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~Planning Lev el '.rl IC,
Certified Traffic and the PDP

» PRESENTATION OBJECTIVES

= Types of projects that require travel demand
forecasting (model work)

= Different types of traffic forecasts

= PDP steps and types of traffic forecasts for
Major and Minor projects
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October 23, 2007



Travel Demand Forecasting (1DF)
a very anoreviated explanation

» Travel Demand Forecasting Models

= Traffic Analysis Zones (TAZs) contain land use
variables (population, housing, employment,
etc.)

= Land use variables are converted into trips in
the trip generation step

= Trips are converted to vehicles and loaded onto
the road network via centroid connectors

OTEC 2007, Technical Session 4
October 23, 2007



MORPC Network & TAZs




MORPC Loaded Network

vicinity of IR 71 & Big Walnut
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Travel Demand Vodels in Onio

» Each of Ohio’s 17 MPOs has a TDM

» An Interim Statewide TDM covers all other
areas

OTEC 2007, Technical Session 4
October 23, 2007
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Traffic Forecasting Tools —
Ohio’s Interim Statewide TDM
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lraffic Forecasting [ools —

» Developed by the Ohio Travel Demand Model
Users Group in response to questions like:

= What kind of project requires modeling work?

= When does a project need planning level forecasts
and/or when does a project need certified design traffic?

= Who can prepare traffic forecasts?

= Why do planning level forecasts differ from design
traffic?

» http://www.dot.state.oh.us/urban/CT/CT Manual.pdf (Appendix C)

OTEC 2007, Technical Session 4 9
October 23, 2007



http://www.dot.state.oh.us/urban/CT/CT_Manual.pdf

Certified Design [raffic Requirerments
What? When? Where?

» The requirement for certified design traffic comes
from the Pavement Design Manual and the
Location & Design Manuals.

» The Project Development Process (PDP) indicates
when to request certified traffic.

» The Office of Technical Services provides

certified design traffic as a service to the District
Offices.

OTEC 2007, Technical Session 4
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Types of Projects Requiring Models
for lraffic Forecasts

» Minimal
= Requires no modeling work

» Minor
= Usually does not involve specific model work

= |If defined as minor per environmental impacts, but has significant
traffic impacts, then treat as a Major Project for traffic analysis

purposes
= j.e. adding through lane, but no ROW purchase needed

» Major
= “significant impact to the highway’s public access, level of service,

traffic flow, mobility patterns or mode shares.”
» Usually involves modeling work

11
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» Examples include:

= Major new bridge

= New interchange

= |nterchange changes (e.g. add ramps)

= New freeways

= One or more new miles of new (non-freeway) road

= |Increase of 50% to # of through lanes

OTEC 2007, Technical Session 4 12
October 23, 2007




Whno Does the Modeling?

» Statewide Travel Demand Model
= ODOT will always do the modeling

» MPO model

= MPO and/or ODOT will usually perform the model runs

= |f time constraints prevent MPO and/or ODOT, then a
traffic forecasting consultant may be hired

» Modeling turn around time

= Varies; depends on type & magnitude of project, data
availability & staff work flow

= OTDMUG Guidelines has additional details (Section I. E.)

OTEC 2007, Technical Session 4 13
October 23, 2007



Types of [raffic Foreca

Vi

» Raw Model Output

» Planning Level Traffic

» Refined Alternative Level Traffic

» Certified Design Traffic

OTEC 2007, Technical Session 4
October 23, 2007
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Types of [raffic Forecasts

» Raw Model Output

= Volumes directly from the “model of record” - the model
that is the basis of the current Transportation Plan

= Model volumes have not been checked/adjusted/refined
(beyond the system-wide validation report)

= Used for system-wide decisions (such as long range
Transportation Plan and Air Quality Conformity)

= Can be used to estimate growth rates for minimal or
minor projects, with some reasonableness checking

= Raw model results should NOT be used for reporting
location specific volumes

OTEC 2007, Technical Session 4 15
October 23, 2007




IR 71/Big Walnut IMS No-Build Alt.
Raw \/lodel Qutput

IR 71 Big Walnut No-Build Alternative
RAW
COUNT DATA  MODEL RAW MODEL RAW MODEL
ROAD (2000 - 06) 2000 2030 % growth/year

IF 71 south of Polaris/Fashion Flace 121400 102600 157500 1.8%
IR 71 north of Polaris/Fashion Place 71820 4800 72000 1.0%
o fal/Fashion Place west of IR 71 49760 30400 B/ 700 4.1%
E TEVE =gy D= o o=t o 1007 AA000 22100 72100 A ol

Big WWalnut west of IR 71 BOE0 1900 12600 18.8%
Bl Big WWalnut west of Africa Road 5860 5900 26200 11.5%
B
A Africa M of Big Walnut 5960 1300 7500 10.6%
a] Africa 5 of Big Walnut 5120 5600 15700 6.0%
Bl Big YWalnut east of IR 71 BOE0 1900 12600 18.8%
Bl Big Wwalnut east of Worthington SE00 2400 15500 15, 2%
Wl Wyorthington M of Big Yalnut 4040 5800 5200 -0.2%

Wyorthington S of Big YWalnut B7E0 9700 13400 1.3%
Ramp from IR 71 5B to US 36 4180 4500 5900 1.0%
Ramp from U 36 to IR 71 =B 12210 4300 14600 a.0%
Ramp from IR 71 NB to US 36 12050 4500 14800 7 B%
Famp from US 36 to IR 71 NB 4540 S000 BE00D 1.1%
L= 36 W of IR 71 5B ramps 265950 15000 35300 4 5%
U 36 E of IR 71 NE ramps 22370 13500 29500 3.7%




Types of [raffic Forecasts

» Planning Level Traffic

= Model Volumes that have been checked/refined/adjusted

» Model Checking
= comparing the model results to base conditions
= comparing model trends to independently estimated trends

» Model Refinement
= correcting network data and zone data
= Adding additional detail to the model

» Model Adjusting
= Changing the model to produce better results in the project area
= AKA “calibration”
= Only after checks and refinements have been completed
=  Must be documented

OTEC 2007, Technical Session 4
October 23, 2007




Types of [raffic Forecasts

U

» Some Uses of Planning Level Traffic

» Designation of 1000-2000 ft corridors

» Interchange locations

» Need for a general purpose lane

» Assessing the demand for a new facility

» Planning level traffic is not refined enough
for detailed design decisions such as location
and length of turning lanes

OTEC 2007, Technical Session 4 18
October 23, 2007



IR 771/81g Walnut IMS No-Build Alt.
~lanning Level [raffic

» Model Refinement

= correcting network data and zone data
= adding additional detalil to the model

= refinements included:
» Refined zone structure — added 9 zones
» Home Rd extension to Lewis Center Road
» 3 lanes on IR 71 north of US 36/SR 37

» Added Polaris/Gemini interchange
modifications

OTEC 2007, Technical Session 4 19
October 23, 2007



IR 71/Big Walnut IMS No-Build Alt.
Planning Level Traffic — refined zone structure

original zone structure
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IR 71/Big Walnut IMS No-Build Alt.

Dlanni | avel Traffic
Planning Level lrafric
IR 71 Big Walnut Mo-Build Alternative
COUNT PLANNING PLANNING RAW PLANNING
DATA LEVEL LEVEL MODEL LEVEL

ROAD (2000 - 06) 2006 2030 % growthiyr % growth/yr
IR 71 south of Polaris/Fashion 121400 128655 172151 1.8% 1.1%
IR 71 narth of Polaris/Fashian 71820 3314 79020 1.0% 0.8%
SR 7580/Fashion Place west of 49760 51054 77RE7 4. 1% 1.7%
Lol o W I e | 4 F A A o | b =T 4 q oy L =X
Big Walnut west of IR 71 GOG0 2435 15959 T15.8% 18.6%
Big vWWalnut west of Africa Road 5860 9058 32217 11.59% 8.5%
Africa M of Big Walnut 5960 36509 11732 10.6% 7.4%
Africa S of Big Walnut 5120 To91 17588 6.0% 4.4%
Big vWalnut east of IR 71 GOG0 2435 15959 18.8% 18.6%
Big vWWalnut east of YWorthington SE00 3657 16690 15.2% 11.9%
Viorthington N of Big WWalnut 4040 037 10871 -0.2% 0.7%
Viorthington S of Big Walnut 6730 10675 13618 1.3% 0.9%
Ramp from IR 71 SB to US 36 4180 4621 8250 1.0% 2.6%
Ramp from US 36 t0 IR 71 SEB 12210 g8a32 18186 8.0% 3.8%
Ramp from IR 71 ME to US 36 120580 8923 18524 7 6% 3.7%
Ramp from US 36 to IR 71 MNE 4540 5161 g446 1.1% 2.1%
S 36 %W of IR 71 SB ramps 26950 21899 47732 4 A% 3.9%
IUS 36 E of IR 71 MB ramps 22370 20332 43528 37% 3.8%

OTEC 2007, Technical Session 4
October 23, 2007
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=R 71/81g Walnui JJ\/l > No-Build Al
\ —
IR 71/Big Wa nut IS No-Build Alt.
r L) P o
- A 1 - r 7 - T
Planning Level Traffic-further refinements
IR 71 Big Walnut No-Build Alternative Automated
COUNT PLANNING FPLANNING RAW PLANNING
DATA LEYEL LEYEL RAF MODEL LEYEL RAF
ROAD (2000 - O8] 2006 2030 2030 careiyr | zaredur Y grwyr
IR 71 south of Polaris/Fashion 121400 128688 w7zt 173870 185 115 1.4%
IR 71 north of Polaris/Fashion 71820 B34 ranza 92100 105 0.8 0.9%
=R 7AlfFashion Place west of 49760 51054 rreay, 85400 415 173 2.4%
LD e E o chion Porn oaat of Adnon oo 274D 91770 4o 4 3 g
Eig vWalnut west of IR 71 BOG0 2435 15539 19700 138% 18.6% 7.5%
Eig VWalnut west of Africa Road 8860 9053 2217 33000 11.8% 8.5% 9.1%
Africa M of Big WWalnut 8960 o atale) 11732 17610  106% 7 4% 6.5%
Africa 5 of Big Walnut 6120 7891 17683 15640 6.0% 4.4% 5.2%
EBig VWWalnut east of IR 71 BOB0 2435 15989 19700 18.8% 18.6% 7.5%
Big Walnut east of Worthington £600 3657 16690 22980 158.2% 11.9% 10.3%
YWiorthington M of Big WWalnut 4040 9031 10&71 5400 0.2% 0.7% 1.1%
YWorthington S of Big WWalnut B7a0 10675 13613 9330 1.3% 0.9% 1.3%
Famp from IR 71 3B to US 36 4130 4621 8250 7660 105 2.6 2.8%
Famp from LS 36 to IR 71 3B 12210 8532 es 25470 8.0 38 3.6%
Famp from IR 71 NB to US 36 12050 8923 1zaz4 25200 7.6 3.7% 3.6%
Famp from US 36 to IR 71 NB 4540 5161 8446 7660 11 2.1% 2.3%
LS 36 W of IR 71 5B ramps 2E350 21399 4773z 27960 4.5 2 3.8%
U5 36 E of IR 71 NB ramps 22370 20332 4262 48600 7% 38 3.9%

UTEC 2007, Tecnnicar Session &
October 23, 2007
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Types of [raffic Forecas

» Refined Alternative Level Traffic

= refine model to more precisely match count data
= |.e. matrix estimation techniques

= results can be used in operational models

= very labor-intensive

= requires all checking/refining/adjusting from “Planning
Level” traffic to be completed first

= usually only for “mega” projects, or projects with very
complex traffic operations

= bridges the gap between planning level and design
traffic

OTEC 2007, Technical Session 4 23
October 23, 2007




Types of [raffic Forecasts

» Design traffic
= Final Traffic Forecasts and related info

= additional information provided

» 30" highest hour, direction factors, turn volumes, truck factors,
etc.

= very labor-intensive

» Post-process model volumes (link-by-link) using NCHRP 255
procedures including screenline adjustments to account for
over-capacity assignments

» determining turning movements using the iterative proportional
method from NCHRP 255

» Smoothing volumes between intersections where appropriate
(i.e. bridges)

» Comparing results to historical trend line analyses, other project
forecasts with overlapping areas, etc.

OTEC 2007, Technical Session 4 24
October 23, 2007




IR 71/Big Walnut IMS No-Build Alt.
(Certitied) Design [raffic

» Model Post-Processing

= Semi-Automated “Raf’ (NCHRP 255), is further refined
via screenline adjustments

» Screenlines were drawn east & west of IR 71 and north & south
of Big Walnut
= Turn mpvements are determined via the iterative
proportional method (NCHRP 255)

= Volumes are “hand-adjusted” as necessary based on
comparisons to overlapping projects and trendline
analysis of existing traffic
» (i.e. IR 71 north of US 36/SR 37 was not getting enough growth

via the model — this was corrected for by adding in traffic “by
hand” (outside the model)

OTEC 2007, Technical Session 4 25
October 23, 2007




IR 71/Big Walnut |

(Certified) Design Traffic

VIS No-Build Alt.

IR 71 Big Walnut No-Build Alternative

Semi-
CERTIFIED FLAMNMING Automate CERTIFIED
RAF DESIGN RAw MODEL LE¥EL d RAF DESIGHN
ROAD 2030 20320 = greafyr = greafyr =2 greafyr %o LS | rw.-"yr
IR 71 south of Polaris/Fashion 17 2E70 170400 1.82¢ 113 1.42¢ 1.3%
IR 71 north of PolarisfFashion | 2100 100000 1.0 0. 082 1.3%
SR YSOfFashion Place west of 5400 84650 4 12z 1.72c bl L 2.3%
SR YS0O/Fashion Place east of 21770 85830 4. 1821 6 3.2%
Eig vwalnut west of IR 71 19700 18280 18.8% 18.6% 7 A% 6.7%
Big WWalnut west of Africa Road 33000 32580 11.8% B8.5% 9.1% B.9%
Africa M of Big Walnut 17610 13400 10.6% 7. 4% 6.5 % 4.2%
Africa S of Big WWalnut 18640 14960 G.03% 4. 4% 5.2% 4.8%
Eig WWalnut east of IR 71 19700 18280 158.8% 18.6% 7 A% 6.7%
Eig Yalnut east of YWorthington 22930 22720 18.2% 11.9% 10.3% 10.2%
YWyhorthington M of Big Wwalnut 5400 11620 -0.2% 0.7 % 1.1% 6.3%
YWyorthington = of Big WWalnut Q9330 15480 1.3% 0.9% 1.3% 4.3%
Hamp from IH 71 5B to LS Sh TEED 10410 1.0 2B Z.8 2.0%
Harmp from S 36 to IR 71 SB 25470 21930 2.0 3.8 36 2.7%
Farmp from IR 71 MNEBE to LIS 36 25200 22070 TE 3.7 36 2.8%
Harmp from US 36 to IR 71 MNEB TEED 10550 1122 21 P 4.4%
LIS 36 W of IR 71 5B ramps TS50 69820 4.5z 2.9 EcR= e 5.3%
LIS 36 E of IR 71 MNME ramps 42600 51000 3T 3.8 3.9 4.3%
OTEC 2007, Technical Session 4 26
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Types of [raffic Forecasts

» Certified Design Traffic

* From FHWA letter dated August 28, 1973

»“. . .all traffic forecasts, that are included in any
submissions to our office, will require the
endorsement of the Bureau of Transportation
Technical Services.”

» “certified” indicates endorsement of the Office of
Technical Services
= If not developed or approved by the Office of
Technical Services, then it's just a forecast

OTEC 2007, Technical Session 4 27
October 23, 2007



Ohio Department of Transportation

Project Development Process (PDP) for Major Projects
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Ohio Departrment of Transportatic
Project Development Process (PDP) fc

CONDUCT RESEARCH AND

TECHNICAL STUDIES
* |dentify data needs
* Review existing data and analyses and
conduct needed additional research
and analysis
* Prepare base maps

* Prepare existing and future conditions

202.2 Existing DaTa, Research, and Analysis

To avoid unnecessary study costs and save time, prior to collecting new data,
should be collected and reviewed. This may include pnor studies, secondary
reports. This review should include a thorough evaluation of existing aerial ph
analysis, travel patterns, system performance, crash data, and transportation
analyzed and proposed for the area in the past. This review should also idenf
available data is insufficient to define or analyze the problem. Only then shou
Some existing resources for use in technical analysis include:

Existing ODOT and MPO planning studies
Transportation and land use plans

Population figures and projections

Economic indicators

Traffic counts and planning level traffic projections
Origin and destination surveys

Speed and delay studies

Geographic Information Systems (G15) analyses including databases
such as ODNR, OEPA gealﬂical and cultural resource maps.

* Develop Red Flag Summary
* Prepare Draft Purpose and Need State-

st cedrmtion I Do gaciomicn b bisdnd :p.,,P_.,EHL =|‘==,._E;"'-“i!.-=.|' i ["'.':'_,"','"'.“".“q;":
g | [t e
iyt || Sebcd e N Bt il
= w1 5b8-Movarmber 2004
OTEC 2007, Technical Session 4 29
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Major Project (14 steps)

» PDP Step 2

= Existing & Future Conditions — Planning Level Traffic

» Project Manager
= contact M&F staff to serve on project team
» M&F Staff will:
= Determine which (if any) model to use
= Coordinate with MPO regarding model
= |f using consultant for modeling work, assist with scoping details in
the contract

= Confirm study area and logical termini

» Travel Demand Models can be used for determining the study
area based on traffic impacts of proposed alternatives.

OTEC 2007, Technical Session 4 30
October 23, 2007




Ohio Department of Transportation

Project Development Process (PDP) for Major Projects

o Conceptual
Alternatives Study

STEP2
IDENTIFY SHD EVALLATE

*d‘

P S Concurrence Point 2 i
Fpans s b

= Do dhact corairnciion marime raln

STEPS ~_\«" _»

DEVELOP CONCEPTUAL

. ’ ; ALTERNATIVES
- “mwsmmaﬂ s Public Involvement issues

ual A corridors for further study
E,nn@?t 1 5cope of Services for Step 5 and
' ﬁﬁgﬁﬁa\dw' : o \anes, \alﬁ“ﬁm ‘environmental fleld studies
. ?\\TM Jumes == mﬂ\m oraing nceptual Alternatives Study
' -\ \ mﬁ\ aﬁN Q = Involve stakeholders at Concurrence
b oo WP e Polnt &2 (Conceptual Alternatives Study)
' tgﬂéﬂﬂhﬂﬁeh@m + Update cost estimates
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Major Project (14 steps)

» PDP Steps 3-5

= Uses Planning Level Traffic from Step 2

= If moving elements™ of Step 6 into Step 5, then
obtain certified design traffic for Step 5

» *Example of Step 6 elements that may be moved
forward to Step 5:
= Interchange Justification issues (access points)
= Completion of pavement design

= For complete list see L&D Manual Volume 3, Section
1403.3.4 Conceptual Alternatives Studies for Projects
with Constrained Study Areas

OTEC 2007, Technical Session 4
October 23, 2007




Ohio Department of Transportation

Project Development Process (PDP) for Major Projects

Eanmte Point 3

Assessment of Feasible
Alternatives

IDENTIFY AHD EYLUATE
(COMCEPTUAL A LTERHATIVE
| SOLMOKS

1 kanih resprad

s

DEVELOP FEASIBLE

ALTERNATIVES

« Develop feasible alternatives and
 preliminary construction limits
|+ Perform refined environmental field
.| studies

«f * Prepare Assessment of Feasible
Alternatives
=0 + Conduct first Constructability Review
= Conduct first Value Engineering Study
« Update cost estimates

* [nvolve stakeholders at Concumence
Paoint &3 (Assessment of Feasible
Altenatives

OTEC 2007, Tech 33

October 2372007



Major Project (14 steps)

» PDP Step 6

= Obtain Certified Design Traffic for the
Assessment of Feasible Alternatives

= Typically no more than 2-3 alternatives from
Step 5 (Conceptual Alternatives Study) should
move on for further development in Step 6
(Assessment of Feasible Alternatives)

OTEC 2007, Technical Session 4 34
October 23, 2007



e,

STEF B

STEP 14
COMSTRUCT PROJET
iy and mgalr caced naica i e

Concurrence Point 4

Ohio Department of Transportation
Project Development Process (PDP) for Major Projects

1

' HCUCT RESEARIH AND!
TECHHICAL STUDIES

oy | Preferred S
mms:ddm :[:":..::;.hmm' H :-'ﬂ'-!q:“m-"i"- STEP2
e [ S _ Alternatwe a—
Preferred Alternative Verification STEP 7 g
Requirements DEVELOP PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE }.c.-
+ Final horizontal alignments and vertical * Recommend preferred alternative
o) profiles . I-'tieﬂne design plans for preferred alterna- L
o tive i
m || * _nterchange layout fud"
iz . . * Perform environmental field study and re- J_,
» Design exception request fine Impadts s
» Access point request * Prepare Waterway Permit Determination Tl
 _Tum lane lengths o _ * Prepare and Submit Categorical Exclusion ==
+ Final Subsurface Investigation Design and (CE), Environmental Assessment(EA)or Draft E.....
Inifiation Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)
»  Subsurface drainage requirements * Submit Preferred Alternative Verification
s 0Cross sections * Involve stakeholders at Concurrence Point
+ Sized and identified culverts #4 (Perferred Alternative)
+ |dentified channel relocations ) z;e:lﬁ:r;;;:;fe”““ LS Lot
* Dt Cnt ctnn s_tnrm at‘?r. bESt ! + Update cost estimates and milestone dates
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Major Project (14 steps)

» PDP Step 7

= Develop Preferred Alternative

= Specific design decisions are made regarding
turn lane lengths, access points, interchange
designs, etc.

= Certified Design Traffic is the basis of these
decisions and should be immediately requested,
if not previously obtained in Step 6.
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Ohio Department of Transportation

Project Development Process (PDP) for Minor Projects
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Minor Project (10 steps)

Chio Department of Transgestatiaxs

Project Development Process (PL. STEP 1

DEVELOP PURPOSE AND NEED

* |dentify the Study Area

* Identify and Communicate with Stake-
holders

* Conduct a Site Visit

* Conduct Technical Studie

* Develop a Red Flag immary

* Develop a Purposefind Need Statemen

« Update project cgst estimates and mile
stone dates

R Y
i OS>

TiSecping forlland sd Duigr

wl DaB-Mowmmbeay 2004
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PDP Minor Project (10 steps)

» PDP Step 1

= Conduct Technical Studies — Planning Level Traffic

» Project Manager

= contact M&F staff to serve on project team
» M&F Staff will:

= Determine which (if any) model to use

= Coordinate with MPO

= |f using consultant for modeling work, assist with scoping details in
the contract

= |dentify Study Area

» Travel Demand Models can be a tool for determining the study
area based on traffic impacts of proposed alternatives.
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Minor Project (10 steps)

Ohio Department of Transportation
Project Development Process (PDP) for Minor Projects

DETERMINE SCOPE, SCHEDULE

DETERMIME SCOPE, SCHEDULE
AHDBIDGET
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Py - [} Easd gar
* |dentify Altematives - s Qe
Docmrn arindicn

* Determine Project Scope
» Determine Project Schedule

* U} The initial set of alternatives should be broad enough to allow for a wide range of possible solutions while e
at the same time account for the project's relative size and scope. The altemnatives identified and ERIHG
examined at this level should be considered conceptual solutions to the transportation problem. The

prod i
numweh
[iE
msti il

A
==

Projects.

differ in the level of detail required to accomplish planning activities
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PDP Minor Project (10 steps)

» PDP Step 2

= |dentify and Evaluate Alternatives

» Depending on the project and the alternatives,
planning level traffic may be adequate for Step 2.

» Because alternatives may be more “design-specific”,
It may be necessary to have certified design traffic
In order to evaluate the alternatives.

= What questions are we trying to answer in step 27

» If design specific (i.e. length of turning lanes), then
certified design traffic is needed
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Minor Project (10 steps)

Ohio Department of Transportation
Project Development Process (PDP) for Minor Proiects

r
STEP 3

PERFORM ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS

AND PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING

* Notify Property owners

Complete topographic field survey

* Prepare and submit Minor Project Preliminary
Engineering Study

+ Conduct first constructability review

* [dentify existing utilities and coordinate with
utility companies

F
o meimg

Thua g Fropmak
A kb

- Prepare draft Categorical Exclusion (CE) CINGERNG
8+ Complete Waterway Permit determinationsand ko........
draft applications P
* Develop Scope of Services for final plan develop- ==
ment (Concurrence Point #2) s dep
=4 * Update project cost estimates (construction, iy

utility reimbursement, and right-of-way
acquisition) and milestone dates

'i-::::'-l-hl#llﬂq. il
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PDP Minor Project (10 steps)

» PDP Step 3 — Preliminary Engineering

= Specific design decisions are made regarding
turn lane lengths, access points, interchange
layouts, etc.

= Certified Design Traffic is the basis of these
decisions and should be immediately requested,
if not previously obtained in Step 2.
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Certified Design [raffic Requirerments
What? When? Where?

» The requirement for certified design traffic comes
from the Pavement Design Manual and the
Location & Design Manuals.

» The Project Development Process (PDP) indicates
when to request certified traffic.

» The Office of Technical Services provides

certified design traffic as a service to the District
Offices.
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rinal Thougnt

» Q: “Do we need certified design traffic at this
step or will planning level traffic be
sufficient?”

» A. What decisions are going to be made
with the traffic forecasts”? More detailed
decisions require more refined forecasts. . .
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Contact Information

Leigh Oesterling, Project Analyses Administrator

Modeling & Forecasting Section, Office of Technical
Services, Ohio Department of Transportation

Phone: 614-752-5747
Email: Leigh.Oesterling@dot.state.oh.us

Website:
http://www.dot.state.oh.us/urban/CT/CertTraffic.htm
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