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Summary of Project

• BRT assessment
• Part of broader transit study
• Four major corridors

– I-75, US 301, US 41
– Fletcher, Fowler, Busch
– Dale Mabry, Veterans, Himes
– Selmon, SR 60, S. Brandon



Defining Alternatives

• Preliminary analysis
– Densities
– Transit orientation
– Major activity centers
– Density threshold assessment
– Transit orientation index

• Team work session
• Brainstorming sessions



Recommended 
Alternatives 

for Evaluation

• 3 alternatives for 
each corridor

• Network 
connectivity
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Next Steps…

• Corridor evaluation (May/June )
• Review meeting (July )
• Final Report (August)


