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EXECUTIVESUMMARY

This transportation study evaluates transportation operations and site circulation conditions for the
proposed 5977 & 6001 Silver Creek Valley Road project in the City of San José. The project siteis in the
area located bounded by Silver Creek Valley Road and Fontanoso Way. The Project’s site plan proposes
to construct a warehouse totaling up to 281,873 total square-feet of building area on the 15.13 gross
acresite. The project would redevelop the existing site which is currently vacant. The proposed site
would provide up to 210 car parking spaces, 23 bicycle parking spaces, 54 trailer parking spaces, and 40
truck loading docks on-site. The site will be accessed fromtwo (2) driveways along Silver Creek Valley
Road and two (2) driveways along Fontanoso Way.

The potential adverse effects of the project were evaluated in accordance with the standards and
methodologies set forth by the City of San José. Based on the City of San Jose’s Transportation Analysis
Policy (Policy 5-1) and the 2020 Transportation Analysis Handbook, the transportation analysis report for
the project includes a CEQA transportationanalysis (TA)and a local transportationanalysis (LTA). The
CEQAtransportation analysis comprises an evaluation of Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) which is defined
in Chapter 1. The LTA supplements the CEQA transportation analysis by identifying transportation
operational issues via an evaluation of weekday AM and PM peak-hour traffic conditions for six (6) study
intersections near the project site. The LTA alsoincludes an analysis of site access, on-site circulation,
parking, vehicle queuing, and effects to transit, bicycle, and pedestrianaccess.

CEQA Transportation Analysis

Project Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) Impacts and Mitigation Measures

The project consists of industrialland use and does not meet the screening criteria for VMT analysis
exemption as a smallinfill project of 30,000 square-feet of total gross floor area or less per City
guidelines. The proposed project was evaluated in the VMT tool assuming development of 281,873
square-feet of industrial use.

The City’s VMT per employee threshold for industrial land uses is 14.37. For the surrounding land use
area, the existing VMT is 14.92. The proposed project (APN 679-02-012) is anticipatedto generatea
VMT per employee of 14.85 (excluding any VMT reduction strategies). The evaluationtool estimates
that the project would exceedthe City’s industrial VMT per employee threshold and would trigger a
VMT impact.

Since the project VMT exceeds the industrial thresholds of significance, the project will need to mitigate
its CEQA transportationimpact by implementing a variety of City approved VMT reduction strategies.
Per City direction, the applicant would implement Tier 2 multi-modal infrastructure improvements, and
with these measures, the project could achieve a VMT per employee of 14.24 which is below the City
threshold. Final implementation of the proposed VMT reduction strategies would need to be
coordinated between the project applicant and the City.

The project would exceedthe City’s industrial VMT per employee threshold and would need to
implement the following VMT reduction strategies to mitigate the impact and improve multi-modal
access per City request:
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e Constructacrosswalkon the west leg of the Silver Creek Valley Road and Fontanoso Way
intersection. Potential signal and utility modifications would be needed to implement the
improvement.

e InstallClass IV protected bike lanes along Silver Creek Valley Road beyond the project frontage
westward connecting to the Coyote Creek Trail per City of San Jose Better Bike Plan 2025

e Remove one (1) of the existing port-chop islands at the Hellyer Avenue and Silver Creek Valley

Road intersection. Potential signal and utility modifications would be needed to implement the
improvement.

Local Transportation Analysis

Project Trip Generation

Trip generation for the proposed project land uses was calculated using average trip generationrates
from the Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE) Trip Generation Manual, 11t" Edition (September
2021).

Per the 2020 Transportation Analysis Handbook, trip generation reduction credits were applied to the
project including location-based mode-share, potential VMT reduction strategies, and existing land uses.
Development of the proposed project with all applicable trip reductions and credits is anticipatedto
generate a net new total of 582 additional daily trips, 60 AM, and 63 PM peak hour trips to the roadway
network. Total gross vehicle trips for the proposed project (excluding existing trip credit adjustments)
are 643 daily trips, 67 AM peak hour trips, and 71 PM peak hour vehicle trips.

Intersection Traffic Operations

It should be noted that the project is locatedin the Edenvale Area Development Policy (EADP) boundary.
A prior traffic study (iStar Mixed-Use Development) was completed for the EADP and identified
intersectionimprovements that have already been completed. Based on City direction and the 2014
EADP Update, the project is not required to study any signalized intersections and their adverse effects
under project conditions. For informational purposes, intersection level of service operations analysis is
shown for Existing, Background, and Cumulative Conditions.

Traffic counts for Year 2022 were determined from new turning movement counts on collected on
Wednesday, January 19, 2022 for the study intersections. The study intersections were assessed under
Existing, Background and Cumulative scenarios. City of San José and Valley Transportation Authority
Congestion Management Program intersection level of service standards and significance thresholds
were used to determine adverse effects caused by the project.

Adverse Effects and Improvements
The project is not anticipatedto generate anadverse effect to the study intersections.

Per City request to improve multi-modal access, the project would need to coordinate with the City and
implement the following improvements for VMT mitigation:
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e Constructacrosswalkon the west leg of the Silver Creek Valley Road and Fontanoso Way
intersection. Potential signal and utility modifications would be needed to implement the
improvement.

e InstallClass IV protected bike lanes along Silver Creek Valley Road beyond the project frontage
westward connecting to the Coyote Creek Trail per City of San Jose Better Bike Plan 2025.

e Remove one (1) of the existing port-chop islands at the Hellyer Avenue and Silver Creek Valley
Road intersection. Potential signal and utility modifications would be needed to implement the
improvement.

The project is located in Sub-Area 1, and per the EADP, the base maximum floor area ratio (FAR) is 0.40
for development. Based on the Project Descriptionand latest site plan, the project site would have a
FAR of 0.43 and would exceedthe allowed FAR per the EADP.

To be consistent with the EADP, the project would need to pay a proportional fee contribution in
accordance with the proposed project square footage and would need to be in conformance with the
maximum FAR.

Vehicle Site Access and Circulation

The site will be accessed fromtwo (2) driveways along Silver Creek Valley Roadand two (2) driveways
along Fontanoso Way. Project driveways designed for truck access 40-feet wide while passenger vehicle
access driveways are 26-feet wide. Based on associated turning templates for the given design vehicle,
the wider driveway dimensions proposed on the latest site plan are recommended to provide sufficient
vehicle access and circulation for entering and exiting vehicles.

The proposed driveway locations optimize sight distance and spacing for the proposed site plan.
Passenger vehicles, delivery trucks, refuse, and emergency vehicles are able to circulate within the
project site without conflict.

Pedestrian, Bicycle, and Transit Site Access

Due to the function and operational characteristics of the proposed use, the project is not anticipatedto
add substantial project trips to the existing pedestrian, bicycle, or transit facilities in the area. Therefore,
the project would not create an adverse effect to the existing pedestrian, bicycle, or transit facility
operations.

On-Site Vehicle and Bicycle Parking

Per the City’s parking standard, the project site is anticipated to provide sufficient on-site vehicle and
bicycle parking to meet the City’s minimum parking requirement.

Neighborhood Interface

The project’s on-site parking would satisfy the City’s vehicle parking standard, and the project is not
anticipatedto create an adverse effect to the existing parking condition in the surrounding area. The
project is not anticipatedto create anadverse effect to the existing pedestrianand bicycle facilities in
the surrounding area.
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1 INTRODUCTION

1.1 Project Description

This transportation study evaluates transportation operations and site circulation conditions for the
proposed 5977 & 6001 Silver Creek Valley Road project in the City of San José. The project siteis in the
area located bounded by Silver Creek Valley Road and Fontanoso Way. The Project’s site plan proposes
to construct a warehouse totaling up to 281,873 total square-feet of building area on the 15.13 gross
acresite. The project would redevelop the existing site which is currently vacant.

The proposed site would provide up to 210 car parking spaces, 23 bicycle parking spaces, 54 trailer
parking spaces, and 40 truck loading docks on-site. The site will be accessed fromtwo (2) driveways
along Silver Creek Valley Road and two (2) driveways along Fontanoso Way.

An overview map showing the project site location is shown in Figure 1. Kimley-Horn was retained by
the project applicant to provide a traffic operations analysis for the proposed project basedon the
scope of work approved by the City of San José.

Based on the recently adopted Transportation Analysis Council Policy 5-1, the project will require
preparation of a comprehensive Transportation Analysis (TA) per the 2020 San Jose Transportation
Analysis Handbook. This TA report evaluates several project and transportation criteria including
intersection operations, project trip generation, trip distribution, site access andcirculation, sight
distance, vehicle queuing, parking, bicycle, pedestrian, and transit facilities, and vehicle miles traveled
(VMT).
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Figure 1: Project Site Map
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1.2 CEQA Transportation Analysis Scope

The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) was enactedin 1970 to ensure environmental
protection through review of discretionaryactions approved by all public agencies. For the City of San
Jose, a CEQA transportationanalysis requires an evaluation of a project’s potential impacts related to
VMT and other significance criteria per CEQA and Senate Bill 743.

VMT is defined as the total miles of travel by a personal motorized vehicle a project is expectedto
generatein a day. VMT s calculated using the Origin-Destination VMT method which measures the full
distance of personal motorized vehicle-trips with one end within the project. A project’s VMT is
compared to the appropriate thresholds of significance based on the project location and type of
development. For a residential project, the project’s VMT is divided by the number of residents
expectedto occupy the project to determine the VMT per capita. For an office or industrial project, the
project’s VMT is divided by the number of employees to determine the VMT per employee. The
project’s VMT is then compared to the VMT thresholds of significance established based on the average
area VMT. A project locatedin a downtown area with higher density and a diversity of land uses is
expectedto have a lower project VMT than a project locatedin a suburbanarea.

Screening Criteria

The Transportation Analysis Handbook 2020 includes screening criteria for projects that are expected to
resultin less-than-significant VMT impacts. Projects that meet the screening criteria do not require a
CEQAtransportation analysis but may be required to provide a Local Transportation Analysis (LTA).

The proposed project, which is a warehouse development, would not meet the industrial screening
criteria set forth in the City’s Transportation Analysis Handbook. The City of San Jose VMT Evaluation
Tool was used to estimate VMT impacts for the project.

VMT Analysis Methodology

The City has developed the San Jose VMT Evaluation Tool to streamline the analysis for residential,
office, and industrial projects with local traffic to determine whether a project would resultin CEQA
transportationimpacts relatedto VMT. The City’s Travel Demand Model can also be used to determine
project VMT for non-residential or non-office projects, very large projects, or projects that can
potentially shift travel patterns.

For this project, the CEQA transportationanalysis was assessed using the San Jose VMT Evaluation Tool
to determine the potential VMT impact from the project’s description, location, land use attributes.

The project’s VMT was compared to the City’s existing level VMT and VMT thresholds of significance as
established in Council Policy 5-1. Project VMT that exceeds the thresholds of significance will need to

mitigate its CEQA transportationimpact by implementing various VMT reduction strategies described
below.

1. Project characteristics(e.g. density, diversity of uses, design, and affordability of housing) that
encourage walking, biking and transit uses.

2. Multimodal network improvements that increase accessibility for transit users, bicyclists, and
pedestrians,

3. Parking measures that discourage personal motorized vehicle-trips, and
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4. Transportationdemand management (TDM) measures that provide incentives and services to
encourage alternatives to personal motorized vehicle-trips.

Land use characteristics, multimodal networkimprovements, and parking are physical designstrategies
that can be incorporated into the project design. TDMincludes programmatic measures thataimto
reduce VMT by decreasing personal motorized vehicle mode share and by encouraging more walking,
biking, and riding transit. TDM measures should be enforced through annual trip monitoring to assess
the project’s status in meeting the VMT reduction goals.

City of San Jose VMT Threshold

The thresholds of significance for development projects, as established in the Transportation Analysis
Policy are based on the existing citywide average VMT level for residential uses and the existing regional
average VMT level for employment uses. Table 1 summarizes the City VMT thresholds of significance for
development projects. For residential developments, project generated VMT that exceeds the existing
citywide average VMT per capita minus fifteen (15) percent will create a significant adverse impact. For
office developments, project generated VMT that exceeds the existing regional average VMT per
employee minus fifteen (15) percent will also create a significant adverse impact. This project is an
industrial use; therefore, the project VMT per employee exceeds existing regional average VMT per
employee will create a significant adverse impact.

Figure 2 and Figure 3 shows San Jose heat maps identifying existing level VMT per capita for residential
uses and VMT per employee for office and industrial uses respectivelyin the city. Developments in
green-colored areas are estimated to have VMT levels below the City’s threshold of significance while
orange and pink-colored areas are estimated to have VMT levels above the threshold of significance.

10
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Table 1: City of San Jose VMT Thresholds of Significance

Project Type Significance Criteria Current VMT Level VMT Threshold
Project VMT per capita exceeds existing citywide
. . . . 11.91
Residential |average VMT per capita minus 15 percent, or . 10.12
L ) . . VMT per Capita .
Uses existing regional average VMT per capita minus 15 L VMT per Capita
. . (Citywide Average)
percent, whichever is lower.
| . L . 14.37
Genera Project VMT per employee exceeds existing regional 3 12.21
Employment average VMT per employee minus 15 percent VMT per employee VMT per employee
Uses 9 P ploye P ' (Regional Average) P ploye
Industrial . - . 14.37
naustna Project VMT per employee exceeds existing regional 14.37
Employment average VMT per employee VMT per employee VMT per employee
Uses 9 P ployee. (Regional Average) P ploye

Retail / Hotel /
School Uses

Netincrease in existing regional total VMT.

Regional Total VMT

NetIncrease

Public / Quasi- |In accordance with most appropriate type(s) as Appropriate levels | Appripriate thresholds
Public Uses |determined by Public Works Director. listed above listed above
Evaluate each land use component of a mixed-use . -
Mixed Uses |projectindependently, and apply the threshold of Approprlate levels Apprlprlate thresholds
L . listed above listed above
significance for each land use type included.
Change of Use / |[Evaluate the full site with the change of use or
Additions to  |additions to existing development, and apply the Appropriate levels | Appripriate thresholds
Existing threshold of significance for each project type listed above listed above
Development [included.
!Evaluate each land use component of the Area Plan Appropriate levels | Appripriate thresholds
Area Plans independently, and apply the threshold of ) .
. ) listed above listed above
significance for each land use type included.
Notes:

VMT thresholds based on City of San Jose, 2018 Transportation Analysis Handbook, Table 2.

11
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Figure 2: VMT Per Capita Heat Map for Residential Uses

Project Site Location

O
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Figure 3: VMT Per Employee Heat Map for Industrial Uses

Proiject Site Location

O

1.3 Local Transportation Analysis Scope

A Local Transportation Analysis (LTA) evaluates the effects of a development project on transportation,
access, circulation, and related safety elements in the proximate area of the project. A LTA also
establishes consistency withthe General Plan policies and goals through the following three objectives:

1. Ensuresthatalocal transportationsystemis appropriate for serving the types, characteristics,

and intensity of the surrounding land uses;
2. Encourages projects to reduce personal motorized vehicle-trips and increase alternative

transportation mode share;
3. Addressesissues relatedto operation and safetyfor all transportation modes, with trade-offs

guided by the General Plan street typology.

For this project, the LTA was assessed per the guidelines established in the 2020 San Jose Transportation
Analysis Handbook and Transportation Analysis work scope for 5977 & 6001 Silver Creek Valley Road

Warehouse dated December 8, 2021.
The LTAstudy to identify potential trafficadverse effects was evaluated per the standards and
guidelines set forth by the City of San Jose and the Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority (VTA)

which administers the County Congestion Management Program (CMP). A project is required to conduct

13



5977 & 6001 Silver CreekValley Road Development
Transportation Analysis

an intersection operations analysis if the project is expectedto add ten (10) or more vehicle trips per
peak hour per lane to a signalized intersectionthat is located within half a mile of the project site. Study
intersections for the project were selectedin consultation with City staffand in accordance with the
VTA’s TIA Guidelines. The following six (6) intersections studiedin this TA are listed below.

Blossom Hill Road / Highway 101 SB Ramps (CMP)

Blossom Hill Road / Highway 101 NB Ramps / Coyote Road (CMP)
Silver Creek Valley Road/ Silver Creek Valley Place

Silver Creek Valley Road/ Piercy Road

Silver CreekValley Road/ Fontanoso Way

Silver Creek Valley Road/ Hellyer Avenue

oA WNE

Study Scenarios

Traffic conditions for each study intersection were analyzed during the 7:00 — 9:00 AM and 4:00— 6:00
PM peak hours of traffic which represent the most heavily congested traffic on a typical weekday. The
study intersections were assessed under the following studyscenarios.

e Existing Conditions: Existing AM and PM peak-hour traffic volumes, intersection geometry, and
traffic control based on Year 2022 traffic count data.

e Background Conditions: Peak-hour traffic volumes based on Existing conditions and adding City
Approved Trip Inventory (ATI) traffic volumes from City of San Jose database to the Existing
roadway geometry and traffic control. The ATl volumes represent approved but not yet
constructed developments in the vicinity of the project study area.

e Background Plus Project Conditions: Peak-hour traffic volumes based on Background conditions
and adding the net vehicle trips from the proposed Silver Creek project to the Background
roadway geometry and traffic control. The Project scenariois compared to the Background
conditions for determining project traffic adverse effects.

e Cumulative Conditions: Peak-hour traffic volumes based on Background Plus Project conditions
and adding pending project traffic volumes identified by the City to the Background roadway
geometryand traffic control. The pending projects represent planned but not yet approved
developments in the vicinity of the project study area.

Intersection Level-of-Service Criteria and Thresholds

Analysis of potential adverse effects at roadwayintersections is based on the concept of level-of-service
(LOS). The LOS of anintersectionis a qualitative measure usedto describe operational conditions. LOS A
(best) represents minimal delay, while LOS F (worst) represents heavy delay and a facility that is
operating at or near its functional capacity. LOS for this study was based on the Highway Capacity
Manual (HCM) 2000 methodology with TRAFFIX software. This methodology is used by the City of San
Jose for CMP-designated intersections and determining average intersection vehicle delay measuredin
seconds. The City of San Jose does not have any formally adopted LOS standard for unsignalized
intersections; LOSwould generally only be usedto determine the need for modification in the type of
intersection control. The standards used by the City of San Jose to measure signalized intersection
operations are summarized below in Table 2.

14
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Table 2: Intersection Operation Standards at Signalized Intersections
Operations Average Control Delay
Standard (seconds/vehicle)

Descriptions

Operations with very low delay occurring with favorable
progress and/or short cycle lengths.

Operations with low delay occurring with good
progression and/or short cycle lengths.

Operations with average delays resulting from fair

C progression and/or longer cycle lengths. Individual Between 20.1 and 35.0
cycle failures begin to appear.

Operations with longer delays due to a combination of
unfavorable progression, long cycle lengths, and high
volume-to-capacity (V/C) ratios. Many vehicles stop and
individual cycle failures are noticeable.

Operations with high delays indicating poor

E progression, long cycle lengths, and high V/C ratios. Between 55.1 and 80.0
Individual cycle failures are frequent occurrences.
Operations with delays unacceptable to most drivers
F occurring due to over-saturation, poor progression, or Higher than 80.0
very long cycle lengths.

10.0 or less

Between 10.1 and 20.0

Between 35.1 and 55.0

Project adverse effects are determined by comparing baseline conditions to those scenarios with the
proposed Project. Adverse effects for intersections are created when traffic from the proposed Project
causes the LOS to fall below the maintaining agency’s LOS threshold or causes deficient intersections to
deteriorate further, per the criteria indicated below.

City of San Jose LOS Threshold

The City’s acceptable intersection operations standardis LOS “D” unless superseded by an Area
Development Policy. An adverse effect on intersection operations occurs when the analysis
demonstrates that a project would cause the operations standard at a study intersectionto fall below
LOS “D” with the addition of project vehicle-trips to baseline conditions.

For intersections already operating at LOS “E” or LOS “F” under the baseline conditions, anadverse
effect is defined as:
e Anincreasein average critical delay by 4.0 seconds or more AND an increase in the critical
volume-to-capacity (V/C) ratio of 0.010 or more; OR
e Adecreasein average critical delay AND an increase in the critical V/C ratio of 0.010 or more.

CMP Intersection LOSThreshold
The County’s operations standard for a CMP identified intersectionis LOS “E”. A project is anticipated to
create a significant adverse effect on traffic conditions at a CMP signal if:
e LOS at theintersectiondegrades from and acceptable LOS “E” or better under baseline
conditions to an unacceptable LOS F under baseline plus project conditions; OR
e LOS at theintersectionis an unacceptable LOS “F” under baseline conditions and the addition of
project trips causes both the critical-movement delay at the intersectionto increase by four (4)
or more seconds AND the volume-to-capacity ratio (V/C) to increase by one percent (0.01) or
more.
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1.4 Report Organization

This report includes a total of six (6) chapters as follows:

e Chapter 2 describes existing transportation conditions including VMT of the existing land uses in
the proximity of the project, the existing roadway network, transit service, bicycle, and
pedestrianfacilities.

e Chapter3 describes the CEQA transportation analysis, including the project VMT impact
analysis.

o Chapters4,5,and 6 describe the local transportation analysis including operations of study
intersections, the methods used to estimate project-generated traffic, the project’s effects on
the transportation system, and ananalysis of other transportationissues including site access
and circulation, parking, transit services, bicycle and pedestrian facilities, and neighborhood
intrusion.

e Chapter7 provides asummary of the findings provided in the report.
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2 EXISTING TRANSPORTATION CONDITIONS

This chapter describes the existing conditions of the transportation system withinthe study area. It
presents the existing land use’s vehicle miles traveled (VMT) near the project and describes
transportation facilities near the project site, including the roadway network, transit service, and
pedestrianand bicycle facilities. The analysis of existing intersection operations is included as part of the
Local Transportation Analysis (Chapters 4, 5, and 6).

2.1 Vehicle Miles Traveled

To determine whether a project would result in CEQA transportationimpacts relatedto VMT, the City
has developed the San Jose VMT Evaluation Tool to streamline the analysis for residential, office, and
industrial projects. Based on the VMT Evaluation Tool and the project’s APN, the existing VMT for
industrial employment uses in the project vicinity is 14.92 per employee. The current regional average
VMT for industrial employment uses is 14.37 per employee (see Table 1). Thus, the VMT levels of
existing employment uses in the project vicinity are above the average VMT levels. Chapter 3 presents
additional information on the project’s VMT.

2.2 Existing Roadway Network

The following local and regional roadways provide access tothe project site:

Silver Creek Valley Road is a divided arterial in the east-west direction between Highway 101 and Yerba
Buena Road. Near the project site, Silver Creek Valley Road s a six-lane facility with a raised median and
provides direct access tocommercial and industrial businesses. On-street parking is prohibited along
Silver CreekValley Road and the posted speed limit is 45mph. The road does provides sidewalks and
Class Il bike lanes with direct access tothe Coyote Creek Trail for multi-modal access. The proposed
project is locatedin between Piercy Road and Fontanoso Way.

Blossom Hill Road (County Route G10) is a divided arterialin the east-west direction between Highway
101 in San Jose and Santa Cruz Avenue in Los Gatos. Near the project site, Blossom Hill Road is a six-lane
facility with a raised median. On-street parking is prohibited along Blossom Hill Road and the
overcrossing bridge at Highway 101 is currently being expanded with additional travellanes and a Class |
separatedshared use path.

Piercy Road is a two-lane collector street in the north-south direction that provides access tovarious
commercialand industrial businesses between Silver Creek Valley Road and Hellyer Avenue. The
roadway provides sidewalks but does not have bike facilities on both sides of the street.

FontanosoWay is a two-lane collector street in the north-south direction that provides direct access to
the project as well as various commercial and industrial businesses between Silver Creek Valley Road
and Hellyer Avenue. The roadway provides sidewalks but does not have bike facilities on both sides of
the street.

Hellyer Avenueis a four-lane arterial that provides access tovarious commercial and industrial
businesses between Silicon Valley Boulevard and Highway 101 in the north-south direction. West of
Highway 101, Hellyer Avenue becomes a two-lane residential collector street andterminates at Senter
Avenue. The roadway is designated as a City Connector Street. Near the project site, the roadway has a
posted speed limit of 40 mph, has sidewalks, and provides Class Il bike lanes on both sides of the street.
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Monterey Road is a six-lane grand boulevard north of Blossom Hill Road and a four-lane major

arterial south of Blossom Hill Road. Monterey Road extends from Market Street in downtown San Jose
to Highway 101 south of the City of Gilroy. Within the project vicinity, Monterey Road runs parallel to
the Caltrainrailroadtracks and provides access tothe project site via interchanges at Blossom Hill Road.
The corridor does not provide on-street parking but provides a Class Il bike lane and some sidewalk
facilities.

Highway 101 is an 8-lane freeway (three mixed-flow lanes and one HOV lane in each direction) that
connects with State Route 85 and travels in a north-south direction in the City of San José. Access toand
from the project siteis provided by ramp terminals at Blossom Hill Road / Silver Creek Valley Road. The
existing interchange at Blossom Hill Road is being expanded to provide additional travellanes and
roadway capacity.

2.3 Existing Pedestrian and Bicycle Facilities

Pedestrianand bicycle activity within project vicinity are active along several facilities with an
established pedestrian and bicycle infrastructure. Connected sidewalks at least six feet wide are
available on at least one side of all major Cityroadways in the study area with adequate lighting and
signing. At signalized intersections, marked crosswalks, Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) standard
curb ramps, and count down pedestriansignals provide improved pedestrianvisibility and safety.

The Coyote Creek trailis a Class | shared use pathwayand one of the longest trail systems extending
from the Bay tothe City’s southern boundary. The trail runs parallel to Coyote Creekand provides both
pedestrianand bicycle access tothe project site. At the intersection of Silver Creek Valley Road and
Piercy Road, a grade-separated undercrossing and crosswalk facilities are present for pedestrianand
bike connectivity to the Coyote Creektrail.

Bicycle facilities in the area include Silver Creek Valley Road, Blossom Hill Road, Hellyer Avenue, and
Monterey Road which consist of Class Il bike lanes with buffered striping to separate the vehicle and
bike travel way. Most of these corridors feature green paint markings in potential conflict areas at the
signalizedintersections. Bicycle parking in the areais limited to private commercial and industrial lots.

Near the project site, Silver Creek Valley Road provides sidewalkand bicycle facilities for pedestrianand
bike access. Connectivity tothe Coyote Creek Trail is currently provided on the northside of Silver Creek
Valley Road adjacent to the project as well as on the south side with crosswalks in the east and south
legs of the Silver Creek Valley Road / Piercy Road intersection. Overall, the existing pedestrianand
bicycle facilities near the project have adequate connectivity and provide pedestrianand bicyclists with
routes to the surrounding land uses.

The San Jose Better Bike Plan 2025 indicates that a variety of bicycle facilities are planned in the project
study area and the following facility improvements would benefit the project.

e (Class Ishared use path
0 Blossom Hill Road from Monterey Roadto Coyote Road

e (Class Il bikelanes
0 Piercy Road from Silver CreekValley Roadto Hellyer Avenue
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e (lass IV protected bike lanes
0 Silver CreekValley Roadfrom US 101 to Yerba Buena Road

0 Hellyer Avenue from Silicon Valley Boulevard to Senter Road
0 Coyote Roadfrom Silver Creek Valley Road to Senter Road
0 Silicon Valley Boulevard / Bernal Road from Heaton Moor Drive to Hellyer Avenue

2.4 Existing Transit Facilities

Transit services in the study areainclude light rail, shuttles, and buses provided by the Santa Clara Valley
Transportation Authority (VTA). Per the updated February 14, 2022* service schedule, the project study
areais served by the following major transit routes.

e Local Bus Route 42
0 EvergreenValley College — Santa Teresa Station
0 Local service every 30-60 minutes on weekdays and weekends
O Nearesttransit stopto project — Silver Creek Valley Road / Fontanoso Way intersection

*Note that the routes and service schedules described above are based on February 14, 2022 schedules.
At the time that this report was prepared, COVID 19 had affected routes and service schedules and is not
reflective of typical operations.

Most regular bus routes operate on weekdays from earlyin the morning (5:00 AM to 6:00 AM) until late
in the evening (10:00 PM to midnight) and on weekends from early morning (5:00 AM to 6:00 AM) until
mid-evening (8:00 PM to 10:00 PM). The studyarea is served by bus route 42 in the VTA system which
provide local and regional bus service for commuters between Evergreen College and the VTA Santa
Teresa Light Rail station.

Bus stops with benches, shelters, and bus pullout amenities are not provided within % mile walking

distance from the project site. The closest transit stops by the project are located at the Silver Creek
Valley Road / Fontanoso Way and Silver Creek Valley Road / Silver Creek Valley Place intersections.

2.5 Existing Intersections

The traffic study to identify potential traffic adverse effects was evaluated per the standards and
guidelines set forth by the City of San Jose and the Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority (VTA)
which administers the County Congestion Management Program (CMP). Study intersections for the
project were selectedin consultation with City staffand in accordance with the VTA’s TIA Guidelines.
The six (6) intersections studiedin this TA are listed below.

Blossom Hill Road / Highway 101 SB Ramps (CMP)

Blossom Hill Road / Highway 101 NB Ramps / Coyote Road (CMP)
Silver Creek Valley Road/ Silver Creek Valley Place

Silver Creek Valley Road/ Piercy Road

Silver Creek Valley Road/ Fontanoso Way

Silver Creek Valley Road/ Hellyer Avenue

ok wNE
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2.6 Existing Field Observations

Field observations did not reveal any significant traffic related congestion within the project study area.
There is construction at the US 101 / Blossom Hill Road interchange; however traffic disruption was not
observed with the existing traffic control and detours. During the AM and PM peak hours, some traffic
gueueing was observed due to the freeway ramp meters in operation at the US 101 on-ramp
intersections; however, traffic on the freeway ramps did not impact operations at the signalized
intersections along Blossom Hill Road and Silver Creek Valley Road.

2.7 Edenvale Area Development Policy

The project is subject to the Edenvale Area Development Policy (EADP). The EADP establishes a policy
framework to guide the ongoing development of the Edenvale San José area and accomplishthe
following goals:

1. Manage the traffic congestionassociated with near term development in the Edenvale Policy
Area

2. Promote General Plan goals for economic development, particularly high technology driven
industries

3. Encourage a citywide reverse commute to jobs at southerly location in San Jose

4. Provide for transit-oriented, mixed-use residentialand commercial development to increase
internalization of automobile trips and promote transit ridership

The EADP was adopted in June 2000 to facilitate industrial development in New Edenvale. Subsequent
to its adoption, the Policy has been updated to accommodate a mix of uses including residential,
commercial, and office uses and to transfer development potential/capacity from one Sub-Area to
another.

With the 2006 approval of the previous iStar development proposal, 494,000 square-feet of potential
industrial development was transferred for future industrial, R&D, and office development in Sub-Area 1
and Sub-Area 3. The Redevelopment Agency committed to contribute approximately $1 million to be
borne proportionally by a square footage fee for allocation of up to494,000 square-feet of industrial
development at the time of approval of a development permit.

The 2007 update included the expansion of the Edenvale Area to include Sub-Area 5 which was not
originally part of the Policy. Sub-Area 5 was added to the Edenvale Area because new development
proposed in this Sub-Area would contribute to the previously identified significant and unavoidable
impacts identified in the original EADP EIR.

The EADP was updated in April 2014 to address development anticipatedin both New Edenvale and Old
Edenvale on both sides of US Highway 101 including the iStar site and the Silver Creek Valley place. The
New Edenvale development is 5.5 million square feet of additional industrial floor space from the date
of the Policy’s original approval. In order to allocate this square footage potential across the entire area
of New Edenvale, the updated Policy includes a new base maximum floor area ratio (FAR) for
development in Sub-Areas 1, 3, and 4.

The EADP identifies infrastructure improvements for buildout of all the properties in New Edenvale
(Sub-Areas 1, 3, and 4) considered ready for development, and accounting for additional commercial
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and residential development in Old Edenvale (Sub-Areas 2 and 5). Per Attachment C of the EADP, the
infrastructure improvements identified in Sub-Area 1 where the project is located include:

e Silver CreekValley Road/ Piercy Road— Funded and Completed
0 Installsignal
O Add exclusive NB, EB, WB lanes
0 Extend travellanes and left turn pockets
e Silver CreekValley Road/ Fontanoso Way — Funded and Completed
0 Installsignal
O Add exclusive NB, SB, EB, WB lanes
0 Extend travellanes and left turn pockets
e Silver CreekValley Road/ Hellyer Avenue — Funded and Completed
0 Extend travellanes and left turn pockets
e US 101/ BlossomHill Road/ Silver Creek Valley Road Interchange —Under Construction
0 Bridge widening to 7 lanes including construction of bridge structure over US 101

The project is located in Sub-Area 1, and per the EADP, the base maximum floor area ratio (FAR) is 0.40
for development. Based on the Project Descriptionand latest site plan, the project site would have a
FAR of 0.43 and would exceedthe allowed FAR per the EADP.

To be consistent with the EADP, the project would need to pay a proportional fee contribution in

accordance to the proposed project square footage and would need to be in conformance with the
maximum FAR.
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3 CEQA TRANSPORTATION ANALYSIS

This chapter describes the CEQA transportation analysis, including the VMT threshold of significance, the
project-level VMT impact analysis results, and the mitigation measures that are necessarytoreduce a
VMT impact.

3.1 Project VMT Analysis

A VMT analysis was used to evaluate the Silver Creek project VMT levels against the appropriate
thresholds of significance established in Council Policy 5-1. Section 3.4 and Table 1 of the Transportation
Analysis Handbook identifies screening criteria to exempt certain components of a project that are
expectedto result in a less-than significant VMT impact from the project description, characteristics,
and/or location; However, the project does not satisfy the small infill screening criteria of 30,000
industrial s.f. of gross floor area or less for VMT analysis exemption.

The City of San Jose VMT Evaluation Tool was usedto estimate VMT impacts for the project. The VMT
Evaluation Tool calculates the per-capita and per-employee VMT for the half-mile radius surrounding
the project site, as calculated using the City’s travel demand model and adjusted to the parcel level. For
projects that would trigger a VMT impact, VMT reduction strategies such as introducing TDM or
additional multimodal infrastructure can be used to mitigate the VMT impact which is estimated from
researchliterature and case studies.

The proposed project was evaluatedin the VMT tool assuming development of 281,873 square-feet of
industrial use. This land use totalincludes a portion of the site dedicated to office square-foot space
which is typical of a warehouse land use. The proposed project designates approximately 10,000 square-
feet or 3.5% of the total square footage as office land use, and this office allocation is consistent with
other recent warehouse developments in the City of San Jose. An office-to-office warehouse square
footage comparison summary of recent developments is presentedin Section F of the Appendices.

Therefore, although 10,000 square feet of the total development is office use, the whole project is
analyzedas an industrial land use for VMT impact. Table 3 summarizes the VMT analysis.

Table 3: Project VMT Analysis
‘ Scenario Industrial VMT  Exceeds City Threshold

per Employee and VMT Impact?
City VMT Threshold 14.37 N/A
Existing Conditions 14.92 Yes
Project Conditions 14.85 Yes
Project with VMT Reduction Strategies 14.24 No

The City’s VMT per employee threshold for industrial land uses is 14.37. For the surrounding land use
area, the existing VMT is 14.92. The proposed project (APN 679-02-012) is anticipatedto generate a
VMT per employee of 14.85 (excluding any VMT reduction strategies). The evaluationtool estimates
that the project would exceed the City’s industrial VMT per employee threshold and would trigger a
VMT impact. The project will need to implement VMT reduction strategies to mitigate the VMT impact.

A summary of the project VMT outputs/results using the City’s Evaluation Tool is presentedin Figure 4
and the Appendices.
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3.2 VMT Reduction and Mitigation Measures

Projects must propose measures toreduce project VMT or mitigate a CEQA transportationimpact if
identified. Projects may select a combination of measures fromthe four VMT reduction strategies
described in Section 3.6 of the Transportation Analysis Handbook which include project characteristics,
multimodal improvements, parking, and transportation demand management (TDM) programs.

Since the project VMT exceeds the industrial thresholds of significance, the project will need to mitigate
its CEQA transportationimpact by implementing a variety of VMT reduction strategies. As addressedin
the Transportation Analysis Handbook, the project should consider the following site design measures to
mitigateits VMT impact:

e Incorporate physical improvements, such as sidewalkimprovements, landscaping and bicycle
parking that act as incentives for pedestrianand bicycle modes of travel.

e Provide secure and conveniently located bicycle parking and storage for employees and visitors;

e Provide bicycle and pedestrian connections from the site to the regional bikeway/pedestrian
trailsystem.

e Place assigned carpooland van pool parking spaces at the most desirable on-site locations;

e Provide showers and lockers for employees walking or bicycling to work.

e Incorporate commercial services onsite or in close proximity

e Provide an on-site TDM coordinator;

e Provide transit information kiosks;

e Make transportationavailable during the day and guaranteed ride home programs for
emergency use by employees who commute on alternate transportation. (This service may be
provided by access to company vehicles for private errands during the workday and/or
combined with contractual or pre-paid use of taxicabs, shuttles, or other privately provided
transportation.);

e Provide vans for van pools;

e Implementationof a carpool/vanpool program (e.g., carpool ride matching for employees,
assistance with vanpool formation, provision of vanpool vehicles, and car sharing);

e Provide shuttle access toregionalrail stations (e.g. Caltrain, ACE, BART);

e Provide or contract for on-site or nearby child care services;

e Offer transit use incentive programs to employees, such as on site distribution of passes and/or
subsidized transit passes for a local transit system (e.g. providing VTA Eco Pass system or
equivalent broad spectrum transit passes toall on-site employees);

¢ Implementation of parking cashout program for employees (non-driving employees receive
transportation allowance equivalent to the value of subsidized parking);

e Encourage use of telecommuting and flexible work schedules;

e Require that deliveries on-site take place during non-peak travel periods.

The project applicant would be responsible for ensuring that the VMT reduction strategies are
implemented. After the development is constructed and the site is occupied, the property manager for
the project would assume responsibility for implementing any ongoing VMT reduction strategies.

Based on direction from the City, implementation of several Tier 2 multi-modal infrastructure

improvements can reduce the project per employee industrial VMT to 14.24 which is below the 14.37
industrial VMT threshold. Although implementation of every available City VMT reduction strategy may
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not be feasible, it should be noted thata combination of identified subset VMT reduction strategies can
help the project meet the City VMT threshold.

The following describes the applicable VMT reduction strategies that the project applicant will
incorporate to reduce the project’s VMT and satisfy the City’s VMT per employee threshold. The
proposed VMT measures and results are based on inputs from the City of San Jose VMT Evaluation Tool.
Final implementation of the listed VMT reduction strategies would need to be coordinated betweenthe
project applicant and the City.

3.3 Tier 2 Multi-Modal Infrastructure

Per City request to improve multi-modal access, the project would need to coordinate with the City and
implement the following improvements for VMT mitigation:

Construct a crosswalk on the west leg of the Silver Creek Valley Road and Fontanoso Way intersection.
Potential signal and utility modifications would be needed to implement the improvement.

This improvement would satisfy the following VMT reduction strategies:
e Pedestrian Network Improvement — This improvement would increase pedestrianaccess
beyond the project development frontage.

Install Class IV protected bike lanes along Silver Creek Valley Road beyond the project frontage
westward connecting to the Coyote Creek Trail per City of San Jose Better Bike Plan 2025

This multimodal improvement would satisfy the following VMT reduction strategies:
o Bike Access Improvement — This improvement would improve access tothe Coyote Creek Trail
and would reduce the project’s distance tothe nearest existing bicycle facility from
approximately 300 feet to 10 feet.

Remove one (1) of the existing port-chop islands at the Hellyer Avenue and Silver Creek Valley Road
intersection. Potential signal and utility modifications would be needed to implement the improvement.

This multimodal improvement would satisfy the following VMT reduction strategies:
e Traffic Calming Measures —This improvement would provide traffic calming measures and slow
right turn vehicle speeds at the intersectionto improve pedestrian and bicycle safetyat the
existing crossings.

A summary of the project VMT outputs with the identified VMT reduction strategiesfromthe City’s
Evaluation Tool is presentedin Figure 5 and the Appendices. These multimodal improvements would
need to be coordinated between the project applicant and the City for approval and are discussedin
Section 5.6.
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3.4 Cumulative Impact Analysis

Projects must also demonstrate consistency with the Envision San Jose 2040 General Plan to address
cumulative impacts. If a project is determined to be consistent with the General Plan, the project will be
considered part of the cumulative solution to meet the General Plan’s long-range goals and it will result
in a less-than-significant cumulative impact. Factors that contribute to a determination of consistency

with the General Plan include a project’s density, design, and conformance to the goals and policies set
forth in the General Plan.

Based on the project description and intended use, the proposed Silver Creek development is consistent
with the goals of the General Plan and is anticipatedto resultin a less-than-significant cumulative
impact.
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Figure 4: San Jose VMT Evaluation Tool Report (Project Conditions)

26



5977 & 6001 Silver CreekValley Road Development
Transportation Analysis

Figure 5: San Jose VMT Evaluation Tool Report (Project with VMT Reduction Strategies)
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4 LTA PROJECT DESCRIPTION

This chapter describes the local transportation analysis including the method by which project traffic is
estimatedthroughtrip generation, trip distribution, and volume assignment.

4.1 Project Site Plan

Based on the most recent site plan provided by the project applicant, the project siteis in the area
located bounded by Silver Creek Valley Road and Fontanoso Way. The Project’s site plan proposes to
construct a warehouse totaling up to 281,873 total square-feet of building area on the 15.13 gross acre
site. The project would redevelop the existing site which is currently vacant.

The proposed site would provide up to 210 car parking spaces, 23 bicycle parking spaces, 54 trailer
parking spaces, and 40 truck loading docks on-site. The site will be accessed from two (2) driveways

along Silver Creek Valley Road and two (2) driveways along Fontanoso Way.

The project site plan is presented in Figure 6 and the Appendices.
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Figure 6: Project Site Plan
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4.2 Project Trip Generation

Project Site Vehicle Operations

Trip generationfor the proposed project land uses was calculated using average trip generationrates
from the Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE) Trip Generation Manual, 11th Edition (September
2021).

A trip is defined as a single or one-directional vehicle movement in either the origin or destinationat the
project site. In other words, a trip can be either “to” or “from” the site. In addition, a single customer
visit to a site is counted as two trips (i.e. one to and one from the site). Daily, AM, and PM peak hour
trips for the project were calculated with average trip rates.

The project description and future tenant for the industrial use is under negotiation at this time;
however, the speculative project building could be manufacturing or a warehouse for distribution. Due
to the project descriptionand the unknown future tenants for the industrial uses, the following ITE land
uses were conservatively applied to the proposed development:

e |TE 140 Manufacturing
0 A manufacturing facility is an area where the primary activity is the conversion of raw
materials or parts into finished products. Size and type of activity may vary substantially
from one facility to another. In addition to the actual production of goods,
manufacturing facilities generally also have office, warehouse, research, and associated
functions.
e |TE 155 High Cube Fulfillment Center Warehouse
0 Typical Function — Storage and direct distribution of e-commerce product to end users;
smaller packages and quantities thanfor other types of HCW; often multiple mezzanine
levels for product storage and picking
0 Placein Supply Chain- Typically, freight for final consumption (business-to-business and
consumers)

Baseline Vehicle Trips

Baseline vehicle trips for the proposed project (excluding trip adjustments) are anticipatedto generatea
gross total of 643 daily trips, 67 AM peak hour trips, and 71 PM peak hour vehicle trips. Of the AM peak
hour trips, approximately 53 trips will be inbound tothe project and 14 trips will be outbound from the
project. For the PM peak hour trips, approximately 25 trips are inbound while 46 trips are outbound.

Vehicle Trip Reductions

Per the per the 2020 Transportation Analysis Handbook, an internal capture reduction can be applied
based on vehicle-trip reduction rates fromthe VTA Transportation Impact Analysis Guidelines. An
internal capture reduction was not applied to the project, since it does not contain an applicable mixed
land use.

A location-based mode share trip reduction was applied. This adjustment is a function of multimodal
connectivity and accounts for greater mode share for projects locatedin urban or transit developed
areas. FromTable 5 and Table 6 of the Transportation Analysis Handbook, the project location is
designatedas a “Suburb with single-family housing” area with a vehicle mode share of 95 percent for
industrial land uses. Therefore, a 5% mode share trip reduction was assumedto the project.
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Per the Transportation Analysis Handbook, identified VMT reduction strategies will also encourage
reductions in vehicle-trips generated by the project. For commercial and industrial projects, it is
assumed that every percent reduction in per-employee VMT is equivalent to one percent reduction in
peak hour vehicle trips. From the City’s VMT Evaluation Tool, the existing VMT is 14.92 and the project
with VMT reduction strategiesidentified in Section 3 would generate a VMT of 14.24. Therefore, a VMT
vehicle-trip reduction of 4.56% was applied to the project.

Total gross vehicle trips for the proposed project (including trip adjustments)are tobe 582 daily trips, 60
AM peak hour trips, and 63 PM peak hour vehicle trips. Of the AM peak hour trips, approximately 47
trips will be inbound to the project and 13 trips will be outbound from the project. For the PM peak hour
trips, approximately 21 trips will be inbound, while 42 trips are outbound.

Existing Use and Pass-By Trip Credits

The existing site is a vacant parcel and the proposed project land uses are not anticipatedto generate
pass-by or diverted trips from the roadway network. Therefore, the project is not eligible for an existing
use or pass-bytrip credit.

Net Vehicle Project Trips

Development of the proposed project with all applicable trip reductions and credits is anticipatedto
generate a net total of 582 additional daily trips, 60 AM, and 63 PM peak hour trips to the roadway
network. Table 4 provides a summary of the proposed trip generationand trip reductions/credits.
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Table 4: Project Trip Generation

LAND USE / DESCRIPTION

PROJECT SIZE

AM PEAK TRIPS PM PEAK TRIPS

TOTAL
DAILY
TRIPS

TOTAL IN / OUT TOTAL IN / OUT

Trip Generation Rates (ITE)
Manufacturing [ITE 140] Per 1,000 Sq Ft| 4.75 0.68 76% / 24%| 0.74 31% / 69%
High-Cube Fulfillment Center Warehouse (Non- Per  1,0005q Ft| 1.81 015 81% / 19%| 0.16 39% / 61%
Sort) [ITE 155A]
1. Baseline Vehicle-Trips
5977 & 6001 Silver Creek Valley Rd - ITE 140 45.000 1,000 Sq Ft| 214 31 24 /| 7 33 10 / 23
5977 & 6001 Silver Creek Valley Rd - ITE 155A 236.873 1,000 Sq Ft| 429 36 29 [/ 7 38 15 / 23
Baseline Project Vehicle-Trips| 643 67 53 / 14 | 71 25 |/ 46
2. Internal Trip Adjustments
Mixed-Use Reduction (VTA Internal Capture) 0% N/A 0 0 0 / O 0 0 / O
Project Vehicle-Trips After Reduction| 643 67 53 / 14 | 71 25 |/ 46
3. Location-based Mode Share Adjustments
Suburb w/ SFH Reduction (Mode Share) -5% (33) 4 @3) / O] 4 (2 / (2)
Project Vehicle-Trips After Reduction| 610 63 50 / 13 67 23 / 44
4. Project Trip Adjustments
VMT Vehicle-Trip Reduction (Model Sketch Tool) -4.56% (28) 3) (3) / 0 4) () / (2)
Project Vehicle-Trips After Reduction| 582 60 47 / 13 | 63 21 / 42
5. Other Trip Adjustments
Pass-by and Diverted Link Trips 0% N/A 0 0 0o / O 0 0o / O
Existing Uses 0% N/A 0 0 0o / O 0 0o / O
Final Project Vehicle-Trips| 582 60 47 [/ 13 | 63 21 / 42
Notes:
Project Land Uses assumed based on proposed site plan from HPA Architecture (January 2022)
Daily, AM, and PM trips based on average land use rates from the Institute of Traffic Engineers Trip Generation 11th
Edition
A 5% Mode Share Reduction from San Jose Transportation Analysis Handbook 2020 was applied since the projectis
located in an "Suburban with Single Family Home" area.
A 4.56% VMT Reduction from San Jose Transportation Analysis Handbook 2020 was applied since the projectis planning
to implement Tier 2 Multimodal VMT reduction strategies. Reduction percentage obtained from City VMT Evaluation Tool.
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4.3 Project Trip Distribution and Assignment

Due to the nature of the proposed development, vehicle project trips are anticipatedto access the US
101 regional freeway. Trip distribution and assignment assumptions for the Silver Creek project were
basedon the project driveway location, the freeway ramp location, community characteristics,and
professional engineering judgement. The project trips to and from the site are anticipatedto access the
following regionalfacilities and destinations with the estimated trip distribution percentages as shown
in Table 5.

Table 5: Project Trip Distribution

. . . .. InboundTri Outbound Tri
Location Roadway Origin / Destination Distribution (':A;) Distribution (;:)
A Hellyer North 5% 5%
B Hellyer South 5% 5%
C Monterey North 5% 5%
D Monterey South 5% 5%
E Blossom Hill West 5% 5%
F Silver CreekValley East 5% 5%
G US 101 North 35% 35%
H US 101 South 35% 35%

The net project tripassignments and distributions are presentedin Figure 7 and Figure 8. The trip
assignment shownrepresents the shortest paths toand from the project site under ideal traffic
conditions.
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Figure 7: Net Project Trip Distribution
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Figure 8: Net Project Trip Assignment
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5 LTA INTERSECTION OPERATIONS

This chapter describes the local transportation analysis including intersection operations analysis for:
existing, background, and cumulative conditions; intersection vehicle queuing analysis; and mitigation
measures for any adverse effects to intersection level of service caused by the project.

It should be noted that the project is locatedin the Edenvale Area Development Policy (EADP) boundary.
A prior traffic study (iStar Mixed-Use Development) was completed for the EADP and identified
intersectionimprovements that have already been completed. Based on City direction and the 2014
EADP Update, the project is not required to study any signalized intersections and their adverse effects
under project conditions. For informational purposes, intersection level of service operations analysis is
shown for Existing, Background, and Cumulative Conditions.

5.1 Existing Conditions Analysis:

Traffic counts for Year 2022 were determined from new turning movement counts on collected on
Wednesday, January 19, 2022 for the study intersections. Peak hour volumes during each intersection’s
respective peak were conservatively usedin this analysis, therefore, some volume imbalances were
observed between study intersections. Where imbalances occurred, volumes were conservatively
increasedslightly above what was counted in the field. Existing intersectionlane geometryand peak
hour turning movement volumes are shown in Figure 9 and Figure 10, respectively.

Traffic operations were evaluated at the study intersections under Existing conditions, and the results of
the analysis are presentedin Table 6. New intersection turning-movement counts and TRAFFIX output
sheets are provided in the Appendices.

Table 6: Intersection Operations Summary for Existing Conditions
Existing Conditions
AM Peak PM Peak
Intersection Crit.

Delay vic Delay vic

Delay LOS

(sec)' Ratio (seQ)

(sec)' Ratio

1 [Blossom Hill Rd / Highway 101 SB Ramp D Signal| D | 415 [0.941] 46.7| F | 84.3 |1.104| 97.0
2 [Blossom Hill Rd / Highway 101 NB Ramp D Signal| D | 36.7 [0.482]| 443 | D | 35.6 (0.528| 484
3 |Silver Creek Valley Rd / Silver Creek Valley Pl D Signal | B | 13.9 |0.281| 16.5| B | 16.7 |0.214] 20.3
4 [Silver Creek Valley Rd / Piercy Rd / Project Dwy #1 D Signal | A 9.3 [0.110| 6.9 B | 12.4 |0.155| 16.0
5 |Silver Creek Valley Rd / Fontanoso Way D Signal | B | 18.5 |0.109| 17.0| C | 23.7 |0.170| 20.5
6 [Silver Creek Valley Rd / Hellyer Ave D Signal| C | 26.2 [0.225| 30.5| C | 25.8 |0.257| 29.3

As shown above, the following studyintersections are anticipatedto operate at unacceptable LOS
during at least one peak hour under Existing conditions.

e BlossomHill Road / Highway 101 SB Ramp (Intersection #1 — Signalized CMP)
O This signalized CMP intersectionis anticipatedto operate at LOS F under Existing
conditions during the PM peak hour and would experience average vehicle delay greater
than the County LOS threshold.
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Figure 9: Existing Intersection Lane Geometry
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Figure 10: Existing Traffic Volumes
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5.2 Background Conditions Analysis

Traffic generated from other approved projects in the project study area were obtained from the City of
San Jose Approved Trip Inventory (ATI) database attachedinthe Appendices. These ATl traffic volumes
were added to the existing traffic counts to generate the Background baseline scenarioand include the
following local projects.

e North San Jose
e North Coyote Valley Office/Industrial
e North Coyote Valley Campus Industrial
e Edenvale Zone 1 Office/Industrial
e Edenvale Zone 2 Office Industrial
e Edenvale Zone 3 and 4 Office/Industrial
e Edenvale Zone 3 and 4 Pool Office/Industrial
e EEHDPEvergreenResidential
EEHDP Evergreen Retail/Commercial
e (3-14641) Hitachi Office/Industrial Credit
e PDCO04-100R&D (3-14681) IStar R&D
e PDC12-028 Res (3-14681) IStar Mixed-Use
e PD(C99-053(3-13970) Cisco North Coyote Valley

The roadway network under Background conditions would be the same as the existing roadway network
with the addition of the following planned intersectionimprovements by Caltrans andthe City.

¢ BlossomHill Road / Highway 101 SB Ramp (Intersection #1—Signalized)

0 The approved US-101 Blossom Hill Road Interchange project is currently under
constructionand consists of widening the overcrossing to 7 vehicle travellanes and
adding a Class | separated bikeway through the interchange on the northside.

0 This intersection would be improved to add one (1) southbound right turn lane, one (1)
eastbound through lane, and one (1) westbound through lane.

¢ BlossomHill Road /Highway 101 NB Ramp (Intersection #2 —Signalized)

0 The approved US-101 Blossom Hill Road Interchange project is currently under
constructionand consists of widening the overcrossing to 7 vehicle travel lanes and
adding a Class | separated bikewaythrough the interchange on the northside.

0 This intersection would be improved to add one (1) northbound left turnlane, one (1)
eastbound left turn lane, and one (1) westbound through lane.

0 Bike and pedestrianaccess would be improved with green bike striping and continental
crossings on the north and east legs.

e Silver Creek Valley Road / Silver Creek Valley Place (Intersection #3 —Signalized)
0 This intersection would be improved to add one (1) westbound through lane.

Backgroundintersectionlane geometryand peak hour turning movement volumes are shown in Figure

11 and Figure 12, respectively. Traffic operations for the study intersections under Background
conditions are shown below in Table 7.
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Table 7: Intersection Operations Summary for Background Conditions
Background Conditons

: LOS AM Peak : PM Peak
Intersection Crit.

Criteria Delay vic Delay vic

Delay LOS

(sec) (sec)' Ratio

(sec)' Ratio

1 |Blossom Hill Rd / Highway 101 SB Ramp D Signal| C | 27.6 |0.710| 285 | C | 34.7 10.811| 375
2 |Blossom Hill Rd / Highway 101 NB Ramp D Signal | D | 42.7 [0.839] 479 | D | 52.1 |0.874] 62.8
3 [Silver Creek Valley Rd / Silver Creek Valley PI D Signal | A 95 |0.370| 120 | B | 12.3 |0.376| 9.7
4 [Silver Creek Valley Rd / Piercy Rd / Project Dwy #1 D Signal| A | 89 |0.262| 8.9 B | 16.0 |0.375| 19.5
5 |Silver Creek Valley Rd / Fontanoso Way D Signal| B | 19.2 10.332| 214 | C | 28.1 |0.412] 26.6
6 |Silver Creek Valley Rd / Hellyer Ave D Signal | C | 27.2 [0.459]| 275 | C | 32,5 |0.650| 33.7

The study intersections are anticipated to operate at acceptable LOS during the AM and PM peak hour
for the Background scenario.
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Figure 11: Background Intersection Lane Geometry
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Figure 12: Background Traffic Volumes
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5.3 Background Plus Project Conditions Analysis

Traffic operations were evaluated at the study intersections under Background Plus Project conditions
based on Background conditions and adding the net vehicle trips from the proposed Silver Creek project
to the Background roadway geometry and traffic control. The net project traffic volumes were
incorporated from the Trip Generationand Trip Distribution describedin Section 4 of this report. Traffic
operations for the studyintersections under Project conditions are shown below in Table 8 and Figure
13.

Table 8: Intersection Operations Summary for Background Plus Project Conditions

Background Plus Project Conditions

: LOS AM Peak : :

Intersection Crit.  Crit.

vic Var Delay Delay Impact
(sec) Var

276 | 00 [0.711]0.001]285] 0.0 [ NO

435 | 0.8 |0.858[0.019| 495 16 | NO

9.4 | -0.1 |0.376]/0.006 | 11.9] -0.1 | NO

89 | 0.0 |0.268/0.006| 88 | -0.1 | NO

19.9 | 0.7 [0.346[0.014] 225[ 1.1 [ NO

272 | 00 [0.460[0.001]275] 00 [ NO

Criteria Delay Delay vic
(sec)* Var Ratio

Blossom Hill Rd / Highway 101 SB Ramp
Blossom Hill Rd / Highway 101 NB Ramp

Silver Creek Valley Rd / Silver Creek Valley PI
Silver Creek Valley Rd / Piercy Rd / Project Dwy #1
Silver Creek Valley Rd / Fontanoso Way

Silver Creek Valley Rd / Hellyer Ave

O(B>[>|OO

O(O[|0|0|0|0

OO |WIN]|F

Background Plus Project Conditions

LOS PM Peak

Intersection Crit.  Crit.

Criteria L Delay Delay vic

. Var Delay Delay Im
(sec)! Var Ratio vic Var Delay Delay Impact

(sec) \Var

34.7 | 0.0 |0.812]|0.001 | 375| 0.0 NO
52.8 | 0.7 |0.886)|0.012 | 63.8| 1.0 NO
12.2 | -0.1 |0.383[0.007| 96 | -0.1 NO
198 | 3.8 [0.386|0.011| 19.5| 0.0 NO
28.7 | 0.6 [0.423|0.011|27.1| 05 NO
32.6 | 0.1 |0.651)0.001 | 33.7| 0.0 NO

Blossom Hill Rd / Highway 101 SB Ramp
Blossom Hill Rd / Highway 101 NB Ramp

Silver Creek Valley Rd / Silver Creek Valley PI
Silver Creek Valley Rd / Piercy Rd / Project Dwy #1
Silver Creek Valley Rd / Fontanoso Way

Silver Creek Valley Rd / Hellyer Ave

O|0(0(0|0|0

olo|m|m|o|o

OO |WIN]|F

The study intersections are anticipatedto operate at acceptable LOS during the AM and PM peak hour,
and the project is not anticipatedto create a significant traffic adverse effect under Background Plus
Project conditions.
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Figure 13: Background Plus Project Traffic Volumes
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5.4 Cumulative Conditions Analysis

The Cumulative scenariowas evaluated using peak-hour traffic volumes, intersection geometry, and
traffic control from forecasted traffic growth from approved projects and other proposed but pending
developments in the project study area (Background plus Project plus pending projects). Traffic
operations for the study intersections under Cumulative conditions are shown below in Table 9 and
Figure 14.

From discussions with City staff, the Cumulative analysis includes the following addition of net pending
project trips to the study intersections. Trip generation, distribution, and assignment for the pending
projects to the roadway network were provided by the City in February 2022.

e 455 Piercy Road Warehouse (3-14392, H21-022) - Industrial development with 121,600 square-
feet of warehouse use. This pending development is located east of the project sitein the
northwest quadrant of the Piercy Road and Hellyer Avenue intersection which would redevelop
an existing vacant parcel. Trip assignment for this pending development assumes driveway
access fromthe existing Piercy Road and Hellyer Avenue roadways.

Table 9: Intersection Operations Summary for Cumulative Conditions
Cumulative Conditions

LOS AM Peak PM Peak

Intersection .. i
Criteria Delay wvic crit Delay vic

Delay LOS
(sec)
27.6 |0.711| 285
43.8 [ 0.862| 49.9
94 (0.377] 11.8
9.0 [0.269] 8.9

19.9 (0.346| 225
27.2 10.461| 275

(sec)* Ratio (sec)t Ratio

34.7 |0.812| 375
53.0 |0.889| 64.1
12.1 (0.384| 9.6
19.9 |10.389| 19.6
28.7 10424 27.1
32.6 |0.653| 33.8

Blossom Hill Rd / Highway 101 SB Ramp
Blossom Hill Rd / Highway 101 NB Ramp

Silver Creek Valley Rd / Silver Creek Valley PI
Silver Creek Valley Rd / Piercy Rd / Project Dwy #1
Silver Creek Valley Rd / Fontanoso Way

Silver Creek Valley Rd / Hellyer Ave

O|0|0|0|0|0
O(®|>|>|0|0O
o|0|m|m|T|O

|| |WIN|F

The study intersections are anticipatedto operate at acceptable LOS during the AM and PM peak hour
for the Cumulative scenario.
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Figure 14: Cumulative Traffic Volumes
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5.5 Intersection Queue Analysis

Select studyintersections near the project site were evaluated for left-turn vehicle queuing capacityand
storage analysis for each study scenarioand summarizedin Table 10.

It was observed that sufficient storage has been provided for the turn movements in the Existing and
Background Conditions. The project is not anticipated to create anadverse effect to the intersection

vehicle queues.

Table 10: Left Turn Queue Analysis

AM PEA OUR PM PEA C
0 O ) 0 0 )
- Al 0 0
P 0 A 0SSO P 0 A 0SO

Existing Conditions
95% Queue (car/In) 13 2 0 0 2 7 4 0 5 1
95% Queue (ft/In) 325 50 0 0 50 175 100| O 125 25
Number of Turn Lanes 1 2 1 1 2 1 2 1 1 2
Storage (ft/In) 1000 300 | 125 | 500 [ 250 1000 300 | 125] 500 | 250
Total Storage (ft/In) 1000 600 | 125 | 500 [ 500 1000 600 | 125] 500 | 500
Sufficient Storage? YES YES | YES [ YES YES YES YES | YES | YES YES
Background Conditions
95% Queue (car/In) 15 4 0 5 8 5 12 0 14 1
95% Queue (ft/In) 375 100 O 125 | 200 125 300 O 350 25
Number of Turn Lanes 1 2 1 1 2 1 2 1 1 2
Storage (ft/In) 1000 300 | 125 | 500 [ 250 1000 300 | 125] 500 | 250
Total Storage (ft/In) 1000 600 | 125 | 500 [ 500 1000 600 | 125 ]| 500 | 500
Sufficient Storage? YES YES | YES [ YES YES YES YES | YES | YES YES
Background Plus Project Conditions
95% Queue (car/In) 16 4 1 5 9 5 12 1 15 2
95% Queue (ft/In) 400 100 | 25 125 | 225 125 300 | 25 375 50
Number of Turn Lanes 1 2 1 1 2 1 2 1 1 2
Storage (ft/In) 1000 300 | 125 | 500 | 250 1000 300 | 125| 500 | 250
Total Storage (ft/In) 1000 600 | 125 | 500 | 500 1000 600 | 125 | 500 | 500
Sufficient Storage? YES YES | YES [ YES YES YES YES | YES | YES YES
Project Impact? NO NO | NO | NO NO NO NO | NO | NO NO
Cumulative Conditions
95% Queue (car/In) 16 4 1 5 9 5 12 1 15 2
95% Queue (ft/In) 400 100 | 25 | 125 | 225 125 300 | 25 | 375 50
Number of Turn Lanes 1 2 1 1 2 1 2 1 1 2
Storage (ft/In) 1000 300 | 125 | 500 | 250 1000 300 | 125| 500 | 250
Total Storage (ft/In) 1000 600 | 125 | 500 | 500 1000 600 | 125 | 500 | 500
Sufficient Storage? YES YES | YES | YES | YES YES YES | YES | YES YES
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The 95t percentile outbound queue at the project driveways are anticipatedto be up to 50-feet (2 car
length) for the Project scenario during the AM and PM peak. This maximum queue would extend into
proposed drive aisle. Vehicles exiting the proposed driveway would be able to access Silver Creek Valley
Road and Fontanoso Way when there are sufficient gaps generated between platooning vehicles.

From the trip distribution presentedin Section 4, the total gross vehicles exiting the project site for the
PM peak hour is 42 trips while the gross outbound trips at a single project driveway is up to 23 PM trips.
This maximum outbound trip rate at the project driveway is equivalent toa rate of 0.4 vehicles per
minute. The driveway vehicle queue is not expected to create anadverse effect to roadway on-site
traffic operations.

5.6 Adverse Effects and Improvements

This section discusses significant transportation project adverse effects identified under Project
conditions as well as planned roadway improvements. Per City guidelines in the 2020 Transportation
Analysis Handbook, proposed mitigation measures toaddress negative adverse effects at a study
intersection should prioritize improvements related to alternative transportation modes, parking
measures, and/or TDM measures with secondary improvements that increase vehicle capacity to the
transportation network.

Project Intersection Adverse Effects
Based on City and CMP intersection operation threshold criteria described in Section 1, the project is not
anticipatedto generate anadverse effect to the studyintersections during the Project scenario.

City Identified Bicycle / Pedestrian / Traffic Calming Improvements

As discussedin Section 3, the project would exceed the City’s industrial VMT per employee threshold
and would need to implement VMT reduction strategies to mitigate the impact. Per City request to
improve multi-modal access, the project would need to coordinate with the Cityand implement the
following improvements for VMT mitigation:

1. Constructacrosswalkon the west leg of the Silver Creek Valley Road and Fontanoso Way
intersection. Potential signal and utility modifications would be needed to implement the

improvement.

2. InstallClass IV protected bike lanes along Silver Creek Valley Road beyond the project frontage
westward connecting to the Coyote Creek Trail per City of San Jose Better Bike Plan 2025.

3. Remove one (1) of the existing port-chop islands at the Hellyer Avenue and Silver Creek Valley
Road intersection. Potential sighal and utility modifications would be needed to implement the

improvement.

These multi-modal improvements would need to be coordinated betweenthe project applicant and the
City for approval.

City Identified Transit Improvements

The project is not anticipatedto generate anadverse effect to the existing transit network during the
Project scenario.
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Edenvale Area Development Policy Traffic Fees

The project is located in Sub-Area 1, and per the EADP, the base maximum floor area ratio (FAR) is 0.40
for development. Based on the Project Descriptionand latest site plan, the project site would have a
FAR of 0.43 and would exceedthe allowed FAR per the EADP.

To be consistent with the EADP, the project would need to pay a proportional fee contribution in

accordance with the proposed project square footage and would need to be in conformance with the
maximum FAR.
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6 LTA SITE ACCESS AND CIRCULATION

This chapter describes the local transportation analysis including site access and on-site circulation
review, effects on bicycle, pedestrian, and transit facilities, construction operations, and neighborhood
interface.

6.1 Driveway Site Access

Itis anticipatedthat the project site will operate during normal business hours (8AM to 5PM). A majority
of employees will access the site during the AM and PM peak. Truck deliveries to/from the project site is
anticipatedto occur throughout the day and most of the truck trips will occur outside of AM and PM
peak.

Site access and circulation for the project is based on the latest site plan prepared by the project
applicant and is included in the Appendices. The Silver Creek project provides on-site parking spaces for
commercial delivery trucks and employee staff. The at-grade parking lots are accessed by the following
driveways:

e Driveway 1 at Silver Creek Valley Road
0 Inbound only access for passenger and truck vehicles
0 40-feet wide driveway, 2 inbound lanes
0 Creates northleg connection to Silver Creek Valley/Piercy intersection
e Driveway 2 at Silver Creek Valley Road
O RightIn/Right Out access for passenger vehicles only
0 26-feet wide driveway
e Driveway 3 at FontanosoWay
0 Full access for passenger vehicles only
0 26-feet wide driveway
e Driveway 4 at FontanosoWay
0 Full access for delivery truck vehicles only
0 40-feet wide driveway, gate access

Per City guidance, driveways should be a minimum of 150 feet from any intersection, and the project
satisfies this standard. The proposed driveway locations optimize sight distance and spacing for the
proposed site plan. To improve vehicle sight distance of approaching pedestrians and bicycles on Silver
CreekValley Road and Fontanoso Way, itis recommended to provide low clearance landscaping
between the back of curb on both sides of the driveway.

Per City Municipal Code 20.90.100 and Table 20-220, the minimum width of the proposed two-way drive
aisleis 26-feet. The parking lot drive aisles for staff parking are dimensioned 26-feet wide while the
drive aisles for truck deliveries are dimensioned 35 to 40-feet wide.

Driveway 1 & 4 designedfor truckaccess along Silver Creek Valley Road and Fontanoso Way are 40-feet
wide at the curb line. These driveways are a larger width thanthe typical City driveway dimension and
can be provided basedon associated turning templates for the given designvehicle to provide sufficient
vehicle access and circulation for entering and exiting vehicles. Driveway 2 & 3 designed for passenger
vehicle access are dimensioned 26-feet wide and satisfy the City standard width cut.
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Project driveway 4 will be augmented with automated steel swinging gates torestrict access for
authorized employees and truck deliveries only. Gate control at this driveway would be optimized to
maintain security, and the gate’s rapid opening and closing cycle and setback from the sidewalk would
allow vehicles to access the driveway without blocking or impeding traffic flow on the Citystreets. Gate
operations would be controlled with high-speed motors, intercom/keypad posts, and knox box for fire
access.

In addition, the standard parking spaces on-site are dimensioned 9-feet by 18-feet while the truck
parking spaces are dimensioned 12-feet by 55-feet which satisfy City parking standards.

Vehicles accessing the project driveways would be allowed to make turns in and out the site when there
are sufficient vehicle gaps along Silver Creek Valley Roadand Fontanoso Way. From the queue analysis
results summarizedin Section 5, inbound vehicle queues and delays are not expectedto be significant
issues. For outbound vehicles, on-site vehicle queues are expected during the AM and PM peak due to a
combination of inherent unpredictability of vehicle arrivals at driveways, and the random occurrence of
gaps in traffic; however, these conditions are typical of driveways in industrial areas.

6.2 Passenger Vehicle Access and Circulation

Vehicle maneuverability and access for the parking area was analyzed using AutoTURN software which
measures design vehicle swept paths and turning through simulation and clearance checks. A passenger
car design from the American Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials (AASHTO) was
assessedfor the internal parking area.

Analysis using the AASHTO template revealed that passenger vehicles could adequately access the
driveways on Silver Creek Valley Road and Fontanoso Way, maneuver through the parking lot, and park
in the stalls without conflicting into other vehicles or stationary objects. The proposed layout provides
sufficient vehicle clearance.

6.3 Heavy Vehicle Truck Access and Circulation

Delivery trucks and heavy vehicles are currently prohibited from stopping or parking along Silver Creek
Valley Road and Fontanoso Way along the project frontage. All delivery activity for the project would
occur on-site in the designatedloading areas.

Per City Municipal Code 20.90.410, a building intended for use by a manufacturing plant, storage facility,
warehouse facility, goods display facility, retail store, wholesale store, market, hotel, hospital, mortuary,
laundry, dry cleaning establishment, or other use having a floor area of 10,000 square-feet or more shall
provide a minimum of one (1) off-street loading space, plus one additional such loading space for each
20,000 square-feet of floor area. The project provides at least 54 trailer parking spaces, and 40 truck
loading docks on-site and satisfies the City requirement.

The STAA truck based on AASHTO and the Caltrans Highway Design Manual was assumed as the
maximum size delivery truck that would be allowed due to truck route and maneuverability constraints
in the Edenvale Area and at the project driveway. Fire apparatus and garbage trucks were also checked
for site access, andthese vehicle dimensions were basedon NCHRP 659 — Guide for the Geometric
Design of Driveways.
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STAA delivery trucks would be able to maneuver on Silver CreekValley Road and Fontanoso Way
adjacent to the project site and access the designated truck driveways to load/unload and exit the site.
For project Driveways 1 & 4, a larger width thanthe typical 26-feet driveway dimension can be provided
based on STAA vehicle templates to provide sufficient vehicle access and circulation for entering and
exiting vehicles. A 40-foot width is proposed at these driveways.

Access tothe truck loading docks from project Driveway 4 will be controlled by automatic open/close
gates. The AM and PM peak hour truck volume is approximately 6 trucks, or one truck every 10 minutes,
that will access any of the project driveways. The time for each gate to openis estimatedtobe less than
2 minutes and therefore, the truck queues are not expectedto exceed one (1) truck length. Given the
storage length between each gate and the adjacent street, truck queues are not anticipatedto extend in
the adjacent street orimpact traffic operations at the gated driveways.

Garbage andrecycling bins are anticipated to be located near the loading docks in a designatedtrash
enclosure nearest todriveway 4 along Fontanoso Way. Waste collection vehicles would be able to enter
the project driveway to pick up bins and exit the site without conflict.

In the event of an emergency, itis assumed that fire apparatus vehicles will stage in the project parking
lots, along Silver Creek Valley Road, or along Fontanoso Way. Existing fire hydrants along the project
frontage provides direct fire access for emergency personnel. The project driveways are 26-feet wide
minimum, provide at least 10-feet high clearance, and satisfies the 20-foot horizontal and 10-foot-
vertical minimum access clearances from the 2016 CA Fire Code. Gate control for fire access will be
provided with Knox boxes.

Figure 15 through Figure 18 show site access and vehicle turn templates at the project driveway and on-
site parking area for the design vehicles described above.
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Figure 15: PassengerVehicle Access
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Figure 16: Delivery Truck Vehicle Access
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Figure 17: Garbage Truck Access
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Figure 18: Fire Truck Access
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6.4 Vehicle Sight Distance Analysis

A preliminary stopping sight distance (SSD) and intersection sight distance (1SD) analysis was conducted
to determine the feasibility of the proposed project driveway location. The AASHTO methodology was
used in this analysis. The sight distance needed under various assumptions of physical conditions and
driver behavior is directly related to vehicle speeds and to the resultant distances traversed during
perception-reaction time and braking.

Stopping sight distance is defined as the sum of reaction distance and braking distance. The reaction
distanceis based on the reaction time of the driver while the braking distance is dependent upon the
vehicle speed and the coefficient of friction between the tires and roadway as the vehicle decelerates to
a complete stop. This sight distance analysis indicates the minimum visibility that is required for an
approaching vehicle to stop safelyif a vehicle from the project driveway enters or exits the approaching
road. The driver should also have an unobstructed view of the intersection, including any traffic-control
devices, and sufficient lengths along the intersecting road to permit the driver to anticipate and avoid
potential collisions.

For vehicles entering Silver Creek Valley Road and Fontanoso Way from the proposed project driveway,
the AASHTO method evaluates sight distance from a vehicle exiting the driveway to a vehicle
approaching from either direction. The intersection sight distance is defined along intersection approach
legs and across theirincluded corners known as departure sight triangles. These specified areas should
be clear of obstructions that might block a driver’s view of potentially conflicting vehicles. Intersection
sight distance is measured from a point 3.5-feet above the existing grade (driver’s eye) along the
potential driveway to a 3.5-foot object height in the center of the approaching lane on the roadway. A
vehicle setbackin a stopped position from the edge of shoulder was assumed for determining
intersection sight distance.

Project Driveway Sight Distance

Minimum sight distance criteria for the potential driveways along the study roadways was determined
from the AASHTO Geometric Design of Highways and Streets 7th Edition (Green Book). For the purposes
of this analysis, a design speed of 50 mph (45 mph posted speed limit) was assumed along Silver Creek
Valley Road. Along Fontanoso Way, a design speed of 40 mph (35 mph posted speed limit) was
assumed. AASHTO standard time gap variables for passenger cars stopped on the proposed project
driveways were used. Based on the existing traffic control, minimum sight distance was calculated for
the following scenarios:

e Stopping Sight Distance on Silver Creek Valley Road, Fontanoso Way

e IntersectionSight Distance Case B—Stop control at the proposed project driveways
0 CaseB1- Leftturnfrom the minor road
0 CaseB2-Rightturn from the minor road

Minimum SSD and ISD values were obtained from Table 9-7 and Table 9-9 of the AASHTO Green Book. A
site visit was takento measure the available sight distance and departure sight triangles at the proposed
driveway locations. From a 5-foot setback from the edge of travel way, the measured available sight
distance varies in each direction Silver Creek Valley Road and Fontanoso Way. Table 11 summarizes the
intersectionand stopping sight distance at the project driveways.
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Table 11: Project Driveway Sight Distance

A

Silver Creek Valley Road (Project Driveways 1 & 2)

Transportation Analysis

SSD on Primary Road 50 425 >500 Yes

ISD Case B1 (Left Turn) N/A N/A N/A N/A

ISD Case B2 (Right Turn) 50 480 >500 Yes
FontanosoWay (Project Driveways 3 & 4)

SSD on Primary Road 40 305 >500 Yes

SSD Case B1 (Left Turn) 40 445 >500 Yes

ISD Case B2 (Right Turn) 40 385 >500 Yes

Note: Driveway 1 isinbound onlyand Driveway 2 is rightturn only accessthereforeISD left turn is notapplicable

The proposed project driveway locations satisfy the minimum stopping sight distance required for all
approaches on Silver Creek Valley Road and Fontanoso Way. Vehicles on the road will have sufficient
sight distance to react and stop safely if a vehicle from the project driveway enters or exits the road.

Vehicles entering the City streets from the project driveway will also have sufficient intersection sight
distance to make a left or right turn onto the road per AASHTO scenarios.

Overall, the proposed project driveway locations are feasible and provide sufficient sight distance for
traffic conditions. To ensure that exiting vehicles can see bikes and vehicles traveling on the roadway, no
parking striped with red curb should be establishedimmediately adjacent to the project driveways. An
exhibit comparing the designand measured available stopping and intersectionsight distances is shown

in Figure 19.
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Figure 19: Sight Distance Analysis
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6.5 Bicycle, Pedestrian, and Transit Access

The project will provide on-site pedestrianand bicycle improvements to the existing facilities along the
project frontages on Silver Creek Valley Road and Fontanoso Way. The following improvements will
enhance bicycle and pedestrianaccess in the area.

e Constructa crosswalkon the west leg of the Silver Creek Valley Road and Fontanoso Way
intersection.

e InstallClass IV protected bike lanes along Silver Creek Valley Road beyond the project frontage
westward connecting to the Coyote Creek Trail per City of San Jose Better Bike Plan 2025

e Remove one (1) of the existing port-chop islands at the Hellyer Avenue and Silver Creek Valley
Road intersection.

As statedin Section 2, the existing network of sidewalks and crosswalks in the study area are adequate
with connectivity and walkable routes to nearby bus stops, retail, and other points of interestin the
immediate project area. In addition, the nearest transit stops tothe project site are located at the Silver
CreekValley Road / Fontanoso Way and Silver Creek Valley Road / Silver Creek Valley Place intersections
which are less than quarter a mile away. As for bicycle connectivity, the Class | Coyote Creek Trail and
Class Il bike lanes on Silver Creek Valley Road and Hellyer Avenue provides bicycle facilities in the vicinity
of the project site.

Due to the function and operational characteristics of the proposed industrial use, the project is not
anticipatedto add substantial project trips to the existing pedestrian, bicycle, or transit facilities in the
area. Therefore, the project would not create an adverse effect to the existing pedestrian, bicycle, or
transit facility operations.

6.6 Vehicle and Bicycle Parking

Per the Chapter 20.90.060, Table 20-190, and Table 20-210 of the San Jose Municipal Code, the
proposed project land uses are required to provide the following minimum off-street parking:

e Offices, researchand development (10,000 square feet total gross floor area)
0 One (1) vehicle parking space per 300 -square feet of total gross floor area
0 One (1) bicycle parking space per 4,000-square feet of totalgross floor area
0 One (1) motorcycle parking space for every 10 code-required auto parking spaces

e Manufacturing (45,000 square feet total gross floor area, 38,250 square feet of net floor area)
0 One (1) vehicle parking space per 350-square feet of floor area
0 One (1) vehicle parking space for company vehicle
0 One (1) bicycle parking space per 5,000-square feet of floor area
0 One (1) motorcycle parking space for every 50 code-required auto parking spaces

e Warehouse (226,873 square feet total gross floor area)
0 Two (2) vehicle parking spaces minimum for warehouses under 5,000-square feet of
total gross floor area
0 Five (5) vehicle parking spaces minimum for warehouses between 5,000 and 25,000-
square feet of total gross floor area
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0 One (1) vehicle parking space per 5,000-square feet of total gross floor area for
warehouses greater than 25,000-square feet

0 One (1) bicycle parking space per 10 full-time employees

0 One (1) shower for warehouses between 85,000 and 425,000-square feet

0 One (1) motorcycle parking space for every 10 code-required auto parking spaces

Based on these City ratios, the project is required to provide a minimum total of 199 off-street vehicle
parking spaces and 20 bicycle parking spaces for the proposed industrial use.

The project site plan proposes a total parking supply of 210 vehicle spaces toaccommodate tenant
employees and a total bicycle parking supply of 32 spaces (12 short term racks and 20 long term locker
spaces).

The project site plan is anticipatedto provide sufficient vehicle and bicycle parking per the City’s off-
street parking requirement. Table 12 summarize the vehicle and bicycle parking requirements for the
project.

Table 12: Project Parking Summary

GUIDELINE PARKING PROJECT R
LAND USE PARKING STANDARD PER GUIDELINE PARKING PARKING

(# SPACES) (# SPACES)

SOURCE TYPE SIZE

2 vehicle spaces for under 5,000 SQFT
Warehouse 5 veh!cle spaces for under 25,000 SQFT 226,873 48 i
1 vehicle space per 5,000 SQFT for over
. 25,000 SQFT
Vehicle 1 vehicle space per 350 SQFT
Manufacturing iclespacep , 38,250 | 111
San Jose 1 vehicle space for Company Vehicle
Municipal Offlce'(GeneraI 1 vehicle space per 250 SQFT 10,000 40 -
Code Business)
Warehouse |1 bicycle space per 10 full time employees 90 - 9
Bicycle |Manufacturing |1 bicycle space per 5,000 SQFT 38,250 - 8
Office (Generall, ;i \ cle space per 4,000 SQFT 10,000 - 3
Business)
Total Parking Requirement 199 20
Proposed Parking Supply 210 32
Sufficient Parking? YES YES
NOTES:
SQFT = Square Feet; GFA = Gross Floor Area;
Proposed parking supply based on project description from applicant
Parking requirements based on San Jose Municipal Code
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6.7 Construction Operations

During project construction, the existing curb, gutter, and sidewalk along the project frontage would be
widened and replaced. A Traffic Management Plan (TMP) should be developed for construction activities
at the site. Prior to construction, the contractor should place temporarysigns indicating closed sidewalk
facilities, install a temporary screened fence around the work area, protect existing features/utilities,
and repair any damaged improvements within public right of way per City of San Jose requirements.

Pedestrians and bicyclists would potentially not be able to travel on the north side of Silver Creek Valley
Road or the west side of Fontanoso Way next to the project during constructionand would need to use
the existing facilities on the opposite side of the street.

Vehicle access along Fontanoso Way near the project may also be restricted during construction due to
its 2-lane roadway cross-section. The through lanes on Fontanoso Way could be temporaryclosed, and

the contractor should install appropriate MUTCD traffic control devices to warn approaching vehicles of
temporarylane closures and lane merges prior to the project site.

Itis assumedthat a temporary construction vehicle parking and stage constructionarea would be
provided on the project site. This potential parking area would require the contractor to obtain
necessaryapproval, right of entry, and permits with the Cityand property owners prior to construction.

6.8 Neighborhood Interface

The proposed project is in the existing industrial district in the City and not located in the vicinity of
schools or residential neighborhoods; therefore, the project is not anticipatedto create anadverse
effect to the existing school and neighborhood operations in the surrounding area. The project is located
on commercial / industrial collector streets and would not promote excessive cut through traffic or
vehicle speeding along the roadway network.

On-street parking in the surrounding roadway network is prohibited on Silver Creek Valley Road and
Fontanoso Way. From the parking analysis, the project’s on-site parking would satisfy the City’s vehicle
parking standard, andthe project is not anticipatedto create anadverse effect to the existing parking
condition in the surrounding area.

From recent site visits and field observations, sidewalkand curb returns are provided in the area. The
existing sidewalks in the area are at least four-feet wide and have either rolled or raised concrete curbs.
ADA compliant curb ramps are also provided in the area. The project is not anticipatedto createan
adverse effect to the existing pedestrian and bicycle facilities in the surrounding neighborhood area.
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7 CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

Project Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) Impacts and Mitigation Measures

The project consists of industrialland use and does not meet the screening criteria for VMT analysis
exemption as a smallinfill project of 30,000 square-feet of total gross floor area or less per City
guidelines. The proposed project was evaluated in the VMT tool assuming development of 281,873
square-feet of industrial use.

The City’s VMT per employee threshold for industrial land uses is 14.37. For the surrounding land use
area, the existing VMT is 14.92. The proposed project (APN 679-02-012) is anticipatedto generate a
VMT per employee of 14.85 (excluding any VMT reduction strategies). The evaluationtool estimates
that the project would exceedthe City’s industrial VMT per employee threshold and would triggera
VMT impact.

Since the project VMT exceeds the industrial thresholds of significance, the project will need to mitigate
its CEQA transportationimpact by implementing a variety of City approved VMT reduction strategies.
Per City direction, the applicant would implement Tier 2 multi-modal infrastructure improvements, and
with these measures, the project could achieve a VMT per employee of 14.24 which is below the City
threshold. Final implementation of the proposed VMT reduction strategies would need to be
coordinated between the project applicant and the City.

The project would exceedthe City’s industrial VMT per employee threshold and would need to
implement the following VMT reduction strategies to mitigate the impact and improve multi-modal
access per City request:

e Construct acrosswalkon the west leg of the Silver Creek Valley Road and Fontanoso Way
intersection. Potential signal and utility modifications would be needed to implement the
improvement.

e InstallClass IV protected bike lanes along Silver Creek Valley Road beyond the project frontage
westward connecting to the Coyote Creek Trail per City of San Jose Better Bike Plan 2025

e Remove one (1) of the existing port-chop islands at the Hellyer Avenue and Silver Creek Valley
Road intersection. Potential signal and utility modifications would be needed to implement the
improvement.

Project Trip Generation

Trip generation for the proposed project land uses was calculated using average trip generationrates
from the Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE) Trip Generation Manual, 11t" Edition (September
2021).

Per the 2020 Transportation Analysis Handbook, trip generation reduction credits were applied to the
project including location-based mode-share, potential VMT reduction strategies, and existing land uses.
Development of the proposed project with all applicable trip reductions and credits is anticipatedto
generate a net new total of 582 additional daily trips, 60 AM, and 63 PM peak hour trips to the roadway
network. Total gross vehicle trips for the proposed project (excluding existing trip credit adjustments)
are 643 daily trips, 67 AM peak hour trips, and 71 PM peak hour vehicle trips.
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Intersection Traffic Operations

It should be noted that the project is locatedin the Edenvale Area Development Policy (EADP) boundary.
A prior traffic study (iStar Mixed-Use Development) was completed for the EADP and identified
intersectionimprovements that have already been completed. Based on City direction and the 2014
EADP Update, the project is not required to study any signalized intersections and their adverse effects
under project conditions. For informational purposes, intersection level of service operations analysis is
shown for Existing, Background, and Cumulative Conditions.

Traffic counts for Year 2022 were determined from new turning movement counts on collected on
Wednesday, January 19, 2022 for the study intersections. The study intersections were assessed under
Existing, Background and Cumulative scenarios. City of San José and Valley Transportation Authority
Congestion Management Program intersection level of service standards and significance thresholds
were used to determine adverse effects caused by the project.

Adverse Effects and Improvements
The project is not anticipatedto generate anadverse effect to the study intersections.

Per City request to improve multi-modal access, the project would need to coordinate with the City and
implement the following improvements for VMT mitigation:

e Constructacrosswalkon the west leg of the Silver Creek Valley Road and Fontanoso Way
intersection. Potential signal and utility modifications would be needed to implement the
improvement.

e InstallClass IV protected bike lanes along Silver Creek Valley Road beyond the project frontage
westward connecting to the Coyote Creek Trail per City of San Jose Better Bike Plan 2025.

e Remove one (1) of the existing port-chop islands at the Hellyer Avenue and Silver Creek Valley
Road intersection. Potential signal and utility modifications would be needed to implement the
improvement.

The project is located in Sub-Area 1, and per the EADP, the base maximum floor area ratio (FAR) is 0.40
for development. Based on the Project Descriptionand latest site plan, the project site would have a
FAR of 0.43 and would exceedthe allowed FAR per the EADP.

To be consistent with the EADP, the project would need to pay a proportional fee contribution in
accordance with the proposed project square footage and would need to be in conformance with the
maximum FAR.

Vehicle Site Access and Circulation

The site will be accessedfromtwo (2) driveways along Silver Creek Valley Roadand two (2) driveways
along Fontanoso Way. Project driveways designed for truck access 40-feet wide while passenger vehicle
access driveways are 26-feet wide. Based on associated turning templates for the given design vehicle,
the wider driveway dimensions proposed on the latest site plan are recommended to provide sufficient
vehicle access and circulation for entering and exiting vehicles.
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The proposed driveway locations optimize sight distance and spacing for the proposed site plan.
Passenger vehicles, delivery trucks, refuse, and emergency vehicles are able to circulate within the
project site without conflict.

Pedestrian, Bicycle, and Transit Site Access

Due to the function and operational characteristics of the proposed use, the project is not anticipatedto
add substantial project trips to the existing pedestrian, bicycle, or transit facilities in the area. Therefore,
the project would not create an adverse effect to the existing pedestrian, bicycle, or transit facility
operations.

On-Site Vehicle and Bicycle Parking
Per the City’s parking standard, the project site is anticipated to provide sufficient on-site vehicle and
bicycle parking to meet the City’s minimum parking requirement.

Neighborhood Interface

The project’s on-site parking would satisfy the City’s vehicle parking standard, and the project is not
anticipatedto create an adverse effect to the existing parking condition in the surrounding area. The
project is not anticipatedto create an adverse effect to the existing pedestrianand bicycle facilities in
the surrounding area.

66



5977 & 6001 Silver CreekValley Road Development
Transportation Analysis

8 APPENDICES

Appendices A —Project Site Plan

Appendices B — San Jose VMT Evaluation Tool Summary Report
Appendices C - Intersection, Roadway, and Freeway Traffic Counts
Appendices D — San Jose Approved Trip Inventory

Appendices E — TRAFFIX Intersection Operations Analysis
Appendices F — Warehouse Development Site Research

67



5977 & 6001 Silver CreekValley Road Development
Transportation Analysis

Appendices A - Project Site Plan



5977-6001 SILVER CREEK VALLEY ROAD
ite Development Permit, File No. H21-047

PROPERTY OWNER

E REALTY
1904 FRANKLIN ST., 8TH FLOOR,
DAKLAND, CA 94812

APPLICANT

DUKE REALTY
1804 FRANKUN ST BTH FLOOR,
OAKLAND, CA 94612

PHONE: (451) 2983325
CONTACT: JASON BERNSTEIN

APPLICANT'S REPRESENTATIVE

4, INC.
GRAND AVE,, STE. 302
OAKLAND, CA 94510
PHONE: (345) 862-2175
CONTACT: TYNEISE BEYER

PROJECT REPRESENTATIVES

EMPLOYEE COUNT ESTIMATE PROJECT DATA

SAN JOSE, CA

BUILDING & PLANNING DEPT. PLANNING NOTES:
PLANNING : H21-047 L AUTONATIC FIRE_ SPRINKLER SYSTEM FOR THS PROJECT
BULDNG PLAN CHECK NUBD

CODE ANALYSIS:
BUILDING OCCUPANCYS & S—1 — BASE CASE
BUILOING GCCUPANGIE. F-1 & S-1 — ALTERNATIE CASE
2. AN APPROVED (MANUAL AND AUTOMATIC) F\RE ALARM \S
APPLICANTS REPRESENTATIVE : BT IO MR, AT,
BN e sep am ELR N heth T e 1ot
Gk, oA Sis10
PhONE: (as8) enzo17s
VAN b T BURNE  Shel s e
CONTACT: TYNEISE BEYER UL, CERTFICATED, CERTIFICATE OF COMPLETION AND OTHER
BIBTATON e T Nafonse e i ootk
SHALL S ol o AL R Fle KA Srs T
ASSESSORS PARCEL NO.:
670-02-011, 679-02-012 GOVERNING CODE :
208 Caurom BioNG coos
0 SR MR
GENERAL PLAN : 208 CANFoRNIA 3
GENGRAL PLAN — NOUSTRAL PARK (F) B e
ZONNG: INDUSTRIAL PARK () 20 CALFGRNIA GRECH GUILBING STANDARDS
BUILDING ADDRESS : <o oSk WP cob
5

9776001 SLVER CREEK VALLEY ROAD, SAN JOSE,

PROJECT DATA & CODE SUMMARY

N P
FEVEY FEE WL BE COLLECTED UPON REVEW OF THESE

EMPLOYEE COUNT ESTIMATE PROJECT DATA

UMUFACTURIG: 105 FUL THE EMPLOYEES
REHOUSE: 90 EMPLOYE
Tora TS BUPLOIEES

PARKING REQUIREMENTS ANALYSIS

REQURED REQURED REQURE
VEHOLE BIOYOLE NOTORCYCLE
PARKING. PARKING. PARKING

FOR WAREHOUSES IN | 1 LONG TERM SPACE | WAREHOUSE USE:
EXCESS OF 25,000 PER 10 FULL TINE 1 SPACE FOR
SQFT. OF TOTAL GROSS| EMPLOYEES

FLOOR AREA A NIN. OF
1 PER 5,000 SOFT.
226

SIALS

REQUIRENENT: 1 LONG TERM SPACE | GENERAL

1PER 350 SQ.T. PER 10 FULL TINE DEVELOPNENT: 1
OF FLOOR AREA BRLOTEES SPACE FOR EVERY
PLUS 1 PER 105 /10=11_SPACES

COMPANY VEHICLE CODE-REQUIRED
AUTO PARKING
FLOOR AREA SPACES 111/50=3
45,00000,85=368,250 SPACES.

SQFT

38,250/350=110
PARKING SPACES
REQUIRED PLUS 1 PER
COMPANY VEHICLE

1 PER 250 SQFT. 1 PER 4,000 SOFT. 1 SPACE PER 20

(80% 10 BE CODE-REQUIRED

STAllS SHORT=TERM) AUTO PARKIN
10.000/4.000=3 SPACES

ALTERNATIVE CASE OCCUPANCY

LOAD AND CODE ANALYSIS

NON—CONDITIONED SHELL BUILDI

VAREHOUSE: 90 ENPLOYEES

PARKING REQUIREMENTS ANALYSI

REQURED REQURED
VEHICLE MOTORCYCLE
PARKING. PARKING.

FOR WAREHOUSES IN | 1 LONG TERM SPACE | WAREHOUSE USE:

PER 10 FULL TIME 1 SPACE FOR
EMPLOYEES EVERY 10
CODE-REQURED
1 PER 5,000 SOFT. AUTO PARKING
271.873/5.000=54 ‘SPACES 54/10=6
STALLS SPACES

1 PER 250 SQFT. 1PER 4000 SOFT. |1 SPACE FER 20
10.000/250-40 (80% 10 BE CODE-REQURED
STALS SHORT-TERM) AUTO PARKING
10.000/4.000=3 SPACES | SPACES

BASE CASE OCCUPANCY LOAD
AND CODE ANALYSIS

GENERAL ARCH\TECTURAL
000-IDX 0.1 e
001-5 m

ENCARGED e RACK pLAN
CVERALL AND ENUARGED FLOOR PLANS
ELEVATIONS

oETALS

CoLoRed EEvaTons

VATERIAL BOARD ENLARGED GOLORED ELevanon
DAB-A338  MATERIAL BDARD ENLARGED COLORED ELEVATIO

DAB-ASIC  ENLARGED PARTIAL SITE PLAN  — PEDESTRIAN GPeN SpAcE /PATIO
DAB-AS.4 SITE VICINITY PHO

QUALITY CONTROL PLAN
can STORMNATER, GUALITY DETALS

¢s0 TYPICAL SECTIONS

¢80 TRUCK ACCESS PLAN

a1 TRASH TRUCK ACCESS PLAN

LANDSCAPE
ota-L = PRELMINARY LANDSCAPE PLAN

ELECTRICAL

-y P10 ELECTRICAL SITE PHOTOMETRIC PLAN
EPL EXTERIOR LIGHTING CUTSHEETS
jipmes Pl EXTERIOR LIGHTING CUTSHEETS

SHEET INDEX

AERIAL MAP

VICINITY

PLUMBING LOAD ANALYSIS

OFFICIAL USE ONLY

hpa, inc.
600 grand ave, suite 302
akland, c

94610
tel: 949486242113
emall: hpa@hparchs.com

Owner:

DUKE REALTY
1904 FRANKLIN STREET,
8TH FLOOR,
OAKLAND, CA 94612

TEL: (415) 298-3325

Project:
5977-6001

SILVER CREEK
VALLEY ROAD

SAN JOSE, CA

Consultants:

Title: TITLE SHEET

Project Number: 21367
Draun by AC.
Date: 10/01/2021
Revision:

File No. H21-047

Sheet

DAB-AO]




ADJUCENT TENANT:

DOMESTIC STOCK COMPANY VRELO INC. \
\
LAND OF VRELO INC. . PROPERTY OWNER
- E) TREES. DUKE REALTY
- - \ 1504 FRANKLIN ST., TH FLOOR,
1 DReBIe S e - : T P ( AR
w | ADDRESS OF THE PROPERTY
28 i s s 9 5977-6001 SILVER CREEK VALLEY ROAD, SAN JOSE, CA
g2 ] (9 H .
\ ACCESSOR'S PARCEL NUMBER
579-02-011, 679-02-012 o, inc
| L B 600 grand ave, suite 302
o | |3 R O LEGAL DESCRIPTION oalan,
£ o & —_— 4610
. - SEE QUL DRAWINGS 1k 04068242113
E emall: hpa@hparchs.com
54912-0' 648"
{1 ZONING
5 &)
g GENERAL PLAN — INDUSTRIAL PARK (F)
g o ZONING: INDUSTRIAL PARK  (IP)
26' FIRE LANE R TZVDP' '7:
APPLICANT
DUKE REALTY
- - e = — 1904 FRANKLIN ST., 8TH FLOOR,
ERS RN o [ R f e OAKLAND, GA 848
T Gl o e wenl D e R R O PHONE: (451) 298.3325
s L RN R T AR T SR o B
EXTEROR s&wuspnﬂr s ae e e N B Lo o |Gy
iTH SCUPPLRS.TYP e R b PRI y ; .
T S WL Lo e & APPLICAN'T REPRESENTATIVE
: |
. I N & g SIREET FRONTAGE AT FONTANOSA WAY &0 5o ae, o 02
ENCLOSURE @ 40 DOCK |DOORS @ 0 g Set-niz PHONE: (949) 8622175 Owner:
o - N - Yo 3. DRIEWAYS AR 40'426'= 66 WHICH IS CONTACT: TNEISE. BEVER :
w B8 | %, LESS THAN 25% OF STREET FRONTAGE
3 |
&
w w I VICINITY MAP
z 3
-8 T BU
g 281,873 SF 5\
& N y .F.
| g 4 DUKE REALTY
2' CLEAR HEIGHT 1904 FRANKLIN STREET,
o 8TH FLOOR,
5 C’: BASE CASE! WAREHOUSE AREA 271873 6F. OAKLAND, CA 94512
OCCUPANCY T)
ALTERNATIVE CASE: WAREHOUSE AREA 226,873 S. TEL: (415) 2063525
[OCCUPANCY TYP|
MANUFACTURING AREA 43,000 8F.
= s6-5]_| 5 [OCCUPANCY TYPE F1 ]
uE 7 Al
Suu i Project:
o432 351 P s sz s s = e e s = = = s ject:
st F
5 5977-6001
.
POTENTIAL [~ POTENTIAL POTENTIAL SILVER CREEK
OFFICE i OFFICE
/3,320 8. H 3,088 5.
accupancy OGCUPANCY VALLEY ROAD
B TYPE B
() TREE 5} / \
3|
"
™,
1 e tre e @ e 5 5 &) SAN JOSE, CA
e 21
e | WAUALY | |~ sowspour o
¢ g SCUPPERS,
¢ - 3
5¢ |
53 PO = e e T e A === \
B g > B A - S Consul
J AR Al =a onsultants:
[N ANy AR AL L 2 9 D TS g Frew e )
s ® H o -
1o o, 305 o o, toves 5, st s, sweer s goose- vz o 8 o e -
e e e : of° :
a7 :
o 3 . - .
sorss o] seszr 5] sevee [5] sob ], ses-2 |epas-1g o) sav-or |5, 209" w ‘@d\ -
o [
= E o - 3 g | O EC N EER L] S -
Qe .
4 4, 4 4, 2] 4, D 4 2, - -
O _ —
T 5 A - _ —
2 (+ _—
= — |
PRCERTSENE TRNEW AD _—
LLE Y RO — Tte: OVERALL SITE PLAN
—_ SILVER CREEHK v A o —
—— 98110 12 — —
— — 0276
Project Numoer 21367
STREET FRONTAGE AT SLVER CREEK o
VALLEY ROAD IS 1021~6" e Drawn by:
DRIVEWAYS ARE 40°+26'= 68" WHICH IS SCalE: 1 = 400 N T001/2020
LESS THAN 25% OF STREET FRONTAGE ate: o
OVERALL SITE PLAN TRUE PN Revision
scale: T = 40°-0" NORTH  NORTH. -
SITE PLAN KEYNOTES SITE PLAN GENERAL NOTES SITE PLAN GENERAL NOTES
NOTORCICIE FARUNG, DESION STANDIRDS 10 CoMPLY Wk St
HEAY BROOM FINSH CONGRETE PAVEUENT. € " DRANNGS
o (7 BETRELE SNSRI . THE STE P GASD O T S0 RO FRETNGD B 11, Ui, S 1R SRES AT AL RTICE NTAES [ e e, e
ASPHAT CONCHETE (1) PAING . A e e ACoESSBLE PARKNG ()
(@ SRS S ety Wi S8 SR MG Sooe SEOITNCAL EUGNER, DAT. PrOUECT erE ¢ 12, PANT CURES AID FROVDE SGIS To NFORM oF AFE B s e e v
G e ouv o e i e e P — A St o e i [ et
(i) omwevar somons 1o o consTRUCTED PER " AND 1 DRAMNGE CONG. LED GURD FOST T O, UND. 4F 1 3. ALL DMENSONS ARE To THE FACE OF CONCRETE VALL, e St ok wen s e [ ——
5 x-EXE THCK CONCRETE EXTEROR LANDRG AT TP FAGE OF COMGRETE LR O GRD. LIE U,
(5 G iioacn e S BRI e @ pre-csr cone. wie s1op i 14, AL VERTCAL UOUNTNG POLES OF FENCIG SIALL B CAPFED. conblt LB 7oR P o T, o v
TO BE MEDIUM BROOM FINISH SLOPE T BE 1/4° : 127 MAX. 4. SEE "C" PUANS FOR ALL CONCRETE CURBS, GUTTERS AND 15, LANDSCAPED AREAS SHALL BE DELINEATED WITH A MINMUM FUTLRE &V XCEED 5% IN THE DIRECTION.
© o ey (&) wems s . e i
T UTLTY GouPAY & 5. PROVDE STRUCTURAL GALCULATION AND CONSTRUCTON 16, ALL NTERGR AND EXTERIR WALK. SURFAGES To BE AN Ay waPooL eV Nor o BXCEED 2% Se¢ oML
() oot o, s s A Foou. ENCHaRGE DETAL For TANGFORUER PROR 10 NSTALATON i o [ R GRAONS PLAN
FUNP ROOM 6. SEE"C" DRANNGS FOR POINT OF CONNECTIONS TO OFF—SITE AL NTERIOR, AND EXTERIR WALK SURFASES 10 BE. .
CONCRETE e T CONERETE D WAL s, G aTon S s AL L Lo, 1 G o e File No. H21-047
i Ty
(o) rumure eeRe veseLs chiRoeR. 7. PROVIDE POSTIVE DRANAGE AWAY FROM BLDG. SEE °C —_—
bt concaeTe bouy 0. Srancs
EXTERIOR STAR. @ . | LANDSCAPED AREA Sheet
© AR PG UKEFSE o v - s, B — &
() 121 14 orvem ooo GONTRGL OWENSONS.  STE RLAS ARE FOR CUDAIGE AN
R AR BB RO s rcaureo. ST LaToUT PONTS NON-AOGESSLE P
(2) wwoscare. au. avoscure aress iocsTeo oY ssuome. 5. SEE "CORANNGS FOR FISH GUADE ELSATONS:
open seace. scomsE PG
[y e— v, 18 conne someusS T e A e or £ Tick ) g -
& i BTN LA S e X
HIRDSOPE T ENFUNGE. € "1 DRAWNGS. SHAL OF A WAIMUN 12 En W W/ 120 N, SLOPE. .
bE S (G e o et o e . s s o kot TS 17 00 3 SO L8
o < 5 WATERAL OF 1/ FNSH T0 BE A MEDUM GROON FNEH
G 8 Rt e e s o e G OFFICIAL USE ONLY
(16 cessais o son R FASB e win rusee rousees on Tres




5977 & 6001 Silver CreekValley Road Development
Transportation Analysis

Appendices B -San Jose VMT Evaluation Tool Summary Report



CITY OF SAN JOSE VEHICLE MILES TRAVELED EVALUATION TOOL SUMMARY REPORT

PROJECT:

Name: 5977-6001 Silver Creek Valley Rd Tool Version: 2/29/2019

Location:  5977-6001 Silver Creek Valley Rd Date: 1/14/2022

Parcel: 67902012 Parcel Type: Suburb with Single-Family Homes

Proposed Parking Spaces Vehicles: 220 Bicycles: 22

Residential: Percent of All Residential Units
Single Family 0 DU Extremely Low Income ( < 30% MFI) 0 % Affordable
Multi Family 0 DU Very Low Income ( > 30% MFI, < 50% MFI) 0 % Affordable
Subtotal 0 DU Low Income ( > 50% MFI, < 80% MFI) 0 % Affordable

Office: 0 KSF

Retail: 0 KSF

Industrial: 282.4 KSF

VMT REDUCTION STRATEGIES
Tier 1 - Project Characteristics

Increase Residential Density

Existing Density (DU/Residential Acres in half-mile buffer) ........................ 12

With Project Density (DU/Residential Acres in half-mile buffer) .................... 12
Increase Development Diversity

Existing Activity Mix Index . ... ..o 0.73

With Project Activity Mix Index . ... oo 0.76
Integrate Affordable and Below Market Rate

Extremely Low Income BMR UNItS . .. ... oot 0%

Very Low Income BMR UNItS . .. ..ot 0%

Low Income BMR UNItS . . ..o 0 %

Increase Employment Density
Existing Density (Jobs/Commercial Acres in half-mile buffer) ...................... 28
With Project Density (Jobs/Commercial Acres in half-mile buffer) .................. 33

Tier 2 - Multimodal Infrastructure
Tier 3 - Parking
Tier 4 - TDM Programs
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CITY OF SAN JOSE VEHICLE MILES TRAVELED EVALUATION TOOL SUMMARY REPORT

EMPLOYMENT ONLY

The tool estimates that the project would generate per non-industrial worker VMT and per
industrial worker VMT above the City's threshold.
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CITY OF SAN JOSE VEHICLE MILES TRAVELED EVALUATION TOOL SUMMARY REPORT

PROJECT:

Name: 5977-6001 Silver Creek Valley Rd - Mitigated Tool Version: 2/29/2019

Location:  5977-6001 Silver Creek Valley Rd Date: 1/14/2022

Parcel: 67902012 Parcel Type: Suburb with Single-Family Homes

Proposed Parking Spaces Vehicles: 220 Bicycles: 22

| tANDUSE: |

Residential: Percent of All Residential Units
Single Family 0 DU Extremely Low Income ( < 30% MFI) 0 % Affordable
Multi Family 0 DU Very Low Income ( > 30% MFI, < 50% MFI) 0 % Affordable
Subtotal 0 DU Low Income ( > 50% MFI, < 80% MFI) 0 % Affordable

Office: 0 KSF

Retail: 0 KSF

Industrial: 282.4 KSF

VMT REDUCTION STRATEGIES
Tier 1 - Project Characteristics

Increase Residential Density

Existing Density (DU/Residential Acres in half-mile buffer) ........................ 12

With Project Density (DU/Residential Acres in half-mile buffer) .................... 12
Increase Development Diversity

Existing Activity Mix Index . ... ..o 0.73

With Project Activity Mix Index . ... oo 0.76
Integrate Affordable and Below Market Rate

Extremely Low Income BMR UNItS . .. ... oot 0%

Very Low Income BMR UNItS . .. ..ot 0%

Low Income BMR UNItS . . ..o 0 %

Increase Employment Density
Existing Density (Jobs/Commercial Acres in half-mile buffer) ...................... 28
With Project Density (Jobs/Commercial Acres in half-mile buffer) .................. 33

Tier 2 - Multimodal Infrastructure

Bike Access Improvements (In Coordination with SJ)
Distance to Nearest Existing Bicycle Facility .. ........ ... . i i, 300 feet
Distance to Nearest Bicycle Facility With Project . ............ ... ... ... ... ... 10 feet

Traffic Calming Measures (In Coordination with SJ)
Are improvements provided beyond the development frontage? .................. Yes

Pedestrian Network Improvements (In Coordination with SJ)
Are pedestrian improvements provided beyond the development frontage? ........ Yes

Tier 3 - Parking
Tier 4 - TDM Programs
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CITY OF SAN JOSE VEHICLE MILES TRAVELED EVALUATION TOOL SUMMARY REPORT

EMPLOYMENT ONLY
The tool estimates that the project would generate per non-industrial worker VMT below the
City's threshold. There are selected strategies that require coordination with the City of San
Jose to implement.

11.94

VMT / WORKER
S

Area VMT Project VMT Project + TDM VMT

=== Est. Max Reduction Possible . ............. 11.94
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5977 & 6001 Silver CreekValley Road Development
Transportation Analysis

Appendices C - Intersection, Roadway, and Freeway Traffic Counts
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Two-Hour Co

nt Summaries
LEIRTES)

Blossom Hill Rd Blossom Hill Rd US-101 SB Ramps US-101 SB Ramps US-101 SB Ramps 15-min Rolling
Interval Start Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound Southwestbound Total One
uT LT BL TH RT | UT LT TH RT HR | UT LT TH BR RT | UT HL LT TH RT | UT HL BL BR HR Hour

7:00 AM 0 0 0 318 33 0 0 136 0 19 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 52 0 150 0 0 0 0 0 708 0
7:15 AM 0 0 0 379 58 0 0 128 0 24 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 39 0 206 0 0 0 0 0 834 0
7:30 AM 0 0 0 369 61 0 0 135 0 31 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 48 0 231 0 0 0 0 0 875 0
7:45 AM 0 0 0 396 61 0 0 164 0 22 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 91 0 398 0 0 0 0 0 1,132 | 3,549
8:00 AM 0 0 0 386 47 0 0 175 0 39 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 64 0 380 0 0 0 0 0 1,091 | 3,932
8:15 AM 0 0 0 418 55) 0 0 160 0 20 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 58 0 267 0 0 0 0 0 978 4,076
8:30 AM 0 0 0 356 48 0 0 128 0 48 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 57 0 271 0 0 0 0 0 909 4,110
8:45 AM 0 0 0 364 44 0 0 132 0 18 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 64 0 253 0 0 0 0 0 875 3,853

Count Total 0 0 0 2,986 407 0 0 1,158 0 221 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 473 0 2,156] O 0 0 0 0 7,402 0
Peak All 0 0 0 1556 211 0 0 627 0 129 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 270 0 1,316] O 0 0 0 0 4,110 0
M HV 0 0 0 20 8 0 0 13 0 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 8 0 28 0 0 0 0 0 86 0
HV%| - - - 1% 4% - - 2% - 6% - - - - - - 100% 3% - 2% - - - - - 2% 0
Note: Two-hour count summary volumes include heavy vehicles but exclude bicycles in overall count.
Interval Heavy Vehicle Totals Bicycles Pedestrians (Crossing Leg)

Start EB WB NB SB SWB Total EB WB NB SB SWB Total East West North South Northeast Total
7:00 AM 8 2 0 2 0 12 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
7:15 AM 7 4 0 11 0 22 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 1 3
7:30 AM 9 2 0 8 0 19 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1
7:45 AM 6 3 0 5 0 14 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 2
8:00 AM 6 5 0 8 0 19 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 2 4
8:15 AM 8 7 0 8 0 23 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
8:30 AM 8 6 0 16 0 30 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1
8:45 AM 12 2 0 13 0 27 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Count Total 64 31 0 71 0 166 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 0 6 11
Peak Hr 28 21 0 37 0 86 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 0 4 7

Project Manager: (415) 310-6469

project.manager.ca@idaxdata.com
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Two-Hour Co

nt Summaries - Heavy Vehicles

Blossom Hill Rd Blossom Hill Rd US-101 SB Ramps US-101 SB Ramps US-101 SB Ramps 15-min Rolling

Interval Start Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound Southwestbound Total One

uT LT BL TH RT | UT LT TH RT HR | UT LT TH BR RT | UT HL LT TH RT | UT HL BL BR HR Hour
7:00 AM 0 0 0 6 2 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 12 0
7:15 AM 0 0 0 4 3 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 9 0 0 0 0 0 22 0
7:30 AM 0 0 0 5 4 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 19 0
7:45 AM 0 0 0 4 2 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 14 67
8:00 AM 0 0 0 5 1 0 0 8 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 0 0 0 0 0 19 74
8:15 AM 0 0 0 6 2 0 0 6 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 8] 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 23 75
8:30 AM 0 0 0 5 3 0 0 1 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 8] 0 12 0 0 0 0 0 30 86
8:45 AM 0 0 0 10 2 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 9 0 0 0 0 0 27 99
Count Total 0 0 0 45 19 0 0 23 0 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 17 0 53 0 0 0 0 0 166 0
Peak Hour 0 0 0 20 8 0 0 13 0 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 8 0 28 0 0 0 0 0 86 0

Two-Hour Count Summaries - Bikes
~ Blossom HIll Rd Blossom Hill Rd US-101 SB Ramps US-101 SB Ramps US-101 SB Ramps 15-min Rolling

Interval Start Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound Southwestbound Total One

UT LT BL TH RT | UT LT TH RT HR | UT LT TH BR RT | UT HL LT TH RT | UT HL BL BR HR Hour
7:00 AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
7:15 AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
7:30 AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
7:45 AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
8:00 AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
8:15 AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
8:30 AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
8:45 AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Count Total 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Peak Hour 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Project Manager: (415) 310-6469

project.manager.ca@idaxdata.com
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Two-Hour Co

nt Summaries
LEIRTES)

Blossom Hill Rd Blossom Hill Rd US-101 SB Ramps US-101 SB Ramps US-101 SB Ramps 15-min Rolling
Interval Start Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound Southwestbound Total One
uT LT BL TH RT | UT LT TH RT HR | UT LT TH BR RT | UT HL LT TH RT | UT HL BL BR HR Hour

4:00 PM 0 0 0 437 43 0 0 181 0 35 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 23 0 341 0 0 0 0 0 1,060 0
4:15 PM 0 0 0 452 38 0 0 138 0 29 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 44 0 417 0 0 0 0 0 1,118 0
4:30 PM 0 0 0 411 38 0 0 175 0 42 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 26 0 354 0 0 0 0 0 1,046 0
4:45 PM 0 0 0 460 51 0 0 182 0 37 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 27 0 404 0 0 0 0 0 1,161 | 4,385
5:00 PM 0 0 0 485 47 0 0 151 0 48 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 43 0 393 0 0 0 0 0 1,167 | 4,492
5:15 PM 0 0 0 548 48 0 0 163 0 28 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 39 1 389 0 0 0 0 0 1,216 | 4,590
5:30 PM 0 0 0 460 46 0 0 126 0 27 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 33 0 394 0 0 0 0 0 1,086 | 4,630
5:45 PM 0 0 0 471 43 0 0 147 0 23 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 36 0 367 0 0 0 0 0 1,087 | 4,556

Count Total 0 0 0 3,724 354 0 0 1,263 0 269 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 271 1 3,069] O 0 0 0 0 8,941 0
Peak All 0 0 0 1,953 192 0 0 622 0 140 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 142 1 1,580 O 0 0 0 0 4,630 0
M HV 0 0 0 10 0 0 0 4 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 1 4 0 0 0 0 0 25 0
HV%| - - - 1% 0% - - 1% - 1% - - - - - - - 4% 100% 0% - - - - - 1% 0
Note: Two-hour count summary volumes include heavy vehicles but exclude bicycles in overall count.
Interval Heavy Vehicle Totals Bicycles Pedestrians (Crossing Leg)

Start EB WB NB SB SWB Total EB WB NB SB SWB Total East West North South Northeast Total
4:00 PM 5 4 0 0 0 9 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
4:15 PM 7 1 0 3 0 11 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
4:30 PM 4 1 0 2 0 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 0 5 10
4:45 PM 2 1 0 5 0 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 2
5:00 PM 2 2 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 2
5:15 PM ) 2 0 3 0 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 2 4
5:30 PM 3 0 0 2 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
5:45 PM 1 0 0 3 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Count Total 27 11 0 18 0 56 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 9 0 9 18
Peak Hr 10 5 0 10 0 25 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 4 8

Project Manager: (415) 310-6469

project.manager.ca@idaxdata.com
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Two-Hour Co

nt Summaries - Heavy Vehicles

Blossom Hill Rd Blossom Hill Rd US-101 SB Ramps US-101 SB Ramps US-101 SB Ramps 15-min Rolling

Interval Start Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound Southwestbound Total One

uT LT BL TH RT | UT LT TH RT HR | UT LT TH BR RT | UT HL LT TH RT | UT HL BL BR HR Hour
4:00 PM 0 0 0 5 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 9 0
4:15 PM 0 0 0 6 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 11 0
4:30 PM 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 7 0
4:45 PM 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 8] 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 8 35
5:00 PM 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 30
5:15 PM 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 8 27
5:30 PM 0 0 0 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 5 25
5:45 PM 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 4 21
Count Total 0 0 0 25 2 0 0 9 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 1 10 0 0 0 0 0 56 0
Peak Hour 0 0 0 10 0 0 0 4 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 1 4 0 0 0 0 0 25 0

Two-Hour Count Summaries - Bikes
~ Blossom HIll Rd Blossom Hill Rd US-101 SB Ramps US-101 SB Ramps US-101 SB Ramps 15-min Rolling

Interval Start Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound Southwestbound Total One

UT LT BL TH RT | UT LT TH RT HR | UT LT TH BR RT | UT HL LT TH RT | UT HL BL BR HR Hour
4:00 PM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
4:15 PM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
4:30 PM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
4:45 PM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
5:00 PM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
5:15 PM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
5:30 PM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
5:45 PM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Count Total 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Peak Hour 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Project Manager: (415) 310-6469

project.manager.ca@idaxdata.com
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Two-Hour Count Summaries —
Blossom Hill Rd Silver Creek Valley Rd US-101 SB Ramps Coyote Rd US-101 SB Ramps US-101 SB Ramps 15-min Rolling
Interval Start Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound Northeastbound Southeastbound Total One
UT HL LT TH RT HR UT LT BL TH BR RT UT HL LT BL TH RT UT LT TH BR RT HR UT HL LT BL BR HR UT HL BL BR RT HR Hour
7:00 AM 1 0 9 94 0 271 0 0 0 70 14 3 0 0 51 0 5 14 0 5 0 0 41 32 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 610 0
7:15 AM 0 0 24 120 0 272 0 0 0 79 20 8 0 0 31 6 5 25 0 8 0 0 29 25 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 652 0
7:30 AM 0 0 12 151 0 267 0 0 0 85 22 9 0 0 34 1 5 31 0 17 0 0 46 23 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 703 0
7:45 AM 1 0 28 198 0 250 0 0 0 93 14 7 0 0 40 1 2 45 0 33 0 0 54 17 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 783 2,748
8:00 AM 1 0 36 163 0 246 0 0 0 120 17 17 0 0 52 1 16 23 0 23 0 0 44 15 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 774 2,912
8:15 AM 3 0 44 151 0 284 0 0 0 86 27 14 0 0 39 1 11 26 0 12 0 0 49 26 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 773 3,033
8:30 AM 2 0 22 146 0 238 0 0 0 99 23 5 0 0 37 0 6 24 0 8 0 0 37 21 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 668 2,998
8:45 AM 2 0 42 139 0 250 0 0 0 75 15 4 0 0 49 2 7 21 0 7 0 0 38 24 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 675 2,890
Count Total 10 0 217 1,162 0 2,078] O 0 0 707 152 67 0 0 333 12 57 209 0 113 0 0 338 183 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5,638 0
Peak All 5 0 120 663 0 1047 O 0 0 384 80 47 0 0 165 4 34 125 0 85 0 0 193 81 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3,033 0
Hour HV 0 0 6 9 0 16 0 0 0 5 5 2 0 0 9 1 1 2 0 0 0 0 3 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 60 0
HV% 0% = 5% 1% = 2% = = = 1% 6% 4% = = 5% 25% 3% 2% = 0% = = 2% 1% = = = = = = = = = = = = 2% 0
Note: Two-hour count summary volumes include heavy vehicles but exclude bicycles in overall count.
Interval Heavy Vehicle Totals Bicycles Pedestrians (Crossing Leg)
Start EB WB NB SB NEB SEB Total EB WB NB SB NEB SEB Total East West North South NW SW Total
[~ 7.00 7 0 2 0 0 0 T 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 T 0 T
7:15 AM 6 5 5 1 0 0 17 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
7:30 AM 5 2 2 0 0 0 9 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 2
7:45 AM 8 0 3 0 0 0 11 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
8:00 AM 6 5 4 1 0 0 16 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 2
8:15 AM 12 5 4 3 0 0 24 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
8:30 AM 7 0 5 2 0 0 14 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
8:45 AM 11 2 3 0 0 0 16 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1
Count Total 62 19 28 7 0 0 116 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 3 0 6
Peak Hr 31 12 13 4 0 0 60 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 2 0 4
Two-Hour Count Summaries - Heavy Vehicles
Elmﬁm— Siver Creek valley Rd US-101 5B Ramps Coyote Rd US-101 SB Ramps US-101 SB Ramps 15.min | ROMng
Interval Start Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound Northeastbound Southeastbound Total One
UT HL LT TH RT HR UT LT BL TH BR RT UT HL LT BL TH RT UT LT TH BR RT HR UT HL LT BL BR HR UT HL BL BR RT HR Hour
7:00 AM 0 0 0 1 0 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 9 0
7:15 AM 0 0 0 2 0 4 0 0 0 2 3 0 0 0 2 2 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 17 0
7:30 AM 0 0 1 2 0 2 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 9 0
7:45 AM 0 0 2 3 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 11 46
8:00 AM 0 0 0 2 0 4 0 0 0 3 1 1 0 0 1 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 16 bs
8:15 AM 0 0 3 2 0 7 0 0 0 2 3 0 0 0 3 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 24 60
8:30 AM 0 0 2 4 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 14 65
8:45 AM 0 0 1 4 0 6 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 16 70
Count Total 0 0 9 20 0 33 0 0 0 8 9 2 0 0 16 4 1 7 0 1 0 0 5 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 116 0
Peak Hour 0 0 6 9 0 16 0 0 0 5 5 2 0 0 9 1 1 2 0 0 0 0 3 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 60 0
Two-Hour Count Summaries - Bikes
Blossom HIl RA Siver Creek valley Rd US-101 SB Ramps Coyote RA US-101 SB Ramps US-101 SB Ramps 15-min | ROMNg
Interval Start Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound Northeastbound Southeastbound Total One
UT HL LT TH RT HR UT LT BL TH BR RT UT HL LT BL TH RT UT LT TH BR RT HR UT HL LT BL BR HR UT HL BL BR RT HR Hour
7:00 AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
7:15 AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
7:30 AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
7:45 AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
8:00 AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
8:15 AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
8:30 AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
8:45 AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Count Total 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Peak Hour 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
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Two-Hour Count Summaries

"Blossom Hill R Silver Creek Valley Rd US-101 SB Ramps Coyote Rd US-101 SB Ramps US-101 SB Ramps 15-min Rolling
Interval Start Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound Northeastbound Southeastbound Total One
UT HL LT TH RT HR UT LT BL TH BR RT UT HL LT BL TH RT UT LT TH BR RT HR UT HL LT BL BR HR UT HL BL BR RT HR Hour
4:00 PM 1 0 55 101 0 284 0 0 0 139 48 8 0 0 35 3 11 12 0 7 0 0 32 16 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 752 0
4:15 PM 0 0 69 135 0 304 0 0 0 105 43 7 0 0 30 1 13 19 0 5 0 0 43 14 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ] 788 0
4:30 PM 0 0 42 101 0 300 0 0 0 139 65 9 0 0 24 1 7 6 0 9 0 0 38 18 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 759 0
4:45 PM 2 0 49 128 0 305 0 0 0 135 43 10 0 0 34 0 10 9 0 8 0 0 47 14 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 794 3,093
5:00 PM 1 0 68 107 0 352 0 0 0 136 74 11 0 0 26 0 15 6 0 7 0 0 51 11 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 865 3,206
5:15 PM 2 0 66 130 0 366 0 0 0 128 50 7 0 0 31 0 16 10 0 6 0 0 33 18 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 863 3,281
5:30 PM 0 0 53 116 0 337 0 0 0 111 50 9 0 0 29 0 18 10 0 6 0 0 26 14 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 779 3,301
5:45 PM 3 0 61 122 0 319 0 0 0 103 26 8 0 0 20 0 13 16 0 6 0 0 39 18 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 754 3,261
Count Total 9 0 463 940 0 2567] O 0 0 996 399 69 0 0 229 5 103 88 0 54 0 0 309 123 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6,354 0
Peak All 5 0 236 481 0 1,360] O 0 0 510 217 37 0 0 120 0 59 35 0 27 0 0 157 57 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3,301 0
- HV 0 0 0 8 0 8 0 0 0 3 3 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 25 0
HV% 0% = 0% 2% = 1% = = = 1% 1% 3% = = 0% = 0% 0% = 0% = = 1% 0% = = = = = = = = = = = = 1% 0
Note: Two-hour count summary volumes include heavy vehicles but exclude bicycles in overall count.
Interval Heavy Vehicle Totals Bicycles Pedestrians (Crossing Leg)
Start EB WB NB SB NEB SEB Total EB WB NB SB NEB SEB Total East West North South NW SW Total
[ 2.00 5 7 2 3 0 0 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 0 0 0 2 7
4:15 PM 6 3 2 0 0 0 11 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
4:30 PM 5 2 0 0 0 0 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 0 5
4:45 PM 6 2 0 0 0 0 8 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 3 0 3 0 1 0 7
5:00 PM 2 1 0 1 0 0 4 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 3 0 1 0 0 0 4
5:15 PM 3 3 0 1 0 0 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 4
5:30 PM 5 1 0 0 0 0 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1
5:45 PM 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 2
Count Total 32 17 4 5 0 0 58 0 2 0 0 0 0 2 12 2 5 0 6 2 27
Peak Hr 16 7 0 2 0 0 25 0 2 0 0 0 0 2 10 0 5 0 1 0 16
Two-Hour Count Summaries - Heavy Vehicles
Elmﬁm— Siver Creek valley Rd US-101 5B Ramps Coyote Rd US-101 SB Ramps US-101 SB Ramps 15.min | ROMng
Interval Start Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound Northeastbound Southeastbound Total One
UT HL LT TH RT HR UT LT BL TH BR RT UT HL LT BL TH RT UT LT TH BR RT HR UT HL LT BL BR HR UT HL BL BR RT HR Hour
4:00 PM 0 0 0 1 0 4 0 0 0 1 2 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 14 0
4:15 PM 0 0 0 3 0 3 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 11 0
4:30 PM 0 0 0 3 0 2 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 0
4:45 PM 0 0 0 3 0 3 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 40
5:00 PM 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 30
5:15 PM 0 0 0 1 0 2 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 26
5:30 PM 0 0 0 3 0 2 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 25
5:45 PM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 18
Count Total 0 0 0 15 0 17 0 0 0 5 8 4 0 0 2 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 4 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 58 0
Peak Hour 0 0 0 8 0 8 0 0 0 3 3 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 25 0
Two-Hour Count Summaries - Bikes
Blossom HIl RA Siver Creek valley Rd US-101 SB Ramps Coyote RA US-101 SB Ramps US-101 SB Ramps 15-min | ROMNg
Interval Start Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound Northeastbound Southeastbound Total One
UT HL LT TH RT HR UT LT BL TH BR RT UT HL LT BL TH RT UT LT TH BR RT HR UT HL LT BL BR HR UT HL BL BR RT HR Hour
4:00 PM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
4:15 PM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
4:30 PM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
4:45 PM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1
5:00 PM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 2
5:15 PM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2
5:30 PM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2
5:45 PM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
Count Total 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0
Peak Hour 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0

Project Manager: (415) 310-6469
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Silver Creek Valley PI
Silver Creek Valley Rd

Date: 01/19/2022
Q Peak Hour Count Period: 7:00 AM to 9:00 AM
N Peak Hour: 7:30 AM to 8:30 AM
Silver Creek
Vallex Rd
308 o S —
2 omd  TEV 1,484 38 <« 2% ' = % e .
> . 0= o N 0
868 620 =y P 091 c ° 673 Oeo 0= % = d O%
248 ==y 0 )4
_— — slliiis
Silver Creek n ‘1 r _
Valley Rd o ~ o é & M r
N o 9 % o o
£> )
2] HV %: PHF %
g 8 EB 1.3% 0.82 0
N A WB 2.8% 0.82
NB 1.7% 0.94
SB - -
TOTAL 1.8% 0.91
Two-Hour Count Summaries
Silver Creek Valley Rd Silver Creek Valley Rd Silver Creek Valley PI n/a . .
Interval 15-min Rolling
Start Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound Total |One Hour
uT LT TH RT uT LT TH RT uT LT TH RT uT LT TH RT
7:00 AM 0 0 80 34 1 76 0 0 21 0 5 0 0 0 0 224 0
7:15 AM 0 0 110 44 0 72 0 0 22 0 7 0 0 0 0 262 0
7:30 AM 0 0 127 68 0 89 0 0 34 0 14 0 0 0 0 339 0
7:45 AM 0 0 190 75 0 12 88 0 0 24 0 18 0 0 0 0 407 1,232
8:00 AM 0 0 170 51 0 13 120 0 0 33 0 11 0 0 0 0 398 1,406
8:15 AM 0 0 133 54 0 6 101 0 0 36 0 10 0 0 0 0 340 1,484
8:30 AM 0 0 142 35 0 14 83 0 0 35 0 17 (0] 0 0 0 326 1,471
8:45 AM 0 0 130 35 0 6 74 0 0 26 0 16 0 0 0 0 287 1,351
Count Total 0 0 1,082 396 1 72 703 0 0 231 0 98 0 0 0 (0] 2,583 0
All 0 0 620 248 0 38 398 0 0 127 0 53 0 0 0 0 1,484 0
Zi":': mwl|lo o 10 1|0 2 10 o|lo 2 o 1[0 o o o 26 0
HV% - - 2% 0% - 5% 3% - - 2% - 2% - - - - 2% 0
Note: Two-hour count summary volumes include heavy vehicles but exclude bicycles in overall count.
Interval Heavy Vehicle Totals Bicycles Pedestrians (Crossing Leg)
Start EB WB NB SB Total|] EB WB NB SB Total East West North South  Total
7:00 AM 3 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 (0] 0 (0] 0
7:15 AM 4 2 3 0 9 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
7:30 AM 2 2 1 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
7:45 AM 3 1 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
8:00 AM 4 6 1 0 11 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 2 0 3
8:15 AM 2 3 1 0 6 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 2 0 8
8:30 AM 5 0 0 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
8:45 AM 5 1 3 0 9 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 1 0 2
Count Total 28 15 9 0 52 0 0 1 0 1 3 0 5 0 8
Peak Hr 11 12 3 0 26 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 4 0 6

Project Manager: (415) 310-6469

project.manager.ca@idaxdata.com
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Two-Hour Count Summaries - Heavy Vehicles

Silver Creek Valley Rd Silver Creek Valley Rd Silver Creek Valley Pl n/a . .
Interval 15-min | Rolling
Start Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound Total |one Hour
uT LT TH RT uT LT TH RT uT LT TH RT uT LT TH RT
7:00 AM 0 0 1 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0
7:15 AM 0 0 2 2 0 0 2 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 9
7:30 AM 0 0 2 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 5 0
7:45 AM 0 0 3 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 21
8:00 AM 0 0 4 0 0 1 5 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 11 29
8:15 AM 0 0 1 1 0 0 3 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 26
8:30 AM 0 0 3 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 26
8:45 AM 0 0 3 2 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 31
Count Total 0 0 19 9 0 2 13 0 0 6 0 3 0 0 0 0 52 0
Peak Hour 0 0 10 1 0 2 10 0 0 2 0 1 0 0 0 0 26 0
Two-Hour Count Summaries - Bikes
Silver Creek Valley Rd Silver Creek Valley Rd Silver Creek Valley PI n/a . .
Interval 15-min | Rolling
Start Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound Total |One Hour
LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT
7:00 AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
7:15 AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
7:30 AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
7:45 AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
8:00 AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
8:15 AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
8:30 AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
8:45 AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 1
Count Total 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0
Peak Hour 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Note: U-Turn volumes for bikes are included in Left-Turn, if any.

Project Manager: (415) 310-6469
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Silver Creek Valley PI
Silver Creek Valley Rd

Date: 01/19/2022
2 Peak Hour Count Period: 4:00PM to 6:00 PM
N Peak Hour: 4:15PM to 5:15PM
Silver Creek
Vallex Rd
o 624 o S —
L D 1,419 22 <« ° ’ = ==t
. 0= o N = 0
W 492 wempy  PHF 0.93 cC 2 Hsss OQO y % - c O%
70 —1 0 )4
—_— — slliiis
Silver Creek n ‘1 r _
Valley Rd o 1 < é & M r
£> )
2] HV %: PHF %
N o EB 1.6% 091 0
A A WB 1.2% 0.82
NB 1.0% 0.58
SB - -
TOTAL 1.3% 0.93
Two-Hour Count Summaries
Silver Creek Valley Rd Silver Creek Valley Rd Silver Creek Valley PI n/a . .
Interval 15-min Rolling
Start Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound Total |One Hour
uT LT TH RT uT LT TH RT uT LT TH RT uT LT TH RT
4:00 PM 0 0 109 26 1 154 0 0 28 0 0 0 0 0 332 0
4:15 PM 0 0 137 18 0 130 0 0 27 0 0 0 0 0 326 0
4:30 PM 0 0 117 24 0 148 0 0 68 0 18 0 0 0 0 380 0
4:45 PM 0 0 118 15 1 9 157 0 0 30 0 7 0 0 0 0 337 1,375
5:00 PM 0 0 120 13 1 11 189 0 0 30 0 12 0 0 0 0 376 1,419
5:15 PM 0 0 106 14 2 9 164 0 0 17 0 8 0 0 0 0 320 1,413
5:30 PM 0 0 101 32 0 130 0 0 24 0 10 (0] 0 0 0 303 1,336
5:45 PM 0 0 109 16 0 7 144 0 0 27 0 14 0 0 0 0 317 1,316
Count Total 0 0 917 158 5 59 1216 O 0 251 0 85 0 0 0 (0] 2,691 0
All 0 0 492 70 2 32 624 0 0 155 0 44 0 0 0 0 1,419 0
Zi":': wl|lo o 7 2|0 o 8 o|lo 1 o 1[0 o o o 19 0
HV% - - 1% 3% | 0% 0% 1% - - 1% - 2% - - - - 1% 0
Note: Two-hour count summary volumes include heavy vehicles but exclude bicycles in overall count.
Interval Heavy Vehicle Totals Bicycles Pedestrians (Crossing Leg)

Start EB WB NB SB Total|] EB WB NB SB Total East West North South  Total
4:00 PM 0 2 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 2 0 3
4:15 PM 2 1 0 0 S 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
4:30 PM 3 2 2 0 7 0 1 1 0 2 2 0 3 0 5
4:45 PM 1 3 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1
5:00 PM 8 2 0 0 5) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
5:15 PM 3 4 0 0 7 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 2 0 3
5:30 PM 3 1 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
5:45 PM 1 3 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Count Total 16 18 2 0 36 0 1 1 0 2 4 0 8 0 12
Peak Hr 9 8 2 0 19 0 1 1 0 2 2 0 4 0 6

Project Manager: (415) 310-6469
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Two-Hour Count Summaries - Heavy Vehicles

Silver Creek Valley Rd Silver Creek Valley Rd Silver Creek Valley Pl n/a . .
Interval 15-min | Rolling
Start Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound Total |one Hour
uT LT TH RT uT LT TH RT uT LT TH RT uT LT TH RT
4:00 PM 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0
4:15 PM 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3
4:30 PM 0 0 2 1 0 0 2 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 7 0
4:45 PM 0 0 1 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 16
5:00 PM 0 0 8 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 19
5:15 PM 0 0 3 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 23
5:30 PM 0 0 3 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 20
5:45 PM 0 0 1 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 20
Count Total 0 0 14 2 0 0 18 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 36 0
Peak Hour 0 0 7 2 0 0 8 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 19 0
Two-Hour Count Summaries - Bikes
Silver Creek Valley Rd Silver Creek Valley Rd Silver Creek Valley PI n/a . .
Interval 15-min | Rolling
Start Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound Total |One Hour
LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT
4:00 PM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
4:15 PM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
4:30 PM 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 2 0
4:45 PM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2
5:00 PM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2
5:15 PM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2
5:30 PM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
5:45 PM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Count Total 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 2 0
Peak Hour 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 2 0

Note: U-Turn volumes for bikes are included in Left-Turn, if any.

Project Manager: (415) 310-6469

project.manager.ca@idaxdata.com
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Piercy Rd
Silver Creek Valley Rd
Date: 01/19/2022
2 Peak Hour Count Period: 7:00 AM to 9:00 AM
N Peak Hour: 7:45AM to 8:45AM
Silver Creek
Vallex Rd
{303 o S —
2 smmd  TEV: 1,123 1 < ' = =
. 0= o o= 0
W 50p memy  PHF 091 cC 0 > OQO y % - C O%
181 ==y 2 )4
_— — <0000
Silver Creek n ‘1 r
Valley Rd o o u g ar
™ § o o
Q2
a L]
HV %: PHF 90
N ° EB 1.6% 0.83 0
A < WB 2.0% 0.78
NB 5.0% 0.71
SB - -
TOTAL 1.9% 0.91
Two-Hour Count Summaries
Silver Creek Valley Rd Silver Creek Valley Rd Piercy Rd n/a . )
Interval 15-min Rolling
Start Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound Total |One Hour
uT LT TH RT uT LT TH RT uT LT TH RT uT LT TH RT
7:00 AM 0 0 61 30 0 1 75 0 0 11 0 1 0 0 0 0 179 0
7:15 AM 0 0 82 31 0 0 74 0 0 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 195 0
7:30 AM 2 0 115 27 0 0 87 0 0 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 239 0
7:45 AM 3 0 148 57 0 0 83 0 0 14 0 0 0 0 0 0 305 918
8:00 AM 0 0 129 46 0 0 126 0 0 6 0 1 0 0 0 0 308 1,047
8:15 AM 1 0 108 35 0 0 96 0 0 9 0 0 0 0 0 0 249 1,101
8:30 AM 2 0 117 43 0 1 88 0 0 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 261 1,123
8:45 AM 1 0 112 39 0 0 69 0 0 9 0 1 0 0 0 0 231 1,049
Count Total 9 0 872 308 0 2 698 0 0 75 0 3 0 0 0 (0] 1,967 0
All 6 0 502 181 0 1 393 0 0 39 0 1 0 0 0 0 1,123 0
Ei":': wlo o 12 o|lo o 8 o]0 2 o ofo o o o 21 0
HV% | 0% - 2% 0% - 0% 2% - - 5% - 0% - - - - 2% 0
Note: Two-hour count summary volumes include heavy vehicles but exclude bicycles in overall count.
Interval Heavy Vehicle Totals Bicycles Pedestrians (Crossing Leg)

Start EB WB NB SB Total|] EB WB NB SB Total East West North South  Total
7:00 AM 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 (0] 0 (0] 2 2
7:15 AM 2 2 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1
7:30 AM 3 1 1 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 (0] 0 0 0 0
7:45 AM 3 1 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1
8:00 AM 83 5) 1 0 9 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0
8:15 AM 2 2 1 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 2
8:30 AM 8 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
8:45 AM 5 1 0 0 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Count Total 22 12 3 0 37 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 5 6
Peak Hr 11 8 2 0 21 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 2 8

Project Manager: (415) 310-6469

project.manager.ca@idaxdata.com
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Two-Hour Count Summaries - Heavy Vehicles

Silver Creek Valley Rd Silver Creek Valley Rd Piercy Rd n/a . .
Interval 15-min | Rolling
Start Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound Total |one Hour
uT LT TH RT uT LT TH RT uT LT TH RT uT LT TH RT
7:00 AM 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0
7:15 AM 0 0 2 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4
7:30 AM 0 0 3 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 0
7:45 AM 0 0 3 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 14
8:00 AM 0 0 8 0 0 0 5 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 9 22
8:15 AM 0 0 2 0 0 0 2 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 23
8:30 AM 0 0 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 21
8:45 AM 0 0 3 2 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 23
Count Total 0 0 20 2 0 0 12 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 37 0
Peak Hour 0 0 11 0 0 0 8 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 21 0
Two-Hour Count Summaries - Bikes
Silver Creek Valley Rd Silver Creek Valley Rd Piercy Rd n/a . .
Interval 15-min | Rolling
Start Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound Total |One Hour
LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT
7:00 AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
7:15 AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
7:30 AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
7:45 AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
8:00 AM 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1
8:15 AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
8:30 AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
8:45 AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
Count Total 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0
Peak Hour 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0

Note: U-Turn volumes for bikes are included in Left-Turn, if any.

Project Manager: (415) 310-6469
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Piercy Rd
Silver Creek Valley Rd
Date: 01/19/2022
Q Peak Hour Count Period: 4:00PM to 6:00 PM
N Peak Hour: 4:30PM to 5:30 PM
Silver Creek
Vallex Rd
o 521 o S
682 P
ES— 1D ev 1209 0o <= y = =
> . 1= =] w— 0
532 489 =y P 095 ey 491 Oeo 0 % = d O%
_— — <>
Silver Creek n ‘1 r
Valley Rd o < « g ar
0 § - O
Q2
a L]
HV %: PHF %
© 9 EB 1.9% 0.90 0
™ = WB 1.0% 0.89
NB 1.9% 0.89
SB - -
TOTAL 1.5% 0.95
Two-Hour Count Summaries
Silver Creek Valley Rd Silver Creek Valley Rd Piercy Rd n/a . )
Interval 15-min Rolling
Start Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound Total |One Hour
uT LT TH RT uT LT TH RT uT LT TH RT uT LT TH RT
4:00 PM 1 0 101 13 0 0 137 0 0 41 0 0 0 0 0 0 293 0
4:15 PM 0 0 122 12 0 1 98 0 0 38 0 1 0 0 0 0 272 0
4:30 PM 1 0 103 14 0 0 114 0 0 37 0 0 0 0 0 0 269 0
4:45 PM 1 0 137 B 0 0 130 0 0 44 0 0 0 0 0 0 317 1,151
5:00 PM 1 0 113 10 0 0 146 0 0 37 0 1 0 0 0 0 308 1,166
5:15 PM 4 0 136 7 0 0 131 0 0 36 0 1 0 0 0 0 315 1,209
5:30 PM 0 0 111 13 0 1 109 0 0 30 0 1 (0] 0 0 0 265 1,205
5:45 PM 2 0 122 13 0 1 97 0 0 33 0 0 0 0 0 0 268 1,156
Count Total 10 0 945 87 0 3 962 0 0 296 0 4 0 0 0 (0] 2,307 0
All 7 0 489 36 0 0 521 0 0 154 0 2 0 0 0 0 1,209 0
Ei":': wlo o 9 1|l0 o 5 o]o 3 o ofo o 0o o 18 0
HV% | 0% - 2% 3% - - 1% - - 2% - 0% - - - - 1% 0
Note: Two-hour count summary volumes include heavy vehicles but exclude bicycles in overall count.
Interval Heavy Vehicle Totals Bicycles Pedestrians (Crossing Leg)

Start EB WB NB SB Total|] EB WB NB SB Total East West North South  Total
4:00 PM 0 2 1 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 (0] 0 (0] 2 2
4:15 PM 1 1 1 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1
4:30 PM 3 0 2 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 2 0 4
4:45 PM 2 1 0 0 3 1 0 1 0 2 0 0 1 1 2
5:00 PM 2 1 1 0 4 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 1
5:15 PM 3 3 0 0 6 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 3 3 9
5:30 PM 3 0 1 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
5:45 PM 1 1 1 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Count Total 15 9 7 0 31 1 1 1 0 3 5 0 6 8 19
Peak Hr 10 5 3 0 18 1 1 1 0 & 5 0 6 5 16

Project Manager: (415) 310-6469

project.manager.ca@idaxdata.com
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Two-Hour Count Summaries - Heavy Vehicles

Silver Creek Valley Rd Silver Creek Valley Rd Piercy Rd n/a . .
Interval 15-min | Rolling
Start Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound Total |one Hour
uT LT TH RT uT LT TH RT uT LT TH RT uT LT TH RT
4:00 PM 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0
4:15 PM 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 3
4:30 PM 0 0 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 0
4:45 PM 0 0 2 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 14
5:00 PM 0 0 2 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 15
5:15 PM 0 0 3 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 18
5:30 PM 0 0 1 2 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 17
5:45 PM 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 17
Count Total 0 0 10 5 0 0 9 0 0 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 31 0
Peak Hour 0 0 9 1 0 0 5 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 18 0
Two-Hour Count Summaries - Bikes
Silver Creek Valley Rd Silver Creek Valley Rd Piercy Rd n/a . .
Interval 15-min | Rolling
Start Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound Total |One Hour
LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT
4:00 PM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
4:15 PM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
4:30 PM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
4:45 PM 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 2 2
5:00 PM 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 3
5:15 PM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3
5:30 PM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3
5:45 PM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
Count Total 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 3 0
Peak Hour 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 3 0

Note: U-Turn volumes for bikes are included in Left-Turn, if any.

Project Manager: (415) 310-6469
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Fontanoso Way
Silver Creek Valley Rd

R

Two-Hour Count Summaries

Date: 01/19/2022

N Peak Hour Count Period: 7:00 AM to 9:00 AM
Peak Hour: 7:30 AM to 8:30 AM
S R
z
= [
do
8
é :!‘ — o o o O O
J1LU JL
e S ) 3 000>
404 ! g A ! N L
< 63—, TEV: 931 e O = . % o,
— > PHF: 0.9 Oﬁ‘ 0= So ﬂ = 90
504 o= 0 0q = < o 0
20 5 2 )4
10-.' i r <000
Silver Creek o
Valley Rd o o 4 o 12 HV %: PHF at
% EB  22% 085 o oo
é WB  1.9% 0.82 2
g NB  0.0% 0.75 O%
- 2 SB 0.0% 060
N ™ TOTAL 2.0%  0.90

Silver Creek Valley Rd Silver Creek Valley Rd Fontanoso Way Fontanoso Way ) )
Interval 15-min | Rolling
Start Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound Total |oOne Hour
uT LT TH RT uT LT TH RT uT LT TH RT uT LT TH RT
7:00 AM 1 8 50 1 0 1 70 1 0 3 0 2 0 0 0 0 137 0
7:15 AM 0 8 72 3 0 0 71 5 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 4 165 0
7:30 AM 0 12 102 2 0 0 88 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 4 211 0
7:45 AM 1 18 123 6 1 3 88 3 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 3 247 760
8:00 AM 0 18 107 6 0 1 121 4 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 2 260 883
8:15 AM 0 15 88 6 1 2 93 5 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 2 213 931
8:30 AM 0 19 86 9 0 0 85 0 0 2 0 4 0 0 0 2 207 927
8:45 AM 0 10 93 8 1 0 64 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 4 182 862
Count Total 2 108 721 41 3 7 680 20 0 8 1 8 0 1 1 21 1,622 0
All 1 63 420 20 2 6 390 14 0 2 1 0 0 0 1 11 931 0
zzi': ww|1 o 0 o|lo o 8 oo o o ofo o o o 19 0
HV%|100% 0% 2% 0% | 0% 0% 2% 0% - 0% 0% - - - 0% 0% 2% 0
Note: Two-hour count summary volumes include heavy vehicles but exclude bicycles in overall count.
Interval Heavy Vehicle Totals Bicycles Pedestrians (Crossing Leg)

Start EB wWB NB SB Total] EB wWB NB SB Total East West North South  Total
7:00 AM 1 1 1 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1
7:15 AM 2 1 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
7:30 AM 3 1 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1
7:45 AM 3 1 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
8:00 AM 3 4 0 0 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
8:15 AM 2 2 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 2
8:30 AM 3 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
8:45 AM 3 1 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Count Total | 20 11 1 0 32 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 3 4
Peak Hour 11 8 0 0 19 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 3

Project Manager: (415) 310-6469
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Two-Hour Count Summaries - Heavy Vehicles
Silver Creek Valley Rd Silver Creek Valley Rd Fontanoso Way Fontanoso Way . )
Interval 15-min | Rolling
Start Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound Total |one Hour
uT LT TH RT uT LT TH RT uT LT TH RT uT LT TH RT
7:00 AM 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 3
7:15 AM 0 0 2 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0
7:30 AM 0 0 3 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0
7:45 AM 1 0 2 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 14
8:00 AM 0 0 3 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 18
8:15 AM 0 0 2 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 19
8:30 AM 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 18
8:45 AM 0 0 3 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 18
Count Total 1 0 19 0 0 0 11 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 32 0
Peak Hour 1 0 10 0 0 0 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 19 0
Two-Hour Count Summaries - Bikes
Silver Creek Valley Rd Silver Creek Valley Rd Fontanoso Way Fontanoso Way . )
Interval 15-min | Rolling
Start Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound Total |one Hour
LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT
7:00 AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
7:15 AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
7:30 AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
7:45 AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
8:00 AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
8:15 AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
8:30 AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
8:45 AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Count Total 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Peak Hour 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Note: U-Turn volumes for bikes are included in Left-Turn, if any.
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Fontanoso Way
Silver Creek Valley Rd

R

Silver Creek
HV %:

>
Valley Rd o d o o ©
) — % EB  1.4%
é WB  0.9%
g NB  0.0% 0.60
2 SB 0.0% 055
— [32]
N < TOTAL 1.1% 0.93

Two-Hour Count Summaries

N Peak Hour Count Period: 4:00 PM to 6:00 PM
Peak Hour: 4:45PM to 5:45PM
N 3
z
= ’
do
5
E : o © o o O O
J1LU S—
s v, Lk Q000>
523 A 0
£ y=d v 1,046 , 17 = . = Lo |
— PHF: 0.93 Oﬁ‘ 0= So ﬂ =R 90
299 467 m—) 0 0m = % o 0
15—1 :

Date: 01/19/2022

Silver Creek Valley Rd Silver Creek Valley Rd Fontanoso Way Fontanoso Way ) )
Interval 15-min | Rolling
Start Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound Total |oOne Hour
uT LT TH RT uT LT TH RT uT LT TH RT uT LT TH RT
4:00 PM 0 3 92 6 1 2 108 2 0 9 0 3 0 3 0 16 245 0
4:15 PM 0 2 116 4 0 2 82 0 0 5 1 3 0 0 1 11 227 0
4:30 PM 0 1 95 5 1 2 83 1 0 12 0 2 0 1 0 24 227 0
4:45 PM 0 3 126 8 1 1 124 0 0 3 0 0 0 2 0 12 280 979
5:00 PM 0 5 100 2 0 3 98 0 0 13 0 5 0 3 0 32 261 995
5:15 PM 2 1 132 4 1 2 106 0 0 7 0 2 0 1 0 16 274 1,042
5:30 PM 1 5 109 1 1 0 90 0 0 8 0 5 0 0 0 11 231 1,046
5:45 PM 0 4 107 5 1 3 81 0 0 5 0 3 0 0 0 13 222 988
Count Total 3 24 877 35 6 15 772 3 0 62 1 23 0 10 1 135 | 1,967 0
All 3 14 467 15 3 6 418 0 0 31 0 12 0 6 0 71 1,046 0
zzi': w|lo o 7 o|lo o 4 oo o o ofo o o o 11 0
HV%| 0% 0% 1% 0% | 0% 0% 1% - - 0% - 0% - 0% - 0% 1% 0
Note: Two-hour count summary volumes include heavy vehicles but exclude bicycles in overall count.
Interval Heavy Vehicle Totals Bicycles Pedestrians (Crossing Leg)

Start EB wWB NB SB Total] EB wWB NB SB Total East West North South  Total
4:00 PM 0 2 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
4:15 PM 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1
4:30 PM 3 1 1 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
4:45 PM 2 1 0 0 3 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 1
5:00 PM 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1
5:15 PM 3 3 0 0 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
5:30 PM 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
5:45 PM 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Count Total | 10 9 1 0 20 1 1 0 0 2 2 0 0 1 3
Peak Hour 7 4 0 0 11 1 1 0 0 2 1 0 0 1 2
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Two-Hour Count Summaries - Heavy Vehicles

Silver Creek Valley Rd Silver Creek Valley Rd Fontanoso Way Fontanoso Way . )
Interval 15-min | Rolling
Start Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound Total |one Hour
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Two-Hour Count Summaries - Bikes

Silver Creek Valley Rd Silver Creek Valley Rd Fontanoso Way Fontanoso Way . )
Interval 15-min | Rolling
Start Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound Total |One Hour
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Peak Hour

Note: U-Turn volumes for bikes are included in Left-Turn, if any.
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Hellyer Ave
Silver Creek Valley Rd
Q Date: 01/19/2022
N Peak Hour Count Period: 7:00 AM to 9:00 AM
Peak Hour: 7:30 AM to 8:30 AM
3 S
N
?
: o
% 0
= o © N~ ©
% — — - — o o o
J1LU gy
- . Lk aoong->
A 0
¢ LI, TEV: 1,332 ' g o = i = e g '
. — (=} O ¢
413 273wy PHE 09 Oeo 0o = ﬂ ~ o 090
<DDDDDD .....
Silver Creek n ﬁ I r o
Valley Rd o w oo x |2 HV %: _PHF |
~ ® 9 5 EB  24% 0.85 © <o
= WB  0.6% 0.89 2
T NB  23% 079 %
% % SB 8.8% 0.89 O
N o TOTAL 2.0% 0.90
Two-Hour Count Summaries
Silver Creek Valley Rd Silver Creek Valley Rd Hellyer Ave Hellyer Ave ) )
Interval 15-min | Rolling
Start Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound Total |oOne Hour
uT LT TH RT uT LT TH RT uT LT TH RT uT LT TH RT
7:00 AM 1 15 27 9 0 16 56 9 1 9 14 25 1 1 5 5 194 0
7:15 AM 0 19 52 6 0 37 62 8 0 13 15 29 1 0 3 5 250 0
7:30 AM 0 13 74 14 0 30 64 6 0 15 15 54 2 4 3 5 299 0
7:45 AM 0 23 79 20 0 44 83 13 0 10 17 56 6 4 3 3 361 1,104
8:00 AM 0 19 59 26 0 33 91 9 0 30 30 52 4 6 5 4 368 1,278
8:15 AM 0 16 61 9 0 36 74 13 0 20 24 32 4 3 5 7 304 1,332
8:30 AM 0 23 62 11 1 36 75 12 0 2 19 33 5 6 6 8 299 1,332
8:45 AM 0 28 54 15 0 40 55 14 0 8 32 47 6 1 11 3 314 1,285
Count Total 1 156 468 110 1 272 560 84 1 107 166 328 | 29 25 41 40 2,389 0
All 0 71 273 69 0 143 312 41 0 75 86 194 16 17 16 19 1,332 0
Ezi': wlo 3 5 2|0 2 1 oflo 5 2 1|1 1 2 2 27 0
HV% = 4% 2% 3% = 1% 0% 0% = 7% 2% 1% | 6% 6% 13% 11% 2% 0
Note: Two-hour count summary volumes include heavy vehicles but exclude bicycles in overall count.
Interval Heavy Vehicle Totals Bicycles Pedestrians (Crossing Leg)

Start EB wWB NB SB Total] EB wWB NB SB Total East West North South  Total
7:00 AM 1 0 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
7:15 AM 3 0 2 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
7:30 AM 3 0 1 0 4 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0
7:45 AM 1 1 2 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
8:00 AM 4 2 2 3 11 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
8:15 AM 2 0 3 3 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
8:30 AM 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
8:45 AM 3 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1

Count Total 20 4 12 6 42 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 1
Peak Hour 10 3 8 6 27 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0
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Two-Hour Count Summaries - Heavy Vehicles

Silver Creek Valley Rd Silver Creek Valley Rd Hellyer Ave Hellyer Ave . )
Interval 15-min | Rolling
Start Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound Total |one Hour
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Two-Hour Count Summaries - Bikes

Silver Creek Valley Rd Silver Creek Valley Rd Hellyer Ave Hellyer Ave . )
Interval 15-min | Rolling
Start Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound Total |One Hour
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Peak Hour

Note: U-Turn volumes for bikes are included in Left-Turn, if any.
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Hellyer Ave
Silver Creek Valley Rd
Q Date: 01/19/2022
N Peak Hour Count Period: 4:00 PM to 6:00 PM
Peak Hour: 4:45PM to 5:45PM
™ o)
gl 18
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: o
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J l L U ilver Creel JI1 L
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429 0 A 1 ©
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483 364 == (o 644 0 0 = N il 0
66 ﬂ c 11 : 0 \V
<{00000->
Silver Creek n ﬁ I r o
Valley Rd O HV %: PHF at
w0 5 EB 1.0% 092 © o o
= WB  1.2%  0.90 2
T NB  05% 0.91 %
0 < SB 1.0% 0.88 O
o ~
N «® TOTAL 1.0% 0.93
Two-Hour Count Summaries
Silver Creek Valley Rd Silver Creek Valley Rd Hellyer Ave Hellyer Ave ) )
Interval 15-min | Rolling
Start Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound Total |oOne Hour
uT LT TH RT uT LT TH RT uT LT TH RT uT LT TH RT
4:00 PM 0 3 75 16 1 28 77 10 0 24 15 60 2 3 26 13 353 0
4:15 PM 0 17 92 12 0 45 70 9 1 7 17 38 0 3 12 7 330 0
4:30 PM 0 11 72 16 0 29 58 6 0 13 21 57 0 9 23 17 332 0
4:45 PM 0 7 96 23 1 32 99 12 0 16 20 55 0 9 16 11 397 1,412
5:00 PM 0 10 88 13 5 42 64 10 0 18 21 64 0 9 27 19 390 1,449
5:15 PM 0 25 89 17 4 38 & 29 1 10 27 56 0 4 22 26 421 1,540
5:30 PM 0 11 91 13 1 32 64 10 0 8 16 62 0 10 19 21 358 1,566
5:45 PM 0 19 85 6 1 32 58 7 0 7 11 75 1 19 18 21 360 1,529
Count Total 0 103 688 116 13 278 563 93 2 103 148 467 3 66 163 135 2,941 0
All 0 53 364 66 11 144 300 61 1 52 84 237 0 32 84 7 1,566 0
E‘Zi': Hv| o 1 1 3|o0o 2 4 o|lo o 2 oflo o 2 o 15 0
HV% = 2% 0% 5% | 0% 1% 1% 0% | 0% 0% 2% 0% = 0% 2% 0% 1% 0
Note: Two-hour count summary volumes include heavy vehicles but exclude bicycles in overall count.
Interval Heavy Vehicle Totals Bicycles Pedestrians (Crossing Leg)

Start EB wWB NB SB Total] EB wWB NB SB Total East West North South  Total
4:00 PM 0 0 3 4 7 0 0 1 1 2 0 2 0 0 2
4:15 PM 2 2 2 1 7 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0
4:30 PM 3 1 1 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
4:45 PM 0 2 0 1 3] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
5:00 PM 2 0 1 0 3 0 4 0 0 4 0 0 1 0 1
5:15 PM 1 3 1 0 5 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0
5:30 PM 2 1 0 1 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
5:45 PM 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1

Count Total 10 10 8 7 35 0 4 2 2 8 0 3 1 0 4
Peak Hour 5 6 2 2 15 0 4 0 1 5) 0 0 1 0 1
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Two-Hour Count Summaries - Heavy Vehicles

Silver Creek Valley Rd Silver Creek Valley Rd Hellyer Ave Hellyer Ave . )
Interval 15-min | Rolling
Start Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound Total |one Hour
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Two-Hour Count Summaries - Bikes

Silver Creek Valley Rd Silver Creek Valley Rd Hellyer Ave Hellyer Ave . )
Interval 15-min | Rolling
Start Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound Total |One Hour
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Note: U-Turn volumes for bikes are included in Left-Turn, if any.
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Page No: 1

AM PROJECT TRIPS 12/02/2021

Intersection of : Blossom Hill Rd & NB 101 To Covote Rp / Covote Rd & Silver Creek
Traffix Node Number : 3018

Use/Description/Location NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR

COYOTE REASSIGN 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 -28 0 0 -109 0
Office/Industrial

NORTH COYOTE VALLEY

COYOTE VALLEY

EDENVALE1 0 0 76 6 0 0 0 265 0 0 88 1
Office/Industrial

EAST OF 101, NORTH OF SILVER CREEK VALLEY RD

EDENVALE ZONE 1

EDENVALE2 9 4 3 0 0 19 0 1 0 0 18 0
Office/Industrial

W/O0 101, BOUNDED BY COTTLE RD, SANTA TERESA AND

EDENVALE ZONE 2

EDENVALE3-4 0 0 30 13 0 0 0 370 0 0 98 3
Office/Industrial

EAST OF 101, SOUTH OF SILVER CREEK VALLEY RD

EDENVALE ZONE 3&4

EDENVALE3-4POOL 0 0 3 1 0 0 0 45 0 0 12 0
Office/Industrial

EAST OF 101, SOUTH OF SILVER CREEK VALLEY RD

EDENVALE AREA 3-4 POOL

EEHDP (RES) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Residential

EVERGREEN

EEHDP (RESIDENTIAL)

HITACHI CREDIT (3-14641) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 11 0 0 49 0
Office/Industrial

5600 COTTLE RD

HITACHI CREDIT
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AM PROJECT TRIPS 12/02/2021

Intersection of : Blossom Hill Rd & NB 101 To Covote Rp / Covote Rd & Silver Creek
Traffix Node Number : 3018

Use/Description/Location NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR

NORTH COYOTE 30 0 60 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 241 0
Office/Industrial

NORTH COYOTE VALLEY

NORTH COYOTE VALLEY CAMPUS INDUSTRIAL

NSJ 0 0 0 0 0 0 18 33 0 0 0 0
LEGACY

NORTH SAN JOSE

PDC04-100R&D (3-14681) 0 2 4 0 0 10 0 4 0 0 29 0
Office/Industrial

ROUTE 85/GREAT OAKS

ISTAR - R&D PORTION

PDC12-028 RES (3-14681) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 28 0 3 0
Residential

ISTAR MIXED-USE

PDCY99-053 (3-13970) 17 0 48 0 0 0 0 21 0 0 269 0
LEGACY

CISCO NORTH COYOTE VALLEY

LEFT THRU RIGHT

NORTH 20 0 29
EAST 0 698 4
SOUTH 56 6 224

WEST 18 729 28



Page No: 3

PM PROJECT TRIPS 12/02/2021

Intersection of : Blossom Hill Rd & NB 101 To Covote Rp / Covote Rd & Silver Creek
Traffix Node Number : 3018

Use/Description/Location NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR

COYOTE REASSIGN 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 -109 0 0 -11 0
Office/Industrial

NORTH COYOTE VALLEY

COYOTE VALLEY

EDENVALE1 0 0 8 0 0 0 0 28 0 0 358 6
Office/Industrial

EAST OF 101, NORTH OF SILVER CREEK VALLEY RD

EDENVALE ZONE 1

EDENVALE?2 1 18 14 0 0 2 1 4 0 0 1 0
Office/Industrial

W/O0 101, BOUNDED BY COTTLE RD, SANTA TERESA AND

EDENVALE ZONE 2

EDENVALE3-4 0 0 3 1 0 0 0 39 0 0 396 13
Office/Industrial

EAST OF 101, SOUTH OF SILVER CREEK VALLEY RD

EDENVALE ZONE 3&4

EDENVALE3-4POOL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 48 1
Office/Industrial

EAST OF 101, SOUTH OF SILVER CREEK VALLEY RD

EDENVALE AREA 3-4 POOL

EEHDP (RES) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2 0
Residential

EVERGREEN

EEHDP (RESIDENTIAL)

HITACHI CREDIT (3-14641) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 36 0 0 13 0
Office/Industrial

5600 COTTLE RD

HITACHI CREDIT
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PM PROJECT TRIPS 12/02/2021

Intersection of : Blossom Hill Rd & NB 101 To Covote Rp / Covote Rd & Silver Creek
Traffix Node Number : 3018

Use/Description/Location NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR

NORTH COYOTE 120 0 241 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 60 0
Office/Industrial

NORTH COYOTE VALLEY

NORTH COYOTE VALLEY CAMPUS INDUSTRIAL

NSJ 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 4 0 0 0
LEGACY

NORTH SAN JOSE

PDC04-100R&D (3-14681) 0 9 14 0 0 1 0 14 0 0 3 0
Office/Industrial

ROUTE 85/GREAT OAKS

ISTAR - R&D PORTION

PDC12-028 RES (3-14681) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 12 0 6 0
Residential

ISTAR MIXED-USE

PDCY99-053 (3-13970) 67 0 187 0 0 0 0 80 0 0 29 0
LEGACY

CISCO NORTH COYOTE VALLEY

LEFT THRU RIGHT

NORTH 1 0 3
EAST 0 905 20
SOUTH 188 27 467

WEST 2 102 16



Page No:5

AM PROJECT TRIPS 12/02/2021

Intersection of : Blossom Hill Rd & SB 101 To Blossom Hill Rp
Traffix Node Number : 3019

Use/Description/Location NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR

COYOTE REASSIGN 0 0 0 -18 0 -60 0 -258 0 0 -24 0
Office/Industrial

NORTH COYOTE VALLEY

COYOTE VALLEY

EDENVALE1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 65 0
Office/Industrial

EAST OF 101, NORTH OF SILVER CREEK VALLEY RD

EDENVALE ZONE 1

EDENVALE2 0 0 0 0 0 110 0 0 0 0 13 0
Office/Industrial

W/O0 101, BOUNDED BY COTTLE RD, SANTA TERESA AND

EDENVALE ZONE 2

EDENVALE3-4 0 0 0 77 0 0 0 0 0 0 71 0
Office/Industrial

EAST OF 101, SOUTH OF SILVER CREEK VALLEY RD

EDENVALE ZONE 3&4

EDENVALE3-4POOL 0 0 0 9 0 0 0 0 0 0 9 0
Office/Industrial

EAST OF 101, SOUTH OF SILVER CREEK VALLEY RD

EDENVALE AREA 3-4 POOL

EEHDP (RES) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Residential

EVERGREEN

EEHDP (RESIDENTIAL)

EEHDP (RETAIL) 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 3 0 0 0 0
Retail/Commercial

EVERGREEN

EEHDP (RETAIL)
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AM PROJECT TRIPS 12/02/2021

Intersection of : Blossom Hill Rd & SB 101 To Blossom Hill Rp
Traffix Node Number : 3019

Use/Description/Location NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR

HITACHI CREDIT (3-14641) 0 0 0 0 0 230 0 68 0 0 49 0
Office/Industrial

5600 COTTLE RD

HITACHI CREDIT

NORTH COYOTE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 120 0 0 30 0
Office/Industrial

NORTH COYOTE VALLEY

NORTH COYOTE VALLEY CAMPUS INDUSTRIAL

NSJ 0 0 0 1 0 5 0 48 3 0 0 0
LEGACY

NORTH SAN JOSE

PDC04-100R&D (3-14681) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 14 0
Office/Industrial

ROUTE 85/GREAT OAKS

ISTAR - R&D PORTION

PDC12-028 RES (3-14681) 0 0 0 0 0 15 0 35 0 0 3 0
Residential

ISTAR MIXED-USE

PDCY99-053 (3-13970) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 88 0 0 98 0
LEGACY

CISCO NORTH COYOTE VALLEY
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TOTAL: 0 0 0 69 0 301 0 108 3 0 328 0

LEFT THRU RIGHT

NORTH 69 0 301
EAST 0 328 0
SOUTH 0 0 0

WEST 0 108 3
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PM PROJECT TRIPS 12/02/2021

Intersection of : Blossom Hill Rd & SB 101 To Blossom Hill Rp
Traffix Node Number : 3019

Use/Description/Location NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR

COYOTE REASSIGN 0 0 0 -68 0 -235 0 -65 0 0 -3 0
Office/Industrial

NORTH COYOTE VALLEY

COYOTE VALLEY

EDENVALE1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 262 0
Office/Industrial

EAST OF 101, NORTH OF SILVER CREEK VALLEY RD

EDENVALE ZONE 1

EDENVALE2 0 0 0 0 0 12 0 0 0 0 1 0
Office/Industrial

W/O0 101, BOUNDED BY COTTLE RD, SANTA TERESA AND

EDENVALE ZONE 2

EDENVALE3-4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 289 0
Office/Industrial

EAST OF 101, SOUTH OF SILVER CREEK VALLEY RD

EDENVALE ZONE 3&4

EDENVALE3-4POOL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 34 0
Office/Industrial

EAST OF 101, SOUTH OF SILVER CREEK VALLEY RD

EDENVALE AREA 3-4 POOL

EEHDP (RES) 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 4 0 0 1 0
Residential

EVERGREEN

EEHDP (RESIDENTIAL)

EEHDP (RETAIL) 0 0 0 0 0 8 0 8 0 0 0 0
Retail/Commercial

EVERGREEN

EEHDP (RETAIL)
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PM PROJECT TRIPS 12/02/2021

Intersection of : Blossom Hill Rd & SB 101 To Blossom Hill Rp
Traffix Node Number : 3019

Use/Description/Location NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR

HITACHI CREDIT (3-14641) 0 0 0 0 0 63 0 206 0 0 13 0
Office/Industrial

5600 COTTLE RD

HITACHI CREDIT

NORTH COYOTE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 30 0 0 120 0
Office/Industrial

NORTH COYOTE VALLEY

NORTH COYOTE VALLEY CAMPUS INDUSTRIAL

NSJ 0 0 0 4 0 33 0 8 0 0 0 0
LEGACY

NORTH SAN JOSE

PDC04-100R&D (3-14681) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 14 0 0 2 0
Office/Industrial

ROUTE 85/GREAT OAKS

ISTAR - R&D PORTION

PDC12-028 RES (3-14681) 0 0 0 0 0 25 0 15 0 0 6 0
Residential

ISTAR MIXED-USE

PDCY99-053 (3-13970) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 87 0 0 75 0
LEGACY

CISCO NORTH COYOTE VALLEY



Page No:0
TOTAL: 0 (64) 0 (93) 0 307 800 0
LEFT THRU RIGHT
NORTH (64) 0 (93)
EAST 0 800 0
SOUTH 0 0 0
WEST 0 307 0
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AM PROJECT TRIPS 12/02/2021

Intersection of : Fontanoso Rd & Hellyver Av & Silver Creek Valley Rd & N Silver Cre
Traffix Node Number : 3848

Use/Description/Location NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR
EDENVALE1L 5 18 0 4 4 48 186 0 1 0 2 19
Office/Industrial

EAST OF 101, NORTH OF SILVER CREEK VALLEY RD
EDENVALE ZONE 1

EDENVALE2 0 0 12 0 0 0 0 4 0 51 18 0
Office/Industrial

W/0 101, BOUNDED BY COTTLE RD, SANTA TERESA AND

EDENVALE ZONE 2

EDENVALE3-4 34 30 10 0 122 14 3 0 141 43 3 0
Office/Industrial

EAST OF 101, SOUTH OF SILVER CREEK VALLEY RD

EDENVALE ZONE 3&4

EDENVALE3-4POOL 4 3 1 0 14 1 0 0 17 4 0 0
Office/Industrial

EAST OF 101, SOUTH OF SILVER CREEK VALLEY RD

EDENVALE AREA 3-4 POOL

EEHDP (RES) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Residential

EVERGREEN

EEHDP (RESIDENTIAL)

HITACHI CREDIT (3-14641) 12 0 0 0 0 0 3 5 0 0 25 0
Office/Industrial

5600 COTTLE RD

HITACHI CREDIT

NORTH COYOTE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 60 0 0 241 0
Office/Industrial

NORTH COYOTE VALLEY

NORTH COYOTE VALLEY CAMPUS INDUSTRIAL
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AM PROJECT TRIPS

12/02/2021
Intersection of : Fontanoso Rd & Hellver Av & Silver Creek Valley Rd & N Silver Cre
Traffix Node Number : 3848
Use/Description/Location NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR
PDC04-100R&D (3-14681) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 0 0 29 0
Office/Industrial
ROUTE 85/GREAT OAKS
ISTAR - R&D PORTION
PDCY99-053 (3-13970) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 069 0 0 269 0
LEGACY
CISCO NORTH COYOTE VALLEY

TOTAL 55 51 23 4 140 63 192 145 159 98 587 19

LEFT THRU RIGHT

NORTH 4 140 63
EAST 98 587 19
SOUTH 55 51 23

WEST 192 145 159
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PM PROJECT TRIPS 12/02/2021

Intersection of : Fontanoso Rd & Hellyver Av & Silver Creek Valley Rd & N Silver Cre
Traffix Node Number : 3848

Use/Description/Location NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR

EDENVALE1 0 2 0 18 17 197 2 2 4 0 0 2
Office/Industrial

EAST OF 101, NORTH OF SILVER CREEK VALLEY RD

EDENVALE ZONE 1

EDENVALE2 0 0 51 0 0 0 0 18 0 5 1 0
Office/Industrial

W/0 101, BOUNDED BY COTTLE RD, SANTA TERESA AND

EDENVALE ZONE 2

EDENVALE3-4 137 121 43 0 13 1 14 3 15 4 0 0
Office/Industrial

EAST OF 101, SOUTH OF SILVER CREEK VALLEY RD

EDENVALE ZONE 3&4

EDENVALE3-4POOL 17 14 4 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 0
Office/Industrial

EAST OF 101, SOUTH OF SILVER CREEK VALLEY RD

EDENVALE AREA 3-4 POOL

EEHDP (RES) 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 1 0
Residential

EVERGREEN

EEHDP (RESIDENTIAL)

HITACHI CREDIT (3-14641) 13 0 0 0 0 0 9 18 0 0 17 0
Office/Industrial

5600 COTTLE RD

HITACHI CREDIT

NORTH COYOTE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 241 0 0 60 0
Office/Industrial

NORTH COYOTE VALLEY

NORTH COYOTE VALLEY CAMPUS INDUSTRIAL
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PM PROJECT TRIPS

12/02/2021

Intersection of Fontanoso Rd & Hellyer Av & Silver Creek Valley Rd & N Silver Cre
Traffix Node Number : 3848
Use/Description/Location NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR
PDC04-100R&D (3-14681) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 28 0 0 3 0
Office/Industrial
ROUTE 85/GREAT OAKS
ISTAR - R&D PORTION
PDCY99-053 (3-13970) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 267 0 0 29 0
LEGACY
CISCO NORTH COYOTE VALLEY

TOTAL 167 137 99 18 31 198 26 579 20 9 111 2

NORTH
EAST
SOUTH
WEST

LEFT
18

167
26

THRU
31
111
137
579

RIGHT
198
2
99
20
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AM PROJECT TRIPS 12/02/2021

Intersection of : Fontanoso Wy & Silver Creek Vallevy Rd

Traffix Node Number : 3854

Use/Description/Location NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR

COYOTE REASSIGN 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 -28 0 0 -109 0
Office/Industrial

NORTH COYOTE VALLEY

COYOTE VALLEY

EDENVALE1 0 0 0 2 0 41 160 186 0 0 48 8
Office/Industrial

EAST OF 101, NORTH OF SILVER CREEK VALLEY RD

EDENVALE ZONE 1

EDENVALE2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 18 0
Office/Industrial

W/O0 101, BOUNDED BY COTTLE RD, SANTA TERESA AND

EDENVALE ZONE 2

EDENVALE3-4 9 0 4 0 0 0 0 141 40 18 33 0
Office/Industrial

EAST OF 101, SOUTH OF SILVER CREEK VALLEY RD

EDENVALE ZONE 3&4

EDENVALE3-4POOL 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 17 4 1 4 0
Office/Industrial

EAST OF 101, SOUTH OF SILVER CREEK VALLEY RD

EDENVALE AREA 3-4 POOL

EEHDP (RES) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Residential

EVERGREEN

EEHDP (RESIDENTIAL)

HITACHI CREDIT (3-14641) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 0 0 37 0
Office/Industrial

5600 COTTLE RD

HITACHI CREDIT
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AM PROJECT TRIPS

12/02/2021

Intersection of : Fontanoso Wy & Silver Creek Valley Rd
Traffix Node Number : 3854
Use/Description/Location NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR
NORTH COYOTE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 60 0 0 241 0
Office/Industrial
NORTH COYOTE VALLEY
NORTH COYOTE VALLEY CAMPUS INDUSTRIAL
PDC04-100R&D (3-14681) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 0 0 29 0
Office/Industrial
ROUTE 85/GREAT OAKS
ISTAR - R&D PORTION
PDCY99-053 (3-13970) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 69 0 0 369 0
LEGACY
CISCO NORTH COYOTE VALLEY

TOTAL 10 0 4 2 0 41 160 464 44 19 670 8

LEFT THRU RIGHT

NORTH 2 0 41
EAST 19 670 8
SOUTH 10 0 4

WEST 160 464 44
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PM PROJECT TRIPS 12/02/2021

Intersection of : Fontanoso Wy & Silver Creek Vallevy Rd

Traffix Node Number : 3854

Use/Description/Location NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR

COYOTE REASSIGN 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 -108 0 0 -11 0
Office/Industrial

NORTH COYOTE VALLEY

COYOTE VALLEY

EDENVALE1 0 0 0 8 0 167 17 20 0 0 197 0
Office/Industrial

EAST OF 101, NORTH OF SILVER CREEK VALLEY RD

EDENVALE ZONE 1

EDENVALE2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 18 0 0 1 0
Office/Industrial

W/O0 101, BOUNDED BY COTTLE RD, SANTA TERESA AND

EDENVALE ZONE 2

EDENVALE3-4 39 0 18 0 0 0 0 15 4 1 137 0
Office/Industrial

EAST OF 101, SOUTH OF SILVER CREEK VALLEY RD

EDENVALE ZONE 3&4

EDENVALE3-4POOL 4 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 17 0
Office/Industrial

EAST OF 101, SOUTH OF SILVER CREEK VALLEY RD

EDENVALE AREA 3-4 POOL

EEHDP (RES) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2 0
Residential

EVERGREEN

EEHDP (RESIDENTIAL)

HITACHI CREDIT (3-14641) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 27 0 0 10 0
Office/Industrial

5600 COTTLE RD

HITACHI CREDIT
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PM PROJECT TRIPS

12/02/2021

Intersection of : Fontanoso Wy & Silver Creek Vallevy Rd
Traffix Node Number : 3854
Use/Description/Location NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR
NORTH COYOTE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 241 0 0 60 0
Office/Industrial
NORTH COYOTE VALLEY
NORTH COYOTE VALLEY CAMPUS INDUSTRIAL
PDC04-100R&D (3-14681) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 28 0 0 3 0
Office/Industrial
ROUTE 85/GREAT OAKS
ISTAR - R&D PORTION
PDC99-053 (3-13970) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 267 0 0 29 0
LEGACY
CISCO NORTH COYOTE VALLEY

TOTAL 43 0 19 8 0 167 17 511 4 1 445 0

LEFT THRU RIGHT

NORTH 8 0 167
EAST 1 445 0
SOUTH 43 0 19

WEST 17 511 4
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AM PROJECT TRIPS 12/02/2021

Intersection of : Piercy Rd & Silver Creek Valley Rd
Traffix Node Number : 3855

Use/Description/Location NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR

COYOTE REASSIGN 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 -28 0 0 -109 0
Office/Industrial

NORTH COYOTE VALLEY

COYOTE VALLEY

EDENVALE1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 347 0 0 90 0
Office/Industrial

EAST OF 101, NORTH OF SILVER CREEK VALLEY RD

EDENVALE ZONE 1

EDENVALE2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 18 0
Office/Industrial

W/O0 101, BOUNDED BY COTTLE RD, SANTA TERESA AND

EDENVALE ZONE 2

EDENVALE3-4 57 0 0 0 0 0 0 181 232 0 43 0
Office/Industrial

EAST OF 101, SOUTH OF SILVER CREEK VALLEY RD

EDENVALE ZONE 3&4

EDENVALE3-4POOL 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 22 28 0 4 0
Office/Industrial

EAST OF 101, SOUTH OF SILVER CREEK VALLEY RD

EDENVALE AREA 3-4 POOL

EEHDP (RES) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Residential

EVERGREEN

EEHDP (RESIDENTIAL)

HITACHI CREDIT (3-14641) 0 0 12 0 0 0 0 8 3 0 37 0
Office/Industrial

5600 COTTLE RD

HITACHI CREDIT
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AM PROJECT TRIPS

12/02/2021

Intersection of : Piercy Rd & Silver Creek Valley Rd
Traffix Node Number : 3855
Use/Description/Location NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR
NORTH COYOTE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 60 0 0 241 0
Office/Industrial
NORTH COYOTE VALLEY
NORTH COYOTE VALLEY CAMPUS INDUSTRIAL
PDC04-100R&D (3-14681) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 0 0 29 0
Office/Industrial
ROUTE 85/GREAT OAKS
ISTAR - R&D PORTION
PDC99-053 (3-13970) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 69 0 0 369 0
LEGACY
CISCO NORTH COYOTE VALLEY

TOTAL 63 0 12 0 0 0 0 670 263 0 722 0

LEFT THRU RIGHT

NORTH 0 0 0
EAST 0 722 0
SOUTH 63 0 12

WEST 0 670 263
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PM PROJECT TRIPS 12/02/2021

Intersection of : Piercy Rd & Silver Creek Valley Rd
Traffix Node Number : 3855

Use/Description/Location NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR

COYOTE REASSIGN 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 -109 0 0 -11 0
Office/Industrial

NORTH COYOTE VALLEY

COYOTE VALLEY

EDENVALE1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 37 0 0 365 0
Office/Industrial

EAST OF 101, NORTH OF SILVER CREEK VALLEY RD

EDENVALE ZONE 1

EDENVALE2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 18 0 0 1 0
Office/Industrial

W/O0 101, BOUNDED BY COTTLE RD, SANTA TERESA AND

EDENVALE ZONE 2

EDENVALE3-4 232 0 0 0 0 0 0 19 24 0 177 0
Office/Industrial

EAST OF 101, SOUTH OF SILVER CREEK VALLEY RD

EDENVALE ZONE 3&4

EDENVALE3-4POOL 28 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 3 0 22 0
Office/Industrial

EAST OF 101, SOUTH OF SILVER CREEK VALLEY RD

EDENVALE AREA 3-4 POOL

EEHDP (RES) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2 0
Residential

EVERGREEN

EEHDP (RESIDENTIAL)

HITACHI CREDIT (3-14641) 0 0 13 0 0 0 0 27 9 0 10 0
Office/Industrial

5600 COTTLE RD

HITACHI CREDIT
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PM PROJECT TRIPS

12/02/2021

Intersection of : Piercy Rd & Silver Creek Valley Rd
Traffix Node Number : 3855
Use/Description/Location NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR
NORTH COYOTE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 241 0 0 60 0
Office/Industrial
NORTH COYOTE VALLEY
NORTH COYOTE VALLEY CAMPUS INDUSTRIAL
PDC04-100R&D (3-14681) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 28 0 0 3 0
Office/Industrial
ROUTE 85/GREAT OAKS
ISTAR - R&D PORTION
PDC99-053 (3-13970) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 267 0 0 29 0
LEGACY
CISCO NORTH COYOTE VALLEY

TOTAL 260 0 13 0 0 0 0 533 36 0 658 0

LEFT THRU RIGHT

NORTH 0 0 0
EAST 0 658 0
SOUTH 260 0 13

WEST 0 533 36
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Level Of Service Computation Report

2000 HCM Operations (Base Volume Altemative)
EX_AM

Intersection #1: Blossom Hilll/ Highway 101 SB Ramps

Base Vol:
Lanes:
Signal=Permit
Base Vol: Lanes: Rights=Ignore
0 0 ,}
o A
1556%** 2 I
0 v
211 1 i

Lanes:
Base Vol:

Street Name:

Approach: North Bound
Movement: L - T R
Min. Green I 0 0 OII
Y+R: 4.0 4.0 4.0
Volume Module:

Base Vol: 0 0 0
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 0 0 0
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Volume: 0 0 0
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0
Reduced Vol : 0 0 0
PCE Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00
MLF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00
FinalVolume: 0 0 0
Saturation Flow Module:
Sat/Lane: 1900 1900 1900
Adjustment: 0.92 1.00 0.92
Lanes: 0.00 0.00 0.00
Final Sat.: 0 0 0
———————————— v L
Capacity Analysis Module:
Vol/Sat: 0.00 0.00 0.00
Crit Moves:

Green/Cycle: 0.00 0.00 0.00
Volume/Cap: 0.00 0.00 0.00
Uniform Del: 0.0 0.0 0.0
IncremntDel: 0.0 0.0 0.0
InitQueuDel: 0.0 0.0 0.0
Delay Adj: 0.00 0.00 0.00
Delay/Veh: 0.0 0.0 0.0
User DelAdj: 1.00 1.00 1.00
AdjDel/Veh: 0.0 0.0 0.0
LOS by Move: A A A
HCM2k95thQ: 0 0 0
Note: Queue reported is

Signal=Split/Rights=Include

1316%+*

Sy

0 271

Signal=Permit
Vol Cnt Date: n/a Rights=Ignore
Cycle Time (sec): 140
Loss Time (sec): 6
Critical V/IC: 0.941
Avg Crit Del (sec/veh): 46.7
Avg Delay (sec/veh): 415

0

«t b

0 0

Signal=Split/Rights=Include

the number

Highway 101 SB Ramps

« it

Lanes:

1

0

Base Vol:

129

627

Blossom Hill Road

R

South Bound East Bound West Bound
L - T - R L - R L T
——————————————— e
10 0 10 10 10 0 10 10
4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4
——————————————— R |
271 0 1316 0 1556 211 0 627 1
1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.
271 0 1316 0 1556 211 0 627 1
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 O.
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 O.
271 0 1316 0 1556 0 0 627
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
271 0 1316 0 1556 0 0 627
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 O.
1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 O.
271 0 1316 0 1556 0 0 627
——————————————— e | B
1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 19
0.88 1.00 0.70 0.92 1.00 0.92 0.92 1.00 O.
1.00 0.00 2.00 0.00 2.00 1.00 0.00 2.00 1.
1663 0 2677 0 3800 1750 0 3800 17
——————————————— |
0.16 0.00 0.49 0.00 0.41 0.00 0.00 0.17 O.
E ez = = E ok =
0.52 0.00 0.52 0.00 0.43 0.00 0.00 0.43 O.
0.31 0.00 0.94 0.00 0.94 0.00 0.00 0.38 O.
19.1 0.0 31.4 0.0 37.8 0.0 0.0 26.8 0
0.2 0.0 12.7 0.0 11.1 0.0 0.0 0.1 0
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0
1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 O.
19.3 0.0 44.1 0.0 49.0 0.0 0.0 26.9 0
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.
19.3 0.0 4.1 0.0 49.0 0.0 0.0 26.9 0
B A D A D A A C
13 0 57 0 57 0 0 17

of cars per lane.

Traffix 8.0.0715

Copyright (c) 2008 Dowlirg Associates, Inc.

Licensed to K-H, PHOENIX, AZ
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Level Of Service Computation Report
2000 HCM Operations (Base Volume Altemative)

EX_PM

Intersection #1: Blossom Hilll/ Highway 101 SB Ramps

Signal=Split/Rights=Include

Base Vol:  1580***

Lanes:

Signal=Permit
Base Vol: Lanes: Rights=Ignore

0 0 _}
o A
1953+ 2 _.'_
Y
192 1 }

Lanes:
Base Vol:

Street Name:

Approach: North Bound
Movement: L - T R L
———————————— | S
Min. Green 0 0 0 10
Y+R: 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
———————————— R
Volume Module:

Base Vol: 0 0 0 143
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 0 0 0 143
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Volume: 0 0 0 143
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0 0
Reduced Vol: 0 0 0 143
PCE Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
MLF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
FinalVolume: 0 0 0 143
Saturation Flow Module:

Sat/Lane: 1900 1900 1900 1900
Adjustment: 0.92 1.00 0.92 0.88
Lanes: 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00
Final Sat.: 0 0 0 1663
———————————— et L
Capacity Analysis Module:

Vol/Sat: 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.09
Crit Moves:

Green/Cycle: 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.53
Volume/Cap: 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.16
Uniform Del: 0.0 0.0 0.0 19.0
IncremntDel: 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1
InitQueuDel: 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Delay Adj: 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00
Delay/Veh: 0.0 0.0 0.0 19.1
User DelAdj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
AdjDel/Veh: 0.0 0.0 0.0 19.1
LOS by Move: A A A B
HCM2k95thQ: 0 0 0 7
Note: Queue reported is the number

0

143

gy b

Signal=Permit
Vol Cnt Date: n/a Rights=Ignore
Cycle Time (sec): 160
Loss Time (sec): 0

Avg Crit Del (sec/veh): 97.0

Avg Delay (sec/veh): 84.3

«t b

0

Critical VIC: 1.104

0

0

Signal=Split/Rights=Include

Highway 101 SB Ramps
South Bound

T - R L

0 1580 0
1.00 1.00 1.00
0 1580 0
1.00 1.00 1.00
1.00 1.00 1.00
0 1580 0
0 0 0
0 1580 0

0.00 0.53 0.00
0.00 1.10 0.00
37.2 0.0
57.7 0.0
0.0 0.0
1.00 0.00
94.9 0.0
1.00 1.00
0 94.9 0.0
A F A
0 92 0

of cars per lane.

it

Lanes:

1

0

Base Vol:

140

622

Blossom Hill Road

East Bound West Bound
T R L T R
[]-mmmmm e
10 0 10 10 0
4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
-
1953 192 0 622 140
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
1953 192 0 622 140
1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 0.00
1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 0.00
1953 0 0 622 0
0 0 0 0 0
1953 0 0 622 0
1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 0.00
1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 0.00
1953 0 0 622 0
- -
1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
1.00 0.92 0.92 1.00 0.92
2.00 1.00 0.00 2.00 1.00
3800 1750 0 3800 1750
-
0.51 0.00 0.00 0.16 0.00
E ok =
0.47 0.00 0.00 0.47 0.00
1.10 0.00 0.00 0.35 0.00
42.8 0.0 0.0 27.3 0.0
55.9 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
1.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.00
98.6 0.0 0.0 27.4 0.0
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
98.6 0.0 0.0 27.4 0.0
F A A C A
94 0 0 17 0
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Level Of Service Computation Report
2000 HCM Operations (Base Volume Altemative)

EX_AM

Intersection #2: Silver Creek Valley / Highway 101 NB Ramps

Base Vol:  Lanes:
125%+* 1
0
663 2
0
1047 1

Street Name:

Signal=Split/Rights=Cverlap

Base Vol: 272 0
Lanes: 1 0 1 0
Signal=Protect
Rights=Ignore Vol Cnt Date:

Cycle Time (sec):
Loss Time (sec):

Critical VIC:

Avg Crit Del (sec/veh):

Avg Delay (sec/veh):

ot

169

cafiis>

Lanes:
Base Vol: 35

Signal=Split/Rights=Include

Highway 101 NB Ramps

g5
0

nfa

140

12

0.482

443

36.7
D
1

125k

Signal=Protect

Rights=Include

A

s

Lanes:

0

Base Vol:

47

AB4¥*

Silver Creek Valley Road

East Bound West Bound
L - T R L T R
H=mmmmmmm e []-mmmm e
7 10 10 0 10 10
4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
- -
125 663 1047 0 464 47
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
125 663 1047 0 464 47
1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
125 663 0 0 464 47
0 0 0 0 0 0
125 663 0 0 464 47
1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
125 663 0 0 464 47
- - -
1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
0.88 1.00 0.92 0.92 0.99 0.91
1.00 2.00 1.00 0.00 1.80 0.20
1663 3800 1750 0 3376 342
- -
0.08 0.17 0.00 0.00 0.14 0.14

E k= = E k=

0.16 0.44 0.00 0.00 0.29 0.29
0.48 0.40 0.00 0.00 0.48 0.48
53.9 26.5 0.0 0.0 41.5 41.5
1.4 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.3 0.3
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
1.00 1.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 1.00
55.3 26.7 0.0 0.0 41.8 41.8
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
55.3 26.7 0.0 0.0 41.8 41.8
E C A A D D
11 17 0 0 17 17

Approach: North Bound South Bound
Movement: L - T R L T - R
———————————— T L
Min. Green: 10 10 10 10 0 10
Y+R: 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
———————————— R |
Volume Module:

Base Vol: 169 35 125 85 0 272
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 169 35 125 85 0 272
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Volume: 169 35 125 85 0 272
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0 0 0 0
Reduced Vol: 169 35 125 85 0 272
PCE Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
MLF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.001.00 1.00
FinalVolume: 169 35 125 85 0 272
Saturation Flow Module:

Sat/Lane: 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
Adjustment: 0.88 0.96 0.78 0.81 1.00 0.81
Lanes: 1.68 0.32 1.00 0.38 0.00 1.62
Final Sat.: 2822 584 1488 589 0 2475
———————————— et | R
Capacity Analysis Module:

Vol/Sat: 0.06 0.06 0.08 0.14 0.00 0.11
Crit Moves: FAxA Kkxk
Green/Cycle: 0.17 0.17 0.17 0.30 0.00 0.46
Volume/Cap: 0.34 0.34 0.48 0.48 0.00 0.24
Uniform Del: 50.8 50.8 52.1 40.2 0.0 23.4
IncremntDel: 0.3 0.3 1.4 0.5 0.0 0.1
InitQueuDel: 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Delay Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00
Delay/Veh: 51.1 51.1 53.5 40.7 0.0 23.4
User DelAdj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
AdjDel/Veh: 51.1 51.1 53.5 40.7 0.0 23.4
LOS by Move: D D D D A C
HCM2k95thQ: 8 8 11 16 0] 9
Note: Queue reported is the number of cars per lane.

Traffix 8.0.0715
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Level Of Service Computation Report
2000 HCM Operations (Base Volume Altemative)

EX_PM

Intersection #2:

Silver Creek Valley / Highway 101 NB Ramps

Base Vol:
Lanes:
Signal=Protect
Base Vol: Lanes: Rights=Ignore
2417 1 _}
o A
481 2 .
0 v
1360 1 }

Lanes:
Base Vol:

Street Name:

214

Signal=Split/Rights=Cverlap

0

Loss Time (sec):

Critical VIC:

Avg Crit Del (sec/veh):

Avg Delay (sec/veh):

«th

120%*

59

7wk

1 0 1 0 0
Vol Cnt Date:
Cycle Time (sec):

nfa
160

12

0.528

48.4

35.6

36

Signal=Split/Rights=Include

Highway 101 NB Ramps

Approach: North Bound South Bound
Movement: L - T - R L - T - R
———————————— T L I
Min. Green: 10 10 10 10 0 10
Y+R: 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
———————————— R |
Volume Module:

Base Vol: 120 59 36 27 0 214
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 120 59 36 27 0 214
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Volume: 120 59 36 27 0 214
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0 0 0 0
Reduced Vol: 120 59 36 27 0 214
PCE Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
MLF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.001.00 1.00
FinalVolume: 120 59 36 27 0 214
___________________________ []-————— -
Saturation Flow Module:

Sat/Lane: 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
Adjustment: 0.89 0.97 0.78 0.79 1.00 0.79
Lanes: 1.38 0.62 1.00 0.20 0.00 1.80
Final Sat.: 2332 1147 1488 304 0 2712
———————————— et | s
Capacity Analysis Module:

Vol/Sat: 0.05 0.05 0.02 0.09 0.00 0.08
Crit Moves: **** faliakaiel
Green/Cycle: 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.17 0.00 0.44
Volume/Cap: 0.53 0.53 0.25 0.53 0.00 0.18
Uniform Del: 68.7 68.7 66.8 60.7 0.0 27.0
IncremntDel: 1.6 1.6 0.9 1.2 0.0 0.1
InitQueuDel: 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Delay Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00
Delay/Veh: 70.3 70.3 67.7 61.9 0.0 27.0
User DelAdj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
AdjDel/Veh: 70.3 70.3 67.7 61.9 0.0 27.0
LOS by Move: E E E E A C
HCM2k95thQ: 10 10 4 13 0 7

Note: Queue reported is

Signal=Protect

Rights=Include

A

ettt

Lanes:

0

Base Vol:

37

7270

Silver Creek Valley Road

East Bound West Bound
L - T R L T R
[=mmmmmmm e []-mmmmmm e
7 10 10 0 10 10
4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
- -
241 481 1360 0 727 37
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
241 481 1360 0 727 37
1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
241 481 0 0 727 37
0 0 0 0 0 0
241 481 0 0 727 37
1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
241 481 0 0 727 37
- - -
1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
0.88 1.00 0.92 0.92 0.99 0.91
1.00 2.00 1.00 0.00 1.90 0.10
1663 3800 1750 0 3576 182
- -
0.14 0.13 0.00 0.00 0.20 0.20

* Kk E oz = =

0.27 0.66 0.00 0.00 0.38 0.38
0.53 0.19 0.00 0.00 0.53 0.53
49.3 10.6 0.0 0.0 38.0 38.0
1.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.4 0.4
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
1.00 1.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 1.00
50.4 10.7 0.0 0.0 38.4 38.4
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
50.4 10.7 0.0 0.0 38.4 38.4
D B A A D D
20 9 0 0 25 25

the number of cars per lane.
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Level Of Service Computation Report
2000 HCM Operations (Base Volume Altemative)
EX_AM

Intersection #3: Silver Creek Valley/ Silver Creek Valley Pl

Base Vol:
Lanes:

Signal=Protect

Base Vol: Lanes: Rights=Include
0 0 ,}
o A
620*** 2 _.'_
1 v
248 0 }

Lanes:
Base Vol:

Street Name:

Signal=Split/Rights=Include

Cycle Time (sec):

Avg Crit Del (sec/veh):

Avg Delay (sec/veh):

«th

127

S e

Signal=Protect
Rights=Include

A

Vol Cnt Date: nfa

110
Loss Time (sec): 9

Critical VIC: 0.281

165

139

s

0 B3rx

Signal=Split/Rights=Include

Silver Creek Valley Place

Approach: North Bound
Movement: L - T R
Min. Green 7 10 10
Y+R: 4.0 4.0 4.0
Volume Module:

Base Vol: 127 0 53
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 127 0 53
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Volume: 127 0 53
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0
Reduced Vol: 127 0 53
PCE Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00
MLF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00
FinalVolume: 127 0 53
Saturation Flow Module:
Sat/Lane: 1900 1900 1900
Adjustment: 0.85 1.00 0.85
Lanes: 1.55 0.00 0.45
Final Sat.: 2497 0 735
Capacity Analysis Module:
Vol/Sat: 0.05 0.00 0.07
Crit Moves: FrA A
Green/Cycle: 0.26 0.00 0.26
Volume/Cap: 0.20 0.00 0.28
Uniform Del: 32.0 0.0 32.8
IncremntDel: 0.1 0.0 0.2
InitQueuDel: 0.0 0.0 0.0
Delay Adj: 1.00 0.00 1.00
Delay/Veh: 32.1 0.0 33.0
User DelAdj: 1.00 1.00 1.00
AdjDel/Veh: 32.1 0.0 33.0
LOS by Move: C A C
HCM2k95thQ: 5 0 7
Note: Queue reported is

Lanes:

0

0

0

398

South Bound East Bound
L - T - R L - T R

0 0 0 7 10 10
4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
0 0 0 0 620 248
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
0 0 0 0 620 248
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
0 0 0 0 620 248

0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 620 248
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
0 0 0 0 620 248
e -
1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
0.92 1.00 0.92 0.92 0.96 0.88
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 2.09 0.91
0 0 0 0 3803 1521
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.16 O0.16

E ok =

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.58 0.58
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.28 0.28
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 11.6 11.6
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.1
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 1.00
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 11.6 11.6
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 11.6 11.6
A A A A B B

0 0 0 0 9 9

the number of cars per lane.

Base Vol:

Silver Creek Valley Road

R

West Bound
L T
7 10
4.0 4.0 4
38 398
1.00 1.00 1.
38 398
1.00 1.00 1.
1.00 1.00 1.
38 398
0 0
38 398
1.00 1.00 1.
1.00 1.00 1.
38 398
1900 1900 19
0.88 1.00 O.
1.00 2.00 O.
1663 3800
0.02 0.10 O.
E ok =
0.08 0.66 O.
0.28 0.16 O.
47.5 7.0 0
1.1 0.0 0
0.0 0.0 0
1.00 1.00 O.
48.6 7.1 0
1.00 1.00 1.
48.6 7.1 0
D A
3 5

Traffix 8.0.0715
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Level Of Service Computation Report
2000 HCM Operations (Base Volume Altemative)
EX PM

Intersection #3: Silver Creek Valley/ Silver Creek Valley Pl

Base Vol:
Lanes:

Signal=Protect

Base Vol: Lanes: Rights=Include
0 0 ,}
o A
492%** 2 .
1 v
70 0 }

Lanes:
Base Vol:

Street Name:

Signal=Split/Rights=Include

Cycle Time (sec):

Avg Crit Del (sec/veh):

Avg Delay (sec/veh):

«th

155

S e

Signal=Protect
Rights=Include

A

Vol Cnt Date: nfa

110
Loss Time (sec): 9

Critical V/IC: 0.214

20.3

16.7

s

0 Y

Signal=Split/Rights=Include

Silver Creek Valley Place

Lanes:

0

0

0

624

3k

South Bound East Bound
L - T - R L - T R
[=mmmmmmm e
0 0 0 7 10 10
4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
-
0 0 0 0 492 70
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
0 0 0 0 492 70
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
0 0 0 0 492 70
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 492 70
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
0 0 0 0 492 70
e -
1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
0.92 1.00 0.92 0.92 0.98 0.90
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 2.60 0.40
0 0 0 0 4844 689
-
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.10 O.10
E ok =
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.47 0.47
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.21 0.21
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 16.9 16.9
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 1.00
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 17.0 17.0
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 17.0 17.0
A A A A B B
0 0 0 0 7 7

Approach: North Bound
Movement: L - T R
———————————— e
Min. Green 7 10 10
Y+R: 4.0 4.0 4.0
———————————— R |
Volume Module:

Base Vol: 155 0 44
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 155 0 44
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Volume: 155 0 44
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0
Reduced Vol: 155 0 44
PCE Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00
MLF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00
FinalVolume: 155 0 44
Saturation Flow Module:
Sat/Lane: 1900 1900 1900
Adjustment: 0.86 1.00 0.86
Lanes: 1.64 0.00 0.36
Final Sat.: 2669 0 590
———————————— et | s
Capacity Analysis Module:
Vol/Sat: 0.06 0.00 0.07
Crit Moves: FrA A
Green/Cycle: 0.35 0.00 0.35
Volume/Cap: 0.17 0.00 0.21
Uniform Del: 24.8 0.0 25.2
IncremntDel: 0.1 0.0 0.1
InitQueuDel: 0.0 0.0 0.0
Delay Adj: 1.00 0.00 1.00
Delay/Veh: 24.9 0.0 25.4
User DelAdj: 1.00 1.00 1.00
AdjDel/Veh: 24.9 0.0 25.4
LOS by Move: C A C
HCM2k95thQ: 5 0 6
Note: Queue reported is

the number of cars per lane.

Base Vol:

Silver Creek Valley Road

West Bound
L T R
7 10 10
4.0 4.0 4.0
34 624 0
1.00 1.00 1.00
34 624 0
1.00 1.00 1.00
1.00 1.00 1.00
34 624 0
0 0 0
34 624 0
1.00 1.00 1.00
1.00 1.00 1.00
34 624 0
1900 1900 1900
0.88 1.00 0.92
1.00 2.00 0.00
1663 3800 0
0.02 0.16 0.00
E ok =
0.10 0.57 0.00
0.21 0.29 0.00
45.9 12.2 0.0
0.7 0.1 0.0
0.0 0.0 0.0
1.00 1.00 0.00
46.6 12.2 0.0
1.00 1.00 1.00
46.6 12.2 0.0
D B A
2 10 0

Traffix 8.0.0715
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Level Of Service Computation Report
2000 HCM Operations (Base Volume Altemative)
EX_AM

Intersection #4: Silver Creek Valley / Piercy / Dwy 1

Base Vol:
Lanes:

Signal=Protect

Base Vol: Lanes: Rights=Overlap
6 1 ,}
o A
502*+** 3 _."
0 v
181 1 }

Lanes:
Base Vol:

Signal=Split/Rights=Include

0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
Vol Cnt Date:
Cycle Time (sec):

nfa
110

Loss Time (sec): 9
Critical V/IC: 0.110

Avg Crit Del (sec/veh): 6.9

Avg Delay (sec/veh): 9.3

LOS: A
1 0 1! 0 o0
3grx 0 1
Signal=Split/Rights=Include

Signal=Protect

Rights=Include

Street Name:Piercy Road / Project Driveway #1

Siilver Creek Valley Road

A

ettt

Lanes:

0

0

393

i

Approach: North Bound South Bound East Bound
Movement: L - T - R L - T - R L - T R
———————————— e [ |
Min. Green: 10 10 10 0 0] 0 7 10 10
Y+R: 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 40 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
———————————— R [ B |
Volume Module:

Base Vol: 39 0 1 0 0] 0 6 502 181
Growth Adj: 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 39 0 1 0 0 0 6 502 181
User Adj: 1.001.00 1.00 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 1.001.00 1.00 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Volume: 39 0 1 0 0 0 6 502 181
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Reduced Vol : 39 0 1 0] 0 0 6 502 181
PCE Adj: 1.001.00 1.00 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
MLF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
FinalVolume: 39 0 1 0 0 0 6 502 181
——————————————————————————— e | B
Saturation Flow Module:

Sat/Lane: 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
Adjustment: 0.88 1.00 0.88 0.92 1.00 0.92 0.8 1.00 0.78
Lanes: 1.95 0.00 0.05 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 3.00 1.00
Final Sat.: 3245 0 81 0 0 0 1663 5700 1488
———————————— v L ] | B
Capacity Analysis Module:

Vol/Sat: 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.09 0.12
Crit Moves: **** Fekex
Green/Cycle: 0.10 0.00 0.10 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.33 0.75 0.85
Volume/Cap: 0.11 0.00 0.12 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.12 0.14
Uniform Del: 4.6 0.0 44.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 24.4 3.8 1.3
IncremntDel: 0.1 0.0 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 ©0.1
InitQueuDel: 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Delay Adj: 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Delay/Veh: 4.7 0.0 44.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 24.4 3.8 1.4
User DelAdj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
AdjDel/Veh: 44.7 0.0 44.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 24.4 3.8 1.4
LOS by Move: D A D A A A C A A
HCM2k95thQ: 2 0 2 (0] 0] 0 0] 3 2
Note: Queue reported is the number of cars per lane.

Base Vol:

West Bound

T

R

e
oo

48.3

Traffix 8.0.0715
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Level Of Service Computation Report

2000 HCM Operations (Base Volume Altemative)

EX_PM

Intersection #4: Silver Creek Valley / Piercy / Dwy 1

Base Vol:
Lanes:

Signal=Protect

Base Vol: Lanes: Rights=Overlap
N o
o A
489 3 _-"
0 v
36 1 }

Lanes:
Base Vol:

Street Name:Piercy Road / Project Driveway #1

Signal=Split/Rights=Include

Loss Time (sec): 9

Avg Crit Del (sec/veh):

Avg Delay (sec/veh):

«th

154%%

Critical VIC:

0

0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0
Vol Cnt Date:
Cycle Time (sec):

Signal=Protect
Rights=Include

A

nfa
110

0.155

16.0

124

ettt

2

Signal=Split/Rights=Include

Approach: North Bound
Movement: L - T R
———————————— L
Min. Green: 10 10 10
Y+R: 4.0 4.0 4.0
———————————— e L
Volume Module:

Base Vol: 154 0 2
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 154 0 2
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Volume: 154 0 2
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0
Reduced Vol: 154 0 2
PCE Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00
MLF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00
FinalVolume: 154 0 2
——————————————————————————— I
Saturation Flow Module:
Sat/Lane: 1900 1900 1900
Adjustment: 0.88 1.00 0.88
Lanes: 1.97 0.00 0.03
Final Sat.: 3287 0 42
———————————— |----——————--—-11
Capacity Analysis Module:
Vol/Sat: 0.05 0.00 0.05
Crit Moves: ****
Green/Cycle: 0.29 0.00 0.29
Volume/Cap: 0.16 0.00 0.16
Uniform Del: 28.9 0.0 28.9
IncremntDel: 0.1 0.0 0.1
InitQueuDel: 0.0 0.0 0.0
Delay Adj: 1.00 0.00 1.00
Delay/Veh: 29.0 0.0 29.0
User DelAdj: 1.00 1.00 1.00
AdjDel/Veh: 29.0 0.0 29.0
LOS by Move: C A C
HCM2k95thQ: 4 0 4
Note: Queue reported is

the number of cars per lane.

Lanes:

0

0

52 %%

Base Vol:

Siilver Creek Valley Road

South Bound East Bound West Bound

L - T - R L - T R L T R
——————————————— .
0 0 0 7 10 10 7 10 10
4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
——————————————— R | B
0 0 0 7 489 36 0 521 0
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
0 0 0 7 489 36 0 521 0
1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
0 0 0 7 489 36 0 521 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 7 489 36 0 521 0
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
0 0 0 7 489 36 0 521 0
——————————————— e |
1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
0.92 1.00 0.92 0.88 1.00 0.78 0.92 1.00 0.92
0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 3.00 1.00 1.00 3.00 0.00
0 0 0 1663 5700 1488 1750 5700 0
——————————————— |
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.09 0.02 0.00 0.09 0.00

E k= Ez k=

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.06 0.63 0.92 0.00 0.56 0.00
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.07 0.14 0.03 0.00 0.16 0.00
0.0 0.0 0.0 48.4 8.4 0.4 0.0 11.6 0.0
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00
0.0 0.0 0.0 48.7 8.4 0.4 0.0 11.6 0.0
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
0.0 0.0 0.0 48.7 8.4 0.4 0.0 11.6 0.0
A A A D A A A B A

0 0 0 0 4 0 0 5 0

Traffix 8.0.0715
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Level Of Service Computation Report
2000 HCM Operations (Base Volume Altemative)

EX_AM

Intersection #5: Silver Creek Valley / Fontanoso

Base Vol:
Lanes:

Signal=Protect

Base Vol: Lanes: Rights=Include
A 2 ,}
o A
420 2 .
1 v
20 0 }

Signal=Split/Rights=Include

11 i 0
0 0 1 0 0
Cycle Time (sec):

Vol Cnt Date: nfa
110

Loss Time (sec): 12

Critical VIC: 0.109

Avg Crit Del (sec/veh): 170

Avg Delay (sec/veh): 185

Signal=Protect

Rights=Overlap

A

ettt

Lanes:

1

w o

«sth

14

390%+*

Lanes:
Base Vol: 2 i el 0
Signal=Split/Rights=Overlap
Street Name: Fontanoso Way
Approach: North Bound South Bound East Bound
Movement: L - T R L - T - R L - R
———————————— L e | B |
Min. Green: 10 10 10 10 10 10 7 10 10
Y+R: 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
———————————— R | e | Bt |
Volume Module:
Base Vol: 2 1 0 0 1 11 64 420 20
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 2 1 0 0 1 11 64 420 20
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Volume: 2 1 0 0 1 11 64 420 20
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Reduced Vol: 2 1 0 0 1 11 64 420 20
PCE Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
MLF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
FinalVolume: 2 1 0 0 1 11 64 420 20
—————————————————————————————————————————— e |
Saturation Flow Module:
Sat/Lane: 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
Adjustment: 0.92 1.00 0.92 0.92 1.00 0.92 0.83 1.00 0.92
Lanes: 0.68 0.32 1.00 0.00 0.08 0.92 2.00 2.85 0.15
Final Sat.: 1198 599 1750 0 147 1615 3150 5420 258
———————————— e L e | Bt ||
Capacity Analysis Module:
Vol/Sat: 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.02 0.08 0.08
Crit Moves: Rk E ok = E ok = =
Green/Cycle: 0.09 0.09 0.00 0.00 0.09 0.09 0.16 0.42 0.42
Volume/Cap: 0.02 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.07 0.07 0.13 0.19 0.19
Uniform Del: 45.5 45.5 0.0 0.0 45.8 45.8 39.4 20.3 20.3
IncremntDel: 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.2 0.1 0.0 0.0
InitQueuDel: 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Delay Adj: 1.00 1.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Delay/Veh: 45.6 45.6 0.0 0.0 46.0 46.0 39.5 20.3 20.3
User DelAdj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
AdjDel/Veh: 45.6 45.6 0.0 0.0 46.0 46.0 39.5 20.3 20.3
LOS by Move: D D A A D D D C C
HCM2k95thQ: 0 0 0 0 1 1 2 6 6

Note: Queue reported is the number

of cars per lane.

Base Vol:

Silver Creek Valley Road

West Bound

T

R

oNe]

7.

Traffix 8.0.0715
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Level Of Service Computation Report
2000 HCM Operations (Base Volume Altemative)
EX PM

Intersection #5: Silver Creek Valley / Fontanoso

Base Vol:
Lanes:

Signal=Protect

Base Vol: Lanes: Rights=Include
17 2 ,}
o A
467+ 2 »
1 v
15 0 }

Signal=Split/Rights=Include

<

Cycle Time (sec):

G
0

Signal=Protect
Rights=Overlap

A

Vol Cnt Date: nfa

110

Loss Time (sec): 12 I!
Critical V/IC: 0.170 ‘
Avg Crit Del (sec/veh): 205 t—
Avg Delay (sec/veh): 237 {

«sth

0 12

Signal=Split/Rights=Overlap

Fontanoso Way

Lanes:

Base Vol: 3 rrx
Street Name:
Approach: North Bound
Movement: L - T R
Min. Green: 10 10 10
Y+R: 4.0 4.0 4.0
Volume Module:
Base Vol: 31 0 12
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 31 0 12
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Volume: 31 0 12
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0
Reduced Vol: 31 0 12
PCE Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00
MLF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00
FinalVolume: 31 0 12
Saturation Flow Module:
Sat/Lane: 1900 1900 1900
Adjustment: 0.92 1.00 0.92
Lanes: 1.00 0.00 1.00
Final Sat.: 1750 0 1750
Capacity Analysis Module:
Vol/Sat: 0.02 0.00 0.01
Crit Moves: ****
Green/Cycle: 0.10 0.00 0.16
Volume/Cap: 0.18 0.00 0.04
Uniform Del: 45.4 0.0 38.7
IncremntDel: 0.5 0.0 0.1
InitQueuDel: 0.0 0.0 0.0
Delay Adj: 1.00 0.00 1.00
Delay/Veh: 45.8 0.0 38.8
User DelAdj: 1.00 1.00 1.00
AdjDel/Veh: 45.8 0.0 38.8
LOS by Move: D A D
HCM2k95thQ: 2 0 1
Note: Queue reported is

Lanes:

1

0

418

[l

South Bound East Bound
L - T - R L - T R
10 10 10 7 10 10
4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
6 0 71 17 467 15
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
6 0 71 17 467 15
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
6 0 71 17 467 15
0 0 0 0 0 0
6 0 71 17 467 15
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
6 0 71 17 467 15
e -
1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
0.92 1.00 0.92 0.83 1.00 0.92
0.08 0.00 0.92 2.00 2.90 0.10
136 0 1614 3150 5508 177
0.04 0.00 0.04 0.01 0.08 0.08
E k= = 3 Rk = = 3
0.25 0.00 0.25 0.22 0.48 0.48
0.18 0.00 0.18 0.02 0.18 0.18
32.5 0.0 32.5 33.4 16.3 16.3
0.2 0.0 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
32.7 0.0 32.7 33.4 16.4 16.4
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
32.7 0.0 32.7 33.4 16.4 16.4
C A C C B B
5 0 5 1 6 6

the number of cars per lane.

Base Vol:

Silver Creek Valley Road

West Bound

T

R

48.8

D
1

o
orododo00o

Traffix 8.0.0715
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Level Of Service Computation Report
2000 HCM Operations (Base Volume Altemative)

EX_AM

Intersection #6: Sliver Creek Valley / Hellyer

Base Vol:
Lanes:
Signal=Protect
Base Vol: Lanes: Rights=Overlap
71 2 ,}
o A
273+ 2 .
0 v
69 1 }

Signal=Protect/Rights=Overlap

19 16
1 0 2 0
Vol Cnt Date:
Cycle Time (sec):

Loss Time (sec):

Critical VIC:

Avg Crit Del (sec/veh):

Avg Delay (sec/veh):

“ ot

33
1

nfa

110

12

0.225

30.5

26.2

(h-

Lanes:
Base Vol: 75 86*+* 194
Signal=Protect/Rights=Overlap
Street Name: Hellyer Road
Approach: North Bound South Bound
Movement: L - T - R L - T - R
———————————— e
Min. Green: 7 10 10 7 10 10
Y+R: 4.0 .0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
———————————— R |
Volume Module:
Base Vol: 75 86 194 33 16 19
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 75 86 194 33 16 19
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Volume: 75 86 194 33 16 19
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0 0 0 0
Reduced Vol : 75 86 194 33 16 19
PCE Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
MLF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.001.00 1.00
FinalVolume: 75 86 194 33 16 19
___________________________ []-————— -
Saturation Flow Module:
Sat/Lane: 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
Adjustment: 0.79 1.00 0.78 0.88 1.00 0.78
Lanes: 2.00 2.00 1.00 1.00 2.00 1.00
Final Sat.: 2992 3800 1488 1663 3800 1488
———————————— et | s
Capacity Analysis Module:
Vol/Sat: 0.03 0.02 0.13 0.02 0.00 0.01
Crit Moves: ielalaiad FrAx
Green/Cycle: 0.08 0.10 0.48 0.09 0.11 0.40
Volume/Cap: 0.32 0.22 0.27 0.22 0.04 0.03
Uniform Del: 48.0 45.5 16.9 46.6 43.6 20.0
IncremntDel: 0.8 0.3 0.2 0.8 0.0 0.0
InitQueuDel: 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Delay Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Delay/Veh: 48.8 45.8 17.1 47.4 43.7 20.1
User DelAdj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
AdjDel/Veh: 48.8 45.8 17.1 47.4 43.7 20.1
LOS by Move: D D B D D C
HCM2k95thQ: 4 3 8 3 1 1
Note: Queue reported is the number

Signal=Protect

Rights=Overlap

A

ettt

Lanes:

1

0

41

312

143+*

East Bound

0.29
0.08
28.5
0.0
0.0
1.00
28.5
1.00
28.5
C

2

- T

of cars per lane.

R

0.40
0.12
21.0
0.1
0.0
1.00
21.0
1.00
21.0
C

3

Base Vol:

Silver Creek Valley Road

West Bound

T

R

23.1

C
7

0.50
0.05
14.1
0.0
0.0
1.00
141
1.00
14.1
B

2
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Level Of Service Computation Report
2000 HCM Operations (Base Volume Altemative)

EX_PM

Intersection #6: Sliver Creek Valley / Hellyer

Base Vol:
Lanes:

Signal=Protect
Base Vol: Lanes: Rights=Overlap

53 2

364%%

66 1

TR

<G

Signal=Protect/Rights=Overlap

84wx

[V

Vol Cnt Date: nfa
Cycle Time (sec): 110
Loss Time (sec): 12

Critical VIC: 0.257

Avg Crit Del (sec/veh): 29.3

Avg Delay (sec/veh): 25.8

«th

Lanes:
Base Vol: 53x+* 84 237
Signal=Protect/Rights=Overlap
Street Name: Hellyer Road
Approach: North Bound South Bound
Movement: L - T R L T - R
———————————— e
Min. Green 7 10 10 7 10 10
Y+R: 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
———————————— R |
Volume Module:
Base Vol: 53 84 237 32 84 77
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 53 84 237 32 84 77
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Volume: 53 84 237 32 84 77
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0 0 0 0
Reduced Vol : 53 84 237 32 84 77
PCE Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
MLF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
FinalVolume: 53 84 237 32 84 77
___________________________ []-————— -
Saturation Flow Module:
Sat/Lane: 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
Adjustment: 0.79 1.00 0.78 0.88 1.00 0.78
Lanes: 2.00 2.00 1.00 1.00 2.00 1.00
Final Sat.: 2992 3800 1488 1663 3800 1488
———————————— et | s
Capacity Analysis Module:
Vol/Sat: 0.02 0.02 0.16 0.02 0.02 0.05
Crit Moves: **** aladeiad
Green/Cycle: 0.07 0.09 0.45 0.07 0.09 0.39
Volume/Cap: 0.26 0.24 0.35 0.29 0.24 0.13
Uniform Del: 48.6 46.2 19.5 49.0 46.5 21.4
IncremntDel: 0.7 0.3 0.3 1.5 0.4 0.1
InitQueuDel: 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Delay Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Delay/Veh: 49.3 46.5 19.8 50.5 46.8 21.5
User DelAdj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
AdjDel/Veh: 49.3 46.5 19.8 50.5 46.8 21.5
LOS by Move: D D B D D C
HCM2k95thQ: 3 3 11 3 3 4
Note: Queue reported is the number of cars pe

Signal=Protect
Rights=Overlap  Lanes: Base Vol:
! 1 61
0
300

s

155+

East Bound

0.30
0.06
27.3
0.0
0.0
1.00
27.4
1.00
27.4
C

2

- T

24.2

r lane.

R

0.44
0.10
18.1
0.1
0.0
1.00
18.2
1.00
18.2
B

3

Silver Creek Valley Road

West Bound

L

7

T

10

R

10
4.0

25.0

C
8

0.50
0.08
14.6
0.0
0.0
1.00
14.6
1.00
14.6
B

2
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Level Of Service Computation Report

2000 HCM Operations (Base Volume Altemative)
BG_AM

Intersection #1: Blossom Hilll/ Highway 101 SB Ramps

Base Vol:
Lanes:
Signal=Permit
Base Vol: Lanes: Rights=Ignore
0 0 ,}
o A
1664*** 3 I
0 v
214 1 i

Lanes:
Base Vol:

Street Name:

Approach: North Bound
Movement: L - T R
Min. Green I 0 0 OII
Y+R: 4.0 4.0 4.0
Volume Module:

Base Vol: 0 0 0
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 0 0 0
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Volume: 0 0 0
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0
Reduced Vol : 0 0 0
PCE Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00
MLF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00
FinalVolume: 0 0 0
Saturation Flow Module:
Sat/Lane: 1900 1900 1900
Adjustment: 0.92 1.00 0.92
Lanes: 0.00 0.00 0.00
Final Sat.: 0 0 0
———————————— v L
Capacity Analysis Module:
Vol/Sat: 0.00 0.00 0.00
Crit Moves:

Green/Cycle: 0.00 0.00 0.00
Volume/Cap: 0.00 0.00 0.00
Uniform Del: 0.0 0.0 0.0
IncremntDel: 0.0 0.0 0.0
InitQueuDel: 0.0 0.0 0.0
Delay Adj: 0.00 0.00 0.00
Delay/Veh: 0.0 0.0 0.0
User DelAdj: 1.00 1.00 1.00
AdjDel/Veh: 0.0 0.0 0.0
LOS by Move: A A A
HCM2k95thQ: 0 0 0
Note: Queue reported is

Signal=Split/Rights=Include

1617+

<y

0

VO

Signal=Permit

Vol Cnt Date: n/a Rights=Ignore
Cycle Time (sec): 140
Loss Time (sec): 0
Critical V/C: 0.710
Avg Crit Del (sec/veh): 285
Avg Delay (sec/veh): 276

0

«t b

0 0

Signal=Split/Rights=Include

Highway 101 SB Ramps

« it

Lanes:

1

Base Vol:

129

955

Blossom Hill Road

R

South Bound East Bound West Bound
L - T - R L - R L T
——————————————— e
10 0 10 10 10 0 10 10
4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4
——————————————— R |
340 0 1617 0 1664 214 0 955 1
1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.
340 0 1617 0 1664 214 0 955 1
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 O.
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 O.
340 0 1617 0 1664 0 0 955
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
340 0 1617 0 1664 0 0 955
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 O.
1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 O.
340 0 1617 0 1664 0 0 955
——————————————— e | B
1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 19
0.88 1.00 0.68 0.92 1.00 0.92 0.92 1.00 O.
1.00 0.00 3.00 0.00 3.00 1.00 0.00 3.00 1.
1663 0O 3868 0 5700 1750 0 5700 17
——————————————— |
0.20 0.00 0.42 0.00 0.29 0.00 0.00 0.17 O.
E ez = = E ok =
0.59 0.00 0.59 0.00 0.41 0.00 0.00 0.41 O.
0.35 0.00 0.71 0.00 0.71 0.00 0.00 0.41 O.
14.9 0.0 20.3 0.0 34.3 0.0 0.0 29.2 0
0.2 0.0 1.1 0.0 1.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0
1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 O.
15.1 0.0 21.4 0.0 35.3 0.0 0.0 29.3 0
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.
15.1 0.0 21.4 0.0 35.3 0.0 0.0 29.3 0
B A C A D A A C
15 0 35 0 34 0 0 18

the number of cars per lane.

Traffix 8.0.0715
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Level Of Service Computation Report
2000 HCM Operations (Base Volume Altemative)

BG_PM
Intersection #1: Blossom Hilll/ Highway 101 SB Ramps
Signal=Split/Rights=Include
Base Vol: 1487+ 0 79
Lanes: 4/] 3 ‘l i #()’ lL\-P
Signal=Permit Signal=Permit
Base Vol: Lanes: Rights=Ignore Vol Cnt Date: n/a Rights=Ignore Lanes: Base Vol:
o o } Cycle Time (sec): 160 t L 140
Loss Time (sec): 6
0 i: :t
2260%+* 3 » Critical VIC:  0.811 ‘ 1422
0 v Avg Crit Del (sec/veh): 375 t_ 0
192 1 Avg Delay (sec/veh): 34.7 0 0
} LOS: C {
Lanes: 0 0 0 0 0
Base Vol: 0 0 0
Signal=Split/Rights=Include
Street Name: Highway 101 SB Ramps Blossom Hill Road
Approach: North Bound South Bound East Bound West Bound
Movement: L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R
———————————— e [ B | e ]
Min. Green 0 0 0 10 0 10 10 10 0 10 10 0
Y+R: 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
———————————— e 1 el | B [ B
Volume Module:
Base Vol: 0 0 0 79 0 1487 0 2260 192 0 1422 140
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 0 0 0 79 0 1487 0 2260 192 0 1422 140
User Adj: 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 0.00
PHF Adj: 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 0.00
PHF Volume: 0 0 0 79 0 1487 0 2260 0 0 1422 0
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Reduced Vol : 0 0 0 79 0 1487 0 2260 0 0 1422 0
PCE Adj: 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 0.00
MLF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 0.00
FinalVolume: 0 0 0 79 0 1487 0 2260 0 0 1422 0
——————————————————————————— e | B | B
Saturation Flow Module:
Sat/Lane: 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
Adjustment: 0.92 1.00 0.92 0.88 1.00 0.68 0.92 1.00 0.92 0.92 1.00 0.92
Lanes: 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 3.00 0.00 3.00 1.00 0.00 3.00 1.00
Final Sat.: 0 0 0 1663 0O 3868 0 5700 1750 0 5700 1750
———————————— v | S | B I Bl
Capacity Analysis Module:
Vol/Sat: 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.05 0.00 0.38 0.00 0.40 0.00 0.00 0.25 0.00
Crit Moves: Frxx FrFEx
Green/Cycle: 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.47 0.00 0.47 0.00 0.49 0.00 0.00 0.49 0.00
Volume/Cap: 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.10 0.00 0.81 0.00 0.81 0.00 0.00 0.51 0.00
Uniform Del: 0.0 0.0 0.0 23.3 0.0 36.0 0.0 34.7 0.0 0.0 27.9 0.0
IncremntDel: 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0 2.9 0.0 1.9 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.0
InitQueuDel: 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Delay Adj: 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.00
Delay/Veh: 0.0 0.0 0.0 23.3 0.0 38.8 0.0 36.6 0.0 0.0 28.0 0.0
User DelAdj: 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
AdjDel/Veh: 0.0 0.0 0.0 23.3 0.0 38.8 0.0 36.6 0.0 0.0 28.0 0.0
LOS by Move: A A A C A D A D A A C A
HCM2k95thQ: 0 0 0 5 0 44 0 51 0 0 27 0
Note: Queue reported is the number of cars per lane.
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Level Of Service Computation Report
2000 HCM Operations (Base Volume Altemative)
BG_AM

Intersection #2: Silver Creek Valley / Highway 101 NB Ramps

Base Vol:
Lanes:
Signal=Protect
Base Vol: Lanes: Rights=Ignore
143 2 ,}
o A
1392%** 2 .
0 v
1075 1 }

Lanes:

Base Vol:

Street Name:

Signal=Split/Rights=Cverlap

301 0 105*+*

b

Vol Cnt Date:
Cycle Time (sec):

nfa
140

Loss Time (sec): 12

Critical V/C: 0.839

Avg Crit Del (sec/veh): 479

Avg Delay (sec/veh): 27

«sth

225 41

Signal=Split/Rights=Include

349+

Highway 101 NB Ramps

Approach: North Bound South Bound
Movement: L T - R L - T - R
———————————— T L
Min. Green: 10 10 10 10 0 10
Y+R: 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
———————————— R |
Volume Module:

Base Vol: 225 41 349 105 0 301
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 225 41 349 105 0 301
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Volume: 225 41 349 105 0 301
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0 0 0 0
Reduced Vol: 225 41 349 105 0 301
PCE Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
MLF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.001.00 1.00
FinalVolume: 225 41 349 105 0 301
___________________________ []-————— -
Saturation Flow Module:

Sat/Lane: 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
Adjustment: 0.79 0.96 0.78 0.81 1.00 0.81
Lanes: 2.61 0.39 1.00 0.41 0.00 1.59
Final Sat.: 3937 717 1488 631 0 2440
———————————— et | R
Capacity Analysis Module:

Vol/Sat: 0.06 0.06 0.23 0.17 0.00 0.12
Crit Moves: FAxA Kkxk
Green/Cycle: 0.28 0.28 0.28 0.20 0.00 0.28
Volume/Cap: 0.20 0.20 0.84 0.84 0.00 0.44
Uniform Del: 38.5 38.5 47.5 54.0 0.0 41.3
IncremntDel: 0.1 0.1 14.1 12.3 0.0 0.3
InitQueuDel: 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Delay Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00
Delay/Veh: 38.6 38.6 61.5 66.3 0.0 41.7
User DelAdj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
AdjDel/Veh: 38.6 38.6 61.5 66.3 0.0 41.7
LOS by Move: D D E E A D
HCM2k95thQ: 7 7 30 25 0] 14
Note: Queue reported is the number of cars pe

Signal=Protect

Rights=Include

A

ettt

Lanes:

0

Base Vol:

51

1162

[0 d

Silver Creek Valley Road

East Bound West Bound
L - T R L T R
H=mmmmmmm e []-mmmm e
7 10 10 0 10 10
4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
- -
143 1392 1075 0 1162 51
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
143 1392 1075 0 1162 51
1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
143 1392 0 0 1162 51
0 0 0 0 0 0
143 1392 0 0 1162 51
1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
143 1392 0 0 1162 51
- - -
1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
0.79 1.00 0.92 0.92 0.99 0.92
2.00 2.00 1.00 0.00 2.86 0.14
2992 3800 1750 0 5408 237
- -
0.05 0.37 0.00 0.00 0.21 o0.22

E ok = E ok = =
0.08 0.44 0.00 0.00 0.35 0.35
0.58 0.84 0.00 0.00 0.61 0.61
61.9 35.1 0.0 0.0 37.2 37.2
3.4 4.0 0.0 0.0 0.5 0.5
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
1.00 1.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 1.00
65.3 39.1 0.0 0.0 37.7 37.7
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
65.3 39.1 0.0 0.0 37.7 37.7
E D A A D D
9 46 0 0 25 25
r lane.
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Level Of Service Computation Report
2000 HCM Operations (Base Volume Altemative)
BG_PM

Intersection #2: Silver Creek Valley / Highway 101 NB Ramps

Signal=Split/Rights=Cverlap

Base Vol: 217 0 28++*
Lanes: 1 0 1 0 0
Signal=Protect
Base Vol: Lanes: Rights=Ignore Vol Cnt Date: n/a
Cycle Time (sec): 160
243 2 _}
Loss Time (sec): 12
0

583 2 . Critical V/IC: 0.874
0 v Avg Crit Del (sec/veh): 62.8

1376 1 } Avg Delay (sec/veh): 52.1

Lanes:
Base Vol:

Street Name:

308 86

Signal=Split/Rights=Include

Highway 101 NB Ramps

«sth

503x+*

Signal=Protect

Rights=Include

A

ettt

Lanes:

0

Base Vol:

57

1632%%*

Silver Creek Valley Road

East Bound West Bound
L - T R L T R
[=mmmmmmm e []-mmmmmm e
7 10 10 0 10 10
4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
- -
243 583 1376 0 1632 57
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
243 583 1376 0 1632 57
1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
243 583 0 0 1632 57
0 0 0 0 0 0
243 583 0 0 1632 57
1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
243 583 0 0 1632 57
- - -
1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
0.79 1.00 0.92 0.92 1.00 0.92
2.00 2.00 1.00 0.00 2.89 0.11
2992 3800 1750 0 5464 191
- -
0.08 0.15 0.00 0.00 0.30 0.30

* Kk E oz = =

0.09 0.43 0.00 0.00 0.34 0.34
0.87 0.35 0.00 0.00 0.87 0.87
71.6 30.2 0.0 0.0 49.4 49.4
24.9 0.1 0.0 0.0 4.8 4.8
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
1.00 1.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 1.00
96.6 30.3 0.0 0.0 54.2 54.2
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
96.6 30.3 0.0 0.0 54.2 54.2
F C A A D D
18 17 0 0 44 44

Approach: North Bound South Bound
Movement: L T - R L - T - R
———————————— T L I
Min. Green: 10 10 10 10 0 10
Y+R: 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
———————————— R I
Volume Module:

Base Vol: 308 86 503 28 0] 217
Growth Adj: 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 308 86 503 28 0 217
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Volume: 308 86 503 28 0 217
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0 0 0 0
Reduced Vol: 308 86 503 28 0 217
PCE Adj: 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
MLF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
FinalVolume: 308 86 503 28 0 217
___________________________ []-————— -
Saturation Flow Module:

Sat/Lane: 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
Adjustment: 0.80 0.96 0.78 0.79 1.00 0.79
Lanes: 2.44 0.56 1.00 0.21 0.00 1.79
Final Sat.: 3691 1031 1488 309 0 2707
———————————— e |
Capacity Analysis Module:

Vol/Sat: 0.08 0.08 0.34 0.09 0.00 0.08
Crit Moves: FAkx Kkkk
Green/Cycle: 0.39 0.39 0.39 0.10 0.00 0.20
Volume/Cap: 0.22 0.22 0.87 0.87 0.00 0.41
Uniform Del: 32.8 32.8 45.4 70.7 0.0 56.2
IncremntDel: 0.1 0.1 13.9 24.8 0.0 0.5
InitQueuDel: 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Delay Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00
Delay/Veh: 32.9 32.9 59.4 95,5 0.0 56.6
User DelAdj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
AdjDel/Veh: 32.9 32.9 59.4 955 0.0 56.6
LOS by Move: C C E F A E
HCM2k95thQ: 9 9 44 18 0 11
Note: Queue reported is the number of cars per lane.

Traffix 8.0.0715
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Level Of Service Computation Report
2000 HCM Operations (Base Volume Altemative)
BG_AM

Intersection #3: Silver Creek Valley/ Silver Creek Valley Pl

Base Vol:
Lanes:

Signal=Protect

Base Vol: Lanes: Rights=Include
0 0 ,}
o A
1553*** 3 .
1 v
248 0 }

Lanes:
Base Vol:

Street Name:

Signal=Split/Rights=Include

Cycle Time (sec):

Avg Crit Del (sec/veh):

Avg Delay (sec/veh):

«th

127

S e

Signal=Protect
Rights=Include

A

Vol Cnt Date: nfa

110
Loss Time (sec): 9

Critical VIC: 0.370

120

9.5

s

0 B3rx

Signal=Split/Rights=Include

Silver Creek Valley Place

Approach: North Bound
Movement: L - T R
Min. Green 7 10 10
Y+R: 4.0 4.0 4.0
Volume Module:

Base Vol: 127 0 53
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 127 0 53
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Volume: 127 0 53
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0
Reduced Vol: 127 0 53
PCE Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00
MLF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00
FinalVolume: 127 0 53
Saturation Flow Module:
Sat/Lane: 1900 1900 1900
Adjustment: 0.85 1.00 0.85
Lanes: 1.55 0.00 0.45
Final Sat.: 2497 0 735
Capacity Analysis Module:
Vol/Sat: 0.05 0.00 0.07
Crit Moves: ForA
Green/Cycle: 0.19 0.00 0.19
Volume/Cap: 0.26 0.00 0.37
Uniform Del: 37.6 0.0 38.5
IncremntDel: 0.2 0.0 0.5
InitQueuDel: 0.0 0.0 0.0
Delay Adj: 1.00 0.00 1.00
Delay/Veh: 37.8 0.0 39.0
User DelAdj: 1.00 1.00 1.00
AdjDel/Veh: 37.8 0.0 39.0
LOS by Move: D A D
HCM2k95thQ: 5 0 8
Note: Queue reported is

Lanes:

0

0

1183

South Bound East Bound
L - T - R L - T R

0 0 0 7 10 10
4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
0 0 0 0 1553 248
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
0 0 0 0 1553 248
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
0 0 0 0 1553 248

0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 1553 248
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
0 0 0 0 1553 248
e -
1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
0.92 1.00 0.92 0.92 0.98 0.90
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 3.41 0.59
0 0 0 0 6341 1013
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.24 0.24

E ok =

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.66 0.66
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.37 0.37
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 8.4 8.4
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 1.00
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 8.5 8.5
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 8.5 8.5
A A A A A A

0 0 0 0 12 12

the number of cars per lane.

Base Vol:

Silver Creek Valley Road

West Bound

T

R

T
gl
PO O
OIT>WOWOOOoOWWON

gl
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Level Of Service Computation Report
2000 HCM Operations (Base Volume Altemative)
BG_PM

Intersection #3: Silver Creek Valley/ Silver Creek Valley Pl

Base Vol:
Lanes:

Signal=Protect

Base Vol: Lanes: Rights=Include
O*** 0 _}
o A
1061 3 .
1 v
70 0 }

Lanes:
Base Vol:

Street Name:

Signal=Split/Rights=Include

Cycle Time (sec):

Avg Crit Del (sec/veh):

Avg Delay (sec/veh):

«th

155

S e

Signal=Protect
Rights=Include

A

Vol Cnt Date: nfa

110
Loss Time (sec): 9

Critical VIC: 0.376

9.7

123

s

0 Y

Signal=Split/Rights=Include

Silver Creek Valley Place

Lanes:

0

0

1542%%%

South Bound East Bound
L - T - R L - T R
[=mmmmmmm e
0 0 0 7 10 10
4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
-
0 0 0 0 1061 70
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
0 0 0 0 1061 70
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
0 0 0 0 1061 70
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 1061 70
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
0 0 0 0 1061 70
e -
1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
0.92 1.00 0.92 0.92 0.99 0.91
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 3.73 0.27
0 0 0 0 7028 464
-
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.15 0.15
E ok = =
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.51 0.51
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.30 0.30
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 15.8 15.8
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 1.00
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 15.8 15.8
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 15.8 15.8
A A A A B B
0 0 0 0 10 10

Approach: North Bound
Movement: L - T R
———————————— e
Min. Green 7 10 10
Y+R: 4.0 4.0 4.0
———————————— R |
Volume Module:

Base Vol: 155 0 44
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 155 0 44
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Volume: 155 0 44
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0
Reduced Vol: 155 0 44
PCE Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00
MLF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00
FinalVolume: 155 0 44
Saturation Flow Module:
Sat/Lane: 1900 1900 1900
Adjustment: 0.86 1.00 0.86
Lanes: 1.64 0.00 0.36
Final Sat.: 2669 0 590
———————————— et | s
Capacity Analysis Module:
Vol/Sat: 0.06 0.00 0.07
Crit Moves: FrA A
Green/Cycle: 0.20 0.00 0.20
Volume/Cap: 0.29 0.00 0.38
Uniform Del: 37.5 0.0 38.2
IncremntDel: 0.2 0.0 0.4
InitQueuDel: 0.0 0.0 0.0
Delay Adj: 1.00 0.00 1.00
Delay/Veh: 37.8 0.0 38.6
User DelAdj: 1.00 1.00 1.00
AdjDel/Veh: 37.8 0.0 38.6
LOS by Move: D A D
HCM2k95thQ: 6 0 8
Note: Queue reported is

the number of cars per lane.

Base Vol:

Silver Creek Valley Road

West Bound
L T R
7 10 10
4.0 4.0 4.0
34 1542 0
1.00 1.00 1.00
34 1542 0
1.00 1.00 1.00
1.00 1.00 1.00
34 1542 0
0 0 0
34 1542 0
1.00 1.00 1.00
1.00 1.00 1.00
34 1542 0
1900 1900 1900
0.88 1.00 0.92
1.00 3.00 0.00
1663 5700 0
0.02 0.27 0.00

Ez k=

0.21 0.72 0.00
0.10 0.38 0.00
34.7 5.9 0.0
0.1 0.1 0.0
0.0 0.0 0.0
1.00 1.00 0.00
34.9 6.0 0.0
1.00 1.00 1.00
34.9 6.0 0.0
C A A
2 13 0

Traffix 8.0.0715
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Level Of Service Computation Report
2000 HCM Operations (Base Volume Altemative)

BG_AM

Intersection #4: Silver Creek Valley / Piercy / Dwy 1

Base Vol:
Lanes:

Signal=Protect

Base Vol: Lanes: Rights=Overlap
6 1 ,}
o A
1172%+* 3 _.'_
0 v
444 1 }

Lanes:
Base Vol:

Signal=Split/Rights=Include

0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
Vol Cnt Date:
Cycle Time (sec):

nfa
110

Loss Time (sec): 9
Critical V/IC: 0.262

Avg Crit Del (sec/veh): 89

Avg Delay (sec/veh): 89

LOS: A
1 0 1! 0 o0
102%** 0 13
Signal=Split/Rights=Include

Signal=Protect

Rights=Include

Street Name:Piercy Road / Project Driveway #1

Siilver Creek Valley Road

A

ettt

Lanes:

0

0

1115

i

Approach: North Bound South Bound East Bound
Movement: L - T - R L - T - R L - T R
———————————— e [ |
Min. Green: 10 10 10 0 0] 0 7 10 10
Y+R: 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 40 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
———————————— 1 e | B
Volume Module:

Base Vol: 102 0 13 0 0 0 6 1172 444
Growth Adj: 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 102 0 13 0 0 0 6 1172 444
User Adj: 1.001.00 1.00 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 1.001.00 1.00 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Volume: 102 0 13 0 0 0 6 1172 444
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Reduced Vol: 102 0 13 0] 0 0 6 1172 444
PCE Adj: 1.001.00 1.00 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
MLF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
FinalVolume: 102 0 13 0 0 0 6 1172 444
__________________________________________ |
Saturation Flow Module:

Sat/Lane: 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
Adjustment: 0.87 1.00 0.87 0.92 1.00 0.92 0.8 1.00 0.78
Lanes: 1.80 0.00 0.20 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 3.00 1.00
Final Sat.: 2961 0 335 0 0 0 1663 5700 1488
———————————— e L ] | B
Capacity Analysis Module:

Vol/Sat: 0.03 0.00 0.04 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.21 0-30
Crit Moves: **** Fekex
Green/Cycle: 0.14 0.00 0.14 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.19 0.72 0.85
Volume/Cap: 0.25 0.00 0.29 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.02 0.29 0.35
Uniform Del: 42.5 0.0 42.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 36.0 5.5 1.7
IncremntDel: 0.3 0.0 0.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.2
InitQueuDel: 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Delay Adj: 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Delay/Veh: 42.8 0.0 43.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 36.1 5.5 1.8
User DelAdj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
AdjDel/Veh: 42.8 0.0 43.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 36.1 5.5 1.8
LOS by Move: D A D A A A D A A
HCM2k95thQ: 4 0 5 (0] 0] 0 0] 9 7
Note: Queue reported is the number of cars per lane.

Base Vol:

West Bound

T

R

[EY
o

R
oo

e
oo
RPOOrROROOROR

48.3

0]
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Level Of Service Computation Report
2000 HCM Operations (Base Volume Altemative)

BG_PM

Intersection #4: Silver Creek Valley / Piercy / Dwy 1

Base Vol:
Lanes:

Signal=Protect

Base Vol: Lanes: Rights=Overlap
N o
o A
1022 3 _.'_
0 v
72 1 }

Lanes:
Base Vol:

Signal=Split/Rights=Include

0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
Vol Cnt Date:
Cycle Time (sec):

nfa
110

Loss Time (sec): 9

Critical VIC: 0.375

Avg Crit Del (sec/veh): 195

Avg Delay (sec/veh): 16.0

LOS: B
1 0 1! 0 o0
414 0
Signal=Split/Rights=Include

150k

Signal=Protect

Rights=Include

Street Name:Piercy Road / Project Driveway #1

O>O000000O00O0

[cNoNoNoNeoNoNoNoNoNoNe]

Siilver Creek Valley Road

A

ettt

Lanes:

0

0

1179%*

East Bound

- T

Approach: North Bound South Bound
Movement: L - T - R L - T - R
———————————— L I
Min. Green: 10 10 10 0 0

Y+R: 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 40 4
———————————— R I B
Volume Module:

Base Vol: 414 0 15 0 0
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.0
Initial Bse: 414 0 15 0 0

User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.0
PHF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.0
PHF Volume: 414 0 15 0 0
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0 0 0
Reduced Vol: 414 0 15 0 0

PCE Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.0
MLF Adj: 1.001.00 1.00 1.001.00 1.0
FinalVolume: 414 0 15 0 0
___________________________ []-—-——————————-
Saturation Flow Module:

Sat/Lane: 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 190
Adjustment: 0.87 1.00 0.87 0.92 1.00 0.9
Lanes: 1.93 0.00 0.07 0.00 0.00 0.0
Final Sat.: 3210 0 112 0 0
———————————— vl | R
Capacity Analysis Module:

Vol/Sat: 0.13 0.00 0.13 0.00 0.00 0.0
Crit Moves: FeAk

Green/Cycle: 0.34 0.00 0.34 0.00 0.00 0.0
Volume/Cap: 0.38 0.00 0.40 0.00 0.00 0.0
Uniform Del: 27.9 0.0 28.0 0.0 0.0 0
IncremntDel: 0.2 0.0 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.
InitQueuDel: 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0
Delay Adj: 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 0.00 0.0
Delay/Veh: 28.1 0.0 28.3 0.0 0.0 0.
User DelAdj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.0
AdjDel/Veh: 28.1 0.0 28.3 0.0 0.0 0
LOS by Move: C A C A A
HCM2k95thQ: 12 0 12 0 0
Note: Queue reported is the number of cars per lane.

R

Base Vol:

West Bound

T

R

[EY
o

R
oo

[eNeNoNoNeoNoloNoNeoNeNe]
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Level Of Service Computation Report
2000 HCM Operations (Base Volume Altemative)
BG_AM

Intersection #5: Silver Creek Valley / Fontanoso

Base Vol:
Lanes:

Signal=Protect

Base Vol: Lanes: Rights=Include
2040 2 _}
o A
884 2 .
1 v
64 0 }

Signal=Split/Rights=Include

52 i 2
0 0 1 0 0
Cycle Time (sec):

Vol Cnt Date: nfa

110

Loss Time (sec): 12

Critical VIC: 0.332

Avg Crit Del (sec/veh): 21.4

Avg Delay (sec/veh): 19.2

«sth

Signal=Protect

Rights=Overlap

A

ettt

Lanes:

1

Base Vol:

22

1060***

27

Lanes:
Base Vol: 12 i el 4
Signal=Split/Rights=Overlap
Street Name: Fontanoso Way
Approach: North Bound South Bound East Bound
Movement: L - T - R L - T - R L - T R
———————————— e [ e |
Min. Green: 10 10 10 10 10 10 7 10 10
Y+R: 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
———————————— 1 e | B
Volume Module:
Base Vol: 12 1 4 2 1 52 224 884 64
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 12 1 4 2 1 52 224 884 64
User Adj: 1.001.00 1.00 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 1.001.00 1.00 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Volume: 12 1 4 2 1 52 224 884 64
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Reduced Vol : 12 1 4 2 1 52 224 884 64
PCE Adj: 1.001.00 1.00 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
MLF Adj: 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
FinalVolume: 12 1 4 2 1 52 224 884 64
——————————————————————————— e | B
Saturation Flow Module:
Sat/Lane: 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
Adjustment: 0.92 1.00 0.92 0.92 1.00 0.92 0.83 1.00 0.92
Lanes: 0.93 0.07 1.00 0.03 0.02 0.95 2.00 2.78 0.22
Final Sat.: 1625 135 1750 64 32 1657 3150 5285 383
———————————— e L ] | B
Capacity Analysis Module:
Vol/Sat: 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.07 0.17 0.17
Crit Moves: Rk E EE
Green/Cycle: 0.09 0.09 0.29 0.09 0.09 0.09 0.20 0.51 0.51
Volume/Cap: 0.08 0.08 0.01 0.350.35 0.35 0.36 0.33 0.33
Uniform Del: 45.8 45.8 28.1 46.9 46.9 46.9 38.3 15.6 15.6
IncremntDel: 0.2 0.2 0.0 1.3 1.3 1.3 0.4 0.1 0.1
InitQueubDel: 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Delay Adj: 1.001.00 1.00 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Delay/Veh: 46.0 46.0 28.1 48.2 48.2 48.2 38.6 15.7 15.7
User DelAdj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
AdjDel/Veh: 46.0 46.0 28.1 48.2 48.2 48.2 38.6 15.7 15.7
LOS by Move: D D C D D D D B B
HCM2k95thQ: 1 1 0 5 5 5 8 12 12
Note: Queue reported is the number of cars per lane.

Silver Creek Valley Road

West Bound

T

R

Traffix 8.0.0715
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Level Of Service Computation Report
2000 HCM Operations (Base Volume Altemative)
BG_PM

Intersection #5: Silver Creek Valley / Fontanoso

Base Vol:
Lanes:

Signal=Protect

Base Vol: Lanes: Rights=Include
34 2 ,}
o A
978*** 2 .
1 v
19 0 }

238

Signal=Split/Rights=Include

0

Loss Time (sec):

Critical VIC:

Avg Crit Del (sec/veh):

Avg Delay (sec/veh):

«sth

14

0 0 1 0 0
Vol Cnt Date:
Cycle Time (sec):

nfa
110

12

0.412

26.6

28.1

Signal=Protect

Rights=Overlap

A

ettt

Lanes:

1

0

863

10+

East Bound

0.14
0.08
41.4
0.1
0.0
1.00
41.4
1.00
41.4
D

1

T

Lanes:
Base Vol: T4x** 0 31
Signal=Split/Rights=Overlap
Street Name: Fontanoso Way
Approach: North Bound South Bound
Movement: L - T - R L - T - R
———————————— T L
Min. Green: 10 10 10 10 10 10
Y+R: 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
———————————— R |
Volume Module:
Base Vol: 74 0 31 14 0 238
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 74 0 31 14 0 238
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Volume: 74 0 31 14 0 238
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0 0 0 0
Reduced Vol : 74 0 31 14 0 238
PCE Adj: 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
MLF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.001.00 1.00
FinalVolume: 74 0 31 14 0 238
___________________________ []-————— -
Saturation Flow Module:
Sat/Lane: 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
Adjustment: 0.92 1.00 0.92 0.92 1.00 0.92
Lanes: 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.06 0.00 0.94
Final Sat.: 1750 0 1750 97 0 1653
———————————— et | s
Capacity Analysis Module:
Vol/Sat: 0.04 0.00 0.02 0.14 0.00 0.14
Crit Moves: **** slaiaiad
Green/Cycle: 0.10 0.00 0.16 0.33 0.00 0.33
Volume/Cap: 0.44 0.00 0.11 0.44 0.00 0.44
Uniform Del: 46.9 0.0 39.5 28.9 0.0 28.9
IncremntDel: 1.8 0.0 0.2 0.5 0.0 0.5
InitQueuDel: 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Delay Adj: 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00
Delay/Veh: 48.7 0.0 39.6 29.4 0.0 29.4
User DelAdj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
AdjDel/Veh: 48.7 0.0 39.6 29.4 0.0 29.4
LOS by Move: D A D C A C
HCM2k95thQ: 6 0 2 14 0 14
Note: Queue reported is the number of cars per lane.

R

0.40
0.44
23.9

0.1

0.0
1.00
241
1.00
24.1

15

Base Vol:

Silver Creek Valley Road

West Bound

T

R

48.9

1

[N
o

O
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Level Of Service Computation Report
2000 HCM Operations (Base Volume Altemative)

BG_AM

Intersection #6: Sliver Creek Valley / Hellyer

Signal=Protect/Rights=Overlap

60

89gr**

241

Base Vol: 82 156+ 37
Lanes: 4/] 1 ‘l i #()’ lL\-P
Signal=Protect Signal=Protect

Base Vol: Lanes: Rights=Overlap Vol Cnt Date: n/a Rights=Overlap  Lanes:

- ) } Cycle Time (sec): 110 t L

Loss Time (sec): 12
0 i: :t 0
418 2 ) Critical VIC:  0.459 ‘ 2
0 v Avg Crit Del (sec/veh): 275 t_ 0
228 1 Avg Delay (sec/veh): 27.2 1
} LOS: (] {
Lanes: 2 0 2 0 1
BaseVol:  130%* 137 217
Signal=Protect/Rights=Overlap

Street Name: Hellyer Road
Approach: North Bound South Bound East Bound
Movement: L - T R L T - R L - T R
———————————— e 1 e | B
Min. Green 7 10 10 7 10 10 7 10 10
Y+R: 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
———————————— LI e |
Volume Module:
Base Vol: 130 137 217 37 156 82 263 418 228
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 130 137 217 37 156 82 263 418 228
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Volume: 130 137 217 37 156 82 263 418 228
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Reduced Vol: 130 137 217 37 156 82 263 418 228
PCE Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
MLF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
FinalVolume: 130 137 217 37 156 82 263 418 228
——————————————————————————— R | B
Saturation Flow Module:
Sat/Lane: 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
Adjustment: 0.79 1.00 0.78 0.88 1.00 0.78 0.79 1.00 0.78
Lanes: 2.00 2.00 1.00 1.00 2.00 1.00 2.00 2.00 1.00
Final Sat.: 2992 3800 1488 1663 3800 1488 2992 3800 1488
———————————— v | S |
Capacity Analysis Module:
Vol/Sat: 0.04 0.04 0.15 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.09 0.11 0.15
Crit Moves: **** lalaiaied lalaiaied
Green/Cycle: 0.09 0.11 0.51 0.08 0.09 0.28 0.19 0.30 0.40
Volume/Cap: 0.46 0.33 0.29 0.29 0.45 0.20 0.46 0.36 0.38
Uniform Del: 47.1 45.3 15.4 48.0 47.4 30.0 39.5 29.9 23.5
IncremntDel: 1.2 0.5 0.2 1.3 0.9 0.2 0.6 0.2 0.4
InitQueuDel: 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Delay Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Delay/Veh: 48.3 45.8 15.7 49.3 48.3 30.2 40.0 30.1 23.9
User DelAdj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
AdjDel/Veh: 48.3 45.8 15.7 49.3 48.3 30.2 40.0 30.1 23.9
LOS by Move: D D B D D C D C C
HCM2k95thQ: 6 5 9 3 6 5 9 10 11
Note: Queue reported is the number of cars per lane.

Base Vol:

Silver Creek Valley Road

West Bound

T

R
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Level Of Service Computation Report
2000 HCM Operations (Base Volume Altemative)
BG_PM

Intersection #6: Sliver Creek Valley / Hellyer

Base Vol:
Lanes:
Signal=Protect
Base Vol: Lanes: Rights=Overlap
79 2 ,}
o A
943*** 2 .
0 v
86 1 }

Signal=Protect/Rights=Overlap

275kxx
1 0 2 0
Vol Cnt Date:
Cycle Time (sec):

115

Loss Time (sec):

Critical VIC:

Avg Crit Del (sec/veh):

Avg Delay (sec/veh):

“ ot

50
1
nfa
110

12

0.650

337

325

(h-

Lanes:
Base Vol: 220+ 221 336
Signal=Protect/Rights=Overlap
Street Name: Hellyer Road
Approach: North Bound South Bound
Movement: L - T - R L - T - R
———————————— e
Min. Green: 7 10 10 7 10 10
Y+R: 4.0 .0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
———————————— R |
Volume Module:
Base Vol: 220 221 336 50 115 275
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 220 221 336 50 115 275
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Volume: 220 221 336 50 115 275
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0 0 0 0
Reduced Vol: 220 221 336 50 115 275
PCE Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
MLF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
FinalVolume: 220 221 336 50 115 275
___________________________ []-————— -
Saturation Flow Module:
Sat/Lane: 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
Adjustment: 0.79 1.00 0.78 0.88 1.00 0.78
Lanes: 2.00 2.00 1.00 1.00 2.00 1.00
Final Sat.: 2992 3800 1488 1663 3800 1488
———————————— et | s
Capacity Analysis Module:
Vol/Sat: 0.07 0.06 0.23 0.03 0.03 0.18
Crit Moves: **** Fhxx
Green/Cycle: 0.11 0.20 0.35 0.10 0.19 0.38
Volume/Cap: 0.65 0.29 0.64 0.30 0.16 0.48
Uniform Del: 46.7 37.4 29.9 45.9 37.5 25.6
IncremntDel: 4.4 0.2 2.7 1.0 0.1 0.6
InitQueuDel: 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Delay Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Delay/Veh: 51.1 37.6 32.6 47.0 37.6 26.2
User DelAdj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
AdjDel/Veh: 51.1 37.6 32.6 47.0 37.6 26.2
LOS by Move: D D C D D C
HCM2k95thQ: 11 7 20 4 3 15
Note: Queue reported is the number

Signal=Protect

Rights=Overlap

A

ettt

Lanes:

1

0

63

411

164+**

East Bound

0.20
0.13
36.4
0.1
0.0
1.00
36.5
1.00
36.5
D

3

- T

of cars per lane.

R

0.50
0.12
14.9
0.1
0.0
1.00
15.0
1.00
15.0
B

3

Base Vol:

Silver Creek Valley Road

West Bound

L

7

T

10

R

10
4.0

49.8
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Level Of Service Computation Report

2000 HCM Operations (Base Volume Altemative)

BGPP_AM
Intersection #1: Blossom Hilll/ Highway 101 SB Ramps
Signal=Split/Rights=Include
Base Vol:  1617*** 0 356
Lanes: 3 0 0 0 1
Signal=Permit Signal=Permit
Base Vol: Lanes: Rights=Ignore Vol Cnt Date: n/a Rights=Ignore Lanes: Base Vol:
Cycle Time (sec): 140
0 0 ,}' 1 134
Loss Time (sec): 0
1671 3 I Critical V/C: 0.711 l 957
0 v Avg Crit Del (sec/veh): 285 t— 0
214 1 "‘w Avg Delay (sec/veh): 276 F 0 0

Lanes:
Base Vol:

Street Name:

Approach: North Bound
Movement: L - T R
Min. Green I 0 0 OII
Y+R: 4.0 4.0 4.0
Volume Module:

Base Vol: 0 0 0
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 0 0 0
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Volume: 0 0 0
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0
Reduced Vol : 0 0 0
PCE Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00
MLF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00
FinalVolume: 0 0 0
Saturation Flow Module:
Sat/Lane: 1900 1900 1900
Adjustment: 0.92 1.00 0.92
Lanes: 0.00 0.00 0.00
Final Sat.: 0 0 0
———————————— v L
Capacity Analysis Module:
Vol/Sat: 0.00 0.00 0.00
Crit Moves:

Green/Cycle: 0.00 0.00 0.00
Volume/Cap: 0.00 0.00 0.00
Uniform Del: 0.0 0.0 0.0
IncremntDel: 0.0 0.0 0.0
InitQueuDel: 0.0 0.0 0.0
Delay Adj: 0.00 0.00 0.00
Delay/Veh: 0.0 0.0 0.0
User DelAdj: 1.00 1.00 1.00
AdjDel/Veh: 0.0 0.0 0.0
LOS by Move: A A A
HCM2k95thQ: 0 0 0
Note: Queue reported is

0

«t b

0 0

Signal=Split/Rights=Include

Highway 101 SB Ramps

Blossom Hill Road

R

South Bound East Bound West Bound
L - T - R L - R L T
——————————————— e
10 0 10 10 10 0 10 10
4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4
——————————————— R |
356 0 1617 0 1671 214 0 957 1
1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.
356 0 1617 0 1671 214 0 957 1
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 O.
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 O.
356 0 1617 0 1671 0 0 957
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
356 0 1617 0 1671 0 0 957
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 O.
1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 O.
356 0 1617 0 1671 0 0 957
——————————————— e | B
1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 19
0.88 1.00 0.68 0.92 1.00 0.92 0.92 1.00 O.
1.00 0.00 3.00 0.00 3.00 1.00 0.00 3.00 1.
1663 0O 3868 0 5700 1750 0 5700 17
——————————————— |
0.21 0.00 0.42 0.00 0.29 0.00 0.00 0.17 O.
E ez = = E ok =
0.59 0.00 0.59 0.00 0.41 0.00 0.00 0.41 O.
0.36 0.00 0.71 0.00 0.71 0.00 0.00 0.41 O.
15.1 0.0 20.4 0.0 34.2 0.0 0.0 29.1 0
0.2 0.0 1.1 0.0 1.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0
1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 O.
15.4 0.0 21.5 0.0 35.3 0.0 0.0 29.2 0
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.
15.4 0.0 21.5 0.0 35.3 0.0 0.0 29.2 0
B A C A D A A C
16 0 35 0 34 0 0 18

the number of cars per lane.
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Level Of Service Computation Report
2000 HCM Operations (Base Volume Altemative)

BGPP_PM
Intersection #1: Blossom Hilll/ Highway 101 SB Ramps
Signal=Split/Rights=Include
Base Vol: 1487+ 0 86
Lanes: 4/] 3 ‘l i #()’ lL\-P
Signal=Permit Signal=Permit
Base Vol: Lanes: Rights=Ignore Vol Cnt Date: n/a Rights=Ignore Lanes: Base Vol:
o o } Cycle Time (sec): 160 t L 155
Loss Time (sec): 6
0 i: :t
2263+ 3 » Critical VIC: ~ 0.812 " 1428
0 v Avg Crit Del (sec/veh): 375 t_ 0
192 1 Avg Delay (sec/veh): 34.7 0 0
} LOS: C {
Lanes: 0 0 0 0 0
Base Vol: 0 0 0
Signal=Split/Rights=Include
Street Name: Highway 101 SB Ramps Blossom Hill Road
Approach: North Bound South Bound East Bound West Bound
Movement: L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R
———————————— e [ B | e ]
Min. Green 0 0 0 10 0 10 10 10 0 10 10 0
Y+R: 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
———————————— e 1 el | B [ B
Volume Module:
Base Vol: 0 0 0 86 0 1487 0 2263 192 0 1428 155
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 0 0 0 86 0 1487 0 2263 192 0 1428 155
User Adj: 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 0.00
PHF Adj: 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 0.00
PHF Volume: 0 0 0 86 0 1487 0 2263 0 0 1428 0
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Reduced Vol : 0 0 0 86 0 1487 0 2263 0 0 1428 0
PCE Adj: 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 0.00
MLF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 0.00
FinalVolume: 0 0 0 86 0 1487 0 2263 0 0 1428 0
——————————————————————————— e | B | B
Saturation Flow Module:
Sat/Lane: 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
Adjustment: 0.92 1.00 0.92 0.88 1.00 0.68 0.92 1.00 0.92 0.92 1.00 0.92
Lanes: 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 3.00 0.00 3.00 1.00 0.00 3.00 1.00
Final Sat.: 0 0 0 1663 0O 3868 0 5700 1750 0 5700 1750
———————————— v | S | B I Bl
Capacity Analysis Module:
Vol/Sat: 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.05 0.00 0.38 0.00 0.40 0.00 0.00 0.25 0.00
Crit Moves: Frxx FrFEx
Green/Cycle: 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.47 0.00 0.47 0.00 0.49 0.00 0.00 0.49 0.00
Volume/Cap: 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.11 0.00 0.81 0.00 0.81 0.00 0.00 0.51 0.00
Uniform Del: 0.0 0.0 0.0 23.4 0.0 36.0 0.0 34.6 0.0 0.0 27.9 0.0
IncremntDel: 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0 2.9 0.0 1.9 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.0
InitQueuDel: 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Delay Adj: 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.00
Delay/Veh: 0.0 0.0 0.0 23.4 0.0 38.9 0.0 36.5 0.0 0.0 28.0 0.0
User DelAdj: 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
AdjDel/Veh: 0.0 0.0 0.0 23.4 0.0 38.9 0.0 36.5 0.0 0.0 28.0 0.0
LOS by Move: A A A C A D A D A A C A
HCM2k95thQ: 0 0 0 5 0 44 0 51 0 0 27 0
Note: Queue reported is the number of cars per lane.
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Level Of Service Computation Report
2000 HCM Operations (Base Volume Altemative)
BGPP_AM

Intersection #2: Silver Creek Valley / Highway 101 NB Ramps

Base Vol:
Lanes:
Signal=Protect
Base Vol: Lanes: Rights=Ignore
143 2 ,"
o A
1416 2 .
0 v
1075 1 }

Lanes:

Base Vol:

Street Name:

Highway 101 NB Ramps

Signal=Split/Rights=Cverlap

301 0 105*+*

b

Signal=Protect
Rights=Include

A

Vol Cnt Date:
Cycle Time (sec):

nfa
140

Loss Time (sec): 12

Critical V/C: 0.858

Avg Crit Del (sec/veh): 49.5

Avg Delay (sec/veh): 435

ettt

«sth

225 41
Signal=Split/Rights=Include

365+

Lanes:

0

Base Vol:

51

1173

[0 d

Silver Creek Valley Road

Approach: North Bound South Bound East Bound West Bound
Movement: L T - R L - T - R L - T R L T R
———————————— [ e | e ]
Min. Green: 10 10 10 10 0 10 7 10 10 0 10 10
Y+R: 4.0 4.0 40 4.0 40 4.0 40 40 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
———————————— L e |
Volume Module:

Base Vol: 225 41 365 105 0 301 143 1416 1075 0 1173 51
Growth Adj: 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 225 41 365 105 0 301 143 1416 1075 0 1173 51
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Volume: 225 41 365 105 0 301 143 1416 0 0 1173 51
Reduct Vol: 0] 0] 0 0 0 0 0] 0 0] 0 0 0
Reduced Vol: 225 41 365 105 0 301 143 1416 0] 0 1173 51
PCE Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
MLF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
FinalVolume: 225 41 365 105 0 301 143 1416 0 0 1173 51
——————————————————————————— e | B |
Saturation Flow Module:

Sat/Lane: 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
Adjustment: 0.79 0.96 0.78 0.81 1.00 0.81 0.79 1.00 0.92 0.92 0.99 0.92
Lanes: 2.61 0.39 1.00 0.41 0.00 1.59 2.00 2.00 1.00 0.00 2.86 0.14
Final Sat.: 3937 717 1488 631 0 2440 2992 3800 1750 0 5410 235
———————————— e | e | B | B
Capacity Analysis Module:

Vol/Sat: 0.06 0.06 0.25 0.17 0.00 0.12 0.05 0.37 0.00 0.00 0.22 0.22
Crit MOVGSI *hkhXx E EE E kxS
Green/Cycle: 0.29 0.29 0.29 0.19 0.00 0.28 0.08 0.43 0.00 0.00 0.35 0.35
Volume/Cap: 0.20 0.20 0.86 0.86 0.00 0.45 0.59 0.86 0.00 0.00 0.61 0.61
Uniform Del: 37.8 37.8 47.3 54.6 0.0 41.9 62.0 35.7 0.0 0.0 37.4 37.4
IncremntDel: 0.1 0.1 15.8 14.5 0.0 0.4 3.7 4.7 0.0 0.0 0.6 0.6
InitQueuDel: 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Delay Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 1.00
Delay/Veh: 37.9 37.9 63.1 69.0 0.0 42.3 65.7 40.4 0.0 0.0 38.0 38.0
User DelAdj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
AdjDel/Veh: 37.9 37.9 63.1 69.0 0.0 42.3 65.7 40.4 0.0 0.0 38.0 38.0
LOS by Move: D D E E A D E D A A D D
HCM2k95thQ: 7 7 32 25 0 14 9 48 0] 0 25 25
Note: Queue reported is the number of cars per lane.
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Level Of Service Computation Report
2000 HCM Operations (Base Volume Altemative)

BGPP_P

M

Intersection #2: Silver Creek Valley / Highway 101 NB Ramps

Signal=Split/Rights=Cverlap

Vol Cnt Date:

Critical VIC:

Base Vol: 217 0
Lanes:
Signal=Protect
Base Vol: Lanes: Rights=Ignore
Cycle Time (sec):
243 2 _}
Loss Time (sec):
0
594 2 .
0 v Avg Crit Del (sec/veh):
1376 1 } Avg Delay (sec/veh):

Lanes:
Base Vol:

Street Name:

308 86

Signal=Split/Rights=Include

Highway 101 NB Ramps

Approach: North Bound
Movement: L T - R L
____________ I_____

Min. Green: 10 10 10 10
Y+R: 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
____________ I_____

Volume Module:

Base Vol: 308 86 510 28
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 308 86 510 28
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Volume: 308 86 510 28
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0 0
Reduced Vol: 308 86 510 28
PCE Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
MLF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
FinalVolume: 308 86 510 28
Saturation Flow Module:

Sat/Lane: 1900 1900 1900 1900
Adjustment: 0.80 0.96 0.78 0.79
Lanes: 2.44 0.56 1.00 0.21
Final Sat.: 3691 1031 1488 309
____________ I_____

Capacity Analysis Module:

Vol/Sat: 0.08 0.08 0.34 0.09
Crit Moves: FAxA Kkxk
Green/Cycle: 0.39 0.39 0.39 0.10
Volume/Cap: 0.22 0.22 0.89 0.89
Uniform Del: 32.8 32.8 45.8 70.9
IncremntDel: 0.1 0.1 15.3 27.1
InitQueuDel: 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Delay Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Delay/Veh: 32.9 32.9 61.1 98.0
User DelAdj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
AdjDel/Veh: 32.9 32.9 61.1 98.0
LOS by Move: C C E F
HCM2k95thQ: 9 9 45 18
Note: Queue reported i

ogx

b

nfa
160

12

0.886

63.8

52.8

«sth

510+

South Bound
T

- R

0.19
0.41
56.5
0.5
0.0
1.00
57.0
1.00
57.0
E

11

Signal=Protect

Rights=Include

A

ettt

Lanes:

0

Base Vol:

57

1668***

Silver Creek Valley Road

East Bound West Bound
L - T R L T R
[=mmmmmmm e []-mmmmmm e
7 10 10 0 10 10
4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
- -
243 594 1376 0 1668 57
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
243 594 1376 0 1668 57
1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
243 594 0 0 1668 57
0 0 0 0 0 0
243 594 0 0 1668 57
1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
243 594 0 0 1668 57
- - -
1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
0.79 1.00 0.92 0.92 1.00 0.92
2.00 2.00 1.00 0.00 2.89 0.11
2992 3800 1750 0 5469 187
- -
0.08 0.16 0.00 0.00 0.31 0.31

* Kk E oz = =

0.09 0.44 0.00 0.00 0.34 0.34
0.89 0.36 0.00 0.00 0.89 0.89
71.8 30.2 0.0 0.0 49.5 49.5
27.2 0.1 0.0 0.0 5.3 5.3
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
1.00 1.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 1.00
99.1 30.3 0.0 0.0 54.8 54.8
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
99.1 30.3 0.0 0.0 54.8 54.8
F C A A D D
18 17 0 0 46 46

s the number of cars per lane.
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Level Of Service Computation Report

2000 HCM Operations (Base Volume Altemative)

BGPP_AM

Intersection #3: Silver Creek Valley/ Silver Creek Valley Pl

Base Vol:
Lanes:

Signal=Protect

Base Vol: Lanes: Rights=Include
0 0 ,}
o A
1593*** 3 .
1 v
248 0 }

Lanes:
Base Vol:

Street Name:

Silver Creek Valley Place

Signal=Split/Rights=Include

S e

Signal=Protect
Vol Cnt Date:

Cycle Time (sec):

nfa
110

Loss Time (sec): 9

Critical VIC: 0.376

Avg Crit Del (sec/veh): 119

Avg Delay (sec/veh): 9.4

«th

127 0

53k
Signal=Split/Rights=Include

Rights=Include

A

s

Lanes:

0

Base Vol:

0

1194

Approach: North Bound South Bound East Bound
Movement: L - T R L - T - R L - R
———————————— L |
Min. Green: 7 10 10 0 0] 0 7 10 10
Y+R: 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
———————————— 1 e | B
Volume Module:

Base Vol: 127 0 53 0 0 0 0 1593 248
Growth Adj: 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 127 0 53 0 0 0 0 1593 248
User Adj: 1.001.00 1.00 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 1.001.00 1.00 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Volume: 127 0 53 0 0 0 0 1593 248
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Reduced Vol: 127 0 53 0] 0 0 0 1593 248
PCE Adj: 1.001.00 1.00 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
MLF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
FinalVolume: 127 0 53 0 0 0 0 1593 248
——————————————————————————— e | B
Saturation Flow Module:

Sat/Lane: 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
Adjustment: 0.85 1.00 0.85 0.92 1.00 0.92 0.92 0.98 0.90
Lanes: 1.55 0.00 0.45 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 3.42 0.58
Final Sat.: 2497 0 735 0 0 0 0 6371 992
———————————— e L ] | B
Capacity Analysis Module:

Vol/Sat: 0.05 0.00 0.07 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.25 0.25
Crit Moves: falaiaied Fekex
Green/Cycle: 0.19 0.00 0.19 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.66 0.66
Volume/Cap: 0.27 0.00 0.38 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.38 0.38
Uniform Del: 37.9 0.0 38.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 8.3 8.3
IncremntDel: 0.2 0.0 0.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
InitQueubDel: 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Delay Adj: 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 1.00
Delay/Veh: 38.1 0.0 39.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 8.4 8.4
User DelAdj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
AdjDel/Veh: 38.1 0.0 39.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 8.4 8.4
LOS by Move: D A D A A A A A A
HCM2k95thQ: 5 0 8 (0] 0] 0 0] 13 13
Note: Queue reported is the number of cars per lane.

Silver Creek Valley Road

West Bound

T

T
gl
PO O
OI>NONOOONOW

gl

R

Traffix 8.0.0715
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Level Of Service Computation Report

2000 HCM Operations (Base Volume Altemative)

BGPP_PM

Intersection #3: Silver Creek Valley/ Silver Creek Valley Pl

Base Vol:
Lanes:

Signal=Protect

Base Vol: Lanes: Rights=Include
O*** 0 _}
o A
1079 3 .
1 v
70 0 }

Lanes:
Base Vol:

Street Name:

Silver Creek Valley Place

Signal=Split/Rights=Include

S e

Signal=Protect
Vol Cnt Date: nfa

Cycle Time (sec): 110

Loss Time (sec): 9
Critical V/C: 0.383
Avg Crit Del (sec/veh): 9.6

Avg Delay (sec/veh): 12.2

«th

155 0

A4%5x
Signal=Split/Rights=Include

Rights=Include

A

s

Lanes:

0

0

1578

Approach: North Bound South Bound East Bound
Movement: L - T R L - T - R L - R
———————————— L S |
Min. Green: 7 10 10 0] 0 0 7 10 10
Y+R: 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 40 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
———————————— R [ B | e
Volume Module:

Base Vol: 155 0 44 0 0] 0 0 1079 70
Growth Adj: 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 155 0 44 0 0 0 0 1079 70
User Adj: 1.001.00 1.00 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 1.001.00 1.00 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Volume: 155 0 44 0 0 0 0 1079 70
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Reduced Vol: 155 0 44 0 0 0] 0 1079 70
PCE Adj: 1.001.00 1.00 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
MLF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
FinalVolume: 155 0 44 0 0 0 0 1079 70
——————————————————————————— e | B
Saturation Flow Module:

Sat/Lane: 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
Adjustment: 0.86 1.00 0.86 0.92 1.00 0.92 0.92 0.99 0.91
Lanes: 1.64 0.00 0.36 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 3.74 0.26
Final Sat.: 2669 0 590 0 0 0 0 7036 456
———————————— v L ] | B
Capacity Analysis Module:

Vol/Sat: 0.06 0.00 0.07 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.15 0.15
Crit Moves: alaiaied Frkx
Green/Cycle: 0.19 0.00 0.19 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.51 0.51
Volume/Cap: 0.30 0.00 0.38 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.30 0.30
Uniform Del: 37.9 0.0 38.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 15.5 15.5
IncremntDel: 0.3 0.0 0.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 ©0.0
InitQueuDel: 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Delay Adj: 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 1.00
Delay/Veh: 38.1 0.0 39.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 15.6 15.6
User DelAdj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
AdjDel/Veh: 38.1 0.0 39.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 15.6 15.6
LOS by Move: D A D A A A A B B
HCM2k95thQ: 6 0 8 0] 0] 0 0] 10 10
Note: Queue reported is the number of cars per lane.

Base Vol:

Silver Creek Valley Road

West Bound

T

R

Traffix 8.0.0715
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Level Of Service Computation Report

2000 HCM Operations (Base Volume Altemative)

BGPP_AM

Intersection #4: Silver Creek Valley / Piercy / Dwy 1

Base Vol:
Lanes:

Signal=Protect

Base Vol: Lanes: Rights=Overlap
20 1 ,}
o A
1198*** 3 _.'_
0 v
444 1 }

Lanes:
Base Vol:

Street Name:Piercy Road / Project Driveway #1

Signal=Split/Rights=Include

Cycle Time (sec):

Loss Time (sec): 9
Critical V/IC: 0.268

Avg Crit Del (sec/veh): 838

Avg Delay (sec/veh): 89

S e

Signal=Protect

Vol Cnt Date: n/a Rights=Include

110

«th

102%*

0 13

Signal=Split/Rights=Include

Approach: North Bound
Movement: L - T R
———————————— e |
Min. Green: 10 10 10
Y+R: 4.0 4.0 4.0
———————————— e L
Volume Module:

Base Vol: 102 0 13
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 102 0 13
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Volume: 102 0 13
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0
Reduced Vol: 102 0 13
PCE Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00
MLF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00
FinalVolume: 102 0 13
——————————————————————————— I
Saturation Flow Module:
Sat/Lane: 1900 1900 1900
Adjustment: 0.87 1.00 0.87
Lanes: 1.80 0.00 0.20
Final Sat.: 2961 0 335
———————————— oL
Capacity Analysis Module:
Vol/Sat: 0.03 0.00 0.04
Crit Moves: ****
Green/Cycle: 0.13 0.00 0.13
Volume/Cap: 0.26 0.00 0.29
Uniform Del: 42.8 0.0 43.0
IncremntDel: 0.3 0.0 0.4
InitQueuDel: 0.0 0.0 0.0
Delay Adj: 1.00 0.00 1.00
Delay/Veh: 43.1 0.0 43.4
User DelAdj: 1.00 1.00 1.00
AdjDel/Veh: 43.1 0.0 43.4
LOS by Move: D A D
HCM2k95thQ: 4 0 5
Note: Queue reported is

South Bound

A

s

Lanes:

0

2

1126

i

East Bound

R

0.85

N o
[ L OOk
PO O W

(63}

L - T - R L -
_______________ II_______________
0 © 0 7 10
4.0 40 4.0 4.0 4.0
_______________ II_______________
0 o0 0 20 1198
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
0 © 0 20 1198
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
0 © 0 20 1198
0 © 0 0 0
0 o0 0 20 1198
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
0 © 0 20 1198
_______________ II_______________
1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
0.92 1.00 0.92 0.88 1.00
0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 3.00
0 © 0 1663 5700
_______________ II_______________
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.21
E ok =
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.19 0.72
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.06 0.29
0.0 0.0 0.0 36.4 5.4
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 1.00
0.0 0.0 0.0 36.5 5.4
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
0.0 0.0 0.0 36.5 5.4
A A A D A
0 © 0 1 9

the number of cars per lane.

=
N>0O00O0OO0ONN

Base Vol:

Siilver Creek Valley Road

West Bound

T

R

[EY
o

R
oo

e
oo
NOONMNONOONON

0]

0.59
0.33
11.3

0.1

0.0
1.00
11.4
1.00
11.4

12
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Level Of Service Computation Report
2000 HCM Operations (Base Volume Altemative)
BGPP_PM

Intersection #4: Silver Creek Valley / Piercy / Dwy 1

Base Vol:
Lanes:

Signal=Protect

Base Vol: Lanes: Rights=Overlap
13+ 1 J}
o A
1034 3 _.'_
0 v
72 1 }

Lanes:
Base Vol:

Signal=Split/Rights=Include

0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
Vol Cnt Date:
Cycle Time (sec):

nfa
110

Loss Time (sec): 9

Critical V/C: 0.386

Avg Crit Del (sec/veh): 195

Avg Delay (sec/veh): 19.8

LOS: B
1 0 1! 0 o0
414 0
Signal=Split/Rights=Include

150k

Signal=Protect

Rights=Include

Street Name:Piercy Road / Project Driveway #1

O>O000000O00O0

[cNoNoNoNeoNoNoNoNoNoNe]

Siilver Creek Valley Road

A

ettt

Lanes:

0

1

1215+

East Bound
L - T R
H=mmmmmmm e
7 10 10
4.0 4.0 4.0
-
13 1034 72
1.00 1.00 1.00
13 1034 72
1.00 1.00 1.00
1.00 1.00 1.00
13 1034 72
0 0 0
13 1034 72
1.00 1.00 1.00
1.00 1.00 1.00
13 1034 72
-
1900 1900 1900
0.88 1.00 0.78
1.00 3.00 1.00
1663 5700 1488
-
0.01 0.18 0.05
E ok =

0.06 0.44 0.77
0.12 0.42 0.06
48.6 21.4 3.2
0.5 0.1 0.0
0.0 0.0 0.0
1.00 1.00 1.00
49.1 21.5 3.2
1.00 1.00 1.00
49.1 21.5 3.2
D C A
1 15 1

Approach: North Bound South Bound
Movement: L - T - R L - T - R
———————————— L I
Min. Green: 10 10 10 0 0

Y+R: 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 40 4
———————————— R I B
Volume Module:

Base Vol: 414 0 15 0 0
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.0
Initial Bse: 414 0 15 0 0

User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.0
PHF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.0
PHF Volume: 414 0 15 0 0
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0 0 0
Reduced Vol: 414 0 15 0 0

PCE Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.0
MLF Adj: 1.001.00 1.00 1.001.00 1.0
FinalVolume: 414 0 15 0 0
___________________________ []-—-——————————-
Saturation Flow Module:

Sat/Lane: 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 190
Adjustment: 0.87 1.00 0.87 0.92 1.00 0.9
Lanes: 1.93 0.00 0.07 0.00 0.00 0.0
Final Sat.: 3210 0 112 0 0
———————————— vl | R
Capacity Analysis Module:

Vol/Sat: 0.13 0.00 0.13 0.00 0.00 0.0
Crit Moves: FeAk

Green/Cycle: 0.33 0.00 0.33 0.00 0.00 0.0
Volume/Cap: 0.39 0.00 0.41 0.00 0.00 0.0
Uniform Del: 28.4 0.0 28.6 0.0 0.0 0
IncremntDel: 0.2 0.0 0.3 0.0 0.0 0.
InitQueuDel: 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0
Delay Adj: 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 0.00 0.0
Delay/Veh: 28.7 0.0 28.8 0.0 0.0 0.
User DelAdj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.0
AdjDel/Veh: 28.7 0.0 28.8 0.0 0.0 0
LOS by Move: C A C A A
HCM2k95thQ: 12 0 12 0 0
Note: Queue reported is the number of cars per lane.

Base Vol:

West Bound

T

R

[EY
o

R
oo

NOOMNONOONON

0.53
0.41
15.7

0.1

0.0
1.00
15.8
1.00
15.8

15
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Level Of Service Computation Report
2000 HCM Operations (Base Volume Altemative)
BGPP_AM

Intersection #5: Silver Creek Valley / Fontanoso

Base Vol:
Lanes:

Signal=Protect

Signal=Split/Rights=Include

S e

Signal=Protect

Lanes:

1

Base Vol: Lanes: Rights=Include Vol Cnt Date: n/a Rights=Overlap
Cycle Time (sec): 110
250+ 2 _}
Loss Time (sec): 12
0
885 2 . Critical V/C: 0.346 ‘
1 v Avg Crit Del (sec/veh): 225 t—
64 0 } Avg Delay (sec/veh): 19.9 {

«sth

Base Vol:

24

1065***

27

Lanes:
Base Vol: 12 i el 4
Signal=Split/Rights=Overlap
Street Name: Fontanoso Way
Approach: North Bound South Bound East Bound
Movement: L - T R L - T - R L - R
———————————— e [ e |
Min. Green: 10 10 10 10 10 10 7 10 10
Y+R: 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
———————————— 1 e | B
Volume Module:
Base Vol: 12 1 4 3 1 57 250 885 64
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 12 1 4 3 1 57 250 885 64
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Volume: 12 1 4 3 1 57 250 885 64
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Reduced Vol: 12 1 4 3 1 57 250 885 64
PCE Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
MLF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
FinalVolume: 12 1 4 3 1 57 250 885 64
__________________________________________ |
Saturation Flow Module:
Sat/Lane: 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
Adjustment: 0.92 1.00 0.92 0.92 1.00 0.92 0.83 1.00 0.92
Lanes: 0.93 0.07 1.00 0.050.01 0.94 2.00 2.78 0.22
Final Sat.: 1625 135 1750 86 29 1637 3150 5285 382
———————————— e L ] | B
Capacity Analysis Module:
Vol/Sat: 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.08 0.17 0.17
Crit Moves: Rk E ok = E ok =
Green/Cycle: 0.09 0.09 0.29 0.09 0.09 0.09 0.21 0.51 0.51
Volume/Cap: 0.08 0.08 0.01 0.38 0.38 0.38 0.38 0.33 0.33
Uniform Del: 45.8 45.8 28.1 46.9 46.9 46.9 37.2 15.7 15.7
IncremntDel: 0.2 0.2 0.0 1.5 1.5 1.5 0.4 0.1 0.1
InitQueuDel: 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Delay Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Delay/Veh: 46.0 46.0 28.1 48.4 48.4 48.4 37.6 15.8 15.8
User DelAdj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
AdjDel/Veh: 46.0 46.0 28.1 48.4 48.4 48.4 37.6 15.8 15.8
LOS by Move: D D C D D D D B B
HCM2k95thQ: 1 1 0 5 5 5 9 12 12
Note: Queue reported is the number of cars per lane.

Silver Creek Valley Road

West Bound

T

R

Traffix 8.0.0715
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Level Of Service Computation Report
2000 HCM Operations (Base Volume Altemative)

BGPP_P

M

Intersection #5: Silver Creek Valley / Fontanoso

Base Vol:
Lanes:

Signal=Protect

Base Vol: Lanes: Rights=Include
46 2 ,}
o A
980*** 2 _.'_
1 v
19 0 }

253

Signal=Split/Rights=Include

0

Loss Time (sec):

Critical VIC:

Avg Crit Del (sec/veh):

Avg Delay (sec/veh):

«sth

160

0 0 1 0 0
Vol Cnt Date:
Cycle Time (sec):

nfa
110

12

0.423

27.1

28.7

Signal=Protect

Rights=Overlap

A

ettt

Lanes:

1

1

865

10+

East Bound

0.13
0.11
41.8
0.1
0.0
1.00
41.9
1.00
41.9
D

2

- T

Lanes:
Base Vol: T4x** 0 31
Signal=Split/Rights=Overlap
Street Name: Fontanoso Way
Approach: North Bound South Bound
Movement: L - T - R L - T - R
———————————— T L
Min. Green: 10 10 10 10 10 10
Y+R: 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
———————————— R |
Volume Module:
Base Vol: 74 0 31 16 0 253
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 74 0 31 16 0 253
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Volume: 74 0 31 16 0 253
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0 0 0 0
Reduced Vol : 74 0 31 16 0 253
PCE Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
MLF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.001.00 1.00
FinalVolume: 74 0 31 16 0 253
___________________________ []-————— -
Saturation Flow Module:
Sat/Lane: 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
Adjustment: 0.92 1.00 0.92 0.92 1.00 0.92
Lanes: 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.06 0.00 0.94
Final Sat.: 1750 0 1750 104 0 1646
———————————— et | s
Capacity Analysis Module:
Vol/Sat: 0.04 0.00 0.02 0.15 0.00 0.15
Crit Moves: **** FrAx
Green/Cycle: 0.09 0.00 0.16 0.34 0.00 0.34
Volume/Cap: 0.45 0.00 0.11 0.45 0.00 0.45
Uniform Del: 47.1 0.0 39.7 28.1 0.0 28.1
IncremntDel: 1.9 0.0 0.2 0.5 0.0 0.5
InitQueuDel: 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Delay Adj: 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00
Delay/Veh: 49.1 0.0 39.9 28.7 0.0 28.7
User DelAdj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
AdjDel/Veh: 49.1 0.0 39.9 28.7 0.0 28.7
LOS by Move: D A D C A C
HCM2k95thQ: 6 0 2 15 0 15
Note: Queue reported is the number of cars per lane.

R

0.39
0.45
24.8

0.1

0.0
1.00
24.9
1.00
24.9

16

Base Vol:

Silver Creek Valley Road

West Bound

T

R

D
1
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Level Of Service Computation Report
2000 HCM Operations (Base Volume Altemative)

BGPP_AM

Intersection #6: Sliver Creek Valley / Hellyer

Signal=Protect/Rights=Overlap

60

9O1***

241

Base Vol: 84 156+ 37
Lanes: 4/] 1 ‘l i #()’ lL\-P
Signal=Protect Signal=Protect

Base Vol: Lanes: Rights=Overlap Vol Cnt Date: n/a Rights=Overlap  Lanes:

- ) } Cycle Time (sec): 110 t L

Loss Time (sec): 12
0 i: :t 0
419 2 ) Critical VIC:  0.460 ‘ 2
0 v Avg Crit Del (sec/veh): 275 t_ 0
229 1 Avg Delay (sec/veh): 27.2 1
} LOS: (] {
Lanes: 2 0 2 0 1
BaseVol: 132+ 137 217
Signal=Protect/Rights=Overlap

Street Name: Hellyer Road
Approach: North Bound South Bound East Bound
Movement: L - T R L T - R L - T R
———————————— e 1 e | B
Min. Green 7 10 10 7 10 10 7 10 10
Y+R: 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
———————————— LI e |
Volume Module:
Base Vol: 132 137 217 37 156 84 263 419 229
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 132 137 217 37 156 84 263 419 229
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Volume: 132 137 217 37 156 84 263 419 229
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Reduced Vol: 132 137 217 37 156 84 263 419 229
PCE Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
MLF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
FinalVolume: 132 137 217 37 156 84 263 419 229
——————————————————————————— R | B
Saturation Flow Module:
Sat/Lane: 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
Adjustment: 0.79 1.00 0.78 0.88 1.00 0.78 0.79 1.00 0.78
Lanes: 2.00 2.00 1.00 1.00 2.00 1.00 2.00 2.00 1.00
Final Sat.: 2992 3800 1488 1663 3800 1488 2992 3800 1488
———————————— v | S |
Capacity Analysis Module:
Vol/Sat: 0.04 0.04 0.15 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.09 0.11 0.15
Crit Moves: **** lalaiaied lalaiaied
Green/Cycle: 0.10 0.11 0.51 0.08 0.09 0.28 0.19 0.30 0.40
Volume/Cap: 0.46 0.33 0.29 0.29 0.45 0.20 0.46 0.36 0.38
Uniform Del: 47.1 45.2 15.5 47.9 47.4 30.1 39.5 29.9 23.4
IncremntDel: 1.2 0.5 0.2 1.3 0.9 0.2 0.6 0.2 0.4
InitQueuDel: 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Delay Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Delay/Veh: 48.2 45.7 15.7 49.2 48.3 30.3 40.1 30.1 23.8
User DelAdj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
AdjDel/Veh: 48.2 45.7 15.7 49.2 48.3 30.3 40.1 30.1 23.8
LOS by Move: D D B D D C D C C
HCM2k95thQ: 6 5 9 3 6 5 9 10 11
Note: Queue reported is the number of cars per lane.

Base Vol:

Silver Creek Valley Road

West Bound

T

R
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Level Of Service Computation Report
2000 HCM Operations (Base Volume Altemative)

BGPP_P

M

Intersection #6: Sliver Creek Valley / Hellyer

Base Vol:
Lanes:
Signal=Protect
Base Vol: Lanes: Rights=Overlap
79 2 ,}
o A
945*** 2 .
0 v
88 1 }

Signal=Protect/Rights=Overlap

2764+
1 0 2 0
Vol Cnt Date:
Cycle Time (sec):

115

Loss Time (sec):

Critical VIC:

Avg Crit Del (sec/veh):

Avg Delay (sec/veh):

“ ot

50
1
nfa
110

12

0.651

337

326

(h-

Lanes:
Base Vol: 221 221 336
Signal=Protect/Rights=Overlap
Street Name: Hellyer Road
Approach: North Bound South Bound
Movement: L - T - R L - T - R
———————————— e
Min. Green: 7 10 10 7 10 10
Y+R: 4.0 .0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
———————————— R |
Volume Module:
Base Vol: 221 221 336 50 115 276
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 221 221 336 50 115 276
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Volume: 221 221 336 50 115 276
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0 0 0 0
Reduced Vol: 221 221 336 50 115 276
PCE Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
MLF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
FinalVolume: 221 221 336 50 115 276
___________________________ []-————— -
Saturation Flow Module:
Sat/Lane: 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
Adjustment: 0.79 1.00 0.78 0.88 1.00 0.78
Lanes: 2.00 2.00 1.00 1.00 2.00 1.00
Final Sat.: 2992 3800 1488 1663 3800 1488
———————————— et | s
Capacity Analysis Module:
Vol/Sat: 0.07 0.06 0.23 0.03 0.03 0.19
Crit Moves: **** Fhxx
Green/Cycle: 0.11 0.20 0.35 0.10 0.19 0.38
Volume/Cap: 0.65 0.29 0.64 0.30 0.16 0.48
Uniform Del: 46.7 37.3 29.9 45.9 37.5 25.6
IncremntDel: 4.5 0.2 2.7 1.0 0.1 0.6
InitQueuDel: 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Delay Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Delay/Veh: 51.1 37.6 32.6 46.9 37.6 26.2
User DelAdj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
AdjDel/Veh: 51.1 37.6 32.6 46.9 37.6 26.2
LOS by Move: D D C D D C
HCM2k95thQ: 11 7 20 4 3 15
Note: Queue reported is the number

Signal=Protect

Rights=Overlap

A

ettt

Lanes:

1

0

63

412

164+**

East Bound

0.20
0.13
36.4
0.1
0.0
1.00
36.5
1.00
36.5
D

3

- T

of cars per lane.

R

0.50
0.12
14.9
0.1
0.0
1.00
15.0
1.00
15.0
B

3

Base Vol:

Silver Creek Valley Road

West Bound

L

7

T

10

R

10
4.0

49.9
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Level Of Service Computation Report

2000 HCM Operations (Base Volume Altemative)

CUM_AM
Intersection #1: Blossom Hilll/ Highway 101 SB Ramps
Signal=Split/Rights=Include
Base Vol:  1617*** 0 360
Lanes: 3 0 0 0 1
Signal=Permit Signal=Permit
Base Vol: Lanes: Rights=Ignore Vol Cnt Date: n/a Rights=Ignore Lanes: Base Vol:
Cycle Time (sec): 140
0 0 ,}' 1 135
Loss Time (sec): 0
1671 3 I Critical V/C: 0.711 l 957
0 v Avg Crit Del (sec/veh): 285 t— 0
214 1 "‘w Avg Delay (sec/veh): 276 F 0 0

Lanes:
Base Vol:

Street Name:

Approach: North Bound
Movement: L - T R
Min. Green I 0 0 OII
Y+R: 4.0 4.0 4.0
Volume Module:

Base Vol: 0 0 0
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 0 0 0
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Volume: 0 0 0
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0
Reduced Vol : 0 0 0
PCE Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00
MLF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00
FinalVolume: 0 0 0
Saturation Flow Module:
Sat/Lane: 1900 1900 1900
Adjustment: 0.92 1.00 0.92
Lanes: 0.00 0.00 0.00
Final Sat.: 0 0 0
———————————— v L
Capacity Analysis Module:
Vol/Sat: 0.00 0.00 0.00
Crit Moves:

Green/Cycle: 0.00 0.00 0.00
Volume/Cap: 0.00 0.00 0.00
Uniform Del: 0.0 0.0 0.0
IncremntDel: 0.0 0.0 0.0
InitQueuDel: 0.0 0.0 0.0
Delay Adj: 0.00 0.00 0.00
Delay/Veh: 0.0 0.0 0.0
User DelAdj: 1.00 1.00 1.00
AdjDel/Veh: 0.0 0.0 0.0
LOS by Move: A A A
HCM2k95thQ: 0 0 0
Note: Queue reported is

0

«t b

0 0

Signal=Split/Rights=Include

Highway 101 SB Ramps

Blossom Hill Road

R

South Bound East Bound West Bound
L - T - R L - R L T
——————————————— e
10 0 10 10 10 0 10 10
4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4
——————————————— R |
360 0 1617 0 1671 214 0 957 1
1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.
360 0 1617 0 1671 214 0 957 1
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 O.
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 O.
360 0 1617 0 1671 0 0 957
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
360 0 1617 0 1671 0 0 957
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 O.
1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 O.
360 0 1617 0 1671 0 0 957
——————————————— e | B
1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 19
0.88 1.00 0.68 0.92 1.00 0.92 0.92 1.00 O.
1.00 0.00 3.00 0.00 3.00 1.00 0.00 3.00 1.
1663 0O 3868 0 5700 1750 0 5700 17
——————————————— |
0.22 0.00 0.42 0.00 0.29 0.00 0.00 0.17 O.
E ez = = E ok =
0.59 0.00 0.59 0.00 0.41 0.00 0.00 0.41 O.
0.37 0.00 0.71 0.00 0.71 0.00 0.00 0.41 O.
15.2 0.0 20.4 0.0 34.2 0.0 0.0 29.1 0
0.2 0.0 1.1 0.0 1.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0
1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 O.
15.4 0.0 21.5 0.0 35.3 0.0 0.0 29.2 0
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.
15.4 0.0 21.5 0.0 35.3 0.0 0.0 29.2 0
B A C A D A A C
16 0 35 0 34 0 0 18

the number of cars per lane.
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Level Of Service Computation Report
2000 HCM Operations (Base Volume Altemative)

CUM_PM
Intersection #1: Blossom Hilll/ Highway 101 SB Ramps
Signal=Split/Rights=Include
Base Vol: 1487+ 0 87
Lanes: 4/] 3 ‘l i #()’ lL\-P
Signal=Permit Signal=Permit
Base Vol: Lanes: Rights=Ignore Vol Cnt Date: n/a Rights=Ignore Lanes: Base Vol:
o o } Cycle Time (sec): 160 t L 150
Loss Time (sec): 6
0 i: :t
2263+ 3 » Critical VIC: ~ 0.812 " 1428
0 v Avg Crit Del (sec/veh): 375 t_ 0
192 1 Avg Delay (sec/veh): 34.7 0 0
} LOS: C {
Lanes: 0 0 0 0 0
Base Vol: 0 0 0
Signal=Split/Rights=Include
Street Name: Highway 101 SB Ramps Blossom Hill Road
Approach: North Bound South Bound East Bound West Bound
Movement: L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R
———————————— e [ B | e ]
Min. Green 0 0 0 10 0 10 10 10 0 10 10 0
Y+R: 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
———————————— e 1 el | B [ B
Volume Module:
Base Vol: 0 0 0 87 0 1487 0 2263 192 0 1428 159
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 0 0 0 87 0 1487 0 2263 192 0 1428 159
User Adj: 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 0.00
PHF Adj: 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 0.00
PHF Volume: 0 0 0 87 0 1487 0 2263 0 0 1428 0
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Reduced Vol : 0 0 0 87 0 1487 0 2263 0 0 1428 0
PCE Adj: 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 0.00
MLF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 0.00
FinalVolume: 0 0 0 87 0 1487 0 2263 0 0 1428 0
——————————————————————————— e | B | B
Saturation Flow Module:
Sat/Lane: 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
Adjustment: 0.92 1.00 0.92 0.88 1.00 0.68 0.92 1.00 0.92 0.92 1.00 0.92
Lanes: 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 3.00 0.00 3.00 1.00 0.00 3.00 1.00
Final Sat.: 0 0 0 1663 0O 3868 0 5700 1750 0 5700 1750
———————————— v | S | B I Bl
Capacity Analysis Module:
Vol/Sat: 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.05 0.00 0.38 0.00 0.40 0.00 0.00 0.25 0.00
Crit Moves: Frxx FrFEx
Green/Cycle: 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.47 0.00 0.47 0.00 0.49 0.00 0.00 0.49 0.00
Volume/Cap: 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.11 0.00 0.81 0.00 0.81 0.00 0.00 0.51 0.00
Uniform Del: 0.0 0.0 0.0 23.4 0.0 36.0 0.0 34.6 0.0 0.0 27.9 0.0
IncremntDel: 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0 2.9 0.0 1.9 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.0
InitQueuDel: 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Delay Adj: 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.00
Delay/Veh: 0.0 0.0 0.0 23.5 0.0 38.9 0.0 36.5 0.0 0.0 28.0 0.0
User DelAdj: 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
AdjDel/Veh: 0.0 0.0 0.0 23.5 0.0 38.9 0.0 36.5 0.0 0.0 28.0 0.0
LOS by Move: A A A C A D A D A A C A
HCM2k95thQ: 0 0 0 5 0 44 0 51 0 0 27 0
Note: Queue reported is the number of cars per lane.
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Level Of Service Computation Report
2000 HCM Operations (Base Volume Altemative)
CUM_AM

Intersection #2: Silver Creek Valley / Highway 101 NB Ramps

Base Vol:
Lanes:
Signal=Protect
Base Vol: Lanes: Rights=Ignore
143 2 ,"
o A
1420%* 2 .
0 v
1075 1 }

Lanes:

Base Vol:

Street Name:

Highway 101 NB Ramps

Signal=Split/Rights=Cverlap

301 0 105*+*

b

Signal=Protect
Rights=Include

A

Vol Cnt Date:
Cycle Time (sec):

nfa
140

Loss Time (sec): 12

Critical VIC: 0.862

Avg Crit Del (sec/veh): 49.9

Avg Delay (sec/veh): 438

ettt

«sth

225 41
Signal=Split/Rights=Include

360+

Lanes:

0

Base Vol:

51

1175

[0 d

Silver Creek Valley Road

Approach: North Bound South Bound East Bound West Bound
Movement: L T - R L - T - R L - T R L T R
———————————— [ e | e ]
Min. Green: 10 10 10 10 0 10 7 10 10 0 10 10
Y+R: 4.0 4.0 40 4.0 40 4.0 40 40 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
———————————— L e |
Volume Module:

Base Vol: 225 41 369 105 0 301 143 1420 1075 0 1175 51
Growth Adj: 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 225 41 369 105 0 301 143 1420 1075 0 1175 51
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Volume: 225 41 369 105 0 301 143 1420 0 0 1175 51
Reduct Vol: 0] 0] 0 0 0 0 0] 0 0] 0 0 0
Reduced Vol: 225 41 369 105 0 301 143 1420 0] 0 1175 51
PCE Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
MLF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
FinalVolume: 225 41 369 105 0 301 143 1420 0 0 1175 51
——————————————————————————— e | B |
Saturation Flow Module:

Sat/Lane: 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
Adjustment: 0.79 0.96 0.78 0.81 1.00 0.81 0.79 1.00 0.92 0.92 0.99 0.92
Lanes: 2.61 0.39 1.00 0.41 0.00 1.59 2.00 2.00 1.00 0.00 2.86 0.14
Final Sat.: 3937 717 1488 631 0 2440 2992 3800 1750 0 5411 235
———————————— e | e | B | B
Capacity Analysis Module:

Vol/Sat: 0.06 0.06 0.25 0.17 0.00 0.12 0.05 0.37 0.00 0.00 0.22 0.22
Crit MOVGSI *hkhXx E EE E kxS
Green/Cycle: 0.29 0.29 0.29 0.19 0.00 0.27 0.08 0.43 0.00 0.00 0.35 0.35
Volume/Cap: 0.20 0.20 0.86 0.86 0.00 0.45 0.59 0.86 0.00 0.00 0.62 0.62
Uniform Del: 37.7 37.7 47.2 54.7 0.0 42.1 62.1 35.9 0.0 0.0 37.5 37.5
IncremntDel: 0.1 0.1 16.2 15.0 0.0 0.4 3.8 4.9 0.0 0.0 0.6 0.6
InitQueuDel: 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Delay Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 1.00
Delay/Veh: 37.7 37.7 63.5 69.7 0.0 42.4 65.8 40.8 0.0 0.0 38.1 38.1
User DelAdj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
AdjDel/Veh: 37.7 37.7 63.5 69.7 0.0 42.4 65.8 40.8 0.0 0.0 38.1 38.1
LOS by Move: D D E E A D E D A A D D
HCM2k95thQ: 7 7 32 25 0 14 9 48 0] 0 25 25
Note: Queue reported is the number of cars per lane.
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Level Of Service Computation Report
2000 HCM Operations (Base Volume Altemative)
CUM_PM

Intersection #2:

Silver Creek Valley / Highway 101 NB Ramps

Signal=Split/Rights=Cverlap

ogx

nfa
160

12

0.889

64.1

53.0

Base Vol: 217 0
Lanes: 1 0 1 0 0
Signal=Protect
Base Vol: Lanes: Rights=Ignore Vol Cnt Date:
Cycle Time (sec):
243 2 _}

Loss Time (sec):

0
595 2 . Critical V/IC:
0 v Avg Crit Del (sec/veh):
1376 1 } Avg Delay (sec/veh):

Lanes:
Base Vol:

Street Name:

308 86

Signal=Split/Rights=Include

Highway 101 NB Ramps

Approach: North Bound
Movement: L T - R L
____________ I_____

Min. Green: 10 10 10 10
Y+R: 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
____________ I_____

Volume Module:

Base Vol: 308 86 512 28
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 308 86 512 28
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Volume: 308 86 512 28
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0 0
Reduced Vol: 308 86 512 28
PCE Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
MLF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
FinalVolume: 308 86 512 28
Saturation Flow Module:

Sat/Lane: 1900 1900 1900 1900
Adjustment: 0.80 0.96 0.78 0.79
Lanes: 2.44 0.56 1.00 0.21
Final Sat.: 3691 1031 1488 309
____________ I_____

Capacity Analysis Module:

Vol/Sat: 0.08 0.08 0.34 0.09
Crit Moves: FhAK Akkk
Green/Cycle: 0.39 0.39 0.39 0.10
Volume/Cap: 0.22 0.22 0.89 0.89
Uniform Del: 32.8 32.8 45.8 71.0
IncremntDel: 0.1 0.1 15.7 27.7
InitQueuDel: 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Delay Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Delay/Veh: 32.8 32.8 61.5 98.6
User DelAdj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
AdjDel/Veh: 32.8 32.8 61.5 98.6
LOS by Move: C C E F
HCM2k95thQ: 9 9 46 18
Note: Queue reported i

T

«sth

[

South Bound

- R

0.19
0.42
56.6
0.5
0.0
1.00
57.1
1.00
57.1
E

11

Signal=Protect

Rights=Include

A

ettt

Lanes:

0

57

1676

Base Vol:

Silver Creek Valley Road

East Bound West Bound
L - T R L T R
[=mmmmmmm e []-mmmmmm e
7 10 10 0 10 10
4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
- -
243 595 1376 0 1676 57
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
243 595 1376 0 1676 57
1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
243 595 0 0 1676 57
0 0 0 0 0 0
243 595 0 0 1676 57
1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
243 595 0 0 1676 57
- - -
1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
0.79 1.00 0.92 0.92 1.00 0.92
2.00 2.00 1.00 0.00 2.89 0.11
2992 3800 1750 0 5470 186
- -
0.08 0.16 0.00 0.00 0.31 0.31

* Kk E oz = =

0.09 0.44 0.00 0.00 0.34 0.34
0.89 0.36 0.00 0.00 0.89 0.89
71.9 30.2 0.0 0.0 49.5 49.5
27.9 0.1 0.0 0.0 5.5 5.5
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
1.00 1.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 1.00
99.7 30.3 0.0 0.0 55.0 55.0
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
99.7 30.3 0.0 0.0 55.0 55.0
F C A A E E
18 17 0 0 46 46

s the number of cars per lane.
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Level Of Service Computation Report

2000 HCM Operations (Base Volume Altemative)

CUM_AM

Intersection #3: Silver Creek Valley / Silver Creek Valley Pl

Base Vol:
Lanes:

Signal=Protect

Base Vol: Lanes: Rights=Include
0 0 ,}
o A
1601*** 3 _.'_
1 v
248 0 }

Lanes:
Base Vol:

Street Name:

Silver Creek Valley Place

Signal=Split/Rights=Include

S e

Signal=Protect
Vol Cnt Date:

Cycle Time (sec):

nfa
110

Loss Time (sec): 9

Critical VIC: 0.377

Avg Crit Del (sec/veh): 118

Avg Delay (sec/veh): 9.4

«th

127 0

53k
Signal=Split/Rights=Include

Rights=Include

A

s

Lanes:

0

Base Vol:

0

1196

Approach: North Bound South Bound East Bound
Movement: L - T R L - T - R L - R
———————————— L |
Min. Green: 7 10 10 0 0] 0 7 10 10
Y+R: 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
———————————— 1 e | B
Volume Module:

Base Vol: 127 0 53 0 0 0 0 1601 248
Growth Adj: 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 127 0 53 0 0 0 0 1601 248
User Adj: 1.001.00 1.00 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 1.001.00 1.00 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Volume: 127 0 53 0 0 0 0 1601 248
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Reduced Vol: 127 0 53 0] 0 0 0 1601 248
PCE Adj: 1.001.00 1.00 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
MLF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
FinalVolume: 127 0 53 0 0 0 0 1601 248
——————————————————————————— e | B
Saturation Flow Module:

Sat/Lane: 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
Adjustment: 0.85 1.00 0.85 0.92 1.00 0.92 0.92 0.98 0.90
Lanes: 1.55 0.00 0.45 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 3.42 0.58
Final Sat.: 2497 0 735 0 0 0 0 6376 988
———————————— e L ] | B
Capacity Analysis Module:

Vol/Sat: 0.05 0.00 0.07 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.25 0.25
Crit Moves: folaiaied FAxk
Green/Cycle: 0.19 0.00 0.19 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.66 0.66
Volume/Cap: 0.27 0.00 0.38 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.38 0.38
Uniform Del: 38.0 0.0 38.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 8.3 8.3
IncremntDel: 0.2 0.0 0.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
InitQueubDel: 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Delay Adj: 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 1.00
Delay/Veh: 38.2 0.0 39.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 8.3 8.3
User DelAdj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
AdjDel/Veh: 38.2 0.0 39.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 8.3 8.3
LOS by Move: D A D A A A A A A
HCM2k95thQ: 5 0 8 (0] 0] 0 0] 13 13
Note: Queue reported is the number of cars per lane.

Silver Creek Valley Road

West Bound

T

T
gl
PO O
OI>NONOOONOW

gl

R

Traffix 8.0.0715
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Level Of Service Computation Report

2000 HCM Operations (Base Volume Altemative)

CUM_PM

Intersection #3: Silver Creek Valley/ Silver Creek Valley Pl

Base Vol:
Lanes:

Signal=Protect

Base Vol: Lanes: Rights=Include
O*** 0 _}
o A
1082 3 .
1 v
70 0 }

Lanes:
Base Vol:

Street Name:

Silver Creek Valley Place

Signal=Split/Rights=Include

S e

Signal=Protect
Vol Cnt Date:

Cycle Time (sec):

nfa
110

Loss Time (sec): 9

Critical V/C: 0.384

Avg Crit Del (sec/veh): 9.6

Avg Delay (sec/veh): 121

«th

155 0

A4%5x
Signal=Split/Rights=Include

Rights=Include

A

s

Lanes:

0

0

1586+

Approach: North Bound South Bound East Bound
Movement: L - T R L - T - R L - R
———————————— L S |
Min. Green: 7 10 10 0] 0 0 7 10 10
Y+R: 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 40 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
———————————— R [ B | e
Volume Module:

Base Vol: 155 0 44 0 0] 0 0 1082 70
Growth Adj: 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 155 0 44 0 0 0 0 1082 70
User Adj: 1.001.00 1.00 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 1.001.00 1.00 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Volume: 155 0 44 0 0 0 0 1082 70
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Reduced Vol: 155 0 44 0] 0 0 0 1082 70
PCE Adj: 1.001.00 1.00 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
MLF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
FinalVolume: 155 0 44 0 0 0 0 1082 70
——————————————————————————— e | B
Saturation Flow Module:

Sat/Lane: 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
Adjustment: 0.86 1.00 0.86 0.92 1.00 0.92 0.92 0.99 0.91
Lanes: 1.64 0.00 0.36 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 3.74 0.26
Final Sat.: 2669 0 590 0 0 0 0 7037 455
———————————— v L ] | B
Capacity Analysis Module:

Vol/Sat: 0.06 0.00 0.07 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.15 0.15
Crit Moves: alaiaied Frkx
Green/Cycle: 0.19 0.00 0.19 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.51 0.51
Volume/Cap: 0.30 0.00 0.38 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.30 0.30
Uniform Del: 37.9 0.0 38.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 15.5 15.5
Incremntbel: 0.3 0.0 0.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0O 0.0
InitQueuDel: 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0O 0.0
Delay Adj: 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 1.00
Delay/Veh: 38.2 0.0 39.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 15.5 15.5
User DelAdj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
AdjDel/Veh: 38.2 0.0 39.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 15.5 15.5
LOS by Move: D A D A A A A B B
HCM2k95thQ: 6 0 8 0 0 0] 0 1 11
Note: Queue reported is the number of cars per lane.

Base Vol:

Silver Creek Valley Road

West Bound
L T R
7 10 10
4.0 4.0 4.0
34 1586 0
1.00 1.00 1.00
34 1586 0
1.00 1.00 1.00
1.00 1.00 1.00
34 1586 0
0 0 0
34 1586 0
1.00 1.00 1.00
1.00 1.00 1.00
34 1586 0
1900 1900 1900
0.88 1.00 0.92
1.00 3.00 0.00
1663 5700 0
0.02 0.28 0.00

Ez k=

0.21 0.72 0.00
0.10 0.38 0.00
34.9 5.8 0.0
0.1 0.1 0.0
0.0 0.0 0.0
1.00 1.00 0.00
35.0 5.9 0.0
1.00 1.00 1.00
35.0 5.9 0.0
C A A
2 13 0
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Level Of Service Computation Report

2000 HCM Operations (Base Volume Altemative)

CUM_AM

Intersection #4: Silver Creek Valley / Piercy / Dwy 1

Base Vol:
Lanes:

Signal=Protect

Base Vol: Lanes: Rights=Overlap
20 1 ,}
o A
1201%** 3 .
0 v
449 1 }

Lanes:
Base Vol:

Street Name:Piercy Road / Project Driveway #1

Signal=Split/Rights=Include

Cycle Time (sec):

Loss Time (sec): 9
Critical V/IC: 0.269

Avg Crit Del (sec/veh): 89

Avg Delay (sec/veh): 9.0

S e

Signal=Protect

Vol Cnt Date: n/a Rights=Include

110

«th

1044+

0 13

Signal=Split/Rights=Include

Approach: North Bound
Movement: L - T R
———————————— e |
Min. Green: 10 10 10
Y+R: 4.0 4.0 4.0
———————————— e L
Volume Module:

Base Vol: 104 0 13
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 104 0 13
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Volume: 104 0 13
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0
Reduced Vol: 104 0 13
PCE Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00
MLF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00
FinalVolume: 104 0 13
——————————————————————————— I
Saturation Flow Module:
Sat/Lane: 1900 1900 1900
Adjustment: 0.87 1.00 0.87
Lanes: 1.80 0.00 0.20
Final Sat.: 2963 0 329
———————————— oL
Capacity Analysis Module:
Vol/Sat: 0.04 0.00 0.04
Crit Moves: ****
Green/Cycle: 0.13 0.00 0.13
Volume/Cap: 0.26 0.00 0.29
Uniform Del: 42.7 0.0 42.9
IncremntDel: 0.3 0.0 0.4
InitQueuDel: 0.0 0.0 0.0
Delay Adj: 1.00 0.00 1.00
Delay/Veh: 43.0 0.0 43.3
User DelAdj: 1.00 1.00 1.00
AdjDel/Veh: 43.0 0.0 43.3
LOS by Move: D A D
HCM2k95thQ: 4 0 5
Note: Queue reported is

South Bound

A

s

Lanes:

0

1126

i

East Bound

R

0.85

N o
[ L OOk
PO O W

(63}

L - T - R L -
_______________ II_______________
0 © 0 7 10
4.0 40 4.0 4.0 4.0
_______________ II_______________
0 o0 0 20 1201
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
0 © 0 20 1201
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
0 © 0 20 1201
0 © 0 0 0
0 o0 0 20 1201
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
0 © 0 20 1201
_______________ II_______________
1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
0.92 1.00 0.92 0.88 1.00
0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 3.00
0 © 0 1663 5700
_______________ II_______________
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.21
E ok =
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.19 0.72
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.06 0.29
0.0 0.0 0.0 36.5 5.5
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 1.00
0.0 0.0 0.0 36.6 5.5
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
0.0 0.0 0.0 36.6 5.5
A A A D A
0 © 0 1 9

the number of cars per lane.

=
N>0O00O0OO0ONN

Base Vol:

Siilver Creek Valley Road

West Bound

T

R

[EY
o

R
oo

e
oo
NOONMNONOONON

0]

0.59
0.33
11.4

0.1

0.0
1.00
11.4
1.00
11.4

12
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Level Of Service Computation Report

2000 HCM Operations (Base Volume Altemative)

CUM_PM

Intersection #4: Silver Creek Valley / Piercy / Dwy 1

Base Vol:
Lanes:

Signal=Protect

Base Vol: Lanes: Rights=Overlap
13+ 1 J}
o A
1035 3 _.'_
0 v
74 1 }

Lanes:
Base Vol:

Street Name:Piercy Road / Project Driveway #1

Signal=Split/Rights=Include

Loss Time (sec): 9

Avg Crit Del (sec/veh):

Avg Delay (sec/veh):

«th

419

Critical VIC:

0

0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0
Vol Cnt Date:
Cycle Time (sec):

Signal=Protect
Rights=Include

A

nfa
110

0.389

196

199

ettt

150k

Signal=Split/Rights=Include

Approach: North Bound
Movement: L - T R
———————————— L
Min. Green: 10 10 10
Y+R: 4.0 4.0 4.0
———————————— e L
Volume Module:

Base Vol: 419 0 15
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 419 0 15
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Volume: 419 0 15
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0
Reduced Vol: 419 0 15
PCE Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00
MLF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00
FinalVolume: 419 0 15
——————————————————————————— I
Saturation Flow Module:
Sat/Lane: 1900 1900 1900
Adjustment: 0.87 1.00 0.87
Lanes: 1.93 0.00 0.07
Final Sat.: 3211 0 111
———————————— et L
Capacity Analysis Module:
Vol/Sat: 0.13 0.00 0.14
Crit Moves: ForA
Green/Cycle: 0.33 0.00 0.33
Volume/Cap: 0.39 0.00 0.41
Uniform Del: 28.3 0.0 28.5
IncremntDel: 0.2 0.0 0.3
InitQueuDel: 0.0 0.0 0.0
Delay Adj: 1.00 0.00 1.00
Delay/Veh: 28.6 0.0 28.7
User DelAdj: 1.00 1.00 1.00
AdjDel/Veh: 28.6 0.0 28.7
LOS by Move: C A C
HCM2k95thQ: 12 0 12
Note: Queue reported is

the number of cars per lane.

Lanes:

0

1

1218***

South Bound East Bound
L - T - R L - T R
_______________ II_______________
0 0 0 7 10 10
4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
_______________ II_______________
0 0 0 13 1035 74
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
0 0 0 13 1035 74
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
0 0 0 13 1035 74
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 13 1035 74
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
0 0 0 13 1035 74
_______________ ] [
1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
0.92 1.00 0.92 0.8 1.00 0.78
0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 3.00 1.00
0 0 0 1663 5700 1488
_______________ II_______________
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.18 0.05
E ok =
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.06 0.43 0.77
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.12 0.42 0.06
0.0 0.0 0.0 48.6 21.5 3.2
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.5 0.1 0.0
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
0.0 0.0 0.0 49.1 21.6 3.2
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
0.0 0.0 0.0 49.1 21.6 3.2
A A A D C A
0 0 0 1 15 1

Base Vol:

Siilver Creek Valley Road

West Bound

T

R

[EY
o

R
oo

NOOMNONOONON

0.52
0.41
15.9

0.1

0.0
1.00
16.0
1.00
16.0

15
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Level Of Service Computation Report
2000 HCM Operations (Base Volume Altemative)
CUM_AM

Intersection #5: Silver Creek Valley / Fontanoso

Base Vol:
Lanes:

Signal=Protect

Signal=Split/Rights=Include

S e

Signal=Protect

Lanes:

1

Base Vol: Lanes: Rights=Include Vol Cnt Date: n/a Rights=Overlap
Cycle Time (sec): 110
250+ 2 _}
Loss Time (sec): 12
0
888 2 . Critical V/C: 0.346 ‘
1 v Avg Crit Del (sec/veh): 225 t—
64 0 } Avg Delay (sec/veh): 19.9 {

«sth

Base Vol:

24

1065***

27

Lanes:
Base Vol: 12 i el 4
Signal=Split/Rights=Overlap
Street Name: Fontanoso Way
Approach: North Bound South Bound East Bound
Movement: L - T R L - T - R L - R
———————————— e [ e |
Min. Green: 10 10 10 10 10 10 7 10 10
Y+R: 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
———————————— 1 e | B
Volume Module:
Base Vol: 12 1 4 3 1 57 250 888 64
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 12 1 4 3 1 57 250 888 64
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Volume: 12 1 4 3 1 57 250 888 64
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Reduced Vol: 12 1 4 3 1 57 250 888 64
PCE Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
MLF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
FinalVolume: 12 1 4 3 1 57 250 888 64
__________________________________________ |
Saturation Flow Module:
Sat/Lane: 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
Adjustment: 0.92 1.00 0.92 0.92 1.00 0.92 0.83 1.00 0.92
Lanes: 0.93 0.07 1.00 0.050.01 0.94 2.00 2.78 0.22
Final Sat.: 1625 135 1750 86 29 1637 3150 5286 381
———————————— e L ] | B
Capacity Analysis Module:
Vol/Sat: 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.08 0.17 0.17
Crit Moves: Rk E ok = E ok =
Green/Cycle: 0.09 0.09 0.29 0.09 0.09 0.09 0.21 0.51 0.51
Volume/Cap: 0.08 0.08 0.01 0.38 0.38 0.38 0.38 0.33 0.33
Uniform Del: 45.8 45.8 28.2 46.9 46.9 46.9 37.2 15.7 15.7
IncremntDel: 0.2 0.2 0.0 1.5 1.5 1.5 0.4 0.1 0.1
InitQueuDel: 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Delay Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Delay/Veh: 46.0 46.0 28.2 48.4 48.4 48.4 37.6 15.7 15.7
User DelAdj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
AdjDel/Veh: 46.0 46.0 28.2 48.4 48.4 48.4 37.6 15.7 15.7
LOS by Move: D D C D D D D B B
HCM2k95thQ: 1 1 0 5 5 5 9 12 12
Note: Queue reported is the number of cars per lane.

Silver Creek Valley Road

West Bound

T

R

Traffix 8.0.0715
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Level Of Service Computation Report
2000 HCM Operations (Base Volume Altemative)
CUM_PM

Intersection #5: Silver Creek Valley / Fontanoso

Base Vol:
Lanes:

Signal=Protect

Base Vol: Lanes: Rights=Include
46 2 ,}
o A
981+** 2 .
1 v
19 0 }

253

Signal=Split/Rights=Include

0

Loss Time (sec):

Critical VIC:

Avg Crit Del (sec/veh):

Avg Delay (sec/veh):

«sth

160

0 0 1 0 0
Vol Cnt Date:
Cycle Time (sec):

nfa
110

12

0.424

27.1

28.7

Signal=Protect

Rights=Overlap

A

ettt

Lanes:

1

1

868

10+

East Bound

0.13
0.11
41.9
0.1
0.0
1.00
42.0
1.00
42.0
D

2

- T

Lanes:
Base Vol: T4x** 0 31
Signal=Split/Rights=Overlap
Street Name: Fontanoso Way
Approach: North Bound South Bound
Movement: L - T - R L - T - R
———————————— T L
Min. Green: 10 10 10 10 10 10
Y+R: 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
———————————— R |
Volume Module:
Base Vol: 74 0 31 16 0 253
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 74 0 31 16 0 253
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Volume: 74 0 31 16 0 253
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0 0 0 0
Reduced Vol : 74 0 31 16 0 253
PCE Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
MLF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.001.00 1.00
FinalVolume: 74 0 31 16 0 253
___________________________ []-————— -
Saturation Flow Module:
Sat/Lane: 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
Adjustment: 0.92 1.00 0.92 0.92 1.00 0.92
Lanes: 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.06 0.00 0.94
Final Sat.: 1750 0 1750 104 0 1646
———————————— et | s
Capacity Analysis Module:
Vol/Sat: 0.04 0.00 0.02 0.15 0.00 0.15
Crit Moves: **** FrAx
Green/Cycle: 0.09 0.00 0.16 0.34 0.00 0.34
Volume/Cap: 0.45 0.00 0.11 0.45 0.00 0.45
Uniform Del: 47.1 0.0 39.7 28.1 0.0 28.1
IncremntDel: 1.9 0.0 0.2 0.5 0.0 0.5
InitQueuDel: 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Delay Adj: 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00
Delay/Veh: 49.1 0.0 39.9 28.7 0.0 28.7
User DelAdj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
AdjDel/Veh: 49.1 0.0 39.9 28.7 0.0 28.7
LOS by Move: D A D C A C
HCM2k95thQ: 6 0 2 15 0 15
Note: Queue reported is the number of cars per lane.

R

0.39
0.45
24.7

0.1

0.0
1.00
24.9
1.00
24.9

16

Base Vol:

Silver Creek Valley Road

West Bound

T

R

D
1
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Level Of Service Computation Report
2000 HCM Operations (Base Volume Altemative)

CUM_AM

Intersection #6: Sliver Creek Valley / Hellyer

Signal=Protect/Rights=Overlap

Base Vol: 84 157+ 37
Lanes: 4/] 1 ‘l i #()’ lL\-P
Signal=Protect Signal=Protect

Base Vol: Lanes: Rights=Overlap Vol Cnt Date: n/a Rights=Overlap  Lanes: Base Vol:

- ) } Cycle Time (sec): 110 t L "

Loss Time (sec): 12
0 i: :t 0
419 2 ) Critical V/C:  0.461 ‘ 2 901+
0 v Avg Crit Del (sec/veh): 275 t_ 0
232 1 Avg Delay (sec/veh): 27.2 1 242
} LOS: C {
Lanes: 2 0 2 0 1
Base Vol: 132+ 137 218
Signal=Protect/Rights=Overlap

Street Name: Hellyer Road Silver Creek Valley Road
Approach: North Bound South Bound East Bound West Bound
Movement: L - T R L T - R L - T R L T R
———————————— e [ B It [ B
Min. Green 7 10 10 7 10 10 7 10 10 7 10 10
Y+R: 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
———————————— L e | e
Volume Module:
Base Vol: 132 137 218 37 157 84 263 419 232 242 901 60
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 132 137 218 37 157 84 263 419 232 242 901 60
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Volume: 132 137 218 37 157 84 263 419 232 242 901 60
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Reduced Vol: 132 137 218 37 157 84 263 419 232 242 901 60
PCE Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
MLF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
FinalVolume: 132 137 218 37 157 84 263 419 232 242 901 60
——————————————————————————— i | e ]
Saturation Flow Module:
Sat/Lane: 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
Adjustment: 0.79 1.00 0.78 0.88 1.00 0.78 0.79 1.00 0.78 0.88 1.00 0.78
Lanes: 2.00 2.00 1.00 1.00 2.00 1.00 2.00 2.00 1.00 1.00 2.00 1.00
Final Sat.: 2992 3800 1488 1663 3800 1488 2992 3800 1488 1663 3800 1488
———————————— e | e | B | B
Capacity Analysis Module:
Vol/Sat: 0.04 0.04 0.15 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.09 0.11 0.16 0.15 0.24 0.04
Crit Moves: Kk kKX E EE E R
Green/Cycle: 0.10 0.11 0.51 0.08 0.09 0.28 0.19 0.31 0.40 0.40 0.51 0.5
Volume/Cap: 0.46 0.33 0.29 0.29 0.45 0.20 0.46 0.36 0.39 0.37 0.46 0.07
Uniform Del: 47.1 45.2 15.6 47.9 47.4 30.1 39.5 29.8 23.3 23.3 17.0 9.6
IncremntDel: 1.2 0.5 0.2 1.3 1.0 0.2 0.6 0.2 0.4 0.3 0.2 0.0
InitQueuDel: 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Delay Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Delay/Veh: 48.2 45.7 15.8 49.2 48.4 30.3 40.1 30.0 23.7 23.6 17.2 9.6
User DelAdj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
AdjDel/Veh: 48.2 45.7 15.8 49.2 48.4 30.3 40.1 30.0 23.7 23.6 17.2 9.6
LOS by Move: D D B D D C D C C C B A
HCM2k95thQ: 6 5 9 3 6 5 9 10 11 12 18 2
Note: Queue reported is the number of cars per lane.
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Level Of Service Computation Report
2000 HCM Operations (Base Volume Altemative)
CUM_PM

Intersection #6: Sliver Creek Valley / Hellyer

Base Vol:
Lanes:
Signal=Protect
Base Vol: Lanes: Rights=Overlap
79 2 ,}
o A
945*** 2 .
0 v
89 1 }

Signal=Protect/Rights=Overlap

2764+
1 0 2 0
Vol Cnt Date:
Cycle Time (sec):

115

Loss Time (sec):

Critical VIC:

Avg Crit Del (sec/veh):

Avg Delay (sec/veh):

“ ot

50
1
nfa
110

12

0.653

338

326

(h-

Lanes:
Base Vol: 224 222 338
Signal=Protect/Rights=Overlap
Street Name: Hellyer Road
Approach: North Bound South Bound
Movement: L - T - R L - T - R
———————————— e
Min. Green: 7 10 10 7 10 10
Y+R: 4.0 .0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
———————————— R |
Volume Module:
Base Vol: 224 222 338 50 115 276
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 224 222 338 50 115 276
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Volume: 224 222 338 50 115 276
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0 0 0 0
Reduced Vol: 224 222 338 50 115 276
PCE Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
MLF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
FinalVolume: 224 222 338 50 115 276
___________________________ []-————— -
Saturation Flow Module:
Sat/Lane: 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
Adjustment: 0.79 1.00 0.78 0.88 1.00 0.78
Lanes: 2.00 2.00 1.00 1.00 2.00 1.00
Final Sat.: 2992 3800 1488 1663 3800 1488
———————————— et | s
Capacity Analysis Module:
Vol/Sat: 0.07 0.06 0.23 0.03 0.03 0.19
Crit Moves: **** Fhxx
Green/Cycle: 0.11 0.20 0.35 0.10 0.19 0.38
Volume/Cap: 0.65 0.29 0.64 0.30 0.16 0.48
Uniform Del: 46.6 37.3 29.8 45.9 37.5 25.7
IncremntDel: 4.5 0.2 2.7 1.0 0.1 0.6
InitQueuDel: 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Delay Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Delay/Veh: 51.1 37.5 32.5 46.9 37.6 26.3
User DelAdj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
AdjDel/Veh: 51.1 37.5 32.5 46.9 37.6 26.3
LOS by Move: D D C D D C
HCM2k95thQ: 11 7 20 4 3 15
Note: Queue reported is the number

Signal=Protect

Rights=Overlap

A

ettt

Lanes:

1

0

63

412

165+**

East Bound

0.20
0.13
36.4
0.1
0.0
1.00
36.5
1.00
36.5
D

3

- T

of cars per lane.

R

0.50
0.12
14.9
0.1
0.0
1.00
15.0
1.00
15.0
B

3

Base Vol:

Silver Creek Valley Road

West Bound

L

7

T

10

R

10
4.0

49.9
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5977 & 6001 Silver CreekValley Road Development
Transportation Analysis

Appendices F - Warehouse DevelopmentSite Research



Warehouse Site Research

Office Space | Warehouse Space % of

Project (ksf) (ksf) Office Space
Silver Creek 10,000 226,873 4.22%
Qume-Bridge 20,000 714,491 2.72%
Rue Ferrari 10,000 302,772 3.20%
1605 7th Street 10,000 94,325 9.59%
2256 Junction TA 10,000 305,800 3.17%
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