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SHORT REPORT

General Information

Site Information

Analysi RMM Intersection Shipman & IL Route 108
Agency or Co. CMT rea Type All other areas
Ipate Performed 7/12/2005 urisdiction
Time Period PM Peak nalysis Year - 2026 - with W-M
Volume and Timing Input
EB w8 NB SB
LT { TH RT LT { TH RT]JLT | THIRT | LT TH RT
Num. of Lanes 0 1 0 T ] 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 0
Lane group TR L T L R LTR
\Volume {vph) 578 1145 255 |570 121 213 0 7 0
% Heavy veh 5 3 4 5 10 5 2 8 0
{PHF 0.90 10.90 (0.90 {0.90 0.90 0.90 10.90 |0.80 }10.90
Actuated (P/A) A A A A A A A A A
Startup lost time 2.0 20 |20 2.0 2.0 2.0.
|[Ext. eff. green 2.0 20 20 2.0 2.0 2.0
Arrival type 3 3 3 -3 3 3
Unit Extension 3.0 3.0 |30 3.0 3.0 3.0
Ped/Bike/RTOR Volume 0 0 0 0 0 ] O
jlLane Width 12.0 12.0 |12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0
[Parking/Grade/Parking N o N N o [ N[N o [N [N 0 N
IParkinglhr
IBus stops/hr 0 -0 0 0 0 0
[Unit Extension 3.0 3.0 |30 3.0 3.0 3.0
Phasing WEB Only { EW Perm 03 04 NS Perm 08 07 08
riming. G= 13.0 |G= 440 |G= G= G= 160 |G= G= =
9 Y=4  |v=4 Y = Y = Y= 4 Y = Y= INE
Duration of Analysis (hrs) = 0.25 Cycle LengthC = 85.0
ILane Group Capacity, Control Delay, and LOS Determination
EB WE NB SB
Ad). flow rate 803 283 633 134 237 1
|Lane group cap. 915 473 |1299 246 597 331
v/c ratio 0.88 0.60 [o0.49 0.54 , 0.40 0.00
Green ratio 0.52 0.72 072 0.19 0.39 0.19
Unif. delay d1 18.1 8.8 5.2 31.2 18.8 28.0
Delay factor k 0.40 019 |01 0.14 o.11 0.11
fincrem. delay d2 9.7 21 o3 2.5 0.4 0.0
|PF factor 1.000 1.000 {1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
Control delay 27.8 10.9 5.5 33.7 19.2 28.0
Lane group LOS C B A C B C
Apprch. delay 27.8 7.2 24.5 28.0
Approach |L.OS C C C
Intersec. delay 18.2 Intersection LOS B
HCS2000™ Copyright © 2000 University of Florida, All Rights Reserved Version 4.1e
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SHORT REPORT

|General Information Site Information
Analyst RMM Intersection IL Route 108 & Chiles St.
Agency or Co. CMT Area Type All other areas
[Date Performed LJurisdiction '
Time Period 7 AM Peak Analysis Year 2006 - with W/M
Volume and Timing input - "
EB WB NB SB
LT | TH {RT | LT }J TH | RT J LT | TH | RT { LT { TH | RT
Num. of Lanes 1 1 o 7 1 0 o 1 0 7] 1 0
Lane group L TR L TR LTR LTR
olume (vph) 66 468 | 2 6 1550 | 49 0 0 3 41 0 52
% Heavy veh 2 5 2 2 5 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
PHF Jo.e0 0,90 10.90 [0.90 |0.90 {0.90 |0.90 |0.90 ]0.90 |0.90 |0.90 }0.90
Actuated (P/A) A A A A A A A A A A 1A A
Startup lost time 20 120 { 20 120 2.0 2.0
Ext. eff. green 20 20 20 |20 2.0 , <120
Arrival type 3 3 : 3 3 3 3
Unit Extension 30 |30 30 |30 ’ 3.0 3.0
[Ped/Bike/RTOR Volume 0 0 &) 0 0 0 0 0
jLane Width J12.0 {12.0 12.0 [12.0 J12.0 12.0
|Parking/Grade/Parking N o [N | N o I[N |N Jo N | N o | w~
[Parking/hr ' ‘
[Bus stops/hr o |o 0 0 0 0
JUnit Extension 3.0 |30 3.0 |30 3.0 3.0
[Phasing EW Perm 02 03 04 NS Perm 08 07 08
rimin G= 43.0 |G= G= G= G= 190 {G= G= =
ning Y=4  |Y= Y = Y= Y= 4 Y= Y= Y=
Duration of Analysis (hrs)= 0.25 Cycle LengthC = 70.0
|Lane Group Capacity, Control Delay, and LOS Determination .
EB WB ~ NB SB
Ad]. flow rate 73 522 7 665 3 | 104
Lane group cap. 342 1111 450 1101 437 416
v/c ratio . 0.21 047 0.02 060 0.01 . 0.25
(Green ratio 0.61 (0.61 0.61 |0.61 0.27 0.27
Unif. delay d1 6.0 7.3 53 8.3 18.6 19.9
[Delay factor k 0.11 [o11 011 [0.19 0.11 R
fincrem. delay d2 03 |03 0.0 |09 - Joo 0.3
IF’F.facto_r 1.000 |1.000 1.000 [1.000 1.000 ' 1.000
[Control delay 63 |76 53 |e2 |18 20.2
[Lane group LOS A A A A | B C
Apprch, delay 75 _ 9.2 18.6 20.2
Approach LOS A ) A B C.
intersec. delay : 9.3 Intersection LOS A
HCS2000™ ‘ Copyright © 2000 University of Florida, All Rights Reserved Versien 4,1e
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REPORT
General Information Site Information
Analyst RMM Intersection IL Route 108 & Chiles St.
Agency or Co., CMT IArea Type All other areas
Date Performed 4/25/2005 Jurisdiction
ime Period PM Peak Analysis Year 2006 - with W/M
[Volume and Timing Input _ " -
EB wB NB SB
LT | TH | RT | LT | TH | RT | LT } TH | RT { LT | TH | RT
[Num. of Lanes 1 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 7 ¢
[Lane group L TR L TR LTR LTR
Volume {vph) 36 |538 1 10 |525 | 37 4 (4] 14 45 1 32
% Heawy veh 2 5 2 2 5 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
PHF 0.90 10.90 {0.90 |0.90 10.90 |0.90 {0.90 [0.80 ]0.90 {0.90 |0.90 |0.90
ctuated (P/A) A JA TA TATATATA TATA TA A [ A
Startup fost ime 20 120 20 120 2.0 2.0
Ext. eff. green 20 |20 20 |20 2.0 2.0
Arrival type 3 |13 3 3 3 3
Unit Extension 3.0 130 3.0 |30 3.0 3.0
|Ped/Bike/RTOR Volume 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
lLane Width 12.0 §12.0 12.0 {120 | 12.0 12.0
Parking/Grade/Parking N 0 N N 0 N N 0 N N 0 N
|Parking/hr '
[Bus stopsihr o |o 0 0 0 0
{Unit Extension 30 |30 3.0 |30 3.0 I EX
[Phasing EW Perm 02 03 04 NS Perm 06 07 08
Frimin G= 490 jG= G= G= G= 230 [|G= G= G=
S V=4 __[¥= Y= Y= Y=4__|V= V= =
{Duration of Analysis (hrs) = 0.25 Cycle Leng-th C= 800
Lane Group Capacity, Control Delay, and LOS Determination B
' EB : WB NB SB
Ad]. flow rate 40 )54¢9 11 624 20 87
Lane group cap. 364 |1108 383 |1099 463 432
v/c ratio 0.11 10.54 0.03 {057 0.04 0.20
Green ratio 0.61 |0.61 061 061 10.29 0.29
Unif. delay d1 6.4 8.0 6.1 9.2 20.6 21.6
IDelay factor k 011 |0.14 011 - |o16 0.11 0.11
fincrem. delay d2 01 |05 0.0 |o7 0.0 0.2
|PF factor 1.000 |1.000 1.000 [1.000 1.000 1.000
[control delay 6.6 |9.5 6.1 |99 20.6 21.8
{Lane group LOS A A A A c c.
Apprch. delay 9.3 9.8 20.6 21.8
[Approach LOS A C C
Intersec. delay 10.5 Intersection LOS B
Version 4.1e
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REPORT

[General iInformation

Site Information

Analyst
Agency or Co,
[Date Performed
Time Period

RMM
CcMT
7/12/2005
AM Peak

Intersection
Area Type
Jurisdiction

Analysis Year

iL. Route 108 & Chiles St

All other areas

2006 - with Wit

Volume and Ti;ﬁing Input

D-7

EB WB NE SB
LT JTH | RT } LT {TH | RT | LT | TH | RT J LT | TH | RT
Num. of Lanes 1 1 0 1 1 0 0 1 o 0 1.10
iLane group L TR L TR LTR LTR
\Volume (vph) 80 [570 2 6 669 | 60 0 0 3 50 0 63
% Heavy veh 2 5 2 2 5 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
PHF 0.90 10.90 (0.9¢ [0.80 10.90 10.90 0.90 (0.90 [0.90 |0.90 |0.90 |0.90
Actuated (P/A) A A A A A A A A A A -1 A A
Startup lost time 20 |20 20 |20 2.0 2.0 '
Ext. eff. green 2.0 120 20 120 2.0 2.0
Arrival type 3 3 3 3 3 3
Unit Extension 3.0 130 30 |30 3.0 3.0
|Ped/Bike/RTOR Volume 0 ‘ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Lane Width 12.0 1120 12.0 |12.0 12.0 12.0
Parking/Grade/Parking N 0 N N 0 N N 0 N N 0 N
Parking/hr
{Bus stops/hr 0o |o 0. o0 0 0
[unit Extension |30 |30 30 |30 3.0 . 3.0
Phasing EW Perm 02 03 04 NS Perm 06 07 08
rimin G= 450 |G= G= G= G= 170 |G= G= G=
| 9 vy=4 Iv= V= Y= Y=4 __|v= Y= Y=
Duration of Analysis (hrs) = 0.25 Cycle Length C= 70.0
[Lane Group Capacity, Control Delay, and LOS Determination
: EB _ WB NB SB
Adj. flow rate 89 635 7 810 3 126
_JLane group cap. 273 |1163 399 |1151 391 368
fc ratio 0.33 }0.55 . 002 070 0.01 0.34
[Green ratio 0.64 10.64 0.64 |0.64 0.24 0.24
{Unif. detay d1 56 |69 45 |82 20.1 21.9
[Delay factor k 0.11 [o.15 011 |o27 0.11 0.11
[increm. delay d2 0.7 |os 00 |20 0.0 0.6
IPF factor 1.000 {1.000 1.000 {1.000 1.000 1.000
Control delay 6.3 7.4 4.5 10.1 20.1 22.4
Lane group LOS A A A B c c
Apprch. delay 7.3 10.1 20.1 22.4
Approach LOS A B C Cc
- |Intersec. detay 9.8 Intersection LOS A
HCS2000™ Copyright © 2000 University of Fiorida, All Rights Reserved Version 4.1¢
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SHORT REPORT -

General Information

[site Information

Analyst RMM Intersection IL Route 108 & Chiles St.
Agency or Co. CMT rea Type All other areas
Date Performed 7/12/2005 Jurisdiction
Time Pericd FM Peak nalysis Year 2026 ~ with W/M
Volume and Timing Input
EB WB NB . SB
LT J TH JRT } LT | TH | RT J LT J TH | RT | LT | TH | RT
Num. of Lanes 7 1 0 1 1 o 0 1 0 o 7 0
{Lane group L | Lt | 1R LTR LTR
[Volume (vph) 44 | 654 1 10 1636 | 45 4 0 14 55 7 39
% Heavy veh 2 5 2 2 5 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
PHF 0.90 10.9¢ [0.90 ]0.90 |0.90 0.90 10.90 [0.9¢ ]0.90 10.90 10.90 [0.90
IActuated (P/A) A A A A A A. | A A A A A A
Startup lost time 20 120 2.0 |20 2.0 2.0
[Ext. eff. green 2.0 120 20 J2o0 2.0 2.0
Arrival type 3 3 3 3 3 3
|Unit Extension 3.0 (30 30 |30 3.0 3.0
Ped/Bike/RTOR Volume c 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Lane Width 12.0 |12.0 12.0 120 12.0 12.0
IParkin g/Grade/Parking N 0 N N. 0 N N 0 N N 0 N
[Parking/hr '
[Bus stops/hr 0 {0 o | o 0 0
lunit Extension 3.0 |30 3.0 |30 3.0 3.0
- |Phasing EWPerm { = 02 03 04 NS Perm 06 07. 08
' iming G= 560 |G= G= = G=210 |G= G= G=
| 9 N=7 |v= = Y= Y=4_ |v= Y= Y=
Duration of Analysis (hrs) = 0.25 : Cycle Length C= 850
[Lane Group Capacity, Control Delay, and LOS Determination :
' EB WB NB SB
Adj. flow rate 49 728 .11 757 20 105
Lane group cap. 323 1192 343 |1183 396 364
v/c ratio 0.156 |0.61 0.03 |0.64 0.05 0.29°
Green ratio 0.66 |0.66 066 066 0.25 0.25
Unif. delay d1 5.5 8.3 5.1 8.6 244 25.9
[Detay factor k 0.17 |o.20 011 |o.22 0.1 0.11
|Increm. delay d2 02 |09 0.0 |12 0.1 0.4
PF factor 1.000 |1.000 1.000 [1.000 1.000 1.000
Control delay 57 9.2 5.1 9.7 24.5 264
Lane group LOS A A A A c c
Apprch. delay " 9.0 9.7 24.5 264
Approach LOS . A A c c
{intersec. delay 10.6 Intersection LOS B

HCS2000™

Copyright © 2000 University of Florida, All Rights Reserved

Version 4.1e .



SHORT REPORT

General Information

[site Information
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Analyst RMM fintersection Shipman & Loveless
Agency or Co. CMT rea Type All other areas
Date Performed 7/12/2005 urisdiction
Time Period AM Peak nalysis Year 20086 - with W-M
Volume and Timing Input
EB . WB NB SB
_ LT fTH | RT J LT JTH | RT JLT{TH- I RT | LT { TH [RT
Num. of Lanes o 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 1 1 1 0
Lane group L R T R L T
\Volume {vph) 47 136 277 | 41 |122 218
% Heavy veh 2 2 8 2 2 8
PHF 0.90 0.90 0.90 10.90 0.0 }0.90
Actuated (P/A) A A A A A A
Startup lost time 2.0 2.0 20 |20 |20 |20
"{Ext. eff. green - 2.0 2.0 20 120 |20 |20
" Arrival type 3 3 3 3 |3 3
Unit Extension 3.0 3.0 3.0 130 }30 |30
Ped/Bike/RTOR Volume 0 0 0 0 4]
lLane Width 3 12.0 12.0 12.0 [12.0 [12.0 12,0
[Parking/Grade/Parking N NN Jo N [N To N IN Jo N
[Parking/hr , .
[Bus stops/hr 0 0 o folo jo
[Unit Extension 3.0 3.0 30 {30 [30 J30 ]
Phasing WB Only 02 03 04 SB Onily | NS Perm 07 08
rimin G= 120 |G= G= G= G= 7.0 G= 300 |G= G=
g Y= 4 = = Y = Y=3 V=4 V= =
Duration of Analysis (hrs) = 0.25 Cycle Length C = 60.0
Lane Group Capacity, Control Delay, and LOS Determination
' EB WB NB SB
Adj. flow rate 52 151 308 46 136 }242
{Lane group cap. 354 607 880 |1214 |e84 1173
v/c ratio Q.15 0.25 0.35 jo.04 Jo.20 lo.21
Green ratio 0.20 0.38 0.50 |0.77 |0.67 |o.67
[Unif. delay d1 19.8 12.6 9.1 |17 |40 |39
Deiay factor k 0.11 0.11 0.11 (o.11 . |o.11 }|0.11
increm. delay d2 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.0 0.1 0.1
PF factor 1.000 |1.000 1.000 11.000 |1.000 |1.000
Controi delay 20.0 12.8 8.3 1.7 |41 {40
Lane group LOS B B A A A A
Apprch. delay 14.7 8.3 4.0
Approach LOS B A A
Intersec. delay 8.0 Intersection LOS A
HCS2000™™ Copyright © 2000 University of Florida, All Rights Reserved Version 4.1e



REPORT

General Information

SHORT

Site Information

Intersection

Shipmah & Loveless
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Analyst RMM
Agency or Co. CMT Area Type Afl other areas
Date Performed 12/16/2004 Jurisdiction
Time Period PM Peak Analysis Year 2006 - with W-M
Volume and Timing Input .
EB ____wB NB - SB
LT JTHIRT LT | TH [ RT | LTI TH [RT | LT | TH | RT
“INum. of Lanes 0 0 0 1 7 1 0 1 1 1 1 0
Lane group L R T R L T
Molume (vph) 60 250 118 | 58 |268 | 134
'| % Heavy veh 2 ]2 8 2 2 8 -
“IPHF 0.90 0.90 0.90 [0.90 10.80 ]0.90
Actuated (P/A) A A A A A A
Startup lost time 2.0 2.0 20 120 20 |20
Ext. eff. green 2.0 2.0 2 t20 (20 |20
Arrival type 3 3 3 3 3 3
Junit Extension 3.0 3.0 30 [30 |30 |30
Ped/Bike/RTOR Volume 0 0 0 0 0
Lane Width 12.0 120 |~ |12.0 {120 }12.0 }12.0
Parking/Grade/Parking N N N 0 N N {0 N N 0 N
[Parking/hr -
Bus stops/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0
Unit Extension 3.0 3.0 30 |30 |30 |30
Phasing WB Only .02 03 04 SB Only | NS Perm 07 08
Himi G= 21.0 {G= G = G= G=70 G= 210 |G= G =
ming Y= 4 Y = ] Y = = Y= 3 Y= 4 Y= Y =
Duration of Analysis (hrs) = 0.25 : Cycle LengthC = 60.0
l.ane Group Capacity, Control Delay, and LOS Determination '
EB wB NB _ SB
Adj. flow rate 67 - 278 131 64 298 149
Lane group cap. 619 844 616 |1214 625 {909
v/c ratio - 0.11 0.33 021 [0.05 048 }0.16
Green ratio 0.35 0.53 0.35 o077 [0.52 |o.52
Junit. delay d1 13.2 |79 137 {17 |86 |77
[Delay factor k 0.11 0.11° 0.11 |o11 o1t Jor1
[iIncrem. delay d2 0.1 0.2 02 Joo Jos o1
PF factor 1.000 1.000 1.000 {1.000 |1.000 }1.000
Control delay 13.3 8.2 13.9 1.7 9.2 7.7
[Lane group LOS B A B A A A
Appreh. delay 8.1 9.9 8.7
Approach LOS A A A
{intersec. delay 9.1 Intersection LOS A
HC52000™ Copyright © 2000 University of Florida, All Rights Reserved Version 4,]¢
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General Information Site Information
Analyst RMM Intersection Shipman & Loveless
Agency or Co. CMT Area Type All other areas
Date Performed 7/12/2005 Jurisdiction .
Time Period AM Peak Analysis Year 2026 - wW-M
“| Volume and Timing Input -
EB WB NB SB
LT TH|IRT LT JTH)RT [ LT | TH { RT } LT | TH | RT
Num, of Lanes 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 1 1 1 o |
Lane group L R T R L T
Molume {vph) 52 137 344 | 43 | 122 | 271
% Heavy veh 2 2 8 2 2 8
PHF 0.80 0.90 0,80 10.90 }0.90 )0.9¢
. fActuated (P/A) A A A A A A
Startup lost time 2.0 2.0 20 (20 |20 |20
Ext. eff. green 2.0 2.0 20 120 120 120 °
Arrival type 3 3 3 3 3 3
Unit Extension 3.0 3.0 30 |30 |30 |30 .
Ped/Bike/RTOR Volume 0 0 0 0 0
[Lane Width 12.0 12.0 120 |12.0 |12.0 |12.0
[Parking/Grade/Parking N N | N o lN [N Jo N IN O |N
[Parking/hr - .
[Bus stopshr 0 0 0 jJo o jo
[Unit Extension 3.0 3.0 3.0 130 {30 |30
Phasing WE Only 02 03 04 SB Only | NS Perm 07 08
Tirmin 1G= 120 |G= G= G= G= 70 |G=300 |G= G=
° =7 _|v= Y= Y= Y=3  |v=4 V= Y=
. {Duration of Analysis (hrs) = 0.25 ‘ - Cycle Length C= 60.0
ILane Group Capacity, Control Delay, and LOS Determination
EB WB NB. SB
Adj. flow rate 58 152 382 48 136 301
Lane grotp cap. 354 607 880 (1214 621 |1173
© e ratio 0.16 0.25 0.43 [0.04 022 |0.26
[Green ratio 0.20 0.38 050 lo77 los7 |o67
[unit. delay d1 19.9 12.6 96 |17 |42 |40
) lgelay factor k 011 .11 0.11 jo.11 o011 |o.11
Increm. delay d2 0.2 0.2 03 oo o2 o1
PF factor 1.000 1.000 1.000 |1.000 [1.000 }1.000
Control delay 20.1 12.8 9.9 1.7 4.4 4.1
Lane group LOS C B A A A A
Apprch. delay 14.8 2.0 4.2
Approach LOS B A A
[Intersec. delay 8.2 Intersection LOS A
HCS82000™ Copyright © 2000 University of Florida, Al Rights Reserved Version 4.1¢
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General Information

|Site Information
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lAnalyst RMM intersection Shipman & Loveless ;
Agency or Co. cMT Area Type All other areas

Date Performed 12/16/2004 Jurisdiction

Time Period PM Peak Analysis Year 2026 - with W-M

Volume and Timing input -

EB WB NB SB
LT JTHIRT J LT | THIRT JLT [TH JRT [ LT I TH | RT

[Num. of Lanes 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 1 1 1 0
ﬁ_ane group L R T R L T
\Volume (vph) 62 252 151 | 61 |274 {172

% Heavy veh 2 2 8 2 2 8

PHF 0.90 0.90 0.90 10.90 10.90 10.90
Actuated (P/IA) A A A A A A
Startup lost time 2,0 2.0 20 120 20 20

Ext. eff. green 2.0 20 . 20 |20 120 |20
Arrival type 3 3 3 3 3 3

Unit Extension 3.0 3.0 30 |30 |30 |30
Ped/Bike/RTOR Volume 0 0 0 0 0
lLane Width 12.0 12.0 12.0 [12.0 [12.0 |12.0
Parking/Grade/Parking N N N 0 | N N 0 N N 0 N
Parking/hr . ,

. |Bus stops/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0
[Unit Extension 3.0 3.0 30 |30 {30 |30
Phasing WB Only 02 03 - 04 SB Only | NS Perm 07 08
Fimin G= 210 |G= = G= G= 7.0 G= 21.0 |G= G=

9 Y= 4 Y= Y= Y= Y=3 Y= 4 Y= Y=
i'Djration of Analysis (hrs) = 0.25 ' Cycle Length C = -60.0
Lane Group Capacity, Confrol Delay, and LOS Determination

EB WB NB SB
Ad). flow rate 69 280 168 68 304 191
Lane group cap. 619 844 616 |1214 {611 |909
vic ratio 0.11 0.33 027 (006 050 |0.21
Green ratio 0.35 0.53 035 {077 |052 |0.52

[Unif. delay d1 13.2 7.9 14.0 1.7 8.6 7.9
[Delay factor k 0.11 0.11 011 Jo11 [o11 Jo11
Increm. delay d2 0.1 0.2 02 loo [os |o1
PF factor 1.000 1.000 1.00¢ |1.000 |1.000 |1.000
Contro! delay 13.3 8.2 14.3 1.7 9.3 |80
Lane group 1.0S B A B A A A
Appreh. delay 9.2 10.6 8.8
Approach LOS A B A

[intersec. delay 9.3 Intersection LOS A

HCS2000™ " Copyright © 200¢ University of Florida, All Rights Reserved Version 4.1e



m

- Major Street Eastbound Westbound
~ [Movement 1 2 3 4 5 6
L T R L T R
Volume (veh/h) 2 16 144 1 29 2
- |Peak-hour factor, PHF 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.890
- [Hourly Flow Rate (veh/h) 2 17 160 1 32 2
- |Proportion of heavy .
vehicles, Py, 0 - - 2 - -
© Median type Undivided
. IRT Channelized? 0 - 0
JLanes 0 1 1 0 1 0
- |Configuration LT R LTR
- [Upstream Signal o 0
Minor Street. - : Northbound B T Southbound
Movement 7 8 : 9 10 11 12
‘ L T R L T R
fVolume (veh/h) 150 1 1 2 - T 4
Peak-hour factor, PHF 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90
‘ lHourly Flow Rate {veh/h) 166 1 1 2 1 , 4
Proportion of hea '
eh?cles, Prv " 0 0 0 2 0 0
. [Percent grade (%) 0 0
[Flared approach N N
Storage 4] 0
JRT Channelized? 0 0
fLanes 1 1 0 0 1 0
lConfiguration L : TR LTR .
Control Delay, Queue Length, Level of Service i
Approach EB wB Northbound Southbound
|Movement 1 .4 7 8 9 10 11 12
[Lane Configuration LT LTR L TR LTR
[Volume, v (vph) 2 1 166 2 7
[Capacity, ¢, (vph) 1591 1399 936 938 910
v/c ratio 0.00 0.00 0.18 0.00 0.01
[Queue length (95%) 0.00 0.00 0.64 0.01 0.02
[Control Delay (siveh) 7.3 7.6 9.7 8.8 9.0
fLOS A A A A A
Approach delay (sfveh) - - 9.7 8.0
Approach LOS = - A A
HCS2006™ Copyright © 2003 University of Florida, Ali Rights Reserved Version 4.1d
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TWO-WAY STOP CONTROL SUMMARY

General Information

Site Information

iAnalyst [rMM intersection éﬂ:gﬁgz Pkwy. & West
Agency/Co. [cmT T
L {urisdiction
Date Performed 3/16/2005 Analysis Yoar 5606
iAnalysis Time Period lAM Peak

Project Description

-

- [East/West Street: Loveless Pkwy

North/South Street:

West Entrance

Intersection Qrientation:

East-West

Study Period {hrs): 0.25 -

Vehicle Volumes and Adjustments

D-13




TWO-WAY STOP CONTROL SUMMARY .

|General Information

Site Information

Loveless Pkwy. & Wast

iAnalyst

RMM

Intersection
Entrance

IAgency/Co.

joMT

Jurisdiction

Date Performed

12/2/2004

IAnalysis Year

2006

Analysis Time Period

PM Peak

Project Description

- [East/West Street: Loveless Pkwy

North/South Street: West Entrance

Intersection Orientation:

East-West

Study Period (hrs): 0.25 .

Vehicle Volumes and Adjustments

- —

" IMajor Street

Eastbound

Woestbound

- Movement

1

2

5

L

T

- Nolume (veh/h)

52

270 29

- |Peak-hour factor, PHF

0.90

0.90 0. 0.90 0.

- [Heurly Flow Rate (veh/h)

57

6
T R
1
9
1

300 32

. [Proportion of heavy
vehicles, P,

4
0.90
4
0

o jowlelw
gl«|—|+>

Median type

Undivided

RT Channelized?

lanes

1

Configuration

. |Upstream Signal

0

0

[Minor Street

Northbouer _

Southbound

- IMovement

8

10 11 12

T

T R

Djo
-

Volume (veh/h)

277

1

2 1 4

- JPeéak-hour factor, PHF

0.80

0.90

0.90

_ [Hourly Flow Rate (veh/h)

307

2 1 4

JProportion of heavy
vehicles, P,

o
fw] Wlwlw
j=]

Percent grade (%)

|Fiared approach

Storage

OZQ f]

oj2|ol o

{RT Channelized?

- JLanes

1

0 0 1 0

lConfiguration

L

R LTR

Icentrol Delay, Queue Length, Level of Service

Approach

EB

waB

Northbound Southbound

|Movement

1

4

7 8 9 10 11 12

Lane Configuration

LT

LTR

Molume, v (vph)

4

LTR
3

307 : 4 7

[Capacity, ¢, (vph)

1592

1202

870 946 817

v/c ratio -

0.00

0.00

0.36 0.00 0.01

[Queue length (95%)

.01

0.01

1.60 0.01 0.03

Control Delay (s/veh)

8.0

114 8.8 9.4

|LOS

A

B A ‘ A

Approach delay (sfveh)

11.3 9.4

Approach LOS

B : A

HCS2000™
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: TWO-WAY STOP.CONTROL SUMMARY
General Information Site Information
Analyst RMM Intersection g}‘;gggz Phwy. & West
Agency/Co. JoMT, Jurisdiction
Date Performed 3/16/2005 -
Analysis Time Period |AM Peak =Analy3|s Year 2026
" fProject Description -
. [East/West Street: Loveless Pkwy North/South Street:  West Entrance
intersection Orientation: East-West Study Period (hrs): 0.25 .
" [Vehicle Volumes and Adjustments .
- {Major Street Eastbound Westbound
[Movement 1 2 3 4 5 6
L T R L T R
. [volume (veh/h) 2 18 144 1 35 2
JPeak-hour factor, PHF 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90
JHourly Flow Rate (veh/h) 2 20 160 -1 - 38 2
Proportion of heavy
lvehicies, Py 0 - - 2 - -
[Median type Undivided
RT Channelized? 0 0
" Lanes 0 1 1 0 1 0
: §Configuration LT : R LTR
JUpstream Signal 0 0 -
{Minor Street Northbound _ Southbound
. [Movement 7 8 9 10 11 12
L T R L T R
" [Volume (veh/h) 150 1 1 2 1 4
JPeak-hour factor, PHF 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 .90
Hourly Flow Rate (veh/h) 166 1 1 2 1 4
Proportion of heavy '
lvehicles, Py 0 0 0 2 0 0
[Percent grade (%) 0 0
" |Flared approach N N
i Storage o 0
IRT Channelized? 0 0
|Lanes 1 1 -0 0 1 0
[Configuration L TR LTR
. I'Cmtrol Delay, Queue Length, Level of Service ]
Approach EB wB Northbound Southbound
[Movement 1 4 7 8 8 10 11 12
LLane Configuration LT LTR L TR LTR
olume, v (vph) 2 1 166 2 7
Capacity, ¢, (vph) 1583 1396 924 931 901
" e ratio 0.00 0.00 0.18 © 0.00 0.01
i |Queue length (95%) 0.00 0.00 0.65 0.01 0.02
. [Control Delay (s/veh) 7.3 7.6 9.7 8.9 8.0
LOS A A A A A
" [Approach delay (s/veh) - - 9.7 8.0 -
- JApproach LOS -- -- A A
Version 4,14



- ' .- TWO-WAY STOP CONTROL SUMMARY
" |General Information _ |Site Information
nalyst RMM Intersection Iéo';feiess_Pkwy - & West
Agency/Co. CMT_ Jurisdiction =
Date Performed 12/2/2004 Analysis Year 5096
Analysis Time Petlod PM Peak
* [Project Description o —
East/West Street:. Loveless Pkwy  |North/South Street: West Entrance
" fintersection Orientation: East-West Study Period (hrs): 0.25 .
ehicle Volumes and Adjustments _
. [Major Street Eastbound Westbound
" Movement 1 2 3 4 5 6
: . L T R L T R
Volume (veh/h) 4 61 270 3 33 1
" {Peak-hour factor, PHF 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90
: Ii-lourly Flow Rate (veh/h) 4 67 300 3 36 1
Proportion of heavy
Ivehicles. Py 0 - - . 2 - -
. Median type Undivided
{RT Channelized? 0
1 Lanes : 0 1 1 0 1 0
- fConfiguration . LT R LTR '
JUpstream Signal 0 — . 0
"IMinor Street - Northbound Southbound
_[Movement . 7 8 9 10 11 12
: ’ i L T R L T R
" fVolume {veh/h) - 277 : 7 3 ' 2 1 4
FPeak-hour factor, PHF 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90
- " JHourly Flow Rate (veh/h) 307 1 : 3 2 1 4
» lProportion of heavy ‘ ,
| Ivehiclés, Py 0 0 2 0 0
~ |Percent grade (%) 0 0
* JFlared approach N N
.1 Storage 0 0
[RT Channelized? - : 0 : 0
T lLanes . 1 1 0 0 1 0
; lgonﬁguration . L TR o LTR.
[Gentroi Delay, Queue Length, Level of Service .
: BApproach EB wB Northbound Southbound
s [Movement 1 4 7 8 9 10 11 12
, jLane Configuration LT LTR - L TR LTR
T olume, v (vph) 4 3 307 4 -7
[Capacity, ¢ (vph) 1587 1192 852 : 933 806
rv/c ratio : 0.00 0.00 0.36 6.00 0.01
i JQueue length (95%) 0.01 0.01 1.65 0.01 0.03
Control Delay (s/veh) 7.3 8.0 11.6 8.9 9.5
J"Los A A B A A
= |Approach delay (s/veh) - - 11.6 9.5
fApproach LOS - - B A
HCSs2000™ Copyright © 2003 University of Florida, All Rights Reserved Version 4.1d
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 TWO-WAY STOP CONTROL SUMMARY

General Information

naly§

—TrmM

Site Information

Intersection

Loveless & East Entrance

Agency/Co.

CMT

urisdiction

Date Performed

7/12/2005

nalysis Year

2006

Analysis Time Period

AM Poak

" [Project Description

. {East/West Street: Loveless Pkwy

[North/South Street: East Entrance

,Intersection Orientation: FEast-West

ehicle Volumes and Adjustments

IStudy Period (hrs). 0.25

. Major Street .

Eastbound

Westbound

2

5

IMovement

1
L T

Dl
o] [F-N

o

T

. [Volume {veh/h)

23

JPeak-hour factor, PHF

0 11
0.90 0.90

0.90 0.

» [Hourly Flow Rate (veh/h)

o
ol
L=
(]

L3 FToY )
L3

25

- fProportion of heavy
ehicies, Py

0 12
0

N oo

1 - [Median type

Undivided

_|RT Channelized?

<

<

" [Lanes

0 : 1

1 0

TR

0

0

. Conﬁgﬁation
_JUpstream Signal
""" IMinor Street !

‘Northbound

Southbound

- [Movement

8

| e

T

Ajwo
-

—|=
-
Ny

* Nolume (veh/h)

9 _ 0

. [Peak-hour factor, PHF

- 0.90 - 0.90

o
S
o
©
S

Hourly Flow Rate (veh/h)

10 0

- JProportion of heavy
ehicles, P\,

o
o |olo|e
S
o
@0
<

T

|Percent grade (%)

*[Ftared approach

.| Storage

0
0

N
0

oizlo] o lolsio
o

[RT Channelized?

0

k
Lanes

0

0 0

o
L]

—

!lConﬁguration ‘ LR
t§Control Delay, Queue Length, Level of Service

u—

Approach

EB WB

Northbound

Southbound

Movement

——

1 4

7 R 9

10 11 12

)JLane Configuration

LT

LR

Volume, v (vph)

0

10

 §Capacity, c,, (vph)

1596

975

v/c ratio

0.00

0.01

Queue length (95%)

0.00

0.03

7.3

87

HControl Delay (sfveh)
"LOs

A

A

YApproach delay (siveh)

8.7

4 JApproach LOS

A

HCS2000™

[
s
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TWO-WAY STOP CONTROL SUMMARY

8 General Information

Site Information

iAnalyst

RMM

Loveless & East Enfrance

Agency/Co.

CMT

l[ﬁtersectior
Lurisdiction

Date Performed

7/12/2005

Analysis Year

2006

ianalysis Time Period

PM Peak

L

tl_;r&ect Deﬁipﬁon

e

- JEast/West Street: Loveless Pkwy

INorth/South Street:  East Entrance

.

East-West

Study Period (hrs): 0.25

Intersection Orientati
ehicle Volumes and Adjustments

— — TR

IMajor Street

Eastbound

Westbound

IMovement

2

5

pof Lo

1
L T

T

Volume (veh/h)

13

19

" |Peak-hour factor, PHF

0 44
0.90 0.90

0.90

0.90 0.

- Jrourly Flow Rate (veh/h)

48

14

21

ol
o

~ JProportion of heavy
ehicles, P,

0
0 -

Median type

RT Channelized?

S

l.anes

4 1

1

[

{ - |Configuration

0

1 0

L stream Signal
Minor Street R

Northbound

—gouthm

- iMovement

7 8

11

L T

T

clume (veh/h)

14 0

0

. [Peak-hour factor, PHF

0.90 0.90

0.90

[Hourly Flow Rate (veh/h)

15 0

0.

- fProportion of heavy
ehicles, P,

T

0

[Percent grade (%) -

" JFlared approach

ol2{o

Storage

0
0

N

0

. RT Channelized? -

0

JLanes

0 0

0

L]

+ fConfiguration

LR

; {Gontrol Delay, Queue Length, Level of Service

Approach

EB WB

* Northbound

Southbound

B

Movement

1 ‘ 4

8 9

10 11

12

Lane Configuration

—

LT

LR

Volume, v (vph)

1

16

- [Capacity, ¢ (vph)

1541

934

V/G ratio

0.00

0.02

0.00

0.05

: [Queue length (95%)
l : Caontrol Delay (siveh)

7.3

8.8

LOS

A

A

* PApproach delay (s/veh)

8.9

.JApproach LOS

A

- HC52000™
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TWO-WAY STOP CONTROL SUMMARY
General Information L Site Information
Analyst “TRMM o intersection Loveless & East Entrance
Agency/Co. CMT Jurisdiction
Date Performed 7/12/2005 Analysis Year 2026
Analysis Time Period AM Peak : i _ -
Project Description — :
» {East/West Street: Loveless Pkwy [North/South Street: East Enfrance
intersection Orientation: East-West [Study Period (hrs): 0.25 N
i?ehicle Volumes and Adjustments . |
- |Major Street Eastbound Westhound
. [Movement 1 2 3 4 5 6
L T R L T R
- [Nolume (veh/h) 0 13 8 a 29 0
[Peak-hour factor, PHF 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90
* JHourly Flow Rate {veh/h) 0 14 8 0 32 0
rroportion of heavy o ~ ~ A ~ ~
ehicles, P,y
" Median type Undivided
. [RT Channelized? 0 0
{Lanes 0 1 0 0 1 0
" [Configuration R LT o
| - [Upstream Signal 0 0
|Minor Street ‘ Northbound Southbound
- IMovement 7 8 9 10 11 12
_ L T R L T R
Volume (veh/h) 9 -0 0 0 0 0
» fPeak-hour factor, PHF 0.90 0.80 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.80
[Hourly Flow Rate (veh/h) 10 0 0 0 0 0
" {Proportion of heavy .
. [vehicles, P, 0 0 0 2 0 0
[Percent grade (%) 0 0
" IFiared approach N N
+] Storage 0 0
; [RT Channelized? 0 ; 0
JLanes 0 0 0 0 0 0
i IConﬁguration LR ]
{ ; {Control [ﬁE{, Queue Length, Level of Service
Approach EB WB Northbound Southbound
I [Movement 1 4 7 8 9 10 11 12
i JLane Configuration LT LR '
) Volume, v (vph) 0 10
 {Capacity, ¢, (vph) 1593 964
* W/ ratio 0.00 0.01
r{Queue length (95%) 0.00 0.03
_[Control Delay (siveh) 7.3 8.8
|Los ' A A
"Wpproach delay (s/veh) - - 8.8
s JApproach LOS ' - - A
 HCS2000™ Copyright © 2003 University of Florida, All Rights Reserved Version 4.1d
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TWO-WAY STOP CONTROL SUMMARY

iéneral information

Site Information

nalyst RMM intersection Loveless & East Entrance
ency/Co. CMT Jurisdiction
ate Performed 7/12/2005 Analysis Year 2026
Analysis Time Period PM Peak
sject Dascription — _-
ust/West Street:  Loveless Pkwy North/South Street: East Enfrance
Intersection Orientation: East-West Study Period (hrs):. 0.25
E hicle Volumes and Adjustments ‘
ajor Street Eastbound Westbound
[Movernent 1 2 3 4 5 6
| L T R L T R
iume {veh/h) [ 53 13 1 23 0
[Peak-hour factor, PHF 0.80 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90
arly Flow Rate (veh/h) 0 58 14 1 25 0
Pl iportion of heavy
ehicles, P, - 0 - - 2 - -
H Hian type Undivided
.iChannelized? 0 0
Lanes 0 1 0 0 1 0
Cl “figuration TR LT '
Ut stream Signal i 0 e o 1
Minor Street N Northbound Southbound
q ‘rement 7 8 8 10 11 12
. L T R L T R
Volume (veh/h) 14 0 1 0 0 0
P! “k-hour factor, PHF 0.90 0.50 0.90 0.90 0.90 - 0.80
H{ irly Flow Rate (veh/h) 15 0 1 0 o 0
Proportion of heavy
vguicles, Py, 0 0 0 2 0 0
i Sent grade (%) 0 0
Flared approach N N
‘torage 0 0
Rl Channelized? 0 0.
Lanes 0 0 0 0 0 0
%__ffig_l@tion LR
Coditrol Delay, Queue Length, Level of Service i
Approach EB WB Northbound Southbound
iy iement 1 4 7 8 9 10 11 12
_anhe Configuration LT LR
Jgiyme, v (vph) 1 16
3-% acity, ¢ {vph) 1528 917
rfc ratio 0.00 0.02
g_ﬂ lue length (95%) 0.00 0.05
3d. Irol Delay (sfveh) 7.4 9.0
08 A A
%;‘oach delay {s/veh) - - 9.0
\pptoach LOS - .- A
Copyright © 2003 University of Florida, All Rights Reserved Version 4.1d
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