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Introduction
The US 17/92 project is located within the jurisdiction of MetroPlan Orlando, the Metropolitan 
Planning Organization (MPO) covering Orange, Osceola and Seminole Counties.  The next 
phase of project development, the Project Development and Environment (PD&E) Study, is 
documented in MetroPlan Orlando’s Transportation Improvement Plan (TIP) for fiscal year 
2019/20 with an anticipated cost of just over $1 million – currently funded with state funds.  In 
the 2040 LRTP, this project is the #12 priority (out of 36 projects) in the State Road System 
Projects List. There is currently no funding for the design, right-of-way or construction phases.
It is FDOT’s policy to conduct a planning study prior to beginning the PD&E study.

This project involves the two-lane to four-lane widening of US 17/92 along the study corridor 
from west of the Polk/Osceola county line to approximately 1,900-feet west of Poinciana 
Boulevard.  The project also involves widening of the existing bridge (or addition of a second 
bridge) over Reedy Creek [Reedy Creek Bridge (920174)].

Study Area

The section of US 17/92 under study, shown in Figure 1, begins at County Road 54 (Ronald 
Reagan Parkway) in Polk County and terminates at the intersection of Poinciana Boulevard in 
Osceola County, approximately 5.5 miles.  Intercession City, an unincorporated community, is in 
the eastern portion of the corridor.  US 17/92 through the corridor is primarily a two-lane 
principal arterial with four-foot paved shoulders and open drainage within a varied width right-of-
way (generally +/- 100’ but widening to 200’ east of Intercession City and 240’ across Reedy 
Creek).
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Figure 1: Study Area Map

Background Context

The corridor’s location close to major roadways, rail lines, transit, Kissimmee, Disney attractions 
and the Four Corners area means that its activity and development potential will be influenced 
in part by trends and conditions at the regional level.  A look at current conditions and forecasts 
for the future frame growth potential along the corridor that may take place, as summarized 
below:

Ronald Reagan Parkway to Osceola Polk Line Road

This area is set to grow as a commercial node.  Polk County has designated the parcels 
surrounding the Ronald Reagan Parkway and US 17/92 intersection as a CAC (Community 
Activity Center) future land use.  The purpose of this designation is to provide for the shopping 
needs of residents living within the surrounding community.  CAC permits non-residential uses
such as office, department stores, supermarkets, restaurants and community facilities, as well 
as certain residential uses.  The opening of the Poinciana Parkway, combined with the start of 
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the Phase 2 at Providence residential development, has led to increased commercial 
development interest at the intersection.

The proposed I-4 Poinciana Parkway Connector, a planned limited access roadway crossing the 
western portion of the study corridor, could have an interchange at US 17/92 (the Central 
Florida Expressway Authority is evaluating this connection as part of a series of concept 
studies).  The area along the study corridor from this interchange to Ronald Reagan Parkway, 
mostly vacant land, has CAC and Residential Medium Density future land uses and will likely 
develop consistent with those designations.

Old Tampa Highway to Intercession City

Much of this area has a future land use designation of Low Density Residential, reflecting both 
the rural nature of the area and the transition to the surrounding Reedy Creek conservation 
areas.  The environmental sensitivity associated with Reedy Creek will likely factor into future 
development decisions - the desire to maintain its floodplain, aquifer recharge, wetland and 
wildlife benefits will be key in those decisions.  There are some small areas with Commercial 
and Industrial future land use in and west of Intercession City.

The BK Ranch property, located north of US 17/92 and Old Tampa Highway and abutting 
Intercession City, is a 962-acre property that has requested a future land use designation 
change from Industrial to Mixed Use in support of a master plan proposing approximately 3,000 
residential units and 370,000 SF of commercial, office, civic and industrial uses when 
completely built out.  The development proposes two entrances on Old Tampa Highway, with 
the possibility of extending a future roadway to US 17/92.

Poinciana Boulevard Area

This area currently has the most development activity in the study area.  The industrial and 
office uses along US 17/92, Avenue A and Avenue B are growing employment centers.  
Poinciana has been one of the fastest growing residential areas in Osceola County over the last 
decade, and Poinciana Boulevard provides connections to US 192 and the Disney attractions 
area.

The SunRail Poinciana Station is under construction north of the CSX railroad tracks and east of 
Poinciana Boulevard, at the eastern edge of the study corridor.  The station is scheduled to 
open for service in mid-2018 and will have a park-and-ride lot and bus drop-off area.  As the 
southern terminus of service, the station is expected to attract riders from both the immediate 
areas and surrounding region.

Osceola County is preparing for expected growth around the SunRail Station by developing 
Transit-Oriented Development (TOD) design guidelines intended to promote mixed uses, 
sustainable land use practices and to help connect activity centers.  Development north of the 
CSX tracks will be required to design to the TOD guidelines, while it will be optional for 
development south of the tracks.
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Infrastructure Improvements

There are several infrastructure improvements programmed and planned in the study area that 
should be considered during the development of alternative concepts for the corridor, including 
but not limited to:

Natural Gas Pipelines: The Sabal Trail and Florida Southeast Connector pipelines are 
under construction near and along the study corridor.  These distribution lines (shown on 
the plan sheets in Appendix A) will be located within 50-foot easements and their 
location may influence the location of proposed corridor improvements.
US 17/92 Widening: MetroPlan Orlando’s TIP identifies funding for the widening of US 
17/92 to four lanes from west of Poinciana Boulevard to CR 535/Ham Brown Road, with 
funding starting in 2018. 
CR 532 (Osceola Polk Line Road): Per MetroPlan Orlando’s 2040 LRTP, this road is 
expected to be funded in 2030 for widening to six lanes from I-4 to Old Lake Wilson 
Road and to four lanes from Old Lake Wilson Road to US 17/92.
Old Tampa Highway: Per MetroPlan’s 2040 LRTP, Old Tampa Highway is to be 
widened to four lanes from US 17/92 to Poinciana Boulevard.
I-4 Poinciana Parkway Connector: This project, currently in the PD&E phase, seeks to 
improve the roadway connection from I-4 to Poinciana as a route to jobs and 
employment centers; enhance mobility due to anticipated population and employment 
growth in the area; improve overall traffic operations; and promote regional system 
linkages to serve Osceola County’s urban growth area as part of MetroPlan’s 2040 
LRTP.

Purpose and Need
Purpose

The purpose of this project is to develop widening or reconstruction alternatives, including 
bridge replacement/addition options, that satisfy future travel demand (2040), improve safety 
and provide system linkage for this regionally significant arterial roadway.

Need for Improvement

The need for this project is based on transportation demand/capacity, safety, system linkage, 
economic development and modal interrelationships.

The study area has been designated as a multimodal corridor by Osceola County due to the 
proximity of the SunRail Station on Poinciana Boulevard.  Expanding mobility options is 
necessary due to the demand for multimodal travel based on both existing and upcoming/future 
economic growth anticipated along the corridor.  The following information justifies the need for 
the corridor improvements:
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Roadway Capacity

The corridor is a two-lane principal arterial with four-foot paved shoulders.  Under existing 
conditions, the roadway is operating at a Level of Service (LOS) C with an Annual Average 
Daily Traffic (AADT) of approximately 17,000 vehicles with some areas exceeding 20,000 
vehicles.  Around 10% of the traffic is heavy vehicle/freight users.  In the future year (2040) no-
build condition, this segment of US 17/92 is projected to operate at LOS F, exceeding capacity,
with an AADT of approximately 40,000 vehicles with some areas exceeding 46,000 vehicles.  
Based on the 2012 Generalized Level of Service Tables, the roadway would generally operate 
at LOS D in 2040 in the Build scenario.

Crash data for the study area was obtained from the State Signal 4 Analytics database for the 5-
year period between 2011 and 2015.  During this period, there were 436 crashes along the 
corridor, including 165 crashes with an injury and three fatalities (see Figure 2).  Primary crash 
types include rear end (229) and left turn (59).  During this period, the annual number of crashes 
increased from 71 to 104, or an eight-percent annual increase.  Clusters of crashes are evident 
near major intersections, particularly near Poinciana Boulevard and along the corridor through 
Intercession City.  Five-year average crash rates (crashes per million entering vehicles) at the 
US 17/92 intersections at Poinciana Boulevard, Tallahassee Boulevard, Old Tampa Highway, 
Osceola Polk Line Road and CR 54 all exceed FDOT statewide average crash rates for the 
same facility type and number of approaches.  There is a clear peaking in crashes by time of 
day, with the highest percentage occurring during the PM peak between 3:00 pm and 6:00 pm 
and a relatively smaller peak between 6:00 am and 9:00 am.  The combination of rear-end 
accidents and time of day distribution is consistent with a corridor experiencing high levels of 
congestion.
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Figure 2: Crash Locations (all crashes)

Between 2011 and 2015, there were seven crashes involving a pedestrian/bicyclist, with one 
pedestrian fatality.  These crashes were primarily located in Intercession City.  There are no 
signals or marked/signed pedestrian crossings there and lighting is limited.  The two primary 
community destinations, the post office (residents do not receive mail service but instead must
travel to the Intercession City Post Office on Tallahassee Avenue) and Circle K convenience 
store, are located on opposite sides of US 17/92, with many people crossing the roadway each 
day on foot or by bicycle.

Another safety issue is that large trucks are using Old Tampa Highway more frequently to 
bypass traffic backups on US 17/92.  This is especially problematic in the Intercession City area, 
where many people walk or bicycle on a regular basis.  The small intersection radii on the local 
street network also complicate truck turns onto Old Tampa Highway without encroachment.

An examination of field conditions aided in identifying potential crash contributors.  Contributing 
conditions observed from driving and walking the corridor, as well as from stakeholder 
engagement, include:
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Traffic volume:  During most of the daytime periods, traffic volumes are relatively 
constant from one end of the corridor to the other. Traffic signals at either end of the 
corridor provide some interruption to continuous traffic movements, yet the length of the 
corridor and additional volume from side roads reduces the effectiveness of those 
breaks in creating gaps in platoons for unsignalized street and driveway access.
Traffic speed: The study team has regularly observed prevailing travel speeds above 
the posted speed limit throughout the corridor, except during rush hours when 
congestion occurs, and traffic is unable to operate at high speeds, resulting in “stop-and-
go” traffic.
Traffic type:  A noticeable amount of traffic along the corridor consists of large trucks
and construction vehicles, which are often wider than typical vehicles, reducing the 
forward range of visibility and reaction time for drivers following behind.
Local traffic turning movements:  Because of the steady flow of vehicles, residents 
have expressed concerns about difficulty finding a break to safely enter the traffic flow,
particularly for left turns. The perception of unacceptable delays creates an incentive for 
both crossing pedestrians and entering vehicles to undertake risky maneuvers.
Truck turning movements:  Truck turning movements (both on and off US 17/92) 
create traffic slowdown and additional congestion.
Pedestrian and bicycle presence:  There is pedestrian and bicycle traffic along the 
corridor, especially between Intercession City and the Poinciana Boulevard area.  The 
FDOT Signal Warrant Analysis (Sept. 2017) noted eight pedestrians and 23 bicycles 
over an 8-hour period crossing at the US 17/92 and Tallahassee Boulevard intersection
on a mid-week day. There are no sidewalks on either US 17/92 or Old Tampa Highway; 
pedestrians walk along the road shoulder or grassed slopes.  Walking along Old Tampa 
Highway is difficult in places due to flooding that comes up close to the road.  
Additionally, there is not a pedestrian crossing on US 17/92 in Intercession City.  It is 
common for many pedestrians to cross the road to travel to the Circle K convenience 
store or the post office and some describe waiting in the median for a break in traffic to 
finish crossing.
Bicycle conditions:  Bicyclists use the US 17/92 road shoulder as a bike lane.  Aside 
from the safety concerns associated with the common occurrence of large and speeding 
vehicles, the condition of the shoulder itself varies and often creates a poor environment 
for riding.
Lighting:  The corridor lacks both vehicular and pedestrian scale lighting, even in the 
Intercession City area, which makes pedestrian and bicycle use even more problematic 
in the twilight morning and evening hours.  Additionally, fog from the Reedy Creek area 
often compounds the issue of low visibility.

System Linkage

US 17/92 is a regional arterial roadway that traverses Polk, Osceola, Orange, Seminole and 
Volusia counties.  This five-mile section is the remaining two-lane segment of the regional 
corridor, which contains truck traffic volumes in excess of 10% in the existing (2016) condition.
The widening of this section would provide for a continuous four-lane roadway throughout FDOT 
District Five.
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Economic Development

The SunRail Poinciana Station is currently scheduled to open for service in mid-2018 and will 
serve as a catalyst for development in the surrounding area.  In anticipation of new economic 
interest in an already fast-growing employment and residential area, Osceola County is
developing transit-oriented development (TOD) design guidelines that will help promote orderly 
and sustainable land use practices within a one-mile radius of the station.  TOD is meant to 
create compact development, within easy walking distance of stations (typically up to ½ mile), 
that contains a mix of uses such as housing, jobs, shops, restaurants and parks.  TOD helps 
boost transit ridership, reduces impacts of traffic and increases location efficiency so people of 
all ages can walk, bike and take public transportation.

New transportation infrastructure and planning will be needed to support this anticipated growth.  
Not only will there be changes in traffic volumes, but likely changes in traffic patterns as well.  
New urban forms (such as buildings fronting walkable streets) will need to function with the 
industrial uses and freight movement/logistics that currently exist.

Multimodal Networks

At present, no regular sidewalks, bicycle lanes or other pedestrian features are present along 
the corridor, and there is limited to no access to the planned Poinciana SunRail Station under 
construction on Poinciana Boulevard.  Expanding mobility options is necessary not only 
because of anticipated economic growth, but also because of existing conditions along the 
corridor and the current demand for multimodal access, as evidenced by the following 
observations:

Pedestrian Network

Although there are some sidewalks in Intercession City, there are many gaps in 
the community-wide network
Existing sidewalks are narrow and, in many places, need repair
There are no sidewalks between Intercession City and the SunRail Poinciana 
Station
There are no marked and/or signed pedestrian crossings on US 17/92 in the 
Intercession City area
Lighting is limited along the corridor

Bicycle Network

Apart from a short length just north of Ronald Reagan Parkway, there are no 
bicycle facilities (bike lanes or signage) on US 17/92
Some bicyclists use the paved shoulder along US 17/92, but its condition varies 
along the corridor, there is often debris or vegetation to dodge, and the high 
volume of traffic and large freight/construction vehicles contribute to a poor riding 
environment
There are no bicycle facilities (connected routes or signage) on Old Tampa 
Highway
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Transit System

Connectivity from LYNX is limited – there is no regular transit service along the 
corridor
Neighbor Link Transportation Service (Route 604 Intercession City/Campbell 
City) is available for a portion of the corridor – it provides transportation 
anywhere within the designated service area or to a LYNX local bus stop
The SunRail Poinciana Station, being the southern terminus of the system, will 
likely attract a large ridership from the surrounding region – traffic flow and 
parking will be important issues to monitor 

Traffic
Existing Transportation Characteristics

The US 17/92 corridor is functionally classified as a principal arterial between Ronald Reagan 
Parkway (CR 54) and Poinciana Boulevard.  It is generally two-lanes undivided with a posted 
speed limit of 55 mph west of Intercession City and 45 mph east of Intercession City (see 
Figures 3 and 4 for typical sections).
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The study corridor includes three signalized intersections and two (2) two-way stop controlled
(TWSC) intersections.  Based on traffic counts conducted by the FDOT, trucks make up 
approximately 8.8% of daily traffic to the west of Old Tampa Highway and 11.5% of daily traffic 
to the east of Old Tampa Highway.  The FDOT traffic count data is provided in Appendix B.

Turning movement counts were collected on typical weekdays during March 2016 on US 17/92 
at CR 54, CR 532, Old Tampa Highway and Tallahassee Boulevard.  Based on an analysis of 
rolling hourly counts, 7:00 AM to 8:00 AM was selected as the AM peak hour and 4:45 PM to 
5:45 PM was selected as the PM peak hour.  These counts are provided in Tables 1 - 4.

US 17/92
(Northbound)

US 17/92 
(Southbound)

CR 54
(Eastbound)

CR 54  
(Westbound)

Left Thru Right Left Thru Right Left Thru Right Left Thru Right
Existing AM 
Peak Hour

7:00-8:00 AM

516 255 4 21 222 24 82 16 239 5 44 17

Existing
PM Peak Hour
4:45-5:45 PM

256 272 4 19 334 25 75 32 385 8 15 10

Future 2040
AM Peak Hour
7:00-8:00 AM

551 546 32 243 317 64 197 167 308 33 551 211

Future 2040
PM Peak Hour
4:45-5:45 PM

544 469 23 214 372 105 182 256 305 61 434 235

Table 1: Turning movement counts and forecasts – US 17/92 at CR 54

US 17/92
(Northbound)

US 17/92 
(Southbound)

CR 532
(Eastbound)

Left Thru Right Left Thru Right Left Thru Right
Existing AM 
Peak Hour

7:00-8:00 AM

49 325 0 0 241 625 380 0 23

Existing
PM Peak Hour
4:45-5:45 PM

27 342 0 0 446 510 674 0 45

Future 2040
AM Peak Hour
7:00-8:00 AM

110 726 0 0 539 1397 849 0 51

Future 2040
PM Peak Hour
4:45-5:45 PM

60 764 0 0 997 1140 1507 0 101

Table 2: Turning movement counts and forecasts – US 17/92 at CR 532
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US 17/92
(Eastbound)

US 17/92 
(Westbound)

Old Tampa Hwy
(Southbound)

Left Thru Right Left Thru Right Left Thru Right
Existing AM 
Peak Hour

7:00-8:00 AM

105 603 0 0 810 0 0 0 99

Existing
PM Peak Hour
4:45-5:45 PM

147 836 0 0 764 1 1 0 185

Future 2040
AM Peak Hour
7:00-8:00 AM

235 1348 0 0 1811 0 0 0 221

Future 2040
PM Peak Hour
4:45-5:45 PM

329 1869 0 0 1708 2 2 0 414

Table 3: Turning movement counts and forecasts – US 17/92 at Old Tampa Highway

US 17/92
(Eastbound)

US 17/92 
(Westbound)

Tallahassee Blvd
(Southbound)

Left Thru Right Left Thru Right Left Thru Right
Existing AM 
Peak Hour

7:00-8:00 AM

21 583 0 1 775 12 16 0 15

Existing
PM Peak Hour
4:45-5:45 PM

26 805 1 1 695 21 13 0 48

Future 2040
AM Peak Hour
7:00-8:00 AM

47 1303 0 2 1732 27 36 0 34

Future 2040
PM Peak Hour
4:45-5:45 PM

58 1799 2 2 1553 47 29 0 107

Table 4: Turning movement counts and forecasts – US 17/92 at Tallahassee Boulevard
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The results of a Synchro analysis of key intersections are provided in Tables 5 and 6:

AM Peak Hour Max
VC

Delay
(sec)

LOS Approach
Intersection Type NB SB EB WB

US 17/92 @ Ronald 
Reagan Parkway (CR 54)

Signalized 2.37 255 F F D B C

US 17/92 @ Osceola Polk 
Line Road (CR 532)

Signalized 0.69 15 B B A C

US 17/92 @ Old Tampa 
Highway

TWSC* 0.31 20 C C

US 17/92 @ Tallahassee 
Boulevard

TWSC* 0.11 19 C C

Table 5: Existing AM intersection level of service (LOS)

PM Peak Hour Max
VC

Delay
(sec)

LOS Approach
Intersection Type NB SB EB WB

US 17/92 @ Ronald 
Reagan Parkway (CR 54)

Signalized 1.17 54 D F D B C

US 17/92 @ Osceola Polk 
Line Road (CR 532)

Signalized 1.22 56 E B B F

US 17/92 @ Old Tampa 
Highway

TWSC* 0.57 28 D D

US 17/92 @ Tallahassee 
Boulevard

TWSC* 0.19 18 C C

Table 6: Existing PM intersection level of service (LOS)

*HCM 2010 TWSC Analysis – maximum delay and LOS provided

Except for the CR 54 intersection during the AM peak hour (LOS F) and CR 532 (Osceola Polk 
Line Road) during the PM peak hour (LOS E), the intersections are currently performing at an 
acceptable level of service during the AM and PM peak hours.

The level of service at CR 54 is primarily governed by the northbound approach, specifically the 
left turn movements, which make up 66% of all northbound movements in the AM peak hour 
and 48% of all northbound movements in the PM peak hour.  The analysis of the CR 54 
intersection reflects conditions observed prior to the intersection widening project under 
construction during the study period.  The level of service at CR 532 is primarily governed by 
the eastbound approach during the PM peak hour, specifically the left turn movements, which 
make up 94% of all eastbound movements.  
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Traffic Methodology and Analysis

The US 17/92 corridor is expected to experience substantial growth during the next two 
decades, particularly with the new SunRail Station opening.  The Bureau of Economic and 
Business Research (BEBR) at the University of Florida estimates Osceola County will 
experience between 1.4% and 3.3 % annual growth (AGR) through 2040, compared to 
statewide growth of 0.76% to 1.5% as indicated in Table 7.  This increase in population will 
correlate with increases in traffic volumes along the US 17/92 corridor.

2020 2025 2030 2035 2040
Pop AGR Pop AGR Pop AGR Pop AGR Pop AGR

Osceola County
Low 344,200 1.61 379,800 1.82 410,800 1.74 432,100 1.55 445,900 1.35
Med 372,800 3.66 435,200 3.37 491,200 3.04 537,600 2.72 577,600 2.45
High 393,900 5.10 471,100 4.29 550,000 3.88 625,200 3.54 698,400 3.27

Statewide
Low 20,838,000 0.84 21,972,900 0.97 22,875,200 0.91 23,601,600 0.84 24,177,300 0.76
Med 21,438,700 1.56 22,943,900 1.45 24,244,300 1.33 25,397,400 1.23 26,426,400 1.14
High 22,047,700 2.28 23,934,700 1.93 25,651,900 1.74 27,257,600 1.60 28,774,600 1.50

Table 7: Population forecasts, Osceola County - BEBR

To quantify the expected growth in traffic volumes, the Central Florida Regional Planning Model
for the Southport and I-4 Poinciana Parkway Connector PD&E Study was used to compare the 
base year 2010 volumes to the forecasted 2040 volumes at each major intersection approach 
along the corridor.  These volumes are provided in Table 8.  The 2040 forecasted volumes were 
taken from the Build Alternative that includes ramps for the I-4 Poinciana Parkway Connector 
between CR 54 and CR 532.  Annual growth rates at each of these approaches ranged from 
1.7% to 11.1% between 2010 and 2040.  These approach growth rates were weighted based on 
daily volumes to compute a weighted area-wide average annual growth rate of 3.4%.  This 
growth rate is consistent with the high BEBR forecast for Osceola County at 3.27%.  This 
growth rate was presented to and agreed upon by the Project Visioning Team (PVT) and
Osceola County for use in this project.
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Base Year Model Poinciana Parkway
No-Build Alternative

Poinciana Parkway
Build Alternative

Street 2010 2040 2010 – 2040 
AGR

2040 2010 – 2040 
AGR

US 17/92 south of Ronald 
Reagan Pkwy

14,906 36,260 3.0 37,763 3.1

US 17/92 north of Ronald 
Reagan Pkwy

7,827 40,951 5.7 33,837 5.0

Ronald Reagan Pkwy west 
of US 17/92

7,717 47,678 6.3 38,796 5.5

US 17/92 south of CR 532 7,788 39,963 5.6 38,913 5.5
US 17/92 north of CR 532 19,132 61,382 4.0 58,172 3.8
CR 532 west of US 17/92 11,230 21,132 2.0 21,349 2.2

US 17/92 west of Old Tampa 
Hwy

19,132 61,382 4.0 58,172 3.8

US 17/92 east of Old Tampa 
Hwy

18,220 37,688 2.5 36,120 2.3

Old Tampa Hwy north of US 
17/92

942 24,458 11.5 22,224 11.1

US 17/92 west of Poinciana 
Blvd

17,246 54,363 3.9 50,935 3.7

US 17/92 east of Poinciana 
Blvd

15,932 41,330 3.2 40,181 3.1

Poinciana Blvd south of US 
17/92

26,194 43,398 1.7 41,197 1.5

Poinciana Blvd north of US 
17/92

21,939 40,859 2.1 36,709 1.7

Area-Wide Average 3.6 3.4

Table 8: Growth rate calculations

Future Year Traffic Volumes and Level of Service

Traffic level of service is analyzed here at two different scales. First, segment level of service on 
US17/92 is provided between each study intersection. This analysis is based on traffic traveling 
along US17/92 and compared to Generalized Service Volume tables provided by FDOT to 
assign a letter grade where F is considered over-capacity or failing. These tables are based on 
equations from the Highway Capacity Manual. Second, intersection level of service at each of 
the study intersections is computed to understand the impacts of each intersection on traffic at 
all approaches. This analysis uses hourly turning movement counts and is completed using 
Synchro 9.

US 17/92 operates at a LOS C/D during the base year 2016, except between CR 532 and Old 
Tampa Highway during the PM peak hour where it drops to LOS F.  The level of service 
standard for this roadway is LOS D, and so this corridor is currently operating at an acceptable 
LOS based on the FDOT Q/LOS generalized service volume tables.  US 17/92 west of CR 532 
will reach failing conditions, LOS F, during the AM peak hour and all of US 17/92 within the 
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study area is expected to fail during the PM peak hour during the 2040 forecast year (see Table 
9).  To address this congestion, widening US 17/92 from two to four lanes is recommended.  
This roadway widening will address peak hour segment LOS issues at all locations, except for 
the PM peak between CR 532 and Old Tampa Highway, which is expected to operate at LOS F
in 2040. However, this segment constitutes the Reedy Creek bridge and is only nominally 
higher than the LOS D/F threshold of 3,580. This is the shortest segment of the corridor, 
constituting less than ten percent of the total project length.

Segment Dir 2016 2040 No-Build 2040 with 
Improvements

Volume LOS* Volume LOS* LOS*
AM Peak Hour

CR 54 to CR 532 EB 354 618 C 791 1381 C C
WB 264 590

CR 532 to Old Tampa 
Hwy

EB 705 1614 F 1575 3607 F F
WB 909 2032

Old Tampa Hwy to 
Tallahassee Blvd

EB 603 1393 C 1348 3114 F C
WB 790 1766

Tallahassee Blvd to 
Poinciana Blvd

EB 599 1387 C 1339 3100 F C
WB 788 1761

PM Peak Hour
CR 54 to CR 532 EB 357 848 C 798 1896 F C

WB 491 1098
CR 532 to Old Tampa 
Hwy

EB 1016 1965 F 2271 4393 F F
WB 949 2122

Old Tampa Hwy to 
Tallahassee Blvd

EB 837 1580 D 1871 3531 F D
WB 743 1660

Tallahassee Blvd to 
Poinciana Blvd

EB 818 1535 D 1828 3430 F D
WB 717 1602

Table 9: Segment LOS calculations

*2012 FDOT Quality/Level of Service Handbook Tables

The tables below present an operational analysis of the major study intersections for 2040 with 
no improvements (Table 10) and 2040 with a widening of US 17/92 from two to four lanes,
intersection improvements, and optimized signal timing (Table 11).  This analysis was 
performed using Synchro 9, with the turning movement counts found in Tables 1 through 4 and 
signal timing sheets for the intersections at CR-532 and CR-54. These signal timing sheets 
were provided by Osceola County Public Works.

Table 10 provides the results of the operational analysis of US 17/92 intersections using 
forecasted 2040 traffic volumes.  The expected growth in traffic along US 17/92 will cause all
the four intersections to fail during both the AM and PM peak hours.  With no improvements the 
corridor will experience failing conditions at all intersections. 
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Intersection Type Max
VC

Delay
(sec)

LOS Approach
NB SB EB WB

AM Peak Hour
US 17/92 @ CR 54 Signalized 2.53 161 F F E C D
US 17/92 @ CR 532 Signalized 1.52 100 F C E F
US 17/92 @ Old Tampa Hwy TWSC* 2.89 961 F F
US 17/92 @ Tallahassee Blvd TWSC* 1.35 363 F F
PM Peak Hour
US 17/92 @ CR 54 Signalized 2.49 154 F F E C C
US 17/92 @ CR 532 Signalized 2.69 293 F D E F
US 17/92 @ Old Tampa Hwy TWSC* 4.68 1747 F F
US 17/92 @ Tallahassee Blvd TWSC* 1.49 343 F F

Table 10: Future year (2040) intersection conditions

*HCM Two-Way Stop Controlled Analysis – maximum delay and LOS provided

Table 11 provides the results of the operational analysis of US 17/92 intersections using 
forecasted 2040 traffic volumes, plus an assumed widening of US 17/92 from two to four lanes,
one additional left turn lane on the eastbound approach to CR-54, and one additional left turn 
lane on the eastbound approach of CR-532. A signal timing optimization using Synchro was 
performed.  These improvements improve conditions along the corridor, reducing both volume 
to capacity (VC) ratio and delay.

Intersection Type Max
VC

Delay
(sec)

LOS Approach
NB SB EB WB

AM Peak Hour
US 17/92 @ CR 54 Signalized 0.86 41 D D D C D
US 17/92 @ CR 532 Signalized 1.07 44 D B D E
US 17/92 @ Old Tampa Hwy TWSC* 0.93 83 F F
US 17/92 @ Tallahassee Blvd TWSC* 0.84 140 F F
PM Peak Hour
US 17/92 @ CR 54 Signalized 0.81 40 D D D C C
US 17/92 @ CR 532 Signalized 0.99 36 D C C D
US 17/92 @ Old Tampa Hwy TWSC* 1.61 327 F F
US 17/92 @ Tallahassee Blvd TWSC* 7.26 60 F F

Table 11: Future year (2040) conditions with improvements

*HCM Two-Way Stop Controlled Analysis – maximum delay and LOS provided

Expected growth within the project study area is expected to exceed existing capacity on US 
17/92 by 2040. Level of service on both segments and at intersections during the base year 
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2016 is generally acceptable, though intersection level of service is failing on CR 54 during the 
AM peak hour and CR 532 during the PM peak hour. 

If no improvements are made, all segments and intersections along US 17/92 in the project 
study area will be expected to fail by 2040. If improvements are made (i.e., four-lane US 17/92, 
optimize signal timing, and create duel left turns on the eastbound approaches at CR 54 and CR 
532) then conditions are expected to meet the level of service standards for both the segments 
and two signalized intersections in 2040. The study’s two unsignalized intersections at Old 
Tampa Highway and Tallahassee Boulevard would still expect to fail as stop-controlled 
intersections due to operational, rather than capacity, considerations.  The Old Tampa Highway 
junction, with side street volumes over 130 peak hour vehicles in the 2040 PM peak, would be 
expected to meet traffic signal warrant criteria.  The Tallahassee Boulevard junction requires 
additional review in the subsequent PD&E study to determine the likelihood that with additional 
localized development and access control (in the form of the 17/92 widening median) would 
increase traffic volumes to warrant signalization at some point in the future.
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Alternatives Analysis and Development
TSM&O and Multimodal Systems

Although there are no Federal requirements to develop a Transportation Systems Management 
and Operations (TSM&O) program plan, the FHWA has recognized that transportation agencies 
at all levels (such as state and local DOT’s and MPO’s) are realizing the importance of TSM&O 
activities as part of their core mission.  As a result, FHWA has produced program guidance 
designed to optimize the performance of existing multimodal infrastructure through 
implementation of systems, services and projects to preserve capacity and improve the 
reliability of transportation systems.  Goals of the TSM&O program include mode choice, 
minimization of connection gaps, transit availability, and bicycle/pedestrian network 
enhancements.  Each phase of project development provides an opportunity to include TSM&O 
strategies that can improve safety and operations, beginning with this planning process. 

The study corridor has been designated as a multimodal corridor by Osceola County due to the 
proximity of the Poinciana SunRail station.  Providing mobility options is necessary due to the 
demand for multimodal travel based on both existing use and future economic growth 
anticipated along the corridor.

The FDOT TSM&O 2017 Strategic Plan provides several tools that have the potential to not only 
increase the safety of multimodal networks along the study corridor, but further FDOT program 
goals as well.  While these tools will be developed and evaluated in greater detail during the 
PD&E process, there is a benefit to noting TSM&O options now to ensure they are adequately 
considered moving forward.  Tools that could be implemented for this project may include but 
are not limited to:

Intersection Collision Avoidance
Intersection System Detection
Walk Smart/Bike Smart
Active Arterial Management   

Design Criteria

Designs for roadway and bridge projects are based on established design controls for the 
various elements of the project.  Prior to developing concept alternatives and typical sections, 
design guidance from the 2018 FDOT Design Manual was gathered, including the following:

Table 200.4.1 Context Classifications: The corridor and areas immediately adjacent 
fall within context classifications C1 (natural), C2 (rural), and C2T (rural town).  It is 
anticipated that portions of the corridor at either end of the study area may evolve into 
C3C (suburban commercial). 
Table 201.4.1 Design Speed: The allowable design speed range for C1 and C2 is 55-
70 mph, for C2T is 25-45 mph and for C3 is 35-55 mph.
Table 210.2.1 Minimum Travel and Auxiliary Lane Widths: For C1-C3 context 
classifications, 11-foot travel lanes for design speeds 40-45 mph and 12-foot travel lanes 
for design speeds 50+ mph are recommended.
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Table 210.3.1 Median Widths: For C1 and C2, the median width is 30-feet for a high 
speed curbed roadway (50-55 mph) and 40-feet for a flush shoulder roadway (50+ mph).  
For C2T, the median width is 15.5-feet (25-35 mph) and 22-feet (40-45 mph) regardless 
of curbed roadway or flush shoulder.  For C3, the median width is 22-feet (25-45 mph) 
regardless of curbed roadway or flush shoulder, 30-feet for high speed curbed roadway 
(50-55 mph) and 40-feet for a flush shoulder roadway. 
Table 210.4.1 Shoulder Width: For two lanes in the same direction without a shoulder 
gutter: outside - full width 10-feet and paved width 5-feet; median or left – full width 8-
feet and paved width 0-feet.  [Note: consider 12-foot outside full width shoulder adjacent 
to travel lanes with high AADT or greater than 10% trucks].  For two lanes in the same 
direction with a shoulder gutter: outside - full width 15.5-feet and paved width 8-feet; 
median or left – full width 13.5-feet and paved width 6-feet.
Sub-Section 210.5.1 High Speed Curbed Roadway:  High speed curbed sections are 
typically used within context classification C3 and transitional areas.
Table 210.7.1 Minimum Border Width: For flush shoulder and design speeds 50+ 
mph, the minimum border width from the shoulder break to ROW is 40-feet.
Table 210.8.1 Length of Horizontal Curve:  The horizontal curve length should be the 
greater of the lengths based on design speed or deflection angle.  The curve lengths 
based on design speed are 675-feet (45 mph), 750-feet (50 mph) and 825-feet (55 mph).  
the curve lengths based on deflection angle are 500-feet (5 deg.), 600-feet (4 deg.), 700-
feet (3 deg.), 800-feet (2 deg.) and 900-feet (1 deg.).
Table 222.1.1 Sidewalk Widths: Standard sidewalk width in C1 and C2 is 5-feet, in 
C2T and C3 is 6-feet.  In C2T and C3, the sidewalk width may be increased up to 8-feet 
when demand is demonstrated.
Sub-Section 223.2.1.1 Bicycle Lane Widths: A 7-foot buffered bicycle lane is the 
highest priority design, working down to 4-feet minimum.  Do not provide a bike lane 
when available pavement is less than 4-feet.
Sub-Section 223.2.2 Paved Shoulders: A paved shoulder must be a minimum width of 
4-feet to serve as a bicycle facility.
Sub-Section 224.4 Widths [shared-use path]: The appropriate paved width for a two-
directional shared use path is dependent on context, volume and mix of users.  Widths 
range from 10- to 14-feet, with a standard width of 12-feet.  Short 8-feet wide sections 
may be used in constrained conditions.
Sub-Section 224.12 Separation from Roadway [shared-use path]: On roadways with 
design speeds of 50+ mph, the edge of the shared use path should be at least 5-feet 
from the shoulder break. On roadways with design speeds 45 mph or less, the edge of 
the path should be at least 4-feet from the back of curb on curbed roadways and 5-feet 
from the edge of the paved shoulder on flush shoulder roadways.
Figure 260.1.1 Partial Bridge Sections:  For a divided arterial with design speeds 50+ 
mph, the cross-section will have two (2) 12-foot travel lanes, 6-foot inside shoulder, 10-
foot outside shoulder with perimeter barrier walls.
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Additionally, the following information was used for reference:

SR 600 Contract Plans, Project ID 239714-1-52-01 dated January 2002 for US 17/92 
from Avenue A to Ham Brown Road (CR 535): These plans provided the plan layout 
and cross-section that this project matched west of Avenue A.
SR 600 Preliminary Engineering Report, Project ID 92010-1520 dated February 
1996 for US 17/92 from CR 532 to Poinciana Boulevard: This report documents the 
previous PD&E Study along the corridor and provides initial guidance that can be used 
for this project, including:

o The goal of the project was to increase the roadway from two- to four-lanes to 
accommodate projected traffic demands and replace three aging bridge 
structures over Reedy Creek.

o The project proposed a new single bridge to the south of that existing over Reedy 
Creek (what is now the current bridge in use today, in 2017), with another bridge 
proposed in the future in the same location as the three aging bridges that were 
abandoned.  This future location was chosen because there are utility lines and 
an above-ground sanitary force main to the north and protected trees to the 
south that need to be avoided.

o Preservation of trees was a very important part of this project.  The new bridge 
location to the south was chosen in large part to protect existing Cypress trees.  
Easements granted to the DEP called for preservation of those trees, a position 
was also supported by Osceola County, Kissimmee Valley Audubon Society, 
Florida Native Plant Society and residents.

o Roadway expansion was favored to the south of the existing pavement because 
there were no utilities and less development, reducing potential mitigation and 
infrastructure costs.

o The proposed roadway shift to the north between Intercession City and 
Poinciana Boulevard was made to take advantage of the wider 200-foot right-of-
way. 

No-Build Alternative

The No-Build (no action) alternative is the option in which the proposed project activity would 
not take place.  For this project it considers leaving US 17/92 in its present state as a two-lane 
roadway through the study corridor.  The No-Build provides the baseline for establishing 
impacts of the Build alternatives.  It has remained an option throughout this study and was used 
for comparison purposes in the evaluation of traffic operations.  The existing conditions Synchro 
models were updated with future land uses and planned improvements (from LRTP’s and other 
sources) to produce an operational analysis that looked at traffic volumes and turning 
movements in the design year (2040).  This data has been summarized in Table 8 in the Traffic 
Section of this report.
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Build Alternatives

A series of planning level concepts were developed (see Appendix A) illustrating a range of 
possible alternatives for improvements along the study corridor.  The plans were created using 
the framework and guidance provided in the SR 600 PD&E Study from 1996 (see Design 
Criteria section above for more information) and context provided by the issues and 
opportunities, and purpose and need statements developed for this project.

To adequately address the different conditions in the study area, improvements and impacts 
were divided into a series of roadway segments (see Figure 5), each with unique characteristics 
and potential solutions.  These segments have been identified as follows, ordered from west to 
east:

Segment 1 – Ronald Reagan Parkway to CR 532 (Context C2 for existing conditions, 
C3C for 2040 conditions): This segment consists primarily of residential lots in Osceola 
County, with several small commercial parcels, community uses and utility infrastructure 
sites in Polk County.  It has concentrated areas with commercial and activity center 
future land use near Ronald Reagan Parkway, and with the potential development of the 
I-4 Poinciana Parkway Connector, this area has a likelihood of transitioning to a higher 
context classification.
Segment 2 – CR 532 to Old Tampa Highway (Context C1):  This segment primarily 
covers the bridge crossing of Reedy Creek and its adjacent swamp floodplain.
Segment 3 – Old Tampa Highway to Intercession City (Context C2):  This segment 
contains a mix of small and large rural residential parcels, with some scattered 
commercial uses. 
Segment 4 – Intercession City (Context C2T):  This unincorporated community 
consists primarily of residential development, with several small commercial parcels and 
community uses.  There is noticeable multimodal activity. 
Segment 5 – Intercession City to Avenue A (Context C2, C3C for 2040 conditions):  
This segment has the most development activity along the corridor.  In addition to the 
Poinciana SunRail Station under construction, there are a variety of commercial and 
industrial uses. 



U
S 

17
/9

2 
C

or
rid

or
 P

la
nn

in
g 

St
ud

y
|F

in
al

 R
ep

or
t

Fr
om

 R
on

al
d 

R
ea

ga
n 

Pa
rk

w
ay

 to
 P

oi
nc

ia
na

 B
ou

le
va

rd 26

Fi
gu

re
 5

:R
oa

dw
ay

se
gm

en
ts

 a
lo

ng
 s

tu
dy

 c
or

rid
or

, b
y 

ch
ar

ac
te

r



U
S 

17
/9

2 
C

or
rid

or
 P

la
nn

in
g 

St
ud

y
|F

in
al

 R
ep

or
t

Fr
om

 R
on

al
d 

R
ea

ga
n 

Pa
rk

w
ay

 to
 P

oi
nc

ia
na

 B
ou

le
va

rd 27

Pa
ge

 in
te

nt
io

na
lly

 le
ft 

bl
an

k



US 17/92 Corridor Planning Study | Final Report
From Ronald Reagan Parkway to Poinciana Boulevard

28

Within each of these segments, the planning level concepts considered different roadway layout
options – improvements either north, south or centered on the existing roadway – to create and 
evaluate a “best fit” alignment that minimizes costs and impacts. Along some segments, 
specific conditions were not considered – these are noted below in the Alternatives Comparison 
section.

In addition to the “best fit” roadway expansion, roundabouts were also considered in strategic 
locations.  Level 1 roundabout screening forms were filled out for the intersections at CR-532
and Tallahassee Boulevard. These forms are provided in Appendix B. For both of these 
intersections, the FDOT Intersection Guide recommends using a 200-ft. Inscribed Circle 
Diameter (ICD) to estimate right of way needs. This 200-ft. circle is measured to the outside 
curb and so it does not include sidewalks, drainage, or other right of way needs. The 
intersection at CR-532 is constrained by the designated wetlands on the south side of the 
intersection. In addition to the Level 1 roundabout screening, the FDOT Intersection Design 
Guide advises against roundabouts where the AADT at an intersection exceeds 45,000 for a 
two-lane roundabout. Based on the collected turning movement counts, growth factors, and 
assumed K value of 0.09, AADT entering the intersection at CR-532 is expected to exceed 
45,000 in 2040. The intersection at Tallahassee Boulevard fails two of the screening criteria.
The major roadway AADT exceeds 90 percent of the total intersection AADT and the required 
roundabout footprint would require relocating two residences at the north corners of US17/92 
and Tallahassee Boulevard and one business on the south side of US17/92.

Several typical sections were developed as part of the planning level concepts evaluation.
These proposed sections have been identified as follows:

Section Option 1 (see Figure 6):  This section includes the addition of two (2) 12-foot 
wide travel lanes separated by a 40-foot flush wide grassed median, and 5-foot wide 
sidewalks located on both sides of the road (where possible). This would be a rural 
section with a 55-mph posted speed limit.  Open swale drainage would be maintained.  
The apparent existing right-of-way width is 100-feet and the proposed right-of-way width 
would require approximately 88-feet of acquisition. 
Section Option 2 (see Figure 7):  This section includes the addition of two (2) 12-foot 
wide travel lanes separated by a 30-foot wide curbed and grassed median, and 5-foot 
wide sidewalks located on both sides of the road (where possible).  This is labeled as a 
suburban section due to the application of median curbing to reduce the right-of-way 
width but would remain appropriate for rural context with a 55-mph posted speed limit.  
Open swale drainage would be maintained.  The apparent existing right-of-way width is 
100-feet and the proposed right-of-way width would require approximately 78-feet of 
acquisition. 
Section Option 3 (see Figure 8):  This section includes the addition of two (2) 11-foot 
wide travel lanes separated by a 22-foot wide curbed and grassed median, 6-foot wide 
sidewalks, and 7-foot wide bicycle lanes.  This would be a suburban section with a 45-
mph posted speed limit.  Open swale drainage would be maintained in some places but 
may also include underground piping.  The apparent existing right-of-way width is 100-
feet and no additional right-of-way acquisition would be required; however, easements 
may be required for slopes or utilities in select locations.
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Section Option 4 (see Figure 9): This section includes the addition of two (2) 12-foot 
wide travel lanes in a new bridge construction over Reedy Creek.  A 6-foot wide 
sidewalk would be incorporated into the bridge structure.  This would be a rural section 
with 55-mph posted speed limit.  The apparent right-of-way width is 240-feet and no 
additional right-of-way acquisition would be required. The bridge would be constructed 
in the location of the old roadway to reduce environmental impacts and save trees.
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Initial Alternatives Comparison

To compare alternatives, two key components were looked at – type of section (Table 12) and 
roadway alignment (Table 13).  These two components were considered for each roadway 
segment.  Various section and alignment combinations were compared for planning purposes, 
resulting in a final concept that has the potential to be evaluated during the PD&E Study; this 
concept is similar to and draws from the recommendations put forth in the 1996 PD&E Study.

Table 12 identifies which of the proposed sections were evaluated for each roadway segment,
with notations describing any rationale for only considering one cross-section (Segments 2, 4,
and 5). For segment 1, the study team recommended Section Option 2 to reduce property and 
environmental impacts and because of the potential transition of the area to a more suburban 
character in the future.  In Segment 3, the study team recommended Section Option 1 due to 
the more rural nature of the roadway.

Cross-Section
Corridor Segment 1 2 3 4 Notes

Segment 1 X X
Segment 2 X Specific bridge section over Reedy Creek
Segment 3 X X
Segment 4 X Specific urban section for Intercession City
Segment 5 X Rural section matches connection to east

Table 12: Potential sections for corridor roadway segments

Table 13 identifies which alignment configurations were evaluated for each roadway segment to 
achieve a “best fit”, with notations describing any rationale for not considering multiple 
configurations (Segments 2, 4, and 5):

Improvements Location (in relation to existing roadway)
Corridor Segment North South Centered Notes

Segment 1 X X X
Segment 2 X Centered option not feasible without 

existing bridge relocation but northern 
option facilitates re-use of Old Tampa 
Highway bridge alignment

Segment 3 X X X
Segment 4 X Locate within existing right-of-way to 

minimize property impacts
Segment 5 X Fixed connection point with adjacent 

widening project to the east

Table 13: Potential roadway alignment options for corridor roadway segments
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Table 14 summarizes potential impacts for each “best fit” configuration evaluated, done by 
roadway segment.  In some segments, as previously discussed, only one option was 
considered:

Potential 
Impact

Corridor Segment
Segment 1 Segment 2 Segment 3 Segment 4 Segment 5

N S C N S C N S C N S C N S C
R/W acreage

to acquire
14.0 14.0 14.0 0.2 x x 13.0 11.0 12.0 x x 0 1.5 x x

Parcels 
impacted

36 28 64 3 x x 39 21 60 x x 0 4 x x

Vacant
parcels

26 16 42 3 x x 23 12 35 x x 0 1 x x

Improved 
parcels

10 12 22 0 x x 16 9 25 x x 0 3 x x

Public 
ownership

5 4 9 2 x x 5 2 7 x x 0 1 x x

Private 
ownership

31 24 55 1 x x 34 19 53 x x 0 3 x x

Structure
taking1

2 2 2 0 x x 10 1 5 x x 0 0 x x

Residential 
relocation2

0 2 2 0 x x 0 0 0 x x 0 0 x x

Wetland 
impacts (ac)

3.4 2.2 2.8 2.2 x x 3.0 0.7 1.8 x x 0 0.5 x x

Power pole 
relocation (ft)

9700 0 9700 0 x x 7400 0 7400 x x 0 3750 x x

Gas line 
relocation (ft)

5100 0 5100 0 x x 0 0 0 x x 0 0 x x

Table 14: Summary of potential impacts for corridor roadway segments

Note: For each Segment, N=expansion of the roadway to the north, S=expansion of the roadway to the 
south, and C=centered roadway expansion

1. Where the proposed right-of-way acquisition falls in the footprint of an existing solid foundation 
structure

2. Where the proposed right-of-way acquisition falls in the footprint of a mobile home, where there is 
room to move the residence within the same parcel

The impacts quantified above, in particular the utility relocation impacts, guided the 
recommendation to support a southern alignment configuration of the roadway in Segments 1
and 3. This is consistent with the 1996 PD&E Study.
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Selected Alternatives Description

Alignment and Typical Section

Based on the evaluation of planning level concepts presented above, a preferred plan layout
was defined.  It should be noted that this is a high-level analysis of the alignments that will be 
expanded during the PD&E Study.  This plan addresses the different corridor conditions as 
follows:

Segment 1 – Ronald Reagan Parkway to CR 532

Section:  Option 2, 4-lane suburban section with 30-foot median
Median Openings:  Full opening medians at Sundown Drive, Ivy Mist Lane, Church Road 
and Parker Road
Multimodal Facilities: Sidewalk on both sides of roadway, paved shoulders serve as 
bicycle lanes
Segment Notes:

o Additional required right-of-way to be located on the south side of existing 
roadway to avoid power poles, gas lines and existing development.

o Location of the I-4 Poinciana Parkway Connector and its potential interchange 
will likely change the typical section through this segment

Segment 2 – CR 532 to Old Tampa Highway

Section:  Option 4, 4-lane divided bridge section with 100-foot median
Median Openings:  None
Multimodal Facilities:  Sidewalk on north side of roadway (new bridge), paved shoulders 
serve as bicycle lanes
Segment Notes:  

o Location of new bridge is proposed where abandoned bridge now exists – this 
provides a chance to clean up old infrastructure and preserve existing trees as 
outlined in the previous PD&E Study

o There will need to be discussion on whether a sidewalk is located only on the 
north side of the roadway or if a sidewalk can be incorporated into the existing 
bridge

o If a sidewalk is only located on the north side of the roadway, there will need to 
be enhanced pedestrian crossings on either side of the bridge

Segment 3 – Old Tampa Highway to Sawannee Avenue

Section:  Option 1, 4-lane rural section with 40-foot median
Median Openings:  Full opening medians at the western entrance of the Furniture 
Gallery parcel, Aspire Health Campus and approximately ½ mile east of Aspire; 
directional opening median west of Intercession City
Multimodal Facilities:  Sidewalk on both sides of roadway, paved shoulders serve as 
bicycle lanes
Segment Notes:  
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o Additional required right-of-way to be located on the south side of existing 
roadway to avoid power poles and existing development

Segment 4 – Sawannee Avenue to Nocatee Street (Intercession City)

Section:  Option 3, 4-lane urban section with 22-foot median
Median Openings:  Full opening medians at Tallahassee Boulevard and Nocatee Street 
Multimodal Facilities:  Sidewalk on both sides of roadway, buffered bicycle lanes
Segment Notes:  

o Although the section is designed within the existing right-of-way, some 
easements may be required to accommodate utilities and slopes

o Stormwater and drainage will need to be considered in this more urban setting –
how much will be surface flow and how much can be piped?

Segment 5 – Nocatee Street to 500’ west of Avenue A

Section:  Option 1, 4-lane rural section with 40-foot median
Median Openings:  Directional opening median east of Intercession City 
Multimodal Facilities:  Sidewalk on both sides of roadway, paved shoulders serve as 
bicycle lanes
Segment Notes:  

o Additional required right-of-way to be located on the north side of existing 
roadway to match proposed US 17/92 widening project from Ham Brown Road to 
Avenue A

o Power poles will need to be relocated with the new roadway work – are upgrades 
needed where cost-sharing could be utilized?

Design Variations

The primary places where the alignment will vary from the proposed sections previously 
described will be at the segment transitions.  For instance, the Segment 5 rural section with a 
40-foot median will transition down to the suburban section with 22-foot median through 
Intercession City, then transition back to a rural section with 40-foot median through Segment 3.  
In these areas, design guidance will be provided by Sub-Section 210.2.5 Roadway 
Transitions and the accompanying Exhibits 210-1 through 210-6 from the 2018 FDOT Design 
Manual.

The study team considered several options for accommodating the pedestrian and bicyclist 
crossing of Reedy Creek.  The existing two-lane US 17/92 bridge can readily be converted to 
carry two lanes of northbound traffic with adequate shoulders but cannot accommodate 
acceptable pedestrian or shared-use path facilities (although northbound on-road cyclists could 
be accommodated on the right shoulder).  Retrofitting or rebuilding the existing bridge to 
accommodate a sidewalk or shared-use path would increase both the cost and introduce both 
permanent and construction-related environmental impacts.  In contrast, the reconstruction of 
the Old Tampa Highway bridge to accommodate two southbound lanes of US 17/92 will require 
full structural replacement, and the new bridge can be designed to include a shared-use path 
(and commitments should be made to pursue end-on construction techniques to minimize 
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additional ecosystem disruption).  Given the distance of more than two-miles between
significant pedestrian generators on either side of Reedy Creek (at Intersession City and the 
future BK Farms to the east and future development in Polk County to the west), providing 
pedestrian accommodation on the north side of the Reedy Creek crossing appears to be a 
prudent approach to a “complete streets” solution in this environmentally sensitive area.  The 
north-side crossing also facilitates pedestrian and bicycle connectivity to the portions of Old 
Tampa Highway that will remain as a low-speed, low-volume parallel route to US 17/92 both 
west and east of Reedy Creek.  The PD&E process should consider commitments to provide 
safe pedestrian crossings of US 17/92 on either end of the Reedy Creek crossing where the 
south side sidewalk would be terminated, presumed to be at the signalized intersection of CR 
532 on the southwest end and at Old Tampa Highway on the northeast end.

Access Management

Access management is the coordinated planning and design of access between roadways and 
land development.  It promotes the efficient and safe movement of people and goods by 
reducing conflicts on the roadway system.  By reducing conflicts, safety is improved, and traffic 
capacity is increased.

With the expansion of the roadway from two- lanes to four-lanes and the introduction of a 
median, the concept alternatives utilized the following criteria and guidance:

1320-feet minimum spacing between full openings (with a 10% flex to accommodate 
existing roadways)
660-feet minimum spacing between full openings and directional openings
Medians utilized through Intercession City since they have a complete gridded street 
network
Directional openings added on either end of Intercession City to allow U-turns from edge 
parcels without having to travel through Intercession City

The Alignment and Typical Sections text above summarizes median type and location for each 
segment of roadway.

Drainage Considerations

The existing storm drainage system along the corridor can be characterized as rural, with 
primarily open swale drainage that parallels the roadway and carries surface runoff to the 
wetlands surrounding Reedy Creek.  As shown on Figure 10, there are two pipe crossings of US 
17/92 under the study corridor, as well as the unimpeded flow of Reedy Creek and its adjacent 
wetlands under US 17/92 bridges.

Although the roadway improvements will create a more complex surface drainage and piping 
network, the general framework and drainage basins of the existing system will remain intact.
Parcels for storm drainage were not evaluated for this study; however, they will need to be 
evaluated as the project moves forward to the PD&E study. There are State, FDOT, and Water 
Management District parcels along the corridor that should be considered instead of private 
property where appropriate.
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Environmental Impacts

Roadway improvements can have multiple effects on the surrounding environment, both direct 
impacts and indirect impacts.  Direct impacts are caused by the construction itself and are 
generally easier to inventory, assess and control.  Indirect impacts, while linked to a project, can 
have a wider range of consequences and are more difficult to measure.

As part of this corridor planning study, existing environmental features were identified using GIS 
data base information, including flood zones and wetlands.  Appendix C contains additional 
environmental information including graphics of existing environmental features along the 
corridor.

Threatened and Endangered Species Impacts

According to the SFWMD, the water bodies of the Kissimmee Chain of Lakes, and Kissimmee 
River and floodplain support breeding, shelter and foraging habitats for 178 species of fish, 
wetland-dependent wading birds, amphibians, reptiles and mammals. As this project moves 
forward, a review and assessment of threatened and endangered species should be undertaken 
to confirm if any affected species are located within the project area or immediate surroundings.  
If so, and if those habitats will be impacted by the roadway improvements, then avoidance 
measures or design changes should be applied to avoid the impacts. Beyond that, mitigation 
and/or relocation measures may need to be considered. A map showing potential species 
habitat is included in Appendix C.

Cultural/Historic Impacts

There are a variety of cultural resources along the study corridor.  While none are threatened by 
the roadway improvements, there may be ways to better incorporate them into the context of the 
corridor.  The Osceola County and Polk County Historical Societies can provide valuable input 
regarding these resources:   

There are several archeological sites on or near the corridor that could be marked for 
recognition (see Figures 11 and 12).
The Polk County/Citrus Center marker that is located on Old Tampa Highway at the 
Osceola/Polk County Line could be moved to a more prominent location – maybe as part 
of a median or gateway feature.
Fletcher Park, while not an actual park but a state preserve, could be enhanced in 
several ways.  Upland areas along the edges of the Reedy Creek Swamp could be 
converted into a passive park, and an interpretive trail or boardwalk extended to Reedy 
Creek.  The Fletcher Park monument, which is now located at the Osceola County 
Welcome Center and Historical Museum, could be returned to the site as a centerpiece 
and historic artifact.
The brick pavement on Old Tampa Highway could be restored and that section of 
roadway highlighted for bicycle and pedestrian travel, extending north to tie into Fletcher 
Park. 
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Figure 11: Historic and archeological sites
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Figure 12: Historic and archeological sites – detail near Ronald Reagan Parkway
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Public Involvement
Summary of Public Involvement

The purpose of public outreach for this corridor study was to facilitate communication and 
feedback between the project team and the corridor constituents and stakeholders. The public 
involvement activities were designed to share information as well as receive input on evolving 
ideas related to the study.  Objectives of the public involvement strategy included:

Early and continuous engagement:  The project team engaged agencies, 
stakeholders and the public early and regularly throughout the project – during the 
framing of the problem, the definition of the study’s purpose and needs, and the 
development and selection of concept plans and alternatives.
Engagement through various channels:  The project team used multiple avenues of 
community engagement, from traditional large-scale public workshops to small-group 
meetings and stakeholder interviews.  The team also leveraged existing channels of 
communication with FDOT and partner agencies including Osceola County and Polk 
County in sharing project information and receiving input.
Engage a diverse group of community members: The project team provided 
opportunities for interacting with the corridor’s diverse stakeholders and users, including 
residents, businesses and property owners.

Project Visioning Team

Collaboration between the project team and key stakeholders included the establishment of a 
Project Visioning Team (PVT) comprised of agency staff from Osceola County, Polk County, 
MetroPlan Orlando, ECFRPC and LYNX, as well as local residents.  The group met twice over 
the course of the study and was a sounding board where preliminary findings, ideas and 
concepts were vetted before they were presented to FDOT management and the larger 
community.

The first PVT meeting was held on February 7, 2017 in the DRC Conference Room at Osceola 
County Administrative Complex.  The purpose of the meeting was to obtain input on existing 
conditions along the corridor from the different stakeholder’s perspectives; their insight would 
help guide the needs assessment and concept planning as the project progressed.

The second PVT meeting was held on October 18, 2017 at the MetroPlan Orlando office.  The 
purpose of this meeting was to review the planning level concepts under consideration by the 
project team and obtain feedback from the different PVT disciplines.  A detailed summary of 
both PVT meetings is in Appendix D.
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Small Group Interaction

The project team attended two community meetings at the Intercession City Civic Center in the 
early stages of the project.  At the first meeting, the team presented an overview of the project 
goals, process and timeline (see Appendix D for PowerPoint presentation), and afterwards 
engaged in a question-and-answer session with attendees.  At the second meeting, the project 
team gave an update on the project and answered questions from the previous meeting that 
had needed additional research.

The project team conducted telephone interviews with local businesses to gather input on the 
future vision of the corridor, particularly regarding the transportation system.  The information 
obtained was used to help inform the concept plan alternatives and recommendations.
Appendix D contains the stakeholder interview form and responses.

Public Meeting

A public workshop was held on January 16, 2018 at the St. Nicholas Anglican Church (1729 
Business Center Lane, Kissimmee), located on US 17/92 just east of Poinciana Boulevard.  The 
purpose of the workshop was to present the roadway improvement options being considered,
which included roadway and bridge widening and the addition of bicycle and pedestrian 
features.  The event was an open house – maps and other project information were on display 
for review and comment, and members of the project team were available to answer questions 
and obtain input from attendees.  Approximately 20 people attended the workshop. Most of the 
questions and comments from attendees concerned timing of improvements, this project as well 
as others in the vicinity.  People are ready for any improvements that will ease the traffic 
congestion along the corridor.

Figure 13: Public Workshop discussion
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Next Steps
The project is located within the jurisdiction of MetroPlan Orlando, the Metropolitan Planning 
Organization (MPO) covering Orange, Osceola and Seminole Counties.  The next phase of this 
project’s development, the Project Development and Environment (PD&E) Study, is
documented in MetroPlan Orlando’s Transportation Improvement Plan (TIP) for fiscal year 
2019/2020 with an anticipated cost of just over $1 million dollars – currently funded with State 
funds.  MetroPlan’s TIP identifies US 17/92 to be widened from two to four lanes from the 
Polk/Osceola line to west of Poinciana Boulevard.  There is currently no funding for the design, 
right-of-way or construction phases.
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Appendices
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Appendix A: Selected Alternative Concept Plans
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The graphics on the following pages represent the planning level concepts 
created during this project:
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Appendix B: Supporting Traffic Data
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The following data supports the traffic recommendations presented in the 
report:
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Appendix C: Supporting Environmental Materials
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The following pages contain background environmental information:
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It is important to promote the protection of natural resources.  As a growing population and 
associated development continue to place increasing pressures and demands on the 
environment, it becomes more important to review and amend regulations and policies to 
sustain natural resources for both current and future generations.  Both Osceola County and 
Polk County have policies in place to responsibly use, enhance, protect and restore natural 
resources including air, water, land, wildlife, and habitat.  Environmental considerations that 
may factor into design elements of the corridor study include the following:

Groundwater - Groundwater is the principal source of fresh water in this area.  
Protection of the quality, quantity and availability of water resources is recognized as 
one of the highest priorities for both Osceola and Polk counties.  There are numerous 
threats to water resources including contamination, increased demand from residential 
and agricultural users, and the potential of declining recharge rates.  It is recognized 
water is a public resource essential to the long-term health, safety and welfare of the 
public. The maintenance and viability of wetlands, lakes, streams, recharge areas, and 
agricultural activities are of critical importance to the environment  
Wetlands - Many wetlands have suffered degradation due to human impacts. The 
federal government has a “no net loss” wetlands policy.  Wetlands provide many 
important functions such as providing vital fish and wildlife habitats, acting as storage 
areas for excess surface water and improving water quality as impurities enter the 
wetland and are filtered through the vegetation.  It is important precautions are taken, 
such as land acquisition, buffers, and stricter development standards, to curb future 
degradation.  In addition, past wetland damage should be mitigated by restoring and 
creating wetlands to the greatest extent possible.
The Reedy Creek Swamp - The swamp floodplain provides recharge to the Surficial 
Aquifer, which in turn recharges the Immediate and Floridian Aquifers.  The recharge 
rate from the swamps is relatively low now; however, the long period of inundation in the 
swamp provides ample opportunities for recharge.
Reedy Creek - The Creek is a seasonally fluctuating black water stream.  It remains 
unchannelized and meanders through a floodplain swamp forest dominated by bald 
cypress, red maple, and strangler fig.  the Reedy Creek Watershed provides a range of 
habitat types supporting a diversity of species.  The use of Reedy Creek by wildlife 
fluctuates with the seasons and changing water levels.  During the winter and spring, 
water flow slows due to low amounts of rainfall, and may dry up in certain areas.  When 
summer rains begin, the creek swells, rising to depths greater than four feet.
Air quality - The air quality in the area is sufficient.  However, with the area’s projected 
population, increased commercial activity and urbanization in surrounding areas, there is 
a concern of the potential increase in air quality degradation.  There are two FDEP air 
pollution sites in the study area: Duke Energy Intercession City Power Plant and 
Kissimmee Utilities Cane Island Power Park.
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Threatened and Endangered Species

According to SFWMD, the water bodies of the Kissimmee Chain of Lakes and Kissimmee River 
and floodplain support breeding, shelter, and foraging habitats for 178 species of fish, wetland-
dependent wading birds, amphibians, reptiles and mammals, which depend on year-round 
availability of water for survival.  Per data from the Florida Geographic Data Library (see Figure 
28), the following threatened and endangered species habitats may be present in the study 
area:

Cooper’s Hawk – Copper’s Hawk habitat includes mature forest, open woodlands, and 
wood edges.  They have become increasingly common in suburban areas with tall trees.  
The primary threat facing Copper’s Hawk is degradation and loss of habitat.
Florida Scrub Jay – The Florida Scrub Jay is the only species of bird unique to Florida.  
They inhabit sand pine and xeric oak scrub and scrubby flatwoods, which occur in some 
of the highest and driest areas of Florida – ancient sandy ridges running down the 
middle of the state and sandy deposits along rivers in the interior of the state.  Scrub 
Jays do best in areas that contain large containing quantities of oak shrubs.  The primary 
threats to the Florida Scrub Jay are habitat destruction, fragmentation, and degradation 
from development and agriculture.
Florida Snail Kite – Within the United States, the Snail Kite is found only in Florida.  
The species is somewhat nomadic, moving from wetland to wetland in search of snails, 
but they are regularly seen in the marshes associated with lakes Kissimmee, 
Okeechobee, and Tohopekaliga.  Wetland drainage and development has eliminated or 
altered much of its shallow freshwater foraging habitat.
Sand Skink – Sand Skinks are endemic to xeric habitats found along the central Florida 
sand ridges.  These habitats include rosemary scrub, scrubby flatwoods, sand pine, and 
oak scrubs and turkey oak ridge.  The Sand Skink is found only in seven Florida 
counties, including Osceola and Polk.  The main threat to the Sand Skink is loss of 
habitat – over two-thirds of historic xeric habitat has been altered or lost to agriculture or 
development in Florida.
Short-tailed Hawk – The Short-tailed Hawk is uncommon in Florida, but can be found in 
patchy woodlands near water, high pine-oak woodlands, and cypress swamps in the 
central part of the state.  It prefers borders between wooded and open areas for both 
nesting and hunting.  The primary threat facing the Short-tailed Hawk is degradation and 
loss of habitat.
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Appendix D: Public Involvement Materials
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The following are presentation boards used during public meeting held on 
January 16, 2018 at the St. Nicholas Anglican Church (1729 Business 
Center Lane, Kissimmee),
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The following pages document telephone interviews conducted with 
corridor stakeholders:



US 17/92 Corridor Planning Study | Final Report
From Ronald Reagan Parkway to Poinciana Boulevard

159

US 17/92 Stakeholder Interview Form

US 17/92 Corridor Planning Study – Interviewees

Type Stakeholder Location Contact Contact #

Utility

Duke Energy Intercession City Plant, at 
17/92 and Osceola Polk 
Line Rd

Spoke to station 
manager Jeff, 6/30 
8:30a

Media Hotline 
24 hr – 800.559.3853 
(DUKE)

Sabal Trail 
Transmission

Brian Fahrenthold 888.2156683
bcfahrenthold@ 
spectraenergy.com

Church/ 
Religious

G5 Church 6810 S Orange Blossom 
Trail
Davenport, FL 33896

Left msg 6/26 2:45p

Antioch 
Missionary 
Baptist Church

215 Church Rd, 
Loughman, 
FL 33858

No voicemail option, 
6/29 2:50p

863.424.6313

New Destiny 
Assembly of God

6311 US17, Davenport, 
FL 33896

863.424.2747

St Nicholas 
Anglican Church

1729 Business Center Ln, 
Kissimmee, FL 34758

Left message 6/26 
11:25a

407.344.2700

Albir Islamic 
Association

4870 Old Tampa Hwy, 
Kissimmee, FL 34758

Left message 6/26 
2:50p

407.344.9500

Higher Ground 
Church

5563 S. Orange Blossom 
Tr
Intercession City, FL 
33848

407-933-4803

Victory Baptist 
Church

5646 S. Orange Blossom 
Tr
Intercession city, FL 
33848

Can’t find working 
phone #

863-422-5874

Iglesia 
Evangelica El 
Tabor

5625 Orange Blossom Tr, 
Intercession City

Left message 6/26 
2:30p

787-717-8778

Behavioral 
Health 
Residential 

Aspire Health 
Partners

5970 S Orange Blossom 
Trail, Intercession City, FL 
33848

407.846.5294 ext. 238

Distribution 
Center

Vistar Roma of 
Orlando

1700 Ave B, Kissimmee, 
FL 34758

Left msg with Gil 
Martin of transpo 
dept, 6/26 11:30a. 
Tried again 6/29, 
2:30pm

407.738.4275
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PepsiCo 
Gatorade 
Beverages

1650 S Poinciana Blvd, 
Kissimmee, FL 34758

Spoke to Dan Munoz 407.933.5542

Jeld Wen Interior 
Doors

1700 Ave A, Kissimmee, 
FL 34758

Spoke to Rosie 
Watson

407.944.9939

McLane Suneast 1818 S Poinciana Blvd, 
Kissimmee, FL 34758

No voicemail option, 
6/29 2:30pm

407.931.5200

Commercial Home Depot 1651 S. Poinciana Blvd.
Kissimmee, FL 34758

Spoke to Diego 407-932-2196

Circle K 1608 Shepherd Ln, 
Kissimmee, FL 34741

Didn’t want to talk, 
said to call corporate

(407) 933-2303

Interviewee: Rosie Watson, office manager at Jeld-Wen, 6/26
In your opinion, what are the issues in the study area that should be addressed for mobility, accessibility, and/or 
safety (bike/ped, transit, auto)?
Occasionally see people biking or walking, but not very often. Road is too dangerous in general (texting and 
driving).  

Where problem areas or hot spots?  What are the issues in these particular locations?
Avenue A to OBT: no light and no signage there; road gets blocked, especially bad at rush hour; have to cross 
it to go in the direction away from Kissimmee. Trucks get stuck as well.

Light at Poinciana @ OBT is too long for traffic heading north towards Kissimmee – says it’s a least a mile long. 
It’s really long wait.

What projects/actions that might improve mobility/accessibility/safety in the study area?
Might want to add a lane on either side for biking, if more people are going to be going to SunRail. Barely any 
shoulder.

Is there anyone else we should talk to with respect to business travel in the corridor?
Pepsi is across the road. Don’t know who specifically to talk to

Do you think SunRail will affect your travel?
Yes, mostly personal travel. 5pm-5:30 rush hour. Not as bad at 7pm or so. Coming in early at 6 is fine, but 
7:30am rush hour is bad,

Trucks generally travel 5am to 5pm. Before there was all-night travel, but not anymore, there’s only one shift 
now. Pepsi is probably frustrated too. Very dangerous (esp turning left; people wait in adjoining turning lane) 

What would you like to see accomplished as a result of this study?
Widening road would be good. Right turning lane in addition to left turn lane.
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Interviewee: Diego store manager at Home Depot, 6/26
In your opinion, what are the issues in the study area that should be addressed for mobility, accessibility, 
and/or safety (bike/ped, transit, auto)?
No safety issues. Construction along Old Tampa Road makes traffic back up. Before construction, took that 
route to work because it’s faster, fewer lights than OBT.

Very rarely see people walking or biking in the area. Know of only one or two people biking to work. Too far 
from residential areas.

Where problem areas or hot spots?  What are the issues in these particular locations?
Main issue is backup during rush hour.

What projects/actions that might improve mobility/accessibility/safety in the study area?
Area is growing a lot. Widening the road might be good bc of backup during rush hour. Just bought 
a house about 2 miles away, N toward Poinciana – sometimes takes 2 mins to get home, other times takes 15 
mins.

Is there anyone else we should talk to with respect to travel in the corridor?
none

Do you think SunRail will affect your business travel?
Not expected to affect personal travel. Definitely expects business traffic to rise

What would you like to see accomplished as a result of this study?
Widening road from single lane to two lanes

Interviewee: Jeffrey Hart, station manager at Intercession City plant
In your opinion, what are the issues in the study area that should be addressed for mobility, accessibility, 
and/or safety (bike/ped, transit, auto)?
Mobility: there’s been an increase in construction along Osceola Polk Line Road, traffic is picking up, once 
condos and apartments are done, expect to see more traffic. All employees drive to the office; don’t see 
anyone walking or biking in the area.

Safety: Plant very close to the railroad crossing, and drivers speed over it.

Where problem areas or hot spots?  What are the issues in these particular locations?

Light at 17/92 at Osceola Polk line will back up. Maybe increase in timing cycles at the light.

What projects/actions that might improve mobility/accessibility/safety in the study area?

Widening the road; heard from guys who have worked at the plant for a long time (respondent has been at the 
plant for less than 2 years) that ROW was obtained for future widening

Is there anyone else we should talk to with respect to business travel in the corridor?
Matt Reis, 863-679-3023, longtime employee
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Interviewee: Dan Munoz, plant director at PepsiCo Gatorade, 7/6
In your opinion, what are the issues in the study area that should be addressed for mobility, accessibility, 
and/or safety (bike/ped, transit, auto)?
Since the light was installed at Poinciana, accidents have been greatly reduced, but there are still a few (pretty 
much the result of drivers not paying attention; doesn’t seem like there’s anything FDOT could do). Everyone 
is wondering about the effect of the train station, what’s going to happen with the traffic patterns, concerns 
about parking, littering.

In the area, very few people are seen walking. Those that do seem to be going to Dollar General and other 
small stores.

Where problem areas or hot spots?  What are the issues in these particular locations?
At light next to 7/11, traffic is always backed up to the warehouse during rush hour (could be light synchro 
issue); will get worse when school starts. About 2-3 light cycles to get through.

What projects/actions that might improve mobility/accessibility/safety in the study area?
Light signal timing next to 7/11. Drivers coming out know to always turn right, never can turn left. Have to 
make wide maneuvers just to get through and avoid hitting cars during a turn.

Warehouse employees wanting to go left on 17/92 can’t leave that way; company opens up the back gate for 
them.

Do you think SunRail will affect your business’ travel?
Positive from some employees, talking about the possibility of taking it to work. Includes workers from 
Lakeland, who would be glad to have a connection.
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The following PowerPoint presentation was given at the Intercession City 
Community Meeting on March 13, 2017, after which a question-and-answer 
period was held:
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The following documents summarize the PVT (Project Visioning Team) 
meetings held during the project:
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The following public notices were advertised and/or sent out prior to the 
public workshop:
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Appendix E: Previous PD&E 
Documents
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The following pages contain background PD&E information from the 1996 
study of the same corridor:






























































































































