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Executive Summary 
Project Description 
This report summarizes the findings of a traffic impact study for the proposed 8.2-acre property (APN 0570-061-
26-0-000) that will be developed as Truck Stop Gas Station with 6 pumps (6 fuel dispensers) and a 7,433 SF 
Convenience Store and Gas Station with 16 vehicle fueling positions on the southeast corner of I-15 NB Ramp 
and Halloran Summit Road in San Bernardino (County), California. The Project also includes 2 EV charging 
stations. The Project will be constructed on a currently vacant lot and will utilize three new driveways on Halloran 
Summit Road. 

The Project is forecast to generate approximately 531 Weekend AM peak hour trips, 531 Weekday PM peak 
hour trips, and 6,956 daily trips on a typical weekday.  

Existing conditions, Existing With Project traffic, Opening Year (2025) Without Project and With Project traffic, 
and Horizon Year (2040) Without Project and With Project traffic conditions scenarios were analyzed.  

Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) Analysis 
Transit Priority Area Screening 
Based on the SBCTA Screening Tool results, the Project site is not located within ½ mile of an existing major 
transit stop, or along a high-quality transit corridor. The TPA screening threshold is not met. 

Low VMT Area Screening 
The Project parcel was selected within the SBCTA Screening Tool to determine the TAZ VMT as compared to 
the County average. The County’s impact threshold of “OD VMT per service population (SP)” is 44.7. The 
project is estimated to generate 194.5 VMT, which is 335.15% above General Plan Buildout VMT per SP. Low 
VMT Area screening criteria is not met.  

Project Type Screening 
As identified in the County and Caltrans Guidelines, projects which serve the local community such as K-12 
schools, local-serving retail less than 50,000 square feet, local parks, day care centers, local serving gas 
stations, local serving banks, student housing projects, local serving community and other local, essential 
services may also be presumed to have a less than significant impact, as local-serving uses tend to shorten 
vehicle trips. Also, the Project generating less than 110 daily vehicle trips is also presumed to have a less than 
significant impact. The Project is located in a remote area with no major development planned in the vicinity of 
the Project and is forecast to generate approximately 531 Weekend AM peak hour trips, 531 Weekday PM 
peak hour trips, and 6,956 daily trips on a typical weekday The Project Type screening criteria is not met. 

The Project is situated in a rural, unincorporated community in San Bernardino County, featuring a distinctive 
land use type not readily matched by those available in the VMT Tool for analyzing VMT results. The Project is 
expected to generate approximately 531 Weekend AM peak hour trips, 531 Weekday PM peak hour trips, and 
6,956 daily trips on a typical weekday. However, all the trips are expected to be pass-by trips due to its remote 
location. It is expected that trips are only going to be diverted from I-15 and continue back to the original 
destination. It is highly unlikely that Project will be a final destination for the traffic along I-15. 

The substantial generation of pass-by trips and the remote location of the Project indicate that the Project can 
be screened from VMT assessment. 
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Transportation Impact Study (TIS)  
The following conclusions are based on the findings of the Project TIS: 

1. The Project is forecast to generate approximately 531 Weekend AM peak hour trips, 531 Weekday PM 
peak hour trips, and 6,956 daily trips on a typical weekday. 

2. Based on the capacity analysis performed, the study intersections are all expected to perform at an 
acceptable level of service for all scenarios with and without the Project. Therefore, no mitigations are 
recommended. 

3. The VMT analysis shows that the project does not meet the Transit Priority Area Screening, Low VMT 
Area Screening and Project Type Screening. However, the substantial generation of pass-by trips and the 
remote location of the Project indicate that the Project can be screened from VMT assessment. 

The below recommendations are suggested based on the study findings.  

 Construct project improvements in accordance with San Bernardino County and Caltrans standards, as 
applicable. 

 All roadway design, traffic signing and striping, street lighting, and traffic control improvements relating 
to the proposed Project should be constructed in accordance with applicable engineering standards and 
to the satisfaction of the San Bernardino County and Caltrans Traffic Engineering Division. 

 The final grading, landscaping, and street improvement plans should demonstrate that sight distance 
standards are met in accordance with applicable San Bernardino County/California Department of 
Transportation sight distance standards. 

 Payment of applicable of local and regional development impact fees shall be paid to the San Bernardino 
County/Caltrans as applicable.  
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1.0 Introduction 
This report summarizes the findings of a traffic impact study for the proposed 8.2-acre property (APN 0570-061-
26-0-000) that will be developed as Truck Stop Gas Station and a Convenience Store and Gas Station (Project) 
land use on the southeast corner of I-15 NB Ramp and Halloran Summit Road in San Bernardino (County), 
California. 

1.1 Proposed Development 
The proposed Project will consist of Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE) Land Use 950 “Truck Stop” with 
6 pumps (6 fuel dispensers) and Land Use 945 “Convenience Store/Gas Station - GFA (5.5-10k)” of 7,433 SF with 
16 vehicle fueling positions. The Project also includes 2 EV charging stations. 

The Project is forecast to generate approximately 531 Weekend AM peak hour trips, 531 Weekday PM peak 
hour trips, and 6,956 daily trips on a typical weekday. 

Project access to the surrounding roadway network will be provided via three full access driveways on Halloran 
Summit Road. Figure 1 and Figure 2 depict the Project vicinity and site plan, respectively. 

Existing conditions, Existing With Project traffic, Opening Year (2025) Without Project and With Project traffic, 
and Horizon Year (2040) Without Project and With Project traffic conditions scenarios were analyzed. Analysis 
conclusions and recommendations are summarized at the end of the report. The traffic study scoping was 
discussed and approved by the San Bernardino County and California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) 
and is attached as Appendix A. 

1.2 Study Objectives 
The objectives of this study were: 

1. To estimate the expected volumes on the roadway network adjacent to the site; 
2. To analyze the current and future traffic operations; 
3. To estimate project traffic generation/distribution/assignment;  
4. To address site-specific concerns; 
5. To perform Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) Assessment; and, 
6. To satisfy the requirements set forth by the San Bernardino County’s Transportation Impact Study 

Guidelines. 

1.3 Study Area 
The study intersections are: 

1. Halloran Summit Road/I-15 NB Ramp 
2. Halloran Summit Road/I-15 SB Ramp 
3. Halloran Summit Road/Driveway 1 
4. Halloran Summit Road/Driveway 2 
5. Halloran Summit Road/Driveway 3 

These intersections were analyzed for the following study scenarios: 
 Existing conditions; 
 Existing With Project conditions; 
 Opening Year (2025) Without Project conditions;  
 Opening Year (2025) With Project conditions; 
 Horizon Year (2040) Without Project conditions; and 
 Horizon Year (2040) With Project conditions; 

Figure 3 shows the study area roadway network and study intersections. 
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Figure 1: Vicinity Map 
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Figure 3: Study Area 
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1.4 Analysis Methodology 
This study was performed in accordance with the San Bernardino County’s Transportation Impact Study 
Guidelines. Intersection Level of Service (LOS) was performed for Weekend AM and Weekday PM peak hours of 
Existing, Existing With Project conditions, opening year Without Project and With Project traffic scenarios, and 
horizon year Without Project and With Project traffic scenarios. 

1.4.1 Intersection Level of Service Analysis and Performance Threshold 
LOS is a qualitative description of the traffic conditions at an intersection. Intersection LOS results are dependent 
upon the type of intersection control and the delay experienced at the intersection. Vistro 2023 traffic analysis 
software was used to perform study intersection LOS calculations using the Highway Capacity Manual 6th Edition 
(HCM6) analysis methodology. The HCM methodology assigns an LOS value varying from LOS A (free-flow 
conditions) to LOS F (heavily congested conditions) to an intersection based on the delay experienced at the 
intersection. The delay and corresponding LOS values from the HCM are shown in Table 1. 

Table 1: Intersection LOS Delay Values and Description 

LOS 
Control Delay per Vehicle (seconds/vehicle) 

Level of Service Description 
Signalized 

Intersection 
Unsignalized 
Intersection 

A 0-10 0-10 Little or no delay 

B >10-20 >10-15 Short traffic delays 

C >20-35 >15-25 Average traffic delays 

D >35-55 >25-35 Long traffic delays 

E >55-80 >35-50 Very long traffic delays 

F >80 >50 Severe congestion 

According to the San Bernardino County Transportation Impact Study Guidelines, dated July 2019, LOS D is the 
minimum acceptable condition that should be maintained during the peak commute hours. Therefore, any 
intersection operating at LOS E or LOS F is considered deficient/unsatisfactory. 

All Vistro 2023 analysis summary sheets are provided in Appendix C. 

2.0 Existing Conditions 
2.1 Roadways 
I-15 Ramps is a paved, northeast-southeast paved roadway with one lane in each direction. The existing cross 
section includes pavement and aggregate shoulder on both sides of the roadway. The speed limit is not posted 
on the I-15 ramps. I-15 Ramps are classified as Interstate on the Caltrans California Road System – Functional 
Classification. 

Halloran Summit Road is a paved, 2-lane undivided roadway with one through lane in each direction with. The 
existing cross section includes pavement and aggregate shoulder on both sides of the roadway. The speed limit 
is not posted on Halloran Summit Road. Halloran Summit Road is classified as a Local roadway on the Caltrans 
California Road System – Functional Classification. 

2.2 Intersections 
I-15 NB Ramp/Halloran Summit Road is a four-leg unsignalized intersection, with the stop controlled on the 
eastbound approach. The northbound approach on Halloran Summit Road consists of one shared through/right-
turn lane. The southbound approach on Halloran Summit Road consists of one shared left-turn/through lane. 
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The eastbound approach consists of one shared left-turn/through/right-turn lane. The east leg consists of one 
inbound lane. 

I-15 SB Ramp/Halloran Summit Road is a four-leg unsignalized intersection, with the stop controlled on the 
westbound approach. The northbound approach on Halloran Summit Road consists of one shared through/left-
turn lane. The southbound approach on Halloran Summit Road consists of one shared through/right-turn lane. 
The westbound approach consists of one shared left-turn/through/right-turn lane. The west leg consists of one 
inbound road.  

The existing lane geometry at the study intersections is summarized in Figure 4. 

2.3 Roadway Safety 
Crash data was obtained for the study area from Caltrans from Year April 01, 2020 – March 31, 2023. Two crashes 
were documented within the I-15 NB Ramp during this period, with no reported fatalities. The recorded collision 
types encompassed rear-end incidents and collisions with objects. The observed crash factor was identified as 
an Improper Turn. 

Crash data results are provided in Appendix F. 

2.4 Existing Traffic Volumes 
Sunday AM peak hour turning movement volumes were collected between 12:00 to 3:00 p.m. on Sunday, 
December 3, 2023, and Friday PM peak hour turning volumes were collected between 4:00 to 6:00 p.m. on 
Friday, December 1, 2023, at the intersections of: 

 I-15 NB Ramp/Halloran Summit Road 
 I-15 SB Ramp/Halloran Summit Road 

The existing peak hour traffic volumes are summarized in Figure 5. The traffic count data sheets are provided in 
Appendix B. 

3.0 Proposed Project 
The proposed Project will consist of Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE) Land Use 950 “Truck Stop” with 
6 pumps (6 fuel dispensers) and Land Use 945 “Convenience Store/Gas Station - GFA (5.5-10k)” of 7,433 SF with 
16 vehicle fueling positions. The Project also includes 2 EV charging stations. 

3.1 Site Access 
Project access to the surrounding roadway network will be provided via three full access driveways off Halloran 
Summit Road.  

3.2 Trip Generation 
The Project is forecast to generate approximately 531 Weekend AM peak hour trips, 531 Weekday PM peak 
hour trips, and 6,956 daily trips on a typical weekday. 

The assumptions used for calculating the trip generation for the Project are: 

 The trip generation rates for the Weekday PM peak hour was utilized for the Weekend AM peak hour 
per the direction from County Engineer.  

 There is no ITE LUC code for EV Charging Station. It is assumed that a vehicle takes approximately 30 
minutes to charge at the EV Charging Station. Therfore, an average rate of 4 cars per hour was utilized 
to calculate the trips generated by the EV Charging Station.    
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Calculated trip values based on the above mentioned study are shown in Table 2. The complete Project trip 
generation calculation sheet is shown in Appendix D. 

Table 2: Project Trip Generation 

Land Use Size Unit 
AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour Daily 

Volume In Out Total In Out Total 
Convenience Store/Gas Station - GFA (5.5-10k) 16.00 Fueling Positions 215 215 430 215 215 430 5,532 
Truck Stop 6.00 Fueling Positions 49 44 93 49 44 93 1,344 
EV Charging Station 2.00 Charging Station  4 4 8 4 4 8 801 

 Total New Trips Ends 268 263 531 268 263 531 6,956 
1. Daily Volume = PM Peak Hour Volume/0.1 

3.3 Trip Distribution 
The site-generated trips were distributed across the study area roadway network using the percentages shown 
in Table 3. The trip distribution was approved by the San Bernardino County and Caltrans and is attached as 
Appendix A.  

Table 3: Project Trip Distribution 
Roadway Segment From Site To Site 
I-15 West of Halloran Summit Road 50% 50% 
I-15 East of Halloran Summit Road 50% 50% 

 

3.4 Trip Assignment 
Site-generated trips were assigned to Project entrance and exit points based on available and reasonable routes. 
Site-generated trips are shown in Figure 6. 

The Existing with Project traffic volumes are shown in Figure 7.  
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Figure 4: Existing Roadway Geometry 
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Figure 5: Existing Traffic Volumes 
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Figure 6: Site-Generated Trip Assignment 
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Figure 7: Existing With Project Traffic Volumes 
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3.5 Existing Level of Service Analysis 
Table 4 summarizes LOS results for the existing Friday PM and Sunday AM peak hour conditions with and without 
the Project.  

Table 4: Existing Peak Hour Intersection LOS 

Int. No. Movement 

2023 Existing 2023 Existing + Project 

Friday PM Peak Sunday AM 
Peak 

Friday PM Peak Sunday AM 
Peak 

LOS 
Delay 
(sec) 

LOS 
Delay 
(sec) 

LOS 
Delay 
(sec) 

LOS 
Delay 
(sec) 

Unsignalized Intersections 
One Way Stop Controlled 

1 Halloran Summit Road/I-15 SB Ramp 
NBL A 7.2 A 7.2 A 7.5 A 7.5 

WBL A 8.6 A 8.6 B 14.5 B 14.7 
WBT A 9.1 A 9.2 B 14.8 C 15.1 
WBR A 8.4 A 8.4 B 11.3 B 11.5 

2 Halloran Summit Road/I-15 SB Ramp 
SBL A 7.2 A 7.2 A 7.9 A 8.0 
EBL A 8.6 NA NA B 12.9 NA NA 
EBT A 9.2 A 9.2 B 13.9 B 13.9 
EBR A 8.4 A 8.4 B 10.3 B 10.2 

3 Halloran Summit Road/Driveway 1 
SBL         A 7.7 A 7.7 

WBL/R         A 9.8 A 9.8 
4 Halloran Summit Road/Driveway 2 

SBL         A 7.5 A 7.5 
WBL/R         A 9.2 A 9.2 

5 Halloran Summit Road/Driveway 3 
SBL         A 7.4 A 7.4 

WBL/R         A 8.6 A 8.6 

As shown in Table 4, the existing study intersections are performing at an acceptable LOS for existing Friday PM 
and Sunday AM peak hours with and without the Project.  

4.0 Traffic Improvements Analysis 
4.1 Traffic Forecasting 
4.1.1 Ambient Growth Traffic 
Non-site traffic forecasting accounts for ambient growth of vehicle trips that occur on the roadway network 
adjacent to the Project site.   

The existing traffic volumes were increased with a compounding growth rate of 2% per year to obtain the 
Opening Year (2025) and Horizon Year (2040) traffic volumes. The growth rate was approved by the San 
Bernardino County and Caltrans and is attached as Appendix A. 

4.2 Level of Service Analysis 
4.2.1 Year 2025 LOS 
The Year 2025 Without Project and With Project traffic volumes are shown on Figure 8 and Figure 9. 
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Table 5 summarizes LOS results for the Year 2025 Friday PM and Sunday AM peak hour conditions with and 
without the Project.  

Table 5: Year 2025 Peak Hour Intersection LOS 

Int. No. Movement 

2025 Without Project 2025 With Project 

Friday PM Peak 
Sunday AM 

Peak 
Friday PM Peak 

Sunday AM 
Peak 

LOS 
Delay 
(sec) 

LOS 
Delay 
(sec) 

LOS 
Delay 
(sec) 

LOS 
Delay 
(sec) 

Unsignalized Intersections 
One Way Stop Controlled 

1 Halloran Summit Road/I-15 SB Ramp 
NBL A 7.2 A 7.2 A 7.5 A 7.5 

WBL A 8.6 A 8.6 B 14.5 B 14.7 
WBT A 9.1 A 9.2 B 14.8 C 15.1 
WBR A 8.4 A 8.4 B 11.3 B 11.5 

2 Halloran Summit Road/I-15 SB Ramp 
SBL A 7.2 A 7.2 A 7.9 A 8.0 
EBL A 8.6 NA NA B 12.9 NA NA 
EBT A 9.2 A 9.2 B 13.9 B 13.9 
EBR A 8.4 A 8.4 B 10.3 B 10.2 

3 Halloran Summit Road/Driveway 1 
SBL         A 7.7 A 7.7 

WBL/R         A 9.8 A 9.8 
4 Halloran Summit Road/Driveway 2 

SBL         A 7.5 A 7.5 
WBL/R         A 9.1 A 9.2 

5 Halloran Summit Road/Driveway 3 
SBL         A 7.4 A 7.4 

WBL/R         A 8.6 A 8.6 

As shown in Table 5, the study intersections are performing at an acceptable LOS for Year 2025 Friday PM and 
Sunday AM peak hours with and without the Project. 
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Figure 8: Year 2025 Without Project Traffic Volumes  
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Figure 9: Year 2025 With Project Traffic Volumes  
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4.2.2 Year 2040 LOS 
The Year 2040 Without Project and With Project traffic volumes are shown on Figure 10and Figure 11. 

Table 5 summarizes LOS results for the Year 2040 Friday PM and Sunday AM peak hour conditions with and 
without the Project.  

Table 6: Year 2040 Peak Hour Intersection LOS 

Int. No. Movement 

2040 Without Project 2040 With Project 

Friday PM Peak 
Sunday AM 

Peak 
Friday PM Peak 

Sunday AM 
Peak 

LOS 
Delay 
(sec) 

LOS 
Delay 
(sec) 

LOS 
Delay 
(sec) 

LOS 
Delay 
(sec) 

Unsignalized Intersections 
One Way Stop Controlled 

1 Halloran Summit Road/I-15 SB Ramp 
NBL A 7.2 A 7.2 A 7.5 A 7.5 

WBL A 8.6 A 8.7 B 14.6 B 14.9 
WBT A 9.1 A 9.2 B 14.9 C 15.3 
WBR A 8.4 A 8.4 B 11.4 B 11.6 

2 Halloran Summit Road/I-15 SB Ramp 
SBL A 7.2 A 7.3 A 7.9 A 8.0 
EBL A 8.7 NA NA B 13.1 NA NA 
EBT A 9.2 A 9.2 B 14.1 B 14.0 
EBR A 8.4 A 8.4 B 10.4 B 10.3 

3 Halloran Summit Road/Driveway 1 
SBL         A 7.7 A 7.7 

WBL/R         A 9.8 A 9.8 
4 Halloran Summit Road/Driveway 2 

SBL         A 7.5 A 7.5 
WBL/R         A 9.2 A 9.2 

5 Halloran Summit Road/Driveway 3 
SBL         A 7.4 A 7.4 

WBL/R         A 8.6 A 8.6 

As shown in Table 5, the study intersections are performing at an acceptable LOS for Year 2040 Friday PM and 
Sunday AM peak hours with and without the Project. 
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Figure 10: Year 2040 Without Project Traffic Volumes  
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Figure 11: Year 2040 With Project Traffic Volumes  
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5.0 Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) Analysis 
The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines were revised in December 2018 to require all lead 
agencies to use VMT instead of automobile delay-based level of service (LOS) as the new way of identifying 
transportation impacts for land use projects. A Technical Advisory on Evaluating Transportation Impacts in CEQA 
was issued by the Governor's Office of Planning and Research (OPR) in December 2018 to guide this process.  

A VMT analysis was performed for the proposed 8.2-acre property (APN 0570-061-26-0-000) that will be 
developed as Truck Stop Gas Station and a Convenience Store and Gas Station (Project No.: PROJ-2023-00036; 
Record No.: TRSTY-2023-00017) land use on the southeast corner of I-15 NB Ramp and Halloran Summit Road, 
in San Bernardino (County), California.  

This analysis utilized the San Bernardino County Transportation Authority (SBCTA) VMT Screening Tool 
(Screening Tool) to evaluate the VMT for this Project. The County and Caltrans guidelines list the following 
screening to determine if a presumption of a less than significant transportation impact can be made: 

 Transit Priority Area (TPA) Screening 
 Project Type Screening 
 Low VMT Screening 

5.1 Transit Priority Area Screening 
The County guidelines describes that projects located within a Transit Priority Area (TPA) (i.e., within ½ mile of 
an existing “major transit stop”1 or an existing stop along a “high-quality transit corridor”2) may be presumed to 
have a less than significant impact absent substantial evidence to the contrary. However, the presumption may 
not be appropriate if a project: 

 Has a Floor Area Ratio (FAR) of less than 0.75; 

 Includes more parking for use by residents, customers, or employees of the project than required by 
the jurisdiction (if the jurisdiction requires the project to supply parking);  

 Is inconsistent with the applicable Sustainable Communities Strategy (as determined by the lead 
agency, with input from the Metropolitan Planning Organization); or  

 Replaces affordable residential units with a smaller number of moderate- or high-income residential 
units. 

Based on the Screening Tool results presented in Appendix E, the Project site is not located within ½ mile of an 
existing major transit stop, or along a high-quality transit corridor. 

The TPA screening threshold is not met. 

5.2 Low VMT Area Screening 
As noted in the County Guidelines “Project located within a low VMT generating area as determined by the 
analyst (e.g. development in efficient areas of the County will reduce VMT per person/employee and is beneficial 

 
1 Pub. Resources Code, § 21064.3 (“‘Major transit stop’ means a site containing an existing rail transit station, a ferry 
terminal served by either a bus or rail transit service, or the intersection of two or more major bus routes with a frequency 
of service interval of 15 minutes or less during the morning and afternoon peak commute periods.”).   
2 Pub. Resources Code, § 21155 (“For purposes of this section, a high-quality transit corridor means a corridor with fixed 
route bus service with service intervals no longer than 15 minutes during peak commute hours.”).   
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to the region.” SBCTA uses the sub-regional San Bernardino Transportation Analysis Model (SBTAM) to measure 
VMT performance within individual traffic analysis zones (TAZ’s) in the region. 

The Project parcel was selected within the SBCTA Screening Tool to determine the TAZ VMT as compared to the 
County average. The County’s impact threshold of “Origin-Destination (OD) VMT per service population (SP)” is 
44.7. The project is estimated to generate 194.5 VMT, which is 335.15% above General Plan Buildout VMT per 
SP.  

Low VMT Area screening criteria is not met. 
 
5.3 Project Type Screening 
As identified in the County Guidelines, projects which serve the local community such as K-12 schools, local-
serving retail less than 50,000 square feet, local parks, day care centers, local serving gas stations, local serving 
banks, student housing projects, local serving community and other local, essential services may also be 
presumed to have a less than significant impact, as local-serving uses tend to shorten vehicle trips. 

Also, the Project generating less than 110 daily vehicle trips are also presumed to have a less than significant 
impact. The Project is forecast to generate approximately 515 Weekend AM peak hour trips, 515 Weekday PM 
peak hour trips, and 6,732 daily trips on a typical weekday. 

The Project Type screening criteria is not met. 

The analysis shows that the Project does not meet the Transit Priority Area Screening, Low VMT Area Screening 
and Project Type Screening.  

5.4 Project VMT 

The VMT Tool can be used in conjunction with the VMT Screening Tool to help evaluate whether a proposed 
land use project can be screened from full VMT analysis. However, it is important to note that the VMT results 
generated by the tool rely on static outputs from SBTAM. As such, the tool may not offer sufficient sensitivity 
for evaluating all projects. The most accurate project VMT estimates are obtained for small to moderate-sized 
projects without atypical or unusual land use types. Users are advised to exercise professional judgment when 
assessing the tool's appropriateness and reasonableness for application on individual projects. 

The Project is situated in a rural, unincorporated community in San Bernardino County, featuring a distinctive 
land use type not readily matched by those available in the VMT Tool for analyzing VMT results. The Project is 
expected to generate approximately 515 Weekend AM peak hour trips, 515 Weekday PM peak hour trips, and 
6,732 daily trips on a typical weekday. However, all the trips are expected to be pass-by trips due to its remote 
location. It is expected that trips are only going to be diverted from I-15 and continue back to the original 
destination. It is highly unlikely that Project will be a final destination for the traffic along I-15.  

Also, Technical Advisory on Evaluating Transportation Impacts In CEQA (December 2018), used by County and 
Caltrans, states “Section 15125, subdivision (d), of the CEQA Guidelines provides that lead agencies should 
analyze impacts resulting from inconsistencies with regional plans, including regional transportation plans. For 
this reason, if a project is inconsistent with the Regional Transportation Plan and Sustainable Communities 
Strategy (RTP/SCS), the lead agency should evaluate whether that inconsistency indicates a significant impact on 
transportation.” Despite the Project's inconsistency with the RTP/SCS, this disparity does not suggest any 
significant impact on transportation as most of the trips expected are going to be pass-by trips.  

Therefore, the substantial generation of pass-by trips and the remote location of the Project indicate that the 
Project can be screened from VMT assessment. 
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6.0 Conclusions 
The following conclusions are based on the findings of the Project TIS: 

1. The Project is forecast to generate approximately 531 Weekend AM peak hour trips, 531 Weekday PM 
peak hour trips, and 6,956 daily trips on a typical weekday. 

2. Based on the capacity analysis performed, the study intersections are all expected to perform at an 
acceptable level of service for all scenarios with and without the Project. Therefore, no mitigations are 
recommended. 

3. The VMT analysis shows that the project does not meet the Transit Priority Area Screening, Low VMT 
Area Screening and Project Type Screening. However, the substantial generation of pass-by trips and the 
remote location of the Project indicate that the Project can be screened from VMT assessment. 

7.0 Recommendations 
The below recommendations are suggested based on the study findings.  

 Construct project improvements in accordance with San Bernardino County and Caltrans standards, as 
applicable. 

 All roadway design, traffic signing and striping, street lighting, and traffic control improvements relating 
to the proposed Project should be constructed in accordance with applicable engineering standards and 
to the satisfaction of the San Bernardino County and Caltrans Traffic Engineering Division. 

 The final grading, landscaping, and street improvement plans should demonstrate that sight distance 
standards are met in accordance with applicable San Bernardino County/California Department of 
Transportation sight distance standards. 

 Payment of applicable of local and regional development impact fees shall be paid to the San Bernardino 
County/Caltrans as applicable. 

 


