Short Report Page 1 of 1
SHORT REPORT
General Information Site Information
Analyst GSR Intersection GGP & I-75 NB OFF-RAMP
Agency or Co. AIM ENGINEERING Area Type All other areas
Date Performed4/20/12 Jurisdiction
Time Period PM Analysis Year 20719 GREEN
Volume and Timing Input
EB WB NB SB
LT TH RT | LT TH RT LT TH RT LT | TH | RT
Number of Lanes 3 3 2 1
Lane Group T T L R
Volume (vph) 2144/ 907 323/ 7/
% Heavy Vehicles 3 3 6 6
PHF 0.95 0.95 0.95 0.95
Pretimed/Actuated (P/A) A A A A
Startup Lost Time 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
Extension of Effective Green 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
Arrival Type 3 3 3 3
Unit Extension 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0
Ped/Bike/RTOR Volume 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Lane Width 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0
Parking/Grade/Parking N 0 N N 0 N N 0 N
Parking/Hour
Bus Stops/Hour 0 0 0 0
Minimum Pedestrian Time 3.2 3.2 3.2
Phasing Thru Only 02 03 04 NB Only 06 07 08
Titting G=640 |G= G= G= G= 36.0 = G= =
Y=25 Y = Y = Y = Y=5 = Y = Y =
Duration of Analysis (hrs) = 0.25 Cycle LengthC= 110.0
Lane Group Capacity, Control Delay, and LOS Determination -
EB WB NB SB
Adjusted Flow Rate 22 955 340 7
Lane Group Capacity 2924 2924 1082 499
v/c Ratio 0.77 0.33 0.31 0.01
Green Ratio 0.58 0.58 0.33 0.33
Uniform Delay d, 17.6 11.9 27.7 25.0
Delay Factor k 0.32 0.11 0.11 |0.11
Incremental Delay d, 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.0
PF Factor 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
Control Delay 17.6 11.9 27.9 25.0
Lane Group LOS B B C C
Approach Delay 17.6 11.9 27.9
Approach LOS B B C
Intersection Delay 17.1 Intersection LOS B
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Short Report Page 1 of 1
SHORT REPORT
General Information Site Information
Analyst GSR Intersection GGP & I-75 SB OFF
Agency or Co. AIM Engineering Area Type All other areas
Date Performed 4/20/2012 Jurisdiction
Time Period  PM Analysis Year 20719 GREEN BLVD EXT
Volume and Timing Input
EB WB NB SB
LT TH RT LT TH RT | LT | TH | RT LT TH RT
Number of Lanes 3 1 1 3 2 2
Lane Group T R L T L R
Volume (vph) 2483 /1 412 A 9 1230 990 V] 598 v
% Heavy Vehicles 3 3 3 3 6 6
PHF 0.95 (095 |0.95 |0.95 0.95 0.95
Pretimed/Actuated (P/A) A A A A A A
Startup Lost Time 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
Extension of Effective Green 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
Arrival Type 3 3 3 3 3 3
Unit Extension 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0
Ped/Bike/RTOR Volume 0 0 412 0 0 0 0 0
Lane Width 12.0 | 12.0 | 120 | 12.0 12.0 12.0
Parking/Grade/Parking N 0 N N 0 N N 0 N
Parking/Hour
Bus Stops/Hour 0 0 0 0 0 0
Minimum Pedestrian Time 3.2 3.2 3.2
Phasing WB Only | Thru & RT 03 04 SB Only 06 07 08
Tiitling G= 80 G=545 |G= G= G= 335 |G= G= G=
Y =4 Y=5 Y = Y = Y=5 Y = Y = Y =
Duration of Analysis (hrs) = 0.25 Cycle LengthC = 170.0
Lane Group Capacity, Control Delay, and LOS Determination )
EB wB NB SB
Adjusted Flow Rate 200z 0 9 1245 L 629
Lane Group Capacity 2490 777|127 3038 1007 821
vic Ratio 1.06 |0.00 |0.07 [0.43 1.03 0.77
Green Ratio 0.50 [0.50 |0.07 [0.60 0.30 0.30
Uniform Delay d, 27.8 |14.0 |47.5 |11.6 38.3 34.7
Delay Factor k 0.50 [0.11 |0.11 |0.11 0.50 0.32
Incremental Delay d, 32.8 | 0.0 0.2 0.1 37.7 4.4
PF Factor 1.000 |1.000 |1.000 |[1.000 1.000 1.000
Control Delay 60.6 |14.0 |47.7 |11.7 76.0 39.1
Lane Group LOS E B D B E D
Approach Delay 60.6 11.9 62.1
Approach LOS E B E
Intersection Delay 49.7 Intersection LOS D
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Two-Way Stop Control Page 1 of 1

TWO-WAY STOP CONTROL SUMMARY

Site Information

Intersection
Jurisdiction

IGeneral Information

Analyst
Agency/Co.

AJC

North Ramp (W8 S 7.7 )
FDOT d

Date Performed

2/21/2012

lAnalysis Year

2019 WHITE

lAnalysis Time Period

AM

Project Description

|East/West Street: I-75 Ramps

North/South Street:

SR 29

Intersection Orientation:

North-South

Vehicle Volumes and Adjustments

Study Period (hrs):

0.25

[Major Street

Northbound

Southbound

IMovement

1

2

B

5

L

T

T

[Volume (veh/h)

299 /

151

260

@

[Peak-Hour Factor, PHF

0.90

0.90

1.00

0.90

IHourIy Flow Rate, HFR
(veh/h)

332

167

288

[Percent Heavy Vehicles

22

[Median Type

Undivided

[RT Channelized

[Lanes

1

1

[Configuration

=

T

T

{Upstream Signal

0

[Minor Street

Eastbound

0

Westbound

IMovement

~J

10

11

T

Volume (veh/h)

39

jPeak-Hour Factor, PHF

1.00

0.90

1.00

IHourIy Flow Rate, HFR
(veh/h)

43

|Percent Heavy Vehicles

Percent Grade (%)

Flared Approach

Storage

olZ|o|ol © o

[RT Channelized

|Lanes

(]

-

fw

Fonﬁgur&tion
Delay, Queue Length, and Level of Service

IApproach

Northbound

Southbound

Westbound

Eastbound

[Movement

1

4

8

11

12

ILane Configuration

L

I (veh/h)

332

43

[C (m) (veh/h)

1168

161

fvic

0.28

0.27

95% queue length

1.18

1.02

{Control Delay (s/veh)

35.3

Los

Approach Delay (sfveh)

35.3

Approach LOS

E
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Two-Way Stop Control

Page 1 of 1

TWO-WAY STOP CONTROL SUMMARY

General Information

|Site Information

IAnalyst

AJC

Intersection

South Ramps (E5 51229 )

lAgency/Co.

FDOT

Jurisdiction

Date Performed

2/21/2012

Analysis Year

2019 WHITE

lAnalysis Time Period

AM

Project Description

|East/'West Street: I-75 Ramps

[North/South Street: SR 29

Intersection Orientation:

North-South

Vehicle Volumes and Adjustments

Study Period (hrs): 0.25

[Major Street

Northbound

Southbound

IMovement

1

2

5 6

L

T

T R

Volume (veh/h)

360

183

716 7

|Peak-Hour Factor, PHF

0.95

0.90

0.90

0.90

IHourIy Flow Rate, HFR
(veh/h)

400

0 203

128 0

|Percent Heavy Vehicles

-= 22

[Median Type

Undivided

[RT Channelized

[Lanes

L]
-

1 0

[Configuration

1
T

T

0

0

|Upstream Signal

[Minor Street

Eastbound

Westbound

IMovement

11 12

T R

Volume (veh/h)

90

IPeak-Hour Factor, PHF

0.90

1.

o

0 1.00

IHourIy Flow Rate, HFR
(veh/h)

100

[Percent Heavy Vehicles

[Percent Grade (%)

[Flared Approach

Storage

olz|co]o] ©

RT Channelized

|Lanes

1

(]

<
(=]

L

Fonfiguration
Delay, Queue Length, and Level of Service

IApproach

Northbound

Southbound

Westbound

Eastbound

[Movement

1

4

7 8 9

10 11 12

[Lane Configuration

L

v (veh/h)

203

100

[c (m) (vehvh)

1058

234

v/c

0.19

0.43

[95% queue length

0.71

2.00

|Contro[ Delay (s/veh)

31.4

lLos

IApproach Delay (s/veh)

31.4

Approach LOS

D
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Short Report Page 1 of 1
SHORT REPORT
General Information Site Information
Analyst GSR Intersection FESNBIOR Rerig &SR 351
Date Performed03802012 Area Type  Allother areas
i Analysis Year 2019 WHITE
Volume and Timing Input
EB WB NB SB
LT | TH | RT LT TH RT LT TH RT | LT TH RT
Number of Lanes 1 1 2 4 4 1
Lane Group L R L T T R
Volume (vph) 160 ./ 70 /| 1433 /]2166 / 1734/ 476~
% Heavy Vehicles 6 6 4 4 4 4
PHF 0.95 095 |095 |0.95 0.95 |0.95
Pretimed/Actuated (P/A) A A A A A A
Startup Lost Time 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
Extension of Effective Green 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
Arrival Type 3 3 4 4 4 3
Unit Extension 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0
Ped/Bike/RTOR Volume 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 56
Lane Width 12.0 12.0 | 120 | 12.0 12.0 | 12.0
Parking/Grade/Parking N 0 N N 0 N N 0 N
Parking/Hour
Bus Stops/Hour 0 0 0 0 0 0
Minimum Pedestrian Time 3.2 3.2 3.2
Phasing WB Only 02 03 04 NB Only | Thru & RT 07 08
TG G= 195 |G= G= G= G= 600 |G=365 |G= =
Y=5 Y = Y = Y = Y=4 Y=5 Y = Y =
Duration of Analysis (hrs) = 0.256 Cycle Length C = 130.0
Lane Group Capacity, Control Delay, and LOS Determination
EB wB NB SB
Adjusted Flow Rate 168 7g |1908 <260 1825 | 440
Lane Group Capacity 255 229 1965 15128 1563 729
vic Ratio 0.66 0.32 0.97 |0.44 0.98 |0.61
Green Ratio 0.156 0.15 |0.46 |0.77 0.28 |0.47
Uniform Delay d, 52.1 49.4 |34.1 | 5.1 46.4 |25.6
Delay Factor k 0.23 0.11 10.48 |0.11 0.48 [0.19
Incremental Delay d, 6.1 0.8 |8.9 0.0 10.8 | 0.8
PF Factor 1.000 1.000 [0.827 |0.253 1.000 |1.000
Control Delay 58.2 50.2 |37.0 | 1.3 57.1 126.4
Lane Group LOS E D D A E C
Approach Delay 55.8 15.5 51.1
Approach LOS E B D
Intersection Delay 29.9 Intersection LOS C
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Short Report Page 1 of 1
SHORT REPORT
General Information Site Information
Analyst GSR Intersection 1-75 SB OFF & SR 951
Agency or Co. AIM ENGINEERING Area Type All other areas
Date Performed03/30/2012 Jurisdiction
Time Period AM Analysis Year 2019 WHITE
Volume and Timing Input
EB WB NB SB
LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT
Number of Lanes 2 2 4 1 1 4
Lane Group L R T R L T
Volume (vph) 374/ 1126 /| 3225./| 126 /| 55 /| 1839 v
% Heavy Vehicles 6 6 4 4 4 4
PHF 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90
Pretimed/Actuated (P/A) A A A A A A
Startup Lost Time 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 20 2.0
Extension of Effective Green 2.0 2.0 20 2.0 2.0 2.0
Arrival Type 4 4 4 4 4 4
Unit Extension 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0
Ped/Bike/RTOR Volume 0 0 0 0 0 56 0 0
Lane Width 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0
Parking/Grade/Parking N 0 N N 0 N N 0 N
Parking/Hour
Bus Stops/Hour o 0 0 0 0 0
Minimum Pedestrian Time 3.2 3.2 32
Phasing EB Only 02 03 04 NB Only Thru & RT SB Only 08
Timing G= 230 G= G= G= G= 375 G= 4156 G= 10.0 G=
Y=56 Y= Y= Y= Y= 4 Y= 4 Y=56 Y =
Duration of Analysis (hrs) = 0.25 Cycle Length C= 130.0
Lane Group Capacity, Control Delay, and LOS Determination ]
EB WB NB SB
Adjusted Flow Rate 416 128l 3583 |73 &1 |°09
Lane Group Capacity 585 1359 4246 992 134 263
v/c Ratio 0.71 0.92 0.85 0.08 0.46 0.72
Green Ratio 0.18 0.50 0.64 0.64 0.08 0.43
Uniform Delay d, 50.4 29.8 18.5 8.9 57.4 30.8
Delay Factor k 0.27 0.44 0.38 011 0.11 0.28
Incremental Delay d, 4.0 10.4 0.8 0.0 2.3 0.9
PF Factor 1.000 0.761 0473 |0.473 |1.000 |0.864
Control Delay 54.4 33.1 9.6 4.2 59.7 27.5
Lane Group LOS D c A A E c
Approach Delay 38.4 8.5 28.5
Approach LOS D A c
Intersection Delay 21.3 Intersection LOS C
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Short Report Page 1 of 1
SHORT REPORT
General Information Site Information
Analyst GSR Intersection GGP & I-75 NB OFF
Agency or Co. AIM Engineering Area Type All other areas
Date Performed 4/020/2012 Jurisdiction
Time Period  AM Analysis Year 2019 WHITE LAKE EXT
Volume and Timing Input
EB WB NB SB
LT TH RT | LT TH RT LT TH RT LT | TH RT
Number of Lanes 3 3 2 1
Lane Group T T L R
Volume (vph) 1644 / 1131/ 438./ 8 ./
% Heavy Vehicles 4 4 6 6
PHF 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90
Pretimed/Actuated (P/A) A A A A
Startup Lost Time 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
Extension of Effective Green 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
Arrival Type 3 3 3 3
Unit Extension 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0
Ped/Bike/RTOR Volume 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Lane Width 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0
Parking/Grade/Parking N 0 N N 0 N N 0 N
Parking/Hour
Bus Stops/Hour 0 0 0 0
Minimum Pedestrian Time 3.2 3.2 3.2
Phasing Thru Only 02 03 04 NB Only 06 07 08
Tithirig Gf 65.0 G_= G_= Gf Gf 25.0 _= G_= G_=
Y=5 Y = Y = Y = Y=5 = Y = Y =
Duration of Analysis (hrs) = 0.256 Cycle Length C = 100.0
Lane Group Capacity, Control Delay, and LOS Determination -
EB WB NB SB
Adjusted Flow Rate 1827 hens 487 9
Lane Group Capacity 943 2485 827 381
v/c Ratio 0.56 0.39 0.59 0.02
Green Ratio 0.65 0.65 0.25 0.25
Uniform Delay d, 9.7 8.2 33.0 28.3
Delay Factor k 0.16 0.11 0.18 0.11
Incremental Delay d, 0.0 0.1 1.1 0.0
PF Factor 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
Control Delay 9.7 8.3 34.1 28.3
Lane Group LOS A A C C
Approach Delay 9.7 8.3 34.0
Approach LOS A A C
Intersection Delay 12.6 Intersection LOS B
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Short Report Page 1 of 1
SHORT REPORT
General Information Site Information
Analyst GSR Intersection GGP & I-75 SB OFF-RAMP
Agency or Co. AIM ENGINEERING Area Type All other areas
Date Performed4/20/12 Jurisdiction
Time Period AM Analysis Year 2019 WHITE
Volume and Timing Input
EB WB NB SB
LT TH RT LT TH RT | LT | TH | RT LT TH RT
Number of Lanes 3 1 1 3 2 2
Lane Group T R L T L R
Volume (vph) 1477 /| 344 /| 6 / |1569 756 1323
% Heavy Vehicles 4 4 4 4 6 6
PHF 0.90 |0.90 |0.90 |0.90 0.90 0.90
Pretimed/Actuated (P/A) A A A A A A
Startup Lost Time 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
Extension of Effective Green 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
Arrival Type 4 4 4 4 3 3
Unit Extension 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0
Ped/Bike/RTOR Volume 0 0 344 0 0 0 0 0
Lane Width 12.0 | 120 | 120 | 12.0 12.0 12.0
Parking/Grade/Parking N 0 N N 0 N N 0 N
Parking/Hour
Bus Stops/Hour 0 0 0 0 0 0
Minimum Pedestrian Time 3.2 3.2 3.2
Phasing WB Only | Thru & RT 03 04 SB Only 06 07 08
Tirming G= 80 G= 350 G= = G= 420 |G= G= G=
Y=5 Y=5 Y = Y = Y=5 Y = Y = Y =
Duration of Analysis (hrs) = 0.25 Cycle Length C = 100.0
Lane Group Capacity, Control Delay, and LOS Determination
EB wWB NB SB
Adjusted Flow Rate 04 1y |72 [P 840 1470
Lane Group Capacity 1742 544 1139 1rz 1389 1488
v/c Ratio 0.94 0.00 |[0.05 |1.00 0.60 0.99
Green Ratio 0.35 [0.35 |0.08 |0.35 0.42 0.55
Uniform Delay d, 31.5 |21.1 |42.5 |32.5 22.5 22.3
Delay Factor k 0.45 |0.11 0.11 |0.50 lo.19 0.49
Incremental Delay d, 10.8 | 0.0 0.1 19.5 0.8 21.2
PF Factor 0.944 (1.000 |1.000 (0.944 1.000 1.000 |
Control Delay 40.5 |21.1 |42.6 |50.2 23.3 43.5
Lane Group LOS D C D D C D
Approach Delay 40.5 50.2 36.1
Approach LOS D D D
Intersection Delay 41.7 Intersection LOS D
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Two-Way Stop Control

Page 1 of 1

TWO-WAY STOP CONTROL SUMMARY

|General Information

Site Information

IIAnaIyst AL Intersection North Ramp( W3 S”.729 )
lAgency/Co. LAIM ENGINEERING Jurisdiction * +
Date Performed 3-21-12 Analysis Year 12019 WHITE

IAnalysis Time Period PM Il

IProject Descri';-ation

|East/West Street: /-75 Ramps

North/South Street: SR 29

North-South

Intersection Orientation:
ehicle Volumes and Adjustments

Study Period (hrs):  0.25

[Major Street

Northbound

Southbound

[Movement

1

2

5

L

T

T ;

IVolume (veh/h)

235

191 /

293 v

[Peak-Hour Factor, PHF

0.90

0.90

0.90

IHourIy Flow Rate, HFR
(veh/h)

261

212

325

[Percent Heavy Vehicles

22

[Median Type

[RT Channelized

|Lanes

1

1

|Configuration

|l ES

T

T

0

Upstream Signal
iMinor Street

Eastbound

0

Westbound

IMovement

=~J

9 10

11

T

Volume (veh/h)

30 7

[Peak-Hour Factor, PHF

1.00

0.90

1.00

Hourly Flow Rate, HFR
(veh/h)

0 33

[Percent Heavy Vehicles

IPercent Grade (%)

[Flared Approach

Storage

olzlcole] o |a

RT Channelized

|Lanes

0

o

lConfiguration

[Delay, Queue Length, and Level of Service

IApproach

Northbound

Southbound

Westbound

Eastbound

[Movement

1

4

7 8 9

10

11

12

fLane Configuration

L

v (veh/h)

261

33

(m) (veh/h)

1130

188

v/c

0.23

0.18

[95% queue length

0.89

0.62

|Contro| Delay (s/veh)

28.2

LOS

IApproach Delay (s/veh)

28.2

Approach LOS

D
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Two-Way Stop Control

Page 1 of 1

TWO-WAY STOP CONTROL SUMMARY
|General Information |Site Information
i‘g;alyst [AJC [[intersection South Hargpwzgg <724 )
ency/Co. FDOT | Uurisdiction e /
Date Performed 2/21/2012 Analysis Year 2019 WHITE
lAnalysis Time Period PM |
Project Description —
[East/West Street: [-75 Ramps INorth/South Street: SR 29
Intersection Orientation:  North-South [Study Period (hrs): 0.25
Vehicle Volumes and Adjustments
Major Street Northbound Southbound
Movement 1 2 3 4 5 6
L T R L T R
\Volume (veh/h) 312 / 232 ./ 91
IPeak-Hour Factor, PHF 0.95 0.90 1.00 0.90 0.90 1.00
IRZLT]I?]’)]’) Flow Rats, HER 0 346 0 257 101 0
|Percent Heavy Vehicles 6 -- - 22 - -
IMedian Type Undivided
IRT Channelized 0 0
ILanes 0 1 0 1 1 0
[Configuration T L T
Jupstream Signal 0 0
[Minor Street Eastbound Westbound —
Movement 7 8 9 10 11 12
L T R L T R
Volume (veh/h) 114
|Peak-Hour Factor, PHF 0.90 1.00 1.00 0.95 1.00 1.00
II(—\LZL%) Flow Rate, HFR 126 0 0 0 0 0
[Percent Heavy Vehicles 6 0 0 6 0 0
IPercent Grade (%) 0 0
IFlared Approach N N
Storage 0 0
[RT Channelized 0 0
|Lanes 1 0 0 0 0 0
[Configuration L
[Delay, Queue Length, and Level of Service -
IApproach Northbound Southbound Westbound Eastbound
[Movement 1 4 7 8 9 10 11 12
|Lane Configuration L L
v (veh/h) 257 126
kC (m) (veh/h) 1110 215
v/c 0.23 0.59
95% queue length 0.90 3.28
[Control Delay (s/veh) 9.2 43.0
[Los A E
Approach Delay (s/veh) -- -- 43.0
Approach LOS -- -- E
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Short Report Page 1 of 1
SHORT REPORT
General Information Site Information
Analyst GSR Intersection gg? NB/WB Off Ramp & SR
el A eeRING eaType  Allothrares
Time Period  PM Jursdichior
Analysis Year 2019 WHITE
Volume and Timing Input
EB WB NB SB
LT | TH | RT LT TH RT LT TH RT | LT TH RT
Number of Lanes 1 1 2 4 4 1
Lane Group L R L T T R
Volume (vph) 126 /| 55 /| 1126|2155/ 1862 374 v/
% Heavy Vehicles 6 6 3 3 3 3
PHF 0.90 0.90 |0.90 |0.90 0.90 10.90
Pretimed/Actuated (P/A) A A A A A A
Startup Lost Time 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
Extension of Effective Green 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
Arrival Type 3 3 3 4 4 4
Unit Extension 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0
Ped/Bike/RTOR Volume 0 0 27 0 0 0 0 54
Lane Width 12.0 12.0 | 12.0 | 12.0 12.0 | 12.0
Parking/Grade/Parking N 0 N N 0 N N 0 N
Parking/Hour
Bus Stops/Hour 0 0 0 0 0 0
Minimum Pedestrian Time 3.2 3.2 3.2
Phasing WB Only 02 03 04 NB Only | Thru & RT 07 08
Timing Gf 21.0 G_= Gf G_= Gf 51.0 Gf 48.0 G_= G=
Y=5 Y = Y = = Y=5 Y=5 Y = Y =
Duration of Analysis (hrs) = 0.25 Cycle Length C= 7135.0
Lane Group Capacity, Control Delay, and LOS Determination )
EB WB NB SB
Adjusted Flow Rate 140 gy |7e51 2594 2069 1356
Lane Group Capacity 265 237 1266 15161 =92 859
v/c Ratio 0.53 0.13 |0.97 |0.46 0.87 [0.41
Green Ratio 0.16 0.16 |0.38 [0.77 0.36 |0.55
Uniform Delay d, 52.4 49.1 |41.3 | 5.5 40.6 |17.8
Delay Factor k 0.13 0.11 |0.48 [0.11 0.40 |0.11
Incremental Delay d, 2.0 0.3 |10.4 0.0 2.3 0.2
PF Factor 1.000 1.000 |(1.000 )0.250 0.939 |0.685
Control Delay 54.4 49.4 |51.7 | 1.4 404 |12.4
Lane Group LOS D D D A D B
Approach Delay 53.5 18.7 36.3
Approach LOS D B D
Intersection Delay 26.5 Intersection LOS C
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Short Report

Page 1 of 1

SHORT REPORT
General Information Site Information
Analyst GSR Intersection 1-75 SB OFF & SR 951
Agency or Co. AIM ENGINEERING Area Type All other areas
Date Performed 03/30/2012 Jurisdiction
Time Period  PM Analysis Year 2019 WHITE
Volume and Timing Input
EB WB NB SB
LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT
Number of Lanes 2 2 4 1 1 4
Lane Group L R T R L T
Volume (vph) 476 vV 1433 /| 2805 /| 160 /| 70 | 1918./
% Heavy Vehicles & 6 3 3 3 3
PHF 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90
Pretimed/Aciuated (P/A) A A A A A A
Startup Lost Time 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
Extension of Effective Green 20 2.0 20 2.0 2.0 2.0
Arrival Type 4 4 4 4 4 4
Unit Extension 3.0 30 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0
Ped/Bike/RTOR Volume 0 0 0 0 0 27 0 0
Lane Width 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0
Parking/Grade/Parking N 0 N N 0 N N 0 N
Parking/Hour
Bus Stops/Hour 0 0 0 0 0 0
Minimum Pedestrian Time 3.2 3.2 32
Phasing EB Only 02 03 04 NB Only Thru & RT SB Only 08
Timing G= 305 G = G = G= G= 45.0 G= 255 G= 15.0 G=
Y=:5 Y= Y= Y= Y=4 Y=5 Y=5 Y=
Duration of Analysis (hrs) = 0.25 Cycle LengthC = 135.0
Lane Group Capacity, Control Delay, and LOS Determination )
EB WB NB SB
Adjusted Flow Rate 529 Jan2 T lyag |zg P13
Lane Group Capacity 747 1508 dear |12 195 2258
v/c Ratio 0.71 0.99 0.84 0.12 0.40 0.94
Green Ratio 0.23 |0.60 0.55 |0.81 0.11  |0.34
Uniform Delay d, 48.1 26.9 25.4 2.6 55.8 |43.5
Delay Factor k 0.27 0.49 0.38 |0.11 0.11 0.46
Incremental Delay d, 3.1 20.0 12 0.0 1.3 8.6
PF Factor 1.000 0.584 0.678 |0.311 |1.000 |0.955
Control Delay 51.3 35.7 18.4 0.8 57.1 50.2
Lane Group LOS D D B A E D
Approach Delay 39.6 17.6 50.4
Approach LOS D B D
Intersection Delay 33.3 Intersection LOS C
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Short Report Page 1 of 1

SHORT REPORT
General Information Site Information
Analyst GSR Intersection GGP & I-75 NB OFF
Agency or Co. AIM ENGINEERING Area Type All other areas
Date Performed4/20/2012 Jurisdiction
Time Period PM Analysis Year 2019 WHITE
Volume and Timing Input
EB WB NB SB
LT TH RT | LT TH RT LT TH RT LT | TH | RT
Number of Lanes 3 3 2 1
Lane Group T T L R
Volume (vph) 2093 /| 888 344 ./ 6
% Heavy Vehicles 3 3 6 6
PHF 0.95 0.95 0.95 0.95
Pretimed/Actuated (P/A) A A A A
Startup Lost Time 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
Extension of Effective Green 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
Arrival Type 3 3 3 3
Unit Extension 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0
Ped/Bike/RTOR Volume 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Lane Width 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0
Parking/Grade/Parking N 0 N N 0 N N 0 N
Parking/Hour
Bus Stops/Hour 0 0 0 0
Minimum Pedestrian Time 3.2 3.2 3.2
Phasing Thru Only 02 03 04 NB Only 06 07 08
Tirdig G= 640 |G= G= G= G= 36.0 = G= G=
Y=5 Y = Y = Y = Y=25 = Y = Y =
Duration of Analysis (hrs) = 0.25 Cycle LengthC= 170.0
Lane Group Capacity, Control Delay, and LOS Determination
EB WB NB SB
Adjusted Flow Rate =203 935 362 6
Lane Group Capacity £dad 2924 1062 499
v/c Ratio 0.75 0.32 0.33 0.01
Green Ratio 0.58 0.58 0.33 |0.33
Uniform Delay d, 17.1 11.8 28.0 25.0
Delay Factor k 0.31 0.11 0.11 0.11
Incremental Delay d, 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.0
PF Factor 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
Control Delay 17.2 11.9 28.1 25.0
Lane Group LOS B B C C
Approach Delay 17.2 11.9 28.1
Approach LOS B B C
Intersection Delay 16.9 Intersection LOS B
Copyright © 2005 University of Florida, All Righls Reserved HCS+™ Vfersion 5.21 Generated: 4/20/2012 5:09 PM
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Short Report

Page 1 of 1

SHORT REPORT

General Information

Site Information

Analyst GSR

Date Performed4/20/2012

Agency or Co. AIM ENGINEERING

Intersection
Area Type
Jurisdiction

GGP & I-756 SB OFF RAMP
All other areas

Time Period PM Analysis Year 2019 WHITE
Volume and Timing Input
EB WB NB SB
LT TH RT LT TH RT | LT | TH | RT LT TH RT
Number of Lanes 3 1 1 3 2 2
Lane Group T R L T L R
Volume (vph) 2454 /| 438 /| 8. |1232 /] 962,/ 589 v/
% Heavy Vehicles 3 3 3 3 6 6
PHF 095 (095 |0.95 |0.95 0.95 0.95
Pretimed/Actuated (P/A) A A A A A A
Startup Lost Time 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
Extension of Effective Green 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
Arrival Type 3 3 3 3 3 3
Unit Extension 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0
Ped/Bike/RTOR Volume 0 0 438 0 0 0 0 0
Lane Width 12.0 | 12.0 | 12.0 | 12.0 12.0 12.0
Parking/Grade/Parking N 0 N N 0 N N 0 N
Parking/Hour
Bus Stops/Hour 0 0 0 0 0 0
Minimum Pedestrian Time 3.2 3.2 3.2
Phasing WB Only | Thru & RT 03 04 SB Only 06 07 08
Timing G_= 8.0 Gf 54.5 Gf G_= G;—— 33.5 Gf Gf Gf
Y=4 Y=5 Y = Y = Y=5 Y = Y = =
Duration of Analysis (hrs) = 0.25 Cycle LengthC = 110.0
Lane Group Capacity, Control Delay, and LOS Determination
EB wB NB SB
Adjusted Flow Rate 228 {p |g (¥ i 620
Liitie Groip Capsaity 2490 (1326 |,,, [2490 1007 1140
v/c Ratio 1.04 10.00 |0.06 |0.52 1.01 0.54
Green Ratio 0.50 |0.85 |0.07 [0.50 0.30 0.42
Uniform Delay d, 27.8 |1.3 |47.5 |18.9 38.3 23.8
Delay Factor k 0.50 |0.71 |0.11 [0.13 0.50 l0.14
Incremental Delay d, 28.6 | 0.0 0.2 0.2 29.8 0.5
PF Factor 1.000 |1.000 |1.000 |1.000 1.000 1.000
Control Delay 56.4 | 1.3 |47.7 |18.0 68.1 24.3
Lane Group LOS E A D B E C
Approach Delay 56.4 19.2 51.5
Approach LOS E B D
Intersection Delay 46.1 Intersection LOS D
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Two-Way Stop Control

Page 1 of 1

TWO-WAY STOP CONTROL SUMMARY

General Information

[Site Information

lAnalyst

AL

Intersection

IAgency/Co.

AIM ENGR

Jurisdiction

North Ft‘amp7 \ﬁti Sifizf j
~ 4

Date Performed

3/21/12

lAnalysis Year

2019 EVERGLADES

Analysis Time Period

AM

—]

Project Description

[East/West Street: /-75 Ramps

North/South Street:. SR 29

Intersection Orientation:  North-South Study Period (hrs): 0.25
ehicle Volumes and Adjustments

[Major Street

Northbound

Southbound

Movement

1

2

5 6

L

T

T R

Volume (veh/h)

319 ./

131 /

189 .

IPeak-Hour Factor, PHF

0.90

0.90

0.90

IHourIy Flow Rate, HFR
(veh/h)

354

145

210 0

[Percent Heavy Vehicles

22

[Median Type

[RT Channelized

Lanes

1 0

[Configuration

T

JUpstream Signal

[Minor Street

0

Waestbound

Movement

9 10

11 12

T R

'Volume (veh/h)

39

|Peak-Hour Factor, PHF

0.90

1.00 1.00

IHourIy Flow Rate, HFR
(veh/h)

0 43

[Percent Heavy Vehicles

IPercent Grade (%)

[Flared Approach

Storage

olZ2|olo] © |o

|RT Channelized

|Lanes

[w]
L]

Fonfiguration
Delay, Queue Length, and Level of Service

IApproach

Northbound

Southbound

Westbound

Eastbound

[Movement

1

4

7 8 9

10 11 12

|Lane Configuration

L

v (veh/h)

354

43

IC (m) (veh/h)

1250

174

v/c

0.28

0.25

[95% queue length

1.17

0.93

|Contro] Delay (s/veh)

32.3

lLos

Approach Delay (s/veh)

32.3

lApproach LOS

D
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Two-Way Stop Control

Page 1 of 1

TWO-WAY STOP CONTROL SUMMARY

IGeneral Information

IAnalyst

AL

Site Information

Intersection

Agency/Co.

AIM ENGR

Jurisdiction

South Ramps/ =& il 2.9 ’1_1_
¥ A

Date Performed

3/21/2012

2019 EVERGLADES

Analysis Time Period

AM

"Analysis Year

Project Descriptior
|East/West Street: |-75 Ramps
Intersection Orientation:  North-South
i\=!ehicle Volumes and Adjustments
[Major Street Northbound Southbound

Movement 1 2 3 4 5 6
T R L T R

360 127 7 701 7
0.95 0.90 7.00 0.90 0.90 7.00

0 400 0 141 112 0

[Percent Heavy Vehicles 6 -- -- 22 -- --
[Median Type Undivided
[RT Channelized 0 0
ILanes 0 1 0 1 1 0
[Configuration T L T
|Ugstream Signal 0 0
[Minor Street Eastbound Westbound
[Movement 7 8 9 10 11 12
L T R L i R
Volume (veh/h) 90 ./
[Peak-Hour Factor, PHF 0.90 1.00 1.00 0.95 1.
Hourly Flow Rate, HFR

(vohvh) 1o
[Percent Heavy Vehicles 6

0
0
|Percent Grade (%) 0
N
0

INorth/South Street: SR 29
Study Period (hrs):  0.25

\Volume (veh/h)
[Peak-Hour Factor, PHF

|Hourly Flow Rate, HFR
(veh/h)

0 1.00

|Flared Approach
Storage

RT Channelized 0 0

lLanes 1 0 0 0

Fonfiguration L
Delay, Queue Length, and Level of Service

IApproach Northbound Southbound Westbound Eastbound
[Movement 1 4 7 8 9 10 11 12
|Lane Configuration L L
fv (veh/h) 141 100
fc (m) (vehvn) 1058 305
v/c 0.13 0.33
195% queue length 0.46 1.39
[Control Delay (s/veh) 8.9 225
[Los A &
IApproach Delay (s/veh) -- - 225

Approach LOS - - C
HCS+™ Version 5.6 Generated: 4/25/2012 9:58 AM
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o
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Two-Way Stop Control

Page 1 of 1

TWO-WAY STOP CONTROL SUMMARY

|General Information

Site Information

Analyst AL Intersection South Ramps ( (5 (Ve ades

IAgency/Co. AIM ENGR Wurisdiction »d /]

Date Performed 3/21/2012 Analysis Year 2019 EVERGLADES

Analysis Time Period AM ]
IProject DE?cr_iption — 1
|[East/West Street: /-75 Ramps North/South Street: EVERGLADES BLVD

Intersection Orientation:  North-South Study Period (hrs).  0.25
HGehicle Volumes and Adjustments
[Major Street Northbound Southbound
Movement 1 2 3 4 5 6
L T R L T R
Volume (veh/h) 95
IPeak-Hour Factor, PHF 0.95 0.90 1.00 0.90 0.90 1.00
I:—\Ifzﬁ% Flow Rate, HFR 0 0 0 105 0 0
[Percent Heavy Vehicles 6 -- - 2 -- -
[Median Type Undivided
[RT Channelized 0 0
|Lanes 0 0 0 1 0 0
[Configuration
HUgstream Signal 0 0
Minor Street Eastbound Westbound
[Movement 7 8 9 10 11 12
L T R L T R
Volume (veh/h) 518
IPeak-Hour Factor, PHF 0.90 1.00 1.00 0.95 1.00 1.00
qu’i:;ﬁ) Flow Rate, HFR o B 4 & 0 0
[Percent Heavy Vehicles 6 0 0 6 0 0
[Percent Grade (%) 0 0
[Flared Approach N N
Storage 0 ]
|RT Channelized 0 0
|Lanes 1 0 0 0 0 0
!Configuration L
[Delay, Queue Length, and Level of Service
IApproach Northbound Southbound Westbound Eastbound
{Movement 1 4 8 9 10 11 12
fLane Configuration L L
v (veh/h) 105 575
[C (m) (veh/h) 1623 719
v/c 0.06 0.80
[95% queue length 0.21 8.22
IControI Delay (s/veh) 7.4 26.9
jLos A D
lApproach Delay (s/veh) -- -- 26.9
- -- D

IApproach LOS
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Short Report Page 1 of 1
SHORT REPORT
General Information Site Information
Analyst GSR Intersection I-75 NB Off Ramp & SR 951
Agency or Co. AIM ENGR Area Type All other areas
Date Performed 03/29/2012 Jurisdiction
Time Period  AM Analysis Year 2019 EVERGLADES
Volume and Timing Input
EB WB NB SB
LT | TH | RT LT TH RT LT TH RT | LT TH RT
Number of Lanes 2 1 2 4 4 1
Lane Group L R L T i R
Volume (vph) 429 /| 174 /| 1434 /|1907 /| 1627 425./
% Heavy Vehicles 6 6 4 4 4 4
PHF 0.95 095 | 095 |0.95 0.95 |0.95
Pretimed/Actuated (P/A) A A A A A A
Startup Lost Time 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
Extension of Effective Green 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
Arrival Type 3 a 4 4 4 3
Unit Extension 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0
Ped/Bike/RTOR Volume 0 0 33 0 0 0 0 66
Lane Width 12.0 12.0 | 12.0 | 12.0 12.0 | 12.0
Parking/Grade/Parking N 0 N N 0 N N 0 N
Parking/Hour
Bus Stops/Hour 0 0 0 0 0 0
Minimum Pedestrian Time 3.2 3.2 3.2
Phasing WB Only 02 03 04 NB Only | Thru & RT 07 08
Tl G_: 16.5 G_= G_— G_= G:: 49.5 |G = 30.0 G= G=
Y=5 Y = = Y = Y= 4 Y=5 Y = =
Duration of Analysis (hrs) = 0.25 Cycle LengthC = 1770.0
Lane Group Capacity, Control Delay, and LOS Determination )
EB WB NB SB
Adjusted Flow Rate 452 pag  ||Ods 1200 1713 |4
Lane Group Capacity 496 a0g |7576 (5037 1810 |,
v/c Ratio 0.91 0.65 |1.00 |0.40 095 |o.52
Green Ratio 0.15 0.15 |0.45 (0.76 0.27 0.47
Uniform Delay d, 46.0 44.0 |30.1 |4.6 39.2 (206
Delay Factor k 0.43 0.22 (0.50 |0.11 0.46 |0.13
Incremental Delay d, 21.0 6.2 |13.6 0.0 7.8 0.4
PF Factor 1.000 1.000 |0.836 |0.239 1.000 |1.000
Control Delay 67.1 50.2 388 | 1.1 47.0 121.0
Lane Group LOS E D D A D C
Approach Delay 62.9 17%:3 42.3
Approach LOS E B D
Intersection Delay 30.1 Intersection LOS C
Copyright @ 2005 University of Florida, All Rights Reserved HCS+™ Version 5.21 Generated: 3/30/2012 11:50 AM
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Short Report Page 1 of 1
SHORT REPORT
General Information Site Information
Analyst GSR Intersection ";;5,‘48';,8,? 961 - SB OFF-
Agency or Co. AIM ENGINEERING Area Type Al ShErSreEs
D_ate Performed03/28/201 2 AriiEdichan
Time Period AM )
Analysis Year 2019 EVERGLADES
Volume and Timing Input
EB WB NB SB
LT TH RT LT | TH | RT | LT TH RT LT TH RT
Number of Lanes 2 2 4 1 1 4
Lane Group L R T R L T
Volume (vph) 334 / 1127 /| 3007 /| 337 .| 137 V]1919./]
% Heavy Vehicles 6 6 4 4 4 4
PHF 0.90 0.90 0.90 (090 |0.90 ]0.90
Pretimed/Actuated (P/A) A A A A A A
Startup Lost Time 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
Extension of Effective Green | 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
Arrival Type 4 4 4 4 4 4
Unit Extension 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0
Ped/Bike/RTOR Volume 0 0 0 0 0 30 0 0
Lane Width 12.0 12.0 120 | 12.0 [ 120 | 12.0
Parking/Grade/Parking N 0 N N 0 N N 0 N
Parking/Hour
Bus Stops/Hour 0 0 0 0 0 0
Minimum Pedestrian Time 3.2 3.2 3.2
Phasing EB Only 02 03 04 SBOnly |Thru & RT NB Only 08
Tinrinig G= 220 G = G= = G_= 14.0 G_= 29.0 G_: 27.0 G_=
Y=5 Y = Y = Y = Y= 4 Y= 4 Y=5 Y =
Duration of Analysis (hrs) = 0.25 Cycle LengthC = 1710.0
Lane Group Capacity, Control Delay, and LOS Determination ]
EB WB NB SB
Adjusted Flow Rate 371 tacz S 1oty |gsm [2192
Lane Group Capacity 661 Laae 3619 lg47 [227 [2935
v/c Ratio 0.56 0.95 0.92 040 |0.68 |0.75
Green Ratio 0.20 0.49 0.55 |0.55 |0.13 [0.43
Uniform Delay d, 39.7 26.6 229 |14.6 |459 |26.6
Delay Factor k 0.16 0.46 044 10.11 |0.26 |0.31
Incremental Delay d, 1.1 13.8 2.6 0.2 8.3 11
PF Factor 1.000 0.780 0.690 [0.690 |1.000 |(0.864
Control Delay 40.7 34.6 18.4 |10.2 |54.2 |24.1
Lane Group LOS D c B B D C
Approach Delay 36.0 17.7 26.1
Approach LOS D B C
Intersection Delay 24.1 Intersection LOS C
Copyright © 2005 Universily of Florida, All Rights Reserved HCS+™  varsion 5.21 Generated: 3/30/2012 1:25 PM
3/30/2012
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Short Report Page 1 of 1
SHORT REPORT
General Information Site Information
Analyst GSR Intersection GGP & I-75 NB OFF
Agency or Co. EVERGLADES Area Type All other areas
Date Performed 4/20/12 Jurisdiction
Time Period AM Analysis Year 2019 EVERGLADES
Volume and Timing Input
EB WB NB SB
LT TH RT | LT TH RT LT TH RT LT | TH | RT
Number of Lanes 3 3 2 1
Lane Group T T L R
Volume (vph) 1573 /| 1043 /| 540 /| 16 //
% Heavy Vehicles 4 4 6 6
PHF 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90
Pretimed/Actuated (P/A) A A A A
Startup Lost Time 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
Extension of Effective Green 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
Arrival Type 3 3 3 3
Unit Extension 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0
Ped/Bike/RTOR Volume 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Lane Width 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0
Parking/Grade/Parking N 0 N N 0 N N 0 N
Parking/Hour
Bus Stops/Hour 0 0 0 0
Minimum Pedestrian Time 3.2 3.2 3.2
Phasing Thru Only 02 03 04 NB Only 06 07 08
Tirifig G_= 56.0 |G= G= = G=240 |G= G= G=
Y=5 Y = Y = Y = Y=25 Y = Y = Y =
Duration of Analysis (hrs) = 0.25 Cycle Length C = 90.0
Lane Group Capacity, Control Delay, and LOS Determination )
EB wB NB SB
Adjusted Flow Rate 1748 1159 600 18
Lane Group Capacity ddar 2027 882 406
v/c Ratio 0.56 0.37 0.68 0.04
Green Ratio 0.62 0.62 0.27 0.27
Uniform Delay d, 9.9 8.4 29.6 24.5
Delay Factor k 0.16 0.11 0.25 0.11
Incremental Delay d, 0.0 0.1 2.1 0.0
PF Factor 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
Control Delay 9.9 8.4 31.7 24.5
Lane Group LOS A A C C
Approach Delay 9.9 8.4 31.5
Approach LOS A A C
Intersection Delay 13.2 Intersection LOS B
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Short Report Page 1 of |
SHORT REPORT
General Information Site Information
Analyst GSR Intersection GGP & I-75 SB OFF-RAMP
Agency or Co. AIM ENGINEERING Area Type All other areas
Date Performed4/20/12 Jurisdiction
Time Period AM Analysis Year 2019 EVERGLADES
Volume and Timing Input
EB WB NB SB
LT TH RT LT TH RT | LT | TH | RT LT TH RT
Number of Lanes 3 1 1 3 2 3
Lane Group T R L T L R
Volume (vph) 1412./| 425 /| 13/ |1583 | 754 /] 1258/
% Heavy Vehicles 4 4 4 4 6 6
PHF 0.90 |0.90 |0.90 |0.90 0.90 0.90
Pretimed/Actuated (P/A) A A A A A A
Startup Lost Time 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
Extension of Effective Green 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
Arrival Type 3 3 3 3 3 3
Unit Extension 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0
Ped/Bike/RTOR Volume 0 0 425 0 0 0 0 0
Lane Width 12.0 | 12.0 | 12.0 | 12.0 12.0 12.0
Parking/Grade/Parking N 0 N N 0 N N 0 N
Parking/Hour
Bus Stops/Hour 0 0 0 0 0 0
Minimum Pedestrian Time 3.2 3.2 3.2
Phasing Thru & RT | WB Only 03 04 SB Only 06 07 08
TG Gf 37.0 G_= 8.0 G_= G= Gf 31.0 |G= G = G=
Y =4 Y=25 Y = Y = Y=5 Y = Y = Y =
Duration of Analysis (hrs) = 0.25 Cycle LengthC = 90.0
Lane Group Capacity, Control Delay, and LOS Determination )
EB WB NB SB
Adjusted Flow Rate 1569 | o5 |14 |[1799 838 504
Lane Group Capacity 2048 638 |154 arg 1139 1429
v/c Ratio 0.77 0.00 (0.09 [0.65 0.74 0.98
Green Ratio 0.41 [0.41 |0.09 [0.54 0.34 0.34
Uniform Delay d, 22.8 |16.6 |37.7 |14.4 25.9 29.2
Delay Factor k 0.32 |0.11 |0.11 |0.23 0.29 0.48
Incremental Delay d, 1.8 0.0 0.2 0.4 2.5 18.8
PF Factor 1.000 |1.000 |1.000 |[1.000 1.000 1.000
Control Delay 246 156 |37.9 |14.9 28.4 47.9
Lane Group LOS C B D B C D
Approach Delay 24.6 15.1 40.6
Approach LOS C B D
Intersection Delay 28.0 Intersection LOS C

Generaled: 4/20/2012 5:11 PM
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Two-Way Stop Control

Page 1 of 1

TWO-WAY STOP CONTROL SUMMARY

IGeneral Information

Site Information

Analyst AL Intersection North Ramp( WI3 S1£.7.9 )
Agency/Co. AIM ENGR Jurisdiction r_
Date Performed 3/21/12 Analysis Year 2019 EVERGLADES
lAnalysis Time Period PM [L

{Project Description

[East/West Street: /-75 Ramps

North/South Street: SR 29

Intersection Orientation:  North-South Study Period (hrs): 0.25
Hﬁehicle Volumes and Adjustments
[Major Street Northbound Southbound
[Movement 1 2 3 4 5 6
L T R L T R
Volume (veh/h) 250 ./ 177 203
Peak-Hour Factor, PHF 0.90 0.90 1.00 1.00 0.90 1.00
|I(.:$1;Ir¥) Flow Bette, HFR 277 196 0 0 225 0
[Percent Heavy Vehicles 22 -- -- 0 -- --
[Median Type Undivided
|HT Channelized 0 0
|Lanes 1 1 0 0 1 0
[Configuration L T T
HUgstream Signal 0 0
Minor Street Eastbound Westbound ]
IMovement 7 8 g 10 11 12
L T R L T R
Volume (veh/h) 30 /
[Peak-Hour Factor, PHF 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.90 1.00 1.00
E—Lc;m)ﬂow Rate, HFR 0 0 0 33 0 0
[Percent Heavy Vehicles 0 0 0 6 0 0
{Percent Grade (%) 0 0
IFlared Approach N N
Storage 0 0
RT Channelized 0 0
Lanes 0 0 0 1 0 0
Fonfiguration L —
Delay, Queue Length, and Level of Service
Approach Northbound Southbound Westbound Eastbound
[Movement 1 4 7 8 9 10 11 12
[Lane Configuration L /4
v (veh/h) 277 33
IC (m) (veh/h) 1234 212
fv/c 0.22 0.16
I95% queue length 0.86 0.54
I&ntrol Delay {s/veh) 8.8 25.1
fLos A D
Approach Delay (s/veh) -- -- 25.1
Approach LOS -- -- D

Copyright @ 2010 University of Florida, All Rights Reserved

HCS+™ Version 5.6

file://C:\Documents and Settings\nlewis\Local Settings\Temp\u2k1E74.tmp

Generaled: 4/25/2012

10:56 AM

4/25/2012



Two-Way Stop Control

Page 1 0of 1

TWO-WAY STOP CONTROL SUMMARY

[General Information

Site Information

lAnalyst

AL

Intersection

Agency/Co.

AIM ENGR

LJurisdiction

South Ramps(E( 5174
-~ 7

Date Performed

3/21/2012

Analysis Year

2019 EVERGLADES

{Analysis Time Period

PM

[Project Description

IEast/'West Street: [-75 Ramps

North/South Street: SH 29

[intersection Orientation:

North-South

Study Period (hrs): 0.25

[Vehicle Volumes and Adjustments

IMajor Street

Northbound

Southbound

IMovement

1 2

5

L T

Djw
-

ps] [=2]

T

Volume (veh/h)

312 /

162 v~

71 v

Peak-Hour Factor, PHF

0.95 0.90

1.00 0.90

0.90 1.00

IHourIy Flow Rate, HFR
(veh/h)

0 346

o 180

78 0

[Percent Heavy Vehicles

6 -

[Median Type

Undivided

[RT Channelized

[Lanes

1 0

[Configuration

1
T

T

[Upstream Signal

0

0

[Minor Street

Eastbound

Westbound

IMovement

11 12

T R

{Volume (veh/h)

115 /

[Peak-Hour Factor, PHF

0.90 1.00

1.00 1.00

fHourly Flow Rate, HFR
(veh/h)

127

Percent Heavy Vehicles

[Percent Grade (%)

|Fiared Approach

Storage

olz2|ole| © |o

[RT Channelized

o

[Lanes

1

o

(=]
o

[Configuration

L

[Delay, Queue Length, and Level of Service

Approach

Northbound

Southbound

Westbound

Eastbound

|M0vement

1 4

7 8 9

10 11 12

|Lane Configuration

L

Iv (veh/h)

180

127

fC (m) (veh/h)

1110

298

v/c

0.16

0.43

95% queue length

0.58

2.03

[Control Delay (s/veh)

25.8

Los

Approach Delay (s/veh)

25.8

Approach LOS

D
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