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1 Introduction

The Maidstone Multi Modal Transport Model was developed for Maidstone Borough
Council and Kent County Council as a tool to be used to assess the impact of future
development, infrastructure and transport options against a background of an
already heavily congested road network.

The Multi Modal Model approach, which allows for travellers to switch between car,
bus, rail and park and ride options in response to travel costs and congestion,
provides a better representation of actual travel behaviour than a purely highway
based model.

Models have been developed to represent the existing traffic situation (2007) and
various forecast year scenarios with different development and infrastructure
assumptions. The development of the Local Development Framework (LDF) for
Maidstone is in ongoing and there have been some changes to the anticipated LDF
development assumptions for the forecast years. There have also been changes to
the proposals for the Kent International Gateway (KIG) site and to the anticipated
trip generation put forward

For the purposes of this assessment the forecast model scenarios are based on the
most recent information provided by Maidstone Borough Council (MBC) regarding
development across the town. The revised assumptions include a reduction in the
retail floorspace from 153,650 sgm. to 59,650 sqm. The proposed Urban Extension
to the south east of the town is now expected to include 4,000 homes by 2026
rather than the previously expected total of over 5,000 homes.

The KIG traffic generation assumed is based on proposed amended figures from
Table 9.1 of the Denis Wilson Proof of Evidence on Road Based Transport (14"
September 2009).

Due to time constraints this note summarises the PM peak model output and
findings for forecast scenarios with and without the inclusion of the Kent
International Gateway (KIG) development.
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2 2007 Base Models

The Maidstone Multi Modal Transport Models for the AM peak and PM peak were
developed using the VISUM modelling software to represent the base year
conditions for 2007. The model encompasses Maidstone Borough and the
immediate surrounding area in detail, whilst the wider network extends to include
the major transport routes across Kent and into London to reflect long distance
commuting. The models have been developed to reflect typical weekday morning
and evening peak conditions.

The models were successfully calibrated and validated against 2007 transport
conditions using the standard DfT guidelines and the base model is reported in the
Maidstone Multi Modal Transport Model, Local Model Validation Report, (April
2009). The study area around the town of Maidstone which is modelled in detail is
shown in Figure 1.1 .

Figure 1.1 Detailed Study Area around Maidstone

The 2007 modelled network operates within capacity but with significant delays at
key locations across the town, which is a robust reflection of the actual level of
congestion and delay already experienced across the town.

2.1 Demand Flows

The Maidstone Multi Modal model is based on travel demand and the 2007 base
model demand has been shown to represent the actual observed travel demand in
Maidstone.

The 2017 and 2026 forecast models include the anticipated travel demand which
will arise from new homes, businesses and retail development. The forecast models
therefore show the expected demand flows on the network in 2017 and 2026 and
demonstrate the impact it will have on the town.
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3 Forecast Model Assumptions

The 2017 and 2026 Forecast Models have been developed for the purpose of
assessing the impact of Local Development Framework (LDF) at different horizon
years. These models provide forecast demand flows and an indication of the
network performance and have been used as a basis for assessing the proposed
development of Kent International Gateway (KIG).

The 2017 and 2026 Forecast Models include the provision of a new Park and Ride
site at Parkwood (400 spaces in 2017 and 600 in 2026), adjacent to the A274,
provision of new sections of bus only lane along the A274 corridor and an increase
in the frequency of the primary bus services to 10 minute intervals.

3.1 2017 Base Model
The travel demand incorporated in the 2017 models includes:

inherent background growth around existing land uses to 2017 (based on
local growth factors extracted from TEMPRO),

planned and anticipated development at key sites within the town (provided
by Maidstone Borough Council),

partial progression of the south east urban extension (1000 homes)
external traffic movements (i.e. M20 corridor).

For the purposes of this assessment the South East Strategic Link (SEMSL) has not
been included in the 2017 model.

3.2 2026 Base Model

The 2026 model is based on the most recent assessment of retail, employment and
housing allocation. This includes:

inherent background growth around existing land uses to 2026,
planned and anticipated development at key sites within the town,
South East Urban Extension (4000 homes)

external traffic movements (i.e. M20 corridor).

The South East Strategic Link (SEMSL) is included in the 2026 model scenarios that
are discussed in this assessment.

The forecast models developed to date do not yet include any allowance for

demand management strategies. This will form part of the next phase of modelling
to develop a transport strategy to support the development of the LDF.
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3.3  KIG Assumptions

The traffic generation forecast for KIG in this report is based on the arrivals and
departures set out for the proposed amended scheme in Table 9.1 of the Denis
Wilson Proof of Evidence on Road Based Transport (14™ September 2009). These
are summarised in Table 3-A below .

| AM | PM

‘ Arrivals Departures Total ‘ Arrivals Departures ‘ Total
Non HGV 261 13 274 56 265 321
HGV | 58 65 123 | 60 63 | 123
Total 319 78 397 116 328 444

Table 3-A DWP Assessment of KIG Arrivals and Departu  res based on Amended Scheme

This is one of a number of alterative estimates of the potential trip generation of the
KIG site as set out in Table 3-B below. The previous forecast models were based
on the DWP (Scheme as assessed in the SOCG) estimated trips which has a total
of 37 to 39 more trips than the DWP (Amended Scheme).

There are between 150 and 190 more trips estimated for the KCC/MBC worst case
scenario than for the DWP (Amended Scheme).

AM | PM

Arrivals Departures Total ‘ Arrivals Departures Total

*DWP (Amended
Scheme)

DWP (Scheme as
assessed in the 343 91 434 129 354 483
SOCG)

KCC/MBC Worst
Case Scenario (no 393 194 587 187 408 595
rail)

319 78 397 116 328 444

Table 3-B  Alternative Assessments of KIG Arrivals a  nd Departures — All Vehicles

* DWP Amended Scheme Denis Wilson Proof of Evidence on Road Based Transport (14" September 2009) used
for this assessment
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4 Model Summary

The additional travel demand generated by the development and background
growth that has been assumed for 2017 and 2026 has a significant impact on the
overall performance the model.

The performance of the model under the different scenarios has been assessed

based on traffic movements across an inner and outer cordon, average journey
times and the average speed across selected routes.

4.1  Summary of Cordon Data

The cordons used for this assessment, shown in Figure 4.1, are based on those
used for the validation of the base models. The inner cordon provides an indication
of the volume of traffic moving within the town and the outer cordon provides an

indication of traffic movements between Maidstone and surrounding areas.

The KIG site is located just outside the outer cordon.

Figure 4.1 Inner and Outer Cordons

4-1
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The effect of the additional 2026 demand and the SEMSL on the highway network is
reflected in the increase in traffic movements crossing the inner and outer cordons
(Table 4-A). The impact of the forecast demand resulting from the LDF targets for
2026 is tempered to some extent by the inclusion of the SEMSL. The route has the
effect of releasing some capacity across the congested forecast network by allowing
traffic the opportunity to reroute around the town instead of traversing the town
centre.

The net result of the inclusion of the KIG development on the performance of the
network is an increase of 699 vehicles per hour (KIG and non KIG) crossing the
inner cordon in 2017.

The additional demand resulting from the KIG development in 2026 appears to have
a limited impact on the total traffic movements crossing the inner cordon. This is
likely to be a consequence of the level of congestion through the town centre and
the provision of the SEMSL.

When KIG is added to the model there are an additional 930 traffic movements (KIG
and non KIG traffic) crossing the outer cordon in 2017 and 578 in 2026.

Inner Cordon Total Traffic Movements Increase in Traffic Mo_vements
Across the Cordon Across the Cordon (with KIG*)

2007 Observed | 13239

2007 Base Model 13056

2017 no KIG | 18578

2017 & KIG 19277 699

2026 with SEMSL 22316

2026 with SEMSL & KIG 22353 37

Outer Cordon Total Traffic Movements Increase in Traffic Mo_vements
Across the Cordon Across the Cordon (with KIG*)

2007 Observed | 16950

2007 Base Model 16800

2017 no KIG | 19776

2017 & KIG | 20706 930

2026 with SEMSL 22546

2026 with SEMSL & KIG 23124 578

Table 4-A  PM Peak Traffic crossing the Inner and Out  er Cordons (vehs per hour)
* DWP Amended Scheme Denis Wilson Proof of Evidence on Road Based Transport (14lh September 2009)

4.2  Summary of Journey Time Data

The 2017 model performance has been assessed based on the same journey time
routes used to validate the 2007 Base Models. These include the main radial routes
through Maidstone (Figure 4.2) and present a reasonable reflection of the network
performance across the town. The total travel times across all the routes have been
summarised for the various scenarios.

4-2
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Figure 4.2 Journey Time Routes

Table 4-B indicates that demand on the network by 2017 with the addition of KIG
will have the effect of increasing total travel time, across only the key routes
selected through the town, by around 2 minutes per vehicle. By 2026 the increase in
travel time on the key routes shown in the figure above will be of the order of almost
6 minutes per vehicle. The delays generated for the entire network within
Maidstone, as a result of the additional KIG traffic, will be significantly higher.

‘ Total Travel Time Increase in Travel Time
(secs) (with the inclusion of KIG*)

2007 Observed 13239

2007 Base Model 13056

2017 no KIG ' 15265

2017 & KIG 15394 2 mins 9 secs (per vehicle)

2026 with SEMSL ' 17485

2026 with SEMSL & KIG ' 17841 5 mins 54 secs (per vehicle)

Table 4-B PM Peak - Travel Time on Key Routes Across  Maidstone

* DWP Amended Scheme Denis Wilson Proof of Evidence on Road Based Transport (14lh September 2009)

4.3  Summary of Traffic Flows

Representative link flows have been extracted from the different modelled scenarios
for 2017 and 2026 and summarised in Table 4-C. The locations of the links selected
are shown in Figure 4.3.

4-3
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Figure 4.3 Locations of Link Flows and Screenlines

The forecast models are subject to delay and congestion across the network. The
outcome is that parts of the network are starved of traffic as congestion upstream
means that drivers take alternative routes or are stuck in queues. This can mean
that on occasions, flows on certain roads decrease with increased development.
This is effectively a symptom of increasing congestion on an already overloaded
network.

This is illustrated in Table 4-C which indicates that between 2017 and 2026 flows
change very little on some links, whilst others have a significant increase in traffic
movements.

4-4
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2026 PM 2026 PM |
Direction 2017 PM with KIG* with
2007 2017 PM KIG* SEMSL SEMSL
1 Hockers Lane SB 18 275 277 182 186
Hockers Lane NB 8 107 | 107 | 181 181
, | Ware Street EB 402 644 | 650 | 899 941
Ware Street wB 540 694 699 922 1005
3 | Willington St NB 596 1391 | 1391 | 1297 1297
Willington St SB 513 926 978 397 453
4 | A20 Ashford Rd EB 711 744 754 1116 1127
A20 Ashford Rd wB 489 421 | 537 | 160 310
¢ | The Landway NB 197 91 91 283 283
The Landway SB 13 2 _ 2 .13 13
¢ | Roseacre Ln NB 131 294 | 294 | 267 273
Roseacre Ln SB 78 32 33 49 50
;| Yeoman Ln NB 127 126 | 127 | 139 153
Yeoman Ln SB 62 465 465 700 700
g | Ashford Rd (Near Otham Ln) EB 662 315 339 483 502
Ashford Rd (Near Otham Ln) wB 564 676 | 810 | 494 680
g | B2163Langley NB 773 1105 | 1110 | 204 204
B2163 Langley SB 562 698 | 7112 | 187 189
10 | Old Mill Road NB 38 252 264 138 139
Old Mill Road SB 6 2 _ 2 _ 2 3
11 | SpotlLane SB 96 479 485 729 734
Spot Lane NB 343 354 357 396 403
1, | Otham Lane SB 55 91 | 99 | 43 52
Otham Lane NB 70 63 67 33 33
13 | Caring Lane SB 30 46 47 | 32 32
Caring Lane NB 33 181 | 181 | 254 254
14 | Hog Hill (North of Landway ) SB 231 119 121 122 122
Hog Hill (North of Landway) NB 240 543 543 778 778

Table 4-C PM Traffic Flows on Selected Links for 201 7 and 2026 Scenarios (vehs per hour)
* DWP Amended Scheme Denis Wilson Proof of Evidence on Road Based Transport (14lh September 2009)

The impact of the SEMSL on the local road network in 2026 is indicated by the
reduction in traffic on the B2163 (link 9).

A network of minor roads to the south of the A20 links this corridor with the A274,
but these roads, which serve local communities, are of limited capacity and carry
comparatively low flows. Increased pressure on the major road network with
congestion and delay in the 2017 and 2026 forecast models has the effect of forcing
traffic to divert via the more minor routes.

The impact of forecast demand on these minor roads has been assessed based on
a screenline which includes Spot Lane, Caring Lane, Old Mill Road and Otham Lane
(Figure 4.3). The net change in movements across the screenline to the south of
the A20 are shown in Table 4-D.
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The additional demand on the network by 2017 has the impact of increasing flows
across the screenline (1), on the minor roads, by around 500 vehicles per hour in
the AM peak and over 790 in the PM peak. Although there is a further significant
increase in overall demand incorporated in the 2026 model, the inclusion of the
SEMSL has the effect of limiting the impact on the minor roads crossing screenline

().

2026 KIG* |
2026 with with
2017 KIG* SEMSL SEMSL
AM Peak 881 1390 1429 1495 1559
1 South of A20
PM Peak 671 1468 1502 1627 1650
AM Peak 2177 2652 2718 2276 2342
2 A20 / Bearsted Road
PM Peak 2142 2503 2640 3097 3383

Table 4-D  AM & PM Peak Screenline Flows with and with  out KIG in place (vehs per hour)
* DWP Amended Scheme Denis Wilson Proof of Evidence on Road Based Transport (14m September 2009)

The second screenline (2) captures east / west traffic movements on the A20 and
Bearsted Road routes. With the additional development at the KIG site there is an
increase of between 66 and 137 vehicles per hour crossing the second screenline
(2). The 2026 model reveals an increase of over 280 vehicles per hour making this
movement with the inclusion of KIG.

A wider selection of forecast link flows are summarised in an expanded table
housed in Appendix A . This table supersedes the link flow table which was
submitted as part of the appendix to the Proof of Evidence of Peter Rosevear. The
original table, which included some labelling errors in particular around Caring Lane,
summarised data from the 2017 forecast models available at the time. These
models included the earlier MBC/KCC assumptions about development as part of
the LDF together with the DWP trip generation for KIG (based on the Statement of
Common Ground) and for the KCC worst case scenario.

The new link flow table in Appendix A of this document presents the same links but
now includes 2007, 2017 and 2026 model flows. The forecast models are now
based on the current MBC/KCC development assumptions for the LDF and the KIG
trip generations are based on the DWP Amended Scheme.

4.4  Junction Performance

The KIG site is to the west of and in close proximity to the M20 Link / A20 junction.
Table 4-E summarises the total movements through the junction (KIG and non KIG).
The additional demand for 2026 together with the provision of the SEMSL results in
a significant increase in traffic through the junction compared to 2017.

The inclusion of KIG in the 2017 model results in an increase in traffic movements
(KIG and non KIG) of 351. There is a limited increase in traffic movements through
the junction in the 2026 model with KIG. This suggests that the level of delay
through the junction by 2026, with the addition of KIG, is such that traffic is forced on
to alternative less appropriate routes.

4-6
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Increase in Through
Movements
(with the Inclusion of KIG*)

Total Through Movements

2017 no KIG 4079
2017 & KIG 4430 351
2026 with SEMSL 6153 |

2026 with SEMSL & KIG 6236 83

Table 4-E 2026 PM Peak - M20 Link / A20 Junction Thro ugh Movements (vehicles per hour)
* DWP Amended Scheme Denis Wilson Proof of Evidence on Road Based Transport (14" September 2009)

The future M20 Link / A20 junction layout is yet to be determined and for the
purposes of modelling the SEMSL preliminary junction layouts have been included
in the 2026 model.

The average modelled queues on the approaches to the junction indicate the level
of demand that is forecast in the future year scenarios (Table 4-F). The additional
arm from the SEMSL in 2026 effectively changes the functional operation of the
junction.

2017 PM 2017 PM KIG* 2026 PM 2026 PM KIG* ‘
A20 (E) 42 56 84 85
SEMSL - - 36 37
A20 (W) 19 49 60 66
M20 Link Road 36 56 198 204

Table 4-F PM Peak - M20 Link / A20 Junction - Averag e Queue (vehs)
* DWP Amended Scheme -Denis Wilson Proof of Evidence on Road Based Transport (14lh September 2009)
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5 Conclusion

The Maidstone Multi Modal Model has been used to assess the impact of the KIG
development in addition to the developing LDF targets.

The Forecast Models have been developed with three key objectives:

To control inappropriate use of minor roads for ‘rat running’

To manage delay to major road movements as far as possible

To establish a balanced and stable forecast model platform for the next
stage of assessment.

The 2017 Forecast model, without KIG, operates with a reasonable level of network
performance although with significant delays and congestion. Overall the level of
demand is higher in the PM peak forecast models.

The build up of delay and congestion within the model, as a result of the forecast
travel demand, results in the constraint of traffic on parts of the network and the
rerouting of traffic to inappropriate minor roads.

The 2026 Forecast model, with the current development assumptions, presents a
stable scenario, but operates under conditions of severe delay and congestion
across the network.

The 2026 model incorporates a significant increase in the level of demand and also
includes the SEMSL. The inclusion of the SEMSL has the effect of opening up
alternative route options around the town and to some extent reducing the impact of
the anticipated development.

The impact of the KIG development is to increase the pressure on the network and
results in the addition of traffic to the A20 corridor, to the north east of the town
centre. However the level of congestion and delay through the town is such that the
implication of the additional traffic is felt across network.

The Maidstone Multi Modal Model demonstrates that KIG results in increased travel
times on routes through the town and increased delay at key junctions.

The impact of KIG is most apparent in the 2026 modelled scenario where the
degree of flexibility to the network that the SEMSL route provides is rapidly
extinguished by the additional development.

5-1
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Appendix A - Link Flows

Tables A-1 and A-2 summarise AM and PM link flows in vehicles per hour extracted
from base year and forecast year models. The locations of the links are shown in
Figure A-1. The forecast year models are based on the current KCC/MBC housing,
retail and commercial development assumptions for the LDF. The KIG trip
generation is based on the DWP Amended Scheme as set out in the Denis Wilson
Proof of Evidence on Road Based Transport (14" September 2009).

Figure A-1 Selected Links
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2017 AM Peak| 2026 AM

2007 AM 2017 AM 2026 AM with DWP Peak with
Direction Peak Peak Peak KIG* DWP KIG*
1 New Cut Rd Southbound 605 1000 1112 1000 1113
New Cut Rd Northbound 417 526 1077 527 1077
5 Hockers Lane Southbound 19 62 23 70 23
Hockers Lane Northbound 0 585 50 585 51
3 Ware Street Eastbound 162 395 513 406 517
Ware Street Westbound 822 847 870 854 872
4 A20 Ashford Rd Eastbound 831 1222 1592 1252 1642
A20 Ashford Rd Westbound 1191 1728 1947 1741 1958
5 Willington St Northbound 678 1462 1523 1462 1523
Willington St Southbound 500 654 1183 659 1183
6 A20 Ashford Rd Eastbound 517 841 429 871 479
A20 Ashford Rd Westbound 676 569 464 587 474
7 The Landway Northbound 120 185 107 185 107
The Landway Southbound 53 146 35 146 35
8 Roseacre Ln Northbound 251 361 387 361 388
Roseacre Ln Southbound 49 11 55 13 59
9 Yeoman Ln Northbound 125 175 147 175 148
Yeoman Ln Southbound 50 218 120 218 120
10 Madingford Rd Eastbound 168 136 385 136 385
Madingford Rd Westbound 65 494 47 494 58
11 Spot Lane Northbound 309 506 299 529 347
Spot Lane Southbound 35 360 302 360 303
12 Thurnham Rd Westbound 422 165 238 173 240
Thurnham Rd Eastbound 195 369 443 384 459
13 Willington St Northbound 870 1360 1644 1380 1688
Willington St Southbound 482 821 1123 826 1130
14 Otham Street Northbound 198 58 32 60 40
Otham Street Southbound 115 73 39 78 40
15 Otham Lane Northbound 122 80 223 85 224
Otham Lane Southbound 224 91 76 93 84
16 Ashford Rd (Nr Yeoman Ln) [Westbound 519 383 430 440 533
Ashford Rd (Nr Yeoman Ln) [Eastbound 593 601 526 619 541
17 Ashford Rd (Nr Otham Ln) [Eastbound 715 429 357 488 469
Ashford Rd (Nr Otham Ln) [Westbound 686 636 600 660 616
18 Roundwell Southbound 316 101 86 109 88
Roundwell Northbound 113 231 393 247 411
19 Caring Rd Westbound 2 1 6 1 6
Caring Rd Eastbound 3 2 178 2 178
20 Caring Lane Northbound 40 5 103 5 103
Caring Lane Southbound 9 6 6 6 6
21 Ashford Rd Eastbound 597 418 357 495 487
Ashford Rd Westbound 729 558 523 590 541
29 Backstreet Northbound 46 35 16 42 16
Backstreet Southbound 7 4 69 4 69
23 Forge Lane Eastbound 7 36 29 43 29
Forge Lane Westbound 2 6 10 6 10
24 B2163 Upper Street Northbound 624 1099 330 1141 333
B2163 Upper Street Southbound 558 830 441 830 445
o5 B2163 Penfold Lane Northbound 572 870 172 913 172
B2163 Penfold Lane Southbound 566 890 163 890 163
26 Old Mill Road Northbound 75 222 271 230 274
Old Mill Road Southbound 13 1 4 1 5
Table A-1 AM Peak Traffic Flows on Selected Links  (vehicles per hour)
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2017 PM 2026 PM
2007 PM 2017 PM 2026 PM Peak with Peak with
Direction Peak Peak Peak DWP KIG* | DWP KIG*
1 New Cut Rd Southbound 487 1112 510 1115 513
New Cut Rd Northbound 530 965 720 965 720
5 Hockers Lane Southbound 18 275 182 277 186
Hockers Lane Northbound 8 107 181 107 181
3 Ware Street Eastbound 402 644 899 650 941
Ware Street Westbound 540 694 922 699 1005
4 A20 Ashford Rd Eastbound 967 1492 1378 1503 1389
A20 Ashford Rd Westbound 855 1712 1317 1776 1411
5 Willington St Northbound 596 1391 1297 1391 1297
Willington St Southbound 513 926 397 978 453
6 A20 Ashford Rd Eastbound 711 744 1116 754 1127
A20 Ashford Rd Westbound 489 421 160 537 310
7 The Landway Northbound 197 91 283 91 283
The Landway Southbound 13 2 13 2 13
8 Roseacre Ln Northbound 131 294 267 294 273
Roseacre Ln Southbound 78 32 49 33 50
9 Yeoman Ln Northbound 127 126 139 127 153
Yeoman Ln Southbound 62 465 700 465 700
10 Madingford Rd Eastbound 127 71 87 77 88
Madingford Rd Westbound 43 571 901 571 901
11 Spot Lane Northbound 343 354 396 357 403
Spot Lane Southbound 96 479 729 485 734
12 Thurnham Rd Westbound 311 192 208 200 293
Thurnham Rd Eastbound 202 594 914 600 956
13 Willington St Northbound 813 1315 957 1323 964
Willington St Southbound 300 1291 838 1343 892
14 Otham Street Northbound 57 56 25 60 25
Otham Street Southbound 50 87 39 95 49
15 Otham Lane Northbound 82 99 51 108 61
Otham Lane Southbound 91 88 63 92 63
16 Ashford Rd (Nr Yeoman Ln) [Westbound 618 253 458 273 477
Ashford Rd (Nr Yeoman Ln) |Eastbound 529 603 481 728 657
17 Ashford Rd (Nr Otham Ln) [Eastbound 662 315 483 339 502
Ashford Rd (Nr Otham Ln) [Westbound 564 676 494 810 680
18 Roundwell Southbound 195 130 156 141 242
Roundwell Northbound 101 212 294 219 337
19 Caring Rd Westbound 7 1 1 2
Caring Rd Eastbound 3 2 1 2 1
20 Caring Lane Northbound 29 3 2 3 2
Caring Lane Southbound 24 20 7 20 7
21 Ashford Rd Eastbound 620 340 717 371 780
Ashford Rd Westbound 604 481 362 626 636
29 Backstreet Northbound 14 20 11 27 11
Backstreet Southbound 21 137 255 137 255
23 Forge Lane Eastbound 1 25 10 32 10
Forge Lane Westbound 4 126 253 126 253
o4 B2163 Upper Street Northbound 773 1105 204 1110 204
B2163 Upper Street Southbound 562 698 187 711 189
25 B2163 Penfold Lane Northbound 831 889 107 889 107
B2163 Penfold Lane Southbound 586 734 24 748 24
2 Old Mill Road Northbound 38 252 138 264 139
Old Mill Road Southbound 6 2 2 2 3
Table A-2 PM Peak Traffic Flows on Selected Links  (vehicles per hour)
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