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Figure 4..2B - Existiing (2013)  –Lane Coonfiguratioon, Peak HHour Volume, and Inntersection
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Figure 4..2C - Existting (2013) –Lane Coonfiguratioon, Peak HHour Voluume, and Inntersectio
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Figure 4..3A – Existting (2013)) - Lane Coonfiguratiion and Inntersectionn Level of Service by
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Figure 4..3B - Existiing (2013)  - Lane Coonfiguratioon and Inttersection  Level of SService by
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Figure 4..6B – 2030  COG Rouund 8 Scennario - Lanne Configuuration annd Intersecction Leve

52 

l of Servicce by Movement – CCentral Areea 

TTransportati

 

Dulles Cor
ion Study – F

rridor Study
Final Report

 
t 
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Figure 4..9A - 2030  Scenario GG - Lane CConfigurattion, Peakk Hour Vollume, andd Intersecti
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Figure 4..9B - 2030 Scenario GG - Lane CConfigurattion, Peak  Hour Vollume, and  Intersecti
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Figure 4..9C - 2030  Scenario GG - Lane CConfigurattion, Peakk Hour Vollume, and Intersecti

63 

ion Level oof Service  (with mittigation mmeasures) –– East Area

T

a 

Transportati

 

Dulles Cor
ion Study – F

rridor Study
Final Report

 
t 

 



 

Figure 4..10A - 20300 Scenarioo G - Lane  Configuraation and  Intersection Level oof Service 
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Figure 4..10B - 20300 Scenario G - Lane Configuraation and IIntersectioon Level oof Service 
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Figure 4..10C - 20300 Scenarioo G - Lane  Configuraation and Intersectioon Level oof Service 
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