RESOLUTION NO. PC-2002-53

RESOLUTION OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION OF THE CITY
OF ROCKLIN APPROVING A MITIGATED NEGATIVE
DECLARATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS
AND APPROVING A MITIGATION MONITORING PROGRAM
(Sunset West Lot 19 Shopping Center / U-2000-16 & DR-2000-21)

WHEREAS, the City of Rocklin's Environmental Coordinator prepared an initial
study on the Sunset West Lot 19 Shopping Center (U-2000-16 & DR-2000-21) (the
"Project") which identified potentially significant effects of the Project; and

WHEREAS, revisions to and/or conditions placed on the Project, which were
made by or agreed to by the applicant before the mitigated negative declaration was
released for public review, were determined by the environmental coordinator to avoid or
reduce the potentially significant effects and that there was, therefore, no substantial
evidence that the Project, as revised and conditioned, would have a significant effect on
the environment; and

WHEREAS, a mitigated negative declaration of environmental impacts was then
prepared, properly noticed, and circulated for public review.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Planning Commission of the
City of Rocklin as follows:

Section 1. Based on the initial study, the revisions and conditions
incorporated into the Project, and information received during the public review process,
the Planning Commission of the City of Rocklin finds that there is no substantial
evidence that the Project, as revised and conditioned, will have a significant effect on the
environment.

Section 2. The mitigated negative declaration reflects the independent
judgment of the Planning Commission.

Section3.  All feasible mitigation measures identified in the City of Rocklin
General Plan Environmental Impact Reports, including the Sunset West General
Development Plan Environmental Impact Report and North Rocklin Circulation Plan
Environmental Impact Report, which are applicable to this project have been adopted and
undertaken by the City of Rocklin and all other public agencies with authority to mitigate
the project impacts or will be undertaken as required by this project.

Section 4. A mitigated negative declaration of environmental impacts is
hereby approved.




Section S. The Mitigation Monitoring Program prepared in connection with
the project is approved.

Section 6. The documents and other materials that constitute the record of
proceedings upon which the City Council has based its decision are located in the office
of the Rocklin Community Development Director, 3970 Rocklin Road, Rocklin,
California 95677. The custodian of these documents and other materials is the Rocklin
Community Development Director.

Section 7. Upon approval by the Planning Commission, the environmental
coordinator shall file a Notice of Determination with the County Clerk of Placer County
and, if the project requires a discretionary approval from any state agency, with the State
Office of Planning and Research, pursuant to the provisions of section 21152(a) of the
Public Resources Code and the State EIR Guidelines adopted pursuant thereto.

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 18th day of June, 2002, by the following roll call
vote:

AYES: Commissioners Coleman, Sully, O’Brien
NOES: Commissioner Menth
ABSENT: Commissioner Barber

ABSTAIN: None

Tl

' Chairman

ATTEST:

G:\reso\negdecs\2002\MND Sunset West Lot 19 U-2000-16 & DR-2000-21.doc
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COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
CITY OF ROCKLIN

3970 Rocklin Road

Rocklin, California 95677

(916) 632-4020

EXHIBIT A
MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
(Sunset West Lot 19 Shopping Center / U-2000-16 & DR-2000-21)

Project Name and Description

An application to approve a conditional use permit and design review to allow the
construction and operation of a shopping center on a 12.2-acre lot. The proposed
development would involve the construction of a grocery anchor store, retail shops, a
drive-through restaurant pad, and the possibility of a gas station/convenience store and/or
daycare facility. The shopping center would have a total of approximately 100,000 square
feet of floor area with approximately 510 parking spaces as well as a 25-foot landscape
setback along Lonetree Boulevard and Blue Oaks Boulevard. Vehicular access would be
provided via two entries from Blue Oaks Boulevard and two entries from Lonetree
Boulevard (Please see Attachment A).

Project Location

The subject property is generally located at the northwest corner of the intersection of
Lonetree Boulevard and Blue Oaks Boulevard in the City of Rocklin.
APN. 365-020-045

Project Proponents Name

Property Owners: Diversified Investors
Applicant: Omni-Means, Ltd.

Proposed Findings of No Significant Effect

I find that as submitted, the proposed project could have a significant effect on the
environment. However, revisions in the project have been made by or agreed to by the
project proponent which will avoid these effects or mitigate these effects to a point where
clearly no significant effect will occur. Therefore, A MITIGATED NEGATIVE
DECLARATION has been prepared. The initial study supporting the finding stated
above and describing the mitigation measures included in the project is attached as
Exhibit A and incorporated herein by reference.
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Date Circulated for Review: /%/ Z%P/«
Date Adopted: /7 ¢/ f -0 2.

Signature:_X A4 (

Sherri Abbas, Planning Services Manager
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COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
CITY OF ROCKLIN

3970 Rocklin Road

Rocklin, California 95677

(916) 632-4020

EXHIBIT 1

INITIAL STUDY AND ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST
SUNSET WEST LOT 19 SHOPPING CENTER

U-2000-16 & DR-2000-21

NORTHWEST CORNER OF THE INTERSECTION OF LONETREE
BOULEVARD AND BLUE OAKS BOULEVARD

April 17,2002

PREPARED BY:
City of Rocklin

CONTACT:

Sherri Abbas, Planning Services Manager
3970 Rocklin Road
916-632-4020

APPLICANT:

Omni-Means, Ltd.
2237 Douglas Boulevard, Suite 100
Roseville, CA 95661
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COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

CITY OF ROCKLIN

3970 Rocklin Road

Rocklin, California 95677

(916) 632-4020
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COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
CITY OF ROCKLIN

3970 Rocklin Road

Rocklin, California 95677

(916) 632-4020

INTRODUCTION

The Sunset West Lot 19 Shopping Center project is a request to approve a conditional use
permit and design review to allow the construction and operation of a shopping center on
a 12.2-acre lot. The proposed development would involve the construction of a grocery
anchor store, retail shops, a drive-through restaurant pad, and the possibility of a gas
station/convenience store and/or daycare facility. The shopping center would have a total
of approximately 100,000 square feet of floor area with approximately 510 parking
spaces as well as a 25-foot landscape setback along Lonetree Boulevard and Blue Oaks
Boulevard. Vehicular access would be provided via two entries from Blue Oaks
Boulevard and two entries from Lonetree Boulevard (Please see Attachment A).

This document has been prepared in accord with the provisions of the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) to analyze potential environmental impacts of the
project so that the public may be informed and comment on the project and any potential
impacts and so that the Planning Commission can take impacts and proposed mitigation
measures into consideration when considering their action on the proposed project.
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COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
CITY OF ROCKLIN

3970 Rocklin Road

Rocklin, California 95677

(916) 632-4020

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW OF PRIVATE DEVELOPMENT PROJECTS

The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) (Public Resources Code §21000,
et seq., California Code of Regulations §15000, et seq., Rocklin City Council Resolution
No. 96-242) requires the City of Rocklin to conduct an assessment of the potential
environmental impacts of a project over which it has discretionary approval authority, and
* to take that assessment into consideration before approving the project. Below is a brief
review of the purpose and scope of the CEQA process, to enable the reader to understand
how the environmental assessment is conducted, how prior environmental assessments
are integrated into the process, how the public and other governmental agencies are
involved in the process, and how the information obtained is used in reaching a decision
on whether to approve, conditionally approve, or deny a project.

L. The Initial Study (Guidelines §15063).

After a preliminary evaluation of a proposal to determine whether the proposal is a
“project” within the meaning of CEQA and whether either a statutory or categorical
exemption applies to take the project out of CEQA review, the environmental assessment
begins with the preparation of the Initial Study. The Initial Study serves a number of
purposes. It is used primarily to determine whether a Negative Declaration (ND) or an
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) is needed for the project. In addition, however, the
Initial Study also provides useful environmental information to the applicant allowing a
project to be modified to avoid significant environmental effects before further
processing, enabling the project to qualify for a Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND).
It also helps in preparing an EIR, if one is necessary, by focusing the environmental
analysis on effects deemed significant, explaining why other effects are not deemed
significant, and explaining whether or not and how prior NDs or EIRs may be used for
the project, either as the environmental analysis for the project or by way of tiering or
otherwise.

The Initial Study includes the following:
1. A brief description of the project in its environmental setting;

2. Identification of environmental effects by use of a checklist;
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3. A brief explanation of checklist entries;
4. A discussion of mitigation measures, if any;
5. An examination of project consistency with applicable land use controls.

The explanation of checklist entries will include a discussion and appropriate references
to analyses in other EIRs which form the basis for evaluating the project.

When the City determines to prepare an Initial Study, it consults informally with all
responsible agencies and trustee agencies to obtain their recommendations on the
appropriate environmental review of the project.

If, based on the Initial Study, the City concludes that there is substantial evidence that any
aspect of the project may cause a significant effect on the environment, an EIR will be
required for the project. If, based on the Initial Study, the City concludes that there is no
substantial evidence that the project may cause a significant effect on the environment, a
ND will be prepared. In addition, the Initial Study may identify ways to modify a project
to incorporate changes or mitigation measures that would avoid potentially significant
impacts, therefore, qualifying the project for a MND and eliminating unnecessary EIRs.

2. The Negative Declaration and Mitigated Negative Declaration (Guidelines
§§15070-15075; 15097, 15371).

If an Initial Study concludes that the proposed project will not have a significant effect on
the environment, a document called a Negative Declaration (ND) is prepared. The ND
includes a brief description of the project and its location, the proposed finding of no
significant impact on the environment, and a copy of the Initial Study to document the
reasons to support the findings. A notice of intent to adopt a negative declaration is then
prepared and sent to responsible and trustee agencies, adjacent jurisdictions, and the
County Clerk. It is also published in the Placer Herald and mailed to those who are
otherwise on the list to receive notice of the project. This notice is given at least twenty
days prior to hearing on the project to allow the agencies and the public an opportunity to
review and comment on the proposed ND.

The Negative Declaration must be reviewed and considered by the body hearing the
project prior to making a decision on the project. Adoption of a ND must be supported
by the finding, based on the whole record (including the Initial Study and any comments
received) that there is no substantial evidence that the project will have a significant
effect on the environment and that the ND reflects the City’s independent judgment and
analysis.
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If an Initial Study identifies potentially significant environmental effects of a project, but
the project is revised to incorporate mitigation measures that will avoid the significant
environmental effects before further processing, a document called a Mitigated Negative
Declaration (MND) is prepared. The MND is the same as a ND, except it also includes a
description of the mitigation measures included in the project. The MND is noticed,
considered, and adopted in the same manner as a ND, except that when adopting a MND,
the decision making body must also adopt a mitigation monitoring program to insure that
the mitigation measures applicable to the project are actually implemented.

After approving a project for which a ND or MND is adopted, the City files a document
called a Notice of Determination with the County Clerk. It is also filed with the State
Office of Planning and Research (OPR) if the project also requires a discretionary
approval from a state agency.

3. The Environmental Impact Report (Guidelines §§15081-15097; 15105, 15132,
15143, 15151, 15201).

If the Initial Study identifies potentially significant environmental effects of the proposed
project for which adequate mitigation is not incorporated into the project as with a MND,
then an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) is prepared.

Once a decision to prepare an EIR is made, the City’s current practice is to issue a request
for proposals (RFP) to interested private consultants to prepare the EIR on the
development project. Responses to the RFP are reviewed and evaluated by the staff, and
a consultant is recommended to the City Council. The project applicant contracts with
the City to pay the cost of the EIR consultant, but the City contracts with the consultant to
prepare the EIR. The consultant is under contract with and reports to the City.

A Notice of Preparation (NOP) stating that an EIR will be prepared for the project is sent
to each responsible agency and involved trustee and federal agencies. The NOP is
intended to provide these agencies with enough information about the project to enable
them to make a meaningful response, to insure that the EIR contains the information and
analyses each of these agencies will need to make its own determination on the project.
These agencies must respond within thirty (30) days of receiving the NOP, stating, among
other things, whether or not the agency will be a responsible or trustee agency and which
environmental issues, alternatives, and mitigation measures it will need to have explored.

In addition to the NOP, the City may also consult directly with any person or organization
it believes may be concerned with the project.
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The City’s consultant then undertakes to prepare a Draft EIR (DEIR) taking into
consideration comments, if any, received from the responsible trustee and federal
agencies and other persons or organizations consulted. Once the DEIR is finished and
ready for release, the City issues a Notice of Completion (NOC) which is filed with OPR
and the County Clerk and is publicly noticed. The NOC begins the formal comment
period on the DEIR. During the comment period, the City will request comments from
responsible and other involved governmental agencies and receives comments submitted
from the public. The City may also conduct a noticed public hearing during the formal
comment period to receive oral comments from the public, though this is not required by
law.

At the end of the comment period, the City’s consultant reviews and evaluates the
comments received and prepares written responses. These written comments and
responses, coupled with the DEIR, become the Final EIR (FEIR) for the project.

Prior to approving the project, the decision making body must determine that the EIR has
been completed in compliance with CEQA, that the decision making body has reviewed
and considered the information contained in the EIR, and that the EIR represents the
body’s independent judgment and analysis. The body must make specific findings
relating to each impact and the mitigation measures and alternatives presented to address
these impacts. If the project results in unmitigated significant impacts, CEQA requires
the decision making body to balance the benefits of the project against the project’s
unavoidable environmental risks. If the decision making body concludes that the benefits
of the project outweigh the environmental risks, these adverse environmental effects are
considered acceptable. In reaching this decision, the decision making body is required to
~ state in writing the specific reasons to support the decision to approve the project: this
statement is known as a “statement of overriding consideration.”

The EIR is an informational document. It does not require the body to approve or not
approve a project; rather, it provides information that is taken into account in making the
decision. The adequacy of an EIR is reviewed in light of what is needed to provide the
decision-maker with information that enables it to make a decision which 1ntelhgently
takes into account the environmental consequences of a project.

If the EIR is certified and the project is approved, the decision making body must also
adopt a Mitigation Monitoring Plan which insures that the mitigation measures approved
with the project are carried out.

The City then files a Notice of Determination (NOD) with the County Clerk and, if state
agencies are involved in approving the project, with OPR.
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4. Factors Considered in Preparing EIRs and NDs.

A. Degree of Specificity; Incorporation by Reference (Guidelines §§15146,
15150).

A number of factors play a role in shaping NDs and EIRs. As noted earlier, the
Initial Study is used to identify which significant impacts are associated with the
project and, therefore, can be the basis for focusing an EIR on those issues.
Significant effects are discussed with emphasis in proportion to the severity of
each and probability of occurrence. Impacts not implicated by a project need not
be discussed. In addition, the degree of specificity in an EIR corresponds with the
degree of specificity of the underlying project. The EIR on the City’s General
Plan, for example, focuses on the secondary effects of development expected to
occur under the General Plan and is less specific than an EIR addressing site
specific effects of a particular development project. CEQA also encourages the
incorporation by reference of other documents into an EIR, especially long,
descriptive, or technical materials that provide general background information
rather than direct analyses. This lessens the volume and complexity of EIRs and
makes them easier to read.

B. Tiering (Guidelines §§15152, 15385; Pub. Res. Code §21093).

A concept related to incorporation by reference is the “tiering” principle.
“Tiering” refers to covering general matter addressed in prior EIRs in subsequent
more specific EIRs or NDs by incorporating by reference the general discussion
and concentrating solely on the issues specific to the new EIR or ND. CEQA
encourages tiering to eliminate repetitive discussions of the same issues, and
allows for focusing in later EIRs and NDs on issues ripe for discussion at each
level.

The City uses tiering to the greatest extent possible by relying on the General Plan
EIR, the Southeast Rocklin Circulation Element EIR, the North Rocklin
Circulation Element EIR, and the Rocklin Civic Center EIR as a starting point for
analyzing the environmental effects of later, site specific development projects.
The analysis of these later projects, therefore, need not examine those effects
which were addressed in the earlier EIRs and mitigated or avoided by adoption of
the General Plan Goals and Policies, or which were examined at a sufficient level
of detail in the earlier EIR to allow the effects to be avoided or mitigated as part of
the project approval process. The later analysis can be limited to impacts which
were not examined in the prior EIRs.
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Tiering may be fully utilized only when the later project is consistent with the
General Plan and zoning (unless rezoning maintains conformity with the General
Plan). A project’s Initial Study will state whether and how tiering is to be used for
that project. The Rocklin City Council has previously identified the following
cumulative significant impacts as unavoidable consequences of urbanization,
despite the implementation of mitigation measures, and has adopted a statement
of overriding considerations for each:

1. Air Quality:

Development in the South Placer region as a whole will contribute
to regional air pollutant emissions, thereby delaying attainment of
Federal and State air quality standards, regardless of development
activity in the City of Rocklin and application of mitigation
measures.

2. Biological Resources (Vegetation and Wildlife):

Development in the City and the South Placer region as a whole
will result in cumulative, long-term impacts on biological
resources (vegetation and wildlife), due to the introduction of
domestic landscaping, homes, paved surfaces, and the relatively
constant presence of people and pets, all of which negatively
impact vegetation and wildlife habitat.

3. Visual Resources:

Viewsheds and vistas will be substantially altered as mixed urban
development occurs on vacant land; new development also
generates new sources of light and glare.

Where later projects are found to contribute to these significant
cumulative impacts, these impacts are not further evaluated and are
not treated as significant.

C. Projects Consistent with General Plan and Zoning (Guidelines §15183;
Pub. Res. Code §21083.3).

Another special situation under CEQA applies to projects which are consistent
with the development density established by an existing General Plan and zoning
ordinance for which an EIR was certified. These projects do not require
additional environmental review unless the Initial Study shows that there are
environmental effects that 1) are peculiar to the project or its site; or 2) were not
analyzed as significant effects in the prior EIR on the General Plan and zoning; or
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3) substantial new evidence not previously available shows the environmental
effects are more severe than previously thought.

Effects are not considered peculiar to a project if they are addressed and mitigated
by uniformly applied development policies and standards previously adopted by
the City to substantially mitigate that effect (unless new information shows that
the policy or standard will not mitigate the effect). Policies and standards have
been adopted by the City to address and mitigate certain impacts of development
that lend themselves to uniform mitigation measures. These include the Oak Tree
Ordinance (Rocklin Municipal Code Chapter 17.77), the Flood Ordinance
(Rocklin Municipal Code Chapter 15.16) and the Goals and Policies of the
Rocklin General Plan. Where applicable, the Initial Study will state how these
policies and standards apply to a project.

5. Other Considerations.
A. Subsequent Environmental Review (Guidelines §§15162-15164).

The ND or EIR is completed and certified before all or any portion of the project
can be approved. Typically, the EIR is certified -at the same time as the project is
heard, but it may be certified earlier. Where an EIR is certified for a project, but
the project is approved at a later date or in phases, no further environmental
analysis or approval is needed for the later approvals. However, an Initial Study
would be prepared for the later phases to determine whether or not the scope of
the earlier EIR is adequate for the later phases or whether there is grounds to
prepare a subsequent EIR or ND. A subsequent EIR and ND would be required
where substantial changes are proposed in the project which would require major
revisions of the previous EIR or ND due to new significant environmental effects
or substantial increases in the severity of previously identified environmental
effects; or substantial changes occur in the circumstances under which the project
is undertaken which would require major revisions of the previous EIR or ND; or
new information of substantial importance, which was not available earlier, shows
that the project would have one or more significant effects not discussed in the
earlier EIR or ND, or previously examined significant effects will be more severe
than previously thought; or new or different mitigation measures are available.

B. Recirculation (Guidelines §§15073.5; 15088.5).

In some instances, an EIR or ND which has been subject to public review and
comment may be required to be re-circulated. Re-circulation is required when the
document has been substantially revised or when significant new information is
added after public notice is given of the availability of the document, but before
adoption or certification. Not all revisions or new information would require
recirculation; the revisions and/or new information must be such as to
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significantly impact the ability of the public to comment in a meaningful way on
the environmental document and project.

C. Focus of Comments and Review (Guidelines §15204).

The City relies on the knowledge, experience and expertise of responsible
agencies and the commenting public to help produce a ND or EIR that meets the
overriding objective of CEQA to inform the decision-making body of the
environmental effects of a proposed project and to identify alternatives and
mitigation measures to reduce or avoid those impacts. To this end, comments
should be specific. They should identify specific impacts, explain why the impact
will occur, explain why it will be significant, and suggest specific alternatives or
mitigation measures that would better avoid or mitigate the significant effect. A
similar approach should be followed when the comment addresses an impact for
which specific mitigation measures are proposed; that is, the commentor should
explain specifically why the mitigation measure will be ineffective and/or how
they may be made more effective.

Commentors should explain the basis of their comments, and submit the
supporting factual basis, explain their assumptions, or supply expert opinion.
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COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
CITY OF ROCKLIN

3970 Rocklin Road

Rocklin, California 95677

(916) 632-4020

EXHIBIT 2

INITTIAL STUDY
(SUNSET WEST LOT 19 SHOPPING CENTER / U-2000-16 & DR-2000-21)

This initial study has been prepared by the City of Rocklin Community Development
Department, Planning Division, as Lead Agency, under the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA). Any questions regarding this document should be addressed to the
Rocklin contact person named below at City of Rocklin Community Development
Department, Planning Division, 3970 Rocklin Road, Rocklin, California 95677 (916)
632-4020.

Date: April 17, 2002
Project Name and File Number: Sunset West Lot 19 Shopping Center

Conditional Use Permit, U-2000-16
Design Review, DR-2000-21

Project Location: The subject property is generally located at the
northwest corner of the intersection of Lonetree
Boulevard and Blue Oaks Boulevard in the City of
Rocklin.

Owner’s Name and Address: Diversified Investors
73671 Sawmill Canyon Way
Palm Desert, CA 92260

Applicant’s Name and Address: Omni-Means, Ltd.
2237 Douglas Boulevard, Suite 100
Roseville, CA 95661

Other Public_Agencies Whose Approval is Required (e.g., Permits, Financing
Approval, or Participation Agreement): Rocklin Engineering Division approval of
Improvement Plans and Rocklin Building Inspection Division for issuance of Building
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Permits. South Placer Municipal Utility District for connection of sewer service. Placer
County Water Agency for connection of water service.

Rocklin Contact Person & Phone Number: Sherri Abbas, Planning Services Manager
(916) 632-4020

Project Description: An application to approve a conditional use permit and
design review to allow the construction and operation of a shopping center on a 12.2-acre
lot. The proposed development would involve the construction of a grocery anchor store,
retail shops, a drive-through restaurant pad, and the possibility of a gas
station/convenience store and/or daycare facility. The shopping center would have a total
of approximately 100,000 square feet of floor arca with approximately 510 parking
spaces as well as a 25-foot landscape setback along Lonetree Boulevard and Blue Oaks
Boulevard. Vehicular access would be provided via two entries from Blue Oaks
Boulevard and two entries from Lonetree Boulevard (Please see Attachment A).

General Plan Designation: Retail Commercial (RC)

Zoning: Planned Development — Commercial (PD-C)

Surrounding Land Uses and Setting:

North: Single-Family Residential Subdivision

East: Single-Family Residential Subdivision

South: Blue Oaks Boulevard and Vacant Commercially Zoned Land
West: Lonetree Boulevard and Vacant Commercially Zoned Land

Description:

ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED:

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project,
involving at least one impact that is a “Potentially Significant Impact” as indicated by the
checklist on the following pages.

Aesthetics Agriculture Resources Air Quality
Biological Resources Cultural Resources Geology/Soils
Hazards & Hazardous Materials Hydrology/Water Quality Land Use/Planning
Mineral Resources Noise Population/Housing
Public Services Recreation Transportation/Traffic
Utilities/Service Systems Mandatory Findings of
Significance
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DETERMINATION:

On the basis of this initial study:

[ ] I find that the proposed project WILL NOT have a significant effect on the
environment, and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

I find that as submitted, the proposed project could have a significant effect on the
environment; however, revisions in the project have been made by or agreed to by
the project proponent which will avoid these effects or mitigate these effects to a
point where clearly no significant effect will occur. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE
DECLARATION will be prepared.

i

I find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment,
and an ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.

]

I find that the proposed project MAY have a “potentially significant impact” or
“potentially significant unless mitigated” impact on the environment, but at least
one effect 1) has been adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to
applicable legal standards, and 2) has been addressed by mitigation measures based
on the earlier analysis as described on the attached Environmental Checklist. An
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required, to analyze the effects that
remain to be addressed.

[ ] 1 find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the
environment, because all potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed
adequately in an earlier EIR or (MITIGATED) NEGATIVE DECLARATION
pursuant to applicable standards, and (b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant
to that earlier EIR or (MITIGATED) NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including
revisions or mitigation measures that are imposed upon the proposed project,
nothing further is required.

k%{%, %ﬁw _ atéf// 7 /94/

Signature

Printed Name
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COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
CITY OF ROCKLIN

3970 Rocklin Road

Rocklin, California 95677

(916) 632-4020

INITIAL STUDY - ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST
(SUNSET WEST LOT 19 SHOPPING CENTER / U-2000-16 & DR-2000-21)

DISCUSSION OF ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION

CEQA mandates that projects which are consistent with the development density
established by existing general plan policies for which an EIR was certified shall not
require additional environmental review, except as might be necessary to examine
whether there are project-specific significant effects which are peculiar to the project or
its site. This streamlines the review of such projects and reduces the need to prepare
repetitive environmental studies. (Pub. Resources Code §21083.3; Guidelines §15183(a))
This project is consistent with the General Plan and zoning and an EIR was certified for
the General Plan. (see Land Use, Page 37, infra )

This initial study will evaluate this project in light of the previously approved General
Plan EIR, the Sunset West General Development Plan EIR, and the North Rocklin
Circulation Element FIR.

All public agencies with authority to mitigate significant effects shall undertake or require
the undertaking of all feasible mitigation measures specified in the prior environmental
impact report relevant to a significant effect which the project will have on the
environment. Project review is limited to effects upon the environment which are peculiar
to the parcel or to the project which were not addressed as significant effects in the prior
EIR's or which substantial new information shows will be more significant than described
in the prior EIR's.
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EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS:

1)

2)

3)

4)

3)

A brief explanation is provided for all answers except “No Impact” answers that
are adequately supported by the information sources cited in the parentheses
following each question. A “No Impact” answer is adequately supported if the
referenced information sources show that the impact simply does not apply to
projects like the one involved (e.g., the project falls outside a fault rupture zone).
A “No Impact” answer is explained where it is based on project-specific factors as
well as general standards (e.g., the project will not expose sensitive receptors to
pollutants, based on a project-specific screening analysis).

All answers take account of the whole action involved, including off-site as well
as on-site, cumulative as well as project-level, indirect as well as direct, and
construction as well as operational impacts.

If a particular physical impact may occur, then the checklist answers must indicate
whether the impact is potentially significant, less than significant with mitigation,
or less than significant. “Potentially Significant Impact” is appropriate if there is
substantial evidence that an effect may be significant.

Answers of “Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated” describe the
mitigation measures and briefly explain how they reduce the effect to a less than
significant level. Mitigation measures and supporting explanation from earlier
EIRs or Negative Declaration may be cross-referenced and incorporated by
reference.

Earlier analyses may be used where an effect has been adequately analyzed in an
carlier EIR or negative declaration, and the City intends to use tiering. In this
case, a brief discussion will identify the following:

a) Which effects are within the scope of and adequately analyzed in an earlier
document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and whether such effects
are addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis; and

b) For effects that are “Less than Significant with Mitigation Measures
Incorporated,” the mitigation measures which are incorporated or refined
from the earlier document and the extent to which they address site-
specific conditions for the project.

All prior EIRs and Negative Declarations and certifying resolutions are
available for review at the Rocklin Community Development Department.
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a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?

b) Substantially degrade the existing visual character or
quality of the site and its surroundings?

c) Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but
not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and historic
buildings within a state scenic highway.

d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare X
which would adversely affect day or nighttime views
in the area?

DISCUSSION OF DETERMINATION:

Project Impacts:

Development of the project will change the visual character of the property from vacant
undeveloped land to a commercial shopping center with associated parking and
landscaping. New sources of light and glare typical of commercial development will
result as well.

Prior Environmental Analysis:

The Rocklin General Plan, North Rocklin Circulation Element, and Sunset West General
Development Plan EIRs analyzed the impacts of mixed urban development, as
contemplated by the General Plan, on the viewsheds and vistas within the City of
Rocklin, as well as the introduction of new sources of light and glare. Mitigation
measures to address these impacts are incorporated into the General Plan in the Land Use
Element and the Open Space, Conservation, and Recreation Elements, and include
policies that encourage the use of design standards for unique areas and the protection of
natural resources, including hilltops, waterways, geologically unique areas, oak trees, and
open space, from the encroachment of incompatible land use.

These EIRs concluded that, despite these goals and policies, visual resources will be
significantly impacted by development under the General Plan and cannot be reduced to a
less than significant level. A statement of overriding consideration was adopted by the
Rocklin City Council in recognition of this cumulative impact. This project introduces
urban development into the City, in a manner consistent with that contemplated in the
General Plan and Sunset West General Development Plan, and contributes to this
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significant impact, but because this impact has been addressed in the General Plan EIR,
project review is limited to effects upon the environment which are peculiar to the parcel
or to the project which were not addressed as significant effects in the prior EIR's or
which substantial new information shows will be more significant than described in the
prior EIR's. (Guidelines §15183; Pub. Res. Code §21083.3)

Mitigation Measures from Prior Environmental Analysis:

The mitigation measures for aesthetic/visual impacts incorporated as Goals and Policies
in the General Plan (Land Use Element policies 19, 20, 21, 22, and 23 and Open Space,
Conservation, and Recreation Element policy 20) will be applied to the Project in the
course of processing to ensure consistency with the General Plan.

Conclusion:

[a&b) While the proposed project would change the visual character of the
project site from vacant undeveloped land to an urban environment, the proposed use is
compatible with surrounding development. More specifically, north and east of the
project site are residential subdivisions. The residences built on properties adjacent to the
project site have a restriction to develop single-story homes to reduce potential impacts
from being located adjacent to commercially zoned land. There is also an existing 6-foot
high masonry wall along a portion of the north property line and along the east property
line. Pursuant to the City’s Zoning Ordinance, which requires that a 6-foot high masonry
wall be constructed along the property line between commercially and residentially zoned
properties, the applicant will be required to extend the north wall to its connection with
the existing east wall Additionally, the proponents propose a 15+-foot landscape buffer
between the property line and any parking areas, with an additional 35+-feet separation to
the nearest building. The landscape buffer will be planted with Coast Redwoods. To the
south and east are commercially zoned properties separated by arterial roadways
(Lonetree and Blue Oaks Boulevards).

The project site is not in a location that provides a significant scenic view to the public,
nor would development block views of any significant vista. Therefore, project level
impacts are considered less than significant.

Ic) The project site is not located near a state scenic highway or other designated
scenic corridor. No significant scenic resources, such as large rock outcroppings, oak
trees, or historic buildings exist on the project site. Therefore, no impact has been
identified.

Id) New light sources will result from exterior building and parking lot lighting.
These light sources will be required, through conditions of approval, to be designed to
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reduce light and glare by using cut-off shoebox type lighting fixtures mounted in such a

way that light is directed downward. Therefore, project related impacts are considered
less than significant.
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Significance:

Less than significant.

e

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland,
or Farmland of Statewide Importance
(Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared
pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and
Monitoring Program of the California
Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use?

b) Conlflict with existing zoning for agricultural
use, or a Williamson Act contract?

c) Involve other changes in the existing
environment which, due to their location or
nature, could result in conversion of
Farmland, to non-agricultural use?

DISCUSSION OF DETERMINATION:

Project Impacts:

No impacts.
Conclusion:

Ila) According to the Placer County Important Farmland Map (1988), a map prepared
pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program, the project site is identified
as Grazing land. Grazing land is not considered Prime or Unique Farmland nor is it
considered Farmland of Statewide Importance. Therefore, no impact has been identified.

IIb) The current zoning on the property is Planned Development — Commercial (PD-
C), which does not permit agriculturally related uses other than possibly the retail sales of
agriculturally related equipment. The property is not under Williamson Act Contract.
Therefore, no impact has been identified.

IIc) There is no farmland in the immediate vicinity. All adjacent vacant lands in the
immediate vicinity of the project site are designated for commercial development and no
farming activities are being conducted on those vacant properties at this time. Therefore,
no impact has been identified.
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Significance:

No impact.

a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of applicable X

air quality plan?

b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute X
substantially to an existing or projected air quality
violation?

c) Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of X

any criteria pollutant for which the project region is
non-attainment under an applicable federal or state
ambient air quality standard (including releasing
emissions which exceed quantitative thresholds for
0zone precursors)?

d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant
concentrations?

€) Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial
number of people?

DISCUSSION OF DETERMINATION:

Project Impacts:

In the short term, project impacts will result from construction related activities
associated with grading and excavating of the land to prepare it for installation of utilities
and above ground structures and improvements. The air quality impacts will be primarily
related to the generation of dust [Particulate Matter of 10 microns in size (PMig)]. In the
long term, project related impacts would be associated with new vehicle trips to and from
the project site. These vehicle trips would generally generate carbon monoxide and ozone
precursor emissions.

Prior Environmental Analysis:

The EIRs for the Rocklin General Plan, the Sunset West General Development Plan, and
the North Rocklin Circulation Element all addressed the direct and cumulative impacts of
development under the General Plan on air quality in the region. These studies concluded
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that 1) development under the General Plan is consistent with and will not obstruct
implementation of the Placer County Air Pollution Control District Attainment Plan; 2)
the primary direct air quality impact is carbon monoxide emissions from additional
automobile traffic and construction activity; 3) another direct impact associated with
construction activity is particulate matter resulting from earthmoving and hauling; and 4)
development will also result in long-term, cumulative air quality impacts which are
significant and unavoidable.

The prior EIRs identified and the City has adopted, mitigation measures to reduce the
direct air quality impacts of development to less than significant levels. The mitigation
measures addressing carbon monoxide emission are incorporated into the Goals and
Policies of the Land Use Element and the Circulation Element of the General Plan. These
include establishment of a level of service C standard to reduce idling time, and policies
to reduce dependence on the automobile, such as the provision of bicycle lanes, and
walking and hiking paths to connect residential areas with commercial centers; and
promotion of transit and ride sharing. Construction period impacts are also addressed by
mitigation measures recommended by the Placer County Air Pollution Control District
and incorporated into the City’s Improvement Standards and Standard Specifications for
construction.

The prior EIRs concluded that, despite application of reasonable mitigation measures, the
long-term, cumulative air quality impacts of development under the General Plan is
significant and unavoidable. A statement of overriding consideration was adopted by the
Rocklin City Council in recognition of this cumulative impact. This project introduces
urban development into the City, in a manner consistent with that contemplated in the
General Plan, and contributes to this significant impact, but because this impact has been
addressed in the General Plan EIR, project review is limited to effects upon the
environment which are peculiar to the parcel or to the project which were not addressed
as significant effects in the prior EIR's or which substantial new information shows will
be more significant than described in the prior EIR's. (Guidelines §15183; Pub. Res. Code
§21083.3)

Mitigation Measures from Prior Environmental Analysis:

The mitigation measures for air quality impacts incorporated as Goals and Polices in the
General Plan or as provisions in the City’s Improvement Standards and Standard
Specifications will be applied to the Project in the course of processing to insure
consistency with the General Plan and compliance with City rules and regulations.
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Conclusion:

IIa) The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) and the California Air
Resources Board (CARB) have established air quality standards, referred to as the
National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) and the State Ambient Air Quality
Standards (SAAQS) respectively. The Federal Clean Air Act and the State Clean Air Act
both require that areas in violation of the ambient air quality standards adopt strategies to
attain these standards. The Placer County Air Pollution Control District (APCD) has
primary responsibility for planning and maintaining and/or attainment of air quality
standards within Placer County. California is divided into 14 air basins for the purpose of
monitoring air quality. Placer County is included in the Mountain Counties Air Basin.
Areas may be classified as attainment, non-attainment, or unclassified with respect to the
adopted standards. The unclassified designation is assigned in cases where monitoring
data is insufficient to make a definitive determination.

The proposed project is consistent with the Rocklin General Plan, the Sunset West
General Development Plan, and the North Rocklin Circulation Element. Given that the
APCD Attainment Plans account for planned land uses consistent with adopted plans, this
project will not affect the determinations of achievement of attainment made by the
APCD. Therefore, project level impacts are considered less than significant.

b & c) The proposed project would involve no activities generating criteria
pollutant other than construction activities during construction of the project (short-term
effects) and automobile traffic generated by the project (long-term effects) as alluded to
above and further discussed below.

Short-Term Effects

Construction activities, including grading, would generate a variety of pollutants, the
most significant of which would be dust (PM;o). This could potentially exacerbate the
existing PM;o non-attainment condition if not mitigated. Construction equipment would
produce short-term combustion emissions, and asphalt materials used for streets and
driveways would produce pollutants during curing.

The following standard construction operation measures listed below will ensure that
short-term impacts will be less-than-significant, by reducing PM;, and combustion
emissions due to construction.

1. The project shall conform with the requirements of the Placer County

APCD.
Page 12 of Exhibit 2 to Sunset West Lot 19 Shopping Center (U-2000-16,
Mitigated Negative Declaration DR-2001-21)
Reso. No. PC-2002-53 Initial Study

April 17, 2002




2. Prior to commencement of grading, the applicant shall submit a dust
control plan for approval by the City Engineer and the Placer County
APCD. The plans shall specify measures to reduce dust pollution during
all phases of construction.

3. Traffic speeds on all unpaved road surfaces shall be posted at 25 m.p.h. or
less.

4. All grading operations shall be suspended when wind speeds exceed 25
m.p.h.

5. All trucks leaving the site shall be washed off to eliminate dust and debris.

6. All construction equipment shall maintained in clean condition.

7. All exposed surfaces shall be revegetated as quickly as feasible.

8. If fill dirt is brought to the construction site, tarps or soil stabilizers shall

be placed on the dirt piles to minimize dust problems.

9. Apply water or dust palliatives on all exposed earth surfaces as necessary
to control dust. Construction contracts shall include dust control treatment
as frequently as necessary to minimize dust.

10. Construction equipment shall be properly maintained and tuned.

11.  Utilize low emission mobile construction equipment where possible.

12. Open burning will be allowed only with the approval of the Placer County
APCD.

Long-Term Effects

In the long-term, vehicle trips to and from the project site would generate Carbon
Monoxide and ozone precursor emissions. The amount of traffic generated by the project
is not expected to significantly exceed that assumed by the Sunset West General
Development Plan EIR. For these reasons the proposed project's impacts on local and
regional air quality are not in themselves significant. The project would, however,
contribute to the non-attainment status of the local air basin. These incremental and
cumulative adverse air quality impacts can not be completely mitigated. However, these
impacts were anticipated by the General Plan, and were addressed through the 1991
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Rocklin General Plan EIR, the Sunset West General Development Plan EIR, and the
North Rocklin Circulation and Traffic Study.

Findings of overriding consideration were adopted for the unmitigable and unavoidable
significant cumulative air quality impacts of build out of the plans referenced above.
Therefore, project related impacts are considered less-than-significant.

IId) The proposed project does not involve any on-site activities, other than
automobile traffic and the short-term construction related activities addressed above.
These activities on this site do not constitute a substantial pollutant concentration.
Therefore, project level impacts are considered less than significant.

Ille) The project will not involve any process or activity that creates objectionable
odors. Therefore, project level impacts are considered less than significant.

Significance:

Less than significant.

a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or X
through habitat modifications, on any species identified as
a candidate, sensitive, or special status species in local or
regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by the
California Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service?

b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat X
or other sensitive natural community identified in local or
regional plans, policies, regulations or by the California
Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service?

c) Have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected X
wetlands as defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water
Act (including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool,
coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, hydrological
interruption, or other means?

d) Interfere substantially with the movement of any native X
resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or with
established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors,
or impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites?
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€) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting X
biological resources, such as a tree preservation policy or
ordinance?

1) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat X
Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation
Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat

conservation plan?
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DISCUSSION OF DETERMINATION:

Project Impacts:

The project site currently lays in a fallow condition, having been previously graded. The
only plant species are opportunistic weeds. Any existing plant material would be removed
and replaced with impervious surfaces and manicured landscaping.

Prior Environmental Analysis:

The EIRs on the General Plan, the Sunset West General Development Plan, and the North
Rocklin Circulation Element all addressed the direct and cumulative impacts of
development under the General Plan and the General Development Plan on the biological
resources of the City. These studies concluded that development of natural areas could
cause degradation or loss of important wildlife habitats and uncommon plant
communities, including wetlands, riparian areas, and annual grasslands, oak trees, and
oak woodlands.

The prior EIRs identified, and the City has adopted, mitigation measures to reduce the
direct biological resources impacts to less than significant levels. These mitigation
measures are incorporated into the General Plan Open Space Conservation and
Recreation Element as Goals and Policies and elements of the Open Space/Conservation
Action Plan and are adopted in the Rocklin Oak Tree Preservation Ordinance (RMC
Chapter 17.77.). These mitigation measures include use of conservation easements,
buffers, and setbacks to protect hilltops, open space areas, parks, and natural resource
areas; protection of wetlands (including vernal pools) and riparian areas through
avoidance, when feasible, and excluding building pads and usable yard areas from buffer
areas. Specific and more detailed policies apply to the Southeast Rocklin areas in
recognition of the riparian and oak woodland resources special to that area.

The prior EIRs also concluded that cumulative, long-term impacts on biological resources
will result from development under the General Plan and the South Placer region as a
whole. Despite application of the mitigation measures adopted by the City, this
cumulative impact remains significant and unavoidable. A statement of overriding
consideration was adopted by the Rocklin City Council in recognition of this cumulative
impact. This project introduces urban development into the City, in a manner consistent
with that contemplated in the General Plan, and contributes to this significant impact, but
because this impact has been addressed in the General Plan EIR, project review is limited
to effects upon the environment which are peculiar to the parcel or to the project which
were not addressed as significant effects in the prior EIR's or which substantial new
information shows will be more significant than described in the prior EIR's. (Guidelines
§15183; Pub. Res. Code §21083.3).
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Mitigation Measures from Prior Environmental Analysis:

The mitigation measure for biological resources incorporated as Goals and Policies in the
Rocklin General Plan will be applied to the Project in the course of processing the
application to insure consistency with the General Plan and compliance with City
ordinances.

Conclusion:

IV a) The project site is rough graded and only opportunistic weeds exist on site. These
plant species are regionally abundant and from a biological standpoint, are not considered
biologically sensitive. Therefore, no impact has been identified.

IV b) The project site contains no riparian habitat or other sensitive natural community
as identified in a local or regional plan by the State or Federal governments. Therefore, no
impact has been identified.

IVc) There are no jurisdictional wetlands located on the project site as defined in
Section 404 of the Federal Clean Water Act. Therefore, no impact has been identified.

IV d) Riparian corridors along water coursers are typically used as wildlife movement
corridors between large open space areas because of the cover, water, and food supplies
these areas provide. Pleasant Grove Creek, Antelope Creek, and Clover Valley Creek are
likely to be used by a number of animals as movement corridors between natural open
space areas. The project site is not located near any of the aforementioned creek corridors.
Therefore, no impact has been identified.

IVe) Pertinent regulations relating to the protection of biological resources do not apply
to this project since no significant biological resources are located on the project site.

Therefore, no impact has been identified.

IV ) There are no known habitat conservation plans which affect this project site.
Therefore, no impact has been identified.

Significance:

No impact.
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a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a X
historical resource as defined in §15064.5?

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of X
an archaeological resource pursuant to §15064.5?

c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological X
resource or site or unique geologic feature?

d) Disturb any human remains, including those interred X
outside of formal cemeteries?

DISCUSSION OF DETERMINATION:

Project Impacts:

Development of the project site will require the grading, paving, and general construction
of buildings over the entire project site, which may disturb historic archaeological or
cultural resources.

Prior Environmental Analysis:

The EIRs for the Rocklin General Plan, the Sunset West General Development Plan, and
the North Rocklin Circulation Element all addressed the impacts of development on
cultural/archaeological resources in the City and the General Development Plan area.
These studies concluded that development under the General Plan and General
Development Plan could demolish or alter historically significant buildings or disturb
sites and/or buried resources by physically damaging them or increasing the opportunity
for vandalism by increasing access to them.

The prior EIRs identified and the City has adopted mitigation measures that will reduce
these potential impacts to a less than significant level. These mitigation measures include
a discussion identifying historically significant structures and sites in the General Plan, as
well as Goals and Policies encouraging the preservation of these structures and sites and
requiring proper handling of resources discovered during the course of construction.

Mitigation Measures from Prior Environmental Analysis:

Historically significant structures and sites as well as the potential for the discovery of
unknown archaeological or paleontological resources as a result of development activities
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are discussed in the General Plan. Policies and mitigation measures have been included in
the General Plan to encourage the preservation of historically significant known and
unknown structures (Open Space, Conservation and Recreation Element policy 3). All
development projects where archaeological sites are known to exist will be subject to an
archaeological easement or other appropriate measures to preserve the site. When
unknown archaeological or paleontological resources are discovered during the course of
construction, the City will require the developer to stop work immediately around the site
and to notify the City of Rocklin and appropriate federal, state and local agencies (Open
Space, Conservation and Recreation Element Action Plan 16).

The mitigation measures for cultural resources incorporated as Goals and Policies in the
Rocklin General Plan will be applied to the Project in the course of processing the
application to insure consistency with the General Plan.

Conclusion:

Section 15064.5 defines historical resources for the purposes of California Environmental
Quality Act compliance. Generally, it is a resource listed in or determined to be eligible
for listing in the California Register of Historic Places, a local register of historical places
or identified as significant in an historical resource survey. It also is associated with
events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of California
history and cultural heritage, is associated with the lives of persons important in our past,
embodies distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region, or method of construction or
represents the work of an important creative individual or possesses high artistic values or
has yielded or may be likely to yield information important in prehistory or history.

V a-d) There are no structures on the project site. The site has been partially
cleared/graded. However, there is always the possibility that construction activities could
unearth unknown subsurface or buried historic, cultural, or paleontological resources. As
discussed above, the following condition, implementing General Plan Action item 16
under the Open Space, Conservation and Recreation Element will be applied to the
project.

If evidence of an archaeological or paleontological site is uncovered
during grading or other construction activities, work shall be halted within
100 feet of the find and the City of Rocklin Community Development
Department shall be immediately notified. A qualified archaeologist or
paleontologist shall be retained at the expense of the developer to conduct
an on-site evaluation and provide recommendations for removal and/or
preservation. Work on the project site shall not resume until the
archaeologist or paleontologist has had a reasonable time to conduct an
examination and implement mitigation measures deemed appropriate and
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necessary by the Community Development Department to reduce impacts
to a less than significant level.

This condition limits the impacts of unknown subsurface cultural resources to a less-than
significant-level.

Significance:

Less than significant.

a) Expose people or structures to potential substantial X
adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death
involving:

1) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as
delineated on the most recent Algquist-Priolo
Earthquake Fault Zone Map issued by the state
Geologist for the area or based on other
substantial evidence of a known fault? Refer to
Division of Mines and Geology Special

Publication 42.
i1) Strong seismic ground shaking? X
iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including X
liquefaction?
iv) Landslides?
b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?
c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or X

that would become unstable as a result of the project, and
potentially result in on-or off-site landslide, lateral
spreading, subsidence, liguefaction or collapse?

d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B X
of the Uniform Building Code (1994), creating substantial
risks to life or property?

e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of X
septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal systems
where sewers are not available for the disposal of

wastewater?
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DISCUSSION OF DETERMINATION:

Project Impacts:

Project construction will involve clearing and grading the site. Development could cause
a temporary increase in erosion from grading and construction activities. The Foothill
Fault System may pose seismic hazard to the area, but is not within the City’s boundaries.
Sewer service is available to the site.

Prior Environmental Analysis:

The EIRs for the General Plan, the Sunset West General Development Plan, and the
North Rocklin Circulation Element addressed the impacts of local soils and geology on
development under the General Plan and the Sunset West General Development Plan.
These studies found that while Rocklin is located in an area known to be subject to
seismic hazards, it is not near any designated Alquist-Priolo active earthquake faults. The
Foothill Fault System may pose seismic hazard to the area, but it is not within the City’s
boundaries. Development could also cause a temporary increase in erosion from grading
and construction activities.

The prior EIRs identified and the City has adopted mitigation measures that will reduce
these potential impacts to a less than significant level. These mitigation measures include
erosion control measures in the City’s Improvement Standards and Standard
Specifications, and Goals and Policies in the General Plan Community Safety Element
requiring soils reports for all new development, enforcement of the building code, and
limiting development of severe slopes.

Mitigation Measures from Prior Environmental Analysis:

The mitigation measures incorporated as Goals and Policies of the Rocklin General Plan
(Community Safety Element goal 1 and policies 1, 10, and 11) requiring soils reports of
all new development, enforcement of the building code, and limiting development on
severe slopes will reduce potential impacts to a less than significant level.

Conclusion:

VIa) Rocklin is located in an area known to be subject to seismic hazards, but not near
any designated Alquist-Priolo active earthquake faults. The Foothill Fault System has
been identified in previous environmental studies as potentially posing a seismic hazard
to the area. The Foothill Fault system is located near Folsom Lake, and not within the
boundaries of the City of Rocklin. Existing building code requirements are considered
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adequate to reduce the level of significance of potential seismic hazards related to
construction and operation of the project to a less than significant level.

VIb) Standard erosion control measures are required of all projects, including
revegetation and slope standards. The property is currently fallow with dirt and
opportunistic weeds. However, because some excavation and grading will take place to
develop the site, the above referenced erosion control measures will be required to be
incorporated into the project and will reduce potential erosion related impacts to a less
than significant level.

Vic & d) A geotechnical report, prepared by a qualified engineer, will accompany
submittal of the project improvement plans. The report will provide specific
recommendations for the construction of roadways, building foundations, and other
structures to ensure that their design is compatible with the soils and geology of the
project site. Therefore, potential project related impacts are considered less than
significant.

VIe) The proposed project will be served by public sewer. Therefore, no impact has
been identified.

Significance:

Less than significant.
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a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the X
environment through the routine transport, use, or
disposal of hazardous materials?

b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the X
environment through reasonably foreseeable upset and
accident conditions involving the release of hazardous
materials into the environment.

c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely X
hazardous materials, substances, or waste within one-
quarter mile of an existing or proposed school?

d) Be located on a site which is included on a list of
hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to
Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would
it create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment?

e) For a project located within an airport land use plan or,
where such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles
of a public airport or public use airport, would the project
result in a safety hazard for people residing or working in
the project area?

f) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip,
would the project result in a safety hazard for people
residing or working in the project area?

2) Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an
adopted emergency response plan or emergency
evacuation plan?
h) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, X

injury or death involving wildland fires, including where
wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or where
residences are intermixed with wildlands?

DISCUSSION OF DETERMINATION:

Project Impacts:

Common chemicals, such as cleaning supplies associated with commercial uses will be
located on site. Also, petroleum will be stored should the gas station option be developed.
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Prior Environmental Analysis:

The EIR for the North Rocklin Circulation Element analyzed potential significant impacts
related to hazardous material in connection with construction along Rocklin Road, where
there is the potential of exposing contaminated soils and/or groundwater. The EIR
identified and the City of Rocklin has adopted as a part of the General Plan mitigation
measures to address this potential impact and reduce it to a less than significant level.
The mitigation measures require site specific investigation and preparation of remediation
plans prior to acquisition/development of sites.

Mitigation Measures from Prior Environmental Analysis:

The mitigation measures incorporated into the General Plan will be applied to this Project
in the course of processing the application to insure consistency with the General Plan.

Conclusion:

VI)a&Db) The proposed project would involve the use of hazardous materials, such
as bulk quantities of petroleum products stored in under ground tanks should the gas
station option be developed. Strict Federal, State, County, and City laws and regulations
relating to the handling, transporting, and storing of petroleum products exist and ensure
that the project will result in no significant impacts related to the transportation, use, or
disposal of hazardous materials. Some of the safety items include, steel bollards at the
fuel islands to protect fuel dispensers, automatic shut-off valves, Phase 2 vapor recovery
system, double walled tank and line systems with fuel leak sensors and alarms, accurate
fuel level monitors, emergency response plan, and more. Compliance with the various
regulations will ensure that development of the project will result in a less than significant
impact.

VIIc) The project site is not located within % mile of an existing or proposed school, as
designated in the Sunset West General Development Plan. However, the applicant does
propose a private daycare facility on site as an alternative to Pad A. This pad is located
approximately 500 feet away from the potential gas station site. A gas station does not
typically emit the types of hazardous materials and substances more frequently associated
with heavy and large scale industrial uses, which would clearly pose more of a land use
incompatibly issue with schools. Because of the size of the gas station and, as noted
above, because of the various strict Federal, State, County and City laws and regulations
related to the handling, storage, and transportation of petroleum products (please see
discussion immediately above for examples of some safety items that are required for gas
stations by the various laws and regulations), the potential impact resulting from
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development of both the daycare alternative and gas station alternative is considered less
than significant.

VIId) The project is not located on the list of hazardous materials sites compiled
pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5. Therefore, no impact has been identified.

VIIe) The proposed project is not located within an airport land use plan or within two
miles of a public or public use airport. Therefore, no impact has been identified.

VII f) The proposed project is not located within the vicinity of a private airstrip.
Therefore, no impact has been identified.

VI g) The project's design and layout will not impair or physically interfere with an
adopted emergency response plan as there is adequate area on site for movement of
emergency response vehicles. Therefore, no impact has been identified.

VII-h) The project is designed with adequate access for use by the Rocklin Fire

Department to reduce the impact of significant risk of loss, injury, or death involving
wildland fires to a less than significant level.

Significance:

Less than significant.

a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge X

requirements?
b) Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere X

substantially with groundwater recharge such that there
would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering of
the local groundwater table level {e.g., the production rate
of pre-existing nearby wells would drop to a level which
would not support existing land uses or planned uses for
which permits have been granted)?

c) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site X
or area, including through the alteration of the course of a
stream or river, in a manner which would result in
substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site?
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d) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site X
or area, including through the alteration of the course of a
stream or river, or substantially increase the rate or
amount of surface runoff in a manner which would result
in flooding on- or off-site?

€) Create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the X
capacity of existing or planned stormwater drainage
systems or provide substantial additional sources of

polluted runoff?
f) Otherwise substantially degrade water quality? X
g) Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as

mapped on a federal Flood Hazard Boundary of Flood
Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard delineation
map?

h) Place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures
which would impede or redirect flood flows?

i) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss,
injury or death involving flooding, including flooding as a
result of the failure of a levee or dam?

i) Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?

DISCUSSION OF DETERMINATION:

Project Impacts:

The proposed project will involve grading activities which will remove vegetation and
expose soil to wind and water erosion, potentially impacting water quality. Also,
construction on the project site, including structures and paving of parking lots and
driveways will result in the site becoming primarily impervious surface.

Prior Environmental Analysis:

The EIRs for the Rocklin General Plan, the Sunset West General Development Plan, and
the North Rocklin Circulation Element addressed increase in downstream stormwater
runoff volume, increases in floodwater volumes, and degradation of water quality as
potentially significant impacts from development under the General Plan and the Sunset
West General Development Plan.

The prior EIRs identified, and the City has adopted mitigation measures that will reduce
these potential impacts to less-than-significant levels. These mitigation measures, found
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in the General Plan Open Space, Conservation, and Recreation Element (#6, 15, 19) and
the Community Safety Element (2 through 8, 14) and the City’s Improvement Standards
and Standard Specification, protect new and existing development from flood and
drainage hazards, prevent storm drainage run-off in excess of pre-development levels, and
address the introduction of pollutants into natural waterways. These impacts are also
addressed by the State Water Resources Control Board General Construction Activity
Storm Water Permit Requirements.
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Mitigation Measures from Prior Environmental Analysis:

The mitigation measures incorporated into the General Plan (as referenced above) and the
City’s Improvement Standards will be applied to the Project in the course of processing
the application to insure consistency with the General Plan and the City code.

Conclusion:

VIII a) The project does not violate any water quality standards or waste discharge
requirements because discharged water will be limited to parking lot and landscaping
irrigation water that must pass through an oil and grit separator prior to entering the storm
drain system. No processes using water for any other purposes are part of the proposed
project. Therefore, project related impacts are considered less than significant.

VIII b) The water source for the project is the Placer County Water Agency. The water
agency has indicated that they will have sufficient resources to serve the project. There is
no expected depletion of the groundwater supply because the project will not be
constructing a well to serve the project site. Therefore, project related impacts are
considered less than significant.

VIII c-f) Master detention basins have been constructed for the entire Sunset West
area as part of the Sunset West master infrastructure plan. These basins were designed to
accommodate runoff from proposed land uses within the Sunset West area. Therefore,
projected runoff from the project site has been accounted for. The project will not alter
the course of a stream or river in a manner which would result in substantial erosion or
siltation on or off site because of the drainage system already in place. The project will be
conditioned to install an oil and grit separator to ensure that potential pollutants are
filtered out before they enter the storm drain system. Therefore, project related impacts
are considered less than significant.

VIIg&h) The project is not located within a 100-year flood hazard area as mapped
on the federal Flood Hazard Boundary of Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard
delineation map. Therefore, no impacts have been identified.

VIIIi) The project site is not located within the potential inundation area of any dam or
levee failure. Therefore, development of the project will not expose people or structures
to a significant risk or loss, injury, or death as a result of flooding. Therefore, no impact
has been identified. ‘

Significance:

Less than significant.
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a) Physically divide an established community? X

b) Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, X
regulation of an agency with jurisdiction over the project
(including, but not limited to the general plan, specific
plan, local coastal program, or zoning ordinance) adopted
for the ose of avoiding or mitigating an
environmental effect?

c) Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or
natural community conservation plan?

DISCUSSION OF DETERMINATION:

Project Impacts:

Approval of the project will allow the development of a small neighborhood shopping
center on vacant property. Surrounding land is a mix of residential development and
vacant but commercially designated land.

Prior Environmental Analvsis:

The EIRs for the Rocklin General Plan, the Sunset West General Development Plan, and
the North Rocklin Circulation Element all addressed the environmental impacts of urban
development under the General Plan in the category of land use and planning. The
General Plan and the Sunset West General Development Plan EIRs described these
impacts as the development of now vacant properties to urban uses and the
redevelopment of underdeveloped areas (such as very low density and agricultural uses),
which will change neighborhood character, reduce open space, and create the potential for
conflicts between existing agricultural uses and urbanization. The North Rocklin
Circulation Element EIR described land use impacts in terms of roadway construction
leading to the acquisition of private property and the relocation of structures, as well as
the potential growth inducing impacts of future roadways leading to urbanization beyond
that planned in the General Plan.

The prior EIRs identified and the City has adopted mitigation measures to reduce these
impacts to less than significant levels. The mitigation measures are included in the
General Plan as goals and policies of the land use element, the open space, conservation
and recreation element, and the circulation element, and include policies for the
development of compatible land uses and the use of flexible and innovative land use
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design, adoption of design standards to protect natural terrain, application of open space
easements to protect viewsheds, utilization of fencing to minimize trespassing, and siting
and designing final street improvements to avoid impacting occupied structures.

Mitigation Measures from Prior Environmental Analysis:

The mitigation measures for impacts to land use and planning are incorporated as goals
and policies in the Rocklin General Plan (Land Use Element policies 19, 20, 21, 22, and
23 and Circulation Element policies 1, 7, and 8) and will be applied to the project in the
course of processing to insure consistency with the General Plan.

Conclusion:

Xa&b) The project site is currently designated in the City’s General Plan as Retail
Commercial (RC). The RC designation is intended to:

1. Provide appropriately located areas for retail stores, professional
offices, supportive commercial uses and amusement uses in a
concentrated area for the convenience of the public and in mutually
beneficial relationships to each other.

2. Provide areas for retail and service establishments intended to meet
daily convenience needs of residential areas.
3. Provide areas for highway traveler services and uses normally

associated with travelers and vacationers.
The proposal is compatible with the land use designation.

The zoning of the property is Planned Development — Commercial (PD-C). The Sunset
West General Development Plan states that the purpose of the PD-C zone is to provide
opportunities for neighborhood and community regional commercial uses. Again, the
project is consistent with the zoning district.

Land to the west and south is currently vacant, but designated for commercial
development and separated by the project site by two main arterial roadways. Land to the
north and east is developed with residential subdivisions. The residential lots immediately
adjacent to the project site are restricted to one-story units only. Additionally, a 6-foot
masonry wall already exists along the eastern property line and will be constructed along
the northern property line, as required by the City’s Zoning Ordinance when
commercially zoned land is adjacent to residentially zoned land. As a final method of
buffering, Coast Redwoods will be planted along the perimeter of the property between
the project site and the residential lots.
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In general, the project has been determined to be consistent with the General Plan, the
City of Rocklin Zoning Ordinance, and the Sunset West General Development Plan.
Therefore, project related impacts are considered less than significant.

IX ¢) The project is not located within the area of a habitat conservation plan or natural
community conservation plan. Therefore, no impact has been identified.

Significance:

Less than significant.

a) Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral
resource that would be of value to the region and the
residents of the state?

b) Result in the loss of availability of a locally-important
mineral resource recovery site delineated on a local
general plan, specific plan or other land use plan?

DISCUSSION OF DETERMINATION:

Project Impacts:

No impact.
Conclusion:

Xa&b) The Rocklin General Plan and the General Plan EIR analyzed the potential
for “productive resources” such as but no limited to granite and gravel. There are no
“mineral areas” as classified by the State Geologist, within the City of Rocklin planning
area. There are no known or suspected mineral resources on the project site that would be
of value to the region and the residents of the state. The project site is not delineated in
the Rocklin General Plan or any other plans as a mineral resource recovery site.
Therefore, no impact has been identified.

Significance:

No impact.
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a) Exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in X
excess of standards established in the local general plan or
noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other
agencies?

b) Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive X
groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels?

c) A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels X
in the project vicinity above levels existing without the
project?

d) A substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient X

noise levels in the project vicinity above levels existing
without the project?

e) For a project located within an airport land use plan or,
where such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles
of a public airport or public use airport, would the project
expose people residing or working in the project area too
excessive noise levels?

f) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip,
would the project expose people residing or working in
the project area to excessive noise levels?

DISCUSSION OF DETERMINATION:

Project Impacts:

Development of the proposed project will result in an increase in short-term noise
impacts from construction activities. New noise sources may expose residents to noise
levels in excess of the City of Rocklin standards; however, with proposed mitigation
measures, exposure is anticipated to result in a less than significant impact.

Prior Environmental Analysis:

The EIRs for the Rocklin General Plan, the Sunset West General Development Plan, and
the North Rocklin Circulation Element all address the noise impacts of urban
development under the General Plan and the Sunset West General Development Plan,
specifically short term noise impacts, construction activity, and long term impacts of
noise generated by roadway traffic and adjacent uses.
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The prior EIRs identified and the City has adopted mitigation measures to reduce these
impacts to a less than significant level. These mitigation measures are incorporated into
the General Plan noise element. They include adoption of a noise compatibility guideline,
along with a requirement of a noise analysis for all new development to insure
compliance with the guidelines through project design and/or use of sound mitigation
structures. Mitigation of short term noise impacts include requiring properly functioning
mufflers on construction machinery and locating noise generating machinery away from
sensitive receptors. .

Mitigation Measures from Prior Environmental Analysis:

The mitigation measures for noise impacts incorporated as goals and policies in the
General Plan (Noise Element policy 1 and 2) will be applied to the project in the course
of processing to insure consistency with the General Plan.

Conclusion:

Xla&c) Noise is generally defined as unwanted sound. For most people, the usual
consequences of noise are associated with speech interference, distractions at home and at
work, disturbance with rest and sleep, and disruption of recreational pursuits. The
ambient noise of a community is all environmental noise, which is usually a composite of
sound from many sources near and far. The noise of individual events, such as a passing
car or train, an aircraft flying overhead or a lawn mower in the neighborhood, are
superimposed on this composite sound. The major sources in the City of Rocklin are
vehicular traffic, railroad operations, and industrial activities.

The human ear can hear frequencies from 20 to 20,000 Hertz, although it does not hear
them all equally well. In measuring sound frequency, the most widely used decibel scale
is the A-weighted sound pressure level that is measured in A-weighted decibels, or dBA.

The A-weighted scale covers a frequency range of 400 to 12,000 Hertz. Like the ear, it is
more sensitive to the higher, rather than the lower frequencies. The measuring unit
“decibel (dB)” is used to express the relative loudness of sound. Federal, state, and local
governments have established noise standards and guidelines to protect citizens from
potential hearing damage and various other adverse physiological and social effects
associated with noise.

The California State office of Noise Control in “Guidelines for the Preparation and
Content of Noise Elements of the General Plan,” established in February 1976, provided
guidance for the acceptability of projects within specific Day-Night Average Noise Level
-/ Community Noise Equivalent level (Ldn/CNEL) contours. Residences are normally
unacceptable in areas exceeding 70 dBA Ldn/CNEL, and conditionally acceptable in
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areas between 60 and 70 dBA Ldn/CNEL. With respect to interior noise, Title 24 of the
California Administrative Code requires that hotels, apartments, and dwellings other than
single family detached homes achieve an interior noise level of no more than 45 dBA
CNEL.

The Federal Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) was established in
response to the Urban Development Act of 1965 (Public Law 90-448). While HUD’s
regulations do not include interior noise standards, a goal of 45 dBA Ldn is set forth and
attenuation requirements are geared towards achieving that goal. HUD assumes that
using standard construction, any building will provide sufficient attenuation so that if the
exterior level is 65 dBA Ldn or less, the interior level will be 45 dBA Ldn or less. Thus,
structural attenuation is assumed at 20 dBA. The Federal housing Authority (FHA) also
uses a land use compatibility criterion of 65 dBA Ldn as an exterior standard for outdoor
activity areas of residential dwellings. A maximum allowable interior noise level of 45
dBA Ldn is also specified for habitable rooms. The intent is to provide a suitable
environment for indoor communication and sleep. If the exterior noise level exceeds 65
dBA Ldn, the FHA standards require a detailed analysis to ensure that the interior noise
level standard is satisfied. Development is unacceptable where the attenuated exterior
noise level exceeds 75 dBA Ldn according to FHA standards.

The City of Rocklin General Plan goal for noise is: “To protect residents from health
hazards and annoyance associated with excessive noise levels.” Toward that end the City
has adopted the Noise Compatibility Guidelines prepared by the State Office of Noise
Control. The objective of noise compatibility guidelines is to assure that consideration is
given to the sensitivity to noise of a proposed land use in relation to the noise
environment in which it is proposed to be located. In addition the City requires most
projects to prepare a noise analysis including mitigation measures that reduce noise
impacts to acceptable levels; noise buffering or insulation in new development along
major streets, highways, and along railroad tracks; restricting truck traffic to designated
truck routes; and encourage sound mitigation where noise is determined to exceed
adopted standards. In addition the Rocklin Zoning Ordinance requires the construction of
a six foot high masonry wall between commercial / industrial uses and residential uses in
part as a buffer for noise impacts.

The General Plan establishes 70 dB Ldn as the highest noise level compatible with
residential uses, provided a detailed noise analysis is prepared and mitigation measures
recommended by such analysis are implemented. The intent of this standard is to provide
acceptable indoor environments for communications.

The Ldn descriptor is a composite 24-hour average noise level, weighted to account for
increased sensitivity (+10 decibels) to noise during nighttime hours (10 pm to 7 am). It is
generally most suited to describing annoyance due to transportation noise sources, such as
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traffic, railroad operations, and aircraft. For other types of noise sources, hourly noise
performance standards are more appropriate. Generally, the Ldn is not the most
appropriate descriptor for evaluating noise impacts associated with on-site activities such
as those associated with a loading dock or air handling equipment. The loading dock
generally only operates between 2 and 3 hours per day. If one applies the Ldn descriptor,
the noise levels due to loading dock activities will be averaged over 24 hours, and the
potential impact or potential annoyance will be artificially discounted.

Based upon noise complaints which have been generated by residents within Rocklin
regarding activities at the Food Source Shopping Center, the City staff requested that a
site specific noise analysis be prepared to address noise due to such activities in terms of
a noise metric better suited to analysis of intermittent noise sources, especially those
occurring at nighttime.

An Leq standard therefore, is better suited as a noise descriptor for the proposed type of
use since this descriptor is sensitive to the level and duration of noise. The recommended
nighttime median or average noise standards range from 45dB to 50dB, with a correction
allowed where ambient noise levels exceed the standard. For this project, the nighttime
noise standard is 45 dB Leq and the daytime standard is 55 dB Leq.

A noise study prepared for the project by Brown-Buntin Associates, Inc., dated March 18,
2002, concluded that noise levels generated by the project (loading dock activities, refuse
bin operations, and rooftop HVAC units) will exceed pertinent standards for noise
compatibility with adjacent residences. Mitigation measures in the noise study, as
identified below, will reduce the noise impacts to a less than significant level.
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XIb & d) Construction will produce short-term noise levels that exceed the levels
considered normally acceptable in commercial/office settings. Grading, building
construction, and installation of landscaping will generate noise levels of 70 to 95 dBA.
If blasting becomes necessary, sound levels in excess of 100-dBA and groundborne noise
or vibration would be expected within 50 feet of detonation. It is not anticipated that
blasting or similar use of explosives will be required. If such activity becomes necessary,
the impacts will be temporary. Any blasting would be performed in accordance with the
permit requirements of the City of Rocklin Fire and Public Works Departments.
Construction noise may exceed normally acceptable residential standards, but is not
generally considered significant due to its temporary nature. Therefore, potential impacts
are considered less than significant.

Xle & f) No part of the City of Rocklin is located within an airport land use plan or
within two miles of an airport or landing strip, either public or private. Therefore, no
impact has been identified.

Significance:

Less than significant with mitigation.
Mitigation Incorporated into Project:

XI-1) A G6-foot high concrete block wall shall be constructed along the north
property line as proposed by the project proponent. Said block wall shall
be consistent in color and material with the existing block wall located at
the northwest corner of the project site. The wall shall continue along the
north property line and connect with the existing wall located along the
east property line.

XI1-2) Loading dock activities shall be limited to the hours of 7:00 a.m. to 10:00
p.m.
XI-3) The rooftop HVAC units shall be placed so that the edges of the buildings

block line of sight from the HVAC units to receivers in the backyards of
the adjacent residential lots.

XI-4) The noise emissions for rooftop HVAC units shall not exceed an A-
weighted sound power level of 84.5 dB, or a sound level of 56.5 dBA at a
distance of 25 feet. Alternatively, the units may be shielded by solid noise
barriers placed between the units and the nearest residential property line
so as to achieve a sound level of 56.5 dBA or less at a distance of 25 feet.
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Significance after Mitigation:

Less than significant with mitigation.

a) Induce substantial population growth in an area, either X
directly (for example, by proposing new homes and
businesses) or indirectly (for example, through extension
of roads or other infrastructure.

b) Displace substantial numbers of existing housing X
necessitating the construction of replacement housing
elsewhere?

c) Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the X

construction of replacement housing elsewhere?
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DISCUSSION OF DETERMINATION:

Project Impacts:

The proposed project will provide employment opportunities for the local community
while also providing shopping and general services.

Prior Environmental Analvsis:

The EIR for the General Plan addressed the impacts of urban development under the
General Plan in the category of population and housing. It concluded that urban
development will result in an increase in population, and the environmental impacts of
the population increase are addressed in the other impact categories (air quality, traffic,
etc.). Increased urban development impacts on the housing stock in general will be
positive through implementation of the General Plan land use element, which calls for
continued code enforcement, rehabilitation of existing housing stock and the prevention
of blight.

Mitigation Measures from Prior Environmental Analysis:

The mitigation measures for impacts on population and housing incorporated in the
General Plan will be applied to the project in the course of processing to insure
consistency with the General Plan.

Conclusion:

XII a) The City of Rocklin General Plan designates the location and density of future
urban development within the City limits. The EIR prepared for the General Plan and the
Sunset West General Development Plan examined the impacts of this development and
mitigation measures were incorporated into the adopted plan. A project that is consistent
with the General Plan could not have any unanticipated impacts on population and
housing.

The project site is designated for commercial development in the City of Rocklin General
Plan. The proposed shopping center is consistent with this designation. Therefore, no
significant impact has been identified.

XIb &c) No existing housing will be removed as a result of construction of this
project. Therefore, no impact has been identified.
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Significance:

Less than significant.

Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts X
associated with the provision of new or physically altered
governmental facilities, need for new or physically altered
governmental facilities, the construction of which could cause
significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable
service ratios, response times or other performance objectives for
any of the public services:

1. Fire protection? X
2. Police protection? X
3. Schools? X
4. Other public facilities? X

DISCUSSION OF DETERMINATION:

Project Impact:

The project will require public services.

Prior Environmental Analysis:

The General Plan EIR studied the impacts of urban development on the demand for fire
and police protection and school facilities. The General Plan community safety element
contains goals and policies to insure that all new development under the General Plan will
be adequately served by police and fire. All potentially significant impacts of new
development in this area, therefore, are reduced to a less than significant level.

With regard to school facilities, environmental mitigation of school impacts is limited to
the payment of impact fees under Education Code §17620 and Government Code §65995.
Payment of these fees, as required by law, at the time a building permit issuance operates
to reduce potentially significant impacts in this area to less than significant levels.
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Mitigation Measures from Prior Environmental Analysis:

The mitigation measures for impacts on public services are incorporated as goals and
policies in the Rocklin General Plan (Public Services and Facilities Element policies 1, 2,
5,7,8, 12, and 17 and Community Safety Element policies 16) and will be applied to the
project in the course of processing to insure consistency with the General Plan.

Conclusion:

XIII 1) Because of the size and type of buildings proposed, they will be required to have a
sprinkler system to assist in fire suppression. Development of the project would increase
the need for fire protection services but would not require a new fire station. The City
collects construction taxes for use in acquiring capital facilities such as fire suppression
equipment. Operation and maintenance funding for fire suppression is provided from
Community Facilities District 1 (CFD 1) and from the general fund. The project would
pay construction taxes, participate in CFD 1 and contribute to the General Fund through
property taxes. Participation in these funding mechanisms would ensure fire protection
service to the site. Therefore, project related impacts are considered less than significant.

XIII 2) Development of the project would require police patrol and services to the site,
however, because some surrounding properties are already developed, this project would
not necessarily require the extension of police services. Funding for police services is
primarily from the General Fund, and is provided for as part of the City's budget process.
The project would pay construction taxes and contribute to the General Fund through
property taxes. Therefore, project related impacts are considered less than significant.

X111 3) The project applicant will be required to pay applicable school impact fees in
effect at the time of building permit issuance, and/or participate in the Mello-Roos
District to finance school facilities. This will reduce impacts to a less than significant
level.

XIII 4) The Rocklin General Plan has established a park area of 5 acres per 1,000
residents. The project is a commercial project and will not result in a significantly
increased demand for recreational facilities therefore the project will have a less than
- significant impact.
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Significance:

Less than significant.

a) Would the project increase the use of existing
neighborhood and regional parks or other recreational
facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of
the facility would occur or be accelerated?

b) Does the project include recreational facilities or require
the construction or expansion of recreational facilities
which might have an adverse physical effect on the
environment?

DISCUSSION OF DETERMINATION:

Project Impacts:

No impacts.

Prior Environmental Analysis:

The EIR for the Rocklin General Plan studied the impact of urban development under the
General Plan on the City’s park and recreation system. The General Plan has established
a parkland standard of five acres per 1,000 population, and has adopted goals and policies
to insure that this standard is met. These goals and policies call for the provision of new
park and recreational facilities as needed by new development through parkland
dedication and the payment of park and recreation fees. These programs and practices are
recognized and continued in the General Plan Open Space, Conservation and Recreation
Element and mitigate these impacts to a less than significant level.

Mitigation Measures from Prior Environmental Analysis:

The mitigation measures to address impacts of the project on park and recreational
facilities are incorporated as goals and policies in the Rocklin General Plan as well as in
the subdivision and zoning chapters of the Rocklin Municipal Code, and will be applied
to the project in the course of processing to insure consistency with the General Plan.
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Conclusion:
XIV a&b)  There are no recreational activities associated with the project nor does

this commercial project significantly generate the need for additional recreational
facilities. Therefore, no impact has been identified.

Significance:

No impact.

a) Cause an increase in traffic which is substantial in relation
to the existing traffic load and capacity of the street
system (i.e., result in a substantial increase in either the
number of vehicle trips, the volume to capacity ratio on
roads, or congestion at intersection)?

b) Exceed, either individually or cumulatively, a level of X
service standard established by the county congestion
management agency for designated roads or highways?

c) Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including either X
an increase in traffic levels or a change in location that
results in substantial safety risks?

d) Substantially increase hazards due to a design feature X
(e.g., sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or
incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)?

e) Result in inadequate emergency access?
f) Result in inadequate parking capacity?
) Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or program

supporting alternative transportation (e.g., bus turnouts,
bicycle racks)?

DISCUSSION OF DETERMINATION:

Project Impacts:

Development of the project will result in additional traffic along Blue Oaks Boulevard
and Lonetree Boulevard. Additional traffic could cause increases in traffic which may
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exceed Level of Service standards. Development of the proposed project could result in
an inadequate emergency access and/or inadequate parking capacity.

Prior Environmental Analysis:

The EIR for the General Plan analyzed the traffic and circulation impacts of urban
development under the General Plan. It concluded that future development will increase
the use of the City’s circulation system and necessitate the construction of additional
roadways, require that additional traffic lanes be added to some existing roadways, and
require the construction of additional traffic control facilities. Mitigation measures to
address these impacts were identified in the General Plan EIR and adopted by the City as
goals and policies in the circulation element of the General Plan. These policies include
the maintenance of a traffic level of service (LOS) of C for all streets and intersections,
except that a LOS of D will be accepted for intersections within one-half mile from direct
access to an interstate freeway, and for peak hour traffic where some, but not all,
movements may be allowed to exceed LOS C. Other goals and policies were adopted to
encourage the use of alternative transportation systems and otherwise reduce use of the
automobile, including the provision of bike lanes and the promotion of pedestrian travel
by sidewalks, walking paths, and hiking trails that connect residential areas with
commercial, shopping and employment centers.

The EIRs for the North Rocklin Circulation Element and the Sunset West General
Development Plan analyzed transportation and traffic related impacts of development in
greater detail, as each focused more narrowly on the sub-area of the City. These EIRs
projected traffic increases and patterns resulting from new development in each of the
sub-areas and identified specific improvements needed to insure development continues
to meet the General Plan level of services requirement and conform with the policies
aimed at reducing automobile traffic.

These EIRs also concluded that, despite the mitigation measures adopted and
implemented by the City, the cumulative impact of development within the South Placer
region is expected to be significant with regard to traffic congestion on Interstate 80 and
State Route 65. The mitigation measures implemented by the City of Rocklin are
expected to reduce impacts to the non-state highway portion of its circulation system, but
Rocklin does not have jurisdiction to fund or construct capacity improvements to the state
highways running through its sphere of influence. Additional cumulative development
within South Placer and beyond will continue to generate traffic which will further
decrease state highway level of service. This decrease in service will occur regardless of
development in Rocklin, though Rocklin development will contribute. Since mitigation of
this impact is outside of the City’s control, the cumulative impacts to the state highway
system within Rocklin’s sphere of influence cannot be mitigated to a less than significant
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level. A statement of overriding consideration was adopted by the Rocklin City Council
in recognition of this cumulative impact.

This project introduces urban development into the City, in a manner consistent with that
contemplated in the General Plan, and contributes to this significant impact, but because
this impact has been addressed in the General Plan EIR, project review is limited to
effects upon the environment which are peculiar to the parcel or to the project which were
not addressed as significant effects in the prior EIR's or which substantial new
information shows will be more significant than described in the prior EIR's. (Guidelines
§15183; Pub. Res. Code §21083.3).

Mitication Measures from Prior Environmental Analysis:

The mitigation measures addressing impacts to transportation/traffic incorporated into the
General Plan will be applied to the project in the course of processing to insure
consistency with the General Plan.

Conclusion:

XVa&hb) A traffic impact analysis was prepared for the proposed project by Omni-
Means Ltd. (Please see Attachment B). This report was originally prepared in December
of 2001 based on a signalized driveway entrance intersection at the westerly driveway on
Blue Oaks Boulevard. An amended report (March 2002) was prepared to reflect the shift
of the signalized driveway entrance to the easterly most driveway on Blue Oaks
Boulevard, as depicted on the site plan (Please see Attachment A). The EIR for the Sunset
West General Development Plan analyzed potential circulation impacts related to
development of the project site as a commercial use at a more macro level. That EIR
required specific infrastructure requirements for the general development of the Sunset
West Area, taking into account the various land use designations of the land in the area,
including the project site. The project specific report, that was prepared and tiered off of
the Sunset West EIR concluded that the project itself does not result in traffic conditions
in excess of the City standards, and thus, no mitigation measures for project specific
impacts are required.

XV ¢) The proposed project would not have any impacts on air traffic because it is not
located near an airport or within a flight path. Therefore, no impact has been identified.

XV d) The proposal will have four driveways, two on Lonetree Boulevard and two on
Blue Oaks Boulevard. The northernmost on Lonetree Boulevard will be limited to right-in
and right-out only. The southernmost driveway will allow for left-in movements via a left
turn pocket lane on southbound Lonetree Boulevard and right-in and right-out
movements. The easternmost intersection on Blue Oaks Boulevard will be signalized and
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will allow for full turning movements in and out of the project site. The westernmost
driveway will be limited to right-in and right-out movements. The traffic study alluded to
above analyzed the proposed driveways and concluded that the proposed driveways and
the allowed turning movements did not represent a significant risk or hazard.

XV e) The project incorporates four points of access onto two arterial roadways, thereby
providing adequate emergency access, pursuant to the City’ s General Plan. The City’s
Fire Department has reviewed the project and has not indicated any concerns with respect
to internal emergency access. Therefore, project related impacts are considered less than
significant.

XV f) The City’s Zoning Ordinance requires five paved parking spaces for each 1,000
square feet of floor area. Based on this ratio, the project will require 502 total parking
spaces. The project proposed 507. Therefore, the project will not result in inadequate
parking and no impact has been identified.

XV g) The project does not conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs supporting
alternative transportation. Therefore, no impact has been identified.

Significance:

Less than significant.

a) Exceed wastewater ireatment requirements of the X
applicable Regional Water Quality Control Board?

b) Require or result in the construction of new water or X
wastewater freatment facilities or expansion of existing
facilities, the construction of which could cause
significant environmental effects?

<) Require or result in the construction of new storm water X
drainage facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the
construction of which could cause significant
environmental effects?

d) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the X
project from existing entitlements and resources, or are
new or expanded entitlements needed?
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e) Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment X
provider which serves or may serve the project that it has
adequate capacity to serve the project’s projected demand
in addition to the provider’s existing commitments?

) Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity X
to accommodate the project’s solid waste disposal needs?

2) Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and X
regulations related to solid waste?
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DISCUSSION OF DETERMINATION:

Project Impacts:

The proposed project will require additional water supply and conveyance and treatment
facilities, solid waste conveyance and landfill facilities, electrical and gas supply
conveyance and infrastructure, and other utilities and services typical of in-fill
commercial development.

Prior Environmental Review:

The General Plan EIR studied the impacts of urban development under the General Plan
on the demand for water, sewer, solid waste, and other utility facilities and services. The
General Plan public services and facilities element includes goals and policies to insure
that development under the General Plan will be adequately served by these utilities. All
potential significant impacts in this regard, therefore, have been mitigated to a less than
significant level.

Mitigation Measures from Prior Environmental Analysis:

The mitigation measures addressing impacts of urban development under the General
Plan on utility services are incorporated as goals and policies in the General Plan (Public
Services and Facilities Element policies 1, 2, 5, 7, 8, 12, and 17) and will be applied to
the project in the course of processing to insure consistency with the General Plan.

Conclusion:

XVI a, b, & e) South Placer Municipal Utility District (SPMUD) has reviewed the project
and representatives have stated that the project is located within their service area and is
cligible for sewer service. SPMUD has a Master Plan, which is updated periodically, to
provide sewer service to projects located within their service boundary. The plans include
future expansion as necessary, and include the option of constructing additional treatment
plants. SPMUD collects hook-up fees to finance the maintenance and expansion of the
facilities. Furthermore, the applicant is responsible for complying with all requirements
and practices of SPMUD, including compliance with wastewater treatment standards
established by the Central Valley Water Control Board. Therefore, project related impacts
are considered less than significant.
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XVI ¢) The project will be conditioned to require connection into the City's storm drain
system, with an oil and grit separator located at a point where project site runoff will enter
the City's system. No new drainage facilities or expansion of existing facilities will be
required as a result of this project because master detention basins required to detain
water runoff from development of the Sunset West area in general will be in place.
Therefore, project related impacts are considered less than significant.

XVId) The Placer County Water Agency (PCWA) has a Master Plan, which is updated
periodically, to provide water to projects located within its service boundary. The plans
include future expansion as necessary, and include the option of constructing additional
treatment plants. PCWA collects hook-up fees to finance the maintenance and expansion
of its facilities. PCWA reviewed the project and concluded it has adequate capacity to
serve project without constructing new facilities. Therefore, project related impacts are
considered less-than-significant.

XVI{) The Western Regional landfill, which serves the Rocklin area, currently has a
capacity of 19 million tons and a projected life span of over 50 years. Development of
this project site for a commercial use was included in the life span calculation of the
landfill. Therefore, project related impacts are considered less-than-significant.

XVIg)Federal and State regulations regarding solid waste consist of the Federal
Environmental Protection Agency regulations and the California Integrated Waste
Management Act regulating waste reduction. These regulations primarily affect local
agencies and other agencies such as the Landfill Authority. The project will comply with
all Federal, State, and local regulations regarding trash and waste and other nuisance
related issues as may be applicable. The Auburn-Placer Disposal Services has reviewed
the project and indicated its ability to provide garbage collection services to the project.
Project related impacts are considered less than significant.

Significance:

Less than significant.
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a) Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality X
of the environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a
fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population
to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate
a plant or animal community, reduce the number or
restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal
or eliminate important examples of the major periods of
California history or prehistory?

b) Does the project have impacts that are limited, but X
cumulatively considerable? (“Cumulatively considerable”
means that the incremental effects of a project are
considerable when viewed in connection with the effects
of past projects, the effects of other current projects, and
the effects of probably future projects)?

c) Does the project have environmental effects which will X
cause substantial adverse effects on human beings, either
directly or indirectly?

XVII a-c) The proposed project does not have the potential to degrade the quality of
the environment, substantially reduce the habitat of fish or wildlife species, cause a fish
or wildlife population to drop below self sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or
animal community, reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant
or animal community, reduce the number or restrict the range of rare or endangered plants
or animals or eliminate important examples of the major periods of California history or
prehistory.

The proposed project does not have the potential to achieve short-term, to the
disadvantage of the long-term, environmental goals.

The proposed project does not have impacts which are individually limited, but
cumulatively considerable.

The proposed project does not have environmental effects which will cause substantial
adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly, except to the extent
discussed in the noise section of this document. Mitigation measures have been
recommended to reduce these potential impacts to a less than significant level.
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EXHIBIT 3

MITIGATION MONITORING PROGRAM

The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA, Public Resources Code Section
21000 et seq., as amended by Chapter 1232) requires all lead agencies before approving a
proposed project to adopt a reporting and monitoring program for adopted or required
changes to mitigate or avoid significant environmental effects. The reporting or
monitoring program shall be designed to ensure compliance during project
implementation as required by AB 3180 (Cortese) effective on January 1, 1989 and
Public Resources Code Section 21081.6. This law requires the lead agency responsible
for the certification of an environmental impact report or adoption of a mitigated negative
declaration to prepare and approve a program to both monitor all mitigation measures and
prepare and approve a report on the progress of the implementation of those measures.

The responsibility for monitoring assignments is based upon the expertise or authority of
the person(s) assigned to monitor the specific activity. The City of Rocklin Community
Development Director or his designee shall monitor to assure compliance and timely
monitoring and reporting of all aspects of the mitigation monitoring program.

The Mitigation Monitoring Plan identifies the mitigation measures associated with the
project and identifies the monitoring activities required to ensure their implementation
through the use of a table format. The columns identify Mitigation Measure,
Implementation and Monitoring responsibilities. Jmplementation responsibility is when
the project through the development stages are checked to ensure that the measures are
included prior to the actual construction of the project such as: Final Map (FM),
Improvement Plans (IP), and Building Permits (BP). Monitoring responsibility identifies
the department responsible for monitoring the mitigation implementation such as:
Community Development (CDD), Engineering/Public Works (DPW), Community
Facilities (CFD), Police (PD), and Fire Departments (FD).

The following table presents the Mitigation Monitoring Plan with the Mitigation
Measures, Implementation, and Monitoring responsibilities. After the table is a general
Mitigation Monitoring Report Form, which will be used as the principal reporting form
for this, monitoring program. Each mitigation measure will be listed on the form and
provided to the responsible department.

Revisions in the project plans and/or proposal have been made and/or agreed to by the
applicant prior to this Negative Declaration being released for public review which will
avoid the effects or mitigate those effects to a point where clearly no significant effects
will occur. There is no substantial evidence before the City of Rocklin that the project as
revised may have a significant effect on the environment, pursuant to CEQA Guidelines,
Section 15070. These mitigation measures are as follows:
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XI-1) A 6-foot high concrete block wall
shall be constructed along the north
property line as proposed by the project
proponent. Said block wall shall be
consistent in color and material with the
existing block wall located at the northwest
corner of the project site. The wall shall
continue along the north property line and
connect with the existing wall located
along the east property line.

Verify
Plans

with  Improvement

Building & Engineering
Division

XI-2) Loading dock activities shall be
limited to the hours of 7:00 a.m. to 10:00
p.m.

Ongoing

Planning Division
Building Division/Code
Enforcement

XI-3) The rooftop HVAC units shall be
placed so that the edges of the buildings
block line of sight from the HVAC units to
receivers in the backyards of the adjacent
residential lots.

During Building Department
Plan Check, the applicant shall
submit plans (elevations and
roof plans) with sufficient
information to show mitigation
measure is complied with.
Final verification will be done
by the Planning Division upon
final inspection of the project.

Building & Planning
Divisions

XI-4) The noise emissions for rooftop
HVAC units shall not exceed an A-
weighted sound power level of 84.5 dB, or
a sound level of 56.5 dBA at a distance of
25 feet. Alternatively, the units may be
shielded by solid noise barriers placed
between the wunits and the nearest
residential property line so as to achieve a
sound level of 56.5 dBA or less at a
distance of 25 feet.

During Building Department
Plan Check, the applicant shall
submit HVAC unit
specifications. The Building
Division shall review such
specifications to ensure
compliance with the mitigation
measure.

Building Division
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MITIGATION MONITORING REPORT FORMS

Project Title:

Mitigation Measures:

Completion Date:  (Insert date or time period that mitigation measures were
completed)

Responsible Person:

(Insert name and title)

Monitoring/Reporting:

Community Development Director

Effectiveness Comments:

Page 3 of Exhibit 3 to
Mitigated Negative Declaration
Reso. No. PC-2002-53



ATTACHMENT A — SITE PLANS



BAIE  PY.

CITY OF
ROCKLIN

Slgnaled Intersection
(b7 others)

REVISIONS
=

|

L LT g
QAo
(=L

NO SCALE

OWNER/DEVELOPER
Diversified Investors {Current Owner}
c/o Loy Fuat
73678 Sawmil Conyon Woy
Paim Dassert, CA 92260
760/776-B7B0

i ateer by
wsan

Shultz & Asaocotes (Daveioper)
c/c Lary Walsh

535 Double Eaglo Court, Sulte 1000
Reno, NV 89511

775/850-5620

APPLICANT /ENGINEER A ANDSCAPE ARCHITECT
Omni-Mean, Ltd.
/o Scotl Roberison, LLA 4271
2237 Douglos Biwd., Sulte 100
Rasevlle CA 55681
916/782-8688

ARCHITECT
MCA Architects
</o Miko Cioments. AR
1247 Pomona Road, Suite 105
Corona, CA 92882

S Bl RSP [ Fen oo

omnl. mecns
&N O'M:ZRS PLANNERS
i

o) et

>

6100t Wid 909/738-2001
Meaondering
Sdewalk | AL o002
Enhanced Poving EXSTING / PROPOSED ZONING -1
At Maky, - o m S2o=
Eatry Drlved EXSTNG / PROPOSED GENERAL PLAN FE2ES
LgFas
Propossd Laft / R=C =
Taen. Oely. IQIAL GROSS AREA wewSy
Medion Break 122 £ Ac. Wm “W .
3
100,318 Square Fuet Tota) (20X FAR) WM °UU ”m
EARKING REQUIRFD {0 5/1000) <o So
e ’ STANDARD HANDICARFED STALLS 7 41 ~Z
A PO VAN HANDICAPPED STALLS 3 | Wowm'
A7 Exidbing EntFy Driveway STANDARD STAUS {9 = _,_.M“z. ..“MM = O-IP o
- - R w >
Cormmerciel Land Uss | TN\ Dlating 65 PARKING PROPOSED Faguw>
T g-Médion Breok 500
. 7 St g SRR s =385
e e STARDARO STALLS (9'.x 19" & 207} 462
Project Signage (typ.) \\\\U\\ COMPACT STALLS (8' x 16" i) 2
LOT 18 %y Px \.\x TOTAL S07
i o >
APN uwwzoz»oé: a8) %< Existing Street Ught MAXIMUM BUILDING HEYGHT
Lok & Light Cone (typ.) ALLOWED: 35—FEET
8, PROPGSED MAXIMUM: 35—FEET
Existing Signaled i LoT 208
Intersection iﬁwt.. APN 365-010-025 Mﬁ.c 0.
. B comu
3 WATER
! P.CMA e
JELEPHONE
Rosevilla Telephona jousy s 0y
© GAS & BLECTRIC [t _sw (ow) |
PG X E T =
NOTE: ALL EXISTING ROAD IMPROVEMENTS WERE \ME,__ B )
CONSTRUCTED AS PART OF THE SUNSET WEST CARBAGE DISPOSAL £
CFD NO. 9 = PHASE 2 & 3 IMPROVEMENTS Aubum~Placer Disposai Servica SCALE: 1m0 uPs
SEE SUEET "ALT" FOR ALTERNATIVE PLAN B % C b : ¥
ot

(gas station and day care alternatives) € rar)



0101 1993 9;0nbS S1H1E
WD INLYNYILY
NOILVLS Sv9

-
B
S
4
2
Bl

"TALNZS3MA S) ALINMLAOAAO 3HL 4] S3SN AUYNMELTY 3S3HE

P01 1994 smnbs GHZ'O6

«8 o FALYNYALIY FYYOAVQ

5 ABYNINNZHY 341 NO GALYHLSNTI S35N 3HL OL SNOLLJO
SY WAOUJDY ¥04 CAUNISIYd 3§V O ONY B SIALVYNNILTY

F4'5 00001

F 33 UL

8 “%T18 dOHS

R L3
% * .7

ALTERNATIVE SITE PLAN USES
Blue Oaks Market Place
LOT 19, Sunget West
USE PERMIT APPLICATION
City ot Rockiin, Califronia

omni» maans

ENGINEERS PLANNENS

REVISIONS

(=20




ATTACHMENT B — TRAFFIC STUDY



| Traffic Impact Study |
| For Sunset West Lot 1 9

| P.rep_ar'ed'Fohr B .
" Schultz & Associates |

.| . Prepared By




By
o

TRAFFIC IMPACT STUDY FOR
SUNSET WEST LOT 19

Prepared For

Schultz & Associates

Prepared By

- OMNI-MEANS, LTD.
ENGINEERS & PLANNERS
2237 Douglas Boulevard, Suite 100
Roseville, California 95661
(916) 782-8688

December 2001

25-2645-11

(R374TS002.DOC) -




b

TABLE OF CONTENTS

- INTRODUCTION 1
EXISTING SETTING 3
EXISTING PLUS APPROVED PROJECTS CONDITIONS : 3

LEVEL OF SERVICE METHODOLOGY «.vouvesuccenrvesmnssessasesnssssenssssmmsreesssssesssses s essseseesess e eesesssesseons 6
EXISTING PLUS APPROVED PROJECTS CONDITIONS —TRAFFIC OPERATIONS «....oooooooeoeeooooooeooon 7
INEETSECHIONS. ......ve e e en st ce st saaeteeess s ene e s s s s e e e oo e e eseee e eeeeee s 7
ROAAWAY SEGIMENLS ....oucoveeereeueierieoieeeraiesse e seesesssceeeseesessee s essseseees e eee oo ee e eeese e ees 8
EXISTING PLUS APPROVED PROJECT PLUS PROJECT TRAFFIC CONDITIONS 8
PROJECT TRIP GENERATION........vcoureeummessersesesesmssssesssmmsssssasesssssnsesssassssnssessessossessssesesesss s seseneseseeonns 8
TRIP DISTRIBUTION AND ASSIGNMENT.....cvuuriresemmniuniesecsnnissnssiosseserenseeessssesemsssssesssees s soeseseesses e oo 13
EXISTING PLUS APPROVED PROJECTS PLUS PROJECT INTERSECTION OPERATIONS 16
TRAFFIC OPERATIONS UNDER SCENARIO A ettt ettt et e et e e s et s s 16
INEETSECHONS. ....o.ve ettt ree e sseas st et esesbee e nesese s ee e s e s e e s s enesese e e 16
ROBAWEY SEGIMENS .....o.overcerenrerenieerermsere s ssessessersersass s csesesesesesseseseeesee s e ee e e eeesee e 16
TRAFFIC OPERATIONS UNDER SCENARIO D...oouvavntrerieeeseciecoseseseeeeeesessesssessceesee oo se s sees e 19
INEETSECHONS. .......eviecreeeneerse et eerr st e ss e st ee st e eee e e e see e s e s eee e e 19
ROAAWAY SEZMENLS ..ot em e e eeeseese e 21
RECOMMENDED MITIGATION MEASURES 24
EXISTING CONDITIONS.......cuucvueenmermsesmansssesssinesssssassasssssssssmneesessseessmsesessssssssesssessssseseoeesessessesmeeensesnses 24
EXISTING PLUS APPROVED PROJECTS CONDITIONS.........ccvettemeeesesemressssseseesessesses oo seeesses e 24
EXISTING PLUS APPROV:ED PROJECTS PLUS PROJECT CONDITIONS......cvveeveiereeo oo eses oo oo 24
APPENDIX 1
LIST OF FIGURES
Figure 1 - Project VICIRILY MAp.........cccovermmrreseressissnsassressssssesseeseesssessesssseeesesssssessassssssseseeossses s ese e seso 2
Figure 2 - Existing Plus Approved Projects Intersection VOIUINES ........uvveverveeveemreeesseeoseeoss oo 4
Figure 3 - Existing Plus Approved Projects Geometrics AN CONtTO .........vvemvve oo 5
FiGUTe 4A - PrOJEC SIE PIAN......oririercereceeeeeesteseees s ceeeee e eeesessessess s seseeseses s e e eeeees e oo 9
Figure 4B - Project Site P1an (COMMA.)........cvvrrrrrrerreremeernsisesessesmesseecessessecensessssessereses s oesseesseessss s oo e 10
Figure SA — Scenario A - “Project Only” TIaffiC.........cc.ovuueruereercereesemsecoosessoesesesesessessesessssnssss s sssesses e 14
Figure 5B — Scenario D - “Project Only” TIAfHIC ittt et 15
Figure 6 - “Existing + Approved Projects + Project” Intersection Lane Geometrics & Control .............. 17
Figure 7 - “Existing + Approved Projects + Project Scenario A” Traffic Volumes............ooovoveoveoon.on.. 18
Figure 8 - “Existing + Approved Projects + Project Scenario D” Traffic VOIUMES..........ooveeooooooo, 20
Traffic Impact Study For Sunset West Lot 19 Paged
Schultz & Associates R374T5002.DOC/25-2645-11




LIST OF TABLES

Table 1 Level 0f Service TRIESHOIAS. ...... ceverereerveseesssereoeeeeeeeseeeeeeseseesseeessesss oo oo eeoeeoeeseesesoeoeoee 6
Table 2 Roadway Segment CApaCIties .........c..ccveeumumsrnreerrvesneseseeseseemeseosssseeesee s soessse oo ooeosoeo 7
Table 3 Existing Plus Approved Projects Conditions — Intersection Traffic Operations ...........cccveee..n. 7
Table 4 Existing Plus Approved Projects Conditions — Roadway Segment Traffic Operations.................. 8
Table 5 Project THP GENETAtION.........ccocuuuemmrerserrersesisososreeecessosseesseeoseeseseeesssssseessessesesss oo ooeeeeeseesseesooeen 11
Table 6 Existing + Approved Projects + Project Scenario A Conditions PM Peak Hour Levels Of Service
(LOS) ettt eas s sa s ese s e ee e s ses e s ee s sese e eesee oo eseseoeee .16
Table 7 Existing Plus Approved Projects Plus Project Scenario A Conditions...................oooooooooooo 19
Roadway Segment Traffic Operations ........ b ea et R oA e SRRttt E e e e st een et e s et e s ses s 19

Table 8 Existing + Approved Projects + Project Scenario D Conditions PM Peak Hour Levels Of Service
Table 9 Existing Plus Approved Projects Plus Project Scenario D Conditions Roadway Segment Traffic

ODETALONS ..coorevvce vt cemascnsinn st ss s smss s sss s saessseseeneser e se s ee e eeessse s et oeoms e oos s 21
Table 10 Driveway Throat Depth REQUIFEMENTS................e.ceeereeeeeereeeesoe oo 22
Traffic Impact Study For Sunset West Lot 19 Pageii

Schultz & Associates R374TS002.DOC/25-2645-11




INTRODUCTION

This study was prepared by OMNI-MEANS to assess the potential traffic impacts associated with
development of Lot 19 in the Sunset West area in the City of Rocklin. The proposed project would
develop a 12.15-acre parcel located on the northeastern quadrant of the Blue Oaks Boulevard/Lone Tree
Boulevard intersection in the City of Rocklin. Lot 19 is zoned “RC” (Retail Commercial) per the Sunset
West General Development Plan. As proposed, the project would develop the site with a combination of
retail commercial, fast-food restaurants, sit-down restaurants, day care center and gas station uses on
several building pads. It is OMNI-MEANS’ understanding that a Use Permit application will have to be
approved by the City for this Lot. The project vicinity map is shown on Figure 1.

The purpose of this traffic study is to provide a detailed quantification of intersection and roadway traffic
operations within the immediate vicinity of Lot 19 under different site development alternatives being
considered by the project applicant and to determine whether the current proposals will cause significant
levels of increase to the level of impacts approved in the 73 raffic/Circulation Element of the Sunset West
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) study, which addressed cumulative build-out conditions.

Study area traffic operations for Lot 19 have been analyzed under the following traffic scenarios:

¢ Existing plus Approved Projects Conditions
¢ Existing plus Approved Projects plus Project Conditions

The major intersections within the study area which have been evaluated for PM peak hour traffic
operating conditions include:

Lone Tree Boulevard/Grand Canyon Drive/“Lone Tree Center” Southernmost Driveway
Blue Oaks Boulevard/Lone Tree Boulevard ‘

Blue Oaks Boulevard/State Route 65 Northbound Ramps

Blue Oaks Boulevard/State Route 65 Southbound Ramps/Washington Boulevard

Blue Oaks Boulevard/Lot 19 Driveway intersections

Lone Tree Boulevard/Lot 19 Driveway intersections

The segments of Blue Oaks Boulevard and Lone Tree Boulevard that front the project site have also been
analyzed on an average daily traffic (ADT) basis.

‘For each traffic scenario, daily roadway and PM peak hour intersection volumes have been analyzed to
determine whether the individual roadway and intersection facilities are adequate to maintain the City of
Rocklin’s Level of Service Standard. If a roadway segment or intersection functions (or expected to
function) below acceptable standards, improvement measures have been identified to mitigate the impact.

This study also provides an evaluation of projected traffic operations and vehicle queues at the proposed
project driveway intersections with Blue Oaks Boulevard and Lone Tree Boulevard.

Traffic Impact Study For Sunset West Lot 19 Fage 1
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EXISTING SETTING

Blue Oaks Boulevard is a new two to four lane divided city arterial that extends from the new Blue Qaks
Boulevard interchange with S.R.65 (for which construction was recently completed and is currently open
to traffic) in a northeasterly direction to Sunset Boulevard. - Blue Oaks Boulevard, along with Sunset
Boulevard located to the north, provides connectivity between the Sunset West General Development
Plan area and the State freeway system.

Lone Tree Boulevard is generally a four-lane arterial that runs straight north from the intersection with
Blue Oaks Boulevard up to West Oaks Boulevard. Just south of West Oaks Boulevard, Lone Tree
Boulevard has been reduced to two through travel lanes with turn channelization, reflecting the reduction
of projected traffic towards the north end of this roadway.

State Route 65 (S.R.65) is a north/south State Highway that connects the Cities of Roseville and Rocklin
to the Northern Central Valley. The highway is a divided four-lane freeway facility from Interstate 80 to
Just south of the Sunset Boulevard at-grade intersection.

The focus of this study is to assess the worst-case short-term traffic impacts associated with the
development of Lot 19. Since the Sunset West Development area within the immediate vicinity of the
project site is currently mostly vacant, existing traffic volumes are low and existing traffic impacts are
minimal. As such, this study does not quantify existing traffic conditions, but focuses on project impacts
in the “short-term”, when the “approved projects” within the project vicinity are built out. Fair-share and
mitigation responsibilities for Lot 19 will be assessed within the context of the larger Sunset West
General Development Plan area build-out. ' '

EXISTING PLUS APPROVED PROJECTS CONDITIONS

For the “Existing plus Approved Projects Traffic Conditions”, the City of Rocklin’s Development
Activity Report (June 2001) was reviewed to determine the current citywide residential, commercial and

- industrial projects. This report was reviewed to determine which projects could have a primary or

tributary impact on the study area intersections and roadways. These projects included (but were not
limited to) all currently approved residential development in Stanford Ranch and Whitney Oaks, Oracle
Corporation Phase I and II, all approved commercial/office development along Stanford Ranch Road,
Sunset Boulevard, Five Star Boulevard and Fairway Drive, and the “Civic Center”. In addition, the Lone
Tree Commercial Center was included in this list of approved projects. The “Existing plus Approved
Projects plus Project traffic volumes with Blue Oaks Boulevard interchange” indicated in the Traffic
Impact Study for Sunset West Commercial (OMNI-MEANS, October 1997) continues to represent a
reliable source of Existing plus Approved Projects traffic conditions within the immediate vicinity of Lot
19. It should be noted that this scenario includes the southerly extension of Lone Tree Boulevard from
the intersection with Blue Oaks Boulevard. Figure 2 presents the Existing plus Approved Projects traffic
volumes, as obtained from the October 1997 OMNI-MEANS Report.

Intersection and roadway lane configurations for this traffic condition were also obtained from the
October 1997 OMNI-MEANS Report. Access to S.R.65 via both the new Blue Oaks Boulevard and
Pleasant Grove Boulevard (Park Drive) interchanges is assumed under “Existing plus Approved Projects”
conditions. Figure 3 illustrates the intersection lane geometrics and controls assumed under the “Existing
plus Approved Projects” conditions.
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LEVEL OF SERVICE METHODOLOGY

Traffic operations have been quantified through the determination of "Level of Service" (LOS). Level of
Service is a qualitative measure of traffic operating conditions, whereby a letter grade "A" through "F" is
assigned to an intersection or roadway segment representing progressively worsening traffic conditions.
The City of Rocklin has designated LOS “C” as their minimum acceptable LOS standard.

Consistent with City of Rocklin requirements for a traffic study, Levels of Service were calculated
utilizing methodologies and criteria documented in the Transportation Research Board’s Circular 212 -
Interim Materials on Highway Capacity for signalized intersections and 2000 Highway Capacity Manual -
Special Report 209 for unsignalized intersections. These analysis methodologies were implemented using
Traffix 7.5 software program developed by Dowling & Associates. The Circular 212 based procedure for
calculating the Levels of Service at a signalized intersection is based on the “critical movement” method.
This method compares the sum of the primary conflicting movements (v) with the intersection's capacity
(¢) to accommodate these movements with the result expressed as the ratio of v/c. The operating
condition of the intersection is assessed by comparing the v/c ratio of the intersection with the v/c ranges
assigned for each LOS designation. These ranges are indicated in Table 1. (Note: In order that maximum
queue length estimates may be obtained for individual movements at signalized intersections, the 2000
Highway Capacity Manual (HCM) Operations methodology for signalized intersections using Traffix 7.5
was also applied to supplement the Circular 212 Operations methodology). '

The 2000 HCM based procedure for calculating the Level of Service at an unsignalized intersection is
based upon a “gap acceptance” model that considers the size and probability of gaps in the major traffic
stream, the usefulness of these gaps to the minor stream drivers, and the relative priority of the various
traffic streams at the intersection. Level of Service at unsignalized intersections are presented in terms of
“average total delay” (ATD expressed in seconds/vehicle) for the “worst-case” intersection movement.
These ranges are also indicated in Table 1. '

TABLE 1

LEVEL OF SERVICE THRESHOLDS

“p” <0.60 ATD <10.0
“g 0.61 - 0.70 ATD> 10and < 15
“cm 0.71 - 0.80 ATD > 15 and < 25
“p» 0.81 - 0.90 ATD > 25 and < 35
g 0.91 - 1.00 ATD > 35 and < 50
“pr | > 1.00 - ATD > 50

V/C = Volume to Capacity Ratio
ASD = Average Stopped Delay in Seconds/Vehicle

Traffic Impact Study For Sunset West Lot 19 Page 6
Schultz & Associates ' R374T5002.DOC/25-2645-11



As shown in Table 3, all study intersections are projected to operate at LOS “C” or better peak hour levels
of service under Existing plus Approved Projects conditions. '

Roadway Segments

Table 4 summarizes “Existing plus Approved Projects” roadway segment traffic operations based on
average daily traffic volume conditions.
' TABLE 4
EXISTING PLUS APPROVED PROJECTS CONDITIONS —

ROADWAY SEGMENT TRAFFIC OPERATIONS
ARoadway Segme : : -~ Capacity Configuration s

Blue Oaks Boulevard (just east of Lone Tree Blvd.)  Four-lane divided arterial 13,930 A

Lone Tree Boulevard (just north of Blue Oaks Blvd.) Four-lane divided arterial 27,560 D
Note: AADT refers to two-way annual average daily vehicular traffic on the roadway segment. )

ALION

As shown in Table 4, the Lone Tree Boulevard segment between Blue Oaks Boulevard and Grand
Canyon Drive/Lone Tree Center southernmost Driveway is projected to operate at AADT based LOS “D”
traffic conditions utilizing four-lane divided arterial capacity standards. Utilizing five-lane arterial
capacity, the same segment is projected to operate at LOS “B” conditions on a daily basis.

EXISTING PLUS APPROVED PROJECT PLUS PROJECT TRAFFIC CONDITIONS

PROJECT TRIP GENERATION

The proposed project would fully develop Lot 19, a 12.15-acre parcel located at the northeastern quadrant
of the Blue Oaks Boulevard/Lone Tree Boulevard intersection in the City of Rocklin. Lot 19 is zoned
“RC” (Retail Commercial) per the Sunset West General Development Plan. The proposed project would
develop the site with a combination of retail commercial, fast-food restaurants, sit-down restaurants, day
care center and gas station uses on several building pads. The term “project”, as referred to in this report,
includes build-out of all proposed pads on Lot 19.

The project applicant is considering combinations of different commercial type uses dependent upon the
market opportunity of the site at any given time. Four land development (or landuse combinations)
alternatives referred to as Plan Scenarios A, B, C and D are considered in this report. These scenarios
differ slightly from each other in the type and quantity of uses proposed. The following matrix illustrates
the conceptual differences in the type of uses proposed under each scenario. The Project Site Plans are
shown on Figures 4A and 4B. - ' :

Proposed Uses Scenario A Scenario B Scemario C  Scenario D
Retail Yes Yes Yes Yes
Fast-food Restaurant = Yes Yes Yes Yes
Sit-down Restaurant Yes Yes No No
Day-Care Center No Yes No Yes
Gasoline Station No No ' Yes Yes

Table 5 presents a list of proposed uses and quantities on individual pads, as well as trip generation under
Scenarios A, B, C and D. The project site trip generation has been estimated based on trip generation -
rates contained in the ITE Publication Trip_Generation (Sixth Edition). The ITE-based trip generation
estimation method uses specific rates for individual pads depending on the proposed use and quantity on

- each pad.

Traffic Impact Study For Sunset West Lot 19 Page 8
Schultz & Associates » R374T5002.DOC/25-2645-11




L

o R " . —— I\l/.x l\\..\
- f—— Slgnaled intersection LaT 158}
e o ?NS:B.L LoT 188 !

//.\\\.ll.JllL

CITY OF
ROCKLIN

e

\\\)_. Lor 1a7

//\M___m \/

P
_

WASHINGTON 8132,

. NO SCALE

QWNER /DEVE) OPFR
Diversified Inveators {Currenl Owner)
£/o Lary Fluet
73671 Sawmil Canyon Way
Pom Dessert. CA 92260
760/776-8780

Shullz & Associotes (Doveioper)
¢/o Larry Walsh

555 Double Eogle Court, Suite 1000
Rano, NV ‘88511

775/850~ 5620

AEPLICANT /ENGINEER A ANDSCAPE. ARCHITECT

Omni-Meons, Ltd.

£/0 Scott Rotertson, LLA 4271
2237 Douglas Bivd.. Suite 100
Rossville CA 95661
§16/782~8688

ARCHITECT
UCA Architecta
/o Mke Claments, AIA
1247 Pomona Rood, Suite 105
Corona, CA 92882

9097362001
& PW‘WWUQNOIDMQ
Enhonced Poving | ° RUSING / PROPUSFD) ZONNG
At Main_.- \ FD-COMM
Entry Drives” 1\ / brop
Propased Left\O R-C
Tum Only X g IQTAL GROSS AREA
Madikm Braok i 122 % Ac.
BULDING SOUARF FOOTAGE

104,800 Square Fest Total {(20% FAR}

STANDARD HANDICAPPED STALLS

VAN HANDICAPPED STALLS 3
: STANDARD STALLS (9" x 197) 53
Commereial Land U: ~Exiating Entry Drivewoy . ToTAL 524
so P EARKING PROPOSED
L STANOARD BANDICAPPED STALLS 16
G VAN HANDICAPPED STALLS s
. Bt STANDARD STALLS (9° x 207) 503
Project Signoge (typ.. . Exlsting Median Bregk  COMPACT STALLS (8' x 16 ki) 5
wris oy z Ta Ba Abondoned TaTAL S
APN a8s bo-o1s Existing Street Light MAXIMUM BRI DING HEIGHT
& Light Cans (typ.) ALLOWED: 35-FEET
FROPOSED MAXIMUM: 35-FEET
Existing Signaled LoT 208 &nw
intersection APN 365-010-025 P.M.UD.
CoMM
Proposed Signaled FATER
Intersection P.CWA. 0
- _ e Sueonne
SETi2E pusLe YR Em.vo EE
.\..\,\.\\ NOTE: ALL EXISTING ROAD WPROVEMENTS WERE -
- COMSTRUCTED AS PART OF THE SUNSET WEST GARBACGE DiSPOSAl
- CFD NO. 9 — PHASE 2 & 3 INPROVEMENTS Aubum=—Placer Disposcl Service PP

Existing Laft Tum Lone (gas station and doy core aiternatives)

2

3

REVISIONS
Py

a
1

Wrrcananr
Dammoren
Dax
Dercow

o

24
&
Ef
=1
Eifle
O w3sgs

S

“Za
2835z
LhWTm
f.g nAvm
F888
cxek .

SC g
>X 2 i
(14 STN
L 5
EX T Y At
20+ Uiy
B,
Rmo =
cm’, 35

72X e projoct Manumentation SEE SHEET "ALT"_FOR ALTERNATIVE PLAN B § ¢ P R

FIGURE 4A




PI0L 1904 wonbs 00828
«Ju JALYNYALTY

NOILVLS Sv3

1010] 100 &:00dS OvE'E

«8 o JAILYNYALTY VO AV(

g H3 REVISIONS v
i ALTERNATIVE SITE PLAN USES . maamry paiinly -
zAM R (Bl Cave Harket Place- omnl: means 2= l
! $igik N 19 Uunee a8 uowem o o - | [ Da0
%g§g;§; USE PEAMIT APPLICATION Eammrs BRI o e
= Clty of Rocklin, Callfronla Do

FIGURE 4B




ANk

C el

TABLE 5
PROJECT TRIP GEN ERATION

it "Total

- Liand Use ‘Category

Shopping Center Per KSF 1.9

Daycare Center Per KSF 12.7 47% 53%
Fast Food w/ Drive-thru Per KSF 49.8 52% 48%
Sit-Down Restaurant Per KSF 9.3 60% 40%

Gas Station w/ Conv. Store Per VFP

SCENARIO A
Shopping Center ~ Pads A, 88,435 6,299 148 90 58 579 278 301
B,C,D,E,F&G sq.ft. (4,724) (111) (68) 43) 434) (209) (225)
Fast Food w/ Drive-Thru — 2,115 1,049 105 54 51 71 37 34
Pad H sq.fi. 367 37 19y (18 = (2% (13) .~ (12
Sit-Down Restaurant — 4,500 587 42 22 20 49 29 20
Pad I sq.ft. (440) 32) (17 (15) (37 (22) (15)
Sit-Down Restaurant — 4,500 587 42 22 20 49 29 ° 20
PadJ sq.ft. (440) (32) a7n (15) 37 (22) (15)
Fast Food w/ Drive-Thru - 5,250 2,605 262 134 128 176 92 84
Pad K sq.ft. 912) (92) 47) (45) (62) (32) (30)
Total Trips 11,127 - 599 322 277 924 465 459
Total “New” Trips ~ (6,883) (304) (168) (136) (595) {298) (297)
SCENARIO B _ ‘
Daycare Center — Pad A 10,000 793 127 67 60 95 45 50
sq.ft. (397) 649 (34) 30) (48) (23) (25)
Shopping Center ~ Pads B, 73,175 5,576 133 81 52 511 245 266
C,DLEF&G_ sq.ft. (4,182) (100) (61) (39 (383) (184) (199
Fast Food w/ Drive-Thru ~ 2,115 1,049 105 54 51 71 37 34
Pad H sq.ft. (367 (37 (19) (18) (25) (13) (12)
Sit-Down Restaurant — 4,500 587 42 22 20 49 29 20
Pad I sq.ft. (440) (32) a7n (15) (37 (22) (15)
Sit-Down Restaurant ~ 4,500 587 42 22 20 49 29 20
Pad] _ sq.ft. (440) (32) 17 (15) 37 (22) (15)
Fast Food w/ Drive-Thru- - 5,250 2,605 262 134 128 176 92 84
PadK sq.ft. (912) (92) 47 (45) 62y - (32 (30)
Total Trips 11,197 711 380 a3 951 477 474
Total “New” Trips {6,738) (357) (195) (162) (592) (296) (296)
SCENARIO C
Shopping Center ~ Pads A, 88,435 6,299 148 90 58 579 278 301
B,C,D,EF&G sq.ft. 4,729 (111 (68) (43) (434) (209) (225)
Fast Food w/ Drive-Thru — 2,115 1,049 105 54 51 71 37 .34
Pad H sq.ft. 367 (37 {19) (18) (25) (13) (12)
Gas Station w/ Conv. Store~ 10 VFP 1,628 101 51 50 134 67 67
PadsTand J (814) (51) (26) 25) (67) (34) (33)
Fast Food w/ Drive-Thru — 5,250 2,605 262 134 128 176 92 84
Pad K : sq.ft. (912) (92) 47 (45) (62) (32) (30)
Total Trips 11,581 616 329 287 960 474 486
Total “New” Trips {6,817) (291) (160) {131) (588) (288) (300)

TABLE 5 (CONTINUED NEXT PAGE)
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TABLE 5 (CONDITINUED)

SCENARIO D
Daycare Center — Pad A - 10,000 793 127 67 60 95 45 50
sq.ft. (397) (64) (34) (30) (48) (23) (25)
Shopping Center — Pads B, 73,175 5,576 133 81 52 511 245 266
C,D,EF&G sq.ft. (4,182) (100) (61) 39) (383) (184) (199)
Fast Food w/ Drive-Thru — 2,115 1,049 105 54 51 71 37 34
Pad H sq.ft. 367) 37 (19) (18) (25) (13) (12)
Gas Station w/ Conv. Store— 10 VFP 1,628 101 51 50 134 67 67
PadsIand J (814) (51 (26) (25) (67) (34 (33)
Fast Food w/ Drive-Thru - 5,250 2,605 262 134 128 176 92 84
PadK . sq.fi. (912) (92) (47 {(45) (62) (32) (30)
Total Trips 11,651 728 387 341 987 486 501
Total “New” Trips (6,672) (344) (187) (157) (585) (286) (299)

Notes: 1. A pass-by trip reduction rate of 25% for Retail center, 65% for F. ast-food Restaurant, 25% for Sit-Down Restaurant, 50%
Jor Gas Station and 50% for Daycare facility has been applied. Quantities in parentheses indicate net” new trips”
generated after accounting for pass-by trip reduction. :
2. No Internal Trip Matching has been assumed in this analysis. B .
3. The actual (rip generation volumes were computed utilizing the mathematical equations (curves) recommended by ITE
Trip Generation. The average trip rates indicated in the above table were derived as trip generation volume divided by
descriptor quantity.  KSF = 1,000 Square Feet, VFP = Vehicle Fi ueling Position

Not all trips attracted by the proposed project are expected to be “new” trips. For the retail, gas station and
restaurant type uses, a significant ptoportion of the trips are expected to be “pass-by”’ trips that originate
from and depart towards the Blue Qaks Boulevard and Lone Tree Boulevard corridors. Some shopping
trips may also be “diverted-linked” from S.R.65, Sunset Boulevard and Washington Boulevard corridors
but would be regarded as “new” trips within the immediate vicinity of the project site. With regards to the
daycare center, commuters dropping off their kids on their way to work in the morning and picking-up
their kids on their way home in the evening, would make a “pass-by” daycare drop-off/pick-up trip
originating from their Blue Oaks Boulevard and Lone Tree Boulevard commute routes. It is also possible
that commuters utilizing other routes would make a “diverted-linked” trip to the daycare facility. However
such diverted-linked trips would be regarded as “new” trips within the immediate vicinity of the project
site. In this study, it is assumed that 50% of all pass-by trips would originate from and depart to the Blue
Oaks Boulevard corridor and the remaining 50% would originate from and depart to the Lone Tree
Boulevard corridor. '

As can be seen from Table 5, the four scenarios differ only marginally in terms of their gross as well as net
new trip generation for daily, AM and PM peak hour periods. More specifically, there appears to be a very
small increase in total daily as well as PM peak hour trip generation between the four scenarios expressed
as below. . :

Scenario A < Scenario B < Scenario_ C < Scenario D

Consequently, in terms of anticipated traffic impacts, Scenario A represents a “reasonable best-case” and
Scenario D represents a “reasonable worst-case” scenario. Therefore, for traffic impact assessment
purposes, this traffic study has analyzed Alternatives A and D in detail, so that a “reasonable range” of
impacts can be determined. The traffic impacts with Scenarios B and C have been as such “bracketed”
within the impacts estimated under Scenarios A and D.

It is noted here that Lot 19 was a part of the Sunset West General Development Plan for which an
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) was completed and approved in 1995. The currently proposed
development on Lot 19 is consistent with the original zoning (“RC” - Retail Commercial) for the same
lot. The current proposal for Lot 19 is not a rezone request and does not in any way represent a
significant deviation from what was originally planned and approved for this lot. It should be recognized
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however that the Sunset West EIR study was a larger environmental study (prepared mainly for CEQA
purposes) and used gross trip generation rates by landuse type for the entire plan area without breaking
down trip generation associated with individual lots. The current effort is a more focussed study that
breaks down Lot 19 into individual pads for traffic operations analysis purposes. Notwithstanding the
limitations in comparing trip generation for Lot 19 based on Sunset West GDP to current trip generation
estimates, the off-site traffic impacts caused by Lot 19 on all facilities in the vicinity are anticipated to fall
within the overall level of traffic impacts assessed under Sunset West General Development Plan build-
out.

TRIP DISTRIBUTION AND ASSIGNMENT

The project is envisioned as a “neighborhood commercial” type of use predominantly serving shopping
needs of residential neighborhoods located within an approximate 2-mile radius. Based upon the proposed
commercial uses and location of the project and its proximity to the S.R.65/Blue Oaks Boulevard
interchange, an estimate of local and regional trip distribution was developed as follows:

¢ 40 % to/from the east on Blue Qaks Boulevard
® 35 % to/from the west on Blue Oaks Boulevard to the S.R.65 interchange and beyond
e 25 % to/from the north on Lone Tree Boulevard o

Upon the construction of the southerly extension of Lone Tree Boulevard, about 15% of the traffic would
be assumed to be redistributed, resulting in the following distributions.

34 % to/from the east on Blue Oaks Boulevard

30 % to/from the west on Blue Oaks Boulevard to the S.R.65 interchange and beyond
21 % to/from the north on Lone Tree Boulevard

15 % to/from the south on Lone Tree Boulevard

Daily and PM peak hour project trips were assigned to the study area roadways and intersections based on
the identified directional trip distribution. Actual driveway utilization was determined based upon the
location of the different pads, and the proposed type of use on individual pads. '

Project Driveways and A¢cess Scenarios

The proposed project would be provided with four driveways, with two driveways providing access
to/from Blue Oaks Boulevard and another two driveways providing access to/from Lone Tree Boulevard.
The following represents a list of driveway intersections that will be constructed with the development of
the project, in addition to the four “Existing plus Approved projects” study intersections.

* Intersection #5 — Blue Oaks Boulevard/Eastern driveway (right-turns only)

e Intersection #6 — Blue Oaks Boulevard/Western driveway (full-access)

* Intersection #7 — Lone Tree Boulevard/Southern driveway (right-turns in and out, left-turns in)
* Intersection #8 — Lone Tree Boulevard/Northern driveway (right-turns only)

Distribution of “project only” trips was estimated under Scenarios A and D. The “project only” trip
distribution under Scenarios A and D are shown on Figures 5A and 5B respectively. The indicated trip
distributions take into account pass-by and diverted-linked trip assignments.
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EXISTING PLUS APPROVED PROJECTS PLUS PROJECT INTERSECTION OPERATIONS
TRAFFIC OPERATIONS UNDER SCENARIO A

Intersections

The “Existing plus Approved Projects plus Project” intersection lane geometrics and control are indicated
on Figure 6. The “Existing plus Approved Projects plus Project Scenario A” conditions were simulated
by superimposing “project only” trips shown on Figure 5A on top of the “Existing plus Approved
Projects” traffic volumes shown on Figure 2. The resulting “Existing plus Approved projects plus
Project” PM peak hour traffic volumes are shown on Figure 7. Table 6 summarizes PM peak hour
intersection operating conditions under “Existing plus Approved Projects plus Project Scenario A”
conditions. -

: TABLE 6
EXISTING + APPROVED PROJECTS + PROJECT SCENARIO A CONDITIONS
' PM PEAK HOUR LEVELS OF SERVICE (

I Signal 0.766 -

Center Southernmost Driveway. ¢ -

2 Blue Oaks Boulevard/Lone Tree Boulevard Signal 0.793 - C -

3 Blue Oaks Boulevard/S.R.65 Northbound Ramps Signal 0.796 - C -

Blue Oaks Boulevard/S.R.65 Southbound Ramps/ .

4 Washington Boulevard Signal 0541 = A )
5 Blue Oaks Blvd./Eastern Drwy. (Right-turns only) TWSC - 10.8 B No
6  Blue Oaks Blvd./Western Drwy. (Full-Access) Signal 0.417 - A -
7 Lone Tree B[vc?/Southem Drwy. (Right-tumns in and TWSC . 20.8 c No

out, Left-turns in only)

8  Lone Tree Blvd./Northern Drwy. (Right-tums only) TWSC - 16.3 C No

Note: 1. TWSC = Two-Way Stop Control
2. V/C Ratio = Volume/Capacity Ratio for signalized intersections
3. Average Delay/LOS = Worst-Case intersection movement delay/LOS for two-way-stop control intersections.
4. Warrant refers to Caltrans peak-hour-velume Signal Warrant-11 (Urban Areas).

As shown in Table 6, all study intersections are projected to operate at LOS “C” or better PM peak hour
levels of service under Existing plus Approved Projects plus Project Alternative A conditions. None of the

unsignalized project driveway intersections are projected to meet Caltrans peak hour volume warrants.

Roadway segments

Table 7 summarizes “Existing plus Approved Projects plus Project Scenario A” roadway segment traffic
operations,
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TABLE 7
EXISTING PLUS APPROVED PROJECTS PLUS PROJECT SCENARIO A CONDITIONS
ROADWAY SEGMENT TRAFFIC OPERATIONS

Blue Ozks Boulevard (just east of Lone Tree Blvd.) Four-lane divided arterial 16,200 A
Lone Tree Boulevard (just north of Blue Oaks Blvd.) Four-lane divided arterial 28,030 D

Note: AADT refers to two-way annual average daily vehicular traffic on the roadway segment.

As shown in Table 7, the Lone Tree Boulevard segment between Blue Oaks Boulevard and Grand
Canyon Drive/Lone Tree Center southernmost Driveway is projected to operate at AADT based LOS “D”
traffic conditions utilizing four-lane divided arterial capacity standards. Utilizing five-lane arterial
capacity, the same segment is projected to operate at LOS “C” conditions on a daily basis.

TRAFFIC OPERATIONS UNDER SCENARIO D

Intersections

The “Existing plus Approved Projects plus Project Scenario D” conditions were simulated by
superimposing “project only” trips shown on Figure 5B on top of the “Existing plus Approved Projects”
traffic volumes shown on Figure 2. The resulting “Existing plus Approved projects plus Project” PM
peak hour traffic volumes are shown on Figure 8. Table 8 summarizes PM peak hour intersection
operating conditions under “Existing plus Approved Projects plus Project Scenario D” conditions.

TABLE 8 -
EXISTING + APPROVED PROJECTS + PROJECT SCENARIO D CONDITIONS -
PM PEAK HOUR LEVELS OF SERVICE (LOS

V
il %

Lone T reé ‘Boulevard/Grand Canyon Drive/Lone Tree

Signal 0.767 -

! Center Southemmost Driveway. c j
2 Blue Oaks Boulevard/Lone Tree Boulevard Signal 0.797 - C -
3 Blue Oaks Boulevard/S.R.65 Northbound Ramps Signal 0.795 - C -
Blue Oaks Boulevard/S.R.65 Southbound Ramps/ .
4 ‘Washington Boulevard Signal 0.342 ) A i
5 Blue Oaks Blvd./Eastern Drwy. (Right-turns only) TWSC - 10.8 B No
6  Blue Oaks Blvd./Western Drwy. (Full-Access) Signal 0.436 - A -
7 Lone Tree Blvq./Southem Drwy. (Right-turns in and TWSC ) 182 C No
out, Left-turns in only)
8  Lone Tree Blvd./Northern Drwy. (Right-turns only) TWSC - 18.3 C No
Note: 1. TWSC = Two-Way Stop Control :
2. V/C Ratio = Volume/Capacity Ratio for signalized intersections .
3. Average Delay/LOS = Worst-Case intersection movement delay/LOS for two-way-stop control intersections.
4. Warrant refers to Caltrans peak-hour-volume Signal Warrani-11 (Urban Areas).
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As shown in Table 8, all study intersections are projected to operate at LOS “C” or better PM peak hour
levels of service under Existing plus Approved Projects plus Project Alternative C conditions. None of the
unsignalized project driveway intersections are projected to meet Caltrans peak hour volume warrants.

Roadway segments

Table 9 summarizes “Existing plus Approved Projects plus Project Scenario D” roadway segment traffic
operations. . ' '

TABLE 9 ;
EXISTING PLUS APPROVED PROJECTS PLUS PROJECT SCENARIO D CONDITIONS

~i€apacity Cont ‘
Four-lane divided arterial 16,360
Lone Tree Boulevard (just north of Blue Oaks Bivd.)  Four-lane divided arterial 27,910 D
Note: AADT refers to two-way annual average daily vehicular traffic on the roadway segment.

As shown in Table 9, the Lone Tree Boulevard segment between Blue Oaks Boulevard and Grand
Canyon Drive/Lone Tree Center southernmost Driveway is projected to operate at AADT based LOS “D”
traffic conditions utilizing four-lane divided arterial capacity standards. Utilizing - five-lane arterial
capacity, the same segment is projected to operate at LOS “C” conditions on a daily basis.

SITE ACCESS OPERATIONS

Lot 19 is an approximately square-shaped parcel with approximately 1,000 feet of parcel frontage along
Blue Oaks Boulevard and approximately 900 feet of parcel frontage along Lone Tree Boulevard. The
City of Rocklin Construction Specifications, Improvement Standards, Standard Drawings Figure 3-22
(May 1994) indicates that a maximum of three standard driveways may be permissible along a frontage
that exceeds 400 feet. The proposed Site Plan scenarios propose two driveway intersections along Blue
Oaks Boulevard and two driveway intersections along Lone Tree Boulevard, and are considered to be
consistent with City of Rocklin standards. '

Tables 6 and 8 already indicated driveway intersection operations under Scenarios A and D respectively.
Driveway intersection operations under Scenarios B and C are expected to fall within the range of traffic
operations shown on Tables 6 and 8. At intersection #6 (Blue Oaks Boulevard/Project Driveway
signalized access), scenarios that include the Gas Station (Scenarios C and D) are projected to yield
slightly worse V/C ratios than without the Gas Station (Scenarios A and B), because of slightly higher
driveway trip generation with the Gas Station. Since the levels of service at all study intersections are
projected to be identical (with very marginal differences in intersection delays and V/C ratios) under
Scenario A through D, it is concluded that the proposed scenarios as such have identical levels of traffic
impacts.

If the southbound left-turn project access at intersection #7 were prohibited, the approximately 111 PM
peak hour vehicles under Alternative A (and 120 vehicles under Alternative D) that would otherwise use
this movement would be forced to take a circuitous route into the project site, by driving further south to
the Blue Oaks Boulevard intersection and then make a lefi-turn towards intersection #6 on Blue Oaks
Boulevard or make a U-turn towards intersection #7 on Lone Tree Boulevard. In either case, the
signalized V/C ratio at the Blue Qaks Boulevard/Lone Tree Boulevard intersection is projected to increase
by 0.051 (or more) and degrade to LOS “D” conditions, if the southbound left-turn inbound access from
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Lone Tree Boulevard were to be prohibited at intersection #7. Furthermore, if the southbound left-turn
inbound access were prohibited at intersection #7, the southbound left-turn maximum queue length at the
Blue Oaks Boulevard/Lone Tree Boulevard intersection would increase from six (6) vehicles to twelve
(12) vehicles. If all of these inbound vehicles actually make an eastbound left-turn at the full-access
intersection #6 on Blue Qaks Boulevard, the V/C ratio at the same intersection would increase by 0.078
{or more) and the eastbound left-turn maximum queue length increase from five (5) vehicles to ten (10)
vehicles. In conclusion, it is both recommended and assumed in this traffic study that southbound left-
turn access between Lone Tree Boulevard and the project site be provided.

Driveway Throat Depth Requirements

The amount of driveway throat depth that should be provided at each of the proposed site driveway
connections to Blue Oaks Boulevard and to Lone Tree Boulevard were estimated by performing a
queuing analysis. The queuing analysis was performed to determine the projected “maximum” vehicle
queue lengths at all outbound left and right turn lanes estimated at a 95-percentile probability. Table 10
summarizes the recommended minimum throat depth requirements.

| TABLE 10
_DRIVEWAY THROAT DEPTH RE

Lo

Driveway

Intersection #5 — Blue Oaks

Bhulevard/ Eastern

Southbound Right 75 feet 2 vehicles 50 feet
Intersection #6 — Blue Oaks Boulevard/ Western Driveway .

Southbound Left 75 feet 6 vehicles 150 feet

Southbound Right 75 feet 9 vehicles 225 feet
Intersection #7 — Lone Tree Boulevard/ Southern Driveway

Westbound Right 75 feet 2 vehicles 50 feet
Intersection #8 — Lone Tree Boulevard/ Northern Driveway

Westbound Right 75 feet 2 vehicles 50 feet

Note: :

1. Intersection Lane Geometrics and control indicated on Figure 6 were used to derive the above throat depth requirements.

2. Driveway throat depths shown in the above table were estimated for Project Scenario A conditions, and are also generally
applicable for Scenarios B, C and D.

If no southbound left-turn project access were to be provided from Lone Tree Boulevard, the projected
maximum queue length at intersection #6 is projected to increase to seven (7) vehicles for the southbound
left-turn movement and ten (10) vehicles for the southbound right-turn movement. For all other driveway
approaches, the maximum queue lengths and required storages indicated in Table 10 are still applicable if
no southbound left-turn project access were to be provided from Lone Tree Boulevard. Furthermore, the
above analysis assumes no “right-turns-on-red” for the southbound right-turn movement. If “right-turns-
on-red” are permissible at intersection #6, the maximum queue length for the southbound right-turn
movement at this intersection are projected to decrease to eight (8) vehicles, for conditions that both allow
and prohibit southbound left-turn access from Lone Tree Boulevard.

It is noted that in Table 10, a throat depth of only 75 feet is recommended for the southbound approach at
intersection #6, despite the fact that the southbound maximum queue lengths exceed 150 feet. The
southbound left-turn movement has a green time of approximately 33% of the total cycle time or 33
seconds at a cycle length of 100 seconds. Based on the arrival rate for the inbound (northbound) vehicles
during the 67 seconds of red time, an average queue length of 3.4 vehicles is projected. At a 95-percentile
probability, a maximum queue length of 7 vehicles is projected for the inbound movement. However, this
queue will NOT spillover to Blue Oaks Boulevard because the vehicles that form the southbound queues at
this intersection predominantly originate from the west and north of this driveway and therefore the
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southbound queues are expected to stack to the north of the first parking aisle or to the west along the first
parking aisle. Therefore, the southbound maximum queue lengths that exceed 150 feet do not actually
block the 183 vehicles per hour (under Scenario A) that head northbound (inbound) at this driveway and
either drive straight through or attempt to make a left-turn to head towards the center of the main parking
lot. Providing stop signage for the vehicles originating from the north of the first parking aisle
would eliminate the potential for the inbound vehicles from intersection #6 to stop/wait for gaps
before heading into the main parking lot, thereby eliminating the possibility of queue spillover on to
Blue Oaks Boulevard. Even under conditions that prohibit southbound left-turn project access from Lone

projected.
Southbound Left-turn Access JSrom Lone Tree Boulevard — Storage Requirements

At intersection #7 (Lone Tree Boulevard/Southern Driveway intersection), the southbound lefi-turn-
movement in to the project site is projected to operate at “Existing plus Approved Projects plus Project”
PM peak hour LOS “C” conditions under all scenarios. This movement consisting of 111 PM peak hour
vehicles under Scenario A (120 vehicles under Scenario D) would attempt to turn through gaps in the
northbound through traffic stream consisting of approximately 1,450 PM peak hour vehicles. The
unsignalized 95-percentile queue length for this movement is projected to be two (2) vehicles when
analyzed as an isolated intersection traffic movement. The “Existing plus Approved Projects plus Project”
PM peak hour LOS “C” projection and the two vehicle maximum queue length for this movement are both
based upon a random vehicular arrival pattern for the northbound through traffic stream. However, in
reality, the arrival characteristics for the northbound through traffic stream at this intersection will be
highly influenced by traffic signal operations at the Blue Oaks Boulevard/Lone Tree Boulevard
intersection, located approximately 240 feet upstream. When the dense northbound platoons are
dispersing from the signalized Blue Oaks Boulevard/Lone Tree Boulevard intersection, the southbound
left-turn inbound movement at intersection #7 will likely experience higher delays and longer queue
lengths. When the vehicles heading northbound on Lone Tree Boulevard are stopped/waiting during the
red phase at the Blue Oaks Boulevard/Lone Tree Boulevard intersection, the southbound left-turn inbound
movement at intersection #7 will likely witness larger gaps and therefore lesser delays and queuing. Based
upon average hourly arrival conditions, level-of-service “C” conditions and 95-percentile queue length of
two (2) vehicles were already projected. Assuming that actual worst-case queue lengths (during some
- portions of the peak hour) could be twice the projected 95-percentile queue lengths, a maximum queue
length of up to four (4) vehicles is expected for the southbound lefi-turn movement at intersection #7. If at
least one large truck can be expected to constitute this four-vehicle maximum queue, using a storage length
of 75 feet per truck and 25 feet per passenger car, a total storage length of 150 feet is projected.
Therefore, 2 minimum storage length of 150 feet is recommended for the southbound left turn
movement at intersection #7.

The southbound left-turn movement at the Blue Oaks Boulevard/Lone Tree Boulevard intersection is
projected to have a maximum queue length of 6 vehicles (or 150 feet). Therefore, the approximate 240
feet spacing between the Lone Tree Boulevard/Blue Oaks Boulevard intersection and intersection #7 is
projected to provide sufficient queue storage capacity through “Existing plus Approved Projects plus
Project” conditions. Also, the northbound left-turn movement at the Lone Tree Boulevard/Lone Tree
Center (southernmost) Driveway/Grand Canyon Drive intersection is projected to have a maximum queue
length of 12 vehicles (or 300 feet). The spacing between intersection #7 and Lone Tree Boulevard/Lone
Tree Center (southemmost) Driveway/Grand Canyon Drive is over 800 feet. Therefore, it is projected
that sufficient spacing on Lone Tree Boulevard is available to accommodate the northbound left-turn
storage of at least 300 feet at the Grand Canyon Drive intersection, and southbound left-turn storage of at
least 150 feet at intersection #7, along with appropriate tapers and transitions for the segment in between.
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RECOMMENDED MITIGATION MEASURES

This section Summarizes the recommended mitigation measures based upon the analysis and findings
contained in this report.

EXISTING CONDITIONS

Since the Sunset West Development area within the immediate vicinity of the project site is currently
mostly vacant, existing traffic volumes are low and existing traffic impacts are minimal. As such, this
study does not quantify existing traffic conditions, but focuses on project impacts in the “short-term”,
when the “approved projects” within the project vicinity are built out.

No mitigation measures are recommended under Existing conditions.

EXISTING PLUS APPROVED PROJ ECTS CONDITIONS

The “Existing plus Approved Projects plus Project traffic volumes with Blue Oaks Boulevard
interchange” indicated in the Traffic Impact Study for Sunset West Commercial (OMNI-MEANS,

October 1997) continues to represent a reliable source of Existing plus Approved Projects traffic -

conditions within the immediate vicinity of Lot 19. 1t is noted that this scenario includes the southerly
extension of Lone Tree Boulevard from the intersection with Blue Oaks Boulevard. Access to S.R.65 via
both the new Blue Oaks Boulevard and Pleasant Grove Boulevard (Park Drive) interchanges is assumed
under “Existing plus Approved Projects” conditions analyzed in this report. '

With the “Existing plus Approved Projects” traffic volume conditions analyzed in this report, no
mitigation measures above and beyond the “Existing plus Approved Projects plus Project Lane
Geometrics and Control” indicated in the Tra ic Impact Study for Sunset West Commercial (OMNI-
MEANS, October 1997) are found necessary under “Existing plus Approved Projects” conditions.

EXISTING PLUS APPROYED PROJECTS PLUS PROJECT CONDITIONS

The project applicant has proposed multiple site plan alternative opportunities (or “scenarios™) that differ
slightly from each other in terms of the type, quantity and location of uses proposed within Lot 19. The
trip generation analysis has indicated that these scenarios differ only very marginally in terms of total
daily and peak hour trip generation. Of the four scenarios, a reasonable best case (Scenario A) and
reasonable worst-case (Scenario D) were investigated in detail for assessment of traffic impacts. Almost
identical driveway intersection operations are projected under Scenarios A and D. Driveway intersection
operations under Scenarios B and C are expected to fall within the range of traffic operations assessed for
Scenarios B and C. At intersection #6 (Blue Oaks Boulevard/Project Driveway signalized access),
scenarios that include the Gas Station (Scenarios C and D) are projected to yield slightly worse V/C ratios
than without the Gas Station (Scenarios A and B), because of slightly higher driveway trip generation
with the Gas Station. Since the levels of service at all study intersections are projected to be identical
(with very marginal differences in intersection delays and V/C ratios) under Scenario A through D, it is
concluded that the proposed scenarios as such have identical levels of traffic impacts. The off-site
traffic impacts caused by Lot 19 on all Jacilidies in the vicinity (including intersections, roadways
segments, freeway mainline segments, and ramps) are also expected to fall within the overall level of
traffic impacts assessed under Sunset West General Development Plan build-out.

Except for the following recommendations, no other mitigation measures are warranted under “Existing
plus Approved Projects plus Project Conditions™.
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& It is recommended that southbound left-turn project access with at least 150 feet storage length be
allowed from Lone Tree Boulevard at intersection #7 for the following reasons.

- Overall site circulation, access flexibility and traffic operations are projected to be better if
- southbound left-turn project access from Lone Tree Boulevard were to be allowed.

- At the Blue Oaks Boulevard/Lone Tree Boulevard intersection, the signalized V/C ratio will
increase and the southbound left-turn queue lengths will increase substantially (from six vehicles to
eleven vehicles) and degrade operations to LOS “D” if the southbound left-turn project access from
Lone Tree Boulevard were not allowed. Furthermore, the propensity for a proportion of inbound
vehicles (that would otherwise make a southbound left-turn movement from Lone Tree Boulevard) to
make a U-tum at this intersection to obtain access to the project site will relatively degrade
southbound left-turn capacity and operating conditions at this intersection. _ '

* As part of on-site improvements, just north of the driveway throat at the Blue Oaks Boulevard/
Signalized full-access driveway intersection, providing stop-signage for vehicles originating from the
north of the first parking aisle is recommended. This would eliminate the potential for the inbound

- vehicles from this full-access driveway to stop/wait for gaps before heading into the main parking lot,
thereby eliminating the possibility of queue spillover on to Blue Oaks Boulevard. '

No other mitigation measures are as such found needed. The average daily traffic based roadway traffic
operations on Lone Tree Boulevard segment along the project frontage are projected to be acceptable
through “Existing plus Approved Projects plus Project” conditions, if this roadway segment were to
operate as a five-lane arterial. :

Response to Caltrans Letter

Caltrans District 3, in their January 17, 2000 letter addressed to the City of Rocklin had called for an
extensive traffic study for Lot 19 that would include an assessment of short-term as well as long-term
impacts to the State freeway system, along with City facilities. A copy of this letter is attached in the
Appendix. In the context of this request, it should be noted that Lot 19 was a part of the Sunset West
General Development Plan for which an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) was completed and
approved in 1995. The proposed development on Lot 19 is consistent with the original zoning (“RC” -
Retail Commercial) for the same lot. The current proposal for Lot 19 is not a rezone request and does not
in any way represent a significant deviation from what was originally planned and approved for this lot.
Given that Lot 19 is proposed as a neighborhood commercial type of use, the traffic impacts are expected
to be localized with minimal regional impacts. As already stated, the off-site traffic impacts caused by
Lot 19 on all facilities in the vicinity (including intersections, roadways segments, freeway mainline
segments, and ramps) are expected to fall within the overall level of traffic impacts assessed under Sunset
West General Development Plan build-out.

Based upon the analysis presented in this report, approximately 36 PM peak hour trips originating from
and departing to the north on S.R.65 and 36 PM peak hour trips originating from and departing to the
south on S.R.65 would be produced/attracted by the proposed project (under Alternative A). This adds
approximately 144 PM peak hour trips (or approximately 1,500 daily trips) to the ramps at the
S.R.65/Blue Oaks Boulevard interchange. However, not all of these trips are “new” trips on the freeway
mainline segments, because a majority of the trips attracted by the project from the freeway are only
“pass-by” or “diverted-linked” trips. Furthermore, the signalized V/C ratio increase caused by the
proposed project at the Blue Oaks Boulevard/S.R.65 Northbound Ramps intersection is projected to be
only 0.044 and at the Blue Oaks Boulevard/S.R.65 Southbound - Ramps/Washington Boulevard
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intersection is projected to be only 0.029. These levels of increase caused by the proposed project are
projected to have a “less than significant” impact on the State freeway system.

ra
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' 4TATE OF CALIFORNIA— BUSINESS, TRANSPORTATION, AND HOUSING AGENCY : GRAY DAVIS, Gavernor

‘,‘i DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Tt DISTRICT 3, SACRAMENTO AREA OFFICE - MS 47
P. 0. BOX 842874 o
SACRAMENTQ, CA 842740001
TDD {530} 7414508
Fax {916) 323-7580
Telephone (918) 3233728

Jenuary 17, 2000

LPLASC2
Sunset West Lot 19 Shopping Center
Conditiona] Use Permit U-2000-16
Negative Declaration

03-YOL-065 PM 8.146

Ms. Sherri Abbas _
Community Development Department
City of Rocklin

1951 South River Road

West Sacramento, CA 95691

Dear Ms. Abbas,

. Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on the Sunset West Lot 19 Shopping Center
Conditional Use Permit Negative Declaration. We have the following comments:

« This shopping center will generate approximately 940 vehicle trips during the evening (P.MQ peak hour
- of traffic. A Traffic Impact Study is needed to determine the project’s impacts to the State Highway
System. The study should include the Bhue Qaks and Sunser imterchanges on State Route (SR) 65 along
with mainline SR 65 in the vicinity of the interchanges.
* The wraffic study should consider the following sceparios:
Existing conditions
Existing with project conditions
Cumuiative conditions
‘Cumulative with project conditions

* The traffic study should provide a Level of Service (LOS) analysis for freeways, rawps, and ramp
1erminal intersections., A merge/diverge analysis should be performed for freewy and ramp junctions.
All analysis should be based on AM and PM peak hour volumes, The procedures contained in the 1994
Highway Capacity Manual should be used as a guide for the traffic study. The traffic study should
address vehicle queue lengrhs at the ramp and local road intersections with and without the praject.

= Mitigation measures should be identified where the project is found to have a significant impact. An
impact is considered significant when the project causes the facility to deteriorate from its current LOS o
either LOS “D", “E”, or “F”. Ifthe LOS is already “F”, then quantitative measures of increased quene
lengths and delay should be used 25 to determine impact and to assess effectiveness of mitigation
measures. Vehicle queue lengths that extend onto the Treeway would also be considered significant, LOS
E is the accepted standard for SR 65 in this vicinity. Mitigation measures to consider include any needed



- AN~17-2801 16:2¢ ' CALTRANS DIST B3 8AC T 818 323 7889 P.B3

Sheri Abbas
Tanuary 17, 2000
Pape 2

improvements at the Blue Oaks interchange and the Sunset intersection, including development of a
Sunset/SR 65 ivterchange. : :

* Future ransportation systems assumed for comulative conditions should only inctude those improvements
which are included in the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency’s most current Regional
Transportation Plan. ' _

* The effect of this project as well a5 the cumulative effect of development should not result in an increase
in peak stormwater discharges to the State right-of-way and/or state drainage facilities. All stormwater
discharges to State right-of-way and/or facilities must meet all Central Valley Regional Water Quality
Control Board requirements, : ' :

o ® Please provide drainage or other improvement plans showing the storm drain system and the oﬁtfall which
will convey stormwater from the project site to the ultimate stream or watercourse. :

Plesse provide our bfﬁce with copies of any further actions regarding this project. If you have any questions
regarding these comments, please contact Romald Hall, Local Development Review Coordinator, at
(916)323-3728, '

Sincerely,

TEFFREY PULVERMAN, Chief
Office of Regionsl Planning

¢ Pierre Martinez, City of Rocklin

Bz

TOTAL P.6B3

L __________________________________________________________________________- "~ -
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Exstg + Apprvd Prjs.+ ProjeWed Dec 19, 2001 10:23:15s. Page 1-1 Exstg + Apprvd Prjs.+ ProjeWed Dec 19, 2001 10:23:15s. Page 2-1

Sunset West Lot 19 Traffic Impact Study, 25-2645-11, #374 Sunset West Lot 19 Traffic Impact Study, 25-2645-11, #3174
Existing + Approved Projects + Project Landuse Alternative D . Existing + Approved Projects + Project Landuse Alternative D
FM Peak Hour Conditions PM Peak Hour Conditions
Scenario Report Impact Analysis Report
Scenario: Exstg + Apprvd Prjs.+ Project LU Alt.B PM Pk Hr Conds. Level Of mmn.ia.m
Command : Default Command Intersection Base Future Change
Volume : Default Volume Del/ v/ Del/ v/ in
Geometry: Default Geometry LOS Veh c LOS Veh c
Impact Fee: Default Impact Fee # 1 Lonetree Blvd./Lonetree Center € xxxxx 0.767 C xoooex 0.767 + 0.000 v/C
Trip Generation: Default Trip Generation
Trip Distribution: Default Trip Distribution # 2 Lonetree Blvd./Blue Oakd Blvd. C xooxx 0.797 € xxxxx 0,797 + 0.080 V/C
Paths: Default Paths . ’
Routes: Default Routes # 3 Blue Oaks Blvd./S.R.65 NB Ramp C xooxx 0.795 € xxxxx 0.795 + 0.000 V/C
Configuration: Default Configuration
# 4 Blue Oaks Blvd./Washington Blv A xxxxx 0.542 A xxxxx 0.542 + 0.000 V/C
# 5 Blue Oaks Blvd./Drwy. #1 (Bast B 10.8 0.000 B 10.8 0.000 + 0.000 V/C
# 6 Blue Oaks Blvd./Dxrwy. #2 (West A xoooc 0.436 A ook 0,436 + 0.000 V/C

# 7 Lonetree Blvd./Drwy. #3 (South C 18.2 0.000 C 18.2 0.000 + 0.000 V/C

# 8 Lonetree Blvd./Drwy. #4 (North € 18.3 ©.000 C 18.3 0.000 + 0.000 V/C

Traffix 7.5.0615 (¢) 2001 Dowling Assoc. Licensed to OMNI-MEANS, ROSEVILLE, CA Traffix 7.5.0615 (c) 2001 Dowling Assoc. Licensed to OMNI-MEANS, ROSEVILLE, CA



Exstg + Apprvd Prjs.+ ProjeWed Dec 19, 2001 10:23:1Ss. Page 3-1

Sunset West Lot 19 Traffic Impact Study, 25-2645-11, #374
Bxisting + Appraved Prajects + Project Landuse Alternative D
PM Peak Hour Conditions

Level Of Service Computation Report
Circular 212 Operations Method {Base Volume Altexnative)
%lE‘«ll!lt?‘#“‘tl}&.&b&‘tﬂt‘i0&&!"‘!n.s.‘.l.l.lll‘&&lllt'l‘.h&&.hﬁl""&ﬁ**tk"llllll}‘l

Intersection #1 Lonetree Blvd./lonetree Center Drwy./Grand Canyon Dr.
bR AS AL L LR R 2 a s e e P e I RS SN T RS IS I

Cycle (sec}: 100 Critical Vol./Cap. (X): 0.767
Loss Time (sec): 16 (Y+R = 4 sec) Average Delay (sec/veh): JOCKKKK
Optimal Cycle: 122 Level Of Service: c
Q*“&l.»&ﬁ*kkNllbt!!I!!ﬂﬂ4lliﬂ**t‘Qlll-‘itQQQl!!#iﬂiﬂﬁ'ﬂi'ﬂ*ll'!lililillblbttt'!!
Approach: North Bound South Bound Bast Bound West Bound
Movement : L - T - R | L - T - R | L - T - R i L - T - R _
.......... R L oot | e | EES S n—
Control: Protected Protected Split Phase Split Phase
Rights: Include Inciude Include Include
Min. Green: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 a 0
Lanes: 1 0 1 1 11 0 1 0 0 1 ¢ 0 ¢ 1' ¢ o

Volume Module:

Base Vol: 291 1105 24 13 1161 5 5 S 281 14 5 7
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.60 1.00 1.00 1.00 21.00 1.00 1,066 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 291 110§ 24 13 11861 S s S 291 14 5 K
User Adj: 0.80 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adji. 0.50 0.0 0.90 0.90 ¢.90 0.%0 0.%0 0.90 ©.90 0.90 0.90 0.90
PHF Volume: 259 1228 27 14 1250 6 6 6 323 16 [ B
Reduct Vol: 0 0 o 0 0 0 ] 0 0 Q a 0
Reduced Vol: 259 1228 27 14 12%9 6 6 6 323 16 6 8
PCE Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.0Q :.00 1.00 1.00 2,00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
MLF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 :.06 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 3.00 1.00
Final vol.: 259 1228 27 14 1290 6 6 323 16 6 8

Saturation Flow Module:

Sat/Lane: 1650 1650 1650 1650 1650 1650 1650 1650
Adjustment: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1,00 1.00 2.00 1.00
Lanes: 1.00 1.26 0.04 1.00 1.5 0.01 1.00 0.02

Final Sat.: 1650 3229 71 1650 3285 15 1650 3¢
............ S | (UGS |
Capacity Analysis Module:

Vol/Sat: 0.16 0.38 ©€.38 0.01 0.39 ©0.39 0.00 0.20 0.2¢ 0,02 0.02 0.02
Crit Moves: thwx KRN XY khkE

e R O g R B R 2R S UV LA

Traffix 7.5.0615 ({c) 2001 Dowling Assoc. Licensed to OMNI-MEANS, ROSEVILLE,CA

Exstg + Apprvd Prjs.+ ProjeWed Dec 19, 2001 10:23:15s. Page 4-1

Sunset West Lot 19 Traffic Impact Study, 25-2645-11, #374
Existing + Approved Projects + Project Landuse Alternative D
PM Peak Hour Conditions

Level Of Service Computation Report
Circular 212 Operations Method (Base Volume Alternative)
LA AR A A A 22 e e e SRS A 2]

Intersection #2 Lonetree Blvd./Blue Oaks Blvd.
tttﬁlnnwla!&tﬁﬂn-411(Iill'i'tit‘!‘#tl”ﬁ**“i&d"Qlﬁﬁiilltl*t‘t&l**ltt*#&*&&*-vtt

Cycle (sec): 100 Critical Vol./Cap. (X): 0.797
Loss Time (sec): 16 (Y+R = 4 sec) Average Delay (sec/veh): JO0EXKXX
Optimal Cycle: 140 Level Of Service: c
!!lbbQQ!QI!‘nﬁl*t!tl!‘ll(!rllllQQ!iﬁ“‘Q!#»itﬁut*?‘***l!&'ilkt!“&tﬁ'*&‘&&&i#li%
Approach: North Bound South Bound East Bound West Bound
Movement : L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R __ L - T - R _
............ [ TR [ PR
Control: Protected Protected Protected Protected
Rights: Include Ignore Ignore Ignore
Min. Green: 0 [ Q 0 0 ] 0 ] 0 0 1] Q
Lanes: 2 0 1 1 0 10 2 0 1 2 0 2 0 1 1 0 2 0 1

............ T o | ESCEREER e S S S

Volume Module:

Bage Vol 236 163 34 109 229 1008 1173 737 242 £9 588 109
Growth Adj: '1.00 2.00 1,00 1.00 1.00 21.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 ©1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 236 163 34 109 229 1008 1173 737 242 59 5as 109
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 0.00

PHF Adj: 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.30 0.90 0.00 0.90 0.9¢ 0.00 0.90 0.90 0.00
PHF Volume: 262 181 38 121 254 0 1303 819 0 6& 653 Q
Reduct Vol, 0 o 0 0 ¢ ¢ 0 4] o a 0 0
Reduced Vol: 262 181 38 121 254 0 1303 819 o 66 653 0
PCE Adj: 1.00 1.00- 1.60 1.00 1,00 0.00 1.060 1.00 ©0.00 1.00 1.086 0.00
MLF Adj: 1.10 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 1.16 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 0.00
Final vol.: 288 181 38 121 254 0 1434 . 819 ] 66 653 0

Saturation Flow Module:

Sat/Lane: 1650 1650 1650 1650 1650 1650 1650 1650 1650 1650 1650 1650
Adjustment: 1.60 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.60 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Lanes: 2.00 1.65 ©0.35 1.00 2,00 1.00 2.00 2.0 1.00 1.00 2.60 1.00

Final Sat.: 3300 2727 573 1650 3300 1650 3300 3300 11650 1650 3300 1650

Capacity Analysis Module:

Vol/sat: 0.09 0.07- ©0.067 0.07 0.08 0.00 0.43 0.25 0.00 0.04 .20 0.00
Crit Moves: *x%x whre Yenw 22T

e e T L T T L R L s L L L LT R

Traffix 7.5.0615 (c) 2001 Dowling Assoc. Licensed to OMNI-MEANS, ROSEVILLE, CA
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Sunset Weat Lot 19 Traffic Impact Study, 25-2645-11, #374
Existing + Approved Projects + Project Landuse Alternative D
PM Peak Hour Conditions
Level Of Service Computation Report
Circular 212 Operations Method (Base Volume Alternative)
IR R e R e R R s R R R R e e s T 22 e 2 a2 R R 2 12

Intersection #3 Blue Oaks Blvd./S.R.65 NB Ramps

R T I T T LTSS *aw *hkw
Cycle (gec): 100 Critical vol./Cap. {X): 0.795

Loss Time (gec): 12 (¥+R = 4 gec) Average Delay (sec/veh). XXRXAXK
Optimal Cycle: 111 Level Of Service: C

LR A R R R R e s e e L e e R R e 2222 )
Approach: North Bound South Bound East Bound Wesk Bound
Movement : L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R
............ R T Lo | Rl L et
Control: Protected Protected Protected Protected
Rights: . Ignore Include Ignore Include
Min. Green: 0 o 0 0 0 0 [} 0 0 0 0o 0
Lanes: 1 ¢ 0 0 1 0 0 0 0.0 0 0 2 0 1 10 2 0 0

Velume Module:

Base Vol: 36 0 1066 0 ¢ 1] ¢ 1086 473 601 1231 0
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1,00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 36 0 1l0&& 0 0 Q 0 1086 473 601 1231 Q
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.0¢ 1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 0.90 0.9¢ 0.00 0.0 0.0 0.%0 0.90 0.90 0.00 0.90 0,90 0.90
PHF Volume: 40 [} 0 1] 0 o 2 1207 0 668 1368 ]
Reduct Vol: 0 [+] 0 1] 0 Q 0 0 0 0 0 0
Reduced Vol: 40 Y 0 Q 0 Q 0 1207 0 668 1368 L]
PCE Adj: 1.00 1.0¢ 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 1,00
MLF Adj: 1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Final Vol.: 40 [+] 0 1] 0 4] 0 1207 0 668 1368 ¢
............ el R | BTt § PR
Saturation Flow Module:

Sat/Lane: 1650 1650 1650 1650 1650 1650 1650 1650 1650 1650 1650 1650
Adjustment: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.460 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Lanes: 1.00 ¢.00 1.060 0.00 0.00 0.00 0©0.00 2.00 1.00 1.00 2.00 0.00
Final Sat.: 1650 0 1650 0 0 0 ¢ 3300 1650 1650 3300 0

Capacity Analysis Module:

Vol/Sat: 0.02 0.00 0.0¢ 0.00 0.00 ©€.00 0.00 0.37 ©.00 .40 0.4)1 ©0.00
Crit Moves: *%¥+ thew P

AAAA AR R AR AR R E Rl A R s L T P Py

Traffix 7.5.0615 {c) 2001 Dowling Assoc. Licensed to OMNI-MEANS, ROSEVILLE,CA
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Sunset West Lot 19 Traffic Impact Study, 25-2645-11, #374
Existing + Approved Projects + Project Landuse Alternative D
PM Peak Hour Conditions
Level Of Service Computation Report
Circular 212 Operations Method (Base Volume Alternative)

E2 LR R e e g e T T T T2 Y

Intersection #4 Blue Oaks Blvd./Washington Blvd./S.R.&5 5B Ramps
EEEE R R R R 2 22 s R R R L R e R R R e R E R RS RS R R RS RS RS

Cycle (sec): 100 Critical Vel./Cap. (X): 0.542
Loss Time (sec): 16 (¥+R = 4 sec) Average Delay (sec/veh): KRXKXK
Optimal Cycle: 62 Level Of Service: A

LA Z AR AR R 22222 ARt AR A AL AL R At EREE RS E ]
Approach: North Bound South Bound East Bound West Bound
Movement _ L - T - R | L - T - R L - T - R | L - T - R |
........................... T | otad | BRSO Eers
Control: Protected Protected Protected - Protected
Rights: Ignore Ignore Include Ignore

Min. Green: 0 [} 0 [ 0 ] [+ 0 o [ 0 0
Lanes: T 0 0 0 2 1 06 2 0 1 0 ¢ 3 1 ¢ 2. 0.2 0 1
....... o S R | L | P | I
Volume Module:

Base Val: 18 Q 287 552 151 62 0 720 18 126 375 766
Growth Adj: 1.00 .00 1.00 .00 1.0¢ 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 18 0 287 552 1s1 62 o 720 18 126 375 766
User Adj: 1,00 1,00 ©0.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.6 1.00 1.00 0.00
PHF Adj: 0.90 0.90 0.00 0.90 ¢.%0 0.0¢ ©0.90 0,90 0.90¢ 0.30 0.30 ¢&.00
PHF Volume: 20 Q 0 613 168 ] 0 800 20 140 417 Q
Reduct Vol: 0 Q 0 Q 0 0 4] 0 (] 4] 0 0
Reduced Val: 20 0 0 613 168 4 0 800 20 140 417 0
PCE Adj: 1.00 2.0¢ ©0.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 1,00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 ©.00
MLF Adj: 1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.10 1.00 @.00
Final Vol.: 20 Q 0 613 188 4] 0 800 20 154 417 0

Saturation Flow Module:

Sat/Lane: 1650 1650 1650 1650 1650 1650 1650 1650 1650 1650 165¢ 1650
Adjustment: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1,00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.Q0 1.00 1.00
Lanes: 1.¢60 0.00 2.00 1.00 2.00 1.00 Q.00 3.90 0.10 2,00 2.00 1.00
Final Sat.: 1650 0 3300 1650 3300 1850 0 6439 161 33060 3300 1650

Capacity Analysis Module:

Vol/sat: 0.01 Q.00 0.00 ©.37 .05 0.00 0.00 0.12 0.12 0.05 0.13 ©.00
Crit Movea: Ry wadw EEEEY rREE

AR A 2R A R AR R R R R e g I S 2 R 2223

Traffix 7.5.0615 (¢} 2001 Dowling Asasoc. Licensed to OMNI-MEANS, ROSEVILLE,CA




Exstg +« Apprvd Prjs.+ ProjeWed Dec 19, 2001 10:123:15s. Page 7-1

Sunset West Lat 19 Traffic Impact Study, 25-2645-11, #374
Bxigting + Approved Projects + Project Landuse Alternative D
PM Peak Hour Conditions
Level Of Service Computation Report
2000 HCM Unsignalized Method (Base Volume Alternative}
tt?#!ﬁ&QQQll#*»i&!Qi(ﬁlnbll!ﬁEttl&&&tt’?1’**"4!'1.1lDlllliltltlﬁll!&l!»'l*»»*».

Intersection ¥5 Blue Oaks Blvd./Drwy. #1 (East)
tk*l"‘!llﬁ**t»!*al!ﬁFEQEttQl!‘!!1!ll»t&!lblQbnEDQ.I“‘Q!l»&ﬂ!ltt“‘l(("t.!n!!!

Average Delay (sec/veh): 10.8 Worast Case Level Of Service: B
i"tt!l’ltt*'&*lﬁl!It"‘lllln!ll?‘Q!“"t‘D“(‘!lbllQt‘Ql‘!!*i**!'!’*‘IQ‘DII."!
Approachs North Bound South Bound East Bound West Bound
Movement : L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R
Control: Stop Sign Stop Sign Uncontrolled Uncontrolled
Rights: Include Include Include Include
Lanes: o ¢ ¢ 0 0 0 ¢ 0 1 0 ¢ 2 o0 o0 00 1 1 o

Volume Module:

EBase Vol: 0 o 0 ¢ 0 6 0 932 0 0 599 a9
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.60 1,00 1.00 1.00 3.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 3 0 [¢] (] 1] 6 0 932 ¢ 0 599 6%
User adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.002.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 0.90 0.90 0.90 ©.90 0.90 0.90 ©0.30 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90
PHF Volume: 0 0 a 0 [¢] 7 0 1036 0 0 666 77
Reduct Vel: 0 4] 0 [ Q 0 0 1] 0 0 0 0
Final Vol.: 0 o 0 o ] 7 0 1436 0 0 666 77

Critical Gap Module:
Critical Gp:XXXXX XXXX XXXXX XXXXX XKXKX 6.9 XXXKX KOO 30000 KXAXK XXX XXKIOC
FOLLlOWUDTim: Xo0000 XXXX XXXXX 300KXX XXXX 3.3 00000 XXKX XXXXKX 300K XXKX XXKKX

........... et | BRSNS Y

Capacity Module:

Cnflict Vol: XxxXX XXXX XXXXX 0000 XXXX 371 0000 XXXX XKXXX 3000 XXKK XXXRX
Potent Cap.: XaXX XXXX XXXXX 30000 KXXX 632 00X XXX XKKKK X000 XXKXKX XIKK
Move Cap.: AKX XOUXX KEXXK  XKXKX 000K 632 00K 00O XXXXX  XXXXK 000K XXKXX

Level Of Service Module:

Stopped Del:XXXXX XXXX XXIOXK XXXXKX XXXX 10.8 30000 XXOC J000K XKKKX XKXX 300K
LOS U< Move: * * " - * R » * * - >, *
Movement : LT - LTR - RT LT - LTR - RT LT - LTR - RT LT - LTR - RT
Shared Cap.: X0 XXX X000 XXXX XXXKK 000X XK XXXX I0000C HIEX KHAK  FKOOEKX
Shrd StpDelorxx XXX XXXXX XKKKK XXXK JOOOKX 2000CK 30KCK AXAXK KIOCEK K0O0K KXXKK

Shared LOS: * * * * * - * * * * * -
ApproachDel: 20000C 10.8 A0 KRXKKK
ApproachLOS: . B * *

Traffix 7.5.0615 (¢) 2001 Dowling Assoc. Licensed to OMNT-MEANS, ROSEVILLE,CA

Exstg + Apprvd Prjs.+ ProjeWed Dec 19, 2001 10:23:1S\. Page 8-1

Sunset West Lot 13 Traffic Impact Study, 25-2645-11, #374
Existing + Approved Prajects + Project Landuse Alternative D
PM Peak Hour Conditions

Level Of Service Computation Report
Circular 212 Operations Method (Bage Volume Alternative)
!El&&ﬁttnt:ﬁt***#‘&linllllllEbl'!#"!&1&1‘tﬁtt’***&&?t&“tllt*lt##n‘»iu‘titnﬂitt

Intersection #6 Blue Oaks Blvd./Drwy. #2 (West)
lDFtliitﬁ&lllll!ll**?‘llll'Rﬂl"ﬁttﬁﬁlll"ﬁ“iﬂ‘i‘l*i!l*?“Q!!llttt‘."*l!&l‘!tﬁ'

Cycle (sec): 100 Critical vol./Cap. (X): 0,436
Loss Time (sec): 12 (Y+R = . 4 sec) Average Delay {sec/veh}: 200K
Optimal Cycle: . 40 Level Of Service: A
!:::l'#(l"l'ﬁttihl#!&&ittQQ‘ti!'lt“‘nD»!###Q».Qii#ﬁ”i&Rwl*lll“‘»!l##ﬂl*t*ﬁtll
Approach: North Bound South Bound East Bound West Bound
Movement : L -~ T - R 0 L - T - R L - T - R |
Control: ! Protected Protected Protected Protected
Rights: Include Include Include Inclugde
Min. Green: ] 0 0 Q ] Q 0 0 0 ] 0 0
Lanes: 00 00O 10 0 0 1 10 2 ¢ 0 ¢ 0 1 1 ¢
............ R |l I EECERELRESREEN | SR
Volume Modules

Bage Vol: ] ¢ Q 156 0 240 104 776 0 0 516 839
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 0 1] Q 156 0 240 104 778 [ 0 5186 89
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj:« .50 0.20 ©.90 0.50 0.20 0.90 0.90 0.90 ©.90 0.90 0.90 0.90
PHF Volume: 0 0 0 173 0 267 116 862 [} 0 573 29
Reduct Vol: 0 Q 0 0 ¢ 0 [ 1+ 0 0 0 [+]
Reduced Vol: 0 0 ¢ 173 0 267 116 862 0 0 573 99
PCE Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1,00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
MLF Adj: 1.90 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 2.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Final Vol.: 1] a 0 173 0 267 116 862 Q 0 573 99
...... - ———- EE Tl | SR TRy pny (OO I SO
Saturation Flow Modul H i _
Sat/Lane: 1650 1656 1650 1650 1850 1650 1650 1650 1650 1650 1650 1650
Adjugtments 1,00 1.00 1.00 1,50 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Lanes: Q.00 ¢.00 0.00 .00 0.00 1.00 1.00 2.00 0.00 0.00 1.71 0.29%
Pinal Sat.: | 0 o o__Hmmo ¢ 1650 1650 3300 ] 0 2814 486
........................... Bt | R EEEEE T | PRy
Capacity Analysis Module: .

Vol/Sat: 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.10 ¢.00 0.16 0.07 0.26 ©.00 ©.00 0.20 0.2a0
Crit Moves: AXXE  Wkww ko

WER R WA A ANk R kN R O R ANRERRR S b R A Y e T L T )

Traffix 7.5.0615 (c) 2001 Dowling Assoc. Licensed to OMNI-MEANS, ROSEVILLE, CA
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Sunsat West Lot 19 Traffic Impact Study, 25-2645-11, #3174
Existing + Approved Projects + Project Landuse Alternative D
PM Peak Hour Conditions

Level Of Service Computation Report
2000 HCM Unsignalized Method (Base Volume Alternative)
LR R R AR Al R e e R P R R R e R 2 I Y

Intersection #7 Lonetree Blvd./Drwy. #3 {South)
RAR R AR SRR AR A d s e L L e L T e Y R 22222222 RS ssrT]

Average Delay (sec/veh): 18.2 Worst Case Level Of Service: [}
LA S R s L e 2282222 R R LIy T™™
Approach: North Bound South Bound East Bound West Bound
Movemen L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R
Control. Uncontrolled Uncontrolled I Stop Sign " Stop Sign !
Rights: Include Include Include Include
Lanes:» 0 0 1 1 90 1 0 2 0 ¢ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o o0 21
............ L ] B TR | ENTERSEREI O | B
Volume Module: .

Base Vol: 0 1364 el 120 1346 0 4] 0 1] 0 0 53
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.60 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 0 1364 a1 120 31346 0 ° Q 0 ] 0 53
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1,00 1.00 1.00 1.60 1.0¢ 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: .90 0.50 0.50 0.30 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 ©.%0 €.90 0.90 0.90
PHF Volume: 0 1516 90 133 1496 0 ¢ 0 Q- 0 Q 59
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0 [ 0 0 Q 0 0 0 0 0
Final Vol.: 0 1516 20 133 1496 0 ¢ 4] 0 0 0 59

Critical Gap Module:
Critical Gp:xxxxx XXX O00KX 4.1 AXXX 000X XXXXX XXXX KKXKX JOEKKX XXX 6
FOllowUpTim:XXXXX XXX XXXKX 2.2 J00(X XHXXKX XKHXKXK XXX XXX XRXKK 00 3.

Capacity Module:

Coflict Vol: XXXX XXXX XxkkX 1606 XXXX XKXXX XKKK XXXX XXXXX XXxx xxokx 803
Potenkt Cap.: XxXxx XXXX XIOXX 413 XXXX X000 X000 XXXX XKKXKXX 00X 00X 331
Move Cap.: KAXX XXXXK  XOXXXXK 413 XXX XXXXX XXKX XXOKX J000K  XKXK XXXX 331

Level Of Service Module:

Stopped Del:xmoor X000K XXKXK 17,8 300K 300000 XXKXX XXXX XI00OK XKXXX XXxX 18.2
105 by Mave: * * x c * * * * * * * c
Movement : LT - LTR - RT LT - LTR - RT LT - LTR ~ RT LT - LTR - RT
Shared Cap.: XXXX XXXK XKXKKX OO0 XXXX XOOG(X  J00OK J0000 XMXXK  XKXX XXXK X0000K
munamﬂwomwugggggggggggg

Shared LOS: * * * * » * * * * * * *
ApproachDel: KXXKKK HAAHKK J0OXXNK 18.2
ApproachLOsS ¢ - * * c

Traffix 7.5.0615 (c) 2001 Dowling Assoc. Licensed ta OMNI-MEANS, ROSEVILLE,CA
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Sunset West Lot 13 Traffic Impact Study, 25-2645-11, #374
Existing + Approved Projects + Project Landuse Alternative D
PM Peak Hour Conditions
Level Of Service Computation Report
2000 HCM Ungignalized Method (Base Volume Alternative)

LA e R e R O e N Y 2 2222 R Rt e]

Intersection #8 Lonetree Blvd./Drwy. #4 (North)
.t“11llll11&21**ISllllll&lll!!!lttl#tt‘ﬂi‘l&»ﬂl**ltii*t%t%%twén&i"lb‘&&“*ltn*

Average Delay (sec/veh): 18.3 Worst Case Level Of Bervige: C
LR R R R L T T 2 2 e 2 22 222 22 R R A AR I T I I ™™,
Approach: North Bound South Bound East Bound West Bound
Movement : L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R
........................... R Rt | R e e | B PP PP
Control: ! Uncontrolled Uncontrolled H Stop Sign Stop Sign |
Rights: Include Include Include Include
Lanes: 0 0 1 % o 0 0 2 0 ¢ o 0 ¢ 0 o0 0 0 0 o0 1
....... Y S | | B LR | I
Volume Module:

Base Vol 0 1359 58 0 1466 ¢ 0 0 0 [} o €1
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.0¢ 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bge: 0 1359 58 0 1466 0 0 0 ¢ 0 0 (38
User AQj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1,00
PHF Ad3: 0.90 0.80 0.%0 0.90 0.90 0.9 ©.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.%0 0.90
PHF Volume: 0 1510 64 0 162% 0 0 0 4] 0 0 &8
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0 o 0 0 1] 0 V] 0 1] 0
Final Vol.: 0 1510 64 ¢ 1829 0 0 0 o [} Q 68

Critical Gap Module:

Critical Gp:xXXXX 0K XK XXKKX XKAKK XXXXX XXKKX KKK XXKXK HEXHK 300K 6.9
mcwuotcvdwsuu_ccooagﬁouﬂﬁuoﬂ XAXX XXXKXKA HHHKX K000 KARXKX XXKXK  KKXK 3.3
Capacity Module:
Cnflict Vol: 006X XXXK XH0OOC XKXK XXKX XXXXK IOOKX JOOEX 000K KKK XEKK 787
Potent Cap.: XXXX AXXX JODOOL  XXXX XXXX XKKXX 000 XXX XXX XK 3000 339
Move Cap.: OOOL XXX XRAXX  XXKX XXKX 000X KIKX XKKK XKXXKX XXX 30000 339

Level Of Service Module:

Stopped Del ixxxXX XXXX XXXKX XXKXX XKXX J0000K XK XXX XKKKK XKKXX 00K 18.3
ﬁom U< Move: * - « * * * * * - * * n
Movement: LT - LTR - RT LT - LTR - RT LT - LTR - RT LT - LTR - RT
Shared Cap.: 00X XXXX XXKKX 00K JOOKX 000K XAKK 30000 XOXXX  XKKK XXXK  XKHOOGK
Shrd StpDel:ooOot XOLK XXXXX XXXXX XOOC XOODOE XXAKK XXX XKXXK 300000 000 XKKXX

Shared L0S: * * * - * * -« * * * * *
ApproachDel: AXKAKK ) ARXIHKH 30C000K 18.3
ApproachLOS: - w - ¢

Traffix 7.5.0615 (c) 2001 Dowling Assoc. Licensed to OMNI-MEANS, ROSEVILLE,CA




Existing + Approved ProjectThu Oct 11, 2001 13:32:07 Page 1-1 Existing + Approved ProjectThu Oct 11, 2001 13:32:07 Page 2-1

Sunget West Lot 19 Traffic Impact Study, 25-2645-11, #374 Sunget West Lot 19 Traffic Impact Study, 25-2645-11, #374
Existing + Approved Projects PM Peak Hour Conditions Existing + Approved Projects PM Peak Hour Conditions.
Scenaric Report Impact Analysis Report
Scenario: Existing + Approved Projects PM Pk Hr Conds. Level Of Service
Command: Default Command Intersection Bage Puture Change
Volume: Default Volume Del/ V/ Del/ v/ in
Geometry« Default Geometry LOS Veh =4 LOS Veh c
Impact Fee: Default Impact Fee # 1 Lonetree Blvd,/Lonetree Center € 30.3 0.836§ C 30.3 0.836 + 0.006 D/V
Trip Generation: Default Trip Generxation
Trip Distribution: Default Trip Distribution # 2 Lonetree Blvd./Blue Oaks Blvd. € 30.3 0.760 € 30.3 0.760 + 0.000 D/V
Pathg: Default Paths
Routest Default Routes # 3 PBlue Oaks Blvd./S.R.65 NB Ramp B 18.3 0.78% B 18.3 0.781 + 0.000 D/V
Configuration: Default Configuration
# 4 Blue Oaks Blvd./Washington Blv C 28.1 0,561 € 28.1 0.561 + 0.000 D/V

Traffix 7.5.0615 (c) 2001 Dowling Assoc. Licensed to OMNI-MEANS, ROSEVILLE,CA Traffix 7.5.0615 {c) 2001 Dowling Assoc. Licensed ta OMNI-MEANS, ROSEVILLE,CA



Bxisting + Approved ProjectThu Oct 12, 2001 13:32:07 Page 3-1
Sunset West Lot 19 Traffic Impact Study, 25-2645-11, #374
Existing + Approved Pxojects PM Peak Hour Conditions
Level Of Service Computation Report
2000 HCM Operations Method (Base Volume Alternative)
AR R AN R AR AN RN A R AN A RN N TN AN N AR R R KR KRR AR A XA R X I T AN R AR R R XXX R

Intersection #1 Lonetree Blvd./Lonetree Center Drwy./Grand Canyon Dr.

R L s Y 2 e T s

Cycle (sec): 100 Critical Vol./Cap. (X): 0.836
Logs Time (sec}: 16 (Y+R = 4 gec) Average Delay (sec/veh): 30.3
Optimal Cycle: 95 Level Of Service: c
lttiQ&#i*ﬁ!i*ﬂ&ttﬂl!&&altltnllEl!'i!nnQlﬁﬁ*!tiJ'i(QiQQiiDll!»‘ll'tti.t.ll'.tlt.t
Approach: North Bound South Bound East Boungd West Bound
Movement : L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R
............ Tt | el | |t
Control: Protected Protected Split Phase Split Phase
Rights: Include Include Include Include
Min. Green: 0 0 Q 0 Q 4] 0 0 0 [} ] 4]
Lanes:

Volume Moduler

Base Vol: 291 1042 24 13 1094 s 5 5 291 14 5 7
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 291 1042 24 13 1094 5 5 5 231 i3 5 7
User Adj: 0.80 1.00 1.00 1,00 1,00 1.00 1.00 1.0 1.0 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 0.%0 0.30 0.50 0©0.50 ©¢.50 0.90 0.90 G.%0 0.%90 0,90 0.%30 0.%0
PHF Volume: 259 1158 27 14 121¢ [ 6 [ 323 16 6 8
Reduct Vol: ¢ ¢ 0 0 0 1] 0 Q 0 [ ] 0
Reduced Vol: 259 1158 27 14 1216 [ [ 6 323 16 6 8
PCE AQj: 1.00 1,00 1.00 1,00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.0C 1.60 1.00
MLF Adj: 1.60 1,060 1.00 1.00 1,00 1,00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.030
Final Vol.: 259 1158 27 14 1216 6 6 6 323 1é [ 8

Saturation Flow Module:

Sat/Lane: 1200 1500 1900 13900 1900 1900 190C 1900 1900 1800 1900 1900
Adjustment: 0.95 0.95 0.95 0.95 0.95 0.5 .95 0.85 0.85 0.94 0.94 0.94
Lanes 1.00 1.95 ¢.05 1.00 1.9 0.01 1.00 0.02 0.28 0.53 0.20 0.27
Final Sat.: 1805 3517 B2 1805 3589 i8 1845 30 1591 951 357 376

Capacity Analysis Module:

Vol/Sat: 0.14 0.33 0¢.23 0.01 0.34 0.34 0.60 0.20 0.20 0.02 ¢0.02 0.02
Crit Movesg: +*x##k TRk AKX rxxw
Green/Cycle: .17 0.56 ©0.56 0.01 0.4 0.41 0,24 0.24 0.24 0.02 0.02 0.02
Volume/Cap: 0.84 0.58 ©.58 0.58 0.84 0.84 0.01 0.84 0.84 0.84 0.84 0.84
Delay/Veh; £7.7 14.6 14.6 81.0 31.1 31.1 28.8 50.3 50.3 135.5 135 135.5
User DelAdj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.000 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.80 11.00
AdjDel/Veh: 57.7 14.6 14.6 81.0 31.1 31.1 28.8 50.3 50.3 135.5 135 135.5
DesignQueue: 12 31 1 1 44 [\ 0 [ 14 1 0 0

R A R R T T T T I T e

Traffix 7.5.0615 (c) 2001 Dowling Assoc. Licensed to OMNI-MEANS, ROSEVILLE,CA

Existing + Approved ProjectThu Oct 11, 2001 13:32:07 Page 4-1
” Sunset West Lot 19 Traffic Impact Study, 25-2645-11, #374
Existing + Approved Projects PM Peak Hour Conditions
Level Of Service Computation Report
2000 HCM Operations Method {Base Volume Alternative)

R N R N N N R Nk R W N kNN N R N U R I VPR R T AN R N AN AR R NI I PRIV KRR T R

Intersection #2 Lonetree Blvd./Blue Oaks Blvd.

L T L

Cycle {sec): 100 Critical Vol./Cap. (X): 0.760
Loss Time (8ec): 16 (Y+R = 4 sec) Average Delay (sec/veh): 30.3
Optimal Cycle: 79 Level Of Service: c
L R A e R e e R R e e e R RS )
Approach: North Bound South Bound East Bound West Bound
Movement : L - T - R - T - R L - T - R L - T - R
..... B Bt L S | ettt | DR et
Controls Protected Protected Protected Protected
Rights: Include Ignore Ignore Ignore

Min. Green: 4 0 0 0 Q 0 4] ¢ 0 0 Q Q
Lanes: 2 061 1 0 1 0 2 ¢ 1 2 0 2 0 1 1 ¢ 2 ¢ 1

Valume Module:

Base Vol: 236 122
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 236 122

229 1061 1126 691 242 13 442 109
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
229 1061 1126 691 242 13 442 109

User Adj: 1.60 1.00 ‘1,00 0.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.0C¢ 0.00
PHF Adj: 0.920 0.90 0.0 0.00 G.90 0.950 0.00 ©0.50 0.95¢ 0.00
PHF Volume: 262 136 254 0 1251 768 0 14 491 0
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Reduced Vol: 262 136 254 0 125:r 768 0 14 451 1]
PCE Adj« 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 &¢.00 1.00 .00 0.0
MLF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 0.00
Final Vol.: 262 136 254 0 1251 768 0 14 491 0
............................. B TRl | EEMRP RN
Saturation Flow Module:
Sat/Lane: 1900 1300 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 190¢ 1900 1300
Adjustment: 0,92 0,52 0.95 1.00 6.92 0.95 1.00 0.95 0.95 1.00
Lanes: 2.00 1.62 2.00 1.00 2.00 2.00 1.00 1.00 2.00 1.00

Final sat.: 3502 2821

Capacity Analysis Module:

Vol/Sat: 0.07 0.05 0.05 0.07 0.07 0.00 0.36 0.21 0.0¢ ¢.01 0.14 0.00
Crit Moves: wwi# ELER FRAKX kK
Green/Cycle: 0.10 0.08 0.08 0.11 6.09 0.00 0.47 0.63 0.00 0.02 $.18 0.00
Volume/Cap: 0.76 0.60 0.60 6.60 0.76 ©.00 0.76 0.34 0.00 0.34 0.76 0.00
Dalay/Veh: 53.4 48.1 48.1 47.3 54.1 0.0 24.0 5.0 0.¢ 53.0 44.3 0.0

- Uger DelAdj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.06 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00

AdjDel/veh: 53.4 48.1 4B.1 47.3 54.1 0.8 24.0¢ 3.0 0.0 53.0 44.3 0.0

DesignQueue: 13 7 2 6 13 ] 40 17 ] 1 23 0
AR 2222 a2 A R e e R e A L

Traffix 7.5.0615 {c) 2001 Dowling Assoc. Licensed to OMNI-MEANS, ROSEVILLE,CA




Existing + Approved ProjectThu Oct 11, 2001 13:32:07 Page 5-1
Sunset West Lot 1g Traffic Impact Study, 25-2645-11, #374
Existing + Approved Projects PM Peak Hour Conditions
Level Of Service Computation Report
2000 HCM Operations Method (Base Volume Alternative)

Cycle (sec): 100 Critical Vol./Cap. (x): 0.781
Lass Time (gec) 12 (Y+R = 4 gec) Average Delay {(sec/veh) . : 18.3
Optimal cycle: 73 Level Of Service: B
»*!0’!!‘14#b*‘t*ll4!"!#!‘tHlil!Qlttab!bIt!tt‘li*!l!t‘l!!lbblllltillb»tl&l*!ll&l
Approach: North Boung South Bound East Bound West Bound
Movement , L - T - R L - 2 . g L - r - g L -t . g
............ eroteciea N Tppaiiy e L T R
Control, _ Protected Protected Protected Protected
Rightg, Ignore Include Ignore Inciude
Min. Green, 0 [ 0 ¢ 0 0 0 0 [ 0 Q 0
Lanes: 1L 0 0 0 1 ¢ 0 0 0 o 0 0 2 ¢ 1 102 0 ¢
........... ‘::___
Volume Module:

Base vol: 36 0 1lozs 0 4 a 0 1031 473 564 117s 0
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 .00 1.00 1.00 1.06 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1,00
Initial Bse: 36 0 1loz2s 0 0 0 ¢ 1031 473 564 1175 [}
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.900 1.00 1.00 1.60 o0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHP Adj: 0.50 6,90 0.00 0.90 0.%0 ¢.90 0.90 0.99 0.00 0.50 0.%0 0.50
PHF Volume: 40 [¢] ¢ ¢] 0 0 0 1146 0 627 1306 0
Reduct vol. 0 ¢l 0 k] 0 0 9 0 ¢ 0 0 9
Reduced vol. 40 bl 0 0 0 [} 0 1246 0 627 1306 ]
PCE Adj: 1.00 1.¢00 0.00 1.00 1.90 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 1,00 1.00 1.900
MLF Adj: 1.00 2.00 0,00 1.00 1.00 1.q0 1.00 1.00 o0.00 1.00 1.00 1.90
Final vol.. 40 0 0 0 0 [ 0 1146 0 627 1306 a
............ T | I | P
Saturation Flow Module: _

Sat/Lane: 1500 1900 1900 1900 1300 1500 1900 1900 1900 1300 1900 190p
Adjustment ; 0.55 1.00 1,00 1.00 1.00 1.¢00 1.00 0.95 1,90 0.85 0.95 1,90
Lanes; 1.00 6.00 1,00 0.00 ¢.o0 0.pp 0.00 32.00 1.00 1,00 2,80 0.00
Final S$at.: 1805 Q Hwoo_ ¢ 0 0 0 3610 1500 1805 3610 0
ol oo --ois R et | Feo N
Capacity Analysis Module. ! '

Vol/sat: 0.02 0.00 9,00 ©.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.32 6.90 0.35 0.36 0.9p
Crit Moveg: LR LA R 2 wkkR

anm:\n<OHmu 0.032 0.00 0.00 0.00 ¢.0p .00 0.00 0.41 0.00 0.44 0.85 0,00
Volume/Cap: ¢.7¢ .00 0.00 0,00 9.00 0.00 o0.00 0.78 0.00 0.78 0.42 o0.90
Delay/Veh: 101.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 28.6 0.0 28,6 1.8 0.0
User Deladj: 1.00 1.00 1.0¢ 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.6 1.00 1.09 1.00
Adjbel/ven: 102.4 o.0 0.0 .0 0.0 9.0 0.0 28.6 0.0 28.¢ 1.8 0.0
DesignQueue: 2 0 o 0 0 4] [+ 41 0 23 12 0

Traffix 7,5.0615 {c) 2001 Dowling Assoc. Licensed ta OMNI-MEANS, ROSEVILLE, CA

Sunset West Lot 19 Traffic Impact Study, 25-2645-11, #374
Existing + Approved Projects PM Peak Houy Conditions

Level Of service Computation Report
2000 HCM Operationg Method (Bagse Volume Alternative)
i!ibtt‘#&&tﬁ&‘-Q.!nl'nttlﬂt"ldi""l41"»1&'iDt$*!l?a!l##'t“&!tblt!l‘ﬂﬁnl»ili‘

Intergection #4 Blue Oakg mp<a.\smmrm:mnu= Blvd./5.R.65 SB Ramps

:an»t:!‘A;-nt‘»n»»s-ls41-Qtalt-ntno»-»64»-1-n»t&&nt-1:;»&&:4»i&t:»»#ttttt»&#&t

Cycle (sec), 100 Critical Vol./cCap., (X). 0,561

Logs Time (sec): 16 {Y+R = 4 geg) Average Delay (sec/veh) : 28.1
Optimal Cycle; 54 Level Of Service: c
Qll'l!!&!}}»ﬁwlDt-iQQ‘l‘l*#!!#llli#l'l!t.lt*’t!‘iI!lﬂtlQ!*!"lt!llt&ﬁ!ﬁt&?!####!
Approach: North Bound South Bound . East Bound West Bound
Movement : L - v - g _ L - 7 - R L - T - R | L - T - R
............ Sty | Bl B S
Control; Praotected Protected _ Protected Protected
Rights: Ignere Ignore Include Ignore
Min. Green. (] a 0 ] 0

Lanes: 1.0 0 o0 2

Volume Module:

Base Vol: 18 0 279 514 151 62 0 711 18 117 365 739
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.0p 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.¢00 1,00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bge, 18 Q 279 5§14 151 62 a0 711 18 117 355 728
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 ¢.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 o.p0
PHF Adi. 0.30 6.90 0,00 o0.90 6.9¢ ©0.00 0.30 0.9p 0.90 0.96 0.90 0,00
PHF Volume: 20 0 0 571 168 0 0 790 20 130 406 0
Reduct vol. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Reduced vol: 20 o 0 571 1se ¢ 0 790 20 130 408 0
PCE Adj: 1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 5.0¢ 1.00 1,00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.00
MLF adj: 1.00 1.00 0,00 1.00 1.00 D.00 2,00 t.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 o0.9¢
Final vol.: 20 0 0 571 16g o ¢ 790 20 130 406 [

Saturation Flow Module:

Sat/Lane: 1900 1900 1900 1500 1900 1900 1900 1%00 13500 1900 1900 1500
Adjustment ; 0.95 1.00 o0.88 0.95 0.35 1.go 1.00 0.9 op.91 0.92 0.95 1.00
Lanes: 1.00 0.00 2.00 1.00 2.00 1,00 0.00 3.90 o0.10 2.00 2.00 1.00
Final g§at., 1808 0 3344 1405 3610 1500 0 6718 170 3502 3610 1300

J-omeeeean Homeeonns SRl | EERpE REenE] | “m-eee)
Capacity Analysis Module:

Vol/sat: 0.01 0.00 o0.00p -0.32 0.05 0.00 0.00 0.12 0.12 0.04 0.11 o0.00
Crit Mover: AR REWN Wk kkwn
Green/Cycle, 0.11 0.00 0.00 0.56 0.46 ¢.00 0.00 0.21 0,21 0.07 0.28 0.00
<0~¢5ﬂ\nwﬁn 0.1¢ 0.00 0.00 ©.56 0.10 0.60 0.00 0.58 0.56 9,58 0.41 o0.00
Delay/veh, 40.4 0.0 0.0 14.6 15.6 0.0 0.0 35.3 35.9 48.4 29.8 0.0
User DelAdj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.p0 1.00 1.0¢0 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
AdiDel/Veh: 40,4 0.0 0.0 14.6 15.6 0.0 6.6 35.9 35.9 4g.4 29.8 0.0
DeaignQueue: 1 0 [ 15 5 [ ¢ 36 1 ? 17 0

Traffix 7.5,0615 (c} 2001 Dowling Assoc, Licensed to OMNI -MEANS, ROSEVILLE, CA
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Sunset West Lot 19 Traffic Impact .Study, 25-2645-11, #374
Existing + Approved Projects + Project landuse Alternative Ap
PM Peak Hour Conditions

Scenario Report :

Scenario: Exatg + Apprvd Prjs.+ Project LU Alt.A0 PM Pk Hxr Conds.
Command Default Command

Volume: Default Volume

Geometry: Default Geometry

Impact Fee: befault Impact Fee

Trip Generation: Default Trip Generation

Trip Distribution: Default Trip Distribution

Pathsg: Default Paths

Routes: Default Routes

Configurationi Default Configuration

Tra€fix 7.5.0615 (¢} 2001 Dowling AsBoc. Licensed to OMNI-MEANS, ROSEVILLE,CA

Sunset West Lot 19 Traffic Impact Study, 25-2645-11, #374
Existing + Approved Projects + Project Landuse Alternative AQ
PM Peak Hour Conditions

Intexrsection

Impact Analysis Report
Level Of Service

Base Future Change
pel/ v/ pel/ V/ in
LDS Vveh c LOS Veh o]

# 1 Lonetree Blvd./Lonetree Center € 31,0 0.859 C 31.0 0.8B59 + 0.000 D/V

# 2 Lonetree Blvd./Blue Oaks Blvd. C 34.9 0,828 ¢ 34.9 0.828 + 0.000 D/V

* * %
w - [

*
o

% 7 Lonetree Blvd./Dxwy. #3 (South C 20.8 0.000 ¢ 20.8 0.0068 + 0.000 V/C

*
o

Blue Oaks Blvd./S.R.65 NB Ramp B 19.5 0.827 B 19.9 0.827 + 0.000 D/V
Blue Oaks Blvd./Washington Blv ¢ 28.6 0.892 C 28.6 0.592 + 0.000 D/V
Blue Osks Blvd,/Drwy. #1 (East B 10.8 0.000 B 106.8 0.000 + 0.000 V/C

Blue Oaks Blvd./Drwy. #2 (West B 19.7 0.456 B 19.7 0.456 + 0.000 D/V

Lonetree Blvd./Drwy. #4 {North C 16.3 0.000 C 16.3 0.000 + 0.000 V/C

Traffix 7.5.0615 (¢) 2001 Dowling Assoc. Licensed to ozzm-xmvzm. ROSEVILLE,CA
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Sunset West Lot 19 Traffic Impact Study, 25-2645-11, #374
Existing + Approved Projects + Project Landuse Altexnative A0
. PM Peak Hour Conditions
Level Of Service Computation Report
2000 HCM Operations Method {(Base Volume Alternative)
E R R R R R R e e s A R R A R RS e R R sy

Intersection #1 Lonetree Blvd./Lonetree Center Drwy./Grand Canyon Dr.
I 2222222223222 22 R E s e e R e R R LR SRR R R A R R R R i sl sl s

Cycle (sec): 100 Critical Vol./Cap. (X)}: 0.85%
Loss Time (sec): 16 | = 4 sec) Average Delay (sec/veh): 31.0
Optimal Cycles 102 Level Of Service: c
PR R AR e e s e AR S R e R R A Al RAad ittt ittt
approach: North Bound South Bound East Bound West Bound
Movement L - T - R L - T -~ R L - T - L
............... {emmrm —_——-
Control: Protected Protected Split Phase split Phase
Rightsa Include Include Include Include
Min. Green: 0 [ 4] 0 0 0 o 0 0 4] 0 0
Lanes: 10 1 1 0 1 ¢ 1 1 0 | 10 0 1 0 ¢ 0 1rQ 0o
“““““““ R L | B | R ey
Volume Module:
Base Vol: 291 11086 24 13 1158 5 5 5 29 14 5 ki
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initjal Bse: 291 1106 24 13 1158 s s s 251 14 5 7
User Adj: ¢.80 2.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.0¢ 1.00 2.00 1.00 11.00 1.00 1l.0Q
PHF Adi: 0.90 0.90 Q0.9%90 0.90 0.50 ©.9%0 0.%0 0.90° 0.90 0.80 0.90 0.9¢C
PHF Volume: 259 1229 27 14 1287 & [ 6 323 16 6 8
Reduct Vol Q 0 0 0 0 0 [¢] ] 0 a 0 o
Reduced Vol: 259 122% 27 14 1287 6 [ 6 323 16 6 a
PCE Adj: 1.06 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
MLF Adj 1,00 1,00 1,00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.0¢ 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Final Vol.: 259 1229 27 14 1287 - 6 [ 6 323 16 6 8
........... e 1 S | P | B L
Saturation Flow Module:
Ssat/Lane: 1500 1500 1500 15G0 1900 1900 1900 1900 1508 1900 1900 1900
Adjustment: 0.95 0.95 0.85 0.95 0.95 0.95 {.95 0.85 0.85 0.94 0.94 0.94
Lanesg: 1.00 1.96 0.04 1.00 1.%% 0.01 1.00 0.02 0.%8 ©.53 0.20 0.27

Final Sat.: 1805 3522 77 1805 3590 17 1805 30 1591 951 357 476

||||||||||||||||||||||||| Saaos nlvvllillnnlnnnm
Capacity Analysis Module: X H
Vol/Sat: ¢.14 .35 0.35 0.01 0.35 @.36 ©0.00 0.20 @&.20 0.02 0.02 0.02
nﬂwn Moves: *kkk kRN e sl kW
Green/Cycle: 0.17 0.57 0.57 ©.01 0.42 0.42 0.24 0.24 0.24 0.02 0.02 0.02
Volume/Cap: 0.86 0.61 0.61 ¢.61 0.86 ©0.86 0.01 0.86 0.86 0.86 0.86 0.86
Delay/Veh: 6.7 14.6 14.6 868.9 31.7 31.7 29.3 54.0 54.0 145.5 145 145.5
User Deladdj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
AdjDel/veh: 61.7 14.6 14.6 B88.9 31.7 31.7 29.3 54.0 54.0 145.5 145 145.5
DesignQueue: 12 32 1 1 46 0 0 0 14 1 0 ]

B e 2 A R R T T e R 222 22X T2 LS Fh R TR E R P RN RRRN NN T TRERKR

Traffix 7.5.0615 {c)} 2001 Dowling Assoc. Licensed to OMNI-MEANS, ROSEVILLE,CA
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Sunset West Lot 19 Traffic Impact Study, 25-2645-11, #374
Existing + Approved Projects + Project Landuse Alternative A0
PM Peak Hour Conditions

Level Of Service Computation Report
2000 HCM Operations Method (Base Volume Alternative)
Ak kAR h kAR AT F Rk RN AT R KR TR AN RN NN A ARSI TR R ARk F RN ke d bbbk kb rh kb &

Intersection #2 Lonetree Blvd./Blue Oaks Blvd.
AR AR NN AN E I NN AR A R AR R R R R A A A A A Ak F P A N kA I AR A AR R AN NN AR I RA AR NSRS

Cycle (sec): 100 Critical Vol./Cap. (X): 0.828
Loss Time {sec): 16 (Y+R = 4 sec) Average Delay (sec/veh): 34.9
Optimal Cycle: a3 Level Of Service: c
12222223122 R R R R R e e e R R L 22 SRR R L]
Approach: North Bound South Bound- East Bound West Bound
Movement : L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R | L - T - R |
e R o Affmmmssmmneaaas [ommmommmomaene commsseoooaae
Control: Protected Protected Protected Protected
Rights: Include Ignore Ignore Ignore

Min. Green: o 1] 4] 0 [ ¢ 0 0 Q 0 0 ]
Lanest 2 0 1 1 0 10 2 0 1 2 0 2 0 1 1 0 2 0 1

Volume Medule:

Base Vol: 236 169 28 109 229 1014 1173 736 242 59 578 109
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.0 1.08 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 236 169 29 109 229 1014 1173 736 242 59 578 109

User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 ©0.00 1,00 1,00 €.00 1.00 1.00 G.00
PHF Adj: 0.% 0.90 0.90 0.%0 ¢.90 <&.00 0.5%0 0.5 0.00 ©.5C 0.50 (.00
PHF Volume: 262 188 32 121 254 0 66 642 0
Reduct Vol: o 0 0 ) 0 0 Q 0 Q
Reduced Vol: 262 188 32 121 254 0 66 642 Q
PCE Ad4j: 1.00 1.00 1.00 11.00 1.00 £.00 1.00 1.00 0.00
MLF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 11.00 1.0Q 0.00 1.00 1.00 0.00
Final Vol.: 262 188 32 121 254 0 66 642 0

Saturation Flow Module:

Sat/Lane: 1900 1900 19040 1200 1900
Adjustment: ©¢.%2 0.93 0.93 0.95 0.95
Lanes: 2.00 1,71 0.29 1.00 2.00
Final Sat.: 3502 3017 © 514 180% 3610

Capacity Analysis Module:

Vol/Sat: 0.07 0.06 0.06 0.07 0,07 0.00 ©0.37 0.23 0.00 0.04 0.18 Q.00
Crit Moveg: *¥%+¥ (2233 kA k Ekww
Green/Cycle: 0.09 0.08 0.08 0.05 0.09 0.00 0.45 0.57 0,00 0.0% 0.21 (.00
Volume/Cap: ©.83 0.74 0.74 0.74 0.83 0.00 Q.83 0.40 0.00 0.40 0.83 0.00
Delay/Veh: 61.0 54.0 54.0 60.3 61.8 0.0 27.% 12.0 0.0 44.3 44.8 0.0
User DelAdj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.60 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
AdjDel/vVeh: 61.0 54.0 54.0 60.3 €1.8 0.0 27.9 12.0 0.0 44.3 44.8 0.0

DesignQueue: 13 10 2 § 13 0 44 21 0 3 29 0
PR e e A R R R L L e e e e e e e R e s

Traffix 7.5.0615 {c) 2001 Dowling Assoc. Licengsed to OMNI-MEANS, ROSEVILLE,CA
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Sunset West Lot 19 Traffic Impact Study, 25-2645-11, #374
Existing + Approved Projects + Project Landuse Alternative A0
PM Peak Hour Conditions

Level Of Service Computation Report
2000 HCM Operations Method (Base Volume Alternative)
P2 2222223 R AR e L e R e e s AR s R R s

Intersection #3 Blue Qaks Blvd./S.R.65 NB Ramps
AR Rk kR R N RN TN TN A RN AN NN A A AN RN ARk T kT r kv bbbk

Cycle (sec): 100 Critical Vol./Cap. (X): 0.827
Loss Time (sec): 12 (¥Y+R = 4 sec) Average Delay {Bec/veh}: 19.9
Optimal Cycle: 84 Level Of Service: B

P e R R R R A e R I RS e R R
Approach: North Bound South Bound East Bound West Bound
Movement L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R |
Control: Protected Protected Pratected Protected
Rights: Ignore Include Ignore Include
Min. Green: o o 3] 1 0 0 0 Q 0 ] 9 0
Lanesa: 1 0 ¢ 0 1 a 0 0o o 0 0 0 2 0 1 10 2 0 0

Volume Module:

Base Vol: 36 0 1064 0 0 0 ¢ 1087 473 603 1229 0
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 36 0 1064 ] 0 0 0 1087 473 603 1229 [¢]
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 ©0.00 1,00 2.00 1.0¢ 1.00 1.00 0,00 21.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 0.80 0.90 o0.00 ©0.50 0.%0 0.50 0.90 0.90 O0.00 0.50 0.90 ©.90
PHF Volume: 40 [+] ] Q
Reduct Vol: 0 [¢] 0 Q
Reduced Vol: 40 ] 0 0
0.00 1.00
0.00 1.00
0 0
Saturation Flow Module: w“
Sat/Lane: 1900 1900 1900 1900
aAdjustment: ©0.95 1.00 1.00 1.00
Lanes: 1.00 ¢.00 1.00 0.00
Final Sat.: 1805 0 1%00 0

\rr|l|¢\:c1‘_4|.11a 11111111
Capacity Analysis Module;
Vol/Sat: 0.02 0.00 0.0¢ 0.0C 0.0C 0.00 0.00 0.33 0.00 0.37 0.38 0.00
Crit Moves: TxRE XHAE 12224
OHﬂﬂa\n<an" 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.40 0.00 0.45 0.85 0.00
Volume/Cap: 0.83 0.0¢ 0.00 0.00 ¢.00 0.00 0.00 0.83 0.00 0.83 0.44 0.00
Delay/Veh: 1317.0 0.0 ¢.0 0.0 0.0 Q0.0 0.0 30.7 0.0 31.2 1.8 0.0
User Deladj: 1,00 1,00 11.00 1.001.00 1.0 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.0¢
AdjDel/Veh: 117.0 ¢.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 30.7 0.0 31.2 1.8 0.0
DesignQueue: 2 0 0 0 0 0 1] 44 (] 23 12 0

ER R T e e )

Traffix 7.5.0615 (c) 2001 Dowling Assoc. Licensed to OMNI-MEANS, ROSEVILLE,CA
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Sunset West Lot 19 Traffic Impact Study, 25-2645-11, #374
Existing + Approved Projects + Project Landuse Alternative AO
PM Peak Hour Conditions
tevel Of Service Computation Report
2000 HCM Operations Method (Base Volume Alternative)
AN ARk A ek KN T RN A R NN N RN R AR AR AR RN AN RS FXANRNR N RN R T IR TN R TR R hw

Intersection #4 Blue Oaks Blvd./Washington Blvd./S.R.65 SB Ramps
P 2222 2R R s R R L R R S 2R 2 S s  E

Cycle (sec): 100 Critical Vol./Cap. (X}: 0.592
Logs Time (sec): 16 {Y+R = 4 sec) Average Delay (sec/veh): 28.6
Optimal Cycle: 57 Level Of Service: c

B L L e e e e AR s e Al
Approach: North Bound South Bound East Bound West Bound
Movement : _ L - 7T - R i L - T - R " L - T - R 0 L-- T - R |
Control: Protected Protected Protected Protected
Rights: Ignore Ignore Include Ignore
Min. Green: 0 0 o 0 Q 0 [} 0 0 0 ] 0
Lanes: 10 0 0 2 1 0 2 01 o 0 3 1 0 2 0 2 0 1

Volume Module:

Base Vol: 18 Q 289 550 151 62 0 72} ig 126 374 768
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.0¢ 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 18 Q 289 55¢ 151 62 0 721 18 126 374 765
Usexr Adj: 1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00° 0.00 1.00 1.¢0 1.00 21.00 1.00 0.00
PHF Adj: 0.%0 0.90 0.00 0.90 0.90 0.00 0.90 0.%0 0.90 0.%0 ¢.90 0.00
PHF Volume: 20 0 611 168 0 ¢ aol 20 140 416 0
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0 Q 0 0 <] 0 1] 1] 0
Reduced Vol: 20 0 611 168 0 0 801 20 140 416 0
PCE Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 .00 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.00
MLF Adi: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.0¢ 0.00 1.¢Q0 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.00

Final Vol.: 20 Q 611 168 0 ¢ 801 20 140 416 0

Saturation Flow Module:

Sat/Lanes 1800 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
Adjustment: 0.95 1.00 0.88 ©0.95 0.95 1.00 1.00 06.21 (.91 ¢.92 0.35 1.00
Lanes: - 1.0 ¢.00 2,00 1.00 2.00 :.00 0.00 3.90 0.10 - 2.00 2.00 1.00
Pinal Sat.: 1805 0 3344 1805 3610 1500 0 6721 168 3502 3610 1300

Capacity Analysis Module: )

Vol/Bat: 0.0 ¢.00 0.60 ©0.34 0.05 0.00 0.00 0.12 0.12 ¢©£.04 0.12 0.00
Crit Moves: 13223 AT EEE ] TEAR
Green/Cycle: 0.11 0.00 0.00 0.57 0.46 0.00 0.00 ©.20 0.20 0.07 0.27 0.00
Volume/Cap: 0.1¢ ¢.00 0.00 0.59 0.10 0.00 0.00 0.59 0.59 0.59 0.43 0.00
Delay/Veh: 40.3 0.0 0.0 14.8 15.2 0.0 0.0 36.9 3.9 48.3 30.5 0.0
User DelAdj: 1.60 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.0¢ 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1,00 1.00
AdjDel/Veh: 40.3 0.0 0.0 14.8 15.2 ¢.0 0.0 36.9 36.9 49.3 30.5 0.0
DesignQueue: 1 Q 0 .16 5 ] ¢ 37 1 ? 17 0

L e T R R 2 s

Traffix 7.5.0615 (c) 2001 Dowling Assoc. Licensed to OMNI-MEANS, ROSEVILLE,CA
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Sunset West Lot 19 Traffilc Impact Study, 25-2645-11, #374
Existing + Approved Projects + Project Landuse Altexnative AQ
PM Peak Hour Conditionsg
Level Of Service Computation Report

2000 HCM Unsignalized Method (Base Volume Alternative)
AR A AN A AN R R R KR N A R A AR N AT AR N AN AN RN N AN AR AN AN RLNN TN NN

Intersection #5 Blue Oaks Blvd./Drwy. #1 (East}
B P P e e E e 2 2T

Average Delay {(sec/veh): 10.8 Worst Case Level Of Service: B
R R A R N A R kA kAN R A A R R R XA R RN R AT T E A NN AN AL TR TN
Approach: North Bound South Bound East Bound West Bound
Movement : L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R
‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘ Rt L | et F EEEE LRI TR
Control: Stop Sign Stop Sign Uncontrolled Uncontrolled
Rights: Include Include . Include Include
Lanes: ¢ 0 0 ¢ O 0 0 ¢ 0o 1 0 0 2 ¢ 0 0 ¢ 1 1 o
oty LT RERp | ENEEREERE [ RSt [frmmmemnsnemens _
Volume Module:

Base Vol: 3] [1] 0 0 0 10 o 929 0 0 610 58
Growth Adj: 1.00 2.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.60 1.00 1.00 1.00 X.00 1.00
Initial Bse: o 0 ] 0 ] 10 0 92% 0 0 610 58
User Adj: 1.00 .00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1,00
PHF Adj: 0.9¢ 0.90 .0.90 0.90 0.0 ©.50 ©.90 0.90 0.50 0.50 0.30 0.90
PHF Volume: 0 D 0 o 11 0 1032 0 0 678 64
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0 [ [+ 0 [+] 0 0 0 0
Final vol.: 4] 0 0 0 1 0 1032 0 0 678 64

cemmsmccaan _ |||||||||||||

Critical Gap Madule:
Critical Gp:xxxoox Xx%X
FollowUpTim: Xxxxx 20006

Capacity Module:

Cnflict VOl: XXXX XXXX XXXXX XXXX 0000 371  XIOOX XXKX XKXXX XXXX XKKK KXKKX
Potent Cap.: OOIX JOIKX XXXXX XXXX XXRX 632 MAAX XXX XKXXX XXXX XHAX XXXXX
Move Cap.) ARXK XXKX KXAKX HXKK XXX 632 XXXX XHRX AAXKX  XKKK AXKX XKXXXK

Level Of Service Module:

Stopped Del:XOmXXX XIOO& XXXXX XXOOX XXX 10.8 XXX XXX XOKKK XXIOK XIOCK KA
rom U< zo<mh * * - * * B * * * * * *

Movement : LT - LTR - RT LT - LTR - RT LT - LTR - RT LT - LTR - RT

Shared Cap.: XXXX XXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXX KKKKX XKOK XOOKX XOKXKX 000K XXXX 0000
Shrd StpDel:XXXXX XXAX XOOKKX XAXAX XIOOK XKXKK O0IXK XXXX J0OEXX XXKXX XXXK XKHXX

Shared LOS: * * * * * * * * * * * *
ApproachDel: KEKRXK 10.8 AKX oot
ApproachLOS: * B * «

Traffix 7.5.0615 (c) 2001 Dowling Assoc. Licensed to OMNI-MEANS, ROSEVILLE,CA
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sunset West Lot 19 Traffic Impact Study, 25-2645-11, #374
Existing + Approved Projects + Project Landuse Alternative Af
PM Peak Hour Conditions
Level Of Service Computation Report

2000 HCM Operations Method (Base Volume Alternative)
R R R AR A A N TN N A AN A AN TN AN AN A RN NN AN AN AR AR TN E A TR AR A AN,

Intergsection #6 Blue Oaks Blvd./Drwy. #2 (West)
L L e L T T F Y L

Cycle {sec): 100 Critical Vol./Cap. (X}: 0.456

Logs Time (sec): 12 (Y+R = 4 sec) Average Delay (sec/veh}: 18.7
Optimal Cycle: 38 Level Of Service: B

KK E AN E TN R E N A AR N AR AT NN P APk R I TN TSP RN Rttt d ek kA A kb r ek ke kb kR
Approach: North Bound South Bound East Bound West Bound
Movement : L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R
Control: Protected Pratected Protected Protected
Rights: Include Include Include Include
Min. Green: 0 0 (] 0 ] ¢ o ] 0 o '} o
Lanes:

Volume Module:

Base Vol: [ 0 0 147 [ 217 92 782 0 o 529 91
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.0¢ 1.00 1.0 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.08 1.00
Initial Bse: 0 0 0 147 0 217 82 782 0 0 529 81
User Adj. 1.60 1,00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.0Q0 1.0¢ 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: £.90 0.90° 0.90 0.90.¢.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.%0 0.%0 0.90
PHF Volume: [} Q 4] 163 4] 241 102 Be9 0 ¢ 588 icl
Reduct Vol: ] ] 3 0 0 2] [ [ 1] 4 i+ 0
Reduced Vol: 0 ¢ 0 163 0 241 102 869 0 0 588 101
PCE Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.0¢ 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
MLF Adjs 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1,00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Final vol.: 0 Q ¢ 163 0 241 102 869 0 4 588 101

....... B [T [ I [ g
Saturation Plow Module: I I H *
Sat/Lane: 1500 1500 190C¢ 1900 15900 1900 1900 190C¢ 1900 1900 190C 1900
Adjustment: 1.00 1.00 1.00.0.95 1.60 ©.85 ©0.95 0.95 1.00 1.00 0.93 0.93
Lanes: Q.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.06 1,00 2.00 0.00 ©.00 1.71 ©.29
Final Sat.s ] 0 0 1805 0 1615 1805 3610 0 0 3013 518
Capacity Analysis Module: x H i !
Vol/Sat: 0.06 0.00 0.00 0.09 0.00 0.}5 ©.06 0.24 0.00 ©.00 €.20 0.20
Crit Moves: ITTTER TR T ke

Green/Cycle: 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.33 0.00 0.33 0.12 0.55 0.00 0.00 0.43 0.43
Volume/Cap: 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.28 0.00 0.46 0.46 0.44 0.00 0.00 0.46 0.46
Delay/Veh: 0.¢ 0.0 0.0 25.1 0.0 27.2 42.1 13.3 0.0 0.0 20.5 20.5
User DelAdj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 31.00 1.00 1.00 11.00 1.00 1.00 2.G0 1.08 1.00
Adjpel/veh: 0.0 ¢.0 a.0 25.1 0.0 27.2 42.1 13.3 0.0 6.0 20.5 20.5
DesignQueua: 0 ¢ [ 6 0- 9 5 23 0 ¢ ac 3

RE AR R R T T T T T T T

Traffix 7.5.0615 (c) 2001 Dowling Assoc. Licensed to OMNI-MEANS, ROSEVILLE,CA
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Sunget West Lot 19 Traffic Impact Study, 25-2645-11, #374
Existing + Approved Projects + Project Landuse Alternative A0
PM Peak Hour Conditions

Level Of Service Computation Report
2000 BCM Unsignalized Method (Base Volume Alternative)
»*u*nn#ttt!*44n*‘ﬁQttliﬁkl%l¥*ttlttn'1“‘»'lnllt&ttt&ittt!tti&#t*tmDttt.t‘»l»&“
Intersection #7 Lonetree Blvd./Drwy. #3 (South)
&t!bﬂn!!l»nt!144***‘*&&!&Qinltitl&lQ“‘lD!!!41&##&1"!}*i*"*’i’&““'ﬂ!*!!!*#ﬁl

- Average Delay {sec/veh): 20.8 Worst Case Level Of Service: c
LA AR R R R AR RS e e s e R 22 2 2 2 R R R eI ™ ™
Appxocach: North Bound South Bound East Bound West Bound
Movement « L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R
........... R Ot it | O el
Control: Uncontrolled Uncontrolled Stop Sign ! Stop Sign
Rights: Include Include Include Include
Lanes: 6 0 1 1 o 10 2 0 ¢ 0o 0 0 0 © 0 0 0 0 1
............ e | B | R | ARt
Volume Module:

Base Vol: 0 1332 119 111 1352 4] a o Q ¢ 4] 92
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 3.00 1,00 21,00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1,00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bee: ¢ 1332 119 111 1352 0 Q ] 0 L] 0 92
User Adj: 1.60 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF a4dj: 0.%0 0.50 0.90 0.90 0.%0 0.90 0.50 0.90 0.90 ©0.90 0.90 0.50
PHF Volume s ¢ 1480 132 123 1502 ] 0 1] 0 ] 0 102
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0 0 0 ] 0 0 0 0 0 Q0
Final Vol.: 0 1480 132 123 1502 4] 0 0 0 0 0 102

Critical Gap Mocdule:
Critical Gp:XXxxX XXXX 10X 4
FOllowUPTim:XXXXX XXXKX XXXXX 2.2 XXXX XXXXX XXXKK JOOOK XXXXX KKXXK XKRKK -

......... R L Rt EEEERR | FASSRaRa | Mty

Capacity Module:

Cnflict Vol: xXXX XXXX XXXXX 1612 XXAX XXXXX XKKX XXKKXK XXXXX XXXX XKxx 806
Potent Cap.: XXXX XXXX XXXXX 410 XXXX XXXXKX XXX XXXX XAXXX XXKK 00K 329
Move Cap.:

Level Of Service Module:

Stopped Del:xxoac xxxx xoacX  17.5 XXk XXXk 200000 XXKX XKKKX KXXKX 300k 20.8
LOS U< Move: * * * n - * * * - * * ﬁ

Movement : LT - LTR = RT LT - LTR - RT LT - LTR ~ RT LT « LTR - RT

Shared Cap.: XXXX XXXX XXKKX XHXX XXXX XXXKX XKKK XHKK XXKXK XXXK XKHKXK 30000
Shrd StpDel ooiX 100K HXXXX XXXXKX XXXK JOOOK XXHKK XXXX XKKKK J0000K XXKX XKKKX

Shared LOS: * * * * * * * - * * * >
ApproachDel; KKKIOK ARXXXK XXX 20.8
ApproachLOS : * x - C

Traffix 7.5.0615 (c) 2001 Dowling Assoc. Licensed to OMNI-MEANS, ROSEVILLE,CA
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Sunset West Lot 19 Traffic Impact Study, 25-2645-11, #374
Existing + Approved Projects + Project Landuse Alternative A0
PM Peak Hour Conditions
Level Of Service Computation Report
2000 HCM Unsignalized Method {Base Volume Alternative}
AR RS A A R s L P S 32222222222

Intersection #8 Lonetree Blvd./Drwy. #4 (North)
t#*“‘lﬁ!““"llllklllltt?'ﬁ*i*.*!xQQ“RR»»‘&t*tQQQE‘#F}}&*&’tﬁttt*“’l!til*ﬁ'&

Average Delay (sec/veh). 16.3 Worst Case Level Of Service: c
B A A g S e R R 2 2 A I I T I I
Approach: North Bound South Bound East Bound West Bound
Movement s L - T - R L - T - R L -~ T - R
.............................. T _
Uncontrolled H Uncontrolled ! Stop Sign Stop Sign
Include ' Include Include Include

9 0 ¥ 1 0 a 0 2 o0 o0 0 0 0 o o G 0 0 0 1

Volume Module:

Bage Vol: 0 1404 20 0 1463 0 4] Q 0 [+ 0 17
Growth Adj: 1.60 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 '2.00 1.00 1.00 1.60
Initial Bse: 0 1404 20 0 1463 ] /] 0 Q0 0 9 17
User Adj: 1.00 2.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 .2.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 0.90 0,30 ©.90 ©0.50 0.90 0.90° 0.90 ¢.%0 0.5¢ 0.50 0.90 0.80
PHF Volume: 0 1560 22 0 1626 ¢ 0 0 [+ 0 0 19
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0 ] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Final vol.: 0 1560 22 0 1626 0 0 ¢ 0 [ 0 19

Critical Gap Module:

Critical GpiXXXXX XIOOL XXXKK XXXXX XXXX KXXKX I00CKK XXXX KKXXX XHKXKK XXXK 6
FollowUpTim: XXXXX XXXX XAKKK JEXXX XK XXKXX XKKKAK KXKKX XKKHK XKXXX KHKK 3.
........... D L Y Y ) PSS
Capacity Module: l .

Cnflict Vol: omex XXXX XXXXX 00K J0OX JOOKKX XXXX KKKK XKKXX 10000 Xxxx 791
Potent €ap.: XXXX XKXX XXXXX XXX XXX XXXKK XXXKX XOOKK XXIOEK  XXXX KKKX 337
Move Cap.: WK XXXX. KANXK KKK XAXK KKK XXX XKXKK XKHXKK XXX 300K 337

e T FEn. N | E—— e |

Level Of Service Module:

Stopped DeliloocXX XXXK XXKIOOK XKKXX XKXX HXXKK XKKKK H000K XXXXK XKXXXX XXxx 16.3
108 by Move: - * * * * * * * x * - c

Movement ¢ LT - LTR ~ RT LT - LTR - RT LT - LTR - RT LT - LTR - RT

Shared Cap.: XXxx XxXx XOOKX 000X XXXX XOOKK  XXXX XKKKX 000K XK KXXX XKHKK
Shrd StpDel: XXX XXXX XXXKX XXXXX XXXKX XXXXX KKK XHKKK XKXKK KHKXK XXKHK KOKK

Shared LOS: * * 3 » " * * - * * - M
ApproachDel: RAKKXK HOOOKK J00CXKX ) 16.3
ApproachLO8: * - * c

Traffix 7.5.061% (c) 2001 Dowling Assoc. Licensed to OMNI-MEANS, ROSEVILLE,CA
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Sunset West Lot 19 Traffic Impact Study, 25-2645-11, #374
Existing + Approved Projects + Project Landuse Alternative D
PM Peak Hour Conditions

Scenario Report

Scenario: Exstg + Apprvd Prjs.+ Project LU Alt.B PM Pk Hr Conds.
Command : Default Command

Volume : Default Volume

Geometry: Default Geometry

Impact Fee: Default Impact Fee

Trip Generation: befault Trip Generation

Trip Distribution: Default Trip Distribution

Paths: Default Paths

Routesd: Default Routes

Configuration: Default Configuration

Traffix 7.5.0615 (c) 2001 Dowling Assoc. Licensed to OMNI-MEANS, ROSEVILLE,CA
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Sunset West Lot 1% Traffic Impact Study, 25-2645-11, #3734
Existing + Approved Projects + Project Landuse Alternative D
PM Peak Hour Conditions

Impact Analysis Repaort
Level Of Service

Intergection Base Future Change
Del/ v/ Del/  V/ in
LOS Veh C LOS veh C
# 1 Lonetree Blvd./lLonetree Center C 31.1 0.860 . C 31.1 0.860 + 0.000 D/V
# 2 Lonetree Blvd./Blue Oaks Blvd. D 35.1 0,831 D 3S.1 0.831 + 0.000 D/V

# 3 Blue Oaka Blvd./S.R.65 NB Ramp B 19.8 0.826 B 19.8 0.826 + 0.000 D/V

# 4 Blue Oaks Blvd./Washington Blv C 28.7 ¢.594 C 28.7 0.594 + 0.000 D/V
# 5 Blue Oaks Blvd./Drwy. #1 (East B 10.8 0.000 B8 10¢.8 0.000 + 0.000 V/C
# 6 Blue Oaks Blvd./Drwy. #2 {(West C 20.8 0.477 C '20.8 0.477 + 0.000 D/V

# 7 Lonetree Blvd./Drwy. #3 (South C 18.2 ©.00C C 18.2 0.000 + 0.000 V/C

# 8 Lonetree Blvd./Drwy. #4 (North C 18.31 0.000 C 18.3 0.000 + 0.000 V/C

Traffix 7.5.0615 {c) 2001 Dowling Assoc. Licensed to OMNI-MEANS, ROSEVILLE,CA
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Sunset West Lot 19 Traffic Impact Study, 25-2645-11, #374
Existing + Approved Projects + Project Landuse Alternative D
PM Peak Hour Conditions

Level Of Service Computation Report
2000 HCM Operations Method (Base Volume Altermative)
!&tltllti&*tt**l»Q*i*!l*.’?ttt!i‘!ltbﬂ"tt‘t*!ﬂﬁ*ﬁ&ﬁEktk!*!kFl!lIlllli&tt’tt‘!i!

Intersection #1 Lonetree Blvd./Lonetree Center Drwy./Grand Canyon Dr.
!‘k!kl#»tt!!llnl*»i##%nt»&nni!Q»"‘»&&&lllttll&*t'!!‘iﬁll‘!‘lll!i!!...!!!&&&lﬁll

Cycle (sec): 100 Critical Vol./Cap. (X): 0.860
Loss Tiwme (sec): 16 (Y+R = 4 gec) Average Delay (sec/veh): 31.1
Optimal Cycle: 102 Level Of Service: c
AR A AL ELLAS AL ARl MRS s st s I R R R R R R 2RIy
Approach: North Bound South Bound East Bound West Bound
Movement : - T - R L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R
............ el | e | Ol | B ERE TR y
Control: Protected Protected Split Phase split Phase
Rights: Include Include Include Include
Min. Green: 0 0 0 o 0 0 Q 0 0 0 0 ]
Lanes: 1 0 1 1 ¢ 10 1 1 0 i ¢ 0 1 0 0 0 1:r0 o©

Volume Madule:

Base Vol: 291 1105 24 13 1181 S 5 5 291 14 5 7
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 2.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 291 1105 24 13 1161 5 5 5 291 14 5 7
User Adj: 0.8¢ 1,00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.0¢ 1.00
PHF Adj: 0.90 0.30 0.90 0.90 0.90 ©0.90 0.90 ¢.90 0.20 0.90 0.9¢ 0.50
PHF Volume: 259 1228 27 14 12390 6 & s 323 16 [ 8
Reduct Vol: 0 o 0 0 Q 1] ] [} o 0 a [
Reduced Vol: 259 1228 27 14 1290 [ 6 6 323 16 6 8
PCE Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1,00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.060 1.060 1.00 1.00 1.00
ML¥ Adj: 1.00 1.060 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Final Vol.: 259 1228 27 14 1290 6 & 6 323 1& 6 8

........ e | B | AR SRS | P,

Saturation Flow Module:

Sat/Lane: 1900 1900 1500 1900 1900 1900 1800 1500 1900 1900 1900 1900
Adjustment: 0.95 0.95 0.95 0.95 0.95 0.95 0.95 0.85 0.85 0.94 0.94 0.94
Lanes: 1.00 1.96 0.04 1.00 1.99 0.01 1.00 0.02 Q.98 0.53 0.20 0.27

Final Sat.: 1805 3522 77 1805 3590 17 _Hmcm 30 1531 951 357 . 476
........ R LTt | EERREROOUS Y | PR e Pt e
Capacity Analysis Module:

Vol/Sat: 0.14 0.35 0.35 0.01 0.36 0.36 0.00 0.20 ©0.20 0.02 0.02 Q.02
Crit Moves: TEEE tkwd Tk w *hw
Green/Cycle: 0.17 0.57 0.57 0.01 0.42 0.42 0.24 0.24 0.24 ¢.02 0.02 0.02
volume/Cap: 0.86 0.61 .0.61 0.61 0.86 0.86 0.0l 0.86 0.86 0.86 0.86 0.86
Delay/Veh: €1.9 14.6 14.6 #8.7 31.7 31.7 29.3 54.2 54.2 145.9 146 145.9
User DelAdj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
AdjDel/Veh: €1.9 14.6 14.6 88.7 31.7 31.7 29.3 S54.2 54.2 145.9 146 145.9
DesignQueue: 12 32 1 1 46 0 o 0 14 1 0 Q

e A T 2R L L L L LT PN

Traffix 7.5.0615 {¢) 2001 Dowling Asso¢. Licensed to OMNI-MEANS, ROSEVILLE,CA
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Sunget West Lot 19 Traffic Impact Study, 25-2645-11, #374
Existing + Approved Projects + Project Landuse Alternative D
PM Peak Hour Conditions

Level Of SBervice Computation Report
2000 HCM Operations Method (Base Volume Alternakive)
itt!!!l‘ﬂltt‘t‘»lwl(ﬁ(*l!'!t‘iit"‘lkl&lnﬁ*#ﬁtQ*&lill!&6*!!““&&#!*l‘ﬁ*&»&:#&‘t

Intersection #2 Lonetree Blvd./Blue Oaks Blvd.
!l»»lltlt:t!it*ﬂttﬁi&&!bblllttttnttttﬁtlk&l#!ltt}'Q*l*#t!ilt'tﬁﬁlﬁ»ibrttlﬁﬁkkﬁit

Cycle (sec): 100 Critical vol./Cap. (X}: 0.831
Loss Time (sec): 16 (Y+R = 4 sec) Average Delay (sec/veh): 35.1
Cptimal Cycle: 94 Level Of Service: D
itttnn‘in!1#&#*!*‘ﬁ“l#ll-l*#QQ!»IEIltlt#&‘!ﬂ#*i“l*i‘Qtt&tii!*&li*tl»}»*ﬂﬁ&ﬂitQR
Approach: North Bound South Bound East Bound West Bound
Movement ¢ L - T - R I L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R
............ R - -

Control: Protected Protected Protected Protected
Righte: Include Ignore Ignore Ignore
Min. Green: 0 4]

Lanes; 2 0 1 1

Volume Module: :

Base Vol 236 163 34 109 229 1008 1173 737 242 €9 588 109
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1,00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1,00 1.00
Initial Bse: 236 163 34 109 229 1008 1173 737 242 59 S8B 109

Usexr Adj. 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 ©.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 0.00
PHF Adj: ¢.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 6.90 0.00 ©.90 0.50 0.00 G.90 0.90 0.0Q
PHF Veolume: 262 181 38 121 254 0 1303 819 0 66 653 0
Reduct Vol: 9 0 o 0 ¢ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Reduced Vol: 262 181 38 12@ 254 0 1303 819 ] 66 653 0
PCE Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1,00 ©0.00 1.00 1.006 0.00 1.060 1.00 0.00
MLF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.060 1.00 ©0.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 0.00
Final Vvol.: 262 181 38 121 254 0 1303 819 0 66 653 Q

Saturation Flow Module:

Sat/Lane: 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
Adjustment: 0.52 €.93 0.93 0.95 0.95 1.00 0.92 0.95 1.00 0.95 0.95 1.00
Lanes: 2.00 1.65 0.35 1.00 2.00 1.00 2.00 2.00 1.00 1.00 2.00 1.00
Final Sat.s 23502 2906 610 1805 3610 1500 3502 3610 1900 1805 3610 1500

Capacity Analysis Module:

Vol/Sat: 0.07 ¢.06 0.06 §.07 0,07 ©0.00 0.37 0.23 0.00 0.04 0.18 0.00
QNWU =O<mm¢ ok ok Tk kk AREK XA
Green/Cycle: 0.09 0.08 0.08 0.09 0.08 0.00 0.45 0.57 0.00 0.0% 0.22 0.00Q
Volume/Cap: 0.83 0.74 0.74 0.74 ©.83 0.00 ©.83 0.40 ¢.00 0©.40 0.83 0.00
Delay/Veh: 61.6 54.3 54.2 60.8 62.3 0.0 28.2 11.9 G.0 44.3 44.9 0.0
User DelAdj: 1.00 1,00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00° 1.00 1.00 1.00 11.00
AdjDel/veh: £1.6 54.3 54.3 6&0.8 62.3 0.0 28.2 11.9 0.0 44.3 44.9 0.0
DesignQueue: 13 9 2 6 13 a 44 21 0 k] 30 [

bbb A A A e R e T R R L F R R R R L Rl S T T o oy
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Existing + Approved Projects + Project Landuse Alternative D

PM Peak HOur Conditionsg
Level Of Service Computation Report
2000 HCM Operations Method (Base Volume Alternative)
!*.»x‘#Qll"!l*llﬂl&Q’l.i.*l*ﬂlﬁilltl4".&*ll‘Q*“l‘..i(“44#41****“‘&*F..n.l}llll!lﬁ!

Intersection #3 Blue Oaks Blvd./S.R.65 NB Ramps
ln!%%*li}l.Q!!t1&*!]nn#!*t'1QQﬁlllbt!“‘I&lﬁiﬂlln-.ﬁ!"‘tb.bt‘ﬂl}**t**l“!!»ﬂ!*l

Cycle (secq): 100 Critical Vel./Cap. (X): 0.826
Loss Time (sec): 12 (¥+R = 4 sec) Average Delay (sec/veh): 19.8
Optimal Cycle: 83 Level Of Service: B
Q»llklll‘lﬁﬂ‘lst.ttiittllntntitiﬁllllliib.Qi!illQ!tt!lEﬁlQi“‘ﬂ#‘QA!ll»ll'I'iit#
Approach: North Bound South Bound East Bound West Bound
Movement : L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R
.......... Rl | TRt [ ENEEI Sy | B
Control: Protected Protected Protected Protected
Rights: Ignore Include Ignore Include
Min. Green: o 0 [ 0 1] [ 1] ] Q 0 0 0
Lanes: i1 0 0 0 1 ¢ a0 0 ¢ 0 0 0 2 0 21 i 0 2 0 ¢
.......... R L o Bttt ol | BT Cas
Volume Module:

Base Vol: 36 0 1066 0 ¢ Q 0 1086 473 601 1231 0
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.8 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: ET 0 1066 0 0 Q 0 1086 473 601 1231 0
User Agdj: 1.00 1.60 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: .90 0.90 0.00 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.00 0.90 0.90 "0.90
PHF Volume: 410 0 0 o 0 0 0 1207 1] 668 1368 0
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0 Q Q0 ] 0 0 [ a 4] 0
Reduced Vol: a0 0 0 0 Q 0 0 1207 a 668 1368 0
PCE Adj: 1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
MLF Adj: 1.00 1.00 0.00 21.00 1.00 1,00 1.00 1.00 0.00 1.60 1.00 21.00
Final vol.: 40 0 0 0 0 0 0 1207 0 668 13&8 Q

[ O [ e !

Saturation Flow Module:

Sat/Lane: 1900 1900 1300 1500 1500 1900 1%00 190¢ 1300 1900 1800 1900
Adjustment: 0.95 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.95 1.00 0.%5 90.95 1.00
Lanes: 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 2.00 1.00 1.00 2.00 0.00
Final Sat 1805 0 1s00 0 ¢ 0 0 3610 190¢ 1805 3610 0

Capacity Analysis Module:

Vol/Bat: 0.02 ¢.00 ©0.00 0.00 0.00 ©.00 0.00 0.33 0.00 0.37 0.38 0.00
Crit Moves: *¥** . LA * ko
Green/Cycle: 0.03 0,00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.40 0.00 ¢.45 0.85 0.00
Volume/Cap: 0.83 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 ©0.00 0.83 ©0.00 0.83 0.44 ©.00
Delay/veh: 116.4 0.0 0.0 4.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 30.6 0.0 31,1 1.8 0.0
User DelAdj: 1.0G6 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Adjpel/Veh: 116.4 0.0 0.0 a.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 30.6 0.0 31.1 1.8 0.0
DasignQueue: 2 0 0 Q 0 ] 0 44 ] 23 12 0

e R L L R 2 2 R R Rt r Lt L LT S,
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Exstg + Apprvd Prjs.+ ProjeWed Dec 19, 2001 10:21:34s. Page 6-1
Sunset West Lot 19 Traffic Impact Study, 25-2645-11, #374
Existing + Approved Projects + Project Landuse Alternative D
PM Peak Hour Conditionsg
Level Of Service Computation Report
2000 HCM Operations Method (Base Volume Alternative)
i.'.!lllllt‘ilii“‘Q..‘[Q[wlll*t&QQ't-lﬂ.nlhQRllll??!'lﬂ‘iIiﬁ’iﬁitlf&b'lll?ﬂl.ﬂ.!il.!

Intersection #4 Blue Oaks Blvd./Washington Blvd./S.R.65 SB Ramps
tQ"“‘Qlllﬂt.‘Q‘*1‘!‘11*‘1"’*‘*"!l!lt*.l“!ﬁ»»!!!'?tlQ*#*#‘t“i&?ll‘»l&lkll*‘

Cycle (sec): 100 Critical Vol./Cap. {X}: 0.594
Loss Time (sec): 16 (Y+R = 4 sec) Average Delay (sec/veh): 28.7
Optimal Cycle: 57 Level Of Service: c
l-illIQt!!!ﬂi‘t*ﬁ**ll*l'l.l»»l»lﬁ*%ﬁ‘l*lﬁ*ln1littltﬂlt#»»&#tﬁtttl&ﬁ*ii&&ttl&»i#&
Approach: North Bound South Bound Bast Bound West Bound
Movement : L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R |
........... Rl | ot F LR ] | B P
Control: Protected Protected Protected Pratected
Rightg: Ignore Ignore Include Ignore

Min. Green; o 0 0 1] 1] ] 0 ] 4] 0 0 o
Lanes: 1 ¢ 0 0 2 1 0 2 0 1 ¢ 0 3 1 0 2 0 2 a 1
........... e | STl | E R |
Volume Module:

Base Vol: 18 0 287 552 151 62 o 720 18 126 1378 766
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 .60 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
initial Bse: 18 0 287 552 151 62 0 720 18 126 375 766
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 6.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.00
PHF Adj» 0.90 0.36 0.00 0.90 0.90 0.00 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.50 0.00
PHF Volume: 20 [ ¢ 613 1a8 [] 0 800 20 140 417 0
Reduct Vol 0 Q (] 0 0 0 a 0 Q 0 Q ]
Reduced Vol 20 0 [} 613 168 [} 0 800 20 140 417 [+]
PCE Adj: 1,00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 ©.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.0C 1.00 0.00
MLF Adj: 2.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 G6.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 o0.00
Final Vol.: 20 [+ o 613 168 0 & 800 20 140 417 0

Saturation Flow Module:

Sat/Lane: 1300 1900 1900 1900 1900 1200 1500 1800 1900 1900 1900 1300
Adjustwent: 0.95 1.00 0.88 0.95 0.5 1.00 1.00 0.92 0.91 0.92 0.95. 1.00
Lanes: 1.00 0.00 2.00 1.00 2.00 1.00 0.00 3.90 0.10 2.00 2.00 1.00
Final sat 1805 0 3344 1805 3610 1500 0 6720 168 3502 3610 1900
Capacity Analysis Module:

Vol/Sat: 0.0 0.00 ©0.00 ©0.34 0.05 0,00 0.00 0.12 0.12 0.04 0.12 0.00
Crit Moves: Ekkk TRRK RE AW LR
Green/Cycle: 0.11 0.00 0.00 0.57 0.46 0.00 @.00 0.2¢ 0.20 ©.07 0.27 0.00
Volume/Cap: 0.10 0.00 0.00 0.59 0.10 ©0.00 0.00 0.58 0.59 0.5% ¢.42 0.00
Delay/Veh: 40.3 0.0 0.0 14.8 15.2 ¢.0 0.¢ 37.0 37.0 49.3 30.6 0.0
User DelAdj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.06 1.06 1.08 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1,00 1.00
AdjDel/Veh: 40.3 0.0 0.0 14.3 15.2 0.0 0.0 37.0 37.0 49.3 30.6 ¢.0
DesignQueue: 1 ] 0 16 5 0 ] 37 1 7 17 0

M R R L N L 2 R Lk g R L L LT L T
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Suneget West Lot 19 Traffic Impact Study, 25-2645-11, #374
Existing + Approved Projects + Project Landuse Alternative D
PM Peak Hour Conditions
Level Of Service Computation Report
2000 HCM Unsignalized Method (Base Volume Alternative)
3’*#‘1‘.llll*"ll!tiQ&Rll5Qi*.ﬁil*l*ttt&’!l(&&*“‘l!tt’lhll»ll}l“t‘.tllltt&lil!i'

Intersection #5 Blue Qaks Blvd./Drwy. #1 (East)

w;axb»ttn;sﬁn&t»»*»:1!1&14*#»n-Q1414t-nn»»»n»nnl-»tﬂ»»t»»»»:tntn$»~$nnn»n»»»at:

Average Delay (gec/veh): 10.8 Worst Case Level Of Service: B
}bltt*ﬁ%it‘Q!&ntl*&&‘ti!nltQQQ*QK!ltltt&il!!!!!*‘t!ﬁ&tt.!!E'Qi*l‘lb!!!!!ll!ll}}l
Approach: North Bound South Bound East - Bound West Bound
Movement L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R
...................... N Sy | (S
Control: Stop Sign Stop Sign Uncontrolled Uncontrolled
Rights: Include Include Include Include

Lanes: 0 ¢ 0 ¢ 0 ¢ 0 0 2 0 0 2 0 o ¢ 0 1 1 ¢

Volume Module:

Bage Vol: 0 0 0 0 o . 6 0 932 0 0 539 69
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00°1.00 1.00 1,00 1.00
Initial Bse; 0 0 0 a 0 6 6 932 0 0 599 69
User Adj: 1,00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.0¢ 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.09
PHF Adj: 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.s0 ©.90 0.%0 0.%0 0.90 0.8C 0.90 0.20 0.%0
PHF Volume: 0 "] 4] Q
Reduct Vol: Q 1] 0
Final Vol.: 0 0 0

|||||||||||| _n|.ywi|||‘|r\.|
Critical Gap Module:
Critical Bp:XXXxx XxXX XxxxX XXKKX KXXX
FOllowUpTii

Capacity Module:
Cnflict Vol: xxxx 20000 xxxxx
Potent Cap.: xxxx xxxx ook

Level Of Service Module:
Stopped Del:xxxxx X00tx XXXXK XXKKX X 10.8 X000 XX0O0 XXRXK 30000 3000 KXXXXK
LOS U< Move: * * * * * B * * * * * *
Movement : LT - LTR - RT LT - LTR - RT LT - LTR - RT LT ~ LTR ~ RT
Shared Cap.: 0Ot %xxx 3otxxx OO KAKX KAAKK  KAAK XKXKX KKKXKK  KHKK K00 XX
Shrd Stpbel:xxxex xaex KHUXK XKXKX KKK XXXXX IOOKK 300K XX00K KAAXX XKKK 3000K

Shared LOS: * * z * * * - * * * x *
Approachbel: 2AOKHK 10.8 XKIOOKX AKX
ApproachLOS; * B * *

Traffix 7.5.0615 (¢) 2001 Dowling Assoc. Licensed to OMNI-MEANS, ROSEVILLE,CA

Sunset West Lot 19 Traffig Impact Study, 25-2645-11, #3174
Exigting + Approved Projects + Project Landuse Alternative D
PM Peak Hour Conditions

Level Of Bervice Computation Report
2000 HCM Cperations Method (Base Volume Alternative)
!l}ﬁ*“l!t!*!"l#&i&li"lwillll%ﬂ#ﬂ“tl"lﬁ'&!l»»&ﬁnt(?ltt"’&‘k#&i*ﬁit!ﬁ‘*t9‘#6

Intersection #6 Blue Oaks Blvd./Drwy. #2 (West)

tn-nt;1»»wt-tt1»u»nnsu»tﬁ:s-tttttt':»-lwn»ttntntli:ttavktmrtt#ﬁt»tnl»tﬂstnniﬁ*t&

Cycle (sec): 100 Critical Vol./Cap. (X): 0.477
Loss Time (sec): 12 (Y+R = 4 sec)- Average Delay (sec/veh): 20.8
Optimal Cycle: 33 Level Of Service: c
!lt‘*11*!Q!tl!?m!l!l#ltnllbtit***‘Q!!w!n-&lbttQ*‘E!"t‘*ttlbttltt*‘ttit*tQ’Qlﬂt#
Approach. North Bound South Bound East Bound West Bounad
Movement : L - T -« R L - T - R L - T - R _ L - T - R
........... e |t | Rty | S S
Control: Protected Protected Protected Protected
Rights: Incluge Include Include Include
Min. Green: 0 o 0 0 a 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Lanes: 0 0 0 ¢ o 1 a 0 o0 1 T ¢ 2 o0 o 0 0 1 1 o

......... pel AREECLEEEDEE | e

Volume Module: .
Base Vol 1] 4] 0 156 [¢] 240 104 776 Q 0 51¢ 89

Grawth AdJ: 1.00 1.00 1.0¢ 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.0 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bge: ¢ 0 0 1ss 0 240 104 776 0 0 sis [:3:]
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 " 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1,00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj. 0.50 0.90 0.90 0¢.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.30 0.20 0.90 0.9¢
PHF Volume: [} o 0 173 0 2687 116 862 0 o 573 99
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0 0 0 [} 0 4] 0 0 Q 0
Reduced Vol, ¢ 0 0 173 0 267 116 862 0 0 573 99
PCE Adj: 1.00 2.00 1.060 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.p0 1.00 1.00 1.00 1,00
MLF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Final Vol.: 0 [} 0 173 0 267 116 862 ] ¢ 573 29

Saturation Flow Module;

Sat/Lane: 1900 1900 1980 1900 1500 1300 1900 1300 15060 1500 1200 1900
Adjustments 1.00 1.00 1,00 0.95 1.00 0.85 0.95 p.95 1.00 1.00 0.93 0.93
Lanes: 0.00 0.00 0.00 1,00 0.00 1.00 1.00 2.00 0.00 0.00 1.71 ¢.29
Final Sat.: 0 ¢ 0 1805 0 1615 1805 3610 0 0 3010 520

Capacity Analysis Module: .

Vol/Sat: 0.00 0.00 ©.00 @.10 0.00 0.17 0.0¢ 0.24 0.00 0.00 6.19 ¢.19
Crit Moves, XX wrwa *ERE
Green/Cycle: 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.35 0.00 0.35 0.13 6.53 0.00 0.00 0.40 .40
Volume/Cap: 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.28 0.00 0.48 0.48 0.45 0.00 0.00 0.48 0.48
Delay/veh: 0.0 0.0 0.0 23.9 0.0 26.2 41.5 14.5 ¢.0 0.0 22.6 22.5
User DelAdj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 .00 1.00 1.00 1,00 1.00 1.0¢ 1,00 1.00
AdjDel/veh: 0.0 0.0 0.0 23.3 0.0 26.2 41.514.5 0.0 0.0 22.6 22.8
PesignQueue; 1] 0 0 § 0 10 6 24 0 3] 20 3

nlsﬁtntaottttn&&QQtttntﬁn:tt.tht*»»ttnn:»!kn.tttnntnnnttn&t:tttt»»-nnttt»nnnn»:t
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Exstg + Apprvd Pris.+ Projewed Dec 19, 2001 10:22:34g, Page 9-1
Sunset West Lot 19 Traffic Impact Study, wm\mm»mﬂ._.u. #374
Existing + Approved Projects ¢+ Project Landuge Alternative p
PM Peak Hour Conditions

Level Of Sarvice Computation Report
2000 HCM Unsignalized Method (Base Volume Alternative)
ﬁ“‘!‘lﬁ"!‘ﬂlGl*”lDt"t."ll**'l!‘&lbthllt!Ql'*'lﬂ"!‘ﬁ”'!ii"!‘l?'lll*kl}l!kll
Intergection #7 Lonetree Blvd./Drwy. g3 {South)

t*nttb&ﬂtt‘.»ﬁt&»&ln»-tttt'.-n*nn.»w»sssn»nsnn»4:&1*»»44!»:4114-nvntnnttnn»ntt:nr»»

Average Delay (sec/veh) ; 18.2 Worst Case Level of Service: c
‘lt—."!!t!‘ﬁ‘!‘.lkl#tpl#*‘tlt!lnt-‘khliblt&itﬁ#&!#ﬁ&lﬂ!&!'»!!‘nDﬁltn}llltilﬁtltlll
Approach: North Bound South Bound East Bound West Boung
Movement . L - 7 . g L - T . g L - 7r - R L - T - R
............ el | B P femmeeeen
Control: Uncontrollead Uncantrolled Stop Sign _ Stop Sign !
Rightg: Include Include Include Include
Lanes: 0 0 1 1 g 1 0 2 0 ¢ 0 0 0 0 o 0 0 ¢ o 1
..................... B | SR TR L
Volume Module. _ :
Basge Vol: ¢ 1364 81 120 1346 0 4] g 0 0 0 53
Growth Adj: 1,00 1.00 1.90 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.0¢ 1.00 1,p0 1.00 1.9¢ 1.00
Initia) Bge: G 1364 81 120 1346 [¢] ¢ 4] '] a 2] 53
Usex Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.¢¢0 1.00 1.00 1.00 1,00 1.00 1.o00 1.6 1.00
PHF Adj: 0.%0 0.90 0.90 o0.9p 0.90 0.9p 0.90 0.9¢0 0.90 9.s9 0.20 ¢,990
PHF Volume: 0 1516 30 133 1436 0 0 0 ¢ 0 0 59
Reduct vol. 0 0 0 0 0 1] 0 1] 0 0 0 0
Final vel.. 0 1516 90 133 149¢ [\ ] 0 4] 0 0 59
............ | e PR
Critical Gap Module: m ! H !
Critiecal OGP %% x303e% 3309000 4 Hgﬁncﬂﬁuﬁxﬁoﬂgﬁnﬂxg 6.9
onHozSuna"kxxunxucconﬁucnn 2,2 Exﬁccnnﬁcﬁgﬁoocnﬁconnﬁnﬁ 3.3

Caflict Vol: xxxx XXX XXX 1606 3 XX
Potent Cap.: xxxx KKAX XXAXK

Move Cap. . Hx.ucnx KUXX K0
Level Of Service Module,
Stopped Del : xxxxx KXXXE XXXXX 17
LOS by Move: » *
Movement . LT - LTR - RT
Shareq Cap.: xox X AXXRX 3000¢ XXXX
Shra Stpbel : xxxxx AKX KUK

Shared LoS, * *
Approachpel : X2ACEHRRXK
ApproachLos; *

Traffix 7.5.0615 (c) 2001 Dowling Asgoc. Licenmed taq OMNI -MEANS, ROSEVILLE, CA

Exstg + Apprvd Pris.+ Projewed Dec 19, 2001 10:23:345. Page 10-1

n.».t_o..nnn»nnn__.»n.-lnnssn:#_-nnttn*_.s11:-.._ntn_.:.s-t»n*tt&nt»tl‘t1#!#»11-1#;}»&.;»#:&;

Average Delay (aec/veh) ; 18.3 Worst Case Level of Service: c
l.ﬁ‘l.tt'!ll"t&!!Wll!lb‘ll""."!'lll'l‘liHﬁ'llt‘fb&"**"#'?iik‘.!l*"‘t*'Il.‘*'l
Approach: North Bound South Bound Bast Bound West Bound
Movement : L - T - g L -1 - L - T - g L - T . g
........................... _ [t et | R
Control: ! Uncontrolled _ Uncantralled Stop 8ign Stop sign
Rights, Include Include Include Include
Lanes, 0 0 1 1 9 0 0 2 o o 0 0 0 ¢ o ¢ ¢ o0 o0 1
............ H:::_
Volume Module:

Base Vol: 0 1359 58 0 1468 0 0 Q 0 0 [} 61
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.p0 .00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 2.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 21.00
Initial Bge, 0 1359 58 0 1466 0 0 ¢ 0 ¢ Q 61
User adj: 1.00 1.00 12.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1,00 1.00 1.00 1.g0
PHF Adj: 0.50 0.39 0.80 0.3¢ 04.90 o0.%0 0.90 ¢.%0 0.20 0.9¢ 0,30 8.9
PHP Volume; 0 151¢0 64 0 1629 9 0 [ 0 o 0 68
Reduct voi: Q o o 0 (] 0 0 0 0 0 0 ]
Final vol., ¢ 1510 64 0 1629 .0 4] 0 1] 0 Q 68

e emmemeaal | R
Critical Gap Module:
nHwnnnmpgugggggggggxgg 6
mou,wotcueu..s_ﬁonon XXxHK uccoun._uucann IO JOOKKK X008 XX XAKKK KUK KRSOL 3.
Capacity Module. _ " H !
nnmuwnﬂ<uwu§§§ AKX XK 300300 IO 2000K XKt AKX KKK 787
monumnnnﬁﬂ._guoonxuccuon OO IOOXK 2000KK KKK KX KKK KKXX XKKK 339
Move Cap.. _kﬁﬂgg__ggg__ﬁcﬂgﬁnncﬂ KIOH oK 339
T P LR e R | P T i
Lavel Of Service Module: : _
Stopped Ump_ggggﬁcﬂgﬁggggxs 18.3
Los Ev~ Move; * * * * * * * * * * * C
Mavement LT - L'TR - rT LT - LTR - RT LT - LTR - R LT - LTR - RT
mrnnumnwv._uununﬁacaﬁcnnn 00K XXX I06KK XXX 300K X00KKK 0OK AKX 263000
mzﬂnmnvuny.gﬁcﬁgﬁgﬂﬂuﬂﬁggﬁoﬂgggg
- *

Shared 10s, * * * * * ¥ * * - *
Approachbel: 300X XXX 000K 18.3
ApproachLos, * » - c

Tratfix 7.5.0615 {c) 2001 Dowling Assoc, Licensed to OMNI -MEZNS, mommﬁuhw.or




ENGINEERS -PLANNERS MAHZ]ECSZ

SRR E I et §

MEMORANDUM

To: City of Rocklin, Planning Date: March 21, 2002

Attn:  Pierre Martinez Project Sunset West Lot 19 Traffic Impact
From: Omni-Means, Ltd. “24(Z U-2000-16 & DR-2000-21

Re: March 2002 Site Plan - Traffic Impacts ~ JobNo: 25-6471-01

File No.: C374AMEMO002.DOC

CC: Schultz and Associates

The following information is provided in response to comment number 3 of the City comment letter dated
February 13, 2002.

The attached study report titled Traffic Impact Study for Sunset West Lot 19 (OMNI-MEANS, December
2001) represents the supporting traffic impact analysis for the Lot 19 Site Plan Alternatives that were
current as of December 2001. Since that time, a new Site Plan has been developed that includes a change
in the proposed building floor areas and location of the signalized access to Blue Oaks Boulevard as
compared to the Alternative A Site Plan evaluated in the December 2001 report. This technical
memorandum has been prepared to specifically document the changes in traffic impacts that are projected
with the March 2002 Site Plan. Unless mentioned otherwise, all analysis methodologies, parameters and
assumptions used for the analysis presented in this memorandum are the same as those presented in the
December 2001 report.

TRIP GENERATION ANALYSIS

The trip generation for the March 2002 Site Plan (estimated using ITE Publication Trip Generation, Sixth
Edition) is presented in Table 1.
TABLE 1
LOT 19 TRIP GENERATION BASED ON MARCH 2002 SITE PLAN
' " Weekday AM Peak Hour . Weekday PM Peak Hour

Description - . - Quantity Trips Total ~ In.  Out  Total In_ . Out
Shopping Center — Pads A, B, C, 80,769 5,942 141 86 35 545 262 283
D EF&G sq.ft. (4,457) (106) (65) “41) (409) 197) (212)
Fast Food w/ Drive-Thru - Pad H 3,400 1,687 170 87 83 114 59 55
sq.ft. (590) (60) [€]0)) (30 (40) 21) (19)
Sit-Down Restaurant — Pad [ 5,000 652 46 24 22 54 32 22
sq.ft. (489) (35) (18) 17 41) (24) 7
Sit-Down Restaurant — Pad J 5,899 769 55 29 26 64 38 26
sq.ft. 5377 (41) (22) (19) (48) 29) 19)
Fast Food w/ Drive-Thru ~ Pad K 5,250 2,605 262 134 128 176 92 84
sq.ft. 912) (92) an (45) 62) (32) (30)
Total Trips 11,655 674 360 314 953 483 470
Total “New” Trips (7,025) (334) (182) (152) (600} (303) (297)

Notes: 1. A pass-by trip reduction rate of 25% for Retail center, 65% for Fast-food Restaurant, and 25% for Sit-Down Restaurant,
has been applied. Quantities in parentheses indicate net” new trips” generated after accounting for pass-by trip
reduction.

2. No Internal Trip Matching has been assumed in this analysis.

2237 Douglas Boulevard, Suite 100, Roseville, CA 95661 ~ (916) 782-8688 fax (916) 782-8689
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It may be noted that the March 2002 Site Plan does represent a very slight increase in trip generation
compared to the December 2001 report based Alternative A. More specifically, an increase in 142 net new
daily trips, 30 net new AM peak hour trips, and 5 net new PM peak hour trips are projected with the March
2002 Site Plan. For the PM peak hour, which is the most critical time period in this traffic analysis, an
increase in S net new inbound PM peak hour trips is projected and no change in net new outbound trips is
projected. From a driveway trips standpoint, 18 additional inbound PM peak hour trips and 11 additional
outbound PM peak hour trips (that are potentially distributed among four ingress/egress access points) are
projected. Based upon prior analysis, these levels of increase in site trip generation per the March 2002
Site Plan, are projected to cause no change in projected levels of service already projected under December
2001 Alternative A Site Plan. Additionally, the projected trip generation from Lot 19 based on the March
2002 Site Plan continues to be consistent with the Sunset West General Development Plan EIR.

BLUE OAKS BOULEVARD DRIVEWAY SIGNAL LOCATION

The March 2002 Site Plan indicates that the signalized full-access driveway intersection along Blue Oaks
Boulevard is proposed to be the eastern driveway access point, while the western driveway will serve as a
“right-turns only” driveway. This represents a “swapping” of Blue Oaks Boulevard driveway intersection
configurations presented in the December 2001 report. With the revised driveway access and control
configurations per the March 2002 Site Plan, the intersection levels of service shown in Table 2 are
projected.
TABLE 2
EXISTING + APPROVED PROJECTS + PROJECT (MARCH 2002 SITE PLAN) CONDITIONS
PM PEAK HOUR LEVELS OF SERVICE (LOS)

Lone Tree Boulevard/Grand Canyon Drive/Lone Tree Signal 0.766 )

! Center Southernmost Driveway. ¢ .

2 Blue Oaks Boulevard/Lone Tree Boulevard Signal 0.793 - C -

3 Blue Oaks Boulevard/S.R.65 Northbound Ramps Signal 0.796 - C -
Blue Oaks Boulevard/S.R.65 Southbound Ramps/ .

4 Washington Boulevard Signal 0541 ) A )

5 Blue Oaks Blvd./Eastern Drwy. (Full-Access) Signal 0.385 - A -

6  Blue Oaks Blvd./Western Drwy. (Right-turns only) TWSC - 12.8 B No

7 Lone Tree Blvq./Southcm Drwy. (Right-turns in and TWSC ) 20.8 C No
out, Left-turns in only)

8  Lone Tree Blvd./Northern Drwy. (Right-turns only) TWSC - 16.3 C No

Note: 1. TWSC = Two-Way Stop Control
2. V/C Ratio = Volume/Capacity Ratio for signalized intersections based on Circular 212 Operations Methodology
3. Average Delay/LOS = Worst-Case intersection movement delay/LOS for two-way-stop control intersections.
4. Warrant refers to Caltrans peak-hour-volume Signal Warrant-11 (Urban Areas).

As shown in Table 2 all study intersections are projected to continue to operate at acceptable levels of
service with the March 2002 Site Plan. No changes in the study intersection LOS’ are projected between
those already presented in the December 2001 Report Alternative A Site Plan. The spacing between the
Blue Oaks Boulevard intersections with Lone Tree Boulevard and Western Driveway (approximately 475
feet spacing) and between Western Driveway and Eastern Driveway (approximately 175 feet spacing)
shown per the March 2002 Site Plan are projected to provide sufficient queue storage capacity through
Existing plus Approved plus Lot-19 build-out conditions. At the Blue Oaks Boulevard/Eastern Driveway
(signalized access) intersection, the maximum southbound left-turn queue length is projected to be 175 feet
(7 vehicles) and the maximum southbound right-turn queue length is projected to be 100 feet (4 vehicles).
Given that the eastern driveway is located along the eastern boundary of the project site, these levels of

2
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queuing are not projected to cause significant on-site or off-site operational problems. At the “on-site”
intersection located just north of the throat of the eastern (full-access) driveway access to Blue Oaks
Boulevard, it is recommended that a stop-sign be installed for the southbound approach (i.e. the northern
leg) at this intersection, and that the entire “on-site” intersection be painted as a “keep clear” area.

2237 Douglas Boulevard, Suite 100, Roseville, CA 95661 ~ (916) 782-8688 fax (916) 782-8689




