TO 40')
(0' TO 165')

2'

8'12'12' 12' 12' 12' 12' 12' 12'

LINE

L.A. R/W

(TO REMAIN)

EXIST. BARRIER WALL
NATURAL GROUND

NATURAL GROUND

(0' TO 12')
VARIES

BORDER WIDTH

VARIES

BORDER WIDTH

VARIES

PAVT. SHLDR
6' FLEXIBLE

PAVT. SHLDR.
8' FLEXIBLE 

10'

PAVT. SHLDR.
6' FLEXIBLE

R/W VARIES

VARIES (86' TO 229')

R/W VARIES

VARIES (113' TO 142')

PAVT. SHLDR.

6'FLEXIBLE

L.A. R/W LINE

£ SURVEY

£ SURVEY

EXIST. BARRIER WALL

EXIST. BARRIER WALL

BARRIER WALL

EXIST SOUND

 

BARRIER WALL

EXIST. MEDIAN

BARRIER ON RETAINING WALL

EXIST. TRAFFIC RAILING

 

BARRIER ON RETAINING WALL

EXIST. TRAFFIC RAILING

SR 9A (I-95)

TYPICAL SECTION

3

4

5/20/2016kyle.cabrera K:\MIB_Roadway\040006342 I-95 Corridor Study\41496462201\Roadway\TYPSRD01-Existing.dg12:52:52 PM

2414964-6-22-01 MIAMI-DADE   9A   

ROAD NO. FINANCIAL PROJECT IDCOUNTY

DATE DESCRIPTION

REVISIONS

DATE DESCRIPTION
NO.

SHEETSTATE OF FLORIDA

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

    TYPICAL SECTIONS    

        EXISTING        
                               

            

            

FROM £ STA 1520+50 TO £ STA 1566+20

DESIGN SPEED: 60 MPH

DESIGN SPEED: 60 MPH

STA. 1700+80 TO STA. 1711+40.00

SEE DETAIL A

DETAIL A

FROM £ STA 1566+20 TO £ STA 1604+50

RAMON BRETON, P.E.                    

1221 BRICKELL AVENUE - SUITE 400      

P.E. LICENSE NUMBER 53139

KIMLEY-HORN AND ASSOCIATES, INC.      

MIAMI, FLORIDA 33131                  

CERTIFICATE OF AUTHORIZATION 696     

(±)0.06 (±)0.03 (±)0.0156 (±)0.0156 (±)0.0156 (±)0.0156 (±)0.0156 (±)0.02 (±)0.03 (±)0.03(±)0.06

(±)0.02(±)0.02

(±)0.03 (±)0.06 (±)0.0156 (±)0.0156

(±)0.06
(±)0.03 (±)0.0156 (±)0.0156 (±)0.0156 (±)0.0156 (±)0.0156 (±)0.0156 (±)0.0156 (±)0.03 (±)0.06

STA. 1700+80 TO STA. 1711+40.00

GGI SEGMENT
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9' 9'
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**
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DATE DESCRIPTION
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NO.

SHEETSTATE OF FLORIDA

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

    TYPICAL SECTIONS    

        EXISTING        
                               

            

            

DESIGN SPEED: 60 MPH

FROM £ STA 1604+50 TO £ STA 1649+30

DESIGN SPEED: 60 MPH

FROM £ STA 1649+30 TO £ STA 1670+60

RAMON BRETON, P.E.                    

1221 BRICKELL AVENUE - SUITE 400      

P.E. LICENSE NUMBER 53139

KIMLEY-HORN AND ASSOCIATES, INC.      

MIAMI, FLORIDA 33131                  

CERTIFICATE OF AUTHORIZATION 696     

(±)0.06 (±)0.03
(±)0.02 (±)0.02 (±)0.02 (±)0.02 (±)0.03 (±)0.08

(±)0.06
(±)0.03 (±)0.02 (±)0.02 (±)0.02 (±)0.02 (±)0.03 (±)0.06

NORTH SEGMENT
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INTELLINGENT TRANSPORTATION SYSTEMS EXISTING 

CONDITIONS 

The Florida Department of Transportation District Six (District 6) Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS) Program 

employs a wide range of technologies and resources to monitor traffic, deliver information to motorists, manage 

traffic, quickly clear incidents and enhance the safety of roadways.  As part of the ITS Program, FDOT District 6 

has built a vast infrastructure of ITS technologies over the past years to improve traffic conditions and safety along 

the I-95 Corridor.   

 

The ITS technologies are essential in enhancing the daily functions of the FDOT District 6 Transportation 

Management Center (TMC).  For example, TMC Operators use CCTV cameras and data from the Vehicle Detection 

Systems to detect incidents and deploy resources to the confirmed sites to provide incident management and assist 

with the clearance of incidents.  The TMC Operators also post messages on Dynamic Message Signs (DMS) to 

provide traveler information.  To enhance traveler information services, the FDOT District 6 TMC uses the Statewide 

511 System known as Florida Advanced Traveler Information System (FLATIS) to provide travelers with the latest 

information on traffic events, construction events and regional travel times; allow users them access to traffic 

camera views and provide links to other agencies.  Information disseminated in the FLATIS system also comes 

from other sources such as user input, other FDOT districts and Waze.  FDOT District 6 TMC also operates Ramp 

Signals deployed along I-95; this important traffic management tool regulates the flow of traffic onto the I-95 mainline 

thus reducing delay and congestion that would be triggered by a cluster of vehicles trying to merge at the same 

time.  Additionally, the FDOT District 6 TMC provides incident management services that include a combination of 

field personnel (Road Ranger Service Patrol and the Incident Response Vehicle Operations) and coordination with 

other incident responders. 

 

This section provides a description of the express lanes, existing ITS technologies, incident management resources, 

and express lanes enforcement along the I-95 Corridor in Miami-Dade County. 

  

1.1 Express Lanes 
In 2008, FDOT District 6 launched the State’s first dynamically tolled express lanes by converting a single HOV 

lane into two express lanes. The initial phase (1A) of the 95 Express Lanes was for the northbound direction only 

from SR 112 to the Golden Glades Interchange (GGI). By 2010, the next phase (1B) of the 95 Express Lanes was 

operational which included the southbound direction from GGI to I-395 and extended the northbound entrance 

further south from SR 112 to I-395. The number of local lanes were maintained, which required reducing the lane 

widths from 12’ to 11’ for both the local lanes and express lanes and reducing the inside shoulders below the 

standard 12’ width. The express lanes are separated from the local lanes by tubular markers set at 10’ spacing, 

along with raised pavement markers. Upon completion of the 95 Express Lanes Phase 2 Project, the express lanes 

will extend from the GGI to Broward Boulevard in Broward County (See Figure 1).  

 

The Florida Turnpike Enterprise (FTE) provides the electronic toll collection system for the I-95 Express Lanes in 

Miami Dade County. This includes the toll gantry equipment, toll tag readers, toll tags (SunPass), and all the back 

office support for account management.  There are four toll gantries deployed within Miami-Dade County and two 

toll gantries in Broward County. The FDOT District 6 TMC will be responsible for setting the tolls for the entire 

express lanes. 
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Figure 1: 95 Express Phase 2 Final Configuration 
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The express lanes (Phases 1A and 1B) had an immediate improvement the peak period operations from SR 836 

to the GGI by increasing the average peak period speeds in the local lanes from approximately 20 MPH to 40 MPH. 

Also, the average peak period speeds in the express lanes increased to greater than 55 MPH from the 20 MPH in 

the HOV lanes.  

 

The main performance measure for express lanes is trip reliability. Trip reliability for the express lanes is defined as 

the percentage of time averages speeds are greater than 45 MPH during the peak period. The goal is 90 percent 

of the time.  As shown in Figure 2, meeting this performance goal for the northbound peak period has been 

increasingly difficult over the past few years, as demand for the express lanes (EL) has continued to increase over 

the years along the I-95 corridor. This is primarily due to the northbound egress into the GGI feeding into a complex 

weave area, which results in queues backing up into the express lanes. In Figure 3, the southbound express lanes 

have been able to maintain the performance goal of the peak period speeds greater than 45 MPH for 90 percent of 

the time.  In both directions, the express lanes provide a more reliable trip than the local lanes (LL). 

 

 
Figure 2: Northbound Afternoon Peak Period Performance 

 

 
Figure 3: Southbound Peak Period Performance 

 

1.2 Existing ITS Technologies 
The ITS technologies are operated and maintained from the FDOT District 6 Transportation Management Center 

(TMC). The FDOT District 6 TMC serves as the command and control center for the ITS Program and it is located 

at the District 6 Office Complex, at 1001 NW 111 Avenue in Miami-Dade County. It operates 24 hours a day, 365 

LL 

LL 
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days a year providing traffic management, traveler information and incident management services for various 

roadways in Miami-Dade and Monroe Counties, including the I-95 corridor.  The operations team at the FDOT 

District 6 TMC uses the Statewide SunGuide® Software to monitor and control the Intelligent Transportation 

Systems (ITS) field devices. In addition, the FDOT District 6 TMC uses the Operations Task Manager (OTM) to 

provide operational tools for the TMC to operate as efficient as possible. The OTM communicates directly with 

Statewide SunGuide® Software to collect data and send device control commands.  OTM also interfaces with 

Florida’s Turnpike Enterprise (FTE) back office operations to provide toll amounts, DMS messages and event data. 

Both software applications are modular and they can be expanded to accommodate new ITS technologies. The 

following subsections provide an overview of the existing ITS technologies along the I-95 Corridor. 

 

1.2.1 Communications System 

FDOT District 6 has a 96 strand fiber optic (FO) backbone deployed along the west side of I-95 corridor that is a 

part of a communications network as shown in Figure 1. District 6 plans to upgrade the FO backbone to two 144-

strand FO between the Golden Glades Interchange and SR 112. This FO infrastructure allows communication 

between the ITS devices and the District 6 TMC.  Communications hubs are located at critical points along the 

communications network.  The hubs, shown on Figure 4 as “H”, connect the deployed ITS devices with the District 

6 TMC via the fiber optic cables. The following four hub sites are currently located on I-95 in Miami-Dade County, 

as seen in Figure 4: 

• Whatley Property Hub  

• Golden Glades Interchange Hub 

• SR 112/I-195 Hub 

• SR 836/I-95 Hub 

 

1.2.2 Closed Circuit Television Cameras (CCTV) 

District 6 TMC uses Closed Circuit Television Cameras (CCTV) deployed along I-95 in Miami Dade Country to 

monitor traffic, assist in incident detection and management including verification of incident clearance, verify DMS 

messages, monitor metered ramps and monitor signal heads that are part of the ramp metering system.  District 6 

TMC operators are able to use the CCTV cameras to view the entire surrounding area since they have pan, tilt and 

zoom capabilities.  The public may access CCTV camera video through the FLATIS system.  CCTV video is also 

shared among regional TMCs through a regional fiber communication network.  Additionally, FDOT District 6 uses 

the Miami-Dade County Communications network, direct links, the District’s TMC website, and TrafficLand to share 

video with local agencies and the media.  District 6 has 101 CCTV deployed along the I-95 corridor in Miami-Dade 

County. District 6 is in the process of adding a security CCTV in the Golden Glades Park-n-Ride lot covering the 

area dedicated to incident investigation. District 6 is also in the process of upgrading the CCTV from standard 

definition to high-definition along I-95. 
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Figure 4:  FDOT District 6 ITS Communications Network 
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1.2.3 Vehicle Detection System 

District 6 has Vehicle Detection Stations (VDS) deployed on I-95 every 1/3 of a mile.  VDS collect real-time traffic 

data (speed, volume and occupancy) used to post travel times and to input into the algorithm used calculate tolls in 

the I-95 Express Lanes. The data is presented to the TMC Operators in both a speed profile graphs in OTM and 

color-coded links in SunGuide Software®.  The TMC Operators use this information to identify changes in traffic 

flow that signal congestion or the occurrence of an incident.  The VDS data is also stored to be used for analyses 

and planning purposes.  District 6 has over 201 VDS sites along the I-95 and 95 Express that include a combination 

of inductive loop (12), automatic vehicle identification (2), and microwave technology (187).  In addition, the ramp 

signals primarily utilize inductive loops to support the operations.  District 6 performs daily checks on the VDS data 

used for the toll calculation to ensure the data accuracy to the extent possible, as well as periodic travel time runs 

to verify the accuracy of the travel time information disseminated to the public. District 6 is in process of upgrading 

the microwave detectors to the latest technology at 17 locations along I-95. 

 

1.2.4 Ramp Metering System (RMS) 

The District 6 TMC uses the ramp metering system to manage congestion during regular peak hours and to assist 

in managing traffic at times when incidents occur. Ramp signals help regulate the flow of traffic onto the I-95 

mainline. When activated, a ramp signal head alternates between green and red to establish a steady flow of 

vehicles onto the highway. This reduces the delay caused by a platoon of vehicles competing for available gaps as 

they merge onto the highway. Table 1 below lists the current deployment of ramp signals along the I-95 mainline. 

Table 1: Existing RMS Deployments 

Ramp Signal Site Number Location 

1 I-95 NB ramp from NW 62 St 

2 I-95 NB ramp from NW 69 St 

3 I-95 NB ramp from NW 81 St 

4 I-95 NB ramp from NW 95 St 

5 I-95 NB ramp from NW 103 St 

6 I-95 NB ramp from NW 125 St 

7 I-95 NB ramp from Opa Locka Blvd 

8 I-95 NB ramp from NE 2 Ave (GGI) 

9 I-95 NB ramp from Miami Gardens Drive 

10 I-95 NB ramp from Ives Dairy Rd 

11 I-95 SB ramp from Ives Dairy Rd 

12 I-95 SB ramp from Miami Gardens Drive 

13 I-95 SB ramp from US 441 

14 I-95 SB ramp from NW 167 St 

15 I-95 SB ramp from NW 151 St 

16 I-95 SB ramp from NW 135 St 

17 I-95 SB ramp from NW 125 St 

18 I-95 SB ramp from NW 119 St 

19 I-95 SB ramp from NW 103 St 

20 I-95 SB ramp from NW 95 St 

21 I-95 SB ramp from NW 79 St 

22 I-95 SB ramp from NW 62 St 
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Dynamic Message Signs (DMS) 

The District 6 TMC uses DMS for Toll Operations for 95 Express Lanes and Motorists Information. For Toll 

Operations, there are two types of DMS, as follows:  

 

• Toll Amount DMS (TADMS) – The TADMS are attached to static signs containing the Express Lanes 

destinations.  The static signs containing the TADMS are referred to as Toll Amount Signs.  They display 

the toll amounts for each destination. In addition to the toll amounts, they should be able to display “$0.00” 

and “CLOSED”.  Each 95 Express Lanes Phase 1 entrance from the I-95 local lanes has two Toll Amount 

Signs; one located before and one located after the ½ Mile Express Lanes Entrance sign.  The other 

approaches to 95 Express Lanes Phase 1 have one Toll Amount Sign per approach. 

• Lane Status DMS (LSDMS) – The LSDMS are attached to static guide signs for the Express Lanes 

entrance.  They typically display the operational status of the 95 Express Lanes Phase 1, such as “TOLLS 

ENFORCED”, “OPEN”, “EXPRESS LNS CLOSED”, or “CONGESTED”.  The “CONGESTED” messages 

are displayed when the 95 Express Lanes Phase 1 performance drops below the target of an average 

speed of 45 miles per hour.  Each 95 Express Lanes Phase 1 entrance from the I-95 local lanes has four 

LSDMS attached to the 95 Express Lanes entrance guide signs.   The SR 112, NW 39th Street, NW 10th 

Avenue, and GGI Park-and-Ride Lot approaches to 95 Express Lanes Phase 1 do not have LSDMS. 

 

The TADMS and LSDMS were previously shown in Figure 1 and are in the process of being upgraded to full color 

to display regulatory messages in support of enforcing “Closed” messages. 

  

The TMC Operators use Motorist Information DMS to disseminate event information (incidents, lane closures, 

weather, etc.), safety messages, travel time messages, and special alerts to motorists along the I-95 corridor. The 

Motorist Information DMS are deployed along I-95 local lanes, arterial approaches to I-95, and in the Express Lanes. 

All DMS have dedicated CCTV to verify the DMS messages. The following list includes the Motorist Information 

DMS along the I-95 Corridor: 

 

• I-95 Mainline (11-DMS): 

o Northbound beyond SW 8 Street 

o Northbound before SR 112 

o Northbound before NW 62 Street 

o Northbound beyond NW 103 Street 

o Northbound beyond Golden Glades Interchange 

o Southbound before Ives Dairy Road  

o Southbound before Miami Gardens Drive 

o Southbound beyond NW 119 Street 

o Southbound beyond NW 62 Street 

o Southbound beyond SR 112 

o Southbound before Rickenbacker Causeway 

• 95 Express (6-DMS) 

o Northbound at NW 62 Street 

o Northbound at NW 125 Street 

o Northbound at Miami Gardens Drive 

o Southbound at Miami Gardens Drive 

o Southbound at NW 125 Street 

o Southbound at NW 62 Street 

• Golden Glades Interchange (4-DMS) 

o Northbound US-441 at the Tri-Rail 

o Southbound Florida’s Turnpike to the Golden Glades Interchange  
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o Northbound SR 9 at the Detention Center 

o Southbound US-441 at NW 179 Street 

• Arterials(9-DMS) 

o Northbound US-1 beyond SW 17 Avenue 

o Eastbound SW 8 Street before I-95 

o Eastbound NW 54 Street before I-95 

o Eastbound NW 79 Street before I-95 

o Eastbound NW 103 Street before I-95 

o Eastbound Miami Gardens Drive before I-95 

o Westbound Miami Gardens Drive   before I-95 

o Eastbound Ives Dairy Road before I-95 

o Westbound Ives Dairy Road before I-95 

 

1.3 Incident Management 

1.3.1 Road Ranger Program 

District 6 provides a free 24-hour service patrol on I-95 called the Road Rangers.  The Road Rangers provide 

highway assistance services during incidents to reduce delay and improve safety for the motoring public and 

responders.  Some of these services include clearing disabled vehicles from travel lanes, collecting debris from 

travel lanes, providing short-term maintenance of traffic (MOT), changing flat tires, jump-starting vehicles, doing 

minor repairs, providing emergency gasoline, diesel and water to stranded motorists and allowing them to make up 

to two free local calls.  District 6 also has dedicated Road Rangers for the implementation of hard closure procedures 

on I-95 Express (see 1.3.4 95 Express Hard Closures). The District 6 Road Ranger fleet that covers the I-95 corridor 

works three daily shifts with varying types and number of vehicles, as follows: 

• Weekday Daytime Shifts covered by 2 flatbeds, 2 pickup trucks and 4 tow trucks from 5:00 AM to 1:00 PM 

and 1:00 PM to 9:00 PM (see Table 2 below for details).  

• Weekday Nighttime Shifts covered by 2 flatbeds, 2 pickup trucks and 3 tow trucks from 9:00 PM to 5:00 AM 

(see Table 3 below for details). 

• Weekend/Holiday Shifts have the same schedule as the weekday shifts (5:00 AM to 1:00 PM, 1:00 PM to 

9:00 PM and 9:00 PM to 5:00 AM) but all three shifts are covered by the same fleet as the weekday nighttime 

shift, that is, 2 flatbeds, 2 pickup trucks and 3 tow trucks (see Table 3 below). 

 

As part of the Road Ranger contract, District 6 also has an on-call Class “C” Heavy Duty Wrecker that is available 

for dispatch whenever a disabled commercial vehicle is blocking a travel lane or a bus in the Express Lanes.  The 

Heavy Duty Wrecker only provides relocation services to a safe location; it does not take the place of the Florida 

Highway Patrol (FHP) Towing Service Rotation System or the Rapid Incident Scene Clearance (RISC) contract. 

  

Appendix Page 2405 of 7765



 

9 

 

Table 2:  Road Rangers Weekday Daytime Coverage 

Beat # 
Roadway 

Description 

Service Patrol Beat Assignment Truck Type 

(Quantity) 
Staging Area 

From To 

102 
I-95 Hallandale Beach Blvd NW 62 St 

Flatbed (1) Golden Glades 
SR 826 Golden Glades I-75 

103 

I-95 NW 79\81 St US 1 

Flatbed (1) 
NB I-95/I-395 Gore 

Point I-195 I-95 Alton Rd 

I-395 I-95 Alton Rd 

951 I-95 Hallandale Beach Blvd NW 62 St Pickup (1) N/A 

952 

I-95 NW 79\81 St US 1 

Pickup (1) N/A I-195 I-95 Alton Rd 

I-395 I-95 Alton Rd 

953 I-95 Express SR 836 
Golden 

Glades 
Tow Truck (2) N/A 

957 I-95 Express SR 836 
Golden 

Glades 
Tow Truck (2) N/A 

958 I-95 Hallandale Beach Blvd NW 62 St Tow Truck (1) N/A 

 

Table 3:  Road Rangers Weekday Nighttime and Weekend/Holiday Coverage 

Beat # 
Roadway 

Description 

Service Patrol Beat Assignment Truck Type 

Required 
Staging Area 

From To 

105 

I-95  Hallandale Beach Blvd US 1 

Flatbed (1) Golden Glades 
I-195 I-95 Alton Rd 

I-395 I-95 Alton Rd 

I-95 Express SR 836 Golden Glades 

110 

I-95  Hallandale Beach Blvd US 1 

 Flatbed (1) 
NB I-95/I-395 Gore 

Point 

I-195 I-95 Alton Rd 

I-395 I-95 Alton Rd 

I-95 Express SR 836 Golden Glades 

954 I-95  Hallandale Beach Blvd NW 62 St Pickup (1) N/A 

955 

I-95  NW 79\81 St US 1  

Pickup (1) N/A I-195 I-95 Alton Rd 

I-395 I-95 Alton Rd 

956 I-95 Express SR 836 Golden Glades Tow Trucks (3) N/A 

 

 

1.3.2 Incident Response Vehicles (IRV)  

The FDOT District 6 Incident Response Vehicle (IRV) assists in the mitigation of delays caused by severe traffic 

incidents.  The IRV Operators are specially trained staff that serve as an incident command post responsible for 

coordination and communication between incident responders in the field.  The IRV carry traffic management 

equipment such as cones, signs, spill absorbent, roadway repair supplies and flares to ensure the safety of 

everyone on scene and assist with incident clearance.  The IRV operate 16 hours per day / 5 days a week, from 

5:00 AM to 9:00 PM; primarily responding to events along the I-95 Express Lanes but will also respond to major 

events on other District 6 roadways on an as-needed basis.  District 6 also has a dedicated IRV for the 

implementation of hard closure procedures on I-95 Express (see 1.3.4 95 Express Hard Closures). 
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The weekday morning shift runs from 5:00 AM until 1:00 PM and at these times one IRV unit is staged in the Golden 

Glades Interchange.  Two IRV units staged in the gore point of NB I-95/I-395 cover the weekday afternoon shift 

from 1:00 PM to 9:00 PM.  

 

1.3.3 Rapid Incident Scene Clearance (RISC) Program 

District 6 employs the Rapid Incident Scene Clearance (RISC) towing program on the I-95 Corridor to support 

Florida’s Open Roads Policy.  RISC is an incentive-based program used to remove major incidents in a prompt 

manner from the I-95 travel lanes as well as in other highways within the district.  Pre-qualified towing companies 

receive financial incentives to respond to and clear, within a specified time (currently 60 minutes); large-scale 

incidents that are determined to have a significant impact to traffic and safety.  FHP or the District 6 TMC may 

activate RISC along I-95 in Miami-Dade County. 

 

1.3.4 95 Express Hard Closures 

District 6 has implemented a procedure to physically close the express lanes (hard closure) whenever an event (i.e. 

an accident, disabled vehicle, debris, road work, etc.) causes a closure that lasts longer than 30 minutes.  Hard 

closures are regularly implemented in the 95 Express northbound Phase 1 segment but they may also be done in 

the southbound Phase 1 segment as deemed necessary by operations.  When District 6 TMC operators estimate 

that an event will cause the express lanes to be closed for longer than 30 minutes, they dispatch a team that consists 

of 3 Road Rangers (pickup trucks), 1 IRV and 2 FHP troopers to physically close the entrances to the express lanes. 

 

To support the hard closure operations, the dedicated Road Rangers, IRV and FHP troopers work weekdays from 

2:00 PM to 8:00 PM; Table 4 below provides information on the current assignments and staging of these vehicles. 

 

Table 4  95 Express Hard Closures Resources 

Resource Staging Area Assignment 

IRV (1) SW 8 Street (under I-95 NB overpass) EL NB Entrance at I-95 Mainline 
Road Ranger (1 pickup truck) SW 8 Street (under I-95 NB overpass) EL NB Entrance at I-95 Mainline 
Road Ranger (1 pickup truck) I-95 Off-ramp at NW 62 Street SR-112 EL NB Entrance 
Road Ranger (1 pickup truck) I-95 Off-ramp at NW 62 Street NW 39 Street EL NB Entrance 
FHP (1 trooper) SW 8 Street (under I-95 NB overpass) EL NB Entrance at I-95 Mainline 
FHP (1 trooper) SW 8 Street (under I-95 NB overpass) SR-112 EL NB Entrance 

1.3.5 Express Lanes Warning Gate System (WGS) 

The 95 Express Warning Gate System (WGS) is a series of automated gates and signs used to prevent motorists 

from accessing the I-95 Express Lanes when there are incidents inside the express lanes.  The WGS will be 

deployed along three access points to the I-95 Express Lanes in Miami Dade County as a pilot project.  The 

locations include SR 112 northbound on-ramp, NW 10th Avenue/NW 39th Street northbound on-ramp, and Golden 

Glades Park-n-Ride Lot southbound on-ramp.  It is anticipated that the WGS will be deployed at all access points 

in the future. Construction of the pilot WGS is expected to end in the spring of 2018.  District 6 TMC operators will 

be able to operate the WGS remotely using the OTM and/or statewide SunGuide® Software from the TMC or 

directly in the field.   

 

1.4 Express Lanes Enforcement 
District 6 has an agreement with the Florida Department of Highway Safety and Motor Vehicle (DHSMV) Division 

of the Florida Highway Patrol (FHP) Troop E to provide enhanced enforcement of the I-95 Express Lanes and the 

I-95 Ramp Signaling System.   FHP provides off-duty troopers through FHP’s Overtime Hireback Program. These 

troopers are responsible for preventing vehicles from illegally crossing the traffic delineators between the express 

lanes and the local lanes, enforcing toll violations, vehicle occupancy restrictions, responding to incidents and 

assisting with their safe clearance and enforcing all other laws established by the Florida Statutes for the use of 
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express lanes.  They also provide enforcement for the I-95 Ramp Signaling System if requested by District 6.  District 

6 TMC developed a 2-hour training program aimed at teaching the FHP troopers working on express lanes 

enforcement express lanes incident management procedures.  FHP troopers provide Express Lanes Enforcement 

Services along the I-95 corridor Monday through Friday, 16 hours per day from 6:00 AM to 10:00 PM.  

 

District 6 also has 2 additional dedicated FHP troopers that work weekdays from 2:00 PM to 8:00 PM, for the 

implementation of hard closure procedures on I-95 Express (see 1.3.4 95 Express Hard Closures). The additional 

FHP troopers also provided additional enforcement support. This resulted in an increase in average monthly 

citations from 188 in 2014 to 327 in 2016 (through March 2016).  As shown in Figure 5 on the following page, the 

majority of increase in citations is related to illegal lane change or lane diving.   

 

1.4.1 Enforcement Areas 

Currently, the Express Lanes only have approximately ½ mile of 12-foot shoulders in each direction in the southern 

end of the Express Lanes.  All other areas have substandard shoulders, which introduces enforcement and incident 

management challenges and safety concerns. In an order to improve this condition, District 6 is implementing 

enforcement/emergency stopping sites within the left shoulder along the 95 Express Lanes. These sites will improve 

the safety of FHP troopers and motorists during enforcement activities.  The sites will also provide a safer area for 

handling events within the express lanes.  The sites will be 13 feet-4 inches wide and range from approximately 

1300 feet to 1900 feet in length.  An additional 250-foot taper will be at each end of the site.  The proposed locations 

are: 

• NB 62 Street – 71 Street 

• NB C-7 Canal – 95 Street 

• NB 119 Street – 125 Street 

• SB 95 Street – 103 Street 

• SB 125 Street – 113 Street 

 
Figure 5: Average Monthly Citations Issued by FHP 

 

*Includes Seat Belt, Speed, DUI, HOV Violations, Ramp Signal 

Violations, Toll Violations and all other miscellaneous citations. 
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Curve Central 

Angle

Degree of 

Curve

Horizontal 

Point of 

Intersection

Compass 

Bearing

Deflection 

angle

0 0.039  08º09'51.00"  02º52'  0.012

0.039 0.142  N75º54'17"E

0.142 0.169  005º44'01.00"  004º05'00 00  0.156

0.169 0.204  015º26'00.00"  008º11'00 00  0.187

0.204 0.231  05º43'59.00"  04º05'  0.218

0.231 0.29  N49º00'17"E

0.29 0.369  003º23'19.00"  000º49'00 00  0.329

0.369 0.804  N52º23'36"E

0.804 0.997  051º02'29.00"  005º00'00 00  0.908

0.997 1.278  N01º21'07"E

1.278 1.346  008º59'31.00"  002º30'00 00  1.312

1.346 1.589  N07º39'09"W  00º00'45.00"

1.589 1.675  016º02'29.00"  003º30'00 00  1.632

1.796 1.939  N21º13'45"E

1.939 1.989  014º37'33.00"  005º30'00 00  1.964

1.989 2.129  029º31'44.00"  004º00'00 00  2.061

2.129 2.198  N22º55'32"E

2.198 2.285  020º38'56.00"  004º30'00 00  2.242

2.285 2.526  N02º16'36"W

2.526 2.745  023º07'10.00"  002º00'00 00  2.637

2.745 3.331  N25º23'09"W

3.331 3.55  023º10'24.00"  002º00'00 00  3.442

3.576 3.646  N02º12'24"W  00º00'16.00"

3.646 3.717  N02º12'08"W

3.717 3.845  01º41'36.00"  00º15'  3.781

3.845 4.112  003º31'17.00"  000º15'00 00  3.979

4.112 4.256  001º53'50.00"  000º15'  4.184

4.256 4.808  N02º08'20"W

4.808 4.83  000º39'20.00"  000º34'00 00  4.819

4.83 4.987  N01º29'00"W  01º06'49.00"

4.987 5.745  N02º35'49"W  00º58'48.00"

5.745 5.76  N03º34'37"W  00º15'26.00"

5.76 5.802  N03º19'11"W

5.802 5.851  003º39'45.00"  001º25'00 00  5.826

5.851 5.962  N11º33'53"E

5.962 6.037  N13º03'06"E

6.037 6.081  N14º10'40"E  01º07'34.00"

6.081 6.15  006º35'02.00"  001º48'00 00  6.116

6.15 6.219  003º49'06.00"  001º03'00 00  6.185

6.219 6.586  N02º30'39"W  01º01'38.00"

6.586 6.854  N02º15'36"E  01º46'35.00"

6.854 7.015  N12º06'12"W  14º21'48.00"

7.015 7.155  N19º05'31"W  06º59'12.00"

7.155 7.227  N09º49'12"W  09º16'19.00"

7.227 7.28  N00º41'16"W  09º07'56.00"

7.28 7.409  N00º20'21"W  00º20'55.00"

7.409 7.539  N00º01'36"W  00º18'45.00"

7.539 7.7  001º41'42.00"  000º12'  7.619

7.7 8.287  N01º05'42"E

8.287 8.871  N00º20'21"E  01º26'03.00"

8.871 8.965  004º55'30.00"  001º00'00 00  8.919

8.965 9.021  N03º09'48"E

9.021 9.102  004º15'31.00"  001º00'00 00  9.062

9.102 9.542  N00º25'43"E

9.542 9.644  005º21'18.00"  001º00'  9.593

9.644 9.699  N05º47'01"E

9.699 9.807  005º41'48.00"  001º00'  9.753

9.807 10.45  N00º05'13"E

10.45 10.806  N02º53'05"W  02º58'18.00"

10.806 10.891  03º12'41.00"  00º43'  10.848

10.891 10.925  N06º05'46"W

10.925 11.235  006º33'25.00"  000º24'00 00  11.080

11.235 11.514  N00º27'39"E

11.514 11.602  01º32'41.00"  00º20'  11.558

11.602 11.84  N01º05'02"W

11.84 11.982  02º29'39.00"  00º20'  11.911

11.982 12.438  N00º36'23"W

12.438 12.624  039º08'47.00"  004º00'00 00  12.535

12.624 12.744  013º07'45.00"  002º04'00 00  12.684

12.744 12.838  N51º40'09"E

12.838 13.003  026º04'55.00"  003º03'00 00  12.922

13.003 13.118  N25º35'14"E

13.118 13.27  024º10'35.00"  00º03'00 00  13.195

13.332 13.744  N47º08'38"E

13.744 13.958  022º40'00.00"  002º11'00 00  13.852

13.958 14.059  N69º38'38"E

14.059 14.243  023º32'54.00"  002º32'00 00  14.157

14.243 14.493  N69º38'38"E

14.493 14.556  005º32'32.00"  002º00'00 00  14.530

14.556 14.614  06º21'21.00"  02º17'  14.583

14.614 14.7  11º16'21.00"  02º30'  14.657

14.7 14.791  N24º38'58"E

14.791 15  023º10'04.00"  002º00'00 00  14.896

15 15.489  N47º08'47"E

15.489 15.771  07º27'03.00"  00º30'  15.631

15.771 16.234  N54º35'50"E

16.234 16.648  46º16'12.00"  02º07'  16.453

16.648 16.981  13º10'40.00"  00º45'  16.815

16.981 17.26  N04º51'02"W

Beg. MP End. MP

Curve Tangent
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5/20/2016kyle.cabrera K:\MIB_Roadway\040006342 I-95 Corridor Study\41496462201\Roadway\PLANRD08.dgn1:51:00 PM

                                       

ROAD NO. FINANCIAL PROJECT IDCOUNTY

DATE DESCRIPTION

REVISIONS

DATE DESCRIPTION
NO.

SHEETSTATE OF FLORIDA

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

EXISTING CONDITIONS

ROADWAY PLAN
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R/W LINE (TYP.)

EXIST. LA
R/W LINE (TYP.)

EXIST. LA

RAMON BRETON, P.E.                    

1221 BRICKELL AVENUE - SUITE 400      

P.E. LICENSE NUMBER 53139

KIMLEY-HORN AND ASSOCIATES, INC.      

MIAMI, FLORIDA 33131                  

CERTIFICATE OF AUTHORIZATION 696     
 MIAMI-DADE    9   414964-6-22-01

5/20/2016kyle.cabrera K:\MIB_Roadway\040006342 I-95 Corridor Study\41496462201\Roadway\PLANRD09.dgn1:51:03 PM

                                       

ROAD NO. FINANCIAL PROJECT IDCOUNTY

DATE DESCRIPTION

REVISIONS

DATE DESCRIPTION
NO.

SHEETSTATE OF FLORIDA

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

EXISTING CONDITIONS

ROADWAY PLAN
                               

            

            

1
0
9
5

+
2
5
.8

6

1
1
2
5

+
2
5
.8

6

4

NW 7TH AVE

NW 6TH CT

I-95 / SR 9

N
W
 
2
9

T
H
 
S

T

I-95 / SR 9

N

200

Feet

0 50

              

                               

3
9
8
.5

7
'

2
1
1
'

£ I-95

N
W
 
3
2

N
D
 
S

T

N
W
 
3
3

R
D
 
S

T

N
W
 
3
4

T
H
 
S

T

NW 6TH AVE

N
W
 
2
8

T
H
 
S

T

N
W
 
2
7

T
H
 
S

T

SOUTH SEGMENT

1095 1100 1105 1110 1115 1120 1125

1
0
9
5

+
2
5
.8

6

1
1
2
5

+
2
5
.8

6

4

NW 7TH AVE

NW 6TH CT

I-95 / SR 9

N
W
 
2
9

T
H
 
S

T

I-95 / SR 9

N

200

Feet

0 50

              

                               

3
9
8
.5

7
'

2
1
1
'

£ I-95

N
W
 
3
2

N
D
 
S

T

N
W
 
3
3

R
D
 
S

T

N
W
 
3
4

T
H
 
S

T

NW 6TH AVE

N
W
 
2
8

T
H
 
S

T

N
W
 
2
7

T
H
 
S

T

SOUTH SEGMENT
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R/W LINE (TYP.)
EXIST. LA

RAMON BRETON, P.E.                    

1221 BRICKELL AVENUE - SUITE 400      

P.E. LICENSE NUMBER 53139

KIMLEY-HORN AND ASSOCIATES, INC.      

MIAMI, FLORIDA 33131                  

CERTIFICATE OF AUTHORIZATION 696     
 MIAMI-DADE    9   414964-6-22-01

5/20/2016kyle.cabrera K:\MIB_Roadway\040006342 I-95 Corridor Study\41496462201\Roadway\PLANRD10.dgn1:51:05 PM

                                       

ROAD NO. FINANCIAL PROJECT IDCOUNTY

DATE DESCRIPTION

REVISIONS

DATE DESCRIPTION
NO.

SHEETSTATE OF FLORIDA

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

EXISTING CONDITIONS

ROADWAY PLAN
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SOUTH SEGMENT
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R/W LINE (TYP.)
EXIST. LA

RAMON BRETON, P.E.                    

1221 BRICKELL AVENUE - SUITE 400      

P.E. LICENSE NUMBER 53139

KIMLEY-HORN AND ASSOCIATES, INC.      

MIAMI, FLORIDA 33131                  

CERTIFICATE OF AUTHORIZATION 696     
 MIAMI-DADE    9   414964-6-22-01

5/20/2016kyle.cabrera K:\MIB_Roadway\040006342 I-95 Corridor Study\41496462201\Roadway\PLANRD11.dgn1:51:08 PM

                                       

ROAD NO. FINANCIAL PROJECT IDCOUNTY

DATE DESCRIPTION

REVISIONS

DATE DESCRIPTION
NO.

SHEETSTATE OF FLORIDA

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

EXISTING CONDITIONS

ROADWAY PLAN
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R/W LINE (TYP.)
EXIST. LA

RAMON BRETON, P.E.                    

1221 BRICKELL AVENUE - SUITE 400      

P.E. LICENSE NUMBER 53139

KIMLEY-HORN AND ASSOCIATES, INC.      

MIAMI, FLORIDA 33131                  

CERTIFICATE OF AUTHORIZATION 696     
 MIAMI-DADE    9   414964-6-22-01

5/20/2016kyle.cabrera K:\MIB_Roadway\040006342 I-95 Corridor Study\41496462201\Roadway\PLANRD11.dgn1:51:28 PM

                                       

ROAD NO. FINANCIAL PROJECT IDCOUNTY

DATE DESCRIPTION

REVISIONS

DATE DESCRIPTION
NO.

SHEETSTATE OF FLORIDA

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

EXISTING CONDITIONS

ROADWAY PLAN
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R/W LINE (TYP.)
EXIST. LA

RAMON BRETON, P.E.                    

1221 BRICKELL AVENUE - SUITE 400      

P.E. LICENSE NUMBER 53139

KIMLEY-HORN AND ASSOCIATES, INC.      

MIAMI, FLORIDA 33131                  

CERTIFICATE OF AUTHORIZATION 696     
 MIAMI-DADE    9   414964-6-22-01

5/20/2016kyle.cabrera K:\MIB_Roadway\040006342 I-95 Corridor Study\41496462201\Roadway\PLANRD12.dgn1:51:30 PM

                                       

ROAD NO. FINANCIAL PROJECT IDCOUNTY

DATE DESCRIPTION

REVISIONS

DATE DESCRIPTION
NO.

SHEETSTATE OF FLORIDA

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

EXISTING CONDITIONS

ROADWAY PLAN
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R/W LINE (TYP.)
EXIST. LA

RAMON BRETON, P.E.                    

1221 BRICKELL AVENUE - SUITE 400      

P.E. LICENSE NUMBER 53139

KIMLEY-HORN AND ASSOCIATES, INC.      

MIAMI, FLORIDA 33131                  

CERTIFICATE OF AUTHORIZATION 696     
 MIAMI-DADE    9   414964-6-22-01

5/20/2016kyle.cabrera K:\MIB_Roadway\040006342 I-95 Corridor Study\41496462201\Roadway\PLANRD13.dgn1:51:33 PM

                                       

ROAD NO. FINANCIAL PROJECT IDCOUNTY

DATE DESCRIPTION

REVISIONS

DATE DESCRIPTION
NO.

SHEETSTATE OF FLORIDA

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

EXISTING CONDITIONS

ROADWAY PLAN
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R/W LI
NE (T

YP.)
EXIST. LA

RAMON BRETON, P.E.                    

1221 BRICKELL AVENUE - SUITE 400      

P.E. LICENSE NUMBER 53139

KIMLEY-HORN AND ASSOCIATES, INC.      

MIAMI, FLORIDA 33131                  

CERTIFICATE OF AUTHORIZATION 696     
 MIAMI-DADE    9   414964-6-22-01

5/20/2016kyle.cabrera K:\MIB_Roadway\040006342 I-95 Corridor Study\41496462201\Roadway\PLANRD14.dgn1:51:35 PM

                                       

ROAD NO. FINANCIAL PROJECT IDCOUNTY

DATE DESCRIPTION

REVISIONS

DATE DESCRIPTION
NO.

SHEETSTATE OF FLORIDA

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

EXISTING CONDITIONS

ROADWAY PLAN
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R/W LINE (TYP.)
EXIST. LA

RAMON BRETON, P.E.                    

1221 BRICKELL AVENUE - SUITE 400      

P.E. LICENSE NUMBER 53139

KIMLEY-HORN AND ASSOCIATES, INC.      

MIAMI, FLORIDA 33131                  

CERTIFICATE OF AUTHORIZATION 696     
 MIAMI-DADE    9   414964-6-22-01

5/20/2016kyle.cabrera K:\MIB_Roadway\040006342 I-95 Corridor Study\41496462201\Roadway\PLANRD15.dgn1:51:38 PM

                                       

ROAD NO. FINANCIAL PROJECT IDCOUNTY

DATE DESCRIPTION

REVISIONS

DATE DESCRIPTION
NO.

SHEETSTATE OF FLORIDA

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

EXISTING CONDITIONS

ROADWAY PLAN
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R/W LINE (TYP.)

EXIST. LA

RAMON BRETON, P.E.                    

1221 BRICKELL AVENUE - SUITE 400      

P.E. LICENSE NUMBER 53139

KIMLEY-HORN AND ASSOCIATES, INC.      

MIAMI, FLORIDA 33131                  

CERTIFICATE OF AUTHORIZATION 696     
 MIAMI-DADE    9   414964-6-22-01

5/20/2016kyle.cabrera K:\MIB_Roadway\040006342 I-95 Corridor Study\41496462201\Roadway\PLANRD16.dgn1:51:41 PM

                                       

ROAD NO. FINANCIAL PROJECT IDCOUNTY

DATE DESCRIPTION

REVISIONS

DATE DESCRIPTION
NO.

SHEETSTATE OF FLORIDA

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

EXISTING CONDITIONS

ROADWAY PLAN
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R/W LINE (TYP.)

EXIST. LA

RAMON BRETON, P.E.                    

1221 BRICKELL AVENUE - SUITE 400      

P.E. LICENSE NUMBER 53139

KIMLEY-HORN AND ASSOCIATES, INC.      

MIAMI, FLORIDA 33131                  

CERTIFICATE OF AUTHORIZATION 696     
 MIAMI-DADE    9   414964-6-22-01

5/20/2016kyle.cabrera K:\MIB_Roadway\040006342 I-95 Corridor Study\41496462201\Roadway\PLANRD17.dgn1:51:44 PM

                                       

ROAD NO. FINANCIAL PROJECT IDCOUNTY

DATE DESCRIPTION

REVISIONS

DATE DESCRIPTION
NO.

SHEETSTATE OF FLORIDA

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

EXISTING CONDITIONS

ROADWAY PLAN
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EXIST. LA
R/W LINE (TYP.)

RAMON BRETON, P.E.                    

1221 BRICKELL AVENUE - SUITE 400      

P.E. LICENSE NUMBER 53139

KIMLEY-HORN AND ASSOCIATES, INC.      

MIAMI, FLORIDA 33131                  

CERTIFICATE OF AUTHORIZATION 696     
 MIAMI-DADE    9   414964-6-22-01

5/20/2016kyle.cabrera K:\MIB_Roadway\040006342 I-95 Corridor Study\41496462201\Roadway\PLANRD18.dgn1:51:46 PM

                                       

ROAD NO. FINANCIAL PROJECT IDCOUNTY

DATE DESCRIPTION

REVISIONS

DATE DESCRIPTION
NO.

SHEETSTATE OF FLORIDA

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

EXISTING CONDITIONS

ROADWAY PLAN
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R/W LINE (TYP.)
EXIST. LA

RAMON BRETON, P.E.                    

1221 BRICKELL AVENUE - SUITE 400      

P.E. LICENSE NUMBER 53139

KIMLEY-HORN AND ASSOCIATES, INC.      

MIAMI, FLORIDA 33131                  

CERTIFICATE OF AUTHORIZATION 696     
 MIAMI-DADE    9   414964-6-22-01

5/20/2016kyle.cabrera K:\MIB_Roadway\040006342 I-95 Corridor Study\41496462201\Roadway\PLANRD19.dgn1:51:49 PM

                                       

ROAD NO. FINANCIAL PROJECT IDCOUNTY

DATE DESCRIPTION

REVISIONS

DATE DESCRIPTION
NO.

SHEETSTATE OF FLORIDA

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

EXISTING CONDITIONS

ROADWAY PLAN
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R/W LINE (TYP.)
EXIST. LA

RAMON BRETON, P.E.                    

1221 BRICKELL AVENUE - SUITE 400      

P.E. LICENSE NUMBER 53139

KIMLEY-HORN AND ASSOCIATES, INC.      

MIAMI, FLORIDA 33131                  

CERTIFICATE OF AUTHORIZATION 696     
 MIAMI-DADE    9   414964-6-22-01

5/20/2016kyle.cabrera K:\MIB_Roadway\040006342 I-95 Corridor Study\41496462201\Roadway\PLANRD20.dgn1:51:51 PM

                                       

ROAD NO. FINANCIAL PROJECT IDCOUNTY

DATE DESCRIPTION

REVISIONS

DATE DESCRIPTION
NO.

SHEETSTATE OF FLORIDA

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

EXISTING CONDITIONS

ROADWAY PLAN
                               

            

            

1425 1430 1435 1440 1445 1450 1455

1
4
2
5

+
2
5
.8

6

1
4
5
5

+
2
5
.8

6

10

N

200

Feet

0 50

NW 7TH AVE

I-95 / SR 9

NW 7TH AVE

I-95 / SR 9

              

N
W
 
13

5
T

H
 
S

T

                               

2
2
0
'

3
0
7
'

£ I-95

N
W
 
13

5
T

H
 
S

T

N
W
 
13

2
N

D
 
S

T

N
W
 
13

3
R

D
 
S

T

N
W
 
13

4
T

H
 
S

T

N
W
 
13

1S
T
 
S

T

N
W
 
13

0
T

H
 
S

T

N
W
 
12

9
T

H
 
S

T

N
W
 
12

8
T

H
 
S

T

N
W
 
12

7
T

H
 
S

T
N

W
 
12

7
T

H
 
S

T

N
W
 
12

8
T

H
 
S

T

N
W
 
12

9
T

H
 
S

T

N
W
 
13

0
T

H
 
S

T

N
W
 
13

1S
T
 
S

T

N
W
 
13

2
N

D
 
S

T

N
W
 
13

3
R

D
 
S

T

N
W
 
13

4
T

H
 
S

T

NW 6TH AVE NW 6TH AVE

NW 6TH CT

CENTRAL SEGMENT

Appendix Page 2431 of 7765



R/W LINE (TYP.)
EXIST. LA

RAMON BRETON, P.E.                    

1221 BRICKELL AVENUE - SUITE 400      

P.E. LICENSE NUMBER 53139

KIMLEY-HORN AND ASSOCIATES, INC.      

MIAMI, FLORIDA 33131                  

CERTIFICATE OF AUTHORIZATION 696     
 MIAMI-DADE    9   414964-6-22-01

5/20/2016kyle.cabrera K:\MIB_Roadway\040006342 I-95 Corridor Study\41496462201\Roadway\PLANRD21.dgn1:51:54 PM

                                       

ROAD NO. FINANCIAL PROJECT IDCOUNTY

DATE DESCRIPTION

REVISIONS

DATE DESCRIPTION
NO.

SHEETSTATE OF FLORIDA

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

EXISTING CONDITIONS

ROADWAY PLAN
                               

            

            

1455
1460

1465 1470 1475
1480

1485

1
4
5
5

+
2
5
.8

6

1
4
8
5

+
2
5
.8

6

11

I-95 / SR 9

N
W
 
14

3
R

D
 
S

T

NW 7TH AVE

N
W
 
13

6
T

H
 
S

T

NW 7TH AVE

I-95 / SR 9

N

200

Feet

0 50

              

                               

2
1
3
'

2
7
6
'

£ I-95

N
W
 
13

7
T

H
 
S

T

N
W
 
13

9
T

H
 
T

E
R

N
W
 
14

0
T

H
 
T

E
R

N
W
 
14

3
R

D
 
S

T

N
W
 
14

4
T

H
 
S

T

O
P

A
-L

O
C

K
A
 

B
L

V
D

N
W
 
14

2
N

D
 
S

T

N
W
 
14

4
T

H
 
S

T

NW 6TH AVE

NW 6TH AVE

NW 6TH AVE

N
W
 
14

0
T

H
 
S

T

NW 6TH CT

NW 6TH CT

NW 5TH PL

O
P

A
-L

O
C

K
A
 

B
L

V
D

NW 5TH CT

CENTRAL SEGMENT

Appendix Page 2432 of 7765



R/W LINE (TYP.)
EXIST. LA

RAMON BRETON, P.E.                    

1221 BRICKELL AVENUE - SUITE 400      

P.E. LICENSE NUMBER 53139

KIMLEY-HORN AND ASSOCIATES, INC.      

MIAMI, FLORIDA 33131                  

CERTIFICATE OF AUTHORIZATION 696     
 MIAMI-DADE    9   414964-6-22-01

5/20/2016kyle.cabrera K:\MIB_Roadway\040006342 I-95 Corridor Study\41496462201\Roadway\PLANRD22.dgn1:51:57 PM

                                       

ROAD NO. FINANCIAL PROJECT IDCOUNTY

DATE DESCRIPTION

REVISIONS

DATE DESCRIPTION
NO.

SHEETSTATE OF FLORIDA

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

EXISTING CONDITIONS

ROADWAY PLAN
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R/W LINE (TYP.)
EXIST. LA

RAMON BRETON, P.E.                    

1221 BRICKELL AVENUE - SUITE 400      

P.E. LICENSE NUMBER 53139

KIMLEY-HORN AND ASSOCIATES, INC.      

MIAMI, FLORIDA 33131                  

CERTIFICATE OF AUTHORIZATION 696     
 MIAMI-DADE    9   414964-6-22-01

5/20/2016kyle.cabrera K:\MIB_Roadway\040006342 I-95 Corridor Study\41496462201\Roadway\PLANRD22.dgn1:52:24 PM

                                       

ROAD NO. FINANCIAL PROJECT IDCOUNTY

DATE DESCRIPTION

REVISIONS

DATE DESCRIPTION
NO.

SHEETSTATE OF FLORIDA

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

EXISTING CONDITIONS

ROADWAY PLAN
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EXIST. LA
R/W LINE (TYP.)
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RAMON BRETON, P.E.                    

1221 BRICKELL AVENUE - SUITE 400      

P.E. LICENSE NUMBER 53139

KIMLEY-HORN AND ASSOCIATES, INC.      

MIAMI, FLORIDA 33131                  

CERTIFICATE OF AUTHORIZATION 696     
 MIAMI-DADE    9   414964-6-22-01

5/20/2016kyle.cabrera K:\MIB_Roadway\040006342 I-95 Corridor Study\41496462201\Roadway\PLANRD23.dgn1:52:26 PM

                                       

ROAD NO. FINANCIAL PROJECT IDCOUNTY

DATE DESCRIPTION

REVISIONS

DATE DESCRIPTION
NO.

SHEETSTATE OF FLORIDA

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

EXISTING CONDITIONS

ROADWAY PLAN
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R/W LINE (TYP.)
EXIST. LA

RAMON BRETON, P.E.                    

1221 BRICKELL AVENUE - SUITE 400      

P.E. LICENSE NUMBER 53139

KIMLEY-HORN AND ASSOCIATES, INC.      

MIAMI, FLORIDA 33131                  

CERTIFICATE OF AUTHORIZATION 696     
 MIAMI-DADE    9   414964-6-22-01

5/20/2016kyle.cabrera K:\MIB_Roadway\040006342 I-95 Corridor Study\41496462201\Roadway\PLANRD24.dgn1:52:29 PM

                                       

ROAD NO. FINANCIAL PROJECT IDCOUNTY

DATE DESCRIPTION

REVISIONS

DATE DESCRIPTION
NO.

SHEETSTATE OF FLORIDA

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

EXISTING CONDITIONS

ROADWAY PLAN
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R/W LINE (TYP.)
EXIST. LA

RAMON BRETON, P.E.                    

1221 BRICKELL AVENUE - SUITE 400      

P.E. LICENSE NUMBER 53139

KIMLEY-HORN AND ASSOCIATES, INC.      

MIAMI, FLORIDA 33131                  

CERTIFICATE OF AUTHORIZATION 696     
 MIAMI-DADE    9   414964-6-22-01

5/20/2016kyle.cabrera K:\MIB_Roadway\040006342 I-95 Corridor Study\41496462201\Roadway\PLANRD25.dgn1:52:32 PM

                                       

ROAD NO. FINANCIAL PROJECT IDCOUNTY

DATE DESCRIPTION

REVISIONS

DATE DESCRIPTION
NO.

SHEETSTATE OF FLORIDA

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

EXISTING CONDITIONS

ROADWAY PLAN
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R/W LINE (TYP.)
EXIST. LA

RAMON BRETON, P.E.                    

1221 BRICKELL AVENUE - SUITE 400      

P.E. LICENSE NUMBER 53139

KIMLEY-HORN AND ASSOCIATES, INC.      

MIAMI, FLORIDA 33131                  

CERTIFICATE OF AUTHORIZATION 696     
 MIAMI-DADE    9   414964-6-22-01

5/20/2016kyle.cabrera K:\MIB_Roadway\040006342 I-95 Corridor Study\41496462201\Roadway\PLANRD26.dgn1:52:59 PM

                                       

ROAD NO. FINANCIAL PROJECT IDCOUNTY

DATE DESCRIPTION

REVISIONS

DATE DESCRIPTION
NO.

SHEETSTATE OF FLORIDA

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

EXISTING CONDITIONS

ROADWAY PLAN
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R/W LINE (TYP.)

EXIST. LA

RAMON BRETON, P.E.                    

1221 BRICKELL AVENUE - SUITE 400      

P.E. LICENSE NUMBER 53139

KIMLEY-HORN AND ASSOCIATES, INC.      

MIAMI, FLORIDA 33131                  

CERTIFICATE OF AUTHORIZATION 696     
 MIAMI-DADE    9   414964-6-22-01

5/20/2016kyle.cabrera K:\MIB_Roadway\040006342 I-95 Corridor Study\41496462201\Roadway\PLANRD27.dgn1:53:02 PM

                                       

ROAD NO. FINANCIAL PROJECT IDCOUNTY

DATE DESCRIPTION

REVISIONS

DATE DESCRIPTION
NO.

SHEETSTATE OF FLORIDA

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

EXISTING CONDITIONS

ROADWAY PLAN
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RAMON BRETON, P.E.                    

1221 BRICKELL AVENUE - SUITE 400      

P.E. LICENSE NUMBER 53139

KIMLEY-HORN AND ASSOCIATES, INC.      

MIAMI, FLORIDA 33131                  

CERTIFICATE OF AUTHORIZATION 696     
 MIAMI-DADE    9   414964-6-22-01

5/20/2016kyle.cabrera K:\MIB_Roadway\040006342 I-95 Corridor Study\41496462201\Roadway\PLANRD28.dgn1:53:05 PM

                                       

ROAD NO. FINANCIAL PROJECT IDCOUNTY

DATE DESCRIPTION

REVISIONS

DATE DESCRIPTION
NO.

SHEETSTATE OF FLORIDA

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

EXISTING CONDITIONS

ROADWAY PLAN
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R/W LINE (TYP.)

EXIST. LA

RAMON BRETON, P.E.                    

1221 BRICKELL AVENUE - SUITE 400      

P.E. LICENSE NUMBER 53139

KIMLEY-HORN AND ASSOCIATES, INC.      

MIAMI, FLORIDA 33131                  

CERTIFICATE OF AUTHORIZATION 696     
 MIAMI-DADE    9   414964-6-22-01

5/20/2016kyle.cabrera K:\MIB_Roadway\040006342 I-95 Corridor Study\41496462201\Roadway\PLANRD29.dgn1:53:09 PM

                                       

ROAD NO. FINANCIAL PROJECT IDCOUNTY

DATE DESCRIPTION

REVISIONS

DATE DESCRIPTION
NO.

SHEETSTATE OF FLORIDA

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

EXISTING CONDITIONS

ROADWAY PLAN
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RAMON BRETON, P.E.                    

1221 BRICKELL AVENUE - SUITE 400      

P.E. LICENSE NUMBER 53139

KIMLEY-HORN AND ASSOCIATES, INC.      

MIAMI, FLORIDA 33131                  

CERTIFICATE OF AUTHORIZATION 696     
 MIAMI-DADE    9   414964-6-22-01

5/20/2016kyle.cabrera K:\MIB_Roadway\040006342 I-95 Corridor Study\41496462201\Roadway\PLANRD30.dgn1:53:12 PM

                                       

ROAD NO. FINANCIAL PROJECT IDCOUNTY

DATE DESCRIPTION

REVISIONS

DATE DESCRIPTION
NO.

SHEETSTATE OF FLORIDA

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

EXISTING CONDITIONS

ROADWAY PLAN
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RAMON BRETON, P.E.                    

1221 BRICKELL AVENUE - SUITE 400      

P.E. LICENSE NUMBER 53139

KIMLEY-HORN AND ASSOCIATES, INC.      

MIAMI, FLORIDA 33131                  

CERTIFICATE OF AUTHORIZATION 696     
 MIAMI-DADE    9   414964-6-22-01

5/20/2016kyle.cabrera K:\MIB_Roadway\040006342 I-95 Corridor Study\41496462201\Roadway\PLANRD31.dgn1:53:15 PM

                                       

ROAD NO. FINANCIAL PROJECT IDCOUNTY

DATE DESCRIPTION

REVISIONS

DATE DESCRIPTION
NO.

SHEETSTATE OF FLORIDA

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

EXISTING CONDITIONS

ROADWAY PLAN
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RAMON BRETON, P.E.                    

1221 BRICKELL AVENUE - SUITE 400      
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KIMLEY-HORN AND ASSOCIATES, INC.      

MIAMI, FLORIDA 33131                  
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 MIAMI-DADE    9   414964-6-22-01
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June 2, 2015
 
Mr. Rick Duran 
Utility Coordinator 
FDOT Dist Six Utilities 
1000 NW 111th Ave., #6102B 
Miami, FL  33172 
 
 
RE:  Adjustment of Utilities 

Road: SR 9A 
County: Miami Dade 
Description: I-95 from US 1 to Broward County Line 

 Financial Project ID: 414964-6-22-01 
  
 
Dear Mr. Duran, 
 
Thank you for informing us of this proposed project. If you have not already done so, please 
make sure to contact FPL Distribution to confirm their facilities at this location.  We have 
reviewed the set of Plans dated 4/13/15 sent to us by your firm and our records. It has been 
determined that Florida Power & Light has existing Transmission facilities within the project 
boundaries as marked per the FDOT Utility Accommodation Manual section 4.9.1 in ‘Green’ 
at approximate locations on the sheets enclosed herewith. Please show them on future 
revisions of the Plans at surveyed ‘OE’ locations. Although these facilities are not anticipated 
in direct conflict, please note the following while working in the vicinity of FPL’s existing 
facilities: 
    

1. Contractors must maintain clearances, as required by OSHA, when working in the 
proximity of FPL's high-voltage transmission conductors & lower voltage 
Distribution conductors  

2. The roadway contractor must maintain access to all FPL facilities at all times during 
construction 

3. All existing facilities must remain energized during road construction 
 
If you have additional  questions, please give me a call at 561-904-3604. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
George J. Beck, P.E. 
Transmission Relocation Coordinator 
 
enclosure 

Florida Power & Light Company, 700 Universe Blvd., TS4/JW, Juno Beach, FL 33408 
Phone: (561) 904-3604, Fax: (561) 904-3710 
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FCG Facilities: 414964-6-22-01
.

550 0 550275 Feet
Note that this drawing, map or record (Document) has been given to you as a guide. Reproductions of this Document are not allowed without written permission of AGL Resources. 
AGL Resources does not warrant the accuracy of the Document and disclaims all liability associated with your use of this Document. This Document is not a means of locating 
underground utilities. You are required to contact the Sunshine State One Call of Florida at 811 prior to digging around any underground utility.
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AGL Resources does not warrant the accuracy of the Document and disclaims all liability associated with your use of this Document. This Document is not a means of locating 
underground utilities. You are required to contact the Sunshine State One Call of Florida at 811 prior to digging around any underground utility.
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APPENDIX L 

EXISTING BRIDGE LOCATIONS  
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SR 9A/SR 9/I 95 from US 1 to Dade/Broward Line – Corridor Planning Study (CPS)
Structures

K:\FTL_TPTO\040006342-SR 9A  I95 US 1 Broward & Dade Line\Report\Overall Corridor Report\Appendix\Archive\SLDs\Ramps\StructureList.docx

SR 9A (MP 0.000-12.848)/SR 9 (MP >12.848)/I 95

Structure Crossing Type Structure No. MP Begin MP End
SR 5 SB/US 1 SB Bridge 870350 0.120 0.210
SW 26 Rd Bridge 870448 0.420 0.518

SW 19 Rd/Metrorail/SW 1 Ave Bridge 870451 (NB)
870354 (SB) 0.875 0.975

SW 8 St Bridge 870453 1.494 2.671

SW 3 Ave/SW 15 Rd Bridge 870452 (NB)
870355 (SB) 1.198 1.287

bridges over Metrorail Tracks/SW 1 Ave Bridge 870356 1.547 2.666
from SR 970 Mainline WB to SR 9A SB/I 95 SB Underpass 870473 2.002 2.012
from SR 9A SB/I 95 SB to SR 970 EB/SR 5 EB Underpass 870474 2.016 2.036
from SR 970 EB/SR 5 EB to SR 9A NB/I 95 NB Underpass 870555 2.036 2.044

NW 11 St and NW 10 St Bridge 870454 (NB)
870357 (SB) 2.787 2.922

SR 836 Bridge 870455 3.086 3.420
NW 14 St Underpass 870365 3.136 3.149

from SR 836 WB to SR 9A SB/I 95 SB Underpass 870371 3.156
3.176

3.166
3.181

SR 836 EB Underpass 870456 3.182
3.192

3.186
3.199

SR 836 WB Underpass 870366 3.208
3.217

3.215
3.224

from SR 9A NB/I 95 NB to SR 836 WB Underpass 870364 3.226 3.231

from SR 836 WB to SR 9A NB/I-95 NB Underpass 870370 3.232
3.250

3.239
3.256

NW 17 St Bridge 870358 3.397 3.422

NW 20 St Bridge 870548 (NB)
870359 (SB) 3.651 3.680

NW 29 St Bridge 870450 4.217 4.249

NW 32 St Bridge 870572 (NB)
870337 (SB) 4.407 4.434

NW 35 St Bridge 870533 (NB)
870339 (SB) 4.602 4.658

between SR 25/US 27/NW 36 St and SR 112 Bridge 870340 4.724 4.770
from SR 9A NB/I 95 NB to SR 112 WB Underpass 870322 4.815 4.828
SR 112 Bridge 870440 4.818 4.854
SR 9A SB/I 95 SB to SR 112 EB Underpass 870331 4.832 4.841
between SR 112 and NW 46 St Bridge 870327 4.977 5.027
from SR 112 WB to SR 9A NB/I 95 NB Underpass 870328 5.046 5.074
NW 46 St Bridge 870328 5.192 5.224

NW 53 St Bridge 870427 (NB)
870306 (SB) 5.626 5.659

SR 944/NW 54 St Bridge 870428 (NB)
870307 (SB) 5.689 5.720

NW 62 St Bridge 870429 (NB)
870308 (SB) 6.201 6.234

Pedestrian Crosswalk Underpass 879007 6.416 6.419

NW 71 St/NW 72 St/FECRWY/NW 73 St/NW 75 St Bridge 870430 (NB)
870309 (SB) 6.707 6.983

SR 934/NW 81 St WB Bridge 870432 7.355 7.387

Little River Canal Bridge 870433 (NB)
870317 (SB) 7.726 7.749

NW 95 St Bridge 870434 8.246 2.285
SR 932/NW 103 St Bridge 870435 8.756 8.790
NW 111 St Bridge 870436 9.260 9.291
SR 924/NW 119 St Bridge 870437 9.756 9.793

SR 922/NW 125 St Bridge 870438 (NB)
870322 (SB) 10.133 10.168
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SR 9A/SR 9/I 95 from US 1 to Dade/Broward Line – Corridor Planning Study (CPS)
Structures

K:\FTL_TPTO\040006342-SR 9A  I95 US 1 Broward & Dade Line\Report\Overall Corridor Report\Appendix\Archive\SLDs\Ramps\StructureList.docx

Structure Crossing Type Structure No. MP Begin MP End
NW 131 St Bridge 870439 (NB)

870323 (SB) 10.511 10.578

SR 916 EB/NW 135 St Bridge 870443 (NB)
870344 (SB) 10.762 10.795

SR 916 WB/Opa Locka Blvd Bridge 870444 10.858 10.892
NW 143 St Bridge 870445 11.260 11.293
Pedestrian Crosswalk Underpass 879012 11.485 11.487

NW 151 St Bridge 870446 (NB)
870347 (SB) 11.769 11.809

Biscayne River Canal Bridge 870348 12.039 12.057
I 95 Express Underpass 870774 12.382 12.401
I 95 Express Underpass 870952 12.401 12.420
SR 9/Tri-Rail Underpass 870470 12.266 12.283

SR 860/Miami Gardens Dr Bridge 870449 (NB)
870352 (SB) 14.292 14.400

from SR 9A NB/I 95 NB to Florida’s Turnpike Underpass 870349 12.430 12.450
SR 7/US 441 Underpass 870040 12.617 12.624
SR 826/NW 167 St Underpass 870041 12.796 12.815
from SR 826 WB/NW 167 St WB to SR 9 SB/I 95 SB Underpass 870042 12.854 12.859
SR 7/US 441 NB Underpass 870243 13.099 13.114
I 95 Express Underpass 870243 13.123 13.140
I 95 Express Underpass 870952 13.140 13.158
I 95 Express Underpass 870774 13.158 13.177

Snake Creek Canal Bridge 870093 (NB)
870094 (SB) 14.803 14.827

Ives Dairy Rd Underpass 870166 16.487 16.516
was not in the original structure list from Scope of Services

SR 970/SR 5/Downtown Distributor

Structure Crossing Type Structure No. MP Begin MP End
SR 9A/I 95 Bridge 870472 (EB)

870473 (WB)
0.004
0.000

0.496
0.230

Metrorail Bridge 870475 0.230 0.496
Metromover Bridge 870555 0.000 0.132
W Flagler St Bridge 870474 0.006 0.339
SR 9A NB/I-95 NB Underpass 870453 0.093 0.109
SR 970/SR 5 Underpass 870473 0.0127 0.139

was not in the original structure list from Scope of Services

Appendix Page 2478 of 7765



APPENDIX M  
SAFETY ANALYSIS REPORT  

 

Appendix Page 2479 of 7765



Interstate 95 Corridor 
Planning Study

Miami-Dade County
US 1/SR 5 to Broward County Line

FM# 414964-6-22-01

Safety Analysis

Project No.  040006342

September 2016

Appendix Page 2480 of 7765



 

 
 

      i 
   

Table of Contents 
Introduction ............................................................................................................................................... 1 
High Crash Locations ................................................................................................................................ 5 

High Crash Spots .................................................................................................................................. 5 
High Crash Segments ......................................................................................................................... 14 

Crash Data Analysis for Interstate 95 Mainline ....................................................................................... 23 
Crash Data Analysis for Interchanges/Arterial Intersections ................................................................... 45 

Interstate 95 at SR 5/US 1/S Dixie Highway ....................................................................................... 45 
Interstate 95 at SR 913/SW 26 Road .................................................................................................. 46 
Interstate 95 at SR 970/Downtown Distributor .................................................................................... 46 
Interstate 95 at NW 2 Street ................................................................................................................ 47 
Interstate 95 at NW 8 Street ................................................................................................................ 47 
Interstate 95 at SR 112/I-195 .............................................................................................................. 48 
Interstate 95 at NW 62 Street .............................................................................................................. 48 
Interstate 95 at NW 69 Street .............................................................................................................. 49 
Interstate 95 at SR 934/NW 79 Street/NW 82 Street .......................................................................... 49 
Interstate 95 at NW 95 Street .............................................................................................................. 50 
Interstate 95 at SR 932/NW 103 Street ............................................................................................... 50 
Interstate 95 at SR 924/NW 119 Street ............................................................................................... 50 
Interstate 95 at SR 922/NW 125 Street ............................................................................................... 51 
Interstate 95 at SR 916/NW 135 Street/Opa Locka Boulevard ........................................................... 51 
Interstate 95 at NW 151 Street ............................................................................................................ 52 
Interstate 95 at Golden Glades Interchange ....................................................................................... 52 
Interstate 95 at SR 860/NE 183 Street/Miami Gardens Drive ............................................................. 53 
Interstate 95 at NE 203 Street/Ives Dairy Road .................................................................................. 53 

Recommendations .................................................................................................................................. 54 

 

Appendix Page 2481 of 7765



 

 
 

      ii 
   

List of Tables	
Table 1. Current FDOT Studies ................................................................................................................ 2 
Table 2. Minimum Crashes/Confidence Level .......................................................................................... 5 
Table 3. I-95 Mainline High Crash Spots .................................................................................................. 6 
Table 4. Ramps High Crash Spots ........................................................................................................... 7 
Table 5. Arterials High Crash Spots .......................................................................................................... 7 
Table 6. Interstate 95 Mainline High Crash Segments ........................................................................... 14 
Table 7. Arterials High Crash Segments ................................................................................................. 16 
Table 8. Crashes for Interstate 95 Mainline ............................................................................................ 23 
Table 9. Crashes by Severity for Interstate 95 Mainline ......................................................................... 23 
Table 10. Historical ADT Volumes for Interstate 95 Mainline ................................................................. 25 
Table 11. Interstate 95 Mainline Crashes per Year at Interchanges ....................................................... 26 
Table 12. Crash Density Threshold ........................................................................................................ 27 
Table 13. Interstate 95 Northbound High Crash Locations ..................................................................... 33 
Table 14. Interstate 95 Southbound High Crash Locations .................................................................... 39 
Table 15. Interstate 95 at SR 5/US 1/Dixie Highway .............................................................................. 45 
Table 16. Interstate 95 at SR 913/SW 26 Road ...................................................................................... 46 
Table 17. Interstate 95 at SR 970/Downtown Distributor ........................................................................ 46 
Table 18. Interstate 95 at NW 2 Street ................................................................................................... 47 
Table 19. Interstate 95 at NW 8 Street ................................................................................................... 47 
Table 20. Interstate 95 at SR 112/I-195 .................................................................................................. 48 
Table 21. Interstate 95 at NW 62 Street ................................................................................................. 48 
Table 22. Interstate 95 at NW 69 Street ................................................................................................. 49 
Table 23. Interstate 95 at SR 934/NW 79 Street/NW 82 Street .............................................................. 49 
Table 24. Interstate 95 at NW 95 Street ................................................................................................. 50 
Table 25. Interstate 95 at SR 932/NW 103 Street .................................................................................. 50 
Table 26. Interstate 95 at SR 924/NW 119 Street .................................................................................. 50 
Table 27. Interstate 95 at SR 922/NW 125 Street .................................................................................. 51 
Table 28. Interstate 95 at SR 916/NW 135 Street/Opa Locka Boulevard ............................................... 51 
Table 29. Interstate 95 at NW 151 Street ............................................................................................... 52 
Table 30. Interstate 95 at Golden Glades Interchange ........................................................................... 52 
Table 31. Interstate 95 at Golden Glades Interchange Ramps ............................................................... 53 
Table 32. Interstate 95 at SR 860/NE 183 Street/Miami Gardens Drive ................................................. 53 
Table 33. Interstate 95 at NE 203 Street/Ives Dairy Road ...................................................................... 53 
Table 34. Interstate 95 Mainline Northbound Recommendations ........................................................... 55 
Table 35. Interstate 95 Mainline Southbound Recommendations .......................................................... 56 
Table 36. Recommendations for Interstate 95 Ramp Terminal Intersections ......................................... 57 
Table 37. Recommendations for Arterial Intersections ........................................................................... 58 

Appendix Page 2482 of 7765



 

 
 

      iii 
   

List of Figures 
Figure 1. Project Location ......................................................................................................................... 3 
Figure 2. Mainline HC Spots – SR 5/US-1 to North of the I-395/SR 836 Interchange ............................ 10 
Figure 3. Mainline HC Spots – North of the I-395/SR 836 Interchange to South of NW 71 Street ......... 11 
Figure 4. Mainline HC Spots – South of NW 71 Street to NW/NE 111 Street......................................... 12 
Figure 5. Mainline HC Spots – NW 95 Street to NE 203 Street/Ives Dairy Road Interchange ............... 13 
Figure 6. Mainline HC Segments – SR 5/US-1 to North of the I-395/SR 836 Interchange ..................... 19 
Figure 7. Mainline HC Segments – North of the I-395/SR 836 Interchange to South of NW 71 Street .. 20 
Figure 8. Mainline HC Segments – South of NW 71 Street to NW/NE 111 Street.................................. 21 
Figure 9. Mainline HC Segments – NW 95 Street to NE 203 Street/Ives Dairy Road Interchange ........ 22 
Figure 10. Interstate 95 Mainline Crash Data ......................................................................................... 24 
Figure 11. Interstate 95 Mainline Historical Volumes .............................................................................. 25 
Figure 12. Crash Density Map - Segment 1 ............................................................................................ 28 
Figure 13. Crash Density Map - Segment 2 ............................................................................................ 29 
Figure 14. Crash Density Map - Segment 3 ............................................................................................ 30 
Figure 15. Crash Density Map - Segment 4 ............................................................................................ 31 
Figure 16. Crash Density Map - Segment 5 ............................................................................................ 32 
Figure 17. Crash Density Map - Segment 1 (NB) ................................................................................... 34 
Figure 18. Crash Density Map - Segment 2 (NB) ................................................................................... 35 
Figure 19. Crash Density Map - Segment 3 (NB) ................................................................................... 36 
Figure 20. Crash Density Map - Segment 4 (NB .................................................................................... 37 
Figure 21. Crash Density Map - Segment 5 (NB) ................................................................................... 38 
Figure 22. Crash Density Map - Segment 1 (SB) ................................................................................... 40 
Figure 23. Crash Density Map - Segment 2 (SB) ................................................................................... 41 
Figure 24. Crash Density Map - Segment 3 (SB) ................................................................................... 42 
Figure 25. Crash Density Map - Segment 4 (SB) ................................................................................... 43 
Figure 26. Crash Density Map - Segment 5 (SB) ................................................................................... 44 

 

List of Appendices 

Appendix A: High Crash Locations 

Appendix B: Crash Data Summary Sheets 

Appendix C: Historical Average Daily Traffic Volumes 

Appendix D: Crash Frequency Diagrams 

Appendix Page 2483 of 7765



 

 
 

      1 
   

INTRODUCTION 

Interstate 95 is the most highly traveled corridor in South Florida with over 250,000 vehicles traveling 

through parts of the corridor daily in Miami-Dade County.  With long-term population growth projected in 

the region, travel demand in the corridor is expected to continue to increase over the next 20 years.  The 

purpose of the Interstate 95 Corridor Planning Study (CPS) is to perform a detailed planning-level 

analysis for the Interstate 95 corridor within Miami-Dade County and develop improvement concepts.  

This report summarizes the safety analysis conducted as part of the Interstate 95 CPS.  

 

The southern project limit is SR 5/US 1/S Dixie Highway at SW 16 Avenue in the City of Miami, 

approximately half-a-mile south of the beginning of Interstate 95.  The northern project limit is the 

Broward/Miami-Dade County Line.  East and west project limits generally include the ramp termini, one 

adjacent signalized intersection east and west, and sometimes include the next signalized intersection 

east and/or west depending on the influence these intersections have on ramp termini operations.  To 

adequately analyze the corridor, the system-to-system interchanges are included in this study area.  A 

project map that illustrates the project limits is shown in Figure 1.    

 

Crash data for the Interstate 95 mainline, on- and off-ramps, and arterial intersections in the study corridor 

were used to evaluate corridor safety and identify crash patterns.  Crash data for state roadways were 

obtained from FDOT’s Crash Analysis Reporting System (CARS).  Crash data for non-state roadways 

were obtained from the University of Florida’s Signal Four Analytics.  The most recent five (5) years of 

verified crash data at the time of initial analysis (March 2015) were from January 2009 to December 

2013.  Authorization to complete safety analyses for the Golden Glades Interchange (GGI) occurred 

subsequent to statewide modification of the CARS database system (May 2016).  These modifications 

precluded the use of crash data from January 2009 to December 2010.  Therefore, crash data from 

January 2011 through December 2014 were analyzed for the GGI.   

  

Crash data were analyzed to identify crash patterns along the study corridor.  Crash analyses did not 

include interchanges that are currently under study by other projects or have planned or programmed 

improvements, which includes SR 90/SW 7 Street/SW 8 Street and SR 836/I-395 as shown in Table 1.  
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The crash data does not distinguish between express lanes crashes including, those occurring on merge 

and diverge express lanes sections, and crashes occurring on the general purpose lanes of Interstate 

95.   

 

Table 1. Current FDOT Studies  

Financial 
Management 

Number Location From To Type of Work 

432639-6 
SR 90/SW 7 Street/ 
SW 8 Street 

Brickell Avenue SR 9/SW 27 Avenue PD&E/EMO Study(1) 

251670-1 SR 836/I-395/I-95 NW 17 Avenue Macarthur Causeway Bridge PD&E/EMO Study(1) 
(1)Project Development and Environment/Environmental Management Office (PD&E/EMO) 

 

The following interchanges were examined as part of this safety analysis:  

1. SR 5/US 1/S Dixie Highway 

2. SR 913/SW 26 Road 

3. SR 970/Downtown Distributor 

4. NW 2 Street 

5. NW 8 Street 

6. SR 112/I-195 

7. NW 62 Street 

8. NW 69 Street 

9. SR 934/NW 79 Street/NW 82 Street 

10. NW 95 Street 

11. SR 932/NW 103 Street 

12. SR 924/NW 119 Street 

13. SR 922/NW 125 Street 

14. SR 916/NW 135 Street/Opa Locka Boulevard 

15. NW 151 Street 

16. GGI 

17. SR 860/NE 183 Street/Miami Gardens Drive 

18. NE 203 Street/Ives Dairy Road 
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For analysis purposes, the Interstate 95 mainline was divided into the following five (5) segments for 

purposes of conceptual improvement development.  Per the scope of services, the location of major 

system-to-system interchanges, limits of the Interstate Express lanes, and change in mainline cross 

section were considered.  

 

Segment 1: SR 5/US 1/S Dixie Highway to north of the SR 836 /I-395 Interchange (MP 0.000 – 4.074) 

Segment 2: North of the SR 836 /I-395 Interchange to north of the SR 112/I-195 Interchange (MP 

4.074 – 5.613) 

Segment 3: North of the SR 112/I-195 interchange to south of the Golden Glades Interchange  (MP 

5.613 – 12.256) 

Segment 4: Golden Glades Interchange (MP 12.256 – 13.690) 

Segment 5: North of the Golden Glades Interchange to the Broward County Line (13.690 – 17.226) 

 

The safety analysis is summarized in the following sections: 

 High Crash Locations 

 Crash Data Analysis for Interstate 95 Mainline 

 Crash Data Analysis for Interchanges/Arterial Intersections 

 Recommendations 
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HIGH CRASH LOCATIONS 

A high crash location has been defined as any spot or segment location having a safety ratio equal to or 

greater than one (1.0) and a minimum of eight (8) crashes.  The safety ratio indicates when a segment 

of highway contains an abnormal amount of crashes as shown below.   

 

	
	 	
	 	

	 1 

 

Table 2 includes the criterion for minimum crashes and confidence level relative to high crash locations.  

The purpose of identifying highway segments with abnormal crash rates is to concentrate field 

investigation on locations that have a high need for corrective action.  The high crash locations were 

obtained directly from FDOT CARS.   

 

Table 2. Minimum Crashes/Confidence Level 

Environment 
Minimum 
Crashes(1)

Minimum 
Confidence Level 

Rural 8 95.00% 

Suburban 8 99.00% 

Urban 8 99.95% 
(1)Minimum crashes used in confidence level calculations 

 

High Crash Spots 

Tables 3 through 5 present high crash spots for the Interstate 95 mainline corridor, ramps, and arterials.  

These tables are presented in numerical order with the southernmost milepost correlating to the smallest 

value.  Figures 2 through 5 depict the high crash spots for the Interstate 95 mainline.  Appendix A includes 

maps of high crash spots for arterials and ramps.  High crash spots are not duplicated between the 

Interstate 95 mainline, ramps, and arterials.  Shaded rows identify locations on the high crash spot list 

for all five (5) analysis years.  
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Table 3. I-95 Mainline High Crash Spots 

Roadway Nodes 
Mile 
Post 

2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 

I-95/SR 9 SR 5/US-1/S Dixie Highway 0.000   x x x 

I-95/SR 9 
NB On Ramp (87270167) from 
SR 913/Rickenbacker Causeway 

0.584    x x 

I-95/SR 9 
SB Off Ramp (87270166)  to 
SW 26 Road and SW Miami Court 

0.628    x x 

I-95/SR 9(1) SB Off Ramp (87270173) to 
NW 3 Court and NW 8 Street 

3.068 x     

I-95/SR 9 
NB On Ramp (87270174) from 
NW 3 Avenue and NW 8 Street 

3.071 x     

I-95/SR 9 NB On Ramp to EB SR 836/I-395 3.079 x     

I-95/SR 9 
Between NW 29 Street and 
NW 32 Street 

4.330 x x    

I-95/SR 9 
NB Off Ramp (87270179) to  
EB SR 112/I-195 

4.564 x x x   

I-95/SR 9 
NB Off Ramp (87270189) to 
NW 6 Avenue and NW 62 Street 

7.126    x x 

I-95/SR 9 
NB On Ramp (87270191) from 
NW 6 Avenue and NW 62 Street 

7.496 x x   x 

I-95/SR 9 
NB Off Ramp (87270201) to 
NW 6 Avenue and SR 924/ 
NW 119 Street 

9.620     x 

I-95/SR 9 
SB On Ramp (87270200) from 
SR 924/NW 119 Street east of  
N SR 7/NW 7 Avenue/US 441 

9.630     x 

I-95/SR 9 
SB Off Ramp (87270510) to 
SR 922/NW 125 Street east of 
N SR 7/NW 7 Avenue/US 441 

10.288 x x    

I-95/SR 9 
NB On Ramp (87270511) from 
NW 6 Avenue and SR 924/ 
NW 119 Street 

10.289 x x x x x 

I-95/SR 9 
SB On Ramp 87270204) from 
SR 916/NW 135 Street and  
NW 6 Avenue 

10.661   x   

I-95/SR 9 
SB On Ramp (87270209) from 
NW 151 Street east of  
N SR 7/NW 7 Avenue/US 441 

11.685   x  x 

I-95/SR 9 
NB Off Ramp (87270208) to 
NW 6 Avenue and NW 151 Street 

11.667     x 

I-95/SR 9 
NB Off Ramp (87270214) to 
NW 2 Avenue and SR 826/ 
NW 167 Street 

12.885  x   x 

I-95/SR 9 
NB On Ramp (87170355) from 
NW 2 Avenue and NW 169 Street 

13.116  x x x x 

I-95/SR 9 
SB Off Ramp (87170353) to 
SR 826/Florida Turnpike 

13.172  x    

I-95/SR 9 
Between NE 1 Avenue and  
NE 2 Avenue 

13.776   x x  
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Roadway Nodes 
Mile 
Post 

2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 

I-95/SR 9 
NB Off Ramp (87270217) to 
SR 860/NE 183 Street/Miami 
Gardens Drive 

14.493  x    

I-95/SR 9 
SB On Ramp (87270215) from 
SR 860/NE 183 Street/Miami 
Gardens Drive 

14.544  x  x x 

I-95/SR 9 
NB On Ramp (87270218) from 
SR 860/NE 183 Street/Miami 
Gardens Drive 

14.639 x     

I-95/SR 9 
SB Off Ramp (87270216) to 
SR 860/NE 183 Street/Miami 
Gardens Drive 

14.639   x x  

I-95/SR 9 
SB Off Ramp (87270221) to 
NE 203 Street/Ives Dairy Road 
west of Highland Lakes Boulevard 

16.740  x x x x 

I-95/SR 9 
NB On Ramp (87270222) from 
NE 203 Street/Ives Dairy Road 
west of Highland Lakes Boulevard 

16.783  x  x  

(1)Current FDOT studies near high crash spot location. Refer to Table 1 for the list of FDOT studies.  

 

Table 4. Ramps High Crash Spots  

Roadway 
Mile 
Post 

2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 

I-95 SB On Ramp (87270182) from NW 62 Street  0.112  x x x x 

I-95 NB Off Ramp (87270183) to NW 62 Street  0.019  x x x x 

I-95 NB On Ramp  (87270186) from NW 62 Street  0.000  x x  x 

I-95 NB On Ramp (87270511) from SR 922/NW 125 Street 0.000 x x x x x 

I-95 NB Off Ramp (87270205) to NW SR 916/135 Street  0.072 x x  x  

 

Table 5. Arterials High Crash Spots  

Roadway Intersecting Road 
Mile 
Post 

2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 

SR 5/US 1/S Dixie Highway SW 16 Avenue 7.736 x x x x x 

SR 5/US 1/S Dixie Highway 
SB Right Turn Lane to  
SW 16 Avenue 

7.748 x x x x x 

SR 5/US 1/S Dixie Highway SW 32 Road 8.293   x x x 

SR 5/US 1/S Dixie Highway S Miami Avenue 8.602   x x x 

SR 5/US 1/S Dixie Highway 
SB Right Turn Lane from  
SR 970/Downtown Distributor 

8.744 x x x x x 

SR 5/US 1/S Dixie Highway 
NB Right Turn Lane to  
SR 970/Downtown Distributor 

8.748 x x x x x 
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Roadway Intersecting Road 
Mile 
Post 

2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 

SR 5/US 1/S Dixie Highway 
SB Left Turn Lane to  
SR 970/Downtown Distributor 

8.786 x x x x x 

SR 5/US 1/S Dixie Highway 
NB Left Turn Lane from  
SR 970/Downtown Distributor 

8.791 x x x x x 

SR 970/Downtown 
Distributor 

EB Right Turn Lane to  
Miami Avenue 

0.131 x   x x 

SR 970/Downtown 
Distributor Miami Avenue 0.145     x 

SR 970/Downtown 
Distributor 

EB Right Turn Lane to  
Miami Avenue 

0.167 x   x x 

SR 970/Downtown 
Distributor 

SB Right Turn Lane from  
Miami Avenue 

0.167 x   x x 

SR 970/Downtown 
Distributor 

SB Right Turn Lane to  
SR 5/US 1/S Dixie Highway 

0.205 x x  x x 

SR 970/Downtown 
Distributor 

NB Right Turn Lane from  
SR 5/US 1/S Dixie Highway 

0.232 x x  x x 

SR 970/Downtown 
Distributor 

NB Left Turn Lane to  
SR 5/US 1/S Dixie Highway 

0.244 x x  x x 

SR 970/Downtown 
Distributor 

SE 2 Avenue 0.563 x x x x x 

SR 5/US 1/S Dixie Highway SE 2 Avenue 0.191 x x x x x 

SR 5/US 1/S Dixie Highway Metromover 0.223   x x x 

SR 5/US 1/S Dixie Highway SR 970/Downtown Distributor EB 0.226   x x x 

SR 5/US 1/S Dixie Highway Hyatt Entrance 0.252   x x x 

SR 7/NW 7 Avenue/US 441 SR 916/NW 135 Street 9.172 x x    

SR 7/NW 7 Avenue/US 441 SR 922/NW 125 Street 8.546 x x x x  

SR 7/NW 7Avenue/US 441 SR 934/NW 79 Street 5.649 x x x x x 

SR 7/NW 7 Avenue/US 441 NW 62 Street 4.629 x x x x x 

SR 7/NW 7 Avenue/US 441 NW 95 Street 6.666 x x x x x 

SR 7/NW 7 Avenue/US 441 NW 95 Terrace 6.704 x x  x  

SR 7/NW 7 Avenue/US 441 NW 102 Street 7.123 x x x x x 

SR 7/NW 7 Avenue/US 441 SR 916/Opa Locka Boulevard  9.213 x x x x x 

SR 934/ NW 79 Street SR 7/NW 7 Avenue/US 441 38.493 x x x x x 

SR 934/ NW 79 Street NW 6 Court 38.557 x   x  

SR 934/ NW 79 Street NW 6 Avenue 38.617 x  x x  

SR 934/NW 82 Street 
NB Right Turn Lane from  
NW 6 Avenue 

2.204  x x   
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Roadway Intersecting Road 
Mile 
Post 

2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 

SR 932/NW 103 Street SB On Ramp (87270196) 8.251     x 

SR 932/NW 103 Street NB On Ramp (87270199) 8.323 x    x 

SR 932/NW 103 Street NB Off Ramp (87270198) 8.330 x     

SR 932/NW 103 Street NW 6 Avenue 8.357 x     

SR 924/NW 119 Street NB Off Ramp (87270201) 2.152     x 

SR 922/NW 125 Street SR 7/NW 7 Avenue/US 441 0.000 x   x  

SR 922/NW 125 Street 
NW 6 Court/SB Off Ramp 
(87270510)/SB On Ramp 
(87270202) 

0.068  x  x x 

SR 922/NW 125 Street 
NW 6 Avenue/NB Off Ramp 
(87270203)/NB On Ramp 
(87270511) 

0.125 x x  x x 

SR 916/NW 135 Street SR 7/NW 7 Avenue/US 441 7.114 x x    

SR 916/NW 135 Street SB On Ramp (87270204) 7.187 x     

SR 916/NW 135 Street NB Off Ramp (87270205) 7.241 x x  x  

SR 916/Opa Locka 
Boulevard 

NB On Ramp 87270207) 0.414  x x   

SR 916/Opa Locka 
Boulevard 

SB Off Ramp (87270206) 0.465  x x x x 

SR 860/NE 183 Street/Miami 
Gardens Drive 

SB Off Ramp (87270216) 6.553 x x  x x 

SR 860/NE 183 Street/Miami 
Gardens Drive 

NB Off Ramp  6.566 x x  x x 

SR 860/NE 183 Street/Miami 
Gardens Drive 

SR 915/NE 6 Avenue 6.584 x x  x x 

SR 860/NE 183 Street/Miami 
Gardens Drive 

SB On Ramp (87270215) 6.612 x x x x x 

SR 915/NE 6 Avenue 
SR 860/NE 183 Street/Miami 
Gardens Drive 

5.852 x x x x x 
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Figure 2. Mainline High Crash Spots (2009-2013)
SR 5/US Dixie Highway to North of the I-395/SR 836 Interchange
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Figure 3. Mainline High Crash Spots (2009-2013)
North of the I-395/SR 836 Interchange to South of NW 71 Street
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Figure 4. Mainline High Crash Spots (2009-2013)
South of NW 71 Street to NW/NE 111 Street
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Figure 5. Mainline High Crash Spots (2009-2013)
NW 95 Street to Ives Dairy Road Interchange
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High Crash Segments 

Tables 6 and 7 presents high crash segments for the Interstate 95 mainline corridor and arterials directly 

from FDOT CARS.  These tables are organized by chronological order (i.e., by year).  High crash 

segments for ramps were not identified.  Figures 6 through 9 depict the high crash segments for the 

Interstate 95 mainline.  Appendix A includes maps of high crash segments for arterials. Average AADT 

values specific to the years for which crash data was provided have been included for each high crash 

segment.  Shaded rows identify segments on the high crash segment list for all five (5) analysis years. 

 

Table 6. Interstate 95 Mainline High Crash Segments 

Roadway From To 
Average 
AADT (1) 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 

I-95/SR 9(2) North of NW 10 Street 
NB On Ramp (87200116) from 
EB SR 836/ 
Dolphin Expressway  

155,500 x     

I-95/SR 9 South of NW 18 Street  NW 21 Street 194,000 x     

I-95/SR 9 NW 30 Street NW 44 Street 203,600 x     

I-95/SR 9 NW 60 Street South of NW 62 Street 228,300 x     

I-95/SR 9 South of NW 62 Street South of NW 65 Street 225,900 x     

I-95/SR 9 South of NW 77 Street NW 85 Street 231,400 x    x 

I-95/SR 9 NW 92 Street NW 98 Street 232,000 x    x 

I-95/SR 9 NW 101 Street NW 108 Street 242,600 x x   x 

I-95/SR 9 
North of NW 115 
Street 

North of NW 120 Street 244,000 x     

I-95/SR 9 
SR 922/NW 125 
Street 

NW 130 Street 228,000 x     

I-95/SR 9 
North of NW 133 
Street 

NW 139 Terrace 230,900 x     

I-95/SR 9 
South of NW 150 
Street 

North of NW 151 Street 232,000 x     

I-95/SR 9 
NE 203 Street/Ives 
Dairy Road  

NE 210 Street 222,900 x     

I-95/SR 9(2) NW 10 Street NW 12 Street 155,500  x    

I-95/SR 9 NW 30 Street North of NW 41 Street 203,600  x    

I-95/SR 9 
North of NB Off Ramp 
(87270183) to NW 6 
Avenue  

NW 67 Street 228,300  x    

I-95/SR 9 North of NW 75 Street 
SB On Ramp (87270188) from 
SR 934/NW 79 Street  

231,400  x    
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Roadway From To 
Average 
AADT (1) 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 

I-95/SR 9 South of NW 77 Street NW 83 Street 253,400  x x x  

I-95/SR 9 NW 94 Street NW 98 Street 264,300  x x x  

I-95/SR 9 NW 124 Street NW 130 Street 248,500  x    

I-95/SR 9 NW 132 Street North of NW 137 Street 250,000  x x x  

I-95/SR 9 NW 147 Street Biscayne River Drive 254,800  x x x x 

I-95/SR 9 
SR 826/ 
Florida Turnpike 

North of NB Off Ramp 
(87270214) to  
US 441/NW 2 Avenue  

182,500  x    

I-95/SR 9 
North of NE 4 Avenue 
and NE 180 Drive 

North of NB On Ramp 
(87270218) from SR 860/ NE 
183 Street/Miami Gardens 
Drive  

199,400  x x  x 

I-95/SR 9 
North of NE 203 Street 
/Ives Dairy Road  

NE 210 Street 229,000  x    

I-95/SR 9(2) NW 11 Terrace South of NW 14 Street 164,500   x  x 

I-95/SR 9 NW 36 Street North NW 41 Street 222,500   x   

I-95/SR 9 NW 58 Street NW 67 Street 233,900   x x x 

I-95/SR 9 
South of NB Off Ramp 
(87270179) to  
EB SR 112/I-195  

NW 108 Street 269,000   x   

I-95/SR 9 
North of  
NW 115 Street 

NW 129 Street 244,000   x   

I-95/SR 9 
NE 203 Street/ 
Ives Dairy Road 

NB On Ramp (87270222) from 
NE 203 Street/ 
Ives Dairy Road 

222,900   x   

I-95/SR 9 SW 25 Road SW 21 Road 60,000    x  

I-95/SR 9(2) 

South of SB On Ramp 
(87270168) from  
SW 4 Ave at  
SW 15 Road 

SW 8 Street 60,000    x  

I-95/SR 9(2) NW 11 Terrace North of NE 14 Street 164,500    x  

I-95/SR 9 NW 17 Street 
South of NB On Ramp 
(87200119) from WB SR 
836/Dolphin Expressway 

194,500    x  

I-95/SR 9 South of NW 35 Street North of NW 41 Street 194,500    x  

I-95/SR 9 NW 101 Street NW 108 Street 265,000    x  

I-95/SR 9 NW 118 Street North of NW 120 Street 252,200    x  

I-95/SR 9 NW 124 Street NW 128 Street 248,500    x  
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Roadway From To 
Average 
AADT (1) 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 

I-95/SR 9 
North of SB On Ramp 
(87170354) from  
NW 167 St  

SR 826/ 
Florida Turnpike Underpass 

207,000    x x 

I-95/SR 9 
South of  
NE 178 Street 

North of NB On Ramp 
(87270218) from SR 860 
/NE 183 Street/Miami Gardens 
Drive  

195,500    x  

I-95/SR 9 
South of  
NE 203 Street/ 
Ives Dairy Road 

NE 211 Terrace 224,100    x  

I-95/SR 9 
US-1/SR 5/ 
S Dixie Highway 

SW 28 Road 51,500     x 

I-95/SR 9 NW 36 Street NW 44 Street 222,500     x 

I-95/SR 9 NW 113 Street NW 128 Street 214,600     x 

I-95/SR 9 NW 132 Street NW 139 Terrace 250,000     x 

I-95/SR 9 
SR 826/ 
Florida Turnpike 

South of NW 2 Avenue 182,500     x 

I-95/SR 9 
South of  
NE 203 Street/ 
Ives Dairy Road 

NB On Ramp (87270222) from 
NE 203 Street/ 
Ives Dairy Road  

224,100     x 

(1)Provided AADT values are an average of the years of available data from FDOT CARS. 
(2)Current FDOT studies near high crash spot location. Refer to Table 1 for the list of FDOT studies.  

 

Table 7. Arterials High Crash Segments 

Roadway From To 
Average 
AADT(1) 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013

SR 5/US 1/ 
S Dixie Highway 

SW 16 Avenue Samana Drive 97,000  x x x x x 

SR 5/US 1/ 
S Dixie Highway 

S Miami Avenue North of SW 20 Road 27,000 x x  x x 

SR 913/ 
SW 26 Road 

SW 1 Avenue 
I-95 NB On Ramp 
(87270500) from 
Rickenbacker Causeway 

19,200 x   x x 

SR 913/ 
SW 26 Road 

I-95 NB On Ramp 
(87270500) from 
Rickenbacker Causeway 

Rickenbacker Causeway 
Toll Plaza 

37,700 x    x 

SR 970/ 
Downtown 
Distributor 

I-95 SB Off Ramp/ 
SR 970/ 
Downtown Distributor 
(87270505) 

SE 2 Avenue/SR 5/ 
US 1/S Dixie Highway 

28,900 x x x x  
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Roadway From To 
Average 
AADT(1) 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013

US 1/ SR 5/ 
S Dixie Highway 

SE 2 Street SE 4 Street 21,900 x x x x x 

SR 7/ 
NW 7 Avenue/ 
US 441 

South of NW 59 Street North of NW 66 Street 25,900 x x    

SR 7/ 
NW 7 Avenue/ 
US 441 

NW 75 Street SR 934/NW 79 Street 22,000 x x x x x 

SR 7/ 
NW 7 Avenue/ 
US 441 

SR 924/NW 119 Street North of NW 131 Street 30,200 x x    

SR 7/ 
NW 7 Avenue/ 
US 441 

SR 916/NW 135 Street NW 140 Street 25,100 x x x x x 

SR 934/ 
NW 79 Street 

East of SW 8 Avenue 
NW 6 Court/I-95 SB On 
Ramp 

24,000 x x x x x 

SR 934/ 
NW 79 Street 

NW 6 Court/I-95 SB  
On Ramp 

East of NW 1 Place 21,900 x     

SR 934/ 
NW 82 Street 

NW 6 Court West of NW 8 Avenue 10,400 x x x   

SR 932/ 
NW 103 Street 

East of NW 8 Avenue 
I-95 SB On Ramp 
(87270196) from  
NW 103 Street 

25,900 x x x  x 

SR 932/ 
NW 103 Street 

I-95 SB On Ramp from 
NW 103 Street 
(87270196) 

NW 6 Avenue 23,700 x x   x 

SR 922/ 
NW 125 Street 

NW 7 Avenue NW 6 Avenue 36,000 x x x x x 

SR 916/ 
NW 135 Street 

NW 8 Avenue NW 4 Place 14,600 x  x x x 

SR 860/ 
NE 183 Street/ 
Miami Gardens 
Drive 

I-95 SB Off Ramp 
(87270216) 

I-95 NB Off Ramp 
(87270217) 

50,400 x x x x x 

SR 915/ 
NE 6 Avenue 

North of NE 178 Street 
SR 860/NE 183 
Street/Miami Gardens 
Drive 

26,100 x x x x x 

SR 934/ 
NW 79 Street 

NW 6 Court East of NW 4 Avenue 22,500  x x x x 
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Roadway From To 
Average 
AADT(1) 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013

SR 924/ 
NW 119 Street 

East of NW 8 Avenue 
I-95 SB On Ramp 
(87270200) 

29,500  x x x x 

SR 860/NE 183 
Street/Miami 
Gardens Drive 

East of I-95/SR 9 
I-95 SB Off Ramp 
(87270216) 

44,700  x  x  

(1)Provided AADT values are an average of the years of available data from FDOT CARS. 
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Figure 6. Mainline High Crash Segments (2009-2013)
SR 5/US Dixie Highway to North of the I-395/SR 836 Interchange
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Figure 7. Mainline High Crash Segments (2009-2013)
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Figure 8. Mainline High Crash Segments (2009-2013)
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Figure 9. Mainline High Crash Segments (2009-2013)
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CRASH DATA ANALYSIS FOR INTERSTATE 95 MAINLINE 

Crash data for the five (5) most recent years available at the time of the analysis (from January 2009 to 

December 2013) were obtained from FDOT’s CARS database.  Based on the five (5) years of crash data 

and crash summaries, crash density maps were developed.  Analyses of the crash summaries provides 

insight to the historic crash patterns.  Table 6 presents a summary of the Interstate 95 mainline crashes 

by year; additional analyses are included in Appendix B.  The data presented in Table 8 indicate an 

increasing trend of crash frequencies between 2009 and 2013, as depicted in Figure 10.  Overall, the 

Interstate 95 mainline crashes increased by 58.4% between 2009 and 2013.  The data presented in Table 

9 indicates 41.2% of these crashes involve injuries and 0.3% of these crashes involve fatalities.  

 

Table 8. Crashes for Interstate 95 Mainline 

Direction 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total 

I-95 Northbound 844 1,076 855 928 996 4,699 

I-95 Southbound 793 1,181 905 1,007 1,153 5,039 

I-95 Other(1)  17 41 480 474 483 1,495 

Total 1,654 2,298 2,240 2,409 2,632 11,233 

(1)Direction not identified or coded northbound or southbound. 

 

Table 9. Crashes by Severity for Interstate 95 Mainline 

Severity  2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total 

Property Damage 
Only (PDO) 

904 54.7% 1,211 52.7% 1,253 55.9% 1,506 62.5% 1,691 64.3% 6,565 58.4%

Injury Crashes 745 45.0% 1,078 46.9% 978 43.7% 900 37.4% 929 35.3% 4,630 41.2%

Fatal Crashes 5 0.3% 9 0.4% 9 0.4% 3 0.1% 12 0.4% 38 0.3% 

Total 1,654  2,298  2,240  2,409  2,632  11,233  
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Figure 10. Interstate 95 Mainline Crash Data 
 

 

Historical average daily traffic (ADT) volumes from 2009 through 2013 were obtained from FDOT Florida 

Traffic Online (2014).  The ADT volumes for northbound and southbound remained consistent as shown 

in Table 10 and Figure 11.  Appendix C includes the historical traffic counts.  The Interstate 95 express 

project was built in two phases, Phase 1A and Phase 1B.  Phase 1A began in February 2008 and 

electronic tolling was launched in December 2009.  This phase included work on the northbound travel 

lanes just south of SR 112/I-195 (MP 4.261) to the GGI area north of NW 151 Street (approximately MP 

12.266).  Phase 1B began construction in summer 2008 and electronic tolling began in January 2010.  

This phase established express lanes along southbound from the GGI area (approximately MP 12.266 

to just north of SR 836/Dolphin Expressway (MP 4.262).  
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Table 10. Historical ADT Volumes for Interstate 95 Mainline 

Direction 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 

I-95 Northbound 105,364 115,545 122,364 117,182 105,182 

I-95 Southbound 107,773 114,636 123,773 115,227 105,727 

Total 213,136 230,182 246,136 232,409 210,909 

Note: Represents the ADT volumes for eleven (11) count stations that were included from 
Airport Expressway to the Miami-Dade/Broward County Line.   

 

 

Figure 11. Interstate 95 Mainline Historical Volumes 

 

Table 11 summarizes the mainline crashes per year in the vicinity of Interstate 95 interchanges.  The 

following interchanges areas have an average of over 100 crashes per year.   
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 SR 932/NW 103 Street 

 Golden Glades Interchange  

 

 Table 11. Interstate 95 Mainline Crashes per Year at Interchanges 

Note: Individual crashes along Interstate 95 Mainline per year at interchanges.  
 

Figures 12 through 16 depict crash data density maps to visualize high crash locations based on the 

number of crashes along Interstate 95.  The majority of high crash density locations are in the vicinity of 

Location 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total 

SR 5/US 1/South Dixie Highway 2 2 4 5 5 18 

SR 913/SW 26 Road/SW 25 Road 13 6 11 20 15 65 

SR 970/Downtown Distributor 3 6 6 12 18 45 

NW 2 Street 2 2 1 1 0 6 

NW 8 Street 16 12 13 14 3 58 

SR 836/I-395 100 91 97 126 121 535 

SR 112/I-195 150 190 141 120 175 776 

NW 62 Street 65 114 125 124 139 567 

NW 69 Street 1 3 2 0 0 6 

SR 934/NW 79 Street/NW 82 Street 88 117 109 105 141 560 

NW 95 Street 76 79 91 110 112 468 

SR 932/NW 103 Street 82 101 137 90 116 526 

SR 924/NW 119 Street 39 44 72 55 90 300 

SR 922/NW 125 Street 36 63 95 93 98 385 

SR 916/NW 135 Street/ 

Opa-Locka Boulevard 
68 93 101 90 109 461 

NW 151 Street 24 58 87 65 89 323 

Golden Glades Interchange 81 128 111 150 179 649 

SR 860/NE 183 Street/ Miami Gardens Drive 75 86 95 94 112 462 

NE 203 Street/Ives Dairy Road 69 95 51 61 60 336 

Total 990 1,290 1,349 1,335 1,582 6,546 
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interchanges.  Table 12 depicts the threshold ranges as depicted in the figures.  A point density 

calculation was conducted for the crash density analysis to identify a magnitude per unit area.   

 

Table 12. Crash Density Threshold 

Threshold Number of Crashes 

Low Crashes Less than 18 

Low-Medium Crashes 18-42 

Medium Crashes 42-70 

Medium-High Crashes 70-121 

High Crashes  Greater than 121 
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Northbound High Crash Locations   

Figures 17 through 21 depict the high crash locations for Interstate 95 in the northbound direction based 

on crash density analysis.  Table 13 identifies the high crash locations in the northbound direction and 

the most common crash types.  

 

Table 13. Interstate 95 Northbound High Crash Locations  

 

Location 

Mile 

Post 

Crash Types 

Figure 

No. Notes 

Rear 

End 

Fixed Object/ 

Ran-Off Road Sideswipe 

NW 30 Street 4.318 x   18 
North of NB 95 
express lanes 
entrance 

NW 34 Street and  
NW 35 Street 

4.586 x  x 18 Off ramp to SR 112/I-
195 

NW 61 Street and  
NW 62 Street 

6.182 x x x 19 Interchange 

NW 77 Terrace and  
NW 80 Street 

7.215 x x x 19 Horizontal curve 

NW 94 Street and  
NW 95 Street 

8.238 x   19 Interchange 

NW 101 Street and  
SR 932/NW 103 Street 

8.743 x x  19 Interchange 

NW 116 Street 9.738 x x  19 NB Off ramp to SR 
924/NW 119 Street 

NW 133 Street and  
SR 916/NW 135 Street 

10.745 x   19 Interchange 

NW 149 Street and  
NW 151 Street 

11.776 x x  20 NB 95 express lanes 
exit 

Note: No sideswipe crashes were listed in 2011-2013 data, possibly due to the use of a new crash report form.  The 
“Other” crash type increased in those years indicating sideswipe crashes are likely listed under “Other” in 2011-
2013.   
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Figure 17. Crash Density Map (2009-2013)
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Figure 21. Crash Density Map (2009-2013)
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Southbound High Crash Locations 

Figures 22 through 26 depict the high crash locations for Interstate 95 in the southbound direction based 

on crash density analysis.  Table 14 identifies high crash locations in the southbound direction and the 

most common crash types. 

 

Table 14. Interstate 95 Southbound High Crash Locations  

 

Location 

Mile 

Post 

Crash Types 

Figure 

No. Notes 

Rear 

End 

Fixed Object/ 

Ran-Off Road Sideswipe 

SR 112/I-195 4.874 x x x 23 Interchange 

NW 62 Street 6.264 x   24 Interchange 

SR 934/NW 79 Street and  

NW 82 Street 
7.304 x x  24 Horizontal curve 

/Interchange 

SR 932/NW 103 Street to  

NW 104 Street 
8.834 x x  24 Interchange 

SR 922/NW 125 Street 10.204 x   24 Interchange 

SR 916/NW 135 Street 10.835 x x  24 Interchange 

NW 151 Street 11.821 x x  25 SB traffic merges 
from Turnpike 

SR 860/NE 183 Street/ 

Miami Gardens Drive 
14.485 x x  26 SB 95 express 

lanes entrance 

NE 203 Street/ 

Ives Dairy Road and  

NE 206 Terrace 

16.670 x   26 Interchange 

NE 211 Terrace and  

NE 212 Street 
17.030 x   26 Interchange 

Note: No sideswipe crashes were listed in 2011-2013 data, possibly due to the use of a new crash report form.  The 
“Other” crash type increased in those years indicating sideswipe crashes are likely listed under “Other” in 2011-
2013.   
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Figure 22. Crash Density Map (2009-2013)
Segment 1 (SB)
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Figure 24. Crash Density Map (2009-2013)
Segment 3  (SB)
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Figure 26. Crash Density Map (2009-2013)
Segment 5  (SB)
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CRASH DATA ANALYSIS FOR INTERCHANGES/ARTERIAL 
INTERSECTIONS 

Crash data for the five (5) most recent years available at the time of the analysis (from January 2009 to 

December 2013) were downloaded from FDOT’s CARS and/or University of Florida’s Signal Four 

Analytics for study interchanges and arterial intersections.  Based on the crash data, crash summaries 

and crash frequency diagrams were developed.  Authorization to perform safety analyses for the GGI 

occurred following the statewide modification to the CARS database system.  Therefore, crash data from 

January 2011 through December 2014 were analyzed for the GGI because the modifications precluded 

the use of crash data from January 2009 to December 2010.  Tables 15 through 33 present the crash 

summaries for respective location.  Detailed crash summaries are included in Appendix B.  Table notes 

are provided to highlight trends.  Geographic information system-based (GIS) crash frequency diagrams 

are included in Appendix D.   

  

Interstate 95 at SR 5/US 1/S Dixie Highway 

Table 15. Interstate 95 at SR 5/US 1/Dixie Highway 

Location 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total 

SR 5/US 1/S Dixie Highway at SW 16 Avenue 42 42 42 59 59 244 

Notes: Rear End crashes (139 – 57%) was the most frequent type of crash and there were 48 (19.7%) 
crashes that occurred under wet/slippery pavement conditions.  
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Interstate 95 at SR 913/SW 26 Road 

Table 16. Interstate 95 at SR 913/SW 26 Road 

Location 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total 

SR 913/SW 26 Road at I-95 SB Off Ramp 6 4 4 3 5 22 

SR 913/SW 26 Road at I-95 NB On Ramp 1 1 6 1 5 14 

SR 913/SW 26 Road at S Miami Avenue 18 11 15 25 41 110 

SR 913/SW 26 Road at Brickell Avenue 12 7 4 13 13 49 

SW 25 Road at I-95 SB Off Ramp 11 12 21 16 13 73 

SW 25 Road at I-95 NB On Ramp 1 3 1 1 0 6 

SW 25 Road at S Miami Avenue 8 5 2 3 4 22 

Total 57 43 53 62 81 296 

Note: Approximately 37% of the crashes at this interchange occurred at SW 26 Road and Miami Avenue.  
 

Interstate 95 at SR 970/Downtown Distributor 

Table 17. Interstate 95 at SR 970/Downtown Distributor 

Call m 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total 

SW 3 Street at S Miami Avenue 4 2 1 0 0 7 

SE 4 Street/SR 970/Downtown Distributor EB Off 
Ramp at Fort Dallas Park Drive 

2 1 0 0 0 3 

SR 970/Downtown Distributor Off Ramp at SE 2 
Avenue 

25 21 32 53 44 175 

SR 970/Downtown Distributor Off Ramp at 
S Miami Avenue  

2 0 0 2 0 4 

SR 970/Downtown Distributor On Ramp at SE 2 
Avenue 

2 0 1 4 3 10 

SW 2 Street at S Miami Avenue 25 6 1 2 2 36 

NB On Ramp at S Miami Avenue 1 0 0 2 0 3 

SE 2 Street at SE 1 Avenue 10 5 5 8 12 40 

SE 2 Street at SE 2 Avenue  15 9 12 18 21 75 

Total 86 44 52 89 82 353 

Note: Approximately 50% of the crashes at this interchange occurred at SR 970 Off-Ramp at SE 2 Avenue. 
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Interstate 95 at NW 2 Street 

Table 18. Interstate 95 at NW 2 Street 

Location 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total 

NW 2 Street at NW 3 Court/SB On Ramp 1 1 1 0 0 3 

NW 2 Street at NW 3 Avenue/Off Ramp 3 2 1 0 0 6 

NW 3 Street at NW 3 Court 0 0 1 0 1 2 

NW 3 Street at NW 3 Avenue 2 2 3 4 0 11 

Total 1 5 6 4 1 22 

 

Interstate 95 at NW 8 Street 

Table 19. Interstate 95 at NW 8 Street 

Location 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total 

I-95 NB Ramp NW 8 Street at  
NW 3 Court/SB Off Ramp 

4 11 4 10 6 35 

I-95 SB Ramp NW 8 Street at  
NW 3 Avenue/NB On Ramp 

9 13 4 7 7 40 

Total 13 24 8 17 13 75 
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Interstate 95 at SR 112/I-195 

Table 20. Interstate 95 at SR 112/I-195 

Location 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total 

I-95 SB On Ramp from EB SR 112/I-195 2 7 1 1 8 19 

I-95 SB On Ramp from WB SR 112/I-195 1 5 3 6 7 22 

I-95 NB Off Ramp to EB SR 112/I-195 8 5 7 2 8 30 

I-95 NB Off Ramp to WB SR 112/I-195 1 1 0 3 0 5 

I-95 NB On Ramp from WB SR 112/I-195 4 0 1 1 1 7 

I-95 NB On Ramp from WB SR 112/I-195 3 1 3 6 3 16 

I-95 SB Off Ramp to EB SR 112/I-195 7 3 5 5 5 25 

I-95 NB On Ramp from NW 10 Avenue 5 1 3 3 5 17 

I-95 NB On Ramp from EB NW 39 Street 4 3 0 0 0 7 

I-95 (express lanes) NB On Ramp from  
EB SR 112/I-195 

2 3 0 1 0 6 

I-95 (express lanes) SB Off Ramp to WB  
SR 112/I-195 

3 0 0 0 0 3 

Total 40 29 23 28 37 157 

 

Interstate 95 at NW 62 Street 

Table 21. Interstate 95 at NW 62 Street 

Location 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total 

NW 62 Street at  
SR 7/NW 7 Avenue/US 441 

35 22 23 22 26 128 

I-95 SB Ramps 6 5 7 5 2 25 

I-95 NB Ramps 6 3 4 3 3 19 

NW 62 Street at NW 2 Avenue 10 12 7 6 4 39 

Total 57 42 41 36 35 211 

Note: Approximately 61% of the crashes at this interchange occurred at NW 62 Street at SR 7/NW 7 
Avenue/US 441. 
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Interstate 95 at NW 69 Street 

Table 22. Interstate 95 at NW 69 Street 

Location 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total 

NW 69 Street at  
NW 6 Avenue/NW 5 Place/Ramps 

6 2 2 2 1 13 

NW 69 Street at  
NW 5 Avenue/NW 4 Court/Ramps 

2 0 0 0 2 4 

Total 8 2 2 2 3 17 

 

Interstate 95 at SR 934/NW 79 Street/NW 82 Street  

Table 23. Interstate 95 at SR 934/NW 79 Street/NW 82 Street  

Location 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total 

SR 934/NW 79 Street at  
SR 7/NW 7 Avenue/US 441 

45 34 29 31 44 183 

SR 934/NW 79 Street at  
SB Ramps/NW 6 Court 

21 12 7 24 20 84 

SR 934/NW 79 Street at  
NB Ramps/NW 6 Avenue 

28 18 28 31 22 127 

NW 82 Street at  
SR 7/NW 7 Avenue/US 441 

15 11 9 17 10 62 

NW 82 Street at  
SB Ramps/NW 6 Court 

6 11 11 10 14 52 

NW 82 Street at 
NB Ramps/NW 6 Avenue 

17 21 24 16 22 100 

Total 132 107 108 129 132 608 

Notes: Approximately 30% of the crashes at this interchange occurred at SR 934/NW 79 Street 
at  SR 7/NW 7 Avenue/US 441 and 21% of the crashes at this interchange occurred at 
SR 934/NW 79 Street at NB Ramps/NW 6th Avenue.   
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Interstate 95 at NW 95 Street  

Table 24. Interstate 95 at NW 95 Street  

Location 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total 

NW 95 Street at  
SR 7/NW 7 Avenue/US 441 

21 27 19 20 29 116 

I-95 SB Ramps 5 5 3 13 16 42 

I-95 NB Ramps 8 9 6 12 21 56 

Total 34 41 28 45 66 214 

Note: Approximately 54% of the crashes at this interchange occurred at NW 95 Street at SR 7/NW 7 
Avenue/US 441. 

 
Interstate 95 at SR 932/NW 103 Street 

Table 25. Interstate 95 at SR 932/NW 103 Street 

Location 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total 

SR 932/NW 103 Street at  
SR 7/NW 7 Avenue/US 441 

18 23 26 19 29 115 

I-95 SB Ramps 5 11 7 7 16 46 

I-95 NB Ramps 7 6 6 4 13 36 

SR 932/NW 103 Street at NW 5 Avenue 2 5 0 3 7 17 

Total 32 45 39 33 65 214 

Note: Approximately 54% of the crashes at this interchange occurred at SR 932/ NW 103 Street at SR 
7/NW 7 Avenue/US 441. 

 
Interstate 95 at SR 924/NW 119 Street 

Table 26. Interstate 95 at SR 924/NW 119 Street 

Location 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total 

SR 924/NW 119 Street at SR 7/ 
NW 7 Avenue/US 441 

20 24 28 29 31 132 

I-95 SB Ramps 1 2 6 4 0 13 

I-95 NB Ramps 4 12 5 7 16 44 

SR 924/NW 119 Street at  
NW 5 Avenue 

5 5 4 3 4 21 

Total 30 43 43 43 51 210 

Note: Approximately 63% of the crashes at this interchange occurred at SR 924/NW 119 Street at 
SR 7/NW 7 Avenue/US 441. 
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Interstate 95 at SR 922/NW 125 Street 

Table 27. Interstate 95 at SR 922/NW 125 Street 

Location 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total 

SR 922/NW 125 Street at  
SR 7/NW 7 Avenue/US 441 

17 20 21 19 14 91 

I-95 SB Ramps 41 37 28 35 34 175 

I-95 NB Ramps 32 34 45 28 35 174 

Total 90 91 94 82 83 440 

Note: Approximately 80% of the crashes at this interchange occurred at the I-95 SB and NB 
Ramps. 

 

Interstate 95 at SR 916/NW 135 Street/Opa Locka Boulevard 

Table 28. Interstate 95 at SR 916/NW 135 Street/Opa Locka Boulevard 

Location 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total 

SR 916/NW 135 Street at  
SR 7/NW 7 Avenue/US 441 

37 34 20 30 21 142 

SR 916/NW 135 Street at  
I-95 SB Ramps 

21 14 17 16 12 80 

SR 916/NW 135 Street at I-95 NB Ramps 22 26 10 17 13 88 

SR 916/Opa Locka Boulevard at  
SR 7/NW 7 Avenue/US 441 

8 11 17 18 25 79 

SR 916/Opa Locka Boulevard at  
I-95 SB Ramps 

18 23 24 23 28 116 

SR 916/Opa Locka Boulevard at  
I-95 NB Ramps 

6 16 20 11 14 67 

Total 112 124 108 115 113 572 

Notes: Approximately 25% of the crashes at the interchange occurred at SR 916/NW 135 Street at SR 
7/NW 7 Avenue and 20% of the crashes at the interchange occurred at SR 916/Opa Locka 
Boulevard at I-95 SB Ramps 
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Interstate 95 at NW 151 Street 

Table 29. Interstate 95 at NW 151 Street 

Location 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total 

NW 151 Street at  
SR 7/NW 7 Avenue/US 441 

6 6 3 12 14 41 

I-95 SB Ramps 7 26 0 0 0 33 

I-95 NB Ramps 6 7 3 4 7 27 

Total 19 39 6 16 21 101 

 

Interstate 95 at Golden Glades Interchange 

Table 30. Interstate 95 at Golden Glades Interchange 

Location 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total 

SR 7/NW 7 Avenue/US 441 at  
Golden Glades Interchange SB Off Ramp 

0 7 2 4 2 15 

SR 7/NW 7 Avenue/US 441 at  
Park and Ride Drive/NW 16000 Block 

4 6 6 2 3 21 

NW 167 Street at NW 2 Avenue 45 34 41 30 55 205 

NW 167 Street at Miami Avenue 14 20 24 23 20 101 

NW 7 Avenue Extension at  
Turnpike NB On-Ramp 

5 5 2 3 1 16 

NW 7 Avenue Extension at  
NW 4 Avenue & NW 171 Street 

2 3 0 1 4 10 

Total 70 75 75 63 85 368 

Notes: Approximately 56% of the crashes at this interchange occurred at NW 167 Street at NW 2 Avenue 
and 27% of the crashes at this interchange occurred at NW 167 Street at Miami Avenue. 

 

The CARS database for this interchange shown in Table 28 was obtained for the years 2011 

through 2014, as opposed to the years for other interchanges in this study (i.e., 2009 through 

2013).  Authorization to perform safety analyses for this location occurred following 

statewide modifications to the CARS database system.  These modifications precluded the 

use of crash date from 2009 through 2010.  
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Table 31. Interstate 95 at Golden Glades Interchange Ramps 

Location 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 

I-95 NB On Ramp from SR 7/NW 7 Ave/US 441 14 19 27 23 83 

I-95 SB On Ramp from US 441/NW 2 Ave 13 19 24 25 81 

I-95 SB On Ramp from GGI Station 2 1 1 0 4 

I-95 SB Off Ramp to Florida Turnpike 15 27 15 30 87 

I-95 SB On Ramp from NW 167 St 21 23 20 33 97 

I-95 SB On Ramp from Florida Turnpike 50 52 43 55 200 

I-95 NB Off Ramp to Florida Turnpike 17 31 51 28 127 

I-95 NB Off Ramp to GGI 8 7 13 9 37 

Total 140 179 194 203 716 

Notes: Approximately 28% of the crashes at this interchange occurred at the I-95 SB On Ramp from the 
Florida Turnpike and 18% of the crashes at this interchange occurred at the I-95 NB Off Ramp to the 
Florida Turnpike. 

 
Interstate 95 at SR 860/NE 183 Street/Miami Gardens Drive 

Table 32. Interstate 95 at SR 860/NE 183 Street/Miami Gardens Drive 

Location 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total 

SR 860/NE 183 Street/ 
Miami Gardens Drive at NE 2 Court 

13 8 16 18 23 78 

I-95 SB Ramps 45 62 57 57 68 289 

I-95 NB Ramps 17 16 22 19 21 95 

Total 75 86 95 94 112 462 

Note: Approximately 63% of the crashes at this interchange occurred at the I-95 SB Ramps.   

 

Interstate 95 at NE 203 Street/Ives Dairy Road 

Table 33. Interstate 95 at NE 203 Street/Ives Dairy Road 

Location 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total 

NE 203 Street/Ives Dairy Road at  
NE 16 Avenue 

2 6 2 1 2 13 

I-95 SB Ramps 26 28 22 26 27 129 

I-95 NB Ramps 12 22 12 24 16 86 

NE 203 Street/Ives Dairy Road at Highland 
Lakes Boulevard 

29 39 15 10 15 108 

Total 69 95 51 61 60 336 

Notes: Approximately 39% of the crashes at this interchange occurred at the I-95 SB Ramps and 
32% of the crashes at this interchange occurred at NE 203 Street/Ives Dairy Road at Highland 
Lakes Boulevard.  
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RECOMMENDATIONS 

Preliminary recommendations were developed based on evaluation of crash data, crash density maps, 

information gathered through field reviews and aerial photography.  Tables 34 and 35 identify crash 

patterns and potential countermeasures for the Interstate 95 mainline in the northbound and southbound 

direction, respectively.  Note that approximately 6.8% of Interstate 95 mainline crashes were coded as 

angle crashes.  Therefore, a recommendation is to review police reports and to determine if these crashes 

should be recoded.  CARS data did not identify any sideswipe crashes for years 2011 through 2013.  A 

review of crashes coded as “Other” may be necessary to identify sideswipe crashes.  Approximately 

1.78% were involved in alcohol and/or drug related crashes along Interstate 95 mainline.  

 

Tables 36 and 37 identify crash patterns and potential countermeasures for ramp terminal intersections 

and other arterial intersections.  Intersections are listed only if there are recommended countermeasures 

to address identifiable crash patterns.  Please note the statewide average for all roadways for 

dark/dawn/dusk conditions is 31% and wet/slippery pavement conditions is 17%.  Appendix B provides 

detailed crash data summary sheets.  
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Table 34. Interstate 95 Mainline Northbound Recommendations 

Location/ 
Crash Type 
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Countermeasures 

Rear End x x x x x x x x x 
- Conduct an analysis on sight distance issues at vertical curves 
- Utilize dynamic message sign to inform current condition 

Fixed Object/ 
Ran-Off Road 

    x x   x x   x 
- Install crash cushion devices and object markers 
- Widen shoulder to increase recovery area 

- Increase enforcement of speeding 

Sideswipe   x x x           

- Install sturdier breakway features to the current delineators to separate 
express lanes and general purpose lanes to prevent illegal entry/exit to 
express lanes from general purpose lanes  
- Verify adequacy and visibility of advance guide signs 

Dark 
Conditions 

x x         x     
- Conduct a lighting assessment to determine lighting 
- Provide raised markers on lane lines and edge lines 
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Table 35. Interstate 95 Mainline Southbound Recommendations 

Location/ 
Crash Type 

S
R

 1
12

/I-
19

5 

N
W

 6
2 

S
tr

ee
t 

an
d

  
N

W
 6

3 
S

tr
ee

t 

N
W

 7
9 

S
tr

ee
t 

an
d

  
N

W
 8

1 
S

tr
ee

t 

N
W

 8
3 

S
tr

ee
t 

N
W

 1
03

 S
tr

ee
t 

to
  

N
W

 1
04

 S
tr

ee
t 

N
W

 1
25

 S
tr

ee
t 

to
  

N
W

 1
26

 S
tr

ee
t 

N
W

 1
35

 S
tr

ee
t 

N
W

 1
51

 S
tr

ee
t 

 S
R

 8
60

/N
E

 1
83

 S
tr

ee
t/

 
M

ia
m

i G
ar

d
en

s 
D

ri
ve

 

N
E

 2
03

 S
tr

ee
t/

Iv
es

 
D

ai
ry

 R
o

ad
 a

n
d

  
N

E
 2

06
 T

er
ra

ce
 

N
E

 2
11

 T
er

ra
ce

 a
n

d
  

N
E

 2
12

 S
tr

ee
t 

Countermeasures 

Rear End x x x x x x x x x x x 
- Conduct a sight distance analysis at vertical curves 
- Utilize dynamic message sign to inform current condition 

Fixed Object/ 
Ran-Off Road 

x   x x x   x x x     
- Install crash cushion devices and object markers 
- Widen shoulder to increase recovery area 
- Increase enforcement of speeding 

Sideswipe x                     

- Install sturdier breakway features to the current delineators to 
separate express lanes and general purpose lanes to prevent 
illegal entry/exit to express lanes from general purpose lanes  
- Verify adequacy and visibility of advance guide signs 

Dark 
Conditions 

      x   x     x     
- Conduct a lighting assessment to determine lighting 
- Provide raised markers on lane lines and edge lines 
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Table 36. Recommendations for Interstate 95 Ramp Terminal Intersections  
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Table 37. Recommendations for Arterial Intersections 
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CRASH ANALYSIS FOR INTERSTATE 95 MAINLINE 

Interstate Mainline (NB) 
Crash Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total Average Percent 

Rear End(1) 408 481 461 472 517 2339 467.80 49.8% 
Head On 4 10 4 3 4 25 5.00 0.5% 
Angle(2) 68 121 68 88 64 409 81.80 8.7% 
Left Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Right Turn 0 0 0 1 1 2 0.40 0.0% 
Sideswipe(3) 135 184 0 0 0 319 63.80 6.8% 
Backed Into 0 2 0 1 0 3 0.60 0.1% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 2 1 4 1 8 1.60 0.2% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 0 0 2 1 2 5 1.00 0.1% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Fixed Object(1) 147 144 125 125 154 695 139.00 14.8% 
Ran Off Road 3 1 0 1 2 7 1.40 0.1% 
Overturned 3 10 7 6 4 30 6.00 0.6% 
Other(1) 76 121 187 226 247 857 171.40 18.2% 
Total Crashes 844 1076 855 928 996 4699 939.80 100.0% 

PDO Crashes 468 574 431 526 581 2580 516.00 54.9% 
Fatal Crashes(4) 1 4 6 1 5 17 3.40 0.4% 
Injury Crashes(4) 375 498 418 401 410 2102 420.40 44.7% 
Daylight 544 724 559 630 627 3084 616.80 65.6% 
Dusk(5) 9 10 27 30 40 116 23.20 2.5% 
Dawn(5) 6 8 8 17 16 55 11.00 1.2% 
Dark(5) 285 334 261 250 311 1441 288.20 30.7% 
Unknown 0 0 0 1 2 3 0.60 0.1% 
Dry 692 856 700 706 744 3698 739.60 78.7% 
Wet(6) 151 216 155 222 252 996 199.20 21.2% 
Others 1 4 0 0 0 5 1.00 0.1% 

Source: FDOT CARS Data Base.  
(1)Rear End crashes (2,339 – 49.8%) was the highest type of crash. Fixed object (695 – 14.8%) and 
other crashes (857 – 18.2%) were also among the highest type of crash. 
(2)Review police reports of angle crashes and recode crash types. 
(3)No sideswipe crashes were listed in 2011-2013 data, possibly due to the use of new crash report 
form. The “Other” crash type increases in those years suggesting sideswipe crashes are likely listed 
under “Other” in 2011-2013.   
(4)There were 17 (0.4%) fatality type crashes. There were 2,102 (44.7%) injury type crashes. 
(5)There were 1,612 (34.1%) crashes reported during dark/dawn/dusk conditions, which is higher than 
the statewide average for all roadways of 31%. 
(6)There were 996 (21.2%) crashes that occurred under wet/slippery pavement conditions, which is 
higher than the average for all roadways of 17%.   
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Interstate Mainline (SB) 
Crash Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total Average Percent 

Rear End(1) 398 598 523 563 656 2738 547.60 54.3% 
Head On 1 25 3 9 6 44 8.80 0.9% 
Angle(2) 71 96 60 54 58 339 67.80 6.7% 
Left Turn 0 0 0 3 1 4 0.80 0.1% 
Right Turn 0 0 0 0 1 1 0.20 0.0% 
Sideswipe(3) 132 196 0 0 0 328 65.60 6.5% 
Backed Into 2 1 1 1 1 6 1.20 0.1% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 2 6 3 2 0 13 2.60 0.3% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 0 1 1 2 3 7 1.40 0.1% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Fixed Object(1) 101 138 118 102 130 589 117.80 11.7% 
Ran Off Road 2 1 1 1 0 5 1.00 0.1% 
Overturned 4 6 5 4 5 24 4.80 0.5% 
Other(1) 80 113 190 266 292 941 188.20 18.7% 
Total Crashes 793 1181 905 1007 1153 5039 1007.80 100.0% 

PDO Crashes 427 612 463 605 727 2834 566.80 56.2% 
Fatal Crashes(4) 4 4 2 1 5 16 3.20 0.3% 
Injury Crashes(4) 362 565 440 401 421 2189 437.80 43.4% 
Daylight 499 796 641 725 805 3466 693.20 68.8% 
Dusk(5) 11 11 19 22 35 98 19.60 1.9% 
Dawn(5) 2 11 8 16 20 57 11.40 1.1% 
Dark(5) 281 363 237 242 293 1416 283.20 28.1% 
Unknown 0 0 0 2 0 2 0.40 0.0% 
Dry 667 980 749 805 903 4104 820.80 81.4% 
Wet(6) 126 199 156 202 250 933 186.60 18.5% 
Others 0 2 0 0 0 2 0.40 0.0% 

Source: FDOT CARS Data Base.  
(1)Rear End crashes (2,738 – 54.3%) was the highest type of crash. Fixed Object (589 – 11.7%) and 
other crashes (941 – 18.7%) were also among the highest type of crash. 
(2)Review police reports of angle crashes and recode crash types. 
(3)No sideswipe crashes were listed in 2011-2013 data, possibly due to the use of new crash report 
form. The “Other” crash type increases in those years suggesting sideswipe crashes are likely listed 
under “Other” in 2011-2013.   
(4) There were 16 (0.3%) fatality type crashes. There were 2,189 (43.4%) injury type crashes. 
(5)There were 1,571 (31.1%) crashes reported during dark/dawn/dusk conditions, which is higher than 
the statewide average for all roadways of 31%. 
(6)There were 933 (18.5%) crashes that occurred under wet/slippery pavement conditions, which is 
higher than the average for all roadways of 17%.   
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Interstate Mainline (All Crashes) 
Crash Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total Average Percent 

Rear End(1) 814 1082 999 1051 1184 5130 1026.00 45.7% 
Head On 5 35 7 12 10 69 13.80 0.6% 
Angle(2) 139 218 133 148 124 762 152.40 6.8% 
Left Turn 0 0 0 3 1 4 0.80 0.0% 
Right Turn 0 0 0 1 2 3 0.60 0.0% 
Sideswipe(3) 268 381 0 0 0 649 129.80 5.8% 
Backed Into 2 3 1 2 1 9 1.80 0.1% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 2 9 4 6 1 22 4.40 0.2% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 2 1 3 3 5 14 2.80 0.1% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Fixed Object(1) 251 283 248 234 287 1303 260.60 11.6% 
Ran Off Road 5 2 1 2 3 13 2.60 0.1% 
Overturned 8 17 12 12 9 58 11.60 0.5% 
Other(1) 158 267 832 935 1005 3197 639.40 28.5% 
Total Crashes 1654 2298 2240 2409 2632 11233 2246.60 100.0% 

PDO Crashes 904 1211 1253 1506 1691 6565 1313.00 58.4% 
Fatal Crashes(3) 5 9 9 3 12 38 7.60 0.3% 
Injury Crashes(3) 745 1078 978 900 929 4630 926.00 41.2% 
Daylight 1054 1539 1489 1620 1692 7394 1478.80 65.8% 
Dusk(4) 20 22 52 67 89 250 50.00 2.2% 
Dawn(4) 8 19 26 39 46 138 27.60 1.2% 
Dark(4) 572 718 673 678 801 3442 688.40 30.6% 
Unknown 0 0 0 5 4 9 1.80 0.1% 
Dry 1373 1869 1851 1888 2015 8996 1799.20 80.1% 
Wet(5) 280 423 389 519 616 2227 445.40 19.8% 
Others 1 6 0 2 1 10 2.00 0.1% 

Source: FDOT CARS Data Base.  
(1)Rear End crashes (5,130 – 45.7%) was the highest type of crash. Other crashes (3,197 – 28.5%) 
and fixed object (1,303 – 11.6%) were also among the highest type of crash. 
(2)Review police reports of angle crashes and recode crash types. 
(3)No sideswipe crashes were listed in 2011-2013 data, possibly due to the use of new crash report 
form. The “Other” crash type increases in those years suggesting sideswipe crashes are likely listed 
under “Other” in 2011-2013.   
(4) There were 38 (0.3%) fatality type crashes. There were 4,630 (41.2%) injury type crashes. 
(5)There were 3,830 (34%) crashes reported during dark/dawn/dusk conditions, which is higher than 
the statewide average for all roadways of 31%. 
(6)There were 2,227 (19.8%) crashes that occurred under wet/slippery pavement conditions, which 
is higher than the average for all roadways of 17%.   

 

Appendix Page 2556 of 7765



 

 
 

     B 4 
   

CRASH ANALYSIS FOR INTERCHANGES/ARTERIAL 
INTERSECTIONS 

Interstate 95 at SR 5/US-1/S Dixie Highway 
Crash Analysis – SR 5/US-1/S Dixie Highway at SW 16 Avenue 

Crash Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total Average Percent 

Rear End(1) 25 22 21 38 33 139 27.80 57.0% 
Head On 4 2 0 0 0 6 1.20 2.5% 
Angle(2) 7 6 4 5 4 26 5.20 10.7% 
Left Turn 0 0 3 0 3 6 1.20 2.5% 
Right Turn 0 1 0 1 0 2 0.40 0.8% 
Sideswipe 1 5 0 0 0 6 1.20 2.5% 
Backed Into 0 0 0 1 0 1 0.20 0.4% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 0 1 0 1 2 0.40 0.8% 
Fixed Object 0 1 4 3 0 8 1.60 3.3% 
Ran Off Road 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Overturned 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Other(1) 5 5 9 11 18 48 9.60 19.7% 
Total Crashes 42 42 42 59 59 244 48.80 100.0% 

PDO Crashes 38 30 33 49 48 198 39.60 81.1% 
Fatal Crashes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Injury Crashes(2) 4 12 9 10 11 46 9.20 18.9% 
Daylight 37 36 28 44 43 188 37.60 77.0% 
Dusk(3) 0 0 2 1 1 4 0.80 1.6% 
Dawn(3) 0 0 2 0 1 3 0.60 1.2% 
Dark(3) 5 6 10 14 14 49 9.80 20.1% 
Unknown 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dry 32 34 31 47 49 193 38.60 79.1% 
Wet(4) 9 6 11 12 10 48 9.60 19.7% 
Others 1 2 0 0 0 3 0.60 1.2% 

Source: FDOT CARS Data Base.  
(1)Rear End crashes (139 – 57%) was the highest type of crash. Other crashes (48 – 19.7%) 
and angle crashes (26 – 10.7%) were also among the highest type of crash. 
(2)There were 46 (18.9%) injury type crashes. 
(3)There were 56 (22.9%) crashes reported during dark/dawn/dusk conditions, which is lower 
than the statewide average for all roadways of 31%. 
(4)There were 48 (19.7%) crashes that occurred under wet/slippery pavement conditions, which 
is more than the average for all roadways of 17%.   
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Interstate 95 at SR 913/SW 26 Road/SW 25 Road 
Crash Analysis – SR 913/SW 26 Road at I-95 SB Off Ramp  

Crash Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total Average Percent 

Rear End 1 1 0 1 0 3 0.60 13.6% 
Head On 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Angle 3 1 0 0 0 4 0.80 18.2% 
Left Turn 0 0 2 0 0 2 0.40 9.1% 
Right Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Sideswipe 0 1 0 0 0 1 0.20 4.5% 
Backed Into 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 0 0 1 0 1 0.20 4.5% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Fixed Object 2 0 0 1 1 4 0.80 18.2% 
Ran Off Road 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Overturned 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Other 0 1 2 0 4 7 1.40 31.8% 
Total Crashes 6 4 4 3 5 22 4.40 100.0% 

PDO Crashes 5 3 3 3 5 19 3.80 86.4% 
Fatal Crashes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Injury Crashes 1 1 1 0 0 3 0.60 13.6% 
Daylight 3 3 4 2 4 16 3.20 72.7% 
Dusk 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dawn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dark 3 1 0 1 1 6 1.20 27.3% 
Unknown 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dry 6 4 4 1 4 19 3.80 86.4% 
Wet 0 0 0 2 1 3 0.60 13.6% 
Others 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 

Source: FDOT CARS Data Base.  
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Crash Analysis – SR 913/SW 26 Road at I-95 NB On Ramp 

Crash Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total Average Percent 

Rear End 0 1 1 1 2 5 1.00 35.7% 
Head On 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Angle 1 0 1 0 0 2 0.40 14.3% 
Left Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Right Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Sideswipe 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Backed Into 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Fixed Object 0 0 2 0 0 2 0.40 14.3% 
Ran Off Road 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Overturned 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Other 0 0 2 0 3 5 1.00 35.7% 
Total Crashes 1 1 6 1 5 14 2.80 100.0% 

PDO Crashes 1 1 6 1 3 12 2.40 85.7% 
Fatal Crashes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Injury Crashes 0 0 0 0 2 2 0.40 14.3% 
Daylight 1 1 6 1 3 12 2.40 85.7% 
Dusk 0 0 0 0 1 1 0.20 7.1% 
Dawn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dark 0 0 0 0 1 1 0.20 7.1% 
Unknown 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dry 1 1 4 0 4 10 2.00 71.4% 
Wet 0 0 2 1 1 4 0.80 28.6% 
Others 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 

Source: FDOT CARS Data Base.  
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Crash Analysis – SR 913/SW 26 Road at Miami Avenue 

Crash Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total Average Percent 

Rear End(1) 2 2 7 11 16 38 7.60 34.5% 
Head On 1 2 1 2 3 9 1.80 8.2% 
Angle(1) 6 1 3 5 11 26 5.20 23.6% 
Left Turn 1 2 2 2 2 9 1.80 8.2% 
Right Turn 1 0 0 0 1 2 0.40 1.8% 
Sideswipe 4 3 0 0 1 8 1.60 7.3% 
Backed Into 1 0 0 0 0 1 0.20 0.9% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Fixed Object 1 0 0 0 0 1 0.20 0.9% 
Ran Off Road 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Overturned 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Other 1 1 2 5 7 16 3.20 14.5% 
Total Crashes(2) 18 11 15 25 41 110 22.00 100.0% 

PDO Crashes 14 9 13 20 36 92 18.40 83.6% 
Fatal Crashes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Injury Crashes(3) 4 2 2 5 5 18 3.60 16.4% 
Daylight 15 8 11 17 28 79 15.80 71.8% 
Dusk 0 0 1 0 0 1 0.20 0.9% 
Dawn 0 1 0 0 0 1 0.20 0.9% 
Dark 3 2 3 7 13 28 5.60 25.5% 
Unknown 0 0 0 1 0 1 0.20 0.9% 
Dry 16 11 13 22 36 98 19.60 89.1% 
Wet 1 0 1 2 5 9 1.80 8.2% 
Others 1 0 1 1 0 3 0.60 2.7% 

Sources: FDOT CARS Database and Signal Four Analytics. 
 (1)Rear End crashes (38 – 34.5%) was the highest types of crash. Angle crashes (26 – 23.6%) was 
also among the highest type of crash. 
(2)There were 41 crashes reported in year 2013, which is a significant difference from the crashes 
reported in other years. 
(3)There were 18 (16.4%) injury type crashes. 
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Crash Analysis – SR 913/SW 26 Road at Brickell Avenue/ US 1/ SR 5/S Dixie Highway 

Crash Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total Average Percent 

Rear End 2 1 2 5 2 12 2.40 24.5% 
Head On 2 0 0 1 1 4 0.80 8.2% 
Angle 2 1 1 1 4 9 1.80 18.4% 
Left Turn 2 1 1 0 0 4 0.80 8.2% 
Right Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Sideswipe 2 0 0 0 0 2 0.40 4.1% 
Backed Into 0 0 0 0 1 1 0.20 2.0% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 0 0 0 0 1 1 0.20 2.0% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 1 0 1 0 2 0.40 4.1% 
Fixed Object 0 1 0 0 1 2 0.40 4.1% 
Ran Off Road 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Overturned 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Other(1) 2 2 0 5 3 12 2.40 24.5% 
Total Crashes 12 7 4 13 13 49 9.80 100.0% 

PDO Crashes 9 5 4 10 10 38 7.60 77.6% 
Fatal Crashes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Injury Crashes(2) 3 2 0 3 3 11 2.20 22.4% 
Daylight 9 5 3 10 8 35 7.00 71.4% 
Dusk 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dawn 0 0 0 0 1 1 0.20 2.0% 
Dark 3 2 1 3 4 13 2.60 26.5% 
Unknown 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dry 10 6 4 11 13 44 8.80 89.8% 
Wet 2 1 0 2 0 5 1.00 10.2% 
Others 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 

Source: FDOT CARS Data Base.  
(1)Other crashes (12 – 24.5%) was the highest type of crash.  
(2)There were 11 (22.4%) injury type crashes. 
(3)There were 14 (28.5%) crashes reported during dark/dawn conditions, which is lower than the 
statewide average for all roadways of 31%. 
(4)There were 5 (10.2%) crashes that occurred under wet/slippery pavement conditions, which is lower 
than the average for all roadways of 17%.   
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Crash Analysis – SW 25 Road at I-95 SB Off Ramp 

Crash Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total Average Percent 

Rear End 0 1 2 3 5 11 2.20 15.1% 
Head On 1 0 0 0 0 1 0.20 1.4% 
Angle(1) 4 7 9 5 3 28 5.60 38.4% 
Left Turn 0 0 4 2 2 8 1.60 11.0% 
Right Turn 0 0 0 1 0 1 0.20 1.4% 
Sideswipe 5 0 0 0 0 5 1.00 6.8% 
Backed Into 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Fixed Object 0 1 0 0 0 1 0.20 1.4% 
Ran Off Road 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Overturned 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Other(1) 1 3 6 5 3 18 3.60 24.7% 
Total Crashes 11 12 21 16 13 73 14.60 100.0% 

PDO Crashes 9 9 17 13 12 60 12.00 82.2% 
Fatal Crashes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Injury Crashes(2) 2 3 4 3 1 13 2.60 17.8% 
Daylight 10 6 15 13 9 53 10.60 72.6% 
Dusk 0 0 0 0 1 1 0.20 1.4% 
Dawn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dark 1 6 6 3 3 19 3.80 26.0% 
Unknown 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dry 9 11 19 16 10 65 13.00 89.0% 
Wet 2 1 2 0 3 8 1.60 11.0% 
Others 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 

Source: FDOT CARS Data Base.  
(1)Angle crashes (28 – 38.4%) was the highest types of crash. Other crashes (18 – 24.7%) was also 
among the highest type of crash. 
(2)There were 13 (17.8%) injury type crashes. 
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Crash Analysis – SW 25 Road at I-95 NB On Ramp 

Crash Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total Average Percent 

Rear End 1 0 1 0 0 2 0.40 33.3% 
Head On 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Angle 0 1 0 0 0 1 0.20 16.7% 
Left Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Right Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Sideswipe 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Backed Into 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Fixed Object 0 2 0 0 0 2 0.40 33.3% 
Ran Off Road 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Overturned 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Other 0 0 0 1 0 1 0.20 16.7% 
Total Crashes 1 3 1 1 0 6 1.20 100.0% 

PDO Crashes 1 3 1 0 0 5 1.00 83.3% 
Fatal Crashes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Injury Crashes 0 0 0 1 0 1 0.20 16.7% 
Daylight 1 3 1 1 0 6 1.20 100.0% 
Dusk 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dawn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dark 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Unknown 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dry 1 1 0 1 0 3 0.60 50.0% 
Wet 0 2 1 0 0 3 0.60 50.0% 
Others 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 

Source: FDOT CARS Data Base.  
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Crash Analysis – SW 25 Road at S Miami Avenue 

Crash Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total Average Percent 

Rear End 0 1 1 1 2 5 1.00 22.7% 
Head On 3 1 0 0 1 5 1.00 22.7% 
Angle 0 1 0 0 0 1 0.20 4.5% 
Left Turn 1 0 0 0 0 1 0.20 4.5% 
Right Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Sideswipe 0 0 1 2 0 3 0.60 13.6% 
Backed Into 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Fixed Object 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Ran Off Road 0 0 0 0 1 1 0.20 4.5% 
Overturned 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Other 4 2 0 0 0 6 1.20 27.3% 
Total Crashes 8 5 2 3 4 22 4.40 100.0% 

PDO Crashes 8 4 2 3 4 21 4.20 95.5% 
Fatal Crashes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Injury Crashes 0 1 0 0 0 1 0.20 4.5% 
Daylight 8 2 2 3 2 17 3.40 77.3% 
Dusk 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dawn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dark 0 2 0 0 2 4 0.80 18.2% 
Unknown 0 1 0 0 0 1 0.20 4.5% 
Dry 6 3 2 0 3 14 2.80 63.6% 
Wet 2 2 0 3 1 8 1.60 36.4% 
Others 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 

Sources: FDOT CARS Database and Signal Four Analytics. 
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Interstate 95 at SR 970/Downtown Distributor 
Crash Analysis – SW 3 Street at Miami Avenue 
 

Crash Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total Average Percent 

Rear End 1 1 0 0 0 2 0.40 28.6% 
Head On 1 0 0 0 0 1 0.20 14.3% 
Angle 1 0 0 0 0 1 0.20 14.3% 
Left Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Right Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Sideswipe 1 0 1 0 0 2 0.40 28.6% 
Backed Into 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Fixed Object 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Ran Off Road 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Overturned 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Other 0 1 0 0 0 1 0.20 14.3% 
Total Crashes 4 2 1 0 0 7 1.40 100.0% 

PDO Crashes 4 2 1 0 0 7 1.40 100.0% 
Fatal Crashes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Injury Crashes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Daylight 4 1 1 0 0 6 1.20 85.7% 
Dusk 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dawn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dark 0 1 0 0 0 1 0.20 14.3% 
Unknown 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dry 4 2 1 0 0 7 1.40 100.0% 
Wet 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Others 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 

Source: FDOT CARS Data Base.  
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Crash Analysis – SE 4 Street/SR 970/Downtown Distributor EB Off Ramp at Fort Dallas Park Drive 

Crash Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total Average Percent 

Rear End 0 1 0 0 0 1 0.20 33.3% 
Head On 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Angle 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Left Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Right Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Sideswipe 1 0 0 0 0 1 0.20 33.3% 
Backed Into 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Fixed Object 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Ran Off Road 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Overturned 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Other 1 0 0 0 0 1 0.20 33.3% 
Total Crashes 2 1 0 0 0 3 0.60 100.0% 

PDO Crashes 2 1 0 0 0 3 0.60 100.0% 
Fatal Crashes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Injury Crashes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Daylight 2 1 0 0 0 3 0.60 100.0% 
Dusk 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dawn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dark 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Unknown 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dry 2 1 0 0 0 3 0.60 100.0% 
Wet 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Others 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 

Source: FDOT CARS Data Base.  
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Crash Analysis – SR 970/Downtown Distributor Off Ramp at SE 2 Avenue 

Crash Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total Average Percent 

Rear End 2 1 3 13 6 25 5.00 14.3% 
Head On 0 0 1 0 1 2 0.40 1.1% 
Angle(1) 4 3 11 17 12 47 9.40 26.9% 
Left Turn 1 0 1 6 1 9 1.80 5.1% 
Right Turn(1) 1 2 3 3 6 15 3.00 8.6% 
Sideswipe(1) 8 9 0 0 0 17 3.40 9.7% 
Backed Into 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 1 0 0 0 0 1 0.20 0.6% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 1 0 0 0 1 0.20 0.6% 
Fixed Object 0 0 0 1 1 2 0.40 1.1% 
Ran Off Road 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Overturned 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Other(1) 8 5 13 13 17 56 11.20 32.0% 
Total Crashes 25 21 32 53 44 175 35.00 100.0% 

PDO Crashes 21 18 27 44 39 149 29.80 85.1% 
Fatal Crashes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Injury Crashes(2) 4 3 5 9 5 26 5.20 14.9% 
Daylight 18 14 21 29 19 101 20.20 57.7% 
Dusk(3) 1 0 1 2 2 6 1.20 3.4% 
Dawn(3) 0 0 0 1 2 3 0.60 1.7% 
Dark(3) 4 6 10 21 19 60 12.00 34.3% 
Unknown 2 1 0 0 2 5 1.00 2.9% 
Dry 21 19 27 46 40 153 30.60 87.4% 
Wet 2 1 5 7 2 17 3.40 9.7% 
Others 2 1 0 0 2 5 1.00 2.9% 

Source: Signal Four Analytics.  
 (1)Other crashes (56 – 32%) was the highest types of crash. Angle crashes (47 – 26.9%), Right Turn 
crashes (15 – 8.6%), and Sideswipe crashes (17 – 9.7%) were also among the highest type of crash. 
(2)There were 26 (14.9%) injury type crashes. 
(3)There were 69 (39.4%) crashes reported during dark/dawn/dusk conditions, which is higher than 
the statewide average for all roadways of 31%. 
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Crash Analysis – SR 970/Downtown Distributor Off Ramp at Miami Avenue  

Crash Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total Average Percent 

Rear End 0 0 0 1 0 1 0.20 25.0% 
Head On 1 0 0 0 0 1 0.20 25.0% 
Angle 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Left Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Right Turn 1 0 0 0 0 1 0.20 25.0% 
Sideswipe 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Backed Into 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Fixed Object 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Ran Off Road 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Overturned 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Other 0 0 0 1 0 1 0.20 25.0% 
Total Crashes 2 0 0 2 0 4 0.80 100.0% 

PDO Crashes 1 0 0 2 0 3 0.60 75.0% 
Fatal Crashes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Injury Crashes 1 0 0 0 0 1 0.20 25.0% 
Daylight 1 0 0 2 0 3 0.60 75.0% 
Dusk 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dawn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dark 1 0 0 0 0 1 0.20 25.0% 
Unknown 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dry 2 0 0 2 0 4 0.80 100.0% 
Wet 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Others 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 

Source: Signal Four Analytics.  

Appendix Page 2568 of 7765



 

 
 

     B 16 
   

Crash Analysis – SR 970/Downtown Distributor On Ramp at SE 2 Avenue 

Crash Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total Average Percent 

Rear End 1 0 0 1 1 3 0.60 30.0% 
Head On 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Angle 0 0 0 1 0 1 0.20 10.0% 
Left Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Right Turn 0 0 0 0 1 1 0.20 10.0% 
Sideswipe 1 0 0 0 0 1 0.20 10.0% 
Backed Into 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 0 0 1 0 1 0.20 10.0% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Fixed Object 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Ran Off Road 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Overturned 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Other 0 0 1 1 1 3 0.60 30.0% 
Total Crashes 2 0 1 4 3 10 2.00 100.0% 

PDO Crashes 2 0 1 3 3 9 1.80 90.0% 
Fatal Crashes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Injury Crashes 0 0 0 1 0 1 0.20 10.0% 
Daylight 0 0 1 2 2 5 1.00 50.0% 
Dusk 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dawn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dark 2 0 0 2 1 5 1.00 50.0% 
Unknown 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dry 2 0 1 4 3 10 2.00 100.0% 
Wet 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Others 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 

Source: FDOT CARS Data Base.  
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Crash Analysis – SW 2 Street at Miami Avenue  

Crash Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total Average Percent 

Rear End 3 0 0 0 0 3 0.60 8.3% 
Head On 3 0 0 0 0 3 0.60 8.3% 
Angle(1) 9 2 1 1 1 14 2.80 38.9% 
Left Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Right Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Sideswipe 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Backed Into 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Fixed Object 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Ran Off Road 0 1 0 0 0 1 0.20 2.8% 
Overturned 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Other(1) 10 3 0 1 1 15 3.00 41.7% 
Total Crashes(2) 25 6 1 2 2 36 7.20 100.0% 

PDO Crashes 16 3 1 2 2 24 4.80 66.7% 
Fatal Crashes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Injury Crashes(3) 9 3 0 0 0 12 2.40 33.3% 
Daylight 19 4 1 2 1 27 5.40 75.0% 
Dusk 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dawn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dark(4) 5 2 0 0 1 8 1.60 22.2% 
Unknown 1 0 0 0 0 1 0.20 2.8% 
Dry 24 3 1 2 2 32 6.40 88.9% 
Wet(5) 1 3 0 0 0 4 0.80 11.1% 
Others 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 

Source: Signal Four Analytics. 
 (1)Other crashes (15 – 41.7%) was the highest types of crash. Angle crashes (14 – 38.9%) was also 
among the highest type of crash. 
(2)There were 25 crashes reported in year 2009, which is a significant difference from the crashes in 
other years. 
(3)There were 12 (33.3%) injury type crashes. 
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Crash Analysis – NB On-Ramp at Miami Avenue 

Crash Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total Average Percent 

Rear End 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Head On 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Angle 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Left Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Right Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Sideswipe 0 0 0 1 0 1 0.20 33.3% 
Backed Into 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Fixed Object 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Ran Off Road 0 0 0 1 0 1 0.20 33.3% 
Overturned 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Other 1 0 0 0 0 1 0.20 33.3% 
Total Crashes 1 0 0 2 0 3 0.60 100.0% 

PDO Crashes 1 0 0 2 0 3 0.60 100.0% 
Fatal Crashes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Injury Crashes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Daylight 0 0 0 1 0 1 0.20 33.3% 
Dusk 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dawn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dark 1 0 0 1 0 2 0.40 66.7% 
Unknown 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dry 1 0 0 1 0 2 0.40 66.7% 
Wet 0 0 0 1 0 1 0.20 33.3% 
Others 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 

Source: Signal Four Analytics. 
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Crash Analysis – SE 2 Street at SE 1 Avenue 

Crash Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total Average Percent 

Rear End 5 0 0 1 0 6 1.20 15.0% 
Head On 1 1 0 1 0 3 0.60 7.5% 
Angle 1 1 1 0 3 6 1.20 15.0% 
Left Turn 0 0 1 1 0 2 0.40 5.0% 
Right Turn 0 1 0 0 0 1 0.20 2.5% 
Sideswipe 1 0 2 2 3 8 1.60 20.0% 
Backed Into 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 0 0 1 0 0 1 0.20 2.5% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 1 0 0 0 1 0.20 2.5% 
Fixed Object 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Ran Off Road 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Overturned 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Other 2 1 0 3 6 12 2.40 30.0% 
Total Crashes 10 5 5 8 12 40 8.00 100.0% 

PDO Crashes 8 3 4 8 10 33 6.60 82.5% 
Fatal Crashes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Injury Crashes 2 2 1 0 2 7 1.40 17.5% 
Daylight 6 2 4 7 8 27 5.40 67.5% 
Dusk 0 1 0 0 1 2 0.40 5.0% 
Dawn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dark 4 1 1 1 3 10 2.00 25.0% 
Unknown 0 1 0 0 0 1 0.20 2.5% 
Dry 8 4 4 8 10 34 6.80 85.0% 
Wet(4) 2 0 1 0 2 5 1.00 12.5% 
Others 0 1 0 0 0 1 0.20 2.5% 

Source: Signal Four Analytics. 
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Crash Analysis – SE 2 Street at SE 2 Avenue 

Crash Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total Average Percent 

Rear End 4 1 4 2 4 15 3.00 20.0% 
Head On 0 0 1 0 1 2 0.40 2.7% 
Angle(1) 4 2 2 7 5 20 4.00 26.7% 
Left Turn 0 1 1 2 1 5 1.00 6.7% 
Right Turn 0 1 0 0 0 1 0.20 1.3% 
Sideswipe 4 2 0 0 0 6 1.20 8.0% 
Backed Into 0 0 1 0 0 1 0.20 1.3% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 0 0 1 0 1 0.20 1.3% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Fixed Object 0 0 0 0 1 1 0.20 1.3% 
Ran Off Road 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Overturned 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Other(1) 3 2 3 6 9 23 4.60 30.7% 
Total Crashes 15 9 12 18 21 75 15.00 100.0% 

PDO Crashes 13 9 10 17 17 66 13.20 88.0% 
Fatal Crashes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Injury Crashes 2 0 2 1 4 9 1.80 12.0% 
Daylight 8 5 10 12 11 46 9.20 61.3% 
Dusk 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dawn(2) 0 0 0 0 1 1 0.20 1.3% 
Dark(2) 5 4 2 6 9 26 5.20 34.7% 
Unknown 2 0 0 0 0 2 0.40 2.7% 
Dry 12 9 11 18 21 71 14.20 94.7% 
Wet 2 0 1 0 0 3 0.60 4.0% 
Others 1 0 0 0 0 1 0.20 1.3% 

Source: FDOT CARS Data Base.  
(1)Other crashes (23 – 30.7%) was the highest types of crash. Angle crashes (20 – 26.7%) was also 
among the highest type of crash. 
(2)There were 27 (36%) crashes reported during dark/dawn conditions, which is higher than the 
statewide average for all roadways of 31%. 
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Interstate 95 at NW 2 Street 
Crash Analysis – NW 2 Street at NW 3 Court/SB On Ramp 
 

Crash Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total Average Percent 

Rear End 1 0 0 0 0 1 0.20 33.3% 
Head On 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Angle 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Left Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Right Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Sideswipe 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Backed Into 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Fixed Object 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Ran Off Road 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Overturned 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Other 0 1 1 0 0 2 0.40 66.7% 
Total Crashes 1 1 1 0 0 3 0.60 100.0% 
PDO Crashes 1 1 1 0 0 3 0.60 100.0% 
Fatal Crashes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Injury Crashes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Daylight 1 0 1 0 0 2 0.40 66.7% 
Dusk 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dawn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dark 0 1 0 0 0 1 0.20 33.3% 
Unknown 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dry 1 1 1 0 0 3 0.60 100.0% 
Wet 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Others 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 

Source: FDOT CARS Data Base.  
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Crash Analysis – NW 2 Street at NW 3 Avenue/Off Ramp 
 

Crash Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total Average Percent 

Rear End 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Head On 1 0 0 0 0 1 0.20 16.7% 
Angle 1 0 1 0 0 2 0.40 33.3% 
Left Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Right Turn 0 2 0 0 0 2 0.40 33.3% 
Sideswipe 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Backed Into 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Fixed Object 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Ran Off Road 1 0 0 0 0 1 0.20 16.7% 
Overturned 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Other 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Total Crashes 3 2 1 0 0 6 1.20 100.0% 
PDO Crashes 3 0 1 0 0 4 0.80 66.7% 
Fatal Crashes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Injury Crashes 0 2 0 0 0 2 0.40 33.3% 
Daylight 2 1 1 0 0 4 0.80 66.7% 
Dusk 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dawn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dark 0 1 0 0 0 1 0.20 16.7% 
Unknown 1 0 0 0 0 1 0.20 16.7% 
Dry 3 2 1 0 0 6 1.20 100.0% 
We 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Others 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 

Source: FDOT CARS Data Base.  
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Crash Analysis – NW 3 Street at NW 3 Court 
 

Crash Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total Average Percent 

Rear End 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Head On 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Angle 0 0 0 0 1 1 0.20 50.0% 
Left Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Right Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Sideswipe 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Backed Into 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Fixed Object 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Ran Off Road 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Overturned 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Other 0 0 1 0 0 1 0.20 50.0% 
Total Crashes 0 0 1 0 1 2 0.40 100.0% 
PDO Crashes 0 0 1 0 1 2 0.40 100.0% 
Fatal Crashes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Injury Crashes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Daylight 0 0 1 0 1 2 0.40 100.0% 
Dusk 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dawn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dark 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Unknown 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dry 0 0 1 0 0 1 0.20 50.0% 
Wet 0 0 0 0 1 1 0.20 50.0% 
Others 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 

Sources: FDOT CARS Database and Signal Four Analytics.  
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Crash Analysis – NW 3 Street at NW 3 Avenue 
 

Crash Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total Average Percent 

Rear End 0 1 1 1 0 3 0.60 27.3% 
Head On 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Angle 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Left Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Right Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Sideswipe 1 0 0 0 0 1 0.20 9.1% 
Backed Into 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 0 1 0 0 1 0.20 9.1% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Fixed Object 0 1 0 1 0 2 0.40 18.2% 
Ran Off Road 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Overturned 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Other 1 0 1 2 0 4 0.80 36.4% 
Total Crashes 2 2 3 4 0 11 2.20 100.0% 
PDO Crashes 2 1 0 3 0 6 1.20 54.5% 
Fatal Crashes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Injury Crashes 0 1 3 1 0 5 1.00 45.5% 
Daylight 1 1 1 3 0 6 1.20 54.5% 
Dusk 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dawn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dark 1 1 2 1 0 5 1.00 45.5% 
Unknown 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dry 2 2 2 3 0 9 1.80 81.8% 
Wet 0 0 1 1 0 2 0.40 18.2% 
Others 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 

Sources: FDOT CARS Database and Signal Four Analytics.  
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     B 25 
   

Interstate 95 at NW 8 Street 
Crash Analysis – NW 8 Street at NW 3 Court/SB Off Ramp 
 

Crash Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total Average Percent 

Rear End(1) 1 3 1 1 1 7 1.40 20.0% 
Head On 0 2 0 0 0 2 0.40 5.7% 
Angle 0 1 2 0 3 6 1.20 17.1% 
Left Turn 0 0 0 1 0 1 0.20 2.9% 
Right Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Sideswipe 0 1 0 3 1 5 1.00 14.3% 
Backed Into 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Fixed Object 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Ran Off Road 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Overturned 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Other(1) 3 4 1 5 1 14 2.80 40.0% 
Total Crashes 4 11 4 10 6 35 7.00 100.0% 

PDO Crashes 4 9 2 8 5 28 5.60 80.0% 
Fatal Crashes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Injury Crashes(2) 0 2 2 2 1 7 1.40 20.0% 
Daylight 1 6 4 5 6 22 4.40 62.9% 
Dusk(3) 0 2 0 1 0 3 0.60 8.6% 
Dawn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dark(3) 2 3 0 4 0 9 1.80 25.7% 
Unknown 1 0 0 0 0 1 0.20 2.9% 
Dry 4 10 4 9 6 33 6.60 94.3% 
Wet(4) 0 1 0 1 0 2 0.40 5.7% 
Others 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 

Source: FDOT CARS Data Base.  
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     B 26 
   

Crash Analysis – NW 8 Street at NW 3 Avenue/NB On Ramp 
 

Crash Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total Average Percent 

Rear End 2 3 2 2 3 12 2.40 30.0% 
Head On 1 1 0 0 0 2 0.40 5.0% 
Angle 4 3 0 0 3 10 2.00 25.0% 
Left Turn 0 0 0 1 0 1 0.20 2.5% 
Right Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Sideswipe 0 0 0 1 1 2 0.40 5.0% 
Backed Into 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Fixed Object 0 0 2 0 0 2 0.40 5.0% 
Ran Off Road 0 1 0 0 0 1 0.20 2.5% 
Overturned 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Other 2 5 0 3 0 10 2.00 25.0% 
Total Crashes 9 13 4 7 7 40 8.00 100.0% 

PDO Crashes 4 8 4 6 4 26 5.20 65.0% 
Fatal Crashes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Injury Crashes 5 5 0 1 3 14 2.80 35.0% 
Daylight 5 6 3 5 6 25 5.00 62.5% 
Dusk 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dawn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dark 3 7 1 2 1 14 2.80 35.0% 
Unknown 1 0 0 0 0 1 0.20 2.5% 
Dry 9 9 4 7 7 36 7.20 90.0% 
Wet 0 4 0 0 0 4 0.80 10.0% 
Others 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 

Source: FDOT CARS Data Base.  
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     B 27 
   

Interstate 95 at SR 112/I-195 
Crash Analysis – I-95 SB On Ramp from EB SR 112/I-195  
 

Crash Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total Average Percent 

Rear End 1 4 1 1 5 12 2.40 63.2% 
Head On 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Angle 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Left Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Right Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Sideswipe 0 2 0 0 0 2 0.40 10.5% 
Backed Into 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Fixed Object 1 0 0 0 1 2 0.40 10.5% 
Ran Off Road 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Overturned 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Other 0 1 0 0 2 3 0.60 15.8% 
Total Crashes 2 7 1 1 8 19 3.80 100.0% 

PDO Crashes 1 2 0 0 5 8 1.60 42.1% 
Fatal Crashes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Injury Crashes 1 5 1 1 3 11 2.20 57.9% 

Daylight 1 6 1 1 6 15 3.00 78.9% 
Dusk 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dawn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dark 1 1 0 0 2 4 0.80 21.1% 
Unknown 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dry 2 7 1 1 7 18 3.60 94.7% 
Wet 0 0 0 0 1 1 0.20 5.3% 
Others 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 

Source: FDOT CARS Data Base.  
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     B 28 
   

Crash Analysis – I-95 SB On Ramp from WB SR 112/I-195  

Crash Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total Average Percent 

Rear End 0 4 1 2 2 9 1.80 40.9% 
Head On 0 0 1 0 0 1 0.20 4.5% 
Angle 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Left Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Right Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Sideswipe 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Backed Into 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 0 0 1 0 1 0.20 4.5% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Fixed Object 0 0 0 1 1 2 0.40 9.1% 
Ran Off Road 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Overturned 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Other 1 1 1 2 4 9 1.80 40.9% 
Total Crashes 1 5 3 6 7 22 4.40 100.0% 

PDO Crashes 0 1 2 4 6 13 2.60 59.1% 
Fatal Crashes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Injury Crashes 1 4 1 2 1 9 1.80 40.9% 
Daylight 1 4 0 4 5 14 2.80 63.6% 
Dusk 0 0 0 0 1 1 0.20 4.5% 
Dawn 0 0 0 1 0 1 0.20 4.5% 
Dark 0 1 3 1 1 6 1.20 27.3% 
Unknown 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dry 1 4 3 5 5 18 3.60 81.8% 
Wet 0 1 0 1 2 4 0.80 18.2% 
Others 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 

Source: FDOT CARS Data Base.  
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     B 29 
   

Crash Analysis – I-95 NB Off Ramp to EB SR 112/I-195  

Crash Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total Average Percent 

Rear End 6 3 4 0 3 16 3.20 53.3% 
Head On 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Angle 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Left Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Right Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Sideswipe 1 1 0 0 0 2 0.40 6.7% 
Backed Into 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 1 0 0 0 0 1 0.20 3.3% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Fixed Object 0 1 0 0 1 2 0.40 6.7% 
Ran Off Road 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Overturned 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Other 0 0 3 2 4 9 1.80 30.0% 
Total Crashes 8 5 7 2 8 30 6.00 100.0% 

PDO Crashes 4 3 6 2 6 21 4.20 70.0% 
Fatal Crashes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Injury Crashes 4 2 1 0 2 9 1.80 30.0% 
Daylight 3 2 6 2 6 19 3.80 63.3% 
Dusk 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dawn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dark 5 3 1 0 2 11 2.20 36.7% 
Unknown 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dry 6 5 7 2 7 27 5.40 90.0% 
Wet 2 0 0 0 1 3 0.60 10.0% 
Others 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 

Source: FDOT CARS Data Base.  
 
 
 
 
 

Appendix Page 2582 of 7765



 

 
 

     B 30 
   

Crash Analysis – I-95 NB Off Ramp to WB SR 112/I-195  

Crash Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total Average Percent 

Rear End 0 0 0 2 0 2 0 0 
Head On 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Angle 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Left Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Right Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Sideswipe 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Backed Into 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Fixed Object 0 1 0 1 0 2 0 1 
Ran Off Road 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Overturned 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Other 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 
Total Crashes 1 1 0 3 0 5 1 1 

PDO Crashes 1 0 0 2 0 3 1 0 
Fatal Crashes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Injury Crashes 0 1 0 1 0 2 0 1 

Daylight 0 0 0 2 0 2 0 0 
Dusk 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Dawn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Dark 1 1 0 1 0 3 1 1 
Unknown 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Dry 0 1 0 2 0 3 0 1 
Wet 1 0 0 1 0 2 1 0 
Others 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Source: FDOT CARS Data Base.  
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     B 31 
   

Crash Analysis – I-95 NB On Ramp from WB SR 112/I-195  

Crash Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total Average Percent 

Rear End 0 0 0 1 1 2 0.40 28.6% 
Head On 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Angle 1 0 0 0 0 1 0.20 14.3% 
Left Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Right Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Sideswipe 2 0 0 0 0 2 0.40 28.6% 
Backed Into 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Fixed Object 1 0 0 0 0 1 0.20 14.3% 
Ran Off Road 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Overturned 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Other 0 0 1 0 0 1 0.20 14.3% 
Total Crashes 4 0 1 1 1 7 1.40 100.0% 

PDO Crashes 1 0 1 1 1 4 0.80 57.1% 
Fatal Crashes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Injury Crashes 3 0 0 0 0 3 0.60 42.9% 
Daylight 3 0 1 1 1 6 1.20 85.7% 
Dusk 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dawn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dark 1 0 0 0 0 1 0.20 14.3% 
Unknown 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dry 3 0 0 1 0 4 0.80 57.1% 
Wet 1 0 1 0 1 3 0.60 42.9% 
Others 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 

Source: FDOT CARS Data Base.  
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     B 32 
   

Crash Analysis – I-95 NB On Ramp from WB SR 112/I-195  

Crash Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total Average Percent 

Rear End 1 1 1 0 2 5 1.00 31.3% 
Head On 1 0 0 0 0 1 0.20 6.3% 
Angle 0 0 0 1 0 1 0.20 6.3% 
Left Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Right Turn 0 0 0 1 0 1 0.20 6.3% 
Sideswipe 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Backed Into 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Fixed Object 0 0 1 1 0 2 0.40 12.5% 
Ran Off Road 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Overturned 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Other 1 0 1 3 1 6 1.20 37.5% 
Total Crashes 3 1 3 6 3 16 3.20 100.0% 

PDO Crashes 1 0 1 6 2 10 2.00 62.5% 
Fatal Crashes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Injury Crashes 2 1 2 0 1 6 1.20 37.5% 
Daylight 2 1 3 4 3 13 2.60 81.3% 
Dusk 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dawn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dark 1 0 0 2 0 3 0.60 18.8% 
Unknown 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dry 3 1 2 5 3 14 2.80 87.5% 
Wet 0 0 1 1 0 2 0.40 12.5% 
Others 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 

Source: FDOT CARS Data Base.  
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     B 33 
   

Crash Analysis – I-95 SB Off Ramp to EB SR 112/I-195  

Crash Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total Average Percent 

Rear End 5 0 3 3 1 12 2.40 48.0% 
Head On 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Angle 0 1 0 0 0 1 0.20 4.0% 
Left Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Right Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Sideswipe 0 1 0 0 0 1 0.20 4.0% 
Backed Into 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Fixed Object 1 0 0 1 1 3 0.60 12.0% 
Ran Off Road 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Overturned 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Other 1 1 2 1 3 8 1.60 32.0% 
Total Crashes 7 3 5 5 5 25 5.00 100.0% 

PDO Crashes 3 2 4 3 4 16 3.20 64.0% 
Fatal Crashes 1 0 0 0 0 1 0.20 4.0% 
Injury Crashes 3 1 1 2 1 8 1.60 32.0% 
Daylight 4 2 3 4 4 17 3.40 68.0% 
Dusk 0 1 0 1 0 2 0.40 8.0% 
Dawn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dark 3 0 2 0 1 6 1.20 24.0% 
Unknown 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dry 7 3 4 4 4 22 4.40 88.0% 
Wet 0 0 1 1 1 3 0.60 12.0% 
Others 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 

Source: FDOT CARS Data Base.  
 
 
 
 
 

Appendix Page 2586 of 7765



 

 
 

     B 34 
   

Crash Analysis – I-95 NB On Ramp from NW 10 Avenue  

Crash Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total Average Percent 

Rear End 3 0 1 0 3 7 1.40 41.2% 
Head On 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Angle 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Left Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Right Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Sideswipe 1 0 0 0 0 1 0.20 5.9% 
Backed Into 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Fixed Object 1 0 1 1 0 3 0.60 17.6% 
Ran Off Road 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Overturned 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Other 0 1 1 2 2 6 1.20 35.3% 
Total Crashes 5 1 3 3 5 17 3.40 100.0% 

PDO Crashes 2 0 1 3 5 11 2.20 64.7% 
Fatal Crashes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Injury Crashes 3 1 2 0 0 6 1.20 35.3% 
Daylight 2 0 0 3 4 9 1.80 52.9% 
Dusk 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dawn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dark 3 1 3 0 1 8 1.60 47.1% 
Unknown 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dry 5 1 3 0 4 13 2.60 76.5% 
Wet 0 0 0 3 1 4 0.80 23.5% 
Others 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 

Source: FDOT CARS Data Base.  
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     B 35 
   

Crash Analysis – I-95 NB On Ramp from EB NW 39 Street  

Crash Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total Average Percent 

Rear End 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Head On 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Angle 1 2 0 0 0 3 0.60 42.9% 
Left Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Right Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Sideswipe 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Backed Into 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Fixed Object 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Ran Off Road 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Overturned 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Other 3 1 0 0 0 4 0.80 57.1% 
Total Crashes 4 3 0 0 0 7 1.40 100.0% 

PDO Crashes 3 2 0 0 0 5 1.00 71.4% 
Fatal Crashes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Injury Crashes 1 1 0 0 0 2 0.40 28.6% 
Daylight 3 2 0 0 0 5 1.00 71.4% 
Dusk 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dawn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dark 0 1 0 0 0 1 0.20 14.3% 
Unknown 1 0 0 0 0 1 0.20 14.3% 
Dry 3 3 0 0 0 6 1.20 85.7% 
Wet 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Others 1 0 0 0 0 1 0.20 14.3% 

Source: FDOT CARS Data Base.  
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     B 36 
   

Crash Analysis – I-95 (express lanes) NB On Ramp from EB SR 112/I-195  

Crash Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total Average Percent 

Rear End 0 1 0 0 0 1 0.20 16.7% 
Head On 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Angle 1 0 0 0 0 1 0.20 16.7% 
Left Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Right Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Sideswipe 0 1 0 0 0 1 0.20 16.7% 
Backed Into 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Fixed Object 1 0 0 1 0 2 0.40 33.3% 
Ran Off Road 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Overturned 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Other 0 1 0 0 0 1 0.20 16.7% 
Total Crashes 2 3 0 1 0 6 1.20 100.0% 

PDO Crashes 2 1 0 0 0 3 0.60 50.0% 
Fatal Crashes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Injury Crashes 0 2 0 1 0 3 0.60 50.0% 
Daylight 0 1 0 1 0 2 0.40 33.3% 
Dusk 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dawn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dark 2 2 0 0 0 4 0.80 66.7% 
Unknown 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dry 1 2 0 0 0 3 0.60 50.0% 
Wet 1 1 0 1 0 3 0.60 50.0% 
Others 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 

Source: FDOT CARS Data Base.  
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     B 37 
   

Crash Analysis – I-95 (express lanes) SB Off-Ramp to WB SR 112/I-195  

Crash Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total Average Percent 

Rear End 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Head On 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Angle 2 0 0 0 0 2 0.40 66.7% 
Left Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Right Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Sideswipe 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Backed Into 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Fixed Object 1 0 0 0 0 1 0.20 33.3% 
Ran Off Road 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Overturned 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Other 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Total Crashes 3 0 0 0 0 3 0.60 100.0% 

PDO Crashes 2 0 0 0 0 2 0.40 66.7% 
Fatal Crashes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Injury Crashes 1 0 0 0 0 1 0.20 33.3% 
Daylight 2 0 0 0 0 2 0.40 66.7% 
Dusk 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dawn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dark 1 0 0 0 0 1 0.20 33.3% 
Unknown 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dry 3 0 0 0 0 3 0.60 100.0% 
Wet 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Others 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 

Source: FDOT CARS Data Base.  
 
 
 
 

Appendix Page 2590 of 7765



 

 
 

     B 38 
   

Interstate 95 at NW 62 Street 
Crash Analysis – I-95 SB Ramps  
 

Crash Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total Average Percent 

Rear End 2 1 3 3 0 9 1.80 36.0% 
Head On 0 0 1 0 0 1 0.20 4.0% 
Angle 1 1 0 0 0 2 0.40 8.0% 
Left Turn 1 0 0 0 0 1 0.20 4.0% 
Right Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Sideswipe 1 0 0 0 0 1 0.20 4.0% 
Backed Into 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Fixed Object 1 2 0 1 0 4 0.80 16.0% 
Ran Off Road 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Overturned 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Other 0 1 3 1 2 7 1.40 28.0% 
Total Crashes 6 5 7 5 2 25 5.00 100.0% 
PDO Crashes 5 1 2 2 1 11 2.20 44.0% 
Fatal Crashes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Injury Crashes(1) 1 4 5 3 1 14 2.80 56.0% 
Daylight 4 2 4 3 2 15 3.00 60.0% 
Dusk 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dawn(2) 0 1 0 0 0 1 0.20 4.0% 
Dark(2) 2 2 3 2 0 9 1.80 36.0% 
Unknown 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dry 5 4 6 5 2 22 4.40 88.0% 
Wet(4) 1 1 1 0 0 3 0.60 12.0% 
Others 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 

Source: FDOT CARS Data Base.  
(1)There were 14 (50%) injury type crashes. 
(2)There were 12 (42.9%) crashes reported during dark/dawn conditions, which is higher than the 
statewide average for all roadways of 31%. 
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     B 39 
   

Crash Analysis – I-95 NB Ramps  
 

Crash Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total Average Percent 

Rear End 2 2 1 2 1 8 1.60 42.1% 
Head On 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Angle 0 0 1 0 0 1 0.20 5.3% 
Left Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Right Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Sideswipe 1 1 0 0 0 2 0.40 10.5% 
Backed Into 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Fixed Object 0 0 1 1 1 3 0.60 15.8% 
Ran Off Road 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Overturned 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Other 3 0 1 0 1 5 1.00 26.3% 
Total Crashes 6 3 4 3 3 19 3.80 100.0% 
PDO Crashes 2 2 3 3 1 11 2.20 57.9% 
Fatal Crashes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Injury Crashes(1) 4 1 1 0 2 8 1.60 42.1% 
Daylight 4 3 2 2 2 13 2.60 68.4% 
Dusk 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dawn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dark 2 0 2 1 1 6 1.20 31.6% 
Unknown 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dry 6 3 4 2 2 17 3.40 89.5% 
Wet 0 0 0 1 1 2 0.40 10.5% 
Others 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 

Source: FDOT CARS Data Base.  
 (1)There were 8 (42.1%) injury type crashes. 
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     B 40 
   

Crash Analysis – NW 62 Street at SR 7/ NW 7 Avenue/US 441  
 

Crash Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total Average Percent 

Rear End(1) 6 7 4 9 13 39 7.80 30.5% 
Head On 2 1 1 1 1 6 1.20 4.7% 
Angle(1) 3 7 5 7 5 27 5.40 21.1% 
Left Turn 2 0 1 0 1 4 0.80 3.1% 
Right Turn 2 0 1 0 0 3 0.60 2.3% 
Sideswipe 11 2 0 0 0 13 2.60 10.2% 
Backed Into 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 2 0 0 0 0 2 0.40 1.6% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian(1) 2 0 1 3 0 6 1.20 4.7% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Fixed Object 0 0 2 0 0 2 0.40 1.6% 
Ran Off Road 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Overturned 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Other 5 5 8 2 6 26 5.20 20.3% 
Total Crashes 35 22 23 22 26 128 25.60 100.0% 
PDO Crashes 25 19 16 13 21 94 18.80 73.4% 
Fatal Crashes(2) 0 0 1 0 0 1 0.20 0.8% 
Injury Crashes(2) 10 3 6 9 5 33 6.60 25.8% 
Daylight 26 17 16 17 15 91 18.20 71.1% 
Dusk(3) 0 0 0 0 1 1 0.20 0.8% 
Dawn(3) 1 1 0 0 1 3 0.60 2.3% 
Dark 8 3 7 5 9 32 6.40 25.0% 
Unknown 0 1 0 0 0 1 0.20 0.8% 
Dry 28 17 20 19 22 106 21.20 82.8% 
Wet 4 4 3 3 4 18 3.60 14.1% 
Others 3 1 0 0 0 4 0.80 3.1% 

Sources: Signal Four Analytics and FDOT CARS Database. 
 (1)Rear End crashes (39 – 30.5%) was the highest type of crash. Angle crashes (27 – 21.1%) and 
Collision with Pedestrian (6 – 4.7%) were also among the highest type of crash. 
(3)There was 1 (0.8%) fatality type crash. There were 33 (25.8%) injury type crashes. 
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     B 41 
   

Crash Analysis – NW 62 Street at NW 2 Avenue  
 

Crash Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total Average Percent 

Rear End 4 1 2 2 0 9 1.80 23.1% 
Head On 0 4 0 0 0 4 0.80 10.3% 
Angle 1 1 1 1 0 4 0.80 10.3% 
Left Turn 1 1 0 0 2 4 0.80 10.3% 
Right Turn 1 0 0 0 0 1 0.20 2.6% 
Sideswipe 0 1 2 0 0 3 0.60 7.7% 
Backed Into 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 0 0 0 1 0 1 0.20 2.6% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Fixed Object 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Ran Off Road 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Overturned 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Other(1) 3 4 2 2 2 13 2.60 33.3% 
Total Crashes 10 12 7 6 4 39 7.80 100.0% 
PDO Crashes 6 5 7 3 2 23 4.60 59.0% 
Fatal Crashes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Injury Crashes(2) 4 7 0 3 2 16 3.20 41.0% 
Daylight 6 2 5 1 2 16 3.20 41.0% 
Dusk(3) 1 1 0 0 0 2 0.40 5.1% 
Dawn(3) 0 3 0 0 0 3 0.60 7.7% 
Dark(3) 3 6 2 5 1 17 3.40 43.6% 
Unknown 0 0 0 0 1 1 0.20 2.6% 
Dry 10 8 6 6 2 32 6.40 82.1% 
Wet 0 2 1 0 1 4 0.80 10.3% 
Others 0 2 0 0 1 3 0.60 7.7% 

Source: Signal Four Analytics. 
(1)Other crashes (13 – 33.3%) was the highest type of crash.  
(2)There were 16 (41%) injury type crashes. 
(3)There were 22 (56.4%) crashes reported during dark/dawn/dusk conditions, which is higher than 
the statewide average for all roadways of 31%. 
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     B 42 
   

Interstate 95 at NW 69 Street 
Crash Analysis – NW 69 Street at NW 6 Avenue/NW 5 Place/SB Ramps 
 

Crash Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total Average Percent 

Rear End 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Head On 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Angle 0 0 1 0 1 2 0.40 15.4% 
Left Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Right Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Sideswipe 1 0 0 0 0 1 0.20 7.7% 
Backed Into 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 0 0 1 0 1 0.20 7.7% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Fixed Object(1) 2 1 1 0 0 4 0.80 30.8% 
Ran Off Road(1) 2 1 0 0 0 3 0.60 23.1% 
Overturned 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Other 1 0 0 1 0 2 0.40 15.4% 
Total Crashes 6 2 2 2 1 13 2.60 100.0% 

PDO Crashes 4 1 2 2 0 9 1.80 69.2% 
Fatal Crashes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Injury Crashes(2) 2 1 0 0 1 4 0.80 30.8% 
Daylight 1 1 1 1 1 5 1.00 38.5% 
Dusk 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dawn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dark(3) 5 1 1 1 0 8 1.60 61.5% 
Unknown 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dry 2 0 0 1 0 3 0.60 23.1% 
Wet(4) 0 1 1 0 0 2 0.40 15.4% 
Others 4 1 1 1 1 8 1.60 61.5% 

Sources: FDOT CARS Database and Signal Four Analytics. 
 (1)Fixed Object crashes (4 – 30.8%) was the highest type of crash. Ran Off Road crashes (3 – 23.1%) 
was also among the highest type of crash. 
(2)There were 4 (30.8%) injury type crashes. 
(3)There were 8 (61.5%) crashes reported during dark, which is higher than the statewide average for 
all roadways of 31%. 
(4)There were 2 (15.4%) crashes that occurred under wet/slippery pavement conditions, which is lower 
than the average for all roadways of 17%.   
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     B 43 
   

Crash Analysis – NW 69 Street at NW 5 Avenue/NW 4 Court/NB Ramps 
 

Crash Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total Average Percent 

Rear End 0 0 0 0 1 1 0.20 25.0% 
Head On 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Angle 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Left Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Right Turn 1 0 0 0 0 1 0.20 25.0% 
Sideswipe 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Backed Into 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Fixed Object 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Ran Off Road 1 0 0 0 0 1 0.20 25.0% 
Overturned 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Other 0 0 0 0 1 1 0.20 25.0% 
Total Crashes 2 0 0 0 2 4 0.80 100.0% 

PDO Crashes 1 0 0 0 1 2 0.40 50.0% 
Fatal Crashes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Injury Crashes 1 0 0 0 1 2 0.40 50.0% 
Daylight 1 0 0 0 2 3 0.60 75.0% 
Dusk 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dawn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dark 1 0 0 0 0 1 0.20 25.0% 
Unknown 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dry 2 0 0 0 2 4 0.80 100.0% 
Wet 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Others 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 

Sources: FDOT CARS Database and Signal Four Analytics. 
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     B 44 
   

Interstate 95 at SR 934/NW 79 Street/NW 82 Street  
Crash Analysis – SR 934/NW 79 Street at SR 7/NW 7 Avenue/US 441 
 

Crash Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total Average Percent 

Rear End(1) 16 10 12 9 18 65 13.00 35.5% 
Head On 2 2 3 0 1 8 1.60 4.4% 
Angle(1) 10 6 5 3 7 31 6.20 16.9% 
Left Turn 5 5 0 1 0 11 2.20 6.0% 
Right Turn 0 1 1 0 2 4 0.80 2.2% 
Sideswipe 4 6 0 0 0 10 2.00 5.5% 
Backed Into 2 0 0 0 0 2 0.40 1.1% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 0 0 1 1 2 0.40 1.1% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 0 1 0 3 0 4 0.80 2.2% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 0 1 0 0 1 0.20 0.5% 
Fixed Object 0 1 0 0 0 1 0.20 0.5% 
Ran Off Road 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Overturned 0 0 1 0 1 2 0.40 1.1% 
Other(1) 6 2 6 14 14 42 8.40 23.0% 
Total Crashes 45 34 29 31 44 183 36.60 100.0% 

PDO Crashes 39 24 19 19 33 134 26.80 73.2% 
Fatal Crashes(2) 0 0 0 0 1 1 0.20 0.5% 
Injury Crashes(2) 6 10 10 12 10 48 9.60 26.2% 

Daylight 31 24 18 22 34 129 25.80 70.5% 
Dusk 0 1 0 2 1 4 0.80 2.2% 
Dawn 0 0 1 1 1 3 0.60 1.6% 
Dark 13 8 8 6 7 42 8.40 23.0% 
Unknown 1 1 2 0 1 5 1.00 2.7% 
Dry 43 26 20 24 31 144 28.80 78.7% 
Wet(3) 2 5 8 7 12 34 6.80 18.6% 
Others 0 3 1 0 1 5 1.00 2.7% 

Source: FDOT CARS Data Base.  
(1)Rear End crashes (65 – 35.5%) was the highest type of crash. Other crashes (42 – 23%) and angle 
crashes (31 – 16.9%) were also among the highest type of crash.  
(2)There was 1 (0.5%) fatality and 48 (26.2%) injury type crashes. 
(3)There were 34 (18.6%) crashes that occurred under wet/slippery pavement conditions, which is 
higher than the average for all roadways of 17%.   
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     B 45 
   

Crash Analysis – SR 934/NW 79 Street at SB Ramps/NW 6 Court 
 

Crash Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total Average Percent 

Rear End(1) 6 3 3 9 7 28 5.60 33.3% 
Head On 2 2 0 1 0 5 1.00 6.0% 
Angle(1) 4 2 1 5 7 19 3.80 22.6% 
Left Turn 4 0 1 1 0 6 1.20 7.1% 
Right Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Sideswipe 3 4 0 0 0 7 1.40 8.3% 
Backed Into 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 0 0 1 0 0 1 0.20 1.2% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Fixed Object 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Ran Off Road 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Overturned 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Other 2 1 1 8 6 18 3.60 21.4% 
Total Crashes 21 12 7 24 20 84 16.80 100.0% 

PDO Crashes 16 12 5 23 14 70 14.00 83.3% 
Fatal Crashes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Injury Crashes 5 0 2 1 6 14 2.80 16.7% 

Daylight 14 9 5 19 11 58 11.60 69.0% 
Dusk 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dawn 0 0 0 0 2 2 0.40 2.4% 
Dark 7 3 2 5 7 24 4.80 28.6% 
Unknown 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dry 20 10 5 21 18 74 14.80 88.1% 
Wet 1 2 2 3 2 10 2.00 11.9% 
Others 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 

Source: FDOT CARS Database and Signal Four Analytics. 
 (1)Rear End crashes (28 – 33.3%) was the highest type of crash. Angle crashes (19 – 22.6%) was also 
among the highest type of crash. 
(2)There were 14 (16.7%) injury type crashes. 
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     B 46 
   

Crash Analysis – SR 934/NW 79 Street at NB Ramps/NW 6 Avenue 
 

Crash Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total Average Percent 

Rear End(1) 14 8 10 13 10 55 11.00 43.3% 
Head On 2 1 0 3 2 8 1.60 6.3% 
Angle(1) 4 3 4 5 5 21 4.20 16.5% 
Left Turn 0 1 1 1 2 5 1.00 3.9% 
Right Turn 2 0 3 1 0 6 1.20 4.7% 
Sideswipe 4 2 0 0 0 6 1.20 4.7% 
Backed Into 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 0 0 0 1 0 1 0.20 0.8% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 0 0 0 1 1 0.20 0.8% 
Fixed Object 0 0 1 1 1 3 0.60 2.4% 
Ran Off Road 0 0 2 0 0 2 0.40 1.6% 
Overturned 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Other 2 3 7 6 1 19 3.80 15.0% 
Total Crashes 28 18 28 31 22 127 25.40 100.0% 

PDO Crashes 22 13 24 25 13 97 19.40 76.4% 
Fatal Crashes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Injury Crashes(2) 6 5 4 6 9 30 6.00 23.6% 

Daylight 16 10 19 18 14 77 15.40 60.6% 
Dusk 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dawn(3) 1 0 0 1 0 2 0.40 1.6% 
Dark(3) 10 7 8 12 8 45 9.00 35.4% 
Unknown 1 1 1 0 0 3 0.60 2.4% 
Dry 20 15 20 26 21 102 20.40 80.3% 
Wet 5 2 8 5 1 21 4.20 16.5% 
Others 3 1 0 0 0 4 0.80 3.1% 

Source: FDOT CARS Data Base.  
(1)Rear End crashes (55 – 43.3%) was the highest type of crash. Angle crashes (21 – 16.5%) was 
also among the highest type of crash. 
(2) There were 30 (23.6%) injury type crashes. 
(3)There were 47 (37%) crashes reported during dark/dawn/dusk conditions, which is more than the 
statewide average for all roadways of 31%. 

 

  
 
 

Appendix Page 2599 of 7765



 

 
 

     B 47 
   

Crash Analysis – NW 82 Street at SR 7/NW 7 Avenue/US 441 
 

Crash Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total Average Percent 

Rear End 4 0 4 6 3 17 3.40 27.4% 
Head On 0 1 0 1 0 2 0.40 3.2% 
Angle(1) 5 3 1 4 5 18 3.60 29.0% 
Left Turn 2 4 0 0 0 6 1.20 9.7% 
Right Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Sideswipe 2 0 0 0 0 2 0.40 3.2% 
Backed Into 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 1 0 0 0 1 0.20 1.6% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian(1) 2 2 0 2 2 8 1.60 12.9% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 0 1 1 0 2 0.40 3.2% 
Fixed Object 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Ran Off Road 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Overturned 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Other 0 0 3 3 0 6 1.20 9.7% 
Total Crashes 15 11 9 17 10 62 12.40 100.0% 

PDO Crashes 5 5 3 11 4 28 5.60 45.2% 
Fatal Crashes(2) 0 1 0 0 0 1 0.20 1.6% 
Injury Crashes(2) 10 5 6 6 6 33 6.60 53.2% 

Daylight 9 7 6 13 8 43 8.60 69.4% 

Dusk 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dawn 0 0 0 1 1 2 0.40 3.2% 
Dark 6 4 2 3 1 16 3.20 25.8% 
Unknown 0 0 1 0 0 1 0.20 1.6% 
Dry 13 10 7 15 5 50 10.00 80.6% 
Wet 2 1 1 2 5 11 2.20 17.7% 
Others 0 0 1 0 0 1 0.20 1.6% 

Source: FDOT CARS Data Base.  
(1)Angle crashes (18 – 29%) was the highest type of crash. Collision with Pedestrian crashes (8 – 
12.9%) was also among the highest type of crash. 
(2)There was 1 (1.6%) fatality type crash. There were 33 (53.2%) injury type crashes. 
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     B 48 
   

Crash Analysis – NW 82 Street at SB Ramps/NW 6 Court 
 

Crash Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total Average Percent 

Rear End 0 2 2 4 3 11 2.20 21.2% 
Head On 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Angle(1) 3 4 3 4 4 18 3.60 34.6% 
Left Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Right Turn 0 0 1 0 0 1 0.20 1.9% 
Sideswipe 2 3 0 0 0 5 1.00 9.6% 
Backed Into 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 1 0 0 0 0 1 0.20 1.9% 
Fixed Object 0 2 0 1 0 3 0.60 5.8% 
Ran Off Road 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Overturned 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Other 0 0 5 1 7 13 2.60 25.0% 
Total Crashes 6 11 11 10 14 52 10.40 100.0% 

PDO Crashes 3 9 6 7 9 34 6.80 65.4% 
Fatal Crashes(2) 0 0 1 0 0 1 0.20 1.9% 
Injury Crashes(2) 3 2 4 3 5 17 3.40 32.7% 

Daylight 4 8 6 6 6 30 6.00 57.7% 
Dusk 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dawn(3) 0 1 2 1 1 5 1.00 9.6% 
Dark(3) 2 2 3 3 7 17 3.40 32.7% 
Unknown 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dry 6 8 11 8 12 45 9.00 86.5% 
Wet 0 2 0 2 2 6 1.20 11.5% 
Others 0 1 0 0 0 1 0.20 1.9% 

Source: FDOT CARS Data Base.  
(1)Angle crashes (18 – 34.6%) was the highest type of crash.  
(2)There was 1 (1.9%) fatality type crash. There were 17 (32.7%) injury type crashes. 
(3)There were 22 (42.3%) crashes reported during dark/dawn conditions, which is more than the 
statewide average for all roadways of 31%. 
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     B 49 
   

Crash Analysis – NW 82 Street at NB Ramps/NW 6 Avenue 
 

Crash Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total Average Percent 

Rear End(1) 7 10 6 3 10 36 7.20 36.0% 
Head On 0 0 1 0 1 2 0.40 2.0% 
Angle(1) 6 3 4 2 4 19 3.80 19.0% 
Left Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Right Turn 1 1 0 0 0 2 0.40 2.0% 
Sideswipe 2 0 1 1 1 5 1.00 5.0% 
Backed Into 0 1 1 0 0 2 0.40 2.0% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 0 0 1 0 1 0.20 1.0% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 0 0 2 0 0 2 0.40 2.0% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Fixed Object 0 2 0 0 0 2 0.40 2.0% 
Ran Off Road 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Overturned 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Other 1 4 9 9 6 29 5.80 29.0% 
Total Crashes 17 21 24 16 22 100 20.00 100.0% 

PDO Crashes 13 11 10 8 17 59 11.80 59.0% 
Fatal Crashes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Injury Crashes(2) 4 10 14 8 5 41 8.20 41.0% 

Daylight 7 10 13 5 11 46 9.20 46.0% 
Dusk(3) 1 0 0 0 2 3 0.60 3.0% 
Dawn(3) 0 0 2 0 0 2 0.40 2.0% 
Dark(3) 9 11 9 11 8 48 9.60 48.0% 
Unknown 0 0 0 0 1 1 0.20 1.0% 
Dry 16 16 20 12 18 82 16.40 82.0% 
Wet 1 5 4 4 3 17 3.40 17.0% 
Others 0 0 0 0 1 1 0.20 1.0% 

Source: FDOT CARS Data Base.  
(1)Rear End crashes (36 – 36%) was the highest type of crash. Angle crashes (19 – 19%) was also 
among the highest type of crash. 
(2)There were 41 (41%) injury type crashes. 
(3)There were 53 (53%) crashes reported during dark/dawn/dusk conditions, which is more than the 
statewide average for all roadways of 31%. 
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     B 50 
   

Interstate 95 at NW 95 Street 
Crash Analysis – NW 95 Street at SR 7/NW 7 Avenue/US 441 

Crash Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total Average Percent 

Rear End 1 1 4 6 9 21 4.20 18.1% 
Head On 0 2 2 0 1 5 1.00 4.3% 
Angle(1) 6 13 7 7 11 44 8.80 37.9% 
Left Turn 2 0 0 1 0 3 0.60 2.6% 
Right Turn 3 0 0 0 1 4 0.80 3.4% 
Sideswipe 2 3 0 0 0 5 1.00 4.3% 
Backed Into 1 1 0 0 0 2 0.40 1.7% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian(1) 3 2 1 3 3 12 2.40 10.3% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Fixed Object 0 1 0 0 0 1 0.20 0.9% 
Ran Off Road 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Overturned 0 0 1 0 0 1 0.20 0.9% 
Other 3 4 4 3 4 18 3.60 15.5% 
Total Crashes 21 27 19 20 29 116 23.20 100.0% 

PDO Crashes 11 15 6 11 15 58 11.60 50.0% 
Fatal Crashes(2) 0 0 0 0 1 1 0.20 0.9% 
Injury Crashes(2) 10 12 13 9 13 57 11.40 49.1% 
Daylight 13 21 8 12 17 71 14.20 61.2% 
Dusk(3) 2 1 1 1 1 6 1.20 5.2% 
Dawn(3) 0 0 1 1 0 2 0.40 1.7% 
Dark(3) 6 5 8 6 11 36 7.20 31.0% 
Unknown 0 0 1 0 0 1 0.20 0.9% 
Dry 20 22 13 18 24 97 19.40 83.6% 
Wet 0 5 5 2 5 17 3.40 14.7% 
Others 1 0 1 0 0 2 0.40 1.7% 

Source: FDOT CARS Data Base.  
(1)Angle crashes (44 – 37.9%) was the highest type of crash. Collision with Pedestrian (12 – 10.3%) 
was also among the highest type of crash. 
(2)There was 1 (0.9%) fatality type crash. There were 57 (49.1%) injury type crashes. 
(3)There were 48 (37.9%) crashes reported during dark/dawn/dusk conditions, which is higher than 
the statewide average for all roadways of 31%. 
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     B 51 
   

Crash Analysis – NW 95 Street at I-95 SB Ramps 

Crash Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total Average Percent 

Rear End 1 2 0 4 4 11 2.20 26.2%
Head On 0 0 0 2 2 4 0.80 9.5%
Angle 0 1 1 2 1 5 1.00 11.9%
Left Turn 1 0 0 4 1 6 1.20 14.3%
Right Turn 0 0 1 0 0 1 0.20 2.4%
Sideswipe 2 0 0 0 1 3 0.60 7.1%
Backed Into 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0%
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0%
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 0 0 1 0 1 2 0.40 4.8%
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 1 0 0 0 1 0.20 2.4%
Fixed Object 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0%
Ran Off Road 0 0 0 1 0 1 0.20 2.4%
Overturned 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0%
Other(1) 1 1 0 0 6 8 1.60 19.0%
Total Crashes 5 5 3 13 16 42 8.40 100.0%

PDO Crashes 2 2 1 11 13 29 5.80 69.0%
Fatal Crashes(2) 0 0 0 0 1 1 0.20 2.4%
Injury Crashes(2) 3 3 2 2 2 12 2.40 28.6%
Daylight 5 5 3 9 7 29 5.80 69.0%
Dusk 0 0 0 0 1 1 0.20 2.4%
Dawn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0%
Dark 0 0 0 2 3 5 1.00 11.9%
Unknown 0 0 0 2 5 7 1.40 16.7%
Dry 5 4 3 9 10 31 6.20 73.8%
Wet 0 1 0 2 1 4 0.80 9.5%
Others 0 0 0 2 5 7 1.40 16.7%

Sources: FDOT CARS Database and Signal Four Analytics. 
 (1) Other crashes (8 – 19%) was among the highest type of crash. 
(2)There was 1 (2.4%) fatality type crash. There were 12 (28.6%) injury type crashes. 
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     B 52 
   

Crash Analysis – NW 95 Street at I-95 NB Ramps 

Crash Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total Average Percent 

Rear End(1) 2 6 0 3 3 14 2.80 25.0% 
Head On 0 0 1 1 3 5 1.00 8.9% 
Angle 1 0 0 1 1 3 0.60 5.4% 
Left Turn(1) 1 1 1 2 7 12 2.40 21.4% 
Right Turn 1 0 0 0 0 1 0.20 1.8% 
Sideswipe 1 0 0 0 1 2 0.40 3.6% 
Backed Into 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 0 0 0 0 1 1 0.20 1.8% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 1 0 1 0 2 0.40 3.6% 
Fixed Object 0 0 2 0 0 2 0.40 3.6% 
Ran Off Road 1 1 0 2 1 5 1.00 8.9% 
Overturned 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Other 1 0 2 2 4 9 1.80 16.1% 
Total Crashes(2) 8 9 6 12 21 56 11.20 100.0% 

PDO Crashes 5 3 3 9 11 31 6.20 55.4% 
Fatal Crashes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Injury Crashes(3) 3 6 3 3 10 25 5.00 44.6% 

Daylight 5 6 3 10 14 38 7.60 67.9% 
Dusk 0 0 0 0 1 1 0.20 1.8% 
Dawn 1 0 0 0 0 1 0.20 1.8% 
Dark 2 3 3 2 5 15 3.00 26.8% 
Unknown 0 0 0 0 1 1 0.20 1.8% 
Dry 6 7 6 11 18 48 9.60 85.7% 
Wet 2 2 0 1 2 7 1.40 12.5% 
Others 0 0 0 0 1 1 0.20 1.8% 

Sources: FDOT CARS Database and Signal Four Analytics. 
 (1)Rear End crashes (14 – 25%) was the highest type of crash. Left Turn crashes (12 – 21.4%) was 
also among the highest type of crash. 
(2)There were 21 crashes reported in year 2013, which is a significant different from the crashes 
reported in other years. 
(2)There were 25 (44.6%) injury type crashes. 
(3)There were 17 (30.4%) crashes reported during dark/dawn/dusk conditions, which is lower than the 
statewide average for all roadways of 31%. 
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     B 53 
   

Interstate 95 at SR 932/NW 103 Street 
Crash Analysis – SR 932/NW 103 Street at SR 7/NW 7 Avenue/US 441 

Crash Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total Average Percent 

Rear End(1) 6 6 7 6 10 35 7.00 30.4% 
Head On 0 2 1 3 0 6 1.20 5.2% 
Angle(1) 2 3 7 6 10 28 5.60 24.3% 
Left Turn 0 1 1 0 0 2 0.40 1.7% 
Right Turn 1 1 0 0 0 2 0.40 1.7% 
Sideswipe 4 4 0 0 0 8 1.60 7.0% 
Backed Into 0 1 0 0 0 1 0.20 0.9% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 1 2 0 0 3 0.60 2.6% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian(1) 1 3 1 1 1 7 1.40 6.1% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 1 0 1 0 0 2 0.40 1.7% 
Fixed Object 1 0 1 0 0 2 0.40 1.7% 
Ran Off Road 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Overturned 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Other 2 1 5 3 8 19 3.80 16.5% 
Total Crashes 18 23 26 19 29 115 23.00 100.0% 

PDO Crashes 11 13 16 13 21 74 14.80 64.3% 
Fatal Crashes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Injury Crashes(2) 7 10 10 6 8 41 8.20 35.7% 
Daylight 12 12 18 14 22 78 15.60 67.8% 
Dusk 2 3 1 1 1 8 1.60 7.0% 
Dawn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dark 4 8 6 4 6 28 5.60 24.3% 
Unknown 0 0 1 0 0 1 0.20 0.9% 
Dry 16 20 23 16 23 98 19.60 85.2% 
Wet 1 3 2 3 6 15 3.00 13.0% 
Others 1 0 1 0 0 2 0.40 1.7% 

Source: FDOT CARS Data Base.  
(1)Rear End crashes (35 – 30.4%) was the highest type of crash. Angle crashes (28 – 24.3%) was 
also among the highest type of crash. 
(2)There were 41 (35.7%) injury type crashes. 
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     B 54 
   

Crash Analysis – SR 932/NW 103 Street at I-95 SB Ramps 

Crash Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total Average Percent 

Rear End(1) 2 4 1 3 6 16 3.20 34.8% 
Head On 0 2 0 1 1 4 0.80 8.7% 
Angle(1) 1 3 2 1 3 10 2.00 21.7% 
Left Turn 1 1 1 0 2 5 1.00 10.9% 
Right Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Sideswipe 1 0 0 0 0 1 0.20 2.2% 
Backed Into 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Fixed Object 0 1 1 0 0 2 0.40 4.3% 
Ran Off Road 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Overturned 0 0 1 0 0 1 0.20 2.2% 
Other 0 0 1 2 4 7 1.40 15.2% 
Total Crashes 5 11 7 7 16 46 9.20 100.0% 

PDO Crashes 3 8 2 5 11 29 5.80 63.0% 
Fatal Crashes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Injury Crashes(2) 2 3 5 2 5 17 3.40 37.0% 
Daylight 5 8 5 4 10 32 6.40 69.6% 
Dusk 0 0 1 0 1 2 0.40 4.3% 
Dawn 0 0 0 1 0 1 0.20 2.2% 
Dark 0 3 1 2 4 10 2.00 21.7% 
Unknown 0 0 0 0 1 1 0.20 2.2% 
Dry 5 9 6 7 15 42 8.40 91.3% 
Wet 0 2 1 0 0 3 0.60 6.5% 
Others 0 0 0 0 1 1 0.20 2.2% 

Source: FDOT CARS Data Base.  
(1)Rear End crashes (16 – 34.8%) was the highest type of crash. Angle crashes (10 – 21.7%) was 
also among the highest type of crash. 
(2)There were 17 (37%) injury type crashes. 
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     B 55 
   

Crash Analysis – SR 932/NW 103 Street at I-95 NB Ramps 

Crash Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total Average Percent 

Rear End 1 3 3 1 2 10 2.00 27.8% 
Head On 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Angle 3 1 0 0 2 6 1.20 16.7% 
Left Turn 1 1 0 0 0 2 0.40 5.6% 
Right Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Sideswipe 1 0 0 0 0 1 0.20 2.8% 
Backed Into 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 0 0 0 0 2 2 0.40 5.6% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Fixed Object 0 0 0 2 0 2 0.40 5.6% 
Ran Off Road 1 0 0 0 0 1 0.20 2.8% 
Overturned 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Other 0 1 3 1 7 12 2.40 33.3% 
Total Crashes 7 6 6 4 13 36 7.20 100.0% 

PDO Crashes 1 2 3 3 11 20 4.00 55.6% 
Fatal Crashes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Injury Crashes(1) 6 4 3 1 2 16 3.20 44.4% 
Daylight 4 4 5 3 8 24 4.80 66.7% 
Dusk 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dawn(2) 1 0 0 0 0 1 0.20 2.8% 
Dark(2) 2 2 1 1 5 11 2.20 30.6% 
Unknown 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dry 6 4 6 3 12 31 6.20 86.1% 
Wet 1 1 0 1 1 4 0.80 11.1% 
Others 0 1 0 0 0 1 0.20 2.8% 

Source: FDOT CARS Data Base.  
(1)There were 16 (44.4%) injury type crashes. 
(2)There were 12 (33.4%) crashes reported during dark/dawn conditions, which is higher than the 
statewide average for all roadways of 31%. 
 

Appendix Page 2608 of 7765



 

 
 

     B 56 
   

Crash Analysis – SR 932/NW 103 Street at NW 5 Avenue 

Crash Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total Average Percent 

Rear End 0 0 0 1 2 3 0.60 17.6% 
Head On 1 0 0 0 0 1 0.20 5.9% 
Angle 1 2 0 1 2 6 1.20 35.3% 
Left Turn 0 1 0 1 0 2 0.40 11.8% 
Right Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Sideswipe 0 1 0 0 0 1 0.20 5.9% 
Backed Into 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 1 0 0 0 1 0.20 5.9% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 0 0 0 0 1 1 0.20 5.9% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Fixed Object 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Ran Off Road 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Overturned 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Other 0 0 0 0 2 2 0.40 11.8% 
Total Crashes 2 5 0 3 7 17 3.40 100.0% 

PDO Crashes 0 4 0 1 2 7 1.40 41.2% 
Fatal Crashes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Injury Crashes(1) 2 1 0 2 5 10 2.00 58.8% 
Daylight 1 4 0 2 3 10 2.00 58.8% 
Dusk 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dawn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dark(2) 1 1 0 1 4 7 1.40 41.2% 
Unknown 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dry 2 4 0 3 7 16 3.20 94.1% 
Wet 0 1 0 0 0 1 0.20 5.9% 
Others 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 

Source: FDOT CARS Data Base.  
(1)There were 10 (58.8%) injury type crashes. 
(2)There were 7 (41.2%) crashes reported during dark conditions, which is higher than the statewide 
average for all roadways of 31%. 
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     B 57 
   

Interstate 95 at SR 924/NW 119 Street 
Crash Analysis – SR 924/NW 119 Street at SR 7/NW 7 Avenue/US 441 

Crash Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total Average Percent 

Rear End(1) 7 7 12 10 13 49 9.80 37.1% 
Head On 1 1 3 2 0 7 1.40 5.3% 
Angle(1) 2 4 5 5 12 28 5.60 21.2% 
Left Turn 2 3 0 2 0 7 1.40 5.3% 
Right Turn 0 1 0 1 2 4 0.80 3.0% 
Sideswipe 2 3 0 0 0 5 1.00 3.8% 
Backed Into 0 1 0 1 0 2 0.40 1.5% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 0 2 0 1 0 3 0.60 2.3% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Fixed Object 0 0 1 1 0 2 0.40 1.5% 
Ran Off Road 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Overturned 0 0 0 2 0 2 0.40 1.5% 
Other 6 2 7 4 4 23 4.60 17.4% 
Total Crashes 20 24 28 29 31 132 26.40 100.0% 

PDO Crashes 17 14 17 21 25 94 18.80 71.2% 
Fatal Crashes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Injury Crashes(2) 3 10 11 8 6 38 7.60 28.8% 
Daylight 15 21 15 18 15 84 16.80 63.6% 
Dusk(3) 0 0 1 0 0 1 0.20 0.8% 
Dawn(3) 0 0 1 1 0 2 0.40 1.5% 
Dark(3) 5 3 11 10 16 45 9.00 34.1% 
Unknown 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dry 18 21 25 27 23 114 22.80 86.4% 
Wet 1 2 3 2 8 16 3.20 12.1% 
Others 1 1 0 0 0 2 0.40 1.5% 

Source: FDOT CARS Data Base.  
(1)Rear End crashes (49 – 37.1%) was the highest type of crash. Angle crashes (28 – 21.2%) was 
also among the highest type of crash. 
(2)There were 38 (28.8%) injury type crashes. 
(3)There were 48 (36.4%) crashes reported during dark/dawn/dusk conditions, which is higher than 
the statewide average for all roadways of 31%. 
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     B 58 
   

Crash Analysis – SR 924/NW 119 Street at I-95 SB Ramps 

Crash Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total Average Percent 

Rear End 0 0 0 1 0 1 0.20 7.7% 
Head On 0 0 0 1 0 1 0.20 7.7% 
Angle 1 0 0 1 0 2 0.40 15.4% 
Left Turn 0 0 1 0 0 1 0.20 7.7% 
Right Turn 0 0 1 0 0 1 0.20 7.7% 
Sideswipe 0 2 0 0 0 2 0.40 15.4% 
Backed Into 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Fixed Object 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Ran Off Road 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Overturned 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Other 0 0 4 1 0 5 1.00 38.5% 
Total Crashes 1 2 6 4 0 13 2.60 100.0% 

PDO Crashes 0 2 5 2 0 9 1.80 69.2% 
Fatal Crashes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Injury Crashes 1 0 1 2 0 4 0.80 30.8% 
Daylight 1 2 4 3 0 10 2.00 76.9% 
Dusk 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dawn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dark 0 0 2 1 0 3 0.60 23.1% 
Unknown 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dry 1 2 6 3 0 12 2.40 92.3% 
Wet 0 0 0 1 0 1 0.20 7.7% 
Others 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 

Source: FDOT CARS Data Base.  
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     B 59 
   

Crash Analysis – SR 924/NW 119 Street at I-95 NB Ramps 

Crash Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total Average Percent 

Rear End 0 4 2 2 7 15 3.00 34.1% 
Head On 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Angle 0 2 2 1 4 9 1.80 20.5% 
Left Turn 1 1 0 1 1 4 0.80 9.1% 
Right Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Sideswipe 0 1 0 0 0 1 0.20 2.3% 
Backed Into 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Fixed Object 2 0 0 0 1 3 0.60 6.8% 
Ran Off Road 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Overturned 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Other(1) 1 4 1 3 3 12 2.40 27.3% 
Total Crashes 4 12 5 7 16 44 8.80 100.0% 

PDO Crashes 3 10 2 5 13 33 6.60 75.0% 
Fatal Crashes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Injury Crashes(2) 1 2 3 2 3 11 2.20 25.0% 
Daylight 1 6 3 5 12 27 5.40 61.4% 
Dusk(3) 1 1 0 0 0 2 0.40 4.5% 
Dawn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dark(3) 1 5 2 2 4 14 2.80 31.8% 
Unknown 1 0 0 0 0 1 0.20 2.3% 
Dry 4 11 4 7 16 42 8.40 95.5% 
Wet 0 1 1 0 0 2 0.40 4.5% 
Others 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 

Source: FDOT CARS Data Base.  
(1)Other crashes (12 – 27.3%) was among the highest type of crash. 
(2)There were 11 (25%) injury type crashes. 
(3)There were 16 (36.3%) crashes reported during dark/dusk conditions, which is comparable to the 
statewide average for all roadways of 31%. 
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     B 60 
   

Crash Analysis – SR 924/NW 119 Street at NW 5 Avenue 

Crash Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total Average Percent 

Rear End 1 1 0 1 0 3 0.60 14.3% 
Head On 0 1 1 0 0 2 0.40 9.5% 
Angle 3 1 0 0 2 6 1.20 28.6% 
Left Turn 0 0 0 0 1 1 0.20 4.8% 
Right Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Sideswipe 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Backed Into 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 1 0 0 1 1 3 0.60 14.3% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Fixed Object 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Ran Off Road 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Overturned 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Other(1) 0 2 3 1 0 6 1.20 28.6% 
Total Crashes 5 5 4 3 4 21 4.20 100.0% 

PDO Crashes 0 3 3 1 0 7 1.40 33.3% 
Fatal Crashes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Injury Crashes(2) 5 2 1 2 4 14 2.80 66.7% 
Daylight 4 2 2 0 3 11 2.20 52.4% 
Dusk 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dawn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dark(3) 1 3 2 2 1 9 1.80 42.9% 
Unknown 0 0 0 1 0 1 0.20 4.8% 
Dry 4 5 3 1 4 17 3.40 81.0% 
Wet 1 0 1 1 0 3 0.60 14.3% 
Others 0 0 0 1 0 1 0.20 4.8% 

Sources: FDOT CARS Database and Signal Four Analytics. 
(1)Other crashes (6 – 28.6%) was the highest types of crash.  
(2)There were 14 (66.7%) injury type crashes. 
(3)There were 9 (42.9%) crashes reported during dark conditions, which is higher than the statewide 
average for all roadways of 31%. 
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     B 61 
   

Interstate 95 at SR 922/NW 125 Street 
Crash Analysis – SR 922/NW 125 Street at SR 7/NW 7 Avenue/US 441 

Crash Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total Average Percent 

Rear End(1) 2 6 6 6 3 23 4.60 25.3% 
Head On 4 0 0 1 0 5 1.00 5.5% 
Angle(1) 2 3 2 7 6 20 4.00 22.0% 
Left Turn 1 1 1 0 1 4 0.80 4.4% 
Right Turn 1 0 1 0 0 2 0.40 2.2% 
Sideswipe 2 6 0 0 0 8 1.60 8.8% 
Backed Into 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 1 0 0 0 0 1 0.20 1.1% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Fixed Object 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Ran Off Road 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Overturned 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Other(1) 4 4 11 5 4 28 5.60 30.8% 
Total Crashes 17 20 21 19 14 91 18.20 100.0% 

PDO Crashes 9 15 17 14 12 67 13.40 73.6% 
Fatal Crashes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Injury Crashes(2) 8 5 4 5 2 24 4.80 26.4% 
Daylight 10 14 16 14 12 66 13.20 72.5% 
Dusk 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dawn 0 1 0 0 0 1 0.20 1.1% 
Dark 7 5 5 5 2 24 4.80 26.4% 
Unknown 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dry 12 17 20 16 13 78 15.60 85.7% 
Wet 5 3 1 3 1 13 2.60 14.3% 
Others 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 

Sources: FDOT CARS Database and Signal Four Analytics. 
 (1)Other crashes (28 – 30.8%) was the highest type of crash. Rear End crashes (23 – 25.3%) and 
Angle crashes (20 - 22%) were also among the highest type of crash. 
(2)There were 24 (26.4%) injury type crashes. 
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     B 62 
   

Crash Analysis –SR 922/ NW 125 Street at I-95 SB Ramps 

Crash Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total Average Percent 

Rear End(1) 11 9 9 11 13 53 10.60 30.3% 
Head On 4 1 1 0 2 8 1.60 4.6% 
Angle(1) 6 9 8 9 8 40 8.00 22.9% 
Left Turn 2 3 2 1 2 10 2.00 5.7% 
Right Turn 1 0 1 2 0 4 0.80 2.3% 
Sideswipe 4 2 0 0 0 6 1.20 3.4% 
Backed Into 0 1 0 0 0 1 0.20 0.6% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 1 0 0 1 0 2 0.40 1.1% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Fixed Object 4 3 0 0 0 7 1.40 4.0% 
Ran Off Road 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Overturned 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Other(1) 8 9 7 11 9 44 8.80 25.1% 
Total Crashes 41 37 28 35 34 175 35.00 100.0% 

PDO Crashes 29 29 24 26 24 132 26.40 75.4% 
Fatal Crashes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Injury Crashes(2) 12 8 4 9 10 43 8.60 24.6% 
Daylight 26 20 20 27 19 112 22.40 64.0% 
Dusk(3) 0 2 0 1 3 6 1.20 3.4% 
Dawn 0 1 1 1 0 3 0.60 1.7% 
Dark(3) 13 13 6 6 12 50 10.00 28.6% 
Unknown 2 1 1 0 0 4 0.80 2.3% 
Dry 35 29 22 32 22 140 28.00 80.0% 
Wet(4) 4 7 5 3 12 31 6.20 17.7% 
Others 2 1 1 0 0 4 0.80 2.3% 

Source: FDOT CARS Database. 
(1)Rear End crashes (53 – 30.3%) was the highest type of crash. Other crashes (44 – 25.1%) and 
angle crashes (40 – 22.9%) were also among the highest type of crash. 
(2) There were 43 (24.6%) injury type crashes. 
(3)There were 56 (32%) crashes reported during dark/dusk conditions, which is more than the 
statewide average for all roadways of 31%. 
(4)There were 31 (17.7%) crashes that occurred under wet/slippery pavement conditions, which is 
comparable to the average for all roadways of 17%.   
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     B 63 
   

Crash Analysis – SR 922/NW 125 Street at I-95 NB Ramps 

Crash Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total Average Percent 

Rear End(1) 8 6 21 11 11 57 11.40 32.8% 
Head On 2 1 1 0 1 5 1.00 2.9% 
Angle(1) 5 4 7 9 13 38 7.60 21.8% 
Left Turn 0 2 1 1 0 4 0.80 2.3% 
Right Turn 0 4 0 0 0 4 0.80 2.3% 
Sideswipe(1) 10 4 0 0 0 14 2.80 8.0% 
Backed Into 0 0 1 0 0 1 0.20 0.6% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 0 1 0 1 2 0.40 1.1% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Fixed Object 0 3 2 1 2 8 1.60 4.6% 
Ran Off Road 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Overturned 0 0 1 0 0 1 0.20 0.6% 
Other(1) 7 10 10 6 7 40 8.00 23.0% 
Total Crashes 32 34 45 28 35 174 34.80 100.0% 

PDO Crashes 21 23 34 20 23 121 24.20 69.5% 
Fatal Crashes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Injury Crashes(2) 11 11 11 8 12 53 10.60 30.5% 
Daylight 23 23 32 23 22 123 24.60 70.7% 
Dusk(3) 0 2 2 0 0 4 0.80 2.3% 
Dawn(3) 0 0 1 0 2 3 0.60 1.7% 
Dark(3) 9 9 10 5 11 44 8.80 25.3% 
Unknown 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dry 26 28 37 22 30 143 28.60 82.2% 
Wet(4) 4 5 8 6 5 28 5.60 16.1% 
Others 2 1 0 0 0 3 0.60 1.7% 

Source: FDOT CARS Database. 
(1)Rear End crashes (57 – 32.8%) was the highest type of crash. Other crashes (40 – 23%), Angle 
crashes (36 – 21.8%), and Sideswipe (14 - 8.0%) were also among the highest type of crash. 
(2) There were 53 (30.5%) injury type crashes. 
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     B 64 
   

Interstate 95 at SR 916/NW 135 Street/Opa Locka Boulevard 
Crash Analysis – SR 916/NW 135 Street at SR 7/NW 7 Avenue/US 441 

Crash Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total Average Percent 

Rear End 4 3 6 8 2 23 4.60 16.2% 
Head On 4 1 0 1 0 6 1.20 4.2% 
Angle(1) 15 11 6 10 11 53 10.60 37.3% 
Left Turn 4 3 2 0 1 10 2.00 7.0% 
Right Turn 0 1 1 0 0 2 0.40 1.4% 
Sideswipe 1 5 0 0 0 6 1.20 4.2% 
Backed Into 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 2 0 1 1 0 4 0.80 2.8% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Fixed Object 3 2 1 2 0 8 1.60 5.6% 
Ran Off Road 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Overturned 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Other 4 8 3 8 7 30 6.00 21.1% 
Total Crashes 37 34 20 30 21 142 28.40 100.0% 

PDO Crashes 26 22 14 15 15 92 18.40 64.8% 
Fatal Crashes(2) 0 0 1 0 0 1 0.20 0.7% 
Injury Crashes(2) 11 12 5 15 6 49 9.80 34.5% 
Daylight 20 26 14 19 17 96 19.20 67.6% 
Dusk(3) 0 0 1 1 0 2 0.40 1.4% 
Dawn(3) 0 1 0 0 0 1 0.20 0.7% 
Dark(3) 17 7 5 10 3 42 8.40 29.6% 
Unknown 0 0 0 0 1 1 0.20 0.7% 
Dry 29 26 18 23 17 113 22.60 79.6% 
Wet(4) 8 8 2 7 4 29 5.80 20.4% 
Others 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 

Source: FDOT CARS Database. 
(1)Angle crashes (53 – 37.3%) was the highest type of crash.  
(2) There was 1 (0.7%) fatality type crash. There were 49 (34.5%) injury type crashes. 
(3)There were 45 (31.7%) crashes reported during dark/dawn/dusk conditions, which is more than the 
statewide average for all roadways of 31%. 
(4)There were 29 (20.4%) crashes that occurred under wet/slippery pavement conditions, which is 
more than the average for all roadways of 17%.   
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Crash Analysis – SR 916 /NW 135 Street at I-95 SB Ramps 

Crash Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total Average Percent 

Rear End(1) 5 4 7 6 3 25 5.00 31.3% 
Head On 1 0 0 0 0 1 0.20 1.3% 
Angle(1) 3 2 3 7 3 18 3.60 22.5% 
Left Turn 2 0 3 0 0 5 1.00 6.3% 
Right Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Sideswipe 2 3 0 0 0 5 1.00 6.3% 
Backed Into 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Fixed Object 0 0 0 1 0 1 0.20 1.3% 
Ran Off Road 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Overturned 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Other(1) 8 5 4 2 6 25 5.00 31.3% 
Total Crashes 21 14 17 16 12 80 16.00 100.0% 

PDO Crashes 17 11 12 12 9 61 12.20 76.3% 
Fatal Crashes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Injury Crashes(2) 4 3 5 4 3 19 3.80 23.8% 
Daylight 12 11 14 10 10 57 11.40 71.3% 
Dusk 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dawn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dark 9 3 3 6 2 23 4.60 28.8% 
Unknown 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dry 18 12 16 15 11 72 14.40 90.0% 
Wet 2 1 1 1 1 6 1.20 7.5% 
Others 1 1 0 0 0 2 0.40 2.5% 

Source: FDOT CARS Database. 
(1)Angle crashes (25 – 31.3%) was the highest type of crash. Other crashes (25 – 31.3%) and angle 
crashes (18 -22.5%) were also among the highest type of crash.  
(2)There were 19 (23.8%) injury type crashes. 
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Crash Analysis – SR 916 /NW 135 Street at I-95 NB Ramps 

Crash Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total Average Percent 

Rear End(1) 2 5 5 6 7 25 5.00 28.4% 
Head On 0 6 0 0 1 7 1.40 8.0% 
Angle(1) 5 7 1 5 2 20 4.00 22.7% 
Left Turn 0 0 0 1 0 1 0.20 1.1% 
Right Turn 0 0 0 3 0 3 0.60 3.4% 
Sideswipe 2 0 0 0 0 2 0.40 2.3% 
Backed Into 1 0 0 0 0 1 0.20 1.1% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 0 0 0 1 1 0.20 1.1% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 1 1 0 0 0 2 0.40 2.3% 
Fixed Object 3 1 1 0 1 6 1.20 6.8% 
Ran Off Road 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Overturned 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Other(1) 8 6 3 2 1 20 4.00 22.7% 
Total Crashes(2) 22 26 10 17 13 88 17.60 100.0% 

PDO Crashes 13 21 7 12 6 59 11.80 67.0% 
Fatal Crashes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Injury Crashes(3) 9 5 3 5 7 29 5.80 33.0% 
Daylight 21 19 8 10 10 68 13.60 77.3% 
Dusk 0 1 1 0 0 2 0.40 2.3% 
Dawn 0 0 0 1 1 2 0.40 2.3% 
Dark 1 5 1 6 2 15 3.00 17.0% 
Unknown 0 1 0 0 0 1 0.20 1.1% 
Dry 20 23 10 13 10 76 15.20 86.4% 
Wet 1 2 0 4 3 10 2.00 11.4% 
Others 1 1 0 0 0 2 0.40 2.3% 

Source: FDOT CARS Database. 
(1)Rear End crashes (25 – 28.4%) was the highest types of crash. Angle crashes (20 – 22.7%) and 
Other crashes ( 20 – 22.7%) were also among the highest type of crash. 
(2)There were 22 crashes reported in year 2009 and 26 crashes reported in year 2010, which is a 
significant difference from the crashes reported in other years. 
(3)There were 29 (33%) injury type crashes. 
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Crash Analysis –SR 916/Opa Locka Boulevard at SR 7/NW 7 Avenue/US 441 

Crash Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total Average Percent 

Rear End(1) 4 1 4 4 8 21 4.20 26.6% 
Head On 0 1 0 2 0 3 0.60 3.8% 
Angle(1) 0 3 4 5 6 18 3.60 22.8% 
Left Turn 0 2 3 1 2 8 1.60 10.1% 
Right Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Sideswipe 2 2 0 0 0 4 0.80 5.1% 
Backed Into 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 1 0 1 1 0 3 0.60 3.8% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 1 0 0 0 0 1 0.20 1.3% 
Fixed Object 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Ran Off Road 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Overturned 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Other(1) 0 2 5 5 9 21 4.20 26.6% 
Total Crashes 8 11 17 18 25 79 15.80 100.0% 

PDO Crashes 4 10 12 7 19 52 10.40 65.8% 
Fatal Crashes(2) 0 0 1 0 0 1 0.20 1.3% 
Injury Crashes(2) 4 1 4 11 6 26 5.20 32.9% 
Daylight 6 4 12 12 19 53 10.60 67.1% 
Dusk(3) 0 0 0 0 1 1 0.20 1.3% 
Dawn(3) 1 0 0 1 0 2 0.40 2.5% 
Dark(3) 1 7 5 5 5 23 4.60 29.1% 
Unknown 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dry 6 11 16 13 20 66 13.20 83.5% 
Wet(4) 2 0 1 5 5 13 2.60 16.5% 
Others 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 

Source: FDOT CARS Database. 
(1)Rear End crashes (21 – 26.6%) was the highest type of crash. Angle crashes (18 – 3.6%) and 
Other crashes (21 – 26.6%) were also among the highest type of crash. 
(2) There was 1 (1.3%) fatality type crash. There were 26 (32.9%) injury type crashes. 
(3)There were 26 (32.9%) crashes reported during dark/dawn/dusk conditions, which is more than the 
statewide average for all roadways of 31%. 
(4)There were 13 (16.5%) crashes that occurred under wet/slippery pavement conditions, which is 
lower than the average for all roadways of 17%.   
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Crash Analysis – SR 916/Opa Locka Boulevard at I-95 SB Ramps 

Crash Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total Average Percent 

Rear End(1) 7 5 2 8 9 31 6.20 26.7% 
Head On 0 1 2 0 0 3 0.60 2.6% 
Angle(1) 4 8 5 5 7 29 5.80 25.0% 
Left Turn 0 0 1 0 3 4 0.80 3.4% 
Right Turn 1 0 1 0 1 3 0.60 2.6% 
Sideswipe 0 3 0 0 0 3 0.60 2.6% 
Backed Into 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 1 0 0 1 0 2 0.40 1.7% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Fixed Object 0 0 0 1 1 2 0.40 1.7% 
Ran Off Road 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Overturned 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Other(1) 5 6 13 8 7 39 7.80 33.6% 
Total Crashes 18 23 24 23 28 116 23.20 100.0% 

PDO Crashes 11 16 16 18 21 82 16.40 70.7% 
Fatal Crashes(2) 0 0 0 1 0 1 0.20 0.9% 
Injury Crashes(2) 7 7 8 4 7 33 6.60 28.4% 
Daylight 13 18 17 15 18 81 16.20 69.8% 
Dusk 0 0 0 0 1 1 0.20 0.9% 
Dawn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dark 5 5 7 8 8 33 6.60 28.4% 
Unknown 0 0 0 0 1 1 0.20 0.9% 
Dry 15 22 21 18 24 100 20.00 86.2% 
Wet 2 1 3 5 3 14 2.80 12.1% 
Others 1 0 0 0 1 2 0.40 1.7% 

Source: FDOT CARS Database. 
(1)Other crashes (39 – 33.6%) was the highest type of crash. Rear End crashes (31 – 26.7%) and 
Angle crashes (29 – 25%) were also among the highest type of crash. 
(2) There was 1 (0.9%) fatality type crash. There were 33 (28.4%) injury type crashes. 
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Crash Analysis – SR 916/Opa Locka Boulevard at I-95 NB Ramps 

Crash Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total Average Percent 

Rear End(1) 2 5 6 7 8 28 5.60 41.8% 
Head On 0 2 0 0 0 2 0.40 3.0% 
Angle(1) 1 2 8 1 5 17 3.40 25.4% 
Left Turn 0 1 0 1 0 2 0.40 3.0% 
Right Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Sideswipe 0 2 0 0 0 2 0.40 3.0% 
Backed Into 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Fixed Object 0 1 0 0 0 1 0.20 1.5% 
Ran Off Road 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Overturned 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Other 3 3 6 2 1 15 3.00 22.4% 
Total Crashes 6 16 20 11 14 67 13.40 100.0% 

PDO Crashes 5 11 11 9 12 48 9.60 71.6% 
Fatal Crashes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Injury Crashes(2) 1 5 9 2 2 19 3.80 28.4% 
Daylight 4 13 15 10 11 53 10.60 79.1% 
Dusk 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dawn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dark 1 3 4 1 3 12 2.40 17.9% 
Unknown 1 0 1 0 0 2 0.40 3.0% 
Dry 4 15 18 9 13 59 11.80 88.1% 
Wet 0 1 2 2 1 6 1.20 9.0% 
Others 2 0 0 0 0 2 0.40 3.0% 

Source: FDOT CARS Database. 
(1)Rear End crashes (28 – 41.8%) was the highest type of crash. Angle crashes (17 – 25.4%) was 
also among the highest type of crash. 
(2) There were 19 (28.4%) injury type crashes
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Interstate 95 at NW 151 Street 
Crash Analysis – NW 151 Street at SR 7/NW 7 Avenue/US 441 

Crash Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total Average Percent 

Rear End 2 1 0 1 1 5 1.00 12.2% 
Head On 0 0 0 0 2 2 0.40 4.9% 
Angle(1) 3 2 1 8 5 19 3.80 46.3% 
Left Turn 0 0 0 1 1 2 0.40 4.9% 
Right Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Sideswipe 1 1 0 0 0 2 0.40 4.9% 
Backed Into 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 0 1 0 0 0 1 0.20 2.4% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Fixed Object 0 0 0 0 1 1 0.20 2.4% 
Ran Off Road 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Overturned 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Other 0 1 2 2 4 9 1.80 22.0% 
Total Crashes(2) 6 6 3 12 14 41 8.20 100.0% 

PDO Crashes 2 1 2 3 7 15 3.00 36.6% 
Fatal Crashes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Injury Crashes(3) 4 5 1 9 7 26 5.20 63.4% 
Daylight 4 4 1 5 9 23 4.60 56.1% 
Dusk(4) 0 0 0 1 1 2 0.40 4.9% 
Dawn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dark(4) 2 2 2 6 4 16 3.20 39.0% 
Unknown 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dry 5 6 3 11 10 35 7.00 85.4% 
Wet 1 0 0 1 4 6 1.20 14.6% 
Others 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 

Source: FDOT CARS Database. 
(1)Angle crashes (19 – 46.3%) was the highest types of crash.  
(2)There were 12 crashes reported in year 2012 and 14 crashes reported in 2013, which is a significant 
difference from the crashes reported in other years. 
(3)There were 26 (63.4%) injury type crashes. 
(4)There were 18 (33.9%) crashes reported during dark/dawn/dusk conditions, which is more than the 
statewide average for all roadways of 31%. 
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Crash Analysis – NW 151 Street at I-95 SB Ramps 

Crash Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total Average Percent 

Rear End(1) 5 11 0 0 0 16 3.20 48.5% 
Head On 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Angle 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Left Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Right Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Sideswipe 0 6 0 0 0 6 1.20 18.2% 
Backed Into 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Fixed Object 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Ran Off Road(1) 1 9 0 0 0 10 2.00 30.3% 
Overturned 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Other 1 0 0 0 0 1 0.20 3.0% 
Total Crashes(2) 7 26 0 0 0 33 6.60 100.0% 

PDO Crashes 3 17 0 0 0 20 4.00 60.6% 
Fatal Crashes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Injury Crashes(3) 4 9 0 0 0 13 2.60 39.4% 
Daylight 5 22 0 0 0 27 5.40 81.8% 
Dusk 1 0 0 0 0 1 0.20 3.0% 
Dawn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dark 1 4 0 0 0 5 1.00 15.2% 
Unknown 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dry 6 24 0 0 0 30 6.00 90.9% 
Wet 1 2 0 0 0 3 0.60 9.1% 
Others 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 

Sources: FDOT CARS Database and Signal Four Analytics. 
(1)Rear End crashes (16 – 48.5%) was the highest types of crash. Ran Off Road crashes (10 - 
30.3%)were also among the highest crashes/ 
(2)There were 26 crashes reported in year 2010, which is a significant difference from the crashes 
reported in other years. 
(3)There were 13 (39.4%) injury type crashes. 
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Crash Analysis – NW 151 Street at I-95 NB Ramps 

Crash Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total Average Percent 

Rear End 1 0 1 1 1 4 0.80 14.8% 
Head On 0 0 0 0 1 1 0.20 3.7% 
Angle 0 0 0 1 0 1 0.20 3.7% 
Left Turn 0 1 0 2 1 4 0.80 14.8% 
Right Turn 0 1 0 0 0 1 0.20 3.7% 
Sideswipe 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Backed Into 0 0 0 0 1 1 0.20 3.7% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 1 0 0 0 0 1 0.20 3.7% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Fixed Object 0 2 0 0 0 2 0.40 7.4% 
Ran Off Road(1) 0 0 0 0 1 1 0.20 3.7% 
Overturned 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Other 4 3 2 0 2 11 2.20 40.7% 
Total Crashes 6 7 3 4 7 27 5.40 100.0% 

PDO Crashes 3 2 3 2 5 15 3.00 55.6% 
Fatal Crashes(1) 0 1 0 0 0 1 0.20 3.7% 
Injury Crashes(1) 3 4 0 2 2 11 2.20 40.7% 
Daylight 5 4 1 3 4 17 3.40 63.0% 
Dusk(2) 0 1 1 0 1 3 0.60 11.1% 
Dawn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dark(2) 1 2 1 1 1 6 1.20 22.2% 
Unknown 0 0 0 0 1 1 0.20 3.7% 
Dry 6 6 2 3 5 22 4.40 81.5% 
Wet 0 1 1 1 1 4 0.80 14.8% 
Others 0 0 0 0 1 1 0.20 3.7% 

Sources: FDOT CARS Database and Signal Four Analytics. 
(1) There was 1 (3.7%) fatality type crash. There were 11 (40.7%) injury type crashes. 
(2)There were 9 (33.3%) crashes reported during dark/dusk conditions, which is more than the 
statewide average for all roadways of 31%. 
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Interstate 95 at Golden Glades Interchange 
Crash Analysis – SR 7/NW 7 Avenue/US 441 at Golden Glades Interchange SB Off-Ramp 

Crash Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total Average Percent 

Rear End 6 0 3 0 0 9 1.80 60.0% 
Head On 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Angle 0 1 0 0 0 1 0.20 6.7% 
Left Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Right Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Sideswipe 1 1 1 1 0 4 0.80 26.7% 
Backed Into 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Fixed Object 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Ran Off Road 0 0 0 1 0 1 0.20 6.7% 
Overturned 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Other 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Total Crashes 7 2 4 2 0 15 3.00 100.0% 

PDO Crashes 1 2 2 1 0 6 1.20 40.0% 
Fatal Crashes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Injury Crashes(1) 6 0 2 1 0 9 1.80 60.0% 
Daylight 5 1 3 0 0 9 1.80 60.0% 
Dusk(2) 0 1 0 1 0 2 0.40 13.3% 
Dawn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dark(2) 2 0 1 1 0 4 0.80 26.7% 
Unknown 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dry 5 2 4 1 0 12 2.40 80.0% 
Wet(3) 2 0 0 1 0 3 0.60 20.0% 
Others 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 

Source: Signal Four Analytics. 
(1)There were 9 (60%) injury type crashes. 
(2)There were 6 (40%) crashes reported during dark/dusk conditions, which is more than the statewide 
average for all roadways of 31%. 
(3)There were 3 (20%) crashes that occurred under wet/slippery pavement conditions, which is more 
than the average for all roadways of 17%.   
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Crash Analysis – SR 7/NW 7 Avenue/US 441 at Park and Ride Drive/NW 16000 Block 

Crash Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total Average Percent 

Rear End 2 3 2 1 1 9 1.80 42.9% 
Head On 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Angle 1 0 0 1 0 2 0.40 9.5% 
Left Turn 0 1 3 0 1 5 1.00 23.8% 
Right Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Sideswipe 1 0 0 0 0 1 0.20 4.8% 
Backed Into 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Fixed Object 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Ran Off Road 0 1 0 0 0 1 0.20 4.8% 
Overturned 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Other 0 1 1 0 1 3 0.60 14.3% 
Total Crashes 4 6 6 2 3 21 4.20 100.0% 

PDO Crashes 2 3 4 2 3 14 2.80 66.7% 
Fatal Crashes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Injury Crashes(1) 2 3 2 0 0 7 1.40 33.3% 
Daylight 2 5 3 2 2 14 2.80 66.7% 
Dusk 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dawn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dark(3) 2 1 3 0 1 7 1.40 33.3% 
Unknown 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dry 3 4 5 2 3 17 3.40 81.0% 
Wet(4) 1 2 1 0 0 4 0.80 19.0% 
Others 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 

Source: Signal Four Analytics. 
(1)There were 7 (33.3%) injury type crashes. 
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Crash Analysis – NW 167 Street at NW 2 Avenue 

Crash Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total Average Percent 

Rear End(1) 23 14 15 13 16 81 16.20 39.5% 
Head On 0 3 0 1 1 5 1.00 2.4% 
Angle(1) 14 5 7 1 5 32 6.40 15.6% 
Left Turn 1 0 1 0 3 5 1.00 2.4% 
Right Turn 1 0 1 1 1 4 0.80 2.0% 
Sideswipe(1) 5 10 0 0 0 15 3.00 7.3% 
Backed Into 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Fixed Object 0 1 1 1 0 3 0.60 1.5% 
Ran Off Road 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Overturned 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Other(1) 1 1 16 13 29 60 12.00 29.3% 
Total Crashes 45 34 41 30 55 205 41.00 100.0% 

PDO Crashes 29 22 28 20 40 139 27.80 67.8% 
Fatal Crashes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Injury Crashes(2) 16 12 13 10 15 66 13.20 32.2% 
Daylight 33 24 31 20 40 148 29.60 72.2% 
Dusk 0 0 1 0 0 1 0.20 0.5% 
Dawn 3 0 0 0 0 3 0.60 1.5% 
Dark 9 10 9 10 15 53 10.60 25.9% 
Unknown 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dry 41 30 35 22 39 167 33.40 81.5% 
Wet(3) 4 3 6 8 16 37 7.40 18.0% 
Others 0 1 0 0 0 1 0.20 0.5% 

Source: FDOT CARS Database 
(1)Rear End crashes (81 – 39.5%) was the highest types of crash. Other crashes (60 – 29.3%), Angle 
crashes (32 – 15.6%), and Sideswip crashes (15 – 7.3%) were also among the highest type of crash. 
(2)There were 66 (32.2%) injury type crashes. 
(3)There were 37 (18%) crashes that occurred under wet/slippery pavement conditions, which is more 
than the average for all roadways of 17%.   
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Crash Analysis – NW 167 Street at Miami Avenue  

Crash Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total Average Percent 

Rear End(1) 4 11 13 10 10 48 9.60 47.5% 
Head On 1 1 1 2 0 5 1.00 5.0% 
Angle(1) 5 2 1 6 3 17 3.40 16.8% 
Left Turn 3 1 1 0 1 6 1.20 5.9% 
Right Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Sideswipe 1 3 0 0 0 4 0.80 4.0% 
Backed Into 0 0 0 0 1 1 0.20 1.0% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 0 0 1 0 1 0.20 1.0% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 0 1 0 1 1 3 0.60 3.0% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Fixed Object 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Ran Off Road 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Overturned 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Other 0 1 8 3 4 16 3.20 15.8% 
Total Crashes 14 20 24 23 20 101 20.20 100.0% 

PDO Crashes 8 5 19 13 12 57 11.40 56.4% 
Fatal Crashes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Injury Crashes(2) 6 15 5 10 8 44 8.80 43.6% 
Daylight 8 9 18 14 17 66 13.20 65.3% 
Dusk(3) 0 0 0 2 0 2 0.40 2.0% 
Dawn(3) 0 0 1 1 1 3 0.60 3.0% 
Dark(3) 6 11 5 6 2 30 6.00 29.7% 
Unknown 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dry 13 15 21 19 17 85 17.00 84.2% 
Wet 1 5 3 4 3 16 3.20 15.8% 
Others 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 

Source: FDOT CARS Database 
(1)Rear End crashes (48 – 47.5%) was the highest types of crash. Angle crashes (17 – 16.8%) was 
also among the highest type of crash. 
(2)There were 44 (43.6%) injury type crashes. 
(3)There were 35 (34.7%) crashes reported during dark/dawn/dusk conditions, which is more than the 
statewide average for all roadways of 31%. 
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Crash Analysis – NW 7 Avenue Extension at Turnpike NB On-Ramp 

Crash Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total Average Percent 

Rear End 2 1 0 1 1 5 1.00 31.3% 
Head On 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Angle 1 0 0 1 0 2 0.40 12.5% 
Left Turn 1 2 1 1 0 5 1.00 31.3% 
Right Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Sideswipe 1 1 1 0 0 3 0.60 18.8% 
Backed Into 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Fixed Object 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Ran Off Road 0 1 0 0 0 1 0.20 6.3% 
Overturned 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Other 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Total Crashes 5 5 2 3 1 16 3.20 100.0% 

PDO Crashes 3 3 2 2 1 11 2.20 68.8% 
Fatal Crashes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Injury Crashes 2 2 0 1 0 5 1.00 31.3% 
Daylight 5 4 1 3 0 13 2.60 81.3% 
Dusk 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dawn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dark 0 1 1 0 1 3 0.60 18.8% 
Unknown 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dry 5 4 2 2 1 14 2.80 87.5% 
Wet 0 1 0 1 0 2 0.40 12.5% 
Others 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 

Source: Signal Four Analytics.  

Appendix Page 2630 of 7765



 

 
 

     B 78 
   

Crash Analysis – NW 7 Avenue Extension at NW 4 Avenue & NW 171 Street 

Crash Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total Average Percent 

Rear End 0 0 0 1 2 3 0.60 30.0% 
Head On 0 1 0 0 0 1 0.20 10.0% 
Angle 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Left Turn 2 0 0 0 0 2 0.40 20.0% 
Right Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Sideswipe 0 1 0 0 0 1 0.20 10.0% 
Backed Into 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Fixed Object 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Ran Off Road 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Overturned 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Other 0 1 0 0 2 3 0.60 30.0% 
Total Crashes 2 3 0 1 4 10 2.00 100.0% 

PDO Crashes 2 3 0 1 4 10 2.00 100.0% 
Fatal Crashes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Injury Crashes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Daylight 1 1 0 1 1 4 0.80 40.0% 
Dusk 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dawn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dark 1 2 0 0 3 6 1.20 60.0% 
Unknown 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dry 2 3 0 1 4 10 2.00 100.0% 
Wet 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Others 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 

Source: Signal Four Analytics.  
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     B 79 
   

Crash Analysis – I-95 NB On Ramp from SR 7/NW 7 Ave/US 441 

Crash Type 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total Average Percent 

Rear End(1) 5 10 13 12 40 8.00 48.2% 
Head On 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Angle 0 1 1 1 3 0.60 3.6% 
Left Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Right Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Sideswipe(1) 4 4 7 6 21 4.20 25.3% 
Backed Into 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Fixed Object 4 1 4 2 11 2.20 13.3% 
Ran Off Road 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Overturned 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Other 1 3 2 2 8 1.60 9.6% 
Total Crashes 14 19 27 23 83 16.60 100.0% 

PDO Crashes 8 12 20 21 61 24.4 73.49% 
Fatal Crashes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00% 
Injury Crashes 6 7 7 2 22 8.8 26.51% 
Daylight 10 14 18 12 54 10.80 65.1% 
Dusk(2) 0 0 0 1 1 0.20 1.2% 
Dawn(2) 0 0 1 2 3 0.60 3.6% 
Dark(2) 4 5 8 8 25 5.00 30.1% 
Unknown 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dry 12 15 23 18 68 13.60 81.9% 
Wet 2 4 4 5 15 3.00 18.1% 
Others 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 

Source: FDOT CARS Database 
(1)Rear End crashes (40 – 48.2%) was the highest types of crash. Sideswipe crashes (21 – 
4.20%) was also among the highest type of crash. 
(2)There were 29 (34.9%) crashes reported during dark/dawn/dusk conditions, which is more than 
the statewide average for all roadways of 31%. 
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     B 80 
   

Crash Analysis – I-95 SB On Ramp from US 441/NW 2 Ave  

Crash Type 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total Average Percent 

Rear End(1) 8 11 17 14 50 10.00 61.7% 
Head On 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Angle 1 2 1 2 6 1.20 7.4% 
Left Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Right Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Sideswipe 3 2 5 6 16 3.20 19.8% 
Backed Into 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Fixed Object 1 2 1 0 4 0.80 4.9% 
Ran Off Road 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Overturned 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Other 0 2 0 3 5 1.00 6.2% 
Total Crashes 13 19 24 25 81 16.20 100.0% 

PDO Crashes 4 15 19 19 57 14.25 70.37% 
Fatal Crashes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00% 
Injury Crashes 9 4 5 6 24 6 29.63% 
Daylight 10 12 22 22 66 13.20 81.5% 
Dusk 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dawn 0 2 0 0 2 0.40 2.5% 
Dark 3 5 2 3 13 2.60 16.0% 
Unknown 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dry 11 16 20 20 67 13.40 82.7% 
Wet 2 3 4 5 14 2.80 17.3% 
Others 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 

Source: FDOT CARS Database 
(1)Rear End crashes (50 – 61.7%) was the highest types of crash.  
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     B 81 
   

Crash Analysis – I-95 SB On Ramp from Golden Glades Interchange Station 

Crash Type 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total Average Percent 

Rear End 1 0 0 0 1 0.20 25.0% 
Head On 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Angle 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Left Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Right Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Sideswipe 0 1 1 0 2 0.40 50.0% 
Backed Into 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Fixed Object 1 0 0 0 1 0.20 25.0% 
Ran Off Road 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Overturned 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Other 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Total Crashes 2 1 1 0 4 0.80 100.0% 

PDO Crashes 2 1 1 0 4 0.80 100.0% 
Fatal Crashes 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Injury Crashes 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Daylight 1 1 0 0 2 0.40 50.0% 
Dusk 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dawn 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dark 1 0 1 0 2 0.40 50.0% 
Unknown 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dry 0 1 1 0 2 0.40 50.0% 
Wet 2 0 0 0 2 0.40 50.0% 
Others 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 

Source: FDOT CARS Database 
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     B 82 
   

Crash Analysis – I-95 SB Off Ramp to Florida Turnpike  

Crash Type 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total Average Percent 

Rear End(1) 6 13 9 15 43 8.60 49.4% 
Head On 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Angle 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Left Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Right Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Sideswipe 5 6 2 6 19 3.80 21.8% 
Backed Into 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Fixed Object 1 3 0 4 8 1.60 9.2% 
Ran Off Road 0 0 0 1 1 0.20 1.1% 
Overturned 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Other 3 5 4 4 16 3.20 18.4% 
Total Crashes 15 27 15 30 87 17.40 100.0% 

PDO Crashes 8 18 11 25 62 15.5 71.26% 
Fatal Crashes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00% 
Injury Crashes 7 9 4 5 25 6.25 28.74% 
Daylight 13 20 9 18 60 12.00 69.0% 
Dusk 0 0 0 2 2 0.40 2.3% 
Dawn 0 0 3 2 5 1.00 5.7% 
Dark 2 7 3 8 20 4.00 23.0% 
Unknown 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dry 13 20 10 24 67 13.40 77.0% 
Wet 2 7 5 6 20 4.00 23.0% 
Others 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 

Source: FDOT CARS Database 
(1)Rear End crashes (43 – 49.4%) was the highest types of crash.  
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     B 83 
   

Crash Analysis – I-95 SB On Ramp from NW 167 St 

Crash Type 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total Average Percent 

Rear End(1) 11 10 9 17 47 9.40 48.5% 
Head On 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Angle 1 2 1 2 6 1.20 6.2% 
Left Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Right Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Sideswipe(1) 3 7 5 10 25 5.00 25.8% 
Backed Into 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 0 1 0 0 1 0.20 1.0% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Fixed Object 3 2 4 3 12 2.40 12.4% 
Ran Off Road 1 0 0 1 2 0.40 2.1% 
Overturned 1 0 0 0 1 0.20 1.0% 
Other 1 1 1 0 3 0.60 3.1% 
Total Crashes 21 23 20 33 97 19.40 100.0% 

PDO Crashes 12 16 17 28 73 18.25 75.26% 
Fatal Crashes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00% 
Injury Crashes 9 7 3 5 24 6 24.74% 
Daylight 12 20 13 19 64 12.80 66.0% 
Dusk(2) 2 0 1 2 5 1.00 5.2% 
Dawn(2) 0 1 0 0 1 0.20 1.0% 
Dark(2) 7 2 6 12 27 5.40 27.8% 
Unknown 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dry 15 15 16 26 72 14.40 74.2% 
Wet 6 8 4 7 25 5.00 25.8% 
Others 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 

Source: FDOT CARS Database 
(1)Rear End crashes (47 – 48.5%) was the highest types of crash. Sideswipe crashes (25 – 
25.80%) was also among the highest type of crash. 
(2)There were 33 (34%) crashes reported during dark/dawn/dusk conditions, which is more than 
the statewide average for all roadways of 31%. 
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     B 84 
   

Crash Analysis – I-95 SB On Ramp from Florida Turnpike 

Crash Type 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total Average Percent 

Rear End(1) 22 28 25 26 101 20.20 50.5% 
Head On 2 0 0 1 3 0.60 1.5% 
Angle 2 6 1 0 9 1.80 4.5% 
Left Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Right Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Sideswipe(1) 16 12 12 15 55 11.00 27.5% 
Backed Into 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 1 0 0 0 1 0.20 0.5% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Fixed Object 5 3 3 6 17 3.40 8.5% 
Ran Off Road 0 1 0 0 1 0.20 0.5% 
Overturned 0 0 1 2 3 0.60 1.5% 
Other 2 2 1 5 10 2.00 5.0% 
Total Crashes 50 52 43 55 200 40.00 100.0% 

PDO Crashes 68 69 56 72 265 66.25 80.30% 
Fatal Crashes(2) 0 1 0 0 1 0.2 0.30% 
Injury Crashes 18 16 13 17 64 16 19.39% 
Daylight 35 44 37 40 156 31.20 78.0% 
Dusk 3 0 0 3 6 1.20 3.0% 
Dawn 2 1 2 2 7 1.40 3.5% 
Dark 10 7 4 10 31 6.20 15.5% 
Unknown 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dry 43 41 35 45 164 32.80 82.0% 
Wet 7 11 8 10 36 7.20 18.0% 
Others 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 

Source: FDOT CARS Database 
(1)Rear End crashes (101 – 50.5%) was the highest types of crash. Sideswipe crashes (55 – 
27.50%) was also among the highest type of crash. 
(2)There was one fatal crash in the year 2012. 
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     B 85 
   

Crash Analysis – I-95 NB Off Ramp to Florida Turnpike 

Crash Type 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total Average Percent 

Rear End(1) 8 11 27 11 57 11.40 44.9% 
Head On 1 0 0 0 1 0.20 0.8% 
Angle 1 2 1 2 6 1.20 4.7% 
Left Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Right Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Sideswipe 1 6 11 2 20 4.00 15.7% 
Backed Into 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 0 1 0 0 1 0.20 0.8% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Fixed Object(1) 4 4 11 6 25 5.00 19.7% 
Ran Off Road 0 1 0 0 1 0.20 0.8% 
Overturned 1 1 1 1 4 0.80 3.1% 
Other 1 5 0 6 12 2.40 9.4% 
Total Crashes 17 31 51 28 127 25.40 100.0% 

PDO Crashes 8 19 26 17 70 17.5 55.12% 
Fatal Crashes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00% 
Injury Crashes 9 12 25 11 57 14.25 44.88% 
Daylight 9 24 33 13 79 15.80 62.2% 
Dusk(2) 2 0 4 2 8 1.60 6.3% 
Dawn(2) 0 1 2 2 5 1.00 3.9% 
Dark(2) 6 6 12 11 35 7.00 27.6% 
Unknown 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dry 10 24 43 19 96 19.20 75.6% 
Wet(3) 7 7 8 9 31 6.20 24.4% 
Others 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 

Source: FDOT CARS Database 
(1)Rear End crashes (87 – 44.9%) was the highest types of crash. Fixed Object crashes (25 – 
19.7%) was also among the highest type of crash. 
(2)There were 48 (37.8%) crashes reported during dark/dawn/dusk conditions, which is more than 
the statewide average for all roadways of 31%. 
(3)There were 31 (24.4%) crashes that occurred under wet/slippery pavement conditions, 
which is higher than the average for all roadways of 17%.   
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     B 86 
   

Crash Analysis – I-95 NB Off Ramp to Golden Glades Interchange  

Crash Type 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total Average Percent 

Rear End(1) 4 5 10 5 24 4.80 64.9% 
Head On 0 1 0 0 1 0.20 2.7% 
Angle 0 0 0 1 1 0.20 2.7% 
Left Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Right Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Sideswipe 2 1 0 2 5 1.00 13.5% 
Backed Into 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Fixed Object 2 0 2 0 4 0.80 10.8% 
Ran Off Road 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Overturned 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Other 0 0 1 1 2 0.40 5.4% 
Total Crashes 8 7 13 9 37 7.40 100.0% 

PDO Crashes 4 5 8 4 21 5.25 56.76% 
Fatal Crashes(2) 1 0 0 0 1 0.2 2.70% 
Injury Crashes 3 2 5 5 15 3.75 40.54% 
Daylight 4 3 6 4 17 3.40 45.9% 
Dusk(3) 1 1 0 0 2 0.40 5.4% 
Dawn(3) 0 0 1 0 1 0.20 2.7% 
Dark(3) 3 3 6 5 17 3.40 45.9% 
Unknown 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dry 5 6 8 6 25 5.00 67.6% 
Wet(4) 3 1 5 3 12 2.40 32.4% 
Others 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 

Source: FDOT CARS Data Base.  
(1)Rear End crashes (24 – 64.9%) was the highest types of crash.  
(2)There was one fatal crash in the year 2011.  
(3)There were 20 (54%) crashes reported during dark/dawn/dusk conditions, which is higher 
than the statewide average for all roadways of 31%. 
(4)There were 12 (32.4%) crashes that occurred under wet/slippery pavement conditions, 
which is higher than the average for all roadways of 17%.   
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     B 87 
   

Interstate 95 at SR 860/NE 181 Street 
Crash Analysis – SR 860/Miami Gardens Drive at NE 2 Court 

Crash Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total Average Percent 

Rear End(1) 4 3 5 6 11 29 5.80 37.2% 
Head On 0 0 0 0 1 1 0.20 1.3% 
Angle 0 1 3 2 2 8 1.60 10.3% 
Left Turn 1 1 0 0 1 3 0.60 3.8% 
Right Turn 0 1 0 0 0 1 0.20 1.3% 
Sideswipe 4 0 0 0 0 4 0.80 5.1% 
Backed Into 0 0 0 0 1 1 0.20 1.3% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 0 0 0 1 0 1 0.20 1.3% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 0 2 0 0 2 0.40 2.6% 
Fixed Object 0 1 1 1 1 4 0.80 5.1% 
Ran Off Road 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Overturned 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Other(1) 4 1 5 8 6 24 4.80 30.8% 
Total Crashes 13 8 16 18 23 78 15.60 100.0% 

PDO Crashes 9 4 7 11 16 47 9.40 60.3% 
Fatal Crashes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Injury Crashes(2) 4 4 9 7 7 31 6.20 39.7% 

Daylight 11 6 11 8 9 45 9.00 57.7% 
Dusk(3) 0 1 0 1 3 5 1.00 6.4% 
Dawn(3) 0 0 0 0 2 2 0.40 2.6% 
Dark(3) 2 0 5 9 9 25 5.00 32.1% 
Unknown 0 1 0 0 0 1 0.20 1.3% 
Dry 11 7 14 15 19 66 13.20 84.6% 
Wet 2 0 2 3 4 11 2.20 14.1% 
Others 0 1 0 0 0 1 0.20 1.3% 

Source: FDOT CARS Database.  
(1)Rear End crashes (29 – 37.2%) was the highest types of crash. Other crashes (24 – 30.8%) was 
also among the highest type of crash. 
(2)There were 31 (39.7%) injury type crashes. 
(3)There were 32 (41.1%) crashes reported during dark/dawn/dusk conditions, which is more than the 
statewide average for all roadways of 31%. 
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Crash Analysis – SR 860/Miami Gardens Drive at I-95 SB Ramps 

Crash Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total Average Percent 

Rear End(1) 15 30 17 19 25 106 21.20 36.7% 
Head On 2 1 4 2 0 9 1.80 3.1% 
Angle(1) 12 14 10 15 14 65 13.00 22.5% 
Left Turn 4 4 1 0 2 11 2.20 3.8% 
Right Turn 0 0 0 1 0 1 0.20 0.3% 
Sideswipe 5 3 0 0 0 8 1.60 2.8% 
Backed Into 0 2 0 0 0 2 0.40 0.7% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 0 0 1 0 1 2 0.40 0.7% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Fixed Object(1) 5 3 3 3 2 16 3.20 5.5% 
Ran Off Road 0 0 1 1 0 2 0.40 0.7% 
Overturned 0 1 0 1 0 2 0.40 0.7% 
Other(1) 2 4 20 15 24 65 13.00 22.5% 

Total Crashes 45 62 57 57 68 289 57.80 100.0% 

PDO Crashes 23 25 33 36 40 157 31.40 54.3% 
Fatal Crashes 0 0 0 1 0 1 0.20 0.3% 
Injury Crashes(2) 22 37 24 20 28 131 26.20 45.3% 

Daylight 24 37 34 29 40 164 32.80 56.7% 
Dusk(3) 1 1 1 1 0 4 0.80 1.4% 
Dawn(3) 1 1 0 2 2 6 1.20 2.1% 
Dark(3) 19 23 21 24 26 113 22.60 39.1% 
Unknown 0 0 1 1 0 2 0.40 0.7% 
Dry 38 49 46 50 57 240 48.00 83.0% 
Wet 7 13 10 7 11 48 9.60 16.6% 
Others 0 0 1 0 0 1 0.20 0.3% 

Source: FDOT CARS Database.  
(1)Rear End crashes (106 – 36.7%) was the highest types of crash. Other crashes (65 – 22.5%), Angle 
crashes (65 – 22.5%), and Fixed Object (16 – 5.5%) was also among the highest type of crash. 
(2)There was one fatality crash and 131 (45.3%) injury type crashes. 
(3)There were 123 (42.6%) crashes reported during dark/dawn/dusk conditions, which is more than 
the statewide average for all roadways of 31%. 
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Crash Analysis - SR 860/Miami Gardens Drive at I-95 NB Ramps 

Crash Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total Average Percent 

Rear End(1) 13 11 12 10 15 61 12.20 64.2% 
Head On 0 1 0 1 0 2 0.40 2.1% 
Angle 0 1 4 3 1 9 1.80 9.5% 
Left Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Right Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Sideswipe 1 0 1 1 2 5 1.00 5.3% 
Backed Into 0 1 0 0 0 1 0.20 1.1% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Fixed Object 2 2 0 1 1 6 1.20 6.3% 
Ran Off Road 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Overturned 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Other 1 0 5 3 2 11 2.20 11.6% 

Total Crashes 17 16 22 19 21 95 19.00 100.0% 

PDO Crashes 8 9 12 14 16 59 11.80 62.1% 
Fatal Crashes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Injury Crashes(2) 9 7 10 5 5 36 7.20 37.9% 

Daylight 11 9 12 13 13 58 11.60 61.1% 
Dusk(3) 0 0 0 2 1 3 0.60 3.2% 
Dawn(3) 0 0 1 1 0 2 0.40 2.1% 
Dark(3) 6 7 9 2 7 31 6.20 32.6% 
Unknown 0 0 0 1 0 1 0.20 1.1% 
Dry 17 14 17 16 19 83 16.60 87.4% 
Wet 0 2 5 3 2 12 2.40 12.6% 
Others 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 

Source: FDOT CARS Database.  
(1)Rear End crashes (61 – 64.2%) was the highest types of crash.  
(2)There were 36 (37.9%) injury type crashes. 
(3)There were 36 (37.9%) crashes reported during dark/dawn/dusk conditions, which is more than the 
statewide average for all roadways of 31%. 
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Interstate 95 at NE 203 Street/Ives Dairy Road 
Crash Analysis – NE 203 Street/Ives Dairy Road at NE 16 Avenue 
 

Crash Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total Average Percent 

Rear End 1 2 1 0 1 5 1.00 38.5% 
Head On 0 1 0 0 0 1 0.20 7.7% 
Angle 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Left Turn 0 0 1 1 1 3 0.60 23.1% 
Right Turn 0 2 0 0 0 2 0.40 15.4% 
Sideswipe 0 1 0 0 0 1 0.20 7.7% 
Backed Into 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Fixed Object 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Ran Off Road 1 0 0 0 0 1 0.20 7.7% 
Overturned 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Other 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Total Crashes 2 6 2 1 2 13 2.60 100.0% 

PDO Crashes 0 3 1 1 2 7 1.40 53.8% 
Fatal Crashes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Injury Crashes 2 3 1 0 0 6 1.20 46.2% 
Daylight 2 6 2 0 2 12 2.40 92.3% 
Dusk 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dawn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dark 0 0 0 1 0 1 0.20 7.7% 
Unknown 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dry 2 6 2 1 2 13 2.60 100.0% 
Wet 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Others 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 

Sources: FDOT CARS Database and Signal Four Analytics.  
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Crash Analysis – NE 203 Street/Ives Dairy Road at I-95 SB Ramps 
 

Crash Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total Average Percent 

Rear End(1) 15 15 10 11 13 64 12.80 49.6% 
Head On 1 0 0 0 0 1 0.20 0.8% 
Angle(1) 3 4 2 6 2 17 3.40 13.2% 
Left Turn 0 0 2 1 0 3 0.60 2.3% 
Right Turn 0 0 0 0 1 1 0.20 0.8% 
Sideswipe 1 5 0 0 0 6 1.20 4.7% 
Backed Into 0 0 1 0 0 1 0.20 0.8% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 1 0 0 0 0 1 0.20 0.8% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Fixed Object 3 1 2 1 0 7 1.40 5.4% 
Ran Off Road 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Overturned 0 1 0 0 0 1 0.20 0.8% 
Other(1) 2 2 5 7 11 27 5.40 20.9% 
Total Crashes 26 28 22 26 27 129 25.80 100.0% 

PDO Crashes 13 14 13 17 17 74 14.80 57.4% 
Fatal Crashes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Injury Crashes(2) 13 14 9 9 10 55 11.00 42.6% 

Daylight 18 17 10 19 14 78 15.60 60.5% 
Dusk(3) 0 0 0 2 0 2 0.40 1.6% 
Dawn(3) 1 0 1 0 1 3 0.60 2.3% 
Dark(3) 7 11 11 5 12 46 9.20 35.7% 
Unknown 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dry 23 27 19 25 27 121 24.20 93.8% 
Wet 3 1 3 1 0 8 1.60 6.2% 
Others 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 

Sources: FDOT CARS Database and Signal Four Analytics.  
(1)Rear End crashes (64 – 49.6%) was the highest types of crash. Other crashes (27 – 20.9%) and 
Angle crashes (17 – 13.2%) were also among the highest type of crash. 
(2)There were 55 (42.6%) injury type crashes. 
(3)There were 51 (39.6%) crashes reported during dark/dawn/dusk conditions, which is more than the 
statewide average for all roadways of 31%. 
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Crash Analysis – NE 203 Street/Ives Dairy Road at I-95 NB Ramps 
 

Crash Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total Average Percent 

Rear End(1) 5 8 2 15 7 37 7.40 43.0% 
Head On 1 1 0 0 1 3 0.60 3.5% 
Angle(1) 1 7 4 5 4 21 4.20 24.4% 
Left Turn 0 1 0 0 0 1 0.20 1.2% 
Right Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Sideswipe 5 1 0 0 0 6 1.20 7.0% 
Backed Into 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Fixed Object 0 2 1 2 1 6 1.20 7.0% 
Ran Off Road 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Overturned 0 1 0 0 0 1 0.20 1.2% 
Other 0 1 5 2 3 11 2.20 12.8% 
Total Crashes 12 22 12 24 16 86 17.20 100.0% 

PDO Crashes 9 8 7 13 10 47 9.40 54.7% 
Fatal Crashes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Injury Crashes(2) 3 14 5 11 6 39 7.80 45.3% 
Daylight 7 13 7 16 12 55 11.00 64.0% 
Dusk(3) 0 0 1 0 0 1 0.20 1.2% 
Dawn(3) 0 0 0 0 1 1 0.20 1.2% 
Dark(3) 5 9 4 8 3 29 5.80 33.7% 
Unknown 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dry 12 19 10 24 12 77 15.40 89.5% 
Wet 0 3 2 0 4 9 1.80 10.5% 
Others 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 

Sources: FDOT CARS Database and Signal Four Analytics.  
(1)Rear End crashes (37 – 43%) was the highest types of crash. Angle crashes (21 – 24.4%) was also 
among the highest type of crash. 
(2)There were 39 (45.3%) injury type crashes. 
(3)There were 31 (36.1%) crashes reported during dark/dawn/dusk conditions, which is more than the 
statewide average for all roadways of 31%.  
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Crash Analysis – NE 203 Street/Ives Dairy Road Road at Highland Lakes Boulevard 
 

Crash Type 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Total Average Percent 

Rear End(1) 16 18 7 5 6 52 10.40 48.1% 
Head On 0 1 0 2 0 3 0.60 2.8% 
Angle 0 0 1 0 0 1 0.20 0.9% 
Left Turn(1) 9 9 4 0 0 22 4.40 20.4% 
Right Turn 0 3 0 0 0 3 0.60 2.8% 
Sideswipe(1) 2 4 2 2 4 14 2.80 13.0% 
Backed Into 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Parked Car 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Pedestrian 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Coll. w/ Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Fixed Object 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Ran Off Road 0 1 1 0 1 3 0.60 2.8% 
Overturned 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Other 2 3 0 1 4 10 2.00 9.3% 
Total Crashes(2) 29 39 15 10 15 108 21.60 100.0% 

PDO Crashes 11 28 10 10 12 71 14.20 65.7% 
Fatal Crashes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Injury Crashes(3) 18 11 5 0 3 37 7.40 34.3% 
Daylight 19 22 10 6 10 67 13.40 62.0% 
Dusk(4) 0 0 0 0 1 1 0.20 0.9% 
Dawn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.0% 
Dark(4) 10 17 4 2 4 37 7.40 34.3% 
Unknown 0 0 1 2 0 3 0.60 2.8% 
Dry 29 37 13 7 15 101 20.20 93.5% 
Wet 0 2 1 1 0 4 0.80 3.7% 
Others 0 0 1 2 0 3 0.60 2.8% 

Source: Signal Four Analytics.  
(1)Rear End crashes (52 – 48.1%) was the highest types of crash. Left Turn crashes (22 – 20.4%) and 
Sideswipe (14- 13.0%) were also among the highest type of crash. 
(2)There were 39 crashes reported in year 2010, which is a significant difference from the crashes 
reported in other years. 
(3)There were 37 (34.3%) injury type crashes. 
(4)There were 38 (35.2%) crashes reported during dark/dusk conditions, which is more than the statewide 
average for all roadways of 31%. 
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SR-9A/I-95 from US-1 to Broward/Miami-Dade County Line
Average Daily Traffic

Station No. Location 2013 2012 2011 2010 2009 2013 2012 2011 2010 2009 2013 2012 2011 2010 2009
872095 SR-9A/I-95, 200' SOUTH OF SR-112/AIRPORT EXPWY 114,000 106,000 110,000 104,000 94,500 106,000 88,500 115,000 104,000 99,500 220,000 194,500 225,000 208,000 194,000
872553 SR-9A/I-95 NORTH-SOUTH EXPWY, 200' SOUTH OF NW 62ND ST 96,000 120,000 128,000 122,000 103,000 100,000 122,000 131,000 124,000 107,000 196,000 242,000 259,000 246,000 210,000
872036 SR-9A/I-95, 200' SOUTH OF NW 79TH ST/SR-934 99,500 128,000 127,000 126,000 115,000 104,000 130,000 127,000 122,000 114,000 203,500 258,000 254,000 248,000 229,000
872041 SR-9A/I-95, 200' SOUTH OF NW 95TH ST 108,000 132,000 138,000 130,000 126,000 105,000 134,000 133,000 126,000 125,000 213,000 266,000 271,000 256,000 251,000
872085 SR-9A/I-95, 200' NORTH OF NW 103RD ST/SR-932 110,000 133,000 130,000 132,000 107,000 106,000 132,000 138,000 129,000 115,000 216,000 265,000 268,000 261,000 222,000
872100 SR-9A/I-95, 200' NORTH OF NW 125TH ST 107,000 122,000 128,000 125,000 112,000 107,000 123,000 135,000 127,000 116,000 214,000 245,000 263,000 252,000 228,000
872134 SR-9A/I-95, 200' SOUTH OF NW 151ST ST 113,000 136,000 135,000 130,000 114,000 112,000 125,000 140,000 128,000 118,000 225,000 261,000 275,000 258,000 232,000
872137 SR-9A/I-95, 200' NORTH OF GOLDEN GLADES INTERCHANGE 99,000 102,000 121,000 79,000 85,000 106,000 107,000 114,000 81,000 86,000 205,000 209,000 235,000 160,000 171,000
874554 SR-9/I-95, 200' NORTH OF NW 183RD ST/MIAMI GARDE NS DR/SR-860 92,500 88,000 103,000 104,000 101,000 93,000 87,000 98,500 102,000 102,000 185,500 175,000 201,500 206,000 203,000
872485 SR-9A/I-95, 200' SOUTH OF IVES DAIRY RD/SR-852 105,000 104,000 108,000 104,000 91,500 108,000 103,000 114,000 104,000 91,000 213,000 207,000 222,000 208,000 182,500
872487 SR-9A/I-95, 200' SOUTH OF MIAMI-DADE/BROWARD COUNTY LINE 113,000 118,000 118,000 115,000 110,000 116,000 116,000 116,000 114,000 112,000 229,000 234,000 234,000 229,000 222,000

Total 105,182 117,182 122,364 115,545 105,364 105,727 115,227 123,773 114,636 107,773 210,909 232,409 246,136 230,182 213,136
Source: FDOT Florida Traffic Online (2014)

Southbound Northbound+SouthboundNorthbound
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Crash Frequency Diagram (2009 -2013)
SSR 5/US-1/S Dixie HighwayIncludes IID 101

SW 16 Avenue at SR 5/US-1

±

0 10.5
Miles

Crash Type
n Rear End
B

B Head On
E Angle
< Left Turn
; Right Turn
R Sideswipe
r Other
m Pedestrian
l Bicycle
U Fixed Object
b ROR/Overturned

Notes: Crash location is approximate; 
Crash type is based on information contained in the electronic database

CRASH TYPE 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 TOTAL
Rear End 25 22 21 38 33 139
Head On 4 2 0 0 0 6
Angle 7 6 4 5 4 26
Left Turn 0 0 3 0 3 6
Right Turn 0 1 0 1 0 2
Sideswipe 1 5 0 0 0 6
Other 5 5 9 12 18 49
Pedestrian 0 0 0 0 0 0
Bicycle 0 0 1 0 1 2
Fixed Object 0 1 4 3 0 8
ROR/Overturned 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total Crashes 42 42 42 59 59 244

Year Color Code Crashes
2009 42
2010 42
2011 42
2012 59
2013 59
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Crash Frequency Diagram (2009 -2013)
SR 913/SW 26 Road/SW 25 RoadIncludes IID 201 - 2014

(1 of 2)

±
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Crash Type
n Rear End
B

B Head On
E Angle
< Left Turn
; Right Turn
R Sideswipe
r Other
m Pedestrian
l Bicycle
U Fixed Object
b ROR/Overturned

Notes: Crash location is approximate; 
Crash type is based on information contained in the electronic database

CRASH TYPE 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 TOTAL
Rear End 5 5 10 18 20 58
Head On 3 2 1 3 4 13
Angle 12 3 5 6 15 41
Left Turn 3 3 5 2 2 15
Right Turn 1 0 0 0 1 2
Sideswipe 6 4 0 0 1 11
Other 4 4 6 11 18 43
Pedestrian 0 0 0 0 1 1
Bicycle 0 1 0 1 0 2
Fixed Object 3 1 2 1 2 9
ROR/Overturned 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total Crashes 37 23 29 42 64 195

IID Street Name Cross-Street Name
201 SW 26 Rd SB Off-Ramp
202 SW 26 Rd NB Off-Ramp
203 SW 26 Rd Miami Ave
204 SW 26 Rd Brickell Ave

Year Color Code Crashes
2009 37
2010 23
2011 29
2012 42
2013 64
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SR 913/SW 26 Road/SW 25 RoadIncludes IID 205 - 207

(2 of 2)
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E Angle
< Left Turn
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r Other
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U Fixed Object
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Notes: Crash location is approximate; 
Crash type is based on information contained in the electronic database

CRASH TYPE 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 TOTAL
Rear End 0 3 3 5 7 18
Head On 4 1 0 0 1 6
Angle 4 8 10 5 3 30
Left Turn 1 0 4 2 2 9
Right Turn 0 0 0 1 0 1
Sideswipe 5 0 1 2 0 8
Other 5 5 6 5 4 25
Pedestrian 0 0 0 0 0 0
Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0
Fixed Object 0 1 2 0 0 3
ROR/Overturned 0 0 0 0 1 1
Total Crashes 19 18 26 20 18 101

Year Color Code Crashes
2009 19
2010 18
2011 26
2012 20
2013 18 IID Street Name Cross-Street Name

205 SW 25 Rd SB Off-Ramp
206 SW 25 Rd NB Off-Ramp
207 SW 25 Rd S Miami Ave
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SR 970/Downtown DistributorIncludes IID 401, 402, 404, 406, 407, 408 
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l Bicycle
U Fixed Object
b ROR/Overturned

Notes: Crash location is approximate; 
Crash type is based on information contained in the electronic database

CRASH TYPE 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 TOTAL
Rear End 9 1 0 2 1 13
Head On 6 1 0 1 0 8
Angle 11 3 2 1 4 21
Left Turn 0 0 1 1 0 2
Right Turn 1 1 0 0 0 2
Sideswipe 2 0 3 4 3 12
Other 13 5 0 6 7 31
Pedestrian 0 0 1 0 0 1
Bicycle 0 1 0 0 0 1
Fixed Object 0 0 0 0 0 0
ROR/Overturned 0 1 0 1 0 2
Total Crashes 42 13 7 16 15 93

IID Street Name Cross-Street Name
401 SW 3 St Miami Avenue
402 SE 4 St/SR 970 EB Off-RampFort Dallas Park Dr
404 SR 970 Off-Ramp Miami Ave
406 SW 2 St Miami Ave
407 NB On-Ramp Miami Ave
408 SE 2 St SE 1 Ave

Year Color Code Crashes
2009 42
2010 13
2011 7
2012 16
2013 15
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Crash Frequency Diagram (2009 -2013)
SR 970/Downtown DistributorIncludes IID 403, 405, 409

(2 of 2)

±

0 0.20.1
Miles

Crash Type
n Rear End
B

B Head On
E Angle
< Left Turn
; Right Turn
R Sideswipe
r Other
m Pedestrian
l Bicycle
U Fixed Object
b ROR/Overturned

Notes: Crash location is approximate; 
Crash type is based on information contained in the electronic database

CRASH TYPE 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 TOTAL
Rear End 7 2 7 16 11 43
Head On 0 0 2 0 2 4
Angle 8 5 13 25 17 68
Left Turn 1 1 2 8 2 14
Right Turn 1 3 3 3 7 17
Sideswipe 13 11 0 0 0 24
Other 11 7 18 22 27 85
Pedestrian 1 0 0 0 0 1
Bicycle 0 1 0 0 0 1
Fixed Object 0 0 0 1 2 3
ROR/Overturned 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total Crashes 42 30 45 75 68 260

Year Color Code Crashes
2009 42
2010 30
2011 45
2012 75
2013 68

IID Street Name Cross-Street Name
403 SR 970 Off-Ramp SE 2 Ave
405 SR 970 On-Ramp SE 2 Ave
409 SE 2 St SE 2 Ave
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Crash Frequency Diagram (2009 -2013)
NW 2 StreetIncludes IID 501 - 504

±
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Crash Type
n Rear End
B

B Head On
E Angle
< Left Turn
; Right Turn
R Sideswipe
r Other
m Pedestrian
l Bicycle
U Fixed Object
b ROR/Overturned

Notes: Crash location is approximate; 
Crash type is based on information contained in the electronic database

CRASH TYPE 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 TOTAL
Rear End 1 1 1 1 0 4
Head On 1 0 0 0 0 1
Angle 1 0 1 0 1 3
Left Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0
Right Turn 0 2 0 0 0 2
Sideswipe 1 0 0 0 0 1
Other 1 1 4 2 0 8
Pedestrian 0 0 0 0 0 0
Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0
Fixed Object 0 1 0 1 0 2
ROR/Overturned 1 0 0 0 0 1
Total Crashes 6 5 6 4 1 22

Year Color Code Crashes
2009 6
2010 5
2011 6
2012 4
2013 1

IID Street Name Cross-Street Name
501 NW 2 St NW 3 Ct/SB On-Ramp
502 NW 2 St NW 3 Ave/Off-Ramp
503 NW 3 St NW 3 Ct
504 NW 3 St NW 3 Ave
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Crash Frequency Diagram (2009 -2013)
NW 8 StreetIncludes IID 601, 602

±

0 0.50.25
Miles

Crash Type
n Rear End
B

B Head On
E Angle
< Left Turn
; Right Turn
R Sideswipe
r Other
m Pedestrian
l Bicycle
U Fixed Object
b ROR/Overturned

Notes: Crash location is approximate; 
Crash type is based on information contained in the electronic database

CRASH TYPE 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 TOTAL
Rear End 3 4 3 2 5 17
Head On 1 3 0 0 0 4
Angle 4 5 2 0 6 17
Left Turn 0 0 0 1 0 1
Right Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sideswipe 0 1 0 3 2 6
Other 5 8 3 8 2 26
Pedestrian 0 0 0 0 0 0
Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0
Fixed Object 1 0 2 0 0 3
ROR/Overturned 0 1 0 0 0 1
Total Crashes 14 22 10 14 15 75

IID Street Name Cross-Street Name
601 NW 8 St NW 3 Ct/Off-Ramp
602 NW 8 St NW 3 Ave/On-Ramp

Year Color Code Crashes
2009 14
2010 22
2011 10
2012 14
2013 15
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Crash Frequency Diagram (2009 -2013)
SR 112/I-195/Airport Expressway InterchangeIncludes 11 Ramps

±
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Miles

Crash Type
n Rear End
B

B Head On
E Angle
< Left Turn
; Right Turn
R Sideswipe
r Other
m Pedestrian
l Bicycle
U Fixed Object
b ROR/Overturned

Notes: Crash location is approximate; 
Crash type is based on information contained in the electronic database

CRASH TYPE 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 TOTAL
Rear End 16 13 11 9 17 66
Head On 1 0 1 0 0 2
Angle 5 3 0 1 0 9
Left Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0
Right Turn 0 0 0 1 0 1
Sideswipe 4 5 0 0 0 9
Other 8 6 9 11 16 50
Pedestrian 0 0 0 0 0 0
Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0
Fixed Object 6 2 2 6 4 20
ROR/Overturned 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total Crashes 40 29 23 28 37 157

Ramp 
I-95 SB On-Ramp from EB SR 112/I-195
I-95 SB On-Ramp from WB SR 112/I-195
I-95 NB Off-Ramp to EB SR 112/I-195
I-95 NB Off-Ramp to WB SR 112/I-195
I-95 NB On-Ramp from WB SR 112/I-195
I-95 NB On-Ramp from WB SR 112/I-195
I-95 SB Off-Ramp to EB SR 112/I-195
I-95 NB On-Ramp from NW 10 Avenue
I-95 NB On-Ramp from EB NW 39 Street
I-95 (express lanes) NB On-Ramp from EB SR 112/I-195
I-95 (express lanes) SB Off-Ramp to WB SR 112/I-195

Year Color Code Crashes
2009 40
2010 29
2011 23
2012 28
2013 37
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Crash Frequency Diagram (2009 -2013)
NW 62 StreetIncludes IID 701 - 704

±
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Crash Type
n Rear End
B

B Head On
E Angle
< Left Turn
; Right Turn
R Sideswipe
r Other
m Pedestrian
l Bicycle
U Fixed Object
b ROR/Overturned

Notes: Crash location is approximate; 
Crash type is based on information contained in the electronic database

CRASH TYPE 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 TOTAL
Rear End 13 11 8 14 14 60
Head On 2 5 2 1 1 11
Angle 4 8 6 7 5 30
Left Turn 4 1 1 0 2 8
Right Turn 2 0 1 0 0 3
Sideswipe 13 4 2 0 0 19
Other 16 8 14 5 12 55
Pedestrian 2 3 1 4 0 10
Bicycle 0 0 3 3 0 6
Fixed Object 1 2 3 2 1 9
ROR/Overturned 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total Crashes 57 42 41 36 35 211

IID Street Name Cross-Street Name
701 NW 62 St SR 7/NW 7 Ave
702 NW 62 St SB Ramps
703 NW 62 St NB Ramps
704 NW 62 St NW 2 Ave

Year Color Code Crashes
2009 57
2010 42
2011 41
2012 36
2013 35
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Crash Frequency Diagram (2009 -2013)
NW 69 StreetIncludes IID 801 and 802

±
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Crash Type
n Rear End
B
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E Angle
< Left Turn
; Right Turn
R Sideswipe
r Other
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l Bicycle
U Fixed Object
b ROR/Overturned

Notes: Crash location is approximate; 
Crash type is based on information contained in the electronic database

CRASH TYPE 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 TOTAL
Rear End 0 0 0 0 1 1
Head On 0 0 0 0 0 0
Angle 0 0 1 0 1 2
Left Turn 0 0 0 0 0 0
Right Turn 1 0 0 0 0 1
Sideswipe 1 0 0 0 0 1
Other 1 0 0 2 1 4
Pedestrian 0 0 0 0 0 0
Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0
Fixed Object 2 1 1 0 0 4
ROR/Overturned 3 1 0 0 0 4
Total Crashes 8 2 2 2 3 17

IID Street Name Cross-Street Name
801 NW 69 St NW 6 Ave/NW 5 Pl/SB Ramps
802 NW 69 St NW 5 Ave/NW 5 Ct/ NB Ramps

Year Color Code Crashes
2009 8
2010 2
2011 2
2012 2
2013 3
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Crash Frequency Diagram (2009 -2013)
SR 934/NW 79 St/NW 82 StIncludes IID 901 - 906

±

0 0.50.25
Miles

Crash Type
n Rear End
B

B Head On
E Angle
< Left Turn
; Right Turn
R Sideswipe
r Other
m Pedestrian
l Bicycle
U Fixed Object
b ROR/Overturned

Notes: Crash location is approximate; 
Crash type is based on information contained in the electronic database

CRASH TYPE 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 TOTAL
Rear End 47 33 37 44 51 212
Head On 6 6 4 5 4 25
Angle 32 21 18 23 32 126
Left Turn 11 10 2 3 2 28
Right Turn 3 2 5 1 2 13
Sideswipe 17 15 1 1 1 35
Other 13 12 32 43 35 135
Pedestrian 2 3 3 6 2 16
Bicycle 1 0 2 1 1 5
Fixed Object 0 5 1 2 1 9
ROR/Overturned 0 0 3 0 1 4
Total Crashes 132 107 108 129 132 608

IID Street Name Cross-Street Name
901 NW 79 St/SR 934 SR 7/NW 7 Ave
902 NW 79 St/SR 934 SB Ramps/NW 6 Ct
903 NW 79 St/SR 934 NB Ramps/NW 6 Ave
904 NW 81 St SR 7/NW 7 Ave
905 NW 81 St SB Ramps/NW 6 Ct
906 NW 81 St NB Ramps/NW 6 Ave

Year Color Code Crashes
2009 132
2010 107
2011 108
2012 129
2013 132
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Crash Frequency Diagram (2009 -2013)
NW 95 StreetIncludes IID 1001 - 1003
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Crash Type
n Rear End
B

B Head On
E Angle
< Left Turn
; Right Turn
R Sideswipe
r Other
m Pedestrian
l Bicycle
U Fixed Object
b ROR/Overturned

Notes: Crash location is approximate; 
Crash type is based on information contained in the electronic database

CRASH TYPE 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 TOTAL
Rear End 4 9 4 13 16 46
Head On 0 2 3 3 6 14
Angle 7 14 8 10 13 52
Left Turn 4 1 1 7 8 21
Right Turn 4 0 1 0 1 6
Sideswipe 5 3 0 0 2 10
Other 6 6 6 5 14 37
Pedestrian 3 2 2 3 5 15
Bicycle 0 2 0 1 0 3
Fixed Object 0 1 2 0 0 3
ROR/Overturned 1 1 1 3 1 7
Total Crashes 34 41 28 45 66 214

Year Color Code Crashes
2009 26
2010 36
2011 26
2012 35
2013 48 IID Street Name Cross-Street Name

1001 NW 95 St SR 7/NW 7 Ave
1002 NW 95 St SB Ramps
1003 NW 95 St NB Ramps
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Crash Frequency Diagram (2009 -2013)
SR 932/NW 103 StIncludes IID 1101 - 1104
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Miles

Crash Type
n Rear End
B

B Head On
E Angle
< Left Turn
; Right Turn
R Sideswipe
r Other
m Pedestrian
l Bicycle
U Fixed Object
b ROR/Overturned

Notes: Crash location is approximate; 
Crash type is based on information contained in the electronic database

CRASH TYPE 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 TOTAL
Rear End 9 13 11 11 20 64
Head On 1 4 1 4 1 11
Angle 7 9 9 8 17 50
Left Turn 2 4 2 1 2 11
Right Turn 1 1 0 0 0 2
Sideswipe 6 5 0 0 0 11
Other 2 5 11 6 21 45
Pedestrian 1 3 1 1 4 10
Bicycle 1 0 1 0 0 2
Fixed Object 1 1 2 2 0 6
ROR/Overturned 1 0 1 0 0 2
Total Crashes 32 45 39 33 65 214

Year Color Code Crashes
2009 32
2010 45
2011 39
2012 33
2013 65

IID Street Name Cross-Street Name
1101 NW 103 St SR 7/NW 7 Ave
1102 NW 103 St SB Ramps
1103 NW 103 St NB Ramps
1104 NW 103 St NW 5 Ave
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Crash Frequency Diagram (2009 -2013)
SR 924/NW 119 StIncludes IID 1201 - 1204

±
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Miles

Crash Type
n Rear End
B

B Head On
E Angle
< Left Turn
; Right Turn
R Sideswipe
r Other
m Pedestrian
l Bicycle
U Fixed Object
b ROR/Overturned

Notes: Crash location is approximate; 
Crash type is based on information contained in the electronic database

CRASH TYPE 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 TOTAL
Rear End 8 12 14 14 20 68
Head On 1 2 4 3 0 10
Angle 6 7 7 7 18 45
Left Turn 3 4 1 3 2 13
Right Turn 0 1 1 1 2 5
Sideswipe 2 6 0 0 0 8
Other 7 9 15 10 7 48
Pedestrian 1 2 0 2 1 6
Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0
Fixed Object 2 0 1 1 1 5
ROR/Overturned 0 0 0 2 0 2
Total Crashes 30 43 43 43 51 210

IID Street Name Cross-Street Name
1201 NW 119 St/SR 924 SR 7/NW 7 Ave
1202 NW 119 St/SR 924 SB On-Ramp
1203 NW 119 St/SR 924 NB Off-Ramp
1204 NW 119 St/SR 924 NW 5 Ave

Year Color Code Crashes
2009 30
2010 43
2011 43
2012 43
2013 51
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Crash Frequency Diagram (2009 -2013)
SR 922/NW 125 StIncludes IID 1301 - 1303

±

0 0.40.2
Miles

Crash Type
n Rear End
B

B Head On
E Angle
< Left Turn
; Right Turn
R Sideswipe
r Other
m Pedestrian
l Bicycle
U Fixed Object
b ROR/Overturned

Notes: Crash location is approximate; 
Crash type is based on information contained in the electronic database

CRASH TYPE 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 TOTAL
Rear End 21 21 36 28 27 133
Head On 10 2 2 1 3 18
Angle 13 16 17 25 27 98
Left Turn 3 6 4 2 3 18
Right Turn 2 4 2 2 0 10
Sideswipe 16 12 0 0 0 28
Other 19 24 30 22 21 116
Pedestrian 2 0 0 1 0 3
Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0
Fixed Object 4 6 2 1 2 15
ROR/Overturned 0 0 1 0 0 1
Total Crashes 90 91 94 82 83 440

IID Street Name Cross-Street Name
1301 NW 125 Street SR 7/NW 7 Avenue
1302 NW 125 Street SB Ramps
1303 NW 125 Street NB Ramps

Year Color Code Crashes
2009 90
2010 91
2011 94
2012 82
2013 83
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Crash Frequency Diagram (2009 -2013)
SR 916/NW 135 St/NW 136 StIncludes IID 1401 - 1406

±
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Miles

Crash Type
n Rear End
B

B Head On
E Angle
< Left Turn
; Right Turn
R Sideswipe
r Other
m Pedestrian
l Bicycle
U Fixed Object
b ROR/Overturned

Notes: Crash location is approximate; 
Crash type is based on information contained in the electronic database

CRASH TYPE 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 TOTAL
Rear End 24 23 30 39 37 153
Head On 5 11 2 3 1 22
Angle 28 33 27 33 34 155
Left Turn 6 6 9 3 6 30
Right Turn 1 1 2 3 1 8
Sideswipe 7 15 0 0 0 22
Other 29 30 34 27 32 152
Pedestrian 4 0 2 3 0 9
Bicycle 2 1 0 0 0 3
Fixed Object 6 4 2 4 2 18
ROR/Overturned 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total Crashes 112 124 108 115 113 572

IID Street Name Cross-Street Name
1401 NW 135 St/SR 916 SR 7/NW 7 Ave
1402 NW 135 St/SR 916 SB Ramps
1403 NW 135 St/SR 916 NB Ramps
1404 Opa Locka Blvd/SR 916 SR 7/NW 7 Ave
1405 Opa Locka Blvd/SR 916 SB Ramps
1406 Opa Locka Blvd/SR 916 NB Ramps

Year Color Code Crashes
2009 112
2010 124
2011 108
2012 115
2013 113
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; Right Turn
R Sideswipe
r Other
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U Fixed Object
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Notes: Crash location is approximate; 
Crash type is based on information contained in the electronic database

CRASH TYPE 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 TOTAL
Rear End 8 12 1 2 2 25
Head On 0 0 0 0 3 3
Angle 3 2 1 9 5 20
Left Turn 0 1 0 3 2 6
Right Turn 0 1 0 0 0 1
Sideswipe 1 7 0 0 0 8
Other 5 4 4 2 7 22
Pedestrian 1 1 0 0 0 2
Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0
Fixed Object 0 2 0 0 1 3
ROR/Overturned 1 9 0 0 1 11
Total Crashes 19 39 6 16 21 101

IID Street Name Cross-Street Name
1501 NW 151 St SR 7/NW 7 Ave
1502 NW 151 St SR On-Ramp
1503 NW 151 St NB Off-Ramp

Year Color Code Crashes
2009 19
2010 39
2011 6
2012 16
2013 21
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Crash Frequency Diagram (2009 -2013)
Golden Glades InterchangeIncludes IID 1601 - 1606

±

0 0.50.25
Miles

Crash Type
n Rear End
B

B Head On
E Angle
< Left Turn
; Right Turn
R Sideswipe
r Other
m Pedestrian
l Bicycle
U Fixed Object
b ROR/Overturned

Notes: Crash location is approximate; 
Crash type is based on information contained in the electronic database

CRASH TYPE 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 TOTAL
Rear End 31 35 30 29 30 155
Head On 1 5 1 3 1 11
Angle 21 7 9 9 8 54
Left Turn 7 4 6 1 5 23
Right Turn 1 0 1 1 1 4
Sideswipe 8 16 2 1 1 28
Other 1 4 25 17 37 84
Pedestrian 0 1 0 1 1 3
Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0
Fixed Object 0 1 1 1 0 3
ROR/Overturned 0 2 0 0 1 3
Total Crashes 70 75 75 63 85 368

IID Street Name Cross-Street Name
1601 SR 7 GGI SB Off-Ramp
1602 SR 7 Pak and Ride Dr/NW 16000 BLK
1603 NW 167 St NW 2 Ave
1604 NW 167 St Miami Ave
1605 NW 7 Ave Exit Turnpike NB On-Ramp
1606 NW 7 Ave Exit NW 4 Ave & NW 171 St

Year Color Code Crashes
2009 70
2010 75
2011 75
2012 63
2013 85
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Crash Frequency Diagram (2011 - 2014)
Ramps, Golden Glades Interchange (1 of 3)

±

0 0.50.25
Miles

Crash Type
n Rear End
B

B Head On
E Angle
< Left Turn
; Right Turn
R Sideswipe
r Other
m Pedestrian
l Bicycle
U Fixed Object
b ROR/Overturned

Notes: Crash location is approximate; 
Crash type is based on information contained in the electronic database

Year Color Code Crashes
2011 29
2012 39
2013 52
2014 48

CRASH TYPE 2011 2012 2013 2014 TOTAL
Rear End 14 21 30 26 91
Head On 0 0 0 0 0

Angle 1 3 2 3 9
Left Turn 0 0 0 0 0

Right Turn 0 0 0 0 0
Sideswipe 7 7 13 12 39

Other 1 5 2 5 13
Pedestrian 0 0 0 0 0

Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0
Fixed Object 6 3 5 2 16

ROR/Overturned 0 0 0 0 0
Total Crashes 29 39 52 48 168

Ramp (       )
I-95 NB On Ramp from SR 9/NW 7 Ave
I-95 SB On Ramp from US 441/NW 2 Ave
I-95 SB On Ramp from GGI Station

Appendix Page 2668 of 7765



R
n

U

n

U R

n

n

b

n n

R

Ek

U
Rn

R

n

R

R

n U
n

R

U

n

n

R

n

n

n

m
n

n

R

n

n

k

R

b

n

R

U

U

b

n

n
n

n

n

RR

k

n
n

n

n

U

n

E

R

U

n

U

R

R

n

n

R
n

R

n

R
R

E

U

n
n

n
n

n

n

E

E

R

n

n

n

E

n

R

R

n U

R

n

n

k

R

n

n

k

R

R

R

n

n

n

k

k

U

U

n

k n

k n
n

n

R

U

n

U

n

n
n

n

n
n

n
n

nk

n

n

n

n

k

R

nk n

R

k

n

k

n

n U

k

n

R
R

n

U

n

k

U

n

n

b

R

R

n
n

R

R

R
U

n

R

k

k

n

R

R

n

R

R

n

n

n

k

§̈¦95

SR 7

SR 9A

SR 826

SR 91

SR 9

SR 7

SR 826

NW 2 AVE

NW 7 AVE

SR 9

NORTH SOUTH EXPWY

NW 159 ST

NW 6 AVE

GOLDEN GLADES INTCHG

N MIAMI AVE

NW 177 STREET

FL TURNPIKE EXT

NW 167 ST

NW 7 AVE EXTENSION

PALMETTO EXPWY

NW 16000 BLK

NB SR-9 OFF RAMP

I-95 TO NW 2 AVE
FRONTAGE RD SB

GOLDEN GLADES INTCHG

NW 2 AVE

NW 7 AVE

GOLDEN GLADES INTCHG

Crash Frequency Diagram (2011 - 2014)
Ramps, Golden Glades Interchange (2 of 3)

±

0 0.50.25
Miles

Crash Type
n Rear End
B

B Head On
E Angle
< Left Turn
; Right Turn
R Sideswipe
r Other
m Pedestrian
l Bicycle
U Fixed Object
b ROR/Overturned

Notes: Crash location is approximate; 
Crash type is based on information contained in the electronic database

Year Color Code Crashes
2011 36
2012 50
2013 35
2014 63

CRASH TYPE 2011 2012 2013 2014 TOTAL
Rear End 17 23 18 32 90
Head On 0 0 0 0 0

Angle 1 2 1 2 6
Left Turn 0 0 0 0 0

Right Turn 0 0 0 0 0
Sideswipe 8 13 7 16 44

Other 4 6 5 4 19
Pedestrian 0 1 0 0 1

Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0
Fixed Object 4 5 4 7 20

ROR/Overturned 2 0 0 2 4
Total Crashes 36 50 35 63 184

Ramp (       )
I-95 SB Off Ramp to Florida Turnpike
I-95 SB On Ramp from NW 167 St
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Crash Frequency Diagram (2011 - 2014)
Ramps, Golden Glades Interchange (3 of 3)

±

0 0.50.25
Miles

Crash Type
n Rear End
B

B Head On
E Angle
< Left Turn
; Right Turn
R Sideswipe
r Other
m Pedestrian
l Bicycle
U Fixed Object
b ROR/Overturned

Notes: Crash location is approximate; 
Crash type is based on information contained in the electronic database

Year Color Code Crashes
2011 67
2012 83
2013 94
2014 83

CRASH TYPE 2011 2012 2013 2014 TOTAL
Rear End 30 39 52 37 158
Head On 3 0 0 1 4

Angle 3 8 2 2 15
Left Turn 0 0 0 0 0

Right Turn 0 0 0 0 0
Sideswipe 17 18 23 17 75

Other 3 7 1 11 22
Pedestrian 1 1 0 0 2

Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0
Fixed Object 9 7 14 12 42

ROR/Overturned 1 3 2 3 9
Total Crashes 67 83 94 83 327

Ramp (       )
I-95 SB On Ramp from Florida Turnpike
I-95 NB Off Ramp to Florida Turnpike
I-95 NB Off Ramp to Golden Glades Interchange
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Crash Frequency Diagram (2009 -2013)
SR 860/NE 181 StIncludes IID 1701 - 1703

±

0 0.250.125
Miles

Crash Type
n Rear End
B

B Head On
E Angle
< Left Turn
; Right Turn
R Sideswipe
r Other
m Pedestrian
l Bicycle
U Fixed Object
b ROR/Overturned

Notes: Crash location is approximate; 
Crash type is based on information contained in the electronic database

CRASH TYPE 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 TOTAL
Rear End 32 44 34 35 51 196
Head On 2 2 4 3 1 12
Angle 12 16 17 20 17 82
Left Turn 5 5 1 0 3 14
Right Turn 0 1 0 1 0 2
Sideswipe 10 3 1 1 2 17
Other 7 8 30 26 33 104
Pedestrian 0 0 1 1 1 3
Bicycle 0 0 2 0 0 2
Fixed Object 7 6 4 5 4 26
ROR/Overturned 0 1 1 2 0 4
Total Crashes 75 86 95 94 112 462

IID Street Name Cross-Street Name
1701 Miami Gardens Dr/SR 860 NE 2 Ct
1702 Miami Gardens Dr/SR 860 SB Ramps
1703 Miami Gardens Dr/SR 860 NB Ramps

Year Color Code Crashes
2009 75
2010 86
2011 95
2012 94
2013 112
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Crash Frequency Diagram (2009 -2013)

Ives Dairy RoadIncludes IID 1801 - 1804

±

0 0.250.125
Miles

Crash Type
n Rear End
B

B Head On
E Angle
< Left Turn
; Right Turn
R Sideswipe
r Other
m Pedestrian
l Bicycle
U Fixed Object
b ROR/Overturned

Notes: Crash location is approximate; 
Crash type is based on information contained in the electronic database

CRASH TYPE 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 TOTAL
Rear End 37 43 20 31 27 158
Head On 2 3 0 2 1 8
Angle 4 11 7 11 6 39
Left Turn 9 10 7 2 1 29
Right Turn 0 5 0 0 1 6
Sideswipe 8 11 2 2 4 27
Other 4 6 11 10 18 49
Pedestrian 1 0 0 0 0 1
Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0
Fixed Object 3 3 3 3 1 13
ROR/Overturned 1 3 1 0 1 6
Total Crashes 69 95 51 61 60 336

IID Street Name Cross-Street Name
1801 Ives Dairy Rd NE 16 Avenue
1802 Ives Dairy Rd SB Ramps
1803 Ives Dairy Rd  NB Ramps
1804 Ives Dairy Rd Highland Lakes Boulevard

Year Color Code Crashes
2009 69
2010 95
2011 51
2012 61
2013 60
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