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ACKGROUND

This report summarizes the findings from one of five elements of the Pro-
posed Transportation Master Plan for 1985 which together represents an
important component part of the approved General Land Use Master Plan for
Metropolitan Dade County, Florida. The other elements are: Public Tran-
sit, Airports, Seaports and Waterways, and Terminal Facilities.

The five elements have been prepared as part of the Miami Urban Area Trans-
portation Study. MUATIS is a joint effort between Metropolitan Dade County
and the State of Florida in cooperation with the U. S. Department of Trans-
portation's Bureau of Public Roads and U. S. Department of Housing and
Urban Development. The State and consultants, primarily responsible for
preparation of the highway transportation facilities, were assisted by
Metropolitan Dade County. The county (financed in part through an urban
planning grant from the U. S. Department of Housing and Urban Development
under the provisions of Section 701 of the Housing Act of 1954 as amended)
provided existing and projected economic, population and land use data and
assisted in formulating the plan. Non-highway elements of the Proposed
Transportation Master Plan were the responsibility of Metropolitan Dade
County and consultants.

The study was initiated December 1963 to meet requirements of the 1962
Federal Highway Act. The Act requires urban areas of 50,000 population or
over to have a continuing transportation program to be eligible for match-
ing federal highway construction funds. A work program was prepared in
1964 to meet these requirements and to meet the goals and objectives of
the Metropolitan Dade County Board of County Commissioners for the highest
possible level of transportation services.

The Principal Street and Highway Plan - 1985, develops a future highway
master plan which will solve the traffic problems of today and avoid those
problems of tomorrow by recommending a system of expressways, arterials
and collector streets which relate to projected travel demands in Dade
County. The highway system is also related to the travel requirements of
transit, airports, terminals and seaports to form a well balanced trans-
portation system for the metropolitan area.

The process is subject to a continuing planning program taking into con-
sideration changing trends and technological developments.
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Dear Mr. Brown:

It is with a most gratifying sense of accomplishment that we herewith
transmit to you the Summary Report describing the development of the
1985 Principal Street and Highway Plan, a product of the Miami Urban
Area Transportation Study.

This report culminates approximately five years of cooperative study
activity by the Florida State Road Department, the U. S. Bureau of Public
Roads and Metropolitan Dade County. The study process has involved
very extensive and thorough deliberation, on the part of all agencies con-
cerned, which caused this undertaking to extend well beyond its initial
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these same agencies at all levels of government regarding the conclusions
and recommendations this report sets forth.

We particularly appreciate the substantial efforts of the Florida State
Road Department Division of Traffic and Planning and the Miami Urban
Area Transportation Study Technical Advisory Committee which have
contributed greatly to the results of this study. It is our strong and
sincere hope that this study and report will serve as the basic blueprint
for coordinating the efforts of government and interested citizens toward
materially improving automotive transportation in the Miami Urban Area.

Yours very truly,

Melvin A. Conner
MAC/jo
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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 Prograrh, 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,
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CHAPTER |
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 Mel 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 2l-year period (1964-1985) and, by
identifying the travel needs therefrom, defining an
economical and efficient 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 and 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 simulating (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, transit 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



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 Commiittee. 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 Jocal governmental agencies, represents an an-
nual average expenditure, between 1968 and 1985,
of about $28 per capita.! 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 i
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
(GLUMP) 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 74% 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 Report No. 1, Traffic Data Collection, Mel Conner
& Associates, Inc.



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-trips® 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, These data included pavement,
lane, right-of-way and other widths, locations of turn
lanes, traffic islands, parking data, 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

8 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 State 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.° 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 an 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 and
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, furthér 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
L

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).®

Work and social-recreation were the most im-
portant trip purposes of persons passing through the
roadside interview stations. Qf these trips, 40.1% were
for work, 11.0%4 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 |

SUMMARY OF 1964 TRIPS FOR ALL MODES OF TRAVEL

BY RESIDENTS OF INTERNAL AREA

PURPOSE TO
PURPOSE Conv. G.AF. Pers. Social- Med.- Eat Change Serve  Totals
FROM Home Work Shop Shop Bus. Rec. School Dent. Meal Mode  Pass.

Home 654 246819 192179 12005 89162 210260 129978 25818 50473 5043 124423 1086814
Work 233089 53057 10174 518 9839 6456 580 1409 13281 1507 11352 341262
Conv. Shop 223398 2366 38792 1630 10079 15822 353 892 4669 365 6787 305153
G.AF. Shop 12735 310 1683 2669 645 995 57 38 326 29 446 19933
Pers. Bus. 82713 6762 18369 873 19343 9298 553 1538 4187 295 4258 148189
Social-Rec. 225489 2328 15658 916 7144 40076 2299 1066 11620 745 9725 317066
School 111778 1351 3005 293 1179 6372 1494 967 1935 696 2148 131218
Med.-Dent. 22221 1051 4095 145 1933 2464 241 732 805 27 870 34584
Eat Meal 50127 12411 5840 580 3749 12453 1270 275 249 283 3191 90428
Change Mode 7342 1591 665 29 545 759 786 28 331 113 60 12249
Serve Pass. 110359 16030 11105 560 4954 9585 2339 1371 2627 142 24827 183899
Totals 1079905 344076 301565 20218 148572 314540 139950 34134 90503 9245 188087 2670795

14!



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 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:

. Home Based Work

Home Based Shopping

. Home Based Social-Recreation
Home Based School

Home Based Miscellaneous
Non-Home Based

Truck

Taxi

S B W ER O

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.

Population

Dwelling Units

Automobiles

. Industrial Employment

Commercial Employment

. Other Employment

. Total Employment

. Agriculture & Fishing Employment

. 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

©© D YU 0P
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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.® 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

8 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.® 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.

® 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.



TRIP PURPOSE

Work
Productions

TABLE 11

INDEPENDENT VARIABLES TESTED FOR TRIP GENERATION EQUATIONS
VARIABLE NUMBER
2 3 4567 8 9101112131415 1617 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30 31 32 33 34 3536 37 38 39

X

X

Shopping
Productions

]

X

Social-
Recreation
Productions

School
Productions

Miscellaneous
Productions

X

»
b
&)

™

Work
Attractions

General
Shopping
Attractions

x@D®x x x x xX

Shopping
Center
Attractions

€906 x

x (X

Social-
Recreation
Attractions

School
Attractions

® ®

Miscellaneous
Attractions

Non-Home
Based
Productions
or Attractions

X X X X X X X X X

Truck
Productions
or Attractions

®»x x®x x X x x X X X X X

X X X X

Taxi
Productions
or Attractions

X

®

® Variables used in the final equations.
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CHAPTER Il
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.l® 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
Metropolitan 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 il

SUMMARY OF PLANNING DATA
FORECASTS

Study Area Increase
Planning Data 1964 1985 Factor
Population 1,187,000*  2,138,000* 1.80
Employment 429,000 795,000 185
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 tourist 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 cbjective 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 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;
ie., 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 1,146,063 189 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 496,438 183 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 14.8 917,975 152 2.28
Truck 162,739 6.0 286,148 47 1.76
Taxi 12,852 0.5 25,630 04 1.99
Subtotal 578,603 21.3 1,229,753 20.3 2.13
Total Internal Trips 2,718,361 100.0 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.!?

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 nvolve-
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,'® 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
(GLUMP). 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, Figwre 8 illustrates the transportation
system testing and evaluating procedures used in the
Miami Urban Area Transportation Study.

Evaluation Factors

Large wurban 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 Curves'* and in the 1965
Highway Capacity Manual'?, 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). . 10,000 vehicles per day
Two-Lane (1-way). . 11,000 vehicles per day
Three-Lane (1-way). . 16,000 vehicles per day
Four-Lane (2-way) . . 20,000 vehicles per day
Four-Lane divided

(2-way) . . 24,000 vehicles per day
Six-Lane divided

(2-way) . . 30,000 vehicles per day
Freeway . .
Four-Lane . 48,000 vehicles per day
Six-Lane . . 72,000 vehicles per day
Eight-Lane . . 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 traftic 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 expressways!'®
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 3*#
Second 1985 Trial System —Network 4
Third 1985 Trial System —Network 5

Final Test System —Network 6%**

Note: The existing (1964) System Map was designated as
Network 1.
¥ “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 Départ-
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 154 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.?

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 DATA 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 VI
1964 - 1985 TRIP LENGTH COMPARISON
Average Trip
System/Year of Traffic Length in Minutes
Network 1, 1964 154
Network 3, 1985 17.1
Network 4, 1985 15.8
Network 5, 1985 15.6
Network 6, 1985 15.6
TABLE Vil
VEHICLE HOURS—VEHICLE MILES—AVERAGE SPEEDS
Vehicle Vehicle Average
Network Hours! Miles? Speed?
3 (1st Future Alternate) 2,243 39,249 18
4 (2nd Future Alternate) 1,021 28,047 a7
5 (3rd Future Alternate) 965 28,099 29
6 (Recommended System) 859 26,824 31

1 Value in thousands.

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.’® 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

18 Jhid.
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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 undue 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™® 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.2

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 systemn 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

TWENTY YEAR SYSTEM COSTS
(Millions of Dollars)

Network Capital & Maintenance User Total
3 600 22,100 22,700
4 900 17,500 18,400
5 1,200 17,400 18,600
6 900! 17,400 18,300

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

. Speed change lanes should be provided on

high type facilities to minimize vehicle con-
flicts resulting from speed reduction on
through lanes.

. In view of traffic volumes and monies avail-

a,

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

. Consideration should be given to current

safety criteria related to drainage canals and
other topographical hazards.

. It is frequently desirable to make safety- re-

lated improvements which are not directly
comparable to the priority dictated by traffic
volumes only.

. Penetration and Disruptions of an Area

Alignments through or adjacent to existing
subdivisions and neighborhoods should be
located so as to minimize the disruption to
these areas.

. The relocation of families, businesses and

industries should be minimized.

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.?!

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
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TABLE X
HIGHWAY IMPROVEMENT SUMMARY TABLE
Length Cost
Facility Limits (Miles) ($ Millions)
EXPRESSWAYS
Interama Expressway 1-95 Connector to S. W. 29th Road (South Dixie Expressway ) 17 92.1
South Dixie Expressway I-95 (S. W. 29th Road) to S. W. 312 Street (Homestead) 25 95.8
LeJeune-Douglas Expressway Broward County Line to U. S. 1 16 107.3
South Dade Expressway Palmetto Expressway to S. Dixie Expressway 14 239
West Dade Expressway Okeechobee Road to S. W. 232nd Street at Krome Avenue 9% 330
Snake Creek Expressway 1-95 to Okeechobee Road 21 10.8
Opa Locka Expressway Interama Expressway to West Dade Expressway 13 39.7
Hialeah Expressway
(Including Beach Causeway) Alton Road to West Dade Expressway 16 75.1
Snapper Creek Expressway South Dixie Expressway to South Dade Expressway 3 5.8
East-West Expressway Extension Palmetto Expressway to N. W. 137th Avenue 6 5.2
Improvements to Existing Expressways —— 25 15.0
ARTERIALS-EXPRESS STREETS Sub Total =~ 183 e
N. W. 17th Avenue Flagler Street to N. W. 79th Street 6 6.2
N. W. 27th Avenue (SR 9) U. S. 1 to Golden Glades Interchange 16 10.2
S. W. 57th Avenue U. S. 1 to East-West Expressway 5 5.8
N. W. 163rd Street (SR 826) Collins Avenue (SR A-1-A) to Golden Glades Interchange 6 5.0
N. W. 20th Street N. W. 7th Avenue to N. W. North River Drive 2 47
N. W. 7th Street N. W. 17th Avenue to N. W. 57th Avenue 4 45
S. W. 40th Street U. S. 1 to West Dade Expressway 8 5.5
OTHER ARTERIALS Sub Total ~— 47 T 419
South Beach Boulevard (Tunnel) Biscayne Boulevard to Rickenbacker Causeway 3 21.1
195th Street Causeway SR A-1-A to U S. Route 1 2 1.8
U. S. 1 (6-Lane) Broward County Line to N. E. 13th Street 13 9.3
U. S. 1 (6-Lane, Upgrading) S. W. 4th Street to Cutler Ridge 18 7.4
Other 6-Lane and One-Way Pair Improvements —_ 56 38.3
Other 4-Lane Improvements — 233 135.1
New and Improved 2-Lane Facilities — 346 45.5
Sub Total ~ 671 2585
GRAND TOTAL 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 accessible 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 1V 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; ie., 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’.?? 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, Metropolitan Dade County Department of
Traffic and Transportation,
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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 determining 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 be
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 repe.
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 the 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 Designated
3. Federal-Aid Secondary Funds as “ABC
4, Federal-Aid Urban Funds 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 construction 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 is presented in Appendix B, Part 2.

Method and Assumptions Used in Projecting Revenue

A forecast of funds was made to detlérmine‘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-



44

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-1%%,
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-
flationary 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 be 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%.%*

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 described 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+ Based on current rate reported in Ten-Year Special Study
by State Road Department Fiscal 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 “tradeoffs” can be made with
other counties in the State so that the pro-
per proportions of F.A.P,, F.AS. and F.AU.
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 anocther 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 Euxisting 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 Secondary®, in addition to
the State Primary funds. The funds labeled as State
Secondary also include a portion of the Federal-Aid
Secondary Funds.?® 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
Tth 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.?” 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

Cost of
Recommended Improvement

Facility (Thousands of Dollars)
Venetian Causeway 1,683
Rickenbacker Causeway 2,255
South Beach Boulevard (tunnel) 21,071
LeJeune-Douglas Expressway 107,275
Total 132,284

Again referring to Figure 14, a balance of $228.7
million (on $139.2 per new Constitution) of the
MUATS 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 $804.1 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 MUATS 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
made recent studies of the 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.2®

The comparisons shown in Figure 16 were made
to explore what effects the continuation 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.?® 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 “1”) 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 system?®® 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)

30 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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Sla TABLE XIi 218

Z ©| PRINCIPAL STREET PLAN — TABULATION OF 1975 IMPROVEMENTS ‘:( =

PRIORETY -1 E; (THOUSANDS OF DOLLARS) g;

oe o

PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS 8 5| sysTEM  copE PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS NO. T S| SYSTEM  CODE
il cgg 3‘8 CLASS NO. TRAFFICS& :('g GIEASS NO.
== Sl LANES Z|=5| S
ExisT PRoRY|Z| RIZ| ExisT exisT propY|Z| RIZ| ExIST.

EXEECFREEWAYS AND EXPRESSWAYS®®iki 00000 *¥x%x%xEAST-WEST TRAFFIC MOVEMENT FACILITIES*#*%x% 10001
*%%¥*kEAST-WEST TRAFFIC MOVEMENT FACILITIES*#*%*% 00001 S-W. L52ND STREET (CORAL REEF DRIVE) 12000
HIALEAH EXPRESSWAY 00400 SUUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY TO U.S. 1 2 6 0.9 738 L 12002
NeWe 52 AVE TD PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY 2.5 4520 L 00404 U.S. 1L TO SOUTH DADE EXPRESSWAY 2 4 2.5 1698 L 12003
SNAPPER CREEK EXPRESSWAY 00800 SeW. 112TH STREET 12300
SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY TO SOUTH DADE EXPRESSWAY 2.9 5835 L 00801 S.W. 67TH AVENUE TO SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY 2 4 1.5 882 L 12302
*kxxENORTH-SOUTH TRAFFIC MOVEMENT FACILITIES#®%¥¥%x 00899 SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY TO U.S. 1 2 4 0.3 155 L 12303
INTERAMA EXPRESSWAY 00900 Ue.S. L TO S.W. 87TH AVENUE 2 4 0.7 363 L 12304
[-95({CUNN TO SN CR EXPWY) TO N.E. 195 ST CAUSEWAY 1.9 4730 L 00901 SeW. 87TH AVENUE TO S.W. L17TH STREET 2.2 sk 99 L 12305
NE 195 STREET CAUSEWAY TO NE 186TH STREET 0.7 1220 L 00902 JUNTIOR COLLEGE DRIVE 12350
NE 186 STREET TO SNAKE CREEK CANAL 1.2 3180 ueP 00903 SoWe 112TH STREET TO S«.W. 102ND AVENUE 0 2 0.5 146 L 12351
SNAKE CREEK CANAL TU SUNNY ISLES BLVD 0.3 2370 £ 00904 SeW. 102ND AVENUE TO S.W. 104TH STREET 0 4 0.5 420 L L2352
SUNNY ISLES BLYD TO OPA LOCKA EXPWY 3.2 11800 L 00905 S.W. 104TH STREET 12400
SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY 01200 JUNIOR COLLEGE DRIVE TO S.W. 10O7TH AVENUE 0 4 0.2 126 L 12409
[-95 CUNN AT S.W. 25 RD TO LEJEUNE-DOLGLAS EXPWY 3.0 23322 L 01201 S.W. 40TH STREET (BIRD ROAD) 13000
LEJEUNE-DOUGLAS EXPWY TO SNAPPER CREEK EXPRESSWAY 4.0 37328 L 01202 S.W. 57TH AVENUE TO PALMETTO EXPRESSKWAY 4 4 2.1 1537 U-S 13004
SNAPPER CREEK EXPRESSWAY TO SoWe 112TH STREET 2.4 13820 L 01203 SOUTH LST STREET 14100
LEJEUNE-DOUGLAS EXPRESSHWAY 01500 BEACOM BLVD TO FLAGLER STREET 0 2 0.1 157 L 14104
GOLDEN GLADES EXPRESSWAY TO OPA-LOCKA EXPRESSWAY 2.8 12980 L 01502 N 10TH STREET 15300
OPA-LOCKA EXPRESSWAY TO HIALEAH EXPRESSWAY 3.2 18240 L 01503 N.W. 3RD AVE TO WEST L1TH STREET 0 2 0.2 31 L 15302
HIALZAH EXPRESSWAY TO AIRPORT EXPRESSWAY 2.2 19005 L 01504 No LITH STREET 15400
AIRPORT EXPRESSWAY TO AIRPORT ENTRANCE 1.0 7163 1 01505 N.W. 3RD AVE TO WEST 10 STREET 0 2 0.2 31 L 15402
AIRPORT ENTRANCE TO EAST-WEST EXPRESSWAY 0.7 15356 L 01506 WEST 1U ST TO N.W. 7TH AVE 0 & 0.3 2937 L 15403
EAST-WEST EXPRESSWAY TO SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY 3.0 20740 (i 01507 N. 14TH STREET 15699
SOUTH DADE EXPRESSWAY 01800 NeWs 7TH AVENUE TG N.W. 10TH AVENUE 2 4 0.3 270 L 15703
PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY TU SNAPPER CREEK EXPRESSWAY 2.7 4400 uUPP 01801 N.W. 14TH AVENUE TO N.W. 17TH AVENUE 2 4 0.3 270 L 15705
SNAPPER CREEK EXPRESSWAY TO S.W. LO4TH ST 1.9 4220 uPP 01802 VENETIAN CAUSEWAY 15900
SeW. LO4TH ST TU WEST DADE_‘EXPRES>HAY 2.6 5050 uep 01803 EAST END OF VENETIAN CSWY TO BISCAYNE BLVD 2 4 2.T 1683 T 15901
WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY TO S.W. 152ND STREET l.4 1710 upPP 01804 N 20TH STREET 16000
kxExARTERIAL STREETS* %%k 10000 OKEECHOBEE ROAD TO LEJEUNE-DOUGLAS EXPRESSWAY 0 4 0.9 1411 L 16006

69
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wig TABLE | (1975) CONTINUED t‘§
PRIORITY | CONT. ‘E‘; sk
s . oF
PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS . o 2| systEM  copE PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS No. T Y| SsYsTEM  CODE
RAFFICEID JOf "cLass  NO. TRAFFICHID| 0] "CLASS  NO.
b = I LANES Z|5| (o
ExisT PROPY(Z| RIZ| exist ExisT PRORY|Z| RIZ| ExisT
LEJEUNE-DOUGLAS EXPRESSWAY TU N.W. 42ND AVENUE 0l'67 056 795" —L 16007 NeW. 57TH AVENUE TU PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY 2 22.0 164 L 18106
N.  29TH STREET 16500 PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY TO N.W. 87TH AVENUE 02 1.0 179 RSS 18107
BISCAYNE BLVD TO Ne.W. 15 AVE 1.8 1202 L 16501 N« 135TH STREET 18400
N.W. 15 AVE TO N.W.1l7 AVE 0.2 188 L 16502 Ne.We 32ND AVENUE TOD LEJEUNE ROAD 2 4 1.0 373 L 18404
NeW. 74TH STREET 17300 LEJEUNE ROAC TO N.W. 57TH AVENUE 2 4 1.5 785 L 18405
NeWe T79TH STREET TO N.W. 47TH AVENUE 0.5 835 b 17301 No.W. 57TH AVENUE TO N.W. 67TH AVENUE 2 2 1.0 284 L 18406
N.W. 52ND AVENUE TJ N.W. 57TH AVENUE 0.5 325 U-S 17303 OPA-LUCKA BOULEVARD 18500
79TH STREET CAUSEWAY 17500 NeWe 27TH AVENUE TO N.W. 32ND AVENUE 2 2 0.4 32 L 18503
N+<E« L2TH AVENUE TO INTRACOASTAL BRIDGE 0.1 ZL7 U=p 17501 Ne 163RD ST (SUNNY ISLES CAUSEWAY) (SR 826) 18800
INTRACOASTAL BRIDGE TO HARBOR ISLAND 0.8 2045 u-°P 17502 INTRACOASTAL WATERWAY BRIDGE TO U.S. 1 4 4 l.T 1655 UPP 18801
HARBOR ISLAND TGO EAST SIDE OF TREASURE ISLAND 1.0 990 u-°p 17503 U.S. 1 TO WEST DIXIE HIGHWAY 6 4 0.1 197 uPP 18802
TREASURE [SLAND TO NORMANDY ISLE (71ST ST) 0's20 1250 t)~p 17504 WEST DIXIE HIGHWAY TO N.E. 6TH AVENUE 6 4 2.6 1090 upP 18803
Ne 82ND STREET 17600 N.E. 6TH AVENUE TO GOLDEN GLADES INTERCHANGE 4 4 1.3 760 UPP 18804
Ne.E. 79TH STREET TO BISCAYNE BLVD 0.6 480 U-S 17601 Ne L99TH STREET (202-203RD STREET ALIGNMENT) 19200
N.E. 2ND AVENUE TO N.W. 5TH AVENUE 0.8 466 U-S 17603 BISCAYNE BLVD TO HIGHLAND LAKE BLVD 0 4 1.0 739 U-P 19201
NeWe 5TH AVENUE TO N.W. 12TH AVENUE 0.9 432 U-S 17604 HIGHLAND LAKE TO I-95 0 6 0.2 128 u-pP 19202
NeW. L2TH AVENUE TO N.W. L7TH AVE AT 79TH STREET 0.3 136 U-S 17605 [-95 TO N.W. 2ND AVENUE 0 6 2.6 2106 U-P 19203
N I5TH STREET 17800 N.W. 2ND AVENUE TO SUNSHINE STATE PARKWAY 0 4 1.5 805 L 19204
BISCAYNE BOULEVARD TO N.E. 6TH AVENUE 0.3 210 2 17801 SUNSHINE STATE PARKWAY TO N.W. 37TH AVENUE 0 4 2.0 1179 L 19205
N.E. 6TH AVENUE TO I-95 1.7 1141 L 17802 Ne.We 37TH AVENUE TG N.W. 47TH AVENUE 0 4 0.9 563 L 19206
N LO3RD STREET 17900 N.W. 47TH AVENUE TO N.W. 77TH AVENUE () 28302 762 uU-°p 19207
N.E. 6TH AVENUE TO I[-95 1.2 604 (& 17901 *%x%x%ARTER AL STREETS*%%x%% 20000
I-95 TU N.W. 22ND AVENUE 1.7 853 U-S 17902 %% % *NORTH-SOUTH TRAFFIC FLOW FACILITIES**%%x%x 20001
NeWe 22ND AVENUE TU N.W. 32ND AVENUE 1.0 503 U-S 17903 Ne.Ee L2TH AVENUE ' 20600
NeW. 52ND AVENUE TO N.W. 67TH AVENUE 1.5 588 U-S 17905 Ne.E. L79TH STREET TU N.E. L75TH STREET 0 4 0.1 268 L 20603
NeWe 67TTH AVENUE TU PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY 1.0 393 U-S 17906 NeEae 125TH STREET TO N.E. 118TH STREET 0 4 0.6 652 L 20607
PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY TU OKEECHUBEE RUAD l.4 793 U-S 17907 NeE. LGTH AVENUE 20700
N LL19TH STREET(N.W. 122ND STREET) 18100 BROWARD COUNTY LINE 10 N.E. 183RD STREET 012 2.3 443 L 20701
N.W. 27TH AVENUE TO LEJEUNE ROAD et eagl ol 18104 MIAMI AVENUE 21000
LEJEUNE ROAD TO N.W. 57TH AVENUE I's5 145 " - L. 18105 N.Fe L6TTh STREET TO N.W. LO5TH STREET 2 & 4.4 2359 L 21001



gg TABLE XI (1975) CONTINUED @g
PRIORITY | CONT. Sk sk
PRINGIPAL STREET _SECTIONS TR/%%FICEQ iS5 SrsTEM  cooE PRINCIPAL STREET _ SECTIONS TRAN_%Iczg B %_f_s—;_sﬁ,;sm QE‘&E
TaNes 95 S & Tanes 25 3F
ExisT PRoRY|Z| RIE| exist exist PropY|Z| RIF| exisT.
N.W. 79TH STREET TO N.W. 45TH STREET 2 4 2.5 1112 L 21003 N.W. 215TH STREET TO N.W. 183RD STREET 02 2.3 348 U-P 22601
NeWe 45TH STREZT TO N.W. 38TH STREET 2 4 0.3 481 L 21004 OKEECHOBEE RUAD TO N.W. 36TH STREET 2 4 0.6 416 L 22606
WEST 2ND AVENUE 21100 CURTIS PARKWAY {MIAMI SPRINGS) 23100
NeW. 167TH STREET TO N.W. 119TH STYREET 2 4 2.9 2606 U-S 21101 OKEECHGBEE ROAD TO ROYAL POINCIANA BOULEVARD 4 4 0.2 84 U-S 23101
NeWa L19TH STREET TO NeWs 79TH STREET 2 4 2.5 1932 U-S 21102 ROYAL PDINCIANA‘BDULEVARD TO HUNTING LODGE DRIVE 2 4 0.8 73 U-S 23102
NeW. 79TH STREET TO NORTH 36TH STREET 2 4 2.4 1938 U-S 21103 HUNTING LODGE DRIVE TO N.W. 36TH SYREET 2 4 0.4 200 u-S 23103
N. 36TH STREET TO N.W. 26TH STREET 2 4 0.8 1340 L 21104 WEST S7TH AVENUE (RED ROAD) 23200
S.W. 25TH ROAD 21340 PERIMETER ROAD TO S.W. 8TH STREET 2 4 1.4 1678 u-S 23206
RICKENBACKER CAUSEWAY TO U.S. L 0 3 0.3 830 L 21341 SeWe B8TH STREET TO UeS. 1 2 & 4.0 4153 uU-S 23207
WEST 17TH AVENUE 21600 U.Se 1 TD S.W. 88TH STREET 2 4 1.3 1249 L 23208
N.W. LSLEST STREET TO UPA LOCKA EXPRESSWAY 2 4 2.1 1941 L 21604 WEST 67TH AVENUE 23400
OPA LOCKA EXPRESSWAY TO 79TH STREET 2 4 2.6 1661 L 21605 U.S. 1 7O S.W. 88TH STREET 0 4 0.4 483 L 23411
79TH STREET TO AIRPORT EXPRESSWAY 2 4 2.5 2720 L 21606 WEST 72ND AVENUE 23500
AIRPORT EXPRESSWAY TO MIAMI RIVER 2 4 1.9 2160 L 21607 N.W. 103RD STREET TO OKEECHOBEE ROAD 0 4 1.3 1002 L 23501
MIAMI RIVER TO N.W. 7TH STREET 6 4 0.4 250 L 21608 SOUTH RIVER DRIVE TO N.W. 74TH STREET 2 4 0.5 567 L 23502
N.W. 7TH STREET TO SaW. 1ST STREET 2 4 0.6 1120 L 21609 NeWae 74TH STREET TO N.W. 36TH STREET EXTENSION 2 4 2.2 1507 L 23503
WEST 22ND AVENUE 21700 N.W. 36TH STREET EXTENSION TO WEST FLAGLER STREET 2 4 2.3 2397 L 23504
NoeW. 199TH STREET TU Ne.W. 191ST STYREET 02 0.2 58 L 21701 FLAGLER STREET 70 S.W. 8TH STREET 2 4 0.5 517 L 23505
N.W. 183R0O STREET TO GOLDEN GLADES EXPRESSWAY 2 4 1.0 762 L 21703 S.We 8TH STREET TO So.W. 24TH STREET 2 4 1.0 820 L 23506
WEST FLAGLER STREET TO S.W. BTH STREET 2 40.5 196 U-S 21710 S.W. 24TH STREET TO S.W. 56TH STREET 24 2.0 1092 L 23507
S.We 8TH STREET TO U.S. 1 2 4 1.6 266 U-S 21711 WEST 82ND AVENUE 23800
WEST 27TH AVENUE 21800 S.W. 40TH STREET TO S.W. 56TH STREET 2 2 1.0 393 L 23803
NeWe 21L5TH STREET TU N.W. 183RD STREET 2 4 2.3 1507 USS 21801 WEST 87TH AVENUE 24000
WEST 37TH AVENUE 22300 NoWe 74TH STREET TO EAST-WEST EXPRESSWAY 0 2 4.2 980 L 24004
GULDEN GLADES EXPRESSWAY TO N.W. 154TH STREET 2 2 0.7 kY4 L 22302 EAST-WEST EXPRESSWAY TO FLAGLER STREET 02 0.7 174 L 24005
NORTH RIVER DRIVE TO N.W. 20TH STREET 02 1.1 614 L 22303 FLAGLER STREET TO S.W. 8TH STREET 0 4 0.5 298 L 24006
NeW. 20TH STREET TO N.W. 14TH STREET 2 2 0.6 435 L 22304 S.W. BTH STREET TO S.W. 56TH STREET 2 4 3.2 17718 L 24007
WEST 42ND AVENUE (LEJEUNE ROAD) 22500 S.W. 56TH STREET TO S.W. 72ND STREET 2 4 1.0 570 L 24008
CONNECTOR FROM N.W. 15157 ST TO W. 42ND ST 0 2 0.7 276 L 22501 SeW. 72ND STREET TO S.W. 88TH STREET 2 4 1.0 619 L 24009
WEST 47TH AVENUE (EAST 4TH AVENUE) 22600 S.W. 88TH STREET TO S.W. 112TH STREET 2 4 1.5 1388 t 24010

09



@g TABLE I (1975) CONTINUED §§ s
PRIORITY | CONT. §; ; >
B B
PRINCIPAL STREET _SECTIONS No. T | SYSTEM  CODE PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS NO.  TfD Wl svsTEM  cope
TRAFFICH|J J0] "CLASS NO. TRAFFICHI CLASS  NO.
LANES 2/ S| - T IANES 25 J&| © 0 T
exisT PRORYIZ| 2F| exisT ExisT PrORMIZ| RIZ| Exist
S.W. L12TH STREET TO U.S. 1 2 4 1.5 885 L 24011 SUNNY ISLES BOULEVARD (SR826) 33000
FRANJO ROAD 24200 E END OF INTRACOASTAL WTR-WY BRIDGE TQ COLLINS AVE 4 6 0.4 1340 UPP 33001
CARIBBEAN BOULEVARD TO 0.4 MILE SOUTH 2 2 0.4 49 L 24202 wxessMIAMI BEACH FACILITIES*##%* 43200
WEST 97TH AVENUE 24300 - %¥¥%ENORTH-SOUTH TRAFFIC FLOW FACILITIES*¥¥x¥ 43201
EAST-WEST EXPRESSWAY TO S.W. 8TH STREET 04 1.3 558 L 24305 PINE TREE DRIVE-LA GORCE DRIVE 43600
S.W. 8TH STREET TO S.W. 24TH STREET 2 4 1.0 540 L 24306 ARTHUR GODFREY BOULEVARD TO DADE BOULEVARD 2 4 1.1 - L 43605
WEST LO2ND AVENUE 24400 ALTON ROAD 43800
S.W. LO4TH STREET TO S.W. L12TH STREET 02 0.3 62 L 24401 ARTHUR GODFREY BOULEVARD TO DADE BOULEVARD 4 6 1.5 342 L 43802
S.W. LL2TH STREET TO S.W. 152ND STREET 02 2.7 404 L 24402
WEST 107TH AVENUE 24500
S.W. 62ND STREET TO S.W. 72ND STREET 02 0.6 151 L 24505
WEST LL7TH AVENUE 24700
SNAPPER CREEK TO S.W. 72ND STREET 02 0.9 276 L 24703
S.W. L52ND STREET TU S.W. 168TH STREET 2 4 1.0 300 UPP 24705
S.W. 168TH STREET TO S.W. 200TH STREET 2 4 2.1 1785 L 24706
SeW. zoofH STREET TO U.5. 1 2 4 0.8 320 L 24707
U.S. 1 TO S.W. 216TH STREET AT L12TH AVE 0 2 0.4 246 L 24708
WEST L37TH AVENUE 24899
S.W. 8TH STREET TO S.W. 88TH STREET 02 5.0 269 L 24901
S.W. 88TH STREET TO WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY 02 4.5 39 L 24902
WEST DADE CXPRESSWAY TO S.W. 216TH STREET 22 4.1 470 L 24903
S.W. 216TH STREET TO S.W. 232ND STREET 02 1.0 224 L 24904
U.Se 1 25799
NE 186TH STREET TO SNAKE CREEK (SSE INTERAMA EXWY) 25801
N.E. 146TH STREET TU N.E. 55TH TERRACE 4 6 6.6 T095 UPP 25803
*%5%EMIAMI BEACH FACILITIES##%%% 32200
#x%kEXEAST-WEST TRAFFIC FLOW FACILITIES##%%# 32300
NURMANDY DRIVE-71ST STREET ONE-WAY PAIR (SR828) 32800
E END OF N BAY VILL BRIDGE TO INDIAN CR DR E BOUND 3 3 1.1 280 U-P 32801
INDIAN CREEK DRIVE TO HARDING AVENUE 4 6 0.3 615 U-P 32803



9 TABLE XII ol
(0| PRINCIPAL STREET PLAN — TABULATION OF 1985 IMPROVEMENTS [
PRIGRITY 2 g (THOUSANDS OF DOLLARS) sk
= =l
o $m o Wi SYSTEM  CODE
PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS TRA%ICEL—‘IJ _Ig %{% (%OD_E PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS TR%F—%—'ICE? Jg m —E
LANES o= & —— TaNes 25 &
exist prRORYZ| RE| exist exisT PropYlz| || exisT.
ExFFXFREENAYS AND EXPRESSWAYSH# %k 00000 * ¥ xENORTH-SOUTH TRAFFIC MOVEMENT FACILITIES*%*%% oBes9
*¥¥%%%¥EAST-WEST TRAFFIC MOVEMENT FACILITIES*%*#%%x 00001 INTERAMA EXPRESSWAY 00900
SNAKE CREEK EXPRESSWAY 00100 OPA LOCKA EXPWY TG HIALEAH EXPWY 0 6 3.7 20300 L 00906
[-95 TO N.E. 12TH AVE 0 0.9 1105 L 00101 HIALEAH EXPRESSWAY TO I-195 0 6 1.9 14350 L 00907
N.E. 12TH AVE. TO SR 7 (U.S.441) [} 1.7 2101 L 00102 1-195 TO N.W. 9TH STREET 0 6 1.6 14900 L 00908
SR 7 (U.S.441) TO N.W. 27TH AVE 0 2.3 1803 L 00103 N.W. 9TH STREET TO S.W. L STREET 0 8 0.7 "6310 L 00209
N.E. 27TH AVE TO N.W. 57TH AVE 0 3.0 1591 L 00104 SaWe 1ST STREET TO I-95 (S.W. 29TH ROAD} 0 6 1.9 12900 L 002912
N.W. 57TH AVE TO COUNTY LINE 0 4.2 1781 L 00105 l_ﬂ 01000
COUNTY LINE TO N.W. 170TH STREET (o} 2.3 1313 L 00106 BROWARD COUNTY LINE EXPWY TO MIAMI GARDENS INTERCH 4 8 3.0 - upp 01001
NM.Wo 170TH STREET TO OPA LOCKA EXPRESSWAY 0 1.9 1137 L 00107 MIAMI GARDENS INTERCHANGE 7O GOLDEN GLADES INTERCH 6 8 1.8 3340 UPP 01002
GOLDEN GLADES EXPRESSWAY 00200 SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY 01200
I-95 7O LEJEUNE-DOUGLAS EXPRESSKAY 4 3.0 1098 uPP 00201 SeW. 112TH STREET TO S.W. 184TH STREET 0 4 5.0 8090 L cl204
LEJEUNE-DGUGLAS EXPRESSWAY TO PALMETTC EXPRESSWAY 4 403 762 UPP 00202 SeW. 184TH ST TO SOUTH DADE EXPRESSHWAY 0 4 4.6 5451 L 0120%
OPALOCKA EXPRESSWAY 00300 SOUTH DADE EXPRESSWAY TO S.W. 268TH STREET 0 4 3.0 3740 L 01206
INTERAMA EXPRESSWAY TQO I-95 o] 2.3 14750 L 00301 S.W. 268TH STREET TO S.W. 312TH STREET 0 4 3.4 4025 L 01207
[-25 TO N.W. 27TH AVENUE 0 2.2 10820 L 00302 SUNSHINE STATE PARKWAY 01400
N.W. 27TH AVE TO LEJEUNE DOUGLAS 0 1.3 3045 L 00303 SNAKE CREEK EXPRESSWAY TO GOLDEN GLADES EXPRESSWAY 4 6 3.5 = T 01401
LEJEUNE-DOUGLAS EXPRESSWAY TO PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY O 3.5 8495 L 00304 LEJEUNE-DOUGLAS EXPRESSHAY 015060
PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY TU WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY 0 4.0 2660 L 00305 SNAKE CREEK EXPRESSWAY TO GOLDEN GLADES EXPRESSWAY O 8 3.2 13860 i 01501
BEACH CAUSEWAY 00310 PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY 01600
ALTOMN RD TO BISCAYNE BAY (¢} 3.0 10318 L 00311 GULDEN GLACES EXPRESSWAY TO OPA-LOCKA EXPRESSWAY 4 6 l.6 912 UPP 01601
BISCAYNE BAY TO INTERAMA EXPRESSWAY 0 0.5 9129 L 00312 OPA-LOCKA EXPRESSWAY TO HIALEAH EXPRESSWAY 4 6 4.0 1680 uPP 01602
HIALEAH EXPRESSWAY 00400 HIALEAH EXPRESSWAY TO EAST-WEST EXPRESSWAY 4 8 4.3 3430 uPPp 01603
INTERAMA EXPRESSWAY TO I-95 0 1.0 16534 L 00401 EAST-WEST EXPRESSWAY TO SOUTH DADE EXPRESSWAY 4 8 4.1 3193 upPp 0160%
I-95 TU LEJEUNE-DUUGLAS EXPRESSWAY o 3.5 23353 L 00402 SOUTH DADE EXPRESSWAY 01800
LEJEUNE-DOUGLAS EXPRESSWAY TO N.W. 52 AVE 0 1.2 8680 L 00403 S.W. L52ND ST TO SOUTH DIXIE HWY 0 4 3.3 4840 uUPP 01805
PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY TO WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY 0 4.0 2600 L 00405 SOUTH DIXIE HIGHWAY TO SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY 0 4 2.1 3660 L 01806
EAST-WEST EXPRESSWAY (INCLUDES [-395) 00700 WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY 01900
PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY TU WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY (o} 3.9 3810 L 00705 OPA-LOCKA EXPRESSWAY TO HIALEAH EXPRESSWAY EXT 0 4 4.0 4243 L 01901
WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY TO W 137 AVENUE 0 2.1 1391 L 00706 HIALEAH ‘EXPRESSWAY EXT TO EAST-WEST EXPRESSWAY 0 4 4.2 4299 L 01902
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EAST~WEST EXPRESSWAY TO S.W. 8TH STREET 06 L.4 2703 L 01903 S.W.LOTTH AVE TO THE CONNECTION WITH S.W.288TH ST 2 2 2.0 166 L 10801
S.W. 8TH STREET TO S.W. 40TH STREET 0 6 2.0 3590 L 01904 CUNNECTION W/S.W. 2B8TH ST TO S.W. 137TH AVE 02 1.0 133 L 10802
SW 40 STREET TO SW 88 STREET 0 4 3.4 4406 L 01905 5.W. L37TH AVENUE TO U.S. 1 2 2 1.7 39 L 10803
S.W. 88TH STREET TU SOUTH DADE EXPRESSWAY 0 4 2.8 3160 L 01906 S.w. 268TH STREET (MOODY DRIVE) 10900
SOUTH DADE EXPRESSWAY TO S.W. 137TH AVENUE 0 4 2.5 3595 L 01907 SeW. LO2ND AVENUE TO S.W. 107TH AVENUE 0 2 0.5 56 L 10901
S.W. 137TH AVE TO S.W. LT7TH AVE 0 4 6.2 7039 L 01908 SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY TO U.S. 1 4 4 1.6 123 RSS 10904
*%¥¥ARTERIAL STREETS*%%% 10000 S.W. 232ND STREET {(SILVER PALM DRIVE} 11200
#%¥%¥EAST-WEST TRAFFIC MOVEMENT FACILITIES# %% 10001 S.W. 87TH AVENUE TO U.S. 1 2 2 4.0 409 L 11201
S.W. 376TH STREET - STATE ROAD 27 10100 S.W. 216TH STREET {HAINLIN MILL DRIVE) 11300
J.5. ROUTE 1 TO S.W. 192ND AVENUE 02 1.5 214 L 10101 S.W. 87TH AVENUE TGO SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY 2 2 1.0 111 L 11301
S.W. 344TH STREET (PALM ORIVE) 10200 SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY TO S. DADE EXPRESSWAY 22 1.0 154 L 11302
SeW. LOTTH AVENUE TU S.W. L47TH AVENUE 2 2 4.9 197 R-P 10201 S.W. 147TH AVENUE TO S.W. 177TH AVENUE 22 3.1 159 RSS 11305
S.W. 167TH AVENUE TQO U.S. 1 2 0.9 40 R-P 10203 SeWa L77TH AVENUE TO S.W. LB7TH AVENUE 2 2 1.0 53 L 11306
SeWo 207TH AVENUE TO S.W. 217TH AVENUE 2 2 0.9 79 L 10207 CARIBBEAN BOULEVARD 11500
S.W. 328TH STREET (NORTH CANAL DRIVE) 10300 S.W. 84TH AVENUE TO FRANJO ROAD 2 4 1.3 563 L 11501
S.W. 107TH AVENUE TO S.W. Ll17TH AVENUE 2 1.0 23 L 10301 FRANJO ROAD TO S.W. LOTTH AVENUE 2 4 1.7 460 U-S 11502
SeW. L77TH AVENUE TU S.W. L87TH STREET 2 1.0 46 L 10305 S.W. LO7TH AVENUE TO 4.S. 1 4 4 0.3 24 U-S 11503
SeW. 320TH STREET 10400 S.W. 200TH STREET 11600
SeW. L6TTH AVENUE TO U.S.-1 2 2 0.7 125 L 10401 UaS. 1 TO S.W. L17TH AVENUE 2 2 0.8 18 L 11601
S.W. L77TH AVENUE TO 5.W. 187TH AVENUE 2 1.0 180 L 10402 QUAIL ROQST DRIVE TO S.W. 137TH AVENUE 2 2 1.2 27T L 11603
S.W. 312TH STREET (CAMPBELL DRIVE) 10500 Se.W. 137TH AVENUE TG S.W. 177TH AVENUE 2 2 4.1 94 L 11604
SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY TO U.S. 1 2 1.5 983 L 10502 QUAIL ROOST DRIVE 11700
SeW. 296TH STREET (AVUCADO DRIVE) 10600 FRANJO ROAD TU SOUTH DADE EXPRESSWAY 2 2 l.6 36 L 11701
S.W. L77TH AVENUE TO S.W. 187TH AVENUE 2 1.0 148 L 10602 SOUTH DADE EXPRESSWAY TO S.W. 200TH STREET 2 2 1.6 36 L 11702
S<W. 288TH STREET (BISCAYNE DRIVE) 10700 S.W. 184TH STREET (EUREKA DRIVE) 11800
S.W. 280TH STREET TO SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY 2 1.2 124 R-P 10701 OLD CUTLER ROAD TGO S.HW. 84TH AVENUE 2 4 0.8 444 L 11801
SUUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY TU U.S. 1 2 2.2 184 R-P 10702 S.W. 34TH AVENUE TO U.S. 1 2 2 1.6 109 L 11802
UsSe 1 TU 5.W. L92ND AVENUE 2 3.5 160 L 10703 U.S. 1 TU L17TH AVENUE 22 1.6 303 L 11803
SeW. 142N0 AVENUE TU S.W. 217TH AVENUE 2 245 275 L 10704 S.W. L52ND STREET (CORAL REEF DRIVE} 12000
S.W. 280Th STREET (WALDIN DRIVE) 10800 ULD CUTLER ROAD TOU SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY 2 & 1.1 539 L 12001
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SOUTH DADE EXPRESSWAY TO WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY 2 4 1.6 1070 L 12004 SOUTH DADE EXPRESSWAY TO S.W. 92ND AVENUE 2 4 1.4 68T L 12804
WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY TO S.W. 147TH AVENUE 2 4 1.6 974 L 12005 S.W. 92ND AVENUE TO S.W. 37TH AVENUE 2 4 0.5 234 L 12805
S.W. 147TH AVENUE TO S.W. 177TH AVENUE 02 3.1 408 L 12006 SaWe LL7TH AVENUE TO S.W. 137TH AVENUE 22 2.1 222 L 12807
Se.W. 136TH STREET 12100 S.W. 40TH STREET (BIRD RCAD) 13000
OLD CUTLER ROAD TO U.S. 1 2 2 2.1 76 L 12101 S.W. 27TH AVENUE 7O U.S. 1L 2 4 1.1 532 L 13001
U.S. 1 TO S.W. L17TH AVENUE 2 2 3.1 129 L 12102 U.S. 1 TO PONCE DE LEUN BOULEVARD 4 4 0.3 326 U-S 13002
S.W. LL7TH AVENUE TO S.W. L37TH AVENUE 02 2.0 316 L 12103 PONCE DE LEON BOULEVARD TO S.W. STTH AVE 4 4 1.9 992 U-S 13003
S.W. L137TH AVENUE TO S.W. L77TH AVENUE 02 4.2 427 L 12104 PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY TO WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY 4 4 4.1 2690 U-S 13005
S.¥W. 120TH STREET 12200 WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY TO S.W. 127TH AVENUE 2 4 1.1 260 L 13006
OLD CUTLER ROAD TO SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY 2 2 2.4 55 L 12201 S.We L27TH AVENUE TO S.W. 157TH AVENUE 2 2 3.2 66 L 13007
SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY TO U.S. 1 2 2 0.4 9 L 12202 BILTMORE WAY-DESOTA BLVYD (CORAL GABLES) 13300
S.W. 8TTH AVENUE TO S.W. LO2ND AVENUE 02 1.4 236 L 12203 ANDERSON ROAD TO GRANADA BLVD. 2 4 0.4 233 L 13302
SeW. 112TH STREET 12300 GRANADA BLVD. TO ANASTASIA AVENUE 2 2 0.4 32 L 13303
SeW. 57TH AVENUE TO S.W. 67TH AVENUE 22 1.1 25 L 12301 RICKENBACKER CAUSEWAY — CRANDON PARK BOULEVARD 13400
S.W. 104TH STREET 12400 CAPE FLORIDA PARK TO KEY BISCAYNE VILLAGE 2 4 1.2 614 L 13401
5.W. 5TTH AVENUE TG SUUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY 22 2.1 48 L 12401 SOUTH BEACH BLVD TO 25TH-26TH ROAD ONE-~WAY PAIR 4 6 3.0 2255 T 13404
S.W. 87TTH AVENUE TO JUNIOR COLLEGE DRIVE 02 1.5 213 L 12404 CURAL WAY{SW 13 ST,SW 3 AVE, SW 22 ST, SW 24 ST) 13500
S.W. L17TH AVENUE TO 3.W. L57TH AVENUE 2 2 4.3 378 L 12407 LEJEUNE ROAD TO S.W. 57TH AVENUE 2 4 1.6 1265 L 13506
S.W. B88TH STREET (NORTH KENDALL DRIVE) 12500 S.W. S57TTH AVENUE TO PALMETTO EXPRESSHAY 2 4 1.9 910 L 13507
DLD CUTLER ROAD TO S.W. S57TH AVENUE 2 2 1.0 34 L 12501 S.W. LL7TH AVENUE TO S.W. 137TH AVENUE 02 2.1 251 L 13510
S.W. 6TTH AVENUE TO U.S. 1 2 4 0.5 339 L 12503 SeW. 13TH STREET 13650
S.d. T2ND STREET 12600 SeW. 25TH ROAD TO S.W. L2TH AVENUE 2 4 0.2 128 L 13651
S.W. 42ND AVENUE TO S.W. 57TH AVENUE 2 4 1.5 912 L 12601 S. 8TH STREET (TAMIAMI TRAIL,U.S. 41) 13700
S.We BTTH AVENUE TO S.W. lO7TH AVENUE 2 4 2.0 1388 L 12605 S.W. 177 AVE TO CORDON LINE 2 4 0.3 208 RPP 13710
SeW. LUTTH AVENUE TO 5.W. 137TH AVENUE 02 3.3 290 L 12606 S.  4TH STREET 13800
SNAPPER CREEK DRIVE 12700 S.E. 2ND AVE TO S.E. 1ST AVE 0 4 0.2 821 L 13802
S.W. 72ND STREET TO S.W. 117TH AVENUE 2 2 1.3 30 L 12701 5.E. 15T AVE TO MIAMI AVE 02 0.1 206 L 13803
S.We 56TH STREET (MILLER) 12800 MIAMI AVENUE TO INTERAMA 0 2 0.2 317 L 13804
5.W. 5TTH AVENUE TU PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY 2 4 2.0 370 L 12802 FLAGLER STREET 14298
PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY TO SOUTH DADE EXPRESSWAY 4 4 0.3 40 L 12803 LEJEUNE EXWY TO 72ND AVENUE 4 4 3.4 1484 U-S 14305
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T2ND AVENUE TO PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY 2 4 0.5 266 U-S 14306 N.E. 2ND AVENUE TO INTERAMA EXPRESSWAY 2 4 0.2 464 L 16002
PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY TO  W. B7 AVE 2 4 1.1 437 L 14307 INTERAMA EXPRESSWAY TO N.W. 7TH AVENUE 2 6 0.8 1835 L 16003
W. B7TH AVENUE TO W. 107TH AVENUE 22 2.0 45 L 14308 N.W. 7TH AVENUE TO N.W. 22 AVENUE 2 4 1.5 3469 L 16004
N.  6TH STREET 14900 N.W. 22 AVE TO OKEECHOBEE ROAD 2 4 0.5 1210 L 16005
W. FRONTAGE ROAD (1-95) TO WEST 7TH STREET 02 0.1 13 L 14903 NORTH RIVER DRIVE 16199
N.  7TH STREET 14999 N.W. 22 AVE TO N.W. 27 AVE 2 2 0.8 19 L 16204
DUDGE PURT CAUSEWAY TO BISCAYNE BLVD 02 0.1 360 L 15000 N.W. 25TH STREET 16300
W. FRONTAGE RD TO WEST 6TH STREET 02 0.1 154 L 15002 NoW. 67 AVE TO NoW. 72 AVE 2 2 0.6 14 L 16301
WEST 6TH STREET TO N.W. 7 AVE C 4 0.5 245 L 15003 N.W. 72ND AVENUE TO PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY 2 2 0.6 14 L 16302
NaWo 7 AVE TO N.W. L0 AVE 0 4 0.3 797 L 15004 N.W. 28TH STREET 16400
N.W. 17TH AVENUE TO LEJEUNE ROAD 4 4 2.6 2940 U-S 15007 NaW. 17 AVE TO NoW. 27 AVE 2 21.0 91 L 16402
LEJEUNE ROAD TO N.W. 57TH AVENUE 4 & 1.6 1560 U-S 15008 N. 36TH STREET 16599
N.W. STTH AVENUE TO N.W. 72 AVE 2 4 1.5 2002 L 15009 N.W. 7 AVE TO N.W. 22ND AVENUE 4 4 1.5 629 UPP 16602
DODGEPORT CAUSEWAY 15100 N.W. 22ND AVENUE TO LEJEUNE-DOUGLAS EXPRESSWAY 4 4 1.4 583 UPP 16603
SOUTH BEACH BLVD TO PORT OF MIAMI 0 2 L.5 3655 L 15101 LEJEUNE 60usLA5 EXPRESSWAY TO LEJEUNE ROAD 4 4 0.7 315 uPP 16604
N. 8TH STREET 15200 CURTIS PARKWAY TO PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY 4 6 1.9 1386 U-P 16606
N.W. 2 AVE TO FRONTAGE RD 2 4 0.2 20 L 15201 PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY TO WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY 02 3.2 813 L 16607
N. 1lTH STREET 15400 SOUTH RIVER DRIVE — ROYAL POINCIANNA BOULEVARD 16700
NeW. 7TH AVENUE TO NeW. 12TH AVENUE 2 4 0.5 284 L 15404 N.W. 36TH STREET YO EAST DRIVE 4 & 0.8 64 L 16701
MACARTHUR CAUSEWAY (STATE ROAD AlA) 15500 EAST DRIVE TO CURTIS PARKWAY 2 4 0.8 64 L 16702
MIAMI BCH COAST LINE TO MIAMI COAST LINE 6 6 3.1 405 uPP 15501 T4TH STREET TO PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY 22 1.1 25 i 16704
Ne 14TH STREET 15699 PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY TO N.W. 87 AVE 2 21.3 224 L 16705
NoE. 2ND AVENUE TO N.W. TTH AVENUE 22 1.0 421 L 15702 OKEECHOBEE ROAD (HIALEAH) 16800
N. 15 TH STREET 15910 LEJEUNE ROAD TO N.W. 57TH AVENUE 4 4 1.5 136 UPP 16802
BISCAYNE 3LVD TO N.W. 1ST AVE 2 2 0.5 57T L 15911 PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY TO N.W. 103 ST 2 4 1.2 510 RPP 16805
N. L7TH STREET 15930 N.  46TH STREET 16900
N.E. 2ND AVENUE TO N.W. 2ND AVENUE 2 4 0.5 57T L 15931 BISCAYNE BLVD TO N.W. 7TH AVE 2 2 1.1 100 L 16901
NoW. 2ND AVENUE TU N.w. 7TH AVENUE 2 4 0.5 225 L 15932 NeW. 7TH AVE TO N.W. 27 AVE 2 4 2.0 1559 L 16902
N.  20TH STREET 16000 N.W. 27TH AVE TO N.W. 42ND AVE 24 1.4 1136 L 16903
BISCAYJE BUULEVARD TO N.E. 2ND AVENUE 2 4 0.1 117 16001 NeW. 42ND AVE TO OKEECHOBEE ROAD 2 4 0.3 237 L 16904



ol ola
Eg TABLE X1 (1985) CONTINUED ,"_“8
PRIORITY 2 CONT ;; %‘;
o2 o
PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS TR/?I_!%'ICEQ _,% §CX[:S_%SM g%_oo_g PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS TR%[CEE ‘J%J ﬁ% QNO_—_g—E
TANES 9I5| & T LANES 25 &
exist prorYz| RF| exist exisT ProRY|Z| RIZ| ExisT
No.W. 58TH STREET 17100 Ne.E. 6TH AVENUE TO NORTH MIAMI AVENUE 2 2 0.8 257 L 18602
N.W. 87 AVE TO N.W. 97 AVE 2 2 1.3 166 L 17103 NORTH MIAMI AVENUE TO SOUTH BISCAYNE RIVER DRIVE 0 2 0.3 195 L 18603
NeWe. 97 AVE TO WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY 02 1.9 329 L 17104 SOUTH BISCAYNE RIVER DRIVE TO N.W. 5TH AVENUE 2 2 0.2 57 L 18604
N. 62ND STREET 17200 N.We 7TH AVENUE TOQ SOUTH RIVER DRIVE 2 4 0.5 220 L 18606
BISCAYNE BOULEVARD TO N.E. 2ND AVENUE 2 4 0.5 370 L 17201 SOUTH RIVER DRIVE TO N.W. 17TH AVENUE G 4 0.6 592 L 18607
NeE. 2ND AVENUE TO I-95 4 4 0.9 136 L 17202 N.W. 17TH AVENUE TO N.W. 27TH AVENUE 2 4 1.0 440 L 18608
NeW. 7TH AVENUE TO N.W. 27TH AVENUE 4 4 2.1 282 L 17204 N.We. 27TH AVENUE TO LEJEUNE-DOUGLAS EXPRESSWAY 2 4 1.0 365 L 18509
NeW. 27TH AVENUE TO LEJEUNE-DOUGLAS EXPRESSWAY 4 4 1.3 175 U-S 17205 NeW. 154TH STREET 18700
NeW. 45 AVE TO OKEECHOBEE ROAD 4 4 lo4 128 U-sS 17207 N.W. 32ND AVENUE TO LEJEUNE-DOUGLAS EXPRESSWAY 2 2 0.3 123 L 18701
N.W. 74TH STREET 17300 LEJEUNE-DOUGLAS EXPRESSWAY TOD N.W. 6TTH AVENUE 0 2 3.3 603 L 18702
NeW. 47TH AVE TO N.W. 52ND AVE 4 6 0.5 485 U-S 17302 N.W. 67TH AVENUE TO PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY 0 2 1.0 123 L 18703
N. T9TH STREET 17400 PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY TO N.W. 87TH AVENUE g 2 1.0 122 L 18704
NoW. 17 AVENUE TO N.W. 42ND AVENUE 4 6 3.1 1750 uU-pP 17404 Ne.W. 170TH STREET 18900
N.We 90TH STREET 17700 Ne.W. 67TH AVENUE TO N.®W. 87TH AVENUE 02 2.1 245 RSS 18901
N.W. B87TH AVENUE TO WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY 0 2 3.0 279 L 17701 N.W. 87TH AVENUE TO SNAKE CREEK EXPRESSWAY 0 2 2.2 193 RSS 18902
Ne 95TH STREET 17800 Ne 183RD STREET (MIAMI GARDENS DRIVE) 150600
[-95 TO N.w. 27TH AVENUE 4 4 2.1 1423 U-S 17803 NeW. 27TH AVENUE TO LEJEUNE-DOUGLAS EXPRESSHWAY 2 4 0.9 445 L 19004‘;
NoWe 27TH AVENUE TO N.W. 42MD AVENUE 2 4 le& 2548 L 17804 LEJEUNE-DOUGLAS EXPRESSWAY TO N.W. 4TTH AVENUE 2 4 0.9 427 L 19008
N.W. 42ND AVENUE TO N.W. 62ND AVENUE 2 4 2.0 672 L 17805 N.We 47TH AVENUE TO N.W. 57TH AYENUE 2 4 1.} 546 L 1900%
N.E. 62ND AVENUE TO N.W. 72ND AVENUE 0 4 1.0 830 L 17806 NeWe S57TH AVENUE TO N.W. 87TH AVEANUE 0 2 2.8 302 L 19007
N« 103RD STREET 17900 NeE. 195TH STREET CAUSEWAY 19100
NeW. 32ND AVENUE TO N.W. 52ND AVENUE 4 6 2.0 1160 Y-S 17904 A-1-A TO N.E. 34TH AVENUE 0 4 1.3 1388 L 19101
NeW. 106TH STREET 18000 N.E. 34TH AVENUE TO INTERAMA EXPRESSWAY 0 6 0.4 368 L 19102
U.S. 27 TO WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY 0 2 2.5 175 L 18001 INTERAMA EXPRESSWAY TO U.S5. 1 0 4 0.1 32 L 19103
N L19TH STREET(N.W. 122ND STREET) 18100 Na 215TH STREET 19300
NeWo 87TH AVENUE TO N.W. 97TH AVENUE 0 2 1.0 179 RSS 18108 N.E. 34TH AVE TO U.S. 1 0 2 0.5 85 L 19301
N. 135TH STREET 18400 UeSe 1 TO DIXIE HIGHWAY 0 4 0.6 227 L 19302
NaW. 7TH AVENUE TO N.W. 32ND AVENUE 2 2 2.5 114 L 18403 DIXIE HIGHWAY TO I-95 2 4 1.0 283 L 19303
Na L51ST STREET 18600 [-95 TO SNAKE CREEK EXPRESSWAY 0 4 0.8 212 L 19304
U.S5. 1 TO N.E. 6TH AVENUE 2 2 2.0 570 L 18601 *%x k¥ ARTERIAL STREETS**%%x 20000
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#x%x¥NORTH-SOUTH TRAFFIC FLOW FACILITIES®k*%% 20001 MIAMI AVENUE 21000
N.E. 34TH AVENUE 20100 NoW. 38TH STREET TO N.W. L7TH STREET 4 4 1.5 419 L 21005
N.E. 215TH STREET TO N.E. 195TH STREET CAUSEWAY 0 4 l.6 1224 L 20101 WEST 13T AVENUE 21039
WEST DIXIE HIGHWAY 20200 N. L12TH STREET TO N. 5TH STREET 0 2 0.5 1784 L 21042
NeE. 215TH STREET TO N.E. 203RD STREET 2 6 0.8 947 U-S 20201 N. 1ST STREET TGO S. 2ND STREET 020.2 373 L 21044
N.E. 203RD STREET TU SNAKE CREEK CANAL 2 4 2.7 3074 U-S 20202 WEST 1ST COURT 21070
HIGHLAND LAKE BOULEVARD - 18TH AVENUE-19TH AVENUE 20300 W. 2ND AVENUE TO N. 23RD STREET 02 0.3 651 L 21071
N.E; 203RD STREET TO N.E. 199TH STREET 02 0.6 297 L 20302 N. 1ST TO W. 2ND AVENUE 02 0.3 651 L 21074
N.E. 185TH STREET TO 163RD STREET 4 4 1.4  400. L 20304 WEST 2MD AVENUE 21100
N.E. 16TH AVENUE 20400 3RD STREET TO S.W. 13TH STREET 2 4 0.7 1632 L 21106
N.E. 163RD STREET TO N.E. 143RD STREET 22 1.3 377 L 20401 WEST FRONTAGE ROAD (I-95) 21140
N-E. 143RD STREET TO U.S. 1 22 1.7 153 L 20402 N. 8TH STREET TO N. LST STREET 0 3 0.5 L 21141
N.E. 15TH AVENUE 20500 NGRTH RIVER DRIVE 21160
N.E. 1B7TH STREET TO N.E. LB3RD STREET 02 0.1 36 L 20501 N.W. 5TH AVENUE TO S.W. 2ND AVENUE 02 0.6 100 L 21161
N.E. 183RC STREET TO N.E. 163RD STREET 22 1.3 182 L 20502 NORTH WEST 5TH AVENUE 21180
N.E. 12TH AVENUE 20600 N.11TH STREET TO N. RIVER DRIVE 2 2 0.5 33 L 21181
N.E. 215TH STREET TO N.E. 203RD STREET 2 4 0.6 286 L 20601 WEST 8TH AVENUE 21400
N.E. LB3RD STREET TO N.E. 179TH STREET 2 4 0.1 98 L 20602 N.We 5TH STREET TO S.W. BTH STREET 4 4 0.9 414 L 21401
N.E. LT5TH STREET TO N.E. 163RD STREET 2 4 0.8 516 L 20604 WIST 12TH AVENUE 21500
NeE. L63RD STREET TO WEST DIXIE HIGHWAY 2 4 1.5 1154 L 20605 N.W. l03RD STREET TO N.W. 82ND STREET 2 4 1.6 1578 L 21502
WEST DIXIE HIGHWAY TQO N.E. 125TH STREET 2 4 0.9 634 L 20606 N.W. B2ND STREET TO N.W. 71ST STREET 26 0.5 672 U-S 21503
N.E. 118TH STREET TO U.S. L 2 4 0.6 418 L 20608 NeW. TLST STREET TO N.W. 62ND STREET 2 6 0.6 582 U-S 21504
N.E. 6TH AVENUE 20800 N.W. 62ND STREET TO AIRPORT EXPRESSWAY 2 6 1.6 1374 U-S 21505
NeW. LB3RD STREET TO N.E. 163RD STREET 4 4 0.9 46 U-S 20801 WEST L7TH AVENUE 21600
N.E. 163R0 STREET TO OPA LOCKA EXPRESSWAY 4 4 2.7 145 U-S 20802 N.W. 215TH STREET TO N.W. 183RD STREET 222.2 415 L 21601
OPA LGCKA EXPRESSWAY TO BISCAYNE BOULEVARD 4 4 2.2 122 L 20803 N.W. 183RD STREET TO GOLDEN GLADES EXPRESSWAY 22 1.0 56 L 21602
N.E. 2ND AVENUE 20900 GULDEN GLADES EXPRESSWAY TO N.W. 151ST STREET 22 1.0 38 L 21603
N.E. LL9TH STREET TQ N.E. 105TH STREET 4 4 0.9 41 U-S 20901 S.W. LST STREET TO S.W. 8TH STREET A 4 4 0.5 110 L 21610
N.E. 77TH STREET TO N.E. 62ND STREET 4 4 1.0 46 U-S 20903 S.W. 8TH STREET TG BAYSHORE DRIVE 2 41.9 887 L 21611
N.E. 58TH STREET TU N-E. 41ST STREET 4 4 1.1 50 uPP 20905 WeST 27TH AVENUE 21800
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STATE ROAD 9 TO OPA LOCKA BOULEVARD 4 4 0.4 630 UPP 21804 U-S. 1 TO OLD CUTLER ROAD 24 1.4 760 L 22510
UPA LOCKA BCULEVARD T3 OPA LOCKA EXPRESSWAY 4 4 1.0 430 uPP 21805 WEST 47TH AVENUE [EAST 4TH AVENUE} 22600
OPA LOCKA EXPRESSWAY 7O N.W. LG3RD STREET 4 4 1.1 1360 uPP 21806 WULDEN GLADES EXPRESSWAY TO NW. 154TH STREET 220.8 144 L 22603
NeW. LU3RD STREET T N.W. 79TH STREET 4 4 1.5 1544 UPP 21807 NoW. LLOTH STREET TO N.W. 74TH STREET 4 4 2.8 671 L 22604
N.W. 79TH STREET TO N.W. 36TH STREET 4 4 2.5 2291 upP 21808 Nokw. T4TH STREET TO OKEECHOBEE ROAD 4 4 1.6 375 U-P 22605
N.W. 36TH STREET TO EAST-WEST EXPRESSWAY 4 4 L1.T 1437 UpPP 21809 WEST 43TH AVENUE-GRANADA BOULEVARD (CORAL GABLES) 22700
EAST-WEST LXPRESSWAY TO U.S. 1 4 4 3.2 1571 uPpP 21810 N.W. 7TH STREET TO FLAGLER STREET 22 0.5 335 L 22701
U.S. L TO BAYSHORE ORIVE 2 4 0.8 266 L 21811 S.W. BTH STREET TO SEVILLA AVENUE 22 1.2 82 L 22703
STATE ROAD 9 21900 MAYNADA (CURAL GABLES) 22800
GULDEN GLADES INTERCHANGE TD N.W. 27TH AVENUE 4 4 2.7 980 UPP 21901 PONCE DE LEON BOULEVARD TO S.W. T2ND STREET 2 20.9 458 L 22801
BAYSHORE DRIVE (SEE SOUTH MIAMI AVENUE) 22000 WEST 52ND AVENUE 23000
S.W. L7Th AVENUE TO GRAND AVENUE 2 4 1.6 1936 L 22002 NoW. LI9TH STREET TO N.W. T4TH STREET 4 4 2.8 128 L 23001
MAIN HIGHWAY-INGRAM HIGHWAY (CUCONUT GROVE) 22100 WEST 57TH AVENUE (RED ROAD) 23200
S.W. 37TH AVENUE TO S.W. 42ND AVENUE 24 1.0 715 L 22102 N.W. 215TH STREET TO N.W. 183RD STREET 22 2.2 309 U-P 23201
WEST 32ND AVENUE 22200 N.W. L83R0 STREET TO GOLDEN GLADES EXPRESSWAY 2 41.0 491 L 23202
N.W. 183RDU STREET TU N.W. L51ST STREET 2 22.0 1371 L 22201 ULD CUTLER ROAD 23300
GPA LUCKA BLVD TO OPA LOCKA EXPRESSWAY 04 1.0 T11 L 22202 s.w- T2ND STREET TO S.W. STTR AVENUE 2 4 3.3 1995 L 23301
UPA LUCKA EXPRESSWAY TO N.W. 106TH STREET 2 40.8 650 L 22203 S.W. 5TTH AVENUE TU S.W. 152ND STREET 2 4 3.3 1784 L 23302
NeW. 106TH STREET TU N.W. 95TH STREET 2 4 0.7 405 L 22204 WEST 67TH AVENUE 23400
NoW. 95TH STREET TO N.W. 62ND STREET 2 6 2.0 1240 L 22205 NoW. 215TH STREET TO NuW. 199TH STREET 02 1.0 219 L 23401
N.W. 62ND STREET TO AIRPORT EXPRESSWAY 2 4 1.3 1488 L 22206 NoWe LY9TH STREET TO N.W. 170TH STREET 022.0 326 L 23402
AIRPORT EXPRESSWAY TO N.W. NORTH RIVER DRIVE 2 4 0.4 489 L 22207 WweST FLAGLER STREET TO S.W. 64TH STREET 2 4 4.1 2011 L 23407
NoW. 7TH STREET TU S.W. BTH STREET 2 4 1.0 988 L 22208 S.W. 64TH STREET TO S.W. 72ND STREET 2 4 0.5 278 L 23408
S.we BTH STREET TO S.w. 40TH STREET 2 4 2.0 1975 L 22209 SeW. 72ND STREET [0 S.W. 76TH STREET 240.3 171 L 23409
WEST 37TH AVENUE 22300 S.W. ToTH STREET TO U.S. 1 2 4 0.4 228 L 23410
U.S. 1 TU GRAND AVENUE 2 4 0.3 40 L 22307 S.w. B8TH STREET TU S.W. L12TH STREET 241.5 958 L 23412
WEST 42ND AVENUE (LEJEUNE ROAD) 22500 S.W. L12TH STREET TO OLD CUTLER ROAD 2 41.5 935 L 23413
N.W. LO3RO STREET TO N.W. 79TH STREET 26 1.5 932 u-$ 22505 WhaT TZND AVEMDE 23500
N.W. T9TH STREET TO N.W. 36TH STREET 4 6 2.5 1895 U-S 22506 3 s BETH STREEL TO S=M. 88TH STREET 2.22.1 543 L 23508
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TAMIAMI CANAL ROAD 23600 HIALEAH EXPRESSWAY TO EAST-WEST EXPRESSWAY 02 4.0 533 L 24502
N.W. 7TH STREET TO WEST FLAGLER STREET 2 4 0.8 413 L 23601 EAST-WEST EXPRESSWAY TO S.W. 8TH STREET 22 1.4 136 L 24503
SOUTH BAY DRIVE 23650 Se.W. BTH STREET TO S.W. 62ND STREET 223.6 192 L 24504
S.W. 87TH AVENUE TO S.W. LO2ND AVENUE 02 2.5 487 L 23651 S.W. 72ND STREET TO S.W. 88TH STREET 22 1.0 23 L 24506
WEST T7TH AVENUE 23700 S.W. L52ND STREET TO S.W. 184TH STREET 22 2.5 492 L 24508
N.W. 215TH STREET TO N.W. 199TH STREET 02 1.0 292 L 23701 S.W. 184TH STREET TO QUAIL ROOST DRIVE 2 2 0.1 2 L 24509
N.W. 199TH STREET TO GOLDEN GLADES EXPRESSWAY 0 4 2.6 1760 L 23702 SeW. 296TH STREET TO S.W. 328TH STREET 02 2.0 795 RSS 24511
WEST 82ND AVENUE 23800 S.W. 328TH STREET TU S.W. 344TH STREET 02 1.9 243 L 24512
FLAGLER STREET TO S.W. 8TH STREET 22 0.5 99 L 23801 WEST L1TTH AVENUE 24700
WEST 84TH AVENUE 23900 SeW. BTH STREET TO S.W. 40TH STREET 222.0 205 L 24701
S.W. 168TH STREET TU S.W. 184TH STREET 221.0 158 L 23901 S.W. 40TH STREET TO SNAPPER CREEK 222.5 228 L 24702
Se.W. 184TH STREET TO CARIBBEAN BOULEVARD 2 4 0.3 297 L 23902 S.W. T72ND STREET TO S.W. 152ND STREET 2 2 5.0 521 u~-pP 24704
WEST 87TH AVENUE 24000 WEST 127TH AVENUE 24800
N.W. L83RD STREET TO OPA LOCKA EXPRESSWAY 02 3.2 339 L 24001 S-W. BTH STREET TO S.W. 40TH STREET 22 2.1 90 L 24801
GPA LOCKA EXPRESSWAY TO OKEECHOBEE ROAD 02 2.3 307 L 24002 S.W. 40TH STREET TO S.W. 136TH STREET 02 6.6 1038 L 24802
OKEECHOBEE ROAD TO N.W. 74TH STREET 02 1.7 363 L 24003 WEST 137TH AVENUE 24899
OLD CUTLER ROAD TO S.W. 232ND STREET 221.8 293 L 24012 EAST WEST EXPRESSWAY TO SW 8TH STREET 04 1.3 724 L 24900
S.W. 232ND STREET TO SOUTH BAY DRIVE 22 0.7 106 L 24013 U.Se L TO $.W. 288TH STREET 22 2.4 55 L 24905
WEST 97TH AVENUE 24300 S.W. 288TH STREET TO S.W. 344TH STREET 22 3.4 104 R-P 24906
L70TH STREET TQ OPA LUCKA EXPRESSWAY 02 2.1 246 L 24301 ROBERGE BOULEVARD 24950
OPA LOCKA EXPRESSWAY TO OKEECHOBEE RODAD 62 1l.4 220 L 24302 S.W. 232ND STREET TD U.S. 1 02 0.8 170 L 24951
90TH STREET TO N.W. 74TH STREET 020.9 114 L 24303 U.S. 1 TO >.W. 268TH STREET 0 4 1.8 1166 L 24952
N.W. 74TH STREET TO EAST-WEST EXPRESSWAY 02 4.2 T6T L 24304 WEST L14TTH AVENUE 25000
S.W. 24TH STREET TO S.W. 40TH STREET 2 4 1.0 342 L 24307 SeW. 136TH STREET TU SuW. 1B4TH STREET 2 2 3.0 97 L 25001
S.W. 40TH STREET TO S.W. 56TH STREET 2 4 1.1 469 L 24308 S.W. 184TH STREET TO U.S. L 225.6 239 L 25002
S.W. 216TH STREET TO S.W. 248TH STREET 222.0 132 L 24310 WEST 157TH AVENUE 25100
wiST LOZND AVENUE 24400 S.W. 8TH STREET TO S.W. 88TH STREET 0 2 5.3 97 L 25101
SeW. 248TH STREET TG SOUTH BAY DRIVE 02 1.2 159 L 24403 S.W. BBTH STREET TO WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY 02 6.7 97 L 25102
WEST LOTTH AVENUE 24500 WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY TO S.W. 280TH STREET 225.2 557 L 25103
UKEECHOBEE ROAD TO HIALEAH EXPRESSWAY 02 3.5 421 L 24501

WEST L67TH AVENUE

25200
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S.W. 152MD STREET TO WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY 22 3.8 434 L 25201 CARD SOUND ROAD TO S. CORDON LINE 4 4 0.9 185 RPP 25828
WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY TO S.W. 248TH STREET 2 2.3 98 L 25202 #k**6MIAMI BEACH FACILITIESS®%*% 32200
S.W. 248TH STREET TO U.S. 1 223.5 115 25203 #¥t*%EAST-WEST TRAFFIC FLOW FACILITIES®*%#% 32300
U.S. 1 TO S.W. 328TH STREET 22 1.4 207 L 25204 BISCAYNE STREET 32400
WEST 177TH AVE (KROME AVE) AND KROME AVE EXTENSION 25400 ALTON RUAD TO COLLINS AVENUE 24 0.3 115 L 32401
S.W. 136TH STREET TO S.W. 264TH STREET 2 2 8.0 137 RSP 25402 47TH STREET 32720
S.W. 264TH STREET TO S.W. 300TH STREET 2 2 2.4 44 RSP 25403 ALTON ROAD TO PINE TREE DRIVE 2 0.6 3140 L 32721
WEST 187TH AVENUE 25500 PINE TREE CRIVE TG COLLINS AVENUE 06 0.3 1894 L 32722
S.W. 216TH STREET TO S.W. 248TH STREET 22 2.0 42 L 25501 96TH STREET {SURFSIDE) 32900
S.W. 248TH STREET TD S.W. 328TH STREET 2281 173 L 25502 E END OF BAY HARBOR ISLAND BRIDGE TO HARDING AVE 2 4 0.2 - L 32901
S.W. 328TH STREET TO S.W. 344TH STREET 2 2 1.0 37 L 25503 HARDING AVENUE TO COLLINS AVENUE 2 4 0.1 - b 32902
WEST 192ND AVENUE 25600 565 4MIAMT BEACH FACILITIES*%%%s 43200
177TH AVENUE TO S.W. LB7TH AVENUE 04 1.5 1153 L 25601 5% XNORTH~SOUTH TRAFFIC FLOW FACILITIES*#*%# 43201
S.W. 187TH AVENUE TO S.W. 288TH STREET 02 3.0 514 L 25602 COLLINS AVENUE (SR AlAa} 43300
SeW. 288TH STREET TO S.W. 344TH STREET 223.8 651 L 25603 BROWARD COUNTY LINE TO N.E. 195TH STREET BRIDGE 4 6 1.3 519 UPP 43301
WEST 217TH AVENUE 25700 N.E. 195TH STREET BRIDGE TO SUNNY ISLES BOULEVARD 4 6 1.8 - uPP 43302
S.W. 288TH STREET TQ SR 27 22 6.5 110 L 25701 SUNNY ISLES BOULEVARD TO HAULOVER CUT BRIDGE 4 6 2.1 838 UPP 43303
U.S. 1 25799 HAULOVER CUT BRIDGE TO 96TH STREET 4 6 0.7 160 UPP 43304
BROWARD C/L TO NE 186TH STREET 4 6 2.0 618 UPP 25800 B88TH STREET TO 71ST STREET 2 3 1.3 - uep 43306
SNAKE CREEK CANAL T0O NE 146TH STREET 4 6 1.9 682 UPP 25802 INDIAN CREEK DRIVE TO 44TH STREET 4 6 1.8 - upp 43308
M.E. 55TH TERRACE TO N.E. 13TH STREET 6 6 2.8 925 UPP 25804 26TH STRELT TO 23RD STREET 4 6 0.4 160 UPP 43311
S.E. 2ND AVENUE-BRICKELL AVENUE 25816 23RD STREET TO SOUTH 5TH STREET 2 4 1.7 - uPP 43312
SE 4TH STREET TO SE 5TH STREET 4 6 0.1 181 uPP 25817 SOUTH STH STREET TO BISCAYNE STREET 2 4 0.3 - L 43313
SE 5TH STREET TO S. MIAMI AVENUE 4 6 1.9 1057 upp 25818 HARDING AVENUE + ABBOTT AVENUE 43400
SOUTH DIXIE HIGHWAY 25819 96TH STREET TO 71ST STREET 2 3 2.1 - L 43401
S. MIAMI AVENUE TO S.W. 6TTH AVENUE 6 6 T.3 2238 UPP 25820 7LST STREET TO 68TH STREET 2 3 0.2 - L 43402
S.W. 67TH AVENUE TO S.W. 168TH STREET 4 6 6.6 2246 UPP 25821 INDIAN CRESK DRIVE 43500
S.W. 168TH STREET TO SW. 1B4TH STREET —-SB 2 3 1.0 BOO uPP 25822 ABBOTT AVENUE TO 63RD STREET 4 6 0.5 57 L 43502
SeW. 184TH STREET TO S.W. 168TH STREET - NB 2 3 1.0 800 uPP 25823 63RD STREET TO COLLINS AVENUE 2 3 0.2 - L 43503
S.W. 184TH STREET TO GUAIL ROOST DRIVE 4 6 0.2 62 UPP 25824 44TH STRELT TO 26FH STREET 2 30.8 101 L 43504
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WASHINGTUN AVENUE 43700
LST STREET TO BISCAYNE STREET 2 4 0.1 - L 43703
ALTON ROAD 43800
DADE BOULEVARD TO SOUTH 5TH STREET 4 6 1.3 - L 43803
SOUTH 5TH STREET TQ BISCAYNE STREET 4 6 0.3 - v 43804
SOUTH BEACH-KEY BISCAYNE CONNECTOR 43900
BISCAYNE STREET TO DODGEPORT ROAD EXTENSION 0 4 0.6 17418 L 43901

DODGEPORT ROAD EXTENSION TO RICKENBACKER CAUSEWAY O 4 2.3 3653 L 43902
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CHAPTER ViII

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 elemerts.?!

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, satisties
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 new 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 represent 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 should
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 Department
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-county 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 procedures
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 growth 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. Review 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:
Ttems 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.
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_ to a similar assignment of responsibility as a starting cluding re-examination of the role assumed for

point for pohoy discussion. Consxderahon may also ~mass transit facilities. This analysis should also

: . include examination of the relationship

_ tween parking and land use densities, -
. Re-evaluate financial resources avaﬂable for

improvement needs and extension of the pn— :
_ ority project program. ~ \

be 6. Prepare and publish a s;peaa Iep()lt’ oresenting

- (m ximum) mtervals.  ithwew plan and program.

1« If not prevxously Vdone, determme adequacy of , andhog of corresponding IESPQHSIbIh s
~ base study models using one of the methods g the base study suggests that the foliowmg
descnbed later in thlS report . delegahon of the above tasks be considered:
Metropolitan Dade Cﬁxmty Planning Departmen:
.., ksl 03 4 5

. ’travei‘ desires 'for Ehamgn year usmg base
\ study or updated models. .

5. Assign these desires to transportation plan de»ff
veloped during base study or last major update

\\ Items 1= 2* 4 5%
“ Technlcal Adv1sory Comml’ctee \ \

- evaluated to determme if growth aﬂd change is Vi)m—

to new plan \ .
ceedmg as predicted durmg the basw or last ma]or“

Develop cost estlmates _prioriti
~ for new plan. ~
. Prepare and pubhsh a special report present- . =
Vmg th up,‘;irted plan. ,

~ models. Changes in land development may necessi-
tate minor changes in the system, or may require
_ major revision and updatmg of the proposed system .

fun ons durmg the base study sugg' ts that con-'
sxderatlon be given to assigning these tasks as follows:
Metropohtan Dade County Planning Bepartmento

. Items 3, 6"* 7 1 -

of area
~year. Using these projections, travel should be fore-

| - revised moéeis) and 1=
revised plan developed to meet the newer demands.
iWhen changes in area development are to be tesi d ‘

of an a1ea there will be modlhcatmns to the predmted
, feaiures of land use development that will occur ,
_points in time between scheduled updates In addi- .
 tion, there will be IGQuests or minor mo : .

Ma]or Ten-Year (or More Frequent) Re-evaluatmn '
‘ o1 the udy orgamz

1 Assess changes in technology, growth assump-

. and new sources or dlstn’butlo opohaes? ¢ sport ,

for public funds. - \ . ,.[\necessary that these changes and modlﬁoatmns be

Initiate a major review of the transportauon and evaluated as they affect the entire transportation

" \ \ \ system The majority of these cases can be evaluated
objectives. | . . . f’usmg an engmeenng approach without the need for'

3. Review populatlon _enonomic anﬂ empisoymenti : ~ :




‘ ”,[desmable even necessarv in some zr.stancec

must then be compared to the orzgmal a.,mgnment the

- effect of the change eva}uated and xt necessary, the .

_ Plan rev1sed

the reqmred transportatlon systef

~ the same as the routine analysis.

. prov131ons zomng and other regulatory matters

Indlcators of Land Use and Some Economw Change

Numerous methods are avaﬂab}e §01

- - lmed genelally beIow

. growth for the fellowmg vanahles [ -
~ a) Population

b Employment

~ ¢) Automobiles -

ona d1stmct by dlstrwt bams.

- - ‘deveiopment as predn,ted

Is Sensed

‘ ?"“. eeonomlc deve}opment is derected

te im-
‘mediately evaluate quantlratlvely the effect of theee
~ changes on the total plan. A sxgmﬁcant change in

__ anticipated land development such as the unexpec!ed -
_introduction of a new large industry or shoppma’ cen-
 ter, must be quantlﬁed (expressed in employment,
_ square footage, etc.) and entered into the files o
_ related data in prescnbed format (the “data banh”) -
 With the revised data, new forecasts of trips may be
 made, distributed and assxgned to the network repre-
_ senting the Plan. The results of such an assignment

Even though such routme analyses are done fromf, .
- 'tlmetotlmemthe:contmumg plaxmmg pmoess to deter«f';
_ mine the effect of minor land use and socio-economic
_ ~change from that whlch has been antlelpated a close
~ watch must be kept on the total pleture of this devel-

in the cenmmmg planning process is the periodic

. i th t -
_ opment. Changes which will have a great effect on L models o d

- such as the indus-
_ trialization of a large area plevmusly planned as
. ‘resldenttal must be antlcxpated at the earliest possible
stages in the process. Once these changes have been‘
sensed, the task of determining their effect is much
, Such analysis, if
- . fplan
done in time, substanhally improves the factual basmw ,
. 1equ1red for enhghtened decisions pertaining to. access .
’ . vmons of the mathematical models for estimating tr1p .
- geperatton, trip distribution and modal split. Analysis
of the adequacy of the travel models must be checked
, sensxng{
. changes in the development of the area. These will
~ not be dlscussed in detaxl in this repert hm are eut»t'

' "'eSS

l A1ea~W1de analy51s of pred1cted vexsus actual:f,

2 The same type ana1y31s can be pezforme& fer '~
 various sub- dmsxons of the urban area——at least

. 3 Visual companson of exzstmg gene;al Ian& use/

_ with that existing in base year and that pre-

dicted for design yea ar to ensure same general - .

1 -  travel must be made an& the effeet on the plan
Steps To Be Taken When Ma;or Develepment Chenge_; , \evaiua ee

Whptha travel habus have changed mgmflcantly ’
These methods can range from a complete origin and
V”destmatlon suwey and subsequent model adeQuacy

The followmg steps should be taken when an i
dlcatwn of major change in land use and souo?,f,

- 1 L,empiete the review and confxrm or re~f01ecast‘ .
all land use and socio-economic quantities con-
 tained in the data bank that are used in trxp .
;, ,«',geﬂevatmn equations. '
2, Utilizing the re-forecasted data from above and
' jthe modeis develoPed in the base study or most', -
recent revision thereof, determme the tr1p gen-~ -
',e"ailon and &lstr}butlon for those condmons .
3 Assign these travel desires to the network reple- -

~ senting the plan and determine deficiencies
. facilities no longer warranted) k .
4. Should plaq changes be required in the trans-, -

- gpmt ation p}eu &evelop a plan, estimate of costs -
~ and a new plogram for }mplementatlon of the .

' jrewseri pxan, . ~ ,

Eeactmn to Travel Pattern Change

- Anofher me;or aottwty 1equ1rmg cIose attentlon

_ under the base study are still valid representatlons of

_ current travel habits. If such a condition is found not .
 to exist, jt is then necessary to revise the models oo

' kfoxecast the design year travel and determine what .
effect this has on the plan Revmons mlght range

from minor ad]ustmem to ma}or revampmg of the .

Ma}oi changes in travel hablts would requnre e

at mten afs as a pazt of the contmumg planmng pro-

Wheleli is suspeeted that travel charactenshcs* -

- ,lm 2 certain part of the area (e.g. the beach) orforell
'or the area differ substantially from those descrlbed: .
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 -
_mew ones, ,
will most hkel ly become ev1dent through future appli-
cations of the ‘models; ie., in the event they begm
_ prode
f’;compam'm with observed values. If the models are

The need for such model improvement

ing soh*tzons whwh appear unreasonable in

found to need revision and new or re-calibrated -
models are deveioped new torecasts of de31gn year

There are several methods avaﬂable to determme .




existing conditions with a comparision of assignment
results to volume counts throughout the are »

and destination data are hsted ‘below:

and distribution models and existing land use
data. Assign the resulting travel desires to the
~ existing system and compare to volu e count
_throughout the area.
9. Re-estimate existing travel by trip generatron
and distribution models and, instead of assign-

size their screenline crossings and compare
results to the existing screenline volumes,

volved and expensive than those methods described

above, however several such more complex methods 4

1 Complete external cordon and internal home

data the models prevrously developed could be
tested utlhzmg present land use data and the

f exrstmg/ models are found to need revision,
new models could be developed from the data
_available. ~

zones in the study area utilizing one of the fol-
lowmg methods

) Telephone
b) Mailed Questionnaire

made at the time the study des;gn is prepared

of the methods mentmned above.
4 Roadside interview of sample on screenlmes

Travel desires shown by the O-D data collected
must be compared to those predicted by the models

ex1st1ng land use and socto-eco mic data. If the
models are, found to require revision, appropriate

checks, to a rela%iiely simple applléation of models to Steps To Be Taken If Models ‘

Methods not mvolvmg the collection of new origin travel patterns

1. ,;E timate existing travel using tnp generatmrr/

_ ing these trips to the existing system, synthe-

mterv1ew and truck and taxr e such as;,

 travel desires determined from the O-D survey.

nterview of small sample of dwellmgs from all

Selection of‘the appropriate method. may_be

7 using updated

procedures must be followed to make the revisions

own‘45}1%adequate:};’~
The following general procedures are necessary

_if the travel models are found to not represent existing

1 Usmg new O-D data and updated land use and”
socio-economic data, develop new trip genera-
tion, distribution and modal spht models,
2. Utilizing most recent forecast of socio-economic
and land use data for de51gn ear, pred1ct
~ design year travel patterns. -
3. Assign these desires to the present plan and\
determine changes necessary. '
';4. Develop revised plan, estimate of costs,

__ gram, etc,'to adequately serve new forecasted
_ demands. « \

Transportation Systeﬁﬁ&iodifiéﬁién

_ An analysis similar to the one outlined for develop-

‘ ment change can be used for testing any proposed

modaflcanon to the transportatmn network, such as

_ the construction of an unplanned waterway crossing.
Tnp tables developed during the base study or last

ssigned to the system

able, a de(:lsron couldlbe made as to whether the

_ cepted, what other system modlfmatlons Would be

plan

necessary to ensure an adequa

Reactmn to Technological Change

An equally 1mportant _consideration, requiring
close attention in the»contmumg planning process, is
that of technological change. This change will occur
both in transportation systems available for use (new
~modes of transportation), and in the
processes available for transpo

planning. As technologmal changes occur and become
accepted, their effect on the ex1stmg plan should be .

quantlfled and necessary revisions to the Plan made

ning process for this base study ’have been described

in the technical reports published prior to this report,
These methods were accepted by the Technical Ad-

visory Committee, the Florid
ment and the U, S. Department of Transportatwn \

(Bureau of Public Roads) and generally define the

i durmg the study period. The state
ransportation planning will change as

“state of the
of the art o

research brings about new “discoveries”. These might
include new:procedmes for determmmg‘ftnp genera-

p is change evaluated - ;j
_as it affects the entire Plan. With these data avail-




search to keep abreast of such develapments should -
' 1tself be a continuing act1v1ty of the ning process.

~,need is vital 1f trafflc prob ms, SO notmeable to

v:\igovernment The basm(- functwns whlch const:t‘utey,».?




APPENDIX A

TYPICAL CROSS-SECTIONS
ROADWAY UNIT COSTS
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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
Ovtlytug 6 390.950 486 9 to be mclude.d 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
costs to be included for inter-
; 90.5 g
Ontlying ? Silh250 ool 2 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 CONSIDERATIONS 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.



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
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 UNDIVIDED
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

18



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 150- 70 158 29, 40 New construction, rural type
area
2 70(60) 250 31 New construction
Intermediate &
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 &
Downtown 2 70- 60 60 38 Widening and Resurfacing

4]



Cost Remarks
Type Number of Per
Facility Lanes Unit Unit
INTERCHANGE RAMPS
Diamond 1 (16‘;) 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 50° 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 20’ 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
Crossing
4 Structure 60-200' See Remarks Cost = 2 x 42’ x $13 x Length of
Crossing
4 Structure 200250 See Remarks Cost = 74" x $13 x Length of
Crossing
4 Over 250" 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

* Special consideration given to_long structures as to width (W) and safety requirements.

Crossing
Z = unit cost varies $20 to $85

€8



APPENDIX B

PLANNING COST LOCATIONS
MAJOR EXPRESSWAY IMPROVEMENTS
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APPENDIX C

DETAIL TABULATION OF THE RECOMMENDED
PRINCIPAL STREET PLAN

Legend of Codes and Abbreviations Used:

N  — No Major Improvement Recommended
NA  — Not Available
V  — Variable Width
Rock — Rock Roadway Surface
Exp-St — Express Street Facility
Dirt — Dirt Roadway

R. O. 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 Rural
Federal Aid Primary — State Primary UPP RPP
Federal Aid Primary — State Secondary UPS RPS
Federal Aid Secondary — State Primary USP RSP
Federal Aid Secondary — State Secondary USS RSS
State Primary U-pP R—P
State Secondary Uu-S R-S
County Road L L
Municipal Street L L
Toll T T
Other (6] (6}
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APPENDIX C

DETAIL TABULATION OF THE RECOMMENDED PRINCIPAL STREET PLAN
Figure 11 depicts the 1985 Principal Street Plan 4, The number of lanes for moving traffic, along

as it was initially presented in Technical Report No. 6. with a typical cross-section reference to Ap-

Figures 18 and 18A illustrate the major improve- pendix A, Part I.

ments necessary to develop the 1985 Principal Street 5. The length in miles to the nearest one-tenth.

Plan. A section-by-section description of the recom- 6. Priority rating as illustrated in Figures 18 and

mended plan elements was, along with the detailed 18A and listed in Table XIL.

study and refview, prepared as s'how.n on the. following 7. Estimated cost subdivided into roadway cost

pages, and includes the following information: . . ’

major structure cost, and right-of-way cost.

1. Name and limits of each section of principal 8. Existing and assumed system classification as
streets. _ described in Chapter VI,

2. Existing rights-of-way and pavement widths. 9. Reference code number (assigned geographical-
(In some cases these were estimated from aerial ly to expressways, north-south arterials and
photography due to lack of inventory data.) east-west arterials),

3. Proposed right-of-way and pavement widths. 10. A list of notes explaining the abbreviations
(When “N” is shown in the table no major im- used in the table as well as providing general

provement is recommended for the section.) remarks explaining the table.



APPENDIX C
PRINCIPAL STREET PLAN TABULATION
{THOUSANDS OF DOLLARS) 2| e T
CUDE PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS EXISTING PROPOSED 35 2 = ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT SYSTEM
NO. ROW. PAVEMT NO, ROW. PAVEMT no.  als|l 2l 9 cosT CLASS
- WIDTH WISTH TRAFFIC WIDTH WIDTH TRAFFIC t% 5; at- RDWY. SMTARJUOCRT_ R.OW. TOT. EXIST.
FT FT L ANES FT FT LANES
00000 **+#£FREEWAYS AND EXPRESSWAYS####s
00001 ####+EAST-WEST TRAFFIC MOVEMENT FACILITIES®*#xs
06100 SNAKE CREEK EXPRESSWAY
00101 I-95 TO N.E. L2TH AVE 0 0 o 250 24-50-24 4 1 0.9 2 205 - %00 1105 L
00102 NoE. 12TH AVE. TO SR 7 (U.S.441) 0 0 0 250 24-50-24 4 1 1.7 2 375 - 1726 2101 L
00103 SR 7 (U.S.441) TO N-W. 27TH AVE 0 0 o 250 24-50-24 4 1 2.3 2 525 - 1278 1803 L
00104 N.E. 27TH AVE TO N.W. STTH AVE 0 0o o 300 24-74-24 4 1 3.0 2 1288 303 - 1591 L
00105 N.W. 57TH AVE TO COUNTY LINE 0 0 0 300 24-T4-24 4 1 4.2 2 1388 393 - 1781 L
00106 COUNTY LINE TO N.W. 170TH STREET 0 0 o 300 24-74-24 4 1 2.3 2 640 119 554 1313 L
00107 ¥.W. L70TH STREET TO OPA LOCKA EXPRESSWAY 0 0o 0 300 24-T4-24 4 1 1.9 2 590 - 547 1137 L
00200 GOLOEN GLADES EXPRESSWAY '
00201 [-95 TO LEJEUNE-DOUGLAS EXPRESSWAY 200 24-40-24 4 N 36-16-36 6 10 3.0 2 716 382 - 1098 UPP
00202 LEJEUNE-DOUGLAS EXPRESSWAY TO PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY 300 24-40-24 4 N 36-16-36 6 10 4.3 2 401 361 - 762 UPP
00300 DPALUCKA EXPRESSWAY
00301 INTERAMA EXPRESSWAY TO [-95 0 0o o 250 36-26-36 6 3 2.3 2 3330 4020 7400 14750 L
006302 1-95 TO N.W. 27TH AVENUE 0 0o o 250 36-26-36 6 3 2.2 2 3100 2320 5400 10820 L
00303 N.W. 27TH AVE TO LEJEUNE DOUGLAS 0 0 o 250 36-26-36 6 3 1.3 2 1350 655 1040 3045 L
00304 LEJEUNE-DOUGLAS EXPRESSWAY TO PALMETTC EXPRESSWAY 0 0 0 ¢50 24-50-24 4 1 3.5 2 3810 1315 3370 8495 L
00305 PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY TO WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY 0 0o o 300 24-50-24 4 1 4.0 2 1900 - 700 2600 L
00310 BEACH CAUSEWAY
00311 ALTUN RD TO BISCAYNE BAY 0 0 © 600 24-30-24 4 1 3.0 2 4606 5600 112 10318 L
00312 BISCAYNE BAY TO INTERAMA EXPRESSWAY 0 0o o0 V. 36-26-36 6 3 0.5 2 474 3385 5270 9129 L
06400 HIALEAH EXPRESSWAY
00401 INTERAMA EXPRESSWAY TO I-95 0 o 0 250 36-40-36 6 2 1.0 2 1080 9180 6274 16534 L
00402 1-95 TO LEJEUNE-DOUGLAS EXPRESShAY 0 0 o 250 36-40-36 6 2 3.5 2 3965 2898 16490 23353 L
00403 LEJEUNE-DOUGLAS EXPRESSWAY TO N.W. 52 AVE 0 o o 275 24-64-24 4 1 1.2 2 1480 650 6550 8680 L
00404 NoW. 52 AVE TO PALMETTU EXPRESShAY 0 0 o 275 24-64-24 4 1 2.5 1 2220 1350 950 4520 L
00405 PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY TO WEST DADZ EXPRESSWAY 0 ) 300 24~74-24 4 1 4.0 2 1900 = 700 2600 L
00500 1-195
00501 ALTUN RUAD TU INTRACOASTAL WATERWAY NA 36- V=36 6 N N 6 - 2.5 ¢ - - - - upp

801



APPENDIX C CONTINYED

8| @ -

CODE PRINCIPAL _STREET SECT!UNS EXISTING PROPOSED gi g”g g ESTIMATED lg/ITPROVEMENT SCYLSATSESM
— wipTH PV?IVDETNL':T TRAFFIC WIDTH P@YDET%:T trarFie SI9 uZJi |  rRpwy.  MAJOR ROW. TOT EXIST

FT. FT. LANES FT. FT. Langs ol A= o STRUCT.
00502 INTRACOASTAL WATERWAY TO INTERAMA EXPRESSWAY NA 36— 4-36 6 N N.6 - 1.0 ¢ - - - upp
00503 INTERAMA EXPRESSWAY TO I-95 NA 36— 6~36 6 N N 6 =~ 0.9 ¢ - - - - UPP
00600 AIRPORT EXPRESSWAY
00601 [-95 TO LEJEUNE-DOUGLAS EXPRESSWAY 200 36-20-36 6 N N 6 - 3.3 0 - - - - U-pP
00602 LZJZUNE-DOUGLAS EXPRESSWAY TO LEJEUNE ROAD 200—- VvV 36- V-36 &6 N N & - 0.5 ¢ - - - - u-p
00700 EAST-WEST EXPRESSWAY (INCLUDES 1-395)
. 00701 MACARTHUR CAUSEWAY TO E£. 2ND AVENUE 200-250 NA 6 N N 6 - 0.3 @€ - - - - UpPP
00702 E. 2ND AVENUE TO I-95 220-250 NA 8 N N 8 - 1.0 € = = ] - upp
00703 [-95 TO LEJEUNE-DOUGLAS EXPRESSWAY 200-250 36-13-36 6 N N 6 - 3.3 0 = = - - upp
00704. LEJEUNE-DOUGLAS EXPRESSWAY TO PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY 200-300 36~ V=36 6 N N 6 - 4.3 0 = = - - uep
00705 PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY TO WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY Q 0 0 300 24-50-24 4 1 3.9 2 2350 770 690 3810 L
00706 WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY TO W 137 AVENUE Q 0 0 300 24-64-24 4 1 2.1 2 1011 = 380 1391 L
00800 SNAPPER CREEK EXPRESSWAY
00801 SGUTH GCIXIE EXPRESSWAY TO SOUTH DADE EXPRESSWAY 0 0o 0 200 24-50-24 4 1 2.9 1 2220 1690 1925 5835 L
00899 **¥*+*NORTH-SOUTH TRAFFIC MOVEMENT FACILITIES®*%x%
00900 . INTERAMA EXPRESSWAY
00901 I-95(CONN TO SN CR EXPWY) TO N.E. 195 ST CAUSEWAY 0 0 o 275 24-50-24 4 1 1.9 1 1400 2380 950 4730 L
00902 NE 195 STREET CAUSEWAY TO NE 186TH STREET (4] 0 0 300 48-26-48 8 5 0.7 1 570 200 450 1220 L
00903 NE 186 STREET TO SNAKE CREEK CANAL NA 22-25-22 4 300 48-26-48 8 5 1.2 1 1130 1330 720 3180 UPP
00904 SNAKE CREEK CANAL TO SUNNY ISLES BLVD 0 o 0 300 48-26-48 8 5 0.3 1 450 1390 530 2376 L
00905 SUNNY ISLES BLVD TO OPA LOCKA EXPWY 0 0 0 300 48-26—-48 8 5 3.2 1 4000 2800 5000 11800 L
00906 OPA LOCKA EXPWY TO HIALEAH EXPWY v 0 O 100-200 36-10-36 6 7 3.7 2 2200 9500 8600 20300 L
0C907 HIALCAH EXPRESSWAY TGO [-195 C [ ] 100 36-10-36 6 7 1.9 2 400 10700 3250 14350 L
0uU908. I-195 TO NeWa 9TH STREET 0 0o ¢ 100 36-10-36 6 7 1.6 2 150 13000 1750 14900 L
00909 N.Ww. 3TH STREET TO S.W. 1 STREET 0 0 0 100  DISTRIBUTORS 9 0.7 2 820 4440 1050 6310 L
G0910 SeW. L1ST STREET TO [-95 (S.W. 29TH ROAD) 0 o o 100 36-10-36 6 7 1.9 2 800 8400 3700 12900 L
0100GC I-95
01001 BROWARD COUNTY LINE EXPWY TO MIAMI GARDENS INTERCH NA 24-T70-24 4 N 48-22-48 B8 11 3.0 2 - - & - uypp
01002 MIAMI GARDENS INTERCHANGE TO GOLDEN GLADES INTERCH NA 36-40-36 6 N 48-22-48 8 11 1.8 2 900 320 2120 334Q uPP
01003 OGULOCEN GLADES INTERCHANGE TO Newe 135TH ST ©250 36-32-36 6 N N & - 1.9 ¢ - - - - Upp

v-801



APPENDIX C CONTINUED

>

CODE PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS EXISTING PROPOSED gg EE ;—': ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT SYSTEM
NO, ROW. PAVEMT _ NO. ROw. PAVEMT  No. @l 25| S COST CLASS

WIDTH  WiDT4 TRAFFIC WIDTH WIDTH TRAFFiIC >|u| ul-| Xl  rowvy MAJOR ROW. TOT EXIST.
FT FT LANES FT. FT Langs Hol =l STRUCT.

01004 N.W. 135TH STREET TO OPA LOCKA EXPRESSWAY 250 48-20-48 8 N N 3 - 1.0 € = = = - UPP
01005 OPA-LOCKA EXPRESSWAY TO HIALEAH EXPRESSHWAY 250 48-20-48 8 N N 8 3.0 0 = = B - upPpP
01006 HIALEAH EXPRESSWAY TO AIRPORT EXPRESSWAY 200-300 48-20~-48 8 N N 8 - 2.0 © - upP
01007 AIRPORT EXPRESSWAY TO EAST-WEST EXPRESSWAY NA 48-16-48 8 N N 8 - 1.6 0 o = = - upep
01008 EAST-WEST EXPRESSWAY TO N.W. 4TH STREET NA NA 8 N N 8 - 0.7 © - = - - UPP
01009 N.W. 4TH STREET TO DOWNTOWN CONNECTOR NA NA 10 N N O - 0.3 © - = - - UPP
01010 DORNTOWN CONNECTOR TD S.W. B8TH STREET NA 36-16-36 |0 N N O - 0.3 0 = - - - upPP
01011 S.W. 8TH STREET TO INTERAMA EXPRESSWAY 250 36-16-36 6 N N 6 - Q.6 0 — - - upPp
01012 INTERAMA EXPRESSWAY TO S.W. 29TH ROAD 200 24-16-24 4 N N 6 - 0.8 O — -~ - upp
01100 DOWNTOWN CONNECTOR
01101 I-95 TO S.E. 2ND AVENUE(DUPONT PLAZA) NA NA 6 N N 6 - 0.7 0 - = - - upp
01200 SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY
01201 I-95 CONN AT S.W. 26 RD TO LEJEUNE-DOUGLAS EXPWY 0 0 O 140- V 48-16-48 8 5 3.0 1 2867 9755 10700 2332z L
01202 LEJEUNE-DDUGLAS EXPWY TO SNAPPER CREEK EXPRESSNAY 0 0O 0 140- V 48-16-48 8 8 4.0 1 1243 30465 5620 37328 L
01203 SNAPPER CREEK EXPRESSWAY TO S.W. 112TH STREET 0 0 0 250- V 24-50-24 4 1 2.4 1 1973 6962 4885 13820 L
01204 Se.W. 112TH STREET TO S.W. 1B84TH STREET 0 o 0 250 24-50-24 4 1 5.0 2 3200 740 4150 8090 L
01205 S.W. 184TH ST TO SOUTH DADE EXPRESSWAY 0 o 0 250 24-50-24 4 L 4.6 2 3210 1405 836 5451 L
01206 SOUTH DADE EXPRESSWAY TO S.W. 268TH STREET [¢] 0o 0 300 24-74-24 4 1 3.0 2 2290 975 475 3740 L
01207 S.W. 268TH STREET TO S.W. 312TH STREET o] 0 0 300 24-74-24 4 1 3.4 2 2420 955 650 4025 L
01400 SUNSHINE STATE PARKWAY
01401 SNAKE CREEK EXPRESSWAY TO GOLDEN GLADES EXPRESSWAY NA NA 4 N N 6 - 3.5 2 = = - - T
01500 LEJEUNE-DOUGLAS EXPRESSWAY
01501 SNAKE CREEK EXPRESSWAY TO GOLDEN GLADES EXPRESSWAY 0 0 0 275 48-26-48 8 5 3.2 2 4320 1890 7650 13860 L
01502 GOLOEN GLADES EXPRESSWAY TO OPA-LOCKA EXPRESSWAY 0 0o 0 275 48-26-48 8 5 2.8 1 4180 2200 6600 12980 L
01503 OPA-LOCKA EXPRESSWAY TO HIALEAH EXPRESSWAY 0 0 0 2715 48-26-48 8 5 3.2 1 3420 2820 12000 18240 L
01504 HIALEAH EXPRESSWAY TO AIRPORT EXPRESSWAY 0 0 0 250 48-16-48 8 5 2.2 1 4480 5425 9100 19005 L
Ul505 AIRPURT EXPRESSWAY TO AIRPORY ENTRANCE 0 [V ] ¢50 48-16-48 8 5 1.0 1 1815 1748 3600 7163 L
01506 AIRPURT ENTRANCE TO EAST-WEST EXPRESSWAY 0 0 0 250 36-16-36 6 3 0.7 1 1875 10281 3200 15356 L
QL1507 EAST-WEST EXPRESSWAY TO SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSHWAY 0 o 0 250 36-16-36 6 3 3.0 1 4960 2780 13000 20740 L
01600 PALMETTU EXPRESSWAY

601



APPENDIX C CONTINUED

Jg =g E
CODE PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS EXISTING PROPOSED E_(’;-» 2 x ESTIMATEDCOIQATPROVEMENT sCYLsATSESM
— wioTH levaarMH’r TRAFFIC WIDTH pvl:'YrETmfr rrarrc 53 ﬁi Tl Rowy.  MAJOR  ROW.  TOT EXIST
FT. FT. LANES FT. FT. Langs Hol H=b o STRUCT.
01601 GOLDEN GLADES EXPRESSWAY TO DOPA-LOCKA EXPRESSWAY 250 24-40-24 4 N 36-16-36 6 10 1.6 2 586 326 = 912 upP
01602 OPA-LOCKA EXPRESSWAY TO HIALEAH EXPRESSWAY 200-250 24-40-24 4 N 36-16-36 6 10 4.0 2 1170 510 - 1680 UPP
01603 HIALEAH EXPRESSWAY TO EAST-WEST EXPRESSWAY 200-220 24-40-24 4 N 48-16-48 8 11 4.3 2 2621 809 = 3430 uUPP
01604 EAST-WEST EXPRESSWAY TO SOUTH DADE EXPRESSWAY 200 24-40-24 4 N 48-16-48 8 11 4.1 2 2445 748 - 3193 UPP
01605 SOUTH DADE EXPRESSWAY TO SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY 200 24-40-24 4 N N 4 - 3.0 ¢ = = — - UPP
01800 SOUTH DADE EXPRESSWAY
01801 PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY TO SNAPPER CREEK EXPRESSWAY o] 0 0 200-250 24-50-24 4 1 2.7 1 2075 820 1505 4400 UPP
01602 SNAPPER CREEK EXPRESSWAY TO S.W. 104TH ST o] 0 0 320 48-50-48 8 4 1.9 1 1850 1070 1300 4220 UpPP
01803 SaW. 104TH ST TO WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY 0] 0 0 305 36-50-36 6 2 2.6 1 2450 2020 580 5050 upp
01804 WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY TO SoW. 152ND STREET 0 0 0 300 36-50-36 6 2 le4 1 1200 350 160 1710 uep
01805 S.W. 152ND 57 YO SOUTH DIXIE HWY 0 0 0 ’ 300 24-74-24 4 1 3.3 2 2740 1250 850 4840 UPP
01806 SOUTH DIXIE HIGHWAY TO SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY 0 o 0 300 24-50-24 4 1 2.1 2 2140 770 750 3660 L
01900 WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY
01901 OPA-LOCKA EXPRESSWAY TO HIALEAH EXPRESSWAY EXT 0 o 0 320 24-74-24 4 1 4.0 2 3160 810 273 4243 L
01?02 HIALEAH EXPRESSWAY EXT TO EAST-WEST EXPRESSWAY 0 0 0O 320 24-74—24 4 1 4.2 2 3275 735 289 4299 L
01903 EAST-WEST EXPRESSWAY TO S.W. BTH STREET 0 0 0 320 36-50-36 6 2 lo4 2 1760 570 373 2703 L
01904 S.W. B8TH STREET TO S.W. 40TH STREET 0 0 0 320 36-50-36 6 1 2.0 2 2172 546 872 3590 L
01905 5w 40 STREET TO SW B8 STREET 0 o 0 300 24-74-24 4 1 3.4 2 2663 740 1003 4406 L
01906 S.W. B8TH STREET TO SOUTH DADE EXPRESSWAY 0 0 0 300 24-74-24 4 1 2.8 2 1790 455 915 3160 L
G1l907 SOUTH DADE EXPRESSWAY TO S.W. 137TH AVEMUE 0 0 b 300 24-74-24 4 1 2.5 2 2080 1075 440 3595 L
01908 SeWe. 137TH AVE TO S.W. L77TH AVE .0 o o0 300 24-74-24 4 1 6.2 2 4540 975 1524 7039 L
10000 *%*XARTERIAL STREETS¥*%%x%x
L0001 #*#%*EAST—WEST TKAFFIC MOVEMENT FACILITIES*%%%
10100 S.w. 376TH STREET - STATE ROAD 27
10101 U.S. ROUTE 1 TO S.W. 192ND AVENUE 0 0 0 80 24 2 29 1.5 2 222 29 23 274 L
10102 S.W. 192ND AVENUE TO S.We 217TH AVENUE NA NA 2 N N 2 - 2.9 ¢ - - = - RSP
10200 SeW. 344TH STREET (PALM DRIVE)
10201 S.W. 107TH AVENUE TO S.W. l47TH AVENUE 100 ROCK 2 N 24 2 29 4.9 2 197 et - 197 R-P
10202 S.W. 147TH AVENUE TO S-W. 167TH AVENUE 100 20 2 N N 2 N 2.0 0 - - = - R-P
10203 S.W. L67TH AVENUE TO U.S. 1 100 20 2 N 24 2 31 0.9 2 40 - - 40 R-P

V-401
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CODE PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS EXISTING PROPOSED §f Eﬁ % ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT  SYSTEM
2O, wioTh Wit oErwrfr TRAPFIC WIDTH WIDTH  TRAFFIc o9 Ez Xl RoWY.  MAJOR ROW. TOT EXIST.

FT FT. LANES FT. FT. Langs Hiol =t STRUCT.
10204 U.S. 1 TO S.W. 1B2ND AVENUE NA 36-15-36 4 N N & N 0.7 @ - - - - usp
10205 S.W. 1B82ND AVENUE TO S-W. 192ND AVENUE 50 24 2 N N 2 N 1.0 @ -~ - - - usp
1U206 S.W. 192ND AVENUE TD S.W. 207TH AVENUE 50 24 2 N N 2 N 1.5 0 - - - - L
10207 S.W. 207TH AVENUE TO S.W. 217TH AVENUE 70 l6 2 N 4 2 29 0.9 2 79 ~ - 79 L
10300 S.W. 328TH STREET (NORTH CANAL DRIVE)
10301 S.W. 107TH AVENUE TO S.W. LLTTH AVENUE 60 16 2 N 20 2 37 1.0 2 23 - - 23 L
10302 S.W. 117TH AVENUE TO S.W. 167TH AVENUE 50-170 20 2 N N 2 N 5.2 0 - - - - L
10303 S.W. 167TH TO U.S. 1 30 22 2 N N 2 N 0.9 ¢ - - - - L
10304 U.S. 1 TO S.W. L77TH AVENUE NA NA 4 N N 4 N 0.1 G - - - - L
10305 S.W. 177TH AVENUE TO S.wW. L8TTH STREET 50 ROCK 2 N 24 2 29 1.0 2 46 - - 46 L
10400 S.W. 320TH STREET
10401 S.W. 167TH AVENUE TO U.S.-1 50 NA 2 70 48 2 29 0.7 2 115 = 10 125 L
10402 S.W. 1T7TH AVENUE TO S.W. 187TH AVENUE 50 NA 2 70 48 2 29 1.0 2 165 - 15 180 L
10500 S.W. 312TH STREET (CAMPBELL DRIVE)
10501 S.W. L37TH AVENUE TO SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY 70 22 2 N N 2 N 2.2 0 - - - - L
10502 SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY TO U.S. 1 70 22 2 200 24-40-24 4 22 1.5 2 633 - 350 983 L
10503 U.S. 1 TO SOUTHWEST LT77TH AVENUE 70 20— 8-20 4 N N 4 N 0.9 0 - - - - L
10504 Sub. 177TH AVENUE TO S.W. 192ND AVENUE 70 24 2 N N 2 N 1.5 0 - - - - L
10600 S.W. 296TH STREET (AVOCADD DRIVE)
10601 U.S. 1 TO L77TH AVENUE 70 24 2 N N 2 N l.6 0 - - - - L
10602 S.W. 177TH AVENUE TO S.W. 187TH AVENUE 70 16 2 N 24 2 37 1.0 2 148 - - 148 L
10700 S.W. 288TH STREET (BISCAYNE DRIVE)
L0701 S.W. 280TH STREET TO SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY 0- 70 0-22 2 70 24 2 29 1.2 2 106 - 18 124 R-P
10702 SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY TGO U.S. 1 100 20 2 N 24 2 29 2.2 2 184 - - 184 R-P
10703 U.S. 1 TO S-W. 192ND AVENUE 70 18 2 N 24 2 37 3.5 2 160 - - 160 L
10704 S.W. 192ND AVENUE TO S.W. 217TH AVENUE 70 16 2 N 24 2 29 2.5 2 275 - - 2715 L
10800 S.W. 280TH STREET (wALDIN DRIVE)
10801 S.W.107TH AVE TO THE CONNECTION WITH S.W.288TH ST 70 ROCK 2 N 26 2 29 2.0 2 166 - - 166 L
10802 CONNECTION W/S.W. 288TH ST TO S.W. L37TH AVE 0 0 0 70 20 2 29 1.0 2 88 28 17 133 L
10803 S.W. 137TH AVENUE TO U.S. 1 70 20 2 N 24 2 37 1.7 2 39 - - 39 L



APPENDIX C CONTINUED

; >
CODE PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS EXISTING PROPOSED gg Eg E ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT SYSTEM
“NO. ROW. PAVEMT  NO.  ROW. PAVEMT nvo.  alnl 2 © ST CLASS
- WIDTH WIDTH TRAFFIC WIDTH WIDTH TRAFFIC }>—-<L,|0J L—LIIZ & RDWY. SMT%JUOCRT R.OW. TOT. EXIST.
FT FT. LANES FT. ET LANES -
10804 U.S. 1 TO S.W. 1L77TH AVENUE 70 18 2 N N 2 N 2.3 ¢ Sl - - - L
10900 S.W. 268TH STREET (MOODY ORIVE)
10901 S.W. 102ND AVENUE TO S.W. LO7TH AVENUE 0 o o 70 24 2 29 0.5 2 46 - 10 56- L
10902 S.W. 107TH AVENUE TO ROBERGE BLVD. 100 48 4 N N 4 N 1.3 0 - - - - RSS
10903 ROBERGE BLVD. TU SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY 100 48 4 N N 4 N 1.1 0 - - - - RSS
10904 SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY TO U.S. 1 80 48 4 N N 4 35 1.6 2 123 - - 123 RSS
11000 S.W. 264TH STREET (BAUER DRIVE)
11001 U.S. 1 TO S.W. LT7TH AVENUE 70 20 2 N N 2 N -3.5 0 - - - - L
11002 5.W. 177TH AVENUE TO S.W. 18TTH AVENUE 70 18 2 N N 2 N 1.0 0 - - - - L
L1100 S.W. 248TH STREET (COCONUT PALM DRIVE)
11101 SOUTH BAY DRIVE TO 102ND AVENUE 100 20 2 N N 2 N 1.3 0 - - - - L
11162 S.W. l02ND AVENUE TO SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY 70 20 2 N N 2 N l.6 © - - - - L
11103 SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY TO U.S. 1 70 20 2 N N 2 N 1.9 0 - - - - L
11104 U.S. 1 TO S.W. 167TH AVENUE 70 20 2 N N 2 N 3.4 ¢ - - - - RSS
11105 S.H. 167TH AVENUE TO S.W- 187TH AVENUE 70 20 2 N N 2 N 2.0 0 - - - = RSS
11200 S.W. 232ND STREET (SILVER PALM DRIVE)
11201 S.W. 87TH AVENUE TO U.S. 1 35 NA 2 70 24 2 29 4.0 2 365 - 44 409 L
11202 U.S. 1 TO S.W. 187TH AVENUE 70 20 2 N N 2 N 6.1 0 - - - - L
11300 S.W. 216TH STREET (HAINLIN MILL DRIVE)
11301 S.W. 87TH AVENUE TO SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY NA ROCK 2 60 24 2 29 1.0 2 91 - 20 111 L
11302 SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY TO S. DADE EXPRESSWAY 60 26 2 60 24 2 29 1.0 2 46 98 10 154 L
11303 SOUTH DADE EXPRESSWAY TO SoW. L27TH AVENUE 70 20 2 N N 2 N 2.0 0 - - - - L
11304 S.W. L27TH AVENUE TO S.W. L47TH AVENUE 70 20 2 N N 2 N 2.1 © - - - - Uss
11305 S.W. L4TTH AVENUE TO S.W. L77TH AVENUE 50 - 60 1620 2 70 24 2 371 3.1 2 142 - 17 159 RSS
11306 S.W. L77TH AVENUE TO S.W. L87TH AVENUE 50 16 2 70 24 2. 37 1.0 2 45 - 8 53 L
11500 CARIBBEAN BOULEVARD
L1501 S.W. 84TH AVENUE TO FRANJO ROAD 80 30 2 88 26-16-26 4 25 1.3 2 563 - - 563 L
11502 FRANJO ROAC TU S.W. 107TH AVENUE 80 28 2 88 26—-16-26 4 295 la7 2 407 53 = 460 U-S
11503 S.W. LOTTH AVENUE TO U.S. 1 NA 21-18-21 4 90 26-18-26 4 25 0.3 2 24 - - 24 U-S
11600 5.W. 200TH STREET

v-011
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CODE PRINCIPAL _STREET SECTIONS EXISTING PROFPOSED 5_5,2_ E;’J % EST‘MATEDCO'?,"TPROVEMENT ?&%
—N—Q WTDOT“:'( F\,:IVDET“G:T TR 2 SF ic W‘TDOT“}: P\fIYDETMH,T T RANFC; iC 2-. 8 LlzJ z E RDWY. MAJ O_R__ R.OW. TOT. Exl—s-?-—

FT FT LANES FT Langs Hlor =l o STRUCT.
11601 U.S. 1 TO S.W. LL7TH AVENUE 70 20 2 N 24 2 37 0.8 2 18 - - 18 L
11602 S.wW. L17TH AVENUE TO QUAIL ROOST DRIVE 70 24 2 N N 2 N 0.9 © - - - - L
11603 QUAIL ROOST DRIVE TO S.W. 137TH AVENUE 70 20 2 N 24 2 37 1.2 2 27 - - 2T L
11604 S.W. 137TH AVENUE TO S.wW. LT7TH AVENUE 70 20 2 N 24 2 37 4.1 2 94 - - 94 L
L1700 QUAIL ROOST DRIVE
11701 FRANJO ROAD TU SOUTH DADE EXPRESSWAY 70 20 2 N 24 2 31 1.6 2 36 - - 36 L
11702 S0UTh DADE EXPRESSWAY TO S.W. 200TH STREET 70 20 2 N 24 2 37 1.6 2 36 - - 36 L
11800 S.W. 184TH STREET (EUREKA DRIVE)
11801 OLD CUTLER ROAD TO S.W. 84TH AVENUE 70 18 2 108 34-20-34 4 24 0.8 2 137 59 248 444 L
11802 S.W. 84TH AVENUE TQ U.S. 1 70 20 2 N 44 2 38 1.6 2 109 - - 109 L
11803 U.S. 1 TO 117TH AVENUE 10 20 2 N 44 2 38 l.6 2 203 - 100 303 L
11804 S.W. 117TH AVENUE TO S.wW. 177TH AVENUE 70 24 2 N N 2 N 6.2 © - - - - L
11900 S.W. 168TH STREET (RICHMOND DRIVE)
11901 OLD CUTLER ROAD TO U.S. 1 70 24 2 N N 2 N 2.4 0 - - - - L
11902 U.S. 1 TO SOUTH DADE EXPRESSWAY 70 20 2 N N 2 N 2.2 © - - - - L
11903 SOUTH DADE EXPRESSWAY TO S.W. 137TH AVENUE 70 20 2 N N 2 N 2.2 C - - - - L
12000 S.W. 152ND STREET (CORAL REEF DRIVE)
12001 OLD CUTLER ROAD TD SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY 70 20 2 108 24-40-24 4 22 l.1 2 401 28 110 539 L
12002 SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY T0 U.S. 1 70 20 2 116 38-20-38 6 21 0.9 1 513 - 225 738 L
12003 U.S. 1 TO SOUTH DADE EXPRESSWAY 70 28 2 108 34-20-34 4 24 2.5 1 1420 28 250 1698 L
12004 SOUTH DADE EXPRESSWAY TO WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY 70 28 2 108 34-20-34 4 24 1.6 2 910 - 160 1070 L
12005 WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY TO S.W. 147TH AVENUE 70 28 2 108 34-20-34 4 24 1.6 2 910 - 64 974 L
12006 S.W. 147TH AVENUE TO S.W. LT77TH AVEANUE ) 0o 0 70 24 2 29 3.1 2 284 - 124 408 L
12100 S.W. 136TH STREET
12101 OLD CUTLER ROAD TO U.S. 1 70 18 2 N 24 2 31 2.1 2 48 28 - 76 L
12102 UeSe 1 TO S.W. L17TH AVENUE 70 18 2 N 24 2 37 3.1 2 72 S7 - 129 L
12103 S.W. 117TH AVENUE TO S.W. L37TH AVENUE 0 0 o 70 26 2 29 2.0 2 176 - 140 316 L
12104 S.W. 137TH AVENUE TO S.W. L77TH AVENUE 0 0 0 70 24 2 29 4.2 2 370 28 29 427 L
12200 S.W. 120TH STREET
12201 ULD CUTLER RUAD TQ SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY 70 20 2 N 24 2 37 2.4 2 55 - - 55 L



APPENDIX € CONTINUED

! >
CODE PRINCIPAL. STREET SECTIONS EXISTING PROPOSED gg Eg L:: ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT SYSTEM
“NO. ROW. PAVEMT  NO. ROW. PAVEMT  No. al5l S| 2 cosT CLASS
- WIDTH  WIDTH TRAFFIC WIDTH WIDTH TRAFFIC > wi-! @  rowy.  MAJOR ROW. TOT EXIST

FT. FT. LANES FT. FT. Langs ol st a STRUCT.

12202 SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY TO U.S. 1 70 20 2 N 24 2 37 0.4 2 9 o = 9 L
12203 S.W. 87TH AVENUE TO S.W. L0O2ND AVENUE 0 0 o 70 24 2 29 l.4 124 28 84 236 L
12300 S.H. 112TH STREET
12301 S.W. 57TH AVENUE TO S.W. 67TH AVENUE 70 18 2 N 24 2 37 1l.1 2 25 - = 25 L
12302 S.W. 67TH AVENUE TO SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY 70 18 TO 20 2 104 34-16-34 4 24 1.5 1 720 109 53 882 L
12303 SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY TO U.S. 1 70 24 2 104 34-16-34 4 24 0.3 1 144 = 11 155 L
12304 U+S« 1 TO S.W. 87TH AVENUE 70 20 2 104 34-16-34 4 24 0.7 1 338 - 25 363 L
12305 S.W. 87TH AVENUE TO S.W. L17TH STREET 70 18 T0 20 2 70 24 2 37 3.1 1 71 28 &= 99 L
12350 JUNIOR COLLEGE DRIVE
12351 S.W. 112TH ST. TO S.W. 1O02ND AVENUE 0 o 0 70 24 2 37 0.5 1 44 59 43 146 L
12352 S.W. 102ND AVENUE TO S.W. 104TH STREET ¢} 0 0 110 26-20-26 4 25 0.5 1 330 & 90 420 L
12400 S.W. 104TH STREET
12401 S.W. 57TH AVENUE TO SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY 70 20 2 N 24 2 37 2.1 2 48 = - 48 L
12402 SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY TO U.S. 1 70 34 2 N N 2 N 0.1 ¢ - - = - L
12403 U.S. 1 TO S.W. 87TH AVENUE 70 24 2 N N 2 N 0.9 O - - — - L
12404 S.W. 87TH AVENUE TO JUNIOR COLLEGE DRIVE 0 0 0 70 24 2 29 1.5 2 131 = 82 213 L
12405 JUNIGR COLLEGE DRIVE TO S.W. 107TH AVENUE 0 0 O 110 26-20-26 4 25 0.2 1 91 - 35 126 L
12406 S.We 107TH AVENUE TO S.W. 117TH AVENUE 70 24 2 N N 2 N l.1 O = - = - L
12407 S.W. 117TH AVENUE TO S.W. L57TH AVENUE 70 0+ 18 2 N 24 2 29 4.3 2 378 - -~ 378 L
12500 S.W. 88TH STREET (NORTH KENDALL DRIVE)
12501 OLD CUTLER ROAD TO S.W. S57TTH AVENUE 70 18 2 N 24 2 37 1.0 2 34 = - 34 L
12502 S.W. 57TH AVENUE TO S.W. 67TH AVENUE 70 24 2 N N 2 N 1.0 0O = = = = L
12503 S.W. 67TH AVENUE TO U.S. 1 70 24 2 108 34-20-34 4 24 0.5 2 284 - 55 339 L
12504 U.S. 1 TO PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY 110 34-22-34 4 N N 4 N 0.6 O - = = - u-p
12505 PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY TO SOUTH DADE EXPRESSWAY 110 34-18-34 4 N N 4 N 2.0 O - - = - U-pP
12506 SOUTH DADE EXPRESSWAY TO WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY 110 34-23-34 4 N N 4 N 3.0 ¢ ] & - - U-P
12507 WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY TOU S.W. 177TH AVENUE 150-200 24-26-34 4 N N 4 N 6.2 O = = o= - R-P
12600 S.W. 72ND STREET
12601 S.W. 42ND AVENUE TG S.W. 57TH AVENUE 85 30 2 104 34;16-34 4 24 1.5 2 725 = 187 912 L
12602 S.W. 57TH AVENUE TO U.S5. 1 100 52 4 N N 4 N 0.2 O = al e - L
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J2 = E
SODE  ERINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS ., EMsTiNG o pROPOSED gﬁ G| §|  ESTMATED IMPROVEMENT SQYLSAT____SEM
s L2 wi g: H wi ?: H -IILRAANFEF;C W”:EH wi g:H TLRAI\"F".;;C :_‘ % 5 = E RDWY. SMTARJUOCRT R.OW. TOT. EXIST.
12603 U.S: 1 TO PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY 100 34-16-34 4 N N 4 N 1.8 © - - - - u-s
12604 PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY TO S.W. B7TH AVENUE 100 34-16-34 & N N o4 N 1.0 0 - - - - u-s
12605 S.W. 87TH AVENUE TO S.W. LO7TH AVENUE 100 20 2 108 34-20-34 4 24 2.0 2 1012 35 20 1388 L
12606 S.W. 107TH AVENUE TO S.W. 137TH AVENUE 100 0 o N 24 2 29 3.3 2 290 B = 290 L
12700 SNAPPER CREEK DRIVE
12701 S.W. ‘72ND STREET TO S.W. L17TH AVENUE 70 20 2 N 24 2 37 1.3 2 30 - - 30 L
12800 S.W. 56TH STREET (MILLER)
12801 SOUTH ALHAMBRA CIRCLE TO S.W. 57TH AVENUE 100 15— 6-15 2 N N2 N 0.1 0 - - - -
12802 S.W. 57TH AVENUE TD PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY 85 26 2 100 34-12-34 4 24 2.0 2 940 - 30 970 L
12803 PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY TO SOUTH DADE EXPRESSWAY 70-100 24-16-24 4 108 34-16-34 4 24 0.3 2 34 - 6 4 L
12804 SOUTH DADE EXPRESSWAY TO S.W. 92ND AVENUE 85 24 2 100 34-12-34 & 24 1.4 2 666 - 21 es7 L
12805 S.W. 92ND AVENUE TO S.W. 9TTH AVENUE 110 10-10-10 2 N 34-16-34 4 24 0.5 2 234 - - 23 L
12806 S.W. 97TH AVENUE TO S.W. L17TH AVENUE 110 10-10-10 2 N N o2 N 2.1 0 - - - -
12807 S.W. LL7TH AVENUE TO S.W. 137TH AVENUE 85 12 To 20 2 N 24 2 29 2.1 2 194 28 - 222 L
12900 GRAND AVENUE (COCONUT GROVE)
12901 BAY SHORE DRIVE TO MAIN HIGHWAY 70 50 4 N N 4 N 0.2 0 - - - -
12902 MAIN HIGHWAY TO DOUGLAS ROAD 70 50 4 N N 4 N 0.6 O - - - -t
12903 DOUGLAS ROAD TO U.S. 1 NA 24 TO 40 2 N N 2 N 0.5 0 - - - - L
12904 U.5. 1 TO LEJEUNE ROAD NA 48 4 N N 4 N 0.2 0 - - - - 1
13000 S.W. 40TH STREET (BIRD RCAD)
13001 S.W. 27TH AVENUE TO U.S. 1 70 26 2 88 68 4 26 1.1 2 450  -- 82 532 L
13002 U.S. 1 TO PONCE DE LEON BOULEVARD 100 44 4 N EXP-ST 4 28 0.3 2 155 150 21 326 U-S
13003 PONCE DE LEON BOULEVARD TO S.W. 5TTH AVE 100 22-21-22 4 N EXP-ST 4 28 1.9 2 85 907 0 992 u-s
13004 S.W. 5TTH AVENUE TO PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY 80 4“4 4 100 EXP-ST 4 28 2.1 1 1090 300 147 1537 U-S
13005 PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY TO WEST DADE EXPRESSHAY 100 42 4 N EXP-ST 4 28 4.1 2 1940 750 0 2690 U-S
13006 WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY TO S.W. 127TH AVENUE 50 20 2 100 26-24-26 4 22 1.1 2 251 - 9 260 L
13007 S.W. 127TH AVENUE TO S.W. 157TH AVENUE 50 DIRT, 20 2 70 20 2 29 3.2 2 61 - 5 66 L
13100 UNIVERSITY DRIVE (CORAL GABLES)
13101 PONCE DE LEON BOULEVARD TO SEGOVIA BLVD NA 26 TO 56 4 N N 4 N 0.3 C  -- - - = 1
13102 SEGGVIA BLVD TO S.W. 40 ST NA 26 TO 32 2 N N 2 N 0.9 O — = e = &

211
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CODE PRINCIPAL _STREET SECTIONS EXISTING PROPOSED g% E;JJ % ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT SCYLST“ESM
1o Wiorh PV(I&IVDETT:" TREr?irlc WiDTH WIbTA rrafFic SI3 Ei x| gowvy. MAJSJ%SI ROW.  TOT EXI-;TA—O-
FT FT  LANES FT. FT. LaNgs ol A=l @ STRUCT.

13200 SEVILLA-ANASTASIA AVENUE (CORAL GABLES)

13201 SEGOVIA TO DESOTO NA 20 2 N N 2 N 0.7 @ - - - - L
13202 DESOTO TO SEVILLA 100 24 2 N N 2 N 0.4 O - - -— - v
13203 SEVILLA TO S.W. STTH AVENUE NA 26 2 N N 2 N 0:3 O - - - - L
13300 BILTMURE WAY-DESOTA BLVD (CORAL GABLES)

13301 LEJSUNE ROAD TO ANDERSON RGAD NA 78 4 N N 4 N 0.6 0 - - - - L
13302 ANDERSON ROAD Ty GRANADA BLVD. 70 20 TO 22 2 88 26~16-26 4 25 0.4 2 183 - 50 233 L
13303 GRANADA BLVD. TO ANASTASIA AVENUE NA 20 TO 22 2 70 44 2 31 0.4 2 32 - - 32 L
13400 RICKENBACKER CAUSEWAY - CRANDON PARK BOULEVARD

13401 CAPZ FLORIDA PARK TO KEY BISCAYNE VILLAGE NA 26 2 110 34-20-34 4 24 1.2 2 614 - - 614 L
13402 KEY BISCAYNE VILLAGE TG CRANDON PARK MARINA NA 24-99-24 & N N 4 N 2.0 © - - 2 = L
13403 CRANDON PARK MARINA TO SOUTH BEACH BLVD NA 22-36-22 4 N N 4 N 0.7 ¢ - - - - L
13404 SOUTH BEACH BLVD TO 25TH-26TH RCAD ONE-WAY PAIR NA 22-36-22 4 300 36-36-36 6 34 3.0 2 615 1640 - 2255 T
13500 CORAL WAY(SW 13 ST,SW 3 AVE, SW 22 ST, SW 24 ST)

13501 U.S. 1 TO INTERAMA EXPRESSWAY NA 48 4 N N 4 N 0.5 @ = _— =5 - ¢
13502 INTERAMA EXPRESSWAY TO 1-95 NA 25-32-25 4 N N 4 N 0.2 0O &= . — - L
13503 I-95 TO S.W. 12TH AVENUE 100 25-32-25 4 N N &4 N 1.0 O e = = - L
13504 S.W. 12TH AVENUE TO S.W. 37TH AVENUE 100 25-19-25 4 N N 4 N 2.7 ¢ — — - - L
13505 S.W. 37TH AVENUE TO LEJEUNE ROAC NA 76 4 N N 4 N G.5 Q _— — _— - L
13506 LEJEUNE RUAD TO S.W. STTH AVENUE NA 24 2 1C0  34-16-34 & 24 1.6 2 770 - 495 1265 L
13507 S.W. S5TTH AVENUE TGO PALMETTU EXPRESSWAY 70- 100 24 2 100 34-16-34 4 24 1.9 2 910 - - 910 L
13508 PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY TO S.h. 87Th AVENUE 100 24-18-24 4 N N 4 N 1.0 © — —_— — - L
13569 SeW. 8TTH AVENUE TO S.W. 117 ST 100 24 2 N N 2 N 3.0 © - - - - L
13510 SeW. L17TH AVENUE TJ S.W. 137TH AVENUE NA 0 o 70 26 2 29 2.1 2 191 28 32 251 L
13600 NORTH ALHAMBRA CIRCLE (CORAL GABLES)

13601 5.W. 37TH AVENUE TU PONCE DE LECN BOULEVARD NA 44-32-44 6 N N 6 N 0.2 C _— s s = i
13602 PONCE DE LEGN BUULEVARD T3 LEJEUNE ROAD NA 44-32-44 6 N N 6 N 0.3 © - s = - L
13003 LEJEUNE ROAD TGO S.W. 24TH STREET NA 16-38-16 2 N N 2 N 1.7 © = - _— - 1
13550 SahW. L3TH STREET

13651 S.W. 25TH RUAD TO S.W. L2TH AVENUE 70 30 2 78 S8 4« 26 0.2 2 78 - 50 128 L

v-211
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CODE PRINCIPAL _STREET SECTIONS EXISTING PROPOSED ég, Eg E ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT  SYSTEM

o, wiorh F\J/\l/XIVDETr?:r TRARFIC WIDEH WIDTH  TRAFEIC EE uzJi g ROWY, MAJ%ir ROW. TOT Exf_:s_LT-TA—S_§
FT FT LANES FT. FT. Langs ol H=h e STRUCT.

13700 S. 8TH STREET (TAMIAMI TRAIL,L.S. 41)

13701 U.S. 1 TO INTERAMA EXPRESSWAY 70 50 4 N » N 2 N 0.5 O =5 e i - uUpP

L3702 INTERAMA EXPRESSWAY TO I-95 70 50 4 N N 2 N 0.2 © e o s - upp

13703 1-95 TO S.W. 27TH AVENUE 70 50 4 N N 2 N 2.5 0 - - - - UPP

L3704 SeW. 27TH AVENUE TO LEJEUNE-DOUGLAS EXPRESSWAY NA 50 4 N ‘ N &4 N 1.0 O HE. = - - UPP

13705 LEJEUNE-DOUGLAS EXPRESSWAY TO LEJEUNE ROAD NA 50 4 N N 4 N 0.6 O e o s - UPP

13706 LEJEUNE ROAD TO S.W. 57TH AVENUE NA 50 4 N N 4 N 1.6 C i el i - uep

13707 S<W. 5TTH AVENUE TGO PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY 70 44 & N N 4 N 2.1 Q@ e — —— - UPP

13708 PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY TO WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY 90~ 125 24-42-22 4 N N 4 N 4.5 Q s — = - uPP

13709 WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY YO S.W. 177TH AVENUE 125 24-42-24 & N N 4 N 6.2 0 —— —_ - -~ RPP

13710 S.Wa 177 AVE TO CORDON LINE 70 24 2 120 24-42-24 4 22 0.9 2 185 - 23 208 RPP

13750 S. TTH STREET

13751 BRICKELL AVENUE TO S.W. 27TH AVENUE NA 24-48 2 N N 2 33 3.0 O - - - = L

13800 S. 4TH STREET

13801 BISCAYNE BLVD TO S.E. 2ND AVE (SEE US ROUTE 1)

13802 S5.E. 2ND AVE TO S.E. 15T AVE 0 0 0 70 48 4 27 0.2 2 80 —— 741 B2l L

13803 S.E. 1ST AVE TO MIAMI AVE 0 o o0 70 38 2 32 0.1 2 36 b 170 206 L

13804 MIAMI AVENUE TO INTERAMA 0 0 0 70 24 2 33 0.2 2 36 = 341 377 L

13900 S. 3RD STREET

13901 BISCAYNE BLVD TO S.E. 2ND AVENUE 50 40 2 N N 3 N 0.2 ¢ = = = — L

13902 MIAMI AVENUE TO N. RIVER DRIVE 50 40 2 N N -2 N 0.4 O = e == - L

14000 S. 2ND STREET

14001 BISCAYNE BLVD TO S.E. 2ND AVENUE (SEE US ROUTE 1)

14002 S.E. 2ND AVENUE TO N. RIVER DRIVE 50 40 2 N N2 N 0.6 O = e — - L

14100 SOUTH 1ST STREET

14101 BISCAYNE BOULEVARD TO I-95 60 40 - 50 4 N N 3 32 0.5 0 st - - - L

14102 [-95 TO S.W. 8 AVE 60 40 - 50 4 N N 3 32 0.7 © - - - ]

14103 S.wW. 8TH AVENUE TO BEACOM BOULEVARD 60 40 - 50 4 N N 3 32 1.5 O e == - - L

14104 BEACUM BLVD TO FLAGLER STREET 0 0 0 70 34 2 33 0.1 1 29 = 128 157 L

14200 BEACOM BOULEVARD




APPENDIX C CONTINUED

CUDE  PRINCIPAL _STREET SECTIONS EXISTING PROPOSED 5‘% ES g ESTIMATED [MPROVEMENT SYSTEM

A WD Pﬁlvfr“?:r SRARHIE w’Tg)Tm p\ﬁ"YEETMr-; TRREETE EE 55 g RDWY. MAJ%%SI ROW.  TOT Ex%éiz
FT FT. LANES FT FT Langs Hob SIS o STRUCT.

14201 S.W. 22ND AVENUE TO S.W. 27TH AVENUE 70 60 4 N N 4 N 0.6 C = == = = L

14298 FLAGLER STREET

14293 MIAMI AVENUE TO W. 2ND AVENUE 60 46 3 N N 4 N 0.5 ¢© = = = = L

14300 N.W. 2ND AVENUE TO N.W. LIST CONN 50 24 2 N N 2 N 0.1 © = = = = L

14301 N.W. LST CONN TO W. 8TH AVENUE 90 56 3 N N 3 N 0.3 O = = = = L

14302 WEST 8TH AVENUE TO 17TH AVENUE 90 46 4 N N 3 32 1.0 O = e i = L

14303 17TH AVENUE TO 22ND AVENUE 70 46 4 N N 3 32 0.6 @ — - —r— = L

14304 22ND AVENUE TO LEJEUNE-DOUGLAS EXPRESSWAY k(] 48 4 N N 4 N l.6 © — - s - U-§

14305 LEJEUNE EXWY TO 72ND AVENUE 70 40 & 100 34-12-34 4 24 3.4 2 1260 —— 224 1484 U-S

14306 72ND AVENUE TO PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY 70 24 2 100 34-12-34 4 24 0.5 2 200 28 38 266 U-S

14307 PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY TO We B7 AVE 70 20 2 100 24-32-24 4 22 1.1 2 426 i 11 437 L

14308 W. 87TH AVENUE TO W. 1OTTH AVENUE 70 20 2 13¢C 24 2 37 2.0 2 45 - - 45 L

14400 N. 1ST STREET

14401 BISCAYNE BOULEVARD TO FLAGLER ST AT MIAMI RIVER 60 34 2 N N 3 N 0.8 O© r— - - - L

14500 N. 2ND STREeET

14501 BISCAYNE BLVD TO N RIVER DR 50 40 2 N N 2 N 0.9 O i - - - L

14600 N.  3RD STREET

14601 BISCAYNE BLVD TO N RIVER DR 50 40 2 N N 2 N 0.9 0O == = o = L

L4700 N.  4TH STREET

14701 BISCAYNE BLVD TU E. FRONTAGE RD(INTERAMA E) 60 40 2 N N 2 N 0.5 G = = == ‘- L

14702 W FRONTAGE ROLINTERAMA EXP) TO W FRONTAGE RD(I-95) 60 40 2 N N 2 N 0.3 = L

14800 Ne 5TH STREZZT

La™L BL- \YNE BLVD T.) W FXINTAGE ROAD {I-43) 70 48 2 N N 2 N 0.7 ¢C e o i = L

14900 N 6TH STREET

14901 DODSE PORT CAUSWY TGO BISCAYNE 50 40 2 N N 2 N 0.1 ©C ——— e — - L

14902 BISCAYNE BLVD TO W. FRONTAGE ROAD (1-95) 50 40 2 N N 3 N 0.6 C e et e - L

14703 We rRONTAGE RUAD (1-95) TO WEST 7TH STREET 0 00 N 34 2 31 0.1 2 13 —— e 13 L

149397 N. 7TH STREET »

L5000 DuDuvE PORT CAUSEWAY TO BISCAYNE BLVD 0 0 O 50 44 2 33 0.1 2 60 - 300 360 L

15001 BISCAYNE BLVD TU W. FRONTAGE ROAD 50 40 2 N N 3 N 0.6 ¢C - = i = L

V-€11
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CODE PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS EXISTING - PROPOSED gg Eg E ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT SYSTEM
“NO. ROW. PAVEMT  NO. ROW. PAVEMT No.  algl 2fE 9 COST CLASS
- WIDTH WIDTH TRAFFIC WIDTH WIDTH TRAFFIC > “"z 1e RDWY. MAJOR R.OW. TOT. . EXIST.

FT FT  LANES FT FT LaNgs ol S=t e STRUCT.

15002 W. FRONTAGE RD TO WEST 6TH STREET 0 0 0 N 44 2 31 0.1 2 154 - —— 154 L
15003 NES]" 6TH STREET TO Ne.W. T AVE 110 0 0 N 34-20-34 4 24 0.5 2 245 & e 245 L
15004 N.W. 7 AVE TO N.W. 10 AVE 0 0o 0 100 26-20-26 4 25 0.3 2 137 165 495 797 L
15005 N.W. 10 AVENUE TO N.W. 12TH AVENUE 60 NA 4 N N 4 N 0.2 ¢ ot — = = L
15006 N.W. 12TH AVENUE TO N.W. 17TH AVENUE 70 NA 4 N N 4 N 0.5 O S ] i - U-§
15007 N.W. 17TH AVENUE TO LEJEUNE ROAD 70 54 4 100 EXP-ST 4 28 2.6 2 1230 750 360 2940 U-S
15008 LEJEU'NE ROAD TCO N.W. 57TH AVENUE 75 4 100 EXP-ST 4 28 1.6 2 760 300 500 1560 U-S
15009 N.W. 57TH AVENUE TO N.W. 72 AVE 0 TG 50 0 TO 24 2 100 EXP-ST 4 28 1.5 2 889 775 338 2002 L
15100 DODGEPORT CAUSEWAY
15101 SOUTH BEACH BLVD TO PORT OF MIAMI 0 0 0 70 24 2 29 1.5 2 132 1648 1875 3655 L
15102 PORT OF MIAMI TO ONE-WAY PAIR(6TH + 7TH ST.) 30 4 80 24 4 48 2 N N 2 N 1.9 ¢ — e e - L
15200 N. 8TH STREET
15201 N.W. 2 AVE TO FRONTAGE RD 60 40 2 N 48 4 27 0.2 2 20 e - 20 L
15300 N. 10TH STREET
15301 BISCAYNE BLVD TO N.W. 3RD AVENUE 50 40 2 N N 2 31 0.6 0 —— — - - L
15302 N.W. 3RD AVE TO WEST 11TH STREET 70 0 0 N 44 2 31 0.2 1 31 - hat 31 L
15400 N. 11TH STREET
15401 BISCAYNE BLVD TO N.W. 3RD AVE 50 40 2 N N 2 N 0.7 O - = - - L
15402 N.W. 3RD AVE TO WEST 10 STREET 70 0 0 N 44 2 31 0.2 1 31 ol == 31 L
15403 WEST 10 ST TO No.W. 7TH AVE 70 0o 0 96 26-12-26 4 25 0.3 1 147 == 150 297 L
15404 N.W. T7TH AVENUE TO N.W. 12TH AVENUE 50 40 2 96 48 4 36 0.5 2 34 o 250 284 L
15500 MACARTHUR CAUSEWAY (STATE ROAD AlA)
15501 MIAMI BCH COAST LINE TO MIAMI CCAST LINE 200- 70 32-28-32 6 116 38-20-38 6 21 3.1 2 205 S 200 405 upPp
15600 N.E. 13TH STREET
15601 EAST-WEST EXWY TO EAST 2ND AVE NA 46 4 N N 4 N 0.3 0 m—— o - - L
15699 N. 14TH STREET
15700 N. 15TH STREET TO BISCAYNE BLVD NA NA 2 N N 2 N 0.2 C — s s - L
15701 BISCAYNE BLVD TO N.E. 2ND AVENUE 50- 100 48 - 60 4 N N 4 N 0.2 ¢ . — - - L
L5702 N.E. 2ND AVENUE TO N.W. 7TH AVENUE 50 40 2 70 44 2 38 1.0 2 46 0 375 421 L
15703 NaW. 7TH AVENUE TO N.W. 10TH AVENUE 50 30 2 70 58 4 27 0.3 1 120 0 150 270 L



APPENDIX C CONTINUED

>
CODE PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS EXISTING PROPOSED gg Eg E ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT SYSTEM
“NO. ROW  PAVEMT NO. ROW. PAVEMT vo.  alh 2| o COST CLASS
T WIDTH  WIDTH TRAFFIC WIDTH WIDTH TRAFFIC >|w| Wlo| @  Rowv.  MAJOR ROW. TOT EXIST

FT . FT LANES FT. FT. LaNgs ot H=b e STRUCT.

15704 NeW. 1OTH AVENUE TO N.W. 14TH AVENUE 70 58 4 N N 4 N 0.5 O — smsems == = L
L5705 NaW. 14TH AVENUE TO Ne.W. L7TH AVENUE 50 20 2 70 58 4 27 0.3 1 120 o 150 2170 L
15800 MIAMI INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT PERIMETER ROAD(DCPA)
15801 AIRPCRT TERMINAL TO N.W. T72ND AVENUE NA 24 2 N N 2 W 3.5 0 s - S = L
15802 N.W. 72ND AVENUE TO PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY NA 24-18-24 4 N N 4 N 0.5 0 o —r— e = L
15803 PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY TO NW 87 AVE VIA N 12TH ST NA NA 2 N N 2 N 1.0 € — i —— = L
15900 VENETIAN CAUSEWAY
15901 EAST END OF VENETIAN CSWY TO BISCAYNE BLVD. NA 36 TO 60 2 88 68 4 35 2.7 1 72 1611 - 1683 T
15910 N« 15 TH STREET
15911 BISCAYNE BLVD TO N.W. 1ST AVE 60 45 2 N 48 2 27 0.5 2 57 - - 57 L
15930 N. 17TH STREET
15931 N.E. 2ND AVENUE TO N.W. 2ND AVENUE 60 40 2 N 48 4 -36 0.5 2 57 - - 57 L
15932 N.W. 2ND AVENUE TO NeW. 7TH AVENUE 50 30 2 60 46 4 36 0.5 2 75 % 150 225 t
16000 Ne. 20TH STREET
16001 BISCAYNE BOULEVARD TO N.E. 2ND AVENUE 50 24 2 70 -58 4 26 0.1 2 57 e 60 117 L
L6002 N.E. 2ND AVENUE TO INTERAMA EXPRESSWAY 50 42 2 70 58 4 26 0.2 2 114 e 350 464 L
16003 INTERAMA EXPRESSWAY TO N.We 7TH AVENUE 60 42 2 108 36-16-36 6 21 0.8 2 570 ] 1265 1835 . L
16004 N.W. TTH AVENUE TO N.W. 22 AVENUE 70 36 2 100 EXP-ST 4 28 1.5 2 705 350 2414 3469 L
16005 N.W. 22 AVE TO UKEECHOBEE ROAD 6C 36 2 100 EXP-ST 4 28 0.5 2 235 350 625 1210 L
16006 OKEECHOBEE ROAD TO LEJEUNE-DOUGLAS EXPRESSWAY 0 0 o0 100 26-16-26 4 25 0.9 1 410 164 837 1411 L
16007 LEJEUNE-DOUGLAS EXPRESSWAY TO N.W. 42ND AVENUE 0 0 0 132 38-20-38 6 21 0.6 1 340 195 - 260 735 L
16099 SOUTH RIVER DRIVE
16100 N.W. 8TH AVENUE TO N.W. T7TH STREET NA NA 2 N N 2 N 0.3 0 — i - - L
16101 N.W. 2T7TH AVENUE TO TAMIAMI CANAL BRIDGE NA 24 2 N N 2 N 0.4 O i -- =t = L
16102 TAMIAMI CANAL BRIDGE TO N.W. 36TH STREET NA 24 2 N N 2 N 1.7 0 - - — - L
16199 NCRTH RIVER DRIVE
16200 NeWs 7TH STREET TO N.W. LLTH STREET 50 28 2 N N2 N C.4 OC - - -— - L
16201 N.W. 12TH AVENUE AT N.W. L1TH ST TO N.W. 14 AVE 80 62 4 N N 4 N 0.3 0 bt == - - L
16202 N.W. 14TH AVENUE TO N.W. 17TH AVENUE 80 20-14-20 4 N N 4 N 0.3 0 - = e -
16203 N.W. L17TH AVE TO N.W. 20TH ST NEAR N.W. 22 AVE 80 26 2 N N 2 N 0.6 O —_ - —-— - L

SVSRTT



APPENDIX C CONTINUED

’ >
CODE PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS EXISTING PROPOSED 32 ‘Eg E ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT SYSTEM
NO. ROW  PAVEMT  NO. Row PAVEMT  No.  aly| 25| © ST CLASS
WIDTH WIDT TRAFFIC WIDTH WIDTH TRAFFIC >|w wi - a ROWY. MAJOR ROW TOT. EXIST.
Fr FT ANES £ ET Langs b HEh e STRLCT
16204 N.W. 22 AVE TO N.W. 27 AVE 80 20 2 N 24 2 37 0.8 2 19 — i 19 L
16205 NeW. 27TH AVENUE AT 20TH ST TO N.W. 36TH ST 80 22-10-22 & N N 4 N 1.7 C —— e e - U-$§
16300 NaW. 25TH STREET
16301 N.W. 67 AVE TO N.W. 72 AVE 100 20 2 N 24 2 37 0.6 2 la - - 14 L
16302 N.W. 72ND AVENUE TO PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY 70 20 2 N 24 2 37 0.6 2 14 s —— 14 L
16303 PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY TO N.W. B7 AVE 50 20 2 N N 2 N 1.1 C - - i - L
16304 iN.W. 87 AVE TO WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY 50 20 2 N N 2 N 2.8 0 - - - - L
16400 N-H-- 28TH STREET
16401 NeW. T7TH AVENUE TO N.W. 17TH AVENUE 70 24 2 N N 2 N 1.1 O -= - - - L
16402 N.W. 17 AVE TO N.W. 27 AVE 70 22 2 N 44 2 38 1.0 2 91 - - 91 L
16403 N.W. 27 AVENUE TO N.W. NORTH RIVER DRIVE 70 22 2 N N 2 N 0.7 C s = s = L
16500 N. 29TH STREET
16501 BISCAYNE BLVD TU N.W. 15 AVE 70 22 2 88 68 4 35 1.8 1 730 - 472 1202 L
16502 N.W. 15 AVE TO N.W.1l7 AVE 0 0o 0o 88 68 4 26 0.2 1 B2 e 106 188 L
16599 N. 36TH STREET
16600 I-195 TO BISCAYNE BLVD NA NA 2 N N 2 N 0.4 O - - - = L
16601 BISCAYNE BLVD TO N.W. 7 AVE 70 48 4 N N 4 N 1.2 0 - - - - uy-p
16602 N.W. 7 AVE TO N.W. 22ND AVENUE 70 40 4 80 60 4 35 1.5 2 119 — 510 629 UPP
16603 N.W. 22ND AVENUE TO LEJEUNE~-DCOUGLAS EXPRESSWAY 70 40 4 80 60 4 35 1.4 2 109 o 474 583 UPP
16604 LEJEUNE DOUGLAS EXPRESSWAY TO LEJEUNE ROAD 70 40 4 80 60 4 35 0.7 2 54 24 237 315 UPP
16605 LEJEUNE ROAD TO CURTIS PARKWAY 35 72 6 N N 6 N le6 O - — — - y-pP
L6606 CURTIS PARKWAY TO PALMETTO EXPRESSHAY NA 24-19-24 4 130 38-19-38 6 21 1.9 2 585 373 428 1386 u-pP
16607 PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY TO WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY o] 0 0 10 24 2 29 3.2 2 280 261 272 813 L
16700 SOUTH RIVER DRIVE - ROYAL POINCIANNA BOULEVARD
16701 New. 36TH STREET TO EAST DRIVE 80 42 4 78 58 4 35 0.8 2 64 = s 64 L
16702 EAST DRIVE TO CURTIS PARKWAY BO 26 TO 36 2 78 58 4 35 0.8 2 64 - - 64 L
16703 CURTIS PARKWAY TO 74TH STREET 70 22 2 N N 2 N 2.2 C - =5 - - L
16704 T4Tn STREET TG PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY 70 18 2 N 2¢ 2 37 1.1 2 25 - -- 25 L
L6705 PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY TU N.h. B7 AVE NA NA 2 70 24 2 23 1.3 2 114 = 110 224 L
16800 UKEECHOBEE RGAD (HIALEAH)

S11
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T} p— t‘_ :
CODE PRINCIPAL _STREET SECTIONS EXISTING PROPOSED = ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT  SYSTEM
FT FT LANES FT. FT Langs Hol H=l o STRUCT.

1@801 N.W. 36TH STREET TO LEJEUNE ROAD NA 26— 4-26 4 N N 4 N O.4 - - —— - UPP
16802 LEJEUNE ROAD TO N.W. S57TH AVENUE NA 42 4 88 68 4 35 1.5 2 136 - hated 136 upPP
16803 N.W. S57TH AVENUE TO 74TH STREET NA 68 4 N N 4 N 2.1 0 e —— — - upp
16804 74TH STREET TO PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY NA 24-18-24 4 N N 4 N 1.6 O . - - - upp
16805 PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY TO N.W. 103 ST NA 22 2 88 68 4 26 1.2 2 492 i8 = S10 RPP
16806 N.WR. 1032 ST TO WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY NA 24 2 N N 2 N 3.4 O - - E= - RPP
16807 WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY TO WEST CORDON LINE NA 22 2 N N 2 N 2.3 0O - - - - RPP
16900 M. 46TH STREET

16901 BISCAYNE BLVD TO N.W. 7TH AVE 60 20 2 N 44 2 38 l.l 2 100 = 2 100 L
16902 NeWe TTH AVE TO N.W. 27 AVE 60 20 2 88 68 4 26 2.0 2 820 = 739 1559 L
16903 N.W. 27TH AVE TO N.W. 42ND AVE 60 20 2 88 68 & 26 1.4 2 576 = 560 1136 L
16904 No.W. 42ND AVE TO OKEECHOBEE ROAD 60 20 2 88 68 & 26 0.3 2 126 ] 111 237 L
17000 NeW. 54TH STREET

17001 BISCAYNE BOULEVARD TO INTERAMA EXPRESSWAY 70 58 4 N N 4 N 0.2 0 i == == - UPP
17002 INTERAMA EXPRESSWAY TO I[-95 70 58 4 N N 4 N 1.0 O ES == f— - upp
17003 1-95 TO N.W. 7TH AVENUE 70 52 4 N N 4 N 0.1 0 == - s - upp
17004 NoW. 7TH AVENUE TO N.W. 27TH AVENUE 70 58 4 N N 4 N 2.1 O e e — - UPP
17005 N.W. 27TH AVENUE TO LEJEUNE-DOUGLAS EXPRESSWAY 70 12 4 N N 4 N 1.1 ¢ -— _ — - upp
17006 LEJEUNE-DOUGLAS EXPRESSWAY TO OUOKEECHOBEE ROAD NA 58 4 N N 4 N 0.5 0 - s —- - Upp
17100 NeW. 58TH STREET

17101 N.W. 72ND AVENUE TO PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY NA NA 2 N N 2 N 0.5 0 - - p = L
17102 PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY TO N.W. 87 AVE NA NA 2 N N 2 N 0.7 O e - —— - L
17103 NeWe. 87 A4= TO N.W. 97 AVE 35 NA 2 70 24 2 29 1.3 2 114 e 52 166 L
L7104 N.W. 97 AVE TO WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY 0 0 0 70 24 2 29 1.9 2 168 = 161 329 L
17200 N. 62ND STREET

17201 BISCAYNE BOULEVARD TD N.E. 2ND AVENUE 50 NA 2 18 58 4 26 0.5 2 200 == 170 370 L
17202 N.E. 2ND AVENUE TO [-95 70 36 4 78 58 4 35 0.9 2 46 2 90 136 L
17203 1-95 TG N.W. 7TH AVENUE 70 48 4 N N 4 N 0.2 0 s —_ — - L
17204 N.d. TTH AVENUE TO N.W. 27Th AVENUE 70 46 4 18 S8 4 35 2.1 2 72 — 210 282 L
L7265 NaW. 27TH AVENUE TO LEJEUNE-DCUGLAS EXPRESSWAY 70 44 4 78 58 4 35 1.3 2 45 — 130 175 U-s

V-S11
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CODE PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS EXISTING PROPOSED 37 B =z ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT SYSTEM
2 WioTH e, TRAFFIC w}?gfv{-i—%@?_m/:“rohc &E %i z RDWY. MAJ%(;—SI ROW.  TOT EXF—-SLT_.AiS‘

FT. FT LANES FT. FT pangs Q@ H= o STRUCT.
17206 LEJEUMNME-DOUGLAS EXPRESSWAY TD N.W. 45 AVE 70 48 &4 N N 4 N 0.5 0 - - - - U-S
17207 N.W. 45 AVE TO OKEECHOBEE ROAD 70 44 4 78 58 4 35 l.4 2 48 — 80 128 U-S
L7300 N.W. 74TH STREET
17301 No.W. 79TH STREET TO NeW. 47TH AVENUE 0 0 o 120 38-24-38 6 21 0.5 1 285 - 550 835 L
17302 N.W. 47TH AVE TU N.W. 52ND AVE 80 50 4 108 38-12-38 6 21 0.5 2 285 - 200 485 U-S
17303 N.W. 52ND AVENUE TO N.W. S7TTH AVENUE 60 22 2 78 58 4 26 0.5 1 200 - 125 325 uU-S
17400 N.  79TH STREET
17401 N.E. 12TH AVENUE TO BISCAYNE BOULEVARD 70 60 4 N N 3 N 1.0 © —— e i - U-pP
17402 BISCAYNE BOULEVARD TO N.W. 12TH AVENUE 70 60 4 N N 3 N 2.1 O b - - - U-P
17403 N.W. 12 AVE TO N.W. 17 AVE 70 NA 4 N N 3 N 0.5 0O - - s - uU-p
17404 NoWo 17 AVENUE TO N.W. 42ND AVENUE 100 24-16-24 4 130 38-16-38 6 34 3.1 2 1050 - 700 1750 u-°¢
17405 N.W. 42ND AVENUE TO N.W. 47TH AVENUE 70 24-16-24 & N N 4 N 0.6 O - - - - uU-pP
L7500 79TH STREET CAUSEWAY
17501 N.E. 12TH AVENUE TO INTRACOASTAL BRIDGE 82 60 4 102 38-16-38 6 34 0.1 1 57 = 160 217 U-°P
17502 INTRACOASTAL BRIDGE TO HARBOR ISLAND 100 48 & N 38-16-38 6 34 0.8 1 285 1760 = 2045 u-pP
17503 HARBOR ISLAND TO EAST SIDE OF TREASURE ISLAND 96 -100 48 4 N 38-16-38 6 34 1.0 1 450 540 = 990 uU-P
17504 TREASURE ISLAND TO NORMANDY ISLE (71ST ST} %6 -100 36 4 N 42,36 6 34 0.2 1 = 1250 = 1250 u-°P
17600 N. 82ND STREET
17601 N.E. 79TH STREET TO BISCAYNE BLVD 0 0 0 70 46 3 32 0.6 1 172 - 308 480 U-S
17602 BISCAYNE BLVD TO N.E. 2MD AVENUE NA NA 4 N N 3 N 0.5 0 = = a - U-S§
17603 N.E. 2ND AVENUE TO N.W. 5TH AVENUE NA NA 2 70 46 3 32 0.8 1 256 = 210 466 U-S
17604 N.W. 5TH AVENUE TO N.W. 12TH AVENUE 50 18 2 70 46 3 32 0.9 1 262 — 170 432 U-S
17605 N.W. 12TH AVENUE TO N.W. 17TH AVE AT 79TH STREET 0 0 © 70 46 3 32 0.3 1 86 - 50 136 U-S
17700 N.W. 9CTH STREET
L7701 N.W. B7TH AVENUE TO WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY [0} 0 0 70 20 2 29 3.0 2 231 - 48 279 L
L7800 N. 95TH STREET
17801 BISCAYNE BOULEVARD TO N.E. 6TH AVENUE NA 20 2 108 34-20-34 4 24 0.3 1 164 - 46 210 L
17802 N.E. 6TH AVENUE TO [-95 70 20 2 108 34-20-34 4 24 1.7 1 891 = 250 1141 L
17803 I-95 TC N.W. 27TH AVENUE 70 40 4 108 34-20-34 4 24 2.1 2 1070 53 300 1423 u-S
17804 N.W. 27TH AVENUE TO N.W. 42ND AVENUE 60 NA 2 108 34-20-34 4 24 1.6 2 799 813 936 2548 L

911
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>
CODE PRINCIPAL STREET SECTICNS EXISTING PROPOSED gg Eg E ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT SYSTEM
NO. ROW.  PAVEMT  NO Ro# PAVEMT  NO.  aly| 21| 2 COST CLASS
WIDTH  WIDTH TRAFFIC WIDTH WIDTH TRAFFic >wl i | @  sowy.  MAJOR ROW  TOT EXIST
FT FT LANES FT FT Langs Fot =l 6 STRUCT.
17805 N.W. 42ND AVENUE TO N.w. 62ND AVENUE 60 NA 2 96 24-20-2& 4 23 2.0 2 764 28 880 1672 L
17806 N.E. 62ND AVENUE TO N.W. T2ND AVENUE (1] o 0 120 2’9“"0“24 4 22 1.0 430 - 400 830 L
L7900 N. 103RD STREET
17901 N.E. 6TH AVENUE TO I-95 75 48 4 100 34-12-34 4 24 1.2 1 592 - 12 604 L
17902 1-95 TO N.W. 22ND AVENUE 85 48 4 100 34-12-34 4 24 1.7 1 836 - 17 853 uU-S
179303 N.W. 22ND AVENUE TO N.W. 32ND AVENUE 75 48 4 100 34-12-34 4 24 1.0 1 493 - 10 503 U-S
17904 N.W. 32ND AVENUE TO N.W. 52ND AVENUE 75 48 4 100 36— 8-36 6 21 2.0 2 1140 = 20 1160 U-S
17905 N.H. 52ND AYENUE TO N.W. 67TH AVENUE 70 48 4 90 24-26-24 4 25 1.5 1 580 = 8 588 U-S
17905‘N.H. 6TTH AVENUE TO PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY 70 48 4 90 24-26-24 4 25 1.0 1 388 = 5 393 U-S
17907 PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY TO COKEECHOBEE ROAD 44 4 100 24-36-24 & 25 1.4 1 545 59 189 793 U-S
18000 N.W. L06TH STREET
18001 U.S. 27 TO WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY 130 0 0 N 20 2 29 2.5 2 » 17 98 = 175 L
18100 N L19TH STREET(N.W. 122ND STREET)
18101 WEST DIXIE TO MIAMI AVENUE 100 40 4 N N 4 N 0.5 0 = & = -
18102 MIAMI AVéNUE TO N.W. 22ND AVENUE 100 40 4 N N 4 N 2.4 O —_ - - - L
18103 N.W. 22ND AVENUE TO N.W. 27TH AVENUE 100 46 4 N N 2 N 0.5 O - - - - L
18104 N.W. 27TH AVENUE TO LEJEUNE ROAD 0 [V} 70 26 2 29 1.6 1 141 - 240 381 L
18105 LEJEUNE ROAD TO NoW. STTH AVENUE 50 NA 2 70 24 2 37 1.‘5 1 33 - 112 145 L
18106 M.W. 57TH AVENUE TO PALMETTO EXPRESSHWAY NA NA 2 7C 24 2 31 2.0 1 44 - 120 164 L
18107 PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY TO N.W. 87TH AVENUE 0 0o 0 70 24 2 29 1.0 1 88 46 45 179 RSS
18108 N.W. 87TH AVENUE TO N.W. 97TH AVENUE 0 [V} 70 24 2 29 1.0 2 38 46 45 179 RSS
18200 n. 123RD STREET (BROAD CAUSEWAY)
18201 MIAMI BEACH SHORELINE TO BISCAYNE BOULEVARD 80 56 4 N N 4 N 1.7 ¢C — = = & L
18202 BISCAYNE BOULEVARD TO N.E. 16TH AVENUE 80 62 4 N N &4 N 0.2 C - = - = L
18300 N. 1'25‘_“ STREET
18301 N.E. 16TH AVENUE TO INTERAMA EXPRESSWAY 75 62 4 N N 4 N 0.2 0 - - N I
18302 INTERAMA EXPRESSWAY TO N.E. 6TH AVENUE 60 62 4 N N 4 N 1.2 © - - - S
18303 N.S. 6TH AVENUE TO N.W. TTH AVENUE 60 26 2 N N 2 N 1.8 G - - - S
18400 . 135TH STREET
18401 U.S5. 1 TO N.w. 2ND AVENUE 70 650 4 N N 4 N 2.7 ¢C . - - = (J=§

V-911
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CODE PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS EXISTING PROPOSED g% EE = ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT SYSTEM
“NO. ROW. PAVEMT  NO. ROW. PAVEM vo.  alnl SIS © COST CLASS
- WIDTH WIDTH TRAFFIC WIDTH WIDTH TRAFFIC >|w) mz @ RDWY. MAJOR R.OW. TOT. EXIST.
FT FT LANES £ FT Langs Hlol Jisl o STRUCT.
18402 N.W. 2ND AVENUE TO N.W. 7TH AVENUE 70 26 2 N N 2 32 0.5 O - - - - L
18403 N.W. 7TH AVENUE TO N.W. 32ND AVENUE 70 20 2 N 24 2 32 2.5 2 114 - - 114 L
18404 N.W. 32ND AVENUE TO LEJEUNE ROAC 70 20 2 N 48 4 27 1.0 1 373 - - 373 L
18405 LEJEUNE ROAD TO N.W. 57TH AVENUE 0 o o 70 48 &4 27 1.5 1 560 - 225 785 L
18406 N.W. 57TH AVENUE TO N.W. 67TH AVENUE 0 o o 70 26 2 29 1.0 1 88 46 150 284 L
18500 0OPA-LOCKA BOULEVARD
18501 N.W. 2ND AVENUE TO W.W. 7TH AVENUE 80 24 2 N N 2 N 0.6 0 - - - - 1
18502 N.W. TTH AVENUE TO N.W. 27TH AVENUE 80 26 2 N N 2 32 2.0 C ~ - - - L
18503 N.W. 27TH AVENUE TO N.W. 32ND AVENUE 70 20 2 N 24 2 32 0.4 1 32 - - 32 L
18600 N.  151ST STREET
18601 U.S. 1 TO N.E. 6TH AVENUE 70 20 2 N 46 2 31 2.0 2 570 - - s70 L
18602 N.E. 6TH AVENUE TO NORTH MIAMI AVENUE 70 18 2 N 44 2 31 0.8 2 228 29 - 257 L
18603 NORTH MIAMI AVENUE TO SOUTH BISCAYNE RIVER DRIVE 0+ 70 0+24 0 70 44 2 31 0.3 2 85 78 32 195 L
18604 SOUTH BISCAYNE RIVER DRIVE TO N.W. 5TH AVENUE 70 20 2 N 46 2 38 0.2 2 57 - = 57 L
18605 N.W. 5TH AVENUE TO N.W. 7TH AVENUE 80 24~ V=24 4 N N & N 0.2 © = - = - b
18606 N.W. TTH AVENUE TO SOUTH RIVER CRIVE 70 20 2 80 24-12-24 4 25 0.5 2 182 - 38 220 L
18607 SOUTH RIVER DRIVE TO N.W. L7TH AVENUE 0 0 o 130 26-24-26 4 25 0.6 2 220 237 135 592 L
18608 N.W. 17TH AVENUE TO N.W. 27TH AVENUE 35- 70 24 2 70 48 4 27 1.0 2 365 - 75 440 L
18609 N.W. 27TH AVENUE TO LEJEUNE-DOUGLAS EXPRESSWAY 10 24 2 N 48 4 27 1.0 2 365 - - 365 L
18700 N.W. 154TH STREET
L8701 N.W. 32ND AVENUE TO LEJEUNE-DOUGLAS EXPRESSWAY NA NA 2 70 44 2 31 0.3 2 9% - 27 123 L
18702 LEJEUNE-DDUGLAS EXPRESSWAY TO N.W. 67TH AVENUE 0 ) 70 26 2 29 3.3 2 292 29 282 603 L
L8703 N.W. 67TH AVENUE TO PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY 0 o 0 70 4 2 29 1.0 2 88 = 35 123 L
18704 PALMETTO EXPRESSWAY TO N.W. 87TH AVENUE 0 0 o 70 24 2 29 1.0 2 88 - 35 123 L
18800 N.  163RD ST (SUNNY ISLES CAUSEWAY) (SR 826)
18801 INTRACOASTAL WATERWAY BRIDGE TO U.S. 1 70 44 & 100 EXP-ST 4 28 1.7 1 800 600 255 1655 UPP
18802 U.S. 1 TO WEST DIXIS HIGHWAY 100 NA 6 N EXP-ST 4 28 0.1 1 47 150 = 197 uPP
18803 WEST CIXIE HIGHWAY TO N.E. 6TH AVENUE 100 NA 6 N EXP-ST 4 28 2.6 1 340 750 - 10906 uPP
18804 N.E. 6TH AVENUE TO GOLDEN GLADES INTERCHANGE 100 76 4 N EXP-ST 4 28 1.3 1 610 150 - 760 UPP
18900 N.W. 170TH STREET
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CODE PRINCIPAL ~ STREET SECTIONS EXISTING PROPOSED 32 55 = ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT SYSTEM
“NO. ROW. PAVEMT  NO. ROW. PAVEMT no.  alh 25| © CoST CLASS
— WIDTH  WIDTH TRAFFIC WIDTH WIDTH TRAFFIC >jm| ul,| @ RDWY. MAJOR ROW. TOT EXIST

FT FT LANES FT. FT. LANEs Fob =D o STRUCT.

18901 N.W. 67TH AVENUE TO N.W. B87TH AVENUE 0 o 0 70 24 2 29 2.1 2 184 29 32 245 RSS
18902 N.W. B7TH AVENUE TO SNAKE CREEK EXPRESSWAY 0 o 0 7C 20 2 29 2.2 2 170 = 23 193 RSS
19000 N. 183RD STREET (MIAMI GARDENS DRIVE)
19001 WEST DIXIE HIGHWAY TO N.E. 8TH AVENUE 100 26-18-26 4 1GG N 4 N 2.2 O — - - = L
19002 N.E. 8TH AVENUE TO N.W. 2ND AVENUE 100 26-18-26 4 N N 4 N 1.4 0 - - - - L
19003 N.W. 2ND AVENUE TO N.W. 27TH AVENUE 100 26-18-26 4 N N 4 N 2.5 ¢ - - . - L
19004 N.W. 27TH AVENUE TO LEJEUNE-DOUGLAS EXPRESSWAY 70 24 2 110 24-20-24 4 23 0.9 2 400 - 45 445 L
19005 LEJEUNZ-DOUGLAS EXPRESSWAY TO N.W. 47TH AVENUE 70 24 2 110 24-20-24 4 23 0.9 2 400 - 27 427 L
19006 No.W. 47TH AVENUE TO N.W. 57TH AVENUE 70 24 2 110 24-20-24 4 23 1.1 2 502 33 11 546 L
19007 NeW. 57TH AVENUE TO N.W. 87TH AVENUE 4] 0 0 70 24 2 371 2.8 2 246 - 56 302 L
19100 N.E. lé5TH STREET CAUSEWAY
19101 A-1-A TO N.E. 34TH AVENUE 0 o 0 110 26-24-26 4 25 1.3 2 595 338 455 1388 L
19102 N.E. 34TH AVENUE TO INTERAMA EXPRESSWAY 0 0 0 120 38-24-38 6 21 0.4 2 228 - 140 368 L
19103 INTERAMA EXPRESSWAY TO U.S. 1 (4] 0 0 110 26-24-26 4 25 0.1 2 18 - 14 32 L
19200 N. 199TH STREET (202-203RD STREET ALIGNMENT)
19201 BISCAYNE 8LVD TO HIGHLAND LAKE BLVD 0 0 0 120 26-24-26 4 25 1.0 1 455 59 225 739 uU-pP
19202 HIGHLAND LAKE TO I-95 0 0 O 120 38-12-38 6 21 0.2 1 114 = 14 128 u~-P
19203 1-95 TO NeW. 2ND AVENUE 0 0 0 130 38-20-38 6 21 2.6 1 1370 356 380 2106 U-P
19204 N.W. 2ND AVENUE TO SUNSHINE STATE PARKWAY 0 0 0 130 26-24-26 4 25 1.5 1 695 - 110 805 L
19205 SUNSHINE STATE PARKWAY TO N.W. 37TH AVENUE 4] 0 0 130 26~24-26 4 25 2.0 1 910 119 150 1179 L
19206 N<.W. 37TH AVENUE TO N.W. 47TH AVENUE [¢] 0 0 150 24-40-24 4 22 0.9 1 337 66 160 563 L
19207 NeW. 47TH AVENUE TO N.W. 77TH AVENUE 0 o 0 130 24 2 29 3.2 1 557 94 111 762 U-P
19300 N. 215TH STREET
19301 N.E. 34TH AVE TO U.S. 1 4] o 0 70 24 2 29 0.5 2 22 - 63 85 L
19302 U.S. 1 TO DIXIE HIGHWAY 0 0 0 80 26-16-26 4 25 0.6 2 137 = 90 227 L
19303 DIXIE HIGHWAY Tu I-35 70 20 2 80 26-16-26 4 25 1.0 2 228 30 25 283 L
13304 [-95 TGO SNAKE CREEK EXPRESSWAY 0 0 0 80 26-16-26 4 25 0.8 2 182 - 30 212 L
20000 #*%%%ARTERIAL STREETS*%%xx
20001 #=*%*¥NORTH-SUUTH TRAFFIC FLOW FACILITIES**¥*x%
240100 N.E. 34TH AVENUE
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CODE PRINCIPAL _STREET _SECTIONS EXISTING PROPOSED Si Eld £ ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT Ll
Ho. wioTh 'wlvosrm‘r TRAFFIC WIDTH WIBTH  TRAFFIC o2 55 Tl rOwWY.  MAJOR ROW. TOT EXIST.

FT FT LANES FT. FT Langs Fob H=ta STRUCT.
20101 N.E. 215TH STREET TO N.E. 195TH STREET CAUSEWAY 0 0 0o 116 26-36-24 4 22 1l.6 2 625 119 480 1224 L
20200 WEST DIXIE HIGHWAY
20201 N.E. 215TH STREET TO N.E. 203RD STREET 60 28 2 108 36~18~36 6 21 0.8 2 467 - 480 947 U-S
20202 N.E. 203RD STREET TO SNAKE CREEK CANAL 60 28 2 108 34-20-34 4 24 2.7 2 1382 12 1620 3074 U-S
20203 SNAKE CREEK CANAL TO N.E. 163RD STREET 100 930 4 N N 4 N 0.2 O = = = - uU-§
20204 N.E. 163RD STREET 7O N.E. 125TH STREET 70 44 4 N N 4 N 3.1 0 S LS = - U-S
20205 M.E. 125TH STREET TO N.E. 2ND AVENUE 70 60 4 N N 4 N 0.5 0O = & - - U-S§
20300 HIGHLAND LAKE BOULEVARD - 18TH AVENUE-19TH AVENUE
20301 BROWARD COUNTY LINE TO 203RD STREET NA NA 2 N N 2 N 0.9 O - - = - L
20302 N.E. 203RD STREET TO N.E. 199TH STREET 0 0 O 70 24 2 29 0.4 2 37 = 260 297 L
20303 N.E. 199TH STREET TO N.E. 185TH STREET 70 24 2 N N 2 N 0.9 O - - - - L
20304 N.E. 185TH STREET TO 163RD STREET 110 20-36-20 4 N 36-16-36 4 24 1.4 2 400 - w 400 L
20400 N.E. 16TH AVENUE
20401 N.E. 163RD STREET TO N.E. 143RD STREET 50 16-20 2 70 44 2 31 l.3 2 119 - 258 377 L
20402 N.E. 143RD STREET 70 U.S. 1 70 16-20 2 N 44 2 31 1.7 2 153 - - 153 L
20500 N.E. 15TH AVENUE
20501 N.E. 187TH STREET TO N.E. 183RD STREET 0 0 0 70 24 2 29 0.1 2 8 - 28 36 L
20502 N.E. 183RD STREET TO N.E. 163RD STREET 30- 70 20 2 70 24 2 37 1.3 2 30 - 152 182 L
20600 W.E. 12TH AVENUE
20601 N.E. 215TH STREET TO N.E. 203RD STREET 50 NA 2 110 36-20-36 4 24 0.6 2 270 & 16 286 L
20602 N.E. 183RD STREET TO N.E. 179TH STREET 50 20 2 78 58 4 26 0.1 2 56 e 42 98 L
20603 NoEs 179TH STREET TO N.E. 175TH STREET (4] 0 0 78 58 4 26 0.1 1 24 220 24 268 L
20604 N.E. 175TH STREET TO N.E. 163RD STREET 50 24 2 78 58 4 26 0.8 2 266 = 250 516 L
20605 N.E. 163RD STREET TO WEST DIXIE HIGHWAY 40 24 2 78 58 4 26 1.5 2 524 e 630 1154 L
20606 WEST DIXIE HIGHWAY TO No.E. 125TH STREET 40- 70 NA 2 78 58 4 26 0.9 2 308 — 326 634 L
20607 N.E. 125TH STREET TO N.E. 11B8TH STREET o} 0 o0 78 58 4 26 0.6 1 218 —~ 434 652 L
20608 W.E. 118TH STREET TO U.S. 1 NA NA 2 18 58 4 26 0.6 2 200 - 218 418 L
20700 N.E. 10TH AVENUE
20701 BROWARD COUNTY LINE TO N.E. 183RD STREET 0 0 0 70 24 2 29 2.3 1 254 98 91 443 L
20800 N.E. 6TH AVENUE
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CODE PRINCIPAL _STREET SECTIONS EXISTING PROPOSED Sf EE—’J é ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT ~ SYSTEM
0 Mot F:;/\?/DE%’T TRABETE WIDTH p@/Y&;TMH}T TRAFFIC SIS uz-tz Tl ROowy.  MAJOR ROW. TOT EXIST

FT FT  LANES FT. FT. Langs Hor =D o STRUCT.
20801 N.W. 183RD STREET TO N.E. 163RD STREET 70 42 4 78 58 4 26 0.9 2 41 - 5 46 U-S
20802 N.E. 163RD STREET TO OPA LOCKA EXPRESSWAY 70 44 4 78 58 4 26 2.7 2 123 - 22 145 U-S
20803 OPA LOCKA EXPRESSWAY TO BISCAYNE BOULEVARD 70 46 4 78 58 4 26 2.2 2 100 - 22 122 L
20850 EAST 3RD AVENUE
20851 N.2NC STREET TO N. 1ST STREET NA NA 2 N N 2 33 0.1 ¢ - - - -1
20852 S.E. 1ST STREET TO S. 2ND STREET NA NA 2 N N 2 ~ 0.1 G - - - - L
20853 S. 2ND STREET TO S. 3RD STREET NA NA 2 N N 2 33 0.1 O© - - - - L
20854 S. 3RD STREET TO S. 4TH STREET NA NA 2 N ‘N 2 N 0.1 € - - - - L
20900 N.E. 2ND AVENUE
20901 N.E. L19TH STREET TO N.E. 105TH STREET 70 44 4 N 52 4 35 0.9 2 41 - - 41 U-S
20902 N.E. 105TH STREET TO N.E. 77TH STREET 70 54 4 KN N 4 N 1.2 ¢ = - - - u-s
20903 N.E. 77TH STREET TO N.E. 62ND STREET 70 40 4 N 52 4 35 1.0 2 46 - - 46 U-S
20904 N-.E. 62ND STREET TOD N.E. 58TH STREET 70 54 & N N 4 N 0.2 0 - - - - u-s
20905 N.E. 58TH STREET TO N.E. 41ST STREET 70 40 4 N 52 4 35 1.1 2 50 - - 50 UPP
20906 N.E. 41ST STREET TO N.E. L7TH STREET 70 48 4 N N 4 N 1.5 0 - - - - upp
20907 N.E. 17TH STREET TO S.E. 2ND STREET 50 36 TO 46 3 N N 3 W 1.5 0 - - - - upp
20950 EAST '1ST AVENUE
20951 N. 17TH STREET TO I-395 NA 48-60 4 N N 2 33 0.4 O - - - - L
20952 1-395 TO N 5TH STREET NA 40 2 N N 2 32 0.5 © - - - - b
20953 N. 5TH STREET TuU S. 4TH STREET NA 40 2 N N 2 33 0.6 0 ~ - - - L
21000 MIAMI AVENUE
21001 N.E. 167TH STREET TO NoW. 105TH STREET 70- 85 20-24 2 78 58 4 26 4.4 1 1810 43 506 2359 L
21002 N.E. 105TH STREET TO N.W. T9TH STREET 80 60 4 N N 4 N 1.9 0 = - - - L
21003 N.W. 79TH STREET TOD N.W. 45TH STREET 70 30 2 78 58 4 26 2.5 1 950 - 162 1112 L
21004 N.W. 45TH STREET TO N.W. 38TH STREET 70 36 2 78 58 4 26 0.3 1 119 = 362 481 L
21005 N-W. 38TH STREET TO N.W. L7TH STREET 70 46 4 78 58 4 26 1.5 2 119 = 300 419 L
21006 NeW. L7TH STREET TO N.W. L1TH STREET 50 32-40 3 N N 3 N 1.3 o© - - - - v
21007 N.W. LLTH STREET TO S.W. 4TH STREET 50 32-40 3 N N 3 N 0.5 0 - - - - L
21008 S.W. 4TH STREET T0 S.W. BTH STREET NA 46 4 N N o4 N l.4 0 - - - - L
21009 S.W. BTH STREET TO INTERSECTION OF U.S. 70-120 46 4 N N 4 N 1.4 O© - - - - 0
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CODE PRINCIPAL _STREET SECTIONS EXISTING PROPOSED gg "I‘g E ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT SYSTEM
“NO. ROW. PAVEMT  NO. ROW. PAVEMT  No. a5l 25| 2 COST CLASS
WIDTH  WIDTH TRAFFIC WIDTH WIDTH TRAFFIc >|o| Wl &  rowv  maJor ROW. TOT EXIST. -
FT FT LANES FT FT LaNEs PO =l=L & STRUCT.
21039 weST 1ST AVENUE
21040 N. 17TH STREET TO N. 15TH STREETY 60 40 2 N N 2 N 0.2 C Co = = ] L
21041 N. L4TH STREET TO N. 12TH STREET NA NA 2 N N 2 N 0.2 C = = = £ L
21042 N. 12TH STREET TO N. S5TH STREET 0 0 O 70 44 2 31 0.5 2 84 = 1700 1784 L
21043 N. 5TH STREET TO N. 1ST STREET NA NA 2 N N 2 N 0.3 O - = = - L
21044 N. 1ST STREET TO S. 2ND STREET 0] 0 0 70 44 2 3t 0.2 2 33 = 340 373 L
21045 S. 2ND STREET TO S. 3RD STREET NA NA 2 N N 2 N 0.1 C - e = - L
21070 WEST 1ST COURT
21071 W. 2ND AVENUE TO N. 23RD STREET 0 o o 70 3¢ 2 33 0.3 2 51 - 600 651 L
21072 N« 23RD STREET TO N. 14TH STREET NA CONA 2 N N 2 33 0.6 O - - - - L
21073 N. 14TH STREET TO N. 1ST STREET NA NA 2 N N 2 33 0.9 O - - - - L
21074 N. 1ST TO W. 2ND AVENUE 0 0 0 70 3¢ 2 33 0.3 2 51 - 600 651 L
21100 WEST 2ND AVENUE
21101 N.W. 167TH STREET TO N.W. 119TH STREET 70 18-20 2 78 58 4 26 2.9 1 11¢9 222 1275 2606 U-S
21102 N.W. 119TH STREZT TO N.W. 79TH STREET 0- 70 0-20 2 78 58 4 26 2.5 1 956 101 875 1932 U-S
21103 N.W. 7STH STREET TO NORTH 36TH STREET 0- 70 0-20 2 78 58 4 26 2.4 1 218 - 1020 1938 U-S
21104 N. 36TH STREET TD N.W. 26TH STREET 40 NA 2 78 58 4 26 0.8 1 270 - 1070 1340 L
21105 N.W. 26TH STREET TO S. 3RD STREET NA NA 2 N N 2 N 2.1 C = - - = L
21106 3RD STREET TO S.W. 13TH STREET 40 NA 2 100 34-12-34 4 24 0.7 2 360 47 1225 1632 L
21120 WEST 3RD AVENUE
21121 N. 20TH STREET TO N. 8TH STREET NA 40 2 N N 2 33 1.0 C = = = - L
21122 N. 8TH STREET TO N. 2ND STREET NA 40 2 N N 3 32 0.4 © - - = - L
21140 WEST FRONTAGE ROJOAD (I-95)
21141 N. 8TH STREET TO N. 1ST STREET 70 0 0 N 36 3 32 0.5 2 66 - - L
21160 NORTH RIVER DRIVE
21161 N.wWw. 5TH AVENUE TO S.W. 2ND AVENUE 70 0o o0 N 44 2 31 0.6 2 100 - - 100 L
<1180 NORTH WEST 5TH AVENUE
21181 WN.llTH STREET TO N. RIVER DRIVE 70 0o O N 44 2 31 0.5 2 33 - = 33 L

21200 U.S. 441

21201 BROWARD COUNTY LINE TO GOLDEN GLADES INTERCHANGE 82 24-18-24 4 N N 4 N 3.3 0 = = = - usp
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CODE PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS EXISTING PROPQOSED ég Eg E ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT SYSTEM
“NO ROW. PAVEMT  NO ROW  PAVEMT vo.  alsl 2f S COST CLASS
- WIDTH  WIDTH TRAFFIC WIDTH WIDTH  TRAFFIC >lw| wf| & ROWY. MAJOR ROW. TOT EXIST.
FT FT LANES FT. ET. Langs Hiob H=ha STRUCT.
21300 WEST 7TH AVENUE
21301 GOLDEN GLADES INTERCHANGE TO Newe 36TH STREET 100- 70 58-76 4 N N 4 N 8.3 O = - - - usp
21302 NeW. 36TH STREET TO NeW. 5TH STREET NA 52 4 7 N N 4 N 2.2 C - s - - L
21340 S5.W. 25TH RDAD
21341 RICKENBACKER CAUSEWAY TO U.S. 1 (¢} 0 0 0 24 3 32 0.3 1 110 i~ 720 830 L
21342 U.S. 1 TO CORAL WAY 75 22-20-22 4 N N 2 32 0.5 G - - ~ = i
21343 CORAL WAY TO S.W. 13TH STREET 80 40 2 N N 2 32 0.5 O - o - - L
21360 S.W. 26TH ROAD
21361 RICKENBACKER CAUSEWAY TO U.S. 1 80 50 2 N N 2 32 0.3 ©C B 2 = E L
21362 U.S. 1 TO CORAL WAY 100 24-20-24 2 N N 2 32 0.5 0 - - - ] L
21363 CORAL WAY TO S.W. 13TH STREET 100 50 2 N N 2 32 0.4 0 = £ - &= L
21400 WEST 8TH AVENUE
21401 N.W. S5TH STREET TO S.W. 8TH STREET NA 40 4 66 46 4 36 0.9 2 72 s 342 41'4 [
21500 WEST 12TH AVENUE
21501 MIAMI GARDENS DRIVE TD GOLDEN GLADES EXPRESSHAY 80 20-24 2 N N 2 N l.2 C -~ - - - L
21502 N<W. 103RD STREET T3 Ne.W. 82ND STREET NA 0-20 2 88 68 4 26 l.6 2 627 103 848 1578 L
21503 N.W. 82ND STREET TO N.W. T1ST STREET 40 24 2 116 38-20~38 6 21 0.5 2 265 - 387 672 U-S
21504 N.W. 71ST STREET TO Ne.W. 62ND STREET 70 20 2 116 38-20-38 6 21 0.6 2 342 = 240 582 U-S
21505 NeWe 62ND STREET TO AIRPORT EXPRESSWAY 50- 70 40 2 116 38-20-38 6 21 1.6 2 910 -~ 464 1374 U-S
21506 AIRPUORT EXPRESSWAY TO N.W. 20TH STREET 50- 70 40 4 N N 4 N 1l.2 C - - - - U-§
21507 N.W. 20TH STREET TO NORTH RIVER DRIVE 100 34-18-34 4 N N 4 N 0.8 C - e - - uU-§
21508 NORTH RIVER DRIVE TO S.W. 8TH STREET 65— 70 52 4 N N 4 N 1.3 0 - - - - L
21509 S.W. 8TH STREET TO CORAL WAY 70— 80 60 4 N N 4 N 1.0 C - - - - L
21600 WEST 17TH AVENUE
21601 NeW. 215TH STREET TO N.W. L183RD STREET 0- 60 22 2 70 24 2 29 2.2 2 205 144 66 415 L
21602 N.W. 183RD STREET TO GOLDEN GLADES EXPRESSWAY 70- 75 20 2 N 44 2 38 1.0 2 56 - - 56 L
21603 GULDEN GLADES EXPRESSWAY TO N.W. 151ST STREET 0- 70 0-14 2 70 24 2 29 1.0 2 91 45 250 386 L
21604 N.W. 151ST STREET TO OPA LOCKA EXPRESSWAY NA 20-24 2 88 68 4 26 2.1 1 862 219 860 1941 L
21605 OPA LOCKA EXPRESSWAY TQ 79TH STREET 50-100 24 2 88 o8 4 26 2.6 1 1067 100 494 1661 L
21606 79TH STREET TO AIRPORT EXPRESSWAY 50~ 70 24 2 iCco EXP-ST 4 28 2.5 1 1120 600 1000 2720 L

V611
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CODE PRINCIPAL _STREET SECTIONS EXISTING PROPQSED g° Hol & ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT SYSTEM
NO. ROW. PAVEMT NO. ROW PAVEMT  No.  al5 2l=| © GOST CLASS
- WIDTH WIDTH TRAFFIC WIDTH WIQTH TRAFFIC t_-L('an gz g ROWY. SMI%JUOCRT R.OW. TOT EXIST.

FT FT LANES FT. FT LANES -
21607 AIRPORT EXPRESSWAY TG MIAMI RIVER 50~ 70 30-48 2 100 EXP-ST 4 23 1.9 1 900 750 510 2160 L
21608 MIAMI RIVER TG N.W. 7TH STREET 100 36-15-36 6 N EXP-ST 4 28 0.4 1 100 150 - 250 L
21609 N.W. 7TH STREET TD S.W. LST STREET 50 20 2 100 EXP-ST 4 28 0.6 1 280 600 240 1120 L
21610 S.W. 1ST STREET TO S.W. BTH STREET , 50 40 4 66 46 4 36 0.5 2 40 - 70 110 L
21611 S.W. 8TH STREET TO BAYSHORE DRIVE 40 30 2 88 68 4 26 1.9 2 780 - 107 887 L
21700 WEST 22ND AVENUE
21701 N.W. 199TH STREET TG N.W. 191ST STREET 0 0 o 120 26 2 29 0.2 1 23 - 35 58 L
21702 N.W. 191ST STREET TO N.W. 183RD STREET 100 24 2 N N 2 N 0.8 C - - - - L
21703 N.W. 183RD STREET TO GOLDEN GLADES EXPRESSWAY 60- 85 26 2 100 34-16-34 4 24 1.0 1 502 30 230 762 L
21704 GOLDEN GLADES EXPRESSWAY TO N.W. 103RD STREET 100 34-15-34 4 N N 4 N 4.0 0 - - - - uU-s
21705 NoW. 103RD STREET TO N.Ww. 79TH STREET 100 34-15-34 & N ' N 4 N 1.6 0 - - - - u-s
21706 N.W. T79TH STREET TO AIRPORT EXPRESSHAY 50-100 24-10-24 4 N N &4 N 2.2 0 - - - - u-§
21707 AIRPORT EXPRESSWAY TO N.W. 36TH STREET 70 24-10-24 4 N N 4 N 0.2 0 - - - - u-§
21708 N.W. 36TH STREET TO N.W. 20TH STREET 70 24-10-24 4 N N 4 N 1.0 C - - - - u-s
21709 N.W. 20TH STREET TO WEST FLAGLER STREET 70 24-10-24 4 N N 4 N 1.5 0 - - - - uU-s
21710 WEST FLAGLER STREET TO S.W. 8TH STREET 70 36 2 78 58 4 35 0.5 1 46 - 150 196 U-S
21711 S.W. 8TH STREET TO U.S. 1 70 36 2 78 58 4 35 1.6 1 146 - 120 266 Y-S
21B00 WEST 27TH AVENUE ‘
21801 N.W. 215TH STREET TO N.W. 183RD STREET 50-100 24 2 13C  24-206-24 4 23 2.3 1 394 78 1035 1507 USS
21802 NW. 183RD STREET TO GOLDEN GLADES EXPRESSWAY 100-135 48 4 N N 4 N 1.0 © - - - - usSs
21803 GOLDEN GLADES EXPRESSWAY TO STATE ROAD 9 110 44 4 N N 4 N 1.7 0 - - - - UsS
21804 STATE ROAD 9 TO OPA LOCKA BOULEVARD 100 32-14-32 4 N EXP-ST 4 28 0.4 2 240 390 - 630 UPP
21805 UPA LOCKA BOULEVARD TO OPA LOCKA EXPRESSWAY 100 24-14-24 4 N EXP-ST 4 28 1.0 2 430 - - 430 UPP
21806 OPA LOCKA EXPRESSWAY TO N.W. 103RD STREET 100 24-14-24 4 N EXP-ST 4 28 1.1 2 1150 210 - 1360 uPP
21807 N.W. 103RD STREET TO N.W. 79TH STREET 100 32-15-32 4 N EXP-ST 4 28 1.5 2 1094 450 - 1544 ypPp
21808 NuW. 79TH STREET TO N.W. 36TH STREET 100 35-15-32 4 N EXP-ST 4 28 2.5 2 1811 480 - 2291 upp
21809 N.W. 36TH STREET TO EAST-WEST EXPRESSWAY 100 35-15-35 ¢4 N EXP-3T & 28 1.7 2 1137 300 - 1437 upp
21810 EAST~WEST EXPRESSWAY TO U.S. 1 100 32-15-32 4 N EXP-ST & 28 3.2 2 1211 360 - 1571 upp
21811 U.S. 1 TO BAYSHORE DRIVE 50 30 2 78 58 4 35 0.8 2 64 - 202 266 L

21900 STATE ROAD 9
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CODE PRINCIPAL _STREET SECTIONS EXISTING PROPOSED S% §§ % ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT ~ SYSTEM
A2 Woort Pvf/\aVJETMH’Llr tRAFEIC WIDTH PvAIYDETNr‘-l}T TRAFFIC I 5§ x|  Rowy. MAJ%%SI ROW.  TOT EXIST.
FT FT. LANES FT. FT. Langs, Tl SISl & HTRUGT.
21901 GOLDEN GLADES INTERCHANGE TO N.wW. 27TH AVENUE NA 24-60-24 & N EXP-5T 4 28 2.7 2 380 600 - 980 upeP
22000 BAYSHORE DRIVE (SEE SOUTH MIAMI AVENUE)
22001 U.S. 1 TO S.W. L7TH AVENUE NA 50 4 N N 4 N 1.2 0 - - - - L
22002 S.W. 17TH AVENUE TO GRAND AVENUE 45 30 2 88 68 4 35 1.6 2 656 - 1280 1936 L
22100 MAIN HIGHWAY-INGRAM HIGHWAY (COCONUT GROVE)
22101 GRAND AVENUE TO S.W. 37TH AVENUE 70 26 2 N N 2 N 1.0 G - - - - L
22102 S.W. 37TH AVENUE TO S.W. 42ND AVENUE 70 28 2 88 24-20-24 4 23 1.0 2 455 - 260 715 L
22200 WEST 32ND AVENUE
22201 N.W. 183RD STREET TO N.W. 151ST STREET 70 20-24 2 N 4 2 38 2.0 2 137 - - 131 L
22202 OPA LOCKA BLVD TO OPA LOCKA EXPRESSWAY 0 0 o0 110 34-20-3% 4 24 1.0 2 512 179 20 7il L
22203 OPA LOCKA EXPRESSWAY TO N.W. 106TH STREET 80 20 2 110 34-20-34 4 24 0.8 2 410 - 240 650 L
22204 N.W. LO6TH STREET TO N.W. 95TH STREET 50~ 85 24 2 66 46 4 27 0.7 2 271 36 98 405 L
22205 N.W. 95TH STREET TO N.W. 62ND STREET 25— 85 24 2 100 35-10-35 6 21 2.0 2 1140 - 100 1240 L
22206 N.W. 62ND STREET TO AIRPORT EXPRESSWAY 35~ 70 24 2 88 26-16-26 4 25 1.3 2 548 - 940 1488 L
22207 AIRPORT EXPRESSWAY TO N.W. NORTH RIVER DRIVE 35- 70 24 2 88 26-16-26 4 25 0.4 2 169 - 320 489 L
22208 N.W. 7TH STREET TO S.W. 8TH STREET NA NA 2 78 58 4 26 1.0 2 388 - 600 988 L
22209 S.W. 8TH STREET TO S.W. 40TH STREET NA NA 2 78 58 4 26 2.0 2 7115 - 1200 1975 L
22300 WEST 37TH AVENUE
22301 N.W. 199TH STREET TO GOLDEN GLADES EXPRESSWAY 60-10C 24 2 N N 2 N 2.2 0 - - - - L
22302 GDLDEN GLADES EXPRESSWAY TO N.W. 154TH STREET 70 20 2 N 4 2 38 0.7 1 32 - - 32 L
22303 NORTH RIVER DRIVE TO N.W. 20TH STREET 0 0 0 70 4 2 31 1.1 1 338 78 198  6l4 L
22304 N.W. 20TH STREET TO N.W. 14TH STREET 40 NA 2 70 44 2 38 0.6 1 27 78 330 435 L
22305 N.W. 14TH STREET TO N.W. TTH STREET NA NA 2 N N 2 N 0.4 0 - - - - 1
22306 N.W. 7TH STREET TO U.S. 1 NA NA 4 N N 4 N 3.2 0 - - - - L
22307 U.S. 1 TO GRAND AVENUE NA NA 2 N 52 4 27 0.3 2 40 - - 40 L
22308 GRAND AVENUE TO MAIN HIGHWAY NA NA 2 N N 2 0 0.7 ¢ - - - - b
22400 PONCE DE LEON BOULEVARD (CORAL GABLES)
22401 FLAGLER STREET TO SoW. 8TH STREET NA 80 4 N N 4 N 0.6 0 - - - - L
22402 S.W. 8TH STREET TO UNIVERSITY DRIVE 100 T4 5 100 4 N N 4 N 1.4 C - - - - b
22403 UNIVERSITY DRIVE TO LEJEUNE ROAD NA 27-26-27 2 N N 2 N 1.4 0 - - - - L
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CODE PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS EXISTING PROPOSED 53 Eﬁ E ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT SYSTEM
“NO. ROW. PAVEMT  NoO. Row. PAVEMT  No.  als| SIE| © ST CLASS
WIDTH  WIDTH TRAFFIC WIDTH WIDTH TRAFFIC >lw| il &  rowy MAJOR ROW. TOT EXIST
FT FT LANES FT. FT. Lanes Hlol Hsh o STRUCT.
22900 SOUTH ALHAMBRA CIRCLE (CORAL GABLES)
22901 CURAL WAY TO S.W. 40TH STREET NA 26 N N 2 N 1.0 ¢C - - - - L
22902 S.W. 40TH STREET TO S PONCE DE LEON BOULEVARD 70 28 N N 2 N 1.7 O© = = - - L
23000 WEST 52ND AVENUE
23001 NoW. LI9TH STREET TO N.W. 74TH STREET 55- 70 40-48 N 48 4 36 2.8 2 128 - - 128 L
23002 N.W. 74TH STREET TO OKEECHOBEE ROAD 55- 70 48-56 N N 4 N 1.3 0 - - - - L
23100 CURTIS PARKWAY (MIAMI SPRINGS)
23101 OKEECHOBEE ROAD TO ROYAL POINCIANA BOULEVARD NA 20~ =20 N 26— -26 4 28 0.2 1 18 66 - 84 U-S
23102 ROYAL POINCIANA BOULEVARD TO HUNTING LODGE DRIVE NA 20- -20 N 34~ -34 4 33 0.8 1 73 - - 73 U-S
23103 HUNTING LODGE DRIVE TO N.W. 36TH STREET 60 24 70 48 4 27 0.4 1 148 - 52 200 U-S
23200 WEST 57TH AVENUE (RED ROAD)
23201 N.W. 215TH STREET TO N.W. LB83RD STREET 0- 30 0-18 10C 24 2 29 2.2 2 200 65 44 309 u-°
23202 N.W. 183RD STREET TO GOLDEN GLADES EXPRESSWAY NA 24 100 24-20-24 4 25 1.0 2 251 - 240 491 L
23203 GOLDEN GLADES EXPRESSWAY TO OPA LDCKA EXPRESSWAY 50- 60 48 N N 4 N 2.0 0 - - - - U-s
23204 OPA LOCKA EXPRESSWAY TO N.W. 74TH STREET NA 48 N N 4 N 3.8 0 - - - - u-p
23205 NoW. 74TH STREET TO OKEECHOBEE ROAD 200 48 N N 4 o 0.8 0 = - - - u-p
23206 PERIMETER ROAD TO S.W. 8TH STREET 70 30 100 EXP-ST 4 28 1.4 1 700 335 643 1678 U-S
23207 S.W. 8TH STREET TO U.S. 1 50-100 30 100 EXP-ST & 28 4.0 1 2000 1253 900 4153 U-S
23208 U.S. 1 TO S.W. B8TH STREET 50- 70 42 96 34— 8-34 4 24 1.3 1 625 - 624 1249 L
23209 S.W. B8BTH STREET TO OLD CUTLER ROAD 70 36 N N 2 N 1.7 © - - - - L
23300 OLD CUTLER RDAD
23301 S.W. T2ND STREET TO S.W. 57TH AVENUE NA 22-24 104 34-16-34 4 24 3.3 2 1618 47 330 1995 L
23302 S.W. 57TH AVENUE TO S.W. 152ND STREET NA 22-24 110 26-16-26 4 39 3.3 2 1354 - 430 1784 L
23303 S.W. 152ND STREET TO SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY NA 22-24 N N 2 N 2.4 C - - - - (i
23304 SOUTH DIXIE EXPRESSWAY TO FRANJO ROAD NA 22-24 N N 2 N 1.7 0 - - - G
23305 FRANJO ROAD TO SOUTH DADE EXPRESSWAY NA 22-24 N N 2 N 2.2 O - - - - L
23306 SDUTH DADE EXPRESSWAY TO U.S. 1 NA 22-24 N N 2 N l.6 0 - - - - L
23400 WEST 67TH AVENUE
23401 NeW. 215TH STREET TO N.W. 199TH STREET 0 0 13¢ 24 2 29 1.0 2 88 91 40 219 L
23402 NeW. 199TH STREET TO N.W. L170TH STREET 0 0 130 26 2 29 2.0 2 176 - 150 326 L



APPENDIX C CONTINUED
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CODE PRINCIPAL STREET_SECTIONS EXISTING PROPOSED §§f éﬁ & ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT  SYSTEM
NO. ROW. PAVEMT NO. ROW.  PAVEMT NO. ol zi=El @ COST CLASS
- WIDTH WIDTH TRAFFIC WIDTH WIDTH TRAFFIC | t %}’J 5 =z g RDWY. SMTARJUOCRT, ROW. TOT. EXIST.

FT FT LANES FT LANES
22404 LEJEUNE ROAD TO S.W. STTH AVENUE NA 46 2 N N 2 N 2.1 0 ~ - - - L
22500 WEST 42ND AVENUE (LEJEUNE ROAD)
22501 CONNECTUR FROM N.W. 151ST ST TO W. 42ND ST 0 0o o 70 44 2 31 0.7 1 122 -~ 154 276 L
22502 NoW. 151ST ST CONNECTOR TO N.W. L35TH ST NA NA 2 N N 2 N 0.6 ¢ - - - - L
22503 N.W. 135TH STREET TO N.W. 119TH STREET NA 24 2 N N 2 N 1.0 0 - - - - U-$
22504 N.W. 119TH STREET TO N.W. 103RD STREET NA 24 2 N N 2 24 1.0 2 - - - u-s
22505 N.H. 103RD STREET TO N.W. 79TH STREET NA 26 2 100 35-10-35 6 21 1.5 2 822 - 110 932 Y-S
22506 N.W. T9TH STREET TO N.W. 36TH STREET 75 48 4 88 34-12-34 6 21 2.5 2 1370 62 463 1895 U-S
22507 N.W. 36TH STREET TO N.W. TTH STREET 120 48— 4-48 6 N N 6 N 2.0 0 - = - - u-p
22508 N.H. 7TH STREET TO S.W. 8TH STREET NA 34-15-34 6 N N &6 N 1.0 6 = = - - y-p
22509 S.W. BTH STREET TO U.S. 1 NA 25-10-25 4 N N 4 N 2.5 0 = - - - u-p
22510 U.S. 1 TO OLD CUTLER ROAD 55- 70 24 2 70 48 4 27 1.4 2 522 - 238 760 L
22550 SEGOVIA AVENUE
22551 $.W. 24TH STREET TO S.W. 40TH STREET 100 50 4 N N 4 N 1.0 G - e = - b
22600 WEST 47TH AVENUE (EAST 4TH AVENUE)
22601 N.W. 215TH STREET TO N.W. 183RD STREET 0 o o 70 24 2 29 2.3 1 220 96 32 348 U-P
22602 N.W. 183RD STREET TO GOLDEN GLADES EXPRESSWAY 70 24 2 N N 2 N 1.0 0 = = - - L
22603 GOLDEN GLADES EXPRESSMAY TO NW. 154TH STREET 50- 70 18 2 70 24 2 37 0.8 2 55 65 24 146 L
22604 NoW. 119TH STREET TO NoW. 74TH STREET NA 40 4 72 52 4 36 2.8 2 194 15 462 671 L
22605 M.W. T4TH STREET TO OKEECHOBEE ROAD NA 42 4 ¥ 52 4 36 1.6 2 111 - 264 375 U-P
22606 OKEECHOBEE ROAD TO N.W. 36TH STREET NA NA 2 72 52 4 27 0.6 1 224 - 192 416 L
22700 WEST 49TH AVENUE-GRANADA BOULEVARD (CORAL GABLES)
22701 N.W. 7TH STREET TO FLAGLER STREET NA NA 2 70 44 2 31 0.5 2 160 - 175 335 L
22702 FLAGLER STREET TO S.W. 8TH STREET NA NA 2 N N 2 N 0.5 0 - = - - L
22703 S.W. BTH STREET TO SEVILLA AVENLE 100 20 2 70 44 2 38 1.2 2 82 - - 82 L
22704 SEVILLA AVENUE TO S.W. 40TH STREET NA 24 2 N N 2 N 0.8 - = = - L
22705 S.W. 40TH STREET TO U.S. 1 100 22-38 2 N N 2 N 1.2 © - - . - L
22706 U.S. 1 TO S.W. T2ND STREET NA 22-26 2 N N2 N 1.1 © = = E - L
22800 MAYNADA (CORAL GABLES)
22801 PONCE DE LEON BOULEVARD TO S.w. 72ND STREET o- 75 18 2 70 44 2 31 0.9 2 287 - an 458 L
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CODE

PRINCIPAL

STREET SECTIONS

NO.

23403

23404

23405

23406

23407

23408

23409

23410

23411

23412

23413

23500

N.W. 170TH STREET TO GULDEN GLADES EXPRESSWAY

GOLVEN GLADES EXPRESSWAY TO OPA LOCKA EXPRESSWAY

UPA LOCKA EXPRESSWAY TO UKEECHOBEE ROAD

NeW. 36TH STREZET TO PERIMETER ROAD

WEST FLAGLER STREET TO S.W. 64TH STREET

S.W. 64TH STREET TO S.W. 72ND STREET

SeW. 72ND STREET TO S.w. 76TH STREET

Se.W. 76TH STREET TO U.S5. 1

UeS. 1 TO S.W. BBTH STREET

SeW. BBTH STREET TO S.W. 112TH STREET

S.We 112TH STREET TO OLD CUTLER ROAD

WEST T72ND AVENUE

23501

23502

23503

23504

23505

23506

23507

23508

23600

Ne.W. 103RD STREET TO OKEECHOBEE ROAD

SOUTH RIVER DRIVE TO N.W. 74TH STREET

NeW. T4TH STREET TO N.W. 36TH STREET EXTENSION

NeW.

FLAGLER STREET TO S.W. 8TH STREET

SeW. BTH STREET TO S.W. 24TH STREET

Se.W. 24TH STREET TO S.W. 56TH STREET

SeW. 56TH STREET TO S.W. 88TH STREET

TAMIAMI CANAL ROAD

23601

23650

NeW. T7TH STREET TO WEST FLAGLER STREET

SOUTH BAY DRIVE

23651

23700

Se.W. 87TH AVENUE TO S.W. 102ND AVENUE

WEST T7TH AVENUE

23701

23702

23800

N.We. 215TH STREET TO N.W. 199TH STREET

NeW. 199TH STREET TO GOLDEN GLADES EXPRESSWAY

WEST 82ND AVENUE

23801

23802

FLAGLER STREET TO S.W. 8TH STREET

Se.W. 8TH STREET TO S.W. 40TH STREET

36TH STREET EXTENSION TO WEST FLAGLER STREET

APPENDIX C CONTINUED

EXISTING PROFOSED é% EE = ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT ~ SYSTEM
wWipTH le\/ft“?:r TR:?hc WIDTH P@YDETNLI TRAFFIC Efﬁ 5§ g RDWY. MAJg(;ST ROW. TOT EXIST
FT FT LANES FT £T Lanse Dot Eba STRUCT.

B 50 20 2 N N 2 23 0.2 ¢ - - - L
NA 24 2 N N 2 N 1.8 C - = - = L
NA -22-24 2 N N 2 N 3.8 O - - = - L
NA 24 2 N N 2 N 1.5 Q@ - - - - L
60- 70 24 2 80 26— 8-26 4 25 4.1 2 1685 18 308 2011 L
70 24 2 80 26— 8-26 4 25 0.5 2 205 = 73 278 L
70 24 2 80 26— 8-26 4 25 0.3 2 123 - 48 171 L
70 24 2 80 26— 8-26 4 25 0.4 2 164 e 64 228 L
0 0 0 80 26~ 8-26 4 25 0.4 1 164 119 200 483 L
70 24 2 80 26— 8-26 4 25 1.5 2 845 - 113 958 L
70 24 2 80 26~ 8-26 4 25 1.5 2 845 5 90 935 L
) 0o o 130 24-20-24 4 23 1.3 1 652 = 350 1002 L
G- 50 0-18 2 130 24-20-24 4 23 0.5 1 250 237 80 567 L
NA 24 2 130 24-20-24 4 23 2.2 1 1105 28 374 1507 L
NA 26 2 130 24-20-24 4 23 2.3 1 1155 322 920 2397 L
0- 70 0-20 2 130 24-20-24 4 23 0.5 1 252 = 265 517 L
70 20 2 130 24-20-24 4 23 1.0 1 500 = 320 820 L
70-100 20 2 100 24-20-24 4 23 2.0 1 1000 92 - 1092 L
60— 70 0-18 2 70 44 2 31 2.1 2 543 - e 543 L
NA 30 2 88 68 4 26 0.8 2 313 - 100 413 L
0 0 0 70 24 2 29 2.5 2 220 254 13 487 L
0 o o0 108 24 2 29 1.0 2 91 91 110 292 L
0 o 0 108 24-16-24 4 22 2.6 2 1010 451 299 1760 L
70 DIRT 2 N 24 2 29 0.5 2 44 55 - 99 L
70 24 2 N N 2 N 2.0 O - = - - L

21



APPENL1X C CONTINUED
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CODE PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS EXISTING PROPOSED §f Eﬁ % ;—;MATEDCOIgITPROVEMENT ScYLSATsEsM
Ho WiDTH lev:we‘rx‘:r RATFIC WIDTH Pv‘\\lYDETMH*r R 52 |  Rrpwy.  MAJOR  ROW.  TOT EXIST

FT. FT. LANES FT. FT. Langs ot SIS A STRUCT.
23803 S.W. 40TH STREET TO S.W. 56TH STREET 35 12 2 N 24 2 29 1.0 1 143 250 393 L
23900 WEST 84TH AVENUE
23901 S<W. 168TH STREET TO S.W. 184TH STREET 25 NA 2 120 24 2 29 1.0 2 143 = 15 158 L
23902 S.W. 184TH STREET TO CARIBBEAN BOULEVARD NA NA 2 88 26-16-26 4 25 0.3 2 117 & 180 297 L
24000 WEST 87TH AVENUE
24001 N.W. 183RD STREET TO OPA LOCKA EXPRESSWAY 0 0 0 70 20 2 29 3.2 2 246 29 64 339 L
24002 OPA LOCKA EXPRESSWAY TQ OKEECHOBEE ROAD 0 0 0 10 20 2 29 2.3 2 176 85 46 307 L
24003 OKEECHOBEE ROAD TO N.W. 74TH STREET 0 o o 70 24 2 29 1.7 2 150 = 213 363 L
24004 N.W. T4TH STREET TO EAST-WEST EXPRESSWAY o} 0 0 70 24 2 29 4.2 1 370 85 525 980 L
24005 EAST-WEST EXPRESSWAY TO FLAGLER STREET 0 0 0 70 24 2 29 0.7 1 64 - 110 174 L
24006 FLAGLER STREET TO S.W. 8TH STREET 0 0 0 150 24-20-24 4 23 0.5 1 194 29 15 298 L
24007 S.W. BTH STREET TO S.W. 56TH STREET 85~ 70 24 2 88 26-16-26 4 25 3.2 1 1250 - 528 1778 L
24008 S.W. 56TH STREET TO S.W. 72ND STREET 70 24 2 88 26-16-26 4 25 1.0 1 390 - 180 570 L
24009 S.W. 72ND STREET TO S.W. 88BTH STREET 70 24 2 88 26-16-26 4 25 1.0 1 390 59 170 619 L
24010 S.W. 88TH STREET TO S.W. 112TH STREET 70 24 2 108 34-20-34 4 24 1.5 1 767 59 562 1388 L
24011 S.W. 112TH STREET TO U.S. 1 70 NA 2 88 26-16-26 4 25 1.5 1 58% - 300 885 L
24012 DLD CUTLER ROAD TO S.W. 232ND STREET 0 DIRT 2 10 24 2 29 1.8 2 158 28 107 2933 L
24013 S.W. 232ND STREET TO SOUTH BAY DRIVE 0 DIRT 2 70 24 2 29 0.7 2 64 = 42 106 L
24100 WEST 90TH AVENUE
24101 S.W. 168TH STREET TO S.W. 184TH STREET 50 18 2 N N 2 N 1.0 O = = = - L
24200 FRANJG ROAD »
24201 U.S. 1 TO CARIBBEAN BOULEVARD 50 22 2 N N 2 N 1.7 O = - - - L
24202 CARIBBEAN BOULEVARD TO 0.4 MILE SOUTH 50 18 2 60 24 2 38 0.4 1 9 =, 40 49 L
24203 0.4 MILE SOUTH TO OLD CUTLER ROAD 50 22 2 N N 2 N 0.3 C - - - - L
24300 WEST 97TH AVENUE
24301 170TH STREET TO OPA LOCKA EXPRESSWAY 0 0 0 70 20 2 29 2.1 2 162 - 84 246 L
24302 OPA LOCKA EXPRESSWAY TO UKEECHOBEE ROAD 4] o 0 70 20 2 29 1.4 2 108 28 84 220 L
24303 90TH STREET TO N.W. 74TH STREET (o} 0 0 70 20 2 29 0.9 2 69 - 45 114 L
24304 NeW. 74TH STREET TO EAST-WEST EXPRESSWAY 0 0 0 70 20 2 29 4.2 2 325 86 356 767 L
24305 EAS.T‘HEST EXPRESSWAY TO S.W. B8TH STREET 0 0 o0 10C 24-20-24 4 23 1.3 1 500 = 58 558 L
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APPENDIX C CONTINUED

Q2 e r>-
CODE PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS EXISTING PROPOSED §? ot M.A_UE_D_%AL___._W SYSTEM
FT FT LANES FT. ET LaNgs Hl sl @ STRUCT.

24306 S.W. BTH STREET TO S.W. 24TH STREET NA NA 2 100 264-20-24 4 23 1.0 1 390 - 150 540 L
24307 Su.W. 24TH STREET TO S.W. 40TH STREET 70 24 2 160 24-20-24 4 23 1.0 2 310 - 32 342 L
24308 S.W. 40TH STREET TO S.W. 56TH STREET 70 18-24 2 100 24-20-24 4 23 l.1 2 425 - 44 469 L
24309 S.W. 56TH STREET TO S.W. T2ND STREET 70 24 2 N N 2 N 0.9 O - - - - v
24310 S.W. 216TH STREET TO S.W. 248TH STREET 0~ 70 0-20 2 70 20 2 29 2.0 2 77 - 55 132 L
24400 WEST 102ND AVENUE

24401 SuW. 104TH STREET TO S<W. L12TH STREET 0 0 o 130 24 2 29 0.3 1 26 - 36 62 L
24402 S.W. L12TH STREET TO S.W. 152ND STREET 0 ) 130 26 2 29 2.7 1 237 - 167 404 L
24403 S.W. 248TH STREET TO SOUTH BAY DRIVE 0 0 o 130 24 2 29 1.2 2 93 - 66 159 L
24500 WEST 107TH AVENUE

24501 OKEECHOBEE ROAD TO HIALEAH EXPRESSWAY 0 0 0 70 20 2 29 3.5 2 270 28 123 421 L
24502 HIALEAH EXPRESSWAY TO EAST-WEST EXPRESSWAY 0 0o o 70 20 2 29 4.0 2 308 85 140 533 L
24503 EAST-WEST EXPRESSWAY TO S.W. 8TH STREET 0- 60 2 70 20 2 29 1.4 2 108 - 28 136 L
24504 S.W. BTH STREET TO S.W. 62ND STREET 50~ 70 20 2 70 24 2 37 3.6 2 52 - 140 192 L
24505 S.W. 62ND STREET TO S.W. T2ND STREET 70 0 0 70 24 2 29 0.6 1 53 . 98 - 151 L
24506 S.W. 72ND STREET TO S.W. 88TH STREET 70~ 95 20 2 N 26 2 37 1.0 2 23 - - 23 L
24507 S.W. B8BTH STREET TO S.W. L04TH STREET NA 22-12-22 4 N N 4 N 1.0 O - - - - L
24508 S.W. 152ND STREET TO S.W. 184TH STREET 0- 70 NA 2 70 20 2 29 2.5 2 192 - 300 492 L
24509 S.W. 184TH STREET TO QUAIL ROOST DRIVE 70 NA 2 N 24 2 37 0.1 2 2 - - 2 L
24510 S.W. 268TH STREET TO S.W. 296TH STREET 70 24 2 N N 2 N 1.8 C - - - - RSS
24511 S.W. 296TH STREET TO S.W. 328TH STREET 0 0 0 70 24 2 29 2.0 2 176 169 450 795 RSS
24512 5.W. 328TH STREET TO S.W. 344TH STREET 0 0 0 130 24z 29 1.9 2 115 98 30 243 L
24600 WEST 112TH AVENUE

24601 U.S. 1 TO SOUTH DADE EXPRESSWAY 100 48 4 N 4 N N 2.1 C - - - - USS
24602 SOUTH DADE EXPRESSWAY TO S.W. 268TH STREET 100 48 4 N 4 N N 2.8 © - - - - RSS
24700 WEST 117TH AVENUE

24701 S.W. 8TH STREET TO S.W. 40TH STREET 40 20 2 1co 24 2 23 2.0 2 132 33 40 205 L
24702 S.W. 40TH STREET TO SNAPPER CREEK 130 20 2 N 46 2 23 2.5 2 228 - - 228 L
24703 SNAPPER CREEK TO S.W. T2ND STREET 0 0 0 100 26 2 23 0.9 1 63 150 63 276 L

24704 S.W. T2ND STREET TO S.W. L52NC STREET 25-100 20 2 100 24 ¢ 23 5.0 2 456 65 - 521 U-P



APPENDIX C CONTINUED

29 =g = :
Q_%SE PRINCIPAL _STREET SECTIONS oW E)F(’Asgral;\.lre o, Row. Pi’gsgjﬁgD o, gs §§ 5 MATED&PROVEMENT ‘ S&M
’ WIDTH WIDTH 'TRAFFIC WIDTH WIDTH TRAFFIC >uf Wil & RDWY. MAJOR R.OW. TOT. EXIST.
FT. FT. LANES FT. FT. Lanes Hol =l STRUCT.

24705 S.W. 152ND STREET TO S.W. 168TH STREET NA 20 2 100 24-20-24 4 23 1.0 1 170 = 130 300 upp
24T06 - SuWs 168TH STREET TO S.We 200TH STREET 40- 70 20 2 100 24-20-24 4 23 2.1 1 840 L 945 L1785 L
24707 S.W. 200TH STREET TO U.S. 1 200 20 2 N 24-20-24 4 23 0.8 1 320 = - 320 L
24708 UeSo 1 TO SeWe. 216TH STREET AT 112TH AVE 0 0o 0 70 24 2 37 0.4 1 86 98 62 246 L
24800 WEST 127TH AVENUE

24801 S.W. BTH STREET TO S.W. 40TH STREET 40 20 2 70 24 2 37 2.1 2 48 = 42 90 L
24802 S.W. 40TH STREET TO S.W. 136TH STREETY o] 0 0 70 24 2 29 6.6 2 $80 28 430 1038 L
24803 So.W. 168TH STREET TO U.S. 1 70 20 2 N N 2 N 4.1 O = & - - L
24804 S.W. 268TH STREET TO S.W. 280TH STREET NA 24 2 N N 2 N 0.7 ¢ &, - - = L
24899 WEST 137TH AVENUE

24900 EAST HE‘ST EXPRESSWAY TO SW 8TH STREET (4] 0 0 130 24-20-24 4 23 1.3 2 619 - 105 124 L
24901 S.W. BTH STREET TO S.W. B8TH STREET (s} 0 0 70 24 2 29 5.0 1 44 - 225 269 L
24902 S.W. 88TH STREET TO WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY 70 c O N 26 2 29 4.5 1 396 - - 396 L
24903 WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY TO S.W. 216TH STREET 35 16 2 70 24 2 29 4.1 1 360 28 82 470 L
24904 SeWe. 216TH STREET TO S.W. 232ND STREET 0 o 0 70 264 2 29 1.0 1 91 53 80 224 L
24905 UsS. 1 TO S.W. 28BTH STREET 70 20 2 N 24 2 37 2.4 2 55 - hd 55 L
24906 S.W. 288TH STREET TO S.W. 344TH STREET 70 20 2 70 24 2 37 3.4 2 76 28 = 104 R-P
24950 ROBERGE BOULEYARD

24951 S.We 232ND STREET TO U.S5. 1 0 0 o 70 24 2 29 0.8 2 73 29 68 170 L
24952 UoS. 1 TO S.H. 268TH STREET 0 0 0 108 24-20-24 4 25 1.8 2 720 304 142 1166 L
25000 WEST 147TH AVENUE

25001 S.W. 136TH STREET TO S.W. 184TH STREET 70 20 2 N 24 2 37 3.0 2 69 28 - 97 L
25002 S.HW. 184TH STREET TO U.S. 1 35- 710 20 2 70 24 2 37 5.6 2 127 = 112 239 L
25100 WEST 157TH AVENUE

25101 SeW. BTH STREET TO S.W. 88TH STREET (o] [V ] 70 24 2 29 5.3 2 53 14 30 97 L
25102 S.W. BBTH STREET TO WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY 0 0 0 70 24 2 29 6.7 2 53 14 30 97 L
25103 WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY TO S.W. 28CTH STREET 35 16-20 2 70 24 2 29 5.2 2 297 - 260 557 L
25200 WEST l67TH AVENUE

25201 S.W. 152ND STREET TO WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY 35 0-16 2 70 24 2 29 3.8 2 330 i 104 434 L
25202 WEST DADE EXPRESSWAY TO S.Ww. 24BTH STREET 35 20 2 70 24 2 37 2.3 2 52 = 46 98 L
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CODE PRINCIPAL  STREET SECTIONS EXISTING PROPQSED gg Eg E ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT SYSTEM

NO. ROW. PAVEMT  NO. ROW. PAVEMT  No.  al5| 2iE| 2 T CLASS
WIDTH  WIDTH TRAFFIC WIDTH WIDTH TRAFFIc >l W] &  rowy.  MaJyor ROW.  TOT EXIST.

FT FT LANES FT. FT, Langs ol A= STRUCT.

25203 S.W. 248TH STREET TO U.S. 1 70— 35 20 2 10 24 2 37T 3.5 2 80 & 35 115 L

25204 U.S. 1 TO S.W. 328TH STREET 30 13 2 70 24 2 29 l.4 2 123 - 84 207 L

25300 FLAGLER STREET (HOMESTEAD)

25301 U.S. 1 TO S.W. L77TH AVENUE 66 24 2 N N 2 N 1.2 0 - - - - L

25350 CARD SOUND ROAD

25351 U.S. 1 TO S. CORDON LINE NA NA 2 N N 2 N l.1 ¢C = - = = L

25400 WEST 177TH AVE (KROME AVE) AND KROME AVE EXTENSION

25401 S.W. BTH STREET TO S.W. 136TH STREET 150 20 2 N N 2 N 8.0 O = - - - RSP

25402 S.W. 136TH STREET TO S.W. 264TH STREET 150 20-24 2 N 24 2 37 8.0 2 137 - - 137 RSP

25403 S.W. 264TH STREET TO S.W. 300TH STREET 75 2024 2 N z4 2 37T 2.4 2 44 — = 44 RSP

25404 S.W. 300TH STREET TO S.W. 320TH STREET 90 60 4 N N 4 N 0.9 - - - - USP

25405 S.W. 320TH STREET TO INTERSECTION WITH U.S. 1 100 24 2 N N 2 N 2.4 O - - - - UsSp

25500 WEST 187TH AVENUE

25501 S.W. 216TH STREET TOQ S.W. 248TH STREET 35—~ 70 16-20 2 70 20 2 37 2.0 2 22 - 20 42 L

25502 S.W. 248TH STREET TO S<.W. 328TH STREET 40- 80 20-24 2 70 24 2 31 8.1 2 92 e 81 173 L

25503 S.W. 328TH STREEZT TO S.W. 344TH STREET 40 20 2 70 24 2 37 1.0 2 22 = 15 37 L

25600 WEST 192ND AVENUE

25601 L77TH AVENUE TO S.W. 187TH AVENLE 0 o 0 150 24—-44-24 4 22 1.5 2 628 = 525 1153 L

25602 SoW. 187TH AVENUE TO S.W. 288TH STREET 0 o 0 70 24 2 29 3.0 2 274 = 240 514 L

25603 S.W. 2BBTH STREET TO S.W. 344TH STREET 70 12-20 2 70 24 2 29 3.8 2 347 = 304 651 L

25604 S.W. 344TH STREET TO S.W. 376TH STREET 70 24 2 N N é N 2.0 O e — - - RSP

25700 WEST 217TH AVENUE

25701 S.W. 28BTH STREET Ty SR 27 35~ 70 20-24 2 70 24 2 31 6.5 2 78 - 32 110 L

25799 U.S5. 1

25800 BROWARD C/L TO NE 186TH STREET 116 22-24-22 4 N  38-24-38 6 34 2.0 2 618 - - 618 uPP

25801 NE 186TH STREET TO SNAKE CREEK (SEE INTERAMA EXWY)

25802 SNAKE CREEK CANAL TO NE 146TH STREET 116 22-24-22 4 N 38-24-38 6 34 1.9 2 628 54 = 682 UPP

25803 N.E. 146TH STREET TO N.E. 55TH TERRACE 66- 90 40-50 4 106 36— 8-36 6 21 6.6 1 3000 125 3970 7095 UPP

25804 N.E. 55TH TERRACE TO N.E. 13TH STREET 100 66-76 6 N 36- 8-36 6 34 2.8 2 925 i - 925 yYPP

25805 N.E. 13TH STREET TO N.E. 11TH STREET 100 88 8 N N 8 N 0.1 G = - - - upP



APPENDIX C CONTINUED
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gQ_g_; PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS Row. E);:‘sg,[w”\“[(G Yo, RO PR;E\)\F/’EOMS’ED vo. ES §§ cgz ESTiMATEDcolgATPROVEMENT S(-:I:SAT'_S-ESM
- WIDTH  WIDTH TRAFFIC WIDTH WIDTH TRAFFIC >lwl Wl &  rowy,  maJdoRr ROW. TOT EXIST.

FT. FT. LANES FT. FT.  .LaNgs ©of =4 STRUCT.
25806 N.E« 11TH STREET TO N-vE. 6TH STREET 100 40- 8-40 8 N N 8 N 0.4 O = o - - upp
25807 N.E. 6TH STREET TO S.E. 2ND STREET 228 48-99-48 8 N N 8 N 0.5 ¢C = ) G - uep
29808 UNE-WAY PAIR
25809 SOUTHBOUND
25810 SE 2ND ST-BISCAYNE BLVD TO SE 2ND AVE 70 40 4 N N 3 32 0.2 ¢ = = = - L
25811 SE 2ND AVE-SE 2ND ST TO SE &4TH ST 50 54 3 N N 3 32 0.1 @ = - e - L
25812 NORTHBOUND
25813 SE 4TH ST-SE 2ND AVENUE TO BISCAYNE BLVD 70 40 4 N N 4 32 0.2 0O = = - - upp
25814 BISCAYNE BLVD-SE 4TH ST TO SE 3ND STREET 100 40 4 N N 4 N O.l © ~ UrPp
25815 BISCAYNE BLYD-S.E. 3RD ST TO S.E. 2ND STREET 100 40 4 N N 4 N 0.1 Q - - = - UPP
25816 S.E. 2ND AVENUE-BRICKELL AVENUE
25817 SE 4TH STREET TO SE S5TH STREET 70 40 4 100 38— 4-38 6 21 Q.1 2 27 109 45 181 UPP
25818 SE 5TH STREET TO S. MIAMI AVENUE 100-110 25-25-25% 4 110 36-18-36 6 34 1.9 2 627 - 430 1057 uepP
25819 SOUTH DIXIE HIGHWAY
25820 S. MIAMI AVENUE TO S.W. 67TH AVENUE 100 32-14-32 6 N 38-10-38 6 34 7.3 2 2188 50 - 2238 uPP
25821 S.W. 67TH AVENUE TO S.H. 168TH STREET 116 24-20-24 4 N 38-20-38 6 34 6.6 2 21‘85 61 - 2246 UPP
25822 S.W. 168TH STREET TO SW. 1B84TH STREET -SB 60 24 2 15 55 3 32 1.0 2 350 & 450 800 uPP
25823 So.We. 184TH STREET TO S.We 16BTH STREET - NB 60 24 2 75 55 3 32 1.0 2 350 £ 450 800 upp
25824 S.W. 184TH STREET TO QUAIL ROOST DRIVE 116 24-20-24 4 N 38;’20—38 6 34 0.2 2 62 = = 62 UPP
25825 QUAIL ROOST DRIVE TO SoW. 328TH STREET 116 25-25-24 4 N N 4 N 9.2 0 = = = - RPP
25826 S.W. 288TH STREET TO S.W. 328TH STREET 116 25-25-24 4 N N 4 N 3.3 ¢ ] = = - UPP
25827 S.W. 328TH STREET TO CARD SOUND ROAD 116 25-25-25 4 N N 4 N 2.1 O = = & - RPP
25828 CARD SOUND ROAD TO S. CORDON LINE 150 24 4 N  24-20-24 4 20 0.9 2 185 # - 185 RPP
32200 **%x%*MIAMI BEACH FACILITIES®%#%*
32300 *kxx*EAST-WEST TRAFFIC FLOW FACILITIES®%®x%
32400 BISCAYNE STREET
32401 ALTON ROAD TO COLLINS AVENUE 70 NA 2 N 48 4 36 0.3 2 115 - - 115 L
32500 SOUTH 5TH STREET (STATE RCAD AlA)
32501 ALTON ROAD TG WASHINGTON AVENUE 60 49 4 N N 4 N 0.4 © - - - - uPP
32502 WASHINGTON AVENUE TO COLLINS AVENUE 60 49 4 N N 4 N 0.1 C - - = - UPP
32600 DADE BOULEVARD
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APPENDIX C CONTINUED
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CODE PRINCIPAL STREET SECTIONS EXISTING PROPOSED gg EE E ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT SYSTEM

NO. ROW. PAVEMT  NO. ROW. PAVEMT  No. al5| 2F| S cosT CLASS

- WIDTH WIDTH  TRAFFIC WIDTH  WIDTH TRAFFIC >fuf wl5| @ RDWY. MAJOR R.OW. TOT. EXIST.
FT FT LANES ET. FT rangs ol A=Al STRUCT.

32601 EAST END OF VENETIAN CAUSEWAY TC ALTON RDAD NA 56 & N N 4 N 0.2 ¢ = &= = = L

32602 ALTON ROAD TG WASHINGTON AVENUE NA 56 4 N N 4 N 0.7 € = = = = L

32603 WASHINGTON AVENUE TO COLLINS AVENUE VIA 23RD ST NA 56 4 N N 4 N 0.2 O = = - = L

32700 ARTHUR GODFREY BOULEVARD

32701 ALTON ROAD INTERCHANGE UF [-195 TQ PINE TREE DRIVE 80 48 4 N N 4 N 0.9 0O = = - - U-P

32702 PINE TREE DRIVE TU COLLINS AVENUE 80 48 4 N N 4 N 0.3 O G = = - uU-p

32720 47TH STREET

32721 ALTON ROAD TO PINE TREE DRIVE 70 24 2 104 38-16-38 &6 21 0.6 2 399 277 2464 3140 L

32722 PINE TREE DRIVE TO COLLINS AVENLE 0 0 0 104 38-16-38 6 21 0.3 2 294 840 760 1894 L

32800 NORMANDY DRIVE-T71ST STREET ONE-WAY PAIR (SR828)

32801 E END OF N BAY VILL BRIDGE TO INDIAN CR DR E BOUND 70- 80 46 3 N 46448 3 26 l.1 1 69 211 - 280 U-P

32802 E END OF N BAY VILL BRIDGE TO INDIAN CR DR W BOUND 70 56 3 N N 3 N 1.1 0 - - - - U-pP

32803 INDIAN CREEK DRIVE TO HARDING AVENUE 54 50 4 78 68 6 26 0.3 1 115 - 500 615 uU-pP

32804 HARDING AVENUE TO COLLINS AVENUE 5S4 50 4 N N 4 N 0.1 O o = = - 'U=-P

32900 96TH STREET {SURFSIDE)

32901 E END OF BAY HARBOR ISLAND BRIDGE TO HARDING AVE NA 44 2 N N & N 0.2 2 = ® = = L

32902 HARDING AVENUE TO COLLINS AVENUE NA 44 2 N N 4 N 0.1 2 = = - - L

33000 SUNNY ISLES BOULEVARD (SRB826)

33001 E END OF INTRACOUASTAL WTR-WY BRIDGE TO COLLINS AVE 70 44 4 100 EXP-ST 6 28 G.4 1 190 150 1000 1340 uppP

43200 *****MJAMI BEACH FACILITIES**¥%x%

43201 *****¥NORTH-SOUTH TRAFFIC FLOW FACILITIES**¥%%%

43300 COLLINS AVENUE (SR AlA)

43301 BROWARD COUNTY LINE TO N.E. 195TH STREET BRIDGE 100 22-13-22 4 N 36-13-36 6 34 1.3 2 519 - - 519 upp

43302 N.E. 195TH STREET BRIDGE TO SUNNY ISLES BOULEVARD 100 35-15-35 4 N N 6 21 1.8 2 - — - - uPP

43303 SUNNY ISLES BOULEVARD TO HAULOVER CUT BRIDGE 100-150 25-21-25 4 N 36-13-36 6 34 2.1 2 838 - - 838 uPP

43304 HAULOVER CUT BRIDGE TD 96TH STREET 130 30-30-30 4 N 33-24-33 6 34 0.7 2 160 - - 160 UPP

43305 96TH STREET TU 88TH STREET NA 50 3 N N 3 N 0.7 O - = - - uep

43306 88TH STREET TO 71ST STREET NA 50 2 N N 3 32 1.3 2 S = - - UPP

43307 T71ST STREET TG INDIAN CREEK DRIVE 130 50 3 N N 3 N l.1 O = = - - upPp



APPENDIX C CONTINUED
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CODE PRINCIPAL _STREET SECTIONS EXISTING PROPOSED 3 Gl e ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT ~ SYSTEM
—Nj WiDTH PJJ‘?'DET":«’T Tazghc wiDtH P\:\JYDETM; TRAPLTE &E %i g RDWY. MAJ%(F)e_ST ROW.  TOT Ex:c_sLT_é_g

FT FT. LLANES FT. FT. LANES =l =t o STRUCT.
43308 INDIAN CREEK DRIVE TO 44TH STREET 70-130 35— 8-35 4 N N & 21 1.8 2 - - - - upp
43309 44TH STREET TO ARTHUR GODFREY BCULEVARD NA 49 3 N N 3 N 0.2 0 - - - - upp
43310 ARTHUR GODFREY BOULEVARD TO 26TH STREET NA 46-70 3 N N 3 N 0.7 O - - - - upP
43311 26TH STREET TO 23RD STREET 80 48 4 N 12 6 36 0.4 2 160 - - 160 UPP
43312 23RD STREET TO SOUTH 5TH STREET 60 44-48 2 N N 4 31 1.7 2 - - - - uep
43313 SOUTH 5TH STREET TO BISCAYNE STREET 70 46 2 N N 4 31 0.3 2 - - - - L
43400 HARDING AVENUE + ABBOTT AVENUE
43401 96TH STREET TO 71ST STREET NA 44 2 N N3 32 2.1 2 - - - - L
43402 713537 STREET TO 68TH STREET NA 60 2 N N 3 32 0.2 2 - - - - L
43500 INDIAN CREEK DRIVE
43501 71ST STREET TO ABBOTT AVENUE 50- 80 31-13-31 4 N N 4 N 1.1 0 - - - - L
43502 ABBOTT AVENUE TO 63RD STREET 90 31-13-31 4 N 36-13-31 6 34 0.5 2 57 - - 57 L
43503 63RD STREET 7O COLLINS AVENUE NA 44 2 N N 3 32 0.2 2 - - - - L
43504 44TH STREET TO 26TH STREET 40- 50 30 2 N 44 3 32 0.8 2 101 - - 101 L
43600 PINE TREE DRIVE-LA GORCE DRIVE |
£3601 63RD STREET TO 51ST STREET NA 26 2 N N 2 N 1.2 0 - - - - L
43602 63RD STREET TO 51ST STREET NA 28 2 N N 2 N 1.2 0 - - - - L
43603 51ST STREET TU ARTHUR GODFREY BOULEVARD NA  31-15-31 4 N N 4 N 0.6 0 - - - -
43604 44TH STREET TO ARTHUR GODFREY BOULEVARD NA 31-32-31 4 N N 4 N 0.5 ¢ - - - - L
43605 ARTHUR GODFREY BOULEVARD TO DADE BOULEVARD NA 50 2 N N 4 N 1.1 1 - - - -
43700 WASHINGTON AVENUE
43701 DADE BOULEVARD TO 17TH STREET NA. 70 4 N N 4 N 0.4 0 - - - - L
43702 L7TH STREET Td 1ST STREET 100 35- 6-35 4 N N 4 N 1.4 0 - - - - 0
43703 1ST STREET TO BISCAYNE STREET 60 46 2 N N 4 N 0.1 2 - - - - L
43800 ALTON ROAD
43801 63RD STREET TO ARTHUR GODFREY BOULEVARD NA 32-11-32 4 N N 4 N 2.9 0 - - - - L
43B02 ARTHUR GODFREY BOULEVARD TO DADE BOULEVARD NA 32-11-32 4 N 36-11-36 6 34 1.5 1 342 - - 342 L
43803 DADE BOULEVARD TO SOUTH 5TH STREET 100 70 4 N N 6 21 1.3 2 - ~ - - L
43804 SOUTH S5TH STREET TO BISCAYNE STREET 100 72 4 N N 6 21 0.3 2 - - - - L
43900 SOUTH BEACH-KEY BISCAYNE CONNECTOR
43901 BISCAYNE STREET TO DODGEPORT ROAD EXTENSION 0 o o 100 26- 6-26 4 25 0.6 2 308 16960 150 17418 L
43902 DODGZPORT ROAD EXTENSION TG RICKENBACKER CAUSEWAY 0 0 o 100 24-12-24 4 25 2.3 2 1253 1440 960 3653 L
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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 l-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
Florida - Forecast of State Gasoline Tax
Revenue to 1985
(Thousands of Dollars)

)] @) 3)

7-Cent Gas Tax 4-Cent Gas 2-Cent Gas 1-Cent Gas
Fiscal Revenue Tax Tax (Old Tax
Year Florida (Unrestricted) Constitutional) (7th-Cent)
1968-69 198,093 113,196 56,598 28,299
1969-70 210,966 120,552 60,276 30,138
1970-71 224 679 128,388 64,194 32,097
1971-72 239,288 136,736 68,368 34,184
1972-73 254,835 145,620 72,810 36,405
1973-74 271,404 155,088 77,544 38,772
1974-75 289,044 165,168 82,584 41,292
Sub-Total 1,688,309 964,748 482,374 241,187
1975-76 306,341 175,052 87,526 43,763
1976-77 323,190 184,680 92,340 46,170
1977-78 340,963 194,836 97,418 48,709
1978-79 359,716 205,552 102,776 51,388
1979-80 379,505 216,860 108,430 54,215
1980-81 400,379 228,788 114,394 57,197
1981-82 422,394 241,368 120,684 60,342
1982-83 445,627 254,644 127,322 63,661
1983-84 470,141 268,652 134,326 67,163
1984-85 523,278 299,016 149,508 74,754
Grand Total 5,659,843 3,234,196 1,617,098 808,549




TABLE D-2

Florida - Forecast of State Primary Revenue
Available For Financing Highway Improvements

to 1985
(Thousands of Dollars)
m @ @ @ ®) ©) ) ®) (@) (10)2 (112
Primary Sub-Total

Total State Reserves Hazard Federal Aid Col. 3 less Sub-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 Col. 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 25979 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 5,000 116,078 104,470
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 comstruction and rights-of-way.
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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)

(1) @) 3
Federal Aid Federal Aid Federal Aid

Fiscal Regular Secondary  Urban, Primary,
Year Total ABC (part) Secondary (part)
1968-69 18,415 1,350 17,065
1969-70 18,415 1,350 17,065
1970-71 18,415 1,350 17,065
1971-72 18,415 1,350 17,065
1972-73 18,415 1,350 17,065
1973-74 18,415 1,350 17,065
1974-75 18,415 1,350 17,065
Sub-Total 128,905 9,450 119,455
1975-76 124,311 9,112 115,199
1976-77 129,306 9,478 119,828
1977-78 134,521 9,860 124,661
1978-79 139,795 10,247 129,548
1979-80 145,130 10,638 134,492
1980-81 150,684 11,045 139,639
1981-82 156,478 11,470 145,008
1982-83 162,491 11,911 150,580
1983-84 168,565 12,356 156,209
1984-85 174,879 12,819 162,060
Grand Total 1,615,065 116,386 1,496,679

Column 1-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 4816 6,669 19,264
1964-65 7,091 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 aveas 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.?

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.® 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

3 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 Federal Aid
State Primary Program
(Thousands of Dollars)

(1) 2 @ (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 18,805 17,484 31,065
1980-81 14,609 20,228 18,153 32,762
1961-82 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 Tax!
(Thousands of Dollars)

Pe1

1) (2) (3) (CY] (5) (6)
Total
o 2-Cent Dade County Federal-Aid 80% Surplus

Fiscal Constitutional Share 80% Secondary and Federal-Aid 80%
Year Gasoline Tax 8.3594% Surplus (Part) Secondary Surplus
1968-69 56,598 4731 3,785 176 3,961 946
1969-70 60,276 5,039 4,031 176 4,207 1,008
1970-71 64,194 5,366 4,293 176 4.469 1,073
1971-72 68,368 5,715 4572 176 4,748 1,143
1972-73 72,810 6,086 4 869 176 5,045 1,217
1973-74 77,544 6,482 5,186 176 5,362 1,296
1974-75 82,584 6,904 5,523 - 176 5,699 1,381
Sub-Total 482 374 40,323 (67,050)2 32,259 (53,640) 1,232 33,491 (54,872) 8,064 (13,410)
1975-76 87,526 7,317 5,854 1,185 7,039 1,463
1976-77 92,340 7,719 6,175 1,232 7,407 1,544
1977-78 97,418 8,144 6,515 1,282 7,797 1,629
1978-79 102,776 8,591 6,873 1,332 8,205 1,718
1979-80 106,430 9,064 7,251 1,383 8,634 1,813
1980-81 114,394 9,563 7,650 1,436 9,086 1,913
1981-82 120,684 10,088 8,070 1,491 9,561 2,018
1982-83 127,322 10,643 8,514 1,548 10,062 2,129
1983-84 134,326 11,229 8,983 1,606 10,589 2,246
1984-85 149,508 12,498 9,999 1.666 11,665 2.499
Grand Total 1,617,098 135,179 (224,777) 108,143 (179,822) 15,393 123,536 (195,215) 27,036 (44,955)

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 $3224,776,000, $179,820,000 and
$44,956,000 respectively.



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 funds,
one containing 80 percent and one containing 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.* 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

Dade County - Forecast of Revenue Available
For Financing Highway Improvements to 1985

State Secondary Funds
7th-Cent Gasoline Tax
(Thousands of Dollars)

(1) (@) 3) (4)
1-Cent Dade County

Fiscal Gasoline Tax Share 80% 20%

Year (7th-Cent) 13.2520% Surplus Surplus
1968-69 28,299 3,750 3,000 750
1969-70 30,138 3,994 3,195 799
1970-71 32,097 4,253 3,402 851
1971-72 34,184 4,530 3,624 906
1972-73 36,405 4,824 3,859 965
1973-74 38,772 5,138 4,110 1,028
1974-75 41,292 5,472 4,378 1,094
Sub-Total 241,187 31,961 25,568 6,393
1975-76 43763 5,799 4,639 1,160
1976-77 46,170 6,118 4,894 1,224
1977-78 48,709 6,455 5,164 1,201
1978-79 51,388 6,810 5,448 1,362
1979-80 54,215 7,185 5,748 1,437
1980-81 57,197 7,580 6,064 1,516
1981-82 60,342 7,997 6,398 1,599
1982-83 63,661 8,436 6,749 1,687
1983-84 67,163 8,900 7,120 1,780
1984-85 74,754 9,907 7,926 1,981
Grand Total 808,549 107,148 85,718 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 1-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

Dade County - Forecast of Revenue Available
For Financing Highway Improvements to 1985

Summary of All Existing State & Federal Sources
(Thousands of Dollars)

(1) b4 3) () (5) (6) (7 (8)
Revenue
Total Funds Total Funds Column 1 20% Surplus 20% Surplus Column 4 Revenue Per $1 Local
Fiscal State Primary State Secondary Plus 5th- & 6th-Cent 1-Cent Gas Plus 1-Cent Local Registration
Year Program Program Column 2 Gas Tax Tax Column 5 Gas Tax Fee
1968-69 9,210 6,962 16,172 946 750 1,696 4 528 594
1969-70 19,824 7,402 17,226 1,008 799 1,807 4777 617
1970-71 10,139 7,872 18,011 1,073 851 1,924 5,039 640
1971-72 10,730 8,372 19,102 1,143 906 2,049 5,317 663
1972-73 11,019 8,904 19,923 1,217 965 2,182 5,582 686
1973-74 11,623 9,472 21,095 1,296 1,028 2.324 5,862 709
1974-75 12,082 10,077 22,159 1,381 1,094 2475 6,155 732
Sub-Total 74,627 59,061 (80,442)1133,738 (155,119) 8,064.(13,410) 6,393 14,457 (19,803) 37,260 4641
1975-76 26,454 11,678 38,132 1,463 1,160 2,623 6,462 755
1976-77 27,466 12,302 39,768 1,544 1,224 2,768 6,785 778
1977-78 28,628 12,961 41,589 1,629 1,291 2,920 7,001 801
1978-79 29,709 13,653 43,362 1,718 1,362 3,080 7,410 824
1979-80 31,065 14,382 45,447 1,813 1,437 3,250 7,743 847
1980-81 32,762 15,150 47 912 1,913 1,516 3,429 8,092 870
1981-82 34,278 15,959 50,237 2018 1,599 3,617 8,456 893
1982-83 35,570 16,812 52,352 2,129 1,687 3,816 8,752 916
1983-84 37,199 17,709 54,908 2,246 1,780 4,026 9,058 939
1984-85 39,616 19,598 59,205 2,500 1,981 4481 9,375 962
Grand Total 397,374 209,256. (280,933) 606,630 (678,357) 27,037 (44,955) 21,430 48,467 (66,385) 116,484 13,226

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.

1 Numbers in parenthesis are accumulated projects based on 13.9%, SRD’s estimate of Dade County share under new Constitution.
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PREFACE

In the Miami Urban Area Transportation Study, 93 per cent of travel
is by automobile. The termination of the automobile trip is always
a parking space. Although consideration of future trip destinations within an
area is critical in determining.future roadway volumes and capacities, pro-
vision of parking facilities should be considered to allow the logical completion
of any trip movement. This parking analysis report will help local technical
administrative, policy and interested groups evaluate various solutions to
problems associated with vehicle storage in their respective areas.

By assuming that zonal auto-driver trip ends are synonymous with the
zonal parking demand, the determination of parking demand has been related
directly to the auto~-driver trip end. Therefore, the future forecasts of zonal
parking demands represent the future forecasts of zonal auto-driver trip ends,

This parking study analysis provides situations as they exist in the base
year (1964) and as they will exist in 1985 based on future forecasts of trips
from the Miami Urban Area Transportation Study.

In reviewing this parking.analysis report, one should bear in mind the
possible effect within an area brought about by the addition of new pai'king
facilities, Significant increase in land use for parking space can lessen the
parking demand for an area. When new parking facilities are required which
replace already assumed land uses, this in turn decreases the attractivenesé
and number of trips to that particular area. Because of this land use change

the number of required parking spaces will be reduced.
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THE MIAMI URBAN AREA
TRANSPORTATION STUDY PARKING ANALYSIS

The Miami Parking Study was conducted by the Florida State Road
Department, Twenty parking study areas were originally designated for
study. Areas 1l and 18 were considered not to be present nor potential parking
problem areas and were omitted. All parking study data was sbummarized and
analyzed on a zone and sub-zone basis, making possible a more detailed analysis.

Factors of the parking situations studied in each area include parking
supply, present parking demand and future parking demand. In addition to
general parking, loading zones and special permits were also considered.

The parking study data provides inventory, usage and duration infor -
mation indicating the parking supply and demand during the study period, but
by itself does not show where the auto driver parks in relation to where his
trip will end. Origin-destination trip data from the expanded home and road-
side interviews, which includes the final destinations of trips, was used to
determine the 1964 parking demand.

For purposes of analysis when parking supply is to be compared with
parking demand, 'practical capacity'' is used. It is not practical to assume
that any parking space can be occupied 100 per cent of the time even under
ideal conditions. Time must be allowed for parking maneuvers and for the
next motorist to find the available space. In accordance with accepted prac-
tice, operating efficiency factors have been usea to determine the effective
capacity for on-street and off-street parking spaces. A/ Efficiency factors

are based on type of operation, fluctuations in usage and ingress and egress

1/ :
— Conducting a Comprehensive Parking Study - U.S. Department of

Commerce, page 101,



characteristics which tend to reduce the capacity of a facility.

An efficiency factor of 90 per cent was used for on-street parking spaces
and 85 per cent for off-street parking spaces..ﬂ Practical capacity is de-
rived by applying these factors to the number of available spaces as inven-
toried,

The average parking time in each zone and sub-zone was obtained from
data collected by a parking survey conducted by the Florida State Road Depart-
ment. Parking times were observed on weekdays at each facility in each zone
and sub-zone during the period from 6:30 A. M. to 6:30 P. M.

The 1964 parking demand was derived by using data collected during the
origin-destination survey through home and roadside interviews in conjunction
with average observed parking times for each zone and sub-zone in the parking
study areas. The origin-destination survey data détermined the average daily
number of trips to each zone and sub-zone in the study area and the corres-
ponding number of drivers desiring to park within each zone and sub-zone.

From the home interviéw records, parking data is-available telling where
auto drivers park, for how long and at what time of day. The product of the
number of per_iods parked by drivers desiring to park in a certain sub-zone
gnultipliea by each time period parked (30 minutes) yields the average daily
parking derﬁand for the residents living inside the study area. By using the
roadside interview records, data relating to the parking desires of residents
living outside the study area is derived., The product of the number of drivers
desiring to park in a certain sub-zone multiplied by the average parking time

of that particular sub-zone yields the average daily parking demand of resi-

2/
~1bid; page 102



dents living outside the study area. The sum of the parking demand from the
home and roadside interview records yields the total average daily parking
demand. This information was obtained for the same time range as that of
the parking study (6:30 A. M. - 6:30 P.M.). Parking demand thus derived
was compared with ""practical capacity' for each sub-zone to determine
whether there was a surplus or deficiency of parking capacity. |

The 1985 parking demand for each zone and sub-zone in the parking study
areas was determined by applying expansion factors to the 1964 parking demand.
These factors were derived from 1964 and 1985 tabulation printouts, '"Summary
of Trip Ends, ' to each zone from the Miami Urban Area Transportation Study
assignments. The 1964 tabulation was designated that of the study year and the
1985 tabulation was taken from the 1985 Recofnmended Principal Street and
Highway Plan (Network 6), The 1964 parking demand to a certain zone and sub-
zone multiplied by the expansion factor for that zone and sub-zone yields the
1985 ioarking demand.

In comparing parking demand to the parking supply it is clear that some
sub-zones, although showing a net deficiency in parking spaces are adjacent or
close to other sub-zones having a surplus of parking spaces., The extent to
which surpluses in one sub-zone may be applied to alleviate deficiencies in
another sub-zone depends on the distance between the two sub-zones. An ac-
ceptable walking distance of 750 feet for 1964 and 1985 is used in this analysis.-é—/

Since the 1964 and 1985 parking demand was derived by use of auto-
driver trips, it was compared to the practical capacity of available auto spa

in order to determine the amount of surplus or deficient number of space

3/
— Ibid; page 103



The following equations were used in computing the turnover rate, per

cent occupancy and average parking time in the Miami Parking Study.

Turnover Rate =

Per Cent Occupancy =

Average Parking Time

different vehicles parked
available spaces

space hours used (6:30 A.M. - 6:30 P.M.)
available spaces X 12

space hours used
different vehicles parked

The turnover rate is usally thought of as the total legal usage divided by

the number of spaces, and thus an apparently high turnover would appear to be

an index of efficient use. This may be very misleading, since a facility may

show a good turnover and still at no time be fully occupied. Therefore, the

maximum occupancy of such facilities should be considered, and no facility

should be considered as efficiently used unless its maximum occupancy is

very close to 100 per cent.

Each parking study area includes the following items:

JX. A map dGelineating the study area boundary including area number,

area name, zones, sub-zones, and street names.

II. A graph showing the vehicle accumulation and vehicles parked

- within the study area by one hour and half hour periods.

111, All tables in this report will be classified as to type according to

the following:

B

Summary of Parking Inventory
Parking Study Summary
Average Parking Times

1964 Supply, Demand, Surplus or Deficient Space Hours

1985 Supply, Demand, Surplus or Deficient Space Hours



AREA 2
NE 163RD STREET SHOPPING CENTER

Study Area 2 is bounded by NE 167th Street on the north, Snake Creek on
the northeast, NE 17th Avenue on the east, NE 162nd Street, NE 163rd Street
and NE 164th Street on the south and NE 8th Avenue on the west., All of this
parking study area falls within Zones 171, 172, 173, 174, and 177 of the Miami

Urban Area Transportation Study.

A major east-westthoroughfare, North Miami Beach Boulevard (NE 163rd
Street), passes through this area withheavy commercial stripdevelopment. Sev-
eralmajor traffic generatorsinArea 2 are Jeffersons Department Store, Pancake
House (International) and Zayre's Department Store. Three major traffic gener -
ators inthe shopping center itself are Burdines, Food Fair Storeand J. C. Penny's.

The NE 163rd Street Shopping Center Area contains 9, 834 parking spaces,
as summarized in Table 2A. Approximately 78,5 per cent (7, 723 spaces) of the
parking supply is located in off-street facilities. The remaining 21.5 per cent
(2,111 spaces) are curb spaces.

The average turnover rate for this parking study area is 1.33 vehicles per
space, with a low of .01 in Zone 171 (Sub-zone 002) and Zone 177 (Sub-zone 103),
The high is 3. 67 in Zone 172 (Sub-zone 002).

The average per cent occupancy for Area 2 is 19, with a low of 0 per cent
in Zone 177 (Sub'-zone 103) and a high of 46 per cent in Zone 172 (Sub-zone 002).

The average parking time for this area is 102 minutes (1 hour, 42 min-
utes), ranging from a low average of 47 minutes in Zone 174 (Sub-zone 009) to
a high average of 540 minutes (9 hours) in two zones, Zone 171 (Sub-zone 002)

and Zone 177 (Sub-zone 100).

Upon comparing the 1964 parking supply with the 1964 parking demand,



Table 2D, we find that all sub-zones have a surplus of space hours.

The 1985 Supply, Demand, Surplus or Deficient Space Hour Table for
the NE 163rd Street Shopping Center Area shows space hour deficiency in
Sub-zone 5 of Zone 172. By using the surplus space hours of adjacent sub-
zones that are within an acceptable walking distance, we find that the 1985
parking supply is adequate for handling the 1985 parking demand.

It is not recommended that any additional parking spaces be provided

in Area 2.
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TABLE 2A
NE 163RD STREET SHOPPING CENTER
SUMMARY OF PARKING INVENTORY

AREA 2
ZONE ON-STREET SPACES OFF - ALL
& TOADING SPECIATL STREET AVATLABLE

SUB-ZONE AUTO ZONES PERMITS SPACES SPACES
171-001 148 - - 65 213
171-002 72 - - - 72
171-015 151 - - 71 222
172-001 50 - - 107 157
172-002 103 46 - 75 224
172-003 52 - - 59 111
172-004 75 - - - 75
172-005 79 - - - 79
173-001 231 - - 5,000 5,231
173-002 50 - - 164 21k
173-003 56 - - 368 4ok
173-00k 76 - - 57 133
173-005 30 - - 34 64
173-006 38 - - - 38
174-007 193 - = 1,150 1,343
174-009 53 - - 19 72
174024 30 - - 226 256
177-079 67 - - 152 219
177-096 70 = - - 70
177-097 62 - - - 62
177-098 68 - - - 68
177-099 68 - - - 68
177-100 66 - - - 66
177-101 50 - - 16 66
177-102 28 - - 69 97
177-103 68 - - - 68
177-104 31 - - o1 122
TOTAL 2,065 46 - 7,723 9,834



TABLE 2B
NE 163rd STREET SHOPPING CENTER
PARKING STUDY SUMMARY

AREA 2

ZONE NUMBER 6:30 AM - 6:30 PM TURN :

& AVAILABLE DIFF.VEHICLES SPACE HOURS OVER SR CENT
SUB-ZONE SPACES PARKED USED RATE OCCUPANCY
171-001 213 10 52 0.05 2
171-002 72 1 9 0.01 1
171-015 222 11 332 0.64 12
172-001 157 460 651 2.93 35
172-002 22k 822 1,239 3.67 46
172-003 111 397 552 3.58 b
172-004 75 9 12 0.12 1
172-005 79 61 121 0.77 13
173-001 5,231 5,720 11,201 1.09 18
173-002 21 234 370 1.09 1k
173-003 hoh 572 56l 1.35 11
173-004 133 242 317 1.82 20
173-005 64 153 134 2.39 17
173-006 38 : 5 11 0.13 2
174-007 1,343 2,605 4,021 1.94 25
174-009 72 205 162 2.85 19
174-024 256 251 552 0.98 18
177-079 219 687 984 3.14 37
177-096 70 : T 5k 0.10 6
177-097 62 9 NN 0.15 6
177-098 68 3 19 0,04 2
177-099 68 8 Ly 0.12 5
177-100 66 6 5k 0.09 T
177-101 66 18 100 0.27 13
177-102 97 151 203 1.56 17
177-103 68 1 1 0.01 0
177-104 122 285 330 2.34 23
TOTAL 9,834 13,063 22,133 1.33 19
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TABLE 2C

NE 163rd STREET SHOPPING CENTER
AVERAGE PARKING TIMES

AREA 2
ZOKE & SUB-ZONE . AVERAGE PARKING TIME IN MINUTES
ON-STREET OFF-STREET COMBINED
171-001. 312 - 312
171-002 540 - 540
171-015 268 115 141
172-001 117 73 85
172-002 85 111 90
172-003 68 164 83
172-004 80 - 80
172-005 119 - 119
173-001 91 118 117
173-002 120 95 95
173-003 120 59 59
173-004 - 143 75 79
173-005 k9 5k 53
173-006 132 - 132
174-007 176 92 93
174-009 34 72 L7
174-024 126 132 132
177-079 Th 90 86
177-096 463 - 463
177-097 293 - 293
177-098 380 - 380
177-099 330 - 330
177-100 540 - 540
177-101 203 438 333
177-102 52 84 - 81
177-103 60 - 60
177-104 138 66 69
AVERAGE 95 103 102



TABLE 2D

RE 163RD STREET SHOPPING CENTER
1964 SUPPLY, DEMAND, SURPLUS AND DEFICIENT SPACE HOURS

AREA 2
ZONE SPACE HOURS 1964 SURPLUS DEFICIENT
& OF SPACE HOUR
SUB-ZONE PRACTICAL CAP, DEMAND SPACE HOURS SPACE HOURS
171-001 2,261 42 2,219 -
171-002 778 9 769 -
171-015 2,355 383 1,972 -
172-001 1,631 257 1,374 -
172-002 1,877 816 1,061 -
172-003 1,164 296 868 -
172-004 810 15 795 -
172-005 853 631 222 -
173-001 53,495 19,333 34,162 -
173-002 2,213 187 2,026 -
173-003 4,359 5 k4,354 -
173-004 1,402 11 1,391 -
173-005 671 36 635 -
173-006 hio 11 399 -
174-007 13,815 1,851 11,964 -
174-009 766 381 385 -
174-024 2,629 210 2,419 -
177-079 2,27k 338 1,936 -
177-096 756 39 7 -
177-097 670 Lk 626 -
177-098 73k 19 715 -
177-099 734 34 700 -
177-100 713 54 . 659 -
177-101 703 100 603 -
177-102 1,006 203 803 -
177-103 734 17 717 -
177-104% 1,263 105 1,158 -
Total 101,076 25,427 75,649 -
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TABLE 2E
NE 163RD SHOPPING CENTER
1985 SUPPLY, DEMAND, SURPLUS AND DEFICIENT SPACE HOURS

AREA 2
“ONE PEAGE HUURS 1985 SURPLUS DEFICIENT
& OF SPACE HOUR

SUB-ZONE PRACTICAL CAP, DEMAND SPACE HOURS SPACE HOURS
171-001 2,261 95 2,166 -
171-002 778 20 758 -
171-015 2,355 864 1,401 -
172-001 1,631 394 1,237 -
172-002 1,877 1,251 626 -
172-003 1,164 4sh 710 -
172-00k4 810 23 787 -
172-005 853 968 - 115
173-001 53,495 23 53,472 -
173-002 2,213 218 1,995 -
173-003 4,359 6 4,353 -
173-004 1,402 13 1,389 -
173-005 671 42 629 -
173-006 410 13 397 -
174-007 13,815 2,018 11,797 -
174-009 766 k15 351 -
17%-02k 2,629 229 2,400 -
177-079 2,274 k15 1,859 -
177-096 756 48 708 -
177-097 670 54 616 -
177-098 73k 23 711 -
177-099 734 42 692 -
177-100 713 66 6147 .
177-101 703 123 580 a
177-102 1,006 29 757 -
177-103 734 21 713 -
177-104 1,263 129 1,134 -
Total 101,076 8,216 92,975 115



AREA 3
NORTH MIAMI C. B.D.

Study Area 3 is bounded by NE 129th Street on the northwest, NE 128th
Street on the north, NE 7th Avenue and NE 126th Street on the northeast,

NE 10th Avenue on the east, NE 124th Street and NE 123rd Street on the south

and on the west by NE 4th Avenue and NE 5th Avenue. All of this parking study

area falls within Zones 159, 160, and 161 of the Miami Urban Area Transport-

ation Study.

This study area, which contains the North Miami City Hall and Post
Office and has trip attractions associated with a Central Business District.
Three other traffic generators in this area area a Food Fair Store, Grand
Union Food Store, and a Kwick Check Retail St.ore. This study area is tra-
versed by NE 6th Avenue, north to south, and the Dixie Highway running to
the northeast as well as numerous cross streets,

The North Miami Central Business District contains 3, 190 spaces, as
summarized in Table 3A, Approximately 63.4 per cent (2,023 spaces) of the
parking supply is located on off-street facilities. The remaining 36,6 per
cent (1,167 spaces) are curb spaces.

The average turnover rate for this parking study area is 1,62 vehicles
per space, with a low of 0.05 in Zone 161 (Sub-zone 025) and a high of 4. 14 in
Zone 159 (Sub-zone 044).

The average per cent occupancy fo_r Area 3 is 26, with a low of 2 per
cent in Zone 161 (Sub-zone 025) and a high of 58 per cent in Zone 159 (Sub-
zone 043),

The average parking time for this area is 116 minutes (1 hour, 56 min-

utes), ranging from a low average of 63 minutes (1 hour, 3 minutes) in Zone

14



161 (Sub-zone 026) to a high average of 260 minuteé (4 hours, 20 minutes) in
Zone 161 (Sub-zone 025).

Upon comparing the 1964 parking supply with the 1964 parking demand,
Table 3D, we find a space hour deficiency in Sub-zone 043 of Zone 159. By
using the surplus space hours of adjacent sub-zones that are within an accept-
able walking distance, we find that the 1964 parking supply is adequate for
handling the 1964 parking demand.

The 1985 Supply, Demand, Surplus or Deficient Space Hour Table for the
North Miami Central Business District shows that we have a surplus of space
hours in each zone.

It is not recommended that any additional parking spaces be provided in

Area 3,

15
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TABLE 3A
NORTH MIAMI C,.B.D.
SUMMARY OF PARKING INVENTORY

AREA 3
ZONE ON-STREET SPACES OFF - ALL
& ' 10ADTIE SPECIAL STREET AVATLABLE

SUB-ZONE AUTO ZONES PERMITS SPACES SPACES
159-032 38 - - 15 53
159-038 77 - - 140 217
159-040 87 - - 124 211
159-041 89 - - 45 134
159-042 67 - - ol 161
159-043 21 - - 39 60
159-04k 36 - - T° 108
159-045 37 - - 62 99
159-046 76 - - 53 129
159-047 55 - - 186 241
159-048 36 - - 2h2 278
159-058 58 - - - 58
159-064 29 - - 35 64
159-065 35 - - 29 64
160-01k4 38 - - 72 110
160-015 49 - - .89 138
161-013 252 - - . Tox ] 653
161-025 48 - " 120 168
161-026 39 - - 205 2kl
TOTAL 1,167 - - 2,023 3,190
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TABLE 3B
NORTH MIAMI C,B.D.,

PARKING STUDY SUMMARY

AREA 3
ZONE NUMBER 6:30 AM - 6:30 M TURN
& AVAILABLE DIFF.VEHICLES SPACE HOURS OVER PER CENT
SUB-ZONE SPACES PARKED USED RATE OCCUPANCY
159-032 53 W7 104 0.89 16
159-038 217 413 817 1.90 31
159-040 211 340 - 5k7 1.61 22
159-041 134 289 502 £2.16 31
159-042 161 2h2 Lo7 1.50 21
159-043 60 224 418 373 58
159-0kk 108 Ly 651 4.1k 50
159-045 99 142 255 1.h4 21
159-046 129 170 383 1.32 25
159-047 241 572 1,189 2.3T 41
159-048 278 386 1,143 1.39 34
159-058 58 23 53 0.40 8
159-06k4 6k Sk 237 1.h7 31
159-065 64 86 279 1.34 36
160-014 110 73 217 0.66 16
160-015 138 147 431 1.07 26
161-013 653 929 1,751 1.hk2 22
161-025 168 9 39 0.05 2
161-026 24k 523 549 2.14 19
TOTAL 3,190 5,156 9,972 1.62 26
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TABLE 3C

NORTH MIAMI C,B.D,
AVERAGE PARKING TIMES

ARFEA 3
ON-STREET OFF-STREET COMBINED
159-032 96 270 133
159-038 104 123 119
159-040 55 143 97
159-041 68 176 104
159-042 58 251 101
159-043 91 131 112
159-04L4 57 122 87
159-045 65 130 108
159-046 8l 167 135
159-047 130 124 125
159-048 160 179 178
159-058 138 - 138
159-064 91 245 151
159-065 1k1 Lol 195
160-014 46 271 178
160-015 347 138 176
161-013 99 122 113
161-025 274 210 260
161-026 190 55 63
AVERAGE 89 131 116

20



TABLE 3D

NORTH MIAMI C.B.D.
1964 SUPPLY, DEMAND, SURPLUS AND DEFICIENT SPACE HOURS

AREA 3
ZONE SPACE HOURS 1904 SURPLUS DEFICIENT
& OF SPACE HOUR
SUB-ZONE PRACTICAL CAP, DEMAND SPACE HOURS SPACE HOURS
159-032 563 260 303 -
159-038 2,260 779 1,481 -
159-040 2,205 319 1,886 -
159-041 1,419 967 452 -
159-042 1,683 345 1,338 -
159-043 625 634 - 9
159-04k 1,123 180 9h3 -
159-045 1,032 412 620 -
159-046 1,362 670 692 -
159-047 2,491 584 1,907 -
159-048 2,857 730 2,127 -
159-058 626 25 601 -
159-064 670 ko 221 -
159-065 674 588 86 -
160-01k4 1,144 66 1,078 -
160-015 1,438 652 786 -
161-013 6,812 1,009 5,803 -
161-025 1,7h2 267 1,475 -
161-026 2,512 39 2,473 -
Total 33,238 8,975 eh, 272 9
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TABLE 3E
NORTH MIAMI C.B.D.

1985 SUPPLY, DEMAND, SURPLUS AND DEFICIENT SPACE HOURS

AREA 3
ZONE SPACE HOURS 1985 SURPLUS DEFICIENT
& OF SPACE HOUR
SUB-ZONE PRACTICAL CAP, DEMAND SPACE HOURS SPACE HOURS
159-032 563 256 307 -
159-038 2,260 766 1,4k -
159-040 2,205 314 1,891 -
159-0k41 1,419 951 468 =
159-042 1,683 339 1,3u44 -
159-043 625 623 2 -
159-0klk 1,123 177 946 ~
159-045 1,032 405 627 -
159-046 1,362 659 T03 -
159-047 2,491 574 1,917 -
150-048 2,857 718 2,139 -
159-058 626 25 601 =
159-064 670 4h1 229 -
159-065 674 578 96 -
160-01h 1,14k 56 1,088 -
160-015 1,438 550 888 -
161-013 6,812 886 5,926 -
161-025 1,742 235 1,507 -
161-026 2,512 34 2,478 =
Total 33,238 8,587 24,651 -
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AREA 4
MIAMI-DADE JUNIOR COLLEGE

Study Area 4 is bounded by NW 119th Street on the north, NW 27th Ave-
nue on the east, the Little River Canal on the south and by NW 32nd Avenue
on the west. All of this parking study area falls within Zone 128 of the Miami

Urban Area Transportation Study.

The Miami-Dade Junior College contains 2, 908 parking spaces, as sum-
marized in Table 4A. Approximately 94.6 per cent (2,751 spaces) of the
parking supply is located in off;street facilities. The remaining 5.4 per cent
(157 spaces) are curb spaces,

The average turnover rate for this parking study area is 2,11 vehicles per
space. This area has a per cent occupancy of 55 and an average parking time
of 187 minutes (3 hours, 7 minutes).

Upon comparing the 1964 parking supply with the 1964 parking demand,
Table 4D, we find that Zone 128 (Subr—zone 001) has a surplus of space hours.

The 1985 Supply, Demand, Surplus or Deficient Space Hour Table for the
Miami-Dade Junior College shows that we have a surplus of space hours for
the area,

It is not recommended that any additional parking spaces be provided in

Area 4,
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ARFA k4
MIAMI-DADE JUNIOR COLLEGE
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TABLE LA
MIAMI-DADE JUNIOR COLLEGE
SUMMARY OF PARKING INVENTORY

AREA Y
ZONE ON-STREET SPACES OFF - ALL
& LOADIIG SPECIAL STREET AVATLARLE
SUB-ZONE AUTO ZONES PERMITS SPACES SPACES
128-001 157 - - 2,751 2,908
TABLE UB
MIAMI-DADE JUNIOR COLLEGE
PARKING STUDY SUMMARY
AREA 4
& AVAILABLE DIFF,VEHICLES SPACE HOURS
SUB-ZONE SPACES PARKED USED RATE OCCUPANCY
128-001 2,908 6,126 19,101 2.11 55
TARLE LC
MIAMI DADE JUNIOR COLLEGE
AVERAGE PARKING TIMES
AREA 4
_ AVERAGE PARKING TIME IN MINUTES
Z0IE § BUB-ZONS ON-STREET OFF-STREET COMBINED
109 188 187
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TABLE LD
MIAMI -DADE JUNIOR COLLEGE
1964 SUPPLY, DEMAND, SURPLUS AND DEFICIENT SPACE HOURS

AREA L4
ZONE SPACE HOURS 1964 SURPLUS DEFICIENT
& OF SPACE HOUR
SUB=ZONE PRACTICAL CAP. DEMAND SPACE HOURS SPACE HOURS
128-001 29,756 21,237 8,519 i
TABLE L4E

MIAMI-DADE JUNIOR COLLEGE
1985 SUPPLY, DEMAND, SURPLUS AND DEFICIENT SPACE HOURS

AREA 4
ZONE SPACE HOURS 1985 ~ SURPLUS DEFICIENT
& OF SPACE HOUR
SUB-ZONE PRACTICAL CAP, DEMAND SPACE HOURS SPACE HOURS
128-001 29,756 21,978 7,778 -
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AREA 5
SURFSIDE

Study Area 5 is bounded on the north by 96th Street, on the east by the
Atlantic Ocean, on the south by 93rd Street and on the west by Abbott Avenue.
All of this parking study area falls within Zone 544 of the Miami Urban Area
Transportation Study. Zone 544 contains Sub-zones 001-006, 008 and 009,

Several major tourist facilities and traffic generators in Area 5 are
the Florida Shores Motel, Food Fair Store, Surf-Bal-Bay Library, Surfside
Chamber of Commerce, Post Office and the Sea Patio Motel. This study area
is traversed by Collins Avenue, a major north-south thoroughfare along with
numerous cross streets.

The Surfside Area has 1,399 parking spaces, as summarized in Table
5A. Approximately 86,3 per cent (1,207 spaces) of the parking supply is
located in off-street facilities. The remaining 13.7 per cent (192 spaces) are
curb spaces,

The average turnover rate for this parking study area is 3. 54 vehicles
per space, with a low of 1,47 in Sub-zone 009 and a high of 8. 86 in Sub-zone
006,

The average per cent occupancy for Area 5 is 61, with a low of 38 per
cent in Sub-zone 003 and a high of 73 per cent in Sub-zone 004,

The average parking time for this area is 125 minutes (2 hours, 5 min-
utes), ranging from a low average of 57 minutes in Sub-zone 006 to a high
average of 273 minutes (4 hours., 33 minutes) in Sub-zone 003.

Upon comparing the 1964 parking supply with the 1964'parking demand,

Table 5D, we find a space hour deficiency in Sub-zone 006 of Zone 544. By
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using the surplus space hours of adjacent sub-zones that are within an accept-
able walking distance, we find that the 1964 parking supply is adequate for
handling the 1964 parking demand.

The 1985 Supply, Demand, Surplus or Deficient Space Hour Table for
the Surfside area shows space hour deficiency in Sub-zone 006 of Zone 544,
By using the surplus space hours of adjacent sub-zones that are within an ac-
ceptable walking distance, we find that the 1985 parking supply is adequate
for handling the 1985 parking demand.

It is not recommended that any additional parking spaces be provided in

Area 5,
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TABLE 5A

SURFSIDE
SUMMARY OF PARKING INVENTORY
AREA 5
ZONE ON-STREET SPACES - OFF - ALY
& LOADTHG T STECIAL STREET AVATLABLE
SUB-ZONE AUTO ZONES PERMITS SPACES SPACES
54l-001 39 - - 16k 203
544002 75 - - 168 243
544.003 2 - - 146 148
544004 - - - 93 93
54L4-005 30 - - 160 190
544006 30 = - 140 170
544-008 5 - - 223 228
544009 11 - - 113 124
TOTAL 192 - - 1,207 1,399
TABLE 5B
SURFSIDE
' PARKING STUDY SUMMARY
AREA 5

ZONE NOMBER 6:30 AM - 6&32 PME e TORNOVER _ PER CENT
& AVATLABLE DIFF.VEHICLES PACE .

SUB-ZONE SPACES PARKED USED RATE OCCUPANCY
54%4.001 203 536 1,419 2.64 58
5hli-002 243 71k 1,438 2.94 L9
544-003 148 263 1,195 1.78 38
5l 00k 93 216 81k 2.32 73
544-005 190 1,050 1,507 533 67
544006 170 - 1,507 1,420 8.86 70
544-008 228 482 1,739 2.11 6k
544009 12k 182 765 1.h47 51
TOTAL 1,399 4,950 10,317 3.54 61
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TABLE 5C

SURFSIDE
AVERAGE PARKING TIMES
ARFA 5
ZONE & SUB-ZONE AVERAGE PARKING TIME IN MINUTES

ON-STREET OFF-STREET COMBINED
544-001 133 174 159
544-002 51 207 121
544003 54 281 273
54k4-00k 51 237 226
544-005 L5 110 87
54l-006 88 52 57
544008 45 231 216
544009 208 261 252
AVERAGE 72 143 125
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TABLE 5D

SURFSIDE
1964 SUPPLY, DEMAND, SURPLUS AND DEFICIENT SPACE HOURS
AREA 5
ZONE SPACE HOURS 1964 SURPLUS DEFICIENT
& OF SPACE HOUR
SUB~ZONE PRACTICAL CAP, DEMAND SPACE HOURS SPACE HOURS
54L-001 2,093 1,005 1,088 -
544002 2,524 1,146 1,378 -
544-003 1,511 318 1,193 -
54k-004 gk4o 83 866 -
544-005 1,955 812 1,143 -
54k4-006 1,752 2,139 - 387
5U4l-008 2,329 104 2,225 _
544-009 1,272 279 993 -
Total 14,385 5,886 8,886 387
TABLE 5E
SURFSIDE
1985 SUPPLY, DEMAND, SURPLUS AND DEFICIENT SPACE HOURS
AREA 5
ZONE SPACE HOURS 1985 SURPLUS DEFICIENT
F SPACE HOUR
SUB~Z0NE PRACTICAL GAP. DEMAND SPACE HOURS SPACE HOURS
- 5ll-001 2,093 1,016 1,077 -
544002 2,524 1,159 1,365 -
544-003 1,511 322 1,189 -
54l;-00k 9h9 8l 865 -
- 544-005 1,955 821 1,134 -
54k -006 1,752 2,163 - 411
544008 2,329 105 2,224 -
544-009 1,272 282 990 -
Total 5,952 8,84 411

14,385
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AREA 6
ILITTLE RIVER

Study Area 6 is bounded by the Little River Canal and NE 83rd Street on
the north, NE 7th Avenue on the east, the Little River Canal and NE 78th Street
on the south, and N. Miami Avenue on the west. All of this parking study area
falls within Zones 119, 140, 142, 143, and 144, There are several sub-zones
in each zone.

Several major tourist facilities and traffic generators in Area 6 are the
Biscayne Shopping Plaza, a Food Fair Store, Holiday Cafeteria, Jackson's/
Byrons, Junior's Restaurant, Little River Apartments and Motor Court, Little
River Post Office, Miami Sanatorium, Little River Library and a J.C. Penny
Store. This study area is traversed by NE 79th Street, a major east-west
route, and Biscayne Boulevard (US 1), a major north-south route.

The Little River Area contains 6,009 parking spaces, as summarized in
Table 6A. Approximately 69,8 per cent (4,195 spaces) of the parking supply
is located in off-street facilities. The remaining 30,2 per cent (1,814 spaces)
are curb spaces.

The average turnover rate for this parking study area is 1.59 vehicles
per space, with a low of 0.19 in Zone 142 (Sub-zone 003) and a high of 4. 60 in
Zone 142 (Sub-zone 023). Zone 142 (Sub-zone 006) has no parking.

The average per cent occupancy for Area 6 is 31, with a low of 1 per cent
in Zone 142 (Sub-zone 012) and a high of 61 per cent in Zone 140 (Sub-zone 001).

The average parking time for this area is 139 minutes (2 hours, 19 min-
utes), ranging from a low average of 40 minutes in Zone 142 (Sub-zone 012) to
a high average of 473 minutes (7 hours, 53 minutes) in Zone 142 (Sub-zone 022).

Upon comparing the 1964 parking supply with the 1964 parking demand,
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Table 6D, we find a space hour deficiency in Sub-zones 035 and 040 of Zone
144, By using the surplus space hours of adjacent sub-zones that are within
an acceptable walking distance, we find that the 1964 parking supply is ade-
quate for handling the 1964 parking demand.

The 1985 Supply, Demand, Surplus or Deficient Space Hour Table for the
Little River Area shows spacé hour deficiency in Sub-zones 035 and 040 of Zone
144, By using the surplus space hours of adjacent sub-zones that are within an
acceptable walking distance, we find that the 1985 parking supply is adequate
for handling the 1985 parking demand.

It is not recommended that any additional parking spaces be provided in

Area 6,
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TABLE 6A

LITTLE RIVER
SUMMARY OF PARXING INVENTORY
AREA 6
ZONE ON-STREET SPACES OFF - ALL
& LOADING SPECIAL STREET AVATLABLE
SUB-ZONE AUTO ZONES PERMITS SPACES SPACES
119-005 82 5 - 60 k7
140-001 1 - - 22 23
140-002 27 9 - 275 311
140-003 38 - - 249 287
140-004 - - - 34 34
142-001 69 - - 199 268
142-002 49 1 - 212 262
142-003 95 - - - 95
142-004 79 - - - 79
142-005 46 - - - 46
142-006 35 - - - 35
142-007 47 - - 36 83
142-008 89 - - - 89
142-009 53 - - 182 235
142-010 28 5 - 164 197
142-011 23 - - - 23
142012 1k - - - 1k
142-013 62 2k - 224 310
142-014 T - - 96 145
142-015 51 - - - 51
142-016 63 - - 217 280
1h2-017 33 - - 54 87
142-018 2l - - - 24
142-019 42 - - - k2
142-020 69 - - 9 78
142-021 5l - - 145 199
142.022 36 - - - 36
142-023 15 2 - 104 121
1h2-024 21 - - 90 111
143-001 20 - - - 20
- 143-002 32 - - 89 121
143-003 37 - - - 37
143-004 68 - = 219 287
143-005 18 - - 204 222
143-006 35 20 - g7k 1,029
144-017 62 - - 76 138
144-035 120 - - 177 297
144-037 29 - - 148 7
144040 33 - - 36 69
TOTAL 1,748 66 - k,195 6,009



TABLE 6B

LITTLE RIVER
PARKING STUDY SUMMARY
AREA 6
ZONE ' NUMBER 6:30 AM - 6:30 PM 5 -
& AVAILABLE DIFF.VEHICLES SPACE HOURS TURNOVER PER CERT
SUB-ZONE SPACES PARKED USED RATE OCCUPANCY
119-005 147 152 535 1.03 30
140-001 23 73 169 3.17 61
140-002 311 343 703 1.10 19
140-003 287 367 901 1.28 26
140-004 3k4 31 64 0.91 16
142-001 268 348 808 1.30 25
142-002 262 393 1,202 1.50 38
142-003 95 18 50 0.19 4
142-004 79 18 35 0.23 L
142-005 46 16 67 0.35 12
142-006 35 - - - -
142-007 83 21 74 0.25 7
142-008 89 72 228 0.81 21
142-009 235 318 1,285 1.35 L6
142-010 197 408 716 2,07 30
142-011 23 29 39 1.26 ik
1h2-012 14 3 2 0.21 1
142-013 310 726 1,915 2.34 51
142-014 145 229 608 1.58 35
142-015 51 21 103 0.h1 17
142-016 280 394 1,133 1.41 3k
142-017 87 153 300 1.76 29
142-018 2L 5 36 0.21 13
142-019 Yo 19 71 0.45 14
142-020 78 51 204 0.65 22
142-021 199 489 1,249 2.46 52
142-022 36 8 63 0.22 15
142-023 121 557 567 4,60 39
142-024 111 106 542 0.95 5}
143-001 20 21 105 1.05 Ll
143-002 121 335 415 2.77 29
143-003 37 59 168 1.59 38
143-00k4 287 445 1,048 1.55 30
143-005 222 101 663 0.45 25
143-006 1,029 2,459 3,863 2.39 31
14h-017 138 86 606 0.62 37
144-035 297 428 1,073 1.4k 30
144-037 7 70 232 0.91 25
144 -0k40 69 196 321 2.84 39
TOTAL 6,009 9,568 22,163 1.59 31
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TABLE 6C

LITTLE RIVER
AVERAGE PARKING TIMES
AREA 6
ZONE & SUB-ZONE AVERAGE PARKING TIME IN MINUTES
ON-STREET OFF-STREET COMBINED

11.5-005 215 206 211
140-001 90 192 139
140-Q02 4 140 105
140-003 52 177 147
140-004 - 124 124
142-001 258 112 139
142-002 63 2L5 184
142-003 167 - 167
142-004 117 - 117
142-005 251 - 251
142-006 - - z

142-007 270 175 211
142-008 190 - 190
142-009 138 264 olip
,lh2-010 ‘ 53 113 105
142-011 81 - 81
1h2-012 4o - 4o
142-013 61 222 158
142-01h 230 155 159
142-015 29l - 20l
142-016 186 167 173
142017 89 165 118
142-018 432 - 432
142-019 22l - 2ol
1h2-020 273 160 2l
142-021 180 145 153
1422022 473 - 473
142-023 LY 63 61
1h2-02k 182 366 307
143-001 300 - 300
143-002 153 48 7
143-003 171 = 171
143-00k 111 154 141
143-005 300 hah 394
143-006 87 ol ol
14h-017 210 L6k 423
14k4-035 106 181 150
1kk-037 200 198 199
14h.0l0 103 96 98
AVERAGE 130 142 139
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TABLE 6D

LITTLE RIVER
1964 SUPPLY, DEMAND, SURPLUS AND DEFICIENT SPACE HOURS
AREA 6
ZONE SPACE HOURS 1964 SURPLUS DEFICIENT
& OF SPACE HOUR

SUB-ZONE PRACTICAL CAP, DEMAND SPACE HOURS SPACE HOURS
119-005 1,498 78 1,420 -
140-001 235 92 143 =
140-002 3,097 301 2,796 -
140-003 2,950 460 2,490 -
140-004 347 64 283 -
142-001 2,775 248 2,527 -
142-002 2,691 2,661 30 -
142-003 1,026 6 1,020 -
142-004 853 35 818 -
142-005 497 29 468 -
142-006 378 189 189 -
142-007 875 L7 828 -
142-008 961 242 719 -
142-009 2,428 98 2,330 -
142-010 1,975 1,203 772 -
142-011 248 7 2h1 -
142-012 152 2 150 -
142-013 2,955 1,355 1,600 -
142-014 1,508 514 9ol -
142-015 551 57 4ok -
142-016 2,893 34 2,859 -
1k42-017 907 518 389 -
142-018 259 187 72 -
142-019 4sh 25 429 -
142-020 837 39 798 -
142-021 2,062 258 1,804 -
142-022 389 204 185 -
142-023 1,224 679 545 -
1h2-024 1,145 542 603 -
143-001 216 105 111 -
143-002 1,254 120 1,134 -
143-003 400 196 204 -
143-004 2,968 780 2,188 -
143-005 2,275 663 1,612 -
143-006 10,313 6,781 3,532 -
144017 1,445 1k 1,431 -
144-035 3,101 3,156 - 55
14h-037 803 62 Th1 -
144-040 723 48 - 25
Total 61,668 22,799 38,949 80
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TABLE 6E

LITTLE RIVER
1985 SUPPLY, DEMAND, SURPLUS AND DEFICIENT SPACE HOURS
AREA 6
ZONE SPACE HOURS 1985 SURPLUS DEFICIENT
& OF SPACE HOUR

SUB-ZONE PRACTICAL CAP. DEMAND HEACH HOURS SPACE HOURS
119-005 1,498 87 1,411 -
140-001 235 145 90 -
140-002 3,097 L7k 2,623 -
140-003 2,950 725 2,225 -
140-004 347 101 246 -
142-001 2,775 179 2,596 =
142-002 2,691 1,925 766 .
142-003 1,026 L 1,022 -
142-004 853 25 828 -
142-005 497 21 476 -
142-006 378 137 2l -
142-007 875 34 841 -
142-008 961 175 786 -
142-009 2,428 71 2,357 -
1k2-010 1,975 870 1,105 -
142-011 248 5 243 -
142-012 152 1 151 -
142-013 2,955 980 1,975 -
142-01k4 1,508 372 1,136 -
142-015 551 b1 510 N
142-016 2,893 25 2,868 -
142-017 907 375 532 -
142-018 259 135 124 -
142-019 Lsh 18 436 -
142-020 837 28 809 -
1k2-021 2,062 187 1,875 -
142-022 389 148 241 -
142-023 1,224 Lol 733 -
142-024 1,145 392 753 -
143-001 216 130 86 -
143-002 1,254 148 1,106 -
143-003 400 242 158 -
143-004 2,968 965 2,003 -
143-005 2,275 820 1,455 -
143-006 10,313 8,387 1,926 -
14k-017 1,445 17 1,428 -
144-035 3,101 3,865 - 764
144-037 803 76 727 -
144-0k40 723 916 - 193
Total 61,668 23,737 38,888 957
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| AREA 7
MIAMI SPRINGS -HIALEAH

Study Area 7 is bounded by W. and E. 7th Street on the north, First Ave-
nue and E. 2nd Avenue on the east, Westward Drive on the south and S.
Esplanade Avenue and W, First Avenue on the west., All of this parking study
area falls within Zones 292, 294, 295, and 299 of the Miami Urban Area Trans-
portation Study.

Several major tourist facilities and traffic generators in Area 7 are the
Hialeah Post Office, Hialeah City Hall, Greyhound Bus Station, Adult Recrea-
tion Center, Miami Springs City Hall and Post Office, Hialeah-Miami Springs
Chamber of Commerce, a Grand Union Food Store, Hialeah Laundry, a
Jackson's/Byrons and Miami Springs Elementary School. Traversing the area
is E. First Avenue and Okeechobee Road (US 27).

The Miami Springs-Hialeah area contains 2,961 parking spaces, as sum-
marized in Table 7TA. Approximately 50,3 per cent (1,490 spacés) of the
parking supply is located in off-street facilities., The remaining 49.7 per cent
(1,471 spaces) are curb spaces,

The average turnover rate for this parking study area is 2. 02 vehicles per
space, with a low of 0,39 in Zone 295 (Sub-zone 025) and a high of 4, 78 in Zone
295 (Sub-zone 043).

The average per cent occupancy for Area 7 is 31, with a low of 11 per
cent in Zone 295 (Sub-zone 025) and a high of 42 per cent in Zone 295 (Sub-
zone 043).

The average parking time for this area is 110 minutes (1 hour, 50 minutes),
ranging from a low average of 61 minutes (1 hour, 1 minute) in Zone 295 (Sub-

zone 034) to a high average of 261 minutes (4 hours, 21 minutes) in Zone 295
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(Sub-zone 038).

Upon comparing the 1964 parking supply with the 1964 parking demand,
Table 7D, we find that all sub-zones have a surplus of space hours.

The 1985 Supply, Demand, Surplus or Deficient Space Hour Table for
the Miami Springs-Hialeah Area shows that we have a surplus of space hours
in each zone,

It is not recommended that any additional parking spaces be provided in

Area 7.
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AREA 7
MIAMI SPRINGS-HIALEAH
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TABLE TA
MIAMI SFRINGS - HIALEAH
SUMMARY OF PARKING INVENTORY

ARFA 7
ZONE ON-STREET SPACES OFF - ALL
& TOADTIG SPECTIAL STREET AVATLABLE

SUB-ZONE AUTO ZONES PERMITS SPACES SPACES
292-035 48 - - 12 60
292-037 150 - - 67 217
292-038 355 - - 295 650
294004 31 - - 108 139
295-016 53 - - 58 111
295-017 57 - - 16 73
295-024 52 - - 98 150
295-025 63 - - 83 146
295-027 63 - - 20 83
295-028 60 2 - 58 120
295-034 69 - - 33 102
295-035 L - - 33 7
295-036 58 - - 85 143
295-037 93 - - 66 159
295-038 62 - - 2ko 302
295-043 34 3 - 155 192
295-0L44 58 L - 30 92
299-048 112 - - 33 145

TOTAL 1,hk62 9 - 1,490 2,961



TABLE 7B
MIAMI SPRINGS - HIALEAH
PARKING STUDY SUMMARY

AREA 7
ZONE NUMBER 6:30 AM - 6:30 TH rem s o
& AVATIABLE  DIFF.VRHIOIES —  SPACE HOURS = [UOVER $ER CHIE
SUB-ZONE SPACES PARKED USED RATE OCCUPANCY
292-035 60 83 269 1.38 37
292-037 217 187 679 0.86 26
292-038 650 1,428 2,h23 2.20 31
29L-00k 139 L7 575 3.22 3k
295-016 111 142 542 1.28 b1
295-017 73 87 213 1.19 I
295-024 150 239 690 1.59 38
295-025 146 57 192 0.39 11
295-027 83 59 142 0.71 14
295-028 120 22l 388 1.87 27
295-034 102 375 384 3.68 31
295-035 77 199 358 2.58 39
295-036 143 237 354 1.66 21
295-037 159 370 492 2.33 26
295038 302 329 1,432 1.09 - 4o
295-043 192 918 962 4,78 42
29504k 92 304 365 3.30 33
299=048 15 298 536 2.06 31
TOTAL 2,961 5,983 10,996 2.02 31
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TABLE 7C
MIAMT SPRINGS - HIALEAH
AVERAGE PARKING TIMES

AREA 7
ZONE & SUB-ZONE AVERAGE PARKING TIME IN MINUTES .
ON-STREET OFF-STREET COMBINED
292-035 202 171 194
292-037 172 355 218
292-038 84 126 102
294004 ko 124 77
295-016 242 218 229
295-017 161 125 147
295-024 126 199 173
295-025 200 207 202 -
1 295-027 138 174 1k
295-028 80 168 104
295-034 58 69 61
295-035 7 237 108
295-036 68 108 90
295-037 67 110 80
295-038 125 314 261
295-043 vel 61 63
295-04l 60 173 72
299-048 88 170 108
AVERAGE 89 136 110
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TABLE 7D
MIAMI SPRINGS - HIALEAH
1964 SUPPLY, DEMAND, SURPLUS AND DEFICIENT SPACE HOURS

AREA 7
ZONE SPACE HOURS 190k SURPLUS DEFICIENT
& or SPACE HOUR
SUB-ZONE PRACTICAL CAP, DEMAND SPACE HOURS SPACE HOURS
292-035 640 55 585 -
292-037 2,303 322 1,981 -
292-038. 6,843 2,113 4,730 =
294..004 1,437 1,002 435 -
295-016 1,165 15 1,150 -
295-017 79 274 505 o
295-024 1,561 876 685 -
295-025 1,527 70 1,457 -
295-027 88l 413 L71 -
295-028 1,2h0 264 976 -
295-034 1,082 487 595 -
295-035 812 67 745 -
295-036 1,493 300 1,193 -
295-037 1,677 205 1,472 -
295-038 3,117 39 3,078 -
295-043 1,949 1,548 ho1 -
2950kl 932 259 673 -
299-048 1,547 378 1,169 -
Total 30,988 8,687 22,301 -
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MIAMI SPRINGS - HIALEAH

TABLE 7E

1985 SUPPLY, DEMAND, SURPLUS AND DEFICIENT SPACE HOURS

AREA 7
AN SPACE HOURS 1985 SURPLUS DEFICIENT
SPACE HOUR
SUB%ZONE PRACTIgKL CAP, DEMAND SPACE HOURS SPACE HOURS
292-035 640 50 590 -
292-037 2,303 295 2,008 -
292-038 6,843 1,93k 4,909 -
294-00k 1,k37 1,201 236 -
295-016 1,165 10 1,155 -
295-017 779 190 589 -
295-02% 1,561 616 ol5 -
295-025 1,527 48 1,479 -
295-027 88lL 286 598 "
295-028 1,240 183 1,057 -
295-034 1,082 337 745 -
295-035 812 46 766 -
295-036 1,493 208 1,285 -
295-037 1,677 1h2 1,535 -
295-038 3,117 27 3,090 -
295-043 1,949 1,072 877 -
295-0Lk4 932 179 753 -
299-048 1,547 L6k 1,083 -
Total 30,988 7,288 23,700 -
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AREA 8
ALLAPATTAH

Study Area 8 is bounded by NW 38th Street on the northwest, NW 15th
Avenue and NW 37th Street on the north, NW 13th Avenue on the east, NW 35th
Street and NW 34th Street on the south and NW 18th Avenue on the west. All
of this parking study area falls within Zones 88 and 93 of the Miami Urban
Area Transportation Study. Each of the two zones has numerous sub-zones.

Several major traffic generators in Area 8 are the Miami Jackson
High kSchool, the Allapattah Branch Library, Food Fair Store, Jackson's/
Byrons and a Kwick Check Retail Store. Traversing the area is NW 36th
Street, a major east-west thoroughfare.

The Allapattah Area contains 2,091 parking spaces, as summarized in
Table 8A, Approximately 71.2 per cent (1,489 spaces) of the parking supply
is located in off-street faéilities. The remaining 28. 8 per cent (602 spaces)
are curb spaces.

The average turnover rate for this parking study area is 1. 79 vehicles
per space, with a low of 0.49 in Zone 088 (Sub-zone 036) and a high of 5.20
in Zone 088 (Sub-zone 038).

The average per cent occupancy for Area 8 is 30, with a low of 12 per
cent in Zone 088 (Sub-zone 036) and a high of 47 per cent in Zone 093 (Sub-zone
043).

The average parking time for this area is 119 minutes (1 hour, 59 minutes),
ranging from a low average of 59 minutes in Zone 088 (Sub-zone 038) to a high
average of 319 minutes (5 hours, 19 minutes) in Zone 093 (Sub-zone 043).

Upon comparing the 1964 parking supply with the 1964 parking demand,

Table 8D, we find a space hour deficiency in Sub-zone 038 of Zone 088. By
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using the surplus space hours of adjacent sub-zones that are within an accept-
able walking distance, we find that the 1964 parking supply is adequate for
handling the 1964 parking demand.

The 1985 Supply, Demand, Surplus or Deficient Space Hour Table for the
Allapattah Area shows space hour deficiency in Sub-zone 038 of Zone 088. By
using the surplus space hours of adjacent sub-zones that are within an accept-
able walking distance, we find that the 1985 parking supply is adequate for
handling the 1985 parking demana.

It is not recommended that any additional parking spaces be provided

in Area 8,
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TABLE 8A

ATLAPATTAH
SUMMARY OF PARKING INVENTORY
AREA 8
ZONE ON-STREET SPACES OFF - ALT,

& TOADING SPECIAL STREET AVATLARLE
SUB-ZONE AUTO ZONES PERMITS SPACES SPACES
088-001 3k 23 - 171 228
088-002 57 - - 168 225
088-003 48 5 - 154 207
088-005 72 - - 134 206
088-035 35 7 - 93 135
088-036 5k - - ol 78
088-037 33 - - L6 79
088-038 o7 5 - 58 90
088-046 kg - - 77 126
093-004 L9 1 - 125 175
093-005 54 - - 28l 338
093-043 49 - 155 204
TOTAL 561 41 - 1,489 2,001

TABLE 8B
ALLAPATTAH
PARKTING STUDY SUMHMARY
AREA 8
ZONE NUMBER 6:30 AM - 6:30 PM - R
& AVATIABLE  DIFF.VERICLES SPACE HOURS TURNOVER PER CZNT
SUB-ZONE SPACES PARKED USED RATE CCCUPANCY
088-001 228 431 815 1.89 30
088-002 225 343 Th1 1.52 27
088-003 207 233 1,070 1.13 43
088-005 206 285 559 1.38 23
088-035 135 355 375 2.63 23
088-036 78 38 115 0.49 12
088-037 79 153 251 1.9% 26
088-038 90 468 461 5,20 43
088-0l46 126 160 3h4Y 1.27 23
093-004% 175 628 721 3.59 3k
093-005 338 421 812 1.25 20
093-043 204 218 1,158 1.07 L7
TOTAL 2,091 3,733 7,422 1.79 30
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TABLE 8C

ALLAPATTAH
AVERAGE PARKING TIMES
ARFEA 8
ZONE & SUB-ZONE AVERAGE PARKING TIME IN MINUTES
ON-STREET OFF-STREET COMBINED
088-001 36 17h 113
088-002 80 147 130
088-003 97 k20 276
088-005 73 158 118
088-035 38 78 63
088-036 148 215 182
088-037 98 99 98
088-038 99 51 59
088-046 170 120 129
093-004 115 53 69
093-005 7 135 116
093-043 282 328 319
AVERAGE 86 13k 119
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TABLE 8D

ALLAPATTAH
1964 SUPPLY, DEMAND, SURPLUS AND DEFICIENT SPACE HOURS
AREA 8
& OF SPACE HOUR
SUB-ZONE PRACTICAL CAP, DEMAND SPACE HOURS SPACE HOURS
088-001 2,110 888 1,222 -
088-002 2,330 556 1,774 -
088-003 2,089 403 1,686 -
088-005 2,145 756 1,389 -
088-035 1,327 518 809 -
088-036 828 205 623 -
088-037 825 43 782 -
088-038 88’4 1,1{1}0 - 556
088-046 1,314 29 1,285 -
093-00k4 1,804 1,241 563 -
093-005 3,481 284 3,197 -
093-0k43 2,110 1,345 765 -
Total 21,247 7,708 14,095 556
TABLE S8E
ALLAPATTAH
1985 SUPPLY, DEMAND, SURPLUS AND DEFICIENT SPACE HOURS
AREA 8
ZONE SPACE HOURS 1985 SURPLUS DEFICIENT
& OF SPACE HOUR

SUB-ZONE PRACTICAL CAP, DEMAND SPACE HOURS SPACE HOURS
088-001 2,110 953 1,157 -
088-002 2,330 597 1,733 -
088-003 2,089 433 1,656 -
088-005 2,145 812 1,333 -
088-035 1,327 556 TTL -
088-036 828 220 608 -
088-037 825 L6 779 -
088-038 884 1,546 - 662
088-046 1,31k 31 1,283 -
093-004 1,804 1,211 593 -
093-005 3,481 277 3,204 -
093-043 2,110 1,313 797 -
Total 21,247 7,995 13,91k 662
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AREA 9
MIAMI SPRINGS AND MIAMI INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT

Study Area 9 is divided into two separate sections. Although this parking
study area is treated as one, it will be divided ihto two sections in this report
for clarification.

The first section of Area 9, lying within Miami Springs, is physically
separated from the second section by airline runways and buildings. It is
bounded on the north by Oakwood Drive, on the east by LeJeune Road, on the
south by NW 36th Street and on the west by Palmetto Drive. This section of
the study area falls within Zone 294 of the Miami Urban Area Transportation
Study. There are numerous sub-zones and cross streets in this section.

The second section is the Passenger Terminal Area fronting on two
streets. These streets are LeJeune Road on the east and Perimeter Road on
the south and southeast. This part of the parking studyarea falls within Zone
307 (Sub-zone 001) of the Miami Urban Area Transportation Study.

MIAMI SPRINGS SECTION

Two major traffic generators of the Miami Springs Section are the Miami
Airways Motel and a Kwick Check Retail Store.

The Miami Springs Section of Area 9 contains 3, 573 parking spaces, as
summarized in Table 9A. Approximately 70.4 per cent (2,515 spaces) of the
parking supply is located in off-street facilities, The remaining 29.6 (1,058
spaces) are curb spaces.

The average turnover rate for this section of the parking study area is
1.45 vehicles per space, with a low of 0.59 in Zone 294 (Sub-zone 065) and a
high of 2,36 in Zone 294 (Sub-zone 072).

The average per cent occupancy for this section is 50, with a low of 16
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per cent in Zone 294 (Sub-zone 065) and a high of 72 per cent in Zone 294
(Sub-zone 068).

The average parking time is 250 minutes (4 hours, 10 minutes), ranging
from a low average of 90 minutes (1 hour, 30 minutes) in Zone 294 (Sub-zone
072) to a high average of 370 minutes (6 hours, 10 minutes) in Zone 294 (Sub-
zone 059),

PASSENGER TERMINAL SECTION

In addition to the terminal other major traffic generators in this part
of the study area are the Airport International Hotel, Federal Aviation Ad-

ministration, National Airlines and Pan American Airways (main office).

The Passenger Terminal Section contains 6, 167 parking spaces, as sum-
marized in Table 9A. Approximately 98.3 per cent (6,064 spaces) of the
parking supply is located in off-street facilities, The remaining 1.7 per cent
(103 spaces) are curb spaces.

The average turnover rate for this section of the parking study area is
1.49 vehicles per space, This section has a per cent occupancy of 62 and an
average parking time of 299 minutes (4 hours, 59 minutes).

Upon comparing the 1964 parking supply with the 1964 parking demand,
Table 9D, we find that all sub-zones in both the Miami Springs Section and
the Airport Passenger Terminal Section have a surplus of space hours,

The 1985 Supply, Demand, Surplus or Deficient Space Hour Table for
Area 9 shows that the Miami Springs Section has a surplus of space hours. The
Passenger Terminal Section has a deficiency in Sub-zone 001 of Zone 307,

The deficiency in the Passenger Terminal Section, as determined is in
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space hours. Since a greater number of curb spaces will not be available
and since there is only one sub-zone in this zone, this additional space must
be provided by adding lots or garages. As an example, if the deficiency is
40, 160 space hours and existing off-street facilities have an efficiency factor
of 85 per cent, it will be necessary to provide 40, 160/, 85 or 47,247 additional
space hours. This number divided by 12 (the number of hours in the parking
study period) yields the number of parking spaces needed,

It is not recommended that any additional parking spaces be provided in
the Miami Springs Section of Area 9. However, it is recommended that 3, 937
additional parking spaces be provided where physically and economically pos-~

sible in the Passenger Terminal Section to meet the 1985 parking demand.
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TABLE OA
MIAMI SPRINGS & MIAMI INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT
SUMMARY OF PARKING INVENTORY

AREA 9

ZORE ON-STREET SPACES OFF - ALL

& LOADING SFECIAL STREET AVATILABRLE

SUB-ZONE AUTO ZONES PERMITS SPACES SPACES
294-058 123 - Y 139 266
294-059 Th - - 192 266
294-060 71 - 5 60 136
294-061 61 - 3 2L 88
294062 60 - 2 15 77
294-063 66 - 5 85 156
294064 57 - 6 32 95
294-065 78 - 3 29 110
294066 42 - - 1k 56
294-067 70 2 - 193 265
294068 56 - - 395 451
294-069 69 - - 673 742
294-070 75 - - 397 Y72
294-071 116 L 6 93 219
294072 - - - 17h i7h
TOTAL (Ms)ﬂ 1,018 6 3k 2,515 3,573
307-001(M1A)E 103 - - 6,064 6,167
AREA TOTAL 1,121 6 34 8,579 9,740

(MS)Ll - Miami Springs

(MIA)Zg - Miami International Airport



TABLE 9B
MTAMI SPRINGS AND MIAMI INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT
PARKING STUDY SUMMARY

AREA 9

ZONE TOMBER 630 AM = 6130 TH o ’ o=
& AVATLABLE DIFF,VEHICLES SPACE HOURS TURNOVER FER CENI

SUB-ZONE SPACES PARKED USED RATE OCCUPANCY
294-058 266 L6k 1,397 1.74 Ly
294-059 266 185 1,141 0.70 36
294.-060 136 15h4 452 1.13 28
294-061 88 56 188 0.64 18
294062 7 L7 236 0.61 26
294-063 156 290 519 1.86 28
294064 95 167 368 1.76 32
294-065 110 65 214 0.59 16
294-066 56 38 114 0.68 17
294067 265 381 1,612 1.4 51
294-068 451 782 3,904 1.73 72
294-069 Tho 1,033 6,273 1.39 70
294-070 k72 603 3,547 1.28 63
294-071 219 512 1,006 2.3k 38
294-072 17h 410 614 2.36 29
TOTAL (Mmﬁl 3,573 5,187 21,585 1.45 50
307-001(M1A)Z§ 6,167 9,176 45,742 1.49 62
AREA TOTAL 9,740 14,363 67,327 1.47 58
(MS)L]-' -  Miami Springs
(MIA)Lg - Miami International Airport
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TABLE 9C
MIAMI SPRINGS & MIAMI INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT
AVERAGE PARKING TIMES

ARFA 9
ZONE & SUB-ZONE AVERAGE PARKING TIME IN MINUTES N
ON-STREET OFF-STREET COMBINED
294-058 95 231 181
294-059 167 L5 370
294-060 138 213 176
294-061 233 176 201
294-062 180 439 301
294-063 8l 116 107
294064 108 142 132
294-065 122 304 198
294-066 184 150 180
294-067 219 271 254
294-068 199 : 322 300
294-069 264 379 364
294-070 192 397 ' 353
294-071 154 99 118
294-072 = 90 90
AVERAGE (Ms)Zl 168 275 250
307-001 (MTA).2 33 357 299
AREA AVERAGE 92 329 281

(MS)E - Miami Springs

(].‘v‘l.TJ\)[E - Miami International Airport
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TABLE 9D
MIAMI SPRINGS & MIAMI INTERNATIORAL ATIRPORT
1964 SUPPLY, DEMAND, SURPLUS AND DEFICIENT SPACE HOURS

AREA 9
ZONE SPACE HOURS 1964 SURPLUS DEFICTENT
& OF SPACE HOUR
SUB=-ZONE PRACTICAL CAP, DEMAND SPACE HOURS SPACE HOURS
294-058 2,746 L8l 2,262 -
294-059 2,757 Lo 2,717 -
294-060 1,379 Lov 972 -
294-061 90k 482 hoo -
294062 801 236 565 -
294-063 1,580 9 1,571 -
50406k ol 58 883 -
294065 1,138 204 93k -
294-066 597 14 583 -
294-067 2,725 1,129 1,59 -
294-068 4,634 416 4,218 -
204-069 7,609 27 7,582 -
294-070 4,859 560 4,299 -
294-071 2,202 258 1,944 -
294-072 1,775 778 997 -
Total (MS)ZE 36,647 5,102 31,545 -
307-001(MIA)Z§ 62,965 50,921 12,04k -
Area Total 99,612 56,023 _ 43,589 -

(MS)-@: - Miami Springs

(MIA)Z-?- - Miami International Airport
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TABLE 9G

MIAMI SPRINGS & MIAMI INTERNATIONAL ATRPORT
1985 SUPPLY, DEMAND, SURPLUS AND DEFICIENT SPACE HOURS

AREA 9
ZONE SPACE HOURS 1985 SURPLUS DEFICIENT
& OF SPACE HOUR
SUB-ZONE PRACTICAL CAP, DEMAND SPACE HOURS SPACE HOURS
294-058 2,746 580 2,166 =
294-059 2,757 48 2,709 -
294-060 1,379 488 891 -
294-061 904 578 326 -
294-062 8oL 283 518 -
294-063 1,580 11 1,569 -
294064 g1 70 871 -
294-065 1,138 oLl 894 =
294-066 597 17 580 -
294-067 2,725 1,353 1,372 -
294-068 L, 634 499 4,135 -
294-069 7,609 32 7,577 -
294-070 4,859 671 4,188 -
294-071 2,202 309 1,893 -
294-072 1,775 932 843 -
Total (Ms)li 36,647 6,115 30,532 -
307-001(M1A)[§ 62,965 103,125 - 40,160
Area Total 99,612 109,240 30,532 40,160
(Ms)ﬂ - Miami Springs

(MIS)LQ- - Miami International Airport



AREA 10
CIVIC CENTER

Study Area 10 is bounded by NW 20th Street on the north, NW 7th Avenue
on the east, NW l1lth Street on the south, the Miami River on the southwest
and NW 17th Avenue on the west, All of this area falls within Zones 083, 085,
090, and 091 of the Miami Urban Area Transportation Study. There are num-
erous sub-zones in these zones.

This study area, which contains much of the civic oriented traffic, has
several major traffic generators. They include the following: the U.S.
Veteran's Administration Hospital, National Children's Cardiac Hospital, the
Cerebral Palsy Clinic, Cedars of Lebanon Hospital, Jackson Memorial Hos-
pital, Dade County Health Department, the Public Safety Building, Court Build-
ing, State Building,( Municipal Justice Building, the Mahi Temple, the City
Garage and Shops, City of Miami Incinerator Number 1 and the Merrill Stevens
Dry Dock, Traversing the study area is a north-south major route —A—NW 12th
Avenue,

The Civic Center area contains 9, 950 parking spaces, as summarized in
Table 10A. Approximately 59.5 per cent (5,917 spaces) of the parking supply
is located in off-street facilities. The remaining 40.5 per cent (4,033 spaces)
are curb spaces,

The average turnover rate for this parking study area is 1.29 vehicles per
Aspace, with a low of 0.03 in Zone 091 (Sub-‘zone 005) and a high of 3.04 in Zone
085 (Sub-zone 010). Zone 090 (Sub-zone 018) and Zone 090 (Sub-zone 023) do
not have any parking.

The average per cent occupancy for Area 10 is 40, with a low of O per
cent in Zone 091 (Sub-zone 005) and a high of 72 per cent in Zone 085 (Sub-zone

002).
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The average parking time for this area is 224 minutes (3 hours, 44 min-
utes), ranging from a low average of 50 minutes in Zone 084 (Sub-zone 033) to
a high average of 452 minutes (7 hours, 32 minutes) in Zone 085 (Sub-zone 002).

Upon comparing the 1964 parking supply with the 1964 parking demand,
Table 10D, we find a space hour deficiency in Zone 085 (Sub-zones 002, 011,
and 026), Zone 090 (Sub-zone 003) and Zone 091 (Sub-zone 004). By using the
surplus space hours of adjacent sub-zones that are within an acceptable walking
distance, we find that the 1964 parking supply is adequate for handling the 1964
parking demand.

Along with the construction of the East-West Expressway through the
Civic Center Parking Study Area, 205 metered off-street parking spaces have
been added to the parking supply in the vicinity of NW 12th Avenue. These
2,091 space hours of practical capacity have been added to Zone 084 (Sub-zone
024) in the 1985 Supply, Demand, Surplus or Deficient Space Hour Table for
Area 10,

The 1985 Supply, Demand, Surplus or Deficient Space Hour Table for
the Civic Center Parking Study Area shows space hour deficiency in Zone 085
(Sub-zones 002, 011, 018, and 026), Zone 090 (Sub-zones 003, 004, and 023)
and Zone 091 (Sub-zones 003 and 004). By using the éurplus space hours of
adjacent sub-zones that are within an acceptable walking distance, we find the
1985 parking demand can be met except in Zone 085 (Sub-~zone 011), Zone 090
(Sub-zone 003) and Zone 091 (Sub-zone 004). Due to the increasing need for
the streets to perform their main function of traffic movement, curb parking
will necessarily be restricted or possibly prohibited. This necessitates the
recommendation that additional off-street parking spaces be provided in the

Civic Center Parking Study Area.
73



Zone 085 (Sub-zone 011) has a critical deficiency of 1, 909 space hours.

Since a greater number of curb spaces will not be available, this additional
space must be provided by adding lots or garages. This deficiency must be
expanded by dividing by the efficiency factor. As an example, if the de-
ficiency is 1,909 space hours and existing off-street facilities have an effi-
ciency factor of 85 per cent, it will be necessary to provide 1,909/.85 or

2,246 additional space hours. This number divided by 12 (the number of

hours in the parking study period) yields the number of parking spaces needed

(187 spaces).

Zone 090 (Sub-zone 003) has a critical deficiency of 4, 792 space hours
or a total of 470 needed parking spaces.

Zone 091 (Sub-zone 004) has a critical deficiency of 3, 385 space hours
or a total of 332 needed parking spaces.

It is recommended that 989 additional parking spaces be provided in
these critical sub-zones where physically and economically possible in the

Civic Center Area to meet the 1985 demands.
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TABLE 10A

CIVIC CENTER
SUMMARY OF PARKING INVENTORY
ARFA 10
ZONE ON-STREET SPACES OFF - ALL
& LOADING SPECIAL STREET AVATILABLE
SUB-ZONE AUTO ZONES PERMITS SPACES SPACES
084024 31 - - 729 760
-084-025 43 4 - 49 96
084-026 65 - - 6 71
08L-027 120 - - - 120
084-028 12 - = - 12
08L4-029 Lo - - - Lo
084-030 35 - - - 35
084-031 43 - - - 43
08L-032 53 - - - 53
084033 26 - - - 26
084-034 26 - - - 26
084-035 13 - - - 13
084-036 4o - - - 4o
084-037 35 - - 48 83
084-038 37 2 - 53 92
084-039 24 - - - ol
084040 32 - - 18 50
08L4-041 L2 - - - 4o
084-0lly 41 - - - 41
084-045 4o - - 18 58
085-001L 22 - - 64 86
085-002 25 - - 58 83
085-003 29 - - - 29
085-004 52 4 - 7 133
085-005 82 - - 162 okl
085-006 60 - - 56 116
085-007 59 - - - 59
085-008 29 3 - 52 84
085-009 69 - - - 69
085-010 27 2 - 28 57
085-011 173 19 - 1,407 1,599
085-012 49 = - 39 88
085-013 51 - - 233 284
085-01k4 34 - - 11 45
085-015 64 - - 6 70
085-016 61 - - 6 67
085-017 53 - - 43 96
085-018 43 5 - 14 62
085-019 48 - - 20 68
085-020 51 - “ 27 78
085-021 58 - - - 58
085-022 52 - = 51 103
085-023 63 - - - 63
085-024 52 - - - 52
085-025 35 - - 9 Lk
085-026 20 - - 52 72
(Con't.)
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TABLE 10A (Con't.)

CIVIC CENTER
SUMMARY OF PARKING INVENTORY
AREA 10
ZONE ON-STREET SPACES OFF - ALL
& LOADING SPECIAL STREET AVATLABLE

SUB-ZONE AUTO ZONES PERMITS SPACES SPACES
090-001 30 - - 122 152
090-002 43 - - 57 100
090-003 234 - - - 234
090-004 59 - - 469 528
090-005 41 - - - 4
090-007 42 - - - 4o
090-008 46 3 - 29 78
090-009 52 1 - 10 63
090-010 107 - - 26 133
090-012 38 - - 9 L7
090-013 k2 - - - 42
090-01k 51 - - 7 58
090-015 59 - - 11 70
090-017 63 - - 12 75
090-018 13 - - - 13
090-019 43 - - 68 111
090-020 39 - - 59 98
090-021 58 - - - 58
090-022 : Ll - - - Lh
090-023 39 - - - 39
090-024 69 - - 16 85
090-025 43 - - 15 58
090-026 36 - - 66 102
091-001 90 - - - 90
091-002 52 - - 28 80
091-003 281. 16 - 1,336 1,633
091-004 65 - - 182 oL
091-005 36 - - 59 95
TOTAL 3,974 59 - 5,917 9,950



TABLE 10B

CIVIC CENTER
PARKING STUDY SUMMARY
AREA 10
ZONE NUMBER 6:30 AM - 6:30 PM P -
& AVATLABLE ~ DIFF,VEHICLES ~ SPACE HOURS TURNOVZER FER CENT
SUB-ZONE SPACES PARKED USED RATE OCCUPANCY
084-02k4 760 1,285 5,002 1.69 55
084-025 96 95 345 0.99 30
084-~026 71 35 121 0.49 1h
08L4-027 120 11 18 0.09 1
084-028 12 1 g 0.08 2
084-029 Ty) 7 6 0.18 1
084-030 35 2 3 0.06 1
084-031 43 16 22 0.37 N
084-032 53 8 20 0.15 3
08L4-033 26 12 10 0.46 3
084-034% 26 19 7 0.73 25
084-035 13 25 93 1.92 60
084036 4o 26 95 0.65 20
084-037 83 52 125 0.63 13
08L4-038 92 78 518 0.85 L7
084-039 ol 8 33 0.33 11
084~-040 50 53 123 1.06 21
084-041 b2 20 64 0.48 13
08L4-0lk 41 31 130 0.76 26
08L4-0l5 58 k5 220 0.78 32
085-001 86 5T 395 0.66 38
085-002 83 95 716 1.1% 72
085-003 29 5 22 0.17 6
085-004 . 133 78 277 0.59 17
085-005 olhy 374 1,41k 1.53 48
085-006 116 113 364 0.97 26
085-007 59 40 110 0.68 16
085-008 8k 5k 71 0.64 7
085-009 69 4o 190 0.71 23
085-010 57 173 432 3.04 63
085-011 1,599 2,723 12,796 1.70 67
085-012 88 141 631 1.60 60
085-013 284 Lk 1,873 1.46 55
085-014 45 9 38 0.20 7
085-015 70 29 51 o.41 6
085-016 67 19 51 0.28 6
085-017 96 68 266 0.71 17
085-018 62 68 231 1.10 31
085-019 68 43 221 0.63 27
085-020 78 32 140 0.4 15
085-021 58 20 82 0.3h4 12
085-022 103 69 257 0.67 21
085-023 63 72 234 1.14 31
08502k 52 21 38 0.40 6
085-025 Lk 28 h 0.64 14
085-026 72 46 137 0.64 16
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TABLE 10B (Con't.)

CIVIC CENTER
PARKING STUDY SUMMARY
ARFA 10
ZONE NUMBER ©6:30 AM - 6:30 PM - -
& AVAITABLE DIFF,VEHICLES SPACE HOURS TURNOVER FER. (CRNT

SUB-ZONE SPACES PARKED USED RATE OCCUPAICY
090-001 152 179 852 1.18 L7
090-002 100 133 292 1.33 16
090-003 234 86 351 0.37 13
090-004 528 916 2,899 1.73 L6
090-005 41 69 219 1.68 L5
090-007 42 1k 33 0.33 7
090-008 78 83 138 1.06 15
090-009 63 53 71 0.84 9
090-010 133 o7 57 0.20 4
090-012 L7 61 184 1.30 33
090-013 42 33 89 0.79 18
090-014 58 22 116 0.38 17
090-015 70 32 149 0.46 18
090-017 75 25 91 0.33 10
090-018 13 0 0 o "
090-019 111 69 25 0.62 18
090-020 98 106 275 1.08 23
090-021 58 8 37 0.14 5
090-022 Ll 2 3 0.05 1

-090-023 39 0 0 - -
090-02k4 85 14 60 0.16 6
090-025 58 28 141 0.48 20
090-026 102 104 365 1.02 30

. 091-001 90 75 339 0.83 31
091-002 80 140 5kl 1.75 1
091-003 1,633 3,726 11,322 2.28 58
091-004 247 133 704 0.54 oL
091-005 95 3 L 0.03 =
TOTAL 9,950 12,810 47,719 1.29 Lo
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TABLE 10C

CIVIC CENTER
AVERAGE PARKING TIMES
AREA 10
ZONE & SUB-ZONE AVERAGE PARKIE? TIME IN MINUTES
ON-STREET OFF-STREET COMBINED
084-024 296 230 234
084-025 300 184 218
084-026 260 129 207
084-027 98 - 98
084-028 180 - 180
084-029 51 - 51
084-030 90 - 90
084-031 83 & 83
084-032 150 - 150
084-033 50 - 50
084-034 243 - 2h3
084-035 223 - 223
084-036 219 - 219
084-037 151 137 1k
084-038 2kg 508 398
084-039 o248 - 248
084-040 87 213 139
084-041 192 - 192
084-0lh 252 - 252
084045 211 396 293
085-001 » 416 416
085-002 408 4ol k52
085-003 264 = 264
085-00k4 200 215 213
085-005 126 398 227
085-006 285 178 193
085-007 165 - 165
085-008 79 - 79
085-009 233 - 233
085-010 139 17h 150
085-011 2hs 285 282
085-012 31k 214 269
085-013 21k 290 271
085-01k4 168 360 253
085-015 101 114 106
085-016 161 - 161
085-017 235 233 235
085-018 173 263 204
085-019 309 308 308
085-020 167 337 263
085-021 2h6 - 246
085-022 215 227 223
085-023 . 195 - 195
085-024 109 - 109
085-025 174 127 159
085-026 70 287 179
090-001 304 284 286
090-002 234 103 132

(con't) 8l



TABLE 10C (Con't.)

€IVIC CENTER
AVERAGE PARKING TIMES
AREA 10
ZONE & SUB-ZONE AVERAGE PARKING TIME IN MINUTES
ON-STREET OFF-STREET COMBINED

090-003 245 - 245
090-004 230 188 190
090-005 190 - 190
090-007 141 - 151
090-008 162 80 100
090-009 106 58 80
090-010 113 153 127
090-012 170 208 181
090-013 162 - 162
090-014 405 210 316
090-015 300 2ho 279
090-017 288 114 218
090-018 - - _

090-019 208 217 213
090-020 169 151 156
090-021 278 . 278
090-022 90 - 90
090-023 - - Z

090-02k 216 360 257
090-025 309 283 302
090-026 164 216 211
091-001 271 - 271
091-002 231, 236 233
091-003 95 230 182
091-004 336 294 318
091-005 80 - 80
AVERAGE 170 246 o2l
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TABLE 10D

CIVIC CENTER
1964 SUPPLY, DEMAND, SURPLUS AND DEFICIENT SPACE HOURS
AREA 10
ZONE SPACE HOURS 196% SURPLUS DEFICIENT
& OF SPACE HOUR

SUB~ZONE PRACTICAL CAP, DEMAND SPACE HOURS SPACE HOURS
084-024 7,769 3,312 4 457 =
084-025 96k 25 939 -
084 -026 763 121 642 -
084-027 1,296 18 1,278 -
08L4-028 130 11 119 -
084-029 432 6 ho6 -
08L4-030 378 6 372 -
084-031 L6k 1 463 =
084-032 572 20 552 -
084-033 281 10 271 -
084-034 281 T 204 -
084-035 140 93 L7 =
084-036 432 70 362 -
084-037 868 214 654 -
084-038 9lko 200 740 -
084-039 443 33 410 -
08l-040 530 123 Lo7 -
08L4-041 sk 64 390 -
08L4-0lth L3 130 313 -
08l4-0k45 432 20k 228 -
085-001 891 131 760 -
085-002 862 1,083 - 221
085-003 313 22 291 -
085-00k 1,347 225 1,122 -
085-005 2,538 25 2,513 -
085-006 1,219 364 855 -
085-007 637 406 231 -
085-008 843 71 772 -
085-009 TH5 190 555 -
085-010 578 16 562 -
085-011 16,219 16,848 - 629
085-012 927 9 918 -
085-013 2,928 23 2,905 -
085-014 480 319 161 -
085-015 753 51 702 -
085-016 720 5 715 -
085-017 1,011 2k 987 =
085-018 607 588 19 -
085-019 722 61 661 -
085-020 826 140 686 -
085-021 626 348 278 -
085-022 1,082 257 825 -
085-023 680 234 446 -
085-024 562 5 557 -
085-025 470 - 7h 396 -
085-026 746 880 - 134

86



TABLE 10D (Con't.)

CIVIC CENTER
1964 SUPPLY, DEMAND, SURPLUS AND DEFICIENT SPACE HOURS
AREA 10
ZONE SPACE HOURS 1904 SURPLUS DEFICIENT
& OF SPACE HOUR
SUB-ZONE PRACTICAL CAP, DEMAND SPACE HOURS SPACE HOURS
090-001 1,569 169 1,400 -
090-002 1,045 14 90k -
090-003 2,527 3,533 - 1,006
090-004 5,421 2,524 2,897 -
090-005 4L3 39 Lol -
090-007 454 11 443 -
090-008 793 15 778 -
090-009 664 210 L5k -
090-010 1,421 57 1,364 -
090-012 502 184 318 -
090-013 5k 89 365 -
090-014 623 5 618 -
090-015 749 149 600 -
090-017 802 18 784 -
090-018 141 0 141 -
090-019 1,158 226 932 -
090-020 1,023 22 1,001 -
090-021 626 39 587 -
090-022 L5 3 W72 -
090-023 k21 187 234 -
090-024 908 60 848 -
090-025 617 10 607 -
090-026 1,062 L 1,058 -
091-001 972 1k 958 -
091-002 8u8 104 il -
091-003 16,661 15,542 1,119 -
091-004 2,558 55597 - 3,039
091-005 991 192 799 -
Total 103,272 56,281 52,020 5,029
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TABLE 10E

CIVIC CENTER
1985 SUPPLY, DEMAND, SURPLUS AND DEFICIENT SPACE HOURS
AREA 10
ZONE SPACE HOURS 1965 SURPLUS 'DEFICIERT
& OF SPACE HOUR
SUB~ZONE PRACTICAL CAP, DEMAND SPACE HOURS SPACE HOURS
084-024 9,860 4,129 5,731 =
084-025 964 31 933 -
084-026 763 151 612 -
084-027 1,296 22 1,274 -
084-028 130 14 116 -
084-029 432 7 ko5 -
084-030 378 7 371 -
084-031 L6k 1 463 -
084-032 572 25 sh7 -
084-033 281 12 269 -
084-034 281 96 185 -
084-035 1ko 116 ol -
08l4-036 432 87 345 -
084-037 868 267 601 -
084-038 940 2h9g . 691 -
084-039 443 b1 402 -
084-040 530 153 377 -
084-0l1 L5k 80 37k -
08L4-0Lk 4h3 162 281 -
08L4-045 432 o5k 178 -
085-001 891 196 695 -
085-002 862 1,620 - 758
085-003 313 33 280 =
085-00k 1,347 337 1,010 -
085-005 2,538 37 2,501 -
085-006 1,219 545 674 =
085-007 637 607 30 -
085-008 843 106 737 -
085-009 45 284 L6l -
085-010 578 ol 554 -
085-011 16,219 25,208 - 8,989
085-012 927 13 91k -
085-013 2,928 34 2,894 -
085-014 480 Y77 3 -
085-015 753 76 677 -
085-016 720 T 713 =
085-017 1,011 36 975 -
085-018 607 880 - 273
085-019 722 91 631 =
085-020 826 209 617 -
085-021 626 521 105 =
085-022 1,082 385 697 -
085-023 680 350 330 -
085-024 562 7 555 -
085-025 470 111 359 -
085-026 746 1,317 - 571
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TABLE 10E (Con't.)

CIVIC CENTER
1985 SUPPLY, DEMAND, SURPLUS AND DEFICIENT SPACE HOURS
AREA 10
ZONE SPACE HOURS 1985 SURPLUS DEFICIENT
& OF SPACE HOUR

SUB-ZONE PRACTICAL CAP, DEMAND SPACE HOURS SPACE HOURS
090-001 1,569 455 1,114 -
090-002 1,045 379 666 -
090-003 2,527 9,503 - 6,976
090-004 5,421 6,789 - 1,368
090-005 LL3 105 338 -
090-007 L5 30 Lok -
090-008 793 Lo 753 -
090-009 664 565 99 -
090-010 1,h21 153 1,268 -
090-012 502 Lo5 7 -
090-013 Lsh 239 215 -
090-01L4 623 13 610 -
090-015 749 ho1 348 -
090-017 802 48 754 -
090-018 S - 1L -
090-019 1,158 608 550 -
090-020 1,023 59 96k -
090-021 626 105 521 -
090-022 475 8 L67 -
090-023 L2l 503 = 82
090-02l4 908 161 Th7 -
090-025 617 27 - 590 -
090-026 1,062 11 1,051 -
091-001 972 20 952 -
091-002 848 291 697 -
091-003 16,661 22,569 - 5,908
091-004 2,558 8,127 - 5,569
091-005 991 279 712 -
Total 105,363 91,258 Ll ,599 30,404
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AREA 11
MIAMI BEACH

Study Area 11 is bounded by Dade Boulevard on the northwest, 20th
Street on the northeast, the Atlantic Ocean on the east, Biscayne Bay on the
south and west. All of this parking study area falls within Zones 517-522 and
524-529 of the Miami Urban Area Transportation Study. There are numerous
sub-zones in these zones.

This study area contains recreational areas, multiple family residence
dwelling units, large tourist hotel, food stores, the police station, Miami
Beach Convention Hall, a kennel club and dog track, department stores, thea-
tres, restaurants, schools, and a commercial Central Business District. This
area has numerous major traffic generators,

Area 11 in Miami Beach contains 21, 690 parking spaces, as summarized
in Table 11A. Approximately 47.7 per cent (10, 342 spaces) of the parking
supply is located in off-street facilities, the remaining 52.3 per cent (11, 348
spaces) are curb spaces.

The average turnover rate for this parking study area is 2,07 vehicles per
space, with a low of 0,37 in Zone 525 (Sub-zone 022) and a high of 8.48 in Zone
525 (Sub-zone 014), |

The average per cent occupancy for Area 11 is 53, with a low of 7 per
cent in Zone 518 (Sub-zone 002) and Zone 529 (Sub-zone 001). The high is
177 per cent in Zone 525 (Sub-zone 014),

The average parking time for this area is 184 minutes (3 hours, 4 min-
utes), ranging from a low average of 48 minutes in Zone 526 (Sub-zone 017) to

a high average of 442 minutes (7 hours, 22 minutes) in Zone 517 (Sub-zone 022).

Upon comparing the 1964 parking supply with the 1964 parking demand,
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Table 11D, we find a space hour deficiency in Zone 517 (Sub-zone 015), Zone
519 (Sub-zones 006 and 014), Zone 520 (Sub-zones 003, 009, 010, 014 and 018),
Zone 521 (Sub-zones 021, 035, and 038), Zone 525 (Sub-zones 005, 009, 010,
014, 026, and 029), Zone 526 (Sub-zones 003, 010, 013, and 014), Zone 527
{Sub~zones 003, 007, 008, 013, 014, and 015) and Zone 528 (Sub-zones 004, 005,
007, 010, 011, 014, ’021, and 022). By using the surplus space hours of ad-
jacent sub-zones that are within an acceptable walking distance, we find the
1964 parking demand can be met except in Zone 528 (Sub-zone 022). Due to
the increasing need for the streets to perform their main function of traffic
movement, curb parking will necessarily be restricted or possibly prohibited.
This necessitates the recommendation that additional off-street parking

spaces be provided in the Miami Beach Parking Study Area,

Zone 528 (Sub-zone 022) has a critical deficiency of 2, 964 space hours,
Since a greater number of curb spaces will not be available, this additional
space must be provided by adding lots or garages. This deficiency must be
expanded by dividing by the efficiency factor. As an example, if the deficiency
is 2,964 space hours and existing off-street facilities have an efficiency fac-
tor of 85 per cent, it will be necessary to provide 2,964/.85 or 3,487 addi-
tional space hours. This number divided by 12 (the number of hours in the

parking study period) yields the number of parking spaces needed.

It is recommended that 291 additional parking spaces be provided where
physically and economically possible in Zone 528 (Sub-zone 022) in the Miami
Beach Area to meet the present demands,

The 1985 Supply, Demand, Surplus or Deficient Space Hour Table for the
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Miami Beach Parking Study Area shows space hour deficiency in Zone 517
(Sub-zones 002, 003, 004, 005, 006, 009, 012, 015, 016, 019, 022 and 023),
Zone 518 (Sub-zone 001), Zone 519 (Sub-zones 006, 012, 013, and 014), Zone
520 (Sub-zones 001, 003, 004, 008, 009, 010, 014, and 018), Zone 521 (Sub-
zones 021, 035, and 038), Zone 522 (Sub-zones 001, 006, 008, and 010), Zone
524 (Sub-zones 007, 009, and 011), Zone 525 (Sub-zones 005, 009, 010, 014,

015, 026, and 029), Zone 526 (Sub-zones 001, 003, 010, 013, and 014), Zone

527 (Sub-zones 003, 007, 013, 014 and 015), and Zone 528 (Sub-zones 004, 005,

007, 010, 011, 014, and 022). By using the surplus space hours of adjacent
sub-zones that are withing an acceptable walking distance, we find the 1985
parking demand can be met except in Zone 517 (Sub-zones 015 and 023), Zone
520 (Sub-zone 009) and Zone 528 (Sub-zone 022). This necessitates the rec-
ommendation that additional offr—rstreet parking spaces be provided in the Miami

Beach Parking Study' Area,

Zone 517 (Sub-zone 015) has a critical deficiency of 1, 184 space hours
or a total of 116 needed parking spaces.

Zone 517 (Sub-zone 023) has a critical deficiency of i,
or a total of 170 needed parking spaces.

Zone 520 (Sub—zoné 009) has a critical deficiency of 288 space hours
or a total of 28 needed parking spaces.

Zone 528 (Sub-zone 022) has a critical deficiency of 996 space hours
or a total of 98 needed parking spaces.

It is recommended that 412 additional parking spaces be provided in
these critical sub-zones where physically and economically possible in the

Miami Beach Area to meet the 1985 demands.
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TABLE 11A

MIAMI BEACH
SUMMARY OF PARKING INVENTORY
AREA 11
ZONE ON-STREET SPACES OFF - ATL
& LOADING SPECIAL STREET AVATILABLE

SUB-ZONE AUTO ZONES PERMITS SPACES SPACES
517-001 22 - - 50 72
'517-002 36 3 - 2l 63
517-003 32 2 - - 3k
517-004 37 6 - 10 53
517-005 36 4 - 29 69
517-006 69 1 - - 70
517-007 62 2 - - 64
517-008 56 - - IS} 97
517-009 57 - = - 57
517-010 52 - - 5 57
517-011 61 - - 5 66
517-012 73 - - - 73
517-013 53 - - 21 it
517-014 51 1 - - 52
517-015 41 - - - 41
517-016 53 8 - 69 130
517-017 Lo 3 - - 45
517-018 29 - - - 29
517-019 127 11 - - 138
517-021 117 1k - - 131
517-022 5l - - 100 154
517-023 54 - - 135 189
518-001 69 - - 28 97
518-002 35 3 - 200 238
519-001 64 3 - 60 127
519-002 30 2 - 90 122
519-003 29 3 - 67 99
519-00k4 50 6 - 18 Th
519-005 3 2 - Lo L5
519-006 13 6 - 16 35
519-007 52 2 - 7 61
519-008 23 5 - - 28
519-009 25 3 - 25 53
519-010 [N 12 - 236 312
519-011 40 7 - - k7
519-012 29 - - 6 35
519-013 ol 1 - - 25
519-014 37 10 - 15 62
519-015 20 n - 16 Lo
519-016 20 1 - 30 21
520-001 98 2 - - 100
520-003 18 29 - 108 155
520-004 10 - - - 10
520-005 13 3 - - 16
520-006 39 15 - L - 98
520-007 11 6 - 2k 41
520-008 15 T - 16 38
520-009 40 6 - 17 63
520-010 20 7 - - 27
520-011 18 8 = - 26

(Con't.)



TABLE 11A (Con't.)

MIAMI BEACH
SUMMARY OF PARKING INVENTORY
AREA 11
ZONE ON-STREET SPACES OFF - ALL,
& LOADING SPECIAL STREET AVATLABLE
SUB-ZONE AUTO ZONES PERMITS SPACES SPACES
520-012 48 6 - 6 60
520-013 26 2 = - 28
520-01k4 18 6 - - 2k
520-015 39 12 - 2k 75
520-016 21 3 - 15 39
520-017 19 8 - - 27
520-018 36 6 - 12 54
520-019 26 2 - 22 50
520-020 18 3 = L7 68
521001 46 = - - L6
521~002 61 - - - 61
521-003 59 - - 5 64
521-004 54 2 - 14 70
521-005 55 1 - 5 61
501-006 61 - - 3 64
521-007 55 1 - 45 101
521-008 L1 1 - 19 61
521-009 53 - - 18 71
521-010 61 - - - 61
521-011 59 - - 8 67
501-012 52 - - 5 57
521-013 55 2 - - 27
52101k 43 L - 36 83
521-015 L5 - - 13 58
521-016 50 - - 55 105
521-017 56 - - - 56
521-018 56 - - - 56
521-019 50 - - 5 59
521-020 e} 1 - - 50
521-021 32 7 - - 39
521-022 55 - - - 55
501-023 61 = - - 61
52102k 58 - - - 58
501025 54 = - - 54
501-026 58 2 - - 60
521-027 79 3 - - 82
521-028 1k 2 - - 16
521-029 37 3 - - Lo
521-030 56 - - 9 65
521-031 58 - - - 58
521-032 54 2 - Lk 100
521-033 55 - - 8 63
521-034 51 2 - - 53
521-035 21 3 - - 2l
521-036 4o 3 - - 52
521-037 35 5 - - Lo
521-038 29 7 - - 36
521-039 43 10 - - 53
521-040 32 6 - - 38
522-001 10 - - 30 Lo
522-002 43 - - 83 126

(con't.)
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TABLE 11A (Con't.)

MIAMI BEACH
SUMMARY OF PARKING INVENTORY
ARFA 11
ZONE ON-STREET SPACES OFF ~ ALL
& LOADING SPECIAL STREET AVATLABLE
SUB-ZONE AUTO ZONES PERMITS SPACES SPACES
522-003 39 L - 136 179
522-004 L7 6 - - 53
522-003 31 3 - 125 159
522-006 37 3 - - 4o
522~-007 1k 3 - Ly 61
522-008 6 6 - - 12
522-009 2l 5 - 120 149
522-010 12 3 - 110 125
52k4.-001 34 1 - - 35
524-002 51 - - . 51
524-003 72 - - 48 120
524 -004 93 5 - 133 231
52L.-005 160 - - 910 1,070
52L4-006 64 It - Lo 110
524-007 66 2 - - 68
52008 30 - - - 30
524-009 48 6 - = 54
524-010 60 - - - 60
524-011 67 - - 29 96
524-012 L7 - = - L7
524-013 148 5 - - 153
52k -01h 3k - - - 3L
524-015 36 - - - 36
524-016 129 - - - 129
524-017 ol - - » oL
524-018 75 - - - 75
524-019 27 - - 185 212
524-020 13 - - 198 211
524-021 65 - - - 65
525-001 132 11 - 99 22
525-002 90 7 - - 97
525-003 277 - - 61 338
525-005 23 - - - 23
525=-006 35 - - - 35
525-007 21 5 - = 26
525-008 18 12 - - 30
525-009 37 11 - - L8
525-010 L1 L4 - 20 65
525-011 68 11 - 28 107
525-012 59 - - - 59
525-013 57 1 - - 58
525-01k 13 6 - 8 o7
525-015 Lo - - - Lo
525-016 75 - - 10 85
525-017 93 1 - - o4
525-018 96 - - - 96
525-019 ok 5 - - 99
525-020 93 - - - 93
525-021 Lo 3 - - 43
525-022 62 » - - 62

(Con't.)



TABLE 11A (Con't.)

MIAMI BEACH
SUMMARY OF PARKING INVENTORY
AREA 11
ZONE ON-STREET SPACES OFF - ALL
& LOADING SPECIAL STREET AVATLABLE
SUB-ZONE AUTO ZONES PERMITS SPACES SPACES
505023 ol - - - ok
525-024 105 - - - 105
525-025 102 - - - 102
525026 Ly 1 - - L5
525-027 72 - - - 72
525-028 77 - - - 7
525-029 L9 1 - oL Th
526-001 50 L - 10 6l
526=002 22 >, - 20 Ll
526-003 21 8 - 22 51
526-004 22 13 - - 35
526-005 60 - - 2L 8k
506-006 19 6 - 9 34
526-007 21 2 - 60 83
'526-008 2l 2 - 16 Yo
526-009 25 1 = 5 31
526-010 21 - - - 21
'526-011 19 L - 76 99
526-012 23 3 - L 30
526-013 21 8 - - 29
526-01k 33 5 - 6 Ly
526-015 1k 3 - 25 L2
526-016 18 6 - 22 L6
526-017 16 - - - 16
527-001 38 ok - 32 oly
527-002 36 8 - 39 83
527-0Q3 9 4 - 33 26
527-004 35 7 - 348 390
527-005 46 2 - 121 169
527-006 37 5 - 229 271
527-007 36 7 - - 43
527-008 45 11 - 87 143
527-009 31 2 - 90 123
527-010 67 18 - 301 386
527-011 22 6 - 70 98
527-012 23 6 - 189 218
527-013 23 2 - 13 38
527-014 31 6 - 8 L5
527-015 50 i 8 - 56 107
507-016 31 5 - 38 Th
528-001 26 1 -2 286 313
528-002 35 6 - 135 176
528-003 33 2 - 206 2h1
528-004 31 7 - - 38
528-005 26 2 = - 28
528-006 43 54 - 1,569 1,666
528-007 30 4 - 48 82
528-008 Ll L - 50 98
528-009 39 2 - 2 93
528-010 L1 2 - 3 86
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TABLE 11A (Con't.)

MIAMI BEACH
SUMMARY OF PARKING INVENTORY
AREA 11
ZONE ON-STREET SPACES OFF - ALL
& LOADING SPECIAL STREET AVATLABLE
SUB-ZONE AUTO ZONES PERMITS SPACES SPACES
528-011 Ly 3 - 43 90
528-012 48 1 - 67 116
528-013 28 2 - 55 85
528-014 27 6 = 132 165
528=015 Ls 7 - T1 123
528-016 62 - - - 62
528-017 61 2 - - 63
528-018 64 1 - - 65
528-019 60 4 - - 64
528-020 62 1 - - 63
528-021 63 1 - - 6l
528-022 51 66 - - 57
529-001 126 2 - - 128
529-002 52 - - - 52
529-003 45 - - - 45
529-00k4 43 - - 39 82
529-005 b1 2 - 23 66
529-006 29 - - 14 43
529-007 50 1 - 34 85
529-008 67 2 - - 69
529-009 128 - - 1,129 1,257
TOTAL 10,584 764 - 10,342 21,690
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TABLE 11B
MIAMI BEACH

PARKING STUDY SUMMARY
AREA 11
ZONE NUMBER 6:30 AM - 6:30 EM TURN
& AVATLABLE DIFF,VEHICLES SPACE HOURS OVER FER CENT
SUB-ZONE SPACES PARKED USED RATE OCCUPANCY
517-001 72 159 752 2.21 87
517-002 63 142 433 2.25 57
517-003 34 8l 334 2.47 82
517-004 53 119 391 2.25 61
517-005 69 101 514 1.46 62
517-006 70 132 641 1.89 76
517-007 6l 107 535 1.67 70
517-008 97 151 e} 1.56 39
517-009 57 110 365 1.93 53
517-010 57 117 Lo1 2.05 59
517-011 66 108 L8L4 1.64 61
517-012 73 126 383 1.73 Ll
517-013 h 136 L2 1.84 53
517-014 52 82 262 1.58 42
517-015 L1 64 275 1.56 56
517-016 130 335 1,082 2.58 69
517-017 45 147 416 3.27 77
517-018 29 29 17h 1.00 50
517-019 138 413 759 2.99 L6
517-021 131 181 595 1.38 38
517-022 154 118 870 0.77 L7
517-023 189 260 1,289 1.38 57
518-001 97 152 373 1.57 32
518-002 238 91 213 0.38 7
519-001 127 129 573 1.02 38
519-002 122 103 350 0.84 2k
519-003 99 309 666 3.12 56
519-00k 7h 131 453 1.77 o1
519-005 45 71 141 1.58 26
519-006 35 80 304 2.29 72
519-007 61 127 528 2.08 72
519-008 28 88 275 3.1k 82
519-009 53 h 423 1.40 67
519-010 312 725 1,892 2.32 51
519-011 L7 126 416 2.68 Th
519-012 35 75 332 2.1k 79
519-013 a5 77 297 3.08 99
519-014 62 341 419 5.50 56
519-015 Lo 81 207 2.03 43
519-016 51 116 581 2.27 95
520-001 100 218 348 2.18 29
520-003 155 590 9o 3.81 51
520-00k% 10 65 70 6.50 58
520-005 16 57 68 3.56 35
520-006 98 390 723 3.98 61
520-007 L 111 329 2.71 67
(Con't.)
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TABLE 11B (Con't.)

MIAMI BEACH
PARKING STUDY SUMMARY
AREA 11

ZONE NUMBER 6:30 AM - 6:30 PM x -

& AVATLABLE DIFF ,VEHICLES SPACE HOURS AR REE ChaL

SUB-ZONE SPACES PARKED USED RATE OCCUPANCY
520-008 38 67 200 1.76 LY
520-009 63 253 329 4,02 33
520-010 27 70 28l 2.59 88
520-011 26 56 178 2.15 57
520-012 60 128 352 2.13 4o
520-013 28 4o 239 1.75 71
520-014 ol 50 103 2.08 36
520-015 75 2hly 584 3.25 65
520-016 39 86 293 2.21 63
520-017 27 66 93 2.4l 29
520-018 Bl 207 337 3.83 52
520-019 50 79 305 1.58 51
520-020 68 129 382 1.90 g
521-001 L6 ol 370 2.0k 67
521-002 61 123 bk 2.02 57
521-003 6k 130 489 2.03 64
521-004 70 1h2 536 2.03 64
521-005 61 135 279 2.21 38
521-006 ol 140 455 2.19 59
521-007 101 112 683 1.11 56
521-008 61 121 467 1.98 6k
521-009 71 139 480 1.96 56
521-010 61 113 hho 1.85 60
521-011 67 133 62 1.99 57
521-012 57 114 432 2.00 60
521-013 57 134 Lo7 2.35 60
521-01k4 83 67 435 0.81 Ll
521-015 58 128 342 2,21 k9
521-016 105 173 554 1.65 L
521-017 56 154 Lol 2.75 63
521-018 56 133 363 2.38 54
521-019 55 gk 295 1.71 45
521-020 50 119 390 2.38 65
521-021 39 58 228 1.k9 ko
521-022 55 126 350 2.29 53
521-023 61 138 468 2.26 6L
521-024 58 139 458 2.40 66
521-025 54 129 352 2.39 54
521-026 60 111 Log 1.85 57
521-027 82 136 773 1.66 79
521-028 16 56 63 3.50 33
521-029 4o 107 302 2.68 63
521-030 65 168 535 2.58 69
521-031 58 140 457 2.4 66
521-032 100 186 LL49 1.86 37
521-033 63 217 659 3.4k 87
521-03k4 53 155 547 2.92 86

(con't.)
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TABLE 11B (Con't.)

MIAMI BEACH
PARKING STUDY SUMMARY
ARFA 11

ZONE NUMBER 6:30 AM ~ 6:30 P4 - i

& AVATTABLE DIFF.VEHICLES SPACE HOURS TURNOVER FER CERT

SUB-ZOKNE SPACES PARKED USED RATE OCCUPANCY
521-035 ol 72 256 3.00 89
521-036 52 161 450 3.10 72
521-037 40 12 386 3.55 80
521-038 36 140 332 3.89 77
521-039 53 234 541 4 42 85
521-040 38 150 392 3.95 86
522-001 40 96 341 2.40 71
522-002 126 527 980 4,18 65
522-003 179 478 1,467 2.67 68
522-004 53 162 469 3.06 h
522-005 159 146 485 0.92 25
522-006 Lo 9k 309 2.35 64
522-007 61 199 493 3.26 67
522-008 12 32 102 2.67 71
522-009 149 147 451 0.99 25
502-010 125 274 1,024 2.19 68
524-001 35 66 195 1.89 L6
524-002 51 142 348 2.78 57
524-003 120 263 760 2.19 53
524-00k 231 602 1,248 2.62 45
52l4-005 1,070 1,81k 5,94 1.70 46
524-006 110 198 751 1.80 57
524-007 68 347 600 5.10 ™
524-008 30 6l ol 2.13 67
524-009 54 67 288 1.24 Lk
524010 60 143 537 2.38 82
524011 96 126 364 1.31 32
524-012 Y7 104 380 2.21 67
524-013 153 194 625 1.27 34
52L-01k 34 63 273 1.85 67
524015 36 38 142 1.06 33
524-016 129 85 356 0.66 23
524017 ol 92 285 0.98 25
524-018 75 210 535 2.80 59
524-019 212 Log 1,547 1.93 61
524-.020 211 380 1,317 1.80 52
524-021 65 163 48l 2.51 62
525-001 242 356 1,209 1.47 4o
525-002 97 179 580 1.85 50
525-003 338 Shly 1,821 1.61 45
525-005 23 57 2kog 2.48 90
525-006 35 52 266 1.49 61
525-007 26 126 259 4.85 83
525008 30 161 2ko 5.19 67
525-009 48 350 519 7.29 90
525-010 65 369 566 5,68 73

(con't.)
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TABLE 11B  (Con't.)

MIAMI BEACH
PARKING STUDY SUMMARY
AREA 11
& AVAILABLE DIFF,VEHICLES SPACE HOURS
SUB-ZONE SPACES PARKED USED RATE OCCUPANCY
525-011 107 152 642 1.hk2 50
525-012 59 142 655 2.41 93
525-013 58 158 681 2.72 98
525-01k4 27 229 576 8.48 177
525-015 4o 67 ko5 1.60 8k
525-016 85 124 393 1.46 39
525-017 gk 130 570 1.38 51
525-018 96 132 595 1.38 52
525-019 99 126 455 1.27 38
525-020 93 141 ko1 1.52 L)
525-021 43 107 362 2.49 70
525-022 62 23 72 0.37 10
525-023 ok 50 175 0.53 16
525-024 105 Y7 120 0.45 10 .
505-025 102 39 111 0.38 9
525-026 L5 93 392 2.07 73
525-027 72 88 345 1.22 4o
525-028 7 103 460 1.34 50
525-029 7h 130 732 1.76 82
526-001 n 250 408 3.91 53
526~002 Lh 85 347 1.93 66
526-003 51 66 353 1.29 58
526-004 35 70 148 2.00 35
526~-005 8h 206 395 2.45 39
526-006 34 79 210 2.32 51
526-007 83 114 531 1.37 53
526-008 T 125 364 2.98 72
526-009 31 236 318 7.61 85
526-010 21 150 124 7.14 kg
526-011 99 122 548 1.23 46
526-012 30 39 257 1.30 71
526-013 29 66 134 2.28 39
526-014 Ly 260 383 5.91 73
526-015 ko h 381 1.76 76
526-016 46 85 275 1.85 50
526-017 16 ol 19 1.50 10
527-001 gk 124 685 1.32 61
527-002 83" 142 8hs5 1.71 85
527-003 26 85 283 3.27 91
527-004 390 olio 2,813 2.5 60
527-005 169 285 1,543 1.69 76
527-006 271 379 2,335 1.40 72
527-007 43 112 432 2.60 84
527-008 143 - L37 1,139 3.06 66
(Con't.)
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TABLE 11B (Con't.)
MIAMI BEACH

PARKING STUDY SUMMARY
AREA 11
ZONE NUMBER 6:30 AM -~ 6:30 PM -
& AVATLABLE DIFF,VERICLES SPACE HOURS TURNOVER FER CENT
SUB-ZONE SPACES PARKED USED RATE OCCUPANCY
527-009 123 276 1,092 2.24 Th
527-010 386 1,51k 3,397 3.92 73
527-011 98 290 840 2.96 71
527-012 218 295 1,552 1.35 59
527-013 38 126 k52 3.32 99
527-014 45 - oy 555 5.42 103
527-015 107 261 97h4 2.4, 76
527-016 v 149 655 2.01 4
528-001 313 951 1,433 3.04 38
528-002 176 160 861 0.91 41
528-003 241 461 1,486 1.91 51
528-004 38 291 278 7.66 61
528-005 28 231 260 8.25 77
528-006 1,666 3,651 9,672 2.19 48
528-007 82 428 626 5.22 64
528-008 98 233 789 2.38 67
528-009 93 1k2 528 1.53 47
528-010 86 193 703 2.24 68
528-011 90 286 885 3.18 82
528-012 116 263 846 2.27 61
528-013 85 219 689 2.58 68
528-014 165 314 979 1.90 4o
528-015 123 222 690 1.80 L7
528-016 62 158 695 2.55 93
528-017 63 166 TH7 2.63 99
528-018 65 176 712 2.71 91
528-019 6l 157 650 2.45 85
528-020 63 162 730 2.57 97
528-021 6l 150 738 2.3k 96
528-022 57 227 683 3.98 100
529-001 128 56 115 0. 44 7
529-002 52 37 191 0.71 31
529-003 45 65 334 1.h4h 62
529-00k4 82 111 590 1.35 60
529-005 66 ol 523 1.2 66
529-006 43 48 159 1.12 31
529-007 85 109 360 1.28 35
529-008 69 109 396 1.58 48
529-009 1,257 950 3,824 0.76 25
TOTAL 21,690 44,825 137,833 2.07 53
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TABLE 11C

MIAMI BEACH
AVERAGE PARKING TIMES
AREA 11
ZONE & SUB-ZONE AVERAGE PARKING TIME IN MINUTES
ON-STREET OFF-STREET COMBINED

517-001 235 323 28l
517-002 184 177 183
517-003 239 - 239
517-00k 207 128 197
517-005 313 289 305
517-006 291 - 291
517-007 300 - 300
517-008 194 116 178
517-009 199 = 199
517-010 197 520 206
>17-011 276 20k 269
517-012 182 - 182
517-013 158 643 208
517-01k 192 - 192
517-015 258 - 058
517-016 173 221 194
517-017 170 - 170
517-018 360 - 360
517-019 110 - 110
517-022 372 526 hh2
517-023 396 325 297
518-001 144 600 147
518-002 181 k9 140
519-001 268 220 267
519-002 235 169 204
519-003 77 193 129
519-00k4 207 213 207
519-005 141 109 119
519-006 191 347 228
519-007 eho 336 249
519-008 188 - 188
519-009 288 451 343
519-010 131 171 157
519-011 198 - 198
519-012 259 340 266
519-013 231 - 231
519-014 62 261 74
519-015 135 380 153
519-016 212 410 301
520-001 96 - 96
520-003 70 112 96
520-004 65 - 65
520-005 72 - 72
520-006 83 456 111
520-007 120 273 178
520-008 127 266 179
520-009 76 8k 78
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TABLE 11C (Con't.)

MIAMI BEACH
AVERAGE PARKING TIMES
AREA 11
ZONE & SUB-ZONE AVERAGE PARKING TIME IN MINUTES
ON-STREET OFF-STREET COMBINED
520-010 243 - 243
520-011 191 - 191
520-012 15h4 330 165
520-013 293 - 293
520-01k4 124 - 12k
520-015 119 283 1h4
520-016 173 352 204
520-017 85 - 85
520-018 96 113 98
520-019 245 187 232
520-020 93 225 178
521-001 236 - 236
521-002 202 - 202
521-003 221 4ho 226
521-004 231 206 206
521-005 124 120 12k
521-006 193 280 195
521-007 kot 264 366
521-008 222 261 232
521-009 199 233 207
521-010 235 - 235
521-011 201 300 208
521-012 212 345 217
521-013 182 - 182
521-014 396 365 390
521-015 161 157 160
521-016 178 213 192
521-017 165 - 165
521-018 164 - 164
521-019 188 - 188
521-020 197 - 197
521-021 236 - 236
521-022 167 - 167
521-023 203 - 203
521-024 198 - 198
521-025 164 - 164
521-026 221 - 221
521-027 341 - 341
521-028 68 - 68
521-029 169 - 169
521-030 188 215 191
521-031 196 - 196
521-032 165 71 145

(Con't.)
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TABLE 11C (Con?t,) »

MIAMI BEACH .
AVERAGE PARKING TIMES
AREA 11
AVERAGE PARKING TIME IN MINUTES
ZONE & SUB-ZONE ON-STREET OFF~STREET COMBINED
521-033 177 323 182
521-034 212 - 212
521-035 213 - 213
521-036 168 - 168
521-037 163 - 163
521-038 142 - 142
521-039 139 - 139
521-040 157 - 157
522-001 227 210 213
522-002 186 85 112
522-003 209 176 184
522-004 17h - 17k
522-005 181 233 199
522-006 197 - 197
522-007 117 180 149
522-008 191 - 191
522-009 211 149 184
522-010 2hh 220 22k
524-001 177 - 177
524-002 147 - 147
524-003 171 177 173
524 -00k 60 230 124
524-005 273 185 197
524-006 203 266 228
524-007 104 - 104
524-008 226 - 226
524-009 258 - 258
524-.010 225 - 225
524-011 158 - 249 173
524-012 219 - 219
524-013 193 - 193
524.01k4 260 - 260
524-015 224 - ool
524-016 251 - 251
524017 186 - 186
524-018 153 - 153
524-019 231 226 227
524-020 166 214 208
524-021 178 - 178
525-001 147 267 204
525-002 194 - 194
525-003 188 330 201
525-005 262 - 262
525-006 295 - 295
525-007 123 - 123
525-008 89 - 89
(con't.)



TABLE 11C (Con't.)

MIAMI BEACH
AVERAGE PARKING TIMES
AREA 11
5 AVERAGE PARKING TIME IN MINUTES
ZONE & SUB-ZONE ON-STREET OFF-STREET COMBINED
525-009 89 - 89
525-010 73 373 92
525-011- 24l 278 253
525-012 277 - 277
525-013 259 - 259
525-01k4 152 131 151
525-015 381 - 381
525-016 203 48 190
525-017 263 . 263
525-018 270 - 270
525-019 217 - 217
525-020 209 - 209
525-021 203 - 203
525-022 188 - 188
525-023 210 - 210
525-024 153 - 153
525-025 171 - 171
525-026 253 - 253
525-027 235 - 235
525-028 268 =~ 268
525-029 356 301 338
526-001 83 231 98
526-002 241 256 245
526-003 326 312 321
526-00k4 127 - 127
526-005 65 258 115
526-006 110 - 372 159
526-007 336 252 279
526-008 136 270 175
526-009 83 63 81
526-010 50 - 50
526-011 231 280 270
526-012 358 720 395
526-013 122 , = 122
526-01k 80 306 88
526-015 184 482 309
526-016 125 268 194
526-017 48 = 48
527-001 340 317 331
527-002 341 377 357
527-003 130 460 200
527-004 280 168 180
527-005 31k 330 325
527-006 248 418 370
(Con't.)
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TABLE 11C (con't.)

MIAMI BEACH
AVERAGE PARKING TIMES
AREA 11
5 AVERAGE PARKING TIME IN MINUTES
ZOWE & SUB-ZONE ON-STREET OFF~STREET COMBINED
527-007 231 = 231
527-008 126 190 156
527-009 134 360 237
527-010 89 153 135
527-011 55 310 174
527-012 TS 300 316
527-013 187 363 215
527-014 134 164 136
527-015 245 202 224
527-016 188 439 264
528-001 37 121 90
528-002 129 674 323
528-003 136 206 193
528-00k4 57 - 57
528-005 68 - 68
528-006 97 165 159
528-007 101 73 88
528-008 190 235 203
528-009 228 180 223
528-010 161 859 219
528-011 157 253 186
528-012 206 180 193
528-013 15h4 236 189
528-014 64 338 187
528-015 173 224 186
528-016 264 - 264
528 =017 270 - 270
528-018 kg - kg
528-019 248 - 248
528-020 270 - 270
528-021 295 a 295
528-022 181 - 181
529-001 123 = 123
529-002 310 - 310
529-003 308 - 308
529-00k4 354 269 319
529-005 338 305 33k
529-006 194 203 199
529-007 134 266 198
529-008 218 = 218
529-009 118 336 242
AVERAGE 172 206 184
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TABLE 11D

MIAMI BEACH
1964 SUPPLY, DEMAND, SURPLUS AND DEFICIENT SPACE HOURS
AREA 11
ZONE SPACE HOURS 190k SURPLUS DEFICIENT
& OF SPACE HOUR
SUB~-ZONE PRACTICAL CAP, DEMAND SPACE HOURS SPACE HOURS
517-001 48 276 k72 -
517-002 634 380 25k -
517-003 346 334 12 -
517-00k 502 391 111 =
517-005 685 319 366 -
517-006 45 641 10k =
517-007 669 10 659 -
517-008 1,023 L9 57k -
517-009 616 365 251 -
517-010 613 31 582 -
517-011 710 22 688 -
517-012 788 383 405 -
517-013 786 7 779 -
517-01k 551 13 538 -
517-015 h43 1,174 - 731
517-016 1,276 1,237 39 -
517-017 L5k 31 ho3 -
517-018 313 18 295 -
517-019 1,371 759 612 -
517-021 1,263 153 1,110 -
517-022 1,603 966 637 -
518-001 1,031 982 k9 -
518-002 2,418 275 2,143 -
519-001 1,303 13 1,290 -
519-002 1,242 1k 1,228 -
519-003 997 81 916 -
519-004 7ol 299 425 -
519-005 Lo 56 384 -
519-006 303 304 - 1
519-007 633 - ok 539 -
519-008 2hk9 T 175 -
519-009 525 17 508 -
519-010 3,098 764 2,334 -
519-011 432 41 391 -
519-012 37k 332 42 -
519-013 259 119 60 -
519-014 553 609 - 56
519-015 379 207 172 -
519-016 522 215 307 -
520-001 1,058 ghs 113 -
520-003 1,296 1,735 - 439
520-004 108 100 8 -
520-005 141 32 109 -
520-006 870 Lo 428 -
© 520-007 364 22 342 -
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TABLE 11D (Con't.)

MIAMI BEACH
1964 SUPPLY, DEMAND, SURPLUS AND DEFICIENT SPACE HOURS
AREA 11
ZONE SPACE HOURS 1904 SURPLUS DEFICIENT
& OF SPACE HOUR
SUB-ZONE PRACTICAL CAP. DEMAND SPACE HOURS SPACE HOURS
520-008 325 o7 78 -
520-009 605 o17 - 312
520-010 216 371 - 155
520-011 194 27 167 -
520-012 580 261 319 -
520-013 281 66 215 -
520-014 194 218 - ol
520-015 666 481 185 -
520-016 380 20 360 -
520-017 205 3 202 -
520-018 511 1,137 - 626
520-019 505 108 397 -
520-020 674 27 647 -
521-001 497 215 282 -
521-002 659 17 642 -
521-003 688 489 199 -
521-004 726 28 698 -
521-005 645 62 583 -
521-006 690 455 235 -
521-007 1,053 683 370 -
521-008 637 Ll 593 -
521-009 756 480 276 -
521-010 659 Lo 217 -
521-011 718 28 690 -
521-012 613 k12 201 -
521-013 59l 57 537 =
521-01k4 831 328 50 -
521-015 619 342 27T -
521-016 1,101 176 925 -
521-017 605 8 597 -
521-018 605 5 600 =
521-019 591 13 578 -
521-020 529 390 139 -
521-021 346 782 - 436
521-022 594 8 586 =
521-023 659 34 625 w
521--02k4 626 26 600 -
521-025 583 352 231 -
521-026 626 69 557 -
521-027 853 17 836 -
521-028 151 2 19 -
521-029 Loo 17 383 -
521-030 697 535 162 -
521-031 626 457 169 -
521-032 1,032 19 1,013 -
521-033 675 54 621 -
521-034 551 63 488 -



TABLE 11p (Con't.)

MIAMI BEACH
1964 SUPPLY, DEMAND, SURPLUS AND DEFICIENT SPACE HOURS
AREA 11
ZONE SPACE HOURS 1964 SURPLUS DEFICIENT
& OF SPACE HOUR

SUB~ZONE PRACTICAL CAP, DEMAND SPACE HOURS SPACE HOURS
521-035 227 261 - 34
521-036 529 1k 515 -
521-037 378 2hs5 133 -
521-038 313 347 - 3k
521-039 L6l 20 Llyly -
521-040 346 235 111 -
522-001 41k 412 2 -
522-002 1,311 L7 89k -
522-003 1,808 328 1,480 -
522-004 507 106 Lol -
522-005 1,610 L6 1,564 -
522-006 400 306 9k -
522-007 600 L9 151 ~
522-008 65 165 - 100
522-009 1,483 118 1,365 -
522-010 1,252 1,024 228 -
524-001 367 15 352 -
524-002 551 15 536 -
524-003 1,268 6 1,262 =
52L4.-00k4 2,361 281 2,080 -
52l4-005 11,010 800 10,210 -
524-006 1,119 405 yall -
524-007 713 L6 237 -
524-008 324 23 301 -
524-009 518 571 - 53
524-010 648 Ll 604 -
524-011 1,020 54 266 -
504-012 508 7 501 -
524-013 1,598 32 1,566 -
524014 367 L 363 -
524-015 389 1 378 -
524-016 1,393 8 1,385 -
524-017 1,015 6 1,009 -
524-018 810 28 782 -
524-019 2,179 223 1,956 -
524-020 2,159 178 1,981 -
524-021 702 220 482 -
525-001 2,436 144 2,292 -
525-002 g72 203 769 -
525-003 3,613 463 3,150 -
525-005 248 29 - 1
525-006 378 8 294 -
525-007 227 16 211 -
525-008 194 L5 149 -
525-009 400 437 - 37
525-010 647 AT - 70
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TABLE 11D (Con't.)
MIAMI BEACH

1964 SUPPLY, DEMAND, SURPLUS AND DEFICIENT SPACE HOURS
AREA 11
ZONE SPACE HOURS 1964 SURPLUS DEFICIENT
& OF SPACE HOUR

SUB~ZONE PRACTICAL CAP, DEMAND SPACE HOURS SPACE HOURS
525-011 1,019 86 933 -
525-012 637 209 428 -
525-013 616 17 599 -
525-014 222 ol - 22
525.-015 Lsh 425 29 -
525-016 912 393 519 =
525-017 1,004 570 43 -
525-018 1,037 14 1,023 -
525019 1,015 33 982 =
525-020 1,004 Lo1 513 =
525-021 432 362 70 -
525-022 670 72 598 -
525-023 1,015 11 1,004 w
525-02k4 1,134 5 1,129 &
525-025 1,102 45 1,057 -
525-026 75 608 - 133
525-027 778 345 433 -
525-028 832 460 372 -
525-029 TT4 1,336 - 562
526-001 642 579 63 -
526-002 ) 58 384 -
526-003 451 483 - 32
526-004 238 116 122 -
526-005 893 51 82 -
526-006 297 8 289 -
526-007 839 206 633 -
526-008 ko2 108 314 -
526-009 321 48 273 -
526-010 oo7 408 - 181
526-011 981 95 886 -
526-012 289 .33 256 -
526-013 227 356 - 129
526-01k4 a7 418 - 1
526-015 406 38 368 -
526-016 418 19 399 -
526-017 173 19 sk -
527-001 736 209 527 -
527-002 787 216 571 —
527-003 230 591 - 361
527-004 3,927 15 3,912 -
527-005 1,731 15 1,716 -
527-006 2,736 39 2,697 -
527-007 389 L84 - 95
527-008 1373 1,488 - 115
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TABLE 11D (Con't.)

MIAMI BEACH
1964 SUPPLY, DEMAND, SURPLUS AND DEFICIENT SPACE HOURS
ARFA 11
ZONE SPACE HOURS 1904 SURPLUS DEFICIENT
& OF SPACE HOUR
SUB-ZONE PRACTICAY, CAP, DEMAND SPACE HOURS SPACE HOURS
527-009 1,253 211 1,042 -
527-010 3,793 2,936 857 -
527-011 952 80 112 -
527-012 2,176 621 1,555 -
527-013 381 718 - 337
527-01k4 417 1,367 - 950
527-015 1,111 1,405 - 294
527-016 723 601 122 -
528-001 3,198 1,046 2,152 -
528-002 1,755 343 1,412 -
528-003 2,457 548 1,909 -
528-00k4 335 1,329 - 99k
528-005 281 360 - 79
528-006 16,468 5,868 10,600 -
528-007 81k 2,469 - 1,655
528-008 985 706 279 -
528-009 951 390 561 -
528-010 882 1,139 - 257
528-011 91k 1,822 - 908
528-012 1,201 210 991 -
528-013 863 - hoh 369 -
528-014 1,638 2,998 - 1,360
528-015 1,210 1,125 85 -
528-016 670 183 487 -
528-017 659 208 451 =
528-018 691 18 673 -
528-019 648 255 393 -
528-020 670 18 652 -
528-021 680 738 - 58
528-022 551 3,794 - 3,243
529001 1,361 59k T67 -
529-002 562 191 371 =
529-003 486 15 471 -
529-00k4 862 32 830 -
529-005 677 58 619 -
529-006 456 159 297 -
529-007 887 17 870 =
529-008 724 393 331 -
529-009 12,898 3,0u1 9,857 -
Total 219,794 90,625 b4, ok 14,875
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TABLE 11E

MIAMI BEACH
1985 SUPPLY, DEMAND, SURPLUS AND DEFICIENT SPACE HOURS
AREA 11
ZONE SPACE HOURS 1985 SURPLUS DEFICIENT
& OF SPACE HOUR
SUB-ZONE PRACTICAL CAP, DEMAND SPACE HOURS SPACE HOURS
517-001 48 605 143 -
517-002 634 833 - 199
517-003 346 732 - 386
517-00k4 502 857 - 355
517-005 685 699 - 14
517-006 745 1,40k - 659
517-007 669 22 647 -
517-008 1,023 984 39 -
517-009 616 800 - 184
517-010 613 68 545 -
517-011 710 48 662 -
517-012 788 839 - 51
517-013 786 15 sl -
517-01k4 551 28 523 -
517-015 443 2,572 - 2,129
517-016 1,276 2,710 - 1,434
517-017 Lsh 68 386 -
517-018 313 39 27h -
517-019 1,371 1,663 - 292
517-021 1,263 335 928 -
517-022 1,603 2,117 - 514
517-023 1’960 3’896 - 1, 936
518-001 1,031 2,124 - 1,093
518-002 2,418 595 1,823 -
519-001 1,303 ok 1,279 -
519-002 1,242 26 1,216 .
519-003 997 148 849 -
519-00k4 T2l 547 177 -
519-005 4ho 103 337 -
519-006 303 556 - 253
519-007 633 - 172 461 -
519-008 2k9 135 11k -
519-009 525 31 Lol -
519-010 3,098 1,398 1,700 -
519-011 k32 75 357 -
519-012 37h 608 - 234
519-013 259 364 - 105
519-01k 553 1,115 - 562
519-015 379 379 - -
519-016 522 394 128 -
520-001 1,058 1,301 - 243
520-003 1,296 2,389 - 1,093
520-004 108 138 - 30
520-005 1 L 97 -
520-006 870 609 261 v
520-007 364 30 334 -
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TABLE 11E (Con't.)

MIAMI BEACH
1985 SUPPLY, DEMAND, SURPLUS AND DEFICIENT SPACE HOURS
AREA 11
ZONE SPACE HOURS 1985 _ SURPLUS DEFICIENT
& OF SPACE HOUR
SUB-ZONE PRACTICAL CAP, DEMAND SPACE HOURS SPACE HOURS
520-008 325 340 = 15
520-009 605 1,263 - 658
'520-010 216 511 - 295
520-011 194 37 157 -
520-012 580 359 221 -
520-013 281 91 190 -
520-014 194 300 - 106
520-015 666 662 b -
520-016 380 28 352 -
520-017 205 4 201 -
520-018 511 1,566 - 1,055
520-019 505 1k9 356 -
520-020 67k 37 637 -
521-001 ko7 233 26h -
521-002 659 18 6kl -
521.-003 688 531 157 -
521004 726 30 696 -
521-005 645 67 578 -
521-006 690 Lol 196 -
521-007 1,053 Th 312 -
521-008 637 48 589 -
521-009 756 521 235 -
521-010 659 480 179 -
521-011 718 30 688 -
521-012 613 W7 166 -
521-013 59l 62 532 -
521-01k% 831 356 W75 -
521-015 619 371 248 -
521-016 1,101 191 910 -
521-017 605 9 596 =
521-018 605 5 600 -
521-019 591 14 577 -
521-020 529 423 106 -
521-021 346 849 - 503
521-022 594 9 585 -
521-023 659 37 622 "
521-024 626 28 598 -
521-025 583 382 201 -
521-026 626 75 551 -
521-027 853 18 835 -
521-028 151 2 149 -
521-029 400 18 382 -
521-030 697 581 116 -
521-031 626 Lo6 130 -
521-032 1,032 21 1,011 -
521-033 675 59 616 -
521-034 551 68 483 -
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TABLE 11E (Con't.)

MIAMI BEACH
1985 SUPPLY, DEMAND, SURPLUS AND DEFICIENT SPACE HOURS
AREA 11
Z0NE SPACE HOURS 1985 SURPLUS DEFICIENT
& OF SPACE HOUR
SUB-ZONE PRACTICAL CAP, DEMAND SPACE HOURS SPACE HOURS
521-035 227 283 - 56
521.-036 529 15 514 -
521-037 378 266 112 -
521-038 313 377 - 6l
521-039 Léh 22 Yo -
521-040 346 255 91 -
522-001 Lk 5l = 130
502-002 1,311 551 760 o
522-003 1,808 433 1,375 =
522-004 507 140 367 =
522-005 1,610 61 1,549 -
522-006 %00 Lol - 4
522-007 600 593 7 -
522-008 65 218 = 153
522-009 1,483 156 1,327 -
522-010 1,252 1,352 - 100
524001 367 37 330 -
52l4-002 551 37 51k -
524-003 1,268 15 1,253 -
52l4-004 2,361 686 1,675 =
524-005 11,010 1,953 9,057 -
52L-006 1,119 989 130 -
524-007 713 1,162 - Lho
524-008 324 56 268 -
524-009 518 1,394 - 876
524-010 648 107 541 =
524011 1,020 1,841 - 821
524-012 508 17 ko1 -
524--013 1,598 78 1,520 -
524-01k 367 10 357 -
524-015 389 o7 362 -
524-016 1,393 20 1,373 -
524-017 1,015 15 1,000 -
524-018 810 68 The -
524-019 2,179 5kl 1,635 -
524-020 2,159 L34 1,725 =
524-Q21 702 537 165 -
525-001 2,436 169 2,267 -
525-002 972 238 T34 -
525-003 3,613 542 3,071 -
525-005 248 291 -, 43
525-006 378 98 280 -
525-007 227 19 208 -
525-008 194 53 141 =
525-009 400 511 - 111
525-010 647 839 - 192
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TABLE 11E (Con't)
MIAMI BEACH

1985 SUPPLY, DEMAND, SURPLUS AND DEFICIENT SPACE HOURS
AREA 11
ZONE SPACE HOURS 1985 SURPLUS DEFICIENT
& OF SPACE HOUR

SUB-ZONE PRACTICAL CAP, DEMAND SEACE HOWRS SPACE HOURS
525-011 1,019 101 918 -
525-012 637 2ks 392 -
525-013 616 20 596 -
525-014 222 286 - o4
525-015 k54 Lot - 43
525-016 912 460 452 -
525-017 1,004 667 337 -
525-018 1,037 16 1,021 -
525-019 1,015 39 976 -
525-020 1,004 575 L2g =
525-021 432 Lol 8 -
525-022 670 84 586 -
525-023 1,015 13 1,002 .
525-02k4 1,134 6 1,128 -
525-025 1,102 53 1,049 -
525-026 k75 712 - 237
525-027 778 Lok 37h -
525-028 832 538 294 -
525-029 T4 1,56k - 790
526-001. 642 690 - L8
526-002 Lho 69 373 -
526-003 451 576 - 125
526-004 238 138 100 -
526-005 893 61 832 -
526-006 297 10 287 =
526-007 839 246 593 -
526-008 Yoo 129 293 -
526-009 321 57 264 -
526-010 227 486 - 259
526-011 981 . 113 868 -
525-012 289 39 250 -
526-013 227 Lol = 197
526-01l W17 498 - 81
526-015 406 5 361 -
526-016 418 23 395 -
526-017 173 23 150 -
527-001 736 177 559 -
527-002 787 183 604 -
527-003 230 500 - 270
527-004 3,927 13 3,91k -
527-005 1,731 13 1,718 -
527-006 2,736 33 2,703 -
527-007 389 Lo9 - 20
527-008 1,373 1,259 11k -
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TABLE 11E (Con't.)

MIAMI BEACH
1985 SUPPLY, DEMAND, SURPLUS AND DEFICIENT SPACE HOURS
AREA 11
ZONE SPACE HOURS 1985 SURPLUS DEFICIENT
& OF SPACE HOUR
SUB-ZONE PRACTICAL CAP, DEMAND GRAET HOURG SPACE HOURS
527-009 1,253 178 1,075 -
527-010 3,793 2,483 1,310 -
527-011 952 710 242 ”
527-012 2,176 525 1,651 -
527-013 381 607 - 226
527-01k 417 1,156 - 739
527-015 1,111 1,188 - 77
527-016 723 508 215 -
528-001 3,198 906 2,292 -
528-002 1,755 297 1,458 -
528-003 2,457 L7l 1,983 -
528-004 335 1,151 - 816
528-005 281 312 - 31
528-006 16,468 5,080 11,388 -
528-.007 814 2,137 - 1,323
528-008 985 611 37h =
528-009 951 338 613 -
528-010 882 986 - 104
528-011 914 1,577 - 663
528-012 1,201 182 1,019 -
528-013 863 428 435 -
528-01L4 1,638 2,595 - 957
528015 1,210 97k 236 -
528-016 670 158 512 -
528-017 659 180 479 -
528-018 691 16 675 -
528-019 648 221 ho7 -
528-020 670 16 654 -
528-021 680 639 k1 -
528-022 551 3,284 - 2,733
529-001 1,361 384 977 -
529-002 562 123 439 -
529-003 486 10 476 -
529-004 862 21 8i1 -
529-005 677 37 640 -
529-006 456 103 353 -
529-007 887 11 876 -
529-008 7ok - 254 470 -
529-009 12,898 1,965 10,933 -
Total 219,794 111,900 135,094 27,200
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AREA 12
MIAMI C. B.D.

Study Area 12 is bounded by N. 5th Street and the FEC Railroad on the
northwest, N. 7th Street on the north, Biscayne Bay on the east, the Miami
River on the south and W. 3rd Avenue on the west, All of this parking study
area falls within Zones 001-‘021, 052, 053 and 079 of the Miami Urban Area
Transportation Study.

This study area, contains the Dade County Court House and Main
Post Offic¢ and has trip attractions associated with a Central Business
District of a metropolitan city, Other major traffic generators include: the
Federal Building, Television Station WTVJ, Radio Transmitter WWPB,
Bayfront Park Auditorium, Chamber of Commerce, Greyhound Bus Station,
the YMCA, Miami Memorial Library and the Bayfront Park Band Shell. Num-
erous cross streets are in this parking study area.

The Miami Central Business District contains 18, 991 parking spaces, as
summarized in Table 12A. Approximately 86,8 per cent (16,482 spaces) of
the parking supply is located in off-street facilities, The remaining 13.2 per
cent (2,509 spaces) are curb spaces.

The average turnover rate for this parking study area is 1. 92 vehicles
per space, with a low of 0,40 in Zone 021 (Sub-zone 002) and a high of 51,00
in Zone 006 (Sub-zone 000). The high of 51.00 is due to illegal parking and
use by city buses,

The average per cent occupancy for‘Area 12 is 51, with a low of 16 per
cent in Zone 008 (Sub-zone 000) and a high of 202 per cent in Zone 006 (Sub-
zone 000). The high of 202 per cent is due to illegal parking and use by city

buses,
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The average parking time for this area is 192 minutes (3 hours, 12 min-
utes), ranging from a low average of 28 minutes in Zone 006 (Sub-zone 000) to
a high average of 573 minutes (9 hours, 33 minutes) in Zone 053 (Sub-zone 011).

Upon comparing the 1964 Parking Supply with the 1964 Parking Demand,
Table 12D, we find a space hour deficiency in Zone 006 (Sub-zone 000), Zone
007 (Sub-zone 000), Zone 009 (Sub-zone 000), Zone 012 (Sub-zone 000), Zone 013
(Sub-zone 000), Zone 016 (Sub-zone 000), Zone 053 (Sub-zone 012), Zone 079
Sub-zones 053, 054, and 056). By using the surplus space hours of adjacent
sub-izones that are within an acceptable walking distance, we find the 1964
parking demand can be met except in Zone 012 (Sub-zone 000). Due to the in-
creasing need for the streets to perform their main function of traffic move-
ment, curb parking will necessarily be restricted or possibly prohibited. This
necessitates the recommendation that additional off-street parking spaces be
provided in the Miami Central Business District.

Zone 012 (Sub-zone 000) has a critical deficiency of 4,337 space hours.
Since a greater number of curb spaces will not be available, this additional
~space must be provided by adding lots or garages. This deficiency must be
expanded by dividing by the efficiency faétor. As an example, if the deficiency
is 4,337 space hours and existing off -street facilities have an efficiency fac-
tor of 85 per cent, it will be necessary to provide 4,337/.85 or 5,102 addi-
tional space hours. This number divided by 12 (the number of hours in the
parking study period) yields the number of parking spaces negded.

It is recommended that 425 additional‘ parking spaces be provided where

physically and economically possible in Zone 012 (Sub-zone 000) in the Miami
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Central Business District to meet the present demands.

Along with the construction of Interstate 95 and the downtown connector
in the Miami Central Business District Parking Study Area, 1,200 metered
off -street parking spaces are being added to the parking supply. These 1,200
metered off-street spaces must be changed to space hours of practical capa-
city. To determine space hours of practical capacity, this additional 1,200
spaces has been multiplied by the number of hours in the parking study (12
hours) and by the efﬁciéncy factor for off-street parking facilities (85 per
cent). These 12,240 space hours of practical capacity have been added in the
1985 Supply, Demand, Surplus or Deficient Space Hour Table for Area 12,

The 1985 Supply, Demand, Surplus or Deficient Space Hour Table for
the Miami Central Business District shows space hour deficiency in Zone 003
(Sub-zone 000), Zone 005 (Sub-zone 000), Zone 006 (Sub-zone 000), Zone 007
(Sub-zone 000), Zone 009 (Sub‘—rzone 000), Zone 010 (Sub-zone 000), Zone 011
(Sub-zone 000), Zone 012 (Sub-zone 000), Zone 013 (Sub-zone 001), Zone 016
(Sub-zone 000), Zone 020 (Sﬁb—zone 000), Zone 021 (Sub-zone 001), Zone 053
(Sub-zone 012), and Zone 079 (Sub-zones 053, 054, and 056). By using the
surplus‘ space hours of adjacent sub-‘zones that are within an acceptable walking
distance, we find the 1985 parking demand can be met except in Zone 006 (Sub-
zone 000), Zone 009 (Sub-zone 000), Zone 011 (Sub-zone 000), Zone 012 (Sub-
z‘one 000), Zone 021 (Sub-zone 001) and Zone 079 (Sub-zone 056). This nec-
essitates the recommendation that additional off-street parking spaces be pro-
vided in the Miami Central Business District Study Area.

Zone 006 (Sub-zone 000) has a critical deficiency of 4,807 space hours

or a total of 471 needed parking spaces.
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Zone 009 (Sub-zone 000) has a critical deficiency of 6,095 space hours
or a total of 598 needed parking spaces.

Zone 011 (Sub-zone 000) has a critical deficiency of 4,054 space hours
or a total of 397 needed parking spaces.

Zone 012 (Sub-zone 000) has a critical deficiency of 5,269 space hours
or a total of 517 needed parkiﬁg spaces.

Zone 021 (Sub-zone 001) has a critical deficiency of 3, 762 space hours
or a total of 369 needed parking spaces.

Zone 079 (Sub-zone 056), the final zone, has a critical deficiency of
1,308 space hours or a total of 128 needed parking spaces.

It is recommended that 2,480 additional parking spaces be provided in
these critical sub-zones where physically and economically possible in the

Miami Central Business District to meet the 1985 parking demands.
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AREA 12

MIAMI C.B.D.
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TABLE 12A

MIAMI C,.B.D.
SUMMARY OF PARKING INVENTORY
ARFA 12
ZONE ON-STREET SPACES B OFF - ATL
& LOADING SEECIAL STRZET AVATITABLE
SUB-ZONE AUTO ZOWES PERMITS SPACES SPACES
001-000 10 5 - 500 515
002-000 98 - - 1,h7h 1,572
003-000 23 18 - 1,604 1,645
004-000 35 5 - 187 2207
005-000 13 50 - kg2 555
006-000 - L - - L
007-000 - 13 - - 13
008-000 - 15 - 1,207 1,222
009-000 12 27 = 740 779
010-000 71 7 = 712 790
011-000 102 48 - 710 860
012-000 - 25 - 263 288
013-001 - 36 - - 36
014-001 33 39 - 11k 186
015-001 5 9 - 346 360
016-000 13 13 - 219 245
017-000 200 Ll - 1,080 1,324
018-000 103 89 - 1,237 1,429
019-000 o 26 - 787 887
020-000 143 15 - 652 810
021-001 204 7 - 220 451
021-002 70 - - 1,270 1,340
052-001 16 9 - 332 357
052-003 16 7 - 37 60
052-004 25 9 = 2L3 277
052-005 30 - - - 30
052-006 29 I = 234 267
052-007 13 - - 62 75
052-008 26 12 - 86 124
052-009 21 1 - - 22
052-010 ¥ 2 - 50 69
053-001 30 11 - 23 6l
053-002 22 l - 83 109
053-003 43 9 - Ll 96
053-004 32 6 - 170 208
053-005 23 - - 136 159
053-006 28 11 - 92 131
053-007 2L - - 116 140
053-008 1k 8 - 297 319
053-009 33 8 - 156 197
053-010 19 19 - 207 245
053-011 11 4 - 154 169
053-012 1n L - 9 2k
053-013 Lo 7 - 12 59
079-053 20 15 - - 35
079-054 29 6 - 5k 89
079-055 4o 3 - 45 88
079-056 12 2 - 26 40

TOTAL 1,853 656 - 16,482 18,991



TABLE 12B

MIAMI C.B.D.
PARKING STUDY SUMMARY
AREA 12
& AVATLABLE DIFF,VEZICLES SPACE HOURS
SUB-ZONE SPACES PARKED USED RATE OCCUPANCY
001-000 515 579 1,607 1.12 26
002-000 1,572 2,302 9,823 1.46 52
003-000 1,645 3,048 12,263 1.85 62
004-000 2217 - 67 1,891 2.06 69
005-000 555 1,791 3,914 3.23 59
006-000 4 204 97 51.00 202
007-000 13 167 109 12,85 70
008-000 1,222 1,202 2,318 0.98 16
009-000 779 1,603 5,765 2.06 62
010-000 790 1,940 4,543 2.h6 48
011-000 860 2,575 5,694 2.99 55
012-000 288 779 2,576 2.70 75
013-001 36 310 203 8.61 47
014-001 186 928 1,312 4.99 59
015-001 360 956 2,231 2.66 52
016-000 245 1,151 1,733 4,70 59
017-000 1,324 3,105 9,562 2.35 60
018-000 1,429 2,491 10,602 1.74 62
019-000 887 1,928 6,696 2.17 63
020-000 810 1,762 5,899 2,18 61
021-001 451 TTh 1,777 1.72 33
021-002 1,340 539 3,148 0.ko0 20
052-001 357 483 2,200 1.35 51
052-003 60 147 168 2.45 23
052-004 277 802 2,179 2.90 66
052-005 30 16 83 0.53 23
052-006 267 349 1,563 1.31 49
052-007 75 70 521 0.93 58
052-008 124 196 1,082 1.58 73
052-009 22 33 87 1,50 33
052-010 69 8l 275 1.22 33
053-001 6l 116 280 1.81 36
053-002 109 255 582 2.34 Ly
053-003 96 147 597 1.53 52
053-004 208 223 1,230 1.07 L9
053-005 159 234 1,154 1.47 60
053-006 131 324 827 2.h7 53
053-007 140 14k 849 1..03 51
053-008 319 528 2,686 1.66 70
053-009 197 362 1,485 1.84 63
053-010 25 428 1,700 1.75 58
053-011 169 138 1,318 0.82 65
053-012 ol 120 132 5.00 46
053-013 59 142 342 2. 48
079-053 35 33 182 0.94 43
079-054 89 ok Lol 1.06 L6
079-055 88 211 566 2.h0 53
079-056 Lo 190 332 L.,75 69
TOTAL 18,991 36,470 116,667 1.92 51
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TABLE 12C

MIAMI C.B.D.
AVERAGE PARKING TIMES
AREA 12
ZONE & SUB-ZONE AVERAGE PARKING TIME IN MINUTES
OH-STREET OFF-STREET COMBINED
001-000 75 196 167
002-000 99 310 256
003-000 76 261 241
004-000 110 356 243
005-000 72 143 131
006-000 28 - 28
007-000 39 - 39
008-000 43 125 116
009-000 50 278 216
010-000 67 171 141
011-000 64 198 133
012-000 35 267 198
013-000 39 - 39
014-001 T 131 85
015-001 58 153 140
016-000 63 98 90
017-000 72 284 185
018-000 85 319 255
019-000 8L 233 208
020-000 70 292 201
021-001 118 228 138
021-002 162 461 350
052-001 282 228 273
052-003 59 159 69
052-004 59 225 163
052-005 311 - 311
052-006 226 290 269
052-007 L62 el L7
052-008 218 457 331
052-009 158 - 158
052-010 271 143 196
053-001 139 151 145
053-002 138 137 137
053-003 210 348 2kl
053-004 169 L12 331
053-005 228 319 296
053-006 91 217 153
053-007 135 416 354
053-008 73 369 305
053-009 152 281 246
053-010 54 395 238
053-011 113 927 573
053-012 65 67 66
053-013 131 223 145
079-053 331 - 331
079-054 129 386 315
079-055 97 356 158
079-056 65 176 105

AVERAGE 83 2h6 192



TABLE 12D

MIAMI C.B.D.
1964 SUPPLY, DEMAND, SURPLUS AND DEFICIENT SPACE HOURS
AREA 12
ZONE SPACE HOURS 1904 SURPLUS DEFICIENT
& OF SPACE HOUR
SUB~ZONE PRACTICAL CAP, DEMAND SPACE HOURS SPACE HOURS
001-000 5,208 4,200 1,008 -
002-000 16,093 595 15,498 -
003-000 16,609 5,227 11,382 -
00k4-000 2,285 1,641 olik -
005-000 5,158 4,973 185 -
006-000 - 7,795 - 7,795
007-000 - 2,510 - 2,510
008-000 12,312 1,157 11,155 -
009-000 7,678 10,487 - 2,809
010-000 8,029 6,156 1,873 -
011-000 8,34k 75731 613 -
012-000 2,683 7,020 - 4,337
013-001 - 1. - 1
014-001 1,519 18 1,501 -
015-001 3,583 83 3,500 -
016-000 2,37k 7,478 - 5,104
017-000 13,176 8,505 4,671 -
018-000 13,731 9,154 L,577 -
019-000 8,826 2,765 6,061 -
020-000 8,195 2,466 5,729 -
021-001 4,663 3,783 880 =
021-002 13,710 23 13,687 -
052-001 3,560 815 2,745 -
052-003 550 475 75 -
052-004 2,749 676 2,073 -
052-005 324 83 .ok -
052-006 2,700 kg7 2,203 -
052-007 772 66 706 -
052-008 1,158 439 719 -
052-009 227 18 209 -
052-010 693 530 163 -
053-001 558 259 299 -
053-002 1,084 92 992 -
053-003 914 610 304 =
053-004 2,080 168 1,912 -
053-005 1,635 597 1,038 -
053-006 1,240 231 1,009 -
053-007 1,hk2 Lo1 951 -
053-008 3,180 393 2,787 -
053-009 1,947 323 1,624 -
053-010 2,319 717 1,602 -
053-011 1,690 30 1,660 -
053-012 211 533 - 322
053-013 554 237 317 -
079-053 216 423 - 207
079-05k4 864 932 - 68
079-055 891 253 638 -
079-056 395 2,052 - 1,657
TOTAL 188,129 105,708 107,231 2,810
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TABLE 55-E

MIAMI C.B.D.
1985 SUPPLY, DEMAND, SURPLUS AND DEFICIENT SPACE HOURS
AREA 12
ZONE SPACE HOURS 1985 SURPLUS DEFTCTENT
& OF SPACE HOUR
SUB-ZONE PRACTICAL CAP, DEMAND SPACE HOURS SPACE HOURS
001.--000 5,208 4,079 1,129 -
002-000 16,093 10,029 6,064 -
003-000 16,609 17,843 - 1,234
00%~000 4,325 3,875 k50 -
005~000 5,158 13,322 - 8,164
006-000 - 7,851 - 7,851
007-000 - 6,821 - 6,821
008-000 12,312 2,hh7 9,865 -
009-000 7,678 15,489 - 7,811
010-000 8,029 11,143 - 3,114
011-000 8,3kk 13,137 - 4,793
012-000 2,683 7,952 - 5,269
013-001 - 2 - 2
014-001 1,519 17 1,502 -
015-001 3,583 2l 3,339 -
016-000 2,37k 6,121 - 3,747
017-000 13,176 12,029 1,17 -
018-000 13,731 13,01k 717 -
019-000 8,826 5,627 3,199 -
020-000 8,195 9,708 - 1,513
021~001 4,663 8,425 - 3,762
021-002 13,710 51 13,659 -
052~001. 3,560 791 2,769 -
052-003 1,050 L61 599 »
052-00k 2,749 656 2,093 =
- 052-005 h,o1k 81 4,833 -
052-006 4,230 482 3,748 -
052-007 1,282 64 1,218 -
052-008 1,158 426 732 -
052-009 227 17 210 -
052--010 693 514 179 -
053-001 558 300 258 -
053-002 1,084 107 977 -
053-003 1,608 707 901 -
053-004 2,080 195 1,885 -
053-005 2,318 692 1,626 -
053-006 1,240 268 972 =
053-007 2,hl2 569 1,873 -
053-008 3,180 L56 2,72k "
053-009 2,630 37h 2,256 -
053-010 2,319 831 1,488 -
053-011 1,690 35 1,655 -
053-012 211 618 - Lo7
053-013 55k 275 279 -
079-053 216 476 - 260
079-054 86k 1,049 . 185
079-055 891 285 606 -
079-056 395 2,309 - 1,91k
Total 200,369 182,26k 74,952 56,8L7
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AREA 13
CORAL GABLES

Study Area 13 is bounded by Salzedo Street on the northwest, Salanca
Avenue on the north, Galiano Street on the northeast, SW 37th Avenue on the
east, Ponce de Leon Boulevard on the southeast, University Drive and
Santander Avenue on the south_, LeJeune Road on the southwest and west and
an extension on the west encompassed by Valencia Avenue, Segovia Street and
Miracle Mile., All of this area falls within Zones 321-328 and 333 of the Miami
Urban Area Transportation Study. There are numerous sub-zones in these
zones,

Several major tourist facilities and traffic generators in Area 13 are the
City Hall, Post Office, Chamber of CommerceA, Bus Terminal, Coral Gables
Elementary School, an A & P Store, Food Fair Store, Gables Theatre, Grand
Union Food Store, Jackson's/Byrons, j‘ahn‘s Ice Cream Parlor, Ponce de Leon
Hotel and a Public Super Market, Traversing this study area is Ponce de Leon
Boulevard, a major north-south route and Miracle Mile, a major east-west
route., There are numerous cross streets.

The Coral Gables area contains 9, 184 parking spaces, as summarized in
Table 13A. Approximately 52 per cent (4, 778 spaces) of the parking supply is
located on off'-street facilities., The remaining 48 per cent (4,406 spaces) are
curb spaces,

The average turnover rate for this parking study area is 2. 33 vehicles per
space, with a low of 0,38 in Zone 328 (Subr-zone 018) and a high of 7,79 in Zone
325 (Sub-zone 006).

The average per cent occupancy for Area 13 is 43, with a low of 5 per

cent in Zone 328 (Sub-zone 018) and a high of 79 per cent in Zone 323 (Sub-zone

011).
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The average parking time for this area is 132 minutes ( 2 hours, 12
minutes), ranging from a low average of 47 minutes in Zone 326 (Sub-zone 004)
to a high average of 311 minutes (5 hours, 11 minutes) in Zone 324 (Sub->zone
001).

Upon comparing the 1964 parking supply with the 1964 parking demand,
Table 13D, we find a space hour deficiency in Zone 321 (Sub-zone 042), Zone
322 (Sub-zone 010), Zone 324 (Sub-zone 002), Zone 325 (Sub-zones 005 and 006),
Zone 326 (Sub-zone 004), Zone 327 (Sub-zone 003) and Zone 328 (Sub-zone 006).
By using the surplus space hours of surrounding sub-zones that are within an
acceptable walking distance, we find that the 1964 parking supply is adequate
for handling the 1964 parking demand.,

The 1985 Supply, Demand, Surplus or Deficient Space Hour Table for the
Coral Gables Area shows space hour deficiencies in Zone 321 (Sub-zone 042),
Zone 322 (Sub-zone 010), Zone 324 (Sub-zone 002), Zone 325 (Sub-zone 005)
and Zone 328 (Sub-zone 006). By using the surplus space hours of surrounding
sub-zones that are within an acceptable walking distance, we find that the 1985
parking supply is adequate for handling the 1985 parking demand.

It is not recommended that any additional parking spaces be provided in

Area 13,
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AREA 13
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VEHICLES
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TABLE 13A

CORAI: GABLES
SUMMARY OF PARKING INVENTORY
AREA 13
ZONE ON-STREET SPACES OFF - ALL
& LOADING SPECIAL STREET AVATLABLE
SUB-ZONE AUTO ZONES PERMITS SPACES SPACES
321-033 68 - - 34 102
321-034 65 - - 27 92
321-037 35 21 - 68 124
321-038 64 - - " 6l
321-042 48 18 . 20 86
321-043 71 - - 109 180
321-0k4k4 81 - - - 81
321-045 75 - = 16 91
322-002 71 - - 39 110
322-004 57 - - 93 150
322-006 55 - - 148 203
322-007 99 - - . 99
322-008 80 - - 28 108
322-009 115 - - 194 309
322-010 129 - - 48 77
323-001 6l 1 = 68 133
323-003 60 - - - 60
323-006 60 - = - 60
323-009 59 - - 115 17k
323-010 b1 - = Lo 83
323-011 6l - - - 6l
323-012 90 - - 119 209
324-001 61 - - 11k 175
324-002 82 - - 87 169
324-003 19 i - 118 141
324004 51 - - 111 162
324-005 52 - = 86 138
32L-006 65 - - 159 22k
325-001 132 - - 39 171
325-002 75 - - 194 269
325-003 124 - - 22 146
325-004 20 - - 30 50
325-005 66 - - 81 147
325-006 61 - - 4o 101
325-007 6l - - 56 120
326-001 54 - - 156 210
326-002 50 2 - 202 3l
326-003 39 - - 200 239
326-004 81 - - 34 115
326-005 49 5 - 108 162
326-006 110 - - 32 142
327-001 69 - = 134 203
327-002 54 - - 145 199
327-003 23 - - 139 162
327-004 oh - - 191 215
327-005 69 - = 143 212
327-006 53 3 - 71 127
(Con't.)
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TABLE 13A (Con't.)

CORAL GABLES
SUMMARY OF PARKING INVENTORY
AREA 13
ZONE ON-STREET. SPACES OFF - ALL
& ' LOADING SPECIAL STREET AVATIABLE
SUB-ZONE AUTO ZONES PERMITS SPACES SPACES - -
328-001 50 - - 57 107
328-002 88 - - 53 1
328-003 48 - - 33 81
328-004 59 - - 16 75
328-006 58 - - - 58
328-007 82 - - 29 111
328-008 68 - - - 68
328-009 58 - - - 58
328-010 90 - - 101 191
328-016 78 - - 76 154
328-017 58 - - - 58
328-018 53 - - - 53
328-019 39 - - 63 102
328-026 87 2 - - 89
333-001 82 - - 157 239
333-002 68 - - 137 205
333-003 104 - - 106 © 210
333-004 82 - - - 82
TOTAL 4,350 56 - L,778 9,184
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TABLE 13B
CORAL GABLES
PARKING STUDY SUMMARY
AREA 13

ZOHE

NUMBER

6:30 AM - 6:30 PM

& AVAILABLE DIFF,VEHICLES SPACE HOURS TURIIOYER ERlt Skl
SUB-ZONE SPACES PARKED USED RATE OCCUPAIICY
321-033 102 111 337 1.09 28
321-034 g2 104 383 1.13 35
321-037 12k 174 k59 1.%0 31
321-038 6l 134 377 2.09 49
321-042 86 92 295 1.07 29
321-043 180 243 1,025 1.35 W7
321-0kh 81 164 335 2.02 34
321-045 91 192 488 2.11 45
322-002 110 190 390 1.73 30
322-004 150 282 436 1.88 2k
322-006 203 293 601 1.44 25
322-007 99 307 654 3.10 .55
322-008 108 159 ko 1.47 3k
322-009 309 318 1,635 1.03 Ly
322-010 177 498 736 2.81 35
323-001 133 228 533 1.71 33
323-003 60 157 291 2.62 4o
323-006 60 132 296 2.20 41
323-009 17h 380 796 2.18 38
323-010 83 175 428 2.11 43
323-011 64 121 607 1.89 79
323-012 209 239 1,082 1.1k 43
32h-001 175 221 1,145 1.26 55
32Lk-002 169 L7k 1,010 2.80 50
324-003 141 643 959 4,56 57
324-00% 162 458 1,226 2.83 63
324-005 138 6Ll 1,024 L.67 62
32l4-006 20l 1,007 1,656 4,50 62
325-001 171 334 1,000 1.95 i¥e]
-325-002 269 331 1,658 1.23 51
325-003 146 238 416 1.63 ol
325-004 50 116 270 2.32 45
325-005 147 845 925 5.75 52
325-006 101 787 721 7.79 59
325-007 120 275 730 2.29 51
326-001 210 388 1,190 1.85 Ry
326-002 34k 792 1,u4k7 2.30 35
326-003 239 608 963 2.54 34
326-004 115 572 L5 4,97 32
326-005 162 357 751 2.20 39
326-006 1k2 254 334 1.79 20
327-001 203 1,282 1,257 6.32 52
327-002 199 581 1,013 2.92 Lo
327-003 162 592 963 3.65 50
(Con’t.)
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TABLE 13B (Con't.)

CORAL GABLES
PARKING STUDY SUMMARY
AREA 13
ZONE NUMBER 6:30 AM - 6:30 PM TURN -
& AVAILABLE DIFF,VEHICLES SPACE HOURS AL FER, CARL
SUB-ZONE SPACES PARKED USED RATE OCCUPANCY
327-004 215 381 1,165 1.77 45
327-005 212 348 1,245 1.64 49
327-006 127 137 296 1.08 19
'328-001 107 258 625 2.1 e}
328-002 141 231 678 1.64 Lo
328-003 81 197 542 2.43 56
328-004 75 82 325 1.09 36
328-006 58 6L 256 1.10 37
328-007 111 364 8ok 3.28 60
328-008 68 83 415 1.22 51
328-009 58 82 212 1.41 30
328-010 191 306 1,169 1.60 51
328-016 154 330 627 2.1h4 34
328-017 58 23 46 0.40 7
328-018 53 20 32 0.38 5
328-019 102 368 Lol 3.61 35
328-026 89 160 485 1.80 45
333-001 239 285 817 1.19 28
333-002 205 592 1,653 2.89 67
333-003 210 350 956 1.67 38
333-004 82 211 555 2.57 56
TOTAL 9,184 21,364 L7, 054 2.33 43
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TABLE 13C
CORAL GABLES
AVERAGE PARKING TIMES
AREA 13

ZONE & SUB-ZONE AVERAGE PARKING TIME IN MINUTES

ON-STREET OFF-STREET COMBINED
321-033 148 271 182
321-034 196 31k 221
321-037 157 160 158
321-038 169 - 169
321-042 187 204 192
321-043 177 313 253
321-0h4 123 . 123
321-045 149 186 153
322-002 66 278 123
322-004 6l 108 93
322-006 80 188 123
322-007 128 " 128
322-008 114 339 166
322-009 118 4571 308
322-010 67 170 89
323-001 116 235 140
323-003 111 - 111
323-006 135 - 135
323-009 133 119 126
323-010 66 328 147
323-011 301 - 301
323-012 365 156 272
324-001 181 Lo7 311
324-002 57 342 128
324-003 45 122 89
324-004 80 234 161
324-005 62 157 95
324-006 L9 172 99
325-001 1901 156 180
325-002 2Lt 328 301
325-003 82 276 105
325-004 52 216 140
325-005 46 124 66
325-006 45 69 55
325-007 101 276 159
326-001 117 225 184
326-002 Lo 280 110
326-003 53 106 95
326-004 45 51 L7
326-005 108 1 126
326-006 59 208 79
327-001 Yo 71 59
327-002 45 184 105
327-003 80 102 a8
327-004 100 206 183
(con't.)
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TABLE 13C (Con't.)

CORAL GABLES
AVERAGE PARKING TIMES
AREA 13
AVERAGE PARKING TIME IN MINUTES
ZONE & SUB-ZOME ON-STREET OFF-STREET COMBINED
327-005 145 289 215
327-006 11k 290 130
328-001 211 104 145
328-002 148 ook 176
328-003 138 236 165
328-004 ol9 156 238
328-006 240 - 240
328-007 122 197 133
328-008 300 - 300
328-009 155 - 155
328-010 177 300 229
328-016 98 123 114
328-017 120 - 120
328-018 96 - 96
328-019 229 43 69
328-026 182 - 182
333-001 122 201 172
333-002 107 220 168
333-003 140 224 164
333-004 158 . 158
AVERAGE 102 174 132
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TABLE 13D

CORAL GABLES
1964 SUPPLY, DEMAND, SURPLUS AND DEFICIENT SPACE HOURS
AREA 13
ZONE SPACE HOURS 196k SURPLUS DEFICIENT
& OF SPACE HOUR
SUB-ZONE PRACTICAL CAP, DEMAND SPACE HOURS SPACE HOURS
321-033 1,082 58 1,024 -
'321-034 97T 21 956 -
321-037 1,072 158 91l =
321-038 691 13 678 -
321-042 722 1,070 - 348
321-043 1,879 1,025 85l -
321-0kk 875 L87 388 -
321-045 973 615 358 =
322-002 1,165 46 1,119 -
322-00k4 1,564 264 1,300 -
322-006 2,103 266 1,837 -
322-077 1,069 749 320 l
322-008 1,150 79 1,071 -
322-009 3,221 838 2,383 -
322-010 1,883 2,399 - 516
323-001 1,385 970 his -
323-003 648 43 605 -
323-006 648 459 189 -
323-009 1,810 410 1,400 -
323-010 871 273 598 -
323-011 691 . 183 508 -
323-012 2,186 233 1,953 -
324-001 1,822 728 1,094 =
324-002 1,772 4,195 ~ 2,423
324-003 1,409 564 845 -
324-004 1,683 1,454 229 -
324-.005 1,439 1,267 172 -
324-006 2,324 696 1,628 -
325-001 1,824 86 1,738 r
325-002 2,789 151 2,638 .
325-003 1,563 20k 1,359 -
325-00k 522 2 520 -
325-005 1,539 2,703 - 1,164
325-006 1,067 1,131 - 64
325-007 1,262 se7 735 =
326-001 2,174 1,683 Lol -
326-002 3,518 1,334 2,184 -
326-003 2,Lh61 59 1,867 -
326-004 1,222 1,625 - 403
326-005 1,631 1,304 327 -
326-006 1,51k 758 756 -
327-001 2,112 2,089 23 -
327-002 2,062 1,147 915 -
327-003 1,667 1,899 = e32
327-004 2,207 76 2,131 -
327-005 2,204 502 1,702 -
327-006 1,297 201 1,096 -
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TABLE 13D (Con't.)

CORAL GABLES
1964 SUPPLY, DEMAND, SURPLUS AND DEFICIENT SPACE HOURS
AREA 13

ZONE SPACE HOURS 1964 SURPLUS DEFICIENT

& OF SPACE HOUR
SUB=-ZONE PRACTICAL CAP, DEMAND SPACE HOURS SPACE HOURS
328-001 1,121 1,106 15 -
328-002 1,492 730 762 “
328-003 855 51 8ol -
328-004 800 325 475 -
328-006 626 936 - 310
328-007 1,182 109 1,073 -
328-008 734 67 667 -
328-009 626 11 615 -
328-010 2,002 513 1,489 -
328-016 1,618 676 g2 -
328-017 627 18 609 -
328-018 572 396 176 -
328-019 1,064 339 7e5 -

' 328-026 oo 485 455 -
333-001 2,487 L9 2,438 -
333-002 2,132 989 1,143 -
333-003 2,204 189 2,015 -
333-00k 886 207 679 -
Total 95,717 bk, 775 56,402 5,460
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TABLE 13E

CORAI, GABLES
1985 SUPPLY, DEMAND, SURPLUS AND DEFICIENT SPACE HOURS
AREA 13
ZONE SPACE HOURS 1985 SURPLUS DEFICIENT
& OF SPACE HOUR
SUB-ZONE PRACTICAL CAP, DEMAND SPACE HOURS SPACE HOURS
321-033 1,082 77 1,005 -
321-03L 977 28 9k9 -
321-037 1,072 210 862 -
321-038 691 17 674 -
321-042 722 1,k25 - 703
321-043 1,879 1,366 513 -
321-04h 875 649 226 -
321-0l45 973 819 15k -
322-002 1,165 39 1,126 -
322-004 1,564 223 1,341 -
322-006 2,103 225 1,878 -
322-007 1,069 633 436 -
322-008 1,150 67 1,083 -
322-009 3,221 709 2,512 -
322-010 1,883 2,029 - 146
323-001 1,385 713 672 -
323-003 648 32 616 -
323-006 648 337 311 -
323--009 1,810 301 1,509 -
323-010 871 201 670 -
323-011 691 134 557 -
323-012 2,186 171 2,015 -
324001 1,822 672 1,150 -
324-002 1,772 3,871 - 2,099
324-003 1,409 520 889 -
324-004 1,683 1,342 31 -
324-005 1,439 1,169 270 -
324-006 2,324 642 1,682 -
325-001 1,824 66 1,758 -
325-002 2,789 116 2,673 «
325-003 1,563 157 1,406 -
325-004 522 2 520 -
325-005 1,539 2,075 - 536
325-006 1,067 868 199 -
325-007 1,262 Los 857 -
326-001 2,174 1,209 965 -
326-002 3,518 958 2,560 -
326-003 2,h61 ko7 2,034 -
326-004 1,222 1,168 5k -
326-005 1,631 937 69k -
326-006 1,51k 545 969 -
327-001 2,112 1,801 311 -
327-002 2,062 989 1,073 -
327-003 1,667 1,637 30 -
327-00k4 2,207 66 2,141 -
327-005 2,204 L33 1,971 -
327-006 1,297 173 1,124 -
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TABLE 13E (Con't.)

CORAL GABLES
1985 SUPPLY, DEMAND, SURPLUS AND DEFICIENT SPACE HOURS
AREA 13

ZONE SPACE HOURS 1985 SURPLUS DEFICIENT

& OF SPACE HOUR
SUB-ZONE PRACTICAL CAP, DEMAND SPACE HOURS SPACE HOURS
328-001 1,121 1,107 4 -
328-002 1,492 731 761 "
328-003 855 51 804 -
328-004 800 325 L75 -
328-006 626 937 - 311
328-007 1,182 109 1,073 “
328-008 734 67 667 -
328-009 626 11 615 -
328-010 2,002 513 1,489 »
328-016 1,618 677 oli1 -
328-017 627 18 609 =
328-018 572 396 176 -
328-019 1,06k 339 725 -
328-026 9o 485 455 -
333-001 2,487 60 2,427 -
333-002 2,132 1,218 91k -
333-003 2,20k 233 1,971 -
333-004 886 255 631 -
Total 95,717 40,185 59,327 3,795
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AREA 14
COCONUT GROVE C.B.D.

Study Area 14 is bounded by Florida Avenue and Oak Avenue on the north,
Mary Street on the east, S. Bayshore Drive on the southeast, Fuller Street and
Main Highway on the south, Williams Avenue on the southwest and Margaret
‘Street on the west. All of this parking study area falls Within Zones 044, 045,
and 046 of the Miami Urban Area Transportation Study. Zones 044 and 045
have numerous sub-zones while 046 has but one.

This study area contains the Coconut Grove Library, Coconut Grove
Playhouse, Coconut Grove Elementary School, a Food Fair Store, Kwick
Check Retail Store and a Seven-Eleven Food Store which are major traffic .
generators,

The Coconut Grove Central Business District contains 1,510 parking
spaces, as summarized in Table 14A, Approximately 60.5 per cent (él‘l spaces)
of the parking supply is located in off-street facilities. Tﬁe remaining 39.5
per cent (596 spaces) are curb spaces,

The average turnover rate for this parking study area is 1. 95 vehicles
jer space, with a low of 0,09 in Zoné 045 (SubA-rzone 011) and a high of 8.00 in
Z;one 044 (Sub-zone 083).

The average per cent occupancy for Area 14 is 26, with a low of 4 per
cent in Zone 045 (Sub-zone 011) and a high of 54 per cent in Zone 044 (Sub-zone
079).

The average parking time for this area is 98 minutes (1 hour, 38 minutes),
ranging from a low average of 43 minutes in Zone 044 (Sub -zone 083) to a high
average of 336 minutes (5 hours, 36 minutes) in Zone 045 (Sub-zone 011),

Upon comparing the 1964 parking supply with the 1964 parking demand,

Table 14D, we find all sub-zones have a surplus of space hours.
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The 1985 Supply, Demand, Surplus or Deficient Space Hour Table for the
Coconut Grove Area shows space hour deficiencies in Zone 044 (Sub-zone 083)
and Zone 046 (Sub-zone 001). By using the surplus space hours of surrounding
sub-zones that are within an acceptable walking distance, we find that the 1985
parking supply is adequate for handling the 1985 parking demand.

It is not recommended that any additional parking spaces be provided in

Area 14, the Coconut Grove Parking Study Area,
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TABLE 1hA
COCONUT GROVE
SUMMARY OF PARKTIIG INVENTORY

ARFA 14
ZOKE ON-STREFRT SPACES OFF - AL
& ICADING ~ — SPECIAL STREET AVATLABLE
SUB-Z04R AUTO ZONES PERMLITS SPACES SPACES
Olly=O7h 3k 3 - 5 k2
ohl-076 56 - - 77 133
oLl-077 79 2 - 141 222
oLk-079 20 - - 75 95
oli-080 27 - - L7 T4
Ohl-081 89 5 = 140 234
044-083 12 4 - - 16
045-005 58 2 - 126 186
045-006 36 14 - 118 168
045-011 66 - - 110 176
0l6-001 86 3 - 75 164
TOTAL 563 33 - 91k 1,510
TABLE 1hB
COCONUT GROVE
PARKING STUDY SUMMARY
AREA 14
ZO:niE NUBER 6:30 AM - 6:30 M S R——
& AVATLABLY ~  DIFr,VEHICLES SPACE HOURS WUHTIOVER FRR CRRL
SUB-ZONE SPACES PARKED USED RATE OCCUPANCY
OLhlh-07h Lo 28 48 0.67 10
O4L-076 133 307 416 2.31 26
olkl-o77 222 - Lhos 807 1.91 30
Okk-079 95 527 611 5.55 5k
044-080 n - 145 166 1.96 19
Oohlk-081 234 307 793 1.31 28
04l4-083 16 128 91 8.00 47
0L5-005 186 219 510 - 1.,18. 23
045-006 168 350 483 2.08 24
0L45-011 176 15 84 0.09 4
0L6-001 164 498 787 3.0k4 4o
TOTAL 1,510 2,949 4,796 1.95 26
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TABLE 1kC
COCONUT GROVE
AVERAGE PARXING TIMES

AREA 1k
ZONE & SUB-ZONE AVERAGE PARKIIG TIME IN MINUTES L
ON-STREET OFF-STREET COMBINZD
ohli-07k 117 78 103
olk-076 106 75 81
O4lt-0T77 50 148 11k
Olk-079 95 67 70
olk-080 180 50 69
OhL-081 56 268 155
olk4-083 43 - 43
045-005 97 166 140
045-006 57 118 83
olt5-011 336 - 336
oLk6-001 68 11k 95
AVERAGE 71 113 98
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TABLE 14D
COCONUT GROVE

1964 SUPPLY, DEMAND, SURPLUS AND DEFICIENT SPACE HOURS

AREA 14
ZONE SPACE HOURS 1964 SURPLUS DEFICIENT
& OF SPACE HOUR ‘

SUB-ZONE PRACTICAL CAP, DEMAND SPACE HOURS SPACE HOURS
Olik-07h 418 253 165 x
olil-076 1,391 390 1,001 -

- 004-077 2,291 . g2 1,349 -
Oll-079 981 21k 767 -
o4h-080 770 450 320 -
OlL-081 2,389 34 2,355 -
oll-083 130 112 18 -
0l45-005 1,911 Lé2 1,kkg -
0l5-006 1,593 354 1,239 -
o45-011 1,835 8h 1,751 -
o46-001 1,694 1,285 Log -
Total 15,403 4,580 10,823 -

TABLE 1LE
COCONUT GROVE
1985 SUPPLY, DEMAND, SURPLUS AND DEFICIENT SPACE HOURS
AREA 1L
ZONE SPACE HOURS 1985 SURPLUS DEFICIENT
& OF SPACE HOUR
SUB-ZONE PRACTICAL CAP, DEMAND SPACE HOURS SPACE HOURS
okk-o7h 418 296 122 o
olly-076 1,391 457 934 -
ol4l-077 2,291 1,103 1,188 -
oli4-079 981 251 730 -
Olk-080 770 527 243 -
olk-081 2,389 Lo 2,349 -
oltl-083 130 131 - 1
045-005 1,911 516 1,395 -
0l45-006 1,593 395 1,198 -
olt5-011 1,835 9 1,741 -
046001 1,694 1,848 - 154
Total 15,403 5,658 9,900 155
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AREA 15
UNIVERSITY OF MIAMI

Study Area 15 is bounded by Campo Sano Drive on the north, Carillo
Street and Granada Boulevard on the east, Miller Drive on the south and San
Amaro Drive on the west. All of this parking stu(iy area falls within Zone
353 of the Miami Urban Area Transportation Study. Zone 353 has two sub-

zones, They are: 001 and 002,

The University of Miami contains 5, 939 parking spaces, as summarized
in Table 15A. Approximately 81.7 per cent (4,850 spaces) of the parking supply
is located in off-street facilities, The remaining 18,3 per cent (1,089 spaces)
are curb spaces,

The average turnover rate for this parking study area is 1. 91 vehicles per
space, with a low of 1,67 in Zone 353 (Sub-zone 002) and a high of 2,17 in Zone
353 (Sub-zone 001).

The average per cent occupancy for Area 15 is 51, with a low of 46 per
cent in Zone 353 (Sub.-zone 002) and a high of 57 per cent in Zone 353 (Sub-zone
001).

The average parking time for this area is 192 minutes (3 hours, 12 min-
utes), ranging from a low average of 187 minutes (3 hours, 7 minutes) in Zone
353 (Sub-zone 001) fo a high average of 197 minutes (3 hours, 17 minutes) in
Zone 353 (Sub-zone 002).

Upon comparing the 1964 parking supply with the 1964 parking demand,

Table 15D, we find a space hour deficiency in Zone 353 (Sub-zone 001). By

using the surplus space hours in the sub-zone adjacent to it (Area 15 has only

one zone and two sub-zones) that is within an acceptable walking distance, we
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find there is a sufficient number of space hours in the area.

The 1985 Supply, Demand, Surplus or Deficient Space Hour Table for the
University of Miami Parking Study Area shows that there are no space hour
deficiencies in meeting the 1985 parking demand.

It is not recommended that any additional parking spaces be provided in

Area 15, the University of Miami Parking Study Area.
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AREA 15
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Zone 353

Sub-Zones 001 and 002

T\
o~ d
Eery S~ -
l(
~
~
oA
wwlll »
/l. mm,.l:.l. \\\\
// N'HQN.WO Ty e — -
\
\ N.memu —
Y Q [\
AN g
(v // mAwAQ
\ 4
\ nnﬁw
\ O.A.N,Q
\ Q
ol
=k |
<
w |
I
I
I
! ry
! 3
\s ~
/
ol b+
gl ~
g1 o
© =
\
\
\
/zu L

oA
:.n.HQ [oF § 1) d. ﬁuﬁw . —

LEGEND

Zone Boundary

Street

158



VEHICLES
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TABLE 15A
UNIVERSITY OF MIAMI
SUMMARY OF PARKING INVENTORY

AREA 15
ZONE ON-STREET SPACES OFF - ALL
& LOADING SPECTIAL STREET AVAILABLE
SUB-ZONE AUTO ZONES PERMITS SPACES SPACES
353-001 182 > - 2,670 2,852
353-002 879 .28 - 2,180 3,087
TOTAL 1,061 28 - 4,850 5,939
TABLE 15B
UNIVERSITY. OF MIAMI
PARKING STUDY SUMMARY
AREA 15
ZONE NUMBER 6:30 AM - 6:30 PM TURN o e
& AVAILABLE DIFF,VEHICLES SPACE HOURS i i GHIE
SUB-ZONE SPACES PARKED USED RATE OCCUPANCY
353-001 2,852 6,202 19,364 2.17 57
353-002 3,087 5,157 16,897 1.67 46
TOTAL 5,939 11,359 36,261 1.91 - 53
TABLE 15C
UNIVERSITY OF MIAMI
AVERAGE PARKING TIMES
AREA 15
. _ AVERAGE PARKING TIME IN MINUTES
%ONE: & BUB-Z0NE ON-STREET OFF-STREET COMBINED
353-001 ah7 186 187
353-002 148 201 197
AVERAGE 176 192 192
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TABLE 15D
UNIVERSITY OF MIAMI
1964 SUPPLY, DEMAND, SURFLUS AND DEFICIENT SPACE HOURS

AREA 15
ZONE SPACE HOURS 1664 SURPLUS DEFICIERT
& OF SPACE HOUR
SUB-ZONE PRACTICAL CAP, DEMAND SPACE HOURS SPACE HOURS
353-001 29,200 31,897 - 2,697
353-002 31,729 3,821 27,908 -
Total 60,929 35,718 27,908 2,697
TABLE 15E
UNIVERSITY OF MIAMI
1985 SUPPLY, DEMAND, SURPLUS AND DEFICIENT SPACE HOURS
AREA 15
ZONE SPACE HOURS 1985 SURPLUS DEFICIENT
& OF SPACE HOUR
SUB-ZONE PRACTICAL CAP, DEMAND SPACE HOURS SPACE HOURS
353-001 29,200 21,157 8,043
353-002 31,729 2,53k 29,195 -
Total 60,929 23,691 37,238 -
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AREA 16
DADEILAND SHOPPING CENTER

Study Area 16 is bounded by the Snapper Creek Canal on the north, Florida
East Coast Railway on the east, North Kendall Drive on the south and by the
Palmetto Expressway on the west, All of this area falls within Zone 422 of the
Miami Urban Area Transportation Study. Zone 422 consists of three sub-zones.
They are Sub-zones 001, 002, and 003.

This study area contains Burdines and a Food Fair Store which are two
major traffic generators in Area 16. Traversing the area is 72nd Avenue.

The Dadeland Shopping Center contains 3,213 parking spaces, as summar-
ized in Table 16A. Approximately 94.1 per cent (3,025 spaces) of the parking
supply is located in off-street facilities. The remaining 5.9 per cent (188
spaces) are curb spaces.

The average turnover rate for this parking study area is 1.17 vehicles per
space, with a low of 0,02 in Sub-zone 002 and a high 6f 1.51 in Sub-zone 001,

The average per cent occupancy for Area 16 is 20, with a low of 2 per
cent in Sub-zone 002 and a high of 21 per cent in Sub‘-zone 001,

The average parking time for this area is 122 minutes (2 hours, 2 minutes),
ranging from a low average of 101 minutes (1 hour, 41 minutes) in Sub-zone
001 to a high average of 540 minutes (9 hours) in Sub-rzone 002.

Upon comparing the 1964 parking supply with the 1964 parking demand,
Table 1§D, we find that all sub-zones have a surplus of space hours.

The 1985 Supply, Demand, Surplus or Deficient Space Hour Table for the
Dadeland Shopping Center also shows that we have a surplus of space hours in
each sub-zone.

It is not recommended that any additional parking spaces be provided in

Area 16,
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TABLE 16A
DADELAND SHOPPING CENTER
SUMMARY OF PARKING INVENTORY

ARFA 16
ZONE ON-STREET SPACES OFF - ALL
& LOADING SPECIAL STREET AVATLABLE
SUB-ZONE AUTO ZONES PERMITS SPACES SPACES
422-001 58 - - 1,694 1,752
ho2-002 90 - - - 90
422-003 Lo - - 1,331 1,371
TOTAL 188 . o - 3,025 3,213
TABLE 16B
DADELAND SHOPPING CENTER
PARKING STUDY SUMMARY
AREA 16
7Z0NE NUMBER 6:30 AM - 6:30 PM TURNOVER PER CEX
& AVATLABLE DIFF.VEHICLES SPACE HOURS CENT
SUB-ZONE SPACES PARKED USED RATE CCCUPANCY
Yo2-001 1,752 2,652 4,469 1.51 21
42o2-002 90 2 18 0.02 2
422-003 1,371 1,101 3,136 0.80 19
TOTAL 3,213 3,755 7,623 1.17 20
TABLE 16C
DADELAND SHOPPING CENTER
AVERAGE PARKING TIMES
AREA 16
AVERAGE PARKING TIME IN MINUTES
ZONE & BUB-ZONS ON-STREET OFF-STREET COMBINED
L22-001 - 101 101
422-002 540 - 540
422.003 4o 179 171
AVERAGE 57 123 122

165



TABLE 16D
DADELAND SHOPPING CENTER
1964 SUPPLY, DEMAND, SURPLUS AND DEFICIENT SPACE HOURS

AREA 16
ZONE SPACE HOURS 1064 SURPLUS DEFICIENT
& OF SPACE HOUR
SUB-ZONE PRACTICAL CAP, DEMAND SPACE HOURS SPACE HOURS
422-001 17,905 3 17,902 -
lo2-002 972 14 958
422-003 14,008 6,439 7,569
Total 32,885 6,456 26,429 -
TABLE 16E
DADELAND SHOPPING CENTER
1985 SUPPLY, DEMAND, SURPLUS AND DEFICIENT SPACE HOURS
AREA 16
ZONE SPACE HOURS 1985 SURPLUS DEFICIENT
& OF SPACE HOUR ‘
SUB-ZONE PRACTICAL CAP, DEMAND SPACE HOURS SPACE HOURS
422-001 17,905 L 17,901 -
Lo2-002 972 19 923
422-003 14,008 8,747 5,261 -
Total 32,885 8,770 24,115 =
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AREA 17
SOUTH MIAMI C. B.D.

Study Area 17 is bounded by SW 70th Street, 58th Court and 58th Place
on the northwest, by SW 66th Street and SW 57th Avenue on the north, by US 1
(SR 5), Santona Street and Madruga Avenue on the northeast, by Yumur Street,
Sunset Road and 55th Avenue on the east, by 74th Street on the south, by 76th
Street, 78th Street and Manor Lane on the southwest and by 74th Street, 62nd
Avenue, SW 72nd Street, and 59th Place on the west., All of this parking study
area falls within Zones 346 and 354-359 in the Miami Urban Area Transport-
ation Study. There are numerous sub-zones in these zones.

Several major traffic generators in Area 17 are the South Miami
Post Office, City Hall, South Miami Hospital, a Food Fair Store, Kwick
Check Retail Store, Seven-Eleven Food Store and a Steven's Market.
Traversing the area from the southwest to the northeast is a major route --
US 1 (South Dixie Highway). An east-west major route traversing this area is
SW 72nd Street.

The South Miami Central Business District has 5,260 parking spaces, as
summarized in Table 17A. Approximately 68.3 per cent (3,595 spaces) of the
parking supply is located in off-street facilities, while the remaining 31,7 per
cent (1, 665 spaces; are curb spaces,

The average turnover rate for this parking study area is 1. 94 vehicles per
space, with a low of 0.24 in Zone 354 (Sub-zone 034) and a high of 5.19 in Zone
358 (Sub-zone 001). Zone 355 (Sub-zone 002) does not have any parking.

The average per cent occupancy for Area 17 is 33, with a low of 9 per
cent in Zone 354 (Sub-zone 034) and a high of 59 per cent in two zones, Zone

346 (Sub-zone 012) and Zone 358 (Sub-zone 001),
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The average parking time for this area is 121 minutes (2 hours, 1 min-
ute), ranging from a low average of 61 minutes (1 hour, 1 minute) in Zone 355
(Sub-zone 007) to a high average of 326 minutes (5 hours, 26 minutes) in Zone
355 (Sub-zone 012).

Upon comparing the 1964 parking supply with the 1964 parking demand,
Table 17D, we find a space hour deficiency in Zone 346 (Sub-rzone 012) and
Zone 355 (Sub-zones 002, 004, 007, 009, and 012). By using the surplus space
hours of adjacent sub-zones that are within an acceptable walking distance, we
find that the 1964 parking supply is adequate for handling the 1964 parking de-
mand.

The 1985 Supply, Demand, Surplus or Deficient Space Hour Table fqr the
South Miami Central Business District showsb space hour deficiencies in Zone
346 (Sub-zone 012) and Zone 355 (Sub-zones 002, 007 and 009). By using the
surplus space hours‘of adjacent sub -rzones that are within an acceptable walking
distance, we find that the 1985 parking supply is adequate for handling the 1985
parking demand.

It is not recommended that any additional parking spaces be provided in

Area 17,
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TABLE 17A

SOUTH MIAMT
SUMMARY OF PARKING INVENTORY
AREA 17
ZONE ON-STREET SPACES OFF - ALL
& LOADING SPECIAL STREET AVATLABLE
SUB-ZONE AUTO ZONES PERMITS SPACES SPACES
346-012 L9 B - 45 ol
354-010 28 b - 479 511
354-019 43 17 - 22 82
354-020 62 32 - 80 174
354-027 91 - = 152 243
354-031 65 = - 136 201
354-032 23 - = 188 211
354-033 26 9 - - 35
354-034 25 - - - 25
355-001 37 2 - ol 133
355-002 32 - - - 32
355-003 7h - - 379 453
355-004 L3 - - Lo 85
355-005 Lo - - 41 81
355-006 36 - - 141 177
355-007 15 2 - 18 35
355-008 ol 1 - 88 113
355-009 32 - - 52 8L
355-010 o7 - - 108 135
355-011 56 - - 154 210
355-012 31 - - 17 L8
356-001 36 - - 56 92
356-007 5l ” - 143 197
356-008 43 - - 179 222
356-009 30 - - - 30
356-010 62 - - 32 9k
356-021 127 - - 102 229
356-022 215 - - 238 453
357-001 L9 - - 22 71
358-001 50 - - h 124
359-001 73 - - 513 586
TOTAL 1,598 67 - 3,595 5,260
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TABLE 17B

SOUTH MIAMI
PARKING STUDY SUMMARY
AREA 17
ZONE NUMBER 6:30 AM - 6:30 P4 -
& AVATLABLE DIFF,.VEHICLES SPACE HOURS TLENCER FER CENT
SUB-ZONE SPACES PARKED USED RATE OCCUPANCY
346-012 9l 148 668 1.57 59
354-010 511 508 81k 0.99 13
354-019 82 125 ko7 1.52 43
354-020 17k 343 779 1.97 37
354-027 o3 179 459 0.74 16
354-031 201 348 8l1 1.73 35
354-032 211 157 432 0.7h4 17
354-033 35 23 78 0.66 19
354034 25 6 27 0.2k 9
355-001 133 346 728 2.60 46
355-002 32 - - - -
355-003 453 1,040 2,948 2.30 54
355-00k4 85 264 545 3.11 53
355-005 81 276 543 3,41 56
355-006 177 68 206 0,38 10
355-007 35 168 170 4,80 40
355-008 113 339 626 3.00 TS
355-009 8L 113 29k 1.35 29
355=-010 135 340 L67 2.52 29
355-011 210 731 1,152 3.48 L6
355-012 48 30 163 0.63 28
356-001 92 161 221 1.75 20
356-007 197 416 Lol 2.11 21
356-008 222 7 1,085 3.23 L1
356-009 3Q 10 48 0.33 13
356--010 9l 128 o7 1.36 36
356-021 229 192 833 0.84 30
356-022 453 1,104 2,519 2.4k 46
357-001 71 68 206 0.96 ol
358-001. 124 6lhy 873 5.19 59
359-001 586 1,195 1,515 2,04 22
TOTAL 5,260 10,187 20,568 1.94 33
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TABLE 17C

SOUTH MIAMI
AVERAGE PARKING TIMES
AREA 17
. AVERAGE PARKING TIME IN MINUTES
ZONE; 4. BUB~Z0NS ON-STREET OFF-STREET COMBINED

346-012 285 263 271
354-010 180 96 96
354-019 - 209 197 205
354-020 198 113 136
354-027 2ho 137 154
354-031 146 145 145
354-032 195 164 165
354-033 203 - 203
354-034 270 - 270
355-001 43 248 126
.355-002 - - -

355-003 66 216 170
355-004 105 188 124
355-005 120 116 118
355-006 149 203 182
355-007 43 127 61
355-008 105 116 111
355-009 68 260 156
355-010 240 70 82
355-011 45 17 95
355-012 360 311 326
356-001 148 74 82
356-007 138 58 71
356-008 130 88 91
356-009 288 - 288
356-010 189 193 191
356-021 27h o5 260
356-022 89 21h 137
357-001 149 203 182
358-001 83 80 81
359~-001 139 Th 76
AVERAGE 105 129 121

174



TABLE 17D

SOUTH MIAMT :
1964 SUPPLY, DEMAND, SURPLUS AND DEFICIENT SPACE HOURS
AREA 17
ZONE SPACE HOURS 1964 SURPLUS DEFICIENT
& OF SPACE HOUR
SUB~ZONE PRACTICAL CAP, DEMAND SPACE HOURS SPACE HOURS
346-012 988 1,372 - 384
354-010 5,188 1,591 3,597 -
354-019 688 397 291 -
354-020 1,486 722 764 -
354-027 2,533 657 1,876 -
354-031 2,089 622 1,467 -
354-032 2,166 432 1,734 -
354-033 281 228 53 .
354-034 270 28 242 -
355-001 1,359 970 389 -
355-002 345 1,496 - 1,151
355-003 4,665 1,327 3,338 -
355-00k4 892 1,235 - 343
355-005 850 266 584 "
355-006 1,827 15 1,812 -
355-007 346 k56 = 110
355-008 1,157 L60 697 -
355-009 876 1,141 - 265
355-010 1,394 1 1,393 -
355-011 2,176 667 1,509 -
355-012 508 622 - 114
356-001 960 67 893 -
356-007 2,042 102 1,940 -
356-008 2,290 1,603 687 -
356-009 32k 14 310 -
356-010 996 Lo7 589 -
356-021 2,k12 115 2,297 -
356-022 4,750 819 3,931 -
357-001 753 Yoo 331 -
358-001 1,295 687 608 -
359-001 6,021 1,577 L, hhy -
Total 53,927 20,518 35,776 2,367
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TABLE 17E

SOUTH MIAMI
1985 SUPPLY, DEMAND, SURPLUS AND DEFICIENT SPACE HOURS
AREA 17
ZONE SPACE HOURS 1985 SURPLUS DEFICIENT
& OF SPACE HOUR
SUB-ZONE PRACTICAL CAP, DEMAND SPACE HOURS SPACE HOURS
346-012 988 1,236 - 248
354-010 5,188 1,691 3,497 -
354-019 688 Yoo 266 -
354=020 1,486 767 719 -
354-027 2,533 698 1,835 -
354-031 2,089 661 1,428 -
354-032 2,166 459 1,707 -
354-033 281 2h2 39 -
354-03k4 270 30 2ko -
355-001 1,359 75 1,284 -
355-002 345 1,158 - 813
355-003 4,665 1,027 3,638 -
355-004 892 956 - 6l
355-005 850 206 6hl -
355-006 1,827 12 1,815 -
355-007 346 353 - 7
355-008 1,157 356 8o1 -
355-009 876 883 - 7
355-010 1,394 1 1,393 -
355-011 2,176 516 1,660 -
355-012 508 482 26 -
356-001 960 46 91k -
356-007 2,0k2 70 1,972 -
356-008 2,290 1,101 1,189 -
356-009 324 10 314 -
356-010 996 280 716 -
356-021 2,h12 79 2,333 5
356-022 4,750 565 4,185 -
357-001 753 634 119 -
358-001 1,295 463 832 =
359-001 6,021 1,745 4,276 -
Total 53,927 17,224 37,842 1,139
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AREA 19
CUTLER RIDGE

Study Area 19 is bounded by the South Dixie Highway (US 1) on the north-
west, SW 107th Avenue on the east and Allapattah Road on the southwest, All
of this parking study area falls within Zone 449 (Sub-zone 003) of the Miami
Urban Area Transportation Study.

Two traffic generators in Area 19 are the Food Fair Store and an A & P
Store, Traversing this parking study area is Caribbean Boulevard, a southeast-
northwest route,

The Cutler Ridge area contains 862 parking spaces, as summarized in
Table 19A. Approximately 95,7 per cent (825 spaces) of the parking supply
is located in off-street facilities., The remaining 4.3 per cent (37 spaces) are
curb spaces,

The average turnover rate for this parking study area is 3,67 vehicles per
space, It has a per cent occupancy of 50 and an average parking time of 98
minutes ( 1 hour, 38 minutes).

Upon comparing the 1964 parking supply with the 1964 parking demand,
Table 19D, we find that Area 19 (it has only one zone and one sub-zone) has a
surplus of space hours and needs no additional parking spaces.

The 1985 Supply, Demand, Surplus or Deficient Space Hour Table for the
Cutler Ridge Area shows a space hour deficiency in Zone 449 (Sub-‘zone 003)
that cannot be altered by surplus space hours of adjacent sub-zones. Due to
the increasing need for the streets to perform their main function of traffic
movement, curb parking will necessarily be restricted or possibly prohibited.
This necessitates the recommendation that édditional off-street parking spaces

be provided in the Cutler Ridge Parking Study Area .
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Zone 449 (Sub-zone 003) has a critical deficiency of 1,176 space hours.
This deficiency as determined is in space hours. Since a greater number of
curb spaces will not be available, this additional space must be provided by
adding lots or garages. This deficiency must be expanded by dividing by the
efficiency factor. As an example, if the deficiency is 1,176 space hours and
existing off-street facilities have an efficiency factor of 85 per cent, it will be
necessary to provide 1,176/.85 or 1,384 additional space hours. This number
divided by 12 (the number of hours in the parking study period) yields the num-
ber of parking spaces needed.

It is recommended that 115 additional parking spaces be provided where
physically and economically possible in Zone 449 (Sub-zone 003) in the Cutler

Ridge Parking Study Area to meet the 1985 parking demands.
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TABLE 194
CUTLER RIDGE
SUMMARY OF PARKING INVENTORY
AREA 19

ZONE ON-STREET SPACES OFF - ALL
& LOADING SPECIAL STREET AVAILABLE
SUB-ZONE AUTO ZONES PERMITS SPACES SPACES

449-003 37 - - 825 862

TABLE 19B
CUTLER RIDGE
PARKING STUDY SUMMARY
ARFA 19

ZONE NOMBER 6:30 AM - 6:30 PM TURNOVER PER CENT
& AVATTABLE DIFF,VEHICLES SPACE HOURS )
SUB-ZONE SPACES PARKED USED RATE OCCUPANCY

149-003 862 3,165 5,177 3.67 50

TABLE 19C
CUTLER RIDGE
AVERAGE PARKING TIMES
AREA 19

ZONE & SUR-ZONE AVERAGE PARKING TIME IN MINUTES
ON-STREET OFF~STREET COMBINED

449-003 97 98 9%
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TABLE 19D

CUTLER RIDGE
1964 SUPPLY, DEMAND, SURPLUS ARD DEFICIENT SPACE HOURS
AREA 19
ZONE SPACE HOURS 1964 SURPLUS TENT
& OF SPACE HOUR HiEle
SUB-ZONE PRACTICAL CAP. DEMAND SPACE HOURS SPACE HOURS
149-003 8,815 5,181 3,634 -
TABLE 19E
CUTLER RIDGE
1985 SUPPLY, DEMAND, SURPLUS AND DEFICIENT SPACE HOURS
AREA 19
ZONE SPACE HOURS 1985 SURPLUS DEFICIENT
& OF SPACE HOUR
SUB-ZONE PRACTICAL CAP, DEMAND SPACE HOURS SPACE HOURS
449-003 8,815 9,991 - 1,176
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AREA 20
HOMESTEAD

Study Area 20 is physically divided into two separate sections, although
it will be treated as one. The first section on the west is bounded by NW 8th
Street on the north, N. Krome Avenue on the east, Mowry Street on the south
and by NW 1st Avenue on the west. It has numerous cross streets and is sep-
arated from the second part from N. Krome Avenue to the east to English Ave-
nue, The second section is bounded by NE 8th Street on the north, a parkway
on the east and southeast, Civic Court on the southwest and English Avenue on
the west. All of this parking study area falls within Zones 492 and 494 of the
Miami Urban Area Transportation Study.

Several major tourist facilities and traffic generators in Area 20 are the
Barnett Farm, Orkin Exterminators, Everglades Motel, Furguson Jewelers,
Homestead Auto Supply, Homestead Auto Court, the Post Office, Kwick Check
Retail Store, Palm Drive In and the Park Lane Cafeteria. There are many
cross streets in the Zone 492 portion.

The Homestead Parking Study Area contains 2, 937 parking spaces, as
summarized in Table 20A. Approximately 43,3 per cent (1,272 spaces) of the
parking supply is located in off-street facilities, The remaining 56. 7 per cent
(1, 665 spaces) are curb spaces.,

The average turnover rate for this parking study area is 1.55 vehicles
per space, with a low of 0,13 in Zone 492 (Sub-zone 014) and a high of 4, 84
in Zone 492 (Sub-zone 030),

The average per cent occupancy for Area 20 is 17, with a low of 5 per
cent in Zone 492 (Sub-zone 014) and a high of 34 per centin Zone 492 (Sub-zone 019),

The average parking time for this area is 81 minutes (1 hour, 21 min-
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utes), ranging from a low average of 39 minutes in Zone 492 (Sub-zone 030)
to a high average of 306 minutes (5 hours, 6 minutes) in Zone 492 (Sub-zone
015).

Upon comparing the 1964 parking supply with the 1964 parking demand,

Table 20D, we find that all sub-zones have a surplus of space hours.

The 1985 Supply, Demand, Surplus or Deficient Space Hour Table for the

Homestead Parking Study Area shows space hour deficiencies in Zone 492
(Sub-zone 019). By using the surplus space hours of surrounding sub-zones
that are within an acceptable walking distance, we find that the 1985 parking
supply is adequate for handling the 1985 parking demand.

It is not recommended that any additional parking spaces be provided in

the Homestead Parking Study Area, Area 20,
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TABLE 20A

HOMESTEAD
SUMMARY OF PARKING INVENTORY
AREA 20
ZONE ON-STREET SPACES OFF - ALL
& LOADING SPECIAL STREET AVAILABLE
SUB-ZONE AUTO ZONES PERMITS SPACES SPACES
Lg2-00k4 62 = - 18 80
492-005 89 - - - 89
19201k 75 - - - 75
492-015 59 - - Lo 99
4o2-018 104 - - 12 116
492-019 68 - - k2 110
492-030 88 - - - 88
492-032 128 = - 176 304
49k -001 989 3 - 98k 1,976
TOTAL 1,662 3 = 1,272 2,937
TABLE 20B
HOMESTEAD
PARKING STUDY SUMMARY
AREA 20
& AVATLABLE DI¥FF,VEHICLES SPACE HOURS
SUR-ZONE SPACES PARKED USED RATE OCCUPANCY
4o2-00kL 80 55 136 0.69 14
492-005 89 50 105 0.56 10
492-014 75 10 L7 0.13 5
492-.015 99 21 107 0.21 9
492018 116 Lo 120 0.34 9
kgo-019 110 359 Ll 3.26 34
492-030 88 ko6 277 L. 84 26
492-032 30k Ls55 553 1.50 15
Lok-001 1,976 3,148 k,346 1.59 18
TOTAL 2,937 k,564 6,135 1.55 17
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TABLE 20C

HOMESTEAD
AVERAGE PARKING TIMES
AREA 20
ZONE & SUB-ZONE AVERAGE PARKING TIME IN MINUTES
ON-STREET OFF-STREET COMBINED

492-00k4 100 178 148
492-005 126 - 126
492014 282 - 282
492.015 : 384 281 306
492-018 180 180 180
1492.019 61 113 T
492-030 39 - 39
492-032 65 182 73
L9k-001 68 96 83
AVERAGE 66 101 81
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TABLE 200

HOMESTEAD
1964 SUPPLY, DEMAND, SURPLUS AND DEFICIENT SPACE HOURS
AREA 20
ZONE SPACE HOURS 1964 SURPLUS DEFICIENT
& OF SPACE HOUR
SUB-ZONE PRACTICAL CAP, DEMAND SPACE HOURS SPACE HOURS
492-00k 85k 155 699 -
492-005 962 1h ou8 -
hoo-o1h 810 1k 796 -
492..015 1,045 55 990 -
492-018 1,246 9 1,237 -
492-019 1,162 1,089 73 -
492-030 950 384 566 <
492-032 3,177 269 2,908 -«
Lol -001 20,718 5,562 15,156 =
Total 30,92k T4551 23,373 -
TABLE 20E
HOMESTEAD
1985 SUPPLY, DEMAND, SURPLUS AND DEFICLENT SPACE HOURS
AREA 20
ZONE SPACE HOURS 1985 SURPLUS DEFICIENT
& oF SPACE HOUR
SUB=ZONE PRACTICAL CAP, DEMAND SPACE HOURS SPACE HOURS
92-00h 85U 183 671 -
492-005 962 17 oL5 -
hoz-01h 810 17 793 -
492-015 1,045 65 980 -
492018 1,246 11 1,235 -
492.019 1,162 1,288 - 126
ho2-030 950 Lsh 496 -
492-032 3,177 318 2,859 -
Loh-ooL 20,718 6,647 14,071 -
Total 30,924 9,000 22,050 126
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