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AGING ROAD USERS STRATEGIC SAFETY PLAN 

SUMMARY 
The goal of the Miami-Dade County Road Users Stra-
tegic Safety Plan is:  To improve the safety and mobil-
ity of the County’s aging road users by reducing their 
fatalities, serious injuries, and crashes, while main-
taining their mobility and independence. An “aging 
road user” is a driver, passenger, pedestrian, bicyclist, 
transit rider, motorcyclist, or operator of a non-mo-
torized vehicle, who is 65 years of age and older. 

In 2015, Florida led the nation in older adults with 
19 percent of its population 65 years of age and older. 
By the year 2045, about 22 percent of Floridians will 
be 65 or older. Mirroring this anticipated trend, older 
adults in Miami-Dade County numbered about 
400,000 in 2015, representing 15 percent of the 
County’s total population. 

With this information and the goal of the project in 
mind, the study’s objectives and performance 
measures are presented in TABLE S-1.  

The issues surrounding each type of “aging road user” 
are presented next. 

Auto Users  
In 2014, motor vehicle crashes in Miami-Dade County 
(MDC) for people 65 and older accounted for 8.7 per-
cent of all crashes in the county. Older person injury 
crashes (982) were five percent of all crashes in the 
county in that year, while fatal crashes involving aging 
road users represented 0.3 percent. The trend in 
these three categories of crashes for persons 65 years 
of age and older indicate total crashes in Miami-Dade 
County between 2008 and 2014 (inclusive) increased 
by 127 percent, while injury crashes rose 25 percent, 
and fatal incidents averaged 49 per year with a range 
of 37 in 2008 to 59 in 2014. It is noted the trend in 
aging road users by gender in the categories of total 
and injury crashes in MDC were very similar, but the 
pattern of fatal crashes involving men is always higher 
than women. 

Table S-1: Project Objectives & Performance Measures 
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While these broad 
trends are not alarming, 
they don’t point to spe-
cific issues or locations at 
which improved safety 
should be afforded to 
seniors. To gain such in-
sights, analyses of crash 
patterns for 140+ older 
adult residential living 
centers were conducted 
(FIGURE S-1).  Specifi-
cally, the following were 
examined: total crashes 
of all types, and crashes 
involving persons 65 and 
older as auto users, pe-
destrians, or bicyclists 
that occurred within 
one-quarter-mile of such 
centers. From 2008 
through 2014, between 
ten percent and 11 per-
cent of all crashes in 
MDC occurred within one-quarter-mile of these as-
sisted living locations. However, it should be noted 
that during that period incidents countywide, and 
those within one-quarter-mile of an assisted living fa-
cility, increased by 70 percent and 60 percent, respec-
tively. 

Each location was then ranked from highest to lowest 
based on the total number of crashes within one-
quarter-mile in 2012, 2013, and 2014. The sites were 
also ranked by the number of crashes of any type in-
volving aging road users in those three years. Each 
time a site ranked in the Top Five, 20 points were as-
signed. Each time a site was in the Top Ten ranking, it 
was awarded ten points. The points were then totaled 
to determine the sites which are of the highest prior-
ity (most points) and, therefore, qualified for detailed 
analysis of local street/intersection conditions to de-
velop countermeasures to protect aging road users. 

The sites in 
three “tiers” 
are shown in 
TABLE S-2:   
Tier I is the top 
priority; Tier II 
sites are next in 
line for de-
tailed field 
work/counter 
measure analy-
sis; and, Tier III 
is third in line. 

It is suggested 
that in 2018, 
Road Safety Audits (RSAs) be conducted at the “Tier I” 
assisted living facilities. These should be followed by 
RSAs at the Tier II and Tier III sites, as resources per-
mit. A Road Safety Audit is a systematic process for 

Table S-2: Field Analysis Priority 
of Assisted Living Sites 

Source:  The Corradino Group 

Figure S-1: Analysis of Crash Patterns 

Source:  The Corradino Group 

 
Location # Development Location # Development Location # Development

1 PENINSULA HOUSING 49 FRIENDSHIP TOWER 97 TWIN LAKES APARTMENTS
2 CABANA CLUB 50 GIBSON PLAZA 98 THREE ROUND TOWER A
3 AMARILYS POND APARTMENTS 51 GOLDEN POND APARTMENTS 99 TUSCANY COVE I
4 PRINCETON MANOR 52 GOLF VIEW APARTMENTS 100 VICTORIA APARTMENTS
5 DONALD F. SCOTT VILLAS 53 GIBSON PLAZA 101 VILLA BEATRIZ
6 HIALEAH RESIDENCE 54 HADLEY GARDENS 102 VILLA CHRISTINA
7 HOFFMAN GARDENS 55 HUNTER RIVER WALK APARTMENTS 103 VILLA ELENA
8 LA ESPERANZA 56 HAINLIN MILLS 104 VILLA LA NINA
9 PALM GARDENS 57 JACK ORR PLAZA I 105 VILLA LA PINTA APARTMENTS

10 PALM SPRINGS VILLAS 58 JASMINE 106 VILLA LISA
11 PUERTA DEL SOL 59 JOE MORETTI I 107 VILLA MARGARITA
12 ROBERT FORCUM TOWERS 60 JOE MORETTI II 108 VILLA MARIVI
13 RAUL L. MARTINEZ PAVILION 61 JOHN AND ANITA FERGUSON RESIDENCES 109 VILLA OBDULIA
14 RUTH A. TINSMAN PAVILION 62 LA PALMA 110 VILLA PINA
15 VERNON ASHLEY PLAZA 63 LAS PALMAS PLAZA I 111 VILLA SARA
16 VIVIAN VILLAS 64 LAS PALMAS PLAZA II 112 VILLA SONIA
17 SAMARI TOWERS 65 LITTLE HAVANA 113 VISTA ALEGRE APARTMENTS
18 BISCAYNE SENIOR HOUSING 66 LOS ROBLES APARTMENTS 114 VILLA PATRICIA
19 CHERRY VILLAGE 67 LUMMUS PARK MANOR 115 VILLA PATRICIA II
20 DEEDCO GARDENS 68 MAYRAS COURT APARTMENTS 116 VILLAGE ALLAPATTAH II
21 VERANDA SENIOR 69 MILDRED AND CLAUDE PEPPER TOWERS 117 VILLAGE CARVER II
22 ALLAPATTAH COMMUNITY HOUSING 70 MARCIA GARDENS 118 VISTA GRANDE
23 ALLAPATTAH COMMUNITY HOUSING II, INC. 71 NEW HORIZONS APARTMENTS 119 WARD TOWERS ASSISTED LIVING FACILITY
24 ANNE MARIE TOWERS 72 ORLANDO APARTMENTS 120 WASHINGTON SQUARE
25 AMBER GARDEN 73 PALERMO LAKES APARTMENTS 121 WEST BRICKELL
26 ARCHBISHOP CARROLL MANOR 74 PALMER HOUSE 122 WEST BRICKELL TOWER
27 BARBARA COURT APTS 75 PINE WOODS VILLA 123 WEST BRICKELL VIEW
28 BLUE LAGOON APARTMENTS 76 PEARL 124 WESTVIEW GARDEN
29 BORINQUEN APTS 77 POINCIANA GROVE 125 ALLEN
30 BUENA VISTA APARTMENTS 78 POSTMASTER 126 COUNCIL TOWERS
31 BISCAYNE COURT 79 RIVERSIDE APARTMENTS 127 FEDERATION TOWERS
32 BROWNSVILLE TRANSIT VILLAGE II 80 ROBERT SHARP TOWERS I 128 LULAV SQUARE
33 BROWNSVILLE TRANSIT VILLAGE III 81 ROBERT SHARP TOWERS II 129 MIAMI BEACH MARIAN TOWERS
34 CARRIE P. MEEK MANOR 82 RIO TOWERS 130 REBECCA TOWERS NORTH
35 CASA DEVON 83 RIVERMONT HOUSE 131 REBECCA TOWERS
36 COLLEGE PARK TOWERS 84 SAINT AGUSTIN VILLAS 132 RIVIERA PLAZA
37 CORAL BAY TERRACE 85 SIERRA LAKE APARTMENTS 133 SHEP DAVIS PLAZA
38 COVENANT PALMS 86 ST. ANNE'S GARDENS 134 STELLA MARIS HOUSE
39 CUTLER BAY APARTMENTS 87 ST. DOMINIC GARDENS 135 VILLA MARIA
40 CARIBBEAN VILLAGE 88 ST. MARY TOWERS 136 VILLA MATTI
41 CITY HEIGHTS 89 ST. VINCENT DE PAUL GARDENS 137 ST. MONICA APARTMENTS
42 COLLINS PARK 90 STANLEY AXLROD TOWERS 138 AHEPA 421 APTS
43 CUTLER VISTA 91 SMATHERS II 139 ARCHBISHOP MCCARTHY RESIDENCE
44 DANTE FASCELL 92 STIRRUP PLAZA I 140 ROYAL PALM APARTMENTS
45 ESMERALDA BAY 93 STIRRUP PLAZA PHASE II 141 TOWN CENTER
46 FEDERATION GARDENS I 94 T.M. ALEXANDER  APARTMENTS 142 METRO SOUTH SENIOR
47 FEDERATION GARDENS II 95 TEMPLE COURT APARTMENTS 143 SOUTH MIAMI PLAZA
48 FERNANDO APARTMENTS 96 TERESA COURT 144 SWEETWATER TOWERS
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checking the safety implications of roadways/inter-
sections. The objective is to minimize future crash oc-
currence and severity by recommending improve-
ments to correct unsafe conditions. Combining RSA 
results of the Tier I sites, with the following strategies 
(which are applicable throughout Miami-Dade 
County) can create a manageable “laboratory” to im-
plement improvements and measure their success. 

The body of the report offers “countermeasures” to 
those issues affecting each category of aging road 
user—driver, passenger, pedestrian, bicyclist, transit 
rider, motorcyclist, or operator of a non-motorized 
vehicle. Also, recommendations are made to reduce 
aging road user incidents in terms of:  facility improve-
ments, like signing, lighting and use of changeable 

message equipment; application of new technology, 
such as “smart crosswalks” with inroad LED lights that 
begin to illuminate and flash when a pedestrian is pre-
sent and ready to cross; and, innovative projects like 
“It Takes a Village,” and a Rapid Senior Mentor Pro-
gram.  

It is imperative that this Aging Road User Safety Plan 
be evaluated and revised on a regular basis. Two pri-
mary measures to be used to evaluate progress are 
the changes in the number of traffic-related fatalities 
and serious injuries that occur on an annual basis. 
Both problem identification and continual evaluation 
require effective record-keeping identifying the fre-
quency and types of older-driver crashes, so counter-
measures can be implemented. 
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