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SheppardMullin 

July 18, 2013 

VIA ELECTRONIC MAIL AND U.S. MAIL 

Bill Fulton 
Director of the Planning and Neighborhood 
Restoration Department 
City of San Diego 
1222 1st Avenue 
San Diego, CA 92101 

E-mail: bfulton@sandiego.gov 

Re: Otay Mesa Community Plan Update/Torrey Pines Bank 

Dear Mr. Fulton: 

Sheppard Mullin Richter & Hampton LLP 
501 West BroadWay, 19th Floor 
San Diego. CA 92101-3598 
619.338.6500 main 
619.234.3815 main fax 
www.sheppardmullin.com 

619.338.6646 d irect 
jponder@sheppardmullin.com 

File Number: 21lV-154612 

My name is John Ponder. I am a partner in the law firm of Sheppard Mullin Richter & Hampton 
LLP (Sheppard Mullin) and a member of the Real Estate, Land Use, Natural Resources and 
Environmental Practice Group (Practice Group) in the San Diego office. Sheppard Mullin is a 
full-service law firm with over 600 attorneys in 14 offices. The Practice Group has 
approximately 87 attorneys with 10 attorneys in San Diego, including myself. We represent 
numerous residential, industrial and commercial real estate developers processing projects in 
the City of San Diego (City). 

On behalf of Sheppard Mullin and myself, I would like to congratulate you on your recent 
appointment as Planning Director (Planning and Neighborhood Restoration Department). 
Clearly, Mayor Filner made a wise choice when you were sel.ected. Our Practice Group looks 
forward to working with you in the future, and we are always available to provide input on 
planning issues in the City. 

I am writing to you on behalf of our client, Western Alliance Bancorporation, owner of the La 
Media property (Property), a 51 .1-acre undeveloped site located at the southeastern comer of 
Otay Mesa Road and La Media Road in the Otay Mesa Community Planning Area at 8420 
Airway Road (APN 646-121-32000). Western Alliance Bancorporation is affiliated with San 
Diego's local financial institution, Torrey Pines Bank. 

The current land use designation for the property is Specialized Commercial, and the current 
zoning designation is Otay Mesa Development District: Commercial Subdistrict. The Otay Mesa 
Community Plan Update (OMCPU) proposes to redesignate the land use to "Industrial
International Business and Trade· and "Business Park-Office Permitted." Torrey Pines has 
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opposed this redesignation for the past three years. Below is some background information 
regarding the land use designation in the OMCPU. 

On August 8, 2012, the City approved a Tentative Map Waiver (Map Waiver) and Site 
Development Permit (SOP) (Project No. 199429) to subdivide the Property into two separate 
legal lots. The Map Waiver and SOP were required because the Property was bisected by the 
creation of State Route 905 in 2006 by the State of California. The bisect caused the single 
parcel to have the appearance and potential function of two separate lots. However, in order to 
convey the Property as two separate lots and to investigate the potential for future development, 
a subdivision was required. The application for the Map Waiver and SOP were deemed 
complete on December 21, 2009. 

The findings for the Map Waiver and SOP determined that the project was consistent with the 
policies, goals and objectives of the applicable land use plan. Specifically, the findings 
concluded that the Otay Mesa Community Plan designates the site for specialized commercial 
purposes and allows the creation of such lots consistent with the size and frontage allowed by 
the underlying zone. 

The Conditions of Approval for the Map Waiver and SOP provided that no development activity 
shall occur until a new project-specific Site Development Permit (and any other required 
permits) has been obtained as required by the San Diego Municipal Code. As a result, Torrey 
Pines has assembled a development team and is preparing a project·specific application for an 
approximately 130,000 SF commercial development on the north parcel and approximately 
252,000 SF commercial development on the south parcel (Project) . The application is 
anticipated to be submitted on August 1, 2013. 

In October 2010, the City issued a Notice of Preparation for the Draft Programmatic 
Environmental Impact Report for the OMCPU. A meeting was held on October 28, 2010 to 
discuss Torrey Pines' objection to the proposed land use designations. In attendance were City 
staff members Bill Anderson (Director of Planning), Theresa Millette (Senior Planner), Mary 
Wright (Deputy Director of the Planning Division), and Torrey Pines representatives Anne Marie 
Berg, Rob Hixson, and John Ponder. It is the recollection of Bill Anderson and myself that 
during that meeting, the City agreed that if Torrey Pines performed a traffic analysis that showed 
no impact on the OMCPU road classifications and that such analysis would not delay 
preparation of the OMCPU, the City would agree to retain a commercial land use designation for 
the Property. (See Exhibit A. Correspondence between John Ponder and Bill Anderson.) 

Torrey Pines then sent a comment letter to the City on November 1, 2010, explaining its 
concerns regarding the proposed land use designations and requesting that the EIR's project 
description describe the Property with a commercial land use designation. (See Exhibit B, 
November 2010 Sheppard Mullin Letter toT. Millette.) The City did not amend the project 
description pursuant to Torrey Pines' request. 

The benefits to the community of maintaining the current commercial designation have been 
recognized by the Otay Mesa Community Planning Group (Planning Group). On April 20, 2011, 
the Planning Group unanimously passed a motion to support the current commercial 
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designation of the Property, and not the designations as proposed by the OMCPU, contingent 
on the landowner agreeing to address traffic issues. 

On August 17, 2011, Torrey Pines sent the City a comment letter on the draft OMCPU, which 
designated the Property as International Business and Trade, rather than Commercial. (See 
Exhibit C, August 2011 Sheppard Mullin Letter toT. Millette.} In that letter, Torrey Pines 
explained the fiscal benefits of retaining the commercial designation, expressed concerns 
regarding spot zoning, and reminded the City that the Otay Mesa Planning Group supports a 
commercial designation. Torrey Pines also engaged a traffic consultant, Urban Systems 
Associates, Inc., to prepare traffic forecasts and analysis to address the City's concerns 
regarding traffic. (See Exhibit D, Urban Systems Traffic Reports.} Those reports showed no 
impact on the OM CPU road dassifications from a commercial designation at the Property. 

The City provided its response in a letter dated September 30, 2011 . (See Exhibit E, DSD 
Letter to J. Ponder.} Also, Kelly Broughton left a voice message for me on November 3, 2011 . 
(See Exhibit F, Broughton Message for J. Ponder.} 

In those communications, the City expressed only three remaining concerns, which are: 

1. Designating the Property as commercial would trigger an "overabundance" of 
commercial beyond the market analysis performed for the Update; 

2. The potential for limited access along Otay Mesa Road and the northern half of La 
Media Road would affect the viability of commercial development; and 

3. The potential for a conflict between truck routes near the Property and commercial 
vehicle trips. 

On January 12, 2012, I corresponded with Bill Anderson about the October 28, 201 0 meeting. 
In a phone call to me on January 12, 2012, Bill Anderson confirmed that it was his recollection 
that at the October 28, 2010 meeting the City agreed that if Torrey Pines performed a traffic 
analysis and it demonstrated that leaving the property as commercial would not result in the 
need for re-classification of any roadways in the OM CPU or delay the OM CPU, the City would 
reave the property designated as commercial in the next draft of the OMCPU. 

Torrey Pines then worked diligently to schedule a meeting with Kelly Broughton. I attempted to 
schedule a meeting with Mr. Broughton to discuss this issue on four occasions in 2012-
January 15, February 6, March 5, and March 26. I received no response. (See Exhibit G, 
Emails to Broughton.) On May 22, 2013, Kelly Broughton confirmed in a conversation with me 
that Torrey Pines had met the traffic analysis conditions given by the City in the October 28, 
2010 meeting for allowing the commercial designation and also stated that if an application for 
development of a commercial use was submitted and deemed complete prior to the adoption of 
the OMCPU, the City would have no alternative but to allow the commercial use to continue. 

Attached is a memo which summarizes several technical, practical, and legal issues pertaining 
to the OMCPU redesignation of the Property which you may find of use in your consideration of 
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the land use designation issues. (See Exhibit H, Memorandum.) Also attached is a timeline of 
events for the Torrey Pines property, which may also be helpful. (See Exhibit I, Timeline for 
Torrey Pines Project.) 

As I believe you will discover from reviewing the attached documents, this is one of the most 
egregious issues I have been involved with the City. My client has spent countless hours and 
incurred significant expense to satisfy conditions imposed by DSD to allow the Property to retain 
the commercial land use designation. The failure of the City to abide by its representations has 
jeopardized the development and sale of the Property. 

Please accept my apology for the length of this letter and volume of documents I am providing 
you. Unfortunately, this issue has festered for years and with the imminent publication of the 
OMCPU and Environmental Impact Report, it is imperative that the matter be timely addressed 
and resolved. 

Thank you for your consideration of this issue. I would be happy to meet with you to discuss 
this issue or provide any additional information. I look forward to hearing from you. 

Sincerely, 

John E. Ponder 
for SHEPPARD, MULLIN, RICHTER & HAMPTON LLP 

SMRH:409556124.2 

cc Tom Tomlinson, Theresa Millette, Anne Marie Berg, Mark Rowson, Ted Shaw 

Enclosures: 
Exhibit A, Correspondence between John Ponder and Bill Anderson 
Exhibit B, November 2010 Sheppard Mullin Letter toT. Millette 
Exhibit C, August 2011 Sheppard Mullin Letter toT. Millette 
Exhibit D, Urban Systems Traffic Reports 
Exhibit E, DSD Letter to J. Ponder 
Exhibit F, Broughton Message for J. Ponder 
Exhibit G, Emails to Broughton 
Exhibit H, Memorandum 
Exhibit I, Timeline for Torrey Pines Project 
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SuzyThayer 

From: John Ponder 
Sent: 
To: 

Tuesday, July 09, 2013 4:07 PM 
Suzy Thayer 

Subject: FW: Torrey Pines Bank/Former Integral Property 

Bill Anderson email or correspondence 

From: John Ponder 
Sent: Thursday, January 12, 2012 1:43PM 
To: William Anderson (william.anderson3@aecom.com) 
Subject: Torrey Pines Bank/Former Integral Property 

Bill, 

I hope you are well and enjoying working back in the private sector. AECOM is a great firm and we are working with them 
on solar projects in Imperial Valley. 

You may recall that the OMCPU proposed changing the Torrey Pines property from a land use designation of commercial 
to industrial. Torrey Pines has objected to the proposed change and as a result, a meeting was held at the City on 
10/28/10 to address Torrey Pines objection. You, Kelly, Theresa, Mary and traffic staff all attended the meeting. Anne 
Marie Berg, Rob Hixson and myself attended on behalf of Torrey Pines. After much discussion, it Is our recollection that it 
was agreed that Torrey Pines should immediately perform a traffic analysis to demonstrate that leaving the property as 
commercial would not result in the need for re-classification of any roadways in the OCMPU. If the traffic analysis could 
demonstrate this to the satisfaction of the City, the next draft update of the plan would leave the property designated for 
commercial use. Kelly added another condition that the reversion to commercial could not delay the OMCPU. The City 
then suggested and we agreed to retain Sam Kab of Urban Systems to perform the analysis because he was familiar with 
the OMCPU traffic analysis and could perform the analysis in a timely manner. 

After several submittals of the traffic analysis, Kelly was convinced that leaving the use as commercial would not not result 
In re·classifications of roadways in the OMCPU and in fact, because of street A bisecting the project, would reduce 
community traffic impacts. When he communicated this finding to staff, he was informed that staff still had Issues with 
leaving the land use designation as commercial. I reminded Kelly of our understanding from the 10/28/10 meeting and he 
said he would honor that understanding if you would confirm that it was also your understanding as a result of the 
meeting. 

I apologize for placing this burden on you but it is very Important to Torrey Pines. I am at a loss to understand staff's 
hesitancy because we have satisfied the conditions for leaving the property as commercial. If this was not the 
understanding, why would we have retained Sam Kab and spent thousands of dollars for the traffic analysis? 

I thought it was best to provide you with the brief summary above before calling you to give you time to reflect on the 
meeting. I would like to discuss this with you either tomorrow or Monday as we are anxious to resolve the issue. Thank 
you for taking the time to consider this request. 

Again, I apologize for dragging you back into City business. 

John 

John E. Ponder, Esq. 
Sheppard Mullin Richter & Hampton LLP 
619·338·6646 Direct 

1 



619~234~3815 Fax 
jponder@sheppardmu llin. com 

Confidential and Privileged: Attorney~Ciient Privilege and Attorney Work Product Doctrine Asserted 
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November 1, 201 0 

VIA E-MAIL AND U.S. MAIL 

Myra Hemnann 
Senior Envirorunental Planner 
City of San Diego Development Services 
Department 
1222 First Avenue, MS #501 
San Diego, CA 9210 1 

.SOl West Broadway I 19th Floor I Siln Diego, CA 92101-3598 

619-338-6500 offiCe I 619-2 34-381 5 fo;r I www.sheppardmullln.com 

John E. Ponder 
Writer's Direct Une: 619-338·6646 
jpondcr@sheppardmullin.com 

Our file Number: ISBK-151316 

Theresa Millette 
Senior Planner 
City of San Diego Planning and Community 
Investment Department 
202 C Street, MS SA, 
San Diego, CA 92101 

Re: Notice of PrCJ?aration for the Draft Programmatic Environmental Impact 
Report for the Otay Mesa Community Plan Uodate <Project No. 30330> 

Dear Ms. Herrman and Millette: 

On behalf of our client, Western Alliance Bancorporation, owner of the La Media 
property ("La Media"), an approximately 5 1.1-acre undeveloped site located at the southeastern 
corner of Otay Mesa Road and La Media Road in the Otay Mesa Community Planning Area at 
8420 Airway Road (APN 646-121-3200), we appreciate the opportunity to provide input on the 
scope and content of the proposed Program Environmental Impact Report ("PEIR ") for the Otay 
Mesa Community Plan Update (Project No. 30330) ("OMCPU" or "Project")). Western Alliance 
Bancorporation is affiliated with San Diego's local financial institution, Torrey Pines Bank. The 
Notice of Preparation ("NOP") announces that the City of San Diego will be the lead agency for 
preparation of a PEIR in connection with major revisions to the land use designations for what 
allegedly has developed among the City staff as a "consensus scenario" for the OMCPU. 

The PEIR is intended to satisfy the requirements of the California Environmental 
Quality Act ("CEQA"). CEQA Guidelines § 15083 encourages the lead agency through the 
scoping process to consult directly with any person or organization it believes will be concerned 
with the environmental effects of a project because "many public agencies have found that early 
consultation solves many potential problems that would arise in more serious forms later in the 
review process." (14 CaL Code Regs.§ 15083.) In addition, "Scoping has been helpful to 
agencies identifying the range of actions, alternatives, mitigation measures, and significant 
effects to be analyzed in depth in an EIR and in eliminating from detailed study issues found not 
to be important. Scoping has been found to be an effective way to bring together and resolve 
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concerns of ... the proponent of the action, and other interested persons including those who 
might not be in accord on environmental grounds." ( 14 Cal. Code Regs. 15083(a),(b ).) 

Our foremost goal is to ensure that Otay Mesa grows into a comprehensively 
planned community with a high quality of life. To that end, we have been monitoring the Project 
closely for years and in the spirit of avoiding potential problems that can arise later in the review 
process, we submit this letter offering constructive comments that could be used to improve the 
PEIR. 

I. General Comments 

A. Project Description 

Our primary concern is that the OM CPU project description should describe the 
La Media property with a commercial land use designation for public policy, fiscal, and fairness 
and legal reasons. 

From a fairness and legal perspective, the La Media project has been in the City's 
regulatory pipeline for nearly a year with investor funds and City staff working towards the 
requirements for a project approval under the assumption that commercial use would 
predominate the project site. The site has been designated for commercial use in the Otay Mesa 
Community Plan since at least 1981. Both the 38 and 48 scenarios depicted on the City's 
website in April2009 proposed to retain commercial use on the northern portion of the property, 
with either Village Community or International Business and Trade ("IBT") uses on the southern 
portion of the property. Yet, the NOP's "consensus scenario" project description now eliminates 
all commercial and Village Community and proposes IBT for the entire property. The City 
deemed the La Media project complete on December 21, 2009. For fairness and legal reasons, 
after the project application is deemed complete, the City typically does not change the 
development rules, regulation and policies for projects, including land use designations, in the 
regulatory pipeline unless it would place residents in a condition dangerous to their health or 
safety. The Government Code allows the City to apply new rules when, at the time of the 
application, the City ( 1) initiated proceedings for a development rule change by way of 
ordinance, resolution, or motion~ and (2) published notice in accordance with Government Code 
§ 65090 notice procedures that contains a description sufficient to notify the public of the nature 
of the proposed change in the applicable general or specific plans, or zoning or subdivision 
ordinances. Gov't Code§ 66474.2(b)). In this case, while the fact of a pending OMCPU has 
generally been known to developers in Otay Mesa, it cannot be said that developers had any 
notice that the nature of the OM CPU's description of the La Media property would be to 
eliminate all commercial uses that had existed since the 1981 Otay Mesa Community Plan and 
remained the predominate use in the April 2009 3B and 48 scenarios. Whether on legal or 
simply fairness grounds, we urge the City to adopt a project description that restores the La 
Media project's commercial land use designation. 
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There are also policy reasons to correct the project description. Per our previous 
discussions with the City, we are aware of the City's concerns regarding traffic conditions on 
Otay Mesa Road. However, retaining the La Media site as commercial will not change the 
proposed OM CPU's level of service on Otay Mesa Road and would not appear to trigger 
significant delays. The site will have access from Otay Mesa Road and Caltrans has 
conditionally approved access from La Media Road. Therefore, the site is convenient for 
shoppers and supports transit development. 

From a fiscal perspective, the benefits to the City of restoring the La Media 
project's commercial designation are supported by the City's past studies. The adopted 
community plan proposes 457 acres of commercial, but the consensus scenario only proposes 
320 acres of commerciaL The Fiscal Impact Analysis ofOtay Mesa Community Plan Update 
(ERA 2007) analyzed the net fiscal impacts of three OM CPU scenarios. Scenario 1, with 512 
acres of commercial, netted the highest annual returns for the City with $19.1 million. Scenario 
2, with 400 acres of commercial, netted $17.5 million annually. As ERA explains, "Scenario 1 's 
anticipated sales tax, property tax, and transient occupancy tax receipts help to generate the 
highest revenues of all the scenarios." (ERA at p. 7) "With the greatest proportion ofresidentiaJ 
and office development, Scenario 2 generates the most property taxes at buildout, but also the 
highest expenditures. Though the greatest number of new residents is anticipated in Scenario 2, 
this alternative has substantially lower retail space than the other scenarios and produces less 
sales tax." (ERA at p. 7.) In other words, if the City had increased adopted commercial acres 
from 457 to 512, the City would net higher annual revenues. The loss of sales taxes from 
reducing the commercial acres from 457 to 400 acres reduces the City's net revenues by $1.6 
million. Yet the consensus scenario proposes to do more fiscal harm to the City by further 
reducing commercial acres to 320. Therefore, restoring the commercial use to the La Media 
project would appear to be wise fiscal policy for the City, particularly where the project would 
not cause significant new delays on Otay Mesa Road or La Media beyond which is currently 
anticipated under the existing Otay Mesa Community Plan or the proposed OMCPU consensus 
scenario. 

B. Alternatives Analysis- Avoidin& J&allfrog Patterns Along 1-905 Corridor 

The alternatives analysis must fulfill CEQA 's mandate to examine a "reasonable 
range" of alternatives aimed at avoiding or reducing the significant impacts of the proposed 
project. 1 Please ensure that the PEIR does not improperly constrain the range of alternatives by 
eliminating options that would provide substantial reductions in the impacts of the Project or 
better achieve a consensus for landuse designations within the Otay Mesa Community Planning 
Area. For example, the PEIR should consider alternatives that would provide better locations for 

1 14 Cal. Code Re&s. § 15126.6. 
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the OMCPU's commercial land use designations, which would substantially lessen the Project's 
impacts.2 

Even if the City is intent on reducing commercial acres in Otay Mesa, the 
distribution of commercial acres does not reflect the community input the City sought. The 
consensus 3B scenario upzones industrial property to add commercial acres farther to east rather 
than retaining commercial acres. such as the La Media project ideally located at the 905 I 
LaMedia interchange. With the supporting residential base for Otay Mesa's commercial uses in 
the western part of Otay Mesa, moving commercial farther to the industrialized eastern part of 
Otay Mesa seems a misallocation of land uses, especially when the industrialize eastern part of 
Otay Mesa are already scheduled to be served by the commercial core at the port of entry. 

This shifting of commercial to the east is also antithetical to the NOP's stated 
project feature to designate a corridor of Business Park industrial uses along SR-905. Under the 
consensus 3B scenario, this is achieved for most of the SR-905 until La Media road, where the 
scenario shifts to a leapfrog of industrial and commercial use pattern that leaves the La Media 
project an island of industrial within the linear corridor surrounded by commercial on either side, 
instead of a true commercial core. This island land use designation is typically discouraged as a 
form of spot zoning. 

As such, if the City does not change the project description to include the La 
Media property with a commercial designation, we respectfully submit that a reasonable range of 
alternatives for the PEIR must include a ''non-leapfrog alternative" identical to the proposed 
consensus 3 B scenario with the La Media project retaining its commercial designation. 

C. Alternatives Analvsis- No Project Alternative Fails to Disclose Impacts. 

The City correctly notes that the No Project Alternative is required by CEQA. It 
often serves to aid the decision-maker in understanding the environmental impacts of not moving 
forward with the project and what impacts may occur if development proceeds under exiting 
plans (ie. The 1981 Otay Mesa Community Plan). 

The No Project Alternative would analyze a continuation of existing conditions 
including the La Media property as a commercial land use. However, in order to comply with 
CEQ A's goal of providing information to decision-makers and the public concerning the 
potential environmental effects of proposed activities (14 Cal. Code Regs. 15002(a)(2)-(3)), the 
continued commercial use of La Media property must be analyzed in conjunction with the other 

2 Pub. Res. Code§ 21001(g); see also See Laurel Heights Improvement Ass'n vRegents ofUniv. of Cal. (1988) 47 
Cal.3d 376,403 (noting that ElR, which stated that no feasible alternative sites were available for 
relocation of university facilities other than site it owned, did not assess possibility of expanding or 
remodeling other facilities or possibility of purchasing or leasing other facilities). 
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proposed uses depicted in the consensus scenario. Failure to do so will not fairly disclose the 
potential effects and benefits of continuing the commercial use on the site. 

D. The PEIR Must fully Address Cwnulative Impacts of the Proiect 

The PEIR must analyze both the Project's direct and cumulative impacts.3 Failing 
to do so would constitute a form of"piecemealing" which would violate CEQA.4 "Under 
CEQA, the agency must consider the cumulative environmental effects of its action before a 
project gains irreversible momentwn.',s The cwnulative impacts analysis should also consider 
the impacts of past projects.6 

E. The PEIR Should Fully Analyze the Project's Indirect and Displacement Impacts 

CEQA requires lead agencies to consider indirect impacts from a project. 7 

"Direct and indirect significant effects of the project on the environment shall be clearly 
identified and described, giving due consideration to both the short-term and long-term effects. "8 

An indirect environmental impact is a change in the physical environment that is not 
immediately related to the project but that is caused indirectly by the project, occurs later in time, 
or is farther removed in distance than direct effects. 9 Additionally, CEQA requires analysis of 
whether a lead agency's action results in the displacement of development to other areas. 10 

F. The PEIR Should Not lmpmperly Defer Analysis ofEnyirorunental Impacts 

Moreover, to satisfy the informational requirements of CEQA, 11 the PEIR must 
analyze all reasonably foreseeable impacts. 12 Failing to analyze reasonable foreseeable impacts 

3 14 Cal. Code Regs.§§ 15126.2(a), 15130. 
4 See Orinda Ass'n v. Bd. of Supervisors (1986) 182 Cal.App.3d 1145, 1171; see also Las Virgenes Homeowners 

F ederalion, Inc. v. County of Las Angeles ( 1986) J 77 CaJ.App.3d 300, 306. 

'City of Antioch v. City Counsel (1986) 187 Cai.App.3d 1325, 1333. 
6 See Environmental Protection & Information Center v. California Dept. of Forestry and Fire Protection (2008) 44 

Ca1.4th 459, 523. 
7 Stanislaw Audubon Soc)'. inc. v County of Stanislaus (1995} 33 Cai.App.4th 144 (EIR required for golf course 

project because adverse impacts would result indirectly from later residential development that might be 
attracted to area by development of golf course). 

• 14 Cal Code Regs§ 15126.2(a). 

9 14 Cal Code Regs §§15064(d)(2), 15358(a)(2). 
10 Muzzy Ranch Co. v. Solano County Airport lAnd Use Comm'n (2007) 41 Ca1.4th 372, 383. 
11 It is noteworthy that when the informational requirements of CEQA are not complied with, an agency fails to 

proceed in a .. manner required by law," and has therefore abused its discretion. (Pub. Resources Code, § 
21168.5; see also County of Amadorv. ElDorado County Water Agency (1999) 76 Cal.App.4th 1428.) 
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eviscerates one ofCEQA's prime purposes, to have, "at the earliest feasible time, project 
sponsors ... incorporate environmental considerations into project conceptualization, design, 
and planning. " 13 

Moreover, analysis of indirect and displacement impacts should not be deferred. 
If the PEIR does not consider the potentially significant impacts induced by, or indirectly caused 
by, approval of the Project, the PEIR would impennissibly segment the whole of the project.14 

G. Land Use 

The PEIR 's land use analysis should also consider the 4'transformation., impacts 
caused by the Project. 15 This analysis must address the direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts 
caused by adding commercial to areas currently designated industrial. Because the Project 
would eliminate the current industrial designation on certain parcels, the General Plan requires 
an analysis of whether the property could still feasibly support industrial uses.16 There are 
potentially significant land use and other environmental impacts resulting from the Project's 
transformational aspects that should be evaluated in the PEIR. 

Please address all impacts of the Project on the General Plan including addressing 
section EP-L-2, which states: uPrepare a Community and Economic Benefit Assessment (CEBA) 
process focusing on economic and fiscal impact information for significant community plan 
amendments involving land use or intensity revisions. A determination of whether a CEBA is 
required for commWlity plan amendments will be made when the commWlity plan is initiated." 17 

The Project is a significant land use and intensity revision as defined in the General Plan, 
requiring preparation of a CEBA. The City's preparation of a CEBA in 2007 analyzed different 
scenarios that the proposed consensus 3B scenario. As discussed above, the consensus 3B 
scenario appears to dramatically depart from the commercial acreage levels in the 2007 CEBA 
that would maximize net annual revenues for the City. As such, a revised CEBA based on the 
consensus 38 scenario and a reasonable range of aJternatives that includes an increase in 
commercial acres would seem to be in order, if not required by the General Plan. 

12 14 Cal. Code Regs.§ 15064(d); see also CiJy of Antioch, supra, 187 Cal.App.Jd l325. 

13 14 Cal. Code Regs. § I S004(b )(I). 
14 See Laurel Heights Improvement Assoc. v. Regents of the Univ. of California (1988) 47 Ca1.3d 376, 391 fu. 2. 
15 14 Cal. Code Regs.§ 15355(b); see also Environmental Protection Center v. Johnson (1985) 170 Cal.App.3d 604, 

624-25. 
16 General Plan, at p . EP-8 to EP-9. 
17 /d. at p. EP-36. 
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AdditionaHy, the Land Use section of the NOP fails to mention whether the PEIR 
will analyze conformity with California's landmark planning law, SB 375.18 It requires that 
SANDAG prepare a "Sustainable Communities Strategy," which must encourage development 
that reduces GHG emissions. Please ensure that the PEIR fully analyzes the Project's 
consistency with the Sustainable Communities Strategy and fully complies with SB 375. 

II. Reauest for Soecial Notice and Cooy of NOP 

In order to facilitate a prompt exchange of infonnation as the OM CPU moves 
forward, please accept this letter as my written request for Special Notice of any actions related 
to the OM CPU including. but not limited to, all decisions, meetings, hearings, and/or workshops 
concerning the Project, and the distribution of any other documents prepared in accordance with 
CEQA for the Project which are available for public review and comment. Although the City 
did not elect to provide a copy of its initial study with the NOP, in the event an initial study was 
prepared, I respectfully request a copy. If necessary, please accept this letter as a Public Records 
Act request for the initial study. Copies of documents and Special Notice can be provided to the 
following address: 

11 NOP at p. 6-7. 

John E. Ponder, Esq. 
Sheppard, Mullin, Richter & Hampton LLP 
501 West Broadway, Suite 1900 
San Diego, CA 92101 
Tel: 619.338.6500 
Fax: 619.234.3815 
E-mail: jponder@sheppardmullin.com 

With a copy to: 

Ann Marie Berg 
Senior Vice President, Director of Corporate Facilities 
Western Alliance Bancorporation 
2700 West Sahara Avenue 
Las Vegas, NV 89102 
aberg@torrey,pinesban)c.com 
(702) 856-7219 
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Ill. Conclusion 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the NOP. We respectfully request 
that you review each of these concerns in the PEJR and ensure that the Project's impacts do not 
degrade Otay Mesa's high quality of life and distinctive community character. Western Alliance 
Bancorporation plans to stay involved throughout the Project's planning process to ensure the 
impacts to the community are thoroughly analyzed and the concerns discussed in this letter are 
addressed. 

On behalf of Western Alliance Bancorporation, we look forward to· discussing 
these issues with you further. Please do not hesitate to contact us if you require information 
regarding the nature and scope of our comments. 

for SHEPPARD, MULLIN, RICHTER & HAMPTON LLP 

W02.WEST:BJWFI\Ml3036970 .4 

cc: Elizabeth Maland, City Clerk, City of San Diego 
William Anderson, Director, Department of City Planning and Community Investment 
Mary Wright, Deputy Director, Department of City Planning and Community Investment 
Anne Marie Berg, Senior Vice President, Western Alliance Bancorporation 
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August 17,2011 

VIA E-MAIL AND U.S. MAIL 

Theresa Millette 
Senior Planner 
City of San Diego Planning and Community 
Investment Department 
202 C Street, MS SA 
San Diego, CA 92101 

501 West Broadway I 19th floor I San Dieqo, CA 9ll0l-3598 
619-338-6500 off.te I 619-234-3815 fox I www.sheppordmul/fn.com 

John E. Ponder 
Writer's Direct Line: 619-338-6646 
jponder@sheppardmullin.com 

OurFileNumber: 15BK-151316 

Re: Draft Otay Mesa Community Plan Update 

Dear Ms. Millette: 

On behalf of our client, Western Alliance Bancorporation, owner of the La Media 
property ("La Media Property"), an approximately 51.1-acre undeveloped site located at the 
southeastern comer of Otay Mesa Road and La Media Road in the Otay Mesa Community 
Planning Area at 8420 Airway Road (APN 646-121-3200), we appreciate the opportunity to 
provide input on the draft Otay Mesa Community Plan Update ("Update"). Western Alliance 
Bancorporation is affiliated with San Diego's local financial institution, Torrey Pines Bank. In 
the spirit of ensuring that Otay Mesa grows into a comprehensively planned community with a 
high quality of life, we submit the following comments on the Update. 

The La Media project has an application pending with the City of San Diego for a 
tentative map waiver (Project No. 199429) to subdivide its 51.1 -acre lot into two separate legal 
lots. The application does not proposed any grading or development at this time. The La Media 
project has been in the City's regulatory pipeline for almost two years with City staff working 
towards the requirements for a project approval with future commercial development as currently 
allowed under the approved Otay Mesa Community Plan, last amended July 19, 2005. The 
current l~d use designation on the La Media Property is Specialized Commercial and the current 
zoning designation is Otay Mesa Development District: Commercial Subdistrict. The City 
deemed the La Media project complete on December 21, 2009. For fairness and legal reasons, 
after the project application is deemed complete, the City typically does not change the 
development rules, regulation and policies for projects, including land use designations, in the 
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regulatory pipeline unless it would place residents in a condition dangerous to their health or 
safety.1 

The Update proposes to redesignate the land mostly to "Industrial-International 
Business and Trade," and a smaller portion to "Business Park- Office Permitted.'.2 While the 
fact of a pending Otay Mesa Commupity Plan Update bas generally been known to developers in 
Otay Mesa, it was not known that the City would eliminate the commercial and retail uses that 
had existed since the 1981 Otay Mesa Community Plan and remained the predominant use in the 
draft scenarios in 2006, 2007, 2008, and the April2009 3B and 4B scenarios. On legal and 
fairness grounds, we urge the City to restore the La Media Property's Commercial land use 
designation . 

A. Fiscal Benefits From Retaining Commercial Designation 

From a fiscal perspective, retaining the Commercial designation benefits the fiscal 
health of the City, as shown by past City studies. The Fiscal Impact Analysis ofOtay Mesa 
Community Plan Update analyzed the net fiscal impacts of three Update scenarios. Scenario 1, 
analyses the current amount of 512 acres of commercial, and netted the highest annual returns for 
the City with $19.1 million. As the report explained, "Scenario 1 's anticipated sales tax, 
property tax, and transient occupancy tax receipts help to generate the highest revenues of all the 
scenarios. "3 Scenario 2, with 400 acres of commercial, netted $17.5 million annually. "With 
the greatest proportion of residential and office development, Scenario 2 generates the most 
property taxes at buildout, but also the highest expenditures. Though the greatest number of new 
residents is anticipated in Scenario 2, this alternative has substantially lower retail space than the 
other scenarios and produces Jess sales tax.'.4 Scenario 3, which is essentia11y the Update, 
proposes to reduce the fiscal benefits to the City by reducing Commercial acres to 320. 

Retaining the existing Commercial use would also help provide revenue for much 
needed public infrastructure through increased Facilities Benefits Assessment fees. Therefore, 
restoring the Commercial use to the La Media Property would be fiscally sound for the City. 

1 The Government Code allows the City to apply new rules when, at the time of the application, the City (I) initiated 
proceedings for a development rule change by way of ordinance, resolution, or motion; and (2) published 
notice in accordance with Government Code § 65090 notice procedures that contains a descnption 
su.fftcient to notify the public of the nature of the proposed change in the applicable general or specific 
plans, or zoning or subdivision ordinances. Gov't Code§ 66474.2(b)). 

2 Otay Mesa Community Plan, April2011 Public Draft ("Update"), Figure 2-1, 2-5, arid 2-6 (Exh. A). 

3 Fi.rca/lmpact Analysis ofOtay Mesa Community Plan Update (ERA 2007) at p. 7. 

4 Id. 
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B. Spot Zoning 

The designation of the Property as Business Park, rather than the Commercial 
designation of both properties to the East and West, may also constitute illegal spot-zoning. 
Spot zoning refers to instances when "a small parcel is restricted and given less rights than the 
surrounding property.''s California courts have long established the principle that "by a zoning 
ordinance a city cannot unfairly discriminate against a particular parcel ofland."6 The Update 
essentially creates an island of a more restrictive land use designation among other less 
restrictive uses. If the City were to retain the current Commercial land use designation, the 
Property would be harmonious with the surrounding Commercial-designated parcels. 

C. Planning Group Support of Project 

The benefits to the community of maintaining the current Commercial designation 
have been recognized by the Otay Mesa Planning Group ("Planning Group"). In February, 2010, 
the Planning Group unanimously supported a tentative map waiver and Site Development Permit 
tor the La Media project. The support tor commercial development at the La Media Property 
was voiced again by the Planning Group at the April 20, 2011 meeting. At that meeting, the 
Planning Group unanimously passed a motion to support the current Commercial designation of 
the La Media Property, and not the designations as proposed by the Update, contingent on the 
landowner agreeing to address traffic issues. 

D. Conclusion 

Western Alliance Bancorporation has participated and commented throughout the 
Update process, including submitting a detailed comment letter on the Update's Notice of 
Preparation objecting to the change from the Commercial designation. We have done our best to 
respond to staff's requests for more infonnation and address staff's concerns. We note that other 
local agencies such as the San Diego County Regional Airport Authority and the San Diego 
Association of Governments have 4rafted their planning documents under the assumption that 
the La Media Property would be developed as Commercial. 

We therefore respe<..1fully request that the City retain the current Commercial land 
use designation on all of the La Media Property. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on 
the Update. We look forward to discussing these issues with you further. Please do not hesitate 

5 Wilkins v. City of San Bernardino (1946) 29 C.2d 332, 340. 

6 Reynolds v. Barrell (1938) 12 C.2d 244,251. 
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to contact us if you require infonnation regarding the nature and scope of our comments. 

c 
D, MULLIN, RICHTER & HAMPTON LLP 

W02 • WF.ST :8MSH I \403830691.4 

cc: Elizabeth Maland, City Clerk, City of San Diego 
Kelly Broughton, Director, Development Services Department 
Mary Wright, Deputy Director, Department of City Planning and Community Investment 
Ann Marie Berg, Senior Vice President, Western Alliance Bancorporation 
Kathryn Conniff, Real Estate Consultants 
Rob Hixson, Vice President, CB Richard Ellis 
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Land Use Element -------------------------------------------------------
A~rpon District 
Tile Anporl 0•-.tnct 1~ generally bounded by SR-905 lO the 

south. Spnng C<1nyon and Dennery Canyon to tne we~t. the 

C•tyiChula V1sta boundary to the north. c:md th~ City/Counly 

bounda• y to the east. ThO northam Open Spac.e porhon. Vlllth 

protected sens•tl'lle resources and hab1tat areas. •ncludes 

steep canyons that drop to the O tay R1ver VaHey Reg•onal 

The dt!:>trtct tncludes Brown Facld Airport and industrial taod 

uses sorroundtng the a1rf1eld 13rOWI" Field 15 a general av1ati0n 

a•rport whtch serves as a catalyst tor economiC development ,n 

Otay Mesa. wt(h emphas•s on corporate Ollrcrult Customs and 

Border P<WOI o pet'at•ons and •ntemaltonal lmde logFst•C!'. 

~upport Due to atrport operations tt1e eas(ern and western 

areas adJacent t o the a•rport are suate d tor low occupancy uses 

•nclud1ng bur not ltm •ted to. w<:~rehousu'lg d•~lrtbuuon, auto 

satvagu'Q, ;}nd truck yards tor cross·border goods movement 

--- - ·· ·- --, ...._..-~ ....... ................ --- ... ~ ~ _. ........ , .. ... . ..... - ' "--~- ........... . _ __... ____ _ 
. ...... _ .. 
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land Use Element 

Central District 
The Central D•stnct •s generauy bounded by Spnng Canyon to 

the Wf><ll , Su~mpre Viva Road , Bn tannra Boolevard and A w:way 

Road to the sooth, and the SR-905 lO the east and nQ(th fhe 

Spr•ng Canyon '>y:..~em •s horne to many protectf!d !)P.nsrttve 

b rological resources and hab itat areas. The drstncl rncludes 

A irway Road whjch is the splne of the communit~ and is Ota~ 

Mesa's prrmary trans•t corr idor. The Distr tct extends from 
Heritage Road to Harvest Road and js 10 between the Air j)O(t 

D•~trrr.t and lhP 10duSlrlil South D stnct The Centrat D1str1Cl 

•nc·udes the Ct!ntr;,f Village tne Grand Park & Education 
Complex and empfOyment o~portuntues tha{ ale lt..-tner 

def1ned m the U ban Oestgn Element The Central Dtstnct 
enVlsrons a v1Uage cent~ at the western end of the mesa Wlt l, 

emptoymeflt, educatiOnal and recreation opportunities srted 

along the transtt comdor 

................. ,-........ ---- ._._. ~....-......... -............... ._ . 
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URBAN SYSTEMS ASSOCIATES, INC. E-MEMO PLANNING & Tff/I.FFIC ENGIN~ERING, MARKeTING & PROJECT SUPPORT 

ATTN: 

FROM: 

DATE: 

SUBJECT: 

CONSUI.TANTS TO INDUSTRY ANO GOVERNMENT 

Kelly Broughton, Director of Development 
Services Division - City of San Diego 

E-Mail: T 

· khroughton@sandiego.gov 

Sam P. Kab, II/ IJ / TOTAL PAGES (lnciMdlng ]+Attachments 
}

1 \V cover;: 
September 26, 2011 ~:E: ll:l5:42 JOB NUMBER: 001011 

To"ey Pines Bank Commercial Land Use Proposal for Otay Mesa 
Communi Plan U date (PTS# 199429, 10 #24000510) 

Confidential Commynjcatjons 
This transmittal is intended for the recipient named above. Unless otherwise expressly indicated, this entire communication is confidential and 

privileged infonnation. If you are not the intended recipient, do not disclose, copy, distribute or use this information. If you ~ived this 
transmission in error, please notify us immediately by telephone, at our expense and destroy the information. 

Provided below are responses to the Transportation Development August 17,2011 comments (Attachment 1) 

regarding the Torrey Pines Bank comparison of forecasts dated May 23, 2011 (Attachment 2). 

General: 

1. The comment relates to the fact that the Torrey Pines Bank community commercial land use for the 

north parcel added approximately 12,500 ADT to the TAZ output compared to the IBT uses, but the 

ADT volwnes on Otay Mesa Road east of La Media Road did not increase proportionally, but decreased 

slightly. Were trips diverted from Otay Mesa Road to other roadways? A review of all 121 roadway 

segments evaluated in the Otay Mesa Community Plan Update traffic study indicates there was no 

substantial increase to other segments that would account for the 12,500 ADT increase from the north 

parcel traffic analysis zone. 

The traffic model adjusted trip type match-ups within the community rather than draw entirely new trips 

from outside the community. Since there is a large amount of industrial type uses in the base forecast, 

adding commercial trips would provide additional "work-to-other, trip match-ups from the industrial

business park base, such as trips going to lunch, errands, business supply purchases, as well as "hom~ 

1 00101 1-092611-Ernemo-KBroughton-Proposal-pk-L.doc 
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Kelly Broughton 
City of San Diego 

C Urban Systems Associates, Inc. 
September 21, 20JJ 

to-shop" trip type match-ups. Adding the additional commercial uses provides a more balanced mixed

use community. 

2. The comment requests additional analysis of roadway segments, intersections, and freeway segments 

where the proposed land use would result in 50 or more new peak-hour directional trips from the site, 

and ramp meters where 20 or more peak hour trips are added. 

An additional report, also included in Attachment 2, dated August 17, 2011, was submitted that 

compares all of the 121 roadway segments and all of the 17 freeway segments that were evaluated in the 

Draft Otay Mesa Community Plan Update traffic study (dated July 29, 20 11 ). 

In this comparison, alll21 segment volumes for the two forecasts are shown, volumes to capacity ratios 

are tabulated and the change v/c ratios are also shown. This additional study concluded that changes to 

roadway segment volumes are relatively minor and no changes to conclusions regarding roadway 

classifications would be needed when comparing the Torrey Pines Bank forecast to the Buildout 3B 

Without La Media Road forecast. The same conclusion can be made when comparing freeway segment 

peak hour volumes. 

Minor increases in average daily traffic volumes would result in minor peak hour volumes increases at 

major intersections, but mitigation at intersections currently recommended is typically the maximum 

that would be considered, so that additional mitigation would not be needed. 

Ramp meter queues calculated in the Draft Otay Mesa Community Plan Update traffic study are 

typically very lengthy and unrealistic so that a recalculation with a few m~re approach vehicles would 

not be meaningful. 

3. The comment requests a comparative analysis between the two forecasts of intersections, freeway 

segments, and ramp meter delay to determine if the Bank forecast would cause significant impacts. 

The Draft Community Plan Update Scenario 3B traffic study has identified significant impacts to 

intersections, freeway segments and ramp meter dealys. The additional August 17th report compared 

2 001011-09261 1-Ememo-KBroughton-Proposal-pk-L.doc 
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roadway·and freeway segments and concluded that no changes to conclusions should be needed The 

comparisons show that the two forecasts have similar results with only minor increases in volumes so 

that the significant impacts would be substantially the same. 

The comment also requests a comparative queue analysis on La Media Road between Otay Mesa Road 

and Airway Road, and on Airway Road between La Media Road and "A" Street (the project intersection 

on Airway Road). The current queue analysis for La Media Road in the Update traffic study predicts 

lengthy, unrealistic queues. No realistic conclusion regarding mitigation could be made by a 

comparative queue analysis. 

4. The proposed Street "A" would be incorporated into the Otay Mesa Community Plan Update appendix 

as an alternate roadway and intersection configuration, and would not need a separate Community Plan 

Amendment. 

5. The segment of Airway Road east of Britannia Boulevard can be reclassified to six lanes if needed. 

However, the LOS "D" to "E" segment threshold is at 35,000 ADT, while the 35,800 ADT forecast for 

this segment is only 2.3% over that threshold, so that a reclassification may not be needed if additional 

lanes at the Airway Road I Britannia boulevard intersection are provided. 

6. This comment relates to access along La Media Road and Otay Mesa Road intermediate driveways, 
which the City has the discretion to allow. The Torrey Pines Bank forecasts were prepared without 
assuming intermediate driveways. 

7. The Torrey Pines Bank forecast assumed one signalized access on Otay Mesa Road at Avenida Costa 
Azul, which was also included in the base 3B forecast. 

Please consider these responses during staff review of the previously submitted August 17,2011 roadway and 

freeway segment comparison report. 

Cc: Ann Marie Berg 

John Ponder 

Kathryn Conniff 

Steve Horine 

Rob Hixon 

3 00101 1~09261 J~Ememo-KBroughton~Proposal-pk-L. doc 
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Attachment 1 

Transportation Development August 17,2011 Comments 
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Lisa Diaz 

From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Huffman, Victoria [VHuffman@sandiego.gov) 

Wednesday, August 17,2011 5:46PM 

sam@urbansystems.net; Lisa Diaz 

Page 1 of 1 

Cc: Andy; Broughton, Kelly; Gonsalves, Ann; Millette, Theresa; Sokolowski, Michelle; Gardiner, 
Maureen 

Subject: Torrey Pines Bank (aka La Media Map Waiver, PTS#199429) 

Attachments: Torrey Pines Bank Comments to 052311 Analysis.pdf; Specific Comments Attachment 1.pdf; 
Specific Comments Attachment 2.pdf 

Hi Sam, 

Please refer to the attached three (3) documents for our comments to your May 23, 2011 memorandum 
regarding the Otay Mesa Community Plan Update/Torrey Pines Bank Forecasts. 

Thanks, 
Victoria 

VIctoria Huffman, T.E. 
Associate Traffic Engineer 

City of San Diego 
Development Services Department 
1222 First Avenue, MS 501 
San Diego, CA 92101-4155 
Phone: (619) 446-5396 
Fax: (619) 446-5499 

8/18/2011 
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DATE: August 17, 2011 

CITY OF_ SAN DIEGO 
MEMORANDUM 

TO: Sam P. Kab, Urban Systems Associates, Inc. 

FROM: Victoria Huffman, Transportation Development 

SUBJECT: Torrey Pines Bank Commercial Land Use Proposal for Otay Mesa Community 
Plan Update (PTS#l99429, 10#24000510) 

We have reviewed Urban Systems Associates' memorandum dated May 23, 2011 regarding the 
Otay Mesa Community Plan U~orrey Pines Bank Forecasts, and we have the following 
comments: 

General: 

1. The memo should discuss the overall shift in traffic pattems in this ar~a that appears to have 
occurred between the original traffic forecasts and the recent forecast prepared for this memo. 
For example, in the buildout forecast for the new land use,. the roadway segment of Otay Mesa 
Road just east of La Media Road shows an increase of 3,200 ADT, but 14,000 new ADT are 
loading to this segment from the North Parcel. This indicates that non-project through traffic is 
being diverted from this roadway segment. 

2. In order to adequately evaluate the impacts of the proposed higher intensity land use on the 
Torrey Pines Bank site, the study area should analyze roadway segments, intersections, and 
freeway segments where the proposed new land U$e would result in 50 or more new peak-hour 
directional trips from the site, and it should include metered freeway on-ramp analysis where the 
proposed new land use would result in 20 or more peak-hour trips from the project site onto 
metered freeway on-ramps. (All freeway on-ramps should be assumed to be metered in the 
midterm and buildout scenarios.) 

3. Provide a: comparative analysis of the level of service (LOS) of intersections and freeway 
segments, as well as ramp meter delay, between the current land use for the vacant site and the 
proposed community commercial land use to determine whether the proposed commercial land 
use would result in any significant traffic impacts that would not occur under the land use 
assumed in Community Plan Update Scenario 3B. This analysis should also include queuing 
analysis along La Media Road between Otay Mesa Road and Airway Road and along Airway 
Road between La: Media Road and Street "A". Queuing in excess of available storage that would 
degrade intersection operations should be called out as a significant impact. 

4. The proposed commercial land use would require a Community Plan Amendment to add a 
new 2 lane-coUector or-4 lane collector street since--proposed-Street 1J..Nt-is- not~ circulation· 

1 



element roadway in the adopted community plan circulation element or the April2011 draft 
circulation element for Scenario 3B. 

S. Airway Road between Britannia Boulevard and La Media Road is classified as a 4 lane major 
street in both the adopted community plan circulation element and the Apri12011 draft 
circulation element for Seenario 3B f<>r Otay Mesa and would operate at an acceptable LOS with 
the assumed Scenario 3B land uses. With the proposed commercial land use, this segment is 
forecast to carry 35,800 ADT. With this amount of traffic, this portion of Airway Road is 
forecast to operate at an unacceptable level of service and Should be re-classified as a 6 lane 
major roadway. 

6. The analysis should assume no project access points (diiveways) along La Media Road or 
Otay Mesa Road (except the proposed signalized access opposite the I-905/La Media EB off
ramp) since both La Media Road and Otay Mesa Road are classified as six lane primary arterials 
in the proposed circulation element for Scenario 3B of the Otay Mesa Community Plan Update. 

7. Traffic signals should be spaced no closer than ~ mile apart on primary arterials and should 
provide appropriately spaced access for future envisioned development If a new signalized 
access were proposed to be constructed along Otay Mesa Road, it should likely be located at 
Avenida Costa Azul. Traffic signal warrants should also be provided for any proposed new 
signalized access. 

Specific: 

1. Refer to the attached pages fr.om memorandum for specific comments. 

Feel free to contact me at 619-446-5396 or via email at vhuffman@sandiego.gov if you have any 
questions. 

Victoria Huffman, RTE 
Associate Traffic Engineer 

Attachment 

cc: Kelly Broughton, Director, Development Services Department 
Ann French Gonsalves, Senior Traffic Engineer 
Michelle Sokolowski, Development Project Manager 
Theresa Millette, Senior Plaoner 
Maureen Gardiner, Associate Traffic Engineer 
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AtTN: 

FROM: 

DATE: 

SUBJECT: 

CONSIIlliUnS TO INDusmtY AJID Goi/MNfU!NT 

l ' 

Kelly Broughton- City of &n Diego 

kbroughton(i!i:!andkgo.gqv 

SamP.K•b,l1q~ TOTALPAGES' 6+~ 
· ,J_g TIME· 1:49:15 

May 23, 2011 "'\ PM ' JOB NUMBER: 001011 

Otay Mesa Community Plan Update/Torrey Pines Bank 
Forescasts 

. Cmfidqnjal Commqpjtlljgm 
'I'hla 1r8n3miUil is inltndcd tbr the recipient DIDI1Cd llbovc. Uu!CSD otbecwisc expn:ss!y iudic:lted. 1his caDre CIPCJUII'mbtfl)ll is eooiidadiaiiOd 

privflegcd infoanation. Ifyou areDot1hc iutmlded mipicnt. do not disciOSt, copy, clislributcorusctbis infixotatioG. Iryou:ra:civcd 1h1s 
tnnsmilsion in error, pleuc llCitey us irnlllcdialely by telephone. at our cxpcusc and dcsttoy the UdOrmatiCIIL 

tkV 
The Torrey Pines Bank, with your authorization, has prepared a ~son ofllis prcfcrred land use for their 
property east of La Media Road and to the north and south of SR-905. +o . ~ 

Urban Systems Associates has eva1uat¢ the Otay Mesa Community Plan Update traffic forecasts of the 3B 

Wrthout La Media Road ~o wjth the bank proJ?ertt assumed, as the Cgmmtmity Commm;iaJ. uses 

cwrently allowed un.de:r the approved Community Plan rather than Jn1emstional Business and Trade (IBT) uses 

being proposed by City Planning for this scenario. Both the Mid-Term and Buildout forecasts were evaluated. 
., 

The results of the forecast re--runs were provided by ty TI8DSp011ation Enginecnn~ evaluatod by Urban 

Systems Associates. Following are summaries of1be comparison between the base City forecasts with IDT 

assumed, and 1he Bank's pte.ferred Community Commercial land use and access; 
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MID-TERM AVERAGE DAILY TRAFFIC VOLUMES 

AtCBchment 2 shows a comparison of average daily traffic volumes of the major roadways adJacent to the 

Bask's property: La Media Road, Otay Mesa Road, and Airway Road. 

~ ?~~ ~-.ns~ ~~~u .s~' A.b'T AJ.. 11:JS f.w d1 ~~~~ n J .ft.r ~. ~o ~~ · 
La Media Road- The volumes increase by 1.7% north of Otay M Road, imd by 10.8% baween Otay Mesa 

Road and the SR-905 Westbound Ramp intcrsecti~n. However, even with these increases tbe segment levels of 

service (LOS) are acceptable, remajning st LOS "A" DOrth of Otay Mesa Road and LOS ''B" south of Otay 

Mesa Road. 

The segment v()lume between 1he SR-905 Eastbound Ramp intersection, the project access, and Airway Road 

decreases by 22.3% and remains at an acceptable LOS "C". 

South of ~Y Road the segment volume also gegeases. by 7.8%, and remams at LOS "C". 

0tay Mesa :Road -The segment west of La. Media Road increases in volume by 13.1 %, and is at LOS "B". 

'!be segment bctwec:n La Media Road and the Project North Parcel Access increases by 8.7o/~ and remains at an 

acceptable LOS "C''. 

The segment between the Project North Parcel Access and Piper Rmlch Road decreases by 3.8%, and remains at 

LOS "C". 

The segment between Piper Ranch Road and the SR-905 Southbo\Dld Ramp intersection decreases b}r 7 .3%, and 

remains at LOS "C". 

Airway Road- The segment west of La Media Road increases in volume by less than one percent, and remains 

at LOS "A". 

The segment volume between La MeO.ia Road and 1he Project South Parcel Acc:ess decreases by 24.5%, BDJi 

improves to LOS "N'. 
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Attachment 5 summarizes the Buildt;>ut roadway segment comparison. 

The increases to Buildout volumes on La Media Road, Otay Mesa Ro~ and Airway Road adjacent to 1he 

project are minor and occur on four of the eleven segments evaluated. None of the segmeoiS, with AD! 

increases cause a change in LOS and are at an acceptable level of service. Seven of the eleven segments would 

deaease in volume. There are two substantial segment volume decreases due 1o diversion of traffic through the 

project roadway at the SR-905 Eastbound off-ramp. The segment volume reduction on La Media Road~ 

the Eastbound Off-Ramp and Airway Road teduces the VQlume through the La. Media Road I Akway Road 

intttsection. 'fhe.segmeot volume reduction on .Airway Road east of La Media Road also reduces the volmnes 

· through _the intersection. This is 11!1 important result of adding a through street at the SR-905 Bastb01m.d 9ff
Ramp, extending to Airway Ro~ which would be be:oeficial to the interchange circulatian and enbant'1! access 

to the central area. and the Akway Road east-west conidor. 

Other Interchanges 
0~4 (l.L~. fo +k. t.tA~ 

~ 
A review of volume changes at other SR-905 intercbanges west of 1he Baok's property indicates minor 

increases in volumes of less than 2.00/o at the Caliente Avenue and Heritage Road intmcbange north approaches. 

The Brl1annia Boulevard south approach~ by only 2.4%. 

Condwions 

The increase in traffic volumes on adjacent roadway segments. as a :result of the project forecasts with 1he 

CUirently approved commercial uses, can be accommodated without the need for roadway reclassification and 

would operate at acceptable levels of ~ce. 

Changes in volumes at other SR-905 imerchanges to the west are slight. so that additional mitigation should not 

be needed. 

5 0010Il-052311-Ememo-Ke/1y/JTOJig~Jv..L.doc 
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Bulldout ADT Comparison· 

Build out "BBIse LOS '"BulldoutWllh Pruject LOS %Change 

La Medl• Road ... 
North d Otay Mesa Rd. 22.3 c 24.0 c +7.6% 
otay Mesa Rd. to SR-905 WB Ramp 37.6 c 38.0 c +1.1% 
SR-905 EB Ramp to Airway Rd. ~.0 F 47.9 c -25.2% 
Mwey Rd. to Slempre VMI Rd. 33.1 D 31.2 0 -5.7% 

otay Mesa Road 

West d La Media Rd. 42.4 0 +U 0 +5.7% 
La M!IC!ia ~. to Project North Parcel Access 53.6 0 53.1 D . -1.3% 
Prcject North Parcel Access to Plpw Ranch Rd 53.3 0 -49.7 D .a a% 
Piper Ranch Rd. .to SR-125 SB Ramp 28.7 B 27.1 B -6.8% 

AJI'WIIYRolld 

West or La Media Rd. 23.0 c 22.2 c .a5%" 
La Media Rd. to Project S<Qh Parcel Acce!al 31.0 0 19.5 B .:0.1% 

ProJect South Parcel Access to HaMst Rd. 28.6 c 28.15 c 0.0% 

SR-905 Westbound Off Ramp at La Meda Rd. 14.8 - 15.1 - +2.0% 
SR.gQS ~Of' Ramp at L.a Media Rd. 18.3 - 18.8 - +2.7% 

' . : 

"ADT In lhouands.. 
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Attachment 2 

Additional Comparison of Forecasts Report August 17,2011 
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Our previous May 23, 2011 report on the Torrey Pines Bank .forecasts with Community Commercial uses and 

access assumptions for their property east of La Media Road was focused on the freeway and roadway segments 

surrounding the SR-905 I La Media Road interchange (a PDF copy is provided for reference). 

That report showed a comparison of segment ADT and levels of service, for the Mid-Term and _Buildout 3B 

Without La Media Road scenarios, with the Bank property proposed with mT uses by City Planning and used 

in the base forecast, and also with the currently allowed Community Commercial under the approved 

Community Plan for this property. 

The previous focused report concluded that the average daily traffic volumes on roadway segments adjacent to 

the Bank property, as a result of the Bank forecast with the currently approved commercial uses, can be 

accommodated without the need for roadway reclassifications and the eleven evaluated segments of Otay Mesa 

Road, La Media Road, and Airway Road would operate at acceptable levels of service. Also as a result of the 

Bank forecast, seven of the eleven segments would decrease in volume. 

The attached additional roadway and freeway segment comparison tables expand the study area to include all of 

the 121 segments evaluated at Buildout in the Draft Otay Mesa Community Plan Update_ Traffic Study. 
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This additional evaluation shows the increase in average daily traffic volumes and the increase in volume to 

capacity ratios for each segment. The questions of"were trips redistributed adversely" and "are other 

communitv-wide segment volumes increased to such an extent that the roadway classifications of the base 

forecast would change", can be answered with these evaluations. 

PROJECT TRIP GENERATION COMPARISON 

The Bank property average daily traffic was estimated by using a floor area ratio of 0.30, consistent with other 

commercial parcel assumptions used in the Buildout 3B forecast. The Bank property net acreages were refined 

to accommodate the project roadway and street improvements along its frontage, as shown in the table below: 

Acres FAR Sq. Ft. (1) Trip Rate (l) ADT 

T AZ 4529 (North Parcel) 16.6 0.30 217,000 70 /KSF 15,190 

T AZ 4550 (South Parcel} 29.2 0.30 382,000 70/KSF 26,740 

Total 41,9JOADT 

(I} Acres x FAR x 43,560 S.F./ AC. =Estimated ProJeCt S1ze m S.F. 

(2) Community Shopping Center, Driveway Vehicle Trip Rate, Per City of San Diego Trip Generation Manual, Tablet. 

A comparison of the trip generation used in each forecast is shown in the table below: 

~ .. ::. ~ ' , . ' .. . .. ~ L ~ • ... "' · . .,., .. , ··*· 'L. "'· 
; ·· - · . . ' ·, ; ~ "}. ~ .-.. -~ .. - - . ~ . . _t_.,. 

IBT Community Commercial 

TAZ 4529 (North Parcel) 3,771 (395.5 KSF} 15,190 (217 KSF) 

T AZ 4550 (South Parcel) 6,294 (667 KSF) 26,740 (382 KSF) 

Total 10,06SADT 41,930ADT 
. ' ~ . I .,. ~ ' .. 

The difference in trip generation between the two forecasts is approximately 31,865 ADT. The Community 

Conunercial uses attracted retail trips from throughout the Otay Mesa Community Plan area and, as 

demonstrated in the following tables, the addttional trips were not heavily concentrated in any area of the 

conununity. 
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TABLE 1-ROAPWAY SEGMENT AVERAGE DAILY TRAFFIC CADT> 

Table 1 includes all surface roadway segments that are evaluated in the OM CPU draft traffic study. Shown are 

segment volumes, volume to capacity ratios, levels of service, and the change in volume to capacity ratio. Also 

shown, in the last column, is a Yes (Y) or No (N) indicating if the segment volume to capacity ratio changed by 

more than a reasonable increase of2.0% for those segments at level of service "E" or "F". 

Of the 53 segments evaluated on major east-west and north-south roadways (Otay Mesa Road, Airway Road, 

Siempre Viva Road, Caliente Avenue, Heritage Road I Otay Valley Road, Britannia Boulevard, and La Media 

Road) only six at level ofservice "E" or ''F' exceed the change in v/c ratio by more than 2.0%, and then only by 

2.5% to 3.3%. The segments are the following: 

• Otay Mesa Road (Heritage Road to Cactus Road) (76,500 ADT to 78,000 ADT) 

, • Airway Road (Caliente Avenue to Heritage Road) (38,000 ADT to 39,000 ADT) 

• Airway Road (Britannia Boulevard to La Media Road (35,000 ADT to 36,000 ADT) 

• Siempre Viva Road (Otay Center Drive to SR -905) (60,000 ADT to 61,500 ADT) 

• Britannia Boulevard (SR-905 to Airway Road) (63,000 ADT to 64,500 ADT) 

• Britannia Boulevard (Airway Road to Siempre Viva Road) (44,500 ADT to 46,000 ADT) 

These increases to v/c ratios on these six segments would not change conclusions regarding classifications for 

these segments. 

Five of the major east-west and north·south roadways show decreases in v/c ratios. 

Only ten other segments of the remaining 68 segments are at level of service "E" or "F" and exceed the 

reasonable v/c increase of2.0%, but most are considered minor interior roadways and would not change 

recommended classifications of these segments. 

• Cactus Road (Airway Road to Siempre Viva Road) (40,500 ADT to 42,000 ADT) 

• Dennery Road (Black Coral Lane to East End) (16,500 ADT to 17,000 ADT) 

• Avenida de las Vistas (Vista Santo Domingo to Dennery Road) (19,500 ADT to 20,000 ADT) 

3 001011-081711 -Ememo-KellyBroughton· spk·L.doc 
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• Del Sol Boulevard (Surf Crest Drive to Riviera Pointe) (23,000 ADT to 23,500 ADT) 

• Del Sol Boulevard (Riviera Pointe to Dennery Road) (23,000 ADT to 23,500 ADT) 

• Old Otay Mesa Road (Crescent Bay Drive to Beyer Boulevard) (16,000 ADT to 16,500 ADT) 

• Sanyo A venue (Otay Mesa Road to Airway Road) (24,500 ADT to 26,000 ADT) 

• Camino Maquiladora (Heritage Road to Pacific Rim Court) (9,500 ADT to 10,000 ADT) 

• Progressive A venue (Corporate Center Drive to Innovative Drive) ( 11 ,500 ADT to 12,000 ADT) 

• Exposition Way I Vista Santo Domingo (Avenida de las Vistas to Corporate Center Drive) (12,500 ADT 

to 13,000 ADT) 

Eight of these ten segments are two laile Collectors that primarily serve adjacent development and have volume 

increases of only 500 ADT. Cactus Road and Sanyo Avenue have 1,500 ADT increases, but act as internal 

circulation roadways, not major connections to outside the Community Plan area. 

It can be concluded after a review of the segment volumes in Table 1 that the volume increases in project trip 

generation have not been concentrated at the entrance I exit roadways into and out of the Otay Mesa 

Community Plan area, and the overall conclusions regarding roadway classifications and levels of service 

would not change with the preferred Torrey Pines Bank land use assumption, currently allowed under the 

approved Community Plan. 

Our previous report also shows a decrease in volume on La Media Road between SR-905 and Airway Road, as 

a result of adding a project roadway at the SR-905 eastbound off-ramp, extending to Airway Road. This 

decrease in volume would enhance the entry gateway to the central part of the community. 

TABLE 2-FREEWAY SEGMENT VIC AND LEVELS OF SERVICE 

TI1is table evaluates all freeway segments included in the OMCPU Draft Traffic Study. 

Of the 17 fi:eeway segments evaluated with the Community Commercial use, only two segments at level of 

service ''E" or "F" exceeds a reasonable 2.0% change in volume to capacity ratio, and then only by 2.2% and 

3.4%: 

• SR-905 (Heritage Road to Britannia Boulevard) (173,000 ADT to 176,000 ADT) 

• SR-905 (Britannia Boulevard to La Media Road) ( 154,000 ADT to 158,500 ADT) 
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None of the minor freeway segment volume increases would change the levels of service nor freeway segment 

conclusions. 

The major freeway segments ofi-805 decrease by 500 ADT between Main Street and Palm Avenue and 

decrease by 1,000 ADT between Palm Avenue and SR-905. 

West ofl-805, the SR-905 volume increases by 1,000 ADT. 

South ofSR-905, I-805 increases by only 1,000 ADT, but remains at level of service "C". 

The segment ofSR-905 between I-805 and Caliente Avenue increases by only 2,000 ADT. 

The I-5/ I-805 and SR-905 border crossing volumes remain the same. 

State Route 125 n01th of Lone Star Road increases by 3,500 ADT, but remains at level of service "D". 

It can be concluded after a review of the freeway segment volumes in Table 2 that the volume increases in 

project trip generation have not been concentrated at the entrance and exit freeways or border crossings leading 

to the Otay Mesa Community Plan area. 

ATIACHMENTS 

Attachment 1 is the Buildout 3B Without La Media Road ADT volume figure used in the Draft OM CPU traffic 

study, with adjustments previously agreed upon. These volumes are included in Tables 1 and 2 (with mt 
column). 

Attachment 2 is the Torrey Pines Bank Buildout forecast, with adjustments agreed upon. These volumes were 

rounded to the nearest 500 ADT and included in Tables 1 and 2 (with Community Commercial column). 

Attachment 3 is the previous focused May 23, 2011, report for reference. 
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With the Torrey Pines Bank's preferred Community Commercial land use and access compared to lBT uses, 

only 16 out of a total of 121 roadway segments are both at a level of service "E" or "F" and would have an 

increase in volume to capacity ratio greater than a reasonable 2.0%. Six of the segments are on major east~ west 

and north-south roadways and have an increase in v/c from 2.5% to 3.3%. These minor increases would not 

result in changes to recommended roadway classifications. 

The remaining 10 segments ofthe16 are considered minor interior roadways and v/c increases would not result 

in changes to recommended roadway classifications. 

Of the 17 freeway segments evaluated, only two segments at level of service "E" or "F" would exceed the 

reasonable 2.0% increase in volume to capacity ratio, and then by only 2.2% and 3 .4%. 

Reviewing all121 roadway segments for the Buildout 3B Without La Media Road scenario, with the Torrey 

Pines Bank property proposed with IBT uses, 30 segments would be at level of service "E" or "F". With the 

Bank property at the currently allowed Community Conunercial uses, 31 segments would be a level of service 

"E" or "F''. Changes in ADT and peak hour volumes would be minor, so that roadway segment 

reclassifications or additional intersection mitigation should not be needed. 

It can be concluded after a review of Otay Mesa Community-wide roadway and freeway segments that the 

volume increases in Torrey Pines Bank property trip generation have not been concentrated at the entrance I exit 

roadways and freeway connections into and out of the community. The overall conclusions regarding roadway 

classifications and levels of service would not change with the Torrey Pines Bank property assumed as 

Community Conunercial uses. 

Cc: Anne Marie Berg 

John Ponder 

Kathryn Conniff 

Steve Horine 
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TABLE1 

Comparison of IBT VS. Community Commercial 

Bulldout Scenario 38 Without La Media Rd. 

Average Daily Traffic & Level of Setvlce 

Wllhl81 
Street Scc:me111 LOSE (3) 

(1) ADT Se,_ .. t 
Class (1) 

-'DT VIC LOS . ...... ....... . ""' + .(;{ .. ' .. ~ . . -·.~ ....... J • ( .·- ...[ _, ... ... · ' . . '" o..,. ....... S&fi:Ct A co Caticnce Ave.. r..PA ~ 26.000 0,4) 0 
bad OllicntG AWl. co CorpOrole C.nt• Or. '-PA 60,000 72.500 UOI F 

Corponata Cantct Dr. lo IDnovarit'c Or. 6-PA 110,000 5t,SOO O.J6 D 
Jnaov1live Dr, to Hda,cltd. r..PA 60.000 46,.SOO 0.11 c 
tleri&aac: R.d. to C.MUI U . r..PA 60,000 16,soo U7~ F 
OaeU1t Rd. Co 8riaMti& flhoct. r..PA 60,000 4(,000 0.73 c 
8ri10nnlo lllv~.1o Allu 0 r..PA 60,000 ~ 0.1' D 
All<o C1. 1<> J..a Mcdill Rd. WA 60,000 41,500 0.71 c 
1Jo Modlo Rd.IO Pi!>O< Rano• Rd. fS.I'A 60.000 54.000 0.90 0 
Plpcrllaoth Rd. to SR-IU WA 60,000 :11,500 0.41 a 
Sll.-l:ZS 10 HotY .. I Rd. 6-PA 60.000 36,000 0.60 c 
Hlrvetl Rd. co Sanyo Ave.. WA 60.000 n.ooo O.Sl 8 
Slnyo /I. YO. 10 l:nrioo f- !Jr. O.PA 60,000 7.m O.ll A 

AI.....,Ro..a Old ()loy Mcu Rd. to C.:.l.ftt.C AYO. 4-0.. )0,000 10.500 0.15 A 

C:llllcnte Ave. \0 Hericaae ld. - 40.000 3&,000 0.950 E 

Hotlt110 Rd. 10 Ca<IUl 114. 6-PA 60.000 60,500 1.001 f 
O>o<"' R6.1ollrit.,nia lllv4. w 50.000 .W.lOO CU9 D 

u.; ....... lllvd ••• J..a ld<dlo 114. 4-M 40.000 35,Cl00 n.ns p 
J..a Mcdio lld. lo HONOII l\d. 4-M 40.000 ~.000 0.1$ p 

lb.r~at Rd, to S.nyo A,e. 4-M 40,000 26,500 0.66 c 
San yo A vt. ,,. PJ111eo d• ~at Aamrien - 40,000 10,000 0.15 A 
Puoo delo• A1110nc.. to Micluoctf.....Say Dr. 4-M 40.00(1 !1,500 0.24 A 
Mlotlod r...loy Dr 10 Enrioo Ft.., Dr, 4-M 40,000 12.000 cuo A 
Emloo Ftml Or to Sie- ""'• Rd.• 4-M 40.000 ll.SOO G.ll A 

Slo.,....vl,. CllioftLC Ave. to Wat TcmMua 2-CL 1'.000 10.000 0-'1 c - CKhlt M to Britaania Blvd. 6-PA ~ 37,000 Q.Q c 
Dritannlo 111•4. to Lo Mo61o Rd. HA 60.000 <!,500 0.71 c 
Lo Modb ltd. lo Hartul R6. '-PA 60.000 40.500 0.61 c 
Hlrvesa ltd to Otay C'clnt~rDr. '-PA 60.000 54,000 0.57 B 
OUy Cont<r Or. 1o SR-!105 6-PA 60.000 60,000 1.000 I! 
SRA05 co Pasco 4c bs: A.zntrifa• 6-PA M,OOO 63,000 1.050 F 

Puoo d<ll& Amcncoo 1o Mloh•el Fanday Dr. f>.IA 60,f)OO 23.000 11.311 A 
Michael Fo,.6a; Dr. ro l!nrico l'omaPr. '-PA 60.000 21,000 o.JS A 
I!MooF...-;DriOSII-11" - 40.000 17.500 G.M 8 

-- ... ; "!''4H ~;'" 
.. ,. • • l. c;.;'.-.~ 1.!):'1 .. ":":i' '·y·,sn , ~ - J'; .: .. t,. .. ";;'r •co~~ "'' .. .. ·~" ·r 

·segment in J;;Ounty ot Sen Diego 
(1) • COmmunlly Pion Clalllilealtlon r..:ommenct.tlon. 
(2) • Source: City of Son Diego T..,.o Impact Study Manual, Tall4o 2. 
(3) • Soun:o: Btlldout 3B wlthoul lA Moodie R* (7-.111-10 F.....,lt Dele~ 
(4) • So.no: Tonwy Plnea Benk 38 tiLJidoul (~·\1 Foreo•t o.to). 
VIC ~ V-to C.packy Rello 
LOS • ...... ol Senlce 
(8) E. , •2% " Yea (Y") 01 No (N~ vc lncre .. o .,.., 2% ond ali..OS E or F. 

C Urban Sy.stem.s As.sociate.s, Inc. 
A.ugu.st 17, 201J 

,..,.1 oil 

With Community Commercial 

(4) (S) 

Se1meat E,P 
ADT VIC VV/C LOS +2°4 

.. .. .. ,.;. . . ' . 
26,000 0.4) 0.110 B N 

7l.SOO 1.22$ 0.017 F N 

5l.500 0.1& O.Cil p N 

41.SOO 0.'19 0.01 c N 

71.000 l.lOO 0.025 F ~·v~:: r 
45,SOO 0.76 0.03 c N 

n.ooo o.n 0.03 0 H 

45.000 0.75 0.04 c N 

53.000 0.11 ~Cil D H 

17,000 0.45 ~ a N 

37.000 O.Q 0.01 c N 

32.500 0.54 0.01 8 N 

1.000 0.13 0.00 A N 

11.000 0.37 0.02 8 N 
39,1100 M75 0.025 ll -=~:-1.0~ 
61,000 1.017 O.ont , N 

... !00 O.b 0.00 I) N 

36.000 MOO O.CJ!S li 
. ""y~ , 
- ·· ~.t.~ 

34,000 o.u 0.00 p H 

211.000 0.7l 0.07 c N 

10.500 n.u 0.01 A N 

12,5110 WI 0.07 A N 

1l.soo O.JI 0.01 A N 
ll.500 0.31 0.07 A N 

10.000 G.67 0.00 c N 

)1,000 11.5) 0.01 c N 
4),!00 0.7) O.OJ c N 

41..500 OM 0.01 c N 

34,500 0.51 0.01 8 N 

61,500 l .IW O.Cil5 , ·-~-~vt. . .-1 
62,$00 1.043 ~008 F H 

ll,500 11.311 0.00 A N 

21.000 o.u 0.00 A N 
21.000 0,) 0,11!1 8 N 

.. • ,.,_ ' . if~ -~ ··:: 1!;:- - ~ #~' J-1.. J."*H." \ 
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Kelly Broughton 
City of San Diego 

TABLE 1 (Continued) 

Compartaon of IBT VS. Community Commercial 

Bulldout Scenario 38 Without La Media Rd. 

Average Daly T111me & Level of Service 

_&teet Set:-nt c~. 
PolmA-. Ko .. ..., Dr. 10 1-805 f.# A 

~ .. o. .. ..,.ltd. 7.PA 

Oceon VI""IUUs O...nny R.cl."' Dol Sol Blvd, 4oM , .... _ 
0.1 Sol BIYd. 1o su .. et "A • 6-M 
Slt<CI "A " to Oooy M .. oltd. '""" Cillo .. 011)' Mcu Rd. IO $J1.9CJS 6-PA 

A-oe Slt..!JCIItoAII'WO)'ld. 6-PA 

A ..... y ltd, IO Bo)'<ll' Blvd. '""" Beyer Blvd. lo Sic...,re \.lvoltd. o4-M 

ll)'lr Aloq .... u Dr. 10 Old Otoy Men U. 4<1. 
-1-d CXd Otoy Mru U . 10 Colltal• Ave. ~"' 

lttrillt•R<Iodl M1ia Sl.IO AVCIIida De Las V.\a1•• HA 
OloyValloy Avcnida 0. Lla ..,_LU Ia D11nn Sl. 6-PA 

llood DatJuft St. ta Otay Moaa ~. 6-PA 

010y Moo a kd. to SR.OOS 6-PA 
SR.90:5 10 Alnn1 U. 6-PA 

Caca.sJitaed Oray Wc11 Rd. to Airway U . -Altwoy .Rd. IO Si<"1'"' ~··.Rd. ~M 

s;....,,. VIva U , IO Soutll &d 4<1. 

BrltaD•I• Otay Mesa IW. 10 SR.-00$ ~PA 

Dolll-'•rd SR.OOS1o Alnny R.cl. 6-PA 

Altwoy ltd. 10 51<0111'< VIva U , .s-M 
S ..... ro '<fvo a.f. IO S.VIh l!lo4 4<1. 

LoMo4ia 8Kh Rd.to lAM SliT ad. • • ~PA 

Jtood ~~ Suit Rd. \0 A Vietor llcS. o4-M 
A.YiatorRd ~.oOcayMeu Rd o4-M 

Otoy Men R4.•• SR-!IOS ~A 

~ 10 Altwo;r ltd f.# A 
Airwoy U . •o Sic....,. \(va Jd s.M 

Hantll- Sot&lh ofOtoy Mooo U. ].Q. 

Alnny ltd. 10 Otoy Ceo lot Dr. 4<1. 
Otoy C."'" Dr to Sqro \.Iva lid. oloQ. 

l -

-~ In County ct s ... Diego 
(1)• Community Plan Oaulllc:etion ~lon. 
(2) • s-: City ot BM Dleoo T,.tllc lrnl*'l Study M_,.., Table 2. 
(3) • Sou..,. Sullcloul 38 IOilhoul 1..11 Madia Ra.d (7·2&-10 F-l Oale~ 
(•)• SOU1'C11. T- PIMa ll .. k 38 Bullclout (4·27·11 Forecu1 Dill). 
V/C • VDIIITielo c.-c11y Ratio 
LOS • .._ d SeNce 
(8) E, F +2'11. • Yes (Y') ar No {N). vic Inc- .-r 2'11. - fl L.OS E ar F 

With IBT 

LOSE (3) 
ADT ~, .... , 
{2) ADT VIC LOS 

~000 ll,.lCO 0 ... B 
65.000 59.500 0.92 D 

.(0.000 :u,ooo o..u c 

.10,000 lS,OIJIJ 0.10 c 
so,ooo 21,500 0.42 a 
l.CJ,OOO 311,000 O.Q c 
~ )].000 O.Sl B 
$0,000 46.000 1).930 E 

oiO.DOO 41,000 1.0lS F 

.10,000 )].SOO 1.01:1 f 

.(0.1100 ]1,000 0.'11 D 

60,000 13,000 1.]8] f 
60,000 1S,.lCO I.J51 F 
60.000 4,()00 0.10 c 
60.000 n.soo 0.39 A 
6o.Q 35.000 o.sa B 

40,000 40,jOO 1.01) " 40,000 40,.lCO 1.01) F 
)O,Q 11.000 0.31 B 

~000 17.SOO 0.29 A 
60,000 413.000 1.~ , 
..,.000 ~ 0.919 £ 
.10,000 ll,OOO o:n D 
60,000 K'A K'A ~A 

40.000 19.SOO 0..., D 
40,000 n.soo 11.56 c 
«J,OOO n,soo O.Q c 
60,000 61,000 1.067 F 
~ ]],000 0.73 D 

IS,OOO I,SOO OSI c 
:10.000 16PGO O.SJ c 
)0,000 10,000 0.33 A 

I 

0 Urbal! Systems Associates, Inc. 
August 17, lOll 

With om......,ltv Comm+rclal 

(4) (6) 

Sc&me•t E. I" 
ADT VIC VV/C LOS +2% . 
2UlO OM 0.00 II N 
60.000 091 o.oo D N 

ll,OOO o.ss 0.00 c N 
)I,JOO 0.77 O.tl7 c N 
lUlO 0.0 0.00 D N 

:19,000 u.s O.Cil c N 
32.500 C).j4 0.01 II N 
46,SOO 0.930 0.010 E N 
••• 1100 1.01.5 0.000 F N 

]3,000 1.100 0.017 , N 
ll,liiO a,., 0.01 D N 

toi,Q 1.400 0.011 f N 

7UOO l.l7S 0.017 f N 

4J.l00 0.11 0.01 c N 

:loi,OOO 0.40 0.01 A N 
35.500 0.5 0.01 B N 

~,suo 1.01] "000 2 N 

4l.OOO 1.050 0.1:17 ,. :~ff:" .. ~~ ~ 
11.000 0.31 0.00 8 N 

II.SOO 0.31 om A N 

64JOO 1.07$ 0.01.5 p ~~fD •6.000 I.Gl2 Q.Q)) F 
n.ooo 0.73 0.00 D 

.. ~ ..... N_._., 

~A loU A ~A WIA K'A 

ll.SOO o.s4 11.05 c N 
]oi,OOO o.ao 0.04 c N 

31,000 G.6) 0.00 c N 

41,000 0.100 .0.267 c N 
li,OOO 0.69 .(1M c N 

I,SOO o.n 0.00 c N 

1I.SOO 0.3S 0.02 c N 
IO,it)O o.3S 0.02 A N 

.... ' 
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Kelly Broughton 
Cit;y qf San Diego 

TABLE 1 (Continued) 

Comparison of IBT VS. Community Commercial 

Build out Scenario 3B WIU1out La Media Rd. 

Averao- Daily Traffic & Level of Service 

With BT 

LOSE (3) 

St•ter 
ADT 5e&1r1Ut 

Sumeet ltHCiu• l\ ADT VIC LOS 
' -=t: 1,. : .... --; ~, ........... · .;: .. :-- - . ,·:- .-.:·.: l""f I 

' ~ ' . ' ... ,. ., 
' . ·. lfArlcoFcl'llll s"'"••••Ailw.yRd.• +M 40.000 15,500 o.J9 B 

Or he Airwoy RA. to Sit..., .. VI,.. RA. 4.Q. JO.OOO 8.000 0,27 A 
s~ .. Viva 114.10 Vlo de .. A ... oad +a. JO.OOO I lUClO o.JS 8 

l.o•cSw ~~db IIA. lO SR-115 +M AO.IlOO Jg,SOO Q.A9 II - Sll·ll.S to ,.erbncb ltd. '"'" 60,000 JS.OOO O.SI B 
"""• a ... ~ 114. 10 0ry' C:O..ftiY Boliii<M!y ~PA 60.000 )6,000 0.60 c 

A1if•WJtM:I 1-krit.•e Rd. co \.11 Mcd.il. Jt4. +CI.. · JO.OOO ll.OOO 0.77 0 

Deo ... ry~d P-AYt. lO Dol Sol Blvd. +M 40,1100 21,000 0.70 c 
'•111\Avt. 14 ll<lcono La. +M 40,000 lt.SOO Q.A9 B 
Rqanot.a. to ltd Co,.! t.a . +a. 30.000 12.500 0.42 B 
ll.od CO.. I Ln. 1<> Block O>nll.n. 24. IS.OOO I:UOO O.al D 
lllocltCb .. IU.IO 1*1 &ld l.QI 10.000 I '-Sill US! F 

,...., ... Do ..... H•ril•a• RA."' \lito s .. ,.. Colllinto :K 1.000 1.000 a.rn E 
Vlabll VIsta Santo Do""'ao 10 Donnory ltd. z.c 8.000 19.SOO 14lt F 

Dol$11 O..or. V..w Hitll Pl<owy. 10 krl'O..I Dr. +CI.. 30.000 19,500 0.6$ c 
lloulc.....t s..naur Dr.to IUvion Poltoto 2-o< 10,000 ll,IXIII lJOO F 

llivim PoioiiiD Dtnnel)' Rd. 24. u.ooo ll.llOO 1.53) F 
Doaocty 114. \0 ~ 4-(L JO.OOO 16.000 O.S) c 

lltnctA O..•ft Vltw llilll Pl<owy.to 010y Me" JW. 4-M 40.CIIl0 13.500 0.)4 A 

OldO..,. 01oy Me .. RA. 10 Airwoy Ill!. 4.Q. )0,000 :n.ooo 0.7] D 
Maaltht Amy M . to C:.WcmtBo.y Dt. 4-(L 30,000 14,500 ().AI c 

Oooc•t lky Dt 10 BcyotBivd. z.c 1.000 16,000 2.000 F c...,..... c. ... , c-lno ~lodod 10 Olay M•• 114. .o.c IS.OOO I),SIO Q.900 E 

lJrl\W ()lay N .. aiW. 1D 1\o-oiYc AY9 4-(L 30,000 19,500 0.6S c 
Pntt~•ivc. Avc. 1o 1Anova1Jve Dr. l.C LOOO 1.000 1.000 E 

laaowdw. Drt'• Oloy Mcaa 114. 10 Corponto C.alcr Dr. 4.cL 30.000 u.ooo o.so c 
Pll"'tltuc. 0toy Mua 114. 10 l.ono Stat Rd. 4.Q. JO.OOO JIJ,SOO o." 0 

1l.ad Otoy Mna Rd. 10 Sou Ill- (S) - 40-000 :19.000 0.7) c 

" 

(4) 
Sec meal 

ADT 

C Urban Systems Associates, Inc. 
.August 17, 2011 

With con munlty Commerclol 

(81 
E,F 

VIC VV/C LOS +2% 
~:t< ...... .. ., ·~ .. 

1'.500 0.41 0.01 B N 

1.000 0.27 0.00 A N 
10.000 0.13 401 A N 

11.500 o..l4 O.QS c N 

36.000 o.60 G.Ql c N 
16.000 OA!O 0.00 c N 
14.000 0.10 o.Ol 0 N 

11.000 0.70 0.011 c N 

JIJ,OOO cuo 0.01 II N 

11.500 O.G 0.00 8 N 

12.500 O.Sl 0.00 D N 
11.000 1."1011 o.oso F ~·y_':""'"' 

7.1100 O.S?$ 0.000 E N 
20.000 :uoo 0.063 F -~·--
:1.0,000 om 0.02 c N -ll,500 lJSO o.oso F ~>r 

2l.SOO 1.5&1 0.034 p ."-·-~ . te.ooo l.Sl 0.00 c N 
IJ.SOQ 0.34 0.00 A N 

ll.SOO 0.15 Q.Ol D N 

15.000 o.so Q.Ol c N 
16.500 l.oQ 0.06] F : .... -.,.;. ·. 
IJ.SGO 0.900 0.000 e N 

1'1,500 Q.45 0.00 c N 
1.0011 1.000 O.llOO '£ N 

IJ-"10 CUl 0.01 c N 

ll.llOO 0.60 401 c N 
19,000 0.73 0.00 c N 

~~·-·,...··~ .\-"':"~ !If~.,-. : ... ~ ~' "' '"- ~~!o(lo~~!"~'IW~~ ~ff..Milr+'~~ll . '.t.l':.');) • •• ,.-:: .~ , .. \fe'~i~ ~tii~~ _-.-. ,W.•"f'Q!1~~''F "J'tl· · 
·s_..... ;., <;ounty « s., 01ego 
{1). Ccllllmunlly Pl., c-.olllc811on rKcm...-dlttlon. 
(2) • Source: City of S101 D._ Trdlc lmptocl StUdy Manuot Table 2. 
(3) • SOU<Ce: Blllldoul 38 without Lo Modo Rood {7-28-10 "-' Dote). 
{-4) • Source: T~ Pi- Bonk 38 Buildoul (._27·1 1 Fcwec.ost [)ore). 
{5) • Pipet~ Rmd .q,.tld Wllh St.,..,_ A_,. c_.or 10 A...nda Coo Ia Azjj, 

V/C • V- 1D c.paclly RaUo 
LOS • lAIC! ot Sonic• 
(Ill e F ~2% • v .. {Y") 01 No {N~ vc lncrus• .,_., 2% ond .c LOS e 01 F. 
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Kelly Broughton 
City of San Diego 

TABLE 1 (Continued) 

Comparbon of IBT V&. Community Comm.rclel 

Bulldout Scenario :SB Without La M•dla Rd. 

Aveqge Ddy Traflle & L•val of S•rvlc• 

LOSE (3) 

lnlCiau 
ADT Sel"'cat 
l1l ADT 

M.rcoe.IDrhc 

GWiooB .. Ic...,... 

hdft<JUmc-t 

Ar...y ~d. 10 hoco de 1oo Am:ricoo 

A.r...y M. 10 s~ .. 111 .... Rd. 
s;,._~~~v. Rd. to ........ ,Dr. 
r .. .., de lot AMO<Ica.o •• Eftrico ~nnl Dr. 

Ainn)' Rd. IO Sie~ \1•1 Rd. 
Slc"'ftn; 'Yhoa Rd. \0 MI~Onl Dr. 
Otat Me,. Ce:nu:r'R.d. to Lo Medii 'Rd. 
lwmldo eo ... " .. ,,. l'il>c< Ruck ..... 
()oy Meso JIO. 10 S>. AodiOWI A .e. 

W.., Eod to eo., ... oe C.n&cr Dr 
O.rpotalt 0..1<1' Dr. to ll<nqc 114. 
ll<rillf< Ad ... r .. ;,. lUin o. 
l'ull'• Rim Ct. 10 c..n .. lid. 
C.C141tll4.10&ot&ld 

0...0••• C..~erDr. 10 ... _ ..... Dr. 

...... , Rd . .. Clipnli< Sl. 

Av..,ido De Lao""'""' Corporate Ccntor 0.. 
So"t._ oCOit;t Nes1lcl. 
~n~ of Ar...r Rd. 

(1)• COmmunity PWt Ciao•-~·Uon. 
(2)• so..ca: Clly al Son otago Trollc lmpect Study~. T-2. 
(3)• Souoce: Eluld0U13EI wlthctul L.a Medo Aoacl (T-10 f ...... t ~) 
(4)• Source: Tomt)l Plnu lllllll 38 B- (4· 27·11 Fcncoot Date). 
VIC • VoU!Io 10 C.poclly RIIUo 
LOS•~alsa..lco 
11--PA • ~ P>imory AII..W 

~-- ....... -.. s.M • ~ ~ Metlot (3SB I ZNII ) 
4.f' • +1- Pllmory Artenll 
4-M • 4~ono Mojar Ano~ol 
4.0.. • 4-1- Cdloctor (with oonclnuc..loll turn I"'") 
4-C • +1- COIIeclor(wltttoul CQf111nuouo ld Mn lone) 
z.cL • 2..,. ColleciOr (Wttlt conUnuc.. 11111 turn lone) 
2~ • 2"-~ (no front~ PI'JI)Ifty) 
2.C • :z~- Cdlocl«~houl-lollllnrl._..l 

l.Q. 

l.Q. 

(e) E. F +:nl• Yeo (Y•)<><No(N~ wof,.._M-~ ondet LOSE or F. 

IUQO 

!0.000 
lii,DOO 

ll.IIOO 

11f(ll 
11,1100 

IUQO 

11,1100 

1.000 
1.000 
1.000 
1.000 
1,1100 

IS.IIOO 

1.000 

1.1100 
IS.IIOO 

- t . ~ 

ll,OOO 

~~ 
15,000 

1.000 

11.500 

11.500 

6.1100 

12,S!O 

·~ ll.OOO 

WIIIIIBT 

1.11? 
lUll 

o.ss 
0.50 

o.n 
CUl 

0.0 

CU7 
o.so 
I lA 
O.Oll 
I,JIJ 
O.lO 
l.oQI 

1.1100 

CU6 
0.10 

.LQS 

D 
D 

c 
c 
c 
c 
8 
c 
8 
c 
D 

" c 
F 
E 
F 

A 

!) 

E 
c 
8 
8 
8 

F 

c 
!) 

(4) s., ..... , 
ADT 

IZ$0 

17.000 
IS.OOO 

1&.000 

llJDO 

llJ!lO 

:z:t.OOO 

6,1l00 

IJ,OOO 
4.500 
11..100 

C Urban Systems Associates, Inc. 
A.ugwt 17, 2011 

Wllh COmmulnJtl_Comm•~•l 

VIC VV/C 

0.37 lUll 
o.so 0.00 
D.5l 0.00 
II.SJ Ql)l 

O.of? lllM 
CUl o.oa 

O.Jl 0.00 

lU7 0.00 

O.lO 0.00 
1.2SO 1).(10!0 

o.tll n.ooo 
l.llJ 0.000 
CUD 0.00 
1..100 Q.062 
0.10 0.00 

1.017 0.017 

G.73 0.23 
O.o4Cl 0.00 

0A11 0.00 
0.40 uo 

I.QS O.W 

OJ6 0.00 
o..n o.m 

- ! .. . . : 

!) 

c 
c 
c 
c 
c 
c 
8 
c 
D 

" c 
f 
E 
F 

" , 
D 

D 

D 

8 
8 

c 
!) 

(S) 
!.,I' 
+2% 

; ~t:' •• 

N 
N 

N 
N 
N 
N 
N 
N 

N 

N 

N 
N 

~\'"-,__, ....... ..:; 
N 
N 

N 

N 
N 

)I 

II 
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Kelly Broughton 
City of San Diego 

Stnt1 Se1ment 

... ·-a " ,'T!~·:C';'~: -.,L.r . ... ·vv':·~·? "'' .. .,· ,,- . .. 

SJI..9t5 Pioldor Blvcl. tO I-lOS (l) 

J.«)S 10 C.lica1< Avo. {4) 

C.lioote Ave. to Hcrico;e Rd. 

1-lericocc Rd. 10 llrbnnlo Blvd. 

Brllonnlo Blvd. to lA Medii Rd. 

lA Medio Rd.IO SJI..IlS 

Slt-125 1o Sit""'"""'"' lid. 

s"""'" Vivl Rd. 10 llonl•r 
I-lOS Molo S~ lo Palm Ave. 

PobAv•. roSR-905 

Sll-905 1o 1·5 
I·' 10 Border 

SR. US Bitch Rd. 10 Lone sur Rd. 
Lone Star Rd. lo SR·IJOS 

Sit· II Slt-90!5 IO farico Fcnri Or. 

&>rico Fomi Dr. 10 Sion1>re VIvo ltd. 
:~ ... ~va lt4.1o Borclcr 

C Urban Systems Associates, Inc. 
August 17, 2011 

TABLE2 

Comparison of IBT VS. Community Commercial 

S~narlo 38 Wtthout L.a Madia Road 

Freeway Segment L.evela of Service 

WllhiBT With Communlty_Com..,erclol 

WIIU (6) Poak (6) ruk Clwlcc 
I (l·Wav) c.,.. ADT mf Volume VIC LOSI2l 4DT( Volume VIC LOSI2l laV/C 
' ' I - .. -- _.., ~-' : ~- .. . • '• :-', • ~ ·.~-.~··,_.T,\~'"' o I 

~AUX 6,!00 l ll$0 f.ISJ 1.~ fll ll9-'0Q 6,907 1.063 1'0 O.oot 
lta.. 8J!i0 lll.!iOO 11.813 1.31:! Fl 223.!100 11.920 1.394 Pl 0.012 

3 7.0S0 1116,000 11),453 1.4&3 l'J 191,000 IOJ60 1.491 I') 0.015 
3 7,0!10 173,000 ~,ll? 1.309 Fl 176,000 9)11 1.331 I' I -v:r;;n:;::. .• ...; '~',; 
3 7,150 154,000 UIJ 1.165 FO IK,SOO 1.451 1.199 1'0 ~~:'1-.1 
l 7.0!i0 103,!100 5.510 0.'11 c I06JOO .5,610 o.ll c O.Ot 

l 1,0S0 99,000 s~ 0.7S c 100,000 !,ll) 0.111 c 0.01 
3 7,0!10 64.500 3,440 0.49 B 64.!100 1,4-tO 0.~ B 0.00 

4+AUX 11,200 241,000 13.227 1.111 FO 247JQO 13,200 1.179 FO ~-001 

4+AUX ll,lOO 212,000 11,140 1.0$7 FO 211,000 11,117 1.052 FO .Q.OQS 

4 9,400 lll.OOO 6,507 OM c llJ,OOO 6,$60 O.JO c 0.01 
6 14,100 Uj)OO 7,227 O." 8 13'.!100 7,227 O.SI B o.oo 

4(l'oll) 9,«JJ US,SOO 1.193 0.11 0 1$9,000 1,410 0.90 0 O.Ol 
~(l'oll) 9,400 115.!100 6,160 0.66 c 111,000 5,29) 0-67 c 0.01 

2 4,700 47.000 2.507 0.5) B 48.000 2J60 0.54 B 0.01 

l 4,700 24JQO 1,307 0.:11 /1. 24.!100 1.301 Q.ll A 0.00 
2 4,700 )9.!100 2.107 o.as B l9JOO 1.107 CAS B 0.00 

~ .. ~ -':':.~. ,y·.~~~ T.!~?i~~· ~;:;-:~·,......;~of! iJ.~~~.J-~ ~ ~~ t· ~ '·~~~~ ~~ i.i ,.~~ ;~:..:-~ .. -t .. ~ ;.f t ~~--~~-.. ~ ~~~ 3F.~=j:r· i-;;:,;j: ~ ~~ ·-=- / •• r.r \ ... ~ ...... :~-. > .. 
.b!.R!nll. 
Cop = Co~clty at Segmtnt 

... ..,.,..,. Cop. 0 2,350 VPHPL 
AUklltlfY LeN Clp. 0 1.800 VPHPL 
HOV t..- Cap. 0 UOO VPHPL 
Olmlllng 1.11.,. Clp. 0 1.500 VPHPI. 

ACT • A~ Dally 'l'rdc; 
VIC = Volume to C~ly Ratio 
LOS " lJNol of S.W:e 

11 

li2S!l 
(1) BIA!dout FOIWCIII Vol<me, A"*IW!Ie o.lly Trefllc 
Volume (7-26-10 Run Oete. Serlu 11) 
!2) CeMrans Ololriet 1 1 LOS eallmlllon Pracedona, 
s. Table 2-:s 
(3) + 2 MW>l.- + AIDIIIIaty L
(4} EB: 3 Malnlllnei+Cilmblng LaM 
(5} T- Pinel 8enlt 38 Sulldout (4·27-11) 
(&) Pull 1-iour ~ion Conolonl • J.!Sl!Q.l 

HT 
K • &'!i (P .. k Hour 'li) 
0 a - (DI..etlonal Split) 
HT • 0.110 (Haeov Vehicle Fec:tOI) 
• • Cl\ange In VIC gre81orlherl 0.02 al LOSE or F. 

001011-081 7JJ.£memo-Kel/yBroughton-spk-L.doc 

4540 Kearny Villa Road, Suite 106 • San Diego, CA 92123 • (858) 560-4911 • Fax (858) 560-9734 



Kslly Broughton 
City of San Diego 

C Urban Systems Associates, Inc. 
August 17, 2011 

Page 1 of3 

Attachment 1 

Draft OMCPU Figure 7-lt July 29t 2011 

Scenario 3B Without La Media Road Average Daily Traffic 
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Attachment 3 

Previously Submitted May 23, 2011 Report 

Otay Mesa Community Plan Update I Torrey Pines Bank Forecasts 
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URBAN SYSTEMS ASSOCIATES, INC. E-MEMO PLANNING & TRAFFIC EHriiNEER/NQ, MAAXETrNG & PlfOJBCT SUPPORT 

AITN: 

FROM: 

DATE: 

SUBJECT: 

CoNSULTANTS TO lNDIISTtfY AND GOVERNMENT 

KeUy Broughton - City of San Diego E-Mal1: 'f 

kbrou.ghttm.@~andiego.gov 

s ... P. Kab, H sF~ TOTAL PAGES, 6+Attachmmts 

May 23, 2011 ~ ~IffE: 1
:
49:15 JOB NUMBER: 001011 

Otay Mesa Community Plan Update I Torrey Pines Bank 
Forescasts 

Confidential Communjcatjons 
Thb transmittal is intended for the recipient named above. Unless otherwise expressly indicamd, this entire commun!~ation is confidential and 

privileged information. If you are not !he intended recipient, do not disclose, copy, distribute or use Chis information. If you received this 
transmission in error, please notify us hMlediate\y by telephone, at our expense and destroy the information. 

The Torrey Pines Bank, with your authorization, has prepared a comparison of the prefen-ed land use for their · 
property east of La Media Road and to the north and south of SR-905. 

Urban Systems Associates has evaluated the Otay Mesa Community Plan Update traffic forecasts of the 3B 

Without La Media Road Scenario with the bank property assumed as the Community Commercial useS 

currently allowed tm.der the approved Community Plan rather than International Business and Trade (IBT) uses 

being proposed by City Planning for this scc:nario. Both the Mid-Term and Buildout forecasts were evaluated. 

The City Transportation En,gineering section was provided with the B!Ulk's curtent land use and access 

assumptions and the appropriate forecasts were re--run at the Bank's expense. The Bank's current land use 

assumptions are described in Attachment l, the forecast re-run request previously provided on AprilS, 2011. 

The results of the forecast re-runs were provided by City Transportation Engineering, and evaluated by Urban 

Systems Associates. Following are summaries of the comparison between the base City forecasts with ffiT 

assumed, and the Baok's prefened Community Commercial land use and access: 
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MID-TERM AVERAGE DAILY TRAFFIC VOLUMES 

Attachment 2 shows a comparison of average daily traffic volumes of the major roadways adjacent to the 

Bank's property: La Media Road, Otay Mesa Road, and Airway Road 

La Media Road- The volumes h1crease by 1.7% north of Otay Mesa Road, and by 10.8% between Otay Mesa 

Road and the SR-905 Westbound Ramp intersection. However, even with these increases the segment levels of 

service (LOS) are acceptable, remaining at LOS "A" north of Otay Mesa Road and LOS ''B" south of Otay 

Mesa Road. 

The segment volume between the SR-905 Eastbound Ramp intersection, the project access, and Airway Road 

. decreases by 22.3% and remains at an acceptable LOS "C''. 

South of Airway Road the segment volume also decreases. by 7 .8%, and remains at LOS "C". . . 

Otay Mesa Road- The segment west of La Media Road increases in volume by 13.1 %, and is at LOS ''B". 

The segment between La Media Road and the Project North Parcel Access increases by 8. 7%, and remains at an 

acceptable LOS "C". 

TI1e segment between the Project North Parcel Access and Piper Ranch Road decreases by 3.8%, and remains at 

LOS "C". 

The segment between Piper Ranch Road and the SR-905 Southbound Ramp intersection decreases by 7.3%, and 

remains at LOS "C''. 

Airway Road- The segment west of La Media Road increases in volume by less than one percent, and remains 

at LOS "A". 

The segment volume between La.MediaRoad and the Project South Parcel Access decreases by 24.5%, and 

improves to LOS "A''. 
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The segment volume between the Project South Parcel Access and Harvest Road increases by 9.5%, and 

remains at LOS "B". 

SR-905 EB and WB Off-Ramps 

The westbound and eastbound SR~905 off-ramps to La Media Road increase in volume by 6.9% and 4.8%, 

respectively, and these volumes are lower than expected at Buildout. 

Mid~ Term Segment Volume Summary 

Attachment 3 summarizes the Mid-term roadway segment comparison. 

There are increases in average daily traffic volumes on son1e adjacent roadways, but all increases result in 

acceptable levels of service. Ail important decrease in volume of22.3o/o occurs on La Media Road between SR-

905 and Airway Road, which will decrease the expected congestion and delay at the La Media Road I Airway 

Road intersection, an important gateway into the central community and /illway. Road, the main east-west 

corridor of the central area. 

BUILDOUT AVERAGE DAILY TRAFFIC VOLUMES 

Buildout average daily traffic volume comparisons are provided in Attachment 4, and are summarized below. 

La Media Road- The volumes increase by 7.6% north ofOta.yMesaR.oad, and 1.1% southofOtay Mesa 

Road, but both segments remain at LOS "C". 

The segment volume between the SR-905 Eastbound Ramp intersection and Airway Road decreases by 25.2% 

and improves to LOS "C". The base forecast volume is 64,000 ADT at LOS "F", and decreases to 47,900 ADT 

at LOS "C" with the project access added. This decrease is due to the diversion of some traffic through the 

project roadway and is beneficial to the interchange circulation pattern. This reduced segment volume also 

reduces traffic at the La Media Road I PJ:rway Road intersection, which will reduce delay at this location, and 

reduces traffic on Airway Road, the main east-west corridor of the central area. 
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The volume decreases south of Airway Road by 5.7% and the LOS remains at "D". 

0 Urban Systems Associates, Inc. 
May23, 2011 

Otay Mesa Road -The segment volume west of La Media Road increases by 5. 7% and the LOS remains at 

"D". 

The segment between La Media Road and the Project North Parcel Access decreases by 1.3% and the LOS 

remains at ''D". 

The segment between the Project North Parcel Access and PiPer Ranch Road decreases by 6.8% and relUains at 

LOS "D". 

The segment between Piper R.anch Road and the SR ·125 Southbound Ramp intersection decreases by 5.6% and 

remains at LOS "B". 

Airwav Road- The segment west of La Media Road decreases in volume by 3.5% and the segment LOS 

remains at LOS "C". 

The segment volume between La Media Road and the Project South Parcel Access decreases by 37.1% and the 

LOS changes from "D" to ''B''. 

The segment volume between the Project South Parcel Access and Harvest Road increases by less tba.o. one 

percent, and the LOS is "C". 

SR·905 EB and WB Off-Ramps 

The Westbound and Eastbound off-ramps to La Media Road increase in volume by 2.0% and 2.7%, 

respectively, and the volumes are within an expected range for a high volume interchange, when compared to 

Caltraus' buildout volumes at other locations such as the I-5 corridor. 
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Attachment 5 summarizes the Buildout roadway segment comparison. 

The increases to Buildout volumes on La Media Road, Otay Mesa Road, and Airway Road adjacent to the 

project are minor and occur on four of the eleven segments evaluated. None of the segments with ADT 

increases cause a change in LOS and are at an acceptable level of service. Seven of the ekven segments would 

decrease in volume. There are two substantial segment volume decreases due to diversion of traffic through the 

project roadway at the SR-905 Eastbound off-ramp. The segment volume reduction on La Media Road between 

the Eastbound Off-Ramp and Airway Road reduces the volume through the La Media Road I Airway Road 

intersection. The segment volume reduction on Airway Road east of La Media Road also reduces the volwnes 

through the intersection. This is an important result of adding a through street at the SR-905 Eastbound Off~ 

· Ramp, extending to Airway Road, which would be beneficial to the interchange circulation and enhance access 

to the central area and the Airway Road east-west corridor. 

Other Interchanges 

A review of volume changes at other SR-905 interchanges west of the Bank's property indicates minor 

increases in volumes ofless than 2.0% at the Caliente A venue and Heritage Road interchange north approaches. 

The Britannia Boulevard south approach increases by only 2.4%. 

Conclusions 

The increase in traffic volumes on adjacent roadway segments, as a result of the project forecasts with the 

murently approved commercial uses, can be accommodated without the need for roadway reclassification and 

would operate at acceptable levels of service. 

Changes in volumes at other SR-905 interchanges to the west are slight, so that additional mitigation should not 

be needed. 
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As a result of adding a through street at the SR-905 Eastbound 0~-Ramp an important decrease in volume 

occurs on La Media Road between SR-905 and Akway Road. This segment would positively affect the level of 

service from LOS "F' to an acceptable LOS "C". Reduced traffic at the La Media Road I Airway Road 

intersection would enhance access to Airway Road, an important gateway into the central community and to the 

main east-west conidor of the central area. 

Other Attachments 

Attachment 6 includes Mid-Term forecast plot excerpts with and without the land use changes. 

Attachment 7 includes Buildout 3B Without La Media Road forecast plot excerpts with and without the land 

use changes. 
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Forecast Re-Run Request Memo to Kelly Broughton 

Dated April 5, 2011 
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URBAN SYSTE!t?S ASSOCIATES, XNC E-ftfEMO PL .. IIHIHrs & TRAFRt: ENIJIH-4, MAIIJ(81'1HCJ & PIIOJeOT .SUI>I>OilT 
Co.IIJtlt.TAHJS l'l:IIHtlll~TIIY AND CJDvt:~~N•f!NT 

ATTN: Kelly Broughton, Director, DSD- CiJy of San 
Diego 

E-Mail: y 

FROM: 

DATE: 
>
. .~V kbronglzto1f(i'il£ancliego.goJ' 

SamP. Kab, 11 ~· ~ ( TOTAL PAGES (Inc!utllJlf 2+2 
· \~ CoPer): Attachments 

AprilS, 2011 '\ TIME: l:S7:28PM JOJJNUMBER.: 001011 

SUBJECT: Torrey Pines Bank Property in Otay Mesa (APN #646-121~32) 
Confide!!ljal ComJ!\I!!IIcaljQQI 

Tbia transmittal is intended mr ~ n:clpleclt 11amed abo '~C. Uale~~:~ otherwi» llqlRISI!y indlcmd, ibis IID1:inl oommunicallon i3 collfidc:ntialllld 
prlvll~ intonNIIon. If you m nottbe intentled reeipicnt, do not di~ClOII:, llDpy, 4islributt or UK !his iniimnation. If you rer.eNed 1bis 

11-ansmls!ion in cnor, piC~~ZnotlfY us inuncdiatdyby tdCI)boliC, atourC1q!CII3Ctnd clesa-oy lhe infbrmatlon. 

Ju you may recall, you have bad discrossions with. J obn Ponder (Sheppud Mullin) and Arm.e Marie Berg. 

(Westem.AllianceBancorporation) onDece.mber 10,2010, and again withl'obnPondcr AprilS, 2011, 

:egarding ~ Tozrey Pines Bank property on La. Media Road iu Otay Mesa. The '!' orrey Pines Balllc bas 

· requested considmation of a. project access on l.a Media Road opposite tho SR-905 eastboand off~IBmp. Also, 

within the 3B Wifhout La Media Road lmi use file, they are~ a change from IBT to Comnmnity 

Comznercia~ for both of tb.cirpmcds east of La :M:edia Road, to the north. and south of the SR-905 right of way. 

the biiiik requcsbl a ze..run of tho Otay Mesa Caaimurdty Plan Update forecasts fo:r the Midterm 8Dd Buildant 

usiDg tbe traffic models already prepared fer the update analysis. These te-I1IXIS and any 8Il8l.ysis vrould be 

ptovided at the bank's ·expense. 

Provided below are descriptions of the changes to each forecast that need to be made in order to :represent 1he 

bank's land use and access 83SUlllptions: 

1. Year 2025 Midt!;ml. Forecyt (Nqvcmbcr &. 2010 fum Dab:): 

A. TAZ 4529: LUC 9733 Community Comme~:ci.al217 ,000 Square Feet. 

B. TAZ 4529: Add Right-In Only Centroid Coxmectorto La Media. Road. 

C. T.AZ 4550: LUC 9733 CoiDIIIIlllity Cotnmercial3&2,000 Square Feet. 

1 001 OJ] ·040511-erneDUNpk-J..t/Qc 
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K•IIY Br'OIIghiDn 
Cit)' of San Dit~ga 

0 (h•baJI Sy:rtsms .A:.roclatrt, Jrrc. 
AprilS, 20/J 

. D. TAZ 4550: Add two Jane oollector extending fl'om tbe SR-905 eastbound off-ramp to Airway 

Road. Add right-in-out-only driveway extending west to La Media. Road. (See attached plot 

excerpt Attaehmeni 1). 

B. A select zon~ plot will be needed forT AZ 4529 and 4550. 

2. Bui!dout 3B Without La Media Roorl (July 26. 2010 Run Dl!te): 

A, B, C, D,B,: Use the same adjustments to the land use and roa.dwll)' network. as the Midtenn Forecast 

(#1 above) (See attached plot excerpt attachment l). 

Please forward to Linda Marabian in Transportation Engineering, and they can contact Urban Systems 

Associates for coordination or"tho foreci!.St rC:..runs and any additional information. if needed. 

Cc: JobnPonder 

Kathryn CollDiff 
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LECEND: 
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THE C ITY OF SAN DIEGO 

September 30, 2011 

Mr. John Ponder, 
Sheppard, Mullin, Richter, & Hampton, LLP 
501 West Broadway, 19th Floor 
San Diego, CA 92101-3598 

Dear Mr. Ponder. 

'This Jetter is in response to your August 17tb letter on behalf of your client, Western Alliance 
Bancorporation, that provided input on the draft Otay Mesa Community Plan Update. Western 
Alliance Bancorporation's property is located at the southeast comer of the intersection of La 
Media Road and Otay Mesa Road, and extends south on La Media to the intersection of La 
Media and Airway Roads. The City appreciates Western Alliance•s commitment to the Otay 
Mesa area and the update process, and provides the following responses to your comments. 

In reviewing your comments, your concerns include the fiscal benefits from retaining 
commercial designation, spot zoning, and the planning group support. Within the draft update, 
the Western Alliance property currently has a draft land use designation of International 
Business & Trade (IBT). Throughout the update process, there have been multiple designations 
analyzed on this property, including residential and commercial uses. The Planning Division has 
been advised that access along Otay Mesa Road and the northern half of the La Media Road may 
not be allowed driveway access due to proximity to the freeway and the classifications of the 
streets which would affect the viability of commercial development. Additionally, based on the 
update's market analysis, the draft land uses for Scenario 3B include adequate commercial 
capacity for build-out of the community. Because of the access issues that could be detrimental 
to commercial use, and based on the market analysis, the mT designation would provide for a 
wide range of industrial uses with access from A venida Costa Azul on the north portion of the 
property and Airway Road for the southern portion of the property. 

With regard to your concern of isolated zoning in the northern portion of the property, the issue 
for a commercial use is access. Without driveway access for commercial uses, the success of . 
commercial uses may be at a disadvantaged from the other commercial designated properties. 
The mT designation allows for a wide range of industrial uses, which would allow a variety of 
viable uses on the site. 

Development Services • Planning Division 
1222 Rm Avenue,MS 4l3•Son Diego, CA 92101-4106 

Tal (619) 235-5200 • Fox (619) 236-6478 
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John Ponder 
September 30, 20 11 

With regard to the planning group support, you are correct in that the group voted unanimously 
to retain the existing property rights and commercial designation at the April2011 meeting. 
They also requested that the applicant return when the traffic issues have been resolved to 
detennine if there is still an issue with the commercial designation. In reviewing the minutes, the 
motion did not include changing the update maps or land uses, as it appears the group would like 
to see resolution of the traffic issues prior to asking for a land use designation change. Of 
course, the applicant has the right to continue the tentative map waiver process with the existing 
zoning and designation. 

Thank you for your continued interest in the update, as your input is valuable for the City to plan 
Otay Mesa comprehensively with neighborhoods that provide a high quality of life for people to 
live, work, and recreate. 

Please feel free to contact me and Jet me know if there are further concerns or comments. The 
City looks foiWard to continuing the update process with your public participation. 

~;;~{;_~ 
Theresa Millette, AICP 
Senior Planner 

TM 

cc: Elizabeth Maland, City Clerk, City of San Diego 
Kelly Broughton, Director, Development Services Department 
Mary Wright, Deputy Director, Development Services Department, Planning Division 
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VOICE MAIL MESSAGE 
FROM 

KELLY BROUGHTON 
re Torrey Pines Bank 

Hey John, it's Kelly Broughton calling- returning your email about Torrey Pines Bank. 

City staff has taken a position, and I will support it for right now, that there is some other reasons 
why maintaining that property as international business trade zoning is more appropriate than 
commercial. One being that there is an overabundance of commercial beyond the market study 
that we had done for the area-- so that would push it over. And then the second is, they believe 
there is a strong potential for conflict between truck routes and that property having commercial 
trips on it. And just so you know, this is in the context of Ann firmly disagreeing with my 
position that this won't impact the traffic analysis for the community plan, even though I've got 
another traffic engineer who's reviewed it that disagrees with her. Nonetheless, my position is 
that we're going to leave it the designation that it's on the General Plan, but I'm not going to fall 
on my sword about it if Council wants to covert it back or leave it commercial. 

So anyway, just wanted to let you know that. Again, staff also disagrees with my position on the 
actual map waiver project, but I've told them that decision and we are not going to request the 
access relinquishment and that we'll deal with the traffic analysis when an actual project comes 
in on it- just like we would any place else where there is subsequent discretionary action. 

Sorry for the long-winded message. Hope you are having a great day. I'm off for a few days, so 
I will talk with you, if you need to, on Thursday or after that. 

Thanks. Bye, bye. 
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Suzy Thayer 

From: John Ponder 
Sent: 
To: 

Tuesday, July 09, 2013 12:18 PM 
John Ponder 

Subject: FW: Torrey Pines Bank/ OMCPU 

From: John Ponder 
Sent: Sunday, January 15, 2012 1:33 PM 
To: Broughton, Kelly 
Cc: Anne Marie Berg; 'LDSI Mail'; Rob Hixson 
Subject: Torrey Pines Bank/OMCPU 

Kelly, 

I sent an email and spoke with Bill Anderson regarding his recollection of the agreement the parties reached at the 
meeting on 10/28/10. Bill prefaced his comments with the statement that he was speaking as an individual and not on 
behalf of the City. The substance of my email was as follows: 

"You may recall that the OMCPU proposed changing the Torrey Pines property from a land use designation of commercial 
to industrial. Torrey Pines has objected to the proposed change and as a result, a meeting was held at the City on 
10/28/10 to address Torrey Pines objection. You, Kelly, Theresa, Mary and traffic staff all attended the meeting. Anne 
Marie Berg, Rob Hixson and myself attended on behalf of Torrey Pines. After much discussion, it is our recollection that it 
was agreed that Torrey Pines should immediately perform a traffic analysis to demonstrate that leaving the property as 
commercial would not result In the need for re-classification of any roadways in the OCMPU. If the traffiC analysis could 
demonstrate this to the satisfaction of the City, the next draft update of the plan would leave the property designated for 
commercial use. Kelly added another condition that the reversion to commercial could not delay the OMCPU. The City 
then suggested and we agreed to retain Sam Kab of Urban Systems to perform the analysis because he was familiar with 
the OM CPU traffic analysis and could perform the analysis in a timely manner." 

Bill confirmed that the above accurately reflects the agreement at the meeting. Bill also suggested that perhaps a heavy 
commercial land use designation for the site may be appropriate to satisfy any concerns for maintaining a land use that 
would allow some industrial use. Should I send you a letter setting forth all the reasons for maintaining the property as a 
commercial use in the OM CPU or will the above combined with all other prior correspondence, memos and reports suffice 
to document the reasons to leave the commercial designation? 

Should you need to confirm my conversation with Bill, he can be reached (619) 233-1454, 
william.anderson3@aecom.com. 

Have a great MLK holiday. 

John 

John Ponder 
619.338.66461 direct 
619.515.4120 1 direct fax 
JPonder@sheppardmullin.com 1 Bio 

1 



MullinSheppard 
Sh..:pp<lrd Mullin Ril;htcr & 1-fnmpton LLP 
501 West Broadway, 19th Floor 
San Diego, CA 92101-3598 
619.338.6500 I main 
www .sheppardmullin.com 
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SuzyThayer 

From: John Ponder 
Sent: 
To: 

Tuesday, July 09, 2013 12:18 PM 
John Ponder 

Subject: FW: Torrey Pines Bank/OMCPU 

From: John Ponder 
Sent: Monday, February 06, 2012 2:35 PM 
To: 'Broughton, Kelly' 
Cc: 'Anne Marie Berg'; 'LDSI Mail'; 'Rob Hixson' 
Subject: RE: Torrey Pines Bank/OMCPU 

Kelly, 

When you get a chance, would you please confirm that the City will honor the agreement previously reached with Bill 
Anderson to leave the Torrey Pines site with a commercial land use designation in the OMCPU as a result of the applicant 
demonstrating by an approved traffic analysis that the site as commercial would not result in re--classification of any 
roadways in the OMCPU. Thank you for your anticipated cooperation. 

John 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

Kelly, 

John Ponder 
Sunday, January 15, 2012 1:33PM 
Broughton, Kelly 
Anne Marie Berg; 'LOSI Mail'; Rob Hixson 
Torrey Pines Bank/OMCPU 

I sent an email and spoke with Bill Anderson regarding his recollection of the agreement the parties reached at the 
meeting on 10/28/10. Bill prefaced his comments with the statement that he was speaking as an individual and not on 
behalf of the City. The substance of my email was as follows: 

"You may recall that the OMCPU proposed changing the Torrey Pines property from a land use designation of commercial 
to industrial. Torrey Pines has objected to the proposed change and as a result, a meeting was held at the City on 
10/28/10 to address Torrey Pines objection. You, Kelly, Theresa, Mary and traffic staff all attended the meeting. Anne 
Marie Berg, Rob Hixson and myself attended on behalf of Torrey Pines. After much discussion, it is our recollection that it 
was agreed that Torrey Pines should immediately perform a traffic analysis to demonstrate that leaving the property as 
commercial would not result in the need for re-classification of any roadways in the OCMPU. If the traffic analysis could 
demonstrate this to the satisfaction of the City, the next draft update of the plan would leave the property designated for 
commercial use. Kelly added another condition that the reversion to commercial could not delay the OMCPU. The City 
then suggested and we agreed to retain Sam Kab of Urban Systems to perform the analysis because he was familiar with 
the OMCPU traffiC analysis and could perform the analysis in a timely manner." 

Bill confirmed that the above accurately reflects the agreement at the meeting. Bill also suggested that perhaps a heavy 
commercial land use designation for the site may be appropriate to satisfy any concerns for maintaining a land use that 
would allow some industrial use. Should I send you a letter setting forth all the reasons for maintaining the property as a 
commercial use in the OMCPU or will the above combined with all other prior correspondence, memos and reports suffice 
to document the reasons to leave the commercial designation? 

1 



Should you need to confirm my conversation with Bill, he can be reached (619) 233·1454, 
william.anderson3@aecom.com. 

Have a great MLK holiday. 

John 

John Ponder 
619 338 66461 direct 
619.515.4120 I dtrect fax 
JPonder@sheppardmullin.com I Bio 

MullinSheppard 
Sh.:ppil!d Mullin Richt~:r & Jl,unpwn LLP 
501 West Broadway, 19th Floor 
San Diego, CA 92101·3598 
619.338.6500 1 main 
www.sheppardmullin.com 
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Suzy Thayer 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

John Ponder 
Tuesday, July 09, 2013 12:18 PM 
John Ponder 
FW: Torrey Pines Bank/OMCPU 

From: John Ponder 
Sent: Monday, March OS, 2012 12:19 PM 
To: 'Broughton, Kelly' 
Cc: 'Anne Marie Berg'; 'LOSI Mail'; 'Rob Hixson'; 'Frick, Michelle'; Suzy Thayer 
Subject: RE: Torrey Pines Bank/OMCPU 

Kelly, 

I haven't received a response to the email below. I am assuming you have not had an opportunity to discuss the issue 
with staff. We would like to schedule a meeting w1th you to discuss retaining the commercial land use designation for the 
site. Please provide a couple of dates when you would be available to meet. Thank you. 

John 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

Kelly, 

John Ponder 
Monday, February 06, 2012 2:35 PM 
'Brouglton, Kelly' 
'Anne Marie Berg'; 'LDSI Mail'; 'Rob Hixson' 
RE: Torrey Pines Bank/OMCPU 

When you get a chance, would you please confirm that the City will honor the agreement previously reached with Bill 
Anderson to leave the Torrey Pines site with a commercial land use designation in the OMCPU as a result of the applicant 
demonstrating by an approved traffic analysis that the site as commercial would not result in re-classification of any 
roadways in the OMCPU. Thank you for your anticipated cooperation. 

John 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc; 
Subject: 

Kelly, 

John Ponder 
Sunday, January 15, 2012 1:33PM 
Broughton, Kelly 
Anne Marte Berg; 'LDSI Mall'; Rob Hixson 
Torrey Pines Bank/OMCPU 

I sent an email and spoke with Bill Anderson regarding his recollection of the agreement the parties reached at the 
meeting on 10/28/10. Bill prefaced his comments with the statement that he was speaking as an individual and not on 
behalf of the City. The substance of my email was as follows: 

"You may recall that the OMCPU proposed changing the Torrey Pines property from a land use designation of commercial 
to industrial. Torrey Pines has objected to the proposed change and as a result, a meeting was held at the City on 
10/28/10 to address Torrey Pines objection . You, Kelly, Theresa, Mary and traffic staff all attended the meeting. Anne 
Marie Berg, Rob Hixson and myself attended on behalf of Torrey Pines. After much discussion, it is our recollection that it 

1 



was agreed that Torrey Pines should immediately perform a traffic analysis to demonstrate that leaving the property as 
commercial would not result in the need for re-classification of any roadways in the OCMPU. If the traffic analysis could 
demonstrate this to the satisfaction of the City, the next draft update of the plan would leave the property designated for 
commercial use. Kelly added another condition that the reversion to commercial could not de lay the OMCPU. The City 
then suggested and we agreed to retain Sam Kab of Urban Systems to perform the analysis because he was familiar with 
the OMCPU traffic analysis and could perform the analysis in a timely manner." 

Bill confirmed that the above accurately reflects the agreement at the meeting. Bill also suggested that perhaps a heavy 
commercial land use designation for the site may be appropriate to satisfy any concerns for maintaining a land use that 
would allow some industrial use. Should I send you a letter setting forth all the reasons for maintaining the property as a 
commercial use in the OM CPU or will the above combined with all other prior correspondence, memos and reports suffice 
to document the reasons to leave the commercial designation? 

Should you need to confirm my conversation with Bill, he can be reached (619) 233-1454, 
william.anderson3@aecom.com. 

Have a great MLK holiday. 

John 

John Ponder 
619.338.66461 direct 
619.515.4120 I direct fax 
JPonder@shepoardmullin.com 1 Bio 

MullinSheppard 
Sheppard Mt~llin Richter & Hamptor1 LLP 
501 West Broadway, 19th Floor 
San Diego, CA 92101-3598 
619.338.6500 1 main 
www.sheppardmullin.com 
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Suzy Thayer 

From: John Ponder 
Sent: 
To: 

Tuesday, July 09, 2013 12:17 PM 
John Ponder 

Subject: FW: Torrey Pines Bank/OMCPU 

From: John Ponder 
Sent: Monday, March 26, 2012 9:17AM 
To: 'Broughton, Kelly' 
Cc: 'Anne Marie Berg'; 'LDSI Mail'; 'Rob Hixson'; 'Frick, Michelle'; Suzy Thayer 
Subject: RE: Torrey Pines Bank/OMCPU 

Kelly, 

I haven't received a response to this email. I have asked my assistant, Suzy Thayer to contact Michelle and schedule a 
meeting. Please let me know if you would like to discuss before the meeting. Thanks. 

John 

John Ponder 
619.338.66461 direct 
619.515.41201 direct fax 
JPonder@sheppardmullin.com 1 Bio 

MullinSheppard 
Sheppard i\.-1ullin Richt,•r &. Hampton LLP 
501 West Broadway, 19th Floor 
San Diego, CA 92101-3598 
619.338.6500 I main 
www.sheppardmullin.com 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

John Ponder 
Monday, March OS, 2012 12:19 PM 
'Broughton, Kelly' 

Cc: 
Subject: 

'Anne Marie Berg'; 'LDSI Mail'; 'Rob Hixson'; 'Fric:k, Michelle'; Suzylhayer 
RE: Torrey Pines Bank/OMCPU 

Kelly, 

I haven't received a response to the email below. I am assuming you have not had an opportunity to discuss the issue 
with staff. We would like to schedule a meeting with you to discuss retaining the commercial land use designation for the 
site. Please provide a couple of dates when you would be available to meet. Thank you. 

John 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

John Ponder 
Monday, February 06, 2012 2:35 PM 
'Broughton, Kelly' 
'Anne Marie Berg'; 'LDSI Mail'; 'Rob Hixson' 
RE: Torrey Pines Bank/OMCPU 
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Kelly, 

When you get a chance, would you please confirm that the City will honor the agreement previously reached with Bill 
Anderson to leave the Torrey Pines site with a commercial land use designation in the OMCPU as a result of the applicant 
demonstrating by an approved traffic analysis that the site as commercial would not result in re-classification of any 
roadways in the OMCPU. Thank you for your anticipated cooperation. 

John 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

Kelly, 

John Ponder 
Sunday, January 15, 2012 1:33 PM 
Broughton, Kelly 
Anne Marte Berg; 'LDSI Mall'; Rob Hixson 
Torrey Pines Bank/OMCPU 

I sent an email and spoke with Bill Anderson regarding his recollection of the agreement the parties reached at the 
meeting on 10/28/10. Bill prefaced his comments with the statement that he was speaking as an individual and not on 
behalf of the City. The substance of my email was as follows: 

"You may recall that the OMCPU proposed changing the Torrey Pines property from a land use designation of commercial 
to industrial. Torrey Pines has objected to the proposed change and as a result, a meeting was held at the City on 
10/28/10 to address Torrey Pines objection. You, Kelly, Theresa, Mary and traffic staff all attended the meeting. Anne 
Marie Berg, Rob Hixson and myself attended on behalf of Torrey Pines. After much discussion, it is our recollection that it 
was agreed that Torrey Pines should immediately perform a traffic analysis to demonstrate that leaving the property as 
commercial would not result in the need for re-classification of any roadways in the OCMPU. If the traffic analysis could 
demonstrate this to the satisfaction of the City, the next draft update of the plan would leave the property designated for 
commercial use. Kelly added another condition that the reversion to commercial could not delay the OMCPU. The City 
then suggested and we agreed to retain Sam Kab of Urban Systems to perform the analysis because he was familiar with 
the OMCPU traffic analysis and could perform the analysis in a timely manner." 

Bill confirmed that the above accurately reflects the agreement at the meeting. Bill also suggested that perhaps a heavy 
commercial land use designation for the site may be appropriate to satisfy any concerns for maintaining a land use that 
would allow some industrial use. Should I send you a letter setting forth all the reasons for maintaining the property as a 
commercial use in the OMCPU or will the above combined with all other prior correspondence, memos and reports suffice 
to document the reasons to leave the commercial designation? 

Should you need to confirm my conversation with Bill, he can be reached (619) 233-1454, 
william. anderson3@aecom.com. 

Have a great MLK holiday. 

John 

John Ponder 
619.338.66461 direc1 
619.515.41201 diree1 fax 
JPonder@sheppardmullin.com 1 Bio 

MullinSheppard 
Sl1cppard l'v1ullin f~ichlcr & llmnpton I I.P 
501 West Broadway, 19th Floor 
San Diego, CA 92101-3598 
619.338.6500 1 main 
www.sheppardmullin.com 
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EXHIBITH 



Sheppard Mullin Sheppard Mullin Richter & Hampton LLP 
501 West Broadway, 19th Floor 
San Diego, CA 92101-3598 
619.338.6500 main 
619.234.3815 main fax 
www.sheppardmullin.com 

MEMORANDUM 

To: William Fulton 
Planning Director 
City of San Diego 

Date: July 18, 2013 

cc: Anne Marie Berg, Senior Vice President, Western Alliance Ban corporation 

From: John E. Ponder, Esq. File Number: 21TV-154612 

Re: Land Use Designation of Western Alliance Bancorcoration's "La Media" Procerty 

This memorandum provides a summary of several technical, practical, and legal 
issues associated with the property of my client, Western Alliance Bancorporation. Torrey Pines 
Bank, a local community bank, is an affiliate of Western Alliance Bancorporation ("Torrey 
Pines"). This property is located at 8420 Airway Road at the corner of Otay Mesa Road and La 
Media in the Otay Mesa Community Planning Area ("Property"). The City is proposing to 
change the land use designation of the Property from commercial to industrial in the draft Otay 
Mesa Community Plan Update ("OMCPU"). 

We dispute the City's assumption that keeping the commercial designation would 
result in an overabundance of commercial in the Otay Mesa Area. We also are confident that all 
of the City's traffic issues have been fully addressed. 

In addition, we have several legal concerns regarding the City's actions. The City 
is imposing a more restrictive designation, surrounded by less restrictive designations, on the 
Property after Torrey Pines has expended substantial amounts of time and money in reliance on 
the existing designation. The justification for such an action cannot be arbitrary, irrational, or 
discriminatory. 

We also believe that practical considerations favor retaining the current 
commercial designation. For example, a commercial designation at the Property is supported 
by the Otay Mesa Community Planning Group, would be more fiscally beneficial to the city, and 
is consistent with other land use plans. 

These issues have been summarized for you below. 
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A. City's Reasons for Changing Commercial Designation to Industrial 

1. Keeping the Existing Commercial Designation Will Not Trigger an 
Overabundance of Commercial in Otay Mesa 

First, we question the assumption that retaining an existing use could possibly 
"trigger'' an overabundance of that use. We do not believe that keeping the status quo on the 
Property could be responsible for a potential overabundance of commercial. Rather, it would be 
the conversion of other land uses to commercial uses, which is precisely what is proposed in the 
draft OMCPU. 

We also disagree that there is an overabundance of commercial uses. The 
consensus 3B scenario upzones industrial property to add commercial acres farther to east 
rather than retaining commercial acres, such as the Property ideally located at the 905/ La 
Media interchange. With the supporting residential base for Otay Mesa's commercial uses in 
the western part of Otay Mesa, moving commercial farther to the industrialized eastern part of 
Otay Mesa seems a misallocation of land uses, especially when the industrialized eastern part 
of Otay Mesa are already scheduled to be served by the commercial core at the port of entry. In 
addition, the OMCPU outlines an absence of commercial uses in the Central District, although 
there are residential, business park, recreational, educational, and institutional uses proposed. 
We believe that these uses would be complemented by nearby commercial uses, and nothing in 
the OMCPU states that there is too much commercial in this area. 

This shifting of commercial to the east is also antithetical to the OMCPU's stated 
project goal to designate a corridor of Business Park industrial uses along SR·905. Under the 
consensus 3B scenario, this is achieved for rriost of the SR·905 until La Media road, where the 
scenario shifts to a leapfrog of industrial and commercial use pattern that leaves the La Media 
project an island of industrial within the linear corridor surrounded by commercial on either side, 
instead of a true commercial core. This island land use designation is typically discouraged as 
a form of spot zoning. 

The City has cited the market study performed for the OMCPU as the basis for 
the determination that retaining the existing commercial designation for the Property would 
result in an overabundance of commercial. We note that that study, completed in 2005, is now 
dated and flawed. But it nonetheless reached the conclusion that additional retail was needed 
in Otay Mesa. It states that there is a need for 32.5 acres of retail land for the community and 
5. 7 acres for the border crossing area. Currently several large retailers including Wai·Mart, 
Target and Food 4 Less are in the market looking for retail property, which would equate to 
approximately 80 acres of retail. So to the extent the market has changed since 2005, there is 
actually much more demand for retail and commercial uses than there was previously. If the 
City believes that the assumptions made seven years ago in 2005 are still true, we believe that 
it should perform another study to confirm those assumptions. We believe that an updated 
market study will reveal that there is an overabundance of industrial land in Otay Mesa, not 
commercial land. 

2. Limited Access Would Not Affect the Viability of the Project 

As a threshold issue, we question whether the City, rather than commercial real 
estate developers. has the best expertise to determine what circumstances render commercial 
development projects not viable. Our client has closely examined the facts regarding access to 
the property and is confident that even if access were limited on Otay Mesa Road, it would not 
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affect the viability of the project. The site would still have some access from Otay Mesa Road 
and Caltrans has conditionally approved access from La Media Road. Retaining the site as 
commercial will not change the proposed OMCPU's level of service on Otay Mesa Road and 
would not appear to trigger significant delays. Therefore, the site is convenient for shoppers. 

The location of the Property next to the freeway and Otay Mesa Road is a factor 
that supports commercial use. Per the OM CPU Economic Prosperity Element, Section 5.2, 
"commercial uses are generally located along transportation corridors." The Property is 
consistent with this policy because it is situated along three major transportation corridors. 
Consistent with this policy of the OMCPU, the City should not interpret the location of the 
Property as a reason to anticipate limited access and the risk that the project will not be viable, 
but should view it as being consistent with being located next to transportation corridors. 

In addition, the commercial demands of the employment communities in Otay 
Mesa will be better served, and better complemented in terms of vehicle trips, with a 
commercial designation at the Property. A commercial use would primarily draw trips from the 
Otay Mesa community, which would reduce trips from outside the area. 

3. There Would Be No Conflict Between Truck Trips and Commercial Vehicle 
Trips 

We acknowledge that there is currently significant truck traffic in Otay Mesa, but 
we believe that an industrial use on the Property, with its corresponding increase in truck trips, 
would exacerbate the truck traffic problem, while a commercial use would reduce it. We also 
request that the City take a long-term planning view in regards to this Issue, because the truck 
traffic issue will be substantially resolved after the completion of the improvements on La Media 
Road and the truck routing plans for the Otay Mesa Port of Entry. We also note that this truck 
traffic issue is not unique to the Property. The other properties proposed for commercial uses 
also have this issue, so we do not see the rationality in justifying the designation of the Property 
as industrial on the basis of truck traffic. 

Moreover, retaining the commercial designation will not have an impact on the 
traffic analysis performed for the OMCPU. Based on a traffic analysis performed by Urban 
Systems, we have demonstrated that the traffic volumes based on a commercial use can be 
accommodated without the need for roadway reclassifications and that the roads will operate at 
acceptable levels of service. The purchase of the SR-125 toll road by SANDAG from a private 
operator will also reduce traffic impacts on Otay Mesa, including truck trips. 

B. Legal Considerations 

1. Project Has Relied On Current Designation 

On August 8, 2012, the City approved a Tentative Map Waiver ("Map Waiver") 
and Site Development Permit (SOP) (Project No. 199429) to subdivide the Property into two 
separate legal lots. The Map Waiver and SOP were required because the Property was 
bisected by the creation of State Route 905 in 2006 by the State of California. The bisect 
caused the single parcel to have the appearance of and the potential function of two separate 
lots. However, in order to convey the Property as two separate lots and to investigate the 
potential for future development, a subdivision was required. The application for the Map 
Waiver and SOP were deemed complete by the City on December 21, 2009. 
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The findings for the Map Waiver and SOP determined that the Project was 
consistent with the policies, goals and objectives of the applicable land use plan. Specifically, 
the findings concluded that the Otay Mesa Community Plan designates the site for specialized 
commercial purposes and allows the creation of such lots consistent with the size and frontage 
allowed by the underlying zone. 

The Conditions of Approval for the Map Waiver and SOP provided that no 
development activity shall occur until a new project~specific Site Development Permit (and any 
other required permits) has been obtained as required by the San Diego Municipal Code. As a 
result, Torrey Pines has assembled a development team and is preparing a project-specific 
application for an approximate 130,000 SF commercial development on the north parcel and 
approximate 252,000 SF commercial development on the south parcel. The application is 
anticipated to be submitted on August 1, 2013. 

For fairness and legal reasons, after the project application is deemed complete, 
the City typically does not change the development rules, regulation and policies for projects, 
including land use designations, in the regulatory pipeline unless it would place residents in a 
condition dangerous to their health or safety. The Government Code allows the City to apply 
new rules when, at the time of the application, the City (1) initiated proceedings for a 
development rule change by way of ordinance, resolution, or motion; and (2) published notice in 
accordance with Government Code § 65090 notice procedures that contains a description 
sufficient to notify the public of the nature of the proposed change In the applicable general or 
specific plans, or zoning or subdivision ordinances. Gov't Code§ 66474.2(b)). 

In this case, while the fact of a pending OMCPU has generally been known to 
developers in Otay Mesa, our client had not until last year had any notice that the nature of the 
OMCPU's description of the Property would be to eliminate all commercial uses that had existed 
since the 1981 Otay Mesa Community Plan and remained the predominate use in the April 2009 
38 and 48 scenarios. If the City imposes an industrial designation on the Property, with its 
consequential effects on our client's current land use application, our client will have relied on 
the existing commercial designation to its detriment. We implore you to consider the legal 
consequences of such detrimental reliance before proceeding with the industrial designation. 

2. Imposing an Industrial Designation Violates Egual Protection Laws 

The designation of the Property as industrial, rather than the commercial 
designation proposed for both properties to the East and West, may also violate equal 
protection laws, akin to spot-zoning. Spot zoning refers to instances when "a small parcel is 
restricted and given Jess rights than the surrounding property."1 California courts have long 
established the principle that "by a zoning ordinance a city cannot unfairly discriminate against a 
particular parcel of land."2 

The OMCPU essentially creates an island of a more restrictive land use 
designation among other less restrictive uses. If the City \Yare to approve the OMCPU as 
currently proposed, it would be arbitrary, capricious, and irrational discrimination as applied to 
the Property because it would make the Property an island in an ocean of less restrictive 
designations. There are no unique facts calling for the Property to remain an island of more 

1 Wilkins v. City of San Bernardino (1946) 29 C.2d 332, 340. 

2 Reynolds v. Barrett (1938) 12 C.2d 244, 251. 
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restrictive industrial, and it is noteworthy that the constraints of the Property are similar to 
surrounding areas which are proposed for commercial designations. If the City were to retain 
the current commercial land use designation, the Property would be harmonious with the 
surrounding commercial-designated parcels. 

3. Industrial Designation Is An Inverse Condemnation 

Redesignating the Property as industrial would constitute a compensable 
regulatory taking, consistent with a recent holding by the California Court of Appeal.3 Several 
factors favor a finding of taking. First, there is a dramatic economic difference between the 
value the Property as industrial versus commercial, especially in light of the money spent in the 
City's development review process under the assumption that the current designation of 
commercial would apply. In addition, the industrial designation wholly undermines the 
investment-backed expectations of our client because when it acquired the Property it was 
designated as commercial. Moreover, as explained elsewhere in this letter, the character of the 
City's action in redesignating the property would be an irrational discrimination. There is also 
evidence that the Property is being singled out for unequal treatment, and the best use of the 
land is consistent with the commercial designations of the surrounding properties. 

C. Practical Considerations 

1. City Should Respect Planning Group Support of Project as Commercial 

The benefits to the community of maintaining the current commercial designation 
have been recognized by the Otay Mesa Planning Group ("Planning Group"). In February, 
2010, the Planning Group unanimously supported a Tentative Map Waiver and Site 
Development Permit for the La Media project. The support for commercial development at the 
Property was voiced again by the Planning Group at the April20, 2011 meeting. At that 
meeting, the Planning Group unanimously passed a motion to support the current commercial 
designation of the Property, and not the designations as proposed by the OMCPU, contingent 
on the landowner agreeing to address traffic issues. 

2. Commercial Designation is Fiscally Beneficial to City 

From a fiscal perspective, retaining the commercial designation benefits the fiscal 
health of the City, as shown by past City studies. The Fiscal Impact Analysis of Otay Mesa 
Community Plan Update analyzed the net fiscal impacts of three OM CPU scenarios. Scenario 
1, analyses the current amount of 512 acres of commercial, and netted the highest annual 
returns for the City with $19.1 million. As the report explained, "Scenario 1's anticipated sales 
tax, property tax, and transient occupancy tax receipts help to generate the highest revenues of 
all the scenarios:4 Scenario 2, with 400 acres of commercial, netted $17.5 million annually. 
uWith the greatest proportion of residential and offiCe development, Scenario 2 generates the 
most property taxes at buildout, but also the highest expenditures. Though the greatest number 
of new residents is anticipated in Scenario 2, this alternative has substantially lower retail space 

3 Avenida San Juan Partnership v. City of San Clemente, No. G043479, consol. with G043534 (Cal. Ct. 
App. 4th Dist., December 14, 2011.) 

4 Fiscal Impact Analysis of Otay Mesa Community Plan Update (ERA 2007) at p. 7. 
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than the other scenarios and produces less sales tax."5 Scenario 3, which is essentially the 
OMCPU, proposes to reduce the fiscal benefits to the City by reducing commercial acres to 320. 

Retaining the existing commercial use would also help provide revenue for much 
needed public infrastructure through increased Facilities Benefits Assessment fees. Therefore, 
restoring the commercial use to the Property would be fiscally sound for the City. 

3. Commercial Designation is Consistent with Other Land Use Plans 

We note that other local agencies such as the San Diego County Regional 
Airport Authority and the San Diego Association of Governments have drafted their planning 
documents under the assumption that the La Media Property would be developed as 
commercial. 

D. Conclusion 

We request that the City retain the current commercial land use designation on 
all of the Property. If you have any additional concerns regarding a commercial designation, we 
would be happy to address those concerns. Thank you for the time you have spent considering 
the designation for the Property. We look forward to discussing these issues with you further. 
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TIMELINE FOR TORREY PINES PROJECT 

Date Event 

1981 City approves Otay Mesa Community Plan which identifies a land use 
designation for Torrey Pines Bank property as Specialized Commercial and a 
zoning designation of Otay Mesa Development District: Commercial Subdistrict. 

2001-2004 Integral Communities acquires property and processes development application. 

7/19/2005 City approves most recent amendment of Otay Mesa Community Plan. 

9/21/2005 City releases Real Estate Market Analysis for Otay Mesa Community Plan 
Update ("OMCPU") prepared by Economics Research Associates. 

2006-2009 City depicts commercial use on property in OMCPU draft scenarios 3, 38, 48, 
and other scenarios. 

2006 SR 905 bifurcates property. Integral provides right-of-way to Caltrans. Caltrans 
provides conditional approval of access along La Media. 

12/15/2006 City releases Addendum to Real Estate Market Analysis for OMCPU prepared by 
Economics Research Associates. 

2009 Torrey Pines Bank acquires property. 

11/4/2009 Theresa Millette, Senior Planner at City, sends email to Brice Bossler, consultant 
for Torrey Pines, indicating City could consider a Heavy Commercial land use 
designation for the property depending upon what traffic impacts would occur. 

11/18/2009 OMCPU 3B draft showed commercial land use on property. 

12/21/2009 City deems Torrey Pines map waiver application complete. No comments in 
assessment letters regarding proposed change of land use to industrial. 

10/1/2010 City publishes Notice of Preparation of the OMCPU draft environmental impact 
report ("EIR"). City proposes to redesignate the land use on the property from 
commercial to "Industrial-International Business and Trade" and "Business 
Park- Office Permitted." 

10/28/2010 A meeting was held to discuss Torrey Pines' objection to the proposed OM CPU 
land use designations. In attendance were City staff members Bill Anderson 
(Director of Planning), Theresa Millette (Senior Planner), Mary Wright (Deputy 
Director of the Planning Division), and Torrey Pines representatives Anne Marie 
Berg, Rob Hixson, and John Ponder. It is the recollection of Bill Anderson and 
John Ponder that during that meeting, the City agreed that if Torrey Pines 
performed a traffic analysis that showed no impact on the Update's road 
classifications and that such analysis would not delay preparation of the Update, 
the City would agree to retain a commercial land use designation for the 
Property. 
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10/28/2010 Torrey Pines retains Urban Systems to prepare traffic analysis. 

11/1/2010 Sheppard Mullin on behalf of Torrey Pines submits comment letter on the NOP 
objecting to change in land use and requesting that the EIR's project description 
describe the Property with a commercial land use designation. 

11/04/2010 Urban Systems provides scope of work to perform traffic analysis. 

11/18/2010 Brice Bossler, consultant for Torrey pines Bank has a conversation with Theresa 
Millette who indicates she would have no problem recommending land use 
designation be changed back to commercial in the OMCPU depending on results 
of the traffic analysis. 

4/6/2011 OMCPU Public Draft issued for comments. 

4/20/2011 Otay Mesa Community Planning Group supports retaining commercial 
designation for site. 

5/23/2011 Urban Systems Associates submits first traffic analysis to City: "Otay Mesa 
Community Plan Update/Torrey Pines Bank Forecasts." 

5/24/2011 Torrey Pines representatives meet with Kelly Broughton and staff to review 
Urban Systems Associates' traffic analysis and to discuss conceptual street 
improvement plan provided by RBF Consulting. 

8/17/2011 Urban Systems Associates submits revised traffic analysis to City: "Otay Mesa 
Community Plan Update/Torrey Pines Bank Forecasts," dated August 5, 2011. 
The analysis was revised to expand the study area to include all 121 segments 
evaluated at buildout of the OMCPU. 

8/17/2011 Sheppard Mullin, on behalf ofT orrey Pines, sent the City a comment letter on the 
draft OMCPU objecting to the proposed change in land use, explaining the fiscal 
benefits of retaining the commercial designation, expressing concerns regarding 
spot zoning, and reminding the City that the Otay Mesa Planning Group supports 
a commercial designation. 

9/27/2011 Kelly Broughton accepts findings of traffic analysis of no change in roadway 
classifications. 

9/30/2011 City sends letter response to Sheppard Mullin's August 17 letter, stating that 
designating the Torrey Pines property as commercial would trigger an 
overabundance of commercial beyond the market analysis performed for the 
OMCPU and that commercial is not viable because of the potential for limited 
access along Otay Mesa Road and the northern half of La Media Road. 

11/3/2011 Kelly Broughton leaves voice mail message for John Ponder stating that the City 
is going to keep the commercial designation, and expressing concern that 
designating the Torrey Pines property as commercial would trigger an 
"overabundance" of commercial beyond the market analysis performed for the 
OMCPU and that there is a strong potential for a conflict between truck routes 
near the Torrey Pines property and commercial vehicle trips. 
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11/9/11 Kelly Broughton confirms to John Ponder that, if an application for commercial 
use was filed and deemed complete, the OMCPU would have to designate the 
Property as commercial use. 

11/10/2011 Torrey Pines representatives attend first meeting with Councilmember Alvarez to 
discuss retaining commercial land use designation on Torrey Pines property. 

12/12/2011 John Ponder attends meeting with Kelly Broughton who says he will honor 
agreement from October 28, 2010 meeting if Bill Anderson confirms that his 
recollection of the meeting is the same as John Ponder's. 

1/12/2012 John Ponder and Bill Anderson correspond via e-mail and phone, and Bill 
Anderson confirms that the City agreed that if Torrey Pines performed a traffiC 
analysis and it demonstrated that leaving the property as commercial would not 
result in the need for re-classification of any roadways in the Update or delay the 
Update. the City would leave the property designated as commercial in the next 
draft of the Update. 

1/15/2012 John Ponder sends email to Kelly Broughton notifying him of Bill Anderson's 
confirmation of his recollection of the October 28, 2010 meeting, and requesting 
a meeting to discuss the City leaving the Torrey Pines property as commercial in 
the OMCPU. 

2/06/2012 John Ponder sends follow-up email to Kelly Broughton, but receives no 
response. 

3/05/2012 John Ponder sends follow-up email to Kelly Broughton, but receives no 
response. 

3/26/2012 John Ponder sends follow-up email to Kelly Broughton, but receives no 
response. 

4/04/2012 Torrey Pines representatives meet with Councilmember Alvarez for a second 
time. 

4/10/2012 John Ponder sends follow-up email to Kelly Broughton, but receives no 
response. 

5/16/12 Torrey Pines representative meets with David Graham in Mayor's office 

5/17/12 Kelly Broughton tells Mark Rowson, consultant for Torrey Pines, that, if a 
development permit application was submitted and deemed complete, he would 
be compelled to change the land use designation in the OMCPU to commercial. 

8/8/12 Map Waiver and Site Development Permit for commercial use was approved for 
the Property. 
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3/11/13 City publishes Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report for 
Sun road Otay Plaza (Project No: 268422). The Notice discloses that the project 
will be seeking an amendment to the Otay Mesa Community Plan to change the 
existing land use designation from Industrial to Regional Commercial. The 
Sun road Otay Plaza is adjacent to the Torrey Pines Property and abuts Otay 
Mesa Road. 

5122/13 Kelly Broughton confirms in a conversation with John Ponder that, if an 
application for development of a commercial use was submitted and deemed 
complete prior to the adoption of the OMCPU, the City would have no artemative 
but to allow the commercial use to continue. Mr. Broughton further confirmed 
that the traffic analysis in the OMCPU wworks for the site either designated as 
"industrial or commercial." 
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Sheppard Mullin Sheppard, Mulin, Richter & Hampton LLP 
501 West Broadway, 19111 Floor 

MEMORANDUM 

San Diego, California 92101-3598 
619.338.6500 main 
619.234.3815 fax 
www.sheppardmullin.com 

ATTORNEY-CLIENT PRIVILEGE AND ATTORNEY WORK PRODUCT DOCTRINE 

To: Myra Herrmann 
Theresa Millette 
Cathy Winterrowd 

Date: October 25, 2013 

Cc: Anne-Marie Berg, Western Alliance Bancorporation 

From: John Ponder, Esq. File Number: 21TV-154612 

Re: Comments on Otay Mesa Community Plan Update Draft Program EIR 

We have reviewed the Draft Program Environmental Impact Report ("PEIRn) for 
the Otay Mesa Community Plan Update ("Projectn) released for public comment on September 
10, 2013 and offer the comments herein. This memorandum provides detailed comments on or 
questions raised by each individual section of the PEIR. I am available to discuss the specific 
issues raised below with the City to clarify the meaning of or legal basis for our comments or 
draft new language for the PEl R. 

Page 
or 
Figure 
No. Section/Heading Comments 

S-5 Summary of The PEIR improperly states that it "considered but rejected the No 
Project Project Alternative, the Reduced Biological Impacts Alternative, 
Alternatives and the Reduced Density Alternative." This statement reflects an 

improper delegation of authority to staff and usurpation of the right 
of the City Council as the final decision-maker to consider a range 
of reasonable alternatives and determine whether to select or 
reject the alternatives. The above statement is an admission that 
the alternatives do not comprise a reasonable range because none 
of the alternatives are feasible and would substantially reduce a 
significant impact. 

S-6 S.5.2.2/Reduced This alternative is the environmentally superior alternative pursuant 
Biological to CEQA Guidelines section 15126.6 (e)(2). 
Impacts 
Alternatives The Reduced Biological Impacts Alternative provides fewer 

dwelling units as compared to the CPU but still meets the goals 
and objectives of the General Plan and SANDAG Regional 
Comprehensive Plan. The lesser intensity of residential use and 
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the fewer number of commercial developments allowed for in this 
alternative minimally reduces impacts related to traffic congestion. 
Impacts to visual resources, hydrology/water quality, and energy 
conservation are also less when compared to the CPU. Because 
this alternative would increase the amount of open space in close 
proximity to development, the risk from wildfire would be slightly 
greater, but would still be mitigated through strict compliance with 
the Landscape Standards and Brush Management Regulations 
contained in the LDC. This alternative generally meets all the 
project objectives but would not accommodate future population 
growth to the same extent as the CPU. 

In addition, the PEIR should include an Economically Feasible 
Alternative, which would analyze a CPU that presents 
economically feasible land uses for all landowners. For example, if 
the City applied policies of park and recreation joint use and 
equivalencies for the Chang property, the underlying land use 
would be developable and economically feasible. 

3-1 to Purpose and The PEIR's project description is flawed because it does not have 
3-3 Need a stable temporal scope. On page 3-1 , the PEIR states that the 

CPU is "intended to define new strategies for the way Otay Mesa 
would develop and function over the next 20-50 years." On page 
3-3, the PEIR states that the CPU addresses "present and future 
trends through 2030." Neither of these descriptions accurately 
encompass the Project's temporal scope as stated in the CPU 
itself. The CPU states that there is a "15 to 20-year planning 
period addressed by this plan." (CPU, at 1-3.) The public and 
decision-makers have no way of knowing the true scope of the 
project, and whether the environmental analysis accurately reflects 
that scope. By the very language of the PEIR and CPU, the scope 
of the project could end anywhere from 2028 to 2063. 

3-3 Relationship to It is unclear whether the PEIR bases its analysis on the current 
General Plan General Plan. Only the General Plan adopted in 2008 is 

referenced, despite the fact that there have been three significant 
amendments since then, in 2010 (Land Use and Community 
Planning Element; Public Facilities, Services, & Safety Element; 
Recreation Element; and Glossary), 2012 (Conservation Element), 
and 2013. The City of San Diego adopted a General Plan 
Amendment on March 4, 2013 when it approved the General Plan 
Housing Element 2013-2020. 

The current proposed GPA for the CPU and the Housing Element 
GPA recently completed should have been considered 

I· 

comprehensively rather than in two separate, smaller pieces. This 
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inappropriate project segmentation serves to diminish the true 
impacts of the Project, especially regarding housing impacts. (See 
e.g. City of Santee v. County of San Diego (1989) 214 Cai.App.3d 
1438.) 

In addition, since community plans are components of the General 
Plan, the City should comprehensively analyze all reasonably 
foreseeable community plan amendments. The City is 
concurrently processing or has recently approved many General 
Plan Amendments through community plan updates: San Ysidro, 
Barrio Logan, Uptown, North Park, and Golden Hill, among others. 
San Ysidro is especially noteworthy because it is immediately 
adjacent to Otay Mesa. Dividing the GPAs into multiple CEQA 
actions is improper segmentation of a project under CEQA and 
serves to diminish and mask the true impacts of the overall City 
project of amending the General Plan. The CPU's cumulative 
impact analysis should address the impacts of the other GPA. 

3-53 Table 3-6: The PEIR should revise the following sentence with regard to 
Summary of landform alteration/visual quality: "Future projects would be 
Project Design required to adhere to the CPU land use and development design 
Considerations guidelines. • The words "to adhere to" should be replaced with "to 

be consistent with" or "to be compatible with" because strict 
adherence to every design guideline is not required and is not the 
purpose of the guidelines. Guidelines are not binding. The 
statement is factually inaccurate because there is no legal 
requirement for future projects to "adhere" to the design guidelines. 
Because it is factually inaccurate, the PEIR cannot take credit for 
avoiding or reducing environmental impacts due to it. The same 
comment applies to the other guidelines mentioned in the same 
table. 

The listing of "project design considerations" that future projects 
will be required to implement is improper deferral of mitigation 
under CEQA. The City cannot defer its obligation to formulate and 
adopt mitigation until a more specific development plan is 
proposed. (Citizens for Quality Growth v. City of Mount Shasta 
(1988) 198 Cai.App.3d 433.) The list in this table evidences that 
the formulation of precise mitigation measures is feasible at this 
time, but the City is simply deciding to defer their formulation and 
adoption by calling them "project design considerations." Even if 
the mitigation measures are general, as are the "project design 
considerations" listed, the City must devise and approve them 
along with the certification of this PEIR. (Sundstrom v. County of 
Mendocino (1988) 202 Cai.App.3d 296.) 
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5.1-1 Table 5.1-1 The percentages listed for the land use distribution total 102%. 
This is a significant error considering that the total Commercial 
uses are listed as 1.85%. 

5.1-7 Table 5.1-2 The PEIR should add most recent CARB Scoping Plan for 
statewide reductions of GHG necessary to achieve AB 32 GHG 
targets. 

5.1-9 Table 5.1-3 The PEIR should evaluate CPU for consistency with General Plan 
goals and policies. LU-A and LU-B contain policies applicable to 
community plans, including but not limited to LU-A.1 (c) , LU-A.5, 
LU-A.7, LU-A.S, LU-B.1, LU-B.2, Table LU-4, LU-F. 

5.1-9 Table 5.1-3 LU-G policies are focused on consistency with ALUCP. The City 
identifies the Tijuana Airport as part of the existing 
condition/surrounding land uses. PEIR should analyze the CPU's 
consistency with operation of this airport and what cumulative 
impact build-out of the CPU will have on the environment with 
noise, traffic and hazards created by this existing airport facility. 

See also figures 5.1-4, 5.1-5 and 5/1-6 comparing noise and safety 
zones for Brownfield, but not the Tijuana Airport. 

5.1-35 Vernal pool The City identified the CPU itself, not just projects within it as a 
lawsuit venal pool project subject to the injunction issued by Judge 

Brewster in October 2006. As part of the Planning Agreement with 
the USFWS for processing vernal pool projects during the City-
USFWS' new vernal pool HCP, the City made its own discretionary 
projects subject to the Planning Agreement. The CPU is a City-
initiated discretionary project subject to CEQA. Therefore, the EIR 
must demonstrate the CPU's compliance with the Planning 
Agreement and make the findings required in Subsection C of the 
Planning Agreement, which include the following: 

• The Project is consistent with the preliminary Vernal Pool 
Preserve Areas; 

• Provides management and monitoring consistent with the 
draft Vernal Pool Management Plan; 

• Provides funding in perpetuity for management and 
monitoring; 

• Consistent with the proposed ESUwetlands amendments; 
and 

• Requires MSCP conservation/covenant of easement over 
any preserved on-site or off-site vernal pools/habitat. 
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5.1-41 Public Facilities The PEIR must analyze how police, fire and EMT can reach all 
Element parts of the CPU area within the response times identified in the 

General Plan. City reports on fire service note the difficulty of 
meeting such standards and recommends changing the response 
times standards, but the General Plan still uses the "old" response 
times. If the City Fire Department is going to use the response 
times recommended in the report to the City, then a General Plan 
Amendment is required. (See Policy LU-C.1(c).) 

5.1-41 Recreational The CPU is not consistent with the General Plan Recreation Goal 
Element to "[i)ncrease the amount and quality of recreation facilities and 

infrastructure though the promotion of alternative methods where 
development of typical facilities and infrastructure may be limited 
by land constraints." (General Plan, RE-6.) 

In contrast, the CPU assumes that every property within the CPU 
area will not have constraints that would make it impractical to 
provide population-based parks at the General Plan's 2.8 acres per 
1,000 residents. This false assumption leads the CPU to include 
no flexibility at all for the provision of park equivalent facilities on 
future projects. CPU Policy 7.1-3 states "Provide usable acreage 
park land required to meet General Plan population-based park 
standards, without the use of park equivalencies, and for the sole 
use as parks, independent of any shared joint use at Ocean View 
Hills Elementary School. The City would be required to conduct a 
site-specific analysis of all the constraints that could possible 
interfere with the development of 2.8 net acres of useable park 
area before it could rule out all future need for use of General Plan 
permitted park equivalency measures. As discussed throughout 
the EIR and CPU, the Otay Mesa Community is engaging in the 
difficult task of collocating residential and industrial uses. The full 
array of collocation tools, including the ability to move parks and 
residential facilities farther away from industrial uses though the 
allowed use of park equivalency measures and efficient joint use of 
school/neighborhood parks. The appropriateness of using park 
equivalency measures is a right the City Council gave itself in the 
General Plan when evaluating a site-specific development project 
that may be constrained in any one of many ways. Page RE-11 of 
the General Plan describes this flexibility as necessary. The 
specific Recreation Element General Plan policies requires it. 
Accordingly, a community plan update with a policy that removes 
this discretion for all projects within the community plan area is 
inconsistency with the General Plan. 

We note that the PFFP for the Center City area also does not 
contain any park equivalency standards and downtown San Diego 
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is clearly a constrained community. There appears to be a bias 
against park equivalencies required by the General Plan in 
planning documents put forth to the City Council for approval 
regardless of whether a community plan area is known to be 
constrained or may have parcels within it that are constrained. 

This is an appropriate time for the City to establish park 
equivalency standards and include them in the CPU and Center 
City PFFP. 

5.1-42 Noise Element The CPU is not consistent with the City's Noise Element because it 
admits that it cannot guarantee the buildout of the Community Plan 
will avoid significant and unavoidable impacts to existing 
developed areas. Therefore, including CPU policy 9.2-2 requiring 
that projects "demonstrate that required noise levels for individual 
development projects within Otay Mesa are considered compatible 
with the General Plan Noise Land Use Compatibility Guidelines" 
would seem to set the stage for future claims that individual 
projects are not in conformance with the Community Plan noise 
policies. The City Council can determine whether or not the CPU 
is overall consistent with the General Plan, but the purpose of the 
El R is to identify where there are inconsistencies so the City 
Council and the public are aware the inconsistency exists. 

Figure Photo Location The PEIR's visual impact analysis identified in this figure does not 
5.2-1 Map show sufficient viewpoints of the impacts of buildout of the CPU on 

either existing or planned trails identified in the CPU trail map 
located on page RE-9. The General Plan's Urban Design Element 
Policy UD-A.3.i. states: uEnsure that the visibility of new 
development from natural features and open space areas is 
minimized to preserve the landforms and ridgelines that provide a 
national backdrop to the open space systems. For example, 
development should not be visible from canyon trial sat the point 
the trail located nearest to proposed development. Lines-of-sight 
from trials or the open space system could be used to determine 
compliance with this policy." Likewise, the PEIR states that views 
of the CPU area are limited from existing trails within the Otay 
Valley Regional Park. This does not address what the line of sight 
would look like from these trails at their nearest point to the CPU 
area's development. Accordingly, under the analysis method 
supported by the General Plan, there is insufficient evidence to 
support the PEIR's conclusion that there would not be a significant 
impact to the visual quality of views from public viewing areas. At 
a minimum the PEIR should identify the impact as potentially 
significant at Section 5.2.3 and include a mitigation measure 
requiring future develoQment to perform an analysis of the impact 
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of project on the nearest point to the trail system and establish a 
performance standard such projects would be required to meet in 
order to mitigate such future visual impacts to below a level of 
significance. 

5.2-17 Proposed While the analysis of views of the open space areas, particularly 
Designated the existing designated resources at OVRP is encouraging, the 
Public Views City's significance threshold is based on the view blockage from 

designated open spaces areas and parks. (See Section 5.2.2.) 

5.3-19 5.3.4.1.a The PEIR identifies that it cannot predict the exact number and 
Construction timing of future development projects. If three large projects are in 
Emissions construction at the same time, then it would appear that the 

threshold would be exceeded for ROG and NOx. Please analyze 
the feasibility of a mitigation measure whereby the City tracks the 
number of large projects under construction at the same time to 
avoid exceeding the construction thresholds. 

5.3-20 Construction CEQA prohibits the analysis of hypothetical projects. In addition, 
Emissions no parameters are given to define a large project. 

5.3-23 AQ-1 CEQA requires mitigation measures to be feasible and to reduce 
significant impact even if they cannot be reduced to below a level 
of significance. Here, AQ-1 identifies a menu of Best Available 
Control Measures without analyzing whether or not they are 
feasible and without stating what numerical daily emissions 
standard (performance standard) the City is required to achieve to 
provide such partial mitigation. 

5.3-24 AQ-2 CEQA requires mitigation measures to be enforceable and feasible 
and to reduce significant impacts even if they cannot be reduced to 
below a level of significance. Here, AQ-2, simply identifies that a 
future project will have to analyze all reasonable mitigation 
measures and identifies buffers as a potentially feasible mitigation 
measure. The City should analyze and provide a matrix of the 
buffer distance needed to achieve a certain level of air quality 
emission reduction. 

As discussed earlier, the fact that a particular project may be 
required to implement large buffers to achieve feasible reductions 
in significant air quality impacts is a reason why the City cannot 
assume that all land in Otay Mesa is unconstrained. Accordingly, 
the City cannot remove the flexibility needed to meet park 
standards through park equivalency features. 
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CEQA requires mitigation measures to be enforceable and when 
the details of mitigation are deferred into the future, the lead 
agency is required to identify a performance standard and an 
explanation of the evidence to support that implementation of 
common mitigation measures options will be effective in achieving 
the performance standard. Here, the mitigation measure requires 
an applicant that cannot meet the 10 per 1 ,000,000 toxic air 
contaminant threshold to submit a risk reduction audit and plan to 
the APCD that demonstrates how the facility would reduce health 
risks to less than significant levels within 5 years of the date of the 
plan. Assuming the plan would need to achieve the 10 per 
1,000,000 performance standard, the PEIR is inadequate because 
it does not give the public or the City decision-makers any 
evidence to support what types of mitigation measures could be 
included in such an audit/plan and why those measures would be 
effective in achieving the performance standard. Accordingly, 
without additional analysis, AQ-3 is the type of deferred mitigation 
that violates CEQA. 

5.4-45 5.4.4.1/lmpacts Impacts to unique, rare, endangered, sensitive or fully protected 
species of plants or animals would occur with the implementation 
of the CPU. These impacts are significant and unavoidable. 
Despite the severity of these impacts, the PEIR does not provide 
feasible mitigation measures or options in violation of CEQA to 
even partially mitigate the impacts. 

5.4-46 5.4.4.1 (a)/ Implementation of the CPU has the potential to impact 17 sensitive 
Impacts to plant species known to occur within the CPU footprint. Despite this 
Sensitive Plants knowledge and the admittance that this is a significant impact at 

the program-level, the PEIR states that evaluation and mitigation 
will occur at the project-level. The impacts and corresponding 
mitigation should have been evaluated at the program-level and 
not deferred to subsequent projects because the program level is 
the opportunity to address cumulative impacts to these species. 

Use of the tiering procedure, as is being accomplished here, does 
not permit the lead agency to defer an analysis of reasonably 
foreseeable significant environmental impacts to a later stage of 
review to avoid addressing those impacts in a first-tier EIR. (CEQA 
Guidelines§ 15152(b).) While tiering allows the lead agency to 
defer analysis of some of the details of later phases of long-term 
projects until they come up for approval, CEQA's information 
disclosure requirements are not satisfied by simply asserting that 
information will be provided in the future. (Santa Clarita Org. for 
Planning the Env't v. County of L.A. (2003) 106 Cai.App.4th 715, 
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723.) 

A significant environmental impact is ripe for evaluation in a first-
tier El R when it is a reasonably foreseeable consequence of the 
action proposed for approval and the agency has "sufficient reliable 
data to permit preparation of a meaningful and accurate report on 
the impact." (L.A. Unified Sch. Dist. V. City of Los Angeles (1997) 
58 Cai.App.4th 1019, 1028.). The impacts and corresponding 
mitigation should have been evaluated at the program-level and 
not deferred to subsequent projects because the program level is 
the opportunity to address cumulative impacts to these species. 

5.4-48 5.4.4.1 (b)/Impact Implementation of the CPU has the potential to impact 28 sensitive 
s to Sensitive wildlife species known to occur within the CPU area. Despite this 
Wildlife knowledge and the admittance that this is a significant impact at 

the program-level, the PEIR states that evaluation and mitigation 
will occur at the project-level. The impacts and corresponding 
mitigation should have been evaluated at the program-level and 
not deferred to subsequent projects because the program level is 
the opportunity to address cumulative impacts to these species. 

Use of the tiering procedure does not permit the lead agency to 
defer an analysis of reasonably foreseeable significant 
environmental impacts to a later stage of review to avoid 
addressing those impacts in a first-tier EIR. (CEOA Guidelines§ 
15152(b).) While tiering allows the lead agency to defer analysis of 
some of the details of later phases of long-term projects until they 
come up for approval, CEQA's information disclosure requirements 
are not satisfied by simply asserting that information will be 
provided in the future. (Santa Clarita Org. for Planning the Env't v. 
County of L.A. (2003) 1 06 Cai.App. 4th 715, 723.) 

A significant environmental impact is ripe for evaluation in a first-
tier EIR when it is a reasonably foreseeable consequence of the 
action proposed for approval and the agency has "sufficient reliable 
data to permit preparation of a meaningful and accurate report on 
the impact." (LA. Unified Sch. Dist. V. City of Los Angeles (1997) 
58 Cai.App.4th 1019, 1028.). The impacts and corresponding 
mitigation should have been evaluated at the program-level and 
not deferred to subsequent projects because the program level is 
the opportunity to address cumulative impacts to these species. 

5.4-57 5.4.4.3/Mitigatio The PEIR inappropriately defers mitigation measures for impacts to 
n Framework sensitive plants and wildlife to subsequent projects. The PEIR 

states "Adherence to the recommendations below is anticipated to 
minimize impacts to sensitive biological resources." This mitigation 
is impermissibly deferred, as it does not set performance criteria or 
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demonstrate how the impact can be mitigated. Instead, the PEIR 
merely puts off the analysis for a later date. It also does not 
explain what evidence supports the statement that these measures 
could achieve a performance standard. 

5.4-64 5.4.6/Sensitive Impacts to Tier I, II, lilA and 1118 habitats would be significant. 
Habitat These sensitive habitats include: maritime succulent scrub, native 

grassland, Diegan coastal scrub, southern mixed chaparral, non-
native grassland, riparian scrub, vernal pools, and basins with fairy 
shrimp. The mitigation is impermissibly deferred, as it does not set 
performance criteria or demonstrate how the impact can be 
mitigated. Instead, the PEIR merely puts off the analysis for a later 
date. 

5.4-66 5.4.7/MSCP Implementation of the CPU would introduce land uses adjacent to 
the MHPA This is a potentially significant impact at the program-
level. However, the PEIR states the mitigation measures will be 
mitigated at a project-level. The CPU identifies permissible land 
uses adjacent to the MHPA; therefore, the PEIR impermissibly 
defers mitigation as there are reasonably foreseeable 
consequences of the action proposed for approval and the agency 
has "sufficient reliable data to permit preparation of a meaningful 
and accurate report on the impact." Additionally, the PEIR does 
not set performance criteria or demonstrate how the impact can be 
mitigated. Instead, the PEIR merely puts off the analysis for a later 
date. 

5.4-70 5.4. 9/Wetland Approximately 1,266 vernal pools (12.34 acres) are located within 
Impacts the CPU area. Of this total, 522 are basins with fairy shrimp (12.24 

acres). Implementation of the CPU has the potential to impact up 
to 2.95 acres of vernal pools and .07 acres of basins with fairy 
shrimp. Impacts to vernal pools would require deviation from the 
City's ESL Regulations. 

The PEIR identifies the location of such basins; therefore, the 
agency has "sufficient reliable data to permit preparation of a 
meaningful and accurate report on the impact." However, the 
PEIR defers this analysis for subsequent project. Additionally, the 
PEl R does not set performance criteria or demonstrate how the 
impact can be mitigated. Instead, the PEIR merely puts off the 
analysis for a later date. 

5.4-71 5.4.9.3/ The EIR improperly concludes that project compliance with ESL 
Mitigation guidelines will mitigate biological impacts to below a level of 
Framework significance. The 1997 Implementing Agreement with the USFWS 

for the MSCP program contemplated that the City would identify a 

SMRH:411316222.5 -10-



ATTORNEY-CLIENT PRIVILEGE AND ATTORNEY WORK PRODUCT DOCTRINE 

Page 
or 
Figure 
No. Section/Heading Comments 

regional funding source for maintenance of open space lands 
dedicated to the City. The Implementing Agreement and federal 
"no surprises" policy prohibits the City from seeking the 
maintenance funds from the affected landowners because the 
landowners are already giving up 75% of their development rights 
on their property within the MSCP and donating it to the City. If the 
MSCP and ESL's assumption that it will be effective in mitigating 
biological impacts is predicated on the City obtaining the necessary 
funds to main the biological values on the dedicated land within the 
MSCP, then there is a significant and unmitigated biological impact 
from build-out of the CPU with no corresponding Statement of 
Overriding Considerations that the impact is acceptable and it is 
infeasible for the City to raise the maintenance funds from the 
public or obtain them from landowners who are protected against 
further exactions by the Implementing Agreement and federal "no 
surprises" policy. 

5.4-75 5.4.9.4/ The PEIR states it cannot guarantee that all future project-level 
Significance impacts would be avoided or mitigated to below a level of 
after Mitigation significance. Because the extent of future development is unknown 

at this time, the degree of impact and applicability, feasibility and 
success of these measures cannot be accurately predicted for 
each specific project at this time. Therefore, direct and/or indirect 
impacts to wetlands, jurisdictional resources vernal pools and 
vernal pool species are considered significant and unavoidable at 
the program-level. However, the PEIR identifies a substantial 
amount of information that would permit a more comprehensive 
analysis. The PEIR should not defer analysis or mitigation of these 
potential impacts. 

5.4-76 5.4.10/Noise There is a potential for temporary noise impacts to wildlife from 
Generation construction and permanent noise impacts from the introduction of 

noise generating land uses adjacent to the MHPA. Temporary/or 
permanent noise impacts to wildlife would be significant. The 
mitigation is impermissibly deferred, as it does not set performance 
criteria or demonstrate how the impact can be mitigated. Instead, 
the PEIR merely puts off the analysis for a later date. 

5.5-28 5.5.3.4/ There are 262 recorded historic and prehistoric sites/structures 
Significance recorded within the CPU area boundaries. 126 known sites that 
after Mitigation remain within the CPU area have not been impacted by 

development. Due to the number and density of prehistoric and 
historic cultural resources in the CPU area, the loss of these 
resources would be considered a significant impact at the program 
level. 
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The PEIR acknowledges that the location of these sites can be 
determined; therefore, there are reasonably foreseeable 
consequences of the action proposed for approval and the agency 
has "sufficient reliable data to permit preparation of a meaningful 
and accurate report on the impact." The PEIR impermissibly 
defers analysis and mitigation as the mit igation should have been 
evaluated at the program-level and not at the project-level as done 
in the PEIR. 

The City must also comply with all tribal consultation requirements 
and the PEIR should discuss that consultation. SB 18 (Chapter 
905, Statutes of 2004) requires cities and counties to contact, and 
consult with California Native American tribes prior to amending or 
adopting any general plan or specific plan, or designating land as 
open space. 

5.6-7 Table 5.6-1 The PEIR omits analysis of properties of environmental concern 
located in Mexico. The PEl R "should evaluate any potentially 
significant impacts of locating development in other areas 
susceptible to hazardous conditions" including conditions 
emanating from Mexico. (CEQA Guidelines § 15126.2(a).) The 
PEIR omits analysis of aircraft hazards from Rodriguez Airport, 
which is immediately adjacent to the project boundary and highly 
likely to make adjacent development in the CPU susceptible to 
hazardous conditions. 

5.6-17 Wildfire Hazards There is no analysis of potential impacts of the Project on wildfire, 
to 5.6- such as whether the Project will increase the likelihood of starting a 
19 wildfire by bringing additional people into the area- sparks from 

backyard barbecues, cigarettes, portable fireplaces, etc. 

5.6-17 Health Hazards There is no analysis of the impact of the Project, by bringing 
to 5.6- additional land uses and corresponding health hazard, on the 
19 environment. Instead, the PEIR only analyzes impacts of the 

existing environment on the Project. The purpose of an EIR is to 
evaluate the impacts of the project on the environment rather than 
the impacts of the environment on the project. (Ballona Wetlands 
Land Trust v. City of L.A. (2011) 201 Cai.App.4th 455, 474.) 

5.7-23 Runoff- The PEIR inappropriately concludes that there are no significant 
to 5.7- Significance drainage impacts based on a statement that future projects will be 
24 After Mitigation required to comply with applicable regulation at that time. A 

determination that regulatory compliance will be sufficient to 
prevent significant adverse impacts must be based on a project-
specific analysis of potential impacts and the effect of regulatory 
compliance, not programmatic analysis as is the case here. 
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(Californians for Alternatives to Toxics v. Dept. of Food & Agric. 
(2005) 136 Cai.App.4th 1.) This comment applies to all PEIR 
determinations of less than significant impacts based on presumed 
regulatory compliance for future projects. 

5.8-11 5.8.1.2/Geologic Subsurface exploration and laboratory testing would be necessary 
Hazards as future development extends into those areas or any other areas 

where deep alluvial deposits are encountered. However, the PEIR 
identifies where these deposits occur. Therefore, the PEIR 
impermissibly defers evaluation of this impact as there are 
reasonably foreseeable consequences of the action proposed for 
approval and the agency has "sufficient reliable data to permit 
preparation of a meaningful and accurate report on the impact." 
The mitigation should have been evaluated at the program-level 
and not at the project-level as done in the PEIR. 

5.8-16 5.8.3.1/lmpacts Portions of the CPU area are underlain by undocumented fill, 
colluvium/topsoil and alluvium. These soils are typically loose, dry, 
and contain rubble, and are unsuitable for support of settlement 
structures. The CPU should avoid development in these areas. 

Moreover, the PEIR identifies where these deposits occur. 
Therefore, the PEIR impermissibly defers analysis and evaluation 
of this impact as there are reasonably foreseeable consequences 
of the action proposed for approval and the agency has "sufficient 
reliable data to permit preparation of a meaningful and accurate 
report on the impact." The mitigation should have been evaluated 
at the program-level and not at the project-level as done in the 
PEIR. 

5 .8-17 5 .8.4.2/ Based on the steep nature of many of the hillsides and the 
Significance of generally poorly consolidated nature of the sedimentary materials 
Impacts and soils found throughout the CPU area, erosion would represent 

a potentially significant impact, particularly in conjunction with 
some portions of the San Diego Formation and in drainages and 
stream valleys. The CPU should avoid development on these 
areas or identify what mitigation (with performance standards) is 
required to allow development. 

Moreover, the PEIR identifies where the soil erosion has potential 
to occur. Therefore, the PEIR impermissibly defers evaluation of 
this impact as there are reasonably foreseeable consequences of 
the action proposed for approval and the agency has "sufficient 
reliable data to permit preparation of a meaningful and accurate 
report on the impact." The mitigation should have been evaluated 
at the program-level and not at the project-level as done in the 
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PEIR. 

5.10-1 Noise The EIR improperly restricts its analysis to impacts only from land 
uses within the CPU footprint, and excludes analysis of uses 
outside the CPU planning area that could create significant 
impacts. 

5.10- 5.10.3.2/ Exterior and potentially interior traffic noise impacts are anticipated 
16 Significance of at the majority of the locations adjacent to 1-805, SR-905, SR-125, 

Impacts Otay Mesa Road, and Airway Road; therefore, impacts related to 
new residences would be significant. There are areas within the 
CPU area where project traffic noise would potentially cause 
interior noise levels in existing residences to exceed applicable 
standards. This is a potentially significant impact of the CPU. 
These impacts will be significant and unavoidable. The CPU 
should avoid development in these areas or identify what mitigation 
(with performance standards) is required to allow development. 

5.10- 5.10.4.2/ The CPU has the potential to site noise-sensitive uses (i.e. , 
21 Significance of residential) adjacent to noise-generating commercial and industrial 

Impacts uses. The juxtaposition of these land uses would result in 
potentially significant noise impacts at this program-level analysis. 

The program-level impacts related to noise from stationary sources 
will be significant and unavoidable. The CPU should avoid 
development in these areas or identify what mitigation (with 
performance standards) is required to allow development. 

5.10- 5.10.6/ The EIR fails to identify construction noise from one phase of 
24 Construction development to another, instead stating that noise impacts will be 

Noise determined and mitigated on a project-by-project basis. 

5.10- 5.10.6/ Future development associated with implementing the CPU has 
25 Construction the potential to exceed applicable construction thresholds at 

Noise residential properties adjacent to construction sites. Additionally, 
there is the potential for construction noise to Bell's vireo, coastal 
California gnatcatcher, raptors, and other sensitive species, if they 
are breeding or nesting in adjacent MHPA lands. These impacts 
are significant at the project level. These impacts will be significant 
and unavoidable. The CPU should avoid development in these 
areas or identify what mitigation (with performance standards) is 
required to allow development. 

5.12- 5.12.3/Capacity A total of 24 roadway segments under the Horizon Year Plus CPU 
22 condition would be expected to operate at unacceptable LOS. 

Therefore, the CPU would have a significant impacts all of these 
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24 roadway segment locations. This impact is significant and 
unavoidable. 

The PEIR identifies the failing roadway segments, but 
impermissibly defers evaluation and mitigation of this impact as 
there are reasonably foreseeable consequences of the action 
proposed for approval and the agency has "sufficient reliable data 
to permit preparation of a meaningful and accurate report on the 
impact." The mitigation should have been evaluated at the 
program-level and not at the project-level as done in the PEIR. 

The CPU violates General Plan Policy ME-C.4 (Improve operations 
and maintenance on City streets and sidewalks) and ME-C.8 
(Implement Traffic Impact Study Guidelines that address site and 
community specific issues). 

5.12- 5.12.3/Capacity A total of 49 intersections would be expected to operate at 
30 unacceptable levels under the Horizon Year Plus CPU condition. 

Therefore, the CPU would have a significant impact to all49 of 
these intersections. This impact is significant and unavoidable. 

The PEIR identifies the failing intersections, but impermissibly 
defers evaluation and mitigation of this impact as there are 
reasonably foreseeable consequences of the action proposed for 
approval and the agency has "sufficient reliable data to permit 
preparation of a meaningful and accurate report on the impact." 
The mitigation should have been evaluated at the program-level 
and not at the project-level as done in the PEIR. 

The CPU violates General Plan Policy ME-C.4 (Improve operations 
and maintenance on City streets and sidewalks) and ME-C.8 
(Implement Traffic Impact Study Guidelines that address site and 
community specific issues). 

5.12- 5.12.3/Capacity Five SR-905 freeway ramps would be expected to experience 
30 freeway delays with downstream freeway operations and 

unacceptable levels in the Horizon Year Plus CPU condition. This 
impact is significant and unavoidable. 

The PEIR identifies the failing freeway ramps, but impermissibly 
defers evaluation and mitigation of this impact as there are 
reasonably foreseeable consequences of the action proposed for 
approval and the agency has "sufficient reliable data to permit 
preparation of a meaningful and accurate report on the impact." 
The mitigation should have been evaluated at the orogram-level 
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and not at the project-level as done in the PEIR. 

The CPU violates General Plan Policy ME-C.4 (Improve operations 
and maintenance on City streets and sidewalks) and ME-C.8 
(Implement Traffic Impact Study Guidelines that address site and 
community specific issues). 

5.13-9 Parks and The PEIR's analysis of Public Services impacts is inadequate with 
Recreation respect to parks and recreation. The CPU is inconsistent with the 

Recreation Element of the General Plan because the update 
precludes the City Council from considering park equivalencies 
when they review individual projects. Contrary to the clear 
statements in the General Plan Recreation Element where the City 
Council stated flexibility to use park equivalencies is needed where 
a property is constrained and that a Community Plan Update is an 
appropriate place for the City to establish its Park Equivalency 
Standards, the CPU dismisses the entire park equivalency process 
on the theory that the entire community plan area is not 
constrained land. There is no explanation why Otay Mesa is not 
and never could be constrained land. A developable parcel in Otay 
Mesa could be constrained for many reasons- biology, noise, 
preservation of prime industrial lands and the need to design 
projects sensitive to these lands using collocation technique are all 
significant sources of constrains that could make it difficult for a 
parcel to meet both park acreage requirements and minimum 
density requirements without the use of flexible tools such as park 
equivalencies. Now is the perfect time for the City Planning 
Department to create the park equivalency standards because the 
Planning Department is also bringing the Centre City PFFP to City 
Council without any park equivalency standards. Clearly 
downtown San Diego has constrained parcels that will need the 
benefit of park equivalency standards. 

5.13- Fire Protection The PEIR also improperly analyzes fire services impacts. General 
21 Plan Policy PF -D.1 establishes four emergency response times 

for fire. The first one is that the City respond to 90 percent of 
priority one emergencies within four minutes adding an additional 
minute for turnout (5 minute standard). However, on November 
15, 2011 , the City Council adopted Resolution R-307139 adopting 
longer response times (7.5 minutes) recommended in the Citygate 
Report as the framework for implementing the City's fire service 
protection. (See, 
http://dockets.sandiego.gov/sirepub/pubmtgframe.aspx?meetid=12 
46&doctype=Agenda) To the extent the Citygate Report's longer 
response times are good policy, procedurally the City has never 
adopted a General Plan amendment to make the response times 
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longer. The public facilities section identifies the 5 minute 
standard, states that the current response times in the community 
plan are 8 minutes for priority one calls, and states that an 
additional fire station is needed to maintain fire protection service 
levels. 

The PEIR is deficient because the public and decision-makers are 
unclear what fire protection level the CPU provides for. Will the 
new fire station make it possible to meet the five minute standard 
for all properties within the community plan area? Will it just 
maintain the current 8 minute level of service? Will it meet the 
Citygate Report response time standards adopted by the City 
Council in 2011, but never adopted through a General Plan 
amendment? The CPU is not consistent with the General Plan 
because there is no ~vidence it will meet the General Plan's 
published response time policy for fire. 

Furthermore, the PEIR identifies that a new fire station is needed 
and the funding is provided for in the PFFP, but it will be subject to 
future environmental review because the future location is 
unknown. Under these circumstances, the correct CEQA 
conclusion is not that the environmental impacts are below a level 
of significance. If the City is going to defer the environmental 
impact analysis of the fire station to the future when a site is 
known, then CEQA requires the City to establish performance 
standards the fire station must meet. What size must the fire 
station be? Must it be located in a place where it can meet the 
General Plan response times for the entire community? Do those 
response times account for delays from failing road segments 
intersections identified in the PEIR? If so, what are the boundaries 
of the area within the community plan it would have to be 
constructed in to meet the required response time standard? What 
is the noise level generated by a fire station and what buffers 
would it be required to have to keep from generating a significant 
noise impact on surrounding land uses? If the PEIR cannot 
analyze the future fire station with adequate performance 
standards to assure its impacts are below a level of significance, 
then it should be identified as a significant and unmitigated impact. 

5.13- Public Services The PFFP plans for the construction of a co-located f ire and police 
21 to station, and bases its conclusion of less than significant impacts on 
5.13- the construction of that station. That conclusion is without 
22 substantial evidence because according to the PFFP, "FUNDING 

FOR ACQUISITION, DESIGN AND CONSTRUCTION ARE 
ANTICIPATED IN FY 2044 AND FY 2045.n The Project 
Description is unstable as discussed above, but 2044 and 2055 is 
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beyond the majority of the various planning periods cited in the 
PEIR and CPU. Therefore, the station cannot be used to mitigate 
impacts from the project during the planning period. In other 
words, buildout of the project will be complete before adequate fire 
and police services are provided. There are several other 
infrastructure improvements listed in the PFFP, used to mitigate 
impacts, that will only be completed after buildout of the CPU. 

5.17- 5.17 .3.1/lmpacts Build-out of the CPU would eliminate all agricultural activity that 
11 occurs within the CPU area. It is anticipated that agricultural 

operations on the 306 acres of active farmland would continue to 
be viable in the near-term under the holding zone designation, but 
are considered to be permanently converted under the long term 
build-out of the CPU. This includes 180 acres designated as 
MFarmland of Statewide Importance" and 28 acres of "Unique 
Farmland" to non-agricultural uses. This will result in a significant 
cumulative impact. The PEIR should analyze the feasibility of 
mitigation options such as agricultural conservation easements 
elsewhere. 

Table Estimated. GHG This section should be updated to reflect new caselaw from the gm 
5.18-6 Emissions and Circuit affirming the constitutionality of the LCFS. There is no need 
and p. BAU reductions to identify what the BAU reduction would be without LCFS 
5.18- anymore because the legal uncertainty has been removed. 
17 

5.18- Significance The PEIR's GHG analysis needs to address GHG impacts beyond 
11 Determination 2020 for a community plan with a planning horizon of up to 2053, 

Thresholds depending on which of the various project descriptions is accurate. 

5.18- Significance The city's significance threshold of 28.3% below Business as Usual 
11 Determination (BAU) is based on CAPCOA's expert opinion from 2008 Report 

Thresholds entitled "CEQA & Climate Change". That report identified the BAU 
approach as a potential significance threshold for analyzing GHG 
impacts and looked to the then existing 2008 CARB Seeping Plan 
as its source for selecting 28.3% BAU as the correct BAU 
percentage. Under CEQA, expert opinion must be based upon 
facts. Here, the 2008 Seeping Plan is no longer credible evidence 
that can be relied upon to support an expert opinion because a 
court found that CARS's 2008 Scoping Plan was not adopted in 
accordance with CEQA. In the course of addressing the court's 
concerns, CARB updated the Seeping Plan. After making 
adjustments for state and federal laws providing GHG mitigation 
and a reduced GHG forecast caused by the economic downturn, 
the new and legal Seeping Plan found that 16% reductions below 
BAU are needed statewide for the state to meet the 2020 target 
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emissions reduction standard required by AB 32. Accordingly, if 
the City is going to rely on the BAU approach and expert opinion 
about reductions necessary to achieve the 2020 target, then those 
expert opinions must be based on the current and only legally 
adopted Scoping Plan. 

5.18- 5.18.4.3 There is a significant 16.9% gap between the 11.4% BAU 
25 Mitigation reduction and the City's current 28.3% BAU threshold of 

Framework significance. Mitigation measure GHG-2 requires future projects to 
select from certain GHG reduction measures it states are feasible 
to close this significant gap and achieve the city's performance 
standard. However, in order to avoid improper deferred mitigation, 
CEQA requires the EIR to provide evidence that the menu of 
mitigation measures is capable of achieving the performance 
standard. Here, certain product types like residential have 
repeatedly demonstrated over the years that it can achieve the 
GHG threshold through implementation of energy efficiency 
measures and reliance of state and federal programs like CAFE, 
Pavley, and LCFS. However, there is reason to believe to that 
industrial warehouse projects cannot achieve this standard no 
matter how energy efficient they are because truck trips to these 
facilities do not benefrt from many of the same GHG-reducing 
transportation programs that residential car traffic does benefrt 
from. 

Accordingly, the City's findings should explain why it is infeasible to 
mitigate this warehouse type of land use rather than spread false 
hope that energy efficiency measures, water conservation, and 
limiting solid waste disposal can feasibly close the gap. The City's 
alternative analysis should identify an alternative that reduces 
more industrial uses in favor of more commercial and residential as 
a feasible means of reducing the GHG emissions from build-out of 
the CPU. Alternatively, the City's Statement of Overriding 
Considerations should specifically discuss why these warehouse 
uses and their unmitigable GHG impacts are acceptable so 
warehouse project-level EIRs can tier off of that conclusion. 

6-15 6.3.10/Noise The CPU would contribute to a cumulatively considerable noise 
impact. 

6-17 6.3.12ffraffic/ The CPU will contribution to traffic/circulation impacts would be 
Circulation cumulatively considerable. 

10-4 Alternatives The PEIR's alternative analysis is inadequate because it contains 
Considered an overly narrow range of alternatives that reduces significant 

impacts and cursorily rejects environmentally superior alternatives 
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10-6 No Project 
Alternative 
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Comments 

that meet most of the basic project objectives without providing 
substantial evidence of infeasibility. 

The PEIR fails to describe the City's rationale for selecting the 
alternatives that are discussed, as required by CEQA Guidelines 
Section 15126.6(c). Merely stating that the alternatives were 
selected to comply with CEQA, as the PEIR does, is not sufficient 
detail to inform the City Council and the public why these, and no 
other, alternatives were analyzed. It is particularly important to 
explain why only 2 alternatives were analyzed, other than the no 
project alternative. 

The PEl R failed to describe the City's rationale for not including 
several alternatives that would meet most Project Objectives and 
reduce significant impacts. Courts have deemed an EIR's analysis 
of alternatives defective when an alternative that would reduce 
significant impacts and achieve most of the basic project objectives 
is excluded from the analysis and the EIR fails to include a 
reasonable explanation of the decision to exclude that alternative. 
The PEIR should have included Reduced Residential Density and 
Reduced Industrial/Increased Commercial alternatives. The 
PEIR's failure to do so renders the alternatives analysis defective 
under CEQA. 

CEQA contains a "substantive mandate" that agencies refrain from 
approving a project with significant environmental effects if "there 
are feasible alternatives or mitigation measures" that can 
substantially lessen or avoid those effects. (Mountain Lion Found. 
v. Fish & Game Comm. (1997) 16 Cal.4th 105, 1343; Pub. Res. 
Code§ 21 002.) 

It "requires public agencies to deny approval of a project with 
significant adverse effects when feasible alternatives ... can 
substantially lessen such effects." (Sierra Club v. Gilroy (1990) 
222 Cai.App.3d 30, 41.) 

An El R may not provide such a cursory rejection of an 
environmentally superior alternative without supporting analysis. In 
violation of this mandate, the City has determined that the No 
Project is the environmentally superior alternative, but has not 
provided substantial evidence that this alternative is infeasible or 
impractical. 
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TIMELINE FOR TORREY PINES PROJECT 

Date Event 

1981 City approves Otay Mesa Community Plan which identifies a land use 
designation for Torrey Pines Bank property as Specialized Commercial and a 
zoning designation of Otay Mesa Development District: Commercial Subdistrict. 

2001-2004 Integral Communities acquires property and processes development application. 

7/19/2005 City approves most recent amendment of Otay Mesa Community Plan. 

9/21/2005 City releases Real Estate Market Analysis for Otay Mesa Community Plan 
Update ("OMCPU") prepared by Economics Research Associates. 

2006-2009 City depicts commercial use on property in OMCPU draft scenarios 3, 3B, 4B, 
and other scenarios. 

2006 SR 905 bifurcates property. Integral provides right-of-way to Caltrans. Caltrans 
provides conditional approval of access along La Media. 

12/15/2006 City releases Addendum to Real Estate Market Analysis for OM CPU prepared by 
Economics Research Associates. 

2009 Torrey Pines Bank acquires property. 

11/4/2009 Theresa Millette, Senior Planner at City, sends email to Brice Bossier, consultant 
for Torrey Pines, indicating City could consider a Heavy Commercial land use 
designation for the property depending upon what traffic impacts would occur. 

11/18/2009 OMCPU 3B draft showed commercial land use on property. 

12/21/2009 City deems Torrey Pines map waiver application complete. No comments in 
assessment letters regarding proposed change of land use to industrial. 

10/1/2010 City publishes Notice of Preparation of the OM CPU draft environmental impact 
report ("EIR"). City proposes to redesignate the land use on the property from 
commercial to "Industrial-International Business and Trade" and "Business 
Park- Office Permitted." 

10/28/2010 A meeting was held to discuss Torrey Pines' objection to the proposed OMCPU 
land use designations. In attendance were City staff members Bill Anderson 
(Director of Planning), Theresa Millette (Senior Planner), Mary Wright (Deputy 
Director of the Planning Division), and Torrey Pines representatives Anne Marie 
Berg, Rob Hixson, and John Ponder. It is the recollection of Bill Anderson and 
John Ponder that during that meeting, the City agreed that if Torrey Pines 
performed a traffic analysis that showed no impact on the Update's road 
classifications and that such analysis would not delay preparation of the Update, 
the City would agree to retain a commercial land use designation for the 
Property. 

-
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10/28/2010 Torrey Pines retains Urban Systems to prepare traffic analysis. 

11/1/2010 Sheppard Mullin on behalf of Torrey Pines submits comment letter on the NOP 
objecting to change in land use and requesting that the EIR's project description 
describe the Property with a commercial land use designation. 

11/04/2010 Urban Systems provides scope of work to perform traffic analysis. 

11/18/2010 Brice Bossler, consultant for Torrey pines Bank has a conversation with Theresa 
Millette who indicates she would have no problem recommending land use 
designation be changed back to commercial in the OMCPU depending on results 
of the traffic analysis. 

4/6/2011 OMCPU Public Draft issued for comments. 

4/20/2011 Otay Mesa Community Planning Group supports retaining commercial 
designation for site. 

5/23/2011 Urban Systems Associates submits first traffic analysis to City: "Otay Mesa 
Community Plan Update/Torrey Pines Bank Forecasts." 

5/24/2011 Torrey Pines representatives meet with Kelly Broughton and staff to review 
Urban Systems Associates' traffic analysis and to discuss conceptual street 
improvement plan provided by RBF Consulting. 

8/17/2011 Urban Systems Associates submits revised traffic analysis to City: "Otay Mesa 
Community Plan Update/Torrey Pines Bank Forecasts," dated August 5, 2011. 
The analysis was revised to expand the study area to include all 121 segments 
evaluated at buildout of the OMCPU. 

8/17/2011 Sheppard Mullin, on behalf of Torrey Pines, sent the City a comment letter on the 
draft OMCPU objecting to the proposed change in land use, explaining the fiscal 
benefits of retaining the commercial designation, expressing concerns regarding 
spot zoning, and reminding the City that the Otay Mesa Planning Group supports 
a commercial designation. 

9/27/2011 Kelly Broughton accepts findings of traffic analysis of no change in roadway 
classifications. 

9/30/2011 City sends letter response to Sheppard Mullin's August 17 letter, stating that 
designating the Torrey Pines property as commercial would trigger an 
overabundance of commercial beyond the market analysis performed for the 
OM CPU and that commercial is not viable because of the potential for limited 
access along Otay Mesa Road and the northern half of La Media Road. 

11/3/2011 Kelly Broughton leaves voicemail message for John Ponder stating that the City 
is going to keep the commercial designation, and expressing concern that 
designating the Torrey Pines property as commercial would trigger an 
"overabundance" of commercial beyond the market analysis performed for the 
OM CPU and that there is a strong potential for a conflict between truck routes 
near the Torrey Pines property and commercial vehicle trips. 
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11/9/2011 Kelly Broughton confirms to John Ponder that, if an application for commercial 
use was filed and deemed complete, the OMCPU would have to designate the 
Property as commercial use. 

11/10/2011 Torrey Pines representatives attend first meeting with Councilmember Alvarez to 
discuss retaining commercial land use designation on Torrey Pines property. 

12/12/2011 John Ponder attends meeting with Kelly Broughton who says he will honor 
agreement from October 28, 2010 meeting if Bill Anderson confirms that his 
recollection of the meeting is the same as John Ponder's. 

1/12/2012 John Ponder and Bill Anderson correspond via e-mail and phone, and Bill 
Anderson confirms that the City agreed that if Torrey Pines performed a traffic 
analysis and it demonstrated that leaving the property as commercial would not 
result in the need for re-classification of any roadways in the Update or delay the 
Update, the City would leave the property designated as commercial in the next 
draft of the Update. 

1/15/2012 John Ponder sends email to Kelly Broughton notifying him of Bill Anderson's 
confirmation of his recollection of the October 28, 2010 meeting, and requesting 
a meeting to discuss the City leaving the Torrey Pines property as commercial in 
the OMCPU. 

2/06/2012 John Ponder sends follow-up email to Kelly Broughton, but receives no 
response. 

3/05/2012 John Ponder sends follow-up email to Kelly Broughton, but receives no 
response. 

3/26/2012 John Ponder sends follow-up email to Kelly Broughton, but receives no 
response. 

4/04/2012 Torrey Pines representatives meet with Councilmember Alvarez for a second 
time. 

4/10/2012 John Ponder sends follow-up email to Kelly Broughton, but receives no 
response. 

5/16/2012 Torrey Pines representative meets with David Graham in Mayor's office 

5/17/2012 Kelly Broughton tells Mark Rowson, consultant for Torrey Pines, that, if a 
development permit application was submitted and deemed complete, he would 
be compelled to change the land use designation in the OMCPU to commercial. 

8/8/2012 Map Waiver and Site Development Permit for commercial use was approved for 
the Property. 
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3/11/2013 City publishes Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report for 
Sun road Otay Plaza (Project No: 268422). The Notice discloses that the project 
will be seeking an amendment to the Otay Mesa Community Plan to change the 
existing land use designation from Industrial to Regional Commercial. The 
Sunroad Otay Plaza is adjacent to the Torrey Pines Property and abuts Otay 

1-
Mesa Road. 

5/22/2013 
Kelly Broughton confirms in a conversation with John Ponder that, if an 
application for development of a commercial use was submitted and deemed 
complete prior to the adoption of the OM CPU, the City would have no alternative 
but to allow the commercial use to continue. Mr. Broughton further confirmed 
that the traffic analysis in the OMCPU "works for the site either designated as 
"industrial or commercial." 

7/18/2013 John Ponder sends letter to Bill Fulton thoroughly outlining background of 
request for the property to remain designated as commercial, discusses 
agreement with City to allow property to remain commercial and provides 
substantial background materials. 

7/31/2013 
Otay Mesa Community Planning Group votes unanimously to support leaving the 
property land use designation as commercial in the Update. Theresa Millette 
comments at the meeting that the City cannot change the designation of the 
Property to industrial after its development application is deemed complete. 

8/01/2013 
Bank submits application to City for a commercial development on both the north 
and south parcels. 

8/06/2013 
Torrey Pines representatives meets with Councilmember Alvarez staff to discuss 
Update. 

8/12/2013 
Bank representatives meet with Bill Fulton, Theresa Millette and Tom Tomlinson 
to discuss background of project and request that property remain designated as 
commercial. 

8/23/2013 
City informs Torrey Pines that their application for commercial development on 
the site has been deemed complete. 

8/23/2013 
Bill Fulton emails John Ponder to inform him that an internal meeting has been 
scheduled to address the issue. 

9/04/2013 
John Ponder emails Bill Fulton and informs him that the City has deemed the 
application for commercial development on both parcels complete. 

10/1/2013 
John Ponder sends email to Bill Fulton requesting a response from the City 
promised at the 8/12/13 meeting with City staff. John Ponder also informs Mr. 
Fulton that this issue has now remained unresolved for three years. 

10/19/2013 
John Ponder emails Bill Anderson inquiring whether Bill Fulton has been in 
contact with him to confirm that the City agreed that if Torrey Pines performed a 
traffic analysis and demonstrated that leaving the property as commercial would 
not result in the need for reclassification of any roadways in the update or delay 
the update, the City would leave the property designated as commercial in the 
next draft of the update. 

10/21/2013 
Bill Fulton, Director of Planning & Neighborhood Compliance, corresponds with 
John Ponder and states that after "due consideration" the City can support a 
Heavy Commercial or Community Commercial for the northern parcel and I BT 
designation for the southern parcel. 

10/25/2013 Bank submits comments on the draft U_pdate and PEIR. 
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December 21, 2009 

Heather Adams 
HAA 
2194 Carmel Valley Road 
Del Mar, CA 92014 

Dear Ms. Adams: 

THE CITY OF SAN DIEGO 

Subject: La Media Otay Map Waiver - Project Number 199429 
. 

The above application has recently been reviewed for completeness against the Land 
Development Manual- Project Submittal Requirements, was found to be complete, and has been 
distributed for review. The project information you provided will be further reviewec;l by staff 
for accuracy and adequacy during the review process. In approximately 35 days you should 
receive a project assessment letter from your Development Project Manager. This letter will 
identify City staff project design issues and changes necessary for project compliance with the 
Land Development Code that you are required to make. Tbe Project Manager assigned to 
your project is MicbeUe Sokolowski. 

Enclosed are Posted Notice of Application and Verification of Posting Public Notice forms. The 
Posted Notice of Application is required to be posted along the property line visible from the 
street, within five business days of receipt. You must also complete the Verification of Posting 
Public Notice form which states that you or your representative have placed the Posted Notice of 
Application on the property within the appropriate time frame. This form must be returned to the 
Project Manager within five business days of posting the required notice. 

It is recommended that you contact Rob Hixson, Chair of the Otay Mesa Planning Group at 
(619) 696-8350 to make arrangements to present your project for review at their next available 
meeting. This group is officially recognized by the City Council as a representative of the 
community, and as an advisor to the City in actions that would affect the community. We also 
notify the community planning group of your pending request and send them copies of your 
project plans and documents. 



Page2 
December 21, 2009 
Heather Adams 

If you have any questions regarding this project or about the Notice of Application requirements, 
please contact Michelle Sokolowski at (619) 446-5278 or via email at 
MSokolowski@sandiego.gov. 

Sincerely, 

Anne Marie Burdette 
Project Management Assistant 
Development Services 

Enclosures: Posted Notice of Application (3) 
Verification of Posting 

cc: Project File No. 433046 

revised 08/l?/09 amb 

.~ orJ 
-'(4> rv· · 

- tJ&"'t l ~ t.\,A,.IIr'l ~ ,. , , ..., l t:> 'l . ~ 
- t> ~ d P r~~ t-.~o-T (CE:-) t/4-l to 
- ~ ~v~ r{s(to 

~ r"c5r t-JOT( C-4-, It 1/t"' 



EXHIBITE 



August 23, 2013 

Ted Shaw 
Altantis Group 

THE Crr( OF SAN DIEGO 

2488 Historic Decatur Road #200 
San Diego, CA 92106 

Dear Mr. Shaw: 

Subject: La Media Retail VTM, SDP, CUP 
PROJECT TYPE - Vacation Right of Way: Planned Development Permit: Conditional 
Use Permit 
PROJECT NUMBER: 334235 

The above application has recently been reviewed for completeness against the Land 
Development Manual ~ Project Submittal Requirements, was found to be complete, and has been 
distributed for review. The project information you provided will be further reviewed by staff 
for accuracy and adequacy during the review process. In approximately, 35 days, you should 
receive a project assessment letter from your Development Project Manager. Tills letter will 
identify City staff project design issues and changes necessary for project compliance with the 
Land Development Code that you are required to make. The Project Manager assigned to 
your project is Patrick Hooper. 

Enclosed are Posted Notice of Application and Verification of Posting Public Notice fonns. The 
Posted Notice of Application is required to be posted along the property line visible from the 
street, within five business days of receipt. You must also complete the Verification of Posting 
Public Notice form which states that you or your representative have placed the Posted Notice of 
Application on the property within the appropriate time frame. This form must be returned to the 
Project Manager within five business days of posting the required notice. 

You may contact Rob Hixson, Chair ofthe Otay Mesa Neighborhoods Community Planning 
Group at (619) 69~8350 to make arrangements to present your project for review at their next 
available meeting. This group is officially recognized by the City Council as a representative of 
the community, and as an advisor to the City in actions that would affect the community. We 
also notify the community planning group of your pending request and send them copies of your 
project plans and documents. 



Page2 
Ted Shaw 
August 23, 2013 

If you have any questions regarding this project or about the Notice of Application requirements, 
please contact Michelle Sokolowski at (619) 557-7992/ PHOOPER@sandiego.gov 

Pro· ct Management Assistant 
D velopment Services 

Enclosures: Posted Notice of Application (2) 
Verification of Posting 

cc: Project Number. 334235 
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RESOLUTION NO. H0-6548 
DATE OF FINAL PASSAGE: AUGUST 8, 2012 

A RESOLUTION OF TIIE HEARING OFFICER 
ADOPTING TIIE FINDINGS AND APPROVING MAP 
WAIVER NO. 706062 FOR LA MEDIA MAP WAIVER
PROJECT NO. 199429 

WHEREAS, WESTERN ALLIANCE BAN CORPORATION, A NEVADA 

CORPORATION, Subdivider, and RBF CONSULTING, ENGINEER, submitted an 

application with the City of San Diego for Map Waiver No. 706062, to waive the 

requirement for a Tentative Parcel Map for the creation of two parcels. The project site is 

located on the east side of La Media Road, between Otay Mesa Road and Airway Road, 

in the Commercial Subdistrict of the Otay Mesa Development District, within the Otay 

Mesa Community Plan area. The project site is legally described as: a portion of the NW 

Y. and the SW Y. ofthe NW Y. of Section 35, Tl8S, RIW; Assessor's Parcel No. 646-

121-32; and 

WHEREAS, the Map proposes the subdivision of a 51.12-acre site into two 

parcels; and 

WHEREAS, on February 1, 2010, the City of San Diego, as Lead Agency, 

through the Development Setvices Department, made and issued an Environmental 

Determination that the project is exempt from the California Environmental Quality Act 

(CEQA) (Public Resources Code section 21000 et. seq.) under CEQA Guidelines 

Section 15315, minor land divisions (no development proposed with this action); and 
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there was no appeal of the Environmental Determination filed within the time period 

provided by San Diego MW1icipal Code section 112.0520; and 

WHEREAS, a preliminary soils and geological reconnaissance report are waived 

by the City Engineer pursuant to Subdivision Map Act section 66491(a) and San Diego 

Municipal Code sections 144.0220(a) and 144.0220(b); and 

WHEREAS, on August 8, 2012, the Hearing Officer ofthe City of San Diego 

considered Map Waiver No. 706062, and pursuant to sections125.0122 (map waiver) and 

125.0440 (tentative map), of the San Diego Municipal Code and Subdivision Map Act 

section 66428, received for its consideration written and oral presentations, evidence 

having been submitted, and testimony having been heard from all interested parties at the 

public hearing, and the Hearing Officer having fully considered the matter and being 

fully advised concerning the same; NOW THEREFORE, 

BE IT RESOLVED by the Hearing Officer of the City of San Diego, that it adopts 

the following findings with respect to Map Waiver No. 706062: 

1. The proposed subdivision and its design or improvement are consistent 
with the policies, goals, and objectives of the applicable land use plan (San Diego 
Municipal Code§ 125.0440(a) and Subdivision Map Act§§ 66473.5, 66474(a}, and 
66474(b)). 

The project shall only include a map waiver to waive the requirements of a 
Tentative Parcel Map to create two parcels, with no other development or 
improvement activity permitted or proposed with this action. The Otay Mesa 
Community Plan designates the site for specialized commercial purposes, and 
allows the creation of such lots consistent with the size and frontage allowed by 
the underlying zone. This proposed subdivision conforms with the zone's 
commercial lot dimension requirements for newly-created lots. Any future 
improvements or uses of the site would conform with applicable regulations. The 
proposed subdivision is consistent with the recommended commercial lot sizes 
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prescribed in the Otay Mesa Community Plan. Therefore, the proposed 
subdivision and its design would be consistent with the policies, goals, and 
objectives of the applicable land use plan. 

2. The proposed subdivision complies with the applicable zoning and 
development regulations of the Land Development Code, including any allowable 
deviations pursuant to the Land Development Code (San Diego Municipal Code § 
125.0440(b). 

The project shall only include a map waiver to waive the requirements of a 
Tentative Parcel Map to create two parcels, with no other development or improvement 
activity permitted or proposed with this action. In accordance with SDMC Section 
1517.0202, a Site Development Permit for the Otay Mesa Development District is 
required for any project for which a tentative map has not been approved subsequent to 
March 14, 1985. Through no fault of the applicant, this site was bisected by the creation 
of State Route 905 in 2006 by the State of California. This bisect caused the single parcel 
to have the appearance of and the potential function of two separate lots. However, in 
order to convey the property as two separate lots and to investigate the potential for 
future development, a subdivision is required. No deviations are being requested or 
granted through this Site Development Permit process. The proposed project is purely a 
mapping action; no other development activity shall occur, and no such permits shall be 
issued, until a new and project-specific Site Development Permit (and any other required 
permits) has been obtained as required by the San Diego Municipal Code. Therefore, the 
proposed subdivision will comply with the applicable zoning and development 
regulations of the Land Development Code. 

3. The site is physically suitable for the type and density of development 
(San Diego Municipal Code§ 125.0440(c) and Subdivision Map Act§§ 66474(c) and 
66474(d)). 

'The proposed project is purely a mapping action; no other development activity 
shall occur, and no such permits shall be issued, until a new and project-specific Site 
Development Permit (and any other required permits) has been obtained as required by 
the San Diego Municipal Code. The proposed commercial subdivision would be 
consistent with the recommended commercial land use of the Otay Mesa Community 
Plan and would comply with the applicable regulations of the underlying Commercial 
Subdistrict zone for lot creation. 

4. The design of the subdivision or the proposed improvements are not likely 
to cause substantial environmental damage or substantially and avoidably injure fish or 
wildlife or their habitat (San Diego Municipal Code § 125.0440( d) and Subdivision Map 
Act§ 66474(e)). 

The proposed project is purely a mapping action; no other development activity 
shall occur, and no such permits shall be issued, until a new and project-specific Site 
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Development Permit (and any other required permits) has been obtained as required by 
the San Diego Municipal Code. The proposed commercial subdivision would be 
consistent with the recommended commercial land use of the Otay Mesa Community 
Plan and would comply with the applicable regulations of the underlying Commercial 
Subdistrict zone for lot creation. Because no physical development, improvements, 
clearing, grubbing or other such activity is proposed or permitted with this action, 
substantial environmental damage to fish, wildlife or their habitat would occur as a result 
of the subdivision. 

5. The design of the subdivision or the type of improvements will not be 
detrimental to the public health, safety, and welfare (San Diego Municipal Code § 
125.0440(e) and Subdivision Map Act§ 66474(f)). 

The project shall only include a map waiver to waive the requirements of a 
Tentative Parcel Map to create two parcels, with no other development or improvement 
activity permitted or proposed with this action. The proposed project is purely a mapping 
action; no other development activity shall occur, and no such permits shall be issued, 
until a new and project-specific Site Development Permit (and any other required 
permits) has been obtained as required by the San Diego Municipal Code. All future 
development and improvements shall be reviewed according to applicable regulations to 
ensure such activity will not be detrimental to the public health, safety and welfare. 

6. The design of the subdivision or the type of improvements will not 
conflict with easements acquired by the public at large for access through or use of 
property within the proposed subdivision (San Diego Municipal Code§ 125.0440(f) and 
Subdivision Map Act§ 66474(g)). 

The project is a map waiver to waive the requirements of a Tentative Parcel Map 
to create two parcels, with no other development or improvement activity permitted or 
proposed with this action. The parcel was bisected by the creation of State Route 905 in 
2006 by the State of California. This bisect caused the single parcel to have the 
appearance of and the potential function of two separate lots. However, in order to 
convey the property as two separate lots and to investigate the potential for future 
development, a subdivision is required. As required for all properties fronting State 
Routes and Interstates, the abutter's rights of access have been relinquished along the 
State Route frontage. The remainder of the frontages will be evaluated for access 
purposes when a new and project-specific Site Development Permit is processed as 
required for future development and as required by the San Diego Municipal Code. 
Other easements (slopes, drainage, public utilities, public street) exist within the 
subdivision and are not proposed to be modified with this action. Therefore the design of 
the subdivision will not conflict with these easements. 

7. The design ofthe proposed subdivision provides, to the extent feasible, for 
future passive or natural heating and cooling opportunities (San Diego Municipal Code § 
125.0440(g) and Subdivision Map Act§ 66473.1). 
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The proposed subdivision has been designed to comply with all applicable 
regulations including the California State Map Act and the City of San Diego Land 
Development Code. The proposed project is purely a mapping action; no other 
development activity shall occur, and no such permits shall be issued, until a new and 
project-specific Site Development Permit (and any other required permits) has been 
obtained as required by the San Diego Municipal Code. All future development and 
improvements shall be reviewed according to applicable regulations to ensure such 
activity conforms with requirements for passive or natural heating and cooling 
opportunities as required by law. 

8. The decision maker has considered the effects of the proposed subdivision 
on the housing needs of the region and that those needs are balanced against the needs for 
public services and the available fiscal and environmental resources (San Diego 
Municipal Code§ 125.0440(h) and Subdivision Map Act§ 66412.3). 

The property on which the proposed subdivision is located is designated and 
zoned for commercial use only and would not permit residential development. The 
proposed project is purely a mapping action; no other development activity shall occur, 
and no such permits shall be issued, until a new and project-specific Site Development 
Permit (and any other required permits) has been obtained as required by the San Diego 
Municipal Code. Therefore, the proposed subdivision will not have an effect on the 
housing needs of the region, nor on the associated needs for public services and the 
available fiscal and environmental resources for housing purposes. 

9. The proposed subdivision of land complies with requirements of the 
Subdivision Map Act and the Land Development Code as to area, improvement and 
design, floodwater drainage control, appropriate improved public roads, sanitary disposal 
facilities, water supply availability, environmental protection, and other requirements of 
the Subdivision Map Act or the Land Development Code enacted pursuant thereto (San 
Diego Municipal Code§ 125.0123 and Subdivision Map Act§ 66428(b)). 

The proposed subdivision would comply with all of the applicable requirements 
of the Subdivision Map Act and the Land Development Code. The proposed project is 
purely a mapping action; no other development activity shall occur, and no such permits 
shall be issued, until a new and project-specific Site Development Permit (and any other 
required permits) has been obtained as required by the San Diego Municipal Code. The 
property will be evaluated for conformance with relevant development regulations, 
floodwater drainage control, public roads, sanitary disposal facilities, water supply 
availability, environmental protection and other applicable regulations when applications 
for these future permits are submitted. 

-That said Findings are supported by the minutes, maps, and exhibits, all of which 
are herein incorporated by reference. 
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that based on the Findings hereinbefore adopted 

by the Hearing Officer, Map Waiver No. 706062 is hereby granted to WESTERN 

ALLIANCE BAN CORPORATION, subject to the attached conditions which are made a 

part ofthis resolution by this reference. 

By 
~.~ (-~- . 
MICHELLESOKOLowsKJ'~ 
Development Project Manager 
Development Services Department 

ATIACHMENT: Map Waiver Conditions 
Internal Order No. 2400051 0 
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HEARING OFFICER 
CONDITIONS FOR MAP WAIVER NO. 706062 

LA MEDIA MAP WAIVER- PROJECT NO. 199429 
ADOPTED BY RESOLUTION NO. H0-6548 ON AUGUST 8, 2012 

GENERAL 

1. This Map Waiver will expire August 22, 2015. 

2. Compliance with all of the following conditions shall be completed and/or 
assured, to the satisfaction of the City Engineer, prior to the recordation of the 
Parcel Map unless otherwise noted. 

3. Prior to the recordation of the Parcel Map, taxes must be paid on this property 
pursuant to Subdivision Map Act section 66492. To satisfy this condition, a tax 
certificate stating that there are no unpaid lien conditions against the subdivision 
must be recorded in the Office of the San Diego County Recorder. 

4. The Parcel Map shall conform to the provisions of Site Development Permit No. 
997210. 

5. The Subdivider shall defend, indemnify, and hold the City (including its agents, 
officers, and employees [together, "Indemnified Parties"]) harmless from any 
claim, action, or proceeding, against the City and/or any Indemnified Parties to 
attack, set aside, void, or annul City' s approval of this project, which action is 
brought within the time period provided for in Government Code section 
66499.37. City shall promptly notify Subdivider of any claim, action, or 
proceeding and shall cooperate fully in the defense. If City fails to promptly 
notify the Subdivider of any claim, action, or proceeding, or if the City fails to 
cooperate fully in the defense, Subdivider shall not thereafter be responsible to 
defend, indemnify, or hold City and/or any Indemnified Parties harmless. City 
may participate in the defense of any claim, action, or proceeding if City bears its 
own attorney's fees and costs, City defends the action in good faith, and 
Subdivider is not be required to pay or perform any settlement unless such 
settlement is approved by the Subdivider. 

ENGINEERING 

6. Undergrounding of utilities shall be addressed at a future date, when development 
is proposed for the property, as part of the future Site Development Permit 
process. 

7. The Subdivider shall comply with the "General Conditions for Tentative 
Subdivision Maps," filed in the Office of the City Clerk under Document 
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No. 767688 on May 7, 1980. Only those exceptions to the General Conditions 
which are shown on the Map Waiver and covered in these special conditions will 
be authorized. All public improvements and incidental facilities shall be designed 
in accordance with criteria established in the Street Design Manual, filed with the 
City Clerk as Document No. RR·297376. 

8. The Owner/Permittee shall grant the City Irrevocable Offers to Dedicate (IOD) 
along street frontages as indicated on Exhibit A, dated August 8, 2012, to the 
satisfaction of the City Engineer. 

MAPPING 

9. "Basis of Bearings" means the source of uniform orientation of all measured 
bearings shown on the map. Unless otherwise approved, this source shall be the 
California Coordinate System, Zone 6, North American Datum of 1983 (NAD 
83). 

10. "California Coordinate System'' means the coordinate system as defined in 
Section 8801 through 8819 of the California Public Resources Code. The 
specified zone for San Diego County is "Zone 6," and the official datum is the 
''North American Datum of 1983." 

11. Every Parcel Map shall: 

a. Use the California Coordinate System for its "Basis of Bearing" and 
express all measured and calculated bearing values in terms of said 
system. The angle of grid divergence from a true median (theta or 
mapping angle) and the north point of said map shall appear on each sheet 
thereof. Establishment of said Basis of Bearings may be by use of existing 
Horizontal Control stations or astronomic observations. 

b. Show two measured ties from the boundary of the map to existing 
Horizontal Control stations having California Coordinate values of Third 
Order accuracy or better. These tie lines to the existing control shall be 
shown in relation to the California Coordinate System (i.e., grid bearings 
and grid distances). All other distances shown on the map are to be shown 
as ground distances. A combined factor for conversion of grid·to·ground 
distances shall be shown on the map. 

INFORMATION: 

• The approval of this Map Waiver by the Hearing Officer of the City of 
San Diego does not authorize the Subdivider to violate any Federal, State, 
or City laws, ordinances, regulations, or policies including but not limited 
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to, the Federal Endangered Species Act of 1973 and any amendments 
thereto (16 U.S.C. § 1531 et seq.). 

• If the Subdivider makes any request for new water and sewer facilities 
(including services, fire hydrants, and laterals), the Subdivider shall design 
and construct such facilities in accordance with established criteria in the 
most current editions ofthe City of San Diego water and sewer design 
guides and City regulations, standards and practices pertaining thereto. 
Off-site improvements may be required to provide adequate and 
acceptable levels of service and will be determined at final engineering. 

• Subsequent applications related to this Map Waiver will be subject to fees 
and charges based on the rate and calculation method in effect at the time 
of payment. 

• Any party on whom fees, dedications, reservations, or other exactions 
have been imposed as conditions of approval of the Map Waiver, may 
protest the imposition within 90 days of the approval ofthis Map Waiver 
by filing a written protest with the San Diego City Clerk pursuant to 
Government Code Sections 66020 and/or 66021. 

• Where in the course of development of private property, public facilities 
are damaged or removed, the Subdivider shall at no cost to the City, obtain 
the required permits for work in the public right-of-way, and repair or 
replace the public facility to the satisfaction of the City Engineer (San 
Diego Municipal Code§ 142.0607). 

• No development activity other than the creation of two parcels authorized 
by Site Development Permit No. 997210, shall occur, and no such permits 
shall be issued, until a Site Development Permit, and any other required 
permits, have been obtained as required by the San Diego Mm1icipal 
Code. Such development activity includes, but is not limited to, grading, 
clearing, grubbing, construction, etc. 

Internal Order No. 24000510 
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THE CITY OF SAN DIEGO 

October 21, 2013 

Mr. John Ponder, Esq. 
Sheppard Mullin Richter & Hampton LLP 
501 West Broadway, 19th Floor 
San Diego, CA 92101-3598 

Dear Mr. Ponder, 

Thank you very much for taking the time to meet with our staff and providing us with the 
detailed information on the property in Otay Mesa owned by Torrey Pines Bank. I am sorry it 
took us so long to get back to you after I promised a quick response. 

As you know, the property in question, located at La Media Road and Otay Mesa Road, is 
currently designated International Business and Trade in the draft Otay Mesa Community Plan 
Update. Your request to maintain the commercial use called for in the 1981 community plan 
would require the draft community plan to place some type of commercial land use designation 
on your property. 

After due consideration, we can support: 

1. A Heavy Commercial or Community Commercial designation for the northern piece of 
the property; and 

2. The IBT designation on the southern piece of the property. 

A commercial land use designation on the northern property is justified, as it would create a 
string of commercial uses along Otay Mesa Road. However, the decision on whether it should 
be Heavy or Community Commercial would depend on your proposed project. The Heavy 
Commercial designation has a different intent than the Community Commercial designation. The 
Heavy Commercial designation is intended to allow both industrial and commercial uses and 
would be implemented through the IL-3-1 industrial zone. The Community Commercial 
designation is commercial/retail in nature and would be implemented through one of the CC 
zones. 

Development Services • Planning Division 
1222 First Avenue, MS 413 • Son Oiego, CA 92101-4106 

Tel (619) 235·5200 • Fax (619) 236-6478 
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Mr. John Ponder. Esq. 
October 21,2013 

As we have discussed, our concerns with allowing commercial uses on both properties include 
concerns about access and the safety of mixing increased truck traffic with commercial vehicle 
traffic. On the northern portion of the property, we believe access would be appropriate only 
from the public A venida Costa Azul on the shared eastern property line, or potentially a right
in/right-out only access on Otay Mesa Road, depending on placement and traffic volumes and 
having the fourth lane. We cannot allow access on La Media, where the frontage is less 
On the southern parcel, our view is that the IBTdesignation must be retained, as there are no 
commercial uses on the south side ofthe freeway in the eastern portion ofOtay Mesa. The 
access should be from Airway Road due to safety and increased truck and traffic numbers. 

Thanks again for your patience. Please feel free to contact Theresa Millette or Nancy Bragado if 
you have any additional questions. 

Sincerely, 

Bill Fulton, Director 
Planning & Neighborhood Restoration 
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Suzy Thayer 

Subject: FW: flawed study 

From: Hixson, Rob@ San Diego DT [mailto:Rob.Hixson@cbre.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, December 21, 20111:54 PM 
To: John Ponder; 'Anne Marie Berg'; 'LDSI Mail' 
Subject: flawed study 

The study says there is a need for 32.5 acres of retail land back in 2005 for the community and 5.7 acres from 
the Mexican's crossing. Currently WalMart, Target and Food 4 Less are in the market looking, this is over 80 
acres of users looking now. The City is relying on a Study that is 7 years old. The market has changed. Very 
few of the Mexican shoppers will use the Toll Road, prefer the I-5 corridor with no cost. 

Old and dated study. Many other flaws. 

Rob Hixson I Senior Vice President 1 Lie. 00944946 
CB Richard Ellis I Industrial Properties 1 Lie. 00409987 
350 Tenth Avenue, Suite 800 1 San Diego, CA 92101 
T 619 696 8350 IF 619 232 24621 c 619 954 9520 
Rob.Hixson@cbre.com 1 www.cbre.com 

Please consider the environment before printing this emaiL 

This email may contain information that is confidential or attorney-client privileged and may constitute inside information. The contents of this email are intended 
only for the recipient(s) listed above. If you are not the intended recipient, you are directed not to read. disclose, distribute or otherwise use this transmission. If you 
have received this email in error. please notify the sender immediately and delete the transmission. Delivery of this message is not intended to waive any 
applicable privileges. 

From: John Ponder [mailto:JPonder@sheppardmullin.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, December 21, 2011 12:48 PM 
To: 'Anne Marie Berg'; 'LDSI Mail'; Hixson, Rob @ San Diego DT 
Subject: FW: 

Attached is the market study prepared by ERA, Bill Andersons old firm. I have not reviewed the study. 

John 

From: Broughton, Kelly [mailto:KBroughton@sandiego.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, December 21, 2011 12:24 PM 
To: John Ponder 
Subject: FW: 

Fyi 

K 

1 



----Original Message-----
From: Millette, Theresa [TMillette@sandiego.gov] 
Received: Wednesday, 21 Dec 2011, 12:22pm 
To: Broughton, Kelly [KBroughton@sandiego.gov] 
Kelly-
Here you go. 
T11er-esli! 

"Correspondents should assume that all communication to or from this address is recorded and may be reviewed by third parties." 

Circular 230 Notice: In accordance with Treasury Regulations we notify you that any tax advice given herein 
(or in any attachments) is not intended or written to be used, and cannot be used by any taxpayer, for the 
purpose of (i) avoiding tax penalties or (ii) promoting, marketing or recommending to another party any 
transaction or matter addressed herein (or in any attachments). 

Attention: This message is sent by a law firm and may contain information that is privileged or confidential. If 
you received this transmission in error, please notify the sender by reply e-mail and delete the message and any 
attachments. 
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Otay Mesa Community Plan Update 
City of San Diego 

1. Traffic Volume Counts 

2. Levels of Service Worksheets 
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© Urban Systems Associates, Inc. 
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Field Data Services of Arizona, Inc. 
(520) 316-6745 

Volumes for: Wednesday, December 16, 2009 City: San Diego 
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20:30 

20:45 

21:00 

21:15 

21:30 

21:45 

22:00 

22:15 

22:30 

22:45 

23:00 

23:15 

23,30 
23:45 

N8 

SB 

SB 

Project#: 09-5169-012 

EB WB 
614 445 
532 432 
525 498 
588 2259 448 1823 

622 496 
590 490 
526 534 
551 2289 532 2052 

578 612 
612 
532 

578 
573 

574 2296 624 2387 

569 596 
618 660 
595 623 
563 2345 612 2491 

553 
622 

739 
673 

525 725 
538 2238 677 2814 

446 
475 

746 
732 

434 571 
421 1776 457 2506 

410 
408 
395 

465 

409 
406 

408 1621 344 1624 

405 286 
356 324 
374 270 
363 1498 293 1173 

332 230 
338 
343 

230 
210 

314 1327 232 902 

349 
309 

203 
164 

301 161 
261 1220 160 688 

263 
256 

163 
168 

232 98 
173 924 105 534 

146 
152 
110 

93 
122 
121 

101 509 79 415 

20302 19409 

Daily Totals 
E8 W8 

37121 

PM 
31185 

4082 

4341 

4683 

4836 

5052 

4282 

3245 

2671 

2229 

1908 

1458 

924 

39711 

Combined 

68306 

51.1% 48.9% 58.1% 

14:45 

2356 
0.95 

16:30 

2880 
0.97 

16:00 

5052 
0.98 



Field Data Services of Arizona, Inc. 
(520) 316-6745 

Volumes for: Thursday, December 17, 2009 City: San Diego 

Location: Otay Mesa Rd. (SR-905) btwn. Corporate Center Dr. & Ocean View Hills Pkwy. 
AM Period NB 58 E8 W8 PM Period N8 58 

00:00 

00:15 

00,30 
00:45 

01:00 

01:15 

01:30 

01:45 

02:00 

02:15 

02:30 

02:45 

03:00 

03:15 

03:30 

03:45 

04:00 

04:15 

04:30 

04:45 

05:00 

05:15 

05:30 

05:45 

06:00 

06:15 

06:30 

06:45 

07:00 

07:15 

07:30 

07:45 

08:00 

08:15 

08,30 
08:45 

09:00 

09:15 

09:30 

09:45 

10:00 

10:15 

10:30 

10:45 

11:00 

11:15 

11:30 
11:45 

Total Vol. 

Split% 

Peak Hour 

Volume 
P.H.F. 

70 

72 
61 

94 
73 

95 
54 257 79 341 

53 81 
57 93 
55 54 
62 227 57 285 

81 
99 
79 

51 
42 
68 

46 305 74 235 

54 68 
65 81 
71 81 
59 249 106 336 

71 
119 

135 
187 

154 197 
146 490 190 709 

248 229 
337 214 
330 238 
305 1220 202 883 

355 241 

486 255 

569 242 
413 1823 237 975 

632 250 
712 287 
748 315 

598 

512 

540 

585 

1199 

2103 

2798 

631 2723 319 1171 3894 

561 301 
584 306 
585 342 
551 2281 325 1274 3555 

456 382 
478 442 
432 418 
430 1796 404 1646 3442 

427 478 
414 485 
393 456 
430 1664 464 1883 3547 

441 521 
424 530 
407 560 
413 1685 608 2219 3904 

14720 

AM 
55.2% 

07:00 

2723 
0.91 

11957 26677 

44.8% 41.SD/o 

11:30 11:45 

2282 3992 
0.94 0.96 

12:00 

12:15 

12:30 

12:45 

13:00 

)3,15 

13:30 

13:45 

14:00 

14:15 

14:30 

14:45 

15:00 

15:15 

15:30 

15:45 

16:00 

16:15 

16:30 

16:45 

17:00 

17:15 

17:30 

17:45 

18:00 

18:15 

18:30 

18:45 

19:00 

19:15 

19:30 

19:45 

20:00 

20:15 

20:30 

20:45 

21:00 

21:15 

21:30 

21:45 

22:00 

22:15 

22:30 

22:45 

23:00 

23:15 

23:30 

23:45 

NB SB 

Project#: 09-5169-011 

E8 WB 

430 
450 
447 

521 
593 
530 

432 1759 455 2099 

541 533 
484 573 
471 577 
467 1963 643 2326 

452 
476 
462 

634 
623 
691 

434 1824 641 2589 

458 566 
512 726 
488 706 
537 1995 728 2726 

511 
512 

780 
721 

466 786 
442 1931 790 3077 

379 708 
365 667 
364 649 
321 1429 518 2542 

350 426 
375 480 

329 419 
315 1369 395 1720 

302 362 
291 408 
254 319 
223 1070 330 1419 

226 
242 
233 

278 
248 
191 

223 924 151 868 

237 
191 
226 

183 
!59 
!55 

185 839 178 675 

191 
148 

148 
135 

153 97 
138 630 134 514 

118 lOB 
122 175 
100 105 
76 416 112 500 

16149 21055 

Daily Totals 
EB WB 

30869 

PM 
33012 

3858 

4289 

4413 

4721 

5008 

3971 

3089 

2489 

1792 

1514 

1144 

916 

37204 

Combined 

63881 

43.4% 56.6% 58.2% 

15:15 

2048 
0.95 

16:00 

3077 
0.97 

15:45 

5041 
0.98 



Field Data Services of Arizona, Inc. 
(520) 316-6745 

Volumes for: Thursday, December 17, 2009 City: San Diego 

Location: otay Mesa Rd. (SR-905) btwn. Heritage Rd. & Corporate Center Dr. 
AM Period NB SB EB WB PM Period NB 

00:00 74 86 12:00 

00:15 

00:30 

00:45 

01:00 

01:15 

01:30 

01:45 

02:00 

02:15 

02:30 

02:45 

03:00 

03:15 

03:30 

03:45 

04:00 

04:15 

04:30 

04:45 

05:00 
05:15 

05:30 

05:45 

06:00 

06:15 

06:30 

06:45 

07:00 

07:15 

07:30 

07:45 

08:00 

08:15 

08:30 

08:45 

09:00 

09:15 

09:30 

09:45 

10:00 

10:15 

10:30 

10:45 

11:00 

11:15 

11:30 

11:45 

Total Vol. 

Split% 

Peak Hour 

Volume 
P.H.F. 

77 62 
65 72 
55 271 68 288 

56 66 
57 so 
60 42 
65 238 38 196 

85 
100 
84 

44 
42 
52 

44 313 66 204 

61 71 
68 67 
75 75 
57 261 102 315 

66 131 
125 140 
157 131 
154 502 186 588 

258 143 
351 172 
340 186 
312 1261 222 723 

352 247 

493 274 
539 230 
401 1785 313 1064 

552 287 
659 272 
669 306 
540 2420 294 1159 

547 
512 

299 
302 

536 343 
478 2073 284 1228 

487 336 
463 445 
456 366 
437 1843 323 1470 

401 376 
375 418 
388 388 
411 1575 385 1567 

444 474 
405 487 
395 498 
395 1639 522 1981 

559 

434 

517 

576 

1090 

1984 

2849 

3579 

3301 

3313 

3142 

3620 

14181 10783 24964 

AM 
56.8% 

07:00 

2420 
0.90 

43.2% 41.90/o 

11:15 11:15 

2007 3629 
0.96 0.98 

12:15 

12:30 

12:45 

13:00 

13:15 

13:30 
13:45 

14:00 

14:15 

14:30 

14:45 

15:00 

15:15 

15;30 

15:45 

16:00 

16:15 

16:30 

16:45 

17:00 
17:15 

17:30 
17:45 

18:00 

18:15 

18:30 

18:45 

19:00 
19:15 

19:30 

19:45 

20:00 

20:15 

20:30 

20:45 

21:00 

21:15 

21:30 

21:45 

22:00 

22:15 

22:30 

22:45 

23:00 

23:15 

23:30 

23:45 

NB 

SB 

58 

Project #: 09-5169-010 

EB WB 
427 500 
426 426 
430 431 
417 1700 468 1825 

511 430 
473 398 
457 475 
431 1872 561 1864 

436 
473 
472 

524 
552 
600 

425 1806 571 2247 

445 536 
512 555 
442 639 
519 1918 570 2300 

509 686 
497 578 
453 655 
462 1921 625 2544 

400 689 
380 639 
386 510 
321 1487 499 2337 

356 433 
375 357 
310 339 
330 1371 340 1469 

304 296 
296 273 
249 297 
232 1081 270 1136 

216 
250 

297 
261 

228 210 
232 926 224 992 

239 202 
190 194 
231 195 
202 862 215 806 

217 183 
159 167 
168 149 
135 679 149 648 

127 79 
126 117 
106 102 
79 438 108 406 

16061 18574 

Daily Totals 
EB WB 

30242 

PM 
29357 

3525 

3736 

4053 

4218 

4465 

3824 

2840 

2217 

1918 

1668 

1327 

844 

34635 

Combined 

59599 

46.4% 53.6% 58.1°/o 

15:15 

1982 
0.95 

16:30 

2608 
0.95 

15:45 

4467 
0.93 



Field Data Services of Arizona, Inc. 
(520) 316-6745 

Volumes for: Tuesday, December 15, 2009 City: San Diego 

Location: Otay Mesa Rd. (SR-905) btwn. Cactus Rd. & Heritage Rd. 
AM Period NB SB EB WB PM Period NB 

00:00 56 32 12:00 

00:15 49 30 12:15 

00:30 43 33 12:30 
00:45 

01:00 

01:15 

01:30 

01:45 

02:00 
02:15 

02:30 

02:45 

03:00 

03:15 

03:30 

03:45 

04:00 

04:15 

04:30 

04:45 

05:00 

05:15 

05:30 

05:45 

06:00 

06:15 

05:30 

06:45 

07:00 

07:15 

07:30 

07:45 

08:00 

08:15 

08:30 

08:45 

09:00 

09:15 

09:30 

09:45 

10:00 

10:15 

10:30 

10:45 

11:00 
11:15 

11:30 

11:45 

Total Vol. 

Split% 

Peak Hour 

Volume 
P.H.F. 

42 190 26 121 

41 
44 

24 
28 

31 21 
53 169 45 118 

82 42 
111 
76 

54 
24 

68 337 28 148 

62 42 
63 54 
61 58 
55 241 54 208 

82 65 
82 63 
111 85 
141 416 87 300 

229 
335 
309 

104 
!54 
123 

298 1171 187 568 

322 208 

394 210 
521 277 
445 1682 285 980 

559 313 
629 319 
667 322 
531 2386 335 1289 

559 325 
477 
455 

338 
324 

311 

287 

485 

449 

716 

1739 

2662 

3675 

495 1986 304 1291 3277 

439 355 
347 396 
343 385 
377 1506 385 1521 3027 

330 
337 
345 

374 
377 
385 

342 1354 388 1524 2878 

354 396 
369 423 
337 490 
350 1410 490 1799 3209 

12846 

AM 
56.6% 

07:00 

2386 
0.89 

9867 22715 

43.4% 43.4°/o 

11:15 07:15 

!862 3687 
0.95 0.93 

12:45 

13:00 

13:15 

13:30 

13:45 

14:00 

14:15 

14:30 

14:45 

15:00 

15:15 

15:30 

15:45 

16:00 

16:15 

16:30 

16:45 

17:00 

17:15 

17:30 

17:45 

18:00 

18:15 

18:30 

18:45 

19:00 

19:15 

19:30 

19:45 

20:08 

20:15 

20:30 

20:45 

21:00 

21:15 

21:30 

21:45 

22:00 

22:15 

22:30 

22:45 

23:00 

23:15 

23:30 

23:45 

NB 

SB 

58 

Project #: 09-5169-009 

EB WB 

347 459 
335 405 
381 430 
372 1435 370 1664 

397 
364 

390 

432 
393 419 
410 1564 443 !684 

396 434 
418 
352 

450 
438 

379 1545 452 1774 

423 442 
441 463 
432 469 
422 1718 485 1859 

447 577 
401 574 

412 582 
406 !666 596 2329 

414 
386 
330 

574 
585 
596 

271 1401 566 2321 

263 530 
303 528 
244 423 
213 1023 411 1892 

193 321 
190 285 
160 244 
191 734 187 1037 

179 185 
157 
153 

166 
165 

175 664 154 670 

195 141 
155 147 
135 141 
128 613 128 557 

125 
134 
113 

111 
104 
108 

106 478 87 410 

101 85 
95 96 
89 54 
57 342 42 277 

13183 16474 

Daily Totals 
EB WB 

26031 

PM 
26341 

3099 

3248 

33!9 

3577 

3995 

3722 

2915 

1771 

1334 

1170 

888 

619 

29657 

Combined 

52372 

44.5% 55.5% 56.6% 

15:15 

1742 
0.97 

16:45 

2351 
0.99 

16:00 

3995 
0.98 



Field Data Services of Arizona, Inc. 
(520) 316-6745 

Volumes for: Tuesday, December 15, 2009 City: San Diego 

Location: otay Mesa Rd. (SR-905) btwn. Britannia Blvd. & Cactus Rd. 
AM Period NB SB EB WB PM Period 

00:00 52 72 12:00 

00:15 48 74 12:15 

00:30 37 72 12:30 

00:45 

01:00 

01:15 

01:30 

01:45 

02:00 
02:15 

02:30 

02:45 

03:00 

03:15 

03:30 

03:45 

04:00 

04:15 

04:30 

04:45 

05:00 

05:15 

05:30 

05:45 

06:00 

06:15 

06:30 

06:45 

07:00 

07:15 

07:30 

07:45 

08:00 

08:15 

08:30 

08:45 

09:00 

09:15 

09:30 
09:45 

10:00 

10:15 

10:30 

10:45 

11:00 

11:15 

11:30 

11:45 

Total Vol. 

Split 0/o 

Peak Hour 

Volume 
P.H.F. 

39 176 74 292 

42 
41 

28 

54 

52 
41 

54 165 36 183 

81 

108 

77 
68 334 

65 

34 

47 

52 

69 202 

59 
53 70 
61 67 

55 234 117 313 

77 
80 

116 

133 

130 
135 

125 398 137 535 

198 142 

325 168 
287 163 

286 1096 220 693 

315 

344 
250 
278 

514 224 

468 

348 

536 

547 

933 

1789 

436 1609 307 1059 2668 

533 

596 
660 

242 
298 

275 
491 2280 251 1066 3346 

477 279 
442 320 

468 290 
418 1805 299 1188 2993 

341 289 

374 369 

355 352 

352 1422 343 1353 2775 

369 354 

354 388 

352 396 
341 1416 385 1523 2939 

328 387 

343 463 

389 480 
377 1437 461 1791 3228 

12372 

AM 
54.8% 

07:00 

2280 
0.86 

10198 22570 

45.2% 42.70/o 

11:15 06:45 

1823 3347 
0.95 0.89 

12:45 

13:00 

13:15 

13:30 
13:45 

14:00 

14:15 

14:30 

14:45 

15:00 

15:15 

15:30 

15:45 

16:00 

16:15 

16:30 
16:45 

17:00 

17:15 

17:30 

17:45 

18:00 

18:15 

18:30 

18:45 

19:00 

19:15 

19:30 

19:45 

20:00 

20:15 

20:30 

20:45 

21:00 

21:15 

21:30 

21:45 

22:00 

22:15 

22:30 

22:45 

23:00 

23:15 

23:30 

23:45 

NB 

NB 

SB 

58 

Project#: 09-5169-008 

EB WB 
338 419 

370 370 
381 390 

392 1481 364 1543 

414 
363 

414 

353 

419 

427 
399 1590 488 1687 

416 

419 

376 

531 

529 
470 

372 1583 506 2036 

444 445 

450 595 

435 490 
456 1785 613 2143 

456 
421 

433 

613 

632 
587 

374 1684 598 2430 

431 581 
416 540 
322 460 

294 1463 426 2007 

244 
320 

379 

345 

233 289 
220 1017 309 1322 

199 
189 

161 

278 

263 

287 
173 722 272 1100 

194 266 
162 229 
158 209 

155 669 217 921 

193 173 
157 192 

148 167 

129 627 212 744 

121 185 

136 122 
105 147 

113 475 123 577 

103 72 

101 121 

88 91 
59 351 88 372 

13447 16882 

Daily Totals 
EB WB 

25819 

PM 
27080 

3024 

3277 

3619 

3928 

4114 

3470 

2339 

1822 

1590 

1371 

1052 

723 

30329 

Combined 

52899 

44.3% 55.7% 57-3% 

15:15 

1797 
0.99 

15:45 

2445 
0.97 

15:45 

4211 
0.98 



Field Data Services of Arizona, Inc. 
(520) 316-6745 

Volumes for: Tuesday, December 15, 2009 City: San Diego 

Location: Otay Mesa Rd, (SR-905) btwn, Galles Blvd, & Britannia Blvd. 
AM Period NB SB EB WB PM Period NB 

00:00 52 70 12:00 

00:15 

00:30 

00:45 

01:00 

01:15 

01:30 

01:45 

02:00 

02:15 

02:30 

02:45 

03:00 

03:15 

03:30 

03:45 

04:00 

04:15 

04:30 

04:45 

05:00 

05:15 

05:30 

05:45 

06:00 

06:15 

06:30 

06:45 

07:00 

07:15 

07:30 

07:45 

08:00 

08:15 

08:30 

08:45 

09:00 

09:15 

09:30 

09:45 

10:00 

10:15 

10:30 

10:45 

11:00 

11:15 

11:30 

11:45 

Total Vol. 

Split% 

Peak Hour 

Volume 
P.H.F. 

40 
51 

60 
55 

44 187 49 234 

46 45 
37 27 
26 33 
so 159 34 139 

79 33 
101 43 
69 43 
67 316 59 178 

57 52 
47 
53 

64 
56 

53 210 lOB 280 

60 127 
41 124 
82 110 
97 280 142 503 

168 130 
261 152 
242 149 
209 880 188 619 

242 250 
258 266 
404 239 
362 1266 277 1032 

426 250 
520 286 
577 280 
443 1966 234 1050 

410 276 
398 304 
380 277 
380 1568 275 1132 

359 350 
387 377 
374 358 
388 1508 396 1481 

295 312 
356 364 
306 372 
303 1260 336 1384 

332 357 
336 427 
349 439 
333 1350 416 1639 

421 

298 

494 

490 

783 

1499 

2298 

3016 

2700 

2989 

2644 

2989 

10950 9671 20621 

AM 
53.1% 

07:00 

1966 
0.85 

46.9% 42.80/o 

11:15 07:15 

1658 3026 
0.94 o.ss 

12:15 

12:30 

12:45 

13:00 

13:15 

13:30 

13:45 

14:00 

14:15 

14:30 

14:45 

15:00 

15:15 

15:30 

15:45 

16:00 

16:15 

16:30 

16:45 

17:00 

17:15 

17:30 

17:45 

18:00 

18:15 

18:30 

18:45 

19:00 

19:15 

19:30 

19:45 

20:00 

20:15 

20:30 

20:45 

21:00 

21:15 

21:30 

21:45 

22:00 

22:15 

22:30 

22:45 

23:00 

23:15 

23:30 

23:45 

NB 

SB 

58 

Project#: 09-5169-007 

EB WB 
305 376 
336 
325 

341 
345 

376 1342 363 1425 

372 327 
320 396 
340 376 
357 1389 465 1564 

349 472 
375 486 
365 442 
345 1434 439 1839 

387 406 
404 
388 

496 
430 

422 1601 531 1863 

445 483 
406 525 
416 527 
373 1640 559 2094 

393 547 
345 479 
307 429 
309 1354 446 1901 

217 
291 

218 
212 938 

193 
179 
156 

346 

325 
261 
258 1190 

243 
231 
259 

186 714 249 982 

174 253 
163 204 
135 169 
167 639 194 820 

187 161 
147 180 
145 161 
114 593 205 707 

112 172 
121 117 
92 147 
103 428 102 538 

89 66 
97 74 
69 76 
53 308 78 294 

12380 15217 

Daily Totals 
EB WB 

23330 

PM 
24888 

2767 

2953 

3273 

3464 

3734 

3255 

2128 

1696 

1459 

1300 

966 

602 

27597 

Combined 

48218 

44.9% 55.1% 57.2D/0 

15:45 

1689 
0.95 

16:15 

2158 
0.97 

15:45 

3755 
0.99 



Field Data Services of Arizona, Inc. 
(520) 316-6745 

Volumes for: Tuesday, December 15, 2009 City: San Diego 

Location: Otay Mesa Rd. (SR-905) btwn. La Media Rd. & St. Andrews Ave. (E) 

AM Period NB SB EB WB PM Period NB 

00:00 

00:15 

00:30 

00:45 

01:00 

01:15 

01:30 

01:45 

02:00 

02:15 
02:30 

02:45 

03:00 
03:15 

03:30 

03:45 

04:00 

04:15 

04:30 

04:45 

05:00 

05:15 

05:30 

05:45 

06:00 

06:15 

06:30 

06:45 

07:00 

07:15 

07:30 

07:45 

08:00 

08:15 

08:30 

08:45 

09:00 

09:15 

09:30 

09:45 

10:00 

10:15 

10:30 

10:45 

11:00 

11:15 

11:30 

11:45 

Total Vol. 

Split% 

Peak Hour 

Volume 
P.H.F. 

45 
37 
49 

60 
63 
58 

42 173 60 241 

41 41 
35 46 
27 40 
44 147 31 158 

73 42 
98 68 
66 48 
64 301 65 223 

48 68 
37 74 
50 100 
47 182 85 327 

49 
41 
61 

111 
158 
151 

94 245 117 537 

136 193 
209 180 
183 188 

173 701 206 767 

202 25R 

198 2.90 
295 293 
268 963 275 1116 

316 259 
463 258 
469 327 
355 1603 284 1128 

363 
356 
334 

318 
312 
279 

414 

305 

524 

509 

782 

1468 

2079 

2731 

333 1386 264 1173 2559 

329 306 
276 
285 

345 
311 

275 1165 341 1303 2468 

274 
287 
271 

334 
351 
441 

250 1082 368 1494 2576 

302 359 
304 383 
312 441 
294 1212 404 1587 2799 

9160 

AM 
47.7% 

07:15 

1650 
0.88 

10054 19214 

52.3% 42.0°/o 

11:15 07:15 

1622 2837 
0.92 0.89 

12:00 

12:15 

12:30 

12:45 

13:00 

13:15 

13:30 

13:45 

14:00 

14:15 

14:30 

14:45 

15:00 

15:15 

15:30 
15:45 

16:00 

16:15 

16:30 

16:45 

17:00 

17:15 

17:30 

17:45 

18:00 

10.<<0 
<J,J.,J 

18:30 

18:45 

19:00 

19:15 

19:30 
19:45 

20:00 

20:15 

20:30 

20:45 

21:00 

21:15 

21:30 

21:45 

22:00 

22:15 

22:30 

22:45 

23:00 

23:15 

23:30 

23:45 

NB 

SB 

SB 

Project#: 09-5169-005 

EB WB 

275 
326 
277 

394 
367 
409 

332 1210 398 1568 

338 390 
283 428 
286 432 
301 1208 446 1696 

316 444 
338 500 
318 479 
301 1273 440 1863 

327 481 
362 464 
334 437 
339 1362 514 1896 

414 
443 
449 

453 
479 
447 

428 1734 469 1848 

429 486 
342 408 
358 357 
372 1501 375 1626 

298 363 
275 338 

206 283 
195 974 283 1267 

161 234 
162 277 
138 245 
162 623 280 1036 

145 
141 
116 

227 
183 
170 

136 538 181 761 

153 167 
124 
125 

146 
147 

97 499 168 628 

91 
99 
86 
98 

69 
85 
61 
52 

158 
142 
92 

374 78 470 

80 
70 
103 

267 82 335 

11563 

Daily Totals 
EB 

20723 

PM 

14994 

WB 

25048 

2778 

2904 

3136 

3258 

3582 

3127 

2241 

1659 

1299 

1127 

844 

602 

26557 

Combined 

45771 

43.5% 56.5% 58.0% 

16:15 

1749 
0.97 

14:15 

1900 
0.95 

16:15 

3630 
0.98 



Field Data Services of Arizona, Inc. 
( 520) 316-67 45 

Volumes for: Tuesday, December 15, 2009 City: San Diego 

Location: Otay Mesa Rd. (SR-905) btwn. Piper Ranch Rd. & La Media Rd. 

AM Period NB SB EB WB PM Period NB 
00:00 

00:15 

00:30 

00:45 

OloOO 

01:15 

01:30 

01A5 

02:00 

02:15 

02o30 
02:45 

03:00 

03:15 

03:30 

03:45 

04:00 

04:15 

04o30 
04:45 

05:00 

05:15 

05:30 

05:45 

06:00 

06:15 

06:30 

06:45 

07:00 

07:15 

07:30 

07:45 

08:00 

08:15 

08:30 

08:45 

09o00 
09:15 

09o30 
09:45 

10:00 

10:15 

10:30 

10:45 

11:00 

11:15 

11:30 

11:45 

Total Vol. 

Split% 

Peak Hour 

Volume 
P.H.F. 

68 
45 
40 

53 
49 
42 

34 187 48 192 

37 30 
18 26 
22 34 
16 93 38 128 

36 24 
30 20 
20 43 
38 124 39 126 

56 32 
46 40 
55 58 
19 176 83 213 

38 105 
46 124 
41 132 
80 205 148 509 

133 162 
214 166 
225 170 
158 730 195 693 

184 
226 

300 

240 
286 
264 

256 966 291 1081 

323 233 
385 245 
389 297 

379 

221 

250 

389 

714 

1423 

2047 

351 1448 287 1062 2510 

316 
284 

324 
314 

310 284 
246 1156 283 1205 2361 

277 
279 
253 

293 
293 
287 

256 1065 285 1158 2223 

263 275 
254 274 
278 296 
282 1077 288 1133 2210 

296 334 
289 348 
298 356 
318 1201 363 1401 2602 

8428 

AM 
48.6% 

07:00 

1448 
0.93 

8901 17329 

51.4% 40.5°/o 

11:30 11:30 

1454 2615 
0.96 0.96 

12:00 

12:15 

12:30 

12:45 

13:00 

13:15 

13:30 

13:45 

14:00 

14:15 

14:30 

14:45 

15:00 

!SolS 

15:30 

15:45 

16:00 

16:15 

16:30 

16:45 

17:00 

17:15 

17:30 

17:45 

18:00 

18:15 

18:30 

18:45 

19:00 

19:15 

19:30 

19:45 

20:00 

20:15 

20:30 

20:45 

21:00 

21:15 

21:30 

21:45 

22:00 

22:15 

22:30 

22:45 

23:00 

23:15 

23:30 

23:45 

N8 

SB 

58 

Project#: 09-5169-004 

EB WB 
279 
266 
272 

357 
378 
334 

322 1139 301 1370 

318 368 
300 367 
312 446 
313 1243 417 1598 

305 417 
330 470 
343 430 
360 1338 383 1700 

341 428 
353 455 
391 427 
385 1470 506 1816 

369 362 
426 443 
405 388 
398 1598 482 1675 

384 384 
363 351 
334 344 

308 1389 312 1391 

321 
283 
287 

268 
343 

260 
227 1118 284 1155 

245 248 
203 278 
195 219 
181 824 218 963 

177 
173 

171 
135 

155 116 
154 659 105 527 

172 
157 
145 

94 
107 
99 

155 629 143 443 

148 89 
130 84 
101 70 
98 477 76 319 

68 68 
81 106 
82 66 
58 289 69 309 

12173 13266 

Daily Totals 
E8 W8 

20601 

PM 
22167 

2509 

2841 

3038 

3286 

3273 

2780 

2273 

1787 

1186 

1072 

796 

598 

25439 

Combined 

42768 

47.9% 52.1% 59.5% 

16:15 

1613 
0.95 

15:00 

1816 
0.90 

16:15 

3310 
0.94 



Field Data Services of Arizona, Inc. 
(520) 316-6745 

Volumes for: Tuesday, December 15, 2009 

Location: Otay Mesa Rd. (SR-905) east of SR-125 

AM Period NB 58 EB WB 

City: San Diego 

00:00 

00:15 

00:30 

00:45 

01:00 

01:15 

01:30 

01:45 

02:00 

02:15 

02:30 

02:45 

03,00 

03:15 

03:30 

03:45 

04:00 

04:15 

04:30 

04:45 

05:00 

05:15 

05:30 

05:45 

06:00 

06:15 

06:30 

06:45 

07:00 

07:15 

07:30 

07:45 

08:00 

08:15 

08:30 

08:45 

09:00 

09:15 

0930 
09:45 

10:00 

10:15 

10:30 

10:45 

11:00 

11:15 

11:30 

11:45 

Total Vol. 

Split% 

Peak Hour 

Volume 
P.H.F. 

19 
22 
7 
12 60 

5 

6 
11 
3 25 

10 
8 
9 
8 35 

25 
19 
37 
11 92 

12 
12 
24 
42 90 

79 
207 
199 

6 
19 
4 
8 37 

5 

6 
7 
10 28 

6 
8 
11 
5 30 

11 
8 

14 
11 44 

6 
16 
19 
9 50 

11 
14 
26 

108 593 46 97 

124 
153 
212 
180 669 

183 
206 
228 

82 
51 

61 
58 262 

51 
83 
89 

97 

53 

65 

136 

140 

690 

931 

177 794 62 285 1079 

125 133 
134 
120 

120 
82 

139 518 86 421 939 

126 99 
141 96 
124 85 
128 519 87 367 886 

121 
122 
113 

82 
98 
91 

95 451 120 391 842 

120 131 
105 147 
108 118 
114 447 131 527 974 

4293 

AM 
62.8% 

06:45 

797 
0.87 

2539 6832 

37.2% 46.10/o 

11:00 07:15 

527 1103 
0.90 0.87 

PM Period NB 

12,00 

12:15 

12:30 

12:45 

13:00 

13:15 

13:30 

13AS 

14:00 

14:15 

14:30 

14:45 

15:00 

15:15 

15:30 

15:45 

16:00 

16:15 

16,30 

16:45 

17,00 

17:15 

17:30 

17:45 

18:00 

18:15 

18:30 

18:45 

19:00 

19:15 

19:30 

19:45 

20:00 

20:15 

20:30 

20:45 

21:00 

21:15 

21:30 

21:45 

22:00 

22:15 

22:30 

22:45 

23:00 

23:15 

23:30 

23:45 

NB 

SB 

SB 

Project #: 09-5169-001 

EB 

122 
83 
101 

WB 

127 
124 
107 

114 420 137 495 

154 110 
127 146 

111 177 
125 517 200 633 

100 197 
97 239 
101 192 
77 375 195 823 

64 
66 
69 

201 
252 
204 

67 266 263 920 

76 151 
77 247 
84 207 
64 301 220 825 

80 139 
56 156 
67 123 
49 252 103 521 

30 
44 

47 
30 

22 
19 
9 

151 

97 
119 

66 
102 384 

71 
48 

44 
24 74 41 204 

11 24 
20 
16 

30 

31 
24 71 20 105 

46 24 
48 21 
28 48 
22 144 110 203 

16 
26 
19 

45 
26 
21 

11 72 17 109 

12 7 

6 50 
23 17 
6 47 17 91 

2690 5313 

Daily Totals 
EB WB 

6983 

PM 
7852 

915 

1150 

1198 

1186 

1126 

773 

535 

278 

176 

347 

181 

138 

8003 

Combined 

14835 

33.6% 66.4% 53.90/o 

13:00 

517 
0.84 

15:00 

920 
0.87 

13:45 

1251 
0.93 



Field Data Services of Arizona, Inc. 
(520) 316-6745 

Volumes for: Thursday, October 21, 2010 City: San Diego 

Location: Airway Rd. btwn. Britannia Blvd. & La Media Rd. 
AM Period NB 58 EB WB 

00:00 

00:15 

00:30 

00:45 

01:00 

01:15 

01:30 

01:45 

02:00 

02:15 
02:30 

02:45 

03:00 
03:15 

03:30 

03:45 

04:00 

04:15 

04:30 

04:45 

05:00 

05:15 

05:30 

05:45 

06:00 

06:15 

06:30 

06:45 

07:00 

07:15 

07:30 

07:45 

08:00 

08:15 

08:30 

08:45 

09:00 

09:15 

09:30 

09:45 

10:00 

10:15 

10:30 

10:45 

11:00 

11:15 

11:30 

11:45 

Total Vol. 

Split% 

Peak Hour 

Volume 
P.H.F. 

9 8 
14 3 

7 23 
10 40 9 43 

1 14 
0 14 

1 18 
131359 

8 3 

7 5 
10 2 
1338313 

12 8 

2 
1 

8 23 

6 
7 

12 

20 45 

4 

6 
12 

5 31 

5 
7 

3 
3 18 

6 
16 8 

17 16 
16 53 20 50 

18 
23 

11 
35 

22 25 

26 89 21 92 

33 49 

40 45 
77 65 

74 224 41 200 

56 

79 
51 

75 

43 
43 

52 238 43 204 

58 38 

52 46 

65 55 
45 220 46 185 

67 43 
54 49 

75 49 
78 274 65 206 

67 
52 

59 

45 

65 
61 

44 222 69 240 

83 

62 

51 

54 

63 

103 

181 

424 

442 

405 

480 

462 

1469 1341 2810 

AM 
52.3% 

07:30 

286 
0.91 

47.7% 40.9°/o 

11:45 11:45 

273 525 
0.95 0.88 

PM Period NB 

12:00 

12:15 

12:30 

12:45 

13:00 

13:15 

13:30 

13:45 

14:00 

14:15 

14:30 

14:45 

15:00 

15:15 

15:30 

15:45 

16:00 

16:15 

16:30 

16:45 

17:00 

17:15 

17:30 

17:45 

18:00 

18:15 

18:30 

18:45 

19:00 

19:15 

19:30 

19:45 

20:00 

20:15 

20:30 

20:45 

21:00 

21:15 

21:30 

21:45 

22:00 

22:15 

22:30 

22:45 

23:00 

23:15 

23:30 

23:45 

SB 

NB SB 

Project#: 10-1139-019 

EB WB 

56 67 

77 72 

75 65 
72 280 73 277 

48 72 

65 67 

67 68 
67 247 81 288 

64 74 

85 79 
83 71 

43 275 51 275 

50 105 

57 90 
76 71 

82 265 75 341 

68 77 

59 87 
68 70 

61 256 55 289 

65 63 
36 43 
45 28 

101 247 30 164 

36 
27 

40 

39 

26 45 
20 109 38 162 

20 35 

18 47 

16 33 

9 63 21 136 

18 

17 

9 

43 

41 

22 
14 58 30 136 

10 14 

8 5 

10 10 

634130 

12 5 
10 9 
18 11 
4 44 7 32 

8 

13 

9 
4 34 

5 

8 
5 
3 21 

557 

535 

550 

606 

545 

411 

271 

199 

194 

64 

76 

55 

1912 

Daily Totals 
EB 

2151 4063 

WB Combined 

3381 

PM 
3492 6873 

47.1% 

13:45 

299 
0.88 

52.9% 59.1% 

15:00 15:00 

341 606 
0.81 0.96 



Field Data Services of Arizona, Inc. 
(520) 316-6745 

Volumes for: Wednesday, October 27, 2010 

Location: Airway Rd. btwn. La Media Rd. & SR-125 

City: San Diego 

AM Period NB SB EB WB 

00:00 

00:15 

00:30 

00:45 

01:00 

01:15 

01:30 

01:45 

02:00 

02:15 

02:30 

02:45 

03:00 

03:15 

03:30 
03:45 

04:00 

04:15 

04:30 

04:45 

05:00 

05:15 

05:30 

05:45 

06:00 

06:15 

06:30 

06:45 

07:00 
07:15 

07:30 

07:45 

08:00 

08:15 

08:30 

08:45 

09:00 

09:15 

09:30 

09:45 

10:00 

10:15 

10:30 

10:45 

11:00 

11:15 

11:30 
11:45 

Total Vol. 

Split% 

Peak Hour 

Volume 
P.H.F. 

13 
9 
8 

1 
4 

1 
6 36 0 6 

11 6 
11 3 

22 5 
2266822 

26 0 

46 1 
56 10 
57 185 12 23 

4 8 
21 13 
4 6 
15 44 14 41 

12 9 

7 8 
10 10 

19 48 17 44 

12 10 
19 19 

17 17 
19 67 13 59 

17 14 
19 
25 

24 

25 

24 85 32 95 

26 31 
43 41 

45 52 
56 170 37 161 

69 
69 

42 

69 

55 41 
66 259 62 214 

43 47 
68 38 

44 66 

55 210 61 212 

50 51 

64 

62 

63 

53 
68 244 65 232 

67 69 
70 

70 

81 

168 
96 303 91 409 

42 

88 

208 

85 

92 

126 

180 

331 

473 

422 

476 

712 

1717 1518 3235 

AM 
53.1% 

11:30 

366 
0.84 

46.9% 40.8°/o 

11:30 11:30 

456 822 
0.68 0.66 

PM Period NB 

12:00 

12:15 

12:30 

12:45 

13:00 

13:15 

13:30 

13:45 

14:00 

14:15 

14:30 

14:45 

15:00 

15:15 

15:30 
15:45 

16:00 
16:15 

16:30 

16:45 

17:00 

17:15 

17:30 

17:45 

1B:OO 

18:15 

18:30 

1B:45 

19:00 

19:15 

19:30 

19:45 

20:00 

20:15 

20:30 

20:45 

21:00 

21:15 

21:30 

21:45 

22:00 

22:15 

22:30 

22:45 

23:00 

23:15 

23:30 

23:45 

SB 

NB 58 

Project#: 10-1139-020 

EB 

91 

109 
70 

91 361 

74 

81 

75 
94 324 

57 

67 
79 

46 249 

60 
55 
73 
77 265 

65 

60 
61 

74 260 

84 

65 

55 
82 286 

47 
53 
28 

WB 

95 
102 

89 

87 373 

94 

59 
72 

73 298 

75 
76 

98 

75 324 

73 

70 

86 
60 289 

67 

57 

91 

67 282 

64 
82 

92 

85 323 

44 
54 

36 

31 159 52 186 

29 34 

35 26 
30 29 

12 106 52 141 

25 

21 

25 
23 

24 15 

11 81 26 89 

15 16 

17 10 

24 10 
10 66 9 45 

16 16 
12 

15 

12 55 

15 

14 

13 
14 56 

14 

16 
10 56 

6 
7 

6 
3 22 

734 

622 

573 

554 

542 

609 

345 

247 

170 

111 

111 

78 

2268 

Daily Totals 
EB 

2428 4696 

3985 

PM 
48.3% 

12:00 

361 
0.83 

WB Combined 

3946 7931 

51.7% 59.2Dfo 

12:00 12:00 

373 734 
0.91 0.67 



Prepared by NDS/ATD 

Volumes for: Tuesday, April 21, 2009 City: Otay Mesa 

L t
. • Siempre Vhta Rd btwn SR·9o5 SB & La p . _ 

09
•
4162

_
003 oca oon. Media Rd roje-. 

AM Period NB 

00:00 

00:15 

00:30 

00:45 

01:00 

01:15 

01:30 

01:45 

02:00 

02:15 

02:30 

02:45 

03:00 

03:15 

03:30 

03:45 

04:00 

04:15 

04:30 

04:45 

05:00 

05:15 

05:30 

05:45 

06:00 

06:15 

06:30 

06:45 

07:00 

07:15 

07:30 

07:45 

08:00 

08:15 

08:30 

08:45 

09:00 

09:15 

09:30 

09:45 

10:00 

10:15 

10:30 

10:45 

11:00 

11:15 

11:30 

11:45 

SB EB 
10 
13 
2 

WB 
11 
3 
9 

3 28 13 

4 
4 
1 
3 

3 
1 
1 

3 

3 
1 
5 

15 
5 

4 
12 3 

4 
6 
8 

8 3 

5 

12 
6 

7 16 18 

6 15 
11 15 
5 25 

36 

27 

21 

41 

6 28 14 69 

9 22 

6 25 
8 50 
15 38 27 124 

10 
22 
23 

27 
57 
87 

20 75 90 261 

19 
18 

103 
113 

38 113 

42 117 103 432 

41 
82 
63 

148 
162 
!56 

70 256 163 629 

81 
86 

151 
162 

72 190 
72 311 138 641 

79 
83 
83 

185 
161 
149 

62 307 194 689 

60 164 
93 164 

90 131 
83 326 142 601 

64 

39 

29 

57 

97 

162 

336 

549 

885 

952 

996 

PM Period NB 

12:00 

12:15 

12:30 

12:45 

13:00 

13!15 

13:30 

13:45 

14:00 

14:15 

14:30 

14:45 

15:00 

15:15 

15:30 

15:45 

16:00 

16:15 

16:30 

16:45 

17:00 

17:15 

17:30 

17:45 

18:00 

18:15 

18:30 

18:45 

19:00 

19:15 

19:30 

19:45 

20:00 

20:15 

20:30 

20:45 

21:00 

21:15 

21:30 

21:45 

22:00 

22:15 

22:30 

22:45 

23:00 

23:15 

23.:30 

23:45 

Daily Tot;~ls 
NB SB Es WB 

0 0 3,955 8,436 

SB EB 
90 
85 
91 

WB 
172 

204 
181 

94 360 193 750 

78 
79 
73 

226 
180 
177 

73 303 182 765 

79 151 
73 154 
84 174 
55 291 167 646 

154 
!59 
164 

62 
84 
80 
73 299 141 618 

63 
77 

187 
137 

83 149 
97 320 156 629 

115 145 
68 150 

96 113 
66 345 93 501 

71 
56 
48 
45 

38 
47 
25 
43 

22 
13 
8 
8 

19 
17 
8 

6 

13 
2 
3 
8 

6 
0 

5 
4 

102 
93 

73 
220 102 370 

113 
91 
62 

153 42 308 

51 

50 

26 

37 
11 
17 
16 

28 
23 
12 
16 

11 
9 

20 
11 

81 

79 

51 

1110 

1068 

937 

917 

949 

846 

590 

461 

132 

129 

77 



Prepared by NDS/ATD 

Volumes for: Tuesday, April 21, 2009 City: Otay Mesa 

L at· • Siempre Viva Rd btwn Pasel> Las p . t 09_4162_001 oc 100
" Americas & SR-905 NB roJec 

AM Period NB 

00:00 

00:15 

00:30 

00:45 

01:00 

01:15 

01:30 

01:45 

02:00 

02:15 

02:30 

02:45 

03:00 

03:15 

03:30 

03:45 

04:00 

04:15 

04:30 

04:45 

05:00 

05:15 

05:30 

05:45 

06:00 

06:15 

06:30 

06:45 

07:00 

07:15 

07:30 

07:45 

08:00 

08:15 

08:30 

08:45 

09:00 

09:15 

09:30 

09:45 

10:00 

10:15 

10:30 

10:45 

11:00 

11:15 

11:30 

11:45 

SB EB 
24 
13 
10 

WB 
21 
13 
7 

4 51 8 

10 
0 

4 
0 

0 1 
3 13 4 

2 
8 

2 
6 

10 6 

3 23 4 

9 
6 
8 

14 
11 
6 

7 30 17 

12 
11 
32 

9 
17 
25 

24 79 25 

36 
59 
84 

36 
29 
44 

49 

9 

18 

48 

76 

128 307 47 156 

84 

88 
52 

71 
131 117 
176 479 119 359 

143 
144 
194 

108 
104 
112 

254 735 105 429 

227 
213 
200 

144 
174 
145 

212 852 174 

172 180 
213 187 
190 209 
189 764 176 

173 184 
172 192 
175 179 
153 673 239 

158 
183 

184 
199 

171 192 
185 697 207 

637 

752 

794 

100 

22 

41 

78 

155 

463 

838 

1164 

1489 

1516 

1467 

PM Period NB 

12:00 

12:15 

12:30 

12:45 

13:00 

13:15 

13:30 

13:45 

14:00 

14:15 

14:30 

14:45 

15:00 

15:15 

15:30 

15:45 

16:00 

16:15 

16:30 

16:45 

17:00 

17:15 

17:30 

17:45 

18:00 

18:15 

18:30 

18:45 

19:00 

19:15 

19:30 

19:45 

20:00 

20:15 

20:30 

20:45 

2.1:00 

2.1:15 

2.1:30 

2.1:45 

22:00 

22:15 

22:30 

22:45 

23:00 

23:15 

23:30 

23:45 

DailY Totals 
NB SB EB WB 

D D 9,867 12,392 

SB EB 
200 

217 
196 

WB 
256 
268 

246 
212 825 261 1031 

237 
198 

317 
289 

204 304 
200 839 271 1181 

202 
171 

252 
264 

130 281 
161 664 246 1043 

179 
179 
173 

260 
277 
252 

169 700 253 1042 

130 
171 
147 

322 
241 
246 

140 588 334 1143 

133 
94 

117 

366 
233 
228 

90 434 187 1014 

98 

90 
79 
63 

76 
51 
62 
66 

53 
54 

30 
36 

40 
40 
51 
31 

33 
25 
28 

23 

18 
18 
15 
34 

208 
181 

136 
330 154 679 

159 
140 
121 

255 109 529 

173 

162 

109 

106 
59 
44 
33 

48 
47 

41 
38 

38 
28 
22 
32 

242 

174 

120 

1856 

2020 

1707 

1742 

1731 

1448 

1009 

784 

415 

336 

229 



Prepared by NOS/A TO 

Volumes for: Midweek April 2010 City: Chula Vista Daily Totals 
NB SB EB WB 

L t
. . Palm Ave between Shopping Ctr. Dwy & P . ct· 

10
_
4120

•
007 oca •on. 1-805 SB Ramps ro]e . 0 0 15,109 15,005 

00:00 16 40 12:00 202 214 
00:15 20 35 12:15 197 209 
00:30 17 28 12:30 213 213 

--~0=0~:4~5 __________________ ~18~~71~~31~~1=3~4--~2~0=5 ____ ~1=2·~.4~5 ________________________ ~2~13~~82~5~215 851 

01:00 11 22 13:00 214 196 

01:15 10 19 13:15 213 209 
01:30 13 20 13:30 210 202 

--~0=1~:4~5 __________________ ~7--~41~~12~--7~3~ __ ~1~1~4 ____ ~1~3·~·4~5 ________________________ ~2~11~~84~8~214 821 

02:00 11 13 14:00 204 238 
02:15 6 11 14:15 253 235 

02:30 14 12 14:30 253 280 

--~0=2~:4~5 __________________ ~15~~46~~9 ____ 4~5~--~91~--~1~4~:4~5 ________________________ ~28~8~~99~8~276 1029 

03:00 12 9 15:00 250 273 
03:15 14 6 15:15 293 272 
03:30 25 11 15:30 254 274 

• -
1676 

1669 

2027 

03:45 19 70 10 36 106 15:45 253 1050 305 ~1c=.12::..4;__ __ 2~1:..:.7-'.4--

04:00 24 13 16:00 
04:15 33 14 16:15 

04:30 45 16 16:30 
04:45 51 153 22 65 218 16:45 

05:00 58 30 17:00 

05 :15 101 37 17: 15 
05:30 109 32 17:30 

05:45 120 388 49 148 536 17:45 

06:00 148 so 18:00 
06:15 165 75 18:15 
06:30 175 98 18:30 
06:45 205 693 120 343 1036 18:45 

07:00 232 142 19:00 
07:15 266 219 19:15 

07:30 287 236 19:30 

07:45 279 1064 223 820 1884 19:45 

08:00 281 209 20:00 

08:15 267 170 20:15 
08:30 244 154 20:30 
08:45 203 995 146 679 1674 20:45 

09:00 179 164 21 :00 

09:15 198 147 21:15 

09:30 167 155 21:30 
09:45 171 715 148 614 1329 21:45 

10:00 169 150 22:00 
10:15 170 157 22:15 

10:30 180 156 22:30 

10:45 189 708 173 636 1344 22:45 

11:00 181 180 23:00 
11:15 185 184 23:15 
11:30 201 198 23:30 
11:45 204 771 185 747 1518 23:45 

Total Vol. 5715 4340 10055 

249 267 
246 283 
260 278 

245 1000 298 __ 1-'-12'-'6 ____ 2'-1"'-2.;..6-

256 316 

264 317 

286 294 

271 1077 289 --=1~21~6:...__2::.:2:.:::9~3-

275 296 

260 289 
259 304 

256 1050 262 --=1c=.15:.;;1~_2;:.:2:.:;0~1-

235 262 

232 260 

208 234 

195 870 244 --=1~00::.,:0:...__~18:.:.7~0-

200 240 
163 228 
148 208 

130 641 210 __:8::.:8=6 __ ::.:15:::2c:._7 _ 

160 207 
147 186 
134 166 

104 545 136 _6:.:9..::.5 _ _ ;:.:12:.;;4.:;_0_ 

97 129 

92 138 
75 125 

68 332 86 _ 4.:.:.7..::.8 __ ..::.8=.;10:___ 

53 
37 

35 
33 158 

9394 

82 

80 

66 
60 288 446 

10665 20059 

NB SB EB WB 
Daily Totals : 0 0 15,109 15,005 

I HUH I 
UFO 

slit% 

Peak Hr. 
Volume 

Peak Hr. 
Volume 
P.H.F. 

AM 
56.8% 

07:30 
1114 
0.970' 

2059 
07:30 
1114 
0.970 

43.2% 3.3.4% 

m:15 
887 
0.940 
1499 
07:15 
887 

0.940 

07:15 
iooo 
D.956 

Peak Hr. 

Volume 
P.H.F. 

PM 
46.8% 

17:15 
1096 
0.958 
2077 
17:00 
1077 
0.941 

53.2% 66.6% 

16:45 
1225 
0.966 
2342 
16:45 
1225 
0.966 

17:00 
2293 
0.987 
4419 
17:00 
2293 
0 •. 987 



Prepared by NOS/A TO 

Volumes for: Midweek April 2010 City: Chula Vista 

L t . . Palm Ave between the I-805 NB Ramps p . ct· 10_4120-009 
oca aon. & AM-PM Gas Stn roJe . 

AM Period NB SB EB WB PM Period NB 
00:00 49 64 12:00 
00:15 41 33 12:15 
00:30 31 30 12:30 
00:45 30 151 20 147 298 12:45 

01 :00 24 15 13:00 
01 :15 20 12 13:15 
01:30 16 11 13:30 
01:45 19 79 7 45 124 13:45 

02:00 16 15 14:00 
02:15 13 6 14:15 
02:30 16 11 14:30 
02:45 15 60 7 39 99 14:45 

03:00 16 11 15:00 
03:15 12 14 15:15 
03:30 27 14 15:30 
03:45 18 73 23 62 135 15:45 

04:00 17 27 16:00 
04:15 22 32 16:15 
04:30 32 41 16:30 
04:45 42 113 57 157 270 16:45 

05:00 43 77 17:00 
05:15 43 81 17:15 
05:30 57 89 17:30 
05:45 82 225 119 366 591 17:45 

Daily Totals 
NB SB EB WB 

0 0 23,186 23,741 

SB EB WB 

346 343 
346 351 
359 366 

362 1413 380 ~1;.;.~.c.:o~--2~8:.::5=3--

346 333 
379 322 
366 340 

363 1454 364 ~1=35::..:9 ____ 2=.;8:..::1.::..3--

362 
369 

388 
367 

395 457 

433 1559 367 __:1=57:....:9~~3~1:.::::3=8--

435 390 
~8 387 
~0 419 

462 1785 476 __:1~67:....:2~~3::...4~5~7--

~0 424 
437 422 
428 458 

427 1732 454 ~1"-'75~8~~3::..4:.:.9=0--

~6 500 
472 477 
489 453 

486 1893 413 ~1=84.:..:3~~3::..:7..::3=6--

06:00 77 139 18:00 434 416 
06:15 106 177 18:15 462 419 
06:30 139 216 18:30 408 403 

--~0~6:~45~----------------~2~04~~5=26~=23~8~~7~7~0 __ _;1=29~6~--~18~:4~5~----------------------4~1=6 __ 1~7~2=0 __ 395 _;1=63~3~~3~3~5=3--

07:00 158 290 19:00 395 369 
07:15 207 331 19:15 389 342 
07:30 245 376 19:30 357 336 

--~0~7:~45~----------------~3~34~~9~~~=38~3~~1=38~0~_;2=32~4~--~19~:4~5~--------------------~3~6=0 __ 1~5~0~1 __ 315 _;1=36~2~~2~8~6=3--
08:00 314 323 20:00 336 333 
08:15 325 306 20:15 312 291 
08:30 297 339 20:30 286 288 

--~0=8:~45~----------------~2~98~~12~3~4~36~9~~1=33~7--~2=57~1~--=20~:4~5~--------------------~2~6=5 __ 1~1~9~9 __ 286~1~19~8~~2~3~9~7--
09:00 253 321 21:00 282 264 
09:15 259 302 21:15 267 229 
09:30 273 304 21:30 238 245 

--~0~9:~45~----------------~2~98~~10~8=3-=28~9~~1=21~6~~2=29~9 ____ =21~:4~5~--------------------~2~0~7--=99~4~199 ~9~3~7 ____ 1~9~3~1--

10:00 299 311 22:00 169 184 
10:15 297 295 22:15 168 160 
10:30 294 292 22:30 146 142 

--~1~0:~45~----------------~3~13~~12~0=3-=29~5~~1=19~3~_;2=39~6~--=22~:4~5~--------------------~1~2=6--~60~9~ 119 ~6~0~5 ____ 1~2=1~4--
11:00 341 315 23:00 93 114 
11:15 321 314 23:15 96 88 
11:30 311 320 23:30 69 83 
11:45 344 1317 339 1288 2605 23:45 61 319 70 355 674 

Total Vol. 7008 8000 15008 16178 15741 31919 

NB SB EB WB 101€11 
@fiJ 

s lit Ofo 

Peak Hr. 
Volume 
P.H.F. 

7- 9Vol, 
Peak Hr. 
Volume 
P.H.F. 

AM 
46.7% 

11:45 
1395 
0.971 
2178 
07:45 
1270 
0.951 

Daily Totals : 0 0 23,186 23,741 

53.3% 32.0% 

07:15 
1413 
0.922 
2717 
07:15 
1413 
0.922 

11:45 Peak Hr. 
2794 Volume 
0.963 P.H.F. 
4895 4 - 6 Vol. 
07:45 Peak Hr. 
'2621 Volume 
0.914 P.H.F. 

PM 
50.7% 

17:00 
1893 
0.968 
3625 
17:00 
1893 
0.968 

49.3% 68.0% 

16:30 
1889 
0.945 
3601 
16:30 
1889 
0.945 

17:00 
3736 
0 .• 984 
7226 
17:00 
3736 
0.984 



Prepared by NDS/ATD 

Volumes for: Midweek April 2010 City: Chula Vista 

I 

Location: Palm Ave E/o Dennery Rd Project: 10-4120-011 
I 

AM Period NB SB EB WB PM Perjod NB 
0~00 19 14 U:OO 
00:15 17 7 12:15 
00:30 11 6 12:30 
00:45 12 59 4 31 90 12:45 

01:00 6 5 13:00 
01 :15 5 3 13:15 
01:30 7 3 13:30 
01:45 9 27 2 13 40 13:45 

02:00 7 3 M:OO 
02:15 5 1 14:15 
02:30 6 3 14:30 
02:45 2 20 2 9 29 14:45 

03:00 2 8 15:00 
03:15 3 6 15:15 
03:30 4 5 15:30 
03:45 3 12 8 27 39 15:45 

04 :00 4 11 16:00 
04:15 5 15 16:15 
04:30 4 17 16:30 
04:45 5 18 31 74 92 16:45 

05:00 6 45 17:00 
05:15 6 45 17:15 
05:30 10 57 17:30 
05:45 13 35 69 216 251 17:45 

~oo w M w~ 

06:15 31 93 18:15 
06:30 38 111 18:30 
06:45 42 129 138 426 555 18:45 

07:00 43 156 19:00 
07:15 57 156 19:15 

Daily Totals 
NB SB EB WB • IIIII 0 0 ~907 ~327 

SB EB WB 
88 94 
90 88 
107 106 
98 383 126 __ 4-'-'1'-4 _____ 7.;._97 __ _ 

97 100 
91 87 
93 103 

94 375 102 ~3~9c::;2 ____ _;_7.:..:67~-

98 98 
102 90 
103 145 
107 410 111 __ 4.:...:4c.:.4 ____ ~8=-54~-

134 84 
174 95 
130 168 
147 585 173 ~5~2:..:.0 ____ ::..:11:..::0.::..5 __ 

144 121 
155 134 
135 134 

142 576 129 ~5:..::1~8 ____ ;:..:10:..:.9...;,.4 _ 

148 
145 

123 
151 

152 133 
159 604 122 ~5::.::2o:;.9 ____ .:_:11o.::3.::..3 __ 

139 110 
141 121 
135 104 
137 552 101 __ 4-'.:3:..:.6 ____ ~9~88~-

127 93 
113 83 

07:30 108 163 19:30 111 83 

--~0~7:~45~----------------~1~29~~3~37~~15~7--~6~3~2--~9~6~9 ____ ~19~:4~5~--------------------~1~1~9 --~4~70~71 330 800 

08:00 108 132 20:00 110 66 
08:15 114 128 20:15 107 56 
08:30 135 161 20:30 99 61 

--~0~8:~45~----------------~1~24~~4~81~~19~7--~6~1~8--~1~09~9~ __ ~20~:4~5~----------------------8~7~~40~3~50 ~2~3~3 ____ ~6~36~-
09:00 61 173 21:00 95 45 
09:15 70 101 21:15 85 39 
09:30 56 102 21:30 84 37 

--~0~9:~45~-----------------5~3~~2~40~~7~4 ___ 4~5~0--~6~~~--~2~1:4~5~----------------------~~~~3~28~40 __ 1~6~1 ____ ~4~89~-
10:00 52 80 22:00 62 29 
10:15 63 81 22:15 58 36 
10:30 57 82 22:30 57 28 
10:45 56 228 75 318 546 22:45 52 229 21 - 1::..:1:...:4 ____ ~3...:.:43~-

11:00 68 85 23:00 34 21 

11:15 74 91 23:15 30 16 
11:30 77 95 23:30 29 15 
11:45 69 288 86 357 ~5 23:45 25 118 13 65 183 

Total Vol. 1874 3171 5045 5033 4156 9189 

NB SB EB WB 
Daily Totals: 0 0 6,907 7,327 

iibttii mn• 
s lit Ofo 

Peak Hr. 
Volume 
P.H.F. 

7-9 Vol. 
Peak Hr. 
Volume 
P.ti.F. 

AM 
. 37.1% 

07:45 
486 
0.900 
818 
07:45 
486 

0.900 

62.9% 35.4% 

08:15 
659 
0.836 
1250 
07:00 
632 

0.969 

08:00 Peak Hr. 
1099 Volume 
0.856 P.H.F. 
2068 4 - 6 Vol. 
08:00 Peak Hr. 
1099 Volume 
0,856 P.H.F. 

PM 
54.8% 

17:00 
604 

0.950 
1180 
17:00 
604 

0.950 

45.2% 64.6% 

15:30 
596 

0.861 
1047 
16:30 
537 

0.889 

15:30 
1172 
0.916 
2227 
17:00 
1133 
0.957 



Volumes For: Thursday, October 14, 2010 

Field Data Services of Arizona, Inc. 
(520) 316-6745 

City: San Diego 

Location: Ocean View Hills Pkwy. btwn. otay Mesa Rd. & Del Sol Blvd. 
AM Period NB SB EB WB PM Period NB SB 

00:00 

00:15 
00:30 

00:45 

01:00 

01:15 

01:30 

01:45 

02:00 

02:15 

02:30 

02:45 

03:00 

03:15 

03:30 

03:45 

04:00 

04:15 

04:30 

04:45 

05:00 

05:15 

05:30 

05:45 

06:00 

06:15 

06:30 

06:45 

07:00 

07:15 

07:30 

07:45 

08:00 

08:15 

08:30 

08:45 

09:00 

09:15 

09:30 

09:45 

10:00 

10:15 

10:30 

10:45 

11:00 

11:15 

11:30 

11:45 

Total Vol. 

6 
2 
2 

8 

11 
3 

4 14 1 23 

5 
6 

1 

3 

3 
5 

0 12 1 12 

2 

3 

4 
3 12 

2 
0 

2 

0 4 

6 
0 

7 

1 

3 

2 
2 

0 

1 
3 
2 

2 

2 
3 

8 

6 

14 27 3 10 

9 
7 

10 

5 
11 

12 
14 40 13 41 

17 
26 

13 
29 

22 34 

32 97 39 115 

37 

44 
109 

56 

59 

119 
120 310 172 406 

60 148 

41 85 

55 78 
54 210 48 359 

24 32 
36 26 

27 34 

28 115 28 120 

22 
29 

34 

23 

32 

34 
46 131 37 126 

44 35 

44 
52 

40 

35 
48 188 58 168 

1160 1394 

37 

24 

20 

10 

37 

81 

212 

716 

569 

235 

257 

356 

2554 

12:00 

12:15 

12:30 

12:45 

13:00 

13:15 
13:30 

13:45 

14:00 
14:15 

14:30 

14:45 

15:00 

15:15 

15:30 

15:45 

16:00 

16:15 

16:30 

16:45 

17:00 

17:15 

17:30 

17:45 

18:00 

18:15 

18:30 

18:45 

19:00 

19:15 

19:30 

19:45 

20:00 

20:15 

20:30 

20:45 

21:00 

21:15 

21:30 

21:45 

22:00 

22:15 

22:30 

22:45 

23:00 

23:15 

23:30 

23:45 

56 32 
69 38 

42 43 

26 193 41 154 

43 55 

48 32 

42 41 
53 186 46 174 

65 42 

92 32 
90 97 

68 315 101 272 

64 47 

67 53 

83 78 
73 287 71 249 

95 73 

106 

86 

58 

60 
72 359 53 244 

103 
124 

76 

53 
44 
51 

92 395 69 217 

76 
84 

59 
50 

56 53 

40 256 39 201 

34 

44 

36 

49 

32 
25 

36 150 34 140 

29 37 

32 38 

22 31 
22 105 31 137 

28 28 

21 27 

25 25 
13 87 17 97 

29 

19 
21 

17 86 

14 

12 
9 

12 47 

2466 

20 

21 
9 

15 65 

9 
11 

16 
6 42 

1992 

Project #: 10-1139-023 

EB WB 

347 

360 

587 

536 

603 

612 

457 

290 

242 

184 

151 

89 

4458 

Daily Totals 
NB SB EB WB Combined 

Split% 

Peak Hour 

Volume 
P.H.F. 

45.4% 

07:15 

333 
0.69 

54.6% 

07:30 

524 
0.76 

AM 
36.4% 

07:30 

854 
0.73 

3626 

55.3% 

17:00 

395 
0.80 

3386 

44.7% 

14:30 

298 
0.74 

PM 
7012 

63.6% 

15:30 

637 
0.95 



Volumes for: Thursday, October 14, 2010 

Field Data Services of Arizona, Inc. 
(520) 316-6745 

City: San Diego 

Location: Caliente Ave. btwn. Otay Mesa Rd. & Airway Rd. 
AM Period N8 58 E8 W8 

00,00 

00:15 

00:30 

00:45 

01:00 

ous 
01:30 

01:45 

02:00 

02:15 

02:30 

02:45 

03:00 

03:15 

03,30 

03:45 

04,00 

04:15 

04:30 

04:45 

05:00 

05:15 

05,30 

05:45 

06:15 

06:30 

06:45 

07:00 

07:15 

07:30 

07:45 

08:00 

08:15 

08:30 

08:45 

09:00 

09:15 

09:30 

09:45 

10:00 

10:15 

10:30 

10:45 

11:00 

11:15 

11:30 

11:45 

Total Vol. 

3 

4 
3 

1 
0 

1 

0 2 6 16 

0 
1 
1 

0 
3 

2 
2 4 5 10 

2 
1 

2 

0 

0 

1 
0 5 1 2 

3 

1 

1 

2 
2 
3 

1 6 2 9 

4 
1 
3 

0 
0 

1 
4 12 4 5 

7 3 

4 3 

21 7 
21 53 8 21 

30 10 
27 7 
36 11 
23 116 13 41 

39 33 
57 34 

69 66 
111 276 111 244 

94 96 
75 90 

118 171 

161 448 137 494 

68 38 
44 
16 

35 

20 
25 153 13 106 

12 24 

24 29 

21 31 

35 92 33 117 

38 34 
20 32 

38 25 
18 114 24 115 

1281 1180 

18 

14 

7 

15 

17 

74 

157 

520 

942 

259 

209 

229 

2461 

PM Period N8 58 
12:00 

12:15 

12:30 

12:45 

13:00 

13:15 

13:30 

13:45 

14:00 

14:15 

14:30 

1'1:45 

15:00 

15:15 

15:30 

15:45 

16:00 

16:15 

16,30 

16:45 

17:00 

17:15 

17:30 

17:45 

18:00 

18:15 

18:30 

18:45 

19:00 

19:15 

19:30 

19:45 

20:00 

20:15 

20:30 

20:45 

21:00 

21:15 

21:30 

21:45 

22:00 

22.:15 

22:30 

22:45 

23:00 

23:15 

23:30 

23:45 

28 

27 

22 

39 
18 

18 

21 98 27 102 

22 
33 

36 

37 

47 
45 

49 140 44 173 

34 32 

49 38 
38 36 

51 172 54 160 

54 44 

54 so 
so 67 
84 242 91 252 

201 106 

126 72 
86 67 

69 482 60 305 

96 58 
85 57 

84 63 

79 344 44 222 

61 45 
41 44 

39 24 
41 182 28 141 

26 18 
42 29 

37 20 

23 128 20 87 

25 17 

16 8 
21 20 
15 77 10 55 

17 14 

12 

15 
14 58 

17 

13 

7 
7 44 

12 

6 

8 
7 33 

2000 

12 

14 

10 50 

8 
8 
6 
4 26 

3 
7 

1 
5 16 

1589 

41 

Project#: 10-1139-003 

E8 WB 

200 

313 

332 

494 

787 

566 

323 

215 

132 

lOB 

70 

49 

3589 

Daily Totals 
NB SB EB WB Combined 

Split%. 

Peak Hour 

Volume 
P.H.F. 

52.1% 

08:00 

448 
0.70 

47.9% 

08:00 

494 
0.72 

AM 
40.7% 

08:00 

942 
0.79 

3281 

55.7% 

15:45 

497 
0.62 

2769 

44.3% 

15:30 

336 
0.79 

PM 
6050 

59.3% 

15:45 

833 
0.68 



Volumes for: Tuesday, October 19, 2010 

Field Data Services of Arizona, Inc. 
(520) 316-6745 

City: San Diego 

Location: Otay Valley Rd.-Hertiage Rd. btwn. Avenida de las Vistas & Main St. 
AM Period NB SB EB WB PM Period NB SB 
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Volumes for: Thursday, May 31, 2007 City: San Diego 

Location: Beyer Blvd f r Smythe Ave to Cottorwood Rd 
AM Period NB Sll EB WB 
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Volumes for: Tuesday, October 19, 2010 

Field Data Services of Arizona, Inc. 
(520) 316-6745 

City: San Diego 

Location: Heritage Rd. btwn. Sikorsky St. & otay Mesa Rd. 
AM Period NB SB EB WB 
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Field Data Services of Arizona, Inc. 
(520) 316-6745 

Volumes for: Wednesday, October 27, 2010 City: San Diego 

Location: Cactus Rd. btwn. Otay Mesa Rd. & Airway Rd. 
AM Period NB 58 EB WB PM Period NB SB 
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Field Data Services of Arizona, lnc. 
(520) 316-6745 

Volumes for: Tuesday, December 15, 2009 City: San Diego 

Location: Britilnnia Blvd. btwn. Otay Mesa Rd. (SR-905) & Airway Rd. 
AM Period NB SB EB WB PM Period NB SB 
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Volumes for: Wednesday, October 27, 2010 

Field Data Services of Arizona, Inc. 
(520) 316-6745 

City: San Diego 

Location: La Media Rd. btwn. Otay Mesa Rd. & Windsock 
AM Period NB SB EB WB 
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13 

5 35 

B 

14 
9 
4 35 

1767 

NB 
3010 

53.5% 

13:45 

263 
0.96 

SB 

41 
40 
44 
47 172 

57 

42 
44 
55 196 

49 

51 

52 
41 193 

54 

43 
65 

46 210 

64 

41 
52 
51 206 

63 
47 
47 

44 201 

47 
30 
26 
34 137 

14 
29 

13 
10 66 

15 
10 
13 
B 46 

10 
13 
10 

4 37 

5 

12 
10 
10 37 

11 
6 
5 
B 30 

1535 

SB 

2434 

46.5% 

15:15 

220 
0.85 

Project #: 10-1139-001 

EB WB 

366 

450 

454 

429 

405 

407 

270 

172 

105 

67 

72 

65 

3302 

Daily Totals 
EB WB Combined 

PM 
5444 

60.7% 

13:45 

490 
0.95 



Field Data Services of Arizona, Inc. 
(520} 316-6745 

Volumes for: Tuesday, December 15, 2009 City: San Diego 

Location: La Media Rd. btwn. Otay Mesa Rd. (SR-905) & Airway Rd. 
AM Period NB SB EB WB PM Period NB 5B 

00:00 

00:15 

00:30 

00:45 

01:00 

01:15 

01:30 

01:45 

02:00 

02:15 

02:30 
02:45 

03:00 
03:15 

03:30 

03:45 

04:00 

04:15 

04:30 

04:45 

05:00 

05:15 

05:30 

05:45 

06:00 

06:15 

06:30 

06:45 

07:00 

07:15 

07:30 

07:45 

08:00 
08:15 

08:30 

08:45 

09:00 

09:15 

09:30 

09:45 

10:00 

10:15 

10:30 

10:45 

11:00 

11:15 

11:30 

11:45 

Total Vol. 

Split% 

Peak Hour 

Volume 
P.H.F. 

8 
16 

8 
14 

13 13 
3401146 

8 19 

6 19 
12 15 

8342578 

5 

24 
27 

60 

85 
49 

14 70 25 219 

31 
7 

18 

14 

13 

19 
25 81 26 72 

32 
20 

17 

19 
39 20 

39 130 30 86 

24 44 
37 62 

22 45 

30 113 58 209 

19 76 
37 47 

30 74 

39 125 72 269 

48 84 

27 110 
42 178 

44 161 131 503 

51 111 
57 115 

45 95 
47 200 91 412 

69 

76 

118 

128 
84 130 

76 305 127 503 

72 

109 
103 

158 

109 

164 
101 385 114 545 

101 

122 

146 

121 
187 

181 
104 473 98 587 

2117 

37.5% 

11:15 

478 
0.82 

3529 

62.5% 

10:45 

603 
0.81 

AM 

86 

112 

289 

!53 

216 

322 

394 

664 

612 

BOB 

930 

1060 

5646 

45.9% 

10:45 

1073 
0.82 

12:00 

12:15 

12:30 

12:45 

13:00 
13:15 

13:30 

13:45 

:4:00 

14:15 

:4:30 

~4:45 

15:00 

15:15 

15:30 

15:45 

16:00 

16:15 

16:30 

16:45 

17:00 

17:15 

17:30 

17:45 

18:00 

18:15 

18:30 

18:45 

19:00 

19:15 

19:30 

19:45 

20:00 

20:15 

20:30 

20:45 

21:00 

21:15 

21:30 

21:45 

22:00 

22:15 

22:30 

22:45 

23:00 

23:15 

23:30 

23:45 

106 

97 

117 
122 

77 127 

121 401 120 486 

92 145 

99 130 

111 110 
92 394 122 507 

92 

84 
112 

116 
169 

126 

130 418 85 496 

128 105 

112 118 

101 98 
128 469 130 451 

73 98 

110 113 
101 111 

135 419 69 391 

92 96 
82 85 

97 68 
75 346 73 322 

73 77 

68 88 

65 95 
53 259 58 318 

59 46 
27 37 

25 so 
49 !60 35 168 

45 29 
20 32 

39 21 
28 !32 31 113 

24 

24 
20 

23 91 

14 
21 

22 
31 88 

17 

6 
6 
18 47 

3224 

NB 

5341 

48.4% 

14:30 

482 
0.93 

26 

24 
24 
26 100 

11 
16 

B 
17 52 

10 
18 

3 
6 37 

3441 

SB 

6970 

51.6% 

13:45 

533 
0,79 

Project#: 09-5169-016 

EB WB 

Daily Totals 
EB WB 

PM 

887 

901 

914 

920 

810 

668 

577 

328 

245 

191 

140 

84 

6665 

Combined 

12311 

54.1% 

14:15 

939 
0.93 



Volumes for: Thursday, October 28, 2010 

Field Data Services of Arizona, Inc. 
(520) 316-6745 

City: San Oiego 

Location: La Media Rd. btwn. Airway Rd. & Siempre Viva Rd. 
AM Period NB SB EB WB 

00:00 

00:15 

00:30 

00:45 

01:00 

01:15 

01:30 

01:45 

02:00 

02:15 

02:30 

02:45 

03:00 

03:15 

03:30 

03:45 

04:00 

04:15 

04:30 
04:45 

05:00 

05:15 
05:30 

05:45 

06:00 

06:15 

06:30 

06:45 

07:00 

07:15 

07:30 

07:45 

08:00 

08:15 

08:30 
08:45 

09:00 

09:15 

09:30 

09:45 

10:00 

10:15 

10:30 

10:45 

11:00 

11:15 

11:30 

11:45 

Total Vol. 

17 

11 

12 

18 

10 

4 
13 53 7 39 

9 
12 

7 

2 
5 

11 

7 35 3 21 

9 

10 

4 

7 

7 

6 

10 33 13 33 

15 

11 

18 

10 
12 

10 
27 71 6 38 

14 

34 

10 

6 

12 

18 
22 80 18 54 

33 14 

15 18 

23 30 
14 85 41 103 

40 

40 
40 

42 
53 

46 

23 143 38 179 

29 67 

25 74 

48 95 

45 147 91 327 

34 102 

76 77 

83 76 
56 249 112 367 

63 110 

57 

68 
109 

100 
69 257 83 402 

118 

75 
52 
74 

61 62 

51 305 95 283 

90 

70 

67 

99 
126 46 
65 351 70 282 

1809 2128 

92 

56 

66 

109 

134 

188 

322 

474 

616 

659 

588 

633 

3937 

PM Period NB SB 

12:00 

12:15 

12:30 
12:45 

13:00 

13:15 

13:30 

13:45 

14:00 

14:15 

14:30 

14:45 

15:00 

15:15 

15:30 

15:45 

16:00 

16:15 

16:30 

16:45 

17:00 
17:15 

17:30 
17:45 

18:00 

18:15 

18:30 

18:45 

19:00 

19:15 

19:30 

19:45 

20:00 

20:15 

20:30 

20:45 

21:00 

21:15 

21:30 

21:45 

22:00 

22:15 

22:30 

22:45 

23:00 

23:15 

23:30 

23:45 

81 

77 
65 

87 
74 83 

80 312 80 315 

62 
81 

67 

98 

70 

65 

127 337 69 302 

102 

80 

72 

77 
73 

74 

68 322 82 306 

112 

82 

83 

62 

79 

75 

108 385 87 303 

92 

93 
85 

93 

67 

91 
131 401 48 299 

126 42 

80 91 

63 85 

74 343 56 274 

51 
68 

53 

50 
65 
31 

38 210 48 194 

33 

31 

37 

42 143 

39 

27 

48 

16 

22 113 

13 

24 14 

24 11 

15 102 13 51 

25 15 

26 

13 
26 90 

9 
8 
8 
9 

10 

11 

14 

34 

18 53 

2732 

13 
7 

23 58 

8 

8 

15 

7 38 

3 
18 

12 
4 37 

2290 

Project#: 10-1139-017 

EB WB 

627 

639 

628 

688 

700 

617 

404 

256 

153 

148 

72 

90 

5022 

Daily Totals 
N8 58 E8 WB Combined 

Sp[it·Djc) '45.9% . 

-Pecik:HOU~·> .'.':n:od 

Volume 351 
··~;H~F. ·Or70 

)08:45 

. 4:ii 
0.96 

AM 
43:9% 

···.·os~4s 

675 
<Q;g8·c 

4541 

~6':15 

·,~:4-3s· 
0.83 

4418 

·45.6% 

12.:15 

348'' 
0.89 

PM 
8959 

56.1% 

.15:45 

7-1:6" 
'0,92 



~s 
Tl·anspo!1:ation ~tudies, lnc.. 

1350 Revtmlds Avenue. Ste. 115 
Irvine, CA. 92614 

Loculi on · DENNERY ROAD SiLe: OTAY MESA 

Scgmenl : S/0 PALM AVENUE Dale: 11/09/05 

Client : URBAN SYSTEMS 
ltllerval NB SB Combined D11y: Wedne~·dav 

8eg1tl AM PM AM PM AM PM 

12:00 46 117 24f 1,047 II 47 144 604 57 164 392· L65l 

12: IS 34 287 IS 154 49 441 

12:30 22 220 7 146 29 366 

12:~5 15 292 14 160 29 452 

01:00 21 58 278 !.059 12 35 126 592 33 93 404 L65l 

0 I: 15 14 266 6 154 20 420 

01:30 II 263 13 142 24 405 

01:45 12 252 4 170 16 1)22 

02:0() 20 46 278 LOSS 3 19 lSI 615 23 65 429 1.670 
02:15 12 245 10 142 22 387 
02:30 l 0 262 3' !56 13 418 

02:45 4 270 3 166 7 436 
0]:00 J 26 262 1,070 l l3 !55 626 4 39 1)17 1,696 
OJ: IS 4 256 4 lSI 8 407 

03:30 9 248 2 164 II 412 
03:45 10 304 6 !56 16 460 
04:00 9 61 320 l.257 5 40 l72 677 14 101 492 1.934 
04; 15 9 346 3 168 12 514 
04:30 13 321 12 173 25 494 
04:45 30 270 20 164 so 434 
05:00 25 204 286 L060 12 93 l72 725 37 297 458 1,785 
OS: 15 42 278 13 177 55 455 
05:30 61 244 24 188 85 432 
05:45 76 252 44 188 120 440 
06:00 98 433 292 U85 52 .209 152. 683 ISO. 642 444 1,868 
06:15 102 312 45 176 141 488 
06:30 !07 291 42 191 149 482 
06:45 126 290 70 164 196 454 
07:00 112 '598 326 999 56 321 200 667 168 919 526 1,666 
07:15 144 222 74 147 218 369 
07:30 182 248 Yl 173 273 421 
07:45 160 203 100 147 260 350 
08:00 134 634 244 BOO 106 391 142 527 240 1,031 386 1.321 
08:15 . 156 174 JOB 134 264 308 
08:30 190 206 87 125 277 331 
08:45 !54 176 96 126 250 302 
09:00 161 682 168 786 100 444 98 394 261 1.126 266 1,180 
09:15 170 277 101 80 271 357 
09:30 183 151 122 104 305 255 
09:45 168 190 121 112 289 302 
10:00 184 796 124 462 113 443 76 205 291 1,239 200 667 
10:15 193 130 112 46 305 176 
10:30 197 I 14 !18 49 315 163 
10:45 222 94 100 34 322 128 
ll :00 174 830 75 210 122 498 26 99 296 1.328 101 309 
11:15 188 52 126 25 314 77 
1!:30 236 42 116 26 352 68 
11 :45 232 41 134 22 366 63 

Totals 4.485 10,990 2,559 6.414 7,044 17,404 

Split'XI 63.7 63.1 36.3 36.9 

Dnv Totnls 15.475 8.973 24A48 

Day Splits 63.3 36.7 

Penk Hottr 11:00 03:45 LI:OO 06:15 11:00 03:45 

Volume. 830 1.291 498 731 1.328 1,960 

!-actor O.S& 0.93 0.93 0.91 0.91 0.95 



Transportation Studies, Inc. -1b 
1350 Revnolcls Avenue. Ste. 1!5 

lrYine, CA. 92614 

LOC11lion : DBNNERY ROAD Sit~: OTAY MESA 

Segml!tlt : N/0 PALM AVENUE Dale: I 1/09/05 

Cliet1l : URBAN SYSTEMS 
lnlervnl NG SB Com bi11ed Dey: Wt:dne . .<;dav 
Begin ' AM PM AM PM AM PM 

12:00 6 30 52 257 3 17 69 291 9 47 121 548 
12: IS 9 66 8 70 17 136 
12:30 10 63 4 74 14 137 
I 2:45 5 76 2 78 7 154 
01 :00 8 19 84 355 5 15 54 2ll7 13 34 138 602 
Ill: IS 5 81 5 72 10 153 
01:30 I 94 3 54 4 148 
01:45 5 96 2 67 7 163 
02:00 6 II 93 351 I 3 89 337 7 14 I 82 688 
02:15 3 74 0 80 3 154 
02:30 I 78 2 79 3 157 
02:45 I 06 0 89 I 195 
03:00 3 II 81 427 2 15 80 332 5 26 161 759 
03:15 2 90 I 88 3 178 
03:30 3 I 08 2 82 190 
03:45 3 148 10 82 13 230 
04:00 2 14 130 496 6 43 76 388 8 57 206 884 
04:15 2 146 8 98 10 244 
04:30 s 94 12 I 13 17 207 
04:45 5 126 17 101 22 227 
05:00 7 36 97 423 21 130 87 333 28 166 184 756 
OS:LS 3 100 27 87 30 187 
05:30 7 124 35 77 42 201 
05:45 19 102 47. 82 66 184 
06:00 16 117 I 08 436 63 286 70 315 79 403 178 751 
06:15 25 128 86 90 Ill 218 
06:30 26 103 61 91 87 194 
06:45 50 97 76 64 126 161 
07:00 38 205 96 338 96 414 57 219 134 619 153 557 
07:15 41 95 88 48 129 143 
07:30 5B 66 104 57 162 123 
07:45 68 81 126 57 194 138 
'08:00 102 375 69 250 92 297 70 222. 194 672 139 472 
08:15 95 66 74 55 169 121 
08:30 94 59 68 57 162 116 
08:45 84 56 63 40 147 96 
09:00 92 328 54 196 64 285 28 97 [56 613 82 293 
09:15 74 64 70 28 144 92 
09:30 82 44 79 21 161 65 
09:45 80 34 72 20 152 54 
10:00 74 295 40 108 77 302 27 72 IS! 597 67 180 
10:15 66 26 74 23 140 49 
10:30 78 18 78 10 !56 28 
10:45 77 24 73 12 !50 36 
11;(]0 50 208 16 58 69 264 14 42 119 472 30 100 
11:15 70 22 51. 10 121 32 
II :30 40 II 72 II 112 22 
liAS 48 9 72 7 120 16 

Totals 1.649 3,695 2.071 2.895 3.720 6.590 
Split% 44.3 56.1 55.7 43.9 

Dav Totals 5.344 4.966 10.310 
Dnv Splits 51.8 48.2. 

Penk Hour 08:00 03:30 07:00 04:15 07:30 03:45 
Volume 375 532 414 399 719 887 
fEJclor 0.92 0.90 0.82 0.88 0.93 0.91 



Prepared by NDS/ATD 

Volumes for: Wednesday, April 22, 2009 City: Otay Mesa 

L t' . Old Otay Mesa Rd btwn Otay Mesa Rd & P . ct· 09_4162_026 oca 1on. Airway Rd ro1e . 

AM Period NB SB 
00:00 

00:15 

00:30 

00:45 

01:00 

01: 15 

01:30 

01:45 

02:00 

02:15 

02:30 

02:45 

03:00 

03:15 

03:30 

03:45 

04:00 

04:15 

04:30 

04:45 

05:00 

05:15 

05:30 

05:45 

06:00 

06:15 

06:30 

06:45 

07:00 

07:15 

07:30 

07:45 

08:00 

08:15 

08:30 

08:45 

09:00 

09:15 

09:30 

09:45 

10:00 

10:15 

10:30 

10:45 

11:00 

11:15 

11:30 

11:45 

Total Vol. 

2 
4 
2 

1 
0 

0 
0 1 3 11 

0 

0 

0 

0 
0 

1 

0 

0 

0 

1 

0 

0 

0 
1 
3 

1 

1 
5 

4 

0 

1 

0 
0 

4 

2 

1 

0 
0 

0 
2 
0 

4 

3 
3 

8 

2 

3 

1 8 5 15 

0 4 
1 3 

2 8 
2 5 16 31 

15 
4 30 

10 46 

7 22 59 150 

2 

6 

72 
91 

13 117 
7 28 66 346 

5 
4 

9 

28 

29 

14 
5 231182 

2 14 

11 10 
2 15 
2 17 16 55 

6 17 

4 11 
4 13 
5 19 12 53 

130 757 

EB WB 

12 

2 

9 

3 

7 

23 

36 

172 

374 

105 

72 

72 

887 

PM Period NB 

12:00 

12:15 

12:30 

12:45 

13:00 

13:15 

13:30 

13:45 

14:00 

14:15 

14:30 

14:45 

15:00 

15:15 

15:30 

15:45 

16:00 

16:15 

16:30 

16:45 

17:00 

17:15 

17:30 

17:45 

18:00 

18:15 

18:30 

18:45 

19:00 

19:15 

19:30 

19:45 

20:00 

20:15 

20:30 

20:45 

21:00 

21:15 

21:30 

21:45 

22:00 

22:15 

22:30 

22:45 

23:00 

23:15 

23:30 

23:45 

2 
5 
8 
5 

2 
4 

8 
3 

3 
5 
9 

5 

3 
6 
4 

7 

8 
7 
5 
7 

7 
8 
7 
5 

6 

4 
3 
8 

4 

2 

7 

2 

0 

5 

4 
8 
4 
4 

5 

2 
1 
0 

1 

2 
1 

Daily Totals 
NB SB EB WB 

339 1,835 0 0 

20 

17 

22 

20 

27 

27 

21 

14 

8 

20 

8 

209 

SB 
16 
18 
13 
21 

19 
19 
26 

21 

25 

17 
18 
22 

30 

37 

45 

68 

85 

82 

68 180 

48 

25 
33 
35 141 

44 

42 

30 

41 157 

31 
29 

19 
25 104 

23 

21 

19 

18 81 

19 

14 
21 
16 

9 
12 

15 
12 

7 
8 
13 

10 

9 
6 
6 
3 

70 

48 

38 

24 

1078 

EB WB 

NB SB EB WB 
Daily Totals : 339 1,835 0 0 

' slit% 

'Peak Hr. 
Volume 

' P.H.F. 
7-9 Vol. 
Peak Hr. 
Volume 
P.H.F. 

14.7% 

08:15 
31 

0 .596 

50 
07:45 

28 
0.538 

85.3% 

08:00 
346 

0.739 

496 
o8:oo 
346 

0.739 

AM 
40.8% 

08:00 Peak Hr. 
374 Volume 

0 :119 P.H.F. 
546 4- 6Vol. 

08:00 Peak Hr. 
374 Volume 

0.719 P.H.F. 

16.2% 

16:45 
29 

0.906 

54 
16:45 

29 
Q.906 

83.8% 

15:15 
f98 

0.728 
298 
17:00 
157 

0.892 

PM 

~ 

• Ill 

88 

102 

104 

200 

168 

184 

125 

95 

78 

68 

46 

29 

1287 

lffitil 
HfZI 

·59.2% 

15:15 
223 

·0.743 
352 
17:00 
184 

0.902 



Page I of8 

'" r--""" 
Back Back Ahead Ahead 

Rte Peak Peak Back Peak Peak Ahead 
District Route Suf County Pre Postmile Description Hour Month AADT Hour Month AADT 

04 505 SOL R a VACAVILLE. JCT. RTE. 80 3,000 37 500 33,500 
04 505 SOL R 1.45 VACA VALLEY PARKWAY 3 ooc 37,50C 33,50( 2,550 32,000 28,500 
04 505 SOL R 3.075 MIDWAY RD INTERCHANGE 2,55C 32,00C 28,50C 2,150 26,500 24,000 
0<1 505 SOL R 5.586 ALLENDALE RD INTERCHANGE 2 15C 26 soc 24,00( 2,300 26,000 22,800 
04 505 SOL R 10.626 SOLANO/YOLO COUNTY LINE 2 30( 26,000 22,800 
0 50'i YOL c SOLANO/YOLO COUNTY LINE 2,35C 26,000 22,800 
0 505 YOL 0.396 JCT. RTE. 128 WEST 2,35( 26,00( 22,80C 2,250 23,500 18 GOO 
0 50E YOL 4.026 COUNTY RD 29A INTERCHANGE 2,25( 23,50C 18,60( 2,200 23 000 18,400 
0 50~ YOL 6.534 COUNTY RD 27 INTERCHANGE 2,20C 23,000 18,400 1,950 21,200 18 100 
0 SOF YOL 10.621 JCT. RTE. 16 1 ,95C 21,200 18,100 1,500 13,800 10,900 
0 50F YOL 13.429 COUNTY RD 191NTERCHANGE 1 soc 13,800 10,900 1,950 13,800 11,80C 
0 so~ YOL 17.447 COUNTY RD 141NTERCI IANGE 1,95C 13,800 11,800 1,700 13,000 11 ooc 
0 50F YOL 20.125 COUNTY RD 12A INTERCHANGE 1 70C 13,000 11 ,DOG 1,550 13,000 11 ,OOC 
O;J 50F YOL R 22.356 ~CT. RTE. 5 1 ,55C 13,00_(] 11 ,OOJl 
10 58C SJ 4.344 UCT. RTE. 132 EAST 3,350 36,000 32,000 
10 58C SJ 8.149 CORRAL HOLLOW RD INTERCHANGE 3,25C 36,000 32,000 3,700 39,500 35,500 
10 58C SJ 15.358 R SAN JOAQUIN/ALAMEDA CNTY LINE 1 85C 21,000 1 ( ,700 1,850 21,000 17,700 
10 sac SJ 15.34 L SAN JOAQUIN/ALAMEDA COUNTY LINE 1 85C 21,000 17,70C 

0<1 58C ALA 0.092 R SAN JOAQUIN/ALAMEDA CNTY LINE 2,200 24,900 21 000 

04 580 ALA R 1.476 GRANT LINE RD INTERCHANG E 9,300 144,000 135,000 9,300 144,000 135,000 

04 580 ALA R 5.98 R NORTH FLYNN RD INTERCHANGE 4,700 72,000 68,000 4,700 72 000 68,000 
04 580 ALA R 8.265 LIVERMORE, GREENVILLE RD 9,200 143,000 134,000 9,200 142,000 133,000 

04 580 ALA 9.68 VASCO RD INTERCHANGE 9,200 142,000 133,000 10,900 169,000 159,000 
04 580 ALA 10.689 FIRST ST 10,900 169,000 159,000 11,000 167 000 158,000 

04 580 ALA 12.5 NORTH LIVERMORE AVE INTERCHANGE 11,000 167 000 158,000 11,300 173,000 163,000 

04 580 ALA 13.219 LIVERMORE PORTOLA AVE 11 300 173,000 163,000 12,300 193,000 182,000 
04 580 ALA 14.974 JCT RTE 84 12,300 193 000 182,00_Q 11,700 184,000 174,000 

04 580 ALA 16.70 EL CHARRO RD INTERCHANGE 11,700 184,000 174,000 11,900 188,000 177,000 

04 580 ALA 17.94n TASSAJARA RD INTERCHANGE 11,900 188,000 177,000 12,900 204 ,000 192,000 
04 580 ALA 18.821 HACIENDA DR 12,900 204,000 192,000 14,000 219,000 207,000 

04 580 ALA 19.859 HOPYARD RD INTERCHANGE 14,000 219,000 207,000 11,900 188,000 177,000 
04 58C ALA 20.726 PLEASANTON, JCT. RTE. 680 11,900 188,000 177,000 13,600 187,000 176,000 

04 58C ALA R 21.42 SAN RAMON RD INTERCHANGE 13,60C 187,00C 176,00C 13,100 180,000 169,00( 

04 58C ALA R 26.228 PALOMARES/EDEN CANYON RD INTERCHANGE 13,10C 180,00C 169,000 13,100 180,000 169,00( 

04 58C !ALA R 28.74~ CROW CANYON RD/CENTER ST 13 10C 180 000 169,000 12,700 174,000 164,00( 

04 sac !ALA R 29.36~ REDWOOD RD 12,70C 174,000 164,000 14,000 192,000 180,00( 

04 58C !ALA 30.354 STROBRIDGE AVE 14 ooc 192,000 180,00C 12,800 176 000 165,00( 

04 58C !ALA R 30.807 JCT. RTE. 238 12,80C 176,000 165,000 12,100 143,000 137,000 

~1..\(~C.S : hltp://traffic-counts.dot.ca.gov/2009all/docs/Route505-980.hb.n 6/14/2011 
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AVEAP 

07 71C LA T 32.08 PASADENA, TEMPORARY BEGIN LONG BEACH 4,600 45,000 39,50( 4,60C 45,000 
MOJ 

39,500 
07 71C LA T 32.1 0~ PASADENA, DEL MAR BLVD INTERCHANGE 4,600 45,000 39,50( 6,80C 67,000 58,000 
07 71( LA T 32.1;J PASADENA, ON PASADENA AVE AT END OF NORTH 3,200 29,500 25,50( 6,80C 67,000 58,000 

07 710 LA R 32.7'l PASADENA, JCT. RTES. 134/210, 6,800 67,000 58,000 
04 780 SOL 0.68~ BENICIA, JCT. RTE. 680 3,70C 48,000 47,000 
04 780 SOL 2.015 BENICIA, SECOND ST 3,700 48,000 47,000 4,050 52,000 51,000 
04 780 SOL 2.955 BENICIA, WEST 7TH ST 4,050 52 000 51,000 4, 10C 53,000 52,000 
04 780 SOL 3.995 WEST BENICIA 4 ,1 00 53,000 52,000 4,80( 59,000 58,000 
04 780 SOL 4 .77 COLUMBUS PARKWAY 4,800 59,000 58,000 4,20( 52,000 51,000 
04 78C SOL 5.998 GLEN COVE RD 4,150 52,000 51,000 4,90( 61,000 60,000 

04 780 SOL 6.656 BENECIA, HOME ACRES AVE POC, EAST OF RTE 4 900 61,000 60,000 4,95C 61,000 60,000 
04 780 SOL 7.186 VALLEJO, JCT RTE 80 5 000 62,000 61,00( 1 ,80C 22,300 21,900 
04 780 SOL 7.44 LEMON ST 1,800 22,30( 21,90( 

i 11 ( 80!'iD so 0.486 SAN DIEGO, JCT. RTE. 5 3,950 54,000 ( 4R non 
11 (80~ IJ so 0.652 SAN DIEGO SAN YSIDRO BLVD INTERCHANGE 3,95( 54,00( 48,00( 4,850 61,000 If 58,ooo l-
11 805 so 1.805 SAN DIEGO, JCT. RTE. 905 4,85( 61 ,DOC 58,00( 8,100 110,000 j.Q!'I,OOO ~')A,OCC' 
11 805 so 2.897 SAN DIEGO, PALM AVE INTERCHANGE 8,10( 110,000 108,00( 10,800 145,000 ']A8':000 I ~-z ,rx.-v 
11 805 so 3.654 CHULA VISTA AUTO PARI<YVAY DRJMAIN ST 10,80( 145,00( 146,00C 10,800 146,000 149 000 r'\. 
11 805 so 4.415 CHULA VISTA, ORANGE AVE INTERCHANGE 10,80( 146,000 149,00( 11 ,900 157,000 155,000 ~ 

11 805 so 6.059 !TELEGRAPH CANYON RD 11,900 157,000 155,000 13,700 195,000 199,000 
11 805 so 7.16~ CHULA VISTA, H ST INTERCHANGE 13,700 195,000 199,000 14,900 212,000 220,000 

~ 11 805 so 7.756 CHULA V ISTA, BONITA RD INTERCHANGE 14 900 212,000 220,000 16,900 240,000 237,000 
11 805 so 8.854 JCT. RTE. 54, SWEEWVATER RD 16,900 240,000 237,000 15,300 204,000 200,000 
11 805 so 10.281 NATIONAL CITY, PLAZA BLVD INTERCHANGE 15,300 204,000 200,000 15,300 200,000 197,000 eft. s 
11 805 so 11.09E SAN DIEGO, 47TH ST 15,300 200,000 197,000 15,300 208,000 208,000 )l~J 
11 805 so 12.344 SAN DIEGO, IMPERIAL AVE INTERCHANGE 15,300 208,000 208,000 16,600 225,000 227,000 ; 1--> 
11 8o~ so 12.95 SAN DIEGO, MARKET ST INTERCHANGE 16,60( 225,00C 227,000 16,800 221,000 216,00( ~.:ell! 

O:B 
11 80F so 13.507 SAN DIEGO, JCT. RTE. 94 16,80( 221 ,DOC 216,000 17,100 225,000 219 OOC ~ (l, :S: 1 
11 80e SD 13.9!: SAN DIEGO, HOME AVE INTERCHANGE 17,1 oc 225,000 219,000 17,200 222,000 218,00( >~r-

,I(! ('t ) 

11 805 so 14.641 SAN DIEGO, JCT. RTE. 15 17,20C 222,000 218,000 12,800 171 ,OOC 167,00( (~~ 
11 805 so 15.9~ SAN DIEGO, UNIVERSITY AVE INTERCHANGE 12,800 171,000 167,000 14,700 174,00( 171 DOC .J__;;I't 

11 80" so 16.431 EL CAJON BLVD 14,700 174,000 171,000 14,200 174,000 174,00( ~::2v 

11 8o~ so 16.989 SAN DIEGO, ADAMS AVE INTERCHANGE 14,200 174,000 174,000 15,800 1 93,00C 192,00C ~ 11 80e so 17.645 UCT. RTE. 8 15,800 193,000 192,000 16,50( 197,00C 194,00C y, 
11 80e so 18.888 MURRAY RIDGE INTERCHANGE 16 500 197 000 194,000 16,00( 195 DOC 192,000 
11 805 so 20.23 SAN DIEGO, KEARNY VILLARD INTERCHANGE 16,000 195,000 192,000 14,30( 175,000 171,000 
11 805 so 20.6 SAN DIEGO, JCT. RTE. 163 14,300 175,000 171,000 15,90( 193,000 184,000 

11 805 so 21.654 SAN DIEGO, BALBOA AVE 15,900 193,000 184,000 15,50C 189,000 185,000 
11 805 so 22.561 SAN DIEGO, CLAIREMONT MESA DR INTERCHANGE 15 500 189,000 185,000 14,200 182,000 179,000 
11 805 so 23.651 JCT. RTE. 52 14,200 182,000 179,000 15,400 202,000 196,000 

- \!:' 

)· ' 

• '~+ 
http://lraffic-counts.dot.ca.gov/20Q9allldocs/Route505-980.htm 6114/2011 
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04 880 !ALA 28.68 OAKLAND, 29TH/FRUITVALE AVES INTERCHANGE 14,600 226,00(: 221,00( 14,90C 230,000 225,000 
04 880 lA LA 28.934 OAKLAND, 23RD AVE INTERCHANGE 14,900 230,00( 225,00( 15,30C 237,000 232,000 
04 880 lA LA 29.8 OAKLAND, EMBARCADERO CONNECTION 15,300 237,00( 232,00( 15,200 236,000 231,000 
04 880 IAL.A 30.38 OAKLAND, 10TH/5TH AVE CONNECTIONS 15,200 236,000 231 ,OOC 14,900 231 000 226,000 

~.r:.-(1) 

04 880 ALA 31 .091 OAK/MADISON STS 14,900 231 ,000 226,000 13,400 208,000 203,000 
04 880 lA LA 31.23 OAKLAND, JACKSON/ BRDWAY CONNECTIONS 13,400 208,000 203,000 13,500 209,000 204,000 
04 880 !ALA 31.681 OAKLAND, JCT RTE 980; MARKET ST 13,500 209 000 204,000 8,30( 129,000 126 000 
04 880 lA LA R 32.79 ADELINE/UNION STS 8,400 129,000 126,000 8,30( 128,000 125,000 
04 880 lA LA R 33.21 7TH ST 8,300 128,000 125,000 7,10C 110,000 108,000 

04 880 lA LA R 34.18 R ROUTE 880 CONNECT TO S FRAN-OAKLAND BAY 3,550 55,000 54,00( 2,00C 31,000 30,50_0 
04 880 lA LA R 34.7 R WEST GRAND AVE 2,000 31,000 30,50C 2,50( 38,500 37,500 

04 880 lA LA R 34. 18 L ROUTE 880 CONNECT TO S FRAN-OAKLAND BAY 3,450 53,000 52,00( 2,05C 31,500 31,000 
04 880 !ALA R 34.7 L WEST GRAND AVE 2,050 31,500 31 ,000 1,70C 26,500 26,000 
04 880 lA LA R 35.4 L WEST JCT RTE 80 1 700 26,500 26,000 
11 90'i so 3.1S R SAN DIEGO, JCT. RTE. 5 78C 8,800 8,600 
11 905 so 3.20 R JCT RTE 5 780 8,80( 8,60( 2,35( 24,500 24,000 
11 905 so 3.544 R END EB INDEPENDENT ALIGNMENT 2 350 24,50( 24,00( 86C 8,900 8,600 
11 905 so 3.19 L SAN DIEGO, JCT. RTE. 5 860 8,90( 8,60( 2,35( 24 500 24,000 
11 905 so 3.55 L END WB INDEPENDENT AUGMENT 2,350 24,50( 24,00( 4,55C 49,000 48,000 
11 905 SD 3.55 END EB INDEPENDENT ALIGNMENT 4,550 49,00( 48,00( 4,55( 49 000 48,000 
11 905 SD 3.818 SAN DIEGO, BEYER BLVD 4,550 49,000 48,00( 5,30C 56,000 53,000 
11 905 so 4.409 SAN DIEGO, PICADOR BLVD INTERCHA NGE 5 300 56,000 53,000 5, 10( 55 000 52,000 
11 \ 965 I SD 5. 164 IJCT. RTE. 805 v 5,100 55,000 52,000 5,30( 58 ,000 56,000 

,_. 

11 90'i so T 6.434 SAN DIEGO, OTAY MESA RD 5,3QO 58,000 56,000 4,55C 53 000 53,000 
11 905 SD 10.631 OTAY MESA RD -LT 2,800 33,000 32,500 2,80( 33,500 30,500 
11 90~ SD 11.595 SIEMPRE VIVA RD 2.800 33,500 30,500 2,00( 24 500 24 300 
11 90~ SD 11.804 END ROUTE AT MEXICO BORDER 2,000 24,500 24,300 

04 98C ALA 0.009 OAKLAND, JCT. RTE. 880 5,40( 77,000 76 000 
04 98C ALA 0.702 OAKLAND, FOURTEENTH ST 5,400 77,000 76,000 4,40( 62,00C 62,000 
04 98C ALA 0.904 OAKLAND, 18TH ST 4,400 62,000 62,000 8,20( 116,000 115,000 

04 98C ~LA 2.036 OAKLAND, JCT. RTE. 580 8,200 116,000 115,000 

hltp://traffic-counts.dot.ca.gov/2009all/docs/Route505-980.htJ.n 6/14/2011 



PEAK HOUR VOLUME DATA 

Peak hour volume data consists of hourly volume relationships and data location. 
The hourly volumes are expressed as a percentage of the Annual Average Daily 
Traffic (AADT). The percentages are shown for both the AM and the PM peak 
periods. 

The principle data described here are theUS factorTth~and their product 
(KD). The K factor is the percentage of AADT during the peak hour for both 
directions of travel. The D factor is the percentage of the peak hour travel in the 
peak direction. KD multiplied with the AADT gives the one way peak period 
directional flow rate or the design hourly volume (DHV). The design hourly 
volume is used for either Operational Analysis or Design Analysis. Refer to the 
2000 Highway Capacity Manual for more details. 

Following is a glossary of terms used in this listing of peak hour volume data: 

Dir 

AADT 

AM Peak 

cs 

co 

D 

DAY 

DDHV 

Dl 

HR 

Indicates direction of travel for peak volume 

Annual Average Daily Traffic in vehicles per day (vpd). 

Represents the morning peak period for traffic analysis 

Control Station Number, Caltrans identification number for 
monitoring site. 

County abbreviation used by Caltrans 

D factor. The percentage of traffic in the peak direction during the 
peak hour. Values in this book are derived by dividing the measured 
PHV by the sum of both directions of travel during the peak hour. 

Day of week for the peak volume. 

The directional design hour volume, in vehicles per hour (vph) 
DDHV=AADTxKxD. See equation (8-1) on page 8-11 of the 2000 
Highway Capacity Manual. 

Caltrans has twelve transportation districts statewide. This 
abbreviation identifies the district in which the count station is 
located. 

The ending time for the peak hour volume listed. The volume 
observed fro 1 to 2 would be recorded as 2. 
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PEAK HOUR VOLUME DATA 
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PM PEAK 
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Short Report Page 1 of 1 

SHORT REPORT 
General Information Site Information 

~nalyst USA/ Intersection PALM A V./1-805 S8 RAMPS 
~gency or Co. SAND/EGO Area Type All other areas 
Date Performed 06121111 Jurisdiction SAN DIEGO 
lfime Period AM PEAK HOUR Analysis Year EXISTING 2010 

Volume and Timing Input 
EB WB NB SB 

LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT 

Num. of Lanes 0 2 1 2 2 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 

Lane group T R L T L LTR R 

!l{olume (vph) 890 172 222 292 645 2 571 
%Heavy veh 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 
PHF 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 
~ctuated (PIA) A A A A A A A 
Startup lost time 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 
Ext. eft. green 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 
Arrival type 5 5 5 5 4 4 4 

Unit Extension 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 

Ped/Bike/RTOR Volume 10 0 10 10 50 

Lane Width 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 

Parking/Grade/Parking N 0 N N 0 N N N N 0 N 

Parking/hr 

Bus stops/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Unit Extension 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 

Phasing WB Only Thru & RT 03 04 SB Only 06 07 08 

Timing 
G = 19.0 G = 41.0 G= G= G = 45.0 G= G= G= 
Y= 4. 2 y = 4.6 Y= Y= y = 4.6 Y= Y= Y= 

Duration of Analysis (hrs = 0.25 Cycle Lenqth C = 118.4 

Lane Group Capacity, Control Delay, and LOS Determination 
EB WB NB SB 

Adj. flow rate 989 191 247 324 430 364 504 

Lane group cap. 1228 577 552 2024 673 660 602 

v/c ratio 0.81 0.33 0.45 0. 16 0.64 0.55 0.84 

Green ratio 0.35 0.35 0.16 0.54 0.38 0.38 0.38 

Unit. delay d1 35.1 28.6 45.0 13.6 30.0 28.8 33.4 

Delay factor k 0.35 0.11 0. 11 0.1 1 0.22 0.15 0. 37 

lncrem. delay d2 4.0 0.3 0.6 0.0 2.0 1.0 10.1 

PF factor 0.647 0.647 0. 873 0. 210 0.915 0.915 0.915 

Control delay 26.7 18.8 39.8 2.9 29.5 27.3 40.6 

Lane group LOS c 8 D A c c D 

Apprch . delay 25.5 18.9 33.2 

Approach LOS c 8 c 
lntersec. delay 27.5 Intersection LOS c 

HCS2000™ Copyright© 2000 University of Florida, All Rights Reserved Version 4. If 
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Short Report Page 1 of 1 

SHORT REPORT 
General Information Site Information 

fAnalyst USA/ Intersection PALM AV./1-805 SB RAMPS 
fAgency or Co. SAND/EGO Area Type All other areas 
Date Performed 06121111 Jurisdiction SAN DIEGO 
!Time Period PM PEAK HOUR Analysis Year EXISTING 2010 

Volume and Timing Input 
EB WB NB SB 

LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT 

Num. of Lanes 0 2 1 2 2 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 

Lane group T R L T L LTR R 

i\lolume (vph) 897 144 374 464 1004 1 771 
% Heavy veh 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 

PHF 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 
fActuated {P/AJ A A A A A A A 
Startup lost time 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 
Ext. eff. green 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 
~rival type 5 5 5 5 4 4 4 

Unit Extension 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 

Ped/Bike/RTOR Volume 10 5 0 10 10 50 

Lane W idth 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 

Parking/Grade/Parking N 0 N N 0 N N N N 0 N 

Parking/hr 

Bus stops/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Unit Extension 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 

Phasing WB Only Thru & RT 03 04 SB Only 06 07 08 

!Timing 
G = 21 .0 G = 40.0 G= G= G = 46.0 G= G = G= 
Y = 4.2 Y = 4.6 Y= Y = y = 4.6 Y= Y= Y= 

Duration of Analysis (hrs = 0.25 Cycle LenQth C = 120.4 

Lane Group Capacity, Control Delay, and LOS Determination 
EB WB NB SB 

fA.dj . flow rate 997 160 416 516 670 655 593 

Lane group cap . 1178 540 599 2022 676 655 605 

r.;Jc ratio 0.85 0.30 0.69 0.26 0.99 1.00 0.98 

Green ratio 0.33 0.33 0.17 0.54 0.38 0.38 0.38 

Unit. delay d1 37.3 29.8 46.7 14.7 37.0 37.2 36.7 

Delay factor k 0.38 0.11 0.26 0.11 0.49 0.50 0.48 

lncrem. delay d2 5.9 0.3 3.5 0.1 32.3 35.2 31.5 

PF factor 0.668 0.668 0.859 0.213 0.913 0.913 0.913 

Control delay 30.9 20.2 43.6 3.2 66.1 69.1 65.0 

Lane group LOS c c D A E E E 

Apprch. delay 29.4 21 .2 66.8 

Approach LOS c c E 

lntersec. delay 45.4 Intersection LOS D 

HCS2000™ Copyright 0 2000 Umversity of Florida, All Rights Reserved Version 4.1 f 
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Palm Avenue Bridge Widening 

Counts: 
Existing Counts from April 2010 
1-805 Managed Lanes South Volumes (2005/2006) 
Balanced Volumes Based On Above Sources 

PalmAvenue - 22,570 

...... 
t::: ..-

Main Street ~ 

;:: !:: ~ 
lO N <0 - 292/464 

) t \ ,.-222/374 

890/897-

172/144' 

IP'IB n Kimley-Horn 
~-U and Associates, Inc. 

K:\7P.ANS\Og527901 4\.Cigutes\Ex,sling Volumes.ai 

0 
0 
N 
N 
N 

Main Street 

NOT TO SCALE 

FIGURE X-X 

Existing Volumes 



LOCATION: ; ; RTE 805 SB -@ PALM AVENUE 

CALTRANS C8; Ve·rsiori 3 DATE: 11/07/08 PAGE 1 
F PAGE 

FOC LONG FAILURE 

FOD SHORT .FAILURE 

FOE _] 0 

F6F I s 

FCO 3 I 
FCl 3 I 
FC2 10 I 

FCA 0.0! 

FCB ·a.o! 
FCC 0.0. 

FCD 0.0 

FDO TB SELECT- 1 

FD3 PED SELECT 0 

FD4 7 WIRE 0 

FDS PERMISSIVE .o 
~~9S SEEKING 1 

--

COS FLASH TYPE 

NOTES: 35 :MPH CC2 DOWNLOAD 

· ENTRIES IN THESE LOCAPIO.NS CAN BE CEUUVGED IN CC1 FLASH- ONLY ~~~ 

('; 0 0 -
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LOCATION: RTE 805 SB @ PALM AVENUE 

CALTRANS C8 Version 3 

C PAGE 

~CONTROL PLANS 

0 CYCLE LENGTH 
1 FZ1 GRN FCTR 
2 

3 FZ3 GRN FCTR 

4 FZ4 GRN FCTR 

5 FZS GRN FCTR 

6 

7 FZ 7 GRN FCTR 

_8 FZB GRN FCTR 

9-MULTI CYCLE 
A OFFSET A 

B OFFSET B 

C OFFSET C 

D FZ 3 EXT 
E Fz- 7 EXT 

F OFFSET INTRPT 

COl MANUAL CP 

C02 MASTER CP 

1 2 3 4 5 

C03 CURRENT CP 

C04 LAST CP 

C07 TRNSMT CP 

SYSTEM MASTER; 

NB PALM 

COD MANUAL OFFSET 

CAO LOCAL CYCLE TIMER 

CBO MASTER CYCLE TIMER 

CAA LOCAL OFFSET 

CBA MASTER OFFSET 

I ,_'-----_.·, 

6 

FEATURE 

7 

. 

DATE: - 11/7/2008 

. 

8 9 

. Y-COORD 

PERM TIME 

LAG OFFSET 

FORCE OFF 

LONG GRN 

NO GREEN 

OFFSET 

LOCATION 

1 

c 

coo 

0 

. 

D 

1 

LAG PHASE 

E 

GAPOUT ·CPl 

GAI?OUT CP2 
GAi?OUT CP3 

~APOUT CP4' 

G.l\POUT CPS 

GAPOUT CP6 

GA_POUT CP7 

GAPOUT CJ?8 

GAPOUT CP9 

FLAGE 
F 1 2 3. 4 5 6 

LAG FZ~ FREE 2 •4 6 

LAG FZ CP 1 

LAG FZ CP 2 

LAG FZ CP 3 

LAG FZ CP ·4 

LAG FZ CP 5 

LAG FZ CP 6 

LAG FZ CP 7 

LAG FZ CP 8 

LAG FZ CP 9 

LAG C COORD 

LAG D COORD 

r.OORD FAZES 2 .6 

1 2 3 4 5 6 
CCB/CDB OFFSET TIMER 

CCC/CDC LAG GREEN TIMER 

CCD/CDD FORCE OFF TIMER 

CCE/CDE LONG GREEN TIMER 

CCF/CDF NO GREEN :TIMER 

·;.. 

PAGE 2 

7 8 

8 0 

1 
2 
3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

A 

B 

c 
D 

E 

F 

7 8 

0 
I II 

__..,. 



I 
LOCATION: RTE 805 SB @ PALM AVENUE 

CA·LTRANS CS Version 3 

D PAGE 

DATE' 11/7/2008 

D FLAGS E FLAGS F FLAGS 

MAX 1 2 3 <l. 5 6 7 8 MIN 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 PED 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 r- -
0 RCL RCL RCL 

1 CP 1· CP 1 CP 1 

2 CP 2 CP 2 CP 2 

3 CP 3 CP ,'3 CP 3 

4 CP 4 CP 4 CP 4 

5 ep 5 CP 5 CP 5 

6 CP 6 CP 6 CP 6 

7 · CP 7 CP 7 CP 7 

8. CPS CPB CPB 

9 CP 9 CP 9 CP 9 

A RCL 1 

B RCL 2 

c 
D 

E 

F 

12345678 12345678 12345678 

LAST POWER FAILVRE REGISTER 

E PAGE 

HOUR = 

MINUTE = 

D-A-E 

D-B-E 

RCL l = TIME OF DAY MAX RECALL . (1ST SELECT) PHASES 

(CALL ACTIVE LIGHTS) 

DAY = D-C-E 

LAST FLllSH TIME REGISTER 

HOUR = D-A-F 

MINUTE = D-B-F 

DAY = D-C-F 

('. 
"-.._/ 

RCL 2 = TIME OF DAY MAX RECALL (2ND SELECT) · PHASES 

{C~ ACTIVE LIGHTS) 

D-E-E c8 VERSION NUMBER 

D-E-F =LITHIUM BATTERY CONDITION. 

84 = BIW 

85 = GOOD 

0 
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LOCATION: RTE 805 SB @ PALM AVENUE 
CALTRANS CB Version 3 DATE: 11/01/08 
7 PAGE 

TIME OF DAY ACTIVITr TABLE 
7+EVENT+HR+MIN+ACT+"E"+ON/OFF+DOW LTS 

ON/ s M T 

HR MIN ACT OFF 1 2 3 
0 
l 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

A 
B 

c 
D 

E 

,_!: - -
ACTIVITY CODE 

1 TYPE OF MAX TERM~NATION 
2 MAX 2 
3 MAX 3 
4 COND SERV (1ST SELECT) 
5 COND SERV {2ND SEL~CT} 
6 ENERGIZE AUX OUTPUT-RED 

w 
4 

7 ENERGIZE AUX OOTPUT-GREEN 

c: 

T F 

5 6 

s 
7 

9 PAGE 120-.-;.- o or r I 

CONTROL PLAN TIME OF DAY 
9+EVENT+HR+MIN+CP+OS+E+DOW 

s M T w T F s 
IIR MIN CP OS 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 

0 

1 

2 

3 
4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

A 
B 

c 
D 
E 
F 

-----

8 ENERGIZE AUX OUTPUT-YELLOW 

9 TIME OF DAY MAX RECALL (1ST SELECT) 
A TRAFFIC ACT. MAX 2 OPERATION 
B TIME OF DAY MAX RECALL (2ND SELECT} 
C YELLOW YIELD COORDINATION 

D YELLOW YIELD COORDINATION 
E TIM~ ·OF DAY FREE OPERATION 

. F FLASHING OPERATION 

0 

PAGE 4 
9 PAGE I co9 ~ zl 

CONTROL PLAN TIME OF DAY 
9+EVENT+HR+MIN+CP+OS+E+DOW 

s M T w T. F s 
HR MIN CP OS 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 
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1 
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3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 
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B 

c 
D 
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F . 
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Short Report 

General Information 
SHORT REPORT 

Site Information 

Page 1 of 1 A 
'?
.-Gi-.. 

Analyst USAf Intersection PALM A V./1-805 NB RAMPS 
[Agency or Co. USAf Area Type All other areas 
Date Performed 06121111 Jurisdiction SAN DIEGO 
!Time Period AM PEAK HOUR Analysis Year EXISTING 2010 

Volume and Timing Input 
EB WB NB SB 

LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT 

Num. of Lanes 2 2 0 0 2 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 

Lane group L T T R LTR R 

~olume (vph) 654 966 414 919 60 4 279 
% Heavy veh 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 
PHF 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 
!Actuated (P/A) A A A A A A A 
Startup lost time 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 
Ext. eff. green 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 
[Arrival type 5 5 5 5 4 4 
Unit Extension 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3. 0 

Ped/Bike/RTOR Volume 10 5 200 10 5 0 10 
Lane Width 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 

Parking/Grade/Parking N 0 N N 0 N N 0 N N N 

Parking/hr 

Bus stops/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Unit Extension 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3. 0 

Phasing EB Only Thru & RT 03 04 NB Only 06 07 08 

lfiming 
G = 26.0 G = 59.0 G = G= G = 21.0 G= G= G= 
Y = 4.2 y = 4.6 Y = Y= y = 4.6 Y = Y = Y = 

Duration of Analysis (hrs = 0.25 Cycle Length C = 119.4 

Lane Group Capacity, Control Delay, and LOS Determination 
EB WB NB SB 

[Adj . flow rate 727 1073 460 799 179 202 

Lane group cap. 748 2789 1845 767 282 262 

'v/c ratio 0. 97 0.38 0.25 1.04 0.63 0.77 

Green ratio 0.22 0.75 0.49 0.49 0.18 0.18 

Unif. delay d1 46.3 5.4 17.4 30.2 45.6 46.9 

Delay factor k 0.48 0.11 0.11 0.50 0.22 0.32 

lncrem. delay d2 26.0 0.1 0.1 43.9 4.6 13.2 

PF factor 0.814 0.198 0.349 0. 349 1.000 1.000 

Control delay 63.8 1.1 6.1 54.4 50.3 60.1 

Lane group LOS E A A D D E 

Apprch . delay 26.4 36.8 55.5 

Approach LOS c D E 

lntersec. delay 33.4 Intersection LOS c 
HCS2000™ Copyright 10 2000 Ur.iversity of Florida, All Rights Reserved Version 4. 1 f 
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Shmt Report Page 1 of 1 
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SHORT REPORT 
General Information Site Information 

ft>.nalyst USA/ Intersection PALM AV./1-805 NB RAMPS 
ft>.gency or Co. USA/ Area Type All other areas 
Date Performed 0612111 1 Jurisdiction SAND/EGO 
lfime Period PM PEAK HOUR Analysis Year EXISTING 2010 

Volume and Timing Input 
EB WB NB SB 

LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT 

Num. of Lanes 2 2 0 0 2 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 

Lane group L T T R LTR R 

Volume (vph) 539 1336 758 1043 115 5 471 
% Heavy veh 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 

PHF 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 
Actuated lP/A) A A A A A A A 
Startup lost time 2.0 2.0 2. 0 2. 0 2.0 2.0 
Ext. eff. green 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 
Arrival type 5 5 5 5 4 4 

Unit Extension 3.0 3.0 3.0 3. 0 3.0 3. 0 
Ped/Bike/RTOR Volume 10 5 200 10 5 0 10 

Lane Width 12.0 12.0 12. 0 12.0 12.0 12.0 

Parking/Grade/Parking N 0 N N 0 N N 0 N N N 

Parking/hr 

Bus stops/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Unit Extension 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 

Phasing EB Only Thru & RT 03 04 NB Only 06 07 08 

Timing 
G = 21.0 G = 65.0 G = G = G = 30.0 G = G= G= 
Y = 4.2 Y= 4.6 Y = Y= y = 4.6 Y= Y= Y= 

Duration of Analysis (hrs) = 0.25 Cycle Length C = 129.4 

Lane Group Capacitv, Control Delay, and LOS Determination 
EB WB NB SB 

Adj. flow rate 599 1484 842 937 343 314 

Lane group cap. 558 2602 1875 780 374 349 

v/c ratio 1. 07 0.57 0.45 1.20 0.92 0.90 

Green ratio 0. 16 0.70 0.50 0.50 0.23 0.23 

Unif. delay d1 54.2 9. 9 20.7 32.2 48.5 48.2 

Delay factor k 0.50 0. 16 0.11 0.50 0.44 0.42 

lncrem. delay d2 59.3 0.3 0.2 102.7 26.9 25.1 

PF factor 0.871 0.165 0.327 0.421 1.000 1.000 

Control delay 106.5 1.9 6.9 116.3 75.4 73.3 

Lane group LOS F A A F E E 

IApprch. delay 32.0 64.5 74.4 

!Approach LOS c E E 

lnte rsec. delay 51.0 Intersection LOS 0 

HCS2000™ Copyright 0 2000 University of Florida, All Rights Reserved Version 4.1 f 

file://C:\Documents and Settings\skab.USAI\Local Settings\Temp\s2k8B.tmp 6/2 1/2011 



LOCATION: RTE 805 NB @ PALM AVENUE 
CALTRANS C8 Version 3 DATE: 11/07/08 PAGE 1 
F PAGE 

FOC LONG FAILURE 

FOD SHORT FAILURE 

FOE j_ 0 

FOF I 5 

-

FCO 3 

FCl .3 

FC2 10 
FCA 0.0 

FCB 0.0 

FCC 0.0 

FCD 0.0 

FDO TB SELECT 1 

FD3 PED SELECT 0 
FD4 7 WIRE 0 

FD5 PERMISSIVE 0 

FDB OS SEEKING 1 

COS FLASl;l. TYPE 

NOTES: 35 MPH CC2 DOWNLOAD 

ENTRIES IN THESE LOCATIONS C1lN BE CHANGED IN CCI FLASH. ONLY IBI 

r () 
~- 0 

~ 
- -. ...-

I I 



LOCATION: RTE 805 NB @ PALM AVENUE 

CALTRANS CB Version 3 
C PAGE 

CONTROL PLANS 

0 CYCLE LENGTH 

1 FZl GRN FCTR 

2 

3 F·Z3 GRN FCTR 

4 FZ4 GRN FC'rR 

5 FZ5 GRN FCTR 

6 

7 FZ7 <;;RN. FCTR 

8 FZ8 GRN FCTR 

9 MULTI CYCLE. 

A OFFSET A 
B OFFSET B 
C OFFSET C 

D FZ 3 EXT 

E FZ 7 EX1' 

F OFFSET INTRPT 

COl MANUAL CP 
C02 MASTER CP 

1 2 3 4 5 

. 

. 

C03 CURRENT CP 
C04 LAST CP 
C07 TRNSMT CP 

SYSTEM MASTER: 

NB P.A.Ll:f 

COD MANUAL OFFSET 
CAO LOCAL CYCLE TIMER 

CEO MASTER . CYCLE TIMER 
CAA LOCAL OFFSET 
CBA MASTER oFFSET 

I; \_/ 

6 7 

FEATURE 

DATE: 11/7/2008 

Y COORD 

8 9 c D. 

PERM TIME 

LAG OFFSET 

FORCE OF·F 

LONG GRN 

NO GREEN 

OFFS~T 

L00:1TION 

coo 2 

0 

LAG PHASE 

E 

GAPOUT CP1 

GAPOU:I' CP2 

GAPOUT CP3 

GAPOUT CP4 

GAPOUT CP5 

GAPOUT CP6 

GAPOUT CP7 

GAPOUT CPS 

GAPDUT CP9 

·-----· ----- --- ______ .---.J..__JL__ ______ ----·--

·PAGE 2 

FLAGE 

F 1 2 3 4 5 6 

LAG FZ FREE 2 4 6 

LAG FZ CP 1 

LAG FZ CP 2 

LAG FZ CP 3 

LAG FZ CP 4 

LAG FZ CP 5 

LAG FZ CP 6 -
LAG FZ CP 7 

LAG FZ CP 8 

LAG FZ CP 9 

LAG C COORD 

LAG D COORD ! : 

COORD FAZES 2 6 

1 2 3 4 5 6 

CCB/CDB OFFSET TIMER 
CCC/CDC LAG GREEN TIMER 
CCD/CDD FORCE OFF TIMER 
CCE/CDE LONG GREEN TIMER 
CCF/CDF NO GREEN TIMER 

0 
! " 

7 8 

8 0 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

A 

E 

c 
c 
E 

F 

7 8 
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LOCATION:: RTE 805 NB @ PALM AVENUE 

CALTRANS.~8 Version 3 

0 PAGE 

D FLAGS 

10 
K'IX 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 

RCL 

1 CP 1 

2 CP 2 

3 CP 3 ' 
4 CP 4 

5 CP s· 
6 CP 6 

7 CP 7 

8 CP 8 

9 CP 9. 

A 

B 

c 
D 

E 

F 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 
-

E FLAGS 

MIN 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 

RcL· 

CP 1 

CP 2 

CP' 3 

CP 4 

CP 5 

CP 6 

CP 7 

CP 8 

CP 9 

l 2 3 ' 5 6 7 8 

LAST POWER FAILURE REGISTER 

HOUR ~ D-A-E 

MINUTE ~ D-B-E 
DAY ~ D-C-E 

LAST FLABH TIME REGISTER 

HOUR ~ D-A.:...F 
MINUTE ~ D-B-F 

DAY ~ D-C-F 

CJ . 

DATE: 11/7/2008 

E PAGE' 

F FLAGS 

PED 1 2 3 ' 5 6 7 8 

RCL 

CP 1 

CP 2 

CP 3 

CP 4 

CP 5 

CP 6 

CP 7 

CP -8 

CP 9 

RCL ·1 

RCL 2 

l 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 

RCL 1 ~ TIME OF DAY MAX RECALL (1ST SELECT) PHASES 

(CALL- ACTiVE LIGHTS) 

RCL 2 ~ TIME OF DAY MAX RECALL (2ND SELECT) PHASES 

{CALL ACTIVE LIGHTS) 

D-E-E = CB VERSION NUMBER 

D-E-F = LITI{IUM BATTERY CONDITION 

84 =BAD 

85 = GOOD 

0 
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r· 
.LOCATION: ·- RTE 80"5 NB @ PAL11 AVENUE 
CJl...LTRANS CB-..:Version 3 DATE: 11/7/08 

7 PAGE 

TIME OF-DAY -ACTIVITY TABLE 

7+EVENT+HR+MIN+ACT+"E"+ON/OFF+DOW LTS 
ON/ s M T 

HR MIN ACT OFF .1 2 3 
0 15 00 2 ON/ 2 3 

1 19 00 2 1 2 3 

2 15 01 3 ON/ 1 
3 21 00 3 1 2 3 

4 

.5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

A 
8 

c 
D 
E 

,_F I - - L__ 

ACTIVITY .CODE 

1 TYPE OF MAX TERMINATION 
2 MAX 2 

3 MAX 3 

4 COND SERV (1ST SELECT) 
5 COND"SERV {2ND SELECT) 

6 ENERGIZE AUX OUTPUT-RED 

w 
4 
4· 

4 

4 

7 ENERGIZE AUX OUTPUT-GREEN 

r': 
'-• 

--------

-!-

T F 

5 6 

5 6 

5 6 

6 

5 6 

. 

s 
7 

7 

7 

7 

.9 PAGE ico9 ;. --o or 1 I 

CONTROL PLAN TIME OF DAY 
9+EVENT+HR+MIN+CP+OS+E+DOW 

s M T w T F s 
HR MIN CP OS 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 

0 

1 

2 / 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

A 

B 

c 
D 

E 

F 
...... ' 

8 ENERGIZE AUX OUTPUT-YELLOW 

9 TIME OF DAY MAX RECALL (1ST SELECT) 
A TRAFFIC ACT. MAX 2 OPERATION 
B TIME OF DAY ~ RECALL {2ND SELECT) 
C YELLOW YIELD COORDINATION 
0 YELLOW YIELD COORDINATION 
E TIME OF DAY FREE OPERATION 
F FLASHING OPERATION 

0 

PA?E 4-

9 PAGE ico9=--2J 

CONTROL PLAN TIME OF DAY 
9+EVENT+HR+MIN+CP+OS+E+DOW 

S M T W T F S 

HR MIN CP OS 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 
0 . 

1 
2 

3 

4 

5 -
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7 
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c 
D 
E 
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Short Report 

General Information 
SHORT REPORT 

Site Information 

Page 1 of 1 

3-A 
fi-

fA,nalyst USA/ Intersection 
PALM A VE.IDENNERY 

ROAD 
fA.gency or Co. USA/ 

fA-rea Type All other areas 
Date Performed 06121111 
!rime Period AM PEAK 

Jurisdiction SAND/EGO 
fA.nalysis Year EXISTING 2010 

Volume and Timing Input 
EB WB NB SB 

LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT 

Num. of Lanes 2 3 1 2 3 1 3 1 0 2 2 1 

Lane group L T R L T R L TR L T R 

t-.folume (vph) 508 299 203 167 510 27 435 45 194 42 38 317 
% Heavy veh 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 
PHF 0.95 0.95 0.95 0.82 0.82 0.82 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.81 0.81 0.81 
~ctuated (PIA) A A A A A A A A A A A A 
Startup lost time 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 
Ext. eff. green 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 
Arrival type 5 5 5 5 5 5 4 4 4 4 4 
Unit Extension 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 
Ped/B ike/RTOR Volume 10 5 0 10 5 0 10 5 50 10 0 
Lane Width 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 

Parking/Grade/Parking N 0 N N 0 N N 0 N N 0 N 

Parking/hr 

Bus stops/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Unit Extension 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 

Phasing Excl. Left Thru & RT 03 04 Thru & RT Excl. Left 07 08 

Timing 
G = 29.0 G = 35.0 G= G= G = 16.0 G = 21.0 G= G= 
Y= 4.4 y = 6.1 Y= Y= Y= 4.9 y = 4.4 Y= Y= 

Duration of Analysis {hrs = 0.25 Cycle Length C = 120.8 

Lane Group Capacity, Control Delay, and LOS Determination 
EB WB NB SB 

Adj. f low rate 535 315 214 204 622 33 473 206 52 47 391 

Lane group cap. 825 1547 716 825 1547 447 838 223 597 494 590 

v/c ratio 0.65 0.20 0.30 0.25 0.40 0.07 0.56 0.92 0.09 0.10 0.66 

Green ratio 0.24 0. 29 0.46 0.24 0.29 0.29 0.17 0.13 0.17 0.13 0.37 

Unif. delay d 1 41.3 32.4 20.2 37.1 34.5 31 .1 45.7 51.8 41 .9 46.0 31.6 

Delay factor k 0.23 0.11 0.11 0.11 0.11 0.11 0.16 0.44 0.11 0.11 0.24 

lncrem. delay d2 1.8 0.1 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.1 0.9 39.9 0.1 0.1 2.8 

PF factor 0.789 0.728 0.424 0.789 0.728 0.728 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.922 

Control delay 34.4 23.6 8.8 29.4 25.3 22.7 46.6 91.7 41 .9 46.1 31 .9 

Lane group LOS c c A c c c D F D D c 
fA,pprch. delay 26.1 26.2 60.3 34.3 

fA,pproach LOS c~ ,-... - c - E c 
lntersec. delay 34.9 Intersection LOS c 
HCS2000™ Copyright 0 2000 University of Florida, All Rights Reserved Version 4. 1 f 
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Short Report Page 1 of 1 
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SHORT REPORT f~ 
General Information Site Information 

fA.na lyst USA/ Intersection 
PALM A VE.!DENNERY 

ROAD fA.gency or Co. USA/ 
Area Type All other areas 

Date Performed 06/21111 
lf'ime Period PM PEAK 

Jurisdiction SAN DIEGO 
!Analysis Year EXISTING 2010 

Volume and Timing Input 
EB WB NB SB 

LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT 

Num. of Lanes 2 3 1 2 3 1 3 1 0 2 2 1 

Lane group L T R L T R L TR L T R 
Volume (vph) 416 404 384 188 309 17 804 73 150 37 84 328 
% Heavy veh 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 
PHF 0.97 0.97 0.97 0.94 0.94 0.94 0.94 0.94 0.94 0.94 0.94 0.94 
Actuated (PIA) A A A A A A A A A A A A 
Startup lost time 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 
Ext. eff. green 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 
Arrival type 5 5 5 5 5 5 4 4 4 4 4 
Unit Extension 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 
Ped/Bike/RTOR Volume 10 5 0 10 5 0 10 5 50 10 0 
Lane Width 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 

Parking/Grade/Parking N 0 N N 0 N N 0 N N 0 N 

Parking/hr 

Bus stops/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Unit Extension 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 

Phasin_g Excl. Left Thru & RT 03 04 Thru & RT Excl. Left 07 08 

lfiming 
G = 23.0 G = 35.0 G= G = G = 19.0 G = 23.0 G= G= 
y = 4.4 y = 6.1 Y = Y= y = 4.9 y = 4.4 Y= Y= 

Duration of Analysis (hrs = 0.25 Cycle Length C = 119.8 

Lane Group Capacity, Control Delay, and LOS Determination 
EB WB NB SB 

!Adj. flow rate 429 416 396 200 329 18 855 184 39 89 349 

Lane group cap. 660 1560 748 660 1560 451 925 278 660 592 555 

v/c ratio 0.65 0.27 0.53 0.30 0.21 0.04 0.92 0.66 0.06 0.15 0.63 

Green ratio 0.19 0.29 0.48 0.19 0.29 0.29 0.19 0.16 0.19 0.16 0.35 

Unif. delay d1 44.7 32.5 21.4 41 .5 32.0 30.4 47.5 47.4 39.6 43.4 32.4 

Delay factor k 0.23 0.11 0.13 0.11 0.11 0.11 0.44 0.24 0.11 0.11 0.21 

lncrem. delay d2 2.3 0.1 0.7 0.3 0.1 0.0 14.7 5.8 0.0 0.1 2.3 

PF factor 0.842 0.725 0.374 0.842 0.725 0.725 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.943 

Control delay 39.9 23.7 8.7 35.2 23.3 22.0 62.2 53.2 39.6 43.6 32.8 

Lane group LOS D c A D c c E D D D c 
Apprch. delay 24.5 27.6 60.6 35.4 

Approach LOS c c E D 

lntersec. delay 37.9 Intersection LOS D 

HCS2000™ Copyright © 2000 University of Florida, All Rights Reserved Version 4. 1 f 
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PALM AVE. 

TOTAL AM 
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Intersection Turning Movement 
Prepared by: 

..hELD DATA SERVICES OF ARIZONA, INc. 
~ S20.:J16.67<15 

10-1138-007 

TMC SUMMARY OF DENNERY RD. & PALM AVE. 

I APPROACH LANES 

ci 1 II 2 II 2 N 
"' D ~ ~w~~~ w g 
z 
z ~ ~ ;i; ~ w 
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0 
> 

~ !Co ~ N 
M M ~ PALM AVE. 

d-JDlS 
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z 

c=9 "Cb ;- ~ 
416 27 17 44 FL z 

u 

404 => ¢:::::::l 510 309 819 
f1= ~ 

~ 
& 384 .f? 167 188 355 2 ~ 

<=u D (? 
~ " M 0 

0 
~ ~ ~ LOCATION#: 10-11.38-007 

0 
> TURNING MOVEMENT COUNT 

> ~ ~ " < M 

" ~ " DENNERY RD.&. PALM AVE. 

~ 1': ~ ~ 
(Intersection Name) 

N ::: M 
Q ~ 

"' ~ 3 1 1 THURSDAY 10/14/10 

w D'Y D;rte 
z 

APPROACH LANES z 
I COUNT PERIODS I w 

c 
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Intersection Turning Movement 
Prepared by: 

~ 
iFIELD DATA SERVICES OF ARIZONA, INC. 

¥ 520.316.6745 

N-S STREET: DENNERY RD. DATE: 10114110 LOCATION: SAN DIEGO 

E-W STREET: PALM AVE. DAY: THURSDAY PROJECT# 10-1138-007 

NORTHBOUND SOUTHBOUND EASTBOUND WESTBOUND 

NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT WR TOTAL 
LANES: 3 0.5 0.5 2 2 2 3 1 2 3 1 

6:00AM 
6:15AM 
6:30AM 
6:45AM 
7:00AM 104 0 20 6 6 94 4S 33 2S 14 142 2 491 
7:15AM 123 6 33 2 6 93 55 54 39 15 131 1 558 
7:30AM 95 7 63 12 11 96 111 89 43 32 133 4 696 
7:45AM 102 9 72 17 9 96 118 99 48 50 118 10 748 
8:00AM 11S 16 27 5 13 77 146 61 52 58 151 6 727 
8:15AM 123 13 32 8 5 48 133 50 60 27 108 7 614 
8:30AM 103 12 29 12 9 63 131 48 53 26 115 6 607 
8:45AM 137 14 25 7 18 51 130 34 64 16 80 8 584 
9:00AM 
9:15AM 
9:30AM 
9:45AM 

10:00 AM 
10:15 AM 
10:30 AM 
10:45 AM 
11:00 AM 
11:15 AM 
11:30 AM 
11:45 AM 

(TOTAL NL NT NR SL ST I SR EL ET I ER WLIWTIWR TOTAL 
Volumes 902 77 301 69 77 618 869 468 384 238 978 44 502S 
Approach% 70.47 6.02 23.52 9.03 10.08 80.89 50.49 27.19 22.31 18.89 77.62 3.49 
AppiDepart 1280 I 990 764 I 699 1721 I 838 1260 I 2498 

AM Peak Hr Begins at: 730 AM 

PEAK 
Volumes 

1
435 45 194 I 42 38 317 I 508 299 203 

1
167 510 

64.54 6.68 28.78 10.58 9.57 79.85 50.30 29.60 20.10 23.72 72.44 
27 I 
3.84 

2785 
Approach o/o 

PEAK HR. 
FACTOR: 

CONTROL: SIGNAL 
COMMENT 1: 
COM MENTZ: 

0.921 0,814 0.953 0.819 I o.931 I 



Intersection Turning Movement 

~ELD DATA SERVIcEs oF ARIZONA, INc. 
¥ 520.316.6745 

N-5 STREET: DENNERY RD. DATE: 10114110 LOCATION: SAN DIEGO 

E-W STREET: PALM AVE. DAY: THURSDAY PROJECT# 10-1138-007 

NORTHBOUND SOUTHBOUND EASTBOUND WESTBOUND 

NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT WR TOTAL 
LANES: 3 0.5 0.5 2 2 1 2 3 1 2 3 1 

1:00PM 
1:15PM 
1:30 PM 
1:45PM 
2:00 PM 
2:15PM 
2:30PM 
2:45PM 
3:00PM 
3:15PM 
3:30PM 
3:45PM 
4:00PM 181 18 36 7 15 70 151 101 101 36 77 9 802 
4:15PM 198 11 38 7 20 58 108 101 87 28 86 9 751 
4:30PM 212 17 43 8 22 85 116 110 82 39 64 4 802 
4:45PM 209 12 41 5 14 78 102 89 102 52 73 6 783 
5:00PM 173 17 36 10 29 81 89 110 92 33 82 0 7S2 
5:15PM 210 27 30 14 19 84 109 95 108 64 90 7 8S7 
5:30PM 190 13 33 4 11 64 127 116 90 32 90 4 774 
5:45PM 182 18 39 9 10 63 114 130 95 43 83 4 790 
6:00PM 
6:15PM 
6:30PM 
6:45PM 

!TOTAL NL I NT NR SL 5T SR EL ET ER WLIWTIWR TOTAL 
Volumes 1SSS 133 296 64 140 583 916 852 757 327 645 43 6311 
Approach% 78.38 6.70 14.92 8.13 17.79 74.08 36.28 33.74 29.98 32.22 63.55 4.24 
AppiDepart 1984 I 1092 787 I 1224 2525 I 1212 1015 I 2783 

PM Peak Hr Begins at 430 PM 

PEAK 
Volumes I 804 73 150 I 37 84 328 1416 404 384 1188 309 17 I 3194 
Approach% 78.29 7.11 14.61 8.24 18.71 73.05 34.55 33.SS 31.89 36.58 60.12 3.31 

PEAK HR. 
FACTOR: 0.944 0.935 0.965 0.798 I o.932 1 

CONTROL: SIGNAL 
COMMENT 1: 0 
COMMENT2: 0 



l Active Layer: Signals • 

GIS Graphic- RAMS Regiooal.QGS J 

Local Controllers 

Master Controllers 

PHASES: 12345678 

<0> PERMIT 112345678 

<1 > RED LOCK I 
<2> YELLOW LOCK -

<3> VEH RECALL L2 6_ 

<4> PED RECALL I 
<5> PEDS MEW) [2_ 4_6_8 

<6> REST IN WALK I 
<7> RED REST I 
<8> DOUBLE ENTRY I 
<9> M!IX RECALL I 

I 
I 
I 
112345678 

Lz 6_ 

1!!!11!11 
~CJ_j 

_j~ 

PHASE: 

<ll>WALK 

<1> FLASH 0/W 

<2> MIN GREEN 

<3> TYPE 3 DET 

<4>ADDNEH 

<5> VEH EXT EN 

<6> M!IX GAP 

<7> MIN GAP 

<8> M!IX EXT EN 

<9> M!IX 2 

<A> ADVANCE BUS 

<8> CALL TO PH 

<C> REDUCE BY 

<D> REDUCE EVERY 

<E> YELLOW 

<F> RED CLEARANCE 

<1> <2> <3> <4> <5> <6> <7> <8> 

f017f017f017f017 
rowrowrowro • 
~17~!7~17 - 17 
rorororororororo 
JD.OJD.OJD.OJD.OJD.OJD.OJD.OJD.O 
12.014.713.0f4.812.014.712.0f4.8 
12.014.713.014.812.014.712.014.8 
12.0 lOT 13.0 • 12.0 lOT 12.0 riR 
130145150 a l30145130130 
ro a. rororo ,• roro 
JD.OJD.OJD.O[D.O[D.OJD.OJD.OJD.O 
rorororororororo 
JD.OJOTJD.O DII JD.OfOTfM 
JD.OJOTrna • JD.OJOTfM 
[3.4f4.3[3.4[3.9[3.4f5.1[3.4[3.9 

~a rr.o aa• rr.o •• 
<F - column · tow> 

~ ~ Lr~lrl• l ~ Toggle l _j~ ~ 

<0> 111 IX rna ro.o <0> 5J1 

<1> 212U IX rna JT.B <1> &J2U 

<2> 212L IX JD.O 11.8 <2> &J2L 

<3> 213U IX JD.O JD.O <3> &J3U 

<4> 213L IX JD.O JD.O <4> &J3L 

<5> 214 IX rna ro.o <5> &J4 

<6> 315 IX rna JD.O <6> 7J5 

<7> 416U IX JD.O lf.8 <7> BJGU 

<8> 416L IX rna lf.B <8> BJGL 

<9> 417U IX fiD.O ro.o <9> BJ7U 

<A> 417L IX JD.O JD.O <A> BJ7L 

<8> 418 IX ro.o JD.O <8> BJ8 

<C> 119U IX ro.o ro.o <C> 5J9U 

<D> 319L IX ro.o ro.o <D> 7J9L 

M!IX ON ~ M!IXOFF [60 

Close I ~ I Upload I Dnload l ~ 

~~ 

IX 
IX 
IX 
IX 
IX 
IX 
IX 
IX 
rx 
IX 
IX 
IX 
rx 
IX 

rna ro.o 
JD.O lf.8 
JD.O 11.8 
ro.o [OF 
ro.o ro.o 
ro.o ro.o 
[OF ro.o 
ro.o lf.8 
JOT 11.8 
ro.o ro.o 
JOT JOT 
ro.o ro.o 
ro.o JOT 
JOT JOT 

~ 

\} 



Short Report 

General Information 
SHORT REPORT 

Site Information 

Page 1 of 1 
-"<' f;.. 
~"'-

Intersection 
OTA Y MESA RO!OCEAN 

Analyst USAf VIEW HILLS 
Agency or Co. USAf lA.rea Type All other areas 
Date Performed 06/20/11 

Jurisdiction 
NO MITIGATION/CAL TRANS 

Time Period AM PEAK HOUR LANES 
Analysis Year EXISTING 2009 

Volume and Timing Input 
EB WB NB SB 

LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT 

Num. of Lanes 2 3 1 2 3 1 2 2 1 2 1 2 

Lane group L T R L T R L T R L T R 

Volume (vph} 55 2525 184 22 1159 40 178 74 94 167 76 108 
% Heavy veh 5 10 5 5 10 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 

PHF 0.93 0.93 0.93 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.82 0.82 0.82 0.85 0.85 0.85 
16_ctuated (P/A} A A A A A A A A A A A A 
Startup lost time 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 
Ext. eff. green 2.0 3.0 2.0 2.0 3.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 
!Arrival type 5 5 5 5 5 5 4 4 4 4 4 4 
Unit Extension 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 
Ped/Bike/RTOR Volume 10 5 0 10 5 0 10 5 0 10 5 0 
Lane Width 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 

Parking/Grade/Parking N 0 N N 0 N N 0 N N 0 N 

Parking/hr 

Bus stops/h r 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Unit Extension 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 

Phasing Excl. Left Thru & RT 03 04 Excl. Left Thru & RT 07 08 

!Timing 
G = 12.0 G = 62.0 G= G= G = 15.0 G = 15.0 G= G= 
Y = 5.2 y = 6.7 Y= Y= Y= 5.2 y = 5.6 Y= Y = 

Duration of Analysis hrs} = 0.25 Cycle Length C = 126.7 

Lane Group Capacity, Control Delay, and LOS Determination 
EB WB NB SB 

fA,dj. flow rate 59 2715 198 24 1288 44 217 90 115 196 89 127 

Lane group cap. 316 2463 737 325 2463 996 395 429 380 395 226 672 

v/c ratio 0.19 1.10 0.27 0.07 0.52 0.04 0.55 0.21 0.30 0.50 0.39 0.19 

Green ratio 0.09 0.50 0.49 0.09 0.50 0.66 0.12 0.12 0.26 0.12 0.12 0.26 

Unif. delay d1 52.9 31.8 19.0 52.3 21.6 7.5 52.7 50.5 37.9 52.3 51.6 36.7 

Delay factor k 0.11 0.50 0.11 0. 11 0.13 0.11 0.15 0.11 0.11 0.11 0.11 0.11 

lnc rem. delay d2 0.3 52.9 0.2 0.1 0.2 0.0 1.6 0.2 0.5 1.0 1.1 0.1 

PF factor 0.930 0.341 0.361 0.930 0.341 0.147 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 

Control delay 49.5 63.7 7.1 48.7 7.6 1.1 54.3 50.7 38.3 53.3 52.8 36.9 

Lane group LOS 0 E A 0 A A 0 0 0 0 D 0 

Apprch. delay 59.7 8.1 49.2 48.1 

Approach LOS E A D D 

lntersec. delay 44.4 Intersection LOS D 

HCS2000™ Copyright 0 2000 University of Florida, All Rights Reserved Version 4.1 f 

file:/ /C :\Documents and Settings\skab. USAI\Local Settings\ Temp\s2k 19 A. tmp 6/20/2011 



Short Report Page 1 of 1 

SHORT REPORT 
General Information Site Information 

Intersection OTA Y MESA RO!OCEAN 
fAnalyst USA/ VIEW HILLS 
fAgency or Co. USA/ fArea Type All other areas 
Date Performed 06120/11 

Jurisdiction NO MITIGA T/ONICAL TRANS 
n-ime Period PM PEAK HOUR LANES 

!Analysis Year EXISTING 2009 

Volume and Timing Input 
EB WB NB SB 

LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT 

Num. of Lanes 2 3 1 2 3 1 2 2 1 2 1 2 

Lane group L T R L T R L T R L T R 

Volume (vph) 160 1714 122 72 2668 204 136 58 37 80 41 87 
% Heavy veh 5 10 5 5 10 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 

PHF 0.89 0.89 0.89 0.88 0.88 0.88 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.88 0.88 0.88 
Actuated (P/A) A A A A A A A A A A A A 
Startup lost time 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 
Ext. eff. green 2.0 3.0 2.0 2.0 3.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 
Arrival tme 5 5 5 5 5 5 4 4 4 4 4 4 
Unit Extension 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 
Ped/Bike/RTOR Volume 10 5 0 10 5 0 10 5 0 10 5 0 
Lane Width 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 

Parking/Grade/Parking N 0 N N 0 N N 0 N N 0 N 

Parking/hr 

Bus stops/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Unit Extension 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 

Phasing Excl. Left Thru & RT 03 04 Excl. Left Thru & RT 07 08 

n-iming 
G = 12.0 G = 70.0 G= G = G = 12.0 G = 12.0 G = G= 
y = 5.2 y = 6.7 Y= Y= y = 5.2 Y= 5.6 Y= Y = 

Duration of Analysis hrs = 0.25 Cycle Length C = 128.7 

Lane Group Capacity, Control Delay, and LOS Determination 
EB WB NB SB 

IAdj . flow rate 180 1926 137 82 3032 232 151 64 41 91 47 99 

Lane group cap. 311 2732 820 320 2732 1040 311 338 337 311 178 596 

v/c ratio 0.58 0.70 0. 17 0.26 1.11 0.22 0.49 0.19 0.12 0.29 0.26 0.17 

Green ratio 0.09 0.55 0.54 0.09 0.55 0.69 0.09 0.09 0.23 0.09 0.09 0.23 

Unif. delay d1 55.9 21.2 14.7 54.2 28.8 7.3 55.4 53.9 39.3 54.4 54.2 39.7 

Delay factor k 0.17 0.27 0.11 0.11 0.50 0.11 0.11 0.11 0.11 0.11 0.11 0.11 

lncrem. delay d2 2.7 0.8 0.1 0.4 55.4 0.1 1.2 0.3 0.2 0.5 0.8 0.1 

PF factor 0.931 0.180 0.205 0.931 0.321 0.161 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 

Control delay 54.8 4.6 3.1 50.9 64.6 1.3 56.6 54.1 39.4 54.9 55.0 39.8 

Lane group LOS 0 A A 0 E A E 0 0 0 E 0 

Apprch . delay 8.6 59.9 53.2 48.6 

Approach LOS A E 0 0 

lntersec. delay 40.2 Intersection LOS 0 

HCS2000™ Copyright © 2000 University of Florida, All Rights Reserved Version 4.1 f 

file:I/C:\Documents and Settings\skab.USAI\Local Settings\Temp\s2k1A6.tmp 6/20/2011 



Intersection Turning Movement 
Prepared by: 

~eLu DATA SeRvtces oF ARIZONA, INC. 
'4!f"i' S:ZO.M~.6N!l-

Project#: 09-5170-012 

TMC SUMMARY OF OCEAN VIEW HILLS PKWY. & OTA Y MESA RD. (SR-905) 

APPROACH LANES 

OTAY MESA RD. (SR·905) 

~ 
<== 
~ 

APPROACH LANES 

AM 

40 

1159 

22 

N 

D 

OTAY MESA RD. {SR-905) 

MD PM TOTAL 
~ 

~ 
0 204 244 

0 2668 3827 

0 72 94 

LOCATION#: 

TURNING MOVEMENT COUNT 

'IEW HILLS PKWY. & OTAY MESA RD.! 
(Intersection Name) 

WEDNESDAY 
Dey 

COUNT PERIODS 

AM 
NOON 

PM 

700AM 

400PM 

12/09/09 

Dot' 

900AM 

600PM 

AM PEAK HOUR 730 AM 

NOON PEAK HOUR DAM 

PM PEAK HOUR 430 PM 

4 



Intersection Turning Movement 
Prepared by: 

~ELD DATA SERVICES OF ARIZONA, INc. 
~ 520.316.5'745 

N-S STREET: OCEAN VIEW H!LLS PKWY. DATE: 1210~109 LOCATION: SAN DIEGO 

E-W STREEf: OTAY MESARD:(SR-905) DAY: WEDNESDAY PROJECT# 09-S170-012 

NORTHBOUND SOUTHBOUND EASTBOUND WESTBOUND 

NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT WR TOTAL 
LANES: 2 2 1 1 2 1 2 3 1 2 3 1 

6:00AM 
6:1S AM 
6:30AM 
6:4S AM 
7:00AM 1S 7 6 18 0 32 14 S42 13 7 280 9 943 
7:15AM 28 3 s 20 1 29 8 SS7 16 5 287 8 967 
7:30AM 34 10 12 30 7 27 11 659 21 4 280 6 1101 
7:45AM 45 18 28 44 22 31 7 721 43 8 291 10 1268 
8:00AM 48 25 30 47 32 28 12 637 55 5 312 10 1241 
8:15AM 51 21 24 46 15 22 25 508 6S 5 276 14 1072 
8:30AM 40 23 19 38 11 25 19 503 47 7 318 11 1061 
8:45AM 33 17 17 26 8 20 13 492 30 3 315 7 981 
9:00AM 
9:15AM 
9:30AM 
9:4S AM 

10:00 AM 
10:15 AM 
10:30 AM 
10:45 AM 
11:00 AM 
11:15 AM 
11:30 AM 
11:45 AM 

TOTAL NL NT NR SLISTISR EL Ef ER WL I WT WR TOTAL 
Volumes 294 124 141 269 96 214 109 4619 290 44 2359 75 8634 
Approach% S2.S9 22.18 2S.22 46.46 16.S8 36.96 2.17 92.0S S.78 1.78 95.20 3.03 
AppiDepart 5S9 I 308 579 I 430 5018 I 5029 2478 I 2867 

AM Peak Hr Begins at: 730 AM 

PEAK 

Approach% 1
178 74 94 

1
167 76 108 I 55 2525 184 I 22 1159 

51.45 21.39 27.17 47.58 21.65 30.77 1.99 91.35 6.66 1.80 94.92 
40 I 
3.28 

4682 Volumes 

PEAK HR. 
FACTOR: 

CONTROL: SIGNAL 
COMMENT 1: 
COMMENT 2: 

0.840 0.820 0.896 0.933 I o.923 I 



Intersection Turning Movement 

..... 
~FIELD DATA SERVICEs oF ARIZONA, INc. 

..... 52().316.5745 

N-5 STREET: OCEAN VIEW HILLS PKWY, DATE: 12109/09 LOCATION: SAN DIEGO 

E-W STREET: OTAY MESA RD,(SR-905) DAY: WEDNESDAY PROJECT# 09-5170'012' 

NORTHBOUND SOUTHBOUND EASTBOUND WESTBOUND 

NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT WR TOTAL 
LANES: 2 2 1 1 2 1 2 3 1 2 3 1 

1:00PM 
1:15PM 
1:30 PM 
1:45 PM 
2:00 PM 
2:15PM 
2:30 PM 
2:45PM 
3:00 PM 
3:15PM 
3:30PM 
3:45 PM 
4:00PM 32 8 15 24 8 26 29 417 32 18 593 32 1234 
4:15PM 37 12 10 22 9 22 37 430 31 12 620 38 1280 
4:30 PM 34 9 7 17 9 20 25 507 27 15 624 43 1337 
4:45 PM 37 15 12 23 11 25 43 441 34 20 662 52 1375 
S:DD PM 28 17 9 18 13 21 52 374 30 14 636 45 1257 
5:15 PM 37 17 9 22 8 21 40 392 31 23 746 64 1410 
5:30PM 25 20 6 20 8 18 34 384 23 17 601 46 1202 
5:45 PM 31 13 10 16 10 18 30 367 30 12 578 35 1150 
6:00 PM 
6:15 PM 
6:30PM 
6:45PM 

!TOTAL NL I NT I NR SLISTISR ELIETIER WL I WT I WR TOTAL 
Volumes 261 111 78 162 76 171 290 3312 238 131 5060 3SS 10245 
Approach% 58,00 24,67 17,33 39,61 1858 4L81 7,55 86,25 6,20 2,36 9L24 6AD 
AppiDepart 450 I 756 409 I 445 3840 I 3552 5546 I 5492 

PM Peak Hr Begins at: 430 PM 

PEAK 
Volumes 
Approach % 

PEAK HR. 
FACTOR: 

CONTROL: 
COMMENT 1: 
COMMENT 2: 

1
136 ss 37 I so 41 87 

1
160 1714 122 I 72 2668 204 I 5379 

58,87 25,11 16,02 38.46 19.71 4L83 8,02 85,87 6,11 2AS 90,63 6,93 

SIGNAL 
0 
0 

0,902 0,881 0.893 0,884 I o,9s4 I 



I ; 

' ' 

LOCATION: RTE 905 @ CALIENTE AVE./OCEAN VIEW HILLS PARKWAY 

CALTRANS CB 

F PAGE 
Version 3 DATE: 2/14/11 

NOTES: 50 MPH 

("::· 
·_/ 

PHASE TIMING 

4 

ENTRIES IN TlfESE LOCATIONS CAN BE CHANGED IN CCI FLASH ONLY ffiillffi 

0 

~-----~-----

PAGE l 

FOC LONG FAILURE 

FOD SHORT FAILURE 

FOE I 0 

FOF I 5 

FCO 3 

FC1 3 

FC2 10 

FCA 0.0 

FCB 0.0 

FCC 0.0 

FCD 0.0 

FDO TB SELECT 1 

FD3 PED SELECT 0 

FD4 7 WIRE 0 

FD5 PERMISSIVE 0 

FDB OS SEEKING 1 

COS FLASH TYPE 

CC2 DOWNLOAD 1 

0 ~~ 
~ 

---··· '---~-------~---------------------------------< 



LOCATJON: RTE 905 @ CALIENTE AVE. /OCEAN VIEW HILLS PARKWAY 

CAL TRANS C8 Version 3 DATE: 2/14/2011 

c PAGE 

CONTROL PLANS Y-COORD 

E 
0 CYCLE LENGTH 
1 FZr. GRN FCTR 
2 ' 
3 FZ3 GRN FCTR 

4 FZ4 GRN FCTR 

5 FZ5 GRN FCTR 
6 .. 

7 FZ7 GRN FCTR 

8 FZB GRN FCTR 

9 MULTI CYCLE 
A OFFSET A 
B OFFSET B 

C OFFSET C 

D FZ 3 EX'f 

E FZ 7 EXT 

F OFFSET INTRPT 

COl MANUAL CP 
C02 MASTER CP 

1 2 3 4 5 6 

FEATURE 

SYSTEM MASTER: C03 CURRENT CP 
C04 LAST CP OTAY MESA RD. TEMP. 

CO 7 TRNSMT CP 
COD MANUAL OFFSET 
CAO LOCAL CYCLE TIMER 

CEO MASTER CYCLE TIMER 

7 

4 

5 

6 

8 

8 9 c 

PERM TIME 

LAG OFFSET 
FORCE OFF 

LONG GRN 

NO GREEN 

OFFSET 

D 

CAA LOCAL OFFSET 

CBA MASTER OFFSET coo ~ 1 

C' ·--. 0 

LAG_ PHASE 
E 

GAPOOT CPl 

GAPOUT CP2 

GAPOUT CP3 

GAPOUT CP4 

GAPOUT CPS 

GAPOOT CP6 

GAPOOT CP7 

GAPOUT CPS 

GAPOOT CP9 

-----

FLAGO: 

F 1 2 .3 4 5 6 

LAG FZ FREE 2 3 6 

LAG FZ CP 1 

LAG FZ CP 2 

LAG FZ CP 3 

LAG FZ CP 4 

LAG FZ CP 5 

LAG FZ CP 6 

LAG FZ CP 7 

LAG FZ CP 8 

LAG FZ CP 9 

LAG C COORD 

LAG D COORD 

COORD FAZES 2 6 

1 2 3 4 5 6 

CCB/CDB OFFSET TIMER 
CCC/CDC LAG GREEN TIMER 
CCD/CDD FORCE OFF TIMER 
CCE/CDE LONG GREEN TlllliR 
CCF/CDF NO GREEN TIMER 

PAGE 2 

7 8 

8 0 

1 
2 
3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 
A 
B 

c 
D 
E 
F 

7 8 

0 )>. 
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LdCATrON: RTE 905 @ CALIENTE AVE. /OCEAN VIEW HILLS PARKWAY 

c.Ai.TBA..-N:s CS Version 3 DATE: 02/14/11 

0 PAG£c: 

i 
I 

---'-
0 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

A 

B 

c 
D 

E 

F 

0 FLAGS E FL c cc 

MAX 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 MIN 1 2 3 4 

RCL RCL 

CP 1 CP 1 

CP 2 CP 2 

CP 3 CP 3 
CP _'4 ' CP 4 

-CP-5 CP 5 

CP 6 CP 6 

CP 1 CP 7 

CP 8 CP 8 

CP 9 CP 9 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 1 2 3 4 

LAST POWER FAILURE REGISTER 

HOUR = D-A-E 

MITNUTE = D-B-E 

DAY = D-C-E 

LAST FLJl...SH TIME REGISTER 

HOUR = D-A-F 

C' 

MINUTE 

DAY 

D-B-F 

= D-C-F 

AGS 

5 6 7 8 

5 6 7 8 

E PAGE 

F FLAGS 

PED 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 

RCL 

CP 1 

CP 2 

CP 3 

CP 4 

CP 5 

CP 6 

CP 7 

CP 8 

CP 9 

RCL 1 
RCL 2 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 

RCL ~ = TIME OF DAY MAX RECALL (~ST SELECT) PHASES 
(CALL ACTIVE LIGHTS) 

RCL 2 = TIME OF DAY MAX RECALL (2ND SELECT) PHASES 
(CALL ACTIVE LIGHTS) 

D-E-E = CB VERSION NUMBER 

D-E-F = LITHIUM BATTERY CONDITION 

84 =BAD 

85 = GOOD 

0 

PAGE 3 

0 )> 
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LOCATION: RTE 905 @ CALIENTE AVE. /OCEAN VIEW HILLS PARKWAY 

CALTRANS CB Version 3 DATE: 02/14/11 

7 PAGE 9 PAGE lcog ~ o or 1 I 

TIME OF DAY ACTIVITY TABLE 

7+EVENT+HR+MIN+ACT+"E"+ON/OFF+DOW LTS 

ON/ s M T 

HR MIN ACT OFF 1 2 3 
0 07 30 2 ON 2 3 

1 09 30 2 OFF 2 3 

2 15 30 2 ON 2 3 

3 17 00 2 OFF 2 3 
4 

5 

6 
7 

8 

9 

A 
B 

c 
D 

E 

F 

ACTIVITY CODE 
1 TYPE OF MAX TERMINATION 

2 MAX 2 

3 MAX 3 

4 COND SERV (1ST: SELECT) 
5 COND SERV (2ND SELECT) 
6 ENERGIZE AUX OUTPUT-RED 

w 
4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

7 ENERGIZE AUX OUTPUT-GREEN 

:~ 
.'~ 

c 

T F s 
5 6 7 

5 6 

5 6 

5 6 

5 6 

CONTROL PLAN TIME OF DAY 

9+EVENT+HR+MIN+CP+OS+E+DOW 

s M T w T F s 
HR MIN CP OS 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 

0 
1 . 

2 

3 
4 

5 

6 
7 
8 
9 

A 
B 

c 
D 
E 
F 

8 ENERGIZE AUX OUTPUT-YELLOW 

9 TIME OF DAY MAX RECALL (1ST SELECT) 

A TRAFFIC ACT. MAX 2 OPERATION 
B TIME OF DAY MAX RECALL {2ND SELECT) 
C YELLOW YIELD COORDINATION 
D YELLOW YIELD COORDINATION 

E TIME OF DAY FREE OPERATION 

F FLASHING OPERATION 

0 
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Short Report Page 1 of 1 

SHORT REPORT 
General Information Site Information 

ft\nalyst USA/ Intersection 
OTAYMESA 

RD./CORPORATE CENTER 
ft\gency or Co. USA/ 

ft\rea Type All other areas 
Date Performed 06120111 
Time Period AM PEAK HOUR 

Jurisdiction OTA YCORPEXAM 
ft\nalysis Year EXISTING 2009 

Volume and Timing Input 
EB WB NB SB 

LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT 

Num. of Lanes 2 3 0 1 3 1 0 0 0 1 0 2 

Lane group L T L T R L R 

Volume (vph) 219 2581 2 1187 33 17 54 
%Heavy veh 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 
PHF 0.88 0.88 0.94 0.94 0.94 0.74 0.74 
Actuated (P/A) A A A A A A A 
Startup lost t ime 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 
Ext. eff. Qreen 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 
Arrival type 5 5 5 5 5 4 4 

Unit Extension 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 

Ped/Bike/RTOR Volume 10 10 5 0 10 10 5 0 

Lane Width 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 

Parking/Grade/Parking N 0 N N 0 N N N N 0 N 

Parking/hr 

Bus stops/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Unit Extension 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 

Phasing Excl. Left Thru & RT 03 04 SB Only 06 07 08 

Timing 
G = 15.0 G = 64.0 G= G= G = 20.0 G= G= G = 
Y = 5.2 y = 6.7 Y= Y = y = 5.6 Y= Y= Y= 

Duration of Analysis (hrs = 0.25 Cycle Length C = 116.5 

Lane Group Capacity, Control Delay, and LOS Determination 
EB WB NB SB 

Adj. flow rate 249 2933 2 1263 35 23 73 

Lane group cap. 410 2721 211 2721 1122 282 876 

v/c ratio 0.61 1.08 0.01 0.46 0.03 0.08 0.08 

Green ratio 0.13 0.55 0.13 0.55 0.78 0.17 0.35 

Unif. delay d1 48.0 26.2 44.3 15.9 2.9 40.5 25.5 

Delay factor k 0.19 0.50 0.11 0.11 0.11 0.11 0.11 

I ncrem. delay d2 2.6 42.6 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.1 0.0 

PF factor 0.901 0.262 0.901 0.187 0.226 1.000 0.945 

Control delay 45.8 49.5 39.9 3.1 0.7 40.7 24.1 

Lane group LOS D D D A A D c 
ft\pprch. delay 49.2 3.1 28.1 

ft\pproach LOS D A c 
lntersec. delay 35.7 Intersection LOS D 

HCS2000™ Copyright © 2000 University of Florida. All R.ights Reserved Version 4.1 f 
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Short Report Page 1 of 1 

SHORT REPORT 
General Information Site Information 

Analyst USA/ Intersection 
OTAY MESA 

RD./CORPORATE CENTER 
Agency or Co. USA/ 

!Area Type All other areas 
Date Performed 06117111 
Time Period PM PEAK HOUR 

Jurisdiction OTAYCORPEXPM 
!Analysis Year EXISTING 2009 

Volume and Timing Input 
EB WB NB SB 

LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT 

Num. of Lanes 2 3 0 1 3 1 0 0 0 1 0 2 

Lane group L T L T R L R 

!Volume (vph) 121 1714 3 2652 57 82 279 
% Heavy veh 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 
PHF 0.85 0.85 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 
!Actuated (PIA) A A A A A A A 
Startup lost time 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 
Ext. eff. green 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 
!Arrival type 5 5 5 5 5 4 4 

Unit Extension 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 

Ped/Bike/RTOR Volume 10 10 5 0 10 10 5 0 

Lane Width 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 

Parking/Grade/Parking N 0 N N 0 N N N N 0 N 

Parking/hr 

Bus stops/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Unit Extension 3. 0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3. 0 3. 0 

Phasing Excl. Left Thru & RT 03 04 SB Only 06 07 08 

[Timing 
G = 20.0 G = 67.0 G= G = G = 21.0 G= G = G = 
y = 5.2 y = 6. 7 Y= Y = Y = 5.6 Y = Y = Y= 

Duration of Analysis (hrs = 0.25 Cycle Length C = 125.5 

Lane Group Capacity, Control Delay, and LOS Determination 
EB WB NB SB 

~dj. flow rate 142 2016 3 2883 62 89 303 

Lane group cap. 508 2644 262 2644 1087 275 934 

vic ratio 0. 28 0. 76 0.01 1.09 0.06 0.32 0.32 

Green ratio 0.16 0.53 0. 16 0. 53 0.75 0.17 0.37 

Unif. delay d1 46. 4 23.0 44.4 29.2 3.9 46. 0 28.2 

Delay factor k 0.11 0.31 0. 11 0.50 0.11 0.11 0. 11 

lncrem. delay d2 0.3 1.4 0.0 47.7 0. 0 0.7 0. 2 

PF factor 0.874 0. 236 0.874 0.276 0.204 1.000 0.924 

Control delay 40. 8 6. 8 38.8 55.7 0.8 46. 7 26. 2 

Lane group LOS 0 A 0 E A 0 c 
Apprch. delay 9.0 54.6 30.9 

Approach LOS A 0 c 
lntersec. delay 35.0 Intersection LOS 0 

HCS2000™ Copyright 0 2000 University of Florida, All Rights Reserved Version 4 .1 f 
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Intersection Turning Movement 
Prepared by: 

~ELD hATA SERVICES OF ARIZONA, INC. 
¥ l>Z£Uf1~,67tH'i 

Project#: 09-5170-011 

TMC SUMMARY OF CORPORATE CENTER DR. & OTA Y MESA RD. (SR-90S) 

APPROACH LANES 

OTAY MESA RD. (SR-905) 

~ 
<;:=:=J 
-CF' 

APPROACH LANES 

AM 

33 

1187 

2 

N 

D 

OTAY MESA RD. (SR-905} 

MD PM TOTAL 

0 57 90 

0 2652 3839 

0 3 5 

LOCATION#: 09-5170-011 

TURNING MOVEMENT COUNT 

~TE CENTER DR. & OTAY MESA RD. 0 
(Intersection Name) 

WEDNESDAY 12/09/09 
Day Date 

AM 
NOON 

PM 

COUNT PERIODS 

700AM 900AM 

400PM 500PM 

AM PEAK HOUR 715 AM 

NOON PEAK HOUR 0 AM 

P~1 PEAK HOUR 430 PM 



Intersection Turning Movement 
Prepared by: 

..a. 
~ELD DATA SERVICEs OF ARIZONA, INc. 

520.316.6745 

N·S STREET: CORPORATE.CENTER DR, DATE: 12109109 LOCATION: 'SAN DIEGO 

E·W STREET: OT!l,Y MESA RD,{SR;90,) DAY: WEDNESDAY PROJECT# 09·5170-011' 

NORTHBOUND SOUTHBOUND EASTBOUND WESTBOUND 

NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL Wf WR TOTAL 
LANES: 0 0 0 1 0 2 2 3 0 1 3 1 

6:00AM 
6:1S AM 
6:30AM 
6:45AM 
7:00AM 0 0 0 2 0 9 29 541 0 1 274 4 860 
7:15AM 0 0 0 4 0 13 37 550 0 0 299 7 910 
7:30AM 0 0 0 2 0 15 41 667 0 0 277 9 1011 
7:45AM 0 0 0 3 0 10 74 723 0 0 298 7 1115 
8:00AM 0 0 0 8 0 16 67 641 0 2 313 10 1057 
8:15AM 0 0 0 10 0 25 71 SOB 0 0 269 11 894 
8:30AM 0 0 0 14 0 22 66 495 0 1 315 11 924 
8:45AM 0 0 0 12 0 20 53 482 0 2 304 8 881 
9:00AM 
9:15AM 
9:30AM 
9:45AM 

10:00 AM 
10:15 AM 
10:30 AM 
10:45 AM 
11:00 AM 
11:15 AM 
11:30 AM 
11:45 AM 

!TOTAL NL I NT I NR SL ST I SR EL ET I ER WL I Wf WR TOTAL 
Volumes 0 0 0 55 0 130 438 4607 0 6 2349 67 7652 
Approach% #### #### #### 29.73 0.00 70.27 8.68 91.32 0.00 0.25 96.99 2.77 
AppiDepart 0 I 505 185 I 6 5045 I 4662 2422 I 2479 

AM Peak Hr Begins at: 715 AM 

PEAK 
Volumes 
Approach% I 0 0 0 117 

#### #### #### 23.94 
o 54 I 219 2581 
0.00 76.06 7.82 92.18 

o I 2 1187 33 I 4093 
0.00 D.16 97.14 2.70 

PEAK HR. 
FACTOR: 

CONTROL: SIGNAL 
COMMENT 1: 
COMMENT 2: 

0.000 0.740 0.878 0.940 I o.918 I 



Intersection Turning Movement 

-4f. fiELD DATA SERVICES OF ARIZONA, INC. 
~ 520.316.6745 

N·S STREET: CORPOR!)TE CENTER DR. DATE: 12/09/09 LOCATION: SAN DIEGO 

E-W STREET: OTAY MESA RD. (SR-905) DAY: WEDNESDAY PROJECT# 09,5170.011 

NORTHBOUND SOUTHBOUND EASTBOUND WESTBOUND 

NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT WR TOTAL 
LANES: 0 0 0 1 0 2 2 3 0 1 3 1 

1:00PM 
1:15PM 
1:30PM 
1:45PM 
2:00PM 
2:15PM 
2:30PM 
2:45PM 
3:00PM 
3:15PM 
3:30PM 
3:45PM 
4:00PM 0 0 0 14 0 59 29 421 0 0 586 11 1120 
4:15PM 0 0 0 17 0 71 36 434 0 1 607 8 1174 
4:30PM 0 0 0 21 0 93 41 497 0 0 587 14 1253 
4:45 PM 0 0 0 19 0 68 33 435 0 2 668 13 1238 
5:00PM 0 0 0 23 0 62 27 383 0 0 673 17 1185 
5:15PM 0 0 0 19 0 56 20 399 0 1 724 13 1232 
5:30PM 0 0 0 15 0 41 15 397 0 1 618 14 1101 
5:45PM 0 0 0 17 0 38 18 374 0 0 591 11 1049 
6:00PM 
6:15PM 
6:30PM 
6:45PM 

TOTAL NL NT NR SL ST I SR EL ET ER WL I WT WR TOTAL 
Volumes 0 0 0 145 0 488 219 3340 0 5 5054 101 9352 
Approach% #### #### #### 22.91 0.00 77.09 6.15 93.85 0.00 0.10 97.95 1.96 
AppiDepart 0 I 320 633 I 5 3559 I 3485 5160 I 5542 

PM Peak Hr Begins at: 430 PM 

PEAK 
Volumes 
Approach % I o o o I 82 

#### #### #### 22.71 
0 279 1121 1714 
0.00 77.29 6,59 93.41 

o I 3 2652 57 I 4908 
0.00 0.11 97.79 2.10 

PEAK HR . 
. . FACTOR:. . .1 .. . 0.000 

CONTROL: 
COMMENT 1: 
COMMENT 2: 

SIGNAL 
0 
0 

0.792 0.853 0.919 I o.979 I 

r:; 



LOCATION; RTE 905 @ CORPORATE CENTER RD. 

c PAGE 1 CALTRANS CS Version 3 DATE: 
F PAGE 

12/07/09 

FOC LONG FAILURE 

FOD SHORT FAILURE 
FOE I o 
FOF I s 

FCO · 3 

FC1 3 

FC2 · 10 
FCA 0.0 
FCB 0.0 

FCC 0.0 
FCD 0.0 

FDO TB SELECT 1 

FD3 PED SELECT 1 

FD4 7 WIRE 0 

FOS PEBMISSIVE 0 

FD8 OS SEEKING 1 

COS FLASH TYPE 

NOTES: CC2 DOWNLOAD 

ENTRIES IN THESE LOCATIONS CAN BE c:IIANGED IN CC.1 FLASH ONLY llillilll 

() 
'---· 

n 
"-"""-. 0 

\fi 



LOCATiON: RTE 905 @ CORPORATE CENTER RD .. 

. . CALTRANS CS Version 3, DA1'E: 
· -G .. PAGE·~-

~ ~·. ~. . . -··· 

,. - . 

' 0 CYCLE LENGTH 

1 FZl GRN FCTR 

2 

3 FZ3 GRN FCTR 
4 FZ4 GRN FCTR 

5 FZS GRN FC'rR 

6 

7 FZ7 GRN FCTR 

8 FZ8 GRN FCTR 

9 MULTI CYCLE 
A OFFSET A 
B OFFSET B 
C OFE'SET C 

0 FZ 3 EXT 

E FZ 7 EXT 

F OFFSET INTRPT 

COl MANUAL CP 
C02 MASTER CP 
C03 CURRENT CP 
C04 LAST CP 
C07 TRNSMT CP 

1 

COD MANUAL OFFSET 

CONTROL PLANS 

2 3 4 5 6 

FEATURE 

SYSTEM MASTER: 

OTAY MESA RD. 'l'EMP. 

.CAO L09AL CYCLE TIMER 

CEO MASTER CYCLE TIMER 
CAA LOCAL OFFSET 
CBA MASTER OFFSET 

c 

. ··~ 

7 8 9 

2/10/09 

Y-COORD 

. 

PERM TIME 

LAG. OFFSET 

FORCE OFF 

LONG GRN 

NO GREEN 

OFFSET 

LOCATION 

,·~ 

r l 
-~ 

c 

coo 

0 

2 

.. ··-------· -·-----~ 

LAG PHASE 

E 

"GAPOUT CPl 

GAPOUT CP2 

GAPOOT CP3 

GAPOUT CP4 

GAPOUT CPS 

GAPOUT CP6 

GAPOUT CP7 

GAPOOT CP8 

GAPOUT CP9 

. 

FLAGE 
F 1 2 3 4 5 6 

LAG FZ FREE 2 4 6 

LAG FZ CP .1 

LAG FZ CP 2 

LAG FZ CP 3 

LAG.FZ CP 4 

LAG FZ CP 5 

LAG FZ CP 6 

LAG FZ CP 7 

·LAG FZ ·CP 8 

LAG FZ CP 9 

LAG C COORD 

LAG D COORD 

COORD FAZES 2 5 

1 2 3 4 5 6 

CCB/CDB OFFSET TIMER 
CCC/CDC LAG GREEN TIMER 
CCD/CDD FORCE OFF TIMER 

. · CCE/CDE LONG GREEN TIMER 
CCF/CDF NO GREEN TIMER 

PAGE 2 

7 8 

8 0 

1 
. 2 

3 
4 

5 

6 

7 

8 
9 

A] 
Bi 
c, 
0 

E 

F 

7 8 

0 

I 

\}Ji 
i 



; ; 

. i 
! 

LOCATION:· RTE 905 @ CORPORATE CENTER RD. 

CALTRANS CB Version 3 

D PJ?.GE 

D FLAGS E FLAGS 

MAX 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 MIN 1 2 3 4 5 6 

0 RCL RCL 

1 CP 1 CP 1 

2 CP 2 CP 2 

3 CP 3 CP 3 

4 CP 4 ·cp 4 

5 CP 5 CP 5 

6 cP·6 CP 6 

7 CP 7 CP 7 

8 CP 8 CP 8 

9 CP 9 CP 9 

A 

B 

c 
D 

E 

F 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 123456 

LAST POWER FAILURE REGISTER 

HOUR ~ D:-A-E 

MINUTE ~ D-B-E 
DAY ~ D-C-E 

LAST FLASH TIME REGISTER 

HOUR ~ D-A-F 

MINUTE ~ D-B-F 

DAY ~ D-C-F 

l; 
~· 

7 8 

' 

7 8 

DATE: 2/10/09 

E PAGE 

F F LAGS 

PED 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 

RCL 

CP 1 

CP 2 

CP 3 

CP 4 

CP 5 

CP 6 

CP 7 

CP 8 

CP 9 

RCL 1 

RCL 2 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 a 

RCL 1 = TIME OF DAY MAX RECALL (1ST SELECT) PHASES 

(CALL ACTIVE LIGHTS) 

RCL 2 'C TIME OF DAY MAX .RECALL (2ND SELECT) PHASES 

(CALL ACTIVE LIGHTS) 

D-E-E = CB VERSION NUMBER 

D-E-F = LITHIUM BATTERY CONDITION 

84 = Bl!D 

85 =GOOD 

0 

PAGE 3 

0 
I I 



~-------- ----------- -------- --- --'--'------~----

LOCATION: RTE_ 905 @ CORPORATE CENTER RD. 

CALTRANS CB Version 3 DATE: 02/10/09 PAGE 4 
7 PAGE 9 PAGE lco9 ~ 0 or 1] 9 PAGE lco9 ~ zl 

TIME OF DAY ACTIVITY TABLE 
7+EVENT+HR+MIN+ACT+"E"+ON/OFF+DOW LTS 

ON/ s M T '' 
HR MIN ACT OFF 1 2 3 4 

0 

1 
2 

3 

4 

5 . 

6 

7 

8 ·. 

9 

A 

B 

c . 

0 

E 
F !.: 

ACTIVITY CODE 

1 TYPE 9F HAX TERM:INATION 

2 MAX 2! 
3 MAX 3_ 

4 CONO SERV (1ST SELECT) 
5 COND SERV (2ND SELECT) 

6_ ENERGIZE AOX OUTPUT-RED 

7 ENERGIZE AUX OUTPUT-GREEN 

r , __ / 

T F 

5 6 

s 
7 

CONTROL PLAN TIME OF DAY 
9+EVENTtfiR+MIN+CP+OS+E+DOW 

S M T W T F S 

HR MIN CP OS 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 

0 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 . 

7 

8 

9 

A 

B 

c 
0 

E 

F 

8 ENERGIZE AOX OUTPUT-YELLOW 

9 TIME OF DAY MAX RECALL (1ST SELECT) 
A TRAFFIC ACT. MAX 2,0PERATION 
B TIME OF bAY MAX RECALL {2ND SELECT) 

C YELLOW YIELD COORDINATION 
D YELLOW YIELD COORDINATION 
E TIME OF DAY FREE OPERATION 

F FLASHING OPERATION 

_., 
\._.I 

CONTROL PLAN TIME OF DAY 
9+EVENT+HR+MIN+CP+OS+E+DOW 

s M T w T F s 
HR MIN CP OS 1 2 3 4 5 6' 7 

0 

1 

2 

3' 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

A 

B 

c 
D 

E 

F 

0 
VJ 
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Short Report Page 1 of 1 

SHORT REPORT 
General Information Site Information 

~nalyst USA! Intersection 
OTAY MESA 

RD./HERITAGE RD. ~gency or Co. USA/ 
~rea Type All other areas 

Date Performed 06120111 
!Time Period AM PEAK HOUR 

Jurisdiction OMHEREXAM 
[Analysis Year EXISTING 2009 

Volume and Timing Input 
EB WB NB SB 

LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT 

Num. of Lanes 2 3 1 2 3 1 1 1 0 1 1 2 

Lane group L T R L T R L TR L T R 

~olume (vph) 100 2235 175 39 983 91 66 29 59 213 22 72 
%Heavy veh 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 
PHF 0.81 0.81 0.81 0.96 0.96 0.96 0.74 0.74 0.74 0.82 0.82 0.82 
Actuated (P/A) A A A A A A A A A A A A 
Startup lost time 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 
Ext. eff. green 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 
Arrival type 5 5 5 5 5 5 4 4 4 4 4 
Unit Extension 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 
Ped/Bike/RTOR Volume 10 5 0 10 5 0 10 5 0 10 5 0 
Lane Width 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 

Parking/Grade/Parking N 0 N N 0 N N 0 N N 0 N 
Parking/hr 

Bus stops/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Unit Extension 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 

Phasing Excl. Left Thru & RT 03 04 Excl. Left Thru & RT 07 08 

!Timing 
G = 15.0 G = 80.0 G= G= G = 20.0 G = 21.0 G= G = 
y = 5.2 y = 6.7 Y= Y= y = 5.2 y = 6.7 Y= Y = 

Duration of Analysis (hrs = 0.25 Cycle Length C = 159.8 

Lane Group Capacity, Control Delay, and LOS Determination 
EB WB NB SB 

~dj. flow rate 123 2759 216 41 1024 95 89 119 260 27 88 

Lane group cap. 299 2480 720 299 2480 720 205 209 205 239 668 

v/c ratio 0.41 1. 11 0.30 0.14 0.41 0.13 0.43 0.57 1.27 0.11 0.13 

Green ratio 0.09 0.50 0.50 0.09 0.50 0.50 0.13 0.13 0.13 0.13 0.27 

Unif. delay d1 68.2 39.9 23.4 66.5 25.1 21.3 64.7 65.2 69.9 61.2 44.5 

Delay factor k 0.11 0.50 0.11 0.11 0.11 0.11 0.11 0.16 0.50 0.11 0.11 

lncrem. delay d2 0.9 57.0 0.2 0.2 0.1 0.1 1.5 3.7 153.4 0.2 0.1 

PF factor 0.931 0.332 0.332 0.931 0.332 0.332 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 

Control delay 64.4 70.2 8.0 62.1 8.4 7.2 66.1 68.8 223.3 61.4 44.6 

Lane group LOS E E A E A A E E F E D 

Apprch . delay 65. 7 10.2 67.7 169.7 

Approach LOS E 8 E F 

lntersec. delay 60.5 Intersection LOS E 

HCS2000™ Copyright © 2000 University of Florida, All Rights Reserved Version 4.1 f 
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Short Report Page 1 of 1 

SHORT REPORT 
General Information Site Information 

~nalyst USA/ Intersection OTAY MESA 
RD./HERITAGE RD. 

~gency or Co. USA/ ~rea Type All other areas 
Date Performed 06120111 
h'"ime Period PM PEAK HOUR 

Jurisdiction OMHEREXPM 
~nalysis Year EXISTING 2009 

Volume and Timing Input 
EB WB NB SB 

LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT 

Num. of Lanes 2 3 1 2 3 1 1 1 0 1 1 2 

Lane group L T R L T R L TR L T R 

!Volume (vph) 70 1487 67 43 2267 208 190 37 34 140 34 148 
%Heavy veh 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 

PHF 0.94 0.94 0.94 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.81 0.81 0.81 0.88 0.88 0.88 
~ctuated (P/A) A A A A A A A A A A A A 
Startup lost time 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 
Ext. eff. green 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 
V\rrival type 5 5 5 5 5 5 4 4 4 4 4 

Unit Extension 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 

Ped/Bike/RTOR Volume 10 5 0 10 5 0 10 5 0 10 5 0 

Lane Width 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 

Parking/Grade/Parking N 0 N N 0 N N 0 N N 0 N 

Parking/hr 

Bus stops/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Unit Extension 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 

Phasing Excl . Left Thru & RT 03 04 Excl. Left Thru & RT 07 08 

Timing 
G = 14.0 G = 80.0 G = G = G = 30.0 G = 30.0 G= G= 
y = 5.2 y = 6.7 Y= Y = Y = 5.2 y = 6.7 Y= Y= 

Duration of Analysis (hrs = 0.25 Cycle Lenqth C = 177.8 

Lane Group Capacity, Control Delay, and LOS Determination 
EB WB NB SB 

Adj. flow rate 74 1582 71 44 2313 212 235 88 159 39 168 

Lane group cap. 251 2229 647 251 2229 647 277 280 277 307 716 

v/c ratio 0.29 0.71 0.11 0.18 1.04 0.33 0.85 0.31 0.57 0.13 0.23 

Green ratio 0.08 0.45 0.45 0.08 0.45 0.45 0.17 0.17 0.17 0.17 0. 29 

Unit. delay d 1 77.2 39.5 28.3 76.5 48.9 31 .5 71.7 64.9 68.0 62.8 48.7 

Delay factor k 0.11 0.27 0.11 0.11 0.50 0.11 0.38 0.11 0.17 0.11 0.1 1 

lncrem. delay d2 0.7 1. 1 0.1 0.3 29.7 0.3 21.2 0.6 2.9 0.2 0.2 

PF factor 0.943 0.455 0.455 0.943 0.455 0.455 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.997 

Control delay 73.5 19.0 12.9 72.5 51.9 14.6 92.9 65.5 70.9 63.0 48.7 

Lane group LOS E 8 B E D B F E E E D 

Apprch. delay 21 .1 49.2 85.4 59.9 

Approach LOS c D F E 

lntersec. delay 42.6 Intersection LOS D 

HCS2000™ Copyright© 2000 University of Flo rida, All Rights Reserved Version 4. If 

fi le://C :\Documents and Settings\skab. USAI\Local Settings\ Temp\s2k 1 D8.tmp 6/20/2011 



Intersection Turning Movement 
Prepared by: 

hELD DATA SERVICES oF ARIZONA, INC. 
~ Sl0..::11G,67.4f> 

Project#: _:::_09::.-..::5:::1:!.7:::.0__,-0,_,1,_,0,_____ 

TMC SUMMARY OF HERITAGE RD. & OTAY MESA RD. (SR-90S) 

g 
w 

~ 
w 

" 

OTAY MESA RD. (SR·905} 

ci 

"' '" 
~ 
'" " 

APPROACH LANES 

~ 
<== 
.cs=' 

APPROACH LANES 

'M 

91 

983 

39 

N 

D 

OTAY MESA RD. {SR-905) 

MD PM mTAL 
~ 
z s 

0 208 299 

0 2267 3250 

0 43 82 

LOCATION#: 09-5170·010 

TURNING MOVEMENT COUNT 

!RITAGE RD. & OTAY MESA RD. (SR·9t 
(Intersection Name) 

TUESDAY 12/08/09 
Day Date 

AM 
NOON 

PM 

COUNT PERIODS 

700AM 900AM 

400PM 500PM 

AM PEAK HOUR 715 AM ---
NOON PEAK HOUR DAM 

PM PEAK HOUR 



Intersection Turning Movement 
Prepared by: 

• ~FIELD DATA SERVICES oF ARIZONA, INc. 
¥ 520.316.6745 

N-S STREET: HERITAGE RD. DATE: 12108109 LOCATION: SAN DIEGO 

E-W STREET: OTAY MESA RD. (SR-905) DAY: TUESDAY PROJECT# 09.5170'010 

NORTHBOUND SOUTHBOUND EASTBOUND WESTBOUND 

NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT WR TOTAL 
LANES: 1 1 0 1 l 2 2 3 1 2 3 1 

6:00AM 
6:15AM 
6:30AM 
6:45AM 
7:00AM 19 3 10 42 3 9 8 461 36 4 244 13 852 
7:15AM 14 5 16 43 5 17 17 521 39 10 235 26 948 
7:30AM 12 3 8 57 2 15 20 542 40 8 267 17 991 
7:45AM 21 12 19 65 8 21 30 701 44 8 253 25 1207 
8:00AM 19 9 16 48 7 19 33 471 52 13 228 23 938 
8:15AM 17 5 13 43 4 17 32 451 42 16 269 27 936 
8:30AM 20 7 11 37 4 20 27 432 38 11 288 21 916 
8:45AM 22 5 10 40 6 19 50 422 47 13 274 19 927 
9:00AM 
9:15AM 
9:30AM 
9:45AM 

10:00 AM 
10:15 AM 
10:30 AM 
10:45 AM 
11:00 AM 
11:15 AM 
11:30 AM 
11:45 AM 

JTOTAL NL I NT I NR SL I ST I SR ELIETIER WL I WT I WR TOTAL 
Volumes 144 49 103 375 39 137 217 4001 338 83 2058 171 7715 
Approach% 48.65 16.55 34.80 68.06 7.08 24.86 4.76 87.82 7.42 3.59 89.01 7.40 
AppiDepart 296 I 437 551 I 460 4556 I 4479 2312 I 2339 

AM Peak Hr Begins at: 715 AM 

PEAK 
Volumes 
Approach% I 

66 29 59 I 213 22 72 
1

100 2235 175 I 39 983 
42.86 18.83 38.31 69.38 7.17 23.45 3.98 89.04 6.97 3.50 88.32 

91 I 
8.18 

4084 

PEAK HR. 
FACTOR: 

CONTROL: SIGNAL 
COMMENT 1: 
COMMENT 2: 

0.740 0.816 0.810 0.953 I o.s46 I 



Intersection Turning Movement 

~ 
+{FIELD DATA SERVICES OF ARIZONA, h11c. 

¥ 52G.315.6745 

N·S STREET: HERITAGE RD. DATE: 12108/09 LOCATION: SAN DIEGO 

E·W STREET: OTAY MESA RD. (SR-905) DAY: TUESDAY PROJECT# 09-5170'010 

NORTHBOUND SOU ;HBOUND EASTBOUND WESTBOUND 

NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT WR TOTAL 
LANES: 1 1 0 1 1 2 l 3 1 l 3 1 

1:00 PM 
1:15 PM 
1:30PM 
1:45 PM 
2:00PM 
2:15 PM 
2:30PM 
2:45 PM 
3:00PM 
3:15PM 
3:30PM 
3:45 PM 
4:00 PM 33 16 11 25 4 42 15 361 25 8 508 36 1084 
4:15 PM 37 1 11 32 2 30 15 368 21 6 549 58 1130 
4:30 PM 43 7 B 27 6 37 20 393 17 10 574 56 1198 
4:45 PM 40 12 8 23 14 41 18 361 21 9 568 61 1176 
5:00 PM 61 13 7 47 7 38 17 378 9 15 544 57 1193 
5:15 PM 46 s 11 43 7 32 15 355 20 9 581 34 11S8 
5:30PM 34 3 9 25 4 13 11 334 15 s 546 21 1020 
5:45 PM 26 1 12 9 2 16 8 303 20 7 404 19 827 
6:00PM 
6:15PM 
6:30PM 
6:45 PM 

!TOTAL NL I NT I NR SLISTLSR ELIETIER WL I WT I WR TOTAL 
Volumes 320 58 77 231 46 249 119 2853 148 69 4274 342 8786 
Approach% 70.33 12.75 16.92 43.92 8.75 47.34 3.81 91.44 4.74 1.47 91.23 7.30 
AppiDepart 455 I 519 526 I 263 3120 I 3161 4685 I 4843 

PM Peak Hr Begins at: 430 PM 

PEAK 
Volumes 
Approach% 

PEAK HR. 
FACTOR: 

CONTROL: 
COMMENT 1: 
COMMENT2: 

1
190 37 34 

1
140 34 148 I 70 1487 67 I 43 2267 208 I 4725 

72.80 14.18 13.03 43.48 10.56 45.96 4.31 91.56 4.13 1.71 90.03 8.26 

SIGNAL 
0 
0 

0.806 0.875 0.944 0.984 I o.9s6 I 



LOCATION: RTE 905 @ HERITAGE ROAD 

CALTRANS CB Version 3 DATE: 03/11/11 PAGE 1 

F PAGE 

FOC LONG FAILURE 

FOD SHORT FAILURE 

FOE I 0 

FOF I 5 

FCO 3 

FCl 3 

FC2 10 

FCA 0.0 

FCB 0.0 

FCC 0.0 

FCD 0.0 

FDO TB SELECT 1 

FD3 PED SELECT 0 

FD4 7 WIRE 0 

FD5 PERMISSIVE 0 

FD8 OS SEEKING 1 
------

C05 FLASH TYPE 

NOTES; 50 MPH CC2 DOWNLOAD 1 

ENTRIES IN THESE LOCATIONS CAN HI!: CHANGED IN CC1 FLASH ONLY illillill 

0 n 6) 

r i 

' 
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LOCATION; RTE 905 @ HERITAGE ROAD 

CALTMNS:· CB Version 3 

CONTROL PLANS 
: 

0 CYCLE:'LENGTH 

1 FZl GR.N FCTR 

2 

3 FZ3 GRN FCTR 

4 FZ4 GRN FCTR 

5 FZS Gilli FCTR 

6 

7 FZ7 G~N FCTR 

8 FZB GRN FCTR 

9 MULTI'' CYCLE, 

A OFFSET A 
B OFFSET B 

C OFFSET C ' 

0 FZ 3· ;EXT 

E FZ 7 .,EXT 

F OFFSET INTRPT 

COl MANUAL CP 
C02 MA$TER CP 

1 

180 

30 

30 

30 
30 

30 

47 

0 

' 

2 3 4 5 6 

180 180 

30 30 

30 30 

30 30 
30 30 

30 30 

47 47 

0 0 

FEAT ORE 

SYSTEM MASTER: C03 CURRENT CP 
C04 LAST CP 
C07 TRNSMT CP 

OTAY MESA RD. TEMP. 

COD MANUAL OFFSET . 

CAO LOCAL CYCLE TIMER 
CEO MASTER CYCLE TIMER 
CAA LOCAL OFFSET 
CBA MASTER OFFSET 

0 

DATE: 

7 B 9 

,_ I ---I 

03/11/11 

Y-CbORD LAG PIIASE 

c D E 

GAPOUT CPl 1 

GAPOUT CP2 1 

GAPOUT CP3 1 

PERM TIME GAPOUT CP4 

L8.G OFFSET GAPOUT CPS 

FORCE OFF GAPOUT CP6 

LONG GRN GAPOUT CP7 

NO GREEN GAPOUT CPS 

GAPOUT CP9 

OFFSET 

~-------- f I __ j 

0 

;FLAGE · 

F; 1 2 3 4 5 6 

LAG FZ ,_FREE 2 4 6 

LAG FZ ,·CP 1 2 4 5 
LAG FZ ·CP 2 1 4 6 

LAG FZ CP 3 2 4 6 

LAG FZ CP 4, 

LAG FZ CP 5 

LAG FZ CP 6 

LAG FZ CP 7 

LAG FZ CP 8 

LAG FZ CP 9 

LAG C COORD 

LAG D COORD 

COORD FAZES 2 6 

1 2 3 4 5 6 

CCB/CDB OFFSET TIMER 
CCC/CDC LAG GREEN TIMER 
CCD/CDD FORCE OFF TIMER 
CCE/CDE LONG GREEN TIMER 
CCF/CDF NO GREEN TIMER 

PAGE i2 

' 
7 B 

8 '.0 

B i1 
8 '2 

B .3 
4 

5 

6 

7 

B 

9 

A 
B 

c 
D 

E 

F 

7 B 

0 <S') 



LOCATION: RTE 905 @ HERITAGE ROAD 

CALTRANS C8 Version 3 

D PAGE'• 
,;I ,, 
' ' 

nt FLAGS E FLAGS 

MAX 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 MIN 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 

'0 RCL- RCL 

1 CP 1 CP 1 5 

2 CP 2 CP 2 5 

3 CP -3 CP 3 

4 CP 4 CP 4 

5 CP 5 CP 5 

6 CP :6 CP 6 

7 CP,7 CP 7 

8 CP 8 CP 8 

9 CP 9 CP 9 

A 

B 

c 
D 

E 

F 

1 2 3 ' 5 6 7 8 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 

LAST POWER FAILURE REGISTER 

HOUR 

MINUTE 

DAY 

D-A-E 

D-B-E 
= D-C-E 

LAST FLASH TIME REGISTER 

('\ 
'-.._ .. -' 

HOUR 

MINUTE 

DAY 

D-A-F 

D-B-F 

D-C-F 

DATE: 3/11/11 

E PAGE 

F FLAGS 

PED 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 

RCL 

CP 1 

CP 2 

CP 3 

CP 4 

CP 5 

CP 6 

CP 7 

CP 8 

CP 9 

RCL 1 

RCL 2 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 

RCL 1 = TIME OF DAY MAX RECALL (1ST SELECT) PHASES 

i= ACTIVE LIGHTS) 
RCL 2 = TIME OF DAY MAX RECALL (2ND SELECT) PHASES 

{CALL ACTIVE LIGHTS) 

D-E-E = CB VERSION NUMBER 
D-E-F = LITHJ;UM BATTERY CONDITION 

84 =BAD 

85 =GOOD 

,"\ 
'--..._./ 

PAGE 3 

i 

0 ol 
_ __I 

1"11 
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LOCATION: RTE 905 @ HERITAGE ROAD 

CALTRANS C8 Version 3 DATE: 3/11/11 

7 PAGE 

TIME OF DAY ACTIVITY TABLE 
7+EVENT~-HR+MIN+ACT+"E"+ON/OFF+D<;m LTS 

ON/ s M T 
HR MIN ACT OFF l 2 3 

0 
l 

2 
3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

A 
B 

c 
D 
E 
F 

L 

ACTIVITY CODE 
1 TYPE OF MAX TERMINATION 

2 HAX 2 

3 MAX 3 

4 COND SERV (1ST SELECT) 
5 COND SERV (2ND SELECT) 
6 ENERGIZE AOX OUTPUT-RED 

w 
4 

7 ENERGIZE AUX OUTPUT-GREEN 

' 

(' 
\.!) 

T F s 
5 6 7 

... --

9 PAGE jco9 ~ o o~ 11 

CONTROL PLAN TIME OF DAY 
9+EVENT+HR+MIN+CP+OS+E+DOW 

s M T w T F s 
HR MIN CP OS 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 

0 05 DO 1 A 2 3 4 5 6 7 

1 09 00 2 A 2 3 4 5 6 7 

2 11 00 3 A 2 3 4 5 6 7 

3 20 00 E A 2 3 4 5 6 7 

4 09 00 2 A 1 

5 19 00 E A 1 

6 

7 
8 

9 

A 
B 

c 
D 
E 
F 

8 ENERGIZE AUX OUTPUT-YELLOW 

9 TIME OF DAY MAX RECALL (1ST SELECT) 
A TRAFFIC ACT. MAX 2 OPERATION 
B TIME OF DAY MAX RECALL (2ND SELECT) 
C YELLOW YIELD COORDINATION 
D YELLOW YIELD COCRDINATION 
E TIME OF DAY FREE OPE~~TION 
F FLASHING OPERATION 

r---, 
(____} 

PAGE 4 
9 PAGE [ca9-,;,-il 

CONTROL PLAN TIME OF DAY 
9+EVENT+HR+MIN+CP+OS+E+DOW 

s M T w T F s 
HR MIN CP OS 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 

0 
' 

1 ' 

2 
3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 
A - r--
B 

c 
D 
E 
F 

0 G) 
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CONSTRUCTION NOTES 
PUL! .. Jl.Or.SS ARE H0,6 AtiC:. (ONOUJT IS 2'llfi~S5S NOTED OTclERWI~t. 

1~ ALL COHOUIT SHAL...L BE IIISTAl'-ED IB"NlNIH!JM !!ELDW THE 
P.<WEI,ENT SURFACE OR 3 .. !IEI.il\1 THE 801TUH OF PAi'Er1ENT. 
\o'HICHEVER IS GREATER. 

LIICATIOI'I'..: OF AL~ ;JNOERGhOUNO Ul\LIHES AilO ~PPR!)XIH~TE. TKE 
COI!TRIICTOR SHALL DETERf!UIE T\-IE nACT LOCAT!OHS AND VERIFY 
ALL CDNDlllOHS Oil THE JOS SITE. 

THE COflTR!1CTDR SJio'ILL SUS.HIT A TRAFFIC CONTROL PLAM TO 
TllAFFJC EoiGINEEF> 151 FIVE DAYS PRIOR TIJ ST~RT OF WORV.. 

ALL lRAFFIC SIGNAL POLE FCIUUOAT!O~IS SH~Ll 1-l~VE A ]' 
CONOU!T INST.<ILLEO TO THE ~llJACENT Ft!LL 9il~ AND THE 

0 

' 
CD>iTROlLER FOUHOAlJON SHAll. HME A SPAR~ 3' CO!JDUll ffiJ 
SiliBBEO OUJ I0 TfiE AOJACE·'ll Pli\..L !lOY. FOR FlllU~E USE. 
TilE TAf•FFIC SlGNAI. CONTAACTOFI IS RE5P!ll<~.!aLE FOR THE liHOUI 
AHO ltJSH>LI_ATlOI•I OF L'.lDP' OfTECTiJi;S, TIIAHlC STRIPING, 
PME!'oEIIT WiF\KlHGs;, Po~AKIHil AF.:,IOI'fll ~liD Hl,.FlC 51Gflli1G • ~ 
!El:CEPT ·c· 5~RH!S STA.EE I llll,IE SIGNSI AS SHOll!~ m1 THESE 
F!..AI<5. llEHOVE STOP SIGN IJHEfl OIRfCTEO E;Y TRf;ffiC EtKliNEEfl. 

5tl TJ«'' LOtHilHCTllfl SH;O.LL 013T AIN THE API'fli)V~l ~F THE 

~~f~~Ef~~~~ r~~~~~~ENt ~i'kf:~~~.0~~~~r.W1fl~~~5~;s, R73-2 hl~····· ·~c••• ~ R73-6 ; ,.,i"".o:;:)i, "-~ R73-3 · -
P?'tfli<ING RE1·1CVAL AND SIGN L!iCATI!JNS PRIOR T!J PAUITUIG·>'II'ID 

Ill 

Ill 
{j] 

'" 

" 
;, 

li•!STALLATlON. 

THE ((lNTRACTOF! IS RESPDI'IS18LE FOR THE RHIDVAL 
!JF All o,mtJECESS.OA'/ '>TF!IPHIG ~NO P.OVHIHIT I'IA!'i~IIIG 
BY 5ANOSLR5liT<'G. 

COtiTRACTOR SHJ:,Ll NOT ERECT Atn 5lGI<Al STAIIDAA\JS HlJRE 
THAN THREE 131 >IEEI:S FR1\JR 10 SCHEOULEO TRAFFJE S!GHAL 
TURil ON. . 

lllS1ALL T'rFE Ill SIGNAL -'<NO L!GH'IIIlG SERVICE PER STt.TE 
STHND"RO PL.ON ES-20. PROVIDE 5~;HP CIRCUit BREAKER FOR 
SIGHAL, 3r;!t'o-2F C]RCU!T !JAEAI':ER FOR Ll~KTlHii. 
<SEE SPECIAL PROV!SIONSI 

!!<STALL 1!.73-2 S!GI·< IHIHoL• !!. 

lt!ST.o;Ll fl73·J SIGNS !TOTAL• 21. 

INSTALL R7J•E> SIGN !T01AL•IJ. 

!ill . k%~b1~~ PdJ£~1L~l'Mbl~~~.!tAOE AS fm SAN 01£!;0 AEG!ONFll 

ll<STALl C!TY FURNIS!;'ED E~IERGEJ·JCY VEHJCL~ PRE-EHPTJQI~ 
EOUIP11HI1 FER 501150 SOE-102:. 1~\JUtHING HARDWARE 
M-IO C~8LE SH~LL BE FURH!SHEO 91 THE COIHRACTOR. 

CQ~smucT FOUNO.,T!O~I PER sTATE SrANOHRO FU\11 ES-•e. 

@ 

Oj] 
INSTAll SALVAGED TYPE 170 CONTROLLER IWO 332 CA~ll.f£1. 

n•t 

l'l!LE on 
~IntUIT 

---==..=.----,.. 

cv 
8 
® 
·® IYA 

~GA 

"DLA" DETAIL 
NO SCALE 

~ 
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l:'i::::lbd Wt:\d 
~ 'LIOSOI!("' """"""" ............ , .... 
:Offl!:CT 
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Short Report Page 1 of 1 

[ - (). 

SHORT REPORT ~ 

General Information Site Information 

Analyst USA/ Intersection 
OTA Y MESA RD./CACTUS 

RD. 
Agency or Co. USA/ 

Area Type All other areas 
Date Performed 06/20111 Jurisdiction OMCACEXAM 
Time Period AM PEAK HOUR 

Analysis Year EXISTING 2009 

Volume and Timing Input 
EB WB NB SB 

LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT 

Num. of Lanes 1 3 0 1 3 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 

Lane group L TR L TR L T R L TR 

Volume (vph) 8 2370 94 69 1124 6 47 1 64 7 3 5 
% Heavy veh 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 
PHF 0.91 0.91 0.91 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.65 0.65 0.65 0.54 0.54 0.54 
16_ctuated (PIA) A A A A A A A A A A A A 
Startup lost time 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 
Ext. eff. green 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 
!Arrival type 5 5 5 5 4 4 4 4 4 

Unit Ex tension 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 

Ped/Bike/RTOR Volume 10 5 0 10 5 0 10 5 0 10 5 0 

Lane Width 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 

Parking/Grade/Parking N 0 N N 0 N N 0 N N 0 N 

Parking/hr 

Bus stops/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Unit Extension 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 

Phasing Excl. Left Thru & RT 03 04 Excl. Left Thru & RT 07 08 

lfiming 
G = 10.0 G = 80.0 G = G = G = 10.0 G = 30.0 G= G= 
y = 5.2 y = 6.7 Y= Y= Y = 5.2 Y= 5.6 Y= Y= 

Duration of Analysis (hrs = 0.25 Cycle Length C = 152.7 

Lane Group Capacity, Control Delav, and LOS Determination 
EB WB NB SB 

Adj . flow rate 9 2707 77 1256 72 2 98 13 15 

Lane group cap. 107 2577 107 2592 107 357 425 107 319 

v/c ratio 0.08 1.05 0.72 0.48 0.67 0.01 0.23 0.12 0.05 

Green ratio 0.07 0.52 0.07 0.52 0.07 0.20 0.30 0.07 0.20 

Unif. delay d1 67.0 36.3 70.0 23.2 69.8 49.4 40.3 67.2 49.8 

Delay factor k 0.11 0.50 0.28 0.11 0.24 0.11 0.11 0.11 0.11 

lncrem. delay d2 0.3 32.8 20.8 0.1 15.3 0.0 0.3 0.5 0.1 

PF factor 0.953 0.266 0.953 0.266 1.000 1.000 0.987 1.000 1.000 

Control delay 64.3 42.5 87.6 6.3 85.1 49.4 40.1 67.7 49.8 

Lane group LOS E D F A F D D E D 

IApprch. delay 42.5 11.0 59.0 58.1 

!Approach LOS D 8 E E 

lntersec. delay 33.4 Intersection LOS c 
HCS2000TM Copyright 0 2000 University of Florida, All Rights Reserved Version 4.1 f 

file://C:\Docurnents and Settings\skab. USAI\Local Settings\ Ternp\s2k1 E4.trnp 6/20/2011 



Shmt Report Page 1 of 1 

SHORT REPORT 
General Information Site Information 

Analyst USA/ Inte rsection 
OTA Y MESA RD./CACTUS 

RD. Agency or Co. USA/ 
Area Type All other areas 

Date Performed 06/20111 
Time Period PM PEAK HOUR Jurisdiction OMCACEXPM 

Analysis Year EXISTING 2009 

Volume and Timing Input 
EB WB NB SB 

LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT 

Num. of Lanes 1 3 0 1 3 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 

Lane group L TR L TR L T R L TR 

!Volume (vph) 10 1558 98 53 2297 4 124 4 100 8 4 11 
% Heavy veh 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 
PHF 0.93 0.93 0. 93 0.89 0.89 0.89 0.85 0.85 0.85 0.72 0.72 0.72 
fA.ctuated (P/A) A A A A A A A A A A A A 
Startup lost time 2.0 2. 0 2.0 2. 0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 
Ext. eff. Qreen 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 
fA.rrival type 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 

Unit Extension 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 
Ped/Bike/RTOR Volume 10 5 0 10 5 0 10 5 0 10 5 0 

Lane Width 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 

Parking/Grade/Parking N 0 N N 0 N N 0 N N 0 N 

Parking/hr 

Bus stops/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Unit Extension 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 

Phasing Excl. Left Thru & RT 03 04 Excl. Left Thru & RT 07 08 

!Timing 
G = 15.0 G = 80.0 G= G= G = 20.0 G = 20.0 G = G= 
Y = 5.2 y = 6.7 Y= Y= Y= 5.2 Y = 6.6 Y= Y= 

Duration of A nalysis (hrs = 0.25 Cycle Length C = 158.7 

Lane Group Capacity, Control Delav, and LOS Determination 
EB WB NB SB 

~dj . flow rate 11 1780 60 2585 146 5 118 11 21 

Lane group cap. 155 2470 155 2496 207 229 177 207 198 

v/c ratio 0.07 0.72 0.39 1.04 0.71 0.02 0.67 0.05 0.11 
~ ~ ,~ --.~~ -C::~ =ci 

0.50 
= -- -- ~ 

0. {3 Gree n ratio 0.09 . 0. 09 0.50 0.13 0.13 0.13 0.13 

Unif. delay d1 65.5 30.6 67.5 39.3 66.5 60.8 66.2 61.0 61 .4 

Delay factor k 0.11 0.28 0.11 0.50 0.27 0.11 0.24 0.11 0.11 

lncre m. delay d2 0.2 1. 1 1.6 28.0 10.4 0.0 9.2 0.1 0.2 

PF factor 0.930 0.322 0.930 0.322 0.904 0.904 0.904 0.904 0.904 

Contro l delay 61. 1 10.9 64.4 40.7 70.6 55.0 69.0 55.3 55.8 

Lane group LOS E 8 E 0 E 0 E E E 

Apprch. delay 11.2 41.3 69.6 55.6 

Approach LOS 8 0 E E 

lnte rsec. delay 31.6 Intersection LOS c 
f!CS2000™ Copyright 0 2000 Uni versity of Flo rida, All Rights Reserved Version 4. 1 f 
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Intersection Turning Movement 
Prepared by: 

hELtl DATA SERVICES OF AltiZONA, bu.::. 
~ S20.31f>,Gi45 

Project #: _.::_09=-·-=5:.::1:.:..7..::.0_,-0:.:0:.::9_ 

TMC SUMMARY OF CACTUS RD. & OTAY MESA RD. (SR-9051 

DTAY MESA RD. (SR-905) 

TOTAL AM MD PM 

c=9" "(b 

==> <== =u. -a= 

<=u D lP 
~ 

Q , 
, 
< 

g 
" 

APPROACH LANES 

AM 

6 

1124 

69 

N 

D 

OTAY MESA RD. (SR-905} 

MD PM TOTAL 

0 4 10 

0 2297 3421 

0 53 122 

LOCAnoN #: 

TURNING t-IOVEMENT COUNT 

ACTUS RD. & OTAY MESA RD. (SR·90: 
(Intersection Name) 

WEDNESDAY 12/09/09 
Day Date 

AM 
NOON 

PM 

COUNT PERIODS 

700AM 900AM 

400PM 600PM 

AM PEAK HOUR 715 AM 

NOON PEAK HOUR 0 AM 

PM PEAK HOUR 415 PM 



Intersection Turning Movement 1 
Prepared by: 

~ 
4(FIELD DATA SERVICES OF ARIZONA, INC. 

¥ 520.3115.6745 

N-S STREET: CACTUS RD. DATE: 12109109 LOCATION: SAN DIEGO 

E-W STREET: OTAY MESA.RD. (SR'905) DAY: WEDNESDAY PROJECT# 09-5170-009 

NORTHBOUND SOUTHBOUND EASTBOUND WESTBOUND 

NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT WR TOTAL 
LANES: 1 1 1 1 2 0 2 3 0 1 3 0 

6:00AM 
6:15AM 
6:30AM 
6:45AM 
7:00AM 4 0 11 0 1 1 1 478 16 7 280 1 800 
7:15AM 6 0 15 1 0 2 1 513 20 14 319 1 892 
7:30AM 8 1 15 0 0 0 0 622 22 9 278 2 957 
7:45AM 11 0 13 4 0 3 4 586 22 25 280 0 948 
8:00AM 22 0 21 2 3 0 3 649 30 21 247 3 1001 
8:15AM 16 2 20 1 2 4 7 415 27 23 256 1 774 
8:30AM 28 2 18 0 4 1 5 404 28 15 261 0 766 
8:45AM 9 1 34 0 1 0 5 459 26 21 267 0 823 
9:00AM 
9:15AM 
9:30AM 
9:45AM 

10:00 AM 
10:15 AM 
10:30 AM 
10:45 AM 
11:00 AM 
11:15 AM 
11:30 AM 
11:45 AM 

TOTAL NL NT NR SLiSTiSR EL ET ER WL WT WR TOTAL 
Volumes 104 6 147 8 11 11 26 4126 191 135 2188 8 6961 
Approach% 40.47 2.33 57.20 26.67 36.67 36.67 0.60 95.00 4.40 5.79 93.87 0.34 
AppiDepart 257 I 40 30 I 337 4343 I 4281 2331 I 2303 

AM Peak Hr Begins at: 715 AM 



Intersection Turning Movement 

,.a. 
4(FIELID DATA SERVICES OF ARIZONA, INC. 

¥ 520.316.5745 

N-S STREET: CACfUS RD. DATE: 11,109109 LOCATION: 'SAN DIEGO 

E-W STREET: OTAY MESA RD. (SR-905) DAY: WEDNESDAY PROJECT# 09-S170'009 

NORTHBOUND SOUTHBOUND EASTBOUND WESTBOUND 

NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT WR 
LANES: 1 1 1 1 2 0 2 3 0 1 3 0 

1:00PM 
1:15 PM 
1:30 PM 
1:45 PM 
2:00PM 
2:15PM 
2:30 PM 
2:45PM 
3:00 PM 
3:15PM 
3:30PM 
3:45PM 
4:00 PM 1B 0 16 2 0 1 0 409 23 8 519 0 
4:15PM 24 0 22 0 1 3 3 42B 18 10 566 2 
4:30PM 33 1 33 3 1 4 1 371 24 12 53B 0 
4:45PM 32 1 20 2 0 1 2 3B7 30 14 643 2 
S:OO PM 35 2 2S 3 2 3 4 372 26 17 550 0 
5:15PM 31 2 19 1 0 1 1 345 23 11 5B7 1 
5:30 PM 29 0 14 0 0 2 2 302 21 13 502 0 
5:45 PM 17 0 11 0 0 2 2 301 16 12 470 0 
6:00 PM 
6:15 PM 
6:30 PM 
6:45PM 

\TOTAL NL I NT I NR SLISTISR ELIETIER WLIWTIWR 
Volumes 219 6 160 11 4 17 15 2915 1B1 97 437S s 
Approach% 56,88 1.56 41.56 34.3B 12.50 53.13 DAB 93.70 5.B2 2.17 97.72 0.11 
AppiDepart 385 I 26 32 I 2B2 3111 I 30B6 4477 I 4611 

PM Peak Hr Begins at: 415 PM 

PEAK 
Volumes 
Approach% 

PEAK HR. 
FACTOR: 

CONTROL: 
COMMENT 1: 
COMMENT2: 

124 
54.39 

SIGNAL 
0 
0 

4 100 I 8 4 
1,75 43.86 34.78 17.39 

O.B51 0.719 

11 I 10 155B 9B I 53 2297 
6171 47.B3 0.60 93.52 S.BB 2.25 97.5B 

0.928 O.B93 I 

TOTAL 

996 
1077 
1021 
1134 
1039 
1022 
B8S 
B31 

TOTAL 
BOOS 

4271 

o.942 I 



~OCATION: RTE 905 @ CACTUS ROAD 

CALTRANS CS Version 3 

F PAGE 

NOTES: 50 MPH 

( --,, 
·,_ 1 

-----~------ ------- ----- ------ _ _..__.......____ ·- - ----·----

DATE: .02/10/0-9 PAGE 1 

FOC LONG FAILURE 

FOD SHORT FAILURE 

FOE I 0 

FOF I 5 

FCO 3 

FCl 3 

FC2 10 

FCA 0.0 

FCB 0.0 

FCC 0.0 

FCD ~-0 -- -----

FDO TB SELECT 1 

FD3.PED SELECT 0 

FD4 7 WIRE 0 

FD5 PERt-IISSIVE 0 

FD8 OS SEEKING 1 

COS FLASH TY-PE 

CC2 DOWNLOAD 

ENTRIES IN TRESE LOCA_TIONS ~ BE CHANGED ~ CC1 FLASH ONLY -

() 
'<~j 0 

~ 

n 



LOCATION: RTE 905 @ CACTUS ROAD 

CALTRANS C8 V~rsion 3 

C PAGE 

CONTROL PLANS 

1 2 3 4 5 6 

0 CYCLE LENGTH 180 160 180 

1 FZl GRN FCTR 30 30 30 

2 

3 FZ3 GRN FCTR 35 35 35 

4 FZ4 GRN FCTR 25 25 25 

5 FZ5 GRN FCTR 30 30 30 

6 

7 FZ7 GRN FCTR 30 30 30 

8 FZ8 GRN FCTR 38 38 38 

9 MULTI CYCLE 

A OFFSET A 75 3 92 
B OFFSET B 

C OFFSET C 

D FZ 3 EXT 

E FZ 7 EXT 

F OFFSET INTRPT 

COl MANUAL CP 
C02 MASTER CP 

FEATURE 

C03 CURRENT CP 
C04 LAST CP 
C07 TRNSMT CP 
COD MANUAL OFFSET 

SYSTEM" MASTER: 

OTAY MESA RD. TEMP. 

CAO LOCAL CYCLE TIMER 
CBO MASTER CYCLE TIMER 
CAA LOCAL OFFSET 
CBA MASTER OFFSET 

r 

7 

DATE: 2/10/2009 

8 9 

·. 

Y COORD 

PERM TIME 

LAG OFFSET 

FORCE OFF 

LONG GRN 

NO GREEN 

OFFSET 

('. 
\ ; 

:-..... __ / 

c 
LAG PHASE 

D E 

GAPOOT CPl 1 

GAPOOT CP2 1 

GAPOOT CP3 1 

GAPOUT CP4 

GAPOOT CPS 

GAPOUT CP6 

GAPOUT CP7 

GAPOQT CPS 

GA.POUT CP9 

PAGE 2 

FLAGS 

F 1 2 3 4 5 6 
J..AG. FZ. FREE 2 4 6 

LAG FZ CP 1 1 4 6 

LAG FZ CP 2 2 4. 5 

LAG FZ CP 3 1 4 6 

LAG FZ CP 4· 

LAG FZ CP 5 

LAG FZ CP 6 

LAG FZ CP 7 

LAG FZ CP 8 

LAG FZ CP 9 

LAG C COORD 

LAG D COORD 

COORD FAZES 2 6 

1 2 3 4 5 6 

CCB/CDB OFFSET TIMER 
CCC/CDC LAG GREEN TIMER 
CCD/CDD FORCE OFF TIMER 
CCE/CDE LONG GREEN TIMER 
CCF/CDF NO GREEN TIMER 

(~ 
\, ____ / 

r 1 

7 8 

6 0 

8 1 

8 2 

6 3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

A 

B 

c 
D 

E 

F 
7 8 

~ 



i. 

LOCATION: RTE 905 @ CACTUS ROAD 

CALTRANS C8 Version 3 

D PAGE 

D FLAGS E FLAGS 

MAX 1 2 3 ' 5 6 7 B MIN 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 

0 RCL RCL 

1 CP 1 CP 1 1 

2 CP 2 CP 2 1. 

3 CP 3 CP 3 1 

• CP 4 CP 4 

5 CP 5 CP 5 

6 CP 6 CP 6 

7 CP 7 CP 7 

8 CP 8 CP 8 

9 CP 9 CP 9 

A 

B 

c 
D 

E 

F 

1 2 3 4. 5 6 7 8 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 

LAST POWER FAILURE REGISTER 

HOUR = D-A-E 

MINUTE = D-E-E 
DAY = D-C-E 

LAST FLASH TIME REGISTER 

HOUR = D-A-F 

MINUTE = D-B-F 

DAY = D-C-F 

l ·,-.... 

DATE: 2/10/2009 

E PAGE 

F F LAGS 

PED 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 

RCL 

CP 1 

CP 2 

CP 3 

CP 4 

CP 5 

CP 6 

CP 7 

CP 8 

CP 9 

RCL 1 

RCL 2 

1 2 3 .g 5 6 7 8 

RCL 1 = TIME OF DAY MAX RECALL· (1ST SELECT) PHASES 

(CALL ACTIVE LIGHTS) 

RCL 2 = TIME OF DAY MAX RECALL (2ND SELECT) PHASES 

{CALL ACTIVE LIGHTS) 

D-E-E = C8 VERSION NUMBER 
D-E-F =LITHIUM BATTE.RY CONDITION 

84 =BAD 

·85 ='GOOD 

0 

PAGE 3 

0 ~ 

I I 
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LOCATION: RTE 905 @ CACTUS ROAD 

CALTRANS CB Version 3 
7 PAGE 

TIME OF DAY ACTIVITY TABLE 

DATE: 2/10/2009 

7+EVENT+HR+MIN+ACT+ 11 Eu+ON/OFF+DOW LTS 
ON/ s M T 

HR MIN ACT OFF 1 2 3 

0 

1 

2 

3 -

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

A 

B 

c 
D 

E 

F 

ACTIVITY. CODE 

1 TYPE OF MAX TERMINATION 
2 MAX 2 
3 MAX 3 

4 COND SERV {1ST SELECT) 
5 COND S~RV (2ND SELECT) 

6 ENERGIZE AUX OUTPUT-RED 

w 
4 

7 ENERGIZE AUX OUTPUT-GREEN 

( 
'- . 

T F s 
5 6 7 

9 PAGE [cog ~ 0 or 1 J 

CONTROL PLAN TIME OF DAY 
9+EVENT+HR+MIN+CP+OS+E+DOW 

s M T w T F s 
HR MIN CP OS 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 

0 06 DO 1 A 2 3 4 5 6 7 

1 09 00 2 A 2 3 4 5 6 7 

2 11 DO 3 A 2 3 4 5 6 7 

3 .21 00 E A 2 3 4 5 6 7 

4 09 DO 2 A 1 
5 19 00 E A 1 
6 

7 

8 

9 

A 
B 

c 
D 
E 

F 

8 ENERGIZE AUX OUTPUT-YELLOW 

9 TIME OF DAY MAX RECAlL (1ST SELECT) 
A TRAFFIC ACT. MAX 2 OPERATION 
B TIME "OF DAY ~--RECALL (2ND SELECT) 

C YELLOW YIELD COORDINATION 
D YELLOW YIELD COORDINAT):ON 
E TIME OF DAY FREE OPERATION 
F FLASHING OPERATION 

n 
-~ 

PAGE 4 
9 PAGE -[co9 ;;31 

CONTROL PLAN TIME OF DAY 
-

9+EVENT+HR+MIN+CP+OS+E+DOW ! 

S M T W T F S 
HR MIN CP OS 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 

0 I 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 
6 

7 

8 

9 

A 

B 

c 
D 

E 

F 

0 ~ 

n 
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Short Report Page 1 of 1 

q, ,f.. 

SHORT REPORT 
b.{ 

General Information Site Information 

Analyst USA/ Intersection 
OTAY MESA 

RD./BRITANNIA BLVD. 
Agency or Co. USA/ 

Area Type All other areas 
Date Performed 06120111 
Time Period AM PEAK HOUR 

Jurisdiction OMBRITEXAM 
Analysis Year EXISTING 2009 

Volume and Timing Input 
EB WB NB SB 

LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT 

Num. of Lanes 0 3 1 1 3 0 2 0 1 0 0 0 

Lane group T R L T L R 

Volume(vph)_ 1954 301 41 1080 109 22 
% Heavy veh 10 10 10 10 10 10 
PHF 0.92 0.92 0.93 0.93 0.82 0.82 
Actuated (P/A) A A A A A A A 
Startup lost time 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 
Ext. eff. green 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2. 0 2.0 
Arrival type 5 5 5 5 4 4 

Unit Extension 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 

Ped/Bike/RTOR Volume 10 5 0 10 5 0 10 

Lane Width 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 

Parking/Grade/Parking N 0 N N 0 N N 0 N N N 

Parking/hr 

Bus stops/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Unit Extension 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 

Phasing WB Only Thru & RT 03 04 NB Only 06 07 08 

Timing 
G = 20.0 G = 80.0 G= G= G = 30.0 G= G= G= 
y = 5.2 y = 6.7 Y = Y = Y= 5.6 Y= Y= Y = 

Duration of Analy_sis (hrs = 0.25 Cycle LenQth C = 147.5 

Lane Group Capacity, Control Delay, and LOS Determination 
EB WB NB SB 

Adj . flow rate 2124 327 44 11 61 133 27 

Lane group cap. 2686 1126 223 3533 648 289 

v/c ratio 0.79 0.29 0.20 0.33 0.21 0.09 

Green ratio 0.54 0.79 0.14 0.71 0.20 0.20 

Unif. delay d1 27.0 4.2 56.6 7.9 48.8 47.7 

Delay factor k 0.34 0.11 0.11 0.11 0.11 0.11 

lncrem. delay d2 1.7 0.1 0.4 0.1 0.2 0.1 

PF factor 0.210 0.239 0.895 0.174 1.000 1.000 

Control delay 7.4 1.1 51 .1 1.4 49.0 47.8 

Lane group LOS A A D A D D 

Apprch. delay 6.5 3.3 48.8 

Approach LOS A A D 

lntersec. delay 7.3 Intersection LOS A 

HCS2000™ Copyright 0 2000 University of Florida, All R ights Reserved Version 4 . 1 f 

file://C:\Documents and Settings\skab.USAl\Local Settings\Temp\s2k1 FC.tmp 6/20/2011 



Short Report Page 1 of 1 

SHORT REPORT 
General Information Site Information 

Analyst USAf Intersection 
OTAY MESA 

RD./BRITANNIA BLVD. 
Agency or Co. USAf Area Type All other areas 
Date Performed 06120111 
Time Period PM PEAK HOUR 

Jurisdiction OMBRITEXPM 
Analysis Year EXISTING 2009 

Volume and Timing Input 
EB WB NB SB 

LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT 

Num. of Lanes 0 3 1 1 3 0 2 0 1 0 0 0 

Lane group T R L T L R 

Volume (vph 1610 173 38 2133 341 103 
%Heavy veh 10 10 10 10 10 10 
PHF 0.97 0.97 0.90 0.90 0.86 0.86 
Actuated (P/A) A A A A A A A 
Startup lost t ime 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 
Ext. eff. green 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 
!Arrival type 5 5 5 5 4 4 

Unit Extension 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 

Ped/Bike/RTOR Volume 10 5 0 10 5 0 10 

Lane Width 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 

Parking/Grade/Parking N 0 N N 0 N N 0 N N N 

Parking/hr 

Bus stops/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Unit Extension 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 

Phasing WB Only Thru & RT 03 04 NB Only 06 07 08 

!Timing 
G = 28.0 G = 80.0 G= G= G = 32.0 G= G= G = 
y = 5.2 y = 6.7 Y= Y= y = 5.6 Y = Y = Y = 

Duration of Analysis (hrs = 0.25 Cycle Length C = 157.5 

Lane Group Capacitv, Control Delay, and LOS Determination 
EB WB NB SB 

jAdj. flow rate 1660 178 42 2370 397 120 

Lane group cap. 2516 1071 292 3560 648 289 

!vic ratio 0.66 0.17 0.14 0.67 0.61 0.42 

Green ratio 0.51 0.75 0.18 0.72 --- 0.2~0 - 0.20 

Unif. delay d1 28.7 5.5 54.6 11.9 57.1 54.6 

Delay factor k 0.23 0.11 0.11 0.24 0.20 0.11 

lncrem. delay d2 0.6 0.1 0.2 0.5 1.7 1.0 

PF factor 0.312 0.203 0.856 0.178 1.000 1.000 
~ 

Control delay 9.6 1.2 47.0 2.6 58.8 55.6 

Lane group LOS A A D A E E 

jApprch. delay 8.8 3.4 58.1 

jApproach LOS A A E 

lntersec. delay 11.4 Intersection LOS B 

HCS2000™ Copyright 0 2000 University of Florida, All Rights Reserved Version 4. 1 f 

file:/ /C:\Documents and Settings\skab.USAI\Local Settings\ Temp\s2k209. tmp 6/20/2011 



Intersection Turning Movement 
Prepared by: 

aELD DATA SERViCES OF ARtZONA, ~NC. 
~ !>2CI.::t1f>.ll7.r1!> 

Project #: --=-0"-9--'5'-'1"-7-"0--0"'0"'1'--

TMC SUMMARY OF BRITANNIA BLVD. & OTAY MESA RD. (SR-905} 

APPROACH lANES 

OTAY MESA RD. (SR-905) 

~ 

<== .cr 

AM 

0 

1080 

41 

N 

D 

OTAY MESA RD. (SR-905) 

MD "" TOTAL t:l 
5 

0 0 0 

0 2133 3213 

0 38 79 

LOCATION#: 09-5170-001 

TURNING MOVEMENT COUNT 

fANNIA BLVD. &OTAY MESA RD. (SR-! 
(Intersection Name) 

TUESDAY 
Dey 

AM 
NOON 

PM 

COUNT PERIODS 

700AM 

400PM 

12/08/09 
Date 

9DOAM 

600PM 

AM PEAK HOUR 730 AM 

NOON PEAK HOUR OAM 

PM PEAK HOUR 400 PM 



Intersection Turning Movement 
Prepared by: 

~ 
1{FIELD DATA SERVICES OF ARIZONA, INC. 
~ 5Z0.3115.6745 

N-S STREET: BRITANNIA BLVDc DATE: 12100109 LOCATION: SAN DIEGO 

E-W STREET: OTAY MESA RD. (SRc905) DAY: TUESDAY PROJECT# 09-51704)01 

NORTHBOUND SOUTHBOUND EASTBOUND WESTBOUND 

NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT WR TOTAL 
LANES: 2 0 1 0 D 0 () 3 1 1 3 0 

6:00AM 
6:15AM 
6:30AM 
6:45AM 
7:00AM 26 0 2 0 0 0 0 394 99 11 240 0 772 
7:15AM 24 0 8 0 0 0 0 411 60 11 209 0 723 
7:30AM 22 0 4 0 0 0 0 520 82 8 255 0 891 
7:45AM 24 0 2 0 0 0 0 541 75 12 277 0 931 
8:00AM 30 0 9 0 0 0 0 512 71 9 257 0 888 
8:15AM 33 0 7 0 0 0 0 381 73 12 291 0 797 
8:30AM 34 0 11 0 0 0 0 407 66 7 302 0 827 
8:45AM 42 0 13 0 0 0 0 415 74 13 294 0 851 
9:00AM 
9:15AM 
9:30AM 
9:45AM 

10:00 AM 
10:15 AM 
10:30 AM 
10:45 AM 
11:00 AM 
11:15 AM 
11:30 AM 
11:45 AM 

(TOTAL NL NT 1 NR 5LIST1SR ELIETJER WLIWTIWR TOTAL 
Volumes 235 0 56 0 0 0 0 3581 600 83 2125 0 6680 
Approach% 80.76 0.00 19.24 #### #### #### 0.00 85.65 14.35 3.76 96.24 0.00 
AppiDepart 291 I 0 0 I 683 4181 I 3637 2208 I 2360 

AM Peak Hr Begins at: 730 AM 



Intersection Turning Movement 

A. 
+{FIEI.I!I DATA SERVICES OF ARIZONA, INC. 

"T" 520.316.6745 

N-S STREET: BRITANNIA BLVD. DATE: 12108109 LOCATION: SAN DIEGO 

E-W STREET: OTAYMESA RD. (SR'905) DAY: TUESDAY PROJECT# 09'5170'001 

NORTHBOUND SOUTHBOUND EASTBOUND WESTBOUND 

NL NT NR SL ST SR El ET ER WL WT WR TOTAL 
LANES: 2 0 1 0 0 0 0 3 1 1 3 0 

1:00 PM 
1:15PM 
1:30PM 
1:45 PM 
2:00PM 
2:15PM 
2:30PM 
2:45 PM 
3:00PM 
3:15PM 
3:30PM 
3:45PM 
4:00 PM 71 0 22 0 0 0 0 410 52 9 459 0 1023 
4:15 PM 88 0 27 0 0 0 0 417 38 10 568 0 1148 
4:30PM 96 0 33 0 0 0 0 377 43 12 507 0 1068 
4:45PM B6 0 21 0 0 0 0 406 40 7 599 0 1159 
5:00 PM 68 0 1B 0 0 0 0 314 37 9 517 0 963 
5:15PM 64 0 17 0 0 0 0 346 24 6 517 0 974 
5:30PM B6 0 21 0 0 0 0 344 59 14 423 0 947 
S:45 PM 60 0 7 0 0 0 0 291 57 10 370 0 795 
6:00PM 
6:15PM 
6:30PM 
6:45PM 

!TOTAL NL NT NR SL ST I SR EL ET I ER WL wr WR TOTAL 
Volumes 619 0 166 0 0 0 0 2905 350 77 3960 0 8077 
Approach% 7B.85 0.00 21.15 #### #### #### 0.00 89.25 10.75 1.91 98.09 0.00 
AppiDepart 785 I 0 0 I 427 3255 I 3071 4037 I 4579 



'! 

LOCATION-: RTE 905 Britannia Blvd_ 

CALTRANS CB Version 3 
F PAGE 

NOTES: 

i-
\ .-' 
~/ 

50 ~Ii 

' --,__ 

---- ·-··· ----····------·-

DATE: 12/1/10 

ENTRIES I# THESE LOCATIONS CAN BE CHANGED IN CC~ FLASH ONLY [mill 

0 

PAGE 1 

FOC LONG FAILURE 

FOD SHORT FAILURE 

FOE I 0 

FOF I 5 

FCO 3 

FCl 3 

FC2 10 

FCA 0.0 
FCB 0.0 
FCC 0.0 

L ____ FC:_O_ 0.0 
--

FDO TB SELECT 1 

FD3 PED SELECT 0 
FD4 7 WIRE 0 

FDS PERMISSIVE 0 

FD8 OS SEEKING 1 

COS FLASH TYPE 

CC2 DOWNLOAD 

(D c/)1 
I 



-----· -- . -----------

LOCATION.: RTE 905 Britannia Blvd. 

CALTRANS C8 Version 3 

C PAGE 

CONTROL PLANS 

1 2 3 4 5 6 

0 CYCLE LENGTH 180 180 180 
1 FZl GRN FCTR 30 30 30 

2 

3 FZ3 GRN FCTR 

4 FZ4 GRN FCTR 

5 FZ5 GRN FCTR 

6 

7 FZ 7 GRN FCTR "' '" t;( 
8 FZ8 GRN FCTR I~ :% ;GO 
9 MULTI CYCLE 

A OFFSET A 159 124 166 
B OFFSET B 
C OFFSET C 

DFZ3EXT 

E FZ 7 EXT 

F OFFSET INTRPT 

COl MANUAL CP FEAT ORE 

C02 MASTER CP 
C03 CURRENT CP SYSTEM MASTER: 

C04 LAST CP OTAY MESA RD- TEMP. 

C07 TRNSMT CP 
COD MANUAL OFFSET 
CAO LOCAL CYCLE TIMER 
CEO MASTER CYCLE TIMER 
CAA LOCAL OFFSET 
CBA MASTER OFFSET 

n 
'~···-

7 

6 

7 

8 

DATE: 

8 9 

12/1/10 

Y-COORD 

PERM TIME 

LAG OFFSET 

FORCE OFF 

LONG GRN 

NO GREEN 

OFFSET 

LOCATION 

1 

c D 

_, 

coo = 5 

() 
',___.. 

LAG PHASE 

E 

GAPOUT CP1 1 

GAPOUT CP2 1 
GAPOUT CP3 1 

GAPOUT CP4 

GAPOUT CPS 

GAPOUT CP6 

GAPOUT CP7 

GAPOUT CPS 

GAPOUT CP9 

FLAGS 

F 1 2 3 4 5 6 

LAG FZ FREE 2 4 6 

LAG FZ CP 1 2 4 6 
LAG FZ CP 2 1 4 6 
LAG FZ CP 3 2 4 6 

LAG FZ CP 4 

LAG FZ CP 5 

LAG FZ CP 6 

LAG FZ CP 7 

LAG FZ CP 8 

LAG FZ CP 9 

LAG C COORD 

LAG D COORD 

COORD FAZES 2 6 

1 2 3 4 5 6 

CCB/CDB· OFFSET TIMER 
CCC/CDC LAG GREEN TIMER 
CCD/CDD FORCE OFF TIMER 
CCE/CDE LONG GREEN TIMER 
CCF/CDF NO GREEN TIMER 

(D 
,----------------------------------------------------------------------~~ 

PAGE 2 

7 8 

8 0 

8 1 

8 2 

8 3 

4 
5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

A 

B 

c 
D 

E 

F 

7 8 

cA 
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LOCATION: RTE 905 Britannia Blvd_ 

CALTRru~S C8 Version 3 

D PAGF, 

D FU\_GS E FLAGS 

MI\X 1 2 3 ~ 5 6 7 B MIN 1 2 3 4 5 6 

0 RCL RCL 

1 CP 1 CP 1 

2 CP 2 CP 2 

3 CP 3 CP 3 

4 CP 4 CP 4 

5 CP 5 CP 5 

6 CP 6 CP 6 

7 CP 7 CP 7 

B CP 8 CP B 

9 CP 9 CP 9 

A 

B 

c 
D 
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LAST POWER FAILURE REGISTER 

I 

HOUR 

MINUTE 

DAY 

D-A-E 

D-B-E 
b-C-E 

LAST FLASH TIME REGISTER 
HOUR = D-A-F 

MINUTE = D-B-F 

DAY = D-C-F 
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'·i 

('; 

DATE: 12/1/10 

E PAGE 

F FLAGS 
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RCL 

8 CP 1 

S CP 2 

8 

7 8 

CP 3 

CP 4 

CP 5 

CP 6 

CP 7 

CP B 

CP 9 

RCL 1 

RCL 2 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 

RCL 1 = TIME OF bAY MAx RECALL (1ST SELECT) 
(CALL ACTIVE LIGHTS) 

RCL 2 = TIME OF DAY MAx RECALL (2ND SELECT) 
(CALL ACTIVE LIGHTS) 
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LOCATION: RTE 905 Britannia Blvd. 
CALTRANS .C~ VerSion 3 DATE: 12/1/10 

7 PAGE 

TIME,OF DAY ACTIVITY TABLE I 
7+EVENT+HR+MIN+ACT+"E"+ON/OFF+OOW LTS __ ! 

ON/ s M T w T F s ' 
HR MIN ACT OFF 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 
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2 • I 
3 I 
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B . 
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ACTIVITY CODE 

1 TYPE OF'MAX TERM1NATION 
2-MAlt"2 

3 MAX 3 

4 COND SERV. (1ST SELECT) 
5 COND SERV (2ND SELECT) 
6 ENERGIZE AUX OUTPUT-RED 

7 ENERGIZE AUX OUTPUT-GREEN 

ci 

9 PAGE ico9 ~ 0 or 11 

CONTROL PLAN TIME OF DAY 
9+EVENT+HR-I-MIN+CP+OS+E+DQW 

s M T w T F s 
HR MIN CP OS 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 

0 05 00 1 A 2 3 4 5 6 7 
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4 09 00 2 A 1 

5 19 00 E A 1 

6 . 
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8 
9 
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c 
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8 ENERGIZE AUX OUTPUT-YELLOW 

9 TIME OF DAY MAX RECALL (1ST SELECT) 
A TRAFFIC ACT. MAX 2 OPERATION 
B TIME OF DAY MAX RECALL (2ND SELECT) 
C YELLOW YIELD COORDINATION 
D YELLOW YIELD COORDINATION 
E TIM' OF DAY FREE OPERATION 
F FLASHING OPERATION 
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Short Report Page 1 of 1 

SHORT REPORT 
General Information Site Information 

Analyst USA/ Intersection 
OTA Y MESA ROl LA MEDIA 

RD. 
Agency or Co. USA/ 

!Area Type All other areas 
Date Performed 06/20111 
Time Period AM PEAK HOUR 

Jurisdiction OMLMEXAM 
!Analysis Year EXISTING 2009 

Volume and Timing Input 
EB WB NB SB 

LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT 

Num. of Lanes 1 3 1 1 3 0 1 1 0 2 1 0 

Lane group L T R L TR L TR L TR 

Volume (vph) 87 1447 382 93 932 92 107 23 27 31 41 39 
% Heavy veh 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 
PHF 0.84 0.84 0.84 0.83 0.83 0.83 0.84 0.84 0.84 0.73 0.73 0.73 

Actuated (P/A) A A A A A A A A A A A A 

Startup lost time 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 
Ext. eff._green 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 
Arrival type 5 5 5 5 5 4 4 4 4 

Unit Extension 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 

Ped/Bike/RTOR Volume 10 5 0 10 5 0 10 5 0 10 5 0 

Lane Width 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 

Parking/Grade/Parking N 0 N N 0 N N 0 N N 0 N 

Parking/hr 

Bus stops/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Unit Extension 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 

Phasing Excl. Left Thru & RT 03 04 Excl. Left Thru & RT 07 08 

;Timing 
G = 15.0 G = 70.0 G= G= G = 15.0 G = 15.0 G= G= 
y = 5.2 y = 6.7 Y= Y= Y= 5.2 y = 5.6 Y= Y = 

Duration of Analysis (hrs = 0.25 Cycle Length C = 137.7 

Lane Group Capacity, Control Delay, and LOS Determination 
EB WB NB SB 

Adj . flow rate 104 1723 455 112 1234 127 59 42 109 

Lane group cap. 179 2518 722 179 2476 179 177 347 179 

v/c ratio 0.58 0.68 0.63 0.63 0.50 0.71 0.33 0.12 0.61 

Green ratio 0.11 0.51 0.51 0.11 0.51 o: 11 0.11 0.11 0.11 

Unit. delay d1 58.4 25.5 24.5 58.7 22.3 59.2 56.7 55.4 58.6 

Delay factor k 0.17 0.25 0.21 0.21 0.11 0.27 0.11 0.11 0.19 

lncrem. delay d2 4.7 0.8 1.8 6.7 0.2 12.3 1. 1 0.2 5.9 

PF factor 0.919 0.311 0.311 0.919 0.311 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 

Control delay 58.3 8.7 9.4 60.6 7.1 71.5 57.8 55.6 64.5 

Lane group LOS E A A E A E E E E 

Apprch . delay 11. 1 11.5 67.2 62.0 

Approach LOS 8 8 E E 

lntersec. delay 15.8 Intersection LOS B 

HCS2000TM Copyright 0 2000 University of Florida, All Rights Reserved Version 4. 1 f 

file: //C:\Documents and Settings\skab.USAI\Local Settings\Temp\s2k215.tmp 6/20/2011 



Short Report Page 1 of 1 

ct-- p 
SHORT REPORT 

(:;;"-. 

General Information Site Information 

!Analyst USA/ Intersection OTA Y MESA ROl LA MEDIA 
RD. 

!Agency or Co. USA / 
Area Type All other areas 

Date Performed 06/20/11 
fTime Period PM PEAK HOUR 

Jurisdiction OMLMEXPM 
Analysis Year EXISTING 2009 

Volume and Timing Input 
EB WB NB SB 

LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT 

Num. of Lanes 1 3 1 1 3 0 1 1 0 2 1 0 

Lane group L T R L TR L TR L TR 

~olume (vph) 57 1425 287 83 1570 85 278 37 57 79 40 128 
% Heavy veh 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 
PHF 0. 94 0. 94 0.94 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.93 0.93 0.93 0. 87 0.87 0.87 
f.A.ctuated (P/A) A A A A A A A A A A A A 
Startup lost time 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 
Ext. eft. green 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 
!Arrival type 5 5 5 5 5 4 4 4 4 
Unit Extension 3.0 3.0 3.0 3. 0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 

Ped/Bike/RTOR Volume 10 5 0 10 5 0 10 5 0 10 5 0 
Lane Width 12.0 12. 0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 

Parking/Grade/Parking N 0 N N 0 N N 0 N N 0 N 

Parking/hr 

Bus stops/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Unit Extension 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 

Phasing Excl. Left Thru & RT 03 04 Excl. Left Thru & RT 07 08 

!Timing 
G = 15.0 G = 65. 0 G = G= G = 38.0 G = 30.0 G= G= 
Y = 5.2 y = 6.7 Y = Y = y = 5.2 y = 5.6 Y = Y = 

Duration of Analysis (hrs = 0.25 Cycle Length C = 170.7 

Lane Group Capacity, Control Delay, and LOS Determination 
EB WB NB SB 

IAdj. flow rate 61 1516 305 90 1799 299 101 91 193 

Lane group cap. 144 1886 538 144 1868 365 285 709 276 

v/c ratio 0.42 0.80 0.57 0.63 0.96 0.82 0.35 0.13 0.70 

Green ratio 0.09 0.38 0.38 0.09 0.38 0.22 0.18 0.22 0.18 

Unif. delay d1 73.8 47.2 41.7 75.1 51.7 63.1 61.8 53.1 66.1 

Delay factor k 0.1 1 0.35 0.16 0.21 0.47 0.36 0.11 0.11 0.27 

lncrem. delay d2 2.0 2.6 1.4 8.2 13.2 13.7 0.8 0.1 7.6 

PF factor 0.936 0.590 0.590 0.936 0.590 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 

Control delay 71.0 30.5 26.0 78.6 43.7 76.8 62.6 53.2 73.7 

Lane group LOS E c c E D E E D E 

Apprch. delay 31. 1 45.3 73.2 67.1 

Approach LOS c D E E 

lntersec. delay 43.2 Intersection LOS D 

/ICS2000™ Copyright 0 2000 University of Florida, All Rights Reserved Version 4. If 

file://C:\Documents and Settings\skab.USAI\Local Settings\Temp\s2k22 l.tmp 6/20/2011 



Intersection Turning Movement 
Prepared by: 

4tELU DATA SERVICES OF ARIZONA, INc. 
¥ fi20.31t;.G745 

Project #: _::.09::..·..=5:::1:.:.7::.0....:-0::.::0:..:4:__ 

TMC SUMMARY OF LA MEDIA RD. & OTAY MESA RD. CSR-905) 

APPROACH LANES 

" r-lt~l--11=='1'-----l 
~ 

~HHHH 

OTAY MESA RD. (SR-905) 

"(b 

<:== 
.(? 

APPROACH LANES 

"" 
92 

932 

93 

N 

u 
OTAY MESA RD. {SR-905~ 

MD PM TOTAL 
~ 
z 
5 

0 85 177 

0 1570 2502 

0 83 176 

LOCATION#: 09·5170-004 

TURNING MOVEMENT COUNT 

, MEDIA RD. & OTAY MESA RD. (SR-90 
(Intersection Name) 

TUESDAY 12/08/09 
Day Date 

AM 
NOON 

PM 

COUNT PERIODS 

700AM 9DOAM 

400PM 600PM 

AM PEAK HOUR 730AM 

NOON PEAK HOUR 

PM PEAK HOUR 



Intersection Turning Movement 
Prepared by: 

~ 
~FIELD DATA SeRVICES OF ARIZONA, INc. 

¥ 520.315.6745 

N-S STREET: LA MEDIA RD. DATE: 12/D~IO'i LOCATION: SAN DIEGO 

E-W STREET: OTAYMESARD. (SR,90S) . DAY: TUESDAY PROJECT# o9,517D-DD4 

NORTHBOUND SOUTHBOUND EASTBOUND WESTBOUND 

NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT WR TOTAL 
LANES: 1 1 0 2 1 0 1 3 1 1 2.5 0.5 

6:00AM 
6:15AM 
6:30AM 
6:45AM 
7:00AM 18 1 3 5 4 10 14 256 57 21 235 20 644 
7:15AM 24 1 3 3 3 6 16 289 57 20 221 20 663 
7:30AM 24 4 7 4 6 6 20 362 87 27 288 21 856 
7:45AM 32 3 12 6 12 6 26 425 119 22 236 23 922 
8:00AM 22 5 5 10 13 15 25 334 110 22 205 19 785 
8:15AM 29 11 3 11 10 12 16 326 66 22 203 29 738 
8:30AM 42 3 10 18 12 13 18 251 76 17 240 17 717 
8:45AM 34 5 7 13 10 9 18 264 68 21 216 23 688 
9:00AM 
9:15AM 
9:30AM 
9:45AM 

10:00 AM 
10:15 AM 
10:30 AM 
10:45 AM 
11:00 AM 
11:15 AM 
11:30 AM 
11:45 AM 

TOTAL NL NT I NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT I WR TOTAL 
Volumes 225 33 50 70 70 77 153 2507 640 172 1844 172 6013 
Approach% 73.05 10.71 16.23 32.26 32.26 35.48 4.64 75.97 19.39 7.86 84.28 7.86 
App/Depart 308 I 358 217 I 882 3300 I 2627 2188 I 2146 

AM Peak Hr Begins at: 730 AM 

PEAK 
Volumes 

1
107 23 27 I 31 41 39 I 87 1447 382 I 93 932 
68.15 14.65 17.20 27.93 36.94 35.14 4.54 75.52 19.94 8.33 83.44 

92 I 
8.24 

3301 
Approach 0/o 

PEAK HR. 
FACTOR: 

CONTROL: SIGNAL 
COMMENT 1: 
COMMENT 2: 

0.835 0.730 0.840 0.831 I o.89s I 



Intersection Turning Movement 
~ 

~ 
.(fiELD DATA SERVICES OF ARIZONA, INc. 
~ 520.316.6745 

N-5 STREET: LA MEDIA RD. DATE: 12108109 LOCATION: 'SAN DIEGO 

E-W STREET: OTAY MESA RD; rSR'90S) DAY: TUESDAY PROJECT# 09'5170'004 

NORTHBOUND SOUTHBOUND EASTBOUND WESTBOUND 

NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT WR TOTAL 
LANES: 1 1 D 2 1 0 1 3 1 1 2.5 05 

1:00PM 
1:15PM 
1:30 PM 
1:45 PM 
2:00 PM 
2:15 PM 
2:30 PM 
2:45 PM 
3:00PM 
3:15PM 
3:30 PM 
3:45 PM 
4:00 PM 56 9 22 20 10 38 17 316 56 19 432 20 1015 
4:15 PM 82 3 6 20 10 15 14 364 52 27 418 20 1031 
4:30 PM 69 12 13 20 8 35 12 373 63 20 351 19 995 
4:45 PM 71 13 16 19 12 40 14 372 76 17 369 26 1045 
5:00 PM 62 10 17 18 9 30 19 370 44 18 350 18 965 
5:15PM 75 14 13 33 14 35 30 360 49 14 3S7 18 1012 
5:30 PM 60 7 11 10 16 30 11 346 46 11 279 9 836 
5:45 PM 56 10 14 14 12 27 13 338 50 14 265 11 824 
6:00 PM 
6:15 PM 
6:30 PM 
6:45 PM 

ITOTAL NL I NT I NR SLI5TISR EL ET ER WL WT I WR TOTAL 
Volumes 531 78 112 154 91 250 130 2839 436 140 2821 141 7723 
Approach% 73.65 10.82 15.53 31.11 18.38 50.51 3.82 83.38 12.80 4.51 90.94 4.55 
AppiDepart 721 I 349 495 I 667 3405 I 3105 3102 I 3602 



LOCATION: RTE 905 @ LA MEDIA ROAD 

CALTRANS CB Version 3 
F PAGE 

NOTES:- 50 MPH 

C; 
-·------'---

DATE: ' 01/14/09 

ENTRIES IN THESE LOCATIONS CAN BE CHANGED IN eel. FLASH ONLY ~~~~ 

0 

PAGE 1 

FOC LONG "FAILURE. 
FOD SHORT FAILURE . 

FOE J 20 
FOF _I 5 

FCO 3 

FCl 3 

FC2 10 

FCA 0.0 

. FCB 0.0 

FCC 0.0 

.FCD 0.0 

roo TB sELEcT 1 
FD3 PED SELECT 0 

FD4 7 WIRE 0 

FD5 PERMISSIVE 0 

FD8 OS SE~KING 1 

·cos _ FL~H TYPE 1 1 

CC2 DOWN.LUJUJ 1 

0 5l-



i 

i 

LOCATION: RTE 905 @ iA·MEriiA ROAD 

CALTRANS C~ Version-3 

C PAGE 

CONTROL PLANS 

0 CYCIJE LENGTH 

1 FZ1 GRN FCTR 

2 

3 FZ3 GRN FC'fR 

4 FZ4 GRN FCTR 

5 FZ5 GRN FCTR 

6 . 

7 FZ7 GRN FCTR 

8 FZ 8 GRN FCTR 

9 MULTI CYCLE 

A OFFSET A 

B OFFSET B 
C OFFSET C 

D FZ 3 EXT 

EFZ 7 EXT 

F OFFSET INTRPT 

COl MANUAL CP 

C02 MASTER CP 

1 

180 

35 

35 

35 

35 

30 

36 

179 

2 3 4 5 6 

180 180 

35 35 

35 35 

. 35 35 

35 35 

30 30 

36 36 

86 177 

FEATURE 

SYSTEM MASTER: C03 CURRENT CP 

C04 LAST CP 

C07 TRNSMT CP 

OTAY ME-%L RD. TEMP. 

COD MANUAL OFFSET 

. CAO LOCAL CYCLE TIMER 

CBO MASTER CYCLE TIMER 

CAA LOCAL OFFSET 

CBA MASTER OFFSET 

(') 
~- / 

DATE: 01/H/09' 

Y~COORD 

7 8 9 c 

. 

PERM TIME 

LAG OFFSET 

FORCE OFF 

LONG GRN 

NO GREEN 

OFFSET 

LOCATION 

1\ 
\ } 
'j 

LAG PHASE 

0 E 

GAPOUT CPl 1 

GAPOUT CP2 1. 

GAPOUT CP3 1 

GAPOUT CP4 

GAPOUT CPS 

GAPOUT CP6 

GAPOUT CP7 

GAPOUT CP8 

GAPOUT CP9 

FLAGE 
F 1 2 3 4 5 6 

LAG FZ FREE 2 4 6 

LAG FZ CP 1 1 4 6 
LAG FZ CP 2 2 4 5 

LAG FZ CP 3 2 4 5 

LAG FZ CP 4 

LAG FZ CP 5 

LAG FZ CP 6 

LAG FZ CP 7 

LAG FZ CP 8 

LAG FZ CP 9 

LAG C COORD 

LAG D COORD 

COORD FAZES 2 6 

1 2 3 4 5 6 
CCB/CDB OFFSET TIMER 

CCC/CDC LAG GREEN TIMER 

CCD/CDD FORCE OFF TIMER 

CCE/CDE LONG GREEN TIMER 

CCF/CDF NO GREEN TIMER 

PAGE 2 

7 8 
8 0 

8 1. 
8 2 

8 3 
4 

5 

6 
7 

8 
9 

A 
.. B 

c 
0 

E 

F 
7 8 

C] ~ 



LOCATION: RTE 905@ LA MEDIA ROAD 

CALTRAUS CB Version 3 

D PAGE 

0 F LAGS E FLAGS 

MAx ;L 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 MIN 1 2 3 4. 5 6 l 8 

r-o RCL RCL 

1 CP 1' CP 1 5 

2 c~ :z CP 2 5 

3 c:P'3· CP 3 5 

4 cP '4· CP 4 

5 CP 5-- CP 5 

6 c:P-6· CP 6 

7 t;p"T CP 7 

8 CP-- 8 CP 8 

9 CP ,9 CP 9 

A 

B 

c 
D 

E 

F 

1 2 3 4 5 6 l 8 1 2 3 4 5 6 l 8 

LAST POWER FAILURE REGISTER 

HOUR ~ D-A-E 

MINUTE ~ D-B-E 
DAY ~ D-C-E 

LAST FLASH TIME REGISTER 

HOUR ~ D-A-F 

MINUTE ~ D-B-F 

DAY ~ p-c-F 

r 
' ' '----

DATE: . 1/14/09 

E PAGE 

F FLAGS 

PED 1 2 3 4 5 6 l 8 

RCL 

CP 1 

CP 2 

CP 3 

CP 4 

CP 5 

CP 6 

CP 7 

CP 8 

CP 9 

RCL 1 

RCL ~ 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 

RCL 1 ~ TIME OF DAY MliX RECALL (1ST SELECT) PHASES 

(CALL ACTIVE LIGHTS) 

RCL 2 ~ TIME OF DAY MAX RECALL (2ND SELECT) PHASES 

(CALL ACTIVE LIGHTS) 

D-E-E 

D-E-F 

CB VERSION NUMBER 

~ LITHIUM BATTERY CONDITION 

84 =BAD 

85 = GOOD 

(') 
~-

PAGE 3 

0 
~ 



LOCATION: RTE 905 @ LA-MEDIA ROAD 

CALTRANS CB Version 3 DATE: ·1/14/09 

7 PAGE 

TIME OF DAY _:1\CTIVITY TABLE : 

7+EVENT+HR+MIN+ACT+"E"+ON/OFF+DOW .LTS . i 

ON/ s M T 

HR MIN ACT OFF 1 2 3 
0 

1 

2 
3. 

4 

5 

6 

7 
8 

9 

A 

B 

c 
0 

E 

F 

ACTIVITY-CODE 

1 TYPE OF MAX TERMINATION 

2 MAX 2 

3 MAX 3 

4 COND SERV (1ST SELECT) 

5 COND SERV (2ND SELECT} 

6 ENERGIZE AUX OUTPUT-REO 

w 
4 

7 ENERGIZE AUX OUTPUT-GREEN 

(: 
~-

T F s 
5 6 7 

' 

9 PAGE rco-g-:-;,--;;-;-u 

CONTROL PLAN TIME OF DAY 

9+EVENT+HR+MIN+CP+OS+E+DOW 

S M T W T F S 

HR MIN CP OS 1 2 3 4 5 6 ] 

0 06 00 1 A 2 3 4 5 6 7 

1 09 00 2 A 2 3 4 5 6 7 

2 11 00 3 A· 2 3 4 5 6 7 

3 21 00 E A 2 3 4 5 6 7 

4 09 00 2 A 1 

5 19 00 E A 1 

6 
7 

8 

9 
.A 

B 

c 
0 

E 

F 
·- ·-· 

8 ENERGIZE AUX OUTPUT-YELLOW 

9 TIME OF DAY MAX RECALL (1ST SELECT) 

A TRAFFIC ACT. MAX 2 OPERATION 
B TIHE OF DAY ~ RECALL {2ND SELECT) 

C YELLOW YIELD COORDINATION 

0 YELLOW YIELD COORDINATION 

·E TIME OF DAY FREE OPERATION 

F FLASHING OPERATION 

0 

PAGE 4 
9 PAGE jco9 ~ zj 

CONTROL PLAN TIME OF DAY 

9+EVENT+HR+MIN+CP+OS+E+DOW 

s M T w T F s 
HR MIN CP OS 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 

0 
1 

2. 

3 

4 

5 

.6 

7 

8 

9 

A 

B 

c 
D 

E 

F 

0 
·~ 
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Shmt Report 

General Information 
SHORT REPORT 

Site Information 

Page 1 of 1 

V'~ 
&1--

Analyst USA/ Intersection 
OTA Y MESA RD./PIPER 

RANCH RD. Agency or Co. USA/ Area Type All other areas 
Date Performed 06120111 

Jurisdiction OMPIPEREXAM 
Time Period AM PEAK HOUR 

Analysis Year EXISTING 2009 

Volume and Timing Input 
EB WB NB SB 

LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT 

Num. of Lanes 1 2 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 2 0 1 

Lane group L T TR L LR R 

!Volume (vph) 160 1267 980 112 44 97 
% Heavy veh 10 10 10 10 10 10 
PHF 0.91 0.91 0.95 0.95 0.77 0.77 
!Actuated (P/A) A A A A A A 
Startup lost time 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 
Ext. eff. green 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 
!Arrival type 5 5 5 4 4 4 
Unit Extension 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 
Ped/Bike/RTOR Volume 10 5 0 10 10 5 0 
Lane Width 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 

Parking/Grade/Parking N 0 N N 0 N N N N 0 N 

Parking/hr 

Bus stops/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Unit Extension 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 

Phasing EB Only Thru & RT 03 04 SB Only 06 07 08 

!Timing 
G = 15.0 G = 48.7 G= G= G = 22.0 G= G = G= 
y = 4.2 y = 5.7 Y= Y= Y= 4.6 Y= Y= Y= 

Duration of Analysis (hrs = 0.25 Cycle Length C = 100.2 

Lane Group Capacitv, Control Delay, and LOS Determination 
EB WB NB SB 

fAdj . flow rate 176 1392 1150 57 0 126 

Lane group cap. 246 2346 2362 700 431 313 

v/c ratio 0.72 0.59 0.49 0.08 0.00 0.40 
- - - ~ 

Green ratio 0.15 0.68 0.49 0.22 0.22 0.22 

Unif. delay d1 40.6 8.7 17.3 31.1 30.5 33.5 

Delay factor k 0.28 0.18 0.11 0.11 0.11 0.11 

lncrem. delay d2 9.5 0.4 0.2 0.1 0.0 0.8 

PF factor 0.883 0.155 0.370 1.000 1.000 1.000 

Control delay 45.3 1.8 6.6 31.1 30.5 34.3 

Lane group LOS D A A c c c 
Apprch . delay 6.6 6.6 33.3 

Approach LOS A A c 
lntersec. delay 8.3 Intersection LOS A 

HCS2000TM Copyright 0 2000 University of Florida, All Rights Reserved Version 4.1 f 

file ://C:\Documents and Settings\skab.USAI\Local Settings\Temp\s2k22D.tmp 6/20/2011 



Short Report Page 1 of 1 

SHORT REPORT 
General Information Site Information 

Analyst USA/ Intersection 
OTAY MESA RD./PIPER 

RANCH RD. 
Agency or Co. USA/ 

!Area Type All other areas 
Date Performed 06120111 
Time Period PM PEAK HOUR 

Jurisdiction OMPIPEREXPM 
!Analysis Year EXISTING 2009 

Volume and Timing Input 
EB WB NB SB 

LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT 

Num. of Lanes 1 2 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 2 0 1 

Lane group L T TR L LR R 

!Volume (vph) 105 1406 1424 120 83 219 
% Heavy veh 10 10 10 10 10 10 
PHF 0.95 0.95 0.95 0.95 0.95 0.95 
!Actuated (P/A) A A A A A A 
Startup lost time 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 
Ext. eff. qreen 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 
!Arrival type 5 5 5 4 4 4 

Unit Extension 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 

Ped/Bike/RTOR Volume 10 5 0 10 10 5 0 

Lane Width 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 

Parking/Grade/Parking N 0 N N 0 N N N N 0 N 

Parking/hr 

Bus stops/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Unit Extension 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 

Phasing EB Only Thru & RT 03 04 SB Only 06 07 08 

!Timing 
G = 15.0 G = 48.7 G= G = G = 22.0 G= G= G= 
y = 4.2 y = 5.7 Y = Y= y = 4.6 Y= Y = Y= 

Duration of Analysis (hrs = 0.25 Cycle Length C = 100.2 

Lane Group Capacitv, Control Delay, and LOS Determination 
EB WB NB SB 

!Adj. flow rate 111 1480 1625 87 0 231 

Lane group cap. 246 2346 2373 700 431 313 

v/c ratio 0.45 0.63 0.68 0.12 0.00 0.74 

Green ratio 0.15 0.68 0.49 0.22 0.22 0.22 

Unif. delay d1 38.8 9.1 19.8 31.4 30.5 36.4 

Delay factor k 0.11 0.21 0.25 0.11 0.11 0.30 

lnc rem. delay d2 1.3 0.6 0.8 0.1 0.0 8.9 

PF factor 0.883 0.155 0.370 1.000 1.000 1.000 

Control delay 35.6 2.0 8.2 31.5 30.5 45.3 

Lane group LOS D A A c c D 

Apprch. delay 4.3 8.2 41.5 

Approach LOS A A D 

lntersec. delay 9.4 Intersection LOS A 

HCS2000™ Copyright 0 2000 University of Florida, All Rights Reserved Version 4. 1 f 

file://C:\Documents and Settings\skab.USAI\Local Settings\Temp\s2k239.tmp 6/20/2011 



Intersection Turning Movement 
Prepared by: 

~ELD- bATA SERVICes OF Artl2.PNA, INc. 
~ 520.31li.l\74!l 

Project#: 09-5170-005 

TMC SUMMARY OF PIPER RANCH RD. & OTAY MESA RD. (SR-905) 

APFROACH LANES 

OTAY MESA RD. (SR•905) 

~ 
<:== 
.(? 

APPROACH LANES 

"" 
112 

980 

0 

N 

u 
OTAY MESA RD. {SR-905) 

MD PM TOTAL 
' • s 

0 120 232 

0 1424 2.404 

0 0 0 

LOCATION#: 09-5170-005 

TURNING MOVEMENT COUNT 

;R RANCH RD.&. OTAY MESA RD. (SR·! 
(Intersection Name) 

THURSDAY 12/03/09 
Day Date 

AM 
NOON 

PM 

COUNT PERIODS 

700AM 

400PM 

900AM 

600PM 

AM PEAK HOUR 730 AM 

NOON PEAK HOUR OAM 

PM PEAK HOUR 400 PM 



Intersection Turning Movement 
Prepared by: 

.mELD DATA SERVICES OF ARIZONA, INC. 
~ 520.315.6745 

N·S STREET: PIPER RANCH RD. DATE: 14103109 LOCATION: SAN DIEGO 

E·W STREET: OTAY MESA RD. {SR'905) DAY: THURSDAY PROJECT# 09'5170·005 

NORTHBOUND SOUTHBOUND EASTBOUND WESTBOUND 

NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT WR 
LANES: 0 0 0 1.5 0 1.5 1 2 0 0 3 0 

6:00AM 
6:15AM 
6:30AM 
6:45AM 
7:00AM 0 0 0 10 0 16 22 260 0 0 234 17 
7:15AM 0 0 0 12 0 15 17 308 0 0 241 21 
7:30AM 0 0 0 9 0 19 36 358 0 0 246 21 
7:45AM 0 0 0 13 0 22 44 336 0 0 258 29 
8:00AM 0 0 0 9 0 23 47 302 0 0 222 28 
8:15AM 0 0 0 13 0 33 33 271 0 0 254 34 
8:30AM 0 0 0 15 0 22 24 254 0 0 284 23 
8:45AM 0 0 0 8 0 22 27 259 0 0 255 20 
9:00AM 
9:15AM 
9:30AM 
9:45AM 

10:00 AM 
10:15 AM 
10:30 AM 
10:45 AM 
11:00 AM 
11:15 AM 
11:30 AM 
11:45 AM 

(TOTAL NL I NT I NR SLISTISR ELIETIER WL I WT I WR 
Volumes 0 0 0 89 0 172 250 2348 0 0 1994 193 
Approach% #### #### #### 34.10 0.00 65.90 9.62 90.38 0.00 0.00 91.18 8.82 
AppiDepart 0 I 443 261 I 0 2598 I 2437 2187 I 2166 

AM Peak Hr Begins at: 730 AM 

PEAK 

TOTAL 

S59 
614 
689 
702 
631 
638 
622 
591 

TOTAL 
5046 

Approach% 1
0 0 0144 

#### #### #### 31.21 
o 97 I 160 1267 
0.00 68.79 11.21 88.79 

o I o 980 112 I 2660 
0.00 0.00 89.74 10.26 

Volumes 

PEAK HR. · 
FACTOR: 

CONTROL: SIGNAL 
COMMENT 1: 
COMMENT 2: 

0.000 0.766 0.905 0.948 I o.947 I 



Intersection Turning Movement 

• <{FIELD DATA SERVICES OF ARIZONA, INc. 
~ 520.316.6745 

N-S STREET: PIPER RANCH RD. DATE: 12/03/09 LOCATION: SAN DIEGO· 

E-W STREET: DTAYMESA RD. (SR'905) DAY: THURSDAY PROJECT# 09'5170·005 

NORTHBOUND SOUTHBOUND EASTBOUND WESTBOUND 

NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT WR TOTAL 
LANES: 0 0 0 1.5 0 1.5 1 2 0 0 3 0 

1:00 PM 
1:1S PM 
1:30 PM 
1:45 PM 
2:00 PM 
2:15 PM 
2:30 PM 
2:45 PM 
3:00 PM 
3:15PM 
3:30 PM 
3:45 PM 
4:00 PM 0 0 0 25 0 90 31 330 0 0 426 37 939 
4:15 PM 0 0 0 20 0 42 23 339 0 0 338 24 786 
4:30 PM 0 0 0 22 0 49 23 384 0 0 355 34 867 
4:4S PM 0 0 0 16 0 38 28 3S3 0 0 30S 25 765 
5:00 PM 0 0 0 31 0 54 1S 361 0 0 368 26 85S 
5:15 PM 0 0 0 28 0 49 24 389 0 0 316 27 833 
5:30 PM 0 0 0 27 0 37 21 339 0 0 284 22 730 
5:45 PM 0 0 0 25 0 41 24 316 0 0 267 25 698 
6:00 PM 
6:15 PM 
6:30 PM 
6:45 PM 

!TOTAL NL _I NT I NR SLISTISR ELIETIER WLIWTIWR TOTAL 
Volumes 0 0 0 194 0 400 189 2811 0 0 2659 220 6473 
Approach% #### #### #### 32.66 0.00 67.34 6.30 93.70 0.00 0.00 92.36 7.64 
AppiDepart 0 I 409 594 I 0 3000 I 3005 2879 I 3059 

PM PeClk Hr Begins at: 400 PM 

PEAK 
Volumes 
Approach% 

PEAK HR. 
FACTOR: 

CONTROL: 
COMMENT 1: 
COMMENT 2: 

1

0 0 0183 
#### #### #### 27.48 

SIGNAL 
0 
0 

0.000 

0 ' 219 1105 1406 
0.00 72.52 6.95 93.05 

0.657 0.928 

o I o 1424 120 I 3357 
0.00 0.00 92.23 7.77 

0.834 I o.894 I 

\0 



LOCATION: OTAY MESA ROAD AND PIPER RANCH ROAD 

CALTRANS CG Version 3 DATE: 2/10/09 

F PAGE 

EN.IRIES IN .THESE .LOCATIONS CAN BE "CHANGED IN CC~ FLASH ONLY 

I> 
[: 

C' 0 

PAGE 1 

FOC LONG FAILORE 
-

FOD SHORT FAILORE 

FOE I 0 

FOF J 5 
-

FCO 3 

FC1 3 

FC2 ' 10 
FCA 0.0 
FCB 0.0 
FCC 0.0 

FCD 0.0 

FDO TB SELECT ·1 

FD3 PED SELECT 0 
FD4 7 WIRE 0 

FD5 PE:RMISSIVE 0 
FD8 OS SEEKING 1 

. -·--··--

COS FLASH TYPE 

CC2 DOWNLOAD 

0 --0 

I II 



l· 

------- ------ --------------- -----~ 

LOCATiq~~: OTAY MESA ROAD AND PIPER RANCH _ROAD 

CALTRANS CB Version 3 DATE: 
·' 

C PAGE·: '· ~-
~r 

. ·····~·· 0 CYCLEiLENGTH 
1 FZl GRN FCTR 
2 "•!! 

3 FZ3 GRN FCTR 
4 FZ4· GRN FCTR 
5 FZ5 GRN FCTR 
6· 

' 

7 FZ7 GRN FCTR 

8 FZ8 GRN FCTR 
9 MULTI CYCLE 
A OFFSET A 

B OFFSET B 
C OFFSET C 

D FZ 3 EXT 
E FZ 7 EXT 
F OFFSET INTRPT 

COl MANUAL CP 

C02 MASTER CP 

C03 CURRENT CP 

C04 LAST CP 

CO? TRNSMT CP 

1 

100 

20 

20 

0 

COD MANUAL OFFSET 

CONTROL PLANS 

2 3 4 5 6 

uo 100 100 

20 20 20 

20 20 20 

0 0 0 

FEATURE 

SYSTEM MASTER: 

OTAY MESA RD. TEMP. 

·~ 

CAO LOCAL CYCLE·TIMER 

CBO MASTER CYCLE TIMER 

CAA LOCAL OFFSET 

CBA MASTER OFFSET 

("" 

7 8 9 

1-~~1 --. I 

02/10/09 

Y-COORD 

c D 

. 

PEIU1 TIME 

LAG OFFSET 

FORCE OFF 

LONG GRN 

NO GREEN 

OFFSET 

LOCATION I ~~~I ..-..,~ I 

coo 9 

(\ . } 

LAG PHASE 

E 

GAPOUT CPl 

GAPOUT CP2. 

GAPOUT CP3 

GAPOUT CP4 1 

GAPOUT CPS 

"GAPOUT CP6 

GAPOU!' CP7 

GAPOUT CPS 

GAPOU'l' .CP9 

FLAGS 

F 1 2 3 4 5 6 

LAG FZ FREE 2 4 6 

LAG FZ CP 1 2 4 6 

LAG FZ CP 2. 2 4 6 

LAG FZ C? 3 2 4 6 

LAG FZ CP 4 2 .4 6 

LAG FZ CP 5 

LAG FZ CP 6 

LAG FZ CP 7 

LAG FZ CP 8 

LAG FZ CP 9 

LAG C COORD 

LAG D COORD 

COORD FAZES 2 6 

1 2 3 4 5 6 
CCB/CDB OFFSET TIMER 

CCC/CDC LAG GREEN TIMER 

CCD/CDD FORCE OFF TIMER 

CCE/CDE LONG GREEN TIMER 

CCF/CDF NO_GREEN TIMER 

PAGE 2 

7 8 
a 0 

B 1 

a 2 

8 3 
B 4 

5 

6 

7 
8 
9 
A 

B 

c 
D 

E 
F 

1 8 

CJ .'0 



LOCATION: OTAY -MESA ROAD AND PTPER RANCH ROAD 

CALTRANS CB Version 3 

D PAGE 

I--
0 

1 

2 

3 

4. 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 
.A 

B 

c 
0 

E 

F 

D ' F LAGS E FL 
' 

MAX 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 MIN 1 2 3 4 

RCL RC~ 

CP 1 CP 1 4 

CP 2 CP 2 4 

CP 3 CP 3 4 

CP 4 CP 4 4 

CP 5 CP 5 

CP 6 CP 6 

.cp 7 CP 7 

CP 8 CP 8 

CP 9 CP 9 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 1 2 3 4 

LAST POWER E:AILVRE REGISTER 

HOUR 

MINUTE 

DAY 

D-A-E 

D-B-E 

= D-C-E 

LAST FLASH TIME REGISTER 

n ·, __ , 

HOUR 

MINUTE. 

DAY 

D-A-F 

D-B-F 

D-C-F 

AGS 

5 6 7 8 

5 6 7 8 

DATE: 02/10/09 

E PAGE 

F FL AGS 

PED 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 

RCL 

CP 1 

CP 2 

CP 3 

CP 4 

CP 5 

CP 6 

CP 7 

· CP 8 

CP 9 

RCL 1 

RCL 2 

' 
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 

RCL 1 = TIME OF DAY MAX RECALL (1ST SELECT) PHASES 

(CALL A~TIVE LIGHTS) 

RCL 2 = TIME OF .DAY MAX RECALL (2ND SELECT) PHASES 
(CALL ACTIVE LIGHTS) 

D-E-E = CB VERSION NUMBER 
D-E-F = LITHIUM BATTERY CONDITION 

84 =BAD 

85 = GOOD 

(1 
_j 

PAGE 3 

--() 0 



LOCATION: OTAY MESA ROAD .AND PIPER RANCH ROAD 

CALTRANS CB Version ·3 DATE: 02/10/09. 

7. PAGE 

TIME OF DAY ACTIVITY TABLE 

7+EVE"NT+HR+MIN+ACT+"E"+ON/OFF+DOW LTS 

ON/ s M T 
HR MIN ACT OFF 1 2 3 

0 06 00 2 ON/ 2 3 

1 09 00 2 OFF 1 2 3 

2 14 00 2 ON/ 2 3 

3 18 00 2 OFF 1 2 3 

4 Og 01 E ON/ 1 2 3· 

5 14 01 E OFF 2 3 

6 19 00 E ON/ 1 2 3 

7 22 00 E OFE 1 2 3 

8 

9 
A 
B 

c 
D 
E 
F . 

ACTIVITY CODE 

1 TYPE 9F MAX TERMINATION 

2 MAX 2 

3 MAX 3 

4 COND SERV (1ST SELECT) 
5 COND SERV (2ND SELECT) 

6 ENERGIZE AUX OUTPUT-RED 

w 
4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 
4 

4 

7 ENERGIZE AUX OUTPUT-GREEN 

(2 

T E: 
5 6 

5 6 

5 6 

5 6 

5 6 

5 6 

5 6 
5 6 

5 6 

s 
7 

7 

7 

7 

7 

7 

7 

7 

7 

9 PAGE ~~Il 

CONTROL .PLAN TIME OF DAY 
"9+EVENT+HR+MIN+CP+OS+E+DOW 

s M T w T F s 
HR MIN CP OS 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 

0 .06. 00 4 A 2 3 4 5 6 7 

1 09 00 E 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 

2 14 00 4 A 2 3 4 5 6 7 

3 18 00 E 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 

4 

5 

6 
7 

8 

9 

A 
B 

c 
D 
E 
F 

8 ENERGIZE AUX OUTPUT-YELLOW 

9 TIME OF DAY MAX RECALL (1ST SELECT) 
A TRAFFIC ACT. MAX 2 OP~RATION 

B TIME OF DAY MAX RECALL (2ND SELECT) 

C YELLOW YIELD COORDINATION 
D YELLOW YIELD COORDINATION 

E TIME OF DAY FREE OPERATION 
F FLASHING OPERATION 

() 

PAGE 4 
_ 9 PAGE jcog ~ 2! 

CONTROL PLAN TIME OF DAY 
9+EVENT+HR+MIN+CP+OS+E+DOW. 

s M T w T F s 
HR MIN CP OS 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 

0 

1 
2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

A 
B 

c 
D 
E 

.. 

F 

:~, 

0 -a 
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Short Report Page 1 of 1 

SHORT REPORT 
General Information Site Information 

!Analyst USA f Intersection SR-125SB OFF-RAMPIOTAY 
MESARD 

!Agency or Co. USAf 
!Area Type All other areas 

Date Performed 06120111 
tTime Period AM PEAK HOUR 

Jurisdiction 125SBOMEXAM 
!Analysis Year EXISTING 2009 

Volume and Timing Input 
EB WB NB SB 

LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT 

Num. of Lanes 0 3 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 2 0 1 

Lane group T T L R 

!Volume (vph 1333 974 282 170 
% Heavy veh 10 10 10 10 
PHF 0. 91 0.96 0.87 0.87 
!Actuated (PIA) A A A A 
Startup lost time 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 
Ext. eff. green 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 
!Arrival type 5 5 4 4 

Unit Extension 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 

Ped/Bike/RTOR Volume 10 10 0 

Lane Width 12.0 12.0 12.0 12. 0 

Parkin g/G rade/Parki ng N 0 N N 0 N N N N 0 N 

Parking/hr 

Bus stops/hr 0 0 0 0 

Unit Extension 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 

Phasing Thru Only 02 03 04 SB Only 06 07 08 

tTiming 
G = 67.0 G= G = G = G = 20.4 G = G = G = 
Y = 7 Y = Y = Y = Y = 5. 6 Y = Y = Y = 

Duration of Analysis (hrs = 0. 25 Cycle Length C = 100.0 

Lane Group Capaci~, Control Delay, and LOS Determination 
EB WB NB SB 

jAdj . flow rate 1465 1015 324 195 

Lane group cap. 3319 3319 650 299 

v/c ratio 0.44 0.31 0.50 0.65 

Green ratio 0.67 0.67 0.20 0.20 

Unif. delay d1 7.7 6. 8 35.3 36.5 

Delay factor k 0.11 0.11 0.11 0.23 

lncrem. delay d2 0.1 0.1 0.6 5.0 

PF factor 0.152 0.152 1.000 1.000 

Control delay 1.3 1.1 35.9 41.5 

Lane group LOS A A D D 

IApprch. delay 1.3 1. 1 38.0 

!Approach LOS A A D 

lntersec. delay 7. 6 Intersection LOS A 

HCS2000TM Copyright 0 2000 University of Florida, All Rights Reserved Version 4.1 f 

file://C:\Documents and Settings\skab.USAJ\Local Settings\Temp\s2kAB.tmp 6/20/2011 



Short Report Page 1 of 1 ,,-p 
SHORT REPORT G'i 

General Information Site Information 

!Analyst USA/ Intersection 
SR-125SB OFF-RAMP/0 TA Y 

MESA RD 
!Agency or Co. USA/ Area Type All other areas 
Date Performed 06/20111 
!Time Period PM PEAK HOUR 

Jurisd iction 125SBOMEXPM 
Analysis Year EXISTING 2009 

Volume and Timing Input 
EB WB NB SB 

LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT 

Num. of Lanes 0 3 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 2 0 1 

Lane group T T L R 

!Volume (vph) 1502 1447 130 95 
% Heavy veh 10 10 10 10 
PHF 0.92 0. 91 0.91 0.91 
!Actuated (P/A) A A A A 
Startup lost time 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 
Ext. eff. _green 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 
!Arrival type 5 5 4 4 

Unit Extension 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 

Ped/Bike/RTOR Volume 10 10 0 

Lane Width 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 

Parking/Grade/Parking N 0 N N 0 N N N N 0 N 

Parking/hr 

Bus stops/hr 0 0 0 0 

Unit Extension 3.0 3. 0 3.0 3.0 

Phasing Thru Only 02 03 04 SB Only 06 07 08 

!Timing 
G = 67.0 G= G= G= G = 20.4 G= G = G = 
Y = 7 Y = Y= Y= y = 5. 6 Y= Y = Y = 

Duration of Analysis (hrs = 0.25 Cycle Length C = 100.0 

Lane Group Capacit' , Control Delay, and LOS Determination 
EB WB NB SB 

!Adj. flow rate 1633 1590 143 104 

Lane group cap. 3319 3319 650 299 

v/c ratio 0.49 0.48 0.22 0. 35 

Green ratio 0.67 0.67 0.20 0. 20 

Unit. delay d1 8.1 8. 0 33.2 34.1 

Delay factor k 0.11 0.11 0.11 0.11 

lncrem. delay d2 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.7 

PF factor 0.152 0.152 1.000 1.000 

Control delay 1.3 1.3 33.3 34.8 

Lane group LOS A A c c 
!Apprch. delay 1.3 1.3 34.0 

!Approach LOS A A c 
lntersec. delay 3.7 Intersection LOS A 

HCS2000™ Copyright 0 2000 University of Florida, All Rights Reserved Version 4. l f 

file://C:\Documents and Settings\skab.USAI\Local Settings\Temp\s2kB9.tmp 6/20/2011 



Intersection Turning Movement 
Prepared by: 

_.CELD DA1'A SERVICES OF ARIZONA, IN<::¥ 5Ztl.3HMi74!> 

Project#: ---=0:...:9:_·=5=-17:.0::.·..::.0.::.0.::.6=-b-

TMC SUMMARY OF SR-125 58 RAMPS & OTAY MESA RD. (SR-905) 

APPROACH LANES 

OTAY MESA RD. (SR-905) 

-(b 
¢::= 
.a= 

APPROACH LANES 

AM 

0 

974 

0 

N 

u 
OTAY MESA RD. (SR-905) 

MD PM TOTAL ~ 
w 

'l 
0 0 0 r 

u 

0 1447 2421 
~ 

" ~ 

0 0 0 ~ 
~ 

LOCATION#: 

TURNING MOVEMENT COUNT 

l25 SB RAMPS & OTAY MESA RD. (SR-~ 
{Intersection Name) 

TiiURSDAY 12/03/09 
Day Date 

AM 
NOON 

PM 

COUNT PERIODS 

700AM 900AM 

400PM 600PM 

AM PEAK HOUR 730 AM 

NOON PEAK HOUR OAM 

PM PEAK HOUR 400 PM 



Intersection Turning Movement \\ 
Prepared by: 

~ELD DATA SERVICES OF ARIZONA, INc. 
~ 520.316.5745 

N-S STREET: SR-125 SB RAMPS DATE: 12103/09 LOCATION: SAN DIEGO 

E-W STREET: OTAY MESA RD. (SR'905) DAY: THURSDAY PROJECT# 09-5170-006b 

NORTHBOUND SOUTHBOUND EASTBOUND WESTBOUND 

NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT WR TOTAL 
LANES: 0 0 0 2 0 1 0 2 0 0 3 0 

6:00AM 
6:15AM 
6:30AM 
6:45AM 
7:00AM 0 0 0 55 0 25 0 272 0 0 235 0 587 
7:15AM 0 0 0 66 0 33 0 315 0 0 239 0 653 
7:30AM 0 0 0 77 0 38 0 365 0 0 241 0 721 
7:45AM 0 0 0 59 0 42 0 345 0 0 255 0 701 
8:00AM 0 0 0 62 0 44 0 315 0 0 224 0 645 
8:15AM 0 0 0 84 0 46 0 308 0 0 254 0 692 
8:30AM 0 0 0 53 0 25 0 283 0 0 209 0 570 
8:45AM 0 0 0 57 0 32 0 260 0 0 253 0 602 
9:00AM 
9:15AM 
9:30AM 
9:45AM 

10:00 AM 
10:15 AM 
10:30 AM 
10:45 AM 
11:00 AM 
11:15 AM 
!1:30AM 
11:45 AM 

!TOTAL NL I NT NR 5L ST 5R EL ET ER WL WT WR TOTAL 
Volumes 0 0 0 513 0 285 0 2463 0 0 1910 0 5171 
Approach % #### #### #### 64.29 0.00 35.71 0.00 100.00 0.00 0.00 100.00 0.00 
AppiDepart 0 I 0 798 I 0 2463 I 2976 1910 I 2195 

AM Peak Hr Begins at: 730 AM 

PEAK 
Volumes 
Approach% 

PEAK HR. 
FACTOR: 

1
0 0 01282 

#### #### #### 62.39 

0.000 

CONTROL: SIGNAL 
COMMENT 1: 
COMMENT 2: 

o 170 I o 1333 
0.00 37.61 0.00 100.00 

0.869 0.913 

o I o 974 
0.00 0.00 100.00 

0.955 

o I 2759 
0.00 

1 o.957 I 



~ 

Intersection Turning Movement 

,.a.. 
~FIELD DATA SERVICES OF ARIZONA, INc. 
~ !120.316.6745 

N-S STREET: SR-125 SB RAMPS DATE: 12103109 LOCATION: SAN DIEGO 

E-W STREET: OTAY MESA RD. (SR-905) DAY: THURSDAY PROJECf# 09-5170-006b 

NORTHBOUND SOUTHBOUND EASTBOUND WESTBOUND 

NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT WR TOTAL 
LANES: 0 0 0 2 0 1 0 2 0 0 3 0 

1:00PM 
1:1S PM 
1:30PM 
1:45 PM 
2:00PM 
2:1S PM 
2:30 PM 
2:4S PM 
3:00PM 
3:1S PM 
3:30 PM 
3:45 PM 
4:00 PM 0 0 0 28 0 29 0 3S7 0 0 431 0 845 
4:15 PM 0 0 0 38 0 2S 0 361 0 0 340 0 764 
4:30PM 0 0 0 4S 0 22 0 410 0 0 361 0 838 
4:4S PM 0 0 0 39 0 19 0 374 0 0 315 0 747 
S:OO PM 0 0 0 28 0 16 0 39S 0 0 375 0 814 
5:15 PM 0 0 0 24 0 22 0 42S 0 0 315 0 786 
5:30 PM 0 0 0 27 0 21 0 371 0 0 285 0 704 
5:45 PM 0 0 0 25 0 19 0 339 0 0 279 0 662 
6:00PM 
6:1S PM 
6:30PM 
6:45 PM 

fTOTAL NL I NT I NR SL I ST I SR ELIETIER WLIWTIWR TOTAL 
Volumes 0 0 0 254 0 173 0 3032 0 0 2701 0 6160 
Approach% #### #### #### 59.48 0.00 40.52 0.00 100.00 0.00 0.00 100.00 0,00 
AppiDepart 0 I 0 427 I 0 3032 I 3286 2701 I 2874 

PM Peak Hr Begins at: 400 PM 

PEAK 
Volumes 
Approach 0/c 

PEAK HR. 
FACfOR: 

CONTROL: 
COMMENT 1: 
COMMENT 2: 

I 0 0 0 1150 
#### #### #### 61.22 

SIGNAL 
0 
0 

0.000 

o 95 I o 1502 
0.00 38.78 0,00 100,00 

0.914 0.916 

o I o 1447 
0.00 0.00 100,00 

0,839 

o I 3194 
0,00 

I o.945 I 

,, 
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LOCATION: SR - 125 SB OFF / OTAY MESA ROAD 

CALTRANS CB 

F PAGE 

Cycle Length in "Free" 

Phases 1 

hase Total Green Time 10 

Phase Yellow/Red 3.0 

Total Phase Time 13.0 

%of cycle 11% 

c: 

2 

55 

7.0 

62.0 

50% 

124 seconds 

3 4 5 

10 30 10 

3.0 5.5 3.0 

13.0 35.6 13.0 

11% 29% 11% 

6 

55 

7.0 

62.0 

50% 

07/02/08 

ENTRIES IN THESE LOCA!I'IONS CAN BE CHANGED IN CCl. FLASH ONLY -

7 

10 

3.0 

13.0 

11% 

B 

10 

3.0 

13.0 

11% 

(1 . ' .... -e 

PAGE 1 of 4 

FOC LONG FAILURE 
FOO SHORT FAILURE 

FOE I 
FOF 1 
FCO 

FCl 
FC2~ 

FCA 

FCB 
FCC 
FCD 

-

FDO TB SELECT 

FD3 PED SELECT 

FD4 7 WIRE 

FDS PERMISSIVE 

FOB OS SEEKING 

COS FLASH TYPE 

CC2 DOWNLOAD 

CB Rev. V 9/2912004 

('\ 
' ./ 

1 ' 

0 

5 

3 

3 

10 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

1 

0 

0 

0 

1 

1 

1 

./' 

---



LOCATION: 

CALTRANS CB 

C EAGE 

SR ~ 125 SB OFF / OTAY MESA ROAD 

01/02/08 

' CONTROL PLANS Y-COOR 

0 CYCLE LENGTH 

1 FZl GRN FCTR 

2 

3 FZ3 GRN FCTR 

4 FZ4 GRN FCTR 

5 FZS GRN FCTR 

6 

7 FZ7 GRN FCTR 

B FZ8 GRN FCTR 

9 MULTI CYCLE 

A OFFSET A 

B OFFSET B 

C OFFSET C 

0FZ3EXT 

EFZ7EXT 

F OFFSET INTRPT 

COl MANUAL CP 

C02 MASTER CP 

C03 CURRENT CP 

C04 LAST CP 

C07 TRNSMT CP 

1 
100 

30 

93 

COD MANUAL OFFSET 

2 3 

100 100 

30 30 

93 93 

GAO LOCAL CYCLE TIMER 

CEO MASTER CYCLE TIMER 

CAA LOCAL OFFSET 

CBA MASTER OFFSET 

() 

4 5 6 7 8 9 c D 

100 

30 PERM TIME 

LAG OFFSET 

FORCE ·OFF 

LONG GRN 

NO GREEN 

93 OFFSET 

FEATURE 

coo 10 

LAG PHASE 
E 

GAPOUT CPl 

GAPOOT CP2 

GAPOOT CP3 

GAPOUT CP4 1 

GM'OUT CP5 

GAPOUT CP6 

GAPOUT CP7 

GAPOUT CP8 

GAPOUT CP9 

0 

FLAG 

F 1 2 3 4 5 6 

LAG FZ FREE 2 4 6 

LAG FZ CP 1 2 4 6 

LAG FZ CP 2 2 4 6 

LAG FZ CP 3 2 4 6 

LAG FZ CP 4 2 4 6 

LAG FZ CP 5 

LAG FZ CP 6 

LAG FZ CP 7 

LAG FZ CP 8 

LAG FZ CP 9 

LAG C COORD 

LAG D COORD 

COORD FAZES 2 6 

1 2 3 4 5 6 

CCB/CDB OFFSET TIMER 

CCC/CDC LAG GREEN" TIMER 

CCD/CDD FORCE OFF TIMER 

CCE/CDE LONG GREEN TIMER 

CCF/CDF NO GREEN TIMER 

7 B 
B 0 

B 1 

IJ 2 
g 3 

B 4 

5 

6 

7 

B 

9 

A 

B 

c 
D 

E 

F 

7 8 

PAGE 2 of 4 

9 PAGE lrc-:cocc9-~----,o-or---:1--,l 

CONTROL PLAN TIME OF DAY 

9+EVENT+HR+MIN+CP+OS+E+OOW 

s M T w T F 

HR MIN CP OS 1 2 3 4 5 6 

0 06 00 4 A 2 3 4 5 6 

1 09 00 E 1 2 3 • 5 6 

2 14 00 4 A 2 3 4 5 6 

3 18 00 E 1 2 3 4 5 6 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

A 

B/ 

c 
D 

E 

F 

CB Rev. V 912.912004 

0 
-------------· I U 

s 
7 

7_ 
7 

7 

7 

:::::: 
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LOCATION: SR - 125 SB OFF / OTAY MESA ROAD 

CALTRANS CB 

D PAGE 

D 

MAX 1 2 r-o RCL 

1 CP 1 

2 CP 2 

3 CP 3 

4 CP 4 
5 CP 5 
6 CP 6 
7 CP 7 
8 CP 8 
9 CP 9 
A 

B 

c 
D 

E 

F 

1 2 

FLAGS E FLAGS 

3 4 5 6 7 8 HIN 1 2 3 4 5 6 

RCL 

CP 1 4 

CP 2 4 

CP 3 4 

CP 4 4 

CP 5 
CP 6 

CP 7 
CP 8 

CP 9 

3 4 5 6 7 8 1 2 3 4 5 6 

LAST POWER FAILURE REGISTER 

HOUR ~ D-A-E 

MINUTE ~ 0-B-E 

DAY ~ 0-C-E 

LAST FLASH TIME REGISTER 

HOUR ~ D-A-F 

MINUTE ~ D-B-F 

DAY ~ D-C-F 

"' 
(') 

:! ~ 

7/2/2008 

E PAGE 

F FLAGS 

7 8 PED 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 

RCL 

CP 1 

CP 2 

CP 3 

CP 4 
CP 5 
CP 6 

CP 7 
CP 8 

CP 9 
RCL 1 J 
RCL 2 

• 

7 8 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 

RCL 1 ~ TIME OF DAY MAX RECALL (1ST SELECT) 
(CALL ACTIVE LIGHTS) 

RCL 2 ~ TIME OF DAY MAX RECALL (2ND SELECT) 

(CALL ACTIVE LIGHTS) 

D-E-E ~ C8 VERSION NUMBER 

D-E-F ~ LITHIUM BATTERY CONDITION 

84 ~ BAD 

85 ~ GOOD 

0 

PAGE 3 of 4 

PHASES 

PHASES 

C8 Rev. V 9/2912004 

() ------
'" 



LOCATION: SR - 125 SB OFF / OTAY MESA ROAD 

CALTRANS CB 

7 PAGE 

TIME OF DAY ACTIVITY. TABLE 

7+EVENT+HR+MIN+ACT+"En+ON/OFF+DOW LTS 

ON/ s M T w T F s 
HR MIN ACT OFF 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 

0 09 00 E ON/ 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 

1 l4 00 E OFF. 2 3 4 5 6 7 

2 19 00 E ON/ 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 

3 22 00 E OFF 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

A 

B 

c 
D 

E 

F 
- -

ACTIVITY CODE 

1 TYPE OF MAX"TERMINATION 

2 MAX 2 

3 MAX 3 

4 COND SERV (1ST SELECT) 

5 COND SERV (2ND SELECT) 

6 ENERGIZE AUX OUTPUT-RED 

7 ENERGIZE AUX OUTPUT-GREEN 

8 ENERGIZE AUX OUTPUT-YELLOW 

9 TIME OF DAY MAX RECALL (1ST SELECT) 

c; 

7J212(l06 PAGE 4 of 4. 

E PAGE D PAGE 

F+C+F+1+2+3+E+B+ E+PHASES orTYPE+EVENT NO. DETECTOR SETTINGS 
PHASES TYPE PHASES TYPE I FILE J FILE 

c D E F DELAY 

0 11 1 5,6 Jl 5 5,6 11 DlO 

1 I2U 2 5,6 J2U 6 5,6 I2U Dll 

2 I2L 2 5,6 J2L 6 5,6 I2L Dl2 

3 I3U 2 5,6 J3U 6 5,6 I3U Dl3 

4 I3L 2 5 J3L 6 5 I3L Dl4 

5 I4 2 7,8 5 J4 6 7,8 5 I4 Dl5 

6 IS 3 2 5,6 JS 7 6 5,6 I5 Dl6 

7 I6U 4 5,6 J6U 8 5,6 I6U D17 

8 I6L 4 5,6 J6L 8 5,6 I6L D18 

9 I7U 4 5,6 J7U 8 5,6 I7U Dl9 
A I7L 4 5 J7L 8 5 I7L DlA 
B I8 4 7,8 5 JB 8 7,8 5 IS DlB 

G I9U I 4 5,6 J9U 5 5,6 I9U DlC 

D I9L 3 4 5,6 J9L 7 5,6 I9L DlD 
----

REASSIGNS DETECTORS TO VARIOUS PHASES I FUNCTIONS 

F-C-F MUST EQUAL ZERO WHEN FINISHED 

LOWER CASE NUMBERS ARE DEFAULT VALUES 

BLANK SPACES CONTAIN DEFAULTS (DO NOT ZERO OUT! 

ACTIVITY CODE CONTINUED 

A TRAFFIC ACT. MAX 2 OPERAT!ON 

B TIME OF DAY MAX RECALL (2ND SELECT) 
C YELLOW YIELD COORDINATION 

D YELLOVI YIELD COORDINATION 
E TIME OF DAY FREE OPERATION 
F FLASHING OPERATION 

0 

CARRYOVER 

D30 

D31 

D32 

D33 

D34 

035 

D36 

037 

038 

039 
D3A 

D3B 

D3C 
D3D 

~ 
:r 
II 
1 
~· 

Jl 

J2U 
J2L 

J30 

J3L 

J4 

J5 

J60 

J6L 
J70 
J7L 

J8 

J9U 
J9L 

DELAY CARRYOVER 

020 D40 

D21 041 
022 D42 
D23 D43 

D24 D44 

D25 045 

D26 D46 

D27 D47 

D28 D48 
029 D49 
D2A D4A 
D2B D4B 

D2C D4C 
D2D D4D 

DETECTOR TYPE 

1 RED LOCK 

2 YELLOW LOCK 

~ EXTENSION 

~ COUNT, 

'1 CALLING 

' Q TYPE 3 DISCONNECT 

,. 
h 

r 
! 

C8 Rev. V 912912004 

0 
I II 

--
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Short Report 

General Information 
SHORT REPORT 

Site Information 

Page 1 of 1 

\\.."~ 
&.'f. 

~nalyst USA/ Intersection 
SR-125NB ON-RAMPIOTAY 

MESA RD. 
~gency or Co. USA/ Area Type All other areas 
Date Performed 06/20111 
!Time Period AM PEAK HOUR 

Jurisdiction 125NBOTAYEXAM 
~nalysis Year EXISTING 2009 

Volume and Timing_ ln~ut 
EB WB NB SB 

LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT 

Num. of Lanes 2 2 0 0 3 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Lane group L T TR R 

!Volume (vph) 19 747 956 81 
%Heavy veh 10 10 10 10 
PHF 0.85 0.85 0.96 0.96 
~ctuated (PIA) A A A A 
Startup lost time 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 
Ext. eff. green 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 
~rrival type 5 5 5 5 
Unit Extension 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 

Ped/Bike/RTOR Volume 10 0 

Lane Width 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 

Parking/Grade/Parking N 0 N N 0 N N N N N 

Parking/hr 

Bus stops/hr 0 0 0 0 

Unit Extension 3.0 3.0 3.0 3. 0 

Phasi nQ EB Only Thru & RT 03 04 05 06 07 08 

[Timing 
G = 15.0 G = 74.8 G= G= G= G= G= G= 
y = 4.2 y = 6 Y= Y= Y= Y= Y= Y= 

Duration of Analysis (hrs = 0.25 Cycle Length C = 100.0 

Lane Group Capacit , Control Delay, and LOS Determination 
EB WB NB SB 

~dj. flow rate 22 879 1034 46 

Lane group cap. 478 3462 3685 1098 

~/c ratio 0.05 0.25 0.28 0.04 

Green ratio 0.15 1.00 0.75 0.75 

Unif. delay d1 36.4 0.0 4.0 3.3 

Delay factor k 0.11 0.11 0.11 0.11 

lncrem. delay d2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 

PF factor 0.882 0.950 0.198 0.198 

Control delay 32.1 0.0 0.8 0.7 

Lane group LOS c A A A 

fl\pprch. delay 0.8 0.8 

~pproach LOS A A 

lntersec. delay 0.8 Intersection LOS A 

HCS2000™ Copyright 0 2000 University of Florida, All Rights Reserved Version 4.1 f 

file://C:\Documents and Settings\skab. USAI\Local Settings\Temp\s2k9l.trnp 6/20/2011 



Short Report Page 1 of 1 

SHORT REPORT 
\J..~ 

(;-.:{ ... 
General Information Site Information 

!Analyst USA/ Intersection 
SR- 125NB ON-RAMPIOTAY 

MESA RD. 
!Agency or Co. USA/ 

Area Type All other areas 
Date Performed 06/20111 
ifime Period PM PEAK HOUR 

Jurisdiction 125NBOTAYEXPM 
Analysis Year EXISTING 2009 

Volume and Timing Input 
EB WB NB SB 

LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT 

Num. of Lanes 2 2 0 0 3 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Lane group L T TR R 

~olume (vph) 155 413 1384 255 
%Heavy veh 10 10 10 10 

PHF 0.92 0.92 0.94 0.94 
V\ctuated (P/A) A A A A 
Startup lost time 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 
Ext. eff. green 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 
Arrival type 5 5 5 5 
Unit Extension 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 

Ped/Bike/RTOR Volume 10 0 
Lane Width 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 

Parking/Grade/Parking N 0 N N 0 N N N N N 

Parking/hr 

Bus stops/hr 0 0 0 0 

Unit Extension 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 

Phasing EB Only Thru & RT 03 04 05 06 07 08 

Timing 
G = 15.0 G = 74.8 G= G= G = G= G= G= 
y = 4.2 y = 6 Y= Y= Y= Y= Y= Y= 

Duration of Analysis (hrs = 0.25 Cycle Length C = 100.0 

Lane Group Capacit' , Control Delay, and LOS Determination 
EB WB NB SB 

Adj . flow rate 168 449 1594 149 

Lane group cap. 478 3462 3662 1098 

v/c ratio 0. 35 0.13 0.44 0.14 

Green ratio 0.15 1.00 0.75 0.75 

Unif. delay d 1 38.1 0.0 4.7 3.5 

Delay factor k 0.11 0.11 0.11 0.11 

lncrem. delay d2 0.4 0.0 0.1 0.1 

PF factor 0.882 0.950 0.198 0.198 

Control delay 34.1 0.0 1.0 0.8 

Lane group LOS c A A A 

IApprch. delay 9.3 1.0 

!Approach LOS A A 

I ntersec. delay 3.2 Intersection LOS A 

HCS2000TM Copyright 0 2000 University of Florida, All Rights Reserved Version 4.lf 

fi le ://C:\Docurnents and Settings\skab. USAI\Local Settings\ Temp\s2k9F. tmp 6/20/2011 



Intersection Turning Movement 
Prepared by: 

hE:Ul DATA SERVICES OF" ARIZONA, INC.. 
~ s:w.;:o;,.m.:r. 

Project #: _:0:::9=-·-=5:.:1c;.7.=0..:-0:::0:::6:::a=--

TMC SUMMARY OF SR-125 NB RAMPS & OTAY MESA RD. (SR-905) 

APPROACH LANES 

OTAY MESA RD, (SR·90S) 

~ 
<== 
.(? 

APPROACH LANES 

AM 

81 

956 

0 

N 

D 

OTAY MESA RD. {SR-9D5l 

MD PM TOTAL 
~ 
z s 

0 255 336 

0 1384 2340 

0 0 0 

LOCATION#: 

TURNING MOVEMENT COUNT 

.25 NS RAMPS & OTAY MESA RD. (SR
(lntersect1on Name) 

TUESDAY 12./0B/09 
Day Date 

AM 
NOON 

PM 

COUNT PERIODS 

700AM 

400PM 

900AM 

600PM 

AM PEAK HOUR 715 AM 

NOON PEAK HOUR DAM 

PM PEAK HOUR 445 PM 

\'\.. 



Intersection Turning Movement 
Prepared by: 

4'ELD DATA SERVIcEs OF AntzoNA, INc. 
~ 52!l.31 (1.6745 

N·S STREET: SR·125NB RAMPS DATE: .12108109 LOCATION: SANDIEGO 

E·W STREET: OTAY MESA RD. (5R·905) DAY: TUESDAY PROJECf# D9·5170·DD6a 

NORTHBOUND SOUTHBOUND EASTBOUND WESTBOUND 

NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT WR 
LANES: 2 0 1 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2 0 

6:00AM 
6:15AM 
6:30AM 
6:45AM 
7:00AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 136 166 0 234 19 
7:15AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 170 172 0 239 15 
7:30AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 165 225 0 240 23 
7:45AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 232 260 0 249 21 
8:00AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 180 272 0 228 22 
8:15AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 9 125 189 0 251 23 
8:30AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 151 190 0 215 17 
8:45AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 141 209 0 252 19 
9:00AM 
9:15AM 
9:30AM 
9:45AM 

10:00 AM 
10:15 AM 
10:30 AM 
10:45 AM 
11:00 AM 
11:15 AM 
11:30 AM 
11:45 AM 

!TOTAL NL I NT NR SL I ST SR ELJETJER WL_I WT _j WR 
Volumes 0 0 0 0 0 0 44 1300 1683 0 1908 159 
Approach% #### #### #### #### #### #### 1.45 42.95 55.60 0.00 92.31 7.69 
AppiDepart 0 I 203 0 I 1683 3027 I 1300 2067 I 1908 

AM Peak Hr Begins at: 715 AM 

PEAK 

TOTAL 

562 
604 
654 
767 
707 
597 
578 
625 

TOTAL 
5094 

Approach% I o o o I o o o I 19 747 929 I o 956 
#### #### #### #### #### #### 1.12 44.07 54.81 0.00 92.19 

81 I 
7.81 

2732 Volumes 

PEAK HR. 
FACTOR: 

CONTROL: SIGNAL 
COMMENT 1: 
COMMENT 2: 

0.000 0.000 0.853 0.960 I o.s9o I 



Intersection Turning Movement 

~ 
~FIELD DATA SERVICES oF ARIZONA, INc. 

¥ 520.316.6745 

N·S STREET: SR-125 NB RAMPS DATE: 12108109 LOCATION: SAN DIEGO 

E·W STREET: OTAY MESA RD. (SR-905) DAY: TUESDAY PROJECT# 09·5170-006a 

NORTHBOUND SOUTHBOUND EASTBOUND WESTBOUND 

NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT WR TOTAL 
LANES: 2 0 1 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2 0 

1:00PM 
1:15PM 
1:30PM 
1:45 PM 
2:00PM 
2:15PM 
2:30PM 
2:45 PM 
3:00PM 
3:15 PM 
3:30PM 
3:45PM 
4:00PM 0 0 0 0 0 0 39 62 310 0 413 82 906 
4:15PM 0 0 0 0 0 0 28 54 309 0 340 79 810 
4:30PM 0 0 0 0 0 0 47 89 268 0 345 55 804 
4:45 PM 0 0 0 0 0 0 34 104 300 0 319 69 826 
5:00PM 0 0 0 0 0 0 48 103 346 0 372 65 934 
5:15 PM 0 0 0 0 0 0 44 114 338 0 314 66 876 
5:30PM 0 0 0 0 0 0 29 92 275 0 379 55 830 
5:45PM 0 0 0 0 0 0 35 68 291 0 274 49 717 
6:00PM 
6:15PM 
6:30PM 
6:45PM 

!TOTAL NL I NT NR SLISTISR EL ET ER WL I WT WR TOTAL 
Volumes 0 0 0 0 D 0 304 686 2437 0 2756 520 6703 
Approach% #### #### #### #### #### #### 8.87 20.02 71.11 0.00 84.13 15.87 
AppiDepart 0 I 824 0 I 2437 3427 I 686 3276 I 2756 

PM Peak Hr Begins at: 445 PM 

PEAK 
Volumes 
Approach% 

PEAK HR. 
FACTOR: 

CONTROL: 
COMMENT 1: 
COMMENT2: 

I 0 0 0 I 0 0 0 1155 413 1259 I 0 1384 255 I 3466 
1 #### #### #### #### #### #### 8.48 22.61 68.91 0.00 84.44 15.56 

SIGNAL 
0 
0 

0.000 0.000 0.919 0.938 I o.928 I 

\<"1.-. 



I 

l 

LOCATION: SR - 125 NB ON RAMP / OTAY MESA ROAD 

CALTRANS CS 

F PAGE 

MPH 50 

Cycle length in "Free" 

Phases 1 

hase Total Green 1lme 10 

Phase Yellow/Red 3.0 

Total Phase Time 13.0 

%of cycle 13",§. 

C' 
~ 

2 

55 

6.0 

61.0 

61% 

07/02/08 

ENTRIES IN THESE LOCAPIO.NS Cl'JN BE CHi!NGED IN eel. FLAsH ONLY 111 
100 seconds 

3 4 5 6 7 8 

10 10 ·25 55 10 10 

3.0 3.0 4.2 6.0 3.0 3.0 

13.0 13.0 29.2 61.0 13.0 13.0 

1<5% 13% 29% 61% 13% 13% 

0 

PAGE 1 of 4 

FCC LONG FAILURE l 
FOD SHORT FAILURE ! 

FOE I o I 
FOF I s I 

FCO 3 
FCl 3 

FC2 10 

FCA 0.0 
FCB 0.0 
FCC 0.0 

FCD 0.0 
-

FDO TB SELECT 1 
FD3 PED SELECT 0 
FD4 7 WIRE 0 

FD5 PERMISSIVE 0 

FOB OS SEEKING 1 

cos FLASH_TYPE I 1 
CC2 DOI"'NLUAU 1 

CB Rev. V 9/29/2004 

n ------· -( 
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LOCATION: 

CALTRANS C8 
C PAGE 

SR - 125 NB ON RAMP / OTAY MESA ROAD 

7/2/08 

CONTROL PLANS Y-COOR 

0 CYCLE LENGTH 

1 FZl GRN FCTR 

2 

3 FZ3 GRN FCTR 

4 FZ4 GRN FCTR 

5 FZS GRN FCTR 

6 

7 FZ7 GRN FCTR 

8 FZ8 GRN FCTR 

9 MOLTI CYCLE 

A OFFSET A 

B OFFSET B 

C OFFSET C 

DFZ3EXT 

EFZ7EXT 

F OFFSET INTRPT 

COl MANUAL CP 

C02 MASTER CP 

C03 CURRENT CP 

C04 .LAST CP 

COl TRNSMT CP 

1 
100 

25 

95 

COD MANUAL OFFSET 

2 3 

100 100 

25 25 

95 95 

GAO LOCAL CYCLE TIMER 

CBO MASTER CYCLE TIMER 

CAA LOCAL OFFSET 

CBA MASTER OFFSET 

~~ I. 
~~-, ,/ 

4 5 6 7 8 9 c 0 

100 

PERMAIME 

25 LAG OFFSET 

FORCE OFF 

LONG GRN 

NO GREEN 

95 OFFSET 

FEATURE 

coo 11 

LAG PHASE FLAG 

E F 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 

LAG FZ FREE 2 4 6 

GAPOOT CPl LAG FZ CP 1 2 4 5 

GAPOUT CP2 LAG i'Z CP 2 2 4 5 

GAPOUT CP3 LAG FZ CP 3 2 4 5 

GAPOUT CP4 1LAGFZCP4 2 4 5 

GAPOUT CPS 

GAPOUT CP6 

GAPOUT CP7 

GAPOUT CPB 

GAPOUT CP9 

0 

LAG FZ CP 5 

LAG FZ CP 6 

LAG FZ CP 7 

LAG FZ CP 8 

LAG FZ CP 9 

LAG .C COORD 

LAG D COORD 

COORD FAZES 2 6 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 

CCB/CDB OFFSET TIMER 

CCC/CDC LAG GREEN TIMER 

CCD/CDD FORCE OFF TIMER 
CCE/CDE LONG GREEN TIMER 

CCF/CDF NO GREEN TIMER 

8 
8 0 

8 1 
8 2 

8 3 
8 4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

A 

B 

c 
D 

E 

F 

8 

PAGE 2 of 4 
9 PAGE rl cc:oc:~-~-o=-'o-r=1=;j 

CONTROL PLAN TIME OF DAY 
9+EVENT+HR+MIN+CP+OS+E+DOW 

s M T w T F s 
HR MIN CP OS 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 

0 06 00 4 A 2 3 4 5 6 7 

1 09 00 E 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 

2 14 oo 4 A 2 3 4 5 6 7 

3 18 00 E 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

A 

B 

c 
0 

E 

F 

t 

CB Rev. V 9129/2004 

0 
~ 

II 
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; LOCATION: SR . 125 NB ON RAMP / OTAY MESA ROJ\D 

. CALTRANS C8 7/2/20013 PAGE 3 of 4 

0 PAGE E PAGE 

D' ·FLAGS E F LAGS F FLAGS 

l 
I 

0 
MAX 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 MIN 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 PED 1 2 3 4 .5 6 7 8 

RCL RCL RCL 

1 cp· 1 CP 1 5 CP 1 

2 CP· 2 CP 2 5 CP 2 

3 CP_ 3 CP 3 5 CP 3 

4 CP 4 CP 4 5 CP 4 

5 CP 5 CP 5 CP 5 

6 CP 6 CP 6 CP 6 

7 CP 7 GP ? CP 7 

8 CP 8 CP 8 CP 8 

9 CP 9 CP 9 CP 9 

A RCL 1 

B RCL 2 

c 
D 

E 

F 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 

LAST POWER FAILURE REGISTER 

HOUR ~ D-A-E RCL 1 ~ TIME OF DAY MAX RECALL (1ST SELECT) PHASES 
MINUTE ~ 0-B-E (CALL ACTIVE LIGHTS) 
DAY ~ 0-C-E RCL 2 ~ TIME OF DAY MAX RECALL (2ND SELECT) PHASES 

(CALL· ACTIVE LIGHTS) 

LAST FLASH TIME REGISTER D-E-E ~ CB VERSION NUMBER 

HOUR ~ O-A-F D-E-F ~ LITHIUM BATTERY CONDITION 

MINUTE ~ D-B-F 84 ~ BAD 

DAY ~ D-C-F 85 ~ GOOD 

CB "Rev. V 9/29/2004 

C: 0 () ? 
-Ill 
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LOCATION: SR ....., 125 NB ON RAMP / OTAY MESA ROAD 

CALTRANS CB 

7 PAGE 

TIME OF DAY ACTIVITY TABLE 

7+EVENT+HR+MIN+ACT+nE"+ON/OFF+DOW LTS 

ON/ s M T 

HR MIN ACT OFF 1 2 3 

0 09 00 E ON/ 1 2 3 

1 14 00 E OFF 2 3 

2 B 00 E ON/ 1 2 3 

3 22 DO E OFE 1 2 3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

A 

B 

c 
0 

E 

F 
-

ACTIVITY CODE 

1 TYPE OF MAX TERMINATION 

2 MAX 2 

3 MAX 3 

4 COND SERV (1ST SELECT) ~ 

5 COND SERV (2ND SELECT) 

6 ENERGIZE ADX OUTPUT-RED 

w 
4 
4 

4 

4 

4 

7 ENERGIZE AUX OUTPUT-GREEN 

8 ENERGIZE AUX OUTPUT-YELLOW 

T F 

5 6 

5 6 

5 6 

5 6 

5 6 

s 
7 

7 

7 

7 

7 

9 TIME OF. DAY MAX RECALL (1ST SELECT) 

(; 

I 

712/2000 PAGE 4 of 4 
E PAGE 0 PAGE 

F+C+F+1+2+3+E+B-i- E+PHASES or TYPE+EVENT NO. DETECTOR SETTINGS 

PHASES TYPE PHASES TYPE .· I FILE J FILE 

c 0 E F DELAY 

0 I1 1 5,6 Jl 5 5,6 I1 010 

1 I2U 2 5,6 J2U 6 5,6 I2U Dll 

2 I2L 2 5,6 J2L 6 5,6 I2L 012 

3 I3U 2 5,6 J3U 6 5,6 I3U 013 

4 I3L 2 5 J3L 6 5 I3L 014 

5 I4 2 7,8 5 J4 6 7,8 5 I4 015 

6 IS 3 2 5,6 5 JS 7 6 5,6 5 IS 016 

7 I6U 4 5,6 J6U 8 5,6 I6U 017 

8 I6L 4 5,6 J6L 8 5,6 I6L 018 

9 I7U 4 5,6 J7U 8 5,6 I7U Dl9 

A I7L 4 ' J7L 8 5 I7L DlA 

B IS 4 7,8 J8 8 7,8 ID OlD 

c I9U 1 5,6 J9U 5 5,6 I9U DlC 

D I9L 3 5,6 J9L 7 5,6 I9L DID 

REASSIGNS DETECTORS TO VARIOUS PHASES I FUNCT [ONS 

F-C-F MUST EQUAL ZERO WHEN FINISHED 

LOWER CASE NUMBERS ARE DEFAULT VALUES 

BLANK SPACES CONTAIN DEFAULTS !DO NOT ZERO OUT! 

ACTIVITY COOE CQNT:mu:ED 

A TRAFFIC ACT. MAX 2 OPERATION 

B TIME OF DAY MAX RECALL (2ND SELECT) 

C YELLOW YIELD COORDINATION 

D YELLOW YIELD COORDINATION 
E TIME OF DAY FREE OPERATION 
F FLASHING OPERATION 

() 

CARRYOVER 

030 

D31 

032 

033 

034 

035 -'-
D36 

037 

038 

D39 

D3A 

D3B ~. 
D3C E' 
D3D 

DELAY CARRYOVER 

Jl 020 040 

J2U 021 D41 

J2L 022 042 

J3U D23 043 

J3L 024 044 

J4 025 045 

JS 026 046 

J6U 027 047 

J6L 028 048 

J7U 029 049 

J7L D2A D4A 
J8 D2B 04;8 

J9U! D2C i D¢ 
J9L\ D2D. o4:\l 

. r 
~ - ~ 

DETEc;rOR TYPE-, 

1 REI:} LOCK, 

2 l'ELLOW LOCK 
- -.I 

5 EXTENSION l 
6 COUNT. 
I 

CALLING 

I 

t 
h 

TYPE 3 DISCoNNECT 

GB Rev. V 912912004 

0 
-----,-, 
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? 
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Short Report 

SHORT REPORT 
General Information Site Information 

Analyst USA/ Intersection SIEMPRE VIVA RD./SR-905 
SBOFF 

Agency or Co. USA/ Area Type All other areas 
Date Performed 06/20/11 
Time Period AM PEAK HOUR 

Jurisdiction SR905SBSJEMEXAM 
Analysis Year EXISTING 2009 

Volume and Timing Input 
EB WB NB 

LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT LT 

Num. of Lanes 0 3 0 2 0 0 0 0 2 0 

Lane group TR L R 

!Volume (vph) 286 51 45 503 
% Heavy veh 10 10 10 10 
PHF 0.89 0.89 0.89 0.76 
6ctuated {PIA) A A A A 
Startup lost time 2.0 2.0 2.0 
Ext. eff. green 2.0 2.0 2.0 
!Arrival type 5 5 4 

Unit Extension 3.0 3.0 3.0 

Ped/Bike/RTOR Volume 10 5 0 10 0 

Lane Width 12.0 12.0 12.0 

Parking/Grade/Parking N 0 N N 0 N N 0 N N 

Parking/hr 

Bus stops/hr 0 0 0 

Unit Extension 3.0 3.0 3.0 

Phasing WB Only EB Only 03 04 NB Only 06 07 

!Timing 
G = 15.4 G = 47.0 G= G= G = 14.4 G = G = 
y = 4 y = 4.6 Y= Y = Y= 4.6 Y= Y = 

Duration of Analysis (hrs) = 0.25 Cycle Length C = 90.0 

Lane Group Capacity, Control Delay, and LOS Determination 
EB WB NB 

IAdj. flow rate 378 51 662 

Lane group cap. 2520 545 993 

tvlc ratio 0.15 0.09 0.67 

Green ratio 0.52 0.17 0.38 

Unif. delay d1 11.1 31.4 23.0 

Delay factor k 0.11 0.11 0.24 

lncrem. delay d2 0.0 0.1 1.7 

PF factor 0.271 0.862 0.913 

Control delay 3.1 27.2 22.8 

Lane group LOS A c c 
IApprch. delay 3.1 27.2 22.8 

!Approach LOS A c c 
I ntersec. delay 16.1 Intersection LOS 

HCS2000™ Copyright 0 2000 t:niversity of Florida, AU Rights Reserved 

file ://C:\Documents and Settings\skab.USAI\Local Settings\Temp\s2kDE.tmp 
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Short Report 

SHORT REPORT 
General Information Site Information 

Analyst USA/ Intersection 
SIEMPRE VIVA RD./SR-905 

S80FF 
Agency or Co. USA/ Area Type All other areas 
Date Performed 0612011 1 
Time Period PM PEAK HOUR 

Jurisdiction SR905S8SIEMEXPM 
Analysis Year EXISTING 2009 

Volume and Timing Input 
EB WB NB 

LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT LT 

Num. of Lanes 0 3 0 2 0 0 0 0 2 0 

Lane group TR L R 

Volume (vph) 395 227 213 261 
% Heavy veh 10 10 10 10 

PHF 0.84 0.84 0.88 0.92 
Actuated (PIA) A A A A 
Startup lost time 2.0 2.0 2.0 
Ext. eff. green 2. 0 2.0 2.0 
Arrival type 5 5 4 

Unit Extension 3.0 3.0 3.0 

Ped/Bike/RTOR Volume 10 5 0 10 0 

Lane Width 12.0 12.0 12.0 

Parking/Grad e/Parking N 0 N N 0 N N 0 N N 

Parking/hr 

Bus stops/hr 0 0 0 

Unit Extension 3.0 3.0 3.0 

Phasing WB Only EB Only 03 04 NB Only 06 07 

[Timing 
G = 15.4 G = 47. 0 G = G = G = 14.4 G = G = 
Y = 4 y = 4.6 Y = Y = Y= 4.6 Y= Y = 

Duration of Analysis (hrs = 0.25 Cycle Length C = 90.0 

Lane Group Capacit\, Control Delay, and LOS Determination 
EB WB NB 

IAdj. flow rate 740 242 284 

Lane group cap. 2427 545 993 

tv/c ratio 0.30 0.44 0.29 

Green ratio 0.52 0.17 0.38 

Unif. delay d1 12.2 33.5 19.3 

Delay factor k 0.11 0. 11 0.11 

lncrem. delay d2 0. 1 0.6 0.2 

PF factor 0.271 0.862 0.913 

Control delay 3.4 29.4 17.8 

Lane group LOS A c 8 

IApprch. delay 3.4 29.4 17.8 

!Approach LOS A c 8 

lntersec. delay 11.6 Intersection LOS 

HCS2000™ Copyright 0 2000 University of Florida. All Rights Reserved 

fi le:/ /C: \Documents and Settings \skab. USAI\Local Settings\ Temp \s2kD 1. tmp 
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Intersection Turning Movement 

NIDs 
National Data & surveying Services 

TMC Summarv of SR-905 SB/Siempre Viva Rd 

SOUTHBOUND APPROACH LANES 

2 0 0 

"' U) 
" "' ~ N 

0 .. 0 0 

"' g ~ 

"' "' ~ 
.. 

0 0 M 
N 

8 0 0 0 
z 

~ 
ro 

0 0 Siempre Viva Rd 0 
M 

J l ~ . 
TOTAL AM NOON PM 

oo:J J" ~ 0 0 0 

3 681 286 0 395 ''"''"• ·~!'i>'nl 
0 278 51 0 227 ~ .IJr' 

~ ·~ • ~ 
0 0 ~ 

N 

6 0 0 0 D z 

• 0 
M 

0 0 < ~ 

" ~ 
.. 

"' 0 0 ~ 

:g " 
"' 0 0 2 

"' "' 
NORTHBOUND APPROACH LANES 

CONTROL~ Signalized 

Project#: 09M4161-£ll5 

N 

t 
Siempre Viva Rd 

"' ~ z 
::5 

AM NOON PM TOTAL " u 
0 0 0 0 0 ~ 

467 0 496 963 3 ~ 
~ 
<( 

45 0 213 258 2 
0 
z 
:0 
0 
m 
I;; 
~ 

" 

TURNING MOVEMENT CDUNT 

SR-905 ss f Siempre Viva Rd 

(Intersection Name) 

Thlii"Sd~ 
D•y 

I 
•m 

noon 
om 

AM PEAK HOUR 

NOON PEAK HOUR 

PM PEAK HOUR 

COUNT PERIODS 

7.00AM 

4:00PM 

4./23/00 
D•te 

9.00AM 

6:00PM 

730 AM 

OAM 

430 PM 

I 



Intersection Turning Movement 
Prep a red by: 

National Data & Sunreying Services 

N-S STREET: SR-90S SB DATE: 04/23/2009 LOCATION: City of Otay Mesa 

E-W STREET: Siempre Viva Rd DAY: THURSDAY PROJECT# 09-4161-01S 

NORTHBOUND SOUTHBOUND EASTBOUND WESTBOUND 

NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT WR TOTAL 
LANES: 0 0 2 0 0 2 0 3 0 2 3 0 

6:00AM 
6:15AM 
6:30AM 
6:45AM 
7:00AM 85 37 56 6 9 84 277 
7:1S AM 84 68 56 6 18 87 319 
7:30AM 130 76 58 13 11 93 381 
7:4S AM 166 95 76 10 13 131 491 
8:00AM 108 69 78 17 13 112 397 
8:15AM 99 68 74 11 8 131 391 
8:30AM 85 45 73 27 5 125 360 
8:4S AM 82 69 79 24 15 116 385 
9:00AM 
9:15AM 
9:30AM 
9:45AM 

10:00 AM 
lO:lS AM 
10:30 AM 
10:45 AM 
11:00 AM 
11:15 AM 
11:30 AM 
11:45 AM 

TOTAL NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT WR TOTAL 
VOLUMES~ 0 0 839 0 0 527 0 550 114 92 879 0 3001 

AM Peak Hr Begins at: 730 AM 

PEAK 
VOLUMES; 0 0 503 0 0 308 0 286 51 45 467 0 1660 _/ 

PEAK HR. 
FACTOR: 0.758 0.811 0.887 0.889 0.845 

CONTROL: Signalized 



Intersection Turning Movement 
Prepared by: 

National Data & Surveying Services 

N-S STREET: SR-905 SB DATE: 04/23/2009 LOCATION: City of Otay Mesa 

E-W STREET: Siempre Viva Rd DAY: THURSDAY PROJECT# 09-4161-015 

NORTHBOUND SOUTHBOUND EASTBOUND WES1130UND 

NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT WR TOTAL 
LANES: 0 0 2 0 0 2 0 3 0 2 3 0 

1:00PM 
1:15PM 
1:30PM 
1:45PM 
2:00PM 
2:15PM 
2:30PM 
2:45PM 
3:00PM 
3:15PM 
3;30 PM 
3:45PM 
4:00PM 58 53 98 42 41 109 401 
4:15PM 38 48 100 42 30 117 375 
4:30PM 68 47 lOB 47 36 139 445 
4:45PM 71 77 86 53 45 112 444 
5:00PM 60 60 115 70 66 136 507 
5:15PM 62 50 86 57 66 109 430 
5:30PM 53 56 64 47 33 89 342 
5:45PM 36 66 73 66 35 93 369 
6:00PM 
6:15PM 
6:30PM 
6:45PM 

TOTAL NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT WR TOTAL 
VOLUMES= 0 0 446 0 a 457 0 730 424 352 904 0 3313 

... '·· 
' • ;-., •• ~<-- - ,.: "• "'• >"~'~'-'· ,_-,_.-~,,_- "'"''-~~""""""'·"' .,,~,,.,. ~----

PM Peak Hr Begins at: 430 PM 

PEAK 
VOLUMES= 0 0 261 0 0 234 0 395 227 213 496 0 1826 

PEAK HR. 
FACTOR: 0.919 0.760 0.841 0.877 0.900 

CONTROL: Signalized 



LOCATION: RTE 905 @ SB SIEMPRE VIVA ROAD 

CAL TRANS CB Version 3 DATE: 02/12/09 PAGE 1 

F PAGE 

FOC LONG FAILURE 

FOD SHORT "FAILURE 

FOE I 0 

'---
FOF _l 5 

FCO 3 

FC1 3 

FC2 10 
FCA 3.0 

FCB 0.0 

FCC 0.0 

FCD 0.0 

FDO TB SELECT ~ 

FD3 PED SELECT 1 

FD4 7 WIRE 0 

FD-5 PERMISSIVE 0 

FOB OS SEEKING 1 

COS FLASH TYPE 

NOTES: 35 Mph CC2 DOWNLOAD 1 

ENTRIES IN THESE LOCATIONS-~ BE CHANGED IN CC2 ELJ!.SII oNr,y ~~~ 

(', ~) (' ---(_-...-~--·/ . . ) ~ 
"---=--· "" ... _ 



-LOCATION: RTE 905 @ SE SIEMPRE VIVA ROAD 

CALTRANS C8 Version 3 DATE: 

C PAGE 

CONTROL PLANS 

0 CYCLE LENGTH 

1 FZ1 GRN FCTR 

2 

3 FZ3 GRN FCTR 

4 FZ4 GRN FC'fR 

5 FZ5 GRN FCTR 

6 

7 FZ7 GRN FCTR 

8 FZ8 GRN FCTR 

9 MULTI CYCLE 

A OFFSET A 
B OFFSET B 

C OFFSET C 

D FZ 3 EXT 

E FZ 7 EXT 

F OFFSET INTRPT 

COl MANUAL CP 
C02 MASTER CP 

1 2 3 4 5 

C03 CURRENT CP SYSTEM MASTER: 
C04 LAST CP NB SEMPRE VIVA 

C07 TRNSf1T CP 
COD MANUAL OFFSET 
CAO LOCAL CYCLE TIMER 

CBO MASTER CYCLE TIMER 
CAA LOCAL OFFSET 
CBA MASTER OFFSET 

n 

6 7 

FEATURE 

8 g· 

02/12/09 

Y-COORD 

c o· 

PERM TIME 

LAG OFFSET 

FORCE OFF 

LONG GRN 

NO GREEN 

OFFSET 

' 

coo 2 

0 

LAG PHASE 

E 

GAPOUT CPl 

GAPOUT CP2 

GAPOUT CP3 

GAPOUT CP4 

GAPOUT CPS 

GAPOUT CP6 

GAPOUT CP7 

GAPOUT CPS 

GAPOUT CP9 

FLAGS 

F 1 2 3 4 5 6 

LAG FZ FREE 2 4 6 

LAG FZ CP 1 

LAG FZ CP 2 

LAG FZ CP 3 

LAG FZ CP 4 

LAG FZ CP 5 

LAG FZ CP 6 

LAG FZ CP 7 

LRG FZ CP 8 

LAG FZ CP 9 

LAG C COORD 

LAG D COORD 

COORD FAZES 2 6 

1 2 3 4 5 6 

CCB/CDB OFFSET TIMER 
CCC/CDC LAG GREEN TIMER 
CCD/CDD FORCE OFF TIMER 
CCE/CDE LONG GREEN TIMER 
CCF/CDF NO GREEN TIMER 

PAGE 2 

7 8 

8 0 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 
6 

7 

8 

9 

A 

B 

c 
D 

E 

F 

7 8 

0 ~ 



LOCATION: RTE 905 @ SB SIEMPRE VIVA ROAD 

CALTRANS C8 Version 3 
o- PAGE 

D FLAGS E FLAGS -

r-o HAX 

RCL 

MIN 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 

RCL 

1121'1'1 5 1617 18 

1 CP 1 CP 1 

2 CP 2 CP 2 

3 CP 3 CP 3 

4 CP 4 CP 4 

5 CP 5 CP 5 

6 CP 6 CP 6 

7 CP 7 CP 7 

8 CP 8 CP 8 

c-!- CP 9 
A 

CP 9 

r-;;-
r-c 
·~-c-

~ 
E -
F 

1j2j3!<1 5j6j7j8 1j2j3j4j5j6j7j8 

LA~~· ~UW~~ FAILURE REGISTER 

HOUR 

M!NUTE 

DAY 

D-A-E 

D-B-E 

D-C-E 

LAST. FLASH T:iME REGISTER 

(:, 

HOUR 

MINuTE i 

nAY, 
.i' 

D-A-F 

D-B-F 
D-C-F 

DATE: 02/12/09 

·E P_AGE 

F _I FLAGS 

PED.~GI7IB 

-RCL 

CP 1 

CP 2 

CP 3 

CP 4 
.. 

CP 5 

CP 6 

CP ·7 

CP 8 

CP 9 

RCL lJ 
RCL 2 

1j2j3j4j5j 6j7j8 

RCL 1 = TIME OF DAY MAX RECALL (1ST SELECT) PHASES 
(CALL ACTIVE LIGHTS) 

RCL 2 '= TIME OF DAY MAX RECALL (2ND SELECT) PHASES 
(CALL ACTIVE LIGHTS) 

D-E-E = C8 VERSION NUMBER 

D-E-F = LITHIUM BATTERY CONDITION 

.84 =BAD 
85 = GOOD 

0 

.PAGE 3 

() ---~ 
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LOCATION: R;TE 905 @ SE SIEMPRE VIVA ROAD 

CAL TRANS CB :version 3 DATE: 02/12/09 

7 PAGE 

' 
TIME OE";DAY ACTIV~TY TABLE 

7+EVENT+HR+MI'NT'ACT+"En+ON/OFF+DOW LTS 

ON/ s M T 
HR MIN ACT ,;E:F 1 2 3 

0 
' 

1 ; '• 
2 ! ' 
3 

4 : 

5 

6 
' 

7 

8 

9 
A 
B 

·C 
D ,· 

E 
F 

- ----

ACTIVITY CODE 

.1 TYPE OF MAX TERMINATION 

:2 MAX 2 

3 MAX 3· 

4 COND SERV· (1ST SELECT) 
5 COND SERV (2ND SELECT) 

6 ENERGIZE AUX OUTPUT-RED 

w 
4 

--

7 ENERGIZE AUX OUTPUT-GREEN 

(! 
' I 

T F 

5 6 

s 
7 

9 PAGE ico9 - 0 or-]_] 

CONTROL PLAN TIME OF DAY 
.9+EVENT+HR+MIN+CP+OS+E+DOW 

s M T w T F s 
HR MIN CP OS 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 

0 

1 
2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 
A 

B 

c 
D 
E 
F 

8 ENERGIZE AUX OUTPUT-YELLOW 

9 TIME OF DAY MAX RECALL (1ST SELECT) 

A TRAFFIC ACT.· MAX· 2 OPEP~TION 
B TIME OF DAY MAX.REC~L (~NO SELECT) 

C YELLOW YIELD COORDINATION 
D YELLOW YIELD COORDINATION 
E TIME OF DAY FREE OPERATIO~ 
F-FLASHING OPERATION 

0 

PAGE 4 
9 PAGE ico9 ~ zi 

CONTROL PLAN.TIME OF DAY' 
9+EVENT+HR+MIN+CP+OS+E+DOW 

s M T w T F s 
HR MIN CP OS 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 

0 

1 
2 

3 

4 

5 
6 

7 

8 
9 -
A 

B 

c 
D 
E 

F 

0 ~ 

~-------------~ 
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Short Report Page 1 of 1 

SHORT REPORT 
\~ 

General Information Site Information 

fA.nalyst USA/ Intersection SR905 NB RAMPS/ 
SIEMPRE VIVA R 

fA.gency or Co. USA/ 
Area Type All other areas 

Date Performed 06/20/11 
lrime Period AM PEAK HOUR 

Jurisdiction SAN DIEGO 
Analysis Year EXISTING 2009 

Volume and Timing Input 
EB WB NB SB 

LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT 

Num. of Lanes 2 3 0 0 3 1 0 1 2 0 0 0 

Lane group L T TR R LT R 

Volume (vph) 121 636 302 273 234 1 234 
% Heavy veh 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 
PHF 0.79 0.79 0.87 0.87 0.89 0.89 0.89 
Actuated (P/A) A A A A A A A 
Startup lost time 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 
Ext. eft. green 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 
Arrival type 5 5 5 5 4 4 
Unit Extension 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 
Ped/Bike/RTOR Volume 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Lane Width 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 

Parking/Grade/Parking N 0 N N 0 N N 0 N N N 

Parking/hr 

Bus stops/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Unit Extension 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 

Phasing EB Only Thru & RT 03 04 NB Only 06 07 08 

!Timing 
G = 15.0 G = 52.0 G= G= G = 19.6 G= G= G= 
y = 4.2 Y= 4.6 Y= Y= y = 4.6 Y= Y= Y= 

Duration of Analysis (hrs = 0.25 Cycle Length C = 100.0 

Lane Group Capacitv, Control Delay, and LOS Determination 
EB WB NB SB 

fA.dj . flow rate 153 805 378 283 264 263 

Lane group cap. 478 3527 2543 763 339 509 

v/c ratio 0.32 0.23 0.15 0.37 0.78 0.52 

Green ratio 0.15 0.71 0.52 0.52 0.20 0.20 

Unif. delay d1 37.9 5.0 12.5 14.3 38.1 36.0 

Delay factor k 0.11 0.11 0.11 0.11 0.33 0.12 

lncrem. delay d2 0.4 0.0 0.0 0.3 11.0 0.9 

PF factor 0.882 0.174 0.278 0.278 1.000 1.000 

Control delay 33.9 0.9 3.5 4.3 49.2 36.9 

Lane group LOS c A A A 0 0 

~pprch. delay 6.2 3.8 43.0 

fApproach LOS A A 0 

lntersec. delay 14.5 Intersection LOS 8 

HCS2000™ Copyright 0 2000 University of Florida, All Rights Reserved Version 4.1f 

file ://C:\Documents and Settings\skab.USAI\Local Settings\Temp\s2k.EA.tmp 6/20/2011 



Short Report Page 1 of 1 

SHORT REPORT 
General Information Site Information 

~nalyst USA/ Intersection 
SR905 N8 RAMPS/ 
SJEMPRE VIVA R 

~gency or Co. USA/ 
f.rea Type All other areas 

Date Performed 06120111 
!Time Period PM PEAK HOUR 

Jurisdiction SAN DIEGO 
~nalysis Year EXISTING 2009 

Volume and Timing Input 
EB WB NB SB 

LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT 

Num. of Lanes 2 3 0 0 3 1 0 1 2 0 0 0 

Lane group L T TR R LT R 

!Volume (vph) 262 396 636 613 69 2 159 
% Heavy veh 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 

PHF 0.92 0.92 0.81 0.81 0.82 0.82 0.82 
!Actuated (P/A) A A A A A A A 
Startup lost time 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 
Ext. eff. green 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 
~rrival type 5 5 5 5 4 4 

Unit Extension 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 

Ped/Bike/RTOR Volume 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Lane Width 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 

Parking/Grade/Parking N 0 N N 0 N N 0 N N N 

Parking/hr 

Bus stops/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Unit Extension 3.0 3. 0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 

Phasing EB Only Thru & RT 03 04 NB Only 06 07 08 

!Timing 
G = 15.0 G = 52.0 G = G = G = 19.6 G= G = G = 
y = 4.2 y = 4.6 Y= Y= y = 4. 6 Y = Y = Y = 

Duration of Analysis (hrs = 0.25 Cycle Lenqth C = 100.0 

Lane Group Capacitv, Control Delay, and LOS Determination 
EB WB NB SB 

~dj . flow rate 285 430 861 681 86 194 

Lane group cap. 478 3527 2541 763 340 509 

tvlc ratio 0.60 0.12 0.34 0.89 0. 25 0. 38 

Green ratio 0.15 0. 71 0.52 0.52 0.20 0.20 

Unif. delay d1 39.7 4.5 14.0 21.5 34.0 34.9 

Delay factor k 0.19 0.11 0.11 0.42 0.1 1 0.11 

lncrem. delay d2 2.0 0.0 0.1 12.9 0.4 0.5 

PF factor 0.882 0.174 0.278 0.278 1.000 1. 000 

Control delay 37.0 0.8 4.0 18.8 34.4 35.4 

Lane group LOS D A A 8 c D 

~pprch . delay 15.2 10.5 35.1 

~pproach LOS 8 8 D 

lntersec. delay 14.6 Intersection LOS 8 

HCS2000™ Copyright 0 2000 University of Florida, All Rights Reserved Version 4.1 f 

file://C:\Documents and Settings\skab.USAJ\Local Settings\Temp\s2k.EA.tmp 6/20/2011 
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Intersection Turning Movement 

Nl5s 
National Data &. SUrveying Services 

TMC Summary of SR-905 NB/Siempre Viva !.?d 

SOUTHBOUND APPROACH LANES 

0 0 ol 
"' z g G "' 0 0 

"' "' r .. 
(/) 

~ 0 0 0 

a 0 0 0 g 

Siempre VIva Rd ~ 0 0 0 

J ~~ 
TOTAL AM NOON PM 

2 383 121 0 262 .,JJJ ~ 
3 1032 636 0 395 ~ 4if""'"'" 
0 0 0 0 0 ~ .r " 
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8 0 0 0 
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NORTHBOUND APPROACH LANES 

coNTROL: Signalized 

AM 

273 

302 

0 

Project#: 09-4161~016 

N 

t 
Siempre Viva Rd 

if] 
z 
::s 

NOON PM TOTAL " 0 613 886 1.5 :;! 
iii 

2.5 0 636 938 0-
0-
<[ 

0 0 0 0 
0 z 

" g 
~ w 

" 

l1JRNING MOVEM.ENT COUNT 

' 

SR~905 NS/ Slempre Viva Rd 

(Intersection Name} 

Thursda:r;: 
Doy 

I 
om 

noon 
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COU~ PERIODS 

7.DOAM 

4:00PM 

4/23/09 
Date 

9.00 AM 

6:00PM 

AM PEAK HOUR 

NOON PEAK HOUR 

PM PEAK HOUR 

745 AM 

0 AM 
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Intersection Turning Movement 
Prepared by: 

National Data & Surveying Services 

N-S STREET: SR-905 NB DATE: 04/23/2009 LOCATION: City of otay Mesa 

E-W STREET: Siempre Viva Rd DAY: THURSDAY PROJECT# 09-4161-016 

NORTHBOUND SOUTHBOUND EASTBOUND WESTBOUND 

NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT WR TOTAL 
LANES: 0.5 0.5 2 0 0 0 2 3 0 0 2.5 1.5 

6:00AM 
6:15AM 
6:30AM 
6:45AM 
7:00AM 46 1 40 25 116 47 48 323 
7:15AM 46 0 57 29 110 59 52 353 
7:30AM 56 1 58 25 164 51 50 405 
7:45AM 68 0 64 33 208 73 65 511 
8:00AM 61 0 43 27 160 66 64 421 
8:15AM 61 0 65 37 134 75 66 438 
8:30AM 44 0 62 24 134 88 78 430 
8:45AM 37 2 58 32 129 95 71 424 
9:00AM 
9:15AM 
9:30AM 
9:45AM 

10:00 AM 
10:15 AM 
10:30 AM 
10:45 AM 
11:00 AM 
11:15 AM 
11:30 AM 
11:45 AM 

TOTAL NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT WR TOTAL 
VOLUMES= 419 4 447 0 0 0 232 1155 0 0 554 494 3305 

. -·• ........... "·" .... -·---- . 
. .. . . . . . '. . . .. .... --- ·- ... · .. · . . - .. ··_ ' 

··~-

AM Peak Hr Begins at: 

PEAK 
VOLUMES= 234 0 234 0 0 0 121 636 0 0 302 273 1800 v 

PEAK HR. 
FACTOR: 0.886 0.000 0.785 0.866 0.881 

CONTROL: Signalized 



N-S STREET: 

E-W STREET: 

LANES: 

1:00 PM 
1:15PM 
1:30PM 
1:45PM 
2:00PM 
2:15 PM 
2:30PM 
2:45PM 
3:00PM 
3:15PM 
3:30PM 
3:45PM 
4:00PM 
4:15PM 
4:30PM 
4:45PM 
5:00PM 
5:15PM 
5:30PM 
5:45PM 
6:00PM 
6:15PM 
6:30PM 
6:45PM 

TOTAL 
VOLUMES= 

VOLUMES= 

PEAK HR. 
FACTOR: 

CONTROL: 

l'f 

Intersection Turning Movement 
Prepared by: 

National Data & Surveying Services 

SR-905 NB DATE: 04/23/2009 LOCATION: City of Otay Mesa 

Slempre Viva Rd DAY: THURSDAY PROJECT# 09-4161-016 

NORTHBOUND SOUTHBOUND EASTBOUND WESTBOUND 

NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT WR TOTAL 
0.5 0.5 2 0 0 0 2 3 0 0 2.5 1.5 

14 0 37 48 110 139 142 490 
13 1 40 44 93 132 101 424 
13 0 42 68 111 161 124 519 
22 1 31 54 100 134 141 483 
22 0 48 79 98 182 202 631 
12 1 38 61 87 159 146 504 
12 0 49 47 69 109 111 397 
17 0 29 48 61 112 101 368 

NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT WR TOTAL 
125 3 314 0 0 0 449 729 0 0 1128 1068 3816 

69 2 i59 0 0 0 262 396 0 0 636 613 2137 

0.821 0.000 0.919 0.813 0.847 

Signalized 



LOCATION: RTE 905 @ NB SIEMPRE VIVA ROAD 

CALTRANS CB Version 3 DATE: 02/12/09 

F PAGE 

NOTES: 35 MPH 

ENTRIES IN THESE LOCAPIONS CAN BE' CEillNGED IN eel .FLASH ONLY -

(\ 
\--.. .· (] 

PAGE 1 

FOC LONG FAILURE 

FOD SHORT FAILURE 

FOE I 0 

FOF L_ ___ . J 5 

FCO 3 

FCl 3 

FCZ 10 

FCA 0.0 

FCB 0.0 

FCC 0.0 

FCD 0.0 

FDO TB SELECT 1 

FD3 PED SELECT 1 

FD4 7 WIRE 0 

FDS PERMISSIVE 0 

FOB OS SEEKING 1 

CO-'? FLASH TYPE 

CC2 DOWNLOAD 

() 
'-./ ~ 

I II 



LOCATION: RTE 9os--@ NB SIEMPRE VIVA ROAD 

CAL TRANS CB Version 3 DATE: 2/12/2009 

C PAGE 

CONTROL PLANS 

1 2 3' 4 5 6 7 

0 CYCLE LENGTH . 

1 FZ1 GRN FCTR 

2 

3 FZ3 GRN FCTR 

4 FZ4 GRN FCTR 
5 ·FZ5 GRN FCTR 

6 

7 FZ7 GRN FCTR 

8 FZB GRN FCTR 

9 MULTI CYCLE 

A OFFSET A 

B OFFSET B 

C OFFSET C 

D FZ 3 EXT 

E FZ 7 EXT 

F OFFSET INTRPT 

COl MANUAL CP. 
C02 MASTER CP 

FEATURE 

C03 CURRENT CP 
C04 LAST CP 
C07 TRNSMT CP 
COD MANUAL OFFSET 

SYSTEM MASTER: 

NB SIEMPRE VIVA 

CAO LOCAL CYCLE TIMER 
CEO MASTER CYCLE TIMER. 
CAA LOCAL OFFSET 
CBA MASTER OFFSET 

(> 
~---> 

Y COORD 

8 9 c 

PERM TIME 

LAG OFFSET 

FORCE .OFF 

LONG GRN 

NO GREEN 

OFFSET 

coo 

n 
·~-....-· 

D 

-

1 

LAG PHASE 

E 

GAPOUT CPl 

GAPOUT CP2 

GAPOUT CP3 

GAPOUT CP4 

GAPOUT CPS 

GAPOUT CP6 

GAPOUT CP7 

GAPOUT CPS 

GAPOUT CP9 
. 

FLAG~ 

F 1 2 3 4 5 6 

-LAG FZ FREE 2 4 6 

LAG FZ CP 1 

LAG FZ CP 2 

LAG FZ CP 3. 

LAG -FZ CP 4 

LAG FZ CP 5 

LAG FZ CP 6 

LAG FZ CP 7 

LAG FZ CP 8 

LAG FZ CP 9 

LAG C COORD 

LAG D COORD 

COORD-FAZES 2 6 

1 2 3 4 5 6 
CCB/CDB OFFSET TIMER 
CCC/CDC LAG GREEN TIMER 
CCD/CDD FORCE OFF TIMER 
CCE/CDE LONG GREEN TIMER 
CCF/CDF NO GREEN TIMER 

PAGE 2 

7 8 

8 0 
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7 8 
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' LOCATION:_ RTE 905 @. NB SIEMPRE VJ:VA ROAD 

CALTRANS C8 Version 3 

D PAGE 

D FLAGS .E FLAGS 

MAX 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 MIN 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 
1-

0 RCL RCL 

1 CP 1 CP 1 

2 CP 2 CP 2 

3 CP 3 CP· 3 

4 CP 4 CP 4 

5 CP 5 CP 5 

6 CP 6 CP-6 

7 CP 7 CP 7 

8 CP 8 CP 8 

9 CP 9 CP 9 

A 

B 

c 
D 

E 

F 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 1 2 3 "4 5 6 7 8 

LAST POWER FAILURE REGISTER 

HOUR = D-A-E 

MINUTE = D-B-E 

DAY = D-C-E 

LAST FLASH TI:ME .REGISTER 

HOUR = D-A-F 

MINUTE = D-B-F 

DAY = D-C:-F 

c) 

DATE: 02/12/09 

E PAGE 

F r LAGS 

PED 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 

RCL 

CP 1 
CP 2 

CP 3 

CP 4 

CP 5 

CP 6 

CP 7 

CP. 8 

CP 9 

RCL 1 

RCL 2 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 

RCL 1 = TIME OF DAY MAX RECALL (1ST. SELECT) PHASES 

(CALL ACTIVE LIGHTS} 

RCL 2 = TIME OF DAY MAX RECALL (2ND SELECT) PHASES 

(CALL ACTIVE LIGHTS) 

D-E-E = CB VERSION NUMBER 

D-E-F = LITHIUM BAT.TERY CONDITION 

84 =BAD 

85 = GOOD 

0 

PAGE 3 

0 --~· 
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LOCATION: RTE 905 @ NB SIEMPRE VIVA ROAD 

CALTRANS CB Version 3 

7 PAGE 

TIME OF DAY ACTIVITY TABLE 

DATE: 02/12/09 

7+EVENT+HRfMJ:N+ACT+"En+ON/OFF+DOW LTS 
' ON/ s M T w T F s 

HR MIN ACT OFF 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 

0 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 ' 

B 

9 

A 

B 

c 
D 

E 

F 

ACTIVITY CODE 

1 TYPE OF MAX TERl~INATION 
2 MAX 2 

3 MAX 3 
4 COND SERV (1ST SELECT) 
5 COND SERV .(2ND SELECT) 

6 ENERGIZE AUX OUTPUT-RED 

7 ENERGIZE AUX OUTPUT-GREEN 

C) 

9 PAGE f£o9 ~--,--;;-;-,--1 

CONTROL PLAN TIME OF DAY 
9+EVENT+HR+MIN+CP+OS+E+DOW 

s M T w T F s 
HR MIN CP OS 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 

0 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

B 

9 

A 

B 

c 
D 

E 

F 

6 ENERGIZE AUX OUTPUT-YELLOW 

9 TIME OF DAY MAX RECALL (1ST SELECT) 
A TRAFFIC ACT. MAX 2 OPERATION 
B TIME OF DAY. MAX RECALL. (2ND SELECT) 

C YELLOW YIELD COORDINATION 
0 YELLOW YiELD COOR"o!NATION 
E TIME OF DAY FREE OPERATION 
F FLASHING OPERATION 

0 

PAGE-4 

9 PAGE @a~ 

CONTROL PLAN TIME OF DAY 

9+EVENT+HR+MIN+CP+6S+E+DOW 
S M T W T F s 

HR MIN CP OS 1 2 3 4 5 6 7_1 
0 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 
6 

7 

B 

9 

A 

B 

c 
D 

E 

F 

() -~ 
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