
Council may add and take action on other items not listed on this agenda

     BUCKLEY CITY COUNCIL MEETING AGENDA       

        January 9, 2018 

         Multi-Purpose Center, 811 Main Street 

City Council Meeting 

Opening 7:00 P.M. 

Call to Order Next Ordinance #01-18 
Pledge of Allegiance Next Resolution #18-01 
Roll Call of Council Members Next Agenda Bill #AB18-001 

Oath of Office:  New Council Members S. Burkett, Bender, Smith & Wilbanks 

A. Citizen Participation

Time Limit of Three Minutes (Must sign up at City Hall by Wednesday prior to the Council Meeting) 

B. Staff Reports

C. Main Agenda

1. ORD No. __-18: Amending BMC 3.50 – Street Impact Fees Pg.  8 
2. TSA for Lab Services – Carbonado Pg.178 

D. Consent Agenda

3. A.    Approve Minutes of December 12, 2017 City Council Meeting Pg.185 
B. Claims
C. Transfer Voucher
D. Payroll

E. Committee Reports

4. Mayor’s Report Johnson 
Appoint Lyn Rose to Planning Commission 

5. Administration, Finance & Public Safety TBD 
6. Transportation & Utilities TBD 
7. Community Services TBD 
8. Council Member Comments & Good of the Order
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The above meetings will be held in the Multi-Purpose Center located at 811 Main Street unless otherwise noted. 

Last Revised January 4, 2018 

      CITY OF BUCKLEY  PO BOX 1960  BUCKLEY, WA 98321 
360-829-1921  Fax 360-829-2659  http://www.cityofbuckley.com

CITY OF BUCKLEY MEETING LIST 

Jan 8 10:30 AM Buckley Hall Board 

Jan 8 7:00 PM Planning Commission 

Jan 9 7:00 PM City Council 

Jan 22 7:00 PM Planning Commission 

Jan 23 7:00 PM City Council 

Feb 6 7:00 PM City Council Study Session 

Feb 12  10:30 AM Buckley Hall Board 

Feb 13  7:00 PM City Council 

Feb 27  7:00 PM City Council 
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7 8 
10:30 Buckley Hall 
Board 
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sion 

9 

7  City Council 

10 11 12 13 

14 15 16 17 18 19 20 

21 22 

7  Planning Commis-
sion 

23 

7  City Council 

24 25 26 27 

28 29 30 31 

January 2018 
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A. CITIZEN PARTICIPATION
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B. STAFF REPORTS
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C. MAIN AGENDA
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CITY COUNCIL 
AGENDA BILL 

City of Buckley 
PO Box 1960 

Buckley, WA  98321 
ITEM INFORMATION 

SUBJECT: Agenda Date:        January 9, 2018       AB18-001 

ORD No. __-18 Amending BMC 
3.50 – Street Impact Fees 

Department/Committee/Individual Created Reviewed 
Mayor Pat Johnson X 
City Administrator – Dave Schmidt X X 
City Attorney  – Phil Olbrechts X 
City Engineer – Dominic Miller 
City Clerk – Joanne Starr X 
Finance Dept  – Sheila Bazzar 
Building Official – Mike Deadmond 
Fire Dept – Chief Predmore 

Cost Impact:  N/A Parks & Rec Dept – Julie Bevaart 
Fund Source:  N/A Planning Dept – Kathy Thompson 
Timeline:  N/A Police Dept – Chief Arsanto 

Municipal Court – Jessica Cash 
PW/Utilities – Chris Banks 

Attachments: ORD w/Exhibit 

SUMMARY STATEMENT: In December, 2017 the City Council approved the new updated 
Comprehensive Plan Transportation Element that updated the City’s Street Capital Improvement Plan 
(CIP) and provided updated engineering costs that were then used to develop a new per vehicle trip fee 
that is used to calculate the impact to new development. In order to assess these fees onto new 
commercial and residential development, the Municipal Code section BMC 3.50 must be revised to 
reflect the recent adoption and reference to the new ITE Table. 

This amendment to BMC 3.50 being presented for consideration accomplishes this. 

COMMITTEE REVIEW AND RECOMMENDATION: None 
RECOMMENDED ACTION:   MOTION to Approve ORD No. __-18 Amending 
BMC 3.50 – Street Impact Fees

RECORD OF COUNCIL ACTION 
Meeting Date Action Vote 
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ORD No. __-18                                                  Page 1 of 3                                                        City of Buckley 
 

ORDINANCE NO.  ____- 18 
 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF BUCKLEY, 
WASHINGTON, AMENDING BMC 3.50 RELATED 
TO STREET IMPACT FEES. 

 
 

 

WHEREAS, impact fees are authorized for those jurisdictions planning under the 

Growth Management Act and are charges assessed by local governments against new 

development projects that attempt to recover the cost incurred by government in providing the 

public facilities required to serve the new development; and 

 

WHEREAS, the City has adopted code provisions governing the assessment and 

collection of impact fees for parks and recreation, schools and transportation in Chapter 3.50 of 

the Buckley Municipal Code; and 

 

WHEREAS, the current fees listed in BMC 3.50 were developed through evaluation and 

fee calculation in separate elements of the adopted 2016 Comprehensive Plan; and 

 

WHEREAS, on December 12, 2017 the City Council approved a new Transportation 

Element 5 through adoption of Ordinance No. 25-17; and 

 

WHEREAS, Element 5 of the Comprehensive Plan is the Transportation Element that 

includes new updated capital improvement projects, construction estimates, proportionate impact 

fee calculations and ITE Trip Generation Table; and  

 

WHEREAS, the City Council desires to replace the existing impact fees for street 

facilities with the new fees identified in the Comprehensive Plan and update all references to the 

ITE Table to the new Appendix included within the Comprehensive Plan;  

 

NOW THEREFORE THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF BUCKLEY, PIERCE 

COUNTY, WASHINGTON DO ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS: 

 

Section 1.  BMC 3.50.060 is hereby amended to read as follows: 
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ORD No. __-18           Page 2 of 3             City of Buckley 

3.50.060 Impact fee for street facilities. 

Street impact fees shall be deposited in the street construction fund. The fees shall be assessed 

and collected pursuant to BMC 3.50.035. The assessments shall be made in accordance with 

Appendix 6-F, Table 11 E of the 2005 2016 City of Buckley Comprehensive Plan Transportation 

Element, a copy of which is attached to the ordinance codified in this section as Exhibit A.  

Section 2.  BMC 3.50.070 is hereby amended to read as follows: 

3.50.070 Alternative street facilities impact fee calculation. 

The applicant may petition the planning director for an alternative calculation of the impact fee 

by providing evidence of a study more specifically related to the proposed use, warranting a 

different trip generation estimate than the trip generation numbers provided in Appendix 6-F, 

Table 11 E of the Transportation Element of the City of Buckley Comprehensive Plan. The 

petition will be considered only if the proposed use is not specifically included in Appendix 6-F, 

Table 11 E, or if the applicant is able to show site-specific information warranting a reduction for 

pass-through traffic. If the planning director approves the petition, the applicant shall pay the 

alternative impact fee calculated by using the approved trip generation numbers multiplied by the 

fee per trip identified in the Transportation Element of the City of Buckley Comprehensive Plan, 

as now constituted or hereafter amended or modified, in lieu of the fees provided for in BMC 

3.50.060.  

Section 3.  BMC 3.50.080 is hereby amended to read as follows: 

3.50.080 Reference to ITE Handbook authorized in lieu of Appendix 6-F, Table 11 E for 

street facilities impact fee calculation.  

Where the proposed use is not specifically listed under Appendix 6-F, Table 11 E of the 2005 

2016 City of Buckley Comprehensive Plan Transportation Element, the planning director may 

determine the appropriate trip generation estimate by referring to the ITE Handbook, as now 

constituted or as hereafter amended or modified. The trip generation estimate shall be applied to 

the same cost per trip identified in the City of Buckley street plan Transportation Element, as it 

now exists or is hereafter modified.  
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ORD No. __-18           Page 3 of 3             City of Buckley 

Section 4. Severability.  If any section, sentence, clause or phrase of this ordinance 

should be held to be invalid or unconstitutional by a court of competent jurisdiction, such 

invalidity or unconstitutionality shall not affect the validity or constitutionality of any other 

section, sentence, clause or phrase of this ordinance. 

Section 5. Effective Date.  This ordinance or a summary thereof consisting of the 

title shall be published in the official newspaper of the City, and shall take effect and be in full 

force five (5) days after publication. 

APPROVED by the Buckley City Council this 9th day of January, 2018. 

MAYOR, PAT JOHNSON 

ATTEST/AUTHENTICATED: 

JOANNE STARR, CITY CLERK 

APPROVED AS TO FORM 

OFFICE OF THE CITY ATTORNEY: PUBLISHED:  

     EFFECTIVE:   

BY 
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City of Buckley 1
Comprehensive Plan Transportation Element Update December 2016

OVERVIEW

This Comprehensive Plan Transportation Element establishes goals, policies, and
implementation strategies to guide future decisions affecting the City of Buckley’s
transportation systems including pedestrian, bicycle, transit and vehicular facilities.  This
element is intended to reinforce Buckley’s overall vision of being a safe and friendly
historic small town that is an attractive place to live, work, and play.

Along with other elements in the Comprehensive Plan Transportation Element works to
preserve Buckley’s small town character, efficient provision of services, support diverse
housing opportunities, protect the natural environment, foster a strong economic base,
ensure safe access to goods and services and develop high quality public spaces that
foster community interaction.

The focus of the transportation element is on ensuring safe and convenient access to
goods and services through an efficient and environmentally sensitive multimodal
transportation system.  Pedestrian, bicycle, transit and vehicular facilities are all
considered when answering the following questions:

· What are the strengths and weaknesses of Buckley’s current transportation
system?

· What is Buckley’s projected transportation needs in the future?

· What is Buckley’s overall strategy for meeting its future transportation
needs?

· What are Buckley’s goals, policies for improving its transportation
system?

· What specific actions can Buckley begin to take to implement its vision?

PLANNING PROCESS

This Transportation Element update was prepared in the following series of steps:

· Historical information was collected including Pierce County
Transportation Plans, traffic counts, and street inventory information.

· New traffic counts were taken in April 2013 and intersection approach
volumes were determined.
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2 City of Buckley
December 2016 Comprehensive Plan Transportation Element Update

· Both population growth rates and traffic count trends were collected from
the Puget Sound Regional Council.  Both were reviewed and a 3 percent
per year growth rate was selected.

· Vehicle Levels of service (LOS) for 2013 and 2030 were calculated and
analyzed using traffic model HCM2010 methods combined with Synchro,
and HCS2010 models for high volume intersections.

· Pedestrian LOS was calculated for 2013 and 2030 using a rating equation
that incorporates vehicle volumes, pedestrian use and type, vehicle speeds,
shoulder widths, and roadway widths.

· Improvements were developed and tested to ascertain a minimum LOS of
“D” in 2013.  Cost estimates of the selected improvements were then
prepared.

· Fair share mitigation fees were developed for each project using 2013
weekday total volumes.

EXISTING INFORMATION

Buckley’s historic neighborhoods are laid out in a traditional street grid pattern on
approximately 320 feet by 550 feet street-blocks with alleys running down their middle.
This street pattern provides strong pedestrian and vehicular connectivity within the
community facilitating convenient access to goods and services.  The alleys also enhance
street aesthetics by providing alternative corridors for garbage pickup and utilities.

Some of Buckley’s more recent subdivisions are laid out in a loop and lollipop street
pattern.  This pattern discourages through traffic and increases out of direction travel.  It
consequently does not provide strong pedestrian or vehicular connectivity resulting in
long circuitous routes to cover otherwise short distances.  This street pattern developed
after the advent of the automobile when accessibility by foot was thought to be no longer
crucial.  However, as a result of this pattern people’s transportation choices become
severely limited.  Children and the elderly were especially affected by the lack of safe
and convenient pedestrian and bicycle access to activities, goods and services.  It was
also less recognized how automobile dependence could affect our health.  Our country’s
obesity epidemic not to mention environmental and safety concerns over the burning of
fossil fuels have all been tied to our nation’s heavy reliance upon the automobile.

With the growing awareness of the adverse health, environmental and social impacts of
automobile dependence, communities around the country are working to create more
walk able and pedestrian friendly neighborhoods to loosen dependence upon the
automobile by increasing transportation choices.  As residential development continues to
occur within Buckley, street patterns will continue to have strong effects upon
accessibility and neighborhood character.  Finding ways to ensure safe and convenient
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City of Buckley 3
Comprehensive Plan Transportation Element Update December 2016

multi-modal access and preserve Buckley’s small town character is the primary goal of
this Transportation Element.

PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES

Pedestrian facilities include sidewalks, crosswalks and trails throughout the City along
with pedestrian amenities such as benches, and lighting within Buckley’s historic area.
All are intended to provide safe and convenient access to goods and services by foot.

Currently, the sidewalk system in Buckley is discontinuous with many sidewalks existing
in the older and more developed neighborhoods and fewer in the less populated areas.
Planting strips run along many sidewalks, but not all and they vary in width.  Crosswalks
are marked in the historic district but intersections in other areas are not as well
distinguished.  Approximately 2 miles of the Foothills Trail runs through the middle of
the City providing pedestrian and bicycle access to goods and services along the east side
of SR 410 as well as providing opportunities for recreational walking and biking.

The LOS scale, reflects the level of comfort experienced by a pedestrian on a roadway,
can be seen in Table 1 below.  Three roadways currently do not meet Buckley’s LOS D
standard.  Additional information regarding their deficiencies and suggestions for
improvements can be found in the sections on projects.

TABLE 1

Pedestrian Level of Comfort Gradations

Level of Service Pedestrian Rating
A <40
B 40 – 50
C 50 – 70
D 70 – 90
E 90 – 110
F >110

BICYCLE FACILITIES

Bicycle facilities consist of designated bicycle routes, marked bicycle lanes, trails and
bicycle parking facilities.  Currently Buckley does not have any designated bicycle
routes, bicycle lanes, or bicycle parking facilities however, the street system is used by
bicyclists of all ages for various types of trips including commuting to work and school,
shopping, visiting friends and recreation.  Low levels of automobile traffic make bicycle
travel along most of Buckley’s streets relatively safe.  Certain streets, however, are too
dangerous for bicycle travel and require significant improvements to make services along
them accessible.
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4 City of Buckley
December 2016 Comprehensive Plan Transportation Element Update

Buckley is especially fortunate to have the Foothills Trail running through the middle of
town.  The Foothills Trail is a 12-foot-wide non-motorized asphalt trail suitable for
bicycles, walking, inline skates and wheel chairs.  It also has a soft shoulder path for
horses.  When completed, the trail will extend through both Pierce and King Counties.

PUBLIC TRANSPORTATION FACILITIES

Public Transportation is not provided in the form of bus service in Buckley.  Pierce
Transit has had to cut service due to the recent economic recession.  Mass transit
opportunities still exist in the form of vanpool and other car sharing plans; however, there
is no formal park and ride facility within the City.

FREIGHT FACILITIES

The Washington State department of Transportation has designated certain roads as
crucial to freight mobility, which is known as the Freight and Goods Transportation
System (FGTS).  The FGTS classifies roadways using five truck gross tonnage
classifications, T-1 through T-5, as follows:

· T-1:  More than 10 million tons per year.
· T-2:  4 million to 10 million tons per year.
· T-3:  300,000 to 4 million tons per year.
· T-4:  100,000 to 300,000 tons per year.
· T-5:  At least 20,000 tons in 60 days and less than 100,000 tons per year.

The City of Buckley has four freight corridors with this designation:

· State Route 410 (T-2)
· State Route 165 (T-3)
· 112th Street SE (T-3)
· Buckley-Sumner Highway/Mason Avenue (T-3)

MOTORIZED VEHICULAR FACILITIES

Vehicular facilities include the City’s streets and their intersections.  The City of
Buckley’s streets are classified in accordance with the National Functional Arterial
Classification system into Principal Arterials, Minor Arterials, Collector Streets and
Local Access Streets.  Definitions of each can be found below:

Urban Principal Arterial System

The principal arterial connect cities that are spaced considerably far from each other with
a minimum of access to ensure a good level of service. The primary purpose of this
roadway is to serve the traveling public, and not accessing adjacent land.
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City of Buckley 5
Comprehensive Plan Transportation Element Update December 2016

Urban Minor Arterial Street System

The minor arterial street system should interconnect with and augment the urban
principal arterial system and provide service to trips of moderate length at a somewhat
lower level of travel mobility than principal arterials. The minor arterial also provides
access to industrial, commercial, and large residential developments, however, will not
travel into these developments.

Urban Collector Street System

The collector street system provides both land access service and traffic circulation
within residential neighborhoods, commercial and industrial areas. It differs from the
arterial system in that facilities on the collector system may be inclusive in residential
neighborhoods, distributing trips from the arterials through the area to the ultimate
destination.

Urban Local Street System

The local street system comprises all facilities not on one of the higher systems. It serves
primarily to provide direct access to abutting land and access to the higher order systems.
It offers the lowest level of mobility and usually contains no bus routes. Service to
through traffic movement usually is deliberately discouraged.

Currently Buckley has:

· 2.93 miles of principal arterials;
· 7.66 miles of minor arterials;
· 1.00 mile of collector streets;
· 20.63 miles of local access streets; and
· 4.31 miles of alleyways within the City limits.  An additional 2.13 miles of

Local Access Streets exist within the Rainier School property.

VEHICLE LEVEL OF SERVICE (LOS) STANDARDS

To evaluate how well a transportation system functions, transportation engineers use
what is referred to as Levels of Service (LOS).  LOS is a concept developed to quantify
the degree of comfort including such elements such as travel time, number of stops,
amount of delay, and impediments caused by other vehicles.  Six grades are used to
denote the various LOS.  These six grades are described qualitatively for signalized
intersections in Table 2.  Level of Service A denotes the best level of operation and grade
F denotes the worst level of operation.

Levels range from A to F with A taking the shortest time and F taking the longest time.
Cities decide upon the minimum levels of service (LOS) acceptable for each
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transportation facility in their jurisdiction.  These LOS are then adopted as standards to
evaluate whether improvements are required.

The LOS for intersections is determined by measuring the time it takes a vehicle to pass
through an intersection.  The following table shows the intersection LOS ratings grades
(A – F) along with their ranges of time.

TABLE 2

Highway Capacity Manual 2010 Intersection Level of Service and Delay

Level of Service Signalized (Seconds)

All-Way Stop Control and
Two-Way Stop Control

(Seconds)
LOS A <10 <10
LOS B 10 – 20 10 – 15
LOS C 20 – 35 15 – 25
LOS D 35 – 55 25 – 35
LOS E 55 – 80 35 – 50
LOS F >80 >50

The City of Buckley utilizes the city standard traffic LOS D.

CONCURRENCY

Once a city has adopted LOS standards it is then required to ensure that it can maintain
those standards over the planning period.  New development which may negatively affect
LOS is required to make improvements to the facilities to mitigate any adverse effects.
This requirement is referred to as the concurrency requirement which is specified in
RCW 36.70A.070(6).  The statute provides “concurrent with development…shall mean
that improvements or strategies are in place at the time of development, or that a financial
commitment is in place to complete the improvements within 6 years.”  WAC 365-195-
210 also specifies that public transportation facilities are to be in place to meet adopted
level of service standards within 6 years from the time of development.

State Route 410 and State Route 165 travel through the City of Buckley.  The
right-of-way for these routes is owned by the City, however, the facilities located
between curb to curb is maintained by the state.  The State has set a level of service
standard for these routes, and identified SR 410 as a Tier 2, and will need a LOS D, while
SR 165 is a Tier 3 and require a LOS C.
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TRANSPORTATION STRATEGY

Buckley’s strategy for maintaining and improving its transportation system is to ensure
cost effective transportation projects are developed that meet the goals of the
Transportation Element.  Prioritization of projects is as follows:

1. Maintain the existing transportation network.

2. Improve safety of transportation system.

3. Improve system continuity by constructing missing sidewalk, bicycle
route and street links.

4. Upgrade existing infrastructure to adopted LOS standards.

5. Extend infrastructure to accommodate new growth.

FUTURE TRANSPORTATION SAFETY STRATEGY

1. Record and analyze collision reports to identify traffic hazard patterns that
can be corrected.

2. Conduct traffic counts to determine collision rates, capacity needs, and use
in designing improvements.

FUTURE TRANSPORTATION CONVENIENCE STRATEGY

1. Monitor traffic volumes and LOS to identify capacity deficiencies.

2. Coordinate with Pierce Transit to reinstate public transportation services
with Buckley.

3. Coordinate with WSDOT on plans for improving the SR 410 corridor.

MITIGATION FEES

Cost estimates are made for improvements and are used to calculate fair share mitigation
fees for new development.

Both vehicular and pedestrian improvements and mitigation fees are identified.

Mitigation improvements and fair share fees identified in this study are intended to be
used with grants and other funding sources for the projects.  Mitigation fees provide fair
share funding identified as development’s portion of improvement costs.
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Pedestrian traffic varies with weather and season and the Pedestrian LOS recognizes this
and is based on daily traffic volumes.

Both the vehicle and pedestrian fair share mitigation fees are determined using 2013
weekday volumes because the improvements provide 24 hour a day capacity.

CITY OPERATING COST

The City sets aside an annual budget for the operation and maintenance of the
transportation system through a Transportation Benefit District, which was established by
Ordinance No. 13-12 in November of 2012.  The Transportation Benefit District Funds:

· City of Buckley Street Fund 101 (operation and maintenance).

· Pavement Preservation and Overlay Program.

· Transportation Projects, described in detail within the (2014 – 2019)
6-Year Transportation Improvement Program.

TRANSPORTATION GOALS AND POLICIES

Goals and policies are intended to provide the City of Buckley with a vision and outline
for both preserving and improving its transportation facilities.  They will also help guide
the State’s transportation activities (i.e., plans, improvements, and expenditures) within
the City.  While general in nature, they are sufficiently specific to assist in prioritizing
individual transportation projects.  During a time when transportation budgets are
stretched, these guidelines will be very helpful in selecting what can best be achieved
through the City of Buckley’s transportation vision.

During development of the goals and policies, City staff identified several overriding
guidelines that have helped structure this effort.  These comprehensive guidelines are
reflected in the City-wide goals, with one of the most important being the fiscal and
efficiency concerns of the transportation plan.  The Goals, Policies and Projects must
recognize the cost-effectiveness and prudence of preserving and improving existing
facilities versus the costs and environmental concerns of building new transportation
projects.

What follows is the identification and discussion of goals and policies developed by City
staff and the Consultant, with additional input from the City Planning Commission and
City Council.

The relationship between goals and policies is defined as follows:

· Goals are broad statements which describe what the City aspires to
provide for residents, as well as what they hope to achieve.
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· Policies are more specific statements that outline methods of
accomplishing goals.

· Projects are specific actions or standards designed to implement Policies.

SAFETY

Goal 5.1 Ensure all transportation modes are designed for safety.

Policy 5.1.1 All transportation modes throughout the City should provide safe access to
goods and services.

Policy 5.1.2 Right-of-way improvements shall be done to the latest accepted design
standards.  If the design standards cannot be met, a deviation shall be
prepared by the designer and shall be reviewed for possible approval by
the City Engineer.

Policy 5.1.3 Provide needed roadway striping and signing to maintain safe traffic
operation service levels that are consistent with the most recent Manual of
Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD).

Policy 5.1.4 The City should ensure adequate visibility for automobiles by enforcing
landscape and fence height standards.

Policy 5.1.5 A code enforcement officer should be responsible for enforcing the
vegetation height and breadth over sidewalks as well as beside roads.

DESIGN

Goal 5.2 Enhance the appearance, quality, and function of the transportation
system in residential and commercial districts.

General

Policy 5.2.1 Streets, trails, bikeways, and sidewalks should coordinate with a City
theme (coal mining/brick buildings/logging).

Policy 5.2.2 All materials used for a project should meet the accepted design standards
of the City.

Policy 5.2.3 Public art should be provided on public rights-of-way by new
development to enhance the City’s sense of place and/or the City theme.
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Policy 5.2.4 All new transportation facilities shall meet current ADA guidelines.  All
existing facilities shall be inventoried for ADA compliance and prioritized
for enhancement where necessary.

Street Grids

Policy 5.2.4 Street patterns should be planned as grid systems without dead ends or
long blocks; clustered development, such as planned unit developments,
should provide a trail system through the property and connect with
adjacent rights-of-way or developed trails.

Policy 5.2.5 Future streets and their classifications should follow a regular distribution
pattern that anticipates potential land uses and provides for orderly
development.

Alleys

Policy 5.2.6 Alleys should be included in plat plans to eliminate the need for placing
overhead wires, garages, and garbage cans in front of residences.

Policy 5.2.7 The sizes and capacities of transportation facilities should be appropriately
matched to the surrounding land uses.

Policy 5.2.8 The City should consider the costs and benefits of both construction and
maintenance when setting guidelines for street dimensions and
rights-of-way.

Sidewalks

Policy 5.2.9 Sidewalks should be designed to eliminate sheet flow and ponding on the
walkway surface.

Policy 5.2.10 Crosswalks should be paved differently to ensure visibility.

Policy 5.2.11 Sidewalks that are likely to serve as parking areas or driveways should be
designed as driveways to prevent the sidewalk from crumbling through
use.

Policy 5.2.12 Sidewalks should have standard curbs (not rolled curbs).

Policy 5.2.13 Sidewalks should be sloped toward the street for drainage.

Policy 5.2.14 Pavement materials and landscaping should be used to create visual
connections between trails and downtown.
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CONNECTIVITY

Goal 5.3 Provide a variety of ways to get from one part of the City to another
part of the City using a variety of transportation modes.

Walkways

Policy 5.3.1 Sidewalks also should be part of the City’s trail system.

Policy 5.3.2 Create a coordinated system of trails and walkways within the City.

Policy 5.3.3 Trails should lead downtown and to the shoreline.

Policy 5.3.4 Streets that dead end or end in cul-de-sacs should contain pedestrian links
to the next street.

New Development

Policy 5.3.5 Developers should provide bike and pedestrian connections to adjoining
neighborhoods.

Policy 5.3.6 New development should provide links and signs to the trail system.

Policy 5.3.7 All new development should provide pedestrian and bicycle infrastructure,
such as sidewalks, crosswalks, and bike paths.

NON-MOTORIZED FACILITIES

Goal 5.4 Create a continuous network of non-motorized facilities.

Pedestrian

Policy 5.4.1 Increase non-motorized trips within the City of Buckley.

Policy 5.4.2 The City of Buckley should implement transportation demand
management measures that provide incentives for walking, biking, and
public transportation and disincentives for automobile use.

Policy 5.4.3 The City should work with the Washington State Department of
Transportation (WSDOT) to make State Route (SR) 410 safer for
pedestrians.

Policy 5.4.4 Non-motorized links across SR 410 should be by signalized crosswalks or
a pedestrian route that is grade separated.

City Council Agenda Packet 01-09-2018 Pg.26



Gray & Osborne, Inc., Consulting Engineers

12 City of Buckley
December 2016 Comprehensive Plan Transportation Element Update

Policy 5.4.5 The City should ensure safe and secure access to non-motorized amenities.

Policy 5.4.6 Cars should not park on sidewalks.

Policy 5.4.7 Crosswalk safety at major intersections should be enhanced through the
addition of visual cues, such as paving and painting treatments, lighting,
and/or signage.  Where crossing distances are long, i.e., across SR 410,
raised medians should be constructed to serve as places of refuge for
pedestrians.

Policy 5.4.8 Future transit areas should include covered transit shelters.

Education

Policy 5.4.9 Provide educational opportunities to provide information about Northwest
ecology along bicycling and walking routes as well as the Foothills Trail.

Policy 5.4.10 The City should work with outside cycling and walking groups, such as
Feet First or Cascade Cycling Group, to provide outreach and education
regarding the different modes of transportation to schools and other public
facilities.

Bicycles

Policy 5.4.11 The City should create a continuous bicycle route system linked to the
Foothills Trail and other City facilities.  These routes should be part of a
public outreach effort that creates knowledge of the system.  The outcome
of the public outreach can then be transferred to City and County maps
and other publications for circulation.

Policy 5.4.12 All new commercial and office developments and facilities shall include
bicycle parking.  Park-and-ride areas and areas for future transit facilities
should include covered bicycle parking.

Policy 5.4.13 The City should foster Buckley’s role as a destination point for
recreational cycling by enhancing the town’s visibility and identity.

Center of Local Interest

Policy 5.4.14 The City should use the Foothills Trail between Park Street and
Ryan Road as a Center of Local Importance to enhance provision of
businesses, recreational activities, and public services.
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TRANSIT

Goal 5.5 The City should create park-and-ride lots that are connected to the
trail system and will serve to connect with future transit services
within the City’s downtown and the SR 410 corridor.

Park and Rides

Policy 5.5.1 The City should ensure safe and secure access to park-and-ride lots by
prioritizing areas around park-and-ride lots for lighting and other
pedestrian amenity improvements.

Policy 5.5.2 The City should create a park-and-ride lot near downtown.

Policy 5.5.3 The City should examine opportunities for combining park-and-ride lots
with a variety of land use activities to enhance the convenience of
carpooling.

Funding

Policy 5.5.4 The City should continue to work with regional transit operators for future
placement of transit stops within Buckley.

Policy 5.5.5 The City should continue working with WSDOT and Pierce County to
jointly compete for funds to support mass transit funding to and from the
City, as well as associated transportation improvements.

ENVIRONMENT

Goal 5.6 Transportation improvements should be constructed with reduced
environmental impacts.

Policy 5.6.1 All transportation improvements should minimize impervious footprints
and use current stormwater techniques as required in Title 14 of the
Buckley Municipal Code.

Policy 5.6.2 The City shall pursue low-impact street and parking lot design,
construction, and maintenance techniques to minimize impervious surface,
water pollution, and water runoff.

Policy 5.6.3 New roads and trails should be designed in such a way that they will not
affect wetlands, natural preserves, parks and recreation areas, significant
historical and cultural resources, and areas identified as critical wildlife
habitat.

City Council Agenda Packet 01-09-2018 Pg.28



Gray & Osborne, Inc., Consulting Engineers

14 City of Buckley
December 2016 Comprehensive Plan Transportation Element Update

Policy 5.6.4 The City should provide plug-in charging stations for electric vehicles.

FINANCE

Goal 5.7 The City should finance improvements after considering which
project will provide the most benefit for citizens.

Policy 5.7.1 The City should develop a list of roadway and non-motorized
improvements to be accomplished within the next 6 years and updated
annually.  Council should consider prioritization of the roadway
improvements each spring.

Policy 5.7.2 The City should use both traditional and innovative methods for financing
roadway improvements such as public/private partnerships, impact fees,
and so forth.

Policy 5.7.3 The City should explore funding tools such as road improvement districts
(RIDs), local improvement districts (LIDs), and other local funding
mechanisms to finance projects that provide a primary local benefit.

Policy 5.7.4 WSDOT, Pierce County, and the City of Buckley should work together to
share transportation resources and reduce overlap in transportation
expenditures.

Policy 5.7.5 The City should require maintenance agreements for private roads that are
executed by the responsible landowners.

Policy 5.7.6 The City should continue to compete for funds for transportation
improvements.

CONCURRENCY

Goal 5.8 The City should ensure developers pay for impacts to the roadway
system, as required by concurrency.

Policy 5.8.1 Each development is financially responsible for related transportation
costs.

Policy 5.8.2 A consistent level of service must be provided.

Policy 5.8.3 Transportation improvements needed to support new development shall be
in place at the time of development to maintain transportation LOS
standards.
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Policy 5.8.4 New commercial and multifamily developments must provide roadway
improvements as required by the future street map and the Development
Guidelines and Public Works Standards.

Policy 5.8.5 A concurrency management system should be developed.

Policy 5.8.6 Alternatives for demand management should be explored.

MAINTENANCE

Goal 5.9 The City should minimize future maintenance costs by using
technologies and techniques that increase pavement longevity.

Policy 5.9.1 Build and operate an efficient and cost-effective transportation system.

Policy 5.9.2 Design and construct improvements in a manner that likely will require
the least amount of maintenance.

Policy 5.9.3 The City should investigate relinquishing street facilities that are no longer
needed to serve City residents.

Policy 5.9.4 Create roadway pavement log of existing sidewalks and roadways to
record deficiencies and repairs of roadways.

Policy 5.9.5 The City should provide budget funding for annual roadway paving
improvements, such as potholes.

Policy 5.9.6 Obstructions blocking pedestrian walkways, such as vegetation over trails
or sidewalks, should be maintained to eliminate barriers to pedestrians.

CONSTRUCTION

Goal 5.10 Ensure transportation construction needs are met during and after
construction.

Policy 5.10.1 Additional rights-of-way may be required for additional roads and
pedestrian ways, as shown on adopted plans of the City.

Policy 5.10.2 Public notice of traffic impacts that will occur during construction
activities should be provided 2 weeks in advance of the traffic impact.

Policy 5.10.3 Each transportation mode’s right-of-way needs should be addressed when
roads are constructed or upgraded with the appropriate traffic control
measure as outlined by the Buckley City Development Guidelines and
Public Works Standards and MUTCD.
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Policy 5.10.4 Temporary erosion and sediment control measures shall be used in
accordance with an approved stormwater pollution prevention plan.  Final
approval of the permit should depend on permanent stormwater detention
and pollution prevention measures being in place.

PROJECTS

This Transportation Element update considers facilities impacted by growth projected to
occur within the City of Buckley over the next 20 years.  Improvement projects will
occur in a sequential manner as funding accrues with development planning, design,
right-of-way acquisition, construction mitigations, grants, and other City sources.

The element focuses on pedestrian and vehicle capacity deficiencies and suggests
improvements to bring them in line with Buckley’s LOS standard of D.  Current and
future pedestrian and vehicle capacity deficiencies were identified through forecasting
and LOS analysis, and they primarily consist of capacity constraints due to a lack of
walkways for pedestrians and inadequate intersections for vehicles.  Capacity
improvement projects were developed and LOS was tested using projected 2030
volumes.

Three areas for improvement have been prioritized as follows:

· Walkway improvements;
· Intersection improvements; and
· SR 410 improvements.

Four pedestrian routes are projected to fall below LOS D in 2035 with pedestrian ratings
exceeding 90.  Table 3 identifies the Pedestrian Level of Service and Ratings for each.

TABLE 3

Pedestrian Level of Service and Ratings

Road Segment
2013 LOS

Rating
2035 LOS

Rating
2035 Mitigated

LOS Rating
1. Mundy Loss Road (112th Street

East – SR 410)
D (92) F (179) D (90)

2. Ryan Road  (Spiketon Road –
Levesque Road)

D (79) F (137) C (72)

3. West Mason Road (Natches –
Hinkleman Extension)

C (76) F (132) C (70)

The following table lists the street segments needing improvement, the mitigation costs,
and the fair share trip fees.
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TABLE 4

Pedestrian Mitigations and Costs

Street Improvement
Mitigation

Cost
2013
ADT

Cost per
ADT

Mundy Loss (112th

Street East – SR 410)
Curb, gutter,

sidewalk one side $669,000 6,230 $108

Ryan Road (Spiketon –
Levesque)

Curb, gutter,
sidewalk one side $1,584,000 2,770 $572

Spiketon Road (South of
Mt. View Avenue)

Curb, gutter,
sidewalk one side $588,000 1,020 $576

Total $2,841,000 $1,256

The high pedestrian mitigation costs are a concern for being disproportionate compared
to the intersection mitigation costs.  The mitigation fee needs to be economically feasible.
Pedestrian improvements are to provide walking capacity and safety but their
construction provides a substantial portion of the roadway improvement.

INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENTS

Five intersections within the City of Buckley are projected to exceed LOS “D” in 2035
not including intersections along the SR 410 corridor.  Appendix B shows the map and
table identifying the failing intersections along with the improvements needed to
maintain them at a LOS of D or higher.

These intersection improvements include signalization, turn lanes, and traffic operational
improvements.  The improvements frequently result in LOS higher than level D since
half a lane or half a signal cannot be constructed to exactly achieve LOS D.

City Council Agenda Packet 01-09-2018 Pg.32



Gray & Osborne, Inc., Consulting Engineers

18 City of Buckley
December 2016 Comprehensive Plan Transportation Element Update

TABLE 5

Intersection LOS and Improvements

Intersection
2013
LOS

2035
LOS Improvements

Mitigated
LOS

Mundy Loss and 112th Street
East

B F Signal, turn lanes, sidewalks C

North River Road and A Street B F Signal, turn lanes, sidewalks B
South River Road and Main
Street

C F Signal, turn lanes, sidewalks C

Main Street and A Street C F Signal, turn lanes, sidewalks B
SR 410 and Mundy Loss B F Widen to five lanes, signal B
SR 410 and Main B F Widen to five lanes, signal A
SR 410 and SR 165 F F Widen to five lanes, signal C
SR 410 and Chamberlin,
Butler, Hinkleman Extension,
Jefferson, or Wickersham

New or existing stop
controlled streets will require
signalization and five lanes to
meet LOS “D.”

The identified intersection improvements were determined using PM Peak capacity;
however, the school hours, the noon hour, the AM Peak hour and other hours of the day,
as well as weekends all have capacity constraints that the improvements will serve.
Improvements include traffic signals that provide capacity 24 hours a day.  They will
serve existing traffic and increasing “through” traffic as well as new traffic associated
with growth.  Mitigation fair share fee estimates were prepared for the improvements as
listed in the table below.

TABLE 6

Intersection Mitigations and Costs

Intersection Improvements
Mitigation

Cost
2013

AWDT
Cost per
AWDT

Mundy Loss and 112th Street
East

Signal, turn lanes,
sidewalks

$1,364,000 9,070 $150

SR 410 and SR 165 Realign SR 165 $2,114,000 30,590 $69
South River Road and
A Street

Signal, turn lanes,
sidewalks

$797,000 7,160 $111

South River Road and Main
Street

Signal, turn lanes,
sidewalks

$789,000 5,580 $141

Main Street and A Street Signal, turn lanes,
sidewalks

$498,000 6,470 $77

SR 410 and Mundy Loss Widen to five lanes, signal $1,170,000 26,730 $44
SR 410 and Main Widen to five lanes, signal $1,006,000 26,150 $38
Total $8,054,000 $618
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The intersection trip fee was calculated by dividing the project improvement cost by the
total 2013 Average Weekday Daily traffic (AWDT) volume.  Utilizing the AWDT as the
fair share fee calculation denominator recognizes the multiple service capacities provided
by the improvements since all traffic will be using the improvement and other sources
such as grants will be funding portions of the improvements.  Development traffic is to be
charged for their fair share of traffic improvements based on traffic generated by the
development.

The total mitigation fee would be the sum of the pedestrian and intersection improvement
fees:

Intersections: $618
Pedestrian Improvements: $20
Total: $638

SR 410/SR 165/Ryan Road/South River Road/112th Street East Improvements

The intersection of SR 410 and SR 165 consist of a complex junction of roads.  Recently,
improvements to 112th Street East have improved the network by realigning it to
intersection with SR 165.  Currently, the City is planning on realigning SR 165 to realign
its intersection with SR 410, which is expected to improve both level of service and
safety.  Figure 1 depicts the proposed improvements.
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FIGURE 1

Proposed SR 410 and SR 165 Improvements
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Other SR 410 Corridor Improvements

SR 410 and Chamberlin, Butler, Hinkleman Extension, Jefferson, and/or Wickersham are
facilities where additional planning, design, development, and regional corridor
evaluation are needed to determine future improvements.  Since the SR 410 corridor is
controlled by WSDOT and serves predominantly regional traffic, and since regional
traffic impacts substantially exceed those of the City of Buckley, improvements along the
SR 410 corridor will be administered by WSDOT with the City of Buckley being a
participant along with other jurisdictions in the planning process.
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HCM 2010 AWSC 2013 Baseline
3: S Naches St & E Mason St 9/15/2014

2013 Volumes-Naches-Mason and SR410-Wheeler  11/19/2013 2013 Baseline Synchro 8 Light Report
Page 1

Intersection
Intersection Delay, s/veh 8.6
Intersection LOS A

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Vol, veh/h 134 25 12 6 45 2 7 53 5 0 18 81
Peak Hour Factor 0.81 0.81 0.81 0.81 0.81 0.81 0.81 0.81 0.81 0.81 0.81 0.81
Heavy Vehicles, % 2 2 2 6 6 6 2 2 2 0 0 0
Mvmt Flow 165 31 15 7 56 2 9 65 6 0 22 100
Number of Lanes 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0

Approach EB WB NB SB
Opposing Approach WB EB SB NB
Opposing Lanes 1 1 1 1
Conflicting Approach Left SB NB EB WB
Conflicting Lanes Left 1 1 1 1
Conflicting Approach Right NB SB WB EB
Conflicting Lanes Right 1 1 1 1
HCM Control Delay 9.3 8.2 8.3 7.9
HCM LOS A A A A

Lane NBLn1 EBLn1 WBLn1 SBLn1
Vol Left, % 11% 78% 11% 0%
Vol Thru, % 82% 15% 85% 18%
Vol Right, % 8% 7% 4% 82%
Sign Control Stop Stop Stop Stop
Traffic Vol by Lane 65 171 53 99
LT Vol 53 25 45 18
Through Vol 5 12 2 81
RT Vol 7 134 6 0
Lane Flow Rate 80 211 65 122
Geometry Grp 1 1 1 1
Degree of Util (X) 0.105 0.268 0.085 0.141
Departure Headway (Hd) 4.701 4.576 4.699 4.163
Convergence, Y/N Yes Yes Yes Yes
Cap 762 785 762 862
Service Time 2.728 2.602 2.73 2.188
HCM Lane V/C Ratio 0.105 0.269 0.085 0.142
HCM Control Delay 8.3 9.3 8.2 7.9
HCM Lane LOS A A A A
HCM 95th-tile Q 0.4 1.1 0.3 0.5

Notes
~ : Volume Exceeds Capacity; $ : Delay Exceeds 300 Seconds; Error : Computation Not Defined
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HCM 2010 TWSC 2013 Baseline
8: SR 410 & Wheeler Ave 9/15/2014

2013 Volumes-Naches-Mason and SR410-Wheeler  11/19/2013 2013 Baseline Synchro 8 Light Report
Page 3

Intersection
Intersection Delay, s/veh 0.9

Movement SEL SET SER NWL NWT NWR NEL NET NER SWL SWT SWR
Vol, veh/h 0 0 4 9 1 17 3 623 33 31 958 2
Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sign Control Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop Free Free Free Free Free Free
RT Channelized - - None - - None - - None - - None
Storage Length - - - - - - - - - - - -
Veh in Median Storage, # - 0 - - 0 - - 0 - - 0 -
Grade, % - 0 - - 0 - - 0 - - 0 -
Peak Hour Factor 95 95 95 95 95 95 92 92 92 92 92 92
Heavy Vehicles, % 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 2 2 2 2
Mvmt Flow 0 0 4 9 1 18 3 677 36 34 1041 2

Major/Minor Minor2 Minor1 Major1 Major2
Conflicting Flow All 1821 1830 1042 1814 1813 695 1043 0 0 713 0 0
             Stage 1 1110 1110 - 702 702 - - - - - - -
             Stage 2 711 720 - 1112 1111 - - - - - - -
Follow-up Headway 3.5 4 3.3 3.5 4 3.3 2.218 - - 2.218 - -
Pot Capacity-1 Maneuver 60 77 281 61 79 446 667 - - 887 - -
             Stage 1 256 287 - 432 443 - - - - - - -
             Stage 2 427 435 - 256 287 - - - - - - -
Time blocked-Platoon, % - - - -
Mov Capacity-1 Maneuver 53 70 281 56 71 446 667 - - 887 - -
Mov Capacity-2 Maneuver 53 70 - 56 71 - - - - - - -
             Stage 1 254 261 - 429 440 - - - - - - -
             Stage 2 406 432 - 229 261 - - - - - - -

Approach SE NW NE SW
HCM Control Delay, s 18 41.3 0 0.3
HCM LOS C E

Minor Lane / Major Mvmt NEL NET NER NWLn1 SELn1 SWL SWT SWR
Capacity (veh/h) 667 - - 127 281 887 - -
HCM Lane V/C Ratio 0.005 - - 0.224 0.015 0.038 - -
HCM Control Delay (s) 10.424 0 - 41.3 18 9.219 0 -
HCM Lane LOS B A E C A A
HCM 95th %tile Q(veh) 0.015 - - 0.811 0.046 0.118 - -

Notes
~ : Volume Exceeds Capacity; $ : Delay Exceeds 300 Seconds; Error : Computation Not Defined
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Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Lane Configurations
Volume (veh/h) 120 730 25 13 540 84 88 21 86 42 28 12
Number 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Initial Q, veh 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Ped-Bike Adj (A_pbT) 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Parking Bus Adj 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Adj Sat Flow, veh/h/ln 1863 1863 1863 1881 1881 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
Lanes 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 1 1 0 1 1
Lane Assignment
Cap, veh/h 157 1013 861 23 744 116 93 13 439 82 37 439
HCM Platoon Ratio 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Prop Arrive On Green 0.09 0.54 0.54 0.01 0.47 0.47 0.27 0.27 0.27 0.27 0.27 0.27
Ln Grp Delay, s/veh 39.2 13.3 7.4 54.6 0.0 16.6 133.5 0.0 20.6 46.4 0.0 18.8
Ln Grp LOS D B A D B F C D B
Approach Vol, veh/h 893 650 199 84
Approach Delay, s/veh 16.6 17.3 83.6 42.4
Approach LOS B B F D

   Timer: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Assigned Phs 2 3 4 6 7 8
Case No 7.0 2.0 3.0 7.0 2.0 4.0
Phs Duration (G+Y+Rc), s 23.0 4.9 42.0 23.0 10.2 36.7
Change Period (Y+Rc), s 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
Max Allow Headway (MAH), s 4.9 3.8 5.1 4.9 3.8 5.1
Max Green (Gmax), s 19.0 4.0 55.0 19.0 12.0 47.0
Max Q Clear (g_c+l1), s 21.0 2.5 23.3 21.0 6.7 21.7
Green Ext Time (g_e), s 0.0 0.0 12.0 0.0 0.1 11.0
Prob of Phs Call (p_c) 1.00 0.22 1.00 1.00 0.91 1.00
Prob of Max Out (p_x) 1.00 1.00 0.20 1.00 0.22 0.30

Left-Turn Movement Data
Assigned Mvmt 5 3 1 7
Mvmt Sat Flow, veh/h 0 1792 0 1774

Through Movement Data
Assigned Mvmt 2 4 6 8
Mvmt Sat Flow, veh/h 47 1863 135 1589

Right-Turn Movement Data
Assigned Mvmt 12 14 16 18
Mvmt Sat Flow, veh/h 1615 1583 1615 248

Left Lane Group Data
Assigned Mvmt 0 5 3 0 0 1 7 0
Lane Assignment L+T L (Prot) L+T L (Prot)
Lanes in Grp 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 0
Grp Vol (v), veh/h 0 111 13 0 0 72 122 0
Grp Sat Flow (s), veh/h/ln 0 47 1792 0 0 135 1774 0
Q Serve Time (g_s), s 0.0 0.0 0.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 4.7 0.0
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Cycle Q Clear Time (g_c), s 0.0 19.0 0.5 0.0 0.0 19.0 4.7 0.0
Perm LT Sat Flow (s_l), veh/h/ln 0 1388 0 0 0 1305 0 0
Shared LT Sat Flow (s_sh), veh/h/ln 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Perm LT Eff Green (g_p), s 0.0 19.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 19.0 0.0 0.0
Perm LT Serve Time (g_u), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Perm LT Q Serve Time (g_ps), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Time to First Blk (g_f), s 0.0 0.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.3 0.0 0.0
Serve Time pre Blk (g_fs), s 0.0 0.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.3 0.0 0.0
Prop LT Inside Lane (P_L) 0.00 0.81 1.00 0.00 0.00 0.60 1.00 0.00
Lane Grp Cap (c), veh/h 0 106 23 0 0 119 157 0
V/C Ratio (X) 0.00 1.05 0.57 0.00 0.00 0.61 0.78 0.00
Avail Cap (c_a), veh/h 0 106 103 0 0 119 305 0
Upstream Filter (I) 0.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 0.00
Uniform Delay (d1), s/veh 0.0 32.7 34.3 0.0 0.0 25.6 31.2 0.0
Incr Delay (d2), s/veh 0.0 100.8 20.3 0.0 0.0 20.8 8.0 0.0
Initial Q Delay (d3), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay (d), s/veh 0.0 133.5 54.6 0.0 0.0 46.4 39.2 0.0
1st-Term Q (Q1), veh/ln 0.0 1.8 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.9 2.0 0.0
2nd-Term Q (Q2), veh/ln 0.0 3.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.7 0.3 0.0
3rd-Term Q (Q3), veh/ln 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
%ile Back of Q Factor (f_B%) 0.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 0.00
%ile Back of Q (50%), veh/ln 0.0 4.8 0.3 0.0 0.0 1.6 2.3 0.0
%ile Storage Ratio (RQ%) 0.00 0.09 0.09 0.00 0.00 0.06 0.60 0.00
Initial Q (Qb), veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Final (Residual) Q (Qe), veh 0.0 1.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Sat Delay (ds), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Sat Q (Qs), veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Sat Cap (cs), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Initial Q Clear Time (tc), h 0.0 0.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Middle Lane Group Data
Assigned Mvmt 0 2 0 4 0 6 0 8
Lane Assignment T
Lanes in Grp 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0
Grp Vol (v), veh/h 0 0 0 745 0 0 0 0
Grp Sat Flow (s), veh/h/ln 0 0 0 1863 0 0 0 0
Q Serve Time (g_s), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 21.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Cycle Q Clear Time (g_c), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 21.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Lane Grp Cap (c), veh/h 0 0 0 1013 0 0 0 0
V/C Ratio (X) 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.74 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Avail Cap (c_a), veh/h 0 0 0 1466 0 0 0 0
Upstream Filter (I) 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Uniform Delay (d1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 12.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incr Delay (d2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Initial Q Delay (d3), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay (d), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 13.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
1st-Term Q (Q1), veh/ln 0.0 0.0 0.0 7.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
2nd-Term Q (Q2), veh/ln 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
3rd-Term Q (Q3), veh/ln 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
%ile Back of Q Factor (f_B%) 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00
%ile Back of Q (50%), veh/ln 0.0 0.0 0.0 8.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

City Council Agenda Packet 01-09-2018 Pg.46



HCM 2010 Signalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 2013 Mundy Loss Road Volumes
3: Mundy Loss Road & SR 410 9/15/2014

2013 Mundy Loss Road Volumes  11/19/2013 2013 Baseline Synchro 8 Light Report
Rory Cameron Page 3

%ile Storage Ratio (RQ%) 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.33 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Initial Q (Qb), veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Final (Residual) Q (Qe), veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Sat Delay (ds), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Sat Q (Qs), veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Sat Cap (cs), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Initial Q Clear Time (tc), h 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Right Lane Group Data
Assigned Mvmt 0 12 0 14 0 16 0 18
Lane Assignment R R R T+R
Lanes in Grp 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1
Grp Vol (v), veh/h 0 88 0 26 0 12 0 637
Grp Sat Flow (s), veh/h/ln 0 1615 0 1583 0 1615 0 1837
Q Serve Time (g_s), s 0.0 2.9 0.0 0.5 0.0 0.4 0.0 19.7
Cycle Q Clear Time (g_c), s 0.0 2.9 0.0 0.5 0.0 0.4 0.0 19.7
Prot RT Sat Flow (s_R), veh/h/ln 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Prot RT Eff Green (g_R), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Prop RT Outside Lane (P_R) 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 0.14
Lane Grp Cap (c), veh/h 0 439 0 861 0 439 0 860
V/C Ratio (X) 0.00 0.20 0.00 0.03 0.00 0.03 0.00 0.74
Avail Cap (c_a), veh/h 0 439 0 1246 0 439 0 1236
Upstream Filter (I) 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00
Uniform Delay (d1), s/veh 0.0 19.6 0.0 7.4 0.0 18.7 0.0 15.1
Incr Delay (d2), s/veh 0.0 1.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0 1.4
Initial Q Delay (d3), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay (d), s/veh 0.0 20.6 0.0 7.4 0.0 18.8 0.0 16.6
1st-Term Q (Q1), veh/ln 0.0 1.1 0.0 0.2 0.0 0.1 0.0 7.8
2nd-Term Q (Q2), veh/ln 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.3
3rd-Term Q (Q3), veh/ln 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
%ile Back of Q Factor (f_B%) 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00
%ile Back of Q (50%), veh/ln 0.0 1.2 0.0 0.2 0.0 0.2 0.0 8.1
%ile Storage Ratio (RQ%) 0.00 0.30 0.00 0.04 0.00 0.04 0.00 0.34
Initial Q (Qb), veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Final (Residual) Q (Qe), veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Sat Delay (ds), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Sat Q (Qs), veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Sat Cap (cs), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Initial Q Clear Time (tc), h 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Intersection Summary
HCM 2010 Ctrl Delay 25.4
HCM 2010 LOS C

Notes
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Intersection
Intersection Delay, s/veh 10.3
Intersection LOS B

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Vol, veh/h 24 90 96 32 13 40 31 146 6 7 204 46
Peak Hour Factor 0.93 0.93 0.93 0.93 0.93 0.93 0.93 0.93 0.93 0.93 0.93 0.93
Heavy Vehicles, % 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 1
Mvmt Flow 26 97 103 34 14 43 33 157 6 8 219 49
Number of Lanes 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0

Approach EB WB NB SB
Opposing Approach WB EB SB NB
Opposing Lanes 1 1 1 1
Conflicting Approach Left SB NB EB WB
Conflicting Lanes Left 1 1 1 1
Conflicting Approach Right NB SB WB EB
Conflicting Lanes Right 1 1 1 1
HCM Control Delay 10.3 9.1 10.1 10.8
HCM LOS B A B B

Lane NBLn1 EBLn1 WBLn1 SBLn1
Vol Left, % 17% 11% 38% 3%
Vol Thru, % 80% 43% 15% 79%
Vol Right, % 3% 46% 47% 18%
Sign Control Stop Stop Stop Stop
Traffic Vol by Lane 183 210 85 257
LT Vol 146 90 13 204
Through Vol 6 96 40 46
RT Vol 31 24 32 7
Lane Flow Rate 197 226 91 276
Geometry Grp 1 1 1 1
Degree of Util (X) 0.276 0.309 0.134 0.372
Departure Headway (Hd) 5.151 4.927 5.281 4.852
Convergence, Y/N Yes Yes Yes Yes
Cap 702 720 683 732
Service Time 3.151 3.024 3.281 2.948
HCM Lane V/C Ratio 0.281 0.314 0.133 0.377
HCM Control Delay 10.1 10.3 9.1 10.8
HCM Lane LOS B B A B
HCM 95th-tile Q 1.1 1.3 0.5 1.7

Notes
~ : Volume Exceeds Capacity; $ : Delay Exceeds 300 Seconds; Error : Computation Not Defined
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Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NEL NET NER SWL SWT SWR
Lane Configurations
Volume (veh/h) 21 54 1 123 34 28 5 535 80 46 875 10
Number 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Initial Q, veh 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Ped-Bike Adj (A_pbT) 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Parking Bus Adj 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Adj Sat Flow, veh/h/ln 1900 1900 1900 1900 1881 1900 1881 1881 1900 1863 1863 1900
Lanes 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 1 1 0
Lane Assignment
Cap, veh/h 167 378 6 348 94 61 247 960 143 424 1103 12
HCM Platoon Ratio 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Prop Arrive On Green 0.27 0.27 0.27 0.27 0.27 0.27 0.60 0.60 0.60 0.60 0.60 0.60
Ln Grp Delay, s/veh 17.4 0.0 0.0 20.4 0.0 0.0 19.2 0.0 9.6 12.6 0.0 16.5
Ln Grp LOS B C B A B B
Approach Vol, veh/h 79 192 645 969
Approach Delay, s/veh 17.4 20.4 9.7 16.3
Approach LOS B C A B

   Timer: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Assigned Phs 2 4 6 8
Case No 6.0 8.0 6.0 8.0
Phs Duration (G+Y+Rc), s 40.0 20.0 40.0 20.0
Change Period (Y+Rc), s 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
Max Allow Headway (MAH), s 5.2 5.3 5.2 5.3
Max Green (Gmax), s 36.0 16.0 36.0 16.0
Max Q Clear (g_c+l1), s 26.0 3.9 25.6 8.1
Green Ext Time (g_e), s 7.2 1.2 7.4 0.9
Prob of Phs Call (p_c) 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Prob of Max Out (p_x) 0.83 0.06 0.82 0.35

Left-Turn Movement Data
Assigned Mvmt 5 7 1 3
Mvmt Sat Flow, veh/h 610 337 786 930

Through Movement Data
Assigned Mvmt 2 4 6 8
Mvmt Sat Flow, veh/h 1601 1419 1839 352

Right-Turn Movement Data
Assigned Mvmt 12 14 16 18
Mvmt Sat Flow, veh/h 239 23 20 228

Left Lane Group Data
Assigned Mvmt 0 5 0 7 0 1 0 3
Lane Assignment L L+T+R L L+T+R
Lanes in Grp 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1
Grp Vol (v), veh/h 0 5 0 79 0 48 0 192
Grp Sat Flow (s), veh/h/ln 0 610 0 1779 0 786 0 1510
Q Serve Time (g_s), s 0.0 0.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.4 0.0 4.1
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Cycle Q Clear Time (g_c), s 0.0 24.0 0.0 1.9 0.0 15.2 0.0 6.1
Perm LT Sat Flow (s_l), veh/h/ln 0 610 0 1359 0 786 0 1368
Shared LT Sat Flow (s_sh), veh/h/ln 0 0 0 1900 0 0 0 1881
Perm LT Eff Green (g_p), s 0.0 36.0 0.0 16.0 0.0 36.0 0.0 16.0
Perm LT Serve Time (g_u), s 0.0 12.4 0.0 9.9 0.0 23.2 0.0 14.1
Perm LT Q Serve Time (g_ps), s 0.0 0.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.4 0.0 4.1
Time to First Blk (g_f), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 4.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.0
Serve Time pre Blk (g_fs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.0
Prop LT Inside Lane (P_L) 0.00 1.00 0.00 0.28 0.00 1.00 0.00 0.67
Lane Grp Cap (c), veh/h 0 247 0 551 0 424 0 503
V/C Ratio (X) 0.00 0.02 0.00 0.14 0.00 0.11 0.00 0.38
Avail Cap (c_a), veh/h 0 247 0 551 0 424 0 503
Upstream Filter (I) 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00
Uniform Delay (d1), s/veh 0.0 19.0 0.0 16.8 0.0 12.0 0.0 18.2
Incr Delay (d2), s/veh 0.0 0.2 0.0 0.5 0.0 0.5 0.0 2.2
Initial Q Delay (d3), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay (d), s/veh 0.0 19.2 0.0 17.4 0.0 12.6 0.0 20.4
1st-Term Q (Q1), veh/ln 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.8 0.0 0.4 0.0 2.2
2nd-Term Q (Q2), veh/ln 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.3
3rd-Term Q (Q3), veh/ln 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
%ile Back of Q Factor (f_B%) 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00
%ile Back of Q (50%), veh/ln 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.9 0.0 0.5 0.0 2.5
%ile Storage Ratio (RQ%) 0.00 0.02 0.00 0.06 0.00 0.12 0.00 0.24
Initial Q (Qb), veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Final (Residual) Q (Qe), veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Sat Delay (ds), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Sat Q (Qs), veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Sat Cap (cs), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Initial Q Clear Time (tc), h 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Middle Lane Group Data
Assigned Mvmt 0 2 0 4 0 6 0 8
Lane Assignment
Lanes in Grp 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Grp Vol (v), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Grp Sat Flow (s), veh/h/ln 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Q Serve Time (g_s), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Cycle Q Clear Time (g_c), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Lane Grp Cap (c), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
V/C Ratio (X) 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Avail Cap (c_a), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Upstream Filter (I) 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Uniform Delay (d1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incr Delay (d2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Initial Q Delay (d3), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay (d), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
1st-Term Q (Q1), veh/ln 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
2nd-Term Q (Q2), veh/ln 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
3rd-Term Q (Q3), veh/ln 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
%ile Back of Q Factor (f_B%) 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00
%ile Back of Q (50%), veh/ln 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
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%ile Storage Ratio (RQ%) 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Initial Q (Qb), veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Final (Residual) Q (Qe), veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Sat Delay (ds), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Sat Q (Qs), veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Sat Cap (cs), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Initial Q Clear Time (tc), h 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Right Lane Group Data
Assigned Mvmt 0 12 0 14 0 16 0 18
Lane Assignment T+R T+R
Lanes in Grp 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0
Grp Vol (v), veh/h 0 640 0 0 0 921 0 0
Grp Sat Flow (s), veh/h/ln 0 1839 0 0 0 1859 0 0
Q Serve Time (g_s), s 0.0 12.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 23.6 0.0 0.0
Cycle Q Clear Time (g_c), s 0.0 12.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 23.6 0.0 0.0
Prot RT Sat Flow (s_R), veh/h/ln 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Prot RT Eff Green (g_R), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Prop RT Outside Lane (P_R) 0.00 0.13 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.15
Lane Grp Cap (c), veh/h 0 1103 0 0 0 1116 0 0
V/C Ratio (X) 0.00 0.58 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.83 0.00 0.00
Avail Cap (c_a), veh/h 0 1103 0 0 0 1116 0 0
Upstream Filter (I) 0.00 1.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 0.00
Uniform Delay (d1), s/veh 0.0 7.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 9.5 0.0 0.0
Incr Delay (d2), s/veh 0.0 2.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 7.0 0.0 0.0
Initial Q Delay (d3), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay (d), s/veh 0.0 9.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 16.5 0.0 0.0
1st-Term Q (Q1), veh/ln 0.0 4.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 8.4 0.0 0.0
2nd-Term Q (Q2), veh/ln 0.0 0.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.2 0.0 0.0
3rd-Term Q (Q3), veh/ln 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
%ile Back of Q Factor (f_B%) 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00
%ile Back of Q (50%), veh/ln 0.0 5.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 10.6 0.0 0.0
%ile Storage Ratio (RQ%) 0.00 0.34 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.23 0.00 0.00
Initial Q (Qb), veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Final (Residual) Q (Qe), veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Sat Delay (ds), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Sat Q (Qs), veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Sat Cap (cs), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Initial Q Clear Time (tc), h 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Intersection Summary
HCM 2010 Ctrl Delay 14.5
HCM 2010 LOS B

Notes
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HCM 2010 TWSC 2013 Volumes Baseline
6: S River Rd/N River Rd & E Main St 9/15/2014

2013 Volumes-SR410-Main and Park Ave  11/17/2013 2013 Volumes Baseline Synchro 8 Light Report
Page 5

Intersection
Intersection Delay, s/veh 5.4

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NEL NET NER SWL SWT SWR
Vol, veh/h 18 135 48 24 117 6 40 48 43 4 53 24
Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sign Control Free Free Free Free Free Free Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop
RT Channelized - - None - - None - - None - - None
Storage Length - - - - - - - - - - - -
Veh in Median Storage, # - 0 - - 0 - - 0 - - 0 -
Grade, % - 0 - - 0 - - 0 - - 0 -
Peak Hour Factor 93 93 93 93 93 93 93 93 93 93 93 93
Heavy Vehicles, % 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
Mvmt Flow 19 145 52 26 126 6 43 52 46 4 57 26

Major/Minor Major1 Major2 Minor1 Minor2
Conflicting Flow All 132 0 0 197 0 0 432 394 171 440 416 129
             Stage 1 - - - - - - 210 210 - 181 181 -
             Stage 2 - - - - - - 222 184 - 259 235 -
Follow-up Headway 2.2 - - 2.209 - - 3.5 4 3.3 3.5 4 3.3
Pot Capacity-1 Maneuver 1466 - - 1382 - - 537 546 878 531 530 926
             Stage 1 - - - - - - 797 732 - 825 754 -
             Stage 2 - - - - - - 785 751 - 750 714 -
Time blocked-Platoon, % - - - -
Mov Capacity-1 Maneuver 1466 - - 1382 - - 465 527 878 453 512 926
Mov Capacity-2 Maneuver - - - - - - 465 527 - 453 512 -
             Stage 1 - - - - - - 785 721 - 813 739 -
             Stage 2 - - - - - - 690 736 - 650 703 -

Approach EB WB NE SW
HCM Control Delay, s 0.7 1.2 13.2 12.2
HCM LOS B B

Minor Lane / Major Mvmt NELn1 EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR SWLn1
Capacity (veh/h) 579 1466 - - 1382 - - 586
HCM Lane V/C Ratio 0.243 0.013 - - 0.019 - - 0.149
HCM Control Delay (s) 13.2 7.489 0 - 7.654 0 - 12.2
HCM Lane LOS B A A A A B
HCM 95th %tile Q(veh) 0.948 0.04 - - 0.057 - - 0.519

Notes
~ : Volume Exceeds Capacity; $ : Delay Exceeds 300 Seconds; Error : Computation Not Defined
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HCM 2010 Signalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 2013 Volumes Baseline
10: SR410 & Park Ave 9/15/2014

2013 Volumes-SR410-Main and Park Ave  11/17/2013 2013 Volumes Baseline Synchro 8 Light Report
Page 6

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NEL NET NER SWL SWT SWR
Lane Configurations
Volume (veh/h) 80 14 16 26 17 78 31 515 20 162 931 82
Number 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Initial Q, veh 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Ped-Bike Adj (A_pbT) 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Parking Bus Adj 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Adj Sat Flow, veh/h/ln 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1881 1881 1881 1863 1863 1900
Lanes 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 0
Lane Assignment
Cap, veh/h 298 48 0 224 133 0 142 1380 1173 535 1238 109
HCM Platoon Ratio 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Prop Arrive On Green 0.18 0.18 0.00 0.18 0.18 0.00 0.73 0.73 0.73 0.73 0.73 0.73
Ln Grp Delay, s/veh 35.3 0.0 0.0 32.2 0.0 0.0 41.1 6.0 3.3 12.1 0.0 24.1
Ln Grp LOS D C D A A B C
Approach Vol, veh/h 118 53 708 1468
Approach Delay, s/veh 35.3 32.2 7.8 22.5
Approach LOS D C A C

   Timer: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Assigned Phs 2 4 6 8
Case No 5.0 8.0 6.0 8.0
Phs Duration (G+Y+Rc), s 70.0 20.0 70.0 20.0
Change Period (Y+Rc), s 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
Max Allow Headway (MAH), s 5.1 5.3 5.1 5.3
Max Green (Gmax), s 66.0 16.0 66.0 16.0
Max Q Clear (g_c+l1), s 62.8 7.8 55.2 4.2
Green Ext Time (g_e), s 3.0 0.5 9.4 0.6
Prob of Phs Call (p_c) 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Prob of Max Out (p_x) 1.00 0.21 0.92 0.03

Left-Turn Movement Data
Assigned Mvmt 5 7 1 3
Mvmt Sat Flow, veh/h 440 1260 765 899

Through Movement Data
Assigned Mvmt 2 4 6 8
Mvmt Sat Flow, veh/h 1881 270 1689 746

Right-Turn Movement Data
Assigned Mvmt 12 14 16 18
Mvmt Sat Flow, veh/h 1599 0 148 0

Left Lane Group Data
Assigned Mvmt 0 5 0 7 0 1 0 3
Lane Assignment L L+T L L+T
Lanes in Grp 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1
Grp Vol (v), veh/h 0 39 0 118 0 202 0 53
Grp Sat Flow (s), veh/h/ln 0 440 0 1530 0 765 0 1645
Q Serve Time (g_s), s 0.0 7.5 0.0 3.6 0.0 13.1 0.0 0.0
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HCM 2010 Signalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 2013 Volumes Baseline
10: SR410 & Park Ave 9/15/2014

2013 Volumes-SR410-Main and Park Ave  11/17/2013 2013 Volumes Baseline Synchro 8 Light Report
Page 7

Cycle Q Clear Time (g_c), s 0.0 60.8 0.0 5.8 0.0 25.6 0.0 2.2
Perm LT Sat Flow (s_l), veh/h/ln 0 440 0 1413 0 765 0 1417
Shared LT Sat Flow (s_sh), veh/h/ln 0 0 0 1900 0 0 0 1731
Perm LT Eff Green (g_p), s 0.0 66.0 0.0 16.0 0.0 66.0 0.0 16.0
Perm LT Serve Time (g_u), s 0.0 12.8 0.0 13.8 0.0 53.5 0.0 10.2
Perm LT Q Serve Time (g_ps), s 0.0 7.5 0.0 3.6 0.0 13.1 0.0 0.0
Time to First Blk (g_f), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.3
Serve Time pre Blk (g_fs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.3
Prop LT Inside Lane (P_L) 0.00 1.00 0.00 0.85 0.00 1.00 0.00 0.60
Lane Grp Cap (c), veh/h 0 142 0 346 0 535 0 357
V/C Ratio (X) 0.00 0.27 0.00 0.34 0.00 0.38 0.00 0.15
Avail Cap (c_a), veh/h 0 142 0 346 0 535 0 357
Upstream Filter (I) 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00
Uniform Delay (d1), s/veh 0.0 36.4 0.0 32.6 0.0 10.1 0.0 31.3
Incr Delay (d2), s/veh 0.0 4.7 0.0 2.7 0.0 2.0 0.0 0.9
Initial Q Delay (d3), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay (d), s/veh 0.0 41.1 0.0 35.3 0.0 12.1 0.0 32.2
1st-Term Q (Q1), veh/ln 0.0 0.8 0.0 2.3 0.0 2.2 0.0 1.0
2nd-Term Q (Q2), veh/ln 0.0 0.2 0.0 0.3 0.0 0.3 0.0 0.1
3rd-Term Q (Q3), veh/ln 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
%ile Back of Q Factor (f_B%) 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00
%ile Back of Q (50%), veh/ln 0.0 1.0 0.0 2.6 0.0 2.5 0.0 1.1
%ile Storage Ratio (RQ%) 0.00 0.26 0.00 0.12 0.00 0.65 0.00 0.21
Initial Q (Qb), veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Final (Residual) Q (Qe), veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Sat Delay (ds), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Sat Q (Qs), veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Sat Cap (cs), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Initial Q Clear Time (tc), h 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Middle Lane Group Data
Assigned Mvmt 0 2 0 4 0 6 0 8
Lane Assignment T
Lanes in Grp 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
Grp Vol (v), veh/h 0 644 0 0 0 0 0 0
Grp Sat Flow (s), veh/h/ln 0 1881 0 0 0 0 0 0
Q Serve Time (g_s), s 0.0 12.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Cycle Q Clear Time (g_c), s 0.0 12.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Lane Grp Cap (c), veh/h 0 1380 0 0 0 0 0 0
V/C Ratio (X) 0.00 0.47 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Avail Cap (c_a), veh/h 0 1380 0 0 0 0 0 0
Upstream Filter (I) 0.00 1.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Uniform Delay (d1), s/veh 0.0 4.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incr Delay (d2), s/veh 0.0 1.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Initial Q Delay (d3), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay (d), s/veh 0.0 6.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
1st-Term Q (Q1), veh/ln 0.0 4.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
2nd-Term Q (Q2), veh/ln 0.0 0.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
3rd-Term Q (Q3), veh/ln 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
%ile Back of Q Factor (f_B%) 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00
%ile Back of Q (50%), veh/ln 0.0 4.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
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HCM 2010 Signalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 2013 Volumes Baseline
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2013 Volumes-SR410-Main and Park Ave  11/17/2013 2013 Volumes Baseline Synchro 8 Light Report
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%ile Storage Ratio (RQ%) 0.00 0.11 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Initial Q (Qb), veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Final (Residual) Q (Qe), veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Sat Delay (ds), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Sat Q (Qs), veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Sat Cap (cs), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Initial Q Clear Time (tc), h 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Right Lane Group Data
Assigned Mvmt 0 12 0 14 0 16 0 18
Lane Assignment R T+R
Lanes in Grp 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0
Grp Vol (v), veh/h 0 25 0 0 0 1266 0 0
Grp Sat Flow (s), veh/h/ln 0 1599 0 0 0 1837 0 0
Q Serve Time (g_s), s 0.0 0.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 53.2 0.0 0.0
Cycle Q Clear Time (g_c), s 0.0 0.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 53.2 0.0 0.0
Prot RT Sat Flow (s_R), veh/h/ln 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Prot RT Eff Green (g_R), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Prop RT Outside Lane (P_R) 0.00 1.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.08 0.00 0.00
Lane Grp Cap (c), veh/h 0 1173 0 0 0 1347 0 0
V/C Ratio (X) 0.00 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.94 0.00 0.00
Avail Cap (c_a), veh/h 0 1173 0 0 0 1347 0 0
Upstream Filter (I) 0.00 1.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 0.00
Uniform Delay (d1), s/veh 0.0 3.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 10.3 0.0 0.0
Incr Delay (d2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 13.8 0.0 0.0
Initial Q Delay (d3), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay (d), s/veh 0.0 3.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 24.1 0.0 0.0
1st-Term Q (Q1), veh/ln 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 19.0 0.0 0.0
2nd-Term Q (Q2), veh/ln 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.2 0.0 0.0
3rd-Term Q (Q3), veh/ln 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
%ile Back of Q Factor (f_B%) 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00
%ile Back of Q (50%), veh/ln 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 24.2 0.0 0.0
%ile Storage Ratio (RQ%) 0.00 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.00 3.13 0.00 0.00
Initial Q (Qb), veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Final (Residual) Q (Qe), veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Sat Delay (ds), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Sat Q (Qs), veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Sat Cap (cs), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Initial Q Clear Time (tc), h 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Intersection Summary
HCM 2010 Ctrl Delay 18.9
HCM 2010 LOS B

Notes

City Council Agenda Packet 01-09-2018 Pg.55



HCM 2010 TWSC 2013 Volumes Baseline
11: N River Rd & N A St & Park Ave 9/15/2014

2013 Volumes-SR410-Main and Park Ave  11/17/2013 2013 Volumes Baseline Synchro 8 Light Report
Page 10

Intersection
Intersection Delay, s/veh 4.3

Movement EBL EBR NBL NBR NEL NET NER SWL SWT SWR
Vol, veh/h 57 110 59 7 28 16 1 6 19 43
Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sign Control Free Free Free Free Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop
RT Channelized - - - None - - None - - None
Storage Length 25 0 0 - - - - - - -
Veh in Median Storage, # 0 - 0 - - 0 - - 0 -
Grade, % 0 - 0 - - 0 - - 0 -
Peak Hour Factor 95 95 95 95 92 92 92 92 92 92
Heavy Vehicles, % 1 1 0 0 2 2 2 2 2 2
Mvmt Flow 60 116 62 7 30 17 1 7 21 47

Major/Minor Major1 Major2 Minor1 Minor2
Conflicting Flow All 69 0 166 0 363 333 141 338 354 66
             Stage 1 - - - - 261 261 - 68 68 -
             Stage 2 - - - - 102 72 - 270 286 -
Follow-up Headway 2.209 - 2.2 - 3.518 4.018 3.318 3.518 4.018 3.318
Pot Capacity-1 Maneuver 1538 - 1424 - 593 587 907 616 571 998
             Stage 1 - - - - 744 692 - 942 838 -
             Stage 2 - - - - 904 835 - 736 675 -
Time blocked-Platoon, % - -
Mov Capacity-1 Maneuver 1538 - 1424 - 532 564 907 583 548 998
Mov Capacity-2 Maneuver - - - - 532 564 - 583 548 -
             Stage 1 - - - - 715 665 - 905 837 -
             Stage 2 - - - - 840 834 - 688 649 -

Approach EB NB NE SW
HCM Control Delay, s 2 0.1 12.2 10.2
HCM LOS B B

Minor Lane / Major Mvmt NELn1 NBL2 NBL NBR EBL EBR EBR2 SWLn1
Capacity (veh/h) 548 1424 - - 1538 - - 772
HCM Lane V/C Ratio 0.089 0.001 - - 0.039 - - 0.096
HCM Control Delay (s) 12.2 7.53 0 - 7.436 - - 10.2
HCM Lane LOS B A A A B
HCM 95th %tile Q(veh) 0.293 0.002 - - 0.122 - - 0.316

Notes
~ : Volume Exceeds Capacity; $ : Delay Exceeds 300 Seconds; Error : Computation Not Defined
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HCM 2010 TWSC 2013 Volumes Baseline
12: S A St/N A St & E Main St 9/15/2014

2013 Volumes-SR410-Main and Park Ave  11/17/2013 2013 Volumes Baseline Synchro 8 Light Report
Page 11

Intersection
Intersection Delay, s/veh 4.5

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Vol, veh/h 11 133 15 5 119 39 10 19 9 71 41 7
Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sign Control Free Free Free Free Free Free Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop
RT Channelized - - None - - None - - None - - None
Storage Length - - - - - - - - - - - -
Veh in Median Storage, # - 0 - - 0 - - 0 - - 0 -
Grade, % - 0 - - 0 - - 0 - - 0 -
Peak Hour Factor 86 86 86 86 86 86 86 86 86 86 86 86
Heavy Vehicles, % 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Mvmt Flow 13 155 17 6 138 45 12 22 10 83 48 8

Major/Minor Major1 Major2 Minor1 Minor2
Conflicting Flow All 184 0 0 172 0 0 390 384 163 378 371 161
             Stage 1 - - - - - - 189 189 - 173 173 -
             Stage 2 - - - - - - 201 195 - 205 198 -
Follow-up Headway 2.209 - - 2.2 - - 3.5 4 3.3 3.5 4 3.3
Pot Capacity-1 Maneuver 1397 - - 1417 - - 573 553 887 583 562 889
             Stage 1 - - - - - - 817 748 - 834 760 -
             Stage 2 - - - - - - 805 743 - 802 741 -
Time blocked-Platoon, % - - - -
Mov Capacity-1 Maneuver 1397 - - 1417 - - 524 545 887 552 554 889
Mov Capacity-2 Maneuver - - - - - - 524 545 - 552 554 -
             Stage 1 - - - - - - 809 741 - 826 756 -
             Stage 2 - - - - - - 744 739 - 761 734 -

Approach EB WB NB SB
HCM Control Delay, s 0.5 0.2 11.6 13.4
HCM LOS B B

Minor Lane / Major Mvmt NBLn1 EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR SBLn1
Capacity (veh/h) 593 1397 - - 1417 - - 565
HCM Lane V/C Ratio 0.075 0.009 - - 0.004 - - 0.245
HCM Control Delay (s) 11.6 7.601 0 - 7.551 0 - 13.4
HCM Lane LOS B A A A A B
HCM 95th %tile Q(veh) 0.241 0.028 - - 0.012 - - 0.956

Notes
~ : Volume Exceeds Capacity; $ : Delay Exceeds 300 Seconds; Error : Computation Not Defined
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HCM 2010 TWSC 2013 Volumes-SR410-SR165-Ryan Road
3: SR165(River Rd) & 112th St E/112TH ST E(Ryan Rd) 9/15/2014

2013 Volumes-SR410-SR165-Ryan Road  11/17/2013 2013 Volumes-Baseline Synchro 8 Light Report
Page 1

Intersection
Intersection Delay, s/veh 3

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NEL NET NER SWL SWT SWR
Vol, veh/h 19 17 4 34 53 5 8 133 12 0 264 33
Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sign Control Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop Free Free Free Free Free Free
RT Channelized - - None - - None - - None - - None
Storage Length 100 - - 100 - - - - - - - -
Veh in Median Storage, # - 0 - - 0 - - 0 - - 0 -
Grade, % - 0 - - 0 - - 0 - - 0 -
Peak Hour Factor 98 98 98 98 98 98 98 98 98 98 98 98
Heavy Vehicles, % 0 0 0 1 1 1 2 2 2 0 0 0
Mvmt Flow 19 17 4 35 54 5 8 136 12 0 269 34

Major/Minor Minor2 Minor1 Major1 Major2
Conflicting Flow All 474 450 286 455 461 142 303 0 0 148 0 0
             Stage 1 286 286 - 158 158 - - - - - - -
             Stage 2 188 164 - 297 303 - - - - - - -
Follow-up Headway 3.5 4 3.3 3.509 4.009 3.309 2.218 - - 2.2 - -
Pot Capacity-1 Maneuver 504 508 758 517 499 908 1258 - - 1446 - -
             Stage 1 726 679 - 847 769 - - - - - - -
             Stage 2 818 766 - 714 665 - - - - - - -
Time blocked-Platoon, % - - - -
Mov Capacity-1 Maneuver 457 504 758 498 496 908 1258 - - 1446 - -
Mov Capacity-2 Maneuver 457 504 - 498 496 - - - - - - -
             Stage 1 721 679 - 841 764 - - - - - - -
             Stage 2 751 761 - 692 665 - - - - - - -

Approach EB WB NE SW
HCM Control Delay, s 12.6 13 0.4 0
HCM LOS B B

Minor Lane / Major Mvmt NEL NET NER EBLn1 EBLn2 WBLn1 WBLn2 SWL SWT SWR
Capacity (veh/h) 1258 - - 457 517 498 513 1446 - -
HCM Lane V/C Ratio 0.006 - - 0.028 0.054 0.046 0.138 - - -
HCM Control Delay (s) 7.88 0 - 13.1 12.4 12.6 13.1 0 - -
HCM Lane LOS A A B B B B A
HCM 95th %tile Q(veh) 0.02 - - 0.087 0.171 0.146 0.476 0 - -

Notes
~ : Volume Exceeds Capacity; $ : Delay Exceeds 300 Seconds; Error : Computation Not Defined
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HCM 2010 AWSC 2013 Volumes-SR410-SR165-Ryan Road
8: SR165(River Rd)/RIVER AVE & Ryan Rd 9/15/2014

2013 Volumes-SR410-SR165-Ryan Road  11/17/2013 2013 Volumes-Baseline Synchro 8 Light Report
Page 3

Intersection
Intersection Delay, s/veh 9.6
Intersection LOS A

Movement SBL SBR NWL NWR NEL NET NER SWL SWT SWR
Vol, veh/h 63 254 0 80 120 37 0 20 43 0
Peak Hour Factor 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92
Heavy Vehicles, % 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
Mvmt Flow 68 276 0 87 130 40 0 22 47 0
Number of Lanes 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0

Approach SB NW NE SW
Opposing Approach SW NE
Opposing Lanes 0 0 1 1
Conflicting Approach Left SW NE SB NW
Conflicting Lanes Left 1 1 1 1
Conflicting Approach Right NE SB NW SB
Conflicting Lanes Right 1 1 1 1
HCM Control Delay 10.1 8 9.8 8.8
HCM LOS B A A A

Lane NELn1 NWLn1 SBLn1 SWLn1
Vol Left, % 76% 0% 20% 32%
Vol Thru, % 24% 0% 0% 68%
Vol Right, % 0% 100% 80% 0%
Sign Control Stop Stop Stop Stop
Traffic Vol by Lane 157 90 317 63
LT Vol 37 0 0 43
Through Vol 0 90 254 0
RT Vol 120 0 63 20
Lane Flow Rate 171 98 345 68
Geometry Grp 1 1 1 1
Degree of Util (X) 0.243 0.118 0.404 0.099
Departure Headway (Hd) 5.121 4.33 4.221 5.182
Convergence, Y/N Yes Yes Yes Yes
Cap 696 822 851 685
Service Time 3.188 2.388 2.262 3.258
HCM Lane V/C Ratio 0.246 0.119 0.405 0.099
HCM Control Delay 9.8 8 10.1 8.8
HCM Lane LOS A A B A
HCM 95th-tile Q 0.9 0.4 2 0.3

Notes
~ : Volume Exceeds Capacity; $ : Delay Exceeds 300 Seconds; Error : Computation Not Defined
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HCM 2010 TWSC 2013 Volumes-SR410-SR165-Ryan Road
10: 112TH ST E(Ryan Rd) & Ryan Rd 9/15/2014

2013 Volumes-SR410-SR165-Ryan Road  11/17/2013 2013 Volumes-Baseline Synchro 8 Light Report
Page 5

Intersection
Intersection Delay, s/veh 2.9

Movement EBL EBT WBT WBR SBL SBR
Vol, veh/h 0 30 90 90 80 3
Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sign Control Free Free Free Free Stop Stop
RT Channelized - None - None - None
Storage Length 100 - - - 0 -
Veh in Median Storage, # - 0 0 - 0 -
Grade, % - 0 0 - 0 -
Peak Hour Factor 80 80 80 80 80 80
Heavy Vehicles, % 0 0 1 1 1 1
Mvmt Flow 0 38 112 112 100 4

Major/Minor Major1 Major2 Minor2
Conflicting Flow All 225 0 - 0 207 169
             Stage 1 - - - - 169 -
             Stage 2 - - - - 38 -
Follow-up Headway 2.2 - - - 3.509 3.309
Pot Capacity-1 Maneuver 1356 - - - 784 878
             Stage 1 - - - - 863 -
             Stage 2 - - - - 987 -
Time blocked-Platoon, % - - -
Mov Capacity-1 Maneuver 1356 - - - 784 878
Mov Capacity-2 Maneuver - - - - 784 -
             Stage 1 - - - - 863 -
             Stage 2 - - - - 987 -

Approach EB WB SB
HCM Control Delay, s 0 0 10.3
HCM LOS B

Minor Lane / Major Mvmt EBL EBT WBT WBR SBLn1
Capacity (veh/h) 1356 - - - 787
HCM Lane V/C Ratio - - - - 0.132
HCM Control Delay (s) 0 - - - 10.3
HCM Lane LOS A B
HCM 95th %tile Q(veh) 0 - - - 0.453

Notes
~ : Volume Exceeds Capacity; $ : Delay Exceeds 300 Seconds; Error : Computation Not Defined
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HCM 2010 TWSC 2013 Volumes-SR410-SR165-Ryan Road
11: SR165/River Ave & SR 410 SPUR 9/15/2014

2013 Volumes-SR410-SR165-Ryan Road  11/17/2013 2013 Volumes-Baseline Synchro 8 Light Report
Page 6

Intersection
Intersection Delay, s/veh 5.2

Movement EBL EBT WBT WBR SBL SBR
Vol, veh/h 0 105 101 99 217 0
Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sign Control Free Free Free Free Stop Stop
RT Channelized - None - None - None
Storage Length - - - - 0 -
Veh in Median Storage, # - 0 0 - 0 -
Grade, % - 0 0 - 0 -
Peak Hour Factor 90 90 92 92 92 92
Heavy Vehicles, % 2 2 2 2 2 2
Mvmt Flow 0 117 110 108 236 0

Major/Minor Major1 Major2 Minor2
Conflicting Flow All 217 0 - 0 281 164
             Stage 1 - - - - 164 -
             Stage 2 - - - - 117 -
Follow-up Headway 2.218 - - - 3.518 3.318
Pot Capacity-1 Maneuver 1353 - - - 709 881
             Stage 1 - - - - 865 -
             Stage 2 - - - - 908 -
Time blocked-Platoon, % - - -
Mov Capacity-1 Maneuver 1353 - - - 709 881
Mov Capacity-2 Maneuver - - - - 709 -
             Stage 1 - - - - 865 -
             Stage 2 - - - - 908 -

Approach EB WB SB
HCM Control Delay, s 0 0 12.6
HCM LOS B

Minor Lane / Major Mvmt EBL EBT WBT WBR SBLn1
Capacity (veh/h) 1353 - - - 709
HCM Lane V/C Ratio - - - - 0.333
HCM Control Delay (s) 0 - - - 12.6
HCM Lane LOS A B
HCM 95th %tile Q(veh) 0 - - - 1.46

Notes
~ : Volume Exceeds Capacity; $ : Delay Exceeds 300 Seconds; Error : Computation Not Defined
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HCM 2010 TWSC 2013 Volumes-SR410-SR165-Ryan Road
12: SR 410 SPUR & SR410 9/15/2014

2013 Volumes-SR410-SR165-Ryan Road  11/17/2013 2013 Volumes-Baseline Synchro 8 Light Report
Page 7

Intersection
Intersection Delay, s/veh 0

Movement EBL EBR NBL NBR SWL SWR
Vol, veh/h 583 0 0 99 217 748
Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sign Control Free Free Stop Stop Free Free
RT Channelized - None - None - None
Storage Length 0 - - 0 100 0
Veh in Median Storage, # 0 - 0 - 0 -
Grade, % 0 - 0 - 0 -
Peak Hour Factor 92 92 90 90 90 90
Heavy Vehicles, % 2 2 2 2 3 3
Mvmt Flow 634 0 0 110 241 831

Major/Minor Major1 Minor1 Major2
Conflicting Flow All 0 0 0 0 0 -
             Stage 1 - - 0 - - -
             Stage 2 - - 0 - - -
Follow-up Headway - - - - - -
Pot Capacity-1 Maneuver - - - - - -
             Stage 1 - - - - - -
             Stage 2 - - - - - -
Time blocked-Platoon, % - -
Mov Capacity-1 Maneuver - - - - - -
Mov Capacity-2 Maneuver - - - - - -
             Stage 1 - - - - - -
             Stage 2 - - - - - -

Approach EB NB SW
HCM Control Delay, s 0 + 0
HCM LOS -

Minor Lane / Major Mvmt NBLn1 EBL EBR SWL SWR
Capacity (veh/h) + - - - -
HCM Lane V/C Ratio + - - - -
HCM Control Delay (s) + - - - -
HCM Lane LOS +
HCM 95th %tile Q(veh) + - - - -

Notes
~ : Volume Exceeds Capacity; $ : Delay Exceeds 300 Seconds; Error : Computation Not Defined
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HCM 2010 TWSC 2013 Volumes-SR410-SR165-Ryan Road
13: SR410 & SR165 9/15/2014

2013 Volumes-SR410-SR165-Ryan Road  11/17/2013 2013 Volumes-Baseline Synchro 8 Light Report
Page 8

Intersection
Intersection Delay, s/veh 0

Movement EBL EBT WBT WBR SWL SWR
Vol, veh/h 583 105 101 0 0 748
Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sign Control Free Free Stop Stop Free Free
RT Channelized - None - None - None
Storage Length - - - - 0 -
Veh in Median Storage, # - 0 0 - 0 -
Grade, % - 0 0 - 0 -
Peak Hour Factor 90 90 92 92 90 90
Heavy Vehicles, % 3 3 2 2 3 3
Mvmt Flow 648 117 110 0 0 831

Major/Minor Major1 Minor1 Major2
Conflicting Flow All 831 0 2243 117 117 -
             Stage 1 - - 1412 - - -
             Stage 2 - - 831 - - -
Follow-up Headway - - 4.018 3.318 2.227 -
Pot Capacity-1 Maneuver - - # 42 935 1465 -
             Stage 1 - - 204 - - -
             Stage 2 - - - - - -
Time blocked-Platoon, % - -
Mov Capacity-1 Maneuver - - # 0 935 1465 -
Mov Capacity-2 Maneuver - - # 0 - - -
             Stage 1 - - # 0 - - -
             Stage 2 - - # 0 - - -

Approach EB WB SW
HCM Control Delay, s 0 + 0
HCM LOS -

Minor Lane / Major Mvmt EBL EBT WBLn1 SWL SWR
Capacity (veh/h) - - + 1465 -
HCM Lane V/C Ratio - - + - -
HCM Control Delay (s) - - + 0 -
HCM Lane LOS + A
HCM 95th %tile Q(veh) - - + 0 -

Notes
~ : Volume Exceeds Capacity; $ : Delay Exceeds 300 Seconds; Error : Computation Not Defined
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HCM 2010 TWSC 2013 Volumes-SR410-SR165-Ryan Road
15: RIVER AVE & River Ave Spur 9/15/2014

2013 Volumes-SR410-SR165-Ryan Road  11/17/2013 2013 Volumes-Baseline Synchro 8 Light Report
Page 9

Intersection
Intersection Delay, s/veh 0.4

Movement EBL EBR NEL NET SWT SWR
Vol, veh/h 5 0 0 47 63 0
Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sign Control Stop Stop Free Free Free Free
RT Channelized - None - None - None
Storage Length 0 - - - - -
Veh in Median Storage, # 0 - - 0 0 -
Grade, % 0 - - 0 0 -
Peak Hour Factor 92 92 92 92 92 92
Heavy Vehicles, % 2 2 2 2 2 2
Mvmt Flow 5 0 0 51 68 0

Major/Minor Minor2 Major1 Major2
Conflicting Flow All 119 68 68 0 - 0
             Stage 1 68 - - - - -
             Stage 2 51 - - - - -
Follow-up Headway 3.518 3.318 2.218 - - -
Pot Capacity-1 Maneuver 877 995 1533 - - -
             Stage 1 955 - - - - -
             Stage 2 971 - - - - -
Time blocked-Platoon, % - - -
Mov Capacity-1 Maneuver 877 995 1533 - - -
Mov Capacity-2 Maneuver 877 - - - - -
             Stage 1 955 - - - - -
             Stage 2 971 - - - - -

Approach EB NE SW
HCM Control Delay, s 9.1 0 0
HCM LOS A

Minor Lane / Major Mvmt NEL NET EBLn1 SWT SWR
Capacity (veh/h) 1533 - 877 - -
HCM Lane V/C Ratio - - 0.006 - -
HCM Control Delay (s) 0 - 9.1 - -
HCM Lane LOS A A
HCM 95th %tile Q(veh) 0 - 0.019 - -

Notes
~ : Volume Exceeds Capacity; $ : Delay Exceeds 300 Seconds; Error : Computation Not Defined

City Council Agenda Packet 01-09-2018 Pg.64



Lanes, Volumes, Timings 2013 Volumes
3: SR165(River Rd)/SR165 & 112th St E/Ryan Rd 9/15/2014

2013 Volumes-SR410-SR165-Ryan Road-post realignment  11/17/2013 2013 Volumes Synchro 8 Light Report
Page 1

Lane Group EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Lane Configurations
Volume (vph) 19 17 4 34 53 48 8 133 12 25 264 33
Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
Storage Length (ft) 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 0
Storage Lanes 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 0
Taper Length (ft) 25 25 25 25
Lane Util. Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Frt 0.971 0.926 0.989 0.983
Flt Protected 0.950 0.950 0.950 0.950
Satd. Flow (prot) 1770 1845 0 1787 1734 0 1770 1842 0 1770 1831 0
Flt Permitted 0.950 0.950 0.950 0.950
Satd. Flow (perm) 1770 1845 0 1787 1734 0 1770 1842 0 1770 1831 0
Link Speed (mph) 30 30 30 30
Link Distance (ft) 745 456 374 611
Travel Time (s) 16.9 10.4 8.5 13.9
Peak Hour Factor 0.92 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.92 0.98 0.92 0.98 0.92 0.92 0.92
Heavy Vehicles (%) 2% 0% 0% 1% 1% 2% 2% 2% 2% 2% 2% 2%
Adj. Flow (vph) 21 17 4 35 54 52 8 145 12 27 287 36
Shared Lane Traffic (%)
Lane Group Flow (vph) 21 21 0 35 106 0 8 157 0 27 323 0
Enter Blocked Intersection No No No No No No No No No No No No
Lane Alignment Left Left Right Left Left Right Left Left Right Left Left Right
Median Width(ft) 12 12 12 12
Link Offset(ft) 0 0 0 0
Crosswalk Width(ft) 16 16 16 16
Two way Left Turn Lane Yes Yes
Headway Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Turning Speed (mph) 15 9 15 9 15 9 15 9
Sign Control Stop Stop Free Free

Intersection Summary
Area Type: Other
Control Type: Unsignalized
Intersection Capacity Utilization 36.0% ICU Level of Service A
Analysis Period (min) 15
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Lanes and Geometrics 2013 Volumes
3: SR165(River Rd)/SR165 & 112th St E/Ryan Rd 9/15/2014

2013 Volumes-SR410-SR165-Ryan Road-post realignment  11/17/2013 2013 Volumes Synchro 8 Light Report
Page 2

Lane Group EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Lane Configurations
Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
Lane Width (ft) 12 12 12 12 12 12 12 12 12 12 12 12
Grade (%) 0% 0% 0% 0%
Storage Length (ft) 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 0
Storage Lanes 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 0
Taper Length (ft) 25 25 25 25
Lane Util. Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Ped Bike Factor
Frt 0.971 0.926 0.989 0.983
Flt Protected 0.950 0.950 0.950 0.950
Satd. Flow (prot) 1770 1845 0 1787 1734 0 1770 1842 0 1770 1831 0
Flt Permitted 0.950 0.950 0.950 0.950
Satd. Flow (perm) 1770 1845 0 1787 1734 0 1770 1842 0 1770 1831 0
Link Speed (mph) 30 30 30 30
Link Distance (ft) 745 456 374 611
Travel Time (s) 16.9 10.4 8.5 13.9

Intersection Summary
Area Type: Other
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HCM 2010 TWSC 2013 Volumes
3: SR165(River Rd)/SR165 & 112th St E/Ryan Rd 9/15/2014

2013 Volumes-SR410-SR165-Ryan Road-post realignment  11/17/2013 2013 Volumes Synchro 8 Light Report
Page 3

Intersection
Intersection Delay, s/veh 3.9

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Vol, veh/h 19 17 4 34 53 48 8 133 12 25 264 33
Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sign Control Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop Free Free Free Free Free Free
RT Channelized - - None - - None - - None - - None
Storage Length 100 - - 100 - - 100 - - 100 - -
Veh in Median Storage, # - 0 - - 0 - - 0 - - 0 -
Grade, % - 0 - - 0 - - 0 - - 0 -
Peak Hour Factor 92 98 98 98 98 92 98 92 98 92 92 92
Heavy Vehicles, % 2 0 0 1 1 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
Mvmt Flow 21 17 4 35 54 52 8 145 12 27 287 36

Major/Minor Minor2 Minor1 Major1 Major2
Conflicting Flow All 579 532 305 537 544 151 323 0 0 157 0 0
             Stage 1 359 359 - 167 167 - - - - - - -
             Stage 2 220 173 - 370 377 - - - - - - -
Follow-up Headway 3.518 4 3.3 3.509 4.009 3.318 2.218 - - 2.218 - -
Pot Capacity-1 Maneuver 426 456 740 456 448 895 1237 - - 1423 - -
             Stage 1 659 631 - 837 762 - - - - - - -
             Stage 2 782 760 - 652 618 - - - - - - -
Time blocked-Platoon, % - - - -
Mov Capacity-1 Maneuver 356 444 740 432 437 895 1237 - - 1423 - -
Mov Capacity-2 Maneuver 356 444 - 432 437 - - - - - - -
             Stage 1 655 619 - 832 757 - - - - - - -
             Stage 2 679 755 - 618 606 - - - - - - -

Approach EB WB NB SB
HCM Control Delay, s 14.3 13.2 0.4 0.6
HCM LOS B B

Minor Lane / Major Mvmt NBL NBT NBR EBLn1 EBLn2 WBLn1 WBLn2 SBL SBT SBR
Capacity (veh/h) 1237 - - 356 443 432 564 1423 - -
HCM Lane V/C Ratio 0.007 - - 0.039 0.064 0.054 0.209 0.019 - -
HCM Control Delay (s) 7.93 - - 15.5 13.7 13.8 13.1 7.579 - -
HCM Lane LOS A C B B B A
HCM 95th %tile Q(veh) 0.02 - - 0.12 0.204 0.169 0.781 0.058 - -

Notes
~ : Volume Exceeds Capacity; $ : Delay Exceeds 300 Seconds; Error : Computation Not Defined
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Lanes, Volumes, Timings 2013 Volumes
10: Ryan Rd & River Ave 9/15/2014

2013 Volumes-SR410-SR165-Ryan Road-post realignment  11/17/2013 2013 Volumes Synchro 8 Light Report
Page 4

Lane Group EBL EBT WBT WBR SBL SBR
Lane Configurations
Volume (vph) 25 30 90 90 80 45
Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
Storage Length (ft) 100 0 0 0
Storage Lanes 1 0 1 0
Taper Length (ft) 25 25
Lane Util. Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Frt 0.932 0.952
Flt Protected 0.950 0.969
Satd. Flow (prot) 1805 1900 1753 0 1735 0
Flt Permitted 0.950 0.969
Satd. Flow (perm) 1805 1900 1753 0 1735 0
Link Speed (mph) 30 30 30
Link Distance (ft) 456 975 612
Travel Time (s) 10.4 22.2 13.9
Peak Hour Factor 0.80 0.80 0.80 0.80 0.80 0.80
Heavy Vehicles (%) 0% 0% 1% 1% 1% 1%
Adj. Flow (vph) 31 38 113 113 100 56
Shared Lane Traffic (%)
Lane Group Flow (vph) 31 38 224 0 156 0
Enter Blocked Intersection No No No No No No
Lane Alignment Left Left Left Right Left Right
Median Width(ft) 12 12 12
Link Offset(ft) 0 0 0
Crosswalk Width(ft) 16 16 16
Two way Left Turn Lane
Headway Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Turning Speed (mph) 15 9 15 9
Sign Control Free Free Stop

Intersection Summary
Area Type: Other
Control Type: Unsignalized
Intersection Capacity Utilization 30.8% ICU Level of Service A
Analysis Period (min) 15
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Lanes and Geometrics 2013 Volumes
10: Ryan Rd & River Ave 9/15/2014

2013 Volumes-SR410-SR165-Ryan Road-post realignment  11/17/2013 2013 Volumes Synchro 8 Light Report
Page 5

Lane Group EBL EBT WBT WBR SBL SBR
Lane Configurations
Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
Lane Width (ft) 12 12 12 12 12 12
Grade (%) 0% 0% 0%
Storage Length (ft) 100 0 0 0
Storage Lanes 1 0 1 0
Taper Length (ft) 25 25
Lane Util. Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Ped Bike Factor
Frt 0.932 0.952
Flt Protected 0.950 0.969
Satd. Flow (prot) 1805 1900 1753 0 1735 0
Flt Permitted 0.950 0.969
Satd. Flow (perm) 1805 1900 1753 0 1735 0
Link Speed (mph) 30 30 30
Link Distance (ft) 456 975 612
Travel Time (s) 10.4 22.2 13.9

Intersection Summary
Area Type: Other
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HCM 2010 TWSC 2013 Volumes
10: Ryan Rd & River Ave 9/15/2014

2013 Volumes-SR410-SR165-Ryan Road-post realignment  11/17/2013 2013 Volumes Synchro 8 Light Report
Page 6

Intersection
Intersection Delay, s/veh 4.4

Movement EBL EBT WBT WBR SBL SBR
Vol, veh/h 25 30 90 90 80 45
Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sign Control Free Free Free Free Stop Stop
RT Channelized - None - None - None
Storage Length 100 - - - 0 -
Veh in Median Storage, # - 0 0 - 0 -
Grade, % - 0 0 - 0 -
Peak Hour Factor 80 80 80 80 80 80
Heavy Vehicles, % 0 0 1 1 1 1
Mvmt Flow 31 38 112 112 100 56

Major/Minor Major1 Major2 Minor2
Conflicting Flow All 225 0 - 0 269 169
             Stage 1 - - - - 169 -
             Stage 2 - - - - 100 -
Follow-up Headway 2.2 - - - 3.509 3.309
Pot Capacity-1 Maneuver 1356 - - - 722 878
             Stage 1 - - - - 863 -
             Stage 2 - - - - 927 -
Time blocked-Platoon, % - - -
Mov Capacity-1 Maneuver 1356 - - - 705 878
Mov Capacity-2 Maneuver - - - - 705 -
             Stage 1 - - - - 863 -
             Stage 2 - - - - 906 -

Approach EB WB SB
HCM Control Delay, s 3.5 0 11
HCM LOS B

Minor Lane / Major Mvmt EBL EBT WBT WBR SBLn1
Capacity (veh/h) 1356 - - - 759
HCM Lane V/C Ratio 0.023 - - - 0.206
HCM Control Delay (s) 7.717 - - - 11
HCM Lane LOS A B
HCM 95th %tile Q(veh) 0.071 - - - 0.77

Notes
~ : Volume Exceeds Capacity; $ : Delay Exceeds 300 Seconds; Error : Computation Not Defined
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Lanes, Volumes, Timings 2013 Volumes
12: SR165/Driveway & SR410 9/15/2014

2013 Volumes-SR410-SR165-Ryan Road-post realignment  11/17/2013 2013 Volumes Synchro 8 Light Report
Page 7

Lane Group EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Lane Configurations
Volume (vph) 0 583 105 217 748 2 101 0 99 0 0 6
Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
Storage Length (ft) 150 200 100 0 100 0 25 0
Storage Lanes 1 1 1 0 1 0 1 0
Taper Length (ft) 25 25 25 25
Lane Util. Factor 1.00 0.95 0.95 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Frt 0.997 0.850 0.850 0.850
Flt Protected 0.950 0.950
Satd. Flow (prot) 1863 1764 1504 1770 1863 0 1770 1583 0 1863 1583 0
Flt Permitted 0.306 0.753
Satd. Flow (perm) 1863 1764 1504 570 1863 0 1403 1583 0 1863 1583 0
Right Turn on Red Yes Yes Yes Yes
Satd. Flow (RTOR) 3 103 276 184
Link Speed (mph) 30 30 30 30
Link Distance (ft) 715 623 611 116
Travel Time (s) 16.3 14.2 13.9 2.6
Peak Hour Factor 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92
Adj. Flow (vph) 0 634 114 236 813 2 110 0 108 0 0 7
Shared Lane Traffic (%) 10%
Lane Group Flow (vph) 0 645 103 236 815 0 110 108 0 0 7 0
Enter Blocked Intersection No No No No No No No No No No No No
Lane Alignment Left Left Right Left Left Right Left Left Right Left Left Right
Median Width(ft) 12 12 12 12
Link Offset(ft) 0 0 0 0
Crosswalk Width(ft) 16 16 16 16
Two way Left Turn Lane Yes Yes
Headway Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Turning Speed (mph) 15 9 15 9 15 9 15 9
Number of Detectors 1 2 1 1 2 1 2 1 2
Detector Template Left Thru Right Left Thru Left Thru Left Thru
Leading Detector (ft) 20 100 20 20 100 20 100 20 100
Trailing Detector (ft) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Detector 1 Position(ft) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Detector 1 Size(ft) 20 6 20 20 6 20 6 20 6
Detector 1 Type Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex
Detector 1 Channel
Detector 1 Extend (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Detector 1 Queue (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Detector 1 Delay (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Detector 2 Position(ft) 94 94 94 94
Detector 2 Size(ft) 6 6 6 6
Detector 2 Type Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex
Detector 2 Channel
Detector 2 Extend (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Turn Type Perm NA Perm Perm NA Perm NA Perm NA
Protected Phases 4 8 2 6
Permitted Phases 4 4 8 2 6
Detector Phase 4 4 4 8 8 2 2 6 6
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Lanes, Volumes, Timings 2013 Volumes
12: SR165/Driveway & SR410 9/15/2014

2013 Volumes-SR410-SR165-Ryan Road-post realignment  11/17/2013 2013 Volumes Synchro 8 Light Report
Page 8

Lane Group EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Switch Phase
Minimum Initial (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
Minimum Split (s) 20.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 20.0
Total Split (s) 40.0 40.0 40.0 40.0 40.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 20.0
Total Split (%) 66.7% 66.7% 66.7% 66.7% 66.7% 33.3% 33.3% 33.3% 33.3%
Maximum Green (s) 36.0 36.0 36.0 36.0 36.0 16.0 16.0 16.0 16.0
Yellow Time (s) 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5
All-Red Time (s) 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5
Lost Time Adjust (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Total Lost Time (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
Lead/Lag
Lead-Lag Optimize?
Vehicle Extension (s) 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0
Recall Mode None None None None None Min Min Min Min
Walk Time (s) 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0
Flash Dont Walk (s) 11.0 11.0 11.0 11.0 11.0 11.0 11.0 11.0 11.0
Pedestrian Calls (#/hr) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Act Effct Green (s) 26.2 26.2 26.2 26.2 9.3 9.3 9.3
Actuated g/C Ratio 0.59 0.59 0.59 0.59 0.21 0.21 0.21
v/c Ratio 0.62 0.11 0.70 0.74 0.37 0.20 0.01
Control Delay 8.7 1.4 20.5 11.3 21.8 0.8 0.0
Queue Delay 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Total Delay 8.7 1.4 20.5 11.3 21.8 0.8 0.0
LOS A A C B C A A
Approach Delay 7.7 13.4 11.4 0.0
Approach LOS A B B A

Intersection Summary
Area Type: Other
Cycle Length: 60
Actuated Cycle Length: 44.3
Natural Cycle: 60
Control Type: Actuated-Uncoordinated
Maximum v/c Ratio: 0.74
Intersection Signal Delay: 11.0 Intersection LOS: B
Intersection Capacity Utilization 67.1% ICU Level of Service C
Analysis Period (min) 15

Splits and Phases:     12: SR165/Driveway & SR410
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Lanes and Geometrics 2013 Volumes
12: SR165/Driveway & SR410 9/15/2014

2013 Volumes-SR410-SR165-Ryan Road-post realignment  11/17/2013 2013 Volumes Synchro 8 Light Report
Page 9

Lane Group EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Lane Configurations
Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
Lane Width (ft) 12 12 12 12 12 12 12 12 12 12 12 12
Grade (%) 0% 0% 0% 0%
Storage Length (ft) 150 200 100 0 100 0 25 0
Storage Lanes 1 1 1 0 1 0 1 0
Taper Length (ft) 25 25 25 25
Lane Util. Factor 1.00 0.95 0.95 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Ped Bike Factor
Frt 0.997 0.850 0.850 0.850
Flt Protected 0.950 0.950
Satd. Flow (prot) 1863 1764 1504 1770 1863 0 1770 1583 0 1863 1583 0
Flt Permitted 0.306 0.753
Satd. Flow (perm) 1863 1764 1504 570 1863 0 1403 1583 0 1863 1583 0
Right Turn on Red Yes Yes Yes Yes
Satd. Flow (RTOR) 3 103 276 184
Link Speed (mph) 30 30 30 30
Link Distance (ft) 715 623 611 116
Travel Time (s) 16.3 14.2 13.9 2.6

Intersection Summary
Area Type: Other
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Queues 2013 Volumes
12: SR165/Driveway & SR410 9/15/2014

2013 Volumes-SR410-SR165-Ryan Road-post realignment  11/17/2013 2013 Volumes Synchro 8 Light Report
Page 10

Lane Group EBT EBR WBL WBT NBL NBT SBT
Lane Group Flow (vph) 645 103 236 815 110 108 7
v/c Ratio 0.62 0.11 0.70 0.74 0.37 0.20 0.01
Control Delay 8.7 1.4 20.5 11.3 21.8 0.8 0.0
Queue Delay 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Total Delay 8.7 1.4 20.5 11.3 21.8 0.8 0.0
Queue Length 50th (ft) 84 0 32 114 26 0 0
Queue Length 95th (ft) 201 13 #160 275 69 0 0
Internal Link Dist (ft) 635 543 531 36
Turn Bay Length (ft) 200 100 100
Base Capacity (vph) 1427 1236 461 1507 551 789 734
Starvation Cap Reductn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Spillback Cap Reductn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Storage Cap Reductn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Reduced v/c Ratio 0.45 0.08 0.51 0.54 0.20 0.14 0.01

Intersection Summary
#    95th percentile volume exceeds capacity, queue may be longer.
     Queue shown is maximum after two cycles.
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HCM 2010 Signalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 2013 Volumes
12: SR165/Driveway & SR410 9/15/2014

2013 Volumes-SR410-SR165-Ryan Road-post realignment  11/17/2013 2013 Volumes Synchro 8 Light Report
Page 11

HCM 2010 Computation does not support turning movement with Shared and Exclusive lanes.
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HCM 2010 Signalized Intersection Summary 2013 Volumes
12: SR165/Driveway & SR410 9/15/2014

2013 Volumes-SR410-SR165-Ryan Road-post realignment  11/17/2013 2013 Volumes Synchro 8 Light Report
Page 12

HCM 2010 Computation does not support turning movement with Shared and Exclusive lanes.
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HCM 2010 TWSC 2013 Volumes
12: SR165/Driveway & SR410 9/15/2014

2013 Volumes-SR410-SR165-Ryan Road-post realignment  11/17/2013 2013 Volumes Synchro 8 Light Report
Page 13

Two Way Analysis cannot be performed on Signalized Intersection.
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HCM 2010 TWSC 2013 Volumes-SR410-SR165-Ryan Road-post realignment
3: SR165(River Rd)/SR165 & 112th St E/Ryan Rd 9/15/2014

2013 Volumes-SR410-SR165-Ryan Road-post realignment  11/17/2013 2013 Volumes-SR165 Realigned Synchro 8 Light Report
Page 1

Intersection
Intersection Delay, s/veh 3.9

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Vol, veh/h 19 17 4 34 53 48 8 133 12 25 264 33
Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sign Control Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop Free Free Free Free Free Free
RT Channelized - - None - - None - - None - - None
Storage Length 100 - - 100 - - 100 - - 100 - -
Veh in Median Storage, # - 0 - - 0 - - 0 - - 0 -
Grade, % - 0 - - 0 - - 0 - - 0 -
Peak Hour Factor 92 98 98 98 98 92 98 92 98 92 92 92
Heavy Vehicles, % 2 0 0 1 1 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
Mvmt Flow 21 17 4 35 54 52 8 145 12 27 287 36

Major/Minor Minor2 Minor1 Major1 Major2
Conflicting Flow All 579 532 305 537 544 151 323 0 0 157 0 0
             Stage 1 359 359 - 167 167 - - - - - - -
             Stage 2 220 173 - 370 377 - - - - - - -
Follow-up Headway 3.518 4 3.3 3.509 4.009 3.318 2.218 - - 2.218 - -
Pot Capacity-1 Maneuver 426 456 740 456 448 895 1237 - - 1423 - -
             Stage 1 659 631 - 837 762 - - - - - - -
             Stage 2 782 760 - 652 618 - - - - - - -
Time blocked-Platoon, % - - - -
Mov Capacity-1 Maneuver 356 444 740 432 437 895 1237 - - 1423 - -
Mov Capacity-2 Maneuver 356 444 - 432 437 - - - - - - -
             Stage 1 655 619 - 832 757 - - - - - - -
             Stage 2 679 755 - 618 606 - - - - - - -

Approach EB WB NB SB
HCM Control Delay, s 14.3 13.2 0.4 0.6
HCM LOS B B

Minor Lane / Major Mvmt NBL NBT NBR EBLn1 EBLn2 WBLn1 WBLn2 SBL SBT SBR
Capacity (veh/h) 1237 - - 356 443 432 564 1423 - -
HCM Lane V/C Ratio 0.007 - - 0.039 0.064 0.054 0.209 0.019 - -
HCM Control Delay (s) 7.93 - - 15.5 13.7 13.8 13.1 7.579 - -
HCM Lane LOS A C B B B A
HCM 95th %tile Q(veh) 0.02 - - 0.12 0.204 0.169 0.781 0.058 - -

Notes
~ : Volume Exceeds Capacity; $ : Delay Exceeds 300 Seconds; Error : Computation Not Defined
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HCM 2010 TWSC 2013 Volumes-SR410-SR165-Ryan Road-post realignment
10: Ryan Rd & River Ave 9/15/2014

2013 Volumes-SR410-SR165-Ryan Road-post realignment  11/17/2013 2013 Volumes-SR165 Realigned Synchro 8 Light Report
Page 2

Intersection
Intersection Delay, s/veh 4.4

Movement EBL EBT WBT WBR SBL SBR
Vol, veh/h 25 30 90 90 80 45
Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sign Control Free Free Free Free Stop Stop
RT Channelized - None - None - None
Storage Length 100 - - - 0 -
Veh in Median Storage, # - 0 0 - 0 -
Grade, % - 0 0 - 0 -
Peak Hour Factor 80 80 80 80 80 80
Heavy Vehicles, % 0 0 1 1 1 1
Mvmt Flow 31 38 112 112 100 56

Major/Minor Major1 Major2 Minor2
Conflicting Flow All 225 0 - 0 269 169
             Stage 1 - - - - 169 -
             Stage 2 - - - - 100 -
Follow-up Headway 2.2 - - - 3.509 3.309
Pot Capacity-1 Maneuver 1356 - - - 722 878
             Stage 1 - - - - 863 -
             Stage 2 - - - - 927 -
Time blocked-Platoon, % - - -
Mov Capacity-1 Maneuver 1356 - - - 705 878
Mov Capacity-2 Maneuver - - - - 705 -
             Stage 1 - - - - 863 -
             Stage 2 - - - - 906 -

Approach EB WB SB
HCM Control Delay, s 3.5 0 11
HCM LOS B

Minor Lane / Major Mvmt EBL EBT WBT WBR SBLn1
Capacity (veh/h) 1356 - - - 759
HCM Lane V/C Ratio 0.023 - - - 0.206
HCM Control Delay (s) 7.717 - - - 11
HCM Lane LOS A B
HCM 95th %tile Q(veh) 0.071 - - - 0.77

Notes
~ : Volume Exceeds Capacity; $ : Delay Exceeds 300 Seconds; Error : Computation Not Defined
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HCM 2010 TWSC 2013 Volumes-SR410-SR165-Ryan Road-post realignment
12: SR165/Driveway & SR410 9/15/2014

2013 Volumes-SR410-SR165-Ryan Road-post realignment  11/17/2013 2013 Volumes-SR165 Realigned Synchro 8 Light Report
Page 3

Intersection
Intersection Delay, s/veh 35.4

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Vol, veh/h 0 583 105 217 748 2 101 0 99 0 0 6
Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sign Control Free Free Free Free Free Free Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop
RT Channelized - - None - - None - - None - - None
Storage Length 150 - 200 100 - - 100 - - 25 - -
Veh in Median Storage, # - 0 - - 0 - - 0 - - 0 -
Grade, % - 0 - - 0 - - 0 - - 0 -
Peak Hour Factor 92 92 92 92 92 92 92 92 92 92 92 92
Heavy Vehicles, % 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
Mvmt Flow 0 634 114 236 813 2 110 0 108 0 0 7

Major/Minor Major1 Major2 Minor1 Minor2
Conflicting Flow All 815 0 0 634 0 0 1923 1921 634 1974 1920 814
             Stage 1 - - - - - - 634 634 - 1286 1286 -
             Stage 2 - - - - - - 1289 1287 - 688 634 -
Follow-up Headway 2.218 - - 2.218 - - 3.518 4.018 3.318 3.518 4.018 3.318
Pot Capacity-1 Maneuver 812 - - 949 - - # 51 67 479 47 67 378
             Stage 1 - - - - - - 467 473 - 202 235 -
             Stage 2 - - - - - - 201 235 - 436 473 -
Time blocked-Platoon, % - - - -
Mov Capacity-1 Maneuver 812 - - 949 - - # 41 50 479 29 50 378
Mov Capacity-2 Maneuver - - - - - - # 41 50 - 29 50 -
             Stage 1 - - - - - - 467 473 - 202 177 -
             Stage 2 - - - - - - 148 177 - 338 473 -

Approach EB WB NB SB
HCM Control Delay, s 0 2.3 $ 318 14.7
HCM LOS F B

Minor Lane / Major Mvmt NBLn1 NBLn2 EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR SBLn1 SBLn2
Capacity (veh/h) 41 129 812 - - 949 - - 0 378
HCM Lane V/C Ratio 1.785 1.118 - - - 0.249 - - + 0.017
HCM Control Delay (s) $ 588.4 180.8 0 - - 10.044 - - 0 14.7
HCM Lane LOS F F A B A B
HCM 95th %tile Q(veh) 7.624 8.365 0 - - 0.981 - - + 0.053

Notes
~ : Volume Exceeds Capacity; $ : Delay Exceeds 300 Seconds; Error : Computation Not Defined
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2035

3%
Vehicle
Volume

Shoulder
Width

Speed
Limit

Road
Width Rating

Ped  Type
Ped

Volume
(AWDT)1/

3 2(10-SW)
(SPD/2)2/

3
(30-

RW)1/3

1.00 + 0.75
if HC/sch

Ped Factor
Range:

Volume
Factor
Range:

Shoulder
Factor
Range:

Speed
Factor
Range:

Road
Width
Range:

PROD/
100

1.00 - 1.75 2.00 - 2.95 10-20 12-18 4-10 1.0  -  2.5

1 Mundy Loss
Rd

(South of
112 St SE)

Ped  Type Ped
Volume

Vehicle
Volume

Shoulder
Width

Speed
Limit

Road
Width

INDEX

East
Shoulder

1 1.1 6,150 0.5 35 21 102

West
Shoulder

1 1.1 6,150 0.5 35 21 102

2013 Rating 1 1.1 6,150 0.5 35 21 102
2035 Rating 1.75 1.2 11,780 0.5 35 21 179

Mitigated 2035 Rating 1.75 1.2 11,780 5 35 22 90

Mundy Loss
Rd

(112 St SE -
SR410)

East
Shoulder

1 1.1 6,220 1.5 35 21 92

West
Shoulder

1 1.1 6,220 1.5 35 21 92

2013 Rating 1 1.1 6,220 1.5 35 21 92
2035 Rating 1.75 1.2 11,920 1.5 35 21 161

Mitigated 2035 Rating 1.75 1.2 11,920 5 35 23 87

Vehicle
Volume

Shoulder
Width

Speed
Limit

Road
Width

INDEX

(Add type+volume)

Multiply Factors for
rating:

2 Ped  Type Ped
Volume

 0.75 if there are handicapped, or 1.1 <   50 peds/day

 school children, or elderly users 1.2 < 100 peds/day

Assumed Horizon Year

Assumed growth factor:

Table 8. Pedestrian Ratings
Multiply Pedestrian Safety Factors and divide by 100 to obtain index:

((Ped Type  +   Ped Vol)   X   AWDT      X     SW    X   Speed   X  RW) /100  =  INDEX
Ped Type Factor : Ped Volume Factor:
 is 1.00 plus 1.0 <   10 peds/day
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Ryan Road
(Spiketon

Rd-
Levesque

Rd)
East

Shoulder
1 1.1 2,770 0.5 35 21 79

West
Shoulder

1 1.1 2,770 0.5 35 21 79

2013 Rating 1 1.1 2,770 0.5 35 21 79
2035 Rating 1.75 1.2 5,310 0.5 35 21 137

Mitigated 2035 Rating 1.75 1.2 5,310 5 35 21 72

4 Mundy Loss
Rd

(North of
Hinkleman

Rd)

Ped  Type Ped
Volume

Vehicle
Volume

Shoulder
Width

Speed
Limit

Road
Width

INDEX

East
Shoulder

1 1.1 1,600 0.5 35 21 65

West
Shoulder

1 1.1 1,600 0.5 35 21 65

2013 Rating 1 1.1 1,600 0.5 35 21 65
2035 Rating 1.75 1.2 3,070 0.5 35 21 114

Mitigated 2035 Rating 1.75 1.2 3,070 5 35 21 60

5 W Mason
Rd

(Natches -
Hinkleman

Ext)

Ped  Type Ped
Volume

Vehicle
Volume

Shoulder
Width

Speed
Limit

Road
Width

INDEX

North
Shoulder

1 1.1 2,500 0.5 35 21 76

South
Shoulder

1 1.1 2,500 5 35 21 40

2013 Rating 1 1.1 2,500 0.5 35 21 76
2035 Rating 1.75 1.2 4,790 0.5 35 21 132

Mitigated 2035 Rating 1.75 1.2 4,790 5 35 21 70

6 112 St SE
(West of
SR165)

Ped  Type Ped
Volume

Vehicle
Volume

Shoulder
Width

Speed
Limit

Road
Width

INDEX

North
Shoulder

1 1.1 1,700 4 35 21 42

South
Shoulder

1 1.1 1,700 6 35 21 28

Speed
Limit

Road
Width

INDEX3 Ped  Type Ped
Volume

Vehicle
Volume

Shoulder
Width
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2013 Rating 1 1.1 1,700 4 35 21 42
2035 Rating 1.75 1.2 3,260 0.5 35 21 117

Mitigated 2035 Rating 1.75 1.2 3,260 5 35 21 61

Spiketon
Rd

(South of Mt
View Ave)

East
Shoulder

1 1.1 1020 0.5 35 21 56

West
Shoulder

1 1.1 1020 5 35 21 30

2013 Rating 1 1.1 1020 0.5 35 21 56
2035 Rating 1.75 1.2 1,950 0.5 35 21 98

Mitigated 2035 Rating 1.75 1.2 1,950 5 35 21 52

8 Collins Rd
(Sergeant -
Levesque

Rd)

Ped  Type Ped
Volume

Vehicle
Volume

Shoulder
Width

Speed
Limit

Road
Width

INDEX

East
Shoulder

1 1.1 820 0.5 25 21 42

West
Shoulder

1 1.1 820 0.5 25 21 42

2013 Rating 1 1.1 820 0.5 25 21 42
2035 Rating 1.75 1.2 1,570 0.5 25 21 73
2035 Rating 1.75 1.2 2,900 0.5 25 21 90

Mitigated 2035 Rating 1.75 1.2 1,570 5 25 21 38

8 Levesque
Rd

Ped  Type Ped
Volume

Vehicle
Volume

Shoulder
Width

Speed
Limit

Road
Width

INDEX

East
Shoulder

1 1.1 430 0.5 25 21 34

West
Shoulder

1 1.1 430 0.5 25 21 34

2013 Rating 1 1.1 430 0.5 25 21 34
2035 Rating 1.75 1.2 820 0.5 25 21 59

Mitigated 2035 Rating 1.75 1.2 820 5 25 21 31

INDEX7 Ped  Type Ped
Volume

Vehicle
Volume

Shoulder
Width

Speed
Limit

Road
Width
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Pedestrian Rating Level of Service
<40 A
40 – 50 B

50 – 70 C

70 – 90 D

90 – 110 E
>110 F
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HCM 2010 AWSC 2035 Projection
3: S Naches St & E Mason St 12/5/2016

2035 Volumes-Naches-Mason and SR410-Wheeler  11/17/2035 2035 Projection Synchro 8 Light Report
Page 1

Intersection
Intersection Delay, s/veh 13
Intersection LOS B

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Vol, veh/h 257 48 23 11 86 4 13 102 10 0 34 155
Peak Hour Factor 0.81 0.81 0.81 0.81 0.81 0.81 0.81 0.81 0.81 0.81 0.81 0.81
Heavy Vehicles, % 2 2 2 6 6 6 2 2 2 0 0 0
Mvmt Flow 317 59 28 14 106 5 16 126 12 0 42 191
Number of Lanes 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0

Approach EB WB NB SB
Opposing Approach WB EB SB NB
Opposing Lanes 1 1 1 1
Conflicting Approach Left SB NB EB WB
Conflicting Lanes Left 1 1 1 1
Conflicting Approach Right NB SB WB EB
Conflicting Lanes Right 1 1 1 1
HCM Control Delay 16 10.2 10.7 10.8
HCM LOS C B B B

Lane NBLn1 EBLn1 WBLn1 SBLn1
Vol Left, % 10% 78% 11% 0%
Vol Thru, % 82% 15% 85% 18%
Vol Right, % 8% 7% 4% 82%
Sign Control Stop Stop Stop Stop
Traffic Vol by Lane 125 328 101 189
LT Vol 102 48 86 34
Through Vol 10 23 4 155
RT Vol 13 257 11 0
Lane Flow Rate 154 405 125 233
Geometry Grp 1 1 1 1
Degree of Util (X) 0.247 0.599 0.198 0.334
Departure Headway (Hd) 5.763 5.324 5.726 5.148
Convergence, Y/N Yes Yes Yes Yes
Cap 620 676 625 695
Service Time 3.819 3.363 3.782 3.2
HCM Lane V/C Ratio 0.248 0.599 0.2 0.335
HCM Control Delay 10.7 16 10.2 10.8
HCM Lane LOS B C B B
HCM 95th-tile Q 1 4 0.7 1.5

Notes
~ : Volume Exceeds Capacity; $ : Delay Exceeds 300 Seconds; Error : Computation Not Defined
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HCM 2010 TWSC 2035 Projection
3: S Naches St & E Mason St 12/5/2016

2035 Volumes-Naches-Mason and SR410-Wheeler  11/17/2035 2035 Projection Synchro 8 Light Report
Page 2

Two Way Analysis cannot be performed on an All Way Stop Intersection.
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HCM 2010 TWSC 2035 Projection
8: SR 410 & Wheeler Ave 12/5/2016

2035 Volumes-Naches-Mason and SR410-Wheeler  11/17/2035 2035 Projection Synchro 8 Light Report
Page 3

Intersection
Intersection Delay, s/veh 55.7

Movement SEL SET SER NWL NWT NWR NEL NET NER SWL SWT SWR
Vol, veh/h 0 0 8 17 2 33 6 1194 63 59 1836 4
Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sign Control Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop Free Free Free Free Free Free
RT Channelized - - None - - None - - None - - None
Storage Length - - - - - - - - - - - -
Veh in Median Storage, # - 0 - - 0 - - 0 - - 0 -
Grade, % - 0 - - 0 - - 0 - - 0 -
Peak Hour Factor 95 95 95 95 95 95 92 92 92 92 92 92
Heavy Vehicles, % 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 2 2 2 2
Mvmt Flow 0 0 8 18 2 35 7 1298 68 64 1996 4

Major/Minor Minor2 Minor1 Major1 Major2
Conflicting Flow All 3490 3505 1998 3475 3473 1332 2000 0 0 1366 0 0
             Stage 1 2126 2126 - 1345 1345 - - - - - - -
             Stage 2 1364 1379 - 2130 2128 - - - - - - -
Follow-up Headway 3.5 4 3.3 3.5 4 3.3 2.218 - - 2.218 - -
Pot Capacity-1 Maneuver 4 6 76 # 4 7 191 286 - - 503 - -
             Stage 1 66 91 - 189 222 - - - - - - -
             Stage 2 184 214 - 66 91 - - - - - - -
Time blocked-Platoon, % - - - -
Mov Capacity-1 Maneuver 2 5 76 # 3 6 191 286 - - 503 - -
Mov Capacity-2 Maneuver 2 5 - # 3 6 - - - - - - -
             Stage 1 59 91 - 169 199 - - - - - - -
             Stage 2 133 192 - 59 91 - - - - - - -

Approach SE NW NE SW
HCM Control Delay, s 58.2 $ 3533.9 0.1 0.4
HCM LOS F F

Minor Lane / Major Mvmt NEL NET NER NWLn1 SELn1 SWL SWT SWR
Capacity (veh/h) 286 - - 8 76 503 - -
HCM Lane V/C Ratio 0.023 - - 6.842 0.111 0.127 - -
HCM Control Delay (s) 17.881 0 - $ 3533.9 58.2 13.2 0 -
HCM Lane LOS C A F F B A
HCM 95th %tile Q(veh) 0.07 - - 8.312 0.359 0.435 - -

Notes
~ : Volume Exceeds Capacity; $ : Delay Exceeds 300 Seconds; Error : Computation Not Defined
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Lanes, Volumes, Timings 2035 Baseline
3: Mundy Loss Road & SR 410 12/5/2016

2035 Mundy Loss Road Volumes  11/17/2035 2035 Baseline Synchro 8 Light Report
Rory Cameron Page 1

Lane Group EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Lane Configurations
Volume (vph) 25 1035 161 230 1399 48 169 40 165 54 80 23
Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
Storage Length (ft) 100 100 100 0 0 100 0 100
Storage Lanes 1 1 1 0 0 1 0 1
Taper Length (ft) 25 25 25 25
Lane Util. Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Frt 0.850 0.995 0.850 0.850
Flt Protected 0.950 0.950 0.961 0.980
Satd. Flow (prot) 1770 1863 1583 1787 1872 0 0 1826 1615 0 1862 1615
Flt Permitted 0.950 0.950 0.580 0.566
Satd. Flow (perm) 1770 1863 1583 1787 1872 0 0 1102 1615 0 1075 1615
Right Turn on Red Yes Yes Yes Yes
Satd. Flow (RTOR) 109 4 168 109
Link Speed (mph) 35 35 30 30
Link Distance (ft) 680 655 1371 719
Travel Time (s) 13.2 12.8 31.2 16.3
Peak Hour Factor 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.98
Heavy Vehicles (%) 2% 2% 2% 1% 1% 1% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
Adj. Flow (vph) 26 1056 164 235 1428 49 172 41 168 55 82 23
Shared Lane Traffic (%)
Lane Group Flow (vph) 26 1056 164 235 1477 0 0 213 168 0 137 23
Enter Blocked Intersection No No No No No No No No No No No No
Lane Alignment Left Left Right Left Left Right Left Left Right Left Left Right
Median Width(ft) 12 12 0 0
Link Offset(ft) 0 0 0 0
Crosswalk Width(ft) 16 16 16 16
Two way Left Turn Lane
Headway Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Turning Speed (mph) 15 9 15 9 15 9 15 9
Number of Detectors 1 2 1 1 2 1 2 1 1 2 1
Detector Template Left Thru Right Left Thru Left Thru Right Left Thru Right
Leading Detector (ft) 20 100 20 20 100 20 100 20 20 100 20
Trailing Detector (ft) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Detector 1 Position(ft) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Detector 1 Size(ft) 20 6 20 20 6 20 6 20 20 6 20
Detector 1 Type Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex
Detector 1 Channel
Detector 1 Extend (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Detector 1 Queue (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Detector 1 Delay (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Detector 2 Position(ft) 94 94 94 94
Detector 2 Size(ft) 6 6 6 6
Detector 2 Type Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex
Detector 2 Channel
Detector 2 Extend (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Turn Type Prot NA Perm Prot NA Perm NA Perm Perm NA Perm
Protected Phases 7 4 3 8 2 6
Permitted Phases 4 2 2 6 6
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Lanes, Volumes, Timings 2035 Baseline
3: Mundy Loss Road & SR 410 12/5/2016

2035 Mundy Loss Road Volumes  11/17/2035 2035 Baseline Synchro 8 Light Report
Rory Cameron Page 2

Lane Group EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Detector Phase 7 4 4 3 8 2 2 2 6 6 6
Switch Phase
Minimum Initial (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
Minimum Split (s) 8.0 20.0 20.0 8.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 20.0
Total Split (s) 8.0 54.0 54.0 16.0 62.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 20.0
Total Split (%) 8.9% 60.0% 60.0% 17.8% 68.9% 22.2% 22.2% 22.2% 22.2% 22.2% 22.2%
Maximum Green (s) 4.0 50.0 50.0 12.0 58.0 16.0 16.0 16.0 16.0 16.0 16.0
Yellow Time (s) 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5
All-Red Time (s) 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5
Lost Time Adjust (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Total Lost Time (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
Lead/Lag Lead Lag Lag Lead Lag
Lead-Lag Optimize? Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Vehicle Extension (s) 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0
Recall Mode None None None None None Max Max Max Max Max Max
Walk Time (s) 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0
Flash Dont Walk (s) 11.0 11.0 11.0 11.0 11.0 11.0 11.0 11.0 11.0
Pedestrian Calls (#/hr) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Act Effct Green (s) 4.0 50.0 50.0 12.0 62.8 16.0 16.0 16.0 16.0
Actuated g/C Ratio 0.04 0.56 0.56 0.13 0.70 0.18 0.18 0.18 0.18
v/c Ratio 0.33 1.02 0.18 0.99 1.13 1.09 0.40 0.72 0.06
Control Delay 53.4 55.0 4.2 96.7 86.2 129.0 8.4 57.5 0.3
Queue Delay 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Total Delay 53.4 55.0 4.2 96.7 86.2 129.0 8.4 57.5 0.3
LOS D E A F F F A E A
Approach Delay 48.3 87.7 75.8 49.3
Approach LOS D F E D

Intersection Summary
Area Type: Other
Cycle Length: 90
Actuated Cycle Length: 90
Natural Cycle: 150
Control Type: Actuated-Uncoordinated
Maximum v/c Ratio: 1.13
Intersection Signal Delay: 70.6 Intersection LOS: E
Intersection Capacity Utilization 108.0% ICU Level of Service G
Analysis Period (min) 15

Splits and Phases:     3: Mundy Loss Road & SR 410

City Council Agenda Packet 01-09-2018 Pg.89



Queues 2035 Baseline
3: Mundy Loss Road & SR 410 12/5/2016

2035 Mundy Loss Road Volumes  11/17/2035 2035 Baseline Synchro 8 Light Report
Rory Cameron Page 3

Lane Group EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT NBT NBR SBT SBR
Lane Group Flow (vph) 26 1056 164 235 1477 213 168 137 23
v/c Ratio 0.33 1.02 0.18 0.99 1.13 1.09 0.40 0.72 0.06
Control Delay 53.4 55.0 4.2 96.7 86.2 129.0 8.4 57.5 0.3
Queue Delay 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Total Delay 53.4 55.0 4.2 96.7 86.2 129.0 8.4 57.5 0.3
Queue Length 50th (ft) 15 ~604 14 135 ~946 ~138 0 74 0
Queue Length 95th (ft) 41 #881 42 #282 #1309 #276 53 #164 0
Internal Link Dist (ft) 600 575 1291 639
Turn Bay Length (ft) 100 100 100 100 100
Base Capacity (vph) 78 1035 927 238 1307 195 425 191 376
Starvation Cap Reductn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Spillback Cap Reductn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Storage Cap Reductn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Reduced v/c Ratio 0.33 1.02 0.18 0.99 1.13 1.09 0.40 0.72 0.06

Intersection Summary
~    Volume exceeds capacity, queue is theoretically infinite.
     Queue shown is maximum after two cycles.
#    95th percentile volume exceeds capacity, queue may be longer.
     Queue shown is maximum after two cycles.
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Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Lane Configurations
Volume (veh/h) 25 1035 161 230 1399 48 169 40 165 54 80 23
Number 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Initial Q, veh 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Ped-Bike Adj (A_pbT) 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Parking Bus Adj 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Adj Sat Flow, veh/h/ln 1863 1863 1863 1881 1881 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
Lanes 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 1 1 0 1 1
Lane Assignment
Cap, veh/h 38 1035 880 239 1207 41 72 0 287 56 62 287
HCM Platoon Ratio 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Prop Arrive On Green 0.02 0.56 0.56 0.13 0.67 0.67 0.18 0.18 0.18 0.18 0.18 0.18
Ln Grp Delay, s/veh 63.8 53.2 10.0 92.4 0.0 105.7 956.9 0.0 42.4 170.1 0.0 31.4
Ln Grp LOS E F B F F F D F C
Approach Vol, veh/h 1246 1712 381 160
Approach Delay, s/veh 47.8 103.9 553.7 150.1
Approach LOS D F F F

   Timer: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Assigned Phs 2 3 4 6 7 8
Case No 7.0 2.0 3.0 7.0 2.0 4.0
Phs Duration (G+Y+Rc), s 20.0 16.0 54.0 20.0 5.9 64.1
Change Period (Y+Rc), s 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
Max Allow Headway (MAH), s 4.9 3.8 5.1 4.9 3.8 5.1
Max Green (Gmax), s 16.0 12.0 50.0 16.0 4.0 58.0
Max Q Clear (g_c+l1), s 18.0 13.8 52.0 18.0 3.3 62.1
Green Ext Time (g_e), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Prob of Phs Call (p_c) 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.48 1.00
Prob of Max Out (p_x) 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00

Left-Turn Movement Data
Assigned Mvmt 5 3 1 7
Mvmt Sat Flow, veh/h 0 1792 0 1774

Through Movement Data
Assigned Mvmt 2 4 6 8
Mvmt Sat Flow, veh/h 0 1863 348 1808

Right-Turn Movement Data
Assigned Mvmt 12 14 16 18
Mvmt Sat Flow, veh/h 1615 1583 1615 62

Left Lane Group Data
Assigned Mvmt 0 5 3 0 0 1 7 0
Lane Assignment L+T L (Prot) L+T L (Prot)
Lanes in Grp 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 0
Grp Vol (v), veh/h 0 213 235 0 0 137 26 0
Grp Sat Flow (s), veh/h/ln 0 0 1792 0 0 348 1774 0
Q Serve Time (g_s), s 0.0 0.0 11.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.3 0.0
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Cycle Q Clear Time (g_c), s 0.0 16.0 11.8 0.0 0.0 16.0 1.3 0.0
Perm LT Sat Flow (s_l), veh/h/ln 0 1309 0 0 0 1191 0 0
Shared LT Sat Flow (s_sh), veh/h/ln 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Perm LT Eff Green (g_p), s 0.0 16.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 16.0 0.0 0.0
Perm LT Serve Time (g_u), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Perm LT Q Serve Time (g_ps), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Time to First Blk (g_f), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.9 0.0 0.0
Serve Time pre Blk (g_fs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.9 0.0 0.0
Prop LT Inside Lane (P_L) 0.00 0.81 1.00 0.00 0.00 0.40 1.00 0.00
Lane Grp Cap (c), veh/h 0 72 239 0 0 118 38 0
V/C Ratio (X) 0.00 2.95 0.98 0.00 0.00 1.16 0.69 0.00
Avail Cap (c_a), veh/h 0 72 239 0 0 118 79 0
Upstream Filter (I) 0.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 0.00
Uniform Delay (d1), s/veh 0.0 45.0 38.9 0.0 0.0 37.4 43.7 0.0
Incr Delay (d2), s/veh 0.0 911.9 53.5 0.0 0.0 132.7 20.1 0.0
Initial Q Delay (d3), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay (d), s/veh 0.0 956.9 92.4 0.0 0.0 170.1 63.8 0.0
1st-Term Q (Q1), veh/ln 0.0 1.6 5.2 0.0 0.0 2.7 0.6 0.0
2nd-Term Q (Q2), veh/ln 0.0 18.3 3.5 0.0 0.0 4.3 0.2 0.0
3rd-Term Q (Q3), veh/ln 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
%ile Back of Q Factor (f_B%) 0.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 0.00
%ile Back of Q (50%), veh/ln 0.0 20.0 8.7 0.0 0.0 7.0 0.8 0.0
%ile Storage Ratio (RQ%) 0.00 0.38 2.19 0.00 0.00 0.26 0.20 0.00
Initial Q (Qb), veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Final (Residual) Q (Qe), veh 0.0 35.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 4.8 0.0 0.0
Sat Delay (ds), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Sat Q (Qs), veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Sat Cap (cs), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Initial Q Clear Time (tc), h 0.0 0.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.3 0.0 0.0

Middle Lane Group Data
Assigned Mvmt 0 2 0 4 0 6 0 8
Lane Assignment T
Lanes in Grp 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0
Grp Vol (v), veh/h 0 0 0 1056 0 0 0 0
Grp Sat Flow (s), veh/h/ln 0 0 0 1863 0 0 0 0
Q Serve Time (g_s), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 50.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Cycle Q Clear Time (g_c), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 50.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Lane Grp Cap (c), veh/h 0 0 0 1035 0 0 0 0
V/C Ratio (X) 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.02 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Avail Cap (c_a), veh/h 0 0 0 1035 0 0 0 0
Upstream Filter (I) 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Uniform Delay (d1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 20.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incr Delay (d2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 33.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Initial Q Delay (d3), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay (d), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 53.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
1st-Term Q (Q1), veh/ln 0.0 0.0 0.0 19.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
2nd-Term Q (Q2), veh/ln 0.0 0.0 0.0 9.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
3rd-Term Q (Q3), veh/ln 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
%ile Back of Q Factor (f_B%) 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00
%ile Back of Q (50%), veh/ln 0.0 0.0 0.0 29.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
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%ile Storage Ratio (RQ%) 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.18 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Initial Q (Qb), veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Final (Residual) Q (Qe), veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Sat Delay (ds), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Sat Q (Qs), veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Sat Cap (cs), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Initial Q Clear Time (tc), h 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Right Lane Group Data
Assigned Mvmt 0 12 0 14 0 16 0 18
Lane Assignment R R R T+R
Lanes in Grp 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1
Grp Vol (v), veh/h 0 168 0 164 0 23 0 1477
Grp Sat Flow (s), veh/h/ln 0 1615 0 1583 0 1615 0 1870
Q Serve Time (g_s), s 0.0 8.6 0.0 4.6 0.0 1.1 0.0 60.1
Cycle Q Clear Time (g_c), s 0.0 8.6 0.0 4.6 0.0 1.1 0.0 60.1
Prot RT Sat Flow (s_R), veh/h/ln 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Prot RT Eff Green (g_R), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Prop RT Outside Lane (P_R) 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 0.03
Lane Grp Cap (c), veh/h 0 287 0 880 0 287 0 1249
V/C Ratio (X) 0.00 0.59 0.00 0.19 0.00 0.08 0.00 1.18
Avail Cap (c_a), veh/h 0 287 0 880 0 287 0 1249
Upstream Filter (I) 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00
Uniform Delay (d1), s/veh 0.0 34.0 0.0 9.9 0.0 30.9 0.0 15.0
Incr Delay (d2), s/veh 0.0 8.5 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.5 0.0 90.7
Initial Q Delay (d3), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay (d), s/veh 0.0 42.4 0.0 10.0 0.0 31.4 0.0 105.7
1st-Term Q (Q1), veh/ln 0.0 3.4 0.0 1.5 0.0 0.4 0.0 21.9
2nd-Term Q (Q2), veh/ln 0.0 0.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 31.5
3rd-Term Q (Q3), veh/ln 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
%ile Back of Q Factor (f_B%) 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00
%ile Back of Q (50%), veh/ln 0.0 4.0 0.0 1.6 0.0 0.5 0.0 53.3
%ile Storage Ratio (RQ%) 0.00 1.01 0.00 0.40 0.00 0.11 0.00 2.20
Initial Q (Qb), veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Final (Residual) Q (Qe), veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 57.1
Sat Delay (ds), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Sat Q (Qs), veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Sat Cap (cs), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Initial Q Clear Time (tc), h 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.3

Intersection Summary
HCM 2010 Ctrl Delay 135.0
HCM 2010 LOS F

Notes
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Two Way Analysis cannot be performed on Signalized Intersection.
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Lane Group EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Lane Configurations
Volume (vph) 61 25 77 46 84 42 59 280 11 13 391 88
Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
Lane Util. Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Frt 0.936 0.967 0.996 0.976
Flt Protected 0.982 0.987 0.992 0.999
Satd. Flow (prot) 0 1729 0 0 1795 0 0 1877 0 0 1834 0
Flt Permitted 0.982 0.987 0.992 0.999
Satd. Flow (perm) 0 1729 0 0 1795 0 0 1877 0 0 1834 0
Link Speed (mph) 30 30 30 30
Link Distance (ft) 647 701 660 1371
Travel Time (s) 14.7 15.9 15.0 31.2
Peak Hour Factor 0.93 0.93 0.93 0.93 0.93 0.93 0.93 0.93 0.93 0.93 0.93 0.93
Heavy Vehicles (%) 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 0% 0% 0% 1% 1% 1%
Adj. Flow (vph) 66 27 83 49 90 45 63 301 12 14 420 95
Shared Lane Traffic (%)
Lane Group Flow (vph) 0 176 0 0 184 0 0 376 0 0 529 0
Enter Blocked Intersection No No No No No No No No No No No No
Lane Alignment Left Left Right Left Left Right Left Left Right Left Left Right
Median Width(ft) 0 0 0 0
Link Offset(ft) 0 0 0 0
Crosswalk Width(ft) 16 16 16 16
Two way Left Turn Lane
Headway Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Turning Speed (mph) 15 9 15 9 15 9 15 9
Sign Control Stop Stop Stop Stop

Intersection Summary
Area Type: Other
Control Type: Unsignalized
Intersection Capacity Utilization 66.7% ICU Level of Service C
Analysis Period (min) 15
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Intersection
Intersection Delay, s/veh 24.3
Intersection LOS C

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Vol, veh/h 61 25 77 46 84 42 59 280 11 13 391 88
Peak Hour Factor 0.93 0.93 0.93 0.93 0.93 0.93 0.93 0.93 0.93 0.93 0.93 0.93
Heavy Vehicles, % 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 1
Mvmt Flow 66 27 83 49 90 45 63 301 12 14 420 95
Number of Lanes 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0

Approach EB WB NB SB
Opposing Approach WB EB SB NB
Opposing Lanes 1 1 1 1
Conflicting Approach Left SB NB EB WB
Conflicting Lanes Left 1 1 1 1
Conflicting Approach Right NB SB WB EB
Conflicting Lanes Right 1 1 1 1
HCM Control Delay 13.5 14 20.1 34.5
HCM LOS B B C D

Lane NBLn1 EBLn1 WBLn1 SBLn1
Vol Left, % 17% 37% 27% 3%
Vol Thru, % 80% 15% 49% 79%
Vol Right, % 3% 47% 24% 18%
Sign Control Stop Stop Stop Stop
Traffic Vol by Lane 350 163 172 492
LT Vol 280 25 84 391
Through Vol 11 77 42 88
RT Vol 59 61 46 13
Lane Flow Rate 376 175 185 529
Geometry Grp 1 1 1 1
Degree of Util (X) 0.649 0.337 0.359 0.859
Departure Headway (Hd) 6.205 6.919 6.995 5.848
Convergence, Y/N Yes Yes Yes Yes
Cap 580 517 512 619
Service Time 4.272 5 5.075 3.907
HCM Lane V/C Ratio 0.648 0.338 0.361 0.855
HCM Control Delay 20.1 13.5 14 34.5
HCM Lane LOS C B B D
HCM 95th-tile Q 4.7 1.5 1.6 9.6

Notes
~ : Volume Exceeds Capacity; $ : Delay Exceeds 300 Seconds; Error : Computation Not Defined
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Two Way Analysis cannot be performed on an All Way Stop Intersection.

City Council Agenda Packet 01-09-2018 Pg.97



Lanes, Volumes, Timings 2035 Projection
3: SR410 & W Main St/E Main St 12/5/2016

2035 Volumes-SR410-Main and Park Ave  11/17/2035 2035 Projection Synchro 8 Light Report
Page 1

Lane Group EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NEL NET NER SWL SWT SWR
Lane Configurations
Volume (vph) 40 103 2 236 65 54 10 1025 153 88 1677 19
Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
Storage Length (ft) 0 0 0 0 100 0 100 0
Storage Lanes 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0
Taper Length (ft) 25 25 25 25
Lane Util. Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Frt 0.998 0.980 0.981 0.998
Flt Protected 0.986 0.968 0.950 0.950
Satd. Flow (prot) 0 1870 0 0 1785 0 1787 1845 0 1770 1859 0
Flt Permitted 0.881 0.621 0.043 0.046
Satd. Flow (perm) 0 1671 0 0 1145 0 81 1845 0 86 1859 0
Right Turn on Red Yes Yes Yes Yes
Satd. Flow (RTOR) 6 14 1
Link Speed (mph) 30 30 30 30
Link Distance (ft) 466 386 454 1270
Travel Time (s) 10.6 8.8 10.3 28.9
Peak Hour Factor 0.96 0.96 0.96 0.96 0.96 0.96 0.96 0.96 0.96 0.96 0.96 0.96
Heavy Vehicles (%) 0% 0% 0% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 2% 2% 2%
Adj. Flow (vph) 42 107 2 246 68 56 10 1068 159 92 1747 20
Shared Lane Traffic (%)
Lane Group Flow (vph) 0 151 0 0 370 0 10 1227 0 92 1767 0
Enter Blocked Intersection No No No No No No No No No No No No
Lane Alignment Left Left Right Left Left Right Left Left Right Left Left Right
Median Width(ft) 0 0 12 12
Link Offset(ft) 0 0 0 0
Crosswalk Width(ft) 16 16 16 16
Two way Left Turn Lane
Headway Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Turning Speed (mph) 15 9 15 9 15 9 15 9
Number of Detectors 1 2 1 2 1 2 1 2
Detector Template Left Thru Left Thru Left Thru Left Thru
Leading Detector (ft) 20 100 20 100 20 100 20 100
Trailing Detector (ft) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Detector 1 Position(ft) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Detector 1 Size(ft) 20 6 20 6 20 6 20 6
Detector 1 Type Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex
Detector 1 Channel
Detector 1 Extend (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Detector 1 Queue (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Detector 1 Delay (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Detector 2 Position(ft) 94 94 94 94
Detector 2 Size(ft) 6 6 6 6
Detector 2 Type Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex
Detector 2 Channel
Detector 2 Extend (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Turn Type Perm NA Perm NA Perm NA Perm NA
Protected Phases 4 8 2 6
Permitted Phases 4 8 2 6

City Council Agenda Packet 01-09-2018 Pg.98



Lanes, Volumes, Timings 2035 Projection
3: SR410 & W Main St/E Main St 12/5/2016

2035 Volumes-SR410-Main and Park Ave  11/17/2035 2035 Projection Synchro 8 Light Report
Page 2

Lane Group EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NEL NET NER SWL SWT SWR
Detector Phase 4 4 8 8 2 2 6 6
Switch Phase
Minimum Initial (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
Minimum Split (s) 20.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 20.0
Total Split (s) 33.0 33.0 33.0 33.0 97.0 97.0 97.0 97.0
Total Split (%) 25.4% 25.4% 25.4% 25.4% 74.6% 74.6% 74.6% 74.6%
Maximum Green (s) 29.0 29.0 29.0 29.0 93.0 93.0 93.0 93.0
Yellow Time (s) 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5
All-Red Time (s) 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5
Lost Time Adjust (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Total Lost Time (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
Lead/Lag
Lead-Lag Optimize?
Vehicle Extension (s) 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0
Recall Mode None None None None Max Max Max Max
Walk Time (s) 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0
Flash Dont Walk (s) 11.0 11.0 11.0 11.0 11.0 11.0 11.0 11.0
Pedestrian Calls (#/hr) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Act Effct Green (s) 29.0 29.0 93.0 93.0 93.0 93.0
Actuated g/C Ratio 0.22 0.22 0.72 0.72 0.72 0.72
v/c Ratio 0.41 1.42 0.18 0.93 1.51 1.33
Control Delay 47.0 248.2 14.1 29.1 319.3 174.8
Queue Delay 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Total Delay 47.0 248.2 14.1 29.1 319.3 174.8
LOS D F B C F F
Approach Delay 47.0 248.2 29.0 181.9
Approach LOS D F C F

Intersection Summary
Area Type: Other
Cycle Length: 130
Actuated Cycle Length: 130
Natural Cycle: 130
Control Type: Actuated-Uncoordinated
Maximum v/c Ratio: 1.51
Intersection Signal Delay: 130.8 Intersection LOS: F
Intersection Capacity Utilization 122.5% ICU Level of Service H
Analysis Period (min) 15

Splits and Phases:     3: SR410 & W Main St/E Main St
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Lane Group EBT WBT NEL NET SWL SWT
Lane Group Flow (vph) 151 370 10 1227 92 1767
v/c Ratio 0.41 1.42 0.18 0.93 1.51 1.33
Control Delay 47.0 248.2 14.1 29.1 319.3 174.8
Queue Delay 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Total Delay 47.0 248.2 14.1 29.1 319.3 174.8
Queue Length 50th (ft) 110 ~419 3 779 ~55 ~1941
Queue Length 95th (ft) 177 #620 12 #1250 #172 #2209
Internal Link Dist (ft) 386 306 374 1190
Turn Bay Length (ft) 100 100
Base Capacity (vph) 372 260 57 1323 61 1330
Starvation Cap Reductn 0 0 0 0 0 0
Spillback Cap Reductn 0 0 0 0 0 0
Storage Cap Reductn 0 0 0 0 0 0
Reduced v/c Ratio 0.41 1.42 0.18 0.93 1.51 1.33

Intersection Summary
~    Volume exceeds capacity, queue is theoretically infinite.
     Queue shown is maximum after two cycles.
#    95th percentile volume exceeds capacity, queue may be longer.
     Queue shown is maximum after two cycles.
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Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NEL NET NER SWL SWT SWR
Lane Configurations
Volume (veh/h) 40 103 2 236 65 54 10 1025 153 88 1677 19
Number 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Initial Q, veh 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Ped-Bike Adj (A_pbT) 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Parking Bus Adj 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Adj Sat Flow, veh/h/ln 1900 1900 1900 1900 1881 1900 1881 1881 1900 1863 1863 1900
Lanes 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 1 1 0
Lane Assignment
Cap, veh/h 120 291 5 229 51 42 55 1145 170 121 1315 15
HCM Platoon Ratio 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Prop Arrive On Green 0.22 0.22 0.22 0.22 0.22 0.22 0.72 0.72 0.72 0.72 0.72 0.72
Ln Grp Delay, s/veh 43.2 0.0 0.0 151.1 0.0 0.0 72.0 0.0 29.0 93.9 0.0 171.7
Ln Grp LOS D F E C F F
Approach Vol, veh/h 151 370 1237 1859
Approach Delay, s/veh 43.2 151.1 29.4 167.8
Approach LOS D F C F

   Timer: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Assigned Phs 2 4 6 8
Case No 6.0 8.0 6.0 8.0
Phs Duration (G+Y+Rc), s 97.0 33.0 97.0 33.0
Change Period (Y+Rc), s 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
Max Allow Headway (MAH), s 5.2 5.3 5.2 5.3
Max Green (Gmax), s 93.0 29.0 93.0 29.0
Max Q Clear (g_c+l1), s 95.0 11.3 95.0 31.0
Green Ext Time (g_e), s 0.0 3.1 0.0 0.0
Prob of Phs Call (p_c) 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Prob of Max Out (p_x) 1.00 0.05 1.00 1.00

Left-Turn Movement Data
Assigned Mvmt 5 7 1 3
Mvmt Sat Flow, veh/h 272 381 453 821

Through Movement Data
Assigned Mvmt 2 4 6 8
Mvmt Sat Flow, veh/h 1601 1303 1838 227

Right-Turn Movement Data
Assigned Mvmt 12 14 16 18
Mvmt Sat Flow, veh/h 238 23 21 187

Left Lane Group Data
Assigned Mvmt 0 5 0 7 0 1 0 3
Lane Assignment L L+T+R L L+T+R
Lanes in Grp 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1
Grp Vol (v), veh/h 0 10 0 151 0 92 0 370
Grp Sat Flow (s), veh/h/ln 0 272 0 1707 0 453 0 1235
Q Serve Time (g_s), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 18.8 0.0 19.7
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Cycle Q Clear Time (g_c), s 0.0 93.0 0.0 9.3 0.0 93.0 0.0 29.0
Perm LT Sat Flow (s_l), veh/h/ln 0 272 0 1287 0 453 0 1305
Shared LT Sat Flow (s_sh), veh/h/ln 0 0 0 1666 0 0 0 855
Perm LT Eff Green (g_p), s 0.0 93.0 0.0 29.0 0.0 93.0 0.0 29.0
Perm LT Serve Time (g_u), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 18.8 0.0 19.7
Perm LT Q Serve Time (g_ps), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 18.8 0.0 19.7
Time to First Blk (g_f), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Serve Time pre Blk (g_fs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Prop LT Inside Lane (P_L) 0.00 1.00 0.00 0.28 0.00 1.00 0.00 0.66
Lane Grp Cap (c), veh/h 0 55 0 416 0 121 0 322
V/C Ratio (X) 0.00 0.18 0.00 0.36 0.00 0.76 0.00 1.15
Avail Cap (c_a), veh/h 0 55 0 416 0 121 0 322
Upstream Filter (I) 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00
Uniform Delay (d1), s/veh 0.0 65.0 0.0 42.7 0.0 58.3 0.0 53.8
Incr Delay (d2), s/veh 0.0 7.0 0.0 0.5 0.0 35.6 0.0 97.3
Initial Q Delay (d3), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay (d), s/veh 0.0 72.0 0.0 43.2 0.0 93.9 0.0 151.1
1st-Term Q (Q1), veh/ln 0.0 0.3 0.0 4.3 0.0 3.1 0.0 10.9
2nd-Term Q (Q2), veh/ln 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.1 0.0 1.2 0.0 8.7
3rd-Term Q (Q3), veh/ln 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
%ile Back of Q Factor (f_B%) 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00
%ile Back of Q (50%), veh/ln 0.0 0.4 0.0 4.3 0.0 4.3 0.0 19.6
%ile Storage Ratio (RQ%) 0.00 0.11 0.00 0.27 0.00 1.10 0.00 1.88
Initial Q (Qb), veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Final (Residual) Q (Qe), veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 12.1
Sat Delay (ds), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Sat Q (Qs), veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Sat Cap (cs), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Initial Q Clear Time (tc), h 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.3

Middle Lane Group Data
Assigned Mvmt 0 2 0 4 0 6 0 8
Lane Assignment
Lanes in Grp 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Grp Vol (v), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Grp Sat Flow (s), veh/h/ln 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Q Serve Time (g_s), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Cycle Q Clear Time (g_c), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Lane Grp Cap (c), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
V/C Ratio (X) 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Avail Cap (c_a), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Upstream Filter (I) 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Uniform Delay (d1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incr Delay (d2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Initial Q Delay (d3), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay (d), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
1st-Term Q (Q1), veh/ln 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
2nd-Term Q (Q2), veh/ln 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
3rd-Term Q (Q3), veh/ln 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
%ile Back of Q Factor (f_B%) 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00
%ile Back of Q (50%), veh/ln 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
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%ile Storage Ratio (RQ%) 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Initial Q (Qb), veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Final (Residual) Q (Qe), veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Sat Delay (ds), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Sat Q (Qs), veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Sat Cap (cs), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Initial Q Clear Time (tc), h 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Right Lane Group Data
Assigned Mvmt 0 12 0 14 0 16 0 18
Lane Assignment T+R T+R
Lanes in Grp 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0
Grp Vol (v), veh/h 0 1227 0 0 0 1767 0 0
Grp Sat Flow (s), veh/h/ln 0 1839 0 0 0 1859 0 0
Q Serve Time (g_s), s 0.0 74.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 93.0 0.0 0.0
Cycle Q Clear Time (g_c), s 0.0 74.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 93.0 0.0 0.0
Prot RT Sat Flow (s_R), veh/h/ln 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Prot RT Eff Green (g_R), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Prop RT Outside Lane (P_R) 0.00 0.13 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.15
Lane Grp Cap (c), veh/h 0 1316 0 0 0 1330 0 0
V/C Ratio (X) 0.00 0.93 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.33 0.00 0.00
Avail Cap (c_a), veh/h 0 1316 0 0 0 1330 0 0
Upstream Filter (I) 0.00 1.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 0.00
Uniform Delay (d1), s/veh 0.0 15.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 18.5 0.0 0.0
Incr Delay (d2), s/veh 0.0 13.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 153.2 0.0 0.0
Initial Q Delay (d3), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay (d), s/veh 0.0 29.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 171.7 0.0 0.0
1st-Term Q (Q1), veh/ln 0.0 30.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 38.8 0.0 0.0
2nd-Term Q (Q2), veh/ln 0.0 4.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 56.6 0.0 0.0
3rd-Term Q (Q3), veh/ln 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
%ile Back of Q Factor (f_B%) 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00
%ile Back of Q (50%), veh/ln 0.0 35.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 95.4 0.0 0.0
%ile Storage Ratio (RQ%) 0.00 2.27 0.00 0.00 0.00 2.08 0.00 0.00
Initial Q (Qb), veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Final (Residual) Q (Qe), veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 109.3 0.0 0.0
Sat Delay (ds), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Sat Q (Qs), veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Sat Cap (cs), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Initial Q Clear Time (tc), h 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.3 0.0 0.0

Intersection Summary
HCM 2010 Ctrl Delay 113.6
HCM 2010 LOS F

Notes
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Two Way Analysis cannot be performed on Signalized Intersection.

City Council Agenda Packet 01-09-2018 Pg.104



Lanes, Volumes, Timings 2035 Projection
6: S River Rd/N River Rd & E Main St 12/5/2016

2035 Volumes-SR410-Main and Park Ave  11/17/2035 2035 Projection Synchro 8 Light Report
Page 8

Lane Group EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NEL NET NER SWL SWT SWR
Lane Configurations
Volume (vph) 34 259 92 46 224 11 77 92 82 8 102 46
Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
Lane Util. Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Frt 0.968 0.995 0.956 0.961
Flt Protected 0.996 0.992 0.985 0.997
Satd. Flow (prot) 0 1832 0 0 1857 0 0 1789 0 0 1820 0
Flt Permitted 0.996 0.992 0.985 0.997
Satd. Flow (perm) 0 1832 0 0 1857 0 0 1789 0 0 1820 0
Link Speed (mph) 30 30 30 30
Link Distance (ft) 386 744 543 1174
Travel Time (s) 8.8 16.9 12.3 26.7
Peak Hour Factor 0.93 0.93 0.93 0.93 0.93 0.93 0.93 0.93 0.93 0.93 0.93 0.93
Heavy Vehicles (%) 0% 0% 0% 1% 1% 1% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
Adj. Flow (vph) 37 278 99 49 241 12 83 99 88 9 110 49
Shared Lane Traffic (%)
Lane Group Flow (vph) 0 414 0 0 302 0 0 270 0 0 168 0
Enter Blocked Intersection No No No No No No No No No No No No
Lane Alignment Left Left Right Left Left Right Left Left Right Left Left Right
Median Width(ft) 0 0 0 0
Link Offset(ft) 0 0 0 0
Crosswalk Width(ft) 16 16 16 16
Two way Left Turn Lane
Headway Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Turning Speed (mph) 15 9 15 9 15 9 15 9
Sign Control Free Free Stop Stop

Intersection Summary
Area Type: Other
Control Type: Unsignalized
Intersection Capacity Utilization 57.3% ICU Level of Service B
Analysis Period (min) 15
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Intersection
Intersection Delay, s/veh 19.3

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NEL NET NER SWL SWT SWR
Vol, veh/h 34 259 92 46 224 11 77 92 82 8 102 46
Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sign Control Free Free Free Free Free Free Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop
RT Channelized - - None - - None - - None - - None
Storage Length - - - - - - - - - - - -
Veh in Median Storage, # - 0 - - 0 - - 0 - - 0 -
Grade, % - 0 - - 0 - - 0 - - 0 -
Peak Hour Factor 93 93 93 93 93 93 93 93 93 93 93 93
Heavy Vehicles, % 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
Mvmt Flow 37 278 99 49 241 12 83 99 88 9 110 49

Major/Minor Major1 Major2 Minor1 Minor2
Conflicting Flow All 253 0 0 377 0 0 826 753 328 841 797 247
             Stage 1 - - - - - - 401 401 - 346 346 -
             Stage 2 - - - - - - 425 352 - 495 451 -
Follow-up Headway 2.2 - - 2.209 - - 3.5 4 3.3 3.5 4 3.3
Pot Capacity-1 Maneuver 1324 - - 1187 - - 293 341 718 287 322 797
             Stage 1 - - - - - - 630 604 - 674 639 -
             Stage 2 - - - - - - 611 635 - 560 574 -
Time blocked-Platoon, % - - - -
Mov Capacity-1 Maneuver 1324 - - 1187 - - 184 313 718 179 296 797
Mov Capacity-2 Maneuver - - - - - - 184 313 - 179 296 -
             Stage 1 - - - - - - 607 582 - 650 608 -
             Stage 2 - - - - - - 447 605 - 393 553 -

Approach EB WB NE SW
HCM Control Delay, s 0.7 1.3 64.9 24.5
HCM LOS F C

Minor Lane / Major Mvmt NELn1 EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR SWLn1
Capacity (veh/h) 304 1324 - - 1187 - - 349
HCM Lane V/C Ratio 0.888 0.028 - - 0.042 - - 0.481
HCM Control Delay (s) 64.9 7.796 0 - 8.165 0 - 24.5
HCM Lane LOS F A A A A C
HCM 95th %tile Q(veh) 8.152 0.085 - - 0.13 - - 2.5

Notes
~ : Volume Exceeds Capacity; $ : Delay Exceeds 300 Seconds; Error : Computation Not Defined
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Lane Group EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NEL NET NER SWL SWT SWR
Lane Configurations
Volume (vph) 153 27 31 50 33 149 59 987 38 310 1784 157
Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
Storage Length (ft) 0 0 0 0 100 100 100 0
Storage Lanes 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 0
Taper Length (ft) 25 25 25 25
Lane Util. Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Frt 0.980 0.913 0.850 0.988
Flt Protected 0.965 0.989 0.950 0.950
Satd. Flow (prot) 0 1797 0 0 1716 0 1787 1881 1599 1770 1840 0
Flt Permitted 0.320 0.919 0.043 0.092
Satd. Flow (perm) 0 596 0 0 1594 0 81 1881 1599 171 1840 0
Right Turn on Red Yes Yes Yes Yes
Satd. Flow (RTOR) 6 65 25 11
Link Speed (mph) 30 30 30 30
Link Distance (ft) 589 200 1270 240
Travel Time (s) 13.4 4.5 28.9 5.5
Peak Hour Factor 0.80 0.80 0.80 0.80 0.80 0.80 0.80 0.80 0.80 0.80 0.80 0.80
Heavy Vehicles (%) 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 1% 1% 1% 2% 2% 2%
Adj. Flow (vph) 191 34 39 62 41 186 74 1234 48 388 2230 196
Shared Lane Traffic (%)
Lane Group Flow (vph) 0 264 0 0 289 0 74 1234 48 388 2426 0
Enter Blocked Intersection No No No No No No No No No No No No
Lane Alignment Left Left Right Left Left Right Left Left Right Left Left Right
Median Width(ft) 0 0 12 12
Link Offset(ft) 0 0 0 0
Crosswalk Width(ft) 16 16 16 16
Two way Left Turn Lane
Headway Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Turning Speed (mph) 15 9 15 9 15 9 15 9
Number of Detectors 1 2 1 2 1 2 1 1 2
Detector Template Left Thru Left Thru Left Thru Right Left Thru
Leading Detector (ft) 20 100 20 100 20 100 20 20 100
Trailing Detector (ft) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Detector 1 Position(ft) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Detector 1 Size(ft) 20 6 20 6 20 6 20 20 6
Detector 1 Type Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex
Detector 1 Channel
Detector 1 Extend (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Detector 1 Queue (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Detector 1 Delay (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Detector 2 Position(ft) 94 94 94 94
Detector 2 Size(ft) 6 6 6 6
Detector 2 Type Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex
Detector 2 Channel
Detector 2 Extend (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Turn Type Perm NA Perm NA Perm NA Perm Perm NA
Protected Phases 4 8 2 6
Permitted Phases 4 8 2 2 6
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Lane Group EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NEL NET NER SWL SWT SWR
Detector Phase 4 4 8 8 2 2 2 6 6
Switch Phase
Minimum Initial (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
Minimum Split (s) 20.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 20.0
Total Split (s) 24.0 24.0 24.0 24.0 96.0 96.0 96.0 96.0 96.0
Total Split (%) 20.0% 20.0% 20.0% 20.0% 80.0% 80.0% 80.0% 80.0% 80.0%
Maximum Green (s) 20.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 92.0 92.0 92.0 92.0 92.0
Yellow Time (s) 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5
All-Red Time (s) 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5
Lost Time Adjust (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Total Lost Time (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
Lead/Lag
Lead-Lag Optimize?
Vehicle Extension (s) 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0
Recall Mode None None None None Max Max Max Max Max
Walk Time (s) 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0
Flash Dont Walk (s) 11.0 11.0 11.0 11.0 11.0 11.0 11.0 11.0 11.0
Pedestrian Calls (#/hr) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Act Effct Green (s) 20.0 20.0 92.0 92.0 92.0 92.0 92.0
Actuated g/C Ratio 0.17 0.17 0.77 0.77 0.77 0.77 0.77
v/c Ratio 2.54 0.91 1.19 0.86 0.04 2.96 1.72
Control Delay 741.4 69.8 199.1 17.3 2.0 918.1 344.9
Queue Delay 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0
Total Delay 741.4 69.8 199.1 17.4 2.0 918.1 344.9
LOS F E F B A F F
Approach Delay 741.4 69.8 26.8 424.0
Approach LOS F E C F

Intersection Summary
Area Type: Other
Cycle Length: 120
Actuated Cycle Length: 120
Natural Cycle: 70
Control Type: Actuated-Uncoordinated
Maximum v/c Ratio: 2.96
Intersection Signal Delay: 306.0 Intersection LOS: F
Intersection Capacity Utilization 145.5% ICU Level of Service H
Analysis Period (min) 15

Splits and Phases:     10: SR410 & Park Ave
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Lane Group EBT WBT NEL NET NER SWL SWT
Lane Group Flow (vph) 264 289 74 1234 48 388 2426
v/c Ratio 2.54 0.91 1.19 0.86 0.04 2.96 1.72
Control Delay 741.4 69.8 199.1 17.3 2.0 918.1 344.9
Queue Delay 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0
Total Delay 741.4 69.8 199.1 17.4 2.0 918.1 344.9
Queue Length 50th (ft) ~342 175 ~69 549 4 ~422 ~2797
Queue Length 95th (ft) #447 #269 #99 558 10 #527 #2584
Internal Link Dist (ft) 509 120 1190 160
Turn Bay Length (ft) 100 100 100
Base Capacity (vph) 104 319 62 1442 1231 131 1413
Starvation Cap Reductn 0 0 0 9 0 0 0
Spillback Cap Reductn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Storage Cap Reductn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Reduced v/c Ratio 2.54 0.91 1.19 0.86 0.04 2.96 1.72

Intersection Summary
~    Volume exceeds capacity, queue is theoretically infinite.
     Queue shown is maximum after two cycles.
#    95th percentile volume exceeds capacity, queue may be longer.
     Queue shown is maximum after two cycles.
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Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NEL NET NER SWL SWT SWR
Lane Configurations
Volume (veh/h) 153 27 31 50 33 149 59 987 38 310 1784 157
Number 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Initial Q, veh 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Ped-Bike Adj (A_pbT) 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Parking Bus Adj 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Adj Sat Flow, veh/h/ln 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1881 1881 1881 1863 1863 1900
Lanes 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 0
Lane Assignment
Cap, veh/h 253 35 0 208 127 0 60 1442 1226 198 1294 114
HCM Platoon Ratio 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Prop Arrive On Green 0.17 0.17 0.00 0.17 0.17 0.00 0.77 0.77 0.77 0.77 0.77 0.77
Ln Grp Delay, s/veh 62.9 0.0 0.0 44.7 0.0 0.0 251.8 16.2 3.4 495.4 0.0 342.4
Ln Grp LOS E D F B A F F
Approach Vol, veh/h 225 103 1356 2814
Approach Delay, s/veh 62.9 44.7 28.6 363.5
Approach LOS E D C F

   Timer: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Assigned Phs 2 4 6 8
Case No 5.0 8.0 6.0 8.0
Phs Duration (G+Y+Rc), s 96.0 24.0 96.0 24.0
Change Period (Y+Rc), s 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
Max Allow Headway (MAH), s 5.3 5.3 5.3 5.3
Max Green (Gmax), s 92.0 20.0 92.0 20.0
Max Q Clear (g_c+l1), s 94.0 21.3 94.0 8.2
Green Ext Time (g_e), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.5
Prob of Phs Call (p_c) 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Prob of Max Out (p_x) 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.10

Left-Turn Movement Data
Assigned Mvmt 5 7 1 3
Mvmt Sat Flow, veh/h 142 1185 429 961

Through Movement Data
Assigned Mvmt 2 4 6 8
Mvmt Sat Flow, veh/h 1881 211 1688 761

Right-Turn Movement Data
Assigned Mvmt 12 14 16 18
Mvmt Sat Flow, veh/h 1599 0 148 0

Left Lane Group Data
Assigned Mvmt 0 5 0 7 0 1 0 3
Lane Assignment L L+T L L+T
Lanes in Grp 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1
Grp Vol (v), veh/h 0 74 0 225 0 388 0 103
Grp Sat Flow (s), veh/h/ln 0 142 0 1395 0 429 0 1723
Q Serve Time (g_s), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 13.0 0.0 38.6 0.0 0.0

City Council Agenda Packet 01-09-2018 Pg.110



HCM 2010 Signalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 2035 Projection
10: SR410 & Park Ave 12/5/2016

2035 Volumes-SR410-Main and Park Ave  11/17/2035 2035 Projection Synchro 8 Light Report
Page 14

Cycle Q Clear Time (g_c), s 0.0 92.0 0.0 19.3 0.0 92.0 0.0 6.2
Perm LT Sat Flow (s_l), veh/h/ln 0 142 0 1388 0 429 0 1396
Shared LT Sat Flow (s_sh), veh/h/ln 0 0 0 1282 0 0 0 1716
Perm LT Eff Green (g_p), s 0.0 92.0 0.0 20.0 0.0 92.0 0.0 20.0
Perm LT Serve Time (g_u), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 13.8 0.0 38.6 0.0 0.7
Perm LT Q Serve Time (g_ps), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 13.0 0.0 38.6 0.0 0.0
Time to First Blk (g_f), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.3
Serve Time pre Blk (g_fs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.3
Prop LT Inside Lane (P_L) 0.00 1.00 0.00 0.85 0.00 1.00 0.00 0.60
Lane Grp Cap (c), veh/h 0 60 0 288 0 198 0 335
V/C Ratio (X) 0.00 1.23 0.00 0.78 0.00 1.96 0.00 0.31
Avail Cap (c_a), veh/h 0 60 0 288 0 198 0 335
Upstream Filter (I) 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00
Uniform Delay (d1), s/veh 0.0 60.0 0.0 49.9 0.0 46.5 0.0 44.2
Incr Delay (d2), s/veh 0.0 191.8 0.0 12.9 0.0 448.9 0.0 0.5
Initial Q Delay (d3), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay (d), s/veh 0.0 251.8 0.0 62.9 0.0 495.4 0.0 44.7
1st-Term Q (Q1), veh/ln 0.0 1.9 0.0 6.9 0.0 6.2 0.0 2.8
2nd-Term Q (Q2), veh/ln 0.0 3.2 0.0 1.0 0.0 24.7 0.0 0.0
3rd-Term Q (Q3), veh/ln 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
%ile Back of Q Factor (f_B%) 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00
%ile Back of Q (50%), veh/ln 0.0 5.1 0.0 8.0 0.0 30.9 0.0 2.9
%ile Storage Ratio (RQ%) 0.00 1.28 0.00 0.37 0.00 7.84 0.00 0.56
Initial Q (Qb), veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Final (Residual) Q (Qe), veh 0.0 3.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 47.5 0.0 0.0
Sat Delay (ds), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Sat Q (Qs), veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Sat Cap (cs), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Initial Q Clear Time (tc), h 0.0 0.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.5 0.0 0.0

Middle Lane Group Data
Assigned Mvmt 0 2 0 4 0 6 0 8
Lane Assignment T
Lanes in Grp 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
Grp Vol (v), veh/h 0 1234 0 0 0 0 0 0
Grp Sat Flow (s), veh/h/ln 0 1881 0 0 0 0 0 0
Q Serve Time (g_s), s 0.0 53.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Cycle Q Clear Time (g_c), s 0.0 53.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Lane Grp Cap (c), veh/h 0 1442 0 0 0 0 0 0
V/C Ratio (X) 0.00 0.86 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Avail Cap (c_a), veh/h 0 1442 0 0 0 0 0 0
Upstream Filter (I) 0.00 1.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Uniform Delay (d1), s/veh 0.0 9.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incr Delay (d2), s/veh 0.0 6.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Initial Q Delay (d3), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay (d), s/veh 0.0 16.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
1st-Term Q (Q1), veh/ln 0.0 20.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
2nd-Term Q (Q2), veh/ln 0.0 2.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
3rd-Term Q (Q3), veh/ln 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
%ile Back of Q Factor (f_B%) 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00
%ile Back of Q (50%), veh/ln 0.0 23.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

City Council Agenda Packet 01-09-2018 Pg.111



HCM 2010 Signalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 2035 Projection
10: SR410 & Park Ave 12/5/2016

2035 Volumes-SR410-Main and Park Ave  11/17/2035 2035 Projection Synchro 8 Light Report
Page 15

%ile Storage Ratio (RQ%) 0.00 0.51 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Initial Q (Qb), veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Final (Residual) Q (Qe), veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Sat Delay (ds), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Sat Q (Qs), veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Sat Cap (cs), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Initial Q Clear Time (tc), h 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Right Lane Group Data
Assigned Mvmt 0 12 0 14 0 16 0 18
Lane Assignment R T+R
Lanes in Grp 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0
Grp Vol (v), veh/h 0 48 0 0 0 2426 0 0
Grp Sat Flow (s), veh/h/ln 0 1599 0 0 0 1837 0 0
Q Serve Time (g_s), s 0.0 0.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 92.0 0.0 0.0
Cycle Q Clear Time (g_c), s 0.0 0.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 92.0 0.0 0.0
Prot RT Sat Flow (s_R), veh/h/ln 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Prot RT Eff Green (g_R), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Prop RT Outside Lane (P_R) 0.00 1.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.08 0.00 0.00
Lane Grp Cap (c), veh/h 0 1226 0 0 0 1408 0 0
V/C Ratio (X) 0.00 0.04 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.72 0.00 0.00
Avail Cap (c_a), veh/h 0 1226 0 0 0 1408 0 0
Upstream Filter (I) 0.00 1.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 0.00
Uniform Delay (d1), s/veh 0.0 3.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 14.0 0.0 0.0
Incr Delay (d2), s/veh 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 328.4 0.0 0.0
Initial Q Delay (d3), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay (d), s/veh 0.0 3.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 342.4 0.0 0.0
1st-Term Q (Q1), veh/ln 0.0 0.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 35.2 0.0 0.0
2nd-Term Q (Q2), veh/ln 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 128.4 0.0 0.0
3rd-Term Q (Q3), veh/ln 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
%ile Back of Q Factor (f_B%) 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00
%ile Back of Q (50%), veh/ln 0.0 0.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 163.6 0.0 0.0
%ile Storage Ratio (RQ%) 0.00 0.08 0.00 0.00 0.00 21.20 0.00 0.00
Initial Q (Qb), veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Final (Residual) Q (Qe), veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 254.5 0.0 0.0
Sat Delay (ds), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Sat Q (Qs), veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Sat Cap (cs), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Initial Q Clear Time (tc), h 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.4 0.0 0.0

Intersection Summary
HCM 2010 Ctrl Delay 240.2
HCM 2010 LOS F

Notes
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Two Way Analysis cannot be performed on Signalized Intersection.
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Lane Group EBL EBR EBR2 NBL2 NBL NBR NEL NET NER SWL SWT SWR
Lane Configurations
Volume (vph) 109 211 92 2 113 13 54 31 2 11 36 82
Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
Storage Length (ft) 25 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Storage Lanes 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0
Taper Length (ft) 25 25 25 25
Lane Util. Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Frt 0.850 0.986 0.997 0.914
Flt Protected 0.950 0.957 0.970 0.996
Satd. Flow (prot) 1787 1599 0 0 1793 0 0 1801 0 0 1696 0
Flt Permitted 0.950 0.957 0.970 0.996
Satd. Flow (perm) 1787 1599 0 0 1793 0 0 1801 0 0 1696 0
Link Speed (mph) 30 30 30 30
Link Distance (ft) 157 926 1174 283
Travel Time (s) 3.6 21.0 26.7 6.4
Peak Hour Factor 0.95 0.95 0.95 0.95 0.95 0.95 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92
Heavy Vehicles (%) 1% 1% 1% 0% 0% 0% 2% 2% 2% 2% 2% 2%
Adj. Flow (vph) 115 222 97 2 119 14 59 34 2 12 39 89
Shared Lane Traffic (%)
Lane Group Flow (vph) 115 319 0 0 135 0 0 95 0 0 140 0
Enter Blocked Intersection No No No No No No No No No No No No
Lane Alignment Left Right Right Left Left Right Left Left Right Left Left Right
Median Width(ft) 12 12 0 0
Link Offset(ft) 0 0 0 0
Crosswalk Width(ft) 16 16 16 16
Two way Left Turn Lane
Headway Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Turning Speed (mph) 15 9 9 15 15 9 15 9 15 9
Sign Control Free Free Stop Stop

Intersection Summary
Area Type: Other
Control Type: Unsignalized
Intersection Capacity Utilization 36.8% ICU Level of Service A
Analysis Period (min) 15
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Intersection
Intersection Delay, s/veh 6

Movement EBL EBR NBL NBR NEL NET NER SWL SWT SWR
Vol, veh/h 109 211 113 13 54 31 2 11 36 82
Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sign Control Free Free Free Free Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop
RT Channelized - - - None - - None - - None
Storage Length 25 0 0 - - - - - - -
Veh in Median Storage, # 0 - 0 - - 0 - - 0 -
Grade, % 0 - 0 - - 0 - - 0 -
Peak Hour Factor 95 95 95 95 92 92 92 92 92 92
Heavy Vehicles, % 1 1 0 0 2 2 2 2 2 2
Mvmt Flow 115 222 119 14 59 34 2 12 39 89

Major/Minor Major1 Major2 Minor1 Minor2
Conflicting Flow All 133 0 319 0 694 637 271 648 678 126
             Stage 1 - - - - 500 500 - 130 130 -
             Stage 2 - - - - 194 137 - 518 548 -
Follow-up Headway 2.209 - 2.2 - 3.518 4.018 3.318 3.518 4.018 3.318
Pot Capacity-1 Maneuver 1458 - 1252 - 357 395 768 383 374 924
             Stage 1 - - - - 553 543 - 874 789 -
             Stage 2 - - - - 808 783 - 541 517 -
Time blocked-Platoon, % - -
Mov Capacity-1 Maneuver 1458 - 1252 - 277 363 768 333 344 924
Mov Capacity-2 Maneuver - - - - 277 363 - 333 344 -
             Stage 1 - - - - 509 500 - 805 787 -
             Stage 2 - - - - 692 781 - 463 476 -

Approach EB NB NE SW
HCM Control Delay, s 2 0.1 21.9 13.4
HCM LOS C B

Minor Lane / Major Mvmt NELn1 NBL2 NBL NBR EBL EBR EBR2 SWLn1
Capacity (veh/h) 307 1252 - - 1458 - - 570
HCM Lane V/C Ratio 0.308 0.002 - - 0.079 - - 0.246
HCM Control Delay (s) 21.9 7.88 0 - 7.68 - - 13.4
HCM Lane LOS C A A A B
HCM 95th %tile Q(veh) 1.274 0.005 - - 0.256 - - 0.962

Notes
~ : Volume Exceeds Capacity; $ : Delay Exceeds 300 Seconds; Error : Computation Not Defined
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Lane Group EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Lane Configurations
Volume (vph) 21 255 29 10 228 75 19 36 17 136 79 13
Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
Lane Util. Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Frt 0.987 0.968 0.968 0.992
Flt Protected 0.997 0.998 0.987 0.971
Satd. Flow (prot) 0 1851 0 0 1836 0 0 1815 0 0 1830 0
Flt Permitted 0.997 0.998 0.987 0.971
Satd. Flow (perm) 0 1851 0 0 1836 0 0 1815 0 0 1830 0
Link Speed (mph) 30 30 30 30
Link Distance (ft) 744 302 501 926
Travel Time (s) 16.9 6.9 11.4 21.0
Peak Hour Factor 0.86 0.86 0.86 0.86 0.86 0.86 0.86 0.86 0.86 0.86 0.86 0.86
Heavy Vehicles (%) 1% 1% 1% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
Adj. Flow (vph) 24 297 34 12 265 87 22 42 20 158 92 15
Shared Lane Traffic (%)
Lane Group Flow (vph) 0 355 0 0 364 0 0 84 0 0 265 0
Enter Blocked Intersection No No No No No No No No No No No No
Lane Alignment Left Left Right Left Left Right Left Left Right Left Left Right
Median Width(ft) 0 0 0 0
Link Offset(ft) 0 0 0 0
Crosswalk Width(ft) 16 16 16 16
Two way Left Turn Lane
Headway Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Turning Speed (mph) 15 9 15 9 15 9 15 9
Sign Control Free Free Stop Stop

Intersection Summary
Area Type: Other
Control Type: Unsignalized
Intersection Capacity Utilization 50.2% ICU Level of Service A
Analysis Period (min) 15
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Intersection
Intersection Delay, s/veh 14.7

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Vol, veh/h 21 255 29 10 228 75 19 36 17 136 79 13
Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sign Control Free Free Free Free Free Free Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop
RT Channelized - - None - - None - - None - - None
Storage Length - - - - - - - - - - - -
Veh in Median Storage, # - 0 - - 0 - - 0 - - 0 -
Grade, % - 0 - - 0 - - 0 - - 0 -
Peak Hour Factor 86 86 86 86 86 86 86 86 86 86 86 86
Heavy Vehicles, % 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Mvmt Flow 24 297 34 12 265 87 22 42 20 158 92 15

Major/Minor Major1 Major2 Minor1 Minor2
Conflicting Flow All 352 0 0 330 0 0 747 738 313 725 711 309
             Stage 1 - - - - - - 362 362 - 332 332 -
             Stage 2 - - - - - - 385 376 - 393 379 -
Follow-up Headway 2.209 - - 2.2 - - 3.5 4 3.3 3.5 4 3.3
Pot Capacity-1 Maneuver 1212 - - 1241 - - 332 348 732 343 361 736
             Stage 1 - - - - - - 661 629 - 686 648 -
             Stage 2 - - - - - - 642 620 - 636 618 -
Time blocked-Platoon, % - - - -
Mov Capacity-1 Maneuver 1212 - - 1241 - - 252 336 732 294 348 736
Mov Capacity-2 Maneuver - - - - - - 252 336 - 294 348 -
             Stage 1 - - - - - - 645 614 - 670 640 -
             Stage 2 - - - - - - 532 613 - 563 603 -

Approach EB WB NB SB
HCM Control Delay, s 0.6 0.3 18.5 52.1
HCM LOS C F

Minor Lane / Major Mvmt NBLn1 EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR SBLn1
Capacity (veh/h) 350 1212 - - 1241 - - 322
HCM Lane V/C Ratio 0.239 0.02 - - 0.009 - - 0.823
HCM Control Delay (s) 18.5 8.031 0 - 7.928 0 - 52.1
HCM Lane LOS C A A A A F
HCM 95th %tile Q(veh) 0.918 0.062 - - 0.028 - - 7.031

Notes
~ : Volume Exceeds Capacity; $ : Delay Exceeds 300 Seconds; Error : Computation Not Defined
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Lane Group EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Lane Configurations
Volume (vph) 36 33 8 65 102 10 15 255 23 44 506 63
Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
Storage Length (ft) 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 0
Storage Lanes 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 0
Taper Length (ft) 25 25 25 25
Lane Util. Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Frt 0.971 0.986 0.988 0.983
Flt Protected 0.950 0.950 0.950 0.950
Satd. Flow (prot) 1770 1845 0 1787 1853 0 1770 1840 0 1770 1831 0
Flt Permitted 0.950 0.950 0.950 0.950
Satd. Flow (perm) 1770 1845 0 1787 1853 0 1770 1840 0 1770 1831 0
Link Speed (mph) 30 30 30 30
Link Distance (ft) 745 456 374 611
Travel Time (s) 16.9 10.4 8.5 13.9
Peak Hour Factor 0.92 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.92 0.98 0.92 0.98 0.92 0.92 0.92
Heavy Vehicles (%) 2% 0% 0% 1% 1% 2% 2% 2% 2% 2% 2% 2%
Adj. Flow (vph) 39 34 8 66 104 11 15 277 23 48 550 68
Shared Lane Traffic (%)
Lane Group Flow (vph) 39 42 0 66 115 0 15 300 0 48 618 0
Enter Blocked Intersection No No No No No No No No No No No No
Lane Alignment Left Left Right Left Left Right Left Left Right Left Left Right
Median Width(ft) 12 12 12 12
Link Offset(ft) 0 0 0 0
Crosswalk Width(ft) 16 16 16 16
Two way Left Turn Lane Yes Yes
Headway Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Turning Speed (mph) 15 9 15 9 15 9 15 9
Sign Control Stop Stop Stop Stop

Intersection Summary
Area Type: Other
Control Type: Unsignalized
Intersection Capacity Utilization 53.5% ICU Level of Service A
Analysis Period (min) 15
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Intersection
Intersection Delay, s/veh 36.9
Intersection LOS E

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Vol, veh/h 36 33 8 65 102 10 15 255 23 44 506 63
Peak Hour Factor 0.92 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.92 0.98 0.92 0.98 0.92 0.92 0.92
Heavy Vehicles, % 2 0 0 1 1 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
Mvmt Flow 39 34 8 66 104 11 15 277 23 48 550 68
Number of Lanes 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 1 0

Approach EB WB NB SB
Opposing Approach WB EB SB NB
Opposing Lanes 2 2 2 2
Conflicting Approach Left SB NB EB WB
Conflicting Lanes Left 2 2 2 2
Conflicting Approach Right NB SB WB EB
Conflicting Lanes Right 2 2 2 2
HCM Control Delay 11.3 12.1 15.7 56.8
HCM LOS B B C F

Lane NBLn1 NBLn2 EBLn1 EBLn2 WBLn1 WBLn2 SBLn1 SBLn2
Vol Left, % 100% 0% 100% 0% 100% 0% 100% 0%
Vol Thru, % 0% 92% 0% 80% 0% 91% 0% 89%
Vol Right, % 0% 8% 0% 20% 0% 9% 0% 11%
Sign Control Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop
Traffic Vol by Lane 15 278 36 41 65 112 44 569
LT Vol 0 255 0 33 0 102 0 506
Through Vol 0 23 0 8 0 10 0 63
RT Vol 15 0 36 0 65 0 44 0
Lane Flow Rate 15 301 39 42 66 115 48 618
Geometry Grp 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 7
Degree of Util (X) 0.029 0.531 0.09 0.088 0.146 0.235 0.086 1
Departure Headway (Hd) 6.93 6.362 8.245 7.555 7.927 7.35 6.469 5.884
Convergence, Y/N Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Cap 521 571 441 480 458 494 551 612
Service Time 4.609 4.052 5.881 5.212 5.567 5.007 4.235 3.65
HCM Lane V/C Ratio 0.029 0.527 0.088 0.087 0.144 0.233 0.087 1.01
HCM Control Delay 9.8 16 11.7 10.9 11.9 12.2 9.8 60.4
HCM Lane LOS A C B B B B A F
HCM 95th-tile Q 0.1 3.1 0.3 0.3 0.5 0.9 0.3 15.1

Notes
~ : Volume Exceeds Capacity; $ : Delay Exceeds 300 Seconds; Error : Computation Not Defined

City Council Agenda Packet 01-09-2018 Pg.119



HCM 2010 TWSC 2035 Projection
3: SR165(River Rd)/SR165 & 112th St E/Ryan Rd 12/5/2016

2040 Volumes-SR410-SR165-Ryan Road-post realignment  11/17/2035 2035 Projection Synchro 8 Light Report
Page 3

Two Way Analysis cannot be performed on an All Way Stop Intersection.
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Lane Group EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Lane Configurations
Volume (vph) 221 41 20 10 74 10 12 88 8 0 30 134
Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
Lane Util. Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Frt 0.990 0.986 0.990 0.890
Flt Protected 0.962 0.995 0.994
Satd. Flow (prot) 0 1774 0 0 1759 0 0 1833 0 0 1691 0
Flt Permitted 0.962 0.995 0.994
Satd. Flow (perm) 0 1774 0 0 1759 0 0 1833 0 0 1691 0
Link Speed (mph) 30 30 30 30
Link Distance (ft) 185 139 294 225
Travel Time (s) 4.2 3.2 6.7 5.1
Peak Hour Factor 0.81 0.81 0.81 0.81 0.81 0.81 0.81 0.81 0.81 0.81 0.81 0.81
Heavy Vehicles (%) 2% 2% 2% 6% 6% 6% 2% 2% 2% 0% 0% 0%
Adj. Flow (vph) 273 51 25 12 91 12 15 109 10 0 37 165
Shared Lane Traffic (%)
Lane Group Flow (vph) 0 349 0 0 115 0 0 134 0 0 202 0
Enter Blocked Intersection No No No No No No No No No No No No
Lane Alignment Left Left Right Left Left Right Left Left Right Left Left Right
Median Width(ft) 0 0 0 0
Link Offset(ft) 0 0 0 0
Crosswalk Width(ft) 16 16 16 16
Two way Left Turn Lane
Headway Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Turning Speed (mph) 15 9 15 9 15 9 15 9
Sign Control Stop Stop Stop Stop

Intersection Summary
Area Type: Other
Control Type: Unsignalized
Intersection Capacity Utilization 44.2% ICU Level of Service A
Analysis Period (min) 15

City Council Agenda Packet 01-09-2018 Pg.121



HCM 2010 AWSC 2035 Volumes-MItigated Intersections
3: S Naches St & E Mason St 12/5/2016

2035 Volumes-Naches-Mason and SR410-Wheeler  2/7/2035 2035 Volumes-MItigated Intersections Synchro 8 Light Report
Page 2

Intersection
Intersection Delay, s/veh 11
Intersection LOS B

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Vol, veh/h 221 41 20 10 74 10 12 88 8 0 30 134
Peak Hour Factor 0.81 0.81 0.81 0.81 0.81 0.81 0.81 0.81 0.81 0.81 0.81 0.81
Heavy Vehicles, % 2 2 2 6 6 6 2 2 2 0 0 0
Mvmt Flow 273 51 25 12 91 12 15 109 10 0 37 165
Number of Lanes 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0

Approach EB WB NB SB
Opposing Approach WB EB SB NB
Opposing Lanes 1 1 1 1
Conflicting Approach Left SB NB EB WB
Conflicting Lanes Left 1 1 1 1
Conflicting Approach Right NB SB WB EB
Conflicting Lanes Right 1 1 1 1
HCM Control Delay 12.8 9.5 9.8 9.7
HCM LOS B A A A

Lane NBLn1 EBLn1 WBLn1 SBLn1
Vol Left, % 11% 78% 11% 0%
Vol Thru, % 81% 15% 79% 18%
Vol Right, % 7% 7% 11% 82%
Sign Control Stop Stop Stop Stop
Traffic Vol by Lane 108 282 94 164
LT Vol 88 41 74 30
Through Vol 8 20 10 134
RT Vol 12 221 10 0
Lane Flow Rate 133 348 116 202
Geometry Grp 1 1 1 1
Degree of Util (X) 0.202 0.485 0.173 0.268
Departure Headway (Hd) 5.458 5.122 5.364 4.877
Convergence, Y/N Yes Yes Yes Yes
Cap 661 707 672 741
Service Time 3.465 3.122 3.373 2.877
HCM Lane V/C Ratio 0.201 0.492 0.173 0.273
HCM Control Delay 9.8 12.8 9.5 9.7
HCM Lane LOS A B A A
HCM 95th-tile Q 0.8 2.7 0.6 1.1

Notes
~ : Volume Exceeds Capacity; $ : Delay Exceeds 300 Seconds; Error : Computation Not Defined
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Lane Group SEL SET SER NWL NWT NWR NEL NET NER SWL SWT SWR
Lane Configurations
Volume (vph) 0 0 7 17 2 33 5 1030 55 51 1583 3
Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
Storage Length (ft) 0 0 0 0 100 0 100 0
Storage Lanes 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0
Taper Length (ft) 25 25 25 25
Lane Util. Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Frt 0.865 0.914 0.992
Flt Protected 0.984 0.950 0.950
Satd. Flow (prot) 0 1644 0 0 1709 0 1770 1848 0 1770 1863 0
Flt Permitted 0.888 0.032 0.202
Satd. Flow (perm) 0 1644 0 0 1542 0 60 1848 0 376 1863 0
Right Turn on Red Yes Yes Yes Yes
Satd. Flow (RTOR) 71 35 8
Link Speed (mph) 30 30 30 30
Link Distance (ft) 101 244 206 335
Travel Time (s) 2.3 5.5 4.7 7.6
Peak Hour Factor 0.95 0.95 0.95 0.95 0.95 0.95 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92
Heavy Vehicles (%) 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 2% 2% 2% 2% 2% 2%
Adj. Flow (vph) 0 0 7 18 2 35 5 1120 60 55 1721 3
Shared Lane Traffic (%)
Lane Group Flow (vph) 0 7 0 0 55 0 5 1180 0 55 1724 0
Enter Blocked Intersection No No No No No No No No No No No No
Lane Alignment Left Left Right Left Left Right Left Left Right Left Left Right
Median Width(ft) 0 0 12 12
Link Offset(ft) 0 0 0 0
Crosswalk Width(ft) 16 16 16 16
Two way Left Turn Lane
Headway Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Turning Speed (mph) 15 9 15 9 15 9 15 9
Number of Detectors 1 2 1 2 1 2 1 2
Detector Template Left Thru Left Thru Left Thru Left Thru
Leading Detector (ft) 20 100 20 100 20 100 20 100
Trailing Detector (ft) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Detector 1 Position(ft) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Detector 1 Size(ft) 20 6 20 6 20 6 20 6
Detector 1 Type Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex
Detector 1 Channel
Detector 1 Extend (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Detector 1 Queue (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Detector 1 Delay (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Detector 2 Position(ft) 94 94 94 94
Detector 2 Size(ft) 6 6 6 6
Detector 2 Type Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex
Detector 2 Channel
Detector 2 Extend (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Turn Type Perm NA Perm NA Perm NA Perm NA
Protected Phases 6 2 4 8
Permitted Phases 6 2 4 8
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Lane Group SEL SET SER NWL NWT NWR NEL NET NER SWL SWT SWR
Detector Phase 6 6 2 2 4 4 8 8
Switch Phase
Minimum Initial (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
Minimum Split (s) 20.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 20.0
Total Split (s) 20.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 130.0 130.0 130.0 130.0
Total Split (%) 13.3% 13.3% 13.3% 13.3% 86.7% 86.7% 86.7% 86.7%
Maximum Green (s) 16.0 16.0 16.0 16.0 126.0 126.0 126.0 126.0
Yellow Time (s) 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5
All-Red Time (s) 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5
Lost Time Adjust (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Total Lost Time (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
Lead/Lag
Lead-Lag Optimize?
Vehicle Extension (s) 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0
Recall Mode Min Min Min Min None None None None
Walk Time (s) 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0
Flash Dont Walk (s) 11.0 11.0 11.0 11.0 11.0 11.0 11.0 11.0
Pedestrian Calls (#/hr) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Act Effct Green (s) 7.7 7.7 126.1 126.1 126.1 126.1
Actuated g/C Ratio 0.05 0.05 0.89 0.89 0.89 0.89
v/c Ratio 0.04 0.47 0.09 0.72 0.16 1.04
Control Delay 0.6 43.0 5.2 5.6 2.4 44.0
Queue Delay 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Total Delay 0.6 43.0 5.2 5.6 2.4 44.0
LOS A D A A A D
Approach Delay 0.6 43.0 5.6 42.7
Approach LOS A D A D
Queue Length 50th (ft) 0 18 0 207 4 ~1702
Queue Length 95th (ft) 0 64 3 429 14 #2070
Internal Link Dist (ft) 21 164 126 255
Turn Bay Length (ft) 100 100
Base Capacity (vph) 248 204 53 1643 334 1656
Starvation Cap Reductn 0 0 0 0 0 0
Spillback Cap Reductn 0 0 0 0 0 0
Storage Cap Reductn 0 0 0 0 0 0
Reduced v/c Ratio 0.03 0.27 0.09 0.72 0.16 1.04

Intersection Summary
Area Type: Other
Cycle Length: 150
Actuated Cycle Length: 141.8
Natural Cycle: 150
Control Type: Actuated-Uncoordinated
Maximum v/c Ratio: 1.04
Intersection Signal Delay: 28.1 Intersection LOS: C
Intersection Capacity Utilization 99.9% ICU Level of Service F
Analysis Period (min) 15
~    Volume exceeds capacity, queue is theoretically infinite.
     Queue shown is maximum after two cycles.
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#    95th percentile volume exceeds capacity, queue may be longer.
     Queue shown is maximum after two cycles.

Splits and Phases:     8: SR 410 & Wheeler Ave
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Movement SEL SET SER NWL NWT NWR NEL NET NER SWL SWT SWR
Lane Configurations
Volume (veh/h) 0 0 7 17 2 33 5 1030 55 51 1583 3
Number 1 6 16 5 2 12 7 4 14 3 8 18
Initial Q, veh 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Ped-Bike Adj (A_pbT) 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Parking Bus Adj 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Adj Sat Flow, veh/h/ln 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1863 1863 1900 1863 1863 1900
Lanes 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 1 1 0
Lane Assignment
Cap, veh/h 0 0 79 54 9 50 51 1567 84 386 1662 3
HCM Platoon Ratio 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Prop Arrive On Green 0.00 0.00 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.89 0.89 0.89 0.89 0.89 0.89
Ln Grp Delay, s/veh 0.0 0.0 64.5 69.3 0.0 0.0 71.3 0.0 3.7 7.0 0.0 39.2
Ln Grp LOS E E E A A F
Approach Vol, veh/h 7 55 1185 1779
Approach Delay, s/veh 64.5 69.3 4.0 38.2
Approach LOS E E A D

   Timer: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Assigned Phs 2 4 6 8
Case No 8.0 6.0 8.0 6.0
Phs Duration (G+Y+Rc), s 10.9 130.0 10.9 130.0
Change Period (Y+Rc), s 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
Max Allow Headway (MAH), s 5.5 5.2 5.5 5.2
Max Green (Gmax), s 16.0 126.0 16.0 126.0
Max Q Clear (g_c+l1), s 6.8 128.0 2.6 128.0
Green Ext Time (g_e), s 0.1 0.0 0.2 0.0
Prob of Phs Call (p_c) 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Prob of Max Out (p_x) 0.05 1.00 0.00 1.00

Left-Turn Movement Data
Assigned Mvmt 5 7 1 3
Mvmt Sat Flow, veh/h 402 281 0 473

Through Movement Data
Assigned Mvmt 2 4 6 8
Mvmt Sat Flow, veh/h 176 1752 0 1859

Right-Turn Movement Data
Assigned Mvmt 12 14 16 18
Mvmt Sat Flow, veh/h 1012 94 1615 3

Left Lane Group Data
Assigned Mvmt 0 5 0 7 0 1 0 3
Lane Assignment L+T+R L L
Lanes in Grp 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1
Grp Vol (v), veh/h 0 55 0 5 0 0 0 55
Grp Sat Flow (s), veh/h/ln 0 1590 0 281 0 0 0 473
Q Serve Time (g_s), s 0.0 3.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.4
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Cycle Q Clear Time (g_c), s 0.0 4.8 0.0 126.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 31.8
Perm LT Sat Flow (s_l), veh/h/ln 0 1431 0 281 0 0 0 473
Shared LT Sat Flow (s_sh), veh/h/ln 0 0 0 0 0 1900 0 0
Perm LT Eff Green (g_p), s 0.0 6.9 0.0 126.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 126.0
Perm LT Serve Time (g_u), s 0.0 6.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 99.6
Perm LT Q Serve Time (g_ps), s 0.0 3.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.4
Time to First Blk (g_f), s 0.0 1.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 6.9 0.0 0.0
Serve Time pre Blk (g_fs), s 0.0 1.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Prop LT Inside Lane (P_L) 0.00 0.33 0.00 1.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00
Lane Grp Cap (c), veh/h 0 112 0 51 0 0 0 386
V/C Ratio (X) 0.00 0.49 0.00 0.10 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.14
Avail Cap (c_a), veh/h 0 212 0 51 0 0 0 386
Upstream Filter (I) 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00
Uniform Delay (d1), s/veh 0.0 65.9 0.0 70.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 6.8
Incr Delay (d2), s/veh 0.0 3.3 0.0 0.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.2
Initial Q Delay (d3), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay (d), s/veh 0.0 69.3 0.0 71.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 7.0
1st-Term Q (Q1), veh/ln 0.0 2.0 0.0 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.6
2nd-Term Q (Q2), veh/ln 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
3rd-Term Q (Q3), veh/ln 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
%ile Back of Q Factor (f_B%) 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00
%ile Back of Q (50%), veh/ln 0.0 2.1 0.0 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.6
%ile Storage Ratio (RQ%) 0.00 0.25 0.00 0.05 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.16
Initial Q (Qb), veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Final (Residual) Q (Qe), veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Sat Delay (ds), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Sat Q (Qs), veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Sat Cap (cs), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Initial Q Clear Time (tc), h 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Middle Lane Group Data
Assigned Mvmt 0 2 0 4 0 6 0 8
Lane Assignment
Lanes in Grp 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Grp Vol (v), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Grp Sat Flow (s), veh/h/ln 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Q Serve Time (g_s), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Cycle Q Clear Time (g_c), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Lane Grp Cap (c), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
V/C Ratio (X) 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Avail Cap (c_a), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Upstream Filter (I) 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Uniform Delay (d1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incr Delay (d2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Initial Q Delay (d3), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay (d), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
1st-Term Q (Q1), veh/ln 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
2nd-Term Q (Q2), veh/ln 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
3rd-Term Q (Q3), veh/ln 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
%ile Back of Q Factor (f_B%) 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00
%ile Back of Q (50%), veh/ln 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
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%ile Storage Ratio (RQ%) 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Initial Q (Qb), veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Final (Residual) Q (Qe), veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Sat Delay (ds), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Sat Q (Qs), veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Sat Cap (cs), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Initial Q Clear Time (tc), h 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Right Lane Group Data
Assigned Mvmt 0 12 0 14 0 16 0 18
Lane Assignment T+R T+R T+R
Lanes in Grp 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1
Grp Vol (v), veh/h 0 0 0 1180 0 7 0 1724
Grp Sat Flow (s), veh/h/ln 0 0 0 1846 0 1615 0 1862
Q Serve Time (g_s), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 26.4 0.0 0.6 0.0 126.0
Cycle Q Clear Time (g_c), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 26.4 0.0 0.6 0.0 126.0
Prot RT Sat Flow (s_R), veh/h/ln 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Prot RT Eff Green (g_R), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Prop RT Outside Lane (P_R) 0.00 0.64 0.00 0.05 0.00 1.00 0.00 0.00
Lane Grp Cap (c), veh/h 0 0 0 1651 0 79 0 1665
V/C Ratio (X) 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.71 0.00 0.09 0.00 1.04
Avail Cap (c_a), veh/h 0 0 0 1651 0 183 0 1665
Upstream Filter (I) 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00
Uniform Delay (d1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.2 0.0 64.0 0.0 7.4
Incr Delay (d2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.5 0.0 0.5 0.0 31.7
Initial Q Delay (d3), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay (d), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 3.7 0.0 64.5 0.0 39.2
1st-Term Q (Q1), veh/ln 0.0 0.0 0.0 7.2 0.0 0.2 0.0 34.7
2nd-Term Q (Q2), veh/ln 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 14.7
3rd-Term Q (Q3), veh/ln 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
%ile Back of Q Factor (f_B%) 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00
%ile Back of Q (50%), veh/ln 0.0 0.0 0.0 7.9 0.0 0.3 0.0 49.4
%ile Storage Ratio (RQ%) 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.13 0.00 0.17 0.00 4.21
Initial Q (Qb), veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Final (Residual) Q (Qe), veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 14.7
Sat Delay (ds), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Sat Q (Qs), veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Sat Cap (cs), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Initial Q Clear Time (tc), h 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.3

Intersection Summary
HCM 2010 Ctrl Delay 25.4
HCM 2010 LOS C

Notes
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Movement SEL SET SER NWL NWT NWR NEL NET NER SWL SWT SWR
Lane Configurations
Volume (veh/h) 0 0 7 17 2 33 5 1030 55 51 1583 3
Number 1 6 16 5 2 12 7 4 14 3 8 18
Initial Q (Qb), veh 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Ped-Bike Adj(A_pbT) 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Parking Bus Adj 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Adj Sat Flow veh/h/ln 190.0 190.0 190.0 190.0 190.0 190.0 186.3 186.3 190.0 186.3 186.3 190.0
Lanes 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 1 1 0
Cap, veh/h 0 0 79 54 9 50 51 1567 84 386 1662 3
Arrive On Green 0.00 0.00 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.89 0.89 0.89 0.89 0.89 0.89
Sat Flow, veh/h 0 0 1615 402 176 1012 281 1752 94 473 1859 3
Grp Volume(v), veh/h 0 0 7 55 0 0 5 0 1180 55 0 1724
Grp Sat Flow(s),veh/h/ln 0 0 1615 1590 0 0 281 0 1846 473 0 1862
Q Serve(g_s), s 0.0 0.0 0.6 3.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 26.4 5.4 0.0 126.0
Cycle Q Clear(g_c), s 0.0 0.0 0.6 4.8 0.0 0.0 126.0 0.0 26.4 31.8 0.0 126.0
Prop In Lane 0.00 1.00 0.33 0.64 1.00 0.05 1.00 0.00
Lane Grp Cap(c), veh/h 0 0 79 112 0 0 51 0 1651 386 0 1665
V/C Ratio(X) 0.00 0.00 0.09 0.49 0.00 0.00 0.10 0.00 0.71 0.14 0.00 1.04
Avail Cap(c_a), veh/h 0 0 183 212 0 0 51 0 1651 386 0 1665
HCM Platoon Ratio 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Upstream Filter(I) 0.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00
Uniform Delay (d), s/veh 0.0 0.0 64.0 65.9 0.0 0.0 70.4 0.0 2.2 6.8 0.0 7.4
Incr Delay (d2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.5 3.3 0.0 0.0 0.8 0.0 1.5 0.2 0.0 31.7
Initial Q Delay(d3),s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
%ile Back of Q (50%), veh/ln 0.0 0.0 0.3 2.1 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.0 7.9 0.6 0.0 49.4
Lane Grp Delay (d), s/veh 0.0 0.0 64.5 69.3 0.0 0.0 71.3 0.0 3.7 7.0 0.0 39.2
Lane Grp LOS E E E A A F
Approach Vol, veh/h 7 55 1185 1779
Approach Delay, s/veh 64.5 69.3 4.0 38.2
Approach LOS E E A D

Timer
Assigned Phs 6 2 4 8
Phs Duration (G+Y+Rc), s 10.9 10.9 130.0 130.0
Change Period (Y+Rc), s 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
Max Green Setting (Gmax), s 16.0 16.0 126.0 126.0
Max Q Clear Time (g_c+I1), s 2.6 6.8 128.0 128.0
Green Ext Time (p_c), s 0.2 0.1 0.0 0.0

Intersection Summary
HCM 2010 Ctrl Delay 25.4
HCM 2010 LOS C

Notes
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Lanes, Volumes, Timings 2035 volumes-mitigated
3: Mundy Loss Road & SR 410 12/5/2016

2035 Mundy Loss Road Volumes  11/17/2035 2035 volumes-mitigated Synchro 8 Light Report
Rory Cameron Page 1

Lane Group EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Lane Configurations
Volume (vph) 25 1035 161 230 1399 48 169 40 165 54 80 23
Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
Storage Length (ft) 100 100 100 0 0 100 0 100
Storage Lanes 1 1 1 0 0 1 0 1
Taper Length (ft) 25 25 25 25
Lane Util. Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.95 0.95 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Frt 0.850 0.995 0.850 0.850
Flt Protected 0.950 0.950 0.961 0.980
Satd. Flow (prot) 1770 1863 1583 1787 3556 0 0 1826 1615 0 1862 1615
Flt Permitted 0.950 0.950 0.622 0.692
Satd. Flow (perm) 1770 1863 1583 1787 3556 0 0 1182 1615 0 1315 1615
Right Turn on Red Yes Yes Yes Yes
Satd. Flow (RTOR) 123 7 168 123
Link Speed (mph) 35 35 30 30
Link Distance (ft) 680 655 1371 719
Travel Time (s) 13.2 12.8 31.2 16.3
Peak Hour Factor 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.98
Heavy Vehicles (%) 2% 2% 2% 1% 1% 1% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
Adj. Flow (vph) 26 1056 164 235 1428 49 172 41 168 55 82 23
Shared Lane Traffic (%)
Lane Group Flow (vph) 26 1056 164 235 1477 0 0 213 168 0 137 23
Enter Blocked Intersection No No No No No No No No No No No No
Lane Alignment Left Left Right Left Left Right Left Left Right Left Left Right
Median Width(ft) 12 12 0 0
Link Offset(ft) 0 0 0 0
Crosswalk Width(ft) 16 16 16 16
Two way Left Turn Lane
Headway Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Turning Speed (mph) 15 9 15 9 15 9 15 9
Number of Detectors 1 2 1 1 2 1 2 1 1 2 1
Detector Template Left Thru Right Left Thru Left Thru Right Left Thru Right
Leading Detector (ft) 20 100 20 20 100 20 100 20 20 100 20
Trailing Detector (ft) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Detector 1 Position(ft) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Detector 1 Size(ft) 20 6 20 20 6 20 6 20 20 6 20
Detector 1 Type Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex
Detector 1 Channel
Detector 1 Extend (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Detector 1 Queue (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Detector 1 Delay (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Detector 2 Position(ft) 94 94 94 94
Detector 2 Size(ft) 6 6 6 6
Detector 2 Type Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex
Detector 2 Channel
Detector 2 Extend (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Turn Type Prot NA Perm Prot NA Perm NA Perm Perm NA Perm
Protected Phases 7 4 3 8 2 6
Permitted Phases 4 2 2 6 6
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Lanes, Volumes, Timings 2035 volumes-mitigated
3: Mundy Loss Road & SR 410 12/5/2016

2035 Mundy Loss Road Volumes  11/17/2035 2035 volumes-mitigated Synchro 8 Light Report
Rory Cameron Page 2

Lane Group EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Detector Phase 7 4 4 3 8 2 2 2 6 6 6
Switch Phase
Minimum Initial (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
Minimum Split (s) 8.0 20.0 20.0 8.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 20.0
Total Split (s) 8.0 45.0 45.0 14.0 51.0 21.0 21.0 21.0 21.0 21.0 21.0
Total Split (%) 10.0% 56.3% 56.3% 17.5% 63.8% 26.3% 26.3% 26.3% 26.3% 26.3% 26.3%
Maximum Green (s) 4.0 41.0 41.0 10.0 47.0 17.0 17.0 17.0 17.0 17.0 17.0
Yellow Time (s) 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5
All-Red Time (s) 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5
Lost Time Adjust (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Total Lost Time (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
Lead/Lag Lead Lag Lag Lead Lag
Lead-Lag Optimize? Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Vehicle Extension (s) 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0
Recall Mode None None None None None Max Max Max Max Max Max
Walk Time (s) 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0
Flash Dont Walk (s) 11.0 11.0 11.0 11.0 11.0 11.0 11.0 11.0 11.0
Pedestrian Calls (#/hr) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Act Effct Green (s) 4.0 41.0 41.0 10.0 51.8 17.0 17.0 17.0 17.0
Actuated g/C Ratio 0.05 0.51 0.51 0.12 0.65 0.21 0.21 0.21 0.21
v/c Ratio 0.30 1.11 0.19 1.05 0.64 0.85 0.35 0.49 0.05
Control Delay 45.5 85.0 4.0 112.5 10.8 61.5 7.0 34.7 0.2
Queue Delay 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Total Delay 45.5 85.0 4.0 112.5 10.8 61.5 7.0 34.7 0.2
LOS D F A F B E A C A
Approach Delay 73.5 24.7 37.5 29.7
Approach LOS E C D C

Intersection Summary
Area Type: Other
Cycle Length: 80
Actuated Cycle Length: 80
Natural Cycle: 90
Control Type: Actuated-Uncoordinated
Maximum v/c Ratio: 1.11
Intersection Signal Delay: 43.7 Intersection LOS: D
Intersection Capacity Utilization 95.3% ICU Level of Service F
Analysis Period (min) 15

Splits and Phases:     3: Mundy Loss Road & SR 410
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Queues 2035 volumes-mitigated
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2035 Mundy Loss Road Volumes  11/17/2035 2035 volumes-mitigated Synchro 8 Light Report
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Lane Group EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT NBT NBR SBT SBR
Lane Group Flow (vph) 26 1056 164 235 1477 213 168 137 23
v/c Ratio 0.30 1.11 0.19 1.05 0.64 0.85 0.35 0.49 0.05
Control Delay 45.5 85.0 4.0 112.5 10.8 61.5 7.0 34.7 0.2
Queue Delay 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Total Delay 45.5 85.0 4.0 112.5 10.8 61.5 7.0 34.7 0.2
Queue Length 50th (ft) 13 ~611 10 ~130 174 103 0 61 0
Queue Length 95th (ft) 38 #841 39 #267 324 #223 48 116 0
Internal Link Dist (ft) 600 575 1291 639
Turn Bay Length (ft) 100 100 100 100 100
Base Capacity (vph) 88 954 871 223 2304 251 475 279 440
Starvation Cap Reductn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Spillback Cap Reductn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Storage Cap Reductn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Reduced v/c Ratio 0.30 1.11 0.19 1.05 0.64 0.85 0.35 0.49 0.05

Intersection Summary
~    Volume exceeds capacity, queue is theoretically infinite.
     Queue shown is maximum after two cycles.
#    95th percentile volume exceeds capacity, queue may be longer.
     Queue shown is maximum after two cycles.
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HCM 2010 Signalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 2035 volumes-mitigated
3: Mundy Loss Road & SR 410 12/5/2016

2035 Mundy Loss Road Volumes  11/17/2035 2035 volumes-mitigated Synchro 8 Light Report
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Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Lane Configurations
Volume (veh/h) 25 1035 161 230 1399 48 169 40 165 54 80 23
Number 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Initial Q, veh 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Ped-Bike Adj (A_pbT) 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Parking Bus Adj 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Adj Sat Flow, veh/h/ln 1863 1863 1863 1881 1881 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
Lanes 1 1 1 1 2 0 0 1 1 0 1 1
Lane Assignment
Cap, veh/h 39 955 811 224 2226 76 81 0 343 63 70 343
HCM Platoon Ratio 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Prop Arrive On Green 0.02 0.51 0.51 0.13 0.62 0.62 0.21 0.21 0.21 0.21 0.21 0.21
Ln Grp Delay, s/veh 56.8 82.2 10.7 108.7 11.0 11.0 802.6 0.0 32.6 118.1 0.0 25.5
Ln Grp LOS E F B F B B F C F C
Approach Vol, veh/h 1246 1712 381 160
Approach Delay, s/veh 72.3 24.4 463.1 104.8
Approach LOS E C F F

   Timer: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Assigned Phs 2 3 4 6 7 8
Case No 7.0 2.0 3.0 7.0 2.0 4.0
Phs Duration (G+Y+Rc), s 21.0 14.0 45.0 21.0 5.8 53.2
Change Period (Y+Rc), s 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
Max Allow Headway (MAH), s 4.9 3.8 5.1 4.9 3.8 5.1
Max Green (Gmax), s 17.0 10.0 41.0 17.0 4.0 47.0
Max Q Clear (g_c+l1), s 19.0 12.0 43.0 19.0 3.2 22.1
Green Ext Time (g_e), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 20.6
Prob of Phs Call (p_c) 1.00 0.99 1.00 1.00 0.44 1.00
Prob of Max Out (p_x) 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.83

Left-Turn Movement Data
Assigned Mvmt 5 3 1 7
Mvmt Sat Flow, veh/h 0 1792 0 1774

Through Movement Data
Assigned Mvmt 2 4 6 8
Mvmt Sat Flow, veh/h 0 1863 329 3617

Right-Turn Movement Data
Assigned Mvmt 12 14 16 18
Mvmt Sat Flow, veh/h 1615 1583 1615 124

Left Lane Group Data
Assigned Mvmt 0 5 3 0 0 1 7 0
Lane Assignment L+T L (Prot) L+T L (Prot)
Lanes in Grp 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 0
Grp Vol (v), veh/h 0 213 235 0 0 137 26 0
Grp Sat Flow (s), veh/h/ln 0 0 1792 0 0 329 1774 0
Q Serve Time (g_s), s 0.0 0.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.2 0.0
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2035 Mundy Loss Road Volumes  11/17/2035 2035 volumes-mitigated Synchro 8 Light Report
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Cycle Q Clear Time (g_c), s 0.0 17.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 17.0 1.2 0.0
Perm LT Sat Flow (s_l), veh/h/ln 0 1309 0 0 0 1191 0 0
Shared LT Sat Flow (s_sh), veh/h/ln 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Perm LT Eff Green (g_p), s 0.0 17.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 17.0 0.0 0.0
Perm LT Serve Time (g_u), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Perm LT Q Serve Time (g_ps), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Time to First Blk (g_f), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.9 0.0 0.0
Serve Time pre Blk (g_fs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.9 0.0 0.0
Prop LT Inside Lane (P_L) 0.00 0.81 1.00 0.00 0.00 0.40 1.00 0.00
Lane Grp Cap (c), veh/h 0 81 224 0 0 133 39 0
V/C Ratio (X) 0.00 2.62 1.05 0.00 0.00 1.03 0.67 0.00
Avail Cap (c_a), veh/h 0 81 224 0 0 133 89 0
Upstream Filter (I) 0.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 0.00
Uniform Delay (d1), s/veh 0.0 40.0 35.0 0.0 0.0 31.8 38.8 0.0
Incr Delay (d2), s/veh 0.0 762.6 73.7 0.0 0.0 86.3 17.9 0.0
Initial Q Delay (d3), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay (d), s/veh 0.0 802.6 108.7 0.0 0.0 118.1 56.8 0.0
1st-Term Q (Q1), veh/ln 0.0 1.6 4.3 0.0 0.0 2.7 0.5 0.0
2nd-Term Q (Q2), veh/ln 0.0 17.2 4.6 0.0 0.0 3.2 0.2 0.0
3rd-Term Q (Q3), veh/ln 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
%ile Back of Q Factor (f_B%) 0.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 0.00
%ile Back of Q (50%), veh/ln 0.0 18.9 8.9 0.0 0.0 5.8 0.7 0.0
%ile Storage Ratio (RQ%) 0.00 0.36 2.24 0.00 0.00 0.22 0.18 0.00
Initial Q (Qb), veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Final (Residual) Q (Qe), veh 0.0 32.9 2.8 0.0 0.0 1.0 0.0 0.0
Sat Delay (ds), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Sat Q (Qs), veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Sat Cap (cs), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Initial Q Clear Time (tc), h 0.0 0.7 0.3 0.0 0.0 0.3 0.0 0.0

Middle Lane Group Data
Assigned Mvmt 0 2 0 4 0 6 0 8
Lane Assignment T T
Lanes in Grp 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1
Grp Vol (v), veh/h 0 0 0 1056 0 0 0 742
Grp Sat Flow (s), veh/h/ln 0 0 0 1863 0 0 0 1881
Q Serve Time (g_s), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 41.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 20.0
Cycle Q Clear Time (g_c), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 41.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 20.0
Lane Grp Cap (c), veh/h 0 0 0 955 0 0 0 1158
V/C Ratio (X) 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.11 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.64
Avail Cap (c_a), veh/h 0 0 0 955 0 0 0 1158
Upstream Filter (I) 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00
Uniform Delay (d1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 19.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 9.8
Incr Delay (d2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 62.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.2
Initial Q Delay (d3), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay (d), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 82.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 11.0
1st-Term Q (Q1), veh/ln 0.0 0.0 0.0 16.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 7.4
2nd-Term Q (Q2), veh/ln 0.0 0.0 0.0 16.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.4
3rd-Term Q (Q3), veh/ln 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
%ile Back of Q Factor (f_B%) 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00
%ile Back of Q (50%), veh/ln 0.0 0.0 0.0 32.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 7.8
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%ile Storage Ratio (RQ%) 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.32 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.32
Initial Q (Qb), veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Final (Residual) Q (Qe), veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 25.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Sat Delay (ds), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Sat Q (Qs), veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Sat Cap (cs), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Initial Q Clear Time (tc), h 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Right Lane Group Data
Assigned Mvmt 0 12 0 14 0 16 0 18
Lane Assignment R R R T+R
Lanes in Grp 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1
Grp Vol (v), veh/h 0 168 0 164 0 23 0 735
Grp Sat Flow (s), veh/h/ln 0 1615 0 1583 0 1615 0 1859
Q Serve Time (g_s), s 0.0 7.3 0.0 4.5 0.0 0.9 0.0 20.1
Cycle Q Clear Time (g_c), s 0.0 7.3 0.0 4.5 0.0 0.9 0.0 20.1
Prot RT Sat Flow (s_R), veh/h/ln 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Prot RT Eff Green (g_R), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Prop RT Outside Lane (P_R) 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 0.07
Lane Grp Cap (c), veh/h 0 343 0 811 0 343 0 1145
V/C Ratio (X) 0.00 0.49 0.00 0.20 0.00 0.07 0.00 0.64
Avail Cap (c_a), veh/h 0 343 0 811 0 343 0 1145
Upstream Filter (I) 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00
Uniform Delay (d1), s/veh 0.0 27.7 0.0 10.6 0.0 25.2 0.0 9.8
Incr Delay (d2), s/veh 0.0 4.9 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.4 0.0 1.2
Initial Q Delay (d3), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay (d), s/veh 0.0 32.6 0.0 10.7 0.0 25.5 0.0 11.0
1st-Term Q (Q1), veh/ln 0.0 2.8 0.0 1.5 0.0 0.3 0.0 7.4
2nd-Term Q (Q2), veh/ln 0.0 0.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.4
3rd-Term Q (Q3), veh/ln 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
%ile Back of Q Factor (f_B%) 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00
%ile Back of Q (50%), veh/ln 0.0 3.3 0.0 1.5 0.0 0.4 0.0 7.7
%ile Storage Ratio (RQ%) 0.00 0.82 0.00 0.39 0.00 0.10 0.00 0.32
Initial Q (Qb), veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Final (Residual) Q (Qe), veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Sat Delay (ds), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Sat Q (Qs), veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Sat Cap (cs), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Initial Q Clear Time (tc), h 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Intersection Summary
HCM 2010 Ctrl Delay 92.9
HCM 2010 LOS F

Notes
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Two Way Analysis cannot be performed on Signalized Intersection.
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Lane Group EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Lane Configurations
Volume (vph) 61 25 77 46 84 42 59 280 11 13 391 88
Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
Lane Util. Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Frt 0.936 0.967 0.996 0.976
Flt Protected 0.982 0.987 0.992 0.999
Satd. Flow (prot) 0 1729 0 0 1795 0 0 1877 0 0 1834 0
Flt Permitted 0.982 0.987 0.992 0.999
Satd. Flow (perm) 0 1729 0 0 1795 0 0 1877 0 0 1834 0
Link Speed (mph) 30 30 30 30
Link Distance (ft) 647 701 660 1371
Travel Time (s) 14.7 15.9 15.0 31.2
Peak Hour Factor 0.93 0.93 0.93 0.93 0.93 0.93 0.93 0.93 0.93 0.93 0.93 0.93
Heavy Vehicles (%) 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 0% 0% 0% 1% 1% 1%
Adj. Flow (vph) 66 27 83 49 90 45 63 301 12 14 420 95
Shared Lane Traffic (%)
Lane Group Flow (vph) 0 176 0 0 184 0 0 376 0 0 529 0
Enter Blocked Intersection No No No No No No No No No No No No
Lane Alignment Left Left Right Left Left Right Left Left Right Left Left Right
Median Width(ft) 0 0 0 0
Link Offset(ft) 0 0 0 0
Crosswalk Width(ft) 16 16 16 16
Two way Left Turn Lane
Headway Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Turning Speed (mph) 15 9 15 9 15 9 15 9
Sign Control Stop Stop Stop Stop

Intersection Summary
Area Type: Other
Control Type: Unsignalized
Intersection Capacity Utilization 66.7% ICU Level of Service C
Analysis Period (min) 15
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Intersection
Intersection Delay, s/veh 24.3
Intersection LOS C

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Vol, veh/h 61 25 77 46 84 42 59 280 11 13 391 88
Peak Hour Factor 0.93 0.93 0.93 0.93 0.93 0.93 0.93 0.93 0.93 0.93 0.93 0.93
Heavy Vehicles, % 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 1
Mvmt Flow 66 27 83 49 90 45 63 301 12 14 420 95
Number of Lanes 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0

Approach EB WB NB SB
Opposing Approach WB EB SB NB
Opposing Lanes 1 1 1 1
Conflicting Approach Left SB NB EB WB
Conflicting Lanes Left 1 1 1 1
Conflicting Approach Right NB SB WB EB
Conflicting Lanes Right 1 1 1 1
HCM Control Delay 13.5 14 20.1 34.5
HCM LOS B B C D

Lane NBLn1 EBLn1 WBLn1 SBLn1
Vol Left, % 17% 37% 27% 3%
Vol Thru, % 80% 15% 49% 79%
Vol Right, % 3% 47% 24% 18%
Sign Control Stop Stop Stop Stop
Traffic Vol by Lane 350 163 172 492
LT Vol 280 25 84 391
Through Vol 11 77 42 88
RT Vol 59 61 46 13
Lane Flow Rate 376 175 185 529
Geometry Grp 1 1 1 1
Degree of Util (X) 0.649 0.337 0.359 0.859
Departure Headway (Hd) 6.205 6.919 6.995 5.848
Convergence, Y/N Yes Yes Yes Yes
Cap 580 517 512 619
Service Time 4.272 5 5.075 3.907
HCM Lane V/C Ratio 0.648 0.338 0.361 0.855
HCM Control Delay 20.1 13.5 14 34.5
HCM Lane LOS C B B D
HCM 95th-tile Q 4.7 1.5 1.6 9.6

Notes
~ : Volume Exceeds Capacity; $ : Delay Exceeds 300 Seconds; Error : Computation Not Defined
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HCM 2010 TWSC 2035 volumes-mitigated
6: Mundy Loss Road & 112th ST E 12/5/2016

2035 Mundy Loss Road Volumes  11/17/2035 2035 volumes-mitigated Synchro 8 Light Report
Rory Cameron Page 10

Two Way Analysis cannot be performed on an All Way Stop Intersection.
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Lanes, Volumes, Timings 2035 Projection-Mitigated intersections
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2035 Volumes-Mitigated SR410-Main and Park Ave  11/17/2035 2035 Projection-Mitigated intersections Synchro 8 Light Report
Page 1

Lane Group EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NEL NET NER SWL SWT SWR
Lane Configurations
Volume (vph) 40 103 2 236 65 54 10 1025 153 88 1677 19
Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
Storage Length (ft) 0 0 0 0 100 0 100 0
Storage Lanes 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 0
Taper Length (ft) 25 25 25 25
Lane Util. Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Frt 0.997 0.932 0.981 0.998
Flt Protected 0.950 0.950 0.950 0.950
Satd. Flow (prot) 1805 1894 0 1787 1753 0 1787 1845 0 1770 1859 0
Flt Permitted 0.546 0.588 0.040 0.103
Satd. Flow (perm) 1037 1894 0 1106 1753 0 75 1845 0 192 1859 0
Right Turn on Red Yes Yes Yes Yes
Satd. Flow (RTOR) 1 27 18 1
Link Speed (mph) 30 30 30 30
Link Distance (ft) 466 386 454 1270
Travel Time (s) 10.6 8.8 10.3 28.9
Peak Hour Factor 0.96 0.96 0.96 0.96 0.96 0.96 0.96 0.96 0.96 0.96 0.96 0.96
Heavy Vehicles (%) 0% 0% 0% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 2% 2% 2%
Adj. Flow (vph) 42 107 2 246 68 56 10 1068 159 92 1747 20
Shared Lane Traffic (%)
Lane Group Flow (vph) 42 109 0 246 124 0 10 1227 0 92 1767 0
Enter Blocked Intersection No No No No No No No No No No No No
Lane Alignment Left Left Right Left Left Right Left Left Right Left Left Right
Median Width(ft) 12 12 12 12
Link Offset(ft) 0 0 0 0
Crosswalk Width(ft) 16 16 16 16
Two way Left Turn Lane
Headway Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Turning Speed (mph) 15 9 15 9 15 9 15 9
Number of Detectors 1 2 1 2 1 2 1 2
Detector Template Left Thru Left Thru Left Thru Left Thru
Leading Detector (ft) 20 100 20 100 20 100 20 100
Trailing Detector (ft) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Detector 1 Position(ft) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Detector 1 Size(ft) 20 6 20 6 20 6 20 6
Detector 1 Type Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex
Detector 1 Channel
Detector 1 Extend (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Detector 1 Queue (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Detector 1 Delay (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Detector 2 Position(ft) 94 94 94 94
Detector 2 Size(ft) 6 6 6 6
Detector 2 Type Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex
Detector 2 Channel
Detector 2 Extend (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Turn Type Perm NA Perm NA Perm NA Perm NA
Protected Phases 4 8 2 6
Permitted Phases 4 8 2 6

City Council Agenda Packet 01-09-2018 Pg.140



Lanes, Volumes, Timings 2035 Projection-Mitigated intersections
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2035 Volumes-Mitigated SR410-Main and Park Ave  11/17/2035 2035 Projection-Mitigated intersections Synchro 8 Light Report
Page 2

Lane Group EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NEL NET NER SWL SWT SWR
Detector Phase 4 4 8 8 2 2 6 6
Switch Phase
Minimum Initial (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
Minimum Split (s) 20.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 20.0
Total Split (s) 25.0 25.0 25.0 25.0 105.0 105.0 105.0 105.0
Total Split (%) 19.2% 19.2% 19.2% 19.2% 80.8% 80.8% 80.8% 80.8%
Maximum Green (s) 21.0 21.0 21.0 21.0 101.0 101.0 101.0 101.0
Yellow Time (s) 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5
All-Red Time (s) 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5
Lost Time Adjust (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Total Lost Time (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
Lead/Lag
Lead-Lag Optimize?
Vehicle Extension (s) 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0
Recall Mode None None None None Max Max Max Max
Walk Time (s) 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0
Flash Dont Walk (s) 11.0 11.0 11.0 11.0 11.0 11.0 11.0 11.0
Pedestrian Calls (#/hr) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Act Effct Green (s) 21.0 21.0 21.0 21.0 101.0 101.0 101.0 101.0
Actuated g/C Ratio 0.16 0.16 0.16 0.16 0.78 0.78 0.78 0.78
v/c Ratio 0.25 0.36 1.38 0.41 0.17 0.85 0.62 1.22
Control Delay 52.2 51.8 243.4 42.5 11.2 17.1 27.7 125.7
Queue Delay 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Total Delay 52.2 51.8 243.4 42.5 11.2 17.1 27.7 125.7
LOS D D F D B B C F
Approach Delay 51.9 176.1 17.1 120.9
Approach LOS D F B F

Intersection Summary
Area Type: Other
Cycle Length: 130
Actuated Cycle Length: 130
Natural Cycle: 110
Control Type: Actuated-Uncoordinated
Maximum v/c Ratio: 1.38
Intersection Signal Delay: 88.1 Intersection LOS: F
Intersection Capacity Utilization 115.8% ICU Level of Service H
Analysis Period (min) 15

Splits and Phases:     3: SR410 & W Main St/E Main St
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Queues 2035 Projection-Mitigated intersections
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2035 Volumes-Mitigated SR410-Main and Park Ave  11/17/2035 2035 Projection-Mitigated intersections Synchro 8 Light Report
Page 3

Lane Group EBL EBT WBL WBT NEL NET SWL SWT
Lane Group Flow (vph) 42 109 246 124 10 1227 92 1767
v/c Ratio 0.25 0.36 1.38 0.41 0.17 0.85 0.62 1.22
Control Delay 52.2 51.8 243.4 42.5 11.2 17.1 27.7 125.7
Queue Delay 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Total Delay 52.2 51.8 243.4 42.5 11.2 17.1 27.7 125.7
Queue Length 50th (ft) 31 82 ~274 74 2 575 28 ~1838
Queue Length 95th (ft) 69 141 #446 137 9 854 #146 #2106
Internal Link Dist (ft) 386 306 374 1190
Turn Bay Length (ft) 100 100
Base Capacity (vph) 167 306 178 305 58 1437 149 1444
Starvation Cap Reductn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4
Spillback Cap Reductn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Storage Cap Reductn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Reduced v/c Ratio 0.25 0.36 1.38 0.41 0.17 0.85 0.62 1.23

Intersection Summary
~    Volume exceeds capacity, queue is theoretically infinite.
     Queue shown is maximum after two cycles.
#    95th percentile volume exceeds capacity, queue may be longer.
     Queue shown is maximum after two cycles.
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2035 Volumes-Mitigated SR410-Main and Park Ave  11/17/2035 2035 Projection-Mitigated intersections Synchro 8 Light Report
Page 4

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NEL NET NER SWL SWT SWR
Lane Configurations
Volume (veh/h) 40 103 2 236 65 54 10 1025 153 88 1677 19
Number 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Initial Q, veh 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Ped-Bike Adj (A_pbT) 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Parking Bus Adj 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Adj Sat Flow, veh/h/ln 1900 1900 1900 1881 1881 1900 1881 1881 1900 1863 1863 1900
Lanes 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 1 0
Lane Assignment
Cap, veh/h 181 300 6 198 154 127 55 1244 185 205 1428 16
HCM Platoon Ratio 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Prop Arrive On Green 0.16 0.16 0.16 0.16 0.16 0.16 0.78 0.78 0.78 0.78 0.78 0.78
Ln Grp Delay, s/veh 55.4 0.0 49.2 204.4 0.0 50.3 72.0 0.0 16.6 43.6 0.0 121.4
Ln Grp LOS E D F D E B D F
Approach Vol, veh/h 151 370 1237 1859
Approach Delay, s/veh 50.9 152.7 17.1 117.6
Approach LOS D F B F

   Timer: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Assigned Phs 2 4 6 8
Case No 6.0 6.0 6.0 6.0
Phs Duration (G+Y+Rc), s 105.0 25.0 105.0 25.0
Change Period (Y+Rc), s 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
Max Allow Headway (MAH), s 5.2 4.5 5.2 4.5
Max Green (Gmax), s 101.0 21.0 101.0 21.0
Max Q Clear (g_c+l1), s 103.0 14.3 103.0 23.0
Green Ext Time (g_e), s 0.0 1.3 0.0 0.0
Prob of Phs Call (p_c) 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Prob of Max Out (p_x) 1.00 0.48 1.00 1.00

Left-Turn Movement Data
Assigned Mvmt 5 7 1 3
Mvmt Sat Flow, veh/h 272 1287 453 1292

Through Movement Data
Assigned Mvmt 2 4 6 8
Mvmt Sat Flow, veh/h 1601 1859 1838 955

Right-Turn Movement Data
Assigned Mvmt 12 14 16 18
Mvmt Sat Flow, veh/h 238 35 21 787

Left Lane Group Data
Assigned Mvmt 0 5 0 7 0 1 0 3
Lane Assignment L L L L
Lanes in Grp 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1
Grp Vol (v), veh/h 0 10 0 42 0 92 0 246
Grp Sat Flow (s), veh/h/ln 0 272 0 1287 0 453 0 1292
Q Serve Time (g_s), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 4.0 0.0 22.2 0.0 14.3
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Cycle Q Clear Time (g_c), s 0.0 101.0 0.0 12.3 0.0 80.4 0.0 21.0
Perm LT Sat Flow (s_l), veh/h/ln 0 272 0 1287 0 453 0 1292
Shared LT Sat Flow (s_sh), veh/h/ln 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Perm LT Eff Green (g_p), s 0.0 101.0 0.0 21.0 0.0 101.0 0.0 21.0
Perm LT Serve Time (g_u), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 12.6 0.0 42.9 0.0 14.3
Perm LT Q Serve Time (g_ps), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 4.0 0.0 22.2 0.0 14.3
Time to First Blk (g_f), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Serve Time pre Blk (g_fs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Prop LT Inside Lane (P_L) 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00
Lane Grp Cap (c), veh/h 0 55 0 181 0 205 0 198
V/C Ratio (X) 0.00 0.18 0.00 0.23 0.00 0.45 0.00 1.24
Avail Cap (c_a), veh/h 0 55 0 181 0 205 0 198
Upstream Filter (I) 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00
Uniform Delay (d1), s/veh 0.0 65.0 0.0 54.8 0.0 36.6 0.0 59.8
Incr Delay (d2), s/veh 0.0 7.0 0.0 0.7 0.0 7.0 0.0 144.5
Initial Q Delay (d3), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay (d), s/veh 0.0 72.0 0.0 55.4 0.0 43.6 0.0 204.4
1st-Term Q (Q1), veh/ln 0.0 0.3 0.0 1.3 0.0 2.6 0.0 6.7
2nd-Term Q (Q2), veh/ln 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.4 0.0 7.9
3rd-Term Q (Q3), veh/ln 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
%ile Back of Q Factor (f_B%) 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00
%ile Back of Q (50%), veh/ln 0.0 0.4 0.0 1.4 0.0 3.0 0.0 14.7
%ile Storage Ratio (RQ%) 0.00 0.11 0.00 0.09 0.00 0.76 0.00 1.51
Initial Q (Qb), veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Final (Residual) Q (Qe), veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 12.0
Sat Delay (ds), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Sat Q (Qs), veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Sat Cap (cs), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Initial Q Clear Time (tc), h 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.3

Middle Lane Group Data
Assigned Mvmt 0 2 0 4 0 6 0 8
Lane Assignment
Lanes in Grp 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Grp Vol (v), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Grp Sat Flow (s), veh/h/ln 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Q Serve Time (g_s), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Cycle Q Clear Time (g_c), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Lane Grp Cap (c), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
V/C Ratio (X) 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Avail Cap (c_a), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Upstream Filter (I) 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Uniform Delay (d1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incr Delay (d2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Initial Q Delay (d3), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay (d), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
1st-Term Q (Q1), veh/ln 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
2nd-Term Q (Q2), veh/ln 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
3rd-Term Q (Q3), veh/ln 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
%ile Back of Q Factor (f_B%) 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00
%ile Back of Q (50%), veh/ln 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
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%ile Storage Ratio (RQ%) 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Initial Q (Qb), veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Final (Residual) Q (Qe), veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Sat Delay (ds), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Sat Q (Qs), veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Sat Cap (cs), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Initial Q Clear Time (tc), h 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Right Lane Group Data
Assigned Mvmt 0 12 0 14 0 16 0 18
Lane Assignment T+R T+R T+R T+R
Lanes in Grp 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1
Grp Vol (v), veh/h 0 1227 0 109 0 1767 0 124
Grp Sat Flow (s), veh/h/ln 0 1839 0 1894 0 1859 0 1742
Q Serve Time (g_s), s 0.0 58.1 0.0 6.7 0.0 101.0 0.0 8.4
Cycle Q Clear Time (g_c), s 0.0 58.1 0.0 6.7 0.0 101.0 0.0 8.4
Prot RT Sat Flow (s_R), veh/h/ln 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Prot RT Eff Green (g_R), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Prop RT Outside Lane (P_R) 0.00 0.13 0.00 0.02 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.45
Lane Grp Cap (c), veh/h 0 1429 0 306 0 1444 0 281
V/C Ratio (X) 0.00 0.86 0.00 0.36 0.00 1.22 0.00 0.44
Avail Cap (c_a), veh/h 0 1429 0 306 0 1444 0 281
Upstream Filter (I) 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00
Uniform Delay (d1), s/veh 0.0 9.7 0.0 48.5 0.0 14.5 0.0 49.2
Incr Delay (d2), s/veh 0.0 6.9 0.0 0.7 0.0 106.9 0.0 1.1
Initial Q Delay (d3), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay (d), s/veh 0.0 16.6 0.0 49.2 0.0 121.4 0.0 50.3
1st-Term Q (Q1), veh/ln 0.0 22.5 0.0 3.3 0.0 39.3 0.0 3.8
2nd-Term Q (Q2), veh/ln 0.0 2.7 0.0 0.1 0.0 42.9 0.0 0.1
3rd-Term Q (Q3), veh/ln 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
%ile Back of Q Factor (f_B%) 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00
%ile Back of Q (50%), veh/ln 0.0 25.2 0.0 3.3 0.0 82.2 0.0 3.8
%ile Storage Ratio (RQ%) 0.00 1.65 0.00 0.21 0.00 1.86 0.00 0.39
Initial Q (Qb), veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Final (Residual) Q (Qe), veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 80.7 0.0 0.0
Sat Delay (ds), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Sat Q (Qs), veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Sat Cap (cs), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Initial Q Clear Time (tc), h 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.3 0.0 0.0

Intersection Summary
HCM 2010 Ctrl Delay 84.0
HCM 2010 LOS F

Notes
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Two Way Analysis cannot be performed on Signalized Intersection.
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Lane Group EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NEL NET NER SWL SWT SWR
Lane Configurations
Volume (vph) 34 259 92 46 224 11 77 92 82 8 102 46
Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
Lane Util. Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Frt 0.968 0.995 0.956 0.961
Flt Protected 0.996 0.992 0.985 0.997
Satd. Flow (prot) 0 1832 0 0 1857 0 0 1789 0 0 1820 0
Flt Permitted 0.996 0.992 0.985 0.997
Satd. Flow (perm) 0 1832 0 0 1857 0 0 1789 0 0 1820 0
Link Speed (mph) 30 30 30 30
Link Distance (ft) 386 744 543 1174
Travel Time (s) 8.8 16.9 12.3 26.7
Peak Hour Factor 0.93 0.93 0.93 0.93 0.93 0.93 0.93 0.93 0.93 0.93 0.93 0.93
Heavy Vehicles (%) 0% 0% 0% 1% 1% 1% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
Adj. Flow (vph) 37 278 99 49 241 12 83 99 88 9 110 49
Shared Lane Traffic (%)
Lane Group Flow (vph) 0 414 0 0 302 0 0 270 0 0 168 0
Enter Blocked Intersection No No No No No No No No No No No No
Lane Alignment Left Left Right Left Left Right Left Left Right Left Left Right
Median Width(ft) 0 0 0 0
Link Offset(ft) 0 0 0 0
Crosswalk Width(ft) 16 16 16 16
Two way Left Turn Lane
Headway Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Turning Speed (mph) 15 9 15 9 15 9 15 9
Sign Control Free Free Stop Stop

Intersection Summary
Area Type: Other
Control Type: Unsignalized
Intersection Capacity Utilization 57.3% ICU Level of Service B
Analysis Period (min) 15
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Intersection
Intersection Delay, s/veh 19.3

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NEL NET NER SWL SWT SWR
Vol, veh/h 34 259 92 46 224 11 77 92 82 8 102 46
Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sign Control Free Free Free Free Free Free Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop
RT Channelized - - None - - None - - None - - None
Storage Length - - - - - - - - - - - -
Veh in Median Storage, # - 0 - - 0 - - 0 - - 0 -
Grade, % - 0 - - 0 - - 0 - - 0 -
Peak Hour Factor 93 93 93 93 93 93 93 93 93 93 93 93
Heavy Vehicles, % 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
Mvmt Flow 37 278 99 49 241 12 83 99 88 9 110 49

Major/Minor Major1 Major2 Minor1 Minor2
Conflicting Flow All 253 0 0 377 0 0 826 753 328 841 797 247
             Stage 1 - - - - - - 401 401 - 346 346 -
             Stage 2 - - - - - - 425 352 - 495 451 -
Follow-up Headway 2.2 - - 2.209 - - 3.5 4 3.3 3.5 4 3.3
Pot Capacity-1 Maneuver 1324 - - 1187 - - 293 341 718 287 322 797
             Stage 1 - - - - - - 630 604 - 674 639 -
             Stage 2 - - - - - - 611 635 - 560 574 -
Time blocked-Platoon, % - - - -
Mov Capacity-1 Maneuver 1324 - - 1187 - - 184 313 718 179 296 797
Mov Capacity-2 Maneuver - - - - - - 184 313 - 179 296 -
             Stage 1 - - - - - - 607 582 - 650 608 -
             Stage 2 - - - - - - 447 605 - 393 553 -

Approach EB WB NE SW
HCM Control Delay, s 0.7 1.3 64.9 24.5
HCM LOS F C

Minor Lane / Major Mvmt NELn1 EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR SWLn1
Capacity (veh/h) 304 1324 - - 1187 - - 349
HCM Lane V/C Ratio 0.888 0.028 - - 0.042 - - 0.481
HCM Control Delay (s) 64.9 7.796 0 - 8.165 0 - 24.5
HCM Lane LOS F A A A A C
HCM 95th %tile Q(veh) 8.152 0.085 - - 0.13 - - 2.5

Notes
~ : Volume Exceeds Capacity; $ : Delay Exceeds 300 Seconds; Error : Computation Not Defined
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Lane Group EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NEL NET NER SWL SWT SWR
Lane Configurations
Volume (vph) 153 27 31 50 33 149 59 987 38 310 1784 157
Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
Storage Length (ft) 0 0 50 100 100 100 100 100
Storage Lanes 1 0 1 1 1 0 1 0
Taper Length (ft) 25 25 25 25
Lane Util. Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.95 0.95 1.00 0.95 0.95
Frt 0.920 0.850 0.994 0.988
Flt Protected 0.950 0.950 0.950 0.950
Satd. Flow (prot) 1805 1748 0 1805 1900 1615 1787 3553 0 1770 3497 0
Flt Permitted 0.950 0.950 0.950 0.950
Satd. Flow (perm) 1805 1748 0 1805 1900 1615 1787 3553 0 1770 3497 0
Right Turn on Red Yes Yes Yes Yes
Satd. Flow (RTOR) 39 186 4 12
Link Speed (mph) 30 30 30 30
Link Distance (ft) 589 200 1270 406
Travel Time (s) 13.4 4.5 28.9 9.2
Peak Hour Factor 0.80 0.80 0.80 0.80 0.80 0.80 0.80 0.80 0.80 0.80 0.80 0.80
Heavy Vehicles (%) 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 1% 1% 1% 2% 2% 2%
Adj. Flow (vph) 191 34 39 62 41 186 74 1234 48 388 2230 196
Shared Lane Traffic (%)
Lane Group Flow (vph) 191 73 0 62 41 186 74 1282 0 388 2426 0
Enter Blocked Intersection No No No No No No No No No No No No
Lane Alignment Left Left Right Left Left Right Left Left Right Left Left Right
Median Width(ft) 12 12 12 12
Link Offset(ft) 0 0 0 0
Crosswalk Width(ft) 16 16 16 16
Two way Left Turn Lane
Headway Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Turning Speed (mph) 15 9 15 9 15 9 15 9
Number of Detectors 1 2 1 2 1 1 2 1 2
Detector Template Left Thru Left Thru Right Left Thru Left Thru
Leading Detector (ft) 20 100 20 100 20 20 100 20 100
Trailing Detector (ft) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Detector 1 Position(ft) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Detector 1 Size(ft) 20 6 20 6 20 20 6 20 6
Detector 1 Type Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex
Detector 1 Channel
Detector 1 Extend (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Detector 1 Queue (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Detector 1 Delay (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Detector 2 Position(ft) 94 94 94 94
Detector 2 Size(ft) 6 6 6 6
Detector 2 Type Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex
Detector 2 Channel
Detector 2 Extend (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Turn Type Prot NA Prot NA Perm Prot NA Prot NA
Protected Phases 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Permitted Phases 8
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Lane Group EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NEL NET NER SWL SWT SWR
Detector Phase 7 4 3 8 8 5 2 1 6
Switch Phase
Minimum Initial (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
Minimum Split (s) 20.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 8.0 20.0 8.0 20.0
Total Split (s) 20.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 9.0 49.0 31.0 71.0
Total Split (%) 16.7% 16.7% 16.7% 16.7% 16.7% 7.5% 40.8% 25.8% 59.2%
Maximum Green (s) 16.0 16.0 16.0 16.0 16.0 5.0 45.0 27.0 67.0
Yellow Time (s) 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5
All-Red Time (s) 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5
Lost Time Adjust (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Total Lost Time (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
Lead/Lag Lead Lag Lead Lag Lag Lead Lag Lead Lag
Lead-Lag Optimize? Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Vehicle Extension (s) 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0
Recall Mode None None None None None None Max None Max
Walk Time (s) 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0
Flash Dont Walk (s) 11.0 11.0 11.0 11.0 11.0 11.0 11.0
Pedestrian Calls (#/hr) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Act Effct Green (s) 14.9 16.2 9.2 8.3 8.3 5.0 45.2 26.9 67.1
Actuated g/C Ratio 0.13 0.15 0.08 0.07 0.07 0.04 0.41 0.24 0.60
v/c Ratio 0.79 0.25 0.42 0.29 0.64 0.93 0.89 0.91 1.15
Control Delay 70.4 26.5 57.4 54.0 17.5 136.4 40.3 68.0 97.0
Queue Delay 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Total Delay 70.4 26.5 57.4 54.0 17.5 136.4 40.3 68.0 97.0
LOS E C E D B F D E F
Approach Delay 58.3 31.2 45.5 93.0
Approach LOS E C D F

Intersection Summary
Area Type: Other
Cycle Length: 120
Actuated Cycle Length: 111.4
Natural Cycle: 150
Control Type: Actuated-Uncoordinated
Maximum v/c Ratio: 1.15
Intersection Signal Delay: 73.6 Intersection LOS: E
Intersection Capacity Utilization 82.8% ICU Level of Service E
Analysis Period (min) 15

Splits and Phases:     10: SR410 & Park Ave
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Lane Group EBL EBT WBL WBT WBR NEL NET SWL SWT
Lane Group Flow (vph) 191 73 62 41 186 74 1282 388 2426
v/c Ratio 0.79 0.25 0.42 0.29 0.64 0.93 0.89 0.91 1.15
Control Delay 70.4 26.5 57.4 54.0 17.5 136.4 40.3 68.0 97.0
Queue Delay 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Total Delay 70.4 26.5 57.4 54.0 17.5 136.4 40.3 68.0 97.0
Queue Length 50th (ft) 133 22 43 29 0 54 444 272 ~1087
Queue Length 95th (ft) #205 57 78 56 44 #132 485 #393 #1074
Internal Link Dist (ft) 509 120 1190 326
Turn Bay Length (ft) 50 100 100 100
Base Capacity (vph) 259 302 259 273 391 80 1442 429 2110
Starvation Cap Reductn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Spillback Cap Reductn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Storage Cap Reductn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Reduced v/c Ratio 0.74 0.24 0.24 0.15 0.48 0.93 0.89 0.90 1.15

Intersection Summary
~    Volume exceeds capacity, queue is theoretically infinite.
     Queue shown is maximum after two cycles.
#    95th percentile volume exceeds capacity, queue may be longer.
     Queue shown is maximum after two cycles.
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Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NEL NET NER SWL SWT SWR
Lane Configurations
Volume (veh/h) 153 27 31 50 33 149 59 987 38 310 1784 157
Number 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Initial Q, veh 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Ped-Bike Adj (A_pbT) 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Parking Bus Adj 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Adj Sat Flow, veh/h/ln 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1881 1881 1900 1863 1863 1900
Lanes 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 2 0 1 2 0
Lane Assignment
Cap, veh/h 220 162 186 93 248 211 76 1376 53 407 1925 167
HCM Platoon Ratio 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Prop Arrive On Green 0.12 0.20 0.20 0.05 0.13 0.13 0.04 0.38 0.38 0.23 0.57 0.57
Ln Grp Delay, s/veh 75.6 0.0 39.5 62.9 45.7 80.8 149.6 50.2 50.6 77.4 101.5 115.0
Ln Grp LOS E D E D F F D D E F F
Approach Vol, veh/h 264 289 1356 2814
Approach Delay, s/veh 65.6 72.0 55.8 104.0
Approach LOS E E E F

   Timer: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Assigned Phs 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Case No 2.0 4.0 2.0 4.0 2.0 4.0 2.0 3.0
Phs Duration (G+Y+Rc), s 31.0 49.0 10.0 27.6 9.0 71.0 18.3 19.4
Change Period (Y+Rc), s 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
Max Allow Headway (MAH), s 3.8 5.3 3.8 4.5 3.8 5.3 3.8 4.5
Max Green (Gmax), s 27.0 45.0 16.0 16.0 5.0 67.0 16.0 16.0
Max Q Clear (g_c+l1), s 27.4 40.0 6.0 6.1 6.9 69.0 14.2 15.3
Green Ext Time (g_e), s 0.0 5.0 0.1 0.9 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.1
Prob of Phs Call (p_c) 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.91 1.00 1.00 1.00
Prob of Max Out (p_x) 1.00 1.00 0.00 0.07 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00

Left-Turn Movement Data
Assigned Mvmt 1 3 5 7
Mvmt Sat Flow, veh/h 1774 1810 1792 1810

Through Movement Data
Assigned Mvmt 2 4 6 8
Mvmt Sat Flow, veh/h 3598 809 3381 1900

Right-Turn Movement Data
Assigned Mvmt 12 14 16 18
Mvmt Sat Flow, veh/h 140 928 293 1615

Left Lane Group Data
Assigned Mvmt 1 0 3 0 5 0 7 0
Lane Assignment L (Prot) L (Prot) L (Prot) L (Prot)
Lanes in Grp 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 0
Grp Vol (v), veh/h 388 0 62 0 74 0 191 0
Grp Sat Flow (s), veh/h/ln 1774 0 1810 0 1792 0 1810 0
Q Serve Time (g_s), s 25.4 0.0 4.0 0.0 4.9 0.0 12.2 0.0
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Cycle Q Clear Time (g_c), s 25.4 0.0 4.0 0.0 4.9 0.0 12.2 0.0
Perm LT Sat Flow (s_l), veh/h/ln 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Shared LT Sat Flow (s_sh), veh/h/ln 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Perm LT Eff Green (g_p), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Perm LT Serve Time (g_u), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Perm LT Q Serve Time (g_ps), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Time to First Blk (g_f), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Serve Time pre Blk (g_fs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Prop LT Inside Lane (P_L) 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00
Lane Grp Cap (c), veh/h 407 0 93 0 76 0 220 0
V/C Ratio (X) 0.95 0.00 0.67 0.00 0.97 0.00 0.87 0.00
Avail Cap (c_a), veh/h 407 0 246 0 76 0 246 0
Upstream Filter (I) 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00
Uniform Delay (d1), s/veh 44.7 0.0 54.8 0.0 56.3 0.0 50.8 0.0
Incr Delay (d2), s/veh 32.7 0.0 8.0 0.0 93.4 0.0 24.8 0.0
Initial Q Delay (d3), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay (d), s/veh 77.4 0.0 62.9 0.0 149.6 0.0 75.6 0.0
1st-Term Q (Q1), veh/ln 11.5 0.0 1.9 0.0 2.2 0.0 5.7 0.0
2nd-Term Q (Q2), veh/ln 3.7 0.0 0.2 0.0 2.0 0.0 1.5 0.0
3rd-Term Q (Q3), veh/ln 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
%ile Back of Q Factor (f_B%) 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00
%ile Back of Q (50%), veh/ln 15.2 0.0 2.1 0.0 4.2 0.0 7.2 0.0
%ile Storage Ratio (RQ%) 3.87 0.00 1.03 0.00 1.06 0.00 0.35 0.00
Initial Q (Qb), veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Final (Residual) Q (Qe), veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Sat Delay (ds), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Sat Q (Qs), veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Sat Cap (cs), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Initial Q Clear Time (tc), h 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Middle Lane Group Data
Assigned Mvmt 0 2 0 4 0 6 0 8
Lane Assignment T T T
Lanes in Grp 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1
Grp Vol (v), veh/h 0 645 0 0 0 1213 0 41
Grp Sat Flow (s), veh/h/ln 0 1881 0 0 0 1863 0 1900
Q Serve Time (g_s), s 0.0 37.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 67.0 0.0 2.3
Cycle Q Clear Time (g_c), s 0.0 37.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 67.0 0.0 2.3
Lane Grp Cap (c), veh/h 0 719 0 0 0 1061 0 248
V/C Ratio (X) 0.00 0.90 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.14 0.00 0.17
Avail Cap (c_a), veh/h 0 719 0 0 0 1061 0 258
Upstream Filter (I) 0.00 1.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00
Uniform Delay (d1), s/veh 0.0 34.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 25.3 0.0 45.4
Incr Delay (d2), s/veh 0.0 16.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 76.2 0.0 0.3
Initial Q Delay (d3), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay (d), s/veh 0.0 50.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 101.5 0.0 45.7
1st-Term Q (Q1), veh/ln 0.0 17.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 30.0 0.0 1.1
2nd-Term Q (Q2), veh/ln 0.0 3.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 22.4 0.0 0.0
3rd-Term Q (Q3), veh/ln 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
%ile Back of Q Factor (f_B%) 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00
%ile Back of Q (50%), veh/ln 0.0 21.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 52.5 0.0 1.1
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%ile Storage Ratio (RQ%) 0.00 0.47 0.00 0.00 0.00 4.08 0.00 0.31
Initial Q (Qb), veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Final (Residual) Q (Qe), veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 38.1 0.0 0.0
Sat Delay (ds), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Sat Q (Qs), veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Sat Cap (cs), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Initial Q Clear Time (tc), h 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.3 0.0 0.0

Right Lane Group Data
Assigned Mvmt 0 12 0 14 0 16 0 18
Lane Assignment T+R T+R T+R R
Lanes in Grp 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1
Grp Vol (v), veh/h 0 637 0 73 0 1213 0 186
Grp Sat Flow (s), veh/h/ln 0 1857 0 1736 0 1811 0 1615
Q Serve Time (g_s), s 0.0 38.0 0.0 4.1 0.0 67.0 0.0 13.3
Cycle Q Clear Time (g_c), s 0.0 38.0 0.0 4.1 0.0 67.0 0.0 13.3
Prot RT Sat Flow (s_R), veh/h/ln 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Prot RT Eff Green (g_R), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Prop RT Outside Lane (P_R) 0.00 0.08 0.00 0.53 0.00 0.16 0.00 1.00
Lane Grp Cap (c), veh/h 0 710 0 349 0 1031 0 211
V/C Ratio (X) 0.00 0.90 0.00 0.21 0.00 1.18 0.00 0.88
Avail Cap (c_a), veh/h 0 710 0 349 0 1031 0 220
Upstream Filter (I) 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00
Uniform Delay (d1), s/veh 0.0 34.2 0.0 39.2 0.0 25.3 0.0 50.2
Incr Delay (d2), s/veh 0.0 16.4 0.0 0.3 0.0 89.7 0.0 30.5
Initial Q Delay (d3), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay (d), s/veh 0.0 50.6 0.0 39.5 0.0 115.0 0.0 80.8
1st-Term Q (Q1), veh/ln 0.0 17.7 0.0 1.8 0.0 29.2 0.0 5.5
2nd-Term Q (Q2), veh/ln 0.0 3.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 25.7 0.0 1.8
3rd-Term Q (Q3), veh/ln 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
%ile Back of Q Factor (f_B%) 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00
%ile Back of Q (50%), veh/ln 0.0 20.9 0.0 1.9 0.0 54.9 0.0 7.3
%ile Storage Ratio (RQ%) 0.00 0.47 0.00 0.09 0.00 4.26 0.00 1.83
Initial Q (Qb), veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Final (Residual) Q (Qe), veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 45.5 0.0 0.0
Sat Delay (ds), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Sat Q (Qs), veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Sat Cap (cs), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Initial Q Clear Time (tc), h 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.3 0.0 0.0

Intersection Summary
HCM 2010 Ctrl Delay 86.1
HCM 2010 LOS F

Notes
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Two Way Analysis cannot be performed on Signalized Intersection.
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Lane Group EBL EBR EBR2 NBL2 NBL NBR NEL NET NER SWL SWT SWR
Lane Configurations
Volume (vph) 109 211 92 2 113 13 54 31 2 11 36 82
Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
Storage Length (ft) 25 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Storage Lanes 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0
Taper Length (ft) 25 25 25 25
Lane Util. Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Frt 0.850 0.986 0.997 0.914
Flt Protected 0.950 0.957 0.970 0.996
Satd. Flow (prot) 1787 1599 0 0 1793 0 0 1801 0 0 1696 0
Flt Permitted 0.950 0.957 0.970 0.996
Satd. Flow (perm) 1787 1599 0 0 1793 0 0 1801 0 0 1696 0
Link Speed (mph) 30 30 30 30
Link Distance (ft) 157 926 1174 283
Travel Time (s) 3.6 21.0 26.7 6.4
Peak Hour Factor 0.95 0.95 0.95 0.95 0.95 0.95 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92
Heavy Vehicles (%) 1% 1% 1% 0% 0% 0% 2% 2% 2% 2% 2% 2%
Adj. Flow (vph) 115 222 97 2 119 14 59 34 2 12 39 89
Shared Lane Traffic (%)
Lane Group Flow (vph) 115 319 0 0 135 0 0 95 0 0 140 0
Enter Blocked Intersection No No No No No No No No No No No No
Lane Alignment Left Right Right Left Left Right Left Left Right Left Left Right
Median Width(ft) 12 12 0 0
Link Offset(ft) 0 0 0 0
Crosswalk Width(ft) 16 16 16 16
Two way Left Turn Lane
Headway Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Turning Speed (mph) 15 9 9 15 15 9 15 9 15 9
Sign Control Free Free Stop Stop

Intersection Summary
Area Type: Other
Control Type: Unsignalized
Intersection Capacity Utilization 36.8% ICU Level of Service A
Analysis Period (min) 15
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Intersection
Intersection Delay, s/veh 6

Movement EBL EBR NBL NBR NEL NET NER SWL SWT SWR
Vol, veh/h 109 211 113 13 54 31 2 11 36 82
Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sign Control Free Free Free Free Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop
RT Channelized - - - None - - None - - None
Storage Length 25 0 0 - - - - - - -
Veh in Median Storage, # 0 - 0 - - 0 - - 0 -
Grade, % 0 - 0 - - 0 - - 0 -
Peak Hour Factor 95 95 95 95 92 92 92 92 92 92
Heavy Vehicles, % 1 1 0 0 2 2 2 2 2 2
Mvmt Flow 115 222 119 14 59 34 2 12 39 89

Major/Minor Major1 Major2 Minor1 Minor2
Conflicting Flow All 133 0 319 0 694 637 271 648 678 126
             Stage 1 - - - - 500 500 - 130 130 -
             Stage 2 - - - - 194 137 - 518 548 -
Follow-up Headway 2.209 - 2.2 - 3.518 4.018 3.318 3.518 4.018 3.318
Pot Capacity-1 Maneuver 1458 - 1252 - 357 395 768 383 374 924
             Stage 1 - - - - 553 543 - 874 789 -
             Stage 2 - - - - 808 783 - 541 517 -
Time blocked-Platoon, % - -
Mov Capacity-1 Maneuver 1458 - 1252 - 277 363 768 333 344 924
Mov Capacity-2 Maneuver - - - - 277 363 - 333 344 -
             Stage 1 - - - - 509 500 - 805 787 -
             Stage 2 - - - - 692 781 - 463 476 -

Approach EB NB NE SW
HCM Control Delay, s 2 0.1 21.9 13.4
HCM LOS C B

Minor Lane / Major Mvmt NELn1 NBL2 NBL NBR EBL EBR EBR2 SWLn1
Capacity (veh/h) 307 1252 - - 1458 - - 570
HCM Lane V/C Ratio 0.308 0.002 - - 0.079 - - 0.246
HCM Control Delay (s) 21.9 7.88 0 - 7.68 - - 13.4
HCM Lane LOS C A A A B
HCM 95th %tile Q(veh) 1.274 0.005 - - 0.256 - - 0.962

Notes
~ : Volume Exceeds Capacity; $ : Delay Exceeds 300 Seconds; Error : Computation Not Defined
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Lanes, Volumes, Timings 2035 Projection-Mitigated intersections
12: S A St/N A St & E Main St 12/5/2016

2035 Volumes-Mitigated SR410-Main and Park Ave  11/17/2035 2035 Projection-Mitigated intersections Synchro 8 Light Report
Page 19

Lane Group EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Lane Configurations
Volume (vph) 21 255 29 10 228 75 19 36 17 136 79 13
Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
Lane Util. Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Frt 0.987 0.968 0.968 0.992
Flt Protected 0.997 0.998 0.987 0.971
Satd. Flow (prot) 0 1851 0 0 1836 0 0 1815 0 0 1830 0
Flt Permitted 0.997 0.998 0.987 0.971
Satd. Flow (perm) 0 1851 0 0 1836 0 0 1815 0 0 1830 0
Link Speed (mph) 30 30 30 30
Link Distance (ft) 744 302 501 926
Travel Time (s) 16.9 6.9 11.4 21.0
Peak Hour Factor 0.86 0.86 0.86 0.86 0.86 0.86 0.86 0.86 0.86 0.86 0.86 0.86
Heavy Vehicles (%) 1% 1% 1% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
Adj. Flow (vph) 24 297 34 12 265 87 22 42 20 158 92 15
Shared Lane Traffic (%)
Lane Group Flow (vph) 0 355 0 0 364 0 0 84 0 0 265 0
Enter Blocked Intersection No No No No No No No No No No No No
Lane Alignment Left Left Right Left Left Right Left Left Right Left Left Right
Median Width(ft) 0 0 0 0
Link Offset(ft) 0 0 0 0
Crosswalk Width(ft) 16 16 16 16
Two way Left Turn Lane
Headway Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Turning Speed (mph) 15 9 15 9 15 9 15 9
Sign Control Free Free Stop Stop

Intersection Summary
Area Type: Other
Control Type: Unsignalized
Intersection Capacity Utilization 50.2% ICU Level of Service A
Analysis Period (min) 15
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HCM 2010 TWSC 2035 Projection-Mitigated intersections
12: S A St/N A St & E Main St 12/5/2016

2035 Volumes-Mitigated SR410-Main and Park Ave  11/17/2035 2035 Projection-Mitigated intersections Synchro 8 Light Report
Page 20

Intersection
Intersection Delay, s/veh 14.7

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Vol, veh/h 21 255 29 10 228 75 19 36 17 136 79 13
Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sign Control Free Free Free Free Free Free Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop
RT Channelized - - None - - None - - None - - None
Storage Length - - - - - - - - - - - -
Veh in Median Storage, # - 0 - - 0 - - 0 - - 0 -
Grade, % - 0 - - 0 - - 0 - - 0 -
Peak Hour Factor 86 86 86 86 86 86 86 86 86 86 86 86
Heavy Vehicles, % 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Mvmt Flow 24 297 34 12 265 87 22 42 20 158 92 15

Major/Minor Major1 Major2 Minor1 Minor2
Conflicting Flow All 352 0 0 330 0 0 747 738 313 725 711 309
             Stage 1 - - - - - - 362 362 - 332 332 -
             Stage 2 - - - - - - 385 376 - 393 379 -
Follow-up Headway 2.209 - - 2.2 - - 3.5 4 3.3 3.5 4 3.3
Pot Capacity-1 Maneuver 1212 - - 1241 - - 332 348 732 343 361 736
             Stage 1 - - - - - - 661 629 - 686 648 -
             Stage 2 - - - - - - 642 620 - 636 618 -
Time blocked-Platoon, % - - - -
Mov Capacity-1 Maneuver 1212 - - 1241 - - 252 336 732 294 348 736
Mov Capacity-2 Maneuver - - - - - - 252 336 - 294 348 -
             Stage 1 - - - - - - 645 614 - 670 640 -
             Stage 2 - - - - - - 532 613 - 563 603 -

Approach EB WB NB SB
HCM Control Delay, s 0.6 0.3 18.5 52.1
HCM LOS C F

Minor Lane / Major Mvmt NBLn1 EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR SBLn1
Capacity (veh/h) 350 1212 - - 1241 - - 322
HCM Lane V/C Ratio 0.239 0.02 - - 0.009 - - 0.823
HCM Control Delay (s) 18.5 8.031 0 - 7.928 0 - 52.1
HCM Lane LOS C A A A A F
HCM 95th %tile Q(veh) 0.918 0.062 - - 0.028 - - 7.031

Notes
~ : Volume Exceeds Capacity; $ : Delay Exceeds 300 Seconds; Error : Computation Not Defined
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APPENDIX C

COLLISION MAP
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CITY OF BUCKLEY
SR410 AND MUNDY LOSS RD INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENTS

ENGINEER'S PLANNING LEVEL COST ESTIMATE
August 28, 2014

ITEM ESTIMATED UNIT
NO. DESCRIPTION QUANTITY PRICE AMOUNT
1. Mobilization (10%) 1 LS $22,000 $22,000.00
2. Locate Existing Utilities 1 LS $2,000 $2,000.00
3. Removal of Structure and Obstruction 1 LS $2,000 $2,000.00
4. Clearing and Grubbing 1 LS $6,000 $6,000.00
5. Excavation, Backfill, and Compaction for Roadway 760 CY $20 $15,200.00
6. Gravel Borrow Incl. Haul 0 TN $20 $0.00
7. Catch Basin Type 1 0 EA $1,500 $0.00
8. Storm Sewer Pipe 12 In. Diam. (Incl. Bedding) 0 LF $35 $0.00
9. Storm Detention Facilities 1 LS $0 $0.00
10. Trench Excavation Safety Systems 0 LS $5,000 $0.00
11. Crushed Surfacing Top Course 430 TN $26 $11,180.00
12. Crushed Surfacing Base Course 650 TN $26 $16,900.00
13. HMA 1,430 TN $100 $143,000.00
14. Fire Hydrant Assembly 0 EA $3,000 $0.00
15. Landscaping 1 LS $0 $0.00
16. Temporary Water Pollution/Erosion Control (5%) 1 LS $11,000 $11,000.00
17. Cement Conc. Sidewalk Ramp 0 EA $2,000 $0.00
18. Cement Conc. Traffic Curb & Gutter 0 LF $15 $0.00
19. Cement Conc. Sidewalk 0 SY $45 $0.00
20. Permanent Signing 1 LS $5,000 $5,000.00
21. Traffic Signal System 1 LS $300,000 $300,000.00
22. Illumination System 1 LS $26,000 $26,000.00
23. Temporary Traffic Control (5%) 1 LS $11,000 $11,000.00
24. Paint Line 4,590 LF $2 $9,180.00

Subtotal Base Bid $580,460.00

Sales Tax at 0% per W.S. Revenue Rule No. 171 $0.00

Construction Contingencies(20%) $116,100.00

TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COST $696,560.00

Construction Management(15%) $104,500.00
Estimated Design, Environmental Engineering Cost(15%) $104,500.00

TOTAL PROJECT COST $906,000.00

Assumptions:
*Length of Project is Approx. 1530 LF
*Existing: Road width varies
*Proposed: Install Traffic Signal
*Full Depth Pavement Section - 3" HMA, 4" CSTC,  6" CSBC
*Rebuild Curb Ramps

Prepared by:  Rory Cameron
Checked by:
Approved by:
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CITY OF BUCKLEY
MUNDY LOSS AND 112TH AVE EAST INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENTS

ENGINEER'S PLANNING LEVEL COST ESTIMATE
August 28, 2014

ITEM ESTIMATED UNIT
NO. DESCRIPTION QUANTITY PRICE AMOUNT
1. Mobilization (10%) 1 LS $46,000 $46,000.00
2. Locate Existing Utilities 1 LS $5,000 $5,000.00
3. Removal of Structure and Obstruction 1 LS $25,000 $25,000.00
4. Clearing and Grubbing 1 LS $21,000 $21,000.00
5. Excavation, Backfill, and Compaction for Roadway 1,820 CY $20 $36,400.00
6. Gravel Borrow Incl. Haul 620 TN $20 $12,400.00
7. Catch Basin Type 1 11 EA $1,500 $16,500.00
8. Storm Sewer Pipe 12 In. Diam. (Incl. Bedding) 1,615 LF $35 $56,525.00
9. Storm Detention Facilities 1 LS $45,100 $45,100.00
10. Trench Excavation Safety Systems 1 LS $5,000 $5,000.00
11. Crushed Surfacing Top Course 1,020 TN $26 $26,520.00
12. Crushed Surfacing Base Course 1,530 TN $26 $39,780.00
13. HMA 1,190 TN $100 $119,000.00
14. Fire Hydrant Assembly 1 EA $3,000 $3,000.00
15. Landscaping 1 LS $0 $0.00
16. Temporary Water Pollution/Erosion Control (5%) 1 LS $23,000 $23,000.00
17. Cement Conc. Sidewalk Ramp 8 EA $2,000 $16,000.00
18. Cement Conc. Traffic Curb & Gutter 370 LF $15 $5,550.00
19. Cement Conc. Sidewalk 206 SY $45 $9,250.00
20. Permanent Signing 1 LS $5,000 $5,000.00
21. Traffic Signal Systemt 1 LS $300,000 $300,000.00
22. Illumination System 1 LS $26,000 $26,000.00
23. Temporary Traffic Control (5%) 1 LS $23,000 $23,000.00
24. Paint Line 4,470 LF $2 $8,940.00

Subtotal Base Bid $873,965.00

Sales Tax at 0% per W.S. Revenue Rule No. 171 $0.00

Construction Contingencies(20%) $174,800.00

TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COST $1,048,765.00

Construction Management(15%) $157,400.00
Estimated Design, Environmental Engineering Cost(15%) $157,400.00

TOTAL PROJECT COST $1,364,000.00

Assumptions:
*Length of Project is Approx. 1490 LF
*Existing: Road width varies
*Proposed: Widen Existing Road and  for turn lanes, overlay, add curb, gutter, and sidewalk, add traffic signal
*Full Depth Pavement Section - 3" HMA, 4" CSTC,  6" CSBC
*Overlay 2"

Prepared by:  Rory Cameron
Checked by:
Approved by:
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CITY OF BUCKLEY
MAIN ST AND A ST INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENTS

ENGINEER'S PLANNING LEVEL COST ESTIMATE
August 28, 2014

ITEM ESTIMATED UNIT
NO. DESCRIPTION QUANTITY PRICE AMOUNT
1. Mobilization (10%) 1 LS $1,000 $1,000.00
2. Locate Existing Utilities 1 LS $2,000 $2,000.00
3. Removal of Structure and Obstruction 1 LS $2,000 $2,000.00
4. Clearing and Grubbing 1 LS $0 $0.00
5. Excavation, Backfill, and Compaction for Roadway 0 CY $20 $0.00
6. Gravel Borrow Incl. Haul 0 TN $20 $0.00
7. Catch Basin Type 1 0 EA $1,500 $0.00
8. Storm Sewer Pipe 12 In. Diam. (Incl. Bedding) 0 LF $35 $0.00
9. Storm Detention Facilities 1 LS $0 $0.00
10. Trench Excavation Safety Systems 0 LS $5,000 $0.00
11. Crushed Surfacing Top Course 0 TN $26 $0.00
12. Crushed Surfacing Base Course 0 TN $26 $0.00
13. HMA 0 TN $100 $0.00
14. Fire Hydrant Assembly 0 EA $3,000 $0.00
15. Landscaping 1 LS $0 $0.00
16. Temporary Water Pollution/Erosion Control (5%) 1 LS $1,000 $1,000.00
17. Cement Conc. Sidewalk Ramp 0 EA $2,000 $0.00
18. Cement Conc. Traffic Curb & Gutter 0 LF $15 $0.00
19. Cement Conc. Sidewalk 0 SY $45 $0.00
20. Permanent Signing 1 LS $5,000 $5,000.00
21. Traffic Signal System 1 LS $300,000 $300,000.00
22. Illumination System 1 LS $6,500 $6,500.00
23. Temporary Traffic Control (5%) 1 LS $1,000 $1,000.00
24. Paint Line 300 LF $2 $600.00

Subtotal Base Bid $319,100.00

Sales Tax at 0% per W.S. Revenue Rule No. 171 $0.00

Construction Contingencies(20%) $63,900.00

TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COST $383,000.00

Construction Management(15%) $57,500.00
Estimated Design, Environmental Engineering Cost(15%) $57,500.00

TOTAL PROJECT COST $498,000.00

Assumptions:
*Length of Project is Approx. 100 LF
*Existing: Road width varies
*Proposed: Install Traffic Signal
*Full Depth Pavement Section - 3" HMA, 4" CSTC,  6" CSBC
*Rebuild Curb Ramps

Prepared by:  Rory Cameron
Checked by:
Approved by:
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CITY OF BUCKLEY
RIVER AVENUE AND A STREET INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENTS

ENGINEER'S PLANNING LEVEL COST ESTIMATE
August 28, 2014

ITEM ESTIMATED UNIT
NO. DESCRIPTION QUANTITY PRICE AMOUNT
1. Mobilization (10%) 1 LS $14,000 $14,000.00
2. Locate Existing Utilities 1 LS $5,000 $5,000.00
3. Removal of Structure and Obstruction 1 LS $25,000 $25,000.00
4. Clearing and Grubbing 1 LS $0 $0.00
5. Excavation, Backfill, and Compaction for Roadway 90 CY $20 $1,800.00
6. Gravel Borrow Incl. Haul 40 TN $20 $800.00
7. Catch Basin Type 1 0 EA $1,500 $0.00
8. Storm Sewer Pipe 12 In. Diam. (Incl. Bedding) 0 LF $35 $0.00
9. Storm Detention Facilities 1 LS $0 $0.00
10. Trench Excavation Safety Systems 1 LS $5,000 $5,000.00
11. Crushed Surfacing Top Course 0 TN $26 $0.00
12. Crushed Surfacing Base Course 0 TN $26 $0.00
13. HMA 490 TN $100 $49,000.00
14. Fire Hydrant Assembly 1 EA $3,000 $3,000.00
15. Landscaping 1 LS $5,000 $5,000.00
16. Temporary Water Pollution/Erosion Control (5%) 1 LS $7,000 $7,000.00
17. Cement Conc. Sidewalk Ramp 8 EA $2,000 $16,000.00
18. Cement Conc. Traffic Curb & Gutter 370 LF $15 $5,550.00
19. Cement Conc. Sidewalk 206 SY $45 $9,250.00
20. Permanent Signing 1 LS $5,000 $5,000.00
21. Traffic Signal System 1 LS $300,000 $300,000.00
22. Illumination System 1 LS $19,500 $19,500.00
23. Temporary Traffic Control (5%) 1 LS $7,000 $7,000.00
24. Paint Line 2,850 LF $2 $5,700.00

Subtotal Base Bid $483,600.00

Sales Tax at 0% per W.S. Revenue Rule No. 171 $0.00

Construction Contingencies(20%) $96,800.00

TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COST $580,400.00

Construction Management(15%) $87,100.00
Estimated Design, Environmental Engineering Cost(15%) $87,100.00

TOTAL PROJECT COST $755,000.00

Assumptions:
*Length of Project is Approx. 950 LF
*Existing: Road width varies
*Proposed: Overlay, Restripe for turn lanes, add traffic signal
*Full Depth Pavement Section - 3" HMA, 4" CSTC,  6" CSBC

Prepared by:  Rory Cameron
Checked by:
Approved by:
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CITY OF BUCKLEY
RIVER AVENUE AND MAIN STREET INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENTS

ENGINEER'S PLANNING LEVEL COST ESTIMATE
August 28, 2014

ITEM ESTIMATED UNIT
NO. DESCRIPTION QUANTITY PRICE AMOUNT
1. Mobilization (10%) 1 LS $16,000 $16,000.00
2. Locate Existing Utilities 1 LS $5,000 $5,000.00
3. Removal of Structure and Obstruction 1 LS $25,000 $25,000.00
4. Clearing and Grubbing 1 LS $5,000 $5,000.00
5. Excavation, Backfill, and Compaction for Roadway 430 CY $20 $8,600.00
6. Gravel Borrow Incl. Haul 40 TN $20 $800.00
7. Catch Basin Type 1 0 EA $1,500 $0.00
8. Storm Sewer Pipe 12 In. Diam. (Incl. Bedding) 0 LF $35 $0.00
9. Storm Detention Facilities 1 LS $0 $0.00
10. Trench Excavation Safety Systems 1 LS $5,000 $5,000.00
11. Crushed Surfacing Top Course 120 TN $26 $3,120.00
12. Crushed Surfacing Base Course 180 TN $26 $4,680.00
13. HMA 520 TN $100 $52,000.00
14. Fire Hydrant Assembly 1 EA $3,000 $3,000.00
15. Landscaping 1 LS $0 $0.00
16. Temporary Water Pollution/Erosion Control (5%) 1 LS $8,000 $8,000.00
17. Cement Conc. Sidewalk Ramp 8 EA $2,000 $16,000.00
18. Cement Conc. Traffic Curb & Gutter 370 LF $15 $5,550.00
19. Cement Conc. Sidewalk 206 SY $45 $9,250.00
20. Permanent Signing 1 LS $5,000 $5,000.00
21. Traffic Signal System 1 LS $300,000 $300,000.00
22. Illumination System 1 LS $19,500 $19,500.00
23. Temporary Traffic Control (5%) 1 LS $8,000 $8,000.00
24. Paint Line 2,850 LF $2 $5,700.00

Subtotal Base Bid $505,200.00

Sales Tax at 0% per W.S. Revenue Rule No. 171 $0.00

Construction Contingencies(20%) $101,100.00

TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COST $606,300.00

Construction Management(15%) $91,000.00
Estimated Design, Environmental Engineering Cost(15%) $91,000.00

TOTAL PROJECT COST $789,000.00

Assumptions:
*Length of Project is Approx. 950 LF
*Existing: Road width varies
*Proposed: Overlay, Restripe for turn lanes, add traffic signal
*Full Depth Pavement Section - 3" HMA, 4" CSTC,  6" CSBC
*Rebuild Curb Ramps

Prepared by:  Rory Cameron
Checked by:
Approved by:
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CITY OF BUCKLEY
MUNDY LOSS ROAD PEDESTRIAN IMPROVEMENTS-SIDEWALK

ENGINEER'S PLANNING LEVEL COST ESTIMATE
August 8, 2014

ITEM ESTIMATED UNIT
NO. DESCRIPTION QUANTITY PRICE AMOUNT
1. Mobilization (10%) 1 LS $32,000 $32,000.00
2. Locate Existing Utilities 1 LS $5,000 $5,000.00
3. Removal of Structure and Obstruction 1 LS $25,000 $25,000.00
4. Clearing and Grubbing 1 LS $43,000 $43,000.00
5. Excavation, Backfill, and Compaction for Roadway 950 CY $20 $19,000.00
6. Gravel Borrow Incl. Haul 570 TN $20 $11,400.00
7. Catch Basin Type 1 11 EA $1,500 $16,500.00
8. Storm Sewer Pipe 12 In. Diam. (Incl. Bedding) 1,600 LF $35 $56,000.00
9. Storm Detention Facilities 1 LS $0 $0.00
10. Trench Excavation Safety Systems 1 LS $5,000 $5,000.00
11. Crushed Surfacing Top Course 340 TN $26 $8,840.00
12. Crushed Surfacing Base Course 500 TN $26 $13,000.00
13. HMA 280 TN $100 $28,000.00
14. Fire Hydrant Assembly 4 EA $3,000 $12,000.00
15. Landscaping 1 LS $0 $0.00
16. Temporary Water Pollution/Erosion Control (5%) 1 LS $16,000 $16,000.00
17. Cement Conc. Sidewalk Ramp 4 EA $2,000 $8,000.00
18. Cement Conc. Traffic Curb & Gutter 1,370 LF $15 $20,550.00
19. Cement Conc. Sidewalk 761 SY $45 $34,250.00
20. Permanent Signing 1 LS $5,000 $5,000.00
21. Illumination System 1 LS $45,500 $45,500.00
22. Temporary Traffic Control (5%) 1 LS $16,000 $16,000.00
23. Paint Line 4,110 LF $2 $8,220.00

Subtotal Base Bid $428,260.00

Sales Tax at 0% per W.S. Revenue Rule No. 171 $0.00

Construction Contingencies(20%) $85,700.00

TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COST $513,960.00

Construction Management(15%) $77,100.00
Estimated Design, Environmental Engineering Cost(15%) $77,100.00

TOTAL PROJECT COST $669,000.00

Assumptions:
*Length of Project is Approx. 3,300 LF
*Existing: 23' wide road
*Proposed: Add median, bike lanes, planter and Sidewalk along project corridor
*Full Depth Pavement Section - 5" HMA, 4" CSTC,  6" CSBC
Wetland work will be included with this construction

Prepared by:  Rory Cameron
Checked by:
Approved by:
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CITY OF BUCKLEY
RYAN ROAD PEDESTRIAN IMPROVEMENTS

ENGINEER'S PRELIMINARY CONTRACT COST ESTIMATE
UPDATED: 4/28/2014

ITEM UNIT
NO. DESCRIPTION PRICE AMOUNT
1. Minor Changes 1 FA $5,000.00 $5,000.00
2. Survey 1 LS $6,000.00 $6,000.00
3. SPCC Plan 1 LS $500.00 $500.00
4. Mobilization, Cleanup, and Demobilization 1 LS $67,000.00 $67,000.00
5. Project Temporary Traffic Control 1 LS $4,000.00 $4,000.00
6. Clearing and Grubbing 1 LS $4,000.00 $4,000.00
7. Removal of Structure and Obstruction 1 LS $2,500.00 $2,500.00
8. Unsuitable Excavation Incl. Haul 50 CY $50.00 $2,500.00
9. Excavation, Backfill, Compaction, and Grading, incl Haul 3,430 CY $30.00 $102,900.00

10. Gravel Borrow, Incl. Haul 530 TN $15.00 $7,950.00
11. Locate Existing Utilities 1 LS $500.00 $500.00
12. Crushed Surfacing Top Course 1,100 TN $40.00 $44,000.00
13. Crushed Surfacing Base Course 1,100 TN $40.00 $44,000.00
14. Commercial HMA 610 TN $130.00 $79,300.00
15. Storm Drainage Pipe, 12" 6,520 LF $65.00 $423,800.00
16. Catch Basin Type 1 44 EA $1,000.00 $44,000.00
17. Catch Basin Type 2, 48" 2 EA $2,500.00 $5,000.00
18. Adjust Valve Box 2 EA $250.00 $500.00
19. Erosion/Water Pollution Control 1 LS $1,500.00 $1,500.00
20. Cement Concrete Traffic Curb and Gutter 6,520 LF $35.00 $228,200.00
21. Cement Concrete Sidewalk 1,070 SY $50.00 $53,500.00
22. Cement Concrete Driveway 436 SY $50.00 $21,800.00
23. Cement Concrete Curb Ramp 2 EA $2,500.00 $5,000.00
24. Plastic Stop Line 0 LF $30.00 $0.00
25. Edge Line 0 LF $1.00 $0.00
26. Permanent Signing 1 LS $5,000.00 $5,000.00
27. Project Documentation 1 LS $500.00 $500.00

Subtotal: $1,158,950.00

Sales Tax at 0% per W.S. Revenue Rule No. 171 $0.00

ESTIMATED CONSTRUCTION COST, SUBTOTAL: $1,158,950.00
20% CONTINGENCY $231,790.00
TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COST $1,390,740.00

Construction Management(15%) $208,700.00
Estimated Design, Environmental Engineering Cost(15%) $208,700.00
TOTAL PROJECT COST $1,808,140.00

Assumptions:
*Length of Project is Approx. 6,420 LF
*Existing: 23' wide road
*Proposed: Add curb gutter and sidewalk to north side of roadway
*Full Depth Pavement Section - 5" HMA, 4" CSTC,  6" CSBC

Prepared by:  Rory Cameron
Checked by:
Approved by:

ESTIMATED
QUANTITY
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CITY OF BUCKLEY
SPIKETON AVENUE PEDESTRIAN IMPROVEMENTS-SIDEWALK

ENGINEER'S PLANNING LEVEL COST ESTIMATE
August 8, 2014

ITEM ESTIMATED UNIT
NO. DESCRIPTION QUANTITY PRICE AMOUNT
1. Mobilization (10%) 1 LS $33,000 $33,000.00
2. Locate Existing Utilities 1 LS $5,000 $5,000.00
3. Removal of Structure and Obstruction 1 LS $25,000 $25,000.00
4. Clearing and Grubbing 1 LS $12,000 $12,000.00
5. Excavation, Backfill, and Compaction for Roadway 1,030 CY $20 $20,600.00
6. Gravel Borrow Incl. Haul 700 TN $20 $14,000.00
7. Catch Basin Type 1 12 EA $1,500 $18,000.00
8. Storm Sewer Pipe 12 In. Diam. (Incl. Bedding) 1,700 LF $35 $59,500.00
9. Storm Detention Facilities 1 LS $34,850 $34,850.00
10. Trench Excavation Safety Systems 1 LS $5,000 $5,000.00
11. Crushed Surfacing Top Course 330 TN $26 $8,580.00
12. Crushed Surfacing Base Course 490 TN $26 $12,740.00
13. HMA 280 TN $100 $28,000.00
14. Fire Hydrant Assembly 1 EA $3,000 $3,000.00
15. Landscaping 1 LS $0 $0.00
16. Temporary Water Pollution/Erosion Control (2%) 1 LS $7,000 $7,000.00
17. Cement Conc. Sidewalk Ramp 0 EA $2,000 $0.00
18. Cement Conc. Traffic Curb & Gutter 1,700 LF $15 $25,500.00
19. Cement Conc. Sidewalk 944 SY $45 $42,500.00
20. Permanent Signing 1 LS $5,000 $5,000.00
21. Illumination System 1 LS $0 $0.00
22. Temporary Traffic Control (2%) 1 LS $7,000 $7,000.00
23. Paint Line 5,100 LF $2 $10,200.00

Subtotal Base Bid $376,470.00

Sales Tax at 0% per W.S. Revenue Rule No. 171 $0.00

Construction Contingencies(20%) $75,300.00

TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COST $451,770.00

Construction Management(15%) $67,800.00
Estimated Design, Environmental Engineering Cost(15%) $67,800.00

TOTAL PROJECT COST $588,000.00

Assumptions:
*Length of Project is Approx. 3,300 LF
*Existing: 23' wide road
*Proposed: Add median, bike lanes, planter and Sidewalk along project corridor
*Full Depth Pavement Section - 5" HMA, 4" CSTC,  6" CSBC
Wetland work will be included with this construction

Prepared by:  Rory Cameron
Checked by:
Approved by:
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Appendix E, 2017
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APPENDrx E 
INSTITUTE OF TRANSPORTATION ENGINEERS (tTE) 

TRIP GENERATION MANUAL, 9TH EDITION 

Unit of Daily Weekday 
Code Descriotion Measure Trips/Unit $/Trip 
PORT AND TERMINAL 
30 Truck Terminal Acres 81.90 

90 Park and Ride Lot with Bus Service Parking Spaces 4.50 

INDUSTRIAL 
110 General Light Industrial 1,000 SF 6.97 

120 General Heavy Industrial Acres 6.75 
130 Industrial Park 1,000 SF 6.83 

140 Manufacturing 1,000 SF 3.82 

150 Warehousing 1,000 SF 3.56 

151 Mini-Warehouse 1.000 SF 2 .50 

152 High-Cube Warehouse 1,000 SF 1.68 

RESIDENTIAL 
210 Single-Family Detached Housing Dwelling Units 9.52 

220 Apartment Dwelling Units 6.65 

221 Low-Rise Apartment Dwelling Units 6.59 

230 Residential Condominium/ Townhouse Dwelling Units 5.81 

240 Mobile Home Park Dwelling Units 4.99 

251 Senior Adult Housing -Detached Dwelling Units 3.68 

252 Senior Adult Housing -Attached Dwelling Units 3.44 

253 Congregate Care Facility Dwelling Units 2.02 

254 Assisted Living Beds 2.74 

255 Continuing Care Retirement Community Dwelling Units 2.40 

LODGING 
310 Hotel Rooms 8.17 

320 Motel Rooms 5.63 

RECREATIONAL 
411 City Park Acres 1.89 

412 County Park Acres 2.28 

413 State Park Acres 0.65 

415 Beach Park Acres 29.81 

417 Regional Park Acres 4.57 

420 Marina Berths 2.96 

430 Golf Course Acres 5.04 

432 Golf Driving Range Positions 13.65 

435 Multi-Purpose Recreational Facility Acres 90.38 

437 Bowling Alley 1,000 SF 33.33 

443 Movie Theater without Matinee 1,000 SF 78.06 

452 Horse Race Track Acres 43.00 
460Arena Acres 33.33 

480 Amusement Park Acres 75.76 

488 Soccer Complex Fields 71.33 

490 Tennis Courts Courts 31.04 

491 RaCQuet / Tennis Club Courts 38.70 

492 Health / Fitness Club 1,000 SF 32.93 
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$/Unit 

$638 $52,252 

$638 $2,871 

$638 $4,447 

$638 $4.307 

$638 $4,358 

$638 $2,431 

$638 $2,271 

$638 $1,595 

$638 $1,072 

$638 $6,074 

$638 $4,243 

$638 $4,204 

$638 $3,707 

$638 $3,184 

$638 $2,348 

$638 $2,195 

$638 $1,289 

$638 $1,748 

$638 $1,531 

$638 $5,212 

$638 $3,592 

$638 $1,206 

$638 $1,455 

$638 $415 

$638 $19,019 

$638 $2,916 

$638 $1.888 

$638 $3,216 

$638 $8,709 

$638 $57,662 

$638 $21,265 

$638 $49,802 

$638 $27,434 

$638 $21,265 

$638 $48,335 

$638 $45,509 

$638 $19,804 

$638 $24,691 

$638 $21,009 
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APPENDIX E 
INSTITUTE OF TRANSPORTATION ENGINEERS (ITE) 

TRIP GENERATION MANUAL, 9TH EDITION 

Unit of Daily Weekday 
Code Descriotion Measure Trips/Unit $/Trip 
493 Athletic Club 1,000 SF 43.00 

495 Recreational Community Center 1,000 SF 33.82 

INSTITUTIONAL 
520 Elementary School 1,000 SF 15.43 

522 Middle School/ Junior High School 1,000 SF 13.78 
530 High School 1,000 SF 12.89 
536 Private School (K-12) Students 2.48 
540 Junior/ Community College 1.000 SF 27.49 

560 Church 1,000 SF 9.11 

565 Daycare Center 1,000 SF 74.06 
566 Cemetery Acres 4.73 

590 Library 1,000 SF 56.24 

591 Lodge I Fraternal Organization Members 0 .29 

MEDICAL 
610 Hospital 1,000 SF 6.95 
620 Nursing Home 1,000 SF 7.60 
630 Clinic 1,000 SF 8.01 

OFFICE 
710 General Office Building 1,000 SF 11.03 

714 Corporate Headquarters Building 1,000 SF 798 

715 Single Tenant Office Building 1,000 SF 11.65 

720 Medical-Dental Office Building 1,000 SF 36.13 

730 Government Office Building 1,000 SF 68.93 
732 United States Post Office 1,000 SF 108.19 

733 Government Office Complex 1.000 SF 27.92 
750 Office Park 1,000 SF 0.76 

760 Research and Development Center 1,000 SF 8.11 

770 Business Park 1,000 SF 12.44 

RETAIL 
812 Building Materials and Lumber Store 1,000 SF 45.16 

813 Free-Standing Discount Superstore 1,000 SF 50.75 

814 Variety Store 1,000 SF 64.03 

815 Free Standing Discount Store 1,000 SF 57.24 

816 Hardware I Paint Store 1,000 SF 51 29 

817 Nursery (Garden Center) 1,000 SF 68.10 

818 Nursery (Wholesale) 1,000 SF 39.00 
820 Shopping Center 1,000 SF 42.70 

823 Factory Outlet Center 1,000 SF 26.59 
826 Specialty Retail Center 1,000 SF 44.32 

841 New Car Sales 1,000 SF 32.30 

843 Automobile Parts Sales 1,000 SF 61.91 
848 Tire Store 1,000 SF - 24.87 

850 Supermarket 1,000 SF 102.24 

851 Convenience Market (Open 24 Hours) 1,000 SF 737.99 
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$/Unit 

$638 $27,434 

$638 $21,577 

$638 $9,844 

$638 $8,792 

$638 $8,224 

$638 $1,582 

$638 $17,539 

$638 $5,812 

$638 $47,250 

$638 $3,01 8 

$638 $35,881 

$638 $185 

$638 $4,434 

$638 $4,849 

$638 $5.110 

$638 $7,037 

$638 $5,091 

$636 $7,433 

$638 $23,051 

$638 $43,977 

$638 $69,025 

$638 $17,813 

$638 $485 

$638 $5,174 

$638 $7,937 

$638 $28,812 

$638 $32,379 

$638 $40,851 

$638 $36,519 

$638 $32,723 

$638 $43,448 

$638 $24,882 

$638 $27,243 

$638 $16,964 

$638 $28,276 

$638 $20.607 

$638 $39,499 

$638 $15,867 

$638 $65,229 

$638 $470,838 
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APPENDIX E 
INSTITUTE OF TRANSPORTATION ENGINEERS (ITE) 

TRIP GENERATION MANUAL, 9TH EDITION 

Unit of Daily Weekday 
Code Descriotion Measure Trios/Unit $/Trip 
853 Convenience Market with Gasoline Pumps 1,000 SF 845.60 
854 Discount Supermarket 1,000 SF 90.86 
857 Discount Club 1,000 SF 41.80 
860 Wholesale Market 1,000 SF 6.73 
862 Home Improvement Superstore 1.000 SF 30.74 
863 Electronics Superstore 1,000 SF 45.04 
875 Department Store 1,000 SF 22.88 
876 Apparel Store 1,000 SF 66.40 

879 Arts and Craft Store 1,000 SF 56.55 
880 Pharmacy/ Drugstore without Drive-Through Window 1,000 SF 90.06 
881 Pharmacy/ Drugstore with Drive-Through Window 1,000 SF 96.91 
890 Furniture Store 1,000 SF 5.06 

SERVICES 

912 Drive-In Bank 1,000 SF 148 15 
931 Quality Restaurant 1,000 SF 89 95 
932 High-Turnover (Sit-Down) Restaurant 1,000 SF 127.15 
933 Fast Food Restaurant without Drive-Through Window 1,000 SF 716 00 
934 Fast Food Restaurant with Drive-Through Window 1,000 SF 496.12 
937 Coffee/ Donut Shop with Drive-Through Window 1,000 SF 818.58 
938 Coffee I Donut Shop with Drive-Through Window and 

1,000 SF 1,800.00 No Indoor Seatina 

941 Quick Lubrication Vehicle Shop Service Bays 40.00 
944 Gasoline / Service Station Fueling Positions 168.56 

945 Gasoline / Service Station with Convenience Market Fueling Positions 162.78 
946 Gasolfne / Service Station with Convenience Market 

Fueling Positions 152.84 and Car Wash 

947 Self Service Car Wash Stalls 108.00 
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$/Unit 
$638 $539,493 

$638 $57,969 

$638 $26,668 

$638 $4,294 

$638 $19,61 2 

$638 $28,736 

$638 $14,597 

$638 $42,363 

$638 $36,079 

$638 $57,458 

$638 $61,829 

$638 $3,228 

$638 $94,520 

$638 $57,388 

$638 $81.122 

$638 $456,808 

$638 $316,525 

$638 $522,254 

$638 $1,148,400 

$638 $25,520 

$638 $107,541 

$638 $103,854 

$638 $97,512 

$638 $68,904 
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Appendix G, Future Walkway Plan
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... 

Legend 
City Park or recreation area 
Existing and proposed 

trails (including safe routes) - - • 
Proposed shoreline trail .. ••• • • • ••• •••• • 
See enlarged area _. • •• • ...... ' 



Appendix G, Walkway closeup
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Eagle's area: Use right-of­
way to the north to cross to 
Rose's to the east. 

Rose's IGA: continue path 
from Eagle's area to." flag­

pole" of the flag lot. 
Connect to sidewalk to 
north and to south. The 

sidewalk should continue 
along 410 and Jefferson. 

A stretch of land between 
the north corner of the IGA 

building and Naches is 
about 15 feet wide and 

could be used for a 
walkway. 



Appendix G, Walkway Closeup
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I 

The walkway could be on 
the highway and connect 
with a swath of land 
northwest of the nursery to 
Wheeler Way. From there, 
pedestrians could use the 
cross walk to the youth 
center. 

The trail plan should show 
the walkway and foothills The whited-out areas are not part of phase 2 at this time: 
trail as they will be after 
phase 2, at the light. 

Blue: phase 2 
Purple: completed phase l 



CITY COUNCIL 
AGENDA BILL 

City of Buckley 
PO Box 1960 

Buckley, WA  98321 
ITEM INFORMATION 

SUBJECT: Agenda Date:        January 9, 2018       AB18-002 

Agreement - TSA Between Buckley 
& Carbonado for WWTP Lab 
Services 

Department/Committee/Individual Created Reviewed 
Mayor Pat Johnson X 
City Administrator – Dave Schmidt X X 
City Attorney  – Phil Olbrechts X 
City Engineer – Dominic Miller 
City Clerk – Joanne Starr X 
Finance Dept  – Sheila Bazzar 
Building Official – Mike Deadmond 
Fire Dept – Chief Predmore 

Cost Impact:  N/A Parks & Rec Dept – Julie Bevaart 
Fund Source:  N/A Planning Dept – Kathy Thompson 
Timeline:  N/A Police Dept – Chief Arsanto 

Municipal Court – Jessica Cash 
PW/Utilities – Chris Banks X 

Attachments: Agreement 

SUMMARY STATEMENT: The City of Buckley WWTP staff previously provided laboratory testing 
services to the Town of Carbonado for many years. This service had been provided through verbal 
agreement and the City billed Carbonado on a monthly basis for the services performed. In 2016 
Carbonado changed practices and began to use Wilkeson for testing. They have since terminated this 
relationship and have requested that Buckley once again perform this service. In order to memorialize 
this relationship we are presenting a formal Agreement for consideration. 

The WWTP Supervisor has carefully considered the City’s cost to perform these services and staff has 
included a 5% administrative overhead charge for costs, which are all reflected in the draft being 
presented for consideration.  

Staff is requesting and recommending that Council approve this Agreement. 

COMMITTEE REVIEW AND RECOMMENDATION: None 
RECOMMENDED ACTION:   MOVE to Approve the Technical Services Agreement 
Between Buckley & Carbonado for WWTP Lab Services.

RECORD OF COUNCIL ACTION 
Meeting Date Action Vote 
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TECHNICAL SERVICE AGREEMENT 

 
Between: City of Buckley and Town of Carbonado 
For: Lab Testing Services 

I. PURPOSE 

This Agreement is made and entered into by City of Buckley, Washington ("City of Buckley"), by 
and through its Wastewater Treatment Section of the Public Works Department (“WWPW”) and 
Town of Carbonado (the “Service Recipient”) collectively referred to as the "Parties." This 
Agreement provides the terms under which the City of Buckley will perform work for the Service 
Recipient as summarized  in II A. below, and as more particularly described in  the Scope of Work in 
Exhibit One, attached to this Agreement and incorporated herein and made a part hereof. 

I. TERMS 
A. Description of service provided by the City of Buckley 

Provide laboratory testing services as described in Exhibit One. 

B. Administration 

1. Each Party shall appoint a representative to manage the Project.  The name of each 
representative is provided in Exhibit One of this Agreement.  

2. In the event that a dispute arises under this Agreement, it shall be referred for resolution to 
the Buckley City Administrator, or other representative as designated by the City, and a staff 
person designated by the Service Recipient signatory to this Agreement.  This provision shall 
not be construed as prohibiting either Party from seeking enforcement of the terms of this 
Agreement, or relief or remedy from a breach of the terms of this Agreement, in law or in 
equity. 

C. Responsibilities 

1. The City of Buckley shall perform the work described in the Scope of Work in Exhibit One. 

2. The Service Recipient shall pay for the work described in Exhibit One and make payments in 
accordance with the terms of Section D. below. 

D. Billing and Payment 

1. The Service Recipient shall pay the City of Buckley up to the amount stated in Section C.2. 
above for actual costs incurred to perform work as described in Exhibit One. 

2. The City of Buckley shall include the charges billed to the Service Recipient on an itemized 
invoice and provide the invoice to the Service Recipient. 

3. The Service Recipient will make payment to the City of Buckley for invoiced amounts within 
sixty (60) days. 

4. The Parties represent that funds for service provision under this Agreement have been 
appropriated and are available. To the extent that such service provision requires future 
appropriations beyond current appropriation authority, each of the Parties’ obligations are 
contingent upon the appropriation of sufficient funds by that Party’s legislative authority to 
complete the activities described herein. If no such appropriation is made for either Party, this 
Agreement will terminate at the close of the appropriation year for which the last 
appropriation that funds these activities was made.  
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E. Effectiveness and Duration 

1. This Agreement is effective upon signature by both Parties and shall remain in effect until 
December 31, 2018, unless terminated as set forth in Section H. of this Agreement. 

2. This Agreement may be amended, altered, clarified, or extended only by the written 
agreement of the Parties hereto.   

3. This Agreement is not assignable by either Party, either in whole or in part. 

4. This Agreement is a complete expression of the intent of the Parties and any oral or written 
representations or understandings not incorporated herein are excluded.  The Parties 
recognize that time is of the essence in the performance of the provisions of this Agreement.  
Waiver of any default shall not be deemed to be waiver of any subsequent default.  Waiver of 
breach of any provision of this Agreement shall not be deemed to be a waiver of any other or 
subsequent breach and shall not be construed to be a modification of the terms of the 
Agreement unless stated to be such through written approval by the Parties which shall be 
attached to the original Agreement.   

F. Indemnification  

To the maximum extent allowable by law, the Service Recipient shall protect, defend, indemnify, 
and save harmless the City of Buckley, its officers, officials, employees, and agents, while acting 
within the scope of their employment, from any and all costs, claims, judgments, penalties, and/or 
awards of damages, arising out of or in any way resulting from the Service Recipient’s own 
negligent acts or omissions in performing its obligations pursuant to this Agreement.  To the 
maximum extent allowable by law, the City of Buckley shall protect, defend, indemnify, and save 
harmless the Service Recipient, its officers, officials, employees, and agents, while acting within 
the scope of their employment, from any and all costs, claims, judgments, penalties, and/or 
awards of damages, arising out of or in any way resulting from the City of Buckley’s own 
negligent acts or omissions in performing its obligations pursuant to this Agreement.  Each Party 
agrees that its obligations under this subparagraph extend to any claim, demand, and/or cause of 
action brought by, or on behalf of, any of its employees or agents.  For this purpose, each Party, 
by mutual negotiation, hereby waives, with respect to the other Party only, any immunity that 
would otherwise be available against such claims under the Industrial Insurance provisions of 
Title 51 RCW.  In the event that a Party incurs any judgment, award, and/or cost arising 
therefrom, including attorneys’ fees, to enforce the provisions of this Article, all such fees, 
expenses, and costs shall be recoverable from the responsible Party to the extent of that Party’s 
culpability.  The indemnifications provided for in this Section F. shall survive the termination of 
this Agreement. 

G. Reporting obligation 

Should the City of Buckley perform laboratory testing under this Agreement, its sole reporting 
obligations under the terms of this Agreement are to provide the results of the laboratory 
analytical services to the Service Recipient.  The Parties agree that the City of Buckley's reporting 
obligations do not extend to any third party, including any regulatory agency that may seek to 
obtain or require the results of laboratory analyses.  The Parties further agree that any reporting 
obligations that may exist with regard to third parties, including regulatory agencies, shall remain 
solely the responsibility of the Service Recipient.  The City of Buckley shall have no liability for 
any failure to meet any existing reporting requirements and the Service Recipient agrees to 
defend, indemnify and hold harmless the City of Buckley for any damages, suits or claims by 
third parties related to the failure to report the results of the laboratory analyses. 
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H. Termination

Either Party may terminate this Agreement upon thirty (30) days prior written notice to the other
party.  If this Agreement is so terminated, the parties shall be liable only for performance
rendered or costs incurred in accordance with the terms of this Agreement prior to the effective
date of termination.

I. Counterparts

This Agreement may be executed in counterparts.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Parties hereto have executed this agreement on this  _____ day of 

_________________, 201__. 

Town of Carbonado            City of Buckley 

By:   Dave Schmidt, City Administrator 

ATTEST/AUTHENTICATED ATTEST/AUTHENTICATED 

By:   Joanne Star, City Clerk  

APPROVED AS TO FORM APPROVED AS TO FORM 

Carbonado City Attorney Buckley City Attorney 
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EXHIBIT ONE 
SCOPE OF WORK & BUDGET 

 
 
Project Purpose/Description 
 
Laboratory analysis of influent and effluent samples related to NPDES permit compliance 
testing.  Testing methods must comply with current NPDES requirements. 
 
Service Contacts for this project 

• For City of Buckley:  Jim Doty 
• For the Service Recipient: Steven Osborn? 

 
Scope of Work 
TASK TITLE DESCRIPTION PRODUCT TO BE 

DELIVERED DATE OF COMPLETION  COST 

Influent and 
Effluent 
Weekly 
testing 

Weekly and Bi-weekly testing of Influent 
and Effluent samples for the following 
parameters only: Fecal Coliform, Total 
Ammonia, Total Suspended Solids (TSS), 
Biochemical Oxygen Demand (BOD) 

Lab Analysis 
Report 

Report to be sent to 
recipient as soon as 
practical following the 
end of the month. 

$229.09 /wk 
including 
Admin Fee 

 
 The City of Buckley will ensure testing is performed by a laboratory having Washington State 

Environmental Laboratory Accreditation. 
 The City of Buckley will provide field sheets. 
 Town of Carbonado staff will collect, package and ship or transport the sample(s), using appropriate 

collection, chain of custody documentation and shipping techniques.  All sampling events will be 
conducted on mutually agreed upon dates. 

 Analysis results will be available within 30 days of receipt of the sample by the City of Buckley 
Environmental Laboratory. 

 The Environmental Laboratory will prepare a Lab Analysis Report consisting of a Comprehensive 
Data Report (standard laboratory format) available as hardcopy and / or PDF file; a cover letter 
describing analytical anomalies if any occurred; and copies of associated laboratory QC data.   

 
Budget Estimate 
Total estimated cost(s) for above task(s) is/ are as outlined below.  City of Carbonado will be billed on 
actual costs to perform tasks, not to exceed the budget amount in the Grand Total box for the cost(s) 
described in the budget table below. 
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Budget Estimate Table 

• For the purposes of this agreement, TSS tests run on both Influent and Effluent Samples collected on the same date, shall count
for billing purposes as one test.

• For the purposes of this agreement, BOD tests run on both Influent and Effluent Samples collected on the same date, shall count
for billing purposes as one test.

• For the purposes of this agreement, Total cost for the Ammonia test was halved due to the fact that the test is performed bi-
weekly.

Method Sample Frequency Labor Supplies Labor Total 
(Hours) 

 
Fecal Coliform 

SM 9222 D (m-FC)-
97 Effluent Composite Weekly 1 $9.51 $58.03 $67.54 

Total Ammonia 
SM 4500-NH3 F-97 
(*1) Effluent Grab Bi-Weekly 0.5 $7.30 $29.02 $18.16 

Total Suspended 
Solids SM 2540 D-97 Influent and Effluent Composite Weekly 1 $11.01 $58.03 $69.04 
BOD Test SM 5210 B-01 Influent and Effluent Composite Weekly 1 $5.41 $58.03 $63.44 

(*1 ) Hach TNT 830 
Subtotal Weekly $218.18 
Administration Fee 5% of Weekly Total Weekly $10.91 
Total Weekly $229.09 

Average Per Month Cost $991.96 
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City Council 

December 12, 2017 

Mayor Johnson called the regularly scheduled meeting to order at 7:00 PM. 

Upon roll call the following members were present:  Sundstrom, S. Burkett, Rose, Tremblay, 
Leggett, B. Burkett and Boyle Barrett.  Also in attendance were City Administrator Schmidt, 
Chief of Police Arsanto, Assistant Chief of Police Northam, Fire Chief Predmore, City Clerk 
Starr, Finance Director Bazzar, Public Works Utility Superintendent Banks, Judge Tedrick, City 
Planner Thompson, Assistant City Planner Wallgren, Court Administrator Cash, Court Clerk 
Brinkman, numerous fire fighters and Santa Claus. 

City Administrator Schmidt stated that there is an amended agenda for tonight.  Council 
member Boyle Barrett moved to accept the agenda as presented.  Council member Rose 
seconded the motion.  Motion carried. 

CITIZEN PARTICIPATION 

There were no speakers. 

STAFF REPORTS 

Judge Marjorie Tedrick addressed the Council, following which she conducted the swearing in 
of our new Municipal Court Judge, Robert C. Freeby. 

Fire Chief Predmore announced the swearing in of two new fire fighters and six new 
lieutenants.  Mayor Johnson conducted the swearing in, and family members and friends 
pinned the lieutenants and presented them with their helmets. 

MAIN AGENDA 

Public Hearing:  Plat Amendment – Perkins Prairie: 

Mayor Johnson recessed the City Council Meeting and opened the Public Hearing at 7:31 
PM.  Assistant City Planner Wallgren provided a brief review of the plat amendment. 

Jay Fox, 1475 Couls Ave., Buckley: I am directly across from the Tract B. With them wanting to 
use Elk Heights as a playground with Ryan Road being the traffic road, I do think that the 
homeowner’s association should take this over. But, the development plan really wasn’t 
developed for as many kids, if you take the average homes that are going to be in there as 200.  
So, I come here because I got this hearing notice, and I’ve been working with the HOA, and 
trying to get more area for a playground.  They are proposing 4,000 sf, which is nothing; we’re 
asking for 43,000 sf, a whole acre; somewhere for the kids to throw a ball, or play basketball, or 
throw a baseball that isn’t going to break a window, and they have nowhere in this 
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neighborhood to do that.  So, there is more that needs to be done in the planning process at 
Perkins Prairie. 

Ron Smith, 481 Mt. Circle, Buckley: I rise in support of this gentleman’s statement about an 
area for kids to be able to play.  As a veteran law enforcement officer, the last thing I want to see 
is children crossing from the north side of Ryan Road to the south side of Ryan Road to go to 
the Elk Heights playground.  I don’t know what size of a park should be developed, but I don’t 
think here in Buckley, having been around here a long time, we have established parks and we 
begin to sprawl out, and when families have children we need to take into account where those 
children are going to play, and where they are going to be safe.  That is the very first thing that 
his community should be doing is making sure our children are safe.  So, I support what the 
gentleman mentioned.  

Mayor Johnson closed the Public Hearing and reconvened the City Council Meeting at 7:43 
PM. 

Consideration of Perkins Prairie Plat Amendment: 

Council member Boyle Barrett moved to approve the Perkins Prairie plat alteration to add 
Tract B to the plat to accommodate the park.  Council member Sundstrom seconded the 
motion.  Motion carried. 

ORD No. 25-17:  Adopting Transportation Element of Comprehensive Plan: 

Council member Boyle Barrett moved to approve Ordinance No. 25-17 adopting 
Comprehensive Plan Element 5 – Transportation.  Council member Tremblay seconded the 
motion.  After a roll call vote, the motion carried 6/1. 

ORD No. 26-17: Amending the 2017 Budget: 

Council member Boyle Barrett moved to approve Ordinance No. 26-17 amending the 2017 
Budget.  Council member Leggett seconded the motion.  After a roll call vote, the motion 
carried 7/0. 

ORD No. 27-17: Authorizing the Transfer of Natural Gas Utility Surplus Funds: 

Council member Boyle Barrett moved to approve Ordinance No. 27-17 authorizing the 
transfer of Natural Gas Utility Surplus Funds.  Council member Rose seconded the motion.  
After a roll call vote, the motion carried 6/1. 

RES No. 17-09: Amending the Personnel Policy – Revision #17: 

Council member Boyle Barrett moved to approve Resolution No. 17-09 amending City 
Personnel Policy & Procedures Manual – Revision #17.  Council member Leggett seconded 
the motion.  Motion carried 6/1. 
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Scope of Work – Design Engineering - River Ave. Reconstruction Project – w/Supplement #1: 

Council member Boyle Barrett moved to approve the Consultant Agreement Supplement #1 
for Design Engineering for River Avenue Reconstruction Project for a total cost of $117,040. 
Council member Tremblay seconded the motion.  Motion carried. 

Contract – Addendum #1 – City & Foothills Historical Society – Museum Services: 

Council member Tremblay moved to approve Addendum #1 to the Contract between the City 
& Foothills Historical Society for Museum Services.  Council member Rose seconded the 
motion. Motion carried. 

TIB Grant Agreement – Mundy Loss Road: 

Council member Boyle Barrett moved to approve TIB Grant Funding Agreement for 
reconstruction of Mundy Loss Road.  Council member Rose seconded the motion.  Motion 
carried. 

Cancellation of December 26, 2017 Council Meeting: 

Council member Rose moved to cancel the December 26, 2017 City Council Meeting.  Council 
member B. Burkett seconded the motion.  Motion carried. 

Agreement – PSE Utility Underground Conversion Design – River Avenue: 

Council member Boyle Barrett moved to approve the Agreement between the City and PSE 
for Utility Underground Conversion Design for the River Avenue Project.  Council member 
S. Burkett seconded the motion.  Motion carried.

Agreement – Emergency Medical Services with AMR: 

Council member Boyle Barrett moved to approve the Emergency Medical Services 
Agreement between the City of Buckley and American Medical Response.  Council member 
Leggett seconded the motion.  Motion carried. 

CONSENT AGENDA 

Council member Boyle Barrett moved to approve the Consent Agenda.  Council member 
Leggett seconded the motion. 

Approve the Minutes of November 28, 2017 City Council Meeting 

Claim check numbers 57693 through 57810, in the amount of $290,787.81, for the 
period of November 29, 2017 through December 12, 2017; Payroll check numbers 
36807 through 36935, in the amount of $146,186.86 and ACH payroll in the 
amount of $297,121.93 for the month of November, 2017; and Treasurer check 
numbers 12021 through 12033, in the amount of $3,279.95 and ACH payments in 
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the amount of $14,321.33 for the month of November, 2017 are hereby approved 
and ordered paid this 12th day of December, 2017. 

COMMITTEE REPORTS 

Mayor’s Report:  Mayor Johnson stated that the trail from South Prairie to Buckley is open.  She 
saw a group of three cyclists come through on Saturday, so slowly we will see more and more 
traffic.  Also, normally tonight we would be giving out plaques to our outgoing Council 
members, but unfortunately they are not here yet.  They will be coming and we will be 
distributing them.  It is a plaque that thanks you for your service to the community and the 
dates that you were on the Council.  Mayor Johnson said we have a Study Session on January 
2nd, and we never have good attendance the day after a holiday, and we don’t have the 
committees put together yet, so my recommendation to the Council is that we not hold this 
Study Session on January 2nd.  Council member Tremblay moved to cancel January 2nd.  
Council member S. Burkett seconded the motion.  Motion carried. 

Administration, Finance & Public Safety:  Council member Rose stated that she passed out 
minutes and she thinks we covered almost everything on them, with the exception of just some 
comments from different departments.  The work is almost complete on the Police Department 
center office, and training for the 911 Enforcer System has been very useful.  The Fire 
Department has had 1,350 calls as of December 5th compared to 1,200 for the entire year in 2016. 
Our IT Tech is going to be involved for about a month installing the Enforcer System.   

Mayor Johnson stated that IT Manager Frazier mentioned bringing on an intern, and he is now 
here.  This will be a big help for him.  Mayor Johnson also stated that on Tuesday the 19th we 
will have our annual staff Christmas Party, and the Council is invited to attend.  This will be at 
noon at the Fire Station.  Mayor Johnson said that she does the food and the cost is $5 per 
person. 

Transportation & Utilities:  Council member Tremblay said since we did not meet last month, 
we will meet this month.  He understands that the City Administrator will not be there, but he 
is hoping that Public Works Utility Superintendent Banks can give us an update on what’s 
going on around town, and it will give Council member Sundstrom the opportunity to leave us 
with some words of wisdom.  So, we will meet on the 19th at 7 PM. City Administrator Schmidt 
stated that he does have some information and Public Works Utility Superintendent Banks will 
be there to pass it on to the Committee.  Council member Tremblay expressed his appreciation 
for and thanked Council members Boyle Barrett, Rose and Sundstrom for their work. 

Community Services:  Council member Rose said they will meet on December 21st at 4 PM at 
the Multipurpose Center. 

Council Member Comments & Good of the Order:  Outgoing Council members Sundstrom, 
Boyle Barrett and Rose each shared parting words with the Council and bid their farewells. 

Council member Rose moved to adjourn.  Council member S. Burkett seconded the motion. 
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With nothing further to come before the Council, the meeting was adjourned at 8:27 PM. 

____________________________________ ____________________________________ 

Mayor  City Administrator 
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