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Purpose 

The purpose of this task is to update the region’s Corridors of Regional Significance Network to 
develop  a  2035  Regional  Transportation  Network  which  reflects  the  2035  RLRTP  Goals, 
Objectives,  and  Measures  of  Effectiveness  (GOMs)  outlined  in  Task  5  of  this  project.    The 
development of the 2035 Regional Corridors Plan includes the review and incorporation of: 

• the year 2006 SEFTC adopted Corridors of Regional Significance;  

• Principal Arterial classifications; 

• the  Florida  Department  of  Transportation’s  (FDOT)  Strategic  Intermodal  System  (SIS) 
facilities;  

• the Regional Planning Council’s (RPC’s) Statewide Regional Evacuation Network; and 

• comments from the Regional Management Team (i.e., the project steering committee) on 
the November 2008 Draft Regional Corridors Plan. 

State  and  federal  perspectives  on  corridors  of  significance  have  also  played  a  role  in  the 
development  of  regional  corridors.  The  following  sections  of  this  memorandum  describe  the 
different elements of each bulleted item above that were considered for the recommended 2035 
Regional Transportation Network. 
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Background Review 

This  section  discusses  the  review  of  the  following  documents  for  consideration  in  the  Regional 
Network: 

• the year 2006 SEFTC adopted Corridors of Regional Significance;  

• Principal Arterial classifications; 

• the  Florida  Department  of  Transportation’s  (FDOT)  Strategic  Intermodal  System  (SIS) 
facilities; and 

• the Regional Planning Council’s (RPC’s) Statewide Regional Evacuation Network 

PREVIOUSLY ADOPTED CORRIDORS OF REGIONAL SIGNIFICANCE 

In 2006, the Regional Long Range Transportation Plan Committee identified a Corridors of Regional 
Significance Network that was adopted by the South East Florida Regional Transportation Council 
(SEFTC) and the individual Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) Boards. The 2006 original 
network  included  55  facilities  (53  roadway  facilities  and  2  railway  facilities).    These  facilities  are 
shown in Figure 1. 

The original 2006 designation criteria used  to determine  the  facilities shown  in Figure 1, 
were as follows: 

• Regional Interstate and Expressway Facilities – Urban or Rural Principal Arterials, 
Interstate and Expressway  

• Major Regional Facilities – Urban or Rural Principal Arterials, others that Cross County 
Lines  

• Regional Connector Facilities – Urban or Rural Principal Arterials, with two or more 
connections to Regional Interstate and Expressway Facilities  

• SIS Rail Corridors – Rail corridors identified by FDOT as Florida Strategic Intermodal 
systems (SIS)  

 
The 2006 version of the RLRTP, which discussed the adopted Corridors of Regional Significance stated:  

“It was agreed  that each corridor had  to be  functionally classified as a Principal Arterial 
and had to have a “logical terminus.”   The Regional Corridors encompass transit hubs or 
centers  along  or  connected  to  these  Principal  Arterials.  It  also  was  agreed  that  future 
facilities (not yet built) would not be shown on the map until they are approved for design 
and construction after the completion of a PD&E study.” 
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“The  definition  of  Regional  Corridors  was  subsequently  modified  to  include  transit 
centers/hubs  and  transit  infrastructure  along  Regional  Corridors.    In  updates  to  this 
RLRTP study, emerging corridors and hubs on the Strategic Intermodal System (SIS) will 
be considered for inclusion as Regional Corridors.” 

In  October  2006,  the  SEFTC  and  MPO  Boards  adopted  a  revision  to  the  original  network  and 
criteria. Below is the text from the official Regional Corridors Amendment Memorandum to SEFTC 
with the adopted changes (see Attachment A): 

The staff has proposed several criteria be added to ensure all SIS facilities are 
included in the regional network as well as other facilities to provide additional 
connections. These additions follow:  
 
• SIS and Emerging SIS Hubs, Corridors and Connectors – Facilities identified 

by FDOT as Florida Strategic Intermodal systems (SIS)  
• Extensions to Principal Arterials Connecting Regional Facilities – Minor 

Arterials connecting Principal Arterials to be reclassified to Principal Arterials in the 
future that connect Two Regional Facilities  

• Future Extensions of Current Regional Facilities  
 
The first addition, SIS and Emerging SIS Hubs, Corridors and Connections, would 
replace the current SIS Rail Corridors criterion since it includes rail.  
 
With the addition of these criteria, several corridors and corridor segments would be 
added to the Regional corridor network. A list of these additions for each county is 
attached.  
 
Staff Recommendation: The SEFTC approve the revised Regional Corridor 
criteria with the additions and amend the Regional Corridors list to include the 
facilities meeting the criteria. 
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As  shown  above,  the  list  of  facilities  prepared  in  response  to  the  adopted  criteria  text  changes  was  not 
complete based on the revised criteria (e.g., not all SIS facilities were added). Figure 1 graphically depicts 
the adopted network including the additional facilities shown above. 

Adopted 2006 SEFTC Corridors of Regional Significance 2035 Regional Transportation Network 
Inclusion Recommendations 
In order to preserve the extensive effort and time put into the 2006 network adoptions, KAI 
recommends  maintaining  the  originally  adopted  criteria  to  the  fullest  extent  possible.  For 
four of the six criteria, only minor text edits are suggested and more significant revisions are 
recommended for the remaining two.   These changes are summarized in Table 1 in the last 
section of the document. 
 
Lastly,  as  suggested  by  FDOT  D4,  KAI  recommends  that  the  2006  “Corridors  of  Regional 
Significance” title be changed to “Regional Transportation Network” since the system incorporates 
more  than  just  corridors.  This  change  will  not  only  be  more  comprehensive  but  will  also  help 
ensure consistency with the FDOT SIS Plan.  
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PRINCIPAL ARTERIALS CLASSIFICATIONS 

The  concept  of  principal  arterials  forming  the  basis  of  our  Southeast  Florida  Regional 
Transportation Network has been previously accepted and adopted. Principal arterials that traverse 
the  southeast  Florida  region  are  shown  in  Figure  2.  KAI’s  sources  of  information  include:  the 
Statewide GIS Data library, County Comprehensive Plans, and telephone discussions with County 
and MPO  staff. More detail  regarding  the  regional  significance of principal arterials  is discussed 
below. 

Principal Arterial Background 

According  to  the Federal Highway Functional Classification Handbook  (Reference 1),  the arterial 
system provides  the highest  level of mobility at  the highest speed,  for  long, uninterrupted  travel.  
Possible  arterial  designations  include  urban  principal  arterials,  urban  minor  arterials,  rural 
principal  arterials,  and  rural  minor  arterials.    With  the  exception  of  a  few  segments,  the  2006 
Corridors of Regional Significance Networks only included roadways classified as urban and rural 
principal arterials.   

The urban principal arterial system includes Interstate highways, other freeways and expressways, 
and  other  principal  arterials.    The  urban  principal  arterial  system  serves  the  major  centers  of 
activity of a metropolitan area, has the highest traffic volume corridors, has the longest trip desires, 
and should carry a high portion of  the  total urban area  travel on a minimum of mileage.   Urban 
principal arterials carry most trips entering and leaving urban areas, and it provides continuity for 
all rural arterials that intercept urban boundaries. 

The rural principal arterial system provides interstate and inter‐county service so that all developed 
areas  are  within  a  reasonable  distance  of  an  arterial  highway.    The  principal  arterial  network  is 
more significant.    It serves virtually all urban areas with populations greater  than 50,000 people.  
Additionally,  most  urban  areas  larger  than  25,000  people  are  served  by  rural  principal  arterial 
highways.   

The  Federal  Highway  Classification  Handbook  has  provided  criteria  for  classifying  roadways  as 
principal  arterials.    A  roadway  serving  two  trip  purposes  listed  in  the  following  criteria  are 
classified as a principal arterial roadway: 

1. Travel  to  and  through  urbanized  areas.    These  are  primary  routes  that  connect  one 
urbanized area to another. 

2. Travel to and through small urban areas. These are primary routes that connect one small 
urban area to an adjacent small urban area, an adjacent urbanized area, or to the network of 
roads connecting urbanized areas to each other.   
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3. National  defense.  A  national  defense  route  is  identified  as  a  primary  National  Strategic 
Highway Corridor Network (STRAHNET) route. 

4. Interstate  and  regional  commerce.    Routes  are  identified  by  relatively  high  volumes  of 
freight movements over  long distances.   A United States Route designation granted by the 
American  Association  of  State  Highway  Transportation  Officials  (AASHTO)  may  often 
indicate that the so designated route serves the primary purpose of interstate commerce. 

5. Access  to  airports,  seaports,  and  major  rail  terminals  of  intermodal  transfer  facilities.  
Provides access to regional or international airports, seaports handling ocean‐going or river 
barge  traffic,  and  rail/truck  intermodal  facilities.    These  are  designated  by  the  Florida 
Department of Transportation and approved by the Federal Highway Administration. 

6. Access  to  major  public  facilities.    A  route  that  provides  direct  access  to  a  major  public 
facility.  Major public facilities are considered to be state or private universities, community 
colleges,  regional  medical  centers,  natural  (e.g.,  beaches,  rivers,  and  state  parks)  and 
manmade  attractions  (e.g.,  theme  parks)  that  attract  audiences  from  a  regional  area,  and 
publicly  owned  cultural  and  historic  facilities  (e.g.,  performing  arts  centers,  civic  centers, 
and museums) that attract audiences from a regional area.  The general guide for selecting 
facilities  meeting  this  purpose  is  to  identify  those  for  which  the  generated  traffic  would 
substantially  impact  the  performance  of  connecting  roadways.    Major  public  facilities  are 
distinguished from minor public facilities by their frequency of use and customer service. 

7. Access  to  minor  public  facilities.    A  route  that  provides  direct  access  to  a  minor  public 
facility. 

 
Principal Arterial Inclusion Recommendations 
It is recommended that Principal Arterial classification remain one of the highest priority Regional 
Transportation Network criteria. In addition to facilities on the SIS Network and Evacuation Route 
Network,  all  facilities  designated  “regional”  should  maintain  Principal  Arterial  status.  KAI 
recommends  that  minor  arterials  only  be  designated  as  “regional”  when  they  are  extensions  of 
Principal Arterials and connect  two or more SIS Roadway Corridors and/or SIS Hubs. A detailed 
review of all Principal Arterials  in  the Region  is shown  in Attachment B. This detailed assessment 
supports  a  defendable,  objective,  transparent  Regional  Transportation  Network  selection  and 
designation process. Any Minor Arterials that are not classified as a Principal Arterial should not be 
included in the Regional Transportation Network. Minor Arterials are to be assessed at the County 
level. 

STRATEGIC INTERMODAL SYSTEM (SIS) FACILITIES 

**Text within this section is taken from the January 2005, Florida Strategic Intermodal System Plan prepared 
by the Florida Department of Transportation with Cooperation with its Transportation Partners. 
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Purpose and Background  

Florida’s Strategic  Intermodal System  (SIS) was established  in 2003  to enhance Florida’s economic 
competitiveness by focusing limited state resources on those transportation facilities that are critical 
to  Florida’s  economy  and  quality  of  life.  The  SIS  is  a  statewide  network  of  high‐priority 
transportation  facilities,  including  the  state’s  largest  and  most  significant  commercial  service 
airports,  spaceport,  deepwater  seaports,  freight  rail  terminals,  passenger  rail  and  intercity  bus 
terminals, rail corridors, waterways and highways. These facilities are the workhorses of Florida’s 
transportation system, carrying more than 99 percent of all commercial air passengers, virtually all 
waterborne freight tonnage, almost all rail freight, and more than 68 percent of all truck traffic and 
54 percent of total traffic on the State Highway System. Once fully developed, the SIS could be as 
significant  to  Florida’s  future  as  the  construction  of  the  Interstate  highway  system  (Reference  2). 
Due to the obvious significance of this network, it is critical that all SIS facilities are included within 
the Southeast Florida Regional Transportation Network. 
 
The SIS also will be a key factor in redefining roles and responsibilities in planning and managing 
Florida’s transportation system. The state will take the lead in planning and managing the SIS, and 
strengthened  regional  partnerships  will  provide  a  structure  for  identifying  and  implementing 
regional  priorities  in  both  urban  and  rural  areas.  The  SIS  also  will  encourage  a  new  level  of 
partnership  between  the  public  and  private  sectors  to  plan  and  implement  major  transportation 
projects. It is hoped that all partners in the SIS will view transportation expenditures as a long‐term 
investment  in Florida’s economy, and  that  the cooperative planning process  initiated  through  the 
SIS will result in more coordinated and strategic investment in all types of transportation facilities – 
whether led by the state through the SIS or led by regional, local or private partners through their 
plans.” 

SIS Components 

The  SIS  includes  three  different  types  of  facilities,  each  of  which  forms  one  component  of  an 
interconnected transportation system: 
 
• Hubs are ports and  terminals  that move goods or people between Florida regions or between 

Florida  and  other  markets  in  the  United  States  and  the  rest  of  the  world.  These  include 
commercial  service  airports,  deepwater  seaports,  spaceports,  interregional  rail  and  bus 
terminals and freight rail terminals. 

 
• Corridors are highways, rail lines and waterways that connect major markets within Florida or 

between Florida and other states or nations.  
 
• Intermodal connectors are highways, rail  lines or waterways that connect hubs and corridors. 

Intermodal connectors are  intended to provide safe, secure, efficient, reliable and direct access 
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between SIS and Emerging SIS hubs and the nearest or most appropriate SIS or Emerging SIS 
corridor. The connectors are identified based on factors including traffic levels and their ability 
to  provide  high‐speed,  high‐capacity,  limited  access  service  in  more  than  one  direction.  Each 
hub generally is served by only one connector, unless the hub is served by more than one mode 
of  transportation,  the hub  includes multiple  terminals with separate access points, or  the hub 
requires separate entrances for passenger and freight trips. 

 
• Emerging SIS hubs and  corridors  are designated using  the  same measures of  transportation 

and  economic  activity  as  the  SIS,  but  with  lower  thresholds  –  typically  20  percent  of  the  SIS 
threshold  for  hubs,  and  between  one‐half  and  two‐thirds  of  the  SIS  threshold  for  corridors. 
Emerging  SIS  facilities  also  are  designated  based  on  their  ability  to  serve  clusters  of 
transportation‐intensive industries in fast‐growing economic regions.  

 
SIS Network Inclusion Recommendations 
Due to the obvious significance of the SIS Network to the economic vitality of the State and Region, 
it is critical that all SIS facilities are included within the Southeast Florida Regional Transportation 
Network. The network has been previously approved and adopted onto the Corridors of Regional 
Significance  Network  in  2006.    The  2035  RLRTP  network  update  will  include  any  and  all  SIS 
network updates that have been previously adopted. 
 
As shown in Figure 3, SIS hubs; SIS corridors (railway, roadway and waterway); and SIS intermodal 
connectors are displayed. In addition, planned adds and drops on the SIS network are shown. All 
planned drop facilities are recommended to be excluded from the Regional Transportation Network 
in order to maintain consistency in our investment strategies. (The region should not be investing in 
SIS planned dropped facilities because a planned drop  indicates  that  investments are being made 
elsewhere to create a more efficient system.) 
 

EMERGENCY EVACUATION ROUTES 

Emergency  evacuation  routes  were  considered  for  inclusion  in  the  2035  Regional  Transportation 
Network to meet our regional Goal 5: Provide for a Safer and More Secure Transportation System for the 
Regions Residents, Businesses and Visitors; and Objective 5.1: Preserve and enhance the capacity of regional 
evacuation corridors. 

Several  sources  were  reviewed  and  several  contacts  were  made  in  order  to  determine  what 
corridors  should  be  included  under  this  goal.    The  sources  included  the  Florida  Division  of 
Emergency  Management  Statewide  Emergency  Response  Team  website  and  associated  maps 
http://www.floridadisaster.org/index.asp, the Local County Comprehensive Plans, and the Regional 
Planning  Council’s  Statewide  Regional  Evacuation  Study  Program  (currently  underway).    In 
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addition  to  reviewing  these  sources/documents,  KAI  spoke  with  staff  from  County  Planning 
Departments, County Emergency Management Divisions, MPOs, and RPCs. Based on this research, 
KAI concluded that the RPC Statewide Regional Evacuation Study Program  is more applicable to 
the  RLRTP  efforts  than  the  local  County  route  designations.  The  County’s  emergency  route 
designations are for moving people within the county out of the storm surge areas. Each county has 
different methodologies, needs, and implementation processes for their route designations. On the 
other hand, the RPC Study Program focuses on regional evacuation and regional coordination and 
ultimately applies a consistent Statewide methodology. The routes identified in the RPC study are 
for  the  purposes  of  the  Statewide  Regional  Evacuation  Program  ONLY  and  are  not  intended  to 
replace the individual County route designations and needs. 

The Statewide Regional Evacuation Study Program  is described below  in  further detail. Figure 4 
shows the DRAFT Statewide Regional Evacuation Study designated routes for Broward and Miami‐
Dade  Counties.  Palm  Beach  County  routes,  shown  in  Figure  4,  currently  represent  the  County 
Comprehensive  Plan  designations.  These  routes  will  be  updated  to  reflect  the  Treasure  Coast 
Regional Planning Council’s designations from their Statewide Regional Evacuation Study Program 
prior to the January 12, 2009 SEFTC meeting. The RPC studies are currently in draft form, but are 
anticipated  for adoption by  the State  legislature  in September 2009. The Regional Transportation 
Network  should  be  updated  (if  needed)  once  the  legislature  adopts  the  region’s  study  programs 
results. Attachment C contains the RPC Statewide Regional Evacuation Network map and the Palm 
Beach  County  Comprehensive  Plan  Evacuation  Route  Designations.  See  Attachment  C  for  more 
background on the RPC study. 

 

 



 

 

Section 3  
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2035 Regional Transportation Network 

The  proposed  2035  Regional  Transportation  Network  is  shown  in  Figure  5.  This  network  was 
developed based upon the: 

• previously developed regional corridor networks;  

• principal  arterial  classifications  as  determined  by  the  Federal  Highway  Functional 
Classification Handbook;  

• the adopted FDOT Strategic Intermodal System,  

• the  Regional  Planning  Council  Statewide  Regional  Evacuation  Study  Program  network; 
and  

• the Regional Management Team’s (RMT) feedback on the Draft Corridors Plan prepared in 
November  2008.  (Attachment  D  contains  the  summary  of  RMT  feedback  and  KAI 
responses.) 

Table 1 summarizes the 2006 criteria and the revised criteria for the 2035 Regional Transportation 
Network.  Table  2  summarizes  the  complete  list  of  proposed  2035  Regional  Transportation 
Network roadways and the designated criteria they individually meet.  
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Table 1 2035 Regional Transportation Network Criteria Comparison 

Adopted 2006 Criteria Recommended 2035 Criteria Reason for Revision/Change 

1. Regional Interstate and Expressway 
Facilities – Urban or Rural Principal 
Arterials, Interstate and Expressway 

1. Regional Interstate and Expressway Facilities – Urban or Rural 
Principal Arterials, Interstate and Expressway 

Termini: Determined by Principal Arterial Classification limits. Must 
begin/end at another regional facility or County line. 

No change recommended 

2. Major Regional Facilities – Urban or Rural 
Principal Arterials, others that Cross County 
Lines 

2. Major Regional Facilities – Urban or Rural Principal Arterials, others 
that Cross County Lines 

Termini: Determined by Principal Arterial Classification limits. Must end 
at another regional facility or County line. 

No change recommended 

3. Regional Connector Facilities – Urban or 
Rural Principal Arterials, with two or more 
connections to Regional Interstate and 
Expressway Facilities 

3. Regional Connection Facilities – Urban or Rural Principal Arterials, 
with two or more connections to any mixture of the following: Regional 
Interstate and Expressway Facilities, SIS Roadway Corridors, and/or 
SIS Hubs 

Termini: Determined by Principal Arterial Classification limits. Must end 
at another regional facility or County line. 

The original criterion was not fully comprehensive; a connection to 
Interstates is too narrow. By including connections to SIS Corridors and SIS 
Hubs, the criterion is still selective, but fully comprehensive and addresses 
the Region’s multimodal integration goals and objectives. 

In addition, the term “Regional Connector” was changed to “Regional 
Connection” as to not cause confusion between SIS Connectors and 
Regional Connectors. 

4. Extensions to Principal Arterials 
Connecting Regional Facilities – Minor 
Arterials connecting Principal Arterials to be 
reclassified to Principal Arterials in the future 
that connect Two Regional Facilities 

4. Regional Facility Designation Extensions – Non-Principal Arterials 
that are a designation expansion of facilities that meet the following 
three criteria: (1) Regional Interstate and Expressway Facilities, (2) 
Major Regional Facilities, (3) Regional Connection Facilities. Extensions 
termini must be to/from a Principal Arterial to/from a SIS Corridor, Hub 
and/or a Major Regional Facility. 

Termini: Must begin at a Principal Arterial and end at a regional facility. 

The original “extension” criterion was too subjective and not clearly defined 
in terms of logical definitive termini. The revised criterion provided a clear, 
defendable designation and addresses concerns the Region had with 
including Minor Arterials on the regional network that may or may not be an 
extension of a Principal Arterial. 

5. SIS and Emerging SIS Hubs, Corridors 
and Connectors – Facilities identified by 
FDOT as Florida Strategic Intermodal 
systems (SIS) 

5. SIS and Emerging SIS Hubs, Corridors and Connectors – Facilities 
identified by FDOT as the Florida Strategic Intermodal System (SIS) 
within Southeast Florida; includes roadways, railways and waterways.  

*SIS Planned Drop facilities are to not be included on the Regional 
Transportation Network unless the facility meets one of the other 
criterions 

Termini: Determined by FDOT 

The revised language expands upon the previous criterion to add clarity but 
ultimately does not alter the incorporated facilities. 

Planned dropped facilities should not be incorporated because it would 
cause an inconsistency between the region and the States investments.  

Several facilities that fall under this criterion also meet criterions 1 through 
4. SIS Facilities that meet criterions 1 through 4 will be coded under that 
criterion. Any remaining will be coded as SIS. 

6. Future Extensions of Current Regional 
Facilities  

6. Adopted Physical Extensions of Current Regional Facilities – 
Adopted LRTP Cost Feasible Plan (CFP) roadway extensions. CFP LRTP 
Roadway extensions designated on the Regional Transportation Network 
must be extensions of roadways that meet one of the other six Regional 
Transportation Network criteria. 

Termini: Begin at the LRTP roadway in question and end at a regional 
facility. 

The text has been revised to add clarity on what constitutes a future 
extension.  The intent is to add more objectivity and remove subjectivity. 
Ultimately, the text revisions do not alter the original roadways intended to 
meet this criterion from the 2006 Plan. 

Not Applicable: Evacuation Route Criterion Not 
Included in the 2006 Adopted Network 

7. Statewide Regional Evacuation Network 

Termini: Determined by the Regional Planning Councils and the State 
Legislature. 

Regional evacuation corridors adopted in the Statewide Regional Evacuation 
Corridor Program for the purposes of Regional Evacuation. 
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Table 2 2035 Regional Transportation Network 

Principal Arterials Facility Extension 
SIS 

Roadway 
SIS 

Railway 

Roadway1 Interstate 
and 

Expressway  
Facility 

Major 
Facility 

Connection 
Facility Designated Future Corridor Connector Corridor Connector 

SIS 
Hubs 

Evacuation 
Route 

SR-706/INDIANTOWN RD     9 9       9 

FLORIDA'S TPKE 9     9     9 

I-95 9     9     9 

SR-809/MILITARY TR  9  9       9 

OLD DIXIE HWY           9 

FLORIDA’S EASTCOAST 
MAINLINE C        9    

US-1/SR-5/FEDERAL 
HIGHWAY  9  9       9 

SR-786/PGA BLVD   9 9       9 

SR-710/BEELINE HWY  9    9     9 

CSX/TRI-RAIL      9      

NORTHLAKE BLVD           9 

BLUE HERON BLVD   9    9    9 

PORT OF PALM BEACH          9  

MARTIN LUTHER KING BLVD       9     

45TH ST       9    9 

MANGONIA PARK TRI-RAIL          9  

JOG RD/POWERLINE RD  9  9 9       

WEST PALM BEACH 
AMTRAK/TRI-
RAIL/GREYHOUND 

         9  

OKEECHOBEE BLVD   9        9 

SR-7/US-441  9         9 

SR-80/SOUTHERN BLVD  9    9     9 

US SUGAR (RAIL)        9    

FLORIDA EAST COAST K         9    

SR-15/US 98      9     9 

US-27/SR-25  9    9     9 

I-95 PBIA       9     

PALM BEACH 
INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT          9  

SR-807/CONGRESS AVE   9         

SR-882/FOREST HILL BLVD           9 

SR-802/LAKE WORTH RD   9 9   9    9 

10TH AVE NORTH       9     

LAKE WORTH TRI-RAIL          9  

LANTANA RD           9 

BOYNTON BEACH  

TRI-RAIL/GATEWAY BLVD 
      9   9  

SR-804/BOYNTON BEACH 
BLVD   9 9   9    9 

WOOLBRIGHT RD           9 

SR-806/ATLANTIC AVE   9 9   9    9 

DELRAY BEACH AMTRAK/      

TRI-RAIL 
         9  

LINTON BLVD           9 

YAMATO RD       9    9 

BOCA RATON TRI-RAIL          9  

SR-808/GLADES RD   9        9 

PALMETTO PARK RD           9 

E. CAMINO REAL           9 

HILLSBORO BLVD       9    9 

SAWGRASS EXPRESSWAY/ 
SW 10TH ST 9  9 9  9     9 
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Principal Arterials Facility Extension 
SIS 

Roadway 
SIS 

Railway 

Roadway1 Interstate 
and 

Expressway  
Facility 

Major 
Facility 

Connection 
Facility Designated Future Corridor Connector Corridor Connector 

SIS 
Hubs 

Evacuation 
Route 

SR-817/UNIVERSITY DR  9          

DEERFIELD BEACH AMTRAK/ 
TRI-RAIL          9  

ANDREWS AVE   9 9        

SR-834/SAMPLE RD   9    9    9 

POMPANO BEACH TRI-RAIL          9  

COPANS RD           9 

SR-844/NE 14TH ST           9 

SR-814/ATLANTIC BLVD   9        9 

CYPRESS CREEK RD       9    9 

CYPRESS CREEK TRI-RAIL          9  

SR-870/COMMERCIAL BLVD   9        9 

SR-816/OAKLAND PARK 
BLVD   9        9 

SR-838/SUNRISE BLVD   9        9 

FT LAUDERDALE 
GREYHOUND           9 

SR-842/BROWARD BLVD       9    9 

FT LAUDERDALE AMTRAK/ 

TRI-RAIL 
         9  

LAS OLAS BLVD           9 

SR-736/DAVIE BLVD           9 

SE 17TH ST           9 

SR-84 and SW 4TH ST       9    9 

SOUTH FLORIDA REGIONAL 
CORRIDOR SX         9   

PORT EVERGLADES          9  

I-95 FLL AIRPORT       9     

FEC FT LAUDERDALE 
TOFC/COFC          9  

FT LAUDERDALE/ 
HOLLYWOOD 
INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT 

         9  

I-595 9     9     9 

SR-818/GRIFFIN RD   9 9       9 

FORT LAUDERDALE AIRPORT 
TRI-RAIL          9  

GRIFFEN RD CONNECTOR       9     

E DANIA BEACH BLVD           9 

SR-822/SHERIDAN ST   9 9   9    9 

SHERIDAN ST TRI-RAIL          9  

SOUTH FLORIDA REGIONAL 
CORRIDOR SXH         9   

JOHNSON ST           9 

SR-820/HOLLYWOOD BLVD   9        9 

HOLLYWOOD AMTRAK/TRI-
RAIL          9  

SR-824/PEMBROKE RD           9 

SR-858 HALLANDALE BEACH 
BLVD/MIRAMAR PKWY   9        9 

HEFT 9     9     9 

SR-997KROME AVE/177TH 
AVE  9    9     9 

SR-823/NW 57TH AVE/RED 
RD/FLAMINGO  9          

SR-826/PALMETTO EXPWY 9     9     9 

GOLDEN GLADES 
INTERMODAL CONNECTOR       9     

MIAMI NORTH GREYHOUND/ 
GOLDEN GLADES TRI-RAIL          9  



Technical Memorandum #8: Regional Transportation Network     April 2010 
2035 Regional Transportation Network 

Kittelson & Associates, Inc.       16 
 

Principal Arterials Facility Extension 
SIS 

Roadway 
SIS 

Railway 

Roadway1 Interstate 
and 

Expressway  
Facility 

Major 
Facility 

Connection 
Facility Designated Future Corridor Connector Corridor Connector 

SIS 
Hubs 

Evacuation 
Route 

SR-826 NE 163RD ST/167TH 
ST           9 

NW 27TH AVE  9         9 

SR-9  9         9 

SR-924/GRATIGNY 
EXPWY/NW 119TH ST 9  9   9     9 

SR-922           9 

NW 106TH ST   9 9        

SR-953/LEJEUNE RD   9         

SR-932/NW 103RD ST   9 9        

FLORIDA EAST COAST ML        9    

SR-826/MIAMI FEC 
INTERMODAL FREIGHT 
TERMINAL 

      9     

FEC MIAMI HIALEAH YD 
TOFC/COFC        9    

METRORAIL TRANSFER TRI-
RAIL          9  

FLORIDA EAST COAST LR        9    

SR-934/NW 79TH ST   9        9 

SR-948/NW 36TH ST/41ST ST   9         

SR-112/I-195 9          9 

NW 125TH ST/MIAMI 
INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT       9     

MIAMI INTERNATIONAL 
AIRPORT          9  

SOUTH FLORIDA REGIONAL 
CORRIDOR SXH        9    

MIAMI GREYHOUND       9     

MIAMI INTERMODAL CENTER          9  

MIAMI AIRPORT TRI-RAIL          9  

MIAMI GREYHOUND BUS 
TERMINAL       9     

PORT OF MIAMI CONNECTOR         9   

PORT OF MIAMI          9  

SR-836/DOLPHIN EXPY/I-
395/MACARTHUR CSWY 9          9 

PORT OF MIAMI TUNNEL       9     

SR-90/TAMIAMI TRAIL  9         9 

SR-976/SW 40TH ST/BIRD RD   9         

RICKENBACKER CAUSEWAY           9 

SR-874/SOUTH DADE EXPY 9     9     9 

SR-878/SNAPPER CREEK 
EXPY 9     9     9 

SR-94/KENDALL DR/SW 88TH 
ST   9        9 

SR-992/SW 152ND ST/ 

CORAL REEF DR 
  9 9        

I-75 9     9     9 

CARD SOUND RD           9 

SW 137th AVE   9 9 9       

A1A  9         9 

METRORAIL         9   

OPA-LOCKA TRI-RAIL          9  

HIALEAH TRI-RAIL          9  

 
1. Limits not included. See Figure 5 for facility limits. See Table 1 for Column Heading Definitions. 
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