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1.0 Introduction

1.1 Study Background and Purpose

The purpose othis technical report is to document significant traffic impacts on regional
arterials located in adjacent incorporated city jurisdictions, as a result of the County of San Diego
General Plan Update.

The County of San Diego General Plan Update is a +yedr project which began in August

1998 (referred to as General Plan 2020). The current General Plan for the unincorporated
County has not been comprehensively updated since 1979 and has been the subject of substantial
modifications over the years. Dnug this period, considerable growth and change has taken
place, leading to the incorporation of a number of cities and to annexation of lands on the
periphery of the unincorporated area.

County staff has met with community groups and residents numgnoess in preparation of the
land use and roadway network alternatives which have been the focus of evaluation under the
County of San Diego General Plan Update.

1.2 Project Study Area and Scenarios

In response to the County of San Diego Notice of PreparéhOP) for the Draft EIR of the
County of San Diego General Plan Update and the letter (dated July 25, 2008) requesting input
from each city jurisdiction, the following incorporated jurisdictions identified roadway segments
of concern for possible traéfimpacts related to the County of San Diego General Plan Update:

e Carlsbad e Lemon Grove
e Chula Vista e Poway

e ElCajon e San Marcos

e Encinitas e Santee

e Escondido e Solana Beach
e La Mesa e Vista

In addition to the roadway segments identified by the above jurisaéctionumber of additional
regional arterial facilities were selected for analysis in this study to ensure a comprehensive
countywide assessment. The list of regional arterials was compiled from the 2007 Regional
Transportation Plan (RTP), and thenmefi based upon location and connectivity to the roadway
network within the unincorporated County.

Forecast traffic and resulting Level of Service (LOS) on the identified key roadway segments
were analyzed and compared under each of the following thredgfative conditions:

e Existing Conditions Base Year 2007 This alternative includes existing traffic volumes on
the respective roadway segments in the various jurisdictions as currently constructed.

e County of San Diego General Plan Update (Reféviap - Proposed Project) The Referral
Map was endorsed as the proposed project by the Board of Supervisors during the land use
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mapping phase of the County of San Diego General Plan Update process. This scenario
includes land uses and roadway netwonksistent with the Referral Map from the County of
San Diego General Plan Update.

County of San Diego Existing General Plan (No Projedthis scenario includes land uses

and roadway network consistent with the buildout of the current County of San Diego
General Plan.

1.3 Report Organization

Following this Introduction chapter, this report is organized into the following sections:

2.0

3.0

4.0

5.0

6.0

Approach and Methodology This chapter describes the methodologies and standards
utilized to analyze roadway traffic coions in the various jurisdictions.

Existing Conditionsi This chapter provides results of the analysis of existing traffic
conditions for the identified key roadway segments in the incorporated jurisdictions.

Future Traffic Conditions This chater describes future year buildout traffic conditions
on the identified key roadway segments under both the County of San Diego Existing
General Plan and the County of San Diego General Plan Update (Proposed Project).

Comparison AssessmentsThis chaper provides a comparison of traffic operations
under the three analysis scenarios and identifies significant impacts on the key roadway
segments within the adjacent incorporated jurisdictions that may be affected by the
proposed County of San Diego Gendtan Update.

Summary of Findings This chapter summarizes the identified traffic impacts on
roadway segments within the adjacent incorporated jurisdictions associated with the
County of San Diego General Plan Update.
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2.0 Approach and Methodology

2.1 Analysis Methodology

Detailed information on the roadway segment analysis methodologies, standards, and thresholds
are discussed in the following section.

2.1.1 Level of Service Definitions

The concept of LOS is defined as a qualitative measure descopargtional conditions within

a traffic stream, and the motoristdos and/ or
definition generally describes these conditions in terms of such factors as speed, travel time,
freedom to maneuver, comfort, convenien@and safety. Table 2.1 describes generalized
definitions of LOS in transportation systems.

TABLE 2.1
LEVEL OF SERVICE DEFINITIONS

LOS Category Definition of Operation

This LOS represents a completefffofieeondition, where the operationidéwvés virtual
A unaffected by the presence of other vehicles and only constrained by the geometri
highway and by driver preferences.

This LOS represents a relativelfyoineeondition, although the presence of other vehicleg
B noticeable. Average travel speeds are the same as in LOS A, but drivers have slig
to maneuver.

At this LOS the influence of traffic density on operations becomes marked. The ab
within the traffic stream is cldfebtead by other vehicles.

At this LOS, the ability to maneuver is notably restricted due to traffic congestion,
disruptions can be absorbed without extensive queues forming and the service deteri

This LOS represents operatibrar near capacity. LOS E is an unstable level, with
E operating with minimum spacing for maintaining uniform flow. At LOS E, disrupti
dissipated readily thus causing deterioration down to LOS F.

At this LOS, forced or breakdbtraffic flow occurs, although operations appear to be 3
F gueues form behind these breakdowns. Operations within queues are highly unstak
experiencing brief periods of movement followed by stoppages.

Source: Highway Capadityudl 2000

2.1.2 Roadway Segment Level of Service Standards and Thresholds

Roadway segment LOS standards and thresholds provide the basis for analysis of arterial
roadway segment performance. The analysis of roadway segment LOS was based on the
functiond classification of the roadway, the maximum capacity, roadway geometrics, and
existing or forecast Average Daily Traffic (ADT) volumes.

Methodologies for ascertaining roadway LOS vary amongst the jurisdictions. The cities of
Carlsbad, Del Mar, El Cajp La Mesa, Lemon Grove, National City, Poway, San Diego, Santee,
and Solana Beach utilize the roadway segment LOS standards and thresholds from the
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SANTEC/ITE guidelines, as displayed rable 2.2, for classification of Circulation Element
roadways and dermination of roadway LOS.

TABLE 2.2
SANTEC/ITE GUIDELINES
CIRCULATION ELEMENT ROADWAY CLASSIFICATIONS

CAPACITY AND LEVEL OF SERVICE STANDARDS

: e LOS (in ADT)
Roadway Functional Classificatio
A B C D E

Expressway-{@&ne) < 30,000 < 42,000 < 60,000 <70,000 < 80,000
Prime Arteriatighe) < 25,000 < 35,000 < 50,000 < 55,000 | <60,000
Major Arteriatigne, divided) < 20,000 < 28,000 < 40,000 < 45,000 | <50,000
Major Arteriatighe, divided) < 15,000 < 21,000 < 30,000 < 35,000 | <40,000
Secondaryrierial / Collectoréhe w/ < 10,000 < 14,000 < 20,000 <25,000 | < 30,000
center lane)
Collector {&ne w/o center lane)
Collector fane w/ continuous-teft < 5,000 < 7,000 <10,000 | <13,000 | <15,000
lane)
Collector {ane no fronting peoty) < 4,000 < 5,500 < 7,500 < 9,000 < 10,000
Collector {ane w/ commercial frontin

— < 2,500 < 3,500 < 5,000 < 6,500 < 8,000
Collector {ane muifamily)
SubCollector {ane singiamily) - - < 2,200 - -

Source: SANTEC/ITE Guidelin@safific Impact Studies (TIS)
Note: Bold numbers indicate the ADT thresholds for acceptable LOS.

Tables 2.3 through 2.8display the roadway segment LOS standards and thresholds for the
remaining jurisdictions including Chula Vista, Encinitas, Escondi@ceanside, San Marcos,
and Vista, as defined by each of the respective cities.
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TABLE 2.3
CITY OF CHULA VISTA
CIRCULATION ELEMENT ROADWAY CLASSIFICATIONS
CAPACITY AND LEVEL OF SERVICE STANDARDS

LOS (in ADT)

Roadway Functional

Classification A B C D E
Expressway (7 cla@e) < 52,500 < 61,300 < 70,000 < 78,800 < 87,500
Prime ArteriaHge) < 37,500 < 43,800 < 50,000 < 56,300 < 62,500
Major Street-(&ne) < 30,000 < 35,000 < 40,000 < 45,000 < 50,000
Major Street-{@ne) < 22,500 < 26,300 < 30000 < 33,800 < 37,500
Town Center Arterial < 37,500 < 43,800 < 50,000 < 56,300 < 62,500
Class | Collectodghe) < 16,500 < 19,300 < 22,000 < 24,800 < 27,500
Class Il Collecto#gBe) < 9,000 < 10,500 < 12,000 < 13,500 < 15,000
Class Ill Collec{@iane) < 5,600 < 6,600 < 7,500 < 8,400 < 9,400

Source: City of Chula Vista
Note: Bold numbers indicate the ADT thresholds for acceptable LOS.

TABLE 2.4
CITY OF ENCINITAS
CIRCULATION ELEMENT ROADWAY CLASSIFICATIONS
CAPACITY AND LEVEL OF SERVICE SRBNDA

Roadway Functional Classification

LOS (in ADT)

A-C D E
Prime ArteriaH@he) < 46,000 < 51,200 < 57,000
Prime Arteriatighe) Augmented < 53,000 < 60,000 < 66,000
Major Roadwayléhe) < 28,200 < 31,600 < 35,200
Major Roadwayléhe) Augmented < 36,300 < 41,000 < 45,400
Collector Roadwaygde) < 26,000 < 29,200 < 32,400
Local Roadwayléhe) < 11,200 < 12,600 < 14,000
Local Roadwayléhe) Augmented < 16,000 < 18,000 < 20,000

Source: City of Encinitas
Note: Bold numbersdaté the ADT thresholds for acceptable LOS.
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TABLE 2.5
CITY OF ESCONDIDO
CIRCULATION ELEMENT ROADWAY CLASSIFICATIONS
CAPACITY AND LEVEL OF SERVICE STANDARDS

Roadway Functional Classificatiot LOS (in ADT)
B C Mid D D E
Prime Arteriaki(@ne, nparking) < 15,000 | < 30,000 <42,000| <46,500f <51,000| < 60,000
Prime ArteriaH(@ne, no parking) <17,500| <35,000f <49,000| <54,250| <59,500{ < 70,000
Major Road-{4ne, no parking) <14,800| < 24,700 <29,600| < 31,500 < 33,400/ < 37,000
Major Road-{@ne, no parking) <12,500| < 25,000/ <35,000| < 38,750 <42,500| < 50,000
Collector {4ane, no parking) <13,700| <22,800| <27,400| <29,100| <30,800{ < 34,200
Collector {Bane, w/ parking) <5,500 | <10,000| <14,000| <15,500{ <17,000, < 20,000
Local Collgar (2 Lane, no parking) < 4,000 <7500 | <10,000f <11,250| <12,500| < 15,000
Rural Collectorl(@ne, w/ parking) < 2,500 <5000| <7,000| <7,750| <8,500| <10,000

Note: Bold numbers indicate the ADT thresholds for ac&ptable LO

CIRCULATION ELEMENT ROADWAY CLASSIFICATIONS

TABLE 2.6

CITY OF OCEANSIDE

Source: City of Escondido

CAPACITY AND LEVEL OF SERVICE STANDARDS

Functional Classification LOS (in ADT)
A B C D E
Prime ArteriaHge) < 36,000 < 42,000 <48,000 | <54,000 < 60,000
Major Arterigglane, divided) < 30,000 < 35,000 <40,000 | <45,000 < 50,000
Major ArteriaH@ne, divided) < 27,000 < 31,500 < 36,000 | <40,500 < 45,000
Major ArteriaH@he, divided) < 24,000 < 28,000 < 32,000 < 36,000 < 40,000
Secondary Arterialgde, unded) < 13,700 < 22,800 < 27,400 < 30,800 < 34,200
Collector Industrialg@e) < 6,000 < 7,000 < 8,000 < 9,000 < 10,000
Collector {ane) <5,250 <6,125 < 7,000 <7,875 < 8,750

Source: City of Oceanside
Note: Bold numbers indicate the ADT thfestzmidsptable LOS.
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TABLE 2.7
CITY OF SAN MARCOS
CIRCULATION ELEMENT ROADWAY CLASSIFICATIONS

CAPACITY AND LEVEL OF SERVICE STANDARDS

: e LOS (in ADT)
Roadway Functional Classificatio
B C D E
Prime ArteriaHge) <25,000 <35,000 <42,000 <51,000 <60,000
Major ArteriaHghe, divided) <20,000 <28,000 <35,000 <41,000 <50,000
Major ArteriaH@he, divided) < 15,000 < 21,000 <28,000 <35,000 <40,000
Secondary Arterialgde, undivided) < 10,000 < 14,000 <21,000 <24,500 <30,000
Collector {are) <5,000 <7,000 <10,000 <12,500 <15,000

Note: Bold numbers indicate the ADT thresholds for acceptable LOS.

CIRCULATION ELEMENT ROADWAY CLASSIFICATIONS

TABLE 2.8
CITY OF VISTA

Source: City of San Marcos

CAPACITY AND LEVEL OF SERVICE STANDARDS

Roadway Enctional Classification LOS {in ADT)
A B C D E
Prime Arteriatighe) <36,000 | <42,000 < 48,000 | <54,000 | <60,000
Major ArteriaH@he, divided) <24,000 | < 28,000 <32,000 | <36,000 | <40,000
Secondary Arterialgde, undivided) < 15,000 <17,500 < 20,000 < 22,500 | < 25,000
Minor ArteriaHghe, undivided) < 9,000 <10,500 < 12,500 < 15,000 | <17,000
Collector §ane w/no center lane) < 5,500 < 7,000 < 10,000 <13,000 | <15,000
Collector {ane w/ continuousterfh lane) < 5,500 < 7,000 < 10,000 < 13,000 | < 15,000
Light Collectorléhe) < 5,300 < 6,200 < 7,000 < 7,900 < 8,800

Source: City of Vista
Note: Bold numbers indicate the ADT thresholds for acceptable LOS.

2.2 Impact Significance Criteria

The cities of Carlsbad, Del Mar, ElI Cajon, dinitas, La Mesa, Lemon Grove, National City,
Oceanside, PowaySan Marcos, Santee, Solana Beach, and Vista utilizeS&NTEC/ITE
Guidelines for Traffic Impact Studies (TIS) in the San Diego Regfaihe basi$or defining

project impacts. lgeneral, a significant impact would be identified wkis® addition of project

traffic results in a Level of Service dropping from LOS D or better to substandard LOS E or F.

In addition, Table 2.9 summarizes the impact significance thresholds for faslibperating at
substandard LOS with and without the project. These thresholds as applied to roadway segments
are based upon an acceptable increase in the Volume / Capacity (V/C) ratio.
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TABLE 2.9
SANTEC/ITE
MEASURES OF SIGNIFICANT PROJECT TRIRACITS

LOS with Project Allowable Change Due to Impact
Freeways Roadway Segments Intersections Ramp Metering
E & F (or ramp Speed
meter delays V/C P V/C Speed (mph) Delay (sec) Delay (min.)
- (mph)
above 15 min.)
0.01 1 0.02 1 2 2

SourceSANTEC/CMP @elines for Traffic Impact Studies (TIS) in the San Diego Region

The following3 jurisdictions have modified requirements from those stated above:

City of Chula Vista

The City of Chula Vista considetOS Cto be the acceptable standard for CircolatElement
roadway segments. Significant impacts are those impacts for which the addition of project trips
results in an identifiable degradation in LOS on freeway segments, roadway segments, or
intersections, triggering the need for improvement stragegie

Criteria for determining whether a project results in significant impacts on roadway segments are
as follows:

i. LOSisLOSD, LOSE,orLOSF.

ii. Project trips comprise 5% or more of total segment volume.
iii. Project adds greater than 800 ADT to thenseigt.

City of Escondido

The City of Escondido considek©S Mid Das the acceptable standard for Circulation Element
roadway segments. In addition to the SANTEC Guidelities City of Escondido considers an
increase irthe V/C ratio by more than 0.02@ roadway segment ¢hat operates at a LOS,D

E or F to be a significant impact. A proposed project is considered to have a significant impact
on a facility if the additional project traffic causes the LOS to degrade from acceptable LOS Mid
D or bette to substandard LOS'CE, or F.

City of San Diego

The City of San Diego considers D to be the acceptable LOS for freeways, roadways and
intersections, except in undeveloped locations where LOS C is considered to be acceptable. The
City of San Diego ses the same thresholds identified in Table-235SANTEC/ITE Measures

of Significant Project Traffic Impacts, for projects resulting in LOS E. However, the City of San
Diego applies the following thresholds for projects resulting in LOS F: 1) freeavayallowed

up to a 0.005 change in V/C or 0.5 mph; 2) roadways are allowed up to a 0.01 change in V/C or
0.5 mph; 3) intersections are allowed a 1.0 second delay; and 4) ramp meters are allowed a 1.0
minutedelay.
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3.0 Existing Conditions

This section degibes the key roadway segments and provides an assessment of roadway
performance in terms of operating conditions and LOS under Existing Conditions. Analysis
results are summarized by jurisdiction.

3.1 Roadway Network and Volumes

The existing roadway crosections are consistent with current roadway lane configurations.
The average daily traffic (ADTs) volumes were derived from the SANDAG Series 10 Base Year
2007 traffic model, specially built for the County of San Diego General Plan Update.

3.2 Roadway Réormance

Table 3.1displays existing roadway craessctions, daily roadway capacity (LOS E) based upon
the respective jurisdictional standard, the existing average daily traffic volume (ADT), and the
corresponding LOS for the identified key roadway sedmbwn jurisdiction.

TABLE 3.1
ROADWAY LEVEL OF SERVICE BY JURISDICTION
EXISTING CONDITIONS

Capacity ADT

Roadway | Segment CrossSection (LOS E) LOS
Carlsbad
I-5 NB Ramps to Paseo Del Norte 41ane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 22,200f C
Paseo Del Nerto Car Country Dr 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 8,100 A
Car Country Dr to Faraday Ave 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 14,200 A
Faraday Ave to El Camino Real 41ane Major Arterial | 40,000 9,100 | A
Cannon Rd El Camino Real to College Blvd 2-lane Collector w/ CLT 15,000 | 9,100 C
Leisure Village Dr to Shadowridge 41ane Major Arterial | 40,000 4,100 | A
Shadowridge Dr to Lake Blvd 41ane Major Arterial | 40,000 9,700 | A
Lake Blvd to Melrose Dr 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000| 15,700 B
Melrose Dr to Mar Vista Dr 4-laneMajor Arterial | 40,000| 400 A
Chula Vista
Heritage Rd | Main Street to Chula Vista City Lin 6lane Prime Arterial | 62,500 | 14,800| A
Telegraph Canyon Rd to Palomar 6lane Prime Arterial | 62,500 | 19,200] A
La Media Rd Palomar St to Olympic Pkwy 6lane PrimArterial 62,500 | 3,900 A
Olympic Pkwy to Santa Venetia Si 6lane Prime Arterial | 62,500 | 1,200 A
Santa Venetia St to Birch Rd 6lane Prime Arterial | 62,500 | 1,900 A
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TABLE 3.1 (Continued)
ROADWAY LEVEL OF SERVICE BY JURISDICTION
EXISTING CONDITIONS

: Capacity
Segment CrossSection (LOS E) ADT | LOS

Proctor Valley Rq Northwoods Dr to Chula Vista Cityl 2-lane Class Ill Collect¢ 9,400 700 A
Otay Lakes Rd | Wueste Rd to Chula Vista City Lin| 2-lane Class Ill Collect¢ 9,400 | 3,200 A
Willow St Swestwater Rd to Bonita Rd 2ane Class Ill Collect¢ 9,400 | 17,000f F
Bonita Glen Dr #8105 SB Ramps 4-lane Major Street | 37,500 | 34,300 E
I-805 SB Ramps 4805 NB Ramps 4-lane Major Street | 37,500 | 54,000 F
Bonita Rd [-805 NB Ramps to Plaza Bonita R 4-lane Major Street | 37,500 | 42,400, F
Plaza Bonita Rd to Willow St 4-lane Major Street | 37,500 | 30,300 D
Willow St to Chula Vista City Limit 4-lane Major Street | 37,500 | 32,500 D
Del Mar
Via de la Valle | Highway 101 to Jimmy Durante Bl 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 24,300 C
El Cajon

Main St to Granite Hill Dr 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 35,000 E

Jamacha Rd
Granite Hill Dr to Grove Rd 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 28,000 C
El Cajon Blvd t®3t 41ane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 24,500| C
1stSt to Jamacha Rd 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 22,000 C
Washington Ave| Jamacha Rd to St 41ane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 14,000 A
34 St to Wichita Ave 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000| 16,400 B
Wichita Ave to Granite Hill Dr 41ane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 12,400| A
Magnolia Ave to Ballantyne St 41ane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 14,600| A
Ballantyne St to Mollison Ave 41ane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 15,500 B
_ Mollison Ave t& St 4lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 19,600 B
Main St 1stSt to Orlando St 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 16500| B
Orlando St to Madison Ave 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 20,400 B
Madison Ave t8 EB Ramps 41ane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 11,700] A
Avocado Blvd Main St to Washington Ave 41ane Collector (no centg¢ 15,000 | 10,600 D
Washington Ave to Chage A 41ane Collector (no centg 15,000 | 17,300 F
Cuyamaca St to Marshall Ave 41ane Major Arterial | 40,000 9,300 | A
Marshall Ave to Johnson Ave 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000| 20,800 B
Bradley Ave | Johnson Ave to Magnolia Ave 41ane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 15,900 B
Magnolia Ave to Graves Ave 2-ane Collector 10,000 | 19,000 F
Graves Ave t& Bt 2-ane Collector 10,000 | 12,600 F
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TABLE 3.1 (Continued)

ROADWAY LEVEL OF SERVICE BY JURISDICTION

EXISTING CONDITIONS

Segment

CrossSection

Capacity ADT

(LOS E)

LOS

Pepper Dr to Persimmon Ave 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 24,300 C
it Persimmon Ave to Broadway 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,00 | 32,000 D
Broadway teBIWB Ramps 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 33,500 D
[-8 WB Ramps to Main St 61ane Major Arterial | 50,000| 40,500 D
El Cajon Blvd to Mollison Ave 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 24,400 C
Chase Ave
Mollison Ave to Rancho Valle Ct 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000| 18,400 B
I-8 EB Ramps to Bermuda Ln 2-lane Collector 10,000 | 24,500, F
Bermuda Ln to La Cresta Rd 2-ane Collector 10,000 | 21,000 F
Greenfield Dr | La Cresta Rd to Madison Ave 2-lane Collector 10,000 | 10,400 F
Madison Ave to ¥Wiftel Escuela 2-ane Collector w/ CLT 15,000| 2,600 A
Vista Del Escuela to Orchard Avel 2-ane Collector w/ CLT| 15,000| 500 A
Encinitas
Encinitas Blvd to Santa Fe Dr 6lane Prime Arterial | 57,000 | 37,100| A-C
Fl camino Real] o ta Fe Dr to Manchester A 4"a”Aeu'\é'fT‘]jg;t’;ge“a' 45,400 | 26,500| A-C
El Camino Del Nol E?n”ifho SantaFe Rdto Eastern G, .0 | ocal Roadway 14,000 7,300 | A-C
Encinitas Blvd | El Camino Real to Manchester Av|  4-lane Major Roadway| 35,200| 36,200| F
5 NB Ramps to EI Camino Real | “Hane Major Roadway| 5 166 | 31 60| A-C
Manchestékve Augmented
El Camino Real to Encinitas Blvd 2-lane Local Roadway] 14,000 8,300 | A-C
Rancho Santa Fe | Manchester Ave to Eastern City Li 2—Ianitgfna;r§ggdway 20000 | 22,700 F
Escondido
Country Club Ln to EI Norte Pkwy 4-lane Major Road 37,000 | 15,400| B
El Norte Pkwy to-3&WB Ramps 4-1ane Major Road 37,000 | 29,200 C
SR78 WB Ramps to Mission Ave 4-1ane Major Road 37,000 | 34,500 E
Mission Aato Washington Ave 4-lane Major Road 37,000 | 24,900 C
Centre City Pkwy
Washington Ave toAve 4-lane Major Road 37,000 | 23,800| B
5hAve to 1BAve 4-lane Major Road 37,000 | 26,100 C
13"Ave to Felicita Ave 4-lane Major Road 37,000 | 23,900| B
Felicita Ave to Cen@ity Rd 4-lane Major Road 37,000 | 30,000| Mid D
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TABLE 3.1 (Continued)
ROADWAY LEVEL OF SERVICE BY JURISDICTION
EXISTING CONDITIONS

Capacity ADT

Segment CrossSection LOS

(LOS E)

Centre City Rd to Brotherton Rd 4-lane Major Road 37,000 | 39,400, F
Centre City Pkwy
Brotherton Rd to Citracado Pkwy 4-lane Major Road 37,000| 32,600 D
San Pasqual Valley Rd to Jubiper 2-ane Local Collector] 15,000| 13,900\ E
Juniper St to Escondido Blvd 2-lane Local Collector| 15,000| 18,200, F
Felicita Ave/tAve | Escondido Blvd to Centre City Pky 4-lane Collector 34,200 | 27,000 C
Centre City Pkwy to Quince St 2-lane Local Collector| 15,000| 23,600, F
Quince St to Citracado Pkwy 2-lane Local Collector| 15,000 | 14,500, E
Felicita Ave to Quiet Hills Dr 4-lane Major Road 37,000| 15,900 B
Quiet Hills Dr t&3 SB Ramps 6-lane Major Road 50,000| 16,800 B
Via Rancho Pkwy
I-15 SB Ramps th3 NB Ramps 6-lanePrime Arterial 60,000 | 34,100/ C
I-15 NB Ramps to San Pasqual R¢ 6lane Prime Arterial | 60,000 | 32,800| C
San Pasqual Rd to Mary Ln 41ane Major Road 37,000 | 27,900 C
Mary Ln to Las Palmas Ave 41ane Major Road 37,000 | 23,000| B
Las PalmaAve to Sunset Dr 2-ane Local Collector] 15,000| 23,200| F
Sunset Dr to El Dorado Dr 2-lane Local Collector] 15,000| 18,800| F
Bear Valley Pkwy
El Dorado Dr to San Pasqual Vall§  2-lane Local Collector] 15,000| 27,300 F
San Pasqual Valley Rd to Boyle A]  2-lane Local Qettor 15,000 | 22,600 F
Boyle Ave to Hayden Dr 4-lane Major Road 37,000| 18,000 B
Hayden Dr to Valley Pkwy 2-lane Local Collector| 15,000| 17,300 F
Bear Valley Pkwy to Wanek Rd 4-lane Major Road 37,000 | 29,800| Mid D
Valley Pkwy | Wanek Rd to Washington Ave 4-lane Major Road 37,000| 26,000/ C
Washington Ave to Lake Wohlford  2-lane Local Collector] 15,000 | 34,200, F
San Pasqual Valley Washington Ave to Birch Ave 2-lane Local Collector] 15,000| 21,200| F
San Pasqual Rd| Bear Valley Pkwy to Ryan Dr 4-lane MajoRoad 37,000 | 11,300 A
North Ave to Country Club Ln 4-1ane Collector 34,200| 6,100 | A
Broadway Country Club Ln to Bahia Ln 2-ane Local Collector| 15,000| 9,000 | C
Bahia Ln to El Norte Pkwy 4-1ane Collector 34,200 | 15,900| B
La Mesa
Bancroft Dr Grossmont\l to Campo Rd 2-ane Collector 10,000 | 7,800 D
Campo Rd to R WB Ramps 2-ane Collector 10,000 | 11,600
Lemon Ave | La Mesa Blvd to Jackson Dr 2-ane Collector 10,000| 1,700 | A
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TABLE 3.1 (Continued)
ROADWAY LEVEL OF SERVICE BY JURISDICTION
EXISTING CONDITIONS

Segment CrossSection C(?fgeslcg))/ ADT | LOS
Jackson Dr to Marguerita Ln 2-ane Collector 10,000| 12,400| F
Maguerita Ln to Alto Dr 2-ane Collector 10,000 | 7,700 D
Lemon Ave
Alto Dr to Lake Helix Dr 2-lane Collector 10,000 | 4,500 B
Lake Helix Dr to Fuerte Dr 2-lane Collector 10,000 1,500 | A
Fuerte Dr Grossmont Dr to Avocado Blvd 2-lane Collector 10,000 | 15,700 F
SR125 to Bancroft Dr 2-lane Collector 10,000 | 10,000, F
Bancroft Dr to Camino Paz 2-ane Collector 10,000 | 17,000 F
Camino Paz to Kenwood Rd 2-ane Collector 10,000 | 12,000 F
Campo &
Kenwood Rd to Conrad Dr 4-lane Collector (no centq 15,000| 42,500 F
Carad Dr to Granada Ave 4-lane Collector (no centq 15,000| 20,300| F
Granada Ave to Sweetwater Sprin/4-lane Collector (no centg¢ 15,000 | 13,100 E
Lemon Grove
Troy St Palm St to Sweetwater Rd 4-ane Collector 30,000| 9,000 | A
Sweetwater Rd Bradway to Tyler St 4-lane Collector (no cent¢ 15,000 | 18,000| F
Tyler St to Jamacha Rd 4-ane Collector 30,000 | 17,000 C
National City
National City Blvd to Highland Ave 41ane Major Arterial | 40,000 7,000 | A
30th St Highland Ave to N 2nd Ave 4-lane Mjor Arterial 40,000 | 29,000 C
Euclid Ave Plaza Blvd to Sweetwater Rd 4-lane Collector (no cent¢ 15,000 | 8,500 C
National City Blvd to Highland Ave 4-lane Collector (no centg 15,000 | 11,300 D
Plaza Blvd Highland Ave to Euclid Ave 4-lane Major #rial 40,000 | 23,600 C
Oceanside
SR76 to Old Ranch Rd 6lane Major Arterial | 50,000 | 9,500 A
Melrose Dr Old Ranch Rd to Spur Ave 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 2,300 A
Santa Fe Ave to Sagewood Rd 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 11,700 A
Sagewood Rd todaanside Blvd 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 13,300 A
North Santa Fe Ay SR76 to Melrose Dr 41ane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 23,100] A
Poway
Spring Hurst Dr to lola Way 6lane Major Arterial | 50,000 | 36,900 C
Poway Rd lola Way to Oak Knoll Rd 4-1ane Major Arial 40,000 | 27,300
Oak Knoll Rd to Pomerado Rd 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 36,000 E
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TABLE 3.1 (Continued)

ROADWAY LEVEL OF SERVICE BY JURISDICTION

EXISTING CONDITIONS

Segment

CrossSection

Capacity ADT

(LOS E)

LOS

Pomerado Rd to Carriage Rd 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 33,500 D
Carriage Rd to Community Rd 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 36,500 E
Community Rd to MidI&d 51ane Major Arterial | 45,000| 35,400| D
Midland Rd to Ann O Reno Ln 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 24,500 C
Poway Rd :
Ann O Reno Ln to Garden Rd 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 12,500 A
Garden Rd to Silver Ridge Rd 2-ane Collector w/ CLT 15,000| 17,000 F
Siher Ridge Rd to Espola Rd 2-lane Collector w/ CLT 15,000| 12,900 D
Espola Rd to S 2-lane Collector 10,000 | 18,800, F
Springbrook Dr to Community Rd 6lane Prime Arterial | 60,000 | 49,400 C
Scripps Poway Pk] Community Rd to Danielson St 6-lane Prime Arial 60,000 | 19,600 A
Danielson St to 8R 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000| 19,200 B
Pomerado Rd to Ted William Pkw 41ane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 37,700 E
Ted William Pkwy to Community H 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 44,000 F
Twin Peaks Rd
Community Rd Tierra Bonita Rd 41ane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 29,000 C
Tierra Bonita Rd to Espola Rd 41ane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 24,200f C
Espola Rd Twin Peaks to Poway Rd 2-ane Collector 10,000 | 18,000 F
Highland Ranch Rd to Pomerado | 6lane Pme Arterial 60,000 | 31,200| B
Ted Williams Pkw
Pomerado Rd to Twin Peaks Rd 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000| 18,800 B
San Diego
Camino del Nort¢ Camino San Bernardeli® | 6lane Prime Arterial | 60,000 | 35,900 C
Via Del Campo to W. Bernardo Dr 4lane May Arterial 40,000 | 23,700 C
Rancho Bernardo
W. Bernardo Dr 15l 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 47,400, F
I-15 to Spring Canyon Rd 6lane Prime Arterial | 60,000 | 52,900 D
Scripps Poway Pk : : :
Spring Canyon Rd to Springbrook 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 25,900 C
Jimmy Durante Blvd16 NB Ramps 41ane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 31,200 D
Via dda Valle | I-15 NB Ramps to San Andres Dr 41ane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 37,700 E
San Andres Dr to El Camino Real 2-ane Collector 10,000 | 22,500 F
Airway Rd Michael Faraday Dr R85 2-ane Collector 9,000 | 6,600 | C
La Media Rd to-9B5 61ane Major Arte¥ial | 50,000 | 10,900 A
Siempre Viva R
SR905to Enrico Fermi Dr 41ane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 19,400 B
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TABLE 3.1 (Continued)

ROADWAY LEVEL OF SERVICE BY JURISDICTION

EXISTING CONDITIONS

Capacity

Segment CrossSection (LOS E) ADT | LOS
San Marcos
Borden Rd to Avenida Azul 4-lare Major Arterial | 40,000| 6,300 A
Avenida Azul to Mission Rd 61ane Major Arterial | 50,000 | 8,900 A
Mission Rd to S8 WB Ramps 61ane Major Arterial | 50,000 | 24,300 B
Las Posas Rd | SR78 WB Ramps to Grand Ave 61ane Major Arterial | 50,000| 37,700| D
Grand Ave to ViSla 4-lane Secondary Arter] 30,000 | 15,900 C
Vista Dr to Stone Dr 4-lane Secondary Arter{ 30,000 | 12,100 B
Stone Dr to San Marcos Blvd 4-lane Secondary Arter{ 30,000 | 9,900 A
Deer Springs Rd to Buena Creek | 2-lane Collector 15000 | 16,800, F
Twin Oaks Valley
Buena Creek Rd to Olive St 2-lane Collector 15,000 | 11,800 D
La Cieniega Rd| Twin Oak Valley Rd to Mulberry D 2-lane Collector 15,000 | 5,100 B
Mulberry Dr | Olive St to La Cieniega Rd 2-lane Collector 15,000 | 1,800 A
Santee
Medina DXo Halberns Blvd 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 21,000 C
Halberns Blvd to Shirley Garden 41ane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 22,000 C
Shirley Garden to Magnolia Ave 4-lane Secondary Arteri 30,000 | 21,700 D
Mast Blvd Magnolia Ave to Los Ranchitos R( 2-lane Collector 10,000 | 7,300 C
west of Pine Grove 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 5,000 A
Pine Grove to Riverford Rd 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 7,000 A
Cuyamaca St to Magnolia Ave 2-lane Collector 10,000 | 4,500 B
Fi Nopal Magnolia Ave to Aquila Dr 2-lane Collector @LTL | 15,000| 8,900 C
Magnolia Ave to-8R 41ane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 32,000 D
SR67 to Shadow Hill Rd 2-ane Collector w/ CLT| 15,000| 16,000| F
Woodside Ave Shadow Hill Rd to Northcode Rd 2-ane Collector w/ CLT| 15,000| 7,000 | C
Northcode Rd to 88ty Way 2-ane Collector 10,000 | 5,000 B
Security Way to-8R 2-ane Collector 10,000| 10,000 F
SR67 to Riverford Rd 2-ane Collector 10,000 | 21,800 F
Solana Beach
Highway 101 Ocean St to Lomas Santa Fe Dr 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 29,900
Lonas Santa Fe Dr to Via De la Vg 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000| 19,900 B
Lomas Santa Fe [ Highway 101 to Stevens Ave 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 11,900 A
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TABLE 3.1 (Continued)
ROADWAY LEVEL OF SERVICE BY JURISDICTION
EXISTING CONDITIONS

: Capacity
Segment CrossSection (LOS E) ADT | LOS
Stevens Ave to Solana Hills Dr 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000| 17,800 B
Solana Hd Dr tob SB Ramps 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 31,700 D
Lomas Santa Fe | — - -
I-5 SB Ramps to Via Mil Cumbres 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 28,300 C
Via Mil Cumbres to Highland Dr 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000| 8,900 A
Lomas Santa Fe Dr to Academy C 4-lane Cédctor 30,000 | 13,000, B
Academy Dr to La Colonia Park 2-ane Collector 10,000| 11,900 F
Steven Ave
La Colonia Park to Nardo Ave 4-lane Collector 30,000 | 11,900, B
Nardo Ave to Valley Ave 4-lane Collector 30,000| 11,000 B
Valley Ave Stevens Ave to Via De la Valle 4-lane Collector (no centq 15,000| 13,000\ F
Highland Dr | El Camino Real to San Andres Dr 2-lane Collector 10,000 | 5,000 B
Vista

Sycamore Ave | SR78 EB Ramps to Hibiscus Way| 6-Lane Prime Arterial| 60,000 | 48,900 D
South Santa Fe Ave to Ggbtere 2-ane Light Collector| 8,800 | 8,700 E

Cypress Ave to Foothill Dr 2-lane Light Collector| 8,800 | 4,800 A
Source: Wilson & Company; January 2009

Monte Vista Dr

Notes:

Bold letters indicate substandard LOS.

CLTL = Continuoustigft lane.

1The segment of Siegngiva Road between La Media Road and Avenida Costa Brava/Melksee Street is not currentfaoenstructed to a 6
major arterial, and would have a LOS E capacity of 22,500 ADT, resulting in an acceptable LOS B along this segment.

Table 3.2 summarizeshe results shown in Table 3.1 by identifying the total number of key
roadway segments that are currently operating at substandard LOS E or F (Chula Vista includes
LOS D & Escondido includes LOS-punder Existing conditions. As shown in the table, a total

of 56 out of 196 analyzed roadway segments in the adjacent incorporated jurisdictions are
currently operating at substandard LOS.
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TABLE 3.2

SUMMARY OF ROADWAY SEGMENTS OPERATING AT SUBSTANI

EXISTING CONDITIONS

Number of Deficient

Jurisdiction Total Number Analyzed Roadway Segments
Carlsbad 9 0
Chula Vista 13 6
Del Mar 1 0
El Cajon 31 7
Encinitas 7 2
Escondido 35 14
La Mesa 14 9
Lemon Grove 3 1
National City 5 0
Oceanside 5 0
Poway 21 7
San Diego 11 3
San Marcos 11 1
Santee 14 3
Sdana Beach 13 2
Vista 3 1
Total 196 56

Source: Wilson & Company; January 2009
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4.0 Future Traffic Conditions

This section describes the future year classifications for the key roadway segments within the
adjacent incorporated jurisdictions, along with assessment of roadway performance in terms

of operating conditions and LOS under buildout of the existing County of San Diego General
Plan and proposed General Plan Update (Referral Map). Analysis results are summarized by
jurisdiction.

4.1 Existing Conty of San Diego General Plan

The existing County of San Diego General Plan represents theojext condition, and includes
land uses and roadway network characteristics within the unincorporated County consistent with
the currently adopted County Citation Element.

4.1.1 Roadway Network and Volumes

The future year roadway classifications within the adjacent incorporated jurisdictions were
derived from the circulation elements of the respective jurisdictions. The average daily traffic
volumes were deved from the SANDAG Series 10 County of San Diego General Plan Update
AExi sting Gener al Pl ano traffic forecast.

4.1.2 Roadway Performance

Table 4.1 displays the future year roadway classifications within the adjacent incorporated
jurisdictions, the rodway capacity (LOS E) based upon the respective jurisdictional standard,
the 2030 forecast average daily traffic volume, and the corresponding LOS assuming buildout of
the Existing County of San Diego General Plan.

TABLE 4.1
2030 FORECAST ROADWAY LEVBERNCE BY JURISDICTION
EXISTING COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO GENERAL PLAN

Roadway Segment Classification C(:fggcgi ADT LOS
Carlsbad

I-5 NB Ramps to Paseo Del Norte 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 27,300 C
Paseo Del Norte to Car Country O 4lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 14,400 A
Car Country Dr to Faraday Ave 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 28,100 C
Faraday Ave to EI Camino Real 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 22,200 C

Cannon Rd El Camino Real to College Blvd 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 17,800 B
Leisuré&/illage Dr to Shadowridge 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 22,800 C
Shadowridge Dr to Lake Blvd 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 19,900 B
Lake Blvd to Melrose Dr 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 23,900 C
Melrose Dr to Mar Vista Dr 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 7,900 A
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TABLE 4.1 (Continued)
2030 FORECAST ROADWAY LEVEL OF SERVICE BY JURISDICTION
EXISTING COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO GENERAL PLAN

Roadway Segment Classification %fggcg\j ADT LOS
Chula Vista

Heritage Rd Main Street to Chula Vista City Lir 61ane Prime Arterial | 62,500 | 23,700 A
Telegraph Canyon Rd to Palomar 61ane Prime Arterial | 62,500 | 26,700 A
Palomar St to Olympic Pkwy 61ane Prime Arterial | 62,500 | 12,500 A

La Media Rd
Olympic Pkwy to Santa Venetia S 61ane Prime Arterial | 62,500 | 18,10 A
Santa Venetia St to Birch Rd 6-lane Prime Arterial | 62,500 | 22,200 A
Proctor Valley Rg Northwoods Dr to Chula Vista City 4-lane Major Street | 37,500 | 8,400 A
Otay Lakes Rd | Wueste Rd to Chula Vista City Lin| 6-lane Prime Arterial | 62,500 | 27,200 A
Willow St Sweetwater Rd to Bonita Rd 4-lane Major Street | 37,500| 17,800 A
Bonita Glen Dr #805 SB Ramps 4-lane Major Street | 37,500 | 37,700| F
[-805 SB Ramps #05 NB Ramps 4-lane Major Street | 37,500 | 55,300 F
Bonita Rd [-805 NB Ramps to Plaza 8&t 41ane Major Street | 37,500 | 43,200 F
Plaza Bonita Rd to Willow St 4-lane Major Street | 37,500 | 34,100| E
Willow St to Chula Vista City Limit 4-lane Major Street | 37,500 | 34,100| E

Del Mar
Via de la Valle | Highway 101 to Jimmy Durante B 4-lane Majorrgerial 40,000 | 25,300 C
El Cajon

Main St to Granite Hill Dr 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 38,000f E

Jamacha Rd
Granite Hill Dr to Grove Rd 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 30,000 D
El Cajon Blvd t&3t 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 25,800 C
1stSt to Jamacha Rd 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 23,000 C
Washington Ave| Jamacha Rd tt' St 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 19,900 B
34 St to Wichita Ave 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 19,800| B
Wichita Ave to Granite Hill Dr 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 15,600 B
Magnolia Ave to Ballantyne St 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 14,800 A
Ballantyne St to Mollison Ave 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 18,300 B
. Mollison Ave t& St 4lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 23,500 C
Main St 1stSt to Orlando St 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 17,600 B
Orlando St to Madison Ave 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 22,800 C
Madison Ave t8 EB Ramps 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 13,300 A
Avocado Blvd | Main St to Washington Ave 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 17,900 B
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Roadway

TABLE 4.1 (Continued)
2030 FORECAST ROADWAY LEVEL OF SERVICE BY JURISDICTION
EXISTING COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO GENERAL PLAN

Segment

Classification

Capacit

(LOS E

\j ADT LOS

Avocado Blvd | Washington AteChase Ave 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 18,600 B
Cuyamaca St to Marshall Ave 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 11,600 A
Marshall Ave to Johnson Ave 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 22,200 C
Bradley Ave Johnson Ave to Magnolia Ave 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 18,000 B
Magnolia Ave to Graves Ave 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 25,100 C
Graves Ave t¢ Bt 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 30,100 D
Pepper Dr to Persimmon Ave 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 26,400 C
) Persimmon Ave to Broadway 4-lane Major Arial 40,000 | 39,000 E
295t Broadway teBIWB Ramps 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 34,700 D
I-8 WB Ramps to Main St 6-lane Major Arterial | 50,000 | 41,400 D
El Cajon Blvd to Mollison Ave 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 26,800 C
Chase Ave
Mollison Ave to Ranchbe\Ct 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 21,000 C
I-8 EB Ramps to Bermuda Ln 4-ane Collector 30,000 | 27,500 E
Bermuda Ln to La Cresta Rd 4-ane Collector 30,000 | 25,000 E
Greenfield Dr | La Cresta Rd to Madison Ave 4-lane Collector 30,000 | 10,500| B
Madisorve to Vista Del Escuela 4-ane Collector 30,000 2,800 | A
Vista Del Escuela to Orchard Ave 4-ane Collector 30,000| 500 A
Encinitas
El Camino Real Encinitas Blvd to Santa Fe Dr 6lane Prime Arterial | 57,000 | 38,000 AC
Santa Fe Dr to Manchester Ave 6lane Prime Arterial | 57,000 | 27,700 AC
El Camino Del Not Ei?nni::ho Santa Fe Rd to Eastern Q 2—Ianilljgrcnagrll=:g§dway 20,000| 10,000| AC
Encinitas Blvd | El Camino Real to Manchester Av]  41ane Major Roadway| 35,200 | 36,700| F
I-5 NB Ramps to El Camino Real 6lane Prime Arterial | 57,000 | 33,800 AC
Manchester Ave\ &\ camino Real to Encinitas Bivd 2"""”‘258;32 Roadway| 20,000| 11,800| AC
Rancho Santa Fe | Manchester Ave to Eastern City L Z'Ianitgﬁ?elriggdway 20,000 | 23,000 F
Escondido
Country Club Ln to EI Norte Pkwy 4-lane Major Road 37,000 | 24,100 B
Centre City Pkwy El Norte Pkwy to-3&WB Ramps 4-lane Major Road 37,000 | 30,700| Mid D|
SR78 WB Ramps to Mission Ave 6lane Major Road 50,000 | 46,700| E
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Roadway

TABLE 4.1 (Continued)
2030 FORECAST ROADWAY LEVEL OF SERVICE BY JURISDICTION
EXISTING COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO GENERAL PLAN

Segment

Classification

Capacit

(LOS E

\j ADT LOS

MBgsion Ave to Washington Ave 61ane Major Road 50,000 | 27,800 C
Washington Ave tofve 4-lane Major Road 37,000 | 25,200 C
5h Ave to 1BAve 4-lane Major Road 37,000 | 26,300 C
Centre City Pkwy 13hAve to Felicita Ave 4-lane Major Road 37,000 | 27,300 C
Felicita Ave Centre City Rd 4-lane Major Road 37,000 | 31,000| Mid
Centre City Rd to Brotherton Rd 4-lane Major Road 37,000 | 43,100 F
Brotherton Rd to Citracado Pkwy 4-lane Major Road 37,000| 34,000| E
San Pasqual Valley Rd to Juniper 4-lare Collector 34,200| 15,700 B
Juniper St to Escondido Blvd 4-lane Collector 34,200| 31,000 E
Felicita AveMAve | Escondido Blvd to Centre City Pky 4-lane Collector 34,200 | 29,900 D
Centre City Pkwy to Quince St 4-ane Collector 34,200 | 26,300 C
Quince St to CitracadoyPkw 4-lane Collector 34,200 | 18,300 B
Felicita Ave to Quiet Hills Dr 4-lane Major Road 37,000 | 22,200 B
Quiet Hills Dr t&3 SB Ramps 61ane Major Road 50,000 | 26,000 C

Via Rancho Pkwy
I-15 SB Ramps td3 NB Ramps 6lane Prime Arterial | 60,000 | 41,000 C
I-15 NB Ramps to San Pasqual R 6lane Prime Arterial | 60,000 | 42,300| Mid
San Pasqual Rd to Mary Ln 4-lane Major Road 37,000 | 29,100 C
Mary Ln to Las Palmas Ave 4-lane Major Road 37,000 | 25,600 C
Las Palmas Ave to Sunset Dr 4-lane Maj Road 37,000 | 26,300 C
Sunset Dr to El Dorado Dr 4-lane Major Road 37,000 | 25,200 C

Bear Valley Pkwy
El Dorado Dr to San Pasqual Vallg¢ 4-lane Major Road 37,000 | 33,200 D
San Pasqual Valley Rd to Boyle A 4-lane Major Road 37,000 | 24,400 B
Boyle Ave to Hayden Dr 4-lane Major Road 37,000 | 19,100| B
Hayden Dr to Valley Pkwy 4-lane Major Road 37,000 | 17,700 B
Bear Valley Pkwy to Wanek Rd 6lane Prime Arterial | 60,000 | 30,100 C
Valley Pkwy | Wanek Rd to Washington Ave 6lane Prime Arterial | 60,000 | 25,800 B
Washingtofve to Lake Wohlford R 8lane Prime Arterial | 70,000 | 48,000 C
San Pasqual Valley] Washington Ave to Birch Ave 4-lane Major Road 37,000 | 22,100 B
San Pasqual Rd| Bear Valley Pkwy to Ryan Dr 4-lane Major Road 37,000 | 17,600 B
North Ave to Cour@tyb Ln 4-lane Collector 34,200 | 21,700 B

Broadway
Country Club Ln to Bahia Ln 4-lane Collector 34,200 | 14,200 B
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TABLE 4.1 (Continued)
2030 FORECAST ROADWAY LEVEL OF SERVICE BY JURISDICTION
EXISTING COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO GENERAL PLAN

Classification

Roadway

Segment Capac'ti ADT LOS

(LOS E

Broadway Bahia Ln to El Norte Pkwy 4-lane Collector 34,200 | 22,600 B
La Mesa
Grossmont Blvd to Campo Rd 2-lane Collector 10,000 | 8,000 D
Bancroft Dr
Campo Rd to SB WB Ramps 4-lane Collector 30,000 | 12,300| B
La Mesa Blvd to Jackson Dr 2-ane Collector 10,000 | 2,300 A
Jackson Dr to Marguerita Ln 4-lane Collector 30,000 | 15,300 C
Lemon Ave Marguerita Ln to Alto Dr 4-lane Collector 30,000| 10,900 B
Alto Dr to Lake Helix Dr 4-lane Collector 30,000 | 6,800 A
Lake Helix Dr to Fuerte Dr 4-lane Collector 30,000 | 3,600 A
Fuerte Dr Grossmont Dr to Avocado Blvd 2-lane Collector 10,000 | 15,800 F
SR125 to Bancroft Dr 41ane Collector (no cent¢ 15000 | 10,100 D
Bancroft Dr to Camino Paz 4-lane Collector 30,000 | 17,200 C
Camino Paz to Kenwood Rd 4-lane Collector 30,000 | 12,300| B
Campo Rd
Kenwood Rd to Conrad Dr 4-lane Collector 30,000 | 47,900 F
Conrad Dr to Granada Ave 4-lane Collector 30,000 | 22,300 D
Granada Ave to Sweetwater Sprin 4-lane Collector 30,000 | 18,800| C
Lemon Grove
Troy St Palm St to Sweetwater Rd 4-lane Collector 30,000 | 10,300 B
Broadway to Tyler St 4-lane Collector 30,000 | 18,000
Sweetwater Rd
Tyler St to Jamacha Rd 4-lane Cddkctor 30,000 | 18,300 C
National City
o National City Blvd to Highland Ave 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 8,100 A
30th St
Highland Ave to N 2nd Ave 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 32,500 D
Euclid Ave Plaza Blvd to Sweetwater Rd 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 10100 | A
National City Blvd to Highland Ave 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 15,500 B
Plaza Blvd
Highland Ave to Euclid Ave 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 26,800 C
Oceanside
SR76 to Old Ranch Rd 61ane Major Arterial | 50,000| 32,000 B
Old Ranch Rd Spur Ave 6lane Major Arterial | 50,000 | 33,800, B
Melrose Dr
Spur Ave to Santa Fe Ave 61ane Major Arterial | 50,000 | 36,400 C
Santa Fe Ave to Sagewood Rd 61ane Prime Arterial | 60,000 | 35,600 A
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Roadway

TABLE 4.1 (Continued)
2030 FORECAST ROADWAY LEVEL OF SERVICE BY JURISDICTION
EXISTING COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO GENERAL PLAN

Segment

Classification

Capacit

(LOS E

\j ADT LOS

Melrose Dr Sagewood Rd to Oceanside Blvd 61ane Prime Arterial | 60,000 | 34800 | A
North Santa Fe Ay SR76 to Melrose Dr 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 23,800 A
Poway
Spring Hurst Dr to lola Way 61ane Major Arterial | 50,000 | 43,300 D
lola Way to Oak Knoll Rd 4lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 40,300 F
Oak Knoll Rd to Poader Rd 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 39,900f E
Pomerado Rd to Carriage Rd 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 37,800 E
Carriage Rd to Community Rd 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 40,300| F
Poway Rd Community Rd to Midland Rd 5lane Major Arterial | 45,000 | 39,000 D
MidlandRd to Ann O Reno Ln 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 28,200 C
Ann O Reno Ln to Garden Rd 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 18,600 B
Garden Rd to Silver Ridge Rd 2-lane Collector w/ CLT 15,000 | 14,000, E
Silver Ridge Rd to Espola Rd 2lane Collector w/ CLT| 15000 | 13,700 E
Espola Rd to §R 2-ane Collector 10,000 | 21,200| F
Springbrook Dr to Community Rd 6lane Prime Arterial | 60,000 | 58,000 E
Scripps Poway Pky Community Rd to Danielson St 61ane Prime Arterial | 60,000 | 36,000f C
Danielson St to B8R 6lanePrime Arterial | 60,000 | 36,500 C
Pomerado Rd to Ted William Pkw 6lane Prime Arterial | 60,000 | 41,500 C
Ted William Pkwy to Community H 61ane Prime Arterial | 60,000 | 51,500 D
Twin Peaks Rd
Community Rd to Tierra Bonita R 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 34300 | D
Tierra Bonita Rd to Espola Rd 4-1lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 29,400 C
Espola Rd Twin Peaks to Poway Rd 4-lane Secondary Arter{ 30,000 | 24,600 D
Ted Williams Pl Highland Ranch Rd to Pomerado 61ane Prime Arterial | 60,000 | 42,500 C
Pomerado Rd Twin Peaks Rd 6lane Prime Arterial | 60,000 | 20,100 A
San Diego
Camino del Nortg Camino San Bernardelis | 6lane Prime Arterial | 60,000 | 54,000 D
Via Del Campo to W. Bernardo Dr 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 36,700 E
Rancho Bernardo
W. Bernarda B 415 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 56,900 F
I-15 to Spring Canyon Rd 6lane Prime Arterial | 60,000 | 61,300 F
Scripps Poway Pky
Spring Canyon Rd to Springbrook 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 29,600 C
Via de la Valle | Jimmy Durante Blvd16 NB Raps 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 37,900f E
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Roadway

TABLE 4.1 (Continued)
2030 FORECAST ROADWAY LEVEL OF SERVICE BY JURISDICTION
EXISTING COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO GENERAL PLAN

Segment

Classification

Capacit
(LOS E

\j ADT LOS

Via de la Valle [-15 NB Ramps to San Andres Dr 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 40,200 F
San Andres Dr to EI Camino Real 2-lane Collector 10,000 | 27,100| F
Airway Rd Michael Faraday Dr te98R 2-lane Collector 9,000 | 16,100| F
La Media Rd to-9B5 61ane Major Arterial | 50,000 | 18,000 A
Siempre Viva Rd
SR905to Enrico Fermi Dr 4lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 50,700 F
San Marcos
Borden Rd to Avenida Azul 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 21,400 C
Avenida Azul to Mission Rd 6-lane Major Arterial | 50,000 | 28,100 C
Mission Rd to SR WB Ramps 6-lane Major Arterial | 50,000 | 35,400 D
Las Posas Rd | SR78 WB Ramps to Grand Ave 6-lane Major Arterial | 50,000 | 55,500 F
Grand Ave to Vista Dr 4-lane Secondary Arteri 30,000 | 31,000 F
Vista Dr to Stone Dr 4-lane Secondary Arteri 30,000 | 25,100 E
Stone Dr to San Marcos Blvd 4-lane Secondary Arter{ 30,000 | 21,100 D
Twin Oaks Valley | Deer Springs Rd to Buena Creek 4-laneMajofArterial 40,000 | 22,000 C
Buena Creek Rd to Olive St 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 20,900 B
La Cieniega Rd | Twin Oak Valley Rd to Mulberry D 2-laneCollector 15,000 | 6,300 B
Mulberry Dr Olive St to La Cieniega Rd 2-LaneCdlector 15,000 | 6,200 B
Santee
Medina Dr to Halberns Blvd 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 22,400 C
Halberns Blvd to Shirley Garden 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 23,200 C
Shirley Garden to Magnolia Ave 4-lane Secondary Arterj 30,000 | 25,90 E
Mast Blvd Magnolia Ave to Los Ranchitos R 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 18,800 B
west of Pine Grove 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 24,500 C
Pine Grove to Riverford Rd 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 11,300 A
Cuyamaca St to Magnolia Ave 2-lane Colleat 10,000 | 5,500 C
EI Nopal Magnolia Ave to Aquila Dr 2-ane Collector w/ CLT 15,000| 10,400 D
Magnolia Ave to-8R 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 37,700 E
SR67 to Shadow Hill Rd 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 23,600 C
Woodside Ave | Shadow Hill Rd to Northcate R 2lane Collector w/ CLT 15,000| 8,400 | C
Northcode Rd to Security Way 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 7,000 A
Security Way to-8R 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 18,600 B
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TABLE 4.1 (Continued)
2030 FORECAST ROADWAY LEVEL OF SERVICE BY JURISDICTION
EXISTING COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO GENERAL PLAN

P Capacit
Roadway Segment Classification (LOS E\j ADT LOS
Woodside Ave | SR67 to Riverford Rd 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 31,400 D
Solana Bech

_ Ocean St to Lomas Santa Fe Dr 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 34,100 D

Highway 101
Lomas Santa Fe Dr to Via De la M 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 25,500 C
Highway 101 to Stevens Ave 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 16,500 B
Steveng\we to Solana Hills Dr 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 22,100 C
Lomas Santa Fe [} Solana Hills Dr #6 §B Ramps 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 37,600 E
I-5 SB Ramps to Via Mil Cumbres 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 36,100 E
Via Mil Cumbres to Highland Dr 4-lane Major Ariir 40,000 | 16,100 B
Lomas Santa Fe Dr to Academy [ 4-lane Collector 30,000 19,300 C
Academy Dr to La Colonia Park 4-lane Collector 30,000 | 13,200 B

Steven Ave
La Colonia Park to Nardo Ave 4-lane Collector 30,000 | 13,200 B
Nardo Ave to Valley Ave 4-ane Collector 30,000 | 16,100 C
Valley Ave Stevens Ave to Via De la Valle 4-lane Collector 30,000 | 21,300 D
Highland Dr El Camino Real to San Andres Dr 2-ane Collector 10,000| 5500 | C

Vista
Sycamore Ave | SR78 EB Ramps to Hibiscus Way 61ane Prime Arterial | 60,000 | 57,300 E
South Santa Fe Ave to Cypress A 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 15,600 A
Monte Vista Dr

Cypress Ave to Foothill Dr 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 11,100 A

Source: Wilson & Company; January 2009
Notes:
Bold letters indicate substand&d LO
CLTL = Continuoustlaft lane.

Table 4.2summarizes the results shown in Table 4.1 by identifying the projected total number of
key roadway segments which would operate at substandard LOS E or F (Chula Vista includes
LOS D & Escondido includes LOB-) under future year buildout of the Existing County of San
Diego General Plan. As shown in the table, a total of 43 out of 197 analyzed roadway segments
in the adjacent incorporated jurisdictions would operate at substandard LOS.
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TABLE 4.2

SUMMARYROROADWAY SEGMENTS OPERATING AT SUBSTANDA
EXISTING COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO GENERAL PLAN

Number of Deficient

Jurisdiction Total Number Analyzed Roadway Segments
Carlsbad 9 0
Chula Vista 13 5
Del Mar 1 0
El Cajon 31 4
Encinitas 7 a
Escondido 35 6
La Mesa 14 2
Lemon Grove 3 0
National City 5 0
Oceanside 6 0
Poway 21 8
San Diego 11 8
San Marcos 11 3
Santee 14 2
Solana Beach 13 2
Vista 3 L
Total 197 43

4.2 Proposed Project (General Plan Updd&eferal Map)

Source: Wilson & Company; January 2009

The Referral Map was endorsed as the proposed project by the Board of Supervisors during the

|l and

us e

mappi ng

phase

4.2.1 Roadway Network and Volumes

of t he

Countyobs

Gener a

The future year roadway classifications withire tadjacent incorporated jurisdictions were
derived from the circulation elements of the respective jurisdictions. The average daily traffic
volumes were derived from the SANDAG Series 10 County of San Diego General Plan Update

fRef e

4.2.2 Roadway Performance

rral

M agi. O

traffic

forec

Table 4.3 displays the assumed future year roadway classification, the roadway capacity
(LOSE) based upon the jurisdictional standard, the 2030 average daily traffic volume, and the

corresponding LOS for the analyzed

jurisdictions, assuming buildout of the proposed General Plan (Referral Map).

roagw segments in the adjacent incorporated
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TABLE 4.3
2030 FORECAST ROADWAY LEVEL OF SERVICE BY JURISDICTION
COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO GENERAL PLAN UPDATE (REFERRAL MAP)

Roadway Classification C(;fggcgi ADT LOS ’
Carlsbad .
I-5 NB Ramps to Paseo Del Norte 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 27,000 C
Paseo Del Norte to Car Country O 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 14,400 A
Car Country Dr to Faraday Ave 4-lane Major terial 40,000 | 28,500 C
Faraday Ave to El Camino Real 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 22,700 C
Cannon Rd El Camino Real to College Blvd 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 19,300 B
Leisure Village Dr to Shadowridge 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 24,000 C
Shadowridge B Lake Blvd 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 21,600 C
Lake Blvd to Melrose Dr 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 26,300 C
Melrose Dr to Mar Vista Dr 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 12,500 A
Chula Vista
Heritage Rd | Main Street to Chula Vista City Lir 6-lane Pme Arterial 62,500 | 21,0001 A
Telegraph Canyon Rd to Palomar 6-lane Prime Arterial | 62,500 | 28,100 A
Palomar St to Olympic Pkwy 6-lane Prime Arterial | 62,500 | 14,600 A
La Media Rd
Olympic Pkwy to Santa Venetia S 6-lane Prime Arterial | 62,500 | 19,500 A
Santa Venetia St to Birch Rd 6lane Prime Arterial | 62,500 | 24,700 A
Proctor Valley R¢ Northwoods Dr to Chula Vista City 4-lane Major Street | 37,500| 7,700 A
Otay Lakes Rd | Wueste Rd to Chula Vista City Lin| 6-lane Prime Arterial | 62,500 | 27,500 A
Wilbw St Sweetwater Rd to Bonita Rd 4-lane Major Street | 37,500 | 18,500 A
Bonita Glen Dr #805 SB Ramps 4-lane Major Street | 37,500 37,800 F
I-805 SB Ramps #8805 NB Ramps 4-lane Major Street | 37,500 | 55,500 F
Bonita Rd [-805 NB Ramps to Plaza Bonita R 4-lane Major Street | 37,500 | 43,500 F
Plaza Bonita Rd to Willow St 4-lane Major Street | 37,500 | 33,900 E
Willow St to Chula Vista City Limit 4-lane Major Street | 37,500 | 39,000 F
Del Mar
Via de la Valle | Highway 101 to Jimmy Durante B 4-lane Major Arri 40,000 | 25,700 C
El Cajon
Main St to Granite Hill Dr 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 37,000f E
Jamacha Rd
Granite Hill Dr to Grove Rd 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 28,500
Washington Avel El Cajon Blvd t83t 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 25,200 C
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TABLE 4.3 (Continued)
2030 FORECAST ROADWAY LEVEL OF SERVICE BY JURISDICTION
COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO GENERAL PLAN UPDATE (REFERRAL MAP)

Roadway Segment Classification Celgel

(LOS E

i ADT LOS \

1stSt to Jamacha Rd 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 22,500 C
Jamacha Rd to' St 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 16,600 B
Washington Av

3dSt to Wichita Ave 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 18,100 B

Wichita Ave to Granite Hill Dr 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 13,700 A

Magnolia Ave to Ballantyne St 4-lane Majorrterial 40,000 | 14,900 A

Ballantyne St to Mollison Ave 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 18,000 B

) Mollison Ave t& 3t 4-ane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 23,800 C

Main St 1stSt to Orlando St 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 17,900 B
Orlando St to Madison Ave 4-lane May Arterial 40,000 | 23,400 C

Madison Ave t8 EB Ramps 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 12,500 A

Main St to Washington Ave 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 17,500 B

Avocado Blvd

Washington Ave to Chase Ave 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 18,100 B

Cuyamaca St to Marshall Ave 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 10,900 A

Marshall Ave to Johnson Ave 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 21,200 C

Bradley Ave | Johnson Ave to Magnolia Ave 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 16,700 B
Magnolia Ave to Graves Ave 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,@0 | 26,400 C

Graves Ave t¢ Bt 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 29,900 C

Pepper Dr to Persimmon Ave 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 25,900 C

| Persimmon Ave to Broadway 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 36,100 E

2t Broadway teBIWB Ramps 4-lane Major Arial 40,000 | 38,900| E

I-8 WB Ramps to Main St 6lane Major Arterial | 50,000 | 42,900 D

El Cajon Blvd to Mollison Ave 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 25,600 C

Chase Ave

Mollison Ave to Rancho Valle Ct 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 19,600 B

I-8 EB Ramps to Bermuda Ln 4-lane Collector 30,000 | 26,000 E

Bermuda Ln to La Cresta Rd 4-lane Collector 30,000 | 24,800\ D

Greenfield Dr | La Cresta Rd to Madison Ave 4-lane Collector 30,000 | 10,600| B
Madison Ave to Vista Del Escueld 4-lane Collector 30,000 2,800 | A

VistaDel Escuela to Orchard Ave 4-ane Collector 30,000| 500 A

Encinitas
Encinitas Blvd to Santa Fe Dr 6lane Prime Arterial | 57,000 | 37,600 AC
El Camino Real
Santa Fe Dr to Manchester Ave 6lane Prime Arterial | 57,000 | 27,200 AC
WILSON Page2s

County of San Diego General Plan Update
Traffic Impacts to Adjacent City Jurisdictions

&COMPANY



TABLE 4.3 (Continued)
2030 FORECAST ROADWAY LEVEL OF SERVICE BY JURISDICTION
COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO GENERAL PLAN UPDATE (REFERRAL MAP)

Roadway Segment Classification Celgel

(LOS E

i ADT LOS \

El Camino Del No R_an_cho &hta Fe Rd to Eastern Cit] 2-lane Local Roadway 20,000| 10.100| AC
Limit Augmented
Encinitas Blvd | El Camino Real to Manchester Av|  41ane Major Roadway 35,200 | 36,900| F
I-5 NB Ramps to EI Camino Real 61ane Prime Arterial | 57,000 | 33,000| AC
Manchester Ave y
El Camino Real to Encinitas Bivd | 2121 Local Roadway | 54 454 | 17 90| Ac
Augmented
Rancho Santa Fe | Manchester Ave to Eastern City L 2ane Local Roadway 20,000 | 24,500 F
Augmented
Escondido
Country Club Ln to EI Norte Pkwy 4-lane Major Road 37,000 | 23,100 B
El Norte Pkwy to-3& WB Ramps 4-lane Major Road 37,000 | 28,600 C
SR78 WB Ramps to Mission Ave 6lane Major Road 50,000 | 43,500 E
Mission Ave to Washington Ave 6lane Major Road 50,000 | 26,500 C
. Washington Ave tofve 4-lane Major Road 37,000 | 23,800 B
Centre City Pkwy
5hAve to 1BAve 4-lane Major Road 37,000 | 25,500 C
13"Ave to Felicita Ave 4-lane Major Road 37,000 | 26,400 C
Felicita Ave to Centre City Rd 4-lane Major Road 37,000 | 31,100| Mid D
Centre City Rd to BrotinelRd 4-lane Major Road 37,000 | 43,400 F
Brotherton Rd to Citracado Pkwy 4-lane Major Road 37,000| 34,200 E
San Pasqual Valley Rd to Juniper 4-lane Collector 34,200 | 23,600 C
Juniper St to Escondido Blvd 4-lane Collector 34,200 | 33500 E
Felicita AveMAve | Escondido Blvd to Centre City Pky 4-lane Collector 34,200 | 29,700 D
Centre City Pkwy to Quince St 4-lane Collector 34,200 | 25,800f C
Quince St to Citracado Pkwy 4-lane Collector 34,200| 17,700| B
Felicita Ave to Quiet Hills Dr 4-lane Major Road 37,000| 23,100| B
Quiet Hills Dr t&3 SB Ramps 6lane Major Road 50,000 | 27,500 C
Via Rancho Pkwj
[-15 SB Ramps t&3 NB Ramps 61ane Prime Arterial | 60,000 | 43,000| Mid D,
[-15 NB Ramps to San Pasqual R 61ane Prime Arterial | 60,000 | 42,100| Mid D,
San Pasqual Rd to Mary Ln 4-lane Major Road 37,000 | 35,300f E
Mary Ln to Las Palmas Ave 4-lane Major Road 37,000 | 30,400| Mid D|
Bearvalley Pkwy
Las Palmas Ave to Sunset Dr 4-lane Major Road 37,000 | 30,800| Mid D
Sunset Dr to El Dorado Dr 4-lane Major Road 37000 | 28,600 C
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TABLE 4.3 (Continued)
2030 FORECAST ROADWAY LEVEL OF SERVICE BY JURISDICTION
COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO GENERAL PLAN UPDATE (REFERRAL MAP)

Capacit

Roadway Segment Classification

(LOS E

i ADT LOS \

El Dorado Dr to San Pasqual Vall 4-lane Major Road 37,000 | 36,000 E
San Pasqual Valley Rd to Boyle A 4-lane Major Road 37,000 | 28,100 C
Bear Valley Pkwy
Boyle Ave to Hayden Dr 4-lane Major Road 37,000 | 23,800 B
Hayden Dr to Valldgny 4-lane Major Road 37,000 | 24,000 B
Bear Valley Pkwy to Wanek Rd 61ane Prime Arterial | 60,000 | 33,700 C
Valley Pkwy | Wanek Rd to Washington Ave 6-lane Prime Arterial | 60,000 | 29,200 B
Washington Ave to Lake Wohlford 8lane Prime Arterial | 70,000 | 53,40 | Mid
San Pasqual Valley Washington Ave to Birch Ave 4-lane Major Road 37,000| 24,100| B
San Pasqual Rd| Bear Valley Pkwy to Ryan Dr 4-lane Major Road 37,000 12,300 A
North Ave to Country Club Ln 4-lane Collector 34,200| 15,400| B
Broadway Country CtuLn to Bahia Ln 4-lane Collector 34,200| 16,000| B
Bahia Ln to El Norte Pkwy 4-lane Collector 34,200| 20,100 B
La Mesa
Grossmont Blvd to Campo Rd 2-lane Collector 10,000 | 8,000 D
Bancroft Dr
Campo Rd to SR WB Ramps 4-lane Collector 30,000| 12,700 B
La Mesa Blvd to Jackson Dr 2-lane Collector 10,000 | 2,100 A
Jackson Dr to Marguerita Ln 4-lane Collector 30,000 | 14,000f C
Lemon Ave Marguerita Ln to Alto Dr 4-lane Collector 30,000| 9,500 A
Alto Dr to Lake Helix Dr 4-1ane Collector 30,000 | 5,800 A
LakeHelix Dr to Fuerte Dr 4-1ane Collector 30,000 | 2,700 A
Fuerte Dr Grossmont Dr to Avocado Blvd 2-lane Collector 10,000 | 18,500| F
SR125 to Bancroft Dr 4-lane Collector (no centq 15,000| 10,700\ D
Bancroft Dr to Camino Paz 4-lane Collector 30,00 | 17,600, C
Campo Rd Camino Paz to Kenwood Rd 4-lane Collector 30,000 | 12,400 B
Kenwood Rd to Conrad Dr 4-lane Collector 30,000 | 47,500 F
Conrad Dr to Granada Ave 4-lane Collector 30,000 | 20,300\ D
Granada Ave to Sweetwater Sprin 4-lane Collector 30,000 17,800 C
Lemon Grove
Troy St Palm St to Sweetwater Rd 4-lane Collector 30,000 | 9,700 A
Sweetwater Rd Broadway to Tyler St 4-lane Collector 30,000 | 19,200
Tyler St to Jamacha Rd 4-lane Collector 30,000 | 21,100 D
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TABLE 4.3 (Continued)
2030 FORECAST ROADWAY LEVEL OF SERVICE BY JURISDICTION
COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO GENERAL PLAN UPDATE (REFERRAL MAP)

Roadway Segment Classification %fggcg\j ADT LOS ‘
National City
National City BivdHighland Ave 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 8,000 A
30t St Highland Ave to N 2nd Ave 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 33,200 D
Euclid Ave Plaza Blvd to Sweetwater Rd 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 10,100 A
National City Blvd to Highland Ave 4-lane MajdArterial 40,000 | 16,000, B
Plaza Blvd
Highland Ave to Euclid Ave 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 26,600 C
Oceanside
SR76 to Old Ranch Rd 6-lane Major Arterial | 50,000 | 24,700 A
Old Ranch Rd to Spur Ave 6-lane Major Arterial | 50,000 | 26,800 A
Melrose Dr Spur Ave tBanta Fe Ave 6-lane Major Arterial | 50,000 | 30,300 B
Santa Fe Ave to Sagewood Rd 6lane Prime Arterial | 60,000 | 27,100 A
Sagewood Rd to Oceanside Blvd 61ane Prime Arterial | 60,000 | 27,600 A
North Santa Fe A} SR76 to Melrose Dr 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,00 | 23,200 A
Poway
Spring Hurst Dr to lola Way 6lane Major Arterial | 50,000 | 42,800 D
lola Way to Oak Knoll Rd 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 40,000f F
Oak Knoll Rd to Pomerado Rd 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 39,600 E
Pomerado Rd to Carriage Rd 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 37,500f E
Carriage Rd to Community Rd 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 40,000 F
Poway Rd Community Rd to Midland Rd 5lane Major Arterial | 45,000 | 38,700 D
Midland Rd to Ann O Reno Ln 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 27,600 C
Ann O Reno tmGarden Rd 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 18,000 B
Garden Rd to Silver Ridge Rd 2-lane Collector w/ CLT 15,000 | 13,200 E
Silver Ridge Rd to Espola Rd 2lane Collector w/ CLT| 15,000 | 12,600 D
Espola Rd to §H 2-ane Collector 10,000 | 20,100 F
Springbrook Dr to Community Rd 6lane Prime Arterial | 60,000 | 56,600 E
Scrigps Poway Pkvyy Community Rd to Danielson St 6lane Prime Arterial | 60,000 | 35,400 C
Danielson St to B8R 6lane Prime Arterial | 60,000 | 36,000 C
Pomerado Rd to Ted WiHikwy 61ane Prime Arterial | 60,000 | 40,000 C
Twin Peaks Rd | Ted William Pkwy to Community H 6lane Prime Arterial | 60,000 | 50,000 D
Community Rd to Tierra Bonita R 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 32,800 D
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TABLE 4.3 (Continued)
2030 FORECAST ROADWAY LEVEL OF SERVICE BY JURISDICTION
COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO GENERAL PLAN UPDATE (REFERRAL MAP)

P Capacit
Roadway Segment Classification (LOS E\j ADT LOS ‘
Twin Peaks Rd | Tierra Bonita Rd to Espola Rd 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 27,900 C
Espola Rd Twin Peaks to Poway Rd 4-lane Secondary Arter{ 30,000 | 23,100 D
Highland Ranch Rd to Pomerado 61ane Prime Arterial | 60,000 | 43,000f C
Ted Williams Pkw
Pomerado Rd to Twin Peaks Rd 6lane Prime Arterial | 60,000 | 20,500 A
SanDiego
Camino del Norty Camino San Bernardels | 6lane Prime Arterial | 60,000 | 36,200 C
Via Del Campo to W. Bernardo Dr 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 35,800 E
Rancho Bernardo
W. Bernardo Dr {8l 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 56,100 F
I-15 to Spring Canyon Rd 6-lane Prime Arterial | 60,000 | 61,600 F
Scripps PowdPk - -
Spring Canyon Rd to Springbrook 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 30,800 D
Jimmy Durante Blvd16 NB Rampg 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 31,700 D
Via de la Valle | I-15 NB Ramps tarSAndres Dr 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 43,100f F
San Andres Dr to El Camino Real 2-lane Collector 10,000 | 26,500| F
Airway Rd Michael Faraday Dr te9BR 2-ane Collector 9,000 | 17,500, F
La Media Rd to-9B5 61ane Major Arterial | 50,000 | 19,500 A
Siempre Viva R
SR905to Enrico Fermi Dr 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 59,300 F
San Marcos
Borden Rd to Avenida Azul 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 20,300 B
Avenida Azul to Mission Rd 61ane Major Arterial | 50,000 | 27,300| B
Mission &to SR’'8 WB Ramps 61ane Major Arterial | 50,000 | 37,300| D
Las Posas Rd | SR78 WB Ramps to Grand Ave 6lane Major Arterial | 50,000 | 56,500 F
Grand Ave to Vista Dr 4-lane Secondary Arteri 30,000 | 31,500 F
Vista Dr to Stone Dr 4-lane Secondary Arteri 30,000 | 25,600 E
Stone Dr to San Marcos Blvd 4-lane Secondary Arter{ 30,000 | 21,400 D
Deer Springs Rd to Buena Creek 4-laneMajofArterial 40,000 | 25,000, C
Twin Oaks Valley
Buena Creek Rd to Olive St 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 20,100 B
La Ciaiega Rd | Twin Oak Valley Rd to Mulberry D 2-aneCollector 15000 | 5,600 B
Mulberry Dr | Olive St to La Cieniega Rd 2-aneCollector 15000 | 3,700 | A
Santee
Medina Dr to Halberns Blvd 4-lane Mjor Arterial 40,000 | 22,000 C
Mast Blvd
Halberns Blvd to Shirley Garden 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 25,300 C
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TABLE 4.3 (Continued)
2030 FORECAST ROADWAY LEVEL OF SERVICE BY JURISDICTION
COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO GENERAL PLAN UPDATE (REFERRAL MAP)

Roadway Segment Classification Celgel

(LOS E

i ADT LOS \

Shirley Garden to Magnolia Ave 4-lane Secondary Arteri 30,000 | 27,400 E
Magnolia Ave to Los Ranchitos R 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 20,000 B
Mast Blvd west of Pine Grove 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 24,800 C
Pine Grove to Riverford Rd 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 11,400 D
El Nopal Cuyamaca St to Magnolia Ave 2-lane Collector 10,000 | 5,700 C
Magnolia Ave to Aquila Dr 2-lane Collector w/ CLT 15,@0 | 10,800 D
Magnolia Ave to-8R 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 37,400 E
SR67 to Shadow Hill Rd 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 22,500 C
Woodside Ave Shadow Hill Rd to Northcode Rd | 2-lane Collector w/ CLT| 15,000 | 7,300 C
Northcode Rd to Security Way 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 6,000 A
Security Way to-8R 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 16,800 B
SR67 to Riverford Rd 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 29,700 C

Solana Beach
Highway 101 Ocean St to Lomas Santa Fe Dr 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 34,600 D
Lomas Santa Fe Dr to Via De la 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 24,000 C
Highway 101 to Stevens Ave 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 16,700 B
Stevens Ave to Solana Hills Dr 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 21,600 C
Lomas Santa Fe | Solana Hills Dr #6 88 Ramps 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 37,000 E
I-5 SB Ramps to Via Mil Cumbres 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 33,400 D
Via Mil Cumbres to Highland Dr 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 13,200 A
Lomas Santa Fe Dr to Academy [ 4-lane Collector 30,000| 19,100, C
Steven Ave Academy Dr to La Colonia Park 4-lane Collector 30,000| 13,000 B
La Colonia Park to Nardo Ave 4-1ane Collector 30,000 | 13,000 B
Nardo Ave to Valley Ave 4-lane Collector 30,000 | 15,900 C
Valley Ave Stevens Ave to Via De la Valle 4-ane Colleato 30,000 | 21,000 D
Highland Dr | El Camino Real to San Andres Dr 2-ane Collector 10,000| 6,100 | C

Vista

Sycamore Ave | SR78 EB Ramps to Hibiscus Way 61ane Prime Arterial | 60,000 | 54,600, E
Monte Vista Dr South Santa Fe Ave to Cypress A 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 11,900 A
Cypress Ave to Foothill Dr 4-lane Major Arterial | 40,000 | 7,500 A

Source: Wilson & Company; January 2009
Notes:
Bold letters indicate substandard LOS.
CLTL = Continuoustlaft lane.
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Table 4.4summarizes the results shown in Tahl& [y identifying the projected total number of

key roadway segments operating at substandard LOS E or F (Chula Vista includes LOS D &
Escondido includes LOS -punder future year buildout of the proposed County of San Diego
General Plan (Referral Map). ssshown, a total of 4out of 197 analyzed roadway segments in

the adjacent incorporated jurisdictions are projected to operate at substandard LOS.

TABLE 4.4
SUMMARY OF ROADWAY SEGMENTS OPERATING AT SUBSTANDA
COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO GENERAL PLAN URPPHERAL MAP)

Number of Deficient Roadwi

Jurisdiction Total Number Analyzed

Segments
Carlsbad 9 0
Chula Vista 13 5
Del Mar 1 0
El Cajon 31 4
Encinitas 7 2
Escondido 35 7
La Mesa 14 2
Lemon Grove 3 0
National City 5 0
Oceanside 6 0
Poway 21 7
San Diego 11 7
San Marcos 11 3
Santee 14 2
Solana Beach 13 1
Vista 3 1
Total 197 41
Source: Wilson & Company; January 2009
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5.0 Identification of Significant Impacts

This section documents significant impacts on the key roadway segments wéhadjftent
incorporated jurisdictions that would result from buildout of the proposed County of San Diego
General Plan Update. Utilizing the methodologies outlined in Section 2.3, the following
comparisons were made for purposes of determining significfit impacts:

Existing County of San Diego General Plan to Existing Conditions (Existing Plan to Griound)
this comparison provides a baseline scenario indicating impacts on the adjacent incorporated
jurisdictions under buildout of the existing CounfySan Diego General Plan.

Proposed County of San Diego General Plan (Referral Map) to Existing Conditions (Proposed
Plan to Ground)i this comparison provides the basis for identifying significant impacts
associated with future year buildout of thepmeed County of San Diego General Plan.

Proposed County of San Diego General Plan (Referral Map) to Existing General Plan
(Proposed Plan to Existing Plari) this comparison provides the basis for identifying new
significant impacts that would result withe proposed County of San Diego General Plan.

5.1 Comparison of Existing County of San Diego General Plan to Existing
Conditions

Table 5.1compares projected roadway performance under the buildout of the existing County of
San Diego General Plan to Existiognditions, and displays the resulting significant impacts.

TABLE 5.1
SIGNIFICANT TRAFFIC IMPACTS
EXISTING COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO GENERAL PLAN VS. EXISTING CONDIT
(Existing Plan to Ground)

Existing Existing GP i Qignifi
Carlsbad
5 NB Ramps to Paseo D& 55 569| 056| ¢ | 27,300 068 C | 012 | No
Norte
Paseo Del Norte to Car | g 454 | 20| A |14400 036| A | 016 | No
Country Dr
’(‘i\z/i(re Country Dr to Faraday 14,200| 0.36 A | 28100 070 c 0.34 No
Cannon R -
Eaer:}day Ave to El Camino 9,100 | 0.23 A | 22200 0.56 c 0.33 \o
£ camino Realto College g 100 | 0.61| ¢ | 17800 045| B | 0.16| No
Leisure Village Dr to 4100 | 010| A |[22800 057| c | 047 | No
Shadowridge Dr
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TABLE 5.1 (Continued)
SIGNIFICANT TRAERVPACTS
EXISTING COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO GENERAL PLAN VS. EXISTING CONDIT
(Existing Plan to Ground)

Existing Existing GP A S
gni lcant
Roadway Segment Impact?
Shadowridge Dr to Lake B{ 9,700 | 0.24 1990 | 050 B 0.26 No
Cannon Rd Lake Blvd to Melrose Dr | 15,700| 0.39| B | 23,900 0.60 0.21 No
Melrose Dr to Mar Vista D| 400 0.01 7,900| 0.20 A 0.19 No
Chula Vista
Heritage Rg ain Streetto Chula Vistay 1y a0 924 | A |23700 038 A | 014 | No
City Limit
Teegraph CanyonRd t0 | 145001 031 | A |26700 043| A | 012 No
Palomar St
Palomar St to Olympic Pky 3,900 | 0.06 | A | 12,500 0.20| A 0.14 No
La Media R -
Olympic Pkwyto Santa | 55 | 902 A | 18100 029 A | 027 | No
Venetia St
Santa Venetia St to Birch| 1,900 | 0.03 A 22,200 0.36 A 0.33 No
Proctor | Northwoods Dr to Chula V|
Valley Rd | City Limit 700 | 0.07| A | 8400| 0.22| A | 015 No
Otay Lakes Wueste Rd to Chula Vista| 550 | 934| A |27.200 0.44| A | 010 | No
Rd Limit
Willow St | Sweetwater Rd to Bonita f 17,000| 1.81 F 17,800 0.47 A -1.34 No
Bonita Glen Dr#®05SB | 5 3001 091| E |37700 1.01] F | 010 | Yes
Ramps
805 SB RampsBUSNB | 5/ 509| 144| F |55300 1.47| F | 003 | Yes
Ramps
Bonita Rd | 1805 NB Rampsto Plaza | 4, 100 113| F | 43200 1.15| F | 002 | Yes
Bonita Rd
Plaza Bonita Rd tdléMi St | 30,300| 0.81 D 34,100 0.91 E 0.10 Yes
‘L’Yr':ﬁ"" Stto ChulaVista Cl 5, 5001 0g7| D | 34100 091| E | 004 | Yes
Del Mar
Viadela | Highway 101to Jimmy | 5, 300 01| c | 25300 063 C | 0.02 No
Valle Durante Blvd
El Cajon
Main St to Granifél Dr 35,000| 0.88| E |[38,000 095| E | 007 | VYes
Jamacha R
Granite Hill Dr to Grove R{ 28,000/ 0.70| C |30,000 0.75| D | 0.05 No
El Cajon Bivd 83t 24500| 0.61| C |25800 065| C | 0.04 No
W""Z*\‘/'ggtor 15tSt to Jamacha Rd 22000 055| C |23000 058 C | 0.03 No
Jamach®&d to 8 St 14,000| 0.35 A 19,900 0.50 B 0.15 No
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TABLE 5.1 (Continued)
SIGNIFICANT TRAERVPACTS
EXISTING COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO GENERAL PLAN VS. EXISTING CONDIT
(Existing Plan to Ground)

Roadway Segment 2 Existing OS A Slir%rggg:?t
Washingtor] 39St to Wichita Ave 16,400| 0.41| B |19,800 0.50| B | 0.09 No
Ave Wichita Ave to Granite Hill 12,400f 0.31| A | 15,600 0.39 B 0.08 No
Magnolia Ave to Ballantyn| 14,600| 0.37 | A | 14,800 0.¥ A 0.00 No
Ballantyne St to Mollison 4 15,500| 0.39| B | 18,300 0.46| B 0.07 No
) Mollison Ave t& St 19,600( 0.49 B |23500 059| C 0.10 No
Main St 1stSt to Orlando St 16,500| 0.41 B 17,600 0.44 B 0.03 No
Orlando St to Madison Avq 20,400| 0.51 B 22,800 0.57 C 0.06 No
Madison Ave t8 EB Rampj 11,700| 0.29 A 13,300 0.33 A 0.04 No
Avocado Main St to Washington Av( 10,600| 0.71 D 17,900 0.45 B -0.26 No
Bivd | Washington Aveto Chasel 17 300| 1.15| F | 18600 047| B | 0.68| No
Cuyamaca St to Marshadl 4/ 9,300 | 0.23| A |11,600 0.29| A 0.06 No
Marshall Ave to Johnson 4 20,800| 0.52 B |22,2000 056 | C 0.04 No
Bradley Aveg Johnson Ave to Magnolia{ 15,900| 0.40| B | 18,000 0.45| B 0.05 No
Magnolia Ave to Graves Al 19,000| 1.90| F | 25,100 0.63| C -1.27 No
Graves Ave t& Bt 12,600| 1.26 F 30,100 0.75 D -0.51 No
Pepper Dr to Persimmon 4 24,300 0.61 C | 26,400 0.66 C 0.05 No
st Persimmon Ave to Broadw 32,000 0.80| D | 39,000 0.98| E 0.18 Yes
Broadway teBIWB Ramps | 33,500| 0.84 D | 34,700 0.87 D 0.03 No
I-8 WB Ramps Main St 40,500| 0.81| D |41,400 0.83| D 0.02 No
El Cajon Blvd to Mollison 4 24,400| 0.61| C | 26,800 0.67| C 0.06 No
Chase Ave pollison Ave to Rancho Vi 18.400| 0.46| B | 21,000 053| C | 007 | No
[-8 EB Ramps to Bermuda| 24,500| 2.45 F 27,500 0.92 E -1.53 No
Bermuda Ln to La Cresta | 21,000| 2.10 F 25,000 0.83 -1.27 No
Greenfield La Cresta Rd to Madison 4 10,400| 1.04 F | 10,500 0.35 -0.69 No
o' | MadisonAvetoVistaDel | 5600 | 0.47| A | 2800 0,09 A | 0.08| No
Vista Del Escuela 10 Ore 500 | 0.03| A | 500 | 0.02| A | 001| No

Encinitas
El g:gl“mo Encinitas Blvd to Santa Fq 37,100| 0.65 | A-C | 38,000 0.67 | AC | 0.02 | No
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TABLE 5.1 (Continued)
SIGNIFICANT TRAERVPACTS
EXISTING COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO GENERAL PLAN VS. EXISTING CONDIT
(Existing Plan to Ground)

Existing Existing GP A i Significant
V/C Impact?

Roadway Segment

El Camino| Santa Fe Dr to Mancheste
Real Ave

El Camino| Rancho Santa Fd ®
Del Norte | Eastern City Limit

26,500| 0.58 | A-C | 27,7000 0.49| AC | -0.09 No

7,300 | 0.52 | A-C | 10,000 0.50| AC | -0.02 No

Encinitas | El Camino Real to

Blvd Manchester Ave 36,200 1.03 F |36,700 1.04| F 0.01 No

I-5 NB Ramps to El Camin
Mancheste| Real

Ave El Camino Re® Encinitas
Bivd

31,600| 0.70 | A-C | 33,800 0.59| AC | -0.11 No

8,300 | 0.59 | A-C | 11,800 0.59| AC | 0.00 No

Rancho | Manchester Ave to Easter

Santa Fe R City Limit 22,700| 1.14 F | 23,000 1.15 F 0.01 No

Escondido
Country Club Lnto BINort 15 400l 042 B | 24100 065 B | 023 | No
Pkwy
EINorte Pkwy to SR WB | 9 5001 079 ¢ |30700 0.83] M9 | 004 | No
Ramps D
i\?f WB Ramps to Missl| 34 5001 093| E | 46,700 093] E | 000| No
X'\'/ZS'O” Ave to Washingtol ,, 05| 07| ¢ |27800 056| c | 011] No
Celglt(re City Washington Ave to/éve 23,800| 0.64| B |257200 0.68| C 0.04 No
wy
5h Ave to 18Ave 26,100 0.71| ¢ |26300 071] ¢ | 000 | No
13" Ave to Felicita Ave 23,900| 0.65 B 27,300 0.74 C 0.09 No
- . Mid Mid
Felicita Ave to Centre City| 30,000| 0.81 D 31,000 0.84 D 0.03 No

Centre City Rd to Brothert
Rd

Brotherton Rd to Citracadq
Pkwy

39,400 106 F | 43,100 1.16 F 0.10 Yes

32,600| 0.88| D | 34,000 092 E 0.04 Yes

San Pasqual Valley Rd to
Juniper St

Felicita | Juniper St to Escondido B| 18,200| 1.21| F | 31,000 091 | E -0.30 No

Ave/1TAve | Escondido Blvd to Centre
Pkwy
Centre City Pkwy to Quind 23,600| 1.57 F 26,300 0.77 C -0.80 No

13,900| 0.93| E |15,700 0.46| B 0.47 No

27,000 0.79| C | 29,900 0.87| D 0.08 Yes
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TABLE 5.1 (Continued)
SIGNIFICANT TRAERVPACTS
EXISTING COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO GENERAL PLAN VS. EXISTING CONDIT
(Existing Plan to Ground)

Existing Existing GP X 1 Signifi
gnl lcant
Roadway Segment V/C Impact?
Felicita | oo st to Citracado Pk| 14,500| 097 | E |18,300 054| B | 0.43| No
Ave/lT Ave ! ’ ’ ’ ’
Felicita Ave to Quiet Hills [ 15,900| 0.43| B | 22,200 0.60| B | 0.17 No
g;;ﬁ;?'"s Dra3 SB 16,800| 0.34| B | 26,000 052 Cc | 018 | No
Via Ranch
Pkwy | F5SBRamps®@3INB | 5/ 154 057| ¢ |41.000 068| c | 011 No
Ramps
15 NB Ramps to San 32.800| 055| c | 42300 0.71] M| 516 No
Pasqual Rd D
San Pasqual Rd to Mary | 27,900| 0.75| C | 29,100 0.79| C 0.04 No
Mary Ln to Las Palmas AV 23,000| 0.62| B | 25600 0.69| C | 0.07 No
Las Palmas Ave to Sunse{ 23,200| 1.55 F 26,300 0.71 C -0.84 No
Sunset Drto Elfado Dr | 18,800| 1.25| F | 25,200 0.68| C | -0.57 No
Bear Valley
El Dorado Drto San Pasql 7 344| 185 | £ |33200 090| D | -0.92 No

Pkwy | valley Rd

San Pasqual Valley Rd to
Boyle Ave

Boyle Ave to Hayden Dr | 18,000| 0.49| B | 19,100 0.52| B 0.03 No
Hayden Dr to Valley Pkwy| 17,300| 1.15 F 17,700 0.48 B -0.67 No

22,600| 1.51 F | 24,400 0.66| B -0.85 No

gzarVauey Pkwy toWane .4 500l 0.81| M9 | 30100 050 ¢ | ©031] No

Valley Pkwy Wanek Rd to Washington| 26,000 0.70| C | 25,800 0.43 B -0.27 No

Washington Ave to Lake | 5 54 | 555 | E |48000 069| C | -159| No

Wohlford Rd
San Pasque . hington Ave to Birch 4 21,200 1.41| F | 22,100 060| B | -081| No
Valley Rd
Sa”RPj‘Sq“E Bear Valley Pkwy to Ryan| 11,300 0.31| A |17,600 048| B | 0.17 No

North Ave to Country Club 6,100 | 0.18| A | 21700| 0.63| B 0.45 No
Broadway | Country Club Ln to Bahia| 9,000 | 0.60| C | 14,200 0.42| B -0.18 No
Bahia Ln to El Norte Pkwy, 15,900 0.46| B | 22,600 0.66| B 0.20 No

La Mesa

Grossmont Blvd to Campg 7,800 | 0.78| D 8,000| 0.80| D 0.02 No

Bancroft Dt campo Rd to $” WB
Ramps

11,600| 1.16 F 12,300/ 0.41 B 0.75 No
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TABLE 5.1 (Continued)
SIGNIFICANT TRAERVPACTS
EXISTING COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO GENERAL PLAN VS. EXISTING CONDIT
(Existing Plan to Ground)

Existing Existing GP X il signii
gni lcant
Roadway Segment Impact?
La Mesa Blvd to Jackson [ 1,700 | 0.17 A 2,300| 0.23 A 0.06 No
Jackson Dr to Marguerita | 12,400| 1.24 F 15,300 0.51| C -0.73 No
Lemon Ave Marguerita Ln to Alto Dr 7,700 | 0.77| D |10,900 0.36| B -0.41 No
Alto Dr thake Helix Dr 4500 | 0.45 B 6,800 | 0.23 A -0.22 No
Lake Helix Dr to Fuerte Drf 1,500 | 0.15 A 3,600| 0.12 A -0.03 No
Fuerte Dr g&%ssmo”t Drto Avocado| 45 766| 157| ¢ |15800 1.58| F | 0.01| No
SR125 to Bancroft Dr 10,000| 1.00 F 10,100 0.67 D -0.33 No
Bancroft Dr to Camino Paj 17,000 1.70 F 17,200 0.57 C -1.13 No
Camino Paz to Kenwood § 12,000| 1.20 F 12,300 0.41 B -0.79 No
Campo Rd| kenwood Rd to Conrad DI 42,500| 2.83| F | 47,900 1.60| F | -1.23 No
Conrad Dr to Granada Avg 20,300| 1.35 F 22,300 0.74 D -0.61 No
Granada Ave to Sweetwat ;4 164| gg7| E [18800 063| C | 0.24| No
Spring Blvd
Lemon Grove
Troy St | Palm St to Sweetwater Rd 9,000 | 0.30 10,300 0.34 B 0.04 No
Sweetwate| Broadway to Tyler St 18,000/ 1.20| F | 18,000 0.60 -0.60| No
Rd Tyler St to JamadRa 17,000| 0.57 18,300 0.61 C 0.04 No
National City
National City Bivd to Highll 7 555 | 018 A | 8100| 0.20| A | 0.02| No
30th St | Ave
Highland Ave to N 2nd Av¢ 29,000| 0.73| C | 32,500 0.81| D 0.08 No
Euclid Ave| Plaza Blvd to Sweetwater| 8,500 | 0.57 C 10,100 0.25 -0.32 No
National City Blvd to Highl) 1, 564| 575| p |15500 039| B | 0.36| No
Plaza Blvd| Ave
Highland Ave to Euclid Av( 23,600| 0.59 C 26,800 0.67 C 0.08 No
Oceanside
SR76 to Old Ranch Rd 9,500 | 0.19| A | 32,000 0.64 B 0.45 No
Old RarftRd to Spur Ave | 2,300 | 0.06| A |33,800 0.68| B 0.62 No
Melrose Dr| spur Ave to Santa Fe Ave] N/A | N/A | N/A | 36,400 0.73| C N/A No
gg‘”ta Fe Ave to Sagewoo 11 200l 029| A |35600 059| A | 030 | No
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TABLE 5.1 (Continued)
SIGNIFICANT TRAERVPACTS
EXISTING COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO GENERAL PLAN VS. EXISTING CONDIT
(Existing Plan to Ground)

Existing Existing GP A i Significant
V/C Impact?

Roadway Segment

Sagewood Rd to Oceansig

Melrose Dr Bivd 13,300 0.33| A |34,800 058 A 0.25 No
North Santg sp76 15 Melrose Dr 23,100 0.58| A |23800 060| A | 002 | No
Fe Ave
Poway
Spring Hurst Dr to lola Wg 36,900 0.74 C | 43,300 0.87 D 0.13 No
lola Way to Oak Knoll Rd | 27,300| 0.68 C 40,300 1.01 F 0.33 Yes
Oak Knoll Rd to Porder&d| 36,000/ 0.90 E 39,900 1.00 E 0.10 Yes
Pomerado Rd to Carriage| 33,500\ 0.84| D | 37,800 0.95 E 0.11 Yes
Carriage Rd to Community 36,500| 0.91| E |40,3000 1.01| F 0.10 Yes
Poway Rd | Community Rd to Midland| 35,400f 0.79| D | 39,000 0.87| D 0.08 No
Midland Rd fmn O Reno L| 24,500| 0.61| C |28,2000 0.71| C 0.10 No
Ann O Reno Ln to Garden| 12,500| 0.31| A | 18,600 0.47 B 0.16 No
Garden Rd to Silver Ridgel 17,000| 1.13 F | 14,000 0.93| E -0.20 No
Silver Ridge Rd to Espola| 12,900| 0.86 D | 13,700 0.91 E 0.05 Yes
Egola Rd to S&7 18,800| 1.88 F 21,200 2.12 F 0.24 Yes
ggr'”gbrOOK Drio Commu 4 400| 0.82| c |58000 097| E | 015 | Yes
Scripps . .
Poway Phw| SOTMUMY RATODaNEISt 19600 033| A | 36000 0.60| C | 027 | Mo
Danielson St to B8R 19,200 0.48| B | 36,500 061 C 0.13 No
g‘lzvrc;rado Rdto Ted Willis 37 700| 0.04| E | 41,500 0.69| C | 0.25| No

Ted William Pkwy to

TWirIJQgeakS Community Rd

44,000| 1.10| F | 51,5000 0.86| D -0.24 No

Community Rd to Tierra
Bonita Rd

Tierra Bonifd to Espola R 24,200 0.61| C | 29,400 0.74| C 0.13 No
Espola Rd| Twin Peaks to Poway Rd | 18,000| 1.80| F | 24,600 0.82| D -0.98 No

Highland Ranch Rd to
Ted William| Pomerado Rd

Pkwy Pomerado Rd to Twin Ped
Rd

29,000| 0.73| C | 34,300 0.86| D 0.13 No

31,200| 0.52| B |42500 0.71| C 0.19 No

18,800 0.47| B | 20,100 0.34| A -0.13 No

WILSON Pagesl

&COMPANY County of San Diego General Plan Update

Traffic Impacts to Adjacent City Jurisdictions



TABLE 5.1 (Continued)
SIGNIFICANT TRAERVPACTS
EXISTING COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO GENERAL PLAN VS. EXISTING CONDIT
(Existing Plan to Ground)

Existing Existing GP A S
gni lcant
Roadway Segment V/C Impact?
San Diego
Calilno':‘tz de} camino San Bernardels I| 35.900| 0.60| C | 54,000 0.90 0.30 No
Rancho | pemer camPo oW | 53.700| 059 | ¢ | 36,700 0.92 033 | Yes
Bernardo R
W. Bernardo Dr b6l 47,400| 1.19| F |56,900 1.42 023 | VYes
Seri I-15 to Spring Canyon Rd | 52,900| 0.88 61,300 1.02 0.14 Yes
cripps .
Poway Pkw| SPring Canyon Rd to 25,900 0.65| C | 29,600 0.74 0.09 No
Springbrook Dr ' '
Jimmy Durante Bvd18 |1 | 5, 45| 75| b | 37,900 0.95 017 | Yes
NB Ramps
Viadela | I15NB Ramps to San And 57 200 094 | E | 40,200 1.01 007 | Yes
Valle Dr
gzglA”dres Drio ElCamit ), 5o5| 225 F | 27,100 2.71 0.46 | Yes
Airway Rd g"(')ghae' Faraday Dre SR g 554 | 073 | ¢ | 16,100 1.78 105 | Yes
Siempre | La Media Rd to 95 10,900| 0.22 | A | 18,000 0.36 0.14 No
VivaRd | sroos5t0 Enrico Fermi Dr | 19,400 049 | B | 50,700 1.27 0.78 Yes
San Marcos
Borden Rd to Avenida AzJ 6,300 | 0.16| A | 21,400 0.54 0.38 No
Avenida Azul to MissRd | 8,900 | 0.18| A | 28,100 0.56 0.38 No
Mission Rd to &8 WB 24300| 0.49| B |35400 0.71 0.22 No
Ramps
Las Posas
Rd 2\?678 WB Rampsto Grant 5, 245| 075 | D | 55500 1.11 036 | Yes
Grand Ave to Vista Dr 15,900| 0.53 31,000 1.03 0.50 Yes
Vista Dr to Stone D 12,100| 0.40| B | 25,100 0.84 0.44 | Yes
Stone Dr to San Marcos B 9,900 | 0.33 21,100 0.70 0.37 No
Twin Oaks gf:éksggngs RdtoBueng 16 800| 1.12| F | 22,000 055 057 | No
Valley Rd :
Buena Creek Rd to Olive § 11,800| 0.79 D 20,900 0.52 -0.27 No
La Cieniegg Twin Oak Valley Rd to 5100 | 0.34 B 6,300 042 0.08 No
Rd Mulberry Dr
Mulberry Di Olive Stto La Cieniega Rd 1,800 | 0.12| A 6,200| 041 0.29 No
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TABLE 5.1 (Continued)
SIGNIFICANT TRAERVPACTS
EXISTING COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO GENERAL PLAN VS. EXISTING CONDIT
(Existing Plan to Ground)

Existing Existing GP A i Significant
V/C Impact?

Roadway Segment

Santee

Medina Dr to Halberns B 21,000| 0.53 C 22400| 0.56 C 0.03 No

Halberns Blvd to Shirley
Garden

22,000| 0.55| C |23,200 0.58| C 0.03 No

Shirley Garden to Magnoli
Mast Blvd | AV
Magnolia Ave to Los

21,700| 0.72| D | 25900 0.86| E 0.14 Yes

Ranchitos Rd 7,300 | 0.73 C 18,800 0.47 B -0.26 No

west of Pine Grove 5,000 | 0.13| A |24500 061| C 0.48 No

Pine Grove to Riverford R{ 7,000 | 0.18| A | 11,300 0.28| A 0.10 No

El Nopal Cuyamaca St to Magnolia| 4,500 | 0.45| B 5500| 0.55| C 0.10 No
Magnolia Ave to Aquila Dr| 8,900 | 0.59| C | 10,400 0.69| D 0.10 No

Magnolia Ate SR67 32,000| 0.80 D | 37,700 0.94 E 0.14 Yes

SR67 to Shadow Hill Rd 16,000| 1.07 F 23,600 0.59 C -0.48 No

Woodside | g o T RATONOMNES 7000 | 0.47| ¢ | 8400| 056| C | 0.09 | No
Ave Northcode Rd to SecurityY 5,000 | 0.50| B 7,000| 0.18| A -0.32 No
Security Wag SR67 10,000| 1.00 F 18,600 0.47 B -0.53 No

SR67 to Riverford Rd 21,800| 2.18 F |31,400 0.79| D -1.39 No

Solana Beach

Ocean Stto Lomas Santa| ,q o434/ 75| ¢ |34,200 0.85| D | 0.10 No

Dr
Highway 10 :
Lomas Santa Fe Drto Vial 14 909| g50| B |25500| 0.64| C | 014 | No
la Valle
Highway 101 to Stevens A 11,900| 0.30| A | 16,500 0.41| B 0.11 No
[S)Ee"ens Aveto SolanaHil 17 a05| 945| B | 22100 055| ¢ | 010| No
Lomas Sanf S°lana Hills Dr b S8 31,700| 0.79| D | 37600 094 E | 015| Ves
Ramps
Fe Dr
5 SB Rampie Via Mil 28,300| 0.71| C |36,200 090| E | 019 | VYes
Cumbres
\[;'r"" Mil Cumbres to Highlal g 00 | 22| A | 16100 040| B | 018 | No
Steven Ave LOMas SantaFeDrto | 44545000 543| B |19300 064 C | 021 | No
Academy Dr
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TABLE 5.1 (Continued)
SIGNIFICANT TRAERVPACTS
EXISTING COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO GENERAL PLAN VS. EXISTING CONDIT
(Existing Plan to Ground)

Existing Existing GP A i Significant
V/C Impact?

Roadway Segment

Academy Dr to La Colonig
Park

La Colonia Park to Nardo] 11,900 0.40| B | 13,200 0.44| B 0.04 No
Nardo Ave to Valley Ave | 11,000| 0.37 B 16,100 0.54| C 0.17 No

11,900| 119 F |13,200 0.44| B -0.75 No

Steven Ave

Stevens Ave to Via De la

13,000| 0.87 F 21,300 0.71 D -0.16 No
Valle

Valley Ave

El Canmo Real to San

Highland Di Andres Dr

5000 | 050| B 5500 055| C 0.05 No

Vista

Sycamore | SR78 EB Ramps to Hibisg

A 48,900| 0.82| D | 57,300 0.96 E 0.14 Yes
ve Way

South Santa Fe Ave to

Monte Vistd Cypress Ave 8,700 | 0.99| E |[15600 0.39| A | -0.60| No

Dr
Cypress Ave to HathtDr 4,800 | 0.55 A 11,100 0.28 A -0.27 No
Source: Wilson & Company; January 2009
Notes:
Bold letters indicate substandard LOS.
@ in V/C = The change in the volume to capacity ratio betwee

N/A = This segment does not currertly exis
1 The segment of Siempre Viva Road between La Media Rd and Avenida Costa Brava/Melksee Street is not cufianly constructed to a
major arterial, and would have a LOS E capacity of 22,500 ADT, resulting in an acceptable LOS B alanly/Bisasiegdiznt an

Table 5.2 summarizes the results of Table 5.1 by identifying the number of significantly
impacted roadway segments in the adjacent incorporated jurisdictions based upon the
comparison of the future year buildout of the existing CpwitSan Diego General Plan to
Existing Conditions. As shown, a total of 33 roadway segments are identified as being
significantly impacted under this scenario.
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TABLE 5.2
SUMMARY OF SIGNIFICANT IMPACTED SEGMENTS
EXISTING COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO GENBRALPEEXISTING CONDITIO
(Existing Plan to Ground)

Number of Significantly

Jurisdiction Total Number Analyzed Impacted Segments
Carlsbad 9 0
Chula Vista 13 5
Del Mar 1 0
El Cajon 31 2
Encinitas 7 0
Escondido 35 3
La Mesa 14 0
Lemon Grove 3 0
National City 5 0
Oceanside 6 (5 under Existing) 0
Poway 21 7
San Diego 11 8
San Marcos 11 3
Santee 14 2
Solana Beach 13 2
Vista 3 1
Total 197 (196 under Existing) 33

Source: Wilson & Company; January 2009

5.2 Comparison of Proposed County of S#&ygo General Plan to Existing
Conditions

Table 5.3 compares projected roadway performance on the key roadway segments within the
adjacent incorporated jurisdictions under the proposed County of San Diego General Plan
(Referral Map) to Existing conditionand displays the resulting significant impacts.
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TABLE 5.3
SIGNIFICANT TRAFFIC IMPACTS
COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO GENERAL PLAN UPDATE (REFERRAL MAP) VS. EXISTIN
(Proposed Plan to Ground)

Existing GP Update X 1 Signifi
gnificant
Roadway Segment V/C Impact?
Carlsbad
-5 NB Ramps to Paseo De ., 55| 956 | ¢ | 27,000 068| C | 012 No
Norte
Paseo DelNorte to Car | g 165 | 520| A |14400 036 A | 016 | No
Country Dr
(A:\";‘; Country Drto Faraday 500l 036| A |28500 071] ¢ | 035| No
Faraday Ave to EICaming ¢ 104 | 23| A | 22700 057| C | 0.34 No
Real
Cannon R
S:V%am'”o Realto College ¢ 100 | 01| ¢ | 19300 048| B | 013| No
Leisure Village Dr to
Shadowridge Dr 4,100 | 0.10| A |24,000 060| C | 050 No
Shadowridge Drto Lake B 9,700 | 024 A | 21,600 054| C 0.30 No
Lake Blvd to Melrose Dr | 15,700| 0.39| B |26,300 0.66| C | 0.27 No
Melrose Dr to Mar Vista D| 400 0.01 A 12,500 0.31 A 0.30 No
Chula Vista
Heritage Rg ain Streetto Chula Vistay 1y a0 924 | A |21,000 034] A | 010 | No
City Limit
Telegraph Canyon Rd to
PP 19,200 0.31| A |28100 045| A | 0.14 No
Palomar St to Olympic Pky 3,900 | 0.06 | A | 14,600 0.23| A 0.17 No
La Mdia Rd -
Olympic Pkwy to Santa | 4 545 | 92| A |19500 031 A | 029 | No
Venetia St
Santa Venetia St to Birch| 1,900 | 0.03 A 24,700 0.40 A 0.37 No
Proctor | Northwoods Dr to Chula V|
Valley Rd | City Limi 700 | 007| A | 7,700/ 021| A | 0.14 No
Otay Lakes Wueste Rd to ChulaVista| 5500 | 934| A | 27500 0.44| A | 010 | No
Rd Limit
Willow St | Sweetwater Rd to Bonita f 17,000 1.81 F 18,50 | 0.49 A -1.32 No
Bonita Glen Dr#®05SB | 5/ 344/ 91| E |37.800 1.01| F | 010 | Yes
Ramps
Bonita Rd | F802 SBRamps®USNB | o/ 5551 1 44| F |55500 1.48| F | 004 | Yes
Ramps
805 NB Ramps to Plaza | ,, 46| 113| F | 43500 1.16| F | 0.03 | Yes
Bonita Rd
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TABLE 5.8Continued)
SIGNIFICANT TRAFFIC IMPACTS
COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO GENERAL PLAN UPDATE (REFERRAL MAP) VS. EXISTIN
(Proposed Plan to Ground)

Existing GP Update ianifi
Roadway Segment S;%?ng‘f t
PlazaBonitaRd 10 | 545551 g1 | D [33900 090 | E | 0.09 Yes
Willow St
Bonita Rd -
Willow Stto Chula | 5, 5001 97 | D | 39000 1.04 | F | 017 Yes
Vista City Limit
Del Mar
Viadela | Highway 101to | 45000l 061 | ¢ | 25700| 064 | C | 0.03 No
Valle Jimmy Durante Blvc
El Cajon
'\D"ra" SttoGranite H 50 000| 088 | E | 37000 093 | E | 005 Yes
Jamacha R - :
Granite Hll Drto | 55 000 070 | ¢ | 28500 071 | ¢ | o001 No
Grove Rd
El Cajon Bivd 83t | 24,500] 061 | Cc [25200 063 | c | 0.02 No
1stSt to Jamacha R( 22,000 0.55 C 22,500, 0.56 C 001 No
Washingtor| Jamacha Rd t&'St | 14,000| 0.35 A |16,600 0.42 B 0.07 No
Ave  I'34stto Wichita Ave 16,.400| 041 | B | 18100 045 | B | 0.04 No
Wichita Ave to 12.400| 031 | A |13700 034 | A | 003 No
Granite Hill Dr
MagnoliaAveto | 4,600l 037 | A |14000 037 | A | 000 No
Ballantyne St
Ballantyne Stto | 155651 39 | B [18000 045 | B | 0.06 No
Mollison Ave
i s, | Mollison Ave tet | 19,600 049 23,800 0.60 0.11 No
ain St
1St to Orlando St | 16,500 0.41 17900 045 | B | 0.04 No
Orlando St to 20,400| 051 | B |23400 059 | C | 008 No
Madison Ave
Madison Ave 881 | 1, 7091 (029 | A |12500 031 | A | 002 No
EB Ramps
Main St to 10,600, 071 | D |175500 044 | B | 027 No
Avocado | Washington Ave
Blvd ;
Washington Ave to| 15 344 115 | F |18100 045 | B | -0.70 No
Chase Ave
Cuyamaca Stto | o400 | 923 | A |10900 027 | A | 004 No
Marshalve
Bradley Av
MarshallAveto | 55501 052 | B |21200 053 | Cc | 0.01 No
Johnson Ave
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TABLE 5.8Continued)
SIGNIFICANT TRAFFIC IMPACTS
COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO GENERAL PLAN UPDATE (REFERRAL MAP) VS. EXISTIN
(Proposed Plan to Ground)

Existing GP Update Significant
Road S t 9
oadway egmen ADT ADT Impact?
Johnson Ave to 15900, 040 | B |16,7000 042 | B | 0.02 No
Magnolia Ave
Magnolia Aveto | 144591 190 | F |26400 066 | C | -1.24 No
Graves Ave
Graves Avete Bt | 12,600| 1.26 | F |29900 075 | Cc | -0.51 No
Pepper Drto 24,300/ 061 | C |25900 065 | c | 004 No
Persimmon Ave
Persimmon Aveto | 45 o0 080 | D | 36100 090 | E 0.10 Yes
Broadway
ond St
Broadway tIWB | 555001 04 | D |38000 097 | E 0.13 Yes
Ramps
I8 WB Ramiie 40,500 081 | D |42900 08 | D | 005 No
Main St
ElCajonBivdto |,/ 400l 061 | ¢ | 25600 064 | C | 003 No
Mollison Ave
Chase Ave Molison A
ollison Ave to
Ranchevale o | 18:400| 046 | B | 19,600 049 | B 0.03 No
IBEBRampsto | ., co0l 245 | F |2600| 087 | E | -1.58 No
Bermuda Ln
Bermuda Ln to La
il 21000 210 | F |24800 083 | D | -1.27 No
Greenfield| LaCrestaRdto | 14 4501 104 | F |10600 035 | B | -0.69 No
Dr Madison Ave
Madison Ave to Vis| 5 g5 | 917 | A | 2.800| 009 | A | -008 No
Del Escuela
Vista Del Escuela § gy | g3 | A | 500 | 002 | A | 001 No
Orchard Ave
Encinitas
Encinitas Bivd to | 579001 067 | A-c | 37,600 066 | AC | -0.01 No
El Camino Santa Fe Dr
Real
Santa Fe Dr to 26500| 049 | A-C | 27200 048 | AC | 001 No
Manchester Ave
El Camino| Rancho Santa Fe R
Del Norts | o Eastercity Limit | 7300 | 050 | A-C 10,00 051 | AC | 0.01 No
Encinitas | El Camino Real to
B | aapie 2o 0 | 36,200/ 1.04 | F |36900 105 | F 0.01 No
Manchestel 15 NBRampsto El| 5) 54| 59 | ao-C | 33000 058 | AC | -0.01 No
Ave Camino Real
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TABLE 5.8Continued)
SIGNIFICANT TRAFFIC IMPACTS
COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO GENERAL PLAN UPDATE (REFERRAL MAP) VS. EXISTIN
(Proposed Plan to Ground)

Existing GP Update o
Roadway Segment Sl'r?:;)'gg?gt
El CaminoRealto | ¢354 | 59 | A-c | 11,000 060 | AC | 0.01 No
Enciniés Blvd
Rancho | Manchester Ave to
Sanit Fo RY Eastor Ciy Limit | 22700| 115 | F | 24500 123 | F | 008 Yes
Escondido
Country ClubLnto | 45 400l 042 | B |23100 062 | B | 0.20 No
Norte Pkwy
El Norte Pkviy SR
28 WE Ramme 29200| 079 | C |28600 077 | C | -0.02 No
I\SAR7‘.3 WBRampst( 5,500l 093 | E |43500 087 | E | -0.06 No
ission Ave
Centre City] ..
Mission Ave to
PRWY | ashington Ave | 24900 067 | C | 26500 053 | C | -0.14 No
X\Ca:h'”gton Avet| 53800| 064 | B [23800 064 | B | 0.00 No
ShAve to MBAve | 26.100| 071 | C | 25500 069 | c | -0.02 No
- —
x’/eA"e toFelicita | 53 900| 065 | B | 26400 071 | ¢ | 006 No
Felicita Ave to Cent Mid Mid
City RA 30000 081 | 'p¢|31100 o084 | 0% o003 No
Centre City| Centre City Rd to
my | Brotherton R 3040 | 106 | F |43400 117 | F | o011 Yes
Brotherton Rdto | 4, 5n0l 0gg | D | 34200 092 | E | 004 Yes
Citracado Pkwy
sSan Pasqual Valleyl ;4 9001 093 | E |23600 069 | C | -0.24 No
Rd to Juniper St
Juniper St to
e g | 18200/ 121 | F [33500 098 | E | -0.23 No
Felicita Escondido Blvd to
Avert? Ave | Contre Gity Plwy | 27:000 079 | € | 20700 087 | D | 008 Yes
Centre City Pkwy 19 3 500l 157 | F | 25800 075 | ¢ | -0.82 No
Quince St
Quince St to 14500 097 | E |17,700 052 | B | 045 No
Citracado Pkwy
_ relctaAve@uet | 45900 043 | B |23100 062 | B | 019 No
Via Ranchg Hills Dr
Pkwy iet Hi
Quiet Hills Dread | 4o g00| 034 | B | 27500 055 | C 0.21 No
SB Ramps
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TABLE 5.8Continued)
SIGNIFICANT TRAFFIC IMPACTS
COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO GENERAL PLAN UPDATE (REFERRAL MAP) VS. EXISTIN
(Proposed Plan to Ground)

Existing GP Update o
Roadway Segment ADT ADT S:f?:;)'gg?gt
15 SBRamps 3| 5, 1551 057 | ¢ |43000 o072 | Md| 015 No
NB Ramps D
I-15 NB Ramps to Md
San PasqualRd | 32800 055 | C |42100 070 | T | 015 No
San PasqualRd 0| 57 9001 075 | ¢ |35300 095 | E | 020 | Yes
Mary Ln
Mary Lnto Las 23000| 062 | B |30400 o082 | Md| g20 No
Palmas Ave D
Las Palmas Aveto | 5,001 155 | F |30800 083 | Md| o572 No
Sunset Dr D
Sunsgt Drto El 18.800| 1.25 | F |28600 077 | Cc | 048 No
Bear Valley Dorad®r
Pkwy El Dorado Dr to Sai
Pasqual valley R | 27300 182 | F 36000 097 | E | -0.85 No
San Pasqual Valley ,, o0 951 | F |28100 076 | ¢ | -075 No
Rd to Boyle Ave
[B)‘r’y'e Aveto Hayde 14000 049 | B |23800 064 | B | 015 No
Hayden Drto Valley ;745591 115 | F |24000 065 | B | -0.50 No
Pkwy
Bear Valley Pkwy t( Mid
Worok R 29,800/ 0.81 | ' |33700 056 | C | 0.25 No
Valley Pkwy
Wanek Rd to 26,000 070 | C |29200 049 | B | -0.21 No
Washington Ave
Washington Ave to Mid
Valley Plwy oS0 0| 34,200) 228 | F | 53400 076 | '° | -152 No
San Pasqug Washington Ave to
Valley R | Birch Ave 21,200 141 | F |24100 065 | B | -0.76 No
San Pasqua Bear Valley Pkwy i 1, 5001 537 | A [12300 033 | A 0.02 No
Rd Ryan Dr ' ' ' ' ’
North Aveto Countl ¢ 1655 | 918 | A | 15400 045 | B | 027 No
Clib Ln
Broadway | COUNtry ClubLnto| o 554 | 660 | ¢ |16000 047 | B | 013 | No
Bahia Ln
BahiaLnto EINorts 1o 9001 046 | B |20100 059 | B | 013 No
Pkwy
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TABLE 5.8Continued)
SIGNIFICANT TRAFFIC IMPACTS
COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO GENERAL PLAN UPDATE (REFERRAL MAP) VS. EXISTIN
(Proposed Plan to Ground)

Existing GP Update ianifi
Roadway Segment S:%';gg?; t
La Mesa
Grossmont Bivdto | 5 g4 | 578 | D | 8000| 080 | D | 0.02 No
Campo Rd
Bancroft Dr
CampoRdt0 SR | 1) 500l 116 | F | 12700 042 | B | -0.74 No
WB Ramps
LaMesaBlvdto | ,769| 017 | A | 2100 021 | A | 004 No
Jackson Dr
e 12,400 124 | F |14000 047 | Cc | -0.77 No
Marguerita Ln
Lemon Ave '\D"f“g“e”ta LntoAlt 2 200| 077 | D | 9500 032 | A | 045 No
AtoDriotake Hell 4500 | 045 | B | 580 019 | A | 026 | No
Lake HelixDrto | 4 559 | 915 | A | 2700 009 | A | -0.06 No
Fuerte Dr
Fuerte Dr | SfossSmontDrio | o641 157 | F | 18500 185 | F | 028 Yes
Avocado Blvd
SR125 to Bancroft | 10,000 100 F 10,700 0.71 D -0.29 No
EZ’;C“’“ DrtoCamf 47 600| 170 | F |17600 059 | ¢ | -1.11 No
camino Paz to 12,000 1.20 | F |12400 041 | B | -0.79 No
Kenwood Rd
Campo Rd| Kenwood Rd to 42500| 283 | F |47500 158 | F | -1.25 No
Conrad Dr
g\‘/’grad DroGrang ,45300| 135 | F | 20300 068 | D | -067 No
Granada Ave to
Sweetwater Spring| 13,100 0.87 E | 17,800, 0.59 C -0.28 No
Blvd
Lemon Grove
Palm St to
Troy St | chiio 0 g 9000 030 | A | 9700 032 | A | 002 No
Broadway to Tyler § 18,000| 1.20 F |19,200 0.64 C -0.56 No
Sweetwatel
Rd Qé'er SttoJamachd ;7 500|057 | ¢ |21100 070 | D | 013 No
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TABLE 5.8Continued)
SIGNIFICANT TRAFFIC IMPACTS
COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO GENERAL PLAN UPDATE (REFERRAL MAP) VS. EXISTIN
(Proposed Plan to Ground)

Existing GP Update ianifi
Roadway Segment S;%?ng‘f t
National City
soth st | National City Bvd ¢ - 555 | 548 | A | 8000| 020 | A | 002 No
Highland Ave
oth st | Highland AvetoN | o6 5551 73 | ¢ [33200 083 | D | 010 No
2nd Ave
. Plaza Blvat
Euclid Ave Sweetwater Rd 8,500 0.57 C 10,1000 0.25 A -0.32 No
National City Bvd ¢ ,, 3001 075 | p | 16000 040 | B | -035 No
Highland Ave
Plaza Blvd —
Highland Aveto | o5 5001 059 | ¢ | 26600 067 | C | 008 No
Euclid Ave
Oceanside
2376“’ OldRanch g0 | 019 | A [24700 049 | A | 030 No
g\t‘jeRa”Ch RAOSE 5300 | 006 | A |26800 054 | A 0.48 No
Melrose Dr i\‘/’grA"e toSantah A | nA | NA | 30300 061 | B N/A No
SantaFe Aveto | 495051 929 | A | 27100 045 | A | 0.16 No
Sagewood Rd
Sagewood R 10 | 453041 33 | A |276000 046 | A | 013 No
Oceanside Blvd
North Santa o-6 1o Melrose DI 23,100] 058 | A | 23200 058 | A 0.00 No
Fe Ave
Poway
Spring HurstDrto 55 9001 074 | ¢ | 42800 086 | D | 012 No
Way
:g('jawayto OakKn 57 300| 068 | C |40000 1.00 | F | 032 Yes
Oak KnbRd to 36,000 090 | E |39,600 099 | E 0.09 Yes
Pomerado Rd
Poway Rd
Pomerado Rdt0 | 555001 g4 | D |37500 094 | E | 010 | Yes
Carriage Rd
Carriage Rd to 36,500 091 | E |40000 1.00 | F | 0.9 Yes
Community Rd
Community Rd to
oment 35,400 079 | D |38700 08 | D | 007 No
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TABLE 5.8Continued)
SIGNIFICANT TRAFFIC IMPACTS
COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO GENERAL PLAN UPDATE (REFERRAL MAP) VS. EXISTIN
(Proposed Plan to Ground)

Existing GP Update St
gnificant
Roadway Segment ADT ADT Impact?
Midiand Rdto Ann{ ) o501 061 | C | 27,600 0.69 0.08 No
Reno Ln
AmnORenolnto | 455001 031 | A |18000 0.45 0.14 No
Garden Rd
Poway Rd| Garden Rdto Silver 7 5454 113 | £ |13200 0.88 0.25 No
Ridge Rd
Silver Ridge Rd 1o | 1, 900! 086 | D |12,60| 0.84 0.02 No
Espola Rd
EspolaRdto S | 18,800| 1.88 | F |20,100 2.01 0.13 Yes
Springbrook Drto | g 400! 082 | c | 56,600 0.94 0.12 Yes
Community Rd
Scripps :
Poway Pkw| SOMMUNity RAt0 | 44 6051 033 | A |35400 059 0.26 No
Danielson St
Danielson St to 8R| 19,200 0.48 B 36,000 0.60 0.12 No
Twin Peakg Pomerado Rd to Te
i Wilian: PRy 37,700/ 094 | E |40000 0.67 0.27 No
Ted William Pkwy t¢ ) o051 110 | F | 50,000 0.83 0.27 No
Community Rd
Twin Peaks Community Rd to
iy ey RO | 29,000 073 | C | 32800 0.82 0.09 No
TierraBonitaRdto| ,, 505 g1 | ¢ |27.900 0.70 0.09 No
Espola Rd
Espola Rd g‘g"” Peaksto Pows 156000| 180 | F |23100 0.77 1.03 No
Highland Ranch Rdl 5, 5501 05 | B | 43000 0.72 0.20 No
Ted William Pomerado Rd
Pkwy ;
PomeradBd to Twin 16 5551 47 | B |20500 0.34 013 No
Peaks Rd
San Diego
Camino del Camino San Bernal 50 g00| 060 | C | 36,200 0.60 0.00 No
Norte to K15
Via Del Campoto Vi 5 206|059 | ¢ | 35800 0.90 031 Yes
Rancho Bernardo Dr
Bernardo R
‘1"{3' Bernardo @rt | 47 400| 119 | F |56,100 1.40 021 | Yes
Scripps | 1510 Spring Canyy o5, 9591 988 | D | 61,600 1.03 0.15 Yes
Poway Pkw] Rd
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TABLE 5.8Continued)
SIGNIFICANT TRAFFIC IMPACTS
COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO GENERAL PLAN UPDATE (REFERRAL MAP) VS. EXISTIN
(Proposed Plan to Ground)

Existing GP Update =
gnificant
Roadway Segment ADT ADT Impact?
Scripps | Spring Canyon Rd t
Poway Pw] Shringbrook br 25900/ 065 | C |30800 0.77 0.12 No
Jimmy Durante Blvc
o o NB Ramps | 31:200| 078 | D |31700 079 0.01 No
Viade la | I-15 NB Ramps to
Valle | Som Andres br 37,700/ 094 | E |43,00 1.08 0.14 Yes
San Andres Drio B ,, 50| 555 | | 26,500 2.65 0.40 Yes
Camino Real
Airway Rd | Michael Faraday D5 o0 | 573 | ¢ | 17,500 1.94 1.21 Yes
SR905
_ LaMediaRAtOSR| 14909 022 | A [19500 0.39 0.17 No
Siempre 905
VivaRd | sroosto Enrico
o Dr 19,400/ 048 | B |59,300 1.48 1.00 Yes
San Marcos
ig{ﬁ'e” Rdto Avenil ga00 | 016 | A | 20300 051 0.35 No
Avenida Azul to 8900 | 018 | A |27,300 055 0.37 No
Las Posas| Mission Rd
Rd Mission Rd to S®B
WE Ramps 24300| 049 | B |37,300 0.75 0.26 No
SR78 WB Ramps 4 5769|075 | D |56500 1.13 0.38 Yes
Grand Ave
Grand Ave to Vista| 15,900/ 0.53 31,500 1.05 0.52 Yes
Las Posas| Vista Dr to Stone D| 12,100| 0.40 B 25,600, 0.85 0.45 Yes
Rd
StoneDrtoSan | 4450 | 33 | A |21400 071 0.38 No
Marcos Blvd
Deer Springs Rd 10| 154001 112 | F | 25000 062 050 No
Twin Oaks| Buena Creek Rd
Valley Rd
YA Buena CreekRdto| 1) g0 79 | p |20100 050 0.3 No
Olive St
La Cieniege Twin Oak Valley Rd 5.100 0.34 B 5.600 0.39 0.03 No
Rd Mulberry Dr
Mulberry Dy Ollve Stto La 1,800 | 012 | A | 3700| 0.4 0.12 No
Cieniega Rd
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TABLE 5.8Continued)
SIGNIFICANT TRAFFIC IMPACTS
COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO GENERAL PLAN UPDATE (REFERRAL MAP) VS. EXISTIN
(Proposed Plan to Ground)

Existing GP Update ianifi
Roadway Segment S;%?ng‘f ¢
Santee
Medina Dr to 21000 053 | C |22000 055 | c | 002 No
Halberns Blvd
Halberns Bivdto | o, 5551 055 | ¢ [25300 063 | Cc | 008 No
Shirley Garden
Shirley Gardento | ) 206 072 | D | 27400 091 | E | 019 Yes
Mast Blvd | Magnolia Ave
Magnolia Aveto Loy 5 5655 | 073 | ¢ | 20000 050 | B | -023 No
Ranchitos Rd
west of Pine Grove| 5000| 013 | A |24800 062 | c | 049 No
Pine Grove to
Hie orove ! 7000| 018 | A |11400 020 | D | 011 No
Cuyamaca Stto |\ /560 | 45 | B | 5700 057 | C | 012 No
Magnolia Ave
El Nopal -
MagnoliaAveto | g4459| 059 | ¢ |10800 072 | D | 013 No
Aquila Dr
'(\5"739”0"3A"et°'sp 32,0000 080 | D |37,400 094 | E 0.14 Yes
236”0%3‘10""“' 16,000 107 | F | 22500 056 | ¢ | -051 No
Shadow Hill Rd to
Woodside | paon AL 7000| 047 | C | 7300| 049 | c | 002 No
Ave
Northcode Rdto | 545455 | 050 | B | 6000 015 | A | -035 No
Security Way
g’gcu”tywayto'SR 10,000 1.00 | F |16800 042 | B | 058 No
SR67 to Riverford § 21,800 2.18 F 29,7000 0.74 C -1.44 No
Solana Beach
Ocean Stto Lomas| ,q4 g5 575 | ¢ |34600 087 | D | 012 No
Santa Fe Dr
Highway 10
Lomas SantaFe Dif 19 g0 050 | B | 24000 060 | C 0.10 No
Via De la Valle
Highway 101t0 | 1, 959| 030 | A |16700 042 | B | 012 No
Lomas Sant Stevens Ave
Fe Dr
Stevens Ave to 17,800| 0.45 B |21,600 0.54 C 0.09 No
Solana Hills Dr
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TABLE 5.8Continued)
SIGNIFICANT TRAFFIC IMPACTS
COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO GENERAL PLAN UPDATE (REFERRAL MAP) VS. EXISTIN
(Proposed Plan to Ground)

Existing GP Update St
gnificant
Roadway Segment ADT n“im pact?
Solana Hills Drid || 49 7001 079 | D |37000 093 | E | 0.14 Yes
SB Ramps
Lomas Sant -5 SBRampsto Vid g 3451 071 | ¢ |33400 084 | D | 013 No
Fe Dr Mil Cumbres
ViaMil Cumbresto| g 95 | 500 | A |13200 033 | A | o011 No
Highland Dr
Lomas SantaFe Dif 14005 043 | B |19100 064 | C | 021 No
Academy Dr
AcademyDrtola | 14999/ 119 | F |13000 043 | B | -0.76 No
Colonia Park
Steven Av :
La Colonia Parkto | 1, 9591 040 | B [13000 043 | B | 003 No
Nardo Ave
Q\";‘édOA"e tovalley 17000 037 | B |15000 053 | c | 0.6 No
Valley Ave| SteVens Ave eV | 45454551 g7 | E |21000 070 | D | 017 No
De la Valle
Highland Dy £/ Camino Realto | 554 | 50 | B | 6100 061 | C | 011 No
San Andres Dr
Vista
Sycamore | SR78 EB Ramps to
e | Fibises Wy 48,900, 082 | D |54600 091 | E | 0.9 Yes
South SantaFe Ave g 70 | 099 | E |11.000 030 | A | -0.69 No
Monte Vistd 0 Cypress Ave
Dr
Cypress Ave to 4800| 055 | A | 7500 019 | A | 036 No
Foothill Dr
Source: Wilson & Company; January 2009
Notes:
Bold letters indicate substandard LOS.
@ in V/C = The chan gbetwdemthettwoscenaos.u me t o capacity ratio

N/A = This segment does not currently exist.
1 The segment of Siempre Viva Road between La Media Rd and Avenida Costa Brava/Melksee Street is not cufianily constructed to a
major arterial, and would have a LOS E cd@2¢c890 ADT, resulting in an acceptable LOS B along this segment and a V/C ratio of .48.

Table 5.4 summarizes the results of Table 5.3 by identifying the projected number of key
roadway segments within the adjacent incorporated jurisdictions that viceulsignificantly
impacted as a result of the buildout of the proposed County of San Diego General Plan (Referral
Map).
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TABLE 5.4

SUMMARY OF SIGNIFICANTLY IMPACTED SEGMENTS
COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO GENERAL PLAN UPDATE (REFERRAL MAP) VS. EXISTIN

(Proposed Plan to Ground)

Number of Significantly Impactei

Jurisdiction Total Number Analyzed Segments
Carlsbad 9 0
Chula Vista 13 5
Del Mar 1 0
El Cajon 31 3
Encinitas 7 1
Escondido 35 4
La Mesa 14 1
Lemon Grove 3 0
National City 5 0
Oceanside 6 (5 under Existing) 0
Poway 21 6
San Diego 11 7
San Marcos 11 3
Santee 14 2
Solana Beach 13 1
Vista 3 1
Total 197 (196 under Existing) 34

Source: Wilson & Company; January 2009

As shown, a total of 34 roadway segments in the adjacent incomgbguaisdictions would be
significantly impacted when comparing the buildout of the proposed County of San Diego
General Plan (Referral Map) to Existing conditions.

5.3 Comparison of Proposed County of San Diego General Plan to Existing
County of San Diegseneral Plan

Table 5.5 compares projected roadway performance on the key roadway segments within the
adjacent incorporated jurisdictions under the proposed County of San Diego General Plan
(Referral Map) to the roadway performance under the Existing t€minSan Diego General

Plan, and displays the resulting significant impacts.

WILSON
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TABLE 5.5
SIGNIFICANT TRAFFIC IMPACTS
COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO GENERAL PLAN UPDATE (REFERRAL MAP) VS. EXISTIM
SAN DIEGO GENERAL PLAN
(Proposed Plan to Existing Plan)

Existing GP GP Update i Qignif
Segment e O — C/C I Sllgqmgg??nt
LOS pact:
Carlsbad
-5 NB Ramps to Paseo D4 7 304| 9sg| ¢ |27000 068 C | 000| No
Norte
Paseo Del Norte to Car | ) 400l 036| A | 14400 036 A | 000| No
Country Dr
23; Country Drto Faraday ,g 109 070| ¢ |28500 071] ¢ | 001 | No
Faraday Ave to El Camino ,, 500 056| ¢ | 22700 057 C | 001| No
Real
Cannon R
E:V%am'”o Realto College 17 60| 045| B |19300 048| B | 0.03 No
Leisure Village Dr to 22.800| 057| C |24000 060 C | 003| No
Shadowridge Dr
Shadowridge Dr to Lake B 19,900 0.50| B |21,600 0.54| C 0.04 No
Lake Blvd to Melrose Dr 23,900| 0.60 C 26,300 0.66 C 0.06 No
Melrose Dr to Mar Vista D| 7,900 | 0.20 A 12,500 0.31 A 0.11 No
Chula Vista
Heritage R¢ Main StreedChula Vista | 5 2001 38| A | 21,000 034| A | 004| No
City Limit
Telegraph Canyon Rdto | 5 2001 6 43| A | 28100 045| A | 0.02 No
Palomar St
| Palomar St to Olympic Pk{ 12,500| 0.20| A | 14,600 0.23| A | 0.03 No
La Media R -
Olympic Pkwyto Santa | 14100 029| A | 19500 031 A | 002 | No
Venetia St
Santa Venetia St to Birch | 22,200| 0.36 A 24,700 0.40 A 0.04 No
Proctor Northwoods Dr to Chula V|
valley Rd | City Limit 8,400 | 022 A | 7,700| 021| A | -0.01 No
Otay Lakes Wueste Rd to Chula Vista| 7 55| 04a| A [2750| 044| A | 000 | No
Rd Limit
Sweetwater Rd to Bonita | 17,800| 0.47 A 18,500/ 0.49 A 0.02 No
Willow St ;
gon'ta GlenDr#05SB | 5,700l 101 F |37800 12.01] F | 0.00| No
amps
Bonita Rd | 80> SBRamps®O5NB | o5 5441 1 47| F | 55500 148| F | 0.01 No
Ramps
Pageb8
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TABLE 5.5 @tinued)
SIGNIFICANT TRAFFIC IMPACTS
COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO GENERAL PLAN UPDATE (REFERRAL MAP) VS. EXISTIN
SAN DIEGO GENERAL PLAN
(Proposed Plan to Existing Plan)

Ei?]?t:g dRampS toPlaza| 43200 1.15| F |43500 1.16| F | 001| No
Bonita Rd | Plaza Bonita Rd to Willow| 34,100| 0.91 E |33,900 090| E -0.01 No
[ilow Stto Chula Vista & 34100| 0.91| E |39,000 1.04| F | 013 | Yes
Del Mar
Vi\?a‘ﬂ‘; la gi?rg"r‘]’f‘eyé% toJmmy | 55 300( 0.63| C |25700 064| C | 001| No
El Cajon
Jamacha Rt Main St to Granite Hill Dr | 38,000| 0.95 E 37,000 0.93 E -0.02 No
Granite Hill Dr to Grove R¢ 30,000| 0.75| D |28®0| 0.71| C -0.04 No
El Cajon Blvd 183t 25,800| 0.65| C | 25,200 0.63| C 0.02 No
1stSt to Jamacha Rd 23,000| 0.58| C |22,500 0.56| C 0.02 No
Wazciggtor Jamacha Rd to/ St 19,900| 050| B | 16,600 0.42| B | 0.08| No
34 St to Wichita Ave 19,800| 0.50| B |18100| 0.45| B -0.05 No
Wichita Ave to Granite Hill 15,600| 0.39 B 13,700 0.34| A -0.05 No
Magnolia Ave to Ballantyn| 14,800| 0.37| A | 14,9000 0.37| A 0.00 No
Ballantyne St to Mollison 4 18,300| 0.46 B 18,000, 0.45 B -0.01 No
. Mollison Ave t8 3t 23,500( 0.59 C 23,800 0.60 C 0.01 No
Main St 1stSt to Orlando St 17,600| 0.44 B 17,900, 0.45 B 0.01 No
Orlando St to Madison Av¢ 22,800| 0.57| C |23,400 059| C 0.02 No
Madison Ave t8 EB Ramp{ 13,300| 0.33| A |12,500 0.31| A -0.02 No
Avocado Main St to &hington Ave | 17,900| 0.45 B 17,500/ 0.44 B -0.01 No
Bivd | Washington Aveto Chasel 1 600| 0.47| B | 18100 045| B | 0.02| No
Cuyamaca St to Marshall 4 11,600| 0.29| A |10,900 0.27| A -0.02 No
Marshall Ave to Johnson 4 22,200| 0.56 | C | 21,200 0.53| C -0.03 No
Bradley Avg Johnson Ave to Magnolia| 18,000 0.45| B | 16,700 0.42| B -0.03 No
Magnolia Ave to Graves Al 25,100| 0.63| C | 26,400 0.66| C 0.03 No
Graves Ave t¢ Bt 30,100| 0.75| D |29,9000 0.75| C 0.00 No
st Pepper Dr to Persimmon 4 26,400 0.66| C | 25,900 0.65 C -0.01 No
Persimmon Ave to Broadw 39,000\ 0.98| E | 36,100 0.90| E -0.08 No
g‘ééﬁ/%’g Pagsd County of San Diego General Plan Update
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TABLE 5.5 @tinued)
SIGNIFICANT TRAFFIC IMPACTS
COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO GENERAL PLAN UPDATE (REFERRAL MAP) VS. EXISTIN
SAN DIEGO GENERAL PLAN
(Proposed Plan to Existing Plan)

Existing GP GP Update K 1 Significant

Roadway Segment Impact?

Broadway teBIWB Ramps | 34,700| 0.87| D |38,900 097 | E 0.10 Yes
I-8 WB Ramps to Main St | 41,400| 0.83| D |42,900 0.86| D 0.03 No
El Cajon Blvd to Mollison 4 26800 | 0.67| C | 25,600 0.64| C -0.03 No

Chase Ave| Mollison Ave to Rancho Vi
Ct

I-8 EB Ramps to Bermuda| 27,500 0.92| E | 26,000 0.87| E -0.05 No
Bermuda Ln to La Cresta| 25,000 0.83 E 24,800, 0.83 D 0.00 No

. La Cesta Rd to Madison A| 10,500| 0.35 B 10,600/ 0.35 B 0.00 No
Greenfield

Dr Madison Ave to Vista Del
Escuela

2nd St

21,000| 0.53| C |19,600 049| B -0.04 No

2800 | 0.09| A 2,800| 0.09| A 0.00 No

Vista Del Escuela to Oreh 5, | g0o| A | 500 | 002] A | 000] No

Ave
Encinitas
Encinitas Blvd to Santa F¢ 38,00 | 0.67 | AC | 37,600 0.66 | AC | -0.01 No
El Camino
Real Santa Fe Dr to Mancheste

Ave 27,700| 0.49| AC | 27,200 0.48| AC | -0.01 No

El Camino| Rancho Santa Fe Rd to

Del Norte | Eastern City Limit 10,000 0.50| AC | 10,100 0.51| AC | 0.01 No

Encinitas | El Camino Real to

Blvd Manchestéve
I-5 NB Ramps to El Camin
Mancheste]| Real

Ave El Camino Real to Encinitg
Blvd

36,7001 1.04| F |36,9000 1.05| F 0.01 No

33,800 0.59| AC | 33,0000 0.58| AC | -0.01 No

11,800 0.59| AC | 11,900 0.60| AC | 0.01 No

Rancho | Manchester Ave to Easter|

Santa Fe R{ City Lt 23,000| 1.15 F |24500 1.23| F 0.08 Yes

Escondido

Country Club Ln to EI Nort
Pkwy

| ElNorte Pkwy t0-38&WB | 35 79| 0.83| M9 | 28600 077 c | 006| No
Centre City, Ramps

Pkwy | SR78 WB Ramps to Missi
Ave

24,100| 0.65| B | 23,100 0.62| B -0.03 No

46,700 093 E |43,500 087| E -0.06 No

Mission Ave to Washingto|

27,800| 0.56 C 26,500 0.53 C -0.03 No
Ave
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TABLE 5.5 @tinued)
SIGNIFICANT TRAFFIC IMPACTS
COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO GENERAL PLAN UPDATE (REFERRAL MAP) VS. EXISTIN
SAN DIEGO GENERAL PLAN
(Proposed Plan to Existing Plan)

Existing GP GP Update K 1 Significant

Roadway Segment ADT VIC Impact?

Washington Ave tofve 25,200| 0.68| C |23,800 0.64| B -0.04 No

5h Ave to 1BAve 26,300| 0.71| C |25500 069| c | 0.02| No
130 Ave to Felta Ave 27.300| 074| C |26400 071| c | 0.03| No
Centre City Fejicita Ave to Centre City| 31,000| 0.84 | M9 | 31100 0.84| M9 | 000 | No
Pkwy D D
gg”tre City Rdto Brothert! /5 106| 116| F | 43400 117| F | 001| No
Brotherton Rd to Citracadq 5, 556| 092 | E | 34200 092| E | 000 No
Pkwy
San Pasqual Valley Rdto| 15709 046| B | 23600 069| C | 023| No
Juniper St
Juniper St to Escondido B| 31,000] 0.91| E |33,500 0.98| E 0.07 Yes
Felicita )
Ave/17 Ave Ei\‘,’v‘;”d'do Blvdto Centre | 9 900 0.87| D | 29700 0.87| D | 000 | No
Centre GjtPkwy to Quince| 26,300| 0.77] ¢ |25800 0.75| c | -002| No
Quince St to Citracado Pk| 18,300| 0.54| B |17,700 052 B | -002| No
Felicita Ave to Quiet Hills | 22,200| 0.60| B |23.100 0.62| B | 002 | No
Sg;ﬁ;g""s Drt63 SB 26,000| 052| C |27.500 055| c | 003| No
Via Ranch -
Pkwy | F15SBRamps@®3INB | ., 45| 565 | ¢ | 43000 072 M9 | 004 | No
Ramps D
15 NB Ramps to San 42.300| 072 M9 | 42100 0.70| M| 501 No
Pasqual Rd D D
San Pasqual Rd to Mary L| 29,100| 0.79 C 35,300 0.95 E 0.16 Yes
Mary Ln to Las Palmas AV 25,600| 0.69| C | 30,400 0.82 Ntl)'d 0.13 No
Las Palmas Ave to Sunse{| 26,300| 0.71 C 30,800 0.83 I\/[I)|d 0.12 No

Bear Valley Sunset Dr to El Dorado Dr| 25,200| 0.68 C 28,600 0.77 C 0.09 No

Pkwy El Dorado Dr to San Pasq|
Valley Rd

33,200 0.90| D | 36,0000 0.97| E 0.07 Yes

San Pasqual Valley Rd to
Boyle Ave

Boyle Ave to Hayden Dr | 19,100| 0.52| B | 23,800 0.64| B 0.12 No
Hayden Dr to Valley Pkwy| 17,700| 0.48 B | 24,000 0.65 B 0.17 No

24,400| 0.66| B |28,100 0.76| C 0.10 No
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TABLE 5.5 @tinued)
SIGNIFICANT TRAFFIC IMPACTS
COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO GENERAL PLAN UPDATE (REFERRAL MAP) VS. EXISTIN

SAN DIEGO GENERAL PLAN
(Proposed Plan to Existing Plan)

Existing GP GP Update A Significant
Roadway Segment Impact?
gﬁar Valley Pkwy toan | 55 1001 g50| ¢ |33,700 056| C | 0.06 | No
Valley Pkwy Wanek Rd to Washington| 25,800| 0.43| B |29,200 049| B 0.06 No
Washington Ave to Lake Mid
Wohiford Rd 48,0001 0.69| C | 53,400 0.76 D 0.07 No
San Pasqua \\ashington Ave to Birch 4 22,100| 0.60| B | 24,100 0.65| B | 0.05 No
Valley Rd
Sa”:j‘sque Bear Valley Pkwy to Ryan| 17,600 0.48| B |12,300 0.33| A | 0.15| No
North Ave to Country Cluh 21,700| 0.63 15,400 0.45 -0.18 No
Broadway | Country Club Ln to Bahia| 14,200| 0.42 16,000 0.47 0.05 No
Bahia Ln to EbiNe Pkwy 22,600| 0.66 20,100 0.59 -0.07 No
La Mesa
Grossmont Blvd to Campg 8,000 | 0.80| D 8,000| 0.80| D 0.00 No
Bancroft Dr
Campo Rd to $& WB 12,300 041| B |12,700 0.42| B | 001 | No
Ramps
La Mesa Blvd to Jackson| 2,300 | 0.23| A 2,100| 0.21| A -0.02 No
Jackson Dr to Marguerita | 15,300| 0.51 C 14,000 0.47 C -0.04 No
Lemon Avel Marguerita Ln to Alto Dr | 10,900| 0.36 | B 9,500| 0.32| A -0.04 No
Alto Dr to Lake Helix Dr 6,800 | 0.23| A 5800| 0.19| A -0.04 No
Lake Helix Dr to Fuerte Drf 3,600 | 0.12 | A 2,700 0.09| A -0.03 No
Fuerte Dr | Srossmontbrio Avocadol 45400 158| F | 18500 1.85| F | 027 | Yes
SR125 to Bancroft Dr 10,100| 0.67| D |10,700 0.71| D 0.04 No
Bancroft Dr to Camino Paj 17,200| 0.57 C 17,600 0.59 C 0.02 No
Camino Paz to Kenwood f 12,300| 0.41 B 12,400 0.41 B 0.00 No
Campo Rd| kenwood Rd to Conrad DI 47,900 1.60| F | 47,500 1.58| F -0.02 No
Conrad Dr to Granada Avg 22,300 0.74| D | 20,300 0.68| D -0.06 No
Granada Ave to Sweetwall ;g 00| 063| C |17,800 0.59| C | 0.04| No
Spring Blvd
Lemon Grove
Troy St | Pdm St to Sweetwater Rd| 10,300| 0.34 B 9,700 0.32| A -0.02 No
Page62
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TABLE 5.5 @tinued)
SIGNIFICANT TRAFFIC IMPACTS
COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO GENERAL PLAN UPDATE (REFERRAL MAP) VS. EXISTIN

SAN DIEGO GENERAL PLAN
(Proposed Plan to Existing Plan)

Gy S Existing GP GP Update 6/(; S:,?{Sgﬁ??m
Sweetwatel Broadway to Tyler St 18,000| 0.60| C |19,200 0.64| C | 0.04 No
Rd Tyler St to Jamacha Rd 18,300| 0.61 C 21,100 0.70 D 0.09 No
National City
o ouonal City Bivd to Hhl 5100 | 0.20| A | 8000 020( A | 0.00| No
Highland Ave to N 2nd Av{ 32,500| 0.81| D | 33,200 0.83| D 0.02 No
Euclid Ave| Plaza Blvd to Sweetwater| 10,100| 0.25 10,100/ 0.25 0.00 No
N ouional Gty Biva 1o High! 15500 0.30| B | 16,000 0.40| B | 001 | No
Highland Ave to Euclid Avj 26,800| 0.67 C 26,600 0.67 C 0.00 No
Oceanside
SR76 to Old Ranch Rd 32,000| 0.64 B 24,700 0.49 A -0.15 No
Old Ranch Rd to Spur Avg 33,800 0.68| B | 26,800 0.54 0.14 No
Spur Ave to Santa Fe Ave| 36,400| 0.73| C | 30,300 0.61 B -0.12 No
Melrose Dr Santa Fe Ave to Sagewoo
Rd 35,600 0.59| A |27,1000 045| A 0.14 No
gﬁ/%ew""d Rdto Oceansit 34 800( 0.58| A | 27,600 046| A | 0.12| No
North Santé sr76 to Melrose Dr 23800| 0.60| A |23200 058| A | 0.02| No
e Ave
Poway
Spring Hurst Dr to lola Wa 43,300| 0.87| D |42,800 0.86| D -0.01 No
lola Way to Oak Knoll Rd | 40,300 1.01| F | 40,000 1.00| F -0.01 No
Oak Knoll Rd to Pomerad¢ 39,900| 1.00| E | 39,600 099| E 0.01 No
Pomerado Rd to Carriage| 37,800| 0.95 E | 37,500 0.94 E 001 No
Carriage Rd to Community 40,300| 1.01 F |40,000 1.00| F -0.01 No
Poway Rd | Community Rd to Midland| 39,000 0.87| D | 38,700 0.86| D -0.01 No
Midland Rd to Ann O Ren{ 28,200| 0.71| C | 27,600 0.69| C -0.02 No
Ann O Reno Ln to Garden| 18,600 0.47| B | 18,000 0.45| B -0.02 No
Garden Rd to Silver Ridge 14,000| 0.93| E | 13,200 0.88| E -0.05 No
Silver Ridge Rd to Espola| 13,700| 091| E | 12,600 0.84| D -0.07 No
Espola Rd to SR 21,200| 2.12 F 20,100 2.01 F -0.11 No
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TABLE 5.5 @tinued)
SIGNIFICANT TRAFFIC IMPACTS
COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO GENERAL PLAN UPDATE (REFERRAL MAP) VS. EXISTIN

SAN DIEGO GENERAL PLAN
(Proposed Plan to Existing Plan)

Existing GP GP Update K 1 Significant
Roadway Segment V/C Impact?
gg””gbmk Drio Commu 56 50| 0.97 56,600 0.94 -0.03 No
Scripps . :
Poway Pkw] gtomm“”'ty Rdto Daniels¢ 56 545| 0.60 35,400 0.59 001| No
Danielson St to SR 36,500| 0.61 36,000 0.60 0.01 No
Pomerado Rd to Ted Williy 4, 5441 ¢ 69 40,000 0.67 002| No
Pkwy
Twin Peake Eiiqu:]lﬂ'r'ﬁt';‘ Rpg""y 0 51,500| 0.86 50,000 0.83 003| No
Rd
Community Rdto Tierra | 5, 554| ( gg 32,800 0.82 004| No
Bonita Rd
Tierra Bonita Rd to Espolg 29,400| 0.74 27,900/ 0.70 -0.04 No
Espola Rd| Twin Peaks to Poway Rd | 24,600| 0.8 23,100 0.77 -0.05 No
Highland Ranch Rd to 42,500| 0.71 43,000 0.72 0.01 No
Ted William Pomerado Rd
Pkwy i
Egmerado RdtoTwinPeg . 144| .34 20,500 0.34 0.00 No
San Diego
C""I{I“O':‘t‘é del camino San Bernardel® || 54,000| 0.90 36200| 0.60 0.30 No
Rancho \ézr?a‘?hg%ﬁ‘m to W. 36,700| 0.92 35,800 0.90 0.02| No
Bernardo R
W. Bernardo Dr b5l 56,900| 1.42 56,100 1.40 -0.02 No
. I-15 to Spring Canyon Rd | 61,300| 1.02 61,600 1.03 0.01 No
Scripps -
Poway Pkw] Spring Canyon Rd to 29,600| 0.74 30,800 0.77 003 | No
Springbrook Dr ' ' ' ' '
Jimmy Durante BVA18 1 | 5, o0 g5 31,700 0.79 016| No
NB Ramps
Viade la | 15 NB Ramps to San An¢ 5| 1 1 43,100/ 1.08 007 | VYes
Valle Dr
ffe‘glA”dres Drio ElCamil 57 100 271 26,500 2.65 006| No
Airway Rd g"(;ghae' Faraday Drie SRl 15109 1.78 17,500 1.94 016 | Yes
Siempre | La Media Rd to 9B5 18,000| 0.36 19,500/ 0.39 0.03 No
VivaRd | sroosto Enrico Fermi Dr | 50,700| 1.26 59,300 1.48 022 | Yes
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TABLE 5.5 @tinued)
SIGNIFICANT TRAFFIC IMPACTS
COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO GENERAL PLAN UPDATE (REFERRAL MAP) VS. EXISTIN
SAN DIEGO GENERAL PLAN
(Proposed Plan to Existing Plan)

Existing GP GP Update K 1 Significant
Roadway Segment EVYCEEVCERYYS \/C Impact?
San Marcos
Borden Rd to Avenida Azy 21,400| 0.54 C 20,300/ 0.51 -0.03 No
Avenida Azul to Mission R| 28,100| 0.56 C 27,300, 0.55 -0.01 No
Mission Rdto SBWB | a5 400| 071 D |37.300 075| D | 004 | No
Ramps
Las Posas
Rd f\\?f WBRampsto Grant 555001 1199 | F | 56500 1.13| F | 002 | Ves
Grand Ave to Vista Dr 31,000( 1.03 31,500, 1.05 0.02 Yes
Vista Dr to Stone Dr 25,100| 0.84 25,600 0.85 0.01 No
Stone Dr to San Marcos B| 21,100| 0.70 D 21,400 0.71 0.01 No
Twin Oaks gf:erksggngs RdtoBuena ,, noo| 0.55| ¢ | 25000 062| C | 007 | No
Valley Rd :
Buena Creek Rd to Olive § 20,900| 0.52 B 20,100 0.50 B -0.02 No
La Cieniegg Twin Oak Valley Rd to
Rd Mulberry Dr 6,300 | 0.42 B 5,600| 0.37 B -0.04 No
Mulberry Di Olive St to La Cieniega Rg 6,200 | 0.41 B 3,700| 0.24 A -0.17 No
Santee
Medina Dr to Halberns B 22,400| 0.56 C 22,000 0.55 C -0.01 No
Halberns Blvd to Shirley | 53 545| 058| ¢ |25300 063] C | 005| No
Garden
Shirley Garden to Magnoli| »5 00| 06| E | 27,400 091| E | 005 | Yes
Mast Blvd | Ave
Magnolia Ave to Los 18,800| 0.47| B |20,000 050| B | 003 | No
Ranchitos Rd
west of Pine Grove 24,500| 0.61 C 24,800 0.62 C 0.01 No
Pine Grove to Riverford R{ 11,300| 0.28 A 11,400/ 0.29 D 0.01 No
£l Noal Cuyamaca St to Magnolia| 5,500 | 0.55| C 5,700| 0.57| C 0.02 No
opa
Magnolia Ave to Aquila Dr| 10,400| 0.69| D |10,800 0.72| D 0.03 No
Magnolia Ave to-BR 37,7001 0.94| E | 37,4000 0.94| E 0.00 No
SR67 to Shadow Hill Rd | 23,600| 0.59| C | 22,500 0.56| C -0.03 No
Woodside -
Ave gzadow Hill Rd to Northed ¢ 165 | 056| ¢ | 7.300| 049| ¢ | ©0.07| No
Northcode Rd to Security | 7,000 | 0.18 A 6,000| 0.15 A -0.03 No
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TABLE 5.5 @tinued)
SIGNIFICANT TRAFFIC IMPACTS
COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO GENERAL PLAN UPDATE (REFERRAL MAP) VS. EXISTIN
SAN DIEGO GENERAL PLAN
(Proposed Plan to Existing Plan)

Existing GP GP Update K 1 Significant
Roadway Segment BT CEEVSET SRR \V/C Impact?
Woodside | Security Way to-8R 18,600| 0.47| B | 16,800 0.42| B | 005| No
Ave SR67 to Riverford Rd 31,400 0.79| D |29,700 0.74| C | -0.05| No
Solana Beach
gfea” SttoLomas Santa| 5, 100/ 085| D |34600 087| D | 002| No
Highway 10 :
Lomas Santa Fe Drto Vial ,5 5661 gga| ¢ | 24,000 060 C | 0.04| No
la Valle
Highway 101 to Stevens A 16500 | 0.41| B | 16,700 042| B | 0.01 No
gtre"ens Aveto Solana Hil ;1561 055| ¢ | 21,600 054 c | 0.01| No
Lomas Sanf >0iana Hills Dr b §B 37.600| 094| E |37000 093] E | ©001| No
Ramps
Fe Dr
I-5 SB Ramps to Via Mil
Crbrog 36,100/ 0.90| E |33,400 084| D | -0.06| No
\é'ra Mil Gmbres to Highlant ¢ 109| 040 B | 13200 033| A | -0.07 No
Lomas SantaFe Drto | 19 305| gga| ¢ |19100 064| C | 000 | No
Academy Dr
Steven Ave oY Prio L2 Colond 13500| 0.44| B | 13000 0.43| B | 0.01| No
La Colonia Park to Nardo | 13,200| 0.44 B 13p00| 0.43 B -0.01 No
Nardo Ave to Valley Ave | 16,100| 0.54 15,900 0.53 -0.01 No
Valley Ave \S/;‘Tl‘(’eens AvetoViaDela | 54 300l 071 D | 21,000 0.70] D | -001| No
Highland pj &' Camino Realto San | 5 564 | g55| ¢ | 6100| 061| C | 006 | No
Andres Dr
Vista
Sycame | SR78 EB Ramps to Hibisq o 500 096| E |54600 091 E | 005| No
Ave Way
South Santa Fe Ave to
Monte Vistd cypross Ave 15,600 0.39| A |11,900 030| A | 009| No
Dr
Cypress Ave to Foothill Drf 11,100 0.28 | A 7,500| 0.19| A -0.09 No
Source: Wilson & Companyary 2009
Notes:
Bold letters indicate substandard LOS.
® in V/C = The change in the volume to capacity ratio
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Table 5.6 summarizes the results of Table 5.5 by identifying the projected number of key

roadway segments withirhé adjacent incorporated jurisdictions that would be significantly

impacted based upon the comparison of the future year buildout of the proposed County of San
Diego General Plan (Referral Map) to the Existing General Plan.

TABLE 5.6
SUMMARY OF SIGRHNTLY IMPACTED SEGMENTS
COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO GENERAL PLAN UPDATE (REFERRAL MAP) V¢
COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO GENERAL PLAN

(Proposed Plan to Existing Plan)

Jurisdiction Total Number Analyzed Nrr;npb:crtg; Ssiggm‘;?]?gy
Carlsbad 9 0
Chula Vista 13 1
Del Mar 1 0
El Cajon 31 1
Encinitas 7 1
Escondido 35 3
La Mesa 14 1
Lemon Grove 3 0
National City 5 0
Oceanside 6 0
Poway 21 0
San Diego 11 3
San Marcos 11 2
Santee 14 1
Solana Beach 13 0
Vista 3 0
Total 197 13

As shown, a total of roadway segments within the adjacent incorporated jurisdictions would
be significantly

i mpacted

(Referral Map) to the Existing General Rla

It can be further noted that under the proposed County General Plan (Referral Map), roadway

Source: VEibn & Company; January 2009

based

upon

t he

c

om

segment performance (as measured by V/C) would remain the same or improve along 121 out of
the 197 analyzed roadway segments within the adjacent incorporaisdicfions, when
compared with the Existing General Plan.
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5.4 Mitigation of Significant Impacts

Mitigation of the identified significant traffic impacts could include a variety of options from
roadway segment widenings to specific intersection imprewtsn Requirements could vary by
jurisdiction, including further review of intersection operations as a determination of overall
roadway segment performance. The feasibility of modifying the roadway classifications as
shown in the circulation elements tfie individual incorporated jurisdictions would be a
consideration as well.
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6.0 Summary of Findings

This section summarizes the performance of the key roadway segments within the adjacent
incorporated jurisdictions under Existing Conditions, the Exgs@ounty of San Diego General
Plan, and the proposed County of San Diego General Plan (Referral Map).

6.1 Roadway Segment Performance

Table 6.1 summarizes the projected number of key roadway segments within the adjacent
incorporated jurisdictions (out @f total of 197 analyzed) operating at substandard LOS E or F
(Chula Vista includes LOS D & Escondido includes LO$ inder the three analyzed scenarios.

TABLE 6.1
SUMMARY OF ROADWAY SEGMENTS OPERATING AT SUBSTANDARD L

Jurisdiction Existing Conditions Existing General Plan General Plan Update
Carlsbad 0 0 0
Chula Vista 6 5 5
Del Mar 0 0 0
El Cajon 7 4 4
Encinitas 2 2 2
Escondido 14 6 7
La Mesa 9 2 2
Lemon Grove 1 0 0
National City 0 0 0
Oceanside 0 0 0
Poway 7 8 7
San Diego 3 8 7
San Mareo 1 3 3
Santee 3 2 2
Solana Beach 2 2 1
Vista 1 1 1
Total 56 43 11

Source: Wilson & Company; January 2009

6.2 Significant Traffic Impacts

Tables 6.2 through 6.4provide a summary list of the identified significantly impacted roadway
segmentsbasadpon APl an to Groundo and #APlan to Pl ar
identified based upon a comparison of roadway segment V/C under the various scenarios.
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TABLE 6.2
SIGNIFICANTLY IMPACTED ROADWAY SEGMENTS
EXISTING COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO GENRARALS? EXISTING CONDITIONS
(Existing Plan to Ground)

Existing
Segment
Carlsbad
No Significant Impacts
Chula Vista
Bonita Glen Dr #805 SB Ramps 34,300| 0.91 E 37,700 1.01 F 0.10
I-805 SB Ramps #805 NB Ramps | 54,000| 1.44 F 55,300 1.47 F 0.03
Bonita Rd I-805 NB Ramps to PIBpaita Rd 42,400| 1.13 F 43,200 1.15 F 0.02
Plaza Bonita Rd to Willow St 30,300| 0.81| D |34,100 091| E 0.10
Willow St to Chula Vista City Limi{ 32,500 0.87| D | 34,100 091| E 0.04
Del Mar
No Significant Impacts
El Cajon
Jamacha Rd | Main St to Granitd Br 35,000/ 0.88| E |38,000 095| E 0.07

2nd St Persimmon Ave to Broadway 32,000| 0.80| D | 39,000 0.98 E 0.18

Encinitas

No Significant Impacts

Escondido

Centre City Rd to Brotherton Rd | 39,400| 1.06 43,100 1.16 F 0.10
Brotherton Rd tdr@cado Pkwy 32,600 | 0.88 D | 34,000 0.92 0.04
Felicita AveftAveg Escondido Blvd to Centre City Pky 27,000f 0.79| C | 29,900 0.87| D 0.08

n

Centre City Pkw

m

La Mesa

No Significant Impacts

Lemon Grove

No Significant Impacts

National City
No Significant Impacts
Oeanside
No Significant Impacts
Poway
lola Way to Oak Knoll Rd 27,300| 0.68| C |40,300 1.01| F 0.33
Poway Rd
Oak Knoll Rd to Pomerado Rd 36,0001 090 E |[39900 1.00| E 0.10
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TABLE 6.2 (Continued)
SIGNIFICANTLY IMPACTED ROADWAY SEGMENTS
EXISTING COUNTY ON 8#EGO GENERAL PLAN VS. EXISTING CONDITION
(Existing Plan to Ground)

bet wee

Roadway Segment S
Pomerado Rd to Carriage Rd 33,500| 0.84| D | 37,800 0.95| E 0.11
Carriage Rd to Community Rd 36,500| 091 E | 40,300 1.01 F 0.10
Poway Rd
Silver Ridge Rd to Espola Rd 12,900| 0.86 D 13,700 0.91 E 0.05
Espola Rd to §H 18,800| 1.88 F 21,200 2.12 F 0.24
Scrigpkj\;oway Springbrook Dr to Community Rd| 49,400| 0.82| C |58,000 0.97| E | 0.15
San Diego
Rancho Bernard Via Del Campo to W. Bernardo D| 23,700 0.59| C | 36,700 0.92 E 0.33
Rd W. Bernardo Dr 1t 47,400| 1.19 F 56,900 1.42 F 0.23
SC“‘F’,pkjv';o""ay 15 to Spring Canyon Rd 52,900/ 0.88| D |61,300 1.02| F | 0.14
Jimmy Durante Blvd16 NB Ramp| 31,200 0.78| D | 37,900 0.95| E 0.17
Via de la Valle| I-15 NB Ramps to San Andres Dr| 37,700| 0.94| E | 40,200 1.01 F 0.07
San Andres Dr to El Camino Real 22,500| 2.25| F | 27,100 2.71 F 0.46
Airway Rd | Michael Faraday Dr te9BR 6,600 | 0.73| C | 16,100 1.78 F 1.05
Siempe Viva Rd SR905to Enrico Fermi Dr 19,400| 0.49| B | 50,700 1.27 F 0.78
San Marcos
SR78 WB Ramps to Grand Ave 37,700| 0.75 D |55,500 1.11 F 0.36
Las Posas Rd| Grand Ave to Vista Dr 15,900| 0.53 31,000, 1.03 0.50
Vista Dr to Stone Dr 12,D0 | 0.40 B 25,100 0.84 E 0.44
Santee
Mast Blvd |Shirley Garden to Magnolia Ave 21,700| 0.72 D | 25,900 0.86 0.14
Woodside Ave|Magnolia Ave to-8R 32,000| 0.80 37,700 0.94 E 0.14
Solana Beach
Solana Hills Dr #6 B Ramps 31,700 0. D | 37,600 0.94 0.15
Lomas Santa Fe
I-5 SB Ramps to Via Mil Cumbres| 28,300| 0.71 36,100 0.90 E 0.19
Vista
Sycamore Ave|SR78 EB Ramps to Hibiscus Way| 48,900| 0.82| D |57,300 096 | E 0.14
Source: Wilson & Company; January 2009
Notes:
Bold letters indicate substandas.
® in V/C = the change in the volume to capacity ratio
g‘ééﬁ/%’g Pagert County of San Diego General Plan Update

Traffic Impacts to Adjacent City Jurisdictions



TABLE 6.3
SIGNIFICANTLY IMPACTED ROADWAY SEGMENTS
COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO GENERAL PLAN UPDATE (REFERRAL MAP) VS. EXISTIN
(Proposed Plan to Ground)

—— Existing GP Update
LOS | ADT | VIC
Carlsbad
No Significant Impacts
Chula Vista
Bonita Glen Dr 4805 SB Ramps | 34,300| 0.91 E 37,800 1.01 F 0.10
I-805 SB Ramps #805 NB Ramps| 54,000 1.44 F 55,500 1.48 F 0.04
Bonita Rd [-805 NB Ramps to Plaza Bonita | 42,400| 1.13| F |43,500 1.16| F 0.03
Plaza Bonita Rd to Willow St 30,300| 0.81| D |33,900 0.90| E 0.09
Willow St to Chula Vista City Limj 32,500| 0.87 | D | 39,000 1.04| F 0.17
Del Mar
No Significant Impacts
El Cajon
Jamaba Rd | Main St to Granite Hill Dr 35,000| 0.88| E |37,000 093| E 0.05
2nd St Persimmon Ave to Broadway 32,000f 0.80| D | 36,100 0.90 E 0.10
Broadway teBIWB Ramps 33,500| 0.84 D 38,900 0.97 E 0.13
Encinitas

Rancho Santa F

Rd Manchester Ave to EasterriLimiy | 22,700| 1.15| F | 24,500 1.23| F 0.08

Escondido
Centre City Pkw| Centre City Rd to Brotherton Rd | 39,400| 1.06 F | 43,400 1.17 F 0.11
Brotherton Rd to Citracado Pkwy| 32,600( 0.88| D- | 34,200 0.92 E 0.04

Felicita Ave/17tl
Ave

Bear Valley Pkw San Pasqual Rd to Mary Ln 27,900| 0.75| C 35300 095| E 0.20

Escondido Blvd to Centre ®ity P | 27,000 0.79| C | 29,700 0.87| D 0.08

La Mesa
Fuerte Dr Grossmont Dr to Avocado Blvd 15,700| 1.57 F 18,500 1.85 F 0.28

Lemon Grove

No Significant Impacts

National City
NoSignificant Impacts
Oceanside
No Significant Impacts
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TABLE 6.3 (Continued)
SIGNIFICANTLY IMPACTED ROADWAY SEGMENTS
COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO GENERAL PLAN UPDATE (REFERRAL MAP) VS. EX
CONDITIONS (Proposed Plan to Ground)

Existing GP Wdate
Roadway Segment
Poway
lola Way to Oak Knoll Rd 27,300| 0.68| C | 40,000 1.00| F 0.32
Oak Knoll Rd to Pomerado Rd 36,000 0.90| E |39,600 099| E 0.09
Poway Rd | Pomerado Rd to Carriage Rd 33,500 0.84| D |37,500 094 | E 0.10
Carriage Rd tem@munity Rd 36,500| 091| E | 40,000 1.00| F 0.09
Espola Rd to SR 18,800 1.88| F | 20,100 2.01| F 0.13
Sc”gﬁ’j\; OWaY Springbrook Dr to Community Rd| 49,400 0.82| C |56,600 0.94| E | 0.12
San Diego
Rancho Bernard Via Del Campo to W. Bernardo D| 23,700| 059 | C | 35,800 0.90| E 0.31
Rd W. Bernardo Dr b5l 47,400 1.19| F | 56,1000 1.40| F 0.21
Sc”gpkjvs OWaY 115 to Spring Canyon Rd 52,900| 0.88| D |61,600 1.03| F | 0.15
Via de la Valle| I-15 NB Ramps to San Andres Dr| 37,700 0.94 E | 43,100 1.08 F 0.14
San Andres Br El Camino Real 22,500| 2.25 F 26,500 2.65 F 0.40
Airway Rd | Michael Faraday Drto -9@R 6,600 | 0.73| C |17,500 1.94| F 1.21
Siempre Viva Rl SR905to Enrico Fermi Dr 19,400 048| B |59,300 148 | F 1.00
San Marcos
SR78 WB Ramps to Grand Ave | 37,700 0.75| D | 56,500 1.13| F 0.38
Las PosaRd | Grand Ave to Vista Dr 15,900 0.53| C | 31,500 1.05 F 0.52
Vista Dr to Stone Dr 12,100| 0.40| B | 25,600 0.85| E 0.45
Santee
Mast Blvd Shirley Garden to Magnolia Ave | 21,700| 0.72 D | 27,400 0.91 E 0.19
Woodside Ave| Magnolia Ave to-8R 32,000 0.80| D |37,400 094 | E 0.14
Solana Beach
romas San@ i sojana Hills Dr 6 88 Ramps | 31,700] 0.79| D 37,000 0.93| E | 014
Vista
Sycamore Ave| SR78 EB Ramps to Hibiscus Wa] 48,900| 0.82| D |54,600 091| E 0.09

Source: Wilson & Company; January 2009

Notes:
Bold letters indicate substandard LOS.
@ in V/C = the change in the volume to capacity ratio betwee
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TABLE 6.4
SIGNIFICANTLY IMPACTED ROADWAY SEGMENTS
COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO GENERAL PLAN UPDATE (REFERRAL MAP) VS. EXISTIN
SAN DIEGO GENERAL PLAN
(Proposed Plan to Ekng Plan)

Existing GP GP Update
Roadway Segment T R R N A
LOS| ADT | VIC

Carlsbad

No Significant Impacts

Chula Vista
Bonita Rd | Willow St to Chula Vista City Limi| 34,100 0.91| E | 39,000 1.04| F 0.13
Del Mar

No Significant Impacts

ElCajon
2nd St Broadway teBIWB Ramps 34,700| 0.87 D 38,900 0.97 E 0.10
Encinitas
Ranchlg dSanta F Manchester Ave to Eastern City L| 23,000| 1.15| F | 24,500 1.23| F 0.08
Escondido
Fe"c'tA""VQ"e/”t Juniper St to Escondido Bvd | 31,000| 091| E |33500| 0.98| E | 0.07
San Pasqual Rd to Mary Ln 29,100| 0.79 C 35,300 0.95 E 0.16
Bear Valley Pkw
E'dDorado Drto San Pasqual Vall 35 500 0.90| D | 36,000 097| E | 007
La Mesa
Fuerte Dr Grossmont Dr to Avocado Blvd 15,800| 1.58 F 18,500 1.85 F 0.27

Lenon Grove
No Significant Impacts
National City
No Significant Impacts
Oceanside
No Significant Impacts
Poway
No Significant Impacts
San Diego
Via de la Valle| I-15 NB Ramps to San Andres Dr| 40,200| 1.01 F | 43,100 1.08| F 0.07
Airway Rd | Michael Farag Dr to SB05 16,100 1.78| F | 17,500 194 | F 0.16
Siempre Viva R| SR905to Enrico Fermi Dr 50,700| 1.26 | F |59,300 1.48| F 0.22
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TABLE 6.4 (Continued)
SIGNIFICANTLY IMPACTED ROADWAY SEGMENTS
COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO GENERAL PLAN UPBARRAEMAP) VS. EXISTING COUN
SAN DIEGO GENERAL PLAN
(Proposed Plan to Existing Plan)

Existing GP GP Update
Roadway Segment I B R U R

San Marcos

SR78 WB Ramps to Grand Ave | 55,500| 1.11 F |56,500 1.13| F 0.02
Grand Ave to Vista Dr 31,000 1.03| F |31,500 1.05| F 0.02

Los Posas Rd

Santee

Mast Blvd Shirley Garden to Magnolia Ave | 25,900| 0.86 E | 27,400 0.91 E 0.05

Solana Beach

No Signdant Impacts

Vista
No Significant Impacts
Source: Wilson & Company; January 2009

Notes:

Bold letters indicate substandard LOS.
@ in V/C = the change in the volume to capacity ratio betwee
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