Traffic Commission
REGULAR MEETING AGENDA
February 12, 2014 - 7:00 p.m.

City of Los Alamitos
3191 Katella Avenue
Los Alamitos, CA 90720

NOTICE TO THE PUBLIC
This Agenda contains a brief general description of each item to be considered. Except as provided by
law, action or discussion shall not be taken on any item not appearing on the agenda. Supporting
documents, including staff reports, are available for review at City Hall in the
Engineering office once the agenda has been publicly posted.

Any written materials relating to an item on this agenda submitted to the Traffic Commission after
distribution of the agenda packet are available for public inspection in the Engineering Office,
3191 Katella Ave., Los Alamitos CA 90720, during normal business hours. In addition, such writings or
documents will be made available for public review at the respective public meeting.

It is the intention of the City of Los Alamitos to comply with the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA)
in all respects. If, as an attendee, or a participant at this meeting, you will need special assistance
beyond what is normally provided, please contact the Engineering Office at
(562) 431-3538, extension 101, 48 hours prior to the meeting so that reasonable arrangements may be
made. Assisted listening devices may be obtained from the Traffic Commission Secretary at the
meeting for individuals with hearing impairments.

Persons wishing to address the Traffic Commission on any item on the Traffic Commission Agenda
should complete a “Request to Speak” card and will be called upon at the time the agenda item is
called or during the Traffic Commission’s consideration of the item and may address the Traffic
Commission for up to three minutes.

1. CALL TO ORDER
2. ROLL CALL

Commissioner Biri Commissioner Wilhelm
Commissioner Mejia Vice-Chair Patz
Commissioner Schleuter Chair Person Emerson

Commissioner Vardeman
3. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

4. ORAL COMMUNICATION
At this time any individual in the audience may address the Traffic Commission and
speak on any item within the subject matter jurisdiction of the Commission. Please
state if you wish to speak on an item on the Agenda. Remarks are to be limited to not
more than five minutes.

5. MINUTES
None




6. STAFF REPORTS

A. Review of Draft Scope of Work for School Traffic Study
The Engineering and Traffic Survey for Speed Limits was authorized by the City
and was performed by the engineering consulting firm of Hartzog & Crabill, Inc.
The goal of the review was to determine whether changes in pre-existing
conditions have occurred where older speed limits should be modified.

Recommendation: It is recommended that the Traffic Commission approve the
Engineering and Traffic Survey for Speed Limits as submitted in this report, and
send to City Council for final approval.

B. Removal of Green 24-Minute Parking in Front of 4582 Katella Avenue
Request was made by property owner at 4582 Katella Avenue to remove the 24-
minute parking restrictions in front of their property. The existing signage has
been in place since 2009, and was a result of previous Traffic Commission and
City Council staff action that dates back to 2006.

Recommendation: Review previous staff reports and deny this request.

C. Request for Loading/Unloading Parking on Lexington Drive from Katella
Avenue to the First Southerly Alley
Staff received a request from the Traffic Commission to look into restricting
parking, on the west side of Lexington Drive to a loading and unloading zone,
from Katella Avenue to first southerly alley.

Recommendation: It is recommended that the Traffic Commission provide
direction to staff.

7. ITEMS FROM THE PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT
A. Traffic Commission Status Log

8. TRAFFIC COMMISSION INITIATED BUSINESS
At this time, Commissioners may report on items not included on the agenda, but no
such matter may be discussed, nor may any action be taken in which there is interest
to the community, except as to provide staff direction to report back or to place the
item on a future agenda.

9. ADJOURNMENT
Adjourn to Wednesday, March 12, 2014.

| hereby certify, under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing Agenda
was posted at the Community Center, Museum, and City Hall not less than 72 hours prior to the meeting.
Dated this 6th day of February, 2014.

Shanon- ANewell

Sharon Nowell, Department Secretary

Traffic Commission Agenda
February 12, 2014
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City of Los Alamitos
TRAFFIC COMMISSION

Agenda Report February 12, 2014

Discussion Iltem Item No: e¢a
To: Chairman and Members of the Traffic Commission

From: David L. Hunt, City Engineer

Subject: Review of Draft Engineering and Traffic Survey for Speed Limits

Summary: The Engineering and Traffic Survey for Speed Limits was authorized by
the City and was performed by the engineering consulting firm of Hartzog & Crabill, Inc.
The goal of the review was to determine whether changes in pre-existing conditions
have occurred where older speed limits should be modified.

Recommendations: Approve Engineering and Traffic Survey for Speed Limits as
submitted in this report, and send to City Council for final approval.

Background

In accordance with procedures established by the State of California, this Engineering
and Traffic Survey has been developed for the City of Los Alamitos as the basis for the
establishment and enforcement of speed limits for selected streets within the City.

All fifty states base their speed regulations on the Basic Speed Law. In California, CVC
22350 defines the basic speed law as:

"No Person shall drive a vehicle upon a highway at a speed greater than is reasonable
or prudent having due regard for weather, visibility, the traffic on, and the surface and
width of the highway, and in no event at a speed which endangers the safety of persons

or property."

This law recognizes that driving conditions vary widely from time-to-time and place-to-
place and, therefore, no set of fixed driving rules will adequately serve all conditions.
The motorist will constantly adjust their driving behavior to fit the conditions
encountered, and must learn to do this with a minimum of assistance from the police.
The Basic Speed Law is founded on the belief that a majority of motorists are able to

Engineering and Traffic Survey for Speed Limits
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modify their driving behavior properly, as long as they are aware of the conditions
around them.

Discussion

The reason that speed limit areas and their required postings are done is to guard
reasonable drivers from the unreascnable behavior of reckless, unreliable, or otherwise
dangerous drivers. As with other similar laws, the limits identified are based on the
consensus of the majority of those who drive 1he highway as to what speed is
reasonable and safe. It is this type of information that is reflected in the analysis section
of this report. Namely, posted speed limits are a reflection of that speed which most
people deem to be safe as opposed to a minority of drivers who do not drive in a
reasonable manner.

Speed zones are alsc established to advise drivers of road conditions or hazards that
may not be readily apparent to a reasonable driver. For that reason, a field review of
related road/iraffic variables is conducted which considers the analytical data and
accident history of a particular roadway segment to determine a safe and reasonable
speed limit.

Speed evaluation data was collected at 17 different survey segments on 7 different
roadways in the City of Los Alamitos. These areas and the number of segments on
each are described as follows:

Ball Road (1)

Bloomfield Street (3)
Cerritos Avenue (3)
Farquhar Avenue (1)
Katella Avenue (5)
Lexington Drive (1)

Los Alamitos Boulevard (3)

NeoRkwN=

Results and Recommendations

The Summary indicates that 16 of the 17 segments studied are recommended for no
speed limit changes. The reason centers mostly on the fact that the newly measured
values of the 85th percentile and the 10 MPH pace are still within the parameters of the
existing speed limits. Additional factors such as the presence of horizontal or vertical
curves reducing sight distance from the basis in some instances of our
recommendations. Therefore, the current postings should remain as is.

Engineering and Traffic Survey for Speed Limits
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Locations of "Speed Limit Increases":

With the combination of the speed data, field review and accident history, the following
segment is recommended for a speed limit increase.

Bloomfield Street - Cerritos Ave, to Katella Ave.
» Increase speed from 35 mph to 40 mph

New signs to be posted:

Cerritos Avenue - Bloomfield Street to East City Limit
e The recommended 40 mph is within 4.9 mph of the 85th percentile speed and
meets CVC standards. Field notes state that only one speed sign is posted
(eastbound) within the segment length. Although in the City of Cypress, there is a
40 mph speed sign posted for the westbound direction west of Denni Street.
Therefore, it is recommended that a 40 mph speed sign be installed westbound
west of Santa Clara Street (East City Limit).

Katella Avenue - Lexington Drive to Siboney Street

e This section of Katella Avenue is a six lane roadway. The adjacent land uses are
residential non-fronting to the roadway, commercial, business, medical offices,
and the Los Alamitos Race Track. Field observations include a 40 mph speed
sign posted only eastbound east of Lexington Drive, no shoulders westbound,
bus stops and heavy truck traffic. With the speed data results showing an 85th
percentile speed of 43.8 mph, it is recommended that the existing 40 mph speed
limit be maintained. For enforcement, it is recommended that a 40 mph speed
sign be posted for the westbound direction as well.

Recommendation

Approve Engineering and Traffic Survey for Speed Limits as is, and send to City Council
for final approval.

Submitted By:

OO &

David Hunt, PE

City Engineer

Aftachments: 1) Engineering and Traffic Survey for Speed Limits — January 2014
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CERTIFICATION

I, Gerald Stock, do hereby certify that this Engineering and Traffic Survey for the City of Los
Alamitos was performed under my supervision and is accurate and complete, I certify that I am
both experienced in performing surveys of this type and duly registered in the State of California
as a professional Traffic Engineer.

A

Gerald Stock
RTE # 2049

File: Los Alsmitos Radar Rpt 2013.doc






CITY OF LOS ALAMITOS
ENGINEERING AND TRAFFIC SURVEY FOR SPEED LIMITS

In accordance with procedures established by the State of California, this Engineering and Traffic
Survey has been developed for the City of Los Alamitos as the basis for the establishment and
enforcement of speed limits for selected streets within the City. The work provided herein was
authorized by the City and was performed by the engineering consulting firm of Hartzog &
Crabill, Inc. The goal of the review was to determine whether changes in pre-existing conditions
have occurred where older speed limits should be modified.

The requirement to perform Engineering and Traffic surveys for speed limits is based on the
California Vehicle Code (CVC). CVC Section 40802 states that at least once every five (5), seven
(7} or ten (10) years, States and local agencies should re-evaluate non-statuary speed limits on
segments of their roadways. Recent changes to the CA. MUCTD changed the policy and
procedure for setting speed limits in Califomia. Engineering and Traffic Surveys must be
performed with the use of radar or other approved electronic devices if the nse of radar is to be
employed to enforce speed limits, If such a survey is not performed within five years (or seven
years, Or ten years as stated previously) of the date of the preceding survey, then the new data and
its use will constitute a speed trap. Hence, evidence using such would not be admissible in court.
From the Vehicle Code, a "speed trap" is either of the following:

(a) A particular section of a highway measured as to distance and with boundaries marked,
designated, or otherwise determined in order that the speed of a vehicle may be calculated by
securing the time it takes the vehicle to travel the known distance.

(b) A particular section of & highway with a prima facie speed limit provided by this code or by
local ordinance under sub-paragraph (A) of paragraph (2) of subdivision (a) of Section 22352, or
established pursuant to Section 22354, 22357, 22358, or 22358.3 if that prima facie speed limit is
not justified by an engineering and traffic survey conducted within five years prior to the date of
the alleged violation, and where enforcement involves the use of radar or other electronic devices
that measures the speed of moving objects. This paragraph does not apply to a local street, road,
or school zone.

The definition of a Traffic and Engineering Survey is contained in Section 627 of the Vehicle
Code and is as follows:

Engineering and Traffic survey, as used in this code, means a survey of highway and traffic
conditions in accordance with methods determined by the California Department of Transportation
(Caltrans) for use by State and local authorities. An engineering and traffic survey shall include,
among other requirements deemed necessary by the department, consideration of the following:
(&)  Prevailing speeds as determined by traffic engineering measurements.

(b)  Accident records.

(c) Highway, traffic and roadside conditions not readily apparent to the driver,



The California Vehicle code has set certain regulations regarding the posting and enforcement of
speed zones. These regulations generally reflect the viewpoint that speed zoning should be based
on traffic conditions and natural driver behavior and not because of an arbitrary response to a
traffic event or occurrence. Therefore, it is important to have a general understanding of the
"Basic Speed Law", "Prima Facie Speed Limits" and "Intermediate Speed Zones".

Basic Speed Law (CVC 22350)

All fifty states base their speed regulations on the Basic Speed Law. In California, CVC 22350
defines the basic speed law as:

"No Person shall drive a vehicle upon a highway at a speed greater than is reasonable or prudent
having due regard for weather, visibility, the traffic on, and the surface and width of the highway,
and in no event at a speed which endangers the safety of persons or property.”

This law recognizes that driving conditions vary widely from time-to-time and place-to-place and,
therefore, no set of fixed driving rules will adequately serve all conditions. The motorist will
constantly adjust their driving behavior to fit the conditions encountered, and must learn to do this
with a minimum of assistance from the police. The Basic Speed Law is founded on the belicf that
a majority of motorists are able to modify their driving behavior properly, as long as they are
aware of the conditions around them.

ima Faci its C

All other speed limits are prima facie limits which, "on the face of it", are reasonable and prudent
under normal conditions. The opportunity given to the driver to exceed a prima facie speed limit
when it is safe to do so recognizes the fact that any posted speed limit cannot adequately reflect
the many different conditions of traffic, weather, visibility, etc., that may be found on the same
highway at different times.

Certain prima facie limits are automatically established by law (CVC 22352), including a 15 mph
limit in alleys, blind intersections, blind railroad crossing, and the 25 mph limit in business and
residence districts. There is also a part time 25 mph limit in school zones when children are
present in route to or from school.

Business and residence districts are defined in the Vehicle Code as specific areas meeting a
specified minimum density of roadside development. CVC Sections 235 and 515 define these
regulations. A count of houses or active businesses facing on a highway must be made to
determine whether or not a valid business or residence district exists. The law does not require
posting these prima facie limits that are readily apparent.

Resi CVC 51

A "residence district” is that portion of a highway and the property contiguous thereto, other than a
business district, (a) upon one side of which highway, within a distance of a quarter of a mile, the

contiguous property fronting thereon is occupied by 13 or more separate dwelling houses or business
structures, or (b) upon both sides of which highway, collectively, within a distance of a quarter of a

mile, the contiguous property fronting thereon is occupied by 16 or more separate dwelling houses or
2



business structures. A residence district may be longer than one~quarter of a mile if the above ratio of
separate dwelling houses or business structures to the length of the highway exists,

t of Zones

The reason that speed limit areas and their required postings are done is to guard reasonable
drivers from the unreasonable behavior of reckless, unreliable, or otherwise dangerous drivers. As
with other similar laws, the limits identified are based on the consensus of the majority of those
who drive the highway as to what speed is reasonable and safe. It is this type of information that
is reflected in the analysis section of this report. Namely, posted speed limits are a refiection of
that speed which most people deem to be safe as opposed to a minority of drivers who do not drive
in a reasonable manner.

Speed zones are also established to advise drivers of road conditions or hazards that may not be
readily apparent to a reasonable driver. For that reason, a field review of related road/traffic
variables is conducted which considers the analytical data and accident history of a particular
roadway segment to determine a safe and reasonable speed limit.

Data Collection Procedures

Speed evaluation data was collected at 17 different survey segments on 7 different roadways in the
City of Los Alamitos. These areas and the number of segments on each are described as follows:

Ball Road (1)

Bloomficld Street (3)
Cerritos Avenue (3)
Farquhar Avenue (1)
Katella Avenue (5)
Lexington Drive (1)

Los Alamitos Boulevard (3)

As described in various traffic engineering documents - including information provided by the
State of Califomia, the individual locations on which radar data collection procedures were used
involved considerations for the following:

R S Sl

a. Stop sign or traffic signal locations;

b. Visibility issues;

c. Traffic flow at intersections, cross-traffic, major driveways, crosswalks, railroad crossings
and unusual turning movements;

d. The influence of other traffic factors on the speed of cars: such as on street parking, roadway
features, adjacent land uses, and lighting.

Speed Zoning Methodology

The California Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices (CA. MUTCD) specifies a “short
method of determining speed limits on City and County through Highways, Arterial and Collector
Roads Procedures.

Introduction - This short method of speed zoning is based on the premise that the reasonable speed
limit is one that conforms to the actual behavior of the majority of motorists, and that by

3



measuring motorist’s speeds, one will be able to select a speed limit that is both reasonable and
effective. Other factors that need to be considered include, but are not limited to: the most recent
three-year collision record, roadway design speed, safe stopping sight distance, superelevation,
shoulder conditions, profile conditions, intersection spacing and offsets, commercial driveway
characteristics, pedestrian traffic in the roadway without sidewalks.

Speed Zone Suryey

- Only one person is required for the fieldwork, Speeds can be read directly from a radar speed
meter.

- A section of road should be selected with representative operating speeds. If speeds vary on a
given road, additional surveys should be conducted. In this case, it may be necessary to establish
additional speed zones with different speed limits. The section selected should be straight and
should have no traffic signal, stop sign or intersection with a major cross street.

- Speed measurements should be taken during off-peak hours on weekdays. The weather should
be fair with no unusual conditions prevailing. It is important that the surveyor and his equipment
be so inconspicuous as not to affect traffic speeds. For this reason, an unmarked car is
recommended, with the radar speed meter located as inconspicuously as possible. It should be
placed so as to be able to survey traffic in both directions, and should not make an angle greater
than 15 degrees with the roadway centerline.

- It is desirable to have a minimum sample of 100 automobiles in each survey. This may result in
excessive survey periods for low-volume roads. Under these conditions, the survey should be
conducted for a minimum of two hours, but in no case should the sampie for any survey contain
less than 50 automobiles.

- The Califonia MUTCD states that speed limits are established at or near the 85th percentile
speed, which is defined as that speed at or below which 85 percent of the traffic is moving. This
speed can be selected directly from the data sheet. However, roadway conditions not readily
apparent to the motorist such as vertical or horizontal curves or other roadway conditions that may
impact sight distance may result in a farther reduction of 5 mph in the recommended speed limit.

- As a check on the validity of the proposed speed limit, an analysis should be made of the two-
year accident record for the section of roadway under consideration. If this record shows an
abnormally high percentage of accidents normally associated with excessive speeds, the proposed
speed limit should be further reduced. This is a judgment situation, and will not usually be a
factor,

- Short speed zones of less than half a mile should be avoided, except in transition areas.

- Speed zone changes should be coordinated with changes in roadway conditions or roadway
development.

- Speed zoning in 5 mile per hour increments should be avoided if possible. A 10-mile per hour
increment is preferable.

- Speed zoning should be coordinated between adjacent jurisdictions.
4



S emptions (CVC 40802

Many streets are designated as "Local" streets per CVC 40802. These sireets are exempt from the
radar study. Therefore, the speed limit for these streets does not require an Engineering and
Traffic Survey. The code is as follows:

"For the purpose of this section, local streets and roads shall be defined by the latest functional
usage and federal aid system maps as submitted to the Federal Highway Administration. When
these maps have not been submitted, the following definition shall be used: A local street or road
primarily provides access to abutting residential property and shall meet the following three
conditions:

1. Roadway width of not more than 40 feet.
2. Not more than one half mile of uninterrupted length.
3. Not more than one traffic lane in each direction.

er C

Every street should be inspected for unusual traffic, roadway and roadside conditions not readily
apparent to a motorist. A check should be made of the adequacy of traffic control devices,
roadway alignment, width surface conditions, accident history and any unique traffic hazards that
may exist. Any of these conditions may warrant the selection of a speed lower than the 85th
percentile speed for speed zoning.

Radar i ime Frames

The hours of radar operation were restricted to off-peak periods for heavily traveled streets and to
uncongested peak periods on lightly traveled streets. All surveys were conducted in fair weather.

The radar unit was mounted at the top of the front dash of an unmarked vehicle with the meter-
reading unit sustained inside the vehicle. The radar unit's calibration was checked periodically
using a tuning fork.

The radar operator and assistant recorded the speed meter readings for each location on Radar
Speed Survey Field Sheets included in the appendix of this report. A representative sampling of at
least 100 vehicles were surveyed in each direction or 2 cumulative sample of 200 vehicles for both
directions where possible. On low volume roads, where a total sample of 200 vehicles would
result in an excessive time period, sampling was continued until a representative beli-shaped
frequency distribution was attained.

Analysis Factors

Several factors were used as input to our recommendations for speed limits. These include the
85th Percentile, the 10 MPH Pace and others. These are described in detail below.

1. The CRITICAL SPEED, or the 85th percentile is defined as that speed at or below which 85
percent of the traffic is moving. From experience, traffic engineers have found that this is one

of the most reliable factors in determining appropriate speed limits.
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Hence, the accepted practice, and one that has been used in this case is to set the speed limit
at or near the critical speed. This recognizes that other factors could be present where the
above may not be appropriate. When this procedure is used, it not only conforms to that
required by the State but it also provides a strong base for law enforcement personnel to
properly enforce speed limits.

The 10 MPH PACE is that continuous 10 mph incrementa! range of speeds in which the
largest number of recorded vehicles is contained. It is a measure of the dispersion of speeds
within the sample surveyed. For this element, the accepted practice to the greatest extent
possible is to try and keep the recommended speed limit within the 10 mph pace after
considering the critical speed and any factors requiring a speed lower than the critical speed.

The MEDIAN (MIDDLE) SPEED, or 50th percentile speed, represents the mid~point value
within the range of recorded speeds for a particular roadway location. In other words, 50% of
the vehicles travel faster, and 50% travel slower than the median speeds. This value is
another measure of the central tendency of the vehicle speed distribution.

The 15th PERCENTILE SPEED is that speed at or below which 15% of the vehicles are
traveling. This value is important in determining the minimum allowable speed limit, given
that the vehicles traveling below this speed tend to obstruct the flow of traffic, thereby
increasing the accident potential.

MODAL SPEED: The modal speed is the speed, which occurs most frequently in the
distribution (the most). It serves as another useful measure in verifying the correct
recommendation for speed limits.

STANDARD DEVIATION: This is a mathematical element, which relates to measures of
dispersion of data. It is used to assist in describing the center of speed distribution
information around the arithmetic mean or the time mean speed. It also is used in the overall
review of recommended speed limits and serves to verify the level of confidence of data used
in making recommendations.

The MEAN (AVERAGE) is the sum of the speeds of the samples divided by the number of
samples.

The numerical values of the above factors are derived from the speed distribution curves
calculated for each survey location. These distribution curves represent a method of graphic
analysis that compares the cumnulative percentage of vehicles to the speed at which the vehicles are

traveling,

Field Review

In addition to the availability of the above statistical data, a significant aspect of speed limit
recommendations is based on the field review. Its importance is that existing conditions may
warrant a lower speed than is actually indicated by the application of survey data. Examples of the

field data collected for the purposes of analyzing related roadway characteristics as they pertain to
the determination of appropriate speed limits are listed below:
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Segment length, width and alignment

Level of pedestrian activity

Traffic flow characteristics

Vertical and/or horizontal curves.

Driver sight distance constraints.

Adjacent residential/commercial/industrial etc. zoning,

Number of lanes and other channelization/striping factors
Frequency of i mtersectlons, driveways and on street parking;
Location of stop signs, traffic signals, and other regulatory traffic control devices;
10. Roadway conditions, bumps and dips;

11. Obstructions to pedestrian visibility;

12. Land use and proximity of schools;

13. Uniformity with existing speed zones to/with adjacent jurisdictions;
14. Any other ynusual conditions not readily apparent to the driver.

RN RWUN-

The results of the field review of related road/traffic variables are summarized on the Engineering
and Traffic Survey forms found in the Appendix of this report.

Acrident History

The Engineering and Traffic Survey forms summarize the available two-year accident information
for the subject streets. The accident information includes the total number of accidents within
each street segment and of those accidents, the number that are speed-related. This information
was obtained from the California Statewide Integrated Traffic Records System (SWITRS) for the
City of Los Alamitos.

The annual accident rate figures represent the number of speed-related accidents divided by years
of accident records. The evaluation of accidents is useful as a check on the accuracy of
recommendedore:nstmgspeedhmlts Shoﬂdthlsrewewshowahlghpementageofaccldents
associated with excessive speeds, consideration based on professional traffic
judgment should be directed toward reducing the posted or recommended speed limit.

The following Summaries: No Speed Limit Changes, New Speed Limit Postings, Speed Limit
Increases, Speed Limit Reductions and Summary of Recommendations presents the results of the
radar survey for the selected 17 locations. As shown, the Summary of Recommendations chart
presents the necessary analysis elements that in addition to the field review of a registered traffic
engineer led to the recommendations indicated.

The Summary indicates that 16 of the 17 segments studied are recommended for no speed limit
changes. The reason centers mostly on the fact that the newly measured values of the 85th percentile
and the 10 MPH pace are still within the parameters of the existing speed limits. Additional factors
such as the presence of horizontal or vertical curves reducing sight distance form the basis in some
instances of our recommendations. Therefore, the current postings should remain as is. One segment
has a speed sign posted in one direction only and is listed for no change. Hence, the other direction
should be posted. These segments noted as “install”, as well as the segments recommended for “No
Change” are listed below:
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Ball Road

West City Limits to Bloomfield St Remain posted at 40 mph
Bloomfield Street

North City Limits to Cerritos Ave Remain posted at 40 mph

Katella Ave to Farquhar Ave Remain posted at 25 mph
Cerritos Avenue

North City Limits to Los Alamitos Bl Remain posted at 40 mph

Los Alamitos Bl to Bloomfield St Remain posted at 35 mph

Bloomfield St to East City Limits Install 40 mph, Westbound
Farqubar Avenue

Los Alamitos Bl to Lexington Dr Remain posted at 25 mph
Katella Averme

West City Limits to Los Alamitos Bl Remain posted at 35 mph

Los Alamitos Bl to Bloomfield St Remain posted at 35 mph

Bloomfield St to Lexington Dr Remain posted at 35 mph

Lexington Dr to Siboney St Install 40 mph, Westbound

Siboney St to Walker St Remain posted at 40 mph

Katella Ave to Farquhar Ave Remain posted at 30 mph
Los Alamitos Boulevard

North City Limits to Katella Ave Remain posted at 35 mph

Katella Ave to Farquhar Ave Remain posted at 35 mph

Farquhar Ave to Bradbury Rd Remain posted at 40 mph

The following are support explanations for the roadway segments that the recommended speed
limit is 5 mph lower or more than the newly measured 85® percentile speed or has a speed sign
posted in one direction only. The various reasons for the recommendations are provided below.

Cerrites Avenne

Bloomfield Street to East City Limit
The recommended 40 mph is within 4.9 mph of the 85th percentile speed and meets CVC
standards. Field notes state that only one speed sign is posted (eastbound) within the segment
length. Although in the City of Cypress, there is a 40 mph speed sign posted for the westbound
direction west of Denni Street. Therefore, it is recommended that a 40 mph speed sign be installed
westbound west of Santa Clara Street (East City Limit).



Katella Avenue

Lexington Drive to Siboney Street

This section of Katella Avenue is a six lane roadway. The adjacent land uses are residential non-
fronting to the roadway, commercial, business, medical offices, and the Los Alamitos Race Track.
Field observations include a 40 mph speed sign posted only eastbound east of Lexington Drive, no
shoulders westbound, bus stops and heavy truck traffic. With the speed data results showing an
85th percentile speed of 43.8 mph, it is recommended that the existing 40 mph speed Limit be
maintained, For enforcement, it is recommended that a 40 mph speed sign be posted for the
westbound direction as well.

Locations of “Speed Limit Increases.

With the combination of the speed data, field review and accident history, the following segment is
recommended for a speed limait increase.

Bloomfield Street
Cerritos Ave to Katella Ave Increase speed from 35 mph to 40 mph
rt E of " it "
Bloomfield 8
Cerritos Avenue to Katella Avenue

This section of Bloomfield Street is a four lane roadway. Currently, a 35 mph speed limit is
posted for this area. The adjacent land uses are business, industrial, elementary and middle
schools, and a park. Field notes state that there are no shoulders throughout the majority of the
segment except for approximately 1000' of cut out on-street parking south of Cerritos Avenue
southbound, painted bikes lanes, and heavy pedestrian traffic at school arrive and release. The
speed data resulted with an B5th percentile speed of 41.0 mph and a 10 mph pace range of 33 to 42
mph. Therefore, it is recommended that the existing 35 mph be increased to 40 mph.
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ENGINEERING AND TRAFFIC SURVEY
CITY OF LOS ALAMITOS

HCI BALL ROAD WEST CITY LIMITS TO BLOOMFIELD ST
DATE: 11/14/2013 SURVEYBY:  C.BUENDIA
TIME: 11:30PM - 12:00 PM CHECKED BY: JERRY STOCK

PREVAILING SPEED DATA

LOCATION OF SURVEY WEST OF KAYLOR

DATE OF SURVEY 11/14/2013

85th PERCENTILE 44.9 MPH

10 MPH PACE 37 - 46 MPH

PERCENT IN PACE 83.3%

POSTED SPEED LIMIT 40 MPH
ACCIDENT HISTORY

NO. OF MONTHS OBSERVED 24

SPEED-RELATEDACCIDENTS | 0

TOTAL ACCIDENTS 1

ANNUAL ACCIDENT RATE 0.00 ACCIDENTS PER YEAR (SPEED RELATED ONLY)

ACC.AMILLION VEH. MILES 0.00 ACCIDENTS PER MVM (SPEED RELATED ONLY)
TRAFFIC FACTORS

AVERAGE DAILY TRAFFIC 20,000

LANE CONFIGURATION 2 LANES PER DIRECTION

TRAFFIC CONTROLS SIGNAL - BLOOMFIELD / KAYLOR

CROSSWALKS AT BLOOMFIELD (sch) / KAYLOR

PEDESTRIAN/BICYCLES YES/ YES

TRUCK TRAFFIC YES

ON-STREET PARKING NO PARKING ANYTIME

OTHER BIKE ROUTE
ROADWAY FACTORS

LENGTH OF SEGMENT (MILES) | 025

VERTICAL CURVE SLIGHT-GRADUAL UP/DOWNHILL GRADES (OVER CREEK)

HORIZONTAL CURVE NONE

LATERAL VISIBILITY GOOD

ROAD CONDITIONS GOOD

SIDEWALKS/DRIVEWAYS YES/NO

STREET LIGHTING YES

OTHER PAINTED ISLAND
[ADJACENT LAND USE RESIDENTIAL (NF) / COMMERCIAL / CREEK ]
|RECOMMENDED SPEED LIMIT 1 _40MPH ]
[SPEED UMIT CHANGE [__NO CHANGE ]
JUSTIFICATION:

The recommended 40 mph speed limit is within 4.9 mph of the 85th perceniile speed and meels CVC standards. Nate. a 40
mph speed limit Is posted In the adjacent City of Long Beach.

* 25 MPH Whin Chilran Present, Bthool Zone Filo: Ball 2013-01



CITY OF LOS ALAMITOS

RADAR SPEED DISTRIBUTION SHEET

LR
H CI Hmm

WEST CITY LIMITS TO BLOOMFIELD ST

SURVEY BY: C. BUENDIA
TIME: 11:30PM - 1200 PM CHECKED BY: JERRY STOCK
T
SPEED 40 1
[ 100.0%
58 100.0%
658 100.0%
67 100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
64 100.0%
53 100.0%
52 100.0%
51 100.0%
ﬁh 100.0%
49 99.3%
48 28.6%
47 X 95.1%
46 X 91.0% WACE
ﬁ : X 854% YPACE
43 X 70.1% YPACE
42 59.7% IPACE
41 _ X 47.9% YWACE-
X 36.8% YPACE
a9 X 26.4% YWAGE
38} b 19.4% JPACE
gg * 7.6%
X
3Bl X 42%
34| x 2.8%
a3jx 1.4%
32jx 0.7%
311 0.0%
’ﬁ"'x 0.0%
29Ix 0.0%
2Bjx 0.0%
27X 0.0%
261X 0.0%
% 0.0%
241X 0.0%
23Ix 0.0%
22|x 0.0%
11X 0.0%
i 0.0%
9lx 0.0%
Bix 0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
UPPER LIMIT 10 MPH PACE: 46 MPH
LOWER LIMIT 10 MPH PACE: 37 MPH 85th PERCENTILE SPEED: 449
PERCENT OVER PACE: 80 % MEDIAN SPEED: 41.2
PERCENT IN PACE: 833 % 15th PERCENTILE SPEED: 374
PERCENT UNDER PACE: 78 %

78.5% IPACE - - -85PCT

- - -MEAN

12.5% YWPACE - - -15PCT

MPH
MPH
MPH

Boll 2313-01
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ENGINEERING AND TRAFFIC SURVEY
CITY OF LOS ALAMITOS

NORTH CITY LIMITS TO CERRITOS AVE

BLOOMFIELD STREET
H CI PATE  11/1472013

SURVEYBY:  C. BUENDIA
TIME:  12:30PM - 1:00PM CHECKED BY: JERRY STOCK

IPREVAILING SPEED DATA

LOCATION OF SURVEY SOUTH OF BARCLAY

DATE OF SURVEY 1111472013

85th PERCENTILE 44.8 MPH

10 MPH PACE 38-47 MPH

PERCENT IN PACE 83.9%

POSTED SPEED LIMIT 40 MPH / 25 MPH*
IACCIDENT HISTORY

NO. OF MONTHS OBSERVED 24

SPEED-RELATEDACCIDENTS | 0

TOTAL ACCIDENTS 1

ANNUAL ACCIDENT RATE 0.00 ACCIDENTS PER YEAR (SPEED RELATED ONLY)

ACC.MILLION VEH. MILES 0.00 ACCIDENTS PER MVM (SPEED RELATED ONLY)
'TRAFFIC FACTORS

AVERAGE DAILY TRAFFIC 13,700

LANE CONFIGURATION 2 LANES PER DIRECTION

TRAFFIC CONTROLS SIGNAL - CERRITOS / BALL

CROSSWALKS AT CERRITOS (sch) / PED XING (at creek) / BALL

PEDESTRIAN/BICYCLES YES / YES

TRUCK TRAFFIC YES

ON-STREET PARKING PARTIAL (NB) / NO STOPPING ANYTIME (SB)

OTHER BIKE ROUTE

MANY AREAS OF RED CURB

ROADWAY FACTORS

LENGTH OF SEGMENT (MILES) | 0.53

VERTICAL CURVE SLIGHT-GRADUAL UP/DOWNHILL GRADES (OVER CREEK)

HORIZONTAL CURVE NONE

LATERAL VISIBILITY GOOD

ROAD CONDITIONS GOOD

SIDEWALKS/DRIVEWAYS YES/NO

STREET LIGHTING YES

OTHER PAINTED ISLAND
|ADJACENT LAND USE RESIDENTIAL (NF) / LAUREL HIGH SCHOOL / SCHOOL DISTRICT
|[RECOMMENDED SPEED LIMIT ] _40MPH
|SPEED LIMIT CHANGE | NO CHANGE
JUSTIFICATION:

The necommended 40 mph speed limit is within 4.8 mph of the B5th porcentile speed and mests CVC standards.

© 25 MPH When Childven Prasent, School Zona
NF = Non-Fronting

File: Bicomfisld 2013-02




HC(CT

CITY OF LOS ALAMITOS

RADAR SPEED DISTRIBUTION SHEET

BLOOMFIELD STREET

DATE: 11/14/2013

TIME:

12:30 PM

1:.00 PM
U
40

NORTH CITY LIMITS TO CERRITOS AVE
C. BUENDIA

JERRY STOCK

SURVEY BY:
CHECKED BY:

80

100

Al
23 mgm&ﬂsgﬁ

BIES S

SESEERERS

G

BER

L

1

UPPER LIMIT 10 MPH PACE:

LOWER LIMIT 10 MPH PACE:
PERCENT OVER PACE:
PERCENT IN PACE:
PERCENT UNDER PACE:

47 WMPH

38 MPH

81 %
839 %
130 %

85th PERCENTILE SPEED:
MEDIAN SPEED:
15th PERCENTILE SPEED:

100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
99.4%
99.4%
098.1%
06.9% YPACE
91.9% YPACE
86.3% WACE

77.6% WACE ---85PCT

68.3% 1PACE
58.4% JPACE

46.0% JPACE.---MEAN

36.0% YPACE
26.6% JPACE
18.3% WPACE
13.0%
8.1%
3.7%
2.5%
08%
0.6%
0.0%
0.0%

R3ERRR23555955

448
41.3
373

MPH
MPH
MPH
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ENGINEERING AND TRAFFIC SURVEY
CITY OF LOS ALAMITOS

HCI BLOOMFIELD STREET CERRITOS AVE TO KATELLA AVE
DATE: 111472013 SURVEY BY:  C. BUENDIA
TIME: 100PM - 130PM CHECKED BY: JERRY STOCK

PREVAILING SPEED DATA

LOCATION OF SURVEY SOUTH OF CERRITOS

DATE OF SURVEY 1111412013

85th PERCENTILE 41.0 MPH

10 MPH PACE 33-42 MPH

PERCENT IN PACE 79.5%

POSTED SPEED LIMIT 35 MPH / 25 MPH*
ACCIDENT HISTORY

NO. OF MONTHS OBSERVED 24

SPEED-RELATED ACCIDENTS i

TOTAL ACCIDENTS 1

ANNUAL ACCIDENT RATE 0.50 ACCIDENTS PER YEAR (SPEED RELATED QNLY)

ACC./MILLION VEH. MILES 0.16 ACCIDENTS PER MVM (SPEED RELATED ONLY)
TRAFFIC FACTORS

AVERAGE DAILY TRAFFIC 18,800

LANE CONFIGURATION 2 LANES PER DIRECTION

TRAFFIC CONTROLS SIGNAL - CERRITOS / KATELLA

CROSSWALKS AT CERRITOS (sch) / KATELLA (sch)

PEDESTRIAN/BICYCLES YES/YES

TRUCK TRAFFIC YES

ON-STREET PARKING PARTIAL w/RESTRICTIONS (SB) / NO STOPPING ANYTIME (NB)

OTHER BIKE ROUTE

HEAVY PEDS AT SCHOOL ARRIVAL-DEPARTURE

IROADWAY FACTORS

LENGTH OF SEGMENT (MILES) | 0.50

VERTICAL CURVE NONE (Excapt over former RxR tracks)

HORIZONTAL CURVE NONE

LATERAL VISIBILITY GO0D

ROAD CONDITIONS G00D

SIDEWALKS/DRIVEWAYS YES/ YES

STREET LIGHTING YES

OTHER 2 WAY LEFT TURN CENTERLANE

AREAS OF RED CURB

|[ADJACENT LAND USE BUSINESS / INDUSTRIAL / SCHOOLS / PARK
[RECOMMENDED SPEED LIAIT | _somPH
{SPEED LIMIT CHANGE | INCREASE
JUSTIFICATION:

This section of Bloomfield Sireet is a four lane roadway. Cumently, & 35 mph speed limit is posted for this area. The adiacent
land uses are business, industrial, elementary and middie schools, end a park. Field notes state that there are no shouklers
throughout the majority of the segment except for approximately 1000' of cut out on-sireet parking south of Cenitos Avenue
southbound, painted bikes lanes, and heavy pedestrian traffic at echool arfive and release. The speed data resulted with an
85th percentile speed of 41.0 mph and a 10 mph pace range of 33 to 42 mph. Therefore, it is recommended that the exdsting
35 mph be increased o 40 mph,

* 25 MPH When Chikirern: Prasent, School Zone

Fiie: Bioomfield 2013-03




RADAR SPEED DISTRIBUTION SHEET

CITY OF LOS ALAMITOS
HCI BLOOMFIELD STREET

CERRITOS AVE TO KATELLA AVE

DATE: 11/14/2013 SURVEY BY: C. BUENDIA
TIME: 1:00PM - 1:30PM CHECKED BY: JERRY STOCK
C U
8P 20 40 60 100
_‘% 100.0%
50 100.0%
58 100.0%
57 100.0%
58 100.0%
100.0%
54 100.0%
53 100.0%
5 100.0%
1 I
B0 100.0%
49 100.0%
48 100.0%
47 100.0%
46 100.0%
88.2%
44 08.4%
4 84.0%
42 90.4% YPACE
:11; ! 84.9% YACE ---85PCT
X 81.3% }PACE
39 74.7% YPACE
3s 67.5% JPACE
a7 57.8% YPACE
48.2% JPACE- - - -MEAN
36.7% JPACE
34 28.3% WACE
33 b 19.3% WPACE
32 X 10.8% ---15PCT
% X 7.2%
X 3.6%
28ix 1.2%
28|x 0.0%
271 0.0%
% 0.0%
25{X 0.0%
24(x 0.0%
23|x 0.0%
21l 0.0
X 0.
20[% 0.0%
19§x 0.0%
18jx 0.0%
17|x 0.0%
161X 0.0%
151x 0.0%
UPPER LIMIT 10 MPH PACE: 42 MPH
LOWER LIMIT 10 MPH PACE: 33 MPH 85th PERCENTILE SPEED: 410 MPH
PERCENT OVER PACE: 96 % MEDIAN SPEED: 36.2 MPH
PERCENT IN PACE; 795 % 15th PERCENTILE SPEED: 325 MPH
PERCENT UNDER PACE: 108 %

Bloomfiald 2013-03
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ENGINEERING AND TRAFFIC SURVEY
CITY OF LOS ALAMITOS

HCI BLOOMFIELD STREET KATELLA AVE TO FARQUHAR AVE
DATE:  11/44/2013 SURVEYRBY:  C. BUENDIA
TIME:  1:30 PM 2:15PM CHECKED BY: JERRY STOCK

|PREVAILING SPEED DATA

LOCATION OF SURVEY SOUTH OF GREEN

DATE OF SURVEY 11142013

85th PERCENTILE 25.2 MPH

10 MPH PACE 19-28 MPH

PERCENT IN PACE 96.9 %

POSTED SPEED LIMIT 25 MPH
ACCIDENT HISTORY

NO. OF MONTHS OBSERVED 24

SPEED-RELATED ACCIDENTS 0

TOTAL ACCIDENTS 0

ANNUAL ACCIDENT RATE 0.00 ACCIDENTS PER YEAR (SPEED RELATED ONLY)

ACC./MILLION VEH. MILES 0.00 ACCIDENTS PER MVM (SPEED RELATED ONLY)
TRAFFIC FACTORS

AVERAGE DAILY TRAFFIC 4,200

LANE CONFIGURATION 1 LANE PER DIRECTION

TRAFFIC CONTROLS SIGNAL - KATELLA. STOP - FARQUHAR / GREEN / HOWARD

CROSSWALKS AT KATELLA (sch)

PEDESTRIAN/BICYCLES YES/YES

TRUGK TRAFFIC NO (axcept delivery truck)

ON-STREET PARKING YES

OTHER NO PARKING 9an-12pm, 2nd-4th THURS
JROADWAY FACTORS

LENGTH OF SEGMENT (MILES) | 0.25

VERTICAL CURVE NONE

HORIZONTAL CURVE NONE

LATERAL VISIBILITY GOOD

ROAD CONDITIONS GOOD

SIDEWALKS/DRIVEWAYS YES / YES

STREET LIGHTING YES

OTHER
|ADJACENT LAND USE RESIDENTIAL (Mutt-Family) / CHURCH / BUSINESS AND COMMERCIAL (at Katella) |
IRECOMMENDED SPEED UMIT } 25MPH ]
|SPEED LIMIT CHANGE | NO CHANGE 1
JUSTIFICATION:

The recommended 28 mph is within 0_2 mph of the 85th percentile speed and meets CVC standards.

* 25 MPH When Children Presant, Schoal Zone

File: Bloomfiekd 2013-04



RADAR SPEED DISTRIBUTION SHEET

CITY OF LOS ALAMITOS

H C I BLOOMFIELD STREET KATELLA AVE TO FARQUHAR AVE
DATE: 11/14/2013 SURVEY BY: C. BUENDIA
TIME: 1:30PM - 215PM CHECKED BY: JERRY STOCK
CUMMULATIVE PERCENT
SPEED 2 40 60 80 100
60 - 100.0%
59 100.0%
58 100.0%
57 100.0%
100.0%
5 100.0%
54 100.0%
53 100.0%
52 100.0%
%1, 100.0%
100.0%
49} 100.0%
48 100.0%
47 100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
44 100.0%
43 100.0%
42 100.0%
41 100.0%
40 100.0%
30 100.0%
38 100.0%
37 100.0%
36 100.0%
100.0%
34 100.0%
33 100.0%
32 100.0%
3 100.0%
53 100.0%
20 99.4%
28 98.7% WPACE
27 X | 96.2% YPACE
% . X 92.5% YPACE
X 83.8% JPACE ---85PCT
24 X 72.3% }PACE
23 b 58.5% JPACE
22 X 42,1% YWACE - - - -MEAN
e X 29.6% YPACE
X 17.6% WACE
19 X 8.2% YPACE - - -15PCT
18|x 1.9%
17ix 0.6%
16 0.0%
1 0.0%
UPPER LIMIT 10 MPH PACE: 28 MPH
LOWER LIMIT 10 MPH PACE: 19 MPH 85th PERCENTILE SPEED: 252 MPH
PERCENT OVER PACE: 13 % MEDIAN SPEED: 225 MPH
PERCENT IN PACE: 2969 % 15th PERCENTILE SPEED: 19.7 MPH

PERCENT UNDER PACE: 19 %
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ENGINEERING AND TRAFFIC SURVEY
CITY OF LOS ALAMITOS

HCI CERRITOS AVENUE WEST CITY LIMITS TO LOS ALAMITOS BL
DATE: 1111472013 SURVEYBY: C.BUENDIA
TIME: 10:45AM - 11:15AM CHECKED BY: JERRY STOCK
PREVAILING SPEED DATA
LOCATION OF SURVEY EAST OF RIVERBED
DATE OF SURVEY 1114/2013
85th PERCENTILE 43.4 MPH
10 MPH PACE 35-44 MPH
PERCENT IN PACE 74.9%
POSTED SPEED LIMIT 40 MPH / 25 MPH*
ACCIDENT HISTORY
NO. OF MONTHS OBSERVED 24
SPEED-RELATED ACCIDENTS 0
TOTAL ACCIDENTS 1
ANNUAL ACCIDENT RATE 0.00 ACCIDENTS PER YEAR (SPEED RELATED ONLY)
ACC.MILLION VEH. MILES 0.00 ACCIDENTS PER MVM (SPEED RELATED ONLY)
TRAFFIC FACTORS
AVERAGE DAILY TRAFFIC 28,500
LANE CONFIGURATION 2 LANES PER DIRECTION
TRAFFIC CONTROLS SIGNAL - LOS ALAMITOS
CROSSWALKS AT LOS ALAMITOS (sch)
PEDESTRIAN/BICYCLES FEW/YES
TRUCK TRAFFIC YES
ON-STREET PARKING NO PARKING ANYTIME (EB) / FEW AT LOS ALAMITOS BL (WB)
OTHER NO SHOULDERS (EB)
BIKE ROUTE
IROADWAY FACTORS
LENGTH OF SEGMENT (MILES) | 0.29
VERTICAL CURVE SLIGHT UP-DOWNHILL GRADE (over creeidriverbed)
HORIZONTAL CURVE NONE
LATERAL VISIBILITY GOOD
ROAD CONDITIONS GOOD
SIDEWALKS/DRIVEWAYS YES ! YES
STREET LIGHTING YES
OTHER
JADJACENT LAND USE BUSINESS / COMMERCIAL
|RECOMMENDED SPEED LIMIT | 40MmPH
|SPEED LIMIT CHANGE | NO CHANGE
JUSTIFICATION:

The recommended 40 mph is within 3.4 mph of the 85th percenfile speed and meets CVC stindards.

*25 MIPH When Chiidren Prosent, School Zone Fila: Canitos 2013-05



RADAR SPEED DISTRIBUTION SHEET

CITY OF LOS ALAMITOS

HC I CERRITOS AVENUE ST CITY LIMITS TO LOS iTOS BL
DATE: 11/14/2013 SURVEY BY: C. BUENDIA
TIME: 10:45AM - 11:15 AM CHECKED BY: JERRY STQCK
"COUMMULATIVE PERCENT
SPEED 20 40 100
100.0%
59ﬁ 100.0%
58 100.0%
57 100.0%
58 100.0%
65 100.0%
54 100.0%
63 100.0%
52 100.0%
5 100.0%
50 100.0%
49 100.0%
48 98.4%
47 X | 97.9%
:g X 95.2%
X 92.5%
44 X 88.8% WACE
43 X 82.9% JPACE ---85PCT
42 X 754% JPACE
41 X 65.8% YPACE
X 58.3% JPACE
39 X 50.3% YWACE
38 X 41.2% 1PACE. - --MEAN
37 X 33.7% }PACE
38 X 28.7% JPACE
19.3% }PACE
34 x 13.9% ---15PCT
33 e 8.0%
a2l x 5.3%
31} x 3.7%
X 3.2%
28] x 2.1%
2B% 1.1%
27x 0.0%
26 0.0%
X 0.0%
24x 0.0%
23|x 0.0%
22x 0.0%
21ix 0.0%
X 0.0%
19]x 0.0%
18|x 0.0%
17 0.0%
16X 0.0%
151X 0.0%
UPPER LIMIT 10 MPH PACE: 44 MPH
LOWER LIMIT 10 MPH PACE: 35 MPH 85th PERCENTILE SPEED: 434 MPH
PERCENT OVER PACE: 174 % MEDIAN SPEED: 300 MPH
PERCENT IN PACE: 749 % 15th PERCENTILE SPEED: 342 MPH

PERCENT UNDER PACE: 139 %

Caritos 2013-05
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ENGINEERING AND TRAFFIC SURVEY
CITY OF LOS ALAMITOS

LOS ALAMITOS BL TO BLOOMFIELD ST

CERRITOS AVENUE
H CI DATE: 11/14/2013

SURVEY BY: C. BUENDIA

TIME: 10:15AM - 10:45AM CHECKEDBY: JERRY STOCK
PREVAILING SPEED DATA
LOCATION OF SURVEY EAST OF HIGH SCH ENT
DATE OF SURVEY 11/14/2013
85th PERCENTILE 39.3 MPH
10 MPH PACE 31 - 40 MPH
PERCENT IN PACE 80.1 %
POSTED SPEED LIMIT 35MPH / 25 MPH*
ACCIDENT HISTORY
NO. OF MONTHS OBSERVED 24
SPEED-RELATED ACCIDENTS 0
TOTAL ACCIDENTS 3
ANNUAL ACCIDENT RATE 0.00 ACCIDENTS PER YEAR (SPEED RELATED ONLY)
ACC./MILLION VEH. MILES 0.00 ACCIDENTS PER MVM (SPEED RELATED ONLY)
TRAFFIC FACTORS
AVERAGE DAILY TRAFFIC 28,500
LANE CONFIGURATION 2 LANES PER DIRECTION
TRAFFIC CONTROLS SIGNAL - LOS ALAMITOS / H.S. ENTRANCE /HUMBOLT / BLOOMFIELD
CROSSWALKS AT LOS ALAMITOS (sch} / H.S. ENTRANCE (sch) /HUMBOLT / BLOOMFIELD
PEDESTRIAN/BICYCLES YES / YES
TRUCK TRAFFIC YES
ON-STREET PARKING YES
OTHER SHORT DISTANCE BYWN SIGNALS
BIKE ROUTE
ROADWAY FACTORS
LENGTH OF SEGMENT (MILES) | 0.47
VERTICAL CURVE NONE
HORIZONTAL CURVE NONE
LATERAL VISIBILITY GOOD
ROAD CONDITIONS GOOD
SIDEWALKS/DRIVEWAYS YES / YES
STREET LIGHTING YES
OTHER BUS STOPS
[ADJACENT LAND USE BUSINESS / COMMERCIAL / RESIDENTIAL (NF) / HIGH SCH
[RECOMMENDED SPEED LIMIT | 35 MPH
[SPEED LIMIT CHANGE | NO CHANGE
JUSTIFICATION:

The recommended 35 mph & within 4.3 mph of the B5th parcentile epeed and mests CVC etandarda.

* 26 MPH Whan Chiidren Present, School Zone

Fie: Cemitos 2013-06




CITY OF LOS ALAMITOS

RADAR SPEED DISTRIBUTION SHEET

H CI CERRITOS AVENUE LOS ITOS BL TO BLO £
DATE: 11/14/2013 SURVEY BY: C. BUENDIA
TIME: 10:15AM - 10:45 AM CHECKED BY: JERRY STOCK
71 ENT
SPEED 20 100
_P_é&) 100.0%
59 1060.0%
58 100.0%
57 100.0%
56 100.0%
100.0%
54 100.0%
53 100.0%
b2 100.0%
1 100.0%
& 100.0%
49 100.0%
48 100.0%
47 100.0%
100.0%
) % ¥ 993%
44 X | 97.9%
43 X | 98.8%
42 ) 4 85.2%
41 X 91.8%
iﬁl X 89.0% IPACE
39 X 83.6% YPACE ---85PCT
38 X 78.1% YPACE
37 X 689.2% PACE
X 58.8% WPACE
X 48.6% }PACE----MEAN
34 ’ﬁ' 30.0% IPACE
33 X 28.1% YACE
32 X 21.2% YPACE
%115 X 13.7% IPACE - - -15PCT
X 8.9%
29! X 3.4%
28 1.4%
27 0.7%
0.0%
0.0%
24 0.0%
23 0.0%
22 0.0%
21 0.0%
0.0%
19 0.0%
18ix 0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
UPPER LIMIT 10 MPH PACE: 40 MPH
LOWER LIMIT 10 MPH PACE: 31 MPH 85th PERCENTILE SPEED: 393 MPH
PERCENT OVER PACE: 184 % MEDIAN SPEED: 35.1 MPH
PERCENT IN PACE: 80.1 % 15th PERCENTILE SPEED: 31.2 MPH
PERCENT UNDER PACE: 89 %
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ENGINEERING AND TRAFFIC SURVEY
CITY OF LOS ALAMITOS

HC I CERRITOS AVENUE BLOOMFIELD ST TO EAST CITY LIMITS (Santa Clara St}
DATE: 11/14/2013 SURVEYBY:  C.BUENDIA
TME: 945AM - 10:15AM CHECKED BY: JERRY STOCK
FREVMLING SPEED DATA
LOCATION OF SURVEY EAST OF LOS VAQUEROS
DATE OF SURVEY 11/14/2013
85th PERCENTILE 44.9 MPH
10 MPH PACE 37-48 MPH
PERCENT IN PACE 85.2 %
POSTED SPEED LIMIT 40 MPH (EB) / 25 MPH*
ACCIDENT HISTORY
NO. OF MONTHS OBSERVED 24
SPEED-RELATED ACCIDENTS | ©
TOTAL ACCIDENTS 2
ANNUAL ACCIDENT RATE 0.00 ACCIDENTS PER YEAR (SPEED RELATED ONLY)
ACC./MILLION VEH. MILES 0.00 ACCIDENTS PER MVM (SPEED RELATED ONLY)
TRAFFIC FACTORS
AVERAGE DAILY TRAFFIC 25,500
LANE CONFIGURATION 2 LANES PER DIRECTION
TRAFFIC CONTROLS SIGNAL - BLOOMFIELD
CROSSWALKS AT BLOOMFIELD
PEDESTRIAN/BICYCLES YES/YES
TRUCK TRAFFIC YES
ON-STREET PARKING PARTIAL
OTHER AREAS OF NO PARKING AND NO STOPPING
BIKE ROUTE _
ROADWAY FACTORS
LENGTH OF SEGMENT (MILES) | 0.50
VERTICAL CURVE NONE
HORIZONTAL CURVE NONE
LATERAL VISIBILITY GOOD
ROAD CONDITIONS GOOD
SIDEWALKS/DRIVEWAYS YES/YES
STREET LIGHTING YES
OTHER BUS STOPS
{ADJACENY LAND USE RESIDENTIAL / BUSINESS / CHURCH / MIDDLE SCH
[RECOMMENDED SPEED LIMIT |_40MPH
{SPEED LIMIT CHANGE |__NO CHANGE - POST WESTBOUND
JUSTIFICATION:

The recommended 40 mph is within 4.0 mph of the 85th parcentile speed and meets CVC standards. Field notes state that

only one speed sign Is posted (eastbound) within the segment length.  Although in the City of Cypress, there is a 40 mph
spaad sign posted for the westbound direction weat of Denni Street. Therefore, it is recommended that a 40 mph speed sign

| be instailed westbound west of Santa Clara Street (west of East City Limit).

* 25 MPH Whan Children Present, School Zore File: Canfios 201307
EB = Essthounsd, WH = Wasthound




HCI

CITY OF LOS ALAMITOS

RADAR SPEED DISTRIBUTION SHEET

CERRITOS AVENUE

DATE: 11/14/2013

TIME:

9:45 AM

- _10:15 AM

20

40

BLOOMFIELD ST TO EAST CITY LIMITS
C. BUENDIA

JERRY STOCK

SURVEY BY.
CHECKED BY:

NT

100

SPEED

288

gguggarastalsrsagaaas

UPPER LIMIT 10 MPH PACE:
LOWER LIMIT 10 MPH PACE: 37

PERCENT OVER PACE:
PERCENT IN PACE:
PERCENT UNDER PACE:

46 MPH

MPH
83 %

852 %
65 %

85th PERCENTILE SPEED:;

MEDIAN SPEED:

15th PERCENTILE SPEED:

100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
89.4%
99.4%
66.2%
87.6%
95.9%
91.7% YPACE
85.8% WACE

78.7% }PACE - --85PCT

70.4% YPACE
81.5% JPACE

48.5% MWACE. - - -MEAN

36.7% }PACE
28.8% }PACE
18.9% }PACE

11.2% PACE - --15PCT

8.6%
4.1%
24%
1.8%

oo
PR

3RRR3R55532558555

449
411
37.5

MPH
MPH
MPH

Carritos: 2013.07
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ENGINEERING AND TRAFFIC SURVEY
CITY OF LOS ALAMITOS

HCI FARQUHAR AVENUE LOS ALAMITOS BL TO LEXINGTON DR
DATE: 11/14/2013 SURVEY BY: C.BUENDIA
TIME: 3:15PM - 345PM CHECKED BY: JERRY STOCK
PREVAILING SPEED DATA
LOCATION OF SURVEY WEST OF NOEL
DATE OF SURVEY 11/14/2013
85th PERCENTILE 29.9 MPH
10 MPH PACE 22 - 31 MPH
PERCENT IN PACE 87.2%
POSTED SPEED LIMIT 25 MPH
ACCIDENT HISTORY
NO. OF MONTHS OBSERVED 24
SPEED-RELATED ACCIDENTS 0
TOTAL ACCIDENTS 3
ANNUAL ACCIDENT RATE 0.00 ACCIDENTS PER YEAR (SPEED RELATED ONLY)
ACC/MILLION VEH. MILES 0.00 ACCIDENTS PER MVM (SPEED RELATED ONLY)
TRAFFIC FACTORS
AVERAGE DAILY TRAFFIC 18,900
LANE CONFIGURATION 1 LANE PER DIRECTION
TRAFFIC CONTROLS SIGNAL - LOS ALAMITOS, AND
" " STOP- REAGAN / MAPLE / ROCHELLE / NOEL / BLOOMFIELD / LEXINGTON
CROSSWALKS AT LOS ALAMITOS / REAGAN / MAPLE/ BLOOMFIELD / AMERICA / LEXINGTON
PEDESTRIAN/BICYCLES YES/YES
TRUCK TRAFFIC NO
ON-STREET PARKING YES (WB) / NO PARKING ANYTIME (EB)
OTHER NO SHOULDERS (EB)
ROADWAY FACTORS
LENGTH OF SEGMENT (MILES) | 087
VERTICAL CURVE NONE
HORIZONTAL CURVE NONE
LATERAL VISIBILUITY GOOD
ROAD CONDITIONS FAIR
SIDEWALKS/DRIVEWAYS YES/YES
STREET LIGHTING YES
OTHER
[ADJACENT LAND USE RESIDENTIAL / COMMERCIAL (at Los Alamitos) / PARK / MILITARY BASE
|RECOMMENDED SPEED LIMIT | 25 MPH
|SPEED LIMIT CHANGE {_NO CHANGE
JUSTIFICATION:

The recommanded 25 mph i within 4.8 mph of the 85th percentile speed and meets CVC standands.

2% MPH Whan Childven Present, School Zone File: Farquhar 2013-08



RADAR SPEED DISTRIBUTION SHEET

CITY OF LOS ALAMITOS
FARQUHAR AVENUE

DATE: 11/14/2013

HCI

S 20

3.45 PM

LOS ALAMITOS Bl
SURVEY BY:
CHECKED BY:

SRS ARESASAZNRARATABE

|
%

»

»

L]

38'&8@5&#%39

E

-
o Of=

UPPER LIMIT 10 MPH PACE:
LOWER LIMIT 10 MPH PACE:
PERCENT OVER PACE:
PERCENT IN PACE:
PERCENT UNDER PACE:

31
2
8.1
872
4.7

MPH
MPH

LEXINGTON DR

C. BUENDIA
JERRY STOCK

COMMULATIVE PERCENT
40 80 80 1?

100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%

91.9% YACE
85.9% JPACE
79.9% YPACE ---85PCT
71.1% }PACE
62.4% IPACE
51.0% YPACE
42.3% }PACE -~ -MEAN
31.5% YPACE
20.1% YPACE
12.1% IPACE - - -15PCT

3333543

85th PERCENTILE SPEED: 29.9 MPH

MEDIAN SPEED:

259 MPH

156th PERCENTILE SPEED: 24 MPH

Farquier 201308
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ENGINEERING AND TRAFFIC SURVEY
CITY OF LOS ALAMITOS

HCI KATELLA AVENUE WEST CITY LIMITS TO LOS ALAMITOS BL
DATE:  11/15/2013 SURVEY BY:  C.BUENDIA
TIME: 12:30PM - 1:00PM CHECKED BY: JERRY STOCK
PREVAILING SPEED DATA
LOCATION OF SURVEY WEST OF OAK
DATE OF SURVEY 11/16/2013
B5th PERCENTILE 39.9 MPH
10 MPH PACE 32 - 41 MPH
PERCENT IN PACE 70.9 %
POSTED SPEED LIMIT 35 MPH
ACCIDENT HISTORY
NO. OF MONTHS OBSERVED 2
SPEED-RELATED ACCIDENTS | 3
TOTAL ACCIDENTS 8
ANNUAL ACCIDENT RATE 1.50 ACCIDENTS PER YEAR (SPEED RELATED ONLY)
ACCJMILLION VEH. MILES 0.10 ACCIDENTS PER MVM (SPEED RELATED ONLY)
TRAFFIC FACTORS
AVERAGE DAILY TRAFFIC 50,800
LANE CONFIGURATION 4 LANES PER DIRECTION
TRAFFIC CONTROLS SIGNAL - CIVIC CENTER / WELLINGSFORD-WALNUT / LOS ALAMITOS
CROSSWALKS AT CIVIC CENTER / WELLINGSFORD-WALNUT / LOS ALAMITOS
PEDESTRIAN/BICYCLES FEW / FEW
TRUCK TRAFFIC YES (Heavy)
ON-STREET PARKING RO PARKING ANYTIME
OTHER ~ NO SHOULDERS
DENSE TRAFFIC
ROADWAY FACTORS
LENGTH OF SEGMENT (MLES) | 0.68
VERTICAL CURVE NONE
HORIZONTAL CURVE NONE
LATERAL VISIBILITY GOOD
ROAD CONDITIONS GOOD
SIDEWALKS/DRIVEWAYS YES / FEW
STREET LIGHTING YES
OTHER RAISED MEDIAN ISLAND
[ADJACENT LAND USE RESIDENTIAL (NF)/ BUSINESS / COMMERCIAL / CITY HALL
[RECOMMENDED SPEED LIMIT [35mPH
[SPEED LIMIT CHANGE {NO CHANGE
JUSTIFICATION:

The recommended 35 mph Is within 4.9 mph of the BSth percentile spead and mests CVC standerds.

= 26 WPH Whan Chikdoan Presedl, Schoc! Zone

Flile: Katella 2013-00




RADAR SPEED DISTRIBUTION SHEET

CITY OF LOS ALAMITOS

KATELLA AVENUE
HCI DATE: 11/15/2013

TIME: 12:30 PM -

20

1:00 PM
40

EST CITY LIMI

SURVEY BY:
CHECKED BY:

TOLOS
C. BUENDIA

ITOS BL

JERRY STOCK

nra

€9.4%
97.0%
94.5%

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

a 100.0%
X

{re}
QESSRAS RS A2EZIREY _agagé

21.8%

18.2%
13.3%
10.9%

33

288355885005

UPPER LIMIT 10 MPH PACE:
LOWER LIMIT 10 MPH PACE:
PERCENT OVER PACE:
PERCENT IN PACE:
PERCENT UNDER PACE:

41 MPH

32 MPH
13 %
709 %
218 %

85th PERCENTILE SPEED:

MEDIAN SPEED:

15th PERCENTILE SPEED:

92.7% YPACE
86.6% IPACE
78.8% JPACE - - -85PCT
73.3% YPACE
65.5% }PACE
54.5% WPACE
47.3% YPACE .- --MEAN
38.2% WACE
32.7% WPACE
27.3% WPACE

39.9
354
29.3

---15PCT

MPH
MPH
MPH

Katolla 2013-00
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ENGINEERING AND TRAFFIC SURVEY
CITY OF LOS ALAMITOS

HC I KATELLA AVENUE LOS ALAMITOS BL TO BLOOMFIELD ST
DATE: 11/15/2013 SURVEYBY:  C.BUENDIA
TIME: 11:15AM - 1145AM CHECKED BY: JERRY STOCK
PREVAILING SPEED DATA
LOCATION OF SURVEY EAST OF CHERRY
DATE OF SURVEY 111572013
85th PERCENTILE 35.7 MPH
10 MPH PACE 27 - 36 MPH
PERCENT IN PACE 76.0 %
POSTED SPEED LIMIT 35 MPH
ACCIDENT HISTORY
NO. OF MONTHS OBSERVED 24
SPEED-RELATED ACCIDENTS | 1
TOTAL ACCIDENTS 3
ANNUAL ACCIDENT RATE 0.50 ACCIDENTS PER YEAR (SPEED RELATED ONLY)
ACC.MILLION VEH. MILES 0.04 ACCIDENTS PER MVM (SPEED RELATED ONLY)
‘TRAFFIC FACTORS
AVERAGE DAILY TRAFFIC 57,700
LANE CONFIGURATION 3 LANES PER DIRECTION
TRAFFIC CONTROLS SIGNAL - LOS ALAMITOS / CHERRY / BLOOMFIELD
CROSSWALKS AT LOS ALAMITOS / CHERRY / BLOOMFIELD
PEDESTRIAN/BICYCLES YES/ YES
TRUCK TRAFFIC YES (Heavy)
ON-STREET PARKING YES (Heavy)
OTHER MANY AREAS OF RED CURB / 2 HR PKNG (EB) 7am-8pm
BUS STOPS / SOME AREAS OF NO PARKING ANYTIME
ROADWAY FACTORS
LENGTH OF SEGMENT (MILES) | 0.60
VERTICAL CURVE NONE
HORIZONTAL CURVE NONE
LATERAL VISIBILITY GOOD
ROAD CONDITIONS GOOD
SIDEWALKS/DRIVEWAYS YES / YES
STREET LIGHTING YES
OTHER RAISED MEDIAN ISLAND
NO BLOCKING AT INTERSECTIONS OF KAYLOR AND REAGAN
{ADJACENT LAND USE DENSE BUSINESS / DENSE MEDICAL / COMMERCIAL / SMALL CHURCH
[RECOMMENDED SPEED LIMIT 135 MPH
SPEED LIMIT CHANGE {__NO CHANGE
JUSTIFICATION:

The recommended 35 mph is within 0.7 mph of the 85th parcaniile spaed and meots SVC etendards.

*2E MPH Whan Children Presont, Schoo! Zone File: Kainlla 2013-10



HCI

RADAR SPEED DISTRIBUTION SHEET

CITY OF LOS ALAMITOS

LLA A
DATE. 11/15/2013

TIME: 11:16AM - 11:45 AM

20

40

Q:
SURVEY BY:
CHECKED BY:

10 l
C. BUENDIA
JERRY STOCK

80

100

988

100.0%

D

T

a3agepag

—

SRENNRNEY 2335‘-’&838%&‘3#&3

§RERERa5R250R

UPPER LIMIT 10 MPH PACE:
LOWER LIMIT 10 MPH PACE:
PERCENT OVER PACE:
PERCENT IN PACE:
PERCENT UNDER PACE:

130 %
7.0 %
110 %

38 MPH
27 MPH

85th PERCENTILE SPEED: 35.7 MPH
MEDIAN SPEED: 32.0 MPH
15th PERCENTILE SPEED: 26.7 MPH

Katalla 2013-10
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ENGINEERING AND TRAFFIC SURVEY
CITY OF LOS ALAMITOS

KATELLA AVENUE

BLOOMEIELD ST TO LEXINGTON DR

HCI DATE: 11/15/2013

TIME: 1045AM - 11:15AM

SURVEY BY: C. BUENDIA
CHECKED BY: JERRY STOCK

PREVAILING SPEED DATA

LOCATION OF SURVEY WEST OF NOEL

DATE OF SURVEY 111512013

.85th PERCENTILE 39.9 MPH

10 MPH PACE 30- 38 MPH

PERCENT IN PACE 87.3%

POSTED SPEED LIMIT 35 MPH
ACCIDENT HISTORY

NO. OF MONTHS OBSERVED 24

SPEED-RELATED ACCIDENTS 3

TOTAL ACCIDENTS 4

ANNUAL ACCIDENT RATE 1.50 ACCIDENTS PER YEAR (SPEED RELATED ONLY)

ACC.MILLION VEH. MLES 0.15 ACCIDENTS PER MVM (SPEED RELATED ONLY)
TRAFFIC FACTORS

AVERAGE DAILY TRAFFIC 53,200

LANE CONFIGURATION 3 LANES PER DIRECTION

TRAFFIC CONTROLS SIGNAL - BLOOMFIELD / NOEL / LEXINGTON

CROSSWALKS AT BLOOMFIELD (sch) / NOEL / LEXINGTON

PEDESTRIAN/BICYCLES YES/YES

TRUCK TRAFFIC YES (Heavy)

ON-STREET PARKING YES

OTHER MANY AREAS OF RED CURB / 2 HR PKNG (EB) 7am-6pm

NO BLOCKING INTERSECTION AT PORTAL

ROADWAY FACTORS

LENGTH OF SEGMENT (MILES) | 0.50

VERTICAL CURVE NONE

HORIZONTAL CURVE NONE

LATERAL VISIBILITY GOOD

ROAD CONDITIONS GOOD

SIDEWALKS/DRIVEWAYS YES/YES

STREET LIGHTING YES

OTHER RAISED MEDIAN ISLAND

BUS STOPS

|ADJACENT LAND USE |__BUSINESS / MEDICAL / COMMERCIAL / PARK / CHURCH / INDUSTRIAL (at Lexington) |
|RECOMMENDED SPEED LIMIT REET Y |
ISPEED LIMIT CHANGE |_NO CHANGE ]
JUSTIFICATION:

The recommended 25 mph Is within 4.8 mph of the BSth porcentile speed and meets CVC standards.

* 25 WPH When Chikiran Preesnt, School Zane

Fila: Katella 201311



HC(CT

CITY OF LOS ALAMITOS

RADAR SPEED DISTRIBUTION SHEET

KATELLA AVENUE

DATE: 11/15/2013

TIME:

10:45 AM

- _11:15 AM

SPEED

C
40

BL, FIELD
SURVEY BY:
CHECKED BY:

NGYON DR

C. BUENDIA
JERRY STOCK

T

100

100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%

RGBS

N
=

3868

100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%

2358

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%
5 100.0%
X

99.3%
X | 96.6%
93.2%
81.2%
89.8%

Q88

85.7%

>

NEBERRRE

81.0% IPACE - - -85PCT

72.8% YPACE
65.3% IPACE
59.9% }PACE
§3.1% JPACE

442% YPACE- - - -MEAN

35.4% }PACE
20.3% YACE
27.9% YPACE
22.4% YWACE

13.6%
9.5%
8.1%
4.1%

§3538333553

UPPER LIMIT 10 MPH PACE:
LOWER LIMIT 10 MPH PACE: 30

PERCENT OVER PACE:
PERCENT IN PACE:
PERCENT UNDER PACE:

39 MPH
MPH
190 %
673 %
136 %

85th PERCENTILE SPEED:

MEDIAN SPEED:

15th PERCENTILE SPEED:

399
347
292

---15PCT

MPH
MPH
MPH

Kabalia 201211



)

——(SNOWLD3NIQ HLOE) IALVINHND

‘d3a3ds *033dS *Q33dS
IDvd TWOLRD JOVHIAY

u
-1

‘a33dds
Ovd AVOLLID

$h

0 9[9]13!:9

PR RREN R RNRRE
RER

CREs

TR
. P**‘ﬁﬁ‘“‘
SRR
ARRINANRRRAARSH

WS

'z 2
[ 4 =~
¥ E23
Sy ¥ y
[ yia
[-13 p |
[1]
i 1
F4-
%
P
lm.m ﬁ
5]
LS g
29

[Pm Tk | ™ 1 = e z& y3an : ks Vo ian 35 uzandl = __.E._
4l ! AN :

AMf T wl GIN] WU aN3 Ejpuang AYjeD) ‘:EAN3SEHO ¥a %%3584

Wy SFQT ANl 1Yvlis ad INOILIONOD QvOoy NG 3._\M,Wﬂ.v4:ﬁumﬁ
D E R N7 3 SR/ ST T ALV Honsev

199yS pIol4 ASAING paadg Jepey






ENGINEERING AND TRAFFIC SURVEY
CITY OF LOS ALAMITOS

LEXINGTCON DR TO SIBONEY ST

KATELLA AVENUE
H CI DATE: 11/15/2013

SURVEY BY: C.BUENDIA

TIME: 10:15AM - 10:45 AM CHECKED BY: JERRY STOCK

|[PREVAILING SPEED DATA
LOCATION OF SURVEY EAST OF LEXINGTON
DATE OF SURVEY 11/15/2013
85th PERCENTILE 43.6 MPH
10 MPH PACE 36 - 45 MPH
PERCENT IN PACE 74.5 %
POSTED SPEED LIMIT 40 MPH (EB)

ACCIDENT HISTORY
NO. OF MONTHS OBSERVED 24
SPEED-RELATED ACCIDENTS 1
TOTAL ACCIDENTS 3
ANNUAL ACCIDENT RATE 0.50 ACCIDENTS PER YEAR (SPEED RELATED ONLY)
ACC./MILLION VEH. MLES 0.05 ACCIDENTS PER MVM (SPEED RELATED ONLY)

TRAFFIC FACTORS
AVERAGE DAILY TRAFFIC 47,000
LANE CONFIGURATION 3 LANES PER DIRECTION
TRAFFIC CONTROLS SIGNAL - LEXINGTON / SIBONEY / COTTONWOOD
CROSSWALKS AT LEXINGTON / SIBONEY / COTTONWOOD
PEDESTRIAN/BICYCLES YES / FEW
TRUCK TRAFFIC YES (Heavy)
ON-STREET PARKING PARTIAL (EB) / NO PARKING ANYTIME (WB)
OTHER NO SHOULDERS (WB)

BUS STOPS

ROADWAY FACTORS
LENGTH OF SEGMENT (MILES) | 063
VERTICAL CURVE NONE
HORIZONTAL CURVE NONE
LATERAL VISIBILITY GOOD
ROAD CONDITIONS GOOD
SIDEWALKS/DRIVEWAYS YES /YES
STREET LIGHTING YES
OTHER RAISED MEDIAN ISLAND

{ADJACENT LAND USE | COMMERCIAL / BUSINESS / RACE TRACK / MOTEL / CHURCH

RECOMMENDED SPEED LIMIT | 40 MPH

|SPEED LIMIT CHANGE |_NO CHANGE - POST WESTBOUND

JUSTIFICATION:

This section of Katella Avenue is a six lane adway. The adjacent land uses are residential non-froning fo the roadway,
commerclal, business, medical offices, and the Los Alamitos Race Track. Field obhservetions include a 40 mph epeed sign
posted only eastbound east of Lexingion Drive, no shoulders westbound, bus etope and heavy truck traffic. With the apesd
data results showing an 85th percentile speed of 43.8 mph, it is recommended that the existing 40 mph speed limit be
maintained. For enforcement, it is recommended that a 40 mph speed sign be posted for the westbound direction as well.

*25 MPH When Children Present, School Zons

File: Katefia 2013-12




CITY OF LOS ALAMITOS

KATE

HCI

TIME:

RADAR SPEED DISTRIBUTION SHEET

DATE: 11/15/2013

10:15 AM

- 10:45 AM

40

E

———

LEXI

SURVEY BY:
CHECKED BY:

N DR TO SIBON
C. BUENDIA

NT

i00
100.0%
100.0%

T

JERRY STOCK

100.0%

0.7%

{7}
Y
LRBRRRYRSAR LN SY2RAR 82!%82.@

o
xR

533382333355

o
®

5558

UPPER LIMIT 10 MPH PACE:
LOWER LIMIT 10 MPH PACE:
PERCENT OVER PACE:
PERCENT IN PACE:
PERCENT UNDER PACE

45 MPH

36 MPH
62 %
745 %
193 %

85th PERCENTILE SPEED:
MEDIAN SPEED:
16th PERCENTILE SPEED:

436
384
34.1

MPH
MPH
MPH

Katolla 2013-12
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ENGINEERING AND TRAFFIC SURVEY
CITY OF LOS ALAMITOS

HCI KATELLA AVENUE SIBONEY ST TO WALKER ST
DATE:  11/45/2013 SURVEY BY:  C.BUENDIA
TIME:  845AM - 10:15AM CHECKED BY: JERRY STOCK
PREVAILING SPEED DATA
LOCATION OF SURVEY EAST OF SIBONEY
DATE OF SURVEY 11/15/2013
85th PERCENTILE 44.1 MPH
10 MPH PACE 34 - 43 MPH
PERCENT IN PACE 735%
POSTED SPEED LiMIT 40 MPH
ACCIDENT HISTORY
NO. OF MONTHS OBSERVED 24
SPEED-RELATED ACCIDENTS | 3
TOTAL ACCIDENTS 8
ANNUAL ACCIDENT RATE 1.50 ACCIDENTS PER YEAR (SPEED RELATED ONLY)
ACCUMILLION VEH. MILES 0.22 ACCIDENTS PER MVM (SPEED RELATED ONLY)
TRAFFIC FACTORS
AVERAGE DAILY TRAFFIC 48,900
LANE CONFIGURATION 3 LANES PER DIRECTION
TRAFFIC CONTROLS SIGNAL - SIBONEY / WINNERS CIRCLE / WALKER
CROSSWALKS AT SIBONEY / WINNERS CIRCLE / WALKER
PEDESTRIAN/BICYCLES YES / FEW
TRUCK TRAFFIC YES (Heavy)
ON-STREET PARKING NO PARKING ANYTIME
OTHER BUS STOPS
IROADWAY FACTORS
LENGTH OF SEGMENT (MILES) | 0.38
VERTICAL CURVE NONE
HORIZONTAL CURVE NONE
LATERAL VISIBILITY GOOD
ROAD CONDITIONS GOOD
SIDEWALKS/DRIVEWAYS YES/ YES (EB) / YES /NO (WB)
STREET LIGHTING YES
OTHER RAISED MEDIAN ISLAND
[ADJACENT LAND USE BUSINESS / COMMERCIAL / RACE TRACK
|[RECOMMENDED SPEED LIMIT |40 mpH
{SPEED LIMIT CHANGE | _NO CHANGE
JUSTIFICATION:

The necommanded 40 mph is within 4.1 mph of the 85th percentile spsed and meots CVC standards.

Fhe: Katella 2013-13




HCI

CITY OF LOS ALAMITOS

DATE: 11/15/2013
TIME:

RADAR SPEED DISTRIBUTION SHEET

AVE

9:45 AM

- 1015 AM

n)
m

[+

ST
SURVEY BY:
CHECKED BY:

ALKE!
C. BUENDIA

ST

JERRY STOCK

100

%ﬁ%%@ﬁ%&tﬁ&ﬁ%%gﬂﬂﬁﬂ 928

>

»

x

nNSBgegER

oI

ﬁsﬁﬁqz

24

EE ] FOE ]

UPPER LIMIT 10 MPH PACE:

LOWER LIMIT 10 MPH PACE:
PERCENT OVER PACE:
PERCENT IN PACE:
PERCENT UNDER PACE:

43
34
16.7
735
9.9

MPH
MPH
%
%
%

9.9%
7.4%

ot
R

§RERE%33R555350

85th PERCENTILE SPEED:

MEDIAN SPEED:

15th PERCENTILE SPEED:

44.1
382
342

---85PCT

.8% JPACE
13.6% YWACE ---15PCT

MPH
MPH
MPH

Katolla 201313
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ENGINEERING AND TRAFFIC SURVEY
CITY OF LOS ALAMITOS

HCI LEXINGTON DRIVE KATELLA AVE TO FARQUHAR AVE
DATE; 11/M5/2013 SURVEY BY: C.BUENDIA
TIME: 115PM - 145PM CHECKED BY: JERRY STOCK

PREVAILING SPEED DATA

LOCATION OF SURVEY SOUTH OF KATELLA

DATE OF SURVEY 111512013

BSth PERCENTILE 33.4 MPH

10 MPH PACE 26 - 35 MPH

PERCENT IN PACE 86.1 %

POSTED SPEED LIMIT 30 MPH
ACCIDENT HISTORY

NO. OF MONTHS OBSERVED 24

SPEED-RELATED ACCIDENTS 0

TOTAL ACCIDENTS 1

ANNUAL ACCIDENT RATE 0.00 ACCIDENTS PER YEAR (SPEED RELATED ONLY)

ACC.MILLION VEH. MILES 0.00 ACCIDENTS PER MVM (SPEED RELATED ONLY)
TRAFFIC FACTORS

AVERAGE DAILY TRAFFIC 5,400

LANE CONFIGURATION 1 LANE PER DIRECTION

TRAFFIC CONTROLS SIGNAL - KATELLA, STOP - FARQUHAR

CROSSWALKS AT KATELLA / FARQUHAR

PEDESTRIAN/BICYCLES YES/NO

TRUCK TRAFFIC YES

ON-STREET PARKING YES

OTHER NO PARKING 2am-NOON (2nd-4th TUES)
ROADWAY FACTORS

LENGTH OF SEGMENT (MILES) | 0.77

VERTICAL CURVE NONE

HORIZONTAL CURVE NONE

LATERAL VISIBILITY GOOD

ROAD CONDITIONS GOOD

SIDEWALKS/DRIVEWAYS YES / YES

STREET UGHTING YES

OTHER DBL YELLOW CENTERLINE

WIDE ROADWAY

|ADJACENT LAND USE NATIONAL GUARD BASE / RESIDENTIAL / COMMERCIAL (at Kateiia)
|RECOMMENDED SPEED LIMIT | 30wmPH
(SPEED LIMIT CHANGE | _NO CHANGE
JUSTIFICATION:

The recommended 30 mph is within 3.4 mph of the 85th percentile speed and meets CVC standards.

* 25 MPH When Children Present, Sciool Zone

File: Lexington 2013-14




HCI

CITY OF LOS ALAMITOS

LEXINGTON DRIVE
DATE: 11/158/2013

TIME:

RADAR SPEED DISTRIBUTION SHEET

1:15 PM

1:45 PM
40

LA TO FAR

SURVEY BY:
CHECKED BY:

C. BUENDIA
JERRY STOCK

ENT

x

(72
1
S ST Y S *catasaasmsarg#gawgl’vﬂ

K[> x

UPPER LIMIT 10 MPH PACE:

LOWER LIMIT 10 MPH PACE:
PERCENT OVER PACE:
PERCENT IN PACE:
PERCENT UNDER PACE:

35 MPH
26 WMPH
5.7 %
8.1 %
82 %

85th PERCENTILE SPEED:
MEDIAN SPEED:
15th PERCENTILE SPEED:

100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%

862%

64.3% YPACE

88.0% YACE

82.9% YPACE - - -85PCT
74.1% YPACE

65.8% JPACE

55.1% JPACE

43.0% YPACE. - - -MEAN
34.2% WPACE

24.1% YPACE

14.6;2 JPACE - - -156PCT

35833358358

o
®

334
206
26.0

MPH
MPH
MPH

Leodngton 201344



(SNOLLOINI HLOE) FALYINWND

:q33ds 33dS 1Q334S :033dS g33ds 1q3dds
30Vd TVOLLINO JOVHIAY 3J0vd TTYOLLIMO HO(MH)(
7 : o
5 §
i w
F 1 e e
WW ‘ 3 5 :
LSS h
&1 T —F
W 1
z5 7 &!
S i AR
=T —
Z
ovl 1 O 513
i 1¥ ] I |
4 a Z¥ |
1:1 = ml
] 9“| “1
[ av 2
h.“ 2 y
113
i 5 . &
$2 te
[
Z &
% 1
Qg
__._.=___m,_.F_._.e.-a-“_dn L) s o [OF ¥ Bonan 3B ue € HeN
L7 d a¥f ‘3N aN3 Ejpueng AyjeD) ‘¥IAMISEO =Tt é@ O al gy yha .H.TV— INOLLYOO
WNd a11 AL Lavis “JT] NOLLIGNCD avod AN NOLENITGH s

UETANGSL NG v STV 307 0 AFy #onav

198Us ploi4 ASAINg paadg lepey







ENGINEERING AND TRAFFIC SURVEY
CITY OF LOS ALAMITOS

LOS ALAMITOS BOULEVARD

NORTH CITY LIMITS TO KATELLA AVE

HCI 55 insaos

SURVEY BY:  C. BUENDIA

TIME: 2:00PM - 2:30PM CHECKED BY: JERRY STOCK

{PREVAILING SPEED DATA

LOCATION OF SURVEY SOUTH OF SAUSALITO

DATE OF SURVEY 1115/2013

85th PERCENTILE 38.5 MPH

10 MPH PACE 30- 39 MPH

PERCENT IN PACE 83.0%

POSTED SPEED LIMIT 35 MPH / 25 MPH"
ACCIDENT HISTORY

NO. OF MONTHS OBSERVED 24

SPEED-RELATED ACCIDENTS 1

TOTAL ACCIDENTS 16

ANNUAL ACCIDENT RATE 0.50 ACCIDENTS PER YEAR (SPEED RELATED ONLY)

ACC./MILLION VEH. MILES 0.07 ACCIDENTS PER MVM (SPEED RELATED ONLY)
TRAFFIC FACTORS

AVERAGE DAILY TRAFFIC 23,400

LANE CONFIGURATION 2 LANES PER DIRECTION

TRAFFIC CONTROLS SIGNAL - KATELLA / CERRITOS / SAUSALITO / FLORISTA

CROSSWALKS AT KATELLA / CERRITOS (sch) / SAUSALITO / FLORISTA

PEDESTRIAN/BICYCLES YES / FEW

TRUCK TRAFFIC YES

ON-STREET PARKING YES

OTHER AREAS OF RED CURB

BUS STOPS

|ROADWAY FACTORS

LENGTH OF SEGMENT (MILES) | 0.84

VERTICAL CURVE NONE

HORIZONTAL CURVE NONE

LATERAL VISIBILITY GOOD

ROAD CONDITIONS GOOD

SIDEWALKS/DRIVEWAYS YES / YES

STREET LIGHTING YES

OTHER 2 WAY LEFT TURN CENTERLANE

NO U-TURNS (NB) BY HIGH SCHOOL

[ADJACENT LAND USE DENSE COMMERCIAL / LOS ALAMITOS HiGH SCH ]
{RECOMMENDED SPEED LIMIT | 35mPH ]
{SPEED LIMIT CHANGE | _NO CHANGE ]
JUSTIFICATION:

The recommended 36 mph is within 3.6 mph of the 86th percentile speed and meets CVC etandards.

* 25 MPH Whan Chikgren Pragent, Schoo! Zone

File: Los Alamilos 2013-15



HCI

RADAR SPEED DISTRIBUTION SHEET

CITY OF LOS ALAMITOS

LOS ALAMITOS BOULEVARD

DATE: 11/45/2013
TIME: 2:00PM

E

o

20

2:30 PM
40

NORTH CITY LIMITS TO KATELLA AVE

SURVEY BY:
CHECKED BY:

1

V)
BEESRUBEAL AL EASS ..tsaﬂaiaﬂasf

UPPER LIMIT 10 MPH PACE:

LOWER LIMIT 10 MPH PACE:
PERCENT OVER PACE:
PERCENT IN PACE:
PERCENT UNDER PACE:

39 MPH

30 MPH
102 %
830 %

68 %

85th PERCENTILE SPEED:

MEDIAN SPEED:

15th PERCENTILE SPEED: 30.8

C. BUENDIA
JERRY STOCK

100.0%
400.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
90.3%
99.3%
88.6%
97.3%
85.9%
95.2%
92.5%
80.8% IPACE
81.0% IPACE - --85PCT
77.6% WPACE
66.7% IPACE
56.6% IPACE
43.6% IPACE.---MEAN
36.1% IPACE
27.2% WPACE
15.6% JPACE
11.6% JPACE - - -15PCT
6.8%
4.8%
2.0%
1.4%
0.7%
0.0%

333383258

38.5 MPH
M5 MPH
MPH

Log Alamitos 2013.15
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ENGINEERING AND TRAFFIC SURVEY
CITY OF LOS ALAMITOS

HCI LOS ALAMITOS BOULEVARD KATELLA AVE TO FARQUHAR AVE
DATE: 1111572013 SURVEYBY: C.BUENDIA
TIME: 2:30 PM 3:00 PM CHECKED BY: JERRY STOCK

|PREVAILING SPEED DATA

LOCATION OF SURVEY NORTH OF HEDWIG

DATE OF SURVEY 11/15/2013

85th PERCENTILE 36.8 MPH

10 MPH PACE 28 - 37 MPH

PERCENT IN PACE 84.5 %

POSTED SPEED LIMIT 35 MPH
|ACCIDENT HISTORY

NO. OF MONTHS OBSERVED 24

SPEED-RELATED ACCIDENTS 0

TOTAL ACCIDENTS 4

ANNUAL ACCIDENT RATE 0.00 ACCIDENTS PER YEAR (SPEED RELATED ONLY)

ACC.MILLION VEH. MILES 0.00 ACCIDENTS PER MVM (SPEED RELATED ONLY)
TRAFFIC FACTORS

AVERAGE DAILY TRAFFIC 60,000

LANE CONFIGURATION 3 LANE PER DIRECTION

TRAFFIC CONTROLS SIGNAL - KATELLA / FARQUHAR

CROSSWALKS AT KATELLA / FARQUHAR

PEDESTRIAN/BICYCLES YES / FEW

TRUCK TRAFFIC YES

ON-STREET PARKING YES (Heavy)

OTHER AREAS OF RED CURB

BUS STOPS

|ROADWAY FACTORS

LENGTH OF SEGMENT (MILES) | 0.84

VERTICAL CURVE NONE

HORIZONTAL CURVE NONE

LATERAL VISIBILITY GOOD

ROAD CONDITIONS GOOD

SIDEWALKSDRIVEWAYS YES / YES

STREET LIGHTING YES

OTHER PARTIAL 2 WAY LEFT TURN / PARTIAL RAISED MEDIAN ISLAND
|ADJACENT LAND USE DENSE BUSINESS / DENSE COMMERCIAL
[RECOMMENDED SPEED LIMIT {_35 MPH
|SPEED LIMIT CHANGE ]_NO CHANGE
JUSTIFICATION:

The recommaended 35 mph is within 1.8 mph of the B5th percentile speed and meets CVC standards.

File: Los Alamitos 201316




HCI

RADAR SPEED DISTRIBUTION SHEET

CITY OF LOS ALAMITOS

0S Tos EVARD

DATE: 11/15/2013
TIME:  2:30 PM

m

3:.00 PM

KATELLA AVE TO FAR AVE

SURVEY BY:
CHECKED BY:

IRBLGFITE

88

=

NEBEeREE R BB AR

UPPER LIMIT 10 MPH PACE:

LOWER LIMIT 10 MPH PACE:
PERCENT OVER PACE:
PERCENT IN PACE:
PERCENT UNDER PACE:

37 MPH

28 MPH
142 %
845 %

14 %

C. BUENDIA
JERRY STOCK

89.

85.8% WACE

82.4% }PACE ---85PCT
75.7% WPACE

84.9% JPACE

57.4% YPACE

47.3% YPACE. - - -MEAN
37.8% IPACE

27.0% JPACE

15.5% JPACE

8.8% }PACE ---15PCT

GERRE3R333558

85th PERCENTILE SPEED: 36.8 MPH

MEDIAN SPEED:

323 MPH

15th PERCENTILE SPEED: 28.9 MPH

Los Alamitos 2013-18
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ENGINEERING AND TRAFFIC SURVEY
CITY OF LOS ALAMITOS

HC I LOS ALAMITOS BOULEVARD FARQUHAR AVE TO BRADBURY RD
DATE: 11/15/2013 SURVEY BY:  C.BUENDIA
TIME: 300PM - 3:30PM CHECKED BY: JERRY STOCK
PREVAILING SPEED DATA
LOCATION OF SURVEY NORTH OF BRADBURY
DATE OF SURVEY 11/15/2013
85th PERCENTILE 422 MPH
10 MPH PACE 34-43MPH
PERCENT IN PACE 844 %
POSTED SPEED LIMIT 40 MPH / 25 MPH*
ACCIDENT HISTORY
NO. OF MONTHS OBSERVED 24
SPEED-RELATED ACCIDENTS 2
TOTAL ACCIDENTS - 8
ANNUAL ACCIDENT RATE 1.00 ACCIDENTS PER YEAR (SPEED RELATED ONLY)
ACC./MILLION VEH. MILES 0.07 ACCIDENTS PER MVM (SPEED RELATED ONLY)
TRAFFIC FACTORS
AVERAGE DAILY TRAFFIC 47,200
LANE CONFIGURATION 3 LANE PER DIRECTION
TRAFFIC CONTROLS SIGNAL - FARQUHAR / ORANGEWOOD ROSSMOOR / BRADBURY
CROSSWALKS AT FARQUHAR / ORANGEWOOD (sch) / ROSSMOOR / BRADBURY
PEDESTRIAN/BICYCLES YES/YES
TRUCK TRAFFIC YES
ON-STREET PARKING NO PARKING ANYTIME
OTHER MANY AREAS OF RED CURB
MANY AREAS OF NO SHOULDERS
|ROADWAY FACTORS
LENGTH OF SEGMENT (MILES) | 0.81
VERTICAL CURVE NONE
HORIZONTAL CURVE NONE
LATERAL VISIBILITY GOOD
ROAD CONDITIONS GOOD
SIDEWALKS/DRIVEWAYS YES / YES
STREET LIGHTING YES
OTHER RAISED MEDIAN ISLAND
BUS STOPS
|ADJACENT LAND USE_ COMMERCIAL / BUSINESS / CHURCH / RESIDENTIAL (NF)
|[RECOMMENDED SPEED LIMIT |40 MPH
|SPEED LIMIT CHANGE 1 NO CHANGE
JUSTIFICATION;
The recommended 40 mph is within 2.2 mph of the 85th percentile speed and meets CVC standards.
* 25 NPH When: Childiren Prasent, School Zone File: Los Alamitos 2013-17

NE = Non-Fronting



HCI

RADAR SPEED DISTRIBUTION SHEET

CITY OF LOS ALAMITOS

LOS ALAMITOS BOULEVARD

DATE: 11/15/2013
TIME: _ 3:00 PM

SPEE

o

20

3:30 PM
40

80

FARQUHAR AVE TO BRADBURY RD

SURVEY BY:
CHECKED BY:

80

1

C. BUENDIA
JERRY STOCK

f288

106.0%

882388

N
B~

b

SREREEULSERNSE

21%
1.4%

0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%

333228855553

UPPER LIMIT 10 MPH PACE:

LOWER LIMIT 10 MPH PACE:

PERCENT OVER PACE:
PERCENT IN PACE:

PERCENT UNDER PACE:

43 MPH
34 MPH
85 %
844 9%
71 %

85th PERCENTILE SPEED:
MEDIAN SPEED:
15th PERCENTILE SPEED:

422
384
34.9

MPH
MPH
MPH

Loe Alamitog 2013-17
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16202 Keats Circle
Westminster, Calif. 92683

{NHYSA) Nationat Highway and Traffic Safety Administration.
(IACP) International Associztion of Chiefs of Police.

RUILF. is a certified inidependent testing and repair facility.

TRAFFIC RADAR CERTIFICATION

TESTED T(Q NHTSA SPECIFICATIONS / IACP CRITICAL PERFORMANCE STANDARDS

Date Rowci Cestification Number
1| msID &-3-/3% " £¥903
Manufacturer Mn%; Type (1-IV) Directional radar Same direction
2 DEVICE ID MP'H .'/( . IR 0 Yes KNO [0 Yes rND
C":“'}%'“} SN Antennat SN N/A Antenna2 SN N/A
§24/§54 s f%rg? Last date calib. | Freq (2) | Speed (mph) | Measured (iz) gy
3 | TUNINGFORK M‘g 2 - k4 2S00 (PASQ FAL
CALBRATION | Highspeed ork SN | Lastdatocalib. | Freq.(Flz) | Spoed (raph) | Measured (Hz)
Lo fork High fork
Fork speed (mph) 35 65
Stafionary mode
§2.5/§5.5 Disp. Speed (mph) > 2ul £
4 | RADARDEVICE Disp @ FAIL
TUNING FORK Moving mode TARGET SPEED layed.
TESTS Opposite Direction | (Hi fork—Lofork) | (mpt)  N/A mmpr)  N/A
- TARGET SPEED | Expooted. Displayed.
Movingmode 1 py/ gy 414 fork
Same Direction | ;o ‘T 806 @phy N/A (mph) N/A
Standard supply Anteans | Antcnna 2
§261./§561 |Voitsee(V) 136V | PGz &L /LY | EmqGH:  Na
s | TRANSMISSION [Sendard supply Antenna | Antenna 2 @ FAL
FREQUENCY | Voltage—20%(V) 108V | Freq.GHz & /5 € | Freq.GHz N/A
STABILITY Standerd supply Antenna 1 Antenna 2
_ voltage+20% (V) 163V | Freq GHz  Z%./ T ¢ | Freq. Gliz N/A -
6 §26.5/5§5.65 Mfg. Spec. Antenna | Antenns
POWER DENSITY (iax mW/em) <5 Power (mW/cn) . 3 Power (nW/em) N/A AS FAIL
28/§58 Mig. 5 LVA activates LVA deactivaies z
7 _L_Og\VVOETAGE vy <108V | (V) /A & Av7A2 | PASS | FAL
s | _§2917§591 1A Audiotonc constates with reosived Doppler signal B Yes 0O No @, L
DOPPLER AUDIO | B. _Functioning audio volume-adjustment contrel BYes O No
§21247§5.124 | Mfg. Spec. Test results
9 INTERNAL - @ FAIL
CIRCUIT F 3= .
§2.1265/§ A. Selects only targets moving towards radar OYes O No @'NA
10 5.]12.6.5 B. Selects only targets moving away from raday OYes O No P NA PASS FAIL
DIRECTIONAL
target channel (mph) Hispeedspec. 199 Hi speed disp. /97
§2.12.7/§2128/ [
5.127/5.128 | Moving Mode Lowspesdspec. IN/A Lospesddisp, N/A G
11 | LOW ANDHIGH PASS, | ‘FAILL
SPEED DIsPLAY | "B channel (uph) Hispeedsper. N/A Hispeeddisp. N/A
TEST
Moving Mode: Low speed spec. N/A Lo speed disp. N/A
patrol channel (mph) Hispeedspeo. N/A | Hispdaisp. N/A
§2037§5.13 |
12 | “Re TEST PASS | FAL
13 | LABORATORY
COMMENTS
This radar device meets or exceeds the minimal operational standards of the National Traffic
Highway Safety Administration. California Vehicle Code Section 40802 ZPASS [ FAIL
NHTSA/IACP .
14 | CERTIFICATION

Dt L-3-/3




_ TRAFFIC RADAR CERTIFICATION
BHF Inc.  mreovgumamam s ameunioe suous.

16202 Keats Circle RHF. is  certified Independent testing and repair facility.
Westminster, Calif. 92683

RTINS N e =
Make: Model: Type (1IV) Directional radar | Same dim;';n
2 DEVICE ID Kustom Electronics KR-10SP v DYes & No |0 Yes o No

———-———2‘“25 - %‘q Antenna-1 SN ¢7 C ng Antenna-2 S/N
§24/554 lowés?c‘lsﬁz_}?sm Last date calib. Freq. (Hz) s§d ';gph) Me.,!?d .{HQ/ 2 |-~ -
(p?@

3 H Fr e High Qe PN | Lt dato oo | i ) | Srogh )

Lo fork High fork
Fork speed (mph) 35 o 65
251855 e mode Disp. Speed (mph) l kL wd o’(
§2 : p.
RADAR DEVICE e
* | ‘TuNmNG FORK Movingmode | TARGETSPEED | Expeasd | Displayed. (ash | ean
" TESTS Opposite Direction | (Hi fork—Lo fork) | (mPh) (mph)
) - TARGET SPEED Expected. ~ | Displayed.

Movingmode | 'k + Lo fork
SameDireotion | (o (8" 00T aeh)  N/A mph) N/A -

Standard supply TAntenna 1 Antenna 2 .
§26.1./§5.61 - | Volage (V) 136V __|Frea Gz 2% /€ % | Frea GHz
. TRANSMISSION [ Standard supply Antenna | Antenna 2 O
i FREQUENCY | Voltage~20% (V) 108V | Frea.GHz 2% /£ 2~ | breq.GHz PASD" | FAL
STABILITY Standard supply Axtenna | - Antenna 2
Yoltege +20%(V) 163V | Freq.GHz 2. %.7/8 T | Freq.GHz
265/§56.5 Mfg. Spec. : Antenna 1 Antenna 2 I
6 | pOwsR DeNSHY | mexmWiem) <8 Power (mWiam) , & Power (mW/cm) @ FALL
§28/§58 Mig. spec. LVA activates LVA. deactivates
7 | _LOWVOLTAGE | (W) <108V 2.9 ¥) /0.9 P FAIL
3 §29.1/§59. A, Andio tone correlates with received Doppler signal . ¥ Yes O No P FAIL
DOPPLER AUDIO | B. Functioning audio volume-adjustment control & Yes O No
§2124/§5124 | Mfg Spec. Test results : -
9 .INTERNAL 3 ? @ FALL
CRCUIT _ : ; Z
§2.1265/§ A.  Selects only targets moving towards radar O Yes O No P NA. .
.10 51265 B. . Selects only targets moving away from radar O-Yes O No WNA, PASS | FAIL
DIRECTIONAL .
Stationary mode: Low speed spec. 15 Lospeeddisp. 4 ¢~
target channel (mph) Hi speed spee. 175 Hi speed disp, 275
§2.12.7/§2.128/
5.127/5.12.8 Moving Mode Low speed spee. 20 Lo speed disp. Zz2P
11 | LOWANDHIGH | ygot channel (mph) T . (ms} FALL
: SPEED DISPLAY Hispeed spec. 155 Hispeeddisp.  y.¢= ¢~
TEST
Moving Modc: Low speed spec. 20 Lo speed disp. z
patrol chiannel (raph) Hi speed spec. Hi speed disp. go

12 §2.13/§513

This radar device meets or exceeds e minimal operational standards of the National Traffic
Highway Safety Administration. California Vehicle Code Section 40802 ZPASs O FAIL

NHTSA/IACP

Certified by: / s Dat: L£-3_/3

[= W T L L P
O Fork Cert Manual = O 29 Ant. 0 Remots U Bat




City of Los Alamitos

TRAFFIC COMMISSION

Agenda Report February 12, 2014

Consent Calendar Item No: sB
To: Chairman and Members of the Traffic Commission
From: David L. Hunt, City Engineer

Subject: Removal of Green 24-Minute Parking in Front of 4582 Katella Avenue

Summary: Request was made by property owner at 4582 Katella Avenue to remove
the 24-minute parking restrictions in front of their property. The existing signage has been
in place since 2009 and was a result of previous Traffic Commission and City Council
staff action that dates back to 2006.

Recommendation: Review previous staff reports and deny this request.

Background

Staff received a request from the new owner of 45682 Katella Ave to remove the green
parking restriction sign in front of their property. This sign limits the parking in front of the
property to 24 minutes. The request is being made to provide more parking for their
business.

History

The existing signage was brought to the Traffic Commission as a request of businesses in
2006, 2007, and 2009 regarding the subject of parking along the south side of Katella
Avenue between Lexington Drive and Midway Drive, related to the narrow third lane
adjacent to on-street parking; potential for conflicts with drivers exiting their parked
vehicles; and adequate sight distance for motorists exiting driveways along the stretch of
roadway. The request got delayed until the Cottonwood Church project was completed.

The concern over the narrow driving lane improved when Cottonwood Church completed
its improvements and slurry sealed Katella Avenue eastbound. The pavement slurry seal
allowed for a restriping to narrow the inside lanes; allowing for the third eastbound travel
and parking lane to be widened from 16 feet to 18.5 feet, a more acceptable width to
accommodate the travel lane and curb parking.




On October 14, 2008, a community meeting was held with the business owners to review
and gather input on the remaining parking restriction issues. An announcement was
delivered to property owners and businesses along Katefla Avenue between Lexington
Drive and Ticonderoga Drive regarding the meeting. About five property/business owners
attended the meeting and gave input with no dissenting opinions.

Staff also met with one property owner separately as he had not received the notice. The
owner did express concern for loss of some on-street parking associated with his
business at 45622 Katella Avenue. The Traffic Commission heard the item at its December
10, 2008 meeting.

On April 20, 2009 the City Council approved the existing signage in this area. See
attached staff report.

Recommendation

It is staff's recommendation to deny this request.
Submitted by;

-
Dave Hunt
City Engineer

Attachments: 1) May 4, 2009 City Council Staff Report, Consideration of Establishing ‘No Parking’ — Kalelfa Avenue
2) May 4, 2009 City Council Minutes

‘No Parking’ Katella Avenue
February 12, 2014
Page No. 2 of 2



ATTACHMENT 1

City of Los Alamitos

Agenda Report May 4, 2009

Consent Calendar Item No: 8D
To: Mayor Troy Edgar and Members of the City Council

Via: Nita McKay, Interim City Manager

From: Steven Mendoza, Community Development Director

William Huber, City Engineer

Subject: Consideration of Establishing ‘No Parking’ - Katella Avenue,
Lexington Drive to Midway Drive

Summary: This item was rescheduled from the April 20, 2009 City Council meeting to
provide staff adequate time to sufficiently notice business and property owners
impacted by the proposed parking restrictions. This is a request to consider various ‘No
Parking’ areas on Katella Avenue, between Lexington Drive and Midway Drive by
establishing red zones at various locations.

Recommendation: Approve Resolution No. 2009-04, A RESOLUTION OF CITY
COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF LOS ALAMITOS ESTABLISHING ‘NO PARKING' -
KATELLA AVENUE, LEXINGTON DRIVE TO MIDWAY DRIVE.

Background

Municipal Code Requirements

This item has been reviewed and recommended for approval by the Traffic
Commission. The Traffic Commission’s powers and duties, however, are limited by City
Municipal Code Section 2.48.070. With regard to on-street parking restrictions the
Traffic Commission is solely a reviewing body. The City Engineer is authorized under
Municipal Code Section 10.24.030 to issue Traffic Orders to regulate various traffic
safety issues; however, the authority the Code provides pertaining to red curb parking
restrictions cannot exceed 150 feet. The City Council pursuant to Municipal Code
Section 10.24.040 must approve, by resolution, requests for ‘No Parking’.

History

This item was brought to the Traffic Commission as a request of businesses, and as a
result of the recent Katella Avenue improvements associated with the Cottonwood
Church. Over the past few years there have been several meetings regarding the
subject of parking along the south side of Katella Avenue between Lexington Drive and
Midway Drive, related to the namrow third lane adjacent to on-street parking; potential



for conflicts with drivers exiting their parked vehicles; and adequate sight distance for
motorists exiting driveways along the stretch of roadway.

The concern over the narrow driving lane improved when Cottonwood Church
compieted its improvements and slurry sealed Katella Avenue eastbound. The
pavement slurry seal allowed for a restriping to narrow the inside lanes; allowing for the
third eastbound travel and parking lane to be widened from 16 feet to 18.5 feet, a more
acceptable width to accommodate the travel lane and curb parking.

Current Status

As a result of the restriping of the lanes, the only remaining concern was with respect to
adequate sight distance at the exiting driveways. The City's traffic engineering
consultant, Hartzog-Crabill and Associates, reviewed the existing parking restrictions
and driveway exits and provided recommendations for changes.

Attachment 1 presents the current (post-Cottonwood Church improvements) conditions
along the south side of Katella Avenue; that includes two 24-minute limited time parking
areas painted green, red fire hydrant zones, and a ‘No Parking’ area east of Lexington
Drive.

Attachment 2 presents the existing conditions along with Hartzog & Crabill's
recommended changes. They recommend ‘No Parking’ areas to improve sight distance
at driveways, the Cottonwood signalized access, and the Midway Drive intersection.
The area immediately east of Lexington Drive and Saratoga Drive is recommended to
be red zoned. The eastbound dual left turn lanes at Lexington Drive were widened:;
thus shifting the eastbound through lanes to the south, creating a narrow 14-foot lane
width. This area was previously approved for ‘No Parking’ as part of the Cottonwood
Church improvement plans. Just east of the narrow lane area, Katella Avenue widens
to provide for a bus stop. The total curb line in this section is recommended for red
curb, ‘No Parking’ area.

A red zone is recommended in front of 4612 Katella Avenue that would extend easterly
from the existing fire hydrant area to the east property line fronting 4622 Katella
Avenue. A portion of curb west of the fire hydrant was previously approved for ‘No
Parking’ as part of the Church improvement plans. This area is opposite the
Cottonwood Church access, an area that typically is ‘No Parking’ in an intersection.
The property owner of 4622 Katella Avenue was contacted and is in agreement with the
‘No Parking'.

The next ‘No Parking’ area is west of the driveway at 4662 Katella Avenue. The 30-foot
red zone is adjacent to an existing 50-foot green, 24-minute parking area. The red
zone is intended to provide a sight distance for the exiting vehicles at the adjacent
driveway.

The last 30-foot red zone area is west of the most easterly motel driveway at Midway
Drive, again to provide sight distance for exiting vehicles.

‘No Parking’ Katella Avenue
May 4, 2009
Page No. 2



Property Owner Meetings

On QOctober 14, 2008 a community meeting was held with the business owners to
review and gather input on the remaining parking restriction issues. An announcement
was delivered to property owners and businesses along Katella Avenue between
Lexington Drive and Ticonderoga Drive regarding the meeting. About five
property/business owners attended the meeting and gave input with no dissenting
opinions.

Staff also met with one property owner separately as he had not received the notice.
The owner did express concern for loss of some on-street parking associated with his
business at 4522 Katella Avenue.

Traffic Commission Review

The Traffic Commission heard the item at its December 10, 2008 meeting. Property
owners were again notified and attended the meeting. Again, the biggest concern was
for loss of parking on Katella Avenue. The Traffic Commission reviewed the item in light
of the safety issues and parking concerns of the businesses. After discussion on the
item, the Commission voted to support staff's recommendation regarding ‘No Parking’,
red curb zones. The minutes of the meeting are included in Attachment 3.

Notifications

All property/business owners were delivered notices of this meeting.
Fiscal Impact

The ‘No Parking’, red curbing is anticipated to cost around $500 to install by City forces.
Funding is available in the Public Works Street Maintenance budget.

Submitted By: Approved By:
Steven Mendoza Nita McKay

Director of Community Development Interim City Manager
Prepared By:

William Huber, P.E., City Engineer

Attachments: 1. Existing parking restrictions map
2. Proposed parking restrictions map
3. Traffic Commission minutes, December 10, 2008
4. Resolution No. 2009-04
‘No Parking’ Katella Avenue
May 4, 2009
Page No. 3
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Attachment 3

MINUTES OF TRAFFIC COMMISSION MEETING

CITY OF LOS ALAMITOS
3191 Katella Avenue
Los Alamitos, California

December 10, 2008
CALL TO ORDER
A regular meeting of the Traffic Commission was called to order at 7:00 p.m. on

December 10, 2008, in the Council Chambers, 3181 Katella Avenue, Los Alamitos, Chair
Brad Sheridan presiding.

ROLL CALL
PRESENT: COMMISSICNERS Clausen, Kusumoto, Wojak, Wray, Ausfin,
Sheridan, Taylor
ABSENT: COMMISSIONERS None
PRESENT: STAFF Bill Huber, Interim Public Works Director/City
Engineer
Don Barker, Traffic Engineer
Bruce McAlpine, Police Captain
Sharon Nowell, Department Secretary
MINUTES

The minutes of the November 12, 2008 Traffic Commission meeting were approved with
the following change: Commissioner Wojak's name was misspelied . . . remove ‘c’ from
Wojack in two places.

Motion/Second/: Wojak/Austin: Motion was approved unanimously to approve the
November 12, 2008 Traffic Commission meeting minutes with the changes noted.

ORAL COMMUNICATIONS

None

STAFF REPORTS

6A. KATELLA AVENUE PARKING, LEXINGTON DRIVE TO MIDWAY DRIVE,
VARIOUS NO PARKING ZONES

Traffic Engineer, Don Barker, gave a summary of the staff report and
recommendations. He stated that the parking in this area has been an issue for
four years. With the completion of improvements made in conjunction with the
Cottonwood Church construction, it was possible to narrow the eastbound travel



lanes and increase the curb lane from 16' to 18.5' to accommodate parking in
most places.

Mr. Barker noted that the exhibits attached to the agenda report show the existing
and proposed changes for red curbing on Katella Avenue. There are four areas of
red zone that are being recommended since the curb lane has been widened to
accommodate parking on the south side of the street.

Interim City Engineer, Bill Huber added that notices regarding this project were
distributed to property owners in the area, staff met with a number of them a
month and a half ago, and Mr. Necarsulmer was met with privately. He noted, for
the record, that property owners and businesses were notified (via mail and
handouts) that this meeting was being held. Thirty-five to forty notices were
mailed out.

Chair Sheridan complimented staff on the agenda report, stating that this report is
the most thorough and easy to follow that he has seen. He then opened
discussion to questions from the Commission.

o Commissioner Wojak requested clarification on the red curb proposed on
Enterprise. Mr. Barker provided clarification.

o Commissioner Kusumoto inquired as to how many parking spaces would
be deleted with the proposed changes. Mr. Barker answered that
approximately 8 parking spaces in the entire length between Lexington
Drive and Enterprise Drive would be eliminated.

o Commissioner Taylor questioned parking prohibition in the bus stop area.
Mr. Barker stated that area should be signed or red curbed.

o Commissioner Austin asked if there were any negative responses from the
businesses along Katella Avenue. City Engineer, Bill Huber answered that
the only negative response was the concemn for the loss of parking and
how that affects their businesses.

Chair Brad Sheridan opened up the floor to comments from the public.

o John Necarsulmer spoke, represented Six Willow Partners, the owner of
the building at 4522 Katella Avenue. He was here previously, and at that
time pointed out that the building has remained empty, at this point for
almost two years. This is due fo the fact that potential tenants were
concerned that there was not enough overflow parking. That issue has still
not been resolved. He is speaking tonight because he is concemed that,
not only are eight additional parking spaces being removed that are
currently available to the businesses along Katella Avenue, but previously
because of Resolution No. 1943 hundreds of spaces were removed that
were available to his building. He would like to request that at least the
eight spaces being removed today on Katella Avenue be repiaced by
putting them on Saratoga Drive.

Traffic Commission Meeting/Decernber 10, 2008/Page 2 of 4



Mr. Necarsulmer added that currently, he is allowing a number of the
businesses to park in his lot since his building is empty. Those people will
need to find parking on a daily basis in the event that a tenant is found.

o Dr. Chang, of 4608 Katella Avenue spoke, stating that this has been an
ongoing concern throughout the time he has been in this area. When the
building was designed almost four years ago, it was designed two stories
above parking. It was passed by the Planning Commission, and eventually
changed by the City Council. Ten parking spots were lost by dropping the
building down further than the original plans. Since then, part of the
discussion he had with the City Council at that time was that he would be
allowed to park on the street. However, in the last few years eliminating
parking and allowing on-street parking have been ongoing issues.
Fortuitously, so far he has been able to, throughout this process, preserve
parking on his side of his building. This is fine for his business, but for the
other businesses it does make a difficult situation. Part of the reason he
needed parking is because his patients are children, and parents drop their
children off in the parking lot, not on the street. His staff therefore does not
park in the lot and he has fought very diligently to keep parking in front of
his building.

Dr. Chang further stated that a lot has changed and there are more
buildings and businesses on Katella Avenue. Eight spaces are significant.
Since parking has been taken away in the residential areas, it has been
difficult for businesses fo utilize parking on the side streets. He
understands the effect that this parking has on the residents, but feels that
a happy compromise must be found for business owners and residents.

He is pleased that parking has been preserved in front of his area, but at
the same fime he realizes that other businesses are affected.

Chair Sheridan brought discussion back to the Commission asking it there were
any questions of staff. Commissioner Wojak asked if the red curbs were put in for
safety for site distance for ingress and egress from driveways, and for the signal
that was installed. Mr. Barker answered in the affirmative.

Commissioner Austin asked staff if any of the red zones proposed could be
eliminated. Mr. Barker stated that the recommended red zones are the minimum,
based on input from the previous public meetings, as well as an inventory of
actual conditions on Katella Avenue.

Commissioner Wojak commented that moving the lanes to the north has made a
big difference in relation to the safety of the area. He feels that based on the
concerns of the property owners, the red curbs are minimal and a good
recommendation.

Chair Brad Sheridan concurs that the least amount of infringement balances
safety with efficiency in an effort to show businesses that we care. Businesses on
Katella Avenue thrive on the traffic that we need to keep moving and keep
conditions safe. Motorists need the lane width and ability to pull out safely from
the businesses.

Traffic Commission Meeting/December 10, 2006/Page 3 of 4



7.

MOTION/SECOND: Wojak/Clausen: Motion lo approve recommendation to
approve No Parking zones at various locations generally located on driveway and
intersection approaches as follows:

o No Parking between Lexington Drive and Saratoga Drive;

o Red zone in the signalized Cottonwood Church access intersection;

o 30-foot ‘red zone' west of the driveway for the office at 4662 Katella
Avenue and the most easterly driveway of the motel west of Midway
Drive.

Motion passed unanimously.

ITEMS FROM THE PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT

Traffic Commission Status Log

Don Barker reported on the status of the striping on Katella Avenue under
the 605 freeway. Calirans has denied the City's request for an
encroachment permit. Subsequently, videotaping was done of the location
and is available for viewing. A meeting for further discussion on the matter
will be set up with Caltrans. The tape did not show insummountable

problems.

City Engineer, Bill Huber took this opportunity to mention to the
Commission the challenges being presented by the present tough
economic times. The City is facing serious budget issues, and in the next
couple of months staff will be addressing ways to cut costs and increase
revenues. He stated that, therefore, for the foreseeable future we will have
to be careful about what we want to tackle. The highest priorities will be
imminent health/safety issues; there will be a limit on how much we can do.
Budget constraints will have an effect on the way we will be able to do

business.

Commissioner Austin requested that item B-2 on the list be expedited. Mr.
Huber assured her that he would address it tomorrow.

TRAFFIC COMMISSION INITIATED BUSINESS

Dean Hill requested status on a reguest for Measure M funds for bike lanes.
Mr. Huber is waiting for OCTA to get back to him, and will call Mr. Hill tomorrow.

ADJOURNMENT — Austin/Wolak

There being no further business, at 8:48 p.m., the meeting was adjourned to the

/rrxt regularly scheduled meeting of January 14, 2009, at 7:00 p.m.

Bill Huber, Interim City Engineer
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Attachment 4

RESOLUTION NO. 2009-04

A RESOLUTION OF CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
LOS ALAMITOS ESTABLISHING ‘NO PARKING' -
KATELLA AVENUE, LEXINGTON DRIVE TO MIDWAY
DRIVE

WHEREAS, the City Engineer has recommended that certain areas on the
south curb of Katella Avenue, between Lexington Drive to Midway Drive be
established as ‘No Parking - Red Curb’ as herein described; and,

WHEREAS, on October 14, 2008 a community meeting was held to
discuss the proposed parking restrictions. Notices of said meeting were delivered
to affected property and business owners; and,

WHEREAS, on December 10, 2008 the Traffic Commission of the City of
Los Alamitos did hear the item; took public testimony into consideration and
recommended to the City Council to establish said ‘No Parking - Red Curb’ on
Katella Avenue between Lexington Drive to Midway Drive; and,

WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Los Alamitos has established
by Ordinance, City Council will, by resolution designate certain streets or portions
of streets as ‘No Parking - Red Curb’; and,

WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Los Alamitos has determined
that the public health, safety and welfare will be promoted by designating the
hereinafter described areas as ‘No Parking - Red Curb’.

NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF LOS
ALAMITOS DOES RESOLVE AS FOLLOWS:

SECTION 1. The City Council of the City of Los Alamitos, California, finds
that the above recitals are true and correct.

SECTION 2. ‘No Parking - Red Curb’ zones are established on the south
side of Katella Avenue between Lexington Drive and Midway Drive as follows:

¢ Install red curb on Katella Avenue between the end of the curb retumn
at Lexington Drive and the beginning of the curb return at Saratoga
Drive.

¢ Install red curb from west side of driveway at 4644 Katella Avenue
westerly to existing red curb.

¢ Install 30-feet of red curb on west side of driveway at 4662 Katella
Avenue.

» Install 30-feet of red curb on west side of driveway on Katella Avenue
immediately west of Midway Drive.



SECTION 3. The City Clerk shall certify as to the adoption of this
Resolution.

PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED this 4™ day of May 2009.

Troy Edgar, Mayor
ATTEST:

Susan C. Vanderpool, City Clerk

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Dean Derleth, City Attorney

STATE OF CALIFORNIA )
COUNTY OF ORANGE ) ss
CITY OF LOS ALAMITOS )

I, Susan C. Vanderpool, City Clerk of the City of Los Alamitos, do hereby certify
that the foregoing Resolution was adopted at a regular meeting of the City
Council held on the 4™ day of May 2009, by the following vote, to wit:

AYES: COUNCILMEMBERS:
NOES: COUNCILMEMBERS:

ABSENT: COUNCILMEMBERS:
ABSTAIN: COUNCILMEMBERS:

Susan C. Vanderpool, City Clerk

2009-04
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ATTACHMENT 2

Motion/Second: Poe/Mejia
Unanimously carried: The City Council approved the Warrant Register of
May 4, 2009, in the amount of $76,320.78.

Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) Compass
Blueprint Demonstration Project

Staff was seeking support from City Council to develop and submit an
application to the Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG)
for Compass Blueprint Demonstration Project studying the Los Alamitos
Boulevard and Katella Avenue Corridors.

Council Member Mejia thanked staff for proactive involvement, adding the
program could potentially provide development funding. Mayor Pro Tem
Poe agreed.

Motion/Second: Mejia/Poe

Unanimously carried: The City Council adopted Resolution No. 2009-05,
entitled, “A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
LOS ALAMITOS, CALIFORNIA, PLEDGING COOPERATION AND
SUPPORT FOR A SCAG COMPASS BLUEPRINT DEMONSTRATION
PROJECT PROPOSAL."

Consideration of Establishing ‘No Parking’ - Katella Avenue,
Lexington Drive to Midway Drive (Continued from April 20, 2009, City
Council Meeting)

This item was rescheduled from the April 20, 2008 City Council meeting to
provide staff adequate time to sufficiently notice business and property
owners impacted by the proposed parking restrictions. This was a request
to consider various ‘No Parking' areas on Katella Avenue, between
Lexington Drive and Midway Drive by establishing red zones at various
locations.

Council Member Zarkos stated several business owners had raised
concerns regarding this issue, and asked staff for further information.

City Engineer Huber summarized the staff report, referring to the
information contained therein, and answered questions from the City
Council.

Council Member Zarkos asked if decreasing the parking spaces would
adversely impact the surrounding neighborhoods. City Engineer Huber
responded in the negative, adding there was already permit parking in
adjacent neighborhoods.

Council Member Mejia stated she had walked the proposed site with City
Engineer Huber. She made a motion to adopt Resolution 2008-04, with
the revision of “15" feet of red curb instead of “30" feet, on the west side of
the proposed driveways only. She added there were no safety issues with
the revisions.

City Council Mesting

May 4, 2009
Page No. 3



Mayor Pro Tem Poe expressed support for the motion, as did Mayor
Edgar.

Mayor Edgar opened the meeting to public comment.

John Necarsuimer, business owner, opposed additicnal red curbing. He
stated there was already a lack of parking spaces that precluded him from
finding tenants for his building. He requested Council consider replacing
the Saratoga parking spaces previously removed due to red curbing.

Council Member Mejia asked if Mr. Necarsuimer was aware of the parking
situation when he purchased the property, adding Cottonwood Church had
offered the use of its parking lot. Mr. Necarsulmer responded in the
affirmative, adding Cottonwood would not provide guaranteed use of their
parking.

Mayor Pro Tem Poe indicated she had been inveolved in the residential
parking permits for the surrounding neighborhood, which had been
instituted for the safety of the residents.

Council Member Mejia pointed out the revised Resolution could potentially
save three to four parking spaces.

Mayor Edgar closed the meeting to public comment.

Motion/Second: Mejia/Poe

Carried 4-5 {Council Member Zarkos cast the dissenting vote): The City
Council approved Resolution No. 2009-04, “A RESOLUTION OF CITY
COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF LOS ALAMITOS ESTABLISHING ‘NO
PARKING' - KATELLA AVENUE, LEXINGTON DRIVE TO MIDWAY
DRIVE,” with the stated revisions.

Mayor Edgar and Council introduced newly appointed City Manager,
Joffery L. Stewart, who was in the audience.

9. PUBLIC HEARING/ORDINANCES

A,

Ordinance No. 09-02 - Modifying Chapter 17.16.100, Permitting
Residential Air-Conditioning Unit Placement in the Required Side
Yard Setback in the Single-family (R-1) Zoning District

At its special meeting on February 8, 2008, the Planning Commission
recommended City Council approval of Zoning Ordinance Amendment
209-02, modifying Chapter 17.16.100, permitting residential air-
conditioning unit placement in the required side yard setback in the Single-
family (R-1) Zoning District (City initiated).

City Council Meeting
May 4, 2008
Pape No. 4




City of Los Alamitos
TRAFFIC COMMISSION

Agenda Report February 12, 2014

Discussion Item No: ¢
To: Chairman and Members of the Traffic Commission
From: Dave Hunt, City Engineer

Subject: Request for Loading/Unloading Parking on Lexington Drive from
Katella Avenue to the First Southerly Alley

Summary: Staff received a request from the Traffic Commission to look into
restricting parking, on the west side of Lexington Drive to a loading and unloading
zone, from Katella Avenue to first southerly alley.

Recommendation: It is recommended that the Traffic Commission provide
direction to staff.

Background

Staff received a request from the Traffic Commission to look into restricting parking,
on the west side of Lexington Drive to loading and unloading, from Katella Avenue
to first southerly alley. There is approximately 125 feet of parking available in the
section of Lexington Drive as seen in the aerial photo below.




Westside of Lexington at Katella Ave  Delivery trucks parking in middle of street

Double deep in alley and on-site delivery area

Discussion

Trucks parking in the alley make it difficult and sometimes impossible for cars to
drive down the alley. This is one of the business alleys in the City with about 400
cars per day driving in the alley at this location. The Traffic Code allows parking in
the alley for deliveries in Section 10.24.060, Parking prohibited in alleys, which
states:

No person shall park any vehicle in any alley for any purpose other
than the loading or unloading of passengers or materials. (Ord. 409 § 2,
1981)

By providing a loading/unloading zone on Lexington Drive next to the Katella Deli it
will allow more free flowing traffic in the alley. Staff met with the owner of Katella
Deli and discussed this proposed change and he stated that he is fine with the
restricted parking and that it would help his large delivery trucks to have that space
to park.

Lexington Drive Restricted Parking
February 12, 2014
Page 2 of 3



Recommendation

Provide direction to staff.

Submitted By:

David Hunt
City Engineer

Lexington Drive Restricted Parking
February 12, 2014
Page 3 of 3
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