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1. INTRODUCTION 

To improve the safety, connectivity, and mobilit y on Nevada 

state roads, the Nevada Department of Transportation (NDOT) 

initiated the Safety Management Plan (SMP) program to conduct 

safety-focused corridor stud ies aimed at all road users in 

collaboration with stakeholders and the public.  The SMP process 

develops a list of short- to long -term transportation safety 

improvement projects that incorporate a review of relevant 

studies, stakeholder and public input, capacity and crash 

analyses, access management, and other impacts on all road 

users. The SMP process is consistent with the Nevada Strategic 

Highway Safety Planõs (SHSP) goals of reducing the number of 

fatalities and serious injuries on Nevadaõs roadways.  

1.1. Background  

The NDOT Traffic Safety Engineering Division initiated an SMP for the three-mile portion of  

Flamingo Road (State Route [SR] 592) from Paradise Road to Pecos Road. The Flamingo Road 

(SR 592) corridor is located within Clark 

County, Nevada, as shown in Figure  1. 

Typical characteristics of the project 

corridor include: 

Á Three general travel lanes in each 

direction 

Á One shared bus/b icycle lane in 

each direction 

Á Variable-width raised median with 

left turn lanes at major 

intersections and intermittent left 

turn lanes between major 

intersections 

Á Posted speed limit of 45 miles per 

hour (mph) 

The typical cross-section of the SMP corridor is shown in Figure 2. 

  

Nevada SHSP (2021 ð 2025) 

Flamingo Road (SR 592) SMP corridor looking west shows 

a wide cross section uninviting for walking and biking.  
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Figure  1 ð Study Area Map  

 

Figure  2 ð Existing Typical Cross -Section  

1.2. Purpose 

NDOTõs Traffic Safety Engineering Division selected the Flamingo Road (SR 592) corridor  as a high 

crash corridor to identify safety improvements which reduce fatalities and serious injuries of all 

road users. SMPs use an interdisciplinary approach to incorporate safety data relating to crashes, 

accessibility, engineering, and public input to improve a roadway's overall safety, mobility, and 

connectivity. SMPs aim to increase safety through road improvements and geometric changes. 

This document summarizes all aspects of the SMP, including existing conditions, public 
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engagement, alternative corridor designs, short- and mid-term safety improvements, and the 

benefit-cost for the recommendations  as NDOT seeks to improve safety for all road users along 

the corridor. 

1.3. Safe System Approach  

This SMP integrates the principles and 

elements of FHWAõs Safe System Approach. 

The Safe System Approach operates based 

on six principles:  

Á Fatalities and serious injuries are 

unacceptable 

Á Humans make mistakes  

Á Humans are vulnerable  

Á Responsibility is shared  

Á Safety is proactive 

Á Redundancy is crucial 

The recommendations for Flamingo Road 

consider these principles, as well as the five 

elements: Safe Road Users, Safe Vehicles, 

Safe Speeds, Safe Roads, and Post Crash 

Care. 

1.4. SMP Overview  

The SMP process, shown in Figure 3, began with documenting the corridorõs existing conditions 

which included an evaluation of the safety issues, a review of previously performed studies and 

future plans, and traffic operations. Based on the finding s, alternatives that improve safety and 

mobility for all road users were developed. The alternatives were shared with the public for input . 

Alternatives were then refined based on public input. This report summarizes the analysis findings 

and recommendations for the SMP corridor.  

 

Figure  3 ð SMP Process 

Existing 
Conditions

Alternative 
Development 

Public 
Meeting

Alternative 
Refinement

Final Report

Source: Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), The 

Safe System Approach Principles, 
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2. POLICIES, PLANS, AND STUDIES 

Known policies, plans, and studies related to the SMP 

corridor  were reviewed to identify recommendations that 

could be integrated into  this SMP. Documents reviewed 

include policies, plans, and studies from the Regional 

Transportation Commission of Southern Nevada (RTC), 

Clark County, and NDOT and are included in Table 1. 

Recommendations generally included complete street 

design and future improved  transit connectivity  and 

capacity. Key takeaways and recommendations from the 

policies, plans, and studies reviewed are included in 

Appendix  A.  

 

 

 

Table 1 ð Policies, Plans, and Studies  

Name of Study (Year)  Agency  

Flamingo Road Corridor Study (2008) RTC 

Policy for Complete Streets (2012) RTC 

Regional Rapid Transit Authority Final Report (2012) RTC 

Complete Streets Design Guidelines for Livable Communities (2013) RTC 

Regional Bicycle Network Gap Analysis (2014) RTC 

Southern Nevada Strong Regional Plan (2015) RTC 

Regional Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan for Southern Nevada (2017) RTC 

On Board Mobility Plan: Final Report (2020) RTC 

Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) for Southern Nevada (Access 2050) (2021-2050) RTC 

Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) (2021 ð 2024) RTC 

Transform Clark County Master Plan (2021) Clark County 

Southern Nevada Regional Walkability Plan (2022) RTC 

Nevada SHSP (2021 ð 2025) NDOT 

Statewide Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) (2020 ð 2025) NDOT 

Access Management System and Standards (2017) NDOT 

Maryland Parkway Redevelopment Plan (2023) RTC 

Flamingo Road (SR 592) Corridor Study 

and On-Board Mobility Plan (RTC)  
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3. LAND USE ANALYSIS 

This section summarizes the existing and proposed land use analysis for the areas surrounding 

the SMP corridor from Paradise Road to Pecos Road.  

3.1. Existing Land Uses  and Trip Generators  

The existing land uses along the SMP corridor consist of single family and multi -family residential, 

commercial, office, restaurant, retail, and public use, which include several schools, medical and 

hospital uses, the Clark County Library, a Clark County Fire Department station, and University of 

Nevada, Las Vegas (UNLV), as shown in Figure  4. Figures and maps detailing existing land uses 

along the Flamingo Road corridor  are presented in Appendix B.  

 

Figure  4 ð SMP Corridor Land Uses  

3.1.1. Roadway Environment Classification  

The existing land uses along the SMP corridor are consistent with Roadway Environment 4 (RE4), 

roadway environment classifications identified in the NDOT Speed Management Action Plan 

(Speed Management Action Plan). The Roadway Environment classification describes the 

surrounding land use characteristics of roadways and intended uses of the roadway (classification 

criteria located in Appendix  C). RE4 consists of mixed land uses on a well-connected roadway 

network. The roadway network typically connects residential neighborhoods immediately along 

the corridor or behind other land uses fronting the roadway 1. The Speed Management Action Plan 

provides insight into Nevadaõs speeding-related safety problems and speed management issues, 

with identified engineering, enforcement, and educational solutions and countermeasures, which 

were considered in the development of the SMP recommendations.  

 
1NDOT, (2022). Speed management action plan. 

<https://www.dot.nv.gov/home/showpublisheddocument/21020/638064569575470000> 
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3.1.2. Trip Generators  

A review of land use attractors expected to generate traffic volumes for pedestrian, bicycle, and 

vehicular traffic was conducted along the SMP corridor. Trip generators include: 

Healthcare Facilities  

Á Pima Medical Institute 

Á Desert Springs Hospital 

Á Kindred Hospital Las Vegas ð Flamingo 

Á Child Support Center of Southern 

Nevada 

Á Other healthcare facilities 

Hotel /  Casinos 

Silver Sevens Hotel and Casino 
 

Commercial  Shopping Centers and 

Offices  

Á Maryland Crossing 

Á Mission Center 

Á Goldõs Plaza 

Á Paradise Marketplace 

Á General Office Spaces 

Other Public and Private Facilities  

Á Clark County Library 

Á Clark County School District Office 

Á National Atomic Testing Museum 

Á St. Viator Catholic Church 

3.1.3. Schools 

One university (UNLV), five elementary, four middle, and five high schools are zoned near the 

Flamingo Road (SR 592) SMP corridor. The breakdown of schools is further summarized in 

Table 2. The school locations and attendance boundaries (2022-2023 School Year) are shown in 

Figure  5. 
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Table 2 ð Schools Along Flaming o Road (SR 592) SMP corridor  

 

 

ID School 
Elementary 

School 

Middle  

School 
High  School  University  Charter  

1 
Thomas Elementary 

School 
X     

2 
Paradise Elementary 

School 
X     

3 
Lewis E. Rowe 

Elementary School 
X     

4 
George E. Harris 

Elementary School 
X     

5 
Helen J. Stewart 

School 
X X X   

6 
Williams E. Orr 

Middle School 
 X    

7 
C. W. Woodbury 

Middle School 
 X    

8 Valley High School   X  X 

9 
Chaparral High 

School 
  X   

10 Del Sol High School   X   

11 
Nevada Learning 

Academy 
X X X  X 

12 
University of 

Nevada, Las Vegas 
   X  
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Figure  5 ð School Location Map  
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The following section provides information for schools along the SMP corridor, how students may 

walk or bike to school, and the surrounding land uses. Nearby elementary schools have 

attendance boundaries along Flamingo Road (SR 592), which reduces the likelihood of  children 

crossing Flamingo Road (SR 592) in the north/south direction to attend school. Based on the 

attendance boundaries, some middle and high school students may cross Flamingo Road (SR 592) 

in the north/south direction to attend school. Buses are provided for students who live outside a 

two-mile radius of a school. Details on crossings are provided in each school description. 

Information about designated crosswalks for each school was obtained from the Clark County 

Suggested Routes to School Maps2. Student population estimates were obtained from the 2015 

ð 2016 school year. 

1. Thomas Elementary School  

Thomas Elementary School is located north  of Flamingo Road (SR 592) and west of Eastern Avenue 

and has a student population of approximately 792 students ranging from pre -kindergarten to 

fifth grade. Students walking to school have designated crosswalks to cross along the north side 

of Flamingo Road (SR 592) in the east/west direction at University Center Drive, Cambridge Street, 

Maryland Parkway, Algonquin Drive, Spencer Street, and Burnham Avenue. The Clark County 

Suggested Routes to School Maps do not designate a crosswalk on the north side of Flamingo 

Road (SR 592) at Palos Verdes Street, although a crosswalk is provided. Residential and 

commercial areas surround Thomas Elementary School.  

2. Paradise Elementary School  

Paradise Elementary School is located near the southwest corner of Flamingo Road (SR 592) and 

Claymont Street, within the UNLV campus near Peter Johann Soccer Field. It has a student 

population of approximately 570 students ranging from pre -kindergarten to fifth grade. Students 

who walk to school may cross streets along the south side of Flamingo Road (SR 592) across 

Tamarus Street, Escondido Street, Claymont Street, Maryland Parkway, or University Center Drive. 

Each street has designated crosswalks shown in the Clark County Suggested Routes to School 

Maps with the exception of Escondido Street. Residential areas and the UNLV campus surround 

Paradise Elementary School. 

3. Lewis E. Rowe Elementary School  

Lewis E. Rowe Elementary School is located on the southeast corner of Flamingo Road (SR 592) 

and Spencer Street near Desert Springs Hospital Medical Center. It has a student population of 

approximately 663 students ranging from pre-kindergarten to fifth  grade. Students walking to 

school have designated crosswalks on Bruce Street, Burnham Avenue, Eastern Avenue, and 

McLeod Drive along the south side of Flamingo Road (SR 592). Residential areas surround Rowe 

Elementary School.  

  

 
2https://www.clarkcountynv.gov/government/departments/public_works_department/suggested_routes_t

o_school_maps.php  

https://www.clarkcountynv.gov/government/departments/public_works_department/suggested_routes_to_school_maps.php
https://www.clarkcountynv.gov/government/departments/public_works_department/suggested_routes_to_school_maps.php
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4. George E. Harris Elementary School  

George E. Harris Elementary School is located on the northeast corner of Sandhill Road and Twain 

Avenue, near I-515. It has a student population of about 661 students ranging from pre -

kindergarten to fifth grade.  Students may walk along the north side of Flamingo Road (SR 592) to 

cross Pecos Road, Peal Street, and Sandhill Road (each has a designated crossing). Students 

walking to school may also cross Flamingo Road (SR 592) in a north/south direction at Pecos Road, 

or to the east of the SMP corridor area as the attendance boundary crosses Flamingo Road (SR 

592) outside the SMP study area. Residential areas surround the elementary school. 

5. Helen J. Stewart Schoo l 

Helen J. Stewart School is a special school that exclusively serves students with disabilities. The 

school is located near Flamingo Road (SR 592) and Eastern Avenue. The school has a student 

population of approximately 137 students ranging from Pre -Kindergarten to twelfth grade. 

Students who walk to the school (either from home or RTC bus stops) may cross Flamingo Road 

(SR 592). Many students likely arrive at the school by car or CCSD bus.  

6. William E . Orr Middle School  

William E. Orr Middle School is located on the northeast corner of Katie Avenue and Algonquin 

Drive. It has a student population of approximately 931 students ranging from sixth to eighth 

grade. Students living within the Orr Middle School atten dance boundary who walk to school 

cross Flamingo Road (SR 592) at the intersections of Paradise Road, University Center Drive, 

Claymont Street, Maryland Parkway, Spencer Street, Bruce Street, and Eastern Avenue. Residential 

and commercial areas surround Orr Middle School. 

7. C. W. Woodbury Middle School  

C. W. Woodbury Middle  School is located on the southeast corner of Harmon Avenue and Sandhill 

Road. It has a student population of approximately 8 57 students ranging from sixth to eighth 

grade. Residential areas surround Woodbury Middle School. Students walking to school may cross 

Flamingo Road (SR 592) at the intersection with Pecos Road or outside the SMP corridor.  

8. Valley High  School 

Valley High School is located at the intersection of Eastern Avenue and Karen Avenue. It has a 

student population of approximately 2 ,744 students ranging from ninth to 12th grade. Students 

who walk to school may use designated crosswalks on Paradise Road, University Center Drive, 

Claymont Street, Maryland Parkway, Algonquin Drive, Spencer Street, Burnham Avenue, Eastern 

Avenue, and McLeod Drive. The areas surrounding Valley High School include residential use.  

9. Chaparral  High School  

Chaparral High School is located north  of Viking Road and east of Sandhill Road. It has a student 

population of approximately 2,335 students ranging from ninth to 12th grade. Students who walk 

to school may cross Flamingo Road (SR 592) in a north/south direction at  Pecos Road at 

designated crosswalks. The areas surrounding Chaparral High School include residential use.  

10. Del Sol High School  

Del Sol High School is located on the northeast corner of Patrick Lane and McLeod Drive. It has a 

student population of approximately 2,400 students ranging from ninth to 12th grade. As 
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Flamingo Road (SR 592) is located more than two miles from Del Sol High school, most students 

are expected to ride the bus to school. However, students who walk to school could use 

designated crosswalks along the south side of Flamingo Road (SR 592) at Maryland Parkway, 

Algonquin Drive, Spencer Street, Burnham Avenue, Eastern Avenue, and McLeod Drive. As the 

attendance boundary is along Flamingo Road (SR 592), students walking to school are not 

expected to cross Flamingo Road (SR 592) in the north/south dir ection.  

11. Nevada Learning Academy  

Nevada Learning Academy is a public charter school for junior and senior-level students located 

on the northeast corner of Flamingo Road (SR 592) and McLeod Drive. It has a student population 

of approximately 321 students ranging from first to twelfth grade. Some students who walk to 

school may cross Flamingo Road (SR 592) to reach the campus. There are two designated 

crosswalks at McLeod Drive. Residential and commercial uses surround Nevada Learning 

Academy.  

12. UNLV 

UNLV is a public research university located on the southeast corner of Flamingo Road (SR 592) 

and University Center Drive. It has a student population of approximately 31,000, including 

undergraduate and graduate students. Students who walk to the University may cross Flamingo 

Road (SR 592) to reach the campus. Crossing locations include University Center Drive, Claymont 

Street/Cambridge Street, and Maryland Parkway. Residential and commercial uses surround 

UNLV.  

3.2. Proposed Land Uses 

Proposed future land uses surrounding Flamingo Road (SR 592) are provided in the Transform 

Clark County Master Plan, adopted on November 17, 2021. The Countyõs plan shows that the SMP 

corridor  is part of the Paradise Planning Area shown in Figure  6. This planning area encompasses 

the unincorporated towns  in the heart of Las Vegas Valley and is targeted for various 

improvements from community design to transportation .. The Master Plan goals that may impact 

the future land uses along Flamingo Road (SR 592) include: 

Á Maintain a balance of neighborhoods and vibrant destinations by using transit-supported 

development, such as encouraging mixed land uses to support pedestrian and transit use.  

Á Expand multimodal connections along Flamingo Road (SR 592) by coordinating with RTC 

on the planned expansion of high -capacity transit along the SMP corridor. 

Á Renew and redevelop employment centers and commercial corridors. 
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Source: Clark County Comprehensive Master Plan (2021) 

Figure  6 ð Clark County Land Use Plan  for Flamingo Road (SR 592) 
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4. DEMOGRAPHICS 

Demographics of the study area around the SMP corridor were based on the U.S. Census Bureauõs 

American Community Survey 5-year estimate for 2017-2021.3 Key demographic details include:  

Á Resident Age: Age 14 and under 15%, 15 to 64: 68%, seniors: 17%; with median age of 36  

Á 52% White, 13% Black or African American, 11% Asian, and 5% with two or more races 

Á 35% of Hispanic ethnicity 

Á Median household income of $45,990 (shown in Figure 7) 

Á Percent of high school graduates or higher: 84.2% (shown in Figure  8) 

Á Approximately 63% of all workers drive alone (shown in Figure  9) 

Additional demographics are summarized in Figure  7 through Figure  9, including Median 

Household Income, Education Attainment , and Means of Transportation for Workers 16 or Older. 

The SMP corridor area has a relatively young population, with 68% of residents aged 15 to 64 and 

a median age of 36. Seniors make up 17% of the population, while 15% are children aged 14 and 

under. The Per Capita Income around the area of the SMP corridor  is $38,627 (versus the Las Vegas 

Metropolitan Statistical Area median income of $69,448 and Clark County median income of 

$33,461). The area's median household income suggests a high proportion of low -income 

individuals, with 13% of households earning less than $25,000 (Figure  7). More than 55% of 

households within the study area earn less than $75,000.  

 
Source: Environmental Systems Research Institute (ESRI) Business Analyst Online 

Figure  7 ð Summary of Median Household Income  

 
3 American Community Survey 2017-2021 5 Year Data, December 8, 2022. <https://data.census.gov/> 
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Fewer than one-third of all households with individuals over age 25 have attained higher 

education degrees, as shown in Figure  8. This could indicate that many UNLV students over 25 

do not live in the area.  

 
Source: ESRI Business Analyst Online; Kimley-Horn  

Figure  8 ð Educational Attainment  25 and Older  within the Study Area  

Of all workers aged 16 and over, approximately 63% drive alone, while about 13% use public 

transit, 10% carpool, 6% walk, and 1% bike to and from work daily (see Figure  9). Existing facilities 

favor automobile traffic. The low percentage of bicycle trips is likely due to the nature of the 

shared bus/bike lane in proximity to the SMP corridorõs higher speed (greater than 20 mph) 

general travel lanes. Walking trips are likely also impacted due to sidewalk obstructions, curb 
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Source: ESRI Business Analyst Online; Kimley-Horn  

Figure  9 ð Means of Transportation for Workers 16 or Older  
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5. ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE 

An environmental justice analysis completed as part of the RTCõs RTP also known as Access 2050: 

Enhancing Mobility for Southern Nevada Residents, indicates that most of the Flamingo Road 

(SR 592) SMP corridor has a composite score between 15 and 20, with some areas scoring higher 

with a score between 20 and 24, as shown in Figure  10. Higher scores indicate that  the 

communit ies along the SMP corridor are generally lower-income minority areas where the primary 

forms of transportation are walking, bicycling, and transit. The scoring methodology for the  census 

tracts along the corridor  is determined by seven equity factors: limited English proficiency, youth, 

seniors, people with disabilities, low-income, minority, and no-vehicle households. The 

environmental justice analysis methodology is included  in Appendix  D.  

 

Source: RTC Health and Equity Factors Map accessed February 13, 2023 

Figure  10 ð Composite Equity Score by Census Tract  

  

https://rtcsnv.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=7278c03d3f9a4754b7fba4d223117820
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6. EXISTING ROADWAY CONDITIONS  

Flamingo Road (SR 592) from Paradise Road to Pecos Road is a three-mile arterial segment, near 

the Las Vegas Resort Corridor and UNLV Campus, within Clark County. The street and public right -

of-way (ROW) width varies from 123 feet to 148 feet along the corridor . Along the section of the 

corridor  with 148 feet of ROW (from Bruce Street to Paradise Road), the extra ROW is currently 

being used by private property owners for parking or landscape. NDOT Property Management 

confirmed two active parking lot lease agreements between Bruce Street and Pecos Road. The 

following section presents the existing lane configurations for, key intersections, utilities, existing 

speed limit signage, and current RTC transit services. 

6.1. Key Intersections  

Based on the analysis of intersection crashes, 11 key intersections were selected for study along 

the SMP corridor, as listed in Table 3. These generally correspond with high-crash intersections, 

or those with an average of 10 or more crashes per year. All key intersections are signalized. 

Existing lane configurations, left-turn queue storage lengths and traffic control for the key 

intersections are shown in Figure  11.  

Table 3 ð Key Intersections  

Int. Number  Intersection  Control Type  

1 Flamingo Road (SR 592) and Paradise Road Signalized 

2 Flamingo Road (SR 592) and Palos Verdes Street Signalized 

3 Flamingo Road (SR 592) and University Center Drive  Signalized 

4 Flamingo Road (SR 592) and Claymont Street/Cambridge Street Signalized 

5 Flamingo Road (SR 592) and Maryland Parkway  Signalized 

6 Flamingo Road (SR 592) and Tamarus Street/Algonquin Avenue Signalized 

7 Flamingo Road (SR 592) and Spencer Street Signalized 

8 Flamingo Road (SR 592) and Burnham Avenue Signalized 

9 Flamingo Road (SR 592) and Eastern Avenue Signalized 

10 Flamingo Road (SR 592) and McLeod Drive  Signalized 

11 Flamingo Road (SR 592) and Pecos Road Signalized 

6.2. Roadway Segment Characteristics  

The Flamingo Road (SR 592) SMP corridor is an east-west corridor, with street segments consisting 

of three general travel lanes with a shared bus/bicycle lane in each direction, a variable-width 

raised median, left turn lanes at major intersections, and intermittent left turn lanes between major 

intersections. A site visit was conducted to verify existing roadway characteristics, including 

existing typical roadway cross-sections, bus stop locations, driveways, marked crosswalks, parking 
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lots, school zones, and bicycle lanes. Existing conditions shown from west to east are identified  in 

Figure  12 through  Figure  17. 
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Figure  11 ð 2023 Existing Lane Configuration and Traffic Control for Signalized  Intersections
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6.2.1. Segment 1: Flamingo Road (SR 592) from Paradise Road to Claymont Street/Cambridge Street  

Segment 1 of Flamingo Road (SR 592) from Paradise Road to Claymont Street/Cambridge Street has a 123-foot  ROW, as shown in the cross-section in Figure  12 and Figure  13. The cross-section generally includes a six- to 

seven-foot sidewalk, a shared bus/bike lane, three general travel lanes in each direction, and a raised median. RTC Transit Route 202 serves this portion of Flamingo Road (SR 592). The existing land uses for the segment 

generally include restaurants, multi-family housing, a hotel, a casino, Clark County Fire Department Station 18, and the National Atomic Testing Museum. The intersections of Flamingo Road (SR 592) and Paradise Road, Palos 

Verdes Street, University Center Drive, and Claymont Street/Cambridge Street operate under signalized control. Additionally, multiple driveways exist along the segment. 

 

Figure  12 ð 2023 Existing Conditions  and ROW: Paradise Road to East of University Center Drive  

Note: All cross sections are depicted looking east.  
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Figure  13 ð 2023 Existing Conditions  and ROW: East of University Center Drive to East of Maryland Parkway    

Note: All cross sections are depicted looking east.  
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6.2.2. Segment 2 : Flamingo Road  (SR 592) from Claymont Street/Cambridge Street  to Bruce Street  

Segment 2 of Flamingo Road (SR 592) from Claymont Street/Cambridge Street to Bruce Street consists of a 123-foot ROW, as shown in the cross-section in Figure  13 and Figure  14. The cross-section generally includes a 

five- to seven-foot sidewalk, a shared bus/bike lane, three general travel lanes in each direction, and a raised median. RTC Transit Route 202 serves this portion of Flamingo Road (SR 592). The existing land uses for the segment 

generally include multi -family housing, shopping centers, restaurants, and other commercial uses. Flamingo Road (SR 592) intersections at Maryland Parkway, Tamarus Street, and Spencer Street operate under signalized 

control. Additionally, multiple driveways exist along the segment. 

 

Figure  14 ð 2023 Existing Conditions  and ROW: East of Maryland Parkway to  East of Spencer Street   

Note: All cross sections are depicted looking east.  
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6.2.3. Segment 3: Flamingo Road (SR 592) from Bruce Street to McLeod Drive  

Segment 3 of Flamingo Road (SR 592) from Bruce Street to McLeod Drive consists of a 148-foot ROW, as shown in the cross-section in Figure  15 and Figure  16. While 145 feet of ROW exists, most of this extra ROW is being 

used by private property owners for parking and landscape. Two active parking lanes exist between NDOT and the private property owners along the portions with 148  feet of ROW. The cross-section generally includes a six- 

and seven-foot sidewalk, a shared bus/bike lane, three general travel lanes in each direction, and a raised median. RTC Transit Route 202 serves this portion of Flamingo Road (SR 592). The existing land uses for the segment 

include offices, hospitals, medical plazas, restaurants, shopping centers, multi-family residential, and a church. Flamingo Road (SR 592) intersects Burnham Avenue, Eastern Avenue, and McLeod Drive, and these intersections 

operate under signalized control within this segment. Addit ionally, multiple driveways exist along the segment. 

 

Figure  15 ð 2023 Existing Conditions  and ROW: East of Bruce Street to East of Eastern Avenue   

Note: All cross sections are depicted looking east.  




































































































































































