APPENDIX C

Traffic Report



TRAFFIC IMPACT ANALYSIS

ROCKLIN CROSSINGS

ROCKLIN, CALIFORNIA

LS A

March 2007



TRAFFIC IMPACT ANALYSIS

ROCKLIN CROSSINGS

ROCKLIN, CALIFORNIA

Submitted to:

City of Rocklin
3970 Rocklin Road
Rocklin, California 95677

Prepared by:
LSA Associates, Inc.
20 Executive Park, Suite 200
Irvine, California 92614-4731
(949) 553-0666

LSA Project No. DSR330

LS A

March 2007



TABLE OF CONTENTS

IO ] 10 L I [\ PR 1
PROJECT DESCRIPTION ....cuiiiiiiiiteieitse sttt sttt stestesaeseeseesaeseasessessesseseeenennensens 1
METHODOLOGY ...ttt sttt sttt e st bbb st et et e st e s e eneabesaesbenee e eneeneeneene e 4
EXISTING CONDITIONS ...ttt sttt sttt e sbe e sbe e sbe e sbeesbeesabessbesnbeanbeenbeenreen 9
ROBAWAY NEIWOTK ...ttt see et e e steene e besreeneenee e 9
EXIStiNg Traffic VOIUMES ......ooviiice ettt et sre e s e e sneas 13
EXIStING LEVEIS OF SEIVICE ...c.viiiiceiicii ettt sttt sre e 13
PROJECT TRIP GENERATION AND DISTRIBUTION ....cciiiiiiiisiiiieeeeeeieesee e 13
EXISTING PLUS PROUJECT ...ooiiiiieieitsie ettt sttt sttt ane bttt aneane e 20
EXISTING PLUS APPROVED PROJECTS (BASELINE).......cciiiiiiiiniiiiieeeees e 29
Existing plus Approved Projects (Baseline) Traffic VOIUMES.............ccovviieniieininciee, 29
Existing Plus Approved Projects (Baseline) Levels of SErvice...........ccccovieieriininnciciee 29
EXISTING PLUS APPROVED PROJECTS (BASELINE) PLUS PROJECT .......cccieiueirenierieienen 36
Existing plus Approved Projects (Baseline) plus Project Levels of Service ..........cccceevenennnne. 36
Recommended Mitigation: Existing Plus Approved Projects (Baseline) Plus Project............... 42
CUMULATIVE (YEAR 2025) CONDITIONS ......cooiiiiieitiiesiiiie e neeneas 42
Development of Future Traffic VOIUMES ........ccooviiiiiciisiie s 42
Intersection TUINING MOVEMENTS . .......oiiiiiiiieie ettt 42
2025 No Project without DOMINQUEZ ROAA...........cceiverieiiieiiisiesie st 44
2025 Plus Project without DOMINGUEZ ROAA.........ccceiieiieiiicicie et 49
Recommended Mitigation: 2025 Plus Project Without Dominguez Road ............c.coceverieriennne 55
SPECIAL ISSUES ...ttt ebe sttt e se et s e be et et e e s e seasaaseebesteneenaeseeneenearens 57
Dominguez Road SenSitiVIty ANAIYSIS ......c.ccciiiviiiiiiiicc e 57
Recommended Mitigation: 2025 Plus Project With Dominguez Road ...........cccccceeveveivinernenne. 63
[-80/Sierra College INtErChaNGE..........oviiiiii e 70
Freeway Mainling ANALYSIS ....c.ccireiiiiiiice e ie st e e s e be s ae e aeenreenreas 71
Driveway Throat LeNgTN....cccooiiiii ittt st 71
Right Turns From Unsignalized DIiVEWAY .............ccoiiiriiiiieiiieise e 71
MITIGATION MEASURES. ...ttt 73
Existing Plus Approved Projects (Baseline) PIus Project..........ccccocevveieve i 73
2025 Plus Project Without DOmMINQUEZ ROAU ..........c.cviiiiiiiieiieicieese e 74
2025 Plus Project With DOMINQUEZ ROAA ..........cceiveiiieiiiiiiese e 76

P:\DSR330 - Rocklin Crossings\Revised Study - New Counts\Mar 29 2007\Rocklin Crossings TIA nonRLSO.doc «03/29/07» i



APPENDICES

A: Traffic Counts
: Existing LOS Worksheets
: Existing plus Project LOS Worksheets
: Approved Projects List
: Existing plus Approved Projects LOS Worksheets
. Existing plus Approved Projects plus Project LOS Worksheets
: Year 2025 No Project (Without Dominguez Road) Traffic Volume Development and
LOS Worksheets
> Year 2025 plus Project (Without Dominguez Road) LOS Worksheets
Year 2025 No Project (With Dominguez Road) Traffic Volume Development and
LOS Worksheets
Year 2025 plus Project (With Dominguez Road) LOS Worksheets
> Year 2025 plus Project (Without Dominguez Road) Ramp Intersections - Synchro Analysis
: Year 2025 plus Project (With Dominguez Road) Ramp Intersections - Synchro Analysis)
M: Year 2025 plus Project (Without Dominguez Road) Freeway Segments - HCS Analysis)
N: Year 2025 plus Project (With Dominguez Road) Freeway Segments - HCS Analysis

- I OmMMmogoOm@

r X<

P:\DSR330 - Rocklin Crossings\Revised Study - New Counts\Mar 29 2007\Rocklin Crossings TIA nonRLSO.doc «03/29/07»



FIGURES AND TABLES

FIGURES

T[T =30 o o] [T 0T [ SR 2
T UL | (3 d - TSP 3
Figure 3: Study Intersections and ROadWay SEJMENTS ..........ccocuiiieririeiieienise e 10
Figure 4: Existing Geometrics and Traffic CONIOl..........ccooviiiiiiiiii e 11
Figure 5: Existing Peak Hour Traffic VOIUMES.........ccoviiiiice e 14
Figure 6: Existing Saturday Peak Hour Traffic VOIUMES..........ccciiiiiiiiiininic e 15
Figure 7: Project Trip Distribution and Peak HOur Project TripS....cccooeieiiierenieneeenesie e 21
Figure 8: Saturday Peak HOUFN PrOJECE TrIPS.....ciuiiieeie e iee e st i ee e nee e e sre e 22
Figure 9: Existing Plus Project Peak Hour Traffic VOIUMES.........cciviieiiiiiccis e 23

Figure 10:
Figure 11:
Figure 12:
Figure 13:
Figure 14:
Figure 15:
Figure 16:

Figure 17:
Figure 18:
Figure 19:

Existing Plus Project Saturday Peak Hour Traffic VOIUMES ...........ccociiiivniniiiicen, 24
Short-Term Geometrics and Traffic CONtrol ............coceeveiiiiiiiie e 27
Location Of APProved PrOJECES ........viveciiiic ettt ettt arn e ste e e 30
Existing Plus Approved Projects (Baseline) Peak Hour Traffic Volumes..............ccccceene. 32
Existing Plus Approved Projects (Baseline) Saturday Peak Hour Traffic Volumes........... 33
Existing Plus Approved Projects (Baseline) Plus Project Peak Hour Traffic Volumes...... 38
Existing Plus Approved Projects (Baseline) Plus Project Saturday Peak Hour Traffic

B0 180T USSR 39
Existing Plus Approved Projects (Baseline) Plus Project Condition - Mitigations ............ 43
Year 2025 No Project Peak Hour Traffic Volumes - Without Dominguez Road............... 45
Year 2025 No Project Saturday Peak Hour Traffic Volumes - Without Dominguez

T D U, I TSR 46
Figure 20: Year 2025 Geometrics and Traffic CONtrol ............cccoveiiiieii i 50
Figure 21: Year 2025 Plus Project Peak Hour Traffic Volumes - Without Dominguez Road............. 51
Figure 22: Year 2025 Plus Project Saturday Peak Hour Traffic Volumes - Without Dominguez

ST . " e, TP ORT 52
Figure 23: Year 2025 Plus Project Without Dominguez Road - Mitigations..........c.cccccevevvevvsveriennns 58
Figure 24: Year 2025 No Project Peak Hour Traffic Volumes - With Dominguez Road.................... 59
Figure 25: Year 2025 No Project Saturday Peak Hour Traffic Volumes - With Dominguez Road.....60
Figure 26: Year 2025 Plus Project Peak Hour Traffic Volumes - With Dominguez Road.................. 64
Figure 27: Year 2025 Plus Project Saturday Peak Hour Traffic Volumes - With Dominguez Road... 65
Figure 28: Year 2025 Plus Project With Dominguez Road - Mitigations............cccccevvrvienencnicnennn 69

P:\DSR330 - Rocklin Crossings\Revised Study - New Counts\Mar 29 2007\Rocklin Crossings TIA nonRLSO.doc «03/29/07» il



TABLES

Table A: Existing Peak Hour Intersection Levels 0f SErviCe........c.cocvvviiiiv i, 16
Table B: Existing Daily Roadway Segment Level of Service SummaryTable C: Rocklin Crossings

THIP GENEIATION ...ttt bbbttt sttt nrene s 17
Table C: Rocklin Crossings Trip GENEIALION ..........coveeiieieeieseeee sttt nee e 18
Table D: Existing Plus Project Peak Hour Intersection Level of Service Summary...........cccocevveninnne 25
Table E: Existing Plus Project Daily Roadway Segment Level of Service Summary .............ccocoeveneee 26
Table F: Existing Plus Project Peak Hour Roadway Segment Level of Service Summary ................. 28
Table G: Trip Generation of APProved PrOJECES ........coive e it sreenre e 31
Table H: Existing Plus Approved Projects (Baseline) Condition Intersection Level of Service

SUMIMIATY ..ttt bbbt bbb et b b e nb e abEaE e e bt bt et e nbe e e e nnenb e e e e nns 34
Table I: Existing Plus Approved Projects (Baseline) Daily Roadway Segment Level of Service

ST 1] 0 T Y O s SR TSRS 35
Table J: Existing Plus Approved Projects (Baseline) Peak Hour Roadway Segment Level of

SEIVICE SUMMAIY ...ttt sb e sbe e s e eeeee S ae e eteeseesaeeteeneeseeeseesbnsbe e e e neeeeenenneas 37
Table K: Existing Plus Approved Projects (Baseline) Plus Project Condition Intersection Level of

SEIVICE SUMMAIY ....viiviiieiie ettt ettt ettt e te b ste e he et e s teeseesaesbeasbesbeaseesbesteaneessesteeneeneas 40
Table L: Existing Plus Approved Projects (Baseline) Plus Project Daily Roadway Segment Level

OF SEIVICE SUMMANY ...viiiiiiiccc ittt e st et e et e et e e ste e sreesreesnnesneennes 41
Table M: 2025 No Project Without Dominguez Road Condition Peak Hour Intersection Level of

SEIVICE SUIMMAIY ...tttk bttt btttk e ettt b bbb e neene s 47
Table N: 2025 No Project Without Dominguez Road Daily Roadway Segment Level of Service

B0 0] 0 Y S USSR 48
Table O: 2025 Plus Project Without Dominguez Road Condition Peak Hour Intersection Level of

SEIVICE SUMMEANY ...ttt b bbbt b b b n e e ene s 53
Table P: 2025 Plus Project Without Dominguez Road Daily Roadway Segment Level of Service

SUMIMIAIY 1.ttt ittt ettt et e ese e e sb e e te e sbeesbeenteess b e enbe e s e e teenbeesneeaneeaneeabeenteenreennnas 54
Table Q: 2025 Without Dominguez Road Peak Hour Roadway Segment Level of Service

RS TU 0] L SR STR 56
Table R: 2025 No Project With Dominguez Road Condition Peak Hour Intersection Level of

SEIVICE SUMMAIY ...ttt bbbttt b bbbt e et b e bbb nn e eneene s 61
Table S: 2025 No Project With Dominguez Road Daily Roadway Segment Level of Service

YU 0] 0 Y SR STR 62
Table T: 2025 Plus Project With Dominguez Road Condition Peak Hour Intersection Level of

SEIVICE SUMMAIY .....eeuiiiiiiieiiite ettt b bbbt b b b n e seene s 66
Table U: 2025 Plus Project With Dominguez Road Daily Roadway Segment Level of Service

SUMIMIAIY 1.ttt ettt sttt e et e e st e be e nbe e sbe e s b e e sR b e e s e e s be e teesbeesneeaneeaneeebeenteenneenrns 67
Table V: 1-80/Sierra College Boulevard Freeway Ramp Intersection Analysis (2025 Plus Project)... 70
Table W: 2025 With Project - Freeway Segment Level of Service Summary ...........ccoocevcvvviiennnennne. 72
Table X: Existing Plus Approved Projects (Baseline) Plus Project Condition Peak Hour

Intersection Level of Service Summary - With Mitigation ...........ccccoeereiiniininnencienn 75
Table Y: 2025 Plus Project Without Dominguez Road Condition Peak Hour Intersection Level of

Service Summary - With MiItIgation..........ccceiiiiiiiiice e 77
Table Z: 2025 Plus Project With Dominguez Road Condition Peak Hour Intersection Level of

Service Summary - With Mitigation............ccooooiiiiiiiiiee e 79

P:\DSR330 - Rocklin Crossings\Revised Study - New Counts\Mar 29 2007\Rocklin Crossings TIA nonRLSO.doc «03/29/07» iv



LSA ASSOCIATES, INC. TRAFFIC IMPACT ANALYSIS
MARCH 2007 ROCKLIN CROSSINGS

INTRODUCTION

This report presents the results of an analysis by LSA Associates, Inc. (LSA) of the traffic impacts
associated with the proposed Rocklin Crossings project in the City of Rocklin (City), California. The
project proposes the construction of an approximately 543,500-square-foot (sf) commercial/retail
center on a 49.53+ acre site at the southeast corner of Interstate 80 (1-80) and Sierra College
Boulevard. The proposed regional shopping center will include two major tenants, currently expected
to be Wal-Mart Supercenter and The Home Depot. The project is located west of and directly
adjacent to the proposed Rocklin 60 residential project.

This analysis examines the traffic impacts expected to result from the addition of vehicle traffic
generated by the proposed project on the existing, existing plus approved projects, and cumulative
(year 2025) traffic condition at surrounding intersections and roadway segments. “Approved
projects,” in this context, are land use and infrastructure projects that have received all discretionary
approvals requiring environmental review. Traffic volumes and levels of service (LOS) for year 2025
conditions were determined using the City of Rocklin Traffic Model. Potential mitigation measures
for facilities significantly impacted by the project are identified in this study.

This analysis has been prepared in consultation with City staff and is consistent with the objectives
and methodologies set forth in the City’s General Plan Transportation Element and applicable
provisions of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). This analysis also recommends
mitigation measures based on the project’s effects under the existing plus approved projects and
cumulative (2025) scenarios.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The proposed project is a regional shopping center including two major tenants (presently expected to
be a Wal-Mart Supercenter and The Home Depot). The proposed project will be built on a 49.53+
acre site at the southeast corner of Interstate 80 (1-80) and Sierra College Boulevard. The location of
the proposed project is shown in Figure 1. The site is currently undeveloped. Up to 543,500 sf of
retail/commercial structures will be constructed. The proposed Wal-Mart Supercenter would consist
of 206,000 sf of main building area with a 25,353 sf garden center. The Home Depot store would be
106,278 sf with a 34,760 sf garden center. The remaining 171,109 sf would be made up of smaller
retail and restaurant-type uses. Traveler-serving uses such as gas stations and a hotel may also be
provided. The project site plan is shown in Figure 2.

Although the Sierra College Boulevard/I-80 interchange reconstruction project is not part of the
proposed project description, this project will significantly affect access to Rocklin Crossings. The
Sierra College Boulevard/1-80 interchange project will widen the bridge over 1-80, reconstruct the on-
and off-ramps, and include full widening of Sierra College Boulevard across the northerly portion of
the frontage of the Rocklin Crossings project. The main access into Rocklin Crossings will be
constructed as part of the Sierra College Boulevard overcrossing project and dedicated as a City right-
of-way. The Sierra College Boulevard/I-80 interchange reconstruction project is underway and will
be completed prior to the opening of Rocklin Crossings.
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LSA ASSOCIATES, INC. TRAFFIC IMPACT ANALYSIS
MARCH 2007 ROCKLIN CROSSINGS

Three project access locations to Rocklin Crossings will be provided from Sierra College Boulevard.
The northernmost project access would form the east leg of the planned 1-80 eastbound/Sierra College
Boulevard ramp. The middle access will provide right turns into and out of the project only. The
southernmost access point will align with the future extension of Dominguez Road over 1-80.

METHODOLOGY

The traffic impact analysis is based on intersection levels of service for the following scenarios:

0 Existing

0 Existing plus Project

0 Existing plus Approved Projects (Baseline)

0 Existing plus Approved Projects (Baseline) plus Project
0 Year 2025

0 Year 2025 plus Project

Intersection LOS Methodology. Traffix computer software was utilized to determine the levels of
service (LOS) at signalized and unsignalized study area intersections based on the Circular 212
“Critical Movement Analysis” (CMA) planning methodology and HCM 2000 Methodology,
respectively. This methodology is approved by the City and is consistent with the method used for
previous traffic impact analyses prepared for projects in the City.

The CMA methodology compares the amount of traffic an intersection is able to process (capacity) to
the level of traffic during peak hours (volume). The resulting volume-to-capacity ratio (v/c) is
expressed in terms of LOS, where LOS A represents free-flow activity and LOS F represents
overcapacity operation. The CMA methodology provides a planning level assessment of the traffic
volume at an intersection and is used by many cities and agencies within California for the purposes
of traffic impact analysis. Some of the cities and agencies besides Rocklin that utilize the Circular 212
CMA methodology include West Sacramento, Fairfield, Roseville, Union City, San Carlos, the
Contra Costa Transportation Authority, and the City/County Associations of Governments of San
Mateo County. In addition, a number of agencies throughout the state utilize the Intersection Capacity
Utilization (ICU) methodology, which is similar to the Circular 212 CMA methodology but does not
take into account the effects of signal phasing on the LOS. Utilization of a methodology that
calculates v/c ratio has proven to be an accurate method of disclosing traffic impacts of development
projects.

LOS is a qualitative assessment of the quantitative effects of such factors as traffic volume, roadway
geometrics, and signal phasing on roadway and intersection operations. LOS criteria for signalized
intersections are presented below.
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LSA ASSOCIATES, INC. TRAFFIC IMPACT ANALYSIS
MARCH 2007 ROCKLIN CROSSINGS

LOS Description

A No approach phase is fully utilized by traffic, and no vehicle waits longer than one red
indication. Typically, the approach appears quite open, turns are made easily, and nearly all
drivers find freedom of operation.

B This service level represents stable operation, where an occasional approach phase is fully
utilized, and a substantial number are nearing full use. Many drivers begin to feel restricted
within platoons of vehicles.

C This level still represents stable operating conditions. Occasionally, drivers may have to wait
through more than one red signal indication, and backups may develop behind turning
vehicles. Most drivers feel somewhat restricted but not objectionably so.

D This level encompasses a zone of increasing restriction approaching instability at the
intersection. Delays to approaching vehicles may be substantial during short peaks within the
peak period; however, enough cycles with lower demand occur to permit periodic clearance
of developing queues, thus preventing excessive backups.

E Capacity occurs at the upper end of this service level. It represents the most vehicles that any
particular intersection approach can accommodate. Full utilization of every signal cycle is
attained, no matter how great the demand.

F This level describes forced flow operations at low speeds, where volumes exceed capacity.
These conditions usually result from queues of vehicles backing up from a restriction
downstream. Speeds are reduced substantially, and stoppages may occur for short or long
periods due to the congestion. In the extreme case, speed can drop to zero.

The relationship between LOS and the v/c ratio for signalized intersections is as follows:

Volume to Capacity
Level of Service (CMA Methodology)

< 0.600

0.610-0.700

0.710-0.800

0.810-0.900

0.910-1.000

mimo o0 w >

>1.000

Because the CMA methodology does not provide an accurate representation of the LOS of an
unsignalized intersection, the 2000 Highway Capacity Manual (HCM) methodology has been used to
determine intersection levels of service at unsignalized intersections. For the unsignalized HCM
methodology, the LOS is presented in terms of total intersection delay (at four-way stop intersections)
and approach delay of the major and minor streets (at two-way stop intersections) in seconds per
vehicle. The relationship of delay and LOS at unsignalized intersections is summarized below.
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LSA ASSOCIATES, INC. TRAFFIC IMPACT ANALYSIS
MARCH 2007 ROCKLIN CROSSINGS

Unsignalized Intersection
Level of Service Delay per Vehicle (sec)

<10.0

>10.0 and <15.0

>15.0 and <25.0

>25.0 and <35.0

>35.0 and <50.0

mmoo0|m >

>50.0

The HCM methodology has also been used to determine LOS at the Caltrans controlled signalized
I-80/Sierra College Boulevard freeway ramp intersections with Sierra College Boulevard. The HCM
method is used by Caltrans for intersections it controls. The HCM analysis at the interchange ramp
intersections is provided for purposes of comparison to the LOS analysis presented in the Caltrans
Environmental Document and supporting focused interchange Traffic Study conducted in January
2003.

Roadway Level of Service Methodology. Roadway segment analysis in the project area was also
conducted as part of this traffic study. To identify the project’s impact on the operating condition of a
roadway segment, an LOS ranking scale was used. The LOS is based on average daily traffic (ADT)
roadway segment threshold capacities as presented below.

Roadway Segment Capacities: Two-Way Average Daily Traffic Volumes
Four- Four-Lane Six- Six-Lane
Two- Four-Lane Lane Restricted Lane Restricted Four-
Lane Undivided | Divided Access Divided Access Lane
LOS | Collector | Arterial Arterial Arterial Arterial | Arterial | Freeway
A 9,000 18,000 20,250 21,600 30,315 30,315 37,600
B 10,700 21,300 23,625 25,200 36,000 36,000 52,800
C 12,000 24,000 27,000 28,800 40,500 40,500 68,000
D 13,500 27,000 30,375 32,400 45,560 45,560 76,000
E 15,000 30,000 33,750 36,000 50,525 50,525 80,000

The LOS E capacity shown in the above table represents an approximation of the number of vehicles
that the roadway can comfortably carry on a daily basis before it is considered to be at capacity. If the
ADT on a roadway segment exceeds the LOS E capacity, then the daily LOS of the roadway is
considered to be LOS F. It is important to note that an ADT capacity must assume several critical
characteristics of traffic, including the percentage of daily traffic in the peak hour and the directional
split within that peak hour. Actual characteristics of a specific roadway can significantly influence the
daily capacity as described later. To calculate the daily LOS for each roadway segment, the ADT on
each segment was divided by the capacity of the segment (the LOS E capacity as shown in the above
table) to determine the daily v/c ratio for each roadway. The v/c ratio was compared to the values in
the table below to determine the daily LOS for each roadway segment.

P:\DSR330 - Rocklin Crossings\Revised Study - New Counts\Mar 29 2007\Rocklin Crossings TIA nonRLSO.doc «03/29/07» 6



LSA ASSOCIATES, INC. TRAFFIC IMPACT ANALYSIS
MARCH 2007 ROCKLIN CROSSINGS

Level of Service | Volume to Capacity Ratio

<0.600

0.610-0.700

0.710-0.800

0.810-0.900

0.910-1.000

mmgo0|w >

> 1.000

The daily LOS, as described above, is a planning-level threshold that is generally used to determine
the overall cross-sections of roadways within a circulation network. While it can provide an
indication of whether the existing or forecast volume might result in unsatisfactory operation of the
roadway, it does not provide an accurate representation of the actual operation of the roadway,
especially during the peak hours of the day. For purposes of this project impact analysis, the daily
capacity was first examined to determine whether the roadway might exceed its theoretical daily
capacity. If the roadway volume exceeded the daily capacity (v/c greater than 1.00), then the peak-
hour v/c ratio was calculated. If the peak-hour capacity is also exceeded, the roadway segment is
considered to be operating at an unsatisfactory LOS. Although the roadway segment may seem to be
operating with unsatisfactory LOS when the daily volume is examined, it is not considered
unsatisfactory LOS if the peak-hour traffic volumes does not exceed the capacity. This is because
traffic along a roadway segment will be greatest during the peak commute hours. As a result, if traffic
operations are satisfactory during the peak hour, when traffic volumes are highest, then the segment
will also operate at satisfactory LOS during the remaining off-peak hours of the day.

Level of Service Standard. According to the City general plan circulation element, the city
considers LOS C as the upper limit of satisfactory operations except for intersections (both signalized
and unsignalized) and roadway segments located within 0.5 mile from direct access to an interstate
freeway, where LOS D is considered satisfactory. Mitigation is required for any intersection or
roadway segment where project traffic causes the intersection to deteriorate from satisfactory to
unsatisfactory operation. The City does not have an adopted criterion that defines significant impact
at an existing deficient intersection or roadway segment; therefore, criteria were developed in
coordination with the City to address this potential condition. If an intersection or roadway segment is
already operating at unsatisfactory level of service, an increase of 5 percent (addition of 0.05) to the
v/c ratio or a change in letter grade would constitute a significant project impact. An increase of 0.05
in the v/c ratio would be considered a measurable worsening of the intersection or roadway operations
and therefore would constitute a significant project impact. A change in letter grade would be
considered a perceivable worsening to a motorist and therefore would constitute a significant project
impact. If an unsignalized intersection is already operating at unsatisfactory LOS C (LOS D within
0.5 mile of freeway access), then the addition of more than 5 percent of the total traffic at the
intersection or a change in letter grade would be considered a significant project impact.

The Town of Loomis was contacted to determine the LOS standard and significance criteria for
intersections and roadway segments within the Town of Loomis. LSA was directed by Town staff to
apply the same LOS standard and significance criteria to Loomis intersections and roadway segments
as applied in the City of Rocklin.
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LSA ASSOCIATES, INC. TRAFFIC IMPACT ANALYSIS
MARCH 2007 ROCKLIN CROSSINGS

Study Area. The study area was developed in consultation with the City and based on input received
in response to the Notice of Preparation for the project. Arterial street intersections that were most
likely to be impacted by travel to and from the project were included in the study area. Existing travel
patterns in the project area that the project could impact were considered, including intersections
located north of the study area within the Town of Loomis. Three intersections were added to the
study area to ensure that the greatest area of potential impact was included in the study. In addition,
segments of 1-80 and SR-65 were added to the study area at the request of Caltrans. The freeway
segment analysis is included in the “Special Issues” section of this report.

Of the 21 study area intersections, 12 are located within 0.5 mile from direct access to an interstate
freeway while the remaining 9 intersections are outside of the 0.5-mile criterion. Levels of service
will be analyzed at the following study area intersections for the a.m., p.m., and Saturday peak hours
for each development scenario. Intersections within 0.5 mile from a freeway access location (where
the LOS D standard would apply) are noted with an asterisk (*). The jurisdiction of intersections
located outside of the City of Rocklin are indicated in parentheses after the intersection name.
Pacific Street/Rocklin Road

Granite Drive/Rocklin Road*

I-80 westbound ramp/Rocklin Road*

I-80 eastbound ramp/Rocklin Road*

Dominguez Road (Del Mar Avenue)/Pacific Street

Granite Drive/Dominguez Road

Sierra College Boulevard/Taylor Road* (Loomis)

Sierra College Boulevard/Brace Road* (Loomis)

© O N o g A~ 0 Dd e

Sierra College Boulevard/Granite Drive*

-
o

. Sierra College Boulevard/I-80 Westbound Ramp*

11. Sierra College Boulevard/I-80 Eastbound Ramp*

12. Sierra College Boulevard/Dominguez Road* (Future Intersection)
13. Sierra College Boulevard/Rocklin Road

14. Horseshoe Bar Road/Taylor Road* (Loomis)

15. Horseshoe Bar Road/1-80 Westbound Ramp* (Loomis)

16. Horseshoe Bar Road/1-80 Eastbound Ramp* (Loomis)

17. Barton Road/Brace Road (Loomis)

18. Barton Road/Rocklin Road (Loomis)

19. Sierra College Boulevard/King Road (Loomis)

20. Sierra College Boulevard/English Colony Way (Placer County)
21. Taylor Road/King Road (Loomis)
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LSA ASSOCIATES, INC. TRAFFIC IMPACT ANALYSIS
MARCH 2007 ROCKLIN CROSSINGS

The following roadway segments were included in the study area. Roadway segments located within
0.5 mile of direct access to an interstate freeway, where LOS D is considered satisfactory, are noted
with an asterisk (*).

0 Taylor Road between King Road and Horseshoe Bar Road (Loomis)

0 Taylor Road between Horseshoe Bar Road and Sierra College Boulevard (Loomis)

0 Pacific Street between Sierra College Boulevard and Dominguez Road

0 Pacific Street between Dominguez Road and Rocklin Road

0 Rocklin Road between Pacific Street and Granite Drive *

0 Rocklin Road between 1-80 and Sierra College Boulevard *

0 Rocklin Road between Sierra College Boulevard and Barton Road (Loomis)

0 Barton Road between Rocklin Road and Brace Road (Loomis)

0 Horseshoe Bar Road between 1-80 and Brace Road * (Loomis)

0 Brace Road between 1-80 and Barton Road (Loomis)

0 Brace Road between 1-80 and Sierra College Boulevard (Loomis)

0 Sierra College Boulevard between English Colony Way and King Road (Placer County)

0 Sierra College Boulevard between King Road and Taylor Road (Loomis)

0 Sierra College Boulevard between Taylor Road and 1-80 *

0 Sierra College Boulevard between 1-80 and Dominguez Road *

0 Sierra College Boulevard between Dominguez Road and Rocklin Road

0  Granite Drive between Dominguez Road and Sierra College Boulevard

0 Granite Drive between Dominguez Road and Rocklin Road

0 Dominguez Road between Taylor Road and Granite Drive

0 King Road between Sierra College Boulevard and Taylor Road (Loomis)

Further analysis for a roadway segment forecast to operate beyond the LOS C or D threshold of the
daily capacities includes an analysis of the a.m. and p.m. peak-hour directional volumes. The a.m. and

p.m. peak-hour v/c ratios were evaluated based on per-lane capacity of 1,650 vehicles per hour. The
location of the study intersections and study roadway segments is illustrated in Figure 3.

EXISTING CONDITIONS
Roadway Network

The existing intersection geometrics and traffic control at study area intersections are illustrated in
Figure 4. The roadways that will provide access to the project are described below:
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LSA ASSOCIATES, INC. TRAFFIC IMPACT ANALYSIS
MARCH 2007 ROCKLIN CROSSINGS

Interstate 80 (1-80). 1-80 is an interstate highway providing inter-regional access in the vicinity
of the project. Throughout the study area, 1-80 generally travels in a southwest to northeast
direction. Interchanges along 1-80 near the project site are provided at Rocklin Road, Sierra
College Boulevard, and Horseshoe Bar Road. Direct access to the project site will be provided
from the 1-80 eastbound ramps at Sierra College Boulevard.

State Route 65 (SR-65). SR-65 provides regional access in the vicinity of the project. SR-65 runs
generally northwest from 1-80 and joins SR-70 near the town of Marysville. Near the 1-80
connector, SR-65 is a four-lane expressway with interchanges at N. Harding Boulevard/Stanford
Ranch Road, Pleasant Grove Boulevard, Blue Oaks Boulevard, and'Washington Boulevard.

Pacific Street. Pacific Street is a two-lane roadway located east of Granite Drive, a four-lane
roadway from Rocklin Road to Sierra Meadows Drive, and a two-lane roadway north of Sierra
Meadows Drive. Pacific Street is classified as an Arterial‘in the City General Plan Circulation
Element and is classified as a Truck Route by the City: This roadway provides travel throughout
the entire City limits. Pacific Street becomes Taylor'Road east of Sierra College Drive.

Granite Drive. Granite Drive is a four-lane southwest-northeast roadway located west of 1-80.
Granite Drive is classified as an Arterial in the City General Plan Circulation Element. Granite
Drive runs from Rocklin Road in the south and terminates at Sierra College Boulevard just north
of the project site. Granite Drive is classified as a Truck Route from Dominguez Road to Sierra
College Boulevard.

Sierra College Boulevard. Sierra College Boulevard.is a north-south roadway that forms the
western boundary of the project site. This roadway is classified as<an Arterial roadway with an
ultimate six-lane cross-section in the City’s General Plan Circulation Element. Sierra College
Boulevard is designated as a Truck Route by the City. Within the study area, Sierra College
Boulevard is a two-lane roadway north of Rocklin Road and a four-lane roadway immediately
south of Rocklin-Road.

Direct access to the project will be'provided via three'locations on Sierra College Boulevard.

0

Rocklin Road. Rocklin Road is an east-west roadway located south of the project site. West of
Sierra College Boulevard, Rocklin Road-is a four-lane roadway. Immediately east of Sierra
College Boulevard, there are two eastbound and one westbound travel lanes. Farther east, Rocklin
Road becomes a two-lane roadway and terminates at Barton Road.

Dominguez Road. Dominguez Road is classified as a Collector roadway on the City’s General
Plan. North of Pacific Street, Dominguez Road becomes Del Mar Avenue. Dominguez Road/Del
Mar Avenue is currently a two-lane undivided roadway. Currently, Dominguez Road terminates
at Granite Drive, west of 1-80. Dominguez Drive is planned to be extended across 1-80 and will
become the west leg of the southern project driveway. The Dominguez Road extension is
included in the City’s Traffic Impact Fee and Capital Improvement Program.

Brace Road. Brace Road is a two-lane east-west roadway located north of the project site. This
roadway is located within the City of Loomis.

Horseshoe Bar Road. This roadway is located within the City of Loomis and provides access to
1-80. Horseshoe Bar Road is a two-lane roadway running in a northwest-southeast direction and is
located north of the project site.
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LSA ASSOCIATES, INC. TRAFFIC IMPACT ANALYSIS
MARCH 2007 ROCKLIN CROSSINGS

Existing Traffic Volumes

Existing traffic counts at the 21 study intersections were collected in October 2006 (a.m. and p.m.
peak hours) and September 2006 (Saturday peak hour). The traffic counts are provided in Appendix
A. These counts were taken during a nonholiday period when schools were in session and therefore
include the traffic generated by Sierra College and all schools within the study area. The existing a.m.
and p.m. peak-hour and Saturday peak-hour traffic volumes are illustrated in Figures 5 and 6.

Existing Levels of Service

Levels of service at study area intersections and roadway segments were calculated for the existing
conditions and are summarized in Tables A and B. The existing LOS worksheets are provided in
Appendix B.

As shown in Table A, the following two intersections are operating at an unsatisfactory LOS in the
existing condition.

0 Sierra College Boulevard/I-80 eastbound ramp

0 Taylor Road/Horseshoe Bar Road

As shown in Table B, all but two roadway segments currently operate with satisfactory LOS, per City
guidelines. The following roadway segments are currently operating at unsatisfactory LOS:

0 Taylor Road between King Road and Horseshoe Bar Road

0 Sierra College Boulevard between Taylor Road and 1-80

PROJECT TRIP GENERATION AND DISTRIBUTION

The proposed project.is a regional shopping center with approximately 543,500 sf of retail/
commercial use, including two major tenants (presently expected to be a Wal-Mart Supercenter and
The Home Depot). An estimation of the.number of vehicle trips was generated for the site using the
trip rates from the Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE) Trip Generation, 7th Edition, and the
article, “Trip Generation Characteristics of Free-Standing Discount Superstores,” ITE Journal,
August 2006. The project trip generation is shown in Table C. As indicated in the table, the project is
forecast to generate 18,788 daily trips, 617 a.m. peak-hour trips, 1,914 p.m. peak-hour trips, and
2,280 Saturday peak-hour trips.

As explained above, although Trip Generation, 7th Edition, is the industry-recognized source of trip
generation information; this study departs from the approach employed in the ITE manual in one
respect because of a study conducted of trips generated by superstores, the results of which were
published in the August 2006 ITE Journal. This article proposes a higher trip generation rate for
superstores than the one used in the ITE manual. Due to existence of an ongoing debate in some
quarters about trip generation rates associated with Wal-Mart Supercenters, LSA employed a
conservative approach that assumes the higher trip generation rate in the ITE Journal article. LSA
took this approach, even though there are good reasons to question the high trip generation rate
posited by the ITE Journal article.
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LSA ASSOCIATES, INC. TRAFFIC IMPACT ANALYSIS
MARCH 2007 ROCKLIN CROSSINGS

Specifically, the ITE Journal article focused on a small sample of five Wal-Mart Supercenters in
Texas and Oklahoma, and found that p.m. trip generation for the five stores ranges from 4.16 to 6.67,
with an average of 5.5 trips per 1,000 square feet (compared to the Trip Generation p.m. peak-hour
trip generation rate of 3.87 per thousand square feet). There are at least three reasons why this result
may not be immediately applicable to the proposed project. First, the sample stores are located in
Texas and Oklahoma and do not necessarily reflect conditions in Northern California. Demographics,
proximity to the stores, and other factors assumed in the ITE Journal Study have not been
demonstrated to be the same as in Northern California. In contrast, information contained in Trip
Generation, 7th edition, is comprised of a blend of locations throughout the U'S., including
California. Second, the survey data are incomplete and did not include information regarding a.m.
peak or daily trip characteristics. Third, the average rate of the sample stores has not been officially
accepted by ITE as the rate that should be applied to discount supercenters from now on; and given
the small sample size used for the ITE Journal article, the rate'recommended in the article may not be
widely accepted as reliable until additional survey information becomes available. If the five-store
Texas/Oklahoma data were officially accepted and incorporated into the existing ITE manual data for
Free Standing Discount Superstore, the data would be added to the existing data points from the
previous field studies, with a new average derived from the augmented. data set. The resulting average
might well yield a trip generation rate considerably lower than the article found to occur in Texas and
Oklahoma.

It should be noted that the trip rates contained in Trip. Generation, 7th Edition, for Home
Improvement Store include the vehicle trips generated by-an adjacent garden center. Calculation of
trip generation involves taking the product of the trip generation rate (from ITE) and the square
footage of the Home Improvement Store building only, not including the garden center. As noted in
the description of the land.use code for Home Improvement Store, the garden center should not be
included in the building’s overall gross floor area for the purpose of calculating the vehicle trip
generation. The vehicle trip.generation shown in Table C for the home improvement store is based on
the floor area without the garden center. However, trips generated by the garden center are still
included in the trip generation because they are-inherent in the trip rate per thousand square feet.

For further clarification the ITE trip rate are calculated as follows:

0 All trips.coming into and out of the Home Improvement Store are counted.

0 These trips are then divided by the building square footage (in thousand square feet) only,
deducting the garden center.

0 The resultant trips per thousand square feet are the trip generation factors; while the factor is only
applied to the building square footage, it does reflect the trips generated by the garden center.

Many of the trips generated by a retail shopping center such as the Rocklin Crossings project would
be pass-by trips, or trips whose primary destination is not the shopping center. These would include
trips such as a work-to-home trip that stops at a retail center on the way. These trips would not be new
trips generated by the project; rather, they are trips that are already on the roadway network that
would make a stopover at the proposed shopping center. ITE’s Trip Generation Handbook (2004)
provides estimates of pass-by trip percentages for various types of land uses. The Trip Generation
Handbook estimates pass-by trips to vary between 28 percent and 48 percent for the land uses shown
in Table C. Rather than apply the more aggressive trip reduction of 28 to 48 percent, a conservative
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LSA ASSOCIATES, INC. TRAFFIC IMPACT ANALYSIS
MARCH 2007 ROCKLIN CROSSINGS

estimate of 10 percent average pass-by trip reduction rate was applied to the trips generated by the
entire retail center.

Project trips were distributed throughout the study area using the City’s traffic analysis model. The
select zone model assignments for the proposed project were used to obtain the trip distribution. The
regional trip distribution percentages from the traffic model and the resulting project trips at each
intersection are illustrated in Figures 7 and 8. It should be noted that the distribution percentages
shown in the figures are the generalized distribution for illustration only and do not reflect all project
trips that may be destined within the study area. This interaction between land uses in the study area
is reflected in the actual trip assignment volumes.

EXISTING PLUS PROJECT

Traffic volumes generated by the proposed project were-added to the existing traffic volumes and
LOS were calculated for the existing plus project scenario. Because construction of the project will
follow construction of other previously approved projects in the study area, the existing plus project
conditions are not the real-world physical condition that the project will-affect. However, an existing
plus project condition has nevertheless been analyzed for disclosure purposes. The existing plus
project weekday and Saturday peak-hour traffic volumes are illustrated in Figures 9 and 10. The LOS
for study area intersections and roadway segments.in the existing plus project scenario is shown in
Tables D and E. The existing plus project LOS worksheets are provided in Appendix C. The short-
term geometrics and traffic control for project scenarios are illustrated.in Figure 11.

As shown in Table D, the two intersections, Sierra College Boulevard/I-80 Eastbound Ramp and
Taylor Road/Horseshoe Bar Road that operate at LOS E in the existing condition would operate at
LOS A and LOS F respectively, with the addition of project traffic. The project would add more than
0.05 to the intersection of Sierra College Boulevard/I-80 Eastbound Ramp. However, as will be
discussed later in this report, the City’s Traffic Fee Program has a project to improve the 1-80/Sierra
College Boulevard interchange, which would mitigate this unsatisfactory LOS. The Rocklin
Crossings project would be subject to the City’s Traffic Fee and thus would contribute its fair share
towards mitigating this impact. The intersection of Taylor Road/Horseshoe Bar Road is forecast to
operate at LOS F (v/c = 1.029) in the existing plus project condition. The project would have a
significant impact on the intersection of Taylor Road/Horseshoe Bar Road in the existing plus project
condition.

As shown in Table E, most of the study area roadway segments are forecast to operate within their
daily roadway capacities in the existing plus project condition except for the following four segments:
0 Taylor Road between King Road and Horseshoe Bar Road (Loomis)

0 Taylor Road between Sierra College Boulevard and Dominguez Road

0 Sierra College Boulevard between Taylor Road and 1-80

0  Sierra College Boulevard between Dominguez Road and Rocklin Road

A directional peak-hour roadway segment analysis was prepared for these four segments and is
shown in Table F. In both a.m. and p.m. peak hours, the four affected roadway segments will operate
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LSAASSOCIATES, INC.

Table F: Existing plus Project Peak Hour Roadway Segment Level of Service Summary

Road s " c it Existing Existing + Project
oadwa, egmen apacity
Y ® PACY [Volume | V/IC LOS | Volume | V/C LOS
Taylor Road King Rd and Horseshoe Bar Rd (Loomis)
AM. Peak Hour Northbound 1,650 426 0.26 A 443 0.27 A
AM. Peak Hour Southbound 1,650 706 0.43 A 720 0.44 A
Total A.M. Peak Hour 3,300 1,132 0.34 A 1,163 0.35 A
P.M Peak Hour Northbound 1,650 494 0.30 A 541 0.33 A
P.M Peak Hour Southbound 1,650 588 0.36 A 637 0.39 A
Total P.M. Peak Hour 3,300 1,082 0.33 A 1,178 0.36 A
SAT Peak Hour Northbound 1,650 422 0.26 A 481 0.29 A
SAT Peak Hour Southbound 1,650 504 0.31 A 559 0.34 A
Total SAT Peak Hour 3,300 926 0.28 A 1,040 0.32 A
Pacific Street Sierra College Blvd and Dominguez Rd
AM. Peak Hour Northbound 1,650 435 0.26 A 452 0.27 A
AM. Peak Hour Southbound 1,650 425 0.26 A 426 0.26 A
Total A.M. Peak Hour 3,300 860 0.26 A 878 0.27 A
P.M Peak Hour Northbound 1,650 614 0.37 A 616 0.37 A
P.M Peak Hour Southbound 1,650 584 0.35 A 633 0.38 A
Total P.M. Peak Hour 3,300 1,198 0.36 A 1,249 0.38 A
SAT Peak Hour Northbound 1,650 309 0.19 A 368 0.22 A
SAT Peak Hour Southbound 1,650 318 0.19 A 373 0.23 A
Total SAT Peak Hour 3,300 627 0.19 A 741 0.22 A
Sierra College Boulevard English Colony Way and King Rd (Placer County)
AM. Peak Hour Northbound 1,650 294 0.18 A 619 0.38 A
AM. Peak Hour Southbound 1,650 589 0.36 A 320 0.19 A
Total A.M. Peak Hour 3,300 883 0.27 A 939 0.28 A
P.M Peak Hour Northbound 1,650 361 0.22 A 446 0.27 A
P.M Peak Hour Southbound 1,650 616 0.37 A 704 0.43 A
Total P.M. Peak Hour 3,300 977 0.30 A 1,150 0.35 A
SAT Peak Hour Northbound 1,650 335 0.20 A 442 0.27 A
SAT Peak Hour Southbound 1,650 299 0.18 A 398 0.24 A
Total SAT Peak Hour 3,300 634 0.19 A 840 0.25 A
Sierra College Boulevard King Rd and Taylor Rd (Loomis)
AM. Peak Hour Northbound 1,650 665 0.40 A 716 0.43 A
AM. Peak Hour Southbound 1,650 538 0.33 A 581 0.35 A
Total A.M. Peak Hour 3,300 1,203 0.36 A 1,297 0.39 A
P.M Peak Hour Northbound 1,650 645 0.39 A 787 0.48 A
P.M Peak Hour Southbound 1,650 924 0.56 A 1,070 0.65 B
Total P.M. Peak Hour 3,300 1,569 0.48 A 1.857 0.56 A
SAT Peak Hour Northbound 1,650 378 0.23 A 557 0.34 A
SAT Peak Hour Southbound 1,650 421 0.26 A 585 0.35 A
Total SAT Peak Hour 3,300 799 0.24 A 1,142 0.35 A
Sierra College Boulevard Taylor Rd and 1-80
AM. Peak Hour Northbound 1,650 594 0.36 A 705 0.43 A
AM. Peak Hour Southbound 1,650 636 0.39 A 652 0.40 A
Total A.M. Peak Hour 3,300 1,230 0.37 A 1,357 041 A
P.M Peak Hour Northbound 1,650 794 0.48 A 991 0.60 A
P.M Peak Hour Southbound 1,650 694 0.42 A 891 0.54 A
Total P.M. Peak Hour 3,300 1,488 0.45 A 1,882 0.57 A
SAT Peak Hour Northbound 1,650 475 0.29 A 760 0.46 A
SAT Peak Hour Southbound 1,650 538 0.33 A 724 0.44 A
Total SAT Peak Hour 3,300 1,013 0.31 A 1,484 0.45 A
Sierra College Boulevard Dominguez Rd and Rocklin Rd
AM. Peak Hour Northbound 1,650 831 0.50 A 944 0.57 A
AM. Peak Hour Southbound 1,650 911 0.55 A 770 0.47 A
Total A.M. Peak Hour 3,300 1,742 0.53 A 1,714 0.52 A
P.M Peak Hour Northbound 1,650 939 0.57 A 1,037 0.63 A
P.M Peak Hour Southbound 1,650 954 0.58 A 1,079 0.65 A
Total P.M. Peak Hour 3,300 1,893 0.57 A 2,116 0.64 A
SAT Peak Hour Northbound 1,650 599 0.36 A 851 0.52 A
SAT Peak Hour Southbound 1,650 613 0.37 A 780 0.47 A
Total SAT Peak Hour 3,300 1,212 0.37 A 1,631 0.49 A
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LSA ASSOCIATES, INC. TRAFFIC IMPACT ANALYSIS
MARCH 2007 ROCKLIN CROSSINGS

at LOS A or B. Because the roadway segments will operate with satisfactory LOS during the peak
hour of roadway traffic, they are not considered impacted by the project.

EXISTING PLUS APPROVED PROJECTS (BASELINE)
Existing plus Approved Projects (Baseline) Traffic Volumes

To identify traffic conditions that could be expected at the time of project opening, an existing plus
approved projects (baseline) scenario was developed. The City provided a list of approved projects in
the vicinity of the project. The approved projects include interchange improvements at 1-80 and Sierra
College Boulevard, as the interchange improvements have CEQA approval and are fully funded. The
approved projects do not include the proposed Dominguez Road extension. The approved projects list
is provided in Appendix D. Traffic volumes for approved projects were determined by applying the
trip generation rates from the ITE Trip Generation, 7th Edition, to the approved land uses. Vehicle
trips from approved projects were distributed to the study area intersections based on the location of
the approved projects in relation to other land uses and local and regional transportation networks.
The locations of the approved projects and trip distribution are illustrated in Figure 12. The approved
projects and their respective trip generation are shown in Table G.

Existing Plus Approved Projects (Baseline) Levels of Service

Traffic from the approved projects was added to the existing traffic counts and LOS were calculated
for the existing plus approved projects scenario. Existing plus approved projects weekday peak-hour
and Saturday traffic volumes are illustrated in Figures 13 and 14. The LOS for study area
intersections and roadway segments in the existing plus approved projects scenario are shown in
Tables H and I. The existing plus approved projects LOS worksheets are provided in Appendix E.

As shown in Table H, the following five intersections are operating at an unsatisfactory LOS in the
existing plus. approved projects condition:

0 Rocklin Road/Pacific Street

0 Rocklin Road/I-80 westbound ramps

0 Rocklin Road/I-80 eastbound ramps

0  Sierra College Boulevard/Rocklin Road

0 Taylor Road/Horseshoe Bar Road (Loomis)

As shown in Table I, most of the study area roadway segments are forecast to operate within their
daily roadway capacities except for the following three segments:

0 Taylor Road between King Road and Horseshoe Bar Road (Loomis)

0 Sierra College Boulevard between Taylor Road and 1-80

0 Sierra College Boulevard between Dominguez Road and Rocklin Road

P:\DSR330 - Rocklin Crossings\Revised Study - New Counts\Mar 29 2007\Rocklin Crossings TIA nonRLSO.doc «03/29/07» 29
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