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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

When a motorist encounters a highway construction work zone, there are some
additional Road User Costs that are incurred as a consequence of the traffic flow interruptions
and delays associated with the construction site. User costs are becoming a critical cost
component for Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) construction projects. Most of the
innovative contracting practices for highway construction projects, include User Costs.
Decisions about day versus night shifts, and alternative maintenance traffic plans should also
consider Road User Costs. As a result, there is a growing engineering and legal requirement for
accurate and defendable user cost calculations.

The present report provides a detailed analysis of the variables involved in the
calculation of Road User Costs. Also, a thorough study about the current state-of-the-art tools
for analyzing road user costs in work zones is included, as well as a survey on the current
practices among the States Highway Agencies of the United States. Finally, the report present
a discussion and a practical example on the applicability of one specific tool (QUEWZ model)

that has been found to be quite suitable for the needs of the FDOT.
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INTRODUCTION

The highway systems in the United States have become an essential part of today's life,
and the majority of America's total transportation needs are met by these systems. However, the
growth in traffic volume has an undesirable effect on the motorists, decreasing their ability to
effectively utilize the transportation network. During the past decades, the number of vehicles
on the roadways has increased dramatically, but the total miles of new highways have not kept
pace with this growth. Consequently, the public is facing increasing congestion problems,
especially in urban areas.

The benefits from highway improvements, or their adverse consequences, affect not only
those who travel the highways, but the society in general. These benefits reach the users of the
roads primarily through the savings on the operating costs of their vehicles, the reduction in
highway accidents, and reduction in travel time, and some other factors that cannot be quantified
as easily such as better air quality, comfort and convenience. From this point of view, any
highway project should be considered an investment, the main objective of which is the highest
possible return at a given funding level. Based on a combination of potential costs and benefits
from alternative projects, an economic analysis will identify the appropriate alternative that can

best utilize the available resources.



2

Currently, the attention of the State Highway Agencies is shifting from the building of
new highways to the maintenance and restoration of existing facilities. When these types of
projects are undertaken in urbanized areas, they generate heavy traffic congestion during the
time that construction is taking place. These congestion problems have a major impact on the
traveling public by increasing their travel time. The speed changes inside the congested areas
also have an impact on the operating expenses of the vehicles. Furthermore, there aré some
other more subtle impacts such as increase in accidents, pollution, noise, and even a negative
effect on the surrounding business community due to road closures and/or detours.

Over the past several years, a variety of new contracting and bidding methods have been
introduced in the United States. These innovative practices specifically address the reduction
in construction time, as a means to minimize the negative effect that road work areas have on
the motorists and the general public. The four most popular methods being currently used are:
“Bidding on cost/time” (also called “A+B Method”), “Incentive/Disincentive” (I/D), “Bidding
on cost/time combined with incentive/disincentive”, and “Lane Rental”. Each of these methods
considers the value of construction time; therefore, its determination becomes very important.
Since in highway construction the time value basically represents the additional costs for the
public due to the existence of a work zone, the determination of road user costs provides an

excellent means to assign value to the construction time.

Tightening budgets, and the need for evaluating the impact of road construction and

maintenance activities have been some of the driving forces behind much of the advancement
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in the evaluation of road user costs. Highway designers, planners, and policy makers have
embraced the user cost analysis as a means to help the justification and priority ranking of
projects, economic viability studies, evaluation of different road investment alternatives, and
the determination of the "time" value for the new contracting methods in highway construction,
among others.

Although the road user cost calculations have been performed routinely by most State
Highway Agencies for many years, no formal computational procedures have been instituted
nationwide, and therefore, many states have developed their own procedures. Many other states,
however, due to regulatory constraints and hard-to-quantify values, do not even consider the
costs of the users in their calculations.

In recent years, a tremendous amount of research studies of the subject of user costs have
been conducted. As a result of those research projects, several techniques to evaluate road user
costs have been developed, and a few of those techniques have been adopted by the State
Highway Agencies. However, those methods are not being used to a desirable degree, partly
because some of their support data have become obsolete, and also because some procedures
are so cumbersome that they are inefficient.

With work zones, the problem is even worse since each highway construction or
maintenance project is unique, and its own set of conditions and constraints demands
individualized analyses and customized solutions. There are several models which attempt to
measure the additional costs originated at construction sites, but they usually have several

limitations, or are so intricate that they cannot be easily applied.



L3R h Objecti

The overall goal of this research project was to study the effects of work zones on road
user cost calculations, and to make recommendations on a systematic approach to address this
issue. The main purpose of this research is, therefore, to analyze existing available tools to
perform road user cost calculations. A second objective is to select those methods that are
capable of modeling the work zone scenario, and at the same time are applicable to the local

conditions of the State of Florida highway system.

1.4.1 Breakdown of the Research Methodology Phases
1.4.1.1 Phase 1

At the beginning of the project, questionnaires were distributed to all State Highway
Agencies in the United States, as well as to each Canadian provincial highway agency, Hong
Kong, and the Virgin Islands. The questionnaires requested information regarding the way these
agencies address the road user cost calculations. The results from this survey, and the

conclusions drawn from all returned questionnaires are presented in Chapter 3 of this report.

1.4.1.2 Phase 2
An extensive literature search was performed through a variety of related publications
and electronic databases in an attempt to uncover the most up-to-date literature written on this

subject. This literature review had two major outcomes. In the first place, it allowed a
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meticulous understanding of the different variables associated with road user costs, their
evaluation, and their inclusion into the calculations. This topic is presented in detail in Chapter
2. The second main output was a detailed analysis of the principal methods available to evaluate
and compute road user costs. A description of the major methods analyzed is presented in

Chapter 4.

1.4.1.3 Phase 3

After the different methods were examined, the next step was to analyze the work zone
scenario, and to evaluate the capability of those methods to model the construction zone
characteristics. When the appropriate tool was selected, an application was performed to verify

the applicability of the model to the local conditions. This process is explained in Chapter 5.

1.4.1.4 Phase 4
Results from the research effort encompassing Phase 1 through Phase 4 were analyzed,
and are being presented in this report. Conclusions and recommendations are presented in

Chapter 6.






CHAPTER 2

REVIEW OF ROAD USER COST VARIABLES

2.1.1 Background

Economic analysis of a road project is required to evaluate the life-cycle costs and
benefits of that project. The time stream of costs and benefits are used to compare the economic
viability of different project alternatives and to provide the criteria needed for economic
decision making.

Benefit-cost analysis can be used over a broad spectrum of projects and at different
levels of detail. There are many methods and techniques available to calculate the benefits to
motorists and society of an improved highway. Generally, the computations are based on some
changes in the before-after situations that motorists face, and they assign dollar value to those
changes, and calculate the total dollar value over the life of the improvement. These benefits are
then discounted to present time and by a comparison to the costs of the improvement, an

economical decision can be made.



2.1.2 Road User Cost Elements

The benefits of transportation improvement projects represent the difference between
the improved and the existing facilities in terms of time costs, vehicle operating costs, and
accident costs from the point of view of motorists. Hence, any improvement that can reduce one,
several or all of these costs receives “benefits” from such improvements. The wide ranging
elements of road user costs can be generally classified into three major categories as follows:

a) Unquantified costs (e.g. effect on social welfare, ecological impacts).

b) Quantified costs not converted to monetary terms (for instance: road safety, pollution
from emissions, and traffic noise).

¢) Costs converted into monetary terms (e.g. vehicle operating costs, savings in travel
time and accident costs).

A schematic view of the above classification is depicted in Figure 2.1.



agnecn |

Quantified Effects Un-quantified Effects I

Monetary Factors ‘ Non-Monetary Factors Social sffects
Environmental impacts

Vehicle Operating COshJ Accident Costs ] Environmenta! Effects ]

Time Costs I Comfort l

Figure 2.1 Classification of Road User Effects.

2.2.1 General Comments

Since early times of 19™ century (1920) continuous research on the subject of operating
motor vehicle costs has been performed. It is not an easy matter to determine motor vehicle
operating costs because those costs are affected by many factors and each one of those factors
can vary over wide range.

The general objective of a study of motor vehicle operating costs is to match each of the

elements of highway design and traffic operation with each of the factors of motor vehicle



operating cost. The highway factors are usually the following:
1. Distance

2. Grades (+/-)

3. Horizontal Curvature
4. Speed and speed changes (stops and slowdowns)
5. Roadway surface

The vehicle factors generally considered are:
1. Fuel
2. Tires

3. Engine Oil

4. Maintenance
5. Depreciation
2.2.2 Fuel consumption

The fuel consumption of a motor vehicle is affected by several factors. Those factors can
be grouped according to the elements influencing the ride: a) the vehicle, b) the highway, c) the
operator or driver, and d) the weather and altitude.

The fuel consumption rate is determined in part by the characteristics of the vehicle in
terms of its weight, tires, body size‘ and design, engine, power transmission to the driving
wheels, etc.. The weight on the wheels produces a rolling resistance which is proportional to the
weight of the vehicle. Therefore, the heavier the vehicle, the more power required to move it.
The body size controls the frontal area projected to the resisting air, and the body design

controls the air friction. Air resistance is proportional to the square of the vehicle speed when
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measured in pounds, and to the cube of the speed when measured in horsepower. Thus, when
riding at high speed, a high percentage of the engine power is used to overcome air resistance.
Tires have some effect on fuel consumption due to their stiffness component. The tires deflect
when in contact with the roadway surface, and then they expand to the normal contour. This
continuous deflection/expansion movement absorbs energy and generates heat. A tire at high
pressures has less rolling resistance than a tire at lower pressure.

There are several engine design factors that affect the rate of fuel consumption. One of
the characteristics of the internal combustion engine is that it builds up in horsepower developed
as revolutions per minute of the engine increase to a maximum; the horsepower then falls with
further increase in revolutions per minute. This characteristic creates the need for a system of
gear ratios in the power train whereby moderate engine speed can be obtained at low road speed
in order to develop the required horsepower for starting and for steep plus grades. [Winfrey, R.;
1969]

It can easily be observed that fuel consumption varies with the mechanical condition and
adjustment of the engine and with the grade of fuel. In terms of the effects of the driver, those
are practically null under constant speed, but they become important during speed changes

according to the driver’s rate of acceleration and deceleration.

2.2,3 Tire Wear

There are different factors that affect the wear of the tire. One of them is the rolling
friction which is developed between the tire and the highway surface. There are also some
frictional resistance forces (longitudinal and horizontal) developed in the contact area of the tire

with the surface (patch). These two resistance forces (rolling and frictional) are increased when
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the car accelerates and brakes, or when it is negotiating a curve or changing paths from a
straight line. Another force appearing in the contact area is caused by the slippage of the driving
wheels when moving the vehicle against air resistance and by gravity (when going up or down).
In this case, the driving force at the contact area causes the wheels to slip as they roll. [Winfrey,

R.; 1969]

224 01l C .

Oil and lubricant consumption is a minor item in the total calculation of vehicle
operating costs. Oil, lubricants, and associated labor could be included with other consumables
in the models of vehicle maintenance costs. This would make the data collection in vehicle

operating cost surveys simpler and would reduce the total number of cost calculations.

2.2.5 Maintenance Parts and Labor

Vehicle maintenance costs usually need an empirical basis, although collection of such
data is cumbersome, particularly as a function of road conditions and changing vehicle
technology. These costs require closer examination because jointly with vehicle capital costs,

they reflect choices by vehicle owners in a given economic road environment.

26T L {1

For the analysis of vehicle operating costs as a function of road investment alternatives,
vehicle capital costs of depreciation and interest should be related to vehicle usage rather than
passage of time. Flaws in data and their interpretation are common, for example when

accounting for different degrees of vehicle utilization or by ignoring residual value.
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2.3.1 General Comments

Time is an economic commodity that is valuable [Winfrey, R.; 1969], and it is valuable
because quantity and quality of production depends on time. It is a factor that determines the
relative worth of current goods as compared with future goods. Therefore, time is one of the
controlling factors in computing the interests and discounts on financial transactions. Likewise,
time is a major factor in the economy of highway improvements, but unlike other common
market products, time has no standard price. However, since time is consumed during travel,

it is essential to find some method to calculate the cost of highway travel time.

Time is a item that cannot be altered, transferred, controlled, saved or stored. Due to
these characteristics, and since time is not exchangeable, it cannot be purchased or sold. In fact,
marketable products are those that have been accomplished over a span of time. This nature of
time is important in understanding the concept of "value of time". It is quite obvious now, that
the expression "value of time" is a substitute for the general one "value of items produced or
services performed over this particular span of time". [Winfrey, R.; 1969]

In terms of travel, time is used or consumed while moving from one place to another.
Any difference in the total travel time from one trip to another does not mean that the time was
“saved”, but actually used in different occupations either before starting the trip or after arriving.

The key to the value of travel time, specially passenger travel time, is found in this concept.
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When analyzing the economy on highway improvements, travel time is placed as a
market item in the direct consequence group. It has already been established that time is
identifiable and that it has demonstrated value. However, time is not always effectively priced

in the market.

2.3.3 General Factors Affecting Travel Time Values
Many factors which affect the value of travel time vary with each person and each trip.
Some of the factors relevant to the value of travel time are:
1. Characteristics of persons traveling in the car (ages, number, occupations, wage
earnings, etc.)
2. The trip (distance, number of stops, purpose —e.g. business and pleasure— total
travel time, etc.)
3. Environmental (day of week, hour of day, local land use, speed limit, traffic
volume and composition, type and design of highway)
4. Factors of Value (e.g. activities before and after the trip, amount of consecutive
time available, productive time, utilization of lost time)
For the calculation of time value of commercial vehicles more accurate data exist.
Commercial trips are made by paid drivers, and the owners of the vehicles have reliable records
of their operating costs. These data may be used as a basis for calculating the value of travel

time.
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2.3.4.1 Working Time

The most usual approach to estimate the value of working time is the marginal
productivity theory. The costs of employers can be used to measure the value of the additional
production an employee will contribute when the time spent in traveling to work is shortened.
Based on this reasoning, the estimation of value for time savings for work trips has focused on
the calculation of average rates, fringe benefits and overhead allowances thaf are underutilized
while the employees are in transit during work hours (going to meetings or to purchase work
supplies). [Hickling Lewis Brod Inc.; 1995]
2.3.4.2 Commuting Time

The major factor affecting the value of commuting time is the productive use of time
while commuting. If a vehicle occupant is engaged in a business related activity like cellular
phone conversations, planning or scheduling the day ahead, etc., the cost of the time decreases.
The reason is that the individual has not lost or wasted as much time as he would have lost in
a vehicle not similarly equipped. With on-board electronic and communication technologies,
and the arrival of Intelligent Vehicle Highway System (IVHS) technologies, this productivity
factor may have a significant impact on the value of commuting time. [Hickling Lewis Brod
Inc.; 1995]
2.3.4.3 Leisure Time

The non-working time valuation theoretical framework is based on the foundations of
welfare economics. In a model of welfare economics, an individual derives utility from the
consumption of a group of commodities and from undertaking a group of working and non-

working activities [Bruzelius, N.,1979]. Consumers will maximize utility according to money
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and time constraints. The monetary budget constraint establishes that the income must be
greater or at least equal to the total expenditure. The time constraint requires that the total
available time must also be greater than or equal to the total time spent in various activities.
Besides, there are two time allocation constraints: they set the lower limit of the number of
hours designated to work, and also of the time spent on all other non-working activities
[Hickling Lewis Brod Inc.; 1995].

The value of time spent on any task or activity is then calculated as the willingness of
an individual to pay for a saving of a marginal unit of time, at a certain income level. If the non-
work activity represents no value for the individual, the marginal value of time equals the
marginal value of time as a resource because it indicates how much the person agrees to pay in
order to marginally increase the personal total time budget.
2.3.4.4 Commercial Time

This time is evaluated according to traditional cost-benefit analysis of transportation
projects, and it represents only approximately 0.1 percent of the total value (carrier plus
shipper/receiver) of shipment of goods. This calculation considers direct savings of time as a
benefit to the shipper/receiver from transportation infrastructure improvements.

The value of commercial time is believed to be equivalent to the costs coming from
storage, carrying, and losses of productivity associated with the storage of goods. Additionally,
this commercial time includes, for instance, the closing of warehouses as an outcome of major
structural logistic changes resulting from an improved highway network. According to that, the
improved reliability of a transportation system may influence industry productivity and the

value of commercial time over the long run [Hickling Corporation, 1994].
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2 5 Estimating the Val T

It has been stated that the consideration of time costs should be included in the economic
evaluation of highway projects. The potential savings on time from even a minor highway
improvement can be translated into significant user cost savings over the life of the highway.
It has been estimated, based upon a vast number of highway improvement project that, in
general, the 80 percent of total estimated highway project benefits derives from the projected
dollar value of time savings; this percentage can be split as 51 percent for savings in working
time, and 29 percent for non-working time [MVA Consultancy, Institute of Transport Studies,
University of Oxford, 1987]. Therefore, determining the appropriate value of time (or time
savings) requires the application of reasoned judgement in implementing the equations to
evaluate the monetary value of the time savings.

In obtaining a value of time estimate, first a baseline value has to be selected and then
this baseline will be scaled according to the conditions of the evaluation [Hickling Lewis Brod
Inc., 1995]. This method generates a price which represents the “opportunity cost” of time spent
on the highways. This opportunity cost is based on the value of the “next best” alternative. In
economy In transportation, this can be interpreted as the value of not spending time traveling
on the highway.

The basic assumption of measuring this value (next best alternative) is that individuals
and corporations are willing to pay either for time savings or for the avoidance of “wasting”
time while traveling. As expressed before, the value placed on the time saved or wasted, will
depend on the alternative use of individual or corporation times, i.e. leisure or work. The value
of each alternative use of the time is based on several considerations such as income, occupation

and transportation mode, as it was already explained in 2.3.4.
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Hickling Lewis Brod established in the draft report "Value of Time Practitioner's Guide"

(1995) a three-step process to calculate the value of time (Figure 2.2).

Step 1

Select Average
Base Wage Rate

Step 2

Select Major Factors Affecting
Value of Time

|

Step 3
Select Congestion Premium

|

Value of Time Estimate

Figure 2.2 Methodology to Calculate Value of Time [Hickling Lewis Brod Inc., 1995]

Step 1: Selecting the Average Base Wage Rate

Data from state wage rates compiled into a national average rate can be used, but only
when more detailed regional or local data are unavailable. It is also important that the analyst
determines the level of certainty required for the analysis. This average base wage rate is used
as the baseline for evaluating the opportunity cost of travel-related time. It represents the
willingness to pay to save time spent on the road depending upon individual levels of income.

The average annual wage of a region provides an initial figure for the value of time in

that area, considering several socio-economic factors. For instance, major metropolitan areas
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usually have higher average base wage rates than rural areas. This reflects the higher percentage
of highly paid professional occupations in the cities.

It has been observed that the value that people assign to the time varies with their
income level: the higher the income of the traveler, the higher the value of time. The use of this
information may have important differences when forecasting travel demand, or evaluating
competing projects by means of cost-benefits estimations.

Step 2: Selecting Major Factors Affecting Time Value

Once the average base wage rate has been established, it must be scaled according to a
wide range of factors and be finally converted into the value used in highway evaluations.

It is quite obvious that the value of time used in evaluating a transportation project is
affected by the trip purpose distribution across the traffic volume. This distribution change
during the day and among the geographical regions. When considering the relationship between
trip purpose and value of time, usually the most economically feasible projects (in terms of
value of time savings) are those that influence peak-hour, work-related automobile trips.
However, the ratio of work versus non-work related trips has decreased during the last 30 years
[Hickling Lewis Brod, Inc.; 1995], and the value of time (and consequently, the potential
benefits from time saving) should reflect the current trends and the growing importance of non-
work trips.

Furthermore, the recent technological advances allow many travelers to be engaged in
work-related activities while on route through the use of laptop computers, cellular telephones,
and other devices. Obviously, not all travelers will remain productive when in transit, but it is
their ability to do so that makes less significant the potential loss of work time during the trip.

As an example, urban train commuters may be more productive than car drivers in terms of
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office-oriented output, and agricultural workers driving on rural roads may be completely non-
productive during their trips. This indicates that the analyst should assign a relatively large
productivity factor to that urban train commuter and a marginal factor to the agricultural worker.

Step 3: Assigning the Congestion Premium Factor

When driving in a congested area, people tend to assign a higher value to the time
savings. This extra value -accounts for the frustration of bumper-to-bumper traffic for an
uncertain length of road. The congestion premium considers the costs of delays in traffic
volumes that exceed the facility capacity.

Unfortunately, there is no adequate theory or empirical basis to measure the change (if
it exists) in the opportunity cost of travel due to delay, unreliability, or unpredictability, at least
on an individual basis. However, certain studies reveal that travelers might add an extra value
of about 40 percent to the value of time savings during congested conditions in comparison with
equivalent time savings during non-congested periods [MVA Consultancy, Institute of
Transport Studies, University of Oxford, 1987]. These numbers might indicate that
transportation investments in infrastructure that reduce congestion could produce considerable

benefits in terms of value of time savings.

2.4.1 General Comments

Safety is a very important part of both user and non-user costs of highway travel. In
addition to economics, highway safety is an object of public concern and a major social issue.

Improved safety requires the use of real resources and, therefore, like other user costs, can
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impact the design of highways and influence the choice of which alternative to implement.
Following, there is a brief introduction to estimating the safety costs of transportation
projects. The section presents a basic methodology for evaluating the economic costs associated

with given levels of fatalities, injuries, and "property damage only" (PDO) accidents.

2.4.2 Estimating Safety Costs and Benefits

Accounting for the total safety costs associated with any transportation project, involves
the determination of the economic cost of the current level of accidents and the forecast of the
change in accident frequency and severity associated with the new facility. The impact of safety
improvements, is then unique because, unlike other user cost components, the use of the
resources is not certain. Safety costs are a probabilistic calculation involving the degree of
exposure to risk. The "benefits" in safety then are generated by lessening the risk of accidents
and reducing the severity and consequences of them. [Hickling Lewis Brod, Inc.; 1995].

The statistical values of life and injury may be the basis for calculating the costs of
traffic accidents. These values are comprehensive estimates of the direct and indirect costs
associated with fatalities, injuries, and Property Damage Only (PDO) accidents. Direct costs
include expenses such as medical, emergency services, administrative, and legal costs.
However, one of the many components of accident costs is the intangible cost of pain, suffering,
and lost quality of life. This latter value can be derived through a willingness-to-pay method
which estimates the amount of money society would pay for a reduction in exposure to accident
risks.

The use of probabilistic estimates for each category allows the analyst to select the
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degree of certainty associated with actual costs of the accidents that occur. This practical aspect
enables policy judgments regarding the value used in the analysis.

These valuations of life and injury are very important for the economic analysis of
highway investment projects, since all economic costs must be converted to dollars. Also, using
monetary values of safety benefits allows the comparison of these benefits to other user cost
estimates, such as environmental or value of time estimates. Following, there is a brief
explanation of the costs considered in each accident type, based on a draft report from the
NCHRP and Hickling Lewis Brod Inc. (1995).

a) Fatality. The costs of a traffic accident fatality are attributed to the statistical value
of life. The statistical value of life, however, does not represent a "value" of certain individuals
or their worth to society. This value is derived from empirical studies that seek to quantify how
much an individual would be willing to pay for a reduction in his exposure to risk. Therefore,'
the "statistical value of life" is another way to express "value per statistical death avoided" ,
which is basically the amount that the population would be willing to pay to avoid a statistical
death.

b) Non-Fatal Injury. The total cost of injuries exceeds the total cost of fatalities. Injury
costs can be approximated by extrapolating from the value of life. Injury comprises loss of
functioning time in the same way that death does. On one hand, the average number of years
lost in a highway accident is known, and also, the value of saving a life is known, therefore, for
a given discount rate, the value of a lost functioning year can be calculated. Using this value
together with the number of lost years for an injury of any given level, will return the value of
injury at that level, or the amount of money the society would pay to prevent an injury of that

specific level.
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¢) Property Damage Only Accident. PDO accidents represent the smallest share of
comprehensive accident costs. Although these are the most common types of accidents in terms
of cases reported by the police injury scheme (A: Incapacitating Injury, B: Non-Incapacitating
Injury, and C: Possible Injury), they account for a small amount of direct costs in comparison
with fatalities and injuries. PDO accidents derive most of their costs from insurance and
administrative charges, and also property damage.
2.4.2.2 Calculating Accident Rates

Collecting accurate accident rate data is another step of the methodology to estimate
safety costs. This step provides the quantity or number of accidents that can be expected to
occur along a given roadway or on a certain highway facility. This expected number of
accidents, combined with the cost estimates, is used to forecast the safety costs-benefits (in
monetary terms) that will occur in the future on the road segment under study. Gathering data
on incident rates by accident category is, however, more problematic since not all roads or
facilities have an accurate record of incident rates. The analyst must use, then, the available data
to make assumptions for the accident rates under different scenarios.

a) When Data are Available. For many existing roads and facilities, there are reliable
accident data available. Although the classification of car crashes by accident severity may
differ a bit, the essential data on fatalities, injuries, and PDO accidents are normally available
either per person or per crash. In this case, the analyst is able to calculate the current level of
accidents, by frequency and severity, that occur along the road segment.

b) When Data are Unavailable. Proposed road segments, for instance, do not have any
relevant accident rate data available. Besides, some existing routes may have outdated or partial

data that are insufficient for analysis. In those cases, the analyst needs to forecast accident
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frequencies and severities to be able to develop the safety user cost-benefit of the given road
segment or facility. One good approach to develop these forecasts is to use national averages
which are available for some categories of accidents, and then adjust these values to reflect local

conditions according to roadway and flow characteristics.

2.4.3 Detailed Safety Costs

At the planning level, the evaluation of safety benefits is relatively simple. It involves
taking a number representing cost per accident and multiplying by the accident rate. This
situation, however, becomes much more complex when considering the correct application of
costs and rates for different kinds of accidents (fatalities, injuries by level) and under varying
contingencies.

Among the many variables affecting those contingencies, the most obvious are road
types, traffic volume, fleet characteristics, driver characteristics, and maintenance level. |
Measuring safety benefits or accident costs involve the correct identification of both the losses
involved and the value of the benefit to the population due to the change in its exposure to
physical risk. The identification of losses is a direct process which involves analysis of existing
data. The value to the population, however, includes the statistical assessment of what people
would pay for safety benefits. Even though the willingness-to-pay approach is being widely
accepted, there is not yet a methodology that correctly appraises the benefits for the consumer
that are associated with better safety.
2.4.3.1 Life Value

The willingness-to-pay approach has gained acceptance as the most appropriate

methodology for estimating the cost of life in cost-benefit analysis, and although there may be
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growing agreement within the research community as to the correct range for the value of life,
there is still a long way to go. It should be noted that the "value of life" estimates are supposed
to represent the revealed benefits from saving a statistical life, However, no distinction is made
in the literature for valuing different kinds of safety. This is in contradiction to a common sense
awareness that in fact there exist social preferences for different kinds of safety (for instance,
safety of children, or safety on public carriers, etc.), and even the question about whether or not
this classification should be considered in user-cost methodology is still unanswered.

In terms of the issue of the "value of injury” for different injury levels, this is based on
measures derived using lost functioning years and the value of life as a basis. Little work has
been done in valuing injury, and there is no way to evaluate if the derived measures
approximate actual costs. Establishing accurate measures of the value of injury for different
levels of injury is critical to rank the different types of safety improvements .[Hickling Lewis
Brod, Inc.; 1995].
2.4.3.2 Injury Value

The principal sources for data on injury are the Fatal Accident Reporting System
(FARS) and the National Accident Sampling System (NASS). The NASS uses of the Maximum
~ Abbreviated Injury Scale (MAIS) to record severity of injury. The MAIS scale ranks injuries
on a one-to-five basis according the severity of the injury related to the threat to life. However,
this distinction does not take into account the cost, disability or trauma that the injury involves.

[Hickling Lewis Brod, Inc.; 1995]
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2.5.1 Introduction

The inclusion of environmental costs in the economic evaluation of transportation
projects is gaining acceptance. The environmental impacts of vehicle use, such as exhaust
emissions and noise, add some extra social costs to people, material, and vegetation. Recent
federal legislation, such as the Clean Air Act (CAA) of 1990 and the Iﬁtennodal Surface
Transportation Efficiency Act (ISTEA) of 1991, are directly addressing the environmental
impacts of proposed transportation investments. Since public and private sectors are becoming
more aware of environmental issues, transportation planners and policy makers are required to
include the monetafy costs associated with highway traffic pollution when evaluating highway
projects.

Although there is general agreement about the fact that environmental impacts are
important, there are still ongoing discussions about the methods to evaluate and apply the
economic costs produced by environmental effects in traditional user cost analyses. There are
some reasons for that. One of them is the limited amount of experimental data, since
environmental cost research has only started over the last twenty years. Another reason is that
environmental effects are complex in nature, since these effects depend not only on the quantity
of pollution, but on the types of pollutants emitted, and on the conditions in which the pollutants
are released. The few studies that have been completed have concluded, therefore, that the

results are only applicable to the areas studied.
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It is obviously important, then, to find a methodology that allows the inclusion of
environmental costs without misrepresenting their importance in comparison with other user
costs. Following, a methodology from Hickling Lewis Brod, Inc. (1995) is briefly discussed.
Since the method is based on risk analysis techniques, it presents a range of values along with
their associated statistical certainty. The values are grouped by major pollutant types, with the

pollutant emission rates produced by models such as Mobile 5 and EFRAM (Caltrans).

) 5.2 Estimating Bnvi LC

Forecasting the environmental economic costs associated with future traffic flows calls
for a method that comprises not only the measurement of pollution emissions, but also
creditable valuation techniques for resources such as clean air and water. This method employs
a strategic approach for estimating environmental user costs incorporating both known and
uncertain variables that impact local environmental conditions. The approach uses the typical
elements to model environmental costs such as the quantity of pollutants, the ambient air
quality, dose response effect, and the value of life and property. As a result, this procedure
produces an estimate of the environmental costs associated with given road segments or
highway facilities that can be used for strategic level analysis.

The principal costs considered are those involving human and ecological health, and
they are derived from four basic steps. The first step is to obtain a physical measure of
emissions from automobiles, usually nitrogen oxide, and particulate matter. This initial quantity
of pollutants is then combined with existing atmospheric pollutants. The degree to which these
emissions are dispersed is function of local topographic and climatic conditions. Medical

epidemiology studies have documented the level of pollutants that imposes social costs on the



27

local population and property values. Finally, the effect of the ambient pollution is valued by
multiplying the percentage change in mortality by the statistical value of life and by the
percentage change in housing values against a standardized house value.

As may be inferred, several of the steps rely on specialized, technical data and
techniques that are difficult and costly to incorporate into general highway evaluation programs.
Because of these limitations, there is a rising need for practical and simplified processes to
estimate environmental costs when assessing transportation investment alternatives.

The implication of the described approach to model environmental economic costs is
that the major uncertainties surrounding environmental effects are incorporated in the relative
price of pollution, allowing the planner to determine the relative price of pollution that will be
used in the analysis of transportation investment alternatives without complicated environmental

analysis.

)53 istics of the Local Envi

A broad range of factors impact air quality and therefore the relative price of air
pollution in terms of local conditions. The planner should consider the local impact of pollution
and then choose the degree of uncertainty that exists for the local condition. This procedure
would produce a relative price that can be used directly with the quantity of pollution to forecast
the environmental costs of a given road segment.

First of all, the pollution sensitivity of the population where the transportation
investment is going to take place has to be determined. Given a broad range of physical factors

affecting environmental conditions, a framework that allows relative comparisons between cities
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and rural areas in terms of the effect of highway pollution should be available, since the same
amount of pollution may cause different levels of costs in different areas.
2.5.3.2 Pollution and Human Health

Air pollution with concentrations of specific elements has been correlated to human
mortality rates. There are several well-known studies regarding transportation that focus on
particulate concentrations and their associated epidemiologic impact. Depending on the measure
of the particulate, (SO, , Total Suspended Particles, and Fine Particles), experts have attributed
the environmental costs for each element based on its effect on mortality. These findings imply
that areas with relatively high concentrations of these elements may have a higher degree of
pollution sensitivity.
2.5.3.3 Pollution and Housing Values

The value of property is also affected by the quality of its surroundings, including the
level of air pollution. Studies on Hedonic-price method have been developed over the years to
assess the value of various non-market resources, including air quality. Some of the findings of
those studies suggest that the mofe polluted the area, the stronger the impact on housing value
produced by increased levels of air pollution. Some studies, for instance, reveal that for a one
percent increase in pollution, the pollution sensitivity of cities such as Los Angeles was greater
than in Washington D.C.. The method being described provides a simple scale of reaction to an
identical increase in the ambient level of pollution to account for the apparent range of pollution
sensitivity, varying from marginally sensitive to highly sensitive. In summary, the increased air
pollution associated with a road investment may produce significant environmental costs in an
area that is highly sensitive to air pollution, while its impact may be negligible in a area with

only marginal sensitivity to air pollution.
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In characterizing geographic areas according to their pollution sensitivity, two criteria
have to be considered. Objective criteria that measure general air quality could be used to
address the area sensitivity, even more sophisticated rankings could be used based on indicators
such as levels of ozone, particulates, and carbon monoxide. Subjectively, there are some other
factors that should also be contemplated such as recreational value of the area and social and
community factors.

Recreational value is closely related to environmental conditions. The quality or
recreational value of a natural beauty (lake, forest or park), may be significantly degraded due
to an increase in traffic pollution. Social factors refer to the attitude of the general community
towards environment. This attitude can be measured, for instance, by surveying the number of
active environmental organizations, or noting the existence of recycling programs, etc.. These
social factors may significantly influence the sensitivity towards increased air and noise

pollution resulting from additional traffic.

) 54U v in Fovi | Conditi

The cause-effect link between highway traffic emissions and local air pollution levels
is not precise. There are so many factors playing different and sometimes critical roles in the
matter that there is an inevitable uncertainty when forecasting the costs of different levels of
pollution. Some of those factors are vehicle and age composition of the traffic flow, weather
patterns, and geographic characteristics.

The fact that geographic and climatic issues influence the environmental conditions in

a region is quite obvious. For instance, cities located in interior basins or valleys are ususally
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more subject to the impact of stagnant masses of air that remain trapped in the region for
indeterminate periods. Residents, plants, and wildlife of these areas may be at a greater risk of
suffering from illness from the accumulated concentration of pollutants. From the point of view
of the geographic location and climatic weather patterns, some regions may be more pollution
sensitive than others.
) 5.4.2 Hig] Traffic Eff

The contribution in percentage of highway traffic to air pollution shows the impact of
transportation on the environment. There have been important technological improvements over
the last decade that have reduced the amount of CO, and NOx emitted from automobiles.
However, highway traffic may still represent the largest source of pollution in many areas. As
a result, those areas where traffic contribution to overall pollution level is important will tend
to be more pollution sensitive. The environmental impact of traffic pollution is a function of
total vehicle flow (principally during periods of greatest environmental effect), vehicle speeds,
proportions of different vehicle classes in traffic, and stability of speeds, among others.
2543 Aj I

The quality of the air is a function of various factors such as geographic and climatic
conditions, city size and population density, the location of heavy industry, etc.. Air quality can
be described by indices which measure the relative levels of chemical components, such as CO,
C02, NOx, and also the existence of Volatile Organic Compounds (VOC's), Hydrocarbons
(HC's), and Particulate Matter (PM). Some other measures include indices based on visibility

distances. Again, areas with moderate air quality may be more pollution sensitive than others.
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) 5.5 Emissions Related to T on
There are several methodologies to model the relationship between traffic noise and
emissions and different highway and traffic conditions. However, none allows making
predictions about environmental quality changes or about changes in health risks and other
effects that are functions of environmental quality. Making air quality comparable with user cost
estimates would provide a means to estimate expected pollutant concentrations as a function of

traffic variability, meteorology, and highway features.

2.5.6 Regulatory Issues

In recent years, U.S. environmental legislation has been directed towards improving the
quality of air and promoting alternative, non-automobile modes of transportation. Both
legislative acts mentioned before, CAA and ISTEA, contain sections intended to decrease
transportation-related emissions.

The CAA specifies strict ambient air quality requirements and milestones, mandates
future improvements to vehicles and fuels, requires greater integration of transportation and air
quality planning procedures, and establishes penalties for failing to meet its requirements. The
CAA's National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) may compel urban areas to adopt
specific measures to decrease automobile emissions. Urban areas that exceed these NAAQS are
judged non-attainment areas and are classified acbording to the severity of their air quality
problems, (marginal to extreme), measured by levels of ozone, carbon monoxide, and
particulates. On the other hand, the ISTEA primarily addresses the upgrade and improvement
of the U.S. transportation infrastructure and provides the funding and ﬂexibility necessary to

improve the quality of air through the development of a balanced transportation program.



CHAPTER 3

SURVEY OF CURRENT PRACTICES

3.1.1 Introduction

At the beginning of this project, questionnaires were sent to forty-nine state highway
agencies in the United States, eight provinces of Canada, Hong Kong, and the Virgin Islands.
A copy of this questionnaire has been included in Appendix A. These questionnaires requested
any information that they could provide concermning how their agency computed and used
roadway user costs. Twenty-nine responded to the questionnaires. The State Highway Agencies
(SHAs) of the United States which provided information, as well as the Ministries of
Transportation of the Canadian provinces which answered the survey, are shadowed in the maps
displayed in Figures 3.1a and 3.1b. It should be noted that although Hong Kong also answered
the request, it is not showed in the following maps. The information received from these

organizations is summarized below.
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3.1.2 Summary of Information Received
The responses of the questionnaire were categorized into six groups, according to the

type of method that the corresponding State Highway Agency (SHA) used to calculate highway

user costs. These six groups are:

1) Simple formulas. In this group were included those calculation methods which are a rather
simple combination of mathematical operations.

2) Spreadsheets. This group includes those SHAs which are using spreadsheets either developed
in-house, or specially for the SHA (AASHTO and other general methods do not count).

3) High Level Sofiware. There are some SHASs that use high level software to evaluate road user
costs. To be included in this group, the method used by the agency must include the use
of some sophisticated software package, usually of a commercial type.

4) AASHTO Red Book Method. This well-known method has been and still is widely used for
road user costs calculations. Some agencies mentioned that they follow the AASHTO
guideline; others have developed their own spreadsheet based on this method.

5) Flat Rates. This group includes those agencies which, although they do include road user
costs in their economic equations, do not specifically calculate those costs. Instead, the
SHA uses some rate defined by legislators, national guidelines, etc..

6) Do Not Have Any Formal Method: This group comprises those agencies that responded that
they do not use any method, and/or they do not include road user costs in the economic
appraisal of their projects.

This six-group division had the objective to give a general idea as to what extent the
agencies calculate or estimate road user costs. The result of this classification is depicted in

Figure 3.2.
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It should be noted, however, that some agencies use two methods. For instance, some
of them use AASHTO Red Book method, but for calculation purposes they developed a
spreadsheet to do the procedure. In cases like this, and since the agency did not develop any

special procedure, the method counted was the AASHTO.

Summary of Responses

D Flat Rate Simple Formulas
D AASHTO Red Book Spreadsheest
=] High Level Software ] Nothing

Figure 3.2 Summary of Responses from SHAs
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3.2.1 Alabama

The Alabama Department of Transportation currently uses two methods for determining
user costs. The first, used in urban conditions, is based on a method developed by both the
FHWA and The Alabama Department of Transportation. The algebraic formula that was

adopted is shown in Figure 3.3.
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The Following is an excerpt from a memo written by T. Paul Weldon, Assis
Urban Planning Engineer, on January 3, 1991

The following procedure uses VMT and VHT output from the transportation model (PLANPAC)
applies cost for time or delay, and vehicle operating costs.

[ + < ) ¥ ( ) } =Annual Road User Costs
VHT (8.80dollars) VMT %pc’-0.13  VMT “%/-0.38 -300days

VHT=Vehicle Hours Traveled
VMT=Vehicle Miles Traveled (avg. weighted vol.)
%pc=Percent Passenger Cars

%=Percent Trucks

NOTE:
The $8.80 and the %pc terms are based on "A Manual on User Benefit Analysis of Highway
and Bus-Transit Improvements" 1977, and "Road User Benefit Analysis for Highway
Improvements” 1960. Updated based on CPI.

The 300 days term accounts for weekends.

Figure 3.3 Algebraic formula used by Alabama DOT

The second method is used when rural conditions govern. This formula is based on the
cost per mile driven on interstate, $0.24/mile; paved road, $0.36/mile; or unpaved roads. Stop
signs and lights are assigned values of $0.06 each. The user costs are determined by merely
multiplying the distances under evaluation by the appropriate cost factor and adding up the cost

for stops.

3.2.2 Alberta

When evaluating potential projects, the Alberta Transportation and Utilities Department
utilizes classical benefit-cost analysis that includes vehicle operating costs, travel time costs,
and collision costs. This technique is employed in both urban and rural situations throughout
Alberta. While generalized data is available for the rural locations, each city provides its own

location specific user cost data.
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Portions of Alberta’s Benefit-Cost Analysis Guide were also reviewed. The guide
provides an insightful view of the development of benefit cost analysis within the Alberta
Transportation and Utilities. The guide recognizes the value of roadway users time because
drivers routinely choose to operate their vehicles between 90 and 110 km/hr when it has been
widely proven that the optimum operating efficiency is between 50 to 70 km/hr.

It is recommended that average wage rates [in 1987 Cdn. Dollars] of $22.00 per

hour for bus, truck and transport driver, $12.00 per hour for working occupants

of all vehicles and $5.50 per hour for everyone else, including the occupants of

buses and recreational vehicles, be used for all travel time differentials (Alberta

3).

Safety costs were also included in this guide. A breakdown of accident data for the
entire province of Alberta showed that 2% of all accidents resulted in a death, 35% resulted in
injuries, and 63% of accidents cause only property damage. Therefore, the average cost per
collision is (1990 Cdn. dollars) $66,120.

A breakdown of accident statistics reveals that, “for each crash involving a fatality, on
average 1.35 people die, 0.57 are seriously injured and 0.69 are moderately injured. Including
property damage, the average cost for a fatal collision, using the above figures, is [1990 Cdn.
dollars] $1,114,000” (Alberta 14-15). Non-fatal crashes typically yield 0.26 serious injuries,
1.43 victims with moderate injuries, and a price tag of (1990 Cdn. dollars) $118,831. See Table
3.1 for a complete breakdown of accident costs.

On average, in 1987 [Cdn.] dollars, the societal cost of a fatality including

family/community and market losses is $640,000, and excluding these losses is

$17,700. Comparatively the cost for a serious injury is $425,000 and for a

moderate injury is $1,400. Including property damage and using overall

provincial numbers, the average cost per collision is $66,120 if the above losses
for fatalities are included and $49,320 if they are not included (Alberta 4).
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Table 3.1 Accident costs - Alberta Transportation and Utilities Department

ALBERTA
SOCIETAL COSTS OF TRAFFIC CRASHES*
PER VICTIM OR CRASH
-1985 (with 1987 est. values in Canadian dollars)
SERIOUS | MODERATE |PROPERTY
FATAL | INJURY INJURY DAMAGE

Market Losses $449,331 | $268,629 $138
Family/Community $134,798 $80,597 $43
Medical $924 $23,906 $213
Rehabilitation $12,887
Funeral $1,962
Legal $4,920 $3,488 $297 $16
Insurance $626 $626 $142 $142
Law Enforcement $170 $170 $59 $14
Public Liability $7,985 $8,995 $406 $233

TOTALS| $600,716 | $399,298 $1,298 $405
1987 est. value $639,988 | $425,402 $1,383 $431
(CPl of 132/123.9)
Property Damage** $6,941 $6,249 $6,249 $3,138
per crash
* Based on data supplied by B.C. Department of the Attorney General
** Based on Alberta primary highway collisions in 1983 Canadian doilars factored by 132.0/116.6 to obtain 1987.

Vehicle operating costs components were also determined by a committee. While the
cost of fuel is the single largest factor, the cost of depreciation and maintenance also require
substantial consideration.

The cost for oil and tires is, on average, about 4% of the total cost for passenger
vehicle operation and about 11% of the total cost for truck operation. The cost
of tires for large trucks increases significantly on steeper grades - up to one-third
of the total cost on an 8% upgrade. The greatest efficiency for passenger car
operation is on a downgrade of 5 to 6% and for trucks, a downgrade of 2 to 3%
is most efficient. Cost data for operating on gravel varies greatly and the
conclusion by members of this committee [Executive and a Guidelines
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Commiittee] is that, generally speaking, the operating costs used for passenger

vehicles and light trucks on gravel should be about 18% higher than the cost of

operating on a smooth pavement, and that costs for large trucks operating on

gravel should be about 30% higher than the costs used for operating on a smooth

pavement (Alberta 6).
3.2.3 Arkansas

In the Arkansas State Highway and Transportation Department, the Statewide Planning
section uses an Excel spreadsheet to calculate user costs. The spreadsheet is based on A Manual
on User Benefit of Highway and Bus Transit Improvements AASHTO, 1977. The agency uses
the Consumer Price Index (CPI) to update historical cost data to reflect current economic
conditions.

If lane closures are required, the computer software program QUEWZ-92 is used. This

software, developed at the Texas Transportation Institute, determines queue lengths and the

associated costs.

3.2.4 California

The California Department of Transportation Division of Construction has conducted
research investigating the potential benefits of A+B contract bidding. The initial report outlines,
among other things, the methodology that was used to compute user costs in pilot contracts.
This procedure is highlighted in Figure 3.4.

In the mid-1950s, the California Division of Highways conducted a study to determine
the value of travel time. The research recommended values of three cents per minute per
vehicle for automobiles and eight cents per minute per vehicle for trucks. The results of this

study form the basis of current procedure. The original values are periodically adjusted for
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inflation using the CPI. These values have been validated through comparisons with similar

studies preformed in the United Kingdom, Australia, Norway, and the Netherlands.

“The recommended 1995 travel time value for automobiles is 15.3 cents per minute per

vehicle” [Tom, G., 1995]. “The recommended 1995 travel time value for trucks, rounding down

D=
L1=
L2 =
S1=
S2=

Determination of Road User Costs:
Road user costs were determined using the following calculation guidelines:

Road User Costs =D x E, where
D = Daily reduction in delay (vehicle-hours/day or person-hours/day).
E = Dollar value of delay ($/vehicle-hour or $/person - hour).

Use person/hours in lieu of vehicle/hours where HOVs become significant.
Use $6.00/person-hour or $7.20/vehicle-hour when the % of 2 to 5 axle trucks
is not more than 3%.

Trucks = vehicles with 6 or more tires excluding all recreational vehicles and
pickups.

Average $/vehicle-hour for 2 to 5 axle trucks = $19.20

Average $/vehicle-hour for all other vehicles = $7.20

Consider empty buses as trucks and treat loaded buses as HOVs using
person/hour costs.

The daily reduction in delay (D) is the total daily delay before the project is implemented less
the total daily delay after the project is implemented. It is calculated as follows:

(L1/S1 - L2/S2) x AADT, where

Length of project before improvement (miles - minimum 1 mile).

Length of project after improvement (miles - minimum 1 mile).

Average operating speed before improvement (mph).

Average operating speed after improvement (mph) which can not exceed the
geometric speed, the posted speed limit, or 50 mph, whichever is least.

AADT = Benefited AADT - only that portion of the AADT that receives a delay

reduction as a result of the project.

Figure 3.4 Road user costs determination - California DOT

to the nearest cent, is 40 cents per minute per vehicle” [Tom, G., 1995]. The travel time values

for trucks were determined using data from the Bureau of Labor Statistics regarding wage and

fringe benefits of truck drivers. These values were confirmed by applying the appropriate CPI

to the original 1950 report.
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3.2.5 Colorado

Colorado computes the delay per vehicle under existing conditions, then calculates the
delay for construction. The difference between these values is then multiplied by the average
cost per hour delay. For cars, the 1991 value of delay time was $6.25 per hour. Trucks were

valued at $17.80 per vehicle per hour.

3.2.6 Connecticut

The Connecticut Department of Transportation primarily uses user costs in the context
of determining liquidated damages. The Division of Traffic Engineering recommends the use
of the computer model QUEWZ, developed by the Texas Department of Highways and Public
Transportation in 1981, to estimate queue lengths and additional road user costs resulting from
work zone lane closures.

The software requires user input to define the conditions being modeled. The
department recommends using either the posted speed limit or the 85th percentile speed as the
free flow speed. The level-of-service (LOS) D/E speed is determined by using Table 3-1 of the
1985 Highway Capacity Manual. Speed after queue formation is determined by the same table
(LOS F). A capacity of 1800 vehicles per hour per lane b(vphpl) is typical on Connecticut
roadways. The remaining inputs required by QUEWZ can be easily determined from the

project’s plans and specifications.

3.2 7 Hawaii
The Hawaii Department of Transportation has adopted the methodology presented in

AASHTO’S A Manual on User Benefit Analysis of Highway and Bus-Transit Improvements
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for computing user costs. This technique generates national cost factors, based on January
1975 prices, which account for various conditions such as highway type, vehicle type, speed
changes, curvature, etc. These cost factors are then adjusted to represent current local
conditions. The Consumer Price Index (CPI) is used to adjust values for automobiles, and the

National Producer Price Index (PPI) is used to modify trucking costs.

3.2.8 Hong Kong

The Highways Department of Hong Kong is not currently using or keeping any user

costs records.

3.2.9 Idaho

Idaho uses a user cost worksheet to compute the impact that a project will have on user
costs. Distance and speed are inputted into the simple algebraic model to determine both the
original travel time and the construction travel time. The difference between these values is the
resulting delay time caused by the project. The time costs are determined by use of auto and
truck average daily traffic (ADT) as well as time values that have been updated using the

appropriate CPL

3.2.10 Illinoi

The Illinois Department of Transportation’s primary use of user cost evaluation is in
Incentive/Disincentive programs.: The user cost is based on the change in travel time,
passengers per vehicle, and an hourly cost per person. First, the change in travel time is

computed. Then, the number of vehicles affected is multiplied by 1.25 passengers per vehicle,
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this variable has been determined by the Chicago Area Transportation Study. Finally, an hourly
rate of $10.00/hour (1990 dollars), based on figures provided by the Department of Employment
Security is applied to the computation. An example borrowed from design memorandum No

90-53 is shown in Figure 3.5.

Taken from Example 1 of Design Memorandum No. 90-53

Example 1:
60,000 ADT
Project Length 1.75 miles
Average Normal Speed 55 mph
Average Construction Speed 35 mph

Project Length X ADT
Average Normal Speed

Motorist Time (normal conditions) =

Motorist Time (NC) = 1 75- Hours
(NC)= 175 60000 _ 500
Motorist Time (Under Const.) = -1.75-60000 3000 Hours

35

Motorist time lost = ours

- H
3000 1909 =1091

Total Road User Delay Cost =1091hrs * 1.25 passangers*$10/h
Total Road User Delay Cost = $13,637.50

Figure 3.5 Road user delay costs - Illinois DOT

3.2.11 Kansas
The Kansas Department of Transportation does not routinely use user costs. On occasion they

do compute the cost to the user of a construction detour using the FHWA’s Cost of Owning and

Operating Automobiles, Vans and Light Trucks - 1991. This method does not account for

user’s time.

3.2.12 Maryland

The state of Maryland uses user cost in the computation of liquidated damages. The

components of user cost being evaluated are cost of delay, cost of energy, and cost of accidents.
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The cost of delay is based on the difference in travel time between a roadway during
construction and the completed project. The percentage of passenger cars and trucks is used in
conjunction with trip type factors Table 3.2 to yield the number of people hours affected by the
construction. The formulas used to derive these various component values, in 1975 dollar

values, are shown in Figure 3.6.

Table 3.2 Vehicle occupancy factors - Maryland DOT

Trip Type Persons per Vehicle
Work 1.2

Social-Recreational 2.0

Personal Business 1.6
Passenger Cars x Persons x Delay (hours) x Cost ($) x PF = Delay Cost ($) (N

PC Person Hour
Trucks x Delay (hours) x_Cost ($) x PF = Delay Cost ($) @)
Truck Hour
Vehicles x A Cost ($) x PF = Energy Cost ($) per unit time (3)
1000 Vehicles

ADT x Length (miles) x Accident Increase x Cost ($) x PF = Accident Cost ($) 4)

1,000,000 veh. mi.  Accident

Figure 3.6 Road user costs - Maryland DOT

32,13 Michi
Michigan uses the Freeway Incident Management Program, developed by FHWA, to

evaluate freeway lane reductions and/or total closures. Simulation models such as NETSIM,
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FREESIM, and DYNEYV have also been used to develop user costs for interchange closures.
In addition, detour routes are physically driven to determine the increased travel time and

distance.

3.2.14 Minnesota
Currently, the Minnesota Department of Transportation does not formally analyze user

costs as they relate to work zones and construction time periods.

3.2.15 Nevada

Nevada uses user costs primarily in cost benefit analysis. This analysis is used statewide
during the process of project selection. The three components of user cost evaluated are travel
time, accident cost, and vehicle operating costs.

In the interest of consistency, in as much as the large regional models form the

basis for many projects, the user costs...utilize the speed and VMT matrix as

applied in the capacity restraint program from the FHWA PlanPac transportation

planning computer analysis package (Unknown, 1995).

Once these costs are determined they are updated annually using the CPI. Currently,
travel time is valued at $6.25 per hour. Fuel consumption is assumed to be 15 mpg and cost to
be $1 per gallon. Accident rates are determined by examining accident rates at similar facilities
throughout the state as well as county statistics from the Annual Statewide Accident Report.
Accident costs are differentiated by type and outlined in a June 30, 1988 U.S. DOT memo. The

values reported are as follows: $1.7 million/fatal accident, $14,000/injury accident, and $3,000

per property damage accident. A sample formula is outlined in Figure 3.7.



46

ab cd e f g h i i k | m
(((X/Y)-(X/Z))*3*(334.4/162.8)*365*PWF*ADT)*(1.55/1.25)*(146.7/108.8)

a) X = Length of project in miles

b) Y = Speed adjusted for v/c ratio

¢) Z = Free flow speed - posted speed limit

d) 3 = Time cost per Red Book @ $3.00 / hour (page 17)

e).f) 334.4/162.8 = Consumer Price Index (CPI) increase from 1974 (f) to 1986 (e)

g) 365 = Number of days in a year

h) PWF = Present worth factor per Red Book formula (page 31)

i) ADT = Current year average daily traffic volume

i), k) 1.87/1.25 = Vehicle occupancy factor for Nevada actual count (j) vs. Red Book (k) (pg
I, m) 146.7/108.8 = CPIl increase from 1986 (m) to 1994 (1)

Included in the benefits calculated for a project is the estimate of accident benefits obtained
on the type of improvement proposed. These are obtained from the NDOT safety Engineerit
Division for each individual project.

The accident benefits are added to the time benefits

These two benefits, calculated for a twenty (20) year time frame, are then divided by the
corresponding cost of the project to come up with the benefit/cost rato (B/C)

Figure 3.7 Sample formula - Nevada DOT

3.2.16 New York

The New York Department of Transportation has developed a Lotus 1-2-3 spreadsheet

to determine user costs. The Highway User Cost Accounting micro-computer package (HUCA)

is currently being revised and the updated version is due out in 1996.

3.2.17 North Carolina

The North Carolina Department of Transportation is currently using Technical Report

el as the basis of user cost

analysis. This model quantifies five elements which are used to evaluate competing urban

highway projects. These five elements are user benefits, costs, economic development potential,

environmental impact, and relationship of the project to the State arterial system. The user

benefits are computed as total dollar savings resulting from an improvement project through
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reductions in vehicle operating cost, travel time, and accident costs. The savings are
accumulated over a-20 year design period and the future benefits are not discounted. A
computer program P57204 (QPBEN) has been developed for computation of user benefits
occurring from vehicle operating cost savings, travel time cost savings, and accident cost
savings. An example of how the costs are evaluated is provided in Figure 3.8.

The department uses publications from the Federal Highway Administration and the
U.S. Department of Transportation to evaluate the cost of owning and operating an automobile.
A representative traffic stream has been developed, based on 1981 conditions in Charlotte,
which includes the following mix of vehicles: “2.10 percent 25 ton trucks, 2.20 percent 20 ton
trucks, 1.00 percent six ton trucks, 10.41 percent two ton trucks, 24.14 percent standard autos,
24.15 percent intermediate autos, 25.00 percent compact autos, and 11.0 percent subcompact
aﬁtos” (Poole, 7). These running costs for gas, tires, oil, maintenance, and depreciation have

been computed for freeway, arterial, and collector street operation and are listed in Table 3.3.



Benefit Computation
20 20 20
B D VCS| +DVCS| +) WCS)
1 L} [ ]
i=1 i=1 i=1
B = benefits

VCS; = vehicle cost savings for year i
TCS; = travel time cost savings for year i
ACS; = accident cost savings for year i

Vehicle Operating Cost
VOC; = (ADTp; + EADT 4;) x 365 x 20 x L x OC;
2= di

VOC; = vehicle operating cost for section i

ADTy,; = annual average daily traffic estimated or existing on section i in base year
EADT; = estimated annual average daily traffic on section i in design year

L; = length of section i in miles

OC; = operating cost in dollars per mile for composite vehicle on section i for assumed
average operating speed.

Time Cost
TG = .(A_D_TQ ';EADT_di)X 365 x 20 x SL! X Oj X Hj
i
TC; = time cost on section i
S = average speed on section i in miles per hour
Oj = average vehicle occupancy for urban area
Hj= hourly value of time in dollars for urban area

Accident Cost
3

AC; =Z| Nni 1,

L}
=1

AC; = estimated accident cost for roadway seciton i
Npi = estimated number of n type accidents occuring during design period on seciton i

Figure 3.8 Benefit and cost evaluation - North Carolina DOT
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Table 3.3 Running costs by road type - North Carolina DOT

Average Freeway Arterials Collectors

Speed ?
10 25.40 30.25 29.25
15 24.20 28.19 27.17
20 23.30 26.53 25.54
25 22.71 24 .96 24.40
30 22.32 23.80 23.25
35 22.11 22.96 22.28
40 22.01 2217 21.66
45 22.03 22.04 22.00
50 22.09 2210 22.10
55 22.20 22.20 22.20

3 Average operating speeds considering acceleration and
deceleration. Excludes idle time while stopped.

(Poole 7).

3.2.18 Ohio
The Ohio Department of Transportation has adopted a modified version of the New

York State Department of Transportation’s highway user cost and economic analysis models.

3.2.19 Oklahoma

Oklahoma is currently using two different software packages, Evaluation of Highway

User Benefits and MicroBENCOST, which were developed by the Texas Transportation

Institute.
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3.2.20 Oregon

The state of Oregon responded to our questionnaire and provided us with a detailed
motor vehicle cost responsibility study. This report was prepared for the state legislature and
although its scope was different from the present study, it provided a detailed breakdown of

highway costs.

3.2.21 Quebec

The department is currently implementing the adaptation of MicroBENCOST into their
organization. The data that the Ministére des Transports du Québec uses to compute user costs
is obtained from Statistics Canada, the HighWay Performance Monitoring System (HPMS)
model, comparable studies done by other transport organizations, automobile associations, and

dealers in automobile parts.

3.2.22 Rhode Island

The Rhode Island Department of Transportation currently does not determine user costs

for project reviews or analysis.

3.2.23 South Carolina
The South Carolina Department of Transportation has developed a Lotus 1-2-3

spreadsheet to compute user costs. These costs are primarily used in projects where A+B

contracts are utilized.
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3.2.24 Tennessee
The Tennessee Department of Transportation gave the University of Tennessee
Transportation Center the task of either identifying or developing potential software programs
to be used in economic studies. The result of the survey was that the University of Tennessee

recommended that MicroBENCOST be adopted and used by TDOT.

3.2.25 Texas

The Texas Department of Transportation has not made a determination of user costs

since 1989.

3.2.26 Utah

The Transportation Planning Division of the Utah Department of Transportation has
developed a spreadsheet based on data and tables from the AASHTO 1977 Manual on User
Benefit Analysis of Highway and Bus Transit Improvement (Red Book). This spreadsheet uses
concepts of the Red Book, but has been simplified for ease of use. It is updated annually using
the Consumer Price Index (CPI). Both operating costs and time costs are broken down to
include autos, light trucks, and heavy trucks. When applied to particular projects, the software

yields an output of the total annual running and user costs by vehicle type.

3.2.27 Vermont

The state of Vermont responded to our request for information and provided us with a
detailed highway cost allocation study that was prepared for the state legislature. While it

provides much useful information, it does not coincide exactly with the scope of our research.
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3.2.28 Washington

The user benefit cost parameter for autos is set at $10.00 /hour. This figure is
estimated in two parts, the value of in-vehicle time, and vehicle operating costs.
The in-vehicle value of time is established based upon reports that suggest using
14 the average hourly wage of the commuters as the base value. We use the
mean annual wage per household from 1990 Census data to establish this hourly
wage (Peach 1).

As a result, in 1992 dollars, the value of time is $6.12 /hour, and the auto operating costs
are $0.0749 /mi (for speeds between 40 and 60 mph). This results in a composite value of
$3.74 /hour.

The cost parameters for trucks is set at $50.00 /hour. Again, this figure is

estimated in two parts, the value of in-vehicle time, and vehicle operating costs.

The value of driver time was estimated through conversations with the

Teamsters Union staff and other trucking industry officials. This value ranges

from $12 - 20.00+, with $17.22 hourly rate for line haul drivers as a bottom line

hourly rate they negotiate (Peach 2).

The operating cost for trucks are also 1977 AASHTO based on average running

speed of 50 mph. In 1992 dollars total cost = $0.657 /mi or $32.87 /hour (Peach
2). :

3.2.29 Wyoming
The Wyoming Department of Transportation has not calculated User Costs for a number

of years. If they were to do so, they would use the AASHTO A Manual on User Benefit

Analysis of Highway and Bus Transit Improvements as a base framework.






CHAPTER 4

REVIEW OF MAJOR ROAD USER COST METHODS

For this research endeavor, major methods and studies have been revised, not only those
formulated in the United States, but also several models developed abroad. The present chapter
outlines the findings on the different techniques which have been used in the United States,
United Kingdom, New Zealand, and South Africa. The following major methods are analyzed
in detail: the 1977 American Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials
(AASHTO) Red Book, the software MicroBENCOST developed by the Transportation Texas
Institute (TTI) in 1990, the model QUEWZ developed also by TTI in 1982 and successively
updated until 1993, the 1979-1982 Texas Research and Development Foundation (TRDF)
Relationships, the Highway Design and Maintenance Standards Model (HDM) developed by

the World Bank between 1975 and 1984, the ARFCOM model, and several other models.
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4.2.1 General Comments

The American Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials (AASHTO)
published in 1977 “A Manual on User Benefit Analysis of Highway and Bus-Transit
Improvements”, also known as the AASHTO Red Book. The manual presents a methodology
and cost factors for estimating the user benefits produced by highway improvements. It
addresses the question of whether the benefits from decreased highway (and transit) user costs
(operating costs, fares, travel time value, and accident costs) actually exceed the costs of the
improvements.

The scope of the manual in relation to total highway (and transit) planning is shown in
Figure 4.1. The double arrows in the figure mean that the analysis will always entail comparison

of two or more alternatives (usually one of the alternatives is doing nothing).
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Figure 4.1 AASHTO Red Book scope

This publication provides corrected cost factors and short-cut procedures for many of
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the problems which have been interpreted and expanded by Winfrey (1969) and by Claffey

(1971). This information is complemented by highway and traffic engineering experience in

traffic flow. Several of the user cost factors that the manual shows are functions of traffic speed

or the volume/capacity ratio. The Red Book was an ambitious planning tool developed to cover
vehicle operation on uniform sections of highway, in transition between sections with different

characteristics, and at intersections. The user cost data of the Red Book have been and still are

widely used in applications such as road planning and design both in the USA and abroad.
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4.2.2 Unit User Cost Calculation

The methodology calculates first ‘unit’ user costs, which are computed on a per unit of
traffic (either vehicle or trips) basis over the length of each analyzed road. For flexibility
purposes, the manual provides nomographs and tables that can be used to estimate user costs
on a one-way hourly traffic basis. In other words, the analysts can make estimations for different
times of the day and for separate directions, as needed.
4.2.2.1 Hourly and Daily Traffic

Usually, the traffic volumes are expressed in terms of average daily traffic (ADT). For
user cost calculations, however, it may be better to model the diurnal traffic pattern in periods
smaller than a day. This is important since highway user costs are at least partly a function of
specific traffic conditions, and, therefore, they are only valid when the same conditions are
maintained.
4.2.2.2 One-Way and Two-Way Traffic

The manual generally relates to one-way traffic in the user cost calculation procedures.
In those cases where the implementation of a road improvement affects the traffic going in one
direction in a different way from the traffic going in the opposite direction, two separate
analyses should be performed. However, in most cases, improvements on the road affect both
directions basically in the same way, and then the results from the one-way analysis can simply
be duplicated to account for both directions of traffic.
4.2.2.3 Basic Section Costs

The costs of a basic section are associated with the flow of the vehicles, and the basic
geometry (grades and curves) of the section being analyzed. These costs are expressed as

functions of volume/capacity ratio and/or average vehicle speed.
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The relationships for the total operating costs (fuel, oil, tires and maintenance) and travel
time on uniform sections are provided in nomographs, figures, and tables. A procedure for
calculation of vehicle depreciation is also outlined. Total cost factors for different speeds on
level tangents and on grades can be incremented for different curvatures and for speed change
cycles.

The manual provides data to calculate transition section costs. These costs are related
to vehicles passing among analysis sections with different characteristics (either physical or
traffic). When such transitions occur, there usually are some speed changes in the traffic flow,
and hence some costs associated with these speed changes. For transitional sections, additional
operating costs are calculated from differences in the average running speeds on the adjacent
sections.
4.2.2.5 Intersection Delay Costs

The delays at intersections, due to the existence of traffic devices such as signals or stop
signs, have associated costs. The manual also provides data to calculate those delay costs.

Intersection delay costs of stopping and idling while stopped are based on Webster's
equations for computing delays at signalized intersections with fixed time signals. The
nomographs in the Red Book encode relationships between the type and configuration of the
traffic control device employed, the level of traffic on the section, and the vehicle approach
speed.
4.2.2.6 Accident Costs

Even though the manual has some default and ‘guidance’ values, these data are intended

to be used only when‘better’ data are not available. As it was stated before, the majority of the
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values of the manual come from surveys, and they are functions of existing traffic conditions.
They are only applicable when the same traffic conditions prevail. However, if no other data are

available, the values from the manual can be used with caution.

4.2.3 AASHTO Red Book Highway Variables

The Red Book considers five highway variables that affect the costs of the users:

a) Uniform vehicle speeds

b) Speed changes

¢) Road curvature

~d) Gradient

e) Surface material.

Since the operating cost of any vehicle depends upon the type of vehicle being analyzed,
the Red Book developed procedures and data to calculate operating costs for an average car, a
single unit truck, and a 3-S2 combination truck; these were considered to be representative of
the total traffic population.

Average running speeds and travel time for these vehicles on uniform sections of
freeways, rural multi- and two-lane highways, and urban arterials were based on speed-flow
relationships from the 1965 Highway Capacity Manual (HCM). The speed nomographs include
congested traffic conditions by service level F. The results can be modified by truck percentage
adjustment factors. Roadway curvature is measured in degrees for individual curves. A range
from zero to thirty degrees is covered by the charts provided in the handbook. Conversion
factors greater than one are intended to adjust the costs computed for paved road surfaces to

operating costs on gravel and on earth roads.
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4.3.1 General Comments

MicroBENCOST is a computer software developed to conduct economic analyses in
a broad range of highway improvement projects. The software calculates the benefits and costs
of an improvement and provides the decision makers with several economic measures.

MicroBENCOST combines inputs provided by the user or its own default data (traffic
volumes, highway characteristics, etc.). Then it estimates benefits in the form of ‘savings in
costs’ such as delay savings, operating cost savings, accident reductions, etc., and finally the
software computes three economic measures (Net Present Value, Benefit/Cost Ratio, and
Internal Rate of Return) for a given discount rate. This process is illustrated in Figure 4.2.

For MicroBENCOST, the benefits of a transportation improvement come from the
difference between the existing facility and the projected one in terms of time costs, vehicle
operating costs, and accident costs. When a proposed improvement is estimated to reduce any

of those costs, then the proposed project will produce benefits.
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Figure 4.2 MicroBENCOST general procedure

T - Projects Included in MicroBENCOST

The software is capable of handling a broad variety of projects. Eight major types of
improvement projects for highways are included with three options, as explained below. The
different types of improvement projects are:

a) Added Capacity Projects. These are improvement projects to increase capacity of the
existing facility (adding more lanes, changing the original type of highway, etc.).

b) Bypass Projects. This type of project usually involves the construction of a new
highway or bridge to bypass another road or geographical feature. In MicroBENCOST, when
any new location facility with an existing road will not be replaced by the new one, it is

considered a bypass.
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c) Intersection and Interchange Projects. These projects are actual upgrades of existing
facilities (intersections/interchanges) to better standards. MicroBENCOST considers three types
of intersection and four types of interchange. The intersections are two-way stop, all-way stop,
and signalized intersections. The interchanges are simple diamond, three-level diamond,
cloverleaf, and directional interchanges.

d) Highway Rehabilitation Projects. In this type of project both geometric and structural
improvements are included. As for geometric enhancements, they can be to improve alignments
(horizontal, vertical, or both), widening lanes, or even paving the shoulders. Structural
rehabilitation includes pavement rehabilitation and overlays.

e) Bridge Projects. This category includes any major bridge improvement project, from
building a new bridge to major rehabilitation.

f) Safety Projects. In MicroBENCOST those projects which will allow the reduction of
accident rates or accident costs are considered safety projects.

g) Highway Railroad Crossing Projects. These projects include all enhancement done
at railroad grade crossings, even upgrading the warning devices.

h) High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) Projects. MicroBENCOST considers three types of
HOV projects: median HOV facility, the current HOV facility where the direction of the HOV
lane is the same as the peak traffic, and the contra-flow HOV lane where the direction of the
traffic in the HOV lane is opposite to the peak traffic.

The three options mentioned before, are as follows:

a) Emission Option. MicroBENCOST follows FHWA recommendations on emissions
at project level, and it analyzes the emission ‘only for carbon monoxide (CO). This option allows

the user to analyze the impact of CO emissions caused by an improvement.
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b) Work Zone Option. The software considers up to three construction zones on any road
being analyzed on a session. The work zone option allows the analysis of the effect of closing
lanes for certain time period, and the corresponding reduced capacity in that segment. The
software has no default data for this matter, and so the user has to provide all the information
about the work zone. If the user does not enter data by direction, the software automatically
assumes that the construction zone affects both directions.

c) Incident Option. In the same way that with the work zones, MicroBENCOST allows
up to a total o three incidents on any road being analyzed on a session. The incident option
analyzes the impact of lane closure for a eertain period of time when the incident happens. In
this case, the data cannot be entered only for one direction; the incident option always applies
to both directions. Besides, there is an extra constrain which limits the number of closed lanes
due to an incident. This limit is one lane on either direction. In other words, the incident cannot

produce a total closure of the road, there must be at least one lane open in both directions.

\ 3.3 MictoBENCOST 2 : { Calculati

To calculate user costs, the software uses the general procedures of the 1997 AASHTO
Manual, outlined in 4.2, but it also considers some other sources for updated data. As was stated
before, MicroBENCOST primarily computes three elements of the user costs: time costs,
vehicle operating costs and accident costs, given certain characteristics such as traffic volume,
speed, and highway features (grades, curvatures, and pavement conditions). Following, there

is a brief description of computations of road user costs:
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4,3.3.1 Traffic Volumes

The software uses three different methods to forecast traffic volume over the period of
analysis: the annual growth rate method, the intermediate, and the forecast methods. The annual
growth method uses traffic volume for the base year and the annual growth rate to calculate
future traffic over the period of analysis. The intermediate and forecast volume method use the
base year volume, the intermediate year and volume, and the forecast year and volume to fit a
curve between the points for each year over the period of analysis.
4.3.3.2 Traffic Allocation for the New Locations

MicroBENCOST allocates traffic to each route within the improvement scenario. This
traffic is allocated to the routes until the marginal trip costs of each of them are equal. The user
can choose to express the trip costs in terms of user costs or delay costs only. There are eight
possible allocation methods that the user can select from.

The algorithm for traffic allocation utilizes an approximation technique to reduce the
computational time. For each possible route, the algorithm calculates three points of the user
costs per person: nearly zero traffic, all corridor traffic, and intermediate points. The allocation
is done for only one year, and the user may select either the year of completion or the year at
the end of the period of analysis. It must be noted that the traffic allocation feature is an optional

tool that can be used upon discretion of the user.

{ 1.3.3 Traffic Distributi

It was already established that the traffic input used by MicroBENCOST is the average
daily traffic (ADT). However, it is necessary to break this ADT into hourly volumes since both
speed and capacity are functions of hourly traffic volumes. The software calculates those

volumes as percentages of the ADT. There are built-in default distributions by rural/urban and
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highway type, but they can be changed by the user. The hourly distribution also involves
directional splits, facilitating the analysis of unbalanced flows of traffic during peak hour
periods.

The software also has another method that has been introduced in such a way that the
yearly distribution will be treated as a daily distribution and used as default. There are up to
twenty-four different intervals to describe this yearly distribution; for each interval there are two
data needed: a percent of ADT per hour and the number of hours in the group. |

In essence, the technique uses the distribution of hourly volumes over the year, which
is approximated with a step function histogram using six intervals. The main advantage of this
approach is that it allows the consideration of the very worst hours, which are the hours when
the improvements result in the largest benefits. On the other hand, the major disadvantage is the
loss of temporal continuity of the traffic volumes, which eliminates its application in those
situations where the capacity changes during the day (construction zones, for example).
4.3.3.4 Calculation of Capacity

MicroBENCOST uses the default capacity for freeways, multilane rural highways, 2-
lane rural highways, and urban/suburban arterials from those included in the 1985 Highway
Capacity Manual (HCM). The software then adjusts this default capacity based on a truck
adjustment factor, as established in the HCM. Trucks and buses are expressed as passenger car
equivalents.
4.3.3.5 Calculation of Speed

To calculate the section speeds, MicroBENCOST also uses the 1985 Highway Capacity
Manual (HCM). HCM gives speed estimations as a function of volume/capacity (v/c) or

demand/capacity (d/c) ratio for all types of highways except urban arterials.
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The software also includes an option for adding extra delays for incidents and accidents
based on a procedure developed by the New York State Department of Transportation, the
Highway User Cost Accounting Micro-Computer Package (HUCA).

MicroBENCOST defines speeds based on the 1985 HCM concepts. Speed is the average
travel speed, which is equal to the length of the section divided by the average time to travel it.
When defining capacity and speed, “ideal conditions” are used, and then the values calculated
under those conditions are adjusted for truck percentages, grades, curves, geometric design, etc..

The calculations of the average speed are consistent with the 1977 AASHTO Red Book,
and they are based on the hourly demand/capacity ratio. In the case of arterial streets, the
relationship between d/c and average travel speed is not entirely explicit. On the other hand, the
procedures established by HCM for intersection delays are too detailed and require a large
amount of data (detailed signal operation, phasing, traffic flows, etc.). The software uses
basically this procedure although there are some changes and simplifications included.
4.3.3.6 Calculations of Delays

MicroBENCOST computes delays in both the existing highway and the proposed
improvement, and the difference between those values represents delay savings. These ‘time’
savings are then multiplied by the value of the time and give as a result a dollar value of delay
savings. There are four different delays calculations: at intersections/interchanges, at railroad
grade crossing, at constructions zones, or when incidents occur.

a) Intersections/Interchanges. To estimate this type of delay, MicroBENCOST uses a
simulation procedure based on the model TRANSYT-7F, developed at the Transportation
Research Center of the University of Florida. In this model, the average delay per vehicle is

computed using the total hourly volume going through the intersection or interchange being



66

analyzed. To calculate the default values, optimal cycle lengths and percent of green time are
used as well as typical intersection geometries, phasing, and traffic flows.

The minimum delay for a given traffic volume is calculated by iterating the delay over
a range of cycle length. This is then repeated over a broad range of volumes, and these points
are used to select default values for the software. These defaults represent the optimal signal
timing for a given traffic volume with later adjustments for type of signal and progression.

b) Railroad Grade Crossing. To compute the delays on this type of crossing,
MicroBENCOST uses a combination of a queuing model and a formula. The software allows
the user to enter the number of trains, their average speed, and their- length, as well as type of
warning device, time to lower and raise the gates, and percent of reduction in speed when
crossing the tracks. It even has an option to specify the hourly distribution of trains, similar to
the hourly traffic distribution for highway segments.

¢) Incidents and Work Zones. MicroBENCOST has an optional feature that allows the
user to include the costs of incidents of work zones into the basic program. The delays for
incidents or construction zones are integrated into the calculations of the delays in the segment.
In the case of incidents, the user has to enter the number of incidents blocking lanes, the number
of lanes closed or blocked, and the average duration of the closure or blockage. In the cése of
construction zones, the user must input the beginning and the ending hour of the closure,
number of lanes closed, number of days that this closure will take place, and the year.

d) Adjustment for Discomfort. The discomfort costs come from three sources: vehicle
stopping, congestion, and pavement Ifoughness. These costs are adjustments to the original time
costs calculated. Stopping and congestion are factors that adjust the value of time in time cost

computations, whereas discomfort for pavement roughness is added to the time costs.
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The software considers five vehicle operating cost components: fuel consumption, oil
consumption, tire wear, vehicle depreciation, and maintenance and repair. These cost
components are influenced by several highway related factors. The two more common ones to
be considered are vehicle type and travel speed. Other factors are percent of grade, the
roughness of the surface, and the curvature of the road. To calculate the costs of the vehicle
operating components, the consumption of each one is computed for given roadway
characteristics and traveling speeds, and then these values are multiplied by the corresponding
unit prices.

MicroBENCOST unit prices and vehicle consumption information are based on the
study performed by J.P. Zaniewski in 1982 at the Texas Research and Development Foundation
(TRDF). This selection was based on the fact that, at the time of the study, Zaniewski’s report
contained the most recent data on vehicle consumption in the United States. Using the
appropriate price indexes, the unit prices in the Zaniewski report were updated from 1980 to
1990.

There are four different operating situations. These categories represent consumption
for vehicles traveling at uniform speed at a given grade, and the additional consumption due to
changing speeds, idling, and negotiating a curve. The software approximates the data contained
in Zaniewski tables using regression formulas. Once the consumption for the different operating
conditions are calculated, the values are then adjusted to account for pavement roughness.

As for the vehicle categories, MicroBENCOST uses the same classification as
Zaniewski, except for passenger cars. Zaniewski considers four types of passenger cars: small,

medium, large, and pickup whereas MicroBENCOST groups them as follows: small,
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medium/large, pickup/van, and bus. The truck categories in MicroBENCOST matches exactly
the one established by Zaniewski: 2A single-unit, 3A single-unit. 2-S2 semi’s and 3-S2 semi’s.

a) Operating Costs at Uniform Speed. The consumption data reported by Zaniewski
were used to calculate regression equations which relate each consumption element to several
highway factors. The relationship of each consumption element to speed is computed according
to the type of vehicle at each grade level, and in this way it is possible to have estimations of
component consumption at a certain uniform speed, by grade and by vehicle type. Zaniewski
presents his data for 17 different grades (from -8 degrees to +8 degrees). The software equations
assort these data into groups for one or more grades.

b) Additional Operating Costs for Horizontal Curves. Zaniewski includes data of excess
consumption for curvatures of 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 8, 10, 12, 14, 16, 18, 20, 25, and 30 degrees. For
the software purposes, and to better fit these data, several equations were developed for each
vehicle type and for each curvature category.

c) Roughness Adjustment Factors. Several adjustment factors, in terms of pavement
serviceability index (PSI), were developed for cost of depreciation, oil consumption, tire wear,
and maintenance and repair. These factors were also based on Zaniewski’s data.

d) Cost of Speed Change Cycling. The procedures for estimating the additional costs due
to speed changes were based on the approach of the NCHRP Report 133 of 1972. This approach
was believed to have the best data for estimating the number of speed changes for different
vehicles, highway types, and traffic conditions.

For the calculation of the number of speed change cycles, MicroBENCOST uses the
nomograph for added speed change cycle costs and unit cycling cost tables of the 1977

AASHTO Manual. As for the extra operating costs, from the data on speed change cycle
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operating costs presented by Zaniewski in his report, equations were developed for unit speed
change cycling costs. The total costs due to speed cycling for a highway segment are calculated
by multiplying the number of cycles by the unit cycling costs.

e) Idling Costs. This cost is computed by multiplying the average stopping time by the
number of stopped vehicles and the consumption of each vehicle operation component (except
for tire consumption, which is not calculated when the vehicle is idling). The data for operating
cost components while idling were also taken from Zaniewski’s study.
4,3.3.8 Accident Costs

In MicroBENCOST, the total accident costs are obtained by multiplying the number of
accidents of each type (fatal, injury, or Property Damage Only —~PDO-), by the unit accident
cost of each type. In the software, the accident costs are calculated separately for highway
segments, intersections and interchanges, bridges, and railroad grade crossing because of their
different exposures. It should be noticed that the highway segment accident cost computation
does not include the other features, even any of them may be included in the segment. Thus,
when intersections, interchanges, bridges, or railroad grade crossing are part of a highway
segment, the accident costs of each of them have to be computed and then added to the costs
calculated for the segment.

a) Accident Rates. The number of accidents are computed from the accident rates in
different ways. For highway segments and bridges, the accident rates are in terms of number of
accidents per 100 million vehicle-miles and the total vehicle-miles traveled. In the case of
railroad grade crossings, intersections and interchanges, the accident rates are in terms of
number of accidents per 100 million vehicles and total number of vehicles at the

intersection/interchange or railroad grade crossing. The default data contained in
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MicroBENCOST was taken from the accident rate data in Highway Economic Requirement
Systems, a technical report published by the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) in 1991.

b) Unit Costs for Accidents. To arrive at the unit cost of accidents, the study considered
several different methods such as direct cost only approach, human capital using net production
cost concept, human capital using total production concept, and market or ‘willingness-to-pay’
approach.

For MicroBENCOST, the values recommended by Rollins and McFarland in their report
“Cost of Motor Vehicle Accident and Injuries” published by the Transportation Research Board
(TRB) in 1986, were updated to 1990 dollars using the Consumer Price Index, and these values
are used as default data for unit accident costs.

£33.9 Fnyi | Effects - Carbon M ‘do Frnissi

At the time of MicroBENCOST development, the latest FHWA recommendations were
that at project level, the analysis of carbon monoxide (CO) emissions should be done using
MOBILE 4, a software developed by the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA). The data on
CO emissions generated from MOBILE 4 are related to the average speed, ambient temperature,
altitude, and percentage of travel by vehicles in the conditions of “cold-start” and “hot-start”.
The program actually computes emission factor for the current year and also for the following
20 years.

MicroBENCOST uses a regression equation to estimate CO emissions, from the
emission data of 1987 generated by MOBILE 4 provided by FHWA. The equation is a function
of the average speed, ambient temperature, altitude, year, and percent of vehicle-mile traveled
of cold-starts engine of non-catalyst vehicles (PCCN).

The default emission data of MicroBENCOST is set for three periods during the year:
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winter (including December, January and February), spring and fall (March, April, October, and
November), and summer (including May, June, July, August and September). To estimate the
CO emissions the total annual vehicle-miles traveled must be distributed according these three
periods.
4.3.3.10 Values of Time

The values of time for passenger cars used in MicroBENCOST come from the 1986
study “The Value of Travel Time: New Estimates Developed Using a Speed-Choice Model” by
Chui and McFarland, and they were updated to 1990 dollars. In the case of buses, the values
used in the sofiware were taken from the 1975 study “Benefit-Cost Analysis: Updated Unit
Costs and Procedures” by Buffington and McFarland, and they were also updated to 1990
dollars.

For trucks, the travel time savings represent savings in the market cost of moving goods.
In MicroBENCOST there are four categories of trucks: single-unit with 2 axles, 4-tire; other
single-units; semitrailer combinations with 4 axles or less; and all the others with 5 or more
axles. The values of time for these four types are also an update to 1990 of the values presented

by Buffington and McFarland.

4.4.1 General Comments
The software QUEWZ (Queue and User Cost Evaluation of Work Zones) was developed
as a tool for evaluating work zone lane closures. It was designed to compare traffic flows on

freeway segments with and without lane closure, and to estimate the changes in the flow
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characteristics (such as average speed and queue lengths), and to compute additional road user
costs resulting from those alterations in the normal traffic flow.

The model has the ability to address lane closures in freeway facilities or multilane
divided highways with up to six lanes in each direction with any number of closures in one or
both directions, and it can analyze 24 hours of consecutive operation. The general structure of

the model is illustrated in Figure 4.3.
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Figure 4.3 QUEWZ general structure

The software produces two types of outputs:
a) The lane closure schedule option. This output option summarizes the time and
duration of the lane closures to avoid excessive queue formation. The analysis is done on an

hourly basis allowing that the planning of lane closures can be scheduled before too long a
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queue occurs. The user is the one who defines the ‘excessive’ queue. The default values are a
queue length of 2 miles (3.2 km) or a waiting time of more than 20 minutes.

b) The road user costs option. This option estimates the traffic volumes, capacities,
speed, and queue lengths, and additional costs generated during each hour of lane closure.

For the estimation of the queues and speed, the software uses the procedures of the 1985
Highway Capacity Manual (HCM). The average speeds are based on the speed-volume
relationship of the highway under study. Even though the parameters for speed-volume
relationship are built as default values in QUEWZ, the user may change them. Within a time
interval, the program assumes constant arrival and departure rates.

QUEW?Z has incorporated two general configurations of lane closures on a work zone.
These strategies are shown in Figure 4.4. The first configuration involves one or more lanes
closed in one direction while traffic in the opposite direction is not affected at all. The second
one involves a crossover, where all the lanes in one direction of travel are closed and two-way

traffic is maintained on the other directional lanes.

4.4.2 User Cost Calculations

The user cost calculations in QUEWZ involve the calculation of three categories of
costs:

a) Delay costs from slowing down and traveling the work zone at reduced speeds,
including delay of vehicles in a queue.

b) Change in vehicle operating costs from a reduced average running speed.

c) Speed change cycle costs.
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Figure 4.4 QUEWZ lane closure configurations

The costs are estimated in 1990 dollars. The dollar value of time is $12.64 per vehicle
hour for passenger cars (with an average occupancy of 1.3 persons per car) and $ 23.09 per

vehicle hour.

) 1 Diversion Algoritt

The diversion algorithm is used together with the road user cost option to provide a more
realistic estimation of the additional user costs generated from lane closures in work zones. This
algorithm basically simulates the volume of the traffic that would divert from the road due to
work zone related delays.

The model for diversion was developed from field observations. When queues develop

upstream of a work zone, part of the traffic approaching the zone may divert to another parallel
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alternative path. When this occurs even though the traffic control devices do not encourage a
detour, it is called “natural diversion”. But when diversion occur, the actual queue length
developed at the work zone is shorter than the one calculated based on normal approach
volumes.

A diversion is expected to occur in two general situations. First, when the driver
perceives that the delay that he would experience in the freeway is greater that the one he is
willing to tolerate. Second, when the travel time on the aitemative route is (or seems to be) less
than the time the driver would spend in the queue. Despite these two general facts, it can be
noticed also that some drivers simply divert because they just do not like queuing, although the
total travel time in the alternative route may be even longer than the waiting time in the queue.
On the other hénd, some other drivers who are unfamiliar with the area may not divert at all
even though the waiting time in the queue is long.

QUEWZ assumes that the first motorist would divert when the delay becomes greater
than the maximum acceptable; as a default that is 20 minutes. The additional costs for the
diversion of the traffic are computed based on several other assumptions:

a) The length of the alternate path is equal to the length of the work zone plus the critical
length of the queue.

b) The travel time when diverting is equal to the travel time for a vehicle at the end of
the queue (queue of critical length) to travel the queue and the work zone.

¢) Diverting traffic travels at uniform speed. This speed is equal to the length of the
alternative path divided by the travel time.

d) Trucks do not divert at all.
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4.4.2.2 Queue and Speed Delays

The characteristics of the queue are estimated using the 1985 Highway Capacity Manual
(HCM) relationships. The model assumes that there are no changes in demand as the queue is
forming, and only when the critical length is reached, will the traffic divert.

The average delay for time intervals caused by queuing is computed from the average
queue size. If the queue dissipates during the analysis interval, the delay is modified by the
proportion of the hour that the queue was actually existing. The model also assumes an average
vehicle spacing equal to 40 feet. The maximum queue length has a default value of 2 miles,
representing a maximum number of 1050 vehicles queued in two lanes.

The average speed is estimated using the assumed speed-volume curve depicted in
Figure 4.5. The user may provide specific values for the free flow speed (SP,), for the

breakpoint speed between levels of service D/E (SP,), and the speed at capacity (SP;).
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Figure 4.5 QUEWZ Speed/Volume relationship

Also, the corresponding volumes, volume at normal capacity (V,) and the volume of
the breakpoint of level of services D/E (V,), can be specified. If the user does not enter those
values, the model assumes its own default numbers for the parameters of the speed-volume
relationship, represented by information provided in the 1985 Highway Capacity Manual. The
relationship between volumes and speed for volumes less than or equal to V, is linear; for those
volumes greater than V, but less than V|, the realtionship is quadratic. These default values are

summarized in Table 4.1.



Table 4.1 QUEWZ Speed and Volumes

|__Parameter Default Value
SP, 60 mph
SP, 46 mph
SP, 30 mph
\'A 2,000 vphpl
V, 1,850 vphpl

4.4.3 Input and Qutput
4.4.3.1 Input Requirements

78

The input requirements of QUEWZ vary according to the output option selected. In

general, those requirements include lane closure configuration, work activity, traffic volumes,

and alternative values to change the default data and make them more suitable for the analysis

site.

a) Lane Closure Configuration. This input includes the total number of lanes in each

direction, number of lanes opened in each direction, length of closures and capacity of work site,

and the directional roadways in which lanes are closed.

b) Schedule of Work Activity. This input includes the times that the closure of lanes

begins and ends and hours when the actual work activity begins and ends. Obviously, the hours

of activity must be fully included within the hours of lane closure.

¢) Traffic Volumes. The software analyzes the traffic flow in intervals, and therefore, 1t
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requires directional traffic volumes over these intervals. The annual average daily traffic
(AADT), the day of the week when the closure is effective, and the general location (urban or
rural) must be entered. It should be noted that for more accurate results, the user should input
the hourly traffic patterns of the area being analyzed.

d) Default Values. The software has several default data built 1n The user may want to
supply alternative values for those constants:

- Cost update factor to account for inflation effects on the Consumer Price Index (CPI).

- Percentage of trucks in the traffic stream.

- Speed-volume relationship with default values from 1985 HCM.

- Work zone capacity

- Definition of excessive queuing.
4.4.3.2 Output Options

As already mentioned, there are two different types of output: Lane Closure Schedules
and Road User Costs.

a) Lane Closure Schedule. This output summarizes the hours of the day during which
a number of lanes can be closed without producing excessive queuing.

b) Road User Cost. This output gives the additional road user costs arising from the lane
closures. It also estimates the traffic conditions at the work zone such as volumes, capacities,

speeds, and queue lengths.
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4.5.1 General Comments

During the period 1979-1982 the Texas Research and Development Foundation (TRDF)
investigated the influence of highway design and pavement condition on vehicle operating costs
and other user costs for the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) [Zaniewski et al., 1982].
In the U.S., data were collected on truck operating costs and fuel consumption of all vehicle
classes. Truck operating costs for 12,489 trucks were provided by 15 intercity line-haul carriers
operating primarily on interstate highways. Data on truck ages and mileages were obtained from
the Bureau of Census (1977), supplemented by historical vehicle registration data. [Bein, P.,
1993]

According to other previous U.S. studies, such as Winfrey (1969) and AASHTO (1978),
the TRDF relationships are broken down by four classes of vehicle operation: running at
uniform speed on grades with an adjustment for the effect of pavement condition, changing

speeds, navigating horizontal curves, and idling.

152 Anplicati

The TRDF data and relationships for vehicle operating costs have been widely used in
highway investment studies. Elkins et al. (1987) have incorporated the effect of pavement
condition from the TRDF data into the uniform-speed vehicle operating cost equations. They
have incorporated the TRDF data into total operating cost per vehicle type for each class of

operation. The aggregated equations, with minor modifications and price indexing, were

included in the Highway Economic Requirements System (HERS).
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NCHRP Project 7-12 included the TRDF relationships in MicroBENCOST , which has

been previously discussed, with only a few modifications. In Canada, the TRDF relationships
were included in the vehicle operating cost prediction module of the Highway User Benefit
Assessment Model, HUBAM, which is a standard required by Transport Canada for appraisals

of all federally funded or co-funded highway projects [Bein, P., 1993].

4.5.3. Vehicle Operating Cost Components

The running cost and idling cost tables by Winfrey (1969) were updated with current
estimates using judgment. Where possible, the updates reflected changes in costs and
advancements in vehicle technology.

The major portion of the total consumption of a vehicle cost component occurs when
traveling at constant speed on a specific grade including a level road. Excess consumption is
then specified for changing speeds, idling, and for navigating horizontal curves. The estimated
consumption at uniform speeds is further adjusted for the effect of pavement condition.The
vehicle types considered are small, medium, and large cars, a pickup truck, two- and three-axle
straight trucks, and four- and five-axle combination trucks.
4.5.3.1 Fuel Consumption

The fuel consumption was tested with eight vehicles ranging from a small economy car
to a 2-S2 combination truck (weight 56,000 pounds); the results for a 3-S2 unit were assumed.
The tests were carried out for idling, acceleration, deceleration, and constant speed driving.
Idling fuel consumption, for instance, was found higher than Winfrey's because of new
emission control technology in the test vehicle fleet.

The effect of curvature on fuel consumption was approximated using the calculated
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horsepower needed to negotiate a curve at a constant speed. The grade that could be climbed
with that horsepower and speed was determined, and the fuel consumption was then read from
relationships established for each vehicle at the constant speed and grade.

The effect of curves was derived by comparing horsepower needed to traverse a curve
at a constant speed with the horsepower required to climb a grade at the same speed, for which
fuel consumption was measured. The effect of speed fluctuations was derived from fuel
consumption of a vehicle accelerating from a stop to a top speed and then decelerating from the
top speed back to a stop. [Bein, P., 1993].

For cars and pickups, Winfrey's oil consumption rates were decreased to reflect the
effect of improved engine technology. For trucks, oil consumption of a fleet engaged in inter-
city line haul was adopted for 50 mph speed. Consumption for other speeds and for speed
change cycles was then prorated from Winfrey's tables and the results were assumed to apply
to all classes of single unit and articulated trucks. Oil consumption on grades was adjusted by
the ratio of the horsepower required on the grade to the horsepower required for the same speed
on a level section, and no correction was made for oil consumption on curves.
4.5.3.3 Tire Wear

Tire wear was estimated using a model which predicts the forces at the tire-pavement
interface due to road geometry and vehicle operating mode. The model correlates the volume
of tread rubber worn with the amount of slip energy consuméd. This model was found to be
more accurate than Winfrey's tables, sincé these tables were based on outdated tire technology.
The selection of coefficients was done by comparison of results with Winfrey's values corrected

for greater tire cost and longer tread life. Brazilian relationships developed for the World Bank
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HDM-III project were used to determine tire cost adjustment factors for surface roughness
between 1.0 and 4.5 SI. [Bein, P., 1993].
4.5.3.4 Maintenance and Repair

For the maintenance and repair component, three cost categories were considered:
general (body, chassis and electrical), brakes (consumed in deceleration and on negative grades),
drive and power train (all driving situations except when brakes are used). With these costs,
correction factors to Winfrey's costs at constant speed on level segments were calculated. For
acceleration, grades, and curves, excess costs were calculated from a regression between
horsepower and constant-speed costs, and the adjustment for surface roughness was done using
the Brazilian data.
4.5.3.5 Depreciation

The mileage-related depreciation was estimated by a method which considers that the
depreciation of vehicles in the highest 3 % category of annual mileage is totally assignable to
~use rather than to mixed mileage and age depreciation. The age and accumulated mileage of
vehicles were compiled from the 1977 census, and the number of registrations corresponding

to the census data were obtained from 1945-1977 statistics [Bein, P., 1993].

4.6.1 General Comments

The World Bank has developed the Highway Design and Maintenance Standards Model

(HDM) from data collected in a large-scale survey of road users conducted in Brazil between
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1975 and 1984. The present HDM-III version of the model can aid feasibility studies of
individual projects as well as policy studies of rural highway networks having a free flow of
traffic [Watanatada et al., 1987]..

The research represents the largest effort to date to develop a model capturing the
relationships between costs of construction, maintenance, and utilization of roads. The model
is based on the premise that operating costs and speeds of vehicles are related to highway
construction and maintenance standards through the effect of road geometry and pavement

surface quality.

' 6.2 Generic Princiol

In order to facilitate future calibrations of the model under different local conditions, the
World Bank's goal was to employ generic principles. The HDM-III submodel for the prediction
of vehicle operating cost basically fits a curve which is expressed as an exponential function
of surface roughness. Average road geometry features are fixed parameters in the vehicle

operating cost model and it relies on external computations of the average speeds.

3 Vehicle Speed Predicti

One of the major contributions of the Brazil research was the development of improved
models for predicting vehicle speeds. 76,000 speed observations were made during the road user
surveys to establish a database for constructing two micro and one aggregate method. By relying
on a probabilistic formulation of the mechanistic and behavioral determinants of vehicle speed,

the micro methods emulate detailed speed profiles along heterogeneous road alignment



85

4.6.4 Road and Traffic Conditions

The vehicle operating cost submodel assumes that the road segment is an homogeneous
section with sufficient length for a vehicle to achieve a steady-state speed for a given road
geometry and surface condition. HDM-III predicts an average speed with aggregate descriptors
of road geometry and surface condition. Each descriptor is weighted by the fraction of length
of the homogeneous piece of road relative to the total length of the section under analysis.

For both directions of traffic, or for a round trip journey of a vehicle using the same
route to return, the given roadway has the same average surface roughness, curvature, and super
elevation. The average gradient is simply the weighted sum of all rises and falls, since the up-
hills in a forward direction are down-hills for the opposite direction. For analysis in one
direction only, average positive and negative gradient, plus proportion of the total length in up-
hill are considered [Bein, P., 1993].
4.6.4.1 Gradient

The average positive gradient is expressed as the sum of all ascents (rises) in the
direction of vehicle travel weighted by the lengths of the ascents. All down-hill segments (falls)
in the same direction are included in the calculation of the negative gradient.
4.6.4.2 Curvature

The average curvature is the sum of the absolute values of angular deviations (in
degrees) of successive tangent lines of the road alignment, weighted by the arc lengths relative
to the total length of the section along the centerline.
4.6.4.3 Super Elevation

The average super elevation is calculated from the super elevations (in percent) of the

rolling sections and then weighted in the same fashion as the curvature.
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4.6.4.4 Roughness

The aggregate roughness value is the weighted average of surface roughness values
measured over shorter homogeneous subsections of the roadway segment under analysis.
4.6.4.5 Traffic Conditions

The speed and vehicle operating cost submodel assumes free-flow traffic conditions, and
therefore its use is recommended for low volume roads. A relatively recent revision (HDM-Q)
was pursued to include the effect of congestion in the calculations. Some other user costs, such
as construction-related traffic delays, can also be entered from separate estimates (so-called

“exogenous” benefits and costs).

4.6.5 User Cost Components

Vehicle speed and operating cost relationships were derived for ten typical vehicles:
three types of cars (small, medium, and large), utility vehicle with two-axles and four tires, light
truck with six tires on two-axles (gasoline), light truck with six tires on two-axles (diesel),
medium two-axle truck (weight: 15 tons), heavy three-axle truck (weight: 18.5 tons), articulated
five-axle truck (weight: 40 tons), and two-axle bus.

Vehicle speed, fuel, and tire consumption predictions are based on an equation which
balances the driving force with aerodynamic, gravitational, and rolling resistance forces acting
on a vehicle operating at a steady-state speed. Travel time is calculated from the speed. The
other user cost components are oil, maintenance parts and labor, depreciation and interest, driver
and passenger travel time, cargo holding, and overhead. A sum of the vehicle operating costs
and travel time costs per kilometer, weighted by the percentage of the specific vehicle in the

traffic mix, and multiplied by the road length, is the total cost on a road section or network link.
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4.6.5.1 Fuel Consumption

HDM-III aggregates uphill and downhill road segments to predict fuel consumption.
The average round trip fuel consumption is a sum of consumption calculated separately for the
two road segments.

An energy-efficiency factor allows the incorporation of changes in vehicle technology.
These factors are fixed parameters specific to the Brazilian study and they were obtained by
correlating experimental data with actual road user fuel consumption. The user has the option
of changing the parameters to calibrate the model to local conditions.
4.6.5.2 Tire Consumption

The HDM-III model uses two relationships obtained in the Brazil study for calculating
tire wear: one for cars and utilities and another for trucks and buses.
4.6.5.3 Maintenance Parts and .abor

Vehicle maintenance parts and labor formulas in HDM-III are semi-mechanistic. The
parts model recognizes roughness and vehicle age as the main explanatory variables. The effects
of these two factors are multiplicative. With the age constant, the relationship between parts and
roughness is exponential for the lower values of roughness and then it is linear. For truck parts
the relationship is linear over the full range of roughness. There is no relation to vehicle speed
and road gradient in the models.

Maintenance labor hours are related to maintenance parts requirements. The effect of
roughness on the other vehicle types is captured through parts consumption.

I o 1T

-The decrease of the market value of the vehicle with time and usage represents

depreciation. An annual interest charge is incurred on the undepreciated amount of capital tied
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up in the vehicle. The vehicle depreciation cost is the average cost of a new vehicle divided by
life mileage. The interest cost is calculated on the average vehicle market value over its lifetime
divided by life mileage. HDM-III does not separate into time and mileage-related capital
charges. The life mileage is a product of vehicle life in years and average annual mileage.
HDM-III allows a straight line vehicle depreciation for either a "constant life" or a "variable
life" dependent on operating speed changes due to road characteristics.

Annual mileage is calculated by one of three methods. "Constant annual mileage" is
appropriate for private automobiles since time savings from increased speeds are not generally
used for additional driving. "Constant annual hours" assumes that the annual number of hours
driven is constant and the annual mileage is hence a product of the annual hours and speed. This.
is not the case of real truck trips since trips are of discrete lengths and cannot be increased at the
operator's will when he achieves time savings. The third method is "Adjusted utilization" and
it assumes baseline annual mileage, baseline annual driving hours, and available number of
hours for driving and non-driving independent of speed and route. From these three
user-specified parameters and vehicle speed, HDM-III predicts annual utilization adjusted for
the effect of speed. [Bein, P., 1993]
4.6.5.5 Occupant and Cargo Delay Costs

In HDM-III the time spent on non-driving activities such as loading, unloading, and
layovers is not charged against this cost category. The number of crew, passenger, and
cargo-hours spent in travel is inversely proportional to the speed. The cargo holding cost is
defined as the product of cargo-hours and a user-specified cargo holding cost per vehicle-hour

delayed.
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- 5 6 Administration Overhead C
Overhead cost can be included either as a lump sum per vehicle divided over the annual
distance traveled or as a percentage of running costs. Only one method may be used for each

vehicle group in the model.

4.7.1 General Comments

The Australian model ARFCOM can estimate fuel consumption due to speed changes
induced by curvature, grade, or traffic control devices. Only limited vehicle parameters are
required, and there are three forms of the model for different levels of detail in planning
applications.

ARFCOM estimates fuel consumption for a variety of vehicles from cars to the heaviest
truck combinations. The required inputs are: vehicle mass, maximum engine power or engine
capacity, number of wheels, tire type, frontal area, and acrodynamic drag coefficients. There are
some other parameters that can be specified or default values can be used.

4.7.2 Model Forms

There are three model forms to choose from according to the different levels of
aggregation desired. The instantaneous form requires second-by-second speed, grade, and
curvature data and is suitable for use in micro level traffic simulation programs. The four mode
elemental form requires initial and final acceleration and deceleration speeds, cruise speed, idle
time, and average grade and curvature data and is suitable for use in detailed analytical type

models applicable to short road sections. Finally, the aggregate form requires either running
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speed and idle time, or just average travel speed, and is suitable for use in macro level models

applicable to long road sections or road networks.

4.7.3 Basis of the Model

ARFCOM calculates the power that the engine must produce, using the engine speed
as one of the principal variables. The engine-fuel relationship in ARFCOM has been modeled
to facilitate road management applications rather than vehicle performance evaluation.

ARFCOM uses a simple approach to estimate engine speed from vehicle speed and
power by predicting the gear that the vehicle is in. For cruising, top gear is assumed and engine
speed is a function of the maximum speed the vehicle is able to attain on a flat smooth road
given its maximum rated engine power. Changes to and from top gear due to grade and

slow-downs during cruise are also related to vehicle and operating parameters.

4.8.1.1 General Comments

NIMPAC is a detailed computer program run by the Australian Road Research Board
and has been used extensively to evaluate rural arterial road programs. There are other programs
related to NIMPAC that are used at a lower than national level of road administration. For urban

areas, simpler formulas have been developed to represent five typical vehicle classes.
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The vehicle operating cost submodule of NIMPAC estimates fuel, oil, tire wear, repairs
and maintenance, and depreciation. Where appropriate, interest is also included. There are seven
vehicle types:

- cars (including utilities and station wagons)

- two-axle four-tire trucks (including vans)

- two-axle six-tire trucks

- three axle straight trucks with two pairs of dual wheels

- four-axle articulated trucks

- five-axle articulated trucks

- road trains with two three-axle trailers.

For each type of vehicle, about 20 parameters (mainly related to unit costs such as fuel
and tire prices) are specified in order to estimate the vehicle operating costs. There are also
several road dependent factors that also affect each vehicle operating cost component. These
factors are: surface types (paved, gravel, earth), five surface conditions for paved and gravel
roads, free-flow speed, volume/capacity ratio, five classes of gradient (from 0 to 10%), and five
classes of horizontal curvature measured by the design speed of the curves (from 30 to 80

km/hour).

4.8.2 VETO Model

4.8.2.1 Background
The VETO model of highway vehicle transportation costs has been developed by the

Swedish Road and Traffic Research Institute. VETO is a purely mechanistic model. The
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physical basis of the relationships allows greater freedom than other models in evaluating
transportation costs as a function of various properties of the road surface, different road
alignment, speed limit, vehicle type, and driving behavior. VOC relationships based on VETO
are used in routine economic appraisals of road projects and are performed with the aid of EVA
software.

4.8.2.2 Component Costs and Typical Vehicles

VETO calculates the following cost components: fuel consumption, tire wear, repair cost
(including brake wear, roughness-dependent repair, and other types of repair), distance- and
time-related vehicle depreciation, and interest charges for vehicle and cargo.

There are three types of standard vehicle in VETO are: a car, a 21.6 tons truck with and
without trailer), and a 15 tons bus. The vehicles can partly be modified through the user's own
input. The vehicle descriptors used by VETO are: speed regulating systems, masses, lengths
and moments of inertia, damping and springing characteristics of tires, springs and shock
absorbers, utilization and cost factors such as purchase price, unit fuel and tire costs, vehicle
age, accumulated travel, number of passengers, value of cargo, and interest rate. Driving
behavior is determined by the desired speed in relation to vehicle type, road width, speed limit,
horizontal radius, surface type, and condition.
4.8.2.3 Road Descriptors

The road is described by the following statistics: average horizontal curvature, speed
limit, road width and cross slope, micro and macrotexture and age of wearing course (new,
medium or old), surface condition (dry, packed snow/ice, depth of water or of loose snow),
average grade based on homogeneous sections, and longitudinal roughness profiles. Rut depth

is accounted for by adjusting macro and microtexture, cross slope, radius of vehicle's driving
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track, water depth or other variables. The user can describe vertical and horizontal alignment
either directly in detail or qualitatively (good, average, or poor). The indirect description is then
used for selecting among three default alignments.

4.8.2.4 Model Operation

The calculations procedure has three stages. First, the model calculates all dynamic
forces acting on the vehicle as a function of longitudinal roughness. Second, consumption and
wear rates are determined from the force effects. Third, unit costs are applied to the
consumption rates to calculate component and total costs.

a) Roughness Effect. Fuel consumption and tire wear are functions of the total resistance,
and longitudinal roughness increases the total resistance. Also slippage increase with increased
road roughness, and fuel consumption and tire wear also increase when drift and slippage
increase.

b) Vehicle Wear. Vehicle wear can be expressed either as a function of the wheel load
or as a function of a roughness measure. The first method gives a physical description which
cannot be expressed in monetary terms. The other method is a statistical function of roughness,
based on the Brazil study. Its weakness is that there is no variation with speed. The physical
model gives a considerably greater increase in vehicle wear with a roughness increase than does
the statistical model.

c) Effect of Texture. The texture of the road surface influences vehicle cost calculations
mainly through rolling resistance, which influences fuel consumption and tire wear. This rolling
resistance can be calculated as a function of macrotexture. There exists also an abrasion
coefficient in tire wear model which is expressed as a function of macrotexture and microtexture

of the road surface, and it also influences the operating cost of the vehicle.
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d) Capital Cost. In VETO model, capital cost is not directly influenced by the type of
road surface. The capital cost of a vehicle is function of the selling price for non-discarded
vehicles and the probability of discarding expressed as a function of age and driving distance.
Both the selling price and discarding probability could also be expressed as functions of road

roughness if it causes a speed reduction [Bein, P., 1993].

4.8.3 COBA and British Research
4.8.3.1 Background

The Department of Transport of the United Kingdom is responsible for multi-modal
transportation. During 1950s and 1960s, the expansion of roads in the country initiated the
development of a formal procedure called COBA to be used for economic evaluations of
inter-urban road schemes. The procedure gave the Department a rational method of allocating
the available funds to achieve the best return for the investment. COBA comprises the results
of research conducted in the United Kingdom and abroad, particularly by the Transport and
Road Research Laboratory (TRRL). With experience gained through its applications, the
method evolved to its present version, COBA9.

COBA compares the costs of road schemes with the benefits which can be derived by
road users and expresses the results in monetary terms. COBA considers the total discounted
user costs on a road network over a 30 year period. Recognizing that forecasts for such a long
period are subject to uncertainty, the program contains default high and low projections of
traffic, fuel prices, and economic growth for the country. Since COBA cannot include
environmental and other considerations which are not compatible with monetary valuation, the

model is viewed as only one element in the appraisal process.
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4.8.3.2 Types of Application

When applied to different points in the road investment evaluation process, COBA can
assess the following: the need for an upgrading of existing roads or providing a new road, the
priority of an individual scheme by comparing its returns with those from other schemes, the
optimal timing of a scheme (considering staged construction and other improvement proposals
for the area), the selection of potentially attractive solutions for public consultation, the optimal
link of design standards and junction designs from the feasible alternatives, and the selection
of the preferred option for implementation.

1.8.3.3 Vehicle C ing C

There are four representative vehicles considered by COBA: car, light van, diesel truck
and bus. In COBA the vehicle operating costs include fuel, oil, tires, maintenance and
depreciation. All mileage-related resources are included in vehicle operating cost as well as
vehicle capital savings, which are related to time.

a) Fuel. The philosophy has been that the government taxes at a higher rate the goods
produced by resources shifted from fuel to compensate for fuel tax saved through road
investments. Therefore, a fraction equal to the percentage level of indirect taxation throughout
the economy is added back to the cost of fuel.

b) Oil and Tires. Although it is recognized that tire costs vary with a number of factors
including speed changes, braking, cornering, and road surface, both tire and oil costs are treated
as fixed costs per kilometer

¢) Maintenance. Maintenance is partly considered to be related to distance and partly
assumed to vary with speed. Two thirds of the cost are assumed to be a fixed cost per kilometer

and one third to vary with speed in a similar way as fuel consumption.
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d) Depreciation and Vehicle Capital Savings. For trucks and buses depreciation is
assumed to be related only to distance traveled and it is linear over an assumed mileage life. In
the case of cars, part of depreciation is related to the passage of time and only the
mileage-related component is included as a depreciation cost.

e) Payload Value. The evidence on appropriate average values has been found
insufficient to yield reliable estimates and, therefore, any allowance would be insignificant
compared to the other items of vehicle operating cost. Thus, o allowance is made for any

savings on value of the cargo carried by trucks. [Bein, P., 1993].

484 NZVQOC

The NZVOC model was developed in 1985, and by 1986 it was incorporated into
economic study procedures for New Zealand road projects. The model includes subroutines for
predicting both urban and open road speeds using several submodels based on HDM-III, ARRB,
and Highway Capacity Manual. The fuel consumption module offered several options based on
HDM-III, ARRB and other models of fuel consumption. Other vehicle operating cost
components were modeled using elements of HDM-III, except depreciation and interest which
were based on the capital recovery technique. Also, the model has sub-routines for calculating
the additional time and fuel costs associated with speed change cycles. Models adopted from
outside New Zealand were adapted and calibrated to local conditions as far as resources

allowed.[Bein, P., 1993].
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4.8.5 South African VOC Models
South African work in vehicle operating costs has been directed at determining the
applicability of international vehicle operating cost studies to local conditions. Reasonable
conformity was found with the Brazil data and many of the HDM-III relations. In the process,
new data was produced with respect to the effect of rolling resistance on fuel consumption, and
effect of aggregate type on tire wear.
To model the effects of road conditions on maintenance costs, the vehicle parts are
classified into a number of categories, each affected by a different road and vehicle operating
condition. The South African researchers also derived depreciation and interest cost equations

from an economic model of the optimal life [Bein, P., 1993].






CHAPTER 5

THE WORK ZONE SCENARIO

The majority of the methods used for determining the additional road user costs resulting
from work zone lane closures consider two main effects: the reduction in operating speed and
the reduction in road capacity which results in queue development. When a queue actually

develops, the effect of being queued also has to be considered.

s 1.1 Reduction in Operating Speed

Highway construction works have a number of different effects on the traffic stream. An
example of these effects is illustrated in Figure 5.1 [Greenwood, Bennet and Rahman, 1995].
Vehicles travel at approach speed and somewhere in advance of the work zone they are forced
to decelerate. If there is a queue, the vehicles will be stationary for some intervals and moving
up through the queue in others. Once they reach the front of the queue, they will accelerate up
to the speed at which they will travel through the work zone. Upon reaching the end of the work

zone, they will again accelerate back to their initial speed.
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Figure 5.1 Effects of work zone on traffic.[Greenwood, Bennet and Rahman, 1995]

s.1.2 Road Canacitv Reducti

The reduction in road capacity at work zones has two main components. On one hand,
the lane closure results in a section of the highway that accommodates fewer vehicles. The
capacity for freeways with ideal traffic and roadway conditions is 2,200 pcphpl (passenger car,
per hour, per lane) for a four-lane freeway and 2,300 pcphpl for a six-lane utility.[HCM, 1993].

Another aspect of road capacity reduction can be easily understood in terms of the effect
that work zones and their traffic control devices have on lane width and lateral clearance of the
roadway. When lane widths are narrower than the 12-ft standard, drivers are forced to travel
closer (laterally) to one another than they normalty desire. Drivers tend to compensate for this

discomfort by maintaining longer spacings between vehicles in the same lane [HCM, 1993].
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The restricted lateral clearance has a similar effect. When roadside, median objects, or
other traffic control devices are too close to the lane edge, drivers shy away from them,
positioning themselves further from the edge than under normal conditions. This produces the
same impact as narrow lanes, and again, drivers usually compensate the lateral closing by
leaving more distance between vehicles. When for a given speed drivers leave longer spaces
between cars, the volume or flow accommodated decreases. Viewing the situation from another
point: for a given spacing, drivers will slow down when lateral clearance restrictions exist,

resulting also in reduced flow.

5.1.3 The Queuing Effect

The rates at which the queue builds up and dissipates are particularly important to
consider. As illustrated in Figure 5.2 [Memmott and Dudek, 1982] the size of the queue at any
time is a function of the arrival and departure rate. Depending upon the situation, these may be
governed by the capacity of the road (as in Figure 5.2), by traffic control devices, or both.
Figure 5.2 shows that the size of the Queue at any time is given by the difference between the
top line (cumulative arrivals or demand volume) and the diagonal-base line (cumulative
departures or capacity). For instance, at time T1 the queue size would be VOL1 - CAP1. The
area between the two lines is the total delay to those queued, in veh-hour. This delay, multiplied

by its cost in dollar per vehicle hour gives the additional road user cost due to delays.



CAPY | ———————

T1

T2
Time

Figure 5.2 Queue development. [Memmott and Dudek, 1982]

5.1.4 Rural and Urban Areas
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The work zone situation in urban areas is different from the one in rural areas. Urban

areas generally have several alternative paths available which allow commuters to divert to

other routes as long as these alternative routes have adequate capacity available. Under such

circumstances, a practical way of modeling the effects on road user costs can be the use of

diversion algorithms.

These algorithms estimate the volume of traffic diverting from the highway as a reply

to the work-zone-associated delays. When queues develop upstream of a highway work zone,

part of the approaching traffic may diverge from the stream to another parallel alternative route.

This diversion usually occurs even if the traffic control of the work zone does not requires

detour, and it is sometimes called "natural diversion".
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In general, diversion is expected to occur when drivers perceive that the delays they
would experience by remaining on the road would be greater than they are willing to tolerate.
Another cause of diversion is when the travel time the drivers perceive they would experience
on an alternative route would be less than the one on the road with work zones. Sometime, it
also happens that some motorists simply get tired of queueing and decide to divert even though
they may not actually reduce their travel time. In the same way, some other drivers who are
unfamiliar with the area may not divert at all under any circumstances.

When diversion happens, the actual traffic volumes through the work zone are less than
the normal approach volumes. Consequently, the lengths of queues that are calculated based on
the normal approach traffic volumes will exceed the lengths of the queues actually observed
[Krammes, Ullman and Dudek, 1989]. The chosen algorithm should account for those effects.

By comparison, in rural areas there are often few, if any, alternative routes.

Consequently, the users have no other option but to queue at the road site.

s 1.5 Analvsis Variabl
Some of the common variables used by the different models to assess effects of work
zones in road user costs are the following:
- Time of day
- Duration of highway works.
- Traffic volume (veh/day or veh/hour)

- Road capacity
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Some other unique features of the different models are the following:

- Lane closure configuration

- Diversion and alternative routes

- Traffic control measures

Most of the above variables are self-explanatory. However, special attention should be
given to the traffic volume.

Traffic volume estimates for a given year are often expressed in terms of average daily
traffic (ADT). For purposes of user cost calculations, however, it may be useful to model the
diurnal pattern of traffic in terms of shorter intervals than daily periods. Because highway user
costs are partly a function of specific traffic conditions, such costs are valid only as long as
relatively the same conditions prevail.

Differential user costs should be calculated where conditions of extreme congestion
occur over a short period of time during the day and other parts of the day are associated with
low levels of traffic. Thus, where it is estimated that significant variations in traffic flow will
occur over a day, different unit user costs should be derived for each significantly different (in

terms of traffic flows) time period [AASHTO Red Book, 1977].

5.1.6 Additional Road User Costs I . on 7
All the considerations included in previous chapters about vehicle operating costs, time
costs, and accident costs are applicable to work zones. The work zone actually generates extra
or additional user costs.
As for vehicle operating costs and time costs, it is clear that both of them are mainly

dependent on traveling speed. Under congested conditions, drivers have to constantly change
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speeds, and vehicle operating costs are much higher than when driving at a smooth traffic flow.
Furthermore, when arrivals exceed the work zone capacity, vehicles queue. To calculate the
additional costs, there are two situations that might be considered:

a) Stationary vehicles. In this case, the fuel consumption (for the operating costs) is

proportional to the idle rate. On the other hand, the travel time costs are proportional to

the time stationary.

b) Moving vehicles. As the queue dissipates, vehicles move forward resulting in vehicle

operating costs.

If instead of queuing, part of the traffic diverts (common case in urban areas), the
additional user costs for this diverting traffic can be estimated by making certain assumptions
such as length of the alternative route, travel time for diverting traffic, speed (uniform or not)
of the diverting traffic, whether trucks divert or not, etc.. These additional costs for diverting
traffic are then included into the total additional road user costs resulting from the highway
work zone lane closure.

With sufficient traffic data, the above costs can be calculated with some degree of
accuracy. However, it is important to use real hourly distributions of traffic instead of one ADT
number, principally in those areas where the major portion of the daily traffic is highly
concentrated in a few peak hours. In cases like this, using an “average” value such as ADT may
lead to underestimates or overestimates that will inaccurately benefit one alternative over
another.

As for accident costs, as stated before, this cost is the most uncertain component of road
user costs, since its inclusion is mainly based on probabilistic calculations. Work zones are

potential source for accidents. Because of the restrictions in the traffic flow that were described
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and also because of the presence of trucks and construction equipment entering and leaving the
work zone (some of them oversized and very slow vehicles), the number of accidents would be
expected to increase. Quantifying the effects, however, is not that simple. On one hand,
accidents are considered casual events whose occurrence is usually deemed to be randomly
distributed over some continuous variable such as time or distance. On the other hand, both
variables (time and distance) are not precisely continuous in the case of work zones because of
the "temporary" characteristic of highway construction works. It is very rare, then, to encounter
a location or segment where there are sufficient numbers of accidents to allow a statistically
significant evaluation of the effect of the work zone on the change in number of accidents.
The National Highway Traffic Safety Administration and the National Safety Council
(NSC) routinely publish estimates of economic costs that result from motor vehicle accidents.
However, the most reliable data on accident costs are those colleted locally; these are more
suitable data than nationwide statistics. Nonetheless, since nearly every work zone is unique,
the reliability of default or average accident rate data are highiy questionable, especially when

dealing with unique problems.

5.2.1 Introduction

After a careful study of available models and software to analyze road user costs, it was
found that QUEWZ is a very suitable software to analyze the additional user costs resulting
from work zone lane closures since it was developed specifically for work zone conditions. A

previous research report prepared by Conrad Dudek in 1989 on a similar research topic also
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agrees in its conclusions that QUEWZ is the simplest and most directly applicable modet for
evaluating traffic conditions through a freeway or multilane highway work zone.

One of the main advantages of the QUEWZ model is the relatively small amount of data
required for simulation purposes and that it is quite easy to use. It has limits, however, in terms
of its sensitivity to basic roadway geometrics such as the presence of entrance and exit ramps.
Nevertheless, for most construction projects this model should provide sufficient analysis

capability for an evaluation of travel impact.

5.2.2 General Characteristics of the QUEWZ Model

QUEW?Z basically compares traffic flow through a freeway segment with and without
a work zone lane closure and estimates the changes in traffic flow characteristics in terms of
average speeds and queue lengths and additional road user costs resulting from that lane closure.
The model is capable of modeling freeways as well as multilane divided highways with up to
six lanes in each direction, and it can analyze work zones with any number of lanes closed in
either direction. It can also evaluate 24 consecutive hours of operation.

As described in previous chapters, the QUEWZ model has two output options: the road
user cost option and the lane closure schedule option.

The road user cost option analyzes a lane closure configuration and a schedule of work
activities specified by the user. The output includes estimates of traffic volumes, capacities,
speeds, queue lengths, and the additional road user costs generated for each hour of lane
closures. Because of the option of including a diversion algorithm, the user can also estimate
the amount of traffic that might divert from the road in response to work-zone-related delays

and/or queues.
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The second output option (lane closure schedule option) summarizes the hours of the day
when a given number of lanes can be closed to minimize the impacts on the traffic flow. In this
case, the user can define what would be considered an "excessive" queue. This is a very
convenient option principally for the schedulers who are responsible for determining the closure
times for the lane or lanes.

Both output options use the same speed and queue estimation procedures. Those
procedures are proposed in the 1985 Highway Capacity Manual. It would be desirable to have
a more updated version of speed-volume relationships since some procedures have changed in

the subsequent upgrades of the Highway Capacity Manual.

s 23 Additional User Cost Calculati

The calculation of additional user costs in the QUEWZ model is quite similar to user
cost calculations in other models. The main differences can be found in several aspects such as
speeds, capacities, and queues. In this matter, there are some different equations and approaches
which incorporate several findings by the Texas Transportation Institute (TTI) regarding work

zones.

5 2.3.1 Estimation of Vehicle Capacity Through Work Z

Generally, the principal effect that the work zone has on traffic is the restricted capacity
and the consequent effect on average speeds. The QUEWZ model assumes that the capacity
under normal circumstances will be 2,000 vehicles per hour per lane (vphpl), but this default
value can be changed upon the decision of the user as a part of the input data. Some previous
TTI studies have found that when lanes are closed for long periods of time (e.g. longer than a

day) and the work activity is not taking place, the capacity is about 90 percent of the normal
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capacity (1800 vphpl), the value used by the model.

Some of the oﬁginal assumptions of the QUEWZ model rely on data on work zone
capacities during hours with work activity going on, reported in the TTI Research Report
228-6. With these data, linear approximations of the cumulative distributions were estimated
for each reported closure combination. The latest version of the QUEWZ model (1993) includes
some enhancements such as a new estimating procedure for the capacity of work zones and new
default values for the diversion algorithm. These new features are based on data collection and
analysis which are documented in TTI Research Resport 1105-5 and 1108-6.
5.2.3.2 Calculation of Average Speeds

The average approach speed is calculated using the assumed speed-volume curve
displayed in Figure 4.5. The speed of trucks is assumed to be 90 percent of car speeds. The
three parameters of speed (SP,, SP,, and SP,), as well as the volume parameters (V, and V,)
have default values that have already been shown in Table 4.1.

In the original model formulation, the hourly traffic volume specified by the user is
converted into V/C ratio, and the apprdach speed, in mph, is then calculated using the following

equations, taken from the Highway Economic Evaluation Model (HEEM).

\£

\£

V, (SP, - SP
. y (SP, l)x(l)
C

2

if 2 l , then
C

SP = SP

1
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if — < — <1, then
Vl
v
v_21,, 1
Vl 2
SP =SP2+(SP2—SP3) 1 -
1 M
Vl
if X> 1, then

SP = §P, x (2 - ~)
C

5.2.3.3 Calenlation of Delay Throush the Lane Cl Seci

The queue characteristics are estimated using the HCM 1985 relationships. Therefore,

the length of the queue is calculated as follows:

VQ, X VSpc
Qlength = NL

open

Where
Qungs = Length of the queue

VQ, =Number of vehicles queued at time "i"
VSpc = Average vehicle space

NL,,., =Number of approaching lanes that are open and provide the site for the queues

to build up.
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When the demand exceeds the capacity of the work zone a queue will form as illustrated

in Figure 5.2. In this figure it may be observed that the size of the queue at any time is given by
the difference between the top line which represents the cumulative arrivals and the diagonal
line that represents the cumulative departures. The model assumes that the demand does not
change as the queue forms and that no diversion will occur until an excessive queue is formed.

The number of vehicles in the queue at any time is computed as follows:

VQ, = VQ,, + (Rarr, - WZCap,) —2erval

Where
Rarr; = Rate of arrival rate for interval "i"
WZCap, = Capacity of the work zone for the interval "i"

Interval = The analysis interval in minutes.

The average delay for the time interval "i" as a result of a queue is calculated from the

average queue size. The average queue size is determined by the number of queued vehicles at

"i":

the beginning and at the end of the interval

VQi-l + VQi

) X 60 x Interval
2

QDelay, = (

Where:

Qdelay, = Average total delay while a queue exists during interval "i".
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If the queue dissipates during the analysis interval, the delay must be recomputed to
account for the proportion of the hour in which the queue was effectively present. This is

modified as follows:

vQ?
QDelay, = ol X 60 x Interval
2(WZCap, - Rarr)

s 2.3.4 Total Additional User C
The total additional user costs per hour (THC) in each direction are the sum of several

components, as follows:

THC = CQUE + CDWZ + CDSC + CSPC + CSPQ + OC + OCQ

Where
CQUE = Cost of the delay while queueing
CDWZ = Cost of driving thrdugh the work zone at reduced speed
CDSC = Cost of delay for speed-change cycles
CSPC = Additional operating costs for speed-change cycle
CSPQ = Additional operating costs for speed-change cycle in a queue
OC  =Change in vehicle running costs

OCQ = Change in vehicle running costs when a queue forms
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5.3 A Practical E le of QUEWZ Model Applicati

5.3.1 Introduction

To check the behavior of the model, several runs were made with QUEWZ-92, an
enhanced version of QUEWZ3-PC from 1993. Following, there is a random example of one of
those runs.

The model requires only limited input data, a notable advantage. Moreover, one of the
features added to the original software was the capability to simulate hourly volumes from an
Annual Average Daily Traffic (AADT) input value. However, since QUEWZ utilizes hourly
direction volumes to calculate additional road user costs and to design closure schedules, when
hourly data are available it is highly recommended to use these values. The use of local data is
important because when the QUEWZ model estimates directional hourly traffic volumes from
AADTs it uses directional, hourly, and daily distribution factors that were developed using data
from all ATR stations on Interstate highways in Texas for the month of October 1985. These
default distribution patterns for both rural and urban locations are compared with actual traffic

data from Florida counts in the graphs included in the data analysis (Appendix C).

s 3.2 Hynothetical S .
For the purpose of the sample run, a 10 mile construction zone in a two-lane highway

was assumed. Both rural and urban environments were analyzed. The day of the week randomly

selected was Wednesday. Following there is an example of the general input data:



Model Constants]

e — |

QUEWZ-92 uses a series of model constants for various calculations.

Either the default values provided below may be used, or new values may
be specified that better represent local conditions.

Present New

Value Value
Cost Update Factor----------~------- > 1.3 1.3
Percentage of Heavy Vehicles (%)---> 8 8
Speed-Volume Relationship:
Free Flow Speed (mph)--~--vccceuuo- > 60 60
LOS D/E Breakpoint Speed {(mph)----- > 46 46
Speed at Capacity (mph)------------ > 30 30
LOS D/E Breakpoint Volume (vphpl)--> 1850 1850
Volume at Capacity (vphpl)--------- > 2000 2000

1
Work Zone Capacity’
j

The following equations are used to estimate the capacity per open
lane (C) through the work zone:

C = (1600 pephpl - I - R) *H and H = 100 / [100 + P * (E - 1)]
The base capacity of 1600 pcphpl is adjusted for the work type and
intensity (I), the presence of ramps (R), and the presence of heavy
vehicles (H). The value H is based on the percentage of heavy vehicles
(P) and the passenger car equivalent for heavy vehicles (E).

Present Values for Work Zone Capacity:

Inbound direction (vphpl)----- > 1515

113
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—]
Work Zone Capacity - [Inbound] |
|

The following equations are used to estimate the capacity per open
lane (C) through the work zone:

C

(1600 pcphpl - I - R) *H and H = 100 / [100 + P * (E - 1)]

=> The current P value (percentage of heavy vehicles) is 8 %. To change
the P value, use the Model Constants screen.

Present New
Value Value
I = Adjustment for the type and intensity--»> 0 0
of work activity [-160 to 160 pcphpl}
R = Adjustment for the presence of ramps---> 0 0
{0 to 160 pcphpl]
E = Passenger car equivalent (veh/pc)------ > 1.7 1.7
C = Per-lane capacity (vphpl)-------------- > 1818 1515

1
Work Zone Capacity - [Outbound] |
|

The following equations are used to estimate the capacity per open
lane (C) through the work zone:

a
"

(1600 pcphpl - I - R) * H and H = 100 / {100 + P * (E - 1)]

=> The current P value (percentage of heavy vehicles) is 8 %¥. To change
the P value, use the Model Constants screen.

Present New
Value Value
I = Adjustment for the type and intensity--»> 0 0
of work activity (-160 to 160 pcphpl]
R = Adjustment for the presence of ramps---> 0 0
[0 to 160 pcphpll
E = Passenger car equivalent (veh/pc)------ > 1.7 1.7
C = Per-lane capacity (vphpl)---------=-~--- > 1518 1515

The above input data remained unchanged in all the runs to establish a comparable
background for the different options analyzed. The two possible outcome options were also

analyzed for each scenario: additional road user costs and lane closure schedule. For the
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additional road user costs options, a user-defined lane closure schedule had to be entered and
this work activity schedule remained constant throughout the different runs. The hypothetical

work schedule input was as follows:

—
Schedule of Work Activity|
|

The Road User Cost option evaluates a time schedule specifying when
lanes are closed and when work activity is actually underway. Work
activity may be conducted during any part or all of the time that lanes
are closed.

Present New
Value Value
Hour lane closure beging------------------ > 7 7
( 0 - 23 are acceptable)
Hour lane closure ends-------------------- > 19 19
( 8 - 24 are acceptable)
Hour work activity beging----------cocue-- > 7 7
( 7 - 18 are acceptable)
Hour work activity ends-------------c--o-- > 19 19

( 8 - 19 are acceptable)

From this work activity data, several options were examined. The hourly traffic counts
used for the example were downloaded from the database of the Transportation Statistics Office
of the Florida Department of Transportation. The structure of the database, as well as the
example data downloaded, are included in Appendix B. This data was processed to calculate an
average hourly percentage of AADT for each direction and each day of the week for the specific
traffic counter location. The data in tabulated form, as well as the average hourly values of
percentage of AADT for every day of the week, are included in Appendix C. The following
matrix (Table 5.1) summarizes those different options analyzed; outputs of every run are

included in Appendix D.



General input data:

Table 5.1 Different options analyzed with QUEWZ

Day of Week: Wednesday

Number of Lanes in Each Direction = 2
AADT = 20,000 vpd

Hourly Traffic Counts = Appendixes B and C.

Excessive Queue Definition = 20 minutes of delay
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=1

Run # " Lanes Closed | Traffic Input

__Location Output Option
a 1 Inbound AADT Urban RUC
b 1 Inbound AADT Urban Closure Schedule
a 1 Inbound AADT Rural RUC
b 1 Inbound AADT Rural Closure Schedule
a 1 Outbound AADT Urban RUC
b 1 Outbound AADT Urban Closure Schedule
a 1 Outbound AADT Rural RUC
b 1 Outbound AADT Rural Closure Schedule
a opoound. AADT Urban RUC
b 11 (;T,?S::: d AADT Urban Closure Schedule
a opoound. AADT Rural RUC
b 1 Inbound AADT Rural Closure Schedule
1 Outbound
a 1 Inbound Hourly Volumes N/A RUC
b 1 Inbound Hourly Volumes N/A Closure Schedule
a 1 Outbound Hourly Volumes N/A RUC
b 1 Outbound Hourly Volumes N/A Closure Schedule
a Jomoound | Hourly Volumes N/A RUC
b 1%’:}?&?:: d Hourly Volumes N/A Closure Schedute
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The following Table 5.2 shows the additional road user costs obtained with the

previously described analysis.

Table 5.2 Additional road user costs calculated with QUEWZ in every run

Additional Road
Lanes Closed Traffic Input Location User Costs
1-a 1 Inbound AADT Urban 882.00
2-a 1 Inbound AADT Rural 423.00
3-a 1 Qutbound AADT Urban 1021.00
4-2a 1 Outbound AADT Rural 421.00
1 inbound 882.00
5-a 1 Outbound AADT Urban 1021.00
1 Inbound 423.00
6-a 1 Outbound AADT Rural 421.00
7-a 1 Inbound Hourly Volumes N/A 907.00
8-a 1 Outbound Hourly Volumes N/A 1011.00
1 Inbound 907.00
9-a 1 Outbound Hourly Volumes N/A 1011.00

According with the results from Table 5.2, it is easy to observe the differences between

using the AADT input option (and consequently the default hourly traffic patterns) and using

the real hour volumes that correspond to the location under analysis. If the location is urban,

then the difference between the AADT input option and the Hourly Volume input is about $

25.00 in the Inbound direction, and about $ (-10.00) for the Outbound direction. Even though

these differences are not necessarily dramatic, they actually represent the additional user costs

over the whole day, or the total hours of closure of the lanes. The main differences may appear
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during different hours, and because at the end of the day the numbers compensate for one other,
the final result may not be very significant.

To better explain this concept, Figure 5.3 shows the different patterns of the hourly
volumes for Wednesday (the selected day of the week in this example). It is easy to observe that
the peaks actually occur at different times, which means that during some hours the default
pattern of the model is overestimating the road user effects and on some others it is
underestimating those effects. Since lane closure schedules are highly sensitive to hourly costs,

the use of real hourly traffic volumes becomes quite important.

Hourly Distribution of AADT
Wednesday

% of AADT In Hour

012345678 9101112131415161718192021222324
Hours of Day

—&— Urban Default Pattern (Texas) —e— Traffic Count Pattern (Florida)

- % - Rural Default Pattern (Texas)

Figure 5.3 Different traffic patterns (default and actual)
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For instance, the graph of Figure 5.3 shows that in the case of an urban work zone, if the
scheduler uses the default pattern, he or she may be tempted to close the lane/s from 10:00 AM
to 3:00 PM (hours 10 to 15), but this scheme will cause a major problem at 1:00 PM (hour 13)
when the “real” peak occurs. If the work zone were in a rural area, the problem changes: both
patterns (default and real) follow roughly the same trend, but in this case there is a large
difference in the volumes, producing a large difference in the additional road user costs. (Table

5.2).

5.4.1 Accident Reduction Factors

Accident reduction factors are necessary to determine the benefit/cost (B/C) ratios
needed in order to assess funding allocations for safety improvement projects. (Wattle). In
general, the higher the B/C ratio, the more critical the project. The cost factor of the ratio is
simply the cost of construction and mé.mtenance amortized over the expected life of the project.
The benefit part of the ratio is not so easy to determine. .These benefits are actually the benefits
to society, and they are generally considered to be the cost of the accidents that are expected to
be prevented.

The Technical Advisory T-7570.1 of June 30, 1988 from the Federal Highway
Administration on the subject "Motor Vehicle Accident Costs" provided information on
developments in estimating motor vehicle accident costs, and it aimed to encourage the State

Highway Agencies to use these accident costs for economic analysis of highway projects and

programs.
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When estimating the accident costs, the FHWA report pointed out that to avoid
disproportionate attention to locations where a fatality occurred, the State Highway Agencies
should use combined fatal-plus-injury costs (also property damage only or PDO if available).
This may be done on a statewide basis, by functional system, by land use (rural/urban), by
accident type, or some other combination depending upon the data available within the State's
accident records system. The differences in combined costs , the report said, would reflect the
variations in accident severity.

A subsequent publication of FHWA on the same subject (T-7570.2) was released on
October 31, 1994 canceling the previous one of 1998. This new report provides updated
information on the most current comprehensive costs of motor vehicle traffic accidents that are
appropriate for use in benefit-cost analyses.

Among other things, the technical advisory report defines three measures of accident
costs that are commonly used to account for the cost of accidents:

Comprehensive Cost: This is a hiethod of measuring motor vehicle accident costs which
includes the effects of injury on peoplé's entire lives. It is probably the most useful measure of
accident costs because it includes all the cost components and assigns a dqllar value to each one
of them. There are 11 components of these comprehensive costs:

- property damage

- lost earnings

- lost household production

- medical costs

- emergency services

- travel delay
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- vocational rehabilitation

- workplace costs

- administrative

- legal

- pain and lost quality of life

These comprehensive life values are estimated by examining the risk reduction costs
from which the market value of safety is deduced.

Year Lost Plus Direct Cost: This cost includes the same cost components as the previous
category, but it replaces lost earnings, lost household production, and pain and lost quality of
life with a non-monetary measure equivalent to lost years. The costs of the category which
actually have a monetary value are known as "direct costs":

- property damage

- medical costs

- emergency services

- travel delay

- vocational rehabilitation

- workplace costs

- administrative and legal costs

Human Capital Costs: This category includes all the comprehensive cost components
except pain and lost quality of life.

The FHWA report also defines the concept of "willingness-to-pay cost". This concept
refers to the costs that the society is willing to pay for safety improvements to prevent fatalities

or injuries. However, according to the report, a review of the economics literature revealed that
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these cost estimates are drawn from safety markets showing how much people actually pay to
reduce safety risks, not necessarily what they are willing to pay.

The motor vehicle accident costs recommended for use by State and local highway
agencies are shown in Tables 5.3 and 5.4. Table 5.3 contains comprehensive costs in police-
reported crashes by Abbreviated Injury Scales (AIS) severity, in 1994 Dollars. Table 5.4 shows
comprehensive costs in police-reported crashes by K-A-B-C Scale severity, also in 1994

Dollars.

Table 5.3 Comprehensive accident costs - AIS severity

Severity Descriptor Cost p&r] Injury
AIS 1 Minor 5,000
AIS 2 Moderate 40,000
AIS 3 Serious 150,000
AIS 4 Severe 490,000
AIS 5 Critical 1,980,000
AlIS 6 Fatal 2,600,000
|| AIS: Abbreviated Injui_Scale

The Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) presently has a comprehensive
accident record system. Accident data from across Florida are taken on a standard Florida

Traffic Crash Report form (FTCR).
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Table 5.4 Comprehensive accident costs - KABC scale

Severity Description Cost pfsr] Injury
K Fatal 2,600,000
A Incapacitating 180,000
B Evident 36,000
C Possible 19,000
Property Damage
| "0 | owy 2,000 |

The 1991 Highway Safety Improvement Program Guideline Topic No. 500-000-100-c
of the FDOT states the following:

"The Florida Statue 316.0066 requires that an investigating officer
forward a written report to the Department of Highway Safety and
Motor Vehicles (DHSMYV) if a crash results in bodily injury to, or
death of any persons, or the crash involves a violation of statutes
316.027(2), 316.061(1) or 316.193. Additionally, any crash which
requires a wrecker to clear the wreckage shall be reported.”

It also states:
"In every case which does not meet the circumstances described
above, the law enforcement officer may, within 24 hours after

completing the investigation, forward to DHSMYV and provide each
party involved in the crash a short-form".

Data Processing:
Once the reports are processed by DHSMV, they are then forwarded to the Department

of Transportation Safety Office to be processed regarding the location on the stated maintained
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highway system and the crash severity. The Department then enters these data into its electronic
data base and merges it with the County Roadway Information (CRI) file. Also, the reports are
microfilmed by the Safety Office for future reference and analysis.

The Florida Traffic Crash Report form (FTCR) allows the investigating officer to record
the necessary information with the minimal amount of time and effort, and allows easy
computer coding. This can be seen on the second page of the FTCR form in Appendix E where
a corresponding number represents each contributing factor.

For the purpose of this research project, the contributing factor that was analyzed is
included under the section "Contributing Causes - Road" in the bottom left corner of the second
page of the form, and the coding number is "03: Road Under Repair / Construction". This will
be explained later.

The Crash Record System is a cooperative effort between the Department of

Transportation and the Department of Highway Safety and Motor Vehicles (DHSMV)

5.4.2 Evaluation Methods

The previously mentioned Highway Safety Improvement Program Guidelines (Topic
No. 500-000-100-c) of 1991 also provides instructions about the evaluation methods to
deterfnine the effectiveness of the Highway Safety Improvement Programs. The most common
method is the "Before and After Evaluations", an evaluation to determine the project's
effectiveness. The second is a "Detail Evaluation", which includes an analysis of the type of
crashes and their relationship to the type of improvement. The third method is a "Program

Evaluation", which can be used as an aid to managers in their decision making processes.
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The General Evaluation Process
There are some basic evaluation procedures that are common to all three evaluation

types discussed in the previous paragraph. The following five steps are generally used in the

evaluation process:
1. Selection of project
2. Selection of the evaluation method
3. Data collection
4, Statistical tests to determine the significance of the evaluation results
5. Documentation of the results

The procedures for evaluating selected projects and programs are depicted in Figure 5.4.
In order to analyze the impact of the construction zones on the crash rates, the suitable method
would be Before and After evaluation with some modifications.

In the regular Before and After evaluation method, the duration of the evaluation
includes crash histories for three yearé prior to construction and three years after construction.
The year the construction occurred is not included in the evaluation. The data evaluated includes
the number of crashes, crash severity, adjustment for traffic, and a statistical test for
significance. Each evaluation not only examines the project's effect on crash reduction, but also
on the reduction of crash severity. The number of crashes for the “after” period is adjusted for
the change in traffic count. For projects involving highway sections, million vehicle miles are
utilized (mvm); whereas for spot projects, million vehicles are utilized (mv). In these
evaluations, the traffic count only includes the number of vehicles on the highway being

improved, and it does not include cross traffic.
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With few exceptions, the method of evaluation used for these projects is the comparison
of the crash rates before, and the crash rates after the completion of the project. The basic
assumption here is that without the improvement, the crash level would remain the same as long

as the traffic counts remained constant.

Select Evaluation Method
]
I I I
Before and After Detail Program
‘Evaluations Evaluations Evaluations
I I I
Project Cost and Select Preconstruction Project Cost and
Completion Notice Data Completion Notice
I I [
Data Project Cost and Data
Collection Completion Notice Collection
I I |
Determine Crash Data Determine Crash
Reduction Collection Reduction
Perform Significance *  Determine Crash Perform Significance
Test Reduction Test
| [ I
Document Perform Significance Perform Cost-effectiveness
Results Test Evaluation
I I
Perform Cost-effectiveness Document and Report
Evaluation Results
|
Compare Cost-effectiveness
with B/C Analysis
I
Document and Report
Resuits

Figure 5.4 Procedures for evaluating selected projects and programs

When analyzing the effect of the construction site on the accident rates, the previously

described method is not suitable because of many aspects. In the first place, the method does
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not consider the year when the construction is ongoing. Secondly, the comparison uses "before"
as the worse situation, and the "after" as the improved situation because the goal is to examine
the effectiveness of a safety improvement. For construction sites, however, the difference is in
the "after" crash rate. The "before" situation still corresponds to the crash rate that the area had
before the construction started, but in this case, the "after" would be the variation in the crash
rate while the work zone is in place. Unfortunately, construction zones are scarce (in both time
and locations) and this fact brings another difficulty to the already complex situation.

Due to the scattered characteristic of the construction sites, the number of data gathered
that actually was related to a construction area (coded as "Road under Repair/Construction -
03") as a primary cause of the crash, is quite low. This can be inferred from the accident data
provided by the State Safety Office of the Florida Department of Transportation. A large print-
out of the accident record data base was analyzed and a summary of the findings is presented
in the following tables.

Table 5.5 “a” through “e” concienses the total amount of these accidents per year whose
primary causes have been reported as Road under Repair/Construction (Code 03). The crashes
have been divided among “Crash” (crashes with no injuries), “Fatal” (crashes with fatalities)
and “Injury” (crashes with injuries). The roads are divided according to the number of lanes,
Main Interstates (“Main 1.), Other Interstates (“Other 1.””), Main Turnpikes (“Main TP”), and
Other Turnpikes (“Other TP”). Each category is split into “divided” and “undivided”, and into

“Urban” and “Rural” locations.



Table 5.5a Total number of accidents caused by road under construction (1991)
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Year Divided Highways Undivided Highways
1991 Urban Rural Urban Rural
Road Type | Crash | Fal Injury | Crash Fatal Injury | Crash Fatal Injury | Crash Fatal Injury
< 3 lanes 44 38 11 18 55 1 50 51 1 62
3 lanes 2 2 3 s 7 3 1 1
4 lanes 429 1 410 51 1 64 63 39 2 3
5 lanes 4 2
> 6lanes | 111 89
Main L. 213 1 226 47 1 65
Other I.
Main TP 54 2 65 29 1 33
Other TP 1




Table 5.5b Total number of accidents caused by road under construction (1992)
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Year Divided Highways Undivided Highways
1992 Urban Rural Urban Rural
Road Type | Crash | Fatal | Injury | Crash | Fatal | Injury | Crash | Faal | ijjury | Crash | Fanal Injury
< 3 lanes | %4 98 23 41 73 2 91 95 4 111
3 lanes 5 4 3 5 25 23
4 lanes 5499 |2 564 | 92 3 103 |79 43 1 1
5 lanes 22 18
> 6 lanes | 194 202 1 1 2
Main I. 194 4 192 54 1 76
Other 1.
Main TP | 53 55 39 62
Other TP N




Table 5.5¢ Total number of accidents caused by road under construction (1993)
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Year Divided Highways Undivided Highways
1993 Urban Rural Urban Rural
Road Type | Crash Fatal Injury | Crash Fatal an;xry Crash Fatal Injury | Crash Fatal Injury
< 3 lanes | 76 87 23 36 121 |2 109 | &2 1 113
3 lanes 14 12 26 12
4lanes | 620 |7 551 | 70 87 50 37 7 18
5 lanes 13 8 3
> 6 lanes | 242 2 229 7 4
Main 1. 285 4 355 129 5 214
Other I. 6 3
Main TP 30 39 14 2 29
| Other TP | ! | 1 2__ 1




Table 5.5d Total number of accidents caused by road under construction (1994)
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Year Divided Highways Undivided Highways
1994 Urban Rural Urban Rural
Road Type | Crash Fatal Injury | Crash Fatal Injury | Crash Fatal Injury | Crash Fatal Injury
< 3 lanes | 84 1 86 20 32 133 1 134 73 2 108
3 lanes 4 1 29 17
4 lanes 637 8 644 47 2 51 62 48 5 3
5 lanes 26 22
> 6 lanes | 385 n
Main 1. 347 1 472 138 8 172
Other 1. 1 2
Main TP | 18 10 12 17
Other TP | 1 1 1
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Table 5.5¢ Total number of accidents caused by road under construction (1995)

Year Divided Highways Undivided Highways
1995 Urban Rural Urban Rural
Road Type Crash Fita_l___ Injury Crash Fatal Injury Crash ialal__ Injury Crash Fatal Injury
< 3 lanes | 153 —T 128 K} 47 152 2 155 109 9 145
3 lanes 7 6 2 11 4 2
4lanes | 775 | 8 753 | 81 1 91 68 1 43 7 7
5 lanes 26 14
> 6 lanes | 473 3 413 1
Mainl. |23 |1 321 139 |1 178
Other L 1 2
Main TP | 19 24 10 1 11
Other TP .

Table 5.6 shows the average of crashes of the five-year data to be compared with the million

vehicle miles by roadway class and category (Appendix F).
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Table 5.6 Total number of accidents caused by road under construction (average)

Year Divided Highways Undivided Highways
1995 Urban Rural Urban Rural
Road Type | Crash Fatal Injury | Crash Fatal Injury | Crash Fatal Injury | Crash Fatal Injury
< 3 lanes | 88.2 0.2 70.2 21.6 34.8 1068 | 1.6 107.8 | 82 3.4 107.8
3 lanes 6.4 5 1.2 2 21.8 13.2 1 0.6
4lanes | 602 |52 5856 | 682 | 14 | 792 |64 |02 43 4.4 6.4
5 lanes 18.2 12.8 0.6
> 6 lanes | 209 1 261 1.8 0.8 0.2 0.4
Main I. 2584 |1 2.2 3132 | 1018 | 3.2 141
Other 1. 1.4 1 0.2 0.4
Main TP 34.8 0.4 38.6 20.8 0.8 30.4
Other TP 0.4 0.4 0.2

Figure 5.5 displays the different percentages of the total crashes that have been reported as
having as a primary cause the presence of road under construction.Table 5.7 shows the total number

of accidents reported as due to road construction area in comparison with the total number of

crashes.
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Table 5.7 Total number of accidents and total number of accidents due to construction

;otal Crashes due to Road Total C-rashes P:rcentage of Crashes due to
Construction (Code 03) Road Construction (Code 03)

Year Crash Fatal _ Injury Crash Fatal gury Crash TFatal Injury
1991 | 1175 10 1171 102821 | 1528 106596 1.14 0.95 1.10
1992 | 1587 16 1696 102946 | 1426 112206 1.54 1.12 1.51
1993 | 1822 23 1951 107885 | 1702 116724 1.69 1.35 1.67
1994 | 2023 23 2192 110041 | 1650 121251 1.84 1.39 1.81
1995 {2331 27 2351 __132147 1668 127726 1.76 1.82 1.84
Total | 8938 99 9361 T555840 7974 584503 1.61 1.24 1.60

Percentage of the Total Crashes
Reported as Due to Road Construction
2
1.5 ] -—
£ 1 =

0.5 - — -

A— ] —

= —] 4=

0 2= =

91 92 93 94 95
Years
] o Injury Crashe % Fatal Crashes % Injury Crashes

Figure 5.5 Percentages of total crashes caused by road construction
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Note that the percentages of the accidents whose primary cause was the existence of a road
construction zone are not dramatically high. However, a work zone is a potential location for
accidents to occur, and the risk of that should be contemplated when calculating the additional road
user costs. Obviously, the shorter the time a highway section is under construction, the less
likelihood of accidents to occur, all the other variables being constant. To account for those risk
factors, a thorough analysis should be done comparing the different construction sites on different
types of road and establishing relationships between them and the number of accidents likely to

occur based on historical data.



CHAPTER 6

CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

This research report represents a comprehensive study of the different problems and
variables associated with calculations of user costs of highways in general and those particularly
related to the construction work zones. A survey was undertaken to examine the methodologies
in use for different State Highway Agencies in determining the road user costs used in their
projects. An extensive literature review was conducted to evaluate the available methods for

road user cost calculations in the United States and abroad.

. The subject of road user costs has two major applications. The first application
is the calculation of road user costs for regular traffic conditions. In this case,
road user costs are used for economic comparison of various alternatives of road
improvements. The second application is the calculation of additional road user

costs in work zones during construction. This second application became more

136
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important in recent years through the use of innovative contracting practices
such as A+B, lane rental, etc.. The calculations for road user costs for these two
applications are basically the same. The only differences are in the data
collection and the importance of specific elements.

From the survey of State Highway Agencies (SHAs), it was found that there is
a broad range of methods used by the different agencies, from flat rates to
elaborate computer software. There is not one generally accepted system or
approach to calculate road user costs. Furthermore, from the responses received,
it was found that 20% of the SHAs still do not include road user costs when
analyzing their projects.

The conclusions from the literature survey identified a list of elements that are
used in the calculations of additional road user costs on construction zones. The

major elements are:

Delay costs: This element includes the cost of the time spent by the

traveling public when there is construction on the road.

. Vehicle operating costs: This item includes the costs of operating
vehicles such as fuel cost, oil cost, depreciation, etc..

. Accident costs: Accident costs can be a major item in road user costs
calculations. However, due to lack of reliable data, this item has not been
incorporated to the calculations in many states.

. Environmental costs: The environmental effects include items such as

pollution and noise. Currently, there is not a widely accepted approach

to assign dollar value to those environmental effects.
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. Other factors: This category can include various factors such as the

effect on the business community, and other exogenous elements.

It is recommended that the Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) should
create a committee/task force or similar organization that will determine all the .
policies about the calculations of user costs based on the data presented in this
report.

The major task of the committee would be to determine which elements are
going to be included in the FDOT user costs calculations.

The issue of traffic delays and operating costs should be divided between
commercial and non-commercial use. The task force of the FDOT should decide
whether private traffic will be considered in the calculations. Commercial use
should be considered at 100% of the values of traffic delays and operating costs.
It is recommended, however, that private traffic should also be considered, but
at less percentage of the value of the above mentioned components. The FDOT
committee should also decide on this matter, and if it decides to include private
traffic in the computations, the task force should also establish at what

percentage this traffic should be considered.
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Afier the analysis of the different methods currently available, it was found that
the 1993 version of the QUEWZ model is still suitable for the analysis of road
user costs as long as the data used to feed the model represents the local
conditions of the site being evaluated.

It is recommended that in the future FDOT incorporate accident costs in the
calculations of road user costs in construction zones. Using FDOT available data
on accidents related to work zones, further analysis should be done to establish
some rates or ratios applicable to certain road work zone conditions. These rates
or ratios could then be used to account for the likelihood of accident occurrence
when the construction is ongoing. The final estimations could later be related to
FHWA recommended accident costs, to include the safety issue in the user cost
composition.

In the long range, when more data will be available on the environmental
factors, it is recommended that FDOT consider including them in road user costs

calculations.



REFERENCES

Alabama Highway Department. Internal Memorandum. 3 Jan., 1991.

Alberta Transportation and Utilities. Policy Development Branch. “Benefit Cost Analysis
Guide”. '

American Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials. “A Manual on User
Benefit Analysis of Highway and Bus-Transit Improvements 1977". Washington, D.C.,
1978

Bein, Peter. "Reviews of Transport 2021 Costs of Transporting People in the Lower Mainland".
Economic Analysis Project Working Paper written for the Planning Services Branch of
the Ministry of Transportation and Highways of the Province of British Columbia.
February, 1993. Revised February, 1996.

Bein, Peter. "Vehicle Operating Cost Models: Ministry Needs and State of the Art". Report for
the Research and Development Section of the Planning Services Branch. Ministry of
Transportation and Highways. Victoria, British Columbia. Dec. 1993.

Bein, Peter, Ted Miller, and W.G. Waters II. “British Columbia Road-User Costs”, Canadian
Transportation Research Forum Annual Conference, Proceedings, Victoria B.C., 1994,

Beckwith, Glenn A. State of Tennessee Department of Transportation. Letter to Dr. Herbsman.
13 Nov. 1995.

Bushy, Joe. Connecticut Department of Transportation. Office of Construction. Fax - liquidated
damage computation. 12 Dec. 1995.

British Columbia. Research & Development Section. "Potential Use of Economic Analysis
Within the Ministry of Transportation and Highways". Planning Services Branch. 27
Mar. 1992.

British Columbia. Ministry of Transportation and Highways. “The Value of Travel Time in
British Columbia”. Planning Services Branch, 1994.

Burns, Ronald T. Maryland Department of Transportation. "Liquidated Damages".
Memorandum. 24 Sept. 1985.

140



141

California Department of Transportation. Division of Construction. Innovative Contracting.
Test & Evaluation #014 (A+B). "Summary Initial Report for A+B Pilot Contracts:
06-354504, 09-211504, and 11-085674".

Cline, William R. "Pricing Carbon Dioxide Pollution". Report prepared for the Planning
Services Branch of the British Columbia Ministry of Transportation and Highways. July
1995.

Cripe, Rich. Wyoming Department of Transportation. e-mail to Dr. Herbsman. 27 Nov. 1995.
Deas, Jimmy. Alabama Department of Transportation. Letter to Dr. Herbsman. 27 Nov. 1995.

Florida Department of Transportation. “Highway Safety Improvement Program Guideline.
(Topic No. 500-000-100-c)”. Tallahassee, FL. 1991

Franca, Colin A. Rhode Island Department of Transportation. Letter to Dr. Herbsman. 9 Nov.
1995.

Gomez, Nico J. Oklahoma Department of Transportation. Letter to Dr. Herbsman. 29 Dec.
1995.

Greenwood, Ian, Bennett, C. and A. Rahman. “Effects of Pavement Maintenance on Road
Users”. Preliminary Draft Report. International Study of Highway Development and
Management. University of Birmingham. June 1995.

Greenwood, I and Bennett, C. “HDM-4 Fuel Consumption Modeling”. Preliminary Draft
Report. International Study of Highway Development and Management. University of
~ Birmingham. 1995

Heidner, Terry W. Kansas Department of Transportation. Letter to Dr. Herbsman. 16 Nov 1995.
Hickling Lewis Brod Inc. "Evaluating Transportation Environmental Costs". Preliminary Draft
Report written in conjunction with the National Cooperative Highway Research

Program. 1 995

Hickling Lewis Brod Inc. "Safety Costs Practitioner's Guide". Preliminary Draft Report written
in conjunction with the National Cooperative Highway Research Program. 1 995

Hickling Lewis Brod Inc. "Value of Time Practitioner's Guide". Preliminary Draft Report
written in conjunction with the National Cooperative Highway Research Program. 1995

Idaho. Transportation Department. "Accelerating Project Completion"”.

Illinois Department of Transportation. Design memorandum No. 90-53. "Policy for Incentive
and Disincentive Clauses." 1 Mar. 1990.



142

Imhof, Mirjam and Peter Bein. "The Value of Travel Time in British Columbia". Overview of
Compendium of Reports submitted to the Ministry of Transportation and Highways.
Victoria, British Columbia. November, 1994,

Imhof, Mirjam and Donald Rental. "The Value of Travel Time for Passenger Cars and Light &
Heavy Commercial Vehicles in the Vancouver Region." Report submitted to the
Planning Services Branch of the British Columbia Ministry of Transportation and
Highways. March, 1995.

Johnson, Andrew M. South Carolina Department of Transportation. Letter to Dr. Herbsman. 28,
Dec. 1995.

Johnson, Chris J. "A Method for Estimating the Dollar Values of Lost Wildlife Diversity and
Abundance Resulting from Wildlife-Road Vehicle Collisions." Working paper for the
Planning Services Branch of the British Columbia Ministry of Transportation and
Highways. August, 1995.

Kawczynski, Mike. "Truck Speed Observations: Data for HDM-III (IV) Free Speed Model."
Report submitted to the Planning Services Branch of the British Columbia Ministry of
Transportation and Highways. 12 September 1994.

Krammes, Raymond A. and Gustavo O. Lopez. "Updated Capacity Values for Short Term
Freeway Work Zone Lane Closures". Presented at The 73rd. Annual Meeting
Transportation Research Board. Washington, D.C. January, 1994.

Krammes, R., Dudek C., and J. Memmott. “Computer Model for Evaluating and Scheduling
Freeway Work Zone Lane Closures”. Transportation Research Board 1148, 1987.

Krammes, R., Ullman, G., Dresser, G. and N. Davis. “Application of Analysis Tools to
Evaluate the Travel Impacts of Highway Reconstruction with Emphasis on
Microcomputer Applications”. Final Report to the Federal Highway Administration.
Texas Transportation Institute. College Station, TX. 1988.

Krammes, R., Ullman, J. Memmott, and C. Dudek. “User’s Manual for QUEWZ-92" Federal
Highway Administration. Texas Transportation Institute. College Station, TX. January
1993.

Kwong, H. 1. Highways Department of Hong Kong. Letter to Dr. Herbsman. 18 Nov. 1995.

LaFontaine, Pierre. Ministére des Transports du Quebec. Letter to Dr. Herbsman. 5 Dec. 1995.

Litman, Todd. "External Municipal Service Costs from Driving". Report submitted to the

Planning Services Branch of the British Columbia Ministry of Transportation and
Highways. March, 1995.



143

Maki, Robert E. Michigan Department of Transportation. Letter to Dr. Herbsman. Dec. 1995.
Manser, Richard. Utah Department of Transportation. e-mail to Dr. Herbsman. 27 Nov. 1995.

Meadors, Alan. Arkansas State Highway and Transportation Department. Letter to Dr.
Herbsman. 27 Nov. 1995.

Memmott, J. and C. Dudek. “Queue and User Cost Evaluation of Work Zones (QUEWZ)”.
Transportation Research Board 979. 1984.

Memmott, J. and C. Dudek. “A Model to Calculate the Road User Costs at Work Zones”.
Research Report 292-1. Texas Transportation Institute, Texas A&M University, College
Station, TX. 1982.

MicroBENCOST. “Microcomputer Evaluation of Highway User Benefits”. Final Report. Texas
Transportation Institute. The Texas A&M University System. College Station, Texas.
1993.

Miller, Ted. "Crash Costs for British Columbia.” Report prepared for the Planning Services
Branch of the British Columbia Ministry of Transportation and Highways. February,
1992.

New York State Department of Transportation. Planning Division. “Highway User Cost
Accounting Micro-Computer Package”. Second draft interim ed. August, 1991.

Peach, David K. Washington State Department of Transportation. Letter to Dr. Herbsman. 4
Dec. 1995.

Poole, Marion. North Carolina Department of Transportation. Technical Report #8 -
“Transportation Project Evaluation Using the Benefits Matrix Model”. Statewide
Planning Group, Feb. 1993.

Poole, Marion. North Carolina Department of Transportation. Third Supplement to Technical
Report #8 - Benefits Matrix Model Cost Update. Statewide Planning Branch, 1994.

Saylor, George W. Ohio Department of Transportation. Letter to Dr. Herbsman. 21 Feb. 1991.

Schenkelberg, Al. Minnesota Department of Transportation. Letter to Dr. Herbsman. 13 Dec.
1995.

Shutter, Bob. New York State Department of Transportation. Letter to Dr. Herbsman.

Simpson, Gerald. Colorado Department of Transportation. Delay and Cost Analysis. Internal
Memorandum. 02 Dec 1994. -



144

Tom, Gregory. California Department of Transportation. Traffic Operations. Operational
Research Branch. “Travel Time Values.” October, 1991.

Tom, Gregory. California Department of Transportation. Traffic Operations. Operational
Research Branch. “1995 Travel Time Values for Automobiles and Trucks”. October
1995.

Transportation Research Board. “Highway Capacity Manual”. Washington, D.C., 1993.

Suzuki, Ronald F. State of Hawaii Department of Transportation. Letter to Dr. Herbsman. 12
Dec 1995.

Unknown. Nevada Department of Transportation. Letter to Dr. Herbsman. 28 Nov. 1995.

Watanatada, T., et. al.. “The Highway Design and Maintenance Standards Model: Volume I:
Description of the HDM-III Model”. Highway Design and Maintenance Standards
Series. Johns Hopkins, Baltimore and London, 1987.

Waters II, W. G, II. "The Value of Time Savings for the Economic Evaluation of Highway
Investments in British Columbia". Report for the Planning Services Branch of the
British Columbia Ministry of Transportation and Highways. University of British
Columbia Centre for Transportation Studies. Vancouver. March, 1992.

Waters II, W. G, II and James A. Evans. "A Pilot Survey of Motorists' Valuation of Travel
Time Savings". Report for the Planning Services Branch of the British Columbia
Ministry of Transportation and Highways. University of British Columbia Centre for
Transportation Studies. Vancouver. March, 1992.

Waters, W.G., II and Keven Megale. "Supplementary Report on the Value of Commercial
Vehicle Time Savings (VCVTS) for Busses and Light Commercial Vehicles". Report
for the Planning Services Branch of the British Columbia Ministry of Transportation and
Highways. University of British Columbia Centre for Transportation Studies.
Vancouver. June, 1994.

Waters, W.G., II and Keven Megale. "Supplementary Report on the Value of Commercial
Vehicle Time Savings (VCVTS) for Heavy Trucks - an Update and Modification of
Carey Wong's Value of Travel Time Savings for Commercial Vehicles in British
Columbia". Report for the Planning Services Branch of the British Columbia Ministry
of Transportation and Highways. University of British Columbia Centre for
Transportation Studies. Vancouver. June, 1994.

Wattleworth, J., Atherley, R. and P. Hsu. “Accident Reduction Factors for Use in Calculating
Benefit/Cost”. Technical Report. Department of Civil Engineering. University of
Florida. Gainesville, FL. 1988.



145

Wilson, Robert L. Texas Department of Transportation. Letter to Dr. Herbsman. 20, Nov. 1995,

Winfrey, R.K. “Economic Analysis for Highways” International Textbook Company. Scranton,
PA. 1969.

Wong, Carey. "The Value of Travel Time Savings for Commercial Vehicles in British
Columbia". Report for the Planning Services Branch of the British Columbia Ministry
of Transportation and Highways. University of British Columbia Centre for
Transportation Studies. Vancouver. March 8, 1993.

Wu, Vince. Alberta Transportation and Utilities. Letter to Dr. Herbsman. 19 Dec. 1995.
Zaniewski, J. et al.. “Vehicle Operating Costs, Fuel Consumption, and Pavement Type and

Condition Factors.” Final Report. Texas Research and Development Foundation. Austin,
TX. June 1982.



APPENDIX A

LETTER TO THE STATE HIGHWAY AGENCIES REQUESTING INFORMATION






COLLEGE UNIVERSITY OF FLORIDA

y oF
r@wﬂ’ GAINESVILLE, FLORIDA 32611
: INEERI .
ENG NG DEPARTMENT CHAIRMAN
AREA CODE 904 PHONE 392-9637
STUDENT RECORDS
DEPARTMENT OF CIVIL ENGINEERING AREA CODE 904 PHONE 3920933

Date:

Respondent’s Name
Respondent’s Title
Respondent’s Organization
Address of Organization

RE: Road User Cost Information Request
Dear Respondent’s Name:

We are sending this letter to you and we will appreciate it if you will transfer it to the people in your organization who
are responsible for the calculation of User Costs. We, at the University of Florida have received a research project from
the Florida Department of Transportation, to evaluate methods to determine what is known as “User Costs”.

Part of the research objectives is to collect data from various departments around the United States and Canada to figure
how each department is determining its user costs. We will appreciate very much is you can send us any material that
shows how your department is calculating user costs. This material can include written documents, computer programs
or even cases of study. ’

You can send the information to:

Dr. Z.J . Herbsman

College of Engineering
Department of Civil Engineering
345 Weil Hall

P.O.Box 116580

Gainesville, FL, 32611

Tel.: (904) 392-0935

Fax: (904) 392-3394

e-mail: Zohar@ce.ufl.edu

If there is any cost involved in copying (Xerox) and/or shipment of the material, we will be happy to reimburse your
expenses. We also promise that at the end of the project, we will send you a copy of our report and we will share any
data we find.

Sincerely,

Dr. Zohar Herbsman
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EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY/AFFIRMATIVE ACTION EMPLOYER
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TRAFFIC COUNTS SAMPLE DATA
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147
276

807

794
1196

26
797
1314

24
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1115
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19
783
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93

93

93

93

93

93

93

923

93

93

0010
39
886
785

0010
27
857
754

0010
48
933
806

0010

30
18

0010
31
607
725

0010
25
569
679

0010
39
635
780

0010

28
39
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26
945
845

97 N 06
38
919
746

97 N 06
34
852
706

97 N 06
41
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871

97 N 06

63
62

97 N 07
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731
525

97 N 07
42
709
503

97 N 07
46
773
534

97 N 07

24
13

97 N 07
35

1085
629

HR21 HR22
672 593
FRI STDEV 7

4 11
21 33
69 47
SAT AVG 235
81 224
864 836
558 478
SAT MINVOL
74 208
802 800
525 387
SAT MAXVOL
90 239
903 859
611 559
SAT STDEV 14
5 10
39 22
31 54
SUN AVG 228
63 154
670 631
446 332
SUN MINVOL ‘
43 143
656 590
397 307
SUN MAXVOL
75 177
690 652
482 380
SUN STDEV 5
12 13
12 24
31 28
MON AVG 94
147 459
996 976
481 393

129
475
849
431

220
432
812
381

258
514
883
542

12
28
25
58

125
228
658
274

220
219
613
252

235
237
718
284

18

45
12

48
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976
255

89

111

143

83

94

138

13

26

593
951
357

73
571
903
339

95
621
985
387

19
30
18

307
681
182

64
287
673
173

102
337
692
199

19

10

743

1019
183

48
726
831
12179

43
688
787

55
777
879

31
35

46
465
684
8928

40
459
649

61
474
711

18
799
1131
13017

TOTVOL
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APPENDIX C

TRAFFIC COUNT DATA SUMMARY AND GRAPHS
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% of AADT in Hour
O =~ NWHE OO N O®OO

-

Sunday
North South  Average
Hours
1 2.58 2.28 2.43
2 1.39 1.41 1.40
3 0.95 0.92 0.93
4 0.54 0.36 0.45
5 0.33 0.28 0.31
6 0.37 0.48 042
7 0.71 0.91 0.81
8 1.81 1.62 1.72
9 2.83 3.12 2.98
10 3.89 4.11 4.00
11 5.75 5.22 5.49
12 6.96 6.68 6.82
13 8.38 7.62 8.00
14 7.82 7.81 7.81
15 7.40 7.82 7.61
16 7.50 7.55 7.53
17 7.76 7.77 7.76
18 7.64 7.18 7.41
19 7.65 6.77 7.21
20 5.62 6.37 6.00
21 4.31 5.48 4.89
22 3.32 4.10 3.71
23 2.63 2.61 2.62
24 1.77 1.46 1.61
100.00  100.00  100.00
Hourly Distribution of AADT

Sunday

Hours of Day

s Urban Default Pattern (Texas) ==e== Traffic Count Pattemn (Florida)

- % - Rural Default Pattern (Texas)
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Monday
North South  Average
Hours
1 0.67 0.52 0.59
2 0.31 0.27 0.29
3 0.16 0.18 0.17
4 0.13 0.11 0.12
5 0.18 0.20 0.19
6 0.30 0.46 0.38
7 1.18 1.83 1.50
8 3.59 5.21 4.40
9 5.87 6.79 6.33
10 5.67 5.91 5.79
11 6.19 6.18 6.18
12 7.31 6.98 7.15
13 8.47 7.84 8.16
14 7.61 8.00 7.80
15 7.51 7.71 7.61
16 7.74 7.38 7.56
17 7.93 7.45 7.69
18 8.82 7.33 8.07
19 6.61 5.67 6.14
20 472 4.53 462
21 3.33 3.70 3.51
22 2.65 2.83 2.74
23 1.76 1.89 1.83
24 1.24 0.99 1.11
100.00  100.00  100.00
Hourly Distribution of AADT
Monday
0
9
5 8
27
£ 6
651 ;
24y /
‘S 3. if :
S N
1} a7 Ff

012345678 95101112131415161718192021222324

Hours of Day

~-m-- Urban Default Pattern (Texas) === Traffic Count Pattern (Florida)

- % - Rural Default Pattern (Texas)
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0.9 0.40 Q.97
1.26 1.77 1.51
3.54 4.99 4.27
5.45 6.70 6.08
5.54 5.82 5.68
6.00 6.10 6.05
7.27 6.75 7.01
8.27 7.60 7.94
7.34 7.81 7.57
7.25 7.56 7.41
7.55 7.34 7.44
7.93 7.24 7.58
8.97 7.24 8.10
6.91 5.76 6.33
5.06 4.89 497
3.56 4.12 3.84
2.86 3.18 3.02
1.99 2.20 2.09
1.31 1.06 1.19
100.00  100.00 _ 100.00

% of AADT In Hour
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Wednesday
North South  Average
Hours
1 0.70 0.55 0.63
2 0.37 0.33 0.35
3 0.23 0.19 0.21
4 0.13 0.11 0.12
5 0.17 0.16 0.17
6 0.32 0.44 0.38
7 1.17 1.80 1.49
8 3.45 5.06 4.26
9 5.70 6.74 6.22
10 5.35 5.66 5.51
11 5.84 5.97 5.91
12 7.23 6.69 6.96
13 8.26 7.54 7.90
14 7.20 7.82 7.51
15 7.07 7.48 7.27
16 7.56 717 7.37
17 7.82 7.28 7.55
18 8.87 7.41 8.14
19 6.94 5.76 6.35
20 512 4.81 4.96
21 3.75 4.04 3.90
22 3.14 3.33 3.24
23 2.14 2.36 2.25
24 1.40 1.26 1.33
100.00 100.00 100.00
Hourly Distribution of AADT
Wednesday
10
8t

3271 /

2 4}

5

®* 37 fx

24 i
1 -\Q&r'kl
0 . . ; v ; L : .
012345678 9101112131415161718192021222324

Hours of Day
--w- Urban Default Pattemn (Texas) «=w== Traffic Count Pattern (Florida)

- % - Rural Default Pattemn (Texas)
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Hours

OO ~NOOAAELWN-~

10

12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

North

0.81
0.41
0.27
0.14
0.18
0.29
1.14
3.48
5.41
5.37
5.84
7.08
8.05
7.26
7156
7.57
7.86
8.72
6.86
5.18
3.82
3.16
2.37
1.55
100.00

Thursday
South

0.66
0.37
0.24
0.12
0.17
0.44
1.79
4.96
6.67
5.56
6.05
6.59
7.55
7.80
7.40
7.24
7.31
7.33
5.75
4.79
4.12
3.34
2.36
1.34

100.00

Average

0.73
0.39
0.25
0.13
0.18
0.36
1.46
4.22
6.04
547
5.95
6.83
7.80
7.53
7.27
7.41
7.58
8.02
6.30
4.98
3.97
3.25
2.37
1.44

100.00

% of AADT In Hour
O =2~ N W RO ~NOOOWO

-

Hourly Distribution of AADT

Thursday

- Urban Default Patter (Texas) === Traffic Count Pattem (Florida)

Hours of Day

- x - Rura! Defauit Pattem (Texas)

01234567 89101112131415161718192021222324

170



171

0000+ | 0060894 {00'00L [00°0£99L J00'00L [00°0LESL [00°00L [00°c09+i JooooL |oo'6Sevl [o000L fo0'Z9eri [00°004 |0O'@bitt [00°00L |[00'%LISH

veT 00¥6€  [86'1 ooeze |86} oo'voe  [L02 00¥6Z [0LC 00662 [02C 00°9LE 802 00°L0€ |i¥T 00°€.€ 2
752 00'8sy [€92C 00'.ey  [29% 0020V |26¢C 00z |88¢C 000Ly |62 00°92¥ 112 0080y |[10°€ 00°SG¥ €2
STt 00'9¥S  |96C 00't6v |90°€ 000 [z1€ 00'e9y  |6¥€ 0086y |.iS°€ 00°€lS e 00216 |[vi¢e 00695 2
L€ 00ce9  [eoe 00409 [€L€ 00%.S [z26€ 00T.S [6Ty 00t 1Ty 00%09 [60'% 00'€09 [6LF 00°€€9 1z
¥E'S 00868 |zZ6V 00618 |iv'S 00'Le8  |2PS 0026L |SLS 00028 |16 00261 6Z'S 00viL  |iES 00°208 0z
$8'9 00'0SLL {860 00'L9LL 099 00¥101L [eS9 00¥S6  |09°9 00146 [ 1G5°9 00°EV6 ¥2'9 00'¥66 |€¥'9 00216 6L
X 00'€eSl [€€6 00'1SSL [60'6 00268l [116 00'LEEL |2l8 00'€vZL [168 00082l |80°6 00'6eEL |66 00°ZG€EL 8l
¥e'8 00Zo¥l foL8 00'/5¢EL 162 oosizL 62 0065LL [21'8 00'8GLL [ZL'8 00991l [00°8 00081L [S87Z 009811 Im
96/, 00042 |2¥'2 00zZvzl [19°2 0069L1 |292 ooeLLl [ieL 00'ev0l |91 00820l |2¥'Z 00¥60L [162 00°GELL 91
9l 00¥02L |[€1L°L 00G8LL 802 008801 [€0'Z 002201 |89 00v.6 [£99 00'186 6.9 001004 |0G'L 00vELL Sl
£9°9 008vLL |[€69 00'€SLL |60 006801 |02 0ozeol [669 00966 |¥2°2 000¥01L |+6°9 oo¥zoL [9.'9 002201 vl
00'8 oos¥el 608 00'svelL [20°8 AR ER 00vLLL [€8L 00zt Jo62 00GELL [2L8 0086LL (492 00°'#S11 £l
Ay} 0086LL [10Z oog9LL {erL 009601 |69 00€l0L |89 00296 129 00216 ¥1'9 00¥66 |859 00'G66 zl
I 00266 |1LG 00656 [S9°G 00898 [26S 00908 [o¥'S 006.2 |ovs 008 6.°G 00¥S8 |69'G 00'098 Ll
20°G 00'€¥8  [eeS 00¥88 [S¥'S 00'2¢8 [61S 0085, 816G 00'6€L 22§ 00052 £E'S 0098. 906 00°G9L oL
6P 00228 |26 0028 oz 0066. |26 0002 [g€1'S 00zeL  |68°F 00°€0L L0 006eL |v0'S 00°19. 6
80°€ 0021S [sz€ 00 LY  [€z€ 00’96y [vve 00€0S |Z1€ 002y [vi€ 001Gy |86 00'6EY [00°€ 00°¥G¥ 8
660 00291 [e1t o088t |01 00691 [9z'L R E 00991 [€0') 00'8YL oL'L 00291 |960 00°GPL z
0£0 00'1S 820 00y ze0 00'6t 0£0 00v¥ LE0 00'¥¥ 0 00'6€ ze0 00'LY 820 002y 9
¥1°0 00'¥%2 91’0 0092 610 0062 110 00'GC 810 00'G2 610 00'8¢2 810 0092 220 00'€€ S
ZLo 0012 ¥1°0 00°eZ ¥1°0 0022 ¥1'0 00'Le 110 00'¥2 610 0012 110 0062 S0 0022 ¥
620 008V 6Z0 00°LY 920 00°0¥ G20 00°2€ 0€'0 00'et 620 001t 820 00°L¥ 0£0 00°9% €
or'o 0089 0v'0 00°19 8c0 00°'8S Se0 00'LS v o 0009 o 0009 S¥0 0049 0 0029 Z
120 00021 [9/0 0092l [¥20 00'vLL  [€L0 0090L [9.0 00601 [€60 00°€El S8'0 00'sZt  |[88°0 00'€EL ]
1avio%| [uen] [iavio%| TueAl [iavio%| [ueAl Jiravio%| TusAl [Laviow| TueAl [ravio%w| TusAl [ravioos| TueAl jiavio%| TusAl [sinon

Jaquuiadag JOQUIBAON 19q0J00 hmnEm“Qmm ﬁ:m:( 32. aung >NS_
HLHON ‘NOILO3NIA Avaidd




172

00'00L }00°2509L |00°00L |00°996SL J00'00L |00'6L8YL |00°00L [00°GOZPL [00°00L [OO'ZEL¥E [0O°00OL [00°080%+ [00°00L JOO'8SLYL [00°00L |00°06i¥L

0zC oovse [c81 0066 [11'1 00292 |81 0069z [vie 00€oe  [L¥e 00°0¥€ GL'e 00'G0e  [8LC 00°0L€ vz
10 00€6¥ [26C 0028 joL€ 0009 |60°€ 00'6Ey  [82°€ 00v9y [8i€ 00'8t¥ 10°€ 00'¥ey |60°€ 00°8EY €2
8y 00'85S [9G°€ 00895 [se€ 000,65 |29€ 00226 s8¢ 00v¥s [ 16°€ 00°1SS 1.e 0oczs [eee 00°85S zZ
60°¥ 00,69 [8L¥ 00299 {oi'v 00,09 [zZtv 00665 [€5°F 000¥9 | I5¥ 00°€¥9 6v ¥ 009€9 |8tV 00°9€9 1z
Y6t 00'¢6. |06 0028s [sos 008y, |86% 00'20L |[€£6S 00es.  |ies 00'8¥L AN 00'se. |90 00°8LL 0z
65°G 00268 [i.G 00216 |9l 00es8  [09G 006 066 00vE8 |G6'G 00'8¢€8 099°'G 00208 [99'G 00°zZ€e8 6l
9e'.L 002811 |62 0096LL [91°Z 00'190+ [¥2°2 008201 |€LL 002001 [¥S2 00190} [824 000601 |¥L'L 00°8601 )
8¥'L 00'10ZL [622 00v9LL |9g'L 001604 [¥2'2 006201 |€€2 00960l |82 006201 [€22 00¥20L [00°L 00°£66 m
€L 00'il9LL [107Z 006LLL [S2'Z 006204 [202 00¥001 |[189 00€96 [€29 00°2¥6 ZL9 00166 |veL 00°£201 gL
Vel 006/LL |2£2 008911 {962 00'tZLE [9gL 009¥0L 1172 00S00L [1ZZ 00GL0L [vo2Z 0066 |259 00'G26 Gl
692 00'¥€2L [99°2 00'€zZZL |ov'L 00960} [09°2 006201 |8¥2 00250k |¥G6Z 00290l |[8SZ 00'€L0L |22 00°/601 vi
il 002vLL [SEZ 00vLLL [svZ 00v0LL [22°2 00'9zoL [i¥2 009501 |0EL 008201 [z2€L 00°2€01 [G0°Z 00°0001 €l
60°L ooectt [129 00'L20L {¥b'9 00656 |09 00606 |€29 00188 [1£9 00988 0.9 006¥6 |1€9 00°968 Zl
G8'G 0066 [28°G 00826 [99°G 00'6€8 [29°G 0066, [€5S 0018, |9GG 00°€8. 69°S 00608 |19°G 00°'¥08 1L
A 00'128 [ees 00198  [2£S 0068L [vZ'S 00vyL [ssS 0068, [81'S 00°0€L 8'c 0092, [8L°G 00°GEL oL
91’9 00686 |/29 0000t 929 00826 [G59 000c6 [109 006¥8 | 009 00°Gv8 Gl'9 0018 [€29 00'¥88 6
TR 0002L [LLY 0018L  [1l¥ 00869 [€LG 0062, |0S¥ 009e9 [Gi¥ 00°G85 R 00¥L9 [0SV 00'6€9 )
61 006€C  [2L} 00siz [i81 00892 [18'} 0099z {z2i'1 00'tve  |19°1 00'6€2 VLl 00°.¥C  ]09'L 00°L22 .
9¥'0 00'v. 8Y'0 00°/2 9¥0 0089 6¥0 0069 1¥'0 00'9S 9t°0 00'LS 620 00'SS cro 00'6S 9
10 00'8l L0 002 2z o 00°€E 8L'0 00'SZ 610 00°22 610 00'12 910 00'€C 810 0062 S
¥1°0 00'€C IN) 0002 210 00°8L €10 00'61 L0 00V SL0 0012 910 0022 910 00'€2 ¥
GZ0 00°0% 620 00°9Y 120 00°0¥ €20 00°ee SZ'0 00°Ge 820 00°0% or'0 00°2S 6v°0 00'69 €
Se0 00°4G £€°0 00°€S 9¢’0 00°€S 8€°0 00t ov'0 00'4S o 0065 050 0012 850 00°€8 2z
$6°0 0098 8G°0 0026 160 009, 95'0 0062 290 00'/8 9.0 00°201 £8°0 00°ZLL  [9L0 00'80} L
1avio%| (ueal liavio%| [ueal fiavio%| TueAl [1avio%| [USAl |1Gvi0%| [ueAl [1avio%| [UeAl |1avio%| [UeAl [1avi0%| MeAl | sinon

Jaquiada( JaQUIBAON 123qo3o0 ._mnEmuamw um:mq._( >_:—. aunp >NS_
HLNOS :NOILD3Ha AvarRyd




% of AADT In Hour
O =2 N WaHh OO ~N®OO

-

Friday
North South  Average
Hours
1 0.79 0.64 0.72
2 0.41 0.42 0.41
3 0.28 0.31 0.29
4 0.15 0.15 0.15
5 0.18 0.17 0.17
6 0.30 043 0.37
7 1.09 1.70 1.40
8 3.16 457 3.87
9 5.09 6.20 5.65
10 5.22 5.35 5.28
11 5.61 5.68 5.65
12 6.88 6.53 6.70
13 7.90 7.29 7.60
14 6.98 7.58 7.28
15 7.04 7.18 7.1
16 7.46 7.01 7.23
17 8.05 7.28 7.67
18 9.04 7.37 8.20
19 6.66 5.75 6.21
20 5.36 5.09 5.22
21 3.98 433 4.15
22 3.34 3.74 3.54
23 2.81 3.10 2.96
24 2.14 2.07 2.1
100.00  100.00  100.00
Hourly Distribution of AADT

Friday

012345678 9101112131415161718192021222324
Hours of Day

--a-- Urban Default Pattern (Texas) === Traffic Count Pattem (Florida)

- x - Rural Default Pattern (Texas)
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% of AADT In Hour
O a2 N WHLELOOMN®®OO

-

Saturday
North South  Average
Hours
1 1.80 1.50 1.65
2 1.10 1.00 1.05
3 0.71 0.65 0.68
4 0.38 0.28 0.33
5 0.27 0.23 0.25
6 0.30 0.42 0.36
7 0.69 1.11 0.90
8 1.80 2.25 2.03
9 3.88 3.53 3.70
10 495 5.00 4,98
11 6.00 6.12 6.06
12 7.26 7.28 7.27
13 7.56 7.28 742
14 7.22 7.29 7.25
15 6.96 7.18 7.07
16 7.09 7.06 7.08
17 7.52 6.90 7.21
18 6.95 6.56 6.76
19 6.61 6.48 6.54
20 6.22 5.87 6.05
21 4.65 4.88 477
22 3.81 443 412
23 342 3.91 3.66
24 2.76 2.7 2.74
100.00 100.00  100.00
Hourly Distribution of AADT
Saturday

TX e ¥

‘,_._'__'w...é_‘ -
o . . N

-m- Urban Default Pattern (Texas) =wews Traffic Count Pattemn (Florida)

Hours of Day

- % - Rural Default Pattern (Texas)

012345678 9101112131415161718192021222324
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APPENDIX D

QUEWZ MODEL OUTPUTS






INPUT DATA SUMMARY: ROAD USER COST OUTPUT PAGE 1 OF 3
Run # 1 - a (Inbound - Urban - AADT) QUEWZ-92

TOTAL NUMBER OF LANES
INBOUND
OUTBOUND

NUMBER OF OPEN LANES
INBOUND
OUTBOUND

LENGTH OF WORK ZONE

INBOUND CAPACITY
NORMAL
RESTRICTED
WORKING HOURS

TRAFFIC PARAMETERS:

PARAMETERS TO CALCULATE
HOURLY TRAFFIC VOLUMES
DAY OF WEEK
MONTH
DISTRICT
LOCATION
AADT (THOUS.)

PERCENTAGE TRUCK

SCHEDULE OF WORK ACTIVITY:

LANE CLOSURE CONFIGURATION:

10.00 MILES

4000. (VPH)
1800. (VPH)
1515. (VPH)

WEDNESDAY

OCTOBER

99

URBAN IN
20.0

HOURS OF RESTRICTED CAPACITY

BEGINNING
ENDING

HOURS OF WORK ZONE ACTIVITY

BEGINNING
ENDING

178



SUMMARY OF ADDITIONAL ROAD USER COSTS
Run # 1 - a (Inbound - Urban - AADT)

179

PAGE 2 OF 3
QUEWZ-92

ADDITIONAL ROAD USER COSTS ($)

INBOUND

OUTBOUND

10-11

11-12

12-13

13-14

14-15

15-16

16-17

17-18

18-19

19-20

20-21

21-22

269.
102.
42.
37.
38.
39.
43.
48.
61.
82.
82.

39.

269.
102.
42.
37.
38.
39.
43.
48.
61.
82.
82.

39.

NOTE: LANE CLOSURE ONLY IN INBOUND DIRECTION



SUMMARY OF TRAFFIC CONDITIONS -
Run # 1 - a (Inbound - Urban - AADT)

APPROACH
VOLUME
(VPH)

CAPACITY
(VPH)

INBOUND DIRECTION

APPROACH
SPEED
(MPH)

WORK ZONE
SPEED
(MPH)

180

PAGE 3 OF 3
QUEWZ-92

QUEUE
LENGTH
(MILES)

11-12
12-13
13-14
14-15
15-16
16-17
17-18
18-19
19-20
20-21

21-22

1009.

752.

563.

540.

545.

551.

567.

588.

638.

703.

701.

547.

1515.
1515.
1515.
1515.
1515.
»1515.
1515.
1515.
1515.
1515.
1515.

1515.

56.

57.

58.

58.

58.

58.

58.

58.

58.

57.

57.

58.

50.

52.

54.

55.

55.

54.

54.

54.

54.

53.

53.

55.
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INPUT DATA SUMMARY: ROAD USER COST OQUTPUT PAGE 1 OF 23
Run # 2 - a (Inbound - Rural - AADT) QUEWZ-92

LANE CLOSURE CONFIGURATION:
TOTAL NUMBER OF LANES
INBOUND 2
OUTBOUND 2

NUMBER OF OPEN LANES

INBOUND 1
OUTBOUND 2
LENGTH OF WORK ZONE 10.00 MILES

INBOUND CAPACITY

NORMAL 4000. (VPH)
RESTRICTED 1800. (VPH)
WORKING HOURS 1515. (VPH)

TRAFFIC PARAMETERS:

PARAMETERS TO CALCULATE
HOURLY TRAFFIC VOLUMES

DAY OF WEEK WEDNESDAY
MONTH OCTOBER
DISTRICT 99
LOCATION RURAL IN
AADT (THOUS.) 20.0
PERCENTAGE TRUCK 8.

SCHEDULE OF WORK ACTIVITY:

HOURS OF RESTRICTED CAPACITY
BEGINNING 7
ENDING 19

HOURS OF WORK ZONE ACTIVITY
BEGINNING 7
ENDING 19
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SUMMARY OF ADDITIONAL ROAD USER COSTS PAGE 2 OF 3
Run # 2 - a (Inbound - Rural - AADT) QUEWZ-92

ADDITIONAL ROAD USER COSTS ($§)

HOUR INBOUND OUTBOUND TOTAL
0- 1 0. 0 0
1- 2 0. 0 0
2- 3 0. 0 0
3- 4 0. 0 0
4- 5 0. 0 0
5- 6 0. () 0
6- 7 0. 0 0
7- 8 16. 0 16
8- 9 22. 0 22
9-10 33 0 33
10-11 38. 0. 38.
11-12 43. 0. 43.
12-13 39, 0. 39.
13-14 40. 0. 40.
14-15 42, 0. 42.
15-16 ‘47. 0. 47.
16-17 44, 0. 44.
17-18 36. 0. 36.
18-19 21. 0. 21.
19-20 0. 0. 0.
20-21 0. 0. 0.
21-22 0. 0. 0.
22-23 0 0 0
23-24 0 0 0
toa. P 0. s23.

NOTE: LANE CLOSURE ONLY IN INBOUND DIRECTION
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SUMMARY OF TRAFFIC CONDITIONS -- INBOUND DIRECTION PAGE 3 OF 3
Run # 2 - a (Inbound - Rural - AADT) QUEWZ-92
HOUR  APDROACH  CAPACITY  APPROACH  WORK ZONE QUEUE

VOLUME (VPH) SPEED SPEED LENGTH
(VPH) (MPH) (MPH) (MILES)

0- 1

1- 2

2- 3

3- 4

4- 5

5- 6

6- 7

7- 8 401. 1515. 58. 56. 0.0

8- 9 445, 1515. 58. 56. 0.0

9-10 518. 1515. 58. 55. 0.0
10-11 546. 1515. 58. 55. 0.0
11-12 567. 1515. 58. 54. 0.0
12-13 550. 1515. 58. 55. 0.0
13-14 555. 1515. 58. 54. 0.0
14-15 564. 1515. 58. 54. 0.0
15-16 584. 1515. 58. 54. 0.0
16-17 573. 1515. 58. 54. 0.0
17-18 533. 1515. 58. 55. 0.0
18-19 443, 1515. 58. 56. 0.0
19-20

20-21

21-22

22-23
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INPUT DATA SUMMARY: ROAD USER COST OUTPUT PAGE 1 OF 3
Run # 3 - a (Outbound - Urban - AADT) QUEWZ-92

LANE CLOSURE CONFIGURATION:
TOTAL NUMBER OF LANES
INBOUND
OUTBOUND

NUMBER OF OPEN LANES

.00 MILES

(VPH)
(VPH)
(VPH)

INBOUND 2
OUTBOUND i
LENGTH OF WORK ZONE 10

OUTBOUND CAPACITY
NORMAL 4000.
RESTRICTED 1800.
WORKING HOURS 1515.

TRAFFIC PARAMETERS:

PARAMETERS TO CALCULATE

HOURLY TRAFFIC VOLUMES
DAY OF WEEK WEDNESDAY
MONTH OCTOBER
DISTRICT 99
LOCATION URBAN IN
AADT (THOUS.) 20.

PERCENTAGE TRUCK

SCHEDULE OF WORK ACTIVITY:

HOURS OF RESTRICTED CAPACITY
BEGINNING 7
ENDING 19

HOURS OF WORK ZONE ACTIVITY
BEGINNING 7
ENDING 19
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SUMMARY OF ADDITIONAL ROAD USER COSTS ’ PAGE 2 OF 3
Run # 3 - a (Outbound - Urban - AADT) QUEWZ-92

ADDITIONAL ROAD USER COSTS (§)

HOUR INBOUND OUTBOUND TOTAL
0- 1 0. 0 0
1- 2 0. 0 0
2- 3 0. 0 0
3- 4 0. 0 0
4- s 0. 0 0
5- 6 0. 0 0
6- 7 0. 0 0
7- 8 0 63 63
8- 9 0 38 38
9-10 0. 30 30
10-11 0. 30. 30.
11-12 0. 38. 38.
12-13 0. 39. 39.
13-14 0. 43. 43.
14-15 0. 54. 54.
15-16 0. 101. 101.
16-17 0. 236. 236.
17-18 0. 269. 269.
18-19 0. 80. 80.
19-20 0. 0. 0.
20-21 0. 0. 0.
21-22 0. 0. 0.
22-23 0 0 0
23-24 0 0 0
o o. 21, 1021.

NOTE: LANE CLOSURE ONLY IN OUTBOUND DIRECTION
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SUMMARY OF TRAFFIC CONDITIONS -- QOUTBOUND DIRECTION PAGE 3 OF 3
Run # 3 - a (Qutbound - Urban - AADT) QUEWZ-92
HOUR APPROACH  CAPACITY  APPROACH  WORK ZONE  QUEUE

VOLUME (VPH) SPEED SPEED LENGTH
(VPH) {MPH) (MPH) (MILES)

0- 1

1- 2

2- 3

3- 4

4- 5

5- 6

6- 7

7- 8 645. 1515. 58. 54. 0.0
8- 9 544, 1515. 58. 55. 0.0
9-10 499, 1515. 58. 55. 0.0
10-11 498. 1515. 58. 55. 0.0
11-12 545. 1515. 58. 55. 0.0
12-13 551. 1515. 58. 54. 0.0
13-14 567. 1515. 58. 54. 0.0
14-15 612. ~ 1515. 58. 54. 0.0
15-16 750. 1515. 57. 53. 0.0
16-17 g71. 1515. 56. 50. 0.0
17-18 1009. 1515. 56. 50. 0.0
18-19 697. 1515. 57. 53. 0.0
19-ZQ

20-21
21-22

22-23
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INPUT DATA SUMMARY: ROAD USER COST OUTPUT PAGE 1 OF 3
Run # 4 - a (Outbound - Rural - AADT) QUEWZ-92
LANE CLOSURE CONFIGURATION:
TOTAL NUMBER OF LANES
INBOUND 2
OUTBOUND 2
NUMBER OF OPEN LANES
INBOUND 2
OUTBOUND 1
LENGTH OF WORK ZONE 10.00 MILES
OUTBOUND CAPACITY
NORMAL 4000. (VPH)
RESTRICTED 1800. (VPH)
WORKING HOURS 1515. (VPH)
TRAFFIC PARAMETERS:
PARAMETERS TO CALCULATE
HOURLY TRAFFIC VOLUMES
DAY OF WEEK WEDNESDAY
MONTH OCTOBER
DISTRICT 99
LOCATION RURAL IN
AADT (THOUS.) 20.0
PERCENTAGE TRUCK 8.
SCHEDULE OF WORK ACTIVITY:
HOURS OF RESTRICTED CAPACITY
BEGINNING : 7
ENDING 19
HOURS OF WORK ZONE ACTIVITY
BEGINNING 7
ENDING 19
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SUMMARY OF ADDITIONAL ROAD USER COSTS PAGE 2 OF 3
Run # 4 - a (Outbound - Rural - AADT) QUEWZ-92

ADDITIONAL ROAD USER COSTS ($)

HOUR INBOUND OUTBOUND TOTAL
0-1 0. 0 0
1- 2 0. 0 0
2- 3 0. 0 0
3- 4 0. 0 0
4- 5 0. 0 0
5- 6 0. 0 0
6- 7 0. 0 0
7- 8 0. 9 9
8- 9 0 14 14
9-10 0. 24 24
10-11 0. 31. 31.
11-12 0. 38. 38.
12-13 0. 39. 39.
13-14 0. 40. 40.
14-15 0. 42. 42.
15-16 0. 47. 47.
16-17 0. 56. 56.
17-18 0. 51. 51.
18-19 0. 30. 30.
19-20 0. 0. 0.
20-21 0. 0. 0.
21-22 0. 0. 0.
22-23 0 0 0
23-24 0 0 0
roa. 0. 21 w21,

NOTE: LANE CLOSURE ONLY IN OUTBOUND DIRECTION
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SUMMARY OF TRAFFIC CONDITIONS -- QUTBOUND DIRECTION PAGE 3 OF 3
Run # 4 - a (Outbound - Rural - AADT) QUEWZ-92
HOUR  APPROACH  CAPACITY  APPROACH  WORK ZONE QUEUE

VOLUME (VPH) SPEED SPEED LENGTH
(VPH) (MPH) (MPH) (MILES)

0- 1

1- 2

2- 3

3- 4

4- 5

5- 6

6- 7

7- 8 315. 1515. 59. 57. 0.0

8- 9 379. 1515. 59. 56. 0.0

9-10 460. 1515. 58. 5S. 0.0
10-11 504. 1515. 58. 55. 0.0
11-12 545. 1515. 58. 55. 0.0
12-13 550. 1515. 58. 55. 0.0
13-14 555. 1515. 58. 54. 0.0
14-15 564. | 1515. 58. 54. 0.0
15-16 584. 1515. 58. 54. 0.0
16-17 621. 1515. 58. 54. 0.0
17-18 601. 1515. 58. 54. 0.0
18-19 499. 1515. 58. 55. 0.0
19-20

20-21

21-22

22-23
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INPUT DATA SUMMARY: ROAD USER COST OUTPUT PAGE 1 OF 4
Run # 5 - a (Inbound and OQutbound - Urban - AADT) QUEWZ-92

LANE CLOSURE CONFIGURATION:
TOTAL NUMBER OF LANES
INBOUND 2
OUTBOUND 2

NUMBER OF OPEN LANES

INBOUND 1
OUTBOUND 1
LENGTH OF WORK ZONE 10.00 MILES

INBOUND CAPACITY

NORMAL 4000. (VPH)
RESTRICTED 1800. (VPH)
WORKING HOURS 1515. (VPH)

OUTBOUND CAPACITY

NORMAL 4000. (VPH)
RESTRICTED 1800. (VPH)
WORKING HOURS 1515. (VPH)

TRAFFIC PARAMETERS:

PARAMETERS TO CALCULATE
HOURLY TRAFFIC VOLUMES

DAY OF WEEK WEDNESDAY
MONTH OCTOBER
DISTRICT 99
LOCATION URBAN IN
AADT (THOUS.) 20.0
PERCENTAGE TRUCK 8.

SCHEDULE OF WORK ACTIVITY:

HOURS OF RESTRICTED CAPACITY
BEGINNING 7
ENDING 19

HOURS OF WORK ZONE ACTIVITY
BEGINNING 7
ENDING 19
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SUMMARY OF ADDITIONAL ROAD USER COSTS PAGE 2 OF 4
Run # 5 - a (Inbound and Outbound - Urban - AADT) QUEWZ-92

ADDITIONAL ROAD USER COSTS (%)

HOUR INBOUND OUTBOUND TOTAL
0- 1

1- 2

2- 3

3- 4

4- 5

5- 6

6- 7

7- 8 269. 63. 332.
8- 9 102. 38. 140.
9-10 42. 30 72
10-11 37. 30. 67.
11-12 38. 38. 76.
12-13 39, 39. 79.
13-14 43. 43. 86.
14-15 48. 54. 102.
15-16 >61. 101. 162.
16-17 82. 236. 318.
17-18 82. 269, 350.
18-19 39. 80. 119.
19-20
20-21
21-22

22-23

23-24
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SUMMARY OF TRAFFIC CONDITIONS -- INBOUND DIRECTION PAGE 3 OF 4
Run # 5 - a (Inbound and Outbound - Urban - AADT) QUEWZ-92
HOUR  APPROACH  CAPACITY  APPROACH  WORK ZONE  QUEUE
VOLUME (VPH) SPEED SPEED LENGTH
(VPH) (MPH) (MPH) (MILES)

0- 1

1- 2

2- 3

3- 4

4- 5

5- 6

6~ 7

7- 8 1009. 1515. 56. 50. 0.0
8- 9 752. 1515. 57. 52. 0.0
9-10 . 563. 1515, 58. 54. 0.0
10-11 540. 1515. 58. 55. 0.0
11-12 545. 1515. 58. 55. 0.0
12-13 551. 1515. 58. 54. 0.0
13-14 567. 1515. 58. 54. 0.0
14-15 588. © 1515. 58. 54. 0.0
15-16 638. 1515. 58. 54. 0.0
16-17 703. 1515. 57. 53. 0.0
17-18 701. 1515. 57. 53. 0.0
18-19 547. 1515. 58. 55. 0.0
19-20
20-21
21-22
22-23
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SUMMARY OF TRAFFIC CONDITIONS -- OUTBOUND DIRECTION PAGE 4 OF 4
Run # 5 - a (Inbound and Outbound - Urban - AADT) QUEWZ-92
HOUR  APPROACH  CAPACITY  APPROACH  WORK ZONE QUEUE
VOLUME (VPH) SPEED SPEED LENGTH
(VPH) (MPH) (MPH) (MILES)

0- 1

1- 2

2- 3

3- 4

4- 5

5- 6

6- 7

7- 8 645. 1515. 58. 54. 0.0
8- 9 544. 1515, 58. 55. 0.0
9-10 499. 1515. 58, 55, 0.0
10-11 498. 1515. 58. 55, 0.0
11-12 545, 1515. 58. 55, 0.0
12-13 551. 1515. 58. 54. 0.0
13-14 567. 1515. 58. 54. 0.0
14-15 612. - 1515. 58. 54. 0.0
15-16 750. 1515. 57. 53. 0.0
16-17 971. 1515. 56. 50. 0.0
17-18 1009. 1515. 56. 50. 0.0
18-19 697. 1515. 57. 53. 0.0
19-20
20-2i
21-22

22-23
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INPUT DATA SUMMARY: ROAD USER COST OUTPUT PAGE 1 OF 4
Run # 6 - a (Inbound and Outbound - Rural - AADT) QUEWZ-92

LANE CLOSURE CONFIGURATION:
TOTAL NUMBER OF LANES
INBOUND 2
OUTBOUND 2

NUMBER OF OPEN LANES

INBOUND 1
OUTBOUND 1
LENGTH OF WORK ZONE 10.00 MILES

INBOUND CAPACITY

NORMAL 4000. (VPH)
RESTRICTED 1800. (VPH)
WORKING HOURS 1515. (VPH)

OUTBOUND CAPACITY

NORMAL 4000. (VPH)
RESTRICTED 1800. (VPH)
WORKING HOURS 1515. (VPH)

TRAFFIC PARAMETERS:

PARAMETERS TO CALCULATE
HOURLY TRAFFIC VOLUMES

DAY OF WEEK WEDNESDAY
MONTH OCTOBER
DISTRICT 99
LOCATION RURAL IN
AADT (THOUS.) 20.0
PERCENTAGE TRUCK ' 8.

SCHEDULE OF WORK ACTIVITY:

HOURS OF RESTRICTED CAPACITY
BEGINNING 7
ENDING 19

HOURS OF WORK ZONE ACTIVITY
BEGINNING 7
ENDING 19



SUMMARY OF ADDITIONAL ROAD USER COSTS

Run # 6 - a (Inbound and Outbound - Rural - AADT)

ADDITIONAL ROAD USER COSTS ($)

INBOUND

OUTBOUND

195

PAGE 2 OF 4
QUEWZ-92

10-11

11-12

12-13

13-14

14-15

15-16

16-17

17-18

18-19

19-20

20-21

16.
22.
33.
38.
43.
39.
40.
42.
47.
44.
36.

21.

14.

24,

31.

38.

39.

40.

42.

47.

56.

51.

30.

25.

36.

57.

69.

81.

79.

81.

85.

94 .

101.

87.

51.



SUMMARY OF TRAFFIC CONDITIONS -
Run # 6 - a (Inbound and Outbound - Rural - AADT)

APPROACH
VOLUME
(VPH)

CAPACITY
(VPH)

INBOUND DIRECTION

APPROACH
SPEED
(MPH)

WORK ZONE
SPEED
(MPH)
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PAGE 3 OF 4
QUEWZ-92

QUEUE
LENGTH
(MILES)

12-13
13-14
14-15
15-16
16-17
17-18
18-19
19-20
20-21

21-22

401.

445,

518.

546.

567.

550.

555.

564.

584.

573.

533.

443.

1515.

1515.

1515.

1515.

1515.

1515.

1515.

1515.

1515.

1515.

1515.

1515.

58.

58.

58.

58.

58.

58.

58.

58.

58.

58.

58.

58.

56.

56.

55.

55.

54.

55.

54.

54.

54.

54.

55.

56.
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SUMMARY OF TRAFFIC CONDITIONS -- OUTBOUND DIRECTION PAGE 4 OF 4
Run # 6 - a (Inbound and Outbound - Rural - AADT) QUEWZ-92
HOUR  APPROACH  CAPACITY  APPROACH  WORK ZONE  QUEUE
VOLUME (VPH) SPEED SPEED LENGTH
(VPH) (MPH) (MPH) (MILES)

0- 1

1- 2

2- 3

3- 4

4- 5

5- 6

6- 7

7- 8 315. 1515. 59. 57. 0.0
8- 9 379. 1515. 59. 56. 0.0
9-10 460. 1515. 58. 55. 0.0
10-11 504. 1515. 58. 55. 0.0
11-12 545. 1515. 58. 55. 0.0
12-13 550. 1515. 58. 55. 0.0
13-14 555. 1515. 58. 54. 0.0
14-15 564. - 1515. 58. 54. 0.0
15-16 584. 1515. 58. 54. 0.0
16-17 621. 1515. 58. 54. 0.0
17-18 601. 1515. 58. 54. 0.0
18-19 499. 1515. 58. 55. 0.0
19-20
20-21

21-22

22-23
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INPUT DATA SUMMARY: ROAD USER COST OUTPUT PAGE 1 OF 3
Run # 7 - a (Inbound - Hourly Volumes) QUEWZ-92

LANE CLOSURE CONFIGURATION:

TOTAL NUMBER OF LANES
INBOUND
OUTBOUND

NUMBER OF OPEN LANES
INBOUND
OUTBOUND

LENGTH OF WORK ZONE
INBOUND CAPACITY
NORMAL
RESTRICTED
WORKING HOURS
TRAFFIC PARAMETERS:
PERCENTAGE TRUCK
SCHEDULE OF WORK ACTIVITY:
HOURS OF RESTRICTED CAPACITY
BEGINNING
ENDING
HOURS OF WORK ZONE ACTIVITY

BEGINNING
ENDING

10

4000.
1800.
1515.

.00 MILES

(VPH)
(VPH)
(VPH)



SUMMARY OF ADDITIONAL ROAD USER COSTS
Run # 7 - a (Inbound - Hourly Volumes)

199

PAGE 2 OF 3
QUEWZ-92

ADDITIONAL ROAD USER COSTS ($)

INBOUND

OUTBOUND

11-12

12-13

13-14

14-15

15-16

16-17

17-18

18-19

11.

44.

36.

47.

90.

138.

89.

84 .

104.

116.

174.

79.

11.

44 .

36.

47.

90.

138.

89.

84.

104.

116.

174.

79.

NOTE: LANE CLOSURE ONLY IN INBOUND DIRECTION



SUMMARY OF TRAFFIC CONDITIONS --
Run # 7 - a (Inbound - Hourly Volumes)

APPROACH
VOLUME
(VPH)

CAPACITY
(VPH)

INBOUND DIRECTION

APPROACH
SPEED
(MPH)

WORK ZONE
SPEED
(MPH)
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PAGE 3 OF 3
QUEWZ-92

QUEUE
LENGTH
(MILES)

10-11

11-12

12-13

13-14

14-15

15-16

16-17

17-18

18-19

19-20

20-21

21-22

345,

570.

535.

584.

723.

826.

720.

707.

756.

782.

887.

694.

1515.

1515.

1515.

1515.

1515.

1515.

1515.

1515.

1515.

1515.

1515.

1515.

59.

58.

58.

58.

57.

57.

57.

57.

57.

57.

57.

57.

57.

54.

55.

54.

53.

52.

53.

53.

52.

52.

51.

53.



INPUT DATA SUMMARY: ROAD USER COST OUTPUT
(Outbound - Hourly Volumes)

Run # 8 - a

201

PAGE 1 OF 3
QUEWZ-92

LANE CLOSURE CONFIGURATION:

TOTAL NUMBER OF LANES
INBOUND
OUTBOUND

NUMBER OF OPEN LANES
INBOUND
OUTBOUND

LENGTH OF WORK ZONE
OUTBOUND CAPACITY
NORMAL
RESTRICTED
WORKING HOURS
TRAFFIC PARAMETERS:
PERCENTAGE TRUCK
SCHEDULE OF WORK ACTIVITY:
HOURS OF RESTRICTED CAPACITY
BEGINNING
ENDING
HOURS OF WORK ZONE ACTIVITY

BEGINNING
ENDING

10

4000.
1800.
1515.

.00 MILES

(VPH)
(VPH)
(VPH)



SUMMARY OF ADDITIONAL ROAD USER COSTS
Run # 8 - a (Qutbound - Hourly Volumes)
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PAGE 2 OF 3
QUEWZ-92

ADDITIONAL ROAD USER COSTS ($)

INBOUND

OUTBOUND

10-11

11-12

12-13

13-14

14-15

15-16

16-17

17-18

18-19

19-20

20-21

21-22

31.

72.

43,

50.

71.

103.

116.

100.

88.

92.

97.

45.

31.

72.

43.

50.

71.

103.

100.

88.

92.

97.

45,

NOTE: LANE CLOSURE ONLY IN OUTBOUND DIRECTION



SUMMARY OF TRAFFIC CONDITIONS

Run # 8 - a (Outbound - Hourly Volumes)

APPROACH
VOLUME
(VPH)

CAPACITY
(VPH)

APPROACH
SPEED
(MPH)

-- OUTBOUND DIRECTION

WORK ZONE
SPEED
(MPH)
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PAGE 3 OF 3
QUEWZ-92

QUEUE
LENGTH
(MILES)

10-11
11-12
12-13
13-14
14-15
15-16
16-17
17-18
18-19
19-2Q
20-21

21-22

506.

674.

566.

595.

669.

754.

782.

748.

717.

728,

741.

576.

1515.

1515.

1515.

1515.

1515.

1515.

1515.

1515.

1515.

1515.

1515.

1515.

58.

57.

58.

58.

57.

57.

57.

57.

57.

57.

57.

58.

55.

53.

54.

54.

53.

52.

52.

53.

53.

53.

53.

54.
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INPUT DATA SUMMARY: ROAD USER COST OUTPUT PAGE 1 OF 4
Run # 9 - a (Inbound and Outbound - Hourly Volumes) QUEWZ-92

LANE CLOSURE CONFIGURATION:
TOTAL NUMBER OF LANES
INBOUND 2
OUTBOUND 2

NUMBER OF OPEN LANES

INBOUND 1
OUTBOUND 1
LENGTH OF WORK ZONE 10.00 MILES

INBOUND CAPACITY

NORMAL 4000. (VPH)
RESTRICTED 1800. (VPH)
WORKING HOURS 1515. (VPH)

OUTBOUND CAPACITY

NORMAL 4000. (VPH)
RESTRICTED 1800. (VPH)
WORKING HOURS 1515. (VPH)

TRAFFIC PARAMETERS:

PERCENTAGE TRUCK 8.

SCHEDULE OF WORK ACTIVITY:

HOURS OF RESTRICTED CAPACITY
BEGINNING 7
ENDING 19

HOURS OF WORK ZONE ACTIVITY
BEGINNING 7
ENDING 19
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SUMMARY OF ADDITIONAL ROAD USER COSTS PAGE 2 OF 4
Run # 9 - a (Inbound and Outbound - Hourly Volumes) QUEWZ-92

ADDITIONAL ROAD USER COSTS ($)

HOUR INBOUND OUTBOUND TOTAL
0- 1

1- 2

2- 3

3- 4

4- 5

5- 6

6- 7

7- 8 11. 31 42
8- 9 44. 72. 116.
9-10 36. 43 79
10-11 47. 50. 97.
11-12 90. 71. 161.
12-13 ' 138. 103. 241,
13-14 89. 116. 204.
14-15 84. 100. 184.
15-16 104 . 88. 191.
16-17 116. 92. 208.
17-18 174. 97. 272.
18-19 79. 45. 124.
19-20

20-21

21-22

22-23

23-24
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SUMMARY OF TRAFFIC CONDITIONS -- INBOUND DIRECTION PAGE 3 OF 4
Run # 9 - a (Inbound and Outbound - Hourly Volumes) QUEWZ-92
HOUR APPROACH  CAPACITY  APPROACH  WORK ZONE  QUEUE

VOLUME (VPH) SPEED SPEED LENGTH
(VPH) (MPH) (MPH) (MILES)

0- 1

1- 2

2- 3

3- 4

4- 5

5- 6

6- 17

7- 8 345. 1515. 59. 57. 0.0

8- 9 570. 1515. 58. 54. 0.0
9-10 535. 1515. 58. 55. 0.0
10-11 584. 1515. 58. 54. 0.0
11-12 723. 1515. 57. 53. 0.0
12-13 826. 1515. 57. 52. 0.0
13-14 720. 1515. 57. 53. 0.0
14-15 707. - 1515. 57. 53. 0.0
15-16 756. 1515. 57. 52. 0.0
16-17 782. 1515. 57. s2. 0.0
17-18 887. 1515. 57. 51. 0.0
18-19 694. 1515. 57. 53. 0.0
19-20
20-Zi
21-22

22-23



SUMMARY OF TRAFFIC CONDITIONS

-- OUTBOUND DIRECTION

Run # 9 - a (Inbound and Outbound - Hourly Volumes)

APPROACH
VOLUME
(VPH)

CAPACITY
(VPH)

APPROACH
SPEED
(MPH)

WORK ZONE
SPEED
(MPH)

207

PAGE 4 OF 4
QUEWZ-92

QUEUE
LENGTH
(MILES)

10-11

11-12

12-13

13-14

14-15

15-16

16-17

17-18

506.

674.

566.

597.

669.

754.

782.

748.

717.

728.

741.

576.

1515.

1515.

1515.

1515.

1515.

1515.

1515.

1515.

1515.

1515.

1515.

1515.

58.

57.

58.

58.

57.

57.

57.

57.

57.

57.

57.

58.

55.

53.

54.

54.

53.

52.

52.

53.

53.

53.

53.

54.



INPUT DATA SUMMARY: LANE CLOSURE SCHEDULE OUTPUT
Run # 1 - b (Inbound - Urban - AADT)

LANE CLOSURE CONFIGURATION:

TOTAL NUMBER OF LANES
INBOUND
OUTBOUND

NUMBER OF OPEN LANES
INBOUND
OUTBOUND

LENGTH OF WORK ZONE

INBOUND CAPACITY
NORMAL
WORKING HOURS
1 OF 2 LANES CLOSED

TRAFFIC PARAMETERS:

PARAMETERS TO CALCULATE
HOURLY TRAFFIC VOLUMES
DAY OF WEEK
MONTH
DISTRICT
LOCATION
AADT (THOUS.)

PERCENTAGE TRUCK

10.00 MILES

4000.

1515.

WEDNESDAY

OCTOBER

99

URBAN IN
20.0

(VPH)

(VPH)

208
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ACCEPTABLE LANE CLOSURE SCHEDULES -- INBOUND DIRECTION PAGE 2 OF 2
Run # 1 - b (Inbound - Urban - AADT) QUEWZ-92
FOR WORK 1 OF 2 LANES
STARTING MAY BE
AT HOUR CLOSED UNTIL
HOUR*
e 24
1 24 #
2 24 #
3 24 #
4 24 #
5 24 #
6 24 #
7 24 #
8 24 #
9 24 #
10 24 #
11 24 #
12 24 #
13 24 #
14 24 #
15 24 #
16 24 #
17 24 #
18 24 &
19 24 #
20 24 #
21 24 #
22 24 #
23 24 #

* TF WORK CONTINUES BEYOND THIS HOUR, THE DELAY WILL EXCEED 20

MINUTES.
# HOUR OF THE DAY AFTER WORK STARTED



INPUT DATA SUMMARY: LANE CLOSURE SCHEDULE OUTPUT
Run # 2 - b (Inbound - Rural - AADT)

LANE CLOSURE CONFIGURATION:

TOTAL NUMBER OF LANES
INBOUND
OUTBOUND

NUMBER OF OPEN LANES
INBOUND
OUTBOUND

LENGTH OF WORK ZONE

INBOUND CAPACITY
NORMAL
WORKING HOURS
1 OF 2 LANES CLOSED

TRAFFIC PARAMETERS:

PARAMETERS TO CALCULATE
HOURLY TRAFFIC VOLUMES
DAY OF WEEK
MONTH
DISTRICT
LOCATION
AADT (THOUS.)

PERCENTAGE TRUCK

10.00 MILES

4000.

1515.

WEDNESDAY

OCTOBER

29

RURAL IN
20.0

(VPH)

(VPH)

210
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ACCEPTABLE LANE CLOSURE SCHEDULES -- INBOUND DIRECTION PAGE 2 OF 2
Run # 2 - b (Inbound - Rural - AADT) QUEWZ-92
FOR WORK 1 OF 2 LANES
STARTING MAY BE
AT HOUR CLOSED UNTIL
HOUR*
e 20 4
1 24 #
2 24 #
3 24 #
4 24 #
5 24 #
6 24 #
7 24 #
8 24 #
9 24 #
10 24 #
11 24 #
12 24 #
13 24 #
14 24 #
15 24 #
16 24 #
17 24 #
18 24 #
19 24 #
20 24 #
21 24 #
22 24 #
23 24 #

* TF WORK CONTINUES BEYOND THIS HOUR, THE DELAY WILL EXCEED 20

MINUTES.
# HOUR OF THE DAY AFTER WORK STARTED



INPUT DATA SUMMARY: LANE CLOSURE SCHEDULE OUTPUT
Run # 3 - b (Outbound - Urban - AADT)

LANE CLOSURE CONFIGURATION:

TOTAL NUMBER OF LANES
INBOUND
OUTBOUND

NUMBER OF OPEN LANES
INBOUND
OUTBOUND

LENGTH OF WORK ZONE

OUTBOUND CAPACITY
NORMAL
WORKING HOURS
1 OF 2 LANES CLOSED

TRAFFIC PARAMETERS:

PARAMETERS TO CALCULATE
HOURLY TRAFFIC VOLUMES
DAY OF WEEK
MONTH
DISTRICT
LOCATION
AADT (THOUS.)

PERCENTAGE TRUCK

N

10.00 MILES

4000.

1515.

WEDNESDAY

OCTOBER

99

URBAN IN
20.0

(VPH)

(VPH)

212
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ACCEPTABLE LANE CLOSURE SCHEDULES -- OQUTBOUND DIRECTION PAGE 2 OF 2

Run # 3 - b (Outbound - Urban - AADT) QUEWZ-92
FOR WORK 1 OF 2 LANES
STARTING MAY BE
AT HOUR CLOSED UNTIL
HOUR*
e 2 %
1 24 #
2 24 #
3 24 #
4 24 #
5 24 #
6 24 #
7 24 #
8 24 #
9 24
10 24 #
11 24 #
12 24 #
13 24 #
14 24 #
15 24 #
16 24 #
17 24 #
18 24 #
19 24 #
20 24 #
21 24 #
22 24 #
23 24 #

* IF WORK CONTINUES BEYOND THIS HOUR, THE DELAY WILL EXCEED 20

MINUTES.
# HOUR OF THE DAY AFTER WORK STARTED



INPUT DATA SUMMARY: LANE CLOSURE SCHEDULE OUTPUT
Run # 4 - b (Outbound - Rural - AADT)

LANE CLOSURE CONFIGURATION:

TOTAL NUMBER OF LANES
INBOUND
OUTBOUND

NUMBER OF OPEN LANES
INBOUND
OUTBOUND

LENGTH OF WORK ZONE

OUTBOUND CAPACITY
NORMAL
WORKING HOURS
1 OF 2 LANES CLOSED

TRAFFIC PARAMETERS:

PARAMETERS TO CALCULATE
HOURLY TRAFFIC VOLUMES
DAY OF WEEK
MONTH
DISTRICT
LOCATION
AADT (THOUS.)

PERCENTAGE TRUCK

10.00 MILES

4000.

1515.

WEDNESDAY

OCTOBER

99

RURAL IN
20.0

(VPH)

(VPH)

214
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ACCEPTABLE LANE CLOSURE SCHEDULES -- OUTBOUND DIRECTION ©PAGE 2 OF 2

Run # 4 - b (Outbound - Rural - AADT) QUEWZ-92
FOR WORK 1 OF 2 LANES
STARTING MAY BE
AT HOUR CLOSED UNTIL
HOUR*
e 24 8
1 24 #
2 24 ¢
3 24
4 24 #
5 24 §
6 24 #
7 24 #
8 24 #
9 24 #
10 24 #
11 24 #
12 24 #
13 24 #
14 24 #
15 24 #
16 24 §#
17 24 #
18 24 §
19 24 #
20 24 4
21 24 #
22 24 #
23 24 #

* IF WORK CONTINUES BEYOND THIS HOUR, THE DELAY WILL EXCEED 20

MINUTES.
# HOUR OF THE DAY AFTER WORK STARTED



INPUT DATA SUMMARY: LANE CLOSURE SCHEDULE OUTPUT
Run # 5 - b (Inbound and Outbound - Urban - AADT)

LANE CLOSURE CONFIGURATION:

TOTAL NUMBER OF LANES
INBOUND
OUTBOUND

NUMBER OF OPEN LANES
INBOUND
OUTBOUND

LENGTH OF WORK ZONE

INBOUND CAPACITY
NORMAL
WORKING HOURS
1 OF 2 LANES CLOSED

OUTBOUND CAPACITY
NORMAL
WORKING HOURS
1 OF 2 LANES CLOSED

TRAFFIC PARAMETERS:

PARAMETERS TO CALCULATE
HOURLY TRAFFIC VOLUMES
DAY OF WEEK
MONTH
DISTRICT
LOCATION
AADT (THOUS.)

PERCENTAGE TRUCK

10.00 MILES

4000.

1515.

4000.

1515.

WEDNESDAY

OCTOBER

99

UREAN IN
20.0

(VPH)

{VPH)

(VPH)

(VPH)

216
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ACCEPTABLE LANE CLOSURE SCHEDULES -- INBOUND DIRECTION PAGE 2 OF 3
Run # 5 - b (Inbound and Outbound - Urban - AADT) QUEWZ-92
FOR WORK 1 OF 2 LANES
STARTING MAY BE
AT HOUR CLOSED UNTIL
HOUR*
e 24 4
1 24 #
2 24 #
3 24 #
4 24 #
5 24 #
6 24 #
7 24 #
8 24 #
9 24 #
10 24
11 24 #
12 24 #
13 24
14 24 &
15 24 #
16 24 #
17 24 #
18 24 #
19 24 #
20 24 #
21 24 #
22 24 #
23 24 #

* IF WORK CONTINUES BEYOND THIS HOUR, THE DELAY WILL EXCEED 20

MINUTES.
# HOUR OF THE DAY AFTER WORK STARTED
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ACCEPTABLE LANE CLOSURE SCHEDULES -- QUTBOUND DIRECTION PAGE 3 OF 3

Run # 5 - b (Inbound and Outbound - Urban - AADT) QUEWZ-92
FOR WORK 1 OF 2 LANES
STARTING MAY BE
AT HOUR CLOSED UNTIL
HOUR*
e 20 4
1 24 #
2 24 #
3 24 #
4 24 #
5 24 #
6 24 #
7 24 #
8 24 &
9 24 #
10 24 #
11 24 #
12 24 #
13 24 &
14 24 #
15 24 #
16 24 #
17 24 #
18 24 #
19 24 #
26 24 #
21 24 #
22 24 #
23 24 #

* IF WORK CONTINUES BEYOND THIS HOUR, THE DELAY WILL EXCEED 20

MINUTES.
# HOUR OF THE DAY AFTER WORK STARTED



INPUT DATA SUMMARY: LANE CLOSURE SCHEDULE OQUTPUT
Run # 6 - b (Inbound and Outbound - Rural - AADT)

LANE CLOSURE CONFIGURATION:

TOTAL NUMBER OF LANES
INBOUND
OUTBOUND

NUMBER OF OPEN LANES
INBOUND
OUTBOUND

LENGTH OF WORK ZONE

INBOUND CAPACITY
NORMAL
WORKING HOURS
1 OF 2 LANES CLOSED

OUTBOUND CAPACITY
NORMAL
WORKING HOURS
1 OF 2 LANES CLOSED

TRAFFIC PARAMETERS:

PARAMETERS TO CALCULATE
HOURLY TRAFFIC VOLUMES
DAY OF WEEK
MONTH
DISTRICT
LOCATION
AADT (THOUS.)

PERCENTAGE TRUCK

10.00 MILES

4000.

1515.

4000.

1515.

WEDNESDAY

OCTOBER

29

RURAL IN
20.0

(VPH)

(VPH)

(VPH)

(VPH)

219
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ACCEPTABLE LANE CLOSURE SCHEDULES -- INBOUND DIRECTION PAGE 2 OF 3
Run # 6 - b (Inbound and Outbound - Rural - AADT) QUEWZ-92
FOR WORK 1 OF 2 LANES
STARTING MAY BE
AT HOUR CLOSED UNTIL
HOUR~*
e 20
1 24 #
2 24 #
3 24 #
4 24 #
5 24 #
6 24 #
7 24 #
8 24 &
9 24 #
10 24 #
11 24 #
12 24 #
13 24 #
14 24 #
15 24 #
16 24 #
17 24 #
18 24 #
19 24 #
20 24 #
21 24 #
22 24 #
23 24 #

* IF WORK CONTINUES BEYOND THIS HOUR, THE DELAY WILL EXCEED 20

MINUTES.
# HOUR OF THE DAY AFTER WORK STARTED
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ACCEPTABLE LANE CLOSURE SCHEDULES -- QUTBOUND DIRECTION PAGE 3 OF 3

Run # 6 - b (Inbound and Outbound - Rural - AADT) QUEWZ-92
FOR WORK 1 OF 2 LANES
STARTING MAY BE
AT HOUR CLOSED UNTIL
HOUR*
e 20
1 24 #
2 24 #
3 24 #
4 24 §
5 24 #
6 24 #
7 24 #
8 24 #
9 24 #
10 24 #
11 24 #
12 24 #
13 24 #
14 24 #
15 24 #
16 24 #
17 24 #
18 24 #
19 24 #
20 24 #
21 24 #
22 24 #
23 24 #

* ITF WORK CONTINUES BEYOND THIS HOUR, THE DELAY WILL EXCEED 20

MINUTES.
# HOUR OF THE DAY AFTER WORK STARTED



INPUT DATA SUMMARY: LANE CLOSURE SCHEDULE OUTPUT
Run # 7 - b (Inbound - Hourly Volumes)

LANE CLOSURE CONFIGURATION:

TOTAL NUMBER OF LANES
INBOUND
OUTBOUND

NUMBER OF OPEN LANES
INBOUND
OUTBOUND
LENGTH OF WORK ZONE
INBOUND CAPACITY
NORMAL
WORKING HOURS
1 OF 2 LANES CLOSED
TRAFFIC PARAMETERS:

PERCENTAGE TRUCK

o

10.00 MILES

4000. (VPH)

1515. (VPH)

222
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ACCEPTABLE LANE CLOSURE SCHEDULES -- INBOUND DIRECTION PAGE 2 OF 2
Run # 7 - b (Inbound - Hourly Volumes) QUEWZ-92
FOR WORK 1 OF 2 LANES
STARTING MAY BE
AT HOUR CLOSED UNTIL
HOUR*
e 20 8
1 24 #
2 24 #
3 24 #
4 24 ¢
5 24 #
6 24 #
7 24 #
8 24 #
9 24 #
10 24 #
11 24 #
12 24 §
13 24 #
14 24 #
15 24 #
16 24 #
17 24 #
18 24 #
13 24 #
20 24 #
21 24 #
22 24 #
23 24 #

* IF WORK CONTINUES BEYOND THIS HOUR, THE DELAY WILL EXCEED 20

MINUTES.
# HOUR OF THE DAY AFTER WORK STARTED



INPUT DATA SUMMARY: LANE CLOSURE SCHEDULE OUTPUT
Run # 8 - b (Outbound - Hourly Volumes)

LANE CLOSURE CONFIGURATION:

TOTAL NUMBER OF LANES
INBOUND
OUTBOUND

NUMBER OF OPEN LANES
INBOUND
OUTBOUND
LENGTH OF WORK ZONE
OUTBOUND CAPACITY
NORMAL
WORKING HOURS
1 OF 2 LANES CLOSED
TRAFFIC PARAMETERS:

PERCENTAGE TRUCK

N

10.00 MILES

4000. (VPH)

1515. (VPH)

224
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ACCEPTABLE LANE CLOSURE SCHEDULES -- OUTBOUND DIRECTION PAGE 2 OF 2

Run # 8 - b (Outbound - Hourly Volumes) QUEWZ-92
FOR WORK 1 OF 2 LANES
STARTING MAY BE
AT HOUR CLOSED UNTIL
HOUR*
e 24
1 24 #
2 24 #
3 24 &
4 24 §
5 24 #
6 24 #
7 24 #
8 24 #
9 24 #
10 24 #
11 24 #
12 24 #
13 24 #
14 24 #
15 24 #
16 24 #
17 24 #
18 24 #
1? 24
20 24 §
21 24 #
22 24 #
23 24 #

* IF WORK CONTINUES BEYOND THIS HOUR, THE DELAY WILL EXCEED 20

MINUTES.
# HOUR OF THE DAY AFTER WORK STARTED



INPUT DATA SUMMARY: LANE CLOSURE SCHEDULE OUTPUT
Run # 9 - b (Inbound and Outbound - Hourly Volumes)

LANE CLOSURE CONFIGURATION:

TOTAL NUMBER OF LANES
INBOUND
OUTBOUND

NUMBER OF OPEN LANES
INBOUND
OUTBOUND

LENGTH OF WORK ZONE

INBOUND CAPACITY
NORMAL
WORKING HOURS
1 OF 2 LANES CLOSED

OUTBOUND CAPACITY
NORMAL
WORKING HOURS
1 OF 2 LANES CLOSED
TRAFFIC PARAMETERS:

PERCENTAGE TRUCK

10

4000.

1515.

4000.

1515.

.00 MILES

(VPH)

(VPH)

(VPH)

(VPH)

226
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ACCEPTABLE LANE CLOSURE SCHEDULES -- INBOUND DIRECTION PAGE 2 OF 3
Run # 9 - b (Inbound and Outbound - Hourly Volumes) QUEWZ-92
FOR WORK 1 OF 2 LANES
STARTING MAY BE
AT HOUR CLOSED UNTIL
HOUR*
e 24 %
1 24 #
2 24 #
3 24 #
4 24 #
5 24 #
6 24 #
7 24 #
8 24 #
9 24 #
10 24 #
11 24 #
12 24 #
13 24 #
14 24 #
15 24 #
16 24 #
17 24 #
18 24
19 24 #
20 24 #
21 24 #
22 24 #
23 24 #

* IF WORK CONTINUES BEYOND THIS HOUR, THE DELAY WILL EXCEED 20

MINUTES.
# HOUR OF THE DAY AFTER WORK STARTED
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ACCEPTABLE LANE CLOSURE SCHEDULES -- QUTBOUND DIRECTION PAGE 3 OF 3

Run # 9 - b (Inbound and Outbound - Hourly Volumes) QUEWZ-92
FOR WORK 1 OF 2 LANES
STARTING MAY BE
AT HOUR CLOSED UNTIL
HOUR*
e 20 4
1 24 #
2 24 #
3 24 #
4 24
5 24 #
6 24 #
7 24 #
8 24 #
9 24 #
10 24 #
11 24 #
12 24 #
13 24 #
14 24 #
15 24 #
16 24 #
17 24
18 24 #
19 24 ¢
20 24 #
21 24 #
22 24 #
23 24

* IF WORK CONTINUES BEYOND THIS HOUR, THE DELAY WILL EXCEED 20

MINUTES.
# HOUR OF THE DAY AFTER WORK STARTED
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L.DKIDA TRAFFIC CRASH REPORT
2 LONG FORM T SHORT FORM

0
. MAIL 70: DEPT. OF HIGHWAY SAFETY & MOTOR VEHICLES
2 TRAFFIC CRASH RECORDS
£ 8 TALLAHASSEE, FLORIDA 32399-0500 .
,g P DATE OF CRASH TIME OF CRASH TIME OFFICER NOTIFIED TIME OFFICER ARRIVED INVEST. AGENCY REPORT NUMBER | HSMV CRASH REPORT NUMBER
-— c ~
28| IS o [Tew (o (o [ (o 50505016
g ﬁ 8 COUNTY / CITY CODE Feet or Miles N s E w CITY OR TOWN {Check i in City or Town) | COUNTY
g .
8| |3 (3 0100 [
"Q'_o(;; oI [ATNODENO. or FEET/ MILES  FROM NODE NO. NEXT NODE NO.| NO. OF LANES ' OVIDED ON STREET, ROAD OR HIGHWAY
[OIY 3]
€al| |E [ 2[] D 2 unovoep]
= | AT INTERSECTION OF or FEET / MILES N S E W OF INTERSECTION OF
' 1 2
DRIVER ! Phantom YEAR MAKE TYPE | USE | VEH. LICENSE NUMBER| STATE[ VEHICLE IDENTIFICATION NUMBER POINT OF IMPACT |
ACTION 2 Hit & Run D 1 CRALE
e
| TRAILEA OR TOWED VEHICLE TRAILER TYPE }\ LA
S 18 Undercamagel
. INFORMATION ¥ 190vemm
- e - 20 Windshisid
c VEHICLE TRAVELING w T ON Al Est MPH| Posted Speed | EST. VEHICLE DAMAGE 1 Disabiing EST. TRAILER DAMAGE | 21 Fire
t N 2 Functionaf 2 Trailer
. D D $ 3 No Damage $
i C = "
o INSURANCE CCMPANY {LIABILITY OR PIP) . POLICY NUMBER VEHICLE REMOVED BY: 1 Tow Retation Ust 3 Driver
915 2 Tow Owner's Reguest 4 Other
nic .
g OWNER'S FULL NAME (Check if Oriver) CURRENT ADDRESS (Number and Strest) CITY AND STATE P CODE
1 OWNER'S FULL NAME (Trailer or Towed Vehicle) CURRENT ADDRESS (Number 2nd Strest) CITY AND STATE P Oz
c DRIVER (Exactly as on Driver License) / Pegestrian CURRENT ADDRESS (Number and Street) arrs Sh’TE’I 2P CO0E DATE OF BIRTH
‘“ .
-g DRIVER LICENSE NUMBER STATE] o ReQ. | BAC TEST 3 Urine RESULTS | AL/DRUG{ PHYS. DEF.] HRES — | RACE SEX INJ. S. EQUIP.| EJECT.
o TYPE ENO.1 1 Blood 4 Relused
K 2 Brealh 5 Nons _ wl . |
HAZARDOUS MATZRIALS 1 Yss 2 No PLACARDED 1Yes 2N RECOMMEND 1 Yes 2No It YES Explainin | DRIVER'S PHONE NO.
BEING TRANSFZATED RE-EXAM Narrative
(1 1 (1 [ 1 ] ( )
PASSENGER'S NAME {Additionar 2a Continuation Page} ) CURRENT ADDRESS CITY & STATE/ 2P AGE [ LOC. | INJ. | S.EQUIP| EJECT.
- ___ ||
DAIVER ! Phantom YEAR MAKE TYPE | USE | VEH. UCENSE NUMBER| STATE{ VEHICLE IDENTIFICATION NUMBER POINT OF IMPACT
2 Hit & Run . 2§3falsiett cras
ACTION ¢ =
3NIA . AREA OF
g | TAILER OR TOWED VEHICLE TRAILER TYPE ! @( !, DAMAGE
> INFORMATION winpiziahely 19 Oveum
2 20 Windshield
c VEHICLE, THAVE;,ING ON Al Est. MPH | Posted Speea | EST. VEHICLE DAMAGE 1 Disanling EST. TRAILER CAMAGE | 21 Fire
t N w 2 Funchonal 22 Traller
. D D D $ 3 No Damage s
I » INSURANCE COMPANY {LIABILITY OR PiP) POUICY NUMBER VEHICLE REMOVED BY: 1 Tow Rotaton Lis 3 Driver
° L 2 Tow Owner's Request 4 Other
nice
g OWNER'S FULL NAME Check if Driver) CURRENT ADDRESS (Number ang Street) CITY AND STATE 2P COoE
2 OWNER'S FULL NAME (Traiier or Towed Vehicte) CURRENT ADDRESS (Number 2na Street) CITY AND STATE P coce
| DRIVER (Exacty as on Driver License) / Pedestnan CURRENT ADDRESS (Number and Street) CITY & STATE / ZIP CODE DATE OF BIRTH
1.a
% | DAIVER LICENSE NUMBER STATE| D REG. | BAC TEST 3 Unne RESULTS | AL/DRUG| PHYS. DEF.| RES RACE SEX INJ. S. EQUIP.| EJECT.
b= TYPE ENO.1 | Blood 4 Refused
a : l 2 Breath 5 None | % '
HAZARDOUS MATERIALS 1 Yss 2 No PLACARDED tYes 2No RECOMMEND 1 Yes 2No  If YES, Explainin | ORIVER'S PHONE NO.
BEING TRANSPORTED D D D D RE-EXAM D D Narrative
( )
PASSENGER'S NAME {Addibonal on Continuation Page) CURRENT ADDRESS CITY & STATE/ 2P AGE | LOC. | INJ. | S EQUIP} EJECT.
VERTLE TVeE VEAILE L<E TBALER TYPE SESDENCE {Driver Onlvl PHVSICAT DEF, ALCOHOL T DAUG USE TOCATION
01 Automocne 01 Private Transponaton | 01 Singte Sems Traier] 1 County of Crash 1 No Detects Known 1 Not Dnnxing or Using Drugs | {In Vehiclad |
.| 02 Passonger Van 02 Commercial Passengers 02 Tandem Sem 2 Elsewhere m State 2 Eyesight Datect 2 Alcohel - Under Intlusnce 1 Front Left
| 03 Piexuprught Truek 03 Commercral Cargo Tratlents) 3 Non-Resident of State 3 Faugue / Asleep 3 Drugs - Undex influance 2 Front Canter
(=] (2 100 tres) 04 Pyblc Transponation 03 Tan Trader 4 Forecn 5 Unknown 4 Heanng Oefect 4 Alcohot & Drugs - Under influence| 3 Front Rrgm
| C4 Madium Trucx o e Sresi | 05 Public Schoot Bus 04 Sacdie Mount! OLTYFE RACE S liiness 5 Had Been Drinking 4 Aew Lett
D] o5 Heavy Trusk 06 Privaie Schoot Bus Flatbeg 6 Seizure, Epilepsy, Blackout § Pending BAC Test Result § Rear Certer
Bl fomwtonn | SaSial T | o 132070 | 1o | S TAc
Truek Trazzor (L. Law Er Uulty T u s TSE Y :
2 [74 u:«cor N:n“:'(ﬁ:;m ] ﬁre/R:s:;c: ment 876 #&I‘SYG I!r‘:x.lerr § E/Cpertator 3 Hispanc 'N‘iU:Y SEVERITY s"‘FEJY ‘EOEIPME"T IN USE B Qus Passanger
1 08 Bus 16 Military 08 Pole Tradar 6 E/Oper-Rest 4 Other 2 p::,b. 2 srang.nul Shouider Harmess 9 Other
@] 09 Scyce 11 Qther Government 03 Towed Venicte 7 None 3 Nondnca ; 3 Child Resvaint EJECTED
G| 10 Motoreyzie 77 Other 77 Other i m"“”m fating A s —
8 :5 mﬂ v REQUIRED ENT! SEeX $§ Fatal {Within 90 Days) 5 Satety Heimet 2 Yes
12 S Venae ENDORSEMENTS 1 Male 5 Non-Trathe Fatality & Eye Protection 3 Paral
7 Ctner tYes 2No 3NR{ 2Femaie
HSMV 9003 (1/95: §
9:\;&__1__ o Pages

230



‘
L]

1 Phantom YEAR MAKE TYPE | USE | VEH.LICENSE NUMBER| STATE{ VEHICLE IDENTIFICATION NUMBER . POINT OF IMPACT
e e [ - JALLELELEL crae
s Jl17[s ATACE
g| TRALER on TOWED VEHIE TRAILER TYPE ( |3 owwuce
. | L
> INFORMATION ) e Wizl nno Dy 19 Overtun
¢ TVEHICLE TRAVELING : oN A E5L M| Posted Speed | EST. VEHICLE DAMAGE 1 Disabing EST, TRAKER DAVAGE] 22 w“““"“
t N W 2 Functional 2& Trater
L] [1 s © 3 NoDumage s
ol o INSURANCE COMPANY (LIABILITY OR PIP) POUCY NUMBER VEMICLE REMOVED BY: 1 Tow Rotation List 3 Oriver
n “:3 2 Tow Owner's Request & Other
g OWNER'S FULL NAME {Check if Driver) CURRENT ADORESS (Number and Street) CITY AND STATE 2P CODE
3 QWNER'S FULL NAME (Traller or Towed Vehrcle) CURRENT ADORESS (Number and Street) CITY AND STATE JP CO0E
= ORIVER (Exactly as on Driver License) / Pedestrian CURRENT ADDAESS (Number and Street) CITY & STATE { 2P CQODE DATE OF BIRTH
S .
8 ORIVER LICENSE NUMBER STATE} & REQ. | BAC TEST 3 Unne RESULTS [ AL/DRUG{ PHYS. DEF.] RES RACE SEX INJ. S. EQUIP.| EJECT..
© TYPE ENO- | 1 Blood 4 Refused :
& . . 2 Breath 5 None . " l
HAZARDOUS MATERIALS 1 Yes 2 No PLACARDED 1Yes 2No RECOMMEND 1 Yes 2 No I YES. Expiann | DRIVER'S PHONE NO.
BEING TRANSPORTED D D RE-EXAM Narratve
: ( )
PASSENGER'S NAME {Additionai on Continuauon Page) CURRENT ADDRESS CITY & STATE/ZIP AGE | LOC. INJ. , S. EQUIP| EJECT.
4 PROPERTY DAMAGED - OTHER THAN VEFICLES EST. AMOUNT | OWNER'S NAME 'ADGRESS ; Y STAIE 2P
1 $ .
¥ PROPERTY DAMAGED - OTHER THAN VEHICLES EST. AMOUNT OWNER'S NAME ADORESS ary STATE P
2 3
CONTRIBUTING CAUSES - DRIVER/ PED. VEHICLE DEFECT VEHICLE MOVEMENT VEHICLE SPECIAL FUNCTIONS
01 No Improper Driving/ Action 1 2 3 01 No Defects 1 2 k] 01 Straight 1 None 1 2 3
02 Careless Driving 02 Def. Brakes 02 Slow'gl S!opoedlSlaJled 2 Fam
(3 Failed to Yield Right-of-Way 03 Worn / Smooth Tres 03 Making Left Tum 3 Police Pursuat
04 Improper Backing - 04 Delecuvellmpropev 04 Backing 4 Recreanonal {
05 Improper Lare Change 05 Making Right Tumn 11 Passing § Emergency Operation
06 Improper Turn l:] D D 05 PuncrurelBlam DD D 06 Changing Lanes 12 Driveriess o 6 Constructon / Mainenance
07 Aicohol-Under Influence 06 Steenng Mech. 07 Ememgluamg Parking Space Runaway Veh.
08 Orugs-Under Influence 07- Windshield Wipers 08 Properiy Parked All Other
09 Aleonol & Drugs-Under tnfluence 08 Empmeleehnde T7 Al Other (9 Improperty Parked (Exu!am in
10 Followed Too Closely Dalect in in Narretive) | 10 Making U-Tum Narrative}
B B 19 tmocpen Load LOCATION ON nvowu PEDESTRIAN ACTION LOCATION TYPE
13 Qisregarded Stop Sign 20 Disregarded Other 1 On Road 01 Crossng Not at Intersaction 07 Other Werx 1 2 3 .
14 Failed to Mantan Equip. / Vehicle Traffic Control 2Nd0nRoad 02 Crossing a1 Mid-block Crosswalk nhoad ¥ Primarty
15 improper Passing 21 Driving Wrmg Side/Way 03 Cressing af Intersection 08 StancingPlaying Business
16 Drove Lef of Center 22 Flesing Pofica 4 an 04 Walking Along Road With Traffic in Roag 2 Primandy
17 Exceeded Stated Speed Limit 23 Vebicla Modified 5 Tum Lane/ 05 Walking Along Foad Against Traffic 09 Stanaing i 77 A Other (Expian) Resientai
18 Obstructing Traffc 77 AR.Other (Explain) Salety Zone 06 Working on Vehele in Aoad Pocestran lsiand 83 Unicrown 3 Open Courry
FIRST / SUBSEQUENT HARMFUL EVENT ROAD SYSTEM IDENTIFIER LIGHTING CONDITION
01 Collision With MV in Transport (Rear-end) 15 Collision With Animal —=.29 MV flan Into CitctvCulvert | 01 Interstate 47 Foreet Aoag 01 Dayfight
92 Collision With MV in Transport (Head-on) 16 MV Hit SigniSign Post#™ 30 Pan Off Road Into Water | 02 US. 77 Al Other 02 Dusk
03 Collizon With MV in Transport (Angle) 17 MV Hit Uity PolefLight Pote < = 731 Ovetumed 03 State 03 Dawn
04 Cotlision With MV in Transport (Left Tun} 18 MV Hit Guardral ¢~ 32 Occupant Fell From Vehicle | 04 County 04 Dark (Street Light)
05 Collision With MV in Transport (Right Turn) 19 MV Hit Fence ~ 33 Tractor/Tradler Jackkniled 05 Local 05 Dark {No Sueet Light}
06 Collision With MV in Transport {Sideswipe) * 20 m m gonctew Barrier Walt 34 Fire 06 Turnpike/Tot 83 Unknown
07 Collision Yith MV in Transpont (Backed Into) 21 it Bridge/Pier/Abutment/Rail .- 35 Explasion
08 Collison With Parked Car ( ) 22 MV Hit Tree/Shrubbery . T7 Ali Other (Explain) ROAD SURFACE!CCNOITION | WEATHER ROAD SURFACE TYPE
09 Collision With MV on Other Roadway 23 Collision With Construction Barricade/Sign -
10 Cotision With Pedestran 24 Colision With Traffc Gate P8 %A % Qeu 81 Slag, Gravel Sone
11 Collision With Bicycle 25 Callision With Crash Attsnuators . — 4 82 Caucy B ek o
|12 g‘l:mon With Bicycle (Bike Lane) g Seh:m oﬂ‘ ?xed Object Above Road o WSHWG‘Y ot Fg‘g“ 04 Concrets
"] 13 Coliision With Moped i ixed Object — : ¢ g
14 Cason wah Tra® 28 Colision With Moveabls Object On Road 77 Al Other (Explain} 77 A Other (Expiam) | 05 Dirt 77 Al Other (Exotan)
. CONTRIBUTING CAUSES - TRAFFICWAY
CONTRIBUTING CAUSES - ROAD ENVIRONMENT TRAFFIC CONTROL SITE LOCATION CHARACTER
01 No Defects ’ 01 Vision Not Qbrscured 01 No Control 11 No Passing Zone{ 01 Not At Intersection/ RR X'ing/Bridge 1 Straight-Level
02 Obstruction With/ Without Warning 02 Inclement Weather 02 School Zone 77 All Other (Explain)] 02 At intersaction 2 Straight-Upgrace /
03 Road Uncer Repair / Construchon 03 Pasked/ Stopped Vehicle 03 Traffic Signat 03 Inft By! i Downgrade
04 Loose Surface Materiais 04 Trees/Crops/Bushes 04 Stop Sign 04 Driveway Access 3 Curve-Level
05 Shouiders - Solt/Low/ High 05 Load on Vehicle 05 Yield Sign. 05 Railroad Crossing 4 Curve-Upgrade/
06 Holes / Ruts / Unsale Pavec Edge 06 Buikding/ Fixed Object 06 Flashing Light 06 Bridge | Downgrace
07 Standing Water 07 Signs/ Billboards 07 Rairoad Signal 07 Entrance Ramp 11 Private Progerty | TYPE SHOULDER
08 Wom/Polished Road Surface 08 Fog 08 Qfficer / Guard/ Flagman 08 Exit Ramp 77 Al Cther TPaved
77 Al Other (Explain) 09 Smoke 09 Posted No U-Tum osmmgm Public {Explain) 2 Unpaved 3 Cutb
10 Glare 77 _All Other (Explain) 10 Special Soeed Zone 10 Parking Lot . Private
VIOLATOR FL STATUTE NUMBER - NAME CHARGE CITATION £
Page _g____ of ____ Pages
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FLORIDA TRAFFIC CRASH REPORT

[ CONTINUATION
MAIL TO: DEPT. OF HIGHWAY SAFETY & MOTOR VEHICLES

3 uPpATE
TRAFFIC CRASH RECORDS

TALLAHASSEE, FLORIDA 32399-0500

DO NOT WRITE IN THIS SPACE

COUNTYICITY CODE |  DATE OF CRASH INVEST. AGENCY REPORT NUMBER HSMV CRASH REPORT NUMBER
ORIVER ! Phatom YEAR MAKE TYPE | USE | VEH. LICENSE NUMBER| STATE| VEHICLE IDENTIFICATION NUMBER POINT OF IMPACT
ACTION 2 Ht & Run S RAKELILIpEIY:
3NJA AREA OF
|| TROULER O TOWED VERICLE TRAILER TYPE ! @@ s DAMAGE —
. INFORMATION . whaizhuhels 19 0wtum
20 Wk
c VEHICLE TRAVELING OoN [ Est. MPH] Posted Speed | EST. VEHICLE DAMAGE 1 Disabling EST. TRAILER DAMAGE | 21 Fire
t [Ij f] é 2 Functionl 2 Traiwe
i $ 3 No Damage $
o INSURANCE COMPANY (LIABILITY OR PIF) POUCY NUMBER VERICLE REMOVED BY: 1 Tow Rolation List 3 Driver
n i 2 Tow Qwner's Request 4 Other
OWNER'S FULL NAME (Check if Driver) CURRENT ADORESS (Number and Streer) CITY AND STATE TP CODE
OWNER'S FULL NAME (Traller or Towed Vehicia) CURRENT ADDRESS {Number and Streef) CITY AND STATE 7P CODE
ORIVER (Exactly as on Driver License) / Pedestrian CURRENT ADDRESS (Number and Street) - CITY & STATE / ZIP CODE DATE OF BIRTH _
DRIVER LICENSE NUMBER STATE| OL_ReQ. | BAC TEST 3 Urine RESULTS | AL/DRUG] PHYS. DEF.] RES RACE SEX WJ. | S. EQUIP.] EJECT,
TYPE B0 { Blood 4 Refused
| [z 8 5 tons % I
HAZARDOUS MATERIALS | Yes 2 No PLACARDED 1Yes 2No RECOMMEND 1 Yes 2MNo I YES, Explainin | DRIVER'S PHONE NO
BEING TRANSPORTED D D D . Narrative ]
: : { )
PASSENGER'S NAME (Addfional on Continuation Page) CURRENT ADDRESS CITY & STATE/ P AGE ] LOC. | INJ | S.EQUIP| EJECT.
. I — I
RIVER ! Phantom YEAR MAKE TYPE | USE | VEH. LICENSE NUMBER| STATE| VEHICLE IDENTIFICATION NUMBER POINT OF IMPACT
R 2 Fit & Aun 1§31 e[ S§887 cre
INIA ) @ 11]s AREAOF
| TRALER OR TOWED VEHICLE TRAILER TYPE DAMG%E -
. INFORMATION wlnaizinhes g%,,,m
c|  [VEHICLE TRAVELING ON Al Esl. MPH| Fosted Speed | EST. VEHICLE DAMAGE 1 Disabling EST. TRAILER DAMAGE | 21 Fire
Ieeialals 1N M
; D 1 $ 3 No Damage s
! INSURANCE COMPANY (LIABILITY OR PIF) POLICY NUMBER VEHICLE REMOVED BY: 1 Tow Rotation Uit 3 Driver
: 2 Tow Owner's Request 4 Other
OWNER'S FULL NAME (Check f Driver) CURRENT ADDRESS (Number and Street) CITY AND STATE 7P CODE
OWNER'S FULL NAME (Traler or Towed Vehicle) CURRENT ADDRESS (Number and Street) CITY AND STATE ZIP CODE
DRIVER (Exactly as on Driver License) / Pedestrian CURRENT ADDRESS (Number and Street) CITY & STATE / ZiP OODE DATE OF BIRTH
DRIVER LICENSE NUMBER STATE| oL_ Req. | BAC TEST 3 Urine RESULTS ] AL/DRUG] PHYS, DEF.| RES RACE SEX INJ. | 5. EQUIP.| EJECT.
TYPE EN0-| { Blood 4 Refused
| |28t 5 None % |
HAZARDOUS MATERIALS 1 Yes 2 No PLACARDED TYs 2N RECOMMEND 1 Yes 2 No I YES, Explanin | DRIVER'S PHONE NO.
BEING TRANSPORTED .| Narrative
{ )
PASSENGZR'S NAME [Addmonai on Conunuation Page) CURRENT ADDRESS CITY & STATE/ZP AGE ] LOC. | INJ. | 5. EQUIP] EJECT.
INVESTIGATCR - RANK AND SIGNATURE ID/BADGE NUMBER | OEPARTMENT P S0 CPD OTHER
HSMV 90004 (Rev. 1192) §
Page of Pages
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e o Pages
P PROPERTY DAMAGED - OTHER THAN VEHICLES EST. AMOUNT OWNER'S NAME ADDRESS ary STATE TP
1 3
¢ PROPERTY DAMAGED - OTHER THAN VEHICLES EST. AMOUNT OWNER'S NAME ADDRESS ary STATE P
12 $
¢ | PROPEATY DAMAGED - OTHER THAN VEHICLES EST. AMOUNT OWNER'S NAME ADDRESS ary STATE P
3 $
¥ PROPERTY DAMAGED - OTHER THAN VEHICLES EST. AMOUNT OWNER'S NAME ADDRESS (>12] STATE uP
4 $
CONTRIBUTING CAUSES - DRIVER/PED. VEHICLE DEFECT VEHICLE MOVEMENT VEHICLE SPECIAL FUNCTIONS {

01 No Improper Driving / Action | o1 NoDetects o o | 01 Straight Ahead 1 None — e |

02 Caretess Drivin 02 Def. Brakes 02 Siowing/ Stopped / Stalled 2 Farm o

03 Failed to Yield Rightof-Way D 03 Wom / Smooth Tires 03 Making Lett Tum 3 Polics Pursut

04 Improper Backing 04 Defective/ Improper 04 Backing 4 Recreational

05 Improper Lane Change Lights 05 Making Rogm Tum 11 Passing § Emergency Operation

06 impraper Tum D D 05 Puncturs / Biowout D D 06 Changing 12 Driveriess or 6 Construction/ Mainisnance

07 Alcohok-Under Influence 06 Steering Mech. o7 Entsnngllmng Parking Space  Runaway Veh.

08 Drugs-Under Influence 07 Windshieid Wipers Al Other 08 77 Al Other

0 Alcohal & Drugs-Under Influence 08 Equipment /Vehicle (Explain in Namative) | 09 Imptopeﬂy Pa:kad {Explain in

18 Followed TooTClow ect 10_Making U-Tum Narrative

11 Distegarded Tratfic Signal

bk ol N ey T

13 Disregarded Stop Sign isregarded 1 [ i —_—

14 Failed to Maintain Equip. / Vehicle Traffic Control 2 Not On Road 02 Crossing at Mid-block Crosswalk in Road

15 Improper Passing 21 Driving Wrong Side/Way | 3 Shoulider 03 Crossing at Intersaction Standing/Playing ] ]

16 Drove Left of Center 22 Flesing Police 4 Median 04 Walking Along Road With Traffic in Road

17 Exceeded Stated Speed Limt 23 Vehicle Modified 5 Tum Lane/ OSWﬂbngAlonngdAwTraﬂ: oeswngn 77 A Other (Expiain)

18 Obstructing Traffic T7 Al Other (Expiain) Safety Zone 06 Wosking on Vehicle in o U

sec. | pass. Additional Passengers / Narrative . iy

Pl ' | eassencen naMe ADDRESS CITY & STATE ] ae | toe | mi | Equp.| Ewc

ATTNESE - NAME ADCRESS CITY & STATE 2P

1 WAS INVESTIGATION ' Yes 2 No- Wnere? ISINVESTIGATION  © Yes 2 Nc-Why? | DATE OF REPORT PHOTOS 1. Yes 2-No 5-investganng Agency 4 Ofner

MADE AT SCENE? D E] COMPLETE? D D TAKEN? D D "

VIOLATOR FL STATUTE NUMBER NAME CHARGE CITATION #
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FLORIDA TRAFFIC CRASH REPORT ...

: DONOT W
NARRATIVE / DIAGRAM ; DO NOT WRITE IN THIS SPACE
MAIL TO: DEPT. OF HIGHWAY SAFETY & MOTOR VEHICLES |

TRAFFIC CRASH RECORDS

TALLAHASSEE, FLORIDA 323990500 LI
EMSINFO | TWE EMS TIME ENS COUNTY 1 GTY CODE OATE OF CRASH | INVEST. AGENCY REPORT NUMBER | oy GRASH REPORT NUMBER
FATALS | NOTIRIED R P RveD P . MY £
onLY (107 |

NARRATIVE / ADDITIONAL PASSENGERS
Salety
SEC | PASS-1 passencen e ADDRESS QY & STATE P Me | loc. | i | Equo| Eea
[ PLUSTATUTE NUMBER | NAME ) CHARGE " GTATION ¢

FLSTATUTE NOMBER | NANE CHARGE " GTATON T
WITNESS - NAME . - ADDRESS CTY L STATE
1 . U .
WITNESS - NAME ADORESS CITY & STATE
2 " ' L
FI2ST AID GIVEN BY - NAME. » 1 Physician or Norse 4 Certied 151 Ader INJURED TAKEN T0; BY - NANE:

28 2 Parametic or EMT 5 Other D
o 3 Paiice Officer

wis - WHERE? 1S INVESTIGATION wHY? DATE OF REPORT | PHOTOS 1 ye 3INVEST AGENCY 4 OTHER
BS noy LYES 280 NVESTATION 1 vE5 2 NO PHOTOS | YES 20 3IVEST A o
wozaTscene? [ ][] 1 0O Ll 10O O
INVESTIGATOR - RANK & SIGNATURE" 107 BADGE NUMBER | DEPARTHENT : o P S0 CPD OTHER
SV 96005 (Rev. 1/03' S Page o S




DIAGRAM . -

()

INDICATE NORTH
WITH ARROW

Page of Pages

235

i
Reproduced from S

best available copy.

71NG




“FLORIDA TRAFFIC CRASH REPORT

COMMERCIAL VEHICLE SUPPLEMENT

MAIL TO: DEPT. OF HIGHWAY SAFETY & MOTOR VEHICLES

TRAFFIC CRASH RECORDS

TALLAHASSEE, FLORIDA 32399-0500

COUNTY/CITY CODE | DATE OF CRASH

INVEST. AGENCY REPORT NUMBER

HSMY CRASH REPORT NUMBER

2. ONE OR MORE VEHICLES WAS TOWED FROM THE SCENE

DO NOT COMPLETE THIS FORM UNLESS ONE OR MORE QUALIFYING VEHICLES WAS INVOLVED, AND ONE OR MORE OF THE FOLLOWING OCCURRED:
1. ONE OR MORE PERSONS SUSTAINED A FATAL INJURY OR WAS TRANSPORTED FOR TREATMENT

3. ONE OR MORE VEHICLES WAS PROVIDED ASSISTANCE

QUALIFYING VEHICLES PERSONS VEHICLES
Trucks with 6 or more Tires D Buses Designed To Carry D D Transported For Immediate [] Provided Assistance or
o HAZ MAT Placard 16 o more Persons Sustaining Fatal Injuries Medical Treatment Towed From the Scene Due to Damage
CARRIER'S NAME SOURCE
1. Sipping Ppes D
2 Vehicle Side
ADDRESS {Number and Street) cry STATE p 1 Driver
4. Other
UTTTTOOO000O0Oo. fooggoo " O
TOOoooogOoOoo oo
GROSS VEHICLE WEIGHT RATING CARGO BODY TYPE VEHICLE CONFIGURATION HAZARDOUS MATERIAL INVOLVEMENT
LJ I ' , l 1. Bus 0. Any &Tve Vehice Oid Vehicke Have a Hazardous
S Truck, Tractot or Bus 2 %E?M Box lz gu"';glo Ut Matenal Placard?
3 ank i In# Truck (2 Axle 7 6 or more Tires)
el ) 4 FatBed 3, Single Unit Truck (3 or more Ades) LoYes 2 No D
Trailer or Trailers (Tota) 5. Oump 4. Truck with Trailer It “YES", trom Plazard Indicate
¢ § Concrels Mixer 5. Truck Tractor Only (Bobtai Name or Digit Number From
t D:] 1. Auto Trmp;n‘w [ ;rm with Semi-Trailer Diamond or Bax
. | il 8. Garbage ox Re 7. Tractor with Double Trailers
i Total Number of Axles {Incl. Trailers) 3 Oter &, Tracor with Tripke Traders
) 9. Other - Unable To Classity
n SEQUENCE OF EVENTS (FOR TH_IS VEHICLE)
EVENT #1 EVENT #2 EVENT £3 EVENT 14 1 Digh Number From Botiom D
- COLLISION INVOLVING: RS Hazadous Materal
11. Ran Off Road 21. Pedestrian Vehide" —
12 Jackknited » 2. Motor Vehicie in Transport s Cargo
13. Overtumed or Rollover 23. Parked Vehicie 1. Yes 2 No
14. Downhill Runaway. 2. Tran
15. Cargo Loss or Shilt 25. Pedalcyce
16. Expicsion or Fire 26. Ani
17, Separaion of Units 2. Fixed Object
19, Other Events 3. Other Object
CARRIER'S hAME SOURCE
1. Shipping Papers D
2. Vehicle Side
ADDRESS {Number and Street) ary STATE P 3. Driver
4. Other
TUTTTOOoOoOoOoOoOo. Toooodd i
TOoOoOoooooOoo Tog
GROSS VEHICLE WEIGHT RATING CARGO BODY TYPE VEHICLE CONFIGURATION HAZARDOUS MATERIAL INVOLVEMENT
L l I ’ I ] 1. Bus 0. Any &Tite Vehicle Did Vehicls Have a Hazardous
g Truek. Tractor or Bus 2. Van/Enclosed Box 1. Bus Material Placarg?
3. Casgo Tank 2 Single Unit Truck (2 Axie / 6 or more Tires) 1 Vi 2 N
el ] 4, Flat Bed 3. Singte Unit Truck (3 or more Axles) - Tes o
Trailer or Traiters (Tctal) 5. Dump 4. Truck with Trailer 1t “YES", from Placard Indicate
¢ 6. Concrete Mixer 5. Truck Tractor Only (Bobtail) Name or &Digit Number From
t Dj 7. Auto Transport g ;raaor with Semi-Tr%Her Diamond or Box
. v i 8. Garbage or Refuse . Tractor with Double Trailers
i | Toca Numoer of Axies (nc. Traers 5. Gan 5 Jracowith D Tae I:I
° 9. Other - Unable To Classity
ni SEQUENCE OF EVENTS [FOR THIS VERIGLE)
VENT 11 EVENT 42 EVENT #3 EVENT # 4 1mmmwmmsorm
(1] [ 1] [T v L
- COLLISION INVOLVING: ’
1 Of g 2 Paesrn Rdases o T
12 Jaciknited ‘ehicte in Transport . —
13. Overturned or Roliover 23. Parked Vehicle Vehicke's Cargo’
14. Downhill Runaway 4. Tran 1. Yes 2. No
15. Cago Loss or Shitt 25. Pedalcycie
18, Exoicsion of Fire 26. Anima!
17. Separation of Units 27. Fixed Object
18. O'ner Events 2. Other Object
HSMY 0007 (Rev. 10/93) S
Page of Pages
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DEFINITIONS

TAUGK — A MOTOR VEHICLE DESIGNED. USED OR MAINTAINED PRIMARILY FOR THE TRANSF ORTA- BUS — A MOTOR VEHICLE PROVIDING SEATS FOR 16 OR MORE PERSONS INCLUDING THE DRIVER
TION OF PROPERTY. FOR THE PURPOSE OF THIS FORM THE VEHICLE MUST ALSO MEZT AND USED PRIMARILY FOR THE TRANSPORTATION OF PERSONS.
ONE OF THE FOLLOWING CRITERIA:
HAVE AT LEAST § TIRES ON THE GROUND TRALER ~ A NON-POWER VEHICLE TOWED 8Y A MOTOR VEHICLE.
o
CARRY A HAZARDOUS MATERIAL PLACARD

REPORTABLE CRASH — A TRAFFIC CRASH REQUIRED TO BE REPORTED IN WRITING BY A LAW ENFORCEMENT OFFICER TO THE DEPARTMENT OF HIGHWAY SAFETY AND MOTOR VEHICLES
INVOLYING ONE OR MORE TRUCKS OR BUSES (AS DEFINED ASOVE) WHICH RESULTS IN:

»  ONE OR MORE FATALITIES
or
*  ONE OR MORE NON-FATAL INJURIES RZQUIRING TRANSPORTATION FOR THE PURPOSE OF
TAINING IMMEDIATE MEDICAL TREATMENT

or
¢ ONE OR MORE OF THE VEHICLES BEING REMOVED FROM THE SCENE AS A RESULT OF
DISABUNG DAMAGE .
or
+  ONS OR MORE VEHICLES REQUIRING INTERVENING ASSISTANCE BEFORE PROCEEDING
UNDER ITS OWN POWER,

TYPICAL VEHICLE SILHOUETTES

L. 8US 2. SINGLE UNIT TRUCK - 2 AXLE / 6 TIRE 3. SINGLE UNIT TRUCX - 3 AXLE

= <N

¢ TRUCK WITH TRAILER 5. TRUCK TRACTOR (BOBTAIL)

B B

7. TRACTOR WiTH DOUBLE TRAILERS 8. TRACTOR WITH TRIPLE TRAILERS

POISON
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APPENDIX F

MILLION VEHICLE MILES BY ROADWAY CLASS AND CATEGORY
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