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Stefan Escanes, PE, PTOE

Project Manager + Transportation
Planning Manager

*  With Metric since 2012

* His traffic engineering expertise spans from transportation planning
to signalization design and smart work zone systems implementation

* Experience includes management of multiple concurrent work orders
and data intensive large-scale projects through the various TSM&O,
traffic operations, signalization, transportation planning, and PD&E
Study contracts

* Additional experience includes traffic analyses for Traffic
Operations and PD&E Studies using the latest traffic simulation
software including Vissim, Aimsun, Synchro, Sidra, Corsim and more
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Metric is a firm with expertise to deliver any
project from concept to completion and beyond, with a
focus on applying future technologies for the safety and

convenience of today’s travelers.

M metric



Our Services

CEl

SV TS CEl

Ol48E  TSM&O

I metric

Technology

TMC Operations

Planning

Roadway

Environmental

Connected
Vehicles




Presentation Outline

I metric



Presentation Outline =0

FDOT Vision and Mission

Traffic Engineering & Operations Office Divisions

What is a Traffic Study?

FDOT Traffic Operations & Safety Studies Consultant
o FDOT Traffic Engineering Support Services
o Traffic Study Origination

o Sample Study

Incorporation of Technology
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FDOT Vision

& Mission
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FDOT @)

Traffic Engineering and Operations Office
VISION NiSion

« As one FDOT team, we serve the people of
Florida by providing a transportation network
that is well planned, supports economic growth,
and has the goal of being congestion and
fatality free.

v Provide leadership and serve as a catalyst in becoming
the national leader in mobility.

Mission

v Improve safety and mobility through the efficient
MISSION

application of traffic engineering principles and

« The department will provide a safe practices.
transportation system that ensures the mobility
of people and goods, enhances economic
prosperity, and preserves the quality of our
environment and communities.

TARGET

FATALITIES & SERIOUS INJURIES
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Traffic Engineering &
Operations Office
Divisions
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Traffic Engineering & Operations Office Divisions

Traffic Engineering and Operations

Transportation Systems Management Traffic Incident Management .
Traffic Services & Operations (TSM&O) (TIM) / Commercial Vehicle Traffic Systems

Operations (CVO)

Intersection Operations &

Road Rangers

| RoasRanges
Intelligent Transportation Systems
(ITS) Communications Approved Products List (APL)
Safe Strides 2 Zero TIM Teams
Connected Vehicles, etc. Vi Engl(r_}:eRT;getR:search Lelo
(]
Traffic Engineering Manual, etc. lllmetrlc



What is a Traffic

Study?
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Traffic Studies

* What is a Traffic Study?

A traffic study is an engineering investigation to evaluate a
transportation system.

* Purpose of a Traffic Study?

Identify and document any deficiencies to determine what
improvements are warranted.

Vital part to enhance the safety and performance of our
freeways, state roads, and local arterial streets.

* Components of a Traffic Study?

Determine purpose of the individual study
Data Collection
Project Traffic (depends on project type)

Analyze data (apply engineering principles, standards &
guidelines)

Identify the improvements required

Manual on Uniform Traffic Studies T E M

Traffic Engineering Manual

JANUARY 2021

FDOT)

SPEED ZONING
For Highways, Roads and Stree Manual on Uniform
Traffic Control D
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FDOT Traffic Operations
& Safety Studies
Consultant
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FDOT Traffic Engineering Support Services

e Contract Services Types

1: Qualitative Assessment

2: Signal Warrant Analysis

3: Intersection Analysis

4: Arterial Analysis

5: Left Turn Phase Warrant Analysis
6: Other Traffic Engineering Related Studies
9: Fatal Crash Review

10: Speed Zone Study

12: High Crash Location Studies

13: Traffic Operations Safety Reviews
17: Bottleneck Mitigation Studies

18: Mid-Block Pedestrian Crossing Evaluation

ome

|

|

=~
i
21 P |lex(

ugdp

e Swssst % .
° o

L 2
L 3
EN
y * @
1S 14
o —

1\0$
Ps
©
.
i
i
e o

~ .:\ '~
=Ry
=]

S.R. 821 (HEFT)

SR.826

SW 8 st

e
™ ®
® Legend
. 3 Traffic Studies
jﬁf/ * C8ws3
L 14 ® 2
® C9A89

® CA072

f
SW 200 St o j\
L 000




Traffic Study Origination

Identifies Traffic or Safety Concern

e Homeowners

Association County/City Agency

Reaches FDOT Traffic Operations

Correspondence Tracking Program (CTP) Number Assigned

CTP Assigned to Study Team

Select type of Service to Evaluate
Concern

Review CTP

Perform Study

Identify

Evaluate the issue
Improvements

Recommendations

FDOT Reports back to Original Requestor

Study Results

Improvements Programming

Assigned to Design Contract  Present at Scoping Committee Meeting
for Programing
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Correspondence Tracking
Program (CTP) Study Requests
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Traffic Study: Pedestrian Evaluation

* Locations:

* SR AlA /Indian Creek Drive at 65 Street and 67

Street

* CTP Concerns:

* Inadequate pedestrian features

e Pedestrian-Vehicle Conflicts in Crosswalks

e Speeding
e Study Type:

e Other Traffic Engineering Related Studies
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Traffic Study: Pedestrian Evaluation

 Data Collection

* Eight-hour Turning Movement Counts

e Existing Signal Timing Plans

MID DAY

Intersection

Indian Creek Dr
65 Street

Indian Creek Dr
67 Street
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Time

6:45 PM

31-35 MPH
e 36-40 MPH

8:00 PM
9:15 PM
10:30 PM

Northbound Vehicular Speeds versus Time of Day

700
600
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300
200
100

Volume

Volume vs. Time

12:00 AM
1:15 AM
2:30 AM
3:45 AM
5:00 AM
6:15 AM
7:30 AM
8:45 AM

10:00 AM

11:15 AM

12:30 PM
1:45 PM
3:00 PM
4:15 PM
5:30 PM

Time

6:45 PM

e 31-35 MPH
36-40 MPH

8:00 PM
9:15 PM
10:30 PM

Southbound Vehicular Speeds versus Time of Day
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Traffic Study: Pedestrian Evaluat

* Field Reviews

* Pavement, signing, and
markings conditions

INDIAN CREEK DR

o \’"J

Nd;'thbodnd.SR“AllA Queues “ " 65 Sti'eet Péd Features
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Traffic Study: Pedestrian Evaluation

* Level of Service Analysis

e Existing Conditions
* Adjusted (Extended Pedestrian Clearance at 67 Street)

* Leading Pedestrian Interval (LPI)

Existing Adjusted LPI
Intersection | Approach = S i PM AM PM
oo o5 | P9 w05 B 05 B y0s Dt o5 D1 105

EB 663 E | 681 E - - - - | 751 E | 748 E
Indian WB 1187 F | 851 F - - - - 11673 F | 912 F
Creek Drive NB 81 A 88 A - - - - | 106 B | 115 B
at 65 Street SB 143 B 92 A - - - - | 247 C | 147 B
Overall | 178 B | 131 B - - - - | 284 C | 177 B
EB 8.2 F | 729 E | 8.3 F | 720 E | 795 E | 742 E
Indian WB 859 F | 849 F | 8.6 F |82 F |85 F |82 F
Creek Drive NB 42 A | 274 ¢ 42 A | 275 C | 46 A | 372 D
at 67 Street SB 102 B | 103 B | 107 B | 106 B | 137 B | 128 B
Overall | 106 B | 196 B | 110 B | 197 B | 134 B | 244 C

Delay and LOS beyond LOS D Target
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Traffic Study: Pedestrian Evaluation

* Recommendations
* Implement Leading Pedestrian Interval

o Coordinate signal timing modifications with
maintaining agency

* |Install speed feedback sign for the northbound direction in
the median

Always Consider Constructability
Elements (structures, drainage, roadway,

environmental, power source for new
devices, etc.)

| Movements
Intersection | TOD | Plan f::c'; O(SIels;t Interval | NBL | NBT | SBL | SBT | WBL/T | EBL/T | PED
1 6 5 2 4 8 3/7
Yelow | 3.7 | 4.0 3.7 4.0 4.0 4.0
ALL | ALL
Red 20 | 20 2.0 2.0 2.1 2.1
Indian 8:00 - 39 6 130 6 130 26 26 -
Creek Drive 9:00 1 180
at 65 Street Green 5 126 5 126 5
3:15 - 142 7 119 7 119 36 36 -
415 | 16 | 180
- 6 6 32 32 5
Yellow 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
ALL | ALL
Red 2.4 2.4 2.4 2.7 2.7
Indian Creek 'g:qq — 37 117 | 18 | 141 26 26 R
Drive at 67 9:00 1 180
St ' 114 138 24 24 5
reet Green
3:15 - 43 105 13 124 43 43 -
415 | 16 | 180
- 102 121 41 41 5

Northbound Speed Feedback Sign

Recommended Green Time Interval Changes highlighted in yellow

Signal Timing Modifications for incorporation of LPI
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Incorporation

of Technology
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Metric is a technology focused firm that
specializes in transportation planning and
design.

With every project, we look at ways to link
innovation and real-world experiences to keep
our clients on the cutting-edge of transportation
technology.

Metric offers a convergence of technology with
traditional civil engineering services with a focus
on the future goal of connected and autonomous
vehicle infrastructure (i.e., express lanes,
reversible lanes, ramp metering, Transportation
Systems Management & Operations (TSM&O)
strategies, Integrated Corridor Management
(ICM), and more.

Convergence of technology with traditional
civil engineering (i.e., express lanes, reversible
lanes, CV, TSM&O, ICM)

Drone technology and applications
& interactive public involvement tools

O
o
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Linking innovation and real-world experience
to remain on the cutting-edge of
transportation technology

Focus on the future goal of
CV/AV infrastructure
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Bottleneck Identification & Prioritization

Districtwide use
of Drones

Identify System
Impacts

Identify Duration of
Impacts
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District & Bottleneck Identification & Prioritization | Data Summary Sheets

Legend
Drone Location
™G
@

Count Location

Segment LOS -
Peak Direction
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TIME: 7:30 AM

VIEW: I_ooking SW from SR 944/Hialeah Dr.

& .

SR 25 / US 27 / Okeechobee Road

Access Class: 4

Functional Class:

Principal Arterial

Travel Time & From: SR 826/Palmetto Expressway
Delay Study To: SR 953/SW 42 Avenue
Location: 3R 944 /Hialeah Drive/NW 54 Street
Bo[:g:;:ifk Duration: 2 hours
Impact Area: SEB Approach
Initial: 400 fest
Queue Max: 1,400 feet

Direction: Southeastbound

Field Notes

6:30 AM: SEB and NWB traffic volumes begin to increase
7:30 AM: SEB volumes have increased. The SEB queues on US 27
extend 1,000 ft. SEB traffic needs a minimum of two cycles to clear.

8:00 AM: 5EB traffic volumes appear to have reached capacity and
queues now extend 1,400 feet. Queues on the side streets are high
dues to the long green time on US 27. Many side streets appear to
need multiple cycles to clear
9:00 AM: NEB and SEB traffic patterns seem to have peaked. SEB
queues now extend 1,300 feet.
10:00 Traffic patterns in the S5E B direction has improved to less than a
200 feet queuwe. Traffic clears in one cycle.

TIME: 10:00 AM

.‘_,’_

Corridor #3



Bottleneck Identification & Prioritization

PARAMETER SCORING: ++ (1.0) +(0.8) o (0.6) - (0.4) —([0.2)

Comprehensive
Bottleneck
Assessment
Matrix
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CRITERIA
INTIAL MAX
CORRIDOR CONGESTION QUEUE TRAVEL BOTTLENECK IMPACT
& BOTTLENECK LOCATION FACILITY TYPE 5 SPEED-FLOW RELATIONSHIP 10| TIME OF DAY 10 | DURATION | 25 | LENGTH 15 | TIMES 15 | AREA 20 | Total
1818 SR 9 /NW 27 Avenue at SR Urban Principal Arterial - Index graph is steady ++ | 7230 AM + | 45 minutes ++ | 1,300 feet + LOSF - SR 9 5B, Localized =+ 790
944 | NW 54 Street 1.0 100 80 25.0 120 30 20.0 B
2 SR 9/ 3W 57 Avenue atUS Urban Principal Arterial - Nearby count not available, observation showed - 700 AM o | 2hours 1] 1,800 feet ] LOSE - EB and NB approaches to + 570
41/ 5W B Streat 1.0 | progressively poor operations (negative trend assumed) 40 8.0 15.0 90 6.0 | downstream intersections 16.0 B
1518 SR 25/US 27/ Dkelechubee Urban Principal Arterial - Index graph is steady showing a capacity of appros. ++ | 7230 AM + | 25 hours o 1,400 Fest + LOSE - §EB fo Ihe downsiream + ga0
Road at SR 344/Hialeah Dr 1.0 | 700wphin 10.0 B0 15.0 12.0 6.0 | intersection 16.0 B
4 SR 84/ SW BB Street at SR Urban Principal Arterial - Index graph shows upward parabola for most of the moming - 6:30 AM - 3.0 hours - 4 500 Fest - |LOSC # SR 94 EB Cormridor L] 440
874 NB/SB Ramps 1.0 | traffic perod 20 40 10.0 o 120 | approaching SR B74 12.0 B
5 SR 84/ SW BB Street at SW Urkan Principal Arterial - Index graph shows upward parabola with congestions - 6:30 AM - 3.0 hours - 7,400 fest - | LOSF - | SR %4 EB Corridor in - 70
122 Avenue 1.0 | beginning to dissipate around 915 AM 20 40 10.0 30 3.0 | addition o NB approaches 40 B
& SR 823/ NW 57 Avenue at SR | Urban Prncipal Arterial - Mearby count not available, observabions indicate fluctuafion 0 7-00 AM o | 25hours o | 3,500 fest - |LOSF - SB Comidor [+] 460
528 Ramps 1.0 | in queues (wave-ike) 6.0 8.0 15.0 30 30 12.0 B
7 SR 825/ NW 137 Avenue at Urban Principal Arterial - Index graph is steady ++ | 700 AM o 1.0 hour + 1,200 fest # LOSF - SR 825 NB, Localized ++ 720
SR 84/ EW BB Street 1.0 10.0 6.0 20.0 12.0 30 20.0 )
BE 12 SR 826 / NE 167 Street at SR Urban Principal Arterial - Index graph is steady on SR 815 and field cbservafions ++ | 730 AM + | 30 minutes ++ | 1,000 fest # LosScC + SR 826 EB, Localized ++ BE.0
915/ NE 6 Avenue 1.0 | revealed sieady flows on SR 626 10.0 8.0 25.0 120 120 20.0 )
3 SR 860 / NE 186 Street at NE Urban Minor Arterial - Owverall ndex graph is steady with a sight negative trend ++ | 745 AM ++ | 2.0 hours o | 2,000 feet - LOSD o | SR 860 EB Cormidor 0 640
15 Avenue 2.0 | from a reduction in trafiic demand 100 10,0 15.0 6.0 8.0 12.0 B
10 SR 860/ NW 186 Street at NW | Urban Minor Arteral - Index shows a negative trend - 7-30 AM o | 2.0 hours o | 750 fest = [LOSC + Localized -+ 740
87 Avenue 20 40 6.0 15.0 150 120 200 B
1 SR 826 / NE 163 Street at US Urban Principal Arterial - Index graph mostly shows a negative frend - T:30 AM + 1.5 hours + 1,700 feet 0 LOSF - SR 826 EB Approach and + 10
11 Biscayne Blvd 1.0 40 8.0 200 9.0 30 | chosely spaced intersecBon | 16.0 B
12813 SR 922 /NE 1_2_5 SL_reet at NE Urban Minor Arterial - Index shows positive frend and remains sfable + 3:00 AM ++ | 1.5 hours + | 900 feet = |[LOSF - Mnsﬂylemail_'ls local with + 740
& Avenue & Dixie Highway 20 a.0 10,0 20.0 15.0 3.0 | downstream impacts 16.0 B
" SR 932/ NW 103 Street at NW | Urban Principal Arterial - Index graph shows steady flows + | B30 AM - 3 hours - 55D feat =+ |LOSC + Localized ++ 720
17 Avenue 1.0 100 40 10.0 15.0 120 200 )
15 SR 933/ NW 12 Avenue at Urban Minor Arterial - Index shows steady flow ++ | 700 AM o | 2hours o | 900 fest ++ | LOSE - Queues mpact EE and NB - £20
NW 7 Street 20 100 6.0 15.0 15.0 6.0 | downstream intersections 8.0 }
1% SR 934/ NW 79 Avenue at Urban Principal Arterial - Index shows wave-like trend 0 700 AM o | 2hours o 1,200 feet + LOSF - EB and WB with - 510
NW 7 Avenus 1.0 6.0 6.0 15.0 120 3.0 | downstream impacts 80 B
17 SR 934/ NW T4 Sfrest at NW | Urban Principal Arterial - Index shows wave-like trend ] 715 AM [+] 1.5 howrs + | Aeriaks ] LOSF - WE Approach + 610
72 Avenue 1.0 8.0 6.0 20.0 | unavailable | 9.0 30 16.0 -
20 SR 953/ NW 42 Avenue at SR | Urban Principal Arterial - Index graph shows steady north of congested segment - B:30 AM - 3.5 hours — | 2,700 fest - | LDEF - SEB and SB corridors - 240
25/ US 27 | Okeechobee Rd 1.0 | (pictures & travel fimes reveal low capacity) 40 40 50 30 30 | impacted 40 3
22 SR 258/ SW 57 Avenue at SW | Urban Minor Arteral - Index graph shows steady flows ++ | B30 AM ++ | 1.0 hour + 1,700 fest 0 LOSD o | NEB comidor L] 720
40 Street / Bird Road 20 100 100 200 9.0 90 12.0 -
23 SR 268 | Flagler Street at SW Urban Minor Arterial - Index shows wave-like trend ] 7-30 AM + | 2.0 hours o | 3400 fest - | LOSF - SR 968 EB Coridor L] 490
78 Avenus 20 B.0 8.0 15.0 30 30 12.0 B
24 SR 972/ SW 13 Street at SW Urban Minor Arterial - Index shows positive and steady trend ++ | B30 AM ++ | 45 minutes ++ | 1,400 fest # LOSF - SR 972, Localized ++ 820
2 Avenus 2.0 10.0 10.0 25.0 120 30 20.0 )
25 SR 873/ NW 87 Avenue at Urban Principal Arterial - Index graph shows steady flows ++ | 800 AM ++ | 1.5 hours + | 800 fest = |[LOSD o | EB and NB, Localized ++ 85.0
SW 24 Street [ Coral Way 1.0 100 10.0 20.0 15.0 8.0 20.0 )
SR 873/ NW 87 Avenue at SR | Urban Principal Arterial - Mearby count not avaiable, travel Gme data and - 7-30 AM + | 2.0 hours o 1,700 fest ] LOSF - NB SR 973 and +
26 836 EB Ramps cbservations indicate segment operates under downstream infersection 56.0
1.0 | oversaturated condifions 40 80 15.0 8.0 30 [ impacts 16.0
77 SR 873/ SW B7 Avenue at SW | Urban Minor Arteral - Mearby count not available, observations indicate fluctuafion 0 8:30 AM ++ | 1.0 hour o | 2,500 fest - | LOSD o | Three approaches to - 530
112 Strest 2.0 | inqueues (wavediks) 6.0 10.0 15.0 30 9.0 | downstream intersections 8.0 B
3% SR 97TB/SW 40 Street at SR Urban Principal Arterial - Index graph is moslly steady with a dip from 8-8:30 AM + 700 AM o | 25hours o 1,800 feet 0 LOSE - EB and NB, Localized =+ 650
626 SB Off-ramp 1.0 a0 6.0 15.0 8.0 60 20.0 B




Bottleneck Identification & Prioritization

Bottleneck Location Priority List

Rank Bottleneck Location

1

6w o0 = o h = 3 RD

[ I A R X R T Tl T e A e A S
€} 3 = O WD 0O = o N & D 2 = O

SR 953 /NW42 Ave at SR 25/ US 27

SR, 985/ 5W 107 Ave at SR 986/ SW 72 5t
SR 94/ SW 88 St at SW 122 Ave

US 1/ 5R 517 South Dixie Hwy at SW 152 St

U541 /SR 90/ 5W 8 Street at SR 825 / SW 137 Ave

U5 1/ 5R 57 South Dixie Hwy at SW 17 Ave
US 1/5R 51 South Dixie Hwy at SW 67 Ave
US 1/ 5R 51 South Dixie Hwy at SW 104 5t
SR. 994 / 5W 200 Stat SW 147 Ave

SR 976 / SW 40 St at SW 42 Ave

US41/5R 90/ 5W 8 St at SR 953 / 5W 42 Ave

US41/5R 90/ 5W 8 Stat SW T4 Ave

SR 997 [ Krome Ave at SW 184 5t

SR 948 / NW 36 Street at East Dr

US 1/5R 517 South Dixie Hwy at SW 42 Ave
SR 94 f SW 88 5t at SR 874 Interchange
SR.976 / SW 40 5t at Turnpike Interchange
SR 823  NW 57 Ave at SR 826 Interchange
SF. 968 / Flagler Stat SW 78 Ave

SR 934 /NW 79 Ave at NW 7 Ave
SR.973/5W 87 Ave at SW 112 5t

SR 973/ NW 87 Ave at SR 836 Interchange
SR.9/SW 27 Ave at US 41/ 5W 8 5t
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- Score

24
28
27
27
27
29
3
33
34
35
36
36
38
39
40

44
a4
46
49

51

53
56
a7

. Rank
24

25
26
27
28
29
30
A
32
33
34
35
36
37
38
39
40
L
42

43
a4
45

46

Bottleneck Location
US 441 /SR 5 at NW 183 St

SR 826 / NE 183 5t at US 1/ Biscayne Blvd
SR 934 /NW 74 5t at NW 72 Ave

SR 933 / NW 12 Ave at NW 7 5t

U5 1/5R 5/ Biscayne Blvd at NE 87 5t

SR 860 / NE 186 5t at NE 15 Ave

SR 976/5W 40 St at SR 826 Interchange
US 1/5R 5/ Biscayne Blvd at NE 185 St
SR 25/U5 27/ Okeechobee Rd at SR 944
U5 1/ SR 5/ Biscayne Blvd at NE 38 5t

SR 825/ NW 137 Ave at SR 94/ SW 88 5t
SR 932 /NW 103 Stat NW 17 Ave

SR 958 / 5W 57 Ave at SW 40 5t/ Bird Road
SR 885/ SW 107 Ave at SW 8 St

SR 860 / NW 186 St at NW 87 Ave

SR 822/NE 125 5t at NE 6 Ave & Dixtie Hwy
SR A1A [ Collins Ave at 178 5t

SR 91 NW 27 Ave at SR 544 / NW 54 5t

U5 1/5R 5/ Brickell Ave at SE 13 5t

SR 872/ 5W 13 Stat SW 2 Ave

SR 973/ NW 87 Ave at SW 24 5t/ Coral Way

US441/5R7TINW 7Ave at SR25U527INW36 St

SR 826 / NE 167 5t at SR 915/ NE 6 Ave
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Field Reviews

* ArcGIS Field Maps Application

* Document observations — )

Project Information

* Study location inventories b
e Simplify Report Production el kesiaion Begane
e Build database

Observations B X

Observations

Observation Type
@ Approach Image

@ Condition Deficiency
Image Caption Southbaund vehicle blacking

R » Vehicular Conflict
north leg crosswalk

@ Bicycle Conflict
Observation Type Pedestrian Conflict ® Pedestrian Conflict
Transit Conflict

@ Other

Inventory
Feature Type
@ Single-Fost Sign
@ Light Pole
Electric Pole

@ Multi Past Sign

@ Cant

ever Sign

Fhoto 1.jpg

))" ; :‘. s : i é
N ) A

Customized ArcGlIS Field Maps Application for field reviews
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Crash Analysis

» Spatial Analysis of Crash Data

* Heat Maps

* Automate Mapping
Crash Statistics

* Crash Type, severity, etc.

Emphasis Areas

Vulnerable Users

S DT e R i |
58, 1)

N

g e
Seny

L P 4 :'nbl& C. T 3 v
Crash Data Heat Maps
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Leverage Technology & Operations

* Awareness of surrounding projects/master plans
* Miami-Dade County Signal System Upgrade
* Adaptive Signals (SCOOT)

* Automated Signal Performance Measures (ATSPM)
TSM&O Master Plan

Planned Projects (RRR, PD&E, etc.)
SMART PLAN

KEYS COAST (Monroe County Connected Vehicles)
* TSM&O Activities

e TSM&O Network

* Monitored Corridors

M metric
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Leverage Technology & Operations

TSM&O Master Plans Experience JIMEO

e Districts 3, 5, and 6, Counties, Expressway Authorities,
Transportation Planning Organizations (TPOs)

e Smart Work Zones (SWZ)

* Traffic Management Center Operations

0SCEOLA COUNTY
TSM&O0 STRATEGIC PLAN |

e Signal Retiming

ing Onizion

Transportation Systems Management & Operations

TSM&O Master Plans Ill metl"iC



Open
Discussion

Contact Us:
Stefan Escanes, PE, PTOE | Project Manager
N\ 305.235.5098

D Stefan.Escanes@metriceng.com
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Thank you!!
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