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Crossing does not exist - Latent Pedestrian Demand used instead since condition (c) in Table 2-2.1b is met.

85th percentile speed on Hollister Street is currently 42 MPH. With the proposed project improvements,
narrower lanes and more development, speeds can be expected to decrease.

Proposed location is approximately 1,000' from the nearest controlled crossing location.

The unrestricted view to
the south is approximately
750" and the unrestricted
view to the north is
approximately 700'".

The unrestricted view of

pedestrians of at least 300'

In each direction is due to
I I the relatively straight

alignment and level grade
of the roadway.

The project is proposing lighting at the proposed crosswalk location and bus stop.

The design of the crosswalk is ADA compliant.


Amy.Jackson
Typewritten Text
Crossing does not exist - Latent Pedestrian Demand used instead since condition (c) in Table 2-2.1b is met.

Amy.Jackson
Typewritten Text
85th percentile speed on Hollister Street is currently 42 MPH. With the proposed project improvements, narrower lanes and more development, speeds can be expected to decrease. 

Amy.Jackson
Typewritten Text
Proposed location is approximately 1,000' from the nearest controlled crossing location. 

Amy.Jackson
Rectangle

Amy.Jackson
Typewritten Text
The unrestricted view to the south is approximately 750' and the unrestricted view to the north is approximately 700'.

The unrestricted view of pedestrians of at least 300' in each direction is due to the relatively straight alignment and level grade of the roadway. 

Amy.Jackson
Typewritten Text
The project is proposing lighting at the proposed crosswalk location and bus stop. 

Amy.Jackson
Typewritten Text
The design of the crosswalk is ADA compliant. 


Broposed
us stop



Amy.Jackson
Rectangle

Amy.Jackson
Rectangle

Amy.Jackson
Rectangle

Amy.Jackson
Rectangle

Amy.Jackson
Rectangle

Amy.Jackson
Typewritten Text
proposed
bus stop


See attached
field work

Site achieves
16 points.



Amy.Jackson
Text Box
Site achieves 16 points. 

Amy.Jackson
Rectangle

Amy.Jackson
Typewritten Text
See attached field work




Amy.Jackson
Rectangle

Amy.Jackson
Rectangle

Amy.Jackson
Rectangle




Amy.Jackson
Rectangle

Amy.Jackson
Rectangle

Amy.Jackson
Rectangle







































































APPENDIX |

STRIPING CONCEPT FOR HOLLISTER STREET

Bella Mar | Local Mobility Analysis
December 2020



OFF-SITE IMPROVEMENT STRIPING PLAN EET 1 OF 2)

L
oo @ on) Tan

it

3
5

MATCHLINE
SEE BELOW LEFT

LEGEND
(xx) EXISTING LANE WIDTH
PEDESTRIAN CROSSING SIGN y = . L 3 - XX PROPOSED LANE WIDTH

. . WITH RECTANGULAR FLASHING
163 SHIFT TAPER - BEACON TO BE INSTALLED
8 @35 MPH

T <
o < N
s —
P w
Juw 1Z W
I > e
[SNe} Iw
= PEDESTRIAN CROSSING SIGN Ow
<< WITH RECTANGULAR FLASHING = w
= BEACON TO BE INSTALLED <o
w T 1 >
(72} S e b it i

[ S EERErLY "h—-..-l-q v i

—————Ta | d pr RN T g

Bella Mar | Local Mobility Analysis
December 2020



OFF-SITE IMPROVEMENT STRIPING PLAN (SHEET 2 OF 2)
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APPENDIX J

HORIZON YEAR (2050) INTERSECTION VOLUME INFORMATION

Bella Mar | Local Mobility Analysis
December 2020



Annual
ROADWAY SEGMENT 2008 Model| 2050 Model| ¢ Ly,
ADT ADT
Rate
Main Street
I-5 NB Ramps to Hollister Street | 22,700 | 27,100 | 0.423%
Hollister Street
Main Street to Charles Avenue 6,200 13,400 1.852%
Charles Avenue to Conifer Street 5,900 12,200 1.745%
Conifer Street to Palm Avenue 5,600 11,300 1.686%

Palm Avenue

I-5 NB Ramps to Hollister Street | 22000 | 31,600 | 0.770%




2,166

PROJECT

ROADWAY SEGMENT DISTRIBUTION VOLUME
Main Street
I-5 NB Ramps to Hollister Street | 40% 866
Hollister Street
Main Street to Charles Avenue 50% 1,083
Charles Avenue to Conifer Avenue 50% 1,083
Conifer Avenue to Palm Avenue 50% 1,083
Palm Avenue
I-5 NB Ramps to Hollister Street | 40% 866




Intersection #:| 1

Int 1 AM Peak Volumes

Scenario: Existing Conditions
N/S Street:|I-5 SB Ramps
E/W Street:|Main Street

Project # (last 6)
62% 38%
467 | 748 | 281 108.4%
: " I
[ o | o | 458 |
w2 N N 5 (272
62% 67| = < |58 |<[330 [40%
108 9| & 838 v |0 820
38% 41| = 32 = =490 [60%
3.2% 0] & R o 2 3.6%
[ o [ of o]
8 o
0 0 0 0.0%
0% 0% H
Scenario:|Horizon Year Conditions
N/S Street:|I-5 SB Ramps
E/W Street:|Main Street
[ 545 | [ 332 | 108.4% |
i o
[ 28 ] o | 506 |
174 g N s 1307
[ s8]« <60 |«=[3s6 |
=k [ os4 | 2o
| 53 | 28]= = |534
3.2% 0] & R 4 3.6%
_ [ o [ o] o]

LEGEND

Existing K-Factor Xx%
ADT Volume

KASND_TPTO\195078001_408HOLLISTER\ANALYSIS\EXCEL\HOLLISTERTurn32.xlsx




Intersection #:| 2
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Int 2 AM Peak Volumes

Scenario: Existing Conditions
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Intersection #:|3
Project # (last 6)|0

Sci
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Int 3 AM Peak Volumes
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Int 5 AM Peak Volumes

Scenario:| Existing Conditions
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Intersection #:|6
Project # (last 6)|0

Int 6 AM Peak Volumes

Scenario:| Existing Conditions
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Int 1 PM Peak Volumes
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Int 2 PM Peak Volumes
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Kimley»Horn

Attachment A. Significant VMT Thresholds and Analysis Methodologies per Land Use Type

Bella Mar CEQA Analysis
Page 8

LAND USE TYPE

THRESHOLD FOR DETERMINATION
OF A SIGNIFICANT
TRANSPORTATION VMT IMPACT **

ANALYSIS METHODOLOGY

Residential

15% below regional average* resident
VMT/Capita

For projects that generate less than 2,400 daily unadjusted driveway trips: Identify the location of the project
on the SANDAG Resident VMT/Capita map. The project’s Resident VMT/Capita will be considered the same as
the Resident VMT/Capita of the census tract it is located in. Compare the project’s Resident VMT/Capita to the
threshold to determine if the impact is significant OR input the project into the SANDAG Regional Travel Demand
Model to determine the project’'s Resident VMT/Capita.

For projects that generate greater than 2,400 daily unadjusted driveway trips: Input the project into the
SANDAG Regional Travel Demand Model for SANDAG to provide the project’'s Resident VMT/Capita. To perform
the analysis, all project land uses should be inputted, and the VMT/Capita should be determined using the same
method/scripts that SANDAG utilizes to develop the SANDAG Resident VMT/Capita maps.

Commercial
Employment, Hotel

15% below regional average* employee
VMT/Employee

For projects that generate less than 2,400 daily unadjusted driveway trips: Identify the location of the project
on the SANDAG Employee VMT/Employee map. The project's Employee VMT/Employee will be considered the
same as the Employee VMT/Employee of the census tract it is located in. Compare the project’'s Employee
VMT/Employee to the threshold to determine if the impact is significant OR input the project into the SANDAG
Regional Travel Demand Model to determine the project's Employee VMT/Employee.

For projects that generate greater than 2,400 daily unadjusted driveway trips: Input the project into the
SANDAG Regional Travel Demand Model for SANDAG to provide the project’'s Employee VMT/Employee. To
perform the analysis, all project land uses should be inputted, and the VMT/Capita should be determined using
the same method/scripts that SANDAG utilizes to develop the SANDAG Employee VMT/Employee maps.

Industrial Employment

Regional average* employee
VMT/Employee

For projects that generate less than 2,400 daily unadjusted driveway trips: Identify the location of the project
on the SANDAG Employee VMT/Employee map. The project's Employee VMT/Employee will be considered the
same as the Employee VMT/Employee of the census tract it is located in. Compare the project’'s Employee
VMT/Employee to the threshold to determine if the impact is significant OR input the project into the SANDAG
Regional Travel Demand Model to determine the project's Employee VMT/Employee.

For projects that generate greater than 2,400 daily unadjusted driveway trips: Input the project into the
SANDAG Regional Travel Demand Model to determine the project’s Employee VMT/Employee. To perform the
analysis, all project land uses should be inputted, and the VMT/Capita should be determined using the same
method/scripts that SANDAG utilizes to develop the SANDAG Employee VMT/Employee maps.

Regional Retail,
Regional Recreational,
Regional Public
Facilities,
Transportation Projects

Zero net increase in total regional VMT*

Calculate the change to regional VMT using the SANDAG Travel Demand Model. To calculate the change in
regional VMT, the regional retail component of the project should be inputted into the travel demand model (year
that is used to determine the VMT thresholds). The “with project regional retail” regional VMT produced by the
model run is compared to the “no project” regional VMT.

* The regional average and total regional VMT are determined using the SANDAG Regional Travel Demand Model. The specific model version and model year will be identified by the
Development Services Department’s Transportation Development Section.
** Projects that exceed these thresholds would have a significant impact.

Source: City of San Diego Transportation Study Manual Tables 3 and 4 (June 2020).
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