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SECTION 1 – OVERVIEW 

INTRODUCTION 

The SR 82 Corridor Access Management Plan (CAMP) was developed to define the access management 

features that are needed to promote efficient and safe travel conditions.  These features have been defined 

to serve existing and future travel demand on SR 82, which is an Emerging Strategic Intermodal System 

(SIS) Roadway from I-75 to SR 29.  The SR 82 CAMP extends from I-75 in Lee County through Hendry 

County to SR 29 in Collier County, a distance of approximately 26 miles. 

This SR 82 CAMP is a continuation of the “SR 82 CAMP – Existing Conditions Report, dated August 2005”. 

The SR 82 CAMP is prepared based on the comments received for the Draft SR 82 CAMP and the 

comments received during the first Public Hearing on SR 82 CAMP held on September 21, 2006. The 

comments received for the Draft SR 82 CAMP and during the first Public Hearing on SR 82 CAMP held on 

September 21, 2006 along with the responses are included in Appendices A and B, respectively.  The 

details of the public hearing are provided in later portions of the report. 

STUDY OBJECTIVE 
 
SR 82 traverses through Lee, Hendry and Collier Counties and is expected to become a major arterial 

serving the proposed developments along the corridor.  Considering the expected growth in the area, 

District 1 of the Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) has initiated this study in cooperation with 

Lee, Hendy, and Collier Counties to develop the SR 82 CAMP for safe and efficient flow of traffic along this 

arterial.  The objective of the SR 82 CAMP is to define the future access management needs of the SR 82 

corridor and provide the needed level of access for adjacent development such that both SR 82, and the 

future adjacent development, can coexist at the highest level of efficiency and safety. 

 

SECTION 2 – EXISTING CONDITIONS 

PROJECT LOCATION & LIMITS 
 
SR 82 is primarily an east-west arterial that extends from US 41 near downtown Fort Myers in Lee County, 

Florida to SR 29 in the City of Immokalee in Collier County, Florida.  The study segment extends from the I-

75 interchange in the west in Lee County to SR 29 in the east in Collier County.  A small section of the 

project segment, approximately 1.2 miles in length also passes through Hendry County.  The project 

corridor is predominantly rural in nature except for a few small sections in Fort Myers that are transitioning 

into urban areas.  The project location is depicted in Figure 1.   

EXISTING CONDITIONS 

Within the project limits, FDOT classifies SR 82 as an urban minor arterial from I-75 in Lee County to M.P. 

8.711 very close to Lee Memorial Park and as a rural minor arterial from M.P. 8.711 to SR 29 in Collier 

County.  Within the project limits, SR 82 functions as a four lane divided roadway for a short segment from 

I-75 (M.P. 4.484) to M.P. 4.926 and as an undivided two-lane roadway through the remaining length of the 

corridor.  The posted speed limit along SR 82 varies between 50 miles per hour (mph) (M.P. 4.484 to M.P. 

4.946) and 60 mph through the majority of the study corridor from M.P. 4.946 in Lee County to M.P. 6.444 

in Collier County.  Small segments of SR 82 are posted with speed limits of 55 mph (from M.P. 6.444 to 

M.P. 6.944) and 45 mph (from M.P. 6.944 to M.P. 7.058) in Collier County.  The Straight line diagram for 

the entire corridor is provided in Appendix C.  The existing AADT along SR 82 ranges between 26,920 just 

east of I-75 to 10,370 just west of SR 29.  The existing traffic volumes along with the roadway 

characteristics are provided in detail in the “SR 82 CAMP – Existing Conditions Report, dated August 

2005”.  The signalized intersections along SR 82 at Colonial Boulevard and Gunnery Road are found to 

operate at LOS D during the a.m. peak hour and at LOS E and C, respectively during the p.m. peak hour. 

The crash analysis, intersection (signalized and unsignalized) and roadway analysis are described in detail 

in the “SR 82 CAMP – Existing Conditions Report, dated August 2005”.   

EXISTING & PROPOSED LAND USE 
 
The Future Land Use maps and Planning Communities maps for Lee and Collier Counties are included in 

Appendix D.  The Lee County maps show the study segment to fall within the Planning Communities of 

Fort Myers, Lehigh Acres, Gateway/Airport, and Southeast Lee County.  The area on the north side of SR 

82 is zoned as future urban areas (residential, commercial, and industrial land uses).  The area south of 

SR 82 is mostly zoned as non-urban areas with some residential community and industrial land uses west 

of Daniels Parkway/Gunnery Road.  The Collier County maps show that the SR 82 project segment is 

zoned as Agricultural/Rural Mixed Use District and falls within the Corkscrew Planning Community.   
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 ACCESS MANAGEMENT 
 
As per Rule 14-97 of the State Highway System Access Management Classification System and 

Standards, the access classification and standards for controlled access facilities are summarized 

in Table 1. 

 

FDOT classifies SR 82 as Access Class 3 for a very short segment where the roadway is a four 

lane divided roadway from I-75 (M.P. 4.484) to M.P. 4.8000 and as Access Class 4 for the 

remaining length of the Corridor where SR 82 is a two-lane undivided roadway.  Rule 14-97 of the 

State Highway System Access Management Classification System and Standards, describes 

Access Class 4 as follows: 

“These facilities are controlled access highways where direct access to abutting land will be 

controlled to maximize the operation of the through movement.  This class will be used where 

existing land use and roadway sections have not completely built out to the maximum land use 

or roadway capacity or where the probability of significant land use change in the near future is 

high.  These highways will be distinguished by existing or planned non-restrictive median 

treatments.” 

Table 1:  Access Classification and Standards – Controlled Access Facilities 
Minimum Median Opening 

Spacing 
Access 
Class 

Facility Design 
Features (Median 

Treatment and 
Access Roads) 

Minimum 
Connection 

Spacing 
(Feet) 

Directional 
(Feet) 

Full 
(Mile) 

Minimum 
Signal 

Spacing 
(Mile) 

2 Restrictive with 
Service Roads 

1320/660 1320 0.5 0.5 

3 Restrictive 660/440 1320 0.5 0.5 
4 Non-Restrictive 660/440 N/A N/A 0.5 
5 Restrictive 440/245 660 0.5/0.25 0.5/0.25 
6 Non-Restrictive 440/245 N/A N/A 0.25 
7 Both 125 330 0.125 0.25 

(Greater than 45 mph/Less than or = 45 mph)  Source:  FDOT 
 

As shown in Table 1, Access Class 4 requires a minimum connection spacing of 660 feet for 

speed greater than 45 mph and 440 feet for speed less than 45 mph.  The minimum signal 

spacing should be 0.5 mile.   

 

Based on the field data collection, straight line diagrams, and access management classification 

data obtained from District 1, the connections on SR 82 within the study limits have been 

summarized in Table 2.  This table identifies the connections that do not meet the above 

described access management standards.   

 

It can be observed from Table 2 that the following connections along SR 82 do not meet the 

access management standards: 

• 1,173 foot spacing between I-75 NB Ramps and Teter Road intersections. 

• 386 foot spacing between Landfill Road and Wallace Avenue intersections. 

• 354 foot spacing between Sunshine Boulevard and Green Meadows Boulevard 

intersections. 

• 650 foot spacing between Parkdale Boulevard/Blackstone Drive and Harcourt Avenue 

intersections. 

• 291 foot spacing between an unnamed street and Sparta Avenue intersections. 

• 106 foot spacing between Troyer Brothers and Sakata Road intersections. 

• 317 foot spacing between Sakata Road and Lydia Street intersections. 

• 401 foot spacing between Wildcat Drive and Genoa Avenue intersections. 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Type Dir Miles Feet Opening Signal

12-070000 Urban 4.476 I-75 NB Ramps Signal ---
0.222 1,173 4LD 50 3 NO ---

12-070000 Urban 4.698 Teter Road Full ---
0.392 2,071 4LD 50 4 YES ---

12-070000 Urban 5.090 Forum Blvd Full ---
0.2875 1,519 2LUD 50 4 YES ---

12-070000 Urban 5.378 Omni Blvd Full ---
0.2875 1,519 2LUD 50 4 YES ---

12-070000 Urban 5.665 Lighthard knott Full ---
0.365 1,928 2LUD 50 4 YES ---

12-070000 Urban 6.030 Buckingham Rd 1 Full ---
0.134 708 2LUD 50 4 YES ---

12-070000 Urban 6.164 Buckingham Rd 2 Full ---
0.719 3,798 2LUD 50 4 YES ---

12-070000 Urban 6.883 Colonial Blvd Signal ---
0.738 3,898 2LUD 60 4 YES ---

12-070000 Urban 7.621 Landfill Road Full ---
0.073 386 2LUD 60 4 NO ---

12-070000 Urban 7.694 Wallace Ave Full ---
0.695 3,671 2LUD 60 4 YES ---

12-070000 Urban 8.389 Owen Ave Full ---
0.179 945 2LUD 60 4 YES ---

12-070000 Urban 8.568 Lee Memorial pk 1 Full ---
0.163 861 2LUD 60 4 YES ---

12-070000 Rural 8.731 Lee Memorial pk 2 Full ---
0.215 1,136 2LUD 60 4 YES ---

12-070000 Rural 8.946 Gateway Full ---
0.381 2,012 2LUD 60 4 YES ---

12-070000 Rural 9.327 Commerce Lake Dr Full ---
0.701 3,703 2LUD 60 4 YES ---

12-070000 Rural 10.028 Gregory Ave Full ---
0.388 2,049 2LUD 60 4 YES ---

12-070000 Rural 10.416 Haviland Ave Full ---
0.819 4,326 2LUD 60 4 YES ---

12-070000 Rural 11.235 Gunnery Road Signal ---
0.295 1,558 2LUD 60 4 YES ---

12-070000 Rural 11.530 Shawnee Rd Full ---
0.642 3,391 2LUD 60 4 YES ---

12-070000 Rural 12.172 40th Street Full ---
0.233 1,231 2LUD 60 4 YES ---

12-070000 Rural 12.405 Rod Gun Club Road Full ---
0.197 1,041 2LUD 60 4 YES ---

12-070000 Rural 12.602 Unnamed Full ---
0.971 5,129 2LUD 60 4 YES ---

12-070000 Rural 13.573 Sunshine Blvd Full ---
0.067 354 2LUD 60 4 NO ---

12-070000 Rural 13.640 Green Meadows Rd Full ---
1.069 5,646 2LUD 60 4 YES ---

12-070000 Rural 14.709 Alabama Road Full ---
0.34 1,796 2LUD 60 4 YES ---

12-070000 Rural 15.049 Blackstone Rd/
Grant Blvd Full ---

0.325 1,717 2LUD 60 4 YES ---
12-070000 Rural 15.374 Rue Labeau Ctr Full ---

0.69 3,645 2LUD 60 4 YES ---
12-070000 Rural 16.064 Kalamar Dr Full ---

StreetMPArea
Type

Roadway
Section

Table 2
SR 82 Existing Access Management Evaluation Summary

Meets Access
Criteria

Median
Classification

Distance Between
Openings 2003

Classification

Speed
Limit
(mph)

No. of
Lanes
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Type Dir Miles Feet Opening Signal

StreetMPArea
Type

Roadway
Section

Table 2
SR 82 Existing Access Management Evaluation Summary

Meets Access
Criteria

Median
Classification

Distance Between
Openings 2003

Classification

Speed
Limit
(mph)

No. of
Lanes

0.165 872 2LUD 60 4 YES ---

12-070000 Rural 16.229 Parkdale Blvd/
Blackstone Drive Full ---

0.123 650 2LUD 60 4 NO ---
12-070000 Rural 16.352 Harcourt Ave Full ---

0.426 2,250 2LUD 60 4 YES ---
12-070000 Rural 16.778 Jaguar Blvd Full ---

0.157 829 2LUD 60 4 YES ---
12-070000 Rural 16.935 Hedgewood Street Full ---

0.161 850 2LUD 60 4 YES ---
12-070000 Rural 17.096 Unnamed Full ---

0.055 291 2LUD 60 4 NO ---
12-070000 Rural 17.151 Sparta Ave Full ---

0.393 2,076 2LUD 60 4 YES ---
12-070000 Rural 17.544 Nemitz Blvd Full ---

0.367 1,938 2LUD 60 4 YES ---
12-070000 Rural 17.911 Homestead Rd Full ---

0.313 1,653 2LUD 60 4 YES ---
12-070000 Rural 18.224 Troyer Bros Full ---

0.02 106 2LUD 60 4 NO ---
12-070000 Rural 18.244 Sakata Road Full ---

0.06 317 2LUD 60 4 NO ---
12-070000 Rural 18.304 Lydia Street Full ---

0.645 3,407 2LUD 60 4 YES ---
12-070000 Rural 18.949 Bell Blvd Full ---

1.108 5,852 2LUD 60 4 YES ---
12-070000 Rural 20.057 Eisenhower Blvd Full ---

0.51 2,694 2LUD 60 4 YES ---
12-070000 Rural 20.567 Wildcat Dr Full ---

0.076 401 2LUD 60 4 NO ---
12-070000 Rural 20.643 Genoa Ave Full ---

0.39 2,060 2LUD 60 4 YES ---
12-070000 Rural 21.033 Columbus Blvd Full ---

0.51 2,694 2LUD 60 4 YES ---
12-070000 Rural 21.543 Naples Ave Full ---

2.131 11,256 2LUD 60 4 YES ---
03-050000 Rural 0.848 South Church Street Full ---

0.847 4,474 2LUD 60 4 YES ---
03-050000 Rural 1.695 Corkscrew Grade Full ---

3.3 17,431 2LUD 60 4 YES ---
03-050000 Rural 4.995 Lamm Road Full ---

1.01 5,335 2LUD 60 4 YES ---
03-050000 Rural 6.005 Edward Grove Road Full ---

1.053 5,562 2LUD 55 4 YES ---

03-050000 Rural 7.058 SR 29 Flashing
Signal ---

Page 2 of 2
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SECTION 3 – FUTURE CONDITIONS 
 

PROGRAMMED AND PLANNED IMPROVEMENTS 
 
SR 82 is not an FIHS facility but is an emerging SIS facility from I-75 in Lee County to SR 29 in 

Collier County.  Based on the most recent Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) from Lee 

and Collier County Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPOs) and FDOT Work Program (FY 

2007 – FY 2011), there is funding included in fiscal year 2009 for six-lane construction of SR 82 

from Ortiz Avenue to Colonial Boulevard/Lee Boulevard in Lee County.  Although a Project 

Development and Environment (PD&E) study for SR 82 recently began for the segment from 

Colonial Boulevard/Lee Boulevard in Lee County to SR 29 in Collier County, no funding currently 

is identified for design, right-of-way, and construction phases for widening projects in this 

segment.   

The most recent Lee and Collier County Adopted Year 2030 Highway Element (Adopted 

December 7th, 2005 with Amendments on January 20th and March 17th, 2006) show the widening 

SR 82 to a six lane divided roadway from Colonial Boulevard/Lee Boulevard to Hendry County 

Line (Lee County portion) and from Hendry County Line to SR 29 (Collier County portion) 

contingent on availability of funding.   

PUBLIC HEARING 
 

The first Public Hearing for the SR 82 CAMP was held on Thursday, September 21, 2006 at the 

East Lee County Regional Library.  The meeting began with an open house from 6:00 to 7:00 p.m. 

followed by the formal Public Hearing presentation at 7:00 p.m.  The Public Hearing was attended 

by 93 citizens including FDOT staff, local government agency staff, and study team staff 

members.  The sign-in sheet for all the attendees are included in Appendix B.   With SR 82 being 

planned to be widened to a six-lane divided roadway, the access classification for SR 82 was 

proposed as Access Class 3 from I-75 in Lee County to SR 29 in Collier County during the first 

Public Hearing.   

 

Notification of the Hearing was achieved through publishing two display advertisements in the 

News-Press and Naples Daily News, in English, on Wednesday, September 6, 2006 and 

Saturday, September 16, 2006 and two display advertisements in the News Star, in English, on 

Saturday, September 9, 2006 and Saturday, September 16, 2006.   The affidavits of publication 

from the three newspapers are included in Appendix B.  A legal notification of the Hearing was 

published in the Florida Administrative Weekly published on Friday, August 25, 2006.  Invitational 

letters were mailed to 45 elected and appointed officials and more than 1,000 property owners 

and interested parties within the study area.  Copy of the property owner letter is included in 

Appendix B.  The “82 CAMP – Existing Conditions Report dated August 2005”, “Draft SR 82 

CAMP Report dated August 2006”, and Final Project Traffic Report for SR 82 dated August 2006” 

were made available for public review from Thursday, August 31, 2006,  to Monday, October 2, 

2006 at East Lee County Regional Library, 881 Gunnery Road, Lehigh Acres, Florida, Hendry 

County Engineering Department, 99 East Cowboy Way, La belle, Florida, Immokalee Branch 

Library, 417 N 1st Street, Immokalee, Florida, and FDOT Southwest Area Office – District One, 

2295 Victoria Avenue, Suite 292, Fort Myers, Florida. 

 

As attendees entered the hearing, they were asked to sign in and were given comment sheets for 

offering comments.  The hearing included an open-house period with members of the study team 

available to answer questions and discuss the project “one-on-one” with attendees.  The following 

project related information was on display: 

Project Location Map 

Proposed Corridor Access Management Plan 

Title VI Board 

Contact Address 

 

Randy Cimini began the formal portion of the hearing at 7:00 p.m.  A power point presentation 

was presented by Randy Cimini.  Following the power point presentation, a short break was given 

and the hearing was reconvened for the public testimony period.  Seven citizens gave oral 

statements during the public testimony period.  Almost all of them wanted SR 82 to be widened in 
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the near future and expressed concern on the traffic and in particular truck traffic.  Sixteen written 

comment forms/emails were received at the Hearing and during the 10-day comment period 

following the Hearing.  Appendix B includes the Public Hearing Transcript along with the 

responses and comments. 

RECOMMENDED ACCESS MANAGEMENT 
 

Based on comments received from the first public hearing held on the CAMP on September 21, 

2006 and based on discussions with staff from Lee, Hendry, and Collier Counties to make the SR 

82 corridor more restrictive, the proposed access classification of 3 presented at the September 

public hearing is proposed to be changed to 2 along SR 82 from Wallace Avenue in Lee County 

through Hendry County to SR 29 in Collier County.  The proposed access class 2 is the same as 

access class 3 with the exception of limiting the driveway connections spacing to 1320’ compared 

to 660’ under access class 3.  Access Class 2 relates to roadways with existing or planned service 

roads so that driveway spacing would be restricted to 1320’ and access to properties would be 

from the existing or planned service road. 

 

Rule 14-97 of the State Highway System Access Management Classification System and 

Standards, describes Access Classes 3 and 2 as follows: 

 
Access Class 2: 

“These are highly controlled access facilities distinguished by the ability to serve high speed 

and high volume traffic over long distance in a safe and efficient manner.  These highways are 

distinguished by a system of existing or planned service roads.  This access class is 

distinguished by a highly controlled limited number of connections, median openings, and 

infrequent traffic signals.  Segments of the State Highway System having this classification 

usually have the access restrictions supported by local ordinances and agreements with the 

Department.” 

 

 

Access Class 3: 
“These facilities are controlled access highways where direct access to abutting land will be 

controlled to maximize the operation of the through traffic movement.  This class will be used 

where existing land use and roadway sections have not completely built out to the maximum 

land use or roadway capacity or where the probability of significant land use change in the near 

future is high.  These highways will be distinguished by existing or planned restrictive medians 

and maximum distance between traffic signals and driveway connections.  Local land use 

planning, zoning, and subdivision regulations should be such to support the restrictive spacings 

of this designation.” 

 
As shown in Table 1, Access Classes 2 and 3 require a minimum connection spacing of 1320 and 

660 feet for speed greater than 45 mph, respectively.  Also, access Classes 2 and 3 require a 

minimum connection spacing of 660 and 440 feet for speed less than 45 mph, respectively.  For 

both access classes 2 and 3, the minimum spacing for a directional and full median opening 

should be 0.25 miles (1,320 feet) and 0.50 miles (2.640 feet), respectively.  Also, for both access 

classes 2 and 3, the minimum signal spacing should be 0.5 mile (2.640 feet).   

 

Based on coordination with FDOT, Lee, Hendry and Collier County staff, based on the information 

on future developments along the corridor, and based on the comments received during the first 

Public Hearing held on September 21, 2006, the proposed access management plan for SR 82 

was prepared.  The proposed access management plan for SR 82 is summarized in Table 3 and 

Figures 2-1 through 2-45.  The proposed access management plan is described in detail by 

individual median opening below. 

 

Median Opening # 1 – I-75 NB Ramps:  This median opening will remain signalized.  This 

signalized median opening would fail to meet access class 3 spacing criteria in the westbound 

direction. 

 

Median Opening # 2 – Teter Road:  To protect the influence area of the interchange the full 

median opening is proposed to be converted to an eastbound/westbound directional median  



Roadway 
Classification

Miles Feet Openings Drwy. Connection Signal Type Dir
No

1 12-070000 Urban 4.478 I-75 NB Ramps Signal ---
0.220 1,159 6LD III No YES

2 12-070000 Urban 4.698 Teter Road Directional EB/WB
0.389 2,056 6LD III YES YES

3 12-070000 Urban 5.087 Forum Blvd Full ---
0.328 1,732 6LD III YES YES

4 12-070000 Urban 5.415 No Name Directional EB/WB
0.250 1,318 6LD III YES

5 12-070000 Urban 5.665 Lighthard Knott Lane/Proposed Hanson St Full ---
0.365 1,927 6LD III YES

12-070000 Urban 6.030 Buckingham Rd 1 Rt In/Rt Out ---
0.494 2,609 6LD III No YES

6 12-070000 Urban 6.159 Buckingham Rd 2 Full ---
0.720 3,800 6LD III No YES YES

7 12-070000 Urban 6.879 Colonial Blvd Signal ---
0.267 1,410 6LD III No YES

8 12-070000 Urban 7.146 Publix Full ---
0.182 961 6LD III No YES

9 12-070000 Urban 7.328 Sherwood Residential Access Directional EB
0.293 1,547 6LD III No YES

10 12-070000 Urban 7.621 Landfill Road Full
0.073 385 6LD II NA

12-070000 Urban 7.694 Wallace Ave Close ---
0.287 1,515 6LD II No YES

11 12-070000 Urban 7.908 Gateway Blvd Full ---
0.481 2,540 6LD II YES YES

12 12-070000 Urban 8.389 Owen Avenue Directional EB
0.179 945 6LD II No

12-070000 Urban 8.568 Lee Memorial pk 1 Rt In/Rt Out ---
0.342 1,806 6LD II YES YES

13 12-070000 Rural 8.731 Lee Memorial pk 2 Full ---
0.215 1,135 6LD II No

12-070000 Rural 8.946 Gateway Rt In/Rt Out ---
0.596 3,147 6LD II YES YES

14 12-070000 Rural 9.327 Griffin Dr/Ray Ave Full ---
0.701 3,701 6LD II YES YES

15 12-070000 Rural 10.028 Gregory Ave Directional EB/WB
0.388 2,049 6LD II YES YES

16 12-070000 Rural 10.416 Haviland Ave Full
0.819 4,324 6LD II No YES NO

17 12-070000 Rural 11.235 Gunnery Road Signal ---
0.398 2,101 6LD II No YES

18 12-070000 Rural 11.633 Shawnee Rd Full ---
0.379 2,001 6LD II YES YES

19 12-070000 Rural 12.012 No Name Directional EB/WB
0.260 1,373 6LD II No YES

20 12-070000 Rural 12.272 40th Street Full ---
0.233 1,230 6LD II No YES

21 12-070000 Rural 12.505 Rod Gun Club Road Directional WB
0.196 1,035 6LD II No YES

22 12-070000 Rural 12.701 OLD SR 82 Directional EB/WB
0.622 3,284 6LD II YES YES

23 12-070000 Rural 13.323 No Name Directional EB/WB
0.250 1,320 6LD II YES YES

24 12-070000 Rural 13.573 Sunshine Blvd Full ---
0.067 354 6LD II NA

12-070000 Rural 13.640 Green Meadows Rd Close ---
0.582 3,073 6LD II YES YES

25 12-070000 Rural 14.155 No Name Full ---
0.554 2,925 6LD II No YES

26 12-070000 Rural 14.709 Alabama Road Full ---
0.340 1,795 6LD II No YES

27 12-070000 Rural 15.049 Blackstone Rd/
Grant Blvd Full ---

0.325 1,716 6LD II No YES
28 12-070000 Rural 15.374 Rue Labeau Cir Full

0.436 2,300 6LD II No YES
29 12-070000 Rural 15.810 Royal Palm Full ---

0.254 1,343 6LD II No YES
30 12-070000 Rural 16.064 Kalamar Dr Directional EB

0.165 871 6LD II No YES

31 12-070000 Rural 16.229 Parkdale Blvd/
Blackstone Drive Full ---

0.123 649 6LD II No
12-070000 Rural 16.352 Harcourt Ave Rt In/Rt Out --

0.291 1,539 6LD II YES YES
31A 12-070000 Rural 16.521 Blackstone Commerce Park Directional EB/WB

0.258 1,360 6LD II YES YES
32 12-070000 Rural 16.778 Jaguar Blvd Full ---

Roadway
Section

Table 3
SR 82 Proposed Access Management Evaluation Summary

Mile PostArea
TypeMedian  Id Meets Access Criteria

Distance Between
Openings

Proposed Conditions

Fails to meet Access Class III in the EB direction

Street NotesMedian Classification
No. of
Lanes

Fails to meet Access Class III in the WB direction

Access to Forum DRI

---

to meet access class III in the WB direction

---
---

Fails to meet Access Class III in the EB direction

Fails to meet Access Class III in the WB direction

Fails to meet Access Class III in both the directions

Fails to meet Access Class III in the EB direction

Fails to meet Access Class III in the WB direction

Realign with Gateway Blvd

Fails to meet Access Class II in the EB direction

---

---

---

---

---

Fails to meet Access Class II in the WB direction

---

---

Fails to meet Access Class II in the EB direction

Proposed Access point for SR 82 Properties

Fails to meet Access Class II in the WB direction

Fails to meet Access Class II in the both directions

Fails to meet Access Class II in the EB direction

Proposed Access point for SR 82 Properties and Green Meadows PD

Fails to meet Access Class II in the WB direction

Proposed Access point for SR 82 Properties and Green Meadows PD

---

Relocate to align with Sunshine Blvd

Fails to meet Access Class II in both directions

Access to Savanna Lakes and fails to meet Access Class III in both directions

Fails to meet Access Class II in the EB direction

Fails to meet Access Class II in the WB direction

---

Fails to meet Access Class II in the EB direction

---

Proposed Access point for Blackstone Commerce Park

Page 1 of 2



Roadway 
Classification

Miles Feet Openings Drwy. Connection Signal Type Dir

Roadway
Section

Table 3
SR 82 Proposed Access Management Evaluation Summary

Mile PostArea
TypeMedian  Id Meets Access Criteria

Distance Between
Openings

Proposed Conditions

Street NotesMedian Classification
No. of
Lanes

0.157 829 6LD II No
12-070000 Rural 16.935 Hedgewood Street Rt In/Rt Out ---

0.161 850 6LD II NA
12-070000 Rural 17.096 Unnamed Close ---

0.373 1,969 6LD II YES YES
33 12-070000 Rural 17.151 Sparta Ave Directional EB/WB

0.393 2,075 6LD II YES YES
34 12-070000 Rural 17.544 Nemitz Blvd Directional EB

0.367 1,938 6LD II YES YES
35 12-070000 Rural 17.911 Homestead Rd Full ---

0.313 1,653 6LD II YES YES
36 12-070000 Rural 18.224 Troyer Bros Directional EB/WB

0.020 106 6LD II NA
12-070000 Rural 18.244 Sakata Road Close ---

0.060 317 6LD II No
12-070000 Rural 18.304 Lydia Street Rt In/Rt Out ---

0.725 3,828 6LD II YES YES
37 12-070000 Rural 18.949 Bell Blvd Full ---

0.602 3,179 6LD II YES YES
38 12-070000 Rural 19.551 No Name Full

0.506 2,672 6LD II YES YES
39 12-070000 Rural 20.057 Eisenhower Blvd Full ---

0.510 2,693 6LD II YES YES
40 12-070000 Rural 20.567 Wildcat Dr Directional EB/WB

0.076 401 6LD II No
12-070000 Rural 20.643 Genoa Ave Rt In/Rt Out ---

0.466 2,460 6LD II YES YES
41 12-070000 Rural 21.033 Columbus Blvd Full ---

0.510 2,693 6LD II YES YES
42 12-070000 Rural 21.543 Naples Ave Full ---

0.352 1,859 6LD II YES YES
43 07-020000 Rural 21.895 No Name Directional EB/WB

0.480 2,534 6LD II YES YES
43A 07-020000 Rural 22.375 Tri County Mining Full ---

0.250 1,321 6LD II YES YES
44 07-020000 Rural 22.625 No Name Directional EB/WB

0.269 1,420 6LD II YES YES
44A 07-020000 Rural 22.894 Gardinier Property Full ---

0.780 4,119 6LD II YES YES
45 03-050000 Rural 23.674 South Church Street Full ---

0.299 1,579 6LD II YES YES
46 03-050000 Rural 23.973 No Name Directional EB/WB

0.548 2,893 6LD II YES YES
47 03-050000 Rural 24.521 CR 850 Full ---

0.603 3,184 6LD II YES YES
48 03-050000 Rural 25.124 No Name Full ---

0.582 3,073 6LD II YES YES
49 03-050000 Rural 25.706 No Name Directional EB/WB

0.602 3,179 6LD II YES YES
50 03-050000 Rural 26.308 No Name Directional EB/WB

0.437 2,307 6LD II YES YES
51 03-050000 Rural 26.745 No Name Full ---

0.557 2,941 6LD II YES YES
52 03-050000 Rural 27.302 No Name Full ---

0.519 2,740 6LD II No YES
53 03-050000 Rural 27.821 Lamm Road Full ---

0.473 2,500 6LD II No YES
54 03-050000 Rural 28.294 No Name Full ---

0.253 1,334 6LD II YES YES
55 03-050000 Rural 28.547 No Name Directional EB/WB

0.284 1,500 6LD II YES YES
56 03-050000 Rural 28.831 Edward Grove Road Full ---

0.359 1,896 6LD II YES YES
57 03-050000 Rural 29.190 No Name Directional EB/WB

0.349 1,841 6LD II YES YES
58 03-050000 Rural 29.539 No Name Directional EB/WB

0.345 1,824 6LD II YES YES YES

59 03-050000 Rural 29.884 SR 29 Signal

---

Relocate to align with Sparta Rd

---

---

---

Consolidate the two Driveways at Troyers Brothers Road 

---

& Sakata Road into a single Driveway

---

---

---

---

---

---

---

---

---

Proposed Access point for Tri County Mining

Proposed Access point for Gardinier Property

---

---

---

---

---

---

---

---

---

---

---

---

---

Fails to meet Access Class II in the WB direction

Relocate to align with the roadway & Fails to meet 
Access Class II in the EB direction
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opening.  This dual directional median opening would fail to meet access class 3 spacing criteria 

in the eastbound direction. 

 

Median Opening # 3 – Forum Boulevard:  A full median is proposed at this location and will 

serve as an access point for The Forum DRI.  This full median opening would meet access class 3 

spacing criteria in both directions. 

 

Median Opening # 4 – No name:  An eastbound/westbound dual directional median opening is 

proposed at this location.  This dual directional median opening would meet access class 3 

spacing criteria in both directions. 

 

Median Opening # 5 – Lightard Knott Lane/Proposed Hanson Street: Based on discussions 

with City of Fort Myers, the proposed alignment of Hanson Street would form the fourth leg of the 

intersection.  A full median is proposed at this location.  This full median opening would not meet 

access class 3 spacing criteria in the westbound direction. 

 

Driveway Connection – Buckingham Road 1: A right in/right out only is proposed at this 

location.  This connection would meet the access class 3 spacing criteria. 

 

Median Opening # 6 – Buckingham Road 2: A full median is proposed at this location.  This full 

median opening would not meet access class 3 spacing criteria in the eastbound direction. 

 

Median Opening # 7 –Colonial Boulevard/Lee Boulevard: This full median opening will remain 

signalized.  This signalized median opening would not meet access class 3 spacing criteria in the 

westbound direction. 

 

Median Opening # 8 – Publix: A full median opening is proposed at this location.  This full 

median opening would not meet access class 3 spacing criteria in both the directions. 

 

Median Opening # 9 – Sherwood Residential Access: An eastbound directional median is 

proposed at this location to serve Sherwood development.  This eastbound directional median 

opening would not meet access class 3 spacing criteria in the eastbound direction. 

 

Median Opening # 10 – Landfill Road: Considering the truck traffic, a full median is proposed at 

this location.  This full median opening would not meet access class 3 spacing criteria in the 

westbound direction. 

 
Driveway Connection – Wallace Avenue: Closing of Wallace Avenue and realigning with 

Gateway Boulevard is recommended. This connection would not meet the access class 3 spacing 

criteria. 

 
Median Opening # 11 – Gateway Boulevard: A full median is proposed at this location.  This 

median opening would provide access to Stoneybrook at Gateway development and Gateway 

DRI.  This full median opening would not meet access class 2 spacing criteria in the eastbound 

direction. 

 

Median Opening # 12 – Owen Avenue: An eastbound directional median is proposed at this 

location.  This directional median opening would meet access class 2 spacing criteria in both 

directions. 

 

Driveway Connection – Lee Memorial Park 1: A right in/right out only is proposed at this 

location.  This connection would not meet access class 2 spacing criteria. 

 
Median Opening # 13 – Lee Memorial Park 2: A full median is proposed at this location.  This 

full median opening would meet access class 2 spacing criteria in both directions. 

 
Driveway Connection – Gateway: A right in/right out only is proposed at this location.  This 

connection would not meet access class 2 spacing criteria. 
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Median Opening # 14 – Griffin Drive/Ray Avenue: A full median opening is proposed at this 

location.  This median opening would serve Gateway DRI.  This full median opening would meet 

access class 2 spacing criteria in both directions. 

 

Median Opening # 15 – Gregory Avenue: An eastbound/westbound dual directional median 

opening is proposed at this location.  This dual directional median opening would meet access 

class 2 spacing criteria in both directions. 

 
Median Opening # 16 – Haviland Avenue: A full median opening is proposed at this location.  

This full median opening would meet access class 2 spacing criteria in both directions. 

 

Median Opening # 17 – Gunnery Road/Daniels Parkway: This full median opening will remain 

signalized.  This signalized median opening would not meet access class 2 spacing criteria in the 

westbound direction. 

 

Median Opening # 18 – Shawnee Road: A full median opening is proposed at this location.  This 

full median opening would not meet access class 2 spacing criteria in the eastbound direction. 

 
Median Opening # 19 – No Name: An eastbound/westbound dual directional median opening is 

proposed at this location to provide access to SR 82 Properties.  This dual directional median 

opening would meet access class 2 spacing criteria in both directions. 

 

Median Opening # 20 – 40th Street Southwest: A full median opening is proposed at this 

location.  This full median opening would not meet access class 2 spacing criteria in the 

westbound direction. 

 

Median Opening # 21 – Rod Gun Club Road: A westbound directional median opening is 

proposed at this location.  This westbound directional median opening would not meet access 

class 2 spacing criteria in both directions. 

 

Median Opening # 22 – Old SR 82: An eastbound/westbound dual directional median opening is 

proposed at this location to provide access to SR 82 properties.  This dual directional median 

opening would not meet access class 2 spacing criteria in the eastbound direction. 

 
Median Opening # 23 – No Name: An eastbound/westbound dual directional median opening is 

proposed at this location to provide access to SR 82 Properties and Green Meadows planned 

development.  This dual directional median opening would meet access class 2 spacing criteria in 

both directions. 

Median Opening # 24 – Sunshine Boulevard: A full median opening is proposed at this location.  

This full median opening would meet access class 2 spacing criteria in both directions. 

 

Driveway Connection – Green Meadows Road: Closing of Green Meadows Road and 

realigning with Sunshine Boulevard is recommended.  The spacing between Sunshine Boulevard 

and Green Meadows Road would not meet access class 2 spacing criteria. 

 
Median Opening # 25 – No Name: A full median opening is proposed at this location to provide 

access to SR 82 Properties and Green Meadows planned development.  This full median opening 

would meet access class 2 spacing criteria in both directions. 

 

Median Opening # 26 – Alabama Road: A full median opening is proposed at this location.  This 

full median opening would not meet access class 2 spacing criteria in the westbound direction. 

 

Median Opening # 27 – Blackstone Road/Grant Boulevard: A full median opening is proposed 

at this location.  This full median opening would not meet access class 2 spacing criteria in both 

directions. 
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Median Opening # 28 – Rue Labeau Circle: A full median opening is proposed at this location to 

provide access to Savanna Lakes development.  This full median opening would not meet access 

class 2 spacing criteria in both directions. 

 
Median Opening # 29 – Golden Palms Motor Coach Estates: A full median opening is 

proposed at this location to provide access to the Golden Palms Motor Coach Estates.  This full 

directional median opening would not meet access class 2 spacing criteria in the eastbound 

direction. 

 

Median Opening # 30 – Kalamar Drive: An eastbound directional median opening is proposed at 

this location.  This directional median opening would not meet access class 2 spacing criteria in 

the westbound direction. 

 
Median Opening # 31 – Blackstone Drive/Parkdale Boulevard: A full median opening is 

proposed at this location to provide access to SR 82 Properties.  This full median opening would 

not meet access class 2 spacing criteria in the eastbound direction. 

 

Driveway Connection – Harcourt Avenue: A right in/right out only is proposed at this location.  

This connection would not meet the access class 2 spacing criteria. 

 
Median Opening # 31A – Blackstone Corporate Park: An eastbound/westbound dual 

directional opening is proposed at this location to provide access to Blackstone Corporate Park.  

This dual directional median opening would meet access class 2 spacing criteria in both the 

directions. 

 

Median Opening # 32 – Jaguar Boulevard: A full median opening is proposed at this location.  

This full median opening would meet access class 2 spacing criteria in both directions. 

 

Driveway Connection – Hedgewood Street: A right in/right out only is proposed at this location.  

This connection would not meet the access class 2 spacing criteria. 

 

Driveway Connection – No Name: Closing of No Name Street and realigning with Sparta 

Avenue is recommended.  The spacing between the No Name Street and Sparta Avenue would 

not meet access class 2 spacing criteria. 

 

Median Opening # 33 – Sparta Avenue: An eastbound/westbound dual directional median 

opening is proposed at this location.  This dual directional median opening would meet access 

class 2 spacing criteria in both directions. 

Median Opening # 34 – Nimitz Boulevard: An eastbound directional median opening is 

proposed at this location.  This eastbound directional median opening would meet access class 2 

spacing criteria in both directions. 

 

Median Opening # 35 – Homestead Road: A full median opening is proposed at this location.  

This full median opening would meet access class 2 spacing criteria in both directions. 

 

Median Opening # 36 – Troyer Brothers Road: An eastbound/westbound dual directional 

median opening is proposed at this location.  This dual directional median opening would meet 

access class 2 spacing criteria in both directions. 

 

Driveway Connection – Sakata Road: Closing of Sakata Road and consolidating the driveway at 

Sakata Road with Troyer Brothers Road is recommended.  This connection would not meet the 

access class 2 spacing criteria. 

 

Driveway Connection – Lydia Street: A right in/right out only is proposed at this location.  This 

connection would not meet the access class 2 spacing criteria. 
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Median Opening # 37 – Bell Boulevard: A full median opening is proposed at this location.  This 

median opening will also serve Sun State Excavation planned development.  This full median 

opening would meet access class 2 spacing criteria in both directions. 

 

Median Opening # 38 – No Name: A full median opening is proposed at this location considering 

the large agricultural area this median opening would provide access to the large trucks that would 

be using this access.  This full median opening would meet access class 2 spacing criteria in both 

directions. 

 

Median Opening # 39 – Eisenhower Boulevard: A full median opening is proposed at this 

location.  This full median opening would meet access class 2 spacing criteria in both directions. 

 
Median Opening # 40 – Wildcat Drive: An eastbound/westbound dual directional median 

opening is proposed at this location.  This dual directional median opening would meet access 

class 2 spacing criteria in both directions. 

 

Driveway Connection – Genoe Avenue: A right in/right out only is proposed at this location.  

This connection would not meet the access class 2 spacing criteria. 

 
Median Opening # 41 – Columbus Boulevard: A full median opening is proposed at this 

location.  This full median opening would meet access class 2 spacing criteria in both directions. 

 
Median Opening # 42 – Naples Avenue: A full median opening is proposed at this location.  This 

full median opening would meet access class 2 spacing criteria in both directions. 

 

Median Opening # 43 – No Name: An eastbound/westbound dual directional median opening is 

proposed at this location.  This dual directional median opening would meet access class 2 

spacing criteria in both directions. 

 

Median Opening # 43A – Tri County Mining: A full median opening is proposed at this location.  

This full median opening would meet access class 2 spacing criteria in both directions. 

 
Median Opening # 44 – No Name: An eastbound/westbound dual directional median opening is 

proposed at this location.  This dual directional median opening would meet access class 2 

spacing criteria in both directions. 

 
Median Opening # 44A – Gardinier Property: A full median opening is proposed at this location.  

This full median opening would meet access class 2 spacing criteria in both directions. 

 
Median Opening # 45 – South Church Road: A full median opening is proposed at this location.  

This full median opening would meet access class 2 spacing criteria in both directions. 

 

Median Opening # 46 – No Name: An eastbound/westbound dual directional median opening is 

proposed at this location.  This dual directional median opening would meet access class 2 

spacing criteria in both directions. 

 
Median Opening # 47 – CR 850: A full median opening is proposed at this location.  This full 

median opening would meet access class 2 spacing criteria in both directions. 

 
Median Opening # 48 – No Name: A full median opening is proposed at this location.  This full 

median opening would meet access class 2 spacing criteria in both directions. 

 

Median Opening # 49 – No Name: An eastbound/westbound dual directional median opening is 

proposed at this location.  This dual directional median opening would meet access class 2 

spacing criteria in both directions. 
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Median Opening # 50 – No Name: An eastbound/westbound dual directional median opening is 

proposed at this location.  This dual directional median opening would meet access class 2 

spacing criteria in both directions. 

 

Median Opening # 51 – No Name: A full median opening is proposed at this location.  This full 

median opening would meet access class 2 spacing criteria in both directions. 

 

Median Opening # 52 – No Name: A full median opening is proposed at this location.  This full 

median opening would meet access class 2 spacing criteria in both directions. 

 

Median Opening # 53 – Lamm Road: A full median opening is proposed at this location.  This full 

median opening would not meet access class 2 spacing criteria in the westbound direction. 

 

Median Opening # 54 – No Name: A full median opening is proposed at this location.  This full 

median opening would not meet access class 2 spacing criteria in the eastbound direction. 

 

Median Opening # 55 – No Name: An eastbound/westbound dual directional median opening is 

proposed at this location.  This dual directional median opening would meet access class 2 

spacing criteria in both directions. 

 

Median Opening # 56 – Edward Grove Road: A full median opening is proposed at this location.  

This full median opening would meet access class 2 spacing criteria in both directions. 

 
Median Opening # 57 – No Name: An eastbound/westbound dual directional median opening is 

proposed at this location.  This dual directional median opening would meet access class 2 

spacing criteria in both directions. 

 

Median Opening # 58 – No Name: An eastbound/westbound dual directional median opening is 

proposed at this location.  This dual directional median opening would meet access class 2 

spacing criteria in both directions. 

 

Median Opening # 59 – SR 29: This full median opening will remain signalized.  This signalized 

median opening would meet access class 2 spacing criteria. 


















































