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Southport Connector PD&E Study
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TO MUTE
OR 

UNMUTE YORSELF
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Southport Connector PD&E Study

TO RAISE YOUR HAND
TO SPEAK
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Southport Connector PD&E Study

TO VIEW THE 
PARTICIPANTS



Agenda
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• Cypress Parkway Concept Design

• Alternatives East of Pleasant Hill Road

• Comparative Evaluation Matrices

• Upcoming Activities



• Improve connections to existing corridors

• Enhance mobility of growing population and 
economy

• Relieve capacity constraints along Cypress 
Parkway

• Accommodate future transit options

o Local, state and regional plans

o Close coordination with future 
land use development

• Promote regional connectivity

• Enhance evacuation and emergency service
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Goals and Objectives



Southport Connector PD&E Study Area
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Environmental Constraints
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Wildlife Corridor Considerations
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South Lake Toho 
Master Plan

Green Island 
Development Plan

East Lake Toho 
Master Plan
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Social Constraints

Westview
Site Plan
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Cypress Parkway Segment

• Typical section rendering

• Concept plan refinements

• Access points (slip ramps)

• Turn lanes at cross streets

• Addressing community comments
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Cypress Parkway Conceptual Rendering

Poinciana Parkway to Pleasant Hill Road
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Design speed = 70 mph
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Cypress Parkway: Poinciana Pkwy/Koa St
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Cypress Parkway Segment: Laurel & Marigold Ave
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Cypress Parkway: Doverplum Avenue
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Cypress Parkway: Pleasant Hill Road



Corridors East of Pleasant Hill Road

• Refinements of Corridors from CF&M Study

• Typical Section Renderings

• Comparative Evaluation of Alternatives
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Alternatives East of Pleasant Hill Road



Refined Alternatives
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Proposed Typical Section – Reedy Creek

Design speed = 70 mph
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Proposed Typical Section – East of Reedy Creek

Design speed = 70 mph
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Comparative Evaluation of Alternatives

Three Step Process:

• Purpose and Need

• Inventory of Impacts

• Weighted / Scoring



25

Comparative Evaluation

Legend:
3 – Good
2 – Fair
1 – Poor
0 - None

a East terminus is at Florida's Turnpike with no direct connection to the Northeast Connector Expressway
b Does not serve the South Lake Toho Master Plan
c Inconsistent with local and/or regional Master Plan
d No available space on bridge section over Lake Toho to accommodate multimodal opportunities
e Terminates on east end at Florida's Turnpike which is another major evacuation route
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Comparative 
Evaluation

RED Relatively High Impacts when 
compared to other alternatives

YELLOW Relatively Medium Impacts 
when compared to other 
alternatives 

GREEN Relatively Low Impacts when 
compared to other alternatives



PD&E Evaluation Criteria 
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Social 
Environment

❖ Residential 
❖ Business
❖ Schools
❖ Churches
❖ Fire Stations
❖ Law Enforcement Facilities
❖ Cemeteries
❖ Approved and Planned 

Developments
❖ Development(s) of 

Regional Impact (DRI)

Cultural 
Environment

❖ Parks & Recreation
❖ Public Lands
❖ Proposed Parks
❖ Conservation Areas
❖ Trails & Greenways
❖ Potential Archaeological 

Sites
❖ Potential Historic 

Resources
Natural

Environment
❖ Wetlands 
❖ Floodplains
❖ Protected Species
❖ Wildlife Habitat

Physical  
Environment

❖ Noise Sensitive Areas
❖ Railroads
❖ Major Utilities 
❖ Contamination Sites
❖ Hazardous Material Sites
❖ Industrial Sites
❖ Underground Fuel Tanks



28

Comparative Evaluation: Ranking

 + + SUBSTANTIALLY POSITIVE EFFECT OR BEST ALTERNATIVE 1.0

 + GENERALLY POSITIVE EFFECT OR GOOD ALTERNATIVE 0.8

0 GENERALLY NO EFFECT OR MODERATE ALTERNATIVE 0.6

- GENERALLY NEGATIVE EFFECT OR INFERIOR ALTERNATIVE 0.4

- - GENERALLY NEGATIVE EFFECT OR WORST ALTERNATIVE 0.2

LEGENDS
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Comparative Evaluation: Ranking
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Comparative Evaluation: Ranking 
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Study Schedule
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Project Contact

For more information contact:

Kathy Putnam
Public Involvement Coordinator

407-802-3210
ProjectStudies@CFXway.com

Ralph Bove
Consultant Project Manager

321-274-4777
Ralph.Bove@volkert.com

CFX web address:
www.CFXway.com

Shortened study web address:
https://rb.gy/mnta4y

mailto:Projectstudies@CFXway.com
mailto:Ralph.Bove@volkert.com
http://www.cfxway.com/
https://rb.gy/mnta4y


THANK YOU!


