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DISTRICT TWO

Project Scope
• Purpose and Need

• Enhance overall traffic operations
• Accommodate future development and growth
• Improve capacity
• Reduce congestion
• Increase safety 
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DISTRICT TWO

Key Project Issues
• Engineering

• Traffic Demand & Operations
• Safety
• Roadway Geometrics
• Structures
• Right‐of‐Way
• Drainage

• Environmental
• Historical and Archaeological
• Noise
• Contamination
• Threatened and Endangered Species

• Public Involvement
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DISTRICT TWO

Traffic Demand & Operations 
• Traffic Operations

• Peak hour congestion
• AM / PM I‐10 

• 2 hour peak period

• Methods to Address
• Provide adequate mainline capacity 
• Improve interchange operations
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DISTRICT TWO

Traffic Demand & Operations 

Entering I‐10 from I‐95 Northbound ‐ AM

Eastbound I‐10 
Near McDuff Ave ‐ AM

Eastbound I‐10 
Near McDuff Ave ‐ AM

Eastbound I‐10 
Upstream of I‐95 ‐ AM

Eastbound I‐10 
Upstream of I‐95 ‐ AM
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DISTRICT TWO

Safety
• 2,001 crashes from 2009‐2013

• 9 fatalities, 695 injuries (35%) and 28% rear‐end collisions

• Methods to Address
• Mainline capacity eliminates stop‐and‐go conditions enhancing 
safety

• Operational improvements to eliminate speed differentials
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DISTRICT TWO

Roadway Geometry
• Deficient existing Infrastructure 

• Design speeds
• Superelevation
• Vertical curves
• Horizontal curves
• Stopping sight distance
• Border widths
• Shoulder widths
• Vertical Clearances
• Cross Slopes
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DISTRICT TWO

Structures
• 14 existing bridges are deficient in vertical 
clearances

Methods to Address
• Maintain existing vertical clearance after widen 
existing structures
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Right‐of‐Way
• Urbanized area 
• Constrained existing R/W (195’ – 280’)

10



DISTRICT TWO Drainage

Pond Siting
Highly urbanized 

Methods to Address

Investigate using 
regional ponds 
on City of 
Jacksonville and 
FDOT owned 
property



DISTRICT TWO

Drainage

12

Pond Siting
• Highly urbanized 

• Methods to Address
• Investigate using 
regional ponds on City 
of Jacksonville and FDOT 
owned property



DISTRICT TWO

Contamination
• 60 hazardous waste generators, 48 brownfields, 56 leaking 
storage tanks, 78 petroleum tanks along the corridor

• Methods to Address
• Avoidance is primary objective
• Identify cost effective mitigation 
measures

Mt Olive Presbyterian Church, Jacksonville, FL

13



DISTRICT TWO

Historical and Archeological Features
• 66 historical structures

• 2 eligible for NRHP listing 
• 1 NRHP‐listed historic district

• Methods to Address
• Avoidance of previously recorded NRHP‐eligible resources  Mt. Olive Presbyterian Church, Jacksonville, FL
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Historical and Archeological Features
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Historical and Archeological Features
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Express Lane
policy exemption



DISTRICT TWO

Noise
• Urban corridor with 10 noise sensitive general areas
• Single and multi‐family residences, churches, schools, 
Lackawanna park and hotels 

• Methods to Address
• Optimize the location of noise walls  
• Combine noise walls with MSE walls
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Noise Sensitive Area
Field Measurement Site

Noise Sensitive Site
Activity Category B
Activity Category C
Activity Category E

Potential Barrier Wall
Reevaluate Proposed Wall



DISTRICT TWO Noise
• Shoulder barrier mount noise walls are proposed along:

• I‐10 eastbound from Luna Street to Stockton Street
• I‐10 westbound from Stockton Street to McDuff Avenue



DISTRICT TWO
Project Alternative
I-10 From I-295 East to Lane Avenue



DISTRICT TWO
Project Alternative
I-10 From Lane Avenue East to Edgewood Avenue



DISTRICT TWO
Project Alternative
I-10 Edgewood Avenue East to McDuff Avenue



DISTRICT TWO
Project Alternative
I-10 From McDuff Avenue East to I-95
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Aesthetics
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Neighborhoods
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Aesthetics
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Typical Sections
• Preferred Alternative 
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DISTRICT TWO

Typical Sections
• Preferred Alternative 
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DISTRICT TWO

Typical Sections
• Preferred Alternative 
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DISTRICT TWO Project Evaluation Matrix
Item No Build 

Alternative Alternative 1

Estimated Construction Costs  $0 $120,330,000
Engineering Costs (10%) $0 $12,033,000
Construction Engineering and Inspection 
(12%) $0 $14,440,000

Estimated Right of Way Costs $0 $0
Total Costs (1) $0 $146,803,000
No. of Parcels Affected 0 0

Residential 0 0
Commercial 0 0
Vacant 0 0

Potential Relocations 0 0
Corrects Operational Deficiencies  No Yes
Corrects Safety Deficiencies No Yes
Potential Wetland Impacts (acres) 0 19.32*
Archaeological/Historical Sites (number) 0/0 1/0
Contamination Site Risk (number)

(High/Medium/Low/No Risk) 0/0/0/0 37/27/8/10
1. Total Cost = LRE Construction Costs + Engineering Costs + CEI + Estimated R/W Costs
*   Preliminary wetland impacts are subject to change based on final design.


