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Liza Baskir, First Carbon Solutions

Sam Tabibnia, Fehr & Peers

Subject: City of Berkeley Solid Waste and Recycling Transfer Station Replacement

Project - Transportation Analysis

This memorandum presents our transportation analysis findings under California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) for the proposed Solid Waste and Recycling Transfer Station Replacement

Project (SW&RTS project or project) in the City of Berkeley. The memorandum also summarizes the

effects of the proposed project on parking, which is outside of the CEQA process but is required by

the City of Berkeley.

Based on our evaluation:

the proposed project would have less than significant impacts on all four transportation-
related items in the latest CEQA checklist, including less than significant impacts on
consistency with plans and programs addressing the circulation system, vehicle miles
traveled (VMT), transportation hazards, and emergency access.

On-site parking proposed by the proposed project would meet the City of Berkeley
Municipal Code requirements.

The proposed project would not require a traffic impact analysis because although it may
generate a few new truck trips, the new trips would be within the daily fluctuation in traffic
volumes during typical operations at the site and the adjacent streets. In addition,
although the proposed project would relocate some driveways and modify internal
circulation within the site, trucks and passenger vehicles would continue to enter and leave
the site from the same directions as under existing conditions. Therefore, the few
additional trips would not have a noticeable effect on traffic operations, or cause a
significant impact on related topics such as noise and air quality.
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The remainder of this memorandum provides more detail on the setting and project description,
discusses the four CEQA checklist questions related to transportation, and presents the parking
assessment conducted for the proposed project.

1.  Setting

This section provides a brief description of the existing conditions and planned changes not
related to the project at and around the project site.

Existing Conditions

The existing site occupies about 7.73 acres in West Berkeley. The site is generally bounded by the
Union Pacific Railroad (UPRR) tracks to the east, Codornices Creek to the north, Second Street to
the west, and Gilman Street to the south. The site serves as the City of Berkeley's primary solid
waste and recycling collection, processing, and transfer station.

The project site is accessed through nine driveways on Second Street and two driveways on Gilman
Street. Since Second Street is one-way northbound between Gilman and Harrison Streets, and a
cul-de-sac north of Harrison Street, most vehicles enter and exit the site through Second Street
and exit through Harrison Street and Eastshore Highway.

The existing site provides 34 on-site parking spaces in the following two surface parking lots:

e A parking lot in the southwest corner of the site with driveways on Second and Gilman
Streets provides 14 parking spaces that are primarily used by customers and visitors.

e A parking lot near the center of the site accessed through a driveway on Second Street
south of Harrison Street provides 20 parking spaces that are used by both employees and
visitors.

In addition, 25 angled parking spaces on the east side of Second Street north of Harrison Street
along the project frontage are designated as public parking with no restrictions.

Gilman Street Interchange Project

The Gilman Street Interchange Project, currently under construction, primarily consists of installing
two roundabouts at the intersections of 1-80 ramps on Gilman Street. The roundabouts will replace
the existing stop-signs on the 1-80 northbound and southbound off-ramps, West Frontage Road,
and Eastshore Highway. Along the southern project frontage, the Gilman Street Interchange
Project will also provide a two-way separated bikeway (cycletrack) on the south side of Gilman
Street which will connect with a non-motorized overcrossing of I-80 south of the interchange,
install a median with bollards on Gilman Street west of the railroad tracks, and remove on-street
parking on Gilman Street. Construction of the Gilman Street Interchange Project is expected to be
completed by 2025.
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The Gilman Street Interchange Project will not modify access to the site. Passenger vehicles, as well
as light and heavy trucks, will continue to primarily access the site on Second Street and exit
through Harrison Street and Eastshore Highway. Vehicles leaving the site and wishing to travel
eastbound on Gilman Street who can currently turn left from southbound Eastshore Highway onto
eastbound Gilman Street would turn right from Eastshore Highway and navigate through the east
roundabout, which will be constructed to accommodate passenger vehicles and light trucks within
the paved right-of-way and include a center apron to accommodate large trucks.

Once complete, the Gilman Street Interchange Project will continue to maintain the two existing
project driveways on Gilman Street. The already constructed median on Gilman Street west of the
railroad tracks will include a break in the median opposite of the existing site driveway on Gilman
Street west of the railroad tracks to allow left-turns from westbound Gilman Street into the project
driveway.

2.  Project Description

The project, as shown in Appendix A, would include two main structures, with the Transfer Station
and the MRF as separate buildings, in the project site. The project would provide three driveways
on Second Street and two driveways on Gilman Street. It would provide 60 parking spaces in the
following parking facilities:

e 21 parking spaces for customers in a parking lot at the southwest corner of the project site
with a full access (inbound and outbound) driveway on Second Street and an outbound
driveway on Gilman Street just east of Second Street.

e 14 parking spaces for employees in a parking lot just north of the customer parking lot
that can be accessed through either the visitor driveway on Second Street or a driveway on
Second Street opposite Harrison Street.

e 25 angled parking spaces on the east side of Second Street along the project frontage
north of Harrison Street.

Passenger vehicles would access the parking facilities described above on Second Street and exit
either through Second Street to Harrison Street and Eastshore Highway or use the Gilman Street
driveway east of Second Street. The Gilman Street driveway would be limited to right-out only and
vehicles exiting the driveway and wishing to travel eastbound on Gilman Street would turn right
onto westbound Gilman Street and navigate through the east roundabout to access eastbound
Gilman Street.

Most trucks would enter and exit the site through the two northmost driveways on Second Street
at either the north end of the Second Street cul-de-sac to access the scales or opposite Harrison
Street to access the rest of the site. Collection trucks would use the Gilman Street driveway west of
the railroad tracks to enter and exit the site, which the project would widen. Transfer trucks
accessing the MRF in the southeast corner of the site would enter the site on Second Street at the
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driveway opposite Harrison Street and circulate through the site to reach the MRF; they would
leave the site through either the Gilman Street driveway just west of the railroad tracks or
turnaround in the MRF loading area and circulate through the site and exit through the driveway
on Second Street opposite Harrison Street. All left-turns out of the project driveway on Gilman
Street west of the railroad tracks would be prohibited. Trucks exiting this driveway and wishing to
travel eastbound on Gilman Street would turn right onto westbound Gilman Street and navigate
through the east roundabout to access eastbound Gilman Street.

Bicycle parking would be provided in the form of 32 bicycle racks, which would accommodate 64
bicycles, along the east side of the visitor parking lot.

Following the completion of the project, the Zero Watse Division does not anticipate any increase
in volume of materials, although given efficiencies in the proposed project design, the proposed
MRF would be capable of processing an average of 80 to 130 tons of recyclable material per day
(an increase of up to 85 tons per day). The increase in capacity is due to the enhancement of the
facility with components such as laser sorters, magnets to separate metals, and fans to separate
paper, which would allow for more efficient processing. As the enhanced processing relates
entirely to mechanical components, the increase in potential throughput would not require any
increase in employees.

The City and Zero Waste Division will continue to promote diversion of waste materials in
accordance with local and State Law, such that an increased amount of material coming into the
project site is expected to be processed at the MRF rather than the transfer station portion of the
facility. Accordingly, the number of vehicle trips entering the facility to deliver material generated
within the City of Berkeley is not expected to increase substantially.

The increase related to diversion of existing throughput from the transfer station to the MRF is not
expected to reach the maximum throughput capacity of 130 tons per day. Accordingly, the Zero
Waste Division acknowledges that, in the future, the excess processing capacity of the MRF may
allow the Zero Waste Division to offer access to the MRF to nearby communities such as El Cerrito
and San Pablo. To that end, overall trips may increase, to the extent that the nearby communities
choose to utilize the MRF for their processing needs. Given the expected total increase in capacity
of up to 85 tons per day, and the anticipated use of commercial trucks for delivery of materials at a
rate of seven tons per truck, the future maximum operating capacity would result in an estimated
12 trucks per day above existing conditions, if the facility were to operate at its maximum future
capacity. Since the site operates from 8:00 AM to 4:30 PM on typical days, this corresponds to
about 1.5 additional trucks per hour, which is within the daily fluctuation in truck traffic during
typical operations at the site and on the adjacent streets. Therefore, the additional trucks would
not have a noticeable effect on traffic operations or cause a significant impact on related topics
such as noise and air quality.
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The project would not change the hours of operations or the number of employees at the site;
they would remain the same as allowed under existing conditions. Thus, the proposed project
would not change the amount of passenger vehicles and may slightly increase the truck trips as
described above. The project would modify the number and location of the site driveways and the
vehicle types using each driveway. However, these modifications would only change the traffic
volumes at individual driveways and would not change the overall traffic patterns in the project
vicinity.

3. CEQA Analysis

The following thresholds of significance are based on Appendix G of the CEQA Guidelines. The
proposed project would have a significant impact on the environment if it would do any of the
following:

1. Conflict with a program, plan, ordinance, or policy addressing the circulation system,
including transit, roadway, bicycle, and pedestrian facilities?

2. Conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines section 15064.3, subdivision (b)?

3. Substantially increase hazards due to a geometric design feature (e.g., sharp curve or
dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)?

4. Result in inadequate emergency access?

Each of the above items are discussed below.

The proposed project would not conflict with a program, plan, ordinance, or policy
addressing the circulation system, including transit, roadway, bicycle, and
pedestrian facilities.

Since the proposed project would not change the hours of operations, or the number of
employees at the site, it would not increase passenger vehicle trips. The increased capacity at the
MRF may result in additional truck traffic using the MRF, which would be due to the City of
Berkeley allowing the excess capacity at the MRF to be used by trucks from nearby communities. If
the facility were to operate at its maximum capacity in the future, up to about 1.5 additional trucks
per hour may use the facility. This is within the daily fluctuation in truck traffic during typical
operations at the site and on the adjacent streets; and therefore, the additional trucks would not
have a noticeable effect on traffic operations.

Although the proposed project would relocate some of the existing services and driveways within
the project site and modify the internal vehicular circulation within the project site, all trucks and
passenger vehicles would continue to access and leave the site on Gilman and/or Second Streets.
Therefore, the proposed project would not increase traffic congestion in the project vicinity. In
addition, the proposed project would not modify the streets adjacent to the project site. Overall,
the proposed project would not conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance, or policy establishing a
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measure of effectiveness for the performance of the roadway system, including applicable
congestion management program.

The nearest bus stops to the project site are about 0.2 miles east of the project site on both
eastbound and westbound Gilman Street at Sixth Street; this stop serves AC Transit Line 12.
Additional AC Transit bus stops are located further east on Gilman Street and San Pablo Avenue.
The proposed project would not change the number of employees or visitors to the site and would
not change the transit demand generated by the project. Thus, the proposed project would not
have an impact on existing public transit facilities and would not decrease the performance or
safety of such facilities.

The Gilman Street Interchange Project recently replaced the existing Class II" bike lanes on Gilman
Street with a Class V2 two-way separated bikeway on the south side of the street. The City of
Berkeley's 2017 Bicycle Plan does not propose any other new bicycle facilities adjacent to the
project. The proposed project would not modify the existing or planned bicycle facilities. Therefore,
the proposed project would not have an impact on bicycle facilities and would not decrease the
performance or safety of such facilities. The proposed project would accommodate bicycle parking
for 64 bicycles, which would exceed the 62 bicycle parking spaces required by the City of Berkeley
Municipal Code.?

Existing pedestrian facilities adjacent to the project site include sidewalks along both sides of
Second and Gilman Streets along the project frontage. With respect to Gilman Street, the
proposed project would not modify the existing sidewalks. The existing sidewalk on the west side
of Second Street would remain as is. Approximately 11,710 square feet (existing) of the northern
portion of Second Street would be repaved and redeveloped as the main truck entry, while
maintaining public access to the driveway of the adjacent property to the west and relocating the
public vehicle turnaround area to south of its existing location.. This includes the existing sidewalk
on the east side of Second Street, which would be redeveloped as part of the proposed project.
The proposed project would also include a publicly accessible pervious pedestrian access path that
would lead to a small respite (seating) area that would feature an information podium display on
Bay Area. Because it would replace the existing sidewalk on the east side of Second Street in
compliance with applicable state and local regulations, this sidewalk and associated pervious path

" The City of Berkeley's 2017 Bicycle Plan defines a Class Il bike lane as a striped, preferential lane for one-way
bicycle travel on roadways. Some Class Il bicycle lanes include striped buffers that add a few feet of
separation between the bicycle lane and traffic lane or parking aisle.

2 The City of Berkeley's 2017 Bicycle Plan defines a Class IV bikeway, also known as a cycletrack or separated/
protected bikeway, as an on-street bicycle lane that is physically separated from motor vehicle traffic by a
vertical element or barrier, such as a curb, bollards, or parking aisle. Class IV bikeways can be designated for
either one-way or two-way bicycle travel.

3 City of Berkeley Municipal Code Section 23.322.090(A)(1) requires one bicycle parking space per 2,000
square feet of space for all non-residential uses. Thus, the 123,700 square feet of gross space provided by
the proposed project would require 62 bicycle parking spaces.



=y

would comply with the City of Berkeley's 2020 Pedestrian Plan goal of improving safety and
comfort for people walking and would not conflict with a program plan, ordinance, or policy of the
circulation system, including pedestrian facilities. The proposed project would also include internal
pedestrian circulation that would clarify pedestrian paths compared to existing conditions. This
internal circulation would also improve safety and comfort of people accessing the site by foot.
Therefore, the proposed project would increase performance and safety of such facilities.

The proposed project would be consistent with programs, plans, ordinances, and policies
addressing the circulation system, including transit, roadway, bicycle, and pedestrian facilities.
Therefore, the impact is less than significant.

The proposed project would not be in conflict with or be inconsistent with CEQA
Guidelines section 15064.3, subdivision (b).

Section 15064.3 of the 2019 CEQA Guidelines requires the use of vehicle miles traveled (VMT) to
identify impacts of projects on transportation in CEQA documents published after July 1, 2020.
Section 15064.3, subdivision (a) of the CEQA Guidelines state that the VMT as calculated for the
purpose of evaluating a project impact on transportation does not need to include the VMT
generated by heavy trucks and can only comprise the commute VMT generated by the employees
at a project site.

Since the proposed project would not change the hours of operations or the number of employees
at the site, it would not increase passenger vehicle trips. Thus, the project site would continue to
generate similar number of passenger vehicle trips and generate similar worker commute VMT as
the existing site.

Since the proposed project would not result in a net increase in VMT, the project impact on VMT is
less than significant, and no mitigation is required.

Furthermore, since some land use development projects may have characteristics that are highly
likely to meet thresholds for a less than significant impact on VMT, the City of Berkeley, consistent
with the guidance provided by the State, has developed screening criteria to quickly identify these
projects without doing extensive analysis. According to the City of Berkeley VMT Criteria and
Thresholds (adopted June 2020),4 VMT impacts can be presumed to be less than significant if a
project meets one or more of these screening criteria. The screening criterion applicable to the
proposed project is the "Locally Serving Public Facility” which states that:

Locally serving public facilities generally encompass government, civic, cultural, health, and
infrastructure uses which contribute to and support community needs and mostly
generate trips within the local area. Locally serving public facilities include, but are not
limited to, public schools, passive parks (parks designed for use in an informal way and

4 See https://berkeleyca.gov/sites/default/files/2022-02/VMT-Criteria-and-Thresholds.pdf for details.
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typically less developed), libraries, community centers, police stations, fire stations, and
public utilities.

Considering that the proposed project would continue to be operated by the City of Berkeley to
provide solid waste and recycling collection for the City of Berkeley, it would satisfy the City's
“Locally Serving Public Facility” screening criterion and can be presumed to have a less than
significant impact on VMT.

The project would not substantially increase hazards due to a geometric design
feature (e.g., sharp curve or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g.,
farm equipment).

Construction

Similar to other construction projects, the construction of the proposed project would require the
use of off-road construction equipment and on-road vehicles associated with worker, vendor, and
hauling trips. The equipment and vehicles would be typical of other construction projects
throughout the City of Berkeley. In addition, prior to approval of building permits for the proposed
project, the City of Berkeley would review the proposed construction activities and scheduling to
ensure potential traffic hazards would be avoided. If necessary, the City would require the
proposed project to prepare a Construction Transportation Plan (CTP), which would describe the
proposed permanent or temporary alterations, closures, or blockages to sidewalks, pedestrian
paths, bicycle facilities, and/or automobile lanes, storage of building materials, dumpsters, debris
within the public right-of-way, provision of exclusive contractor parking on-street, and any
significant truck activity. The CTP could also address potential conflicts between the construction
of the proposed project and the construction of the Gilman Street Interchange Project if the
construction of the two projects would overlap to avoid potential hazards. The City of Berkeley
would review and approve the CTP before construction activities are allowed to begin.

Considering these requirements, construction of the proposed project would not substantially
increase hazards due to a geometric design feature or incompatible uses. The project impact on
transportation hazards during construction is less than significant, and no mitigation is required.

Operations

The proposed project would include minor modifications to the public right-of-way, such as new
driveways. It would include the construction of new driveways and/or modifications of existing
driveways. Based on a review of the project site plans and as shown in Appendix B, all driveways
would provide adequate sight distance between vehicles entering and exiting the driveways and
pedestrians on the adjacent sidewalks. Adequate sight distance is defined as a clear line-of-sight
between a vehicle ten feet back from the sidewalk and a pedestrian ten feet away on each side of
the driveway.
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Appendix B also includes an evaluation of sight distance between vehicles entering and exiting the
driveways and cyclists and motor vehicles on the adjacent streets, based on the available stopping
sight distance at each location.® It is recommended that a minimum of 50 feet of red curb be
provided on the south side of the midblock project driveway on Second Street and on both sides
of the project driveway on Second Street opposite Harrison Street. It is also recommended that all
project driveways provide a stop sign and a stop bar on the outbound approach. With the
implementation of these recommendation, all project driveways would provide adequate sight
distance between vehicles entering and exiting the driveways and cyclists and motor vehicles on
the adjacent streets.

Based on a review of the project site plans and as described below, the project would provide for
adequate internal access and circulation for passenger vehicles and trucks and to the extent
feasible separate the access and circulation between passenger vehicles and trucks. The proposed
project would relocate the scales from near the center to the north end of the site, which would
increase the queuing space over the current conditions. As a result, the existing queues for the
scales, which currently can extend to Second Street and block through traffic on Second Street
would be accommodated on-site and within the cul-de-sac segment of Second Street north of
Harrison Street and would not interfere with through traffic circulation on Second and Harrison
Streets during typical operations.

The project site was evaluated to ensure that various vehicle types can enter, circulate through, and
exit the site. The evaluation accounts for the modifications to the streets adjacent to the project
site as planned by the currently under construction Gilman Street Interchange Project. As shown in
Appendix B, vehicle access and circulation was evaluated for the following typical vehicles:

e Passenger vehicle turning right from northbound Second Street into the site, circulating
through the visitor parking lot and exiting through turning right from either the midblock
Second Street driveway or the west driveway on Gilman Street.

e Passenger vehicle with a trailer entering through the driveway at the end of Second Street,
using the scales and the transfer station, and exiting through the driveway at the end of
Second Street.

o City of Berkeley collection truck turning left from eastbound or right from westbound
Gilman Street into the east driveway on Gilman Street, and turning right out of the same
driveway.

e Roll-off truck (assumed WB-50) turning right from northbound Second Street into the
driveway opposite Harrison Street, circulating through the site to access the MRF loading
area, and exiting through either turning right from the east Gilman Street driveway to

> Stopping sight distance is defined as the distance required by a driver of a vehicle, traveling at a given
speed, to bring the vehicle to a stop after an object on the street becomes visible and in advance of
reaching the object.
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westbound Gilman Street or circulating through the site and exiting through the Second
Street driveway opposite Harrison Street to westbound Harrison Street.

e Transfer truck (assumed WB-67) turning right from northbound Second Street into the
driveway opposite Harrison Street, accessing either the transfer station loading area or the
truck parking lot, and exiting through the Second Street driveway opposite Harrison Street
to westbound Harrison Street.

As shown in Appendix B, the proposed project would accommodate the various vehicle types.
Vehicles expected to access the site would be able to enter, circulate through, and exit the site.

As described above, the proposed project would not change the uses at the site. It would be
consistent with the existing uses at the site and the surrounding areas, which consist of primarily
industrial and manufacturing uses. Thus, the proposed project would continue to generate similar
amounts of heavy truck and passenger vehicle trips, with some pedestrian, bike, and transit trips
similar to existing conditions, and would be compatible with existing uses at the site and the
surrounding areas.

The operations of the proposed project would not substantially increase hazards due to a
geometric design feature or incompatible uses. The project impact on transportation hazards is
less than significant, and no mitigation is required.

The project would not result in inadequate emergency access.

Although the proposed project would modify the access points to the project site and the internal
circulation within the site, the project site would continue to be directly accessible through a total
of at least two access points on Second and Gilman Streets. Thus, if one access point is blocked,
emergency vehicles can use the other access point to access the site. In addition, the proposed
project would not include any dead-end drive aisles, which will allow emergency vehicles loop
access throughout the site.

The project site will be designed and constructed according to the applicable fire and safety
standards at the time of construction. The buildings within the project site would be accessible by
fire and emergency vehicles through public streets and/or drive aisles within the project site.

The proposed project does not propose any major modifications to the roadway network outside
the project site that would affect emergency vehicle access. In addition, all streets serving the
project area provide adequate space for other vehicles to pull over and allow emergency vehicles
to pass without blocking the streets.

Thus, the impact on emergency access is less than significant, and no mitigation is required.
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4. Parking Assessment

This section presents the existing automobile parking conditions at the site, and parking
requirements for both automobiles and bicycles.

Existing On-Site Parking

As described in the Project Description section of this memorandum, the existing site
accommodates 34 on-site parking spaces in two on-site parking lots. Fehr & Peers conducted
parking occupancy counts in these lots on Wednesday, October 20, 2021, at 8:00 AM, 11:00 AM,
1:00 PM, and 4:00 PM. Appendix C shows the parking supply count by space type and the parking
occupancies in each lot during each of the four hours listed above. The overall parking demand in
the two parking lots is highest at 1:00 PM, when 24 parking spaces are occupied, corresponding to
71 percent parking occupancy, with ten parking spaces available.

City Code Automobile Parking Requirement

As described in the Project Description section of this memorandum, the proposed project would
increase the on-site parking supply from 34 to 35 on-site parking spaces. The 35 on-site parking
spaces would be provided in the following two parking lots:

e 21 parking spaces for customers in a parking lot at the southwest corner of the project
site.
e 14 parking spaces for employees in a parking lot just north of the customer parking lot.

City of Berkeley Municipal Code, Section 23.322.030(C)(3)(a) allows the required parking supply to
for public uses in a Manufacturing District to be “based on the amount of traffic generated by the
use.” As described above, the maximum observed existing parking demand at the site is 24
vehicles, which is below the 34 on-site parking spaces. Since the employment and activity levels
after the completion of the proposed project are expected to remain similar to existing conditions,
the parking demand at the site is expected to remain similar to existing conditions. Thus, the 35
on-site parking spaces provided by the proposed project would accommodate the existing and
future parking demand at the site.

Bicycle Parking

The proposed project would provide bicycle parking in the form of 32 bicycle racks, which would
accommodate 64 bicycles, along the east side of the visitor parking lot. The City of Berkeley
Municipal Code Section 23.322.090(A)(1) requires one bicycle parking space per 2,000 square feet
of new floor area for non-residential buildings. The bicycle parking required by the City Code can
be either long-term or short-term. The 123,700 gross square-foot provided by the project would
require 62 bicycle parking spaces. Thus, the proposed project would meet the bicycle parking
required by the City Code.
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In addition, the City of Berkeley Bicycle Plan (Appendix F) provides recommendations on the
amount of long-term and short-term bicycle parking for development projects. For industrial/
manufacturing uses, the Bicycle Plan recommends one long-term bicycle parking space per 30,000
square feet of space and no short-term bicycle space per 10,000 square feet of space, which
corresponds to four long-term bicycle spaces and zero short-term bicycle spaces.

Considering the uses at the site, it is unlikely that the project would generate demand for 62
bicycle parking spaces as required by the City Code. Although the Berkeley Bicycle Plan
recommends no short-term bicycle parking for the project, the site is currently used by bicycles. It
is recommended that the proposed project provide four longer-term and four short-term bicycle
parking spaces.

Please contact Sam Tabibnia (stabibnia@fehrandpeers.com or 510-835-1943) with questions or

comments.

Attachments:
Appendix A: Project Site Plans
Appendix B: Vehicle Access and Sight Distance Exhibits

Appendix C: Parking Occupancy Counts
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Appendix A:
Project Site Plans
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Prepared by National Data & Surveying Services

Parking Study
Project: 21-080268 Date: 10/20/2021
City: Berkeley, CA Day: Wednesday
Lot Space Type Space 8:00 AM 11:00 AM 1:00 PM 4:00 PM

Regular 3 0 1 1 1

Handicap 1 0 0 0 0

Lot 1 Reserved 11 6 6 10 8

Visitor 2 1 1 1 1

Spare 3 1 1 1 1

Regular 13 7 11 10 10

Lot 2
Handicap 1 1 1 1 1
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