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Irving Park Interchange Study Update
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Irving Park Interchange Study Update
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CDM Distribution of Traffic from Montrose Avenue/Mannheim Road to Southbound 1-294




Irving Park Interchange Study Update
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Irving Park Interchange Study Update
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Irving Park Interchange Study Update
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Irving Park Interchange Study Update

AM Peak Period (7:00 a.m. to 9:00 a.m.)

LEGEND
=== Proposed Ramp with Kennedy Expressway
Presented Traffic Distribution (1-90)
=== QOther Ramp Changes in Scenario M
- @ Model centroid /
§ <= Combined Traffic from Multiple Balmoral Ave
g Centroids
g . 1%
2 0% Annual Average Daily Traffic ‘ 73%
B mainline Plaza 4 Lawrence Ave
10%
k& =
Irving Park Rd
16%
\ 2
= 4
>
<
o ® £
% re/-,/(/l.”'4
2 ve ] o
= = =
g z z 2 g
< =
= B Tristate TolwaY 2 % g, oy
S 3 ~ 2 a
z g 8
Q ;D:- o
PM Peak Period (4:00 p.m. to 6:00 p.m.)
LEGEND
==== Proposed Ramp with Kennedy Expressway
Presented Traffic Distribution (1-90)
=== (QOther Ramp Changes in Scenario
- @ Model Centroid -/
§ <= Combined Traffic from Multiple Balmaral Ave
g Centroids
.3 : 1%
2 0% Annual Average Daily Traffic
¥ inli 96% Lawrence Ave
B Mmainline Plaza
\ £
1%
\ ; lz‘y' Irving Park Rd
(1]
s )
g ki
z
o & £
§ rar,/(ll.n'4
= ve ] o
= it c
» z z 2 g
= g Tri-State Tollway E o (42‘ =
2 3 ~ 2 3
> 3 >
Q 2 ]

2020 Scenario 3 — Peak Period

Distribution of Traffic from Montrose Avenue/Mannheim Road

CDM to Southbound 1-294
Smith EXH C-10




DAILY

-400

- 2,000

5,000

-1,800

200

100

300

- 200

B ¥ 4 N\B
DAILY
Touhy Avenue
Plaza 29
» ¥
N A B 1-90/1-190 -500
254
Balmoral Ave.
Plaza 30
N B4 P Balmoral Ave.  _ 2,900
Irving Park Road ‘ MP
Plaza 33 38.8
» ¥
\, 7/ )
4‘ o “ Irving Park Rd. 6,100
N E D) 1-490 -1.600
[N el V] ’
X
County Line Rd.
/ AN 400
3'2')6 1-290 East/North Ave.
¥ ¥ I-290 East 400
NEAPp 1-290 West
o)
» ¥
s -88
N B B 1-290 East -300

AM
Peak

- 100

- 300

900

- 200

100

100

- 100

PM
Peak

- 100

- 1,000

1,500

- 300

100

Irving Park Road Interchange
2020 AWDT impact with 1-490 Build

PM AM

Peak Peak
-100

- 600 - 300

1,100 700

- 200 - 400
100
-100
CDM

Smith

EXH C-11



2017 A.M. & P.M. Peak Hour Traffic

F‘;frg::: On Tri-State Tollway, from Dempster Street to O’Hare Oasis
A ’
<
<s Mainline
5 N t Nl Touhy Avenue
empster Touhy Plaza 29
Street Avenue
(U.S. 14)
.aC2
Y
90 es? Qo?
8,785
6,340 610 s2s0 (162 415 09;\\16‘ 8,030
(5,220) (835) 1,330 (7,345) (525) o
' (1,290) * .K
( ( ( / — < 4ORT Lanes ( O'Hare
@ \ MP 44.2 \\ MP 42.1 @ R MP 416 \@ Interchange
7/ v (see Page B-4)
5 18{ 7,395 390 o /
: ; 210) (6,775)
(5,240) (6,265) 6500
1,290 (300)
(655)
<N
Balmoral LN
Avenue Mainline &N 42N
Plaza 30 Irving Park Irving Park !
Plaza 33 Road %I;I:i;e
(Illinois 19)
8,400 (232) 7,700 240 7,700
(7,485) 1y 9,285 (ggg) (7,460) (280) (7(460)
( (8,665) P
O'Hare —
Intercha nge \ \\ MP 38.9 @ MP 38.3 MP 37.8 \@
(See Page B-4) / // 4 ORT Lanes S — \_/ /
¥'—/ 595 7,510
8,140 7510 :
; (365) 270 7,340
(7,250) 8,610 (jgg) (7,340) (290) 730

Note:
The 2016 AM & PM peak-hour volumes are defined as the 85th Percentile

volumes occurring in the 6:00 to 8:00 AM and the 4:00 to 6:00 PM periods
respectively. Peak-hour volumes are calculated from Monday through
Thursday hourly traffic volume data only, and exclude holidays.

¥ = AM. Peak
(*,***) = P.M. Peak

Enith

EXH C-12



2017 Annual Average Daily Traffic
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2020 PM PEAK HOUR (5:00PM TO 6:00PM) 1294 NB EXIT RAMP TO BALMORAL WITH 1294
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BI-DIRECTIONAL DAILY TRAFFIC (VEHICLES PER DAY)

PEAK HOUR VOLUME AVERAGE DAILY TRAFFIC
430 (490) 6,100
235 2701 3,100
190 (155 2,200
660 (470) 8,000

-165 (-10)

Lﬂss (+10)

———1435 (+25)

ﬁ«tau (+435)

0 (©
+50 (+155)

—

(-35] -60——=—
(470) +305
[0

(-15) -20
(+15) +20

J L ‘\——35 (-25)
——— 450 (+155)

100 25—

(+35) +100——

’ 0 0.25 05 mi—- - -

~ SCALE: 1"=0.25 miles
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ﬁ
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000 (000) =AM (PM) PEAK HOUR VOLUME
£00,0001 = BI-DIRECTIONAL DAILY TRAFFIC (VEHICLES PER DAY)

PEAK HOUR VOLUME AVERAGE DAILY TRAFFIC
490 (430) 6,100
24D (240) 5,300
430 (430) 5.400
L,165 (3501 12,580

-165 (-10)

—

(-30) —30J

(+30) +30—=—

(0
R

© 0——

(+10) +25—)
(+35) +57—=
(+140) +11
s
3
(-240) —15044

(-40) -50——=—
+70) +305ﬁ

(+5) +15
(+25) +106—=—

(45) +15 -

-20 (-50)

—~——+210 (+280) |

hu (0
LJ,315 (+350) |
———+50 (+40] | - ! A+255)m+’1500—>
+125 (+100) i 2 —
g

s

(] 0—/‘
+75) A?L’mej
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STIMES SFILESS

$DATES

LEGEND

AM (PM) PEAK HOUR VOLUME
BI-DIRECTIONAL DAILY TRAFFIC (VEHICLES PER DAY

PEAK HOUR VOLUME AVERAGE DAILY TRAFFIC
490 (430) 6,100
235 (270) 3,100
190 (155 2,200
1,165 (950) 12,580
290 (260) 3,500

L+315 (+350)

—~——+50 (+40)

hﬂ?ﬁ (+100)

g
7
8
z

L+27u «

———+35 (+

ﬁﬂaso «

-165 (-10)

+90)
25)
+835)

—

(+10) +25—}
(+35) +106—|

+80 (+30)
4400 (+400)

[

|~ +450 (+575)

—

i

© 0——

(-240) —1504

(+285) +156—=—
00—y
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70—

(+95) +2
(+65) +14h

+70) +1o—)

s
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Traffic Effects (Increase or Decrease)
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000 (000 =AM (PM) PEAK HOUR VOLUME
£00,0001 = BI-DIRECTIONAL DAILY TRAFFIC (VEHICLES PER DAY)

PEAK HOUR VOLUME AVERAGE DAILY TRAFFIC
490 (430) 6,100
235 (270 3,100
190 (155) 2.200
1,165 (9500 12,580

-165 (-10)

Lﬂm (+90)

+35 (+25)
+860 (+835:

(——35 (-25)

| ———+50 (+155)

—

(-35) -60—=—
(+160) +419j

‘ 0 0.25 0.5mii -

SCALE: 1"=0.25 miles
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$TIMES $FILESS

$DATES

000 (000) =AM (PM) PEAK HOUR VOLUME
00,0001 = BI-DIRECTIONAL DAILY TRAFFIC (VEHICLES PER DAY

PEAK HOUR VOLUME AVERAGE DAILY TRAFFIC
430 (490) 6,100
425 (425) 5,300
1,100 (845) 12,580

1,585 (1,205 15,140

o% 2

05 mi— -

SCALE: 1"=0.25 miles
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L 5 500

———+20 (+50)
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(+70) +10
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0 (@
—
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ﬁ
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© 0

(+25) +454

Y Hlinais Interchan

Lfbfl"ﬂy Traffic Effects (Increase or Decrease)

hizo 501
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(+1,205) +1,585——
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(+1,205) +1,585J

L -25 (-50

——— 420 (+50)
0 (@

(+25) +25
(+25) +15 ——=—

(+25) +15 -
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$TIMES $FILESS

$DATES

000 (000) =AM (PM) PEAK HOUR VOLUME
00,0001 = BI-DIRECTIONAL DAILY TRAFFIC (VEHICLES PER DAY

PEAK HOUR VOLUME AVERAGE DAILY TRAFFIC
— 430 (490) 6,100
— 425 (425) 5,300
— 1,100 (845) 12,580

T L

(-15) -20
' 0 0.25 05 mi
[n

~ SCALE: 1"=0.25 miles
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STIMES SFILESS

$DATES

000 (000)
£00,0001

-

.
AM (PM) PEAK HOUR VOLUME 5
BI-DIRECTIONAL DAILY TRAFFIC (VEHICLES PER DAY)

PEAK HOUR VOLUME AVERAGE DAILY TRAFFIC ' k
490 (490) 6,100
425 (425) 5,300
615 (530) 7,690
550 (425 6,290

(—0 ()

| =———+50 (+155)

7

[

+270 +30) |
435 (125

+310 (+415)

(+35) +so—}
(+35) +106—|

Lstss (+590)

—~——+50  (+40)
+425 (+285)

i

JJT pate (/2472013

SA scace1”=0.25 MI

+80 (+30)

[

[ =———+55 (+395)

4145 (+160)

—

(-35) -60—=—
(+160) +419j

——— 445 (+85)
0 (0

—oo

/llinors
LT o//way

+70) +16—}
() h

-20 (-50)
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1248¢09 PM SHT_50D TRAFFIC EFFECTS.DGN

11725,2019

by i = U
000 (000) =AM (PM) PEAK
{00,000 T BUDIRECTIONAL DALY TRAFFIC (VEMICLES PER DAV

PEAK HOUR VOLUME AVERAGE DAILY TRAFFIC
430 (430) 6100
240 (240) 5300
430 (430 5,400
615 (530) 7,690
550 (425) 6,230

-165 (-10)

—

vﬁﬂm l+4151

(+10) +2
(+140) +

)
(+35) +106—=f
kej

25 0.5 mi '
scAl.E 1'=0.25 miles -A

+80 (+30)
4145 (+160)

[ =———+55 (+395)

[
—

(+55) + 45— | ‘1
(+525) +4ooj

—~——+210 (+280)
0 ©

-20 (-50)
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1249¢45 PM SHT_5E TRAFFIC EFFECTS.DGN

11725,2019

000 (000)
£00,0001

AM (PM) PEAK HOUR VOLUME

3
BI-DIRECTIONAL DAILY TRAFFIC (VEHICLES PER DAY

PEAK HOUR VOLUME AVERAGE DAILY TRAFFIC

430 (430) 6,100
235 (270) 3,100
190 (155) 2,200
615 (530) 1.690
550 (425) 6,290

pate (/2472019

scace17=0.25 MI

.
[

-

[

7

-165 (-10)

+270 (+30) |
+35 (+25) |
4310 (+415)

—

10y 425

(+35) +100 —]|

(-35) -60——
(+160) +419j

(—wo +30)

[ =———+55 (+395)

h+145 (+160)

-10) -20

L

——— 445 (+85)
0 (0

—oo

(+55) +145—|
(+525) +4oh

+70) +16—}
(© oﬁ

-20 (-50)
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11412417 AMSHT_4C VOLUMES & LOS.DGN

11725,2019

L
LEGEND
000 (000) AM (PM) PEAK HOUR VOLUME
£00,0001 BI-DIRECTIONAL DAILY TRAFFIC (VEHICLES PER DAY)
000 (Q00) FREE FLOW AM (PM) PEAK HOUR VOLLME
PEAK HOUR VOLUME AVERAGE DAILY TRAFFIC

— 490 (430) 6,100
— 425 (425) 5,300

INTERSECTION LEVEL OF SERVICE

INTERSECTION LEVEL OF SERVICE (LOS) RANGES FROM LOS A (BEST) TO
LOS F (WORST) THAT REPRESENTS THE AVERAGE AMOUNT OF DELAY A
VEHICLE EXPERIENCES AT AN INTERSECTION. THE GENERAL DEFINITIONS
ARE AS FOLLOWS WITH LOS C (GENERAL) OR LOS D (URBAN AREAS) BEING
THE DESIGN OBJECTIVE:

(—112 (75)

[———1,689 (2,684

Los FREE FLO
REASONABLY FREE FLOW

STABLE FLOW 0w 55
APPROACH UNSTABLE FLOW 195) 69
UNSTABLE FLOW, OPERATING AT CAPACITY

FORCE OR BREAKDOWN FLOW

A
B
c
0
E
F

(80) DBJ

(1,599) 1,887 ——=—

———1,325 (2,360)|

35 (450)
95 (610)

(620) 465
R

1,235) 1,770 ——=—

{—420 (140)

(635) 705
(1,080) 755——=—

(100) 75
i

(1101 300
as) 5

o

=
'

@

L315 (350)

———50 (40)
125 (1000

(501 15
(35) 65—
(300 14oj

DRAWN BY JUT pate (/2472019

creckeo sy SA scace17=0.25 MI

CLIENT:

——— 1,070 (B10) |

55 (115)
—

(1,090) 595 ——=—
(350) 70

195) msJ
(103) nsﬁ

(52) 181

//linoss
Tollva
/4 Y

—~—— 464 (995)

L 185 (533)

(343) 295
182) 139

47 4314

(586) 936——=—

T
=

A;355 (186)

—~——571 (648)
158 (218)

[

134 (437)
—

(108) ZOZJ

784) 509 ——

§
(199) lzej

1184) 293J
903——=—

3

130 130J

[(1,340) 1,070———
(145) lsuﬁ (1,094) 531 ——=—

(1200 137

(505) 399
R
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9:42:18 AM SHT_4D VOLUMES & L0S.DGN

1172572019

AM (PM) PEAK HOUR VOLUME
BI-DIRECTIONAL DAILY TRAFFIC (VEHICLES PER DAY)
FREE FLOW AM (PM) PEAK HOUR VOLUME
PEAK HOUR VOLUME AVERAGE DAILY TRAFFIC
430 (430 6,100
240 (240) 5,300
430 (430) 5,400
€60 (470) 8,000

INTERSECTION LEVEL OF SERVICE

185 (533)

—~—— 464 (395

INTERSECTION LEVEL OF SERVICE (LOS) RANGES FROM LOS A (BEST) TO

LOS F (WORST) THAT REFRESENTS THE AVERAGE AMOUNT OF DELAY A

VEHICLE EXPERIENCES AT AN INTERSECTION, THE GENERAL DEFINITIONS

RE AS FOLLOWS WITH LOS C (GENERAL) OR LOS D (LURBAN AREAS) BEING
DESIGN OBJECTIVE:

Lms 10)
—35 (25
hAGu (435)

— 290 (260)

———1,639 (2,529)
——— 1,290 (2,335

— 55 (850)

e am
- e o /] | (343) ZESJ
| L ae2) 39—y

= FREE FLOW (86) 45
= REASONABLY FREE FLOW

A
B
€ = STABLE FLOW
D
E
F

47 351—/‘

(586) 936——=—

= APPROACH UNSTABLE FLOW
= UNSTABLE FLOW, OPERATING AT CAPACITY
= FORCE OR BREAKDOWN FLOW

(80) lsz
X BT ——=—1
80—

1635) 705
(1,080) 755——=— —~—— 1,255 (940)

oo 75—y > } : S5 (1151

(1,095) 695 ——=— 158 (218)

1355) HDﬁ

134 (437

108) 212

4) 589 ——=—

(78
199) Msj

aro 24OJ
nsﬁ

184) 293J

(378) 903——=—

(211) 144
R

(1,815) 1,470——=—

(3200 210
T

— 35 (155)

130 130—}

% | / . — (1,340) 1,0T0—=
L s 50 2 B assliso—
———50 0) P : | Tesi 12 4 X |

125 (100

120) 137
1,094) 53] ——=—

(508) 399
i

(275) ZSSJ

(250) 320——=—

(40) 15

(25) 40—
(300 140j

(52) 181
(30) 28

(70) ZSOJ

2,339 1,700 —
51100

Lo

T

i
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omamy v MT oare 7/24/2013 tinors Interchange Concept 4D
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11/2572019

000 (000) AM (PM) PEAK HOUR VOLUME
00,0001 BI-DIRECTIONAL DAILY TRAFFIC (VEHICLES PER DAY)
Q00 (000 FREE FLOW AM (PM) PEAK HOUR VOLUME

PEAK HOUR VOLUME AVERAGE DAILY TRAFFIC
— 430 (490) 6,100
— 425 (425) 5,300
— 660 (470 8.000

TION LEVEL OF SERV:

—~—— 464 (995)

(- 185 (533)

INTERSECTION LEVEL OF SERVICE (LOS) RANGES FROM LOS A (BEST) TO i
LOS F (WORST) THAT REPRESENTS THE AVERAGE AMOUNT OF DELAY A P
VEHICLE EXPERIENCES AT AN INTERSECTION. THE GENERAL DEFINITIONS J —
(on 55
©1°0

135 (450)

460 (435) 435 (610

55 (850)
—

RE AS FOLLOWS WITH LOS C (GENERAL) OR LOS D (URBAN AREAS) BEING
DESIGN OBJECTIVE:

———1,290 2,335

(343) ZSSJ
(182) ﬂsﬁ
FREE FLOW _J

REASONABLY FREE FLOW —_—
STABLE FLOW (95) 69
APPROACH UNSTABLE FLOW ¥
UNSTABLE FLOW, OPERATING AT CAPACITY

FORCE OR BREAKDOWN FLOW

a1 431J
(586) 936———

(80) 13aJ
© 0
R

(1,599) 1,887 ——=

[ 105 (90)

-5 6

hw (45)

Ir

230)

hws (185)

[——1.520

(—500 (770)

(—71
—-—347
hua (437

(635) 705-
—~——1,070 (BLO)
55 (115)
L365 (186)
| —~——571 (646)
(1,095) 695 ——=— 158 (218) .
(355) laoﬂ Lt
=t . e % AN 2

«108) 212 '.w.;...._.'... w kgl

L

) 589———

(78,
199) Msﬁ

(1,815) 1,470——=—

(3200 zmﬁ

1101 snuJ
a5 5ﬁ

(—24 22
68 (154)
—

—~——484 (870)

10 180)

aso mlJ

— 1,340) 1,0710——=—
[ / (145) 180
315 (3501 [ |et22) 1513—— 2 159 ] \7 i
———50 (40 v \ (26) 12 . . |
125 (100 L ) - ‘ | 153 ﬁ b

120 137
(1,094) 531 ———

(505) 399 -

(265) 305—)

(250) 320 ——=—

(140) 125
T

(315) 334J

(640) 1015——=—

(70 ZsuJ

11,335) 1,700 —=|

(70) 100
i
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9452440 AM SHT_4F VOLUMES & LOS.DGN

11725,2019

000 (000) =AM (PM) PEAK HOUR VOLUME
£00,0001 = BI-DIRECTIONAL DAILY TRAFFIC (VEMICLES PER DAY)
000 (000) FREE FLOW AM (PM) PEAK HOUR VOLUME
PEAK HOLR VOLUME AVERAGE DAILY TRAFFIC

490 (430) 6,100

235 (270) 3.100

190 (155) 2,200

660 (470 8,000

VEL OF SERV]

INTERSECTION LEVEL OF SERVICE (LOS) RANGES FROM LOS A (BEST) TO Lms ey

LOS F (WORST) THAT REPRESENTS THE AVERAGE AMOUNT OF DELAY A
VEHICLE EXPERIENCES AT AN INTERSECTION. THE GENERAL DEFINITIONS
ARE AS FOLLOWS WITH LOS C (GENERAL) OR LOS D (URBAN AREAS) BEING
THE DESIGN OBJECTIVE:

- 35 (25)

460 (435)

FREE FLOW oD 55
REASONABLY FREE FLOW (95) 69
STABLE FLOW

= APPROACH UNSTABLE FLOW

= UNSTABLE FLOW, OPERATING AT CAPACITY

= FORCE OR BREAKDOWN FLOW

(80) 135J

(1,599) 1,887 ——|

1,235) 1,770——=—
1630) 630

o
=

L 105 (90

5 (5)

hm (as)

230)

L 00 a0
145 1185)
—

|—1,520

L 125 (10

—~—— 850 (680)
30 (0

(635) 705

1470——

551 55—
(7201 550
T

1,815) 1,470———

(320) 210
B

110 300
1s) 5

L315 (350)
—~——50 (40)
125 (1000

5) 65—

(35) 85
(300 Moﬁ'
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creckeo By SA scare17=0.25 MI
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B S ——
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——— 1070 (810) |

'ﬁss (115 | 2 L:ss 186)

—~——571 (646)
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.
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589 ———

(78
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(105) 115

(184) ESJJ
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@1 144j

(- 229 (62)
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53 (47

-

130) 13GJ

(1,340) 1,070——=—

(145) 180
B

(265) JDSJ
R

(250) 320 ——

(140 125 —_

“n 21

(315) 334J
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9158133 AM SHT_4GC VOLUMES & LOS.DGN

11725,2019

000 (000) AM (PM) PEAK HOUR VOLUME
£00,0001 BI-DIRECTIONAL DAILY TRAFFIC (VEHICLES PER DAY)
000 (Q00) FREE FLOW AM (PM) PEAK HOUR VOLLME

PEAK HOUR VOLUME AVERAGE DAILY TRAFFIC
490 (430) 6,100
24D (240) 5,300
430 (430) 5.400
660 (470 8,000

VEL OF SERV]

INTERSECTION LEVEL OF SERVICE (LOS) RANGES FROM LOS A (BEST) TO
LOS F (WORST) THAT REPRESENTS THE AVERAGE AMOUNT OF DELAY A
VEHICLE EXPERIENCES AT AN INTERSECTION. THE GENERAL DEFINITIONS
ARE AS FOLLOWS WITH LOS C (CENERAL) OR LOS D (URBAN AREAS) BEING
THE DESIGN OBJECTIVE:

FREE FLOW

REASONABLY FREE FLOW

STABLE FLOW

APPROACH UNSTABLE FLOW

UNSTABLE FLOW, OPERATING AT CAPACITY
FORCE OR BREAKDOWN FLOW

A
B
c
0
E
F

V V-V N

110) 45
(5) 5—=

(70) 25

1,815) 1,470———

(320) 210
o

L315 (350)

———50 (40)
125 (1000

DRAWN BY JUT pate (/2472019

creckeo sy SA scace17=0.25 MI

(- 165 (10)

- 35 (25)

460 (435
—
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35 (715)

(630) 630
R

(1,230) 1,780——=—

060)

{—suc (170)
|—1,450
ﬁ145 185)

L

(635) 705
(1,080) 755——=—

(100) 75
B

——— 464 (995)

(- 185 (533)

(343) 295
182) 139

47 JalJ

(586) 936——=—

T
=

hss (115)

1,095) 695 ——=—

13551 130
B

158 (218)

h134 (a3n)

(108) 212

) 589 —=—

(78
(199) Msﬁ

a70) ZADJ
103) usj

(52) 181

//linoss
Tollwa
/e

{—24 (22
68 (154)
—

—~——484 (870)

130 DDJ

(1,340) 1,070———
(1200 137
(145) lsuﬁ b (1,094) 531 ——=—

(505) 399
T

(315) 334J

(640) 1015———
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11725,2019

AM (PM) PEAK HOUR VOLUME
BI-DIRECTIONAL DAILY TRAFFIC (VEHICLES PER DAY
FREE FLOW AM (PM) PEAK HOUR VOLUME
PEAK HOUR VOLUME AVERAGE DAILY TRAFFIC
490 (430) 6,100
235 (270) 3,100
190 (155 2,200
1,165 (950) 12,580
290 (260) 3.500

VEL OF SERV]

——— 464 (995)

(- 185 (533)

INTERSECTION LEVEL OF SERVICE (LOS) RANGES FROM LOS A (BEST) TO |

LOS F (WORST) THAT REPRESENTS THE AVERAGE AMOUNT OF DELAY A g EICA
VEHICLE EXPERIENCES AT AN INTERSECTION. THE GENERAL DEFINITIONS %
ARE AS FOLLOWS WITH LOS C (CENERAL) OR LOS D (URBAN AREAS) BEING
THE DESIGN OBJECTIVE:

135 (450)
735 (715)

hss (850

B

———1,290 (2,335

(343) 295
182) 139

= FREE FLOW aon 55
= REASONABLY FREE FLOW (95) 69
= STABLE FLOW

D = APPROACH UNSTABLE FLOW
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LOS F (WORST) THAT REPRESENTS THE AVERAGE AMOUNT OF DELAY A

VEHICLE EXPERIENCES AT AN INTERSECTION. THE GENERAL DEFINITIONS

RE AS FOLLOWS WITH LOS C (GENERAL) OR LOS D (URBAN AREAS) BEING
DESIGN OBJECTIVE:
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LOS F (WORST) THAT REPRESENTS THE AVERAGE AMOUNT OF DELAY A
VEHICLE EXPERIENCES AT AN INTERSECTION. THE GENERAL DEFINITIONS
ARE AS FOLLOWS WITH LOS C (CENERAL) OR LOS D (URBAN AREAS) BEING
THE DESIGN OBJECTIVE:
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