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Figure 2.1a: Existing (1995) Average Daily Traffic Volumes
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Figure 2.1b: Future (2030) No-Build Average Dally Traffic Volumes
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Road Segments With Level of ServiceEor F
Major Surface Streams

Detailed Study Area (including bus transit hubs)
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Figure 2.6: Future (2020) No-Build Level of Service
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Key Facts
Of the 85 miles of major readways in the Eastern Corridor area analyzed for recent
accident experience, 71 miles, or about 54%, have an accident rate exceeding the

statewide average accident rate for similar roads.
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Of the 5,790 accidents represented on this map:

- over half cccurred on US 50 and SR 22 {and almaost 20% on 1-275),
- over 20% involved personal injuries;

- Fourteen accidents involved fatalities;

- 80% occurred Monday through Friday; and
- over 40% occurred during the morning and afterncon rush hours.
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Figure 2.9: Intersection Accidents (1998-2000)
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Key Facts

About one third of the accidents occurring in the study area between 1998
and 2000, were at intersections or Interchanges. Twenty-elght locaticns
accourted for over one half of these accidents,

The circles on this map represent those lacations averaging five or maore
accidents per year,

Cf the 1,000 accidents at the 28 locations represented on this map:

- the top seven ranked intersections accounted for over half of these accidents;
- over 33% occurred at SR 32 intersections;

- almest one fourth occurred at 1-275 interchanges;

- 149% occurred at LIS 50 intersections;

- 14% occurred at Clough Pike intersections; and

- 13% occurred at Red Bank Road intersections,
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Figure 2.10: Population and Employment Growth Trends
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Figure 2.11: Major Economic/Empolyment Centers
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Figure 2.12: Cooperative Training Program
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