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PREFACE 

The publication of this summary report on the Miami Urban Area Transportation Study signifies completion 
of the crucial first step toward the community's goal of applying knowledgeable self-direction to Dade 
County's future development as specifically related to highway transportation. 

During the preceding five years of intensive study, evaluation and consultation by and between State 
and local agencies, as well as their consultants, the County's existing development has been dimensioned, 
its growth trends detected, its transportation needs identified, and its financial resources inventoried. 

In .succinct terms, these factors have been utilized to mold a 1985 transportation facilities plan. The 
work that remains to be done involves implementation of this resulting initial plan and, equally important, 
periodic re-evaluation and revision of the plan to insure that it remains a realistic, viable guide into the future. 

The purpose of this summary report is to present the recommended 1985 transportation facilities plan to 
the citizens and officials of Dade County, and to describe the logic and procedures underlying the plan. 
Readers interested in reviewing the detailed technical processes employed in the study are referred to the 
following listed 8-volume Technical Report series published periodically by the State throughout the study. 

These reports document the various phases of technical procedures used in the study and are designed 
to insure that State and local technical staffs have a firm basis on which to initiate a continuing, cooperative, 
comprehensive transportation planning process. 

Technical Report No. 1 Traffic Data Collection 

Technical Report No. 2 Traffic Data Processing 

Technical Report No. 3 Development of Travel Models 

Technical Report No. 4 Development of Modal Split Models 

Technical Report No. 5 Growth Projections 

Technical Report No. 6 Development of the Recommended 1985 Principal Street Plan 

Technical Report No. 7 The Highway Program, Cost and Financing 

Technical Report No. 8 Continuing Planning Process 

Any plan, if it is to be a useful guide, must be action-oriented. It is hoped that the knowledge and under­
standing gained by the citizens and officials of Dade County through this report will provide the impetus 
required to begin accomplishment of the recommended 1985 transportation facilities plan within the frame­
work of a continuing planning process. 

It is fitting here, at the outset, to give special recognition to the membership of the study's Policy 
Committee, Technical Advisory Committee, and Technical Coordinating Committee. It is through their ef­
forts in guiding the course of the study and coordinating the activities and interests of the several governmental 
agencies involved that the citizens of Metropolitan Dade County are assured a voice in planning their com­
munity's future. 



Policy Committee 

Porter W. Homer, County Manager, Metropolitan Dade County 
Michael 0. O'Neil, Member-District 4, Florida State Road Board 
Morris E. Monroe, Division Engineer, U.S. Bureau of Public Roads (ex officio) 

Technical Advisory Committee 
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B. G. Cloyd, Engineer of Planning and Research, U.S. Bureau of Public Roads 
Arnold Ramos, District Engineer (4th District), Florida State Road Department 
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Carl E. Hultman, Engineer of Urban Studies, Florida State Road Department 
Roy 0. Barden, Chief of Comprehensive Planning Division, Metropolitan Dade County Planning 
Department 
John B. Sitzler, Chief of Engineering, Metropolitan Dade County Port Authority 
Eugene N. Bechamps, Highway Engineer, Metropolitan Dade County Public Works Department 
Burt Nuckols, right-of-way Engineer, Metropolitan Dade County Public Works Department 

Technical Coordinating Committee 

Ray G. L'Amoreaux, Study Director0 

Reginald R. Walters, Study Director4 

Carl E. Hultman, Highway Planner0 

Roy 0. Barden, L~nd Use Planner0 

0 Also, Technical Advisory Committee members. 
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CHAPTER I 
INTRODUCTION 

Dade County, the southernmost sector of south­
east Florida's famed Gold Coast, typifies the bustling, 
expanding economy present in many areas of Florida 
today. Like her sister counties to the north, Palm 
Beach and Broward, much of Dade County encom­
passes marshlands associated with the Florida Ever­
glades; with the result that more than half of her 
2400 square miles of land area are considered, for 
economic and conservation reasons, unsuitable for 
development in the near future. 

The effect of this hydrographic restriction on 
urban development prospects is notable in Figure 1 
which shows the location of the Study Area. As in 
Palm Beach and Broward counties, urban develop­
ment in the County must necessarily follow a linear, 
coast-wise pattern. This development trend is rein­
forced by the tourist-oriented economy of the area. 
The travel patterns emanating from this anomalous 
configuration of urban development require careful, 
detailed study in order that development of future 
transportation facilities will correctly and efficiently 
serve travel needs of the future. 

Accessibility may be considered a key factor in 
the growth of a region and in the development of its 
environs. Achievement of the County's continued 
objective of broadening its tourist-oriented economic 
base to include "clean" industry depends on trans­
portation amenities. A poorly planned, overcrowded 
transportation system of streets, highways and transit 
facilities tends to stifle tourism and the in-migration 
of new people, new industry, and business activity. 

Acting in recognition of this factor, State, County 
and municipal officials in 1963 entered into a joint 
transportation planning program in cooperation with 
the Federal Bureau of Public Roads and the U. S. 
Department of Housing and Urban Development. 
The study organization, shown in Figure 2, was 
created (with financial assistance from Federal, State, 
County and municipal government sources) and 
embarked on the Miami Urban Area Transportation 
Study (MUATS). In February, 1964, the Florida 
State Road Department entered into an agreement 
with Mf11 Conner & Associates, Inc., for the prepara­
tion of a/1985 principal street and highway plan for 
the urban area. 

The obvious objective of this study was the de­
velopment of a future transportation plan which would 
help offset today's traffic problems and avoid tomor-

row's. This objective could only be achieved by di­
mensioning the region's economic and geographic 
growth over a 21-year period (1964-1985) and, by 
identifying the travel needs therefrom, defining an 
economical and effi~ient street, highway and transit 
system to serve this growth. Moreover, the procedures 
and analyses used throughout the study were docu­
mented in sufficient detail to permit their under­
standing and use in subsequent updates under a con­
tinuing, comprehensive planning process. 

The techniques used in the comprehensive plan­
ning process lend themselves to the continual ex­
amination a~d updating of plans. Research in the 
Transportation Planning field during the past 20 years 
has led to the development of mathematical means 
of describing (in terms of land use and land activity) 
and simu)ating (in terms of theoretical trips) the daily 
movement of a populace throughout its urban area. 
These mathematical analyses employ modern high­
speed digital computers and utilize substantial 
quantities of travel, land use and socio-economic 
data which must be gathered by numerous surveys 
in the urban area. When they are coupled with 
measurements of the quality of service afforded by 
an existing street system, parking facilities, transit 
system and terminal facilities (such as airports and 
seaports), they provide a useful tool in developing 
and testing future transportation systems. Any com­
bination of land use plan, trans.it network and high­
way network then can be easily tested and analyzed 
to provide "feedback" information which will point 
to desirable plan adjustments. 

This report presents to the citizens and officials 
throughout Dade County a logical program for meet­
ing their travel needs through the year 1985. Within 
these pages pertinent facts and findings are presented, 
beginning with the inventories of existing conditions 
and proceeding through analysis of the inventory 
data, forecasts of future area growth, estimates of 
future travel associated with this growth, develop­
ment of a future transportation plan, development of 
a financible construction program, and ending with 
a description of the continuing, comprehensive plan­
ning process. The major phases of the continuing 
transportation study process include the following: 

1) Collect Facts 
2) Summarize Facts 
3) Determine Travel Relationships 
4) Forecast Future Growth and Travel 
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5) Test Alternate Plans 
6) Select Most Feasible Plan 
7) Implement Plan 

These phases are depicted in Figure 3. 

The reader is urged to remember, during his 
evaluation of this plan, that no plan can ever be 
considered as "final." All planning, whether it be 
for economic, land use or transportation purposes, 
must remain flexible if it is to accurately reflect the 
needs of a changing community. The projections of 
population growth, economic change and land use on 
which this plan is based must be periodically re­
evaluated in relation to actual developments. If, 
upon comparison in future years, the projections 
anticipated in the derivation of this plan do not agree 
with actual developments, the plan must be revised. 
Continuous updating of the plan is also necessary in 
the planning process regardless of change, since con­
struction of projects is for 20 years of life or more. 

Likewise, it is important that the reader recognize 
that the plan and program recommended herein is not 
a unilateral product of the Florida State Road De­
partment or its Consultant, but is the culmination of 
more than five years of cumulative effort on the part 
of the Department, its Consultant and the individual 
members (plus their technical staffs) of the Miami 
Technical Advisory Committee. At each significant 
step in this study program, the work of the several 
technical groups involved has come under the Com­
mittee's close scrutiny and guidance. 

Thus each major product of the study, such as the 
1985 land use plan and this 1985 street and highway 
plan, has been imbued with the thinking and goals 
of the citizens and officials of the Dade County urban 
area. 

The language employed in this summary report, 
insofar as possible, has been purged of technical 
jargon in order to facilitate the non-technical readers' 
understanding of what has taken place in the various 
phases of the study program. Those persons interested 
solely in the Recommended Plan itself, the imple-

mentation program supporting it and planning needs 
beyond this program, are directed to Chapters IV, 
V, VI, and VII; those who are interested in the full 
panorama of the study should continue their reading 
with Chapter II. 

There will also be readers who are interested in 
the technical details of each aspect of the study and 
who have sufficient technical background to facilitate 
their reading with understanding; their attention is 
directed to the series of eight Technical Reports listed 
in the Preface. These reports contain the supporting 
documentation of the methods and procedures used 
in developing the Recommended Plan and may be 
used as reference materials in the recommended con­
tinuing planning process. 

There are other data available which may be used 
in the continuing planning process. The study work 
files maintained by the Florida State Road Depart­
ment include 1964 travel information (origins and 
destinations) in tabular form as well as estimated 1975 
and 1985 average seasonal weekday traffic assign­
ments to each of the street and highway systems 
tested: Additionally, electronic computer tapes con­
taining transportation network link description and 
travel data in tabular form are available in these files. 

In conclusion it may be observed that the principal 
street plan developed under auspices of this study 
program will require an expenditure, including the 
cost to extend 'Interstate 95 into southern Dade 
County, of nearly $804 million by the year 1985. 
This cost, which must be shared by Federal, State 
and local governmental agencies, represents an an­
nual average expenditure, between 1968 and 1985, 
of about $28 per capita.1 A summary tabulation and 
map of the improvements covered by this expenditure 
are on pages 36 and 37. 

1 Combined Study Area resident and tourist population.· 
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CHAPTER II 
EXISTING CONDITIONS 

Data Collection 

In order that a realistic transportation plan serving 
1985 travel needs could be developed, an understand­
ing of today's travel needs and characteristics was 
acquired. A great deal of time and effort was given 
to obtain a considerable amount of data which en­
abled the development of a series of mathematical 
expressions (traffic models) for forecasting future 
traffic desires. As an aid in the development of this 
understanding, a study area within Dade County was 
delineated (see Figure 4) and sub-divided into 550 
traffic analysis zones. County areas outside of this 
study area were also zoned, as were Palm Beach and 
Broward counties (see Figure 5). 

These internal and external analysis zones served, 
basically, to facilitate analysis of· travel desires in 
relationship to land use, population, economic factors, 
travel time, and other pertinent data. Additionally, 
they served as the basic geographic units in which 
these data were projected for determining future 
travel desires. 

Certain basic data were collected during the 1964 
winter tourist season (February to April) and were 
analyzed on a zonal basis by the Florida State Road 
Department, its Consultant and the Metropolitan 
Dade County Planning Department. These data, 
the procedures used in acquiring them, and their use 
in this study are described briefly in the following 
paragraphs. 

Land Use and Demographic Studies 

Metropolitan Dade County Planning Department 
has, for several years, conducted area-wide compre­
hensive planning and had, prior to the beginning 
of this transportation study, defined a "General Land 
Use Master Plan" to serve a forecasted 2.5 million 
population in Dade County. The many basic inventor­
ies and current data developed and maintained in 
connection with this planning had been delineated in 
neighborhoods and census tracts. During the trans­
portation study the Planning Department assumed the 
responsibility of translating land use measurements 
into traffic analysis zones. Quantification of these 
planning data which included population, employ­
ment, auto ownership, etc., will not be presented in 
this report which is primarily directed toward a 
presentation of the 1985 Highway Plan; however, a 
map showing the General Land Use Master Plan 
(CLUMP) has been included in the flap on the inside 

of the back cover of this report. Metropolitan Dade 
County is publishing several reports which will com­
plement studies described herein. 

Roadside Traffic Survey 

The Florida State Road Department conducted 
roadside traffic interviews for the purpose of (1) 
determining the number and classification of all 
vehicles· that entered and left the internal study area 
on an average day, and ( 2) to obtain the origin and 
destination plus other trip data from a representative 
sample of those vehicles. The first objective was ac­
complished by manually counting and classifying, by 
type and direction of travel, all vehicles passing into 
and out of the study area on major roadways (20 
locations on or near the study area boundary) during 
interview periods, and supplementing this with traffic 
counts made by traffic counting machines during a 
one week period. The second objective of the road­
side traffic survey was accomplished by stopping, for 
interview, a representative sample of the vehicles 
entering and leaving the study area. From the drivers, 
information was obtained about the origins and desti­
nations of these external trips (trips with at least one 
end outside the study area), as well as the trip pur­
pose, the type of vehicle used and the number of 
persons in the vehicle.2 In all, 62,108 motorists were 
interviewed, representing 7 4% of the traffic passing 
through the roadside stations. Supplementing with 
Broward County study data, information was avail­
able for approximately 100,000 external trips. 

It was found that on an average weekday during 
the survey, a total of 139,000 passengers cars passed 
through the roadside interview stations, of which 
136,000 (98%) were entering or leaving the study 
area (one end of the trip was within the study area) 
and 3,000 (2%) were passing completely through the 
study area. 

Internal Study Area Travel Survey 

Much of an urban area's travel is made by people 
who live and work in the community. In recognition 
of this fact, the State Road Department's Consultant, 
Mel Conner & Associates, conducted detailed travel 
interviews at 15,419 places of residence (5% of 'all 
dwelling units) which were selected, in a statistical 
manner, as being representative of each traffic analy-

2 Technical Re)(ort No. 1, Traffic Data Collection, Mel Conner 
& Associates, Inc. 
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sis zone within the entire study area. These residences 
included hotel and motel units, house trailers, apart­
ments and homes. 

Three distinct types of information were obtained 
in these interviews: ( 1) household information, in­
cluding number, age and occupation of persons in 
residence, number of automobiles owned, and a de­
scription of the residential structure; (2) a complete 
inventory of all travel by each person five years of 
age or older during a 24-hour period, including each 
trip's origin and destination, method of travel, trip 
time and purpose and each vehicle's parking location 
at the end of the trip; (3) certain planning data, num­
ber of persons employed and location of employment. 

The above-described interviews, when analyzed, 
provided much of the data used in developing mathe­
matical models for forecasting future travel. The 
derivation and application of these data is described 
in a later section of this Chapter, 

The origin-destination data showed that an aver­
age of 2,670,795 internal person-trips3 were made by 
residents and tourists (age five or older) of the study 
area on the average 1964 winter season weekday. The 
average person made 2.39 trips per day, with the aver­
age dwelling unit producing 7.05 trips per day, not 
including truck and taxi driver trips. 

Trucks and taxis based in the study area were also 
sampled statistically, and interviews were conducted 
to obtain this travel data. A 10% sample of all trucks 
and taxis was obtained from the 1963 State Motor 
Vehicle Commission's listing of those registered in 
the internal study area. All trips and trip times, for 
a 24-hour period, were listed and, in the case of 
trucks, the commodity carried was recorded. 

Inventory of Physical Road Features 

In order to obtain physical roadway characteristics 
which affect vehicular traffic or which may have an 
effect on future construction, a physical street in­
ventory was performed on the principal street system 
shown in Figure 6.4 These data included pavement, 
lane, right-of-way and other widths, locations of turn 
lanes, traffic islands, parking qata, distance to ad­
jacent property, and other pertinent information. This 
survey was performed by crews of men who obtained 
accurate measurements of distances and widths, and 

3 Internal trips defined as having both ends within the Study 
Area. Trips by walking, bicycle and motorcycle were not 
obtained since they have no significant impact on the 
capacity of the transportation system. 

4 Data for some facilities were available from existing records 
of Metropolitan Dade County. 

who recorded the information for each different seg­
ment of the system. The data collected during this 
inventory were updated later in the study for use in 
preliminary design studies of future systems. Sketches 
were made of all major intersections, indicating width 
of street by lanes, parking conditions, bus stops and 
other factors which affect the capacity of the inter­
section. Traffic signal equipment and controller 
timings were also inventoried. 

Sufficiency Ratings 

The Florida StatJJ Road Department utilizes suf­
ficiency ratings of each segment of its Primary High­
way System to obtain a general, relative index indi­
cating overall street conditions in terms of structural 
adequacy, safety, and service. The number "100" is 
used for total sufficiency, with certain par value rat­
ings assigned to the structural (40), safety (30), and 
service qualities( 30). Thus, the lower a street or 
highway is rated by observation in a field survey, 
the greater the relative need for improvement of this 
facility. The State Primary Highways are reviewed 
each year, and sufficiency ratings are updated so 
that the Department may continually be aware of 
deficiencies and determine needs and priorities for 
improvement. 

The Department furnished for use in this study 
the sufficiency rating for the State Primary System 
routes, as well as for the other principal streets and 
routes in Dade County. These other principal routes 
are not evaluated each year; therefore, the Depart­
ment undertook a special survey to acquire these 
data. 

The sufficiency rating data were plotted on a 
principal street map utilizing a color scheme dis­
tinguishing between rating groups of 0-55, 56-69, 
70-79, and 80-100.5 Any rating less than 55 signified 
a critical rating; thus, the map permitted a quick 
visual review of the condition of the existing streets. 

Speed and Delay Studies 

Travel time data on all principal streets within 
the study area were obtained by the State Road De­
partment. Travel times, as well as delay times, on 
each pre-determined segment of the system were 
recorded for each of several "test car" runs and, 
when related to each route segment's length (in miles), 
provided both average time and average speed be­
tween various points on the principal street system. 

5 General definition (per Florida State Road Department): 
0-55 Critical 70-79 Tolerable 
56-69 Poor 80~100 Good 
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Traffic Flow Survey 

Travel data obtained from interviewing indicated 
the origins and destinations of trips made by drivers 
in the area, and the inventory data described the 
facilities available to these drivers. It was necessary, 
however, to make actual traffic flow counts of several 
types throughout the area to provide checks on the 
validity of the origin-destination data and to calibrate 
the mathematical equations which were developed 
for use in predicting future traffic flow. 

"Control" counts were used to adjust manual and 
other machine count volumes to the same period as 
the interview data. Twenty-six control count hourly 
recording machines were operated continuously 
throughout the period of data collection to measure 
weekly, monthly, and seasonal variations in traffic 
during the study. Sixteen of these control count sta­
tions were established at the initiation of the study. 
Eight stations were permanent State Road Depart­
ment count locations, and two were permanent County 
stations. The locations of control stations were such 
that the various types of facilities and all sections of 
the internal area were represented. 

In addition to control counts throughout the area, 
three screen lines were located in the study area-one 
running from the north end to the south end, and 
two others crossing the area in ail east-west direction. 
All traffic crossings of these three imaginary lines 
were manually and machine counted during the in­
terviewing operations to provide validity checks for 
later traffic assignments. 

At all major intersections on the principal street 
system, and at all traffic signal locations, manual ~nd 
machine counts were made for each "leg" of the inter­
section. The manual counts were performed for 
8-hour periods to include all peak periods, and indi­
cated the vehicular turns, classified by vehicle type. 
These counts were summarized to provide the peak 
hour volumes and turns at each intersection and were 
later used in determining intersection capacities. 

Traffic Operations Survey 

Existing traffic conditions and traffic accident 
records were reviewed and summaries were prepared 
to identify those current traffic operational measures 
needed to improve capacity and safety on the prin­
cipal street system. These measures, to a large extent, 
included the thinking of local technical people, pri­
marily county traffic engineers. Recommendations 
for operational improvements were developed to the 
extent that current potential increases in capacity 
and decreases in travel time could be estimated. 

These recommendations, further decribed in Tech­
nical Report No. 6, suggested a more extensive use 
of traffic signal systems (including interconnection) in 
improving intersection control efficiency as well as 
continuation of the current program of widening key 
intersections to permit auxiliary lane channelization. 
Removal of parking along the following arterial routes 
was also recommended as a means of increasing 
capacity in critical traffic corridors. 

1. N. W. & S. W. 27th Avenue: S. W. 8th Street 
to N. W. 103rd Street 

2. Biscayne Boulevard: N. E. 17th Terrace to N. 
E. 38th Street 

3. N. W. 12th Avenue: N. W. 11th Street to N. W. 
20th Street 

Current Travel 

The data obtained from the origin-destination 
studies indicate that 155,000 vehicles enter or .leave 
the urban area of Dade County daily and that approx­
imately 638,000 residents and tourists move about with­
in this area (make at least one trip) daily in pursuit 
of their individual interests. A summary of the in­
ternal trips via all modes of travel is shown in Table 
I. 

During the average weekday, at the time of the 
internal survey, 61.1% of all person trips reported 
were made by auto drivers, 29.6% were made by auto 
passengers, 6.4% were made by public bus passengers, 
1.9% were made by school bus passengers, 0.9% were 
made by taxi passengers and 0.1% were made by truck 
passengers. It is noteworthy that 91% of all trips were 
made by private automobile. 

The importance of the home as a generator was 
indicated by the fact that 80.8% of the internal trips 
made by residents were either to or from their home. 
Of these home-based trips, 22.2% were work trips, 
20.4% were shopping trips, 7.9% were personal business 
trips, 20.2% were social-recreational trips, 11.1% were 
school trips, 2.2% were medical-dental trips, 4.6% were 
trips for the purpose of eating a meal, and 11.4% 
were for serving passengers or changing travel mode 
(e.g., transferring from car to bus or to plane).6 

Work and social-recreation were the most im­
portant trip purposes of persons passing through the 
roadside interview stations. Of these trips, 40.1% were 
for work, 11.0% were for shopping, 11.2% were for 
personal business, 31.6% were for social-recreation, 
and the remaining 6.1% were for such miscellaneous 
purposes as school, medical-dental, and eat meal. 
6 Technical Report No. 2, Traffic Data Processing and Tabu­

lating, Mel Conner & Associates, Inc. 
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TABLE I 

SUMMARY OF 1964 TRIPS FOR ALL MODES OF TRAVEL 

BY RESIDENTS OF INTERNAL AREA 

PURPOSE TO 

PURPOSE Conv. G.A.F. Pers. Social- Med.- Eat 
FROM Home Work Shop Shop Bus. Rec. School Dent. Meal 

Home 654 246819 192179 12005 89162 210260 129978 25818 50473 
Work 233089 53057 10174 518 9839 6456 580 1409 13281 
Conv. Shop 223398 2366 38792 1630 10079 15822 353 892 4669 
G.A.F. Shop 12735 310 1683 2669 645 995 57 38 326 
Pers. Bu~. 82713 6762 18369 873 19343 9298 553 1538 4187 
Social-Rec. 225489 2328 15658 916 7144 40076 2299 1066 11620 
School 111778 1351 3005 293 1179 6372 1494 967 1935 
Med.-Dent. 22221 1051 4095 145 1933 2464 241 732 805 
Eat Meal 50127 12411 5840 580 3749 12453 1270 275 249 
Change Mode 7342 1591 665 29 545 759 786 28 331 
Serve Pass. 110359 16030 11105 560 4954 9585 2339 1371 2627 
Totals 1079905 344076 301565 20218 148572 314540 139950 34134 90503 

Change Serve 
Mode Pass. 

5043 124423 
1507 11352 
365 6787 

29 446 
295 4258 
745 9725 
696 2148 
27 870 

283 3191 
113 60 
142 24827 

9245 188087 

Totals 

1086814 
341262 
305153 
19933 

148189 
317066 
131218 
34584 
90428 
12249 

183899 
2670795 

I-' 

"'" 



The ability of the existing street and highway 
system to cope with these travel needs grows more 
critical daily. This existing system cannot be ex­
pected to serve for long without a rapid decrease 
in level of service resulting in greater congestion, 
more accidents, longer travel times and increased 
travel costs. 

Analysis of Travel Characteristics 

It is not sufficient merely to improve the physical 
and operational aspects of today's street and highway 
system. Although such improvements would provide 
substantial benefit to today's traffic (assuming these 
improvements could actually be made within a one 
or two year period), they obviously do not include 
any provision for new facilities needed to serve the 
area's expanding development. Nor could such action 
assure that a correct balance in facility types would be 
met. 

What is needed is a road network whose develop­
ment is based on the relationship between the area's 
socio-economic aspects and its travel needs. These 
relationships were established in the Miami Urban 
Area Transportation Study through analysis of the 
mass of travel interviews, land use data, socio-eco­
nomic information and travel time data obtained in 
the field studies. 

Relationships were measured between the trips 
found in the 1964 survey and the land use, socio­
economic, and travel time data. These relationships, 
expressed as mathematical formulae called "models", 
were developed to: ( 1) estimate the quantity of "trip 
ends" generated in each traffic zone in the study 
area (trip generation equations) and (2) distribute 
these trips between pairs of these zones (distribution 
models). Person trips are defined as one-way travel 
(in an automobile, bus, truck or taxi) from one point 
to another for a particular purpose (work, shop, etc.) 
by a person five years of age or older. Mathematical 
formulae were also developed to estimate the division 
of person trips between the private and public vehicle 
mode of travel and will be discussed later in this 
Chapter. 

Trip Generation 

The trip generation equations (models) were de­
veloped, basically, through statistical analyses (called 
step-wise multiple regression) for each trip purpose. 
In this process certain known land use and other 
demographic data were related to the travel data 
obtained in the interview studies.7 

7 Technical Report No. 3, Development of Travel Models, 
Mel Conner & Associates, Inc. 

Two basic kinds of trips were considered in the 
generation analysis: home based (one trip end at the 
tripmaker's home) and non-home based (neither trip 
end at the tripmaker's home). The trip purpose 
categories analyzed for this study include the fol­
lowing: 

1. Home Based Work 
2. Home Based Shopping 
3. Home Based Social-Recreation 
4. Home Based School 
5. Home Based Miscellaneous 
6. Non-Home Based 
7. Truck 
8. Taxi 

Two separate generation equations (one for each 
trip end) were prepared for each of the home based 
trip purposes. Additionally, non-home based genera­
tion, as well as truck and taxi trip generation (essenti­
ally non-home based in character) was developed in 
special equations. 

As a matter of interest and in order to give the 
reader insight into the scope and depth of this trip 
generation analysis, the variables listed below were 
used as shown in Table II to develop the several 
trip purpose equations. Table II has been annotated 
to identify those variables which were used in the 
final equations. 

1. Population 
2. Dwelling Units 
3. Automobiles 
4. Industrial Employment 
5. Commercial Employment 
6. Other Employment 
7. Total Employment 
8. Agriculture & Fishing Employment 
9. Mining Employment 

10. Construction Employment 
11. Manufacturing Employment 
12. Transportation, Utilities & Communications 

Employment 
13. Wholesale, Retail, Financial & Real Estate 

Employment 
14. Personal Services Employment 
15. Amusement & Recreation Employment 
16. Professional Services Employment 
17. Government Employment 
18. Net Residential Acres 
19. Net Non-Residential Acres 
20. Income 
21. Population: 5-15 Years of Age 
22. Hotel-Motel Units 
23. Retail Sales 
24. Resident Labor Force 

15 
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25. Manufacturing Floor Area 
26. Building Materials & Hardware Employment 
27. General Merchandise Employment 
28. Food Employment 
29. Auto Dealers & Service Station Employment 
30. Apparel & Accessories Employment 
31. Furniture & Home Furnishings Employment 
32. Eating & Drinking Employment 
33. Miscellaneous Retail Store Employment 
34. Total Retail Employment 
35. Open Space 
36. Grade 1-9 School Enrollment 
37. Grade 10-12, College and Other School En­

rollment 
38. Sales Space Area 
39. Parking Space Area 

Trip Distribution 

The next step in identifying travel characteristics 
involved development of a mathematical means of 
expressing the zone-to-zone distribution of generated 
trips. The technique employed expresses mathemati­
cally the gravitational concept (analogous to that ad­
vanced by Newton in the year 1686) and utilized the 
trip generation data in conjunction with zone-to-zone 
distances expressed in terms of travel time.8 This 
mathematical formula, called a "gravity model", was 
employed only for trips having both ends inside the 
study area. External trip forecasts were determined 
via a trip growth factoring method. 

The gravity model distributes trips from produc­
tion zone to attraction zone; therefore, it is necessary 
to define "production" and "attraction" as it is used 
in this discussion. To demonstrate the production 
and attraction definition, it is first necessary to clas­
sify all trips as either home based or non-home based, 
as previously defined. 

Home based trips are always produced by the 
zone of residence of the tripmaker, whether the trip 
begins or ends in that zone, and are always considered 
as attracted at the non-home end of the trip. Non­
home based trips, as well as truck and taxi vehicle 
trips, are always produced by the zone of origin and 
attracted by the zone of destination. 

In essence, the gravity model expresses mathemati­
cally the concept that trip interchange between zones 
is directly proportional to the relative attraction, in 

s Ibid, p. 11. 

terms of trips generated, of each of the zones and is 
inversely proportional to some function of the spatial 
separation, in terms of travel time, between the zones. 
Therefore, once the number of trips attracted by each 
zone is known (from the trip attraction equations) 
and the travel time between all pairs of zones is de­
veloped (via field study), then the trips produced by 
each zone (from the trip production equations) can 
be distributed in a logical quantitative manner to all 
other zones. Application of this gravitational theory 
results in a simulation of the volumes of trips which 
would use the transportation system defined. 

Modal Split Analysis 

Subsequent to the development of the person 
trip generation and distribution models, development 
of an additional mathematical model was undertaken 
for the purpose of separating trips via public convey­
ance from those via private vehicle. Application of 
this technique is called "modal split". The develop­
ment of modal split equations through a multiple 
regression process involved extensive analysis, as this 
was an important factor in the total transportation 
picture. 9 Although transit carries only six percent of 
the area-wide person trips, these are oriented to the 
Central Business District where nearly 25 percent 
of the trips are by transit. 

Travel Model Validation 

The final step in identifying the study area's travel 
characteristics involved application of all the land use, 
social and economic data provided by the County 
Planning Department to the mathematical models 
described in the foregoing paragraphs in order to 
reproduce, synthetically, the travel and zonal trip ex­
changes recorded in the field studies. The synthesized 
trip data were, through a "traffic assignment" process 
allocated onto the 1964 street system and compared 
to actual traffic movements and other travel para­
meters. 

As a result of these comparisons minor adjustments 
were made to the several trip generation and distribu­
tion models, and tools capable of predicting travel 
needs associated with any configuration of land use 
and arterial streets came into being. The application 
of these tools will be discussed in the next Chapter. 

9 An initial modal split analysis was conducted by the Con­
sultant and presented to the Florida State Road Department. 
The Department subsequently undertook an alternative 
analysis; both have been described in Technical Report 
No. 4. 



TABLE II 
INDEPENDENT VARIABLES TESTED FOR TRIP GENERATION EQUATIONS 

TRIP PURPOSE VARIABLE NUMBER 

Work 
Productions 
Shopping 
Productions 

Social­
Recreation 
Productions 
School 
Productions 
Miscellaneous 
Productions 
Work 
Attractions 

General 
Shopping 
Attractions 
Shopping 
Center 
Attractions 
Social­
Recreation 
Attractions 

School 
Attractions 

Miscellaneous 
Attractions 

Non-Home 
Based 
Productions 
or Attractions 

Truck 
Productions 
or Attractions 

Taxi 
Productions 
or Attractions 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 1617 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30 31 32 33 34 35 36 37 38 39 

x x x x x © 

x (i) (i) x x x x x 

xx® x xx~ x 

x x ® x x x x x 

xx(i) x x xx(i) x 

x (i) x x 

x x x (i)(i) xx xx x (X) 

(i) (X) x x (X) 

® ® © ® x x x x x x x 

(X) (X) 

x x(i) xxx x (i) 

x x x x x x x x x x x x x x 

x (X)xx@xxxxxxxxxx x x x x x 

x x @ x x @ x 

® Variables used in the final equations. 
1--' 
~ 
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CHAPTER Ill 
FORECAST - FUTURE CONDITIONS 

A design year of 1985 was established for this 
study. Since the study was initiated in 1964, this pro­
vides a twenty-one year forecast period- appropriate 
for transportation planning, since the life of transpor­
tation facilities usually is expected to be twenty years. 
In the continuing planning process the target or 
design year will be continually moved into the future 
as 20-year forecasts are made in succeeding update 
studies. Although the current planning studies pro­
vided data for determining transportation needs in 
1985, if growth were to occur more rapidly than 
anticipated at the present time, the plans would, in 
effect, be for a year prior to 1985. Conversely, if 
growth in the Dade County urban area were retarded, 
the plans would be for a year farther in the future 
than 1985. The plans developed in this study, then, 
are for a certain level of growth, a certain population 
or intensity of development for the Dade County 
urban area, rather than for a specific year, but 
assumed at this time to be 1985. 

Future Planning Data 

As previously mentioned, relationships between 
travel and current planning data were developed for 
the Dade County urban area. To estimate future 
travel, planning data for the design year (1985) were 
forecasted based upon past growth trends and esti­
mates of expected growth. The Dade County urban 
area is expected to continue a rapid growth during 
the 21-year period from 1964 to 1985. Planning data 
for 1985 were provided by the Metropolitan Dade 
County Planning Department and included forecasts 
of these data for each traffic zone throughout the 
study area.1° Forecasts of the more pertinent data 
are summarized in Table III. Shown with this table 
are rates illustrating the change (or lack of change) in 
household size, automobile ownership, and the per­
son-per-job rate. Population growth trends, exclusive 
of tourists, are projected in Figure 7. 

The increase factors give dramatic indication of 
the magnitude of change which may be expected in 
Dade County over the 21-year period. The forecasted 
data provide an excellent base for determining the 
1985 travel demands. 

Graphical and tabular descriptions of the future 
land use plan are presented in reports prepared by the 
Metr·opolitan Dade County Planning Department. 

10 Technical Report No. 5, Growth Projections, Mel Conner 
& Associates, Inc. 

Residential and non-residential land use estimates 
for 1985 have their basis in existing and expected 
land use development patterns, land accessibility, and 
population trends. An economic study and forecast 
of employment, income, automobile ownership, and 
tourist facilities was also performed by the Planning 
Department. 

Throughout the transportation study excellent 
communication between the participating agencies 
via the Technical Advisory Committee has assured 
that the findings of other current studies have been 
given due consideration in the analysis of growth. 

TABLE Ill 
SUMMARY OF PLANNING DATA 

FORECASTS 
Study Area Increase 
Planning Data 1964 1985 Factor 

Population 1,187,0004 2,138,000" 1.80 
Employment 429,000 795,000 1.85 
Dwelling Units 329,000 636,000 1.93 
Automobiles 383,000 867,000 2.26 
School Enrollment 257,000 531,000 2.07 
Rates 
Population/ 

Dwelling Unit 3.61 3.36 
Autos/ 

Dwelling Unit 1.16 1.36 
Population/ 

Employment 2.77 2.69 

" Includes resident and touris~ population. 

Future Travel 

The 1985 land use plan described earlier in this 
Chapter can be expected to foster many more trips 
than does today's urban area. In order, then, to satisfy 
the stated objective of developing a future transporta­
tion plan which will offset today's traffic problems 
and avoid tomorrow's, a measure of "tomorrow's" 
travel needs was required. 

The tools for this work have been developed. 
The discussions in Chapter II pointed out that travel 
characteristics, when expressed in mathematical terms, 
can be used to reliably estimate trip generation and 
distribution from a given set of community economic 
circumstances and land use configuration. The earlier 
sections of this Chapter presented Metropolitan Dade 
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County's own thinking (via the County Planning 
Department) on the 1985 economic and land use 
character of Dade County. 

Estimates of Internal Trips 

Utilizing the County's 1985 Land Use Plan data, 
the trip generation equations were solved for each 
traffic zone in the study area. The results of these 
solutions provided the 1985 trip estimates for each 
trip purpose category studied. After certain adjust­
ments for areas such as the public parks and pari­
mutuel racetracks, these trip estimates were summed 
for the study area.11 

11 Technical Report No. 5, Growth Projections, Mel Conner & 
Associates, Inc. 

The forecast produced 6,051,620 person trips for 
the Miami urban area on an average winter season 
weekday in 1985. This represents a growth of 2.23 
times the number of trips noted for the same area 
in 1964 (2,718,361). Table IV shows the trip forecasts 
by purpose and compares 1985 trip estimates with 
1964 trips. 

The growth of the trips in the Miami urban area 
predicted between 1964 and 1985, illustrated in Table 
IV, would be considered extremely high in most 
areas of the country, but the urban area of Dade 
County is growing rapidly, and the large annual in­
creases are expected to continue. It should be noted 
that the very high growth rates occur in the southern, 
western and north-western portions of Dade County; 
i.e., those not presently urbanized. However, much 

TABLE IV 
INTERNAL PERSON TRIP GROWTH 

Estimated 1964 Estimated 1985 Increase 
Type of Trip Trips Percent Trips Percent Factor 

Home Based 
Work 503,737 18.5 1,146,063 18.9 2.27 
Shop 450,666 16.6 1,043,690 17.3 2.31 
Social-

Recreation 444,596 16.4 996,948 16.5 2.24 
School 244,321 9.0 516,468 8.5 2.11 
Miscellaneous 496,438 18.3 1,118,698 18.5 2.25 

-- --
Subtotal 2,139,758 78.7 4,821,867 79.7 2.25 
Nonhome-Based 

Person 403,012 14.8 917,975 15.2 2.28 
Truck 162,739 6.0 286,148 4.7 1.76 
Taxi 12,852 0.5 25,630 0.4 1.99 

-- -- --
Subtotal 578,603 21.3 1,229,753 20.3 2.13 

Total Internal Trips 2,718,361 roo.o 6,051,620 100.0 2.23 

TABLE V 
INTERNAL TRIP RATE COMPARISONS 

1964 1985 
Trips/Dwelling Unit 8.26 9.52 
Trips/Population 2.29 2.83 
Trips/ Automobile 7.09 6.93 

Dwelling Units 328,920 635,760 
Population (Total) 1,187,326 2,138,420 
Automobile 383,345 867,046 
Trips 2,718,361 6,051,620 



of the area now extensively developed will experience 
a growth of 2 to 5 times. Thus, much of the increased 
travel demand by 1985 can be expected in the cor­
ridors now served by heavily traveled expressways-
1-95, Palmetto Expressway and the Airport Express­
way. This increased density and resulting need for 
additional high capacity roadways will require 
thorough analysis to determine an optimum balance 
between highways and socio-economic activities. 

Trip rates for the study area are shown in Table 
V. As noted, there is a significant increase in trip 
rates per person and per dwelling unit predicted for 
the target year 1985. This increase is indicative of the 
predicted rise in the overall socio-economic level 
of the area. As a result of such an economic rise, per­
sons will increase their automobile ownership and at 
the same time make more trips. This increase in auto­
mobile ownership explains the decrease in the trip 
rate per automobile. Even though each dwelling is 
generating more trips, there are more autos available 
for travel; thus the decrease in rate. 

Estimates of External Trips 

The trip generation equations used to predict 
internal trips were developed for and used only for 
the traffic zones within the internal study area. The 
development of such equations and their use in pre­
dicting future trips require extensive data and, there­
fore, the development of similar external trip models 
was not considered warranted because of the difficulty 
and expense of obtaining such data for all the areas 
outside the Miami urban area. Instead, a growth 
factor procedure was used to estimate both the num­
ber of 1985 trips to and from areas outside the study 
area and those which will pass completely through 
the study area.12 

Since major transportation studies have been 
recently performed in both Palm Beach and Broward 
Counties, the 1985 total internal trips by zone within 
each of the three southeastern coastal county study 
areas have been calculated through use of trip genera­
tion equations. 1985 trip growth factors were deter­
mined for the zones and districts of these three 
counties using the following equation: 

1985 Trip Ends 
Growth Factor = 1964 Trip Ends 

It is important to note here that slightly more than 
80 percent of the 1964 external trips made in Dade 

12 Ibid. 

County were either to or from Broward and Palm 
Beach Counties. 

Growth factors were also developed for those 
external areas not in the Dade, Palm Beach or Bro­
ward County study areas, by using existing and 
estimated 1985 population figures. The 1985 popula­
tion estimates for these other external areas within 
Florida were made by the Florida Development Com­
mission. Projections for the areas outside Florida 
involved an analysis of historical growth of the United 
States. 

Under this factoring process the external vehicle 
trips increased' from nearly 137,000 in 1964 to about 
467,000 in 1985 for all trip purposes and categories. 
The 467,000 external vehicle trips in 1985 represent 
about 11 percent of the total vehicle trips expected 
daily in Dade County. (In 1964 about 7 percent of 
the total vehicle trips were external.) Over 84 per­
cent of the future external trips are expected to begin 
or end in the Broward-Palm Beach County area. 

1975 Travel 

1975 travel was estimated using a process similar 
to that described for 1985 travel. Planning data for 
1975 was estimated by the Metropolitan Dade County 
Planning Department using a modified interpolation 
between the 1964 and 1985 data. Internal person trip 
estimates, by trip purpose, were developed from the 
application of trip generation equations to these plan­
ning data and were analysed in comparison with cor­
responding 1964 and 1985 values. All apparent vari­
ations were. solved and it was concluded that the 
estimated 4,488,003 internal person trips for 1975 
were acceptable for use in analysis for staging the 
transportation plan development. 

External trip estimates for 1975 were developed 
using the growth factor method described for 1985 
external trips. This expansion process resulted in 
306,236 external vehicle trips for 1975 which were 
later added to vehicle trips derived from internal 
person trips to form a total traffic assignment trip 
table to be used in testing stage development plans. 

Summary 

This Chapter has described the estimating of 1975 
and 1985 travel, using forecasted land use data sup­
plied by the County and the trip generation and dis­
tribution models derived during this study. The 
application of this travel, quantified as interzonal 
movements throughout the study area, to assumed 
future transportation systems will be discussed in the 
next Chapter. 
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CHAPTER IV 
DEVELOPMENT OF THE TRANSPORTATION PLAN 

It is virtually impossible, even with a knowledge 
of the future land use configuration and the trips it 
will produce, to immediately define a recommended 
1985 street and highway system. This is true, basical­
ly, because any such recommended system must meet 
the three following criteria: 

1. It must provide an acceptable level of service 
for future travel. 

2. It must be economically attainable. 
3. It must be compatible with community desires. 

Satisfaction of these criteria involves a plan de-
velopment process in which alternate schemes are 
tested until one which best meets the criteria is 
identified. 

The Study's Technical Advisory Committee was 
closely involved throughout the development and test­
ing of future alternate transportation plans. The 
Technical Advisory Committee helped to insure that 
the community values of the various municipalities 
were met, as well as assisting the State Road Depart­
ment and the Consultant by providing technical facts. 
To insure that the future thoroughfare system would 
be compatible with the development desired by the 
local area, the Technical Advisory Committee and the 
County Planning Department were continually in­
volved in the development of the plan. This involve­
ment in the analysis, and the improved knowledge of 
the inter-effects between land use and transportation, 
also led to improvements in the land use plan. 

The remaining portions of this Chapter will pre­
sent briefly the development process that has led to 
the Recommended 1985 Street and Highway Plan. 

Plan Development Procedures 

In initiating the testing process, 1985 trips (de­
veloped according to the procedures described in 
Chapter III) were assigned to the 1964 "existing-plus­
committed" system of arterial streets.13 This system 
included all major existing facilities and those com­
mitted to be built. Committed projects were defined 
as those definitely programmed for construction, as 
determined from the budgets of the State Road De­
partment and Metropolitan Dade County, and in­
cluded the then approved Interstate Highway System. 
The assignment of 1985 trips to this system illustrated 
the locations and magnitude of the capacity deficien­
cies of traffic corridors. 

13 These trips represent travel on an average weekday in 
the winter season. 

The first future alternate arterial plan proposed 
for testing was prepared by starting with a base 1985 
network which had been defined as part of the 
County's 1985 General Land Use Master Plan 
(CLUMP). Future (1985) trips were then assigned to 
the facilities on this initial future system, with sub­
sequent evaluation and analysis to determine the need 
for additional improvements. Decisions were aided 
by noting weaknesses in the existing-plus-committed 
system. 

The recommendations for changes to the initial 
future system in some cases meant changes in land 
use plan estimates. The Dade County Planning De­
partment incorporated these changes in the 1985 
Plan when it was felt that revisions to the transporta­
tion system would affect the land use development 
within the study area. This process is often referred 
to as "feedback." 

This process of testing alternate future transporta­
tion systems was repeated until a system was found 
which served the projected land use and resulting 
1985 traffic. Figure 8 illustrates the transportation 
system testing and evaluating procedures used in the 
Miami Urban Area Transportation Study. 

Evaluation Factors 

Large urban areas normally experience trip 
lengths which, in terms of time and distance, are 
relatively long. It is desirable, though, that any 
proposed future transportation plan minimize trip 
lengths (in terms of time) as much as is economically 
practical. Of course, an extremely expensive system 
can be designed which will result in very short trip 
times, but capital costs would normally prohibit con­
struction of such a system. On the other hand, it is 
conceivable that, even though it is normal for trip 
lengths to increase as a city grows, a feasible plan 
which reduces future trip times slightly below existing 
trip times can be developed, resulting in a higher 
level of service at reduced operating costs. It is 
also possible, since the distances between residential, 
shopping, working and recreational areas naturally 
affect the lengths of trips in an area, to exercise con­
trol of future trip lengths by virtue of the efficiency 
of the future land use plan itself. 

Therefore, if a feasible plan providing an optimum 
level of service is to be attained, then total system 
miles, vehicle miles, plus person-and vehicle- hours 
must be minimized for the future highway network. 
As the vehicle-mile and vehicle-hour values for the 
alternate transportation systems are reduced, user 
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costs are decreased. Similarly, as system miles (or 
system lane miles) increase, the vehicle hours and 
person hours will decrease as higher speeds and more 
direct routes between points are realized. 

As will be illustrated in a later ·discussion in this 
Chapter, a balance between the increase in lane miles 
and the reduction of vehicle miles and hours must 
be reached. When increases in lane miles fail to 
significantly reduce the vehicle hours and person 
hours of travel, the point of diminishing returns will 
have been passed and such additional mileage is not 
justified. 

Volume-to-capacity ratios for tested systems must 
also be examined to identify, in each alternate sys­
tem, the amount of the highway network over ca­
pacity or under capacity. The most efficient system 
would have a very small percent of the system mileage 
operating either over or under capacity, including 
links whose volume/ capacity ratios vary only slightly 
from 1.0. 

Total system costs are examined to determine a 
realistic and efficient economic level of the future 
transportation system. The direct total system costs 
as used in this study are divided into two parts: 
(1) operating costs and ( 2) capital costs. Operating 
costs consist of costs for vehicular operation and 
operators' and passengers' time. Capital costs are 
those associated with construction, maintenance and 
financing of highway facilities. 

The general rule is that as the capital costs in­
crease, the operating costs will decrease. Therefore, 
just as a good balance between lane miles and ve­
hicle-or person-hours is needed, a good balance 
between capital and operating costs is desirable. 
Naturally, the costs are related to and depend on 
the system-miles, vehicle-miles and person-hours. 

One of the major goals stated earlier was that the 
desirable transportation plan must be economically 
attainable, therefore, estimated future revenue must 
be examined. Chapter VI will describe the cost and 
financing considerations related to the Recommended 
1985 Principal Street and Highway Plan. 

The desirable network provides a major unifying 
influence on the urban area, as well as restraining 
and separating various non-compatible land uses. The 
Metropolitan Dade County Planning Department and 
the Technical Advisory Committee assessed the com­
munity standards and determined the compatibility 
of the various land uses. Such decisions on land use 
were made at the local level and were reviewed by 
and found acceptable to the Technical Advisory 
Committee. 

Preparation of Alternate Networks for Analysis 

The initial step in each alternate system analysis 
was to specify the configuration of the transporta­
tion network to be evaluated. This step, of course, 
is dependent upon the results of the previous analysis 
(with the exception of the first test of the existing and 
committed system) and includes detailed changes to 
the previous system tested. These changes include 
the addition of new facilities and any deletions which 
are prescribed, as well as adjustment in capacities of 
existing facilities to account for proposed lane in­
creases or other improvements in the level of service. 

Capacity values for roadways on the future sys­
tems were developed on the basis of average values 
set forth in the 1950 Highway Capacity Manual 
Supplemented by the 1958 Curves14 and in the 1965 
Highway Capacity Manual15, as well as with reference 
to local capacity characteristics detected in field 
studies. These general capacity values (level of 
service "C") are: 

Arterial 
Two-Lane (2-way). 
Two-Lane (1-way). 
Three-Lane ( 1-way). 
Four-Lane (2-way) 
Four-Lane divided 

(2-way) . . . 
Six·Lane divided 

(2-way) . 
Freeway . 
Four-Lane 
Six-Lane . 
Eight-Lane 

. 10,000 vehicles per day 

. 11,000 vehicles per day 

. 16,000 vehicles per day 

. 20,000 vehicles per day 

. 24,000 vehicles per day 

. 30,000 vehicles per day 

. 48,000 vehicles per day 

. 72,000 vehicles per day 

. 96,000 vehicles per day 

Adjustments up and down from these values were 
necessary in order to account for special situations 
which might increase or lower the given service 
level. In some instances existing facilities are oper­
ating in excess of these values and are providing less 
than a desirable level of service. Because of this, 
capacity values representing "Level of Service C"15 

were selected since traffic volumes associated with 
this service level permit stable traffic flow and ap­
pear to be suitable for design purposes. 

Vehicle speeds on the facilities specified in each 
alternate plan were adjusted to coincide with the new 
capacities assigned. Realistic capacity-speed relation­
ships were used for this phase, generally based on 
speed studies performed by the State Road 
Department. 

14 Analysis was initiated prior to publication of Special Report 
87, Highway Research Board. 

15 Special Report 87, Highway Research Board. 
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Traffic Assignment 

After defining the elements of each alternate 
system for testing, the estimated 1985 person trips 
(generated by the associated future land use plan) 
were distributed between traffic zones. This 1985 
internal travel was distributed using the eight-pur­
pose gravity model as developed with 1964 travel 
data for the Miami urban area. (See Chapter II.) 
Interzonal travel times for the Gravity Model (dis­
tribution model) were determined by computing times 
necessary to travel from zone to zone with the facili­
ties (and associated speeds) provided by the thorough­
fare system being tested. 

Transit trips, auto driver trips and auto passenger 
trips were estimated from the total internal person 
trips via application of mathematical relationships 
determined with 1964 data. The resulting auto driv­
er trips were added to the truck, taxi and external 
trips to provide a total vehicle trip interchange. The 
resulting matrix of total vehicle trips was then as­
signed to the road system, with the capacity value of 
each facility thereon acting as a restraining influence 
on trip loadings. This influence is effected in the 
following manner: when vehicle loadings on various 
elements of the network exceed the capacity values 
of the links involved, the assignment program reduces 
the speed values associated with these links, thereby 
increasing travel time for trip routings via these 
links. Because of this increased travel time, subse­
quent trip routings are directed away from the over­
loaded facilities. 

Each network was subjected to three iterations of 
this capacity restraint assignment technique (each 
iteration seeking an improved volume-capacity 
ratio) with the assignments being evaluated in terms 
of over-loaded facilities, facilities with too few 
assigned trips, unrealistic travel speeds and other 
functional problems. 

The final network, however, was subjected to 
two supplementary tests-a 1985 peak-hour assignment 
and a partial network analysis. These tests were 
aimed at providing a more detailed analysis of future 
needs, and also provided detailed traffic volume data 
for use as a reference in geometric design. 

The peak-hour volumes developed in this test 
(a capacity restraint process utilizing hourly capaci­
ties) were noticeably longer in the areas of employ­
ment where work trips are generated. This is to be 
expected, since a larger percentage of work trips take 
place during the peak-hour than trips of other pur­
poses. Since the peak-hour assignment was made 

with directional loadings, many of the facilities were 
found to have heavy volumes in only one direction; 
mainly from places of large employment to residential 
areas. In some cases, these heavy directional volumes 
resulted in more critical volume-capacity ratios than 
were found from the 24-hour assignments which 
tested balanced traffic flow. 

As with the 24-hour assigned volumes at a given 
location (but perhaps even more so with the peak­
hour assigned volumes) some judgment and reasoning 
must be applied in the use of these peak-hour values, 
since the peak-hour analysis does· not necessarily re­
flect local conditions but is more a demonstration of 
an area-wide effect of traffic on the major compon­
ents of the system. As with other tests, the peak-hour 
assignment is only a tool to be used with other data 
(and judgment) as a guide in system development. 

A partial network analysis was undertaken in 
order to ( 1) more accurately define the corridors of 
heavy, long-distance travel, (2) aid the determination 
of priorities in constructing certain expressways16 

versus arterials in corridors where both types of fa­
cilities are proposed, (3) aid in defining the corridors 
where a significant transit service will be necessary, 
and (4) aid in quantifying the potential vehicle 
volumes (and, thus, person trips) which might be con­
verted to transit usage. 

The analysis was carried out by grouping 1985 
zonal vehicle trips (external and internal) into analysis 
districts and assigning those whose trip times equaled 
or exceeded 13 minutes (representing the longer half 
of the total travel) to a partial network composed 
only of expressways and certain arterials in heavily 
traveled corridors. The network loadings which 
resulted were examined, and adjustments in the over­
all system were adopted. 

Consideration of these test data, in conjunction 
with the 24-hour and peak-hour assignments, is 
reflected in elements of the recommended 1985 street 
and highway plan. 

The economics of each test system were evaluated 
also; however, this analysis on initial networks was 
brief and less detailed than that employed for later 
systems. The recommended system, of course, was 
subjected to a thorough operational, economic, land 

16 The term "expressway'', as used in this report, includes 
freeways and expressways, the former having full control 
of access through interchanges. It has been recognized 
in developing the Miami "expressway" system that initial 
construction of the recommended facilities may involve less 
than complete control of access. 



use and community value analysis which is reported 
later in this Chapter. 

A total of five street and highway networks were 
tested with forecasted (1985) travel desires before a 
final, recommended system was defined. The follow­
ing is a list of all these systems with the network 
number assigned to the map prepared for each. 

Existing Plus Committed System-Network 2 
First 1985 Trial System~ -Network 300 

Second 1985 Trial System -Network 4 
Third 1985 Trial System -Network 5 
Final Test System -Network 600 

Note: The existing (1964) System Map was designated as 
Network 1. 

'I> "County Thoroughfare Plan", as defined prior to this 
analysis. 

## System testing included rapid transit and bus networks. 

Future Transit Trips 

The modal split model for this study was used to 
split off distributed person trips to the transit mode 
for both the 24-hour and the peak-hour assignments 
to Network 6. This modal split model, discussed in 
Technical Report No. 4, predicted transit trips for 
areas to be served by a transit system in 1985. The 
Metropolitan Dade County Planning Department 
described the area of proposed future transit service 
and two alternate types of operation. One system 
represents an extension of the existing bus service, 
and was described in a manner similar to the high­
way system link-node maps. The other system repre­
sented a rapid transit-feeder bus network. 

After the transit person trips were split off in the 
Network 6 tests for each of the two transit alternates, 
all purposes were summed to provide 24-hour and 
peak-hour 1985 transit trip tables. Assignments were 
made of each of these transit trip tables, and the 
results of these assignments were submitted to the 
County Planning Department for use in additional 
transit analysis. Table VI shows the number of trips 
associated with these assignments. 

As shown in Table VI, the modal split resulted in 
a small difference in transit trips between the bus and 
the rapid transit systems on both the daily basis (0.8%) 
and the peak hour (1.4%). However, it seemed advisable 
to carry out all transit assignments to provide data 
which may prove useful to the County in its forth­
coming comprehensive transit study. The fractional 
difference in highway trips in the 24-hour predictions 
( 0.04%) and in the peak hour (0.09%) was too insignifi­
cant to have any effect on the highway plan analysis. 

The Metropolitan Dade County Planning Depart­
ment performed the transit analysis including the 
definition of a future transit system. That study has 
been described in their reports, particularly the series 
of technical memoranda on the "Public Transit Master 
Plan", and will be further refined in a planned com­
prehensive transit study. 

Evaluation of Test Results 

In evaluating the results of the test and assignment 
of the recommended principal street system, the goals 
outlined earlier in this Chapter are recalled. The 
first goal is that the plan provide a good level of 
service for the estimated 1985 traffic. The resulting 
trip lengths, shown in Table VII, are one measure 
of the level of service. 

Since the average trip length is predicted to be 
only 15.6 minutes for the recommended 1985 system, 
compared to the 15.4 minutes determined in the 
1964 survey, it can be concluded that, overall, an ac·· 
ceptable travel time level of service will be obtained 
for the study area in the future. Analysis by trip 
purpose revealed that forecasted travel times for all 
purposes are similarly acceptable. Most will not 
change significantly; however, it should be noted 
that work trips are the only ones being shortened in 
time.17 

In evaluating the assignment of vehicle trips to 
the facilities of the recommended system, a com­
parison was made between the traffic volumes and 
the planned capacities for all the facilities on the 
Network. Figure 9 graphically depicts the volume­
capacity index ratio for the systems tested with 1985 
traffic. When traffic was assigned to Network 3, 
only about 60% of the system had volume-capacity­
index ratios less than 1.0, while almost 20% of the 
system had ratios of 2.0 or greater. As testing of 
systems progressed, improvements were made until 
only about 13% of the system exhibited values great­
er than 1.2. 

With the use of minimum time-path traffic assign­
ments, it was found necessary to assume a capacity 
index (used as "capacity" in application of capacity 
restraint processing described earlier in this Chapter) 
for expressways at a level less than the actual traffic 
carrying capability of a highway. This counteracts 
the effect of the expressway initially being assigned 
extremely large volumes due to the speed differentials 
resulting from comparisons to arterial streets. Con­
sistent with normal computer program operation, the 

17 Technical Report No. 6, Development of the Recommended 
1985 Principal Street Plan, Mel Conner & Associates, Inc. 
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TABLE VI 

TRAVEL DAT A BY MODE - NETWORK 6 

Internal Highway 
Person Vehicle Transit 

System Tested Trips Trips Trips 

(1) 1985 Highway and Bus 24-Hour 6,051,600 3,829,300 243,400 
(2) 1985 Highway and Rapid 24-Hour 6,051,600 3,827,700 245,400 
(3) 1985 Highway and Bus Peak-Hour 532,600 336,900 27,200 
(4) 1985 Highway and Rapid Peak-Hour 532,600 336,600 27,600 

TABLE VII 

1964 - 1985 TRIP LENGTH COMPARISON 

System/Year of Traffic 

Network 1, 1964 
Network 3, 1985 
Network 4, 1985 
Network 5, 1985 
Network 6, 1985 

Average Trip 
Length in Minutes 

15.4 
17.1 
15.8 
15.6 
15.6 

TABLE VIII 

VEHICLE HOURS-VEHICLE MILES-AVERAGE SPEEDS 

Network 

3 (1st Future Alternate) 
4 (2nd Future Alternate) 
5 (3rd Future Alternate) 
6 (Recommended System) 

1 Value in thousands. 

Vehicle 
Hours1 

2,243 
1,021 

965 
859 

Vehicle 
Miles1 

39,249 
28,047 
28,099 
26,824 

Average 
Speed2 

18 
27 
29 
31 

2 Rounded to nearest whole mile per hour. 

volumes assigned to expressways after capacity re­
straint were found to be 20% to 40% greater than the 
capacity indices used, but not much greater than 
the volumes that the expressways can be expected 
to carry without congestion. Figure 9 must, there­
fore, be viewed in light of a capacity index being less 
than the true capacity, particularly for expressways. 

Further major refinements of the system did not 
seem feasible, from a system cost standpoint, as will 
be discussed in Chapter VI. This phase of the analysis 
gave further indication that Network 6 represented, 
subject to the additional analyses described on suc­
ceeding pages, an effective transportation system. 
Minor improvements made later were directed toward 
an improved level of service with nominal cost 
increases. 

An investigation of vehicle-miles, vehicle-hours 
and average speed also indicated that the recom-

mended network is an efficient transportation system. 
Improvement in these values occurred as testing of 
networks progressed (see Table VIII). 

Review of the traffic estimates resulting from the 
24-hour assignment verified that Network 6, with a 
few changes in the recommended number of lanes, 
was adequate to handle the trips generated by the 
1985 land use plan. For a more detailed analysis of 
future needs, an assignment was made of 1985 peak­
hour traffic estimates.18 This disclosed certain needs 
for minor adjustments in the level of service and 
helped lead to the decision that Network 6, with 
minor modification, was the system to be recom­
mended. 

After definition of the recommended 1985 highway 
plan, an assumed 1975 network was delineated to 

1s Ibid. 
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include those recommended improvements which, 
in the judgment of State, County and Consultant 
technical staffs, were considered the most critically 
needed. This was done in order to plan initial actions 
required to relieve today's traffic conditions, as well 
as to provide information helpful in programming 
the highway system development so that, in each 
stage, there will be system continuity and balance. 

The Metropolitan Dade County Planning Depart­
ment estimated 1975 land use activities and defined 
them in terms of variables similar to those in the 
trip generation equations which were used in esti­
mating 1985 travel. The resulting 1975 internal person 
trips were distributed to the internal traffic analysis 
zones, utilizing gravity models and Network 7 travel 
times. After distribution, person trips were split by 
mode using the study' s modal split model, the assumed 
future bus system (Network T 6), and the 1964 ve­
hicle occupancy rates. The resulting internal vehicle 
trips were combined with truck, taxi and external trips 
and assigned to Network 7. 

The analysis of this assignment provided guidance 
in determining priorities in the recommended high­
way program. It also provides an interim check-point 
or basis for later reviewing the accuracy of the 
travel forecasts and the adequacy of the transportation 
plan. 

Other Studies Related to Plan Development 

The State Road Department's Division of Traffic 
and Planning undertook a study of parking as it is 
related to this transportation study. The parking 
analysis results are preliminary since that phase of the 
study has not yet been completed. Obviously, it was 
not possible, without uridue delay to the entire study, 
to utilize this information in order to determine the 
1985 parking facilities required to accommodate the 
forecasted vehicle trips. It was concluded by the 
Technical Committee that this delay was not justified, 
and . it was concurred that an assumption would be 
made at this time that the required parking will be 
made available as necessary. In summary, it was con­
cluded and agreed by the Committee that at this 
time there is no evidence of any parking shortage 
in 1985 which would preclude development of land 
use as now projected. As a part of the continuing 
phases of this study, the final results of the parking 
study must be reviewed with particular attention to 
the land use and activity in the major critical areas of 
parking demand. 

Throughout the transportation study excellent 
communication between the participating agencies via 
the Technical Advisory Committee has assured that 

the findings of other current studies have been given 
due consideration. 

During 1966-67 a "Comprehensive Plan for Down­
town Miami"19 was prepared for the Downtown 
Development Authority of the City of Miami. That 
study identified existing conditions, recommended 
goals and policies, and presented a physical develop­
ment plan for the year 2000. Growth trends as de­
veloped in the Miami Urban Area Transportation 
Study for the year 1985, and as generally described in 
this report, were acknowledged in the Doxiadis study; 
however, the latter plan assumes, for the year 2000, 
a much greater density and concentration of activity 
in the center city. The pattern of development con­
sidered in this 1985 transportation study is directed 
toward the Doxiadis plan, contingent on the attain­
ment of proper balance in parking, transit and high­
ways; i.e., a system which provides a good accessibility 
to downtown Miami. 

All other known current plans of the cities and 
agencies within Dade County were also given con­
sideration, directly or indirectly, in the analysis of 
growth. The plans of the Metropolitan Dade County 
Transit Authority and Public Works Department were 
directly accounted for through the active participa­
tion of staff members of those agencies as members 
of the Technical Advisory Committee. Communica­
tions with the municipalities, as a normal operating 
procedure of the Metropolitan Dade County Planning 
Department, has assured that their goals have not 
been ignored in the overall transportation planning 
effort. Among the numerous data, reports and plans 
referred to by the County Planning Department in 
preparing growth projections for this study, the 
following earlier documents published by that agency 
were reported as being substantially utilized: 

Dade County Economic Base Study, Summary 
Report, 1960 
Personal Income, Setting Dade County's Goals, 
1960 
Urban Growth in Dade County, Florida; Plan­
ning Staff Report No. 2, 1960 
Economic Appraisal and Projections, 1960 
Population Change in Dade and Broward 
Counties, Published annually since 1950 
Population and Housing Estimates as of June 
30, 1963 
Population and Housing Estimates as of June 
30, 1966 
Proposed General Land Use Master Plan, 1963 

19 Doxiadis Associates, Inc., June, 1967. 



Project Plans and Costs 

The determination of the precise location for the 
improved elements of the future principal street plan 
is a function of preliminary engineering and geometric 
design. A comprehensive planning study, on the other 
hand, must examine required improvements in some 
detail so as to insure feasibility of the plan. 

In order to compare the total anticipated costs for 
the networks tested, it was necessary to make com­
parable estimates of user, capital and maintenance 
costs for each system. Table IX shows these costs for 
the recommended system (Network 6) and for the 
other networks tested. The user costs are related to 
the vehicle-miles and vehicle-hours assigned to the 
system as discussed above, while the capital and main­
tenance costs are related to the system itself. 20 

It is not enough, however, to look only at the 
changes in costs. These cost trends must be evaluated 
with respect to the increase in system miles and 
changes in the trip lengths. The relationship noted 
in this analysis indicates that, with Network 6, a 
balance between the increase in lane-miles and the 
reduction in vehicle-miles and vehicle-hours has been 
reached. Increases in lane-miles beyond the size of 
the recommended system failed to significantly reduce 
the vehicle-miles and vehicle-hours of travel; in fact, 
the large Network 5 system resulted in more overall 
travel than did Network 6. These figures, equated 
to costs, indicated that the point of maximum benefit 
was reached for the urban area's travel. Total and 
user costs were reduced with the increased system 
lane-miles, until a system near the least-cost con­
figuration was reached. The total mileage of the 
recommended system (Network 6) was practically 
the same as for Network 5; the principal difference 
was the reduction of expressway lane-miles for Net-

20 Technical Report No. 6, Development of the Recommended 
1985 Principal Street Plan, Mel Conner & Associates, Inc. 

work 6 approaching a desired balance between arterial 
and expressway travel. Figure 10 demonstrates rela­
tionships that exist between total, user, and capital 
plus maintenance costs and system size (expressway­
miles). 

Project Plans 

In order to specify the particular facilities required 
to develop the 1985 Principal Street and Highway 
Plan and to include their associated costs, an engineer­
ing examination and cost evaluation of each project 
was necessary. Initially, an analysis of existing road­
way functional conditions was performed, after which 
design criteria were developed to provide the func­
tional needs of future projects. Finally, estimates 
of right-of-way, roadway and structure costs were 
made for all projects reflected in the plan. The en­
suing sections of this Chapter discuss the procedures 
followed in this phase of plan development. 

Typical recommended cross-sections and other 
roadway standards were determined for the various 
types of road construction required to meet the de­
mands of future traffic estimates. These cross-sections 
were drawn up in general accordance with the typical 
sections and details included in the Florida State Road 
Department's design· manual. These typical cross­
sections, used in the determination of specific projects 
and their associated costs, are shown in Appendix A. 
They are not intended to establish an exact criteria 
for design for any project within the Miami urban 
area, since the criteria for design may change in the 
future, or engineering design studies may indicate a 
different cross-section is more feasible. The latter .is 
most likely to come about with late priority projects 
which will require change if the normal practice of a 
20-year design period is maintained. 

The development of an efficient network to handle 

TABLE IX 

Network 

3 
4 
5 
6 

TWENTY YEAR SYSTEM COSTS 
(Millions of Dollars) 

Capital & Maintenance User 

600 22,100 
900 17,500 

1,200 17,400 
9001 17,400 

1 Preliminary estimate. See Technical Report No. 7 for final costs. 

Total 

22,700 
18,400 
18,600 
18,300 
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SYSTEM COSTS vs. SYSTEM SIZE 
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the 1985 traffic in Dade County includes widening 
and extension of the existing arterials, partial reloca­
tion of existing facilities and new alignments for new 
facilities. Although many controlling conditions had 
to be satisfied, topography and existing development 
will be the biggest determinant of physical location 
possibilities. The following are general alignment 
features that were given consideration: 

1. Horizontal Curvature 
a. Design speeds of a facility establish the 

minimum radii that should be utilized. 
b. Larger radii curves present the more desir­

able and pleasant appearing alignment. 
2. Safety Considerations 

a. Horizontal and vertical curvature should pro­
vide adequate passing and safe stopping sight 
distances. 

b. Speed change lanes should be provided on 
high type facilities to minimize vehicle con­
flicts resulting from speed reduction on 
through lanes. 

c. In view of traffic volumes and monies avail-

able, consideration should be given to the 
elimination of railroad grade crossings on 
principal streets. 

d. Consideration should be given to current 
safety criteria related to drainage canals and 
other topographical hazards. 

e. It is frequently desirable to make safety- re­
lated improvements which are not directly 
comparable to the priority dictated by traffic 
volumes only. 

3. Penetration and Disruptions of an Area 
a. Alignments through or adjacent to existing 

subdivisions and neighborhoods should be 
located so as to minimize the disruption to 
these areas. 

b. The relocation of families, businesses and 
industries should be minimized. 

c. The use of any land from public parks, 
recreation areas, wildlife refuges and his­
torical sites as right-of-way should be avoid­
ed if possible. However, use of such land 
may be considered, providing ( 1) that there 



is no feasible alternative and (2) that any 
encroachment or harm to the land is kept 
to a minimum. 

d. Serious study should be directed toward 
multiple use of transportation rights-of-way; 
e.g., development of offices, stores, parking 
and other uses above and below a highway 
facility, including other modes of transporta­
tion. 

4. Aesthetic Qualities 
a. Facilities should be located to avoid de­

struction of visually pleasing buildings, struc­
tures, and natural features. They also should 
avoid obstructing views to such features. 

b. Plans and sketches should be developed 
using good and visually pleasing geometric 
and structural features. 

Project Cost Estimates 

After the 1985 recommended plan was developed 
and improvements were proposed, estimates of costs 
in 1968 dollars for these improvements were prepared 
in the two following categories: 

1. Right-of-Way Costs 
2. Roadway and Structure Costs 

Right-of-way costs were determined by using a 
cost-per-mile estimate based on recent acquisitions in 
the Dade County area. County right-of-way analysts 
provided some estimates of open acreage values 
throughout the area and some real estate values in 
terms of the property front-foot in developed areas. 
Right-of-way cost estimates include an anticipated 3% 
increase for administration. 

A cost analysis was made of recent road and 
bridge construction in Dade County in order to 

establish a typical unit cost for various types of 
facilities. This analysis provided a cost-per-mile 
figure for roadway construction for the various cross­
sections and a cost-per-square foot for various types 
of structures. These unit costs were refined to in­
sure accurate estimates of total costs for improvement 
projects. These refinements included allowances for 
sidewalks, median widths, and curb and gutter, as 
well as classification by area into downtown, inter­
mediate, outlying and rural. The estimated project 
costs for roadway and structures were increased by 
14% to include an estimated cost for engineering work 
associated with the project. 

Appendix A, Part 2, summarizes the estimated unit 
costs for various types of facilities for the Miami 
urban area. The unit cost figures used in this study 
include more detail than illustrated in the Appendix 
A tabulation. Cost figures for improvement of existing 
facilities and one-way pairs were also developed.21 

The feasibility of some expressways was deter­
mined through the preparation of preliminary 
geometric layouts of alignments and of interchange 
locations. A logical and feasible scheme for develop­
ment of the facility was described on recent aerial 
photography. The assumed planning cost locations for 
critical portions of the expressway system are pre­
sented in Appendix B. 

The results of the cost estimates for the entire 
system are summarized in Table X in the next 
Chapter. They are presented in detail later with the 
project listings in Table XII and in Appendix C. In 
addition, Appendix C shows the assumed cross-section 
for each project. 

21 Technical Report No. 7, The Highway Program, Cost and 
Financing, Mel Conner & Associates, Inc. 
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CHAPTER V 
THE RECOMMENDED HIGHWAY SYSTEM 

The recommended Principal Street and Highway 
System for 1985 can be generally described as a "grid" 
system. As in most extensively developed urban areas, 
the framework of Miami's future street system has 
already been established; i.e., the existing streets 
comprise a large part of the 1985 network. Figure 11 
is a graphic presentation of the recommended plan 
and identifies such features as expressways, express 
streets, arterials, interchanges, grade separations, and 
number of travel lanes. 

General Description 

Throughout the process of developing a workable 
1985 highway plan it was considered imperative that 
the disruptive effect of new expressway construction 
in densely developed areas be minimized. The 213 
miles of freeway in the recommended system is the 
minimum which can adequately serve the 1985 needs, 
assuming even the most extensive transit system. 
Other systems tested included as many as 246 miles 
of freeway. More than one-third of the new freeway 
mileage is located in areas not yet densely urbanized; 
through appropriate development controls and co­
ordination, their disruptive impact can be minimized. 

Exhaustive exploration was performed seeking 
means to avoid over-emphasis on the freeway as a 
solution. One important innovative concept which 
evolved was that of designing the freeway system 
so as to minimize usage by those making short trips 
and indirect trips. Certain inter-expressway connec­
tions are not provided for; system-testing revealed that 
this will result in greater efficiency and less overlap­
ping of service and critical overloading. Further, it 
is believed that motorists will find this system less 
confusing in that generally the expressways serve 
particular corridors, rather than as connectors to 
other corridors. As a prime example, the Interama 
Expressway primarily serves those trips in the north­
south corridor which go to and from the Miami busi­
ness district, while the North-South Expressway 
serves parallel trips, many of which by-pass down­
town Miami. Another example of this coordinated 
design is the South Dixie Expressway which has very 
few interchanges and thus will carry only long trips; 
adjacent U. S. 1, relieved of the longer trips, will ade­
quately and better serve the shorter trips. 

The concept of "express streets" was explored as 
a classification providing a level of service between 
that of the expressway and that of the signalized 
arterial street. There will be numerous engineering 

and local impact problems associated with construc­
ting the through-lane "fly-overs" for such facilities, 
but they will be less onerous than those associated 
with six-laning through commercial strip development. 
The express streets are better traffic-carriers, also, and 
are needed as an adjunct to a minimum, controlled 
expressway system. 

While much is needed in the way of widening, 
fly-over construction, parking removal and other 
operational improvements to the existing · arterial 
street system, very few extensions will be required. 
In contrast, the expressway program is far from com­
plete. The Miami area was late in starting its 
expressway program, and, with the planning, program­
ming and financing difficulties which have been 
experienced, expressway construction has not kept 
up with land development and traffic demands. Even 
with the minimum mileage recommended herein, 
however, this expressway system is expected to carry 
over one-half of the total 1985 travel. It is imperative 
that the expressway program be accelerated as rapidly 
as is economically possible. 

The close involvement of the local technical com­
mittee helped to ensure that the recommended trans­
portation plan is compatible with development desired 
by the local area. The organization of the Technical 
Advisory Committee in Dade County has provided 
continuous involvement of technical people from all 
levels of government and from private enterprise, 
engaged together in the solution of one major com­
mon problem-that of transportation. All activities of 
this study have been routed through this Committee 
for review, and the quality of the evolving plan has 
been materially enhanced by its involvement. This 
involvement and review process has caused the study 
to consume time and extend well beyond its original 
schedule, but there is no doubt that the product is 
more sound and workable because of it. The plan is 
not just a recommendation of a city, or the County, 
or the State, or a consultant; it is a plan jointly arrived 
at. By this means, therefore, there is a maximum 
assurance that it satisfies the presently defined com­
munity goals and values, while adequately providing 
for the transportation requirements of the 1985 com­
munity as it is presently envisaged. 

Airport Accessibility 

With reference to the U. S. Department of Trans­
portation highway program designed to help solve 
the problems of airport access, special study was 



TABLE X 

HIGHWAY IMPROVEMENT SUMMARY TABLE 

Facility 

EXPRESSWAYS 
Interama Expressway 
South Dixie Expressway 
Le Jeune-Douglas Expressway 
South Dade Expressway 
West Dade Expressway 
Snake Creek Expressway 
Opa Locka Expressway 
Hialeah Expressway 

(Including Beach Causeway) 
Snapper Creek Expressway 
East-West Expressway Extension 
Improvements to Existing Expressways 

ARTERIALS-EXPRESS STREETS 
N. W. 17th Avenue 
N. W. 27th Avenue (SR 9) 
S. W. 57th Avenue 
N. W. 163rd Street (SR 826) 
N. W. 20th Street 
N. W. 7th Street 
S. W. 40th Street 

OTHER ARTERIALS 
South Beach Boulevard (Tunnel) 
195th Street Causeway 
U. S. 1 ( 6-Lane) 
U. S. 1 (6-Lane, Upgrading) 
Other 6-Lane and One-Way Pair Improvements 
Other 4-Lane Improvements 
New and Improved 2-Lane Facilities 

Limits 

1-95 Connector to S. W. 29th Road (South Dixie Expressway) 
1-95 (S. W. 29th Road) to S. W. 312 Street (Homestead) 
Broward County Line to U.S. 1 
Palmetto Expressway to S. Dixie Expressway 
Okeechobee Road to S. W. 232nd Street at Krome Avenue 
1-95 to Okeechobee Road 
Interama Expressway to West Dade Expressway 

Alton Road to West Dade Expressway 
South Dixie Expressway to South Dade Expressway 
Palmetto Expressway to N. W. 137th Avenue 

Flagler Street to N. W. 79th Street 
U.S. 1 to Golden Glades Interchange 
U. S. 1 to East-West Expressway 

Sub Total 

Collins Avenue (SR A-1-A) to Golden Glades Interchange 
N. W. 7th Avenue to N. W. North River Drive 
N. W. 17th Avenue to N. W. 57th Avenue 
U. S. 1 to West Dade Expressway 

Sub Total 
Biscayne Boulevard to Rickenbacker Causeway 
SR A-1-A to U S. Route 1 
Broward County Line to N. E. 13th Street 
S. W. 4th Street to Cutler Ridge 

Sub Total 

GRAND TOTAL 

~ 

Length Cost 
(Miles) ($ Millions) 

17 92.1 
25 95.8 
16 107.3 
14 23.9 
27 33.0 
21 10.8 
13 39.7 

16 75.l 
3 5.8 
6 5.2 

25 15.0 
-183 --503.7 

6 6.2 
16 10.2 
5 5.8 
6 5.0 
2 4.7 
4 4.5 
8 5.5 

- -
47 41.9 

3 21.1 
2 1.8 

13 9.3 
18 7.4 
56 38.3 

233 135.l 
346 45.5 
-671 --258.5 

901 804.1 



made of the facilities serving the Miami International 
Airport. This airport will be bounded on three sides 
by expressways. The Airport Expressway is to the 
northeast and serves the area east to Miami Beach. 
The East-West Expressway lying to the south serves 
the central part of Miami and provides a connection 
west to the Palmetto Expressway. The Palmetto 
Expressway carries north-south traffic past the western 
boundary of the airport, while the LeJeune-Douglas 
Expressway will be approximately one-half mile east 
of the airport. The primary passenger terminal con­
nections will be to the Airport Expressway, via the 
LeJeune-Douglas Expressway, and to the East-West 
Expressway, via LeJeune Road (N. W. 42nd Avenue) 
and N.W. 32nd Avenue. Thus, the Miami Inter­
national Airport will be properly ac.cessible by ex­
pressways and major arterials. Other important gen­
eral aviation airports within the study area are also 
well served by the arterial street system with quick 
access to expressways. These include (1) the Opa 
Locka Airport being served by the Opa Locka and 
LeJeune-Douglas Expressways, (2) the Tamiami Air­
port being served by the West Dade Expressway, and 
(3) Homestead Airport being served by the South 
Dixie and South Dade Expressways. 

Construction recently began on an airport at the 
Dade-Collier County Line which is approximately 45 
miles west of Miami. Initial use of this site will be 
for pilot training activities. Plans for more extensive 
activities have been advanced, but it was the position 
of the Technical Advisory Committee that they were 
not sufficiently defined to be reflected in this stage 
of the transportation planning process. This develop­
ment should be watched closely, however, and ade­
quate transportation incorporated in all plans. Should 
it develop according to some plans and become a 
major regional airport serving international super­
sonic jet transports, its total impact on the transporta­
tion picture will require extensive study. The ad­
ditional facilities found to be required, probably in­
cluding rapid transit to span the 45 miles in reasonable 
time, should then be incorporated in an updated trans­
portation plan. 

Special Features of the Highway Plan 

Chapter IV included a discussion of the functions 
that expressways and arterials must serve if the 
recommended plan is to operate efficiently. The 
selective design and priority of development of the 
expressway system must be frequently reviewed as 
revisions may be dictated by unforeseen changes in 
land development. The following paragraphs describe 
certain special features which the Consultant recom­
mends as essential to proper development of an area-

wide transportation plan having an optimum balance 
between automobile and transit travel. 

Express Streets 

Technical Report No. 5 described the growth of 
the Miami urban area between 1964 and 1985. It 
was pointed out that much of the future development 
is expected to occur in those areas which are already 
urbanized; i.e., an increase in land use density is 
planned. The estimate of travel associated with that 
future land use superimposes a great increase in 
automobile trips in corridors where a system of ex­
pressways and arterial streets already exists. The 
widening to four or six lanes of existing arterial 
streets and the addition of expressways have limita­
tions. There must be a planned allocation of acreage 
to various types of land use, including streets and 
highways. Too much of the latter precludes other de­
velopment. It is, therefore, desirable to obtain the 
maximum traffic-carrying capacity within the rights­
of-way of the present major street system. 

In Miami, as well as in other urban areas, extensive 
commercial development has occurred adjacent to 
many of the arterial streets. This often makes it un­
desirable, from an economic and community value 
standpoint, to widen a given arterial street. At the 
same time, dense residential and employment centers 
are built in these areas, thus generating traffic volumes 
in excess of the arterial capacities. The addition of 
an expressway to serve such a corridor may be im­
possible or at least undesirable, considering total land 
use as well as highway design and cost factors. 

Areas as described above dictate the need for the 
development of another functional classification of 
streets-that being the "express street".22 As con­
sidered and recommended in this transportation study, 
the express street involves the physical improvement 
of an existing arterial street, including the develop­
ment of non-stop through lanes, in such a way as to 
obtain the maximum capacity within the existing 
right-of-way. The result is meant to be a facility that 
can carry more traffic (per hour) than an expressway 
with an equal number of lanes. This high volume 
is accomplished with urban speeds of perhaps 40 
miles per hour with correspondingly closer spacing 
of moving vehicles than can normally be expected 
on a freeway functioning efficiently at higher speeds. 
At the same time, the express street retains many of 
the land service features of an arterial street. 

22 "Express Street" term and concept advanced in "A Study 
of Traffic and Transportation in Metropolitan Dade 
County", 1958, Met;ropolitan Dade County Department of 
Traffic and Transportation. 

39 



40 

The primary improvements required to develop 
an express street result in elimination of conflict of 
through traffic with left turning and crossing traffic, 
by construction of medians through existing minor 
intersections and construction of through-lane over­
passes ("fly-overs") at major intersections. Plan and 
profile drawings (located in data files) were prepared 
to demonstrate that utilization of such improvements 
can provide, within a 100 foot right-of-way, a facility 
capable of carrying in excess of 50,000 vehicles per 
day. Figure 12 depicts the major intersection improve­
ment. 

The balance of an "expressway-express street­
arterial street" system should be planned to properly 
serve the various types of trips and trip lengths. An 
express street should not be developed merely as an 
isolated solution to an operational problem. It must 
be coordinated with present and planned improve­
ments throughout the area. A comprehensive area­
wide urban transportation planning study describes 
the highway needs for a target year-1985, in the case 
of the Miami base study. Expressway locations are 
established sufficiently to assure the geometric and 
economic feasibility of construction. In this study, 
exact expressway alignments were assumed for the 
purpose of obtaining representative estimates for 
right-of-way and construction costs. Cost estimates 
were also made for widening arterial streets or for 
developing express streets. 

In this transportation study a general traffic need 
and cost analysis was performed in developing an 
express street system. Figure 11 shows the limited 
number of facilities recommended for development 
as express streets. These are shown where the need 
for movement of large volumes of traffic was evident 
and where it is recommended that express street con­
struction, as a better alternative than simple six-lane 
construction, be investigated in the preliminary design 
phase. Fly-over grade separations should be con­
structed at each intersecting street shown on the plan, 
the latter being the proposed major arterials or "prin­
cipal streets" in the area. Other minor streets not 
intended to be "principal streets" in the 1985 high­
way plan would not have through or left turn move­
ments across the express streets. It may be possible, 
or even desirable, to permit right turns to or from 
the express street at some of these non-through streets, 
thus relieving the movements at the major inter­
sections. 

Careful, innovative planning of the actual con­
struction of the fly-overs will be necessary to minimize 
disruption in traffic service. Consideration should be 
given to maximum use of precast members and "over­
night" construction processes. 

For each express street, as with an expressway, 
specific localized problems and solutions are appli­
cable. In detennining the ultimate exact design of 
an express street, it will be necessary to conduct an 
extensive preliminary engineering and socio-economic 
study which will consider community values and 
planning goals, as well as geometric and cost factors. 

Integrated Auto-Transit System Development 

As discussed elsewhere in this report and in 
Technical Report No. 5 on Growth Projections, the 
residential and employment densities are expected to 
increase to a great extent along presently heavily 
traveled corridors. Increased travel desires cannot go 
unsatisfied; if an acceptable travel mode and level 
of service are not provided the development will not 
occur as planned. 

However, a transportation system with proper 
balance among modes of travel will permit almost 
any configuration of land development. Proper 
balance in this context includes an assumed public 
acceptance. In this base study it appeared that the 
balance of modes will change as transit service im­
proves, but it will not be a rapid or radical change. 
It can be expected that transit usage, numerically, 
will increase substantially each year, but that the 
percent of person trips served by transit will decrease 
somewhat between now and 1985-a long-standing 
trend of the automobile-oriented Miami area-a trend 
which may diminish, but which is not likely to he 
reversed. 

The usage of transit in the aforementioned dense 
corridors will increase greatly, primarily in those 
corridors serving the Miami Central Business District. 
It is necessary and has been assumed that much of the 
heavy travel experienced during the peak-hour will 
be relieved by high level transit service in the form 
of rapid transit or express buses on separate rights-of­
way. The estimated amounts of 1985 travel in excess 
of the capacity provided by the recommended high­
way facilities have been assumed by proposed transit 
service, described more specifically in Dade County's 
reports on transit. If transit improvements required 
to provide this service are not accomplished, it is 
doubtful that the assumed future land use and related 
travel will be experienced. It has also been necessary 
to assume that development of the highway and 
transit physical facilities will be separate, although it 
might be desirable in certain areas to construct them 
using the same right-of-way. Because of this, the 
highway system cost estimates presented in this report 
do not account for joint construction of the two 
systems. However, the Consultant has, from his 
exploration of this concept, concluded that such joint 
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construction may be found feasible after detailed 
study and, in such event, the highway cost estimates 
herein could be used to indicate the amount of par­
ticipation which could be expected from highway 
funds under existing policies. 

Summary 

The portion of the transportation study being 
presented in this report for the Florida State Road 
Department is primarily concerned with recom­
mended highway improvements. However, these im-

provements should be made in view of, and in 
coordination with, transit development throughout 
all stages of the transportation program-including 
planning, design, and construction. Subsequent in­
depth preliminary engineering-planning studies for 
specific expressways should include consideration of 
and provision for such things as separate bus lanes, 
bus pull-outs and stations, median or overhead rapid 
transit, and other factors which will lead to a joint 
design to best satisfy community values and goals, 
as well as the transportation needs. 



CHAPTER VI 
IMPLEMENTATION 

There is little use in recommending a 1969-1985 
program for street and highway improvements if there 
is evidence that it is not realistically financible. As 
a part of this study, therefore, a cost-revenue analysis 
was performed to show whether or not the full pro­
gram could reasonably be attained. 

Initially, an estimate of funds available was made 
to determine the financial feasibility of tlie plan. The 
total costs of the program, as well as costs of improve­
ments for the first seven years (1969-1975) were com­
pared to revenues estimated to be available during 
these periods. Costs of the program, by assumed 
jurisdictional systems, were compared with the reve­
nues available for each system. It is demonstrated 
that, while present allocations are inadequate to make 
the program entirely feasible, there is at least one 
course of cooperative action which appears reason­
able and which would definitely make this program 
achievable. 

Projection of Available Revenue 

Before a projection of available revenue could be 
made, it was necessary that an in-depth analysis be 
performed related to the existing sources of revenue 
and their present allocation. Initially, it was necessary 
to identify and define the systems of roads and high­
ways within the State. The two major types of high­
way networks considered are Federal-Aid Highways 
and State Highways, and these, in addition to county 
roads and city streets, comprise the State-wide high­
way network. 

The Federal-Aid Highways are classified into 
the following systems: 

1. National System of Interstate and Defense 
Highways 

2. Federal-Aid Primary System 
3. Federal-Aid Secondary System 

The State Highways are classified as follows: 
1. State Primary System 
2. State Secondary System 

Most Federal-Aid Highway routes are also State 
Highway routes. 

A summary of State and Federal criteria for system 
classification is presented in Appendix B, Part 1. 

Sources of Funds 

The Federal and State governments each provide 
funds for road construction. On those routes which 
are designated as a part of both the Federal-Aid and 

State systems, both levels of government participate 
in providing funds for right-of-way and construction. 
Usually participation is on a 50-50 basis, except for 
Interstate projects which are financed with 90 percent 
Federal and 10 percent State funds. 

Federal funds including a four-cent gasoline tax, 
designated for use on the Federal-Aid Highway Sys­
tems are: 

1. Federal-Aid Interstate Funds 
2. Federal-Aid Primary Funds l 
3. Federal-Aid Secondary Funds 
4. Federal-Aid Urban Funds 

Designated 
as "ABC 
Funds". 

The seven cents per gallon Florida State tax on 
gasoline and other motor fuels is the largest source 
of revenue for use on State highways. Four cents of 
this tax, called "Unrestricted Funds", are used as the 
working capital for the Florida State Road Depart­
ment. This fund is used for the administrative ex­
penses of the Department and for the construction 
and maintenance of highways on the State Primary 
System. 

The remaining three cents of the State gasoline 
tax is a "Restricted Fund". It is distributed to the 67 
counties according to Constitutional and statutory 
formulae. After certain road bond debts are serviced, 
80 percent of a county's allocation is authorized by 
the county for use by the State within that county 
for right-of-way purchase on the Primary and Secon­
dary Systems and for highway constmction and main­
tenance on the Secondary System. The remaining 
twenty percent is used by the county for its own local 
road purposes. In addition to the twenty percent 
portion from the gasoline tax, the county receives, 
for road purposes, race track receipts and income 
from other sources. 

City funds are also used for construction and 
maintenance on city streets and for the expansion 
of the local street network. 

A summary of State and Federal criteria for system 
funding {s presented in Appendix B, Part 2. 

Method and Assumptions Used in Prnjecting Revenue 

A forecast of funds was made to determine the 
feasibility of accomplishing the 1985 Principal Street 
and Highway System for Dade County. 

State funds were forecasted by referring to both 
(a) the State Road Department's ten-year projection 
of motor fuel consumption and (b) a projection deve-
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loped by the engineering firm of Coverdale and 
Colpitts for the Florida State Road Department. 
Certain modifications and adjustments were made in 
this study by the Consultant to reflect a combined 
judgment as to revenue growth that could reasonably 
be anticipated in the years ahead. Further description 
of the projection used is contained in Appendix D, 
and the projected revenue is listed in Table D-l 2a. 

This projection was extended to the year 1985, and 
monies accruing from the seven-cent gasoline tax 
and other sources .were estimated in order to deter­
mine the funds which are likely to be available for 
Dade County. Expenses were deducted and allow­
ances were made for the County's outstanding bond 
issues. Table D-2 lists projected net revenue available 
to the State for construction and right-of-way, after 
necessary expenses are deducted from the four-cent 
State wide Primary funds. 

The Federal funds were estimated by using the 
State's five-year forecast and the American Associa­
tion of State Highway Officials' (AASHO ) ten-year 
forecast ( 1975-1984). AASHO's recommendations con­
cerning a continuing highway construction program 
after the Interstate network is complete and their 
suggested reapportionment of Federal funds to the 
various Federal-Aid systems were used in the forecast 
of available Federal funds. 

AASHO's recommendations to Committees of 
Congress were made in June, 1967. 

It is not known what type of Federal program 
will be developed after 1975. However, AASHO is 
an organization that commands respect in highway 
matters, and their recommendations will be given 
serious consideration by Federal authorities. 

It is clear that considerable continuing Federal 
financing will be necessary in the years ahead if urban 
transportation problems are to be alleviated. There 
is little opposition to the Federal financial role in 
helping states and their urban areas to solve trans­
portation problems. Although there has been con­
troversy as to how this can best be accomplished, the 
transportation studies undertaken should resolve much 
of this dilemma. It is therefore logical to assume 
that Federal funds will continue to be available, at 
least at their present level, for this purpose. Table 
D-3 shows the forecast of these funds to 1985. The 
figures in Column 1 of Table D-3 are projections by 
the State Road Department based on AASHO recom­
mendations. 

23 Detailed discussions and tabulations of projected revenues are 
contained in Appendix D. 

In order to extend projections to 1985, the fol­
lowing assumptions were made: 

1. The State motor fuel tax projections esti­
mated herein are correct and the present 
seven-cent tax will remain unchanged. 
The effect of inflation, not considered in 
the cost analysis, may require a tax in­
crease, but such increase is not assumed 
in this projection. A discussion of the in­
fl ationary effect is included in a later sec­
tion of this Chapter. 

2. Major Interstate construction will end in 
1975 in Dade County, based upon the cur­
rent Federal-Aid Highway Act. 

3. From 1968 to 1975, Federal-Aid Primary, 
Secondary and Urban funds allocated to 
Florida will remain approximately the same 
in total annual amount as that experienced 
during the past five years. 

4. After the completion of the Interstate 
System, those funds now used for this con­
struction will be allocated to finance re­
maining needed highways on a matching 
basis that will lw compatible with available 
State and local funds . 

5. The recommendations of AASHO concern­
ing allocation of Federal-Aid funds to the 
states will be accepted by the Federal 
government. (Assumptions 4 & 5 are some­
what mutually inter-dependent.) 

6. Dade County's share of State Primary and 
Federal highway monies will continue to 
be about 13%. 24 

7. The distribution factor for the fifth and 
sixth cents of the gasoline tax to Dade 
County was assumed to remain at 8.3594 
percent until 1985 in the initial computa­
tions related to the old Constitution. The 
effect of the new Constitution, now esti­
mated by the Road Department to direct 
approximately 13.9 percent to Dade Coun­
ty, is also described in the tables. The dis­
tribution factor for the seventh cent was 
assumed to remain at 13.2520 percent until 
1985. The basis for these distribution fac­
tors is descrihed in Appendix B, Part 2. 

8. The present debt service to bonds will 
continue and will be increased only to 
carry out construction recommended under 
the continuing planning process. Projects 
considered for full financing will be self-

2-1 Based on current rate reported in Ten-Year Special Study 
by State Road Department F iscal Division. 



sufficient and will not add to the program 
any cost of bond debt service. 

9. A new facility which replaces all or part 
of an existing facility presently on a desig­
nated State or Federal road system will be 
declared eligible for funding aid under that 
system, and maintenance of the older, re­
placed segment will revert back to the 
appropriate local jurisdictional agency. 

10. There is no need to allocate Federal-Aid 
funds by Federal-Aid systems in arriving 
at total Federal-Aid available to each 
County since "tradeoff s" can be made with 
other counties in the State so that the pro­
per proportions of F.A.P., F.A.S. and F.A.U. 
funds can be made available to the Study 
Area. 

On the basis of these assumptions, all funds from 
present sources which should accrue to Dade County 
were projected. Figure 13 graphically displays this 
projection of the funds, depicting a total of $606.6 
million for the period 1969-1985, or $678.4 million 
based on 13.9 percent representing the current Road 
Department interpretation of the new Constitution. 
Tables in Appendix D describe these funds. The 
details of this projection are discussed in the para­
graphs which follow. 

Gasoline Tax Revenue Trend Considerations 

In forecasting funds which might be available 
for road construction in Dade County from existing 
sources, the first step was to assume some reasonable 
forecast of Statewide gasoline tax revenues. In arriving 
at such a forecast, reference was made to the most 
recent report on this subject, "A Report on Estimated 
Consumption of Motor Fuel in Florida"-December 
15, 1967 by Coverdale and Colpitts, Consulting Engi­
neers. 

Analysis of this report and comparison of its trends 
of growth with those contained in another study, 
"Motor Fuel Tax Projections for the Calendar Years 
1967-1976" by the Fiscal Division of the Florida State 
Road Department, indicate a yearly rate of growth 
ranging from 5.5 percent to 7.5 percent over the next 
five years. The Department's yearly rate of growth 
for the remaining five years to 1976, remains at ap­
proximately 7.5 percent, while the Coverdale and 
Colpitts study predicts a diminishing yearly growth 
rate. 

Historically, during the past ten years, the yearly 
growth rate has fluctuated from 8.1 percent in 1959 
to 2.0 percent in 1966. The years 1961, 1966, and 1967 
have all been relatively low. 

The Coverdale and Colpitts report indicates that 
they have introduced a moderately conservative bias 
into their estimates of motor fuel consumption. There 
is reason to believe that the conservatism becomes 
more marked in the later years of the forecast. Quot­
ing directly from the ·Report, they state that "in ar­
riving at the long range estimate of Florida motor fuel 
consumption, we are mindful that our estimate is to be 
used as a basis for support of revenue bond financing 
and, therefore, must have every expectation of being 
attained". 

At the same time, it is clear that the average yearly 
rate of increase over the past ten years has averaged 
less than the 5.5% predicted by Coverdale and Colpitts 
for 1968 to 1972. However, the median value would 
be near this percentage, as there are five years with 
rates above, and five years with rates below 5.5%. 

Long Range View re Gasoline Tax Revenue 

It is not appropriate to predict future growth 
merely by extending past trends into future; such 
an extension can, at best, only provide a base line 
from which the forecaster may rationalize upward or 
downward deviations. We must therefore be con­
cerned with the long range view and how it may be 
affected by governmental leadership which hopes 
to reflect the attitude of the taxpayers who must in 
the end, pay the bills. There is good reason to be­
lieve that this nation has entered into a significant 
period of social renaissance with a major concern for 
re-structuring our cities so that all citizens will have 
an opportunity to benefit from a satisfactory environ­
ment. Urban transportation is one of the elements 
that will require major improvement if the broad goals 
are to be accomplished. There are indications that 
tend to support the validity of the foregoing ration­
alities. The following are but a few that are appli­
cable to the matter under discussion. 

Most problem areas of our society that are directly 
or indirectly related to transportation are also those of 
primary domestic concern to our nation and we are 
on the threshold of a concentrated government effort 
to vastly improve the integration of all elements of 
our society; improved urban transportation is an im­
portant element of this program. It is therefore rea­
sonable to assume that urban travel, as a function of 
the total social trend toward better communications, 
will increase at a faster rate in the future than has 
been experienced in recent years. 

The attitude of government (Federal, State and 
Local) appears to favor a continuation of the Federal 
Highway Trust Fund after completion of the Inter­
state Highway System, with this revenue being used 
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to build other badly needed transportation facilities, 
both rural and urban. 

The relatively recent opening of important seg­
ments of rural and urban expressways, and their al­
most immediate saturation by traffic without a cor­
responding material relief of congestion on parallel 
highways and streets, indicates that travel has been 
rather severely suppressed by the traffic congestion. 
People appear to have changed their travel habits so 
as to minimize what has become an unpleasant ex­
perience. When corridors of land development are 
opened up by the construction of high-type transporta­
tion facilities, people seem to revert back to more 
spontaneous travel, and entirely new trips are gen­
erated that did not exist before. Whether this is good 
or bad is subject to debate, but almost undebatable 
is the fact that new modern expressways and streets 
generate new travel by the same people, and that 
this, in turn, generates added revenue from gasoline 
taxes. 

The projection of revenues from State and Federal 
sources is described in detail and shown in tabular 
form in Appendix D. 

Financial Feasibility 

Comparisons were made between the above-de­
scribed projections of State Primary, State Secondary, 
and County Secondary funds and the MUATS pro­
gram costs. 

Funding Under Existing Conditions 

Inasmuch as State Primary funds are presently 
restricted to use on the State Primary system, the 
MUATS program costs for projects on the State 
Primary system were compared directly to the avail­
able State Primary funds. As shown in Figure 14, 
the Primary system costs of $89.5 million will be 
more than adequately covered by the Primary funds 
which could accrue to Dade County, recognizing 
that there are also State Primary needs within the 
County but outside of the study area. 

The State Primary funds shown here include 
Federal-Aid Urban, Federal-Aid Primary, and a 
portion of Federal-Aid Secondary25, in addition to 
the State Primary funds. The funds labeled as State 
Secondary also include a portion of the Federal-Aid 
Secondary Funds. 26 The funds labeled as County 

25 Portion of Federal-Aid Secondary Funds that are matched 
with State Primary Funds. 

26 Portion of Federal-Aid Secondary Funds that are matched 
with State Secondary Funds. 

Secondary consist of 20% of the surplus of the 5th 
and 6th cent gasoline tax revenues and 20% of the 
7th cent revenue. 

As further illustrated by Figure 14, if all of the 
State and County Secondary funds were applied to 
the MUATS program, some other funds would be 
required to cover the balance of $456.9 million (or 
$367.3 million per new Constitution). Certain of the 
freeway projects are of a type which could feasibly 
be financed by new Interstate and toll funds. The 
Federal Government has recently approved additional 
highway mileage for financing with Interstate High­
way funds, and included in Florida's request for al­
location of this mileage was an extension of Inter­
state 95 from Miami to Homestead. It is expected 
that this facility, identified as South Dixie Express­
way in the Urban Area Transportation Study, still 
has a chance of receiving the requested funds. 27 The 
planning cost estimate for this facility derived in the 
study amounts to $95.8 million. 

Discussions and analyses performed by the mem­
bership of the Technical Advisory Committee have 
strongly indicated the possibility and need to finance 
some critically needed improvements by means of 
toll collection. Construction and improvements on 
these facilities, listed in Table XI, should be con­
sidered for toll financing. 

TABLE XI 

POSSIBLE TOLL FACILITIES 

Facility 

Venetian Causeway 
Rickenbacker Causeway 

Cost of 
Recommended Improvement 

(Thousands of Dollars) 

South Beach Boulevard (tunnel) 
LeJeune-Douglas Expressway 

1,683 
2,255 

21,071 
107,275 

Total 132,284 

Again referring to Figure 14, a balance of $228.7 
million (on $139.2 per new Constitution) of the 
MU A TS program cost would remain to be funded 
from other sources. In addition to this will be the 

27 At the publication date of this report the approved In­
terstate mileage does not include this facility; however, 
the State Road Department is still pursuing its request; If 
approval is not received, it is anticipated that this high 
priority improvement will be toll financed. 
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rather substantial requirement for funding the con­
struction and maintenance of land service streets and 
other facilities not on the "principal" street system, 
and all other highway maintenance not covered by 
State maintenance. On the basis of the assumptions 
used in making the revenue forecasts, funds available 
from existing sources will be inadequate to finance 
the MUATS program. However, all of the urban 
areas in the State are experiencing similar difficulties, 
and considerable thought is currently being given 
to ways and means of increasing highway revenues, 
both local and State. 

Funding With a State-Aid Program 

An approach to financing urban and State-wide 
programs has been suggested by the Florida State 
Road Department as a result of their study and "Plan 
for Florida's Principal Highway and Street Systems, 
1969-1985." To surmount this problem it has been 
concluded by the Department that a State-Aid pro­
gram and increased revenues (such as more gasoline 
tax and/ or an allocation from vehicle registration 
revenues) will be necessary. Further, in recognition 
of the local difficulties in increasing highway rev­
enues, the Department has suggested that all of the 
7th cent of the State gasoline tax be returned to 
the counties, and that State Primary funds, rather 
than Secondary or local funds, be used for the pur­
chase of Primary rights-of-way. 

This concept was applied in a further analysis of 
the feasibility of the $804.l million MUATS program. 
Figure 15 illustrates that the $89.5 million State Pri­
mary portion of this program would be met. It is 
again assumed that the $228.1 million program of new 
Interstate and toll facilities would also be met. The 
State would provide $364.9 million as its 75% matching 
share of the remaining portion of the MU ATS pro­
gram. This money might come from such sources 
as surplus State Primary and State Secondary funds. 
County Secondary funds, increased by the return of 
100% rather than 20% of the 7th cent revenue, would 
provide about $134.1 million (or $152.1 million under 
new Constitution). Assuming that other local funds 
would be forthcoming adequate to meet local main­
tenance and other local construction requirements, 
such a funding plan appears to make the MUATS 
program completely feasible. 

Inflation Effect 

As previously stated, the MUATS project costs 
(right-of-way and construction) are expressed in terms 
of constant 1968 dollars; no allowance was made for 
inflation. The Florida State Road Department has 
mane re~ent stnnie~ of ~hP effect of inflation on its 

highway programs. For the past several years it has 
experienced a 4.5% increase in roadway construction, 
a 1% increase in structure cost, and an 8% increase in 
right-of-way costs each year, due entirely to inflation. 
It is clear that with a continuation of such large in­
flationary forces a great deal of additional revenue 
will be needed to maintain any significant program of 
highway improvement. 

Applying these inflation factors, the Department 
has estimated that the MUATS program costs could 
increase to as much as $1.07 billion.28 

The comparisons shown in Figure 16 were made 
to explore what effects the contii:i.uation of inflation 
of such magnitude might have on the feasibility of 
the MUATS program. 

Using Road Department estimates, the $118.2 
million State Primary portion of the program would 
be met with State Primary funds. In addition, the 
program set forth in their report recommends that 
$301.8 million and $143.2 million of the program be 
designated as new toll and Interstate facilities, re­
spectively.29 State matching funds would then cover 
75% ($381.9 million) of the balance of the program. 
County Secondary funds, as estimated previously, 
should be adequate to cover the 25% matching . re­
quirement. Again, assuming that other local funds 
would be sufficient for maintenance and local con­
struction needs, the MUATS program, even with a 
continuation of the present inflationary trend, would 
be feasible with such a State-Aid funding program. 
Inflating costs would have the effect of increasing the 
State and local matching requirements, thus increasing 
the need for additional gasoline tax or other new 
revenues. 

Feasibility Conclusions 

The basic conclusion of the MUATS program fi­
nancing feasibility analysis at this point is that it is 
not unreasonable to expect that it would be adequate­
ly financed, if the governmental bodies responsible 
for the allocation of highway funds carry out the 

28 It should be noted that the cost of highway projects in 
the 1968-69 fiscal year budget were reportedly not in­
cluded in this estimate, and that for the purpose of com­
parison the estimated revenue for that year has been 
deducted. 

29 The additional toll facilities reportedly considered by the 
Department are Interama Expressway, Snake Creek Express­
way, and West Dade Expressway (north of East-West Ex­
pressway). The Department's Interstate mileage included 
West Dade Expressway (south of East-West Expressway), 
South Dade Expressway, and the segment of the East-West 
Expressway west of the Palmetto Expressway 
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necessary steps to implement the recommended pro­
gram. It is apparent that such action must include 
policy, legislative, and possibly constitutional revi­
sions. 

It must be kept in mind that the estimate of an­
ticipated revenues for this program is predicated on 
two major assumptions that may or may not be act­
ually realized. It is first assumed that gasoline tax 
revenues will increase over the years as predicted 
herein, and secondly, that the Federal Trust Fund for 
the Interstate Highway program will be continued 
after 1975, with these funds then being allocated to 
other needed highway improvements substantially in 
accordance with the recommendations of the Ameri­
can Association of State Highway Officials. 

Additionally, it should be recognized that this pro­
gram is designed to satisfy only those needs projected 
to 1985. It is the practice today to construct major 
highway projects with a minimum life of twenty years. 
It would seem reasonable, then, that those facilities 
constructed in the years approaching 1985 will also 
be designed for traffic estimates that would extend 
beyond 1985. These traffic estimates could show con­
siderable growth, which would mean that a facility 
on the 1985 plan, as now envisaged, would actually be 
constructed for greater capacity than proposed in this 
report at a cost greater than estimated in this base 
study. 

Of the several assumptions presented in the above 
discussions, the most significant one is that highway 
funds will be allocated to areas based upon contin­
uing, objective, factual studies of total highway needs 
within the jurisdiction of the funding agency. Serious 
consideration should be given to any financial pro­
gram that can be jointly accepted by the State and 
local governments, with particular attention to the 
recommendations presented in the recent State Road 
Department "Plan for Florida's Principal Highway and 
Street Systems, 1969-1985." 

Program of Improvements 

In order to build the framework for implementa­
tion of the transportation plan, it is essential that a 
realistic priority schedule be established for its ac­
complishment. There are many factors which must 
be taken into consideration in the development of such 
a program. Initial considerations must be directed 
toward improving service and safety on existing por­
tions of the transportation network; a substantial por­
tion of the 1975 (Priority 'T') program discussed in 
this Chapter have been directed toward this objective. 
When this has been accomplished, efforts must be 

directed at providing service to future land develop­
ment and traffic. These considerations, however, are 
affected by the funds available at various points in 
time over the programming period. A balance be­
tween the need for servicing traffic demands and land 
development and the availability of resources must 
be obtained. 

1975 Program 

The initial phase of the program analysis included 
selection of the projects to be recommended for im­
plementation during the first seven years (July, 1968-
July, 1975). The initial routes selected were aimed at 
relieving deficiencies in existing critical traffic flow 
areas. 

An assumed 1975 highway system30 was defined 
with the guidance of the Technical Advisory Com­
mittee, based upon their knowledge of the local area 
and upon knowledge obtained from analysis of the 
1985 alternate system tests. Travel patterns, devel­
oped from the Metropolitan Dade County 1975 land 
use data, were assigned to the assumed 1975 highway 
system. The resulting traffic volumes were a major 
guide in refining the list of improvements needed by 
1975. 

The critical traffic locations were also reflected 
by the sufficiency ratings determined by the State 
Road Department for each existing major facility. 
Those ratings, as described earlier in this report, were 
determined by a numerical. assignment of values for 
structural adequacy, safety and service, respectively. 
The highest rating possible under the system is 100, 
with values of 40, 30 and 30 being assigned to struct­
ural adequacy, safety and service, respectively. It was 
impossible, however, to use these ratings as the only 
criteria for selecting projects for the first five-year 
program. Since the time these facilities were ap­
praised, Interstate 95 has been extended southward 
from Interstate 195 to U.S. 1 south of downtown 
Miami; also the East-West Expressway is being con­
structed. Both of these facilities (now partially open 
to traffic) will be completed within the next few 
months, thus removing much of the traffic deficien­
cies on adjacent routes. 

However, there remains a need for more adequate 
service on other north-south facilities in the easterly 
portion of the study area. It is imperative that such 
improvements be included in the initial phases pro­
grammed to provide adequate service to the area's 
travelers. The areas of major deficiency include (1) 

so Analysis described in Technical Report No. 6. 



a connection between Interstate 95 and U.S. 1 in 
northeast Dade County, (2) a north-south corridor 
along LeJeune Road, and (3) the U.S. 1 corridor ex­
tending from downtown Miami through Coral Gables 
and South Miami. 

Consideration was also given to the staged de­
velopment of the proposed, complete system. It was 
necessary to extend some projects beyond their actual 
critical limits in order to ensure route continuity. This, 
of course, is another aspect of providing adequate 
service to the area's population. 

Before the program could be finalized, the revenue 
available during the period had to be evaluated to 
determine the feasibility of actually implementing the 
program. The projection of these funds was discussed 
in a previous section of this Chapter. 

An initial list of projects which might ideally be 
constructed by 1975 was prepared. Considerations of 
system continuity and fund availability by 1975 caused 
the list to be reduced somewhat. However, the seven­
year program recommended herein does contain all 
the projects which analysis shows are critically 
needed. 

Figure 17 indicates that this program is feasible, 
assuming that the South Dixie and LeJeune-Douglas 
Expressways can be financed with Interstate and toll 
funds as indicated. It should be noted that part of 
South Dixie is programmed for after 1975 with Inter­
state funds. 

Figures 18 and 18A graphically present the total 
MUATS program, indicating the portion of the prin­
cipal street network which can reasonably be expected 
to be accomplished in the seven-year program, the 
balance of the projects to be done after 1975. The 
projects to be completed by 1975 are listed in Table 
XII and designated priority one. 

Program After 1975 

Projects for the period 1976-1985 have been 
designated priority two and are also listed in Table 
XII. 

The Consultant acknowledges the fact that some 
roadway improvements not included as recommenda­
tions of this study may become desirable in light of 
other considerations such as traffic safety, local traffic 
operations, maintenance expense, etc. These additions 
to or deviations from the plan recommended herein 
should, of course, be reviewed by and coordinated 
through the Technical Advisory Committee or other 
such agency which may be assigned responsibility for 
the continuing planning function. 

It may also become desirable that some of the 
priority 2 projects recommended herein be carried 
out in stages not detailed by this study. These priority 
ratings define the relative importance, consistent with 
anticipated revenues, of projects in satisfying the 
future travel needs identified in the study. As newer 
travel needs information becomes available in future 
years, the relative importance of these projects may 
be changed. 
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0 TABLE XII 

PRIORITY ~z ~I 
PRINCIPAL STREET PLAN -TABULATION OF 1975 IMPROVEMENTS 

(THOUSANDS OF DOLLARS) 

PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS 
NO. Il~I 

I- UJ 
en ::;; 
UJ UJ 

> 
...JO 
<(Cl'. 
I- <l. 
o::;; 
1--

SYSTE M CODE 
TRAFFIC I- ..J 
LANES ~~ 

EXiST.PROP.~ ~ 

CLASS NO. 

EXIST. 

*****FREEWAYS AND EX PR ESSW AY S***** 00000 

*****EAST-WEST TRAFFIC MOVEMENT FACILITIES***** 00001 

h!ALEAH EXPRESSWAY 00400 

N.W. ~L AV E TO PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY 0 4 2 -5 4520 L 00404 

SNAPPER C~EEK EXPRESSWAY 00800 

SOU TH DIXI E EXPRESSWAY TO SOUTH DADE EXPRESSWAY 0 4 2 .9 5635 L 00801 

**«**NORTH -SO UTH TRAFFIC MOVEMENT FACILITIES***** 00899 

INfERAMA EXPRE SS WAY 00900 

I-95 1CONN TO SN CR EXPWYl TO N.E. 195 ST CAUSEWAY 0 4 1.9 4730 L 00901 

NE 195 S T~EET CAUSEWAY TO NE l86TH STREE T 0 8 D.7 1220 l 00902 

NE l8b S TREET TO SNAKE CREEK CANAL 4 8 1.2 3180 UPP 00903 

SNAKE CREEK CANAL TU SUNNY ISLE S BLVD 0 6 0.3 2370 00904 

SUNNY ISLE S SLVD TD OPA LOCKA EX PWY 0 8 3 . 2 11800 L 00905 

SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY 01200 

I-95 CUNN AT S.w . 26 RD TO LEJ EUNE-DOL GLAS EXPWY 0 6 3.0 23322 L 01201 

LEJEUNE-D OUG LAS EXPWY TO SNAPPER CREEK EXPRESSWAY 0 8 4.0 37328 L 01202 

SNAP PER CREEK EXPRESSWAY TO S.w. ll 2TH STREET 0 4 2.4 13820 L 01203 

LEJEUNE-DOUGLAS EXPRESSWAY 01500 

GOLDEN GLADES EXPRESSWAY TD OPA-LOCKA EXPRESSWAY 0 8 2.8 12980 L 01502 

OPA-LOCKA EX PRESSWAY TO HIALEAH EX?RESSWAY 0 6 3.2 18240 01503 

HIAL EAH EXPRESS WAY TO AIRPORT EXPRESSoAY 0 8 Z.2 l90D5 L 01504 

AIRPORT EXPRESSWAY TO AI RPORT ENTRANCE 0 8 l.O 7163 L 01505 

AIRPO RT ENTRANCE TO EAST-WEST EXP~ESSWAY 0 6 O. 7 l 5356 L 01506 

EAS T- WES T EX PRESS oAY TO SOU TH DI XIE cX PRE SSW AY 0 6 3.0 20740 L 0150 7 

SOUTH DADE EXPRESSWAY 01800 

PALMETTO EXP RESSWAY TU SNAPPER CR EEK EXPRESSWAY 0 4 2.7 4400 UPP 01801 

SNAPP ER CKEEK EXPRESS WAY TO S .w. l04TH ST 0 8 1.9 4220 UPP 01802 

S .W. l 04 TH ST TU hEST DADE EX PR ES> WAY 0 6 2.6 5050 UPP 01803 

WES T DADE EXPRESSWAY TD s.w. 15 2 ND STREET 0 6 1.4 1710 UPP 01804 

•*•*A~TERIAL STREETS•*** 10000 

PR I NC I PAL ST REET SECTIONS 

****EAST-WEST TRAFFIC MOVEMENT FACILITIES**** 

S .w. l52NO STREET (CORAL REEF DRIVEi 

SUUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY TD U. S. l 

U.S . l TO SOU TH DADE EXPRESSWAY 

S .W. 112TH STREET 

~.W. 67TH AVENUE TO SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY 

SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY TD U.S. 

U.S. l TO S.W. 87TH AVENUE 

5.W. 87TH AVENUE TO S.W. ll7TH STREET 

JUNIOR COLLEGE DRI VE 

S.W. ll2TH STREET TO S.w. 102ND AVENUE 

S.W. 1 02~D AVENUE TO S.w. 104TH STREET 

5 .W. l04TH STREET 

. JUNIOR COLLEGE DRIVE TO S.W. 107TH AVENUE 

S . W. 40 TH STREET (BIRD ROAD! 

S.W . 5 7TH AVENUE TD PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY 

SOUTH lST STREET 

BEACOM BLVD TO FLAGLER STREET 

N. lOTH STREET 

N.W. 3RD AVE TO WEST llTH STREET 

N. llTH STREET 

N.W. 3RD AVE TO WEST 10 STREET 

WEST lU ST TD N.w. 7TH AVE 

N. l4TH STKEET 

N.W. 7TH AVENUE TO N.W. lOTH AVENUE 

N.W. 14TH AVENUE TD N.w. 17TH AVENUE 

VEN ETIAN CAUSE WAY 

EAST END ~F VENETIAN CS WY TO BISCAYNE BLVD 

N. 20TH STREET 

OKEECHOBEE ROAD TO LEJEUNE-DOUGLAS EXPRESSWAY 

TRAFFIC I- ..J NO. Il~I 
LANES ~~ 

EX~OP.~~ 

2 6 0.9 

~8 
1- u 
<( 
::;; 1-
- Z 
I- UJ 

~ ~ 
> 

...JO 
<(Cl'. 
I- (L 

[?~ 

738 

2 4 2.5 lb9B 

2 4 1.5 682 

2 4 o.3 155 

2 4 0.7 363 

2 2 3.1 99 

0 2 0.5 146 

0 4 0.5 420 

0 4 0.2 126 

SYSTEM 
CLASS 

EXI ST. 

L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

l 

L 

l 

L 

4 4 2.1 1537 u-s 

0 2 0.1 157 l 

0 2 D.2 31 L 

0 2 0.2 31 L 

0 4 0. 3 297 L 

2 4 0.3 270 L 

2 4 0.3 2 70 L 

2 4 2.1 lb83 T 

0 4 0.9 1411 L 

CODE 
NO. 

10001 

12000 

12002 

12D03 

12300 

12302 

12303 

12304 

12305 

12350 

12351 

12352 

12400 

1240' 

13000 

13004 

11t10a 

14104 

15300 

15302 

15400 

15402 

15403 

1569<} 

15703 

15705 

15900 

15901 

16000 

16006 

"' ..,, 



PRIORITY I CONT. 

PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS 

LcJEUN E-OOwGLAS EXPRESSWAY TO N.W . 42NO AVENUE 

N. 29TH STREET 

BI SCAYNE BLVD TO ~.W. 15 AVE 

N.W. 15 AVE TO N.W.17 AVE 

N.W. 7•TH STREE T 

M.W. 7~TH STREET TO N.W. 47TH AVENUE 

N. W. 5ZND AVENUE TJ N.W. 57TH AVENUE 

79TH STREE T CAUSEWAY 

N.E. lZTH AVENUE ro ! NTRAC OASTAL BRIDGE 

INTRACOASTAL BRIDGE TO HARBOR ISLAND 

HARBOR ISLAND TO EAST SIDE OF TREASURE ISLAND 

TKEASU~E ! ~LAND TO NO~MANDY ISLE 171ST STI 

j\j. 8ZNO STREET 

N.E. 79TH STREET Tu BISCAYNE BLVD 

N.E . ZND AVENUE TO N.W . 5TH AVENUE 

N.w . jTH AVE~UE TO N.w. l2TH AVENUE 

TRAFFIC f--' NO. I,~, 
LANES ~i 

EXIST PROP.~~ 

0 6 0 . 6 

~~ 
f-U 
<l: f­
~ z 
f-w (/) ::. 
WW 

> 
_JQ 
<J:O:: 
f- a.. 
~~ 

795 

SYSTEM 
CLASS 

EXI ST. 

L 

2 4 l . B 1202 L 

0 4 0 . 2 188 l 

0 6 0.5 835 L 

4 Q.5 325 u-s 

4. 6 0.1 217 U-P 

4 6 o.8 2045 u-P 

4 6 1.0 990 U-P 

4 6 0.2 1250 U-P 

0 0.6 480 U-S 

2 o.a 466 u-s 

2 0.9 432 u-s 

N.w . lZTH AVENUE TO N.w. L7TH AVE AT 7QTH STREE T 0 3 0.3 136 u-S 

N. '5TH STREET 

BISCAYNE dOULEVARD TO N.E . 6TH AVENUE 2 4 o.3 210 L 

N.E. 6TH AVENUE TO !-95 2 4 l.7 1141 L 

N. L031W STREET 

N.E. 6TH AVENUE TU 1-95 4 4 l.2 604 

1-95 ro ~.w . 22ND AVENUE 4 4 1 .7 853 u-s 

N.W. Z2ND AVENUE TO N. W. JZNO AVENUE 4 4 1.0 503 u-s 

N.w . 5ZND AVENUE TO N.w . 67TH AVENUE 4 4 l . 5 588 u-s 

N.w. 67TH AVENUE TU PALMET TO EXPRESSWAY 4 4 1. 0 393 u-s 

PA LMETIO ~XPRESS WAY TU O~EECHUBEE RUAO 4 4 l.4 793 u-s 

~ ll 9 TH STAEET<N . W. 122ND STREET> 

N.W. 27 TH AVfHUE TO LEJEUjE ROAO 0 2 l . 6 381 L 

L~JEUNE ROAD TO N. W. 57TH AVENUE 2 l. 5 145 L 

TABLE I (19751 CONTINUED 

CODE PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS 
NO. 

16007 N. W. 57TH AVENUE TU PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY 

16500 PALMETTO EXPRESSW AY TO N. W. 8 7TH AVE NUE 

165 01 N. 135TH STREET 

1650 2 N. W. 32ND AV EN UE TO LEJEUNE ROAD 

l 7300 LEJEUNE ROAD TO N.W. 57TH AVENUE 

17301 N. W. jJTH AVENUE TO N.W. 67TH AVENUE 

17303 OPA-LUCKA 60ULEVARD 

17500 N.W . 27TH AVENUE TO N. W. 32ND AVENUE 

17501 N. l63RO ST (SUNNY ISLES CAUSEWAY ) (SR 82 6) 

17502 INTRACOAS TAL WATERWAY BRIDGE TO U.S. 

17503 U.S . 1 TO WEST Dii i e HIGHWAY 

17504 WEST DI XIE HIGHWAY TO N. E. 6TH AVENUE 

17600 N.E . o TH AVENUE TO GOLDEN GLADES INTERCHANGE 

1760 l N. l99TH STREET !202-203RO STREET AL I GNMENT> 

17603 BISCAYNE aLVD TO HIGHLAND LAKE BLVD 

17604 HIGHLAND LAKE TO 1- 95 

17605 [-95 TO N.W. 2ND AVENUE 

17800 N.W . 2ND AVENUE TO SUNSHINE STATE PARKWAY 

17801 SUNSHINE ~TATE PARKWAY TO N.N. 37TH AVENUE 

17802 N. w. 37TH AVENUE TO N. w. 47TH AVENUE 

17900 N.w. 47TH AVENUE TO N. w. 77TH AVENUE 

17901 **** *ARTERIAL STR EE TS***** 

17902 *****NORTH-SOUTH TRAFFIC FLOW FACIL ITI ES***** 

17903 N. E. 12TH AVEi~UE 

179 05 N. E. 179TH STR EET TU N.E. 175TH STREE T 

17906 N . ~ . 125T H STREE T TO N. E. 1 18TH STR EE T 

1790 7 ... E. LuTH AVENUE 

18100 BROWARD COUNTY LINE 10 N.E. l83RD STREET 

18104 MI AM I AVc'lUE 

18105 N.E . l67Th STREET TO N.W. 105TH S TRE ET 

TRAFFIC f--' NO. Il~I 
LANES ~i 

EXIST PROPj~ 

2 2 2.0 

0 2 l.O 

2 4 1 . 0 

2 4 l.5 

2 2 1.0 

2 2 0.4 

ot;; 
WO 
f- u 
<l: 
::. 1-
- Z 
i-w 
(/)~ 
UJ UJ 

> 
_JQ 
<tO:: 
f- a.. 
o ~ 
I- -

164 

SYSTEM 
CLASS 

EXIST. 

L 

179 RSS 

373 L 

785 L 

284 L 

32 l 

4 4 1.7 1655 UPP 

6 4 O.l 197 UPP 

6 4 2.6 1090 UPP 

4 4. 1.3 760 UPP 

0 4 l.O 739 U- P 

0 6 0.2 12B U-P 

0 6 2.6 2106 U-P 

0 4 1.5 805 L 

0 4 2 . 0 1179 L 

0 4 0.9 563 L 

0 2 3.2 762 U-P 

0 4 O.l 268 L 

0 4 0.6 652 L 

0 2 2.3 443 L 

2 4 4.4 2359 L 

CODE 
No:-

18106 

18107 

18400 

1840 4 

10405 

18406 

16500 

18503 

18800 

18801 

18802 

18803 

18804 

19200 

19201 

19202 

19203 

1Q204 

19205 

19206 

19207 

20 000 

20001 

20600 

206 03 

20607 

20700 

2070 1 

2 10D O 

21 001 

"' ..., 
:,, 



PRIORITY I CONT. 

PR INCIPAL STREET SECT IONS 

N.W. 79 TH STR EET TO N.W. 45 TH STREE T 

N.W. 45 TH STREET TO N. W. 38 TH STR EE T 

WES T 2N D AV ENU E 

N.W. lb7 TH STREE T TO N.W . ll9TH STREET 

N. W. ll9TH STR EET TO N. W. 79 TH S TREET 

N.W. 79TH STREE T TO NORTH 3bTH STREET 

N. 36TH STR EE T TO N.W . 26 TH STREE T 

S . W. 25TH i\OAO 

RICKENBACKER CAUSE WAY TO U. S. l 

WEST l7TH AV ENUE 

N.W. l51S T STREET TO OPA LOCK A EXPRESSWAY 

OP A LuCK A EXPRESS WAY TO 79TH STR EET 

79TH ST RE ET TD AIRPORT EXPRESSWAY 

AI RPORT EXPRESSWAY TO MIAMI RIVER 

MIAMI RIV ER TO N.W . 7TH STREET 

N.W. 7TH STREET TO S . W. l ST STREET 

WES T 2l NO AVENUE 

N. W. l 99 TH STREET TO N.W . 191 ST STREE T 

N.W. l 83RD STREET TO GOLDEN GLADES EXPR ESSWAY 

WES T FLAG L ER STR EET TO S . W. 8TH S TR EE T 

S . W. 8T H S TREET TO U.S . l 

WEST 27TH AV ENUE 

N. W. 2l5TH STREE T TU N.W. l83RD STR EET 

wEST 37TH AV ENUE 

~O L DEN GLADES EXPRESSWAY TO N.W. l54TH STREET 

NORTH RIVER DRI VE TO N.w . 20 TH STREE T 

N.W. 2D TH STREE T TO N.W. l4TH STREE T 

W~ST 42ND AVENUE (L EJEU~E ROAD) 

CDNNEC rD R F~OM N. w. l 51Sf ST TD w. 42~D ST 

W2S T 47TH AVENUE (EA S T 4TH AVE~UEl 

TRAFFIC f- .J NO. rl:;ll 
LANES ~i 

ExiST.?Roej~ 

0 
w 
f- U 
<t 
~z 
f-w 

"'=< U.JU.J 

> 
.J 
<t 0:: 
f- 0. 
g~ 

2 4 2 .5 111 2 

2 4 0 . 3 481 

SYSTEM 
CLASS 

EXIST. 

L 

L 

2 4 2 .9 2606 u-s 

2 4 2 .5 1932 u-s 

2 4 2 . 4 1938 u-s 

2 4 a.a 1340 L 

o 3 o .3 830 L 

2 4 2 .1 1941 L 

2 4 2.6 166 1 L 

2 4 2 .5 2120 L 

2 4 1. 9 2160 L 

6 4 0.4 250 L 

2 4 0 . 6 11 20 L 

a 2 o.z 58 L 

2 4 1.0 762 L 

2 4 o.5 196 u-s 

2 '• 1. 6 266 u-s 

2 4 2 . 3 1507 USS 

2 2 0 . 7 32 L 

0 2 l. l 614 L 

2 2 0.6 43 5 l 

0 2 0 . 7 276 L 

TABLE XII (1975) CONTI NU EO 

COD E PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS 
NO. 

21003 N.W. 2 15TH ST RE ET TO N.W. l83RD STREET 

210 04 OKEECHO BEE ROAD TO N. W. 36TH STREET 

21100 CUR TI S PARKWAY !MIAMI SPR INGS ! 

2no1 OKEECHOBEE ROAD TO ROYA L POINCIANA BDLLEVARO 

TRAFFIC f- .J NO. Il:;ll 
LANES ~i 

E X!ST. PROP.~~ 

0 2 2.3 

2 4 D.6 

4 4 0. 2 

o·~ 
w . 
f- U 
<t 
:;: f­
- Z 
f- U.J 

"' =< U.JU.J 

> 
.JO 
<t 0:: 
f- 0. 

~~ 

SYSTEM 
CLASS 

EXIST 

348 U-P 

416 L 

84 u-s 

2 1102 ROYAL POINC I ANA BOULEVARD TO HUNTING LODGE DRI VE 2 4 a.a 73 u-s 

2 1103 

21104 

2134 0 

21341 

21 600 

21604 

21605 

21606 

216D 7 

21608 

2 1609 

2 1700 

21701 

21703 

21710 

21711 

21800 

2 1801 

22 300 

22302 

22303 

22 3D4 

22500 

22501 

22600 

HUN TI NG LODG E DRIV E TO N.W. 36 TH STREET 2 4 0.4 200 u-s 

WEST 57TH AVE NU E !RED ROAD) 

PERIMETER ROAD TO S.W . 8TH STREET 2 4 1. 4 1678 u-s 

S .W. ST H STREET TD U.S. l 2 4 4.Q 4 153 u-s 

U.S. 1 TO S .W. 8 8 TH STREE T 2 4 1.3 1249 L 

WEST b 7TH AVENUE 

U.S . 1 TD S.W. 88TH S TREET 0 4 0. 4 483 l 

WES T 72ND AVENUE 

N.W. 103RD STREET TO OKEECHOBE E ROAD 0 4 1.3 1002 L 

SOUTH RIV ER DRIVE TD N.W. 74TH STREET 2 4 0.5 567 L 

N.W. 74TH STREET TO N.W. 36TH STREET EX TENSION 2 4 2 . 2 l5D7 l 

N. W. 36 TH S TRE ET EXTENS ION TO WEST FLAGLER STREET 2 4 2 . 3 2397 L 

FLA GLER STREE T TD S .W. 8TH STREET 2 4 0. 5 517 L 

S .w. 8TH ST REET TO ~ .w. 24 TH STREET 2 4 1. 0 8 20 l 

S . W. 24 TH ST RE ET TO S . W. 5bTH STRE ET 2 4 2. 0 1092 l 

WES T 82ND AVENUE 

S .W. 40 TH STREET TO S .W. 5bTH STRE ET 2 2 1.0 393 l 

WES T 8 7T H AVENUE 

N.W. 74TH STREET TO EAST- WE ST EXPRESSWAY 0 2 4.2 98D L 

EAST-WES T EX PR ESS WAY TD FL AGLE R STREET 0 2 o. 7 1 74 L 

FLAGLER ST REE T TD S .W. BTH S TREET 0 4 o. 5 298 L 

S .W. 8 TH STREET TO S .W. 56TH STREET 2 4 3 . 2 1778 l 

S .W. 56 TH STRE ET TO S .W. 72ND STREET 2 4 l.Q 570 

S. w. 72ND STREE T TO S .w. 88TH S TREET 2 4 1.0 61 9 L 

; .w. 88TH STRE ET TO S .W. 112TH S T~E E T 2 4 1.5 1388 l 

CODE 
NO. 

22601 

22606 

23100 

23101 

23102 

23103 

23200 

23206 

2 3207 

23208 

23't00 

23411 

23500 

235 01 

23502 

2350 3 

23504> 

23505 

23506 

23507 

23800 

23803 

2-'oOOO 

2400-'o 

24005 

24006 

24007 

2-'o008 

2-'o009 

2 -'oOlO 

"' 0 



~8 TAB LE I (1975) CONTINUED ~8. 
f- U 
<( PRIORITY I CONT. 

PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS 

S .W. ll2TH STREET TU U.S. l 

FRANJO ROAD 

CARIBB EAN BOU LEVARD TO 0 .4 MILE SOUTH 

WEST 97TH AV E •~UE 

EAST-WEST EXPRESSWAY TO S .W . BTH STREE T 

S . W. tlTH STREET TO S .W. 24TH STREET 

WES T 10 2ND AVENUE 

s.w . l04TH STREET TO s.w. 112TH STREET 

S . W. 112TH STREET TO S.W . 152ND STREET 

WE ST 107TH AVENUE 

S .W . o2 ND STREET TO S.W . 72ND STREET 

WEST il7TH AVENUE 

S NAPPER CREEK TD S .W . 72ND STREET 

S . W. 1S2ND STREET TU S . W. 16BTH S TREET 

S.W . 168TH STREET TO S.W. 200TH STREET 

S . W. 200TH STREET TO U. S. 

U.S . 1 TU S.W. 216TH STREE T AT ll2TH AVE 

WEST 137TH AVENUE 

S . W. ~TH STREET TO S . W. 8BTH ST REET 

S .W . 8BTH STREET TO WES T DADE EXPRESSWAY 

WES T DADE EXPRESSWAY TO S. W. 216TH STREET 

5 .W . Ll6TH STREET TU S.W . 2 32 NO STREET 

u.s . 

TRAFFIC f--' NO. Il~I 
LANES ~::F; 

EXIST. PROP.~~ 

2 4 1 . 5 

2 2 0 . 4 

0 4 1 . 3 

2 4 1 . 0 

0 2 0.3 

0 2 2.1 

0 2 0 . 6 

0 0.9 

f-U 
<( 
::;: f­
- Z 
f-..., (/) ::;: 
........ 

> 
...JO 
<("' 
f- 0.. 

12~ 

BBS 

49 

55B 

540 

62 

404 

15 1 

276 

SYSTEM 
CLASS 

EXIST. 

L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

2 4 1.0 300 UP P 

2 4 2 .1 17B5 L 

2 4 O. B 320 l 

0 2 0 . 4 246 L 

0 2 5 . 0 269 

0 2 4 . 5 396 L 

2 2 4 .1 470 L 

0 2 1.0 22 4 

HE 18oTH ~TREET TO ~NAKE CREEK IS~E INTERAMA EX WYl 

N. E. 146 TH STREET TU N. E. 55 TH TERRAC E 4 6 6 . 6 7095 UPP 

*** **MIAMI BEACH FACILITI ES***** 

**** * cAS T-W cS T TRA FF I C FLOW FACIL I TI ES* **** 

NUR MAN DY URIV E-7 1 ST STRE ET ONE-WAY PA I R I SRB2B) 

E END OF N HAY VILL BR I DGE TO IN DIA N CR DR E BOUND 3 3 1.1 280 U-P 

INDIAN CRE~K O~ IV E TO HA~UING AVE~UE 4 6 0 . 3 615 U-P 

CODE 
NO. 

24011 

24200 

24202 

24300 

24305 

24306 

24400 

24401 

24402 

24500 

24505 

24700 

24703 

24705 

24706 

24 707 

2470B 

24899 

24901 

24902 

24903 

24904 

25 799 

25801 

25B03 

32200 

32300 

32BOO 

32801 

32B03 

PRINCIPAL STR EET SECTIONS 

SUNNY ISL ~S BOULEVARD !SRB26) 

TRAF FI C f--' NO. Il~I 
LAN ES ~i 

EXIST PROP.~~ 

~z 
f-..., 
Ul::;: 
..., UJ 

> 
...JO 
<("' 
f- 0.. 

?~ 

SYSTEM 
CLASS 

EXIST. 

E ENO UF INTRACOAS TAL WT R- WY BR I DGE TO COL LINS AVE 4 6 0 . 4 1340 UPP 

*****MIAMI BEACH FACILITIES***** 

· *****NORTH- SO UTH TR AFFIC FLOW FACIL I TIES***** 

P I NE TREE DR IVE-LA GORCE DRIVE 

ARTHUR GODFREY BOULEVARD TO DADE BOULEVARD 2 4 1 .1 L 

ALTON ROAD 

ARTHUR GODFREY BOULEVARD TO DADE BOULEVARD 4 6 1 . 5 342 L 

CO DE 
NO . 

33000 

33001 

43200 

4 320 1 

43600 

4360 5 

43 800 

43 80 2 

C7' 
0 

> 



0 TAB LE XII 

PRIORITY 2 
w 
f- U 
<( 
::;; f­
- Z 
f-w 

PRINCIPAL STREET PLAN - TABULATION OF 1985 IMPROVEMENTS 

of­
w o . 
f- U 
<( 

PR INCI PA L STREE T SECTI ONS 

*****FRE EWAY S AND EXPR ESS WAYS***** 

*****EAST-h ES T TRAFFI C MO VEMENT FACILITI ES *** ** 

SNAK E CREEK EXP RESS WA Y 

1-95 TD N. E. 12 TH AV E 

N. E. l 2 TH AVE . TO SR 7 cu . S.441) 

SR 7 IU. $ . 441) TD N.W. 2 7TH AV E 

N. E. 2 7TH AVE TO N. W. 57TH AV E 

N.W. 5 7TH AVE TO COUN TY LINE 

COUNT Y LIN E TO N.w. 170 TH STRE ET 

N.W. 170TH STR EE T TD OP A LDCKA EX PRE SSWAY 

GOLD EN GLADES EX PR ESS WAY 

TRA FFIC f- _, NO. J:l~I 
LAN ES ~i 

EXIST. PROP.~~ 

"' ::O W W 
> 

..J O 
<(a: 
f- a. 
g~ 

0 4 0 .9 1105 

0 4 1.7 2 101 

0 4 2 .3 1803 

0 4 3.0 1591 

0 4 4.2 1781 

0 4 2 .3 1313 

0 4 1.9 11 37 

SYSTEM 
CL A SS 

EXIST. 

L 

L 

L 

l 

L 

L 

L 

I -95 TO LEJEUN E-DOUGLA S EX PRES SWAY 4 6 3.0 1098 UPP 

LEJEU NE -DO UGL AS EXPR ESS WAY TO PA LME TTO EXPRE SS WAY 4 6 4.3 762 UPP 

OPAL OCK A cX PR ESS WAY 

INTERAMA EXPRE SS WAY TO I - 9 5 0 6 2 .3 14°750 L 

I-95 TD N.W. 2 7TH AV ENUE 0 6 2 . 2 108 20 L 

N.W. 27TH AV E TO LEJ EUN E DOUGLA S 0 6 1.3 304 5 L 

LEJ EUN E- DOU GL AS EXPR ESS WAY TD PA LM ETTO EXPRE SS WAY 0 4 3 . 5 8 4 95 L 

PALM ETTO EXPRESS WA Y TO WEST DA DE EXPRES SWAY 0 4 4 .0 2600 L 

BEACH CAU SEWAY 

ALTON RD TO BISCAYN E BA Y 0 4 3.0 10 31 8 L 

BI SCAYNE BAY TO INT ERAMA EX PR ESSWAY 0 b 0.5 91 29 

HIALEAH EXPR ES SWA Y 

IN TE RAMA EX PRESS WAY TO I -9 5 0 6 1.0 16534 L 

I -95 r u LEJEUN E-DO UGL AS EXP RE SS WA Y 0 6 3.5 2 3 353 

LEJ EUNE- DOUGL AS EX PRESS WA Y TO N.W. 52 AV E 0 4 1. 2 8680 L 

PALM Erro EXPRESS WAY TO WES T DA DE EX PR ESSWAY 0 4 4.0 2600 L 

EA ST-W ES T EX PR ESS WAY (INCL UDE S I -39 5) 

PALMET TO EXP RESS WA Y TU WEST DADE EX PRESS WAY 0 4 3 .9 3 8 10 

WES T DADE EX PR ESS WAY TO W 137 AVE ~UE 0 4 2 .1 1391 L 

(THOUSANDS OF DOLLARS) . ::!' f­
- Z 
f-w 

CODE 
NO. 

00000 

00001 

00100 

00101 

00102 

00103 

00104 

00105 

00106 

00107 

00200 

00201 

00202 

00300 

00301 

00302 

00303 

00304 

00305 

00310 

00311 

00312 

00400 

00401 

00402 

00403 

00405 

00700 

00705 

00706 

PR I NCI PAL STREET SEC T IONS 
TRAFFIC f- _, NO. J:l~I 
LANES ~i 

EXIST PROP.~ ~ 

"' ::< W W 
> 

..JO 
<(a: 
f­
o ::;; 
f- -

*****NORTH- SOUTH TRAFFIC MOVEMENT FACILITIES***** 

INTERAMA EX PRE SS WAY 

OPA LOCKA EXPWY TO HIALEAH EXPWY 0 6 3.7 20300 

HIALEAH EXPRESSWAY TO I-195 0 6 1.9 14350 

I-195 TO N.w. 9TH STR EET 0 6 1.6 14900 

N.W. 9TH S TREET TO S.W. STREET 0 s 0.7 °6310 

S.W. l S T S TREET TO I-95 I S .w. 29TH ROADJ 0 6 1.9 12900 

I-95 

SYSTEM 
CL ASS 

EXIST. 

l 

L 

l 

L 

L 

BROWARD COUNTY LINE EXPWY TO MIAMI GARDENS INTERC<t 4 8 3.0 - UPP 

MIAMI GARDENS I NTE RCHANG E TO GOLD EN GLADES INTERCH 6 B 1.8 3340 UPP 

SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESS WAY 

S .W. 11 2TH STRE ET TO S.W. 184TH STRE ET 0 4 5.0 8090 L 

S.W. l84TH ST TO SOUTH DADE EXPRES SWAY 0 4 4.6 545 1 L 

SOU TH DADE EXPRES SWAY TO S.W. 268TH STREET 0 4 3 . Q 3740 L 

S .W. 268TH STREET TO S.W. 3 12TH STREET 0 4 3.4 <1>025 L 

SUNSHIN E STATE PARKWAY 

SNAKE CRE EK EXPRES SWA Y TO GOLDEN GL ADES EXPRESSWAY 4 6 3.5 

LEJEU NE-DO UGLAS EXPRESSWAY 

T 

SNAKE CREE K EXP RE SS WAY TO GOL DEN GLADE S EXPRES SWAY 0 8 3.2 13860 

PALM ETTO EX PR ESSW AY 

l 

GOLDEN GLADES EXPR ESSWAY TO OPA-LOC KA EXPRE SSWAY 4 6 1.6 912 UPP 

OPA-LOCKA EXPRE SS WAY TO HIAL EAH EXPRE SS WAY 4 6 4.0 1680 UPP 

HIALEAH EXPRESSWAY TO EA ST- WEST EXPRESSWAY 4 B 4.3 3430 UPP 

EAST - WE ST EXPRE SS WAY TO SOUTH OAOE EXPRESSWAY 4 B 4.1 3193 UPP 

SOUTH DAD E EXPR ESSWAY 

~ .W. 152ND ST TO SOUTH DIXIE HWY 0 4 3.3 4840 UPP 

SOUTH DIXIE HIGHWAY TO SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY 0 4 2.1 3660 l 

WES T DA DE EXPRESSWAY 

OPA-L OCK A EX PRE SS WAY TO HIALEAH EXPR ESS WAY EXT 0 4 4.0 4243 l 

HIAL EAH EXPRES SWAY EXT TO EAST-WEST EXPRESSWAY 0 4 4.2 4299 L 

CO DE 
NO. 

OOlff 

00900 

00906 

00901 

00901 

00909 

00910 

01000 

01001 

01002 

01200 

0120<0 

0120!1 

OlZO' 

01201 

OHOO 

0 1401 

01500 

01501 

01600 

01601 

01602 

01603 

01604-

01800 

01805 

01806 

01900 

01901 

01902 

"" 



PRIORITY 2 CONT. 

PRIN CIPA L STR EE T SECTIONS 

EAST-WEST EXPRESS WAY TO S .W. 8TH STR EE T 

S .W. 8TH > TRE ET TO S.w. 40TH S TRE ET 

SW 40 STR EE T TO SW 88 STREE T 

> .W. 88 TH STREE T TU SOU TH DADE EXPRESSWAY 

SOUTH DADE EXPR ESSWAY TO S.W. l37TH AV ENUE 

S . W. l37TH AVE TO S .W. 177 TH AVE 

****ARTERIAL STREETS**** 

****EAST-wES T TRAFF I C MOVEMENT FACILITIES**** 

S . W. 376TH STREET - STAT E ROAD 27 

u.S. ROU TE l TO S.W. 192NO AVENUE 

S .W. 344TH STREET (PALM DRIVEi 

s .w. 107 TH AVENUE TU s.w. 147 TH AVENUE 

S . W. 167TH AVENUE TO U. S . 

S .w. LU 7T H AVENUE TO S .W. 2 17TH AVENUE 

S.W . 328TH STREE T ( NORTH CANAL DRIVEi 

S .W. 107TH AVENUE TO S .W. ll7TH AV ENUE 

S .W. 177TH AVENUE TU S . W. l87TH STREE T 

S .W. 320 TH STREE T 

s .w. l67TH AV ENU E TO u.s.-1 

S .W. 177T H AVENUE TO 5 .W. 187TH AVENUE 

S .W. 3 12TH STREE T !CAMPBELL DRI VE i 

SOUTH DI XIE EXPRESSWAY TO U. S. l 

S .W. 296 TH STKEE T ! AVOC AD O DR IVEi 

5 . W. L77Tri AVENUE TO S.W. l87TH AVENU E 

S.w. £88 TH STREET I BISCAY~E DR IV Ei 

S.w. 480TH STREE T TU SD UTrl DIX I E EX PR ESSWAY 

SuUTH DI XI E EXPRESSWAY TU U. S. 

U.S. l TU ; .w. l92 NU AVENUE 

S. W. 1~2~0 AVENUE TU S. w. 2 l7TH AVENUE 

> .W. 280Th ;TR EE T !WA LD !~ DR IV E i 

TRA FFIC>- ..J NO. J:l~I 
LANES ~i 

EXISt PROP.~~ 

O ui 
WO 
f- u 
<[ f­
~ z 
f-w 
Ul ::!' 
WW 

> 
.JO 
<[a: 
f- Cl. 

g~ 

0 6 1.4 2703 

0 6 2 .0 3590 

0 4 3 .4 4406 

0 4 2 .8 3160 

0 4 2 .5 3595 

0 4 6.2 7039 

0 2 1. 5 274 

SYSTEM 
CLASS 

EXI ST. 

L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

2 2 4.9 197 ~-P 

2 2 0.9 40 R- P 

2 2 0.9 79 L 

2 2 1.0 23 L 

2 2 1.0 46 L 

2 2 0.7 125 L 

2 2 1.0 180 

2 4 1. 5 983 L 

2 2 1.0 148 L 

2 2 1. 2 124 R-P 

2 2 2 . 2 184 R- P 

2 2 3 . 5 160 L 

2 2 .5 275 

TABLE XII (1985) CONTINUED 

CODE PRINCIPAL ST REET SECTIONS 
NO. J:l~I NO. 

01903 

01904 

01905 

01906 

01907 

01908 

10000 

1000 l 

10100 

10101 

1.0 200 

1020 l 

10 203 

1020 7 

10300 

10301 

10305 

10400 

10401 

10402 

10500 

10502 

10600 

10602 

lD700 

1070 1 

l07D 2 

10703 

10704 

l0800 

TRAFFIC f- ..J 

LANES ~ i 
EX !ST. PROP.~ ~ 

S .W.107TH AV E TO THE CONNECTION WITH S.W.288TH ST 2 2 2.0 

CuNNE~T I ON W/s.w. 288TH ST TO s .w. 13 7TH AVE 0 2 l.O 

5 .W. l37TH AVEN UE TO U.S. l 2 2 1.7 

$.ft . 268TH S TR EET !MOODY DR IVEi 

S.W . l 02 ND AVENUE TO S.W. 107TH AVENUE 0 2 o.s 

~OU TH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY TO U.S. 4 4 1.6 

S .W. 23 2 ND STR EET !SILVER PALM DRIVEi 

S .W. 87TH AVENUE TO U. S. l 2 2 4.0 

S.W . 216TH STREET ! HAI NLIN MILL DRIVEi 

S.W. 87TH AVENUE TO SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY 2 2 1.0 

SOUTH DI XIE EX PRE SS WAY TO S. DADE EXPRESSWAY 2 2 1.0 

S .W. l47TH AVENUE TD S.W. 177TH AVENUE 2 2 3.1 

S .w. 177T H AVEN UE TO S . W. l87TH AVENUE 2 2 1.0 

CARIBBEAN BOUL EVA RD 

S .W. 84TH AVENU E TO FRA NJO ROAD 2 4 1.3 

FKAN J O ROAD TO S.W . l 07T H AVENUE 2 4 1.1 

S .W. 10 7T H AVENUE TO U. S. 4 4 0.3 

S .W. ZOOTH STR EET 

U.S. l TO S .W. ll7TH AV ENUE 2 z a.a 
QUAI L ROO ST DRIVE TO S.W . 1 37TH AVENUE 2 2 1.2 

S.W. 137TH AVENUE TO S.W. 177TH AV ENUE 2 2 4.1 

QUAIL ROOST DR IV E 

FKANJO ROAD TU SOUTH DADE EXPR ESSW AY 2 1.6 

SOU TH DAD E EXPRESSWAY TO 5 .W. ZOOTH STREET 2 2 1.6 

S .W. l84TH STR EE T !EUREKA DRIV E i 

OLD CUTLER ROA D TO S.w. 84TH AVEN UE 2 4 o.a 

S .W. d4 TH AVENUE TO U. S . 2 2 1.6 

U. S . l TU ll7TH AV ENUE 2 2 1.6 

S. w. 1?2ND STREET (C ORAL REEF D~IVEl 

u LO CU TL ER RO AD TU SOUTH DIXIE EX PRES S WAY 2 4 1.1 

LUO 
f- u 
<[ 
::!' f­
- Z 
f-w 
"' ::!' WW 

> 
.JO 
<[a: 
f- Cl. 
o:::;; 
f--

166 

133 

39 

56 

SYSTE M 
CLASS 

EXIST. 

L 

L 

L 

L 

123 RSS 

409 L 

lll l 

154 L 

159 RSS 

53 L 

563 L 

460 u-s 

24 u-s 

18 L 

27 L 

94 L 

36 L 

36 L 

444 L 

109 L 

303 L 

539 L 

CODE 
NO. 

10801 

10802 

10803 

10900 

10901 

10904 

11200 

ll201 

11300 

11301 

11302 

11305 

11306 

11500 

11501 

11502 

11503 

11600 

11601 

11603 

11604 

11700 

11701 

11702 

11800 

11801 

11802 

11803 

12000 

12001 

"' ~ 
> 



PRIORITY 2 CONT. 

PR I NCIPAL STREET SECTIONS 

SOUT H DAOE EXPRESSWAY TD WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY 

WEST OAOE EX PRESSW AY TO S .w. 147TH AVENUE 

S .W. l47TH AVENUE TO S.w. l77TH AVENU E 

~.W. 136TH STREET 

OLD CUTLEK ROAD TO U. S. l 

U.S. l TO ~.W . ll7TH AVENUE 

S .W. ll7TH AVENUE TO S .W. l37TH AVENUE 

S.W . 137TH AVENU E TO S .W. 177TH AVENUE 

5 . W. l20TH STREET 

OLD CUTLER ROAD TO SOUTH DIXI E EXPRESSWAY 

SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY TO U.S. 

S.w. 87 TH AVENUE TO S .W. 102NO AVENU E 

S .w. ll2TH STREET 

~ .W. 57TH AVENUE TD S.W. 67TH AVENUE 

S.W . 104TH STREET 

~ .W. ~7TH AVENUE TO SUUTH DIXI E EXPRESSWAY 

S .W. 87TH AVENUE TD JUNIOR COLLEGE DRfVE 

S .W• 117TH AVENUE TO ; .w. 157TH AVENUE 

S .w. 88TH ~ TR EET lN ORTH KENDALL DR IV E ! 

OLD CUTLER ROAD ' TO S .W. 57TH AVENUE 

S.W . 67 TH AVE NUE TO U.S. l 

S .W. 72NO ~TREET 

~.W . 4 2NO AVENUE TD S.w . 57TH AVE~UE 

~ . w . 67TH AVENUE TD >.W. l07TH AVENUE 

~ -W- l07TH AV cNUE TO ; .w. 13 7TH A~ENUE 

>NAPPER CRcEK DR IVE 

> .W. 72NO STREET TO S.w. ll7TH AVENUE 

> .W. 5b TH >TREET lMILL ER l 

o .W. S7TH AVENUE TU PALMETTO eXPRESSWAY 

PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY Tu SO UTH DADE EXPRESSWAY 

TRAFFICl-...J NO. Il~I 
LANES ~::E 

EXi$T.P;QP.~ ~ 

o't;; 
WO 
1-u 
<( 1-
~ z 
1-W 
en ::;: 
WW 

> 
..JO 
<( 0:: 
I- n. 
g~ 

2 4 1.6 1070 

4 1.6 974 

0 2 3.1 408 

2 2 2.1 76 

2 2 3.l 129 

0 2 2.0 316 

0 2 4.2 42 7 

2 2 2.4 55 

2 2 0.4 9 

0 2 l .4 2 36 

2 2 1-1 25 

2 2 2.1 48 

0 2 1.5 213 

2 4.3 378 

2 2 L.O 34 

2 4 0.5 339 

2 4 1.5 912 

2 4 2 . 0 1388 

0 2 3.3 290 

2 2 l. 3 30 

2 4 2.0 9 70 

4 4 0.3 40 

SYSTEM 
CLASS 

EXIST. 

L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

TABLE XII (1985) CONTINUED 

CODE PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS 
NO. 

12004 SOUTH DADE EXPRESSWAY TO S.W. 92ND AVENUE 

12005 S.W. qzND AVENUE TO S.W. 97TH AVENUE 

12006 >.W. 117TH AVENUE TO S.W. 137TH AVENUE 

12100 S .w. 40TH STREET (BIRO ROAD! 

12101 S.W. 2 7TH AVENUE TO U.S. l 

12102 U.S. l TO PONCE DE LEuN BOULEVARD 

12103 ~ONCE DE LEON BOULEVARD TO S.w. 57TH AVE 

12 104 PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY TO WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY 

12200 WEST DA DE EXPRESSWAY TD S.W. 127TH AVENUE 

12201 ~.W. 127TH AVENUE TO S.W. 157TH AVENUE 

12202 BILTMORE WAY-DESOTA BLVD (CORAL GABLES! 

12203 ANDERSON RO AD TU GRANADA BLVD. 

12300 GRAN ADA BLVD. TO ANASTASIA AVENUE 

12301 RICKENBACKER CAUSEWAY - CRANDON PARK BOULEVARD 

12400 CAPE FLORIDA PARK TO KEY BISCAYNE VILLAGE 

12401 SOUTH BEACH BLVD TO 25TH-26TH ROA D ONE-WAY PAIR 

TRAFFIC I- ...J NO. Il~I 
LANES ~ ::E 

EX IS T. PROP~~ 

2 4 l.4 

2 4 0.5 

2 2 2.1 

2 4 1.1 

4 4 0.3 

4 4 1.9 

oti; 
wo 
1- u 
<( 
::;; 1-
- Z 
t-w 
en ::;: 
WW 

> 
_JQ 
<(er 
I- n. 
o ::;: 
I- -

687 

234 

222 

532 

SYSTEM 
CLA SS 

EXIST 

L 

L 

L 

L 

326 u-s 

992 u-s 

4 4 4.1 2690 u-s 

2 4 1.1 260 L 

2 2 3.2 66 L 

2 4 0.4 233 L 

2 2 0.4 32 L 

2 4 1. 2 614 L 

4 6 3.0 2255 T 

12404 CORA L WAY[5W 13 ST.SW 3 AVE, SW 22 ST, SW 24 STl 

12407 LoJEUNE ROAD TO S .W. 57TH AVENUE 2 4 1.6 1265 L 

12500 S.W. 57TH AVENUE TO PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY 2 4 1.9 910 L 

1250 l 5.w. ll7T H AVENUE TO S.W. 137TH AV ENUE 0 2 2.1 25 1 L 

12503 S.w. 13TH STREET 

12600 S.W. 25 TH ~DAO TO S.W. 12TH AVENUE 2 4 0.2 128 L 

12601 s. BTH S TRE ET ( fAMIAMI TRAIL,u.s. 41) 

12605 S .w. 17 7 >Vt TD CORDO N LINE 2 4 o.q 208 RPP 

12606 s. 4 TH STREET 

12700 >.E. 2ND AVE TO S .E. lST AVE D 4 0.2 821 L 

12701 ~.E. 15T AVE TO MIAMI AVE 0 2 0.1 2 06 L 

12800 MIAMI AV~NUE TD INTERAMA 0 2 0.2 377 L 

12802 FL AGL EK S TKEET 

12803 Lc JCU,;i: EXwY TO 721'D AVENUE 4 4 3.4 1484 u-s 

CODE 
NO. 

12804 

12805 

12807 

13000 

13001 

13002 

13003 

13005 

13006 

130D7 

13300 

133D2 

13303 

13400 

13401 

13404 

13500 

13506 

13507 

13510 

13650 

13651 

13700 

13710 

13800 

13802 

13803 

13804 

14298 

14305 

"' N 



PRIORITY 2 CONT 

PR INCIPA L STR EET SEC T IONS 

72ND AVENUE TO PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY 

PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY TO W. 87 AVE 

W. 87TH AV ENUE TO W. 107TH AVENUE 

N. 6 TH STREET 

W. FRUNTA~ E ROAD II-9~ ) TO WE S T 7TH STREET 

N. 7TH STREET 

DODGE PORT CAU SE WAY TO BI SC AYN E BLVD 

W. FRON TAGE RD TO WEST 6TH S TREET 

WEST bTH STREET TO N.W. 7 AV E 

N.W. 7 AVE TO N.W. 10 AVE 

N.W. 17TH AVENUE TO LEJEUNE ROAD 

LEJEUNE ROAD TO N.W. 5 7TH AV ENUE 

N.W. 57 TH AV ENUE TO N.W. 72 AVE 

DODGEPORT CAUSEWAY 

SOUTH BEACH BLVD TO PORT OF MIAMI 

N. 8TH S TR EE T 

N.W. 2 AV E TO FRONTAGE RO 

N. 11 TH S TREET 

N.W. 7TH AVENUE TO N.W. 12TH AVENUE 

MACARTHUR CAUSEWAY !STATE ROAD AlAI 

MIAMI BCH COAST LIN E TO MIAMI COAST LINE 

N. 14 TH STR EET 

N.E. 2ND AVENUE TO N.W. 7TH AVENUE 

N. 1 5 TH 5 rn EET 

BISCAYNE dLYD TO N.w. l S T AVE 

N. l 7TH STREET 

N.E. 2 ~D AVENUE TO N.w. 2ND AVENUE 

N.W. 2ND AVENUE TO N.W. 7T H AVENUE 

111. 20 TH STREET 

B !S C A Y ~ E BUULEVARD TO N.E. 2ND AVENUE 

TRAFFIC I---' NO. Il~I 
LANES ~i 

EXIST. PROP.~~ 

2 4 o.5 

2 4 1.1 

2 2 2.0 

0 2 0.1 

0 2 0.1 

0 2 0.1 

o 4 o.5 

0 4 0.3 

o~ 
LUO 
1- U 
<>: 
::;;:t­
- Z 
I- LU 
(/) 

LU LU 

> 
....10 
<i:O:: 
I- Cl. 

g~ 

SYSTEM 
CLASS 

EXIST. 

266 u-s 

437 L 

45 L 

13 

360 L 

154 L 

245 L 

797 L 

4 4 2 .6 2940 u-s 

4 4 1.6 1560 u-s 

2 4 1-5 2002 L 

0 2 1.5 3655 L 

2 4 0.2 20 L 

z 4 o.5 284 L 

6 6 3.1 405 UPP 

2 2 l.O 421 L 

2 2 o.5 57 L 

2 4 0.5 57 L 

2 4 0.5 225 L 

2 4 0.1 117 

TABLE XII (1985) CONTINUED 

CODE PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS 

~~. 
t-U 
<>: 
::;;: 1-
- Z 
I- UJ 
"' ::E 
LU LU 

NO. TRAFFIC t---' NO. Il~I 
LANES ~i 

EXIST. PROP.~ ~ 

> 
....10 
<i:O:: 
I- Cl. 

g~ 

SYSTEM 
CLASS 

EXIST. 

14306 

14307 

14308 

14900 

14903 

14999 

15000 

15002 

1500 3 

15004 

15007 

15008 

15009 

15100 

1 51 01 

152 00 

15201 

15400 

15404 

15500 

15501 

15699 

1570 2 

15910 

15911 

15930 

15931 

1593 2 

16000 

16001 

N.E. ZND AVENUE TO INTERAMA EXPRESSWAY 

! NTERAM A EX PR ESS WAY TO N.w. 7TH AVENUE 

N.W. 7TH AVEN UE TO N.W. 22 AV EN UE 

N.W. 22 AVE TO OKEECHOBEE ROAD 

NORTH RIV E ~ DRIVE 

N.W. 22 AVE TO N.W. 27 AVE 

N.W. 25TH STRE ET 

N.W. 67 AV E TO N.W. 7 2 AVE 

N.w. 72ND AVENU E TO PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY 

N.W. 28TH S TREET 

N.W. 17 AVE TO N.W. 27 AVE 

N. 36TH STREET 

N.w. 7 AVE TO N.w. 22NO AVENUE 

N.W. 2ZND AVENUE TO LEJEUNE-DOUGLAS EXPRESSWAY 

LEJEUNE DOUGLAS EX PRE SS WAY TO LEJ EU NE ROAD 

CURTIS PARKWAY TO PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY 

PALMETTO EX PR ESSW AY TO WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY 

SOUTH RIV ER DRIVE - ROYAL POINCIANNA BOULEVARD 

N.W. 36TH STREET TO EA ST DRIVE 

EAS T DRIVE TO CURTIS PARKWAY 

74TH STREET TO PALMETTO EX PRES SWAY 

PALMETro EX PR ESS WAY TO N.w. 87 AVE 

OKEE CHOB EE ROAD !HIALEAH) 

LEJEUNE ROAD TO N.W. 57TH AVENUE 

PALM ETTO EX PRES SWAY TO N.W. 103 ST 

N. 46TH S TREET 

9 ! SC AYNE ijL VD TO N.W. 7 TH AVE 

~.w. 7TH AVE TO N.w. 27 AVE 

~ .w. 27TH AVE TD N.w. 42ND AVE 

N.w. 4 ZND AVE TO OKEECHD B=E ROAO 

2 4 0.2 464 L 

2 6 o.e 1835 L 

2 4 1.5 3469 L 

2 4 0.5 1210 L 

2 2 O.B 19 L 

2 2 0.6 14 L 

2 2 0.6 14 L 

2 2 1.0 91 L 

4 4 1.5 629 UPP 

4 4 1.4 583 UPP 

4 4 o.7 315 UPP 

4 6 1.9 1386 U-P 

0 2 3.2 813 L 

4 4 0.8 64 L 

2 4 a.a 64 L 

2 2 1.1 25 L 

2 2 1.3 224 L 

4 4 1.5 136 UPP 

2 4 1.2 510 RPP 

2 2 1.1 100 L 

2 4 2.0 1559 L 

2 4 1.4 1136 L 

2 4 0.3 2 37 L 

CODE 
NO. 

"' N 

> 

16002 

16003 

16004 

16005 

16199 

1620" 

16300 

16301 

16302 

16400 

l6'>0Z 

16599 

16602 

16603 

16604 

16606 

16607 

16700 

16701 

16702 

1670" 

16705 

16800 

16B02 

16805 

16900 

16901 

16902 

16903 

16904 



PR I NCIPAL ST REET SE CTI ONS 

N.w. 58TH STREET 

N.W. 8 7 AVE TO N.W. 97 AVE 

N.W. 9 7 AVE TO WEST DADE EXPR ESSWAY 

N. 6 2ND STREET 

BI SC AYNE BOULEVARD TO N.E. 2ND AVENUE 

N.E. 2ND AV EN UE TO I -95 

N. W. 7TH AVENUE TO N.W. 27 TH AVENUE 

N.W. 2 7TH AVENUE TO LEJ EUN E- DOUGLA S EXPRESSWAY 

N.W. 45 AVE TO OKEECHOBEE ROAD 

N. w. 74TH STREET 

N.w. 47TH AVE TO N.w. 5 2ND AV E 

N. 79 TH S TRE ET 

N.w. 17 AV ENU E TO N.w. 4 2ND AVENUE 

N.W. 90 TH S TREET 

N.W. 87TH AVEN UE TO WES T DADE E XP RESS ~AY 

.... 95T H STR EET 

1- 9 5 TO N.h. 27TH AVENUE 

N.W. L7TH AVENUE TO N.W. 4 2NO AVENU E 

N.W. 4 ZNO AV ENUE TO N.W. 6 2 ND AV ENUE 

N.E. 62 NO AV ENU E TD N.W. 72ND AVEN UE 

N. 10 3RD S TR EET 

N. W. 32 ND AVEN UE TO N.W. 52N D AV ENUE 

N.W. 10 6T H S TREET 

U. S . 2 7 TO WES T DADE EXP RESS WAY 

N ll9TH S TREETlN.w. 12 2ND S TR EE TJ 

N.~. 87TH AV ENU E TO N.W. 97TH AVENU E 

N. 135TH STREET 

N.w. 7TH AV ENUE TO N.w. 32 ND AVENUE 

.~. ! 5 1S T STKEET 

U. S . 1 TO N.E. 6TH AV ENUE 

TRAFFIC I-- -' NO. II~\ 
LANES ~~ 

EXIST. PROP.'.'.j ~ 

2 2 l.3 

0 2 l.9 

2 4 0.5 

4 4 0.9 

4 4 2.1 

4 4 l.3 

4 4 l.4 

4 6 0.5 

0 ..... 
w 
1-- U 

~ ..... 
f:w 
"' ::< "' w > 
_J Q 
..: er 
1-n. o::o ,...._ 

166 

329 

370 

136 

282 

SYSTEM 
CL ASS 

EXIST. 

L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

175 u - s 

1 2 8 u- s 

485 u-s 

4 6 3.1 175D U-P 

0 2 3.0 Z7 9 L 

4 4 2.1 1423 u - s 

2 4 1.6 25 48 L 

2 4 z .o 16 72 L 

0 4 l. O 630 L 

4 6 2 .0 116 0 u- s 

0 2 2 . 5 17 5 L 

0 2 1.0 179 RSS 

2 2 2 .5 114 L 

2 2 2.0 5 70 

TABLE XII (1985) CONTINUED 

CODE PRI N CIPA L STRE ET SECT IO NS 
NO. 

17100 N.E. 6TH AVENUE TO NORTH MIAMI AVENUE 

TRAFFIC I--' NO. Il~I 
L ANES ~~ 

EX IST. PROP.~~ 

2 2 o.e 

ot/; 
W O . 
1- u 
4 
::< 1-
- Z 
1--W 
"' ::< WW 

> 
_JQ 
..:er 
I- 0.. 

(2 ~ 

257 

SYST EM 
CL A SS 

EXIST. 

L 

17103 NORTH MIAMI AVENUE TO SOUTH BISCAYNE RIVER DRIVE 0 2 0.3 195 L 

17104 SOUTH BI SC AYNE RIVER DRIVE TO N.W. 5TH AV ENUE 2 2 0.2 57 L 

l720D N.W. 7T H AVENU E TO SOUTH RIVER DRIVE 2 4 0.5 220 L 

17201 SOUTH RIVER DRIVE TO N.W. 17TH AV ENUE 0 4 0.6 592 L 

17202 N.w. 17TH AVENU E TO N.w. 2 7TH AVENUE 2 4 1.0 440 L 

17204 N.w. 2 7TH AVENUE TO LEJE UNE-DOUGLA S EXPRE S SWAY 2 4 1.0 365 L 

17205 N.W. 154 TH S TREET 

17207 N.W. 3 2 ND AVENUE TO LEJEUNE - DOUGL AS EXPRESSWAY 2 2 0.3 123 L 

17300 LEJ EUNE - DOUGLAS EXPRESSWAY TO N. w. 67TH AVENUE 0 2 3.3 60 3 L 

17302 N.w. 67TH AVENUE TO PALMETTO EXPRES SWAY 0 2 1.0 123 l 

17400 PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY TO N.W. 87TH AVENUE 0 2 l.O 123 l 

17404 N.W. 17 0 TH S TREET 

17700 N. w. 67T H AV ENUE TO N.w. 87TH AVENUE 0 2 2.1 245 RSS 

17701 N.W. 87TH AVENUE TO SNAKE CREEK EXPRES SWAY 0 2 2.2 193 RS S 

17800 N. 183RO S TREET (MIAMI GARDENS ORIVEJ 

17803 N.W. 2 7TH AVENUE TO LEJEUNE-DOUGLAS EXPRESSWAY 2 4 0.9 445 L 

17804 LEJ EUNE-DOU GLAS EXPRESSWAY TO N.W. 47TH AVENUE 2 4 0.9 427 L 

17805 N.W. 47TH AVENUE TO N.W. 57TH AV ENU E 2 4 1.1 546 L 

17806 N.W. 57TH AVENU E TO N.W. 87TH AVENUE o 2 2.s 302 L 

1790D N.E. 19 5TH STREET CAUS EWAY 

17904 A-1 - A TO N.E. 34TH AVENUE 0 4 1.3 1388 L 

18 0 00 N.E. 34TH AVENUE TO INT ERAMA EXPR ESS WAY 0 6 0.4 368 L 

18001 INT ERAMA EXPR ESSWAY TO U.S. l D 4 0.1 32 L 

181DO N. 2 15TH S TREET 

16108 N. E. 34TH AVE TO U.S. 0 2 0.5 85 L 

18400 U.S. l TO DIXIE HIGHWAY 0 4 0.6 227 L 

18403 DIXI E HI GHWAY TD 1- 95 2 4 1.0 283 L 

18600 1-9 5 TO SNA KE CRE EK EXPRES SWAY o 4 o.e 212 L 

18601 !****ART ERIAL ST REETS***** 

CO DE 
NO . 

18602 

18603 

1860'> 

18606 

18607 

186oe 

18609 

18700 

18701 

18702 

18703 

l87D4 

18900 

18901 

18902 

19000 

19004 

190011 

19006 

19007 

19100 

19101 

19102 

19103 

19300 

19301 

19302 

19303 

19304 

20000 

"' "' 



PR I OR ITY 2 CONT. 

PRINCIPAL STREE T SECT IONS 

*****NORTH- SOU TH TRAFF I C FLOW FACIL I TIES***** 

N. E. 34TH AV ENUE 

N. E. l 15 TH ST REET TO N. E. l95TH STR EE T CAU SEWAY 

h ES T U!XI E HI GHWAY 

~ . E . 2 15 TH STRE ET TO N. E. 203RD STREET 

N. E. 20 3RD STREET TO SNAK E CRE EK CANAL 

TR AFFIC f- ...J NO. rl~I 
LANES lE i 

EXIBT.PRQP.~ ~ 

0 (fl 
WO 
f-U 
<l: 
:::;; f­
- Z 
f-w 
"' :::;; 
WW 

> 
...JO 
<i:O:: 
f- a.. 
~ ~ 

SYSTEM 
CLASS 

EXI ST 

0 4 l . b 12 24 L 

2 6 0 . 0 947 u-s 

2 4 2 .1 30 74 u-s 

HIG HLAND LAK E BOULEVARD - 18 TH AVENUE-19TH AVENUE 

N. E. 203R D STR EET TO N. E. 199TH STREET 0 2 0 . 4 2 97 L 

N. E. 185T H STREE T TD l63RD STREET 4 4 1. 4 400 L 

N. E. l6TH AVENUE 

N.E . 163RO STREE T TO N.E . 143RO STR EET 2 2 1 . 3 3 77 L 

N. E. 143R D STR EE T TO U. S . 2 2 1 . 7 153 

N. E. 15TH AV ENUE 

N. E. l87TH STREET TO N.E . 183RD STRE ET 0 2 0 . 1 31> L 

N. E. 183RO STREET TO N. E. l63RD STRE ET 2 2 1.3 18 2 L 

N. E. l ZTH AV ENUE 

N.E . 215TH STREET TO N. E. 2 03R D STREET 2 4 0 . 6 2 86 L 

N. E. 183RO STREE T TO ~ . E . 179 TH STRE ET 2 4 0 .1 98 L 

N.E. 175T H STREET TO N. E. l 6 3RD STREET 2 4 0 .0 5 16 

N. E. l63RD STREE T TO WEST DIXI E HIGHWA Y 2 4 1 - 5 11 54 L 

WES T DIXI E HI GHWAY TO N. E. 125TH STR EE T 2 4 0 . 9 634 L 

N. t: . llSTH STREET TD U. S . 1 2 4 0.6 4 18 L 

N. E. 6TH AVEN UE 

N. W. 183RO STR EE T TO N. E. 163RD STRE ET 4 4 0 . 9 46 u-s 
N. c . l 63RD STREET TO OPA LOCK A EXPRES SWA Y 4 4 2 .1 145 u-s 
OPA LOCKA EXPR ESS WAY TO BI SCAY NE BOUL EVAR D 4 4 2 . 2 122 L 

''" " · zr;o AVENUE 

N. E. l l9TH STREET TQ N. E. 10 5 TH STR EE T 4 4 0.9 4 1 u-s 
N. E. 77TH STREET TO N. E. 62 ND STR EET 4 4 1. 0 46 u-s 
N. E. ~ B T H STREE T TU N. E. 41 ST ST REE T 4 4 1 - 1 50 UPP 

TABLE II (1985) CONTINU ED 

CODE PRIN CI PAL STREET SE CTION S 
NO. 

200 01 M !AM I AVENUE 

20 10 0 N.W. 38 TH STREE T TO N.W . 17 TH STR EE T 

2010 1 l<i ES T lST AVENUE 

20 200 N. 12TH STREET TO N. 5TH STR EE T 

20201 N. l ST S TREET TO $ . 2ND STREET 

20202 WC: ST lST CO URT 

2 0300 W. 2ND AV ENUE TO N. 23RD STREE T 

2 0302 N. l ST TO w. 2ND AVEN UE 

2 0 30 4 WEST z,~ D AV ENUE 

20400 3RD STREE T TO S.W . 13TH STREET 

204 01 WES T FRONT AGE ROAD { ! - 95) 

2040 2 N. BTH STREET TO N. lST STREET 

2050 0 NORTH RI VER DRIVE 

20 50 1 N. W. 5TH AV ENUE TD S . W. 2N D AV ENUE 

20 502 NOR TH WES T STH AVENUE 

20600 N.llTH STR EE T TO N. RI VER DRI VE 

20601 WES T 8 TH AVENUE 

20602 N.W. 5TH S TREET TO S.w . 8 TH STR EET 

20604 WcS T 12 TH AV ENUE 

20 605 N. w. 103RD STREE T TD N.w. 82ND STREE T 

20606 N. w. 82 ND STR EE T TO N. W. 71ST S TREET 

20608 N.w . 7lS T S TREET TD N.w . 62ND STREE T 

20800 N. W. 62 ND STREE T TO AIR POR T EXPRE SS WAY 

2080l WEST 1 7 TH AVENUE 

20 802 N.w. 2 15 TH ST REE T TO N. w. l 83RD S TR EE T 

20803 ~ . W . 183RD STREE T TO GOLDEN GLADE S EX PRESS WA Y 

20900 vG LDEN GLADES EX PRESS WA Y TO N.W. 15 1ST STREET 

20901 ~ .w . l ST STRE ET TO ~ . w . 8 TH S TRE ET 

20903 S . W. d TH STR EE T TO BAYSHORE DR IV E 

20905 h tS T 2 7TH AVENUE 

TRA FF IC f- ...J NO. rl~I 
LANES lE i 

EX IST PROP.j ~ 

4 4 1. 5 

f-
0 (fl 
W O . 
f- U 
<l: f­
~ z 
f-w 
"' :::;; 
WW 

> 
...J O 
<i:O:: 
f- a.. 
g~ 

41 9 

0 2 0. 5 1784 

0 2 0 . 2 373 

0 2 0. 3 6 5 1 

0 2 0 . 3 6 5 1 

2 4 0. 7 16 32 

0 3 0 . 5 

0 2 0 . 6 100 

2 2 0 . 5 3 3 

4 4 0 . 9 414 

2 4 1.6 1578 

SYSTEM 
CL ASS 

EXI ST. 

L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

2 6 0 . 5 6 72 u- s 
2 6 0. 6 582 u-s 

2 6 1. 6 1374 u- s 

2 2 2. 2 41 5 L 

2 2 1.0 5 6 L 

2 2 1.0 386 L 

4 4 0 .5 11 0 L 

2 4 1. 9 8 87 L 

CO DE 
NO. 

21000 

2 1005 

21039 

21042 

2 1041t 

2 1070 

2 1071 

21 071t 

21100 

2 1106 

2 1140 

2 11"1 

2 1160 

211 61 

21180 

2 1181 

2 1400 

2 14 01 

21500 

21502 

2 1503 

2 1501t 

2 1505 

2160 0 

2 1601 

2 1602 

21603 

216 10 

2 1611 

2 1800 

,,.. 
"' ~ 



PR IORITY 2 CONT 

PR I NCIPAL STREE T SEC T IO N S 

S TATE ROAD 9 TO OPA LOC KA BO UL EVA RD 

UPA LOCKA BCULE VARO TU OPA LOC KA EX PRESS WAY 

OPA LOC KA EXPR ESS WAY TO N. W. 10 3RD STREE T 

N. W. 10 3RD STREE T TO N. W. 79TH S TRE ET 

N.W . 79 TH STREET TO N. w. 36TH STR EET 

N.W. 36 TH STREE T TD EA ST- WE ST EXP RE SSoAY 

EAS T-W cS T LXPRE SS WAY TO U. S. 

U. S . l TO BAYS HORE DR IVE 

S TA TE ROA D 9 

GULDEN GLADES INT ERCHAN GE TO N.W . 2 7T H AVENUE 

BAY SHOR E DR I VE ! SEE SO UTH MIAMI AVEN UE ! 

S . W. 17T H AV ENUE TD GRA ND AV ENUE 

MAIN Hl GHWAY-INGRAM HI GHWAY (COCONUT GROVE ! 

S .W . 37TH AV ENU E TO S . W. 4 2ND AV ENUE 

WEST J~ ND AV ENUE 

N. w. 18 3Ru STR EET TU N.w. 15 15 T S TREET 

OPA LUCKA BLVD TD OPA LOCKA EX PRE SS o AY 

uPA LU CKA EXPRESS WAY TO N. W. l 06TH S TRE~T 

N.W . 10 6TH ST RE ET TU N. W. 95TH ST REE T 

N.W . ~ ~ T H STREE T TO N. W. 6 2NO STR EE T 

N. W. 62 ND STREET TD AIRPO RT EX PRE SS WAY 

AIRPORT EXP ~ ESS WA Y TO N. W. NO RTH RIV ER DRIV E 

N.w . 7TH S TREE T Tu s . w. 8 TH S TRE ET 

s .~ . 8 TH S TREE T TO s . w. 40 TH S T ~E E T 

h ES T J7TH AV ENUE 

U. S . l TU GRANO AVENUE 

WcS T 4LND AV ENUE !L EJ EU NE ROAD! 

N. W. l03R O STREET TU N. w. 79 TH ST ~ EE T 

~.w . 7qT H 5 TR EE T TU N. W. l 6TH S IR EE T 

TRAFFIC t--' NO. II~/ 
LANES ~~ 

EXIST. PROP.~~ 

4 4 0 .4 

4 4 1 . 0 

SYSTEM 
CLASS 

EX IST. 

630 UPP 

4 30 UP P 

4 4 1 . 1 1360 UPP 

4 4 l . 5 1544 UPP 

4 4 2 . 5 22 9 1 UP P 

4 4 1. 7 143 7 UPP 

4 4 3 . 2 1 57 1 UPP 

2 4 0 . 8 2 66 L 

4 4 2.7 980 UPP 

2 4 1.6 1936 L 

2 4 l. O 71 5 

2 2 2. 0 137 l 

0 4 l .O 711 l 

2 4 o. s 6 50 

2 " 0 . 1 40 5 

2 6 2 . 0 1240 

2 4 1 . 3 14 88 L 

4 0 .4 4 89 

2 4 1.0 988 

2 4 2 . 0 1975 L 

2 4 o . 3 40 

2 6 l . 5 932 u-s 

4 6 2 . 5 1895 u -s 

TABLE II (1985) CONTI NUED 

CODE PRIN CIPA L STR EET SEC T IO NS 
NO. - -

2 1804 U. 5 . l TO OLD CU TL ER ROAD 

2 1805 hc ST 47 TH AVENUE ! EAST 4 TH AVENUE! 

2 1806 ~ULO E ~ GLADE S EX PR ESS WAY TO NW. 154 TH STR EET 

2180 7 N. W. 11 9TH STKE ET TO N. W. 74 TH STREET 

2 1 80 8 N. w. 74TH ~ TR EE T TO OKEECHOBEE ROAD 

TRAFFIC t--' NO. Il~I 
LANES ~i 

EXIST. PROP.~ ~ 

2 4 1.4 

2 2 0.8 

4 4 2 .s 

4 4 l. 6 

0 
w-. 
..... u 
~ 
::!;' ..... 
- Z 
..... UJ 
Cll ::< 
W W 

> 
...JO 
~a: 
..... Q. 
O::!;' 
t- -

760 

144 

671 

SYSTEM 
CLASS 

EXIST. 

l 

L 

L 

375 U-P 

21809 h ES T 4~TH AVENUE-GRA NAD A BOULE VARD ! CORAL GABLE S ) 

2 18 10 N. W. 7TH ST REET TO FLAG LER STR EE T 2 2 o.5 335 l 

21 811 5 . W. 8TH STR EE T TO SE VILLA AVENUE 2 2 1.2 82 L 

2 1900 MAYNADA I CLi RAL GABLES ! 

2 190 1 PONCE OE LEON BOU LEVARD TO S . W. 72 ND STR EE T 2 2 O. 'l 458 L 

220 00 WEST 52 ND AVENUE 

22 002 N. W. ll 9 TH STRE ET TO N. W. 74TH STREET 4 4 2.8 128 L 

22 10 0 Wt ST S7TH AVENUE IR ED ROAD! 

22 102 N. W. 2 15TH STREET TO N.W. 1 83RD STREET 2 2 2 . 2 309 U- P 

22200 N.w. 18 3R O STREE T TO GO LDEN GLADES EX PRE SS WA Y 2 4 1 .0 4 9 1 L 

22201 ULD CUTLER ROAD 

22202 ,.w . 72ND o TREE T TO S .W. 57 TH AVENUE 4 3 . 3 1995 L 

2220 3 s.w. 57 1H AV ENU E ro s . w. l 52 ND STREE T 2 4 3 . 3 1 784 L 

22204 WtS T 67TH AVENUE 

22205 N. W. 2 l~TH S TREE T TO N. W. l99TH STREET o 2 l. o 219 L 

22 206 ~.W . l Y9 TH STRE ET TO N.W. 170TH STREET 0 2 2 . 0 32 6 L 

222 0 7 wt ST FLAGL ER STR EET TO S. W. 64TH S TREET 2 4 4 .1 20 11 L 

22 208 S .W . 64TH STR EE T TO S . W. 72ND STREET 240.5 278 L 

22209 > .W . 1LNO S TRE ET TD S . W. 76TH STREET 2 4 0 . 3 171 L 

22 300 > . W. 7o TH , TR EE T TO U. S . 2 4 0.4 22 8 L 

22 307 S .w. 88TH STREE T TU S .W. 11 2 TH STREET 2 4 1.5 9 58 L 

22 500 5 . W. 11 2 TH STREE T TO OLD CU TL ER ROAD 2 4 1.5 935 L 

2250 5 ;, LS T 12 r; O AVENUE 

22506 s . w. 56TH ST REE T TO S . W. 88TH STR EET 2 2 2 .1 5"3 L 

CODE 
NO . 

22510 

2 2600 

22 60 3 

22604 

22605 

2 2 700 

22701 

22 703 

22 800 

2Z 80l 

23000 

2 30 0 1 

23 200 

2320 1 

23202 

23300 

2 3301 

2 3302 

2 3400 

2 3401 

2 3't02 

2 3't07 

23 4 08 

234 09 

23410 

23412 

23413 

2 3500 

23 508 

"' "' 



PRIORITY 2 CONT 

PR I NCIPAL STR EET SECTI ONS 

TAMI AMI CANAL ROAD 

N.W. 7T H S TR EET TO WES T FLA GLER STR EET 

SOUTH BAY DR I VE 

$ . W. 87TH AV ENUE TO S . W. l 02N D AVENUE 

WE ST 77 TH AV ENUE 

N.W. 215TH ST RE ET TO N. W. l 99TH STR EE T 

N. W. 19 9TH STREE T TO GO LDEN GLADES EX PRESSWAY 

WES T 82 ND AVENUE 

FLAG LER STRE ET TO S. W. BTH STREE T 

WtS T 84 TH AV ENUE 

S . w. l68TH STR EE T TO S. w. 184TH S TR EE T 

S . W. l84T H STREE T TO CAR I BBE AN BOUL EVARD 

WE ST 87TH AVENU E 

N. W. 183R D STR EE T TO OPA LOCKA EXPR ESS WAY 

OP A LOCK A EXPR ESS WAY TO OK EE CHOB EE ROAD 

OKEECHOB EE ROAD TO N. W. 74 TH STREE T 

OLD CUTL ER ROAD TO S. w. 232 NO STREET 

5 . W. 23 2ND STR EET TO SO UTH BAY DR I VE 

h ES T 9 7T H AV ENUE 

1 70 TH STREE T TO OPA LOCKA EXPR ESS WAY 

OPA l OC KA EXPR ESS WAY TO OKEE CHOBEE ROA D 

90 TH 5 TRE ET TO N. w. 74TH STREET 

N.W. 74 TH STRE ET TD EAST - WES T EX PRES SWAY 

5 . W. 24TH >TRE ET TD S .W . 4 0 TH STREET 

S . w. 40TH STREET TO S . W. 56 TH STREET 

s .w . 2 16T H STR EE T TO S. W. 248T H STRE ET 

~ ~S T 102ND AV ENUE 

5 . w. 248 TH STR EE T TO SOUTH BAY DR I VE 

WcS T 10 7 TH AV ENUE 

uKEEC HOBEE ROAD TD HI ALEAH EX PR ESS WAY 

TRAFFIC I-_, NO. I,~, 
L ANES ~ i 

ExiST.PR°oe~ ~ 

2 4 0 .8 

0 2 2 . 5 

0 2 1.0 

0 
w 
1- u 
<( 1-
~ z 
t-w 
en ::;; 
W W 

> 
...J O 
<("' 
I- (l. 

g ;§ 

4 13 

48 7 

2 92 

0 4 2 .6 1760 

2 2 0.5 99 

2 2 1. 0 158 

2 4 0 . 3 2 97 

0 2 3 . 2 3 39 

0 2 2. 3 307 

0 2 1. 7 363 

2 2 1 . 8 293 

2 2 0 .1 106 

0 2 2 . 1 2 46 

0 2 1 . 4 220 

0 2 0 .9 114 

0 2 4 . 2 767 

2 4 1 . 0 342 

2 4 1.1 469 

2 2 2 . 0 13 2 

0 2 1 . 2 159 

0 2 3 .5 4 21 

SYSTEM 
. CLASS 

EXI ST. 

L 

L 

L 

L 

l 

L 

L 

L 

L 

l 

l 

L 

l 

L 

L 

L 

l 

L 

L 

TABLE II (1985) CO NTINUEO 

CODE PR I NCIPA L ST RE E T SE CT IO NS 
NO. 

23600 

23601 

2 3650 

2365 1 

23700 

2370 1 

23702 

23800 

23801 

239 00 

23901 

23902 

2400 0 

24001 

24002 

24003 

24 012 

24013 

24 300 

243 0 1 

2430 2 

24303 

24304 

24307 

24308 

24310 

24400 

244 0 3 

245 0 0 

245 0 1 

HIAL EAH EXPRESSWAY TO EAS T-WE ST EXPR ESSWAY 

c AST- wES T EXPR ESS WAY TO s .w. 8 TH STR EE T 

S . W. 8TH S TRE ET TO S.W . 62ND STRE ET 

S .W. 72 ND STREET TO S . W. 8 8TH STR EE T 

S .W . 152ND .STRE ET TO S . H. 1 B4TH STREET 

S . W. 1B4TH STREET TO QUA i l ROO ST DRI VE 

s . w. 2 96TH STREET TO S .H. 32B TH STREE T 

S .W . 3lS TH STRE ET TO 5 . H. 344TH STREET 

Wc ST 117 TH AVENUE 

5 .W . 8TH STREE T TO S .H. 40TH STREET 

S . H. 40 TH STR EET TO SNAPPE R CREE K 

5 .H . 72 ND STREET TO S . W. 152ND STREE T 

WEST 12 7TH AV ENUE 

> . W. BTH STREc T TO S. W. 40TH STRE ET 

S . H. 40 TH STREET TO S .H. 136TH STREE T 

WEST 137TH AVE NUE 

EAST WEST EX PRESSW AY TD SH 8 TH STR EET 

U. S . 1 TU S.W . 288TH S TREET 

> .W. 28 dTH STREET TO S. W. 344 TH STREET 

ROBER GE BOU LEVARD 

S . W. 232ND STR EE T TO U. S . 1 

U. S. 1 TO ~ .W . 26 8 TH STR EET 

WEST 14 7TH AVEN UE 

S . W. 13 6T H STREET TO S. W. 1B4TH STREET 

S .H. 184TH STREE T TO U. S . 

WES T 15 7TH AVE NU E 

5 .W. 8TH STREE T TO S . H. 88 TH S TRE ET 

S . W. 8B TH STR EE T TO HcS T DAD E EX PRE SS WAY 

WEST D~D E t XPRESS WAY TO S. W. 28 0TH STREET 

h ~S T i o 7T H AV ENUE 

TR A FFIC I- ...J NO. II~! 
L ANES ~i 

EXiST.PROP.~ ~ 

0 2 4. 0 

2 2 l. lt 

2 2 3 . 6 

2 2 1.0 

2 2 2 . 5 

2 2 0.1 

533 

136 

192 

23 

492 

2 

SYST EM 
CLASS 

EXIST. 

l 

L 

L 

l 

L 

L 

0 2 2 .0 795 RSS 

0 2 1. 9 243 L 

2 2 2.0 205 L 

2 2 2 . 5 228 L 

2 2 5 . 0 52 1 U- P 

2 2 2 .1 90 L 

0 2 6.6 1038 L 

0 4 1 . 3 724 l 

2 2 2 .4 55 L 

2 2 3 . 4 104 R- P 

0 2 O. B 1 70 L 

0 4 1. 8 11 66 L 

2 2 3 . 0 97 L 

2 2 5 . 6 2 39 L 

0 2 5. 3 97 L 

0 2 6. 7 9 7 L 

2 2 5 . 2 557 L 

CODE 
NO. 

24502 

2 4 503 

245 04 

2450 6 

24508 

2-4509 

24 5 11 

2-4512 

24 700 

2470 1 

24702 

24704 

24800 

24801 

24 802 

2489't 

24900 

24905 

24906 

24950 

2495 1 

24 9 52 

25 000 

25 001 

25 002 

25 100 

25101 

251 02 

251 03 

2 5 200 

"' ... 
> 



PRIORITY 2 CONT. TABLE II (1985) CONTINUED 

PRINC IPA L STREET SECTIONS 

S.W. 15ZJID STREET TO WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY 

WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY TO S.W. Z48TH STREET 

S.W. 248TH STREET TO U.S. l 

U.S. l TO S.W. 328TH STREET 

NO. I~"'I TRAFFICl-...J 
LANE"S~-

ExiST.PRoP.~~ 

2 2 3.8 

2 2 2.3 

2 2 3.5 

2 2 1.4 

434 

98 

115 

207 

SYSTEM CODE 
CLASS NO . 

EXIST. 

L 

L 

L 

25201 

25202 

25203 

25204 

WEST 177TH AVE (KROME AVE) ANO KROME AVE EXTENSION 25400 

S.W. 136TH STREET TO S.W. 264TH STREET 

S.W. 264TH STREET TO S.W. 300TH STREET 

WEST 187TH AVENUE 

S.W. 216TH STREET TO S.W. 248TH STREET 

S.W. 248TH STREET TO S.W. 328TH STREET 

S.W. 328TH STREET TO S.W. 344TH STREET 

WEST 192NO AVENUE 

177TH AVENUE TO S.W. 187TH AVENUE 

S.W. 187TH AVENUE TO S.W. 288TH STREET 

S.W. 288TH STREET TO S.W. 344TH STREET 

WEST 217TH AVENUE 

S.W. 288TH STREET TO SR 27 

u.s. 

8ROWARO C/L TO NE 186TH STREET 

SNAKE CREEK CANAL TO NE 146TH STREET 

N.E. 55TH TERRACE TO N.E. 13TH STREET 

S.E. 2ND AVENU E-BRI CKELL AVENUE 

SE 4TH STREET TO SE 5TH STREET 

SE 5 TH STR EE T TO S. MIAMI AVENUE 

SOUTH DIXIE HIGHWAY 

S. MIAMI AVENUE TO S.W. 67TH AVENUE 

S .W. 67TH AVENUE TO S.W. 168TH STREET 

S .W. l68TH STR EE T TO S W. 184TH S TR EET -SB 

S.W. 184TH STR EE T TO S.W. 168TH STREET - NB 

5.w. l84TH STR EET TO QUAIL ROO ST DRIVE 

2 2 a.o 137 RSP 

2 2 2.4 44 RSP 

2 2 2.0 42 L 

2 2 8.1 173 L 

2 2 1.0 37 L 

0 4 1.5 1153 L 

0 2 3.0 514 L 

2 2 3.8 651 L 

2 2 6.5 llO L 

4 6 2.0 618 UPP 

4 6 1.9 682 UPP 

6 6 2 .a 925 UPP 

4 6 0.1 181 UPP 

4 6 1.9 1057 UPP 

6 6 7.3 2238 UPP 

4 6 6.6 2246 UPP 

2 3 1.0 800 UPP 

2 3 1.0 800 UPP 

4 6 0. 2 62 UPP 

25402 

25403 

25500 

25501 

25502 

25503 

2 5600 

25601 

25602 

25603 

25700 

25701 

25799 

25800 

2 5802 

25804 

25816 

25817 

25818 

25819 

25820 

25821 

2 5822 

25823 

25824 

PR INCI PA L STRE ET SEC T IO NS 

CARD SOUND ROAD TO S. CORDON LINE 

*****MIAMI BEACH FACILITI ES***** 

*****EAST- WEST TRAFFIC FLOW FACILITIES***** 

t!lSCAYNE STREET 

ALTON ROAD TO COLLINS AVENUE 

47TH STRE ET 

TRAFF IC I- .J NO. Il~I 
LANES ~i 

EX IST. PROP.~~ 

4 4 0.9 

2 4 0.3 

SYSTEM CODE 
CLASS NO. 

EXIST. 

185 RPP 25828 

32200 

32300 

324DO 

115 L 32401 

32720 

ALTON ROAD TO PINE TREE DRIVE 2 6 0.6 3140 L 32721 

PINE TREE DRIV E TO COLLINS AVENUE 

96TH STRE ET (SURFSIDE! 

E END OF BAY HARBOR ISLAND BRIDGE TO HARDING AVE 

HARDING AVENUE TO COLLINS AVENUE 

*****MIAMI BEACH FACILITI ES***** 

*****NORTH-SOUTH TRAFFIC FLOW FACILITIES***** 

COLL I NS AVENUE (SR AlA) 

BROWARD COUNTY LINE TO N.E. 195TH STR EE T BRIDGE 

0 6 0.3 1894 

2 4 0.2 

2 4 0.1 

L 

L 

L 

4 6 1.3 519 UPP 

N.E. l95TH STREET BRIDGE TO SUNNY ISLES BOULEVARD 4 6 1.8 - UPP 

SUNNY ISL tS BOULEVARD TO HAULOVER CUT BRIDGE 4 6 2.1 838 UPP 

HAULOVER CUT BRIDGE TO 96TH STREET 4 6 0.7 160 UPP 

88TH S TR EE T TO 71 ST S TRE ET 2 3 1.3 - UPP 

IMOIAN CR EEK DRIV E TO 44TH STREET 4 b 1.8 - UPP 

26TH STR EtT TO 23RD STREET 4 6 0.4 160 UPP 

2 3RD STR EE T TO SOUTH STH STR EE T 2 4 1.7 - UPP 

SOUTH 5TH STR EE T TO BI SC AYN E STREET 2 4 0.3 L 

HARDING AVENUE + ABBOTT AV ENUE 

96TH STREET TO 71ST STR EE T 2 3 2.1 L 

71ST STR EET TO 68TH STREET 2 3 0.2 L 

INDIAN CR EE K DRIV E 

ABBOTT AV E ~ UE TO 63RD STR EET 4 6 0. 5 57 L 

b 3RO ~ TR Ec T TO COLLIN S AV ENUE 2 3 0.2 L 

44TH STR EL I TO 2 6TH S TR EE T 2 0.8 101 L 

32722 

32900 

32901 

32902 

43200 

43201 

43300 

43301 

43302 

43303 

43304 

43306 

43301 

43311 

43312 

43313 

43400 

43401 

43402 

43500 

435D2 

43503 

43504 

"' "' 



PR IORITY 2 CONT 

PRINC IPA L STREET SECTIONS 

WASHINGTON AVENUE 

lST STREET TO BI SC AYN E STREET 

ALTON ROAD 

DAD E BOULEVARD TO SOU TH 5TH S TREET 

SOUTH >TH S TR EE T ro BISCAYNE STREET 

SOUTH BEACH-KE Y BISCAYNE CONNECTOR 

BISCAYNE STREET TO DODGEPORT ROAD EX TENS ION 

TRAFFIC >----' NO. Il~I 
LANES ~~ 

EXIST. PRDP.j ~ 

2 4 0.1 

4 6 1.3 

4 6 0.3 

0 

~I 
<1 
::;: 
-Z >-w 
~~ 

> 
...JO 
"'er >--"-
?~ 

0 4 Q.6 17418 

DODGEPDRT RO AD EXTENSION TO RICKENBACKER CAUSEWAY C 4 2.3 365 3 

SYSTEM 
CLASS 

EXIST. 

L 

L 

L 

L 

COOE 
NO. 

43700 

43703 

43800 

4 38 03 

43B04 

43 900 

1,3901 

43 90 2 

~ 



CHAPTER VII 
THE CONTINUING PLANNING PROCESS 

The development of the proposed 1985 Principal 
Street and Highway Plan for Metropolitan Dade 
County completes the Study's primary goal. There 
is, however, yet another major goal of this Study to 
be considered-inauguration of the continuing plan­
ning process which is vitally necessary in assuring 
the orderly development of Dade County's fast­
growing urban complex. 

The importance of this concept is reflected by the 
Federal Aid Highway Act of 1962 which established 
the requirement that federal participation in high­
way construction within urban areas of 50,000 or more 
population be confined to those where a continuing, 
cooperative transportation planning process is under­
way and provides a sound basis for such investments. 

The completion of this current study represents 
only the beginning of such a planning process, and 
the phases (or steps) shown in Figure 3 from which 
this 1985 Principal Street and Highway Plan has 
evolved must be kept up to date via such a process. 
The entire transportation planning process includes 
consideration of the following elemertts.31 

1. Economic factors affecting development 
2. Population 
3. Land use 
4. Transportation facilities including those for 

mass transportation 
5. Travel patterns 
6. Terminal and transfer facilities 
7. Traffic control features 
8. Zoning ordinances, subdivision regulations, 

building codes, etc. 
9. Financial resources 

10. Social and community-value factors 

The critical need for these continuing study ac­
tivities has been further stressed in a recent U. S. 
Department of Transportation (Bureau of Public 
Roads) memorandum (I. M. 50-4-68) which states 
" . . . . all studies will be required to have an ap­
proved continuing operations plan before they can 
be considered to be in the continuing phase.'' The 
Bureau's memorandum also provides general guide­
lines for the conduct of such a continuing operations 
plan. 

The basic functions and considerations inherent 

31 Bureau of Public Roads Policy and Procedure Memorandum 
PPM 50-9. 

in such an operations plan are presented on the fol­
lowing pages for use as a guide in the plan's formula­
tion. Actual plan formulation should be a cooperative 
effort on the part of all agencies involved. 

There are two basic functions in the continuing 
planning process : 

1. Periodic revision of the Plan to include the 
effect of unanticipated changes in development, 
travel habits, or technology. 

2. Periodic revision of the Plan to maintain a 20-
year program of street and highway needs. 

These functions are described briefly in the fol­
lowing paragraphs and in detail in the remaining 
sections of this chapter. 

"Unanticipated growth" refers to the possible de­
velopment of the area in a different pattern or at a 
different rate than projected during the base study. 
Travel patterns and habits may change within the 
urban area; if such changes are important enough, 
they will require a thorough re-evaluation of the plan 
proposed in the base study. Maintaining a continuing 
planning process, if effectively implemented, satisfies 
the transportation demands of the area in spite of 
these changes. This assumes, of course, commen­
surate effective control of land development as guided 
by the land use plan. 

It must also be assumed that , as time elapses, 
planning will be required to establish needs beyond 
the year of 1985. For this purpose, the study should 
be updated periodically. In such "updates'', growth is 
evaluated and future systems (beyond 1985) are tested 
with traffic related to the ne'"' growth projections and 
the travel characteristics anticipated for the new 
target year. 

Evaluating And Updating The Plan 

There is a need for a periodic re-projection of 
land and socio-economic development and its associ­
ated travel desires, even if there are no changes 
other than expected in the development of an area 
and even if travel habits do not change. There must 
be a plan developed and an extension of the program 
to meet these demands for the new design year. Of 
course, if there are changes in expected growth, travel 
patterns or technology, these would be incorporated 
in the methods and techniques utilized in arriving 
at the plan for the new target year. 

By using a "data bank" which is continually and 
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periodically updated to ]:epresent current conditions, 
new growth projections and new zonal estimates of 
travel-related characteristics may be made to reflect 
modifications in the land use plan which are to be 
recommended or explored. Using these new forecasts, 
review of the study's transportation proposals may be 
made yearly (or even more often) to check the ade­
quacy of the proposed future system. Such an annual 
review should consider the magnitude and location 
of growth by analysis area which can be readily 
translated and quantified by zones utilized for trans­
portation system analysis. Routine and continuing 
surveillance procedures should be established to cover 
specific summaries of existing administrative records 
such as building permits, school enrollment, new 
utility connections and other data which reflect the 
area's growth. An updating of the data is required 
for periodic analyses of the transportation system. 

The U. S. Department of Transportation (Bureau 
of Public Roads) indicates that "major" reviews shoul<l 
be performed at least every five years and major 
Plan re-evaluation undertaken at 10-year intervals. 
These reviews and updates should incorporate re­
study of growth trends, travel patterns and projection 
to a new design year to determine transportation 
needs beyond the base study or last major update. 

There is another important aspect of the continu­
ing planning study which must not be overlooked. 
There are many sectors of the public and private 
economy which are closely involved in the develop­
ment of the community and which could benefit from 
the study's ability to provide a continuing output of 
current and forecasted socio-economic, land use and 
travel data. Because of this, and since the study's 
value is limited until its output is applied to the de­
cision-making process, the findings of the continuing 
program should be made public. This may be done 
under auspices of an Annual Report and through 
periodic publication of data summaries. 

Figure 19 graphically displays the fundamental 
functions and methods constituting the continuing 
planning process. In order to continue the planning 
process from the point to which it was brought by 
the base study, reference must be made to the study's 
input and output data. For this reason, the study's 
Data Files have been assembled by the Consultant 
and submitted to the Florida State Road Depa1tment 
for safe-keeping. Details of the methods involved in 
the various activities required in the proper function 
of the continuing process are discussed in the sections 
of this Chapter which follow. 

Although this report deals with the Miami Urban 
Area Transportation Study activities, it is fitting to 

note at this point that similar studies are underway 
in the neighboring counties of Broward and Palm 
Beach. Inasmuch as these three Counties are rapidly 
developing into a single urban complex containing, 
currently, nearly 31% of the State's population, there 
is a growing need to supplement these existing studies 
with a single tri-counl-y program. Such a program 
could be developed in the continuing phase of each 
existing study. 

Yearly Procedures (Routine Review) 

It is recommended that the following procedui·es 
be carried out at least as often as once each year in 
the continuing planning process in order that sig­
nificant changes can be promptly detected and so 
that updating can be more easily accomplished. 

1. Keep existing land use, and socio-economic 
data current by traffic analysis zone. 

2. Keep transportation facility inventories current, 
including those for mass transportation. 

3. Maintain an adequate volume count program 
to provide coverage of area ( screenline, cordon 
and coverage counts). 

4. Review grmvth indices to determine if area 
is growing as anticipated. This should include 
consideration of social and community value 
factors, and the area's goals and objectives. 

5. Make routine analyses of deviations from land 
use and transportation plan. 

6. Review program of implementation and financ­
ing to re-evaluate immediate priorities (new 
5-year programs). This should include an 
evaluation of current and proposed zoning 
ordinances, sub-division regulations, building 
codes, etc. 

7. Revie\v operational improvements that might 
aid in providing a better roadway system. 

8. Review the development of terminal and trans­
fer facilities to assure compatibility with the 
transportation and land use plan. 

9. Prepare and publish an Annual Report, sum­
marizing study activities and findings. 

During the base study, the primary responsibilities 
for carrying out procedures corresponding to the 
above were assigned to the several participating 
agencies as follows: 
Metropolitan Dade County Planning Department: 
. . . . . . . . . . Items 1, 2'\ 4, 5, 6°, 8 
Florida State Road Department: 

. Items 2", 3, 6" 
Technical Advisory Committee: 

. . Items 6°, 7, 9 

~ Joint responsibility with one or more other agencies. 



GUIDELINES FOR THE CONTINUING 1 .R ANSPORTATION PLANNING PROCESS 

Data Bank Tools 
Quantifications of existing and Trip Generation Models. Trip 
forecasted land activity by Distribution Models. Modal 

ROUTINE ANALYSES traffic zone; other forecasts, Split Model. Etc. 
Examination and factual testing of trends, reference tables. Reject suggested project 
suggested transportation projects ' or Plan change. 
or localized land use plan modifica----- ...... k tions . Utilize most recent forecast. - --I Apply appropriate models to test - OR 

for effect of a project or a pro-
REACT TO LAND USE AND SOCIO- posed land use modification. Accept and make localized 
ECONOMIC CHANGE -4 ,..Review and confirm or modi-_ Plan change with policy 
Sense significant changes in land use --- fy all land use and socio-eco- ............ ~pply appropriate models with_ decision. 
from that anticipated in Plan, and nomic forecasts. modified land use forecasts to 
determine need for major revision. test for Plan adequacy or need ~ E"abli•h need fo< no 

for change. change or for minor change 
REACT TO TRAVEL HABIT CHANGE with policy decision. 
Sense significant changes in travel Test and modify or recalibrate r 
characteristics from those described--- N ~Utilize most recent forecasts~ ,___ models if so indicated, AND OR 
in Models, and determine need for Apply new models to test for 
Model and Plan modifications. Plan adequacy or need for l Eotabli•h need fo< majo< 

change. change and proceed with 
REACT TO TECHNOLOGICAL CHANGE Improve data bank techniques; ,.policy decision. 
Investigate and evaluate new transporta-_. ~ utilize data in researching for- f--l ..Explore and evaluate new devel- _ 
tion planning and transportation techno - better planning tools and in opments in transportation plan-
logy; apply facilities, as appropriate, t o plan improvement. ning techniques and models; Provide data support for 
improve procedures and modify Plan. apply, as appropriate, to im- implementation activities, 

prove Plan. e.g., design volumes, 
HELP IMPLEMENT THE PLAN H ~etrieve data as required functional design, cost 
Develop cooperative relationships --- for special studies to support Utilize corn.puter, as required,_ / estimates. 
among all agencies concerned; jointly program implementing to retrieve and/or produce spec-
develop schedules and budgets; achieve activities. ial summaries of data. Adopt and Implement 
acceptance of the program by the pub- Updated Plan. 
lie and public bodies. 

PERIODIC REVIEW, UPDATE PLAN 
FOR NEW TARGET YEAR 
Utilizing findings of the steps above, Extend forecasts to new tar- - --.; ~Develop and test Plan to meet new µ 

the Plan must be extended to meet -get year. target year taking into account 
the needs of a new design year. new or revised tools found above. 

FIGURE 19 Ci) 
c:o 
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It is suggested. that, in establishing the operations 
plan for the continuing study, consideni.tion be given 
to a similar assignment of responsibility as a starting 
point for policy discvssion. Consideration may also 
be given to the continuance of the same organizational 
relationships (see Figure 2) established in the base 
study. 

Major Five-Year (or More Frequent) Review 

The following is an outline of procedures to be 
followed at five-year (maximum) intervals. 

1. If not previously done, determine adequacy of 
base study models using one of the methods 
described later in this report. 

2. If necessary, develop new travel models. 
3. Extend land development forecasts to nev,r de­

sign year. 
4. Predict travel desires for design year using base 

study Or' updalecl models. 
5. Assign these desires to transportation plan de­

veloped during base study or last major update. 
6. Take into account any technological develop­

ment in transportation systems or transportation 
planning techniques. 

7. Develop new plan to meet new demands. 
8. Assign travel desires to new plan. 
9. Develop cost estimates, priorities and program 

for new plan. 
10. Prepare and publish a special report present­

ing the updated plan. 
11. Adopt and implement updated pian. 

The responsibility for performing corresponding 
functions during the base study suggests that con­
sideration be given to assigning these tasks as follows: 
Metropolitan Dade County Planning Department: 

. Items 3, 6'", 7", 11 <> 

Florida State Rm.i.d Department: 
. Items 1, 2, 4, 5, 6'\ 7°, 8, 9, 11 <> 

Technical Advisory Committee: 
. Items 64

, 7", 10, IP 

" Joint responsibilily with one or more other agencies. 

Major Ten-Year (or More Frequent) Re-evflluation 

At ten-year maximum intervals, the study organiza­
tion should: 

1. Assess changes in technology, growth assump~ 
tions and new sources or distribution pol.i.cies 
for public funds. 

2. Initiate a major review of the transportation and 
land use plan, including pianning goals and 
objectives. 

3. Review population, enonomic and employment 

forecasts. 
4. Re-analyze the full transportation network, in­

cluding re-examination of i:he role assumed for 
mass transit facilities. This analysis should also 
include examination of the relationships be­
tween parking and land use densities. 

5. Re-evaluate fina;1cial resources available for 
improvement needs and extension of the pri­
ority project program. 

6. Prepare and publish a special report presenting 
the new plan and program. 

The handling of conesponcl.ing responsibilities 
during the base study suggests that the following 
delegation of the above tasks be considered: 
Metropolitan Dade Counly Planning Department: 

. Items l ", 2", 3, 4-:., 54 

Florida State Road Departrrnmt: 
. Hems 1-:., 2", 4", 5') 

Technical Advisory Committee: 
Items l", 2", 411, 5°, 6 

~~~~~~~~~~~~ 

0 Joint responsibility with one or more other agencies. 

Reaction to Change in Arca Development 

The development of che area must be continuously 
evaluated to determine i£ growth and change is pro­
ceeding as predicted during the basic or last major 
update phase of the process. This should become a 
routine activity. As changes develop that could affect 
transportation, measures of their effect on traffic 
forecasts must be made by utilizing existing travel 
models. Changes in land development may necessi­
tate minor changes in the system, or may require 
major revision and updating of the proposed system. 
At intervals not to exceed five years, new projections 
of area development should be made for a new design 
year. Using these prnjections, travel should be fore­
casted with the existing or revised models, and a 
revised plan <leveloped to meet the newer demands. 
'Vhen changes in area development are to be tested, 
the corresponding data in the Study Files musi: be 
updated. 

Since it is impossible to predict the exact growth 
of an area, there wi.ll be modifications to the predicted 
features of hind use development that will occur at 
points in time between scheduled updates. In addi­
tion, there will be requests for mi..rior modliications 
or variances made to the transportation plan. lt is 
necessary thai: these changes and modifications be 
evaluated as they affect the entire transpmtation 
system. The majority of these cases can be evaluated 
using an engineering approach without the need for 
detailed quantitative analysis. However, it will be 



desirable, even necessary in some instances, to im­
mediately evaluate quantitatively the effect of these 
changes on the total plan. A significant change in 
anticipated land development, such as the unexpected 
introduction of a new large industry or shopping cen­
ter, must be quantified (expressed in employment, 
square footage, etc.) and entered into the files of 
related data in prescribed format (the "data bank"). 
With the revised data, new forecasts of trips may be 
made, distributed and assigned to the network repre­
senting the Plan. The results of such an assignment 
must then be compared to the original assignment, the 
effect of the change evaluated and, if necessary, the 
Plan revised. 

Even though such routine analyses are done from 
time to time in the icontinuing planning process to deter­
mine the effect of minor iarid use and socio-economic 
change from that which has been anticipated, a close 
watch must be kept on the total picture of this devel­
opment. Changes which will have a great effect on 
the required transportation system, such as the indus­
trialization of a large area previously planned as 
residential, must be anticipated at the earliest possible 
stages in the process. Once these changes have been 
sensed, the task of determining their effect is much 
the same as the routine analysis. Such analysis, if 
done in time, substantially improves the factual basis 
required for enlightened decisions pertaining to access 
provisions, zoning and other regulatory matters. 

Indicators of Land Use and Socio-Economic Change 

Numerous methods are available for sensing 
changes in the development of the area. These will 
not be discussed in detail in this report but are out­
lined generally below: 

l. Area-wide analysis of predicted versus actual 
growth for the following variables: 
a) Population 
b) Employment 
c) Automobiles 

2. The same type analysis can be performed for 
various sub-divisions of the urban area-at least 
on a district by district basis. 

3. Visual comparison of existing general land use 
with that existing in base year and that pre­
dicted for design year to ensure same general 
development as predicted. 

Steps To Be Taken When Major Development Change 
Is Sensed 

The following steps should be taken when an in­
dication of major change in land use and socio­
economic development is detected: 

1. Complete the review and confirm or re-forecast 
all land use and socio-economic quantities con­
tained in the data bank that are used in trip 
generation equations. 

2. Utilizing the re-forecasted data from above and 
the models developed in the base study or most 
recent revision thereof, determine the trip gen­
eration and distribution for those conditions. 

3. Assign these travel desires to the network repre­
Sfa'lting the plan and determine deficiencies 
(or facilities no longer warranted). 

4. Should plan changes be required in the trans­
portation plan, develop a plan, estimate of costs 
and a new program for implementation of the 
revised plan. 

Reaction to Travel Pattern Change 

Another major activity requiring close attention 
in the continuing planning process is the periodic 
determination of whether travel models developed 
under the base study are still valid representations of 
current travel habits. If such a condition is found not 
to exist, it is then necessary to revise the models, re­
forecast the design year travel and detem1ine what 
effect this has on the plan. Revisions might range 
from minor adjustment to major revamping of the 
plan. 

Major changes in travel habits would require re­
visions of the mathematical models for estimating trip 
generation, trip distribution and modal split. Analysis 
of the adequacy of the travel models must be checked 
at intervals as a part of the continuing planning pro­
cess. 

Where it is suspected that travel characteristics 
in a certain part of the area (e.g. the beach) or for all 
of the area differ substantially from those described 
by existing models, a sampling of travel should be 
designed which is statistically adequate to check the 
models, and, if necessary re-calibrate them or develop 
new ones. The need for such model improvement 
will most likely become evident through future appli­
cations of the models; i.e., in the event they begin 
producing solutions which appear unreasonable in 
comparison with observed values. If the models are 
found to need revision and new or re-calibrated 
models are developed, new forecasts of design year 
travel must be made and the effect on the plan 
evaluated. 

There are several methods available to determine 
whether travel habits have changed significantly. 
These methods can range from a complete origin and 
destination survey and subsequent model adequacy 
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checks, to a relatively simple application of models to 
existing conditions with a comparision of assignment 
results to volume counts throughout the area. 

Methods not involving the collection of new origin 
and destination data are listed below: 

1. Estimate existing travel using trip generation 
and distribution models and existing land use 
data. Assign the resulting travel desires to the 
existing system and compare to volume counts 
throughout the area. 

2. Re-estimate existing travel by trip generation 
and distribution models and, instead of assign­
ing these trips to the existing system, synthe­
size their screenline crossings and compare 
results to the existing screenline volumes. 

3. Test trip generation models by estimating trips 
to and from certain areas and comparing to 
volume counts entering and leaving each area. 

Any method of testing model adequacy which in­
volves collection of 0-D data will be much more in­
volved and expensive than those methods described 
above; however, several such more complex methods 
available are outlined below: 

1. Complete external cordon and internal home 
interview and truck and taxi surveys such as 
conducted in the base study. With this 0-D 
data the models previously developed could be 
tested utilizing present land use data and the 
travel desires determined from the 0-D survey. 
If existing models are found to need revision, 
new models could be developed from the data 
available. 

2. Interview of small sample of dwellings from all 
zones in the study area utilizing one of the fol ­
lowing methods : 

a) Telephone 
b) Mailed Questionnaire 
c) Dwelling Unit Interview 

Selection of the .appropriate method . may be 
made at the time the study design is prepared. 

3. Interview of cluster sample of zones using one 
of the methods mentioned above. 

4. Roadside interview of sample on screenHnes 
and cordon. 

Travel desires shown by the 0-D data collected 
must be compared to those predicted by the models 
developed during the base study using updated 
existing land use and socio-economic data. If the 
models are, found to require revision, appropriate 
procedures must be followed to make the revisions 
and to determine the effect on the transportation plan. 

Steps To Be Taken If Models Shown Inadequate 

The following general procedures are necessary 
if the travel models are found to not represent existing 
travel patterns: 

1. Using new 0 -D data and updated land use and 
socio-economic da ta, develop new trip genera­
tion, distribution and modal split models. 

2. Utilizing most recPnt forecast of socio-economic 
and land use data for design year, predict 
design year travel patterns. 

3. Ass1g:n these desires to the present plan and 
c.lete1 mine changes necessary. 

4. DeYelop revised plan, estimate of costs, pro­
gram, etc .. to adequately serve new forecasted 
demands. 

Transportation System Modification 

An analys is similar to the one outlined for develop­
ment change can be used for testing any proposed 
modification to the transportation netvvork, such as 
the construction of an unplanned waterway crossing. 
Trip tabl es developed during the base study or last 
major update would simply be assigned to the system 
with the proposed change and this change evaluated 
as it affects the entire Plan. With these data avail­
able, a decision could be made as to whether the 
change \.vould b e accepted or rejected, and, if ac­
cepted, w·hat other system modifications would be 
necessary to ensure an adequate plan. 

Reaction to Technological Change 

An equall~' important consideration, requiring 
close attention in the continuing planning process, is 
that of technological change. This change will occur 
both in transportat1011 systems available for use (new 
or improved modes of transportation), and in the 
techniques an d processes available for transportation 
planning. As technological changes occur and become 
accepted, their effect on the existing plan should be 
quantified and necessary revisions to the Plan made. 

Transportafion Planning Techniques 

The techniques used in the transportation plan­
ning process for this base stu<ly have been described 
in the tedmicn_l reports published prior to this report. 
These methods were accepted by the Technical Ad­
visory Committee, the Florida State Road Depart­
ment and the lT. S. Department of Transportation 
(Bureau of Public Roads) and generally define the 
"state of the art" during the study period. The state 
of the art of transportatio11 planning will change as 
research brings about new "discoveries". These might 
include new procedures for determining trip genera­
tion, distribution, modal split , and assignment. Re-



search to keep abreast of such developments should, 
itself, be a continuing activity of the planning process. 
The techniques used in the process should always be 
the most improved ones available. 
Transportation Systems 

It is possible that in the future new modes of 
transportation or improvements in operating various 
modes may invalidate the use of various mathematical 
models. Actually, technological improvements in 
transportation systems can cause a change in travel 
habits as discussed in the previous section of this 
chapter. With the advent of such changes, it will, of 
course, be necessary to thoroughly explore the effects 
on the models and on the Plan. 

Summary 

Throughout the several sections of this chapter 
the need for a continuing, cooperative transportation 
planning process has been defined. Meeting this 
need is vital if traffic problems, so noticeable today, 
are not to be compounded in the future. 

The community must recognize also that failure 
to effect a continuing program could result in the loss 
of Federal (and State) highway construction funds, 
placing a tremendous financial burden on local 
government. The basic functions which constitute 

the continuing transportation planning process have 
been outlined herein. It is clear that some sizable 
effort will be required to delegate responsibilities for 
organizing and performing these functions . The legal, 
political and financial ramifications involved with this 
should be reconciled in the immediate future. 

As described earlier, the agencies which were 
responsible for various parts of the base study are 
the logical agencies to be considered in delegating 
responsibilities for the necessary immediate continu­
ing efforts . The financing of these efforts must be 
established; consideration should be given to sharing 
these as they were for the base study. Although there 
has been no formal budget for the entire study, work 
responsibilities were assigned through agreements 
which, in effect, allocated the burden of cost. 

It is fitting to reiterate a point which was made 
at the beginning of this chapter: completion of the 
Miami Urban Area Transportation Base Study is only 
the first of many steps which can lead to the orderly 
development of the urban area. The considerations 
and procedures outlined on the preceding pages have 
pointed the way toward the objective-the next step 
is up to citizens of Dade County, represented by their 
local governing bodies, and in cooperation with the 
permanent study committees which exist. 
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TABLE OF ESTIMATED UNIT COSTS 

Cost/Mile Typical 
Type of Number Right-of-Way in Thousands Section 
Facility of Lanes in Feetl of Dollars No. Remarks 

FREEWAYS 

Rural 6 320-250 530 2 

4 300-200 422 1 All Freeways-Additional costs 

Outlying 6 320-250 486 2 
to be included for interchanges, 

& grade separations and structures. 

Intermediate 4 300-250 412 1 

Downtown, 8-Lane 
& other Certain Facilities SPECIAL CONSIDERATIONS 4-11 

EXPRESSWAYS 

Rural 6 320-250 475-450 2 

4 300-200 412-390 1 All Expressways - Additional 

Outlying 6 320-250 455-430 2 costs to be included for inter-
changes, grade separation and 

4 300-200 400-375 1 structures. 

Intermediate 6 250-200 500-475 3 

4 300-200 450-425 1 

Downtown, 8-Lane 
& other Certain Facilities SPECIAL CONS ID ERA TIO NS 4-11 

6-LANE DIVIDED 
ARTERIALS 

Outlying 6 250-150 470 20 New contsruction 

6 300-106 270 34 2 new lanes and resurfacing 
existing 

1 Range indicates desirable-acceptable; dependent on median, etc. 
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Table of Estimated Unit Costs (Continued) 

Cost/Mile Typical 
Type of Number Right-of-Way in Thousands Section 
Facility of Lanes in Feet of Dollars No. Remarks 

2-LANE ARTERIALS 

Rural 2 150- 70 158 29 Primary rural highway 
2 150- 60 130-100 29, 30 Rural highway or road 

Outlying 2 150- 70 158 29, 40 New construction, rural type 
area 

2 70(60) 250 31 New construction 

Intermediate &c 
Downtown 2 70(60) 315-280 31 New construction 

ONE-WAY PAIRS 

Intermediate 3 75- 64 306 32 New construction 
2 70- 50 230 33 New construction 

Downtown 3 75- 64 317 32 New construction 
2 70- 50 250 33 New construction 

SERVICEABLE 
4-LANE ARTERIALS 

4 Use Existing R.O.W. 40 36 Resurfacing only 
4 Min. R.O.W. 45 36 Resurfacing and widening 

Acquisition 
4 Min. R.O.W. 70 35 Resurfacing and widening 

Acquisition 

SERVICEABLE 
2-LANE ARTERIALS 

Rural 
Type a 2 Use Existing R.O.W. 20 37 Resurfacing only 

Rural & Outlying 
Type b 2 150- 70 40 37 Widening and Resurfacing 

Intermediate &c 
Downtown 2 70- 60 60 38 Widening and Resurfacing 



Table of Estimated Unit Costs (Continued) 

Cost/Mile Typical 
Type of Number Right-of-Way in Thousands Section 
Facility of Lanes in Feet of Dollars No. Remarks 

Intermediate 6 120-104 500 21 New construction 

6 300-106 290 34 2 new lanes and resurfacing 
existing 

4-LANE DIVIDED 
ARTERIALS 

Rural 4 220-150 370 22 New construction 
4 220-130 180 22, 23 2 new lanes and resurfacing 

existing 

Outlying 4 220-150 340 22, 23 New construction 
4 108-100(96) 438-412 24 New construction, 20' - 15' 
4 220-130 150 22, 23 median with parking 

2 new lanes and resurfacing 
existing 

Intermediate 4 108-100(96) 449-422 24 New construction 
4 114- 82 396-370 25, 39 New construction 

Downtown 4 108-100(96) 460-432 24 New construction 
4 96- 82 410-380 25 New construction, 20' - 15' 

median, no parking and special 
consideration 

SPECIAL MULTI-LANE 

Special Consideration 28 

4-LANE UNDNIDED 
ARTERIALS 

Intermediate 4 88(78) 343 26 New construction 
4 72(66) 327 27 New construction 

Downtown 4 88(78) 360 26 New construction 
4 72(66) 350 27 New construction 

( ) indicates minimum Right-of-Way for pavement section 

00 ...... 



Cost Typical Remarks 
Type Number of Per Section 
Facility Lanes Unit Unit No. 
--

INTERCHANGE RAMPS 

Diamond 1 (lq') Per"Quadrant $50,000 
Cloverleaf 2 (16') Per-Quadrant $110,000 
Directional 1 (16') Per Foot $50.00 

STRUCTURES 

Over Canal 

General 2 Per Structure $25,000 Assumed 5()! length and 44' 
roadway 

4 Per Structure $52,000 Assumed 50' length and 2@ 42' 
roadway 

4 Per Structure $46,000 Assumed 50' length and 74' 
roadway 

At Interchanges 
2-lane over 
4-lane 2(f med. Per Crossing $90,000 150' length, 44' roadway 
4-lane over 
4-lane 20' med. Per Crossing $170,000 150' length, 2 @ 42' roadway 

2-lane over 
4-lane 40' med. Per Crossing $95,000 170' length, 44' roadway 

4-lane over 
4-lane 40' med. Per Crossing $180,000 170' length, 2 @ 42' roadway 

Over Canals & 
Rivers 

Special 2 See Remarks Cost = 44' x $13 x Length of 

4 Structure 60
1
-200' 

Crossing 
See Remarks Cost = 2 x 42' x $13 x Length of 

4 Structure 200'-250' See Remarks 
Crossing 
Cost = 7 4' x $13 x Length of 

Over 250
1

" 

Crossing 
4 See Remarks Cost = 2 x W" x $13 x Length 

of Crossing 
6 See Remarks Cost = 2 x 54' x $13 x Length of 

Crossing 

Intracoastal Waterway 4 Special" See Remarks Cost = 2 x W" x Z x Length of 
Crossing 
Z = unit cost varies $20 to $85 00 

" Special consideration given to long structures as to width (W) and safety requirements. 
cu 
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MIAMI URBAN AREA TRANSPORTATION STUDY 
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SHEET NUMBER I 

AREA TRANSPORTATION 
OCTOBER, 1968 

MEL CONNER EA ASSOCIATES, INC. 
0 .2 4 .6 .8 1.0 

SCALE IN MILES 
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0 .2 4 .6 .8 1.0 SHEET NUMBER 2 
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APPENDIX C 

DETAIL TABULATION OF THE RECOMMENDED 
PRINCIPAL STREET PLAN 

Legend of Codes and Abbreviations Used: 

N 

NA 

v 
Rock 

Exp-St 

Dirt 

No Major Improvement Recommended 

Not Available 

Variable Width 

Rock Roadway Surface 

Express Street Facility 

Dirt Roadway 

R. 0. W. description noted as two numbers (xx-xx) indicates 

variation of right-of-way widths. 

Pavement description noted as follows: three numbers 

(xx-xx-xx) indicates lane width with first and third number 

and median width with middle number, while two numbers 

(xx-xx) indicates variable pavement width (no median). 

Explanation of System Designation: Urban 

Federal Aid Primary - State Primary UPP 

Federal Aid Primary - State Secondary UPS 

Federal Aid Secondary - State Primary USP 

Federal Aid Secondary - State Secondary USS 

State Primary U-P 

State Secondary U-S 

County Road L 

Municipal Street L 

Toll T 

Other 0 

Rural 

RPP 

RPS 

RSP 

RSS 

R-P 

R-S 

L 

L 

T 

0 



APPENDIX C 
DETAIL TABULATION OF THE RECOMMENDED PRINCIPAL STREET PLAN 

Figure 11 depicts the 1985 Principal Street Plan 
as it was initially presented in Technical Report No. 6. 
Figures 18 and 18A illustrate the major improve­
ments necessary to develop the 1985 Principal Street 
Plan. A section-by-section description of the recom­
mended plan elements was, along with the detailed 
study and review, prepared as shown on the following 
pages, and includes the following information: 

1. Name and limits of each section of principal 
streets. 

2. Existing rights-of-way and pavement widths. 
( In some cases these were estimated from aerial 
photography due to lack of inventory data.) 

3. Proposed right-of-way and pavement widths. 
(When "N" is shown in the table no major im­
provement is recommended for the section.) 

4. The number of lanes for moving traffic, along 
with a typical cross-section reference to Ap­
pendix A, Part I. 

5. The length in miles to the nearest one-tenth. 

6. Priority rating as illustrated in Figures 18 and 
18A and listed in Table XII. 

7. Estimated cost subdivided into roadway cost, 
major structure cost, and right-of-way cost. 

8. Existing and assumed system classification as 
described in Chapter VI. 

9. Reference code number (assigned geographical­
ly to expressways, north-south arterials and 
east-west arterials). 

10. A list of notes explaining the abbreviations 
used in the table as well as providing general 
remarks explaining the table. 
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CJDE 
NO. 

PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS 

00000 *****FREEWAY~ AND EXPRE~~WAYS***** 

00001 *****EAST-WEST TRAFFIC MOVEMENT FACILITIES***** 

OGlOO SNAKE CREEK EXPRESSWAY 

00101 1-95 TO N.E. llTH AVE 

00102 N.E. 12TH AVE. TO Sit 7 lU.S.441 l 

00103 SR 7 lU.S.441) TO N.W. 27TH AVE 

00104 ~.E. 27TH AVE TU N.W. 57TH AVE 

00105 N.W. 57TH AVE TO COUNTY LINE 

00106 COUNTY LINE TO N.W. 170TH STREET 

00107 N.W. 170TH STREET TO OPA LOCKA EXPRESSWAY 

00200 GOLDEN GLADES EXPRESSWAY 

00201 1-95 TO LEJEUNE-DOUGLAS EXPRESSwAY 

G0202 LEJEUNE-DOUGLAS EXPRESSWAY TO PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY 

00300 OPALUCKA EXPRES~WAY 

00301 INTERAMA EXPRESSWAY TO I-95 

00302 1-95 TO N.W. 27TH AVENUE 

00303 N.W. 27TH AVE TO LEJEUNE DOUGLAS 

00304 LEJEUNE-DOUGLAS EXPRESSWAY TD PALMETTC EXPRESSWAY 

00305 PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY TO wEST DADE EXPRESSWAY 

00310 BEACH CAUSEWAY 

OC311 ALTuN RO TO BISCAYNE BAY 

00312 BISCAYNE BAY TO INTERAMA EXPRESSWAY 

00400 HIALEAH EXPRESSWAY 

00401 lNTERAMA EXPRESSWAY TO 1-~5 

00402 1-95 TO LEJEUNE-DOUGLAS EXPRESSftAY 

00403 LEJtuNE-DOUGLAS EXPRESSWAY TO N.w. 52 AVE 

00404 M.W. 52 AVE TO PALMETTO EXPRESSftAY 

U0405 PALM~TTO EXP~ESSWAY TO WEST DAD~ EXPRESSWAY 

00500 1-1')5 

uUSOl ALTON ROAD ru [~TRACOASTAL WATE~wAY 

R.OW. 
WIDT>-1 

FT 

APPENDIX C 
PRINCIPAL STREET PLAN TABULATION 

(THOUSANDS OF DOLLARS) 

EXISTING 
PAVE M'T 
WIJTH 

FT 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

PROPOSED 
NO. R.O.W. PAVEM'T° NO. 

TRAFFIC WIDTH WIDTH TRAFFIC 
LANES l ANES FT FT 

0 0 250 24-50-24 4 

0 0 L50 24-50-24 4 

0 0 250 24-50-24 4 

0 0 300 24-74-24 4 

0 0 300 24-74-24 4 

0 0 300 24-74-24 4 

0 0 300 24-74-24 4 

_JIO <t z 
~I-' 
Cl.u 
>-w 
I-(/\ 

II(/\ ;. w -I- _J 0: 

~~ 0 
w 0: 
_J ~ n.. 

0.9 2 

1 1.7 2 

2.3 2 

3.0 2 

4.2 2 

2.3 2 

1.9 2 

200 24-40-24 4 N 36-16-36 6 10 3.0 2 

300 24-40-24 4 N 36-16-36 6 10 4.3 2 

0 0 0 L50 36-26-36 6 3 2.3 2 

0 0 0 250 36-26-36 6 3 2.2 2 

0 0 0 250 36-26-36 6 3 l. 3 2 

0 0 0 L50 24-50-24 4 l 3.5 2 

0 0 0 300 24-50-24 4 4.0 2 

0 0 0 600 24-30-24 4 3.0 2 

0 0 0 v 36-26-36 6 3 o.5 2 

0 0 0 250 36-40-36 6 2 1. 0 2 

0 0 0 250 36-40-36 6 2 3. 5 2 

0 0 0 275 24-64-24 4 1.2 2 

0 0 0 275 24-64-24 4 2.5 

0 0 0 300 24-74-24 4 4.0 2 

NA 36- V-36 6 N N 6 2.5 c 

ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT 
COST 

SYSTEM 
CLASS 

RDWY. 

205 

375 

525 

1288 

1388 

640 

590 

716 

401 

3330 

3100 

1350 

3810 

1900 

4606 

474 

1080 

3965 

1480 

2220 

1900 

MAJOR 
STRUCT. 

303 

393 

119 

382 

361 

4020 

2320 

655 

1315 

5600 

3385 

R.O.W. TOT. EXIST. 

900 ll05 L 

1726 2101 L 

1278 1803 L 

1591 L 

1781 L 

554 1313 L 

547 ll37 l 

1098 UPP 

762 UPP 

7400 1'\750 l 

5400 10820 L 

1040 3045 L 

3370 8495 l 

700 2600 l 

112 10318 L 

5270 9129 l 

9180 627.\ 16534 L 

2898 16490 23353 l 

650 6550 8680 L 

1350 950 4520 L 

700 2600 L 

- UPP 

-0 
00 



CODE 
NO. 

PR INC IPAL STREET SE CTI ONS 

00502 INfRACOASTAL WAfERWAY TO INfERA~A EXPRESSWAY 

00503 INTtRAMA EXPRES~WAY TO 1-95 

OObOO AIR~ORT EXPRESSWAY 

00601 1-9' TO LEJEUNE-DOUGLAS EXPRESSWAY 

00602 LEJcUNE-DOUGLAS EXPRESSWAY TO LEJEUNE ROAD 

00700 EASf-WEST EXPRESSWAY (INCLUDES 1-395) 

00701 MACARTHUR CAUSEWAY TO E. 2ND AVENUE 

00702 E. 2ND AVENUE TO 1-95 

00703 1-95 TO LEJEUNE-DOUGLAS EXPRESSWAY 

00704 LEJiUNE-DOUGLAS EXPRESSWAY TO PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY 

00705 PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY TO WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY 

00706 WEST OAOE EXPRESSWAY TO W 137 AVENUE 

00800 ~NAPPER CREEK EXPRESSWAY 

00801 SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY TO SOUTH DADE EXPRESSWAY 

OQ899 * *** *NORTH-SOUTH TRAFFIC MOVEMENT FACILITIES* **** 

00900 INTERAMA EXPRESSWAY 

00901 l-95(CONN TO SN CR EXPWYl TO N.E. 195 ST CAUSEWAY 

00902 NE 195 STREET CAUSEWAY TO NE l86TH STREET 

00903 NE 186 STREE T TO SN AK E CREEK CANAL 

00904 SNAKE CREEK CANAL TO SUNNY ISLES BLVD 

00905 SUNNY ISLES ~LVD TO OPA LOCKA EXPWY 

00906 OPA LOCKA EXPWY TO HIALEAH EXPWY 

0 0907 HIALcAH EXPRESSwAY TO 1-195 

OU90B I-1~5 TO N.W. 9TH STREET 

00909 N .~. 9TH STREET TO S.W. STREET 

00910 S.W. lST STREET TO 1-95 CS.W. 29TH ROAD) 

01000 I-~~ 

01001 ~RJ~A~O COUNTY LINE EXPWY TO MIAMI GARDENS INTERCH 

01002 MIAMI GARDENS l ~ TERCHANGE TO GOLDEN GLADES INTERCH 

0 1003 uOLDEN GLADE~ INTERCHANGE TO N.h. l35TH ST 

APPENDIX C CONTINUED 

PROPOSED 
R. OW. 

EXI STING 
PAVE MT 
WIJ"'."'i 

FT 

NO. ROW PAVE MT NO. 
WIDTH 

FT. 
TRAFFI C .VIOTH 
LANES FT. 

WIDTH TRAFFI C 
FT. LANES 

NA 36- 4-36 6 N N 6 

NA 36- 6-36 6 N N 6 

200 36-20-36 6 N N 6 

2DO- V 36- V-36 6 N N 6 

200-250 NA 6 N N 6 

220-250 NA B N N B 

200-250 36-13-36 6 N N 6 

200-300 36- V-36 6 N N 6 

0 0 0 300 24-50-24 4 

0 0 0 300 24-64-24 4 

0 0 0 200 24-50-24 4 

0 0 0 275 24-50-24 4 

0 0 0 300 48-26-48 8 

NA 22-25-22 4 JOO 48-26-48 8 

0 0 0 300 48-26-48 8 

0 0 0 300 48-26-48 B 

0 0 0 100-LOO 36-10-36 6 

0 0 0 100 36-10-36 6 

0 0 0 100 36-10-36 6 

0 0 0 100 DISTRIBUTORS 

0 0 0 100 36-10-36 6 

II:;] !::I f- __J er 
(!)- 0 
z::?: -w er 
_J ~ a.. 

1.0 c 

0.9 0 

3.3 0 

0.5 0 

0.3 0 

1.0 0 

3.3 0 

4.3 0 

l 3.9 2 

l 2.1 2 

l 2.9 

1.9 

5 0.7 

5 1.2 

5 0.3 

5 3.2 

1 3. 1 2 

7 1.9 2 

7 1.6 2 

9 0.7 2 

1 1.9 2 

NA 24-70-24 4 N 48-22-46 B 11 3.0 2 

NA 36-40-36 6 N 48-22- 48 8 11 l.B 2 

250 36-32-36 6 N N 6 1.9 0 

ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT 
COST 

SYSTEM 
CLASS 

ROWY. 

2350 

1011 

2220 

1400 

570 

1130 

450 

4000 

2200 

MAJ OR 
STRUCT. 

770 

1690 

2380 

200 

1330 

1390 

2800 

9500 

400 10700 

150 13000 

820 4440 

BOO 8400 

900 320 

R.O.W. TOT. EXIST. 

- UPP 

- UPP 

- U-P 

- U-P 

- UPP 

- UPP 

- UPP 

- UPP 

690 3810 L 

380 1391 L 

1925 5835 L 

950 4730 L 

450 1220 L 

720 ;HBO UPP 

530 2370 L 

5000 11800 L 

8600 20300 L 

3250 14350 L 

l 750 14900 L 

1050 6310 L 

3700 12900 L 

- UPP 

2120 3340 UPP 

- UPP 

a 
00 

> 



CODE 
NO. 

PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS 

01004 ~.W. 135TH STREET TO OPA LOCKA EXPRESSWAY 

01005 OPA-LOCKA EXPRESSWAY TO HIALEAH EXPRESSWAY 

01006 HIALEAH EXPRESSWAY TO AIRPORT EXPRESSWAY 

01007 AIRPORT EXPRESSWAY TO EAST-WEST EXPRESSWAY 

01006 EAST-WEST EXPRESSWAY TO N.W. 4TH STREET 

01009 N.W. 4TH STREET TO DOWNTOWN CONNECTOR 

01010 DOWNTOWN CONNECTOR TO S.W. 6TH STREET 

01011 S.W. 6TH STREET TO INTERAMA EXPRESSWAY 

01012 INTERAMA EXPRESSWAY TO S.W. 29TH ROAD 

01100 DOWNTOWN CONNECTOR 

01101 1-95 TO S.E. 2NO AVENUEIOUPONT PLAZA> 

01200 SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY 

01201 1-95 CONN AT S.W. 26 RD TO LEJEUNE-DOUGLAS EXPWY 

01202 LEJEUNE-DOUGLAS EXPWY TO SNAPPER CREEK EXPRESSWAY 

01203 SNAPPER CREEK EXPRESSWAY TO S.W. ll2TH STREET 

01204 S.W. 112TH STREET TO S.W. l64TH STREET 

01205 S.W. l84TH ST TO SOUTH DADE EXPRESSWAY 

01206 SOUTH DADE EXPRESSWAY TD S.W. 266TH STREET 

01207 5.W. 266TH STREET TO S.W. 312TH STREET 

01400 SUNSHINE STATE PARKWAY 

01401 SNAKE CREEK EXPRESSWAY TO GOLDEN GLADES EXPRESSWAY 

01500 LEJEUNE-DOUGLAS EXPRESSWAY 

01501 SNAKE CREEK EXPRESSWAY TO GOLDEN GLADES EXPRESSWAY 

Ul502 ~DLuEN GLADES EXPRESSWAY TO OPA-LOCKA EXPRESSWAY 

Gl503 OPA-LOCKA EXPRESSWAY TO HIALEAH EXPRESSWAY 

Dl504 HIALEAH EXPRESSWAY TO AIRPORT EXPRESSWAY 

u1S05 AIRPURT EXPRESSWAY TO AIRPORT E~TRANCE 

Ul506 AIR~ORT ENTRANCE TO EAST-WEST EXPRESSWAY 

01507 EAST-WEST EXPRESSWAY TO SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY 

01600 PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY 

Fl.O.W. 
WIDTH 

FT 

APPENDIX C CONTINUED 

EXISTING 
PA\/E MT 
WIJ'!"Y 

FT 

NO. Fl O.W. 
TRAFFIC NIDTH 
LANES FT. 

PROPOSED 
PA\/EMT NO. 
WIDTH TRAFFIC 

FT LA~ES 

250 46-20-46 6 N N a 

250 46-20-46 6 

200-300 46-20-48 6 

NA 48-16-48 8 

NA NA 6 

NA NA ID 

NA 36-16- 36 I 0 

250 36-16-36 6 

200 24-16-24 4 

NA NA 6 

N 

N 

N 

N 

N 

N 

N 

N 

N 

N 8 

N il 

N 8 

N 8 

N 0 

N 0 

N 6 

N 6 

N 6 

0 0 0 140- v 48-16-48 8 

0 0 0 140- v 46-16-48 8 

0 0 0 250- V 24-50-24 4 

0 0 0 250 24-50-24 4 

0 0 0 250 24-50-24 4 

0 0 0 300 24-74-24 4 

0 0 0 300 24-74-24 4 

NA NA 4 N N 6 

0 0 0 275 48-26-46 8 

0 0 0 275 48-26-48 8 

0 0 0 215 48-26-48 8 

0 0 0 250 48-16-48 8 

0 0 0 250 48-16-48 8 

0 0 0 250 36-16-36 6 

0 0 0 L50 36-16-36 6 

_,lo <( z 
~I-' 
a..u 
>-w 
f--V> 

Il~I ~ f-- __J a: 
(!)- 0 
z::;: -
'j !': g: 

l.O C 

3.0 0 

2.0 0 

1.6 0 

0.1 0 

0.3 0 

0.3 0 

0.6 0 

0.8 0 

0.1 0 

5 3.0 

8 4.0 l 

l 2.4 

l 5.0 2 

l 4.6 2 

3.0 2 

3.4 2 

3.5 2 

5 3.2 2 

5 2.0 

5 3.2 

5 2.2 

5 1.0 

3 0.7 

3 3.0 

ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT 
COST 

SYSTEM 
CLASS 

FIDWY. MAJOR 
STRUCT. 

Fl.O.W. TOT. EXIST. 

- UPP 

- UPP 

- UPP 

- UPP 

- UPP 

- UPP 

- UPP 

UPP 

UPP 

- Ul'P 

2867 9755 10700 23322 L 

1243 30465 5620 37326 L 

1973 6962 4885 13820 L 

3200 740 4150 8090 L 

3210 1405 836 51t51 L 

2290 975 475 3740 L 

2420 955 650 4025 L 

T 

4320 1690 7650 13860 L 

1tl80 2200 6600 12980 L 

3420 2820 12000 18240 L 

4480 5425 9100 19005 L 

1815 1748 3600 7163 L 

1875 10281 3200 15356 L 

4960 2780 13000 20740 L 

a 

"' 



CODE 
.tJQ. 

PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS 

OlbOl GOLDEN GLADES EXPRESSWAY TO OPA-LOCKA EXPRESSWAY 

Olb02 OPA-LOCKA EXPRESSWAY TO HIALEAH EXPRESSWAY 

Ulb03 HIALEAH EXPRESSWAY TO EAST-WEST EXPRESSWAY 

Olb04 EAST-WEST EXPRESSWAY TO SOUTH DADE EXPRESSWAY 

01605 SOUTH DADE EXPRESSWAY TO SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY 

01800 SOUTH DADE EXPRESSWAY 

01801 PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY TO SNAPPER CREEK EXPRESSWAY 

01802 SNAPPER CREEK EXPRESSWAY TO S.W. l04TH ST 

01803 S.w. 104TH ST TO WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY 

01804 WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY TO 5.W. 152ND STREET 

01805 S.W. 152ND ST TO SOUTH DIXIE HWY 

0180b SOUTH DIXIE HIGHWAY TO SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY 

01900 WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY 

01901 OPA-LOCKA EXPRESSWAY TO HIALEAH EXPRESSWAY EXT 

Ul902 HIALEAH EXPRESSWAY EXT TO EAST-WEST EXPRESSWAY 

01903 EAST-WEST EXPRESSWAY TO S.W. 8TH STREET 

01904 S.W. 8TH STREET TO S.W. 40TH STREET 

01905 SW 40 STREET TO SW 88 STREET 

0190b S.W. 88TH STREET TO SOUTH DADE EXPRESSWAY 

01907 SOUTH DADE EXPRESSWAY TO S.W. 137TH AVENUE 

01908 S.W. l37TH AVE TO S.W. 177TH AVE 

10000 ****ARTERIAL STREETS**** 

10001 ****EAST-WEST TkAFFIC MOVEMENT FACILITIES**** 

10100 S.W. 37bTH STREET - STATE ROAD 27 

10101 U.S. ROUTE l TO S.W. 192ND AVENUE 

10102 S.W. l92NO AVENUE TO S.W. 217TH AVENUE 

lOZOO S.w. 344TH STREET CPALM DRIVEi 

10201 S.W. 107TH AVENUE TO S.W. l47TH AVENUE 

iUl02 S.W. 147TH AVENUE TO S.W. lb7TH AVENUE 

10203 S.W. lb7TH AVENUE TO U.S. 

APPENDIX C CONTINUED 

...JO 
<( z w -

1-'...J a:: 
RO.W . 

EXISTING 
PAVE M'r 
Wl:>TH 

FT. 

NO. RO.W. 
PROPOSED 

PAVEM'r 
WIDTH 

NO. 
~I-' 
()._<.) 

>-W 
1-'Ul 

II(/) i--
(!)- 0 
z::;; -
w a:: WIDTf-1 

FT 
TRAFFIC WIDTf-1 TRAFFIC 

LANES 
--'~ (l_ 

LANES FT. FT. 

250 24-40-24 4 N 3b-lb-3b b 10 l.b 2 

200-250 24-40-24 4 N 3b-lb-36 b 10 4.0 2 

200-220 24-40-24 4 N 48-lb-48 8 11 4.3 2 

200 24-40-24 4 N 48-lb-48 8 ll 4.1 2 

200 24-40-24 4 N N 4 3.0 0 

0 0 0 200-250 24-50-24 4 2.7 l 

0 0 0 320 48-50-48 8 4 l. 9 

0 0 0 305 3b-50-3b b 2 2.6 

0 0 0 300 36-50-3& b 2 1.4 

0 0 0 300 24-74-24 4 3.3 2 

0 0 0 300 24-50-24 4 l 2.1 2 

0 0 0 320 24-74-24 4 l 4.0 2 

0 0 0 320 24-74-24 4 4.2 2 

0 0 0 320 36-50-36 b 2 l.4 2 

0 0 0 320 36-50-3& b l 2.0 2 

0 0 0 300 24-74-24 4 3.4 2 

0 0 0 300 24-74-24 4 2.0 2 

0 0 0 300 24-74-24 4 l 2.s 2 

0 0 0 300 24-74-24 4 b.2 2 

0 0 0 80 24 2 29 1.5 2 

NA NA 2 N N 2 2.9 0 

100 ROCK 2 N 24 2 29 4.9 2 

100 20 2 N N 2 ·~ 2. 0 0 

100 20 2 N l4 2 37 0.9 2 

ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT 
COST 

SYSTEM 
CLASS 

RDWY. 

586 

1170 

2b2l 

2445 

2075 

1850 

2450 

1200 

2740 

2140 

3160 

3275 

l 7b0 

2172 

2b63 

1790 

2080 

4540 

222 

197 

40 

MAJOR 
STRUCT. 

326 

510 

809 

748 

820 

1070 

2020 

350 

1250 

770 

810 

735 

570 

546 

740 

455 

1075 

975 

29 

R.OW. TOT. EXIST. 

912 UPP 

lb80 UPP 

3430 UPP 

3193 UPP 

- UPP 

1505 4400 UPP 

1300 4220 UPP 

580 5050 UPP 

lbO l 710 UPP 

850 4840 UPP 

750 3660 L 

273 4243 L 

289 4299 L 

373 2703 L 

872 3590 L 

1003 4406 L 

915 3lb0 L 

440 3595 L 

1524 7039 L 

23 274 L 

- RSP 

197 R-P 

- R-P 

40 R-P 

0 

'° ;:, 



~ 
l:JQ. 

PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS 

10204 U.S. l TO S.W. 182ND AVENUE 

10205 S.w. 182ND AV~NUE TO S.w. 192ND AVENUE 

lU20b S.w. 192ND AVENUE TO S.w. 207TH AVENUE 

10L07 S.w. 207TH AV~NUE TO S.w. 217TH AVENUE 

10300 s.w~ 328TH STREET lNDRTH CANAL DRIVEi 

10301 S.w. 107TH AVENUE TO S.w. ll7TH AVENUE 

10302 S.w. ll7TH AVENUE TO S.W. lb7TH AVENUE 

10303 S.w. 167TH TO U.S. l 

10304 U.S. l TO S.w. l77TH AVENUE 

10305 S.W. 177TH AVENUE TO S.W. l87TH STREET 

10400 S.W. 320TH STREET 

10401 S.w. l67TH AVENUE TO U.S.-1 

10402 S.w. l77TH AVENUE TO S.w. l87TH AVENUE 

10500 S.W. 312TH STREET (CAMPBELL DRIVEi 

10501 S.W. 137TH AVENUE TO SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY 

10502 SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY TO U.S. l 

10503 U.S. l TO SOUTHWEST 177TH AVENUE 

10504 S.w. 177TH AVENUE TO S.W. l92ND AVENUE 

10600 5.W. 296TH STREET (AVOCADO DRIVEi 

10601 U.S. l TO 177TH AVENUE 

10602 S.w. 177TH AVENUE TO S.w. 187TH AVENUE 

10700 5.w. 288TH STREET (BISCAYNE DRIVEi 

l0701 s.w. 280TH STREET TO SOUTH DIXIE EXPR=sswAY 

10702 SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY TO U.S. 

10703 U.S. l TO S.w. l92NO AVENUE 

10704 S.w. l92NO AVENUE TO S.w. 217TH AVENUE 

10800 S.w. 280TH STREET (WALOIN DRIVEi 

lvBOl s.w.l07TH AVE TO THE CONNECTION WITH s.w.288TH ST 

10802 CONNECTION ~/S.w. 288TH ST TO S.W. 137TH AVE 

10803 S.w. 137TH AVENUE TO U.5. l 

R.O.W. 
WIDTH 

FT 

APPENDIX C CONTINUED 

EXISTING 
PAVE MT 
WIDTH 

FT 

NO. R.O W. 
TRAFFIC WIDTH 
LANES FT. 

NA 36-15-36 4 

50 24 2 

50 24 2 

70 16 2 

PROPOSED 
PAVEM'f 
WIDTH 

FT. 

N 

N 

N 

N 

60 16 2 N 

50-1 70 20 2 N 

30 22 2 N 

NA NA 4 N 

50 ROCK 2 N 

50 NA 2 70 

50 NA 2 70 

70 22 2 N 

NO. 
TRAFFIC 
LANES 

N 4 

N 2 

N 2 

_JIQ <( z 
~f-
0..u 
>-w 
f- (/) 

:rl~I ~ f- _J (l: 

(!)- 0 
z:::;; -
w (l: 
_J~ a.. 

Ill 0.7 0 

N l. 0 0 

N 1.5 0 

L4 2 29 Q.9 2 

LO 2 37 l.O 2 

N 2 N 5.2 0 

N 2 N 0.9 0 

N 4 N O.l 0 

24 2 29 l.O 2 

48 2 29 0.7 2 

48 2 29 1.0 2 

N 2 N 2.2 0 

70 22 2 200 24-40-24 4 22 1.5 2 

70 20- 8-20 4 N N 4 N 0.9 0 

70 24 2 N N Z N 1. 5 0 

70 24 2 N N 2 N 1.6 0 

70 16 2 N 24 2 37 1.0 2 

0- 70 0-22 2 70 24 L 29 1.2 2 

100 20 2 N 24 2 29 2.2 2 

70 18 2 N 24 2 37 3.5 2 

70 16 2 N 24 2 29 2.5 2 

70 ROCK 2 N 24 2 29 2.0 2 

0 0 0 70 20 2 29 l.O 2 

70 20 2 N 24 2 37 1.7 2 

ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT. SYSTEM 
COST CLASS 

RDWY. MAJOR R.O.W. TOT. EXIST. 
STRUCT. 

- USP 

- USP 

L 

79 79 l 

23 23 L 

L 

L 

L 

46 46 L 

115 10 125 L 

165 15 180 L 

L 

633 350 983 L 

L 

L 

L 

148 148 L 

106 18 124 R-P 

184 184 R-P 

160 160 L 

275 275 L 

166 166 L 

88 28 17 133 L 

39 39 L 

-0 



CODE 
..till_. 

PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS 

10804 U. S. l TO S.W. l77TH AVENUE 

10900 S.W. 268TH STREET (MOODY DRIVEi 

10901 S.w. 102ND AVENUE TO S.w. 107TH AVENUE 

10902 S.W. 107TH AVENUE TO ROBERGE BLVD. 

10903 ROBERGE BLVD. TO SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY 

10904 SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY TO U.S. l 

11000 S.W. 264TH STREET IBAUER DRIVEi 

llOOl U.S. 1 TO S.W. 177TH AVENUE 

11002 S.W. l77TH AVENUE TO S . ~. 187TH AVENUE 

11100 S.W. 248TH STREET (COCONUT PALM DR I VEi 

11101 SOUTH BAY DRIVE TO 102NO AVENUE 

11102 S.W. 102ND AVENUE TO SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY 

11103 ~OUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY TO U.S. 

11104 U.S. l TO S.W. l67TH AVENUE 

11105 ~.W. l67TH AVENUE TO S.w. 187TH AVENUE 

11200 S.ft. 232ND STREET (SILVER PALM DRIVEi 

11201 ~.W. 87TH AVENUE TO U.S. l 

11202 U.S. l TO S.W. l87TH AVENUE 

11300 S.W. 216TH STREET (HAINLIN MILL DRIVEi 

11301 S.W. 87TH AVENUE TO SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY 

11302 SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESS~AY TO S. DADE EXPRESSWAY 

11303 SUUT h DADE EXPRESSWAY TO S.W. 127TH AVENUE 

11304 ~.W. l27TH AVENUE TO S.W. 147TH AVENUE 

11305 S.W. l47TH AVENUE TO S.W. 177TH AVENUE 

11306 S.W. 177TH AVENUE TO S.W. l87TH AVENUE 

11500 CARloBEAN BOULEVARD 

llSUl S.W. 84TH AVENUt TO FRANJO ROAD 

11502 FRANJO KOAD TO S.W. l07TH AVENUE 

11503 s.w. 107TH AV~NUo TO u.~. 

11600 S.W. 200TH ~ TREET 

APPENDIX C CONTINUED 

ROW 
WIDTH 

FT 

EXIST I NG 
PAVE MT 
Wl9TH 

FT 

70 

0 

100 

100 

80 

10 

70 

100 

70 

10 

70 

70 

35 

70 

NO. R.O.W. 
TRAFFIC WIDTH 
LANES FT 

18 2 

PROPOSED 
PAVEM'r 
WIDTH 

Fr 

N 

0 0 10 

48 4 N 

48 4 N 

48 4 N 

20 2 N 

18 2 N 

20 2 N 

20 2 N 

20 2 N 

20 2 N 

20 2 N 

NA 2 70 

20 2 N 

NA ROCK 2 60 

60 24 2 60 

70 20 2 N 

10 20 2 N 

50 - 60 1620 2 70 

50 16 2 10 

NO. 
TRAFFIC 
LANES 

N 2 

_J 0 
<( z 
~I-' 
a..u 
>-w 
f- Ul 

f- _J 0:: II~ ~1 (!)- 0 
z:2' -
Wz 0:: 
--'- Cl. 

N 2.3 0 

24 2 29 0.5 2 

N 4 N 1. 3 0 

N 4 N l.l 0 

N 4 35 1.6 2 

N 2 N 3.5 0 

N 2 N 1.0 0 

N 2 N 1.3 0 

N 2 I~ 1.6 0 

N 2 N 1. 9 0 

N 2 N 3.4 0 

N 2 N 2.0 0 

24 2 29 4.0 2 

N 2 N 6.1 0 

24 2 29 1.0 2 

24 2 29 l.O 2 

N 2 N 2.0 0 

N 2 N 2.1 0 

24 2 37 3.1 2 

24 2 37 1.0 2 

80 30 2 88 26-16-26 4 25 1.3 2 

80 28 2 88 26-16-26 4 25 1.7 2 

NA 21-18-21 4 90 26-18-26 4 25 0.3 2 

ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT 
COST 

SYSTEM 
CLASS 

RDWY. 

46 

123 

365 

91 

46 

142 

45 

563 

407 

24 

MAJOR 
STRUCT. 

98 

53 

R.O.W. 

10 

44 

20 

10 

17 

8 

TOT EXIST 

L 

56 L 

- RSS 

- RSS 

123 RSS 

L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

- RSS 

~ RSS 

't09 L 

L 

111 L 

154 L 

L 

- USS 

159 RSS 

53 L 

563 L 

460 u-s 

24 u-s 

~ 

0 

' :i> 



~ 
NO. 

PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS 

11601 U.S. 1 TO S.W. 117TH AVENUE 

11602 S.W. 117TH AVENUE TO QUAIL ROOST DRIVE 

11603 QUAIL ROOST DKIVE TO S.W. 137TH AVENUE 

11604 S.w. 137TH AVENUE TO S.W. 177TH AVENUE 

11700 QUAIL ROOST DRIVE 

11701 FRA~JD ROAD TU SOUTH DADE EXP~ESSWAY 

11702 SOUTh DADE EXPRESSWAY TO S.W. 200TH STREET 

11800 S.W. 184TH STREET IEUREKA DRIVEi 

11801 OLD CUTLER ROAD TO S.W. 84TH AVENUE 

11802 S.W. 84TH AVENUE TO U.S. 

11803 U.S. 1 TO 117TH AVENUE 

11804 S.W. 117TH AVENUE TO S .w. 177TH AVENU~ 

11900 S.W. 168TH STREET !RICHMOND DRIVEi 

11901 OLD CUTLER ROAD TO U.S. 1 

11902 U.S. l TO SOUTH DADE EXPRESSWAY 

11903 SOUTH DADE EXPRESSWAY TO S.W. 137TH AVENUE 

12000 S.W. 152ND STREET !CORAL REEF DRIVEi 

12001 OLD CUTLER ROAD TO SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY 

ll002 SOUTH DIXIE EXP~ESSWAY TD U.S. 

12003 U.S. 1 TO SOUTH DADE EXPRE SS WAY 

12004 SOUTH DADE EXPRESSWA Y TO WEST DADE EXPRESS WAY 

12005 WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY TO S.W. l47TH AVENUE 

12006 S.W. 147TH AVENUE TO S.W. 177TH AVENUE 

12100 ~.W. 136TH STREET 

12101 OLD CUTLER ROAD TO u.S. 1 

12102 U.S. 1 TO S.W. 117TH AVENUE 

12103 S.W. 117TH AVENUE TO S.W. 137TH AVENUE 

12104 S.W. 137TH AVENUE TU S.w. 177TH AVENUE 

12200 S.W. 120TH STKEcT 

12201 ULU CUTLER ROAD TO SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY 

APPENDIX C WNTINUEO 

R O.W.· 
WIDTH 

FT 

EXISTING 
PAVE MT 
w1ci;'1 

FT 

70 

70 

70 

70 

70 

10 

10 

70 

70 

70 

70 

70 

70 

70 

70 

70 

70 

70 

0 

70 

10 

0 

0 

70 

NO. R 0 W 
PROPOSED 

PAVE MT 
WIDTH 

NO. ~1~1 ~1~1 ~, Cl.u z:::E 2 
TRAFFIC WIDTH TRAFFIC 

LANES 
~~ ~~ ~ 

l ANf5 FT FT 

20 2 N 24 2 37 0.8 2 

24 2 N N 2 N 0.9 0 

20 2 N 24 2 37 1.2 2 

20 2 N 24 2 37 4.1 2 

20 2 N l4 2 37 1.6 2 

20 2 N 24 2 37 1.6 2 

18 2 100 34-20-34 4 24 0.0 2 

20 2 N 44 2 38 1.6 2 

20 2 N 44 2 38 1.6 2 

24 2 N N 2 N 6.2 0 

24 2 N N 2 N 2.4 0 

20 2 N N 2 N 2.2 0 

20 2 N N 2 N 2.2 C 

20 2 108 24-40-24 4 22 l.l 2 

20 2 116 38-20- 38 6 21 0.9 

28 2 108 34 - 20-34 4 24 2.5 

28 2 108 34-20-34 4 24 1.6 2 

28 2 108 34-20-34 4 24 1.6 2 

0 0 70 24 2 29 3.1 2 

18 2 N 24 2 37 2.1 2 

18 2 N 24 2 37 3.1 2 

0 0 70 24 2 29 2.0 2 

0 0 10 24 2 29 4.2 2 

20 2 N 24 2 37 2.4 2 

ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT 
COST 

SYSTEM 
CLASS 

RDWY. MAJOR 
STRUCT. 

R.O.W. TOT EXIST. 

18 18 L 

L 

21 27 L 

94 94 L 

36 36 L 

36 36 L 

137 59 248 444 L 

109 109 L 

203 100 303 L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

401 28 110 539 L 

513 225 738 L 

1420 28 250 1698 L 

910 160 1070 L 

910 64 974 L 

284 124 408 L 

48 28 76 L 

72 57 129 L 

176 140 316 L 

370 28 29 427 L 

55 55 L 



CODE 
NO. 

PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS 

12202 SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY TO U.S. 

12203 S.W. 87TH AVENUE TO S.W. l02ND AVENUE 

12300 S.W. ll2TH STREET 

12301 S.W. 57TH AVENUE TO S.W. 67TH AVENUE 

12302 S.W. 67TH AVENUE TO SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY 

12303 SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY TO U.S. 

12304 U.S. 1 TO S.W. 87TH AVENUE 

12305 S.W. 87TH AVENUE TO S.W. ll7TH STREET 

12350 JUNIOR COLLEGE DRIVE 

12351 S.W. 112TH ST. TO S.W. 102NO AVENUE 

12352 S.W. 102ND AVENUE TO S.W. l04TH STREET 

12400 S.W. 104TH STREET 

12401 S.W. 57TH AVENUE TO SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY 

12402 SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY TO U.S. 

12403 U.S. l TO S.W. 87TH AVENUE 

12404 S.W. 87TH AVENUE TO JUNIOR COLLEGE DRIVE 

12405 JUNIOR COLLEGE DRIVE TO S.W. l07TH AVENUE 

12406 S.W. 107TH AVENUE TO S.W. 117TH AVENUE 

12407 S.W. ll7TH AVENUE TO S.W. l57TH AVENUE 

12500 S.W. 88TH STREET !NORTH KENDALL DRIVE) 

12501 OLD CUTLER ROAD TO S.W. 57TH AVENUE 

12502 S.W. 57TH AVENUE TO S.W. 67TH AVENUE 

12503 S.W. 67TH AVENUE TO U.S. 

12504 U.S. 1 TO PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY 

12505 PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY TO SOUTH DADE EXPRESSWAY 

12506 SOUTH DADE EXPRESSWAY TO WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY 

12507 WEST DADE EXP~ESSWAY TO S.W. 177TH AVENUE 

12600 S.W. 72ND S~REET 

12601 ~.w. 42ND AVENUE TO S.W. 57TH A~ENUE 

12602 S.W. 57TH AVENUE TO U.S. 

APPENDIX C CONTINUED 

PROPOSED 
R.O.W. 

EXIST ING 
PAVE M'r 
WIDTH 

FT. 

NO. R.O.W. PAVEM'r NO. ~1~1 ~1~1 ~1 Cl.u z::;: 2 
WIDTH 

FT. 
TRAFFIC WIDTH 
LANES FT. 

WIOTH TRAFFIC 
FT. LANES 

~b=: j~ ~ 

70 20 2 

0 0 0 

70 18 2 

70 18 TO 20 2 

70 24 2 

70 20 2 

70 18 TO 20 2 

0 0 0 

0 0 0 

70 20 2 

70 34 2 

70 24 2 

0 0 0 

0 0 0 

70 24 2 

70 0 + 18 2 

70 18 2 

70 24 2 

70 24 2 

110 34-22-34 4 

110 34-18-34 4 

110 34-23-34 4 

150-200 24-26-34 4 

85 30 2 

100 52 4 

N 

70 

N 

24 2 37 0.4 2 

24 2 29 l.4 2 

24 2 37 1.1 2 

104 34-16-34 4 24 1.5 

104 34-16-34 4 24 o.3 l 

104 34-16-34 4 24 0.7 

70 24 2 37 3.1 l 

70 24 2 37 0.5 

110 26-20-26 4 25 0.5 

N 24 2 37 2.1 2 

N N 2 N O. l 0 

N N 2 N 0.9 0 

70 24 2 29 1.5 2 

110 26-20-26 4 25 0.2 

N N 2 N 1.1 0 

N 24 2 29 4.3 2 

N 24 2 37 1.0 2 

N N 2 N 1.0 0 

108 34-20-34 4 24 o.s 2 

N N 4 N 0.6 0 

N N 4 N 2.0 0 

N N 4 N 3.D 0 

ill N 4 N 6.2 0 

104 34-16-34 4 24 l.S 2 

N N 4 N O. 2 0 

ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT 
COST 

SYSTEM 
CLASS 

RDWY. 

9 

124 

25 

720 

144 

338 

71 

44 

330 

48 

131 

91 

378 

34 

284 

725 

MAJOR 
STRUCT. 

28 

109 

28 

59 

R.D.W. TOT. EXIST. 

9 L 

8~ 236 L 

25 L 

53 882 L 

11 155 L 

25 363 L 

99 L 

43 146 L 

90 420 L 

48 L 

L 

L 

82 213 L 

35 126 L 

L 

378 L 

34 L 

L 

55 339 L 

- U-P 

- U-P 

- U-P 

- R-P 

187 912 L 

L 

> 



~ 
NO. 

PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS 

12603 U.S. l TO PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY 

12604 PALMETTO EXPRESS~AY TO S.W. 87TH AVENUE 

12605 $.W. 87TH AVENUE TO S.W. 107TH AVENUE 

12606 S.W. 107TH AVENUE TO S.W. 137TH AVENUE 

12700 SNAPPER CREEK DRIVE 

12701 S.W. 72ND STREET TO S.W. 117TH AVENUE 

12800 S.W. 56TH STREET IMILLERI 

12801 SOUTH ALHAMBRA CIRCLE TO S.W. 57TH AVENUE 

12802 S.W. 57TH AVENUE TO PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY 

12B03 PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY TO SOUTH DADE EXPRESSWAY 

12B04 SOUTH DADE EXPRESSWAY TD S.W. 92ND AVENUE 

12B05 S.W. 92ND AVENUE TD S.W. 97TH AVENUE 

12B06 S.W. 97TH AVENUE TO S.W. 117TH AVENUE 

12B07 S.W. ll7TH AVENUE TO S.W. 137TH AVENUE 

12900 GRANO AVENUE ICOCONUT GROVEi 

12901 BAY SHORE DRIVE TO MAIN HIGHWAY 

12902 MAIN HIGHWAY TO DOUGLAS ROAD 

12903 DOUGLAS ROAD TO U.S. l 

12904 U.S. l TO LEJEUNE ROAD 

13000 S.W. 40TH STREET !BIRD RGADI 

13DD1 S.W. 27TH AVENUE TO U.S. l 

13002 U.S. l TO PONCE DE LEON BOULEVARD 

13003 PONCE DE LEON BOULEVARD TO S.W. 57TH AVE 

13004 S.W. 57TH AVENUE TO PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY 

13005 PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY TO WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY 

13006 WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY TO S.W. 127TH AVENUE 

13007 S.W. 127TH AVENUE TO S.W. 157TH AVENUE 

13100 UNIVERSITY DRIVE !CORAL GABLESI 

13101 PONCc DE LEON BOULEVARD TO SEGOVIA BLVD 

13102 SEGGVIA BLVD TO S.W. 40 ST 

APPENDIX C CONTINUED 

<[ z 
f- ~ er 

R.O.W. 
EXISTING 

PAVE M'r 
WIDTH 

FT 

NO. R.O.W. 
PROPOSED 

PAVE MT 
WIDTH 

NO. 
~lo 
~I-' 
a..u 
>-w 
f- <fl 

II~ t:I (!)- 0 
z~ -
w er WIDTH 

FT 
TRAFFIC WIDTH TRAFFIC 

LA~ES 
-.J ~ CL 

LANES FT FT 

100 34-16-34 4 N N 4 N 1.8 0 

100 34-16-34 4 N N 4 111 1. o o 

100 20 2 108 34-20-34 4 24 2.0 2 

100 0 0 N 24 2 29 3.3 2 

10 20 2 N 24 2 37 1.3 2 

100 15- 6-15 2 N N 2 N O.l 0 

85 24 2 100 34-12-34 4 24 2.0 2 

70-100 24-16-24 4 108 34-16-34 4 24 0.3 2 

B5 24 2 100 34-12-34 4 24 1.4 2 

llO 10-10-10 2 N 34-16-34 4 24 0.5 2 

110 10-10-10 2 N N 2 N 2.1 0 

B5 12 TO 20 2 N 24 2 29 2.1 2 

70 50 4 N N 4 N 0.2 0 

70 50 4 N N 4 N 0.6 0 

NA 24 TO 40 2 N N 2 N 0.5 0 

NA 4B 4 N N 4 N 0.2 0 

10 26 2 88 68 4 26 1.1 2 

100 44 4 N EXP-ST 4 28 0.3 2 

100 22-21-22 4 N EXP-ST 4 28 1.9 2 

80 44 4 100 EXP-~T 4 28 2.1 

100 42 4 N EXP-ST 4 28 4.1 2 

50 20 2 100 26-24-26 4 22 1.1 2 

50 DIRT, 20 2 70 20 2 29 3.2 2 

NA 26 TO 56 4 N N 4 N 0.3 C 

NA 26 TO 32 2 N N 2 N 0.9 0 

ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT 
COST 

SYSTEM 
CLASS 

RDWY. 

1Dl2 

290 

30 

940 

34 

666 

234 

194 

450 

155 

85 

1090 

1940 

251 

61 

MAJOR 
STRUCT. 

356 

28 

150 

907 

300 

750 

R.O.W. 

20 

30 

6 

21 

82 

21 

0 

147 

0 

9 

5 

TOT. EX I ST. - · 

- u-s 

- u-s 

138B L 

290 L 

30 l 

L 

970 l 

40 L 

687 L 

234 l 

l 

222 l 

l 

l 

L 

L 

532 l 

326 u-s 

992 u-s 

1537 u-s 

2690 u-s 

260 L 

66 L 

L 

L 

--N 



CODE 
NO. 

PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS 

13200 SEVILLA-ANASTASIA AVENUE !CORAL GABLES> 

13201 SEGOVIA TO DESOTO 

13202 DESOTO TO SEVILLA 

13203 SEVILLA TO S.w. 57TH AVENUE 

13300 BILTMORE WAY-DESOTA BLVD !CORAL GABLES> 

£3301 LEJEUNE ROAD TO ANDERSON ROAD 

13302 ANDERSON ROAD TO GRANADA BLVD. 

13303 GRANADA BLVD. TO ANASTASIA AVENUE 

13400 RICKENBACKER CAUSEWAY - CRANDON PARK BOULEVARD 

13401 CAPE FLORIDA PARK TO KEY BISCAYNE VILLAGE 

13402 KEY BISCAYNE VILLAGE TO CRANDON PARK MARINA 

13403 CRANDON PARK MARINA TO SOUTH BEACH BLVD 

13404 SOUTH BEACH BLVD TO 25TH-26TH RCAD ONE-WAY PAIR 

13500 CORAL WAYISW 13 ST,SW 3 AVE, SW 22 ST, SW 24 STl 

13501 U.S. l TO INTERAMA EXPRESSWAY 

13502 INTERAMA EXPRESSWAY TO I-95 

13503 I-95 TO S.W. 12TH AVENUE 

13504 S.W. 12TH AVENUE TO S.W. 37TH AVENUE 

13505 S.W. 37TH AVENUE TO LEJEUNE ROAD 

1350 6 LEJEUNE ROAD TO S.W . 57TH AVENUE 

13507 S.W. 57TH AVENUE TO PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY 

13508 PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY TO S.W. 87Th AVENUE 

13509 S.W. 87TH AVENUE TO S.ft. 117 ST 

13510 ~.w. ll7TH AVENUE TU S.W. 137TH AVENUE 

13600 NORTh ALHAMBRA CIRCLE !CORAL GABLESJ 

13601 S .W. 37TH AVENUE TO PONCE DE LEON BOULEVARD 

13602 PONCE DE LEON BOULEVARD TD LEJEUNE ROAD 

lj603 LEJEuNE ROAD TO S.W. 24TH STREET 

13650 S.w. l3TH STREET 

lj651 s.w. 25TH ROAD ro s.w. 12TH AVE~UE 

APPENDIX C CONTINUED 

ROW. 

EXISTING 
PAVE MT 
WIJTH 

FT. 

NO. R.O.W. 
PROPOSED 

PAVE MT 
WIDTH 

NO. ~1~1 ~1~1 ~1 o._u z::< 2 
WIDTH 

FT 
TRAFFIC WIDTH TRAFFIC 

LANES 
~~ ~~ ~ 

LANES FT. FT. 

NA 20 2 N N 2 N O. 1 0 

100 24 2 N N 2 Ill 0.4 0 

NA 26 2 N N 2 N 0.3 0 

NA 7B 4 N N 4 N 0.6 0 

10 20 TO 22 2 BB 26-16-26 4 25 0.4 2 

NA 20 TO 22 2 10 44 2 31 0.4 2 

NA 26 2 110 34-20-34 4 24 1.2 2 

NA 24-99-24 4 N N 4 N 2.0 0 

NA 22-36-22 4 N N 4 N O. 1 0 

NA 22-36-22 4 300 36-36-36 6 34 3.0 2 

NA 48 4 N N 4 N 0.5 0 

NA 25-32-25 4 Ill N 4 Ill 0.2 0 

100 25-32-25 4 N N 4 N l.O 0 

100 25-19-25 4 N N 4 N 2.7 C 

NA 76 4 N N 4 N 0.5 0 

NA 24 2 !CO 34-16-34 4 24 1.6 2 

10- 100 24 2 100 34-16-34 4 L4 1.9 2 

100 24-18-24 4 N N 4 N 1. 0 0 

100 24 2 Ill N 2 N 3.0 0 

NA 0 0 70 24 2 29 2.1 2 

NA 44-32-44 6 N ill 6 N 0.2 C 

NA 44-32-44 6 N N 6 N 0.3 0 

NA 16-38-16 2 N N 2 N 1.7 G 

10 30 2 1B 58 4 26 0.2 2 

ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT 
COST 

SYSTEM 
CLASS 

RDWY. MAJOR 
STRlJCT. 

R.0. W. TOT. EXIST 

L 

L 

L 

L 

1B3 50 233 L 

32 32 L 

614 614 L 

L 

L 

615 1640 2255 T 

L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

110 495 1265 L 

910 910 L 

L 

L 

191 2B 32 251 L 

L 

L 

L 

78 50 128 L 
,_., 
...:. 
N 

;;,. 



~ 
NO. 

PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS 

13700 s. BTH STREET tTAHIAMI TRAIL,u.S. 411 

13701 U.S . l TO INTERAMA EXPRESSWAY 

13702 JNTERAMA EXPRESSWAY TO I-95 

13703 1-95 TO S.W. 27TH AVENUE 

13704 S.W. 27TH AVENUE TO LEJEUNE-DOUGLAS EXPRESSWAY 

13705 LEJEUNE-DOUGLAS EXPRESSWAY TO LEJEUNE ROAD 

13706 LEJEUNE ROAD TO S.W. 57TH AVENUE 

13707 S.W. 57TH AVENUE TO PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY 

13708 PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY TO WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY 

13709 WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY TO S.W. 177TH AVENUE 

13710 S.W. 177 AVE TO CORDON LINE 

13750 s. 7TH STREET 

13751 BRICKELL AVENUE TO S.W. 27TH AVENUE 

13800 s. 4TH STREET 

13801 ~ISCAYNE BLVD TO S.E. 2ND AVE tSEE US ROUTE 11 

13802 S.E. 2ND AVE TO S.E. lST AVE 

13803 S.E. lST AVE TO MIAMI AVE 

13804 MIAMI AVENUE TO INTERAMA 

13900 S. 3RD STREET 

13901 BISCAYNE BLVD TO S.E. 2ND AVENUE 

13902 MIAMI AVENUE TO N. RIVER DRIVE 

14000 s. 2ND STREET 

14001 BISCAYNE BLVD TO S.E. 2ND AVENUE !SEE US ROUTE 11 

14002 S.E. 2ND AVENUE TO ~. RIVER DRIVE 

14100 SOUTH lST STREET 

14101 BISCAYNE BOULEVARD TO 1-95 

14102 1-95 TO S.W. 8 AVE 

14103 S.W. 8TH AVENUE TO BEACOM BOULEVARD 

14104 ~EACGM BLVD TO FLAGLER STREET 

14200 BEACOM BOULEVARD 

APPENDIX C CONTINUED 

R. o.w. 
WIDTH 

FT 

EXISTING 
PAVE M'r 
WIDTH 

FT. 

NO. 111.0.W. 
TRAFFIC WIDTH 
LANES FT. 

70 50 4 

70 50 4 

70 50 4 

NA 50 4 

NA 50 4 

NA 50 4 

70 44 4 

90- 125 24-42-22 4 

125 24-42-24 4 

PROPOSED 
PAVEM'f 
WIDTH 

FT. 

N 

N 

N 

N 

N 

N 

N 

N 

N 

NO. 
TRAFFIC 
LANES 

N 2 

N 2 

N 2 

N 4 

N 4 

N 4 

N 4 

N 4 

N 4 

_JIO <J:Z 

~I-' 
o..u 
>-w. ,_ (/) ~

(/) j'.: 
w -,_ _J a:: 

c:>- 0 
z::i;: -
w?; g: 

N 0.5 0 

N 0.2 0 

I~ 2.5 0 

N 1.0 0 

N 0.6 0 

N 1.6 0 

N 2.1 0 

N 4.5 0 

N 6.2 0 

70 24 2 120 24-42-24 4 22 0.9 2 

NA 24-48 2 N N 2 33 3.0 0 

0 0 0 70 48 4 27 0.2 2 

0 0 0 70 38 2 32 0.1 2 

0 0 0 70 24 2 33 0.2 2 

50 40 2 N N 3 N 0.2 0 

50 40 2 N N 2 N 0.4 0 

50 40 2 N ill 2 N 0.6 0 

60 40 - 50 4 N N 3 32 0.5 0 

60 40 - 50 4 N N 3 32 0.7 0 

60 40 - 50 4 N N 3 32 1.5 0 

0 0 0 70 34 2 33 0.1 1 

ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT 
COST 

SYSTEM 
CLASS 

RDWY. 

185 

80 

36 

36 

29 

MAJOR 
STRUCT. 

R.QW. 

23 

741 

170 

341 

128 

TOT EXIST. 

- UPP 

- UPP 

- UPP 

- UPP 

- UPP 

- UPP 

- UPP 

- UPP 

- RPP 

20B RPP 

L 

821 L 

206 L 

377 L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

157 L 

--"' 



C'-·DE 
l\.:U 

PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS 

l4l0l S.w. 22ND AVENUE TD S.w. 27TH AVENUE 

14298 FLAGLER STREET 

14291 MIAMI AVENUE TD w. 2NO AVENUE 

l4300 N.W. 2ND AVENUE TO ~.W. lST CONN 

l4301 N.W. lST CONN TD w. 8TH AVENUE 

14302 WEST 8TH AVENUE TO 17TH AVENUE 

14303 17TH AVENUE TO 22ND AVENUE 

14J04 lZNO AVENuE TO LEJEUNE-DOUGLAS EXPRESSWAY 

14305 LEJEUNE EXWY TD 72ND AVENUE 

14306 72NO AVENUE TO PALMETTO EXPRESSoAY 

14307 ~ALMETTO EXPKESSWAY TO W. B7 AVE 

14308 w. B7TH AVENUE TO w. 107TH AVENLE 

14400 N. lST STKEET 

14401 BISCAYNE BOULEVARD TO FLAGLER ST AT MIAMI RIVER 

14500 N. 2NU STKd:T 

14501 tl!SCAYNE BLVD TO N KIVER DR 

14600 N. 3RD STREET 

l46Dl BISCAYNE BLVD TO N RIVER DR 

l4 700 ·•. 4TH STREET 

14701 BISCAYNE BLVJ TO E. FRONTAGE RD(INTERAMA El 

14702 W FRONTAGE RD(INTERAMA EXPl TO o FRONTAGE RD!l-95) 

l4800 ,~. 5TH STR'::a 

l : 'l 81 1yr, 0 BLVll T" W F • l:HAGE llGA 1; (I .. iii 

l 4 JO J :•. oTH STREET 

14401 DUU~E PGRT CAUSWY TO BISCAY~E 

14~02 dl~CAYNE BLVD TD W. FllONTAGE ROAD (1-951 

h 'UJ ~. HG,<1 \t;E ~t.,Au I 1-9''>) TO WEST 7TH STREET 

144) ) ~. 7TH ~rnEcT 

l~OOO UuDG" PUKT CAUScWAY TO BISCAY~E BLVD 

l50Jl ~ISCAYNE BLVD Tu W. FRONTAGE ROAD 

APPENDIX C CONTINUED 

R O.W. 
WIDT>-1 

FT 

EXIST ING 
PAVE MT 
WIJ".'H 

FT. 

70 

60 

50 

90 

90 

10 

10 

70 

70 

70 

70 

60 

50 

50 

60 

60 

10 

50 

50 

0 

0 

50 

_J ci 
<( z 

~ _J er 
NO. R.OW 

PROf'OSED 
PAVE MT 
WIDTH 

NO. 
~~ 
a..u 
>-w 
~(/) 

II~ ~ 
(.'.)- 0 
z:>' -
w er TRAFFIC WIDTH TRAFFIC 

LANES 
_J ~ a... 

LANE'S FT FT. 

60 4 N N 4 N 0.6 C 

46 3 N N 4 N 0.5 0 

24 2 N N 2 N O.l 0 

56 3 N N 3 N 0.3 0 

46 4 N N 3 32 1.0 0 

46 4 N N 3 32 0.6 0 

48 4 N N 4 N 1.6 0 

40 4 100 34-12-34 4 24 3.4 2 

24 2 LOO 34-12-34 4 24 0.5 2 

20 2 100 24-32-24 4 22 1.1 2 

20 2 130 24 2 37 2.0 2 

34 2 N N 3 N 0.8 0 

40 2 N N 2 N 0.9 0 

40 2 N N 2 N 0.9 0 

40 2 N N 2 N 0.5 0 

40 2 N N 2 N 0.3 

48 2 N N 2. N 0.7 C 

40 2 N N 2 N O. l 0 

40 2 N N 3 N 0.6 C 

0 0 N 34 2 31 0.1 2 

0 0 50 44 2 33 0.1 2 

40 2 N N 3 N 0.6 C 

ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT SYSTEr~ 
COST CLAS'.3 

RDWY. MAJOR R.O.W. TOT. EXIST. 
STRUCT. 

L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

- u-s 

1260 224 1484 u-s 

200 28 38 266 u-s 

426 11 437 L 

45 45 L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

13 13 L 

60 300 360 L 

L 

"' ;;,. 



CODE 
NO. 

PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS 

15002 W. FRONTAGE RD TD WEST 6TH STREET 

15003 WEST 6TH STREET TO N.W. 7 AVE 

15004 N.w. 7 AVE TO N.w. 10 AVE 

1~005 N.w. 10 AVENUE TO N.w. 12TH AVENUE 

15006 N.W. 12TH AVENUE TO N.W. 17TH AVENUE 

15007 N.W. 17TH AVENUE TD LEJEUNE ROAD 

15008 LEJ~UNE ROAD TO N.W. 57TH AVENUE 

15009 N.W. 57TH AVENUE TD N.W. 72 AVE 

15100 DOOGEPORT CAUSEWAY 

15101 SOUTH BEACH BLVD TO PORT OF MIA MI 

15102 PORT OF MIAMI TO ONE-WAY PAIRl6TH + 7TH ST.I 

15200 N. BTH STREET 

15201 N.W. 2 AVE TO FRONTAGE RO 

15300 N. lOTH STREET 

L530l BISCAYNE BLVD TO N.W. 3RO AVENUE 

15302 N.W. 3RD AVE TO WEST llTH STREET 

15400 N. llTH STREET 

15401 BISCAYNE BLVD TO N.W. 3RD AVE 

15402 N.w. 3RD AVE TO WEST 10 STREET 

L5403 WEST 10 ST TO N.W. 7TH AVE 

15404 N.W. 7TH AVENUE TO N.W. 12TH AVENUE 

15500 MACARTHUR CAUSEWAY !STATE ROAD ALAI 

15501 MIAMI BCH COAST LINE TO MIAMI CCAST LINE 

15600 N.E. 13TH STREET 

1~601 EAST-WEST EXWY TO EAST 2ND AVE 

15699 N. l4TH STREET 

15700 N. 15TH STREET TO BISCAYNE BLVD 

15701 BISCAYNE BLVD TO N.E. 2ND AVENUE 

15702 N.E. 2ND AVENUE TO N.W. 7TH AVENUE 

15703 N.W. 7TH AVENUE TO N.W. lOTH AVENUE 

APPENDIX C CONTINUED 

<t z f- _J a:: 

R.O.W. 

EXISTING 
PAVE MT 
WI DTH 

FT 

NO. R 0 .W. 
PROPOSED 

PAVEM'f 
WIDTH 

NO. 

_Jf O 
'.:::' f­
Cl. u 
>-w 
f- (f) 

Il~I ~ (.'.)- 0 
z::;: -
w a:: 
_J~ ~ 

WIDTH 
FT 

0 

110 

0 

60 

70 

70 

75 

0 TO 50 

0 

30 , BO 

60 

50 

70 

50 

70 

70 

50 

TRAFFIC WIDTH 
LANES FT. F T 

TRAFFIC 
LANES 

0 0 N 44 2 31 O.l 2 

0 0 N 34-20-34 4 24 0.5 2 

0 0 100 26-20-26 4 25 0.3 2 

NA 4 N N 4 N 0.2 C 

NA 4 N N 4 N 0.5 0 

54 4 100 EXP-ST 4 28 2.6 2 

4 100 EXP-ST 4 28 1.6 2 

0 TO 24 2 100 EXP-ST 4 28 1.5 2 

0 0 70 24 2 29 1 . 5 2 

24 ' 40 2 N N 2 N 1.9 0 

40 2 N 48 4 27 0.2 2 

40 2 N N 2 31 0.6 0 

0 0 N 44 2 31 o. 2 

40 2 N N 2 N 0.7 0 

0 0 N 44 2 31 0.2 

0 0 96 26-12-26 4 25 0.3 

40 2 96 48 4 36 0.5 2 

200- 70 32-28-32 6 116 38-20-38 6 21 3.1 2 

NA 46 4 N N 4 N 0.3 0 

NA NA 2 "' N 2 N 0.2 0 

50- 100 48 - 60 4 N N 4 N 0.2 C 

50 40 2 70 44 2 38 l.O 2 

50 30 2 70 58 4 27 0.3 

ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT 
COST 

SYSTEM 
CLASS 

RDWY. 

154 

245 

137 

1230 

760 

889 

132 

20 

31 

31 

147 

34 

205 

46 

120 

MAJOR 
STRUCT. 

165 

750 

300 

775 

1648 

0 

0 

R.O.W. 

495 

960 

500 

338 

1875 

150 

250 

200 

375 

150 

TOT. EXIST. 

154 L 

245 L 

797 L 

L 

- u-s 

2940 u-s 

1560 u-s 

2002 L 

3655 L 

L 

20 L 

L 

31 L 

L 

31 L 

297 L 

284 L 

405 UPP 

L 

L 

L 

421 L 

270 L 

... 



CODE 

fil. 
PRINCIPAL STREET SE< T IONS 

15704 N.w. lOTH AVENUE TU N.w. 14TH AVENUE 

15705 N.W. l4TH AVENUE TO N.W. 17TH AVENUE 

15800 MIAMI INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT PERIMETER ROAD<DCPAI 

1S801 AIRPCRT TERMINAL TO N.W. 72NO AVENUE 

15802 N.W. 72NO AvENUE TO PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY 

15803 PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY TO NW 87 AVE vIA N 12TH ST 

15900 VENETIAN CAUSEWAY 

15901 EAST END OF VENETIAN CSWY TO BISCAYNE BLVD. 

15910 N. 15 TH STREET 

1~911 BISCAYNE BLVD TO N.W. lST AVE 

15930 N. llTH STREET 

15931 N.E. 2ND AVENUE TO N.W. 2NO AVENUE 

15932 N.W. 2ND AVENUE TO N.W. 7TH AVEhUE 

16000 N. 20TH STKEET 

16001 BISCAYNt BOULEVARD TO N.E. 2ND AVENUE 

16002 N.E. 2NO AVENUE TO INTERAMA EXPRESSWAY 

16003 INTERAMA EXPRESSWAY TD N.W. 7TH AVENUE 

16004 N.W. lTH AVENUE TO N.W. 22 AVENUE 

16005 N.W. 22 AVE TU UKEECHOBEE ROAD 

16006 OKEECHOBEE ROAD TO LEJEUNE-DOUGLAS EXPRESSWAY 

16007 LEJEUNE-DOUGLAS EXP~ESSWAY TO N.W. 42NO AVENUE 

16099 ~OUTH RIVER DRIVE 

16100 N.W. 8TH AVENUE TO \l.W. 7TH STREET 

16101 N.W. 27TH AVENUE TO TAMIAMI CANAL BRIDGE 

16102 TAMIAMI CANAL BRIDGE TU N.W. 36TH STREET 

16199 NORTH RIVER DRIVE 

16200 N.W. 7TH STREET TO N.W. llTH STREET 

16201 N.W. 12TH AVENUE AT N.W. llTH ST TO N.W. 14 AVE 

16202 N.W. l4TH AVENUE TO N.W. 17TH AVENUE 

16203 N.W. 17TH AVE TO N.W. 20TH ST NEAR N.W. 22 AVE 

APPENDIX C CONTINUED 

..JO 
<l:Z w -

f--...J a:: 
R.OW 

WIDT>-1 
FT 

EX ISTING 
PAVE M'r 
W l );L~ 

NO. R 0.W. 
PROPOSED 

PAVEM'r 
WIDTH 

NO. 
~I-' 
CL U 
>-w 
f--(j) 

Il<f> i'.: 
(.')- 0 
z::;: -
w a:: 

FT 
TRAFFIC WIDTH 

LANES FT. FT. 
TRAFFIC 

LANES 
_J ~ a.. 

70 SB 4 N N 4 N 0.5 0 

50 20 2 70 58 4 27 0.3 

NA 24 2 N N 2 lj 3. 5 0 

NA 24-lB-24 4 N N 4 N 0.5 0 

NA NA 2 N N 2 N 1. 0 C 

NA 36 TO 60 2 88 68 4 35 2.7 

60 45 2 N 48 2 27 0.5 2 

60 40 2 N 48 4 36 0.5 2 

50 30 2 60 46 4 36 0.5 2 

50 24 2 70 58 4 26 0.1 2 

50 42 2 70 58 4 26 o. 2 2 

60 42 2 108 36-16-36 6 21 0.8 2 

70 36 2 100 EXP-~T 4 28 1.5 2 

60 36 2 100 EXP-ST 4 28 0.5 2 

0 0 0 100 26-16-26 4 25 0.9 

0 0 0 132 38-20-Jd 6 21 0.6 

NA NA 2 N N 2 N O. 3 0 

NA 24 2 N N 2 N 0.4 0 

NA 24 2 N N 2 N 1. 7 0 

50 28 2 N o\I 2 N 0.4 0 

80 62 4 N N 4 N 0.3 0 

80 20-14-20 4 N N 4 N 0.3 0 

80 26 2 N N 2 ,.., o. 6 a 

ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT 
COST 

SY STE 'V1 
CLASS 

RDWY. MAJOR 
5TRUCT. 

R.O.W. TOT. EXIST 

L 

120 150 270 L 

L 

L 

L 

72 1611 1683 T 

57 57 L 

57 57 L 

75 150 225 L 

57 60 117 L 

114 350 464 L 

570 1265 1835 L 

105 350 2414 3469 L 

235 350 625 1210 L 

410 164 837 1411 L 

340 195 260 795 L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

L --"" > 



CODE 
l!Q. 

PR INCIPAL STREET SECTIONS 

16204 N.~. 22 AVE TD N.W. 27 AVc 

lb205 N.W. 27TH AVENUE AT 20TH ST TD N.W. 36TH ST 

lb300 N.W. 25TH STREET 

16301 N.W. 67 AVE TO N.W. 72 AVE 

16302 N.W. 72ND AVENUE TO PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY 

16303 PALMcTTO EXPRESSWAY TO N.w. 87 AVE 

16304 N.W. 87 AVE TO WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY 

16400 N.W. 28TH STREET 

16401 N.W. 7TH AVENUE TO N.W. 17TH AVENUE 

lb402 N.W. 17 AVE TO N.W. 27 AVE 

16403 N.w. 27 AVENUE TO N.w. NORTH RIVER DRIVE 

16500 N. 29TH STREET 

16501 BISCAYNE BLVD TO N.W. 15 AVE 

16502 N.W. 15 AVE TO N. W.17 AVE 

16599 N. 36TH STREET 

16600 I-195 TO BISCAYNE BLVD 

16601 BISCAYNE BLVD TU N.w. 7 AVE 

16602 N.W. 7 AVE TO N.W. 22ND AVENUE 

16603 N.W. 22ND AVENUE TO LEJEUNE-DOUGLAS EXPRESSWAY 

16604 LEJEUNE DOUGLAS EXPRESSWAY TO LEJEUNE ROAD 

l6b05 LEJEUNE ROAD TD CURTIS PA~KWAY 

16606 CURTIS PARKWAY ro PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY 

16607 PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY TO WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY 

16700 SOUTH RIVER URIVE - ROYAL POINCIANNA BOULEVARD 

16701 N.h. 36TH STREET TO EAST DRIVE 

16702 EA~T DRIVE TO CURTIS PARKWAY 

16703 CURTIS PARKWAY TO 74TH STREET 

16704 74TH STKEcT TO PALMETTO EXPRESS~AY 

16705 ?ALMLTTO EXPK~S,WAY TO N.h. 87 AVE 

l6800 OKE~CHO~EE RLAD IHIALEAHl 

APPENDIX C CONTINUED 

EXISTING PROPOSED 
<l z 

f- _J a:: 
ROW PAVE'1'T ~0 ROW PAVEM'T NO. 

Jl'::O '::' f-
0.. u 
:r-w 

I.l~I ~ ('.)- 0 
z:>' -

WIOT\.i W I )"'" '1 TRAFFIC NIOTH WIDTH TRAFFIC 
F" FT .'.J..l\j~~ i=-'" f-T LAJ\IES 

~? ~ r-- ,_/"" 

80 20 2 N 24 2 37 O.B 2 

80 22-10-22 4 N N 4 I~ lo 7 C 

100 20 2 N 24 2 37 0.6 2 

70 20 2 N i4 2 37 0.6 2 

50 20 2 N N 2 N 1.1 C 

50 20 2 N .~ z N 2.8 0 

70 24 2 N N 2 N 1. l 0 

70 22 2 N 44 L 3B 1.0 2 

70 22 2 N N 2 N 0.7 C 

70 22 2 BB 6B 4 35 1. 8 

0 0 0 B8 68 4 26 0 . 2 

NA NA 2 N N 2 N 0.4 0 

70 48 4 N N 4 N 1. 2 0 

70 40 4 BO 60 4 35 1.5 2 

70 40 4 BO 60 4 35 1 . 4 2 

70 40 4 BO bO 4 35 0.7 2 

35 72 6 N N 6 N 1.6 0 

NA 24-19-24 4 130 38-19-38 6 21 1.9 2 

0 0 0 70 24 2 29 3.2 2 

80 42 4 78 ~B 4 35 O.B 2 

BO 26 TO 36 2 78 5B 4 35 O.B 2 

70 22 2 N N 2 N 2.2 C 

70 18 2 .~ ~4 2 37 1.1 2 

NA NA 2 70 24 2 2• 1.3 2 

ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT 
COST 

SYSTEM 
CLASS 

ROWY 

19 

14 

14 

91 

730 

82 

119 

109 

54 

585 

280 

64 

64 

25 

114 

MAJOR 
5TRUCT 

24 

373 

261 

ROW 

472 

106 

510 

474 

237 

428 

272 

110 

TOT EXIST 

19 L 

- u-s 

14 l 

14 L 

L 

L 

l 

91 L 

L 

1202 l 

1B8 L 

L 

- U-P 

629 UPP 

5B3 UPP 

315 UPP 

- U-P 

1386 U-P 

813 L 

64 L 

64 L 

l 

25 L 

224 L 

"' 



CODE 
l!Q, 

PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS 

l6B01 N.W. 36TH STREET TO LEJEUNE ROAD 

l6B02 LEJEUNE ROAD TO N.W. 57TH AVENUE 

l6B03 N.W. 57TH AvENUE TO 74TH STREET 

16B04 74TH STREET TO PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY 

l6B05 PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY TO N.W. 103 ST 

16B06 N.W. 103 ST TO WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY 

l6B07 WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY TO WEST CORDON LINE 

16900 N. 46 TH STREET 

16901 BISCAYNE BLVD TO N.W. 7TH AVE 

16902 ~.w. 7TH AVE TO N.w. 27 AVE 

16903 N.w. 27TH AVE TO N.w. 42NO AVE 

16904 N.W. 42NO AVE TO OKEECHOBEE ROAD 

17000 N.W. 54TH STREET 

17001 BISCAYNE BOULEVARD TO INTERAMA EXPRESSWAY 

17002 INTERAMA EXPRESSWAY TO I-95 

17003 I-95 TO N.W. 7TH AVENUE 

17004 N.w. 7TH AVENUE TO N.w. 27TH AVENUE 

17005 N.W. 27TH AVENUE TO LEJEUNE-DOUGLAS EXPRESSWAY 

17006 LEJEUNE-DOUGLAS EXPRESSWAY TD OKEECHOBEE ROAD 

17100 N.W. 5BTH STREEf 

17101 N.W. 72ND AVENUE TO PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY 

17102 PALMETT~ EXPRESSWAY TO N.W. B7 AVE 

17103 N.W. 87 A,~ TO N.W. 97 AVE 

17104 N.W. 97 AVE TO WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY 

17200 N. 62ND STREET 

17201 BISCAYNE BOULEVARD TD N.t. 2ND AVENUE 

17l02 ~.E. 2NO AVENUE TO 1-95 

17203 1-'1:> Tu Jli.W. 7fH AVENUE 

17204 N.<I. 7TH AVENUE TO N.W. <! 7fli 1v::NuE 

17LU5 ~.w. 27TH AVE~U~ TO LEJ~UNE-DGUGLAS EXPRESSWAY 

APPENDIX C CONTINUED 

ROW. 
WIDTH 

FT 

EXISTING 
PAVE MT 
WIJ:'i 

FT 

NO R.OW 
TRAFFIC WIDTH 
LANES FT. 

NA 26- 4-26 4 

NA 42 4 

NA 68 4 

NA 24-lB-24 4 

NA 22 2 

NA 24 2 

NA 22 2 

60 20 2 

60 20 2 

60 20 2 

60 20 2 

70 5B 4 

70 5B " 

70 52 4 

70 5B 4 

70 72 4 

NA 58 4 

NA NA 2 

NA NA 2 

35 NA 2 

0 0 0 

50 NA 2 

70 36 4 

70 4B 4 

10 46 4 

70 44 4 

PROc' OSED 
PAVE MT 
WIDTH 

FT 

N 

8B 

N 

N 

B8 

N 

N 

N 

8B 

8B 

BB 

N 

N 

N 

N 

N 

N 

N 

N 

70 

70 

7B 

7B 

N 

7B 

78 

NO. 
TRAFFIC 
LANES 

N 4 

_J ci 
<( z 
~1--
0..u 
>-w 
1--Ul 

II(/) f'.:: w -
I- _J a:: 
(!)- 0 
z::;: -
w a:: 
_J z 0.. 

N 0.4 0 

6B 4 35 1.5 2 

N 4 N 2.1 0 

N 4 N l.6 0 

6B 4 26 1.2 2 

N 2 N 3.4 0 

N 2 N 2.3 0 

44 2 3B l.l 2 

68 4 26 2.0 2 

68 4 26 1.4 2 

6B 4 26 0.3 2 

N 4 N 0.2 0 

N 4 N l.O 0 

N 4 Ill 0.1 0 

N 4 N 2.1 0 

N 4 N l.l 0 

N 4 N 0.5 0 

N 2 N 0.5 0 

N 2 N 0.7 0 

24 2 29 1.3 2 

24 2 29 l.9 2 

jB 4 26 0.5 2 

5B 4 35 0.9 2 

N 4 N 0.2 0 

5B 4 35 2.1 2 

5B 4 35 1.3 2 

ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT 
COST 

SYSTEM 
CLASS 

RDWY. 

136 

492 

100 

B20 

576 

126 

114 

168 

200 

46 

72 

45 

MAJOR 
STRUCT. 

18 

R.O.W. 

739 

560 

11 l 

52 

161 

170 

90 

210 

l30 

TOT. EXIST 

- UPP 

136 UPP 

- UPP 

- UPP 

510 RPP 

- RPP 

- RPP 

100 L 

1559 L 

1136 L 

237 L 

- UPP 

- UPP 

- UPP 

- UPP 

- UPP 

- UPP 

L 

L 

166 L 

329 L 

370 L 

136 L 

L 

2B2 L 

175 u-s 

"' > 



~ 
NO. 

PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS 

17206 LEJEUNE-DOUGLAS EXPRESSWAY TO N.W. 45 AVE 

17207 ~.W. 45 AVE TO OKEECHOBEE ROAD 

17300 N.W. 74TH STREET 

17301 N.W. 79TH STREET TO N.W. 47TH AVENUE 

17302 N.w. 47TH AVE TO N.w. 52ND AVE 

17303 N.W. 52ND AVENUE TO N.W. 57TH AVENUE 

17400 N. 79TH STREET 

17401 ~.E. 12TH AVE~UE TO BISCAYNE BOULEVARD 

17402 BISCAYNE BOULEVARD TO N.W. l2TH AVENUE 

17403 N.w. 12 AVE TO N.w. 17 AVE 

17404 N.W. 17 AVENUE TO N.W. 42NO AVENUE 

17405 N.W. 42ND AVENUE TO N. W. 47TH AVENUE 

17500 79TH STREET CAUSEWAY 

17501 N.E. 12TH AVENUE TO INTRACOASTAL BRIDGE 

17502 INTRACOASTAL BRIDGE TO HARBOR ISLAND 

17503 HARBOR ISLAND TO EAST SIDE OF TREASURE ISLAND 

17504 TREASURE ISLAND TO NORMANDY ISLE 171ST STJ 

17600 N. 82ND STREET 

17601 N.E. 79TH STREET TO BI SCAY NE BLVD 

17602 Bl~CAYNE BLVD TO N.E. 2ND AVENUE 

17603 N.E. 2ND AVENUE TO N.W. 5TH AVENUE 

l/604 N.W. 5TH AVENUE TO N.W. 12TH AVENUE 

17605 N.w. 12TH AVENUE TO N.w. l7TH AVE AT 79TH STREET 

17700 N.W. 90TH STREET 

17701 N.W. 87TH AVENUE TO WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY 

l 7BOO N. 95TH STREET 

17801 BISCAYNE BOULEVARD TO N.E. 6TH AVENUE 

17802 N.E. 6TH AVENUE TO 1-95 

17803 1-95 TO N.W. 27TH AVENUE 

17804 N.W. 27TH AVENUE TO N.W. 42ND AVENUE 

APPENDIX C CONTINUED 

R. o.w. 
WIDTH 

FT 

EXISTING 
PAVE M'r 
WIDTH 

FT 

70 

70 

0 

80 

60 

70 

70 

70 

NO. R.O.W. 
TRAFFIC WIDTH 
LANES FT 

48 4 

PROPOSED 
PAVEM'f 
WIDTH 

FT 

N 

44 4 78 

NO. 
TRAFFIC 
LANES 

'~ 4 

_JIO <( z 
'::'. f-
0.. u 
>- w 
I- (/\ 

f- _J ct: Il~I ~ (!)- 0 
z::E -
w ct: _J ~ a.. 

N 0.5 0 

58 4 35 1.4 2 

0 0 12G 38-24-38 6 21 0.5 

50 4 108 38-12-38 6 21 0.5 2 

22 2 78 ;0 4 26 o.5 

60 4 N N 3 N l. 0 C 

60 4 N N 3 N 2.1 0 

NA 4 N N 3 N 0.5 0 

100 24-16-24 4 130 38-16-38 6 34 3.1 2 

70 24-16-24 4 N N 4 N 0.6 0 

82 60 4 102 38-16-38 6 34 0.1 

100 48 4 N 38-16-38 6 34 0.8 

96 -100 48 4 N 38-16-38 b 34 1.0 

96 -100 36 4 N 42,36 b 34 0.2 

0 0 0 70 46 3 32 0.6 

NA NA 4 N N 3 N 0.5 0 

NA NA 2 70 46 3 32 O.B 

50 18 2 70 46 3 32 0.9 

0 0 0 70 46 3 32 0. 3 

0 0 0 70 20 2 29 3.0 2 

NA 20 2 108 34-20-34 4 24 0.3 

70 20 2 108 34-20-34 4 24 1.7 

70 40 4 108 34-20-34 4 24 2.1 2 

60 NA 2 108 34-20-34 4 24 1.6 2 

ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT 
COST 

SYSTEM 
CLASS 

RDWY. 

48 

285 

285 

200 

l 050 

57 

285 

450 

172 

256 

262 

86 

231 

164 

891 

1070 

7'19 

MAJOR 
STRUCT. 

1760 

540 

1250 

53 

813 

R.0.W. 

BO 

550 

200 

125 

700 

160 

308 

210 

170 

50 

48 

46 

250 

300 

936 

TOT. EXIST. 

- u-S 

128 u-s 

835 L 

485 u-s 

325 u-s 

- U-P 

- U-P 

- U-P 

1750 U-P 

- U-P 

217 U-P 

2045 U-P 

990 U-P 

1250 U-P 

480 u-s 

- u-s 

466 u-s 

432 u-s 

136 u-s 

279 L 

210 L 

1141 L 

1423 u-s 

2548 L 

et-



~ 
NO. 

PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS 

17805 N.w. 42ND AVENUE TO N.w. 62ND AVENUE 

17806 N.E. 62NO AVENUE TO N.W. 72NO AVENUE 

11900 N. 103RO STREET 

17901 N.E. 6TH AVENUE TO 1-95 

17902 1-95 TO N.w. 22NO AVENUE 

17903 N.w. 22NO AVENUE TO N.w. 32NO AVENUE 

17904 N.w. 32NO AVENUE TO N.w. 52NO AVENUE 

17905 N.w. 52ND AVENUE TO N.w. 67TH AVENUE 

17906 N.w. 67TH AVENUE TO PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY 

17907 PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY TO OKEECHOBEE ROAD 

18000 N.w. l06TH STREET 

18001 U.S. 27 TO WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY 

18100 N ll~TH STREETCN.w. 122ND STREETI 

18101 WEST DIXIE TO MIAMI AVENUE 

18102 MIAMI AVENUE TO N.w. 22ND AVENUE 

18103 N.w. 22ND AVENUE TO N.w. 27TH AVENUE 

18104 N.w. 27TH AVENUE TO LEJEUNE ROAD 

18105 LEJEUNE ROAD TD N.W. 57TH AVENUE 

18106 N.W. 57TH AVENUE TO PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY 

18107 PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY TO N.W. 87TH AVENUE 

18108 N.w. 87TH AVENUE TO N.w. 97TH AVENUE 

18200 ·~- 123RO STREET (BROAD CAUSEWAYI 

18201 MIAMI BEACH SHORELINE TO BISCAYNE BOULEVARD 

18202 BISCAYNE BOULEVARD TO N.E. l6TH AVENUE 

18300 N. l25TH STREET 

16301 N.E. l6TH AVENUE TO INTERAHA EXPRESSWAY 

16302 INTERAHA EXPRESSWAY TO N.E. 6TH AVENUE 

16303 N.E. 6TH AVENUE TO N.W. 7TH AVENUE 

16400 .~. l35TH STREET 

18401 U.S. l TO N.~. 2ND AVENUE 

APPENDIX C CONTINUED 

R.O.W. 
WIDTH 

FT 

EXISTING 
PAVE M'T 
WIDTH 

FT 

60 

0 

75 

85 

75 

75 

70 

70 

130 

100 

100 

100 

0 

50 

NA 

0 

0 

80 

80 

75 

60 

60 

70 

PROPOSED 
....10 
-tZ w -

NO. R.O.W. PAVEM'f NO. 
~1-
0..u 
>- UJ 
I-"' 

:rl"' ~ I- _J a: 
(!)- 0 
z:;; -
UJ a: 
_J ~ 0.. 

TRAFFIC WIDTH WIDTH TRAFFIC 
LANES FT. 

NA 2 

0 0 

48 4 

48 4 

48 4 

48 4 

48 4 

48 4 

44 4 

0 0 

40 4 

40 4 

46 4 

0 0 

NA 2 

NA 2 

0 0 

0 0 

56 4 

62 4 

62 4 

62 4 

26 2 

60 4 

FT. LANES 

96 24-20-24 4 23 2.0 2 

120 24-40-24 4 22 1.0 2 

100 34-12-34 4 24 1.2 

100 34-12-34 4 24 l.7 l 

100 34-12-34 4 24 l.O l 

100 36- 8-36 6 21 2.0 2 

90 24-26-24 4 25 1.5 

90 24-26-24 4 25 l.O l 

100 24-36-24 4 25 1.4 

N 

N 

N 

N 

70 

70 

70 

70 

70 

N 

N 

N 

N 

N 

N 

20 2 29 2.5 2 

N 4 

N 4 

N 2 

N 0.5 0 

N 2.4 0 

N 0.5 0 

24 2 29 l.6 l 

24 2 37 l.5 l 

24 2 37 2.0 l 

24 2 29 l.O 

24 2 29 l.O 2 

N 4 N l.7 0 

N 4 N 0.2 0 

N 4 N 0.2 0 

N 4 N l.2 0 

N 2 N l.8 0 

N 4 N 2.7 0 

ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT 
COST 

SYSTEM 
~ 

RDWY. 

764 

uo 

592 

836 

493 

1140 

580 

388 

545 

11 

141 

33 

44 

88 

88 

MAJOR 
STRUCT. 

28 

59 

98 

46 

46 

R.QW. TOT EXIST. 

880 

400 

u 

ll 

10 

20 

8 

5 

189 

240 

112 

120 

45 

45 

1612 

830 

604 

l 

L 

L 

853 u-s 

503 u-s 
1160 u-s 

588 u-s 

393 u-s 

793 u-s 

175 L 

L 

L 

L 

381 l 

145 l 

164 L 

179 RSS 

179 RSS 

L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

- u-s 

"' ~· 



CODE 
NO. 

PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS 

18402 N.W. 2ND AVENUE TO N.M. 7TH AVENUE 

18403 N.w. 7TH AVENUE TO N.w. 32ND AVENUE 

18404 N.W. 32ND AVENUE TO LEJEUNE ROAD 

18405 LEJcUNE ROAD TO N.W. 57TH AVENUE 

18406 N.w. 57TH AVENUE TO N.w. 67TH AVENUE 

18500 OP~-LOCKA BOULEVARD 

18501 N.w. 2ND AVENUE TO N.w. 7TH AVENUE 

18502 N.w. 7TH AVENUE TO N.w. 27TH AVENUE 

18503 N.w. 27TH AVENUE TO N.w. 32ND AVENUE 

18600 N. 151ST STREET 

18601 U.S. l TO N.E. 6TH AVENUE 

18602 N.E. 6TH AVENUE TO NORTH MIAMI AVENUE 

18603 NORTH MIAMI AVENUE TO SOUTH BISCAYNE RIVER DRIVE 

18604 SOUTH BISCAYNE RIVER DRIVE TO N.W. 5TH AVENUE 

18605 N.w. 5TH AVENUE TO N.w. 7TH AVENUE 

18606 N.W. 7TH AVENUE TO SOUTH RIVER DRIVE 

18607 SOUTH RIVER DRIVE TO N.W. 17TH AVENUE 

18608 N.w. l7TH AVENUE TO N.w. 27TH AVENUE 

18609 N.W. 27TH AVENUE TO LEJEUNE-DOUGLAS EXPRESSWAY 

18700 N.W. l54TH STREET 

18701 N.W. 32ND AVENUE TO LEJEUNE-DOUGLAS EXPRESSWAY 

18702 LEJEUNE-DOUGLAS EXPRESSWAY TO N.W. 67TH AVENUE 

18703 N.W. 67TH AVENUE TO PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY 

18704 PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY TO N.W. 87TH AVENUE 

lBBOD N. l63RO ST !SUNNY ISLES CAUSEWAY) !SR 826) 

18801 INTRACOASTAL WATERWAY BRIDGE TO U.S. 

18802 U.S. l TO WEST DIXIE HIGHWAY 

18803 WEST DIXIE HIGHWAY TO N.E. 6TH AVENUE 

ltl804 N.E. 6TH AVENUE TO GOLDEN GLADES INTERCHANGE 

18900 N.W. 170TH STREET 

APPENDIX C CONTINUED 

R. O.W. 
WIDTH 

FT 

EXISTING 
PAVEM'r 
WIDTH 

FT 

70 

70 

70 

0 

0 

80 

80 

70 

7D 

70 

NO. R.O.W. 
TRAFFIC WIDTH 
LANES FT. 

24 2 

20 2 

20 2 

0 0 

0 0 

24 2 

24 2 

20 2 

20 2 

18 2 

D+ 70 0+24 0 

70 20 2 

80 24- V-24 4 

70 20 2 

PROPOSED 
_J[O <( z 
~l­
a_ u 
>-w 
I- (fl ~l~l ii PAVEM"f NO. 

WIDTH TRAFFIC 
FT LANES 

N N 2 32 0.5 0 

N 24 2 32 2.5 2 

N 48 4 27 1.0 l 

70 48 4 27 1.5 

70 24 2 29 l.O l 

N N 2 N 0.6 0 

N N 2 32 2.0 C 

N 24 2 32 0.4 

N 44 2 31 2.0 2 

N 44 z 31 0.0 z 
70 44 2 31 0.3 2 

N 44 2 38 0.2 2 

N N 4 N 0.2 0 

80 24-12-24 4 25 0.5 2 

D 0 0 130 26-24-26 4 25 0.6 2 

35- 70 24 2 70 48 4 27 1.0 2 

7D 24 2 N 48 4 27 l.O 2 

NA NA 2 70 44 2 31 0.3 2 

0 0 0 70 24 2 29 3.3 2 

0 0 0 70 ~4 2 29 1.0 2 

0 0 0 70 24 2 29 1.0 2 

70 44 4 100 EXP-ST 4 28 1.7 

100 NA 6 N EXP-ST 4 28 O.l l 

100 NA 6 N EXP-ST 4 28 2.6 

100 76 4 N EXP-ST 4 28 1.3 

ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT 
COST 

SYSTEM 
CLASS 

RD.WY. 

114 

373 

560 

88 

32 

570 

228 

85 

57 

182 

220 

365 

3&5 

96 

292 

88 

88 

800 

47 

340 

610 

MAJOR 
STRUCT. 

46 

29 

78 

237 

29 

600 

150 

750 

150 

R.O.W. TOT. EXIST. 

L 

114 L 

373 L 

225 785 L 

150 284 L 

L 

L 

32 l 

570 L 

257 L 

32 195 L 

57 L 

L 

38 220 L 

135 592 L 

75 440 L 

365 L 

27 123 L 

282 603 L 

35 123 L 

35 123 L 

255 1655 UPP 

197 UPP 

1090 UPP 

760 UPP 

--_, 



CODE 
NO. 

PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS 

18901 N.w. 67TH AVENUE TO N.w. B7TH AVENUE 

18902 N.w. B7TH AVENUE TO SNAKE CREEK EXPRESSWAY 

19000 N. 1B3RD STREET (MIAMI GARDENS DRIVE> 

19001 WEST DIXIE HIGHWAY TO N.E. BTH AVENUE 

19002 N.E. 8TH AVENUE TO N.w. 2ND AVE~UE 

19003 N.w. 2ND AVENUE TO N.W. 27TH AVENUE 

19004 N.w. 27TH AVENUE TD LEJEUNE-DOUGLAS EXPRESSWAY 

19005 LEJEUNE-DOUGLAS EXPRESSWAY TD N.W. 47TH AVENUE 

19006 N.w. 47TH AVENUE TO N.w. 57TH AVENUE 

19007 N.w. 57TH AVENUE TO N.w. 87TH AVENUE 

19100 N.E. 195TH STREET CAUSEWAY 

19101 A-1-A TO N.E. 34TH AVENUE 

19102 N.c. 34TH AVENUE TD INTERAMA EXPRESSWAY 

19103 INTERAMA EXPRESSWAY TO U.S. l 

19200 N. 199TH .STREET l202-203RD STREET ALIGNMENT) 

19201 BISCAYNE BLVD TU HIGHLAND LAKE BLVD 

19202 HIGHLAND LAKE TO 1-95 

192il3 I-95 TO N.w. 21~D AVENUE 

192-04 N.W. 2NO AVENUE TD .SUNSHINE STATE PARKWAY 

19205 SUNSh!NE STATE PARKWAY TO N.w. 37TH AVENUE 

19206 N.w. 37TH AVENUE TO N.w. 47TH AVENUE 

19207 N.w. 47TH AVENUE TO N.w. 77TH ~VENUE 

19300 N. 215TH STREET 

19301 N.E. 34TH AVE TO U.S. 

19302 U.S. l TO DIXIE HIGHWAY 

19303 DIXIE HIGHWAY Tu I-95 

19304 I-9~ TD SNAKE C~EEK EXPRESSWAY 

20000 *****ARTERIAL ST~EETS***** 

20001 *****NDRTH-SuUTH TRAFFIC FLOW FACILITIES***** 

iOlOO N.E. 34TH AVENUE 

APPENDIX C CONTINUED 

PROPOSED 
<( z w -

f- ...J er 
R.O.W. 

EX.I ST ING 
PAVE M'T 
Wl)""!"H 

FT 

NO. R.O.W. PAVEM'T NO. ~
ci 

<)I-' 

<) 
w 

f- t/) 

Iltll ;::: 
(.!)- 0 
z::E -
w

2 
er 

_J_ Cl. 
WIDTH 

FT 
TRAFFIC WIDTH WIDTH TRAFFIC 

LANf S FT. FT. LANES 

0 0 0 70 24 2 29 2.1 2 

0 0 0 70 20 2 29 2.2 2 

100 26-18-26 4 100 N 4 N 2.2 0 

100 26-18-26 4 N N 4 N 1.4 0 

100 26-18-26 4 N N 4 N 2.5 0 

70 24 2 110 24-20-24 4 23 0.9 2 

70 24 2 110 24-20-24 4 23 0.9 2 

70 24 2 110 24-20-24 4 23 1.1 2 

0 0 0 70 24 2 37 2.B 2 

0 0 0 110 26-24-26 4 25 1.3 2 

0 0 0 120 38-24-38 6 21 0.4 2 

0 0 0 llO 26-24-2.6 4 25 0.1 2 

0 0 0 120 26-24-26 4 25 l.O 

0 0 0 120 38-12-38 6 21 0.2 1 

0 0 0 130 38-20-38 6 21 2.6 l 

0 0 0 130 26-24-26 4 25 1.5 

0 0 0 130 26-24-26 4 25 2.0 

0 0 0 150 24-40-24 4 22 0.9 

0 0 0 l30 24 2 29 3.2 

0 0 0 70 24 2 29 0.5 2 

0 0 0 80 26-16-26 4 25 0.6 2 

70 20 2 80 26-16-26 4 25 1.0 2 

0 0 0 80 26-16-26 4 25 a.a 2 

ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT 
COST 

SYSTEM 
CLA'.: S 

RDWY. 

184 

170 

400 

400 

502 

246 

595 

228 

l .B 

455 

114 

1370 

695 

910 

337 

557 

22 

137 

228 

182 

MAJOR 
STRUCT. 

29 

33 

338 

59 

356 

119 

66 

94 

30 

R.O.W. TOT. EX IST 

32 245 RSS 

23 193 RSS 

L 

L 

L 

45 445 L 

27 427 L 

11 546 L 

5-6 302 L 

455 1388 L 

140 368 L 

14 32 L 

225 739 U-P 

14 128 U-P 

380 2106 U-P 

110 805 L 

150 1179 L 

160 563 L 

111 762 U-P 

63 85 L 

90 227 L 

25 283 L 

30 212 L 

-__, 

). 



CODE 
NO. 

PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS 

20101 N.E. 215TH STREET TO N.E. l95TH STREET CAUSEWAY 

20200 wEST DIXIE HIGHWAY 

20201 N.E. 215TH STREET TO N.E. 203RD STREET 

20202 N.E. 203RD STREET TO SNAKE CREEK CANAL 

20203 SNAKE CREEK CANAL TO N.E. l63RD STREET 

20204 N.E. 163RD STREET TO N.E. 125TH STREET 

20205 N. E. 125TH STREET TO N.E. 2NO AVENUE 

20300 HIGHLA ND LAKE BOULEVARD - l8TH AVENUE-19TH AVENUE 

20301 BROWARD COUNT Y LINE TO 203RD STREET 

20302 N.E. 203RD STREET TO N.E. 199TH STREET 

20303 N.E. 199TH STREET TO N.E. 185TH STREET 

20304 N.E. 185TH STREET TO l63RO STREET 

20400 N.E. l6TH AVENUE 

20401 N.E. 163RD STREET TO N.E. 143RD STREET 

20402 N.E. l43RD STREET TO U.S. 

20500 N.E. 15TH AVENUE 

20501 N.E. l87TH STREET TO N.E . l83RD STREET 

20502 N.E. 183RD STREET TO N.E. 163RD STREET 

20600 ~.E. 12TH AVENUE 

20601 N.E . 215TH STREET TO N.E. 203RD STREET 

20602 N.E. 183RD STREET TO N.E. 179TH STREET 

20603 N. E. 179TH STREET TO N.E. l75TH STREET 

20604 N. E. 175TH STREET TO N.E. l63RD STREET 

20605 N.E. l63RD STREET TO WEST DIXIE HIGHWAY 

20606 WEST DIXIE HIGHWAY TO N.E. 125TH STREET 

20607 N.E. 125TH STREET TO N.E. ll8TH STREET 

20608 ~.E. 118TH STREET TO U.S. 

20700 N.E. lOTH AVENUE 

20701 BROWARD COUNTY LINE TO N.E. 183RD STREET 

20800 N.E. 6TH AVENUE 

APPENDIX C CONTINUED 

PROPOSED 
<( z 

1-- -.J 0:: 

R O.W. 

EXISTING 
PAllE M'r 
WIDTH 

FT 

NO. RO .W. PAI/EMT NO. 

_,lo 
'::'.1-­
Q_ u 
>-w 
1--(fl ~~I~ <:> - 0 

z::;; -
w 0:: WIDTH 

FT 

0 

60 

60 

100 

70 

70 

NA 

0 

70 

TRAFFIC WIDTH 
LANES FT. 

WIDTH TRAFF IC 

FT LANES 
~ Q_ 

0 0 116 26- 36-24 4 22 1.6 2 

28 2 108 36- 18- 36 6 21 0.0 2 

28 2 108 34 - 20- 34 4 24 2.7 2 

90 4 N N 4 N 0.2 0 

44 4 N N 4 N 3.1 0 

60 4 N N 4 N 0.5 0 

NA 2 N N 2 N 0.9 0 

0 0 70 24 2 29 0.4 2 

24 2 N N 2 N 0.9 0 

110 20- 36- 20 4 N 36-16- 36 4 24 1.4 2 

50 16- 20 2 70 44 2 31 1.3 2 

10 16- 20 2 N 44 2 31 1.7 2 

0 0 0 70 24 2 29 0.1 2 

30- 70 20 2 70 24 2 37 1.3 2 

50 NA 2 110 36 - 20- 36 4 24 0.6 2 

50 20 2 78 58 4 26 0.1 2 

0 0 0 78 58 4 26 0.1 

50 24 2 78 58 4 26 0.8 2 

40 24 2 78 58 4 26 1.5 2 

40 - 70 NA 2 78 58 4 26 0.9 2 

0 0 0 78 58 4 26 0.6 

NA NA 2 78 58 4 26 0.6 2 

0 D 0 10 24 2 29 2.3 

ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT 
COST 

SYSTEM 
CLASS 

RDWY 

625 

467 

1382 

37 

400 

119 

153 

8 

30 

210 

56 

24 

266 

524 

308 

218 

200 

254 

MAJOR 
STRIJCT. 

119 

72 

220 

98 

R.O.W. TOT EXIST. 

480 1221t l 

480 947 u- s 

1620 3074 u- s 

- u- s 

- u-s 

- u-s 

l 

260 297 L 

L 

400 L 

258 377 l 

153 L 

28 36 L 

152 182 l 

16 286 L 

42 98 L 

24 268 l 

250 516 l 

630 1154 L 

326 634 L 

431t 652 L 

218 418 L 

91 443 l 

-OD 



CODE 
.!ill. 

PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS 

20801 N.W. 1B3RD STREET TO N.E. l63RD STREET 

~u802 N.E. 163RD STREET TO OPA LOCKA EXPRESSWAY 

20603 OPA LOCKA EXPRESSWAY TO BISCAYNE BOULEVARD 

20850 EAST 3RD AVENUE 

L0851 N.2NO STREET ro N. lST STREET 

20852 S.E. !ST STREET TO S. 2ND STREET 

20853 s. 2ND STREET TO S. 3RD STREET 

20854 S. 3RD STREET TO S. 4TH STREET 

20900 N.E. 2ND AVENUE 

20901 N.E. ll9TH STREET TO N.E. 105TH STREET 

20902 N.E. 105TH STREET TO N.f. 77TH STREET 

20903 N.E. 77TH STREET TO N.E. 621\10 STREET 

20904 N.E. 62ND STREET TO N.E. 58TH STREET 

20905 N.E. 58TH STREET TO N.E. 41ST STREET 

20906 N.E. 41ST STREET TO N.E. 17TH STREET 

20907 N.E. 17TH STREET TO S.E. 2ND STREET 

20950 EAST lST AVENUE 

20951 N. 17TH STREET TO l-395 

20952 1-395 TO N 5TH STREET 

20953 N. 5TH STREET TU S. 4TH STREET 

21000 MIAMI AVENUE 

21001 N.E. l67TH STREET TO N.W. 105TH STREET 

21002 N.E. 105TH STREET TO N.W. 7~TH STREET 

21003 N.w. 79TH STREET TO N.W. 45TH STREET 

21004 N.W. 45TH STREET TO N.W. 3BTH STREET 

21005 N.W. 3BTH STREET TO N.W. 17TH STREET 

21006 ~.w. 17TH STREET TO N.w. llTH STREET 

21007 N.W. llTH STREET TO S.W. 4TH STREET 

21008 S.W. 4TH STREET T~ S.W. 8TH STREET 

21009 S.W. 8TH STRE c T TO INTERSECTION OF U.S. l 

APPENDIX C CONTINUED 

R.OW. NO R.O.W 
WIDTH 

FT 

EXISTING 
PAVE MT 
WIJ".'H 

FT 
TRAFFIC WIDTH 
LANES FT 

70 42 4 

70 44 4 

70 46 4 

NA NA 2 

NA NA 2 

NA NA 2 

NA NA 2 

70 44 4 

70 54 4 

70 40 4 

70 54 4 

70 40 4 

70 48 4 

50 36 TO 46 3 

NA 48-60 4 

NA 40 2 

NA 40 2 

70- 85 20-24 2 

BO 60 4 

10 30 2 

10 36 2 

10 46 4 

50 32-40 3 

50 32-40 3 

NA 46 4 

70-120 46 4 

PROPOSED 
PAVEM'i' 
WIDTH 

78 

78 

78 

N 

1\1 

N 

l\j 

N 

N 

N 

N 

N 

N 

N 

N 

N 

N 

78 

,\I 

78 

78 

78 

N 

N 

r• 
N 

FT. 

NO. 
TRAFFIC 
LANES 

~1~1 ~1~1 ~1 n_u z;:< <'.::> 

~~ ~~ g: 

~8 4 26 0.9 2 

58 4 26 2.7 2 

58 4 26 2.2 2 

N 2 33 O.l C 

N 2 N 0.1 C 

N 2 3j 0.1 0 

N 2 N O.l C 

52 4 35 0.9 2 

N 4 N l. 2 C 

52 4 35 l.O 2 

N 4 N 0.2 0 

52 4 35 1.1 2 

N 4 N 1.5 C 

I~ 3 N 1.5 0 

N 2 33 0.4 0 

N 2 32 0.5 C 

N 2 33 0.6 0 

58 4 26 4.4 

N 4 N l. 9 0 

ss 4 26 2.5 

58 4 26 0.3 

58 4 26 1.5 2 

N 3 N l. 3 G 

N 3 N D.5 0 

,l\j 4 N l.4 0 

N 4 N l. 4 G 

ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT 
COST 

SYSTEM 
CLASS 

RDWY. 

41 

123 

100 

41 

46 

50 

1810 

950 

119 

119 

MAJOR 
STRUCT. 

43 

RO.W. 

5 

22 

22 

506 

162 

362 

300 

TOT. EXIST. 

46 u-s 

145 u-s 

122 L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

41 u-s 

- u-s 

46 u-s 

- u-s 

50 UPP 

- UPP 

- UPP 

L 

L 

L 

2359 L 

L 

1112 L 

481 L 

419 L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

"' ' ;.. 



CODE 
lfil. 

PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS 

21039 WcST lST AVENUE 

21040 ~. l7TH STREET TO N. 15TH STREET 

21041 ""· l4TH STREET TO N. 12TH STREET 

21042 ~. 12Th STREET TO N. 5TH STREET 

21043 N. 5TH STREET TO N. lST STREET 

21044 N. 1ST STREET TO S. 2ND STREET 

21045 S. 2ND STREET TO S. 3RD STREET 

21070 WEST lST COURT 

21071 W. ZND AVENUE TO N. 23RD STREET 

21072 N. 23RO STREET TO N. l4TH STREET 

21073 N. l4TH STREET TO N. lST STREET 

21074 N. lST TO W. 2NO AVENUE 

21100 WEST 2ND AVENUE 

21101 N.w. l67TH STREET TO N.w. ll9TH STREET 

21102 N.W. 119TH STREcT TO N.w. 79TH STREET 

21103 N.W. 79TH STREET TO NORTH 36TH STREET 

21104 N. 36TH STREET TO N.W. 26TH STREET 

21105 ~.w. 26TH STREET TO S. 3RD STREET 

21106 3RD STREET TO S.W. 13TH STREET 

21120 WEST 3RD AVENUE 

21121 ~. 20TH STREET TO N. 8TH STREET 

21122 N. 8TH STREET TO N. 2ND STREET 

21140 ~EST FRONTAGE ROAD 11-95! 

21141 N. 8TH STREET TO N. lST STREET 

21160 NORTH RIVER DRIVE 

21161 N.W. 5TH AVENUE TO S.W. 2ND AvE~UE 

21180 NORTH wEST 5TH AVENUE 

21181 ~.llTH STRE ET TON. RIVER DRIVE 

21200 u.s. 441 

21201 BRO~ARO COUNTY LINE TO GOLDEN GLADES INTERCHANGE 

APPENDIX C CONTINUED 

ROW. 

EXISTING 
PAVE MT NO. 

WIDTl-i 
FT 

60 

NA 

0 

NA 

0 

NA 

0 

NA 

NA 

0 

70 

0- 10 

0- 10 

40 

NA 

40 

NA 

NA 

70 

70 

70 

W I J:~ 

FT 
TRAFFIC 

LANES 

40 2 

NA 2 

0 0 

NA 2 

0 0 

NA 2 

0 0 

NA 2 

NA 2 

0 0 

18-20 2 

0-20 2 

0-20 2 

NA 2 

NA 2 

NA 2 

40 2 

40 2 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

82 24-18-24 4 

ROW 
WIDTH 

FT 

PROPOSED 
PAVEM'J' 
WIDTH 

FT 

N 

N 

70 

N 

70 

N 

10 

N 

N 

10 

78 

78 

78 

78 

N 

NO. 
TRAFFIC 

LANES 

N 2 

N 2 

-'lo <t z 
~f­
a. u 
>- w 
f--<F> 

Il~I ~ f-- _J a:: 
c.:i- 0 
z:::;: -

~~ ~ 

N 0.2 0 

N 0.2 C 

44 2 31 0.5 2 

N 2 N 0.3 0 

44 2 31 0.2 2 

N 2 N 0.1 0 

34 2 33 0.3 2 

N 2 33 0.6 0 

N 2 33 0.9 0 

34 2 33 0.3 2 

58 4 26 2.9 

58 4 26 2.5 

58 4 26 2.4 

58 4 26 0.8 

N 2 N 2.1 C 

100 34-12-34 4 24 0.7 2 

N N 2 33 1.0 0 

N N 3 32 0.4 0 

N 36 3 32 0.5 2 

N 44 2 31 0.6 2 

N 44 2 31 0.5 2 

N r• 4 ·~ 3.3 0 

ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT 
COST 

SYSTEM 
CLASS 

RDWY. 

84 

33 

51 

51 

1109 

956 

918 

270 

360 

66 

100 

33 

MAJOR 
5TRUCT 

222 

101 

47 

R.O.W. 

1700 

340 

600 

600 

1275 

875 

1020 

1070 

1225 

TOT EXIST 

L 

l 

1784 L 

L 

373 L 

L 

651 L 

L 

l 

651 L 

2606 u-s 

1932 u-s 

1938 u-s 

1340 L 

L 

1632 L 

L 

L 

L 

100 L 

33 l 

- USP 

_., 



CODE 
lfil. 

PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS 

2l300 WEST 7TH AVENUE 

2l30l ~OLDEN GLADES INTERCHANGE TO N.~. 36TH STREET 

21302 N.w. 36TH STREET TO N.w. 5TH STREET 

2l340 S.w. 25TH ROAD 

2l34l RICKENBACKER CAUSEWAY TO U.S. l 

21342 U.S. l TO CORAL WAY 

21343 CORAL WAY TO S.w. l3TH STREET 

21360 S.w. 26TH ROAD 

2l36l RICKENBACKER CAUSEWAY TO U.S. l 

21362 U.S. 1 TD CORAL WAY 

21363 CORAL WAY TO S.w. 13TH STREET 

21400 WEST 8TH AVENUE 

21401 N.w. 5TH STREET TO S.W. 8TH STREET 

21500 WEST 12TH AVENUc 

21501 MIAH! GARDENS DRIVE TO GOLDEN GLADES EXPRESSWAY 

21502 N.W. 103RD STREET TD N.w. 82ND STREET 

21503 N.W. 62ND STREET TO N.W. 7lST STREET 

21504 N.W. 71ST STREET TO N.w. 62ND STREET 

21505 N.W. 62ND STREET TO AIRPORT EXPRESSWAY 

21506 AIRPORT EXPRESSWAY TD N.w. 20 TH STREET 

2l507 N.w. 20TH STREET TO NORTH RIVER DRIVE 

21508 NORTH RIVER DRIVE TO S.W. 6TH STREET 

21509 S.w. 6TH STREET TO CORAL WAY 

21600 WEST 17TH AVENUE 

21601 N.w. 215TH STREET TO N.w. 183 RD STREET 

Ll602 ~.w. 183RD STREET TO GO LDEN GLADES EXPRESSWAY 

21603 vUL~cN GLADES EXPRESSWAY TO ~.w. 151ST STREET 

21604 N.w. 151ST >TREET T~ OPA LDCK A EXPRESSWAY 

21605 OPA LOCKA EXPRESSWAY TO 79TH STREET 

21606 79TH STREET TO AIRPORT EXPRESSWAY 

APPENOIX C CONTINUED 

ROW 
WIDTH 

FT 

EXISTING 
PAVEM'T 
WIJ~'1 

FT 

~o 

TRAFFIC 
LANES 

100- 70 58-76 4 

NA 52 4 

0 0 0 

75 22-20-22 4 

60 40 2 

80 50 2 

100 24-20-24 2 

100 50 2 

NA 40 4 

80 20-24 2 

NA 0-20 2 

40 24 2 

70 20 2 

50- 70 40 2 

50- 70 40 4 

100 34-18-34 4 

65- 70 52 4 

70- 80 60 4 

0- 60 22 2 

70- 75 20 2 

0- 70 0-14 2 

NA 20-24 2 

50-100 24 2 

50- 70 24 2 

ROW 
WIDTH 

FT. 

PROf>OSE.D 
PAVEM'T 
WIDTH 

FT 

N 

N 

0 

N 

N 

N 

N 

N 

66 

N 

88 

NO. 
TRAFFI C 

LANES 

I~ 4 

N 4 

24 

--' 0 
<( z 
::: f­
a_ u 
>-w 
f- (j) 

Il~I ~ f- --' er 
~~ 0 
w er 
_J ~ (l_ 

N 8.3 0 

N 2.2 C 

32 0.3 

N 2 32 0.5 0 

N 2 32 0.5 0 

N 2 32 0.3 0 

N 2 32 0.5 0 

N 2 32 0.4 0 

46 4 36 0.9 2 

.'I 2 N 1.2 0 

68 4 26 1.6 2 

116 38-20-38 6 21 0.5 2 

116 38-20-38 6 21 0.6 2 

116 38-20-38 6 21 1.6 2 

N N 4 N 1. 2 C 

N N 4 N 0.8 0 

N N 4 N 1.3 0 

N N 4 N 1. 0 C 

70 24 2 29 2.2 2 

N 44 2 36 1.0 2 

70 24 2 29 1.0 2 

88 66 4 26 2.1 

88 b8 4 26 2.6 

iOO EXP-ST 4 28 2.5 

EST IMATED IMPROV EMENT 
COST 

SYSTEM 
CLASS 

RDWY. 

110 

72 

627 

285 

342 

910 

205 

56 

91 

862 

1067 

ll20 

MAJOR 
STRUCT 

103 

144 

45 

219 

100 

600 

R.O.W. 

720 

342 

846 

387 

240 

464 

66 

250 

860 

494 

1000 

TOT EXIST 

- USP 

L 

630 L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

l 

414 l 

l 

1578 L 

672 u-s 

582 u-s 

1314 u-s 

- u-s 

- u-s 

L 

L 

415 L 

56 L 

366 L 

1941 L 

1661 L 

2720 L 

._,, 
' ;i, 



~ 
NO. 

PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS 

21607 AIRPORT EX,RESSWAY ro MIAMI RIVER 

21608 MIAMI RIVER ro N.w. 7TH STREET 

21609 N.W. 7TH STREET TO S.W. lST STREET 

21610 ~.w. lST STREET ro s.w. 8fH STREEr 

21611 S.W. 8TH STREET TO BAYSHORE DRIVE 

21700 WEST 22NO AVENUE 

21701 N.W. 199TH STREET TO N.w. 191ST STREET 

21702 N.W. 191ST ~TREET TO N.w. 183RD STREET 

21703 N.W. 183RD STREET TO GOLDEN GLADES EXPRESSWAY 

21704 GOLDEN GLADES EXPRESSWAY TO N.W. 103RD STREET 

21705 N.w. l03RD STREET TO N.w. 79TH STREET 

21706 N.W. 79TH STREET TO AIRPORT EXPRESSWAY 

21707 AIRPORT EXPRESSWAY TO N.W. 36TH STREET 

21708 N.w. 36TH STREEf TO N.w. 20TH STREET 

21709 N.W. 20TH STREET TO WEST FLAGLER STREET 

21710 WESf FLAGLER STREET TO S.W. 8TH STREET 

21711 S.W. 8TH STREEf TO U.S. l 

21800 WEST 27TH AVENUE 

21801 N.w. 215TH STREET TO N.W. 183RO STREET 

21802 NW. 183RO STREET TO GOLDEN GLADES EXPRESSWAY 

21803 GOLDEN GLADES EXPRESSWAY TO STATE ROAD 9 

21804 STATE ROAD 9 TO OPA LOCKA BOULEVARD 

21805 UPA LOCKA BOULEVARD TO OPA LOCKA EXPRESSWAY 

21806 OPA LOCKA EXPRESSWAY TO N.W. 103RD STREET 

21807 N.W. 103RO STREET TO N.W. 79TH STREET 

21808 N.W. 79TH STREET TO N.W. 36TH STREET 

21809 N.W. 36TH STREET TO EAST-WEST EXPRESSWAY 

21810 EAST-WEST EXPRESSWAY TO U.S. 

21811 U.S. l TO BAYSHORE DRIVE 

21900 STATE ROAD 9 

APPENDIX C CONTINUED 

<[Z 
I- __J 0:: 

R.OW. 

EXISTING 
PAVE M'r 
Wl!JTH 

FT 

NO. ROW. 
PROPOSED 

PAVE MT 
WIDTH 

NO. 
--'lo ~ 1-
ll. u 
>- UJ 
I- (fl ~~I~ (!)- 0 

z::;: -
Wz 0:: WIDTH 

FT 

50- 70 

TRAFFIC WIDTH 
LANES FT. 

30-48 2 100 

100 36-15-36 6 N 

50 20 2 100 

50 40 4 66 

40 30 2 88 

0 0 0 120 

100 24 2 N 

FT 
TRAFFIC 
LANES - Cl. 

EXP-ST 4 28 1.9 

=xP-ST 4 28 0.4 

EXP-ST 4 28 0.6 

46 4 36 0.5 2 

68 4 26 1.9 2 

24 2 29 0.2 

N 2 N 0.0 c 

60- 85 24 2 100 34-16-34 4 24 1.0 

100 34-15-34 4 N N 4 Ill 4.0 0 

100 34-15-34 4 N N 4 N 1.6 0 

50-100 24-10-24 4 N N 4 N 2.2 0 

70 24-10-24 4 N N 4 Ill o. 2 0 

70 24-10-24 4 N N 4 N 1.0 C 

10 24-10-24 4 N N 4 N 1. 5 0 

70 36 2 78 58 4 35 o. 5 

70 36 2 78 58 4 35 1.6 

50-100 24 2 13C 24-20-24 4 23 2.3 

100-135 48 4 N N 4 N 1.0 0 

110 44 4 N N 4 N l. 7 0 

100 32-14-32 4 N EXP-ST 4 28 0.4 2 

100 24-14-24 4 N EXP-ST 4 28 1.0 2 

100 24-14-24 4 Ill EXP-ST 4 28 1.1 2 

100 32-15-32 4 Ill EXP-ST 4 28 1.5 2 

100 35-15-32 4 Ill cXP-ST 4 28 2.5 2 

100 35-15-35 4 Ill EXP-~T 4 28 1.7 2 

100 32-15-32 4 Ill EXP-ST 4 28 3.2 2 

50 30 2 78 58 4 35 0.0 2 

ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT 
COST 

SYSTEM 
CLASS 

RDWY. 

900 

100 

280 

40 

780 

23 

502 

46 

146 

394 

240 

430 

1150 

1094 

1811 

1137 

1211 

64 

MAJOR 
STRUCT. 

750 

150 

600 

30 

78 

390 

210 

450 

480 

300 

360 

R.O.W. TOT. EXIST. 

510 2160 L 

250 L 

240 1120 L 

70 110 L 

107 887 L 

35 ~8 L 

L 

230 762 L 

- u-s 

- u-s 

- u-s 

- u-s 

- u-s 

- u-s 

150 196 u-s 

120 266 u-s 

1035 1507 USS 

- USS 

- USS 

630 UPP 

430 UPP 

1360 UPP 

1544 UPP 

2291 UPP 

1437 UPP 

1571 UPP 

202 266 L 

N 
0 



CODE 
lfil. 

PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS 

21901 GOLOEN GLAOES INTERCHANGE TO N.w. 27TH AVENUE 

22000 BAYSHORE ORIVE CSEE SOUTH MIAMI AVENUE) 

22001 U.S. 1 TO S.W. l7TH AVENUE 

22002 S.W. l7TH AVENUE TO GRANO AVENUE 

22100 HAIN HIGHWAY-INGRAM HIGHWAY !COCONUT GROVEi 

22101 GRANO AVENUE TO S.W. 37TH AVENUE 

22102 S.W. 37TH AVENUE TO S.W. 42NO AVENUE 

22200 WEST 32NO AVENUE 

22201 N.W. l83RO STREET TO N.W. lSlST STREET 

22202 OPA LOCKA BLVD TO OPA LOCKA EXPRESSWAY 

22203 OPA LOCKA EXPRESSWAY TO N.W. 106TH STREET 

22204 N.w. l06TH STREET TO N.w. 9STH STREET 

2220S N.W. 9STH STREET TO N.W. 62ND STREET 

22206 N.W. 62ND STREET TO AIRPORT EXPRESSWAY 

22207 AIRPORT EXPRE~SWAY TO N.W. NORTH RIVER DRIVE 

22208 N.W. 7TH STREET TO S . W. BTH STREET 

22209 S.W. BTH STREET TO S.W. 40TH STREET 

22300 WEST 37TH AVENUE 

22301 N.W. l99TH STREET TO GOLDEN GLADES EXPRESSWAY 

22302 GOLDEN GLAOES EXPRESSWAY TO N.W. 154TH STREET 

22303 NORTH RIVER ORIVE TO N.W. 20TH STREET 

22304 N.W. 20TH STREET TO N.W. l4TH STREET 

22305 N.W. 14TH STREET TO N.W. 7TH STREET 

22 306 N.~. 7TH STREET TO U.S. 

22307 U.S. 1 TO GRANO AVENUE 

22308 GRANO AVENUE TO HAIN HIGHWAY 

22400 PONCE OE LEON BOULEVARD !CORAL GABLES) 

2L401 FLAGLER STREET TO S.W. 8TH STREET 

22402 S.W. BTH STREET TO UNIVERSITY DRIVE 

22403 UNIVERSITY DRIVE TO LEJEUNE ROAD 

APPENDIX C CONTINUED 

ROW. 
WIDTH 

FT 

EXISTING 
PAVEM'T 
Wl:J:H 

FT 

NO. R.0.W. 
TRAFFIC WIDTH 

LANES FT. 

NA 24-60-24 4 

NA so 4 

4S 30 2 

70 26 2 

70 28 2 

70 20-24 2 

PROPOSED 
PAVEM'T 
WIDTH 

FT. 

NO. 
TRAFFIC 

LANES 

_J ci 
<( z 
~I-' 
O..u 
>- w 
f- (fl 

w -
f- _J a:: Ilcn ~ 
(!)- 0 
z::< -
w a:: 
_J ~ a.. 

N EXP-ST 4 28 2.7 2 

N N 4 N 1.2 0 

88 68 4 35 1.6 2 

N N 2 N 1.0 0 

88 24-20-24 4 23 1.0 2 

N 44 2 38 2.0 2 

0 0 0 110 34-20-34 4 24 1.0 2 

80 20 2 110 34-20-34 4 24 0.8 2 

so- 85 24 2 66 46 4 27 0.7 2 

25- 85 24 2 100 3S-l0-35 6 21 2.0 2 

3S- 70 24 2 88 26-16-26 4 25 1.3 2 

35- 70 24 2 88 26-16-26 4 25 0.4 2 

NA NA 2 78 58 4 26 1.0 2 

NA NA 2 78 58 4 26 2.0 2 

60-100 24 2 N N 2 N 2.2 0 

70 20 2 N 44 2 38 0.7 

0 0 0 70 44 2 31 l. 1 

40 NA 2 70 44 2 38 0.6 

NA NA 2 N N 2 N 0.4 0 

NA NA 4 N N 4 N 3. 2 0 

NA NA 2 N 52 4 27 0.3 2 

NA NA 2 N N 2 0 0.1 c 

NA 80 4 N N 4 N 0.6 0 

100 74 • 100 4 N N 4 N 1.4 C 

NA 27-26-27 2 N N 2 N 1.4 0 

ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT 
COST 

SYSTEM 
CLASS 

RDWY 

380 

656 

455 

137 

512 

410 

271 

1140 

548 

169 

3BB 

775 

32 

338 

27 

40 

MAJOR 
STRUCT. 

600 

179 

36 

78 

78 

R.O.W. TOT EXIST. 

980 UPP 

l 

1280 1936 l 

l 

260 715 l 

137 l 

20 711 l 

240 650 l 

98 405 l 

100 1240 l 

940 1488 l 

320 489 l 

600 988 l 

1200 1975 l 

l 

32 L 

198 614 l 

330 435 L 

l 

l 

40 l 

l 

l 

l 

l 

N 
0 
' )> 



CODE 
NO. 

PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS 

22900 SOUTH ALHAMBRA CIRCLE !CORAL GABLES! 

22901 CORAL WAY TD S.W. 40TH STREET 

22902 S.W. 40TH STREET TO S PONCE DE LEON BOULEVARD 

23000 WEST 52ND AVENUE 

23001 N.W. ll9TH STREET TO N.W. 74TH STREET 

23002 N.W. 74TH STREET TO OKEECHOBEE ROAD 

23100 CURTIS PARKWAY IHIAHI SPRINGSI 

23101 OKEECHOBEE ROAD TO ROYAL POINCIANA BOULEVARD 

23102 ROYAL POINCIANA BOULEVARD TO HUNTING LODGE DRIVE 

23103 HUNTING LODGE DRIVE TO N.W. 36TH STREET 

23200 WEST 57TH AVENUE IRED ROADl 

23201 N.w. 215TH STREET TO N.w. 183RD STREET 

23202 N.W. 183RD STREET TO GOLDEN GLADES EXPRESSWAY 

23203 GOLDEN GLADES EXPRESSWAY TO OPA LOCKA EXPRESSWAY 

23204 OPA LOCKA EXPRESSWAY TO N.W. 74TH STREET 

23205 N.W. 74TH STREET TO OKEECHOBEE ROAD 

23206 PERIMETER ROAD TO S.W. 8TH STREET 

23207 S.W. 8TH STREET TO U.S. l 

23208 U.S. l TO S.W. 88TH STREET 

23209 S.W. 88TH STREET TO OLD CUTLER ROAD 

23300 OLD CUTLER ROAD 

23301 S.W. 72ND STREET TO S.W. 57TH AVENUE 

23302 S.W. 57TH AVENUE TO S.W. 152ND STREET 

23303 S.W. 152ND STREET TO SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY 

23304 SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY TO FRANJD ROAD 

23305 FRANJO ROAD TO SOUTH DADE EXPRESSWAY 

2J306 SOUTH DADE EXPRESSWAY TO U.S. l 

23400 WEST 67TH AVENUE 

23401 N.W. 21STH STREET TD N.W. l99TH STREET 

23402 N.W. 199TH STREET TO N.W. 170TH STREET 

APPENDIX C CONTINUED 

PROPOSED 

_J ci 
<[Z 

f-'--' er 
R. o.w. 

EXISTING 
PAVE MT 
Wl~TH 

FT 

NO. ROW. PAVEM'f NO. 
~f-' 
o._u 
>- w 
f-'(/) 

II~ ~ 
('.)- 0 
z::!; -

WIDTH 
FT. 

TRAFFIC WIDTH WIDTH TRAFFIC ~~ ~ 
LANES FT 

NA 26 2 

70 28 2 

55- 70 40-48 " 

55- 70 48-56 4 

NA 20- -20 4 

NA 20- -20 2 

60 

0- 30 

NA 

50- 60 

NA 

200 

70 

50-100 

50- 70 

70 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

0 

0 

24 2 

0-18 2 

24 2 

48 " 

48 " 

48 " 

30 2 

30 2 

42 2 

36 2 

22-24 2 

22-24 2 

22-24 2 

22-24 2 

22-24 2 

22-24 2 

0 0 

0 0 

FT LANES 

N N 2 N l.O C 

N N 2 N l. 7 0 

N 48 4 36 2.8 2 

N ill 4 N 1.3 0 

N 26- -26 4 28 0.2 

N 34- -34 4 33 0.8 

70 48 4 27 D.4 

100 24 2 29 2.2 2 

100 24-20-24 4 25 1.0 2 

N N 4 N 2.0 0 

N N 4 N 3.0 0 

N N 4 N 0.0 0 

100 EXP-ST 4 20 l.4 

100 EXP-ST 4 20 4.0 

96 3"- 0-34 4 24 1.3 

N N 2 N 1.7 0 

104 34-16-34 4 24 3.3 2 

110 26-16-26 4 39 3.3 2 

N N 2 N 2.4 0 

N N 2 N 1. 7 0 

N N 2 N 2.2 0 

N N 2 N l. 6 0 

130 24 2 29 1.0 2 

130 24 2 29 2.0 2 

ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT 
COST 

SYSTEM 
CLASS 

RDWY. 

128 

10 

73 

140 

200 

251 

700 

2000 

625 

1618 

1354 

00 

176 

MAJOR 
STRUCT. 

66 

65 

335 

1253 

47 

91 

R.O.W. 

52 

44 

240 

643 

900 

624 

330 

430 

40 

150 

TOT. EXIST 

L 

L 

128 l 

l 

84 u-s 

73 u-s 

200 u-s 

309 U-P 

"91 l 

- u-s 

- U-P 

- U-P 

1670 u-s 

"153 u-s 

1249 L 

L 

1995 l 

1704 l 

l 

l 

L 

L 

219 L 

326 L 

"' 



COOE 
NO. 

PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS 

224a4 LEJEUNE ROAD TO S.W. 57TH AVENUE 

225aa WEST 42ND AVENUE !LEJEUNE ROADI 

225al CONNECTUR FROM N.W. 151ST ST TO W. 42ND ST 

22502 N.W. 151ST ST CONNECTOR TO N.W. 135TH ST 

225a3 N.W. 135TH STREET TO N.W. ll9TH STREET 

225a4 N.W. ll9TH STREET TO N.W. la3RD STREET 

225a5 N.W. la3RD STREET TO N.W. 79TH STREET 

22506 N.W. 79TH STREET TO N.W. 36TH STREET 

22507 N.W. 36TH STREET TO N.W. 7TH STREET 

225aB N.W. 7TH STREtT TO S.W. 8TH STREET 

225a9 S.W. BTH STREET TO U.S. 

22510 U.S. l TO OLD CUTLER ROAD 

2255a SEGOVIA AVENUE 

22551 S.W. 24TH STREET TO S.W. 4aTH STREET 

226aa WEST 47TH AVENUE IEAST 4TH AVENUEI 

226al N.W. 215TH STREET TO N.W. 183RO STREET 

226a2 N.W. 183RO STREET TO GOLDEN GLADES EXPRESSWAY 

22603 GOLDEN GLADES EXPRESSWAY TO NW. 154TH STREET 

22604 N.W. ll9TH STREET TO N.W. 74TH STREET 

22605 N.W. 74TH STREET TO OKEECHOBEE ROAD 

2 2606 OKEECHOBEE ROAD TO N.W. 36TH STREET 

227aO WEST 49TH AVENUE-GRANADA BOULEVARD (CORAL GABLESI 

227al N.W. 7TH STREET TO FLAGLER STREET 

22702 FLAulER STREET TO S.W. 8TH STREET 

227a3 S.W. BTH STREET TO SEVILLA AVENLE 

227a4 ~EVILLA AVENUE TO S.W. 4aTH STREET 

22705 S.W. 4aTH STREET TO U.S. l 

227a6 U.S. l TO S.W. 72ND STREET 

22800 MAY~AOA ICORAL GABLESI 

22801 PONCE DE LEON BOULEVARD TO S.W. 72ND STREET 

APPENDIX C CONTINUED 

R.OW. 
WIDTH 

FT 

EX ISTING 
PAVE M'r 
WIJ"'.""I 

FT 

NA 

a 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NO. R.O.W. 
TRAFFIC WIDTH 
LANES FT. 

46 2 

a a 

NA 2 

24 2 

24 2 

PROPOSED 
_JO 
<(Z 

~I-' 
a._u 
>-w 
f- (/) ~l!I ii PAVEM'r NO. 

WIDTH TRAFFIC 
FT LANES 

N N 2 N 2.1 a 

1a 44 2 31 a.7 

N N 2 N 0.6 C 

N N 2 N 1.0 a 

N N 2 24 l.a 2 

NA 26 2 ioa 35-la-35 6 21 1.5 2 

75 48 4 BB 34-12-34 6 21 2.5 2 

12a 48- 4-48 6 N N 6 N 2.a a 

NA 34-15-34 6 N N 6 N l.a 0 

NA 25-la-25 4 N N 4 N 2.5 a 

55- 70 24 2 1a 48 4 27 1.4 2 

laa 50 4 N N 4 N l.a 0 

a 0 a 1a 24 2 29 2.3 

1a 24 2 N N 2 N l.a 0 

50- 1a 18 2 70 24 z 37 a.a 2 

NA 4a 4 72 52 4 36 2.a 2 

NA 42 4 72 52 4 36 1.6 2 

NA NA 2 72 52 4 27 a. 6 

NA NA 2 70 44 2 31 a.5 2 

NA NA 2 N N 2 N a. 5 a 

laa 20 2 1a 44 2 38 1.2 2 

NA 24 2 N N 2 N a.a c 

laa 22-38 2 N N 2 N 1.2 0 

NA 22-26 2 N .~ 2 N l. l C 

a- 75 18 2 1a 44 2 31 0.9 2 

ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT 
COST 

SYSTEM 
CLASS 

RDWY. 

122 

822 

1370 

522 

22a 

55 

194 

111 

224 

160 

82 

287 

MAJOR 
STRUCT. 

62 

96 

65 

15 

R.O.W. 

154 

ua 

463 

238 

32 

24 

462 

264 

192 

175 

171 

TOT. EXIST. 

L 

276 L 

L 

- u-s 

u-s 

932 u-s 

1895 u-s 

- U-P 

- U-P 

- U-P 

76a L 

L 

348 U-P 

L 

144 L 

671 L 

375 U-P 

416 L 

335 L 

L 

82 L 

L 

L 

L 

458 L -N -> 



CODE 

lfil 
PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS 

23403 N.W. 170TH STREET TO GULDEN GLADES EXPRESSWAY 

23404 GOLUEN GLADES EXPRESSWAY TO OPA LOCKA EXPRESSWAY 

23405 UPA LOCKA EXPRESSWAY TO OKEECHOBEE ROAD 

23406 N.W. 36TH STREET TO PERIMETER ROAD 

23407 WEST FLAGLER STREET TO S.W. 64TH STREET 

23408 S.W. 64TH STREET TO S.W. 72ND STREET 

234D9 S.W. 72ND STREET TO S.W. 76TH STREET 

23410 S.W. 76TH STREET TO U.S. 

23411 U.S. l TO S.W. 88TH STREET 

23412 S.W. BBTH STREET TO S.W. ll2TH STREET 

23413 S.W. ll2TH STREET TO OLD CUTLER ROAD 

23500 WEST 72ND AVENUE 

23501 N.W. l03RD STREET TO OKEECHOBEE ROAD 

23502 SOUTH RIVER DRIVE TO N.W. 74TH STREET 

23503 N.W. 74TH STREET TO N.W. 36TH STREET EXTENSION 

235D4 N.W. 36TH STREET EXTENSION TO WEST FLAGLER STREET 

23505 FLAGLER STREET TO S.w. BTH STREET 

23506 s.w. 8TH STREET TO S.w. 24TH STREET 

23507 S.w. 24TH STREET TO S.W. 56TH STREET 

23508 S.w. 56TH STREET TO S.W. BBTH STREET 

23600 TAMIAMI CANAL ROAD 

23601 N.W. 7TH STREET TO WEST FLAGLER STREET 

23650 SOUTH BAY DRIVE 

23651 S.W. B7TH AVENUE TO S.W. 102ND AVENUE 

23700 WEST 77TH AVENUE 

23701 N.W. 215TH STREET TO N.W. l99TH STREET 

23702 N.w. 199TH STREET TO GOLDEN GLACES EXPRESSWAY 

23800 WEST 82ND AVENUE 

23801 FLAGLER STREET TO S.W. 8TH STREET 

23802 S.W. 8TH STREET TO S.W. 40TH STREET 

APPENDIX C CONTINUED 

R. OW. 
WIDTH 

FT 

EXISTING 
PAVE MT 
W I J~ L{ 

NO. ROW. 
TRAFFIC WIDTH 
LANES FT. 

PROPOSED 
PAVE MT NO. 
WIDTH TRAFFIC 

_JIO <t z 
u 
-l­
a._ u 
>- w 

I- _J ct: Il~I ~ <.:>- 0 
z::;; -
w ct: 
_J? CL 

FT FT LA"l::- c· 
I- , , 

50 20 2 N N ~ 23 0.2 0 

NA 24 2 N N 2 N 1.8 0 

NA 22-24 2 N N 2 N 3.8 0 

NA 24 2 N N 2 N 1.5 0 

60- 70 24 2 80 26- 8-26 4 25 4 . 1 2 

70 24 2 80 26- B-26 4 25 0.5 2 

7D 24 2 80 26- 8-26 4 25 0.3 2 

70 24 2 80 26- 8-26 4 25 0.4 2 

0 0 0 80 26- 8-26 4 25 0.4 1 

70 24 2 80 26- 8-26 4 25 1.5 2 

70 24 2 80 26- 8-26 4 25 1.5 2 

0 0 0 130 24-20-24 4 23 1.3 

o- 50 0-18 2 130 24-20-24 4 23 0.5 

NA 24 2 130 24-20-24 4 23 2.2 

NA 26 2 130 24-20-24 4 23 2.3 

o- 70 0-20 2 130 24-20-24 4 23 0.5 

70 20 2 130 24-20-24 4 23 1.0 l 

70-100 20 2 100 24-20-24 4 23 2.0 

60- 70 0-18 2 70 44 2 31 2.1 2 

NA 30 2 88 68 4 26 a.a 2 

0 0 0 70 24 2 29 2.5 2 

0 0 0 108 24 2 29 1.0 2 

0 0 0 LOB 24-lo-Z4 4 22 2.6 2 

70 DIRT 2 N 24 2 29 0.5 2 

70 24 2 N I~ 2 N 2.0 0 

ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT 
COST 

SYSTEM 
CLASS 

RDWY. MAJOR 
5TRUCT. 

R.0.W. TOT. EXIST. 

L 

L 

L 

L 

1685 18 308 2011 L 

205 73 278 L 

123 48 171 L 

164 64 228 L 

164 119 200 483 L 

845 113 958 L 

845 90 935 L 

652 350 1002 L 

250 237 BO 567 L 

1105 28 374 1507 L 

1155 322 920 2397 L 

252 265 517 L 

500 320 820 L 

1000 92 1092 L 

543 543 L 

313 100 4l3 L 

220 254 13 487 L 

91 91 110 292 L 

1010 451 299 1760 L 

44 55 99 L 

L 

N 
N 



CODE 
NO. 

PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS 

22404 LEJEUNE ROAD TO S.W. 57TH AVENUE 

22500 WEST 42ND AVENUE !LEJEUNE ROADl 

22501 CUNNECTUR FROM N.W. 151ST ST TO W. 42ND ST 

22502 N.W. 151ST ST CONNECTOR TO N.W. 135TH ST 

225a3 N.W. 135TH STREET TO N.W. 119TH STREET 

225a4 N.w. 119TH STREET TO N.w. 103RD STREET 

225a5 N.W. la3RD STREET TO N.W. 79TH STREET 

225a6 N.w. 79TH STREET TO N.w. 36TH STREET 

2Z5a7 N.W. 36TH STREET TO N.W. 7TH STREET 

22508 N.W. 7TH STRE~T TO S.W. 8TH STREET 

22509 S.W. 8TH STREET TO U.S. 

225la U.S. 1 TO OLD CUTLER ROAD 

2255a SEGOVIA AVENUE 

22551 S.W. 24TH STREET TO S.W. 40TH STREET 

2260a WEST 47TH AVENUE IEAST 4TH AVENUEl 

226al N.W. 215TH STREET TO N.W. 183RD STREET 

226a2 N.W. l83RO STREET TO GOLDEN GLADES EXPRESSWAY 

226a3 GOLDEN GLADES EXPRESSWAY TO NW. 154TH STREET 

226a4 N.W. 119TH STREET TO N. W. 74TH STREET 

226a5 N.W. 74TH STREET TO OKEECHOBEE ROAD 

22606 OKEECHOBEE ROAD TO N.W. 36TH STREET 

227aa WEST 49TH AVENUE-GRANADA BOULEVARD (CORAL GABLESl 

227al N.W. 7TH STREET TO FLAGLER STREET 

22702 FLAuLER STREET TO S.W. 8TH STREET 

227a3 S.W. 8TH STREET TO SEVILLA AVENLE 

22704 SEVILLA AVENUE TO S.W. 4aTH STREET 

227a5 S.W. 4aTH STREET TO U.S. 1 

227a6 U.S. l TO S.W. 72ND STREET 

226aO MAYNADA !CORAL GABLESl 

228al PONCE DE LEON BOULEVARD TO S.~. 72Na STREET 

APPENDIX C CONTINUED 

R.OW. 
WIDTH 

FT 

EXISTING 
PAVE M'r 
WIJ:~ 

FT 

NA 

a 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NO. R.OW. 
TRAFFIC WIDTH 
LANES FT. 

46 2 

a a 

NA 2 

24 2 

24 2 

w -
PROPOSED __J[O· <t z 

u 
t- __J a:: Il<fl ~ 
<:>- 0 
z::;: -PAVEM'r NO. - t­

CL U 
>-w 
t- (/) 

WIDTH TRAFFIC 
FT LANES 

~~ g: 

N N 2 N 2.1 0 

70 44 2 31 a. 7 

N N 2 N 0.6 C 

N N 2 N l.a 0 

N N 2 24 l.a 2 

NA 26 2 iaa 35-la-35 6 21 1.5 2 

75 48 4 BB 34-12-34 6 21 2.5 2 

120 48- 4-48 6 N N 6 N 2.0 a 

NA 34-15-34 6 N N 6 N 1.0 0 

NA 25-la-25 4 N N 4 N 2.5 a 

55- 70 24 2 1a 48 4 27 1.4 2 

laO 50 4 N N 4 N 1.0 C 

a a a 1a 24 2 29 2.3 

1a 24 2 N N 2 N l.a a 

5a- 70 18 2 70 24 2 37 a.a 2 

NA 4a 4 72 52 4 36 2.6 2 

NA 42 4 72 52 4 36 1.6 2 

NA NA 2 72 52 4 27 o. 6 

NA NA 2 70 44 2 31 a.5 2 

NA NA 2 N N 2 N O. 5 a 

lOa 20 2 70 44 2 38 1.2 2 

NA 24 2 N N 2 N a.a c 

laO 22-38 2 N N 2 N 1. 2 0 

NA 22-26 2 N '~ 2 I~ lo 1 C 

a- 75 18 2 70 44 2 31 a.9 2 

ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT 
COST 

SYSTEM 
CLASS 

RDWY. 

122 

822 

137a 

522 

220 

55 

194 

111 

224 

160 

82 

287 

MAJOR 
STRUCT. 

62 

96 

65 

15 

R.O.W. TOT. EXIST. 

L 

154 276 L 

L 

- u-s 

u-s 

110 932 u-s 

463 1895 u-s 

- U-P 

- U-P 

- U-P 

238 76a L 

L 

32 348 U-P 

L 

24 144 L 

462 671 L 

264 375 U-P 

192 416 L 

175 335 L 

L 

62 L 

L 

L 

L 

171 458 L -N -> 



CODE 
m 

PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS 

23403 N.W. 170TH STREET TO GULDEN GLADES EXPRESSWAY 

23404 GOLUEN GLADES EXPRESSWAY TO OPA LOCKA EXPRESSWAY 

23405 UPA LOCKA EXPRESSWAY TO OKEECHOBEE ROAD 

23406 N.W. 36TH STREET TD PERIMETER ROAD 

23407 WEST FLAGLER STREET TO S.W. 64TH STREET 

23408 S.W. 64TH STREET TO S.W. 72ND STREET 

23409 S.W. 72ND STREET TO S.W. 76TH STREET 

23410 S.W. 76TH STREET TO U.S. 

23411 U.S. 1 TO S.W. 88TH STREET 

23412 S.W. 88TH STREET TO S.W. ll2TH STREET 

23413 S.W. ll2TH STREET TO OLD CUTLER ROAD 

23500 WEST 72ND AVENUE 

23501 N.W. l03RD STREET TO OKEECHOBEE ROAD 

23502 SOUTH RIVER DRIVE TO N.W. 74TH STREET 

23503 N.w. 74TH STREET TO N.w. 36TH STREET EXTENSION 

23504 N.W. 36TH STREET EXTENSION TO WEST FLAGLER STREET 

23505 FLAGLER STREET TO S.W. 8TH STREET 

23506 S.W. 8TH STREET TO S.w. 24TH STREET 

23507 S.W. 24TH STREET TO S.W. 56TH STREET 

23508 S.W. 56TH STREET TO S.W. 88TH STREET 

23600 TAMIAMI CANAL ROAD 

23601 N.w. 7TH STREET TO WEST FLAGLER STREET 

23650 SOUTH BAY DRIVE 

23651 S.W. 87TH AVENUE TO S.w. 102ND AVENUE 

23700 WEST 77TH AVENUE 

23701 N.w. 215TH STREET TO N.w. 199TH STREET 

23702 N.w. 199TH STREET TO GOLDEN GLACES EXPRESSWAY 

23800 WEST 82ND AVENUE 

23801 FLAGLER STREET TO S.W. 8TH STREET 

23802 S.W. 8TH STREET TO S.w. 40TH STREET 

APPENDIX C CONTINUED 

ROW 
WIDTH 

FT 

EXISTING 
PAVEM'r 
WI J~ 'i 

FT 

ND. 
TRAFF IC 

LANES 

50 20 2 

NA 24 2 

NA 22-24 2 

NA 24 2 

60- 70 24 2 

10 24 2 

70 24 2 

10 24 2 

0 0 0 

70 24 2 

70 24 2 

0 0 0 

o- 50 0-18 2 

NA 24 2 

NA 26 2 

0- 10 0-20 2 

70 20 2 

70-100 20 2 

60- 70 0-18 2 

NA 30 2 

0 0 0 

0 0 0 

0 0 0 

10 DIRT 2 

10 24 2 

ROW 
WIDTH 

FT. 

PROPOSED Il~I E:: 
f- _J 0:: 

~~ 0 

_JIO ci:Z 
u 

PAVEM'r NO. - f­
O.. u 
>- w 
I- " 

WIDTH TRAFFIC 
FT LAP\J~c· 

w 0:: 
_J ~ a.. 

N N 2 23 0.2 C 

N N 2 N l.8 0 

N N 2 N 3.8 0 

I~ N 2 N 1.5 0 

80 26- 8-26 4 25 4.1 2 

80 26- 8-26 4 25 0.5 2 

00 26- 0-26 4 25 o.3 2 

80 26- 8-26 4 25 0.4 2 

80 26- 8-26 4 25 0.4 

80 26- 8-26 4 25 1.5 2 

80 26- 8-26 4 25 1.5 2 

130 24-20-24 4 23 l.3 

130 24-20-24 4 23 0.5 

130 24-20-24 4 23 2.2 

130 24-20-24 4 23 2.3 

130 24-20-24 4 23 0.5 

130 24-20-24 4 23 1.0 

100 24 - 20-24 4 23 2.0 

10 44 2 31 2.1 2 

88 68 4 26 0.0 2 

70 24 2 29 2.5 2 

108 24 2 29 1.0 2 

108 24-lo-Z4 4 22 2.6 2 

N 24 2 29 0.5 2 

N N 2 N 2.0 0 

ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT 
COST 

SYSTEM 
CLASS 

RDWY. MAJOR 
STRUCT 

R.O.W. TOT. EXIST 

l 

L 

l 

l 

1685 18 308 2011 l 

205 73 278 l 

123 48 l 71 l 

164 64 228 L 

164 119 200 't83 l 

845 113 958 l 

845 90 935 l 

652 350 1002 l 

250 237 80 567 l 

1105 28 374 1507 l 

ll 55 322 920 2397 l 

252 265 517 l 

500 320 820 L 

1000 92 1092 l 

543 543 l 

313 100 413 L 

220 254 13 487 L 

91 91 110 292 l 

1010 451 299 1760 L 

44 55 99 L 

L 

N 
N 



CODE 
NO. 

PRINCIPAL STREET SECTI ONS 

23803 S.w. 40TH STREET TO S.w. 56TH STREET 

2 3900 WEST 84TH AVENUE 

23901 s .w. l68TH STREET TO S.w. 1B4TH STREET 

23902 $.W. l84TH STREET TO CARIBBEAN BOULEVARD 

24000 WEST 87TH AVENUE 

24001 N.W. lB3RO STREET TO OPA LOCKA EXPRESSWAY 

2 4002 OPA LOCKA EXPRESSWAY TO OKEECHOBEE ROAD 

24003 OKEECHOBEE ROAD TO N.W. 74TH STREET 

2 4004 N.W. 74TH STREET TO EAST-WEST EXPRESSWAY 

240 0 5 c AST-wEST EXPRESSWAY TO FLAGLER STREET 

24006 FLAb LER STREET TO S.W. BTH STREET 

24007 S.W. 8TH STREET TO S.W. 56TH STREET 

24008 S.w. 56TH STREET TO S.W. 72NO STREET 

24009 S .W. 72ND STREET TO S.w. 8BTH STREET 

24010 S.w. BBTH STREET TO S.w. ll2TH STRE ET 

24011 S.W. ll2TH STRE~T TO U.S. l 

24012 OLD CUTLER ROAD TO s . w. 232ND STREET 

24013 S.w. 232ND STREET TO SOUTH BAY DRIVE 

24100 WEST 90TH AVENUE 

24101 S .w. 16BTH STREET TO S . w. 1 84TH STREET 

242DO FRANJO ROAD 

24201 U.S. l TO CARIBBEAN BOULEVARD 

24202 CARIBBEAN BOULEVARD TO 0.4 MILE SOUTH 

24203 0.4 MILE SOUTH TO OLD CUTLER ROAD 

24300 WEST 97TH AVENUE 

24301 170TH STREET TO OPA LOCKA EXPRESSWAY 

24302 OPA LOCKA EXPRE~SWAY TO OKEECHOBEE ROAD 

24303 90TH STREET TO N.W. 74TH STREET 

24304 N.W. 74TH STREET TO EAST-WEST EXPRESSWAY 

24305 EAST-WEST EXPRESSWAY TO S.~. 8TH STREET 

APPENDIX C CONTINUED 

ROW. 
W I DT H 

FT 

E X I STING 
PA\/E M'T 
W I J:'"~ 

FT 

35 

25 

NA 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

85- 70 

70 

70 

70 

70 

NO. 
TRAFF IC 
LANES 

12 2 

NA 2 

NA 2 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

24 2 

24 2 

24 2 

24 2 

NA 2 

0 DIRT 2 

0 DIRT 2 

50 18 2 

50 22 2 

50 18 2 

50 22 2 

0 0 0 

0 0 0 

0 0 0 

0 0 0 

0 0 0 

R O W 
WID T H 

FT 

PROPOSED 
PA\/EM'T NO. 
WIDTH TRAFFI C 

FT. LANES 

...JIO <i:Z 

~f­
a_ v 
>- w 
f- (fl 

w -
f- _J Cl'. Il<fl ;::: 
('.) - 0 
z:i: -
w Cl'. 
_J ~ a... 

N 24 2 29 1.0 

120 24 2 29 1.0 2 

BB 26-16-26 4 25 0.3 2 

70 20 2 29 3.2 2 

70 20 2 29 2.3 2 

70 24 2 29 1.7 2 

10 24 2 29 4.2 

70 24 2 29 0.7 

150 24-20-24 4 23 0.5 

8B 26-16-26 4 25 3.2 

BB 26-16-26 4 25 1.0 

88 26-16-26 4 25 1.0 

108 34-20-34 4 24 1.5 

BB 26-16-26 4 25 1.5 

70 24 2 29 1.8 2 

70 24 2 29 0.7 2 

N N 2 N 1.0 0 

N N 2 N 1. 7 0 

60 24 2 3B 0.4 

N N 2 N 0.3 C 

70 20 2 29 2.1 2 

70 20 2 29 l.4 2 

70 20 2 29 0.9 2 

70 20 2 29 4.2 2 

100 24-20-24 4 23 1.3 

ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT 
COST 

SYSTEM 
CLA SS 

RDWY. MAJOR 
ST.RUCT. 

R.O.W. - TOT EX IST 

143 250 393 L 

143 15 158 L 

117 180 297 L 

246 29 64 339 L 

176 85 46 307 L 

150 213 363 L 

370 85 525 980 L 

64 110 174 L 

194 29 75 2 98 L 

1250 528 1778 L 

390 180 570 L 

390 59 170 619 L 

767 59 562 1388 L 

585 300 885 L 

15B 28 107 293 L 

6'• 42 106 L 

L 

L 

9 40 49 L 

L 

162 B" 246 L 

108 28 B" 220 L 

69 45 114 L 

325 86 356 767 L 

500 58 558 L 

N 
N 
I 

)> 



~ 
NO. 

PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS 

24306 S.W. 8TH STREET TO S.W. 24TH STREET 

24307 S.W. 24TH STREET TO S.W. 40TH STREET 

24308 S.W. 40TH STREET TO S.W. 56TH STREET 

24309 S.W. 56TH STREET TO S.W. 72NO STREET 

24310 s.w. 216TH STREET TO S.W. 248TH STREET 

24400 WEST 102NO AVENUE 

24't01 S.W. l04TH STREET TO S.W. ll2TH STREET 

24402 S.W. ll2TH STREET TO S.W. 152NO STREET 

24403 S.W. 248TH STREET TO SOUTH BAY DRIVE 

24500 WEST 107TH AVENUE 

24501 OKEECHOBEE ROAD TO HIALEAH EXPRESSWAY 

24502 HIALEAH EXPRESSWAY TO EAST-WEST EXPRESSWAY 

24503 EAST-WEST EXPRESSWAY TO S.W. 8TH STREET 

24504 S.W. 8TH STREET TO s.w. 62NO STREET 

24505 S.W. 62NO STREET TO S.W. 72NO STREET 

24506 S.W. 72ND STREET TO S.W. 88TH STREET 

24507 S.W. 88TH STREET TO S.W. 104TH STREET 

24508 S.W. 152ND STREET TD S.W. 184TH STREET 

24509 S.W. l84TH STREET TD QUAIL ROOST DRIVE 

24510 S.W. 268TH STREET TO S.W. 296TH STREET 

24511 s.w. 296TH STREET TO S.W. 328TH STREET 

24512 ~.W. 328TH STRE~T TO S.W. 344TH STREET 

24600 WEST 112TH AVENUE 

24601 U.S. l TO SOUTH DADE EXPRESSWAY 

246D2 SOUTH DADE EXPRESSWAY TO S.W. 268TH STREET 

24700 •EST 117TH AVENUE 

24701 S.W. 8TH STREET TO S.W. 40TH STREET 

24702 S.W. 40TH STREEr TO SNAPPER CREEK 

24703 SNAPPER CREEK TO S.w. 72ND STREET 

24704 S.W. 72NO STREET TO S.W. l52NC STREET 

ROW. 
WIDTH 

FT 

NA 

70 

70 

10 

o- 70 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0- 60 

50- 70 

70 

70- 95 

APPENDIX C CONTINUED 

EXISTING 
PAVE MT 
WIC>TH 

FT 

NO. ROW 
TRAFFIC WIDTH 
L ANES FT. 

PROPOSED 
PAVEM'T 
WIDTH 

FT 

NO. 
TRAFFIC 

LANE S 

_Jlo <( z 
~I-' 
o..u 
>- w 
f-- cn 

f-- __J er Il~I ~ (!)- 0 
zz -
w er 
__JZ o._ 

NA 2 LOO 24-Zu-24 4 23 1.0 

24 2 LOO 24-20-24 4 23 l.O 2 

18-24 2 100 24-20-24 4 23 L.l 2 

24 2 N N 2 N 0.9 0 

0-20 2 70 20 2 29 2.0 2 

0 0 130 24 2 29 0.3 

0 0 130 24 2 29 2.7 

0 0 130 24 2 29 1.2 2 

0 0 70 20 2 29 3.5 2 

0 0 70 20 2 29 4.0 2 

2 70 20 2 29 1.4 2 

20 2 10 24 2 37 3.6 2 

0 0 70 24 2 29 0.6 

20 2 N 24 2 37 1.0 2 

NA 22-12-22 4 N N 4 N l. 0 0 

0- 10 NA 2 10 20 2 29 2.5 2 

70 NA 2 N 24 2 37 0.1 2 

70 24 2 N N 2 N 1.8 C 

D 0 0 70 24 2 29 2.0 2 

D 0 0 130 24 2 29 1.9 2 

100 48 4 N 4 N N 2. l C 

100 48 4 N 4 N N 2.8 0 

40 20 2 lCu 24 2 23 2.0 2 

130 20 2 N 24 2 23 2.5 2 

0 0 0 100 24 2 23 0.9 

25-LOO 20 2 100 24 23 5.0 2 

ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT 
COST 

SYSTEM 
CLASS 

RDWY. 

390 

310 

425 

77 

26 

237 

93 

27D 

308 

108 

52 

53 

23 

192 

2 

176 

115 

132 

228 

63 

456 

MAJOR 
STRUCT. 

28 

85 

98 

169 

98 

33 

150 

65 

R.O.W. TOT. EXIST 

150 540 L 

32 342 L 

44 469 L 

L 

55 132 L 

36 62 L 

161 404 L 

66 159 L 

123 421 L 

140 533 L 

21 136 L 

140 192 L 

151 L 

23 L 

L 

300 492 L 

2 L 

- RSS 

450 195 RSS 

30 243 L 

- USS 

- RSS 

40 205 L 

228 L 

63 276 L 

521 U-P 

-N 

"" 



~ 
NO. 

PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS 

24705 S.W. 152ND STREET TO S.w. 168TH STREET 

24706 S.w. 168TH STREET TO S.w. 200TH STREET 

24707 5.W. 200TH STREET TO U.S. 

24708 U.S. l TO S.w. 216TH STREET AT 112TH AVE 

24800 WEST 127TH AVENUE 

24801 S.W . 8TH STREET TO S.w. 40TH STREET 

24802 S.W . 40TH STREET TO S.w. 136TH STREET 

24803 S.w. 168TH STREET TO U.S. 

24804 S.W. 268TH STREET TO S.w. 280TH STREET 

24899 WEST 137TH AVENUE 

24900 EAST WEST EXPRESSWAY TO SW 8TH STREET 

24901 S.W. 8TH STREET TO S.W. 88TH STREET 

24902 S.W. 88TH STREET TO WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY 

24903 WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY TO S.W. 216TH STREET 

24904 S.W . 216TH STREET TO S.w. 232ND STREET 

24905 U.S. 1 TO S.W. 288TH STREET 

24906 S.W. 288TH STREET TO S.W. 344TH STREET 

24950 ROBERGE BOULEVARD 

24951 S.w. 232ND STREET TO U.S. 1 

24952 U.S. 1 TO S.w. 268TH STREET 

25000 WEST 147TH AVENUE 

25001 S.w. l36TH STREET TO S.w. 184TH STREET 

25002 S.W. 184TH STREET TO U.S. 

25100 WEST 157TH AVENUE 

2 5101 S.w. 8TH STREET TO S.W. 88TH STREET 

25102 S.w. 88TH STREET TO WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY 

25103 WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY TO S.W. 28GTH STREET 

25200 WEST l67TH AVENUE 

2 5201 ~.w. 152ND STREET TO WE ST DADE EXPRESSWAY 

2 j 202 WE S T DADE EXPRESSWAY TO S.k. 248TH STREET 

APPENDIX C CONTINUED 

ROW. 
WIDTH 

FT. 

EXI ST I NG 
PAVE MT 
WI JTH 

FT 

NA 

40- 70 

200 

0 

40 

0 

70 

NA 

0 

0 

70 

35 

0 

10 

10 

0 

0 

10 

35- 70 

0 

0 

PRO POSED 
c:[Z w -

NO. R.O.W. PA VEM'i' NO. 

_,lo 
~l­
a.. L) 
>-w 
I- (fl 

:rl(f) ~ 
I--' a:: 
c.:>- 0 
z::E -
wz a:: 
-' - a.. 

TRAFFI C WIDTH 
LANES FT. 

WIDTH TRAFFIC 
FT. LANES 

20 2 100 24-20-24 4 23 1.0 

20 2 100 24-20-24 4 23 2.1 

20 2 N 24-20-24 4 23 o.8 

0 0 70 24 2 37 0.4 

20 2 70 24 2 37 2 . 1 2 

0 0 70 24 2 29 6.6 2 

20 2 N N 2 N 4.1 0 

24 2 N N 2 N 0.7 C 

0 0 130 24-20-24 4 23 1.3 2 

0 0 70 24 2 29 5.0 

0 0 N 24 2 29 't.5 

16 2 70 24 2 29 4.1 

0 0 70 24 2 29 1.0 

20 2 N 24 2 37 2.4 2 

20 2 10 24 2 37 3.4 2 

0 0 70 24 2 2 9 0. 8 2 

0 0 108 24-20-24 4 25 1.8 2 

20 2 N 24 2 37 3.0 2 

20 2 70 24 2 37 5.6 2 

0 0 10 24 2 29 5.3 2 

0 0 70 24 2 29 6.7 2 

35 16-20 2 70 24 2 29 5.2 2 

35 0-16 2 70 24 2 29 3.8 2 

35 20 2 10 24 2 37 2.3 2 

ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT 
COST 

SYSTEM 
CLASS 

RDWY. 

170 

840 

320 

86 

48 

580 

619 

44 

396 

360 

91 

55 

76 

73 

720 

69 

127 

53 

53 

297 

330 

52 

MAJOR 
STRUCT. 

98 

28 

28 

53 

28 

29 

304 

28 

14 

14 

R.O.W. 

130 

945 

62 

42 

430 

105 

225 

82 

80 

68 

HZ 

112 

30 

30 

260 

104 

46 

TOT. EXIST. 

30D UPP 

1785 L 

320 L 

246 L 

90 L 

1038 L 

L 

L 

724 L 

269 L 

396 L 

470 L 

224 L 

55 L 

104 R-P 

170 L 

1166 L 

97 L 

239 L 

97 L 

97 L 

557 L 

434 l 

98 l 

-N .... 
> 



CO DE 
NO. 

PRIN CIPA L STREET SE CT IO N S 

25203 ~.w. 24BTH STREtT TO U.S. l 

25204 U.S. l TO S.w. 328TH STREET 

25300 FLAGLER STREET !HOMESTEAD) 

25301 U.S. l TO S.W. 177TH AVENUE 

25350 CARD SOUND ROAD 

25351 U.S. l TO S. CORDON LINE 

2~400 WEST 177TH AVE !KROME AVEl AND KROME AVE EXTENSION 

25401 5.W . 8TH STREET TO S.W. 136TH STREET 

25402 S.W. 136TH S TREET TO S.W. 264TH STREET 

2 5403 S.w. 264TH S TREiT TO S.w. 300TH STREET 

25404 S.W. 300TH STREET TO S.W. 320TH STREET 

25405 ~.W. 320TH STREET TO INTERSECTION WITH U.S. l 

25500 WE S T 187TH AVENUE 

25501 S.w. 216TH STREET TO S. W. 248TH STREET 

25502 S.W. 248TH STREET TO S. W. 328TH STREET 

25503 S .W. 328TH STREET TO S . W. 344TH STREET 

25600 WEST 192ND AVENUE 

25601 177TH AVENUE TO S . W. l87TH AVENuE 

25602 ~.W. 187TH AVENUE TO S.W. 288TH STREET 

25603 S.W. 288TH STREET TO S.W. 344TH STREET 

25604 S.W. 344TH STREET TO S.W. 376TH STREET 

25700 WEST 217TH AVENUE 

25701 S.W. 288TH STREET TO SR 2 7 

25799 u. s . 

2 5800 BROWARD C/L TO NE l86TH S TREET 

25801 NE 186TH STREET TO SNAKE CREEK !SEE INTERAMA EXWYl 

2 5802 ~ NAKt CKEEK CANAL TO NE 146TH STREET 

25803 N.E. l46TH S TREET TO N.E. 55TH TERRACo 

25804 N.E. 55TH TE RRACE TO N.E. 13TH STREET 

2~805 ~.E. 13TH STREET TO N.E. llTH STREET 

APPENDIX C CONTINUED 

E X ISTI N G 
R OW PAV E M'r "W 

W IDTH W I J ~ -< T RAFF IC 
FT FT LA NES 

10- 35 20 2 

30 13 2 

66 24 2 

NA NA 2 

150 20 2 

150 20-24 2 

75 20-24 2 

90 60 4 

100 24 2 

35- 70 16-20 2 

40- 80 20-24 2 

40 20 2 

0 0 0 

0 0 0 

70 12-20 2 

10 24 2 

35- 70 20-24 2 

116 22-24-22 4 

116 22-24-22 4 

66- 90 40-50 4 

100 66-76 6 

100 88 8 

PRO POS ED 
<( z 

,_ _J a:: 
R O W PA VEM'r NO. 

_,I .:.; 
~ ,_ 
Cl.u 
>- w ,_ <fl 

Il~I ~ " - 0 z:;: -
WID TH WI DTH TRAFF IC 

F T F T LANE S 
Wz a:: 
_J - Cl.. 

70 24 2 37 3.5 2 

10 24 2 29 1.4 2 

N N 2 N 1. 2 0 

N N 2 N 1.1 0 

N N 2 N 8.0 0 

N 24 2 37 8.0 2 

N 24 2 37 2.4 2 

N N 4 N 0.9 0 

N N 2 N 2.4 0 

70 20 2 37 2 .0 2 

70 24 2 37 8.1 2 

70 24 2 37 l . O 2 

l50 24-44-24 4 22 1.5 2 

70 24 2 29 3.0 2 

70 24 2 2 9 3.8 2 

N N 2 N 2.0 0 

70 24 2 37 6.5 2 

N 38- 24-38 6 34 2.0 2 

N 38-24-38 6 34 1.9 2 

100 36- 8-36 6 21 6.6 

N 36- 8-36 6 34 2.8 2 

N N 8 N O. l G 

E ST I MATED IMPROVEMENT 
COST 

SYSTEM 
CLASS 

RDWY. 

80 

123 

137 

44 

22 

92 

22 

6 28 

274 

34 7 

78 

618 

628 

3000 

'125 

MAJ OR 
STRUCT. 

54 

125 

R.O. W 

35 

Bit 

20 

81 

15 

525 

240 

304 

32 

3970 

TOT EXIST 

115 L 

207 L 

l 

l 

- RSP 

137 RSP 

44 RSP 

- USP 

- USP 

42 l 

173 l 

37 l 

11 53 L 

51 4 L 

651 l 

- RSP 

110 L 

618 UPP 

682 UPP 

7095 UPP 

925 UPP 

UPP 

N • 



CODE 
NO. 

PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS 

25806 N.E. llTH STREET TD N.E. 6TH STREET 

L~801 N.E. 6TH STREET TD S.E. 2ND STREET 

L~B08 UNE-WAY PAIR 

25B09 SOUTHBOUND 

25Bl0 SE 2ND ST-BISCAYNE BLVD TO SE 2hD AVE 

2~Bll ·SE LND AVE-SE 2ND ST TD SE 4TH ST 

25Bl2 NORTHBOUND 

25Bl3 SE 4TH ST-SE 2ND AVENUE TD BISCAYNE BLVD 

25Bl4 BISCAYNE BLVD-SE 4TH ST TD SE 3ND STREET 

25Bl5 BISCAYNE BLVD-S.E. 3RD ST TO S.E. 2ND STREET 

25816 S.E. 2ND AVENUE-BRICKELL AVENUE 

25Bl7 SE 4TH STREET TO SE 5TH STREET 

25818 SE 5TH STREET TD S. MIAMI AVENUE 

25Bl9 SOUTH DIXIE HIGHWAY 

25820 S. MIAMI AVENUE TO S.W. 67TH AVENUE 

25821 S.W. 67TH AVENUE TO S.W. l6BTH STREET 

25822 S.W. 16BTH STREET TO SW. 1B4TH STREET -SB 

25B23 S.W. 1B4TH STREET TO S.W. 168TH STREET - NB 

25B24 S.W. 1B4TH STREET TO QUAIL ROOST DRIVE 

25825 QUAIL ROOST DRIVE ro s.w. 32BTH STREET 

25B26 S.W. 288TH STREET TO S.W. 32BTH STREET 

25827 S.W. 328TH STREET TD CARD SOUND ROAD 

25828 CARD SOUND ROAD TO S. CORDON Ll~E 

32200 *****MIAMI BEACH FACILITIES***** 

3£300 *****EAST-WEST TRAFFIC FLOW FACILITIES***** 

3£400 BISCAYNE STREET 

32401 ALTON ROAD TD COLLINS AVENUE 

32500 SOUTH 5TH STKEEf (STATE ROAD AlAJ 

32501 ALTON ROAD TU WASHIN6TON AVENUE 

32502 WASHINGTON AVENUE TO COLLINS AVENUE 

32600 DADE BOULEVARD 

APPENDIX C CONTINUED 

R.O.W. 
WIDTH 

FT 

EXIST I NG 
PAVE M'T 
WIJTH 

FT. 

NO. R.0.W. 
TRAFF IC WIDTH 
LANES FT. 

100 40- 8-40 8 

22B 4B-99-48 8 

10 40 4 

50 54 3 

70 40 4 

100 40 4 

100 40 4 

PROPOSED 
PAVE MT 
WIDTH 

FT. 

N 

N 

N 

N 

N 

N 

N 

NO. 
TRAFFIC 
LANES 

N 8 

N B 

.J ci 
<1Z 

~f-' 
c..u 
>-w ,__ ({) 

::x:l(f) ~ UJ -,__ -' er 
(!)- 0 
z::!' -
w

2 
er 

-'- Cl. 

N 0.4 0 

N 0.5 C 

N j 32 0.2 C 

N 3 32 O.l 0 

N 4 32 0.2 0 

N 4 N O.l 0 

N 4 N 0.1 0 

10 40 4 100 3B- 4-38 6 21 0.1 2 

100-110 25-25-25 4 110 36-18-36 6 34 1.9 2 

100 32-14-32 6 N 38-10-38 6 34 7.3 2 

116 24-20-24 4 N 38-20-3B 6 34 6.6 2 

60 24 2 7 5 5 5 3 32 1. 0 2 

60 24 2 75 55 3 32 1.0 2 

116 24-20-24 4 N JB-20-38 6 34 0.2 2 

116 25-25-24 4 N N 4 N 9.2 0 

116 25-25-24 4 N N 4 N 3.3 0 

116 25-25-25 4 N N 4 N 2.1 0 

150 24 4 N 24-20-24 4 20 0.9 2 

70 NA 2 N 4B 4 36 0.3 2 

60 49 4 N N 4 I~ 0.4 Q 

60 49 4 N 1\l 4 N 0.1 C 

ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT 
COST 

SYSTEM 
CLASS 

RDWY. 

21 

627 

2188 

2185 

350 

350 

62 

1B5 

115 

MAJOR 
STRUCT. 

109 

so 

61 

R.O.W. 

lt5 

430 

450 

450 

TOT. EXIST. 

- UPP 

- UPP 

L 

L 

- UPP 

- UPP 

- UPP 

161 UPP 

1057 UPP 

2238 UPP 

2246 UPP 

BOO UPP 

BOO UPP 

62 UPP 

- RPP 

- UPP 

- RPP 

185 RPP 

115 L 

- UPP 

- UPP 

-N 

"" > 



COdE 
..tfil 

PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS 

32601 EAST END OF VENETIAN CAUSEWAY TO ALTON ROAD 

32602 AL TON' ROAD TO WASH I NG.TON AVENUE 

32603 WASHINGTON AVENUE TO COLLINS AVENUE VIA 23RO ST 

32700 ARTHUR GODFREY ~OULEVARO 

J2701 ALTON ROAD lNT~RCHANGE UF I-195 TO PINE TREE DRIVE 

32702 PINE TREE DRIVE Tu COLLINS AVENUE 

32720 47TH STREET 

32721 ALTON ROAD TO PINE TREE DRIVE 

32722 PINE TREE DRIVE TO COLLINS AVENLE 

32800 NORMANDY DRIVE-71ST STREET ONE-wAY PAIR ISR8281 

32801 E END OF N BAY VILL BRIDGE TO !~DIAN CR OR E BOUND 

32802 E END OF N BAY VILL BRIDGE TO INDIAN CR DR W BOUND 

32803 INDIAN CREEK DRIVE TO HARDING AVENUE 

32804 HARDING AVENUE TO COLLINS AVENUE 

32900 96TH STREET ISURFSIDEI 

32901 E END OF BAY HARBOR ISLAND BRIDGE TO HARDING AVE 

32902 HARDING AVENUE TO COLLINS AVENUE 

33000 SUN~Y ISLES BOULEVARD ISR826l 

33001 E END OF INTRACOASTAL WTR-WY BRIDGE TO COLLINS AVE 

43200 *****MIAMI BEACH FACILITIES***** 

43201 *****NORTH-SOUTH TRAFFIC FLOW FACILITIES***** 

43300 COLLINS AVENUE CSR AlAl 

43301 BROWARD COUNTY LINE TO N.E. l95TH STREET BRIDGE 

43302 N.E. l95TH STREET BRIDGE TO SUNNY ISLES BOULEVARD 

43303 SUNNY ISLES BOULEVARD TO HAULOVER CUT BRIDGE 

43304 HAULGVER CUT BRIDGE TO 96TH STREET 

43305 96TH STREET TU 88TH STREET 

43306 88TH STREET TU 71ST STREET 

43307 71ST STREET TU INDIAN CREEK DRIVE 

APPENDIX C CONTINUED 

PROPOSED 
<[Z 

I- _J a:: 
R. o.w . 

EXISTING 
PAVE MT 
WIDTH 

FT 

NO. R O.W. PAVEM'T NO. 

_JIO 
~ 1-
0.. u 
>-w 
I- (fl 

rl~I ~ (!)- 0 
z::;; -
w a:: 
_J z a.. WIDTH 

FT 
TRAFFIC WIDTH WIDTH TRAFFIC 

LANE"S FT FT LANES 

NA 56 4 N N 4 N 0.2 0 

NA 56 4 N N 4 N 0.7 0 

NA 56 4 N N 4 N 0.2 0 

80 48 4 N N 4 N 0.9 0 

80 48 4 N N 4 N 0.3 0 

70 24 2 104 38-16-38 6 21 0.6 2 

D 0 0 104 38-16-38 6 21 0.3 2 

70- 80 46 3 N 46,48 3 26 l.l 

70 56 3 N N 3 N l.l 0 

54 50 4 78 68 6 26 0.3 l 

54 50 4 N N 4 N O. l 0 

NA 44 2 N N 4 N 0.2 2 

NA 44 2 N N 4 N O.l 2 

70 44 4 100 EXP-ST 6 28 0.4 

100 22-13-22 4 N 36-13-36 6 34 1.3 2 

100 35-15-35 4 N N 6 21 1.8 2 

100-150 25-21-25 4 N 36-13-36 6 34 2.1 2 

130 30-30-30 4 N 33-24-33 6 34 0.7 2 

NA 50 3 N N 3 N 0.7 0 

NA 50 2 N N 3 32 1.3 2 

130 50 3 N N 3 N l.l 0 

ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT 
COST 

SYSTEM 
CLASS 

RDWY. 

399 

294 

69 

115 

190 

519 

838 

160 

MAJOR 
STRUCT. 

277 

840 

211 

150 

R.0.W. 

2464 

760 

500 

lDDO 

TOT. EXIST. 

L 

L 

L 

- U-P 

- U-P 

3140 L 

1894 L 

280 U-P 

- U-P 

615 U-P 

- U-P 

L 

L 

1340 UPP 

519 UPP 

- UPP 

838 UPP 

160 UPP 

- UPP 

- UPP 

- UPP 

-N .,, 



CODE 
NO. 

PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS 

43308 INDIAN CREEK DRIVE TO 44TH STREET 

43309 44TH STREET TO ARTHUR GODFREY BCULEVARD 

43310 ARTHUR GODFREY BOULEVARD TO 26TH STREET 

43311 26TH STREET TO 23RO STREET 

43312 23RO STREET TO SOUTH 5TH STREET 

43313 SOUTH 5TH STREET TO BISCAYNE STREET 

43400 HARDING AVENUE + ABBOTT AVENUE 

43401 96TH STREET TD 71ST STREET 

4 3402 71ST STREET TO 68TH STREET 

43500 INDIAN CREEK DRIVE 

43501 71ST STREET TO ABBOTT AVENUE 

43502 ABBOTT AVENUE TD 63RO STREET 

43503 63RO STREET TO COLLINS AVENUE 

43504 44TH STREET TO 26TH STREET 

43600 PINE TREE DRIVE-LA GORCE DRIVE 

43601 63RO STREET TO 51ST STREET 

43602 63RO STREET TO 51ST STREET 

43603 51ST STREET TU ARTHUR GODFREY BOULEVARD 

43604 44TH STREET TO ARTHUR GODFREY BOULEVARD 

43605 ARTHUR GODFREY BOULEVARD TO DADE BOULEVARD 

437DO WASHINGTON AVENUE 

43701 DADE BOULEVARD TO 17TH STREET 

43702 17TH STREET TQ lST STREET 

43703 lST STREET TO BISCAYNE STREET 

4380D ALTON ROAD 

43801 63RO STREET TD ARTHUR GODFREY BOULEVARD 

43B02 ARTHUR GODFREY BOULEVARD TO DADE BOULEVARD 

43803 DADE BOULEVARD TO SOUTH 5TH STREET 

43804 SOUTH 5TH STREET TO BISCAYNE STREET 

43900 SOUTH BEACH-KEY BISCAYNE CONNECTOR 

43901 BISCAYNE STREET TO ODOGEPORT ROAD EXTENSION 

43~02 OODG~PORT ROAD EXTENSION TO RICKENBACKER CAUSEWAY 

APPENDIX C CONTINUED 

_J ci 
<( z w -

I-' _J a:: 
R. o.w. 

EXISTING 
PAVE M'T 
WIC>TH 

FT 

NO. R.O.W. 
PROPOSED 

PAVEM'T 
WIDTH 

NO. 
'::I-' 
a..u 
>-w 1-'(fl 

Il(fl ~ 
~~ 0 

WIDTH 
FT 

TRAFFIC WIDTH TRAFFIC 
LANES 

w a:: 
__J~ a.. 

LANES FT. FT. 

70-130 35- 8-35 4 N N 6 21 1.8 2 

NA 49 3 N N 3 N 0.2 0 

NA 46-70 3 N N 3 N 0.7 0 

80 48 4 N 72 6 36 0.4 2 

60 44-48 2 N N 4 31 1.7 2 

70 44 2 N N 4 31 0.3 2 

NA 44 2 N N 3 32 2.1 2 

NA 60 2 N N 3 32 0.2 2 

50- 80 31-13-31 4 N N 4 N 1.1 0 

90 31-13-31 4 N 36-13-31 6 34 0.5 2 

NA 44 2 N N 3 32 0.2 2 

40- 50 30 2 N 44 3 32 0.0 2 

NA 26 2 N N 2 N l. 2 0 

NA 28 2 N N 2 N 1.2 0 

NA 31-15-31 4 N N 4 N 0.6 0 

NA 31-32-31 4 N N 4 N 0.5 0 

NA 50 2 N N 4 N 1.1 

NA 70 4 N N 4 N 0.4 0 

100 35- 6-35 4 N N 4 N l.4 0 

60 46 2 N N 4 N O. l 2 

NA 32-11-32 4 N N 4 N 2.9 0 

NA 32-11-32 4 N 36-11-36 6 34 1.5 

100 70 4 N N 6 21 1.3 2 

100 72 4 N N 6 21 0.3 2 

0 0 0 100 26- 6-26 4 25 0.6 2 

0 0 0 100 24-12-24 4 25 2.3 2 

ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT 
COST 

SYSTEM 
CLASS 

RDWY. 

160 

57 

101 

342 

MAJOR 
STRUCT. 

308 16900 

1253 1440 

R.O.W. TOT EXIST 

- UPP 

- UPP 

- UPP 

160 UPP 

- UPP 

L 

L 

L 

L 

57 L 

L 

101 L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

342 L 

L 

L 

150 17418 L 

960 3653 L 
-N 

"' > 





APPEND1X C 
DETAIL TABULATION OF THE RECOMMENDED PRINCIPAL STREET PLAN 

Figure 11 depicts the 1985 Principal Street Plan 
as it was initially presented in Technical Report No. 6. 
Figures 18 and IBA illustrate the major improve­
ments necessary to develop the 1985 Principal Street 
Plan. A section-by-section description of the recom­
mended plan elements was, along with the detailed 
study and review, prepared as shown on the following 
pages, and includes the following information: 

1. Name and limits of each section of principal 
streets. 

2. Existing rights-of-way and pavement widths. 
( In some cases these were estimated from aerial 
photography due to lack of inventory data.) 

3. Proposed right-of-way and pavement widths. 
(When "N" is shown in the table no major im­
provement is recommended for the section.) 

4. The number of lanes for moving traffic, along 
with a typical cross-section reference to Ap­
pendix A, Part I. 

5. The length in miles to the nearest one-tenth. 

6. Priority rating as illustrated in Figures 18 and 
IBA and listed in Table XII. 

7. Estimated cost subdivided into roadway cost, 
major structure cost, and right-of-way cost. 

8. Existing and assumed system classification as 
described in Chapter VI. 

9. Reference code number (assigned geographical­
ly to expressways, north-south arterials and 
east-west arterials). 

10. A list of notes explaining the abbreviations 
used in the table as well as providing general 
remarks explaining the table. 
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Cv DE 
NO. 

PRINCIPAL STREET SECT I ONS 

00000 *****FREEWAYS AND EXPRESSWAYS***** 

00001 *****EAST-WEST TRAFFIC MOVEMENT FACILITIES***** 

00100 SNAKE CREEK EXPRESSWAY 

00101 1-95 TO N.E. l2TH AVE 

00102 N.E. l2TH AVE. TO SR 7 !U.S.4411 

00103 SR 7 (U.S.4411 TO N.w. 27TH AVE 

00104 ~.E. 27TH AVE TO N.w. 57TH AVE 

00105 N.W. 57TH AVE TO COUNTY LINE 

00106 COUNTY LINE TO N.W. 170TH STREET 

00107 N.W. 170TH STREET TO OPA LOCKA EXPRESSWAY 

00200 GOLDEN GLADES EXPRESSWAY 

00201 1-95 TO LEJEUNE-DOUGLAS EXPRESSWAY 

00202 LEJEUNE-DOUGLAS EXPRESSWAY TO PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY 

00300 OPALUCKA EXPRESSWAY 

00301 INTERAMA EXPRESSWAY TO 1-95 

00302 1-95 TO N.W. 27TH AVENUE 

00303 N.W. 27TH AVE TO LEJEUNE DOUGLAS 

00304 LEJEUNE-DOUGLAS EXPRESSWAY TO PALMETTC EXPRESSWAY 

00305 PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY TO WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY 

00310 BEACH CAUSEWAY 

OG3ll ALTON RO TO BISCAYNE BAY 

00312 BISCAYNE BAY TO INTERAMA EXPRESSWAY 

00400 HIALEAH EXPRESSWAY 

00401 INTERAMA EXPRESSWAY TO 1-95 

00402 1-95 TO LEJEUNE-DOUGLAS EXPRESShAY 

OU403 LEJEUNE-DOUGLAS EXPRESSWAY TO N.W. 52 AVE 

0 0404 N.W. 52 AVE TO PALMETTO EXPRESShAY 

0 0 405 PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY TO WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY 

00500 1-l9S 

UU50l ALTO N ROAD TU I~TRACOASTAL WATERWAY 

ROW. 
WIDTH 

FT 

APPENDIX C 
PRINCIPAL STREET PLAN TABULATION 

(THOUSANDS OF DOLLARS) 

EXISTING 
PAVE M'r 
WI JTH 

FT 

0 

D 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

PROPOSED 
NO. R.OW. PAVEMT NO. 

TRAFFIC WID T H WIDTH TRAFFIC 
LANES L ANES FT FT 

0 0 250 24-50-24 4 

0 0 250 24-50-24 4 

0 0 2 50 24-50-24 4 

0 0 300 24-74-24 4 

0 0 300 24-74-24 4 

0 0 300 24-74-24 4 

0 0 300 24-74-24 4 

....110 <(Z 

~1-
0..u 
>-w 
I-(/) 

w -II(/) ~ I- ...J (l: 
(!)- 0 
z::.;: -
w (l: 
-1~ a.. 

l 0.9 2 

l 1.7 2 

2.3 2 

l 3.0 2 

4.2 2 

2.3 2 

1.9 2 

200 24-40-24 4 N 36-16-36 6 10 3.0 2 

300 24-40-24 4 N 36-16-36 6 10 4.3 2 

0 0 0 ~50 36-26-36 6 3 2.3 2 

0 0 0 250 36-26-36 6 3 2.2 2 

0 0 0 250 36-26-36 6 3 1. 3 2 

0 0 0 £50 24-50-24 4 l 3.5 2 

0 0 0 300 24-50-24 4 1 4.0 2 

0 0 0 bOO 24-30-24 4 3.0 2 

0 0 0 v 36-26-36 6 3 0.5 2 

0 0 0 250 36-40-36 6 2 l.O 2 

0 0 0 250 36-40-36 6 2 3.5 2 

0 0 0 275 24-64-24 4 l 1.2 2 

0 0 0 275 24-64-24 4 2.5 

0 0 0 300 24-74-24 4 4.0 2 

NA 36- V-36 6 N N 6 2.5 0 

ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT 
COST 

SYSTEM 
CLASS 

RDWY. 

205 

375 

525 

1288 

1388 

640 

590 

716 

401 

3330 

3100 

1350 

3810 

1900 

4606 

474 

1080 

3965 

1480 

2220 

1900 

MAJOR 
STRUCT. 

303 

393 

119 

382 

361 

4020 

2320 

655 

1315 

5600 

3385 

R.O.W. TOT. EXIST. 

900 

1726 

1278 

554 

547 

l105 

2101 

1803 

1591 

1781 

1313 

ll37 

L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

l 

l 

1098 UPP 

762 UPP 

7400 H750 

5400 10820 

1040 3045 

3370 8495 

700 2600 

112 10318 

5270 9129 

l 

L 

l 

l 

L 

L 

l 

9180 621't 16534 l 

2898 16490 23353 l 

650 6550 8680 l 

1350 950 4520 l 

700 2600 l 

- UPP 

-0 
CXl 



COD E 
l:& 

PR!NCIPAL STREET SECTIONS 

00502 INTRACOASTAL WATERWAY TO INTERA~A EXPRESSWAY 

00503 INTERAMA EXPRESSWAY TO 1-95 

00600 AIRPORT EXPRESSWAY 

00601 1-9~ TO LEJEUNE-DOUGLAS EXPRESSWAY 

00602 LEJcUNE-DOUGLAS EXPRESSWAY TO LEJEUNE ROAD 

00700 EAST-WEST EXPRESSWAY !INCLUDES 1-3951 

00701 MACARTHUR CAUSEWAY TO E. 2ND AVENUE 

00702 E. ZND AVENUE TO I-95 

00703 1-95 TD LEJEUNE-DOUGLAS EXPRESSWAY 

00704 LEJEUNE-DOUGLAS EXPRESSWAY TO PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY 

00705 PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY TO WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY 

00706 WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY TO W 137 AVENUE 

00800 SNAPPER CREEK EXPRESSWAY 

00801 SOUTH G!X!E EXPRESSWAY TO SOUTH DADE EXPRESSWAY 

OQ899 *****NORTH-SOUTH TRAFFIC MOVEMENT FACILITIES***** 

00900 INTERAMA EXPRESSWAY 

00901 I-95(CONN TO SN CR EXPWYJ TO N.E. 195 ST CAUSEWAY 

00902 NE 195 STREET CAUSEWAY TO NE 186TH STREET 

00903 NE 186 STREET TO SNA KE CREEK CANAL 

00904 SNAKE CREEK CANAL TO SUNNY ISLES BLVD 

00905 SUNNY ISLES BLVD TO OPA LOCKA EXPWY 

00906 OPA LOCKA EX?WY TO HIALEAH EXPWY 

00907 HIALEAH EXPRESSWAY TO 1-195 

00908 1-195 TU N.W. 9TH STREET 

00909 N.W. 9TH STREET TO S.W. STREET 

00910 S.w. lST STREET TO l-95 (S.W. 29TH ROADJ 

01000 l-'l~ 

01001 BRJWA~O COUNTY LINE EXPWY TO MIAMI GARDENS INTERCH 

01002 MIAMI GARDENS l~TERCHANGE TO GOLDEN GLADES INTERCH 

0 1003 uOL OE N GLADE~ INTERCHANGE TO N.~. 135TH ST 

APPENDIX C CONTINUED 

R.OW. 
EXIS TING 

PAVE M'r 
w 1:i;Y 

FT. 

NO. R.O .W. 
PROPOSED 

PAVEM'r 
WIDTH 

NO. 
WIDTH 

FT. 
TRAFFIC WIDTH TRAFFIC 

LANES LANES FT. FT. 

NA 36- 4-36 6 N N 6 

NA 36- 6-36 6 N N 6 

200 36-20-36 6 N N 6 

200- V 36- V-36 6 N N 6 

200-250 NA 6 N N 6 

220-250 NA 8 N N 8 

200-250 36-13-36 6 N N 6 

200-300 36- V-36 6 N N 6 

0 0 0 300 24-50-24 4 

0 0 0 300 24-64-24 4 

0 0 0 200 24-50-24 4 

0 0 0 275 24-50-24 4 

0 0 0 300 48-26-48 8 

NA 22-25-22 4 300 48-26-48 8 

0 0 0 300 48-26-48 8 

0 0 0 300 48-26-48 8 

0 0 0 100-200 36-10-36 6 

0 0 0 100 36-10-36 6 

0 0 0 100 36-10-36 6 

0 0 0 100 DISTRIBUTORS 

o 0 0 100 36-10-36 6 

w -Il<r> ;'.: f- ....J a: 
(!)- 0 
z:;; -
wz a: 
....J_ a.. 

1.0 c 

0.9 c 

3.3 0 

0.5 c 

o.3 o 

l.o o 

3. 3 0 

4.3 0 

l 3.9 2 

l 2.1 2 

l 2.9 

1.9 

5 0.1 l 

5 l.2 

5 0.3 l 

5 3.2 

1 3. 7 2 

7 1.9 2 

7 1.6 2 

9 0.7 2 

1 1.9 2 

NA 24-70-24 4 

NA 36-40-36 6 

N 48-22-48 8 11 3.0 2 

N 48-22-48 8 ll 1.8 2 

250 36-32-36 6 N N 6 1.9 o 

ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT 
COST 

SYSTEM 
CLASS 

RDWY. 

2350 

1011 

2220 

1400 

570 

1130 

450 

4000 

2200 

MAJ OR 
STRIJCT. 

770 

1690 

2380 

200 

1330 

1390 

2800 

9500 

400 10700 

150 13000 

820 4440 

800 8400 

900 320 

R.0.W. T.OT. EXIST. 

- UPP 

- UPP 

- U-P 

- U-P 

- UPP 

- UPP 

- UPP 

- UPP 

690 3810 L 

380 1391 L 

1925 5835 L 

950 4730 L 

450 1220 l 

120 ;n00 UPP 

530 2370 l 

5000 11800 L 

8600 20300 L 

3250 14350 L 

1750 14900 l 

1050 6310 L 

3700 12900 L 

- UPP 

2120 3340 UPP 

- UPP 

-0 
00 

> 



CODE 
NO. 

PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS 

01004 N.W. 135TH STREET TO OPA LOCKA EXPRESSWAY 

01005 OPA-LOCKA EXPRESSWAY TO HIALEAH EXPRESSWAY 

01006 HIALEAH EXPRESSWAY TO AIRPORT EXPRESSWAY 

01007 AIRPORT EXPRESSWAY TO EAST-WEST EXPRESSWAY 

01008 EAST-WEST EXPRESSWAY TO N.W. 4TH STREET 

01009 N.~. 4TH STREET TO DOWNTOWN CONNECTOR 

01010 DOWNTOWN CONNECTOR TO S.W. 8TH STREET 

01011 S.W. 8TH STREET TO INTERAMA EXPRESSWAY 

01012 INTERAMA EXPRESSWAY TO S.W. 29TH ROAD 

01100 DOWNTOWN CONNECTOR 

01101 1-95 TO S.E. 2NO AVENUEtOUPONT PLAZA) 

01200 SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY 

01201 1-95 CONN AT S.W. 26 RD TO LEJEONE-DOUGLAS EXPWY 

01202 LEJEUNE-DOUGLAS EXPWY TO SNAPPER CREEK EXPRESSWAY 

01203 SNAPPER CREEK EXPRESSWAY TO s.w. ll2TH STREET 

01204 S.W. 112TH STREET TO S.W. 184TH STREET 

01205 S.W. 184TH ST TO SOUTH DADE EXPRESSWAY 

01206 SOUTH DADE EXPRESSWAY TO S.W. 268TH STREET 

01207 S.W. 268TH STREET TO S.W. 312TH STREET 

01400 SUNSHINE STATE PARKWAY 

01401 SNAKE CREEK EXPRESSWAY TO GOLDEN GLADES EXPRESSWAY 

01500 LEJEUNE-DOUGLAS EXPRESSWAY 

01501 SNAKE CREEK EXPRESSWAY TO GOLDEN GLADES EXPRESSWAY 

01502 ~OLDEN GLADES EXPRESSWAY TO OPA-LOCKA EXPRESSWAY 

01503 OPA-LOCKA EXPRESSWAY TO HIALEAH EXPRESSWAY 

01504 HIALEAH EXPRESSWAY TO AIRPORT EXPRESSWAY 

01505 AIRPURT EXPRESSWAY TO AIRPO~T E~TRANCE 

01506 AIRP ORT ENTRANCE TO EAST-WEST EXPRESSWAY 

01507 EAST-WEST EXPRESSWAY TO SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY 

01600 PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY 

APPENDIX C CONTINUED 

EXISTING 
R.O.W. PAVE MT NO. 

WIDTH WIJT'-1 TRAFFIC 
FT FT LANES 

250 48-20-48 8 

250 48-20-48 8 

2D0-300 48-20-48 8 

NA 48-16-48 8 

NA NA 8 

NA NA 10 

NA 36-16- 36 I 0 

250 36-16-36 6 

200 24-16-24 4 

NA NA 6 

PROPOSED 
RO.W. PAVEMT NO. 

NIDTH WIDTH TRAFFIC 
FT, FT L ANES 

N 

N 

N 

N 

N 

N 

N 

N 

N 

N 

N il 

N 8 

N B 

N B 

N 8 

N 0 

N 0 

N 6 

N 6 

N 6 

0 0 0 140- V 48-16-48 8 

0 0 0 140- v 48-16-48 8 

0 0 0 250- v 24-50-24 4 

0 0 0 250 24-50-24 4 

0 0 0 250 24-50-24 4 

0 0 0 300 24-74-24 4 

0 0 0 300 24-74-24 4 

NA NA 4 N N o 

0 0 0 275 48-2&-48 8 

0 0 0 275 48-26-48 8 

0 0 0 275 48-2&-48 8 

0 0 0 250 48-16-48 8 

0 0 0 250 48-16-48 8 

0 0 0 250 36-16-36 6 

0 0 0 L50 36-16-36 6 

..JO 

.qZ 

~1--
0..u 
>-w 
1--(f) 

II(/) i'.: w -
1--..J Cl: 
(!)- 0 
z::;: -
Wz Cl: 
_J - Cl. 

1.0 c 

3.0 0 

2.0 0 

1.6 0 

0.1 0 

0.3 0 

0.3 0 

0.6 0 

0.8 0 

0.7 0 

5 3.0 l 

8 4.0 l 

1 2.4 

5.0 2 

l 4.6 2 

3.0 2 

3.4 2 

3.5 2 

5 3.2 2 

5 2.0 

5 3.2 

5 2.2 

5 1.0 1 

3 0.7 

3 3.0 

ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT 
COST 

SYSTEM 
CLASS 

RDWY. MAJOR 
STRUCT. 

R.O.W. TOT. EXIST. 

- UPP 

- UPP 

- UPP 

- UPP 

- UPP 

- UPP 

- UPP 

UPP 

UPP 

- UP'P 

2867 9755 10700 23322 L 

1243 30465 5620 37328 L 

1973 6962 4885 13820 L 

3200 740 4150 8090 L 

3210 1405 836 5451 L 

2290 975 475 3740 L 

2420 955 650 4025 L 

T 

4320 1890 7650 13860 L 

4180 2200 6600 12980 L 

3420 2820 12000 18240 L 

4480 5425 9100 19005 L 

1815 1748 3600 7163 L 

1875 10281 3200 15356 L 

4960 2780 13000 20740 L 

-0 ..,, 



CODE 
.!:ill. 

PRINCIPAL STREET SECT IONS 

01601 GOLDEN GLADES EXPRESSWAY TO OPA-LOCKA EXPRESSWAY 

01602 OPA-LOCKA EXPRESSWAY TO HIALEAH EXPRESSWAY 

01603 HIALEAH EXPRESSWAY TO EAST-WEST EXPRESSWAY 

01604 EAST-WEST EXPRESSWAY TO SOUTH DADE EXPRESSWAY 

016 0 5 SOUTH DADE EXPRESSWAY TO SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY 

01800 SOUTH DADE EXPRESSWAY 

01801 PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY TO SNAPPER CREEK EXPRESSWAY 

01802 SNAPPER CREEK EXPRESSWAY TO S.W. 104TH ST 

01803 S.W. 104TH S T TO WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY 

01804 WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY TO S.W. 152ND STREET 

01805 S.W. 152ND ST TO SOUTH DIXIE HWY 

01806 SOUTH DIXIE HIGHWAY TO SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY 

01900 WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY 

0 1901 OPA-LOCKA EXPRESSWAY TO HIALEAH EXPRESSWAY EXT 

Ul902 HIALEAH EXPRESSWAY EXT TO EAST-WEST EXPRESSWAY 

01903 EAS T- WEST EXPRESSWAY TO S.w. BTH STREET 

01904 S.W. 8TH STREET TO S.w. 40TH STREET 

01905 SW 40 STREET TO SW 88 STREET 

01906 S.W. 88TH STREET TO SOUTH DADE EXPRESSWAY 

01 907 SOUTH DADE EXPRESSWAY TO S.W. l37TH AVENUE 

01 9 08 S.W. 137TH AVE TO S.W. 177TH AVE 

10000 ****ARTERIAL STREETS**** 

10001 ****EAST-WEST TRAFFIC MOVEM ENT FACILITIES**** 

10100 S.W. 376TH STREET - STATE ROAD 27 

10101 U.S. ROUTE l TO S.W. l92ND AVENUE 

10102 S.w. 192NO AVENUE TO S.w. 217TH AVENUE 

10200 S.w. 344TH STREET (PALM DRIVEi 

102 01 S.W. 107TH AVENUE TO S.w. 147TH AVENUE 

i 02 02 S .W. 147TH AVENUE TO S.w. l67TH AVENUE 

10203 S .W. 167TH AV ENUE TO U.S. 

APPENDIX C CONTINUED 

PROPOSED 

_J ci 
<(Z w -

f- _J er 
R.0.W. 

EXI STING 
PAVE M'r 
Wl :JTH 

FT. 

NO. R.0.W. PAVEM'r NO. 
~f-' 
o.. u 
>-w 
f- (/) 

II(/) i'.: 
(.'.)- 0 
z::;; -
w er 
_J z 0.. W I DTH 

FT 
TRAFF IC WIDTH 
LANES FT. 

WIDTH TRAFFIC 
FT. LANES 

250 24-40-24 4 N 36-16-36 6 10 1.6 2 

200-250 24-40-24 4 N 36-16-36 6 10 4.0 2 

200-220 24-40-24 4 N 48-16-48 8 11 4.3 2 

200 24-40-24 4 N 48-16-48 8 11 4.1 2 

200 24-40-24 4 N N 4 3.0 0 

0 0 0 200- 2 50 24 - 50-24 4 2.7 l 

0 0 0 320 48-50-48 8 4 l. 9 

0 0 0 305 36-50-36 6 2 2.6 

0 0 0 300 36-50-36 6 2 1.4 

0 0 0 300 24-74-24 4 l 3.3 2 

0 0 0 300 24-50-24 4 l 2.1 2 

0 0 0 320 24-74-24 4 l 4.0 2 

0 0 0 320 24-74-24 4 4.2 2 

0 0 0 320 36-50-36 6 2 1.4 2 

0 0 0 320 36-50-36 6 l 2. 0 2 

0 0 0 300 24-74-24 4 1 3.4 2 

0 0 0 300 24-74-24 4 l 2.8 2 

0 0 0 300 24-74-24 4 1 2.5 2 

0 0 0 300 24-74-24 4 6.2 2 

0 0 0 80 24 2 29 1.5 2 

NA NA 2 N Ill 2 2.9 0 

100 ROCK 2 N 24 2 29 4.9 2 

100 20 2 N N 2 ill 2.0 0 

100 20 2 N 24 2 37 0.9 2 

ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT 
COST 

SY STEM 
CLA SS 

RDWY. 

586 

1170 

2621 

2445 

2075 

1850 

2450 

1200 

2740 

2140 

3160 

3275 

l 760 

2172 

2663 

1790 

2 080 

4540 

222 

197 

40 

MAJ OR 
STRUCT. 

326 

510 

809 

748 

820 

1070 

2020 

350 

1250 

770 

810 

735 

570 

546 

740 

455 

1075 

975 

29 

R.O.W. TOT. EXIST. 

912 UPP 

1680 UPP 

3430 UPP 

3193 UPP 

- UPP 

1505 4400 UPP 

1300 4220 UPP 

580 5050 UPP 

160 1710 UPP 

850 4840 UPP 

750 3660 L 

273 4243 L 

2B9 4299 L 

373 2703 L 

872 3590 L 

1003 4406 L 

915 3160 L 

440 3595 L 

1524 7039 L 

23 274 L 

- RSP 

197 R-P 

- R-P 

40 R- P 

-0 

"" > 



~ 
.liQ.. 

PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS 

- 10204 U.S. l TO S.W. 1B2ND AVENUE 

10205 S.W. 1B2ND AV~NUE TO S.W. l92ND AVENUE 

10206 S.W. 192ND AVENUE TO S.W. 207TH AVENUE 

10207 S.W. 207TH AV~NUE TO S.W. 217TH AVENUE 

10300 s.w~ 328TH STREET (NORTH CANAL DRIVEi 

10301 S.W. l07TH AVENUE TO S.W. 117TH AVENUE 

10302 S.W. ll7TH AVENUE TO S.W. l67TH AVENUE 

10303 S.W. l67TH TO U.S. l 

10304 U.S. l TO S.W. 177TH AVENUE 

10305 S.W. 177TH AVENUE TO S.W. 1B7TH STREET 

10400 S.W. 320TH STREET 

10401 s.w. 167TH AVENUE TO u.s.-1 

10402 S.W. 177TH AVENUE TO S.W. 187TH AVENUE 

10500 S.W. 312TH STREET <CAMPBELL DRIVEi 

10501 S.W. 137TH AVENUE TO SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY 

10502 SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY TO U.S. 1 

10503 U.S. 1 TO SOUTHWEST 177TH AVENUE 

10504 S.W. 177TH AVENUE TO S.W. 192ND AVENUE 

10600 5.W. 296TH STREET (AVOCADO DRIVEi 

10601 U.S. 1 TO 177TH AVENUE 

10602 S.W. 177TH AVENUE TO S.W. 187TH AVENUE 

10700 S.W. 288TH STREET (BISCAYNE DRIVE) 

10701 S.W. 2BOTH STREET TO SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY 

10702 SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY TO U.S. 

10703 U.S. 1 TO S.w. 192ND AVENUE 

10704 S.W. l92ND AVENUE TO S.W. 217TH AVENUE 

10800 S.W. 280TH STREET (WALOIN DRIVEi 

10801 S.W.107TH AVE TO THE CONNECTION WITH S.W.2BBTH ST 

10802 CONNECTION W/S.W. 288TH ST TO S.W. 137TH AVE 

10603 S.w. 137TH AVENUE TO U.~. l 

APPENDIX C CONTINUED 

w -EXISTING 
PAVE MT 
WIDTH 

FT. 

PROPOSED 
-'o 
<( z 
~f-' 
ll.u 
>-w 
f-' (/) 

II(/) ~ 
f-'--' er 
(!)- 0 
z:::E -w er 

R.O.W. NO. R.O .W. 
WIDTH 

FT. 
TRAFFIC WIDTH 
LANES FT. 

NA 36-15-36 4 N 

50 24 2 N 

50 24 2 N 

70 16 2 N 

60 16 2 N 

50-170 20 2 N 

30 22 2 N 

NA NA 4 N 

50 ROCK 2 N 

5D NA 2 70 

50 NA 2 70 

70 22 2 N 

PAVEM'f NO. 
WIDTH TRAFFIC 

FT. LANES --'~ Cl. 

N 4 1\1 o. 7 0 

N 2 N 1.0 0 

N 2 N l. 5 0 

L4 2 29 0.9 2 

20 2 37 1.0 2 

N 2 N 5.2 0 

N 2 N 0.9 0 

N 4 N 0.1 0 

24 2 29 1.0 2 

48 2 29 0.7 2 

48 2 29 1.0 2 

N 2 N 2.2 0 

70 22 2 200 24-40-24 4 22 1.5 2 

70 2D- 8-20 4 N N 4 N 0.9 0 

70 24 2 N N 2 N 1. 5 0 

70 24 2 N N 2 N 1.6 D 

70 16 2 N 24 2 37 1.0 2 

0- 70 0-22 2 70 24 2 29 1.2 2 

100 20 2 N 24 2 29 2.2 2 

70 18 2 N 24 2 37 3.5 2 

70 16 2 N 24 2 29 2.5 2 

70 ROCK 2 N 2 4 z 29 2.0 2 

0 0 0 70 zo 2 29 1.0 2 

70 20 2 N 24 2 37 1.7 2 

ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT. SYSTEM 
CLASS 

RDWY. 

79 

23 

46 

115 

165 

633 

148 

106 

184 

160 

275 

166 

88 

39 

COST 
MAJOR 

STRUCT. 
R.O.W. 

10 

15 

350 

18 

28 17 

TOT. EXIST. 

- USP 

- USP 

L 

79 L 

23 L 

l 

l 

L 

46 l 

125 L 

180 l 

l 

983 L 

l 

L 

l 

148 L 

124 R-P 

184 R-P 

160 L 

275 l 

166 L 

133 L 

39 l 

--0 



CODE 
NO. 

PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS 

10804 U.S. l TO S.W. 177TH AVENUE 

10900 S.W. 268TH STREET !MOODY DRIVEi 

10901 S.W. 102ND AVENUE TO S.W. l07TH AVENUE 

10902 S.W. 107TH AVENUE TO ROBERGE BLVD. 

10903 ROBERGE BLVD. TO SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY 

10904 SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY TO U.S. l 

11000 S.W. 264TH STREET !BAUER DRIVE) 

11001 U.S. l TO S.W. 177TH AVENUE 

11002 S.W. 177TH AVENUE TO S.W. 187TH AVENUE 

11100 S.W. 248TH STREET !COCONUT PALM DRIVE) 

11101 SOUTH BAY DRIVE TO 102ND AVENUE 

11102 S.W. 102ND AVENUE TO SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY 

11103 ~OUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY TO U.S. 

11104 U.S. l TO S.W. l67TH AVENUE 

11105 !>.W. l67TH AVENUE TO S.W. 187TH AVENUE 

11200 S.W. 232ND STREET !SILVER PALM DRIVEi 

11201 ~.W. 87TH AVENUE TO U.S. l 

11202 U.S. l TO S.W. 187TH AVENUE 

11300 S.W. 216TH STRE~T IHAINLIN MILL DRIVEi 

11301 $.W. 87TH AVENUE TO SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY 

11302 SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY TO S. DADE EXPRESSWAY 

11303 SUUTh DADE EXPRESSWAY TO S.W. 127TH AVENUE 

11304 ~.W. 127TH AVENUE TO S.W. 147TH AVENUE 

11305 S.W. 147TH AVENUE TO S.W. 177TH AVENUE 

11306 S.W. 177TH AVENUE TO S.W. l87TH AVENUE 

11500 CARIBBEAN BOULEVARD 

115Ul S.W. 84TH AVENUE TO FRANJO ROAD 

11502 FRANJO ROAD TO S.W. l07TH AVENUE 

11503 S.W. 107TH AVcN U2 TO U. !> . 

11600 S .W. 200TH STREET 

APPENDIX C CONTINUED 

R O.W. 
WIDTH 

FT 

EXISTI NG 
PAVE M'r 
Wl:JTH 

FT 

70 

0 

100 

100 

80 

10 

70 

100 

70 

70 

70 

70 

35 

10 

NO. R.O.W. 
TRAFFIC WIDTH 
LANES FT. 

18 2 

PROPOSED 
PAVEM'r 
WIDTH 

Fr 

N 

0 0 70 

48 4 N 

48 4 N 

48 4 N 

20 2 N 

18 2 N 

20 2 N 

20 2 N 

20 2 N 

20 2 N 

20 2 N 

NA 2 70 

20 2 N 

NA ROCK 2 60 

60 24 2 60 

70 20 2 N 

70 20 2 N 

50 - 60 1620 2 70 

50 16 2 70 

NO. 
TRAFFIC 
LANES 

N 2 

...J ci 
<t z 
~1--
0..u 
>- w 
1--<n 

:i:I~ ~ 1--...J a:: 
<!>- 0 
z::;: -
wz a:: 
....1_ 0.. 

N 2.3 C 

24 2 29 0.5 2 

N 4 N 1.3 0 

N 4 N 1.1 0 

N 4 35 1.6 2 

N 2 N 3.5 0 

N 2 N 1.0 0 

N 2 N 1.3 0 

1\1 2 N 1.6 0 

N 2 N 1.9 0 

N 2 N 3.4 0 

N 2 N 2.0 0 

24 2 29 4.0 2 

N 2 N 6.1 0 

24 2 29 1.0 2 

24 2 29 1.0 2 

N 2 N 2.0 0 

N 2 N 2. l 0 

24 2 37 3.1 2 

24 2 37 1.0 2 

80 30 2 88 26-16-26 4 25 1.3 2 

80 28 2 88 26-16-26 4 25 1.7 2 

NA 21-18-21 4 90 26-18-26 4 25 0.3 2 

ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT 
COST 

SYSTEM 
CLASS 

RDWY. 

46 

123 

365 

91 

46 

142 

45 

563 

407 

24 

MAJOR 
STRUCT. 

98 

53 

R.0.W. 

10 

44 

20 

10 

17 

8 

TOT. EXIST. 

L 

56 L 

- RSS 

- RSS 

123 RSS 

L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

- RSS 

- RSS 

't09 L 

L 

111 L 

154 L 

l 

- USS 

159 RSS 

53 L 

563 L 

460 u-s 

24 u-s 

..... 
0 

> 



CODE 
lfil. 

PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS 

11601 U.S. l TO S.W. ll7TH AVENUE 

11602 S.W. 117TH AVENUE TO QUAIL ROOST DRIVE 

11603 QUAIL ROOST DRIVE TO S.w. 137TH AVENUE 

11604 S.w. 137TH AVENUE TO S.w. l77TH AVENUE 

11700 QUAIL ROOST DRIVE 

11701 FRA~JO ROAD TO SOUTH DADE EXPRESSWAY 

11702 SOUTh DADE EXPRESSWAY TO S.w. 200TH STREET 

11800 S.W. l84TH STREET !EUREKA DRIVE) 

11801 OLD CUTLER ROAD TO S.w. 84TH AVENUE 

11 802 S.W. 84TH AVENUE TO U.S. 

11803 U.S. l TO 117TH AVENUE 

11604 S.W. ll7TH AVENUE TO S.W. 177TH AVENUE 

11900 S.W. l66TH STREET !RICHMOND DRIVE) 

11901 OLD CUTLER ROAD TO U.S. 1 

11902 U.S. l TO SOUTH DADE EXPRESSWAY 

11903 SOUTH DADE EXPRESSWAY TO S.W. 137TH AVENUE 

12000 S.W. l52ND STREET !CORAL REEF DRIVE! 

12001 OLD CUTLER ROAD TO SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY 

12002 SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY TO U.S. 

12003 U.S. 1 TO SOUTH DADE EXPRESS WAY 

12004 SOUTH DADE EXPRESSWAY TO WEST DADE EXPRESSW AY 

12005 WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY TO S.W. 147TH AVENUE 

12006 S.w. 147TH AVENUE TO S.W. 177TH AVENUE 

12100 S.W. l36TH STREET 

12101 OLD CUTLER ROAD TO U.S. l 

12102 U.S. l TO S.W. 117TH AVENUE 

12103 S.W. 117TH AVENUE TO S.W. 137TH AVENUE 

12104 S.W. l37TH AVENUE TO S.w. 177TH AVENUE 

12200 S.W. 120TH STREcT 

12201 ULO CUTLER ROAD TO SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY 

APPENDIX C CONTINUED 

R. O.W.· 
WIDTH 

FT 

EXISTING 
PAVE M'r 
WIDTY 

FT 

70 

70 

70 

70 

70 

70 

70 

70 

70 

70 

70 

70 

70 

70 

70 

70 

70 

70 

0 

70 

70 

0 

0 

70 

t- ..J 0:: 

NO. R 0 W. 
PROPOSED 

PAVEM'r 
WIDTH 

NO. 
..JI~ ~ !-' 
a..u 
>-w 
f- (fl 

:r:1~· ~ (.')- 0 
z::E -

TRAFFIC WIDTH TRAFFIC 
LANES 

~~ ~ 
L ANfS FT FT 

20 2 N 24 2 37 0.6 2 

24 2 N N 2 N 0.9 0 

20 2 N 24 2 37 1.2 2 

20 2 N 24 2 37 4.1 2 

20 2 N 24 2 37 1.6 2 

20 2 N 24 2 37 l.6 2 

16 2 108 34-20-34 4 24 0.0 2 

20 2 N 44 2 38 1.6 2 

20 2 N 44 2 38 1.6 2 

24 2 N N 2 N 6.2 0 

24 2 N N 2 N 2.4 0 

20 2 N N 2 N 2.2 0 

20 2 N N 2 N 2.2 C 

20 2 106 24-40-24 4 22 1.1 2 

20 2 116 38-20-36 6 21 0.9 

28 2 108 34-20-34 4 24 2.5 

28 2 108 34-20-34 4 24 1.6 2 

28 2 108 34-20-34 4 24 1.6 2 

0 0 70 24 2 29 3.1 2 

18 2 N 24 2 37 2.1 2 

16 2 N 24 2 37 3.1 2 

0 0 70 24 2 29 2.0 2 

0 0 70 24 2 29 4.2 2 

20 2 N 24 2 37 2.4 2 

ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT 
COST 

SYSTEM 
CLASS 

RDWY. MAJOR 
STRUCT. 

R.O.W. TOT. EXIST. 

18 18 L 

L 

27 27 L 

94 94 L 

36 36 L 

36 36 L 

137 59 248 444 L 

109 109 L 

203 100 303 L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

401 28 110 539 L 

513 225 738 L 

1420 26 250 1698 L 

910 160 1070 L 

910 64 974 L 

284 124 406 L 

48 26 76 L 

72 57 129 L 

176 140 316 L 

370 26 29 427 L 

55 55 L 

--



CODE 
NO. 

PRINCIPAL STREET SE CTIONS 

12202 SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY TO U.S. 

12203 S.W. 87TH AVENUE TO S.W. 102ND AVENUE 

12300 S.W. ll2TH STREET 

12301 S.W. 57TH AVENUE TO S.W. 67TH AVENUE 

12302 S.W. 67TH AVENUE TO SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY 

12303 SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY TO U.S. l 

12304 U.S. l TO S.W. 87TH AVENUE 

12305 S.W. 87TH AVENUE TO S.W. ll7TH STREET 

12350 JUNIOR COLLEGE DRIVE 

12.351 S.W. ll2TH ST. TO S.W. l02ND AVENUE 

12352 S.W. l02ND AVENUE TO s.w. l04TH STREET 

12400 S.W. l04TH STREET 

12401 S.W. 57TH AVENUE TO SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY 

12402 SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY TO U.S. 

12403 U.S. l TO S.W. 87TH AVENUE 

12404 S.W. 87TH AVENUE TO JUNIOR COLLEGE DRIVE 

12405 JUNIOR COLLEGE DRIVE TO S.w. l07TH AVENUE 

12406 S.w. 107TH AVENUE TO S.w. ll7TH AVENUE 

12407 ~.W. ll7TH AVEN UE TO S.W. l57TH AVENUE 

12500 S.W. 88TH STREET !NORTH KENDALL DRIVE) 

12501 OLD CUTLER ROAD TO S.W. 57TH AVENUE 

12502 S.W. 57TH AVENUE TO S.W. 67TH AVENUE 

12503 S.W. 67TH AVENUE TO U.S. 1 

12504 U.S. l TO PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY 

12505 PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY TO SOUTH DADE EXPRESSWAY 

12506 SOUTH DADE EXPRESSWAY TO WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY 

125 0 7 WEST DADE EXP~ESSWAY TO S.W. 177TH AVENUE 

12600 S.W. 72ND ST~EET 

12601 ~.w. 42ND AVENUE ro s.w. 57TH AVENUE 

12602 S.W. 57TH AVENUE TO U.S. 

APPENDIX C CONTINUED 

PRO POSE D f---' a:: 
R. o.w. 

EXISTING 
PAVEM'r 
WIDT H 

FT. 

NO. R.O.W. PAVE MT NO. 

_J O 
<tZ 
~I-' 
u. u 
>-w 
f- (fl 

II~ ~ 
(!)- 0 
z:2: -
wz a:: WIDTH 

FT. 
TRAFFI C WIDTH WIDTH TRAFF IC 

--'- Cl. LANES FT. FT. LANE S 

70 20 2 1\1 24 2 37 0.4 2 

0 0 0 70 24 2 29 1-4 2 

70 18 2 N 24 2 37 l.l 2 

70 18 TO 20 2 104 34-16-34 4 24 1.5 l 

70 24 2 104 34-16-34 4 24 0.3 1 

70 20 2 104 34-16-34 4 24 0.1 l 

70 18 TO 20 2 70 24 2 37 3.1 l 

0 0 0 70 24 2 37 0.5 

0 0 0 110 26-20-26 4 25 0.5 l 

70 20 2 N 24 2 37 2.1 2 

70 34 2 N N 2 N O. l 0 

70 24 2 N N 2 N 0.9 0 

0 0 0 10 24 2 29 1.5 2 

0 0 0 110 26-20-26 4 25 0.2 

70 24 2 N N 2 N 1.1 0 

10 0 + 18 2 N 24 2 29 4.3 2 

70 18 2 N 24 2 37 1.0 2 

10 24 2 N N 2 N 1.0 0 

70 24 2 100 34-20-34 4 24 o.5 2 

110 34-22-34 4 N N 4 1\1 0.6 0 

110 34-18-34 4 N N 4 N 2.0 0 

110 34-23-34 4 N N 4 N 3.0 C 

150-200 24-26-34 4 N N 4 N 6.2 0 

85 30 2 104 34-16-34 4 24 1.5 2 

100 52 4 N N 4 N 0.2 0 

ESTIMATED IMPR OVEMENT 
COST 

SY STEM 
CLASS 

RDWY. 

9 

124 

25 

720 

144 

338 

71 

44 

330 

48 

131 

91 

378 

34 

284 

725 

MAJ OR 
STRU CT. 

28 

109 

28 

59 

R.0.W. 

8~ 

53 

11 

25 

43 

90 

82 

35 

55 

187 

TOT. EX IST. 

9 L 

236 L 

25 L 

882 L 

155 L 

363 L 

99 L 

146 L 

420 L 

48 L 

L 

L 

213 L 

126 L 

L 

378 L 

34 L 

L 

339 L 

- U-P 

- U-P 

- U-P 

- R-P 

912 L 

L 

.... 
> 



~ 
NO. 

PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS 

12603 U.S. l TO PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY 

12604 PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY TO S.W. 87TH AVENUE 

12605 S.W. 87TH AVENUE TO S.W. 107TH AVENUE 

12606 S.W. 107TH AVENUE TO S.W. l37TH AVENUE 

12700 SNAPPER CREEK DRIVE 

12701 S.W. 72ND STREET TO S.W. 117TH AVENUE 

12800 S.W. 56TH STREET IMILLERl 

12801 SOUTH ALHAMBRA CIRCLE TO S.W. 57TH AVENUE 

12802 S.W. 57TH AVENUE TO PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY 

12803 PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY TO SOUTH DADE EXPRESSWAY 

12804 SOUTH DADE EXPRESSWAY TO S.W. 92ND AVENUE 

12805 S.W. 92ND AVENUE TO S.W. 97TH AVENUE 

12806 S.W. 97TH AVENUE TO S.W. 117TH AVENUE 

12807 S.W. ll7TH AVENUE TO S.W. l37TH AVENUE 

12900 GRAND AVENUE (COCONUT GROVEi 

12901 BAY SHORE DRIVE TO MAIN HIGHWAY 

12902 MAIN HIGHWAY TO DOUGLAS ROAD 

12903 DOUGLAS ROAD TO U.S. 1 

12904 U.S. 1 TO LEJEUNE ROAD 

13000 S.W. 40TH STREET 18IRD RGADl 

13001 S.W. 27TH AVENUE TO U.S. 1 

13002 U.S. l TO PONCE DE LEON BOULEVARD 

13003 PONC E DE LEON BOULEVARD TO S.W. 57TH AVE 

13004 S .W. 57TH AVENUE TO PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY 

13005 PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY TO WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY 

13006 WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY TO S.W. 1 2 7TH AVENUE 

13007 S.W. l 2 7TH AVENUE TO S.W. 157TH AVENUE 

13100 UNIVERSITY DRIVE (CORAL GA8LESI 

13101 PONC c DE LEON BOULEVARD TO SEGOVIA BLVD 

13102 SEGGVIA BLVD TO S.W. 40 ST 

APPENDIX C CONTINUED 

PRO POSED 
<i:Z w ->- __, er 

R.O.W. 
EXISTING 

PAVE MT 
WIJ T H 

FT 

NO. R.0.W. PAVEM'T NO. 

_,lei 
~f­
Cl. u 
>-w 
>-"' 

:r:I"' ~ (!)- 0 
z::i: -w 2 er WIDTH 

F T 
TR AFF IC WIDTH WIDTH TRAFFI C __,_ Cl. 
L A NE S FT 

100 34-16-34 4 

100 34-16-34 4 

100 20 2 

100 0 0 

70 20 2 

100 15- 6-15 2 

85 24 2 

70-100 24-16-24 4 

85 24 2 

110 10-10-10 2 

llO 10-10-10 2 

85 12 TO 20 2 

70 50 4 

70 50 4 

NA 24 TO 40 2 

NA 48 4 

70 26 2 

100 44 4 

100 22-21-22 4 

80 44 4 

100 42 4 

50 20 2 

50 DIRT, 20 2 

NA 26 TO 56 4 

NA 26 TO 32 2 

FT. LA!>IES 

N N 4 N 1.8 0 

N N 4 N l. 0 0 

108 34- 2 0- 34 4 24 2.0 2 

N 24 2 29 3.3 2 

N 24 2 37 1.3 2 

N N 2 N O.l 0 

100 34-12-34 4 24 2.0 2 

108 34-16- 34 4 24 0.3 2 

100 34-12-34 4 24 1.4 2 

N 34-16-34 4 24 0.5 2 

N N 2 N 2 .1 0 

N 24 2 2 9 2.1 2 

N N 4 N 0.2 0 

N N 4 N 0.6 0 

N N 2 N 0.5 0 

N N 4 N 0.2 0 

88 68 4 26 1.1 2 

N EXP-ST 4 28 0.3 2 

N EXP-ST 4 28 1.9 2 

100 EXP-~T 4 28 2 .1 

N EXP-ST 4 28 4.1 2 

100 26-24-26 4 22 1.1 2 

70 20 2 29 3.2 2 

N N 4 N 0.3 C 

N N 2 N 0.9 0 

ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT 
COST 

SYSTEM 
CLASS 

RDWY. 

1012 

290 

30 

940 

34 

666 

234 

194 

450 

155 

85 

1090 

1940 

2 51 

61 

MAJOR 
STRUCT. 

356 

28 

150 

907 

300 

750 

R.O.W. 

20 

30 

6 

21 

82 

21 

0 

147 

0 

9 

5 

TOT. EXIST. 

- u- s 

- u-s 
1388 L 

290 L 

30 L 

L 

970 L 

40 L 

687 L 

234 L 

L 

222 L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

532 L 

326 u-s 

992 u-s 

1537 u-s 
2690 u-s 

260 L 

66 L 

L 

L 

--N 



CODE 
NO. 

PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS 

13200 SEVILLA-ANASTASIA AVENUE lCORAL GABLES> 

13201 SEGOVIA TO DESOTO 

13202 DESOTO TO SEVILLA 

13203 SEVILLA TO S.w. 57TH AVENUE 

13300 BILTMORE WAY-DESOTA BLVD (CORAL GABLES) 

13301 LEJEUNE ROAD TO ANDERSON ROAD 

13302 ANDERSON ROAD TO GRANADA BLVD. 

13303 GRANADA BLVO. TO ANASTASIA AVENUE 

13400 RICKENBACKER CAUSEWAY - CRANDON PARK BOULEVARD 

13401 CAPE FLORIDA PARK TO KEY BISCAYNE VILLAGE 

13402 KEY BISCAYNE VILLAGE TO CRANDON PARK MARINA 

13403 CRANDON PARK MARINA TO SOUTH BEACH BLVD 

13404 SOUTH BEACH BLVD TO 25TH-26TH RCAD ONE-WAY PAIR 

13500 CORAL WAYISW 13 ST,SW 3 AVE, SW 22 ST, SW 24 STl 

13501 U.S. l TO INTERAMA EXPRESSWAY 

13502 INTERAMA EXPRESSWAY TO I-95 

13503 l-95 TO S.W. 12TH AVENUE 

13504 S.W. 12TH AVENUE TO s.w. 37TH AVENUE 

13505 S.w. 37TH AVENUE TO LEJEUNE RGAC 

13506 LEJEUNE ROAD TO S.w. 57TH AVENUE 

13507 S.W. 57TH AVENUE TO PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY 

13508 PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY TO S.W. 87TH AVENUE 

13509 S.w. 87TH AVENUE TO S.W. 117 ST 

13510 ~.w. ll7TH AVENUE TO S.W. 137TH AVENUE 

13600 NORTH ALHAMBRA CIRCLE (CORAL GABLES) 

13601 S.W. 37TH AVENUE TO PONCE DE LEON BOULEVARD 

13602 PONCE DE LEON BOULEVARD TO LEJEUNE ROAD 

13603 LEJEUNE ROAD TO S.W. 24TH STREET 

13650 s.w. 13TH STREET 

1~651 S.w. 25TH ROAD TO S.W. lZTH AVENUE 

APPENDIX C CONTINUED 

PROPOSED 

_J 0 
<l;Z w -

f- ...J er 
R.O.W. 

EXISTING 
PAVEM'T 
WIJTH 

FT. 

NO. R.O.W. PAVEM'T NO. 
~ f­
a..<.) 
>-w 
f- (/) 

IIUl f-
(.'.)- 0 
z::?: -
w er 
_J~ a.. WIDTH 

FT 
TRAFFIC WIDTH WIDTH TRAFFIC 
LANES FT. FT. LANES 

NA 20 2 N N 2 N 0.7 0 

100 24 2 N N 2 N 0.4 0 

NA 26 2 N N 2 N 0.3 0 

NA 78 4 N Ill 4 N 0.6 0 

70 20 TO 22 2 88 26-16-26 4 25 0.4 2 

NA 20 TO 22 2 70 44 2 31 0.4 2 

NA 26 2 110 34-20-34 4 24 1.2 2 

NA 24-99-24 4 N N 4 N 2.0 0 

NA 22-36-22 4 N N 4 N 0.7 0 

NA 22-36-22 4 300 36-36-36 6 34 3.0 2 

NA 48 4 N N 4 N 0.5 0 

NA 25-32-25 4 N Ill 4 N 0.2 0 

100 25-32-25 4 N N 4 N 1.0 0 

100 25-19-25 4 N N 4 N 2.7 C 

NA 76 4 N N 4 N 0.5 0 

NA 24 2 100 34-16-34 4 24 1.6 2 

70- 100 24 2 100 34-16-34 4 24 1.9 2 

100 24-lB-24 4 N N 4 N 1.0 0 

100 24 2 N N 2 N 3.0 0 

NA 0 0 70 24 2 29 2.1 2 

NA 44-32-44 6 N N 6 N 0.2 0 

NA 44-32-44 6 N N 6 N 0.3 0 

NA 16-38-16 2 N N 2 N 1.7 Ci 

70 30 2 78 58 4 26 0.2 2 

ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT 
COST 

SYSTEM 
CLASS 

RDWY. MAJOR 
STRUCT. 

R.O.W. TOT. EXIST. 

L 

L 

L 

L 

183 50 233 L 

32 32 L 

614 614 L 

L 

L 

615 1640 2255 T 

L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

770 495 1265 L 

910 910 L 

L 

L 

191 28 32 251 l 

L 

L 

L 

78 50 128 L 

:: 
N 

:;,, 



~ 
lfil.. 

PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS 

13700 s. 8TH STREET (TAMIAMI TRAIL,u.s. 41) 

13701 U.S. l TO INTERAMA EXPRESSWAY 

13702 INTERAMA EXPRESSWAY TO I-95 

13703 I-95 TO S.W. 27TH AVENUE 

13704 S.W. 27TH AVENUE TO LEJEUNE-DOUGLAS EXPRESSWAY 

13705 LEJEUNE-DOUGLAS EXPRESSWAY TO LEJEUNE ROAD 

13706 LEJEUNE ROAD TO S.W. 57TH AVENUE 

13707 S.W. 57TH AVENUE TO PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY 

13708 PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY TO WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY 

13709 WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY TO S.W. 177TH AVENUE 

13710 S.W. 177 AVE TO CORDON LINE 

13750 s. 7TH STREET 

13751 BRICKELL AVENUE TO S.W. 27TH AVENUE 

13800 s. 4TH STREET 

13801 BISCAYNE BLVD TO S.E. 2ND AVE ISEE US ROUTE ll 

13802 S.E. 2NO AVE TO S.E. lST AVE 

13803 S.E. lST AVE TO MIAMI AVE 

13804 MIAMI AVENUE TO INTERAMA 

13900 S. 3RD STREET 

13901 BISCAYNE BLVD TO S.E. 2ND AVENUE 

13902 MIAMI AVENUE TO N. RIVER DRIVE 

14000 s. 2ND STREET 

14001 BISCAYNE BLVD TO S.E. 2ND AVENUE (SEE US ROUTE ll 

14002 S.E. 2ND AVENUE TO ~. RIVER DRIVE 

14100 SOUTH lST STREET 

14101 BISCAYNE BOULEVARD TO 1-95 

14102 1-95 TO S.W. B AVE 

14103 S.W. STH AVENUE TO BEACOM BOULEVARD 

14104 BEACOM BLVD TO FLAGLER STREET 

14200 BEACOM BOULEVARD 

APPENDIX C CONTINUED 

R.O.W. NO. !lO.W. 
WIOTH 

FT 

EXISTING 
PAVE M'r 
WIDTH 

FT 
TRAFFIC WIDTH 
LANES FT. 

70 50 4 

70 so 4 

70 50 4 

NA 50 4 

NA 50 4 

NA 50 4 

70 44 4 

90- 125 24-42-22 4 

125 24-42-24 4 

PROPOSED 
PAVEM"f 
WIDTH 

FT. 

N 

N 

N 

N 

N 

N 

N 

N 

N 

NO. 
TRAFFIC 
LANES 

N 2 

N 2 

N 2 

N 4 

N 4 

N 4 

N 4 

N 4 

N 4 

....110 <I: z 
~1-
U.u 
>-w 
f- (/) ~

~ ~ 
I- ....I a: 
e>- 0 
z~ -
w~ g: 

N 0.5 0 

N 0.2 0 

N 2.s o 

N 1.0 0 

N 0.6 0 

N 1.6 0 

N 2.1 0 

N 4.5 0 

N 6.2 0 

70 24 2 120 24-42-24 4 22 0.9 2 

NA 24-48 2 N N 2 33 3.0 O 

0 0 0 70 48 4 27 0.2 2 

0 0 0 70 38 2 32 0.1 2 

o o o 70 24 2 33 0.2 2 

50 40 2 N N 3 N 0.2 0 

50 40 2 N N 2 N 0.4 0 

50 40 2 N N 2 N 0.6 0 

60 40 - 50 4 N N 3 32 0.5 0 

60 40 - 50 4 N N 3 32 0.7 0 

60 40 - 50 4 N N 3 32 1.5 0 

0 o o 70 34 2 33 0.1 l 

ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT 
COST 

SYSTEM 
CLASS 

RDWY. 

185 

80 

36 

36 

29 

MAJOR 
STRUCT. 

R.0.W. 

23 

741 

170 

341 

128 

TOT. EXIST. 

- UPP 

- UPP 

- UPP 

- UPP 

- UPP 

- UPP 

- UPP 

- UPP 

- RPP 

208 RPP 

L 

821 L 

206 L 

377 L 

l 

L 

L 

L 

L 

l 

157 L 

.... 
"' 



C1..1DE 
1'v 

PR IN CI PAL S TR EE T S ECT IO NS 

14201 S.W. 22ND AVENUE TO S.W. 27TH AVENUE 

142 98 FLAGLER STREET 

142 9~ MIAMI AVENUE TO w. 2ND AVENUE 

14300 N.w. 2ND AVENUE TO N.w. lST CONN 

14301 N.W. 1ST CO NN TO W. BTH AVENUE 

14302 WEST BTH AVE NUE TO l7TH AVE NUE 

143 03 l7TH AVENUE TO 22ND AVENUE 

14J04 2 2NO AVENuE TO LEJEUNE-DOUGLAS EXPRESSWAY 

14305 LEJEUNE EXWY TU 72ND AVENUE 

14306 72ND AVENUE TO PALMETTO EXPRESSoAY 

14307 PALM ETTO EXP~ESSWAY TO W. 87 AVE 

14308 W. 8 7TH AVENUE TO w. 107TH AVENLE 

144 0 0 N. 1S T STREET 

1440 1 BISCAYNE BOULEVARD TO FLAGLER S T AT MIAM[ RIVER 

14 50 0 N. 2N O S TK CE T 

14501 tl I SCAYNE BLVD TO N ~IVER DR 

146 0 0 N. 3RD STREET 

14601 BISCAYNE BLVD TO N RIVER DR 

14700 ·•· 4TH STREET 

147 0 1 BISCAYNE BLV O TO E. FRONTAGE RDCINTERAMA El 

14702 W FRO NTA GE RD CI NTERAMA EXPJ TO o FRONTAGE RDCl-95) 

l4 BO O .~. STH S TR Ei: T 

t-; ' l 8 1 1.n ,c BLVll r.1 r1 F , ··1;HA GE RG A') (I ·· iii 

l 4 ')00 1"-l . o TH STRE E T 

1 4 ~01 OOO~E PORT CAUSWY TO BISCAY~E 

149 0 2 dl~CAYNE BLVD TOW. FRONTAGE ROAD (l-95) 

1 ~ 1u 3 ~. r-{Q,;J \l;E ~t.,AD ( I -9, l TO WEST 7TH STREET 

149H ~. 7TH 5TREET 

1 ~000 OuO~ ~ P U~T CAUS~WAY TO BI SC AY~E BLVD 

1 50J l ~ I SC AYNE BLVD Tu W. FRONTA GE ROAD 

APPENDIX C CONTINUED 

R. O.W. 
WIDTH 

FT. 

E X I S TI N G 
PAV E M'r 
WIJ: H 

FT. 

70 

60 

50 

90 

90 

70 

70 

70 

70 

70 

70 

60 

50 

50 

60 

oD 

70 

50 

50 

0 

0 

50 

NO. R.O.W. 
TR AFF IC WIDTH 
LANE S F T. 

60 4 

46 3 

24 2 

56 3 

46 4 

46 4 

48 4 

P RO POS E D 
PAV EM'r 
WIDTH 

FT. 

N 

N 

N 

N 

N 

N 

N 

NO. 
TRAFFI C 
LANES 

N 4 

II~ ~ I- -' er 
~i 2 
w z a: 
_J - a.. 

N 0.6 C 

N 4 N 0.5 0 

N 2 N O.l 0 

N 3 N 0.3 0 

N 3 32 1.0 0 

N 3 3 2 0.6 0 

N 4 N 1.6 0 

40 4 100 34-12-34 4 24 3.4 2 

24 2 100 34-12-34 4 24 0.5 2 

20 2 100 24-32-24 4 22 l.l 2 

20 2 130 24 2 37 2.0 2 

34 2 N N 3 N 0.8 0 

40 2 N N 2 N 0.9 0 

40 2 N 1\1 2 1\1 0.9 0 

40 2 N N 2 N 0.5 0 

40 2 N N 2 N 0.3 

48 2 N N 2 N 0.7 C 

40 2 N N 2 N 0.1 0 

40 2 N N 3 N 0.6 C 

0 0 N 34 2 31 0.1 2 

0 0 50 44 2 33 0.1 2 

40 2 N N 3 N 0.6 C 

E STIMATE D IMPR OV EMENT SYSTE',1 
COS T CLA S'.3 

RDWY. MAJO R R.O. W. TOT. EXIST. 
STRU CT. 

l 

L 

l 

L 

l 

l 

- u-s 

1260 224 1484 u-s 

200 28 38 266 u-s 

426 11 437 l 

45 45 L 

l 

L 

l 

L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

13 13 L 

60 300 360 L 

l 

w 
;;, 



CODE 
m., 

PR INCIPAL STREET SECTIONS 

15002 W. FRONTAGE RD TO WEST 6TH STREET 

15003 WEST 6TH STREET TO ~.w. 7 AVE 

15004 N.W. 7 AVE TO N.W. 10 AVE 

15005 N.w. 10 AVENUE TO N.w. 12TH AVENUE 

15006 N.W. 12TH AVENUE TO N.W. 17TH AVENUE 

15007 N.W. 17TH AVENUE TO LEJEUNE ROAD 

15008 LEJ ~ UNE ROAD TO N.w. 57TH AVENUE 

15009 N.W. 57TH AVENUE TO N.W. 72 AVE 

15100 DODGEPORT CAUSEWAY 

15101 SOUTH BEACH BLVD TO PORT OF MIAMI 

15102 PORT OF MIAMI TO ONE-WAY PAIRl6TH + 7TH ST.) 

15200 N. 8TH STREET 

15201 N.W. 2 AVE TO FRONTAGE RD 

15300 N. lOTH STREET 

15301 BISCAYNE BLVD TO N.W. 3RD AVENUE 

15302 N.W. 3RD AVE TO WEST llTH STREET 

15400 N. llTH STREET 

15401 BISCAYNE BLVD TO N.w. 3RD AVE 

15402 N.w. 3RD AVE TO WEST 10 STREET 

15403 WEST 10 ST TO N.W. 7TH AVE 

15404 N.w. 7TH AVENUE TO N.w. 12TH AVENUE 

15500 MACARTHUR CAUSEWAY !STATE ROAD AlAJ 

15501 MIAMI BCH COAST LINE TO MIAMI COAST LINE 

15600 N.E. 13TH STREET 

15601 EAST-WEST EXWY TO EAST 2ND AVE 

15699 N. l4TH STREET 

15700 N. 15TH STREET TD BISCAYNE BLVD 

15701 BISCAYNE BLVD TO N.E. 2ND AVENUE 

15702 N.E. 2NO AVENUE TO N.w. 7TH AVENUE 

15703 N.W. 7TH AVENUE TD N.w. lOTH AVENUE 

APPENDIX C CONTINUED 

<( z I- _J a:: 

R.0.W. 
EXIST ING 

PAVE M'T 
WICJTH 

FT 

NO. R.O.W. 
PROPOSED 

PAVEM'T 
WIDTH 

NO. 

_Jf O 
~ 1-
a.. u 
>-w 
I-(/) 

Il~I ~ <.:>- 0 
z::;: -
Wz 0:: 
..J_ a.. WIDTH 

FT 

0 

110 

0 

60 

70 

70 

75 

0 TO 50 

0 

30 ' 80 

60 

50 

70 

50 

70 

70 

50 

TRAFFIC WIDTH TRAFFIC 
LANES L ANES FT. FT 

0 0 N 44 2 31 O.l 2 

0 0 N 34-20-34 4 24 0.5 2 

0 0 100 26-20-26 4 25 0.3 2 

NA 4 N N 4 N 0.2 C 

NA 4 N N 4 N 0.5 0 

54 4 100 EXP-ST 4 28 2.6 2 

4 100 EXP-ST 4 28 1.6 2 

0 TO 24 2 100 EXP-ST 4 28 1.5 2 

0 0 70 24 2 29 1.5 2 

24 , 48 2 N N 2 N 1.9 0 

40 2 N 48 4 27 0.2 2 

40 2 N N 2 31 0.6 0 

0 0 N 44 2 31 0.2 

40 2 N N 2 N 0.7 0 

0 0 N 44 2 31 0.2 l 

0 0 96 26-12-26 4 25 0.3 

40 2 96 48 4 36 0.5 2 

200- 70 32-28-32 6 116 38-20-38 6 21 3.1 2 

NA 46 4 N N 4 N 0.3 0 

NA NA 2 N N 2 N 0.2 0 

50- 100 48 - 60 4 N N 4 N 0.2 C 

50 40 2 70 44 2 38 1.0 2 

50 30 2 70 58 4 27 0.3 

ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT 
COST 

SYSTEM 
CLASS 

RDWY. 

154 

245 

137 

1230 

760 

889 

132 

20 

31 

31 

147 

34 

205 

46 

120 

MAJOR 
STRUCT. 

165 

750 

300 

775 

1648 

0 

0 

R.O.W. 

495 

960 

500 

338 

1875 

150 

250 

zoo 

375 

150 

TOT. EXIST. 

154 L 

245 L 

797 L 

L 

- u-s 

2940 u-s 

1560 u-s 

2002 L 

3655 L 

L 

20 l 

L 

31 l 

l 

31 l 

297 L 

284 l 

405 UPP 

l 

L 

L 

421 L 

270 L 

; 



COD E 
NO. 

PR INC IPAL ST RE ET SE: :T IONS 

15704 N.w. lOTH AVENUE TO N.w. l4TH AVENUE 

15705 N.w. 14TH AVENUc TO N.W. 17TH AVENUE 

15800 MIAMI INTERNATIO NA L AIRP ORT PERIMETER ROADCDCPA) 

15801 AIRP CRT TERMINAL TO N.W. 72ND AVENUE 

15802 N.W. 72ND AVENUE TO PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY 

15803 PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY TO NW 87 AVE VIA N 12TH ST 

15900 VENETIAN CAUSEWAY 

15901 EAST END OF VENETIAN CSWY TO BISCAYNE BLVD. 

15910 N. l5 TH STRE ET 

1~911 BISCAYNc BLVD TO N.w. lST AVE 

15930 N. 17TH STREET 

15931 N.E. 2ND AVENUE TO N.W. 2ND AVENUE 

15932 N.W. 2ND AVENUE TO ,'l.W. 7TH AllEl\UE 

16000 N. 20TH STREET 

1600 1 BISCAYNc BOULEVARD ro N.E. 2ND AVENUE 

16002 N.E. 2ND AVENUE TO INTERAMA EXPRESSWAY 

lb003 INTERAMA EXPRES SWAY TO N.W. 7TH AVENUE 

16004 N.w. 7TH AVENUE TO N.w. 22 AVENUE 

16005 N.W. 22 AVE TO UK EECHOBEE ROAD 

16006 OKEECH OBEE ROAD TO LEJEUNE-DO UGLAS EXPRESSWAY 

16007 LEJEUNE-DOUGLA S E XP~ESSWAY TO N.W. 42ND AVE NUE 

16099 ~ OUTH RIVER DRIVE 

16100 N.W. 8TH AV ENU E TO N.W. 7TH S TREET 

16101 N.W. 27TH AVENUE TO TAMIAMI CANAL BRIDGE 

16102 TAMIAMI CANAL BRIDGE TO N.W. 36TH STREET 

lbl99 NORT H RIVER DRIVE 

16200 N.W. 7TH STREET TO N.W. llTH STREET 

16201 N.W. 12TH AVEN UE AT N.w. llTH ST TO N.w. 14 AVE 

16202 N•W. 14TH AVENUE TO N.W. 17TH AVENUE 

16203 N.W. l7TH AV E TD N.W. 2 0 TH ST NEAR N.W. 22 AVE 

APPENDIX C CONTINUED 

P ROPOS E D 
<( z w -

I---' a:: 
R.OW 

W IDTH 
F T 

E X IS T tNG 
PAVE MT 
WIJ"!"H 

FT 

NO. R O.W. PAVE MT NO. 

_JIO 
'.:'. f-' 
a.. u 
>- w 
I-(}) 

II(}) ~ 
~i 0 

T RAFF IC WIDTH WIDTH TR AFF IC w a:: 
_J ~ a.. 

LANES F T. FT. LAN ES 

7D 58 4 N N 4 N 0.5 0 

50 20 2 70 58 4 2 7 0.3 

NA 24 2 N N 2. N 3.5 0 

NA 24-18-24 4 N N 4 N 0.5 0 

NA NA 2 N N 2 N l.O C 

NA 36 TO 60 2 88 68 4 35 2.7 

60 45 2 N 48 2 2 7 o.5 2 

60 40 2 N 48 4 36 0.5 2 

50 30 2 60 46 4 36 o.5 2 

50 24 2 70 58 4 26 O.l 2 

50 42 2 70 58 4 26 0.2 2 

60 42 2 108 36-16-36 6 21 0.8 2 

70 36 2 100 EXP-ST 4 28 1.5 2 

60 36 2 100 EXP- S T 4 28 0.5 2 

0 0 0 100 2 6- 16-26 4 25 0.9 

0 o o 13 2 38-20-Ja 6 21 o.6 1 

NA NA 2 N N 2 N 0.3 0 

NA 24 2 N N 2 N 0.4 0 

NA 24 2 N N 2 N 1. 7 0 

50 28 2 N N 2 N 0.4 0 

80 6 2 4 N N 4 N 0.3 0 

80 20-14-20 4 N N 4 N 0.3 0 

80 2 6 2 N N 2 "' 0.6 0 

ES TI M AT ED IMPR OVEMENT 
COST 

SYSTE M 
CL ASS 

RDWY. MAJO R 
5 TR JJC T. 

R.O.W. TOT. EX I ST 

L 

120 150 270 L 

L 

L 

L 

72 1611 1683 T 

57 57 L 

57 57 L 

75 150 225 L 

57 60 117 L 

114 350 464 L 

570 1265 1835 L 

705 350 2414 3469 L 

235 350 625 l2LO L 

410 164 837 1411 L 

340 195 260 79 5 L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

-"" ;;,. 



CODE 
NO. 

PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS 

16204 N.w. 22 AVE TO N.w. 27 AVc 

16205 N.w. 27TH AVENUE AT 20TH ST TO N.w. 36TH ST 

16300 N.W. 25TH STREET 

16301 N.W. 67 AVE TO N.W. 72 AVE 

16302 N.W. 72ND AVENUE TO PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY 

16303 PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY TO N.W. 87 AVE 

16304 N.W. 87 AVE TO WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY 

16400 N.W. 28TH STREET 

16401 N.W. 7TH AVENUE TO N.W. 17TH AVENUE 

16402 N.W. 17 AVE TO N.W. 27 AVE 

16403 N.w. 27 AVENUE TO N.w. NORTH RIVER DRIVE 

16500 N. 29TH STREET 

16501 BISCAYNE BLVD TO N.W. 15 AVE 

16502 N.W. 15 AVE TO N.W.17 AVE 

16599 N. 36TH STREET 

16600 I-195 TO BISCAYNE BLVD 

16601 BISCAYNE BLVD TO N.W. 7 AVE 

16602 N.W. 7 AVE TO N.W. 22ND AVENUE 

16603 N.W. 22ND AVENUE TO LEJEUNE-DOUGLAS EXPRESSWAY 

16604 LEJEUNE DOUGLAS EXPRESSWAY TO LEJEUNE ROAD 

16605 LEJEUNE ROAD TO CURTIS PA~KWAY 

16606 CURTIS PARKWAY ro PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY 

16607 PALMETTO EXPRES5WAY TO WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY 

16700 SOUTH RIVER DRIVE - ROYAL POINCIANNA BOULEVARD 

16701 N.h. 36TH STREET TO EAST DRIVE 

16702 EA~T DRIVE TO CURTIS PARKWAY 

16703 CURTIS PARKWAY TO 74TH STREET 

16704 74TH STREET TO PALMETTO EXPRESSwAY 

16705 ?ALM i TTO EXPR E S~WAY TU N.h. 87 AVE 

16800 OKEECHOBEE ROAD {HIALEAH) 

APPENDIX C CONTINUED 

EXISTING 
ROW PAVE._,;- NO. 

W I DTH Wl::J~'1 T RAF F IC 
F.. FT A f'll f $ 

80 20 2 

80 22-10-22 4 

100 20 2 

70 20 2 

50 20 2 

50 20 2 

70 24 2 

70 22 2 

70 22 2 

70 22 2 

0 0 0 

NA NA 2 

70 48 4 

70 40 4 

70 40 4 

70 40 4 

35 72 6 

NA 24-l'l-24 4 

0 0 0 

80 42 4 

BO 26 TO 36 2 

70 22 2 

70 18 2 

NA NA 2 

PROPOSED f- _j Cl'. « z 
u 

ROW PAVEM'f NO. 

_,IQ 
- f­a. u 
>-w 

Il~I t (9- 0 
z::!' 

WIDTH WIDTH TRAFFIC w Cl'. 
_; ? n.. 

~... F T LA~ES 
r- C"' 

N 24 2 37 0.8 2 

N N 4 N L 7 C 

N 24 2 37 0.6 2 

N i4 2 37 0.6 2 

N N 2 N 1.1 C 

N N 2 N 2.8 0 

N N 2 N L 1 0 

N 44 2 38 1.0 2 

N N 2 N 0.7 C 

88 68 4 35 l.B 

BB 68 4 26 0.2 

N N 2 N 0.4 0 

N N 4 N l. 2 0 

80 60 4 35 1.5 2 

80 60 4 35 1.4 2 

80 60 4 35 0.7 2 

N N 6 N 1. 6 0 

130 38-19-38 6 21 1.9 2 

70 24 2 29 3.2 2 

76 ~8 4 35 0.8 2 

78 58 4 35 0.8 2 

N N 2 N 2.2 C 

.~ 24 2 37 1.1 2 

70 24 2 2~ 1.3 2 

ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT 
COST 

SYSTEM 
CLASS 

RDWY. 

19 

14 

14 

91 

730 

82 

ll'l 

109 

54 

585 

280 

64 

64 

25 

114 

MAJOR 
5TRUCT 

24 

373 

261 

R.O.W. 

472 

106 

510 

474 

237 

428 

27 2 

110 

TOT. EXIST. 

19 . L 

- u-s 

14 L 

14 L 

L 

L 

l 

91 L 

L 

1202 L 

166 L 

L 

- U-P 

629 UPP 

583 UPP 

315 UPP 

- U-P 

1386 U-P 

813 L 

64 L 

64 L 

L 

25 L 

224 L 

\J> 



CODE 
llQ. 

PRINCIPAL STREET SECT IO NS 

16801 N.w. 36TH STREET TO LEJEUNE ROAD 

16802 LEJEUNE ROAD TD N.W. 57TH AVENUE 

16803 N.W. 57TH AVENUE TO 74TH STREET 

16804 74TH STREET TO PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY 

16805 PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY TO N.W. 103 ST 

16806 N.W. 103 ST TO WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY 

16807 WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY TD WEST CORDON LINE 

16900 N. 46TH STREET 

16901 BISCAYNE BLVD TO N.W. 7TH AVE 

16902 N.w. 7TH AVE TO N.w. 27 AVE 

16903 N.W. 27TH AVE TO N.W. 42ND AVE 

16904 N.W. 42ND AVE TO OKEECHOBEE ROAD 

17000 N.W. 54TH STREET 

17001 BISCAYNE BOULEVARD TO INTERAMA EXPRESSWAY 

17002 INTERAMA EXPRESSWAY TO I-95 

17003 1-95 TO N.W. 7TH AVENUE 

17004 N.w. 7TH AVENUE TO N.w. 27TH AVENUE 

17005 N.W. 27TH AVENUE TO LEJEUNE-DOUGLAS EXPRESSWAY 

17006 LEJEUNE-DOUGLAS EXPRESSWAY TO OKEECHOBEE ROAD 

17100 N.W. 58TH STREEf 

17101 N.W. 72ND AVENUE TO PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY 

17102 PALMETT~ =xPRESSWAY ro N.w. 87 AVE 

17103 N.W. 87 Ai= TO N.W. 97 AVE 

17104 N.W. 97 AVE TO WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY 

17200 N. 62ND STREET 

17201 BISCAYNE BOULEVARD TO N.f. ZND AVENUE 

17L02 N.f. 2NO AVENUE TO 1-95 

172D3 1-'b TU l\i.W. 7TH AVENUE 

112 04 N.fl. 7TH AVENUE TO N.w. 2. 7Tll lVoNUE 

17LUS N.W. 27TH AVENU ~ TO LEJ~UNE -DGUG LAS EXPRESSWAY 

APPENDIX C CONTINUED 

R O.W. 
WI DTH 

FT 

EX !STING 
PAVE M'r 
wr:::i;i.; 

FT 

NO R.O W. 
TRAFFIC WIDTH 
LANES FT. 

NA 26- 4-26 4 

NA 42 4 

NA 68 4 

NA 24-18-24 4 

NA 22 2 

NA 24 2 

NA 22 2 

60 20 2 

60 20 2 

60 20 2 

60 20 2 

70 58 4 

70 58 4 

70 52 4 

70 58 4 

70 72 4 

NA 58 4 

NA NA 2 

NA NA 2 

35 NA 2 

0 0 0 

50 NA 2 

70 36 4 

10 48 4 

70 46 4 

70 44 4 

UJ -
PROPOSED Il<f> ~ I- ...J er 

(.!)- 0 
z::;; -
w z er 
...l_ (l_ 

PAVEM'r NO. 
WIDTH TRAFFIC 

FT LANES 

N N 4 N 0.4 0 

88 68 4 35 1.5 2 

N N 4 N 2.1 0 

N N 4 N 1.6 0 

8B 68 4 26 1.2 2 

N N 2 N 3.4 0 

N N 2 N 2.3 0 

N 44 2 38 1.1 2 

88 68 4 26 2.0 2 

88 68 4 26 1.4 2 

88 68 4 26 0-3 2 

N N 4 N 0.2 0 

N N 4 N l.O 0 

N N 4 N O.l 0 

N N 4 N 2.1 0 

N N 4 N 1.1 0 

N N 4 N 0.5 0 

N N 2 N 0.5 0 

N N 2 N 0.7 0 

70 24 2 29 1.3 2 

70 24 2 29 1.9 2 

78 j8 4 26 0.5 2 

78 58 4 35 0.9 2 

N N 4 N O. 2 0 

78 58 4 35 2.1 2 

78 58 4 35 1.3 2 

ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT 
COST 

SYST EM 
CLA SS 

RDWY. 

136 

492 

100 

820 

576 

126 

114 

168 

200 

46 

72 

45 

MAJOR 
STRUCT. 

18 

R.O.W. 

739 

560 

111 

52 

161 

170 

90 

210 

130 

TOT. EXIST 

- UPP 

136 UPP 

- UPP 

- UPP 

51D RPP 

- RPP 

- RPP 

100 L 

1559 L 

1136 L 

237 L 

- UPP 

- UPP 

- UPP 

- UPP 

- UPP 

- UPP 

L 

L 

166 L 

329 L 

370 l 

136 L 

L 

282 L 

175 u-s 

-<.n 

> 



~ 
NO. 

PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS 

17206 LEJEUNE-DOUGLAS EXPRESSWAY ro N.w. 45 AVE 

17207 ~.w. 45 AVE TO OKEECHOBEE ROAD 

17300 N.W. 74TH STREET 

17301 N.w. 79TH STREET TO N.w. 47TH AVENUE 

17302 N.W. 47TH AVE TD N.W. 52ND AVE 

17303 N,w. 52NO AVENUE TO N.w. 57fH AVENUE 

17400 N. 79TH STREEf 

17401 N.E. l2TH AVENUE TO BISCAYNE BOULEVARD 

17402 BISCAYNE BOULEVARD TO N.W. 12TH AVENUE 

17403 N.w. 12 AVE TO N.w. 17 AVE 

17404 N.W. 17 AVENUE TD N.W. 42NO AVENUE 

17405 N.w. 42ND AVENUE TD N.w. 47TH AVENUE 

17500 79TH STREET CAUSEWAY 

17501 N.E. 12TH AVENUE TO INTRACOASTAL BRIDGE 

17502 INTRACDASTAL BRIDGE TO HARBOR ISLAND 

17503 HARBOR ISLAND TO EAST SIDE OF TREASURE ISLA ND 

17504 TREASURE ISLAND TD NORMANDY ISLE (71ST ST) 

17600 N. 82ND STREET 

17601 N.E. 79TH STREET TO BISCAYNE BLVD 

17602 BISCAYNE BLVD TO N.E. 2ND AVENUE 

17603 N.E. 2NO AVENUE TO N.W. 5TH AVENUE 

17604 N.W. 5TH AVENUE TO N.W. 12TH AVENUE 

17605 N.w. 12TH AVENUE TO N.w. 17TH AVE AT 79TH STREET 

17700 N.W. 90TH STREET 

17701 N.w. 87TH AVENUE TO WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY 

17800 N. 95TH STREET 

17801 BISCAYNE BOULEVARD TO N.E. 6TH AVENUE 

17B02 N.E. 6TH AVENUE TO 1-95 

17803 1-95 TO N.w. 27TH AVENUE 

17804 N.W. 27TH AVENUE TO N.W. 42ND AVENUE 

APPENDIX C CONTINUED 

R.O.W. 
WIDTH 

FT. 

EXISTING 
PAVE MT 
WIDTH 

FT 

70 

70 

0 

BO 

60 

70 

70 

70 

NO. R.O.W. 
TRAFFIC WIDTH 
LANES FT 

46 4 

44 4 

PROPOSED 
PAVEM'f NO. 
WIDTH TRAFFIC 

FT LANES 

N N 4 

..JIO <tZ 

~f-' 
o._u 
>-w f--Cfl 

f--..J 0:: ::i:l~I ~ (!)- 0 
z::;: -
w 0:: 
..J~ o._ 

N 0.5 0 

78 58 4 35 l.4 2 

0 0 12G 38-24-38 6 21 0.5 

50 4 108 3B-12-38 6 21 0.5 2 

22 2 7B 58 4 26 0.5 l 

60 4 N N 3 N 1.0 0 

60 4 N N 3 N 2.1 0 

NA 4 N N 3 N 0.5 0 

100 24-16-24 4 130 38-16-38 6 34 3.1 2 

70 24-16-24 4 

82 

100 

96 -100 

96 -100 

0 

NA 

NA 

50 

0 

0 

NA 

70 

70 

60 

60 4 

48 4 

48 4 

36 4 

0 0 

NA 4 

NA 2 

18 2 

0 0 

0 0 

20 2 

20 2 

40 4 

NA 2 

N N 4 N 0.6 0 

102 38-16-38 6 34 0.1 

N 38-16-38 6 34 0.8 

N 38-16-38 6 34 l.O 

N 42,36 6 34 0.2 

70 46 3 32 o. 6 

N N 3 N O. 5 0 

70 46 3 32 o.8 

70 46 3 32 0.9 

70 46 3 32 o. 3 

70 20 2 29 3.0 2 

108 34-20-34 4 24 0.3 

108 34-20-34 4 24 1.7 

108 34-20-34 4 24 2.1 2 

108 34-20-34 4 24 l.6 2 

ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT 
~ 

SYSTEM 
CLASS 

RDWY . 

48 

285 

285 

200 

1050 

57 

285 

450 

172 

256 

262 

86 

231 

164 

891 

1070 

H9 

MAJOR 
STRUCT. 

1760 

540 

·1250 

53 

813 

R.0.W. 

80 

550 

200 

125 

700 

160 

308 

210 

170 

50 

48 

46 

250 

300 

936 

TOT. EXIST. 

- 1..-S 

128 u-s 

835 L 

485 u-s 

325 u-s 

- U- P 

- U-P 

- U-P 

1750 U-P 

- U-P 

217 U-P 

2045 U-P 

990 U-P 

1250 U-P 

480 u-s 

- u-s 

466 u-s 

432 u-s 

136 u- s 

279 L 

210 L 

1141 L 

1423 u-s 

2548 L 

..... 
"' 



~ 
NO. 

PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS 

17805 N.W. 42NO AVENUE TO N.W. 62NO AVENUE 

17806 N.E. 62NO AVENUE TO N.W. 72NO AVENUE 

17900 N. 103RD STREET 

17901 N.E. 6TH AVENUE TO 1-95 

17902 I-95 TO N.W. 22ND AVENUE 

17903 N.w. 22ND AVENUE TO N.w. 32ND AVENUE 

17904 N.w. 32ND AVENUE TD N.w. 52ND AVENUE 

17905 N.w. 52ND AVENUE TD N.w. 67TH AVENUE 

17906 N.W. 67TH AVENUE TO PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY 

17907 PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY TO OKEECHOBEE ROAD 

18000 N.W. 106TH STREET 

18001 U.S. 27 TO WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY 

18100 N ll9TH STREETCN.W. 122ND STREET! 

18101 WEST DIXIE TO MIAMI AVENUE 

18102 MIAMI AVENUE TO N.W. 22NO AVENUE 

18103 N.W. 22ND AVENUE TO N.W. 27TH AVENUE 

18104 N.W. 27TH AVENUE TO LEJEUNE ROAD 

18105 LEJEUNE ROAD TD N.W. 57TH AVENUE 

18106 N.W. 57TH AVENUE TO PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY 

18107 PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY TO N.W. 87TH AVENUE 

18108 N.W. 87TH AVENUE TO N.W. 97TH AVENUE 

18200 1'1. 123RO STREET !BROAD CAUSEWAY! 

18201 MIAMI BEACH SHORELINE TO BISCAYNE BOULEVARD 

18202 81SCAYNE BOULEVARD TO N.E. 16TH AVENUE 

18300 N. 125TH STREET 

18301 N.E. 16TH AVENUE TO INTERAMA EXPRESSWAY 

18302 lNTERAMA EXPRESSWAY TO N.E. 6TH AVENUE 

18303 N.E. 6TH AVENUE TO N.W. 7TH AVENUE 

18400 N. 135TH STREET 

18401 U.S. l TO N.W. 2ND AVENUE 

APPENDIX C CONTINUED 

R.O.W. 
WIDTH 

FT 

EXISTING 
PAVEM'r 
Wl;JTH 

FT 

60 

0 

75 

85 

75 

15 

70 

70 

130 

100 

100 

100 

0 

50 

NA 

0 

0 

80 

80 

75 

60 

60 

70 

PROPOSED 
NO. R.0.W. PAVEM'T NO. ~1~1 ~1~1 ~1 o..0 z::.;; 2 

TRAFFIC WIDTH WIDTH TRAFFIC ~* ~~ g: LANES FT. 

NA 2 

0 0 

48 4 

48 4 

<\8 4 

'\8 4 

48 4 

<\8 4 

•Vt 4 

0 0 

40 4 

40 4 

.ft6 4 

0 0 

NA 2 

NA 2 

0 0 

0 0 

56 4 

62 4 

62 4 

62 4 

26 2 

60 4 

FT. LANES 

96 24-20-24 4 23 2.0 2 

120 24-40-24 4 22 1.0 2 

100 34-12-34 4 24 1.2 l 

100 34-12-34 4 24 1.7 l 

100 34-12-34 4 24 1.0 l 

100 36- 8-36 6 21 2.0 2 

90 24-26-24 4 25 1.5 l 

90 24-26-24 4 25 1.0 l 

100 24-36-24 4 25 1.4 l 

N 

N 

N 

N 

70 

70 

70 

70 

10 

N 

N 

N 

N 

N 

N 

20 2 29 2.5 2 

N 4 N 0.5 0 

N 4 N 2.4 0 

N 2 N 0.5 0 

24 2 29 1.6 l 

24 2 37 1.5 l 

24 2 37 2.0 l 

24 2 29 1.0 l 

24 2 29 l.O 2 

N 4 N l. 7 0 

N 4 N 0.2 0 

N 4 N 0.2 0 

N 4 N 1.2 0 

N 2 N 1.8 0 

N 4 N 2.7 0 

ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT 
COST 

SYSTEM 
CLASS 

ROWY. 

764 

430 

592 

836 

493 

1140 

580 

388 

545 

77 

141 

33 

44 

88 

88 

MAJOR 
STRUCT. 

28 

59 

98 

46 

46 

R.QW. TOT. EXIST. 

880 

400 

12 

17 

10 

20 

8 

5 

189 

240 

112 

120 

45 

45 

1672 

830 

l 

L 

60'> L 

853 u-s 

503 u-s 
1160 u-s 

588 u-s 

393 u-s 
793 u-s 

115 L 

L 

L 

L 

381 l 

l't5 l 

164 L 

179 RSS 

179 RSS 

L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

- u-s 

-a-
;:,. 



CODE 
NO. 

PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS 

18402 N.W. 2NO AVENUE TO N.M. 7TH AVENUE 

18403 N.w. 7TH AVENUE TO N.w. 32 NO AVENUE 

18404 N.W. 32NO AVENUE TO LEJEUNE ROAD 

18405 LEJEUNE ROAD TO N.W. 57TH AVENUE 

18406 N.w. 57TH AVENUE TO N.w. 67TH AVENUE 

16500 OP~-LOCKA BOULEVARD 

18501 N.w. 2ND AVE NUE TO N.w. 7TH AVENUE 

18502 N.w. 7TH AVENUE TO N.w. 27TH AVENUE 

18503 N.w. 27TH AVENUE TO N.w. 32NO AVENUE 

18600 N. 151ST STREET 

18601 U.S . l TO N.E. 6TH AVENUE 

18602 N.E. 6TH AVENUE TO NORTH MIAMI AVENUE 

18603 NORTH MIAMI AVENUE TO SOUTH BISCAYNE RIVER DRIV E 

18604 SOUTH BISCAYNE ~IVER DRIVE TO N.W. 5TH AVENUE 

18605 N.W. 5TH AVENUE TO N.W. 7TH AVENUE 

16606 N.w. 7TH AVENUE TO SOUTH RIVER DR I VE 

18607 SOUTH RIVER DRIVE TO N.W. 17TH AVENUE 

16608 N.W. 17TH AVENUE TO N.W. 27TH AVENUE 

18609 N.W. 27TH AVENUE TO LEJEUNE-DOUGLAS EXPRESSWAY 

18700 N.W. 154TH STREET 

16701 N.W. 32ND AVENUE TO LEJEUNE-DOUGLAS EXPRESSWAY 

18702 LEJEUNE-DOUGLAS EXPRESSWAY TO N.w. 67TH AVENUE 

18703 N.W. 67TH AVENUE TO PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY 

16704 PALM~TTO EXPRESSWAY TO N.W. 87TH AVEN UE 

18800 N. l63RD ST (SUNNY I SLES CAUSEWAY! !SR 8261 

16801 INTRACOASTAL WATERWAY BRIDGE TO U.S. l 

18802 U.S. 1 TO WEST DIXIE HIGHWAY 

1880 3 WEST DIXIE HIGHWAY TO N.E. 6TH AVENUE 

18804 N.E . 6TH AVENUE TO GOLDEN GLADES INTERCHANGE 

18900 N.w. l70TH STREET 

APPENDIX G GONTINUEO 

PROPOSED 

_J ci 
<[Z 

i- ~ a: 
R.O.W. 

EX ISTING 
PAVE MT 
WI DT H 

FT 

NO. R.O.W. . PAVEMiJ' NO. 
~1-
tl.u 
>- L1J 
1- (fl 

IIC/l ~ 
(!)- 0 
z~ -
w er 
_J ~ a.. WI DTH 

FT 
TRAFF IC WIDTH WIDTH TRAFFIC 

LANES LANES FT. FT 

70 24 2 N N 2 32 0.5 0 

70 20 2 N 24 2 32 2.5 2 

70 20 2 N 48 4 27 1.0 1 

0 0 0 70 48 4 27 1.5 

0 0 0 70 24 2 29 l.o 

80 24 2 N N 2 N 0.6 0 

80 24 2 N N 2 32 2.0 C 

70 20 2 N 24 2 32 0.4 

70 20 2 N 44 2 31 2.0 2 

10 18 2 N 44 2 31 0.0 2 

O+ 70 0+24 0 70 44 2 31 0.3 2 

70 20 2 N 44 2 3 8 0.2 2 

80 24- V-24 4 N N 4 N 0.2 0 

70 20 2 80 24- 12-24 4 25 0.5 2 

0 0 0 130 26-24-26 4 25 0.6 2 

35- 70 24 2 70 48 4 27 1.0 2 

70 24 2 N 48 4 27 1.0 2 

NA NA 2 70 44 2 31 0.3 2 

0 0 0 70 24 2 29 3.3 2 

0 0 0 70 2 4 2 29 1.0 2 

0 0 0 70 24 2 29 1.0 2 

70 44 4 100 EXP-ST 4 28 1.7 

100 NA 6 N EXP-ST 4 28 O.l l 

100 NA 6 N EXP-ST 4 28 2.6 l 

100 76 4 N EXP-ST 4 28 1.3 

ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT 
COST 

SYSTEM 
CLASS 

RDWY. 

114 

373 

560 

88 

32 

570 

228 

85 

57 

182 

220 

365 

365 

96 

292 

88 

8 8 

800 

47 

340 

610 

MAJOR 
STRUCT. 

46 

29 

78 

237 

29 

600 

150 

750 

150 

R.O.W. TOT. EXIST. 

L 

114 L 

373 L 

225 785 L 

150 284 L 

l 

L 

32 l 

570 l 

257 L 

32 195 L 

57 L 

L 

38 220 l 

135 592 L 

75 440 L 

365 l 

27 123 L 

282 603 L 

35 123 L 

35 123 L 

255 1655 UPP 

197 UPP 

1090 UPP 

760 UPP 

..... 
-J 



CODE 
NO. 

PR INCIPAL STREET SECTIONS 

18901 N.w. 67TH AVENUE TO N.w. 87TH AVENUE 

18902 N.W. 87TH AVENUE TO SNAKE CREEK EXPRESSWAY 

19000 N. 183RD STREET !MIAMI GARDENS DRIVE) 

19001 WEST DIXIE HIGHWAY TO N.E. 8TH AVENUE 

19002 N.E. 8TH AVENUE TO N.W. 2ND AVENUE 

19003 N.w. 2ND AVENUE TO N.w. 27TH AVENUE 

19004 N.W. 27TH AVENUE TO LEJEUNE-DOUGLAS EXPRESSWAY 

19005 LEJEUNE-DOUGLAS EXPRESSWAY ro N. W. 4 7TH AVENUE 

19006 N.w. 47TH AVENUE TO N.w. 57TH AVENUE 

19007 N.W. 57TH AVENUE TO N.W. 87TH AVENUE 

19100 N.E. 195TH STREET CAUSEWAY 

19101 A-1-A TO N.E. 34TH AVENUE 

19102 N.c. 34TH AVENUE TD INTERAMA EXPRESSWAY 

19103 INTf'RAMA EXP"RESSWAY TO U.S. l 

19200 N. l99TH STREET (202-203RO STREET A~IGNMENTl 

19201 BISCAYNE BLVD TU HIGHLAtiD LAKE BLVD 

19202 HIGHLAND LAKE TO l-95 

i92i)3 I-95 TO N.W. 21~D AVENUE 

192-04 N.W. 2NO AVENUE TO SUNSHINE STATE PARKWAY 

19205 SUNShlNE STATE PARKWAY TO N.W. 37TH AVENUE 

19206 N.W. 37TH AVENUE TO N.W. 47TH AVENUE 

19207 N.W. 47Ttt AVENUE TD N.W. 77TH ~VENUE 

19300 N. 215TH STREET 

19301 N.E. 34TH AVE TO U.S. l 

19302 U.S. l TD DIXIE HIGHWAY 

19303 DIXIE HIGHWAY TU I-95 

19304 I-9~ TO SNAKE CKEEK EXPRESS~AY 

20000 *****ARTERIAL ST~EETS***** 

20001 *****NORTH-SUUTH TRAFFIC FLOW FACILITIE S***** 

l OlOO N.E. 34TH AVENUE 

APPENDIX C CONTINUED 

w -
PRO POSED 

R.O.W. 
EX'ISTING 

PAVEM'T 
WIJTH 

FT 

NO. RO.W. PAVEM'f NO. ~
o 

<J:Z 
ui-' 
ll-u 

w 
1--U> 

II"' ~ 1-- _J a: 
{!)- 0 
z::;;; -
Wz Cl: 
-1_ (l_ 

WIDTH 
FT 

TRAFFI C WIDTH 
LANES FT. 

WIDTH TRAFFIC 
fT LANES 

0 0 0 70 24 2 29 2.1 2 

0 0 0 70 20 2 29 2.2 2 

100 26-18-26 4 iOO N 4 N 2.2 0 

100 26-1~-26 4 N N 4 N 1.4 0 

100 26-18-26 4 N N 4 N 2.5 0 

70 24 2 110 24-20-24 4 23 0.9 2 

70 24 2 110 24-20-24 4 23 0.9 2 

70 24 2 110 24-20-24 4 23 l.l 2 

0 0 0 70 24 2 37 2.0 2 

0 0 0 110 26-24-26 4 25 1.3 2 

0 0 0 120 38-24-38 6 21 o.4 2 

0 0 0 110 26-24-2-6 4 25 0.1 2 

0 0 0 120 26-24-26 4 25 l.O 

0 0 0 120 38-12-38 6 21 0.2 1 

0 0 0 130 38-20-38 6 21 2.6 l 

0 0 0 130 26-24-26 4 25 1.5 

0 0 0 130 26-24-2·6 4 25 2. 0 

0 0 0 150 24-40-24 4 22 0.9 

0 0 0 130 24 2 29 3.2 

'() 0 0 70 24 2 2 9 -0. 5 2 

0 0 0 80 26-16-26 4 25 0.6 2 

70 20 2 60 26-16-26 4 25 l.O 2 

0 0 0 60 26-16-26 4 25 0.8 2 

ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT 
~ 

SY STE M 
CLAS S 

RDWY. 

184 

170 

400 

400 

502 

246 

5'95 

228 

l-l3 

455 

114 

1370 

695 

910 

337 

557 

22 

137 

228 

182 

MAJOR 
STRlJCT. 

29 

33 

338 

59 

356 

119 

66 

94 

30 

R.0.W. TOT. EXIST 

32 245 RSS 

23 193 RSS 

L 

L 

L 

45 445 l 

27 427 L 

11 546 L 

St'> 302 .L 

455 1388 L 

140 368 L 

14 32 l 

225 739 U-P 

14 128 U-P 

380 2106 U-P 

llG 805 l 

150 117'9 L 

160 563 L 

ll l 762 U-P 

63 85 l 

90 227 L 

25 283 L 

30 212 L 

--J 

' )-



CODE 
NO. 

PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS 

20101 N.E. 215TH STREET TO N.E. 195TH STREET CAUSEWAY 

20200 WEST DIXIE HIGHWAY 

20201 N.E. 215TH STREET TO N.E. 203RD STREET 

20202 N.E. 203RO STREET TO SNAKE CREEK CANAL 

20203 SNAKE CREEK CANAL TO N.E. l63RO STREET 

20204 N.E. 1'63RD STREET TO N.E. l25TH STREET 

20205 N.E. 125TH STREET TO N.E. 2NO AVENUE 

20300 HIGHLAND LA KE BOULEVARD - l8TH AVENUE-19TH AVENUE 

20301 BROWA RD COUNTY LINE TO 203RD STREET 

20302 N.E. 203RD STREET TO N.E. i99TH STREE T 

20303 N.E. l99TH STREE T TO N.E. 185TH STREET 

20304 N.E. l85TH STREET TO 163RD STREET 

20400 N.E. l6TH AVENUE 

20401 N.E. 163RD STREET TO N.E. l43RO STREE T 

20402 N.E. 143RD STREET TO U.S. l 

20500 N.E. 15TH AVENUE 

20501 N.E. 187TH STREET TO N.E . l83RO STREET 

20502 N.E. l83RO STREET TO N.E. 163RO STREET 

20600 ~.E. 12TH AVENUE 

20601 N.E. 215TH STREET TO N.E. 203RD STREET 

20602 N.E. 183RD STREET TO N.E. l79TH STREET 

20603 N.E. l79TH STREET TO N.E. 175TH STREET 

20604 N.E. 175TH STREET TO N.E. l63RD STREET 

20605 N.E. 163RD STREET TO WEST DIXIE HIGHWAY 

20606 WEST DlXlE HIGHWAY TO N.E. 125TH STREET 

20607 N.E. 125TH STREET TO N.E. 118TH STREET 

20608 ~.E. ll8TH STREET TO U.S. 

20700 N.E. lOTH AVENUE 

20701 BROWARD COUNTY LINE TO N.E. l83RD STREET 

20800 N.E. 6TH AVENUE 

APPENDIX C CONTINUED 

PROPOSED 

..JO 
<t z I- ...J a: 

R.O.W. 
EXISTING 

PAVE MT 
WIDTH 

FT 

NO. R.O.W. PAVE MT NO. 
~I-' 
CL<..> 
>-w 
I- en 

II~ ~ 
c::>- 0 
z::E -

WIDTH 
FT. 

0 

60 

60 

100 

70 

70 

NA 

0 

70 

TRAFFIC WIDTH 
LANES FT. 

WIDTH TRAFFIC 
FT. LANES 

'j ~ g:: 

0 0 116 26-36-24 4 22 1.6 2 

28 2 106 36-16-36 6 21 0.8 2 

28 2 106 34-20-34 4 24 2.7 2 

90 4 N Ill 4 N 0.2 0 

44 " N N 4 N 3.1 0 

60 " N N 4 N 0.5 0 

NA 2 N N 2 N 0.9 0 

0 0 70 24 2 29 0.4 2 

24 2 N N 2 N 0.9 0 

110 20-36-20 4 N 36-16-36 4 24 1.4 2 

50 16-20 2 70 44 2 31 1.3 2 

70 16-20 2 Ill 44 2 31 1.7 2 

0 0 0 70 24 2 29 0.1 2 

30- 70 20 2 70 24 2 37 1.3 2 

50 NA 2 110 36-20-36 4 24 0.6 2 

50 20 2 76 58 4 26 0.1 2 

0 0 0 78 56 4 26 0.1 1 

50 24 2 78 58 4 26 0.8 2 

40 24 2 78 58 4 26 1.5 2 

40- 70 NA 2 78 58 4 26 0.9 2 

0 0 0 78 58 4 26 0.6 

NA NA 2 78 58 4 26 o~6 2 

0 0 0 70 24 2 29 2.3 

ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT 
COST 

SYSTEM 
CLASS 

RDWY. 

625 

467 

1382 

37 

400 

119 

153 

8 

30 

270 

56 

24 

266 

524 

308 

218 

200 

254 

MAJOR 
STRUCT. 

119 

72 

220 

96 

R.O.W. 

Lt80 

480 

1620 

260 

258 

28 

152 

16 

42 

2't 

250 

630 

326 

434 

218 

91 

TOT. EXIST. 

122Lt L 

947 u-s 

3074 u-s 

- u-s 
- u-s 

- u-s 

L 

297 L 

L 

400 l 

377 L 

153 L 

36 l 

182 L 

286 L 

98 L 

268 L 

516 l 

1154 L 

634 l 

652 L 

418 L 

443 L 

-O> 



CODE 
NO. 

PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS 

20801 N.W. l83RD STREET TO N.E. 163RO STREET 

,u802 ~.E. l63RO STRE~T TO OPA LOCKA EXPRESSWAY 

20803 OPA LOCKA EXPRESSWAY TO BISCAYNE BOULEVARD 

20650 EAST 3RD AVENUE 

20851 N.2ND STREET TO N. lST STREET 

20852 S.E. lST STREET TO S. 2NO STREET 

20853 S. 2NO STREET TO S. 3RO STREET 

20854 5. 3RO STREET TO S. 4TH STREET 

20900 N.E. 2NO AVENUE 

20901 N.E. ll9TH STREET TO N.E. 105TH STREET 

20902 N.E. l05TH STREET TO N.E. 77TH STREET 

20903 N.E. 77TH STREET TO N.E. 62NO STREET 

20904 N.E. 6iNO STREET TO N.E. 5BTH STREET 

20905 N.E. 58TH StREET TO N.E. 41ST STREET 

20906 N.E. 41ST STREET TO N.E. 17TH STREET 

20907 N.E. 17TH STREET TO S.E. 2NO STREET 

20950 EAST lST AVENUE 

20951 N. 17TH STREET TO I-395 

20952 I-395 TO N 5TH STREET 

20953 N. 5TH STREET TU S. 4TH STR EET 

21000 MIAMI AVENUE 

21001 N.E. l67TH STREET TO N.W. 105TH STREET 

21002 N.E. 105TH STREET TO N.W. 7qTH STREET 

21003 N.w. 79TH STREET TO N.w. 45TH STREET 

21004 N.W. 45TH STREET TO N.w. 38TH STREET 

21005 N.w. 38TH STREET TO N.w. 17TH STREET 

21006 ~.w. 17TH STREET TO N.w. llTH STREET 

21007 N.W. llTH STREET TO s .w. 4TH STREET 

2 1008 S.W. 4TH STREET TQ S.w. 8TH STREET 

21009 S.w. BTH STRE ET TO INTERSECTION OF U.S. l 

APPENDIX C CONTINUED 

R. OW. NO R.O.W. 
WIDTH 

FT 

EXISTING 
PAVE M'r 
WIJ;H 

FT 
TRAFFIC WIDTH 
LANES FT. 

70 

70 

70 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

70 

70 

70 

70 

70 

42 4 

44 4 

46 4 

NA 2 

NA 2 

NA 2 

NA 2 

44 4 

54 4 

40 4 

54 4 

40 4 

70 48 4 

50 36 TO 46 3 

NA 48-60 4 

NA 40 2 

NA 40 2 

70- 85 20-24 2 

80 60 4 

70 30 2 

70 36 2 

70 46 4 

50 32-40 3 

50 32-40 3 

NA 46 4 

70-120 46 4 

w -
PROPOSED 

_J ci 
<tZ 

~I-' 
a..u 
>-W 
f- (/) 

t- ...J er :r:I"' ~ (.!)- 0 
z::;: -
w 2 er 
_J_ a.. 

PAVEM'r NO. 
WIDTH TRAFFI C 

FT. LANES 

78 ~8 4 26 0.9 2 

78 58 4 26 2.7 2 

78 58 4 26 2.2 2 

N N 2 33 O.l C 

I~ N 2 N 0.1 C 

N N 2 33 0.1 0 

N N 2 N O.l C 

N 52 4 35 0.9 2 

N N 4 N 1.2 C 

N 52 4 35 1.0 2 

N N 4 N 0.2 0 

N 52 4 35 1.1 2 

N N 4 N 1.5 C 

N I~ 3 N 1.5 0 

N N 2 33 0.4 0 

N N 2 32 0. 5 0 

N N 2 33 0.6 0 

78 58 4 26 4.4 

'~ N 4 N l. 9 0 

78 58 4 26 2.5 

78 58 4 26 0.3 

78 58 4 26 1.5 2 

N N 3 N 1.3 0 

N N 3 N 0.5 0 

t.J :~ 4 N 1.4 C 

N N 4 N 1.4 0 

ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT 
COST 

SYSTE M 
CLAS S 

RDWY. 

41 

123 

100 

41 

46 

50 

1810 

950 

119 

119 

MAJOR 
STRUCT. 

43 

RD.W. 

5 

22 

22 

506 

162 

362 

300 

TOT. EXIST 

46 u-s 

145 u-s 

122 L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

41 u-s 

- u-s 

46 u-s 

- u-s 

50 UPP 

- UPP 

- UPP 

l 

L 

L 

2359 L 

L 

1112 L 

481 L 

419 L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

00 

' ;:.. 



~ 
NO. 

PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS 

21039 WEST lST AVENUE 

2Ul40 ,lj. l 7TH STREET TO N. 15TH STREET 

21041 N. l4TH STREET TO N. 12TH STREET 

21042 N. 12 TH STREET TO N. 5TH STREET 

21043 N. 5TH STREET TO N. lST STREET 

21044 N. 1ST STREET TO S. 2ND STREET 

21045 S. 2ND STREET TO S. 3RD STREET 

21070 WEST !ST COURT 

21071 W. 2ND AVENUE TO N. 23RD STREET 

21072 N. 23RD STREET TO N. 14TH STREET 

21073 N. l4TH STREET TO N. lST STREET 

21074 N. lST TO w. 2ND AVENUE 

21100 WEST 2ND AVENUE 

21101 N.W. l67TH STREET TO N.W. ll9TH STREET 

21102 N.w. ll9TH STREcT TO N.w. 79TH STREET 

21103 N.W. 79TH STREET TO NORTH 36TH STREET 

21104 N. 36TH STREET TD N.W. 26TH STREET 

21105 N.W. 26TH STREET TO S. 3RD STREET 

21106 3RD STREET TO S.W. l3TH STREET 

21120 WEST 3RD AVENUE 

21121 N. 20TH STREET TO N. 8TH STREET 

21122 N. 8TH STREET TO N. 2ND STREET 

21140 WEST FRONTAGE ROAD (1-951 

21141 N. BTH STREET TO N. lST STREET 

21160 NORTH RIVER DRIVE 

21161 N.W. 5TH AVENUE TO S.W. 2ND AVE~UE 

21160 NORTH WEST 5TH AVENUE 

21161 N.llTH STREET TON. RIVER DRIVE 

21200 u.s. 441 

21201 BROWARD COUNTY LINE TO GOLDEN GLADES INTERCHANGE 

APPENDIX C CONTINUED 

R. 0.W. 
W I DTH 

FT 

EXISTING 
PAVE M'r 
WIJT H 

FT 

60 

NA 

0 

NA 

0 

NA 

0 

NA 

NA 

0 

NO. R.O.W. 
TRAFFIC WIDTH 
L ANES FT 

40 2 

NA 2 

0 0 

NA 2 

0 0 

NA 2 

0 0 

NA 2 

NA 2 

0 0 

70 18-20 2 

o- 70 0-20 2 

o- 70 0-20 2 

40 NA 2 

NA NA 2 

PROPOSED 
PAVEM'T 
WIDTH 

FT 

N 

N 

70 

N 

70 

N 

70 

N 

N 

70 

78 

78 

78 

76 

N 

NO. 
TRAFFIC 
LANES 

N 2 

N 2 

,.JIO <[Z 

~f-' 
a..u 
>-w 
f- ifl 

Ilifl ;:: w -f- _J a:: 
(,!)- 0 
z::;: -
w a:: 
_J~ (}._ 

N 0.2 0 

N 0.2 C 

44 2 31 0.5 2 

N 2 N 0.3 0 

44 2 31 0.2 2 

ill 2 N 0.1 0 

34 2 33 0.3 2 

N 2 33 0.6 0 

N 2 33 0.9 0 

34 2 33 0.3 2 

56 4 26 2.9 l 

56 4 26 2.5 1 

56 4 26 2.4 

58 4 26 0.0 

N 2 N 2.1 0 

40 NA 2 100 34-12-34 4 24 0.7 2 

NA 40 2 N N 2 33 1.0 C 

NA 40 2 N N 3 32 0.4 0 

70 0 0 Ill 36 3 32 0.5 2 

70 0 0 N 44 2 31 0.6 2 

70 0 0 N 44 2 31 0.5 2 

62 24-18-24 4 N N 4 .... 3.3 o 

ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT 
COST 

SYSTEM 
CLASS 

RDWY. 

84 

33 

51 

51 

1109 

956 

918 

270 

360 

66 

100 

33 

MAJOR 
5TRUCT. 

222 

101 

47 

R.O.W. 

1700 

340 

600 

600 

1275 

875 

1020 

1070 

1225 

TOT. EXIST. 

L 

l 

1784 l 

l 

373 l 

l 

651 L 

l 

l 

651 l 

2606 u-s 

1932 u-s 

1938 u-s 

1340 l 

l 

1632 l 

l 

L 

L 

100 L 

33 L 

- USP 

-D 



CODE 
NO. 

PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS 

21300 WEST 7TH AVENUE 

2130~ GOLDEN GLADES INTERCHANGE TO N.~. 36TH STREET 

21302 N.w. 36TH STREET TO N.w. 5TH STREET 

21340 S.W. 25TH ROAD 

21341 RICKENBACKER CAUSEWAY TO U.S. l 

21342 U.S. l TO CORAL WAY 

21343 CORAL WAY TO S.W. 13TH STREET 

2136D S.W. 26TH ROAD 

21361 RICKENBACKER CAUSEWAY TO U.S. l 

21362 U.S. l TO CORAL WAY 

21363 CORAL WAY TO S.W. l3TH STREET 

21400 WEST BTH AVENUE 

21401 N.W. 5TH STREET TO S.W. STH STREET 

21500 ~EST l2TH AVENUE 

21501 MIAMI GARDENS DRIVE TO GOLDEN GLADES EXPRESSWAY 

21502 N.w. 103RD STREET TO N.w. 82ND STREET 

21503 N.w. 82ND STREET TO N.w. 71ST STREET 

21504 N.W. 71ST STREET TO N.W. 62ND STREET 

21505 N.W. 62ND STREET TO AIRPORT EXPRESSWAY 

21506 AIRPORT EXPRESSWAY TO N.W. 20TH STREET 

21507 N.W. 20TH STREET TO NORTH RIVER DRIVE 

21508 NORTH RIVER DRIVE TO S.W. BTH STREET 

21509 S.W. BTH STREET TO CORAL WAY 

21600 WEST 17TH AVENUE 

21601 N.w. 215TH STREET TO N.w. 183RD STREET 

21602 N.W. 183RO STREET TO GOLDEN GLADES EXPRESSWAY 

21603 GOL~EN GLADES EXPRESSWAY TO N.W. 151ST STREET 

21604 N.W. l51ST ~TREET T~ OPA LOCKA EXPRESSWAY 

21605 OPA LOCKA EXPRESSWAY TO 79TH STREET 

21606 79TH STREET TO AIRPORT EXPRESSWAY 

APPENDIX C CONTINUED 

EX IST ING 
R.0.W. PAVEM'r NO. 

WIDTH WIJ"'."H TRAFFIC 
FT FT L ANES 

100- 70 58-76 4 

NA 52 4 

0 0 0 

75 22-20-22 4 

80 40 2 

80 50 2 

100 24-20-24 2 

100 50 2 

NA 40 4 

80 20-24 2 

NA 0-20 2 

40 24 2 

70 20 2 

50- 70 40 2 

50- 70 40 4 

100 34-18-34 4 

65- 70 52 4 

70- 80 60 4 

0- 60 22 2 

70- 75 20 2 

0- 70 0-14 2 

NA 20-24 2 

50-100 24 2 

50- 70 24 2 

PRO POS ED 
_JO 
<(Z 

I- -' er 
R.OW PAVEM'r NO. 

~ 1-
0.. u 
>-w 
I-(/) 

Il~l ~ ~~ 0 
WIDTH WIDTH TRAFFIC 

FT FT LANES 
~~ g: 

N I~ 4 N 8.3 0 

N N 4 N 2.2 C 

0 24 3 32 0.3 1 

N N 2 32 0.5 0 

N N 2 32 0.5 0 

N N 2 32 0.3 0 

N N 2 32 0.5 0 

N N 2 32 0.4 0 

66 46 4 36 0.9 2 

N :~ 2 N 1.2 0 

88 68 4 26 l.6 2 

116 38-20-38 6 21 0.5 2 

116 38-20-38 6 21 0.6 2 

116 38-20-38 6 21 1.6 2 

N N 4 N 1.2 C 

N N 4 N a.a a 

N N 4 N 1. 3 0 

N N '+ N l.O C 

70 24 2 29 2.2 2 

N 44 2 38 1.0 2 

70 24 2 29 l.O 2 

88 68 4 26 2.1 

88 68 4 26 2.6 

100 EXP-ST 4 2& 2.5 

ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT 
COST 

SYSTEM 
CLASS 

RDWY. 

110 

72 

627 

285 

342 

910 

205 

56 

91 

862 

1067 

1l20 

MAJ OR 
STRUCT. 

103 

144 

45 

219 

100 

600 

R.O.W. 

720 

342 

848 

387 

240 

464 

66 

250 

860 

494 

1000 

TOT. EXIST. 

- USP 

L 

830 l 

L 

L 

l 

L 

l 

414 l 

L 

1578 l 

672 u-s 

582 u-s 

1374 u-s 

- u-s 

- u-s 

l 

l 

415 L 

56 l 

386 L 

1941 L 

1661 L 

2720 L 

..,, 
~ 



CODE 
NO. 

PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS 

216a7 AIRPORT EXrRESSWAY TO MIAMI RIVER 

216a8 MIAMI RIVER TO N.W. 7TH STREET 

216a9 N.W. 7TH STREET TO S.W. lST STREET 

216la ~.w. lST STREET TO s.w. 8TH STREET 

21611 S.W. 8TH STREET TO BAYSHORE DRIVE 

217aa WEST 22ND AVENUE 

217al N.W. 199TH STREET TO N.W. 191ST STREET 

211a2 N.w. 191ST STREET TO N.w. 183RO STREET 

217a3 N.W. 183RD STREET TO GOLDEN GLADES EXPRESSWAY 

21704 GOLDEN GLADES EXPRESSWAY TO N.W. la3RD STREET 

217a5 N.w. la3RD STREET TO N.w. 79TH STREET 

217a6 N.W. 79TH STREET TO AIRPORT EXPRESSWAY 

217a7 AIRPORT EXPRESSWAY TD N.W. 36TH STREET 

217a8 N.W. 36TH STREET TO N.W. 2aTH STREET 

217a9 N.W. 2aTH STREET TO WEST FLAGLER STREET 

217la WEST FLAGLER STREET TO S.W. 8TH STREET 

21711 S.W. 8TH STREET TD U.S. l 

218aO WEST 27TH AVENUE 

21801 N.W. 215TH STREET TO N.W. 183RO STREET 

21802 NW. 183RD STREET TO GOLDEN GLADES EXPRESSWAY 

21803 GOLDEN GLADES EXPRESSWAY TO STATE ROAD 9 

21804 STATE ROAD 9 TO OPA LOCKA BOULEVARD 

21805 UPA LOCKA BOULEVARD TO OPA LOCKA EXPRESSWAY 

218a6 OPA LOCKA EXPRESSWAY TO N.W. la3RD STREET 

21807 N.W. la3RO STREET TO N.W. 79TH STREET 

21808 N.W. 79TH STREET TO N.W. 36TH STREET 

218a9 N.W. 36TH STREET TO EAST-WEST EXPRESSWAY 

218la EAST-WEST EXPRE SSWAY TO U.S. l 

21811 U.S. 1 TO BAYSHORE DRIVE 

219aO STAT E ROAD 9 

APPENDIX C CONTINUED 

<tZ I- _J a: 

R.O.W. 
EXISTING 

PAVEM'r 
WI DTH 

FT 

NO. R.O.W. 
PROPOSED 

PAVE MT 
WIDTH 

NO. 

_JIO 
'.::! f­
a.. u 
>-w 
I-(/) ~~I~ (!)- 0 

z::;: -
WIDTH 

FT. 

5a- 70 

TRAFFIC WIDTH 
LANES F T. 

3a-48 2 laa 

laO 36-15-36 6 N 

50 20 2 iaa 

sa 40 4 66 

40 3a 2 88 

a 0 0 12a 

lOa 24 2 N 

FT. 
TRAFFIC 
LANES 

w~ g: 

EXP-ST 4 28 1.9 l 

EXP-ST 4 28 a.4 

EXP-ST 4 28 0.6 

46 4 36 a.5 2 

68 4 26 1.9 2 

24 2 29 a.2 1 

N 2 N a.a c 

6a- 85 24 2 laa 34-16-34 4 24 l.O 

laO 34-15-34 4 N N 4 N 4.0 a 

100 34-15-34 4 N N 4 N l.6 a 

50-lOa 24-la-24 4 N N 4 N 2. 2 a 

70 24-10-24 4 N N 4 N 0.2 a 

1a 24-10-24 4 N N 4 N l.a C 

1a 24-10-24 4 N N 4 N 1.5 a 
70 36 2 78 58 4 35 a.5 

70 36 2 78 58 4 35 1.6 

5a-1oa 24 2 13C 24-20-24 4 23 2.3 

lOa-135 48 4 N N 4 N 1.0 0 

11a 44 4 N N 4 N 1.7 0 

laa 32-14-32 4 N EXP-ST 4 28 a.4 2 

lOa 24-14-24 4 N EXP-ST 4 28 l.a 2 

1ao 24-14-24 4 I~ EXP-ST 4 28 1.1 2 

lOa 32-15-32 4 N EXP-ST 4 28 1.5 2 

laa 35-15-32 4 N EXP-ST 4 28 2.5 2 

laa 35-15-35 4 N EXP-ST 4 28 1.7 2 

laa 32-15-32 4 N EXP-ST 4 28 3.2 2 

50 30 2 78 ss 4 35 a.a 2 

ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT 
COST 

SYSTEM 
CLASS 

ROWY. 

9ao 

laa 

2aa 

4a 

780 

23 

502 

46 

146 

394 

240 

430 

ll5a 

1094 

1811 

1137 

1211 

64 

MAJOR 
STRUCT. 

75a 

15a 

600 

30 

78 

390 

21a 

450 

480 

30a 

36a 

R.O.W. TOT. EXIST. -

510 2160 L 

250 L 

240 112a L 

7a 11a L 

107 887 l 

35 58 L 

l 

230 762 l 

- u-s 

- u-s 

- u-s 

- u-s 

- u-s 

- u-s 

15a 196 u-s 
120 266 u-s 

1035 15a7 USS 

- USS 

- USS 

63a UPP 

430 UPP 

1360 UPP 

1544 UPP 

2291 UPP 

1437 UPP 

1571 UPP 

202 266 L 

-N 
0 



CODE 
NO. 

PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS 

21901 GOLDEN GLADES INTERCHANGE TO N.W. 27TH AVENUE 

22000 BAYSHORE DRIVE CSEE SOUTH MIAMI AVENUE) 

22001 U.S. l TO S.W. l7TH AVENUE 

22002 S.W. 17TH AVENUE TO GRAND AVENUE 

22100 HAIN HIGHWAY-INGRAM HIGHWAY !COCONUT GROVEi 

22101 GRAND AVENUE TO S.W. 37TH AVENUE 

22102 S.W. 37TH AVENUE TO S.W. 42ND AVENUE 

22200 WEST 32ND AVENUE 

22201 N.W. 183RD STREET TO N.W. l51ST STREET 

22202 OPA LOCKA BLVD TO OPA LOCKA EXPRESSWAY 

22203 OPA LOCKA EXPRESSWAY TO N.W. 106TH STREET 

22204 N.w. 106TH STREET TO N.w. 95TH STREET 

22205 N.W. 95TH STREET TO N.W. 62NO STREET 

22206 N.W. 62ND STREET TO AIRPORT EXPRESSWAY 

22207 AIRPORT EXPRESSWAY TO N.W. NORTH RIVER DRIVE 

22206 N.W. 7TH STREET TO S.W. BTH STREET 

22209 S.W. BTH STREET TO S.W. 40TH STREET 

22300 WEST 37TH AVENUE 

22301 N.W. 199TH STREET TO GOLDEN GLADES EXPRESSWAY 

22302 GOLDEN GLADES EXPRESSWAY TO N.W. 154TH STREET 

22303 NORTH RIVER DRIVE TO N.W. 20TH STREET 

22304 N.w. 20TH STREET TO N.w. 14TH STREET 

22305 N.w. 14TH STREET TO N.w. 7TH STREET 

22306 N.W. 7TH STREET TO U.S. 

22307 U.S. l TO GRAND AVENUE 

22308 GRAND AVENUE TD MAIN HIGHWAY 

22400 PONCE DE LEON BOULEVARD !CORAL GABLES) 

22401 FLAGLER STREET TO S.W. BTH STREET 

22402 S.W. 8TH STREET TO UNIVERSITY DRIVE 

22403 UNIVERSITY DRIVE TO LEJEUNE ROAD 

APPENDIX C CONTINUED 

R.O.W. 
WIDTH 

FT 

EXISTING 
PAVE M'r 
Wl:JTH 

FT. 

NO. R.0 .W. 
TRAFFIC WIDTH 
LANES FT. 

NA 24-60-24 4 

NA 50 4 

45 30 2 

70 26 2 

10 28 2 

70 20-24 2 

PROPOSED 
PAVEM'r 
WIDTH 

FT. 

NO. 
TRAFFIC 
LANES 

_J ci 
<( z 
~I-' 
C..<.) 
>-w 
1-'(J) 

II(/) ~ w -
I-' _J 0:: 
(,9- 0 
z::;: -
w 0:: 
_J~ a.. 

N EXP-ST 4 28 2.7 2 

N N 4 N 1.2 0 

88 66 4 35 1.6 2 

N N 2 N 1.0 0 

88 24-20-24 4 23 1.0 2 

N 44 2 38 2.0 2 

0 0 0 110 34-20-34 4 24 1.0 2 

80 20 2 110 34-20-34 4 24 a.a 2 

50- 85 24 2 66 46 4 27 0.7 2 

25- 85 24 2 100 35-10-35 6 21 2.0 2 

35- 70 24 2 88 26-16-26 4 25 1.3 2 

35- 70 24 2 88 26-16-26 4 25 0.4 2 

NA NA 2 78 58 4 26 1.0 2 

NA NA 2 78 58 4 26 2.0 2 

60-100 24 2 N N 2 N 2.2 0 

70 20 2 N 44 2 38 0.1 

0 0 0 70 44 2 31 1.1 1 

40 NA 2 70 44 2 38 o. 6 

NA NA 2 N N 2 N 0.4 0 

NA NA 4 N N 4 N 3.2 0 

NA NA 2 N 52 4 27 0.3 2 

NA NA 2 N N 2 0 0.1 c 

NA BO 4 N N 4 N 0.6 0 

100 74 , 100 4 N N 4 N 1.4 C 

NA 27-26-27 2 N N 2 N 1.4 0 

ESTIMATE D IMPROVEMENT 
COST 

SYSTEM 
CLASS 

RDWY. 

380 

656 

455 

137 

512 

410 

271 

1140 

548 

169 

388 

775 

32 

338 

27 

40 

MAJOR 
STRIJCT. 

600 

179 

36 

78 

78 

R.O.W. cOT. EXIST. 

980 UPP 

L 

1280 1936 L 

L 

260 715 L 

137 L 

20 711 L 

240 650 L 

98 405 L 

100 1240 L 

940 1488 L 

320 489 L 

600 988 L 

1200 1975 L 

L 

32 L 

198 614 L 

330 435 L 

L 

L 

40 L 

L 

l 

L 

l 

-N 
0 

). 



CODE 
NO. 

PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS 

22900 SOUTH ALHAMBRA CIRCLE (CORAL GABLESl 

22901 CORAL WAY TO S.W. 40TH STREET 

22902 S.W. 40TH STREET TO S PONCE DE LEON BOULEVARD 

23000 WEST 52ND AVENUE 

23001 N.W. ll9TH STREET TO N.W. 74TH STREET 

23002 N.W. 74TH STREET TO OKEECHOBEE ROAD 

23100 CURTIS PARKWAY IMIAMI SPRINGS) 

23101 OKEECHOBEE ROAD TO ROYAL POINCIANA BOULEVARD 

23102 ROYAL POINCIANA BOULEVARD TO HUNTING LODGE DRIVE 

23103 HUNTING LODGE DRIVE TO N.W. 36TH STREET 

23200 WEST 57TH AVENUE IRED ROADI 

23201 N.w. 215TH STREET TO N.w. l83RD STREET 

23202 N.W. 183RD STREET TD GOLDEN GLADES EXPRESSWAY 

23203 GOLDEN GLADES EXPRESSWAY TO OPA LOCKA EXPRESSWAY 

23204 OPA LOCKA EXPRESSWAY TO N.W. 74TH STREET 

23205 N.W. 74TH STREET TO OKEECHOBEE ROAD 

23206 PERIMETER ROAD TO S.W. BTH STREET 

23207 S.W. 8TH STREET TO U.S. l 

23208 U.S. l TO S.W. 88TH STREET 

23209 S.W. 88TH STREET TO OLD CUTLER ROAD 

23300 OLD CUTLER ROAD 

23301 S.W. 72NO STREET TO S.W. 57TH AVENUE 

23302 S.W. 57TH AVENUE TO S.W. 152ND STREET 

23303 S.W. 152ND STREET TO SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY 

23304 SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY TD FRANJO ROAD 

23305 FRANJO ROAD TO SOUTH DADE EXPRESSWAY 

23306 SOUTH DADE EXPRESSWAY TO U.S. 1 

23400 WEST 67TH AVENUE 

23401 N.W. 215TH STREET TO N.W. 199TH STREET 

23402 N.w. l99TH STREET TO N.w. 170TH STREET 

APPENDIX C CONTINUED 

PROPOSED 

..JO 
<(Z I-~ ii: 

R.O.W. 
EXISTING 

PAVE M'r 
WIJTH 

FT. 

NO. R.OW. PAVEM'T NO. 
~1-
0..u 
>-w 
I- (fl 

II({) i'.= 
(!)- 0 
z::E -
w 0:: WIDTH 

FT. 
TRAFFIC WIDTH 
LANES FT. 

WIDTH TRAFFIC 
FT. LANES 

_J ~ Q.. 

NA 26 2 N N 2. N 1.0 C 

70 28 2 N N 2 N 1.7 0 

55- 70 40-48 4 N 48 4 36 2.8 2 

55- 70 48-56 4 N N 4 N 1.3 0 

NA 20- -20 4 N 26- -26 4 28 0.2 1 

NA 20- -20 2 N 34- -34 4 33 a.a 

60 24 2 70 48 4 27 0.4 l 

o- 30 0-18 2 100 24 2 29 2.2 2 

NA 24 2 100 24-20-24 4 25 1.0 2 

50- 60 48 4 N N 4 N 2.0 0 

NA 48 4 N N 4 N 3.8 0 

200 48 4 N N 4 rl O. B 0 

70 30 2 100 EXP-ST 4 28 1.4 1 

50-100 30 2 100 EXP-ST 4 28 4.0 

50- 70 42 2 96 34- 8-34 4 24 1.3 

70 36 2 N N 2 N 1.7 0 

NA 22-24 2 104 34-16-34 4 24 3.3 2 

NA 22-24 2 110 26-16-26 4 39 3.3 2 

NA 22-24 2 N N 2 N 2.4 0 

NA 22-24 2 N N 2 N 1.7 0 

NA 22-24 2 N N 2 N 2.2 0 

NA 22-24 2 N N 2 N 1.6 0 

0 0 0 130 24 2 29 1.0 2 

0 0 0 130 24 2 29 2.0 2 

ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT 
COST 

SYSTEM 
CLASS 

RDWY. 

12B 

18 

73 

148 

200 

251 

700 

2000 

625 

1618 

1354 

BB 

176 

MAJOR 
STRlJCT. 

66 

65 

335 

1253 

47 

91 

R.O.W. 10T. EXIST 

L 

L 

128 L 

L 

84 u-s 

73 u-s 

52 200 u-s 

44 309 U-P 

240 491 L 

- u-s 

- U-P 

- U-P 

643 1678 u-s 
900 ltl53 u-s 

624 1249 L 

L 

330 1995 L 

430 17B4 L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

40 219 L 

150 326 L 

-N 



CODE 
NO. 

PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS 

22404 LEJEUNE ROAD TO S.W. 57TH AVENUE 

22500 WEST 42ND AVENUE !LEJEUNE ROAD! 

22501 CU~N ECTUR FROM N.W. 151ST ST TO W. 42NO ST 

22502 N.w. 151ST ST CONNECTOR TO N.w. 135TH ST 

22503 N.W. 135TH STREET TO N.W. ll9TH STREET 

22504 N.W. 119TH STREET TO N.W. 103RD STREET 

22505 N.W. 103RD STREET TO N.W. 79TH STREET 

2 25 06 N.W. 79TH STREET TO N.W. 36TH STREET 

22 507 N.w. 36TH STREET TO N.w. 7TH STREET 

22508 N.W. 7TH STREET TO S.W. 8TH STREET 

22509 S.W. 8TH STREET TO U.S. l 

2 2 510 U.S. 1 TO OLD CUTLER ROAD 

22550 SEGOVIA AVENUE 

22551 S.W. 24TH STREET TO S.W. 40TH STREET 

2 2 600 WEST 47TH AVENUE !EAST 4TH AVENUE! 

22601 N.W. 215TH STREET TO N.W. 183RD STREET 

22602 N.W. 183RD STREET TO GOLDEN GLADES EXPRESSWAY 

22603 GOLDEN GLADES EXPRESSWAY TO NW. 154TH STREET 

22604 N.w. 119TH STREET TO N. w. 74TH STREET 

22605 N.W. 74TH ST~EET TO OKEECHOBEE ROAD 

2 2606 OKEECHOBEE ROAD TO N.W. 36TH STREET 

2 2700 WEST 49TH AVENUE-GRANADA BOULEVARD (CORAL GABLES! 

22701 N.W. 7TH STREET TO FLAGLER S~REET 

22 702 FLAuLER STREET TO S.W. 8TH STREET 

2 2 703 S.W. BTH STREET TO SEVILLA AVENLE 

22704 ~EVILLA AVENUE TO S.W. 40TH STREET 

2 2 705 S.W. 40TH STREET TO U.S. l 

227 0 6 U.S. l TO S.W. 72NO STREET 

22800 MAYNADA !CORAL GABLES) 

2 2801 PONCE DE LEON BOULEVARD TO S.W. 72ND STREET 

APPENDIX C CONTINUED 

R.O.W. 
WIDTH 

FT 

EX IS TING 
PAVE M'r 
WI J TY 

FT 

NA 

0 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NO. R. O.W. 
TRAFF IC WIDTH 
L ANES F T. 

46 2 

0 0 

NA 2 

24 2 

24 2 

PROPOSED 
PAVEM'r 
WIDTH 

FT 

N 

70 

N 

N 

N 

NO. 
TRAFFIC 

LANES 

N 2 

...JO 

.qZ 

~1-­
a.. u 
>-w 
1-- (fl 

w -IIV> ~ I- _J a: 
(!)- 0 
z::;: -
Wz 0: 
_J_ a.. 

N 2.1 0 

44 2 31 o. 7 

N 2 N 0.6 0 

N 2 N 1.0 0 

N 2 24 1.0 2 

NA 26 2 100 35-10-35 6 21 1.5 2 

75 4B 4 

120 4B- 4-4B 6 

NA 34-15-34 6 

NA 25-10-25 4 

55- 70 24 2 

100 50 4 

0 0 0 

70 24 2 

50- 70 18 2 

NA 40 4 

NA 42 4 

NA NA 2 

NA NA 2 

NA NA 2 

100 20 2 

NA 24 2 

100 22-38 2 

NA 22-26 2 

0- 75 lB 2 

88 34-12-34 6 21 2.5 2 

N N 6 N 2.0 0 

N N 6 N 1.0 0 

N N 4 N 2.5 0 

70 48 4 27 1.4 2 

N N 4 N 1.0 0 

70 24 2 29 2.3 

N N 2 N 1.0 0 

70 24 z 37 D.B z 
72 52 4 36 2.a 2 

72 52 ~ 36 1. 6 2 

72 52 4 27 0.6 

70 44 z 31 o.5 2 

N N Z N 0.5 0 

70 44 Z 38 l.Z 2 

N N Z N a.a c 

N N Z N 1.2 0 

N .~ z I~ 1.1 C 

70 44 2 31 0.9 2 

ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT 
COST 

SYSTEM 
CLASS 

RDWY. 

122 

822 

1370 

522 

220 

55 

194 

111 

224 

160 

82 

287 

MAJOR 
STRUCT. 

62 

96 

65 

15 

R.O.W. 

154 

110 

463 

238 

32 

24 

462 

264 

192 

175 

171 

TOT. EXIST. 

L 

276 L 

L 

- u-s 

u-s 

932 u-s 

1895 u-s 

- U-P 

- U-P 

- U- P 

760 L 

L 

348 U-P 

L 

144 L 

671 L 

375 u~P 

416 L 

335 L 

L 

82 L 

L 

L 

L 

458 L 
..... 
N ..... 

> 



CODE 
l!Q 

PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS 

23403 N.W. 170TH STREET TO GOLDEN GLADES EXPRESSWAY 

23404 GOLOEN GLADES EXPRESSWAY TO OPA LOCKA EXPRESSWAY 

23405 UPA LOCKA EXPRESSWAY TO OKEECHOBEE ROAD 

23406 N.W. 36TH STREET TO PERIMETER ROAD 

23407 WEST FLAGLER STREET TO S.W. 64TH STREET 

23408 S.W. 64TH STREET TO S.W. 72NO STREET 

23409 S.W. 72ND STREET TO S.w. 76TH STREET 

23410 S.W. 76TH STREET TO U.S. 

23411 U.S. l TO S.W. BBTH STREET 

23412 s.w. 88TH STREET TO S.W. 112TH STREET 

23413 S.W. 112TH STREET TO OLD CUTLER ROAD 

23500 WESr 72NO AVENUE 

23501 N.W. l03RD STREET TO OKEECHOBEE ROAD 

23502 SOUTH RIVER DRIVE TO N.W. 74TH STREET 

23503 N.W. 74TH STREET TO N.W. 36TH STREET EXTENSION 

23504 N.W. 36TH STREET EXTENSION TO WEST FLAGLER STREET 

23505 FLAGLER STREET TO S.W. STH STREET 

23506 S.W. STH STREET TO S.W. 24TH STREET 

23507 s.w. 24TH STREET TO S.W. 56TH STREET 

23508 S.W. 56TH STREET TO S.W. 88TH STREET 

23600 TAMIAMI CANAL ROAD 

23601 N.W. 7TH STREET TO WEST FLAGLER STREET 

23650 SOUTH BAY DR~VE 

23651 S.W. 87TH AVENUE TO S.W. 102NO AVENUE 

23700 WEST 77TH AVENUE 

23701 N.W. 215TH STREET TO N.W. l99TH STREET 

23702 N.W. 199TH STREET TO GOLDEN GLADES EXPRESSWAY 

23800 WEST 82ND AVENUE 

23801 FLAGLER STREET TO S.W. BTH STREET 

23802 S.W. STH STREET TO S.w. 40TH STREET 

APPENDIX C CONTINUED 

PROPOSED 
w -I- _J D:'. <( z 

R.OW. 
EXISTING 

PAVE M'T 
W ! J~H 

FT 

NO. R.OW. PAVEM'T NO. 

_JIO 
<.) 
-I-­
CL U 
>-w 

II(/) f..-
(!)- 0 
z::< -
Wz D:'. WIDTf1 

FT 

50 

NA 

NA 

NA 

60- 70 

70 

70 

70 

0 

70 

70 

0 

o- 50 

NA 

NA 

0- TO 

TO 

70-100 

60- 70 

NA 

0 

0 

0 

70 

70 

TRAFFIC WIDTH 
LANES FT. 

WIDTH TRAFFIC 
FT. L A'll~ " 

-' - CL 1-- '" 

20 2 N N 2 23 0.2 0 

24 2 N N 2 N 1.8 0 

22-24 2 N N 2 N 3.8 0 

24 2 N N 2 N 1.5 o 

24 2 80 26- 8-26 4 25 4.1 2 

24 2 80 26- 8-26 4 25 o.5 2 

24 2 80 26- 8-26 4 25 0.3 2 

24 2 80 26- 8-26 4 25 0.4 2 

0 0 80 26- 8-26 4 25 0.4 1 

24 2 80 26- 8-26 4 25 1.5 2 

24 2 80 26- 8-26 4 25 1.5 2 

0 0 130 24-20-24 4 23 1.3 

0-18 2 130 24-20-24 4 23 0.5 1 

24 2 130 24-20-24 4 23 2.2 1 

26 2 130 24-20-24 4 23 2.3 

0-20 2 130 24-20-24 4 23 0.5 

20 2 130 24-20-24 4 23 1.0 1 

20 2 100 24-20-24 4 23 2.0 1 

0-18 2 70 44 2 31 2.1 2 

30 2 88 68 4 26 a.a 2 

0 0 70 24 2 29 2.5 2 

0 0 108 24 2 29 1.0 2 

0 0 i08 24-16-24 4 22 2.6 2 

DIRT 2 N 24 2 29 0.5 2 

24 2 N N 2 N 2.0 0 

ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT 
COST 

SYSTEM 
CLASS 

RDWY. MAJOR 
STRUCT.. 

R.O.W. TOT. EXIST. 

1685 18 308 

205 73 

123 48 

164 64 

164 119 200 

845 113 

845 90 

652 350 

250 237 80 

1105 28 374 

1155 322 920 

252 265 

500 320 

1000 92 

543 

313 100 

220 254 13 

91 91 110 

1010 451 299 

44 55 

2011 

278 

171 

228 

483 

958 

935 

1002 

567 

1507 

2397 

517 

820 

1092 

543 

413 

487 

292 

1760 

99 

L 

L 

l 

L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

l 

L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

"' "' 



CODE 
NO. 

PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS 

22404 LEJEUNE ROAD TO S.W. 57TH AVENUE 

22500 WEST 42ND AVENUE !LEJEUNE ROAD! 

22501 CONNECTOR FROM N.W. 151ST ST TO W. 42ND ST 

22502 N.w. 151ST ST CONNECTOR TO N.w. 135TH ST 

22503 N.w. 135TH STREET TO N.w. 119TH STREET 

22504 N.W. 119TH STREET TO N.W. 103RD STREET 

22505 N.W. 103RD STREET TO N.W. 79TH STREET 

22506 N.w. 79TH STREET TO N.w. 36TH STREET 

22507 N.W. 36TH STREET TO N.W. 7TH STREET 

22508 N.W. 7TH STREET TO S.W. BTH STREET 

22509 S.W. BTH STREET TO U.S. 1 

22510 U.S. 1 TO OLD CUTLER ROAD 

22550 SEGOVIA AVENUE 

22551 S.W. 24TH STREET TO S.W. 40TH STREET 

22600 WEST 47TH AVENUE !EAST 4TH AVENUE) 

22601 N.W. 215TH STREET TO N.W. 183RD STREET 

22602 N.W. 183RD STREET TO GOLDEN GLADES EXPRESSWAY 

22603 GOLDEN GLADES EXPRESSWAY TO NW. 154TH STREET 

22604 N.W. 119TH STREET TO N.W. 74TH STREET 

22605 N.W. 74TH STREET TO OKEECHOBEE ROAD 

22606 OKEECHOBEE ROAD TO N.W. 36TH STREET 

22700 WEST 49TH AVENUE-GRANADA BOULEVARD (CORAL GABLES! 

22701 N.W. 7TH STREET TO FLAGLER STREET 

22702 FLAuLER STREET TO S.W. BTH STREET 

22703 ~.W. BTH STREET TO SEVILLA AVENLE 

22704 ~EVILLA AVENUE TO S.W. 40TH STREET 

22705 S.W. 40TH STREET TO U.S. 1 

22706 U.S. l TO S.W. 72ND STREET 

22800 MAY~ADA (CORAL GABLES) 

22801 PONCE DE LEON BOULEVARD TO S.W. 72ND STREET 

APPENDIX C CONTINUED 

ROW. 
WIDTH 

FT 

EXISTING 
PAVE M'T 
WIJ"!"'i 

FT 

NA 

0 

NA 

NO. R.O.W. 
TRAFFIC WIDTH 
LANES FT. 

46 2 

0 0 

NA 2 

24 2 

24 2 

PROPOSED 
PAVEM'T 
WIDTH 

FT 

N 

70 

N 

N 

N 

NO. 
TRAFFIC 

LANES 

N 2 

_J 0 
<(Z 

~ 1-
CL u 
>-w 
I- (fl 

II"' ~ UJ -I- _J (l'. 
(!)- 0 
z::;: -
w (l'. 
...J z CL 

N 2.1 0 

44 2 31 0.7 

N 2 N 0.6 C 

N 2 N 1.0 0 

N 2 24 1.0 2 

NA 

NA 

NA 26 2 100 35-10-35 6 21 1.5 2 

75 48 4 

120 48- 4-48 6 

NA 34-15-34 6 

NA 25-10-25 4 

55- 70 24 2 

100 50 4 

0 0 0 

70 24 2 

50- 70 18 2 

NA 40 4 

NA 42 4 

NA NA 2 

NA NA 2 

NA NA 2 

100 20 2 

NA 24 2 

100 22-38 2 

NA 22-26 2 

o- 75 lB 2 

BB 34-12-34 6 21 2.5 2 

N N 6 N 2.0 0 

N N 6 N 1.0 0 

N N 4 N 2.5 0 

70 48 4 27 1.4 2 

N N 4 N 1.0 0 

70 24 2 29 2.3 

N N 2 N 1.0 0 

70 24 2 37 0.8 2 

72 52 4 36 2.B 2 

72 52 4 36 1.6 2 

72 52 4 27 0.6 

70 44 2 31 0.5 2 

N N 2 N 0.5 0 

70 44 2 3B 1.2 2 

N N 2 N 0.8 0 

N N 2 N 1.2 0 

N N 2 I~ 1.1 0 

70 44 2 31 0.9 2 

ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT 
COST 

SYSTEM 
CLASS 

RDWY. 

122 

822 

1370 

522 

220 

55 

194 

111 

224 

160 

B2 

2B7 

MAJOR 
STRUCT. 

62 

96 

65 

15 

R.O.W. TOT. EXIST. 

L 

154 276 L 

L 

- u-s 

u-s 

110 932 u-s 

463 1B95 u-s 

- U-P 

- U-P 

- U-P 

238 760 L 

L 

32 348 U-P 

l 

24 144 L 

462 671 l 

264 375 U~P 

192 416 L 

175 335 L 

L 

B2 L 

L 

L 

L 

171 45B L 
>-' 
N 
>-' 

> 



CODE 
NO. 

PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS 

23403 N.W. l70TH STREET TO GOLDEN GLADES EXPRESSWAY 

23404 GOLUEN GLADES EXPRESSWAY TO OPA LOCKA EXPRESSWAY 

23405 UPA LOCKA EXPRESSWAY TO OKEECHOBEE ROAD 

23406 N.W. 36TH STREET TO PERIMETER ROAD 

23407 WEST FLAGLER STREET TO S.W. 64TH STREET 

23408 S.W. 64TH STREET TO S.W. 72ND STREET 

23409 S.W. 72ND STREET TO S.W. 76TH STREET 

23410 S.W. 76TH STREET TO U.S. l 

23411 U.S. 1 TO S.W. BBTH STREET 

23412 S.W. 88TH STREET TO S.W. ll2TH STREET 

23413 S.W. ll2TH STREET TO OLD CUTLER ROAD 

23500 WEST 72ND AVENUE 

23501 N.W. l03RD STREET TO OKEECHOBEE ROAD 

23502 SOUTH RIVER DRIVE TO N.W. 74TH STREET 

23503 N.W. 74TH STREET TO N.W. 36TH STREET EXTENSION 

235D4 N.W. 36TH STREET EXTENSION TO WEST FLAGLER STREET 

23505 FLAGLER STREET TO S.W. BTH STREET 

23506 s.w. BTH STREET TO S.W. 24TH STREET 

23507 S.W. 24TH STREET TO S.W. 56TH STREET 

23508 S.W. 56TH STREET TO S.W. B8TH STREET 

23600 TAMIAMI CANAL ROAD 

23601 N.W. 7TH STREET TO WEST FLAGLER STREET 

23650 SOUTH BAY DRIVE 

23651 S.W. 67TH AVENUE TO S.W. l02ND AVENUE 

23700 WEST 77TH AVENUE 

23701 N.W. 215TH STREET TO N.W. l99TH STREET 

23702 N.W. l99TH STREET TO GOLDEN GLADES EXPRESSWAY 

23800 WEST 82NO AVENUE 

23801 FLAGLER STREET TO S.W. 8TH STREET 

23802 S.W. 8TH STREET TO S.W. 40TH STREET 

APPENDIX C CONTINUED 

PROPOSED 
w -I- __J 0:: <{ 2 

ROW 
WIDTH 

FT 

EXISTING 
PAVE M'r 
WIJ~ H 

FT 

NO. ROW. PAVEM'r NO. 

__JIO 
u 
-1-
0.. u 
>-w 
I- " 

IIUl ;'.:: 
(,!)- 0 
z::;: -

50 

NA 

NA 

NA 

60- 70 

70 

70 

10 

0 

10 

70 

0 

o- 50 

NA 

NA 

o- 70 

70 

70-100 

60- 70 

NA 

0 

0 

0 

70 

70 

TRAFFIC WIDTH 
LANES FT. 

WIDTH TRAFFIC 
FT. LA"l:''' 

~? ~ 

20 2 N N 2 23 0.2 0 

24 2 N N 2 N 1.8 0 

22-24 2 N N 2 N 3.8 0 

24 2 N N 2 N 1.5 0 

24 2 80 26- 6-26 4 25 4.1 2 

24 2 BO 26- 8-26 4 25 0.5 2 

24 2 80 26- 6-26 4 25 0.3 2 

24 2 80 26- 8-26 4 25 0.4 2 

0 0 80 26- 8-26 4 25 0.4 1 

24 2 80 26- 8-26 4 25 1.5 2 

24 2 80 26- 8-26 4 25 1.5 2 

0 0 130 24-20-24 4 23 1.3 

0-18 2 130 24-20-24 4 23 0.5 

24 2 130 24-20-24 4 23 2.2 

26 2 130 24-20-24 4 23 2.3 l 

0-20 2 130 24-20-24 4 23 0.5 l 

20 2 130 24-20-24 4 23 l.O 1 

20 2 100 24-20-24 4 23 2.0 1 

0-18 2 10 44 2 31 2.1 2 

30 2 88 68 4 26 O.B 2 

0 0 70 24 2 29 2.5 2 

0 0 lOB 24 2 29 1.0 2 

0 0 lOB 24-16-24 4 22 2.6 2 

DIRT 2 N 24 2 29 0.5 2 

24 2 N N 2 N 2.0 0 

ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT 
COST 

SYSTEM 
CLASS 

RDWY. MAJOR 
STRUCT. 

R.O.W. TOT. EXIST. 

L 

L 

L 

L 

1685 18 308 2011 L 

205 73 278 L 

123 48 171 L 

164 64 228 L 

164 119 200 483 L 

845 113 958 L 

845 90 935 L 

652 350 1002 L 

250 237 BO 567 L 

1105 28 374 1507 L 

1155 322 920 2397 L 

252 265 517 L 

500 320 820 L 

1000 92 1092 L 

543 543 L 

313 100 413 L 

220 254 13 487 L 

91 91 110 292 L 

1010 451 299 1760 L 

44 55 99 L 

L 

-N 
N 



CODE 
NO. 

PRINCIPAL STREET SECT/ ONS 

23803 S.W. 40TH STREET TO S.W. 56TH STREET 

23900 WEST 84TH AVENUE 

23901 S.W. 168TH STREET TO S.w. l84TH STREET 

23902 $.W. 184TH STREET TO CARIBBEAN BOULEVARD 

24000 . WEST 87TH AVENUE 

24001 N.W. 183RD STREET TO OPA LOCKA EXPRESSWAY 

24002 OPA LOCKA EXPRESSWAY TO OKEECHOBEE ROAD 

24003 OKEECHOBEE ROAD TO N.W. 74TH STREET 

24004 N.w. 74TH STREET TO EAST-WEST EXPRESSWAY 

24005 EAST - WEST EXPRESSWAY TO FLAGLER STREET 

24006 FLAGLER STREET TO S.W. 8TH STREET 

24007 S.W. 8TH STREET TO S.W. 56TH STREET 

24008 S.W. 56TH STREET TO s.w. 72ND STREET 

24009 S .W. 72NO STREET TO S.W. 8BTH STREET 

24010 S.W. 88TH STREET TO S.W. ll2TH STRE ET 

24011 S.W. ll2TH STREET TO U.S. l 

24012 OLD CUTLER ROAD TO S.W. 232ND STREET 

24013 S.W. 232ND STREET TO SOUTH BAY DRIVE 

24100 WEST 90TH AVENUE 

24101 S.W. 168TH STREET TO S.w. l 84TH STREET 

24200 FRANJO ROAD 

24201 U.S. l TO CARIBBEAN BOULEVARD 

242 02 CARIBBEAN BOULEVARD TO 0.4 MILE SOUTH 

24203 0.4 MILE SOUTH TO OLD CUTLER ROAD 

24300 WEST 97TH AVENUE 

24301 170TH STREET TO OPA LOCKA EXPRESSWAY 

24302 OPA LOCKA EXPRESSWAY TO OKEECHOBEE ROAD 

24303 90TH STREET TO N.W. 74TH STREET 

24304 N.W. 74TH STREET TO EAST-WEST EXPRESSWAY 

24305 EAST-WEST EXPRESSWAY TO S.~. 8TH STREET 

APPENDI X C CONTINUED 

R. o.w. 
WI DTH 

FT 

EXI STING 
PAVEM'T 
wr::i: H 

FT 

35 

25 

NA 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

85- 70 

70 

70 

70 

70 

NO. R. O.W. 
TRA FFIC WIDTH 
LANES FT. 

12 2 

PROPOSED 
PAVEM'T NO. 
WI DTH TRAFF IC 

FT. LANES 

_.lo <(Z 

~I-' a._v 
>- UJ 
f- (f) 

:i:lf:ll ~ f- _J a:: 
(.'.)- 0 
z::;: -
UJ a:: 
_J z a._ 

N 24 2 29 l.O l 

NA 2 120 24 2 29 l.O 2 

NA 2 88 26.-16-26 4 25 0.3 2 

0 0 70 20 2 29 3.2 2 

0 0 70 20 2 29 2.3 2 

0 0 70 24 2 29 1.7 2 

0 0 70 24 2 29 4.2 l 

0 0 70 2 4 2 2 9 0.7 l 

0 0 150 24-20-24 4 23 0.5 

24 2 88 26-16-26 4 25 3.2 

24 2 8B 26-16-26 4 25 l.O 

24 2 88 26-16-26 4 25 1.0 

24 2 108 34-20- 34 4 24 1.5 

NA 2 88 26-16-26 4 25 1.5 1 

0 DIRT 2 70 24 2 29 1.8 2 

0 DIRT 2 70 24 2 29 0.1 2 

50 18 2 N N 2 N l . O 0 

50 22 2 N N 2 N 1.7 0 

50 18 2 60 24 2 38 0.4 

50 22 2 N N 2 N 0.3 C 

0 0 0 70 20 2 29 2.1 2 

0 0 0 70 20 2 29 1.4 2 

0 0 0 70 20 2 29 0.9 2 

0 0 0 70 20 2 29 4.2 2 

0 0 0 100 24-20-24 4 2 3 1.3 

ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT 
COST 

SYSTEM 
CLA SS 

RDWY. MAJOR 
STRUCT. 

R.O.W. TOT. EX IST. 

143 

143 

117 

246 

176 

150 

370 

64 

194 

1250 

390 

390 

767 

585 

158 

6'• 

9 

162 

108 

69 

325 

500 

29 

85 

85 

29 

59 

59 

2B 

2B 

86 

250 

15 

lBO 

64 

46 

213 

525 

llO 

75 

52B 

lBO 

170 

562 

300 

107 

42 

40 

Bit 

Bit 

45 

356 

5B 

393 L 

15B L 

297 L 

339 L 

307 L 

363 L 

980 L 

174 L 

298 L 

177B L 

570 L 

619 L 

13BB L 

885 L 

293 L 

106 L 

L 

L 

49 L 

L 

246 L 

220 L 

114 L 

767 L 

558 l 

.... 
N 
N 

;:. 



~ 
NO. 

PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS 

24306 S.W. 8TH STREET TO S.W. 24TH STREET 

24307 S.W. 24TH STREET TO S.W. 40TH STREET 

24308 S.W. 40TH STREET TO S.W. 56TH STREET 

24309 S.W. 56TH STREET TO S.W. 72ND STREET 

24310 ~.W. 216TH STREET TO S.W. 248TH STREET 

24400 WEST 102ND AVENUE 

24401 S.W. 104TH STREET TO S.W. ll2TH STREET 

24402 S.W. 112TH STREET TO S.W. 152ND STREET 

24403 S.W. 248TH STREET TO SOUTH BAY DRIVE 

24500 WEST 107TH AVENUE 

24501 OKEECHOBEE ROAD TO HIALEAH EXPRESSWAY 

24502 HIALEAH EXPRESSWAY TO EAST-WEST EXPRESSWAY 

24503 EAST-WEST EXPRESSWAY TO S.W. 8TH STREET 

24504 S.W. 8TH STREET TO S.w. 62ND STREET 

24505 S.W. 62ND STREET TO S.W. 72ND STREET 

24506 s.w. 72ND STREET TO S.W. 88TH STREET 

24507 S.W. 88TH STREET TO S.W. 104TH STREET 

24508 S.w. 152ND STREET TO S.W. 184TH STREET 

24509 S.W. l84TH STREET TO QUAIL ROOST DRIVE 

24510 S.W. 268TH STREET TO s.w. 296TH STREET 

24511 ~.W. 296TH STREET TO S.W. 328TH STREET 

24512 ~.W. 328TH STREET TO S.W. 344TH STREET 

24600 WEST ll2TH AVENUE 

24601 U.S. l TO SOUTH DADE EXPRESSWAY 

24602 SOUTH DADE EXPRESSWAY TO S.W. 268TH STREET 

24700 NEST ll7TH AVENUE 

24701 S.W. 8TH STREET TO S.w. 40TH STREET 

24702 S.W. 40TH STREET TO SNAPPER CREEK 

24703 SNAPPER CREEK TO S.W. 72ND STRE ET 

24704 S.W. 72ND STREET TO S.W. l52NC STREET 

R. O.W. 
W IDTH 

F T 

NA 

70 

70 

70 

o- 10 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0- 60 

50- 70 

70 

70- 95 

APPENDIX C: CONTINUED 

EXISTI NG 
PAVE MT 
WIJTH 

FT 

NO. R.0.W. 
TRAFFI C WIDTH 
L ANES FT. 

PRO POSED 
PAVEM'T 
WI DTH 

FT 

NO. 
TRAFF IC 

LANES 

..Jlci <( z 
~f­
a. u 
>- w 
f- '-" 

f- ....J a:: II~ ~ 
(!)- 0 
z::;: -
w a:: ..J !!; a. 

NA 2 100 24-20-24 4 23 l.O 1 

24 2 

18-24 2 

24 2 

0-20 2 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

2 

20 2 

0 0 

20 2 

100 24-20-24 4 23 1.0 2 

100 24-20-24 4 23 1.1 2 

N N 2 N 0. 9 0 

70 20 2 29 2.0 2 

130 24 2 29 0.3 

130 24 2 29 2.1 l 

130 24 2 29 1.2 2 

70 20 2 29 3.5 2 

70 20 2 29 4.0 2 

70 2 0 2 29 1.4 2 

70 2 4 2 37 3.6 2 

70 24 2 29 0.6 

N 24 2 37 l.O 2 

NA 22-12-22 4 N N 4 N l.O 0 

0- 70 NA 2 70 20 2 29 2.5 2 

70 NA 2 N 24 2 37 0.1 2 

7D 24 2 N N 2 N 1.8 C 

0 0 0 70 24 2 29 2.0 2 

0 0 0 130 24 2 29 1.9 2 

100 48 4 N 4 N N 2.1 C 

100 48 4 N 4 N N 2.8 G 

40 20 2 lCO 24 2 23 2.0 2 

130 20 2 N 24 2 23 2.5 2 

0 0 0 100 24 2 23 0.9 l 

2 5-100 20 2 100 24 2 23 5.0 2 

ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT 
COST 

SYSTEM 
CLASS 

RDWY . 

390 

310 

425 

77 

26 

237 

93 

270 

308 

108 

52 

53 

23 

192 

2 

176 

115 

132 

228 

63 

456 

MAJOR 
STRUCT. 

28 

85 

98 

169 

98 

33 

150 

65 

R.O.W. 

150 

32 

4't 

55 

36 

167 

66 

123 

140 

211 

140 

300 

450 

30 

40· 

63 

TOT. EXIST. 

51t0 L 

3"2 L 

469 L 

L 

132 L 

62 L 

't04 L 

159 L 

lt21 L 

533 L 

136 l 

192 L 

151 l 

23 l 

L 

492 l 

2 L 

- RSS 

795 RSS 

243 L 

- USS 

- RSS 

205 L 

228 l 

276 L 

521 U-P 

.... 
N 
l» 



CODE 
NO. 

PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS 

24705 S.W. l52ND STREET TO S.W. l68TH STREET 

24706 · S.w. l6BTH STREET TO S.W. 200TH STREET 

24707 s.w. 200TH STREET TO U.S. 1 

24708 U.S. 1 TO S.W. 216TH STREET AT 112TH AVE 

24800 WEST l27TH AVENUE 

24801 $.W. 8TH STREET TO S.W. 40TH STREET 

24802 S.W. 40TH STREET TO S.W. l36TH STREET 

24803 S.w. l68TH STREET TO U.S. 1 

24804 S.W. 268TH STREET TO S.w. 280TH STREET 

24899 WEST 137TH AVENUE 

24900 EAST WEST EXPRESSWAY TO SW BTH STREET 

24901 S.W. BTH STREET TO S.W. 88TH STREET 

24902 S.W. 88TH STREET TO WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY 

24903 WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY TO S.W. 216TH STREET 

24904 S.W. 216TH STREET TO S.W. 232ND STREET 

24905 U.S. 1 TO S.W. 288TH STREET 

24906 S.W. 288TH STREET TO S.W. 344TH STREET 

24950 ROBERGE BOULEVARD 

24951 S.W. 232ND STREET TO U.S. 1 

24952 U.S. 1 TO S.W. 268TH STREET 

25000 WEST 147TH AVENUE 

25001 S.W. 136TH STREET TO S.W. 184TH STREET 

25002 S.W. l84TH STREET TO U.S. 

25100 WEST 157TH AVENUE 

25101 S.W. BTH STREET TO S.W. 88TH STREET 

25102 S.W. 88TH STREET TD WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY 

25103 WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY TO S.W. 28CTH STREET 

25200 WEST l67TH AVENUE 

25201 ~.W. 152NO STREET TO WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY 

25202 WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY TO S.w. 248TH STREET 

APPENDIX C CONTINUED 

RO.W. 
WIDTH 

FT. 

EXISTING 
PAVE MT 
Wi:JTH 

FT 

NA 

40- 70 

200 

0 

40 

0 

70 

NA 

0 

0 

70 

35 

0 

70 

70 

0 

0 

70 

35- 70 

0 

0 

PROPOSED 
<( 2 

NO. R.O.W. PAVE MT NO. 

_,lo 
~I-' 
a..u 
>-w 
f- (/) 

:rl(/) ~ .... ~ ii: 
<:>- 0 
z::E -
wz a:: 
_J - a.. 

TRAFFI C WIDTH 
LANES FT. 

WIDTH TRAFFIC 
FT. LANES 

20 2 

20 2 

20 2 

0 0 

20 2 

0 0 

20 2 

24 2 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

16 2 

0 0 

20 2 

20 2 

0 0 

0 0 

20 2 

20 2 

0 0 

0 0 

100 24-20-24 4 23 1.0 

100 24-20-24 4 23 2.1 

N 24-20-24 4 23 0.8 l 

70 24 2 37 0.4 

70 24 2 37 2.1 2 

70 24 2 29 6~6 2 

N N 2 N 4.1 0 

N N 2 N 0.7 C 

130 24-20-24 4 23 1.3 2 

70 

N 

70 

70 

N 

70 

24 2 29 5.0 

24 2 29 4.5 l 

24 2 29 4.1 

24 2 29 l.O 

24 2 37 2.4 2 

24 2 37 3.4 2 

70 24 2 29 0.8 2 

108 24-20-24 4 25 l-8 2 

N 24 2 37 3.0 2 

70 24 2 37 5.6 2 

70 24 2 29 5.3 2 

70 24 2 29 6.7 2 

35 16-20 2 70 24 2 29 5.2 2 

35 0-16 2 70 24 2 29 3.8 2 

35 20 2 70 24 2 37 2.3 2 

ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT 
COST 

SYSTEM 
CLASS 

RDWY. 

170 

840 

320 

86 

48 

580 

619 

44 

396 

360 

91 

55 

76 

73 

720 

69 

127 

53 

53 

297 

330 

52 

MAJOR 
STRUCT. 

98 

28 

28 

53 

28 

29 

304 

28 

14 

14 

R.0.W. TOT. EXIST. 

130 

945 

62 

42 

430 

105 

225 

82 

80 

68 

142 

112 

30 

30 

260 

104 

46 

300 UPP 

1785 

320 

246 

90 

1038 

724 

269 

396 

470 

22't 

55 

l 

L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

104 R-P 

170 L 

1166 L 

97 L 

239 L 

97 L 

97 L 

557 L 

434 L 

98 L 

-N 

"' > 



COD E 
NO. 

PRIN CIPA L ST REE T SEC T I ONS 

25203 5.W. 248TH STREET TD U.S. 1 

25204 U.S. 1 TD S.w. 32BTH STREET 

25300 FLAGLER STREET (HOMESTEAD) 

2 5301 U.S. 1 TD S.W. 177TH AVENUE 

25350 CARD SOUND ROAD 

25351 U.S. 1 TO S. CORDON LINE 

25400 WE ST 177TH AVE (KROME AVEl AND KROME AVE EXTENSION 

25401 S.W. 8TH STREET TD S.W. 136TH STREET 

25402 S.W. 136TH STREET TD S.W. 264TH STREET 

25403 S.W. 264TH STREET TO S.w. 300TH STREET 

25404 S.W. 300TH STREET TO S.W. 320TH STREET 

25405 s .w. 320TH STREET TO INTERSECTION WITH U.S. l 

25500 WEST l87TH AVENUE 

25501 S.w. 216TH STREET TO S.W. 248TH STREET 

25502 S.W. 248TH STREET TO S.W. 328TH STREET 

25503 s.w. 328TH STREE T TD S.W. 344TH STREET 

25600 WEST 192ND AVENUE 

25601 177TH AVENUE TO S.W. 187TH AVENLE 

25602 S .W. 187TH AVENUE TO S.W. 288TH STREET 

25603 S.W. 288TH STREET TO S.W. 344TH STREET 

25604 S.W. 344TH STREET TO S.W. 376TH STREET 

25700 WEST 217TH AVENUE 

25701 S.W. 288TH STRE ET TO SR 27 

2 5799 U. S. 

2 5800 BROWARD C/L TO NE 186TH STREET 

2 5801 NE 186TH STREET TO SNAKE CR EEK !SEE INTERAMA EXWY) 

2 5802 SNAKE CREEK CANAL TO NE l46TH STREET 

258 0 3 N.E. 146TH STREET TO N.E. 55TH TERRAC~ 

25804 N.E. 55TH TE RRAC E TO N.E. 13TH STREET 

2 5805 N.E. 13TH STREET TO N.E. llTH STREET 

APPENDIX C CONTINUED 

EX IST I NG 
R.O W. PAV E MT ·m 

W I DT >1 WI J °' 'i TRAFF IC 
F T FT LANES 

70- 35 20 2 

30 13 2 

66 24 2 

NA NA 2 

150 20 2 

150 20-24 2 

75 20-24 2 

90 60 4 

100 24 2 

35 - 70 16-20 2 

40- 80 20- 24 2 

40 20 2 

0 0 0 

0 0 0 

70 12-20 2 

70 24 2 

35 - 70 20-24 2 

116 22-24-22 4 

116 22-24-22 4 

66 - 90 40-50 4 

100 66-76 6 

100 88 8 

PROPOSE D 
<( z ..... --' er 

R.O.W. PAVEM'r NO. 

_JI~ 
'::'.1-­
Q_ u 
>- lJ.J 
f--CJl 

I l~I ~ (!)- 0 
z:;; -
!J.J z 0:: WIDT H WI DTH T RAFF IC 

F T FT L A NES 
_J - Q_ 

70 24 2 37 3.5 2 

70 24 2 29 1.4 2 

N N 2 N 1.2 0 

N N 2 N 1.1 0 

N N 2 N S.O 0 

N 24 2 37 8 .0 2 

N L4 2 37 2.4 2 

N N 4 N 0.9 0 

N N 2 N 2.4 0 

70 20 2 37 2.0 2 

70 24 2 37 s.1 2 

70 24 2 37 1.0 2 

150 24-44-24 4 22 1.5 2 

70 24 2 29 3. 0 2 

70 24 2 29 3.8 2 

N N 2 N 2.0 0 

70 24 2 37 6.5 2 

N 38-24-38 6 34 2.0 2 

N 38- 24-38 6 34 1.9 2 

100 36- 8-36 6 21 6.6 

N 36- 8-36 6 34 2.8 2 

N N 8 N O. l 0 

ESTIMATE D IMPR OVEMENT 
COST 

SYSTEM 
CLASS 

RD WY. 

80 

123 

137 

44 

22 

92 

22 

628 

274 

347 

78 

618 

628 

3000 

92 5 

MAJ OR 
STR UC T. 

54 

125 

R.O. W. 

35 

84 

20 

81 

15 

525 

240 

304 

32 

3970 

TOT EXIST. 

115 L 

207 L 

L 

L 

- RSP 

137 RSP 

44 RSP 

- USP 

- USP 

4 2 L 

173 L 

37 L 

1153 L 

514 L 

651 L 

- RSP 

110 L 

618 UPP 

682 UPP 

7095 UPP 

925 UPP 

UPP 

..... 
N 

"" 



CODE 
NO. 

PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS 

25806 N.E. llTH STREET TD N.E. 6TH STREET 

25807 N.E. 6TH STREET TD S.E. 2ND STREET 

2~808 UNE-WAY PAIR 

25809 SOUTHBOUND 

25Bl0 SE 2ND ST-BISCAYNE BLVD TO SE 2ND AVE 

25811 SE 2NO AVE-SE 2ND ST TO SE 4TH ST 

25812 NORTHBOUND 

25813 SE 4TH ST-SE 2ND AVENUE TO BISCAYNE BLVD 

25814 BISCAYNE BLVD-SE 4TH ST TO SE 3ND STREET 

25815 BISCAYNE BLVD-S.E. 3RD ST TD S.E. 2ND STREET 

25816 S.E. 2ND AVENUE-BRICKELL AVENUE 

25817 SE 4TH STREET TO SE 5TH STREET 

2581B SE 5TH STREET TO S. MIAMI AVENUE 

25819 SOUTH DIXIE HIGHWAY 

25820 S. MIAMI AVENUE TO S.W. 67TH AVENUE 

25821 S.W. 67TH AVENUE TO S.W. l68TH STREET 

25822 S.W. 168TH STREET TO SW. l84TH STREET -SB 

25823 S.W. 184TH STREET TO S.W. l68TH STREET - NB 

25824 S.W. 184TH STREET TO QUAIL ROOST DRIVE 

25825 QUAIL ROOST DRIVE TO S.W. 328TH STREET 

25826 S.W. 288TH STREET TO S.W. 328TH STREET 

25827 S.W. 328TH STREET TO CARO SOUND ROAD 

25828 CARD SOUND ROAD TO S. CORDON LINE 

32200 *****MIAMI BEACH FACILITIES***** 

32300 *****EAST-WEST TRAFFIC FLOW FACILITIES***** 

32400 BISCAYNE STREET 

32401 ALTON ROAD TO COLLINS AVENUE 

32500 SOUTH 5TH STREET !STATE ROAD AlAl 

32501 ALTON ROAD TU WASHIN~TON AVENUE 

32502 WASHINGTON AVENUE TO COLLINS AVENUE 

32600 DADE BOULEVARD 

APPENDIX C CONTINUED 

R.O.W. 
WIDTH 

FT. 

EX IS T IN G 
PAVE MT 
WIJTH 

FT. 

NO. R.O.W. 
TRAFFIC WIDTH 
LANES FT. 

100 40- 8-40 8 

228 48-99-48 8 

70 40 4 

50 54 3 

70 40 4 

100 40 4 

100 40 4 

PROPOSED 

_J ci 
<tZ 
u 
-1-' 
a._u 
>-w 
f- Ul 

f- ...J er J:I~ ~ 
(!)- 0 
z::;; -
w

2 
er 

...l_ a._ 

PAVEM'T NO. 
WIDTH TRAFFIC 

FT. LANES 

N N 8 N 0.4 0 

N N 8 N 0.5 C 

N N 5 32 0.2 C 

N N 3 32 O.l 0 

N N 4 32 0.2 0 

N N 4 N 0.1 0 

N N 4 N O.l 0 

70 40 4 100 38- 4-38 6 21 0.1 2 

100-110 25-25-25 4 110 36-18-36 6 34 1.9 2 

100 32-14-32 6 N 38-10-38 6 34 7.3 2 

116 24-20-24 4 N 38-20-38 6 34 6.6 2 

60 24 2 7 5 5 5 3 32 1. 0 2 

60 24 2 75 55 3 32 l.O 2 

116 24-20-24 4 N 38-20-38 6 34 0.2 2 

116 25-25-24 4 N N 4 N 9.2 0 

116 25-25-24 4 N N 4 N 3.3 0 

116 25-25-25 4 N N 4 N 2.1 0 

150 24 4 N 24-20-24 4 20 0.9 2 

70 NA 2 N 48 4 36 0.3 2 

60 49 4 N N 4 I~ 0. 4 0 

60 49 4 N N 4 N 0.1 C 

ESTI MATED IMPROVEMENT 
COST 

SYSTEM 
CLASS 

RDWY. 

27 

627 

2188 

2185 

350 

350 

62 

185 

115 

MAJOR 
STRIJCT. 

109 

50 

61 

R.O.W. 

't5 

430 

450 

450 

TOT. EXIST. 

- UPP 

- UPP 

l 

l 

- UPP 

- UPP 

- UPP 

181 UPP 

1057 UPP 

2238 UPP 

2246 UPP 

800 UPP 

800 UPP 

62 UPP 

- RPP 

- UPP 

RPP 

185 RPP 

115 L 

- UPP 

- UPP 

-N 

"" > 



CODE 
NO. 

PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS 

32601 EAST END OF VENETIAN CAUSEWAY TO ALTON ROAD 

32602 ALTON' ROAD TO WASHING.TON AVENUE 

32603 WASHINGTON AVENUE TO COLLINS AVENUE VIA 23RD ST 

12700 ARTHUR GODFREY ~OULEVARO 

JZ701 ALTON ROAD lNT~RCHANGE UF I-195 TO PINE TREE DRIVE 

32702 PINE TREE DRIVE TU COLLINS AVENUE 

32720 47TH STREET 

32721 ALTON ROAD TO PINE TREE DRIVE 

32722 PINE TREE DRIVE TO COLLINS AVENLE 

32SOO NORMANDY DRIVE-71ST STREET ONE-wAY PAIR ISRS2Sl 

32S01 E END OF N SAY VILL BRIDGE TO !~DIAN CR DR E BOUND 

32S02 E END OF N BAY VILL BRIDGE TO INDIAN CR DR W BOUND 

32S03 INDIAN CREEK DRIVE TO HARDING AVENUE 

32S04 HARDING AVENUE TO COLLINS AVENUE 

32900 96TH STREET ISURFSIDEl 

32901 E END OF SAY HARBOR ISLAND BRIDGE TO HARDING AVE 

32902 HARDING AVENUE TO COLLINS AVENUE 

33000 SUNNY ISLES BOULEVARD ISRS26) 

33001 E END OF INTRACOASTAL WTR-WY BRIDGE TO COLLINS AVE 

43200 *****MIAMI BEACH FACILITIES***** 

43201 *****NORTH-SOUTH TRAFFIC FLOW FACILITIES***** 

43300 COLLINS AVENUE ISR AlAl 

43301 BROWARD COUNTY LINE TO N.E. l95TH STREET BRIDGE 

43302 N.E. l95TH STREET SRIOGE TO SUNNY ISLES BOULEVARD 

43303 SUNNY ISLES BOULEVARD TO HAULOVER CUT BRIDGE 

43304 HAULGVER CUT BRIDGE TO 96TH STREET 

43305 96TH STREET TU 8STH STREET 

43306 SSTH STREET TO 71ST STREET 

43307 71ST STREET TO INDIAN CREEK DRIVE 

APPENDIX C CONTINUED 

PROPOSED 
...JO 
<( z w -

R.0.W. 
EXISTING 

PAVE MT 
WIDTH 

FT 

NO. R.O.W. PAVEM'f NO. 
:'.1--
0..u 
>-w 
f-- (/) 

II(/) ~ I- __J tr 
<::>- 0 
z::i: -
w tr 
__J~ a.. WIDTH 

FT 
TRAFFI C WIDTH WIDTH TRAFFIC 
LANfS FT. FT LANES 

NA 

NA 

NA 

BO 

BO 

70 

0 

70- BO 

70 

54 

54 

NA 

NA 

70 

56 4 

56 4 

56 4 

4B 4 

4B 4 

24 2 

0 0 

46 3 

56 3 

50 4 

50 4 

44 2 

44 2 

44 4 

100 22-13-22 4 

100 35-15-35 4 

100-150 25-21-25 4 

130 30-30-30 4 

NA 50 3 

NA 50 2 

130 50 3 

N N 4 N 0.2 0 

N N 4 N 0. 7 0 

N N 4 N 0.2 0 

N N 4 N 0.9 0 

N N 4 N 0.3 0 

104 3B-16-3S 6 21 0.6 2 

104 3B-l6-3B 6 21 0.3 2 

N 46,4B 3 26 1.1 l 

N N 3 N 1.1 0 

78 68 6 26 0.3 l 

N N 4 N O. l 0 

N N 4 N 0.2 2 

N N 4 N 0.1 2 

100 EXP-ST 6 28 0.4 

N 36-13-36 6 34 1.3 2 

N N 6 21 1.8 2 

N 36-13-36 6 34 2.1 2 

N 33-24-33 6 34 0.7 2 

N N 3 N 0.7 0 

N N 3 32 1.3 2 

N N 3 N 1.1 0 

ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT 
COST 

SYSTEM 
CLASS 

RDWY. 

399 

294 

69 

115 

190 

519 

B3B 

160 

MAJOR 
ST.RU CT. 

277 

B40 

211 

150 

R.O.W. 

2464 

760 

500 

1000 

TOT. EX\ ST. 

L 

L 

L 

- U-P 

- U-P 

3140 L 

lB94 L 

2SO U-P 

- U-P 

615 U-P 

- U-P 

L 

L 

1340 UPP 

519 UPP 

- UPP 

838 UPP 

160 UPP 

- UPP 

- UPP 

- UPP 

-N 
<JI 



CODE 
NO. 

PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS 

43308 INDIAN CREEK DRIVE TO 44TH STREET 

43309 44TH STREET TO ARTHUR GODFREY BOULEVARD 

43310 ARTHUR GODFREY BOULEVARD TO 26TH STREET 

43311 26TH STREET TO 23RD STREET 

43312 23RD STREET TO SOUTH 5TH STREET 

433l3 SOUTH STH STREET TO BISCAYNE STREET 

43400 HARDING AVENUE + ABBOTT AVENUE 

43401 96TH STREET TO 71ST STREET 

43402 71ST STREET TO 6BTH STREET 

43500 INDIAN CREEK DRIVE 

43501 71ST STREET TO ABBOTT AVENUE 

43502 ABBOTT AVENUE TO 63RD STREET 

43503 63RD STREET TO COLLINS AVENUE 

43504 44TH STREET TO 26TH STREET 

43600 PINE TREE DRIVE-LA GORCE DRIVE 

43601 63RD STREET TO 51ST STREET 

43602 63RD STREET TO 51ST STREET 

43603 51ST STREET TO ARTHUR GODFREY BOULEVARD 

43604 44TH STREET TO ARTHUR GODFREY BOULEVARD 

43605 ARTHUR GODFREY BOULEVARD TO DADE BOULEVARD 

43700 WASHINGTON AVENUE 

43701 DADE BOULEVARD TO 17TH STREET 

43702 17TH STREET Tu lST STREET 

43703 lST STREET TO BISCAYNE STREET 

43800 ALTON ROAD 

43801 63RD STREET TO ARTHUR GODFREY BOULEVARD 

43802 ARTHUR GODFREY BOULEVARD TO DADE BOULEVARD 

43803 DADE BOULEVARD TO SOUTH STH STREET 

43B04 SOUTH 5TH STREET TO BISCAYNE STREET 

43900 SOUTH BEACH-KEY BISCAYNE CONNECTOR 

43901 BISCAYNE STREET TO DODGEPORT ROAD EXTENSION 

43~02 DODGcPORT ROAD EXTENSION TO RICKENBACKER CAUSEWAY 

APPENDIX C CONTINUED 

R.O.W. 
WIDTH 

FT 

EXISTING 
PAVE MT 
WIDTH 

FT. 

NO. R.0.W. 
TRAFFIC WIDTH 
LANES FT. 

70-130 35- 8-35 4 

NA 49 3 

NA 46-70 3 

80 48 4 

60 44-4B 2 

70 44 2 

NA 44 2 

NA 60 2 

50- 80 31-13-31 4 

90 31-13-31 <\ 

NA 44 2 

40- 50 30 2 

NA 26 2 

NA 2B 2 

NA 31-15-31 4 

NA 31-32-31 4 

NA 50 2 

NA 70 4 

100 35- 6-35 4 

60 46 2 

NA 32-11-32 4 

NA 32-11-32 4 

100 70 4 

100 72 4 

PROPOSED 
PAVE MT 
WIDTH 

FT. 

N 

N 

N 

N 

N 

N 

N 

N 

N 

NO. 
TRAFFIC 
LANES 

_J 0 
<:[ z 
~I-' 
a..u 
>-w 
f- (/) ~l!I ii 

N 6 21 l.B 2 

N 3 N 0.2 0 

N 3 N 0.7 0 

72 6 36 0.4 2 

N 4 31 1.7 2 

N 4 31 0.3 2 

N 3 32 2.1 2 

N 3 32 0.2 2 

N 4 N 1.1 0 

N 36-13-31 6 34 0.5 2 

N N 3 32 0.2 2 

N 44 3 32 0.0 2 

N N 2 N 1.2 0 

N N 2 N 1 .2 0 

N N 4 N 0 . 6 0 

N N 4 N 0.5 0 

N N 4 N 1 . 1 l 

N N 4 N 0.4 0 

N N 4 N 1.4 0 

N N 4 N O.l 2 

N N 4 N 2.9 0 

N 36-11-36 6 34 1.5 

N N 6 21 1.3 2 

flj N 6 21 0.3 2 

0 0 0 100 26- 6-26 4 25 0.6 2 

0 0 0 100 24-12-24 4 25 2.3 2 

ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT 
COST 

SYSTEM 
CLASS 

RDWY. 

160 

57 

101 

342 

MAJOR 
STRUCT. 

30B 16960 

1253 1440 

R.O.W. TOT. EXIST. 

- UPP 

- UPP 

- UPP 

160 UPP 

- UPP 

L 

L 

L 

l 

57 l 

L 

101 l 

l 

l 

l 

L 

l 

L 

L 

L 

L 

342 l 

l 

L 

150 17418 L 

960 3653 L 

.... 
N 

"' I 

> 





APPENDIX D 
REVENUE FORECAST TABLES AND DESCRIPTIONS 
Forecast of State Gasoline Tax Revenue-Table D-1 

It was considered appropriate to use a rate of 6.5% 
increase each year over the previous year from 1968 
through 1975; from 1976 through 1985 the annual 
percent rate of increase was reduced to 5.5%. While 
the arguments presented in Chapter VI appear to 
support a continuation of the 6.5% yearly increase 
throughout the 20 year period, there is good reason 
to predict less revenue than may truly be anticipated. 
A restrained forecast provides a cushion against un­
foreseen setbacks, inflation, etc., and is compatible 
with the realistic goals established for this study by 
the participating agencies. Table D-1, which fore­
casts. the revenue of the 4-cent, 2-cent, and I-cent 
gasoline taxes separately, was derived on this basis. 
The 20 year forecast in growth of the 7-cent gasoline 

tax revenues for the State of Florida (1965-1985), 
which is a relatively accurate index of the growth 
anticipated for vehicle-miles in the State, is estimated 
to be almost 300%. The vehicle-mile growth for the 
same period anticipated in the urban areas of Miami, 
Fort Lauderdale-Hollywood and West Palm Beach, 
as determined by the current comprehensive trans­
portation studies, is 260%, 360% and 350% respectively. 

As anticipated, the · growth of vehicle-miles of 
traffic in Miami is somewhat lower than that fore­
casted in Fort Lauderdale-Hollywood or West Palm 
Beach, because the space available for expansion is 
not so readily available in urban Dade County. It 
appears to have passed its peak of urban growth rate, 
while the other areas have not. 

TABLE D-1 

Fiscal 
Year 

1968-69 
1969-70 
1970-71 
1971-72 
1972-73 
1973-74 
1974-75 

Sub-Total 

1975-76 
1976-77 
1977-78 
1978-79 
1979-80 
1980-81 
1981-82 
1982-83 
1983-84 
1984-85 

Grand Total 

Florida - Forecast of State Gasoline Tax 

Revenue to 1985 

(Thousands of Dollars) 

(1) (2) 
7-Cent Gas Tax 4-Cent Gas 2-Cent Gas 
Revenue Tax Tax (Old 
Florida (Unrestricted) Constitutional) 

198,093 113,196 56,598 
210,966 120,552 60,276 
224,679 128,388 64,194 
239,288 136,736 68,368 
254,835 145,620 72,810 
271,404 155,088 77,544 
289,044 165,168 82,584 

1,688,309 964,748 482,374 

306,341 175,052 87,526 
323,190 184,680 92,340 
340,963 194,836 97,418 
359,716 205,552 102,776 
379,505 216,860 108,430 
400,379 228,788 114,394 
422,394 241,368 120,684 
445,627 254,644 127,322 
470,141 268,652 134,326 
523,278 299,016 149,508 

5,659,843 3,234,196 1,617,098 

(3) 
I-Cent Gas 
Tax 
(7th-Cent) 

28,299 
30,138 
32,097 
34,184 
36,405 
38,772 
41,292 

241,187 

43,763 
46,170 
48,709 
51,388 
54,215 
57,197 
60,342 
63,661 
67,163 
74,754 

808,549 

129 



"""' ~ 

TABLE D-2 

Florida - Forecast of State Primary Revenue 
Available For Financing Highway Improvements 

to 1985 

(Thousands of Dollars) 

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9)1 (10)2 (11)3 
Primary Sub-Total 

Total State Reserves Hazard Federal Aid Col. 3 less Sul,>-Total 
Fiscal 4-Cent (Primary) Other Primary Primary Primary & Capital Locations, Interstate Cols. 4, 6, Col. 10 
Year Gas Tax Revenue Revenue Maintenance Resurfacing "Off the Top" Outlay Etc. Matching 7, 8, 9 Less Cot 5 

1968-69 113,195 6,000 119,195 26,807 5,975 2,000 22,639 3,000 5,000 59,749 53,774 
1969-70 120,553 6,000 126,553 28,644 6,500 2,000 22,905 3,000 5,000 65,004 58,504 
1970-71 128,389 6,000 134,389 31,872 6,812 2,000 24,394 3,000 5,000 68,123 61,311 
1971-72 136,734 6,000 142,734 34,015 7,274 2,000 25,979 3,000 5,000 72,740 65,466 
1972-73 145,622 7,000 152,622 37,741 7,521 3,000 27,668 4,000 5,000 75,213 67,692 
1973-74 155,087 7,000 162,087 40,240 8,038 3,000 29,467 4,000 5,000 80,380 72,342 
1974-75 165,168 7,000 172,168 44,489 8,430 3,000 31,382 4,000 5,000 84,297 75,867 

Sub-Total 964,748 45,000 1,009,748 243,808 50,550 17,000 184,434 24,000 35,000 505,506 454,956 

1975-76 175,052 7,000 182,052 47,178 9,812 3,000 29,759 4,000 98,115 88,303 
1976-77 184,680 7,000 191,680 51,667 10,162 3,000 31,396 4,000 101,617 91,455 
1977-78 194,837 8,000 202,837 54,545 10,617 4,000 33,122 5,000 106,170 95,553 
1978-79 205,554 8,000 213,554 59,625 10,999 4,000 34,944 5,000 109,985 98,986 
1979-80 216,859 8,000 224,859 62,915 11,608 4,000 36,866 5,000 ll6,078 104,470 
1980-81 228,786 8,000 236,786 68,604 12,486 4,000 34,318 5,000 124,864 112,378 
1981-82 241,369 8,000 249,369 72,306 13,186 4,000 36,205 5,000 131,858 118,672 
1982-83 254,645 9,000 263,645 78,744 13,670 5,000 38,197 5,000 136,704 123,034 
1983-84 268,650 9,000 277,650 82,976 14,438 5,000 40,298 5,000 144,376 129,938 
1984-85 299,014 9,000 308,014 94,624 15,854 5,000 44,852 5,000 158,538 142,684 

Grand Total 3,234,194 126,000 3,360,194 916,992 173,382 58,000 544,391 72,000 35,000 1,733,811 1,560,429 

1 State Primary Funds required to match Federal-Aid Interstate Funds. 

2 Gross Primary Revenue, less deductible expenses (except for Primary resurfacing costs). 

3 Net State Primary Revenue available for construction and rights-of-way. 



Forecast of State Primary Revenue-Table D-2 

Table D-2 was derived from data obtained by a 
series of investigations and conferences with officials 
of the Florida State Road Department. Pertinent 
data were used, where available, but the validity of 
the figures listed in this table rests primarily on the 
judgment of the Consultant. The following is a brief 
explanation of Table D-2. 

Column 1, Table D-2, is derived from Table D-1. 

Column 2 lists additional revenue that is received 
by the State Road Department from vehicle permits, 
outdoor advertising fees, vehicle overweight penalties, 
sales of plans and maps, and other sources. Past trends 
of these revenues were reviewed, and a reasonable 
growth rate based on these trends was utilized. 

Column 3 is a total of Columns 1 and 2. 

Column 4 lists the yearly estimate of Primary 
maintenance costs that must be deducted from Total 
Primary State Revenue, Column 3. There was general 
agreement that money budgeted for Primary mainten­
ance today is inadequate, although it represents more 
than 20% of the total 4-cent gasoline tax revenue. It 
is estimated that the cost of maintenance (including 
elaborate signing and electronic traffic controls) will 
require about 28% of the Primary funds by 1985.1 

Column 5 covers those funds, budgeted on a year­
ly basis, necessary to perform resurfacing on the Pri­
mary System. This has historically amounted to about 
10% of the Primary funds after all other expense de­
ductions have been made. It appears to provide a 
satisfactory estimate and this procedure was used, on 
a yearly basis, to provide these costs through 1985. 
It will be noted that these yearly figures are 10% of 
the net funds shown in Column 10. 

Column 6 sets up funds to continue financing pro­
jects which produce significant benefits to the entire 
State if they are carried out; these projects of course 
receive supportive traffic analysis. Access roads to 
Disney World in Orange County and Interama in 
Dade County are specific examples. Immediate con­
struction of access roads to these facilities is essential 
to their development and the State should have such 
funds available for immediate committment when the 
need arises. 

Column 7 includes the estimated cost of salaries, 
overhead, and capital outlay. It is evident that while 

1 The costs referred to were developed in conferences be­
tween the Consultant and the Assistant State Highway 
Engineer of Maintenance. 

this cost will increase with the years, it should do so 
at a slower rate than that of other costs. The Depart­
ment, through legislative action, now operates within 
an organizational framework that will lead to greater 
efficiencies. The quality of employee is undergoing 
rapid improvement as a result, largely, of the com­
puter age and the consequent need to employ people 
with backgrounds capable of efficiently using this 
important tool. Salary costs, as a percent of total 
construction costs, should decrease materially by 1985 
and still permit much higher salaries to be paid to 
qualified personnel. 

There is another cost that appears excessive and 
which should be reduced or eliminated before 1985. 
This is the 4% handling charge that now goes to Gen­
eral Revenue. Whatever the merits may have been 
for initiating this charge, it certainly requires review 
in the near future. 

Under the above circumstances, it was deemed 
appropriate to suppress the growth of administrative 
costs so that they would only constitute about 15% 
of the total 4-cent revenue in 1985 as shown in 
Column 7. 

Column 8 includes funds necessary to revise or im­
prove spot locations on the highway system where 
accident experience indicates that unusual hazards 
exist. As better techniques are developed to anticipate 
these conditions at the time of initial design and con­
struction, the need for such funds should not be as 
great, and they have therefore been predicted to in­
crease at less than the normal rate. 

Columns 9 and 10 are explained on the Table. 

Column 11 shows the net State Primary revenue 
available for highway construction and rights-of-way 
throughout the State. 

Forecast of Federal Funds to Florida - Table D-3 

The estimates of revenue accruing to the State 
from existing Federal-Aid programs is shown in Table 
D-3. Data for the years 1969 through 1971 were ob­
tained from the Florida State Road Department and 
indicate a constant yearly fund distribution for ABC 
roads that equals the 1968 allotment. 

Beginning in 1975, the projection is based on a 
study and recommendations as to the use of Federal 
Highway Trust Funds made to Congress by the Amer­
ican Association of Highway Officials in 1967. These 
recommendations were more recently quantified in 
a February, 1968 AASHO Finance Committee Report. 
It is believed that this is undoubtedly the best indica­
tion presently available as to probable future disposi­
tion of Federal Highway Trust Funds. 
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It should be noted in these estimates that prior to 
1975 the Interstate funds are not included as Federal­
Aid revenue. The Interstate costs are also excluded 
from the total cost to complete the highway system. 
However, the 10% State matching funds are deducted 
from the gross revenue of the 4-cent gasoline tax in 
Table D-2. Both the Federal revenues and costs for 
completing the Interstate System in Dade County 
have been excluded from this analysis, because no 
financing problem exists regarding the completion 
of this construction. To include these data would 
serve no useful purpose and might complicate proper 
explanation. The resulting revenue estimates are di­
rectly comparable with the cost estimates. 

TABLE D-3 

Florida - Forecast of Federal Funds Available 

For Financing Highway Improvements to 1985 

(Thousands of Dollars) 

Fiscal 
Year 

1968-69 
1969-70 
1970-71 
1971-72 
1972-73 
1973-74 
1974-75 

Sub-Total 

1975-76 
1976-77 
1977-78 
1978-79 
1979-80 
1980-81 
1981-82 
1982-83 
1983-84 
1984-85 

(1) 
Federal Aid 
Regular 
Total ABC 

18,415 
18,415 
18,415 
18,415 
18,415 
18,415 
18,415 

128,905 

124,311 
129,306 
134,521 
139,795 
145,130 
150,684 
156,478 
162,491 
168,565 
174,879 

Grand Total 1,615,065 

(2) (3) 
Federal Aid Federal Aid 
Secondary Urban, Primary, 
(part) Secondary (part) 

1,350 
1,350 
1,350 
1,350 
1,350 
1,350 
1,350 

9,450 

9,112 
9,478 
9,860 

10,247 
10,638 
11,045 
11,470 
11,911 
12,356 
12,819 

118,386 

17,065 
17,065 
17,065 
17,065 
17,065 
17,065 
17,065 

119,455 

115,199 
119,828 
124,661 
129,548 
134,492 
139,639 
145,008 
150,580 
156,209 
162,060 

1,496,679 

Column I-Total Federal Aid except Interstate. (Primary, 
Secondary, Urban) 

Column 2-Portion of Federal-aid Secondary that is normally 
matched by State Secondary funds. Assumed to 
be 7.33% from 1969-1985, similar to past experience. 

Column 3-Federal-aid Urban, Primary and that part of 
Secondary normally matched by State Primary 
Funds. 

Historical Data - Federal-Aid ABC 

Apportionment to Florida 

(Thousands of Dollars) 

Fiscal Year Primary Secondary Urban Total ABC 

1962-63 8,015 4,982 5,589 18,586 
1963-64 7,779 4,816 6,669 19,264 
1964-65 7,991 4,950 6,810 19,751 
1965-66 9,368 5,855 7,048 22,271 
1966-67 8,704 5,415 7,030 21,149 
1967-68 8,708 5,415 7,058 21,181 

Forecast of State Primary and Secondary Revenue to 
Dade County - Tables D-4, D-5, D-6 

Tables D-4, D-5 and D-6 are primarily derived 
from the data developed in Tables D-1, D-2, and D-3. 
They serve to predict the portion of the total State 
revenues (including Federal-Aid) that can be expected 
to accrue to the Miami urban area to satisfy its high­
way transportation needs to the year 1985. 

Primary Funds 

Table D-4 combines the net statewide 4-cent (un­
restricted) gasoline tax revenue with the total Federal­
Aid (exclusive of Interstate) funds distributed to the 
State. These are the only State controlled funds ap­
plicable to highway construction that are not dis­
tributed to the counties on the basis of legal formulae. 
They can be distributed among the counties of the 
State based on the objective, factually demonstrated 
need of each county for such funds to alleviate its 
highway needs. 

The Florida State Road Department, through its 
Division of Traffic and Planning, devotes a major 
effort toward continuing, objective, factual engineer­
ing studies to establish and maintain records of the 
highway needs of all areas of the State, both rural 
and urban. It is strongly recommended that this 
activity be continued and that the Primary ( 4-cent) 
unrestricted funds be distributed to the highway dis­
tricts and counties, to the extent practical, on the basis 
of the 20-year need of each area for these funds as 
demonstrated by the continuing highway needs 
studies. 

On the basis of the recent Ten-Year Special Study 
by the Department, it has been established that Dade 
County's need for highway funds is currently about 
13% of the total State needs to the year 1985. Thirteen 
percent was applied to the total State-controlled reve­
nue to arrive at Dade County's share of these funds, 
amounting to $397.4 million. 



Secondary Funds 
As Table D-4 has described the distribution of the 

first four cents of Florida's seven-cent gasoline tax, 
Table D-5 will describe the manner of estimating the 
portion of the 5th and 6th cent gasoline tax that will 
apply to Dade County's highway problems. This two­
cent gasoline tax is established by the Florida Consti­
tution, as is the mathematical formula by which it is 
distributed to the counties. 2 

The revenue anticipated from the present 2-cent 
(5th and 6th cent) gasoline tax listed in the first 
column of this table comes from Table D-1. Dade 
County's share of this tax, as determined by a mathe­
matical formula contained in the law, is 8.3594 per-

2 See Appendix B, part 2. 

cent.3 This figure will change slightly after each Fed­
eral census, one of the three factors in the distribution 
formula being related to population which changes 
among the counties. 

The fund, because of its Constitutional base, is 
used by counties, through the Florida State Road 
Department, as a basis for issuing bonds for financing 
highway improvements. It is also used as collateral 
for financing toll facilities, as it will generally produce 
a much lower interest rate than could be expected 
for issues covered by tolls alone. In the case of Dade 
County, the only limitation on these funds is that they 

s This value changes to approximately 13.9% by virtue of the 
new State Constitution's distribution formula as estimated by 
the Road Department. 

TABLE D-4 

Dade County - Forecast of Revenue Available 
For Financing Highway Improvements to 1985 

Unrestricted 4-Cent Gasoline Tax and Federql Aid 

State Primary Program 

(Thousands of Dollars} 

(1) (2) (3) (4) 
Net 4-Cent 13% of State (Col. 2 +Col. 3) 
Revenue 13% of State Federal-Aid Total Funds 

Fiscal Table IV 4-Cent Revenue Revenue to State Primary 
Year Col. 11 to Dade County Dade County Program 

1968-69 6,991 9,679 2,219 9,210 
1969-70 7,605 10,531 2,219 9,824 
1970-71 7,970 11,036 2,219 10,189 
1971-72 8,511 11,784 2,219 10,730 
1972-73 8,800 12,185 2,219 11,019 
1973-74 9,404 13,022 2,219 11,623 
1974-75 9,863 13,656 2,219 12,082 

Sub-Total 59,144 81,893 15,533 74,677 

1975-76 11,479 15,895 14,975 26,454 
1976-77 11,889 16,462 15,577 27,466 
1977-78 12,422 17,200 16,206 28,628 
1978-79 12,868 17,817 16,841 29,709 
1979-80 13,581 l8,805 17,484 31,065 
1980-81 14,609 20,228 18,153 32,762 
1981-82 15,428 21,361 18,850 34,278 
1982-83 15,995 22,146 29,575 35,570 
1983-84 16,892 23,389 20,307 37,199 
1984-85 18,549 25,683 21,067 39,616 

Grand Total 202,856 280,879 194,568 397,424 
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TABLE D-5 

Dade County - Forecast of Revenue Available 
For Financing Highway Improvements to 1985 

State Secondary Funds 

Constitutional 5th & 6th Cent Gasoline Tax1 

(Thousands of Dollars) 

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) 
Total 

2-Cent Dade County Federal-Aid 80% Surplus 
Fiscal- Constitutional Share 80% Secondary and Federal-Aid 
Year Gasoline Tax 8.3594% Surplus (Part) Secondary 

1968-69 56,598 4,731 3,785 176 3,961 
1969-70 60,276 5,039 4,031 176 4,207 
1970-71 64,194 5,366 4,293 176 4,469 
1971-72 68,368 5,715 4,572 176 4,748 
1972-73 72,810 6,086 4,869 176 5,045 
1973-74 77,544 6,482 5,186 176 5,362 
1974-75 82,584 6,904 5,523 176 5,699 

Sub-Total 482,374 40,323 (67,050)2 32,259 (53,640) 1,232 33,491 ( 54,872) 

1975-76 87,526 7,317 5,854 1,185 7,039 
1976-77 92,340 7,719 6,175 1,232 7,407 
1977-78 97,418 8,144 6,515 1,282 7,797 
1978-79 102,776 8,591 6,873 1,332 8,205 
1979-80 108,430 9,064 7,251 1,383 8,634 
1980-81 114,394 9,563 7,650 1,436 9,086 
1981-82 120,684 10,088 8,070 1,491 9,561 
1982-83 127,322 10,643 8,514 1,548 10,062 
1983-84 134,326 11,229 8,983 1,606 10,589 
1984-85 149,508 12,498 9,999 1,666 ll,665 

Grand Total 1,617,098 135,179 (224,777) 108,143 (179,822) 15,393 123,536 (195,215) 

1 See Appendix B, Part 2, for Constitutional Distribution Formula. 

2 The new constitutional distribution factor of approximately 13.9% will yield grand totals of $224,776,000, $179,820,000 and 
$44,956,000 respectively. 

(6) 

80% 
Surplus 

946 
1,008 
1,073 
1,143 
1,217 
1,296 
1,381 

8,064 (13,410) 

1,463 
1,544 
1,629 
1,718 
1,813 
1,913 
2,018 
2,129 
2,246 
2.499 

27,036 (44,955) 



have been used as collateral for toll facility issues. 
The Airport Expressway toll facility is meeting its 
debt service requirements much faster than antici­
pated, and none of these funds are expected to be 
needed to meet this requirement. 

After bond requirements are met (none in Dade 
County), this fund is divided into two separate fonds, 
one containing 80 percent and one contairiing 20 per­
cent. The 80 percent fund, called "80 percent sur­
plus" (that which exceeds bond requirements), is to 
be spent upon authorization by county by the State 
within the County for use on Primary and Secondary 
roads. In Dade County there is no deduction for 
maintenance, since, by County policy, there is no 
State Secondary maintained system. The remaining 
20 percent goes to the County for its use in general 
highway construction and maintenance. Estimates of 

Dade County revenue for both the 80 percent surplus 
and the 20 percent surplus funds to 1985 are shown 
in Table D-5. 

Table D-6 presents the State Secondary funds 
based upon the 7th cent gasoline tax. The 7th cent is 
quite similar to the 5th and 6th cents in many re­
spects; however, it was established by statute rather 
than by Constitutional amendment, and it is distrib­
uted to the counties on a formula which is different 
than the 5th and 6th cent formula.4 Under the exist­
ing formula, Dade County will receive 13.2520 percent 
of this fund. The fund is split into 80 percent surplus 
and 20 percent surplus funds as is the 5th and 6th 
cent revenue, with the 80 percent going to the Florida 
State Road Department for expenditure within the 

4 Ibid footnote 2. 

TABLE D-6 

Fiscal 
Year 

1968-69 
1969-70 
1970-71 
1971-72 
1972-73 
1973-74 
1974-75 

Sub-Total 

1975-76 
1976-77 
1977-78 
1978-79 
1979-80 
1980-81 
1981-82 
1982-83 
1983-84 
1984-85 

Grand Total 

Dade County - Forecast of Revenue Available 
For Financing Highway Improvements to 1985 

State Secondary Funds 

7th-Cent Gasoline Tax 

(Thousands of Dollars) 

(I) (2) (3) 
I-Cent Dade County 
Gasoline Tax Share 80% 
(7th-Cent) 13.2520% Surplus 

28,299 3,750 3,000 
30,138 3,994 3,195 
32,097 4,253 3,402 
34,184 4,530 3,624 
36,405 4,824 3,859 
38,772 5,138 4,110 
41,292 5,472 4,378 

241,187 31,961 25,568 

43,763 5,799 4,639 
46,170 6,118 4,894 
48,709 6,455 5,164 
51,388 6,810 5,448 
54,215 7,185 5,748 
57,197 7,580 6,064 
60,342 7,997 6,398 
63,661 8,436 6,749 
67,163 8,900 7,120 
74,754 9,907 7,926 

808,549 107,148 85,718 

(4) 

20% 
Surplus 

750 
799 
851 
906 
965 

1,028 
1,094 

6,393 

1,160 
1,224 
1,291 
1,362 
1,437 
1,516 
1,599 
1,687 
1,780 
1,981 

21,430 
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county and 20 percent going directly to the county. 
Both the estimated 80 percent surplus and the 20 
percent surplus revenues for Dade County are con­
tained in Table D-6. 

Forecast of Revenue Available for Financing MUATS 
Program to 1985-Summary of All Existing State and 
Federal Sources-Table D-7 

Table D-7 summarizes all existing sources of State 
and Federal revenue estimated to be available for use 
in Dade County for financing the MUATS and other 
highway improvements to the year 1985. This is a 

summation of the revenue estimates developed in 
Tables D-4, D-5 and D-6. 

Table D-7 contains other information that briefly 
explores the additional revenue that might accrue 
from the assessment of a Dade County I -cent gasoline 
tax. Also for study purposes, the revenue which would 
accrue from a one dollar local vehicle registration fee 
is estimated. Consideration may also be given to the 
use of monies not presently available for highway con­
struction, such as drivers license fees, auto tag fees, a 
State-wide increase in gas taxes, a State-wide bond 
issue, etc. 



TABLE D-7 

Dode County - Forecast of Revenue Available 
For Financing Highway Improvements to 1985 

Summary of All Existing State & Federal Sources 

(Thousands of Dollars) 

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) 

Total Funds Total Funds Column I 20% Surplus 20% Surplus 
F'iscal State Primary State Secondary Plus 5th- & 6th-Cent I-Cent Gas 
Year Program Program Column 2 Gas Tax Tax 

1968-69 9,210 6,962 16,172 946 750 
1969-70 19,824 7,402 17,226 1,008 799 
1970-71 10,139 7,872 18,011 1,073 851 
1971-72 10,730 8,372 19,102 1,143 906 
1972-73 11,019 8,904 19,923 1,217 965 
1973-74 11,623 9,472 21,095 1,296 1,028 
1974-75 12,082 10,077 22,159 1,381 1,094 

Sub-Total 74,627 59,061 (80,442)1 133,738 (155,119) 8,064 (13,410) 6,393 

1975-76 26,454 11,678 38,132 1,463 1,160 
1976-77 27,466 12,302 39,768 1,544 1,224 
1977-78 28,628 12,961 41,589 1,629 1,291 
1978-79 29,709 13,653 43,362 1,718 1,362 
1979-80 31,065 14,382 45,447 1,813 1,437 
1980-81 32,762 15,150 47,912 1,913 1,516 
1981-82 34,278 15,959 50,237 2,018 1,599 
1982-83 35,570 16,812 52,352 2,129 1,687 
1983-84 37,199 17,709 54,908 2,246 1,780 
1984-85 39,616 19,598 59,205 2,500 1,981 

Grand Totai 397,374 209,256. (280,933) 606,630 (678,357) 27,037 (44,955) 21,430 

Column 1 - Table VI, Column 4 

Column 2 - Table VII, Column 3 plus Table VIII, Column 3 plus 18% x Table V, Column 2 

Column 4 - Table VII, Column 4 

Column 5 - Table VIII, Column 4 

Note: These Tables do not include $918,000 of Florida Inland Navigation District Funds on the 1968-69 program. 

(6) (7) 

Column 4 Revenue 
Plus I-Cent Local 
Column 5 Gas Tax 

1,696 4,528 
1,807 4,777 
1,924 5,039 
2,049 5,317 
2,182 5,582 
2,324 5,862 
2,475 6,155 

14,457_(19,803) 37,260 

2,623 6,462 
2,768 6,785 
2,920 7,091 
3,080 7,410 
3,250 7,743 
3,429 8,092 
3,617 8,456 
3,816 8,752 
4,026 9,058 
4,481 9,375 

48,467 (66,385) 116,484 

1 Numbers in parenthesis are accumulated projects based on 13.9%, SRD's estimate of Dade County share under new Constitution. 

(8) 
Revenue 
Per $1 Local 
Registration 
Fee 

594 
617 
640 
663 
686 
709 
732 

4,641 

755 
778 
801 
824 
847 
870 
893 
916 
939 
962 

13,226 

lo-' 

~ 
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Linear with Spur Connectors Alternative 

This alternative concentrates use along the main park road. It 
requires the construction of either extended road shoulders or 
separate bike paths adjacent to the roadway - preferably one 
on each side of the road. Approximate length is 36 miles, not 
including spur roads. 

~ALTERNATIVE 1 
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