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Executive Summary (April 2009 Update)

Introduction

This summary presents the major findings of this Partial Revision of the Draft
Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (PRDEIR) including the following:

m  An description of the updated Carmel Valley Traffic Improvement Program ,
(CVTIP, proposed program, or proposed project) including proposed changes
in Carmel Valley Master Plan (CVMP) policies which constitute a General
Plan Amendment;

m  an updated analysis of key issues, specifically concerning cumulative traffic
impacts to a portion of State Route 1 and land use plan consistency;

m  an updated discussion of areas of controversy; and

m an update to the summary of environmental impacts.

CEQA Requirements

This PRDEIR is being circulated for public comment on the new and/or revised
analyses of the subjects addressed in this document. Upon completion of the
public review period, a Final EIR will be prepared that includes responses to
comments received on this PRDEIR and on the August 2007 Draft EIR, except
for those comments on the Draft EIR that address topics discussed in this
PRDEIR.

As allowed by CEQA Guidelines Section 15088.5, comments received on the
August 2007 Draft EIR related to the topics addressed in this PRDEIR are part of
the administrative record and have been considered when preparing this
PRDEIR. However, the Final EIR will not respond to these previously received
comments related to the topics in this PRDEIR. Only comments received on this
PRDEIR that address the topics included in this PRDEIR will be included and
responded to in the Final EIR.

The County will be responding in writing to comments submitted on the August
2007 Draft EIR related to the analysis of all other subject areas covered in the
Draft EIR (e.g. issues other than the PRDEIR subjects) in the Final EIR for this
project.

Carmel Valley Traffic Improvement Program April 2009
Partial Revision of the Draft Subsequent ES-b-1
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Monterey County Executive Summary

Updates to the Program Overview

Traffic Improvements

No changes to the traffic improvements in the CVTIP included in the August
2007 Draft EIR (DEIR) are proposed.

Several potential improvements to State Route (SR) 1 between Rio Road and
Carpenter Street were considered by the County, but ultimately found to be
financially infeasible.

CVMP Policy Revisions (General Plan Amendment)

A number of proposed CVMP amendments are now specifically included as part
of the program. Most of these policy changes were implied by the findings of the
prior traffic study and the August 2007 DEIR, but were not specifically
articulated as proposed policy changes. In addition, the conclusions of the SR1
traffic study and evaluation of the feasibility to fund improvements have
implications relative to certain CVMP policies referencing Hatton Canyon
freeway and SR1. As the CVMP is part of the General Plan, changes to the
CVMP policies would represent a General Plan Amendment.

The proposed policy changes mirror those proposed in the 2007 Draft General
Plan and including the following:

m  Policy 39.1.6 (CV) is related to the completion of the Hatton Canyon
freeway. This policy is proposed to be changed to delete reference to the
freeway, as this roadway is no longer proposed by any party nor is
considered feasible. It is also proposed to delete reference to delay of
development approval in Carmel Valley pending construction of the freeway
as called for in the current policy. Policy support for the northbound
climbing lane from Rio Road to Carmel Valley Road is proposed to be
added.

m  Policy 39.1.7 (CV) - A minor wording addition is proposed for clarity to this
policy.

m  Policy 39.3.1.1 (CV) concerns proposed improvements to various Carmel
Valley Road segments. This policy is proposed to be updated to include the
specific recommendations of the CVTIP, including keeping Segments 6
through 8 as a 2- lane road but adding passing lanes (instead of 4-lanes as in
current policy) and adding a passing lane to Segment 5,

Carmel Valley Traffic Improvement Program April 2009
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Monterey County

Executive Summary

Policy 39.3.1.4 (CV) concerns road connections for controlled emergency
accesses. This policy is proposed to be amended to delete reference to the
Hatton Canyon freeway.

Policy 39.3.1.5 (CV) is proposed to be amended to eliminate reference to a
level of service of C for the CVMP area (in favor of the standards in 39.3.2.1
below), eliminate call for widening SR 1 between Carmel Valley Road and
Rio Road, and to update language concerning Laureles Grade improvements
to match that proposed in the CVTIP.

Policy 39.3.1.8 (CV) which calls for an interchange at SR1 and Carmel
Valley Road is proposed to be deleted.

Policy 39.3.2.1 (CV) concerns traffic standards, monitoring, level of service
standards, and permit processing. The traffic level of service standard for
monitoring and evaluation of conditions in Carmel Valley is proposed to be
changed from an average daily traffic (ADT) methodology to a peak hour
methodology which is considered a more precise measurement of traffic
conditions reflective of current traffic analysis procedures. With the
exception of Carmel Valley Road through Carmel Valley Village, the LOS
standards are the same as with the existing CVMP, but are now proposed to
be measured using a peak hour methodology. The LOS standard for the
Carmel Valley Village is proposed to be changed to a LOS D due to the
infeasibility to identify appropriate traffic improvements to maintain a LOS
C while still maintaining the Village character. Project review within the
CVMP has been clarified to require consideration of the application of the
CVTIP projects before considering whether additional project-level traffic
improvements are necessary.

New Policy 39.3.2.2 is proposed to be added to the CVMP to specifically
add the projects in CVTIP. Updating of the CVTIP is proposed when
conditions approach unacceptable conditions as defined by the traffic
standards.

Policy changes to the CVMP were not specifically articulated in the August 2007
Draft EIR. However, the primary substantive components of the proposed policy
changes were discussed in the August 2007 DEIR including the change in LOS
methodology, the proposed change in the LOS standard for the Village and the
new CVTIP roadway improvements.

Carmel Valley Subdivision Policy

The August 2007 DEIR included potential removal of Board of Supervisors’
Resolution 02-024 in the Program. Resolution 02-024 provides that it is the
policy of the County to deny applications for new subdivisions until specific
roadway improvements are completed.

Carmel Valley Traffic Improvement Program April 2009
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Monterey County

Executive Summary

The adoption of the SDEIR for the CVTIP does not include rescission of
Resolution No. 02-024. The CVTIP DEIR included an analysis of potential
impacts to SR1 to disclose the potential traffic and other environmental impacts
in the event that the Board of Supervisors were to modify the policy set forth in
the resolution at a later time.

However, the analysis of traffic and other environmental impacts of CVMP
buildout were included in the August 2007 DEIR (including potential future
subdivisions) in the event that the Board of Supervisors decides to modify the
policy set forth in the resolution at a later date. The analysis of traffic impacts
on SR1 in this document also includes the traffic associated with CVMP buildout
(including potential future subdivisions) for a similar reason.

Traffic Fee Program

The proposed traffic fees in the August 2007 DEIR were updated to exclude fees
on affordable housing and account for fees on the Expanded Area. The
Expanded Area includes unincorporated parts of the County east and south of the
CVMP area that also influence Carmel Valley Road traffic including the
Cachagua planning area and Rancho San Carlos.

Based on these adjustments, the updated traffic fee program is summarized in
Table ES-1. The updated fees would represent an increase of approximately
$4,800 for a market rate unit on an existing lot and approximately $7,600 for new
market rate units on a new lot. The new rates represent an increase of 35% over
the existing rates.

Table ES-2b. Recommended 2009 Impact Fee Structure

Fiscal Year 2009 - 2010 Traffic Mitigation Fees
Carmel Valley and Expanded Area

Development on Existing Lots of Record Expanded
(before 8/25/92) CVMP Area Area
Market Rate Unit $14,850 $7,425
Senior Unit $7,425 $3,713
Caretaker Unit $14,850 $7,425
2nd Unit / Apartment $14,850 $7,425
Low / Moderate Income Unit $0 $0
Development on New Lots of Record

(after 8/25/92)

Market Rate Unit $29,700 $14,850
Senior Unit $14,850 $7,425
Caretaker Unit $29,700 $14,850
Carmel Valley Traffic Improvement Program April 2009
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Monterey County Executive Summary

2nd Unit / Apartment $29,700 $14,850

Low / Moderate Income Unit $0 $0

Commercial

New Hotel / Motel Unit (per room) $32,300 $16,150
Existing Hotel / Motel Expansion (per room) $16,150 $8,075
Commercial Uses (per 1,000 sf) $7,800 $3,900
Service Centers (per 1,000 sf) $3,900 $1,950

Updated Analysis of Key Issues

This section discusses the key issues of concern relative to the changes to the
proposed program and the conclusions of this PRDEIR regarding those issues.

m  Transportation and Circulation—Traffic along SR1 near Carmel is
currently deficient with unacceptable LOS E and F segment operations
between Rio Road and Ocean Avenue during both peak hours in the
southbound direction. With cumulative development (including, but not
limited to buildout of the CVMP), 2030 traffic conditions will worsen.
Potential technically feasible improvements to SR1 segment operations could
include moving the merge south of Ocean Avenue further southward (to help
SR1/Ocean Avenue intersection operations) and/or widening SR1 between
Rio Road and Ocean Avenue. Cumulative conditions would also result in
worsening conditions from LOS D to LOS E at the SR 1/Ocean Avenue
intersection. However, future development only contributes up to 22 percent
of the cumulative roadway volumes between Rio Road and Carmel Valley
Road (of which 11 percent originate or end in Carmel Valley) and 7 percent
between Carmel Valley Road and Ocean Avenue (of which 4 percent
originate or end in Carmel Valley). Thus future development impact fees can
only be collected to cover at most 7 to 22 percent of the overall cost of
potential roadway/intersection improvements. At this time, no alternative
local, state, or federal funding sources have been identified for the necessary
SR1 improvements and in the near term obtaining such funding appears
speculative. Due to this financial infeasibility, mitigation to address the
cumulative traffic impacts to this part of SR1 is considered infeasible and the
cumulative impact of potential future growth within the CVMP (as well as
elsewhere) is disclosed as significant and unavoidable.

m Land Use — This PRDEIR analyzes the consistency of the changes to the
CVTIP since the August 2007 DEIR with the policies in the existing CVMP.
With the proposed CVMP amendments included in the CVTIP, the CVTIP
would be consistent with the CVMP. This PRDEIR also analyzes the
consistency of the CVTIP (as revised in this PRDEIR) with the Draft 2007
CVMP (part of the Draft 2007 General) Plan. The CVTIP would be
inconsistent with one policy of the Draft 2007 CVMP concerning widening
of SR1. However, with the amendments proposed as mitigation in the DEIR

Carmel Valley Traffic Improvement Program April 2009
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for the Draft 2007 General Plan (which would remove reference to widening
of SR1) the CVTIP would be consistent with the draft 2007 CVMP.

m  Other Environmental Impacts — The PRDEIR does not include any new
traffic improvements beyond those proposed in the August 2007 DEIR and
does not change the level of future CVMP buildout. Thus the environmental
analysis of the impacts of roadway improvement and future growth impacts
in the August 2007 DEIR remains unchanged.

Updated Areas of Controversy

The August 2007 DEIR disclosed areas of controversy. Relative to the subjects
addressed in the PRDEIR, the following specific areas of controversy are noted:

m  Traffic Congestion along SR1 and Future CVMP Development- As
disclosed in this PRDEIR, the County has not proposed improvement of SR1
to address impacts of existing and future development on traffic conditions
along SR1 due to the inability to fund necessary improvements solely
through development impact fees and the speculative nature of other sources
of funding at this time. Some commenters on the August 2007 presented the
opinion that no new development should be allowed in the CVMP unless and
until traffic conditions along SR1 are improved.

m  CVMP Policy Changes — Some commenters on the August 2007 DEIR took
issue with the application of peak hour LOS analysis as the metric of
evaluation instead of use of an average annual daily trip (AADT) metric
which is included formally in policy changes in this PRDEIR. In addition,
formal removal of the CVMP policy concerning Hatton Canyon may be
controversial for some parties due to concern about the ability to mitigate
traffic impacts. Other CVMP policy changes concerning processing of
development applications may also be controversial. Although the CVTIP
does not by itself rescind Resolution No. 02-024, nor otherwise directly
affect the policy embodied therein, there may be some concerns regarding
the future rescission of Resolution No. 02-024.

m  Traffic Impact Fees — The revised traffic impact fees are somewhat higher
than those proposed in August 2007 DEIR. The revised calculations exclude
application of any impact fees to affordable housing projects. The resultant
calculated fees are approximately 35 % higher than the previously proposed
fees in the 2007 DEIR.

This is not a complete list of every concern likely to be raised related to traffic
and growth in the CVMP area, but these issues are likely the most controversial
of those associated with the subjects addressed in this PRDEIR.

Carmel Valley Traffic Improvement Program April 2009
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Monterey County Executive Summary

Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures and
Levels of Significance

The summary of impacts presented in the August 2007 is unchanged with two
exceptions regarding land use and traffic as shown in Table ES-3b below.

Carmel Valley Traffic Improvement Program April 2009
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Chapter 1b
Introduction

Purpose of the Partial Revision of the Draft EIR

(PRDEIR)

The County of Monterey (County) has prepared this partial revision of the draft
environmental impact report (EIR) to provide the public, responsible agencies,
and trustee agencies with updated information about the potential environmental
effects of the proposed Carmel Valley Traffic Improvement Program (CVTIP,
proposed program or proposed project). The original Draft EIR (August 2007)
and this partial revision were prepared in compliance with the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) of 1970 (as amended) and the State CEQA
Guidelines (14 California Code of Regulations [CCR] 15000 et seq.).

CEQA Requirements

Relevant portions of CEQA Guidelines Section 15088.5 for this PRDEIR are as
follows:

(a) A lead agency is required to recirculate an EIR when significant new
information is added to the EIR after public notice is given of the availability of
the draft EIR for public review under Section 15087 but before certification. As
used in this section, the term "information™ can include changes in the project or
environmental setting as well as additional data or other information. New
information added to an EIR is not "significant” unless the EIR is changed in a
way that deprives the public of a meaningful opportunity to comment upon a
substantial adverse environmental effect of the project or a feasible way to
mitigate or avoid such an effect (including a feasible project alternative) that the
project's proponents have declined to implement.

"Significant new information" requiring recirculation include, for example, a
disclosure showing that:

(1) A new significant environmental impact would result from the project or from
a new mitigation measure proposed to be implemented.
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Monterey County Chapter 1. Introduction

(2) A substantial increase in the severity of an environmental impact would result
unless mitigation measures are adopted that reduce the impact to a level of
insignificance.

(3) A feasible project alternative or mitigation measure considerably different
from others previously analyzed would clearly lessen the environmental impacts
of the project, but the project's proponents decline to adopt it.

(b) Recirculation is not required where the new information added to the EIR
merely clarifies or amplifies or makes insignificant modifications in an adequate
EIR.

(c) If the revision is limited to a few chapters or portions of the EIR, the lead
agency need only recirculate the chapters or portions that have been modified.

(N(2) When the EIR is revised only in part and the lead agency is recirculating
only the revised chapters or portions of the EIR, the lead agency may request
that reviewers limit their comments to the revised chapters or portions. The lead
agency need only respond to (i) comments received during the initial circulation
period that relate to chapters or portions of the document that were not revised
and recirculated, and (ii) comments received during the recirculation period that
relate to the chapters or portions of the earlier EIR that were revised and
recirculated. The lead agency's request that reviewers limit the scope of their
comments shall be included either within the text of the revised EIR or by an
attachment to the revised EIR.

(9) When recirculating a revised EIR, either in whole or in part, the lead agency
shall, in the revised EIR or by an attachment to the revised EIR, summarize the
revisions made to the previously circulated draft EIR.

Scope of the PRDEIR

In August 2007, the County circulated a Draft EIR for the CVTIP for agency and
public comment.

Since release of the Draft EIR, the County has:

m  conducted additional analysis of traffic conditions along State Route
(SR) 1 between Rio Road and Carpenter Street, identified the cumulative
impact of CVMP buildout on traffic along this reach of SR 1 to be
significant, evaluated funding potential to construct improvements to this
part of SR1 through combination of development fees and other source,
found it currently financially infeasible to obtain sufficient funding
through development fees alone and speculative to identify other sources
of funding, and thus identified significant and unavoidable cumulative
traffic impacts along this reach of SR1;
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m identified changes to CVMP policies to clarify traffic monitoring
conditions, standards, and project review procedures;

m updated proposed traffic impact fees to modify the calculations to
exclude fee application to affordable housing and to include projected
fees from the Expanded Area; and

m clarified that as drafted, the CVTIP does not by itself rescind Resolution
02-024 (described in Chapter 2b) nor otherwise directly affect the policy
embodied therein; but that the EIR does study the potential traffic and
other environmental impacts in the event that the Board of Supervisors
were to decide later to modify or rescind the resolution.

This PRDEIR was thus prepared to disclose additional significant and
unavoidable impacts associated with CVMP buildout on traffic along SR1,
proposed policy changes to the CVMP, updated traffic impact fees, and
clarifications and provide the public an opportunity to comment on these
disclosures.

Review Process for the Proposed Program

This document will be circulated to local, state, and federal agencies and to
interested organizations and individuals who may wish to review and comment
on the report. Its publication marks the beginning of a 45-day public review
recirculation period. Written comments or questions concerning this PRDEIR
should be directed to the name and address listed below.

This Partial Revision of the Draft EIR (PRDEIR) is being circulated for public
comment on the new and/or revised analyses of the subjects addressed in this
document. Upon completion of the public review period, a Final EIR will be
prepared. Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088.5, the Final EIR will
respond to: (i) comments received during the initial circulation period on portions
of the August draft EIR that have not been revised and recirculated; and (ii)
comments received on this PRDEIR during this recirculation period that address
the topics included in this PRDEIR. Comments received on the August 2007
Draft EIR related to the topics addressed in this PRDEIR are part of the
administrative record and have been considered when preparing this PRDEIR,;
however, the Final EIR will not respond to previously received comments related
to the analysis in the August draft EIR that has been revised and recirculated in
this PRDEIR. Concerning this document, the County requests that reviewers
limit their comments to the revised portions of the recirculated draft EIR.

Submittal of written comments via e-mail (Microsoft Word format) would be
greatly appreciated and should be sent to the following contact:

Chad Alinio
Civil Engineer
Monterey County Resource Management Agency

Carmel Valley Traffic Improvement Program April 2009
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Department of Public Works

168 West Alisal Street, 2nd Floor
Salinas, CA 93901-2680

(831) 755-4937

(831) 755-4958 (fax)

email: aliniocs@co.monterey.ca.

References cited in this PRDEIR can be reviewed between the hours of 7:30 A.M.
and 4:00 p.M. Monday through Thursday, and 7:30 A.M. and 12:30 P.M. on
Fridays at the Monterey County Resource Management Agency — Planning
Department Permit Center, located at the following address:

Monterey County Resource Management Agency
Planning Department

168 West Alisal Street, 2" Floor

Salinas, CA 93901-2680

Responses to written comments will be compiled in a Response to Comments
document, which, together with the Draft EIR and other contents required by
CEQA, will constitute the final EIR. After review of the project and the EIR,
County staff will recommend to the Monterey County Planning Commission and
Monterey County Board of Supervisors whether to approve or deny the project.
The Planning Commission will make recommendations to the Board of
Supervisors, and the Board of Supervisors will decide whether to certify the EIR
and whether to approve, deny, or take other action on the project.

If the Board of Supervisors or other agency approves the proposed project in
spite of significant impacts identified by the EIR that cannot be mitigated, the
Board or other agency must state in writing the reasons for its actions. A
Statement of Overriding Considerations must be included in the record of the
project approval and mentioned in the Notice of Determination (14 CCR
15093[c]).
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Chapter 2b

Revised Program Description (April 2009)

Location

This chapter describes the area covered under the proposed Carmel Valley
Traffic Improvement Program (CVTIP), describes the background for the
preparation of the proposed CVTIP, lists the program objectives, and summarizes
the proposed program components This chapter also describes proposed changes
to CVMP policies. This chapter also describes the required permits and
approvals.

Portions of the program description have been updated since the August 2007
DEIR (Monterey County 2007b) including the following:

m  additional analysis of traffic conditions along State Route (SR) 1
between Rio Road and Carpenter Street;

m changes to CVMP policies to clarify traffic monitoring conditions,
standards, and project review procedures;

m updated proposed traffic impact fees to modify the calculations to
exclude fee application to affordable housing and to include projected
fees from the Expanded Area;

m clarifications about the status of current and near term improvements;

m clarification that the CVTIP does not by itself rescind Resolution 02-024
nor otherwise directly affect the policy embodied therein; and

B minor other clarifications to text.

Carmel Valley, an unincorporated area of Monterey County, is located south of
Monterey and southeast of Carmel (Figure 2-1). The proposed CVTIP would
occur along Carmel Valley Road extending from just east of Holman Road in the
east to Highway 1 in the west, and along Laureles Grade from Carmel Valley
Road in the south to SR 68 in the north (Figure 2-2). This area is referred to as
the “program area” or “project area” in this EIR. The roads that intersect Carmel
Valley Road are also included in the program area at the place of intersection.

Carmel Valley Traffic Improvement Program April 2009
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Monterey County

Chapter 2. Program Description

As illustrated in Figure 2-2, the program area is divided into ten key study
segments and includes 7 study intersections.

While conditions along State Route (SR) 1 were evaluated between Rio Road and
Carpenter Street, as discussed below, no improvements are proposed along this
roadway as part of the CVTIP.

Roadway Segments

For the purpose of this analysis, Carmel Valley Road has been divided into ten
roadway segments’, the same roadway segments analyzed in the previous SEIR.

Segment 1: East of Holman Road

Segment 2: Holman Road to Esquiline Road

Segment 3: Esquiline Road to Ford Road

Segment 4; Ford Road to Laureles Grade

Segment 5: Laureles Grade to Robinson Canyon Road
Segment 6: Robinson Canyon Road to Schulte Road
Segment 7: Schulte Road to Rancho San Carlos Road
Segment 8: Rancho San Carlos Road to Rio Road
Segment 9: Rio Road to Carmel Rancho Boulevard

Segment 10: SR1 to Carmel Rancho Boulevard

The following segments were selected for analysis for the study of conditions
along SR1

Rio Road to Carmel Valley Road,;
Carmel Valley Road to Ocean Boulevard; and

Ocean Boulevard to Carpenter Street;

Study Intersections

The following intersections were selected for analysis as they are the most likely
to be potentially affected by the program.

SR-1 & Carmel Valley Road
Carmel Rancho Boulevard & Carmel Valley Road
SR-1 & Rio Road

! Segments 2 and 3 were previously called Segments 2A and 2B and Segment 4 was previously called Segment 3 in
the 1991 SEIR. However, the traffic study provides a sequential numbering of the ten roadway segments.
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Monterey County Chapter 2. Program Description

m  Crossroads Driveway & Rio Road

m  Carmel Center Place & Rio Road

m Carmel Rancho Boulevard & Rio Road

m Laureles Grade & Carmel Valley Road

The following intersections were selected for analysis, for the study of conditions
along SR1:

m SR 1 and Rio Road;

m SR 1 and Carmel Valley Road;

m SR 1 and Ocean Boulevard; and

m SR 1 and Carpenter Street.

Background

Carmel Valley Master Plan (CVMP)

The CVMP was developed in the early 1980s to address the specific planning
issues in Carmel Valley. The CVMP included growth controls and traffic
monitoring measures, thresholds, and procedures. An Environmental Impact
Report (EIR) was prepared concerning the impacts of the CVMP, was certified in
1986, and the CVMP was adopted.

One of the policies in the CVMP is Policy 39.3.2.1, which provides as follows:

39.3.2.1 (CV) To implement traffic standards to provide adequate streets and
highways in Carmel Valley, the County shall conduct and implement the
following:

a. Twice yearly monitoring by Public Works (in June and October) of average
daily traffic at 12 locations identified in the Keith Higgins report in Carmel
Valley on Carmel Valley Road, Carmel Rancho Boulevard and Rio Road.

b. A yearly evaluation report (December) prepared jointly by the Public Works
and Planning Departments to indicate segments approaching a traffic volume
which would lower existing level service and which would compare average
daily traffic (ADT) counts with service volumes for levels of service.

c. Public hearings to be held in January immediately following a December
report in (b) above in which only 100 or less ADT remain before a lower level of
service would be reached for any of the 12 segments described on figure B-1 of
EIR 85-002 on the Carmel Valley Master Plan.

Carmel Valley Traffic Improvement Program April 2009
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d. With respect to those 12 identified road segments that are at level of service
(LOS) C or below, approval of development will be deferred if the approval
would significantly impact roads in he Carmel Valley Master Plan area which
area at level of service (LOS) C or below unless and until an EIR is prepared
which includes mitigation measures necessary to raise the LOS to an acceptable
level and appropriate findings as permitted by law are made which may include
a statement of overriding considerations. For purposes of this policy,
"acceptable level" shall mean, at a minimum, baseline LOS as contained in the
Carmel Valley Master Plan EIR. To defer approval if there is significant impact
means that, at a minimum, the County will not approve development without such
an EIR where the traffic created by the development would impact the level of
service along any segment of Carmel Valley Road (as defined in the Keith
Higgins Traffic Report which is part of the Environmental Impact Report (EIR)
for the Carmel Valley Master Plan "CVMP") to the point where the level of
service would fall to the next lower level. As for those road segments which are
at LOS C, D and E, this would, at a minimum, occur when the LOS F, this would
occur when it would cause a significant impact and worsening of traffic
conditions as compared with the present condition. Specific findings will be made
with each project and may depend on the type and location of any proposed
development. Cumulative traffic impacts from development in areas outside the
CVMP area must be considered and will cause the same result as development
within the plan area.

1991 Carmel Valley Road Improvement Plan

In 1991, the County of Monterey determined that traffic increases in the CVMP
area had exceeded their expectations and that traffic thresholds were approaching
the volumes established by Policy 39.3.2.1. The County prepared the Carmel
Valley Road Improvement Plan Subsequent Environmental Impact Report
(SEIR) (Monterey County 1991). The SEIR was a subsequent EIR to the 1986
EIR for the CVMP and updated traffic, noise, and air quality conditions and
updated the suite of traffic improvements then determined necessary to maintain
established CVMP traffic LOS standards. The Monterey County Board of
Supervisors certified the SEIR and adopted the project in November 1991.

Roadway Improvements Since 1991

The following roadway improvements have been partially or fully completed
since the 1991 EIR. These improvements are included in the CIP list that is part
of the Master Plan Fee.

m Enforcement and Signage Program (Completed in 2003).

m  Sight Improvements, parking restrictions, and signage in Carmel Valley
Village (Completed in 2003).

m  Class Il Bike Lanes (Completed in 2003) — Class Il bike striping was
installed from Valley Greens to Dorris.
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Monterey County Chapter 2. Program Description

m A Class Il bike route was installed on Valley Greens to a point about 0.5
miles west of Rancho San Carlos (Completed in 2003).

m Left-Turn Channelization — West of Ford (Partially Completed in 2007 -
currently working on the left-turn pockets at Boronda and Country Club
Drive).

m  Widen Refuge Area at Via Mallorca (Completed) in 2003.

m  The Transportation Agency of Monterey County (TAMC) completed a
northbound climbing lane on SR1 between Carmel Valley Road and Ocean
Avenue in 2001 that has improved operations substantially along this portion
of SR1.

Carmel Valley Subdivision Policy

Background

On May 16, 2000, the Monterey County Board of Supervisors adopted a
resolution (Resolution No. 99-379) providing policy direction to staff and
guidance to the Planning Commission. In response to the 1999 elimination of the
prior plan to build the Hatton Canyon Freeway and to ensure compliance with
CVMP Policy 39.1.6 limiting development in Carmel Valley pending
construction of the Hatton Canyon Freeway, the Board resolved that it was the
policy of the Board that residential subdivisions in the Carmel Valley Master
Plan area be denied, pending:

m the construction of left turn pockets on Segments 6 and 7 of Carmel Valley
Road (from Robinson Canyon Road to Rancho San Carlos Road); and

m construction of improvements to State Highway 1 between its intersections
with Carmel Valley Road and Morse Drive

An exception was provided for residential subdivisions with applications
submitted before October 19, 1999 provided they address their traffic and other
impacts.

This resolution was intended to remain in place until March 28, 2001 or as may
be extended by future Board action.

On March 27, 2001, the Board adopted a second resolution (Resolution No. 01-
133) with the same requirements as Resolution No. 99-379, but extending the
resolution to March 28, 2002 or as may be extended by future Board action.

Resolution No. 02-024

In 2002, the Monterey County Board of Supervisors adopted a resolution
(Resolution No. 02-024) providing policy direction to staff and guidance to the
Planning Commission to deny residential and commercial subdivision
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applications proposed for the Carmel Valley Planning Area pending the
construction of specific roadway improvements and the adoption of updated
General Plan/Master Plan policies related to level of service on Carmel Valley
Road.

This resolution augmented and extended the policy set forth in Resolutions 99-
379 and 01-133. In addition to ensuring compliance with Policy 39.1.6 discussed
above, Resolution 02-024 was intended to ensure compliance with CVMP Policy
39.3.2.1 after a December 11, 2001 report by the Monterey County Department
of Public Works indicated that two segments of Carmel Valley Road, Segment 4
and Segment 7, had exceeded the level of service threshold set out in Policy
39.3.2.1. (see Road Segments Analyzed below for further discussion of road
segments).

In response to traffic reaching these thresholds and due to the 1999 elimination of
the prior plan to build the Hatton Canyon Freeway, the County Board of
Supervisors resolved that it was the policy of the Board that residential and
commercial subdivisions be denied, pending:

m the construction of left turn pockets on Segments 6 and 7 of Carmel Valley
Road (from Robinson Canyon Road to Rancho San Carlos Road);

m the construction of capacity-increasing improvements to SR 1 between its
intersections with Carmel Valley Road and Morse Drive; and

m the adoption of updated General Plan/Master Plan policies related to Level of
Service on Carmel Valley Road.

There are a few exceptions including residential subdivisions with applications
submitted before October 19, 1999 provided they address their traffic and other
impacts. The implementation of the resolution, subdivisions found on their facts
not to increase traffic (e.g., a lot split involving no new development potential)
have been allowed.

As drafted, the CVTIP does not by itself rescind Resolution No. 02-024 nor
otherwise directly affect the policy embodied therein. The CVTIP DEIR
included an analysis of potential impacts to SR1 to disclose the potential traffic
and other environmental impacts in the event that the Board of Supervisors were
to modify the policy set forth in the resolution at a later time.

Near Term Traffic Improvements

The following improvements are anticipated to be initiated or completed by
RMA-Public Works in the next 5-year Capital Improvement Plan cycle:

m  Left-turn pockets currently scheduled to be completed by 2010 are Boronda
and Country Club (as listed under the Monterey County CIP 2007-2012
(Monterey County 2007c)).

m Left-turn pockets along Segment 3 are scheduled for completion by 2012,
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m  Upgrade to Class Il bike lanes on Carmel Valley Road (ongoing, various
locations)

m  Various improvements along Carmel Valley Road and the Carmel Valley
Village include shoulder widening, left-turn channelization, as well as
various safety enhancements.

The County in conjunction with TAMC and Caltrans is also completing the SR1
northbound climbing lane north of Rio Road. The project is fully funded with
STIP funding and is expected to be completed by 2010.

General Plan Update

On January 3, 2007 Monterey County adopted an update to the General Plan for
Monterey County, which included an updated CVMP, reflecting traffic
improvements developed to address this level of service deficiency. In June
2007, the General Plan Update (commonly referred to as “GPU4”) was the
subject of three different ballot measures. Measure A asked the voters if they
approved of an alternative Community General Plan; Measure B asked the voters
if they wanted to repeal the approval of GPU4; and Measure C asked the voters if
they approved of GPU4. All three measures were defeated. On July 11, 2007,
the Board of Supervisors determined that the existing 1982 General Plan (and the
existing CVMP) was in effect as the legal General Plan pending a future General
Plan Update.

A new update to the General Plan was drafted (the 2007 Draft General Plan also
known as “GPU5™) and released for public review in late 2007 (Monterey
County 2007a). A Draft EIR for the 2007 Draft General Plan was released in
September 2008 (Monterey County 2008) and the public comment period ended
in early February 2009.

Carmel Valley Road Traffic Study

In order to address the requirements of CVMP Policy 39.3.2.1 and Resolution
No. 02-024, Monterey County requested Jones & Stokes and DKS Associates to
conduct a traffic study to analyze whether improvements were needed to address
current and future level of service deficiencies along Carmel Valley Road and to
prepare an EIR analyzing a program of the needed improvements.

The traffic study (included in Appendix F in the August 2007 EIR(Monterey
County 2007b)) evaluates current traffic conditions, identifies existing and
potential future land use changes, and identifies potential traffic improvements to
maintain established CVMP traffic level of service (LOS) standards.
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Land Use Changes Since 1986

The traffic study includes an update of land use conditions that have changed
since the 1986 EIR on the CVMP. From 1987 through 2005, building permits
were issued for 522 single-family dwelling units and adjunct units. Including the
September Ranch subdivision?, approximately 322 new residential lots were
approved within the CVMP area within new subdivisions; with an additional 288
lots approved outside the CVMP area in the Rancho San Carlos/Santa Lucia
Preserve development (this area contributes directly to traffic on Carmel Valley
Road). Not all potential units on new approved lots have yet been built yet nor
been issued building permits. Also, 140 visitor-serving units were approved in
the CVMP area between 1987 and 2005. Commercial growth has also occurred
in some parts of the CVMP. In addition to growth within the CVMP area,
Monterey County has experienced substantial growth over the last two decades.

The methodology used to update traffic conditions as a result of past, pending,
and future development within the CVMP area and outside the CVMP area is
described in detail in the traffic study in Appendix F (in the August 2007 DEIR
(Monterey County 2007b).

Traffic Study Methodology

To evaluate existing and future traffic conditions, the Level of Service (LOS)
was evaluated at study intersections and roadway segments. The LOS evaluation
indicates the degree of congestion that occurs during peak travel periods and is
the principal measure of intersection performance.

Land Use Forecasting

In order to analyze the program conditions for the traffic study, DKS Associates
used the AMBAG Regional Travel Demand Model, hereafter referred to as the
AMBAG model, built using TransCAD software. The model was created by the
Association of Monterey Bay Area Governments (AMBAG) and is the primary
tool for forecasting in the AMBAG region. This model was significantly updated
and migrated to TransCAD in 2005. The new AMBAG model was redesigned
based on new traffic analysis zone structures, an updated roadway and transit
network, updated land use forecasts, and updated socioeconomic data via
surveys. The model has the capability to forecast 2000, 2010, 2020, 2025, and
2030 land use scenarios. For the purposes of this study, only the base 2000 and
2030 model was used to generate traffic volume changes. A detailed description

% The County certified a Revised EIR for the September Ranch project and approved the September Ranch
subdivision ("Reduced Forest Impact with High Inclusionary Alternative™), but that action was successfully
challenged in court. The court has ordered the County to set aside the September Ranch approvals, and the matter
has been referred back to the County for additional environmental review of water demand issues. The September
Ranch subdivision was included in Scenario B, C and D in the traffic study, but was excluded from Scenario A.
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of the model structure and changes made for this analysis is provided in
Appendix F (in the August 2007 DEIR (Monterey County 2007Db)).

Traffic Study Scenarios

Five scenarios were evaluated in the traffic study:

No Project Scenario: This scenario assumes no new traffic improvements
and no additional residential or commercial subdivisions, as it is assumed
that the existing County policy on subdivision approval in the CVMP area
(Resol. No. 02-024) will continue. It is assumed that additional single-family
dwellings, visitor-serving units, and commercial developments can be
approved within the CVMP land use framework without the need for
subdivision up to the growth limits in the CVMP. It is also assumed that
previously approved projects will be completed.

Scenario A: This scenario assumes buildout under the adopted CVMP with
anticipated additional residential subdivisions to be evenly distributed across
potential development locations, and no new traffic improvements beyond
those completed or in development as listed above. Pending development
proposals (including September Ranch) are not assumed to be built, but the
land on which they are proposed is instead assumed to be developed in
accordance with existing land use designations and zoning.

Scenario B: This scenario assumes buildout under the adopted CVMP with
pending development proposals (including September Ranch) incorporated
into the analysis, and with anticipated additional residential subdivisions to
be evenly distributed across potential development locations, and no
additional traffic improvements beyond those completed or in development
as listed above.

Scenario C: This scenario assumes buildout under the adopted CVMP with
pending development proposals incorporated into the analysis, and with
anticipated additional residential subdivisions to be evenly distributed across
potential development locations (same as Scenario B). This scenario includes
certain traffic improvements in the current County Capital Improvement
Program (CIP) Carmel Valley Road Improvement List.

Scenario D: This scenario is the same as Scenario C, except that it also
includes two passing lanes along Segments 6 and 7.

Traffic LOS Standards

Roadway Segment LOS Standards

CVMP Policy 39.3.2.1 quoted above defines “acceptable” roadway segment
levels of service by the level of service at the time of the original CVMP traffic
study in 1986. According to the 1986 study (CVMP Traffic Analysis, Keith B.
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Higgins), the baseline LOS along Carmel Valley Road was as follows (LOS
standards are noted applying the CVMP policy noted above in parentheses):

m  Holman Road to Ford Road — Operated at LOS C or better in 1986 (standard
of LOS C).

m  Ford Road to Rancho San Carlos Road — Operated at LOS D in 1986
(standard of LOS D).

m Rancho San Carlos Road to Carmel Ranch Boulevard — Operated at LOS C
or better in 1986 (standard of LOS C).

m  Carmel Rancho Boulevard to SR1 — This portion of Carmel Valley Road
operated at LOS E in 1986 (standard of LOS E).

The CVMP does not contain standards for LOS along SR1, as SR1 is outside the
CVMP area. TAMC and Caltrans used an evaluation goal of LOS D in their
recent traffic studies for SR1 near Carmel. Thus LOS D was used in this EIR to
evaluate conditions along SR1 between Rio Road and Carpenter Street.

Intersection LOS Standards

According to Monterey County Public Works, the following LOS standards are
the standard of acceptable level of service for intersections as follows:

m  Signalized intersections - LOS C; and
m  Unsignalized intersections - LOS E.

These standards were used for intersections in the CVMP area. Intersections
along SR1 were evaluated using the TAMC and Caltrans evaluation goal of LOS
D.

Traffic Study Results

The results of the traffic study by DKS are presented in Appendix F (in the
August 2007 DEIR (Monterey County 2007b) and are summarized as follows:

m Intersections: All study intersections meet or exceed the applicable LOS
standards described above under all scenarios with the exception of Highway
One/ Rio Road and Laureles Grade/Carmel Valley Road intersections.
TAMC is planning an improvement to the Highway One/Rio Road
intersection that would take place before projected buildout and is likely to
result in an acceptable level of service. The LOS standard for Laureles Grade
/ Carmel Valley Road is not met in the No Project Scenario, Scenario A, and
Scenario B at each of these intersections. The LOS Standard is met for
Laureles Grade/Carmel Valley Road in Scenario C and Scenario D due to the
inclusion of a grade separation project at this intersection in these scenarios.

m Roadway Segments: Six roadway segments (Segments 1, 2, 4, 8, 9, and 10)
meet or exceed the applicable LOS standards described above under all
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scenarios. Segment 3 (through the Carmel Valley Village) has failing LOS
under all scenarios. Three roadway segments (Segments 5, 6, and 7) will
have deficient LOS under the No Project Scenario and Scenarios A and B. In
Scenario C, Segment 5 would meet the LOS standard due to inclusion of CIP
improvements. In Scenario D, Segments 6 and 7 would meet the LOS
standard in Scenario D due to the inclusion of 0.25-mile passing lanes along
each of the segments in this scenario.

Laureles Grade/Carmel Valley Road Intersection Improvement
Options: The grade separation in the current CIP will improve LOS at this
intersection to an acceptable level. Because the traffic fee program (see
description below) will only generate funding for this improvement in 2022,
two additional interim improvement options (a signalized intersection and an
all-way stop intersection) were identified in the study as potential means to
address intersection options between now and 2022.

Carmel Valley Village (Segment 3): LOS under all traffic study scenarios
would be LOS D and would not meet the LOS standard of C for this
segment. While the traffic study identified several options to improve traffic
along this segment (such as left-turn pockets and medians, passing lanes,
multiple lanes, or routing traffic on side streets through residential areas),
none are considered consistent with the overall direction in the CVMP
policies. The traffic study suggests that if further development approvals are
anticipated that would affect this segment, the County may need to consider
lowering the LOS Standard for this segment to D.

Rio Road: The traffic study also concluded that the Rio Road extension
between Carmel Valley Road and SR1 is not required in order to meet
CVMP LOS standards. The Rio Road extension would cause traffic
diversions from segments 8, 9, and 10 along Carmel Valley Road that
currently operate at acceptable LOS. Diversion of traffic is not required to
improve LOS to acceptable levels today or in the future.

The results of the traffic study were used to identify the components of the
Carmel Valley Traffic Improvement Program, which is described below.

SR1 Traffic Study

Monterey County requested Kimley Horn and Associates (KHA) to complete an
additional traffic study (see Appendix H in this document) to analyze the existing
and future conditions along State Route 1 between Rio Road and Carpenter Street
with buildout of the Carmel Valley Master Plan. This traffic study was added for
this partial revision of the Draft EIR.

Kimley-Horn Associates used the travel model developed by DKS Associates for
the CVMP traffic study to evaluate traffic conditions along SR1 between Rio
Road and Carpenter Street. KHA also conducted additional traffic counts in
2007 along SR1. Scenarios evaluated included the base 2000 and the 2030
model. A detailed description of the model structure and changes made for this
analysis is provided in Appendix H (in this document). Assumptions about
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buildout for 2030 were the same as those used by DKS for prior evaluation of
conditions along Carmel Valley Road.

The results of the traffic study by KHA are presented in Appendix H (in this
document) and are summarized as follows:

m Intersections: The KHA study found that existing conditions were LOS D
or better at all four study intersections. Cumulative (2030) conditions would
be LOS D or better except for PM peak hour operations at the SR1/Ocean
Avenue intersection which would be LOS E.

m  Segment Operations — Existing southbound operations are LOS E for both
peak hours between Rio Road and Carmel Valley Road, LOS F for
southbound operations between Ocean Avenue and Carmel Valley Road in
both peak hours, LOS C or better northbound from Rio Road to Carmel
Valley Road, and LOS C between Ocean Avenue and Carpenter Street.
Cumulative (2030) operations would be an unacceptable LOS E and LOS F
for southbound operation in both peak hours between Ocean Avenue and Rio
Road. All other operations would be LOS D or better.

CVTIP Program Description

The following is a description of the CVTIP.

Program Objectives

m  To address existing and forecasted traffic level of service deficiencies in the
CVMP area; and

m  To allow development to proceed in accordance with all CVMP policies.

CVTIP Components

The CVTIP includes a specified list of road improvements, several interim
improvement options for one intersection, a change in LOS standard for one
segment, proposed amendments to CVMP policies, and a traffic fee program to
pay for the proposed improvements on Carmel Valley Road through collection of
fees from new development.

This CVTIP program (including the related CVMP policy changes) constitutes
the “project” analyzed in this EIR for the purposes of CEQA. ThisEIR isa
programmatic EIR and is not intended as a project-level CEQA document for the
proposed improvements. Project-level CEQA compliance would need to be
completed for proposed improvements at the point at which designs have been
developed to allow site-specific analysis of environmental impacts.
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Roadway Improvements

Based on the results of the DKS traffic study, the CVTIP should include the
following specific projects:

m Left-turn channelization on Carmel Valley Road west of Ford Road (those
currently scheduled to be completed by 2007 are Boronda and Country Club
as listed under the Monterey County CIP 2007-2012 (Monterey County
2007¢));

m  Shoulder widening on Carmel Valley Road between Laureles Grade and
Ford Road;

m  Paved turnouts, new signage, shoulder improvements, and spot realignments
on Laureles Grade;

m  Rio Road extension and signalization (including relocation of school access
point);

m  Grade separation at Laureles Grade and Carmel Valley Road;

m  Passing lanes in front of the proposed September Ranch development;
m  Passing lanes opposite Garland Park;

m  Climbing Lane on Laureles Grade;

m  Upgrade all new road improvements within Carmel Valley Road Corridor to
Class 2 bike lanes;

m  Passing lane (1/4 mile) between Schulte Road and Robinson Canyon Road;
and

m  Passing lane (1/4 mile) between Rancho San Carlos Rd and Schulte Road.

Analysis in the DKS traffic study has found that these improvements will result
in traffic operations at CVMP intersection and roadway segments that meet the

established LOS standards, with the exception of Segment 3 through the Carmel
Valley Village.

Interim Optional Improvements at Laureles Grade/
Carmel Valley Road Intersection

Without improvement, the intersection of Laureles Grade and Carmel Valley
Road would operate at a deficient level in both A.M. and P.M. peak periods. The
CIP includes a partial grade separation improvement but the fee program only
generates sufficient funding for this improvement by 2022, and thus deficient
operations would occur until that time without interim improvements.

Two other optional interim improvement measures (improved geometry and
traffic signalization) have been developed to improve the LOS and are described
below.

Carmel Valley Traffic Improvement Program April 2009
Partial Revision of the Draft Subsequent 2p-13
Environmental Impact Report J&S 05335.05



Monterey County

Chapter 2. Program Description

All-way Stop and Modified Geometry - The intersection would be
modified to an all-way stop, provide an additional through lane in the east
and westbound directions, and provide right turns (receiving lanes) for
vehicles traveling in the southbound and westbound direction. Implementing
these modifications would improve the LOS from F (without the CIP
improvement) to LOS D in the A.M. and P.M. peak periods.

Signalized Intersection - The intersection meets a traffic signal warrant
during both the A.M. and P.M. peak periods. Converting the intersection to a
signalized intersection would improve the LOS from F (without the CIP
improvement) to LOS C in the A.M. peak period and LOS B in the P.M.
peak period. In addition to the listed improvements, all existing substandard
facilities (i.e., shoulders, signage, sight distance, etc.) would be upgraded to
current standards.

No Improvements along SR1 as part of CVTIP

No improvements are proposed along SR1 between Rio Road and Carpenter
Street as part of the CVTIP for the following reasons:

SR1 is outside the CVMP Plan Area.

As discussed in Chapter 3 of this document, future unacceptable traffic
conditions will primarily exist/occur because of existing conditions and only
partially due to new development. In 2030, future development only
contributes up to 22 percent of the cumulative roadway volumes between Rio
Road and Carmel Valley Road (of which 11 percent originate or end in
Carmel Valley) and 7 percent between Carmel Valley Road and Ocean
Avenue (of which 4 percent originate or end in Carmel Valley).

The collection of new development traffic impact fees is limited
proportionally to the percentage of total traffic due to new development
which in this case is approximately 7 to 22 percent (or 4 to 11 percent
originates or ends in Carmel Valley).

Neither Caltrans nor TAMC has included improvement of this segment of
roadway in the regional traffic impact fee program or current planning and
do not appear likely to do so in the near future.

The recent attempt to raise sales tax to fund regional traffic improvements
was not approved by the voters of the County in November 2008. Including
the most recent effort, there have been three unsuccessful attempts to pass a
transportation sales tax. The potential to raise future sales tax revenues to
fund regional traffic improvements at this location is speculative at this time.

California state law (the Mitigation Fee Act, Government Code Section
66000, et. seq.) requires the lead agency, by the fifth fiscal year following
collection of the fee, to identify of all sources and amounts of funding
anticipated to complete financing an incomplete improvement. As noted
above, the County cannot identify at this time the other sources of funding to
complete improvements along SR1.
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m  Thus, given the shortfall of development fees compared to the full cost of
improvement and no near-term assurance of a funding source for
improvement of this roadway, it is considered financially infeasible to assure
roadway improvement of SR1 at this time.

Change in LOS Standard

As described in the traffic study under all traffic study scenarios, traffic through
the Carmel Valley Village would be LOS D and would not meet the LOS
standard of C for this segment.

While the traffic study identifies several options to improve traffic along this
segment (such as left-turn pockets and medians, passing lanes, multiple lanes, or
routing traffic through side streets through residential areas), none are considered
consistent with the overall direction and policies of the CVMP.

This program includes the proposal to lower the LOS standard from C to D for
this segment instead of pursuing physical road improvements that are considered
likely to result in substantial disruption of the commercial areas in the center of
the Carmel Valley Village.

Traffic Fee Program

Traffic fees were originally adopted by Monterey County for the CVMP in late
1992 through the adoption of Ordinance No. 3649, which was temporary. This
ordinance was extended twice prior to 1995. In 1995, pursuant to Ordinance No.
3833, the traffic fee program was adopted and codified in the Monterey County
Code (Chapter 18.60) Pursuant to Section 18.60.030 of the County Code, the
Board of Supervisors establishes the amount of the fee by resolution.

The unit of measure for the fee program is different depending on the type of
development. New lots, discretionary lots, and lots of record are based upon

dwelling units. Service and commercial developments are assessed per 1,000
square feet, and visitor accommodations are assessed on a per room basis.

The traffic fees apply to areas within the CVMP and within the Greater Carmel
Valley Area adjacent to the CVMP that also contributes traffic to Carmel Valley
Road (referred to as the “Expanded Area”). Fee amounts within the Expanded
Area are half that of the areas within the CVMP. Fee amounts are updated
annually. The traffic fees for fiscal year 2007 — 2008 are shown in Table 2-1.

An updated traffic fee program was developed as a result of the traffic study for
the 2007 DEIR in order to develop a fee program to pay for the current proposed
improvements considered necessary to address traffic levels of service. The costs
for the roadway and intersection improvements described above were updated
using current data and assumptions. This fee program is described in further
detail in Appendix G (in the August 2007 DEIR (Monterey County 2007b)).
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This fee program was further updated since the Draft EIR to exclude application
of the fee to affordable housing from the fee amount calculation and to correctly
account for the fees applied to the Expanded Area (See Appendix G2 in this
document).

The total costs of the proposed projects at each project’s year completion would
be approximately $59,057,000. The completion years were assumed to vary in
order to spread the capital costs over time. The targeted completion years reflect
what would occur should new homes be constructed at an even rate over the
twenty-year period. If all projects were to be built and completed by 2009, it
would cost the county approximately $41,120,000. However, it is not realistic to
assume that all roadway projects would be built and completed within a year.
Conversely, if all projects are postponed for twenty years, then built and
completed in 2027, the total cost to the County would be approximately
$90,100,000.

Based on these adjustments, the updated traffic fee program is summarized in
Table 2-2. As shown below, the updated fees would represent an increase of
approximately $3,800 for a market rate unit on an existing lot and approximately
$7,600 for new market rate units on a new lot. The new rates represent an
increase of 35 % over the existing rates.
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Table 2-1. 2007 — 2008 Traffic Mitigation Fees (adopted in FY 2007-2008)

CVMP Area Expanded Area
Development on Existing Lots of Record (before 8/25/92)
Market Rate Unit $11,038 $5,519
Senior Unit $5,519 $2,760
Caretaker Unit $11,038 $5,519
2" Unit / Apartment $11,038 $5,519
Low / Moderate Income Unit $0 $0
Development on New Lots of Record (after 8/25/92)
Market Rate Unit $22,076 $11,038
Senior Unit $11,038 $5,519
Caretaker Unit $22,076 $11,038
2" Unit / Apartment $22,076 $11,038
Low / Moderate Income Unit $0 $0
Commercial
New Hotel / Motel Unit (per room) $24,008 $12,004
Existing Hotel / Motel Expansion (per room) $11,729 $5,865
Commercial Uses (per 1,000 sf) $5,795 $2,898
Service Centers (per 1,000 sf) $2,898 $1,449
Source: Appendix G (in the August 2007 DEIR) (Monterey County 2007h).
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Fiscal Year 2009 - 2010 Traffic Mitigation Fees
Carmel Valley and Expanded Area

Development on Existing Lots of Record Expanded
(before 8/25/92) CVMP - Area Area
Market Rate Unit $14,850 $7,425
Senior Unit $7,425 $3,713
Caretaker Unit $14,850 $7,425
2nd Unit / Apartment $14,850 $7,425
Low / Moderate Income Unit $0 $0
Development on New Lots of Record

(after 8/25/92)

Market Rate Unit $29,700 $14,850
Senior Unit $14,850 $7,425
Caretaker Unit $29,700 $14,850
2nd Unit / Apartment $29,700 $14,850
Low / Moderate Income Unit $0 $0
Commercial

New Hotel / Motel Unit (per room) $32,300 $16,150
Existing Hotel / Motel Expansion (per room) $16,150 $8,075
Commercial Uses (per 1,000 sf) $7,800 $3,900
Service Centers (per 1,000 sf) $3,900 $1,950

Changes in CVMP Policies (General Plan Amendment)

The following potential amendments to the CVMP are included in the program
analyzed in this Program EIR. These policy changes are, in substance, the same

policy changes included in the Draft EIR for the Draft 2007 General Plan

(Monterey County 2008) under mitigation CV 2-10 through CV 2-19 (at pp. 4.6-
69 through 4.6-73 of the DEIR for the draft 2007 General Plan). The purpose of
these changes is to reflect the results of the traffic studies conducted, to update
the methodology for monitoring traffic conditions, and to clarify the
requirements for project-level review of traffic impacts and consideration of the

CVTIP improvements in project-level review.
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This section has been added since the August 2007 DEIR (Monterey County
2007b). In order to highlight the proposed CVMP policy changes, the text below
shows proposed deletions in strikeeut and proposed additions in underline.

Transportation (See Countywide General Plan)

Every effort should be made to obtain the funding and proceed with completion
of a northbound climbing lane from Rio Road to Carmel Valley Road including
improvements to the intersections of SR1 at Rio Road and at Carmel Valley
Road.

39.1.7 (CV) It is recommended that fees for off-site major thoroughfares be
imposed as a condition of granting of building permits. The recommended zone
of influence is the Carmel Valley Master Plan Study Area with funds to be
expended for the Carmel Valley Road or other major road improvements

39.3.1.1 (CV) In order of priority, the following are policies regarding
improvements to specific portions of Carmel Valley Road:

a) Via Petra to Robinson Canyon Road (Segments 6-8)

Every effort should be made to preserve its rural character by maintaining it
as a 2-lane road with paved shoulders, passing lanes and left turn
channelizations at intersections where warranted.

b) Robinson Canyon Road to Laureles Grade (Segment 5)

Every effort should be made to preserve its rural character by maintaining it
as a two-lane road with paved shoulders, passing lanes and left turn
channelizations at intersections where warranted.

c¢) Laureles Grade to Ford Road (Segment 3)
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Shoulder improvements and widening should be undertaken here and
extended to Pilot Road, and may include left turn channelization at
intersections as warranted.

d) East of Esquiline Road (Segments 1 and 2)

Shoulder improvements should be undertaken at the sharper curves. Curves
should be examined for spot realignment needs.

39.3.1.4 (CV) The following road connections may be established, as controlled
emergency accesses:

a) De los Helechos to Paso Hondo as a dry weather ford;
b) Paso del Rio (off W. Garzas) to Carmel Valley Road,;
¢) Tierra Grande to Saddle Road in Hidden Hills;

d) Country Club Drive to EI Caminito;

e) Robles del Rio area east of Esquiline Road

f) Outlook Drive to High Meadows {ence-Hatten-Canyon-Freeway-is
completed).

39.3.1.5 (CV) To accommodate existing and future traffic atlevel-efservice-C,
the following road improvements are recommended pursuant to Monterey
County General Plan policies 37.2.1 and 39.1.4:

a) Laureles Grade - undertake-shoulderimprovements-widening-and-spot
realighment Improvements to Laureles Grade should consist of the
construction of shoulder widening, spot realignments, passing lanes and/or
paved turn-outs. Heavy vehicles should be discouraged from using this
route.

b) Carmel Valley Road, Robinson Canyon Road to Ford Road - add left turn
channelization at all intersections. Shoulder improvements should be
undertaken.

39.3.1.9 (CV) A northbound climbing lane should be considered for construction
on Laureles Grade to accommodate future traffic volumes. Alternatively, several
curves should be flattened and shoulder widths should be increased.
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39.3.2.1 (CV) To implement traffic standards to provide adequate streets and
highways in Carmel Valley, the County shall conduct and implement the
following:

a. Twice yearly monitoring by Public Works (in June and October) of peak
hour averag&daJy traffic at the 12 locations Mennﬁed—mhe—léeﬂh

R&HGhG—BGH—IGVﬁ-Fd—&Hd—RIG—RG&d as foIIows

Carmel Valley Road

1. East of Holman Road

2. Holman Road to Esquiline Road

3. Esquiline Road to Ford Road

4. Ford Road to Laureles Grade

5. Laureles Grade to Robinson Canyon Road
6. Robinson Canyon Road to Schulte Road
7. Schulte Road to Rancho San Carlos Road
8. Rancho San Carlos Road to Rio Road

9. Rio Road to Carmel Rancho Boulevard
10. Carmel Rancho Boulevard to SR1

Other Locations

11. Carmel Rancho Boulevard between Carmel Valley Road and Rio
Road

12. Rio Road between its eastern terminus and SR1

b. A yearly evaluation report (December) shall be prepared jointly by the
Public Works and Planning Departments and shall evaluate the level of
service for these 12 locations to indicate segments approaching a traffic
volume which would lower existing level of service below the LOS standards

established belew-in 39.3.2.1(d) below and-which-would-compare-average
Lail ic { ; o : : for lovels of Service.

c. Public hearings shall te be held in January immediately following a
December report in (b) above in which only 100 or less peak hour ABT trips
remain before an unacceptable alewer level of service (based on the LOS
standards established belew-in 39.3.2.1(d) below) would be reached for any

of the 12 segments described above-en-Figure-B-1-of EIR-85-002-0on-the
Carmealey-MasterPlan:

d. The traffic LOS standards for the CVMP Area shall be as follows:

o Signalized Intersections — LOS of “C” is an acceptable condition.

e Unsignalized Intersections — LOS of “F” or meeting of any traffic
signal warrant is an unacceptable condition.

o Carmel Valley Road Segment Operations — LOS of “C” for
Segments 1, 2, 8, 9, and 10 and LOS of “D” for all other segments
(3, 4,5, 6,and 7) are acceptable conditions.
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During review of development applications which require a discretionary
permit, if traffic analysis of the proposed project indicates that the project
would result in traffic conditions that would exceed the standards described
above after the analysis takes into consideration the Carmel Valley Traffic
Improvement Program to be funded by the Carmel Valley Road Traffic
Mitigation Fee, then approval of the project shall be conditioned on the prior
(e.g., prior to project-generated traffic) construction of additional roadway
improvements OR an Environmental Impact Report shall be prepared for the
project. Such additional roadway improvements must be sufficient, when
combined with the projects programmed in the Carmel Valley Traffic
Improvement Program, to allow the County to find that the affected roadway
segments or intersections would meet the acceptable standard upon
completion of the programmed plus additional improvements. This policy
does not apply to the first single-family residence on a legal lot of record.

39.3.2.2 Carmel Valley Traffic Improvement Program (CVTIP)

a) The CVTIP shall include the following projects (unless a subsequent
traffic analysis identifies that different projects are necessary to maintain the
LOS standards in Policy 39.3.2.1(d)):

1. Left-turn channelization on Carmel Valley Road west of Ford Road;

2. Shoulder widening on Carmel Valley Road between Laureles Grade
and Ford Road;

3. Paved turnouts, new signage, shoulder improvements, and spot
realignments on Laureles Grade;
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4. Grade separation at Laureles Grade and Carmel Valley Road (an

interim improvement of an all-way stop or stop signal is allowable

during the period necessary to secure funding for the grade

separation);

Sight Distance Improvement at Dorris Road;

6. Passing lanes in front of the proposed September Ranch
development;

7. Passing lanes opposite Garland Park;

Climbing Lane on Laureles Grade;

9. Upgrade all new road improvements within Carmel Valley Road
Corridor to Class 2 bike lanes;

10. Passing lane (1/4 mile) between Schulte Road and Robinson Canyon
Road; and

11. Passing lane (1/4 mile) between Rancho San Carlos Rd and Schulte
Road.

o

®©

b) The County shall adopt an updated fee program to fund the CVTIP.

c) All projects within the CVMP area and within the “Expanded Area” that
contribute to traffic within the CVMP area shall contribute fair-share traffic
impact fees to fund necessary improvements identified in the CVTIP, as
updated at the time of building permit issuance.

d) Where conditions are projected to approach unacceptable conditions (as
defined by the monitoring and standards described above under Policy
39.3.2.1(d)), the CVTIP shall be updated to plan for and fund adequate
improvements to maintain acceptable conditions.

Required Permits and Other Approvals
Monterey County

As the lead agency under CEQA, Monterey County is the agency that would
certify the EIR and approve the proposed program. This EIR is intended to be
used solely for the consideration for approval of the proposed program and not
used for the approval of individual projects included in the proposed program.
However, information in this document may be referenced as applicable in later
project-specific environmental reviews.

As the program represents a circulation program for the CVMP, Monterey
County will consider adoption of the program. Should the Board of Supervisors
decide to do so, they would consider adoption of the CVTIP.
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Other Agencies

The preparation of this program EIR does not relieve individual projects listed in
the proposed program of the responsibility to comply with the requirements of
CEQA (and/or National Environmental Policy Act [NEPA] for projects requiring
federal funding or approvals). This EIR represents the first tier of environmental
review for the specific projects and actions under the proposed program.

As projects are advanced further in the design phase, the lead agency responsible
(at this time likely Monterey County Public Works Department) will determine
the level of further, project-level environmental review needed, as project details
are refined. New CEQA documents may reference the discussion of regional
impacts in this EIR as a basis of their assessment of regional or cumulative
transportation impacts.

Project implementation may also require permits from the following other
agencies:

m  U.S. Army Corps of Engineers - Clean Water Act Section 404 Permit;

m U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service — Federal Endangered Species Act
Compliance;

m  National Marine Fisheries Service — Federal Endangered Species Act
Compliance;

m  Federal Emergency Management Agency — If floodplain encroachment is
proposed;

m  California Department of Fish and Game — California Endangered Species
Act Compliance and Streambed Alteration Agreement;

m  Regional Water Quality Control Board — Clean Water Act Section 401 and
402 compliance and Porter-Cologne Water Quality Act Waste Discharge
Requirements; and

m  Other agencies not yet identified such as Monterey Peninsula Water
Management District (if new water hookups are proposed).

Carmel Valley Traffic Improvement Program April 2009
Partial Revision of the Draft Subsequent 20-24
Environmental Impact Report J&S 05335.05






Section 3.5b
Land Use (April 2009 Update)

Introduction

This section provides a discussion of the land use issues related to the changes in
CVMP policies included in the proposed program, the consistency of the changes
with the existing CVMP, and the consistency of the changes with the CVMP
included in the Draft 2007 General Plan.

The August 2007 DEIR land use section included a review of existing conditions
based on available literature and a summary of federal, state, and local policies
and regulations related to land use. Analyses of the environmental impacts of the
proposed roadway improvements were discussed, and where feasible, mitigation
measures were recommended to minimize or avoid potentially significant
impacts. This analysis is not repeated in this document as the changes in the
CVTIP in this PRDEIR do not include any new proposed roadway
improvements.

Regulatory Setting

The following discussion summarizes the relevant goals and policies from each
of these plans as they relate to the proposed roadway program.

Development Plans in the Program Area

Current CVMP

The Carmel Valley Master Plan lis part of the Monterey County General Plan
and is the specific planning document that governs the program area. It seeks to
“accommodate[e] development pressures from a comprehensive standpoint” in
order to preserve and enhance the rural and scenic qualities of Carmel Valley
(Monterey County 1986).

! Monterey County. 1986. Carmel Valley Master Plan. Available at the Front Desk of the Monterey County
Planning Department in Salinas.
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Table C-1 in Appendix C-1b (in this document) contains analysis of the
consistency of the updates to the CVTIP included in this PRDEIR with the
existing Carmel Valley Master Plan and notes where consistency findings have
changed since the August 2007 DEIR (Monterey County 2007b).

Draft 2007 CVMP

The Draft 2007 Carmel Valley Master Plan? is part of the Draft 2007 Monterey
County General Plan and is the proposed new specific planning document that
would govern the program area upon approval (Monterey County 2007a).

Appendix C-2 (in this document) includes all the policies in the proposed Draft
2007 Carmel Valley Master Plan and a determination for the proposed program’s
consistency with each policy, as well as rationale for why the proposed program
would or would not be consistent with each policy.

Criteria for Determining Significance

In accordance with State CEQA Guidelines, applicable federal and state
regulations, and local plans and policies, the proposed program would be
considered to result in a significant impact if it would:

A. Land Use Compatibility

Introduce new land uses into an area that could be considered to be incompatible
with the surrounding land uses or with the general character of the area.

B. Plan/Policy Consistency

Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation of an agency
with jurisdiction over the project (including, but not limited to a general plan,
specific plan, LCP, or zoning ordinance) adopted for the purpose of avoiding or
mitigating an environmental effect.

C. Division of an Established Community

Physically divide an established community.

2 Monterey County. 2007. Draft 2007 Carmel Valley Master Plan. Available at the Front Desk of the Monterey
County Planning Department in Salinas.
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Impacts and Mitigation Measures

A. Land

Use Compatibility

Impact LU-1b: Potential Conflicts in Compatibility of
Proposed Roadway Improvements with Surrounding Land
Uses (No Additional Impact)

No new roadway improvements are proposed beyond those analyzed in the
August 2007 DEIR (Monterey County 2007b). Thus there are no additional
conflicts with surrounding land uses.

B. Plan/Policy Consistency

Impact LU-2a: Consistency with Current Carmel Valley
Master Plan (Consistent with Proposed CVMP changes)

Table C-1b in Appendix C (in this document) provides an analysis of the
consistency with the CVMP of the CVTIP, including the proposed policy
changes with regard to all CVMP land use policies. In general, the proposed
program would be consistent with the intent of CVMP transportation policies.
However, the policy changes would be inconsistent with the following existing
policies for the reasons described below, unless the amendments to CVMP
policies proposed as part of the CVTIP are adopted. :

Policy 39.1.6 currently supports construction of the Hatton Canyon Freeway and
limiting further development until it is under construction. The Hatton Canyon
Freeway project has been abandoned. The CVTIP proposed policy changes
would eliminate the Hatton Canyon Freeway and any linkage of development
approval to completion of the Hatton Catton Freeway or capacity-increasing
improvements to SR1. The policy is proposed to be changed to support funding
for the northbound climbing lane from Rio Road to Carmel Valley Road
including intersections improvements at Rio Road and Carmel Valley Road. The
CVTIP would be consistent with the CVMP as proposed to be amended, but as
discussed in Section 3.7b (of this document), the end result is that cumulative
development will result in continued failing segment operations along
southbound SR1 between Ocean Avenue and Rio Road, which is a significant
unavoidable traffic impact.

Policy 39.3.1.5 recommends widening SR 1 between Rio Road and Carmel
Valley Road and other specific other improvements. The updates to the CVTIP
would not include SR1 widening which is not considered feasible given current
financial considerations, and thus SR1 segment operations would remain
deficient and the traffic impact would be significant and unavoidable. The
CVTIP does include the other specific improvements.
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Policy 39.3.1.8 supports an interchange at SR1/Carmel Valley road if the Hatton
Canyon Freeway is not build or SR1 is not widened. The updates to the CVTIP
do not include provision for an interchange at Highway One and Carmel Valley
Road. The SR1 traffic study identified the need for widening of SR1, not an
interchange (although funding for the widening is financially infeasible at this
time).

Policy 39.3.2.1 includes requirements for traffic standards, monitoring, and
project review. The updates to the CVTIP propose to change this policy to: (1)
change the traffic analysis methodology to a peak-hour analysis; (2) specifically
identify the LOS standards for Carmel Valley Road by segment; and (3) clarify
the development review process relative to LOS standards and the CVTIP.
Monitoring will continue, but will be on a peak-hour basis. A yearly evaluation
report will be prepared, but will be on a peak-hour basis. Public hearings will
continue to be required, but will be triggered by 100 or less peak hour trips.
(Note: 100 peak hour trips is a more conservative measure and will be triggered
long before 100 average daily trips would be triggered). Evaluation of traffic
impacts of projects will be tied to the proposed traffic standards. The effect of
CVTIP projects will be taken into account. If traffic impacts still exceed traffic
standards, then either prior construction of additional roadway improvement shall
be a condition of approval or an EIR shall be prepared.

While this policy would change, the new LOS standards are consistent with the
prior LOS standards with the exception of in the Village where a lowered
standard is necessary to avoid traffic improvement that would be out of character
with the Village. Traffic monitoring will still be required along with updating of
the CVTIP over time. Project review will be still be required to address traffic
impacts and. Thus, the new policy is consistent with the intent of existing policy.

With the proposed amendments to the CVMP described in Chapter 2b, Program
Description, the CVTIP would be consistent with the CVMP and would have less
than significant land use impacts.

Overall, the CVTIP, including amendments to policies noted above, would result
in a significant and unavoidable impact to traffic along SR1 in Carmel. This
impact is discussed further in Section 3.7 of this document. The CVTIP would
not result in additional impact to traffic within the CVMP area beyond those
disclosed in the August 2007 DEIR.

Impact LU-2b: Conflicts with Proposed 2007 Carmel
Valley Master Plan (Consistent with Mitigated Plan)

Appendix C.2 (in this document) provides an analysis of the consistency of the
proposed CVTIP with regard to the Draft 2007 CVMP. As discussed in
Appendix C.2 (in this document), the proposed program would be consistent with
the Draft 2007 CVMP policies with one exception.

As updated in this PRDEIR, the CVTIP would be inconsistent with Policy CV-
2.12 in the 2007 Draft CVMP because it would delete the portion of this policy
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regarding widening of SR1. However, the CVTIP would be consistent regarding
Policy 2.12 if amended in accordance with Mitigation Measure TRAN-2B in the
DEIR for the 2007 General Plan (see p. 4.6-69 of the 2007 General Plan DEIR)
(Monterey County 2008). This mitigation measure also removes widening of
SR1 from this Policy 2.12.

As disclosed in Appendix C.2 (in this document), the updates to the CVTIP in
this PRDEIR would alter Policy CV-2.18 in the 2007 Draft CVMP concerning
monitoring and evaluation methodology and project processing but would be
consistent with the spirit of the policy and would be consistent with changes to
Policy CV-2.18 proposed by Mitigation Measure TRAN-2B in the 2007 General
Plan DEIR (Monterey County 2008).

As disclosed in Appendix C.2, the CVTIP is consistent with all other applicable
policies in the 2007 Draft CVMP.

Prior to commencement of any project construction, subsequent project-specific
environmental analysis would be conducted to assess whether any individual
project would be inconsistent with applicable federal, state, and local plans,
policies, and ordinances.

Therefore, with the proposed CVMP policies included in the CVTIP, land use
consistency impacts related to environmental impacts are considered less-than-
significant.

As disclosed in Chapter 3.7 of this PRDEIR, widening of SR1 is considered
financially infeasible at this time and traffic impacts along SR1 near Carmel are
considered significant and unavoidable.

C. Division of an Established Community

Impact LU-3: Potential Division of an Established
Community (No Additional Impact)

No new roadway improvements are proposed beyond those analyzed in the
August 2007 DEIR. Thus there are no additional impacts related to established
communities.
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Section 3.7b
Transportation and Circulation (April 2009
Update)

Introduction

This section analyzes the proposed program’s potential effects related to State
Route 1 (SR 1) between Rio Road and Carpenter Street. The source of data used
in the preparation of this section is the Carmel Valley Master Plan SR-1 Study
prepared by Kimley-Horn Associates and appended to this PRDEIR as Appendix
H (in this document). This section includes a review of existing and cumulative
conditions along this portion of SR1 based on the KHA traffic study completed
for the proposed program.

As no additional traffic improvements are proposed along SR1, no additional
analyses of the environmental impacts of proposed traffic improvements is
included.

For an analysis of traffic impacts within the CVMP itself and the environmental
impacts of proposed traffic improvements within the CVMP, the reader is
directed to the August 2007 Draft EIR (Monterey County 2007b).

Environmental Setting

Highway 1 (State Route 1)

Highway 1 (SR 1) runs in the north-south direction as it passes through Carmel
before becoming a freeway in Monterey. It includes two lanes of travel (one in
each direction) south of Carmel Valley Road. North of Carmel Valley Road, SR
1 provides three travel lanes (two in the northbound direction and one lane in the
southbound direction) until Ocean Avenue. North of Ocean Avenue SR1
provides four travel lanes (two in each direction). SR 1 provides access to the
CVMP area via Carmel Valley Road and Rio Road.
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Existing Traffic Conditions

Intersection Level of Service

Level of service (LOS) is a common measure of traffic service that uses letters A
through F (least to most traffic congestion, respectively) to indicate the amount
of congestion and delay. The LOS evaluation indicates the degree of congestion
that occurs during peak travel periods and is the principal measure of roadway
performance. The LOS concept was developed to correlate numerical traffic
volumes to subjective descriptions of traffic performance at intersections, which
are the controlling bottlenecks of traffic flow. In general practice, LOS A
indicates free flow conditions, while LOS B and C signify stable conditions with
acceptable delays. LOS D is typically considered acceptable for peak hours in
urban areas, with average delays in the range of 35 to 55 seconds. LOS E is
approaching capacity and LOS F represents conditions at or above capacity, with
average delays over 80 seconds.

Monterey County uses the 2000 Highway Capacity Manual (HCM)
(Transportation Research Board 2000) operations method for analysis of
intersection levels of service for both unsignalized and signalized intersections.

A total of four intersections were studied by KHA on SR1. Based on counts
conducted prior to school dismissal in June 2008, the four intersections in the
study area (Rio Road, Carmel Valley Road, Ocean Avenue, and Carpenter Street)
all operate at LOS D or better. Ocean Avenue operates at LOS D in the AM peak
hour and Carpenter Street operates at LOS D in the PM peak hour.

Table 3.7b-1. Intersection Level of Service— SR1 Existing Conditions (2008)

A.M. Peak P.M. Peak
# Intersection Name Avg. Avg.
Delay* LOS? Delay* LOS?
1 SR1 & Rio Road (S) 275 C 31.6 C
2 SR1 & Carmel Valley Road (S) 10.3 B 241 C
3 SR1 & Ocean Avenue (S) 35.9 D 48.8 D
4 SR1 & Carpenter Street (S) 17.8 B 36.5 D

Source: Appendix H (in this document)
! Delay refers to the average control delay for the entire intersection, measured in seconds per vehicle.

2 LOS: Level of Service. LOS calculations are based on the methodology outlined in the 2000 Highway
Capacity Manual (Transportation Research Board 2000) and performed using Synchro 6.0.

(S): Signalized intersection.
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Roadway Segment Analysis

A roadway segment analysis was also performed for three roadway segments
along SR1 using the Highway Capacity Manual Methodology (see Appendix H
in this document).

Table 3.7b-2 provides the LOS criteria for two-lane and multi-lane highways.

Table 3.7b-2. Two-Lane and Multi-Lane Highway—LOS Criteria

Two-Lane! Multi-Lane?

Percent Time-Spent Following

Level of Service (PTSF) Density (pc/mi/ln)
A <=35 <=11
B > 4010 50 >11to0 18
C >50to 65 > 1810 26
D > 651080 > 261035
E > 80 > 35t0 45
F See note 3 > 45

Source: Appendix H (in this document)

Notes:

! Highway Capacity Manual, Transportation Research Board, 2000, Exhibit 20-2, Class | Facility.

% Highway Capacity Manual, Transportation Research Board, 2000, Exhibit 21-2—Facility with free flow speed of

45 mph.

®LOS F applies whenever the flow rate exceeds the roadway segment capacity.

Roadway Segment Operations

Tables 3.7b-3 and Table 3.7b-4 provide an existing conditions LOS comparison
analysis for each of the studied roadway segments, respectively.

The existing conditions roadway analysis indicates that the two-lane section of
SR-1 between Rio Road and Carmel Valley Road is currently at LOS E during
both peak hours. For the segment between Carmel Valley Road and Ocean
Road, the two-lane northbound section is at LOS C and the one lane southbound
section is at LOS F during both peak hours. The section of SR-1 between Ocean
Avenue and Carpenter Street operates at a LOS C during both peak hours.
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Table 3.7b-3. SR 1 Two-Lane Roadway Segments—EXxisting Condition (2008) LOS Analysis

Seg A.M. Peak P.M. Peak
To/From

ment Volume PTSF LOS Volume PTSF LOS
Rio Road to

1 Carmel Valley BOTH 1284 77.6% E 1367 79.6% E
Road!
Carmel Valley

2 Road to Ocean SB 1576 100% F 1438 100% F

Avenue!

Source: Appendix H (in this document)

Notes:

Two-lane segment analyzed as a two-lane segment using HCS 5.21 software

Table 3.7b-4. SR1 Multi-Lane Roadway Segment—Existing Condition (2008) LOS Analysis

A.M. Peak P.M. Peak
Segment Tol/From Direction Flow
Irect Volume Rate . Volume  Flow Rate .
(vph) gpcphpl) Density>  LOS (vph) (ocphp) Density ~ LOS
Carmel Valley
2 Road to Ocean NB 1273 818 18.2 C 1562 963 21.8 C
Avenue®
NB 1487 984 21.9 C 1782 1082 24.0 C
3 Ocean Avenue tg
Carpenter Street” o 1556 955 212 C 1429 859 191 C

Source: Appendix H (in this document)

Notes:

pcphpl = passenger cars per hour per lane

“Density in passenger cars per mile per lane.

*Three-lane segment analyzed as a four-lane segment on the northbound side and a directional two-lane segment on
the southbound side using HCS 5.21 software

*Four-lane segment analyzed as a four-leg segment using HCS 5.21 software
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Criteria for Determining Significance

Impacts would be considered significant under the following conditions:

The current Monterey County standard for segment operations and for signalized
intersections is LOS C.

The Caltrans manual (Caltrans 2002) states that “Caltrans endeavors to maintain
a target LOS at the transition between LOS “C” and LOS “D” on State highway
facilities, however, Caltrans acknowledges that this may not be always feasible
and recommends that the lead agency consult with Caltrans to determine the
appropriate target LOS.”

A Caltrans Project Study Report (Caltrans 2001) in 2001 evaluated options for
improving SR1 from the Carmel River bridge to Highway 68 and a second
Caltrans PSR (Caltrans 2005) evaluated the northbound climbing lane from Rio
Road to Carmel Valley Road. In both documents, the Project Development
Team, with the concurrence of the TAMC Board, in recognition of likely public
opposition to the impacts related to the substantial improvements that would be
required to achieve LOS C on the study section of SR1, selected LOS D in design
year 2030 as the standard for screening project alternatives.

The County concurs with the approach of Caltrans and TAMC in their PSRs for
this portion of SR1 that a LOS D should be the standard and thus LOS D is used
as the significance criteria in this document for evaluation of this portion of SR1.
Please note that this significance criteria for SR1 is different than that used in the
August 2007 DEIR (Monterey County 2007b) for evaluation of traffic conditions
within the CVMP area itself.

Impacts and Mitigation Measures

A. Intersection Operations

Impact T-1b: Substantial Increase in Traffic at Project Intersections
Relative to the Existing Traffic Load and Capacity (Cumulatively
Significant; Considerable and Unavoidable Contribution)

With existing and proposed development under the CVMP (as well as elsewhere
in the County), there would be an expected increase in vehicular traffic on
roadways due to growth within and outside of Carmel Valley. The intersections
and their corresponding levels of service under the proposed transportation
improvements are presented in Table 3.7b-5. The forecasting methodology for
2030 conditions are presented in Appendix H (in this document).

At SR1/Rio Road, the intersection would continue to operate at LOS C in the
A.M. peak hour, but would decline from an existing LOS C to LOS D in the P.M.
peak hour. At SR1/Carmel Valley Road, all operations would be LOS C at both
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peak hours. At SR1/Ocean Avenue, A.M. peak hour operations would be LOS
D, but would be LOS E during the evening peak hour. At SR1/Carpenter Street,
operations would remain LOS C in the morning peak hour, but would be LOS D
during the P.M. peak hour.

Operations of the SR1/Ocean Avenue intersection would not meet the LOS D
evaluation goal, and thus the impact of cumulative growth (in the CVMP and
elsewhere) is considered a significant cumulative impact.

By volume, new cumulative development would contribute 7 percent of traffic
between Carmel Valley Road and Ocean Avenue, of which 4 percent would
originate or end in Carmel Valley. New development in Carmel Valley would be
responsible for about 56 percent of the new traffic; the remaining 44 percent
would be from new development elsewhere or background traffic growth. The
SR1/Ocean Avenue intersection would be improved to an acceptable level of
service with the addition of a westbound right turn lane. As noted above, only a
small percentage of the trips traveling through the SR-1 and Ocean Avenue
intersection are attributable to future development within the Carmel Valley
Planning Area. Therefore, this improvement cannot be fully funded by the
CVTIP program and would require additional funding from other sources that
have not been identified. As such, this improvement is considered infeasible and
cannot be added to the CVTIP program. Thus, impacts to the SR1/Ocean
Avenue intersection are cumulatively significant and unavoidable, and new
development in Carmel Valley would make a considerable contribution to this
impact.

Table 3.7b-5 SR1 2030 Intersection LOS Summary

# Intersection Name

A.M. Peak P.M. Peak

Avg. Avg.
Delay LOS LOS Delay LOS LOS
(2030)  (2030) (2008)  (2030)  (2030)  (2008)

1 SR1 & Rio Road 34.4 C C 41.1 D C

2  SR1 & Carmel Valley Road 10.2 B B 16.8 B C

3 SR1 & Ocean Avenue 43.6 D D 59.6 E D

4  SR1 & Carpenter Street 20.7 C B 47.7 D D

Source: Appendix H (in this document)
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B. Roadway Segment LOS

Impact T-2b: Violation (Cumulatively) of the LOS Standard
Established by County for Roadway Segment Operations
(Cumulatively Significant; Considerable and Unavoidable
Contribution)

The Cumulative Conditions (Year 2030) roadway analysis includes the climbing
lane between Rio Road and Carmel Valley Road that is currently in the PA/ED
stage with Caltrans.

Cumulative growth within and outside the CVMP area would result in the
following levels service by 2030 along the three study area roadway segments:

m  Rio Road to Carmel Valley Road— Northbound operations would improve to
from LOS E to LOS B conditions in both peak hours due to the completion
of the TAMC project for the northbound climbing lane between Rio Road
and Carmel Valley Road (this project is already fully funded). Southbound
operations would improve slightly but would remain LOS E in both peak
hours.

m  Carmel Valley Road to Ocean Avenue — Northbound operations would
remain LOS C in both peak hours. Southbound operations would worsen
slightly and continue to operate at LOS F in both peak periods.

m  Ocean Avenue to Carpenter Street — Southbound operations would be
maintained at LOS C. Northbound operations would worsen from LOS C to
LOS D in both peak periods.

The cumulative conditions in the southbound direction between Ocean Avenue
and Rio Road are considered a significant impact of cumulative development as
they would either exacerbate currently deficient conditions. Cumulative
development in the CVMP area along with cumulative development outside the
CVMP area would contribute considerably to this impact.
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Table 3.7b-6. SR 1 Two-Lane Roadway Segments—Cumulative Conditions (2030) LOS Analysis

Seg A.M. Peak P.M. Peak
To/From ; ;

ment Volume PTSF LOS Volume PTSF LOS
Rio Road to

1 Carmel Valley SB 643 75.0% E 582 72.7% E
Road?
Carmel Valley

2 Road to Ocean SB 1,576 95.6% F 1,600 100% F

Avenue?

Source: Appendix H (in this document)
Notes:

'Percent time spent following.

*Three-lane segment analyzed as a four-lane segment on the northbound side and a directional two-lane

segment on the southbound side using HCS 5.21 software

Table 3.7b-7. SR1 Multi-Lane Roadway Segment—Cumulative Condition (2030) LOS Analysis

AM. Peak P.M. Peak
Segment  To/From Direction Flow Flow
J X/BL“)me Rate Density  LOS X/BL“)me Rate Density  LOS
(pcphpt) (pcphpl)
Rio Road to
1 Carmel Valley NB 899 546 12.1 B 1110 688 15.3 B
Road*
Carmel Valley
2 Road to Ocean NB 1564 1005 22.3 C 1752 988 22.0 C
Avenue!
NB 1809 1198 26.6 D 1970 1197 26.6 D
3 Ocean Avenue to
2
Carpenter Street” ¢ 1697 1042 232  C 1652 993 221  C

Source: Appendix H (in this document)

Notes:

Three-lane segment analyzed as a four-lane segment on the northbound side and a directional two-lane segment on

the southbound side using HCS 5.21 software

“Four-lane segment analyzed as a four-leg segment using HCS 5.21 software
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Two potential mitigation measures were considered to address the deficient
roadway segment operations in the southbound directions between Ocean
Avenue and Rio Road.

Option 1: Widen the SR1 southbound roadway from one lane to two lanes
from Ocean Avenue to Rio Road which would improve operations to an
acceptable LOS D.

Option 2: Move the merge point for southbound SR-1south of Ocean
Avenue from two lanes to lone lane further to the south to increase its
distance from the Ocean Avenue intersection. Due to the proximity of the
merge point to the Ocean Avenue intersection, vehicles queue back from the
merge point into the intersection, affecting intersection operations. By
moving the merge point, additional capacity can be provided on SR-1 south
of Ocean Avenue, improving intersection operations and slightly enhancing
roadway capacity. However, this improvement would not result in an
improved level of service for SR-1 south of Ocean Avenue. Roadway
widening to Carmel Valley Road or Rio Road is the only way to improve the
existing and forecast deficiency to an acceptable level of service.

By volume, new cumulative development would be responsible for 22 percent of
total traffic between Rio Road and Carmel Valley Road and 7 percent between
Carmel Valley Road and Ocean Avenue.

Mitigation to improve SR1 between Ocean Avenue and Rio Road is considered
infeasible for the following reasons:

Existing southbound operations between Ocean Avenue and Rio Road are
currently deficient. Future unacceptable traffic conditions will be primarily
(78 to 93 percent) due to existing traffic and only partially due to new
development (7 to 22 percent, of which 4 to 11 percent originates or ends in
Carmel Valley).

U.S. Constitutional requirements (per the U.S. Supreme Court decisions in
Nollan v. California Coastal Commission and Dolan v. City of Tigard)
require that mitigation must have a nexus and rough proportionality to the
impact caused. Thus, new development traffic impact fees are limited
proportionally to a percentage corresponding to their percentage of total
traffic at a failing facility, which in this case is a maximum of 22 percent.

Neither Caltrans nor TAMC has included improvement of this section of SR1
in the regional traffic impact fee program or current planning nor are likely to
do so in the near future.

The recent attempt to raise sales tax to fund regional traffic improvements
was not approved by the voters of the County in November 2008. The
potential to raise future sales tax revenues to fund regional traffic
improvements is speculative at this time.
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m  California state law (the Mitigation Fee Act, Government Code Section
66000, et. Seq.) requires the lead agency, when imposing a fee as a condition
of approval, to identify of all sources and amounts of funding anticipated to
complete financing in incomplete improvement. As noted above, the County
cannot identify at this time the other sources of funding to complete
improvements along SR1.

®  Thus, given the shortfall of development fees compared to the full cost of
improvement and no near-term assurance of a funding source for
improvement of this roadway, it is considered financially infeasible to assure
roadway improvement of SR1 at this time.

Since no feasible mitigation measures have been identified to improve the LOS
roadway segment standard to the acceptable level, this cumulative impact is
considered significant and unavoidable.
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Other CEQA Analyses (Updated April 2009)

Introduction

This chapter contains updated analyses of the proposed program’s potential to
contribute to cumulative impacts in the region, induce growth, and result in
significant, irreversible environmental changes. Resource topics for which no
significant cumulative impacts were identified are also included in this chapter.

Key data sources reviewed in the preparation of this chapter include:

m  CVMP Traffic Study prepared by Kimley Horn and Associates (See
Appendix H);

Cumulative Impacts

Transportation and Circulation

The following is an additional cumulative impact of the CVTIP in addition to
those disclosed in the August 2007 DEIR.

Cumulative Impact T-1b: Substantial Increase in Traffic at
Project Intersections Relative to the Existing Traffic Load

and Capacity (Cumulatively Significant; Considerable and
Unavoidable Contribution)

As described in Section 3.7b in this PRDEIR, the proposed program would have
a significant and unavoidable cumulative impact on the SR1/Ocean Avenue
interchange because no financially feasible mitigation measure has been
identified to improve the LOS at this location.
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Cumulative Impact T-2b: Result in Traffic that exceeds
LOS Standards Established by the County (Cumulative
Contribution)

As described in Section 3.7 in this PRDEIR, the proposed program would have a
significant and unavoidable cumulative impact on southbound segment
operations along SR1 between Ocean Avenue and Rio Road because no
financially feasible mitigation measure has been identified to improve the LOS
for this segment.

Significant and Unavoidable Adverse Impacts

Section 15126.2(b) of the State CEQA Guidelines requires an EIR to describe
any significant impacts that cannot be mitigated to a level of insignificance. All
of the impacts associated with the proposed program would be reduced to a less-
than-significant level through the implementation of identified mitigation
measures and environmental commitments, with the exception of the impacts
listed below.

The following are additional significant unavoidable impacts beyond those
disclosed in the August 2007 Draft EIR.

Transportation and Circulation

Impact T-1b: Substantial Increase in Traffic at Project Intersections Relative to
the Existing Traffic Load and Capacity (Cumulatively Significant; Considerable
and Unavoidable Contribution)

Impact T-2b: Violation (Cumulatively) of the LOS Standard Established by
County for Roadway Segment Operations (Cumulatively Significant;
Considerable and Unavoidable Contribution)

Cumulative Impact T-1b: Substantial Increase in Traffic at Project Intersections
Relative to the Existing Traffic Load and Capacity (Cumulatively Significant;
Considerable and Unavoidable Contribution)

Cumulative Impact T-2b: Result in Traffic that exceeds LOS Standards
Established by the County (Cumulative Contribution)
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References for the PRDEIR (April 2009)

References for the PRDEIR

The following documents listed below can be reviewed in hard copy at the Front Counter
of the Monterey County Planning Department, Salinas Permit Center, 168 W. Alisal St.
2nd Floor Salinas, CA 93901, (831) 755-5025, unless otherwise noted below:

1. Association of Monterey Bay Area Governments (AMBAG). 2006. AMBAG Travel
Demand Forecasting Model. (Proprietary Model. Requires use agreement from
AMBAG).

2. Caltrans. 2001. Project Study Report. Project Development Support. On Route 1
Near Carmel Between the Carmel River Bridge and Route 68 West. Prepared by
Dokken Engineering. November.

3. Caltrans. 2002. Guide for the Preparation of Traffic Impact Studies. December. Also
available at:
http://www.dot.ca.qgov/hg/traffops/developserv/operationalsystems/reports/tisquide.p
df (As of 04/22/09).

4. Caltrans. 2005. Project Study Report. On Route 1 near Carmel Between the Carmel
River Bridge and Carmel Valley Road Prepared by Wood Rogers. January.

5. DKS Associates. 2007. Carmel Valley Master Plan Traffic Study. Prepared for The
County of Monterey. July. Included as Appendix F in the Draft EIR for the CVTIP
(see Monterey County 2007b below).

6. Monterey County. 1982. Monterey County General Plan. Adopted September 30,
1982. Also available on County web site at:
http://www.co.monterey.ca.us/planning/docs/Plans/landuse.htm (As of 04/22/09).

7. Monterey County. 1986. Carmel Valley Master Plan. Last Amended to November 5,
1996. Also available on County web site at:
http://www.co.monterey.ca.us/planning/docs/Plans/landuse.htm(As of 04/22/09).

8. Monterey County. 1991. Carmel Valley Road Improvement Plan. Environmental
Impact Report. Prepared by Planning Analysis & Development. Certified in
November.

Carmel Valley Traffic Improvement Program April 2009
Partial Revision of the Draft Subsequent 6-1
Environmental Impact Report J&S 05335.05



Monterey County

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

Chapter 6b. References

Monterey County. 1992. Ordinance No. 3649 — An Ordinance of the County of
Monterey Adding Chapter 18.60 to the Monterey County Code, Relating to the
Establishment of a Traffic Mitigation Fee for Carmel Valley Road Improvements.

Monterey County. 1995. Ordinance No. 3833 - An Ordinance of the County of
Monterey Adding Chapter 18.60 to the Monterey County Code, Relating to the
Establishment of a Traffic Mitigation Fee for Carmel Valley Road Improvements.

Monterey County. 2007a. Draft 2007 Monterey County General Plan. Also
available at: http://www.co.monterey.ca.us/planning/gpu/draftNov2007/default.htm
(As of 04/22/09).

Monterey County. 2007b. Carmel Valley Traffic Improvement Program Draft
Subsequent Environmental Impact Report. Prepared by Jones & Stokes
http://www.co.monterey.ca.us/planning/plan_info/CarmelValley SEIR.htm. (As of

04/22/09).

Monterey County. 2007c. Capital Improvement Program Summary: Five Year;
Fiscal Years 2007 — 2008 through 2011-2012. Department of Public Works. Also
available at: http://www.co.monterey.ca.us/publicworks/cip_2007t02012.htm.(As of
04/22/09).

Monterey County. 2008. 2007 Monterey County General Plan Draft Environmental
Impact Report. Prepared by ICF Jones & Stokes. September. Also available at:
http://www.co.monterey.ca.us/planning/gpu/2007_GPU_DEIR_Sept 2008/2007_GP
U_DEIR_September 2008.htm. (As of 04/22/09).

Transportation Research Board. 2000. Highway Capacity Manual 2000, National
Research Council. TRB Publishing. Excerpt used in EIR in hard copy at the Front
Counter.

Carmel Valley Traffic Improvement Program April 2009
Partial Revisions of the Draft Subsequent 6-2
Environmental Impact Report J&S 05335.05



Appendix C.1b
CVMP Policy Consistency Analysis (updated
April 2009)






T-d1-0

95 pue [elaasWwwo)

*Aouaisisuod Buipsebal sBuipuly H13Q ay1 aburyd 10U 0p d1LAD a3yl 01 salepdn

asM pue [enuapisay

*Aousisisuod BuipseBal sBuipuly H13Q ay1 aburyd 10U 0p d1LAD 3yl 01 salepdn

1odany As|eA jpwaed

*Aousisisuod BuipseBal sBuipuly H13Q ay1 aburyd 10U 0p d1LAD 3yl 01 salepdn

as pue [edsus

*Aousisisuod Buipsebal sBuipuly H13Q ay1 aburyd 10U 0p d1LAD 3yl 01 salepdn

Aend Jayepn pue aiy

*Aousisisuod Buipsebal sBulpuly H13Q ay1 aburyd 10U 0p d1LAD a3yl 01 salepdn

spJezeH [e2160]089) J8Y10 pUR DIWSIS

*Aouaisisuod Buipsebal sBuipuly H13Q ay1 aburyd 10U op d1LAD a3yl 01 salepdn

$804N0S9Y [22160]08RYIIY

*Aouaisisuod Buipsebal sBuipuly H13Q ay1 aburyd 10U op d1LAD a3yl 01 salepdn

Sealy 9ANISUSS A|[eluswuodiAug

*Aousisisuod BuipseBal sBuipuly H13Q ay1 aburyd 10U 0p d1LAD a3yl 01 salepdn

s1elgeH aJ1IPIIM pue uoielahaA

*Aousisisuod Buipsebal sbBuipuly H13Q ay1 aburyd 10U op d1LAD a3yl 01 salepdn

S$921N0SayY Jalep\

*Aousisisuod Buipsebal sBuipuly H13Q ay1 aburyd 10U 0p d1LAD 3yl 01 salepdn

S[10S pue ‘sjesully ‘ABojoss

*Aousisisuod Buipsebal sBuipuly H13Q ay1 aburyd 10U op d1LAD a3yl 01 salepdn

uoneAIasu0) aseds usdo

uoissnasig

uoneuiwJaalag Aa110d ue|d J81SeN A3|[BA [BWIRD
Aduaisisuo)d

6 10 T abed

(6002 11dY) ue|d 1o1seN Aa|feA

lawred Bunsix3 yim sarepdn diLAD JO sisAfeuy AguaisisuoD "qT-0 a|geL



¢-q1-0

*Aousisisuod Buipsebal

se |jam se wswdinba Jo abelols 10} apinoid pjnom Alljioe) yons
ale A3]|e A [aWwIeD syl ul A1j1oe) aduruUreWw AlIjIIN pue peol

sBuipuly ¥13a ay1 abueyd 1ou op d1LAD ayr 01 sajepdn abueyo oN Auno) e Buneao| 01 usAIb aq pinoys uonelapisuo) (AD) S'T'6E
(uawdojanap ayr Aq

palesauab aq 1o ybnoayr ssed Ajjeaibo] pjnoys yarym aiyeny ajoAaiq

pue uelsapad -- |00YdS pue JISUe.} Y1og -- SN J0) 0S|e Ing J1yjel

ajigowolne paresausb Ajjeulsiul sy 1oy Ajuo 10u srenbape walsAs

peodJ e apnjoul [eys Juswdojansp mau |e a|qIsea) JSABUBYAN)

*Aaus1sisuod Buipiebal *Aujenb are anuasaid djay 01 pue sajiqowolne areAlid Jo asn ay)

sBuipuly ¥13Q sy abueyd 10u op di1LAD dYy1 01 sarepdn abueyo oN 01 aAlleUIBYR Ue Se palojdxe ag pinoys lsuesy a1gnd (AD) T'7'1°8E
"uoneuodsuen a1jgnd yum uonaunluod

*Aoua1sisuod Buipiebal ul pasn aq 01 Sa1ij19e} abelols ajiqowoine pue 8jaAaiq JO ‘8]qIsesy

sBuipul) ¥13Q ayy abueyd 10u op d1LAD 8yl 01 serepdn abueyd oN alaym ‘uoisinoid ayy abeinoaus |reys Aluno) ayl (AD) Zv'.E
*Aaualsisuod Buipaehal "|9ARI] 0] Paau 8yl aonpal yaiym

sBuipul} ¥13a ay1 abueyd 10u op d1LAD ay1 01 sarepdn abueyo oN susaned asn puej [jelano abeinoaus jeys Alunod syl (AD) T'v'2E

uoneuodsued |

*Aouaisisuod Buipsebal sBuipuly H13Q ay1 aburyd 10U op d1LAD a3yl 01 salepdn

Sealdy/ paysislepn

*Aouaisisuod Buipsebal sBuipuly H13Q ay1 aburyd 10U op d1LAD a3yl 01 salepdn

aoeds uadQ

*Aousisisuod Buipsebal sBuipuly H13Q ay1 aburyd 10U op d1LAD a3yl 01 salepdn

aljgnd-isend/arjand

*Aousisisuod Buipsebal sbBuipuly H13Q ay1 aburyd 10U op d1LAD a3yl 01 salepdn

SuoIlepowwoddly A0)ISIA

*Aousisisuod Buipsebal sBuipuly H13Q ay1 aburyd 10U 0p d1LAD 3yl 01 salepdn

abe|[IN A3][eA [pwIR)D

*Aousisisuod Buipsebal sBuipuly H13Q ay1 aburyd 10U op d1LAD a3yl 01 salepdn

uoissnasig

uoneuiwJaalag
Aduaisisuo)d

Aaljod ue|d 4a1selN As|[eA [swae)

6 10 g obed

(6002 11dY) ue|d 1o1seN Aa|eA

lawred Bunsix3 yim sarepdn diLAD JO sisAfeuy AouaisisuoD "qT-0 a|geL



€-dq1-0

*Aousisisuod Buipsehal

Jayies papiaoid aq 03 aJe syied pue sAemy|epA “sSadoe ueLisapad

sButpuy H13a 8y} abueyd 10U op dILAD 8l 0 serepdn 8bueyd oN aziseyduia pinoys abe|jiA auy ut uonenond (AJ) 522’68

*Aouslsisuod Buipsehal '$15119A21Q pue suelsapad 10} uoisiaoid apnjoul

sbuiputy H13a ayr abueyd 10u op d11LAD 8yl 01 serepdn abuey) oN |1eys Burjgpowad 10 uo1INIISU0I abplg mau IV (AD) ¥'2'2 6E

‘Ka|len

Jawe) ayl inoybnoay) seale juswdojansp usamiag SispInoys

3Y1 uo saInoJ a]2Aa1q apinoid [feys Auno) ayl sAeam|em

suel1sapad ayeledas pue saj2A21q JO asn o) wool apiacid

*Aousisisuod Buipsebal [[eys seaJe Juawdojansp JO SeaJe 2109 [R12J3WWO0I 3Y) UIYIIM

sBuipuly ¥13a ay1 abueyd 10u op d1LAD ay1 01 sarepdn abuey) oN speos Bunsixa uo xJom Jofew 10 yiom peol mau |1V (AD) €22 6E

*Aous1sisuod Buiprebal "SpeoJ Bunsixa 01 sjuswiaAcidwi pue uoidNISUod peos Mau |

sButpuly ¥13Q ay» abueyd Jou op d1LAD dY} 0} sarepdn abueyd oN Uam uonaunfuod ur paJapisuod aq Jsnw ssinol xig (AD) 2'2'Z'6€

'asn papualul ay} Joy

3Jes aq ||Im siuawaAosdwi yans asaym shem -3o-1ybil argnd jje uo

*Aousisisuod Buipsehal 1oy papinoid ‘areridoadde ataym ‘pue palapisuod aq |[eys abeurelp

sBuipuiy ¥13Q ay1 abueyd 10u op di1LAD 8yl 01 sarepdn abueyD oN pue sanijin ‘suelnsapad ‘s1s119421q 40 spaau ayl (AD) T'2°2'6E

"sjuswanoldwi peos Jolew Jayio 1o peoy

A8|leA 8yl 1o} papuadxa aq 01 SpuNy Yiim ealy Apnis ue|d Jalse|n

A8|IeA [8WIRD 8Y) SI 83UBNJJUI JO BUOZ PapUBWIWIOIAI 8y ‘sHwad

Buipjing Jo Bunuelh Jo uonipuod e se pasodwl ag sarejybnoioyl

“d13Qdd sty1 ul parepdn usaq Sey Junowe 8a) ay | JUBISISUOD Jolew 811s-}J0 10} S99} eyl papusawiwiodal st 1] (AD) 2 T6€

"UOIONJISUOD Japun sI Aemaal) ay) j1aun juswdolanap

‘peoy As||eA |sWIe) pue peoy o1y Jayuing 1wi| [[eys pJeog ayj ‘1jInq Uaaq 1ou sey Aemaal

1e syuawanoidwi suondasiajul Buipnjoul peoy AsjleA [aWIRD 0} ayl 4 "Aemaal4 uoAued UoRRH 3y} JO SNILIS Ay} pue 39IAISS

peoy oIy woliy auel Buiquijo punogqyliou ayy 10} Buipuny poddns O |9A3] [220] M3IARI [[RYS pJeog syl UoIRIO||e JO SIeak aAl) Jayy
03 pabueyd aq 01 pasodoud s1 Aa1jod syl ‘THS 01 SiuswaAosdwl .

buisea1oul-Ayoeded 10 Aemaai-f UoRED UOKeH ay) 4o 3] dZIWIUIW 0} apew 1oys AIaAs Y)Im alnol o_cme:MmMMmemMm

uonsjdwos 0} [eaosdde uswdojanap Jo abexul Aue pue Aemasi L} SZILIIUILL O} apELL 110 UM ) o
SjUBWIpUBLY (uonoalip yoea) aue|-0M1 B 3q PINOYS SIYL "alep ajqissod 1saljes

uoAue) uoNeH 8y) S1RUIWIE PINOM SJUBWPUBWE dINAD 8YL

"pauopuege uaaq sey 193loid Aemaal4 uoAued uoneH ayl

3yl 1e Aemaalq uoAued uoneH syl JO UOIDNASUOD YIm pasdoid
pue Buipuny ay} urelqo o} apew aq pjnoys Hoys A1an3 (AD) 9°'T'6€

dWAD pasodoid
YIM JUBISISU0D

"s[eLiarew

uoissnasig

uoneuiwJaalag
Aduaisisuo)d

Aaljod ue|d 4a1selN As|[eA [swae)

6 JO € abed

(6002 111dy) ue|d Ja1se As|feA
[pwied Bunsix3g yum sarepdn dILAD 40 sisAfeuy Aousisisuo) "qr-0 9|gel



¥-q1-0

"¢ uawbasg Buoye papnoul si Buluapim Japnoys "Aljioe) aue|

-7 ® URY] J810RJRYD [RINI YIIM JUB]SISUOD 80w SI Jeyl 2 pue g ‘g
sjuswiBas Buoje saue| Buissed sspnjoul weiboad syl "391AISS JO
S|ana] patoaloid uo paseq Juswanoadwi o1yyely aanng 1oy sentioLd
$90119s3p dILAD parepdn ayp ui sadljod dINAD 03 sarepdn ay |

3yl Jo uonenjeasal e Aq papadaid aq pjnoys siyl ‘Aloedes

ubisap sayoeal 11 UsYM Saue| IN0Y 01 PaUSPIM 3 pPeoY

A3]IeA [2WIBD JO UOIII3S 3]IW 7' SIY} TRyl PapuaILIodal
s11] (8-9 syuswhag) peoy uoAue) uosuIqOY Ol BJ1Iod BIA =

:peoy
As|[eA [swie) Jo suoiuod 21y19ads 01 sjuswiaoidwi Buiprebal
sa1o1jod ate Buimojjoy ayp ‘Ariond Jo Jsplo Ul (AD) T'T'E6E

(Burpuly ¥13Q wouy
abueyo o) 1a1SISU0D

"Aousisisuod Buiprebal

"pareBiniw aq ued Burireas 9|gISIA pue UoIS0Js JO S1019.)

sBuiputy 413@ ayr abueyd 10u op d1LAD 8yl 01 serepdn abuey)d oN $S81UN 940 UeY) Jadeals sadojs $s049 pnoys speos oN (AD) 8'2'6E
"PaysMalA J0 uondaloud Jo ‘saainosal [ealbojolq Jo uondsjoid

‘90UepIOAR Spaezey 0] pale|al saidijod uejd Jo aoueIayLN

01 31NQ1U0I A|ARISOd SpJepuels paxe|al ayl 18yl pajeisuowiap

30 OS[e 1SNW 1 ‘S3sed Yans U] "paldayse Ajasianpe 1ou si A1ayes

uelisapad pue ‘JenaiyaA ‘819421q a1aym pue ‘sadojs ||14 pue Ind

9JANAS $S9] 10 JAM3} UI JJNsal SpJepuels paonpal 1ey) pajeisuowap

*Aaus1sisuod Buipiebal 3 ued 11 aIaym sjuswdolanap Alisusp moj oy paniwiad aq

sButpuls ¥13a 8yp 8bueyd Jou op dILAD 8y} 01 sarepdn abueyd oN pInoys spJepuels peol Jo uolexe|as ‘seate apisi|iy ul (AD) L'2'6€
"sa|igowoine

0 8sn ay1 Inoyum Asjje/\ ayl UIYIM JUSWIBAOW 8B |18} 0]

SI JUS1UI J18Y) puUR S3|J1YaA 1010W 0] PasO|d 3 PNOYs asay] ‘speo.

"Aousisisuod Buiprebal pue sjuswdojanap ‘spooyloqybiau 19auu0aaiul pinoys syred axiq

sButpuly ¥13a ays 8bueyd Jou op dILAD 8y} 03 serepdn abueyd oN pue s|1eJ) dLI0YS 40 X1omiau e d|qissod Janalaym (AD) T'9°'Z'6€
"Aousisisuod Buiprebal "Seale Juawdojansp UIYIIM SUOIIRIO|

sBupuiy ¥13a ayp abueyd Jou op d1LAD 8y} 0} sarepdn abueyd oN 3|genns ye padojanap aq pinoys Buniied 183.s-40O (AD) 2'GC'6€
"3]qe|IeAR 8SIMIBYIO SI

ssa29e JI 11 BulAuap 10 ‘peoy A3|_A [aWIe) 01 $S3d9e Bulziwiuiw

uodn pauonipuod ag 1snw peoy As|_A |aw.ie) uo abejuoly buiney

*Aousisisuod Buipsehal puej Jo uswdojaAap aininy Jo [eaolddyy ‘pabeinodsip ag pjnoys

sBuipuly ¥13a ay1 abueyd 1ou op d1LAD ayr 01 sajepdn abuey) oN peoy As|eA |aWw.le) 01 sassadae Aemanlip ajdnniAl (AD) T'G'2'6E

'sasn A1isuap Jaybiy
1810 pue [eI2J3WWO0I Pajapowal Jo mau Buole ssaade apincid 0}
pasn aq PINoyYs SABMY||BM UBLIISBPad "SY|BMaPIS [BUOIIUBAUOD UBL)

uoissnasig

uoneuiwJaalag
Aduaisisuo)d

Aaljod ue|d 4a1selN As|[eA [swae)

6 10 7 obed

(6002 111dy) ue|d Ja1se As|feA
[pwied Bunsix3g yum sarepdn dILAD 40 sisAfeuy Aousisisuo) "qr-0 9|gel



S-d1-0

"SUOI193UU0J peoJ 03 spuehal
ur Aa1jod ayy abueyd Jou pinom Ing ‘4 wiall ul Aemaal4 uoAued
uoNeH 031 82UdJajal d1euUIWI|d PINOM dILAD 8y 01 sarepdn ay |

‘peoy auljinbs3 Jo 1sea eale 01y [9p S3|q0Y '3

‘ojuIwe) |3 03 8ANQ gnjo Anunod 'p

:SII1H USPPIH Ul peoy 8|ppes 0} 8puels) ewdl L o

‘peoy A3jjeA [sWIe) 0] (SezIes) ‘AN LO) oIy [3p 0Sed q
‘ploy Jayream AIp e Se OPUOH 0Sed 0} SOYI3|aH SO| 8 &

;59559008 Aouablawa pajjonuod se

3|qesl|ddy 10N ‘paysi|qelss aq Aew suo1auuod peol Buimol|os ayl (AD) v'T°S'6E

"Aousisisuod Buiprebal

‘spsezey Busixa syelns|e 01 sjuswanoidwi Auoud ybiy aq
pInoys peoy As|eA |awied uo sjulod ssadde Juealyiubis Je siade)

sBuipul} ¥13a ay1 abueyd 10u op di1LAD ay1 01 sarepdn abuey) oN ssalba-ssaibul Jo/pue suonezijuueyd uin U3 (AD) £ T'S'6E
'9P0D 3|2IYSA BIUIOH[ED Ul YIIM JUSISISUOD

"Aousisisuod Buiprebal se saul| ay) Bunuredas Aq peoy AsjjeA [swed BuiaLp Jo siabuep

sButpuly ¥13Q sy abueyd Jou op d1LAD dY) 0} sarepdn abueyd oN ay} 89npal AunoD sy ey} papuswiwodal st il (AD) 2'T°€'6€

"spaau Juawiubifeal 10ds 104 paulwexa aq pjnoys ssAIND

"SaAIND JadJeys ayj Je usxeapuUN ag pInoys siuawacidwl
Jap|noys (z pue T sluswbas) peoy auljinbs3 Joiseg =

"pajuBLIBM S SUOI1D3SIaIUl Je uoljezijauueyd

uiny 48| apnjaul Aew pue ‘peoy 10]id 03 PapUSIXd

pue 313y UaXenapun ag pjnoys Buiuapim pue sjuswasoiduwi
JapInoys (g Juswbas) peoy pJo4 01 apels) sgjaine] =

"pajuRLIEM

8JBUM SUOI109S131UI T8 SUOIIeZIjauURYD UIN) Y| pUe ‘SIap|noys

paned y1im peol aue|-om] e se 11 Bulurelurew Ag Jajoeseyd

[ednJ s) aAJasald 01 apew aq pjnoys 1oe Alang aininy

8]qea8saJ0} 8y 10} alenbape SI peoy A3 [3W.IeD JO UONI8S
siyl (g uswbas) apeis) sajaineT| 0} peoy UCAURD UOSUIQOY =

"SUOITRIO0]| [BIBABS

Ul SIND peoJ 39NnpaJ 0] JapJo ul Juswubife aul ue|d [eIdILO

uoissnasig

uoneuIWILRg Aaljod ue|d 4a1selN As|[eA [swae)

Aduaisisuo)d

6 10 G abed

(6002 111dy) ue|d Ja1se As|feA
[pwied Bunsix3g yum sarepdn dILAD 40 sisAfeuy Aousisisuo) "qr-0 9|gel



9-d1-0

au ‘siusWpUBWY dINAD 3y YIAA “(Bwin siy Je ajqgiseajul
Ajeroueuly si Buluapim ayy Buipuny ybnoyje) abueyaiaiul

Ue 10U ‘THS Jo Buluapim Joyg paau ayl pariuapl Apnis oipjes]
TS 8yl 'peoy AsjleA [awaed pue auQ AemybiH e abueyaisiul
Ue 10} uoisiAoid apnjoul Jou op dl1AD 3yl 01 sarepdn ay L

Ul a]qeal|ddy 10N o
Buipuiq wol} abuey)]

SjusWpUBWY,
dINAD YUM JusIsIsuod

‘peoy As|[eA [awed pue auQ AemybiH 1e abueydlsjul ue JapISuod
Ileys Auno) ays ‘auQ AemybiH uspim 1o Aemaald uoAue)
uoYIeH 8y} p|ing JoU S90P 81elS U JUBAd aU} U] (AD) 8'T'E'6€E

*Aous1sisuod Buiprebal

'SU0I28SI31UI PeoY AB|[eA |aWIeD 01UO pUE W) SIUSWAAOW
Buruan ya| a1e1|19) PINOM pue peoy As|[eA [sWwied uo d1yen
JO MOJ4 papadwiiun Ue Ul 1NsaJ PINOM SIYL "UOII8SIaIUI POy
A3]1BA [WaeD ay) BuizifeuBis 01 sAlreUIR)R UE Se sabueydisiul

sBurpuly 413 sy abueyd 10U 0p dILAD dY 01 sarepdn abuey)d oN Joulw BunoNISUOI Japisuod [eys Aunod ayl (AD) L' T'S6E
peoy 014/peoy AsjeA [dWieD =
:ue|d Ja1SBIN AB][RA [8WIRD
ay1 Japun 1wawdo[aAap JO 1Nsal e se 18w aJe syueLiem Bulisauibus
*Aoualsisuod BuipieBal pa1dadoe UsyM SUOIEIO] JaUI0 Je pue SUoNIasIaIUl Buimoy|ol
sBuiputy Y13 8y abueyd Jou op d1LAD 8y) 01 serepdn abueyo oN U e papinoid aq sfeubis 1eyr papuswiiodas si 3 (AD) 9'T°€'6€
"UsYeIBpUN 8q PINoYs siuawaAoidwl
13pINOYS "SU0I28SIaUI || T8 UOIRZIjauuURYd UIn) 48| ppe -
uonduiossg peoy plo4 01 prOY UOAURD UOSUIGOY ‘Peoy As|[eA [aWwre) 0
weibo.d ‘z Je1dey) 01 Jajay 'proy PIoH JO 1Sam peoy As|jeA _
[8WLIED) UO SUOIIEZI|UURYD UIN) 3] Sapn|dul weboid ayl ' Huswubiresl jods pue buiuspim
‘SJuBLLIBA0IdWI J9PINOYS 8XBLIBpUN - 8peIS) SajaIneT  'q
‘uondiiosag weibolid ‘g 1a1dey) 01
Jajay "apeID SajauneT uo sjuawuubifeal Jods pue ‘sjuswanoidwr - mEmmvm_H_FMm_w_m:oo - “0afo1d Aemaal
J1apInoys ‘sBeubis mau ‘sinoun) paaed sspnjoul welboud syl ‘q : UOAUED UOJIEH U} YHM UoRauNfuod Ui peoy o1y pue peoy
(¥13a Ra|[eA [3WIRD U3aMISQ Saue| N0y 0) 3UQ AemybiH USPIA\ - B

"JUBISISUOD d]1AD 8yl 8xewW Pinom siuawpuswe 4AIND
pasodold "uondaIIp punoguliou e ul saue| oM apiaoid [[Im
yaIym aue| Buiquinjo punogyuiou e Buipuny st DNV L ‘19ASMOH
"SUOITRIAPISUOD [e1aURULY JULIND UBAID 8]qISea) paiapIsuod

1ou sI pue d11AD parepdn ay} Jo Lied Jou si THS Buluapin e

Se aWes) JUaISISU0) 'q

DUETIENNY
dINAD pasodoud
UM UBISISUOD "B

Y'TeepueTCLE

sa1o1j0d ue|d [edeuss Aluno) Aassjuopy 01 Juensind papuswiwiodsl
ale spuawanoidwi peos Buimoljo) syl ‘D 39IAISS JO [9A3] 1B
SaWIN|OA 21JJea1 a1nny pue Bunsixe arepowiwodde 01 (AD) ST'S'6E

‘(pa1ajdwod s1 Aemaal4
uoAueD uoneH aauo) smopesiAl YbiH 01 8ALIQ Y00INO 4

uoissnasig

uoneuiwJaalag
Aduaisisuo)d

Aaljod ue|d 4a1selN As|[eA [swae)

6 10 9 abed

(6002 11dY) ue|d 1o1seN Aa|eA

[pwied Bunsix3g yum sarepdn dILAD 40 sisAfeuy Aousisisuo) "qr-0 9|gel



L-qT-0

UL ‘spJepuels o13Jel] paadxa ||1s s1oedul oljen
J1 "Unod2e oJuI UsXel aq [11m s198foad d11AD
10108449 8y ‘spJepuels o1yges pasodold sy 0

pan aq |1m s1oafoud Jo s1oedwi o1jyel) Jo uoneneAg  °p

"(paJabbin aq pjnom sdin
Ajrep abelane 00T 240)aq Buo| patabbiy aq [jIm pue
3Inseaw aAIRAISSUOI 210w e SI sdLy anoy ead 00T
:910N) ‘sdLiy unoy ead ssa| 10 00T Aq palabbin

aq |Im Ing ‘padinbal aq |Im sBulreay a1jgnd 9

'sIseq Inoy-xead & uo aq
[1IM Inq ‘patedald aq ||1m 1iodas uonenjeAs Alleaky  °q
'sIseq noy
-yead e U0 3 [IM INg ‘Bnunuod |[Im Bulioyiuoly e
:MoJaq
passnasip Aa1jod SIy JO SJUsWa|a-ans a8yl Yyum Aousisisuo)
"dILAD 34} pue sprepuels
SO 01 8AlR[a) $s800.4d MalAal Juswdojanap syl AJLe|D ¢
‘uswbas Aq peoy A3jjeA
|awreD Joy sprepuels SO ayl Aynuspl Ajjeayioads 'z
'sIsAjeue
Inoy-xead e 01 ABojopoyiawi sisAjeue a1en ayl abueyd T

:SMO| |0}
se Aarjod s1yy abueyd o1 ssodoud 411 AD 8yl 01 serepdn ay L

sbuipui} sreridoidde pue [ans] a1qe1dadde ue 01 SO aYl asiel

01 AJessa0au sainseaw uonebniw sspnjoul yaiym pasedaid

SI {13 Ue [1Iun pue ssajun Mojaq 10 D (SOT) 831AISS JO 93]

1e aJe YdIYM eaJe ue|d Ja1Se|N A3][eA [awed ayl ul speol

10edwi Apueaiyiubis pinom jeaoidde ayl JI paaiaap aq ||Im

1uswdoanap Jo [eaosdde ‘mojaq 10 O (SOT) 991AI3S JO |9A3]
Je aJe Tey] syuawhas peod paliuapl ZT 8soy 03 19adsal YU P

"ue|d JoISBIN A3][RA [BW.IRD 8Y) UO

200-G8 {13 10 T-g ainbi1) uo paqriasap swuswbas ZT ay) Jo Aue

10} payoeal ag pjnoM a21AJ8S JO [3A3] JaMO] B 810Jaq Urewsal

1av s$s3] 40 00T AJuo yarym ui anoge (q) ul podas Jaquiadag
e Buimojjo) AjereIpawill Arenuer ul pjay ag 01 sbulieay a1jqnd o

"391AJ3S JO S|9A8] 10} SBWIN|OA 321AI3S YIIM S1unod (1aV)
J1yen] Ajrep abelane asedwod pinoM YdIym pue adIAISS [aAg)
Bunsixa JaMmoj pJnom YdI1ym awnjoA aijjen e Buiyoeoidde
sjuawibas ajealpul 01 sjuswedaq Buluue|d pue SHJOAA J1jaNd
ay1 Ag Apuiol pasedaid (Jaquiaoa@) 1iodaa uolenjens AlesA v 'q

"peoy 01y pue pJeAs|nog oysuey [awIe) ‘peoy
A9eA [awie) uo A3jjeA jswued ul podai sulbbiH yuay sy
Ul pal1yiuapI SUoIeao| 2T 1e o1ea Ajrep abesane Jo (18go100
pue aunr ul) sYIoAA a1jgnd Aq Burioniuow AjreaA aoim] e
:Buiwmoy|oy ayp swsjdwi pue
19Npu0? |1eys Aluno) ay ‘AsjjeA [swe) ul skemybiy pue s18a.1s

(413a wouy abueyd
alenbape apinoid 03 spaepuels aiyel) wswsjdwi o1 (AD) T'2'S6E

ON =) 1U31SISU0D

*Aouslsisuod Buipsehal
sBuipuiy ¥13Q ay1 abueyd 10u op dl1LAD 8yl 01 sarepdn

"pasealoul aq pjnoys
SUIPIM pUE pPauaNe]) g PINOYS SSAIND [RJaASS ‘AjaAITeuls]|Y

‘SawINjOA
Jl}jel] ainnj ajepowwodde 0] apels) sajaineT] uo uolldniisuod 1o}

abuey)d oN PaJapIsSu0d aq pnoys aue| Buiquid punogquuou v (AD) 6°T°S'6E

"JU3]SISUOJ aq PINOM dI1AD

[d13a

uoissnasig

uoneuIWILRg Aaljod ue|d 4a1selN As|[eA [swae)

Aduaisisuo)d

6 10 ) abed

(6002 111dy) ue|d Ja1se As|feA
[pwied Bunsix3g yum sarepdn dILAD 40 sisAfeuy Aousisisuo) "qr-0 9|gel



8-d1-0

sBuipuiy 413Q ay1 abueyd J0u op dILAD dy} 03 sarepdn abueyd oN "panoadwi pue papiAoid 8q [[eys sease eisIA aljand (AD) 2120

"8|gep|ingun p1o2aJ Jo s10] Bunsixe Bullepusi
1NOYIIM pue BUIlLIOJUOI-UOU 8WI0938q 0] San1onJls Bunsixs

*Aousisisuod Buipsebal Buisnes Inoylm peoy As|feA [swae) Buofe paysijgelss aq [[eys
sbuipuls ¥13@ sy abueyod 10u op d1LAD 8y} 01 serepdn abueyd oN 199} 00T JO Wnwiuiw e Je yoeqiss ajeudoidde uy (AD) T'T'Z'0Y
*Aous1sisuod Buipsebal ‘peoy AsjleA [swied
sButpuls ¥13a ayp abueyd Jou op dILAD 8y} 01 sarepdn abueyd oN 10} ybnos aq [[eys snyels 8oy 21UsdS Aunod (AD) T'T' T

‘asod.und Jayio Aue Joy payqiyoid

a( SJaxJew asay) yey) pue ‘sAempeol Ul sisxew juswaned

*Aousisisuod Buipsehal 3AI231J31 an|q Jo Juswade|d Ag paliuspl aq suoieao] Ajddns

sBuipuly ¥13Q ay1 abueyd 10u op dl11LAD 8yl 01 sarepdn abueyD oN Jalem Jojpue JueIpAy ai1y yeyl papuswiwiodal st 1 (AD) £°€°6E

"eale ueld ay1 UIYIIM JusWdojaAsp Se JJNsal awes ay) asned
[[IM pUe PaJapIsSuod 3 1SnNW ease 4N AD ayl apISINo seale ul
Juswdojanap wouy syoedwl J1yjel) aAITRINWND “Juswdojanap

pasodo.d Aue Jo uoneao| pue adAl ay) uo puadsp Aew pue

108(04d yoea yum apew aq ||Im sBulpuly 214193dS “UCIIIPUOD
juasaid ayl yum pasedwod se suoilpuod dijess Jo Bulussiom
pue 19edwi Juedy1ubiIs © asned PINOM 31 UBYM JNIJ0 PInom
SIY1 ‘4 SO 8y UBYM JN2I0 ‘wnwiuiw e 1e ‘pjnom siys ‘3
pue g ‘D SO e ale ydaiym siuawbas peos asoyl I} S “[9N9]
JaMO| 1XaU 81 01 |[e} PINOM 331AIBS JO [9A8] 8} ataym utod
U} 01 (.dINAD,, Ueld J31sBIN A3][BA [aLUIeD BY) 0} (H13)
uoday 10edw| [eIUBWIUOIIAUT 3Y] JO 1ed SI yaiym 1ioday
il sulBBIH yuay ayp ul pauyap se) peoy As|[eA |swied
10 Juawbas Aue Buofe 831AI8S JO [9A3] 8yl 10edwil pjnom
Juawidojanap ayl Aq paeald J1yjel) 3yl aJaym H|3 ue yons
1noyum juawdojanap anoidde jou |jim Alunod syl ‘winwiuiw
e e ‘Jey) sueaw 1oedwi Juedsiyiubis si alay) J1 [eaosdde

J1ajop 01 "3 ue|d Ja1Se|N A3][BA [aWweD 8y} Ul pauleluod

"JUBISISU0D 8q PINOM dILAD 9y} ‘Siuswipuswe

dINAD pasodoud ayr Yyuipa “pue s1oedwil d1jJea) Ssalppe

01 paiinbal aq [11S 3 [|IM M3IA8J 1930 "BWil JBA0 dILAD Y3
Jo Bunepdn yum Buoje patinbai aq 1ns [jm Burioliuow oijel |
"abe|IA 8yl YlIM Ja10eJeyd JO IN0 3q PINOM Jeyj) Juswanoidwil
J1Je.1 pIoAR 0} AIBSSadau SI pJepuels paiamol e alaym abe||IA sy}
u1 Jo uondadxa ay) YIm spaepuels SO Joud ayl Yylim JusisIsuod
aJe spJepuels SO Mau ay3 ‘abueyd [j1m Aarjod siyl 8jIYM

‘pasedaud aq [eys HI3 Se SO 8uIfaseq ‘wWnwiuiw e e ‘uesw |[eys ,|aAs] a|qeldadde,,

Ue Jo [eaosdde Jo uonipuod e aq jeys Juawanoiduwi ‘Aarjod siyy Jo sasodind 104 ‘suolelspIsuod BUIPLLIBAOC JO

Aempeols [euonippe 40 uoonsuod Jord Jaylie JUBWIBIELIS B apnjaul Aew yaiym apew ase me| Aq paniw.ad se
uoissnasiq uoneuiwJaalag Aa110d ue|d J81SeN A3|[BA [BWIRD

Aduaisisuo)d

(6002 11dY) ue|d 1o1seN Aa|eA
6 10 g abed lswued Bunsix3g yum sarepdn dILAD J0 sisAleuy Aouslsisuod "qT-O a|gel



6-dT-0

*Aousisisuod Buipsehal sBuipuly H13Q ay abueyd 10U 0p d11LAD 3y1 01 salepdn

sanI[1oe pue savIAISS 2ljgnd

*Aousisisuod Buiprebal
sBuipuly Y13Q ay1 abueyd 10u op diLAD ay1 01 sarepdn

'$9]9421q Jo abrlols

aJes a8y} 1o} san1j19e) pue sied Jo Bupyred ayy ‘dols 03 sasnq Hsues)

3y} 1o} aoeds apinoud 01 padinbal aq |eys peoy As|eA |aWIe)

abuey) oN 01 Juadelpe ssadge Yum syuawdolansp Jofew maN (AD) T2’ T' Ty

*Aouslsisuod Buipsehal
sButpuly ¥13a ays 8bueyd Jou op dILAD 8y} 0} sarepdn

'saul] A1nn jo BuipunoiBispun ay) ‘ajqiseay alaym ‘adinbal jjeys
abuey) oN peoy A3|eA [awie) 01 sjuswaaoidwi Jofew Auy (AD) ¥'T°2 01

*Aousisisuod Buiprebal
sBuipuly y13@ sy abueyd 10U op d1LAD 8y} 01 serepdn

"pabeinoous

SI SUIRIUNOW 8y} PUB I3ALI 83U JO SMIIA 20]q YJIYM $33.) auld

A8131UOI\ JO SMOJ puUe S30U3) P1j0S BUNISIXa JO [eAOWSI B "PJ0dal

10 S10] Bunsixa pue syuawdojansp y1oq 01 pue sjaaJed arealid

pue [eI0JaWWo9 0] saljdde siy| ‘peoy apels) sajaine] pue peoy

A3]leA 1awie) yiog Buofe pabeinodsip agq pjnoys suonansqo yons

pue “Ied Jeuoifay youey puejses) se yans sease Buimaia argnd

A8 W04y Udas Se S|[1Y JUBISIP 8y} 4O JBALI 3] ‘PAYSMBIA 3U] 4O

SMBIA 90]q Apueaiyiubis 0] pamojle aq 1ou |jeys (Buldeaspue| pue

abueyD oN subis ‘saousy ‘sBuipjing Buipnjour) uswdojansq (AD) €T°2°0F

*Aouslsisuod Buipsehal

uoissnasig

uoneuiwJaalag Aa110d ue|d J81SeN A3|[BA [BWIRD
Aduaisisuo)d

6 10 6 9bed

(6002 111dy) ue|d Ja1se As|feA
[pwied Bunsix3g yum sarepdn dILAD 40 sisAfeuy Aousisisuo) "qr-0 9|gel






Appendix C.2
Draft 2007 CVMP Policy Consistency Analysis






APPENDIX C.2

CONSISTENCY ANALYSIS OF CVTIP WITH
DRAFT 2007 CARMEL VALLEY MASTER PLAN

1.0 - Land Use
Cv-1.1 Policies relative to the Carmel Valley Area are intended to retain a rural character.

Consistency Determination: Consistent. The CVMP states that rural character (viewshed, open-space character,
watershed protection) is encouraged through policies that favor innovative site planning techniques that cluster
development and enhance essential natural resources. The program involves minor roadway improvements to
alleviate traffic congestion primarily within existing rights-of-way and would not alter the rural character of the
program area.

Cv-1.2 When an ownership is covered by two or more land use designations, the total allowable
development should be permitted to be located on the most appropriate portion of the property.

Consistency Determination: Not Applicable The program includes roadway improvements, primarily within
existing road rights-of-way.

CVv-1.3 Open space uses shall be located between the development areas in order to clearly define them
and maintain a distinction between the more rural and more suburban areas of the valley. Small
and large open space areas should be created with preference given to those that add open space to
existing open space areas.

Consistency Determination: Not Applicable. The program does not propose new development.

Cv-14 Existing higher intensity residential and recreational uses in the Valley are intended to be
recognized by this Plan.

Consistency Determination: Not Applicable. The program does not include development of residential uses.

CV-15 In the residential areas, maximum densities are as shown on the Carmel Valley Master Plan Land
Use Map. However, attainment of maximum density in these areas is dependent upon conformity
of the proposed project to plan goals and policies.

Consistency Determination: Not Applicable. The program does not include development of residential uses.

CV-1.6 New residential subdivision in Carmel Valley shall be limited to creation of 266 new lots with
preference to projects including at least 50% affordable housing units. The County shall develop a
tracking system and shall present an annual report before the Planning Commission.

Consistency Determination: Consistent. The CVTIP is a plan for addressing traffic conditions through 2030
through planned improvements paid for through development impact fees. The Draft 2007 CVMP
Area Plan anticipates 266 new lots along with development on existing lots. While the absolute
buildout level under the Draft 2007 CVMP Area Plan would exceed the level nominally allowable
by the current Area Plan (as an absolute cap on overall units is not part of the Draft 2007 CVMP
Area Plan), the amount of buildout anticipated with the Draft 2007 CVMP Area Plan does not
exceed the amount included in the CVTIP traffic study. The exact timing and pace of development
cannot be predicted with great accuracy, but the CVTIP is designed to account for the potential
growth under either the existing CYMP Area Plan or the Draft 2007 CVMP Area Plans.
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Cv-17

Subdivision for conservation purposes which is in the public interest is exempt from any quota and
allocation system where such subdivision does not create additional residential building sites. It is
preferable that parcels thus created shall be owned by an appropriate public entity or a non-profit
public benefit corporation.

Consistency Determination: Not Applicable. The CVTIP would not create additional residential building sites.

Cv-1.8

Cluster development:

a. must meet the objectives of the Master Plan.

b. shall be used to protect visible open space in sensitive visual areas or to protect natural
resources.

c. Clustering adjacent to vertical forms, although preferable to development in open spaces,
will be considered in light of the visual sensitivity of the building site.

d. should be consistent with wastewater application rates of the Carmel Valley Wastewater

Study that generally would require clustering of five units or less on a minimum of five
acres of land.

e. may be permitted only where it will result in the preservation of visible open space and is
in compliance with other applicable policies.
f. Open space for clustered developments shall be dedicated in perpetuity.

Consistency Determination: Not Applicable. The CVTIP does not propose residential development.

Cv-1.9

Structures proposed in open grassland areas that would be highly visible from Carmel Valley
Road and Laureles Grade shall be minimized in number and be clustered near existing natural or
man-made vertical features.

Consistency Determination: Not Applicable. The program does not include any such structures.

CVv-1.10

The Val Verde Drive area is planned for residential use at a basic density of one (1) unit per acre.
With suitable clustering, up to two (2) units per acre may be allowed. However, a density of up to
four (4) units per acre may be allowed provided that 25% of the units are developed for
individuals of low and moderate income or for workforce housing. This policy is intended to be
independent from Policy CV-1.11, and not counted in conjunction with the density bonus
identified in that policy.

Consistency Determination: Not Applicable. The program does not include development of residential uses.

Cv-111

Projects for low or moderate income family housing shall be exempt from any annual allocation
provisions, but shall be subtracted from the 20-year buildout quota on a basis of one such unit
reducing the remaining buildout by one unit. Projects for senior citizens of low or moderate
income may have up to twice the number of units normally allowed on a site. Such increased
density shall only be allowed where it is determined to be feasible and consistent with other plan
policies. Such projects shall be subtracted from the 20-year buildout quota on a basis of two such
units reducing the remaining buildout by one unit.

Consistency Determination: Consistent. The program does not include development of residential uses. However
the CVTIP fee program accounts for affordable housing and senior housing consistent with this policy.

Cv-1.12

Areas designated for commercial development in the valley shall:

a. be placed in design control overlay districts (“D”),
b. have planted landscaping covering no less than 10% of the site, and
c. provide adequate parking.

Consistency Determination: Not Applicable. The CVTIP does not propose commercial development.
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Cv-1.13

To preserve the character of the village, commercially designated lots in Carmel Valley shall not
be used for exclusive residential purposes.

Consistency Determination: Not Applicable. The CVTIP does not propose commercial development.

Cv-1.14

Provision should be made for service centers in Carmel Valley. They shall be limited to urbanized
areas such as the mouth of the Valley, Carmel Valley Village or mid-Valley area. Sites shall meet
the following criteria:

a. Low visibility

b. Safe and unobtrusive access away from pedestrian traffic areas
c. Low noise impact on surrounding uses

d. Conform to all other Plan requirements

Service centers shall be limited to those enterprises which provide services and facilities for
persons engaged in the construction, maintenance and repair trades and not allow enterprises
whose chief business is on-site retail sales.

Consistency Determination: Not Applicable. The CVTIP does not propose service centers.

CVv-1.15

Visitor accommaodation uses shall follow the following guidelines:

a. Expansion of existing hotels, motels and lodges should be favored over the development
of new projects.

b. Visitor accommodation projects must be designed so that they respect the privacy and
rural residential character of adjoining properties.

C. Bed and breakfast facilities shall be counted as visitor accommodation units and be

limited to a maximum of five (5) units clustered on five (5) acres in accord with
Monterey County Code Section 15.20.060.M unless sewered by public sewers.

Consistency Determination: Not Applicable. The CVTIP does not propose visitor accommodations.

CV-1.16

Applications for service and special use facilities (including in Carmel Valley, Hidden Valley
Music Seminars), as defined by the General Plan, are to be considered on their merits and shall not
automatically be deemed inconsistent with the Plan. They must, however, conform to all
applicable plan policies.

Consistency Determination: Not Applicable. The CVTIP does not propose service or special use facilities.

Cv-1.17

Publicly used buildings and areas should be encouraged to be oriented to views of the river.

Consistency Determination: Not Applicable. The CVTIP does not propose publicly used buildings or areas.

CVv-1.18

Facilities classified as either Public/Quasi-Public or Special Use (such as schools, churches,
hospitals, convalescent homes, rehabilitation centers, hospice facilities, emergency facilities and
public facilities such as community halls) may be considered in any land use category provided
that they meet the following criteria:

Low visibility

Safe and unobtrusive access away from pedestrian traffic areas.

Low noise impact on surrounding uses.

Development should follow a rural architectural theme with design review.

Conform to all other Plan requirements.

Poo0oTe

Consistency Determination: Not Applicable. The CVTIP does not propose such uses.
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CVv-1.19 Mines or quarries shall:
a. be screened from public view by use of natural terrain, vegetation, or artificial screening
compatible with the environment;
have safe and unobtrusive access;
minimize noise impact on surrounding areas; and
d. conform to all other Plan requirements except the restriction on development on slopes
over 30% within the limits of quarry operations.

oo

Consistency Determination: Not Applicable. The CVTIP does not propose mines or quarries.

CV-1.20 Design (“D”) and site control (“S”) overlay district designations shall be applied to the Carmel
Valley area. Design review for all new development throughout the Valley, including proposals
for existing lots of record, utilities, heavy commercial and visitor accommodations but excluding
minor additions to existing development where those changes are not conspicuous from outside of
the property shall consider the following guidelines:

a. Proposed development encourages and furthers the letter and spirit of the Master Plan.

b. Development either shall be visually compatible with the character of the valley and
immediate surrounding areas or shall enhance the quality of areas that have been
degraded by existing development.

c. Materials and colors used in construction shall be selected for compatibility with the
structural system of the building and with the appearance of the building’s natural and
man-made surroundings.

d. Structures should be controlled in height and bulk in order to retain an appropriate scale.

e. Development, including road cuts as well as structures, should be located in a manner
that minimizes disruption of views from existing homes.

f. Minimize erosion and/or modification of landforms.

g. Minimize grading through the use of step and pole foundations.

Consistency Determination: Consistent. The CVTIP is subject to all local roadway design standards.

Cv-1.21 Commercial projects shall meet the following guidelines:
a. Buildings shall be limited to 35 feet in height and shall have mechanical apparatus
adequately screened, especially on the roofs.
b. Commercial projects shall include landscaping that incorporates large-growing street

trees. Parking areas shall be screened with exclusive use of native plants or compatible
plant materials. Land sculpturing should be used where appropriate.

Consistency Determination: Not Applicable. The CVTIP does not propose commercial uses.

CVv-1.22 Special Treatment Area: Carmel Valley Ranch — The Carmel Valley Ranch (APNs 416-522-020-
000 and 416-522-017-000) shall be designated as a “Special Treatment Area.” The Amended
Carmel Valley Ranch Specific Plan, dated 11/3/76, is incorporated by reference into this Plan and
the provisions of this Specific Plan shall continue to apply. However, attainment of densities
authorized by this Specific Plan is dependent upon conditions existing at the time each future
increment of development is sought and is further dependent upon conformity with the Specific
Plan Amended Conditions of Approval as well as the goals and policies of this General Plan,
whichever is most restrictive. Any amendment of the Specific Plan must be consistent with the
policies and provisions of this General Plan.

Consistency Determination: Consistent. The CVTIP does not propose anything specific relative to this property but
takes into account prior approvals and future potential for development in accordance with land use designations
and zoning.
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Cv-1.23 Special Treatment Area: Condon/Chugach Property (approximately 51 acres; APN’s 189-111-022
and 189-111-024) — The Condon/Chugach property shall be designated as a Special Treatment
Area. In recognition of the unique circumstances of the property, including the past gift
conveyances of several hundred acres to Garland Park, the Condon/Chugach property shall be
allowed to be subdivided into four parcels consistent with the 2004 Subdivision Ordinance
Standards.

Consistency Determination: Consistent. The CVTIP does not propose anything specific relative to this property but
takes into account prior approvals and future potential for development in accordance with land use designations
and zoning.

Cv-1.24 The property located between the end of Center Street and north of the Carmel River within the
mid-valley area shall be retained as one building site (APN: 169-131-024, 169-131-025).

Consistency Determination: Consistent. The CVTIP does not propose anything specific relative to this property but
takes into account prior approvals and future potential for development in accordance with land use designations
and zoning.

CV-1.25 Special Treatment Area: Rancho San Carlos - Residential development is permitted on the
portions of the Santa Lucia Preserve (formerly Rancho San Carlos) within the Greater Monterey
Peninsula Planning Area, and shall follow densities and policies as specified in Board of
Supervisor Resolution No. 93-115, “Comprehensive Planned Use” Overlay for Rancho San Carlos
and the Comprehensive Development Plan for the Santa Lucia Preserve (See also Policy GMP-
1.6).

Consistency Determination: Consistent. The CVTIP does not propose anything specific relative to this property but
takes into account prior approvals and future potential for development in accordance with land use designations
and zoning.

CV-1.26 Gardiner/Tennis Club Study Area - The County shall establish a study area near the Carmel Valley
Village where there is a mix of visitor serving uses. A Study will be performed to evaluate the
potential for development in light of the environmental conditions of the area (traffic, water
quantity, water quality, wastewater disposal). If deemed appropriate and resource constraints have
been resolved, the County may establish a Special Treatment Area and adopt specific land use
policies that would apply to new development. (APNs: 189-121-001-000, 189-201-003-000, 189-
201-013-000, 189-251-014-000, 189-251-015-000, 189-251-016-000, 189-252-002-000, 189-261-
001-000, 189-261-005-000, 189-261-006-000, 189-261-009-000, 189-261-010-000, 189-261-011-
000, 189-251-012-000, 189-261-013-000, 189-261-015-000, 189-261-016-000, and 189-261-017-
000).

Consistency Determination: Consistent. The CVTIP does not propose anything specific relative to this property but
takes into account prior approvals and future potential for development in accordance with land use designations
and zoning.
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Cv-1.27 Special Treatment Area: Rancho Canada Village — Approximately 40 acres consisting of
properties located generally between Val Verde Drive and the Rancho Canada Golf Course
clubhouse, from the Carmel River to Carmel Valley Road, excluding portions of properties in
floodplain shall be designated as a Special Treatment Area (APN: 015-162-017-000, 015-162-
025-000, 015-162-026-000, 015-162-039-000 and 015-162-040-000). Residential development
may be allowed with a density of up to 10 units/acre in this area and shall provide a minimum of
50% Affordable/Workforce Housing. Prior to beginning new residential development (excluding
the first unit on an existing lot of record), projects must address environmental resource
constraints (e.g.; water, traffic, flooding).

Consistency Determination: Consistent. The CVTIP does not propose anything specific relative to this property but
it does take into account the future potential for development of this property per the submitted development
application.

2.0 - Circulation

Cv-2.1 Public transit should be explored as an alternative to the use of private automobiles and to help
preserve air quality. Whenever feasible all new development shall include a road system adequate
not only for its internally generated automobile traffic but also for bus (both transit and school),
pedestrian, and bicycle traffic, which should logically pass through or be generated by the
development.

Consistency Determination: Consistent. Under the program, roadways would be upgraded to provide bicycle use
lanes throughout the Carmel Valley Road corridor.

Cv-2.2 Consideration should be given to locating a County road and utility maintenance facility in the
Carmel Valley area. Such facility would provide for storage of equipment as well as materials.

Consistency Determination: Not Applicable. The program would not create a new County road and utility
maintenance facility.

CVv-2.3 All new road work or major work on existing roads within the commercial core areas shall provide
room for use of bicycles and separate pedestrian walkways. The County shall provide bicycle
routes on the shoulders between development areas throughout the Carmel Valley.

Consistency Determination: Consistent. The program includes widening of shoulders, addition of turnouts, and
upgrades to and construction of bicycle lanes to provide better access to users of these public rights-of-way.

Cv-24 All new bridge construction or remodeling shall include provision for pedestrians and bicyclists.

Consistency Determination: Consistent. The program, as proposed, does not involve construction or remodeling of

major bridges. However, depending on location it possible that minor bridge work may be necessary. This will be

evaluated at the individual project design phase.

CvV-25 Circulation in the village should emphasize pedestrian access. Walkways and paths are to be
provided rather than conventional sidewalks. Pedestrian walkways should be used to provide
access among new or remodeled commercial and other higher density uses.

Consistency Determination: Consistent. See Discussion under CV-2.3 above.
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CV-2.6 Multiple driveway accesses to Carmel Valley Road should be discouraged. Approval of future
development of land having frontage on Carmel Valley Road must be conditioned upon
minimizing access to Carmel Valley Road, or denying it if access is otherwise available.

Consistency Determination: Not Applicable. The program does not include construction of driveway accesses to
Carmel Valley Road.

Cv-2.7 Off-street parking should be developed at suitable locations within development areas.
Consistency Determination: Not Applicable. The program does not include provision for parking facilities.

Cv-2.8 In hillside areas, relaxation of road standards should be permitted for low density developments
where it can be demonstrated that reduced standards result in fewer or less severe cut and fill
slopes, and where bicycle, vehicular, and pedestrian safety is not adversely affected. In such
cases, it must also be demonstrated that the relaxed standards positively contribute to furtherance
of plan policies related to hazards avoidance, protection of biological resources, or protection of
viewshed.

Consistency Determination: Not Applicable. The project does not propose residential development.

CV-2.9 No roads should cross slopes steeper than 30-percent (30%) unless factors of erosion and visible
scarring can be mitigated.

Consistency Determination: Not Applicable. The policy concerns road development for new development which is
not proposed as part of the CVTIP. The roadway system, particularly Laureles Grade, must traverse steep slopes in
certain areas. The CVTIP does include any new roadways — only modifications of existing roadways.

CVv-2.10 The following are policies regarding improvements to specific portions of Carmel Valley Road:

a) Via Petra to Robinson Canyon Road
Every effort should be made to preserve its rural character by maintaining it as a 2-lane
road with paved shoulders, passing lanes and left turn channelizations at intersections
where warranted.

b) Robinson Canyon Road to Laureles Grade
Every effort should be made to preserve its rural character by maintaining it as a 2-lane
road with paved shoulders, passing lanes and left turn channelizations at intersections
where warranted.

c) Carmel Valley Road/Laureles Grade
A grade separation should be constructed at this location instead of a traffic signal. The
grade separation needs to be constructed in a manner that minimizes impacts to the rural
character of the road.

d) Laureles Grade to Ford Road
Shoulder improvements and widening should be undertaken here and extended to Pilot
Road, and include left turn channelization at intersections as warranted.

e) East of Esquiline Road
Shoulder improvements should be undertaken at the sharper curves. Curves should be
examined for spot realignment needs.

f) Laureles Grade improvements
Improvements to Laureles Grade should consist of the construction of shoulder widening,
spot realignments, passing lanes and/or paved turn-outs. Heavy vehicles should be
discouraged from using this route.

Consistency Determination: Consistent. The amended CVMP including the policy changes in Chapter 2 would
include all of these policies.
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Cv-2.11 Left turn channelizations and/or ingress-egress tapers at significant access points on Carmel
Valley Road should be high priority improvements to alleviate existing hazards.

Consistency Determination: Consistent. The program proposes left turn channelizations on Carmel Valley Road
west of Ford Road. Refer to Chapter 2, Program Description in the August 2007 DEIR.

Cv-2.12 To accommodate existing and future traffic volumes at level of service (LOS) C, the following
road improvements are recommended:
a. Widen Highway One to four lanes between Ocean Avenue and Rio Road;
b. Laureles Grade - undertake shoulder improvements, widening and spot realignment;
C. Carmel Valley Road, Robinson Canyon Road to Ford Road - add left turn channelization
at all intersections. Shoulder improvements should be undertaken.

Consistency Determination: Consistent with Proposed CVMP Amendments.

a. Consistent with Proposed Amendments - Widening SR1 is not part of the updated CVTIP and is not considered
feasible given current financial considerations. However, TAMC is funding a northbound climbing lane which will
provide two lanes in a northbound direction. This policy is proposed to be changed with the program. It should be
noted that the Draft EIR for the 2007 General Plan proposed modification of this policy to remove widening of SR1
in the same manner as proposed as part of the CVTIP.

b. Consistent - The program includes paved turnouts, new signage, shoulder improvements, and spot realignments
on Laureles Grade. Refer to Chapter 2, Program Description in the August 2007 DEIR.

c. Consistent - The program includes left turn channelizations on Carmel Valley Road west of Ford Road. Refer to
Chapter 2, Program Description of the August 2007 DEIR.

CVv-2.13 The County shall consider constructing minor interchanges as an alternative to signalizing Carmel
Valley Road intersections. This would result in an unimpeded flow of traffic on Carmel Valley
Road and would facilitate left turning movements from and onto Carmel Valley Road.

Consistency Determination: Consistent. The program includes a grade separation at Laureles Grade and Carmel
Valley Road. Refer to Chapter 2, Program Description of the August 2007 DEIR.

Cv-2.14 A northbound climbing lane should be considered for construction on Laureles Grade to
accommodate future traffic volumes.

Consistency Determination: Consistent. The program includes construction of a climbing lane on Laureles Grade.
Refer to Chapter 2, Program Description.

CVv-2.15 New major developments with access adjacent to Carmel Valley Road shall be required to provide
space for the transit buses to stop, the parking of cars and facilities for the safe storage of bicycles.

Consistency Determination: Not Applicable. The program does not include any new commercial, residential, or
service-related development.

Cv-2.16 County Scenic Route status shall be sought for Carmel Valley Road.

Consistency Determination: Consistent. The program does not affect the designation of Carmel Valley Road as a
scenic route. The program would not alter the rural character of the roadway.

Cv-2.17 Any major improvements to Carmel Valley Road shall require, where feasible, the
undergrounding of utility lines.

Consistency Determination: Consistent. The program would be subject to all local policies.
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Cv-2.18 To implement traffic standards to provide adequate streets and highways in Carmel Valley, the

County shall conduct and implement the following:

a. Twice yearly monitoring by Public Works (in June and October) of average daily traffic
at 12 locations identified in the Keith Higgins report in Carmel Valley on Carmel Valley
Road, Carmel Rancho Boulevard and Rio Road.

b. A yearly evaluation report (December) prepared jointly by the Public Works and
Planning Departments to indicate segments approaching a traffic volume which would
lower existing level of service and which would compare average daily traffic (ADT)
counts with service volumes for levels of service.

c. Public hearings to be held in January immediately following a December report in (b)
above in which only 100 or less ADT remain before a lower level of service would be
reached for any of the 12 segments described on Figure B-1 of EIR 85-002 on the Carmel
Valley Master Plan.

d. With respect to those 12 identified road segments that are at level of service (LOS) C or
below, approval of development will be deferred if the approval would significantly
impact roads in the Carmel Valley Master Plan area which are at level of service (LOS) C
or below unless and until an EIR is prepared which includes mitigation measures
necessary to raise the LOS to an acceptable level and appropriate findings as permitted by
law are made which may include a statement of overriding considerations. For purposes
of this policy, "acceptable level” shall mean, at a minimum, baseline LOS as contained in
the Carmel Valley Master Plan EIR. To defer approval if there is significant impact
means that, at a minimum, the County will not approve development without such an EIR
where the traffic created by the development would impact the level of service along any
segment of Carmel Valley Road (as defined in the Keith Higgins Traffic Report which is
part of the Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Carmel Valley Master Plan
"CVMP") to the point where the level of service would fall to the next lower level. As for
those road segments which are at LOS C, D and E, this would, at a minimum, occur when
the LOS F, this would occur when it would cause a significant impact and worsening of
traffic conditions as compared with the present condition. Specific findings will be made
with each project and may depend on the type and location of any proposed development.
Cumulative traffic impacts from development in areas outside the CVMP area must be
considered and will cause the same result as development within the plan area.

Policy CV-2.19 shall be superceded by a mitigation monitoring program of a Carmel Valley Master Plan Traffic EIR
that:

a. identifies incremental improvements to segments of Carmel Valley Road to maintain the
previously identified Master Plan levels of service;

b. identifies a capital improvement cost for said segments; and

c. develops a fee program to support funding of the improvements that allows the County to

complete the improvements

Consistency Determination: Consistent. The updates to the CVTIP propose to change this policy consistent with
Mitigation Measure TRAN-2b (p. 4.6-69 et seq.) in the Draft EIR for the 2007 Draft General Plan as follows:

1. Change the traffic analysis methodology to a peak-hour analysis.
2. Specifically identify the LOS standards for Carmel Valley Road by Segment.
3. Clarify the development review process relative to LOS standards and the CVTIP.

Consistency with the sub-elements of this policy discussed below:
a. Monitoring will continue, but will be on a peak-hour basis.
b. Avyearly evaluation report will be prepared, but will be on a peak-hour basis.

c. Public hearings will be required, but will be triggered by 100 or less peak hour trips. (Note: 100 peak
hour trips is a more conservative measure and will be triggered long before 100 average daily trips
would be triggered).
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d. Evaluation of traffic impacts of projects will be tied to the proposed traffic standards. The effect of
CVTIP projects will be taken into account. If traffic impacts still exceed traffic standards, then either
prior construction of additional roadway improvement shall be a condition of approval or an EIR shall
be prepared.

While this policy will change, the new LOS standards are consistent with the prior LOS standards with the exception
of in the Village where a lowered standard is necessary to avoid traffic improvement that would be out of character
with the Village. Traffic monitoring will still be required along with updating of the CVTIP over time. Project
review will be still be required to address traffic impacts and. With the proposed amendments, the CVTIP would be
consistent with the CVMP.

3.0 - Conservation/Open Space

CVv-3.1 A minimum setback of 100 feet shall be established for all properties abutting Carmel Valley
Road. An exception may be granted in cases where:
a. an existing structure permitted for construction prior to adoption of the original Carmel
Valley Master Plan (December 16, 1986) would become non-conforming, or
b. implementation would render an existing lot of record unbuildable.

Consistency Determination: Not Applicable. The program does not involve construction of commercial, residential,
or service-related buildings. The proposed roadway improvements would be within existing rights-of-way along
Carmel Valley Road. If additional right-of-way is needed the County would be subject to with all state and local
policies and/or laws pertaining to right-of-way acquisition.

CVv-3.2 Public vista areas shall be provided and improved.

Consistency Determination: Not Applicable. The program does not involve changes to public vistas. Subsequent
project-specific environmental analyses would evaluate whether impacts to public vistas would occur as a result of
a specific roadway project.

CV-3.3 Development (including buildings, fences, signs and landscaping) shall not be allowed to
significantly block views of the viewshed, the river or the distant hills as seen from key public
viewing areas such as Garland Ranch Regional Park, along Carmel Valley Road, and along
Laureles Grade Road. This policy applies to commercial and private parcels including existing
lots of record. Removal of existing solid fences and rows of Monterey Pine trees which block
views of the river and the mountains shall be encouraged.

Consistency Determination: Consistent. As specified in the August 2007 DEIR, Section 3.4, Aesthetics, the County
would implement measures to avoid or minimize any impacts to existing views and viewsheds (see Mitigation
Measures AES 2.1, 3.1, and 4.1).

CV-34 Alteration of hillsides and natural landforms caused by cutting, filling, grading or vegetation removal
shall be minimized through sensitive siting and design of all improvements and maximum feasible
restoration including botanically appropriate landscaping. Where cut and fill is unavoidable on
steep slopes, disturbed areas shall be revegetated.

Consistency Determination: Consistent. As specified in the August 2007 DEIR, Section 3.4, Aesthetics, the County

would implement measures to avoid or minimize any impacts to existing views and viewsheds (see Mitigation

Measures AES- 2.1, 3.1, and 4.1).

CV-35 Signs should be low-key and shall not be allowed to block views, cause visual clutter, or detract
from the natural beauty. Commercial signs shall not be constructed of plastic or be internally
lighted. Neon signs shall not be permitted where visible from the street.

Consistency Determination: Not Applicable. The program does not include commercial structures.
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CV-3.6 No off-site outdoor advertising is allowed in the Plan area.

Consistency Determination: Not Applicable. The program does not include commercial structures.

CV-3.7 Areas of biological significance shall be identified and preserved as open space. These include,
but are not limited to:
a. The redwood community of Robinson Canyon;
b. The riparian community and redwood community of Garzas Creek;
c. All wetlands, including marshes, seeps and springs (restricted occurrence, sensitivity,
outstanding wildlife value).
d. Native bunchgrass stands and natural meadows (restricted occurrence and sensitivity).
e. Cliffs, rock outcrops and unusual geologic substrates (restricted occurrence).
f. Ridgelines and wildlife migration routes (wildlife value).

When a parcel cannot be developed because of this policy, a low-density, clustered development
(but no subdivision) may be approved on those portions of the land not biologically significant or
on a portion of the land adjoining existing development so that the development will not diminish
the visual quality of such parcels or upset the natural functioning of the ecosystem in which the
parcel is located.

Consistency Determination: Consistent. As described in the August 2007 DEIR, Section 3.3, Biological Resources,
Mitigation Measures, BI1O-1.1, 1.2, 2.1-2.6, 3.1, 3.2,5.1, 6.1, 6.2, 7.1-7.3, 9.1, 10.1, 10.2, and 11.1, the County will
ensure that any adverse effects to biological resources resulting from the proposed roadway improvements would be
studied, documented, mitigated, and compensated for in accordance with federal and state regulations and to
comply with this policy.

CVv-3.8 Development shall be sited to protect riparian vegetation, minimize erosion, and preserve the
visual aspects of the Carmel River. In places where the riparian vegetation no longer exists, it
should be planted to a width of 150 feet from the river bank, or the face of adjacent bluffs,
whichever is less. Density may be transferred from this area to other areas within a lot.

Consistency Determination: Consistent. See discussion above under Policy CV-3.7 concerning biological
resources. As specified in the August 2007 DEIR, Section 3.1, Geology, Soils, and Seismicity, Mitigation Measure
GEO-6.1, the County will prepare and implement an erosion and sediment control plan and a stormwater pollution
control plan. As specified in the August 2007 DEIR, Section 3.2, Hydrology and Water Quality Mitigation Measure
H-3.1, the County will prepare a stormwater pollution prevention plan at the project level.

CV-3.9 Willow cover along the banks and bed of the Carmel River shall be maintained in a natural state
for erosion control. Constructing levees, altering the course of the river, or dredging the river shall
only be allowed by permit from the Monterey Peninsula Water Management District or Monterey
County.

Consistency Determination: Consistent. As described in the August 2007 DEIR, Section 3.3, Biological Resources,
Mitigation Measures, BIO-2.1, 2.1-2.6, the County will ensure that any adverse effects to riparian habitat resulting
from the proposed roadway improvements would be studied, documented, mitigated, and compensated for in
accordance with federal and state regulations and to comply with this policy.
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CVv-3.10 Predominant landscaping and erosion control material shall consist of plants native to the valley
that are similar in habitat, form, and water requirements. The following guidelines shall apply for
landscape and erosion control plans:

a. Existing native vegetation should be maintained as much as possible throughout the
valley.

b. Valley oaks should be incorporated on floodplain terraces.

C. Weedy species such as pampas grass and genista shall not be planted in the Valley.

d. Eradication plans for weedy species shall be incorporated.

e. The chaparral community shall be maintained in its natural state to the maximum extent

feasible in order to preserve soil stability and wildlife habitat and also be consistent with
fire safety standards.

Consistency Determination: Consistent. See discussion under Policy CV-3.7.

Cv-3.11 Removal of healthy, native oak, madrone and redwood trees in the Carmel Valley Master Plan
Avrea shall be discouraged. A permit shall be required for the removal of any of these trees with a
trunk diameter in excess of 6-inches (6”) diameter breast height (d.b.h.). Where feasible, trees
removed will be replaced at a 1:1 ratio using nursery-grown trees of the same species that are a
minimum of 1-gallon in size. Removal without a permit shall result in a minimum fine, equivalent
to the retail value of the wood removed plus replacement of 1-gallon, nursery-grown trees at a 2:1
ratio. Exemptions to the above permit requirement shall include:

a. tree removal by public utilities, as specified in the California Public Utility Commission's
General Order 95, and by governmental agencies.
b. emergencies caused by the hazardous or dangerous condition of a tree and requiring

immediate action for the safety of life or property, provided the County is notified of the
action within ten (10) working days.

Consistency Determination: Consistent. See discussion under Policy CV-3.7.
CV-3.12 Open space areas should include a diversity of habitats with special protection given to areas
where one habitat grades into another (these ecotones are ecologically important zones) and areas

used by wildlife for access routes to water or feeding grounds.

Consistency Determination: Consistent. See discussion under Policy CV-3.7.

CV-3.13 Historic and Archaeological Resources, including buildings and sites of historical significance,
located in Carmel Valley shall:
a. be reviewed on a site by site basis.
b. be rezoned to the “HR” District as a condition of permit approval for any development
impacting such sites.
C. require preservation of the integrity of historic sites and/or structures.

A committee to evaluate the current condition of each and recommend deletions, additions or
other measures shall be drawn from members of local historical, architectural, and/or educational
societies as determined by the Planning Commission.

Consistency Determination: Consistent. The County is required to comply with state and federal historic
preservation acts and other relevant regulations. The EIR assesses impacts on known and previously unidentified
archaeological and historic resources and recommends mitigation for all significant impacts, as described in the
August 2007 DEIR Section 3.11, Cultural Resources, Mitigation Measures CR-1.1 - 1.6, 2.1- 2.5, and 3.1.

Cv-3.14 Wherever possible a network of shortcut trails and bike paths should interconnect neighborhoods,
developments and roads. These should be closed to motor vehicles and their intent is to facilitate
movement within the Valley without the use of automobiles.

Consistency Determination: Not Applicable. The program does not include provision for these facilities outside of
public rights-of-way.

CVTIP Consistency with the Draft 2007 Carmel Valley Master Plan Page C.2-12



CV-3.15 Public and private agencies such as the Big Sur Land Trust, the Monterey Regional Park District
and others may acquire development rights and/or accept easements and dedications for significant
areas of biological, agricultural or other open space land.

Consistency Determination: Not Applicable. The program does not include roadway improvements in areas
expected to be acquired by such public or private agencies.

CV-3.16 Lighting for outdoor sports shall not be allowed where it would be visible from off-site.
Consistency Determination: Not Applicable. The program does not include lighting for outdoor sports.

Cv-3.17 Street lighting shall be designed to promote traffic safety and be unobtrusive and harmonious with
the local character. Such lighting must be constructed and located to illuminate only the intended
area and prevent off-site glare.

Consistency Determination: Not Applicable. Lighting associated with the program would be designed to conform to
all applicable standards (see Mitigation Measure AES-4.1 in the August 2007 DEIR).

CVv-3.18 Except where inconsistent with sound environmental planning, new aboveground transmission
facilities shall incorporate the following design guidelines:
a. follow the least visible route (e.g., canyons, tree rows, and ravines),
b. cross ridgelines at the most visually unobtrusive locations,
c. follow, not compete with, either natural features of the terrain or man-made features in
developed areas,
Create a simple and unobtrusive in appearance,
minimize the bulk of structures,
use the minimum number of elements permitted by good engineering practice, and
incorporate colors and materials compatible with local surroundings.

Q =0 o

Consistency Determination: Not Applicable. The program does not include aboveground transmission facilities.

CVv-3.19 As development of bike paths and a coordinated, area-wide trails system are essential for
circulation, safety and recreation in the Carmel Valley Planning Area, dedication of trail
easements may be required as a condition of development approval, notwithstanding Policy OS-
1.10(b).

Consistency Determination: Not Applicable. The CVTIP does not propose development.

CV-3.20 In Carmel Valley, conversion for agricultural purposes of previously uncultivated lands on slopes
in excess of 25 percent (25%) shall be prohibited.

Consistency Determination: Not Applicable. The CVTIP does not proposed agricultural uses.
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4.0 - Safety

Cv-4.1 In order to reduce potential erosion or rapid runoff:
a. The amount of land cleared at any one time shall be limited to the area that can be
developed during one construction season.
b. Motorized vehicles shall be prohibited on the banks or in the bed of the Carmel River,
except by permit from the Water Management District or Monterey County.
C. Native vegetative cover must be maintained on areas that have the following combination

of soils and slope:

Santa Lucia shaly clay loam, 30-50% slope (SfF)

Santa Lucia-Reliz Association, 30-75% slope (Sg)
Cieneba fine gravelly sandy loam, 30-70% slope (CcG)
San Andreas fine sandy loam, 30-75% slope (ScG)
Sheridan coarse sandy loam, 30-75% slope (SoG)
Junipero-Sur complex, 50-85% slope (Jc)

ok~ wbdE

Consistency Determination: Consistent. As specified in the August 2007 DEIR, Section 3.1, Geology, Soils, and
Seismicity, under Mitigation Measure GEO-5.1, the County will implement recommended design criteria of the
geotechnical investigation wherever steep slopes would be graded or manufactured to comply with this policy.
Under Mitigation Measure GEO-6.1, the County will prepare and implement an erosion and sediment control plan
and a stormwater pollution control plan at the project level to comply with this policy.

Cv-4.2 A comprehensive drainage maintenance program should be established by either sub-basins or
valley-wide watershed zones.

Consistency Determination: Not Applicable. This policy is beyond the scope of the proposed program.

Cv-4.3 In addition to required on-site improvements for development projects, a fee shall be imposed to
help finance the improvement and maintenance of the drainage facilities identified in the Master
Drainage Plan for Carmel Valley.

Consistency Determination: Consistent. The County would be responsible for appropriate drainage controls.

Cv-44 The County shall require emergency road connections as necessary to provide controlled
emergency access as determined by appropriate emergency service agencies (Fire Department,
OES). The County shall coordinate with the emergency service agencies to periodically update
the list of such connections.

Consistency Determination: Consistent. The program does not include the establishment of road connections for

controlled emergency accesses. By promoting roadway improvements, the CVTIP would assist with vehicle
movements during an emergency.

5.0 - Public Services

CVv-5.1 Pumping from the Carmel River aquifer shall be managed in a manner consistent with the Carmel
River Management Program. All beneficial uses of the total water resources of the Carmel River
and its tributaries shall be considered and provided for in planning decisions.

Consistency Determination: Consistent. The program would not generate demand for, or require use of water
resources. See discussion of water demand in Section 3.10 Public Services and Utilities.

CV-5.2 Water projects designed to address future growth in the Carmel Valley may be supported.

Consistency Determination: Not Applicable. The CVTIP is not a water project.
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CV-5.3 Development shall incorporate designs with water reclamation, conservation, and new source
production in order to:

a. maintain the ecological and economic environment;
b. maintain the rural character; and
C. create additional water for the area where possible including, but not limited to, on-site

stormwater retention and infiltration basins.

Consistency Determination: Consistent. Although the program does not involve development of water reclamation,
conservation, or new source production, as discussed above under Mitigation Measure GEO-6.1, the County will
prepare and implement an erosion and sediment control plan and a stormwater pollution control plan at the project
level to comply with this policy.

Cv-54 The County shall establish regulations for Carmel Valley that limit development to vacant lots of
record and already approved projects, unless additional supplies are identified. Reclaimed water
may be used as an additional water source to replace domestic water supply in landscape irrigation
and other approved uses provided the project shows conclusively that it would not create any
adverse environmental impacts such as groundwater degradation.

Consistency Determination: Not Applicable. The CVTIP does not propose new development.

CV-5.5 Parts of the Carmel Valley aquifer are susceptible to contamination from development in areas not
served by public wastewater systems. Development projects that include an on-site septic system
shall provide geologic and soils surveys that assess if conditions could preclude or restrict the
possibility of satisfactorily locating such a system where it would not pose a threat of
contamination to the aquifer. New development shall be carefully reviewed for proper siting and
design of on-site sewage disposal systems in accordance with the standards of the Carmel Valley
Wastewater Study.

Consistency Determination: Not Applicable. The CVTIP does not include on-site septic systems.

CV-5.6 Containment structures or other measures shall be required to control the runoff of pollutants from
commercial areas or other sites where chemical storage or accidental chemical spillage is possible.

Consistency Determination: Consistent. The project is neither a major commercial development nor a site where
chemical storage or accidental chemical spillage is possible. Additionally, as described in the August 2007 DEIR,
Section 3.1, Geology, Soils, and Seismicity, Mitigation Measures GEO-10.1 and 10.2, the County will perform pre-

construction hazardous waste investigations to identify presence of known or unidentified hazardous waste sources
to comply with this policy.

CV-5.7 Existing school facilities should be used as a nucleus for expansion of recreational uses. Land
next to the Carmelo and Middle Schools should be considered for recreational uses.

Consistency Determination: Not Applicable. The CVTIP does not include expansion of recreational uses .

6.0 - Agriculture

CV-6.1 Development adjacent to agricultural lands shall be planned to minimize adverse effects on the
productivity of the agricultural soils.

Consistency Determination: Consistent. As described in Section 3.6, Agricultural Resources, Mitigation Measure
AG-1.1, the County will assess potential conflicts with adjacent agricultural uses to comply with this policy.
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CV-6.2 Gardens, orchards, row crops, grazing animals, farm equipment, and farm buildings are part of the
heritage and the character of Carmel Valley. This rural agricultural nature should be encouraged,
except on slopes of 25-percent (25%) or greater or where it would require the conversion or
extensive removal of existing native vegetation.

Consistency Determination: Not Applicable. The program does not involve agricultural activities.

CV-6.3 Croplands and orchards shall be retained for agricultural use. When a parcel cannot be developed
because of this policy, a low-density, clustered development may be permitted in accordance with
the following guidelines:

a. Development shall be located on portions of the land not in cultivation or on a portion of
the land adjoining existing development in a manner that said development will not
diminish the visual quality of such parcels.

b. Overall density shall not exceed one (1) unit per 2.5 acres

C. New residential units shall be sited on one-third (1/3) of the property or less.

d. Required agriculturally related structures and housing for workers of that parcel may be
allowed on the property in a manner that does not diminish the visual quality of the open
space.

Consistency Determination: Consistent. See discussion under Policy CV-6.1. Also, the program does not involve
agricultural activities or construction of any associated agricultural facilities.

CVTIP Consistency with the Draft 2007 Carmel Valley Master Plan Page C.2-16
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MEMORANDUM

TO: Chad Alinio, Monterey County
FROM: Rich Walter, ICF Jones & Stokes
DATE: April 20, 2009

SUBJECT: Carmel Valley Traffic Impact Fee Update

The purpose of this memorandum is to update the traffic impact fees proposed as
part of the Carmel Valley Traffic Improvement Program (CVTIP). DKS Associates’
summarized the existing fee structure and methodology for the proposed new traffic
fee in their July 27, 2007 memorandum that was included in the August 2007 Draft
EIR as Appendix G. The proposed new traffic fee amounts were updated to
account for the following:

m The August 2007 fee calculations did not assume that a portion of residential
development on new lots would be subject to the Monterey county
Inclusionary Housing Ordinance requiring 20% of new units to be inclusionary
for developments of three units or more. Per County direction, the fee
calculations were updated to account for inclusionary units. The exact
amount of inclusionary units cannot be predicted. The updated fee assumes
that 20 percent of new units on new lots in the CVMP are and the Expanded
Area are inclusionary and thus would be excluded from the traffic impact
fee.

m The August 2007 fee calculations did not include new development in the
Expanded Area, which includes Rancho San Carlos and Cachagua. Per
County direction, the fee calculations were updated to include the
Expanded Area.

®m The August 2007 fee calculations were updated to account for the prior
building permits issued in the CVMP through December 15, 2008 and thus the
amount of future potential buildout through 2030 that would be subject to
the traffic impact fee was adjusted downward accordingly.

B [n the August 2007, commercial buildout by 2030 was calculated based on
employee numbers in the AMBAG model. In the fee update calculations,
commercial buildout was estimated based on available commercial land, a
25% floor-area-ratio (FAR) and an assumptions of 28% buildout by 2030
(consistent with assumptions used in the Draft EIR for the 2007 Draft Monterey
County General Plan). This only resulted in a small (~40,000 SF) change in the
assumed amount of commercial development accounted for in the fee
calculations in the new versus prior calculation. In addition, the fee update
accounted for 10% of overall new commercial uses being service centers
which have a 50% lower fee amount than other commercial uses.

Carmel Valley Master Plan SEIR Impact Fee Update (04/20/09)
G2-1



m The fee update calculations include both the grade separation at
Laureles/Carmel Valley Road and an interim signalization/or stop sign.

m The fee update adopted equivalent percentage increases over existing fee
amounts whereas the August 2007 fee calculation equalized the fee amounts
on new residential versus new hotel/motel rooms.

m In the August 2007 fee calculation the future fee amounts were not adjusted
for inflation. Per County direction, the future fee amounts were adjusted for
inflation.

The adjusted fee calculations are shown in the new Table 5b, which replaces Table
5 in the July 27, 2007 memo from DKS. The adjusted fees are approximately 35%
greater than the existing fees and approximately 14 to 24 % greater (depending on
which fee) than those estimated in August 2007 in the DKS memo. Table 5b illustrates
the recommended updated impact fee structure assuming that the County’s
impact fee fund breaks even at the end of the fiscal year in 2028.

Table 1b. Recommended 2009 Impact Fee Structure

Fiscal Year 2009 - 2010 Traffic Mitigation Fees
Carmel Valley and Expanded Area

Development on Existing Lots of Record Expanded
(before 8/25/92) CVMP - Area Area
Market Rate Unit $14,850 $7,425
Senior Unit $7,425 $3,713
Caretaker Unit $14,850 $7,425
2nd Unit / Apartment $14,850 $7,425
Low / Moderate Income Unit $0 $0
Development on New Lots of Record

(after 8/25/92)

Market Rate Unit $29,700 $14,850
Senior Unit $14,850 $7,425
Caretaker Unit $29,700 $14,850
2nd Unit / Apartment $29,700 $14,850
Low / Moderate Income Unit $0 $0
Commercial

New Hotel / Motel Unit (per room) $32,300 $16,150
Existing Hotel / Motel Expansion (per room) $16,150 $8,075
Commercial Uses (per 1,000 sf) $7,800 $3,900
Service Centers (per 1,000 sf) $3,900 $1,950

Carmel Valley Master Plan SEIR Impact Fee Update (04/20/09)
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

This study analyzes existing and forecast traffic conditions on Highway 1 (SR-1) in the vicinity of the
Carmel Valley Master Plan Area. It is intended to provide additional information to the Carmel Valley
Master Plan (CVMP) Traffic Improvement Program (TIP) Subsequent Environmental Impact Report
(SEIR). The study is based on the land use assumptions and scenarios developed as part of the Carmel
Valley Master Plan Traffic Study (DKS Associates, July 2007).

Purpose

Development in the Carmel Valley Master Plan area would result in the generation of trips on SR-1 in the
vicinity of Carmel Valley Road. This analysis seeks to determine if additional improvements are needed
on SR-1 either with existing or forecast year 2030 conditions in order to achieve acceptable intersection
and roadway operations along the corridor. If additional improvements are required and deemed feasible,
they will be incorporated into the Carmel Valley Master Plan Traffic Mitigation Fee program.

Corridor Description

This study analyzes roadway conditions on the segments of SR-1 between Carpenter Street and Rio Road,
and intersection conditions at the four signalized intersections along the segment. The signalized
intersections included in this analysis are:

Rio Road

Carmel Valley Road
Ocean Avenue
Carpenter Street

The study area is shown in Figure 1-1.

Carmel Valley Master Plan Introduction
SR-1 Study 1-1 February 2009
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Analysis Scenarios

The following two time horizons were analyzed as part of the project:

Existing Conditions (2008)

» Existing Conditions: Represents the traffic conditions of the existing highway network. Traffic
counts were conducted at the study intersections and roadway segments in June 2008.

Year 2030 Conditions

» Year 2030 Conditions: Represents the forecast traffic conditions of the highway network assumed to
be in place under Year 2030 conditions. Traffic volumes are obtained from the Association of
Monterey Bay Area Government (AMBAG) Regional Travel Demand Model. The highway network
is assumed to be the same as existing, plus the extension of the northbound truck climbing lane from

its existing origination at Carmel Valley Road to Rio Road and associated improvements at the Rio
Road intersection.

Carmel Valley Master Plan Introduction
SR-1 Study 1-3 February 2009






2.0 METHODOLOGY

The following section describes the methodology used to forecast traffic volumes, complete the analysis
process, and determine significant impacts.

Forecast Traffic Volumes

Forecast traffic volumes were obtained from the AMBAG Regional Travel Demand Model, as modified
by DKS Associates for use in the Carmel Valley Master Plan Traffic Study (July 2007). Model scenario
B, as provided by DKS, was utilized in developing forecast traffic volumes for this analysis. The Carmel
Valley Master Plan Traffic Study has the following description of the land uses incorporated into
Scenario B:

This scenario assumes buildout of the CVMP under the adopted CVMP Area Plan with existing
development proposals incorporated into the analysis, and with the anticipated additional residential
subdivisions to be evenly distributed across potential development locations, and no additional traffic
improvements.

For a detailed description of projected Scenario B land uses please refer to the Carmel Valley Master Plan
Traffic Study.

The model volumes were calibrated based on existing traffic patterns. The AMBAG model provided
directional link volumes for the AM and PM peak hours for forecast year 2030. These directional link
volumes were compared to the base year (year 2000) modeled directional link volumes and an annual
growth rate was calculated for each link. This growth rate was used to extrapolate turning movement and
roadway segment volumes from year 2008 actual count data to forecast year 2030 data.

Study Intersections

All signalized intersections along the corridor were analyzed. The study intersections included in the
analysis are listed in Table 2-1 and the study area is shown in Figure 2-1.

TABLE 2-1
STUDY INTERSECTIONS
Intersection Traffic Control
1  SR-1/Rio Road Signal
2  SR-1/Carmel Valley Road Signal
3 SR-1/Ocean Avenue Signal
4  SR-1/Carpenter Street Signal
Carmel Valley Master Plan Methodology

SR-1 Study 2-1 February 2009
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Analysis Process

The analysis process determined operations at the study intersections for the a.m. and p.m. peak-hours.
Intersections were measured and quantified by using the Synchro traffic analysis software package.
Results were compared to the County’s standards to determine if the corridor has any deficiencies.

Analysis Software

To analyze the operations of signalized intersections, Synchro 6.0 (Trafficware) was used for the analysis.
Synchro 6.0 uses the methodologies outlined in the 2000 Highway Capacity Manual (HCM). To analyze
the operations of the highway segments, HCS 5.21 software was utilized. This software uses the
methodologies outlined in the 2000 Highway Capacity Manual (HCM).

Signalized Intersections

The 2000 Highway Capacity Manual (HCM) published by the Transportation Research Board establishes
a system whereby highway facilities are rated for their ability to process traffic volumes. The
terminology "level of service™ is used to provide a "qualitative” evaluation based on certain "quantitative"
calculations, which are related to empirical values.

Level of service (LOS) for signalized intersections is defined in terms of delay, which is a measure of
driver discomfort, frustration, fuel consumption, and loss of travel time. Specifically, LOS criteria are
stated in terms of the average control delay per vehicle for the peak 15-minute period within the hour
analyzed. The average control delay includes initial deceleration delay, queue move-up time, and final
acceleration time in additional to the stop delay. The criteria for the various levels of service designations
are provided in Table 2-2.

TABLE 2-2
LEVEL OF SERVICE (LOS) CRITERIA FOR SIGNALIZED INTERSECTIONS

Control Delay

LOS (sec/veh) (a) Description

A <10.0 Operations with very low delay and most vehicles do not stop.

B <10.0 and <20.0 Operations with good progression but with some restricted movement.

c 5200 and <35.0 Qperatlons V\{here a significant number of vehicles are stopping with some backup and
light congestion.

D >35.0 and <55.0 Operations yvhere congestion is notlgeable, Ipnger delays occur, and many vehicles stop.
The proportion of vehicles not stopping declines

E >55.0 and <80.0 Operations where there is significant delay, extensive queuing, and poor progression.

E >80.0 Operations that are unacceptable to most drivers, when the arrival rates exceed the

' capacity of the intersection.
Notes:

(a) 2000 Highway Capacity Manual, Chapter 16, Page 2, Exhibit 16-2

Carmel Valley Master Plan Methodology
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Roadway Segments

Roadway segment operations are also classified by a level of service, as defined by the 2000 Highway
Capacity Manual. For a two-lane highway or a two-lane highway with a truck climbing lane, the level of
service is based on calculated “percent time-spent following” and average travel speed. For multilane
highways, the level of service is calculated based on vehicle density. Table 2-4 below indicates the LOS
resulting from calculated percent-time following and average travel speeds on two-lane Class I highways.
Class | highways are defined as “Highways on which motorists expect to travel at relatively high speeds,
including major intercity routes, primary arterials, and daily commuter routes. Table 2-4 is referenced
from Exhibit 20-2 in the 2000 Highway Capacity Manual.

TABLE 2-4
LOS CRITERIA FOR TWO-LANE HIGHWAYS
IN CLASS |
Percent Time- Average Travel
LOS Spent-Following Speed (mi/h)
A <35 >55
B 35-50 50-55
C 50-65 45-50
D 65-80 40-45
E > 80 <40
Note:
LOS F applies whenever the flow rate exceeds the
segment capacity
Source: Exhibit 20-2; 2000 Highway Capacity Manual

Table 2-5 below indicates the LOS resulting from the calculated density on multilane highways.

TABLE 2-5
LOS CRITERIA FOR MULTILANE
HIGHWAYS
Maximum Maximum service
Density flow rate
LOS (pc/mi/ln) (pc/h/in)
A 11 490
B 18 810
C 26 1170
D 35 1550
E 45 1900
Notes:
LOS F is characterized by highly unstable and variable
traffic flow.
LOS criteria assumes a free-flow speed of 45 mi/h
Source: Exhibit 21-2; 2000 Highway Capacity Manual

Level of Service Thresholds

The current Monterey County standard for roadway operations is LOS C.

Carmel Valley Master Plan Methodology
SR-1 Study 2-4 February 2009



The Caltrans manual states that “Caltrans endeavors to maintain a target LOS at the transition between
LOS “C” and LOS “D” on State highway facilities, however, Caltrans acknowledges that this may not be
always feasible and recommends that the lead agency consult with Caltrans to determine the appropriate
target LOS.”

A Caltrans Project Study Report (PSR) in 2001 evaluated options for improving SR-1 from the Carmel
River bridge to Highway 68 and a second Caltrans PSR, completed in 2005, evaluated the northbound
climbing lane from Rio Road to Carmel Valley Road. Per the recommendation contained in the Caltrans
manual, level of service thresholds for this report for SR-1 are based on Caltrans developed standards for
this segment, particularly those utilized 2001 and 2005 Project Study Reports (PSR) completed by
Caltrans on the study area. Both PSRs contain an explanation of the use of a threshold of LOS D, which
is excerpted below:

The standard for the operation of arterial roadways, as defined in the Monterey County General Plan is
Level of Service (LOS “C”. However, in recognition of likely public opposition to the impacts related to
the substantial improvements that would be required to achieve LOS “C” on the study section of SR-1, the
Project Development Team and the TAMC Board has selected arterial LOS “D” in design year 2030 as the
standard for screening project alternatives.

The County concurs with the approach of Caltrans and TAMC in their PSRs for this portion of SR-1 that
a LOS D should be the standard and thus LOS D is used as the level of service threshold in this document
for evaluation of this portion of SR-1.
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3.0 EXISTING CONDITIONS

This section summarizes the existing roadway circulation network, peak-hour traffic volumes, and
operations at the study intersections and roadway segments.

Road Network

The following provides a description of SR-1 within the vicinity of the project study area.

Rio Road to Carmel Valley Road: SR-1 is a two-lane highway with a speed limit of 40 miles per hour. It
has a raised median at the north ends of the segment, a double yellow centerline in the middle, and a painted
median at the south end of the segment. There is a shoulder along the entire segment on the east side of the
road.

Carmel Valley Road to Ocean Avenue: SR-1 has two northbound lanes and one southbound lane with a
speed limit of 40 miles per hour. There is a double yellow centerline. There are no turn lanes to intersecting
streets. Just south of Ocean Avenue two southbound lanes merge into one lane. There is a shoulder along
both sides of the road.

Ocean Avenue to Carpenter Street: SR-1 has two northbound lanes and two southbound lanes with a speed
limit of 40 miles per hour. There is a two-way left-turn lane or turn lanes along the southern portion of the
segment, with a double yellow centerline. There is a narrow shoulder along both sides of the road.

Figure 3-1 shows the existing geometrics of the intersections and roadway segments within the study area.

Traffic Volumes

The peak-hour intersection turning movements at all study area intersections and the Average Daily
Traffic (ADT) volumes on the three roadway segments were counted in early June 2008 by National Data
& Surveying Services. The existing traffic data is contained in Appendix A.

Volumes were counted during the morning and afternoon peak hours of roadway traffic at each study
intersection. Carmel High School is located at the east leg of the SR-1 and Ocean Avenue intersection
and school dismissal is prior to the period of peak traffic on SR-1. In order to represent worse case
conditions for the SR-1 and Ocean Avenue intersection, traffic volumes for movements to/from the east
leg for that intersection were obtained from the September Ranch Subdivision Project Traffic Impact
Study, which analyzed conditions during school dismissal. While volumes on SR-1 were slightly lower
during this period as opposed to the peak afternoon period, as a conservative approach, volumes during
the peak hour of roadway traffic were utilized for all other movements.

Figure 3-2 illustrates the existing peak-hour traffic volumes at the study intersections and roadway
segments.
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Intersection Analysis

Table 3-1 displays the LOS analysis results for the study intersections under Existing Conditions. The
four signalized intersections along the corridor operate at an acceptable level of service D or better in both
peak hours.

Appendix B contains the LOS calculation worksheets.

The intersection of SR-1 and Ocean Avenue is shown to be operating at LOS D during both the a.m. and
p.m. peak hours. Just south of that intersection, SR-1 in the southbound direction reduces from two lanes to
one lane. As shown by the roadway analysis below, SR-1 southbound south of Ocean Avenue operates at
LOS F. While extensive queuing currently develops in the southbound direction at the Ocean Avenue
intersection, this queuing and the associated delays are primarily attributable to the roadway merge, not to
the operations specifically at the intersection. Were the merge to be moved south on SR-1 or eliminated, the
intersection would operate acceptably and no improvements would be required to the intersection under
existing conditions.

Roadway Segment Analysis

Table 3-2 displays the roadway segments analysis under Existing Conditions. As shown in the table, the
segment of SR-1 between Rio Road and Carmel Valley Road operates at LOS E in both peak hours and
the segment between Carmel Valley Road and Ocean Avenue in the southbound direction operates at
LOS F in both peak hours.

Analysis Summary

See Figure 3-3 for a graphical depiction of intersection and roadway segment level of service under
Existing Conditions.
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TABLE 3-1
EXISTING CONDITIONS

PEAK-HOUR INTERSECTION LEVEL OF SERVICE SUMMARY

EXISTING
INTERSECTION TRAFFIC CONTROL [ PEAK HOUR DELAY (a) LOS (b)
1 |RioRd & SR-1 Actuated-L_Jncoordlnated AM 275 c
Signal PM 316 c
2 |carmel Valley Rd & SR-1 Actuated-L_Jncoordlnated AM 10.3 B
Signal PM 24.1 C
3 |Ocean Ave & SR-1 Actuated-L_Jncoordlnated AM 35.9 D
Signal PM 48.8 D
4 |Carpenter St & SR-1 Actuated-L_Jncoordlnated AM 17.8 B
Signal PM 36.5 D
Notes:

(a) Delay refers to the average control delay for the entire intersection, measured in seconds per vehicle.
(b) LOS calculations are based on the methodology outlined in the 2000 Highway Capacity Manual and performed using Synchro 6.0
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TABLE 3-2

EXISTING CONDITIONS
ROADWAY SEGMENT LEVEL OF SERVICE SUMMARY

AM PEAK HOUR PM PEAK HOUR
AVERAGE AVERAGE
PERCENT TRAVEL PERCENT TRAVEL
VOLUME [ TIME-SPENT-| SPEED VOLUME [ TIME-SPENT-| SPEED
HIGHWAY 1 DIRECTION | (vph) |FOLLOWING| (mph) LOS (vph) | FOLLOWING | (mph) LOS
between Rio Rd & Carmel Valley Rd (a) BOTH 1,284 77.6% 29.9 E 1,367 79.6% 29.1 E
between Carmel Valley Rd & Ocean Ave (b SB 1,576 100.0% 16.8 F 1,438 100.0% 16.1 F
VOLUME | FLOW RATE | DENSITY VOLUME | FLOW RATE | DENSITY
HIGHWAY 1 DIRECTION |  (vph) (pephpl)® | (pc/mi/in) | LOS (vph) (pephpl)® | (pc/mi/in) | LOS
between Carmel Valley Rd & Ocean Ave (b NB 1,273 818 18.2 C 1,562 983 21.8 C
NB 1,487 984 21.9 1,782 1,082 24.0
between Ocean Ave & Carpenter St (c)
SB 1,556 955 21.2 C 1,429 859 19.1 C

Notes:

Il_gd) pephpl = passenger cars per hour per lane

(@) Two-lane segment analyzed as a two-lane segment using HCS 5.21 software
(b) Three-lane segment analyzed as a four-lane segment on the northbound side and a directional two-lane segment on the southbound side using HCS 5.21 software
(c ) Four-lane segment analyzed as a four-leg segment using HCS 5.21 software
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4.0 CUMULATIVE CONDITIONS

This section provides a description of the forecast Cumulative Conditions on SR-1. Cumulative
Conditions use Year 2030 as the horizon year for analysis.

Road Network

A Caltrans project is currently in the PA/ED stage to extend the northbound climbing lane from Carmel
Valley Road down to Rio Road. In addition, the project will construct several associated improvements at
the SR-1 & Rio Road intersection. These improvements include a second westbound right-turn lane, an
exclusive southbound right-turn lane, and a conversion of the existing northbound right-turn lane into a
shared thru/right-turn lane. With the additional northbound lane on SR-1, the SR-1 & Carmel Valley
Road intersection would also be modified to convert the northbound right-turn lane into a shared
thru/right-turn lane. Since this project is already programmed and is planned for construction in 2010, it
is assumed to be completed prior to the Year 2030. Figure 4-1 shows the Cumulative Conditions
intersection and roadway geometrics.

Traffic Volumes

Cumulative Conditions traffic volumes were obtained from the Year 2030 AMBAG model provided by
DKS. This is the same model utilized in the Carmel Valley Master Plan Traffic Study (July 2007). See
Chapter 2 for further discussion on the methodology used to obtain forecast Year 2030 traffic volumes.
Figure 4-2 shows the Cumulative Conditions peak-hour intersection and roadway segment volumes.

Intersection Analysis

Table 4-1 displays the LOS analysis results for the study intersections under Cumulative Conditions. All
of the study intersections are forecast to operate at an acceptable level of service D or better in both peak
hours, with the exception of the intersection of SR-1 and Ocean Avenue, which is projected to operate at
LOS E during the p.m. peak-hour.

Appendix B contains the LOS calculation worksheets.

The intersection of SR-1 and Ocean Avenue is projected to be operating at LOS E during the p.m. peak hour.
Just south of that intersection, SR-1 in the southbound direction reduces from two lanes to one lane. As
shown by the roadway analysis below, SR-1 southbound south of Ocean Avenue operates at LOS F. While
queuing currently develops in the southbound direction at the Ocean Avenue intersection and may worsen in
the cumulative conditions scenario, this queuing and the associated delays are primarily attributable to the
roadway merge, not to the operations specifically at the intersection.

Carmel Valley Master Plan Cumulative Conditions
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TABLE 4-1
CUMULATIVE CONDITIONS

PEAK-HOUR INTERSECTION LEVEL OF SERVICE SUMMARY

CUMULATIVE
INTERSECTION TRAFFIC CONTROL | PEAK HOUR DELAY (a) LOS (b)
1 |RioRd & SR-1 Actuated-L_Jncoordlnated AM 344 c
Signal PM 411 D
2 |carmel Valley Rd & SR-1 Actuated-L_Jncoordlnated AM 10.2 B
Signal PM 16.8 B
3 |Ocean Ave & SR-1 Actuated-L_Jncoordlnated AM 43.6 D
Signal PM 59.6 £
4  |Carpenter St & SR-1 Actuated-L_Jncoordlnated AM 20.7 C
Signal PM 47.7 D
Notes:

(a) Delay refers to the average control delay for the entire intersection, measured in seconds per vehicle.
(b) LOS calculations are based on the methodology outlined in the 2000 Highway Capacity Manual and performed using Synchro 6.0
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Roadway Segment Analysis

Table 4-2 displays the roadway segments analysis under Cumulative Conditions. As shown in the table,
the segment of southbound SR-1 between Rio Road and Carmel Valley Road is forecast to operate at
LOS E in both peak hours and the segment of southbound SR-1 between Carmel Valley Road and Ocean
Avenue is forecast to operate at LOS F in both peak hours. This represents the same deficient level of
service for both segments as existing conditions without the addition of background and cumulative
project traffic. The other roadway segments in the study area remain at an acceptable LOS D or better.

Analysis Summary

See Figure 4-3 for a graphical depiction of intersection and roadway segment level of service under
Existing Conditions.
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TABLE 4-2

CUMULATIVE CONDITIONS
ROADWAY SEGMENT LEVEL OF SERVICE SUMMARY

AM PEAK HOUR PM PEAK HOUR
AVERAGE AVERAGE
PERCENT TRAVEL PERCENT TRAVEL
VOLUME [ TIME-SPENT-| SPEED VOLUME [ TIME-SPENT-| SPEED
HIGHWAY 1 DIRECTION (vph) | FOLLOWING| (mph) LOS (vph) |FOLLOWING| (mph) LOS
between Rio Rd & Carmel Valley Rd (a) SB 643 75.0% 28.4 E 582 72.7% 26.9 E
between Carmel Valley Rd & Ocean Ave (a SB 1,576 95.6% 14.3 F 1,600 100.0% 13.1 F
VOLUME | FLOW RATE | DENSITY VOLUME | FLOW RATE | DENSITY
HIGHWAY 1 DIRECTION |  (vph) (pephpl)©@ | (pc/mifin) | LOS (vph) (pephpl)@ | (pe/mifin) | LOS
between Rio Rd & Carmel Valley Rd (a) NB 899 546 12.1 B 1,110 688 15.3 B
between Carmel Valley Rd & Ocean Ave (a NB 1,564 1,005 22.3 C 1,752 988 22.0 C
NB 1,809 1,198 26.6 D 1,970 1,197 26.6 D
between Ocean Ave & Carpenter St (b)
SB 1,697 1,042 23.2 C 1,652 993 221 C

Notes:

II_gc) pcphpl = passenger cars per hour per lane

(b ) Four-lane segment analyzed as a four-leg segment using HCS 5.21 software

(a) Three-lane segment analyzed as a four-lane segment on the northbound side and a directional two-lane segment on the southbound side using HCS 5.21 software
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5.0 FINDINGS AND CONCLUSIONS

Summary of Analysis

Analysis of SR-1 in the vicinity of the Carmel Valley Master Plan indicated the following deficiencies in
the study area roadway network:

e Existing Conditions

o Allintersections were determined to operate at an acceptable LOS in both peak periods.

0 The segment of SR-1 between Rio Road & Carmel Valley Road currently operates at
LOS E in both peak periods. The segment of SR-1 between Carmel Valley Road &
Ocean Avenue in the southbound direction currently operates at LOS F in both peak
periods. All other segments operate at an acceptable LOS.

e Cumulative Conditions

o Cumulative Conditions assume the construction of the Caltrans SR-1 project as outlined
in the 2005 PSR, which includes the construction of a truck climbing lane from Rio Road
to Carmel Valley Road and associated intersection improvements.

o0 Three of the four study intersections were determined to operate at an acceptable LOS in
both peak periods. The intersection of SR-1 and Ocean Avenue is projected to operate at
LOS E during the p.m. peak-hour under cumulative conditions.

0 The segment of SR-1 between Rio Road & Carmel Valley Road in the southbound
direction is forecast to operate at LOS E in both peak periods. The segment of SR-1
between Carmel Valley Road & Ocean Avenue in the southbound direction is forecast to
operate at LOS F in both peak periods. All other segments operate at an acceptable LOS.
While, the two deficient segments would experience slightly worsened conditions with
the addition of cumulative project traffic, this represents the same level of service as
existing conditions.

Improvement Options

In order to address the existing and forecast deficiencies on the southbound segments of SR-1 between
Ocean Avenue and Rio Road, SR-1 would need to be widened to two lanes in the southbound direction.
This improvement project would carry significant cost. This is a 1.13 mile segment. The climbing lane
under design from Rio Road to Carmel Valley Road is projected to cost $3.548 Million, based on a PSR
for the project prepared in 2005. This equates to a cost of approximately $11.7 Million per mile.
Therefore, it is approximated that the widening of southbound SR-1 from Ocean Avenue to Rio Road
would cost approximately $13.3 Million. This is a very rough calculation and is provided for
informational purposes only. Approximately one-third of the projected northbound climbing lane cost is
attributed to environmental mitigation. Without a full analysis of the environmental mitigation necessary
for the widening from Ocean Avenue to Rio Road there is a substantial amount of uncertainty in the
projected cost for the roadway improvement.

As an alternative improvement, the merge point for southbound SR-1 may be moved slightly to the south
to increase its distance from the Ocean Avenue intersection. Currently, SR-1 merges from two
southbound lanes to one southbound lane approximately 300 feet south of the SR-1 & Ocean Avenue
intersection. Due to the proximity of the merge point to the Ocean Avenue intersection, vehicles queue
back from the merge point into the intersection, affecting intersection operations. By moving the merge
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point, additional capacity can be provided on SR-1 south of Ocean Avenue, improving intersection
operations and slightly enhancing roadway capacity. This improvement would not result in an improved
level of service for SR-1. Roadway widening to Carmel Valley Road or Rio Road is the only way to
improve the existing and forecast deficiency to an acceptable level of service.

The distance that the merge point will be moved is the determining factor in the cost of the improvement.
In order to avoid substantial tree removal and environmental mitigation, it is suggested to move the merge
point no more than two hundred feet to the south. It is not anticipated that the improvement project
would require additional right-of-way. Based on a preliminary estimate of probable cost, moving the
merge point two hundred feet to the south is projected to roughly cost between $500,000 and $1 Million,
including engineering and environmental costs. A more detailed opinion of probable cost based on a
preliminary engineering design is necessary to narrow down that range and increase the confidence in that
estimate.

Since the lack of sufficient capacity on SR-1 is an existing deficiency, the cost of a widening project
cannot be applied solely to new development in Carmel Valley or in the county as a whole. Therefore,
alternative funding sources would need to be identified to pay the fraction of the total improvement cost
associated with existing traffic. Only 11% of the total forecast trips on SR-1 between Rio Road and
Carmel Valley Road are new trips that are forecast to originate or end in the Carmel Valley Planning
Area. And only 22% of the total forecast trips on this segment are attributable to future development
anywhere in Monterey County or surrounding counties. For SR-1 between Carmel Valley Road and
Ocean Avenue, only 4% of the total forecast trips are new trips that are forecast to originate or end in the
Carmel Valley Planning Area. And only 7% of the total forecast trips on this segment are attributable to
future development anywhere in Monterey County or surrounding counties. Therefore, the substantial
majority of the project cost for SR-1 widening would need to be covered by means other than
development impact fees. These improvements are not included in the TAMC Regional Traffic Impact
Fee Program, nor in any Caltrans planning efforts. Therefore, only a small portion of the project
financing can be identified at this time. Since neither improvement alternative on SR-1 between Ocean
Avenue and Rio Road is currently considered financially feasible, the projects should not be added to the
Carmel Valley Master Plan Traffic Impact Fee program.

The intersection of SR-1 and Ocean Avenue becomes deficient in the Cumulative Conditions scenario
during the p.m. peak-hour. As identified by the September Ranch Subdivision Re-circulated EIR, the
intersection would be improved to an acceptable level of service with the addition of a westbound right-
turn lane. As stated in the paragraph above, only a small percentage of the trips traveling through the SR-
1 and Ocean Avenue intersection are attributable to future development within the Carmel Valley
Planning Area. Therefore, this improvement cannot be fully funded by the Carmel Valley Master Plan
Traffic Impact Fee program and would require additional funding from other sources that have not been
identified. As such, this improvement is considered infeasible and should not be added to the Carmel
Valley Master Plan Traffic Impact Fee program.
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APPENDIX A

= Existing Traffic Volume Data
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S 6:330AM
O BM45AMS N
7:00AM -~ 52 - 15 169 69
7Z:15AM- 00 73 16 5_221.- : 90' L
7:30AM 1020 26 255 92
7:45AM 0 92 ,'12: ©240. - 102
© 800AM - 1100 17 . 243 - 149
C8II5AMS 106 19 225
C830AM - 86 21 . 211
- 845AM° 91 - 23 - _225,
C900AM
T9I5AM
9:30AM
C9:45AM -
- 10:00 AM
- 10:15AM.
S0 10:30 AM
- 10:45AM -
C11:00AM
oo 1isAMe
JU1130AM
»]11 45 AM, A

© 134

162
104

o103

IR ) S
C221

141

- 163 -
C 7:’ 147

189

557

675"

662

408
736
667
660 .

569 -

NR | SL_ ST
149 | 1789 -

NLNT

E VOLVUMESV—',:V S0 72

. AMPezk HrBeginsat:  730AM

410 74 | 963
PEAK HR.
0945 0936

' CONTROL: ~ Signalized.

SR
o2 0 |

oo |

WL WTV WR
0 0 1382

TOTAL
4934

786

Coo7ss

s |

090 [




N S STREET

SR—

Intersectlon Turnmg Movement

-~ Prepared by:

Natlonal Data & Surveymg VSerwces

-W STREET Carmel Valley Rd

DATE 06/ 1 1/ 2008

DAY WEDNESDAY

LOCATION Clty of Carmel by-the Sear Sl

PROJECT #

O LANES:

:jNQRTHBOUND; ;5

NN

110

e

EASTBOUND

WESTBOUND

WT WR : TOTAL

~1:00 PM

CUI5PM L

1:30PM

'2:00 PM .

2115 PM

2:330PM

" 2:145PM
3:00 PM-
- 3:115PM -
© 3:30 PM
-~ 3:45PM
 4:00PM

4:15PM

 4:45pPM

' 6:30 PM

5:00PM -

BUSPM

C5:30PM

- 5M45PM.
S 6:00PM -
" 6:15PM-

-~ 6:45PM

Cas8 21
. 194 25
430PM

220 15
148 23

o164 - 14

Co131 16
155 22

169" 19

154

oo
179 :
186 88 -
183 -

215

106
1128
110

106 -
198 96 -
104
195

L2011 640
S 282
02250
176
181 - :
178 = 650
183 649 -
206 679

749

658

JOTAL

~ VOLUMES = -

PEAK =

- VOLUMES =

f'NL-ff-NT E
S0

“PM Peak Hr Begins 'a‘t:rf'

. PEAKHR.

- FACTOR:

© CONTROL:

‘NR
1339

0.865

B S,ignélized' '

155: |
415’PM,'::-7.--‘»3

731 82

SL st
1500

738 -

839 0

a2 0 |

. QQZQ‘V;V."

0.000

“WR | TOTAL | -
1612 5445 |

844 ,2827;'75"‘

o805 | osss |

08 7384 002 e R

- 709 BRI

21




N-S STREET:

- E-W STREET:

Ocean'Ave =

Intersectlon Turnmg Movement

- Prepared by: - - ..
Natlonal Data & Surveylng Serwces

DATE 06/ 1 1/ 2008

DAY WEDNESDAY PROJECT# : 08 7384 003

' LANES S

'NORTHBOUND

1

SOUTHBOUND ;"EAs_T,BouND R WEST‘BOUND, —

EL 7 ET- ER'- WL WF  WR TOTAL =

NT MR SL st SR

~6:00 AM

U 6ISAM

"6:30 AM

- 6:45 AM
7:00 AM

- 7:A5AM-

-7:30 AM
7:45 AM

- 8:00 AM
8:15AM.
- 8:30AM
8145 AM.
© - 9:00 AM

22

30
23
39

25

35

C9i5AM

9:30AM
© . 9145 AM.

- 10:00AM
10:15AM

- 10:30AM
1045AM.

S 11:00AM
SIS AMS
T 11:30AM
11:45AM

19
22

484
635
78

B 4 6
36 - 9 12
20

o231 18 -
26 - 10 26
c43--21 34 420 14 _ o
3201324027 17 15 817
4. 4 21 170 12011 - 830
44 .49 27 11° 8 8 . 85
48 46 -1 31 100002 2 - 697
©38..-60 34 8. 5 1 815

- 28
29 -
38 -

- 222
278
275
325
415
411
324
372

121 16
147 28
216 53
276 19
228 12
246 6
2000 8
248 11 .

coworwvwuw . |

= JFTOTAL

" VOLUMES =

PEAK -
VOLUMES =

© PEAKHR.

- FACTOR .

* CONTROL:

N NT
| 215

AM Peak Hr Beglns at

14

Signalized

TOTAL
5910

"ET. ER | WL
74 7L

s 215

—
321

R
303

~SL__ ST

NR F
1682 1537 21 - 2622

".796"6', 9 |13 1426 153 [ 166 43 106 | 97 51 54 | 3279 |

0900 ~ose9 | osa | oess | ogeo |

LOCATION Clty of Carmel by-the Sea o




Intersectlon Turmng Movement

Prepared by
Natlonal Data & Surveylng Serwces

N SSTREET SR— ER ,",D,A:TE': 06/11/2008 LOCATION: Clty of Carmel by-the-Sea s

EWSTREET Ocean Ave ,,—'DAY':,WEDNESDAY';";: , PROJECT# 08 7384- 003

NQRTHBQ'UND" ~ SOUTHBOUND EASTBOUND 5 WESTBOUND

S U NL NTNRCSL ST SR B ET —'ER; WL WT WR TOTAL
LANES: 1 15 5 1 2 1 13 03 3 13 3 3 ,

00 PM
1:15PM - -
1:30PM
1:45 PM -
- 2:00 PM
. 2i15PM
- 2:30 PM
o245PM
©3:00PM
3:15PM
D 330PM
oBd4sPMC
C 4:00PM 32 - 305 -
C415PM 430 407
_4:30PM . 38 - 382
S 445PM - 31 314
5:00PM . 29 - 326
5:15PM 42 - 311 - -
5:30PM 45 279
5:45PM 035 321 -
6:00 PM o
- 6:15PM.
©U6:30PM
e 45 PM

S
904

30 -
40
A
38
a6
87
-

246 35 58
© 292 30 76
289 56 84
©.270° 5282
30263 90
313 55 - 83

320 64 80
294 61 - 64

805

862
852
841

U
AR ANAS

GUAEBWWRO
O W NNNN =

Moo HROoOROW .

R WNWERNOER -

NL NT. NR.
205 2645 16

N TOTAL

~SL ST SR | EL_ _ET _ER - WT WR
',VOLUMEST

1o :2326 416 | 617 30 311 _.'67 3 19_

6786 |-

PM Peak Hr Beglns at 415PM

" PEAK -

867 ..

' »;VOLUMES = '141' - 1429 6 |20 1153 201 |332. 14 163 | 30. .11 -8 | 3400 |

" PEAKHR.

FacTor: | o876 | o | oess | os7 | o5

o CONTROL ;'Sigrnalriz'ed"' o 7—




o N-S'STREET:

E-W STVRE'ET

Intersectmn Turnmg Movement

S Prepared by. T
Natlonal Data & Surveylng Serwces

SR-1

Carpenter St

 DAY: WEDNESDAY. -

_-'_.DAT'E'=.‘56/1'1.-/;2'0:68»: e

PROJ ECT#

. LOCATION Clty ofCarmeI by-the Sea_'_-’;"-j'[

08 7384 004 EE

— ‘NORTHBQUNVD B

LANES:

ML

NT
15

SOUTHBOUND .
SR

j EASTBOUND —
ER.
5

, ;'WL' -
15

1

. 'WESTB'OUND.'V"I SR

CTOTAL

T 600AM
BISAM.

- - 6:30 AM

6:45 AM R

7:00 AM
7:15AM

-7:30 AM

C7:45AM
S 8:00AM
- 8:15AM .
T O8I30AM
- BHA5AM
" 9:00AM
T 9:15AM
19:30 AM -

 9:45AM

1 10:00 AM

. 10:15AM.
10:30 AM
10:45 AM -

.

CON W = S0 N AN

C1L00AM

CI1I15AMC

" 11:30 AM

?,-‘11 45 AM:‘ o

171

321

140
259
268
295
$ 248
311

e AN WNe

_N,\l_w.oa_v.‘n..oo_mwn-. SR

262

C 325
349
360
320
317
334
338

64.

74
135
205
147
142
123
158

45
51
69
93 -
107
81
80
107

WNBARRROOR

TrNoaBEs

NeR A0

12

14

13

536

‘821

| 'FTOTAL
* VOLUMES =

PEAK
~'VOLUMES =

'PEAK HR.

CUEACTOR: | o

~ CONTROL:

ST
28

17

- AM Peak Hr Begins at: -

0893

Slgnallzed

'1'14_3 -

NT .~ NR
2013 15

730AM

o

59

2605

1346

"SR
'1048

629

0880

“EL -

633

350

'ER

43

s

g

R

-

“TOTAL |
6621

3651

| o7 |

660
865
1018
8
891 -




Intersectlcn Turnmg Movement

Prepared by .
Natlonal Data & Surveylng Serwces

N SSTREET sR-' - 3 .'.D'AT'E': 06/11/2008 ey LOCATION Clty of Carmel by-the Sea

EWSTREET Carpenter St DAY WEDNESDAY PROJECT# ' 08_7_384-_004__ ,

:_NQRTHDDUND;*:;;SOUTHBQUNDDD estAsTBouND,,;qf \NESTBOUND —

ML NT MRS ST SR B ET  ER VVL vvr VVRf CTOTAL -

CLANES: 1 15 5 1 2.t 2 5 5 L5 R R

1:00 PM°
1:15PM -
1:30PM" -
T 1i45PM
2:00PM .
zseMo
- 2:30PM .
245PM.
3:00 PM . -
3:15PM -
'3:30PM.
-7 3:145'PM.
" 4:00PM
415PM
. 430PM -
U 445PM
5:00 PM .
S5I5PM.
5:30 PM
| 545PM
~ 6:00PM . ...
- 6:15PM -
. 6:30PM
j645PM :

00197301 - 155 184
21 341 155 181
.15 360 - 179 - 165 °
9 367 156 - 185

9 355 174 180

5 367 167 149 =
-7 378 135 130
170 350 118 - 116

388' -
- 457 .

472
- 429 .
- 436
413

367
384

5 1187 ¢
10 1185 -
14 1205
131148
901047
05 1025 -

OO NDUIW
B NRWNNW

NWRORNNN
waOLBouwa

'-hwl‘\)‘oougf\lmvm' el
©
BeeNaeas |

WeoWT VR | TOTAL
39 26 74| 9109

~EL ET',j,ER

T W W WS 5 R E
1290 46 44 |

" VOLUMES= | 40 3346 44 | 102 2819 1239’

PNlPeakHrBegnsat asem S RN R

- ePEAK LSS T Sl o R,
_.;vanJMEs-—; 19 ©1794 25 | 54 1423 664 | 711 - 18 24 | 17 16 36 | 4801

FACTOR: | oess | oges | o0 | o7sa | oss |

© CONTROL: = - Signalized -~~~

1 1088




Prepared by NDS/ATD

Violures for: Wednesday, June 11, 2008 City: Carmel-By#-the-Sea Project #: 08-7387-001

Location: SR-* btwn Rio Rd & Carmel Yaliey Rd

AM Period NB SB EB WB PM Period NB SB EB _.WB

00:00 13 8 12:00 179 132

00:15 6 9 12:15 160 147

00:30 5 4 12:30 182 134

00:45 8 32 7 28 60 12:45 170 691 132 545 1236
01:00 3 6 13:00 159 132

01:15 2 1 13:15. 179 128

01:30 2 3 13:30 201 110

01:45 2 9 1 11 20 13:45 198 737 111 481 1218
02:00 1 5 14:00 195 121

02:15 1 4 14:15 166 123

02:30 2 6 14:30 182 133

02:45 1 5 2 17 22 14:45 171 714 138 515 1229
03:00 0 6 15:00 205 127

03:15 2 4 15:15 194 112

03:30 3 6 15:30 221 118

03:45 5 10 8 24 34 15:45 194 814 123 480 1294
04:00 3 6 16:00 189 106

04:15 2 1 16:15 200 114

04:30 5 6 16:30 232 113

04:45 8 18 6 19 37 16:45 178 799 122 455 1254
05:00 7 7 17:00 212 108

05:15 9 11 17:15 186 104

05:30 12 21 17:30 161 104

05:45 16 44 18 57 101 17:45 160 719 90 406 1125
06:00 24 35 18:00 176 86

06:15 33 46 18:15 170 82

06:30 24 69 18:30 134 65

06:45 42 123 101 251 374 18:45 136 616 80 313 929
07:00 49 78 19:00 112 81

07:15 97 82 19:15 109 61

07:30 122 94 19:30 106 67

07:45 106374 132 386 760 19:45 86 413 55 264 677
08:00 131 158 20:00 83 63

08:15 116 156 20:15 74 42

08:30 109 122 20:30 71 56

08:45 134 490 143 579 1069 20:45 51 279 53 214 493
09:00 108 143 21:00 91 51

09:15 102 145 21:15 66 40

09:30 140 165 21:30 52 50

09:45 149 499 145 598 1097 21:45 30 239 30 171 410
10:00 119 135 22:00 44 33

10:15 132 140 22:15 41 27

10:30 141 144 22:30 38 26

10:45 146 538 156 575 1113 22:45 38 161 13 99 260
11:00 146 122 23:00 31 15

11:15 172 142 23:15 13 13

11:30 162 133 23:30 18 10

11:45 165 645 160 557 1202 23:45 13 75 13 51 126

Total Vol. 2787 3102 6257 3994




Prepared by NDS/ATD

Volumes for: Wedresday, June 11, 208 City: Carmel-By-the-Sea Project #; 08-7387-002
Location: SR-1 btwn Cars;

ie! Valley Rd & Ocean Ave

AM Period NB SB EB WB PM Period NB SB EB WB
00:00 30 14 1200 321 312
00:15 22 22 12:15 316 381
00:30 8 9 1230 332 359
0045 12 72 14 59 131 1245 318 1287 372 1424 2711
01:00 5 11 13:00 309 326
01:15 2 7 13:15 325 328
0130 5 4 1330 331 298
o145 3 15 5 27 42 1345 347 1312 304 1256 2568
0200 2 6 1400 336 321
0215 7 7 1415 318 356
0230 1 8 1430 342 324
0245 5 15 4 25 40 14:45 363 1359 351 1352 2711
0300 1 10 15:00 412 333
0x:15 2 15:15 367 302
0330 6 7 15:30 399 337
0345 5 14 12 34 48 1545 377 1555 361 1333 2888
0400 0 6 16:00 389 331
0415 4 9 16:15 384 318
0430 8 27 16:30 412 335
0445 25 37 30 72 109 1645 337 1522 363 1347 2869
05:00 15 19 1700 399 320
0515 27 40 17:15 345 385
0530 37 50 17:30 315 370
0545 42 121 83 192 313 1745 310 1369 302 1377 2746
06:00 52 100 18:00 300 271
06:15 82 148 18:15 253 244
06:30 97 180 18:30 260 189
06:45 131 362 245 673 1035 1845 228 1041 199 903 1944
07:00 154 251 19:00 238 203
07:15 246 304 19:15 228 155
0730 360 357 1930 174 166
07:45 313 1073 409 1321 2304 1945 159 799 128 652 1451
08:00 263 407 20:00 164 150
08:15 246 403 2045 144 131
0830 226 339 2030 131 127
08:45 300 1035 388 1537 2572 2045 119 558 131 539 1097
0%:00 231 368 21:00 151 126
09:15 265 296 2:15 126 112
09:30 295 317 2:30 112 122
09:45 305 1096 328 1309 2405 2145 74 463 108 468 931
10:00 285 297 2:00 89 78
10:15 270 303 2:15 82 56
10:30 288 314 230 72 59
10:45 283 1126 315 1229 2355 2245 64 307 54 247 554
11:00 273 299 23:00 62 37
11:15 308 319 315 45 32
11:30 292 313 330 27 30
11:45 304 1177 384 1315 2492 2345 30 164 35 134 298

Total Vol. 11736 11032

Daily Totals
NB  SB _EB




wlodns

e

AM Period NB
00:00 34
00:15 23
00:30 15
00:45 7
01:00 7
01:15 2
01:30 2
01:45 3
02:00 4
02:15 5
02:30 2
02:45 6
03:00 3
03:15 5
03:30 7
03:45 8
04:00 1
04:15 4
04:30 9
04:45 20
05:00 20
.05:15 27
05:30 39
05:45 42
06:00 39
06:15 72
06:30 99
06:45 128
07:00 148
07:15 194
07:30 316
07:45 316
08:00 282
08:15 282
08:30 271
08:45 328
09:00 273
09:15 282
09:30 298
09:45 348
10:00 311
10:15 312
10:30 324
10:45 309
11:00 294
1:15 346
11:30 348
11:45 359

Total Vol.

S lit%

Peak Hour

Volume

P.H.F.

18 NS

79

14

17

23

34

128

338

974

1163

1201

1256

1347
6574

44.7%

11:45

1487
0.89

SB
23

155
217
253

285
394
407
379

376
368
385
391

328
316
313
346

307
325
324
314

318
341
345
404

Prepared by NDS/ATD

EB wB
65 144
27 41
25 42
33 56
77 111
218 346
721 1059
1465 2439
1520 2683
1303 2504
1270 2526
1408 2755
8132 14706
o
H
AM
55.3% 37.4%
07:15 11:45
1556 2864
0.96 0.94

PM Period

12:00
12:15
12:30
12:45

13:00
13:15
13:30
13:45

14:00
14:15
14:30
14:45

15:00
15:15
15:30
15:45
16:00
16:15
16:30
16:45

17:00
17:15
17:30
17:45
18:00
18:15
18:30
18:45
19:00
19:15
19:30
19:45
20:00
20:15
20:30
20:45
21:00
21:15
21:30
21:45
22:00
22:15
22:30
22:45
23:00
23:15
23:30
2345

LS (1] ]

NB

357
351
420
377

337
391
371
409

365
346
396
413

433
425
466
408

428
423
454
462

443
392
402
363
351
305
302
260

236
249
193
186

174
170
146
138

174
171
138
103

95
82
109
80

66
52
26
24

1505

1508

1520

1732

1767

1600

1218

864

628

586

366

168
13462

54.7%
16:15

1782
0.97

SB

342
335
296
360

324
342
322
325

351
360
355
363

324
315
342
351

303
335
364
333

346
375
347
318

275
249
210
221

198
174
164
141

145
154
136
116
117
111
133
103

73
62
57
57

40
30
33
33

1333

1313

1429

1332

1335

1386

955

677

551

464

249

136
11160

45.3%
14:00

1429
0.98

EB

PM

WB

2838

2821

2949

3064

3102

2986

2173

1541

1179

1050

615

304
24622

62.6%

16:30

3169
0.97



APPENDIX B

Interséctioh Level of Service Worksheets
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APPENDIX C

= Roadway Segment Level of Service Worksheets
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TWO-WAY TWO-LANE HIGHWAY SEGMENT WORKSHEET

7General Information Site Information

Analyst BTJ Highway SR-1
Agency or Company Kimley-Horn From/To Rio/Carmel Valley
Date Performed 7/8/2008 Jurisdiction Monterey County
Analysis Time Period AM Analysis Year Existing
Project Description: Carmel Valley TIP
Input Data
Class | highway I— Class 1l highway
_____________ Shaulder wickh R Terrain Level I_ Rolling
-— Lane width ft Two-way hourly volume 1284 veh/h
. T Directional split 53147
— Lane width R | Peak-hour factor, PHF 0.97
_____________ Shoulderwickh N No-passing zone 100
Suw Fnnh ferow e Trucks and Buses , P 8%
Segment length, Ly mi % Recreational vehicles, Pg 0%
Access points/ mi 0
Average Travel Speed
Grade adjustment factor, f (Exhibit 20-7) 0.99
Passenger-car equivalents for trucks, E (Exhibit 20-9) 1.5
Passenger-car equivalents for RVs, E (Exhibit 20-9) 1.1
Heavy-vehicle adjustment factor, f,,,,=1/ (1+ PHE-1)+PR(ERT)) 0.962
1 = g %
Two-way flow rate ', Vo (pe/h)=V/ (PHF * f5 * fy) 1391
vp, * highest directional split proportion? (pc/h) 737
Free-Flow Speed from Field Measurement Estimated Free-Flow Speed
Base free-flow speed, BFFS, 45.0 mi/h
Field Measured speed, Sgy, mi/h Adj. for lane width and shoulder width?, f g (Exhibit 5 ¢ e
Observed volume, V; veh/h 20-5)
Free-flow speed, FFS FFS=8p,,+0.00776(V{/ fiy ) mi/h Adj. for access points, f, (Exhibit 20-6) 0.0 mi/h
Free-flow speed, FFS (FSS=BFFS-f g-f)) 42.4 mi/h
Adj. for no-passing zones, fnp ( mi/h) (Exhibit 20-11) 1.7
Average travel speed, ATS ( mi/h) ATS=FFS-0.00776vvp-fnp 29.9
Percent Time-Spent-Following
Grade Adjustment factor, fg (Exhibit 20-8) 1.00
Passenger-car equivalents for trucks, E (Exhibit 20-10) 1.0
Passenger-car equivalents for RVs, Eg (Exhibit 20-10) 1.0
Heavy-vehicle adjustment factor, f,=1/ (1+ P{{E4-1)*PRr(Eg-1)) 1.000
Two-way flow rate’, Vo (pcfh)=V/ (PHF * f " f,\) 1324
vy * highest directional split proportion2 (pc/h) 702
Base percent time-spent-following, BPTSF(%)=100(1-e"0-000879vp) 68.8
Adi. for directional distribution and no-passing zone, f,(%)(Exh. 20-12) 8.9
Percent time-spent-following, PTSF(%)=BPTSF+f dinp 77.6
Level of Service and Other Performance Measures
Leve! of service, LOS (Exhibit 20-3 for Class | or 20-4 for Class 1) E
Volume to capacity ratio, v/c=Vp/ 3,200 0.43
Peak 15-min veh-miles of travel, VMT . (veh- mi)= 0.25L(V/PHF) 132
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Peak-hour vehicle-miles of travel, VMT gy (veh- mi)=V*L, 514
Peak 15-min total travel time, TT,5(veh-h)= VMTo/ATS 4.4
Notes

1. If Vp >= 3,200 pc/h, terminate analysis-the LOS is F.
2. If highest directional split Vp>= 1,700 pc/h, terminated anlysis-the LOS is F.

- oY &~ VLR &~
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TWO-WAY TWO-LANE HIGHWAY SEGMENT WORKSHEET

General Information Site Information

Analyst BTJ Highway SR-1

Agency or Company Kimley-Horn From/To Rio/Carmel Valley
Date Performed 7/8/2008 Jurisdiction Monterey County
Analysis Time Period PM Analysis Year Existing

Project Description: Carmel Valley TIP

Base free-flow speed, BFFSEy,

Input Data
E_f] Class | highway I'"l Class Il highway
_____________ ¥ Shouider wicth  _____ #t Terrain 7 Levet [ Roliing
-—— P Lane width it Two-way hourly volume 1367 veh/h
E = Directional split 60/ 40
T ] Lane width ft Peak-hour factor, PHF 0.95
_____________ & Shoulderwidth it | No-passing zone 100
Stiow Morth frowr. 70 Trucks and Buses , P 8%
Segmentfength. Ly . mi % Recreational vehicles, Py 0%
Access points/ mi 0
Average Travel Speed
Grade adjustment factor, f (Exhibit 20-7) 0.99
Passenger-car equivalents for trucks, E; (Exhibit 20-9) 1.5
Passenger-car equivalents for RVs, ER (Exhibit 20-9) 1.1
Heavy-vehicle adjustment factor, f,,,=1/ (1+ PH{E;-1)+PR(Ex-1) ) 0.962
1 = e
Two-way flow rate ', Vg (pe/h)=VI (PHF * f5 * i) 1512
Vo * highest directional split proportion2 {pc/h) 907
Free-Flow Speed from Field Measurement Estimated Free-Flow Speed
45.0 mi/h

Peak 15-min veh-miles of travel, VMT ¢ (veh- mi)= 0.25L (V/PHF)

[Field Measured speed, Sg, mi/h Adj. for lane width and shoulder width?, g (Exhibit 5 5 n
Observed volume, \ veh/h 20-5)

Free-flow speed, FFS FFs=SFM+O.00776(Vf/ va ) mi/h Adj for access points, fA (EXhlblt 20-6) 0.0 mi/h

Free-flow speed, FFS (FSS=BFFS-f, g-f5) 42.4 mi/h

Adj. for no-passing zones, f, ( mi/h) (Exhibit 20-11) 1.6

Average travel speed, ATS ( mi‘h) ATS=FFS-0.OO776vp-fnlD 29.1

Percent Time-Spent-Following

Grade Adjustment factor, f (Exhibit 20-8) 1.00

Passenger-car equivalents for trucks, E; (Exhibit 20-10) 1.0
IPassenger-car equivalents for RVs, E (Exhibit 20-10) 1.0

Heavy-vehicle adjustment factor, fi,,=1/ (1+ P{(E4-1)+PR(Eg-1)) 1.000

Two-way flow rate?, vy (pe/h)=V/ (PHF * g ™ fi) 1439

vp * highest directional split proportion2 (pc/h) 863

Base percent time-spent-following, BPTSF(%)=100(1-¢0-000879vy) 71.8

Adj. for directional distribution and no-passing zone, fy;, (% )Exh. 20-12) 7.9

Percent time-spent-following, PTSF(%)=BPTSF+f dinp 79.6

Level of Service and Other Performance Measures

Level of service, LOS (Exhibit 20-3 for Class | or 20-4 for Class 1) E

Volume to capacity ratio, v/c=Vp/ 3,200 0.47

144
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Peak-hour vehicle-miles of travel, VMTGO(veh- mi)=V*Lt 547

Peak 15-min total travel time, TT,5(veh-h)= VMT ,5/ATS 5.0

Notes
1. If Vp >= 3,200 pc/h, terminate analysis-the LOS is F.
2. If highest directional split Vp>= 1,700 pc/h, terminated anlysis-the LOS is F.
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DIRECTIONAL TWO-LANE HIGHWAY SEGMENT WORKSHEET
General Information Site Information
Analyst BTJ Highway / Direction of Travel SR-1
Agency or Company Kimley-Horn From/To Carmel Valley/Ocean
Date Performed 7/8/2008 Jurisdiction Monterey County
Analysis Time Period AM Analysis Year Existing
Project Description: Carmel Valley TIP
Input Data
_____________ § Shoulderwidth ~ ~ #t |
-— b Lane width ft “ Class | highway l_f Class Il highway
—= | Lane width It Terrain 7 Level Rolling
__________ !: Shoulder width ga o hee o AR Grade Length mi Up/down
_______________ Peak-hour factor, PHF 0.95
= z No-passing zone 100%
Segment length, Ly _ mi g .
Shows Farih Arfow % Trucks and Buses , Py 8%

Analysis direction vol., Vd 1576veh/h

Opposing direction vol., V 1273veh/h

% Recreational vehicles, PR 0%
Access points/ mi 2

Average Travel Speed

Analysis Direction (d) Opposing Direction (0)
Passenger-car equivalents for trucks, E (Exhibit 20-8 or 20-15) 1.5 1.5
Passenger-car equivalents for RVs, E (Exhibit 20-9 or 20-17) 1.1 1.1
Heavy-vehicle adjustment factor, f,,=1/ (1+ P{(E4-1)}+PR(Eg-1)) 0.962 0.962
Grade adjustment factor 1 fg (Exhibit 20-7 or 20-13) 0.99 0.99
Directional flow rate?, vi(pclh) vi=Vii(PHF*f .\ fo) 1743 1408

Free-Flow Speed from Field Measurement

Estimated Free-Flow Speed

) Base free-flow speed?, BFFS,, 45.0 mih

Field measured speed?, Sem mith

Adj. for lane width and shoulder width,? f, s(Exh 20-5) 2.6 mi/h
Observed volume?, \A veh/h

) Adj. for access pointsa, fA (Exhibit 20-5) 0.5 mih

Free-flow speed, FFS; FFS=S¢,,+0.00776(V{/ f, ) mifh

Free-flow speed, FFSd (FSS=BFFS-fLS-fA) 41.9 mi/h
Adjustment for no-passing zones, fnp (Exhibit 20-19) 0.7 mih

Average travel speed, ATS=FFS-0.00776vp-fr,'p 16.8 mith
Percent Time-Spent-Following

Analysis Direction (d) Opposing Direction (0)
Passenger-car equivalents for trucks, E4(Exhibit 20-10 or 20-16) 1.0 1.0
Passenger-car equivalents for RVs, Eg (Exhibit 20-10 or 20-16) 1.0 1.0
Heavy-vehicle adjustment factor, f,,=1/ (1+ P{(E1-1)+Pr(Ex-1) ) 1.000 1.000
Grade adjustment factor’, fg (Exhibit 20-8 or 20-14) 1.00 1.00
Directional flow rate?, vi(pe/h)=V(PHF " f5) 1659 1340
b

Base percent time-spent-following®, BPTSF(%)=100(1-e®Vd ) 92.0
Adj. for no-passing zone, fmD (Exhibit. 20-20) 28.3
Percent time-spent-following, PTSF(%)=BPTSF+f oD 107.6
Level of Service and Other Performance Measures
Level of service, LOS (Exhibit 20-3 or 20-4) F
Volume to capacity ratio, v/c=Vp/ 1,700 1.03
Peak 15-min veh-miles of travel, VMT , 5 (veh- mi)=0.25L (V/PHF) 373
Peak-hour vehicle-miles of travel, VMTgq(veh- mi)=V*L 1418
Peak 15-min total travel time, TT,5(veh-h)=VMT,;/ATS 22.3
Wnd DS 7 VRS o \RSUREURSUY SERSn [ o (TIPSO, & FUVORPIR DIV SIS JPNDEUIS 1 RN I o DEVSSUSNNNE S o PRGNS Wi, § T o N Wy SIS i1 INNNO
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Notes
1. if the highway is extended segment (level) or rolling terrain, f{G=1.0

2.1 vi{vy or v,) >=1,700 pc/h, terminate analysis--the LOSisF.

3. For the analysis direction only.

4. Exhibit 20-21 provides factors a and b.

5. Use alternative Equation 20-14 if some trucks operate at crawl speeds on a specific downgrade.

Copyright © 2005 University of Florida, All Rights Reserved HCS+™  version 5.21 Generated: 7/16/2008 1:05 PM
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DIRECTIONAL TWO-LANE HIGHWAY SEGMENT WORKSHEET

General Information
Analyst BTJ

Agency or Company Kimley-Hom
Date Performed 7/8/2008
Analysis Time Period PM
Project Description: Carmel Valley TIP
Input Data
______________ Shoulder width 1t
-— Larie width ft
— Lane widith e It
_____________ Shoulder widdhy ___ . #
Segment length, L, mi
Analysis direction vol., Vd 1438veh/h
Opposing direction vol., V 1562veh/h

Average Travel Speed

Passenger-car equivalents for trucks, E (Exhibit 20-9 or 20-15)
Passenger-car equivalents for RVs, Eg (Exhibit 20-9 or 20-17)
Heavy-vehicle adjustment factor, =1/ (1+ PT(ET-1)+PR(ER-1) )
Grade adjustment factor 1 fg (Exhibit 20-7 or 20-13)

1 H 2 = & *
Directional flow rate, v;(pc/h) vi=Vi/APHF*f* fg)

Free-Flow Speed from Field Measurement

Field measured speed?, S, mi/h
Observed volume3, v, vehth
Free-flow speed, FFS; FFS=S,,+0.00776(V{ f.,,, ) mi/h

Adjustment for no-passing zones, fnp (Exhibit 20-19) 0.6 mi/h

Percent Time-Spent-Following

Passenger-car equivalents for trucks, E(Exhibit 20-10 or 20-16)
-Passenger-car equivalents for RVs, Eg (Exhibit 20-10 or 20-16)
Heavy-vehicle adjustment factor, =1/ (1+ P{(E-1)+PR(Ep-1))
Grade adjustment factor®, fg (Exhibit 20-8 or 20-14)

Directional flow rate?, vi(pe/h)=VI(PHF* " fg)

Base percent time-spent-following®, BPTSF(%)=100(1-e"“’db )
Adj. for no-passing zone, fnp (Exhibit. 20-20)

Percent time-spent-following, PTSF(%)=BPTSF+f np

Level of Service and Other Performance Measures
Level of service, LOS (Exhibit 20-3 or 20-4)

Volume to capacity ratio, v/c=Vp/ 1,700
Peak 15-min veh-miles of travel, VMT ;5 (veh- mi)=0.25L (V/PHF)
Peak-hour vehicle-miles of travel, VMTgq(veh- mi)=V*L,

Peak 15-min total travel time, TT,5(veh-h}=VMT 5/ATS

Fot DN 72 NE o DRDIURSIUD DN S o DIPPEIPIIN | ISR PRSP NOEpIUNS s GEppapy B o DIVIS-SUNIPN Ly o PRSVONSIR I ) [ia Lo Ko S SRPASIY

Site Information
Highway / Direction of Travei SR-1

From/To Carmel Valley/Ocean
Jurisdiction Monterey County
Analysis Year Existing

Class Ihighway | Class Il highway

Terrain r Level |— Rolling

Grade Length mi Up/down

Peak-hour factor, PHF 0.97

No-passing zone 100%
St Harlh Arroi % Trucks and Buses , Py 8%

% Recreational vehicles, Py 0%
Access points/ mi 2

Analysis Direction (d) Opposing Direction (0)

1.5 1.5
1.1 1.1
0.962 0.962
0.99 0.99
1557 1692

Estimated Free-Flow Speed
Base free-flow speed3, BFFSgy 45.0 mih

Adj. for lane width and shoulder width,3 fLg(Exh 20-5) 2.6 mi/h

Adj. for access points3, fa (Exhibit 20-5) 0.5 mih
Free-flow speed, FFS, (FSS=BFFS-f 5-f5) 41.9 mi/h
16.1 mith

Average travel speed, ATS=FFS—0.00776vp-fnp

Analysis Direction (d) Opposing Direction (o)

1.0 1.0
1.0 1.0
1.000 1.000
1.00 1.00
1482 { 1610
91.1
19.5
100.4
F
0.92
334
1294
20.8

7110 INNNO



AL LAV PAALALGSL <+ B ov &~ VL &~

Notes
1. If the highway is extended segment (level) or rolling terrain, f{G=1.0 .

2. If vj{vq or v,) >=1,700 pc/h, terminate analysis--the LOS is F.

3. For the analysis direction only.
4. Exhibit 20-21 provides factors a and b.
5. Use alternative Equation 20-14 if some trucks operate at crawl speeds on a specific downgrade.

Copyright © 2005 University of Florida, All Rights Reserved HCS+™  Version 5.21 Generated: 7/8/2008 10:43 AM

LV T VNT N i e e A nal L Nl D Ll LAY L Ol L N kNN T TIO INNNO



MULTILANE HIGHWAYS WORKSHEET(Direction 1)

Flow Rale (pefhim)

General Information

Analyst BTJ
Agency or Company Kimley-Horn
Date Performed 71712008
Analysis Time Period AM

Project Description Carmel Valley TIP
[ Oper.(LOS)

Fiow Inputs

Volume, V (veh/h)

AADT(veh/h)

Peak-Hour Prop of AADT (veh/d)
Peak-Hour Direction Prop, D

DDHV (veh/h)

Driver Type Adjustment 0.95

1273

Calculate Flow Adjustments

fy 0.95
E; 3.0
Speed Inputs

Lane Width, LW (ft) 12.0
Total Lateral Clearance, LC (ft) 10.0
Access Points, A (A/mi) 1
Median Type, M

FFS (measured) 45.0

Base Free-Flow Speed, BFFS
Operations

Operational {LOS)

Flow Rate, vy (pcihiin) 818
Speed, S (mi/h) 45.0
D (pc/mifin) 18.2
LOS C

Copyright © 2005 University of Florida, All Rights Reserved
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2000

o Application
- Operational {LOS)

y Oesign (1)

Design (v}
Planning (LOS)
Planning (N)
Planning (y,)

2400

Site Information

Highway/Direction to Travel
From/To

Jurisdiction

Analysis Year

I"1 Des. (N)

Peak-Hour Factor, PHF

%Trucks and Buses, P,

%RVs, Pg

General Terrain:

Grade  Length (mi)
Up/Down %

Number of Lanes

Er

fHV

Outpnt
LOS. 5. D

M50
. S D
L0s. 5D
B,S D
Yy 5D

Input
FFS. |, b

FFS, L0S, v,
FFS, LOS. N
FFS, N, AADT
FFS, LOS, AADT
FFS, LOS, N

SR-1

Carmel Valley/Ocean Ave
Monterey County

Existing

I Plan. (vp)

0.95

Grade
0.80
6.00

6.0
0.862

Calc Speed Adj and FFS

f,,, (mifh)
f, (mifh)
f, (mih)
f,, (mifh)
FFS (mifh)

Design
Design (N)

Required Number of Lanes, N
Flow Rate, vy (pch)

Max Service Flow Rate (pc/hiin)

Design LOS

HCS+™ version 5.21
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General Information

Analyst

Agency or Company
Date Performed
Analysis Time Period

MULTILANE HIGHWAYS WORKSHEET(Direction 1)

-
I

Sl
1200

Fho Rate pedhiTa

BTJ
Kimley-Horn
7/7/2008
PM

Project Description  Carmel Valley TIP

I Oper.(LOS)

Flow Inputs

Volume, V (veh/h)
AADT(veh/h)

Peak-Hour Prop of AADT (veh/d)

Peak-Hour Direction Prop, D
DDHV (veh/h)
Driver Type Adjustment

1562

0.95

Calculate Flow Adjustments

fp

=

Speed Inputs

Lane Width, LW (ft)

Total Lateral Clearance, LC (ft)
Access Points, A (A/mi)
Median Type, M

FFS (measured)

Base Free-Flow Speed, BFFS

Operations

Operational (LOS)
Flow Rate, v, (pc/hfin)

Speed, S (mi/h)
D (pc/mifln)
LOS

0.95
3.0

12.0
10.0

45.0

983
45.0
21.8

Copyright © 2005 University of Florida, All Rights Reserved
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1600
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o éApplication

- Operational (LOS)
. Design (1)
' Design {vy)
Flanning (LOS)

Plarning (4)
Planning {v,)

2400

Site Information

Highway/Direction to Travel
From/To

Jurisdiction

Analysis Year

[T Des. (N)

Peak-Hour Factor, PHF
%Trucks and Buses, PT
%RVs, Pp

General Terrain:

Grade  Length (mi)
Up/Down %

Number of Lanes

Er

fHV

Inptit Cutput
FFS. B LOS. 5. D
FFS LOS, v, .50
FFS, LOS, N Ue S D
FFS. N, RADT L05, 5. D
FFS, LOS, AADT MS D
FFS, LOS, N ¥y 3.0

SR-1

Carmel Valley/Ocean Ave

Monterey County

Existing

[ Plan. (vp)

0.97

8

0

Grade

0.80

6.00

2

6.0

0.862

Calc Speed Adj and FFS

f,,, (mifh)
f, ., (milh)
f, (milh)
f,, (mif)
FFS (milh)

Design
Design (N)

Required Number of Lanes, N
Flow Rate, vy (pcih)

Max Service Flow Rate (pc/h/in)

Design LOS

HCS+™ version 5.21
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MULTILANE HIGHWAYS WORKSHEET(Direction 1)

=
2w . - -
£ o o T | Avplicaton Input Quipun
2w Froe.Jlog Speed » }iﬁ mi 1( £ . ra - S - | Opmtim;al (LOS) FES, B v 10S, 5, 0
g - I»‘ﬁml‘l'r < — L el z—“;;v Design {1} FFS, LOS. v, M50
T 0 i — 5 —~ = e e Design {vg) FFS, LOS, N 0 S D
= 05 A -é’f —1 r,f'” D w‘-—--F-..\_.g_,’ Planning (LOS) FFS, N, ADT LOS. 5. D
2w N q;\""! ‘m; - i = Dt = Plasming (N) FFS, LOS, AADY NS D
AN TR % o ing fy,)
% 0| 6%"\1 N ol o s Planning () FFS, LOS, N 4 50
=z 0 400 e o] 1200 1600 2000 240
Flow Rate ey
General Information Site Information
Analyst B_TJ Highway/Direction to Travel SR-1
Agency or Company Kimley-Horn From/To Carpenter St/Ocean Ave
Date Performed 7/7/2008 Jurisdiction Monterey County
Analysis Time Period AM Analysis Year Existing
Project Description  Carmel Valley TIP
[ Oper.(LOS) ] Des. (N) [ Pian. (vp)
Flow Inputs
Volume, V (veh/h) 1487 Peak-Hour Factor, PHF 0.89
AADT(veh/h) %Trucks and Buses, P1 8
Peak-Hour Prop of AADT (veh/d) %RVs, Py 0
Peak-Hour Direction Prop, D General Terrain: Rolling
IDDHV (veh/h) Grade Length (mi) 0.00
Driver Type Adjustment 0.95 Up/Down % 0.00
Number of Lanes 2
Calculate Flow Adjustments
fp 0.95 Eq 20
E; 25 foy 0.893
Speed Inputs Calc Speed Adj and FFS
Lane Width, LW (ft) 12.0 £, (mifh)
Total Lateral Clearance, LC (ft) 10.0 f,¢ (mifh)
Access Points, A (A/mi) 1 )
: f, (mifh)
Median Type, M A
FFS (measured) 450 w (i)
Base Free-Flow Speed, BFFS FFS (mifh) 450
IOperations Design
Design (N}
Operational (LOS) :
Required Number of Lanes, N
Flow Rate, vy {pc/hiin) 984
: Flow Rate, v_(pc/h)
Speed, S (mi/h) 45,0 ol
: Max Service Flow Rate (pc/h/in)
D (pc/mifln) 21.9 )
Design LOS
LOS C
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MULTILANE HIGHWAYS WORKSHEET(Direction 1)
;g 1 I f" ¥ e ot
= _ | A D e L e .- Application Input Duiput
R e - B — Operational (LOS) ~ FFS, M, v L0S, S, D
2 !55 fobh £ 3 el S I e Design {4) FFS, LOS, v, NS5 D
g . AT W £ - g B a
T 0 =l .“fg{, ~ i S Design {vg) FFS, LOS, N ¥ 5.0
S TS A T R P I Pt e Planning {LOS) FFS. N, AADT L0, 5.0
g T e < P e P 2 Planning (N) FES, LOS, AADT H.5 D
; o " o A L i 3
s éT o o | et Planning {y,) FFS, LOS, N Y $.D
Zz 0 400 800 1200 1600 2000 240
Fho ftae (i
General Information Site Information
Analyst BTJ Highway/Direction to Travel SR-1
Agency or Company Kimley-Horn From/To Carpenter St/Ocean Ave
Date Performed 7/7/2008 Jurisdiction Monterey County
Analysis Time Period PM Analysis Year Existing
Project Description  Carmel Valley TIP
I™ Oper.(LOS) [1Des. (N) [IPian. (vp)
Flow Inputs
Volume, V {veh/h) 1782 Peak-Hour Factor, PHF 0.97
AADT(veh/h) %Trucks and Buses, Py 8
Peak-Hour Prop of AADT (veh/d) %RVs, Pp 0
Peak-Hour Direction Prop, D General Terrain: Rolling
DDHYV (veh/h) Grade  Length (mi) 0.00
Driver Type Adjustment 0.95 Up/Down % 0.00
Number of Lanes 2
Calculate Flow Adjustments
fy 0.95 Eq 20
E; 25 foy 0.893
Speed Inputs Calc Speed Adj and FFS
Lane Width, LW (ft) 12.0 £, (milh)
Total Lateral Clearance, LC {ft) 10.0 f.¢ (milh)
Access Points, A (A/mi) 1 )
] f, (mifh)
Median Type, M T
FFS (measured) 45.0 w (/)
Base Free-Flow Speed, BFFS FFS (mifh) 450
Operations |Design
Operational (LOS) .
Required Number of Lanes, N
Flow Rate, v (pc/hiin) 1082
k Flow Rate, v, (pc/h)
Speed, S (mi/h) 45.0 P
) Max Service Flow Rate (pc/h/in)
D (pc/mifin) 240 ,
Design LOS
LOS C
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MULTILANE HIGHWAYS WORKSHEET (Direction 2)
§ 70, ¢ IS4 v
= e - L o227 Application Input Qutput
H g lueiursa o b uih 1 L et i Opésational (LOS) FFS. H, v 105,50
g = li5 ml,lz.( £ (.— . Lt _ﬁmz-ﬁ«_ Design {4 FFS, LOS, v, Y
= 50 ;?:“i';:‘r_-ﬁ;{ = =i ;,-__'___ﬁ":‘ Design {vg) FFS, LOS, ¥ 3D
é%" T A Th T S 4 R T‘H::F"‘“‘;l Plasning (LOS) FFS, N, AADT L0S.S. D
£2w 34 i T 5 A = e £ Planning (N) FFS, LOS, ARDY W50
p ¥ =, et e R S <
8 gﬁ & o e g Planning {y,) FFS, LOS, M 4 5.0
z 40 K00 200 1200 1604 2000 2400
Flo fate (pfhin}
‘General Information Site Information
Analyst B_TJ Highway/Direction to Travel SR-1
Agency or Company Kimley-Horn From/To Carpenter St/Ocean Ave
Date Performed 71712008 Jurisdiction Monterey County
Analysis Time Period AM Analysis Year Existing
Project Description Carmel Valley TIP
Oper (LOS) [ Des. (N) I Pian. (vp)
IFlow Inputs
Volume, V (veh/h) 1556 Peak-Hour Factor, PHF 0.96
AADT(veh/h) %Trucks and Buses, P 8
Peak-Hour Prop of AADT (veh/d) %RVs, Py 0
Peak-Hour Direction Prop, D General Terrain; Rolling
DDHYV (veh/h) Grade  Length (mi) 0.00
Driver Type Adjustment 0.95 Up/Down % 0.00
Number of Lanes 2
Calculate Flow Adjustments
fp 0.95 Er 20
E, 25 fy 0.893
Speed Inputs Calc Speed Adj and FFS
Lane Width, LW (ft) 12.0 £, (mifh)
Total Lateral Clearance, LC (ft) 10.0 f. ¢ (milh)
Access Points, A (A/mi) 4 .
i f, (mifh)
Median Type, M
fyy (mi/h)
FFS (measured) 45.0
Base Free-Flow Speed, BFFS FFS (milh) 450
Operations Design
Design (N}
|Operational (LOS) ;
Required Number of Lanes, N
Flow Rate, v_ (pc/h/in) 955
P Flow Rate, v_(pc/h)
Speed, S (mifh) 450 e
) Max Service Flow Rate (pc/h/in)
D (pc/mifin) 212 )
Design LOS
LOS c
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MULTILANE HIGHWAYS WORKSHEET(Direction 2)
£ 1 . . ) ,
= s v L o Application Input Duipt
é_ (0 Froeallow 8 ol s f’i& mi}h{ . Lf . » 7 Qperational [LOS) FFS. v LOS. 5, D
§ : o ,,“.,L : . P T Design {1§) FES. LOS, v, M5 D
U Wil e el i Design {vg) FFS. LOS. K 4 5, D
E Bmih F4 -~ - -t .
g R . -~ Planning (LOS) FFS, N, AADT L0s, 5. D
Em A & T et ‘ . - Planning (N) FFS, LOS, AADT NS D
p = & e i . »“9:" - . .
g 0 \’;] @ O . A ) Planning (v} FFS, LOS, N vy 5.0
2 0 400 800 1000 1600 2000 2400 o
Fhow e (pe/hffiny
General Information Site Information
Analyst BTJ Highway/Direction to Travel SR-1
Agency or Company Kimley-Horn From/To Carpenter St/Ocean Ave
Date Performed 71712008 Jurisdiction Monterey County
Analysis Time Period PM Analysis Year Existing
Project Description  Carmei Valley TIP
[¥] Oper.(LOS) [T Des. (N) ] Plan. (vp)
Flow Inputs
Volume, V (veh/h) 1429 Peak-Hour Factor, PHF 0.98
AADT(veh/h) %Trucks and Buses, Py 8
Peak-Hour Prop of AADT (veh/d) %RVs, Pg 0
Peak-Hour Direction Prop, D General Terrain: Rolling
DDHV (veh/h) Grade  Length (mi) 0.00
Driver Type Adjustment 0.95 Up/Down % 0.00
Number of Lanes 2
Calculate Flow Adjustments
% 0.95 Eq 20
E; 25 fuy 0.893
Speed Inputs [Calc Speed Adj and FFS
Lane Width, LW (ft) 12.0 £, (mifh)
Total Lateral Clearance, LC (ft) 10.0 f,¢ (milh)
Access Points, A (A/mi) 4 )
] f, (mi/h)
Median Type, M .
FF'S (measured) 45.0 w (i)
Base Free-Flow Speed, BFFS FFS (mi/h) 450
Operations Design
Design (N)
Operational (LOS) ]
Required Number of Lanes, N
Flow Rate, vy (pcth/In} 859
- Flow Rate, v_ (pc/h)
Speed, S (mih) 450 P
. Max Service Flow Rate (pc/h/In)
D (pc/mifin} 194 )
Design LOS
LOS C
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DIRECTIONAL TWO-LANE HIGHWAY SEGMENT WORKSHEET

General Information
Analyst BTJ

Agency or Company Kimley-Homn
Date Performed 7/8/2008
Analysis Time Period AM
Project Description: Carmel Valley TIP
Input Data
____________ Shoulderwidth it
-— Lare width ft
e Lane width it
_____________ S_h Dll '(l_e rji!igt'l _”‘;""‘:"‘_":it
Seqment length, L i
Analysis direction vol., Vd 643veh/h
Opposing direction vol., V 889veh/h

Average Travel Speed

Passenger-car equivalents for trucks, E (Exhibit 20-9 or 20-15)
Passenger-car equivalents for RVs, E (Exhibit 20-9 or 20-17)
Heavy-vehicle adjustment factor, fi,,,=1/ (1+ P(Eq-1)+Pg(Eg-1) )
Grade adjustment factor 1 fg (Exhibit 20-7 or 20-13)

i H 2 = *. *
Directional flow rate®, v;(pc/h) vi=V/(PHF*f,* f5)

Free-Flow Speed from Field Measurement

Field measured speed3, Sem mi/h
Observed volume3, V, veh/h
Free-flow speed, FFS FFS=Sp,+0.00776(V{/ f, ) mith

Adjustment for no-passing zones, fnp (Exhibit 20-19) 1.1 mih

Percent Time-Spent-Following
Passenger-car equivalents for trucks, E(Exhibit 20-10 or 20-16)

Passenger-car equivalents for RVs, Eg, (Exhibit 20-10 or 20-16)

Heavy-vehicle adjustment factor, =1/ (1+ P1(E;-1)+PR(Eg-1))

Grade adjustment factor”, fg (Exhibit 20-8 or 20-14)
Directional flow rate?, vilpe/h)=V {PHF** f5)

b
Base percent time-spent-following?®, BPTSF(%)=100(1-e?d )
Adj. for no-passing zone, fnp (Exhibit. 20-20)

Percent time-spent-following, PTSF(%)=BPTSF+f p

Level of Service and Other Performance Measures
Level of service, LOS (Exhibit 20-3 or 20-4)

Volume to capacity ratio, v/c=Vp/ 1,700
Peak 15-min veh-miles of travel, VMT 5 (veh- mi)=0.25L (V/PHF)
Peak-hour vehicle-miles of travel, VMTg,(veh- mi)=V*L,

Peak 15-min total travel time, TT,5(veh-h)=VMT ;/ATS
I

It AV o AN o WGPPSR ISR B o [EVIVES SR | SN PR S Mpae b BIPSP B o DIVIS.SUGUNPN s o PRSSUNINE S | e ¥V T o Srou

Site Information
Highway / Direction of Travel SR-1

From/To Rio/Carmel Valley
Jurisdiction Monterey County
Analysis Year 2030

F Class | highway Iq Class Il highway

Terrain I_ Level IT Rolling
Grade Length mi Up/down
Peak-hour factor, PHF 0.97
No-passing zone 100%
[+ Q,

Sho TTarih Arfosy % Trucks and Buses , PT 8 %

% Recreational vehicles, Pg 0%
Access points/ mi 0

Analysis Direction (d) Opposing Direction (o)

1.5 1.5
1.1 1.1
0.962 0.962
0.99 0.99
696 963

Estimated Free-Flow Speed
Base free-flow speed?, BFFSgy 45.0 mi/h

Adj. for lane width and shoulder width,3 f_ g(Exh 20-5) 2.6 mi/h

Adj. for access points?, f5 (Exhibit 20-5) 0.0 mi/h
Free-flow speed, FFS, (FSS=BFFS-f o-f,) 42.4 mi/h
28.4 mi/h

Average travel speed, ATS=FFS-O,00776vp-fnp

Analysis Direction (d) Opposing Direction (o)

1.0 1.0
1.0 1.0
1.000 1.000
1.00 1.00
663 916
64.8
25.7
75.6
E
0.41
101
392
3.6
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Notes

1. If the highway is extended segment (level) or rolling terrain, f{G=1.0 .
2. If vi{vy or v,) >=1,700 pc/h, terminate analysis—-the LOS is F.

3. For the analysis direction only.
4. Exhibit 20-21 provides factors a and b.
5. Use alternative Equation 20-14 if some trucks operate at crawl speeds on a specific downgrade.

Copyright © 2005 University of Florida, All Rights Reserved HCS+™ version 5.21 Generated: 7/29/2008 11:03 AM
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DIRECTIONAL TWO-LANE HIGHWAY SEGMENT WORKSHEET

General Information Site Information
Analyst BTJ Highway / Direction of Travel SR-1
Agency or Company Kimley-Horn From/To Rio/Carmel Valley
Date Performed 7/8/2008 Jurisdiction Monterey County
Analysis Time Period PM Analysis Year 2030
Project Description: Carmel Valley TIP
Input Data
____________ I Shoulderwidth " it |
-— L ane width ] it [ class 1 highway ﬂ Class Il highway
—- L Lane width _ It Terrain F'I Level Rolling
. ‘: Shoulderwickh —_____H1 Grade Length mi Up/down
_________________________ Peak-hour factor, PHF 0.95
= 3 No-passing zone 100%
Segment length, i o o
St ar frrow % Trucks and Buses , P 8%
N % Recreational vehicles, P~ 0%
Analysis direction vol., Vd 582veh/h Access points/ mi 0
Opposing direction vol., V 1110veh/h

Average Travel Speed

Analysis Direction (d) Opposing Direction {o0)
Passenger-car equivalents for trucks, E; (Exhibit 20-9 or 20-15) 1.5 1.5
Passenger-car equivalents for RVs, Eg (Exhibit 20-9 or 20-17) 1.1 1.1
Heavy-vehicle adjustment factor, f;,,=1/ (1+ Pr(E4-1)+Pg(Eg-1) ) 0.962 0.962
Grade adjustment factor !, fg (Exhibit 20-7 or 20-13) 0.99 0.99
Directional flow rate?, vi(perh) vi=V(PHF ™ 1) 644 1227

Free-Flow Speed from Field Measurement

Estimated Free-Flow Speed

Field measured speed?, S, mi/h
Observed volume?, Vi veh/h
|Free-flow speed, FFS, FFS=Sg,,+0.00776(V{ f,\, ) mi/h
Adjustment for no-passing zones, fnp {Exhibit 20-19) 1.0 mi/h

Base free-flow speed®, BFFS¢y, 45.0 mih

Adj. for lane width and shoulder width,3 f, g(Exh 20-5) 2.6 mi/h

Adj. for access pointsa, f, (Exhibit 20-5) 0.0 mith
Free-flow speed, FFS, (FSS=BFFS-f -f)) 42.4 mih
26.9 mi/h

Average travel speed, ATS=F FS-0.00776vp-fnp

Percent Time-Spent-Following

Peak 15-min total travel time, TT,g(veh-h)=VMT,s/ATS

Analysis Direction {d) Opposing Direction (0)

Passenger-car equivalents for trucks, E4(Exhibit 20-10 or 20-16) 1.0 1.0
Passenger-car equivalents for RVs, Eg (Exhibit 20-10 or 20-16) 1.0 1.0
Heavy-vehicle adjustment factor, fi;,,=1/ (1+ P1(E;-1)+PR(Eg-1) ) 1.000 1.000
Grade adjustment factor”, fg (Exhibit 20-8 or 20-14) 1.00 1.00
Directional flow rate?, vi{pe/h)=V/(PHF* " f5) 613 1168

; inad 0 )= av,° 65.5
Base percent time-spent-following®, BPTSF(%)=100(1-e®Yd ) -
Adj. for no-passing zone, fnp (Exhibit. 20-20) 20.9
Percent time-spent-following, PTSF(%)=BPTSF+f P 72.7
Level of Service and Other Performance Measures
Level of service, LOS (Exhibit 20-3 or 20-4) E
Volume to capacity ratio, v/c=Vp/ 1,700 0.38
Peak 15-min veh-miles of travel, VMT ;¢ (veh- mi)=0.25L(V/PHF) 61
Peak-hour vehicle-miles of travel, VMT g, (veh- mi)=V*L, 233

2.3
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Notes
1. If the highway is extended segment (level) or rolling terrain, f{G=1.0

2. Ifvilvq or v,) >=1,700 pc/h, terminate analysis--the LOS is F.

3. For the analysis direction only.
4. Exhibit 20-21 provides factors a and b.
5. Use alternative Equation 20-14 if some trucks operate at craw! speeds on a specific downgrade.

Copyright © 2005 University of Florida, All Rights Reserved HCS+T™™  version 5.21 Generated: 7/30/2008 1:24 AM
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DIRECTIONAL TWO-LANE HIGHWAY SEGMENT WORKSHEET

General Information Site Information

Analyst BTJ Highway / Direction of Travel SR-1

Agency or Company Kimley-Horn From/To Carmel Valley/Ocean
Date Performed 7/8/2008 Jurisdiction Monterey County
Analysis Time Period . AM Analysis Year 2030

Project Description: Carmel Valley TIP

Input Data

Shoulder width

Larws width

L Lane width

L Shoulder wiclth

A, L0 N ARt S el Sl Pt e g 51

%]

agment length, L mi
Analysis direction vol., V4 1576veh/h

Opposing direction vol., V 1564veh/h

[# ciass ihighway [T Class Il highway

Terrain ﬂ— Level |?| Rolling
Grade Length mi Up/down
Peak-hour factor, PHF 0.95
No-passing zone 100%
St Bar frrow. 72 T7ucks and Buses , Pp 8%

% Recreational vehicles, Pr 0%
Access points/ mi 2

Average Travel Speed

Analysis Direction (d) Opposing Direction (0)
Passenger-car equivalents for trucks, E (Exhibit 20-9 or 20-15) 1.5 1.5
Passenger-car equivalents for RVs, Eg, (Exhibit 20-9 or 20-17) 1.1 1.1
Heavy-vehicle adjustment factor, fi;,,=1/ (1+ PH{E;-1)+P(Eg-1) ) 0.962 0.962
Grade adjustment factor 1, fg (Exhibit 20-7 or 20-13) 0.99 0.99
Directional flow rate?2, vi{pe/h) viEVi(PHF " f5) 1743 1729

Free-Flow Speed from Field Measurement

Estimated Free-Flow Speed

Field measured speed3, SFM
Observed volume?, Ve
Free-flow speed, FFS, FFS=S+0.00776(V/ f,, )

Adjustment for no-passing zones, fnp (Exhibit 20-19)

mi/h
veh/h
mi’h
0.6 mih

Base free-flow speed®, BFFSy, 45.0 mith

Adj. for lane width and shoulder width,3 f g(Exh 20-5) 2.6 mi/h

Adj. for access pointss, f (Exhibit 20-5) 0.5 mi/h
|Free-flow speed, FFS, (FSS=BFFS-f o-f,) 41.9 mith
14.4 mith

Average travel speed, ATS=FFS-0.OO776vp-fnp

Percent Time-Spent-Following

Peak 15-min total travel time, TT,5(veh-h)=VMT, J/ATS

Analysis Direction (d) Opposing Direction (o)

Passenger-car equivalents for trucks, E(Exhibit 20-10 or 20-16) 1.0 1.0
Passenger-car equivalents for RVs, E (Exhibit 20-10 or 20-16) 1.0 1.0
[Heavy-vehicle adjustment factor, i, =1/ (1+ P(E-1)+Pg(Eg-1)) 1.000 1.000
Grade adjustment factor”, fg (Exhibit 20-8 or 20-14) 1.00 1.00
Directional flow rate?, vi(pc/h)=V /(PHF* " {5) 1659 1646
Base percent time-spent-following®, BPTSF(%)=100(1-e"“’db) 92.9

Adj. for no-passing zone, fnp (Exhibit. 20-20) 5.4
|Percent time-spent-following, PTSF(%)=BPTSF+f np 95.6

Level of Service and Other Performance Measures

Level of service, LOS (Exhibit 20-3 or 20-4) F

Volume to capacity ratio, v/c=Vp/ 1,700 1.03

Peak 15-min veh-miles of travel, VMT , 5 (veh- mi)=0.25L (V/PHF) 373

Peak-hour vehicle-miles of travel, VMT g (veh- mi)=V*L, 1418

26.0
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Notes
1. If the highway is extended segment (level) or rolling terrain, fG=1.0 .
2. f v(vy or v) >=1,700 pc/h, terminate analysis—-the LOS is F.

3. For the analysis direction only.
4. Exhibit 20-21 provides factors a and b.
5. Use alternative Equation 20-14 if some trucks operate at crawl speeds on a specific downgrade.

Copyright @ 2005 University of Florida, All Rights Reserved HCS+™  version 5.21
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DIRECTIONAL TWO-LANE HIGHWAY SEGMENT WORKSHEET

General Information
Analyst BTJ
Agency or Company Kimley-Hom
Date Performed 7/8/2008
Analysis Time Period PM
Project Description: Carmel Valley TIP
Input Data
____________ Shoulder width It
e Lare width 1t
— Lane width . It
_____________ Shoulderwidds . Ht
Segment length, L i
Analysis direction vol., V4 1600veh/h
Opposing direction vol., V 1752veh/h

Average Travel Speed

Passenger-car equivalents for trucks, E (Exhibit 20-9 or 20-15)
Passenger-car equivalents for RVs, E (Exhibit 20-9 or 20-17)
Heavy-vehicle adjustment factor, fi,,=1/ (1+ P(Eq-1)+Pg(ER-1) )
Grade adjustment factor ", fg (Exhibit 20-7 or 20-13)

H H 2 - *. *
Directional flow rate?, vi(pc/h) vi=V/(PHF*f* f35)

Free-Flow Speed from Field Measurement

Field measured speed?, S, mith
Observed volume3, V; veh/h
Free-flow speed, FFS; FFS=S),+0.00776(V{ f, ) mi/h

Adjustment for no-passing zones, fnp (Exhibit 20-19) 0.6 mih

Percent Time-Spent-Following

Passenger-car equivalents for trucks, Eq(Exhibit 20-10 or 20-16)
Passenger-car equivalents for RVs, Ep (Exhibit 20-10 or 20-16)
Heavy-vehicle adjustment factor, f =1/ (1+ P(Eq-1)+Pg(Eg-1) )
Grade adjustment factor!, fg (Exhibit 20-8 or 20-14)

Directional flow rate?, vi(pe/h)=V(PHF* " f)

Base percent time-spent-following?, BPTSF(%)=100(1-eanb)
Adj. for no-passing zone, fnp (Exhibit. 20-20)

Percent time-spent-following, PTSF(%)=BPTSF+f np

Level of Service and Other Performance Measures
Level of service, LOS (Exhibit 20-3 or 20-4)

Volume to capacity ratio, v/c=Vp/ 1,700
Peak 15-min veh-miles of travel, VMT ;¢ (veh- mi)=0.25L (V/PHF)
Peak-hour vehicle-miles of travel, VMT g, (veh- mi)=V*L,

Peak 15-min total travel time, TT,5(veh-h)}=VMT -/ATS

LV INANTN i midbe e D O bt e N el T 2 i i i el AT ) Qe e AT e VAT TNE O daamn

+ Heowvw 4 VL A

&

Site Information
Highway / Direction of Travel SR-1

From/To Carmel Valley/Ocean

Jurisdiction Monterey County

Analysis Year 2030
I_ Class | highway Class |l highway
Terrain ﬂ_ Level r Rolling
Grade Length mi Up/down
Peak-hour factor, PHF 0.97
No-passing zone 100%

Shaw Tarh Arras % Trucks and Buses , Py 8%

% Recreational vehicles, P 0%
Access points/ mi 2

Analysis Direction {(d) Opposing Direction (o)

1.5 1.5
1.1 1.1
0.962 0.962
0.99 0.99
1733 1897

Estimated Free-Flow Speed
Base free-flow speed®, BFFS, 45.0 mi/h

Adj. for lane width and shoulder width,3 fig(Exh 20-5) 2.6 mith

Adj. for access pointsa, fa (Exhibit 20-5) 0.5 mi/h
Free-flow speed, FFS, (FSS=BFFS-f o-f5) 41.9 mih
13.1 mi/h

Average travel speed, ATS=FFS-O.OO776vp-fnp

Analysis Direction (d) Opposing Direction (o)

1.0 1.0
1.0 1.0
1.000 1.000
1.00 1.00
1649 1806
92.8
49.0
116.2
F
1.02
371
1440
28.3
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Notes
1. If the highway is extended segment (level) or rolling terrain, fG=1.0 .

2. 1f vi{vq or v,;) >=1,700 pc/h, terminate analysis—the LOS is F.

3. For the analysis direction only.

4. Exhibit 20-21 provides factors a and b.

5. Use alternative Equation 20-14 if some trucks operate at crawl speeds on a specific downgrade.
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MULTILANE HIGHWAYS WORKSHEET(Direction 1)
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Flots Rate fgeshifTery

General Information

Analyst BTJ
Agency or Company Kimley-Horn
Date Performed 71712008
Analysis Time Period AM
Project Description  Carmel Valley TIP

I Oper.(LOS)
Flow Inputs
Volume, V (veh/h) 899
AADT(veh/h)

Peak-Hour Prop of AADT (veh/d)
Peak-Hour Direction Prop, D

DDHYV (veh/h)

Driver Type Adjustment 0.95

Calculate Flow Adjust;énts

fy 0.95
E; 25
Speed Inputs

Lane Width, LW (ft) 12.0
Total Lateral Clearance, LC (ft) 10.0
Access Points, A (A/mi) 1
Median Type, M

FFS (measured) 450

Base Free-Flow Speed, BFFS
Operations

Operational (LOS)

Flow Rate, v, (pc/h/in) 546
Speed, S (mi/h) 45,0
D (pc/mifln) 12.1
LOS B

Copyright © 2005 University of Florida, All Rights Reserved

-
P
g 7

1500

2000

o Application

o Operational (LOS)
. Design (M)

Design {vp)
Planning (LOS)
Planning (N)
Planning ()

2400

Site Information

Highway/Direction to Travel
From/To

Jurisdiction

Analysis Year

I_] Des. (N)

Peak-Hour Factor, PHF
%Trucks and Buses, P
%RVs, Pg

General Terrain:

Grade  Length (mi)
Up/Down %

Number of Lanes

Er

fHV

Quipat
10S, 3D
W50
e 3. D
LOS. 5. D
WS D
vy 5, D

[nput
FFS, I, i

FFS, L0S, v,
FFS, LOS, N
FFS, N, AADT
FFS, LOS, AADT
FFS, LOS, N

SR-1

Carmel Valley/Rio
Monterey County
2030

[_I Plan. (vp)

0.97

8

0
Rolling
0.80

6.00
2

20
0.893

Calc Speed Adj and FFS

f,,, (mih)
f, . (milh)
f, (milh)
£, (mifh)
FFS (mih)

Design
Design (N)

Required Number of Lanes, N
Flow Rate, v (pc/h)

Max Service Flow Rate (pc/h/in)

Design LOS

HCS+™ version 5.21
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MULTILANE HIGHWAYS WORKSHEET(Direction 1)

Fhow Rate edhvlin

General Information

Analyst BTJ
Agency or Company Kimley-Horn
Date Performed 7/7/2008
Analysis Time Period PM
Project Description  Carmel Valley TIP

[ Oper.(LOS)
Flow Inputs
Volume, V (veh/h) 1110

AADT(veh/h)

Peak-Hour Prop of AADT (veh/d)
Peak-Hour Direction Prop, D

DDHV (veh/h)

Driver Type Adjustment 0.95

Calculate Flow Adjustments

fy 0.95
E; 25
Speed Inputs

Lane Width, LW (ft) 12.0
Total Lateral Clearance, LC (ft) 10.0
Access Points, A (A/mi) 1
Median Type, M

FFS (measured) 45.0

Base Free-Flow Speed, BFFS
Operations

Operational (LOS)

Flow Rate, v, {pc/h/in) 688
Speed, S (mi/h) 450
D (pc/mifin) 15.3
LOS B

Copyright © 2005 University of Florida, All Rights Reserved
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P

o Application Input’ Quiput
o Operational (LOS) FFS, H, 4, LOS. 5 D
. Design () FFS. LOS, v, W30
_ - Design {vg) FFS, LOS, M Yy 3. D
- Planning (LOS) FFS, N, AADT L0550
— Plarining (V) FFS. LOS, AADT 4.5 D
Planning (vl FFSLOS, M ¥ 5.0
000 240
Site Information
Highway/Direction to Travel SR-1
From/To Carmel Valley/Rio Rd
Jurisdiction Monterey County
Analysis Year 2030
I Des. (N) I"7 Plan. (vp)
Peak-Hour Factor, PHF 0.95
%Trucks and Buses, P, 8
%RVs, Pq 0
General Terrain: Rolling
Grade  Length (mi) 0.00
Up/Down % 6.00
Number of Lanes 2
Er 20
foy 0.893

Calc Speed Adj and FFS

£, (mifh)
f. (milh)
f, (mih)
f,, (mifh)
FFS (mifh)

Design

Design (N)
Required Number of Lanes, N
Flow Rate, v {pc/h)

Max Service Flow Rate (pc/n/in)

Design LOS

HCS+™ version 5.21
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MULTILANE HIGHWAYS WORKSHEET(Direction 1)

10

Fho Rate (gt

General Information

Analyst BTJ

Agency or Company Kimley-Horn
Date Performed 7/7/2008
Analysis Time Period AM

Project Description Carmel Valley TIP
I Oper.(LOS)
Flow Inputs

Volume, V {veh/h)

AADT(veh/h)

Peak-Hour Prop of AADT (veh/d)
Peak-Hour Direction Prop, D

DDHV (veh/h)
Driver Type Adjustment 0.95

1564

Calculate Flow Adjustments

fy 0.95
E; 3.0
Speed Inputs

Lane Width, LW (ft) 12.0
Total Lateral Clearance, LC (ft) 10.0
Access Points, A (A/mi) 1
Median Type, M

FFS (measured) 450

Base Free-Flow Speed, BFFS
Operations

Operational (LOS)

Flow Rate, vy {(pcihfin) 1005
Speed, S (mi/h) 45,0
D (pc/mifln) 223
LOS C

Copyright © 2005 University of Florida, All Rights Reserved
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o Application

<7 Opesational {LOS)

. Design (M)
Design {v)
Planning (LOS)
Flarning {40

Planning {y,)
2im

Site Information

Highway/Direction to Travel
From/To

Jurisdiction

Analysis Year

[ Des. (N)

FFS, LOS, M

Quiput
LOS, 5D
W80
WS D
LOS. S, D
NS D
¥y 3.0

Input
FFS, B, i

FFS, LOS, v,
FFS, LOS, N
FFS, M, ARDT
FFS, L0S, AADT

SR-1

Carmel Vailey/Ocean Ave
Monterey County

2030

I"1 Plan. (vp)

Peak-Hour Factor, PHF

%Trucks and Buses, P;

%RVs, Pp

General Terrain:

Grade  Length (mi)
Up/Down %

Number of Lanes

Er

fHV

0.95

Grade
0.80
6.00

6.0
0.862

Calc Speed Adj and FFS

£ (mifh)
f . (mifh)
f, (mih)
f,, (mifh)
FFS (mifh)

Design
Design (N)

Required Number of Lanes, N
Flow Rate, vy (pcth)

Max Service Flow Rate (pc/h/in)

Design LOS

HCS+T™  version 5.21
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MULTILANE HIGHWAYS WORKSHEET(Direction 1)

;F; ?G s * B )

= R , e e Application Input Quiput
Z gy FrefowS ol Bhuin ¢ v ) RS Operational (LOS)  FFS, i, v, 105,53, D
s i <. ’ L a e Design (M) FFS 103, v, W50
2 5 D o ‘ : - ' Design {v,) FES, LOS, N 0, S, D
& il Fe o - - g {5}1‘ "F D, e S,
£ oS A o2 W o e b - Planning (LOS) FFS, N, ARDT L0S. 5, D
£ | ;’ f \gﬂmﬁ' o i - Planining (N FFS, LGS, AADT WS D
F-1Y 1": S ;“" o1 ¥ A“"'f-" - i [,

g o & | of ’ *é{::’% _&%E.;t (i Planning (v, FFS, LOS, M ¥y 5D
z 9 4§00 &0 1200 1600 A0 2460

Frov Rate i}
General Information Site Information
- 1
Analyst BTJ Highway/Direction to Travel SR-1
Agency or Company Kimley-Horn From/To Carmel Valley/Ocean Ave
Date Performed 7/7/2008 Jurisdiction Monterey County
Analysis Time Period PM Analysis Year 2030
Project Description Carmel Valley TIP
I=1 Oper.(LOS) I Des. (N) I Plan. (vp)
Flow Inputs
Volume, V (veh/h) 1752 Peak-Hour Factor, PHF 0.97
AADT(veh/h) %Trucks and Buses, P 8
Peak-Hour Prop of AADT (veh/d) %RVs, Pg 0
Peak-Hour Direction Prop, D General Terrain: Grade
DDHV (vehth) Grade  Length (mi) 0.00
Driver Type Adjustment 0.95 Up/Down % 6.00
Number of Lanes 2

Calculate Flow Adjustments

fy 0.95 Er 4.0

E; 1.5 foy 0.962
Speed Inputs Calc Speed Adj and FFS

Lane Width, LW (ft) 12.0 Ly (mifh)

Total Lateral Clearance, LC (ft) 10.0 £, (milh)

Access Points, A (A/mi) 1 ,

. fy (mi/h)

Median Type, M ¢ (mith

FFS (measured) 450 w (mih)

Base Free-Flow Speed, BFFS FFS (mi/h) 45.0
Operations Design

Design (N)

Operational (LOS)

Flow Rate, vy (pc/h/in) 988
Speed, S (mi/h) 45.0
D (pc/mifin) 220
LOS c

Copyright © 2005 University of Florida, All Rights

Reserved

Required Number of Lanes, N
Flow Rate, Vo (pc/)

Max Service Flow Rate (pc/h/In)

Design LOS

HCS+™  version 5.21
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MULTILANE HIGHWAYS WORKSHEET(Direction 1)

I[Operational (LOS)

Flow Rate, vy {pc/hiin) 1198
Speed, S (mi/h) 45.0
D (pc/mifin) 26.6
LOS D

£ 1 - -~ :
% R e Loz e Application, Inpit Quiput
2 gppiieetcs Sponl: GEnth, L s —— Operational (LOS) FES, H.» LOS. 5. D
& B i |4 4 S R iy e Design () FFS, LaS. v N5 0
Fad L) ‘|‘Il 7| Fa il o = i
5 9 S ;‘l‘i';lrjgf‘ = 7 =t Design {vy) FFS, LOS, N %S D
£ s A ' ﬁ' a4 P e Plaaning (LOS) FFS, N, AADT LOS, 5. 0
g n - _{?}' S i =T D I = Planning (M) FFS, LOS, RADTY NS D
; -‘,"'?‘, Vi o i {““'&"t' i ‘{3‘” - H 5 -
£ S o e g Planning {y,) FFS, LOS, %50
z 0 400 200 1200 1600 200 20
Flow R (ol
General Information Site Information
Analyst B_TJ Highway/Direction to Travel SR-1
Agency or Company Kimley-Horn From/To Carpenter St/Ocean Ave
Date Performed 71712008 Jurisdiction Monterey County
Analysis Time Period AM Analysis Year 2030
Project Description  Carmel Valley TIP
I Oper (LOS) ["] Des. (N) I Pian. (vp)
Flow Inputs
\Volume, V (veh/h) 1809 Peak-Hour Factor, PHF 0.89
AADT(veh/h) %Trucks and Buses, P 8
Peak-Hour Prop of AADT (veh/d) %RVs, Pg 0
Peak-Hour Direction Prop, D General Terrain: Rolling
DDHYV {veh/h) Grade  Length (mi) 0.00
Driver Type Adjustment 0.95 Up/Down % 0.00 :
Number of Lanes 2
Calculate Flow Adjustments
fp 0.95 = 20
E; 25 Ty 0.893
Speed Inputs Calc Speed Adj and FFS
Lane Width, LW (ft) 12.0 £, (mifh)
Total Lateral Clearance, LC (ft) 10.0 £, (milh)
Access Poaints, A (A/mi} 1 )
, f, (mifh)
Median Type, M A
FFS (measured) 450 w (M)
Base Free-Flow Speed, BFFS RESimi/h) e
Operations Design
Design (N)

Flow Rate, v, (pchy)

Design LOS

Required Number of Lanes, N

Max Service Flow Rate (pc/h/in)

Copyright © 2005 University of Florida, All Rights Reserved
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MULTILANE HIGHWAYS WORKSHEET (Direction 1)
;3;: 0 ‘ = i -~ e
;g' e . o , -7 Application Input Quiput
F gpteslon Sionl 2 56 il va [ e Oporational (L0S)  FFS, M, v, LOS, S, D
4 {45 sl 7 A o AR SR P Design {4 FFS. LOS, v, M5 D
S i il < ba " "
- 50 = 7 ¥ 1= Dasign {vy! FFS, LOS. K ¥ 5.0
& 45 mih] &4 o nad W e A
5 T AL T T WP et Planning (LOS) FFS; N, AADT L0s, 5. 0
ax i a o o - A :
£ m e PO N I = Plarming (N} FFS, LOS, AADT NS D
A & S I S it
2w éﬂ S i Plarning ty,) FFS, LOS, M A
z 0 400 80 180 1600 2000 2400
Frow Rate fpzthin}
General Information Site Information
Analyst BT Highway/Direction to Travel SR-1
Agency or Company Kimley-Horn From/To Carpenter St/Ocean Ave
Date Performed 7/7/2008 Jurisdiction Monterey County
Analysis Time Period PM Analysis Year 2030
Project Description  Carmel Valley TIP
[# Oper (LOS) [1Des. (N) 1 Plan. (vp)
Flow Inputs
Volume, V (veh/h) 1970 Peak-Hour Factor, PHF 0.97
AADT(veh/h) %Trucks and Buses, P 8
Peak-Hour Prop of AADT (veh/d) %RVs, Py 0
Peak-Hour Direction Prop, D General Terrain: Rolling
DDHYV (veh/h) Grade  Length (mi) 0.00
Driver Type Adjustment 0.95 Up/Down % 0.00
Number of Lanes 2
Calculate Flow Adjustments
fp 0.95 Eq 20
E; 25 foy 0.893
Speed Inputs Calc Speed Adj and FFS
Lane Width, LW (ft) 12.0 £, (mifh)
Total Lateral Clearance, LC (ft) 10.0 fLc (milh)
Access Paints, A (A/mi} 1 X
, f (mifh)
Median Type, M sm
m
FFS (measured) 450 w (mih)
Base Free-Flow Speed, BFFS FFS (mifh) 450
|Operations Design
Design (N)
Operational (LOS) l .
Flow Rate, v_ (pcihn) e Required Number of Lanes, N
0 : Flow Rate, v_(pc/h)
Speed, S (mi/h) 450 L
] Max Service Flow Rate (pc/h/n)
D (pc/mifin) 26.6 )
Design LOS
LOS D
Copyright © 2005 University of Florida, All Rights Reserved HCS+™ version 5.21 Generated: 7/29/2008 10:07 AM
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MULTILANE HIGHWAYS WORKSHEET(Direction 2)
g Ft] - —e— - — =
E s » i ] FR
= _ i 1 ol 5 Application Input Quiput
B gppiiabion Spoeds Slnih 2 L ] — Opesational (LOS) FFS, H, v LOS, S D
5 |l A o IR g e Design () FFS, LOS, v, NS D
T 50 Dt o T ot Design (v) FFS, LOS. N S, D
h 45 umhrt\ﬁt o L LA R 4 .
& TS 2 T s B[ ot Plarning (LOS) FFS, B, AADT LOS. 5. D
Z 0 :’r Vil =¥ g i 58 Ik ¥ Plasning (N) FFS, LOS. AADT M.S5.D
5:.' S »'A"} ,—.A e e .{33"’ i £
%3 0 & 'l ﬁigr w = e pE® Planning () FES, LOS, N 4 5D
z 0 00 800 1200 1600 2000 2400 -
Feow Rate Gty
General Information Site Information
Analyst BTJ Highway/Direction to Travel SR-1
Agency or Company Kimley-Horn From/To Carpenter St/Ocean Ave
Date Performed 7/7/2008 Jurisdiction Monterey County
Analysis Time Period AM Analysis Year 2030
Project Description ~ Carmel Valley TIP
Oper.(LOS) [—] Des. (N) [1Pian. (vp)
Flow Inputs
Volume, V (veh/h) 1697 Peak-Hour Factor, PHF 0.96
AADT(veh/h) %Trucks and Buses, P; 8
Peak-Hour Prop of AADT (veh/d) %RVs, P 0
Peak-Hour Direction Prop, D General Terrain: Rolling
DDHV (veh/h) Grade Length (mi) 0.00
Driver Type Adjustment 0.95 Up/Down % 0.00
Number of Lanes 2
Calculate Flow Adjustments
fy 0.95 Eq 20
E; 25 fry 0.893
Speed Inputs Calc Speed Adj and FFS
Lane Width, LW (ft) 120 £, (milh)
Total Lateral Clearance, LC (ft) 10.0 f_c (milh)
Access Points, A (A/mi) 4 s
i fy (mifh)
Median Type, M e
FFS (measured) 45.0 w (mif)
Base Free-Flow Speed, BFFS FFS (mifh) 450
Operations Design
Design (N}
Operational (LOS) Required Number of Lanes. N
equired Number of Lanes,
Flow Rate, v_ (pc/h/in} 1042 :
P Flow Rate, v_ (pc/h)
Speed, S (mifh) 450 L
! Max Service Flow Rate (pc/h/In)
D (pc/mifn) 232 i
Design LOS
LOS C

Copyright © 2005 University of Florida, All Rights Reserved
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MULTILANE HIGHWAYS WORKSHEET(Direction 2)
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=z 10 v T 7 -

= e . o e Application [nput Output
B gyt Sf'ff'fi‘i“ 'ﬂl;‘l!(-’ L ok s - > Operational (LOS) FFS, B v L0S. S D
§ - !50 ’“""" — . e e S ,:__“““*;,w Design () FFS, LOS, v, M50
5, 10 j‘;‘;}'f; via e o et Design {4y FES, LOS, N 0350
g TR R, B o I s o e Planniag {LOS) FFS, N, ARDT 10S. 5. D
Z =% 5 i &m'{r’ ] "\ = Planiving (N) FFS, LOS, AADT NS D
g o csé‘}T @gr Pl Plarning (s} FFS, LOS, M v 5D
z 0 400 &0 it 1600 2000 2100

Fhy Rate Py

General Information Site Information

Analyst B_TJ + |Highway/Direction to Travel SR-1

Agency or Company Kimley-Horn From/To Carpenter St/Ocean Ave

Date Performed 7/7/2008 Jurisdic':tion Monterey County

Analysis Time Period PM Analysis Year 2030

Project Description Carmel Valley TIP

[¥] Oper.(LOS) [ Des. (N) I Plan. (vp)

Flow Inputs

Volume, V (veh/h) 1652 Peak-Hour Factor, PHF 0.98

AADT(veh/h) %Trucks and Buses, P; 8

Peak-Hour Prop of AADT (veh/d) %RVs, Py 0

Peak-Hour Direction Prop, D General Terrain: Rolling

DDHV (veh/h) Grade  Length (mi) 0.00

Driver Type Adjustment 0.95 Up/Down % 0.00

Number of Lanes 2

Calculate Flow Adjustments

f, 0.95 Ex 2.0
E; 25 foy 0.893
Speed Inputs Calc Speed Adj and FFS
Lane Width, LW (ft) 120 £, (milh)
Total Lateral Clearance, LC (ft) 10.0 i, (mifh)
Access Points, A (A/mi) 4 ;

] f, (mith)
Median Type, M ol
FFS (measured) 450 w (i)
Base Free-Flow Speed, BFFS FFS (mifh) 45.0
Operations Design

Design (N)

Operational (LOS)

Required Number of Lanes, N

Flow Rate, v_(pch/in 993
P(p ) Flow Rate, v_(pc/h)
Speed, S (mi/h) 450 = i
) Max Service Flow Rate (pc/h/in)
D (pc/mifin} 221 )
Design LOS
LOS C
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Appendix |
Monterey County Board of Supervisors
Resolutions 99-379, 01-133, and 02-024






Before the Board of Supervisors of the
County of Monterey, State of California

RESOLUTION NO. _99-379

A Resolution of the Monterey County Board of )
Supervisors Providing Policy Direction to Staff )
and Guidance to the Planning Commission to )
Disapprove Residential Subdivisions Proposed )
in the Carmel Valley Master Plan Area .. .. .... .. )

THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS FINDS, DETERMINES AND DECLARES AS FOLLOWS:

1. Policy 39.1.6 of the Carmel Valley Master Plan provides for limiting development in
the Plan arca pending the commencement of construction of a capacity improvement to State Highway
1 known as the Hatton Canyon Freeway; and

2. On March 24, 1999, the Transportation Agency for Monterey County removed funding
for the Hatton Canyen Freeway from the Regional Transportation Improvement Program, and on June
7, 1999, the California Transportation Commission similarly removed funding for that project from the
State Transportation Improvement Program; and

3. At this time, the California Department of Transportation has nat developed an
alternative project to increase capacity on State Highway 1 in the area of Carmel-by -the Sea; and

4, Additional dwelling units resulting from residential subdivisions in the Carmel Valley
Master Plan area would foreseeably increase daily traffic on already deficient segments of State
Highway 1 and Carmel Valley Road; and .

corupliance with Policy 39.1.6 of the Carmel Valley Master Plan, the Board of Supervisors desires t0
provide direction to staff and guidance to the Planning Commission regarding the creation of additional
residential parcels in the Carmel Valley Master Plan area.

5. To avoid foreseeable adverse impacts to State Highway | capacity and to ensure

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT:

L [t is the policy of the Board of Supervisors that residential subdivisions proposed 1n the
Carmel Valley Master Plan Area be denied, pending the construction of left turn pockets on Segmerts
6 and 7 of Carmel Valley Road (from Robinson Canyon Road to Rancho San Carlos Road) and
improvements to State Highway 1 between its intersections with Carmel Valley Road and Morse
Drive.

I ———— ] — - ——

-




2. Residential subdivision applications submitted before October 19, 1999 may proceed,
so that they may be addressed on their merits with regard to potential traffic generation and all other
impacts. Applications for subdivision of any property which has been designated as a Comprehensive
Planned Use area for which a Comprehensive Development Plan has been accepted by the Board of
Supervisors on or before October 19, 1999 may proceed, so that they may be addressed on their merits
with regard to potential traffic generation and all other impacts.

3. To allow for the planning and implementation of the referenced improvements to
Carmel Valley Road and State Highway 1, this pelicy is intended to remain in place until March 28,
2001, or as may be extended by future Board action.

4. This Resolution §9-379 shall supersede any previous expression of the foregoing policy
adopted by resolution of the same number.

On motion of Supervisor Pennycook , seconded by Supervisor
Salinas |, the foregoing resolution is adopted this 16® day of May 2000, by the

following vote:

AYES: Supervisor(s) Salinas, Pennycook, Calcagno, Johnsen and Potter.

NOES: None.

ABSENT: Hone.

1, SALLY R REED, Clerk of the Board of Supervisors of the County of Monterey, State of California, hereby
certify that the foregoing is a true copy of an original resolution of said Board of Supervisors duly made and entered in the
minutes thereof at page_ —— of Minute Book _70Q ,onMay 16, 2000

SALLY R REED, Clerk of the Board of Supervisors,
County of Monterey, State pf Califormia

By L%MM

=

-
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Before the Board of Supervisors
County of Monterey, State of California

RESOLUTION NO. _01-133

A Resolution of the Monterey County
Board of Supervisors Providing Policy
Direction to Staff and Guidance to the
Planning Commission to Disapprove
Residential Subdivisions Proposed in the
Carmel Valley Master Plan Area.

THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS FIND, DETERMINES AND DECLARES AS
FOLLOWS:

1 At this time, the California Departruent of Transportation has not developed an
alternative project to increase the capacity on State Highway 1 in the area of Carmel-By-
the-Sea; and

2) Additional dwelling units resulting from residential subdivisions in the Carmel Valley
Master Plan area would foreseeably increase daily wraffic on already deficient segments of
State Highway 1 and Carme! Valley Road; and

3) To avoid foreseeable adverse impacts to State Highway 1 capacity and to ensure
compliance with policy 39.1.6 of the Carmel Valley Master Plan, the Board of
Supervisors desires to provide direction to staff and guidance to the Planming
Commission regarding the creation of additional residential parcels in the Carmel Valley
Master Plan area.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLYED THAT:

D It is the policy of the Board of Supervisors that residential subdivisions proposed in the
Carmel Valley Master Plan area be denied, pending the construction of left-turn pockets
on segments six and seven of Carmel Valley Road (from Robinson Canyon Road west to
Rancho San Carlos Road) and improvements to Highway 1 between its intersections with
Carmel Valley Road north to Morse Drive.

2) Residential subdivision applications submitted before October 19, 1999 may proceed so
that they may be addressed on their merits with regard to potential traffic generation. and
all other impacts. Applications for subdivision of any property that has becn designated
25 a Comprehensive Planned Use Area for which a Comprehensive Development Plan
has been accepted by the Board of Supervisors on or before October 19, 1999 may
proceed, so that they may be addressed on their merits with regard to potential traffic
generation and all other impacts.
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3)"  To allow for the planning and implementation of the referenced mmprovements to Carme]
Valley Road and State Highway 1, this policy is intended 1o remain in place until March
28, 2002, or as may be extended by future Board action.

4) This resolution _81-133 _shall supersede any previous expression of the foregoing -
policy adopted by resolution of the same number.

On motion of Supervisor __ Potter , seconded by Supervisor
__Pennycook __,the foregoing resolution is adopted this 27" day of March 2001 by

the following vote:

AYES: Supervisor(s) Armenta, Pennycook, Calcagno, Johnsen and Potter
NOES: None

ABSENT : None

I, SALLY R. REED, Clerk of the Board of Supervisors of the County of Monterey, State of California, hereby
certify that the foregoing is a wue copy of an original resolution of said Board of Supervisars duly made and entered
in the minutes therecf at page __ —— of Minute Bock 70 , an March 27, 2001.

Sally R. Reed, Clerk of the Board of Supervisors,
County of Monterey, State of California

By @M‘

b}r’?‘-‘m' Carolyn dex
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Before the Board of Suj:ervisaﬂof the
County of Monterey, State of California

RESOLUTION NO. _02-024"

A Resolution of the Monterey County Board of )
Supervisors Providing Policy Direction 1o Staff )
and Guidance to the Planning Commissionto -~ )
Disapprove Subdivisions Proposed )
in the Carmel Valley Master Plan Area . .. .. ... .. )

THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS FINDS, DETERMINES AND DECLARES AS FOLLOWS:

A Policy 39.1.6 of the Carmel Valley Master Plan provides for limiting development in the
"Plan area pending the commencement of construction of a capacity improvement to State Highway'1 -
known as the Hatton Canyon Freeway. On March 24, 1999, the Transportation Agency for Monterey
- County removed funding for the Hatton Canyon Freeway from the Regional Transportation

.~ Improvement Program, and on June 7, 1999, the California Transportation Commission smularly

removed funding for that project from the State Transportation Improvement Pro gram. At this tirne,
the California Departmerit of Transportanon has not developed an alternative project to increase
capacity on State nghway 1 in the area of Carmel-by *the Sea and

B, Policy 39.3.2.1 of the Carmel Valley Master Plan calls for semlannual momtonng of

traffic volumes on twelve segments of Carmel Valley Road. In the event that certain threshold volumes - .~

are reached in any of the twelve road segments, Policy 39.3.2.1 provides for the deferral of development

_ having the potenual for significant traffic impacts and effects on Leyel of Serviee, until appropriate
measures to improve Level of Service are identified and studied. In a report to the Board of
Supervisors on December 11, 2001, the Department of Public Works has indicated that critical traffic
volume thresholds have been reached in Segments 3 (Ford Road to Laureles Grade Road) and 7
(Schulte Road to Rancho San Carlos Road) of Carmel Valley Road; and

C. Addmonal units resulting from new residential and commereial subdivisions in the
Carmel Valley Master Plan area would foreseeably increase daily traffic on already deficient segments of
State Highway 1 and Carmel Valley Road; and

D To avoid foreseeable adverse impacts to Level of Service on State Highway 1 and
Carmel. Vallev Road, and to ensure compliance with Policies 39.1.6 and 39.3.2.1 of the Carmel Vallsy
Master Plan, the Board of Supervisors desires to provide direction to staff and guidance to the Planning
C Dmriswn rezardmg the creation of additional parcels in the Carmei Valley Master Plan area.
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT:

1. . Tt is the policy ofthe Board of Supervisors that residential and cornmercial subdivisions
proposed in the Carmel Valley Master Plan Area be denied, pending the construction of left turn
pockets on Segments 6 and 7 of Carmel Valley Road (from Robinson Canyon Road to Rancho 8an
Carlos Road), the construction of capacity-increasing improvements to State Highway 1 between its
intersections with Carmel Valley Road and Morse Drive, and the adoption of updated General
Plan/Master Plan policies relating to Level of Service on Carmel Valley Road. Residential subdivision
applications submitted before October 19, 1999 may proceed, 50 that they may be addressed on their
merits with regard to potential traffic generation and all other impacts. Applications for subdivision of
any property which has been designated a8 a Comprehensive Planned Use area for which 2
Comprehensive Development Plan has been accepted by the Board of Supervisors on or before October
19, 1999 may proceed, so that they may be addressed on their merits with regard to potential traffic
generation and all other impacts,

2. To allow for the planning and implementation of improvements to Carmel Valiey Road
and State Highway 1, and to allow for the development and consideration of new General Plan -
approaches to link growth with infrastructure, this policy is intended 1o remain in place until adoption
of an updated General Plan for Monterey County, or such other period as may be extended by fumure
‘Board action. :

3. This Resolution extends and augments the existing policy of the Board of Supervisors as
set rorth m Resolutions 99-379-and 01-133. As a legislative, act relating to the rejection or-disapproval
of pTO_}EGtS adoptzon of this Resolution is stamtonly exempt from the California Environmental Quality
Act pursiant to Public Resources Code section 21080(b)(5) and section 15270(a) of Title 14 of the
California Cede of Regulations (CEQA Guidelines).

On motion of Supervisor ___ Pennycook ., seconded by Supervisor
Potter , the foregoing resolution is adopred this 22ad day of January 2002,

by the following vote:

AYES: Supervisor(s) Armenta, Pennycook, Caleagno, Johnsen and Potter
NOES: None

ABSENT: °~ Nomne

L SALLY R. REED. Clerk of the Board of Supervisors of the County of Monterey, State of California, hereby cerndy
that the foregoing is » true cooy of an original resolution of said Board of Suparvisors duly made and cntered 1in the minwes
ihereof «f page_ XIXYXXof Minure Book _ 71 .on Januarv 22,2002

ALLY R.REED, Clarke of the Board of Supervisors,
Zaunnyor Mont-'-re« Btz of {alforma /r

:,11 ’L'L, L r/{"_ﬂ
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