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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The Fiscalini Ranch totals about 420 acres, divided into an eastern and western section. The
western portion of the ranch contains 350 acres and the eastern portion contains the
remaining 70 acres. The western section would be for passive uses such as hiking and
horseback riding. A +25-acre community park in proposed on the eastern portion (17.5
_acres of developed uses and 7.5 acres for the creek and hillside areas). The proposed park
include sports fields (soccer, baseball, softball), tennis courts, basketball/volleyball courts,
playgrounds, picnic areas, and a future community building. Access is proposed via Rodeo
Grounds Road, which connects to Burton Drive south of the downtown area.

The study-area roadways and intersections currently operate at LOS A or B during Weekday
and Summer Weekend peak periods. The proposed park uses would generate 875 trips,
with 79 trips occurring during the P.M. peak hour period on weekdays. For the Summer
Weekend period with the park fully utilized with 9 soccer fields as well as the other park
uses, the project would generate 1,655 trips, with 270 trips occurring during the peak
hour period.

The impact analysis found that all of the study-area roadways and intersections would
operate at LOS C or better during Weekday and Summer Weekend peak periods. These
service level meet the County standard and project traffic would not significantly impact the
roadways and intersections in the project area. Similarly, the cumulative analysis found that
all of the study-area roadways and intersections would operate at LOS C or better and
cumulative traffic would not significantly impact the study-area roadways and intersections.

The project includes a concept plan with +100 parking spaces for the park. This supply
would accommodate the day-to-day peak parking demands but peak weekend demands
would exceed the supply assuming that all 9 soccer fields are being used. The analysis
shows a peak parking demand of 189 parking spaces assuming that the 9 soccer fields are
fully utilized. There would also be a nominal amount of parking generated by the other
park uses during the same time period. The project could mitigate this potential impact via
one, or a combination of, the following measures:

Provide more permanent parking;
Provide overflow parking;
Construct the entry road at a width that would allow on-street parking; and/or

Limit the number of fields in use at any one time (4 fields maximum).
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INTRODUCTION

The following report contains an analysis of the traffic and parking impacts associated with
the Fiscalini Park Master Plan, proposed in the Community of Cambria in San Luis Obispo
County. The report provides information relative to existing and future traffic conditions
within the project study area. Potential project-specific and cumulative impacts were
evaluated using County policies for roadways and intersections. A parking analysis was also
prepared to determine the adequacy of the proposed parking supply.

In addition to the typical weekday traffic analysis completed for projects, County staff
requested a summer weekend analysis for this project since Cambria experiences tourist
activity on weekends during summer months. Traffic volumes were collected for the
weekday period in May 2006 and for the summer weekend period in June 2006. The peak
period for weekdays is between 4:00 and 6:00 P.M., while the peak period for summer
weekends occurs between 11:00 A.M. and 4:00 P.M. The traffic count data is contained
in the Technical Appendix for reference.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The project site location within Cambria is shown on Figure 1. The Fiscalini Ranch totals
about 420 acres, divided into an eastern and western section. The western portion of the
ranch contains 350 acres and the eastern portion contains the remaining 70 acres. The
western section would be for passive uses such as hiking and horseback riding. A + 25-acre
community park is proposed on the eastern portion (17.5 acres of developed uses and 7.5
acres for the creek and hillside areas). The proposed park include sports fields (soccer,
baseball, softball), tennis courts, basketball/volleyball courts, playgrounds, picnic areas, and
a future community building. Figure 2 shows the conceptual plan for the park. Access is
proposed via Rodeo Grounds Road, which connects to Burton Drive south of the

downtown area.
EXISTING CONDITIONS
Street Network

The circulation system adjacent to the site is comprised of Highway 1 (a State Route) and
arterial and collector roads located within Cambria, as illustrated in Figure 3. The following
text provides a brief discussion of the primary components of the study-area street network.

Highway 1 is a two-lane State Highway with asphalt shoulders within the Cambria area.
The highway provides north-south regional access to the site via connections to Main Street.

Main Street, located to the north of the site, is a +30-foot wide roadway. Main Street is a
minor arterial roadway that extends from Highway 1 easterly through Cambria’s downtown
area. On-street parking is provided in portions of the downtown area. The Main
Street/Cambria Drive intersection is a T-configuration and is controlled by stop signs (all-way
stop). The Main Street/Burton Drive intersection is also a T-configuration and controlled by

stop signs {all-way stop).

Fiscalini Park Master Plan Associated Transponation Engineers
Traffic and Circulation Study 1 July 10, 2006
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Burton Drive is a north-south two-lane collector road with curb, gutter, and sidewalk
adjacent to the commercial uses between Rodeo Grounds Road and Main Street. On-street
parking is provided in this area. Burton Drive is a two-lane collector roadway with dirt
shoulders south of Rodeo Ground Road. The Burton Drive/Rodeo Grounds Road
intersection is a T-configuration and is stop-controlled on the Rodeo Grounds

Road approach.

Rodeo Grounds Drive is an unpaved local road that extends west of Burton Drive into the
area of the proposed park.

Roadway Operations

Existing average daily traffic (ADT) volumes and roadway operations are reviewed below.
County policies state that the level of service standard for the Cambria area is LOS D.

The operational characteristics of the study-area roadways were analyzed using standard
engineering roadway classifications and their corresponding roadway design capacities. The
roadway classification system and design capacities are summarized in the Technical
Appendix for reference. "Levels of Service" (LOS) A through F are used to rate roadway
operations. LOS A and LOS B represent primarily free-flow operations, LOS C represents
stable conditions, LOS D nears unstable operations with restrictions on maneuverability
within traffic streams, LOS E represents unstable operations with maneuverability very
limited, and LOS F represents breakdown or forced flow conditions.

The Existing Weekday and Existing Summer Weekend ADT volumes for the street segments
in the vicinity of the project site are shown in Figures 4 and 5. Existing levels of service are
summarized in Table 1. The study-area roadways operate at LOS A.

Table 1
Existing Roadway Operations

Weekday Summer Weekend

Roadway Segment Volume LOS Volume LOS
Main St w/o Burton Dr 6,300 ADT LOS A 8,200 ADT LOS A
Burton Dr n/fo Rodeo Grounds Rd 4,700 ADT LOS A 4,200 ADT LOS A
Burton Dr s/fo Rodeo Grounds Rd 4,600 ADT LOS A 4,100 ADT LOS A

Fiscalini Park Master Plan Associated Transportation Engineers

Traffic and Circulation Study 5 July 10, 2006









Intersection Operations

Traffic analyses examine operations at critical intersections during peak travel periods since
traffic flow on street networks is most restricted at intersections. The level of service grading
system (LOS A-F) discussed previously for roadway operations is also used to
rate intersections.

Figures 4 and 5 show the Existing Weekday and Existing Summer Weekend peak hour traffic
volumes at the three study-area intersections identified for analysis. Levels of service were
calculated for the intersections using the unsignalized methodology outlined in the Highway
Capacity Manual.! Existing levels of service are summarized in Table 2. As shown, the
study-area intersections operate at LOS A or B during Weekday and Summer Weekend
peak periods.

Table 2
Existing Intersection Operations
Delay / LOS
Intersection Control Weekday Summer Weekend

Main St/Cambria Dr All-Way Stop | 9.9 Sec/LOS A 11.9 Sec/LOS B
Main St/Burton Dr All-Way Stop | 9.9 Sec/LOS A 13.9 Se/LOS B
Rodeo Grounds Rd/Burton Dr

NB Left Turn vy 7.7 Sec/LOS A 7.5 Sec/LOS A

EB Left & Right Turn Y2OP | 10.3Sec/LOSB | 10.9 Sec/LOS B

Overall LOS 9.1 Secd/LOS A 10.0 Sec/LOS A

LOS based on average delay per vehicle during peak period.

PROJECT-GENERATED TRAFFIC
Trip Generation

Weekday trip generation estimates for the park were developed using the data from public
parks that were studied by SANDAG.?> Weekend trip generation estimates were developed
using the data published by the Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE).®> The weekend
trip generation estimates assume that the park would be fully utilized with 9 soccer fields
as well as the other park uses. Tables 3 and 4 show the daily and peak hour trip generation
estimates for the Weekday and Summer Weekend periods.

} Highway Capacity Manual, National Research Council, 2000.

¥ Traffic Generators, San Diego Association of Governments, 2004.

4 Trip Generation, Institute of Transportation Engineer, 7th Edition, 2003.
Fiscalini Park Master Plan Associated Transportation Engineers
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Table 3
Fiscalini Park Master Plan — Weekday Trip Generation

ADT Peak Hour
Land Use . Size Rate Trips Rate Trips
City Park 17.5 Acres 50 875 4.5 79
Table 4
Fiscalini Park Master Plan — Summer Weekend Trip Generation
ADT Peak Hour
Land Use Size Rate Trips Rate Trips
Soccer Fields 9 Fields 117.43 1,057 28.73 259
City Park 9 Acres 66.47 598 1.18 11
Total 1,655 270

Trip Distribution

Project traffic was distributed and assigned to the study-area roadways and intersections
based upon the distribution pattern shown in Figure 6 and Table 5. This pattern was
developed based on the residential development pattern in the Cambria area.

Table 5
Fiscalini Park Master Plan - Trip Distribution
Origin/Destination Direction Percentage
Main St w/o Cambria Dr West 15%
Main St e/o Burton Dr West 10%
Main 5t Local Area West 10%
Cambria Dr s/o Main St East 15%
Burton Dr s/o Rodeo Grounds Rd South 50%
Total 100
Fiscalini Park Master Plan Associated Transportation Engineers

Traffic and Circulation Study 9 July 10, 2006






IMPACT THRESHOLDS

County impact thresholds were used to assess the significance of the traffic generated by the
project. County policies state that the level of service standard for Cambria is LOS D.

POTENTIAL-SPECIFIC IMPACTS

Roadways

Roadway volumes for the Existing + Project scenarios are shown in Figures 7 and 8.
Existing and Existing + Project volumes and levels of service are compared in Tables 6

and 7.

As described in the Existing Conditions section of the report, the study-area

roadways currently operate at LOS A. The addition of project traffic would not significantly
affect these facilities, as they would continue to operate at LOS A with project traffic.

Table 6
Existing & Existing + Project Roadway Operations - Weekdays

Traffic Volume
Project- Existing
Roadway Segment Existing Added + Project LOS
Main St w/o Burton Dr 6,300 ADT 350 ADT 6,650 ADT LOS A
Burton Dr n/o Rodeo Grounds Rd 4,700 ADT 438 ADT 5,138 ADT LOS A
_ Burton Dr s/o Rodeo Grounds Rd 4,600 ADT 438 ADT 5,038 ADT LOS A
Table 7

Existing & Existing + Project Roadway Operations - Summer Weekends

Traffic Volume

Project- Existing
Roadway Segment Existing Added + Project LOS
Main St w/o Burton Dr 8,200 ADT 662 ADT 8,862 ADT LOS A
Burton Dr nfo Rodeo Grounds Rd 4,200 ADT 828 ADT 5,028 ADT LOS A
Burton Dr s/o Rodeo Grounds Rd 4,100 ADT 828 ADT 4,928 ADT LOS A

Fiscalini Park Master Plan
Traffic and Circulation Study
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Intersections

The Existing + Project peak hour traffic volumes at the study-area intersections are shown
in Figures 7 and 8 for the Weekday and Summer Weekend scenarios. The intersection
levels of service for the Existing and Existing + Project scenarios are compared in Tables 8
and 9. The data show that the intersections are forecast to operate at LOS C or better with
Existing + Project traffic. Traffic added by the project would not significantly impact the
study-area intersections based on the County’s LOS D standard.

Table 8
Existing & Existing + Project Intersection Operations - Weekdays

Delay / LOS
Existing
Intersection Existing + Project
Main S¢/Cambria Dr 9.9 Sed/LOS A 10.1 Sed/LOS B

Main St/Burton Dr 9.9 Sec/LOS A 10.1 Sec/LOS B
Rodeo Grounds Rd/Burton Dr
NB Left Turn 7.7 Sec/LOS A 7.7 Sec/LOS A
EB Left & Right Turn 10.3 Sec/LOS B 10.9 Sec/LOS B
Overall LOS 9.1 Sec/LOS A 9.7 Sec/LOS A

LOS based on average delay per vehicle during peak period.

Table 9
Existing & Existing + Project Intersection Operations - Summer Weekends

Delay / LOS
Existing
Intersection Existing + Project
Main St/Cambria Dr 11.9 Sec/LOS B 12.7 Sec/LOS B

Main St/Burton Dr

13.9 Sec/LOS B

18.0 Sec/LOS C

NB Left Turn
EB Left & Right Turn
Overall LOS

Rodeo Grounds Rd/Burton Dr

7.5 Sed/LOS A
10.9 Sed/LOS B
10.0 Sec/LOS A

7.7 Sed/LOS A
13.1 Sed/LOS B
11.4 Se</LOS B

LOS based on average delay per vehicle during peak period.

Fiscalini Park Master Plan
Traffic and Circulation Study
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CUMULATIVE ANALYSIS

The Cumulative traffic analysis is based on a list of projects provided by County staff. The
County list shows two proposed projects in the Cambria Area (cumulative projects are
shown in the Cumulative Trip Generation Calculation worksheet contained in the Technical
Appendix). Figures 9 and 10 show the Cumulative volumes for the Weekday and Summer
Weekend peak periods; and Figures 11 and 12 show the Cumulative + Project volumes.

Roadways

Roadway volumes and levels of service for the Cumulative and Cumulative + Project
scenario are shown in Tables 10 and 11. As shown, the study-area roadways are forecast
to operate at LOS A with Cumulative and Cumulative + Project traffic. The addition of
cumulative traffic would not significantly affect these facilities based on the County’s

LOS D standard.

Table 10
Cumulative & Cumulative + Project Roadway Operations - Weekdays

Traffic Volume

Project- Cumulative
Roadway Segment Cumulative Added + Project LOS
Main St w/o Burton Dr 6,800 ADT 350 ADT 7,150 ADT LOS A
Burton Dr n/o Rodeo Grounds Rd 4,800 ADT 438 ADT 5,238 ADT LOS A
Burton Dr s/fo Rodeo Grounds Rd 4,700 ADT 438 ADT 5,138 ADT LOS A
Table 11

Cumulative & Cumulative + Project Roadway Operations - Summer Weekends

Traffic Volume

Project- Cumulative
Roadway Segment Cumulative Added + Project LOS
Main St w/o Burton Dr 8,700 ADT 662 ADT 9,362 ADT LOS A-B
Burton Dr nfo Rodeo Grounds Rd 4,300 ADT 828 ADT 5,128 ADT LOS A
Burton Dr s/o Rodeo Grounds Rd 4,200 ADT 828 ADT 5,028 ADT LOS A
Fiscalini Park Master Plan Associated Transportation Engineers
Traffic and Circulation Study 15 July 10, 2006
















Intersections

The Cumulative and Cumulative + Project levels of service for the study-area intersections
are compared in Tables 12 and 13 for the Weekday and Summer Weekend scenarios. The
data show that the intersections are forecast to operate at LOS C or better with Cumulative
and Cumulative + Project traffic. Cumulative traffic would not significantly impact the
study-area intersections based on the County’s LOS D standard.

Table 12

Cumulative & Cumulative + Project Intersection Operations - Weekdays

Intersection

Delay / LOS

Cumulative

Cumulative
+ Project

Main St/Cambria Dr

10.0 Sec/LOS A

10.1 Sec/LOS B

Main St/Burton Dr

10.1 Sec/LOS B

10.3 Sec/LOS B

Rodeo Grounds Rd/Burton Dr
NB Left Turn
EB Left & Right Turn
Overall LOS

7.7 Sec/LOS A
10.4 Sec/LOS B
9.1 Sed/LOS A

7.8 Sec/LOS A
10.9 Sec/LOS B
9.8 Secd/LOS A

LOS based on average delay per vehicle during peak period.

Table 13

Cumulative & Cumulative + Project Intersection Operations - Summer Weekends

Intersection

Delay / LOS

Cumulative

Cumulative
+ Project

Main St/Cambria Dr

12.0 Sed/LOS B

13.0 Sec/LOS B

Main St/Burton Dr

14.2 Secd/LOS B

19.4 Sed/LOS C

Rodeo Grounds Rd/Burton Dr
NB Left Turn
EB Left & Right Turn
Overall LOS

7.7 Sec/LOS A
10.9 Sec/LOS B
10.0 Sec/LOS A

7.7 Sec/LOS A
13.1 Sec/LOS B
11.4 Sec/LOS B

LOS based on average delay per vehicle during peak period.
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SITE PARKING

The Fiscalini Ranch Master Plan includes a concept plan with + 100 parking spaces for the
park. This supply would accommodate the day-to-day peak parking demands based on
demand data published by ITE.* The ITE data is based on studies of similar City parks. The
park study selected as being representative of the Fiscalini park contained 25 acres and had
three softball fields, two soccer fields, an outdoor group areas, children play areas/structures
and pathways. The peak parking demand ratio developed from that study was 5.1 vehicles
per developed acre. This rate yields a peak parking demand estimate of 89 spaces for the
17.5-acre park on the Fiscalini Ranch site.

Peak weekend demands were forecasted assuming that the soccer fields are fully used on
Saturdays during the AYSO soccer season, since those parking demand will be higher than
the typical day-to-day peak demands. Peak parking demand forecasts for this scenario were
calculated based on rates developed by ATE from parking studies completed at similar sports
complexes. The rates were applied to the 9 soccer fields proposed at the Fiscalini Ranch
park site. The peak parking demand analysis assumes 2 teams per field, 13 players per
team, 2 coaches per team, 4 spectators per team in addition to those arriving with players,
and 1 referee per field. A worksheet showing the peak parking demand calculations is
contained in the Technical Appendix for reference.

The analysis shows a peak parking demand of 189 parking spaces assuming that the 9
soccer fields are fully utilized. There would also be a nominal amount of parking generated
by the other park uses during the same time period. Thus, the peak parking demands would
exceed the + 100 parking spaces conceptually envisioned for the park area. The project
could mitigate this potential impact via one, or a combination of, the following measures:

1 Provide more permanent parking;

2 Provide overflow parking;

3. Construct the entry road at a width that would allow on-street parking;
4 Limit the number of fields in use at any one time (4 fields maximum).

* Parking Generation, Institute of Transportation Engineers, 3rd Edition, 2003.

Fiscalini Park Master Plan Associated Transportation Engineers
Traffic and Circulation Study 21 July 10, 2006
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LEVEL OF SERVICE DEFINITIONS

"Levels of Service" (LOS) A through F are used to rate roadway and intersection operating
conditions, with LOS A indicating very good operations and LOS F indicating poor
operations. More complete level of service definitions are:

LOS Definition

Low volumes; primarily free flow operations. Density is low
A and vehicles can freely maneuver within traffic stream. Drivers
can maintain their desired speeds with little or no delay.

Stable flow with potential for some restriction of operating
speeds due to traffic conditions. Maneuvering is only slightly
restricted. Stopped delays are not bothersome and drivers are
not subject to appreciable tension.

Stable operations, however the ability to maneuver is more
restricted by the increase in traffic volumes. Relatively
satisfactory operating speeds prevail but adverse signal
coordination or longer queues cause delays.

Approaching unstable traffic flow where small increases in
volume could cause substantial delays. Most drivers are
restricted in their ability to maneuver and their selection of
travel speeds. Comfort and convenience are low but tolerable.

Operations characterized by significant approach delays and
average travel speeds of one-half to one-third of free flow

E speed. Flow is unstable and potential for stoppages of brief
duration. High signal density, extensive queuing, or signal
progression/timing are the typical causes of delays.

Forced flow operations with high approach delays at critical
signalized intersections. Speeds are reduced substantially and
stoppages may occur for short or long periods of time because
of downstream congestion.




STANDARD ENGINEERING ROADWAY DESIGN CAPACITIES
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INTERSECTION LEVEL OF SERVICE CALCULATION WORKSHEETS

Reference 1 - Cambria Drive/Main Street
Reference 2 - Main Street/Burton Drive
Reference 3 — Burton Drive/Rodeo Grounds Drive



ALL-WAY STOP CONTROL ANALYSIS

General Information Site Information
Analyst MME Intersection CAMBRIA/MAIN
Agancy/Co, ATE Jurisdiction SLO COUNTY
Date Performed MAY 2006 Analysis Year 2006
Analysis Time Patiod WEEKDAY PEAK
Project ID EXISTING
East/West Street: CAMBRIA DRIVE [North/South Street: MAIN STREET
olume Adjustments and Site Characteristics
Agoproach Eastbound Westbound
Movement L T R L T R
Volume (veh/) 84 0 136 0 0 0
%Thrus Left Lane
Approach Northbound Southbound
Movement L T R L T R
Volume (veh/h) 101 204 0 0 162 117
%Thrus Left Lane
Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound
L1 L2 L1 L2 L1 L2 Lt L2
Configuration LR L T T R
PHF 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Flow Rate (veh/h) 220 101 204 162 117
% Heavy Vehicles 0 0 0 0 0
No. Lanes 1 0 2 2
Geometry Group 1 5 5
Duration, T 0.25
Saturation Headway Adjustment Worksheet
Prop. Left-Turns 0.4 1.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Prap. Right-Turns 0.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.0
Prop. Heavy Vehicle 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
hLT-adj 0.2 0.2 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5
hRT-adj -0.6 -0.6 -0.7 -0.7 -0.7 -0.7
hHV-adj 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7
hadj, computed -0.3 0.5 0.0 0.0 -0.7
Departure Headway and Service Time
hd, initie) value (s) 3.20 3.20 3.20 3.20 3.20
x, initial 0.20 0.09 0.18 0.14 0.10
hd, final valus (s) 4.95 5.91 5.41 5.46 4.76
x, final value 0.30 0.17 0.31 0.25 0.15
Move-up time, m (s) 2.0 2.3 2.3
Service Time, t, (s) 2.9 3.6 3.1 3.2 2.5
Capacity and Level of Service
Eastbound Waestbound Nosrthbound Southbound
L1 L2 L1 L2 L1 L2 L1 L2
Capaclty (veti/h) 470 351 454 412 367
Delay (siveh) 10.08 9.78 10.48 9.93 8.32
LOS B A B A A
Approach: Delay (s/veh) 10.08 10.25 9.26
LOS B B A
Intersection Delay (siveh) 9.86
Intersection LOS A
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ALL-WAY STOP CONTROL ANALYSIS
General Information Site Information
Analyst MME Intersection CAMBRIA/MAIN
AgencylCo. ATE Jurisdiction SLO COUNTY
Date Performed MAY 2006 Anelysis Year 2006
Analysis Time Period SUMMER WEEKEND PEAK
Project ID EXISTING - SUMMER
East/West Strest: CAMBRIA DRIVE North/South Street: MAIN STREET
Volume Adjustments and Site Characteristics
Approach i Eastbound Westbound
Movement L T R L T R
Volume (veh/h) 86 0 122 0 0 0
%Thrus Lefl Lane
Approach Northbound Southbound
Movement L T R L T R
Volume (veh/h) 123 326 0 0 259 76
%Thrus Left Lane
Eastbound Westbound Northbound Soulhboung
L1 L2 L1 L2 Lt L2 L1 L2
Configuration LR L T T R
PHF 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Flow Rate (veh/h) 208 123 326 259 76
% Heavy Vehicles 0 0 0 0 0
No. Lanes 1 0 2 2
Geometry Group 1 5 5
Duration, T 0.25
Saturation Headway Adjustment Worksheet
Prop. Le(t-Tums 0.4 1.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Prop. Right-Tumns 0.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.0
Prop. Heavy Vehicle 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
hLT-ad] 0.2 0.2 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5
hRT-adj -0.6 -0.6 -0.7 -0.7 -0.7 -0.7
hHV-ad) 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7
had), computed -0.3 0.5 0.0 0.0 -0.7
Departure Headway and Service Time
hd, Initial value (s) 3.20 3.20 3.20 3.20 3.20
x, initial 0.18 0.11 0.29 0.23 0.07
hd, final value () 5.43 6.02 5.52 5.67 4.96
x, final value 0.31 0.21 0.50 0.41 0.10
Move-up fime, m (s) 2.0 2.3 2.3
Service Time, t, (s) 34 3.7 3.2 3.4 2.7
Capacity and Level of Service
Easibound Westbound Northbound Southbound
L1 L2 L1 L2 L1 L2 L1 L2
Capacity {veh/h) 458 373 576 509 326
Delay (s/veh) 10.89 10.27 13.59 12.22 8.24
LOS B B B 8 A
Approach: Delay (s/veh) 10.89 12.68 11.31
LoS B B B
Intarseclion Delay (s/veh) 11.85
Intersacilon LOS B
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ALL-WAY STOP CONTROL ANALYSIS

General Information

Site Information

Analyst MMF Intersection CAMBRIA/MAIN
Agency/Co. ATE Jurisdiction SLO COUNTY
Dale Performed MAY 2006 Analysls Year 2006
Analysis Time Period WEEKDAY PEAK
Project ID EXISTING + PROJECT
East/West Street: CAMBRIA DRIVE North/South Street: MAIN STREET
Volume Adjustments and Site Characteristics
Approach ’ Eastbound Westbound
Movement L T R L T R
Volume (veh/h) 84 0 142 0 0 0
%Thrus Left Lane
Approach Northbound Southbound
Movement L T R L T R
Volume (veh/h) 107 210 0 0 168 117
%Thrus Left Lane
Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbaound
L1 L2 L1 L2 L1 2 L1 L2
Configuration LR L T T R
PHF 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Flow Rate (veh/h) 226 107 210 168 117
% Heavy Vehictes 0 0 0 0 0
No. Lanes 1 0 2 2
Geomelry Group 1 5 5
Duration, T 0.25
Saturation Headway Adjustment Worksheet
Prop. Left-Tumns 0.4 1.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Prop. Right-Tums 0.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.0
Prop. Heavy Vehicle 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
hLT-ad] 0.2 0.2 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5
hRT-adj -0.6 -0.6 -0.7 -0.7 -0.7 -0.7
hHV-ad 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7
had), computed -0.3 0.5 0.0 0.0 -0.7
Departure Headway and Service Time
hd, Initial value (s) 3.20 3.20 3.20 3.20 3.20
x, initial 0.20 0.10 0.19 0.15 0.10
hd, final value (s) 4.98 5.95 5.44 5.50 4.80
x, final valve 0.31 0.18 0.32 0.26 0.16
Move-up time, m (s) 2.0 2.3 2.3
Service Time, t, {s) 3.0 3.6 3.1 3.2 2.5
Capacity and Level of Service
Eastbound Wesl(bound Northbound Southbound
L1 L2 L1 L2 L1 L2 L1 2
Capacity (veh/h) 476 357 460 418 367
Delay (stveh) 710.23 9.92 10.65 10.09 8.38
LOS B A B B A
Approach: Delay (siveh) 10.23 10.40 9.39
LOS B B A
Intersection Delay (siveh) 10.01
Intersection LOS B
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ALL-WAY STOP CONTROL ANALYSIS
General Information Site Information
Analyst MMF Intersection CAMBRIA/MAIN
Agency/Co. ATE Jurisdiction SLO COUNTY
Date Performed JULY 2006 Analysis Year 2006
Analysis Time Periog SUMMER WEEKEND PEAK
Project ID EXISTING + PROJECT - SUMMER
EasUWest Street: CAMBRIA DRIVE INorthISoulh Street: MAIN STREET
Volume Adjustments and Site Characteristics
Approach - Eastbound Westbound
Movement L T R L T R
Volume (veh/h) 86 0 142 0 0 0
%Thrus Left Lane
Approach Northbound Southbound
Movement L T R L T R
Volume (veh/h) 144 347 0 0 279 76
%Thrus Left Lane
Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound
L1 L2 L1 L2 t1 L2 L1 L2
Configuralion LR L T T R
PHF 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Flow Rate (veh/n) 228 144 347 279 76
% Heavy Vehicles 0 0 0 0 0
No. Lanes 1 0 2 2
Geomelry Group 1 5 5
Duration, T 0.25
Saturation Headway Adjustment Worksheet
Prop. Left-Turns 0.4 1.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Prop. Right-Tums 0.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.0
Prop. Heavy Vehicle 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
hLT-ad] 0.2 0.2 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5
hRT-ad] -0.6 -0.6 -0.7 -0.7 -0.7 -0.7
hHV-ad) 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7
hadj, computed -0.3 0.5 0.0 0.0 -0.7
Departure Headway and Service Time
hd, initigl valua (s) 3.20 3.20 3,20 3.20 3.20
x, initial 0.20 0.13 0.31 0.25 0.07
hd, final value (s) 5.55 6.15 5.64 5.82 511
%, final value 0.35 0.25 0.54 0.45 0.11
Mave-up time, m (s) 2.0 2.3 2.3
Service Time, t, (s) 3.5 3.8 3.3 3.5 2.8
Capacity and Level of Service
Eastbound Woesibound Northbound Southbound
L1 L2 L1 L2 L1 L2 L1 L2
Capacity (vehth) 478 394 597 529 326
Delay (s/veh) 11.52 10.84 14.85 13.23 8.43
LOS B 8 B 8 A
Approach: Delay (s/veh) 11.52 13.68 12.20
LOS 8 B B
Intersection Delay (s/veh) 12.73
Intersection LOS B
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ALL-WAY STOP CONTROL ANALYSIS
General Information Site Information
Analyst MMFE Intersection CAMBRIAMAIN
Agency/Co. ATE Jurisdiction SLO COUNTY
Dale Performed MAY 2008 Analysls Year 2006
Analysis Time Period WEEKDAY PEAK
Project ID CUMULATIVE
East/West Streel: CAMBRIA DRIVE iNonhlSoulh Street MAIN STREET
Volume Adjustments and Site Characteristics
Approach Eastbound Weslbound
Movement L T R L T R
Volume (veh/h) 84 0 141 0 0 0
%Thrus Lefi Lane
Approach Norihbound Southbound
Movement L T R L T R
Volume (veh/h) 101 209 0 0 166 117
%Tbrus Left Lane
Easibound Weslbound Northbound Southbound

L1 L2 L1 L2 L1 L2 L1 L2
Configuration LR L T T R
PHF 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Flow Rate (veh/h) 225 101 209 166 117
% Heavy Vehicles 0 0 0 0 0
No. Lanes 1 0 2 2
Geometry Group 1 5 5
Duration, T 0.25
Saturation Headway Adjustment Worksheet
Prop. Lefl-Tums 0.4 1.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Prop. Right-Turns 0.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.0
Prop. Heavy Vahicle 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
hLT-ad] 0.2 0.2 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5
hRT-ad| -0.6 -0.6 -0.7 -0.7 -0.7 -0.7
hHV-ad) 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7
hadj, computed -0.3 0.5 0.0 0.0 -0.7
Departure Headway and Service Time
hd, inltial value (s) 3.20 3.20 3.20 3.20 3.20
x, Initial 0.20 0.09 0.19 0.15 0.10
hd, final value (s) 4.96 5.94 5.43 5.49 4.78
x, final value 0.31 0.17 0.32 0.25 0.16
Move-up time, m (s) 2.0 2.3 2.3
Service Time, t, (s) 3.0 3.6 3.1 3.2 2.5
Capacity and Level of Service

Eastbound Waestbound Northbound Southbound

L1 L2 L1 L2 L1 L2 L1 L2
Capacity (veh/h) 475 351 459 416 367
Oelay (s/veh) 10.18 9.82 10.61 10.04 8.36
LOS B A B B A
Approach: Delay (s/veh) 10.18 10.35 9.34

LOS B B A

Intersection Delay {s/iveh) 9.96
[Inlerseclion LOS A
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ALL-WAY STOP CONTROL ANALYSIS

General Information

Site Information

Analyst MME Intersection CAMBRIAMAIN
Agency/Co. ATE Jurisdiction SLO COUNTY
Date Performed JULY 2006 Analysis Year 2006
Analysis Time Period SUMMER WEEKEND PEAK
Project ID CUMULATIVE - SUMMER
East/West Street:  CAMBRIA DRIVE INar!h/Saulh Street: MAIN STREET
Volume Adjustments and Site Characteristics
Approach - Eastbound Westbound
Movemant L T R L T R
Volume (veh/h) 86 0 127 0 0 0
%Thrus Left Lane
Approach Northbound Southbound
Movement L T R L T R
Volume (veh/h) 129 331 0 0 263 76
%Thrus Left Lane
Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound
L1 L2 L1 L2 L1 L2 L1 L2
Configuration LR L T T R
PHF 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Flow Rate (vehsh) 213 129 331 263 76
% Heavy Vehicles 0 0 0 0 0
No. Lanes 1 0 2 2
Geomatry Group 1 5 5
Duration, T 0.25
Saturation Headway Adjustment Worksheet
Prop. Left-Turns 04 1.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Prop. Right-Tums 0.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.0
Prop. Heavy Vehicle 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
hLT-ad] 0.2 0.2 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5
hRT-ad] -0.6 -0.6 -0.7 -0.7 -0.7 -0.7
hHV-ad] 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7
hadj, computed -0.3 0.5 0.0 0.0 -0.7
Departure Headway and Service Time
hd, inilial value (s) 3.20 3.20 3.20 3.20 3.20
%, initial 0.719 0.11 0.29 0.23 0.07
hd, final value (s) 5.46 6.05 555 571 5.00
%, final value 0.32 0.22 0.51 0.42 0.1
Move-up time, m (s) 2.0 2.3 2.3
Service Time, t, (5) 3.5 3.8 3.2 3.4 2.7
Capacity and Level of Service
Eastbound Westbound Northbound Soulhbound
L1 L2 L1 L2 Cf L2 L1 L2
Capacity (veh/h) 463 379 581 513 326
Dalay (s/veh) 11.04 10.42 13.87 12.43 8.29
LOS B B 8 B A
Approach: Delay (s/veh) 11.04 12.90 11.50
LOS B B B
Intarsection Delay (s/veh) 12.04
Intersection LOS B
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ALL-WAY STOP CONTROL ANALYSIS
General {nformation Site Information
Analyst MME Intersection CAMBRIA/MAIN
Agency/Co. ATE Jurisdiction SLO COUNTY
Date Performed MAY 2008 Analysls Year 2006
Analysls Time Period WEEKDAY PEAK
Project ID CUMULATIVE + PROJECT
East/Wesl Street CAMBRIA DRIVE ]NorlhlSauth Streett MAIN STREET
Volume Adjustments and Site Characteristics
Approach - Eastbound Westbound
Movement L T R L T R
Volume (veh/h} 84 0 147 0] 0 0
%Thrus Left Lane
Approach Northbound Souvlhbound
Movement L T R L T R
Volume (vah/h) 107 215 0 0 172 117
%Thtus Left Lane
Eastbound Woestbound Northbound Soulhbound
L1 L2 L1 L2 L1 L2 L1 L2
Configuration LR L T T R
PHF 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Flow Rate (veh/h) 231 107 215 172 117
% Heavy Vehicles 0 0 0 0 0
No. Lanes 1 0 2 2
Geomelry Group 1 5 5
Ouration, T 0.25
Saturation Headway Adjustment Worksheet
Prop. Left-Turns 0.4 1.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Prop. Right-Tums 0.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.0
Prop. Heavy Vehicle 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
hLT-adj 0.2 0.2 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5
hRT-ad] -0.6 -0.6 -0.7 -0.7 -0.7 -0.7
hHV-adj 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7
hadj, compuled -0.3 0.5 0.0 0.0 -0.7
Departure Headway and Service Time
hd, initial velue (s) 3.20 3.20 3.20 3.20 3.20
x, lnitlal 0.21 0.10 0.19 0.15 0.10
hd, final value (s) 5.00 5.97 5.46 5.53 4.82
x, final value 0.32 0.18 0.33 0.26 0.16
Move-up lime, m (s) 2.0 2.3 2.3
Service Time, {, (s) 3.0 3.7 3.2 3.2 2.5
Capacity and Level of Service
Eastbound Woestbound Northbound Soulhbound
L1 L2 L1 L2 L1 L2 L1 L2
Capacily (veh/h) 481 357 465 422 367
Delay (s/veh) 10.34 9.95 10.79 10.20 8.42
LOS B8 A B8 B A
Approach: Dalay (s/veh) 10.34 10.51 9.48
LOS B B A
Intersection Delay (siveh) 10.11
Inersection LOS B
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ALL-WAY STOP CONTROL ANALYSIS
General Information Site Information
Analyst MMF Intersection CAMBRIA/MAIN
Agency/Co. ATE Jurisdiction SLO COUNTY
Date Performed JULY 2006 Analysis Year 2006
Analysls Time Period SUMMER WEEKEND PEAK
Project ID CUMULATIVE + PROJECT - SUMMER
East/West Street: CAMBRIA DRIVE North/South Street: MAIN STREET
Volume Adjustments and Site Characteristics
Approach . Eastbound Waslbound
Movement L T R L T R
Volume (vehh) 86 0 147 0 0 0
%Thrus Left Lane
Approach Northbound Southbound
Mgvement L T R L T R
Volume (vehih) 150 352 0 0 283 76
%Thrus Left Lane
Eastbound Waeslbound Northbound Southbound
L1 L2 L1 [ L1 2 L1 L2
Conflguration LR L T T R
PHF 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Flow Rate (veh/h) 233 150 352 283 76
% Heavy Vehicles 0 0 0 0 0
No. Lanes 1 0 2 2
Geometry Group 1 5 5
Ouration, T 0.25
Saturation Headway Adjustment Worksheet
Prop. Left-Tums 0.4 1.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Prop. Right-Tums 0.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.0
Prop. Heavy Vehicle 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
hLT-ad]| 0.2 0.2 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5
hRT-ad -0.6 -0.6 -0.7 -0.7 -0.7 -0.7
hHV-ad] 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7
hadj, computed -0.3 0.5 0.0 0.0 -0.7
Departure Headway and Service Time
hd, inilial value (s) 3.20 3.20 3.20 3.20 3.20
x, Inits! 0.21 0.13 0.31 0.25 0.07
hd, final value (s) 557 6.18 5.67 5.86 516
X, final value 0.36 0.26 0.55 0.46 Q.11
Move-up time, m (s) 2.0 2.3 2.3
Service Time, t, (s) 3.6 3.9 3.4 3.6 2.9
Capacity and Level of Service
Eastbound Weslbound Northbound Southbound
L1 L2 L1 L2 L1 L2 L1 L2
Capacity (veh/h) 483 400 602 533 326
Delay (s/veh) 11.68 11.00 15.20 13.48 8.48
LOS B B C B A
Approach: Delay (siveh) 11.68 13.94 12.42
LOS B B 8
Intersection Delay (siveh) 12.96
Intersection LOS B
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ALL-WAY STOP CONTROL ANALYSIS

General Information

Site Information

Analyst MME Intersection MAIN/BURTON
Agency/Co. ATE Jurisgdiction SLO COUNTY
Date Performed MAY 2006 Analysis Year 2006
Analysis Time Period WEEKDAY PEAK
Projsct ID EXISTING
East/West Street: MAIN STREET North/South Street  BURTON ROAD
Volume Adjustments and Site Characteristics
Approach i Eastbound Westbound
Movement L T R L T R
Volume (veh/h) 0 174 101 77 84 0o
%Thrus Left Lane
Approach Northbound Southbound
Movement L T R L T R
Valume (veh/h) 161 0 83 8 10 9
%Thrus Lefl Lane
Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound

L1 L2 L1 L2 Lt L2 L1 L2
Configuration T R LT L R LTR
PHF 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Flow Rate (vahih) 174 101 161 161 83 27
% Heavy Vshicles 0 0 0 0 0 0
No. Lanes 2 1 2 1
Geomelry Group 5 4b 5 4b
Duration, T 0.25
Saturation Headway Adjustment Worksheet
Prop. Left-Turns 0.0 0.0 0.5 1.0 0.0 0.3
Prop. Right-Tums 0.0 1.0 0.0 0.0 1.0 0.3
Prop. Heavy Vehicle 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
hLT-adj 0.5 0.5 0.2 0.2 0.5 0.5 0.2 0.2
hRT-adj -0.7 -0.7 -0.6 -0.6 -0.7 -0.7 -0.6 -0.6
hHV-ad) 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7
hadj, computed 0.0 -0.7 0.1 0.5 -0.7 -0.1
Departure Headway and Service Time
hd, inilial value (s) 3.20 3.20 3.20 3.20 3.20 3.20
x, inilial 0.15 0.09 0.14 0.14 0.07 0.02
hd, final value {s) 5.48 4.78 8.71 6.18 4.97 5.89
x, final value 0.27 0.13 0.26 0.28 0.11 0.04
Move-up time, m (s) 2.3 2.3 2.3 2.3
Service Time, t, (s) 3.2 2.5 3.4 3.9 2.7 3.6
Capacity and Level of Service

Eastbound Weslbound Northbound Southbound

L1 L2 L1 L2 L1 L2 L1 L2
Capacily (veh/h) 424 351 411 411 333 277
Delay (s/veh) 10.15 8.22 10.36 11.22 8.32 8.86
LOS B A B 8 A A
Approach: Delay (s/veh) 9.44 10.36 10.23 8.86

LOS A B B A

Intersection Delay (sfveh) 9.890
Inlersection LOS A
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ALL-WAY STOP CONTROL ANALYSIS

General Information Site Information
Analyst MMF Intersection MAIN/BURTON
ABdney/To, ATE Jurisdiction SLO COUNTY
Date Performed MAY 2006 Analysls Year 2006
Analysis Time Perlod SUMMER WEEKEND PEAK
Project 1D EXISTING - SUMMER
EastUWest Streel: MAIN STREET JNDrlh/Soulh Street: BURTON ROAD
Volume Adjustments and Site Characteristics
Approach = Eastbound Woestbound
Movement L T R L T R
Volume (veh/h) 25 245 117 50 204 16
%Thrus Left Lane
Approach Northbound Southbound
Movement ik T R L T R
Volume (veh/h) 165 11 140 12 12 25
%Thrus Left Lane

Eastbound Wesibound Northbound Soulhbound

L1 L2 L1 L2 L1 L2 L1 L2

Gonfiguration LTR LTR LTR LTR
PHF 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Flow Rate (vehih) 387 270 316 49
% Heavy Vehicles 0 0 0 0
No. Lanes 1 1 1 1
Geometry Group 1 1 1 1
Duralion, T 0.25
Saturation Headway Adjustment Worksheet
Prop. Left-Turns 0.1 0.2 0.5 0.2
Prop. Right-Tums 0.3 0.1 0.4 0.5
Prop. Heavy Vehicle 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
hLT-adj 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2
hRT-ad -0.6 -0.6 -0.6 -0.6 -0.6 0.6 -0.6 -0.6
hHV-ad] 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7
hadj, computed -0.2 0.0 -0.2 -0.3
Departure Headway and Service Time
hd, initial value (s) 3.20 3.20 3.20 3.20
x, inltial 0.34 0.24 0.28 0.04
hd, final value (s) 5.29 5.63 5.62 6.14
x, final value 0.57 0.42 0.49 0.08
Move-up tlime, m (s) 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
Service Time, t, (s) 3.3 3.6 3.6 4.1
Capacity and Level of Service

Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound

L1 L2 (8] L2 L1 2 Lt L2
Capacity (veh/h) 637 520 566 299
Delay (s/veh) 15.05 12.69 13.98 9.70
LOS C B 8 A
Approach: Dalay (s/veh) 15.05 12.69 13.98 9.70
LOS C B 8 A

intersection Delay (siveh) 13.84
(ntersection LOS B
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ALL-WAY STOP CONTROL ANALYSIS

General Inforrnation

Site Information

Analyst MMF Intersection MAIN/BURTON
Agency/Co. ATE Jurisdiction SLO COUNTY
Date Performed MAY 2006 Analysis Year 2006
Analysis Time Period WEEKDAY PEAK
Project ID EXISTING + PROJECT
EastWesl Street: MAIN STREET [North/South Street: BURTON ROAD
Volume Adjustments and Site Characteristics
Approach ) Eastbound Westbound
Movement L T R L T R
Volume (veh/h) 0 174 117 77 84 0
%7Thrus Left Lane -
Approach Northbound Southbound
Movement L T R L T R
Volume (veh/h) 177 (4] 87 8 10 9
%Thrus Lefl Lane
Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound
L1 12 L1 L2 L1 (2 L1 L2
Conlfiguration T R LT L R LTR
PHF 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Flow Rate (veh/h) 174 117 161 177 87 27
% Heavy Vehicles 0 0 0 0 0 0
No. Lanes 2 1 2 1
Geomelry Group 5 4b 5 4b
Duration, T 0.25
Saturation Headway Adjustment Worksheet
Prop. Lal-Tums 0.0 0.0 0.5 1.0 0.0 0.3
Prop. Right-Turns 0.0 1.0 0.0 0.0 1.0 0.3
Prop. Heavy Vehicle 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
hLT-ad) 0.5 0.5 0.2 0.2 0.5 0.5 0.2 0.2
hRT-ad| -0.7 -0.7 -0.6 -0.6 -0.7 -0.7 -0.6 -0.6
hHV-adj 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7
had], computed 0.0 -0.7 0.1 0.5 -0.7 -0.1
Departure Headway and Service Time
hd, initial value (s) 3.20 3.20 3.20 3.20 3.20 3.20
%, Iniliat 0.15 0.10 0.14 0.16 0.08 0.02
hd, final value (s) 5.56 4.85 5.80 6.23 5.02 5.98
x, final value 0.27 0.16 0.26 0.31 0.12 0.04
Move-up time, m (s) 2.3 2.3 2.3 2.3
Service Time, t, (s) 3.3 2.6 3.5 3.9 2.7 3.7
Capacity and Level of Service
Easibound Waestbound Northbound Soulhbound
Lt L2 L1 L2 L1 12 L1 L2
Capacity (vah/h) 424 367 411 427 337 277
Delay {s/veh) 10.28 8.46 10.52 11.65 8.41 8.96
LOS B A B B A A
Approach: Dslay (s/veh) 90.55 10.52 10.58 8.96
Los A B B A
Intersection Delay (sfveh) 10.10
Intersection LOS B
Copyright ® 2005 University of Flarida, All Righls Reserved HCS+™  version 5.2 Generated: 7/7/2008 1:30 PM
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ALL-WAY STOP CONTROL ANALYSIS

General Information Site Information
Analyst MMF Intersection MAIN/BURTON
Agsncilto ATE Jurisdiction SLO COUNTY
Date Performed JULY 2006 Analysis Year 2006
Analysis Time Period SUMMER WEEKEND PEAK
Project ID EXISTING + PROJECT
East/Wesl Street: MAIN STREET JNorlhISoulh Street: BURTON ROAD
Volume Adjustments and Site Characteristics
Approach - Eastbound Westbound
Movement L T R L T R
Volume (veh/h) 25 245 169 63 204 16
%Thrus Left Lane
Approach Northbound Southbound
Movement L T R L T R
Volume (veh/h) 221 11 154 12 12 25
%Thrus Left Lane

Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound

L1 L2 L1 L2 L1 L2 L1 L2

Configuration LTR LTR LTR LTR
PHF 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Flow Rate (veh/h) 439 283 386 49
% Heavy Vehicles 0 0 0 0
No. Lanes 1 1 1 1
Geomatry Group 1 1 1 1
Duration, T 0.25
Saturation Headway Adjustment Worksheet
Prop. Left-Turns 0.1 0.2 0.6 0.2
Prop. Right-Tormns 0.4 0.1 0.4 0.5
Prop. Heavy Vehicle 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
hLT-ad] 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2
hRT-adj -0.6 -0.6 -0.6 -0.6 -0.6 -0.6 -0.6 -0.6
hHV-ad] 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7
hadj, computed -0.2 0.0 -0.1 -0.3
Departure Headway and Service Time
hd, Initial value (s) 3.20 3.20 3.20 3.20
x, Inftlal 0.39 0.25 0.34 0.04
hd, final value (s) 5.64 6.13 5.97 6.75
%, final value 0.69 0.48 0.64 0.09
Move-up time, m (s) 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
Service Time, t, (s) 3.6 4.1 4.0 4.8
Capacity and Level of Service

Eastbound Waestbound Northbound Southbound

Lt L2 L1 L2 L1 L2 L1 12
Capaclty {(veh/h) 614 533 571 299
Delay (s/veh) 20.13 14.68 18.99 10.44
LOS C B C B
Approach: Delay (s/veh) 20.13 14.68 18.99 10.44
LOS C B C B

Intersection Delay (sfveh) 18.00
Interseaclion LOS C
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ALL-WAY STOP CONTROL ANALYSIS

General Information Site Information

Analyst MMF Intersection MAIN/BURTON

Agency/Co. ATE Jurisdiction SLO COUNTY

Date Performed MAY 2006 Analysis Year 2006

Analysis Time Perlod WEEKDAY PEAK

Project ID CUMULATIVE

East/West Street: MAIN STREET North/South Street  BURTON ROAD

Volume Adjustments and Site Characteristics

Approach . Eastbound Wastbound

Movement L T R L T R
Volume {veh/h) 0 180 105 77 89 0
%Thrus Left Lane

Approach Northbound Southbound

Movemsnt L T R L T R
Voluma (veh/h) 164 0 83 8 10 )
%Thrus Left Lane

Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound
L1 L2 L1 L2 L1 L2 L1 12

Configuration T R LT L R LTR

PHF 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00

Flow Rate (veh/h) 180 105 166 164 83 27

% Heavy Vehicles 0 0 0 0 0 0

No. Lanes 2 7 2 1
Geomelry Group 5 4b 5 4b
Duration, T 0.25

Saturation Headway Adjustment Worksheet

Prop. Left-Tums 0.0 0.0 0.5 1.0 0.0 0.3

Prop. Right-Turns 0.0 1.0 0.0 0.0 1.0 0.3

Prop. Heavy Vehicle 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

hLT-ad] 0.5 0.5 0.2 0.2 0.5 0.5 0.2 0.2
hRT-ad] -0.7 -0.7 -0.6 -0.6 -0.7 -0.7 -0.6 -0.6
hHV-adj 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7
had], computed 0.0 -0.7 0.1 0.5 -0.7 -0.1
Departure Headway and Service Time

hd, initial valua {s) 3.20 3.20 3.20 3.20 3.20 3.20
x, Initial 0.16 0.09 0.15 0.15 0.07 0.02
hd, final value (s) 5.51 4.80 5.74 6.22 5.01 5.94
x, final value 0.28 0.14 0.26 0.28 0.12 0.04

Move-up time, m (s) 2.3 2.3 2.3 2.3
Service Time, t, (s) 3.2 25 3.4 3.9 2.7 3.6
Capacity and Level of Service
Eastbound Wesibound Northbound Soulhbound
L1 L2 L1 L2 L1 L2 L1 L2

Capacity (veh/h) 430 355 416 414 333 277

Delay (s/veh) 10.29 8.28 10.49 11.36 8.37 8.92
LOS B A B B A A
Approach: Delay (s/veh) a9.55 10.49 10.35 8.92

LoS A B B A

Interaaction Delsy (s/veh) 10.02

Interseclion LOS B
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ALL-WAY STOP CONTROL ANALYSIS
General Information Site Information
Analyst MME Intersection MAIN/BURTON
Agency/Co. ATE Jurisdiction SLO COUNTY
Date Perfarmed JULY 2008 Analysis Year 2006
Analysis Time Period SUMMER WEEKEND PEAK
Project ID CUMULATIVE - SUMMER
East/Wesl Street: MAIN STREET North/South Street  BURTON ROAD
Volume Adjustments and Site Characteristics
Approach - Easlbound Waestbound
Movement L T R L T R
Volume (veh/h) 25 251 121 50 209 16
%Thrus Left Lans
Approach Northbound Southbound
Movement L T R L T R
Volume (veh/h) 168 11 140 12 12 25
%Thrus Left Lane
Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound
L1 L2 L1 L2 [§] L2 L1 L2
Configuralion LTR LTR LTR LTR
PHF 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Flow Rate (veh/h) 397 275 319 49
% Heavy Vahicles 0 0 0 0
No. Lanes 1 1 1 1
Geometry Group 1 1 1 1
Duration, T 0.25
Saturation Headway Adjustment Worksheet
Prop. Left-Tumns 0.1 0.2 0.5 0.2
Prop. Right-Turns 0.3 0.1 0.4 0.5
Prop. Heavy Vehicle 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
hLT-adj 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2
hRT-adj -0.6 -0.6 -0.6 -0.6 -0.6 -0.6 -0.6 -0.6
hHV-ad] 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7
had], compuled -0.2 0.0 -0.2 -0.3
Departure Headway and Service Time
hd, Initial value (s) 3.20 3.20 3.20 3.20
x, inital 0.35 0.24 0.28 0.04
hd, final value (s) 5.33 5.68 5.68 6.22
x, final value 0.59 0.43 0.50 0.08
Move-up time, m (s) 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
Service Time, | (s) 3.3 3.7 3.7 4.2
Capacity and Level! of Service
Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound
L1 L2 L1 2 L1 L2 L1 L2
Capacily (veh/h) 646 525 569 299
Delay (s/veh) 15.64 12.96 14.29 9.79
LOS C B B A
Approach: Delay (s/veh) 15.64 12.96 14.29 9.79
Los C B B A
Intersection Delay (s/veh) 14.24
Inlerseclion LOS B
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ALL-WAY STOP CONTROL ANALYSIS

General Inforrnation Site Information

Analyst MME Intersaclion MAIN/BURTON

Agency/Co. ATE Jurisdiction SLO COUNTY

Date Performed MAY 2006 Analysis Year 2006

Analysls Time Perlod WEEKDAY PEAK

Projact ID CUMULATIVE+PROJECT

East/West Street: MAIN STREET North/South Street  BURTON ROAD

Volume Adjustments and Site Characteristics

Approach : Eastbound Westbound

Movement L T R L T R
Volume (veh/h) 0 180 121 81 89 0
%Thrus LeR Lane

Approach Northbound Southbound

Movement L T R L T R
Volume (veh/) 180 0 87 8 10 9
%Thrus Left Lane

Eastbound Waestbound Northbound Southbound
L1 L2 Lt L2 L1 L2 L L2

Configuralion T R LT L R LTR

PHF 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00

Flow Rale (veh/h) 180 121 170 180 87 27

% Heavy Vehicles 0 0 0 0 0 0

No. Lanes 2 1 2 1
Geomelry Group 5 4b 5 4b
Ouratlon, T 0.25

Saturation Headway Adjustment Worksheet

Prop. Left-Turns 0.0 0.0 0.5 1.0 0.0 0.3

Prop. Right-Turns 0.0 1.0 0.0 0.0 1.0 0.3

Prop. Heavy Vehicle 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

hLT-ad] 0.5 0.5 0.2 0.2 0.5 0.5 0.2 0.2
nRT-ad) -0.7 -0.7 -0.6 -0.6 -0.7 -0.7 -0.6 -0.6
hHV-ad{ 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7
hadj, computed 0.0 -0.7 0.1 0.5 -0.7 -0.1
Departure Headway and Service Time

hd, initial value (s) 3.20 3.20 3.20 3.20 3.20 3.20

x, initial 0.16 0.11 0.15 0.16 0.08 0.02

hd, final value (s) 5.59 4,88 5.83 6.28 5.07 6.04

x, final value 0.28 0.16 0.28 0.31 0.12 0.05

Move-up time, m (s) 2.3 2.3 2.3 2.3
Service Time, t (s) 3.3 2.6 3.5 4.0 2.8 3.7

Capacity and Level of Service

Eastbound Waeslbound Northbound Southbound
L1 L2 L1 2 IR L2 L1 L2

Capacity (veh/h) 430 371 420 430 337 277

Deslay (s/veh) 10.44 8.54 10.73 11.83 8.48 9.03

LoS B A B B A A

Approach: Delay (siveh) 9.67 10.73 10.74 9.03

LOS A B B A

)ntersection Delay (s/veh) 10.26
|intersection LOS B
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ALL-WAY STOP CONTROL ANALYSIS
General Information Site Information
Analyst MMF Intersection MAIN/BURTON
Agency/Co. ATE Jurisdiciion SLO COUNTY
Date Performed JULY 2006 Analysis Year 2006
Analysis Time Period SUMMER WEEKEND PEAK
Project ID CUMULATIVE + PROJECT
East/Wesl Street: MAIN STREET North/South Street  BURTON ROAD
Volume Adjustments and Site Characteristics
Approach ) Eastbound Waeslbound
Movement L T R L T R
(Volume (veh/h) 25 251 173 83 209 16
%Thrus Left Lane
Approach Northbound Southbound
Movement L T R L T R
Volume (vehih) 224 11 154 12 12 25
%Thrus Left Lane
Eastbound Weslbound Northbound Southbound
L1 L2 Lt L2 L1 L2 Lt L2
Configuration LTR LTR LTR LTR
PHF 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Flow Rate (veh/h) 449 308 389 49
% Heavy Vehictes 0 0 0 0
No. Lanes 1 1 1 1
Geomelry Group 1 1 1 1
Duration, T 0.25
ISaturation Headway Adjustment Worksheet
Prop. Left-Turns 0.1 0.3 0.6 0.2
Prop. Right-Turns 0.4 0.1 0.4 0.5
Prop. Heavy Vehicle 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
hLT-adj 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2
hRT-ad] -0.6 -0.6 -0.6 -0.6 -0.6 -0.6 -0.6 -0.6
hHV-ad] 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7
had], computed -0.2 0.0 -0.1 -0.3
Departure Headway and Service Time
hd, initial value (s) 3.20 3.20 3.20 3.20
x, Inilial 0.40 0.27 0.35 0.04
hd, final value (s) 575 6.23 6.11 6.97
x, final value 0.72 0.53 0.66 0.09
Move-up time, m (s) 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
Service Time, {, (s) 3.8 4.2 4.1 5.0
Capacity and Level of Service
Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound
L1 L2 L1 L2 L1 L2 L1 L2
Capacily {veh/h) 604 542 559 299
Delay (s/veh) 21.98 16.10 20.20 10.70
LOS C C C B
Approach: Dalay (s/veh) 21.98 16.10 20.20 10.70
LOS C C ] B
Intersection Delay (s/veh) 19.42
Intersection LOS C
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TWO-WAY STOP CONTROL SUMMARY
General Information Site Information

RODEO

znalystlc rx; Intersection GROUNDS/BURTON
gency/Co. Jurisdiction SLO COUNTY

Date Performed 5/24/2006 Analysis Year 2006

Analysis Time Period WEEKDAY PEAK y

Project Description  EXISTING
East/West Street: RODEO GROUNDS North/South Street: BURTON ROAD
Intersection Orientation: North-South Study Period (hrs): 0.25 1|

Vehicle Volumes and Adjustments
Major Street Northbound Southbound
Movement 1 2 3 5 6
L T R T R
Volume (veh/h) 9 157 213 5
Peak-Hour Factor, PHF 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Hourly Flow Rate, HFR 6 0 4 0 0 0
0

=&

(veh/h)
Percent Heavy Vehicles - - 0 - -
Median Type Undivided
RT Channelized 0 0
Lanes 0 1 0 0 1 0
Configuration LT R
Upstream Signal 0 | 0
Minor Street Eastbound Westbound

Movement 8 10 11 12
Jk T R

N
A |©
-

Volume (veh/h)
Peak-Hour Factor, PHF 1.

Hourly Flow Rate, HFR
(veh/h)

|Percent Heavy Vehicles

lPercent Grade (%)

Flared Approach
Storage

RT Channelized 0

Lanes 0

Configuration LR .

Delay, QueELength, and Level of Service
Approach Northbound Southbound Westhound Eastbound

Movement 1 4 7 8 9 10 11 12
Lane Configuration LT LR
v (veh/h) 9 10
C (m) (veh/h) 1364 684
vic 0.01 0.01
95% queue length 0.02 0.04
Control Delay (s/veh) 7.7 10.3
LOS A B
Approach Delay (s/veh) - - 10.3
Approach LOS - - 8
Copyright ® 2005 University of Florlda, All Righls Reserved HCS+™™  version 5.2 Generated: 7/7/2008 1:35 PM
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TWO-WAY STOP CONTROL SUMMARY

General Information Site Information
:g:::’cs; s ryEF o OROLNDSBURTON
Date Performed 5/24/2006 i‘;’;?:s'ﬁ’%r; . ?l(;OOGCOUN T
Analysis Time Period SUMMER WEEKEND PEAK
Project Description  EXISTING - SUMMER
East/West Street: RODEO GROUNDS North/South Street: BURTON ROAD
Intersection Orientation: North-South Study Period (hrs): 0.25
Vehicle Volumes and Adjustments
Major Street Northbound Southbound
Movement 1 2 3 4 5 6

L T R L T R
Volume (veh/h) 6 244 131 0
Peak-Hour Factor, PHF 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
R{;L':;Igl)ﬂow Rate, HFR 15 0 1 0 0 0
Percent Heavy Vehicles 0 - - 0 - —
Median Type Undivided
RT Channelized 0 0
Lanes 0 1 0 0 1 0
Configuration LT TR
Upstream Signal 0 0
Minor Street Eastbound Westbound |
Movement 7 8 9 10 11 12

L T R L T R
Volume (veh/h) 15 1
Peak-Hour Factor, PHF 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
RZ?\;E,)F'OW Rate, HFR 0 131 0 6 244 0
Percent Heavy Vehicles 0 0 0 0 0 0
Percent Grade (%) 0 0
Flared Approach N N

Storage 0 0
RT Channelized 0 0
Lanes 0 0 0 0 0 0
Configuration LR _ _
Delay, Queue Length, and Level of Service — I
Approach Northbound Southbound Westbound Eastbound
Movement 1 4 7 8 9 10 11 12
Lane Configuration LT LR
v (veh/h) 6 16
C (m) (veh/h) 1467 630
v/c 0.00 0.03
95% queue length 0.01 0.08
Control Delay (s/veh) 7.5 10.9
LOS A 8
Approach Delay (s/veh) - ~ 10.9
Approach LOS - - B
HCS+™ version 5.2 Generaled: 7/7/2008 1:19 PM



TWO-WAY STOP CONTROL SUMMARY

General Information

Site Information

Analyst

Agency/Co.

Date Performed
Analysis Time Period

MMF
ATE
5/24/2006

WEEKDAY PEAK

Intersection

Jurisdiction
Analysis Year

RODEO

GROUNDS/BURTON

SLO COUNTY

2006

Project Description

EXISTING + PROJECT

East/West Street:

RODEQ GROUNDS

North/South Street: BURTON ROAD

Intersection Orientation:

North-South

Study Period (hrs): 0.25

Vehicle Volumes and Adjustments

Major Street

Northbound

Southbound

Movement

1

2

5

L

T

[l

T

Volume (veh/h)

29

157

213

25

Peak-Hour Factor, PHF

1.00

1.00

1.00

1.00

1.00

1.00

Hourly Flow Rate, HFR
(veh/h)

26

0

23

0

Percent Heavy Vehicles

0

Median Type

Undivided

RT Channelized

Lanes

Configuration

LT

Upstream Signal

0

0

Minor Street

Eastbound

Westbound

Movement

8

10

11

T

T

Volume (veh/h)

26

23

Peak-Hour Factor, PHF

1.00

1.00

1.00

1.00

1.00

Hourly Flow Rate, HFR
(veh/h)

213

25

29

157

Percent Heavy Vehicles

Percent Grade (%)

Flared Approach

Storage

olZ2|o|e

RT Channelized

o

Lanes

0

<

Configuration

"50 olz|ale

Delay, Queue Length, and Level of Service

Approach

Northbound

Southbound

Westbound

Eastbound

Movement

1

4

7 8

10

11

12

Lane Configuration

LT

LR

v (veh/h)

29

49

C (m) (veh/h)

1341

661

v/c

0.02

0.07

95% queue length

0.07

0.24

Control Delay (s/veh)

7.7

10.9

LOS

A

B

Approach Delay (s/veh)

10.9

Approach LOS

B

Copyrighl © 2005 Universily of Florida, All Rights Reserved
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TWO-WAY STOP CONTROL SUMMARY
General Information Site Information
; RODEO
Q‘g::}l’cs; o 2”;”; '”“’j’s“*"‘_m” GROUNDS/BURTON
3 Jurisdiction SLO COUNTY
Date Performed JULY 2006 Analysis Year 2006
Analysis Time Period SUMMER WEEKEND PEAK
Project Description  EXISTING + PROJECT - SUMMER
East/West Street: RODEO GROUNDS North/South Street: BURTON ROAD
Intersection Orientation: _North-South Study Period (hrs): 0.25 ]
Vehicle Volumes and Adjustments
Major Street Northbound Southbound
Movement 1 2 3 4 S 6
L T R L T R
Volume (veh/h) 71 244 131 65
Peak-Hour Factor, PHF 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
;—\1/2;117’_)'/) Flow Rate, HFR 85 0 71 0 0 0
Percent Heavy Vehicles 0 ~ ~ 0 — —
Median Type Undivided
RT Channelized 0 0
Lanes 0 1 0 0 1 0
Configuration LT TR
Upstream Signal = 0 0
Minor Street = Eastbound Westbound
Movement 7 8 9 10 11 12
L T R L T R
Volume (veh/h) 85 71
Peak-Hour Factor, PHF 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
;‘;ﬂg’f oWy RER 0 131 65 71 244 0
Percent Heavy Vehicles 0 0 0 0 0 0
Percent Grade (%) 0 0
Flared Approach N N
Storage 0 0
RT Channelized 0 0
Lanes 0 0 0 0 0 0
Configuration i __ IR =
Delay, Queue Length, and Level of Service =
Approach Northbound Southbound Westbound Eastbound
Movement 1 4 7 8 10 11 12
Lane Configuration LT LR
v (veh/h) 71 156
C (m) (veh/h) 1389 601
vic 0.05 0.26
95% queue length 0.16 1.03
Control Defay (s/veh) 7.7 13.1
LOS A B
Approach Delay (s/veh) - - 13.1
Approach LOS - - B
Copyright ® 2005 University of Florida, All Rights Reserved HCS+™ version 5.2 Generated: 7/7/2008 1:10 PM
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TWO-WAY STOP CONTROL SUMMARY

General Information

Site Information

Analyst

Agency/Co.

Date Performed
Analysis Time Period

MMF

ATE

5/24/2006
WEEKDAY PEAK

Intersection
Jurisdiction
Analysis Year

RODEO
GROUNDS/BURTON

SLO COUNTY
2006

Project Description

CUMULATIVE

East/West Street:

RODEO GROUNDS

North/South Street;

BURTON ROAD

Intersection Orientation:

North-South

Study Period (hrs): 0.25

_ 2|

Vehicle Volumes and Adjustments

Major Street

Northbound

Southbound

Movement

2

w
f=N

5

1
L T

pelfen

T

Volume (veh/h)

160

217

Peak-Hour Factor, PHF

1.00

1.00

1.00 1.

Hourly Flow Rate, HFR
(veh/h)

0

O It
oS

Percent Heavy Vehicles

9
1.00
6
0

Median Type

Undivided

RT Channelized

Lanes

Configuration

TR

Upstream Signal

0

0

Minor Street

Eastbound

Westbound

Movemenit

8

10

11 12

[l

T

X lo
—

T R

Volume (veh/h)

Peak-Hour Factor, PHF

0 1.00

0 1.00

1.00 1.00 |

Hourly Flow Rate, HFR
{veh/h)

217

160 0

Percent Heavy Vehicles

S| © (oo

Percent Grade (%)

Flared Approach

Storage

olzs]e

o|lZ(Q|O

RT Channelized

Lanes

(s

0

o
o

Configuration

Delay, Queue Length_,and Level of Service

Approach

Northbound

Southbound

Westbound

Eastbound

Movement

1 4

7 8 9

10 11 12

Lane Configuration

LT

LR

v (veh/h)

9

10

C (m) (vehth)

1359

679

v/c

0.01

0.01

95% queue length

0.02

0.04

Control Delay (s/veh)

7.7

10.4

LOS

A

8

Approach Delay (s/veh)

10.4

Approach LOS

B

Copyright ® 2005 University of Florida, All Rights Reserved
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TWO-WAY STOP CONTROL SUMMARY

General Information

Site Information

. RODEO
23::1";; o o Iniersection GROUNDS/BURTON
Jurisdiction SLO COUNTY
Date Performed JULY 2006 Analysis Year 2006
Analysis Time Period SUMMER WEEKEND PEAK
Project Description  CUMULATIVE - SUMMER
East/West Street. RODEO GROUNDS North/South Street: BURTON ROAD
Intersection Orientation:  North-South __IStudy Period (hrs): 0.25 e
Vehicle Volumes and Adjustments
Major Street Northbound Southbound
Movement 1 2 3 4 5 6
L T R L T R
Volume (veh/h) 6 247 131 0
Peak-Hour Factor, PHF 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Rzﬁr/h’) Flow Rate, HFR 15 0 / 0 0 0
Percent Heavy Vehicles 0 — ~ 0 — —
Median Type Undivided
RT Channelized 0 0
Lanes 0 1 0 0 1 0
Configuration LT TR
Upstream Signal 0 0
Minor Street Eastbound Westbound
Movement 7 8 9 10 11 12
L T R L T R
Volume (veh/h) 15 1
Peak-Hour Factor, PHF 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
RZ?\%I)F'OW Rate, HFR 0 131 0 6 247 0
Percent Heavy Vehicles 0 0 0 0 0 0
Percent Grade (%) 0 0
Flared Approach N N
Storage 0 0
RT Channelized 0 0
Lanes 0 0 0 0 0 0
Configuration p— . LR _
Delay,?ueue Length, and Lev; of Service =
Approach Northbound Southbound Westbound Eastbound
Movement 1 4 7 8 9 10 1 12
Lane Configuration LT LR
v (veh/h) 6 16
C (m) (vehth) 1467 628
vic 0.00 0.03
95% queue length 0.01 0.08
Control Delay (s/veh) 7.5 10.9
LOS A B
Approach Delay (s/veh) - - 10.9
Approach LOS - - B

Capyright ® 2005 University of Florida, All Rights Resarved

AWpz 9.97 Los A

HCS+™ varsion 5.2

Generated: 7/7/2006

1:22 PM



TWO-WAY STOP CONTROL SUMMARY

General Information

Site Information

Copyright ® 2005 Universily of Florida, All Rights Reserved

D = 975 LISA

RODEO
:;2::’;; o rx:f '"te.'s‘f“ct_"’” GROUNDS/BURTON
) Jurisdiction SLO COUNTY

Date Performed . 5/24/2006 Analysis Year 2006
Analysis Time Period WEEKDAY PEAK
Project Description CUMULATIVE+PROJECT
East/West Street: RODEO GROUNDS North/South Street: BURTON ROAD
Intersection Orientation: North-South s _Study Period (hrs). 0.25 J
Vehicle Volumes and Adjustments
Major Street Northbound Southbound
Movement 1 2 3 4 S 6

L T R L T R
Volume (veh/h) 29 160 217 25
Peak-Hour Factor, PHF 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Rgﬁ;g) Flow Rate, HFR 26 0 23 0 0 0
Percent Heavy Vehicles 0 — — 0 — -
Median Type Undivided
RT Channelized 0 0
Lanes 0 1 0 0 1 0
Configuration LT TR
Upstream Signal 0 0
Minor Street Eastbound Westhound
Movement 7 8 9 10 11 12

L T R L T R
Volume (veh/h) 26 23
Peak-Hour Factor, PHF 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Hourly Flow
o) Rate, HFR 0 217 25 29 160 0
Percent Heavy Vehicles 0 0 0 0 0 0
Percent Grade (%) 0 0
Flared Approach N N

Storage 0 0
RT Channelized 0 0
Lanes 0 0 0 0 0 0
Configuration _ LR 1
Delay, Queue Length_,a nd Level of Service .
Approach Northbound Southbound Westhound Eastbound
Movement 1 4 7 8 9 10 11 12
Lane Configuration LT LR
v (veh/h) 29 49
C (m) (veh/h) 1336 656
vic 0.02 0.07
95% queue length 0.07 0.24
Control Delay (s/veh) 7.8 10.9
LOS A B
Approach Delay (s/veh) - - 10.9
Approach LOS - - B
HCS+™ version 5.2 Generated: 7/7/2006 2:31 PM




TWO-WAY STOP CONTROL SUMMARY
General Information Site Information
1 RODEO
2‘3225; . ﬁ”x_f '"‘f’sf’c'f’°” GROUNDS/BURTON
Jurisdiction SLO COUNTY
Date Performed JULY 2006 Analysis Year 2006
Analysis Time Period SUMMER WEEKEND PEAK
Project Description CUMULATIVE + PROJECT
East/West Street; RODEO GROUNDS North/South Street: BURTON ROAD
Intersection Orientation: North-South b Study Period (hrs): 0.25 =i
Vehicle Volumes and Adjustments
Major Street Northbound Southbound
Movement 1 2 3 4 5 6
L T R L T R
Volume (veh/h) 71 247 131 65
Peak-Hour Factor, PHF 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
(}:I,‘oali(?;Ig/)Flow Rate, HFR 85 0 71 0 0 0
Percent Heavy Vehicles 0 — — 0 - -
Median Type Undivided
RT Channelized 0 0
Lanes 0 1 0 0 1 0
Configuration LT TR
Upstream Signal 0 0
Minor Stre;t Eastbound Westbound
Movement 7 8 9 10 11 12
L T R L T R
Volume (veh/h) 85 71
Peak-Hour Factor, PHF 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
(*\'l‘;z% FlowiRate: HER 0 131 65 71 247 0
Percent Heavy Vehicles 0 0 0 0 0 0
Percent Grade (%) 0 0
Flared Approach N N
Storage 0 0
RT Channelized 0 0
Lanes 0 0 0 0 0 0
Configuration _LR
Delay, Queue Length, and Level of Service -
Approach Northbound Southbound Westbound Eastbound
Movement 1 4 7 8 9 10 11 12
Lane Configuration LT LR
v (veh/h) 71 166
C (m) (veh/h) 1389 600
vic 0.05 0.26
95% queue length 0.16 1.03
Control Delay (s/veh) 7.7 13.1
LOS A B
Approach Delay (s/veh) - - 13.1
Approach LOS - - B
Copyright ® 2005 Unlversity of Florida, All Rights Reserved HCS+™ version 5.2 Generated: 7/7/2006 1:23 PM
1a | ~ 1l 7 N
AWD~ 14l Los B



CUMULATIVE TRIP GENERATION CALCULATIONS

Redevelopment of Rod & Reel/Mobile Home/RV Park

. Average Dail A.M. Peak P.M. Peak Hour
Land Use Size Rate 3 Tnpsy Rate | Trips Rate Trips
“Proposed i
Single Family Residences | 13 Units 9.57 124 0.75 10 1.01 13
Apartments 5 Units 6.72 34 0.51 3 0.62 3
Specialty Retail 10,000 SF | 46.55 465 1.4 14 4.55 45
Existing
Mobile Homes 10 Spaces 5.00 50 0.40 4 0.55 6
Recreational Vehicles 10 Spaces 3.16 32 0.20 2 0.37 4
Total 82 6 10
Net Trip Generation 541 21 51

Cambria Pines Lodge

Land Use

Size

Average Daily

A.M. Peak Hour

P.M. Peak Hour

Rate

Trips

Rate

Trips

Rate

Trips

Cambria Pines Lodge

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A - No new hotel rooms; amenity improvements only.




WEEKEND PARKING DEMAND CALCULATIONS




WEEKEND PARKING GENERATION

FISCALINI PARK MASTER PLAN

Weekend Parking Generation: 9 AYSO Soccer Fields

# #
Use Persons Vehicles
Soccer (9 fields)
Players (18 teams)(a) 234 117
Coaches (2 per team)(b) 36 27
Spectators (4 per team)(c) 72 36
Referee (1 per game) 9 9
Total 189

a Number of vehicles assumes 13 players per team; 50% of players share rides.

b Number of vehicles assumes 25% of coaches share rides.
¢ Number of spectators that do not travel with players. Assume 2 per vehicle.
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Baymetrics

S102321272

BAYMETRICS TRAFFIC RESOURCES

INTERSECTION TURNING MOVEMENT SUMMARY

DAY: WEDNESDA

PROJECT: CAM BR_IA TS SURVEY DATE s/ 10 12006
'N-S Approach: MAIN o .. SURVEY TIME: 400PM  TO  6:00PM
E-W Approach: CAMBRIA CITY: CAMBRIA FILE: MACRCBPM |
PEAK HOUR ARRIVAL /DEPARTURE VOILUMES
A T S Narth Frne=1 oge |
J AN
P e i TR Be =
T k——". 0 l T 1-:|:|;l
TOTAL i I e '
R Ty <+ [0 THE = <7 0
T e (1 8 st B e e di
' 0.8 T
CAMALILA - T
[Ctor [ 204 ] 0
MAIN Pelli= | ©.8Y
TIME PERIOD ] NORTHROUND SOUTHBOUKND EASTBOLND | wWESTBOUND
i _“l__r_r_)_m S =£_T:'9____L Ldl__l'l_u:u IE:E)EL_EL’_I'_I____[‘hru _)h_ﬂhi Left - Thru Right PoLett __Tlu'i_r_'_'!_l_ig{t(‘ TOT,\I,
J _ SURVEY DATA A aagigp|
GI00PM -~ 0&ISPM | 20 4} @ ] u TOTINY T ) 0 T 133
041SPM o= ad3opm | 43 ys o 0 77 38 29 0 66 i 0 0| e
04 30 PM - Q04:45 PM 76 134 ¢] Q0 117 hG 39 0 D2 )} 0 1] ny
04:15 PM = n5-:00 PM 102 201 Q 0 (70 93 of 0 139 ) 0 1 X1
05:00 PM — osIsPM | 122 2 0 0 m s . 9 o w7 | ) 0 95<
0515 PM - 0530PM | (46 299 0 0 R RIE ¢ 202 0 0 0 1151
05.30 PM o 0545PM | lod MY 0 0 07 1719 | 138 0 235 0 0 0 1,333
| 0545 PM - _ 0600PM | (87 392 o | o 05 205 | 136 s 266 0 0 a 1501
o EAEE TOTAL BY PERIOD -
| 0400PM o~ OuiSeM 20 0 Ix 0 | @ S TI == £ 0 W] o 0 0 /55
©04:18 PM - 04:30 PM a8 A 0 0 41 20 1% i R { ) 0 2
' 04:30 PM 0445 PM 3 56 0 0 50 3l 20 0 hDS 0 D o 27
| Qa4SOM - 0S00PM 26 &n 0 0 B 27 19 0 52 u n 0 199
0500PM - 0515PM 20 53 0 0 31 23 2 T 0 0 ITE
| 05ISPM —  08300M 24 43 0 0 37 T 21 ¢ 38 0 b 0 196
0530PM -~ 0545PM 19 50 0 D 28 27 25 ) 3 0 0 0 132
05:45PM  —  06:00PM | 22 e 0 0 ¥ 2 IS P M 1 0 0 168 |
g e e HOURLY TOTALS o
Groa A e o%bOPM | 103 2m 0 | & o 93 | &R o 19 | o 00 760 |
0415PM - OSISPM | 102 21 0 0 167 w3 | & 0 136 0 0 0 500
04120 PM — 0830BM | 101 M 0 0 162 117 | %d 0 136 0 0 0 xa4
04 4% PM ~  0S4SPM | 801Uy 0 ) o s | 8o 0 140 0 t o 49
“ 03:00 PA 016:00 PM K3 (91 0 0 123 12 48k o 137 { a 0 738
I Emr Bay : (510) 232-1271 B - SF/Peninsnla: (415) 750-1317 .




BAYMETRICS TRAFFIC RESOURCES

INTERSECTION TURNING MOVEMENT SUMMARY

[ PROJECT:

CAMBRIATS

_SURVEY DATE: 6/24/2006

_N-§ Approach:
E-W Approach: CAMBRIA

MAIN

DAY: SA1 URDAY
' TO 1:00 PM

SURVEY TIME: 11:00 AM

CITY: CAMBRIA__ FILE: BNN |

CBMACBNN li

! PEAK HOUR ARRIVAL / DEPARTURE VOLUMES '
! 76 239 [ o North
|
|
| ‘—____
| —es : J -‘.::L [A A = 1
. athd Beh i, o 3 y PIrl-= =
=% ) 5 L0 l . T ERR
TOTAL a - BT S
] 19| 4= ] 0]
o el J r o 208 |G —»| o | )l
, 3Lt 0.67 (e sk
CAAMINUA -
) TINEEE \
AN | PrE= oom “
TIME PERIOD NORTIBOUND SOUTHBOUND EASTBOUND WESTBOUND -
|_ From To _ Left Theu Right [ Lefit  ‘Thru Right | Left_ Thru  Right | Left  Thra Right | TOTAL
N B o SURVEY DATA :
00 AN —  1I13AM 23 76 a [ o e v iw | o 0 0 183
11.15 AM - 1) 30 AM 53 138 0 0 3y 13 40 0 68 0 0 0 EAY
11230 AM 1M45AM 10 196 0 0 0Y 33 64 0 122 ] 0 0 RY.A
1145 AM - = 2:00PM 131 268 0 0 V14 N RS 0 164 0 0 0 82
2OOPM - 1215PM 159 349 Q 0 114 6 | 101 o 20 | o 0 0 | Les2
12 15 M .- 12:30PM . |83 435 0 0 346 R3 126 0 228 0 V] 0 1103
12 30 PM —- 12:45 PM i 21 ) 512 v 0 31 103 146 1] 260 0 1] ] 1,851
12 95 PM oo | 258 sot e | o an camplam b we | o 0 0] {405
Fr ¥ - TOTAL BY PERIOD _ e =rnl
1100 AM nisam | s 7 o | 0 20 6 | 28 0 % ] o0 T 153
1S amM - 11:30 AM kX 62 0 0 19 7 12 0 30 ] [¢] 0 173
| 30aM - 1rasAM | 43 sy 0 0 000 W | 2 0 54 0 0 0 229
{ AsaM - 1200em | 30 72 0 0 A5 18 | 2 0 42 ! 0 0 228
200em -. oxisem | 28 8 0 0 60 15 | 19 0 36 o 0 0 | 21
12 13 P - 12:30 PM 26 f6 0 0 72 17 22 0 28 Q 0 ] 254
(230PM = 1245PM | 36 77 0 0 65 20 | 20 0 32 0 0 0 250
| 12:45PM - ___voors | 33 R2 0 0 62 24 |2 0 2 0 0o 0 252
g _ HOURLY _ TOTALS R
11:00 AM Tt ] 31 a8 o ] 0 ii4 st | & 0 i [ 0 T T
WSAM = I2ASPM | 13 2730 0 159 60 | 76 0 172 | o 0 0 469
1130 AM 12:10 PM 127 297 4] 0 207 70 86 1] 160 Q 0 0 ue7
LA4SAM = 1245PM | 120 316 0 o w1 70 | 82 0 138 | o0 0 0 964
1200 PM - 0LOOPM | 1230 3% [ o 259 76 | 86 v m [ o0 o | 992 |
{ ras"fB'Fg :(510) 232- dord ' SF/Peninsula: (415) 750-1317 )
J 21 rveINn1C sSo1Jl3wReyg ee2:11 90 €0 InC
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BAYMETRICS TRAFFIC RESOQURCES

INTERSECTION TURNING MOVEMENT SUMMARY

e W L LEL T3 SCE PP

. PROJECT:

N-§ Approach:

CAMBRIATS

BURTON

SURVEY DATE: 5/10/2006 _ DAY: WEDNESDAY,

SURVEY TIME:

~ 4:00 PM

TO

6:00 PM |

| E-w Approach: MAIN ) CITY: CAMBRIA FILE: MABTCBPM !
‘ PEAK HOUR ARRIVAL/DEPARTURE VOLUMES
1M|HM 10 BENRNLN
n
I
B North PNF= 073 l
J i L‘ 22 b ]
e iz Yo, (413 TR P
0 —’ k—- 1 o L 0.89
: i TOTAL rBjes f By _
( T | : e - .-
l-' 174 —> 707 iﬂ - R «— 4—- a1 |
! T ek ‘ ‘r— 7 s | —P —»| 2635 |
i i [} 1
OR 0.87 '
VAN
| 161 0 8 1 gy 244
BURTON | PUY— | 047
TIME PERIOD | NORTHRBOUND [ _SOUTHBOUND EASTBOUND | WESTBOUND
___From To Left Thru lUghl‘ Left Thry  Right beft ;lhfﬂn_ﬁiﬁh‘! Left Thru Rizght | TOTAL
i SURVEY DATA : 5
04 00 PM —  odlspm | 31 ) TR 2 ) 0 13 0] 20 19 0 164
04 1SPM = 04.30 FM 72 0 43 3 s [ () Y9 48 45 RD 4] KARY
04 30 PM e 04ASPM | 1Y 0 63 ? 7 R i 144 67 07 ol T i3y
04 45 PM - 05:00 M 153 (0 sn 8 it [ 0 184 97 R4 79 ) 704
05 00 PM - Q5I5PM | N2 0 162 o 1 i 0 214 (31 3 103 o 857
0515 PM = gB3UPM | 232 0 127 12 13 15 ] 260 139 lue 120 T 1,024
05.30 M e QSASDPM | 262 0 149 12 14 16 0 03 133 11X 134 Q 1.161
05 45 PM 60O PM | 29 ) 170 12 13 IR ) 342 169 126 15D 0 1.297
— - - —— s AN s Sy W - &~ -'J'.'j—h'.'—ﬁ—_:—:.'_-'—"—*——_ e e b 5] - ———— -j
L TOTAL BY PERIOD i i . " ced
0400 PM -~ 0415PM 31 0 v | 2 2 3 ) 0 0w )00 v 0 14t
04 15 PM e 0430PM 4L 0 24 ( 4 1 0 54 28 23 20 0 194
04:30 PM 0448 PM 42 a n 4 I 2 5% 3] n 2 Q 1K1
.45 PM 0300PM 19 0 17 I I i 0 30 n (7 18 0 X
05.00 PM —  0sIstM W 0 0 2 1 0 0 33 Xl (3 24 u 154
DS I3 PM - Q3 30 P 40 () 28 2 | 4 O 11 (% 9 17 0 157
05:30 PM = 05H43PM | 30 0 N 0 [ I 0 1 (4 0 14 0 117
05:45PM - 06.00 1>\4_L_J_3_ VL Sty - S S5 ORI SRR R S SO SO . L 6 0 Lt
HOURLY TOTALS - B N
02:00 PM — 0500PM | 183 0 % | 8 3 n | o 184 v # 79 0 04
04 15 OM - 03)5PM | 161 0 3 K ) y 0 174 (ol 7 84 0 707
0430 PM 0530PM | ot 0 84 9 7 y 0 el 01 o 81 0 Lt
04.45 PM —_ 0545 PM 148 0 Re 5 ? 4 1} 189 R6 3 Ta 0 621
05:00 PV — 0&0aPM (4 0 90 5 i 7 0 158 n 42 71 0| 39

~East Bay : (510) 232-1271

SF/Peninsula: (415) 750-1317




BAYMETRICS TRAFFIC _RESOURCES

INTERSECTION TURNING MOVEMENT SUMMARY

[ PROJECT:

CAMBRIA TS _

SLRVE,Y DATE: 6/24/2006

DAY: SATU RDAY

N-S Approach:
E-W Approach: MAIN

BURTON

SURVEY TIME:

11:00 AM

TO _ 1:00 PM

_ CITY: CAMBRIA

FILE: BTMACBNN |

PEAK HOUR ARRIVAL /DEPARTURE VOLUMES
0
- s g | North L PIIF=
J L k 52|
i s e Pui= |
[ 5 LT ' LG _. 16 l ; T 088
= LR TOTAL Sk & :
T 1,022 4—- ,ﬂ‘ ] ETHE = > === NEYT
17 —_x_____________‘ 0 r—- S0 | _'ﬁ?— P | —p-| 397 ]
e e o NS 0.88 i ol t
ATAIN T B <
) des | 1 [ N
BURION | l’lll = | 0. 46— .
. TIME PERIOD | NORTHBOUND SOUTHBOTIND EASTROUND __ WESTBOUND
i From e To. _|_1_cﬁ “Thru _R_ig@i_lJ'__ Left fhru RILh Left Tl\ru_ Ili_;_h( Left  Thru Ru:lll TOTAL
< o SURVEY DATA E o ey l
TI00AM .~ (HISAM | 4l 5 Y R s e B S 5 & ey 27
(FISAM —  1130AM | 88 ? 73 6 5 17 xS | T 19 96 4 494
11:30 AM - (1:45 AM 133 b 13 6 f 3 2] 171 76 27 B} 6 732
(145 AM = 1200PM = 17 IR 146 7 12 29 oyl HE  dbE 4 iR ) 12 974
12:00 PM s e 16 179 | A2 16 30 3% Bz b | 5% 331 o | 1200
12:15 PM . pasopm 2 17 26 | 16 46 33 3S 1M | 61 96 20 | Less
1230PM =  124SPM M1 20 246 IR 2 53 39 a8 204 33 382 27 | LIse
| paspm - ateopm 328 24 2R v a8 64 M4 6T 23 3 qui 3t | 1995
o= ey ) TOTAL BY PERIOD S P
T AM  —  ILISAM  H 5 3% 0 1 5 S 5 I 0 222
11318 AM o 1130 AM NE) 2 39 G 1 12 7 03 KR 14 4 J 274 |
11:30 AM - NISANM | 48 | 35 0 3 6 8 6 20 8 a3 3 236 |
N4saM - 1200PM | 3% s 5% | s 0 3 54 2 (s 51 6 244
y200BM -  IZASEM | 33 3 33 5 sy ) 6 61 17 B w6 4 Ty
1215 M ~onoem | 3R I 37 2 3 16 2 53 34 & 15 ) 241
1230PM - 124sPM | 47 3 0 4 3 7 (. a0 30 (2 56 7 2458
12:45 PM ~ oroopM | 37 1 32 | 3 0 |os 62 27 30 49 1 245
B ' T HOURLY I()IALS‘ jises” Nl
A~ M| 171 13 M6 | 7 2 29 25 s o | 22 w1 (2 | 9
1115 AM ~ aeiseM | 1es 1l 14D | 1 12 25 55 245 17 | so 204 16 | re22
11:30 AM ~ a230evm | 159 100 5k N 14 9 20 15 & ez we i6 989
11:45 AM 1245 PM 158 12 133 12 4 30 1% 3128 21 21 1018
12:00 PM 0100 PM 157 11 132 12 I3 3y 243 28 41 u0 v | e
L East Bay : ($10) 232-1271 ' “SF/Peninsulaz (415) 750-1317 |
sotuaawReq eg2:11 90 ED InC



May 23 06 11:33a Baymetrics SluzJdecicrc [

BAYMETRICS TRAFFIC RESOURCES
INTERSECTION TURNING MOVEMENT SUMMARY

I ' |
] PEAK HOUR ARRIVAL /DEPARTURE_VOLUMES \

| s W] North RGN

e g
r“—*J Vo i

| PROJECT:  CAMBRIATS "SURVEY DATE: 5/10/2006 __ DAY: WEDNESDAY]

| N-S Approach: BURTON __ " SURVEY TIME: __ 4:00PM _ TO __ 6:00 PM
E-W Approach: RODEO GROUNDS CITY: CAMBRIA __FILE: BTRDCBPM

|

| D, AR 57| L T m "H
_ TOTAL :
[+ |[—» EECUEN D S ST I PRI b = e ]
o 1 — —-——.-.—-~—~.—-—-—\ K_ v w | —» —»
] ﬁ T ' r' T CIlr= L T
J T0.63
RODEO GROCN\DS U RTON
S S O
RERTON [eme=T e |
TIME PERIOD | NORIHBOULND SOUTHBOUND  EASTBOUND | WESTBOUND '
From o' Lel Thru Right  Leh  Thru  Right | Left Thru_ Right | Left  Thra_ Right ToTa !
) ' - ~ SURFEY DATA - |
ChsonPM — 0L1SPM 0 0 o (I8 a3 | oo | v | o | X I
04:15 PM K VI ( 0 6 | 108 0 4 0 2 u ) 0 3 SRR VIV
0430 P .- 04:45 PN () 0 0 Y i} 3 ] 2 1l 0 7 103 273
QeaSPM —- 05:00PM D 0 o 210 5 1 4 0 0 § 10| a8
0e0eM - osispm 0 o o 201 0 8 6 s 0 o 10 e |a
0S.08PM -- U520PM D 0 0o 207 0 1o 6 8 0 0 2w |oses
0530 PM e 0$4SPM O 0 x40 0 12 8 X i ] (2 273 634
CGSASPM_ - 06UOPM | D 0 0 | 5 0 I3 9 __ 9 o 1w ERE U T
T R e . TOTAL_BY PERIOD ~ B T Ay
| 0100 PM - OLISPM | O T 0 ) R N A3 I
04 18 PM - 04,30 PM Q ¢ Q 87 0 ] n | 0 1] 2 3T 98
| 04 30 PNl aan 0435 PM 0 0 0 49 0 i ? 0 4] [{] 4 Y L9
| 0aasPM .. 05:00PM | 0 0 0 63 0 0 > 2 0 0 | o | 114
" _(_)_5—00 PM 05:15PM ¢ 0O 4 n 44 N 2 ! 0 o > (] VA1 -
OSISPM - QE30PM 0 0 0 26 o 2 0 3 0 u 2 iy NI
0530 PM 0345 PM 0 0 ] 43 b} 2 2 0 0 (] ] 43 9w
C03MSPM - DGOOPM O 0 0 M0 L 0 a A1 46
- HOURLY TOTALS ] = T 2
MODPM  —  0S0OPM O 0 R E T o | a FOTYIN BT
MISPM - O0SASPM 0 0 oo | az s b " 0 G 0 s | de
G430PM - OSIOPM D 0 TR BTV B 6 6 4 0 o 4 13y | 4T
GLASPM e 05ASPM 0 0 o | e o 7 6 6 0 i s ey | oams
0500PM -~ 06O00PM | 0 0 o |17 a § 5 s 0 0 L

Fau Ba\' : (510) 2?7 1771 A3 .SF/Pemmula (41 35) 750- 1317




BAYMETRICS TRAFFIC RESOQURCES

MOVEMENT SUMMARY

INTERSECTION TURNING

SURVEY DATE: 6/24/2006  DAY: SATURDAY

PROJECT: CAMBRIA TS o
N-S Approach: BURTON SURVEY TIME: 11:00 AM _TO 1:00 PM
E-W Approach: RODEO GROUNDS CITY: CAMBRIA FILE: BTRCGCBNN *
PEAK HOLR ARRIVAL /DEP /Ol §
m L 4 S
| = Thawn.
[z o [ o] North 0.89
) L 153 289
. L A . ——a ] [wiE
= e | l ;- T 0.2
TOTAL popact @l A N
| = 1Y =) 6 Nz | o <+« ] =0
. A a1 0 1 —p - | 132
TR s el 050 ¢
RODEO GROUNDS ===
BIRTON [ eue=| run
[ mmEe pEriOD | NORTHROUND SOUTIIBOUND EASTBOUND |  WESTROUND
From To | Le Thru Right | Left_ Thru  Right | Left  Thry TRight | Lett  Thru  Right | TOTAL
) | ' SURVEY _DATA il
(oA - IEisAM ]| 0 0 0 3 g 0 o [ 2 74 110
11115 AM — ILMAM | © Q 0 a7 0 J 0 0 ) b} (40 218
11.30 AM - 11245 AM 0 ] ] 38 0 4 ? 1 0 [} 2 208 n?
11.45 AM — 12:00 P O 0 0 125 0 Y 10 | 0 n ki 164 412
i"Tz“:oo M~ 1ZISPM | O 0 0o | 1ee o 3| 1= | 0 " o i | 522
< 125 PM - 12:30 PM 0 0 0 193 0 (8 15 2 0 ] 8 hY 4 (24
| 12:30 PM - 1245 PM 0 0 219 0 26 22 2 0 1] 8 449 724
| asem - oveopm | v 0 =g 0 3 | 3 1 0 0 9 spp | A
L . TOTAL BY PERIOD SR
THoAM - IEISAM ]| D v o ar .0 2 | 0 o | o 2 |
11:35 AM 11,30 AM | 0 v 0 36 0 2 3 0 0 0 0 67 108
11:30 AM --- 11,45 AM 0 0 0 21 0 0 3 3 0 [3} 0 64 ¥9
HASAM  «-  1200kM 0 0 37 0 5 3 0 0 H | 59 105
12:00 PM - 1215 PM ¢ 0 0 v 0 4 5 0 0 0 2 59 110
J215PM - 1230PM O 0 0,2 0 5 0 ) 0 0 2 05 102
12:30 PM - 12:45 PM 0 0 1} 26 () 8 7 Q0 {) 4] 0 6l 102
1245PM - D100PM 0 o 02 0 7 6 2 0 0 | 53 98
] - HOURLY TOTALS -
AN auop] & 0§ g 9 |10 1 o 0 o | e
JSAM - 1zsPM |0 0 y 133 0 N 1 | 0 v 1 My | w2
JIOAM = 1230PM |0 0 0 126 0 14 I 2 0 6 w7 | 408
11.45 AM - 12,45 Pd ] 0 (] (RD] 0 0 [N 1 0 0 6 244 419
1200PM  — _ 0100PM | O 0 0 123 0 24 18 3 0 0 6 ug | a2 |
[ " Eust Bay : (510) 232-1271 i SF/Peninsula: (413) 750-1317 )

SoTd33wWhRed ez2z:11 90 €0 1060
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