’ ', 3 X \\ | e © % > j\ o \\\/ 8.2 a;? ‘// Rd - s,
i Scrafble\Rd 9 R 2> \ conit® \ p wet N = & Fef s = : c o :
i a \ ] 3 N 9, g = £ B /e R LTS Rating LTS Rating Description Population Class
| : \ zxeter ¢ Y R AP g : .
| 2 vigdle R 3 \ g o 2 X% Heightg/RS / g stress; suitable for .
; \ 5 ) S N o S8 L Stfathpm : = o LTS 1 = Kids and nners
| . < = o N o A\ N4 / o all r d
| d \\ rentw, ’ ), = &\»“Sw & S 7%;) T Vi Byt 4, pors all rigers
i o "7 S % Pora < A 3 Z 4 e ON: S
| brentw oo 2 I (L]0~ N e/ AR
, | pog 3 2 g ° S : Lower stress; suitable for . :
. | @ N Longy, A & t = oo LTS 2 i = Willing but Wary Riders
g i oA eren ey, v & & S & N adults with some experience
SO I S o) \ < % = N Sea R
| 72 % \ 5 s (s N\
| @f \ N\
i \‘ éo 3/.6 \\ . . -
3 il oo e\\?‘de 2 \ oy Q. n%V 8 LTS 3 Moderate strelss, suitable for Comfortal?ly Confident
2JAG, | S, e o L& 4 4, %, A & those who ride regularly Riders
& | JER %, ©) @ @ ‘\ @ (7 %; it N
- . ! \ . /7 Co 57 S T R e o
% e %4 . A N o S o L A High-stress: suitable for
(o4 i b > % . s N - -ﬂ A ] [ oL s < ™ A gt
i/ $§~ 7@) 5%, 2 <~ \ \00@ . 7 é’g \ N LTS 4 experienced riders with Exposure-Experienced
~ . s & S, > > i - i -
S & & 5 S S N WAY oY/ & B 5 S ' tolerance to high speeds and Riders
E 6\{&6 < \0 \6 | gy - \‘ IpRI ge R sz\ Oﬁ‘rﬁmp Lq Q C ; Rd DE- (o) qQ o/ delnncx trﬁff]c
= ] < | ° S \ R o Pond )
éu LA Q;cg,\ S P :: ? \\ (od o ( 101) N/ % o \\N\\\ =06 6)}{0
& I & 2 \ %, K D) = é‘::s e \\\"\~\\ /
i outh Rd W \ S & 7, ¢ e SIS X T . . . .
! R B \ 5 B W 202 [F 0% T — o X ~ Bicycle Level of Traffic Stress (LTS) Analysis for RPC Region Roads
——————————— = - % WSS T ==k N S ] I X N ) i .. )
! \ Sy &/ @ & =t Y o \\l( Wisey < FHWA Measuring Multimodal Network Connectivity Pilot Grant
! Ry & 5 g "1 Z; | ‘Qee\, s o g‘;teeat 5 o
- | é{\ ~ P g > ! 2 | s, s/ Gate D= £ ~
(73] ! Rd /,/ @ - (] 00k ‘1 % '74 o Pol d . .
| Back LAYy Yef . — 6 | L % P ¢ ) What is Level of Traffic Stress?
q . o Z es ‘ S % 3 J . . . . .-
.' 2 . S~ P N _ K N @ Level of Traffic Stress (LTS) is a tool for rating the bikeability of roadways
i = E e l. R 5 aMe nns % °
I o) - > Coltin (o) . . . . . . 1
| s s ) “ &8 3 N IGR A TR S5/ North Spire RAN¥, recognizing that people have differing tolerance for traffic when riding. The
= - B S 1 > \e = 2 . . . .
_ Ch © e @ : k B[ < 0 o LTS model incorporates traffic speed, traffic volumes, shoulder width,
Beach Plain Rd | o Sase < e Autumn | : 2 -
TN L5 e S 7 \ : [ e the presence of parking and bike lanes. Initial model results are mapped
@ i O D S S » o | . %) 1 . . . . . .
g | Q%™ ” s Sanbory // \ Moulton Ridge Ry \ e bt here. RPC is collecting public input to validate these results or identify
| o \ ¢ | . e oHamptonges=) © - -
| = G \ ‘\ — . 25 >\ 28 Ry ] w3 where the model over- or under-estimates traffic stress.
. G s | A l\ o e 0 aa s T\ 2% T
| o \ o o Fre R 00 e N o ? K oL B o,
| : s . East : A N A
\'S = \ S g NS, . g
E Rockrimmon Rd > < ES) \ I_I > t @ 7 E %
Mmerald Dr S Scotland./ 2 \\ o :Ke]n Sin, ton g ‘\k_, a? p On’\/-a '\t\,\//) ' o, 4
' Rd 0, N 5 g S \ 3 L Q’oé
| =i % \ 0 (7 \ (o ,_,( i A % %
| Driveway txg e’oé/ \\ l'?o' Stumpfield Rd %5 ¥ < .\Q ‘\‘ F al]:s ‘ijf;% R4 %%// %J«
| S A365 %: 2, \ e \ s, % ¢ 06\5\ %% S \ o g\\ £ D@.VE,?} ) R, z( b
| N\ S | K t — 2 7 | S 7 N -
‘- SR o | Ningston | e, | 3 y AN R
% A | cien e \ \ =vear Ln & Water \ v ORI S
5, O i White D \ East \\ 7}/ % '% \ N, \ § / / \\
- ! = ACA b\ % C ‘ an% : G ‘:"yf’:', J
| G‘ed Great Fond \ o i Oy ;d - © 01?99 Lamprey Rd /i Y Al ! &L ~ ﬁ o t S
= e ! 9, Andrews i ? S e'?o/ l & 2 3\ 2 /\ AL
0\ Q \ 2 | C\(N | n 2 s P s P J
o 4 L\ % Ln 1 o 1 S > &
1 @0@ ‘f\".__ p / 7 / Po:w:w ‘ % ll Wikl ll g S[a/ - (o Q\ , ﬁ / .L L \ﬂ\a(g %\
DN LA % I(ln' S‘t@ﬂ % b A 1 partiett e ‘. S 2 § S
1 <) e '1 Rd /'/\/ \ O N Qe B
| | Q e | 1 Z @) o
| Danville ¢ | | o om
| e R | | g b =
| \ | ==
Fio\“e o Fopy, s, lll ll N~ =
M2 Qok oy ™ = ‘. ‘\
| S ‘\ I N - S e e A =
I 172} 1
| | |
| Towle Rd o 2 "1
o O a Cedar é’ 1
fI o ® Swamp !
, -
AR B
T e ~ N\ 4L M AN :
g Countr S
(7 iry
Morni 03’
Dove, L roro L
=
§ % eef
N 2 °o,F % s By
A > - |
) !
a ® 5. ’70’8[ /‘I
| [
% 'S ,
© S 'l
Y S e |
% , S |
N \ -
\\\ S A Y ’%' X Nt 3
\ o S 2506, | o Newtori
N % 0% Ry Lo @‘@
\\ Q’%, \\\é\ /?0' N4 4 2
N / :
. of / %S
N\, 4 /o
\ 7 Tfornell Rq
. // Gey,
\_.\ AN // '9@@‘9 » 47
(o)) N o RA S Quake' S,
7% ~Grang Gross"™ /9 % <Vs
o —=s S o /
(B / nWood O% ‘ P
a‘? // T > N y
\/ 7 /OGO (o 0) \//
7 ” 5 /s
/ ‘U 4
/ N
s/
<\\ ‘?sé S /
\\\ ‘\e (%) /
¢, \\\\ \ U //
b, Wi AN 22
& L NG {n © //
|~ 3 N y
E’, el \\\\ /
/1 £53 X ® Sy, /
c= J 2 S 4
Q < AN /
QY ( bQ \\\\ //
"‘ / a e@f > @ N /
Seayq, o / \\\ !
> S A Yoy & /
S /’
§ 9(” PO\\a" Rd I/I
Q 4770, I/
o ! o8 N /
X 2 <& /
= &4 & /
A G N Nl i
Al St < é‘g
Alle o eq; /
- Fogrest St /
4. /
(@)
z o /
o) /
\ g— %¢, ale’ //
. % /
T~ /
~— " '
Ty //
\\\\\ /I

Bicycle Level of Traffic Stress (LTS) Analysis for RPC Region Roads

FHWA Measuring Multimodal Network Connectivity Pilot Grant

ROCKINGHAM
PLANNING
COMMISSION

theRPC.org




