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IV. TRAFFIC IMPACT ANALYSIS 

 

 

 

The traffic impact analysis compares the projected levels of service at each study intersection 

under the cumulative base and cumulative plus project conditions to estimate the incremental 

increase in the V/C ratio caused by the proposed project.  This provides the information needed to 

assess the potential impact of the project using significance criteria established by Culver City. 

 

 

SIGNIFICANT TRAFFIC IMPACT CRITERIA 

 

The significant impact criteria for the City of Culver City and the City of Los Angeles are 

described below. 

 

 

City of Culver City 

 
The City of Culver City has established threshold criteria used to determine if a project has a 

significant traffic impact at an intersection.  According to the city’s criteria, a project impact would 

be considered significant if the following conditions are met: 

 

Intersection Conditions 

with Project Traffic 

 Project-related Increase 

in V/C Ratio 

LOS V/C Ratio
D 0.801 to 0.900  Equal to or greater than 0.040 

E, F 0.901 or more  Equal to or greater than 0.020 

 
Using these criteria, for example, a project would not have a significant impact at an intersection if 

it is operating at LOS D after the addition of project traffic and the incremental change in the V/C 

ratio is less than 0.040.  If the intersection is operating at LOS E or F after the addition of project 
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traffic and the incremental change in the V/C ratio is 0.020 or greater, however, the project would 

be considered to have a significant impact at this location. 

 

 

City of Los Angeles 

 
LADOT has established threshold criteria to determine whether a project has a significant traffic 

impact at a specific location.  This study analyzes Los Angeles intersections pursuant to these 

criteria.  Under the LADOT standard, a project impact would be considered significant if the 

following conditions are met: 

 
Intersection Conditions 

with Project Traffic 
 Project-related Increase 

in V/C Ratio 
LOS  V/C Ratio   

C  0.701 - 0.800  Equal to or greater than 0.040 
D  0.801 - 0.900  Equal to or greater than 0.020 

E, F  > 0.900  Equal to or greater than 0.010 
 

 

CUMULATIVE BASE TRAFFIC CONDITIONS 

 

The year 2007 cumulative base peak hour traffic volumes were analyzed to determine the 

projected V/C ratio and LOS for each of the analyzed intersections.  Table 7 summarizes the 

future levels of service.  As indicated in Table 7, poor operating conditions (LOS E or F) are 

projected at six of the 18 study intersections during at least one of the analyzed peak hours.  

The intersections projected to operate at poor levels of service under future year 2007 

cumulative base conditions during one or both of the analyzed peak periods include the 

following: 

 

• Jefferson Boulevard and Rodeo Road and Higuera Street 

• Jefferson Boulevard and Duquesne Avenue 

• Duquesne Avenue and Lucerne Avenue 

• Culver Boulevard and Ince Boulevard  

• Venice Boulevard and Robertson Boulevard and Exposition Boulevard  

• Washington Boulevard and National Boulevard 



INTERSECTION LEVEL OF SERVICE ANALYSIS
FUTURE CONDITIONS (YEAR 2007)

Cumulative Project Significant
plus Project Increase Project

V/C or Delay LOS V/C or Delay LOS in V/C Impact?

1. Jefferson Boulevard & Higuera Street & Rodeo Road (a) A.M. 0.928 E 0.928 E 0.000 No
P.M. 0.804 D 0.804 D 0.000 No

2. Jefferson Boulevard & Duquesne Avenue (a) A.M. 1.018 F 1.020 F 0.002 No
P.M. 0.884 D 0.885 D 0.001 No

3. Duquesne Avenue & Lucerne Avenue (b) A.M. 44.1 E 44.8 E
P.M. 36.0 E 36.9 E
A.M. 1.037 1.040 0.003 No
P.M. 1.003 1.010 0.007 No

4. Culver Boulevard & Madison Avenue (a) A.M. 0.535 A 0.536 A 0.001 No
P.M. 0.522 A 0.523 A 0.001 No

5. Washington Boulevard & Clarington Avenue & Madison Avenue (a) A.M. 0.450 A 0.450 A 0.000 No
P.M. 0.571 A 0.571 A 0.000 No

6. Culver Boulevard & Duquesne Avenue (a) A.M. 0.625 B 0.627 B 0.002 No
P.M. 0.629 B 0.632 B 0.003 No

7. Venice Boulevard & Hughes Avenue (a) A.M. 0.825 D 0.828 D 0.003 No
P.M. 0.774 C 0.775 C 0.001 No

8. Culver Boulevard & Washington Boulevard & Watseka Avenue & Irving Place (a) A.M. 0.636 B 0.638 B 0.002 No
P.M. 0.817 D 0.819 D 0.002 No

9. Culver Boulevard & Washington Boulevard & Main Street (a) A.M. 0.555 A 0.560 A 0.005 No
P.M. 0.638 B 0.643 B 0.005 No

10. Washington Boulevard & Ince Boulevard (a) A.M. 0.709 C 0.718 C 0.009 No
P.M. 0.756 C 0.771 C 0.015 No

11. Culver Boulevard & Ince Boulevard A.M. 1.038 F 1.047 F 0.009 No
P.M. 1.087 F 1.095 F 0.008 No

12. Venice Boulevard & Culver Boulevard (a) A.M. 0.701 C 0.702 C 0.001 No
P.M. 0.843 D 0.843 D 0.000 No

13. Venice Boulevard & Robertson Boulevard & Exposition Boulevard A.M. 1.268 F 1.271 F 0.003 No
P.M. 1.139 F 1.142 F 0.003 No

14. Washington Boulevard & National Boulevard (a) A.M. 0.993 E 0.997 E 0.004 No
P.M. 0.860 D 0.861 D 0.001 No

15. Washington Boulevard & Robertson Boulevard & Higuera Street (a) A.M. 0.872 D 0.877 D 0.005 No
P.M. 0.742 C 0.751 C 0.009 No

16. Higuera Street & Lucerne Avenue (b) A.M. 12.0 B 12.0 B
P.M. 10.3 B 10.3 B
A.M. 0.581 0.581 0.000 No
P.M. 0.400 0.400 0.000 No

17. Ince Boulevard & Lucerne Avenue (b) A.M. 9.9 A 9.9 A
P.M. 9.2 A 9.2 A
A.M. 0.431 0.431 0.000 No
P.M. 0.313 0.313 0.000 No

18. Hayden Avenue & National Boulevard (a) A.M. 0.738 C 0.738 C 0.000 No
P.M. 0.782 C 0.782 C 0.000 No

Notes:
(a) Intersection is currently operating under the LADOT ATSAC system.
(b) Intersection is controlled by stop sign(s).  The top rows show analysis using Highway Capacity Manual stop-controlled methodology, for the purpose of 
   evaluating the operating condition of the intersection, average vehicular delay in seconds is reported rather than V/C ratio.  The bottom rows show 
   analysis using the ICU methodology, for the purpose of application of County of Los Angeles significance criteria, V/C ratio is reported.

Cumulative Base

TABLE 7

IntersectionNo. Peak 
Hour
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CUMULATIVE PLUS PROJECT TRAFFIC CONDITIONS 
 

The resulting cumulative plus project peak hour traffic volumes illustrated in Figure 9 were 

analyzed to determine the projected future operating conditions with the addition of the proposed 

project traffic.  Under current conditions, the trips generated by Building J park offsite.  When 

the project buildout is completed, these trips would be routed back to the project site and hence 

the trip generation and assignment represents a more conservative analysis. 

 

The results of the cumulative plus project analysis, which are presented in Table 7, indicate that 

poor operating conditions (LOS E or F) are projected at six of the 18 study intersections during 

at least one of the analyzed peak hours.  The intersections projected to operate at poor levels 

of service (LOS E or F) under future year 2007 cumulative plus project conditions during one or 

both of the analyzed peak periods include the following: 

 

• Jefferson Boulevard and Rodeo Road and Higuera Street 

• Jefferson Boulevard and Duquesne Avenue 

• Duquesne Avenue and Lucerne Avenue 

• Culver Boulevard and Ince Boulevard  

• Venice Boulevard and Robertson Boulevard and Exposition Boulevard  

• Washington Boulevard and National Boulevard 

 

 

NEIGHBORHOOD STREET SEGMENT ANALYSIS 
 

When the project trip distribution was determined for the project, it was agreed in consultation 

with City of Culver City staff that the impact of project trips on residential neighborhoods would 

be minimized.  The Studios, in coordination with the City of Culver City, have agreed to 

implement measures in order to accomplish the aforementioned objective.  These measures 

are described in greater detail in the project mitigation section of this report 

 

As a result of these measures, no new trips associated with the proposed project were routed 

through the adjacent residential neighborhood.  Thus the project would not create a significant 

traffic impact in any of the residential neighborhoods adjacent to the project site.  In addition, the 
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Studios have agreed to implement a traffic-monitoring program that is described later in this 

chapter. 

 

 

PROJECT IMPACTS 

 

Using the City of Culver City's criteria for determining the significance of the project traffic impacts, 

it was determined that the proposed project would not have a significant traffic impact at any of 

the analyzed intersections and street segments in Culver City.  Based on the City of Los 

Angeles’ significance criteria, no significant impacts were identified at the analyzed 

intersections in the City of Los Angeles. 

 

 

TRAFFIC IMPROVEMENT MEASURES 

 

The traffic impact analysis determined that the proposed development would not generate 

significant traffic impacts at any of the analyzed intersections in the study under cumulative plus 

project conditions.  Therefore no project-related traffic mitigation measures at the analyzed 

intersections would be necessary.   The project will, however, implement some improvements that 

will help traffic operation in the future.  

 

 

Ince Boulevard Restriping 
 
In order to improve operating conditions at the entry point to Gate 2, Culver City staff has 

requested that the southbound departure leg of Ince Boulevard directly outside of Gate 2 be 

restriped.  The current lane configuration consists of one through lane, which is 21 feet wide.  The 

width of this lane is sufficient to accommodate the proposed striping detailed below: 

 

• One southbound departure through/right lane (11 feet wide) 

• One southbound departure right-turn lane pocket into Gate 2 (10 feet wide) 
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The restriped departure lanes would help facilitate smoother operation of Gate 2.  The two lanes 

would allow Ince Boulevard to continue to operate normally, while minimizing the potential for any 

through lane blockages. 

 

 

Additional Traffic Signs 
 

In discussions with Culver City Staff, it was agreed that all vehicles entering the Studio via Gates 2 

and 3 would be via right-turn-in only.  Also, vehicles leaving through Gates 2 and 3 would be via 

left-turn-out movements only.  Culver Studios will work with the City to place “right in/left out only” 

street signage to help enforce the turn prohibitions.   It is anticipated that these signs will be on the 

Studio property and/or on the City right-of-way. 

 

In addition, the Studio will implement a public relations program that will inform all employees, 

vendors, tenants and visitors of the designated routes to and from the studios to help prevent 

vehicles using residential neighborhoods to access the site.  

 

 

Traffic Monitoring Program 

 
Culver Studios will implement a traffic monitoring program in order to ensure that employees, 

vendors, tenants and visitors to the studios are complying with the revised turn prohibitions.  This 

program (implemented following each phase of construction) will consist of the following: 

 
• Daily (24-hour) machine counts at two locations (1) Krueger Street east of Ince 

Boulevard and (2) Ince Boulevard north of Lucerne Avenue. 
 
• 12-hour turning movement counts at the intersection of Krueger Street and Ince 

Boulevard. 
 

• Driveway counts at the studio gates to determine how patrons of the studios are accessing 
and leaving the studios. 

 

The aforementioned traffic monitoring will occur at the following intervals: 

 

• Two weeks following completion of the construction phase 
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• One month from completion of the construction phase 

 
• Quarterly for the next three years  
 

It has been agreed with the City that if the traffic levels on the residential street segments included 

in this program increase by 15% or more (in traffic that can be attributable to Culver Studios), then 

access to Gate 3 will be restricted to trucks only. 
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V.  REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM IMPACT ANALYSIS 
 

 

 

This section presents an analysis of potential project impacts on the regional transportation 

system.  This analysis was conducted in accordance with the transportation impact analysis 

(TIA) procedures outlined in 2004 Congestion Management Program for Los Angeles County 

(Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority, June 2004).  The Congestion 

Management Program (CMP) requires that, when an environmental impact report is prepared 

for a project, traffic and transit impact analyses be conducted for select regional facilities based 

on the quantity of project traffic expected to use these facilities. 

 

 

SELECTION OF REGIONAL ANALYSIS LOCATIONS  

 

The CMP guidelines require that the first issue addressed be the determination of the 

geographic scope of the study area.  The criteria for determining the study area for CMP arterial 

monitoring intersections and for freeway monitoring locations are: 

 

• All CMP arterial monitoring intersections where the proposed project will add 50 or 
more trips during either the a.m. or p.m. weekday peak hours of adjacent street 
traffic. 

 
• All CMP mainline freeway monitoring locations where the proposed project will add 

150 or more trips, in either direction, during either the a.m. or p.m. weekday peak 
hours. 

 

 

Selection of Arterial Monitoring Intersections for Analysis 
 

The nearest CMP arterial monitoring intersections to the project site are the following: 

 

• La Cienega Boulevard and Venice Boulevard (City of Los Angeles) 

• La Cienega Boulevard and Jefferson Boulevard (City of Los Angeles) 



 

 

 

39 
 

• Overland Avenue and Venice Boulevard (City of Culver City) 

• La Cienega Boulevard and Centinela Avenue (City of Los Angeles) 

• La Cienega Boulevard and Stocker Street (County of Los Angeles) 

 

Based on the project trip generation estimates and a review of the net project traffic volumes 

shown in Figure 7 and Figure 8, the proposed project is not expected to add more than 50 

vehicles per hour (vph) to any of these intersections.  Therefore, a detailed analysis of the 

aforementioned intersections was not required and there are no project impacts on these 

intersections. 

 

 

Freeway Segment Analysis 
 

Since the proposed project is not expected to generate 150 trips or more in either of the analyzed 

peak hours, no further analysis is required for the CMP mainline freeway monitoring locations.  

 

 
CMP TRANSIT IMPACT ANALYSIS 
 

Section B.8.4 of the CMP provides a methodology for estimating the number of transit trips 

expected to result from a proposed project based on the number of vehicle trips.  This 

methodology assumes an average vehicle ridership (AVR) factor of 1.4 in order to estimate the 

number of person trips to and from the project and then provides guidelines regarding the 

percentage of person trips assigned to public transit depending on the type of use (commercial 

versus residential) and the proximity to transit services.  Since the project site is located within 

one-quarter mile of a designated CMP transit corridor, the CMP guidelines provide that 

approximately 7.0% of total person trips generated might use public transit to travel to and from 

the site. 

  

As summarized previously in Table 6, the proposed project is estimated to generate 

approximately 409 daily net trips, 58 net a.m. peak hour trips, and 55 net p.m. peak hour trips.  By 

applying the CMP guidelines described above (i.e., converting the vehicle trips to person trips by 

multiplying by a 1.4 AVR and assuming 7.0% transit use), the results indicate that the project 



 

 

 

40 
 

could add approximately six new transit person trips in the weekday a.m. peak hour and 6 new 

transit person trips in the weekday p.m. peak hour. 

 

As discussed in Chapter II, the project site is served by a number of established public transit 

routes.  These routes connect with other routes at the Fox Hills Transit Center, providing 

connectivity to public transit services throughout Los Angeles and potentially distributing project 

transit trips across numerous routes.  Therefore, no significant project-related impacts on the 

regional transit system are anticipated. 
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VI. PROJECT ACCESS, INTERNAL CIRCULATION AND PARKING 
 

 

 

This section presents a review of the project access, internal circulation, and parking availability.   

 

 

PROJECT ACCESS AND INTERNAL CIRCULATION 

 

The proposed project includes replacement of existing facilities with 49,500 sf of office production 

space and a new parking structure.  The project site is bounded by Washington Boulevard to the 

west, Ince Boulevard to the north, Van Buren Place and single-family residential properties to the 

south and west in the downtown area of the City of Culver City.  Culver Boulevard and Ince 

Boulevard would provide vehicular and pedestrian access for the proposed project.  Parking would 

be provided in a new parking structure containing 200 parking spaces.   

 

The project would continue to use the three existing active entry gates (Gates 1, 2 and 3) and 

modify the internal circulation system on the site.  Gates 2 and 3 would provide primary access to 

the project site.  Limited access to Gate 1 will be provided off Ince Boulevard.  No project trips 

were assigned to Gate 1 as this gate was assumed closed to represent a worst-case scenario.  It 

is anticipated that Gate 1 will not be closed in the future and studio traffic will continue to be use 

this entry/exit point. It is also assumed that Gate 4 on Van Buren Place would remain unchanged 

and would be used for emergency access only, as it is today.  Entry and exit to the project site is 

anticipated to work well with no traffic conflicts or safety issues. 

 

Entry/exit control would be as follows: 

 
• Two entry lanes at Gate 2 and one entry lane at Gate 3. 

 
• One exit lane at both gates. 
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Entry/Exit Gate Queuing Analysis 
 

Gate queuing analysis was conducted for the proposed project taking into consideration 

estimated service capacities for the entry and exit controls.  Table 8 presents the results of this 

analysis. 

 

As shown in Table 8, Gate 2 has two entry lanes (one lane with no access control and one 

access-controlled lane) and Gate 3 has one controlled entry lane.  The uncontrolled entry lane 

at Gate 2 is estimated to have a capacity of up to 1,000 vph (Entrance-Exit Design and Control 

for Major Parking Facilities, Crommelin, 1972) and the controlled lanes have an estimated 

capacity of approximately 75 to 100 vph (according to discussions with City staff).   

 

Morning weekday peak hour year 2007 entry volumes are projected to be approximately 31 

vehicles at Gate 2 and 20 vehicles at Gate 3.  The entry queues that develop are not expected 

to exceed two vehicles per lane at Gate 2 and three vehicles per lane at Gate 3.  According to 

the analysis, these queues are forecast to occur no more than 5% of the time. 

 

Afternoon weekday peak hour year 2007 entry volumes are projected to be approximately five 

vehicles at Gate 2 and four vehicles at Gate 3.  The entry queues that develop are not expected 

to exceed one vehicle per lane at Gates 2 and 3.  According to the analysis, these queues are 

forecast to occur no more than 5% of the time. 

 

The control booth entrance at Gate 2 is approximately 114 feet from Ince Boulevard and this 

location contains a controlled lane (employee access) of 12 feet in width and an uncontrolled 

lane (visitor access) of 11.5 feet in width.   

 

As discussed in Chapter IV, the southbound departure on Ince Boulevard (at Gate 2) will be 

restriped to accommodate a dedicated right-turn lane into the studio and a through/right lane.  

This will facilitate improved access and operation at Gate 2. 

 

The control booth entrance at Gate 3 is approximately 86 feet from Ince Boulevard and this 

location contains a controlled lane (employee/visitor access) of 12.5 feet in width. 



Employees Visitors Employees Visitors

PROJECT-GENERATED TRAFFIC

Project Inbound Trips 21 10 20 3 2 4
Existing Inbound Trips (including trips rerouted from Gate 1) 86 23 43 22 11 19
Total Inbound Trips 107 33 63 25 13 23

GATE CONTROLS

Control Lane Service Capacity 

75 100 75 100

Lane 2: Clear aisle, no control [c] 1,000 n/a 1,000 n/a

Traffic Intensity factor 0.107 0.440 0.630 0.025 0.173 0.230
Entry Queue per Lane (behind service position) * 1 vehicle 2 vehicles 3 vehicles 1 vehicle 1 vehicle 1 vehicle

Notes:
* Not exceeded more than 5 times in 100.
[a] From Trip Distribution
[b] Service capacities based on discussion with Culver City staff.
[c] Sources: Entrance-Exit Design and Control for Major Parking Facilities  (Crommelin, 1972); Traffic Engineering 
     Handbook, 4th Edition (Institute of Transportation Engineers, 1992).
     

Lane 1: Ticket Dispenser with gate (easy Direct 
Approach) / Direction-info needed (Gate 2 Visitors) [b]

Gate 3
Gate 2Gate 2

Gate 3

A.M. PEAK HOUR P.M. PEAK HOUR

GATES ENTRY LANE QUEUING ANALYSIS 
TABLE 8
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Therefore, the anticipated entry queues at the Gates (as listed in Table 8) could be 

accommodated on the internal driveways at the Studios without backing up onto Ince Boulevard 

or Culver Boulevard.  It should also be noted that Culver Studios intends to implement an 

automated gate pass system that will allow guards to process visitors more efficiently. 

 

 

PARKING 
 

Under the update to Comprehensive Plan #5, the total number of required vehicle spaces is 1051. 

 The number of spaces that will be provided on site will be 751 (because of the shared parking 

agreement for live audiences and the 100 deferred parking spaces).   

 

The existing land uses on site under the current comprehensive plan would require 976 spaces, 

with 676 to be provided on the site.  Under the new Comprehensive Plan #5 parking ratios, the 

parking requirements based on the existing structures would be 921, with 621 provided on the 

site.   

 
With the new Comprehensive Plan #5 buildout (new Building J), the total parking requirement will 

be 1051 spaces with 751 to be provided on the site.  A more detailed breakdown of the parking 

requirements is provided in the Comprehensive Plan Amendment #5 documentation.  In order to 

meet the new parking requirements, there will be a new 200-space parking structure built. 
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VII.  SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS 
 

 

 

This study was undertaken to analyze the potential traffic impacts of the proposed office 

production space development as part of the Culver Studios Comprehensive Plan Amendment #5 

on the local street system.  The following summarizes the results of this analysis: 

 
• The project includes the demolition of existing Building J and its replacement with a new 

building with a total of 49,500 sf of office production space.  The project also includes 
the construction of a new parking structure.  The project would make improvements to 
the three existing active entry gates (Gates 1, 2 and 3) and modify the internal 
circulation system on the site.  The project will also continue the limited truck use of 
Gate #4 as described in the Comprehensive Plan Amendment #5 appendix 
documentation.  It is assumed that the gate on Van Buren Place and would be used for 
emergency access only, as it is today. 

 
• A total of 18 intersections were analyzed within the study area for this project.  Seventeen 

of the intersections currently operate at LOS D or better during both peak hours.  The 
intersection of Venice Boulevard & Robertson Boulevard/Exposition Boulevard currently 
operates at LOS F during the morning peak hour and at LOS E during the afternoon peak 
hour. 

 
• Because of the potential closure of Washington Boulevard adjacent to the project site, the 

future conditions were evaluated with the contemplated closure. 
 

• Twelve of the 18 study intersections are projected to operate at an acceptable level of 
service (LOS D or better) during morning and evening peak hours in cumulative base 
conditions (year 2007).  The other six intersections are projected to operate at LOS E or F 
during at least one of the analyzed peak hours. 

 
• Twelve of the 18 study intersections are projected to operate at an acceptable level of 

service (LOS D or better) during morning and evening peak hours in cumulative plus 
project conditions (year 2007).  The other six intersections are projected to operate at LOS 
E or F during at least one of the analyzed peak hours. 

 
• Analysis of projected cumulative plus project conditions indicates that the proposed project 

would not create any significant traffic impacts at any of the analyzed intersections. 
 

• The project is also not expected to have a significant impact on any of the streets in the 
residential neighborhood adjacent to the site.  The Studio will implement a public relations 
program that will inform all employees, vendors, tenants and visitors of the designated 
routes to and from the studios to help prevent vehicles using residential street to access 
the site. 
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• In order to prevent the project traffic from using the neighborhood streets, new traffic signs 

would be posted on Ince Boulevard and/or the Studio at Gates 2 and 3 to prevent right 
turns out of the site onto southbound Ince Boulevard.  Access to both of these Gates 
would be via right-turn-in/left-turn-out only. 

 
• Culver Studios would be required to implement a traffic monitoring program over a three-

year period commencing after the first phase of construction.  If there were more than a 
15% increase in traffic at the monitoring locations, then the City would propose restricting 
access at Gate 3 to trucks only. 

 
• Southbound Ince Boulevard would be restriped at Gate 2 to provide a through/right and a 

dedicated right-turn lane to provide better access to the site.  
 

• Analyses of potential impacts on the regional transportation system conducted in 
accordance with CMP requirements determined that the project would not have a 
significant impact on CMP monitoring intersections or the mainline freeway system. 

 
• The project location is well served by numerous established transit routes and project-

related impacts on the regional transit system are not expected to be significant. 
 

• Culver Boulevard and Ince Boulevard would provide vehicular and pedestrian access for 
the proposed project.  With the inclusion of the proposed project the studios will provide 
a total of 751 parking spaces, which meets the City’s code requirement.  
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APPENDIX A 

 

INTERSECTION LANE CONFIGURATIONS 



EXISTING
CONDITIONS

Rodeo Rd
Higuera St/Rodeo Rd
Jefferson Bl &1.

Jefferson Bl

Higuera St

FUTURE
CONDITIONS

Same As Existing

INTERSECTION LANE CONFIGURATIONS

Duquesne Av
Duquesne Av
Jefferson Bl &2.

Jefferson Bl

Same As Existing

Lucerne Av
Lucerne Av
Duquesne Av &3.

Duquesne Av

Same As Existing

Culver Bl
Culver Bl
Madison Av &4.

Madison Av

Same As Existing

Washington Bl
Washington Bl
Clarington Av &5.

Clarington Av

Same As Existing

Culver Bl
Culver Bl
Duquesne Av &6.

Duquesne Av

Same As Existing

LEGEND
Stop Controlled



Venice Bl
Hughes Av &

8.

Hughes Av

EXISTING
CONDITIONS

Venice Bl

Venice Bl

Culver Bl

12.
Venice Bl
Culver Bl &

FUTURE
CONDITIONS

Same As Existing

Same As Existing

INTERSECTION LANE CONFIGURATIONS

7. Same As Existing

Culver Bl
Main St/Washington Bl &9. Culver Bl

Washington Bl
Washington Bl
Ince Bl &10.

Ince Bl

Culver Bl
Culver Bl

11.

Washington Bl

Culver Bl
Washington Bl/Irving Pl &

Main St

Culver Bl

Washington Bl

Main St

Ince Bl &

Ince Bl

Washington Bl

Ince Bl

Washington Bl

Watseka Av

Culver Bl

Irving Pl

Culver Bl

Ince Bl



EXISTING
CONDITIONS

Robertson Bl/Exposition Bl

Higuera St

13.

15.

Robertson Bl/Exposition Bl &
Venice Bl

Washington Bl
Robertson Bl/Higuera St &

Washington Bl

National Bl

14. National Bl &
Washington Bl

FUTURE
CONDITIONS

Venice Bl

Washington Bl Same As Existing

Same As Existing

Same As Existing

INTERSECTION LANE CONFIGURATIONS

Higuera St
Higuera St
Lucerne Av &16.

Lucerne Av

Same As Existing

Ince Bl
Ince Bl
Lucerne Av &17.

Lucerne Av

Same As Existing

LEGEND
Stop Controlled

Robertson Bl

Private Dwy

National Bl
National Bl
Hayden Av &18.

Hayden Av

Same As Existing



 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

APPENDIX B 

 

TRAFFIC COUNTS 

 
























































