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INTRODUCTION 
In 1993, the Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) District 6 developed a 
countywide Park-and-Ride Plan for Miami-Dade. The plan identified 24 future Park-and-
1ide locations for both short- and long- term development. The purpose of this study is to 
update the 1993 plan for Miami-Dade County and evaluate potential park-and-ride needs 
in the Upper and Middle Keys of Monroe County. 

As defined in Chapter 341 F.S., the State Park-and-Ride program was established in 1982 
in response to vehicles constantly parking on roadways. The goal of the State Park-and­
Ride program was to provide organized and safe parking for these vehicles as well as 
reduce the number of vehicle trips by single occupant vehicles. Originally, park-and-ride 
lots were constructed on public right-of-ways, park lands, and state owned lands. This 
program provides a methodology for the purchase/leasing of private land and the 
promotion and monitoring of park-and-ride lots. In addition, the park-and-ride lot 
program is an important pai1 of the commuter assistance program because it encourages 
the use of transit, carpools, and vanpools, by promoting safe and convenient locations for 
commuters to leave their cars. 

The 2005 Park-and-Ride Plan includes all of Miami-Dade County as well as the Upper 
and Middle Keys. The 2005 Park-and-Ride Plan includes an evaluation of existing park­
and-ride lots in Miami-Dade County and identifies future park-and-ride lots within the 
study area. 

1993 Dade County Park & Ride Lot Plan 
The 1993 Dade County Park & Ride Lot Plan, prepared for the Florida Department of 
Transportation, was organized into three phases: the short range plan, the intermediate 
plan, and the long range plan. 

Short Range Plan 
The short-range plan covered a five-year period, consistent with the County and State 
work programs. The purpose of the short range plan was to address the need for current 
and near-term congestion relief anii to assist in maximizing the capacity of existing 
transportation facilities. The 1993 short term plan identified fourteen (14) new park-and­
ride facilities along the following five (5) corridors: 

• US-I/South Dixie Highway (5 facilities) 
• NW 27th Avenue Corridor (2 facilities) 
• Biscayne Boulevard Corridor (2 facilities) 
• Western Corridor (4 facilities) 
• Miami Beach: Convention Center Area (1 facility) 
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Intermediate Plan 
The intermediate plan identified five additional facilities not included in the short-term 
plan. The intermediate plan was based on the development of other potential park-and­
ride facilities in order to add capacity to western routes in conjunction with roadway 
expansion. 

The intermediate plan identified three areas for potential park-and-1ide facilities. The 
first area identified two potential park-and-ride locations to serve commuters in the 
western county and relieve congestion on SR-826. The second area identified one 
potential park-and-ride location contingent on the extension on SR-874. The third area 
identified two potential park-and-ride locations in Miami Beach. 

Other potential lots were analyzed, however, were not included in the final 
recommendations due to lack of demand or a suitable location. 

Long Range Plan 
The long-range po11ion of the park-and-ride plan identified potential corridors for park­
and-ride development based on the Metro-Dade County 2010 Transportation Plan 
(adopted in 1990) for the identification of corridors that had the potential for park-and-
1ide development. The long-range plan was contingent on the development of the multi­
modal corridors that were analyzed in a previous Transitional Conidors Study, which 
evaluated alternative transportation modes along specific corridors. The location of 
potential park-and-ride facilities depended on recommendations from the Transitional 
Conidors Study. The conidors were chosen with the intent to support different modes of 
transit including priority bus lanes, express bus, light rail transit, and extensions to 
Metrorail. The six conidors included in the long-range portion of the plan were: 

• South: Dadeland South Metrorail Station to Homestead/Florida City 
• Kendall: Dadeland North Metrorail Station to SW 137th Avenue 
• North: Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Metrorail Station to NW 215th Street 
• Northeast: Downtown Miami to NE 199'h Street 
• Beach: Downtown Miami to 71'1 Street on Miami Beach 
• West: Downtown Miami to Florida International University at the Homestead 

Extension of the Fl01ida Turnpike (HEFT) with direct connection or branch 
service to MIA 

The long range component of the plan also included a park-and-ride lot in conjunction 
with the extension of the Metrorail from Okeechobee Metrorail Station to SR-826 and to 
the Miami Intermodal Center (MIC). 

Results 
Of the 24 recommended park-and-ride lots recommended in the 1993 Park & Ride Plan, 
two were constructed: the Palmetto Metrorail Station and SW 152"d Street Park-and-Ride 
lots. In addition, since 2002, four park-and-ride facilities not identified in the 1993 Plan 
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have been added to the Miami-Dade County System: SW 1681
h St. Park-and-Ride Lot, 

SW 1201
h St. Park-and-Ride Lot, Culmer Metrorail Station, and SW 2441

h St. Park-and­
Ride Lot, adding more than 200 spaces to the Miami-Dade Park-and-Ride System. 

Study Area 
The study area for the 2005 Park-and-Ride Plan includes all of Miami-Dade County and 
the Upper and Middle Keys area (Monroe County), to mile marker (MM) 50. This 
portion is included in this study because Miami-Dade Transit currently operates a bus 
route between the two counties. It is important to include this portion of Monroe County 
as well as southern Miami-Dade County in order to identify possible park-and-ride 
locations for the comprehensive transit system. A map of the study area boundary is 
shown in Figure 1. 
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Study Area Boundary 
Figure 1 
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2005 Scope of Work 
The 2005 Park-and-Ride Plan was organized into four tasks, which are briefly described 
below. 

Task One: Existing Conditions & Facility Site Improvement 
This task identified enhancements to the existing park-and-ride facilities to improve the 
entire transit system. Previous annual Park-and-Ride Facility Inspection Reports for 
Miami-Dade County were reviewed in addition to field surveys and other relevant 
studies, in order to make recommendations to the existing lots and to improve the overall 
effectiveness of the existing park-and-ride system. 

Task Two: New Site Location Studies 
This task was performed in three steps. The first step identified a comprehensive list of 
potential corridors and areas that were suited for park-and-ride facilities. These corridors 
and areas were generally based on the Miami-Dade People's Transportation Plan, as well 
as other transportation plans in the area including the Transit Development Program 
(TDP) and the Miami-Dade Long Range Transportation Plan. The Steering Committee 
was formed to guide the development process of the 2005 Park-and-Ride Plan. The 
Project Steering Committee included the Florida Depaitment of Transportation (FOOT) 
Project Manager, with representatives from Miami-Dade Transit (MDT) and the Miarni­
Dade Metropolitan Planning Organization. The list of potential areas was developed for 
Steeling Committee review. Subsequent lists were revised based on Steering Committee 
recommendations. The second step was to identify specific sites within the corridors and 
areas identified in step one. Sites were chosen according to the criteria outlined in the 
State Park-and-Ride Lot Prrwram Planning Manual (Planning Manual). Once a list of 
sites was chosen, it was sent to the Steering Committee for final selection. The third step 
was to perform an estimation of lot demand and space for potential sites identified during 
step two. 

Task Three: Impact Assessment 
This task assessed the impacts associated with the proposed park-and-ride facilities 
identified in Task 2. The assessment evaluated vehicle miles of travel, vehicle emissions, 
fuel consumption, and travel time. 

Task Four: Economic Analysis & Project Justification 
This task consisted of performing an economic analysis of recommended park-and-ride 
improvements. The methodology described in the Planning Manual consists of the 
following steps: benefit, cost and effectiveness measures; economic analysis of park­
and-ride facilities; improvements to the existing system; and a justification report. 
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TASK ONE: EXISTING CONDITIONS 
The 2005 Miami-Dade County Park-and-Ride system consists of thirty-three (33) park­
and-ride facilities located in Miami-Dade County, Florida; no existing Park-and-ride lots 
are provided in the Upper and Middle Keys. Currently there are more than 10,000 
parking spaces split among the thirty-three (33) park-and-ride facilities (5 parking 
garages and 28 surface lots). Each park-and-ride lot is used by a variety of patrons to 
either access public transportation or participate in carpooling or vanpooling. Many of 
the existing park-and-ride lots are associated with one or more of the following public 
transportation systems: Metrorail, MetroBus, and/or Tri-Rail. Other park-and-ride lots 
not associated with public transit are used to assist in carpooling on I-95 and Florida's 
Turnpike. Figure 2 shows the 2005 park-and-ride facilities in Miami-Dade County, 
Florida. 
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Existing Park and Ride Facilities 
Figure 2 Legend 
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Data Collection 
Field data was collected in order to detennine the perfonnance level of each park-and­
ride facility. In FDOT District 6, park-and-ride facility inventories are conducted on an 
annual basis. The infonnation needed to evaluate existing park-and-ride lots for this 
study included: 

• Number of short-term, long-tenn, and handicapped spaces (identified during 2005 
annual park-and-ride facility inspections) 

• Number of parked vehicles in short-term, long-term, and handicapped spaces 
(facility inspections) 

• Number of illegally parked vehicles (facility inspections) 
• Pavement condition inventory (facility inspections) 
• Traffic control device inventory (facility inspections) 
• Number and types of complaints from applicable agencies 
• Number and types of accidents related to the park-and-ride facility from 

applicable agencies 
• Inventory of land use on prope1ty adjacent to the site (field survey) 
• Accessibility of facility to transit (field survey) 

Ocwpancy counts were conducted at each park-and-ride facihty in order to detennine the 
level of utilization. The number of occupied spaces divided by the total number of 
parking spaces determined the level of utilization for each lot. Also, an inventory of 
illegally parked vehicles was collected and included in the total number of occupied 
spaces. 

The pavement condition at each park-and-ride facility was observed in order to identify 
any facilities that needed maintenance. Raises, holes, and cracks in the pavement were 
noted at this time. Additionally, any faded striping was also identified. 

Traffic control devices were inventoried in order to detennine accessibility to each park­
and-ride facility. The evaluation also included an inventory of traffic control devices 
adjacent to the site that have an impact on site access. 

Complaints and accident data was collected for each facility as a way of identifying 
potential issues and problems occurring at a particular site. This infonnation was 
collected from county public works, county and city traffic engineers, public offices, and 
county or city police departments. 

Land uses adjacent to the park-and-ride facilities were identified up to 1,000 ft. away. 
Land use was classified as residential, commercial, industrial, or public uses. This 
infonnation was acquired during the 2005 annual park-and-ride facility inspection. 

Transit services were identified in order to determine the types of transportation available 
at each facility. The types of transit services offered in Miami-Dade include: 
local/express bus service (MetroBus), Metrorail, Metromover, and Tri-Rail. Bike racks, 
the number of bikes, and pedesttian access were also evaluated. 
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ln order to identify specific issues and to provide an overall project record of the 
conditions at the time of inspection, color photographs were taken of each facility. 

Evaluation 
Existing park-and-ride facilities were evaluated according to the State Park-and-Ride Lot 
Program Planning Manual, April 2001 (Planning Manual). The evaluation process was 
broken into two components: operating deficiencies and lot utilization. Performance 
evaluation criteria as identified in the Planning Manual were applied once the primary 
data was collected. 

Operating Deficiencies 
Once the park-and-ride evaluations were completed, critical operating deficiencies since 
2002 were identified. Critical operating deficiencies include security, pavement, traffic 
control device maintenance, accidents, poor circulation, and illegal parking related issues. 
Facilities that have a c1itical operating deficiency should have each issue corrected as 
soon as possible. Inforrnation regarding operating deficiencies was acquired during the 
annual park-and-ride lot field inspections. Table 1 shows the performance evaluation 
ctiteria recommended in the Planning Manual for the identification of operating 
deficiencies and potential corrective actions. 

Table 1 
Performance Evaluation Criteria - Operating Deficiencies 
Performance 
Measure Suggested Operating Standard Potential Corrective Actions 

Complaints Number based on nature of Based on nature of 

Accidents/traffic 
safety 

complaints 

>1 per year 

Pavement conditions Unsatisfactory 

Signing conditions Unsatisfactory 

Illegal parkers >3 per month 

Security > 1 incident per year 

Source: State Park and Ride Lot Program Planning f.Aanual (2001) 

Complaints 

complaints 

Traffic engineering measures 

Patch, repave or reconstruct 

Replace, add new signs 

Increase enforcement 

Increase enforcement 

No complaints were noted regarding the park-and-ride system. 

Accidenl'!/traffic safety 
No accidents/traffic safety issues were noted regarding the park-and-ride system. 
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Unsatisfactory Pavement Conditions 
Environmental conditions have caused pavement markings to fade at select park-and-ride 
facilities. The following lots need to be re-striped: 

• Brownsville Metrorail Station 
• Coconut Grove Metrorail Station 
• Culmer ,\1etrorail Station 
• Earlington Heights Metrorail Station 
• Hialeah Tri-Rail Metrorail Station 
• Northside Metrorail Station 
• Okeechobee Metrorail Station 

Unsatisfactory Signage Conditions 
The following facilities need signs due to lack of proper signage, or existing signs have 
faded overtime: 

• Allapattah Metrorail Station (need ADA signs) 
• Brownsville Metrorail Station (need pedestrian signs & signs are faded) 
• Culmer Metrorail Station (no park-and-ride signs) 
• C10lden Glades Lot A (need ADA signs) 
• Hialeah Metrorail Station (need Stroller and ADA signs) 
• Northside Metrorail Station (ADA signs faded) 
• Okeechobee Metrorail Station (need ADA signs) 

Illegal Parking I Security Issues 
Illegal parking was found at a few park-and-ride facilities during the 2005 Annual Park­
and-Ride Inspection. The Hialeah Tri-RailfMetrorail Station has had illegally parked cars 
at this facility for the past two years due to a lack of general parking spaces. 

• Hialeah Tri-RailfMetrorail Station- 4 Illegally parked cars, 2005 lnspection (6 
Illegally parked cars, 2004 lnspection) 

• Quail Roost Park-and-Ride Lot - Dump truck abandoned in the lot, 2005 
Inspection 

• South Miami Metrorail Station - Boat with Trailer taking up two spaces, 2005 
Inspection 

Overall, the park-and-ride facilities in Miami-Dade County have very few security issues. 
Two park-and-ride lots in particular have had reported incidents within the past two 
years: SW 152nd Street and SW 168!!J Street park-and-ride lots. In 2003, the SW 152nd 
Street park-and-ride lot had two incidents of crime and two incidents of non-crimes 1. 

Only one incident of crime occurred in 2004, which is a decrease from the previous year. 
The number of non-crimes remained at two. In 2003, one incident of crime and three 
incidents of non-crimes were reported at the SW l 681

h Street park-and-ride lot In 2004, 
the number of crimes at the SW 168!!J Street park-and-ride lot increased to six and the 
number of non-crimes decreased to two. 

1 Non~crime incidents are accidents or injuries in \Vhich no criminal activity was involved. 
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General Maintenance 
In addition to the criteria identified in the Planning Manual, there are several lots that 
require general maintenance to improve the overall look and performance of the lot. 
Based on the 2005 Annual Park-and-Ride Inspection, the following park-and-ride lots 
require general maintenance: 

• Brownsville Metrorail Station (maintenance of landscaping, remove dumpster in 
lot) 

• Coconut Grove Metrorail Station (garbage containers blocking parking spaces) 
• Culmer Metrorail Station (remove dumpster in lot) 
• Hialeah Metrorail Station (raised pavement in lot, cars drive though pedestrian 

walkway) 
• Okeechobee Metrorail Station (dumpster and debris taking up parking spaces) 
• South Miami Metrorail Station (boat and debris are taking up spaces) 

Existing Lot Utilization 
Each park-and-ride facility was classified into one of the following categories based on 
the percent of occupied parking spaces: 

• Unsatisfactory Operation (Underutilized)- Park-and-ride facilities that operate at 
an unsatisfactory (<IO'J'o occupancy) level have two possible actions: close the 
site and hold for future use, or dispose of the prope11y. Closing a facility is based 
on two factors: inability to implement corrective action at a facility and 
availability to provide alternative parking for existing users. 

• Marginal Operation -Facilities that operate marginally (10% to 60% occupancy) 
can be improved with the addition of amenities or increased transit service. 
Actions that can improve conditions at a park-and-ride facility include: 

• New or increased in transit service 
• Access improvements 
• Increased security 
• Construction of transit amenities (bus stops or shelters) 
• Improved promotion 

• Satisfactory Operation - Facilities are operating at a level (60% to 80% 
occupancy) that requires no corrective action to increase usage. 

• Over-Utilization - Facilities that are over-utilized(> 80% occupancy) could 
discourage possible park-and-ride participants. Raising parking rates or 
relocating customers to nearby facilities are a couple of ways to remedy the over­
utilization of a park-and-ride facility. Another way to remedy this issue is to 
expand an existing facility, or construct a new facility, however this may be 
costly. 

Annual Park-and-Ride Facility Inspections since 2002 were reviewed in order to 
understand the facility conditions and occupancy trends for the Miami-Dade County 
Park-and-Ride System. The current park-and-ride system consists of more than 10,000 
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parking spaces split among thirty-two (32) park-and-ride facilities (5 parking garages and 
27 surface lots). At the time of the 2005 Park-and-Ride Inventory, the S\V z44th St Park­
and-Ride Lot was under construction; therefore not included in this inventory. The four­
year occupancy average for all 32 facilities is 67%. 

Each facility was assessed according to criteria outlined in Table 2 and classified into 
one of four categories related to utilization. Table 3 shows the occupancy count and 
facility assessment for the 2005 Annual Park-and-Ride Facility Inventory. Additionally, 
the average space count, average occupancy, and average percent occupancy between 
2002 and 2005 are also shown in Table 3. 

Table2 
Performance Evaluation Criteria - Lot Utilization 

Performance 
Assessment Measure Suggested Operating Standard Potential Corrective Actions 

Unsatisfactory Parked vehicles 
operation Percent utilization 

Marginal Parked veh•c!es 
operation Percent utilization 

Satisfactory operation Parked vehicles 
Percent utilization 

Over-utilized Percent utilization 
Facility size 

<10 vehicles Close 
<10 percent Dispose 

10-20 vehic~es Added transit service Transit 
1 0-60 percent amenities 

Added promotion 
Improve access 
Improve security 

>20 vehicles None Needed 
60-80 percent 

>80 percent 
>30 spaces 

Modify geometrics, striping 
Expand 
Construct new site 

Source: Stare Park and Aid!iJ Lot Program Pt-;;nm;7g Manu-;;i (2GG1; 
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Table 3 
Occupancy Summary by Facility 

2005 Count Averaoe (02-05! 
Station Name General Spaces Percent Facility General Spaces Percent 

Soaces1 Occupied Occupied Assessment
2 Soaces Occuoied Occuoied 

Metrorail Stations 
Allapattah Metrorail Station 67 23 
Brownsville Metrorail Station 430 10 
Coconut Grove Metrorail Station 194 91 
Culmer Metrorail Station 28 8 
Dadeland North Metrorail Station 2100 2098 
Oadeland South Metrorail Station 1100 1098 
Douglas Road Metrorail Station 191 191 
Dr. M.L. King Jr. Metrorail Station 59 34 
Earlington Heights Metrorail Station 95 42 
Hialeah Tri-Rail Metrorail Station3 37 41 
Hialeah Metrorail Station 220 125 
Northside Metrorail Station 282 162 
Okeechobee Metrorail Station 1137 817 
Overtown/Arena Metrorail Station

4 
NIA NIA 

Palmetto Metrorail Station 678 164 
Santa Clara Metrorail Station5 

NIA NIA 
South Miami Metrorail Station 1800 1135 
University Metrorail Station 188 134 
Vizcaya Metrorail Station 116 77 

Sub Total 8722 6250 
Tri-Rail Stations 

Hialeah Market Tri-Rail Station 67 12 
Miami Airport Tri-Rail Station 163 116 
Ooa-Locka Tri-Rail Station 64 21 

Sub Total 294 149 
Turnpike Park-and-Ride Lots 

Coral Reef Turnpike Park & Ride Lot 92 23 
Quail Roost Turnpike Park & Ride Lot6 NIA NIA 
South Dade Gov'! Cir. Turnpike Park & Ride Lot6 NIA NIA 
120 St. Turnoike Park & Ride lot 11 D 

Sub Total 103 23 
SR-874 Park-and-Ride Lots 

Kendall SR 874 Park & Ride Lot6 NIA NIA 
Sunset SR 874 Park & Ride Lot6 NIA NIA 

Sub Total 0 D 
Busway Park-and-Ride Lots 

168 St. Busway Park & Ride Lot 140 140 
152 St. Buswav Park & Ride Lot 121 121 

Sub Total 261 261 
1-95 Park-and-Ride Lots 

Golden Glades Tri-Rail Station Lot A 1036 711 

Golden Glades 1-95 Lot 8
7 

NIA NIA 
Sub Total 1036 711 

Total 10416 7394 
Stroller and HDCP spaces are not included m general spaces 

'Facility Assessment was delermined by the percent occupied in lhe 2005 Annual Inspection 

'Ai:ldilional vehicles are illegally parked in lhe lot due to lack o! general spaces 

'Facility closed during t~e 2005 Annual Inspection - based analysfs on average 1nslead 

5Facility will no longer pro'lide parking al this location (per guard- 2005 Annual Inspection) 

•Loi is not currently In use bul slill classilied as a park-and-lide IOI 
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22°/o 

NIA 
NIA 
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100% 
100°/o 
100% 

69°/o 

NIA 
69o/o 
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1Facility Is closed and is currently being used as storage space !or !he 1-95 sound wall consln.ict1on project 

Marginal 68 13 
Unsatisfactory 430 12 

Marginal 198 86 
Marginal 28 4 

Over-utilized 2100 2015 
Over-utilized 1105 1056 
Over-utilized 200 161 

Marginal 59 34 
Marginal 95 43 

Over-utilized2 40 42 
Marginal 271 111 
Marginal 286 158 

Satisfactory 1213 704 
Under Const.

4 
61 50 

Marginal 683 150 
Lot Closed5 129 52 
Satisfactory 1800 1024 
Satisfactory 181 153 
Satisfactory 100 48 

8549 5772 

Marginal 67 9 
Satisfactory 212 93 

Marainal 66 25 
345 126 

Marginal 95 26 
Inactive~ NIA NIA 
lnactive6 NIA NIA 

Unsatistactorv 11 D 
98 26 

lnactivee NIA NIA 
lnactive5 NIA NIA 

0 0 

Over-utilized 142 125 
Over-utilized 103 105 

210 199 

Satisfactory 1061 709 
Const. Storaae7 NIA NIA 

1061 709 
10262 6832 

The following park-and-ride facilities are classified as Unsatisfactory in operation, 
operating below 10% occupancy: 

• Brownsville Metrorail Station 
• SW 120 St. Turnpike Park & Ride Lot 

The following park-and-ride facilities are classified as Marginal in operation, 10-60 
percent of capacity: 

• Allapattah Metrorail Station 
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44o/o 
14°/o 
96°/o 

96o/o 
83o/o 
58°/o 
46°/o 

105°/o 
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39°/o 
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84'% 
47"/o 
68°/o 

13°/o 
46°/o 
37°/o 
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27°/o 
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NIA 
0°/o 

27°/o 

NIA 
NIA 
0% 

88'% 
103°/o 
95°/o 

67'% 

NIA 
67°/o 
67°/o 
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• Coconut Grove Metrorail Station 

• Culmer Metrorail Station 

• Dr. MLK Jr. Metrorail Station 

• Earlington Heights Metrorail Station 

• Hialeah Metrorail Station 

• Northside Metrorail Station 

• Palmetto Metrorail Station 

• Hialeah Market Tri-Rail Station 

• Opa-Locka Tri-Rail Station 

• Coral Reef Turnpike Park & Ride Lot 

Facilities that are classified as Satisfactory in operation, 60-80 percent occupancy, are 
listed below: 

• Okeechobee Metrorail Station 
• South Miami Metrorail Station 
• University Metrorail Station 
• Vizcaya Metrorail Station 
• Golden Glades Tri-Rail Station Lot A 
• Miami Airport Tri-Rail Station 

The following facilities are classified as Over-utilized, operating at more than 80 percent 
of capacity: 

• Dadeland North Metrorail Station 
• Dadeland South Metrorail Station 
• Douglas Road Metrorail Station 
• Hialeah Tri-Rail Metrorail Station 
• SW 168 St. Busway Park & Ride 
• SW 152 St. Busway Park & Ride 

The following facilities were not assessed because each facility was labeled as inactive, 
closed, or were used as construction storage: 

• Overtown/ Arena Metrorail Station (Under Construction) 
• Santa Clara Metrorail Station (Lot is Closed) 
• Quail Roost Turnpike Park & Ride Lot (Inactive Lot) 
• South Dade Gov't Center Turnpike Park & Ride Lot (Inactive Lot) 
• Kendall SR 874 Park & Ride Lot (Inactive Lot) 
• Sunset SR 874 Park & Ride Lot (Inactive Lot) 
• Golden Glades I-95 Lot B (Construction Storage) 

Park-and-Ride lots classified as Unsatisfactory or Over-utilized present the greatest need 
for improvements. While lots that are classified as Marginal require some attention, 
those classified as Unsatisfactory either require major improvements or disposal. 
Likewise, those that are classified as Over-utilized require further analysis regarding the 
feasibility of expansion or need for an additional lot nearby. 
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Table 4 summarizes the recommended actions for existing park-and-ride lots based on 
the 2005 Annual Park-and-Ride Inspection. 
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Table4 
Recommendations for Operating Deficiencies 

- . 

Brownsville Metrorail Station 

120 St. Turnpike Park & Ride Lot 

Allapattah Metrorail Station 

Coconut Grove Metrorail Station 

Culmer Metrorail Station 

Earlincton Hei hts Metrorail Station 

Hialeah Metrorail Station 

Northdale Metrorail Station 

Palmetto Metrorail Station 

Hialeah Market Tri-Rail Station 

Opa-locka Tri-Rail Station 

Coral Reef Turnpike Park & Ride 

Dadeland South Metrorail Station 
Dou las Road Metrorail Station 

Hialeah Tri-Rail Metrorail Facility 

168 St. Buswa Park & Ride 
152 St. Buswa Park & Ride 
Source: 2005 Annual Parkwand-Ride inspection 

• Replace signage 
• Improve pavement (condi1ion and markings) 
• Replace landscaping 
• Research possibilities for public/private partnership for 

develo men! in vicini of this s1ation 
, romote I 1s ot t roug new s1gnage an notices to 

carpool and vanpool service companies 
................ ~!"" 

• Improve drainage 
• Replace signage 
• Improve pavement (condition and markings) 
• Replace landscaping 
• Improve lighting 
• Research possibilities for public/private partnership for 

develo ment in vicinit of this station 
• Improve signage 
• Improve pavement (condition and markings) 
• Replace landscaping 
• Improve lighting 
• Promote this station through special events in Coconut 

Grove 
• Research possibilities for public/private partnership for 

develo ment in vicini of this station 
• Improve signage 
• Improve pavement (condition and markings) 
• Improve lighting 
• Research possibilities for public/private partnership for 

develo ment in vicini of this station 

• Improve pavement (condition and markings) 
• Improve si na e 
• Improve pavement (condition and markings) 
• Improve signage 
• Research possibilities for public/private partnership for 

develo ment in vicini of this station 

• Improve pavement (condition and markings) 
• Im rove si na e 
• Consider public restrooms for this facility 
• Provide bus route schedule information 
• Promote this lot with carpool/vanpool groups 
• Implement measure to reduce cuMhru traffic 
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TASK Two: NEW LOCATION SITE STUDIES 
The identification of potential park-and-ride locations was based on a three step process: 

• Area Identification 
• Site Identification 
• Lot Demand Estimation 

Each step is described in detail in the following sections. 

Area Identification 
The first step in the site selection process was to identify areas suitable for park-and-ride 
lots. The methodology outlined in the Planning Manual was used to guide the area 
identification process. Four general evaluation criteria were used to identify possible 
area locations: 

• Existing premium transit service and park-and-ride lots 
• Committed premium transit service improvements 
• 2030 Population density 
• 2030 Roadway level-of-service (LOS) 

Existing express bus routes, MAX routes, and the Busway were used to identify areas 
that would be suitable for park-and-ride development. The areas served by the following 
premium routes were considered for potential park-and-ride development: 

• 27'h A venue MAX 

• Bird Road MAX 

• Biscayne MAX 

• BuswayMAX 

• Card Sound Express 

• Coral Reef MAX 

• Coral Way MAX 

• Dade/Monroe Express 

• Flagler MAX 

• Ludlam MAX 

• Saga Bay MAX 

The location of the 32 existing park-and-ride locations and extent of use were also 
considered. 

Transit plans were reviewed to identify planned future rail, Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) and 
premium bus service expansions (including express bus service, MAX routes, and the 
Busway). The following transit plans were reviewed: 

• People's Transportation Plan (2002) 
• Transportation Improvement Program (2004) 
• Transit Development Program (2004) 
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Based on the review, the following corridors were identified as suitable for future park­
and-ride development: 

• Miami Intennodal Center to Earlington Heights Metrorail Station 
• Baylink 
• Kendall Corridor 
• Northeast Conidor 
• Douglas Road Corridor 
• Rail Extension to Florida City 
• North Conidor 
• East-West Corridor (Segment I and 2) 
• 7 Avenue MAX (2006) 
• Beach MAX (2006) 
• Red Road MAX (2006) 
• 79 Street MAX (2005) 
• 80 Street MAX (2007) 
• 96 Street MAX (2007) 
• Western Express (2007) 

In addition to existing and future transit service, 2030 population density and roadway 
LOS were also analyzed. Areas with a high population density (defined as a minimum of 
2,000 dwelling units within 2 miles of lot) combined with a poor LOS (defined as an 
LOSE or worse) were also identified as potential park-and-ride areas and considered for 
further analysis. 

The list of areas identified based on transit service, population and LOS was provided to 
the Steering Committee for review and input. Several additional areas were added to the 
list for further analysis based on local knowledge. A total of 55 areas were identified for 
future analysis. Figures 3 - 5 depict the final selected park-and-ride areas within Miami­
Dade County and the Upper and Middle Keys. Tables 5 - 7 identify the general 
boundary for each area. 

18 



FOOT District 6 - Park and Ride Plan 
Area Identification: Northern Miami-Dade County 
Figure 3 
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Area Identification: Southern Miami-Dade County 
Figure 4 
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Area Identification: Upper and Middle Keys 
Figure 5 
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Table 5 
Potential Areas in Northern Miami-Dade County 

Area ID 
Area Boundary 

North South East West 
1 Seaboard Coast Line RR SW 160th St Seaboard Coast Line RR Black Creek Canal 
2 SW 128th St SW 139th Terr./Canal SW 83rd Ave SW 92nd Ave 
3 N Kendall Dr/SW 133rd Ave/SW 82nd St SW 104th St SW 127th Ave SW 142nd Ave/SW 137th Ave 
4 SW 104th St SW 124th St SW 77th Ave SW 87th Ave 
5 Coral Wav SW 47th St SW 107th Ave SW 127th Ave 
6 SW 18th St SW 42nd St SW 132nd Ave SW 142nd Ave 
7 W Flagler St SW 24th St SW 107th Ave SW 122nd Ave 
8 Dolohin Exov W Flaaler St NW 87th Ave NW 97th Ave 
9 Coral Wav SW 48th SVS Dade Exov/SW 56th St Canal/SW 72nd Ave SW 82nd Ave 
10 NW 12th St Northwest Blvcl/NW 7th St NW 72nd Ave NW 79th Ave 
11 Northwest Blvcl/NW 7th St SW 8th St Tamiami Canal Rd SW 79th Ave 
12 Coral Way N Waterway Dr Alhambra Ct SW 63rd Ave 
13 NW 7th St SW 8th St NW 49th Ave SW 61st Ave 
14 SW 16th St Bird Rd/S Dixie Hwv SW 32nd Ave SW 42nd Ave 
15 NW 7th St SW 8th St SW 32nd Ave SW 42nd Ave 
16 NW 3rd St SW 8th St NW 6th Ave SW 12th Ave 
17 11th St 5th St Ocean Dr Alton Rd 
t8 W 44th St W 34th St Collins Ave Prairie Ave 
19 Balfour Dr 94th St Collins Ave Bal Bav Dr 
20 172nd St Sunnv Isles Blvd Collins Ave N Bay Rd 
21 NE 172ndSt NE 151stSt Biscayne Blvd NE 15th Ave 
22 NE 135th St NE 121st St NE 10th Ave Griffin Blvd 
23 NW 127th Ave NW 111th St NW 2nd Ave NW 10th Ave 
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Table 5 (continued) 
Potential Areas in Northern Miami-Dade County 

Area ID 
Area Boundarv 

North South East West 
24 NW 103rd St NW 95th St NW 2nd Ave NW 10th Ave 
25 Canal NW 71st St N Miami Ave NW 10th Ave 
26 NW 46th St NW 36th St 1-95 John Henrv Peavv Jr Ave 
27 NE 46th St NE 29th St Biscavne Bay NE 2nd Ave 
28 1/4 mile North of NW 74th St 114 mile South of NW 7 4!h St NW 112th Ave NW 122nd Ave 
29 W 29th St Bluebird Ave W 8th Ave W 12th Ave 
30 Canal W 44th Pl/W 44th St Palm Ave W 8th Ave 
31 W 68th St W 56th St/NW 103rd St W 16th Ave W 24th Ave 
32 141st St NW 131stSt NW 22nd Ave NW 32ndAve 
33 NW 142nd St W 77th St W 2nd Ct/Opa-Locka Airport W 8th Ave 
34 Miami Lakewav S W 76th St W 8th Ave W 16th Ave 
35 NW 146\h St W 68th St W 16th Ave W 24th Ave 
36 Miami Lakes Dr W W 76th St NW 87th Ave NW 97th Ave 
37 NW 202nd St NW 170th St NW 87th Ave NW 97th Ave 
38 Miami Gardens Dr NW 68th Ave Mediterranean Ave NW 68th Ave 
39 NW 191stSt NW 173rd Dr NW 52nd Ave NW 62ndAve 
40 NW 207th St NW 191 st SVNW 196th Ln NW 24th Ave/NW 26th Ave NW 37!h Ave/NW 32nd Ave 
41 NE 135th St NE 105th St N Bayshore Dr/Biscayne Bay Florida East Coast RR 
42 79th St 67th St Atlantic Ocean Dickens Ave/SW 162 Ave 
53 SW 16th Avenue SW 32nd Avenue SW 87th Avenue Flaaler Street 
54 114 North of 74th St 1/4 mile South of 74th St NW 97th Ave NW 107th Ave 
55 112 mile North of SR-836 Ext. 1 /2 mile South of SR-836 Ext. 112 mile E of SW 137th St. 112 mile W of SW 137th St. 
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Table 6 
Potential Areas In Southern Miami-Dade County 

Area ID 
Area Boundarv 

North South East West 
43 Old Cutler Rd. SW 212th St SW 85th Ave SW 87th Ave 
44 SW 182nd Terrace SW 188th St SW 83rd Ave SW 92ndAve 
45 Canal SW 220lh St Allapatlah Rd SW 120lh Ave 
46 SW 240lh St SW 256th St FL Tumoike/SW 107th Ave SW 117th Ave 
47 Camobell Dr NE 11th St Canal Kinaman Rd SW 162ndAve 
48 US HWY 1/Card Sound Rd SW 364th St Card Sound Rd I ie Hwv 
52 SW 248th Street SW 196th Street 1-mile east of S Dixie Hwv 1-mile west of S Dixie Hwv 

Table 7 
Potential Areas in the Upper and Middle Kevs 

Area ID Area Boundaru 
Key Mile Marker 

49 Kev Larco MM 100to 105 
50 lslamorada MM 80to 85 
51 Marathon Kev lnear the Airoortl MM 50to 55 
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Site Selection 
The second step site selection process was to identify specific site locations within the 
areas identified in the previous step. An inventory of candidate sites was created through 
aerial photography, field reconnaissance and the help of local officials. Properties such 
as vacant lots, churches, easements and civic centers that are not utilized during peak 
business hours were considered as potential park-and-ride sites. In some cases, suitable 
lot locations could not be found within the areas identified. Of the 55 areas identified in 
step 1, 25 areas were eliminated because a suitable parcel was not available for park-and­
ride use. Out of the remaining 30 areas, 61 specific site locations were identified. 

Each potential lot was rated and ranked based on an established set of evaluation criteria. 
The c1iteria identified in the Planning Manual were used as a foundation for the 
evaluation. The criteria were modified slightly based on the availability of data and 
recommendations from the Steering Committee. Each of the 61 potential park-and-ride 
sites was evaluated based on following criteria: 

• Location Considerations 
o Traffic Volumes 
o Premium Transit Service 
o Proximity to a Traffic Bottleneck 
o Site Visibility 
o Accessibility 
o Proximity to other Park-and-Ride Facilities 
o Commuter Driving Distance 
o Bicycle Access 

• Site Considerations 
o Impact to Local Community 
o Potential for Site Expansion 
o Availability of Adjacent On-Street Parking 
o Security 

• Economic Considerations 
o Land Cost 
o Ease of Acquisition 
o Development Cost -

Each criterion was assigned 4, 7, or 10 points depending on how well the site met the 
criterion, with IO being the most desirable rating. A detailed description of each criterion 
is provided in Appendix A. In addition, each criterion was assigned a weight by the 
Steering Committee based on their relative importance. Table 8 depicts the final criteria, 
associated point scale and weight used in the site evaluation process. 
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Table 8 
Point System for Site Selection 

Criteria 

7 Within 1 /2 mile of site 15% 
4 Within 1 mile of site 

Premium Transit 10 Along a transit line 
Service 7 Within 1/4 mile of a transit line 10% 
Potential 4 Within 1/2 mile of a transit line 
Outside 10 Within 1/2 mile 
Major 7 Within one mile 5o/o 
Bottleneck 4 Within two miles 

10 Clearly Visible 
Visibility of Si1e 7 Partially Visible 7°/o 

4 Not Visible 
Access to the 10 Excellent (on a major arterial) 
Park-and-Ride 7 Good Uust off a major arterial) 12% 
Facilit 4 Fair on local residential roads 
Other Park- 10 No Competition 
and-Ride 7 Possible Competition 3°/o 
Com etition 4 Definite Com etition 
Commuter 10 1-3 miles 
Driving Distance 7 4-5 miles 5°/o 
to Lot 4 7-10 miles 

Bike Route 
10 Bike Route at Site 

Access 
Bike Route Within 1 mile 4o/o 

Impact on 7 Some 301o 
Local Comm. 4 Serious 
Site 10 Excellent 
Expansion 7 Good 3% 
Potential 4 Fair 
Parking 10 No Parking Available 
Capacity 7 Some Parking Available 1 o/o 
Ad". Streets 4 Considerable Available 

10. No need for added security 
Parking Security 7 Fence and Gate Needed 6°/o 

4 Attendant Needed 

Land Cost 7 Medium Cost 10% 
4 Hi h Cost 

Ease of 10 Shared Use 
Land 7 Public Use 8°/o 
Ac uisition 4 Private Use 

Development 10 Existing Developed Site 
7 Minimal Cost 8°/o 

Cost 
4 Substantial Cost 
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Each lot was evaluated based on the above criteria and the weighted score was calculated 
for each site. The highest score a site could receive was a 10, indicating the most suitable 
site for a park-and-ride facility. A draft ranked list based on results of the technical 
evaluation of 60 potential sites was sent to the Steering Committee for review and 
comment. Based on the Steering Committee comments, a final list of sites for further 
analysis was created, including an additional site at Tropical Park. Table 9 identifies the 
25 sites chosen for further analysis based on the recommendations by the Steering 
Committee, including three sites located in Upper and Middle Keys. The location of each 
site is depicted in Figures 6 - 8. Appendix B shows the rating for each potential park­
and-ride site. 

Table 9 
PnR Sites 

Area ID 

41 
21 
21 
27 
42 
39 
38 
37 
55 
11 

9 
53 
8 
7 
7 
5 
6 
6 
1 

45 
52 
52 
51 
50 
49 

Site ID 

40 
19 
18 
22 
41 
34 
32 
31 
60 
13 
61 
58 
12 
8 

11 
3 
5 
6 
1 

43 
54 
53 
52 
51 
50 

Location 

Biscavne Blvd & NE 107 St NW Quad) 
Biscayne Blvd & NE 143 St NE Quad) 
Biscayne Blvd & NE 163 St NE Quad) 
Biscayne Blvd & NE 38 St NW Quad) 
Collins Ave & 72 St (NW Quad) 
NW 57 Ave & Miami Gardens Dr (SW Quad) 
NW 67 Ave & NW 188 St NE Quad) 
NW 87 Ave & NW 186 St NE Quad) 
NW 137 Ave & NW 6 St (NW Quad) 
SR-826 & Flaqler St (NW Quad) 

SW 82 Ave & SW 40 St/Bird Rd (SE Quad) 
SW 87 Ave & SW 24 St (SE Quad) 
SW 99 Ct & Flagler St (SE Quad) 
SW 107 Ave & Flaqler St SW Quad) 
SW 114 Ave & SW 24 St NW Quad) 
SW 114 Ave & SW 40 St NW Quad) 
SW 137 Ave & SW 26 St NW Quad) 
SW 137 Ave & SW 42 St NE Quad) 
SW 137 Ave & SW 160 St (SW Quad) 
US-1 & SW 216 St (NW Quad) 
US-1 & SW 264 St (NW Quad) 
US-t & SW 280 St (NW Quad) 
US-1 & 95 St. (Marathon Airport) 
US-1 & Founders Park Dr. 
US-1 & Atlantic Blvd (Waldorf Plaza) 

1County owned park site. Steering Committee determined no need for site score 

Site 
Score 
9.89 
9.63 
8.61 
7.94 
9.11 
9.32 
8.31 
9.21 
8.40 
9.21 
N/A1 

9.89 
9.21 
9.66 
7.43 
9.47 
9.21 
8.91 
8.76 
5.97 
6.16 
6.19 
7.67 
7.53 
7.75 
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Park and Ride Sites: Northern Miami-Dade County 
Figure 6 
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Park and Ride Sites: Southern Miami .. Oade County 
Figure 7 
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Park and Ride Sites: Upper and Middle Keys 
Figure 8 
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Demand and Facility Size Estimation 
The final step in the site selection process was to calculate demand for each of the 25 
sites identified in step 2. Each site was classified as Urban Corridor or Urban Fringe 
based on the criteria established in the Planning Manual and outlined in Table 10. All 
but four of the potential park-and-ride sites were classified as Urban Corridor. The three 
sites located in the Upper and Middle Keys and one site located in area 55 in Miami­
Dade County were classified as Urban Fringe facilities. Two methodologies were used to 
calculate demand based on the lot classification. 

Table 10 
Lot Type Criteria for PnR Facilities 
Lot Type Criteria Standards 

Corridor Level-of-service Level-of-Service E or worse 
Urban Corridor Trame 50,000 ADT (based on 100-space facility) 
Corridor Service Area Dwelling Units >2,000 dwelling units within 2 miles of lot 

Distance from Employment Center >10 miles 
Access corridor to urban area Arterial with 4 lanes or greater 

Urban Employment concentrations > 10,000 employees per employment center 
Fringe Location within urban area Vicinity of urban area boundary 

Vicinity of shoopina centers > 314 mile from commute route 
Sot.tree: State Park and Ride Lot Program Pfanning Manual (2001) 

Lot demand estimation was calculated for 2030 conditions. The required data for sites 
located in Miami-Dade County were extracted from the 2030 Miami-Dade Transportation 
Planning Model (MTPM). 2030 conditions for sites located in the Upper and Middle 
Keys were extrapolated from applicable existing data. 

Urban Fringe Facilities 
A total of four park-and-ride facilities were classified as urban fringe. One park-and-ride 
facility in Miami-Dade County, located in area 55 (depicted on Figure 3) was classified 
as urban fringe. This facility is not associated with any existing or planned transit 
improvements. Projected traffic volumes from the 2030 :YITPM and appropriate K and D 
factors from the Planning Manual were used to estimate parking demand at this facility. 
An adjustment factor of l .25 was applied to the estimated parking demand to reflect an 
80% occupancy rate, which is the recommended satisfactory occupancy rate in the 
Planning Manual. 

All three park-and-ride facilities identified in the Upper and Middle Keys in Monroe 
County were classified as urban fringe. These facilities are associated with an existing 
transit route (Dade-Monroe Express). Projected 2030 traffic volumes were not available 
for Monroe County therefore existing traffic counts from the 2000 Florida Traffic 
Information CD-ROM were used. The Florida Traffic Information CD-ROM provides 
average annual daily traffic (AADT) counts for locations throughout the state of Florida. 
Average annual daily traffic counts near the park-and-ride sites were extracted and a 
seasonal factor from the Florida Traffic Information CD .. ROM was applied to the counts 
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to reflect peak season traffic. Along with the seasonal traffic counts, associated K and D 
Factors from the Florida Traffic Information CD-ROM near each park-and-ride facility 
were used to estimate 2030 demand. A growth factor based on the increase in dwelling 
units was applied to the 2000 demand estimates to project demand to 2030. The future 
projected number of dwelling unites was not available for Monroe County. 1990 and 
2000 census data was used to calculate the percent growth in dwelling units between 
1990 and 2000 and then extrapolated to the year 2030. To check the reasonableness of 
the growth factor, the growth in dwelling units between 2000 and 2030 from the MTPM 
was also calculated. Projected growth was similar for both counties and a factor of 29% 
was applied to the 2000 estimates to calculate 2030 demand. An adjustment to reflect an 
80% occupancy rate was also added. 

Table 11 shows the demand estimation and number of acres needed to accommodate the 
projected demand for the four park-and-ride sites classified as urban fringe facilities. 

Table 11 
Urban Fringe Demand Estimation 

Site 2030 
Area ID ID Location 

Demand 
55 60 NW 137th Ave. and NW 6th St. 149 
49 50 Atlantic Blvd. and US-1 (Waldorf Plaza) 30 
50 51 Founders Park Dr. and US-1 27 
51 52 95th St. and US-1 (Marathon Airport) 27 

1 Factor of 1.25 (Planning Manual) applied to 2030 demand to achieve an 80°/o occupancy rate 
2300 sq. ft. per space (Planning Manual) 

Urban Corridor Facilities 

At80% Acres 

Occ.1 Needed' 
187 1.29 
38 0.26 
34 0.23 
34 0.23 

Demand estimation for the remaining 21 selected sites classified as urban corridor 
facilities was calculated using the 2030 MTPM. Projected transit boardings at each park­
and-ride site were extracted from the model. Ridership results were reviewed to ensure 
that projections were reasonable. To determine park-and-ride demand, mode choice 
splits were applied to estimate transit riders that access transit using an automobile versus 
those that walk to the transit stop. Sixty-nine percent (69%) of all transit riders walk to 
the park-and-ride lot and board transit while the remaining 31 % access transit via private 
automobile. Auto access is furthe~ divided into park-and-ride and kiss-and-ride users. 
Seventy-four percent (74%) of auto access users park their vehicles while 26% are 
dropped off. The number of park-and-ride spaces for each lot was estimated by applying 
percent auto access to total ridership and then applying the percent park-and-ride to the 
auto access results. 

In addition to those that park-n-ride, spaces required for kiss-n-ride users must also be 
considered. The Planning Manual recommends that a 10% factor be applied to the total 
number of park-and-ride spaces in order to estimate the number of spaces required to 
accommodate kiss-and-ride users. This default value was used over the KnR split 
identified in the 2030 MTPM because not all kiss-and-ride users will access that lot at the 
same time. 
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Finally, as with Urban Fringe lots, the Planning Manual recommends that new park-and­
ride facilities should maintain an occupancy rate of 80%, therefore, a factor of 1.25 was 
applied to the total number of park-and-ride spaces required. 

Table 12 shows the results of the MTPM mode splits and the total demand at each park­
and-ride facility. 
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Table 12 
Urban Corridor Demand Estimation 

Area Site 
Boardings 

ResultingPnR 80% 
KnR3 Total Spaces 

ID ID 
Location 

Spaces1 Occupancy" Needed4 

41 40 Biscavne Blvd & NE 107 St (NW Quad) 56 13 16 1 17 
21 19 Bisoavne Blvd & NE 143 St (NE Quad 18 4 5 0 5 
21 18 Biscavne Blvd & NE 163 St INE Quad 85 19 24 2 26 
27 22 Biscayne Blvd & NE 38 St (NW Quad 14 3 4 0 4 
42 41 Collins Ave & 72 St NW Quad 538 124 155 12 167 
39 34 NW 57 Ave & Miami Gardens Dr (SW Quad) 276 64 80 6 86 
38 32 NW 67 Ave & NW 188 St NE Quad) 155 36 45 4 49 
37 31 NW 87 Ave & NW 186 St rNE Quadl 159 36 45 4 49 
11 13 SR-826 & Flaoler Sf (NW Quad) 84 19 24 2 26 
9 61 SW 82 Ave & SW 40 StJBird Rd rSE Quadl 32 7 9 1 10 
53 58 SW 87 Ave & SW 24 St (SE Quad) 246 56 70 6 76 
8 12 SW 99 Ct & Flaaler St ISE Quadl 141 33 41 3 44 
7 8 SW 107 Ave & Flaq !er St SW Quad) 282 64 80 6 86 
7 11 SW 114 Ave & SW 24 St NW Quad 308 70 88 7 95 
5 3 SW 114Ave&SW40St NW Quad 45 10 13 1 14 
6 5 SW 137 Ave & SW 26 St NW Quad 513 118 148 12 160 
6 6 SW 137 Ave & SW 42 St NE Quad 10 2 3 0 3 
1 1 SW 137 Ave & SW 160 St ISW Quadl 198 45 56 5 61 

45 43 US-1 & SW 216 St NW Quad 268 61 76 6 82 
52 54 US-1 & SW 264 St NW Quad 137 31 39 3 42 
52 53 US-1 & SW 280 St NW Quad 220 50 63 5 68 

' PnR spaces calculated based on auto access (31 ()ki) and o/<1 of auto access that dnve and park (74'%) from the 2030 M1am1·Dade l ransportat1on Planning Model 
2PnR spaces adjusted to achieve 80o/o occupancy rate (Planning Manual) 

~KnR based on 1 O'o/<1 of PnR demand (Planning Manual) 
4T otal of PnR Spaces "" BQG/o occupancy .+ KnR Spaces 
5300 sq. tt. per space (Planning Manual) 

Total Si;te 

(Acres)5 

0.12 
0.03 
0.18 
0.03 
1.15 
0.59 
0.34 
0.34 
0.18 
0.07 
0.52 
0.30 
0.59 
0.65 
0.10 
1.10 
0.02 
0.42 
0.56 
0.29 
0.47 
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TASK THREE: IMPACT ASSESSMENTS/ EFFECTIVENESS 
MEASURES 
The construction of a park-and-ride lot has many social and environmental benefits. 
Park-and-ride facilities assist in the reduction of the number of cars on the road, which in 
tum reduces emissions and fuel consumption, and improves travel time through a 
reduction in congestion. The purpose of the impact assessment is to determine the extent 
of benefits from each proposed park-and-ride facility. The results of this section assisted 
in the selection of park-and-ride sites for both short and long term development. 

Methodology 

Miami-Dade County Sites 
An impact assessment of each potential park-and-ride lot was conducted to determine the 
impacts that each facility will have in the Miami-Dade area. The Planning Manual 
identifies seven steps to conduct a lot impact analysis: 

• Step I: Identify major travel paths from the PnR lot to major destination area(s) 
• Step 2: Segmentation of travel paths and computation of segment data 
• Step 3: Before and after average operating speeds for congested road segments 
• Step 4: Estimate annual VMT reduction by major travel path 
• Step 5: Estimate reduction in auto fuel consumption 
• Step 6: Estimate emission reductions 
• Step 7: Calculate travel time savings 

Step 1: Identification of Major Travel Paths - Travel paths from each park-and-ride 
lot to each major destination area were determined using the 2030 MTPM. Major travel 
paths were selected based on the shortest amount of travel time from the park-and-ride lot 
to each destination area. Based on employment, two major destinations were chosen for 
this analysis: Miami International Airport (MIA) and Miami's Central Business District 
(CBD). Even though it is reasonable to assume that users will travel more than one path 
to the destination area, the Planning Manual recommends one route per destination. 

The number of cars traveling to the Miami International Airport or to Miami's Central 
Business District was determined by calculating the proportion of trips from the park­
and-ride lot to each destination area from the 2030 MTPM. This proportion was applied 
to the unadjusted park-and-ride demand number to estimate the number of trips to each 
destination area. 

Step 2: Segmentation of Travel Paths - Travel paths from each park-and-ride lot to 
each destination area were divided into segments based on facility type. Freeways, HOV 
lanes, toll facilities, and on/off ramps were considered freeways. All other roads were 
considered arterials. 

Step 3: Before and After Operating Speeds for Congested Segments - This step 
consisted of developing before and after operating speeds for the segments identified in 
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Step 2. The purpose of this step is to determine if operating speeds will be improved with 
the implementation of a park-and-ride facility. Time and distance were extracted from 
the 2030 MTPM and used to calculate operating speeds in the before and after condition. 
Once the operating speeds were calculated, they were rounded. Based on the information 
from the 2030 MTPM, the park-and-ride facilities had no significant impact on operating 
speeds in the after condition; therefore, the same operating speeds were used for both 
before and after condition. 

Step 4: Estimate Annual VMT Reduction - The annual reduction in vehicle miles of 
travel (VMT) was calculated for each travel path identified in Step 1. The annual 
reduction in VMT is calculated by multiplying the reduction in daily vehicle trips (parked 
vehicles) by the average distance from the park-and-ride lot to the destination area. 
Results were multiplied by an annual factor of 233 for urban corridor lots or 213 for 
urban fringe lots. The total is then multiplied by 2 to reflect total roundtrip travel. 

Step 5: Reduction in Auto Fuel Consumption - Updated auto fuel consumption rates 
from the US EPA and US Department of Energy's 2003 Fuel Efficiency Guide were used 
to calculate the reduction in auto fuel consumption due to park-and-ride lots. The 
average fuel consumption rate for automobiles on freeways and ai1erials is located in 
Table 13. 

The distance from each park-and-ride lot to each destination ai·ea was calculated on a 
segment by segment basis. Segments were determined based on a change in facility type 
from ai1erial to freeway. Auto fuel consumption rates for arterials and freeways were 
applied to each segment. Total reductions for all segments was summed and multi plied 
by the total park-and-ride demand to determine total one way, daily reduction. The total 
was multiplied by 2 to account for roundtrip travel. Finally, the total daily reduction was 
multiplied by an annual factor of 233 for urban corridor lots and 213 for urban fringe lots 
to estimate annual reduction in auto fuel consumption. Transit consumption rates and 
transit volume was not used to calculate the change in fuel consumption because this 
study does not recommend a change in transit service. 

Step 6: Estimation of Emission Reductions - This step estimated emission reductions 
for carbon monoxide (CO), volatile organic compounds (VOC), and nitrogen oxide 
(NOX) at various speeds for automobiles. EPA Mobile Source Emission Factor Model 
(Mobile 6.2) was used to produce emission rates at various speeds for the 2030 design 
year. The emission rates produced from Mobile 6.2 are shown in Table 14. 

Table 13 
2006 Average Auto Fuel Consumption 

Facility gallons/mile 

Arterial 0.0403 

Freeway 0.0537 

Source: US EPA & US Dept. of Energy's 

2006 Fuel Economy Guide 
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Table 14 
2030 Auto Emission Rates (grams/mile) 

::.peea 
co voe NOX (MPH) 

10 7.394 0.639 0.401 

15 6.156 0.492 0.344 

20 5.487 0.418 0.321 

25 5.218 0.381 0.307 

30 5.259 0.355 0.303 

35 5.638 0.338 0.316 

40 6.155 0.327 0.343 

45 6.155 0.327 0.343 

50 6.155 0.327 0.343 

55 6.155 0.327 0.343 

60 6.155 0.327 0.343 

Source: Mobile 6.2, EPA 

Auto emission rates were calculated on a segment by segment basis. The operating 
speeds from each segment were used to determine the emission rates for CO, VOC, and 
NOX. These emission rates were first multiplied to the number of vehicles removed 
from the segment. The emission rates were then multiplied by the segment length. A 
factor of 2 was multiplied to the emission rates to calculate daily savings and then a 
factor of 233 for urban conidor lots and 213 for urban fringe lots was used to convert the 
rates to an annual basis. This annual rate was then divided 907,184 to convert grams to 
US tons. This park-and-ride plan does not include the addition of transit service, 
therefore, increased bus volume was not calculated in this analysis. 

Step 7: Travel Time Savings - Travel time savings were calculated to reflect the 
changes in vehicle-hours of travel (VHT) and person-hours of travel (PHT). These two 
savings are calculated by travel path, meaning from the park-and-ride lot to each 
destination area. The reduction in VHT is calculated by multiplying the number of 
vehicles removed from the travel path by travel time for the travel path. A factor of 2 
was multiplied to the total travel time to calculate daily VHT savings and then a factor of 
233 for urban corridor lots and 213 for urban fringe lots was used to conve11 the time to 
an annual basis. 

The reduction in PHT is calculated by multiplying the number of vehicles removed from 
the travel path by the travel time for the travel path. The travel time is then multiplied by 
a default auto occupancy factor of 1.2 (Planning Manual). A factor of 2 was multiplied to 
the total travel time to calculate daily PHT savings and then a factor of 233 for urban 
corridor lots and 213 for urban fringe lots was used to convert the time to an annual basis. 

The results of the impact assessments for the urban corridors lots are shown in Table 15. 
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Table 15 
Impact Assessment Summary - Annual Savings 

Area Site 
Fuel co vox NOX VHT PHT 

VMT1 Consumption 
ID ID 

Location 
(tons/year)' (tons/year)' (tons/year)3 (hours)4 (hours)5 

(gallons)' 

41 40 Biscavne Blvd & NE 107 St NW QuadJ 65,520 2,861 OA30 
21 19 Blscavne Blvd & NE 143 St NE Quad 23,710 1,071 0.155 
21 18 Blsca.,ne Blvd & NE 163 St NE Quad 122,372 5,605 0.798 
27 22 Blscavne Blvd & NE 38 St INW Quad 7,824 330 0.052 
42 41 Collins Ave & 72 St (NW Quad) 687,853 28.392 4.491 
39 34 NW 57 Ave & Miami Gardens Dr (SW Quad) 479,533 20,366 3.201 
38 32 NW 67 Ave & NW 188 St INE Quad 299,759 12,709 2.004 
37 31 NW 87 Ave & NW 186 St INE Quad 316,731 13,678 2.092 
55 60 NW 137 Ave & NW 6 St fNW Quad 766, 110 32,590 5.079 
11 13 SR-826 & Fla,ler St (NW Quad) 48,366 2,277 0.307 
9 61 SW 82 Ave & SW 40 St!Blrd Rd ISE Quad\ 26,753 1,165 0.175 
53 58 SW 87 Ave & SW 24 St fSE Quad\ 209,663 9,307 1.363 
8 12 SW 99 Ct & Flaoler St ISE Quad\ 123,975 4,488 0.792 
7 8 SW 107 Ave & Flaqler St (SW Quad) 271,342 12,049 1.778 
7 11 SW 114 Ave & SW 24 St !NW Quad) 345,632 15,779 2.238 
5 3 SW 114 Ave & SW 40 St NW Quad) 55,268 2,322 0.369 
6 5 SW 137 Ave & SW 26 St NW Quadl 783,588 35, 126 5.136 
6 6 SW 137 Ave & SW 42 St NE Quad 14,847 642 0.098 
1 1 SW 137 Ave & SW 160 St {SW Quad) 369,687 16, 187 2.448 

45 43 US-1 & SW 216 St NW Quad) 641,924 27,239 4.270 
52 54 US-1 & SW 264 St NW Quad) 412,321 17, 781 2.785 
52 53 US-1 & SW 280 St NW Quad\ 697,369 30.436 4.701 
51 52 US-1 & 95 St. /Marathon Airport) 419,661 22,536 2.847 
50 51 US-1 & Founders Park Dr. 311,368 16,720 2.113 
49 50 US-1 & Atlantic Blvd !Waldorf Plaza\ 451,151 24,227 3.061 

'Vehic'.e Miles of Travel 

:<Average fuel corsufTlption rates from US Environmental Protection Agency a'"ld US DepartfTlen! of Er.ergy's 2006 Fue1 Economy Guide 
32030 Emission rates fror"l EPA Mobile Source Emission Factor Model {Mob:le 6.2} 
4
Vehicle·hours of travel 

-5perso0-hours of travel 

0.024 0.024 1,746 2,095 
0.009 0.009 

~ 0.045 0.045 
0.003 0.003 
0.254 0.252 
0.175 0.179 12,008 14,409 
0.109 0.112 7.437 8,925 
0.116 0.117 8,033 9,639 
0.280 0.284 20,263 24,315 
0.018 0.017 1 279 1,535 
0.010 0.010 657 789 
0.077 0.076 5,168 6,202 
0.046 0.044 3,039 3647 
0.100 0.100 7,097 8,517 
0.128 0.126 9,105 10,926 
0.020 0.021 1,303 1,563 
0.287 0.287 18,970 22,763 
0.005 0006 374 449 
0.135 0.137 8,954 10,745 
0.234 0.239 15,265 18 318 
0.149 0.155 9,592 11,510 
0.253 0.262 16,741 20,090 
0.151 0.159 8,442 10, 130 
0.112 0.118 6,555 7,866 
0.163 0.171 9,558 11,469 
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Monroe County Sites 
Data needed to calculate the site impacts for the Monroe County sites in 2030 were not 
readily available; therefore the following assumptions were made estimate the VMT 
reduction, fuel savings, emission reductions, and VHT and PlIT reductions. 

For the purpose of this assessment three major destination areas were chosen for each of 
the three park-and-ride facilities in Monroe County. The following destinations were 
chosen for each park and ride site: 

l. 95<h Street and US-1 (Marathon) 
a. Big Pine Key 
b. lslamorada 
c. KeyLargo 

2. Founders Park Drive and US-1 (lslamorada) 
a. Marathon 
b. KeyLargo 
c. Florida City 

3. Atlantic Blvd. and US-I (Key Largo) 
a. Marathon 
b. Is 1 amorada 
c. Florida City 

Once the destination areas were dete1mined for each site, the parking demand at each 
facility was divided among the destination areas. Using the 2000 Census Bureau, 
employment data from each destination area was acquired. The total number of 
employees within the 3 areas was summed to calculate the percent of employees within 
each area. These percents were applied to the park-and-ride demand to divide the 
demand among the three destination areas. 

Mileage from each park-and-ride lot to each destination area was acquired from 
Mapquest.com. The park-and-ride lot to the geographical center of each city (destination 
area) was used to estimate mileage. Operating speeds were calculated by taking the 
distance (from Mapquest.com) and dividing it by the estimated time (from 
Mapquest.com) from the park-and-ride lot to the destination area. The result was an 
average operating speed. 

Once this data was acquired, the impact assessments for these three sites were calculated 
by following the steps outlined in the impact assessment methodology for the Miami­
Dade County sites. 

Table 15 also identifies the results of the impact assessments for each park-and-ride 
facility located in Monroe County. 
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TASK FOUR: ECONOMIC ANALYSIS & PROJECT JUSTIFICATION 
In addition to the benefits identified in the impact assessment, an economical analysis 
was conducted to estimate the financial benefit of a given park-and-ride site. Two factors 
are considered in the economic analysis to identify which lots would provide the biggest 
economical benefit: 

• User Benefits 
o Travel Time Savings 
o Vehicle Operation Savings 
o Reduced Accident Savings 
o Transit Fares 

• Project Costs 
o Annual Operation and Maintenance Cost 
o Capital Costs 
o Signage Cost 
o Construction Cost 
o Engineering Cost 
o Land Cost 

The Planning Manual recommends using a series of default values to esl!mate the costs 
and benefits at each facility. All units in the Planning Manual are expressed in 1989 
prices. ln order reflect 2005 dollars, a 3% annual inflation rate was applied as 
recommended by the Planning Manual. This analysis uses 2005 as the design year in 
order to choose sites for short term implementation. 

User Benefits 
User benefits are expressed in monetary units to reflect user savings. Four user benefit 
factors are calculated in this section: 

• Travel Time Savings 
• Vehicle Operation Savings 
• Reduced Accident Savings 
• Transit Fares 

Travel Time Savings 
Travel time savings was calculated by multiplying the value of time savings (in hours) by 
the reduction in person-hours of travel (Table 15). This number reflects the cost of time 
that each person saves due to the construction and use of the park-and-ride facility. A 
value of $8.02 (2005 dollars) was used for the cost of travel time (Planning Manual). The 
PHT from the Impact Assessment section of the report for each park-and-ride facility was 
used in this calculation. 
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Vehicle Operation Savings 
Vehicle operation savings was calculated by multiplying the reduction in VMT (Table 
15) by the unit cost of vehicle operation as identified in the Planning Manual. This 
number reflects the amount of savings from the total number of vehicles parked at the 
park-and-ride facility. A value of $0.20 (1989 prices) was used and expanded to 2005 
dollars resulting in $0.32 per vehicle mile. 

Reduced Accident Savings 
Accident Savings was calculated by multiplying the VMT (Table 15) by the unit cost of 
accidents as identified in the Planning Manual. This number reflects the savings in terms 
of loss of income, injury, and value of property related to property damage. The Planning 
Manual recommends a value of $0.17 per vehicle mile (1989 prices). This value was 
expanded to 2005 resulting in $0.27 per vehicle mile. 

Transit Fares 
Transit fare benefits were calculated by multiplying the transit fare by annual ridership. 
This number reflects the amount of revenue that is generated per year by the construction 
of the park-and-ride facility. A value of $1.50 was used for MAX routes and a value of 
$1.85 was used for Express routes. For the purpose of this analysis, all park-and-ride 
users are assumed to be new transit 1iders. Annual ridership was calculated by 
multiplying the total the number of park-and-ride users by a factor of 250. Daily 
ridership was not calculated for the three sites in the Upper and Middle Keys, so an 
annual factor was applied to the number of parked cars generated at each site. A factor of 
250 was used for the Dade-Monroe Express. 

Table 16 shows the user benefits for each park-and-ride facility. 
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Table 16 
Annual User Benefits 

Area Site 
Location 

Travel Time 
ID ID 

41 40 Biscavne Blvd & NE 1 07 St (NW Quad) 
21 19 Biscavne Blvd & NE 143 St (NE Quad) 
21 18 Biscayne Blvd & NE 163 St (NE Quad) 
27 22 Biscavne Blvd & NE 38 St NW Quad) 
42 41 Collins Ave & 72 St NW Quad 
39 34 NW 57 Ave & Miami Gardens Dr (SW Quad) 
38 32 NW 67 Ave & NW 188 St fNE Quad) 
37 31 NW 87 Ave & NW 186 St NE Quad) 

55 60 NW 137 Ave & NW 6 St (NW Quad) 1 

11 13 SR-826 & Flaaler St (NW Quad) 
9 61 SW 82 Ave & SW 40 St/Bird Rd (SE Quad) 
53 58 SW 87 Ave & SW 24 St (SE Quad) 
8 12 SW 99 Ct & Flaciler St (SE Quad) 
7 8 SW 107 Ave & Flagler St SW Quad) 
7 11 SW 114 Ave & SW 24 St NW Quad) 
5 3 SW 114 Ave & SW 40 St NW Quad) 
6 5 SW 137 Ave & SW 26 St (NW Quad) 
6 6 SW 137 Ave & SW 42 St (NE Quad) 
1 1 SW 137 Ave & SW 160 St (SW Quad) 

45 43 US-1 & SW 216 St NW Quad 
52 54 US-1 & SW 264 St NW Quad 
52 53 US-1 & SW 280 St NW Quad 
51 52 US-1 & 95 St. (Marathon Airport) 
50 51 US-1 & Founders Park Dr. 
49 50 US-1 & Atlantic Blvd (Waldorf Plaza) 

1Park-and-ride site is a carpool only facility; therefore, transit fare is not calculated 
2Annual cost for transit use for PnR users 

Savings 

$16,809 
$6,522 

$33,295 
$1,857 

$179,836 
$115,615 
$71,608 
$77,340 

$195,092 
$12,312 
$6,330 

$49,761 
$29,262 
$68,333 
$87,666 
$12,542 

$182,642 
$3,601 

$86,211 
$146,978 
$92,352 

$161,189 
$81,280 
$63, 112 
$92,023 

Vehicle 
Operation 
Savinas 
$21,028 
$7,610 

$39,274 
$2,511 

$220,760 
$153,901 
$96,205 
$101,652 

$245,875 
$15,523 
$8,586 

$67,289 
$39,788 
$87,085 

$110,927 
$17,738 
$251,485 

$4,765 
$118,647 
$206,019 
$132,330 
$223,814 
$134,686 
$99,930 

$144,792 

1-otal Annual User Benefits= Travel Time Savings+ Vehicle Operation Savings+ Accident Savings - Transit Fares 
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Accident Transit Total Annual 
Savings Fares2 User Benefits3 

$17,874 $4,875 $50,836 
$6,468 $1,500 $19,100 

$33,383 $7,125 $98,827 
$2, 134 $1, 125 $5,378 

$187,646 $46,500 $541,742 
$130,816 $24,000 $376,332 
$81,774 $13,500 $236,087 
$86,404 $16,650 $248,746 

$208,994 $0 $649,962 
$13,194 $7,125 $33,904 
$7,298 $2,625 $19,589 

$57,196 $21,000 $153,246 
$33,820 $12,375 $90,495 
$74,022 $24,000 $205,440 
$94,288 $26,250 $266,631 
$15,077 $3,750 $41,607 
$213,762 $44,250 $603,639 

$4,050 $750 $11,666 
$100,850 $16,875 $288,834 
$175,116 $22,875 $505,239 
$112,481 $11,625 $325,538 
$190,242 $18,750 $556,494 
$114,483 $12,488 $317,961 
$84,941 $12,488 $235,495 

$123,074 $13,875 $346,014 
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Project Costs 
The following costs are associated with the construction of a park-and-ride facility: 

• Annual Operation and Maintenance 
• Capital Cost 

o Signage 
o Construction 
o Engineering 
o Land Cost (Purchase or Lease) 

Average unit costs were provided in the Planning Manual. Unit costs were expanded to 
2005 prices based on an annual inflation rate of 3%. 

Annual Operation and Maintenance Cost 
These costs are associated with operation and maintenance of the facility (patchwork/ 
pavement replacing, striping, landscaping, garbage removal, basic security, utility 
charges, etc.). A value ofS60.00 (1989 prices) per space from the Planning Manual was 
used to estimate this cost. The value was expanded to reflect 2005 dollars resulting in 
$96.28 per space. 

Capital Cost 
Capital cost is the sum of signage, construction, enginee1ing, and land. 

Signage 
In order for a park-and-ride lot to be properly utilized, signs are needed to guide users to 
the lot. The cost of signs for each park-and-ride lot was determined first by assigning 
each lot to one of two classifications: arterial lot or expressway Jot. 

A1terial park-and-ride lots are more than a l/2 mile from the nearest expressway. The cost 
of signs for this type of lot was acquired from Miami-Dade Transit (MDT). The average 
cost for signs at a park-and-ride lot located on an arterial is $5,500. This cost included 
way-finding signs, regulatory signs, designation signs, and a 6' X 4' sign at the facility 
entrance. 

Park-and-ride facilities that are less than a l/2 mile from the nearest expressway wm; 
designated an expressway lot. The cost for signs at a park-and-ride lots located near the 
expressway will cost $35,000. This cost was developed by comparing the cost of signage 
for lots adjacent to arterials ($3,100) from the previous park-and-ride report with the 
current cost of signs ($5,500} from MDT. There was a 44% increase in the cost of signs 
for a11erial park-and-ride lots. This percent increase was applied to the cost of signs for 
park-and-ride facilities located near an expressway ($24,000} from the previous report. 
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Construction Cost 
Construction cost assumed that only select facilities needed pavement, structures, 
drainage, etc. The Planning Manual recommends a value of $2,000 (1989 price) per 
space which was expanded to reflect 2005 dollars. ln 2005 prices, the cost is $3,209.40 
per space. Most facilities that were joint-use did not require construction. Facilities that 
would be located on vacant parcel, power line easements, or unimproved areas required 
construction costs. 

Engineering Cost 
Engineering costs are associated with the development of designs, layouts, surveys, 
appraisals, and final design. A default value of 20% (from Planning Manual) was applied 
to the total construction for those applicable sites. 

Land Cost (Purchase or Lease) 
Depending on the location of each park-and-ride facility, sites will be leased or 
purchased. The Planning Manual recommends $12.00 (1989 dollars) per space for lease 
costs. This value was expanded to 2005 dollars resulting in $19.26 per space. 

Five sites were vacant and would need to be purchased. The cost of land for these sites 
was determined by utilizing the Miami-Dade Property Assessors web site to extract the 
assessed value of each parcel. 

The total projects costs are shown in Table 17. 
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Table 17 
Project Costs 

Area Site 
Location 

ID ID 

41 40 Biscavne Blvd & NE 107 St (NW Quad l' 

21 19 Biscayne Blvd & NE 143 St (NE Quad 1 

21 18 Biscayne Blvd & NE 163 St (NE Quad·" 

27 22 Biscayne Blvd & NE 38 St (NW Quadl' 

42 41 Collins Ave & 72 St fNW Quadl' 

39 34 NW 57 Ave & Miami Gardens Dr ISW Quad\' 

38 32 NW 67 Ave & NW 188 St (NE Quad 

37 31 NW 87 Ave & NW 186 SI iNE Quad 

55 60 NW 137 Ave & NW 6 St INW Quad 

11 13 SR-826 & Flaaler St iNW Quad\' 

9 61 SW 82 Ave & SW 40 St/Bird Rd (SE Quadl' 

53 58 SW 87 Ave & SW 24 St ISE Quad\' 

8 12 SW 99 Ct & Flaaler St ISE Quad\' 

7 8 SW 107 Ave & Flaaler St ISW Quad ' 

7 11 SW 114 Ave & SW 24 St INW Quad 1 

5 3 SW 114 Ave & SW 40 St (NW Quad 1 

6 5 SW 137 Ave & SW 26 St (NW Quad'' 

6 6 SW 137 Ave & SW 42 St (NE Quad)' 

1 1 SW 137 Ave & SW 160 St (SW Quad)' 

45 43 US-1 & SW 216 St (NW Quad)J 

52 54 US-1 & SW 264 St (NW Quad)' 

52 53 US-1 & SW 280 St (NW Quad)3 

51 52 US-1 & 95 St. (Marathon Airport) 1 

50 51 US-1 & Founders Park Dr. 1 

49 50 US-1 & Atlantic Blvd (Waldorf Plaza 1 

'Land is joint~use, no construction or engineering needed 
2Land is join!wuse, construction ar;d engineering needed 
3Land Wi:IU!d need lo be purchased 
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Annual 
Construction I 

Total Project 
Signage4 Engineering Land 

O&M 
Costs 

Cost 

$1,637 $5,500 $0 $8,184 $15,321 

$481 $5,500 $0 $2,407 $8,388 

$2,503 $5,500 $100,133 $2,459,945 $2,568,082 

$385 $5,500 $15,405 $1, 138,438 $1,159,728 

$16,079 $5,500 $0 $80,395 $101,975 

$8,280 $5,500 $0 $41,401 $55 182 

$4,718 $5,500 $0 $23,589 $33,807 

S4,718 $35,000 $0 $23,589 $63,307 

$18 005 $35,000 $720,189 $90,024 $863,218 

$2,503 $35,000 $0 $12,517 $50,020 

$963 $35,000 $0 $4,814 $40,777 

$7,317 $5,500 $0 $36,587 $49,405 

$4,236 $5,500 $0 $21,182 $30,918 

$8,280 $5,500 $0 $41,401 $55,182 

$9,147 $35,000 $0 $45,734 $89,881 

$1,348 $35,000 $0 $6,740 $43,088 

$15,405 $5,500 $0 $77,026 $97,931 

$289 $5,500 $11,554 $1,444 $18,787 

$5,873 $5,500 $234,928 $29,366 $275,667 
$7,895 $5,500 $315,805 $357,200 $686,400 

$4,044 $5,500 $161,754 $150,428 $321,726 
$6,547 $5,500 $261,887 $277,778 $551,712 

$3,274 $5,500 $0 $16,368 $25,142 

$3,274 $5,500 $0 $16,368 $25,142 

$3,659 $5,500 $0 $18,294 $27,452 

4Cost of signs for facilities less than 1/2 miles from expressway is $35,000; faclli:ies greater than ; f2 rr:i!es frorn expressway is $5,500 (MDT} 
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Cost I Benefit Analysis 
The cost/benefit analysis was calculated by dividing the user benefits by the annual 
project costs. A cost/benefit ratio great than $1 per space is considered justified for park­
and-ride implementation. While user benefits are already in annual units, project costs 
must be translated into annual units requiring additional calculations. 

Residual Value 
Residual value is the value of the land after the improvement at the end of the analysis 
period. For the purpose of this study, the analysis pe1iod was assumed to equal the life 
cycle; therefore the residual value equals the cost of land. 

Annual Project Costs 
In order to calculate the cost/benefit ratio, project costs must be converted to an annual 
cost. This was done by applying two factors: capital recovery and sinking fund. The 
capital recovery factor was based on a discount rate of 7% (Planning Manual) which 
converts the present construct10n costs to an annual basis. The sinking fund factor was 
also based on a discount rate of 7% (Planning Manual) and converts residual values (land 
cost or lease) to an annual basis. Once these factors were determined, the annual project 
cost for each park-and-ride facility was computed: 

PC = O&M + (CC * CR) (RC * SF) 

where: 
PC: Annualized total project cost 
O&M: Total Annual Operation and Maintenance Cost 
CC: Total Capital Costs 
RC: Residual Value 
CR: Capital Recovery Factor 
SF: Sinking Fund Factor 

The result of the cost/benefit analysis for each park-and-ride facility is shown in Table 
18. 
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Table 18 
Cosl/Benefit Ratio • Annual 

Area Site Total User 

ID ID 
Location 

Benefits' 
41 40 Biscavne Blvd & NE 107 SI NW Quad) $50836 
21 19 Bisca•~e Blvd & NE 143 St NE Quad $19,100 
21 18 Biscavne Blvd & NE 163 St NE Quad $98,827 
27 22 Biscavne Blvd & NE 38 St (NW Quad $5,378 
42 41 Collins Ave & 72 St (NW Quad) $541.742 
39 34 NW 57 Ave & Miami Gardens Dr rSW Quad) $376,332 
38 32 NW 67 Ave & NW 1 88 SI (NE Quad $236.087 
37 31 NW 87 Ave & NW 186 St rNE Quad $248 746 
55 60 NW ~37 Ave & NW 6 St INW Quad $649.962 
11 13 SR-826 & Flagler St (NW Quad) $33,904 
9 61 SW 82 Ave & SW 40 St/Bird Rd (SE Quad\ $19,589 

53 58 SW 87 Ave & SW 24 St ISE Quadl $153 246 
8 12 SW 99 Ct & Flaoler St ISE Quadl $90495 
7 8 SW 107 Ave & Flaaler St SW Quad $205,440 
7 11 SW 114 Ave & SW 24 St NW Quad $266,631 
5 3 SW 114 Ave & SW 40 St NW Quad $41,607 
6 5 SW 137 Ave & SW 26 St NW Quad $603,639 
6 6 SW 137 Ave & SW 42 St NE Quad) $11,666 
1 1 SW 137 Ave & SW 160 St (SW Quadl $288,834 

45 43 US-1 & SW 216 St rNW Quadl $505,239 
52 54 US-1 & SW 264 St (NW Quad) $325,538 
52 53 US-1 & SW 280 St INW Quad\ $556,494 
51 52 US· 1 & 95 SL (Marathon Airoortl $317.961 
50 51 US· 1 & Founders Park Dr. $235 495 
49 50 US-1 & Atlantic Blvd (Waldart Plaza) $346,014 

'From Table 16 
2All PnR users assumed to be new transit riders', no transit riders indicate a carpooJ-0nly facility 
3 Totai Pro,iect Cost O&M Cost+ Capital Cost - Residual Va:ue 

FDOT District VI 2005 Park and Ride Plan 

New Transit O&M 
Capital Cost 

Residual T olal Project Benefit/ 
Riders' Cost Value Cost3 Cost Ratio 

3,250 $1,637 $1,174 $129 $2,682 18.96 
1,000 $481 $679 $38 $1,122 17.03 
4,750 $2,503 $220.154 $38,893 $183,764 0.54 
750 $385 $99,484 $17,999 $81,870 0.07 

31,000 $16,079 $7,371 $1,271 $22,179 24.43 
16,000 $8,280 $4,025 $655 $11,650 32.30 
9,000 $4,718 $2,496 $373 $6,841 34.51 
9,000 $4,718 $5,028 $373 $9,372 2654 

0 $18 005 $72528 $1,423 $89,110 7.29 
4,750 $2,503 $4,077 $198 $6,383 5.31 
1,750 $963 $3,416 $76 $4,303 4.55 

14 000 $7,317 $3,612 $578 $10,350 14.81 
8,250 $4,236 $2,290 $335 $6, 191 14.62 

16,000 $8,280 $4,025 $655 $11,650 17.63 
17,500 $9,147 $6,928 $723 $15,352 17.37 
2,500 $1,348 $3,582 $107 $4,823 8.63 

29,500 $15,405 $7,082 $1,218 $21,269 28.38 
500 $289 $1,587 $23 $1,853 6.29 

11,250 $5,873 $23, 151 $464 $28,560 10.11 
15,250 $7,895 $58,223 $5,648 $60,470 8.36 
7,750 $4,044 $27,260 $2,378 $28,926 11.25 
12,500 $6,547 $46,781 $4,392 $48,936 11.37 
6,750 $3,274 $1,876 $259 $4,891 65.01 
6,750 $3,274 $1,876 $259 $4,891 48.15 
7,500 $3,659 $2,042 $289 $5,411 63.94 
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PARK-AND-RIDE LOT PLAN SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATIONS 
The Park-and-Ride Lot Plan was divided into two planning phases. The first phase, the 
Short Term Plan, plans for the construction of park-and-ride lots over a five-year period 
(2005-2010). The second phase, the Long Term Plan, plans for the construction of park­
and-ride facilities for 20 I 0 and beyond. 

Before the park-and-ride facilities were categorized into the two plans, a series of 
variables were analyzed to determine the time of implementation for each park-and-ride 
lot: 

• 2030 Demand 
• Site Score 
• Cost Benefit Ratio 

2030 parking demand was first used to determine which facilities would generate the 
most users. The sites were ranked on a scale of I to 25 with I showing the highest 
demand of all the park-and-ride lots. 

The Site Selection score was also considered. The score considered a series of variables 
including location, site and economic considerations. The sites were ranked on a scale of 
I to 25 with I being identified with the most desirable site. 

The last variable that was considered to determine the implementation of each site was 
the cost/benefit ratio. The cost/benefit ratio determines which sites will have the most 
economic benefit. The sites were ranked on a scale of 1 to 25, with 1 having the most 
economic benefit. 

Once the park-and-ride sites were ranked based on the variables above, the rankings were 
averaged. This average was then used to determine which sites should be classified into 
short term and long term implementation. In addition to using this ranking, the 
timeframe for transit improvements were also considered. 

Four park-and-ride sites were eliminated from the plan due to low parking demand. The 
short and long term plans were review by the Steering Committee for any changes. The 
following is the recommended Short Term and Long Term Plan. 

Short Term Plan (2005-2010) 
Based on the analysis, 10 park-and-ride facilities were identified for the Short Term Plan. 
This plans calls for the construction of park-and-ride facilities that are consistent with 
proposed transit improvements and to relieve parking demand. Figure 9 identifies the 
park-and-ride facilities in the Short Term Plan (see page 51). 

Collins Ave & 72 St 
The proposed lot located at Collins Avenue and 72 Street should be developed in 
conjunction with the implementation of the Beach MAX Route. This route, which is 
scheduled for operation in 2006, will offer service to downtown Miami with 15-minute 
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headways during the morning and evening weekday peaks. By 2030, a total of 167 
spaces will be needed at this facility. This will be a joint use facility and the City of 
Miami Beach will need to be contacted. 

NW 57 Ave & Miami Gardens Dr 
The proposed lot located at NW 57 Avenue and Miami Gardens Drive should be 
developed in conjunction with the implementation of the Red Road MAX. This MAX 
route, which is scheduled for operation in 2006, will offer service to the Pembroke Pines 
Mall and the Hialeah Metrorail Station with 15-minute headways during the morning and 
evening weekday peaks. By 2030, a total of 86 parking spaces will be needed at this site. 
The will be a joint use facility and Excel Reality Trust Inc will need to be contacted. 

NW 67 Ave & NW 188 St 
The proposed lot located at NW 67 Avenue and NW 188 Street should be developed in 
conjunction with proposed headway improvements for the Ludlam Max in 2006. This 
MAX route offers service to the Okeechobee Metrorail Station with 15-minute headways 
scheduled for 2006 during the morning and evening peaks. By 2030, a total of 49 
parking spaces will be needed. This will be a joint use facility and coordination with 
Miami-Dade County Parks and Recreation will be needed. 

NW 87 Ave & NW 186 St 
The proposed lot located at NW 87 Avenue and NW 186 Street should be developed in 
conjunction with the implementation of the Western Express in 2007. This express route 
wil I offer service between Saw grass Mills Outlet Mall and the Palmetto Metrorail Station 
with 15-minute headways in the morning and evening weekday peaks. A total of 49 
parking spaces will be needed by 2030. This will be a joint use facility; therefore, 
Regency Centers Inc will need to be contacted. 

Coral Way Corridor 
Three sites are proposed for the Coral Way Corridor. This corridor is current! y served by 
the Coral Way MAX. This MAX route offers service to the Douglas Road Metrorail 
Station with proposed morning and evening weekday peak headways of 15 minutes. The 
following sites are recommended: 

• SW 87 Ave & SW 24 St 
• SW 114Ave&SW24St 
• SW 137 Ave& SW 26 St 

By 2030, a total of 331 parking spaces will be needed. Implementation of these lots 
should be done in conjunction with the proposed headway improvements that are 
scheduled for 2006. 

US-1 & SW 216 St 
The site proposed for the US-1 corridor is located at US-1 & SW 216 Street and is served 
by the Busway MAX. This route offers service between Florida City and the Dadeland 
South Metrorail Station with 15-minute headways in the morning and evening weekday 
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peaks. The implementation of this site should be done to relieve the congested park-and­
ride lots along the US-1 corridor. By 2030, this site will need 82 parking spaces. 

US-1 Corridor (Monroe County) 
There are two sites for the US-1 corridor in Monroe County: US-1 & 95 Street 
(Marathon), and US-1 & Atlantic Blvd (Key Largo). These sites will be served by the 
Dade-Monroe Express, which offers service between Marathon and Florida City. 
Together, these sites will require 72 parking spaces by 2030. These facilities should be 
implemented once a lease agreement can obtained from the respective agencies. 

Additional Short Term Park-and-Ride Sites 
Near the conclusion of this study, Miami-Dade Transit initiated new efforts to encourage 
motorists to park their vehicles and use transit in response to high gas prices throughout 
the fall and winter months of 2005. Those efforts included approaching key property 
owners in strategic areas for potential park-and-ride sharing arrangements, designing and 
developing some sites for park-and-ride use, and developing an additional list of potential 
park-and-ride lots for short term implementation. This list is shown in Appendix C. 
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FOOT District 6 - Park and Ride Plan 
Short Term Plan (2005-2010) 
Figure 9 
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Long Term Plan (2010-2030) 
The long term plan consists of 11 park-and-ride lots. This plans calls for the construction 
of park-and-ride facilities that are consistent with proposed transit and roadway 
improvements. Figure 10 identifies the park-and-ride facilities in the Long Term Plan 
(see Page 54 ). 

Biscayne Blvd Corridor 
Biscayne Blvd is a major northern corridor that connects the northern Miami area to 
downtown Miami. This corridor is heavily traveled and is currently served by the 
Biscayne MAX. This bus route offers service between A venlura Mall and the CBD Bus 
Terminal with 20-minute headways during the morning and evening weekday peaks. 
According to the People's Transportation Plan, Biscayne Boulevard is identified as a 
Rapid Transit Conidor for 2026. The following sites are recommended in conjunction 
with this transit improvement: 

• Biscayne Blvd & NE !07 St 
• Biscayne Blvd & NE 163 St 

Collectively, the sites will need 43 parking spaces by 2030. Due to the low demand from 
these sites, these lots should be constructed in conjunction with the implementation of the 
Rapid Tnms1t Corridor. 

NW 137 Ave&NW6St 
The proposed site at NW 137 Avenue and NW 6 Street is Miami-Dade Public School 
property and will be a joint use site. The site should be developed in conjunction with the 
extension of SR-836 to NW 137 Avenue. This site will need 187 parking spaces. 

Flagler Street Corridor 
Three sites are proposed for the Flagler Street Corridor. The Flagler Street Corridor is 
currently served by the Flagler MAX. This bus route offers service to downtown Miami 
with 15-minutes headways during the morning and evening weekday peaks. Flagler 
Street is also identified for Bus Rapid Transit (BRT). The three sites recommended for 
the Flagler Street Corridor are: 

• SR-826 & Flagler St 
• SW 99 Ct & Flagler St 
• SW 107 Ave & Flagler St 

The construction of the three park-and-ride sites will total 156 parking spaces. 
Construction of these park-and-ride sites should be done in conjunction with the 
implementation of BRT. 

SW 114 Ave & SW 40 St 
This proposed site, located at SW 114 Avenue and SW 40 Street, is currently served by 
the Bird Road MAX. The Bird Road MAX offers bus service to the Dadeland North 
Metrorail Station with 20-minute headways during the morning and evening weekday 
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peaks. Improved peak headways from 20 to 15 minutes are scheduled for 2006. In 
addition to the transit improvement, this site will be located on a proposed Rapid Transit 
Corridor which is scheduled for operation in 2018. The 2030 demand projects that this 
lot will need to accommodate 14 park-and-ride spaces. This site should be constructed in 
conjunction with the development of the Rapid Transit Corridor that is tentatively 
scheduled for implementation in 2018. 

SW 137 Ave & SW 160 St 
The proposed site at SW 137 A venue and SW 160 Street which is located in a power line 
easement is currently served by the Coral Reef MAX. This bus route offers service to the 
Dadeland South Metrorail Station with IS-minute headways in the morning and evening 
weekday peaks. By 2030, this site will need 61 parking spaces. The construction of the 
park-and-ride should be done once a lease agreement can be established between Miami­
Dade County and the Florida Power & Light Company. 

US-l Corridor (Miami-Dade County) 
The two sites identified for the US-I corridor in Miami-Dade County are currently served 
by the Busway MAX. This bus route offers service to the Dadeland South Metrorail 
Station every 15 minutes during the morning and evening weekday peaks. The following 
sites were identified for the long term plan: 

• US-I & 264 St 
• US-I & 280 St 

Collectively, these two sites will need 100 parking spaces for park-and-ride users by 
2030. These sites should be constructed once demand at the existing facilities reaches a 
parking occupancy of 80%. 

US-l & Founders Park Drive (lslamorada) 
This proposed site at US-I and Founders Park Drive is served by the Dade-Monroe 
Express. This bus route offers service between Marathon and Florida City seven days a 
week. This site will need 34 parking spaces to accommodate the 2030 parking demand. 
Construction of this facility should be done when demand at the Marathon and Key Largo 
facilities in the short term plan reach a parking occupancy of 80%. 
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Long Term Plan (2010-2030) 
Figure 10 
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Potential park-and-ride sites are ranked according lo the point system outlined by the 
Planning Manual. The ranking process is divided into the following five categories: 

• Location Criteria 
• Site Considerations 
• Economic Considerations 
• Potential Users Cost 
• Potential Users Time 

The last two items are not included in the point rating system because user time and cost 
does not easily translate into the point system. Each category has a list of factors that are 
assigned points which are used to determine the most desirable lots. 

Location Criteria 
The following factors are used to determine both positive and negative features of 
potential park-and-ride sites. 

Within a High Volume Corridor (from Miami 2030 Model)- The average daily t1ips 
(ADT) of 50,000 or greater within a specified distance to the site were rated. The 
following points were assigned to each facility: 

50,000 ADT 50,000 ADT 50,000 ADT 
Wirhin 14 mile of sire 

IO Points 
Within Vi mile of site 

7 Points 
Within 1 mile of site 

4 Points 

Premium Transit Service Potential Sites that are located near any premium transit 
services were identified and rated by the distance to each potential lot. A premium transit 
service includes: the Metrorail, the Busway, and express bus service. The following 
rating was used: 

Along 
Transit line 

10 Points 

Within 1t4 mile of 
Transit line 

7 Points 

Within Vi mile of 
Transit line 

4 Points 

Outside a major bottleneck (from Miami 2030 Model) - Sites that are located upstream 
were measured. This was conducted by measuring the mileage from the upstream arterial 
congestion to the potential park-and-ride lot. The following points were assigned to each 
facility: 

Within 
0.1 Mile 

10 Points 

Within 
One Mile 
7 Points 

Within 
Two Miles 
4 Points 

Visibility of Site - A site must be visible in order to attract users to the park-and-ride lot. 
The slte should be visible from the freeway or a major arterial that is used by the 
commuter. The following points were assigned to each facility based on site visibility: 

Clearly Partially Not 
Visible Visible Visible 

10 Points 7 Points 4 Points 
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Access to the Park-and-Ride Facility - A potential facility should have good access from 
the roadway to the site in order to encourage the use of the lot. The following point 
system was used to rate access: 

Excellent Good Fair 
(On a major arterial) 

10 Points 
(Just off' a major arterial) 

7 Points 
(On local residential roads) 

4 Points 

Other Park-and-Ride Competition - Potential sites located near other park-and-ride 
facilities might prevent existing or future lots from generating sufficient occupancy 
levels. Park-and-ride competition was rated as follows: 

11/o F'ossible 
Competition 

10 Points 
Competition 

7 Points 

Definite 
Competition 

4 Points 

Commuter driving distance to the lot - Commuters do not like to drive a considerable 
distance from their home to a park-and-ride facility. The following points were assigned 
to each potential lot based on the average distance to and from thelf home: 

1-3 Miles 4-5 Miles 7-10 Miles 
10 Points 7 Points 4 Points 

Bike Route Access (from Miami 2030 Model) - Bicycle routes that were in close 
proximity to a potential park-and-ride facility were assign points. Bike route access was 
rated by the following: 

Bike Route Bike Route Bike Route 
At Site 

10 Points 
Within l Mile 

7 Points 
Within 3 Miles 

4 Points 
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Site Considerations 
The following site consideration factors were reviewed in order to select lots that are best 
suited for park-and-ride development. 

Impact on the Local Community- Park-and-ride facilities can be viewed in both a 
positive and negative way by local communities. Some communities prefer not to bave 
additional traffic generators, while other communities welcome any method that reduces 
traffic and promotes energy/fuel conservation. The following point system was used to 
rate the impact on local communities: 

Minimal 
lO Points 

Same 
7 Points 

Serious 
4 Points 

Site expansion potential Successful park-and-ride facilities can exceed the original 
parking capacity. Expansion opportunities should be investigated at each lot in the event 
that this occurs. Site expansion was rated as follows: 

Excellent Good 
10 Points 7 Points 

Fair 
4 Points 

Parking Capacity - Daytime parking capacity on adjacent and nearby streets should be 
surveyed in order to determine if people prefer parking on the street and walking to the 
park-and-ride facility, rather than parking at the facility. The following points were 
assigned to rate parking capacity: 

No Parking 
Available 
10 Points 

Some Parking 
Available 
7 Points 

Considerable 
Available 
4 Points 

Parking Security - Security is an important issue at any park-and-ride facility. If a 
facility is in a questionable area, then fencing or an attendant will be needed. The 
following points were used for parking security: 

No Need For Fence and 
Added Security Gate Needed 

JO Points 7 Points 

Attendant 
Needed 
4 Points 
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Economic Considerations 
These are the most critical factors when determining potential park-and-ride sites. The 
availability of capital funding for the construction of a new site, or the time that it takes to 
acquire land are all factors that should be considered for potential lots. 

Land Cost -·The cost of land is an important factor when delennining a suitable park­
and-ride site. If there is an opportunity to use public land rather than construct a parking 
lot, then that factor should be given consideration. Jf land will need to be purchased, the 
value of land will vary. The following point system was used: 

Lease or Medium Cost 
No Cost ($0 to$ L00,000) 

(Churches, Strip Malls) 
IO Points 7 Points 

High Cost 
($100,001 and up) 

4 Points 

Ease of Land Acquisition - The time tbat it takes to acquire land is also taken into 
consideration, especially when time is a factor. The following was used to rate land 
acquisition: 

Shared Use 
<3 months 

(Strip Malls, Churches) 
10 Points 

Public Use 
6 month> 

(Airports, Parks, PL Easements) 
7 Points 

Private Use 
12 months 

(Vacant Parcels) 
4 Points 

Develop Cost - Costs to develop each potential lot should be conducted and compared to 
other potential facilities. The following was used: 

Existing l'vlinimal Cost 
(Developed Site) (Improve existing site) 

10 Points 7 Points 

Substantial Cost 
(Construct new facility) 

4 Points 

A-4 
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Appendix B 

Summarv of Site Score for Demand Estimation 
currenvru1ure Site Future Routes or 

Area ID Site ID Location Current Use Transit Use Rating Lot Type Current P B Route Improvements 

41 40 Biscavne Blvd & NE 107 St (NW Quad) K Mart Lot PB 9.89 UC Biscavne MAX Fulure Expansion 
53 58 SW 87 Ave & SW 24 St tSE Quad\ K Mart Lot PB 9.89 UC Coral Wav MAX 
7 8 SW i07 Ave & Flaaer St (SVV Quad) \V. F!aoler Plaza PB 9.66 UC Flac:ler MAX 
9 61 SW 40lh SVBird Ad & SW 82nd Ave ISE Quad) TrooicaJ Park PB N!A UC Coral Wav MAX 

21 19 Biscavne Blvd & NE 143 St {NE Quad) TarnPr Lot PB 963 UC Blscavne MAX Future Ex1mnsion 
5 3 SW 114 Ave & SW 40 St fNW Quad\ West Bird Plaza P BICP 9.47 UC Blrd Road t.AAX E·W Corridor 

7 11 SW 114 Ave & SW 24 St /NW Quad\ T amlaml Park PB 7.43 UC Coral Wav t..!lAX E·W Corridor 
1 l SW 137 Aveilindred Rd & SW 160 St (SW Quadi Powerline Easement PB 8.76 UC Cora! Reef MAX 

39 34 NW 57 Ave & Miami Gardens Dr iSV'J Quad'\ Sears Lot PB 9.32 UC Red Road MAX 
6 5 SW 137 Ave & SW 26 St/NW Quadl Shonninc Center . PB 9.21 UC Coral Wav MAX 
6 12 SW 99 Ct & Flaoler St (SE Quad) Church Lot PB g 21 UC Flaoler MAX 
11 13 SR-826 & Flaaler St INW Quadl Mall of Am Lot P Bi GP 9.21 UC Fracier MAX 
37 31 NW 87 Ave & NW 186 St !NE Quad) Strio !\ia!I P B/C P 9.21 UC Western Exoress 
38 32 NW 6-7 Ave & NW 188 St tNE Quadl Park Lot PB 8.31 UC Ludlam MAX 
42 41 Collins Ave & 72 St fNW Ouadl Citv Lot PB 9. 11 UC 79th Street MAX Beach MAX 
52 53 US-1 & SW 280 St fNW Quad\ Vacant B 6.19 UC Buswav Ff/MAX Rafi 
52 54 US-1 & SW 264 St INW Quad) Vacant 8 6.16 UC Buswav Fl/MAX Rail 
45 43 US~1 & SW 216 St rNW Quad) Vacant 8 5.97 UC Buswav Fl/MAX Rail 
27 22 Biscavne Blvd & NE 38 St fNW Quad! Vacan1 PB 794 UC Blscavne MAX Future Exoanslon 

6 6 SW 137 Ave & SW 42 $1 !NE Quad! Povverline Easement PB 891 UC Bird Road MAX 
21 18 Biscavne Blvd & NE 163 St rNE Quad) Vacant Blda PB 8.61 UC Biscavne t\1AX Future Exn::.nsion 
55 60 tfW 137 Ave & NW 6 St !NW Quad) M-0 f ,TV Public Sch PB 8.40 UF 
49 50 Atlantic Blvd & US-~ (Waldorf Plaza) Shonnjnc Center PB 7,75 UF Dade-Monroe Exo 

50 51 US-1 & Founders Park Dr. Park PB 7.53 UF Dade-Monroe Exo 
51 52 US-1 & %th St. (Marathon Airport) Airport Lot PB 7.67 UF Dade-Monroe Exp 

' Facility recomwended by L'1e Steenog CommiUee attar s:te 1rysoectioos were conducted, therefm~, site ,nspectmn not conducted 



Area 10 SltelD 

40 37 
7 10 
6 4 
tt 14 
32 27 
21 20 
32 26 
53 56 
32 25 

=ti 15 
38 

40 36 
33 29 
49 50 
40 35 
35 30 
t4 t6 
27 21 
46 45 
46 46 
28 23 
2B 24 
54 59 
6 7 

443 48 
48 49 
45 44 
47 47 
53 57 
53 55 
7 9 

41 39 
21 t7 
5 2 

39 33 
42 42 

Summarv of Site Score 1not included in the demand estimation~ 

Location 
NW 27 Ave & NW 199 Ave tEVV Ouadi 
SW 25 Terr & SW 25 St <NE Quadl 
SW 142 Ave & SW 25 St rNE Quad> 
SR-826 & Flaaler St ISW Quadl 
NW 27 Ave & NW t35 St(NE Quad) 
Biscavne Blvd & NE 143 SI (NE Quad> 
NW 27 Ave & Ooa Locka Blvd tNW Quad) 
SW 92 Ave & SW 24 St (NW Quad) 
NW 27 Ave & NW 135 St ISW Quad! 
NW 57 Ave & SR-924 (NE Quad! 
SW 76 Ave & Flacler St {SW Quadl 
NW 27 Ave & NW 191 St (NW Quad 
NW 27 Ave & NW 199 Ave <SE Quadl 
NW 57 Ave & NW 119 St CNE Quad! 
Atlantic Blvd & US-1 {Waldorf Plazal 
NW 27 Ave & NW 199 Ave ISW Quad\ 
Palmetto Exnv & W 681h St (SW Quad·! 
SW 37 Ave & Almena Ave lSW Quad\ 
Biscavne Blvd & NE 37 St (NW Quad) 
SW 1t2 AvelAJlaoatah Rd & SW 256 St (NW Quad) 
SW 1t2 Ave/Allan•tall Rd & SW 256 St <NE Quad) 
NW t12Ave & NW 74 S11NE Quad 
NW 114Ave& NW 74 St tNW Quad 
NW 107Ave&NW74StlSWQuad 
SW 147 Ave & SW 42 St fNE Q..iad 
US-t & Old Catd Sound Rd 
US- t & E Palm Dr tSW Quad) 
US-1 & SW 216 St ISW Quad! 
Newton Rd & SW 312 St. (NE Quad) 
SW 87 Ave & SW 24 St INW Quadl 
SW 94 Ct & SW 24 St (NW Quadt 
SW t07 Ave & Flaoer St/NW Quad\ 
Biscavne Blvd & NE 123 St ISE Quad\ 
Biscayne Blvd & NE 151 St (NE Quad) 
FL Tumcike & SW 40 St INE Quad\ 
NW 57 Ave & NW 173 Dr (SV'J Quad 
Collins Ave & 69 St (SW Quad) 

P 8 Premium Bus 
C P -:.:; Carpool 
B = Busway 
PB! c P = Premium Bus! Carpool 

Current Use 
Miami-Dolohins Lot 
Strip Mall 
Church Lot 
Vacant 
fenced Lot 
Vacant 
Old KFC (Vacanl\ 
Vacant 
Old Eckerd (Vacanti 
Vacant 
Vacant 
Vacant 
Vacant 
Vacant 

houuing Center 
acant 

Wav 
Vacant 
Vacant 
Vacant 
Vacant 
vacant 
Vacant 

•v•c•nt 
Vacant 
Vacant 
Vacant 
Vacant 
Vacant 
Winn Dixie Sh Cir 
Powerline Easement 
Leaend Plaza 
AK T OYlln Center 
FIU Ent. 
Vacant 
Oki Wa!mart LOt 
Publix lot 

~urrenu r uture '"'1te 
Transit Use Rating Lot Type 

PB 8.75 UC 
PB 8.67 UC 
PB 8.61 UC 

PBrCP 8.39 UC 
PB 8.28 UC 
PB 8.24 UC 
PB 8.16 UC 
PB 6.09 UC 
PB 8.0t UC 

P B!C P 8.05 UC 
PB1CP 7.98 UC 

PB 7.98 UC 
PB 7.98 UC 
PB 7.86 UC 
PB 7.75 UC 
PB 7.86 UC 

PB/CP 7.74 UC 
PB 7.68 UC 
PB 7.74 UC 
CP 7.20 UF 
CP 7.20 UF 
CP 6.85 UF 

C~78 UF 
c 6.78 UF 
PB .50 UC 

B 6.29 UC 
PB 

~ B 
CP 5.20 UF 
PB 9.69 UC 
PB 9.10 UC 
PB 9.47 UC 
PB 9.36 UC 
PB 9. 10 UC 

P Bl CP 910 UC 
PB 9.21 UC 
PB 9.06 UC 

Appendix 8 



N/S Street 

SW 137 Ave 

E/W Street 

SW 160 St 

(SW Quad) 

!current Use (Vacant, Etc.) 

Location Criteria 

Within a High Volume Corridor 

Premium Transit Service Potential 

Outside Major Bottleneck 

Visibility of Site 

Access to the Park-and-Ride Facility 

Other Park-and-Ride Competition 

Commuter Driving Distance to Lot 

i Bike Route Access 

Site Consideration 

Adverse Impact on Local Community 

Site Expansion Potential 

Parking Capacity on Adjacent Streets 

Parking Security 

Economic Considerations 
Land Cost 

Ease of Land Acquisition 

Development Cost 

Surrounding Land Uses 

Area# 1 

Site# 1 

Date: 18-Jul 

I PL Easement 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

North 

C/R 

Score Weight Total 

4 10 0.15 1.53 
4 10 0.10 1.00 
4 7 0.05 0.35 
4 10 0.07 0.65 
4 10 0.12 1.23 
4 7 0.03 0.18 
4 10 0.05 0.50 
4 7 0.04 0.26 

Location Criteria Total 5.69 

4 7 0.04 0.26 
4 7 0.04 0.26 
4 10 0.01 0.10 
4 10 0.06 0.63 
Site Consideration Total 1.25 

4 10 0.10 1.00 
4 7 0.08 0.53 
4 4 0.08 0.30 

Economic Considerations 1.83 

Total Points! 8.76 

South East 

Rural C/R 

West 

R 

~ 
~ 
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N/S Street 

FL Turnpike (On-Ramp) 

E/W Street 

SW 40 St 

(NE Quad) 

!current Use (Vacant, Etc.) I vacant 

Location Criteria 

Within a High Volume Corridor 10 7 

Premium Transit Service Potential 10 7 

Outside Major Bottleneck 10 7 

Visibility of Site 10 7 

Access to the Park-and-Ride Facility 10 7 

Other Park-and-Ride Competition 10 7 

Commuter Driving Distance to Lot 10 7 

Bike Route Access 10 7 

Site Consideration 

Adverse Impact on Local Community 10 7 

Site Expansion Potential 10 7 

Parking Capacity on Adjacent Streets 10 7 

Parking Security 10 7 

Economic Considerations 

Land Cost 10 7 

Ease of Land Acquisition 10 7 

Development Cost 10 7 

North 

Surrounding Land Uses R 

Area# 5 

Site# 2 

Date: 18-Jul 

Score Weight Total 

4 10 0.15 1.53 
4 10 0.10 1.00 
4 10 0.05 0.50 
4 10 0.07 0.65 
4 10 0.12 1.23 
4 10 0.03 0.25 
4 10 0.05 0.50 
4 7 0.04 0.26 

Location Criteria Total 5.91 

4 10 0.04 0.38 
4 7 0.04 0.26 
4 10 0.01 0.10 
4 10 0.06 0.63 
Site Consideration Total 1.36 

4 10 0.10 1.00 
4 7 0.08 0.53 
4 4 0.08 0.30 

Economic Considerations 1.83 

Total Points! 9.1 

South East 

c c 
West 

R 

LotT e 

UC/CP 
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N/S Street Area# 5 

SW 114Ave Site# 3 

E/W Street Date: 18-Jul 

SW40 St 

(NW Quad) 

!current Use (Vacant, Etc.) lsh Plaza 

Location Criteria Score Weight Total 

Within a High Volume Corridor 10 7 4 10 0.15 1.53 
Premium Transit Service Potential 10 7 4 10 0.10 1.00 
Outside Major Bottleneck 10 7 4 10 0.05 0.50 
Visibility of Site 10 7 4 7 0.07 0.46 
Access to the Park-and-Ride Facility 10 7 4 10 0.12 1.23 
other Park-and-Ride Competition 10 7 4 10 0.03 0.25 
Commuter Driving Distance to Lot 10 7 4 10 0.05 0.50 
Bike Route Access 10 7 4 7 0.04 0.26 

Location Criteria Total 5.72 
Site Consideration 

Adverse Impact on Local Communi 7 4 10 0.04 0.38 
Site Expansion Potential 4 0.04 0.15 
Parking Capacity on Adjacent Streets 0.01 0.10 
Parking Security 10 0.06 0.63 

1.25 
Economic Considerations 

Land Cost 10 7 4 10 0.10 1.00 
Ease of Land Acquisition 10 7 4 10 0.08 0.75 
Development Cost 10 7 4 10 0.08 0.75 

Economic Considerations 2.50 

Total Points! 9.47 

North South East West 

Surrounding Land Uses R R c R/C 

Lot T e 

UC/GP 



N/S Street 

SW 142 Ave 

E/W Street 

SW 26 St 

(NE Quad) 

I current Use (Vacant, Etc.) 

Location Criteria 

Within a High Volume Corridor 

Premium Tran sit Service Potential 

Outside Major Bottleneck 

Visibility of Site 

Access to the Park-and-Ride Facility 

Other Park-and-Ride Competition 

Commuter Driving Distance to Lot 

Bike Route Access 

Site Consideration 

Adverse Impact on Local Community 

Site Expansion Potential 

Parking Capacity on Adjacent Streets 

Parking Security 

Economic Considerations 

Land Cost 

Ease of Land Acquisition 

Development Cost 

Surrounding Land Uses 

Area# 6 

Site# 4 

Date: 18-Jul 

lchurch Lot 

Score Weight Total 

10 7 4 7 0.15 1.07 
10 7 4 10 0.10 1.00 
10 7 4 7 0.05 0.35 
10 7 4 10 0.07 0.65 
10 7 4 10 0.12 1.23 
10 7 4 10 0.03 0.25 
10 7 4 10 0.05 0.50 
10 7 4 7 0.04 0.26 

Location Criteria Total 5.31 

10 7 4 7 0.04 0.26 
10 7 4 7 0.04 0.26 
10 7 4 10 0.01 0.10 
10 7 4 10 0.06 0.63 

Site Consideration Total 1.25 

10 7 4 10 0.10 1.00 
10 7 4 10 0.08 0.75 
10 7 4 4 0.08 0.30 

Economic Considerations 2.05 

North South 

R R/C 

Total Pointsl 8.61 

East 

R 

West 

R 

~ 
~ 
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NIS Street 

SW 137 Ave 

EIW Street 

SW 26 St 

(NW Quad) 

jcurrent Use (Vacant, Etc.) 

Location Criteria 

Within a High Volume Corridor 

Premium Transit Service Potential 

Outside Major Bottleneck 

Visibility of Site 

Access to the Park-and-Ride Facility 

Other Park-and-Ride Competition 

Commuter Driving Distance to Lot 

Bike Route Access 

Site Consideration 

Adverse Impact on Local Community 

Site Expansion Potential 

Parking Capacity on Adjacent Streets 

Parking Security 

Economic Considerations 

Land Cost 

Ease of Land Acquisition 

Development Cost 

I surrounding Land Uses 

Area# 6 
Site# 5 

Date: 18-Jul 

I shopping Cir 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

North 

R 

Score Weight Total 

4 10 0.15 1.53 
4 10 0.10 1.00 
4 10 0.05 0.50 
4 7 0.07 0.46 
4 10 0.12 1.23 
4 10 0.03 0.25 
4 10 0.05 0.50 
4 10 0.04 0.38 

Location Criteria Total 5.83 

4 10 0.04 0.38 
4 4 0.04 0.15 
4 10 0.01 0.10 
4 4 0.06 0.25 
Site Consideration Total 0.88 

10 0.10 1.00 

10 0.08 0.75 

10 0.08 0.75 
Economic Considerations 2.50 

Total Points! 9.21 

South East 

c c 
West 

R 

~ 
~ 
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N/S Street 

SW 137 Ave 

E/W Street 

SW42 St 

(NE Quad) 

jcurrent Use (Vacant, Etc.} 

Location Criteria 
Within a High Volume Corridor 

Premium Transit Service Potential 

Outside Major Bottleneck 

Visibility of Site 

Access to the Park-and-Ride Facility 

Other Park-and-Ride Competition 

Commuter Driving Distance to Lot 

Bike Route Access 

Site Consideration 

Adverse Impact on Local Community 

Site Expansion Potential 

Parking Capacity on Adjacent Streets 

Parking Security 

Economic Considerations 

Land Cost 

Ease of Land Acquisition 

Development Cost 

Surrounding Land Uses 

Area# 6 

Site# 6 

Date: 18-Jul 

IPL Easement 

Score Weight Total 

10 7 4 10 0.15 1.53 
10 7 4 10 0.10 1.00 
10 7 4 10 0.05 0.50 
10 7 4 10 0.07 0.65 
10 7 4 10 0.12 1.23 
10 7 4 10 0.03 0.25 
10 7 4 10 0.05 0.50 
10 7 4 10 0.04 0.38 

Location Criteria Total 6.03 

10 7 4 7 0.04 0.26 
10 7 4 7 0.04 0.26 
10 7 4 10 0.01 0.10 
10 7 4 7 0.06 0.44 

Site Consideration Total 1.06 

10 7 4 10 0.10 1.00 
10 7 4 7 0.08 0.53 
10 7 4 4 0.08 0.30 

Economic Considerations 1.83 

North 

Easement 

Total Points! 8.91 

South East 

Easemnt R 

West 

c 

~ 
~ 
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N/S Street 

SW 147 Ave 

E/W Street 

SW 42 St 

(NE Quad) 

jcurrent Use (Vacant, Etc.) I vacant 

Location Criteria 

Within a High Volume Corridor 10 7 

Premium Transit Service Potential 10 7 

Outside Major Bottleneck 10 7 

Visibility of Site 10 7 

Access to the Park-and-Ride Facility 10 7 

Other Park-and-Ride Competition 10 7 

Commuter Driving Distance to Lot 10 7 

Bike Route Access 10 7 

Site Consideration 

Adverse Impact on Local Community 10 7 

Site Expansion Potential 10 7 

Parking Capacity on Adjacent Streets 10 7 

Parking Security 10 7 

Economic Considerations 
Land Cost 10 7 

Ease of Land Acquisition 10 7 

Development Cost 10 7 

North 

Surrounding Land Uses R 

Area# 6 
Site# 7 

Date: 18-Jul 

Score Weight Total 

4 4 0.15 0.61 
4 10 0.10 1.00 
4 10 0.05 0.50 
4 7 0.07 0.46 
4 7 0.12 0.86 
4 10 0.03 0.25 
4 10 0.05 0.50 
4 7 0.04 0.26 

Location Criteria Total 4.44 

4 10 0.04 0.38 
4 4 0.04 0.15 
4 10 0.01 0.10 
4 7 0.06 0.44 
Site Consideration Total 106 

4 4 0.10 0.40 
4 4 0.08 0.30 
4 4 0.08 0.30 

Economic Considerations 1.00 

Total Points! 6.50 

South East 

R R/Sch 

West 

R 

~ 
~ 
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N/S Street 

SW 107 Ave 

E/W Street 

Flagler St 

(SW Quad) 

!current Use (Vacant, Etc.) lshp Plaza 

Location Criteria 
Within a High Volume Corridor 10 7 

Premium Transit Service Potential 10 7 

Outside Major Bottleneck 10 7 

Visibility of Site 10 7 

Access to the Park-and-Ride Facility 10 7 

Other Park-and-Ride Competition 10 7 

Commuter Driving Distance to Lot 10 7 

Bike Route Access 10 7 

Site Consideration 

Adverse Impact on Local Community 10 7 

Site Expansion Potential 10 7 

Parking Capacity on Adjacent Streets 10 7 

Parking Security 10 7 

Economic Considerations 
Land Cost 10 7 

Ease of Land Acquisition 10 7 

Development Cost 10 7 

North 

Surrounding Land Uses c 

Area# 7 

Site# 8 

Date: 18-Jul 

Score Weight Total 

4 10 0.15 1.53 
4 10 0.10 1.00 
4 10 0.05 0.50 
4 10 0.07 0.65 
4 10 0.12 1.23 
4 10 0.03 0.25 
4 10 0.05 0.50 
4 7 0.04 0.26 

Location Criteria Tota 5.91 

4 10 0.04 0.38 
4 4 0.04 0.15 
4 10 0.01 0.10 
4 10 0.06 0.63 
Site Consideration Total 1.25 

4 10 0.10 1.00 
4 10 0.08 0.75 
4 10 0.08 0.75 

Economic Considerations 2.50 

Total Points! 9.66 

South East 

R c 
West 

R 

~ 
~ 
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N/S Street 

SW 107 Ave 

E/W Street 

Flagler St 

(NW Quad) 

!current Use (Vacant, Etc.) 

Location Criteria 

Within a High Volume Corridor 

Premium Transit Service Potential 

Outside Major Bottleneck 

Visibility Of Site 

Access to the Park-and-Ride Facility 

Other Park-and-Ride Competition 

Commuter Driving Distance to Lot 

Bike Route Access 

Site Consideration 
Adverse Impact on Local Community 

Site Expansion Potential 

Parking Capacity on Adjacent Streets 

Parking Security 

Economic Considerations 
Land Cost 

Ease of Land Acquisition 

Development Cost 

Surrounding Land Uses 

Area# 7 

Site# 9 

Date: 18-Jul 

lshp Plaza 

Score Weight Total 

4 10 0.15 1.53 
4 10 0.10 1.00 
4 10 0.05 0.50 
4 7 0.07 0.46 

10 7 4 10 0.12 1.23 
10 7 4 10 0.03 0.25 

10 7 4 10 0.05 0.50 
10 7 4 7 0.04 0.26 

Location Criteria Total 5.72 

10 7 4 10 0.04 0.38 
10 7 4 4 0.04 0.15 
10 7 4 10 0.01 0.10 
10 7 4 10 0.06 0.63 

Site Consideration Total 1.25 

10 7 4 10 0.10 1.00 
10 7 4 10 0.08 0.75 
10 7 4 10 0.08 0.75 

Economic Considerations 2.50 

Total Points! 9.47 

North South 

R c 
East 

c 
West 

R 

~ 
~ 

Appendix B 



Appendix B 

N/S Street Area# 7 

SW 25 Terr Site# 10 

E/W Street Date: 18-Jul 

SW 26 St 

(NE Quad) 

!current Use (Vacant, Etc.) !strip Mall 

Location Criteria Score Weight Total 

Within a High Volume Corridor 10 7 4 4 0.15 0.61 
Premium Transit Service Potential 10 7 4 10 0.10 1.00 
Outside Major Bottleneck 10 7 4 10 0.05 0.50 
Visibility of Site 10 7 4 7 0.07 0.46 
Access to the Park-and-Ride Facility 10 7 4 10 0.12 1.23 
Other Park-and-Ride Competition 10 7 4 10 0.03 0.25 
Commuter Driving Distance to Lot 10 7 4 10 0.05 0.50 
Bike Route Access 10 7 4 7 0.04 0.26 

Location Criteria Tota 4.80 
Site Consideration 

Adverse Impact on Local Community 10 7 4 10 0.04 0.38 
Site Expansion Potential 10 7 4 7 0.04 0.26 
Parking Capacity on Adjacent Streets 10 7 4 10 0.01 0.10 
Parking Security 10 7 4 10 0.06 0.63 

Site Consideration Total 1.36 
Economic Considerations 

Land Cost 10 7 4 10 0.10 1.00 
Ease of Land Acquisition 10 7 4 10 0.08 0.75 
Development Cost 10 7 4 10 0.08 0.75 

Economic Considerations 2.50 

Total Points! 8.67 

North South East West 

Surrounding Land Uses R R c c 



NIS Street 

SW 112 Ave 

EfW Street 

SW24 

(NW Quad) 

Current Use (Vacant, Etc.) 

Location Criteria 

Within a High Volume Corridor 

Premium Transit Service Potential 

Outside Major Bottleneck 

Visibility of Site 

Access to the Park-and-Ride Facility 

Other Park-and-Ride Competition 

Commuter Driving Distance to Lot 

I Bike Route Access 

Site Consideration 

Adverse Impact on Local Community 

Site Expansion Potential 

Parking Capacity on Adjacent Streets 

Parking Security 

Economic Considerations 

Land Cost 

Ease of Land Acquisition 

Development Cost 

Surrounding Land Uses 

Area# 7 

Site# 11 

Date: 19-Jul 

Tamiami Park 

Score Weight Total 

10 7 4 4 0.15 0.61 
10 7 4 7 0.10 0.70 
10 7 4 7 0.05 0.35 
10 7 4 4 0.07 0.26 
10 7 4 7 0.12 0.86 
10 7 4 10 0.03 0.25 
10 7 4 10 0.05 0.50 
10 7 4 10 0.04 0.38 

Location Criteria Total 3.90 

10 7 4 10 0.04 0.38 
10 7 4 4 0.04 0.15 
10 7 4 10 0.01 0.10 
10 7 4 10 0.06 0.63 

Site Consideration Total 1.25 

10 7 4 10 0.10 1.00 
10 7 4 7 0.08 0.53 
10 7 4 10 0.08 0.75 

Economic Considerations 2.28 

Total Points! 7.43 

North South 

Public Use R 

East 

Public 

West 

R/C 

~ 
~ 
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N/S Street 

SW99Ct 

EJW Street 

Flagler St 

(SE Quad) 

jcurrent Use (Vacant, Etc.) 

Location Criteria 
Within a High Volume Corridor 

Premium Transit Service Potential 

Outside Major Bottleneck 

Visibility of Site 

Access to the Park-and-Ride Facility 

Other Park-and-Ride Competition 

Commuter Driving Distance to Lot 

Bike Route Access 

Site Consideration 

Adverse Impact on Local Community 

Site Expansion Potential 

Parking Capacity on Adjacent Streets 

Parking Security 

Economic Considerations 
Land Cost 

Ease of Land Acquisition 

Development Cost 

I surrounding Land Uses 

Area# 8 

Site# 12 

Date: 19-Jul 

I church Lot 

Score Weight Total 

10 7 4 7 0.15 1.07 
10 7 4 10 0.10 1.00 

10 7 4 10 0.05 0.50 
10 7 4 10 0.07 0.65 
10 7 4 10 0.12 1.23 
10 7 4 10 0.03 0.25 
10 7 4 10 0.05 0.50 

10 7 4 4 0.04 0.15 
Location Criteria Tota 5.34 

10 7 4 10 0.04 0.38 
10 7 4 7 0.04 0.26 
10 7 4 10 0.01 0.10 
10 7 4 10 0.06 0.63 

Site Consideration Total 1.36 

10 7 4 10 0.10 1.00 
10 7 4 10 0.08 0.75 
10 7 4 10 0.08 0.75 

Economic Considerations 2.50 

Total Points! 9.21 

North South 

R R 

East 

R/Sch 

West 

R 

~ 
~ 
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N/S Street 

SR-826 

E/W Street 

Flagler St 

(NW Quad) 

jcurrent Use (Vacant, Etc.) 

Location Criteria 
Within a High Volume Corridor 

Premium Transit Service Potential 

Outside Major Bottleneck 

Visibility of Site 

Access to the Park-and-Ride Facility 

Other Park-and-Ride Competition 

Commuter Driving Distance to Lot 

Bike Route Access 

Site Consideration 
Adverse Impact on Local Community 

Site Expansion Potential 

Parking Capacity on Adjacent Streets 

Parking Security 

Economic Considerations 

Land Cost 

Ease of Land Acquisition 

Development Cost 

Surrounding Land Uses 

Area# 11 

Site# 13 

Date: 19-Jul 

IM of M Lot 

Score Weight Total 

10 7 4 10 0.15 1.53 
10 7 4 10 0.10 1.00 

7 4 10 0.05 0.50 
7 4 7 0.07 0.46 

10 7 4 7 0.12 0.86 
10 7 4 10 0.03 0.25 
10 7 4 10 0.05 0.50 
10 7 4 7 0.04 0.26 

Location Criteria Tota! 5.35 

10 7 4 10 0.04 0.38 
10 7 4 7 0.04 0.26 
10 7 4 10 0.01 0.10 
10 7 4 10 006 0.63 

Site Consideration Total 1.36 

10 7 4 10 0.10 1.00 
10 7 4 10 0.08 0.75 
10 7 4 10 0.08 0.75 

Economic Considerations 2.50 

North South 

RIC c 

Total Points! 9.21 

East 

R 

West 

c 

LotT e 

UC/CP 

Appendix B 



N/S Street 

SR-826 

E/W Street 

Flagler St 

(SW Quad) 

!current Use (Vacant, Etc.) I vacant 

Location Criteria 

Within a High Volume Corridor 10 7 

Premium Transit Service Potential 10 7 

Outside Major Bottleneck 10 7 

Visibility of Site 10 7 

Access to the Park-and-Ride Facility 10 7 

Other Park-and-Ride Competition 10 7 

Commuter Driving Distance to Lot 10 7 

Bike Route Access 10 7 

Site Consideration 

Adverse Impact on Local Community 10 7 

Site Expansion Potential 10 7 

Parking Capacity on Adjacent Streets 10 7 

Parking Security 10 7 

Economic Considerations 
Land Cost 10 7 

Ease of Land Acquisition 10 7 

Development Cost 10 7 

North 

Surrounding Land Uses c 

Area# 11 

Site# 14 

Date: 19-Jul 

Score Weight Total 

4 10 0.15 1.53 
4 10 0.10 1.00 
4 10 0.05 0.50 
4 10 0.07 0.65 
4 10 0.12 1.23 
4 10 0.03 0.25 

4 10 0.05 0.50 
4 7 0.04 0.26 

Location Criteria Total 5.91 

4 10 0.04 0.38 
4 10 0.04 0.38 
4 10 0.01 0.10 
4 10 0.06 0.63 
Site Consideration Total 1.48 

4 4 0.10 0.40 
4 4 0.08 0.30 
4 4 0.08 0.30 

Economic Considerations 1.00 

Total Pointsl 8.39 

South East 

R CIR 

West 

c 

LotT e 

UC/CP 

Appendix B 



N/S Street 

SW 76 Ave 

E/W Street 

Flagler St 

(SW Quad) 

I current Use (Vacant, Etc.) I vacant 

Location Criteria 

Within a High Volume Corridor 10 7 

Premium Transit Service Potential 10 7 

Outside Major Bottleneck 10 7 

Visibility of Site 10 7 

Access to the Park-and-Ride Facility 10 7 

Other Park-and-Ride Competition 10 7 

Commuter Driving Distance to Lot 10 7 

Bike Route Access 10 7 

Site Consideration 

Adverse Impact on Local Community 10 7 

Site Expansion Potential 10 7 

Parking Capacity on Adjacent Streets 10 7 

Parking Security 10 7 

Economic Considerations 

Land Cost 10 7 

Ease of Land Acquisition 10 7 

Development Cost 10 7 

North 

Surrounding Land Uses c 

Area# 11 

Site# 15 

Date: 19-Jul 

Score Weight Total 

4 10 0.15 1.53 
4 10 0.10 1.00 
4 10 0.05 0.50 
4 10 0.07 0.65 
4 10 0.12 1.23 
4 10 0.03 0.25 
4 10 0.05 0.50 
4 7 0.04 0.26 

Location Criteria Total 5.91 

4 7 0.04 0.26 
4 7 0.04 0.26 
4 10 0.01 0.10 

4 7 0.06 0.44 
Site Consideration Total 1.06 

4 4 0.10 0.40 
4 4 0.08 0.30 
4 4 0.08 0.30 

Economic Considerations 1.00 

Total Pointsl 7.98 

South East 

R R 

West 

R 

Lot T e 

UC/CP 

Appendix B 



N/S Street 

SW 37 Ave 

E/W Street 

Almeria Ave 

(SW Quad) 

I current Use (Vacant, Etc.) I vacant 

Location Criteria 

Within a High Volume Corridor 10 7 

Premium Transit Service Potential 10 7 

Outside Major Bottleneck 10 7 

Visibility of Site 10 7 

Access to the Park-and-Ride Facility 10 7 

Other Park-and-Ride Competition 10 7 

Commuter Driving Distance to Lot 10 7 

Bike Route Access 10 7 

Site Consideration 

Adverse Impact on Local Community 10 7 

Site Expansion Potential 10 7 

Parking Capacity on Adjacent Streets 10 7 

Parking Security 10 7 

Economic Considerations 

Land Cost 10 7 

Ease of Land Acquisition 10 7 

Development Cost 10 7 

North 

Surrounding Land Uses R 

Area# 14 

Site# 16 

Date: 19-Jul 

Score Weight Total 

4 10 0.15 1.53 
4 10 0.10 1.00 
4 10 0.05 0.50 
4 10 0.07 0.65 
4 10 0.12 1.23 
4 10 0.03 0.25 
4 7 0.05 0.35 
4 7 0.04 0.26 

Location Criteria Total 5.76 

4 7 0.04 0.26 
4 4 0.04 0.15 
4 7 0.01 0.07 
4 7 0.06 0.44 
Site Consideration Total 0.92 

4 4 0.10 0.40 
4 4 0.08 0.30 
4 4 0.08 0.30 

Economic Considerations 1.00 

Total Pointsl 7.68 

South East 

R C/R 

West 

R 

~ 
~ 

Appendix B 



NIS Street 

Biscayne Blvd 

E/W Street 

NE 151 St 

(NE Quad) 

!current Use (Vacant, Etc.) 

Location Criteria 

Within a High Volume Corridor 

Premium Transit Service Potential 

Outside Major Bottleneck 

Visibility of Site 

Access to the Park-and-Ride Facility 

Other Park-and-Ride Competition 

Commuter Driving Distance to Lot 

Bike Route Access 

Site Consideration 

Adverse Impact on Local Community 

Site Expansion Potential 

Parking Capacity on Adjacent Streets 

Parking Security 

Economic Considerations 

Land Cost 

Ease of Land Acquisition 

Development Cost 

I Surrounding Land Uses 

Area# 21 

Site# 17 

Date: 19-Jul 

IFIU Ent 

Score Weight Total 

10 7 4 10 0.15 1.53 
10 7 4 10 0.10 1.00 
10 7 4 10 0.05 0.50 
10 7 4 10 0.07 0.65 
10 7 4 10 0.12 1.23 
10 7 4 10 0.03 0.25 
10 7 4 10 0.05 0.50 
10 7 4 10 0.04 0.38 

Location Criteria Total 6.03 

0.04 0.38 

4 0.04 0.15 
10 7 4 10 0.01 0.10 
10 7 4 10 0.06 0.63 

Site Consideration Total 1.25 

10 7 4 10 0.10 1.00 
10 7 4 7 0.08 0.53 

. 10 7 4 4 0.08 0.30 
Economic Considerations 1.83 

North 

Forest 

Total Points! 9.10 

South East 

Forest Forest 

West 

c 

~ 
~ 

Appendix B 



N/S Street 

Biscayne Blvd 

E/W Street 

NE 163 St 

(NE Quad) 

I Current Use (Vacant, Etc.) 

Location Criteria 

Within a High Volume Corridor 

Premium Transit Service Potential 

Outside Major Bottleneck 

Visibility of Site 

Access to the Park-and-Ride Facility 

Other Park-and-Ride Competition 

Commuter Driving Distance to Lot 

Bike Route Access 

Site Consideration 

Adverse Impact on Local Community 

Site Expansion Potential 

Parking Capacity on Adjacent Streets 

Parking Security 

Economic Considerations 

Land Cost 

Ease of Land Acquisition 

Development Cost 

Surrounding Land Uses 

Area# 21 

Site# 18 

Date: 19-Jul 

I vacant Bldg 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

North 

c 

Score Weight Total 

4 10 0.15 1.53 
4 10 0.10 1.00 
4 10 0.05 0.50 
4 10 0.07 0.65 
4 10 0.12 1.23 
4 10 0.03 0.25 
4 10 0.05 0.50 
4 10 0.04 0.38 

Location Criteria Total 6.03 

4 10 0.04 0.38 
4 7 0.04 0.26 
4 10 0.01 0.10 
4 10 0.06 0.63 
Site Consideration Total 1.36 

4 4 0.10 0.40 
4 4 0.08 0.30 
4 7 0.08 0.53 

Economic Considerations 1.23 

Total Pointsl 8.61 

South East 

c Forest/C 

West 

c 

~ 
~ 

Appendix B 



N/S Street 

Biscayne Blvd 

E/W Street 

NE 143 St 

(NE Quad) 

I Current Use (Vacant, Etc.) 

Location Criteria 

Within a High Volume Corridor 

Premium Transit Service Potential 

Outside Major Bottleneck 

Visibility of Site 

Access to the Park-and-Ride Facility 

Other Park-and-Ride Competition 

Commuter Driving Distance to Lot 

Bike Route Access 

Site Consideration 

Adverse Impact on Local Community 

Site Expansion Potential 

Parking Capacity on Adjacent Streets 

Parking Security 

Economic Considerations 

Land Cost 

Ease of Land Acquisition 

Development Cost 

Surrounding Land Uses 

Area# 21 

Site# 19 

Date: 19-Jul 

I Target Lot 

Score Weight Total 

10 7 4 10 0.15 1.53 
10 7 4 10 0.10 1.00 
10 7 4 7 0.05 0.35 
10 7 4 10 0.07 0.65 
10 7 4 10 0.12 1.23 
10 7 4 10 0.03 0.25 
10 7 4 10 0.05 0.50 
10 7 4 10 0.04 0.38 

Location Criteria Total 5.88 

10 7 4 10 0.04 0.38 
10 7 4 4 0.04 0.15 
10 7 4 10 0.01 0.10 
10 7 4 10 0.06 0.63 

Site Consideration Total 1.25 

10 7 4 10 0.10 1.00 
10 7 4 10 0.08 0.75 
10 7 4 10 0.08 0.75 

Economic Considerations 2.50 

Total Pointsl 9.63 

North South East West 

Vacant/C c Forest c 

~ 
~ 

Appendix B 



N/S Street 

Biscayne Blvd 

E/W Street 

NE 143 St 

(NE Quad) 

I current Use (Vacant, Etc.) 

Location Criteria 

Within a High Volume Corridor 

Premium Transit Service Potential 

Outside Major Bottleneck 

Visibility of Site 

Access to the Park-and-Ride Facility 

Other Park-and-Ride Competition 

Commuter Driving Distance to Lot 

Bike Route Access 

Site Consideration 

Adverse Impact on Local Community 

Site Expansion Potential 

Parking Capacity on Adjacent Streets 

Parking Security 

Economic Considerations 

Land Cost 

Ease of Land Acquisition 

Development Cost 

Surrounding Land Uses 

Area# 21 

Site# 20 

Date: 19-Jul 

I vacant 

Score Weight Total 

10 7 4 10 0.15 1.53 
10 7 4 10 0.10 1.00 
10 7 4 7 0.05 0.35 
10 7 4 10 0.07 0.65 
10 7 4 10 0.12 1.23 
10 7 4 10 0.03 0.25 
10 7 4 10 0.05 0.50 
10 7 4 10 0.04 0.38 

Location Criteria Total 5.88 

10 7 4 10 0.04 0.38 
10 7 4 7 0.04 0.26 
10 7 4 10 0.01 0.10 
10 7 4 10 0.06 0.63 

Site Consideration Total 1.36 

10 7 4 4 0.10 0.40 
10 7 4 4 0.08 0.30 
10 7 4 4 0.08 0.30 

Economic Considerations 1.00 

North South 

Forest c 

Total Pointsl 8.24 

East 

Forest 

West 

c 

~ 
~ 

Appendix B 



N/S Street 

Biscayne Blvd 

EfW Street 

NE 37 St 

(NW Quad) 

Location Criteria 

Within a High Volume Corridor 10 

Premium Transit Service Potential 10 

Outside Major Bottleneck 10 

Visibility of Site 10 

Access to the Park-and-Ride Facility 10 

Other Park-and-Ride Competition 10 

Commuter Driving Distance to Lot 10 

Bike Route Access 10 

Site Consideration 

Adverse Impact on Local Community 10 

Site Expansion Potential 10 

Parking Capacity on Adjacent Streets 10 

Parking Security 10 

Economic Considerations 

Land Cost 10 

Ease of Land Acquisition 10 

Development Cost 10 

Surrounding Land Uses 

Area# 27 

Site# 21 

Date: 19-Jul 

Score Weight Total 

7 4 10 0.15 1.53 
7 4 10 0.10 1.00 
7 4 10 0.05 0.50 
7 4 7 0.07 0.46 
7 4 10 0.12 1.23 
7 4 10 0.03 0.25 
7 4 7 0.05 0.35 
7 4 7 0.04 0.26 

Location Criteria Tota: 5.57 

7 4 10 0.04 0.38 
7 4 7 0.04 0.26 
7 4 10 0.01 0.10 
7 4 7 0.06 0.44 

Site Consideration Total 1.18 

7 4 4 0.10 0.40 
7 4 4 0.08 0.30 
7 4 4 0.08 0.30 

Economic Considerations 1.00 

North South 

c c 

Total Pointsl 7.74 

East 

c 
West 

c 

~ 
~ 

Appendix B 



N/S Street 

Biscayne Blvd 

EfW Street 

NE 38 St 

(NW Quad) 

I Current Use (Vacant, Etc.) !vacant 

Location Criteria 

Within a High Volume Corridor 10 7 

Premium Transit Service Potential 10 7 

Outside Major Bottleneck 10 7 

Visibility of Site 10 7 

Access to the Park-and-Ride Facility 10 7 

Other Park-and-Ride Competition 10 7 

Commuter Driving Distance to Lot 10 7 

Bike Route Access 10 7 

Site Consideration 

Adverse Impact on Local Community 10 7 

Site Expansion Potential 10 7 

Parking Capacity on Adjacent Streets 10 7 

Parking Security 10 7 

Economic Considerations 

Land Cost 10 7 

Ease of Land Acquisition 10 7 

Development Cost 10 7 

North 

!surrounding Land Uses c 

Area# 27 

Site# 22 

Date: 19-Jul 

Score Weight Total 

4 10 0.15 1.53 
4 10 0.10 1.00 
4 10 0.05 0.50 
4 10 0.07 0.65 
4 10 0.12 1.23 
4 10 0.03 0.25 
4 7 0.05 0.35 
4 7 0.04 0.26 

Location Criteria Total 5.76 

4 10 0.04 0.38 
4 7 0.04 0.26 
4 10 0.01 0.10 
4 7 0.06 0.44 
Site Consideration Total 1.18 

4 4 0.10 0.40 
4 4 0.08 0.30 
4 4 0.08 0.30 

Economic Considerations 1.00 

Total Pointsl 7.94 

South East 

c c 
West 

c 

~ 
~ 

Appendix B 



N/S Street Area# 28 

NW 112 Ave Site# 23 

E/W Street Date: 29-Jul 

NW74 St 

(NE Quad) 

LI c_u_r_re_n_t_U_s_e-'...(V_a_c_a_n_t,_E_t_c_.) ____ ..J.lv..:...=.ac=..:a:.:.n.:.:t __ _Jlwet1ands? 

Location Criteria 

Within a High Volume Corridor 10 7 

Premium Transit Service Potential 10 7 

Outside Major Bottleneck 10 7 

Visibility of Site 10 7 

Access to the Park-and-Ride Facility 10 7 

Other Park-and-Ride Competition 10 7 

Commuter Driving Distance to Lot 10 7 

Bike Route Access 10 7 

Site Consideration 

Adverse Impact on Local Community 10 7 

Site Expansion Potential 10 7 

Parking Capacity on Adjacent Streets 10 7 

Parking Security 10 7 

Economic Considerations 

Land Cost 10 7 

Ease of Land Acquisition 10 7 

Development Cost 10 7 

North 

[surrounding Land Uses R 

Score Weight Total 

4 10 0.15 1.53 

4 4 0.10 0.40 
4 4 0.05 0.20 
4 10 0.07 0.65 
4 10 0.12 1.23 
4 10 0.03 0.25 
4 10 0.05 0.50 
4 4 0.04 0.15 

Location Criteria Total 4.90 

4 7 0.04 0.26 
4 4 0.04 0.15 
4 10 0.01 0.10 
4 7 0.06 0.44 
Site Consideration Total 0.95 

4 4 0.10 0.40 
4 4 0.08 0.30 
4 4 0.08 0.30 

Economic Considerations 1.00 

Total Pointsl 6.85 

South East 

R Vacant 

West 

R 

~ 
~ 

Appendix B 



N/S Street 

NW 114 Ave 

E/W Street 

NW 74 St 

(SW Quad) 

I Current Use (Vacant, Etc.) I vacant 

Location Criteria 

Within a High Volume Corridor 10 7 

Premium Transit Service Potential 10 7 

Outside Major Bottleneck 10 7 

Visibility of Site 10 7 

Access to the Park-and-Ride Facility 10 7 

Other Park-and-Ride Competition 10 7 

Commuter Driving Distance to Lot 10 7 

Bike Route Access 10 7 

Site Consideration 

Adverse Impact on Local Community 10 7 

Site Expansion Potential 10 7 

Parking Capacity on Adjacent Streets 10 7 

Parking Security 10 7 

Economic Considerations 

Land Cost 10 7 

Ease of Land Acquisition 10 7 

Development Cost 10 7 

North 

!surrounding Land Uses R 

Area# 28 

Site# 24 

Date: 29-Jul 

Score Weight Total 

4 10 0.15 1.53 
4 4 0.10 0.40 
4 10 0.05 0.50 
4 10 0.07 0.65 
4 7 0.12 0.86 
4 10 0.03 0.25 
4 10 0.05 0.50 
4 4 0.04 0.15 

Location Criteria Tota 4.83 

4 7 0.04 0.26 
4 4 0.04 0.15 
4 10 0.01 0.10 
4 7 0.06 0.44 
Site Consideration Total 0.95 

4 4 0.10 0.40 
4 4 0.08 0.30 
4 4 0.08 0.30 

Economic Considerations 1.00 

Total Points! 6.78 

South East 

Vacant R 

West 

R 

~ 
~ 

Appendix a 



N/S Street 

NW 27 Ave 

E/W Street 

NW 135 St 

(SW Quad) 

I Current Use (Vacant, Etc.) 

Location Criteria 

Within a High Volume Corridor 

Premium Transit Service Potential 

Outside Major Bottleneck 

Visibility of Site 

Access to the Park-and-Ride Facility 

Other Park-and-Ride Competition 

Commuter Driving Distance to Lot 

Bike Route Access 

Site Consideration 

Adverse Impact on Local Community 

Site Expansion Potential 

Parking Capacity on Adjacent Streets 

Parking Security 

Economic Considerations 

Land Cost 

Ease of Land Acquisition 

Development Cost 

!surrounding Land Uses 

Area# 32 

Site# 25 

Date: 18-Jul 

I Old Eckerd (V) I 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

North 

c 

Score Weight Total 

4 10 0.15 1.53 
4 10 0.10 1.00 
4 7 0.05 0.35 
4 10 0.07 0.65 
4 10 0.12 1.23 
4 4 0.03 0.10 
4 10 0.05 0.50 
4 10 0.04 0.38 

Location Criteria Total 5.73 

4 10 0.04 0.38 
4 4 0.04 0.15 
4 10 0.01 0.10 
4 7 0.06 0.44 
Site Consideration Total 1.06 

4 4 0.10 0.40 
4 4 0.08 0.30 
4 7 0.08 0.53 

Economic Considerations 1.23 

Total Pointsl 8.01 

South East 

c C/R 

West 

c 

~ 
~ 

Appendix B 



N/S Street 

NW 27 Ave 

EIW Street 

Opa Lock Blvd 

(NW Quad) 

!current Use (Vacant, Etc.) 

Location Criteria 

Within a High Volume Corridor 

Premium Transit Service Potential 

Outside Major Bottleneck 

Visibility of Site 

Access to the Park-and-Ride Facility 

Other Park-and-Ride Competition 

Commuter Driving Distance to Lot 

Bike Route Access 

Site Consideration 

Adverse Impact on Local Community 

Site Expansion Potential 

Parking Capacity on Adjacent Streets 

Parking Security 

Economic Considerations 

Land Cost 

Ease of Land Acquisition 

Development Cost 

!surrounding Land Uses 

Area# 32 

Site# 26 

Date: 18-Jul 

lo1d KFC (V) 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

North 

c 

Score Weight Total 

4 10 0.15 1.53 
4 10 0.10 1.00 
4 10 0.05 0.50 
4 10 0.07 0.65 
4 10 0.12 1.23 
4 4 0.03 0.10 
4 10 0.05 0.50 
4 10 0.04 0.38 

Location Criteria Total 5.88 

4 10 0.04 0.38 
4 4 0.04 0.15 
4 10 0.01 0.10 
4 7 0.06 0.44 
Site Consideration Total 1.06 

4 4 0.10 0.40 
4 4 0.08 0.30 
4 7 0.08 0.53 

Economic Considerations 1.23 

Total Points! 8.16 

South East 

c c 
West 

R 

~ 
~ 

Appendix B 



N/S Street 

NW 27 Ave 

E/W Street 

NW 135 St 

(NE Quad) 

I current Use (Vacant, Etc.) 

Location Criteria 

Within a High Volume Corridor 

Premium Transit Service Potential 

Outside Major Bottleneck 

Visibility of Site 

Access to the Park-and-Ride Facility 

Other Park-and-Ride Competition 

Commuter Driving Distance to Lot 

Bike Route Access 

Site Consideration 

Adverse Impact on Local Community 

Site Expansion Potential 

Parking Capacity on Adjacent Streets 

Parking Security 

Economic Considerations 

Land Cost 

Ease of Land Acquisition 

Development Cost 

!surrounding Land Uses 

Area# 32 

Site# 27 

Date: 18-Jul 

I Church Lot 

Score Weight Total 

10 7 4 10 0.15 1.53 
10 7 4 10 0.10 1.00 
10 7 4 7 0.05 0.35 
10 7 4 7 0.07 0.46 
10 7 4 7 0.12 0.86 
10 7 4 4 0.03 0.10 
10 7 4 10 0.05 0.50 
10 7 4 10 0.04 0.38 

Location Criteria Total 5.16 

10 7 4 10 0.04 0.38 
10 7 4 4 0.04 0.15 
10 7 4 10 0.01 0.10 
10 7 4 7 0.06 0.44 

Site Consideration Total 1.06 

10 7 4 10 0.10 1.00 
10 7 4 10 0.08 0.75 
10 7 4 4 0.08 0.30 

Economic Considerations 2.05 

North South 

c C/R 

Total Pointsl 8.28 

East 

c 
West 

c 

~ 
~ 
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N/S Street 
NW 57 Ave 
E/W Street 

SR-924 
(NE Quad) 

I current Use (Vacant, Etc.) 

Location Criteria 

Within a High Volume Corridor 

Premium Transit Service Potential 

Outside Major Bottleneck 

Visibility of Site 

Access to the Park-and-Ride Facility 

Other Park-and-Ride Competition 

Commuter Driving Distance to Lot 

Bike Route Access 

Site Consideration 

Adverse Impact on Local Community 

Site Expansion Potential 

Parking Capacity on Adjacent Streets 

Parking Security 

Economic Considerations 

Land Cost 

Ease of Land Acquisition 

Development Cost 

Surrounding Land Uses 

Area# 33 
Site# 28 
Date: 19-Jul 

I vacant 

10 

10 

10 

10 

10 

10 

10 

10 

10 

10 

10 

10 

10 

10 

10 

Score Weight Total 

7 4 10 0.15 1.53 
7 4 10 0.10 1.00 
7 4 7 0.05 0.35 
7 4 10 0.07 0.65 
7 4 10 0.12 1.23 
7 4 10 0.03 0.25 
7 4 10 0.05 0.50 
7 4 7 0.04 0.26 

Location Criteria Total 5.76 

7 4 10 0.04 0.38 
7 4 10 0.04 0.38 
7 4 10 0.01 0.10 
7 4 7 0.06 0.44 

Site Consideration Total 1.29 

7 4 4 0.10 0.40 
7 4 4 0.08 0.30 
7 4 4 0.08 0.30 
Economic Considerations 1.00 

Total Pointsl 8.05 

North South 

Airport c 
East 

Airport 

West 

c 

Lot T e 

UC/CP 

Appendix B 



N/S Street 

NW 57 Ave 

E/W Street 

NW 119 St 

(NE Quad) 

I current Use {Vacant, Etc.} I vacant 

Location Criteria 

Within a High Volume Corridor 10 7 

Premium Transit Service Potential 10 7 

Outside Major Bottleneck 10 7 

Visibility of Site 10 7 

Access to the Park-and-Ride Facility 10 7 

Other Park-and-Ride Competition 10 7 

Commuter Driving Distance to Lot 10 7 

Bike Route Access 10 7 

Site Consideration 

Adverse Impact on Local Community 10 7 

Site Expansion Potential 10 7 

Parking Capacity on Adjacent Streets 10 7 

Parking Security 10 7 

Economic Considerations 

Land Cost 10 7 

Ease of Land Acquisition 10 7 

Development Cost 10 7 

North 

Surrounding Land Uses C/R 

Area# 33 

Site# 29 

Date: 19-Jul 

Score Weight Total 

4 10 0.15 1.53 
4 10 0.10 1.00 
4 10 0.05 0.50 
4 10 0.07 0.65 
4 10 0.12 1.23 
4 10 0.03 0.25 
4 10 0.05 0.50 
4 7 0.04 0.26 

Location Criteria Tota 5.91 

4 7 0.04 0.26 
4 4 0.04 0.15 
4 10 0.01 0.10 
4 7 0.06 0.44 
Site Consideration Total 0.95 

4 4 0.10 0.40 
4 4 0.08 0.30 
4 4 0.08 0.30 

Economic Considerations 1.00 

Total Pointsl 7.86 

South East 

CIR R 

West 

c 

~ 
~ 

Appendix B 



Appendix B 

N/S Street Area# 35 

Palmetto Expy Site# 30 

E/W Street Date: 19-Jul 

W 68th St 

(SW Quad) 

!current Use (Vacant, Etc.) 

Location Criteria Score Weight Total 

Within a High Volume Corridor 10 7 4 10 0.15 1.53 
Premium Transit Service Potential 10 7 4 10 0.10 1.00 
Outside Major Bottleneck 10 7 4 10 0.05 0.50 
Visibility of Site 10 7 4 4 0.07 0.26 
Access to the Park-and-Ride Facility 10 7 4 7 0.12 0.86 
Other Park-and-Ride Competition 10 7 4 10 0.03 0.25 
Commuter Driving Distance to Lot 10 7 4 10 0.05 0.50 
Bike Route Access 10 7 4 4 0.04 0.15 

Location Criteria Total 5.04 
Site Consideration 

Adverse Impact on Local Community 10 7 4 10 0.04 0.38 
Site Expansion Potential 10 7 4 4 0.04 0.15 
Parking Capacity on Adjacent Streets 10 7 4 10 0.01 0.10 
Parking Security 10 7 4 4 0.06 0.25 

Site Consideration Total 0.88 
Economic Considerations 

Land Cost 10 4 10 0.10 1.00 
Ease of Land Acquisition 10 4 7 0.08 0.53 
Development Cost 10 4 4 0.08 0.30 

Economic Considerations 1.83 

Total Points! 7.74 

North South East West 

Surrounding Land Uses c c c c 



N/S Street 

NW 87 Ave 

E/W Street 

NW 186 St 

(NE Quad) 

I Current Use {Vacant, Etc.) I strip Mall 

Location Criteria 

Within a High Volume Corridor 10 7 

Premium Transit Service Potential 10 7 

Outside Major Bottleneck 10 7 

Visibility of Site 10 7 

Access to the Park-and-Ride Facility 10 7 

Other Park-and-Ride Competition 10 7 

Commuter Driving Distance to Lot 10 7 

Bike Route Access 10 7 

Site Consideration 

Adverse Impact on Local Community 10 7 

Site Expansion Potential 10 7 

Parking Capacity on Adjacent Streets 10 7 

Parking Security 10 7 

Economic Considerations 

Land Cost 10 7 

Ease of Land Acquisition 10 7 

Development Cost 10 7 

North 

Surrounding Land Uses R 

Area# 37 

Site# 31 

Date: 19-Jul 

Score Weight Total 

4 10 0.15 1.53 
4 10 0.10 1.00 
4 7 0.05 0.35 
4 7 0.07 0.46 
4 10 0.12 1.23 
4 10 0.03 0.25 
4 10 0.05 0.50 
4 4 0.04 0.15 

Location Criteria Total 5.46 

4 10 0.04 0.38 
4 4 0.04 0.15 
4 10 0.01 0.10 
4 10 0.06 0.63 
Site Consideration Total 1.25 

4 10 0.10 1.00 
4 10 0.08 0.75 
4 10 0.08 0.75 

Economic Considerations 2.50 

Total Pointsl 9.21 

South East 

R R 

West 

R/C 

~ 
~ 

Appendix B 



N/S Street 

NW 67 Ave 

E/W Street 

NW 188 St 

(SE Quad) 

I current Use (Vacant, Etc.) I Park Lot 

Location Criteria 
Within a High Volume Corridor 10 7 

Premium Transit Service Potential 10 7 

Outside Major Bottleneck 10 7 

Visibility of Site 10 7 

Access to the Park-and-Ride Facility 10 7 

Other Park-and-Ride Competition 10 7 

Commuter Driving Distance to Lot 10 7 

Bike Route Access 10 7 

Site Consideration 

Adverse Impact on Local Community 10 7 

Site Expansion Potential 10 7 

Parking Capacity on Adjacent Streets 10 7 

Parking Security 10 7 

Economic Considerations 
Land Cost 10 7 

Ease of Land Acquisition 10 7 

Development Cost 10 7 

Surrounding Land Uses 

Area# 38 

Site# 32 

Date: 19-Jul 

Score Weight Total 

4 10 0.15 1.53 
4 10 0.10 1.00 
4 10 0.05 0.50 
4 4 0.07 0.26 
4 4 0.12 0.49 
4 10 0.03 0.25 
4 10 0.05 0.50 
4 7 0.04 0.26 

Location Criteria Tota 4.79 

4 7 0.04 0.26 
4 7 0.04 0.26 
4 10 0.01 0.10 
4 10 0.06 0.63 
Site Consideration Total 1.25 

4 10 0.10 1.00 
4 7 0.08 0.53 
4 10 0.08 0.75 

Economic Considerations 2.28 

Total Points! 8.31 

outh East 

c R 

West 

R 

~ 
L=J 
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Appendix B 

N/S Street Area# 39 

NW57 Ave Site# 33 

E/W Street Date: 19-Jul 

NW 173 Dr 

(SW Quad) 

!current Use (Vacant, Etc.) lo1d Walmart 

Location Criteria Score Weight Total 

Within a High Volume Corridor 10 7 4 10 0.15 1.53 
Premium Transit Service Potential 10 7 4 10 0.10 1.00 
Outside Major Bottleneck 10 7 4 10 0.05 0.50 
Visibility of Site 10 7 4 7 0.07 0.46 
Access to the Park-and-Ride Facility 10 7 4 7 0.12 

-

Other Park-and-Ride Competition 10 7 4 10 0.03 
I ~ ~-

Commuter Driving Distance to Lot 10 7 4 10 0.05 0.50 
Bike Route Access 10 7 4 4 0.04 0.15 

Location Criteria Tota 5.24 
Site Consideration 

Adverse Impact on Local Community 10 7 4 10 0.04 0.38 
Site Expansion Potential 10 7 4 10 0.04 0.38 
Parking Capacity on Adjacent Streets 10 7 4 10 0.01 0.10 
Parking Security 10 7 4 10 0.06 0.63 

Site Consideration Total 1.48 
Economic Considerations 

Land Cost 10 7 4 10 0.10 1.00 
Ease of Land Acquisition 10 7 4 10 0.08 0.75 
Development Cost 10 7 4 10 0.08 0.75 

Economic Considerations 2.50 

Total Pointsl 9.21 

North South East West 

Surrounding Land Uses c c R R 



N/S Street 

NW 57 St 

E/W Street 

Miami Gardens 

(SW Quad) 

I current Use (Vacant, Etc.) I sears Lot 

Location Criteria 
Within a High Volume Corridor 10 7 

Premium Transit Service Potential 10 7 

Outside Major Bottleneck 10 7 

Visibility of Site 10 7 

Access to the Park-and-Ride Facility 10 7 

Other Park-and-Ride Competition 10 7 

Commuter Driving Distance to Lot 10 7 

Bike Route Access 10 7 

Site Consideration 

Adverse Impact on Local Community 10 7 

Site Expansion Potential 10 7 

Parking Capacity on Adjacent Streets 10 7 

Parking Security 10 7 

Economic Considerations 
Land Cost 10 7 

Ease of Land Acquisition 10 7 

Development Cost 10 7 

North 

[surrounding Land Uses C/R 

Area# 39 
Site# 34 

Date: 19-Jul 

Score Weight Total 

4 10 0.15 1.53 
4 10 0.10 1.00 
4 7 0.05 0.35 
4 7 0.07 0.46 
4 10 0.12 1.23 
4 10 0.03 0.25 

4 10 0.05 0.50 
4 4 0.04 0.15 

Location Criteria Total 5.46 

4 10 0.04 0.38 
4 7 0.04 0.26 
4 10 0.01 0.10 
4 10 0.06 0.63 
Site Consideration Total 1.36 

4 10 0.10 1.00 
4 10 0.08 0.75 
4 10 0.08 0.75 

Economic Considerations 2.50 

Total Points! 9.32 

South East 

Undev/C R 

West 

Undev/R 

~ 
~ 
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Appendix B 

N/S Street Area# 40 

NW 27 Ave Site# 35 

E/W Street Date: 19-Jul 

NW 199Ave 

(SW Quad) 

I current Use (Vacant, Etc.) I vacant 

Location Criteria Score Weight Total 

Within a High Volume Corridor 10 7 4 10 0.15 1.53 
Premium Transit Service Potential 10 7 4 10 0.10 1.00 
Outside Major Bottleneck 10 7 4 7 0.05 0.35 
Visibility of Site 10 7 4 10 0.07 0.65 
Access to the Park-and-Ride Facility 10 7 4 10 0.12 1.23 
Other Park-and-Ride Competition 10 7 4 7 0.03 0.18 
Commuter Driving Distance to Lot 10 7 4 10 0.05 0.50 
Bike Route Access 10 7 4 7 0.04 0.26 

Location Criteria Tota 5.69 
Site Consideration 

Adverse Impact on Local Community 10 7 4 10 0.04 0.38 
Site Expansion Potential 10 7 4 7 0.04 0.26 
Parking Capacity on Adjacent Streets 10 7 4 10 0.01 0.10 
Parking Security 10 7 4 7 0.06 0.44 

Site Consideration Total 1.18 
Economic Considerations 
Land Cost 10 7 4 4 0.10 0.40 
Ease of Land Acquisition 10 7 4 4 0.08 0.30 
Development Cost 10 7 4 4 0.08 0.30 

Economic Considerations 1.00 

Total Points! 7.86 

North South East West 

Surrounding Land Uses c c c R 



Appendix B 

N/S Street Area# 40 

NW27 Ave Site# 36 

E/W Street Date: 19-Jul 

NW 199 St 

(SE Quad) 

I current Use (Vacant, Etc.) lvacant 

Location Criteria Score Weight Total 

Within a High Volume Corridor 10 7 4 10 0.15 1.53 
Premium Transit Service Potential 10 7 4 10 0.10 1.00 
Outside Major Bottleneck 10 7 4 7 0.05 0.35 
Visibility of Site DI! 7 4 10 0.07 0.65 
Access to the Park-and-Ride Facility 10 7 4 10 0.12 1.23 
Other Park-and-Ride Competition 10 7 4 7 0.03 0.18 
Commuter Driving Distance to Lot 10 7 4 10 0.05 0.50 

! Bike Route Access 10 7 4 7 0.04 0.26 
Location Criteria Tota! 5.69 

Site Consideration 

Adverse Impact on Local Community 10 7 4 10 0.04 0.38 
Site Expansion Potential 10 7 4 10 0.04 0.38 
Parking Capacity on Adjacent Streets 10 7 4 10 0.01 0.10 
Parking Security 10 7 4 7 0.06 0.44 

Site Consideration Total 1.29 
Economic Considerations 
Land Cost 10 I 7 I 4 4 0.10 0.40 
Ease of Land Acquisition 10 7 4 4 0.08 0.30 
Development Cost 10 7 4 4 0.08 0.30 

Economic Considerations 1.00 

Total Points! 7.98 

North South East West 

Surrounding Land Uses Stadium Undev R R/C 



N/S Street 

NW 27 Ave 

E/W Street 

NW 199 St 

(NE Quad) 

Current Use (Vacant, Etc.) 

Location Criteria 

Within a High Volume Corridor 

Premium Transit Service Potential 

Outside Major Bottleneck 

Visibility of Site 

Access to the Park-and-Ride Facility 

Other Park-and-Ride Competition 

Commuter Driving Distance to Lot 

Bike Route Access 

Site Cons1derat1on 

Adverse Impact on Local Community 

Site Expansion Potential 

Parking Capacity on Adjacent Streets 

Parking Security 

Economic Considerations 

Land Cost 

Ease of Land Acquisition 

Development Cost 

Surrounding Land Uses 

Area# 40 

Site# 37 

Date: 19-Jul 

Miami Doi hins Lot 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

North 

R 

Score Weight Total 

4 10 0.15 1.53 
4 10 0.10 1.00 
4 7 0.05 0.35 
4 4 0.07 0.26 
4 10 0.12 1.23 
4 7 0.03 0.18 
4 10 0.05 0.50 
4 7 0.04 0.26 

Location Criteria Tota 5.30 

4 10 0.04 0.38 
4 7 0.04 0.26 
4 10 0.01 0.10 
4 7 0.06 0.44 
Site Consideration Total 1.18 

4 10 0.10 1.00 
4 10 0.08 0.75 
4 7 0.08 0.53 

Economic Considerations 2.28 

Total Pointsl 8.75 

South East 

Undev/C Stadium 

West 

R 

~ 
~ 
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N/S Street 

NW 27 Ave 

E/W Street 

NW 191 St 

(NW Quad) 

!current Use (Vacant, Etc.) 

Location Criteria 

Within a High Volume Corridor 

Premium Transit Service Potential 

Outside Major Bottleneck 

Visibility of Site 

Access to the Park-and-Ride Facility 

Other Park-and-Ride Competition 

Commuter Driving Distance to Lot 

Bike Route Access 

Site Consideration 

Adverse Impact on Local Community 

Site Expansion Potential 

Parking Capacity on Adjacent Streets 

Parking Security 

Economic Considerations 
Land Cost 

Ease of Land Acquisition 

Development Cost 

Surrounding Land Uses 

Area# 40 

Site# 38 

Date: 19-Jul 

I vacant 

Sec re Weight Total 

i±ili 10 0.15 1.53 

10 0.10 1.00 

10 0.05 0.50 
10 7 4 10 0.07 0.65 
10 7 4 10 0.12 1.23 
10 7 4 10 0.03 0.25 
10 7 4 10 0.05 0.50 
10 7 4 7 0.04 0.26 

Location Criteria Total 5.91 

10 7 4 7 0.04 0.26 
10 7 4 7 0.04 0.26 
10 7 4 10 0.01 0.10 
10 7 4 7 0.06 0.44 

Site Consideration Total 1.06 

10 7 4 4 0.10 0.40 
10 7 4 4 0.08 0.30 
10 7 4 4 0.08 0.30 

Economic Considerations 1.00 

Total Points! 7.98 

North South 

Undev/C R 

East 

Undev/C 

West 

R 

~ 
~ 
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N/S Street 

Biscayne Blvd 

EIW Street 

NW 123 St 

(SE Quad) 

!current Use (Vacant, Etc.) 

Location Criteria 
Within a High Volume Corridor 

Premium Transit Service Potential 

Outside Major Bottleneck 

Visibility of Site 

Access to the Park-and-Ride Facility 

r Other Park-and-Ride Competition 

•Commuter Driving Distance to Lot 

i Bike Route Access 

Site Consideration 

Adverse Impact on Local Community 

Site Expansion Potential 

Parking Capacity on Adjacent Streets 

Parking Security 

Economic Considerations 
Land Cost 

Ease of Land Acquisition 

Development Cost 

Surrounding Land Uses 

Area# 41 

Site# 39 

Date: 19-Jul 

IRK Twn Ctr 

Score Weight Total 

10 7 4 10 0.15 1.53 
10 7 4 10 0.10 1.00 
10 7 4 4 0.05 0.20 
10 7 4 10 0.07 0.65 
10 7 4 10 0.12 1.23 
10 7 4 10 0.03 0.25 
10 7 4 10 0.05 0.50 
10 7 4 7 0.04 0.26 

Location Criteria Total 5.61 

10 7 4 10 0.04 0.38 
10 7 4 4 0.04 0.15 
10 7 4 10 0.01 0.10 
10 7 4 10 0.06 0.63 

Site Consideration Total 1.25 

10 7 4 10 0.10 1.00 
10 7 4 10 0.08 0.75 
10 7 4 10 0.08 0.75 

Economic Considerations 2.50 

North South 

c c 

Total Points! 9.36 

East 

c 
West 

c 

~ 
~ 
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NIS Street 

Biscayne Blvd 

EIW Street 

NE 107 St 

(NW Quad) 

!current Use (Vacant, Etc.) 

Location Criteria 

Within a High Volume Corridor 

Premium Transit Service Potential 

Outside Major Bottleneck 

Visibility of Site 

Access to the Park-and-Ride Facility 

Other Park-and-Ride Competition 

Commuter Driving Distance to Lot 

Bike Route Access 

Site Consideration 

Adverse Impact on Local Community 

Site Expansion Potential 

Parking Capacity on Adjacent Streets 

Parking Security 

Economic Considerations 

Land Cost 

Ease of Land Acquisition 

Development Cost 

Surrounding Land Uses 

Area# 41 

Site# 40 

Date: 19-Jul 

IK Mart Lot 

Score Weight Total 

10 7 4 10 0.15 1.53 
10 7 4 10 0.10 1.00 
10 7 4 10 0.05 0.50 

4 10 0.07 0.65 
4 10 0.12 1.23 
4 10 0.03 0.25 
4 10 0.05 0.50 
4 10 0.04 0.38 

Location Criteria Tota 6.03 

10 7 4 10 0.04 0.38 
10 7 4 7 0.04 0.26 
10 7 4 10 0.01 0.10 
10 7 4 10 0.06 0.63 

Site Consideration Total 1.36 

10 10 0.10 1.00 
10 7 4 10 0.08 0.75 
10 7 4 10 0.08 0.75 

Economic Considerations 2.50 

North 

R 

Total Pointsl 9.89 

South East 

RIC c 
West 

R 

~ 
~ 
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N/S Street 

Collins Ave 

E/W Street 

72 St 

(NW Quad) 

I Current Use (Vacant, Etc.) lcity Lot 

Location Criteria 

Within a High Volume Corridor 10 7 

Premium Transit Service Potential 10 7 

Outside Major Bottleneck 10 7 

Visibility of Site 10 7 

Access to the Park-and-Ride Facility 10 7 

Other Park-and-Ride Competition 10 7 

Commuter Driving Distance to Lot 10 7 

Bike Route Access 10 7 

Site Consideration 

Adverse Impact on Local Community 10 7 

Site Expansion Potential 10 7 

Parking Capacity on Adjacent Streets 10 7 

Parking Security 10 7 

Economic Considerations 

Land Cost 10 7 

Ease of Land Acquisition 10 7 

Development Cost 10 7 

North 

Surrounding Land Uses RIC 

Area# 42 

Site# 41 

Date: 19-Jul 

Score Weight Total 

4 7 0.15 1.07 
4 10 0.10 1.00 
4 7 0.05 0.35 
4 10 0.07 0.65 
4 10 0.12 1.23 

4 10 0.03 0.25 
4 10 0.05 0.50 
4 7 0.04 0.26 

Location Criteria Total 5.31 

4 10 0.04 0.38 
4 7 0.04 0.26 
4 4 0.01 0.04 
4 10 0.06 0.63 
Site Consideration Total 1.30 

4 10 0.10 1.00 

4 10 0.08 0.75 

4 10 0.08 0.75 
Economic Considerations 2.50 

Total Pointsl 9.11 

South East 

RIC Park 

West 

c 

~ 
~ 
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N/S Street 

Collins Ave 

E/W Street 

69 St 

(SW Quad) 

I Current Use (Vacant, Etc.) I Publix Lot 

Location Criteria 

Within a High Volume Corridor 10 7 

Premium Transit Service Potential 10 7 

Outside Major Bottleneck 10 7 

Visibility of Site 10 7 

Access to the Park-and-Ride Facility 10 7 

Other Park-and-Ride Competition 10 7 

Commuter Driving Distance to Lot 10 7 

Bike Route Access 10 7 

Site Cons1derat1on 

Adverse Impact on Local Community 10 7 

Site Expansion Potential 10 7 

Parking Capacity on Adjacent Streets 10 7 

Parking Security 10 7 

Economic Considerations 

Land Cost 10 7 

Ease of Land Acquisition 10 7 

Development Cost 10 7 

North 

Surrounding Land Uses R/C 

Area# 42 

Site# 42 

Date: 19-Jul 

Score Weight Total 

4 10 0.15 1.53 
4 10 0.10 1.00 
4 7 0.05 0.35 
4 7 0.07 0.46 
4 10 0.12 1.23 
4 10 0.03 0.25 
4 10 0.05 0.50 
4 7 0.04 0.26 

Location Criteria Total 5.57 

4 10 0.04 0.38 
4 4 0.04 0.15 
4 7 0.01 0.07 
4 10 0.06 0.63 
Site Consideration Total 1.22 

4 10 0.10 1.00 
4 10 0.08 0.75 
4 7 0.08 0.53 

Economic Considerations 2.28 

Total Pointsl 9.06 

South East 

RIC Beach 

West 

R 

~ 
~ 
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N/S Street 

US-1 

E/W Street 

SW 216 St 

(SW Quad) 

I current Use (Vacant, Etc.) 

Location Criteria 

Within a High Volume Corridor 

Premium Transit Service Potential 

Outside Major Bottleneck 

Visibility of Site 

Access to the Park-and-Ride Facility 

Other Park-and-Ride Competition 

Commuter Driving Distance to Lot 

Bike Route Access 

Site Consideration 

Adverse Impact on Local Community 

Site Expansion Potential 

Parking Capacity on Adjacent Streets 

Parking Security 

Economic Considerations 

Land Cost 

Ease of Land Acquisition 

Development Cost 

!surrounding Land Uses 

Area# 45 

Site# 43 

Date: 18-Jul 

I vacant 

Score Weight Total 

10 7 4 4 0.15 0.61 
10 7 4 10 0.10 1.00 
10 7 4 7 0.05 0.35 
10 7 4 4 0.07 0.26 
10 7 4 7 0.12 0.86 
10 7 4 7 0.03 0.18 
10 7 4 10 0.05 0.50 
10 7 4 7 0.04 0.26 

Location Criteria Total 4.02 

10 7 4 10 0.04 0.38 
10 7 4 7 0.04 0.26 
10 7 4 7 0.01 0.07 
10 7 4 4 0.06 0.25 

Site Consideration Total 0.96 

10 7 4 4 0.10 0.40 
10 7 4 4 0.08 0.30 
10 7 4 4 0.08 0.30 

Economic Considerations 1.00 

North 

Undev 

Total Pointsl 5.97 

South East 

Undev c 
West 

Undev 

~ 
~ 
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N/S Street 

us 1 

E/W Street 

SW 216 St 

(NW Quad) 

I current Use (Vacant, Etc.) I vacant 

Location Criteria 

Within a High Volume Corridor 10 7 

Premium Transit Service Potential 10 7 

Outside Major Bottleneck 10 7 

Visibility of Site 10 7 

Access to the Park-and-Ride Facility 10 7 

Other Park-and-Ride Competition 10 7 

Commuter Driving Distance to Lot 10 7 

Bike Route Access 10 7 

Site Consideration 

Adverse Impact on Local Community 10 7 

Site Expansion Potential 10 7 

Parking Capacity on Adjacent Streets 10 7 

Parking Security 10 7 

Economic Considerations 

Land Cost 10 7 

Ease of Land Acquisition 10 7 

Development Cost 10 7 

North 

Surrounding Land Uses I 

Area# 45 

Site# 44 

Date: 18-Jul 

Score Weight Total 

4 0 0.15 0.00 
4 10 0.10 1.00 
4 7 0.05 0.35 
4 7 0.07 0.46 
4 7 0.12 0.86 
4 7 0.03 0.18 
4 10 0.05 0.50 
4 7 0.04 0.26 

Location Criteria Tota 3.60 

4 10 0.04 0.38 
4 7 0.04 0.26 
4 7 0.01 0.07 
4 4 0.06 0.25 
Site Consideration Total 0.96 

4 4 0.10 0.40 
4 4 0.08 0.30 
4 4 0.08 0.30 

Economic Considerations 1.00 

Total Pointsl 5.56 

South East 

Rural c 
West 

R 

~ 
~ 
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N/S Street 

SW 112 Ave/Allapatah Rd 

E/W Street 

SW 256St 

(NW Quad) 

!current Use (Vacant, Etc.) 

Location Criteria 

Within a High Volume Corridor 

Premium Transit Service Potential 

Outside Major Bottleneck 

Visibility of Site 

Access to the Park-and-Ride Facility 

Other Park-and-Ride Competition 

Commuter Driving Distance to Lot 

Bike Route Access 

Site Consideration 

Adverse Impact on Local Community 

Site Expansion Potential 

Parking Capacity on Adjacent Streets 

Parking Security 

Economic Considerations 
Land Cost 

Ease of Land Acquisition 

Development Cost 

Surrounding Land Uses 

Area# 46 

Site# 45 

Date: 18-Jul 

I vacant 

Score Weight Total 

10 7 4 10 0.15 1.53 
10 7 4 0 0.10 0.00 
10 7 4 10 0.05 0.50 
10 7 4 10 0.07 0.65 
10 7 4 10 0.12 1.23 
10 7 4 10 0.03 0.25 
10 7 4 10 0.05 0.50 
10 7 4 7 0.04 0.26 

Location Criteria Tota 4.91 

10 7 4 10 0.04 0.38 
10 7 4 10 0.04 0.38 
10 7 4 10 0.01 0.10 
10 7 4 7 0.06 0.44 

Site Consideration Total 1.29 

10 7 4 4 0.10 0.40 
10 7 4 4 0.08 0.30 
10 7 4 4 0.08 0.30 

Economic Considerations 1.00 

North 

Undev 

Total Points! 7.20 

South East 

Undev Undev 

West 

Undev 

~ 
~ 
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N/S Street 

SW 112 Ave/Allapatah Rd 

EIW Street 

SW 256 St 

(NE Quad) 

I current Use (Vacant, Etc.) 

Location Criteria 

Within a High Volume Corridor 

Premium Transit Service Potential 

Outside Major Bottleneck 

Visibility of Site 

Access to the Park-and-Ride Facility 

Other Park-and-Ride Competition 

Commuter Driving Distance to Lot 

Bike Route Access 

Site Consideration 

Adverse Impact on Local Community 

Site Expansion Potential 

Parking Capacity on Adjacent Streets 

Parking Security 

Economic Considerations 

Land Cost 

Ease of Land Acquisition 

Development Cost 

Surrounding Land Uses 

Area# 46 

Site# 46 

Date: 18-Jul 

I vacant 

Score Weight Total 

10 7 4 10 0.15 1.53 
10 7 4 0 0.10 0.00 
10 7 4 10 0.05 0.50 
10 7 4 10 0.07 0.65 
10 7 4 10 0.12 1.23 
10 7 4 10 0.03 0.25 
10 7 4 10 0.05 0.50 
10 7 4 7 0.04 0.26 

Location Criteria Total 4.91 

10 7 4 10 0.04 0.38 
10 7 4 10 0.04 0.38 
10 7 4 10 0.01 0.10 
10 7 4 7 0.06 0.44 

Site Consideration Total 1.29 

10 7 4 4 0.10 0.40 
10 7 4 4 0.08 0.30 
10 7 4 4 0.08 0.30 

Economic Considerations 1.00 

North 

Undev 

Total Pointsl 7.20 

South East 

Undev Undev 

West 

Undev 

~ 
~ 
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N/S Street 

Newton Rd 

E/W Street 

SW 312 St 

(SE Quad) 

!current Use (Vacant, Etc.) !vacant 

Location Criteria 

Within a High Volume Corridor 10 7 

Premium Transit Service Potential 

Outside Major Bottleneck 

Visibility of Site 10 7 

Access to the Park-and-Ride Facility 10 7 

Other Park-and-Ride Competition 10 7 

Commuter Driving Distance to Lot 10 7 

Bike Route Access 10 7 

Site Consideration 
Adverse Impact on Local Community 10 7 

Site Expansion Potential 10 7 

Parking Capacity on Adjacent Streets 10 7 

Parking Security 10 7 

Economic Considerations 

Land Cost 10 7 

Ease of Land Acquisition 10 7 

Development Cost 10 7 

North 

Surrounding Land Uses R 

Area# 47 

Site# 47 

Date: 18-Jul 

Score Weight Total 

0.15 0.00 

0.10 0.40 

0.05 0.00 
4 7 0.07 0.46 
4 7 0.12 0.86 
4 10 0.03 0.25 
4 10 0.05 0.50 
4 7 0.04 0.26 

Location Criteria Tota 2.73 

4 10 0.04 0.38 
4 10 0.04 0.38 
4 10 0.01 0.10 
4 10 0.06 0.63 
Site Consideration Total 1.48 

4 4 0.10 0.40 
4 4 0.08 0.30 
4 4 0.08 0.30 

Economic Considerations 1.00 

Total Pointsl 5.20 

South East 

c c 
West 

R 

~ 
~ 
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Appendix B 

N/S Street Area# 48 

US-1 Site# 48 

E/W Street Date: 18-Jul 

Old Card Sound Rd 

(SE Quad) 

!current Use (Vacant, Etc.) I vacant 

Location Criteria Score Weight Total 

Within a High Volume Corridor 1 0 0.15 0.00 
•Premium Transit Service Potential 1 10 0.10 1.00 
Outside Major Bottleneck 10 7 4 0 0.05 0.00 
Visibility of Site 10 7 4 10 0.07 0.65 
Access to the Park-and-Ride Facility 10 7 4 10 0.12 1.23 
Other Park-and-Ride Competition 10 7 4 10 0.03 0.25 
Commuter Driving Distance to Lot 10 7 4 10 0.05 0.50 
Bike Route Access 10 7 4 10 0.04 0.38 

Location Criteria Total 4.00 
Site Consideration 
Adverse Impact on Local Community 10 7 4 10 0.04 038 
Site Expansion Potential 10 7 4 10 0.04 0.38 
Parking Capacity on Adjacent Streets 10 7 4 10 0.01 0.10 
Parking Security 10 7 4 7 0.06 0.44 

Site Consideration Total 1.29 
Economic Considerations 
Land Cost 10 7 4 4 0.10 0.40 
Ease of Land Acquisition 10 7 4 4 0.08 0.30 
Development Cost 10 7 4 4 0.08 0.30 

Economic Considerations 1.00 

Total Pointsl 6.29 

North South East West 

Surrounding Land Uses Undev Undev Undev Undev 



N/S Street 

US-1 

E/W Street 

E Palm Drive 

(SW Quad) 

I Current Use (Vacant, Etc.) I vacant 

Location Criteria 

Within a High Volume Corridor 10 7 

Premium Transit Service Potential 10 7 

Outside Major Bottleneck 10 7 

Visibility of Site 10 7 

Access to the Park-and-Ride Facility 10 7 

Other Park-and-Ride Competition 10 7 

Commuter Driving Distance to Lot 10 7 

Bike Route Access 10 7 

Site Consideration 

Adverse Impact on Local Community 10 7 

Site Expansion Potential 10 7 

Parking Capacity on Adjacent Streets 10 7 

Parking Security 10 7 

Economic Considerations 

Land Cost 10 7 

Ease of Land Acquisition 10 7 

Development Cost 10 7 

North 

Surrounding Land Uses c 

Area# 48 

Site# 49 

Date: 18-Jul 

Score Weight Total 

4 0 0.15 0.00 
4 10 0.10 1.00 
4 0 0.05 0.00 
4 10 0.07 0.65 
4 10 0.12 1.23 
4 10 0.03 0.25 
4 10 0.05 0.50 
4 10 0.04 0.38 

Location Criteria Total 4.00 

4 7 0.04 0.26 
4 7 0.04 0.26 
4 10 0.01 0.10 
4 10 0.06 0.63 
Site Consideration Total 1.25 

4 4 0.10 0.40 
4 4 0.08 0.30 
4 4 0.08 0.30 

Economic Considerations 1.00 

Total Pointsl 6.25 

South East 

c c 
West 

I 

~ 
~ 
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N/S Street 

Atlantic Blvd 

E/W Street 

US-1 

(Waldorf Plaza) 

I current Use (Vacant, Etc.) lsh Ctr 

Location Criteria 

Within a High Volume Corridor 10 7 

Premium Transit Service Potential 10 7 

Outside Major Bottleneck 10 7 

Visibility of Site 10 7 

Access to the Park-and-Ride Facility 10 7 

Other Park-and-Ride Competition 10 7 

Commuter Driving Distance to Lot 10 7 

Bike Route Access 10 7 

Site Consideration 

Adverse Impact on Local Community 10 7 

Site Expansion Potential 10 7 

Parking Capacity on Adjacent Streets 10 7 

Parking Security 10 7 

Economic Considerations 

Land Cost 10 7 

Ease of Land Acquisition 10 7 

Development Cost 10 7 

North 

Surrounding Land Uses c 

Area# 49 

Site# 50 

Date: 18-Jul 

Score Weight Total 

4 0 0.15 0.00 
4 10 0.10 1.00 
4 0 0.05 0.00 
4 10 0.07 0.65 
4 10 0.12 1.23 
4 10 0.03 0.25 
4 10 0.05 0.50 
4 10 0.04 0.38 

Location Criteria Total 4.00 

4 10 0.04 0.38 
4 4 0.04 0.15 
4 10 0.01 0.10 
4 10 0.06 0.63 
Site Consideration Total 1.25 

4 10 0.10 1.00 
4 10 0.08 0.75 
4 10 0.08 0.75 

Economic Considerations 2.50 

Total Pointsl 7.75 

South East 

R C/R 

West 

c 

~ 
~ 
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N/S Street 

Founders Park Dr 

E/W Street 

US-1 

(Founders Park) 

I current Use (Vacant, Etc.) 

Location Criteria 

Within a High Volume Corridor 

Premium Transit Service Potential 

Outside Major Bottleneck 

Visibility of Site 

Access to the Park-and-Ride Facility 

Other Park-and-Ride Competition 

Commuter Driving Distance to Lot 

Bike Route Access 

Site Cons1derat1on 

Adverse Impact on Local Community 

Site Expansion Potential 

Parking Capacity on Adjacent Streets 

Parking Security 

Economic Considerations 

Land Cost 

Ease of Land Acquisition 

Development Cost 

Surrounding Land Uses 

Area# 50 

Site# 51 

Date: 18-Jul 

I Park Lot 

Score Weight Total 

10 7 4 0 0.15 0.00 
10 7 4 10 0.10 1.00 
10 7 4 0 0.05 0.00 
10 7 4 10 0.07 0.65 
10 7 4 10 0.12 1.23 
10 7 4 10 0.03 0.25 
10 7 4 10 0.05 0.50 
10 7 4 10 0.04 0.38 

Location Criteria Total 4.00 

10 7 4 10 0.04 0.38 
10 7 4 4 0.04 0.15 
10 7 4 10 0.01 0.10 
10 7 4 10 0.06 0.63 

Site Consideration Total 1.25 

10 7 4 10 0.10 1.00 
10 7 4 10 0.08 0.75 
10 7 4 7 0.08 0.53 

Economic Considerations 2.28 

North South 

Ocean R/P 

Total Pointsl 7.53 

East 

R 

West 

p 

~ 
~ 
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Appendix B 

N/S Street Area# 51 

95 St Ocean Site# 52 

E/W Street Date: 18-Jul 

US-1 

(Marathon Airport) 

!current Use (Vacant, Etc.) !Airport Lot 

Location Criteria Score Weight Total 

Within a High Volume Corridor 10 7 4 0 0.15 0.00 
Premium Transit Service Potential 10 7 4 10 0.10 1.00 
Outside Major Bottleneck 10 7 4 0 0.05 0.00 
Visibility of Site 10 7 4 7 0.07 0.46 
Access to the Park-and-Ride Facility 10 7 4 10 0.12 1.23 
Other Park-and-Ride Competition 10 7 4 10 0.03 0.25 
Commuter Driving Distance to Lot 10 7 4 10 0.05 U.ov 

Bike Route Access 10 7 4 10 0.04 0.38 
Location Criteria Total 3.81 

Site Consideration 

Adverse Impact on Local Community 10 7 4 10 0.04 0.38 
Site Expansion Potential 10 7 4 7 0.04 0.26 
Parking Capacity on Adjacent Streets 10 7 4 10 0.01 0.10 
Parking Security 10 7 4 10 0.06 0.63 

Site Consideration Total 1.36 
. Economic Cons1derat1ons 

land Cost 10 7 4 10 0.10 1.00 
Ease of Land Acquisition 10 7 4 10 0.08 0.75 
Development Cost 10 7 4 10 0.08 0.75 

Economic Considerations 2.50 

Total Pointsl 7.67 

North South East West 

Surrounding Land Uses R R RIC RIC 



N/S Street 

US-1 

E/W Street 

SW 264 St 

(NW Quad) 

I current Use (Vacant, Etc.) I vacant 

Location Criteria 

Within a High Volume Corridor 10 7 

Premium Transit Service Potential 10 7 

Outside Major Bottleneck 10 7 

Visibility of Site 10 7 

Access to the Park-and-Ride Facility 10 7 

Other Park-and-Ride Competition 10 7 

Commuter Driving Distance to Lot 10 7 

Bike Route Access 10 7 

Site Consideration 

Adverse Impact on Local Community 10 7 

Site Expansion Potential 10 7 

Parking Capacity on Adjacent Streets 10 7 

Parking Security 10 7 

Economic Considerations 

Land Cost 10 7 

Ease of Land Acquisition 10 7 

Development Cost 10 7 

North 

Surrounding Land Uses RIC 

Area# 52 

Site# 53 

Date: 18-Jul 

Score Weight Total 

4 0 0.15 0.00 
4 10 0.10 1.00 

4 10 0.05 0.50 

4 10 0.07 0.65 

4 10 0.12 1.23 

4 7 0.03 0.18 

4 10 0.05 0.50 

4 10 0.04 0.38 
Location Criteria Total 4.43 

4 7 0.04 0.26 
4 4 0.04 0.15 
4 10 0.01 0.10 
4 4 0.06 0.25 
Site Consideration Total 0.76 

4 4 0.10 0.40 
4 4 0.08 0.30 
4 4 0.08 0.30 

Economic Considerations 1.00 

Total Pointsl 6.19 

South East 

c c 
West 

R 

~ 
~ 
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N/S Street 

US-1 

E/W Street 

SW 280 St 

{NW Quad) 

§~~nt Use (Vacant, Etc.) I vacant 

Location Criteria 

Within a High Volume Corridor 10 7 

Premium Transit Service Potential 10 7 

Outside Major Bottleneck 10 7 

Visibility of Site 10 7 

Access to the Park-and-Ride Facility 10 7 

Other Park-and-Ride Competition 10 7 

Commuter Driving Distance to Lot 10 7 

Bike Route Access 10 7 

Site Consideration 

Adverse Impact on Local Community 10 7 

Sile Expansion Potential 10 7 

Parking Capacity on Adjacent Streets 10 7 

Parking Security 10 7 

. Econormc Cons1derat1ons 

Land Cost 10 7 

Ease of Land Acquisition 10 7 

Development Cost 10 7 

North 

Surrounding Land Uses c 
~ ..... 

Area# 52 

Site# 54 

Date: 18-Jul 

Score Weight Total 

4 0 0.15 0.00 
4 10 0.10 1.00 
4 10 0.05 0.50 
4 10 0.07 0.65 
4 10 0.12 1.23 
4 7 0.03 0.18 
4 10 0.05 0.50 
4 10 0.04 0.38 

Location Criteria Total 4.43 

4 7 0.04 0.26 
4 4 0.04 0.15 
4 7 0.01 0.07 
4 4 0.06 0.25 
Site Consideration Total 0.73 

4 4 0.10 0.40 
4 4 0.08 0.30 
4 4 0.08 0.30 

Economic Considerations 1.00 

Total Points! 6.16 

South East 

c c 
West 

c 

~ 
~ 
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N/S Street 

SW 94 Ct 

EIW Street 

SW 24 St 

(SE Quad) 

I Current Use {Vacant, Etc.) 

Location Criteria 

Within a High Volume Corridor 

Premium Transit Service Potential 

Outside Major Bottleneck 

Visibility of Site 

Access to the Park-and-Ride Facility 

Other Park-and-Ride Competition 

Commuter Driving Distance to Lot 

Bike Route Access 

Site Cons1derat1on 

Adverse Impact on Local Community 

Site Expansion Potential 

Parking Capacity on Adjacent Streets 

Parking Security 

Economic Considerations 

Land Cost 

Ease of Land Acquisition 

Development Cost 

Surrounding Land Uses 

Area# 53 

Site# 55 

Date: 19-Jul 

IPL Easemnt 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

North 

R 

Score Weight Total 

4 10 0.15 1.53 
4 10 0.10 1.00 
4 10 0.05 0.50 
4 10 0.07 0.65 
4 10 0.12 1.23 
4 10 0.03 0.25 
4 10 0.05 0.50 
4 10 0.04 0.38 

Location Criteria Total 6.03 

4 7 0.04 0.26 
4 7 0.04 0.26 
4 10 0.01 0.10 
4 10 0.06 0.63 
Site Consideration Total 1.25 

4 10 0.10 1.00 
4 7 0.08 0.53 
4 4 0.08 0.30 

Economic Considerations 1.83 

Total Pointsl 9.10 

South East 

R Park 

West 

R 

~ 
~ 
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N/S Street 

SW92 Ave 

E/W Street 

SW 24 St 

(NW Quad) 

I Current Use (Vacant, Etc.) I vacant 

Location Criteria 

Within a High Volume Corridor 10 7 

Premium Transit Service Potential 10 7 

Outside Major Bottleneck 10 7 

Visibility of Site 10 7 

Access to the Park-and-Ride Facility 10 7 

Other Park-and-Ride Competition 10 7 

Commuter Driving Distance to Lot 10 7 

Bike Route Access 10 7 

Site Consideration 

Adverse Impact on Local Community 10 7 

Site Expansion Potential 10 7 

Parking Capacity on Adjacent Streets 10 7 

Parking Security 10 7 

Economic Cons1derat1ons 
Land Cost 10 7 

Ease of Land Acquisition 10 7 

Development Cost 10 7 

North 

Surrounding Land Uses R 

Area# 53 

Site# 56 

Date: 19-Jul 

Score Weight Total 

4 10 0.15 1.53 
4 10 0.10 1.00 
4 10 0.05 0.50 
4 10 0.07 0.65 
4 10 0.12 1.23 
4 10 0.03 0.25 
4 10 0.05 0.50 
4 10 0.04 0.38 

Location Criteria Tota 6.03 

4 7 0.04 0.26 
4 7 0.04 0.26 
4 10 0.01 0.10 
4 7 0.06 0.44 
Site Consideration Total 1.06 

4 4 0.10 0.40 
4 4 0.08 0.30 
4 4 0.08 0.30 

Economic Considerations 1.00 

Total Pointsl 8.09 

South East 

R c 
West 

R 

~ 
~ 
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N/S Street 

SW 87 Ave 

EIW Street 

SW 24 St 

(NW Quad) 

I current Use (Vacant, Etc.) 

Location Criteria 

Within a High Volume Corridor 

Premium Transit Service Potential 

Outside Major Bottleneck 

Visibility of Site 

Access to the Park-and-Ride Facility 

Other Park-and-Ride Competition 

Commuter Driving Distance to Lot 

Bike Route Access 

Site Consideration 

Adverse Impact on Local Community 

Site Expansion Potential 

Parking Capacity on Adjacent Streets 

Parking Security 

Economic Considerations 

Land Cost 

Ease of Land Acquisition 

Development Cost 

Surrounding Land Uses 

Area# 53 

Site# 57 

Date: 19-Jul 

I Shopping Ctr 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

North 

R 

Score Weight Total 

4 10 0.15 1.53 
4 10 0.10 1.00 
4 10 0.05 0.50 
4 7 0.07 0.46 
4 10 0.12 1.23 
4 10 0.03 0.25 
4 10 0.05 0.50 
4 10 0.04 0.38 

Location Criteria Total 5.83 

4 10 0.04 0.38 
4 7 0.04 0.26 
4 10 0.01 0.10 
4 10 0.06 0.63 
Site Consideration Total 1.36 

4 10 0.10 1.00 
4 10 0.08 0.75 
4 10 0.08 0.75 

Economic Considerations 2.50 

Total Pointsl 9.69 

South East 

R c 
West 

R 

~ 
~ 
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N/S Street 

SW 87 Ave 

E/W Street 

SW 24 St 

(SE Quad) 

I current Use (Vacant, Etc.) 

Location Criteria 

Within a High Volume Corridor 

Premium Transit Service Potential 

Outside Major Bottleneck 

Visibility of Site 

Access to the Park-and-Ride Facility 

Other Park-and-Ride Competition 

Commuter Driving Distance to Lot 

Bike Route Access 

Site Cons1derat1on 

Adverse Impact on Local Community 

Site Expansion Potential 

Parking Capacity on Adjacent Streets 

Parking Security 

Economic Considerations 

Land Cost 

Ease of Land Acquisition 

Development Cost 

Surrounding Land Uses 

Area# 53 

Site# 58 

Date: 19-Jul 

IK Mart Lot 

Score Weight Total 

10 7 4 10 0.15 1.53 
10 7 4 10 0.10 1.00 
10 7 4 10 0.05 0.50 
10 7 4 10 0.07 0.65 
10 7 4 10 0.12 1.23 
10 7 4 10 0.03 0.25 
10 7 4 10 0.05 0.50 
10 7 4 10 0.04 0.38 

Location Criteria Total 6.03 

10 7 4 10 0.04 0.38 
10 7 4 7 0.04 0.26 
10 7 4 10 0.01 0.10 
10 7 4 10 0.06 0.63 

Site Consideration Total 1.36 

10 7 4 10 0.10 1.00 
10 7 4 10 0.08 0.75 
10 7 4 10 0.08 0.75 

Economic Considerations 2.50 

North South 

c R 

Total Pointsl 9.89 

East 

R 

West 

R 

~ 
~ 
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N/S Street Area# 54 

NW 107 Ave Site# 59 

E/W Street Date: 29-Jul 

NW 74 St 

(NE Quad) 

~lc_u_r_re_n_t_U_s_e~(V_a_c_a_n_t,_E_t_c_.)~~~~~lv~ac_a_n_t~~-'l(ForLease) 

Location Criteria 

Within a High Volume Corridor 10 

Premium Transit Service Potential 10 

Outside Major Bottleneck 10 

Visibility of Site 10 

Access to the Park-and-Ride Facility 10 

Other Park-and-Ride Competition 10 

Commuter Driving Distance to Lot 10 

Bike Route Access 10 

Site Consideration 

Adverse Impact on Local Community 10 

Site Expansion Potential 10 

Parking Capacity on Adjacent Streets 10 

Parking Security 10 

Economic Considerations 

Land Cost 10 

Ease of Land Acquisition 10 

Development Cost 10 

Surrounding Land Uses 

Score Weight Total 

7 4 10 0.15 1.53 
7 4 4 0.10 0.40 
7 4 10 0.05 0.50 
7 4 10 0.07 0.65 
7 4 7 0.12 0.86 
7 4 10 0.03 0.25 
7 4 10 0.05 0.50 
7 4 4 0.04 0.15 

Location Criteria Total 4.83 

7 4 7 0.04 0.26 
7 4 4 0.04 0.15 
7 4 10 0.01 0.10 
7 4 7 0.06 0.44 

Site Consideration Total 0.95 

7 4 4 0.10 0.40 
7 4 4 0.08 0.30 
7 4 4 0.08 0.30 

Economic Considerations 1.00 

North 

Vacant 

Total Pointsl 6.78 

South East 

Vacant Vacant 

West 

Vacant 

~ 
~ 
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N/S Street 

NW 137 Ave 

EfW Street 

NW6St 

(NW Quad) 

Current Use (Vacant, Etc.) 

Location Criteria 

Within a High Volume Corridor 

Premium Transit Service Potential 

Outside Major Bottleneck 

Visibility of Site 

Access to the Park-and-Ride Facility 

Other Park-and-Ride Competition 

Commuter Driving Distance to Lot 

Bike Route Access 

Site Consideration 
Adverse Impact on Local Community 

Site Expansion Potential 

Parking Capacity on Adjacent Streets 

Parking Security 

Economic Considerations 
Land Cost 

Ease of Land Acquisition 

Development Cost 

Surrounding Land Uses 

Appendix B 

Area# 55 

Site# 60 

Date: 29-Jul 

Miami-Dade Ct Public School S stem Bus Facilit 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

10 7 

North 

c 

Score Weight Total 

4 10 0.15 1.53 
4 4 0.10 0.40 
4 10 0.05 0.50 
4 10 0.07 0.65 
4 7 0.12 0.86 
4 7 0.03 0.18 
4 10 0.05 0.50 
4 4 0.04 0.15 

Location Criteria Tota: 4.76 

4 10 0.04 0.38 
4 7 0.04 0.26 
4 7 0.01 0.07 
4 7 0.06 0.44 
Site Consideration Total 1.15 

4 10 0.10 1.00 
4 10 0.08 0.75 
4 10 0.08 0.75 

Economic Considerations 2.50 

Total Pointsl 8.40 

South East 

R R 

West 

R 

~ 
~ 



Appendix C 
MDT Park-and-Ride Sites 



Park & Ride Lots •• In Operation 
#of Par Commission 

Ownership Status 
Garage Surface District 

T:h1sway/SW !52nd Stree: 126 8 MDC Pa:-~.:,,,_>!;: Rec, f Leased by MDT In Opcration 

Busway/SW 168th Street Privat.:/l..:as:;xl by MDT In Operation 

Coral Reef Drive/Florida's Turnpike Swtc of Rnrida!Leas.ed by MDT fn Operation 

Southland Mall-SW 21!Su'l10th Avenue Private!vcrbui agm:. ln Operation 

Golden Glad<Js .Ul, US! untl Palmc!!o Meet State nf f--lnndaJLeased by MDT Jn Operation 

Hammocks Town Center SW 1041h Sln::c!ll52nd Ave 96 ti Pri va:e!Lem:etl by MDT In Operatlon 

tvl:iami~Dade College Kendall-" I I 0 I 0 SW 104th Slreet 25 8 Miami Dade College Jn Operation 

Ilusway/SW244th Street 95 8 Priva\elLease<l by MDT In Operation 

CB Smith Park NIA Browa:-d Counly Jn Operatlon 

MetroraiJ Lots H In Operation 
II of Purkin2 Spaces Comnti.ssion 

0\vnership Status 
Garage Surface District 

A!!apaluh 60 3 MDT Jn Opcrarion 

Brickell No parking 7 MDT In Operation 

Brownsville 423 3 MDT In Operation 

Civic Center No parking 3 MDT In Operation 

Coconut Grove 204 7 MDT In Operation 

Culmer Center No parking 3 MDT In Operation 

Dadelantl North 1.975 7 MDT In Operation 

Dadeland South 1,060 200 7 MDT In Operation 
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Melrorail Lots·- In Operation 
# of Parking Spaces Commission 

Ownership Status 
Garage Sur race District 

Douglas Ri,'K!d 226 7 MDT In Operation 

[)r_ Martin Lu:hcr King, Jr. 643 2 MDT Tn {)pcration 

Ear!mgtor; Heights 95 3 MDT tn Operation 

Govemniem Center Pnvately Own:-xl Parking 
i 

5 
' 

MDT 111 Operation 

Hialeah 321 i 6 i MDT In Operation 

NorLiside 293 
! 

2 MDT In Operation 

Okeechohce 863 149 13 \1DT In Operation 
~··· 

Overtown/ Arena )6 3 MDT In Op.wation 

Pahnetto 710 12 MDT lnOpemfior: 
~··· 

Sunia Clara 89 3 MDT ln Operation 

South Miami l.100 7 MDT ln Operation 

L:niversity 401 7 MDT rn ()peration 

Vtu:aya 93 7 MDT In Opermion 

Park & Ride Lots-· t:nder Development 
# of Parking Spaces Con1ndssion 

Ownership Status 
Garage Surface District 

Busway and SW 296lh Street 200 8 MDT Preliminary Design Under Way 

Bu.sway and SW 200th Street 9 MDT Constru;::tion Bids received in 9/05 

SW 8Sti1271h Avenue I 00 11 MDT 
Joini Pl'Q1ecl wnh MDHA ! Project 

scheduied for July 07 

Bird Roodl89!h court 20 I 0 MDT 
Jnfr:l Projeet wilh ~DHA ! Project 

Compictmn scheduled for Februm)' 07 
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Park & Ride Lot< -- Proposed Sites 
# of parking spaces Con1n1ission 

0\\-nership Stat\1' 
Garage I Surface District 

'::'\W 183'4 Sin~et and 57·' Avenue TBD L 3 Pr:va'£ Pending fonher review and negotiauons 

Kendall Drive (88th Sire..:\) & SW 94th Avenue TBD .8 rr.~ah'.' Pending rurther review anti negoLia:ions 

Cora! Way{24 Sireet) &SW 97 Avenue - TBD '0 Privd:c Pending further review and negolilltions 

Comi Way{l.t. Street! & SW I I2 Avenue - 11201 SW 24-ih 
TBD II P1iva:e Pt."Tidmg fun her review an<l negotiations 

Stnx•t 

C'Ofal Way \24 Sueel) & SW 119-122 Avenue TBD 11, 10 Private Peuding further review and nego1huions 

Coral Way{24StreetJ&SW 137 Avenue TBD II Private Pending further review and negollatlons 

CoralWay(24Streel)&SW l42Avenue- l4l41SW26th TBD II Private PernJfr1g further review and negotiations 
Strece1 

Ffll Bus Tenn}nal- 11200 SW &th Street TBD II Horida internaiionat University Pend:ng furt!-,er review and negotiarioos 

Kendall Drivo,; (88th Street) & SV.' 94-th Avenue -9475 N.' TBD 7 Pri~'at~ Peud:ug rur:"er revie'W and negoti~tioos 
Kendall Ori •..-e 

Kendall Drive (88 Streef) & SW 127 Avenue TBD IO P1i~·;:ow Pending further review and negotiations 

Kendall Drive (88 St:eet) & SW 149 Avenue TllD II Private rending further review and negotiations 

Kendall Drive (88 Srreef) & SW 162 Avenue~ 16255 SW 88th TBD LI Private Pending funher review and negotiations 
Street 

Sunse1 Drive (72 Street) & SW 87 Avenne TBD 7 Private Pending further review and negotiations 

Sunset Drive (72 Street) & SW 107 Avenue TBD 7, JO Private l'endmg further review and negotiations 

Sunset Drive (72 Stree1) & SW 117 A\·enne TBD 10 Private Pt'ndmg further review and negotiations 

Sunset Drive (72 Street) & SW 127 Avenue - 12601112515 SW TBD 10 Priv;11e Pending furlher review and negotiations 
72nd Street 

Sunser Drive (72 Street) & SW 154 Avenue TBD l I Private ~ew and negoiiniions 

Bird Road (40 Street) & SW 79 A\·enue- 7900 SW 40t'. TllD IO Priv:ne · · d negotiations 

Bird Ruad (40 Str&:O & SW 87 Avenue TBD lO Private Pending further review and negotiations 

Bird Rood (40 Streel) & SW 112 Avenue TBD IO MDT Pending funhcr review and neguti:ition5 

Bird Road(40Srreet}&SW 137 Avenue TBD ll MDT and negrniations 
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Proposed FP &L Sites 
# of Parking Spaces Conl.Dlission 

Ownership Status 
Garage I Surface District 

NW 186th Stree! and 73rd Avenue TBP 
' 

12 MDC Parks & Rn: Pe11d;11g t\Jrtner review:md negoi:iauons 

SW 88th Street an<l l 27th A venue (SW Comer) TAD lll MDCVlASD Pending further review and negotiations 

SW 881h S1rect un<l I 27th Avenue-~ (NE Comer) TBP 10 FPL Pending further review and negotiations 

SV.' !04th Street and !27th Avenue·· (SE ComcT) TBP II) FPL Pending further rcvk'w and negociations 

SW !20th S1reei;. anC !27th Avenue (NE Comer) TBD Ill FPL Pending further review and negotiations 

Special Events 
# of Parking Srnices Comnllssion 

Ownership Status 
I Surface 

District 
Garage 

Ca!k Oche (Maxf. only) {}runge Bowl Smdiunt 

Orange B0wl, Tamiami Park Metrobus tenm::ml {S\V J 17 

Avenue/ SW 24 Street by batting <age~). 

Coconut Grove Ar1!io Fe.1>tival · Douglas Rd Metrornil Station 7 

l'\.1iami Dolpr.in;;. --Football Games Golden Gl01de•;, Dade!and 

North M~'tnxail Station, FllJ Soulh Campus, Miami-Beach 
Municipal Parking: tnt 4lsl St (metered) 

Horida Marlins--Weekend Baseball Games 

Dolphin Stadium 

Hialeah MelroruU Station 11:5 Ii 2lsL Street 6 
--··· 

Dr1de!a11d :'.\orth \1etrou.n'. Srntiou SW S3rd Sc USl 

Tamiurrri Park Coral Way/SW l 17rh Avenue 

Nasdru.1--JOOOpi:n Key !liscayne Brickel! Metrorail Station (no 
7 

parking; 
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