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EVALUATION MATRIX

Action Plan

Alternatives

Action Plan

Alternative 1

Alternative 2

Alternative 3

(Four-Lane)

Alternatives 4

Existing Conditions (Two-Lane - Modified) (Two-Lane with Passing Zone) (Florida Intrastate Highway (Four-
System)
Median Width None None 2 Painted Buffer 2 Painted Buffer 40 Grass Depressed 40 Grass Depressed 54' Grass Depressed 40 Grass Depressed
Lane Width 12 12 12 12 12 12 12 12
(%] . -
i} Pedestrian Provisions None None 8 Shared Use Path 8 Shared Use Path 12' Shared Use Path 12" Shared Use Path 12 Shared Use Path 12" Shared Use Path
@
o}
|<E Bicycle Provisions None None 8 Shared Use Path 8' Shared Use Path 12" Shared Use Path 12" Shared Use Path 12" Shared Use Path 12" Shared Use Path
w
8 Shoulder Width (Paved Width) Varies 0'to 5' (010 5) 12'(5) 8 (5) 8(5) 12'(5) 12' (5) 12' (5) 12' (5)
) Reconstruction criteria requires 8' minimum - not § New construction criteria requires 40' New construction criteria requires 40° ) New construction criteria requires 40°
Border Width Not defined due to R-O-W variations Not defined due to R-O-W variations ofinbd Reconstruction criteria & minimum - provided Proposed 30" requires tesign variation Proposed 30 - requires design variaton 40 provided Proposed 30 - requires design variaton
Total Right of Way 35200 (varies) 35200 (varies) 62 8 148 160 206 172
Inadequate shoulder width. Insufficient storage lanes. N
Non-Standard Clear Zone and Border Width. No ) . ) ) ) . ; ) o
. . . Lack of turning lanes. Non-standard Clear Zone and ° Sub-standard shoulder wicth.No median separation, | Sub-standard shoulder width.No median separation. | No passing lanes. Requires design variation for | Limited passing zones. Requires design variation for
Typical Section & Geometric ISSUEs | g e vyidth. No median separation. No passing | ™e02" Se"a'a”",\T&‘;Vazsﬁ‘g"lgs;‘?' painted buffer. | ... oot center painted buffer. No passing lanes No passing lanes. Border Width Border Width None Requires design variation for border width
lanes. -
Limited improvements (shoulders, turn lanes, storage| ~ Moderate improvements since it does not Moderate improvements since it accommodate Considerable improvements Considerable improvements
Limited improvements (shoulders, turn lanes, storage| Limited improvements (shoulders, turn lanes, storage P " 10 P! P! SIS Standard width open Median. More Capacity. | PPM Standard width open Median ~ More
Safety No Improvements h lanes, two-foot center painted buffer, provides 8" | accommodate passing maneuvers. Meets all other | passing maneuvers only in one area. Meets all other ! > !
lanes) lanes, two-foot center painted buffer) ! Passing maneuvers accommadated throughout the |  Capacity. Passing maneuvers accommodated
minimum border width) safety standards. safety standards. project corridor. throughout the project corridor.
LLl
L Provides adequate turn and storage lanes. Eliminates | Provides adequate tur and storage lanes. Eliminates Considerable improvements. Considerable improvements
= Traffic O i No Improvements Provides adequate turn and storage lanes. Opposing | Provides adequate turn and storage lanes. Opposing | Provides adequate turn and storage lanes. Opposing o Osm“ vatfic riction Prgclu e oassin opoan "‘;mc fiction va'ges fimited passing._| S1S Standard widih open Median. More Capacity PPM Standard width open Median. ~ More
o rattic Operations P traffic friction remains. traffic friction remains. traffic friction remains. pposing passing pposing ro Passing | “passing maneuvers accommodated throughout the | Capacity. Passing maneuvers accommodated
zZ maneuvers. opportunities.
Q| project corridor. throughout the project corridor.
Z|x
w
<|w Capacit No Improvements Minimal improvement due to tur lane and shoulder | Minimal improvement due to turn lane and shoulder | Minimal improvement due to turn lane and shoulder | Minimal improvement due to turn lane and shoulder | Minimal improvement due to turn fane and shoulder |~ Considerable improvements due to the additional | Considerable improvements due to the additional
w2 apacity P implementation. implementation implementation. implementation implementation. thru lanes in each direction. thru lanes in each direction.
wnlo
oz Lavel)aif Semtes LOS "E" LOS "E" LOS "E" LOS "E" LOS "E" LOS “E" Los "D" LOS "D"
o | W (2030 Overall)
) Limited improvements, consolidate driveway Limited improvements, consolidate driveway Limited imp , driveway | C i with i of | consi P with of| c i with i of | consi p with of
o Access Management No Improvements connections whenever possible. connections whenever possible. connections whenever possible. median and consolidation of driveways. median and consolidation of driveways. median and consolidation of driveways. median and consolidation of driveways.
No Shoulders ) ! ) ) !
> Traffic Congestion Traffic Congestion Traffic Congestion . N .
Traffic Congestion y y y Traffic Congestion Traffic Congestion
Law Enforcement Issues No U-turn Access ,’:f" ;’ m AZCC"“ mﬂf wm AZ“ESS ,’:f" ;’ m AZCC"“ No Passing Zones Limited Passing Opportunities None None
No Passing Zonge o Passing Zones 0 Passing Zones o Passing Zones
No Shoulders Traffic Congestion Traffic Congestion Traffic Congestion Traffic Congestion Traffic Congestion
Hurricane Evacuation Issues Traffic Congestion No Passing Zones No Passing Zones No Passing Zones No Passing Zones Limited Passing Opportunities None None
No Passing Zones
. Minimal Improvements Minimal Improvements Considerable Improvements Considerable Improvements Considerable Improvements Considerable Improvements
g Drainage System None None Swales (some locations) Swales (some locations) Swales & French Drains Swales & French Drains Swales & French Drains ‘Swales & French Drains
E Multi dal A dati None None Shared Use Path Shared Use Path Shared Use Path Shared Use Path Shared Use Path Shared Use Path
w ultimodal Accommodations Equestrian Path Equestrian Path (as required by the Miami-Dade Greenways Plan) | (as required by the Miami-Dade Greenways Plan) | (as required by the Miami-Dade Greenways Plan) | (as required by the Miami-Dade Greenways Plan)
w
=z
= Will require relocation of power lines. May provide | Will require relocation of power lines. May provide W'L' ’egz:::“’e'?‘ff:';”Ig:"‘;';‘(“;l'o""”sfs Fg"fyo‘ﬁs‘”“e W'g 'eg:‘l:'fl'e'?rff:'g"“e’:npez‘f;i’u'r"":fFQ"Layuﬁi’gv' de
(O] Utility Impacts None None Some relocation of power lines required, Some relocation of power lines required. opportunity for implementation of FPL policy opportunity for implementation of FPL policy PP Y P policy pportunity P policy
> reaaring Uneraround placement Teaarding umieraroud piacement regarding underground placement. Potential impact | regarding underground placement. Potential impact
to C-102 Control Stucture. to C-102 Control Stucture.
& garding underground pl . garding underground pi | |
@ Mai = 5
aintenance of Traffic Du ring Temporary Impacts at Maintenance of Traffic phase [ Temporary Impacts at Maintenance of Traffic phase | Temporary Impacts at Maintenance of Traffic phase | Temporary Impacts at Maintenance of Traffic phase
i changes. changes. changes. changes.
% Construction N/A Minimal Impacts Moderate Impacts Moderate Impacts hang g hang g
'_
. High due to continued deterioration of existing High due to continued deterioration of existing Medium due to unimproved roadway base and Medium due to unimproved roadway base and
(@] Roadway Maintenance pavement condition pavement condition subbase subbase Low due to newly constructed roadway Low due to newly constructed roadway Low due to newly constructed roadway Low due to newly constructed roadway




Evaluation Parameters

Cultural Facilities and Community
Services

None

None

Krome Avenue Evaluation Matrix

Minimal impacts to parcel owned by one church due
to R-O-W acquisition. No impacts to buildings or
facilities.

DRAFT (10-02-07)
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Minimal impacts to parcel owned by one church due
to R-O-W acquisition. No impacts to buildings or
facilities.

Minimal impacts to parcels owned by two churches
due to R-0-W acquisition. No impacts to buildings
or facilities.

Minimal impacts to parcels owned by two churches
due to R-0-W acquisition. No impacts to buildings
or faciliies.

Minimal impacts to parcels owned by three churches
and one school due to R-O-W acquisition. No
impacts to buildings or facilities.

Minimal impacts to parcels owned by two churches
due to R-0-W acquisition. No impacts to buildings
or faciliies.

Compatibility with Agricultural
Practices and Rural Character

Yes, rural typical section “as is”

Yes, rural typical section "as is”

Yes, rural typical section proposed

Yes, rural typical section proposed

Yes, rural typical section proposed

Yes, rural typical section proposed

Yes, rural typical section proposed

Yes, rural typical section proposed

(%)
©] . L
E Transportation Plans Compatibility
O (base\l:/f?ifciogrze?:L?r’\:e:tel‘;ng:ﬁrgems’ Not compatible with the Miami-Dade County CDMP| Not compatible with the Miami-Dade County CDMP| Not compatible with the Miami-Dade County CDMP| Not compatible with the Miami-Dade County CDMP| Not compatible with the Miami-Dade County CDMP | Not compatible with the Miami-Dade County CDMP|  Compatible with the Miami-Dade County CDMP | Compatible with the Miami-Dade County CDMP
P4
(@] challenged)
O
w
o)
-— The 2002 CDMP amendments are designed to limit | The 2002 CDMP amendments are designed to limit
8 Indirect Effects None None None, no additional roadway capacity being provided|None, no additional roadway capacity being provided|None, no additional roadway capacity being provided|None, no additional roadway capacity being provided| any increased indirect effects from roadway any increased indirect effects from roadway
widening widening.
(7]
5 5 Increased keeping the opportunities keeping the keeping the opportunities keeping the rural
Landscaping/Aesthetics None None None None characteristics of the area characteristics of the area characteristics of the area characteristics of the area
. . . . Residential - 3 Business - 2 Residential - 3 Business - 2 Residential - 9 Business - 4 Residential - 4 Business - 3
Business and Residential Relocation None None NIA A Personal Property - 0 Personal Property - 0 Personal Property - 2 Personal Property - 0
Farmlands (# of acres) None None N/A N/A 35 Acres 36 Acres 59 Acres 43 Acres
Wetland Impacts None None None None None None None None
. Considerable Improvements Considerable Improvements Considerable Improvements Considerable Improvements
Water Quality No Treatment No Treatment Some Improvements due to limited swales Some Improvements due to limited swales Area provided for Treatment of All Impacts Area provided for Treatment of All Impacts Area provided for Treatment of All Impacts Area provided for Treatment of All Impacts
0.14 acres of impacts due to bridge widening over | 0.14 acres of impacts due to bridge widening over | 0.34 acres of impacts due to bridge widening over | 0.21 acres of impacts due to bridge widening over
Surface Water Impacts (Canals) None None None Unknown canals canals canals canals
High Risk - 5 sites High Risk - 5 sites High Risk - 5 sites High Risk - 5 sites High Risk - 5 sites High Risk - 5 sites
5:' h Risk - 5 si igh Risk - 5 si h Risk - 5 si igh Risk - 5 si h Risk - 5 si igh Risk - 5 si
= Contamination Issues None None Medium Risk - 5 sites Medium Risk - 5 sites Medium Risk - 5 sites Medium Risk - 5 sites Medium Risk - 5 sites Medium Risk - 5 sites
Low Risk -1 sites Low Risk -1 sites Low Risk -1 sites Low Risk -1 sites Low Risk -1 sites Low Risk -1 sites
= k-1si isk k-1si isk k-1si isk
w
ir Quali y eets attainment area standards leets attainment area standards eets attainment area standards leets attainment area standards eets attainment area standards leets attainment area standards eets attainment area standards leets attainment area standards
= A lit M dard: M dard: M dard M dard: M dard M dard: M dard M dard:
P4
8 Noise | None None None None Decibel level increases Decibel level increases Decibel level increases Decibel level increases
= oise Issues (-18t03.6 dBA) (-1.8103.6 dBA) (39t09.5 dBA) (360 10.3 dBA)
Z : Golf Course - 1.1 Acres Golf Course - 0.21 Acres
w Section 4(f) / 106 None None N/A NIA Golf Course - 0.12 Acres Golf Course - 0.12 Acres 2 Residential Property - 0.343 Acres 2 Residential Property - .077 Acres
Conservation Lands None None N/A N/A EEL Property - 0.82 Acres EEL Property - 0.82 Acres EEL Property - 1.25 Acres EEL Property - 1.0 Acres
i No direct impacts to wildlife - temporary impacts to | No direct impacts to wildlife - temporary impacts to | No direct impacts to wildlife - temporary impacts to | No direct impacts to wildlife - temporary impacts to | No direct impacts to wildlife - temporary impacts to
Threatened and Endangered Species None None No direct impacts - temporary impacts to foraging | foraging only during construction - direct impacts to | foraging only during construction - direct impacts to | foraging only during construction - direct impacts to | foraging only during construction - direct impacts to | foraging only during construction - direct impacts to
Impacts only during construction State-listed and Federal Candidate plant species in | State-listed and Federal Candidate plant species in | State-listed and Federal Candidate plant species in | State-listed and Federal Candidate plant species in | State-listed and Federal Candidate plant species in
EEL property EEL property EEL property EEL property EEL property
Construction $0 N/A N/A N/A $92,490,000 $99,984,000 $112,551,700 $107,375,700
(= Right of Way $0 N/A NIA NIA $83,400,000 83,800,000 $135,987,400 98,100,000
[79)
9 Engineering (15%) &
(@] CEI (15%) $0 N/A NIA NIA $27,747,000 29,995,200 $33,765,510 $32,212,710
0,
Total Cost $0 N/A N/A N/A $203,637,000 $213,779,200 $282,304,610 $237,688,410






