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Carmen Sanchez, Deputy Planning Director 

Rogelio Madan, Senior Planner                         
City of Miami Beach 

CC: Antoinette Stohl  and City Officials 

VIA EMAIL 

RE:  Comments on Casino Traffic Congestion 

__________________________________________________________ 

 The Coalition Against Causeway Chaos submits these comments in support 
of ordinances prohibiting Gambling and Casinos throughout Miami Beach. 

 There are three known and understood issues related to casinos and traffic 
on Miami Beach: 

Ø Casinos add a surge in short-term automobile traffic. 
 

Ø Traffic on Miami Beach has already become one of the most serious 
challenges to the health, safety and quality of life for residents, 
enjoyable leisure time for visitors, and success for businesses. 
 

Ø Increased traffic across the causeways between Miami and Miami 
Beach are perilously close to a tipping point which may diminish the 
future of Miami Beach and change its character. 

One doesn’t need to retain new traffic experts to envision the future. The 
City already has. Why ignore the information the City is now sitting on…. 

Ø 20 months of studies 
Ø Over $200,000 spent 
Ø Two separate experts, from out of the local area to attempt to assure 

no political interference 
Ø Two sets of conclusions, both of which show serious gridlock on 
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MacArthur Causeway, with impact on Venetian and Julia Tuttle 
causeways 

And all that work gathers dust as it sits on the shelf at City Hall. We attach 
our review of those studies. 

The simple conclusions: already planned developments put parts of the 
main link between Miami and Miami Beach into Level of Service Failure. Adding 
even more challenging traffic flows is not just inconvenient; it is dangerous. 

These studies by the City of Miami Beach examined the impact of the 
Flagstone Island Gardens mega-development on tiny Watson Island. The 
2004/2007 plan under which Flagstone is preparing to break ground – could 
increase travel times at some points by 40 minutes.  

These studies did not include either the revised Terminal Island project or a 
casino. Both projects should be denied. 

But the City Mayor and Commission have taken no action to reduce the 
harm to Miami Beach regarding Watson Island, for example, by pursuing the 
“Interjurisdictional Mediation” provisions of Florida law.  Their inaction is wrong 
and hypocritical.  

Florida law permits one jurisdiction harmed by another to enter in 
negotiations to “mitigate the damage” caused by one. The Flagstone project has 
already been demonstrated to create such a crisis for MacArthur causeway, that 
one likely solution -- two more lanes on MacArthur -- could become the Beaches 
cost alone.  

The Genting interest in a casino at the former Miami Herald site on the 
mainland at the end of the Venetian Causeway will only make traffic worse—
much worse on both sides of the Bay if they prevail.  

And of course a casino within the City of Miami Beach will prove equally 
catastrophic. 

Despite the conclusion of their own traffic studies last August, the Mayor 
and Commission have done nothing to remedy current problems by way of 
mitigating the potential damage of the Flagstone project on Watson Island.  CACC 
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does not understand why, but the citizens of Miami Beach, to protect itself, must 
ask and get answers.  

In support of these comments we have attached the following: 

• The CACC Report on the Traffic Study Conducted by the City of 
Miami Beach and what we believe to be the erroneous conclusions 
drawn by the City Manager; 
 
And…. 
 

• An extract of the report by the Greater Miami Visitors and 
Convention Bureau on the rising dissatisfaction of visitors published 
last week by the Greater Miami Visitors and Convention Bureau. 
 
In short, it concludes: that travelers cite traffic as the “least liked” 
feature of their trip.  That is more than half (54%) of all reasons given 
for dissatisfaction, up from 43% in 2014. Perhaps it’s no wonder that 
the Miami area has dropped to 7th place in the top 25 Hotel Markets 
in the U.S.  

  The GMCVB report can be found at http://bit.ly/2p7neJV 

 

We welcome any comments or questions. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

Roger M. Craver, President 

Coalition Against Causeway Chaos 

CausewayChaos2015@gmail.com 
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Least Liked Features 
 

 

More than 60% of all visitors reported that they did not dislike any 
features of their visit to the Greater Miami area. 

 
 

We saw significant declines in visitors disliking prices and negative 
media between 2015 and 2016. 

 
 

We began asking visitors about their concern about the Zika virus in 
late 2016, and only 1.6% of all visitors reported not liking that aspect 
of their visit. 

 

Domestic and International Visitors – Least Liked Features 
 

2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 
 

Total Visitors 
Nothing Disliked 75.2% 55.7% 52.5% 62.8% 63.5% 
Traffic 13.4% 25.4% 19.0% 19.7% 21.6% 
Prices 5.2% 7.1% 9.6% 6.7% 5.5% 
Weather 1.8% 0.6% 3.3% 2.6% 2.9% 
Negative Media 0.8% 0.2% 14.0% 5.8% 2.8% 

Safety 0.9% 5.6% 0.9% 1.1% 1.9% 
Crowded/Developed 1.5% 3.9% 2.0% 1.2% 0.9% 

Domestic Visitors 
Nothing Disliked 68.3% 47.9% 50.0% 58.4% 61.7% 
Traffic 17.6% 30.3% 20.6% 20.8% 23.0% 
Prices 7.3% 10.0% 13.0% 8.3% 6.6% 
Weather 2.1% 0.3% 3.5% 3.2% 2.9% 
Negative Media 1.0% 0.2% 11.5% 6.9% 2.3% 
Safety 0.9% 5.5% 0.9% 1.2% 2.2% 
Crowded/Developed 0.6% 3.4% 1.7% 1.6% 0.9% 

International Visitors 
Nothing Disliked 83.1% 64.5% 54.3% 66.5% 64.8% 
Traffic 8.7% 19.8% 17.9% 18.9% 20.6% 
Prices 2.8% 3.7% 7.1% 5.3% 4.6% 
Negative Media 0.6% 0.2% 15.8% 4.9% 3.2% 
Weather 1.4% 0.8% 3.1% 2.1% 2.8% 
Safety 0.9% 5.7% 0.9% 1.1% 1.7% 
Crowded/Developed 2.5% 4.4% 2.2% 0.8% 0.9% 

Q.15: What are the features of the Greater Miami area that you liked the least? 
Select all that apply. 

Denotes significance at a 95% confidence level vs. previous year. Since a 
decrease in a least liked feature positive, significant decreases are shown in green 
while significant increases are shown in red. 


