Appendix A: Figures




Figure 1: Study Area Map
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Figure 3: Existing (2006) Lane Use and Peak Hour AM (PM) Traffic Volumes W
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Figure 5: Future Traffic Distribution
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AM Existing + ¥2 AM Build Out = AM Total

(PM Existing + ¥4 PM Build Out = PM Total)

Figure 6: Opening Day (2010) Traffic Estimates
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AM Existing + 2/3 AM Build Out = AM Total
(PM Existing + 2/3 PM Build Out = PM Total)

Figure 7: Design Year Day (2030) Traffic Estimates
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Figure 8: Future Roadway Network Improvements re Lane U
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Figure 9. Conceptual Alternatives
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Figure 10: Sample Typical Section
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Figure 11: Conceptual “Tower Median Alignment”




Figure 12: Conceptual “Tower Parallel Alignment”




Figure 13: Feasible Alternatives




Figure 14:

ODOT Office of Estimating Procedures

Predicted Cost Inflation CY07-CY11:
January 2007

CYO07 CYO08 CY09 CY10 CY11

High 10.5% 9.5% 7.0% 5.0% 5.0%

Most

: 6.0% 5.5% 5.0% 4.0% 4.0%
Likely

Low 4.0% 3.5% 3.5% 3.0% 3.0%

Inflationary Compounded Growth
Most Likely 6% 12% 17% 22% 27%

The predictions in the Table are based upon our experience and understanding of the changes affecting the
construction industry in Ohio. BART sourced information from its own ODOT construction cost index and
from outside construction analysts whom it believed had relevant information to contribute to developing
these predictions.

We believe that the most important cost drivers of construction cost inflation for the next five years will be
energy, steel, and cement. Unlike many other construction materials, these items are Impacted by
international influences which are difficult to predict.

Ohio Department of Transportation e
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