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INTRODUCTION AND SUMMARY

Purpose of Report and Study Objectives

The purpose of this report is to identify potential access locations to service future development
on SR-248 between US-40 and approximately 0.75 miles south-west of US-40 in Park City,
Utah. The study objectives are to describe existing conditions, define the study area, estimate
trip generation and distribution for potential future development, analyze existing PM conditions
with traffic added from the Quinn’s Recreation Center, Phase I of the IHC Hospital and Silver
Mountain Resort, analyze 2025 conditions under full build-out of the area with two access
options, and recommend improvements to mitigate traffic impacts.

Executive Summary

Site Location and Study Area. Properties adjacent to SR-248 include the Silver Mountain
Resort (Quinn’s Junction Partnership), IHC, Quinn’s Recreation Complex, National Ability
Center (existing), and Barnes Banking Company. The study intersections include SR-248 and
the U.S. 40 northbound and southbound ramps in addition to Landfill Road and SR-248. ‘The
proposed IHC Road and Silver Mountain 1 accesses were also analyzed.

Future Development Descriptions. The Silver Mountain Resort includes 600
Townhouses/Condominiums, a Hotel with 1800 rooms with a convention center, a retail
shopping center of 1,000 sq feet, and a live theater with 2000 seats. Phase I of the IHC hospital
includes a 121,000 sq. ft. hospital and a 30,000 sq. ft. attached medical office building. Full
build out of the hospital includes approximately 500,000 sq. ft. of space that includes a hospital,
medical support facilities and medical office space. The Quinn’s Recreation Complex includes a
46,000 sq. ft. Ice Sheet and several outdoor playing fields. The Barnes Banking parcel is
approximately 20 acres where it was assumed (at 10,000 sq. ft./acre) that up to 200,000 sq. ft. of
retail would be developed.

Principal Findings.

Silver Mountain Resort is expected to generate approximately 23,000 daily trips with 813 and
806 of these occurring during the AM and PM peak hours, respectively. Phase I of the IHC
hospital is expected to generate approximately 3,160 daily trips with 215 and 250 of these
occurring during the AM and PM peak hours, respectively. Full build-out of the various parcels
are expected to generate up to 49,000 new daily trips with 1,600 and 2,500 of these occurring
during the AM and PM peak hours, respectively.

The 2005 PM conditions were analyzed with traffic added from the recreation center and phase I
of the THC Hospital. One shared access that services the recreation center and phase I of the
hospital was modeled on SR-248 as a unsignalized and a signalized access. With the shared
access being unsignalized the intersection is expected to operate at LOS F. The traffic simulation
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model shows eastbound left turns having a difficult time finding large enough gaps to turn onto
SR-248. With the shared access being signalized the intersection is expected to operate at LOS
B.

The 2025 conditions were analyzed with full build-out of the various parcels, including the
Silver Mountain Resort (Quinn’s Junction Partnership), IHC, Quinn’s Recreation Complex,
National Ability Center (existing), and Barnes Banking Company, under two proposed options
(see page 5 for details of the two options). All the study intersections in the various options are
expected to operate at LOS E or better under 2025 conditions with full build-out the various
parcels mentioned above.

Conclusions and Recommendations.

It is recommended that the joint access to SR-248 for the proposed IHC hospital and Quinn’s
Recreation Center be signalized upon completion of the developments. It is also recommended
that an additional through lane in each direction on SR-248 be added at this intersection prior to
2025. Also, the conclusion of this report is that the second access, Silver Mountain 1, can be
unsignalized and restricted to right turns only (Option 1B); this will not adversely affect traffic
flow in the area.

Horrocks Engineers 2
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PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT
Site Location

The study area is on SR-248 between US-40 and approximately 0.75 miles south-west of US-40
in Park City. The study intersections include SR-248 and the U.S 40 northbound and
southbound ramps in addition to Landfill Road and SR-248. The proposed [HC Road and Silver
Mountain | accesses were also analyzed. Properties adjacent to SR-248 include IHC, Quinn’s
Recreation Complex, National Ability Center (existing), Barnes Banking Company, and the
Quinn’s Junction Partnership. See Figure 1.

Land Use

The Silver Mountain Resort includes 600 Townhouses/Condominiums, a Hotel with 1800 rooms
with a convention center, a retail shopping center of 1,000 sq feet, and a live theater with 2000
seats. Phase I of the IHC hospital includes a 121,000 sq. ft. hospital and a 30,000 sq. ft. attached
medical office building. Full build out of the hospital includes approximately 500,000 sq. ft. of
space that includes a hospital, medical support facilities and medical office space. The Quinn’s
Recreation Complex includes a 46,000 sq. ft. Ice Sheet and several outdoor playing fields. The
Barnes Banking parcel is approximately 20 acres where it was assumed (at 10,000 sq. ft./acre)
that up to 200,000 sq. ft. of retail would be developed.

ANALYSIS OF EXISTING AND FUTURE CONDITIONS

SR-248 Characteristics

SR-248 is currently a three-lane road that is classified by the Utah Department of Transportation
as a category 4 Regional Rural roadway with a minimum signal spacing of Y2 mile. However,
UDOT is currently reevaluating its access management standards. It is anticipated, based upon
conversations with the Region 2 traffic engineer, that SR-248 category will be changed so that
the signal spacing minimum will be ¥ mile and no unsignalized access will be allowed.

Based upon counts obtained from UDOT, SR-248 currently carries approximately 13,500
vehicles per day (vpd). A typical three-lane roadway has a daily capacity of 15,000 vpd.

Horrocks Engineers 3
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Figure 1 Site Location

Assumptions
The following assumptions were made in performing the study:

2005 Conditions

¢ The U.S. 40 northbound and southbound ramps have been signalized since the Spring of
2006.

Horrocks Engineers 4
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2025 Conditions

e A frontage road will be in place that runs between Quinn’s Junctions and Silver Creek.
It was assumed that the frontage road would carry up to 5,000 trips per day.

e It was assumed that SR-248 would be expanded to 5-lanes. As stated before, a three-
lane roadway has a capacity of approximately 15,000 vpd. Based upon straight line
growth projections SR-248 will exceed 15,000 vpd by the year 2010.

e Jt was assumed that Landfill Road would carry up to 5,000 trips per day.

ACCESS OPTIONS

Two main access alternatives where developed for analysis. Each main alternative has three
different scenarios associated with it, resulting in a total of six different scenarios analyzed in
this report. Both options allow for a future signal to be located at the Landfill Road/SR-248
intersection. The following is an overview of each option.

Option #1: This option has a signal located approximately 1400 ft southwest of the U.S.
Southbound ramp which provides access to the properties on both sides of SR-248. See figure 2.
This signal location provides the ¥4 mile spacing required by UDOT access management
standards. The distance from the access (referred to as IHC Road) to Landfill Road is
approximately 2200 ft. This option was analyzed under the current conditions with two through
lanes in each direction on SR-248 (Option 1), as well as with three through lanes in each
direction on SR-248 (Option LA).

One additional option (Option 1B) adds a second access to Option 1A approximately 700 ft
southwest of the IHC Road access. This additional access (referred to as Silver Mountain 1)
does not have a traffic signal and restricts the access to allow only right turns in and out of the
development, with right turns onto SR-248 being stop controlled. The distance from Silver
Mountain Road to Landfill Road is approximately 1500 ft. See Figure 3.

Option #2: This option relocates the IHC Road access in Option #1 to a point approximately
1100 feet southwest of the U.S. Southbound ramp, and adds a second access (referred to as
Silver Mountain 1) located on the border of the Barnes Banking and Quinn’s Junction
Partnership properties approximately 1100 feet southwest of IHC Road. See figure 4. The
distance from this access to Landfill Road is approximately 1400 ft. The benefit of this access
location is that it serves the Barnes Banking, Quinn’s Junction Partnership, recreation center and
IHC properties.

Option #2 was analyzed under the current conditions with two through lanes in each direction on
SR-248 (Option 2), as well as with three through lanes in each direction on SR-248 at IHC Road
(Option 2A). Options 2 and 2A analyze the Silver Mountain 1 access as a signalized intersection
with left and right turns permissible out of and onto Silver Mountain 1. One additional option
(Option 2B) analyzed in the report has a configuration identical to 2A except for a change in the
configuration of IHC Road west of SR-248. See figure 5. The change did not affect the analysis

Horrocks Engineers S
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at the intersection, and therefore the results of the analysis of Option 2B are omitted from this

report.

Table | summarizes the different options analyzed in this report. The different options are
shown in Figures 2 through 5.

Table 1: Options Analyzed

Number of | Approximate Distance Lanes on Silver Restrictions on
Full from U.S. SB Ramp to SR-248 at Mountain 1 Silver Mountain
Option | Accesses THC Road IHC Road | Traffic Control 1
1 1 1400 feet 2 - -
1A | 1400 feet 3 - -
IB IL/E;gE;iTt 1400 feet 3 Stop Controlled }i;ftﬁt é“u/ :
2 2 1100 feet 2 Signalized None
2A 2 1100 feet 3 Signalized None
2B 2 1100 feet 3 Signalized None

Horrocks Engineers
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(SR-248 has 2 through lanes at IHC Rd in
Option 1 and 3 through lanes in Option 1A.)




SR-248 IHC « Silver M¢ Access Study

e

F

FIGURE 3: Option 1B =




SR-248 |HC Access Study with silver Mt i 2025 Alternative 2A

8

£| FIGURE 4: Option 2 & 2A |8

(SR-248 has 2 through lanes at IHC Rd in
Option 2 and 3 through lanes in Option 2A.




SH-248 JHL Access Stuay with silver Mt 2UZ5 Alernauve zuo
i v 2 7 P A el a -

e




SR-248 ACCESS STUDY
PARK CITY, UTAH

PROJECTED TRAFFIC
Site Traffic Forecasts

Trip Generation. The Institute of Transportations Engineers’ (ITE) Trip Generation manual, 7%
Edition was used to calculate new trip volumes. Table 2 details the expected trip generation for
the Silver Mountain Resort. Table 3 details the expected trip generation for phase I of the
hospital in addition to the recreation center. Table 4 details the expected trip generation for full
build-out of the hospital and the development of the Barnes Banking and Quinn’s Junction
Partnership parcels.

Table 2: Trip Generation - Silver Mountain Resort

Weekday AM Peak Hour Weekday PM Peak Hour
: il of Adjacent Street of Adjacent Street
Lund Use Land Use l.TL Variable Quantity D“,lly 4
Code Trips .
Total n Qut Totat n Out

B . - . o Dwelling e ” e
Residential Lots Townhouses/Condominiums 230 Unit = 600 2.944 2le 17% 37 83% 180 261 67% 178 33% 86
Hotel Rooms & Convention Center 310 Room LR00O 15.737 1472 61% 898 39% 574 1062 33% 563 | 47% | 499

. - an 1000 8q. " - ) . . | <n
Retail Shopping Center 820 Y GLA 48 4214 101 617 6l 9% 3 386 48% 185 | 52% R
Live Theatre Live Theatre 441 Seats 2.000 80 40 50% 24 30% 20 40 500% 20 0% 20
Subtotal (Total Trips) 2975 1829 - 1Lol6 - 813 1.749 - 943 - 806
Tnternal Capture of Retail Tots Only (Use 50%) 2107 50 - 31 - 210 193 - 93 - 100
Total New Trips 20,868 1779 986 793 1.556 850 706

Table 3: Trip Generation — ITHC Phase I and Quinn’s Junction Rec Center

Weekday AM Peak Hour Weekday PM Peak Hour
of Adjacent Street of Adjacent Street
Land Use Lagd(:Jse Variable Quartity !;NaiTe‘T('(rjiaz !
ode
v e Totat In Out Totat in Out

Hospital 610 “Xg’:z' f 118 2073 142 3% 17 61% 95 139 3% 46 61% 93
Medical Office 720 1000 sq. & 30 1,084 74 79% 59 206 16 109 66% 7 4% 37
Butilding GlA
USSA 1000 sq. I
Training 495 sg- 1t 83 2262 21 50% 10 50% 110 203 7% 55 3% 148

e GLA
Facility
Rec Center Park City - - 2068 34 50% 2 50% 2 413 29% 120 N% | 293

Specific

“Total New Crips 7484 520 a9 258 516 263 863 6% 293 6% | sm

Horrocks Engineers [l
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Table 4: Trip Generation - Full Build-Out of the Various Parcels
Weekday AM Peak Hour Weekday PM Peak Hour
Land Use Land Use Variable Quantity Weekday of Adjacent Street of Adjacent Street
Code Daily Trips
Total In Out Total In Out
Speciatty R4 1000 5q. 00 22,160 08 | 6w | s | e | 10 | 12 | s | sy | osew | ead
Rerail Center Gl
Pass-By Trallic (30% of Sub-Total) 6.648 92 _ s6 _ 26 366 _ 161 _ 05
Total Commercial Development New Trips 15.512 216 6% 32 9% 84 &35 Mo 376 36% 479
Hospital 610 “"“COL-"‘\'- 0 400 7028 a0 | % | o158 | 6% | 3 | 42 | ;e | 156 | 61% | 316
LA
Medical Office 720 1000 sq. i 50 1807 124 | 7T9% 98 2% 2% 181 6% 1y 349 62
Building GLA
Rec Center Park City 2065 84 50% %2 SO% 2 FTR 20% 120 7% 293
Specific

USSA o
Trining 495 1000 5. f 83 2262 231 s e | osow | wo 0 | 27 55 e | 148

. GILA
Facility
tnternal Capture (5%) 1.230 39 3% 17 574 » 37 37% 3 63% 4
Total New Trips 27443 Loss | ase | sax | sam | se2 | 20m | e | 793 | el% | 12w

L As shown above, the Silver Mountain Resort is expected to generate 20,868 daily trips with

1,779 and 1,556 of these occurring during the AM and PM peak hours respectively. Phase I of
the THC hospital is expected to generate 3,157 daily trips with 216 and 248 of these occurring
during the AM and PM peak hours respectively. Full build-out of the various parcels would
generate up to 26,171 new daily trips with 798 and 1,710 of these occurring during the AM and
PM peak hours respectively.

Trip Distribution. New trips generated by the various parcels were assigned to turning
movements at the study intersections using the software program Traffix (version 7.5). The trip
generation, trip distribution and travel routes (with percentages) are entered into the program.
Traffix then calculates the new turning movements at each intersection and adds them to the
existing traffic. The travel route percentages were calculated based on existing traffic. Figure 6
details the trip distribution used for the project traffic.

Horrocks Engineers (2
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Figure 6: Trip Distribution

TRAFFIC AND IMPROVEMENT ANALYSIS

Study Intersection Level of Service

Level of Service (LOS) is a term used by the Highway Capacity Manual (HCM) to describe the
traffic operations of an intersection, based on congestion and delay. It ranges from LOS A
(almost no congestion or delay) to LOS F (traffic demand is above capacity and the intersection
experiences long queues and delay). LOS C is generally considered acceptable for rural

—
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et intersections. LOS D is acceptable for urbanized intersections. LOS E is the threshold when the
intersection reaches capacity. The following tables summarize LOS delay criteria for
unsignalized and signalized intersections.
Table 5: Unsignalized Intersection LOS Criteria
{ LOS Stop Delay per Vehicle (s)
A 10
B >10and 15
C >15and 25
D >25and 35
E >35and 50
F > 50
Source: Highway Capacity Manual, Transportation Research Board, 2000.
Table 6: Signalized Intersection L.OS Criteria
LOS Stop Delay per Vehicle (s)
A 10
B >10and 20
- C >20and 35
D >35and 55
E >55and 80
F > 80
Source: Highway Capacity Manual, Transportation Research Board, 2000.
For this report, the LOS was calculated using the Synchro/SimTraffic 7 software package. The
2005 PM conditions were analyzed with traffic added from the recreation center and phase I of
the IHC Hospital. One shared unsignalized access was modeled on SR-248 that services the
recreation center and phase I of the hospital. It should be noted that traffic from the resort was
not added to the existing conditions analysis; it was considered in the analysis of 2025 conditions
presented later in this report. The following table shows the results of the 2005 analysis.
Table 7: PM 2005 Conditions Plus Project Unsignalized Traffic Analysis Summary
Intersection 2005 PM
Delay (sec) LOS
Northbound U.S. 40 On/Off Ramp & SR-248 12.7 B
Southbound U.S. 40 On/Off Ramp & SR-248 8.9 A
IHC/Rec Center Access & SR-248* >100 F

*Stop controlled intersection, only the approach with the highest delay is shown

Horrocks Engineers
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As shown in the table with the shared access being unsignalized the intersection is expected to
operate at LOS F. The traffic simulation model shows eastbound left turns having a difficult time
finding large enough gaps to turn onto SR-248. The 2005 PM conditions were analyzed with
traffic added from the recreation center and phase I of the IHC Hospital with a shared signalized
access. The following table shows the results of the analysis.

Table 8: PM 2005 Conditions Plus Project Signalized Traffic Analysis Summary

. 2005 PM
Intersection

Delay (sec) LOS
Northbound U.S. 40 On/Off Ramp & SR-248 13.4 B
Southbound U.S. 40 On/Off Ramp & SR-248 9.1 A
IHC/Rec Center Access & SR-248 17.8 B

As shown in the table with the shared access being signalized the intersection is expected to
operate at LOS B.

The 2025 conditions were analyzed with full build-out of the various parcels and the resort under
the six proposed options. The following table shows the results of the analysis. The results of the

analysis of Option 2B were omitted from the report because changing the IHC access road had
little effect on the traffic at the study intersections.

Table 9: PM 2025 Conditions Plus Build-Out Traffic Analysis Summary

Option # 1 Option # 1A Option # 1B Option # 2 Option #2A
Intersection [(3:;3’ LOS ‘(3:;3’ LOS ‘(3;'3’ LOS ‘(3:;3’ LOS ‘(3:;3’ LOS
ngohf?c;l::q:fsﬁz 4 R0 | C 32 | D | 38 | D | 398 | D | 269 | C
g%j’g‘f‘f’%”ar;fpufég?z s | 251 c 221 c 376 | D | 239 | Cc | 212 | C
HCRecoemerfoad | g4y | E | 327 | ¢ | 31 G | 40 | D | 294 | C
gg"_‘;&g""umam 1& . . . . 24 | A | 351 D | 194 | B
Landfill Road& SR-248 | 364 | D | 366 | D | 203 | C | 534 | E | 558 | E

*Stop-controlled in this option, only the approach with the highest delay is shown.

As shown in the table, in the one access options (1 and 1A), adding an additional through lane in
each direction on SR-248 at IHC Road minimally affects most of the study intersections but
greatly improves the LOS at the [HC Road intersection. Similarly, a comparison of Options 2
and 2A shows that adding an additional through lane in each direction on SR-248 minimally
affects the Southbound Ramp and Landfill Road intersections, but improves the LOS at the other

three study intersections. Therefore, it is recommended that these additional lanes be installed on
SR-248 before 2025.

Horrocks Engineers 15
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In discussion between the city and the developers, it was decided that Option IB is the preferred
option because it allows for a second access while maintaining the minimum required signal
spacing of % mile. Consequently, a comparison of Options 1B and 2A is necessary in order to
determine whether making Silver Mountain 1 Option be stop controlled and restricted to right
turns only is acceptable. As shown in Table 7, the levels of service at the Northbound and
Southbound Ramps and at IHC Road are worse in Option 1B but are still at acceptable levels.
The level of service at IHC Road is the same in the two scenarios, with a slightly better average
delay in Option 1A. The levels of service at Silver Mountain 1 and at Landfill Road are
significantly better in Option 1B. Therefore, Option 1B produces satisfactory levels of service
and is an acceptable option.

CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

It is recommended that the joint access to SR-248 for the proposed IHC hospital and Quinn’s
Recreation Center be signalized upon completion of the developments. It is also recommended
that an additional through lane in each direction on SR-248 be added at this intersection prior to
2025. Lastly, the conclusion of this report is that the second access, Silver Mountain 1, can be
unsignalized and restricted to right turns only (Option 1B); this will not adversely affect traffic
flow in the area.

Horrocks Engineers 16
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APPENDIX
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2025 Alternative 1A PM Peak
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SimTraffic Performance Report
2025 Alternative 1B PM Peak
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SimTraffic Performance Report
2025 Alternative 1B PM Peak
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SimTraffic Performance Report
2025 Alternative 2 PM Peak
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Delay /Vieti€s) s 1 215 278 8% AS

Vehicles Entered 203 8 6 315 532

Vehiclgs Exited . v 203 8 8 316 #5688

Hourly Exit Rate 203 8 6 316 533

Input Volumig: ~ v 222 8 4 32076854 -
% of Volume 91 100 150 99 96




SimTraffic Performance Report
2025 Alternative 2 PM Peak

15: F. Gilmore Drive & IHC Road Performance by approach

{EBBINVBREINB RIS R
06 48 15 68
8.7 298 94 170
580 558 1448
575« 557 1443
575 557 1443
607 539 1489
95 103 100

v“h

% of Volume

17: SR-248 & Performance by approach

% of Volume

22: Frontage Road & Land Fill Road Performance by approach

DO S A e 1 s oL

SRl et s B S IN BT e B
Total Delay (hr) 89 2 1038 O 3 1004
Eyej”ay/ Nehits) 5&1@.?; 1647 32 5491
\{ehrqles Entered 81 251 352 684

47 2% 353 63t
47 231 353 631
| i 2023 24 367 8%
% of Volume 21 95 96 76

23: IHC Road & Performance by approach

TmaDmawm) 00 00 00 01 02

Delay vieh{s) 7 88 57 Qg 41 . a5
Vehicles Entered 1 8 4 502 515

Vehieles Exited & 8 4 508 515

Hourly Exit Rate 1 8 4 503 516

Tpat Volume 2 e 4 528 HAD .. b Py,
% of Volume 50 133 100 95 96




SimTraffic Performance Report
2025 Alternative 2 PM Peak

28: SR-248 & silver mt1 Performance by approach

Approach - 'EB. “WBY INB WAL
Total Delay (hr) 31.4 6.2 3.2 408
Delay:/¥ghi(s) 50.9 132 424 851
Vehicles Entered 2234 1705 270 4209
Vehicles:Exited 2208 1695 269 4172
Hourly Exit Rate 2208 269 4172
Input Voltrhe 2350 P68 4398
% of Volume 94 100 96

Total Network Performance

it L,,:‘ R S S S R R R s

Total Delay (hr) 3982

% of Volun{e ' 16




SimTraffic Performance Report
2025 Alternative 2A PM Peak

1: SR-248 & NB On/Off Ramp Performance by approach

; .-'Q‘w "?‘ o S

m i e e ey

. . 4 9 15.6
D ehis 227 19R BT 269
Vehlcles Entered 1253 528 306 2087
Viehigles Exited 1268 524 801 2085
786 452 3128
153 143 146

% of Vol.unﬂe
2: SR-248 & SB On/Off Ramp Performance by approach
. ,’M&Z_Bbt' '@&:"« ..:‘} -L

52 32

L -3.6-3:
1484 548 854
\xemgles Exited- 1485 552 853 2890
Hourly EXIt Rate 2228 828 1280
Vo 598 568 837
% of Volume 140 147 153

4: SR-248 & IHC Road Performance by approach

SERE CABRRIB BB IR R e e
14 101 22 37 273
1 229 220 294

1060 280 603

“jo6b. 279 603 3835

1590 419 905 5003

1043 294 595 3429

152 144 152 146

% of Volume'

9: Frontage Road & silver mt1 Performance by approach

Total Delay (hr) . . i

ety Meh (s} 18 164 318
Vehicles Entered 138 7 3
Vehigles Exited 187 & 3

f% 6f vO|ur'r{é" 139 225 169




SimTraffic Performance Report
2025 Alternative 2A PM Peak

15: F. Gilmore Drive & IHC Road Performance by approach

0.1 . 2.2 3.2
Vehlcles Entered 202 413 357 972
Vehicles Exjted 203 414 =860 977 W% e TR
HourIy Exit Rate 305 621 540 1466
it Violurme: 195 405 359 959 w® g
% of Volume 156 153 150 153

17: SR-248 & Performance by approach

176

39.2 ~ 371 558 st
1624 95 3018
1606° 1169 g5 2987
2409 143 4481
%ofVqume 144 150 68 142 140

22: Frontage Road & Land Fill Road Performance by approach

Total Delay (hr) 496 53 02 551
- Dglayil ¥eh {s) 40610 445:0:7. 26 466.6
Vehicles Entered 55 136 250 441
( ' 33 425 249 407 DRER
50 374 611
InpuNolumie. 149 245 555
% of Volume 33 153 110

23: IHC Road & Performance by approach

Hourly-EXIt Rate 2 6 542 554
Iiipit Voluie: 1 % g3 352 380 i
% of Volume 113 112 2256 154 154




SimTraffic Performance Report
2025 Alternative 2A PM Peak

28: SR-248 & silver mt1 Performance by approach

PR 5 Ve—
Total Delay (hr) 10.3 3.0
Dglay /Vehi(s) 264 96
Vehicles Entered 1454 1143
Vetiloles Bxited 1481 1144
Hourly Exit Rate 2177 1716
input Voltirie: 1567 1940 <479 2885 & %t
% of Volume 139 151 147 144

Total Network Performance

Tot

(F

(I oy
al Delay (hr)

Délay / Veh (s) W23
Vehicles Entered 4820
Vehicles Exited

G

Hourly Exit Rate ‘
Iaput Volume
% of Volume



