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Many Managed Lanes (ML) projects involve converting High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) lanes to High Occupancy Vehicle Toll (HOT) lanes  |¢ Types of Signage for ML — Lane Status, Toll Amount, Vehicle Eligibility and
and such projects are usually broken into multiple segments and deployed in multiple phases. This presentation describes the challenges | Toll Violation

experienced by FDOT District 4 on the |-95 Express Lane Phase 3 project for Interim versus ultimate Tolling, Signing and ITS design » Standard Sequence of Signage for ML — Ingress and Egress (see exhibit)
aspects and provides lessons learned for such program. The exhibit below corresponds to a 30-mile portion of 95 Express, implemented |¢ Segment vs. Corridor wide Signing design to maintain consistency and

|; * Tolling strategy must be coordinated among multiple operation agencies

* Cross-discipline design (Signing, ITS, Roadway, lighting, toll, Drainage ,
utility, noise, landscaping, etc.) corridor master plan to avoid conflicts

* Partial opening design while adjacent segment is under construction
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in three phases (3A, 3B, and 3C) minimize cost
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