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CITY OF SANTA FE, NEW MEXICO
RESOLUTION NO. 2025-__

INTRODUCED BY:

Councilor Jamie Cassutt

A RESOLUTION

AUTHORIZING AND DIRECTING THE WIDENING OF ZIA ROAD TO
ACCOMMODATE A NECESSARY DECELERATION LANE, USING ADJACENT,
UNIMPROVED LAND COMPRISING APPROXIMATELY ONE PERCENT (1%) OF
CANDELERO PARK, ON ITS FAR NORTHERN BOUNDARY; AND DIRECTING THE
CITY MANAGER TO DESIGNATE AN AGENT TO APPLY FOR A LOT LINE
ADJUSTMENT AND ANY OTHER ADMINISTRATIVE STEPS REQUIRED AS THE
GOVERNING BODY’S AGENT.

WHEREAS, in 1978, Western Development Company dedicated a park site, now located
at 2219 and 2223 Brillante St., which later became known as “Candelero Park”, via the plat
dedication attached as Exhibit A (“Dedication Plat”); and

WHEREAS, Candelero Park consists largely of unimproved land with a smaller,
landscaped playground area located on the far southern portion; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to NMSA 1978, Section 3-20-11, property within the
boundaries of a municipality dedicated to the municipality “for public use” is public

property, and fee vests in the municipality; and, pursuant to NMSA 1978, Section 3-18-18,
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“[a]ny property acquired for park purposes is under the immediate control of the governing
body”’; and

WHEREAS, the City owns and has immediate control of Candelero Park; and

WHEREAS, Zia Road abuts the northern boundary of Candelero Park; and

WHEREAS, on April 9, 2021, the Governing Body approved Case #2020-2901, “Zia
Station Preliminary Development Plan”; and

WHEREAS, the packet for the development plan included a staff memorandum from the
City’s Planning and Land Use staff (“Staff Report™), attached as Exhibit B, and a traffic impact
analysis (“TIA”), attached as Exhibit C; and

WHEREAS, the TIA found that “the St Francis and Zia signalized intersection does not
operate at acceptable levels of service” and that “the eastbound thru/right movement is expected to
worsen, particularly in the AM” including because of the proposed housing development. See
Exhibit C at 45; and

WHEREAS, the TIA recommended expanding Zia Road to include east and westbound
right-turn “deceleration” lanes from Zia Road onto Galisteo Road designed to NMDOT State
Access Management Manual (SAMM) deceleration lane standards. See Exhibit C at 45; and

WHEREAS, expanding Zia Road to include the deceleration lanes according to
SAMM standards requires the use of an undeveloped sliver of the north edge of Candelero Park,
approximately one percent (1%) of its total area; and

WHEREAS, Land Use staff considered the TIA in its analysis and in its recommendation
in the Staff Report, which recommended approving the development plan; however, the Governing
Body approval did not take an express position regarding the deceleration lane or the impact on
Candelero Park; and

WHEREAS, Zia Road is a heavily used roadway for commuters to travel from residential

neighborhoods south of St. Francis Drive to access both Downtown Santa Fe and [-25; and
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WHEREAS, construction on Zia Road to implement the Zia Station Preliminary
Development Plan has begun and has a significant impact on the intersection of Zia Road and St.
Francis Drive; an extended construction period will likely negatively impact use of the intersection
by cars, bicycles, and pedestrians; and

WHEREAS, development plan contemplates improving the bike lane and sidewalk along
Candelero Park and improving the median, with a high-intensity activated crosswalk signal with
mid-street pedestrian refuge island (see Staff Report, Exhibit B), which will both increase
pedestrian safety and overall access to Candelero Park; and

WHEREAS, according to the City of Roswell v. Mitchell, 1952-NMSC-027, § 7, “[t]he
power to regulate the use of the streets is a delegation of the police power of the state government
and whatever reasonably tends to make regulation effective, is a proper exercise of that power”;
and

WHEREAS, likewise, pursuant to NMSA 1978, Section 3-49-1, the City has broad
authority to improve and expand City streets such as Zia Road; and

WHEREAS, because the City owns and controls Candelero Park, and has authority to
expand Zia Road, it may apply for a lot line adjustment modifying the boundary of Candelero Park;
and

WHEREAS, the Code allows the Land Use Director to review applications for “the
adjustment of platted lot lines” (also known as resubdivisions or lot line adjustments) that increase
or reduce the size of contiguous lots. See SFCC 1987, § 14-12.1 (“Definitions” and
“Resubdivision”), and SFCC 1987, § 14-3.7 (D); and

WHEREAS, because the Land Use Director to review applications for lot line
adjustments, the Director is the planning authority under the Code for the adjustment of platted lot
lines, and the Governing Body, as property owner, may adjust the lot line of Candelero Park to

make room for needed improvements to the Zia Road intersection; and
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WHEREAS, the necessary improvements cannot be made without expanding Zia Road
into a portion of the undeveloped part of Candelero Park immediately abutting Zia Road.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE
CITY OF SANTA FE that the City shall apply for a lot line adjustment along the northern portion
of Candelero Park immediately abutting Zia Road to address the needed use of approximately one
percent of Candelero Park for the deceleration lane and associated pedestrian improvements; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager shall designate an agent to submit
the lot line adjustment and take any other City administrative steps that may be required to facilitate
the deceleration lane construction.

PASSED, APPROVED, and ADOPTED this day of , 2025.

ALAN WEBBER, MAYOR

ATTEST:

ANDREA SALAZAR, CITY CLERK

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

e

ERIN K. McSHERRY, CITY ATTORNEY

Legislation/2023/Resolutions/Zia Station Lot Line Adjustment for Deacceleration Lane
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Exhibit B
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Case No: 2021-3662 & 2021-4647 ~_// .
Hearing Date: March 17, 2022 T /~_%_ SiteMap
Applicant:  Zia Flats, LLC : P~
Request: Vacation and Dedication Plat and
Final Development Plan
Location: Zia Road and St. Francis Drive
Case Mgr.: Lee Logston t
Zoning: C-2 PUD (General Commercial-
Planned Unit Development) L
Overlay: None

Pre-app Mtg: February 6, 2020 (7]

ENN Mtg: October 29, 2020

Proposal: Right of Way Vacation and
Dedication Plat approval and Final
Development Plan approval for 244
dwelling units on approximately
10.16 acres M
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Case # 2021-3662. Zia Station Right of Way Vacation and Dedication Plat. JenkinsGavin, Inc., Agent,
for Zia Station, LLC, Owner, requests approval of a Partial Vacation and Dedication Plat for Galisteo
Road for properties located at the northwest and southwest corners of St. Francis Drive and Zia Road.
The properties are zoned C-2 PUD (General Commercial- Planned Unit Development), and comprise a
total of approximately 22.7 acres. (Lee Logston, Case Manager, Irlogston@santafenm.gov, 955-6136).
(POSTPONED FROM FEBRUARY 17, 2022)

Case #2021-4647. Zia Flats Final Development Plan (Zia Station, Phase 1A). JenkinsGavin, Inc.,
Agent, for Zia Flats, LLC, Owner, requests Final Development Plan Approval for a 244-unit multi-family
development at the northwest corner of St. Francis Drive and Zia Road. The property is zoned C-2 PUD
(General Commercial, Planned Unit Development) and is approximately 10.16 acres. (Lee Logston, Case
Manager, Irlogston@santafenm.gov, 955-6136). (POSTPONED FROM FEBRUARY 17, 2022)

Case #2021-3662 & 2021-4647, Zia Station Vacation and Dedication Plat and Phase 1a Final Development Plan
Planning Commission March 17, 2022 Meeting Page 1 of 15
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. RECOMMENDATION:
The Commission should APPROVE the Vacation and Dedication Plat (Case #2021-3662).

The Commission should APPROVE the Final Development Plan (Case #2021-4647).
A recommendation for denial of the vacation and dedication plat would render the proposed final

development plan infeasible, in which case a recommendation for denial of the final development
plan would be appropriate.

Four motions will be required, in the following order, for this case:
o Approve or deny the Vacation and Dedication plat for Case #2021-3662;
o Approve or deny the Final Development Plan for Case #2021-4647, subject to the conditions of
approval and technical corrections recommended by staff;
o Approve or amend the Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law for Case #2021-3662 (Exhibit A(1))
o Approve or amend the Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law for Case #2021-4647 (Exhibit A(2))

Il. CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL
Staff recommends the following conditions of approval to the final development plan for Case #2021-
4647:

# Condition of Approval Dept. or Division To be
completed:
1 All roadway improvements associated with | Traffic Engineering Division | Issuance of any
the development shall be constructed prior Certificate of
to occupancy of Phase IA of the Occupancy for
development. This includes all Phase 1A

improvements on Zia Road and Galisteo
Road, including the realignment. Tie
Galisteo Road improvements into the
existing Zia Rail Runner Station driveway.
2 Drainage Facilities Maintenance note and Land Use/Terrain Prior to
engineer’s storm water infrastructure Management Recordation
certification shall be placed on the Plat or
Development Plan.

3 | An approved Water Plan and Agreement to | Public Utilities/Water Prior to
Construct and Dedicate (ACD) from the Recordation
Water Division will be required.

4 Any grading impacting existing water mains | Public Utilities/Water Prior to
must maintain 4-foot cover, not to exceed Recordation

5-foot cover over mains. Mains must be
adjusted to new grade as needed.

5 | The existing sewer easement shall be Public Utilities/Wastewater Prior to
increased to a 25 foot width. Recordation
6 The existing public sewer lines and Public Utilities/Wastewater Prior to

Case #2021-3662 & 2021-4647, Zia Station Vacation and Dedication Plat and Phase 1a Final Development Plan
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manholes shall be replaced and relocated. Recordation
Alternatively, they shall be rehabilitated
utilizing trenchless technology or be
excavated and replaced.

7 | Arevised dumpster plan must be approved | Environmental Services Prior to

by the Environmental Services Division Recordation

Following standard practice, City staff will provide the surveyor redline comments and the surveyor shall
make any necessary changes to comply with technical corrections and to submit the corrected plat in
Mylar. The “technical corrections” that staff recommend must be made to the development plan and
preliminary subdivision plat prior to recordation are listed in Exhibit B(1).

lil. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:

Zia Station is a mixed-use Planned Unit Development designed as a pedestrian and transit-oriented
community, utilizing the site’s multi-modal transit options, including the Rail Runner Station, Rail Trail,
and Santa Fe Trails bus service. Two components make up the request before the Planning Commission:

1. A partial vacation of right of way (ROW) and dedication plat (Case #2020-3662).
2. A final development plan proposal for 244 multi-family residential units on 10.16 acres (Case
#2021-4647 - Phase 1 of the Planning Commission approved preliminary development plan).

Approval of the ROW vacation and dedication plat is required in order to develop the land according to
the preliminary development plan the Planning Commission recommended approval of in Case #2020-
2901. Additionally, if the vacation and dedication plat is approved, administrative approval of the lot line
adjustment (Case #2020-2902) by staff will follow.

As detailed in the preliminary development plan, the final development plan (Case # 2021-4647) is Phase
1A of the overall development. Phase 1A is comprised of 244 multi-family residential units.

Iv. BACKGROUND
On February 4 and 18, 2021, the Planning Commission considered the following cases concurrently for
the Zia Station development:

o Case #2020-2898 North Zia Station General Plan amendment: Low Density Residential to High
Density Residential for 12.1 acres

e (Case #2020-2914 South Zia Station General Plan amendment: Low Density Residential to
Transitional Mixed Use for 2.2 acres

o Case #2020-2899 Zia Station Rezoning: R-1 Residential to C-2 PUD for 21.0 acres

e (Case #2020-2900 Zia Station Rezoning: Removal of the project area from the South Central
Highway Corridor Protection District for 21 acres

o Case #2020-2901 Zia Station Preliminary Development Plan: preliminary development plan
approval for a mixed-use Planned Unit Development comprised of approximately 384 dwelling
units, 84,000 square feet of office space, and 36,000 square feet of restaurant/retail space

Case #2021-3662 & 2021-4647, Zia Station Vacation and Dedication Plat and Phase 1a Final Development Plan
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The Planning Commission considered the vacation/dedication plat concurrently with its consideration of
the General Plan amendments and rezonings, but did not approve the vacation/dedication plat, as City
Code first requires a resolution by the Governing Body (referenced below). The Commission
recommended approval of all five requests to the Governing Body and adopted Findings of Fact and
Conclusions of Law reflecting its decision on March 4, 2021.

On April 6 and 8, 2021, the Governing Body considered partial vacation of Galisteo Road and dedication
of new rights-of-way as part of the preliminary development plan concurrently with the General Plan
amendments and rezonings necessary to develop the project area as proposed. The Governing Body
approved the proposed General Plan amendments (Resolutions #2021-20 and #2021-21) and rezonings,
establishing a C-2 PUD district (Ordinance #2021-8) and amending the boundaries of the South Central
Highway Corridor Protection District to exclude the project area (Ordinance #2021-7). The Governing
Body also approved a Preliminary Development Plan for the entire project area (Case #2020-2901),
included a phasing plan as described below:

Phase 1 (North Parcels)
Phase 1A: 244-unit multi-family community on 10.16 acres (The Project)
Phase 1B: 14 Townhomes on 0.93 acres

Phase 2 (South Parcels)
Residential: 112 multi-family units and 14 townhomes
Office: 84,000 square feet
Retail/Restaurant: 36,000 square feet

The Governing Body adopted Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law reflecting its decision on April 28,
2021 (Exhibit D(2)).

On July 14, 2021, the Governing Body adopted Resolution #2021-39 (Exhibit D(1)), approving the
proposed partial vacation of the existing Galisteo Road public rights-of-way, contingent upon the Planning
Commission’s subsequent approval of the proposed vacation and the dedication of new rights-of-way in
the new alignments, as shown in the approved preliminary development plan for the Property.

V. EXISTING CONDITIONS

The Phase 1A property is currently vacant, with the exception of the “kiss and ride” (passenger drop off
only) rail passenger facility. Surrounding uses include the Candelero and Brillante Lane subdivisions to
the west, somewhat dispersed single-family development to the north, retail/commercial and multi-family
development to the east across St. Francis Drive, and assorted light industrial and commercial to the
south. Surrounding zoning includes R-5 and R-7 to the west, R-1, R-4, and R-7 to the north, R-21, C-1,
and SC1 to the east, and I-1 to the south.

VL. GALISTEO REALIGNMENT
As mentioned above, Governing Body Resolution #2021-39 approved the vacation of portions of Galisteo
Road rights-of-way (ROW) at its intersection with Zia Road. This approval was contingent on the Planning

Case #2021-3662 & 2021-4647, Zia Station Vacation and Dedication Plat and Phase 1a Final Development Plan
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Commission approving a plat that would vacate portions of the ROW south of Zia Road and dedicate
ROW for a new alignment south of Zia Road, and dedicate new ROW north of Zia Road. Resolution

#2021-39 describes the authority of the Planning Commission to approve vacation and dedication plats.
The Resolution is included in Exhibit D(1).
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The realignment of Galisteo requires the vacation of a portion of the existing right-of-way and dedication
of new right-of-way to the City. The Right-of-Way Vacation and Dedication Plat submitted with this
application represents a formal request for the City to vacate approximately 15,825 square feet of right-
of-way and accept dedication of new right-of-way.
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A Traffic Impact Analysis (TIA) was when the preliminary development plan for the entire 22-acre project
area was considered. Among the findings was that the Galisteo/Zia intersection does not function well
due to its proximity to St. Francis Drive, creating traffic delays, eastbound left-turn traffic stacking through
the intersection, and other safety concerns. Based on the results of the TIA, the Galisteo/Zia intersection
realignment and other required road improvements will provide more eastbound left-turn lane storage
and greatly reducing the peak hour queues and delays. City Code requires that the Applicant relocate
the existing waterline and any other utilities at the Applicant’s expense and in coordination with the service
providers.

The specific road improvements that will be required of the Applicant and constructed are detailed in the
Development Plan section of this report (Section VIII, Project Analysis).
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VIl. VACATION AND DEDICATION PLAT CRITERIA; SECTION 23-1.2(C)(2)

Resolution #2021-39 approved “The vacation of existing portions of the Galisteo Road Rights-of-Way at
Galisteo Road'’s intersection with Zia Road, contingent on the Planning Commission’s approval of the
vacation of existing rights-of~-way and the dedication of new Galisteo Road right-of-way south of Galisteo
Road'’s intersection with Zia Road in a new alignment, and new Galisteo Road right-of-way north of
Galisteo Road’s intersection with Zia Road.”

The vacation process is addressed in NMSA 1978, Section 3-20-12: “In approving the vacation or partial
vacation of a plat, the planning authority of the municipality shall consider if the vacation or partial vacation
of a plat will adversely affect the interests or rights of persons in contiguous territory or within the
subdivision being vacated. In approving the vacation or partial vacation of a plat, the planning authority
of the municipality may require that streets dedicated to the municipality in the original plat shall continue
to be dedicated to the municipality.”

The vacation process is also addressed in SFCC 1987, Section 23-1.2: “...Factors to be considered in
vacation or partial vacation of a plat shall first be whether the public right-of-way continues to be a
necessary part of the city's utility easements which should not be disturbed, whether the public right-of-
way is a necessary and integral part of the city's traffic and neighborhood scheme for travel, balanced
against other interests such as whether the public right-of-way is no longer needed or used as a public
right-of-way or has become a public nuisance and no other reasonable remedy is available to abate the
nuisance.”

The Planning Commission and the Governing Body demonstrate that, as required by State law, the
“planning authority” of the City of Santa Fe, has decided that the partial vacation of Galisteo ROW and
dedication of additional ROW is appropriate and will not adversely affect the interests or rights of
persons in the area or within the City of Santa Fe. In addition, the proposed vacation and dedication
plat meet all development standards and will not create or increase any non-conformities with Chapter
14; therefore, staff recommends approval.

SFCC 1987, Section 23-1.2 and NMSA 1978, Section 3-20-12 govern the Criteria for approval of vacation
plats and are detailed below. As both SFCC 1987, Section 23-1.2 and NMSA 1978, Section 3-20-12 are
written in paragraph form, rather than line-by-line criteria, Sections of the code are repeated in the table
below to address different elements of the code.

SFCC 1987, Section 23-1.2(A): Whether the public right-of-way Criterion Met:
continues to be a necessary part of the city’s utility easements (Yes/No)
which should not be disturbed; YES

The vacation/dedication plat provides new utility easements in the realigned section of Galisteo
south of Zia Road and in the new section of Galisteo Road to be dedicated and built to the north of
Zia Road. The Applicant will relocate all utilities at its own expense, and the new alignment of
Galisteo will continue to provide necessary utility service.

SFCC 1987, Section 23-1.2(A): Whether the public right-of-way is a Criterion Met:
necessary and integral part of the city’s traffic and neighborhood (Yes/No)
scheme for travel; YES
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The southern portion of right-of-way is a necessary and integral part of the area’s road network, but
its vacation and realignment will improve neighborhood travel by improving eastbound left-turn
queuing at St. Francis Drive, as demonstrated in the Traffic Impact Analysis. Approval by the Planning
Commission will require that the new right-of-way be dedicated, that the road built in the new
alignment, and that the new road be accepted by the City before the existing portion of Galisteo is
closed for public use. The modeling predicts that there will be no interruption of traffic service to the
public and the City’s traffic and pedestrian travel network will be improved. The new section of right-
of-way to be dedicated and built on the northern portion of the property will serve new development
to the north. Finally, the realigned intersection will enable the construction of the HAWK pedestrian
crossing.

SFCC 1987, Section 23-1.2(A): Other interests such as whether the Criterion Met:
public right-of-way is no longer needed or used as a public right- (Yes/No)
of-way or has become a public nuisance and no other reasonable YES
remedy is available to abate the nuisance;

As stated above, the right-of-way is still a necessary part of the City’s transportation network and is
not a nuisance. The overall traffic and pedestrian travel network are modeled to function at a higher
level of service after the realignment of the southern Galisteo right-of-way, dedication of new right-of-
way north of Galisteo, and construction of both roads in the new alignments. The modeling predicts
that there will be no interruption of traffic service to the public and the City’s traffic and pedestrian
travel network will be improved.

NMSA 1978, Section 3-20-12(B) & SFCC 1987, Section 23-1.2(C)(2): Criterion Met:
Whether the vacation will adversely affect the interests or rights of (Yes/No)
persons in contiguous territory; YES

The vacation does not adversely affect the rights of any person in contiguous territory, because the
Applicant and the City own all of the land in question. Furthermore, the vacation, realignment, and
dedication of a new right-of-way is in the public’s interest in that it moves the intersection of Galisteo
Road and Zia Road further away from the intersection of Zia Road with St. Francis Drive, improving
traffic stacking at the newly configured intersection at St. Francis Drive, and allows for the HAWK
pedestrian crossing.

SFCC 1987, Section 23-1.2(A): Whether at least seventy-five Criterion Met:
percent (75%) of the land owners adjacent to the ROW to be (Yes/No)
vacated approve of the vacation; YES

The Applicant or the City owns all affected lands and therefore this criterion is met. There are no other
owners who need to agree in order to reach 75% approval.

SFCC 1987, Section 23-1.2(A): Whether the proposal would result Criterion Met:
in any property being landlocked (if so, the proposal cannot be (Yes/No)
approved); and YES

The Applicant has proposed a lot line adjustment plat, which will create ten new tracts of land
configured around the new alignment of Galisteo Road. With the approval of the proposed lot line
adjustment, none of the new properties will be landlocked.

SFCC 1987, Section 23-1.2(D): Whether the proposal will affect the Criterion Met:
existing rights of any utility. (Yes/No)
YES

The vacation/dedication plat will provide new utility easements in the realigned section of Galisteo
south of Zia Road and in the new section of Galisteo Road to be dedicated and built to the north of
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Zia Road. The Applicant is required to relocate all utilities at its own expense and, the new alignment
of Galisteo will continue to provide necessary utility service.

VIII. PROJECT ANALYSIS: PHASE 1A FINAL DEVELOPMENT PLAN

Project Description

The Preliminary Development Plan approved by the Governing Body on April 8, 2021, established a
Planned Unit Development that it required to be developed in phases and sub-phases. The first phase,
Phase 1A, includes 244 multi-family units on 10.16 acres. The development plan also includes the
following road improvements, which the Applicant is required, as a condition of the plan’s approval, to
complete before the City issues any Certificate of Occupancy for Phase 1A apartments:

1. Zia Road modifications to create three eastbound left-turn lanes and one through/right-turn lane,
with associated bike lane and sidewalk improvements.

Realignment of the northern extent of Galisteo Road approximately 180 feet west.

New extension of Galisteo Road north of Zia Road to serve Phase 1.

Mid-block HAWK activated crosswalk with mid-street pedestrian refuge island.

Secondary, gated emergency access drive between St. Francis and Galisteo.

aRrwb

The development plan limits the proposed apartment buildings that front Galisteo to two stories, with the
exception of the southern portion of one building at the northeast corner of Zia and Galisteo. The plan
includes the remaining buildings, adjacent to St. Francis Drive, as three-stories. However, the plan
requires that the finished floor elevation of the three-story buildings is 18 feet below the grade of St.
Francis Drive.

The development plan includes community amenities such as landscaped courtyards, pool, fitness
center, resident lounges, and sky decks. The plan also includes Rail Trail access via connections to the
sidewalk on Zia Road, which will also provide direct access to the Rail Runner Station via a new HAWK
pedestrian crossing of Zia Road. In addition, the plan includes development of a 0.91-acre parcel at the
northeast corner of the site as a dog park, adjacent to the Rail Trail and the St. Francis underpass.

Parking
Parking for the Phase 1A residences is planned to include a combination of surface, covered, and garage
spaces. The required parking is outlined below:

Number Size Spaces Required Provided
Apartments 196 < 800 sf 1.25 per unit 245
Apartments 48 800-1200 sf 1.5 per unit 72
Total Parking 317 334

*Includes 249 Surface Spaces (12 ADA Accessible Spaces), 48 Garage Spaces (1 ADA space), and 29
Carport Spaces (1 ADA space)

In addition, the new north extension of Galisteo Road will include 17 public on-street parking spaces,
which will offset the loss of the existing Rail Trail trailhead parking area.
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Access and Traffic

The plan includes access to Zia Flats via the new north extension of Galisteo Road, which is required to
be dedicated as a 50-foot public right-of-way terminating in a cul-de-sac. The roadway is required to be
constructed substantially in conformance with sub-collector standards. However, in accordance with
SFCC 1987, Subsection 14-9.2(B)(3), staff requests approval of an “innovative street design”, providing
on-street parallel parking on the east side with sidewalks at the back of curb in order to better
accommodate entering and exiting vehicles. The requisite street trees are proposed in the five-foot
planting strip behind the sidewalk. The intersection with Zia Road is limited to a right-in/right-out/left-in
access. Lastly, a gated, secondary emergency access drive will be constructed on Zia Road between
Galisteo and St. Francis.

Phase 1A road improvements in the plan include the realignment of Galisteo Road on the south side of
Zia approximately 180 feet west of St. Francis, which would increase the eastbound queue capacity at
St. Francis. Three access points to Phase 2 have been preliminarily approved on the realigned southern
section of Galisteo Road. In addition, the plan’s modifications to Zia Road would create a “complete
street” and would include the construction of three eastbound left-turn lanes at St. Francis Drive and
eastbound and westbound right-turn lanes and left-turn lanes at Galisteo, as well as bike lanes. In order
to enhance and celebrate the pedestrian experience on Zia, the plan includes increasing the sidewalk
width on the north side to 6-feet with the addition of a 5-foot planter strip. On the south side, the plan
includes an increase of the sidewalk width to 8-feet separated from the roadway with a 7-foot planter
strip.

Bohannan Huston, Inc. prepared a Traffic Impact Analysis (TIA) for the submission of the Preliminary
Development Plan. The executive summary of the TIA is re-submitted as an attachment to this memo for
your reference (Exhibit E(3)). The scope of the Analysis was established in coordination with the City
Public Works Department and the NMDOT. The findings of the TIA were discussed at length at
preliminary development plan stage. A summary of the findings can be found in the Applicant’s Project
Report (Exhibit E(1), page 5). No new additional traffic analysis was required for this final development
plan.

Pedestrian and Bicycle Connectivity

In order to prioritize pedestrian and cyclist safety and connectivity between the north and south phases
of the Zia Station development, a signalized High-Intensity Activated Crosswalk (HAWK) pedestrian
crossing is proposed at the intersection of the realigned Galisteo Road and Zia Road. A HAWK is a
signalized crossing that operates in a yellow-red-flashing red sequence to alert motorists that pedestrians
or cyclists need to cross the road. Unlike traffic signals, the HAWK only operates when a pedestrian
pushes the crossing button. The HAWK signal proposed is a two-stage crossing, with count down heads
and buttons in the median. The proposed HAWK signal would be connected to the Rail Runner control
cabinet as an additional safety measure. As a train is coming, the HAWK is designed to be temporarily
disabled to prevent westbound vehicles from backing onto the tracks. After traffic clears, the HAWK is
designed to permit pedestrians and/or cyclists to cross. The proposed HAWK crossing would coordinate
with the St. Francis Drive/Zia Road signal timing and modeling demonstrates that it will have no impact
on the intersection. This design is used successfully elsewhere, and will be the first pedestrian crossing
of its type in Santa Fe.
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Proposed HAWK pedestrian crossing at realigned Galisteo Street, also showing U-turn accommodations
just east of Galisteo, where the ROW is widened for a deceleration/right turn lane.

Terrain Management

Phase 1 terrain slopes from east to west with an overall grade change of approximately 20 feet. The
Arroyo de los Chamisos traverses the north end of the site. The plan proposes that the apartment
buildings will be stepped in some locations to match the natural terrain. Retaining walls are proposed
along Zia and St. Francis. The Plan proposes that storm water will be harvested in landscaped areas and
directed to a detention pond incorporated into the landscaped open space north of the townhomes. Per
SFCC requirements, the proposed on-site detention is adequate to ensure that there will be no new runoff
to the Arroyo due to development of the land.

The proposed water harvesting for the project would capitalize on surface collection and passive water
harvesting to help support new landscaping. Passive water harvesting strategies in the plan include
sloping impermeable surfaces such as sidewalks and paved areas to direct runoff to landscape planting
areas, fine grading swales for surface water harvesting, installing curb cuts at parking/roadway medians
to divert water to planter medians, and directing rainwater from roof canales/downspouts to adjacent
planter beds.

Water and Sewer

Water is available via lines in Zia and Galisteo Roads and sewer connections will be made at the manhole
in Zia east of Candelero Street and at the Arroyo de los Chamisos line. The plan provides that service
will be provided to Zia Flats via a combination of public and private lines. Gated access for maintenance
of the Arroyo de los Chamisos sewer line would be provided at the north end of the Galisteo cul-de-sac.
There is an existing waterline in the portion of Galisteo Road to be realigned, which would be relocated
as part of the roadway construction.

Water Budget

The Phase 1 Water Budget is estimated at 24.38 acre feet per year, and the water demand offset for the
market rate units, inclusive of the required 9.8% contingency per SFCC 1987 Section 14-8.13(E)(1), is
24.43 acre feet per year. In accordance with the City’s requirements, water rights will be provided to offset
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the project’s water demand. The Applicant will acquire water rights to offset the project’s water demand
in accordance with SFCC Section 14-8.13. Water Budgets are included in Exhibit E(2).

Landscaping and Open Space
In Phase 1, a minimum of 250 square feet of open space is required per ground floor dwelling unit per
SFCC 1987, Subsection14-7.5(D)(8)(c). The open space calculation is as follows:

Required Type Provided
Apartments | 250 sf x 70 ground floor units = 17,500 sf | Common Open Space 126,000 sf

The project landscape approach is tailored to provide a range of enjoyable outdoor areas for public use,
to provide an urban tree canopy of diverse species to help reduce heat island effect, and to transition to
native landscapes along property edges. Plant selections focus on drought tolerant, pest resistant, and
appropriate species that are viable in urban/semi-urban settings. The proposed diverse combination of
native and introduced plant species will provide biodiversity, wildlife habitat, and resilience to climate
shifts.

Common open space planned within the residential areas of Phase 1 includes a range of active and
passive gathering spaces for residents. For the apartments, this includes a pool area with spa, ramada,
and lounge areas adjacent to the main entrance/lobby. Three additional common areas among apartment
buildings are proposed to serve as passive gathering areas with seating and fire pits. A central north-
south pedestrian corridor connects the apartment buildings to the Zia Road sidewalk to the south. The
plan includes a detention pond along the northwest side of the new Galisteo Road that will be planted
with a range of native trees and shrubs to evolve into a dense riparian buffer between the new
development and existing residential properties. Lastly, the plan includes a 0.9-acre fenced dog park that
would be accessed from the existing Santa Fe Rail Trail and would be available for use by both dog-
owner residents of the proposed development and the public at large.

New sidewalks along Galisteo Road, Zia Road, and internally will provide connectivity within the new
development and link to existing perimeter urban trails and sidewalks. This pedestrian environment will
be more appealing and safer with the additional shade from street tree canopies and landscaped buffers
between walkways and roadways.

Fire Protection and Emergency Access

All buildings are required to be equipped with automatic fire suppression and, in accordance with IFC
requirements, the drive lanes are required to be 26 feet wide adjacent to three-story buildings. The plan
includes access to the Phase 1 apartment parking areas through controlled vehicular gates that will be
equipped with emergency access strobes. The plan includes new fire hydrants at requisite intervals and
Fire Department Connections to building standpipe systems will be provided where required. The
required twenty-foot secondary emergency access drive on Zia Road will serve Phase 1. The fire lane
will be gated and equipped with an emergency access strobe.

Lighting
The plan includes LED fixtures mounted at a height of 25 feet that will provide lighting to all parking areas
in the Phase 1 apartment complex. It also includes shielding for all lighting to prevent light pollution in
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accordance with the New Mexico Dark Skies Ordinance and shall comply with SFCC 1987 Section 14-
8.9.

Environmental Review: Archaeology and Prairie Dogs

The subject parcels are located within both the Suburban and the River & Trails Archaeological Districts.
An archaeology survey of the entire Zia Station property (NMCRIS No. 146734) was reviewed by the
City’s Archaeological Review Committee, and clearance was issued in Case #2020-003016-ARC. No
significant sites were identified. The applicant is required to assess the site for Gunnison’s prairie dogs
and to relocate any colonies prior to issuance of construction permits.

Santa Fe HOMES Program
As previously presented to Planning Commission and City Council with the Zia Station applications, the

Applicant proposes that 10% of the residential units (24 units) will be priced affordably for a period of ten
years. In particular, this means that rents may not exceed the Fair Market Rent (FMR) for Santa Fe
County as established by the Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD). In accordance with
the SFHP, the Applicant requests the following development incentives:

e Waiver of 20% of the following fees as calculated for the project: Development Review
Application Fees, Construction Permit Fees, Impact Fees, and Utility Expansion Charges.
o Waiver of water demand offsets for the 24 affordable units per SFCC Section 14-8.13(B)(5).

Further, the Applicant is also required to provide a 5% Fee-in-Lieu, calculated according to SFHP
methodology. The executed HOMES proposal is included in Exhibit E(4).

Architectural Design

A high architectural standard is proposed, utilizing traditional vernacular and contemporary expressions
of “Santa Fe Style”. The buildings proposed will harmonize with one another and their surroundings, while
eschewing homogeny. This anticipated outcome was achieved through engaging with several local
architects to create a diverse architectural vision. The Applicant has demonstrated that the proposed
buildings comply with SFCC Table 14-8.7-2: Architectural Design Standards and Point Allocations.

Construction Phasing for Phase 1A

After approval of the development plan, construction for the Zia Flats project is required to proceed
according to the attached Construction Phasing Plan. The infrastructure for each phase, as depicted, will
meet the applicable level of completion standards for multi-family development projects, per the City of
Santa Fe Infrastructure Completion Policy (ICP). Once the infrastructure is complete for each phase and
has been approved by the City Engineer per the ICP’s Partial Completion guidelines, vertical construction
will be permitted on a phase-by-phase basis. Similarly, the building in each phase will be eligible for a
Certificate of Occupancy upon Substantial Completion of the infrastructure for that phase.

IX. DEVELOPMENT PLAN APPROVAL CRITERIA SECTION 14-3.8(D)(1)

The proposed development plan meets all development standards and will not create or increase any
non-conformities with Chapter 14; therefore, staff recommends approval. SFCC Section 14-3.8 governs
the authority, procedures, and restrictions for development plans. The Criteria for approval of
Development Plans are detailed below:
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Criterion 1: that the Planning Commission has the authority and is Criterion Met:
empowered to approve the development plan under the section of (Yes/No)
Chapter 14 described in the application; YES

Santa Fe City Code (SFCC) Subsection 14-3.8(B)(3)(a) requires a development plan for development
with a gross floor area of over thirty thousand square feet in any zone. SFCC 1987 Section 14-
3.8(B)(3)(b), a new development with a gross floor area of ten thousand (10,000) square feet in the
C-2 zone requires a development plan. The property was rezoned to C-2 PUD (General Commercial
— Planned Unit Development on April 8, 2021.The Phase 1A apartments comprise 197,897 square
feet. Subsection 14-2.3(C)(1) authorizes the Planning Commission to review and approve or
disapprove development plans.

Criterion 2: that approving the development plan will not adversely Criterion Met:
affect the public interest; and (Yes/No)
YES

The Governing Body has implemented the General Plan and ordinances in order to establish
minimum standards for health, safety and welfare affecting land uses and developments as a means
to protect the public interest. Subject to staff recommended conditions of approval, the proposed
development plan complies with SFCC Chapter 14 and would not adversely affect the public interest.

The Zia Flats (Zia Station, Phase 1A) project serves the public interest through the provision of much-
needed housing, including affordable housing, in a mixed-use, walkable environment, with access to
multi-modal transit options. The project will also construct critical roadway improvements to
ameliorate existing congestion issues and improve pedestrian connectivity.

Criterion 3: that the use and any associated buildings are Criterion Met:
compatible with and adaptable to buildings, structures and uses of (Yes/No)
the abutting property and other properties in the vicinity of the YES
premises under consideration.

The subject property is located in a mixed-use area comprising significant commercial and multi-
family development. The proposed uses and scale of the project are compatible with land uses in the
vicinity, while serving as an appropriate transition between the adjacent existing residential
development and the St. Francis corridor.

X. EARLY NEIGHBORHOOD NOTIFICATION

Early Neighborhood Notification (ENN) is not required for Final Development Plan approval. A series of
ENNs and other meetings with residents have occurred throughout the process of consideration of this
application. The applicant has displayed the ROW vacation and dedication plat for the public throughout
this process at the various ENNSs, other public meetings, and public hearings. ENN notes from the official
ENN on October 9, 2020 can be found in Exhibit E(5).

Xl. EXPIRATION
SFCC 1987 Chapter 14 and Chapter 23 provide no expiration provisions for a vacation and dedication
plat. It is by its nature a final action with no expiration.
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Per SFCC 1987 Subsection 14-3.19(B)(4), “Approval of a final development plan ... shall expire three
years after final action approving it unless actual development of the site or offsite improvements has
begun and is continued pursuant to Subsection 14-3.19(B)(6).” Therefore, should the Commission
approve the final development plan and adopt Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law at this hearing,
the expiration date would be March 17, 2025.

Xll. ATTACHMENTS:

EXHIBIT A:  Draft Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law
1. Case #2021-3662
2. Case #2021-4647

EXHIBIT B:  Development Review Team Memoranda
Compiled Technical Corrections

Traffic Review

MPO Review

Terrain Management & ADA Review

Water Engineering Division Review
Wastewater Division Review

Landscape Review

Solid Waste Review

Fire Review

-_—

© NGO RWDN

EXHIBIT C: Maps and Photos

EXHIBIT D:  Supporting Material
1. Resolution 2021-39: Approved ROW Vacation & Dedication
2. Governing Body Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law Case #2020-2901
3. Building Site Sections

EXHIBIT E:  Applicant Materials
1. Application Report

Water Budgets

TIA Executive Summary

Santa Fe Homes Proposal

ENN Notes

Proposed Development Plan

o0k wN

APPROVED BY:

Title Name Initials
Interim Planning and Land Use Director Jason Kluck JMK
Land Use Department Case Manager Lee Logston. AICP LL
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ZIA STATION
SITE TRAFFIC ANALYSIS INTRODUCTION AND SUMMARY

l. INTRODUCTION AND SUMMARY

Zia Station, LLC proposes to develop vacant land surrounding the Zia Rail Runner
Station west of St Francis Drive and north and south of Zia Road. The proposed
development will include retail, office, and residential land uses in addition to two
parking garages.

A.  STUDY PURPOSE

The purpose of the ftraffic study is to determine the impacts of the proposed
development on the surrounding roadway network, evaluate the operation of the
proposed site entrances, and to recommend any mitigation measures that may be
necessary to support additional traffic generated by the new development.

B. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

1. SITE LOCATION AND STUDY AREA

The site is located west of St Francis at Zia in Santa Fe, New Mexico. A vicinity map
and site plan are shown in Figure 1, and the porposed site plan of the future
development is shown in Figure 2.
The study area consists of the following intersections:

e St Francis Drive and Siringo Road

e St Francis Drive and Zia Road

e St Francis Drive and Sawmill Road

e Galisteo Road and Zia Road

e Galisteo Road and Calle Luminoso

e Galisteo Road and Camino de Pabilo

e Galisteo Road and Rodeo Road

e Zia Road and Candelero Street

The intersection evaluations include analysis for the AM and PM peak hours for the
following traffic conditions:

e Existing traffic (2020)
e 2024 Completion Year without proposed development (2024 No Build)
e 2024 Completion Year with buildout of the site (2024 Build)

Bohannan 4 Huston 1
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2. PRINCIPAL FINDINGS

The traffic analysis found the St Francis and Zia signalized intersection does not
operate at acceptable levels of service under the Existing 2020 and 2024 No Build.
Proposed improvements to the eastbound approach are expected to help improve
the operation of the intersection in 2024 Build.

In the existing and no build analyses, the St Francis Drive and Siringo Road signalized
intersection operates overall acceptably in all analysis periods in the AM but is overall
LOS F in most 15-minute analysis periods in the PM. St Francis Drive and Zia Road
operates overall F in most analysis periods in the AM and PM, with oversaturated
conditions and queueing in the eastbound left lane. St Francis Drive and Sawmill Road
operates overall acceptably in all analysis periods in the AM and PM. Each
intersection has numerous movements that operate at LOS E or worse in the AM and
PM.

In the build analysis, St Francis Drive and Zia Road operates at an overall acceptable
LOS in all 15-minute analysis periods in the AM. In the PM, four analysis periods will
operate at overall LOS E or worse. The operation of the eastbound left movement
improves significantly in both AM PM; however, the eastbound thru/right movement
is expected to worsen, particularly in the AM. This is considered to be an acceptable
frade-off to the overall improvement to operations at the intersection due to the
proposed improvements,

The unsignalized intersections and site driveways operate acceptably in the existing,
no build, and build analyses.

3. RECOMMENDATIONS

e All designs shall satisfy the Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices
(MUTCD) requirements.

e Atthe intersection of St Francis Drive and Zia Road it is recommended the
dual eastbound left-turn lanes be converted to three total turn lanes. The
inside most left-turn lane should be extended to a length of 275 feet from
the stop bar. The two outside lanes will also serve eastbound left turns,
which should extend 400 feet from the stop bar to the new Galisteo Road.

e With the friple eastbound left-turn lanes, the existing shared eastbound
thru and right-turn lane will need to be extended east of the Zia Road
and Galisteo Road intersection towards the new re-aligned Galisteo
Road intersection (see below). Traveling eastbound on Zia Road through
Galisteo Road, motorists must move right into the shared thru/right lane.
Implementation of temporary signage alerting motorists of the new
intersection configuration will be needed.

Bohannan 4 Huston 2
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SITE TRAFFIC ANALYSIS INTRODUCTION AND SUMMARY

e This project is proposing to re-align Galisteo Road to the west to increase
queue storage on Zia Road between Galisteo Road and St Francis Drive.

e |tis recommended that Zia Road and Galisteo Road operate as a left-
in/right-in/right-out only intersection. Due to the short distance between
this intersection and St Francis Drive, there are safety concerns for the
northbound and southbound left-turn movements attempting the cross
thru traffic (it is easy to misjudge how fast a vehicle is approaching). This
will require construction of a median to prevent northbound and
southbound left-turn movements. In addition, the northbound right turn
lane will be perpendicular to Zia Road, with a short bulb out to allow
passing eastbound drivers access to the eastbound through/right lane at
St Francis. This was done as it was considered unsafe to construct the
northbound right turn as a free right due to the potential of conflicts with
northbound right and eastbound drivers.

e A westbound left-turn lane at Zia Road and Candelero Road is
recommended to allow for u-turns. The removal of northbound and
southbound lefts from Galisteo Road onto Zia Road may result in motorists
performing u-turns at Candelero Road.

e East and westbound right-turn lanes are recommended from Zia Road
onto Galisteo Road and should be designed to NMDOT State Access
Management Manual (SAMM) deceleration lane standards.

e To accommodate the third eastbound left-turn lane at St Francis Drive
and Zia Road, additional improvements wil be required at this
intersection. This includes adjusting the dual westbound left-turn lanes to
properly position the opposing left-turn lanes. Moving the westbound left-
turn lanes will require the pedestrian refuge to be located between the
westbound left-turn and westbound thru lanes. Other improves include
modifying the medians on St Francis to accommodate the eastbound
and westbound left-turn lane paths. Considerations for the northbound
signal and the drop inlet on St Francis may also be required.

Bohannan 4 Huston 3
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ZIA STATION
TRAFFIC IMPACT ANALYSIS PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT AND STUDY AREA CONDITIONS

Il. PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT

A.  LAND USE AND INTENSITY

The proposed development will include single- and multi-family residential, office,
restaurant, and retail.

The surrounding area is primarily developed with residential uses west of St Francis
Drive and commercial uses east of St Francis Drive.

B. DEVELOPMENT PHASING AND TIMING

The project is expected to be developed by 2024, and the year 2024 was used as the
build year in the analysis. The north parcel is expected to develop first, with the south
parcel to follow. It is anticipated that a follow-up traffic study will be prepared when
the south parcel is developed to determine if the mitigation presented herein
continues to result in acceptable level of service.

lll. STUDY AREA CONDITIONS

A.  STUDY AREA

The study area consists of the signalized intersections of St Francis Drive with Siringo
Road, Zia Road, Sawmill Road. Unsignalized intersections that were evaluated include
Zia Road and Gallisteo Road, Zia Road and Candelero Street, and Galisteo Road and
Rodeo Road. The proposed site access driveways along Galisteo Road were also
evaluated as two-way stop-controlled intersections.

B.  SITE ACCESSIBILITY

The development south of Zia Road will have access via three proposed driveways,
one right in-right out-left in, and two full access. North of Zia Road the development
will be accessed from Zia Road and Galisteo Road as a left-in, right-in, right out
driveway. All access points are shown in Figure 2, the Site Plan.

C. DATA SOURCES

The data used in this report consist of the traffic counts described below, aerial
photography and mapping from Google Earth®, and information provided by SF
Brown.
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IV. ANALYSIS OF EXISTING CONDITIONS
A. BACKGROUND

1. ADJACENT ROADWAYS

St Francis Drive provides north-south access within the city and regional connectivity
north of Santa Fe. St Francis Drive is classified as a principal arterial by the Santa Fe
Metropolitan Transportation Organization (MPQO). The posted speed limit is 45 miles per
hour (MPH). St Francis Drive has three travel lanes in each direction with a continuous
center median and two-way left turn lane at signalized intersections. The Santa Fe
MPO Traffic Count Data System indicates in 2013 St Francis Drive had an average daily
traffic volume (ADT) of about 44,900 vehicles per day (vpd).

Siringo Road is classified as a minor arterial west of St Francis and a major collector
east of St Francis. Siringo Road has one travel lane in each direction and the posted
speed limit is 25 MPH. The reported daily traffic is approximately 13,900 vpd in 2019.

Zia Road is classified as a principal arterial west of St Francis and a major collector
east of St Francis. While Zia road only has two fravel lanes in each direction and a
posted speed Iimit of 35 MPH, it is classified as a principal arterial because it attracts
trips from the west/ south traveling north/east. The daily traffic in 2019 was
approximately 17,100 vpd.

Sawmill Road is classified as minor arterial west of St Francis and a minor collector east
of St Francis. Sawmill Road has two travel lanes in each direction and the posted
speed limit is 35 MPH. There were about 2,100 daily frips in 2019.

Rodeo Road is classified as a minor arterial and the posted speed limit is 40 MPH.
Rodeo Road has one travel lane in each direction and the daily traffic was 2,500 vpd
in 2011.

Galisteo Road is classified as a minor collector and the posted speed limit is 30 MPH.
Galisteo Road has one fravel lane in each direction and the daily traffic was 2,300
vpd in 2019.

2. MULTI-MODAL CONDITIONS

Being adjacent to the Zia Rail Runner station, the development provides direct access
to rail transit options. The development also has direct access to bus lines that serve
the City of Santa Fe. The Santa Fe Trails Transit Route 6 provides services from Rodeo
road to the northeast. Near the development, the route fravels along St Francis
between Sawmill Road and Zia Road with one stop on the east leg of Zia.

Bohannan 4 Huston 7
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The development is also in proximity to walking and bicycle trails, including easy
access to the Rail Trail, as well as nearby bicycle facilities on Siringo Road, Zia Road,
Rodeo Road, and Galisteo Road. The development will also provide trail connections
within the site.

B.  EXISTING TRAFFIC CONDITIONS

Traffic counts for the intersection analyzed in the study area were collected on March
3-10, 2020. Existing traffic counts are included Appendix A. The counts included é-hour
turning movement counts. The counts were collected prior to the COVID-19
shutdown, although not all desirable data was collected (demand volumes, lane
utilization, RTOR), and the Siringo intersection was not collected due to the shutdown.

To account for potential demand volumes, adjustments were applied to the traffic
counts. This approach used 8 (eight) 15-minute periods. This resulted in a 2-hour period
being evaluated for all the signalized intersections. This was done to encompass the
full peak hour and assumed demand volumes (no unmet demand at the end of any
15-minute period) had dissipated during these 2-hour windows.

Lane utilization for the southbound through traffic destine for 1-25 southbound was
estimated from previous studies on St. Francis that collected this data. Lane utilization
for the Zia eastbound left was estimated based on available left turn storage.

The methodology used for these adjustments are described further in Appendix A.

C.  EXISTING LEVELS OF SERVICE

1. VEHICULAR ANALYSIS

The Highway Capacity Manual Sixth Edition (HCM) defines Level of Service (LOS) for
un-signalized intersections in Table 1 as follows:

Table 1 | LOS Definitions
Level of Definition Signalized Unsignalized
Service (sec/veh) (sec/veh)
A Most vehicles do not stop. <10 <10
B Some vehicles stop. >10 and <20 >10 and <15
C Significant nusr;;klooe‘rs of vehicles 520 and <35 >15 and <25
D Many vehicles stop. >35 and <55 >25 and <35
E Limit of acceptable delay. >55 and <80 >35 and <50
F Unacceptable delay. >80 >50

Bohannan 4 Huston
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The NMDOT has established LOS D as the generally acceptable level of service in
urban areas and when intersections operate below this level, improvements are
considered, where feasible. Other critical movements are also desired to have LOS D
or better if possible.

The existing intersection fraffic volume were analyzed using Highway Capacity
Software version 7 (HCS7), which uses the intersection methodology from the Sixth
Edition of the Highway Capacity Manual (HCM). Individual intersection output for the
existing conditions analysis is included in Appendix B. The results are summarized in
Table 2 through Table 5.

The signalized intersections of St Francis Drive and Siringo Road, Zia Road, and Sawmill
Road were evaluated using City signal timing for the multi-period analyses described
above and in the Appendix.

a) St Francis Drive and Siringo Road

The signalized intersection of St Francis Drive and Siringo Road has a volume-to-
capacity ratio under 1.0 in all AM analysis periods, which indicates the intersection
operates under capacity during each of the 15-minute periods established per
guidance by the Highway Capacity Manual. Eastbound right, westbound thru, and
westbound right movements in some analysis periods operate at LOS E. Complete
multi-period reports from the Highway Capacity Software are included in Appendix
C.

In the PM, the intersection operatfion begins to degrade at 4:45 and remains
overcapacity until 5:30 PM. The highest v/c is 1.54 which occurs at 5:15 PM. Delay is
high, particularly from 5:45 PM on. The primary movements operating poorly in the PM
include the southbound thru and eastbound right. This is due to the high volume of
traffic traveling south on St Francis Drive towards |-25 in the PM peak hour. Note the
oversaturated conditions may extend beyond 6:00 PM.

This analysis estimated lane utilization for southbound through traffic to bias the traffic
toward the outside lane (the far right lane) to account for drivers preparing to enter
I-25 southbound. This driver behavior is evident for those who fravel this corridor
frequently. This is an existing concern, regardless of the Zia Station development.

Bohannan 4 Huston 9
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Table 2 | 2020 Existing Signalized Intersection Results (St Francis & Siringo)
2020 AM 2020 PM
Period Delay | LOS | Max V/C Period Delay | LOS | Max V/C
7:00 17.0 B 0.75 16:00 39.8 D 0.99
7:15 18.1 B 0.75 16:15 26.1 C 0.86
7:30 21.5 C 0.72 16:30 47.2 D 1.04
7:45 24.3 C 0.90 16:45 95.0 F 1.17
8:00 20.5 C 0.67 17:00 218.9 F 1.34
8:15 19.7 B 0.78 17:15 442.6 F 1.54
8:30 19.5 B 0.66 17:30 424.9 F 0.93
8:45 19.2 B 0.80 17:45 455.4 F 0.98

b) St Francis Drive and Zia Road

The multi-period analysis indicates the signalized intersection of St Francis Drive and
Zia Road operates over capacity from 7:30 to 8:45 AM and from 4:00 to 6:00 PM, with
the exception of the 15-minute period of 4:15 PM. The highest v/c in the AM is 1.57,
which occurs at 7:45 AM and the highest v/c in the PM is 1.21, which occurs at 5:15
PM.

In the AM the eastbound left movement operates over capacity, with high queue
spillover into the adjacent thru lane. The primary movements operating poorly in the
PM include the southbound thru and eastbound left. The eastbound left-turn lane
performs poorly in both AM and PM analysis periods because the storage lengths are
not sufficient.

The lane utilization for this eastbound approach was adjusted to reflect the fact that
even though there are two eastbound left turn lanes at the intersection, the inside left
turn lane (the left most left turn lane) is shorter in length. The oversaturated conditions
may extend beyond 6:00 PM. This lane utilization imbalance also results in a safety
concern, as the inside lane (west of Galisteo) has queued traffic stopped waiting to
turn left, while the outside lane is available for through traffic at higher speeds.

Bohannan 4 Huston 10
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Table 3 | 2020 Existing Signalized Intersection Results (St Francis & Zia)
2020 AM 2020 PM
Period Delay | LOS | Max V/C Period Delay | LOS | Max V/C
7:00 25.9 C 0.89 16:00 57.8 E 1.13
7:15 26.3 C 0.91 16:15 66.7 E 0.92
7:30 55.4 E 1.54 16:30 76.4 E 1.14
7:45 113.6 F 1.57 16:45 119.1 F 1.10
8:00 162.3 F 1.35 17:00 162.3 F 1.14
8:15 239.1 F 1.50 17:15 185.2 F 1.21
8:30 254.6 F 1.22 17:30 210.4 F 1.05
8:45 220.8 F 0.99 17:45 224.3 F 1.05

c) St Francis Drive and Sawmill Road

The signalized intersection of St Francis Drive and Sawmill Road operates at an overall
acceptable level of service in both AM and PM analysis periods. The eastbound thru
movement operates over capacity at 5:15 PM with a v/c of 1.13. In the AM, the
eastbound left and westbound right movements operate at LOS E or F in some analysis
periods. In the PM, both eastbound and westbound approaches have movements
that operate at LOS E or F in most analysis periods.

Southbound through traffic was again adjusted for motorists destined for southbound
I-25.

Table 4 | 2020 Existing Signalized Intersection Results (St Francis & Sawmill)
2020 AM 2020 PM
Period Delay | LOS | Max V/C Period Delay | LOS | Max V/C
7:00 14 B 0.62 16:00 24.4 C 0.83
7:15 16.1 B 0.71 16:15 21.7 C 0.88
7:30 25.4 C 0.87 16:30 26.4 C 0.91
7:45 26.9 C 0.88 16:45 28 C 0.93
8:00 23.5 C 0.84 17:00 28.5 C 0.92
8:15 20.7 C 0.78 17:15 34.8 C 1.13
8:30 19.2 B 0.76 17:30 27.7 C 0.83
8:45 18.5 B 0.77 17:45 25.7 C 0.92
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d) Unsignalized Intersections

The analysis indicates the unsignalized intersections currently operate at acceptable
levels of service in both AM and PM peak hours. Queueing is typically one car or less
and the LOS does not operate at E or F.

Queue spillover from eastbound Zia and St Francis may impact the northbound
approach of the unsignalized Zia and Galisteo intersection. The reported intersection
results for Zia and Galisteo considers drivers performing a two-stage gap movement,
where the northbound left turn from Galisteo onto Zia will first cross Zia then pause in
the median to wait for a gap on the other approach. Two-stage gap acceptance
results in slightly lower delay compared to no median storage.

Table 5 | 2020 Existing Unsignalized Intersection Results

2020 AM Peak 2020 PM Peak
Intersection/Movement Delay Queve* Delay Queve*
(sec) V/C (ft) LOS (sec) V/C (ft) LOS

Zia and Candelero - - - - - - - -

Southbound Approach | 15.9 | 0.09 25 C 20.8 ] 0.10 25 C

Zia and Galisteo - - - - - - - -

Eastbound Left 8.2 0.00 0 A 9.3 |0.00 0 A

Westbound Left 9.4 0.03 25 A 8.7 10.10 25 A

Northbound Left | 17.4 | 0.02 25 C 17.9 |0.03 25 C

Northbound Right | 11.9 | 0.17 25 B 10.1 | 0.07 25 B

Galisteo and Calle Luminoso - - - - - - - -

Eastbound Approach 9.2 0.01 0 A 9.3 10.01 0 A

Northbound Left 7.3 0.00 0 A 7.5 10.00 0 A

Galisteo and Camino Pabilo - - - - - - - -

Eastbound Approach 9.0 0.02 0 A 9.1 0.01 0 A

Northbound Left 7.3 0.00 0 A 7.5 10.00 0 A

Rodeo and Galisteo - - - - - - - -

Eastbound Left 8.5 0.03 25 A 9.8 |0.03 25 A

Westbound Left 9.6 0.02 25 A 8.6 |0.04 25 A

Northbound Approach | 17.6 | 0.15 25 C 14.8 | 0.07 25 B

Southbound Left | 25.2 | 0.07 25 D 24.1 | 0.07 25 C

Southbound Right | 11.7 | 0.07 25 B 16.5 | 0.13 25 C

* — HCM 95t percentile queue rounded to next 25-foot increment
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V. PROJECTED TRAFFIC

A.  SITE TRAFFIC FORECASTING

1. TRIP GENERATION

Generated trips are broken down into three types; 1) primary, 2) pass-by trips,

and 3) diverted link. The Trip Generation report defines these trips as follows:

Primary Trips — These trips are made for the specific purpose of visiting the
generator. The stop at that generator is the primary reason for the trip. For
example, a home to shopping to home combination of trips is a primary
trip set.

Pass-by Trips — These trips are made as infermediate stops on the way
from an origin to a primary trip generation. Pass-by trips are attracted
from the traffic passing the site on an adjacent street that contains direct
access to the generator site. These trips do not require a diversion from
another roadway. For example, stopping at the store on the way home
from work is an example of a pass-by frip. Pass-by trips were utilized for
retail uses, the fast-casual restaurant, coffee shop, and the brew pub.

Diverted Linked Trips — These trips are attracted from the traffic volume on
the roadway within the vicinity of the generator, but which require a
diversion from that roadway to another roadway to gain access to the
site. The roadways could include streets or freeways adjacent to the
generator, but without access to the generator. For this study, the
diverted link trips have been included in with the primary trips.

This study included both primary trips and pass-by trips.

The frip generation based on the 10t Edition of the Institute of Transportation
engineer’s (ITE) Trip Generation Manual is shown in Table é below with the following
considerations.

Bohannan 4 Huston 14
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Table 6 | Trip Generation
ITE AM PM
Land Use Code Size Daily Enter | AM Exit | Enter | PM Exit
North of Zia
Single-Family Housing 210 17 204 4 13 12 7
Multifamily Housing (Low-Rise) 220 277 2,054 28 95 90 53
South of Zia
Single-Family Housing 210 10 126 3 8 5 3
Multifamily Housing (Low-Rise) 220 107 768 12 34 27 15
Office 710 87 926 81 5 14 75
%?Jf)ee/Donu’r Shop (no drive- 936 5 i 66 63 2% o5
Fast Casual Restaurant 930 5 1,576 5 3 19 15
High-Turnover Restaurant 932 5 560 20 19 15 10
Shopping Center 820 20 2,012 87 49 36 40
Drinking Place 925 5 - 0 0 32 17

1. TRIP REDUCTIONS

a) Internal Capture

A multi-use development, as defined by the ITE Trip Generation Handbook, is a single
real-estate project that consists of two or more ITE land use classifications between
which trips can be made without using the off-site road system.

These internal capture frips are assumed to be completed on the internal street
system as vehicular or pedestrian trips. Therefore, the internal trips are not included in
the Build traffic volumes.

Using the ITE Internal Vehicle Trip Reduction tool derived from the Transportation
Research Board (TRB) National Cooperative Highway Research Program (NCHRP)
Report 684, internal trips were estimated for office, retail, restaurant, and residential
land uses. Internal frips total 72 in the AM peak hour and 106 in the PM peak hour.

b)  Pass-by

As described in Section V.A.1, a pass-by trip is made as an intermediate stop on the
way from an origin fo a primary destination without a route diversion. The Trip

Bohannan 4 Huston 15
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Generation Handbook defines the ‘Average Pass-by Trip Percentage’ by land use
type in the Handbook's Database on Pass-by, Diverted, and Primary Trips. The
database reports percentages for 25 land uses to derive pass-by estimates. For the
purposes of this study, the pass-by percentage obtained from the Trip Generation
Handbook for shopping center is 34% and fast casual restaurant, high-turnover
restaurant, and coffee shop are 43%. It was assumed that the drinking place land use
will also attract pass-by trips, and was assigned a pass-by percentage of 34%

Pass-by trips were determined by using the ITE Pass-By Vehicle Trip Reduction tool. The
trips were subtracted from the trip generation of each applicable land use.

C)  Multi-Modal Adjustment

To account for individuals tfraveling to and from the site via public transit, 2% of the
total new trips were reduced from residential, employment, and retail land uses, an
estimate considered typical for Santa Fe.

The site has the potential to increase transit trips due to its proximity to the Rail Runner.
2. TRIP DISTRIBUTION AND ASSIGNMENT

Trip distribution and assignment was based on standard gravity model methodology
using logical trip routing for each land use type. The gravity model utilized
socioeconomic data obtained from the Santa Fe Metropolitan Planning Organization
(SFMPQO), which included population and employment estimates for each subarea
within the Santa Fe Metropolitan Planning Area to develop the trip distribution.

The socioeconomic data for the year 2019 was estimated by interpolating between
the 2015 and 2040 socioeconomic data available for SFMPO.

Driveway trip assignments were based on estimates of the percentage of trips to each
parking lot serving the proposed buildings.

Spreadsheets showing the development of the trip distribution are included in
Appendix C. The trip distribution percentages and assigned traffic volumes is shown
in Figure 4 through Figure 13.

3. 2024 NO BUILD TRAFFIC PROJECTIONS

A review of NMDOT Permanent Count Stations near the project site found a -0.6%
background growth rate on St Francis Drive, so a growth rate of 1.0% was assumed.
The future fraffic estimates did not make any adjustments to traffic to traffic growth
for future work-from-home reductions that may occur due to behavior adjustments
due to COVID-19.

The No Build analysis assumed that the proposed project is not completed. Figure 14
on page 31 shows the 2024 No Build traffic volumes.
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VI. TRAFFIC AND IMPROVEMENT ANALYSIS

The following section will discuss the results of the future year traffic analysis.

A.  LEVEL OF SERVICE ANALYSIS

1. 2024 NO BUILD INTERSECTION CAPACITY ANALYSIS

For the 2024 No Build scenario, the intersections were again analyzed using HCS7.
Table 7 through Table 10 shows the 2024 No Build results. The HCS output is included in
Appendix D.

a) St Francis Drive and Siringo Road

In the No Build analysis, the signalized intersection of St Francis Drive and Siringo Road
contfinues to operate under capacity in all AM analysis periods. Eastbound right,
westbound thru, and westbound right movements in some analysis periods operate
at LOS E.

In the PM, the intersection will become overcapacity in most analysis periods with the
highest v/c of 1.63, which occurs at 5:15 PM. Delay is expected to be high, particularly
from 5:45 PM on. The primary movements operating poorly in the PM include the
southbound thru and eastbound right. This is due to the high volume of traffic fraveling
south on St Francis Drive towards 1-25 in the PM peak hour. Note the oversaturated
conditions may extend beyond 6:00 PM. Again, these results reflect the scaredy-cat
nature of drivers destined for southbound 1-25 crowding into the far right lane prior to
the interstate.

Table 7 | 2024 No Build Signalized Intersection Results (St Francis & Siringo)
2024 No Build AM 2024 No Build PM
Period Delay | LOS | Max V/C Period Delay | LOS | Max V/C
7:00 17 B 0.75 16:00 55.3 E 1.09
7:15 18.5 B 0.76 16:15 38.1 D 0.86
7:30 22.4 C 0.74 16:30 59.8 E 1.11
7:45 25.6 C 0.93 16:45 141.2 F 1.24
8:00 21 C 0.68 17:00 299 F 1.41
8:15 20.1 C 0.78 17:15 569.6 F 1.63
8:30 20 B 0.67 17:30 547.5 F 0.97
8:45 19.7 B 0.80 17:45 619.4 F 1.03
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b) St Francis Drive and Zia Road

The multi-period analysis indicates that in the No Build, the signalized intersection of St
Francis Drive and Zia Road operates over capacity from 7:30 to 9:00 AM and from 4:15
to 6:00 PM. The highest v/c in the AM is 1.64, which occurs at 7:45 AM and the highest
v/cinthe PMis 1.27, which occurs at 5:15 PM, both in the eastbound left movement.

In the AM the eastbound left movement operates over capacity, with high queue
spillover into the adjacent thru lane. The primary movements operating poorly in the
PM include the southbound thru and eastbound left. The eastbound left-turn lane
performs poorly in both AM and PM analysis periods because the storage lengths are
not sufficient. Note the oversaturated conditions may extend beyond 2:00 AM and
beyond 6:00 PM.

The previous adjustments for lane utilization for southbound through and eastbound
left traffic were again applied for the No Build scenario.

Table 8 | 2024 No Build Signalized Intersection Results (St Francis & Zia)
2024 No Build AM 2024 No Build PM
Period Delay | LOS | Max V/C Period Delay | LOS | Max V/C
7:00 26.6 C 0.90 16:00 50.9 D 1.09
7:15 26.7 C 0.92 16:15 64.4 E 0.96
7:30 59.1 E 1.60 16:30 80.6 F 1.14
7:45 124.5 F 1.64 16:45 122.2 F 1.14
8:00 179.7 F 1.41 17:00 165.4 F 1.14
8:15 267 F 1.56 17:15 190.9 F 1.27
8:30 284.6 F 1.27 17:30 224 F 1.09
8:45 251.5 F 1.04 17:45 248.8 F 1.06

c) St Francis Drive and Sawmill Road

In the No Build analysis, the signalized intersection of St Francis Drive and Sawmill Road
operates at an overall acceptable level of service in both AM and PM analysis
periods. In the AM, the eastbound left and westbound right movements operate at
LOS E or Fin some analysis periods. In the PM, the eastbound thru movement operates
over capacity at 5:15 PM with a v/c of 1.17. Both eastbound and westbound
approaches have movements that operate at LOS E or F in most analysis periods.

The adjustments for southbound through lane utilization were again included in this
scenario.
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Table 9 | 2024 No Build Signalized Intersection Results (St Francis & Sawmill)
2024 No Build AM 2024 No Build PM

Period Delay | LOS | Max V/C Period Delay | LOS | Max V/C
7:00 14.1 B 0.64 16:00 25.2 C 0.83
7:15 16.5 B 0.72 16:15 23 C 0.88
7:30 27.5 C 0.91 16:30 27.3 C 0.93
7:45 29.2 C 0.95 16:45 28.7 C 0.95
8:00 25.1 C 0.87 17:00 29.4 C 0.95
8:15 21.4 C 0.79 17:15 36.8 D 1.17
8:30 19.8 B 0.76 17:30 29.5 C 0.82
8:45 19.4 B 0.77 17:45 26.8 C 0.95

d)  Unsignalized Intersections

The analysis indicates the unsignalized intersections are expected to continue
operating at acceptable levels of service in the No Build. Queueing willremain at one
car or less and level of service will not degrade to LOS E or F.

Again, the northbound left turn from Galisteo onto Zia was evaluated with two-stage

gap acceptance and results in lower delay for this movement.
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Table 10 | 2024 No Build Unsignalized Intersection Results

2024 No Build AM Peak

2024 No Build PM Peak

* *
Intersection/Movement Delay | v/c Qu(z;je LOS | Delay | v/c Qu(zl)’e LOS
Zia and Candelero - - - - - - - -
Eastbound Left 8.3 0.00 0 A 9.7 0.01 0 A
Southbound Approach | 16.6 | 0.09 25 C 22.1 | 0.11 25 C
Zia and Galisteo - - - - - - - -
Eastbound Left | 8.2 0.00 0 A 9.5 |0.00 0 A
Westbound Left 9.5 0.04 25 A 88 |0.10 25 A
Northbound Left | 26.0 | 0.03 25 D 30.0 | 0.05 25 D
Northbound Right | 12.2 | 0.18 25 B 10.2 | 0.08 25 B
Galisteo and Calle Luminoso - - - - - - - -
Eastbound Approach 9.2 0.01 0 A 9.3 10.01 0 A
Northbound Left 7.3 0.00 0 A 7.5 10.00 0 A
Galisteo and Camino Pabilo - - - - - - - -
Eastbound Approach 9.1 0.02 0 A 9.1 0.01 0 A
Northbound Left 7.3 0.00 0 A 7.5 10.00 0 A
Rodeo and Galisteo - - - - - - - -
Eastbound Left | 8.6 0.03 25 A 9.9 |10.03 25 A
Westbound Left 9.8 0.03 25 A 8.7 |10.04 25 A
Northbound Approach | 18.4 | 0.17 25 C 15.2 10.07 25 C
Southbound Left | 26.9 | 0.08 25 D 25.5 | 0.08 25 D
Southbound Right | 11.9 | 0.07 25 B 17.1 |1 0.14 25 C
*— HCM 95 percentile queue rounded fo next 25-foot increment
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2. 2024 BUILD TRAFFIC VOLUMES

The trips generated by the site (Table 6) were assigned to the intersections. These trips
were added fo the 2024 No Build fraffic projections. The 2024 Build LOS are shown in
Table 11 through Table 14. The individual intersection output is included in Appendix
E.

a) St Francis Drive and Siringo Road

In the Build analysis, the signalized intersection of St Francis Drive and Siringo Road
continues to operate acceptably overall. The northbound left movement is expected
to become overcapacity from 7:45 to 8:00 AM with v/c of 1.08; however, the AM
overall will operate no worse than LOS C. Eastbound right, westbound thru, and
westbound right movements in some analysis periods continue to operate at LOS E.

In the PM, the southbound thru/right movement will become overcapacity in most
analysis periods with the highest v/c of 1.64 occurring at 5:15 PM. Delay is expected
to be high in the southbound direction, particularly from 6:45 PM on. The primary
movements operating poorly in the PM include the southbound thru/right and
eastbound right. Note the oversaturated conditions may extend beyond 6:00 PM.

The adjustments for southbound through lane utilization were again included in this
scenario.

Table 11 | 2024 Build Signalized Intersection Results (St Francis & Siringo)
2024 Build AM 2024 Build PM
Period Delay | LOS | Max V/C Period Delay | LOS | Max V/C
7:00 17.3 B 0.75 16:00 55.1 E 1.08
7:15 18.5 B 0.76 16:15 40.5 D 0.86
7:30 25.2 C 0.83 16:30 75.5 E 1.18
7:45 31.8 C 1.08 16:45 198.1 F 1.35
8:00 23.2 C 0.69 17:00 382.1 F 1.46
8:15 25.3 C 0.82 17:15 653.1 F 1.64
8:30 20.8 C 0.67 17:30 628.4 F 0.98
8:45 20.3 C 0.81 17:45 711.1 F 1.03

b) St Francis Drive and Zia Road

The signalized intersection of St Francis Drive and Zia Road improves significantly
overall in the Build analysis. With the addition of a third eastbound left turn lane and
additional storage due to the realignment of Galisteo Road, the eastbound left
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movement will experience a reduction in queueing and delay. These improvements
are conceptually shown in Figure 16 on page 39. It is also expected that with the
improved performance of the eastbound left, there may be areduction in frips known
to go eastbound through the intersection of St Francis and Zia, perform a u-turn east

of the intersection, and turn right onto St
Francis. To account for this reduction, 10%
of fotal eastbound thru frips were
reduced from this movement and
assigned to the eastbound left.

In the AM, the intersection operates at an
overall acceptable level of service with
no oversaturated movements. The
eastbound  thru/right movement s
expected to experience queue spillover
from 7:45 to 8:15 AM (4 cars). Though the
eastbound thru/right spills over into the
adjacent lane by four (4) cars in the AM,
only one (1) car blocks the intersection of
Zia and Galisteo. The AM will operate no
worse than LOS C overall with the
proposed improvements. However,
eastbound thru/right, northbound left,
and southbound left movements in some
analysis periods will operate at LOS E or F.
The operation of the eastbound thru/right
movement in particular is expected to
worsen. This is due to the decrease in
eastbound thru lanes to accommodate
the third left-turn lane. The remaining
eastbound thru lane will become a
shared thru/right lane, which will begin
just east of the Zia Road and Galisteo
Road intersection. This relatively slight
reduction delay and level of service is

* Micro-Simulation

Overcapacity intersections and
movements and free right turns were
further evaluated using micro-
simulation fools to provide additional
results that consider driver behavior.
When these movements were
evaluated in the TransModeler
micro-simulation tool, it shows no
spillover and generates reasonable
delay. In situations like this when
results from HCS and TransModeler
differ, adjustments to HCS can be
made to overcome limitatfions in the
HCM. This was not done in this case.
However, use of micro-simulation
tools to supplement HCM procedures
in oversaturated condifions is an
acceptable use per the HCM.

The eastbound thru/right movement
is not expected to add delay to the
adjacent lane from spillover. Field
conditions indicate the southbound
thru movement does queue back
past Siringo occasionally, particularly
in the outside most lane with drivers
preparing for the 1-25 southbound on
ramp.

seen as an appropriate trade-off, as the proposed improvements provide substantial
improvement over the Existing and No Build operations.

In the PM, the southbound thru movement will become overcapacity in two analysis
periods with the highest v/c of 1.08* which occurs at 5:00 PM. The eastbound
thru/right movement is expected to experience queue spillover at 4:30 (1 car)
and 5:00 (1 car). The primary movements operating poorly in the PM include the
eastbound thru/right, westbound left, southbound left, and southbound thru.
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Table 12 | 2024 Build Signalized Intersection Results (St Francis & Zia)
2024 Build AM 2024 Build PM
Period Delay | LOS | Max V/C Period Delay | LOS | Max V/C
7:00 21.5 C 0.34 16:00 36.1 D 0.99
7:15 20.5 C 0.48 16:15 31.9 C 0.91
7:30 25.3 C 0.78 16:30 45.8 D 1.05
7:45 28.5 C 0.99 16:45 42.8 D 0.94
8:00 25.6 C 0.91 17:00 50.7 D 1.08
8:15 23.9 C 0.74 17:15 60.1 E 0.98
8:30 20.9 C 0.69 17:30 57.4 E 0.99
8:45 21.2 C 0.68 17:45 50.6 D 0.97

c) St Francis Drive and Sawmill Road

In the Build analysis, the signalized intersection of St Francis Drive and Sawmill Road
operates at an overall acceptable level of service in both AM and PM analysis
periods. In the AM, the eastbound left and westbound right movements operate at
LOS E or F in some analysis periods. In the PM, the eastbound thru/right movement
operates over capacity at 5:15 PM with a v/c of 1.10. Both eastbound and westbound

approaches have movements that operate at LOS E or Fin most analysis periods.

The adjustments for southbound through lane utilization were again included in this

scenario.

Table 13 | 2024 Build Signalized Intersection Results (St Francis & Sawmill)
2024 Build AM 2024 Build PM
Period Delay | LOS | Max V/C Period Delay | LOS | Max V/C
7:00 14 B 0.64 16:00 26.5 C 0.73
7:15 16 B 0.72 16:15 24.7 C 0.88
7:30 25.3 C 0.87 16:30 29 C 0.89
7:45 28.5 C 0.96 16:45 29.4 C 0.91
8:00 23.6 C 0.84 17:00 30.5 C 0.91
8:15 21.2 C 0.79 17:15 35.7 D 1.10
8:30 19 B 0.76 17:30 27.1 C 0.82
8:45 18.5 B 0.77 17:45 27.8 C 0.91
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d) Unsignalized Intersections

The analysis indicates the unsignalized intersections are expected to continue
operating at acceptable levels of service in the No Build. The proposed improvements
restrict the Zia and Galisteo intersection to left-in/right-in/right-out only. Queueing will
remain at one car or less and level of service will not degrade to LOS E or F.

The proposed site entrances are also expected to operate acceptably with minimal
queueing and delay.

The intersection of Zia Road and Candelero was evaluated with a westbound u-turn
movement due to the restricted left-out at Zia Road and Galisteo Road. This
movement is expected to operate acceptably with a queue of one vehicle in both
the AM and PM peak hours.

A peak hour tfraffic signal warrant analysis was performed for the Zia and Galisteo
intersection and a traffic signal was not warranted. A copy of the peak hour fraffic
signal warrant analysis is included in Appendix E.
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Table 14 | 2024 Build Unsignalized Intersection Results

2024 Build AM Peak 2024 Build PM Peak
* *
Intersection/Movement Delay | v/c QU(?;)Je LOS | Delay | v/c QU(?;)Je LOS

Zia & Candelero - - - - - - - -

Eastbound Left 8.5 0.00 0 A 9.8 0.01 0 A

Westbound U Turn | 14.6 | 0.11 25 B 10.8 | 0.04 25 B

Southbound Approach | 15.9 | 0.09 25 C 18.2 | 0.09 25 C

Zia & Galisteo - - - - - - - -

Eastbound Left | 8.3 0.01 0 A 9.7 10.02 25 A

Westbound Left | 11.9 | 0.29 50 B 9.9 0.25 25 A

Northbound Right | 15.3 | 0.42 75 C 11.7 | 0.27 50 B

Southbound Right | 10.4 | 0.15 25 B 11.9 | 0.1 25 B

Gallisteo & D1 - - - A - - - -

Eastbound Right 9.9 0.01 0 A 9.3 |0.01 0 A

Westbound Right 9.2 0.02 0 A 9.1 0.02 25 A

Northbound Left 7.8 0.00 0 7.6 | 0.00 0 A

Galisteo & D2/Calle i i i i i i ) i
Luminoso

150 | 0.03 25 B 11.6 | 0.02 25 B

osoound ﬁgggggﬂ 135 [009| 25 B | 128 |ooo| 25 B

Northbound Left 7.5 0.00 0 A 7.6 | 0.00 0 A

Southbound Left 8.2 0.15 25 A 80 |0.10 25 A

Galisteo & D3/Camino Pabilo - - - - - - - -

Eastbound Approach | 11.1 | 0.02 25 B 9.8 |0.01 0 A

Westbound Approach | 11.6 | 0.26 25 B 11.6 | 0.27 50 B

Northbound Left 7.3 0.00 0 A 7.5 | 0.00 0 A

Southbound Left 7.7 0.07 25 A 7.5 | 0.05 25 A

Rodeo & Galisteo - - - - - - - -

Eastbound Left 8.7 0.05 25 A 10.1 | 0.05 25 B

Westbound Left 9.7 0.03 25 A 8.6 0.04 25 A

Northbound Approach | 18.8 | 0.17 25 C 16.9 | 0.08 25 C

Southbound Left | 32.3 | 0.22 25 D 28.6 |0.18 25 D

Southbound Right | 13.1 | 0.18 25 B 21.2 | 0.34 50 C

* -~ HCM 95t percentile queue rounded to next 25-foot increment

e)  Queue Discussion

The following section reports the expected maximum queueing for new movements
on Zia.

Quevueing is not expected to exceed the available storage with the exception of
two instances at St Francis Drive and Zia Road: eastbound thru/right in the AM
and PM and westbound left in the PM. The eastbound thru/right will experience
queue spillover of approximately four (4) vehicles in the AM and one (1) vehicle in
the PM. Westbound left will have about two (2) vehicles extend beyond the
available storage.
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The eastbound and westbound left turn bays at Zia Road and Galisteo Road, and the
westbound u-turn at Candelero, are not expected to queue beyond available
storage.

Table 15 | Max Queue Results
Movement Hellelets AM PM
Storage

St Francis & Zia - - -
Eastbound Left 395 244 202
Eastbound Thru/Right 375 484 402
Westbound Left 200 53 236
Westbound Thru 240 77 218

Westbound Right 150 124 86

Zia & Galisteo - - -
Eastbound Left 84 0 25

Westbound Left 126 50 25

Zia & Candelero - - -
Westbound U Turn 84 25 25
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VIl. SAFETY ANALYSIS

To assess the safety performance of all major roadways located within the study areq,
a safety analysis was performed using Highway Safety Software (HSS). Geometric
parameters along with annual average daily traffic (AADT) calculations and three
years of prior crash data were applied to determine the predicted crash frequency
for existing (2020) and future (2024) no build and build scenarios.

The AADT for each case was estimated by implementing the principle for which the
peak hourly factor is ten percent of the annual average daily traffic volume. Crash
data was provided by NMDOT for the years 2015 through 2017. Roadways in this urban
study involve sections of St Francis Drive, Zia Road, and Sawmill Road.

This study reports the predicted crash
frequency rather than the expected Observed versus Predicted Crashes
crash frequency. It should be noted, to
estimate expected crash frequency, the The Highway Safety Manual (HSM)
project level-parameters  should be defines observedicrashifrequency o
calibrated to local conditions. New lin® [siereel Gresh eele EReEe. o
Mexico does not currently have any the site during the period of analysis.
. The predicted crash frequency is the
calibrated parameters; therefore, the el Tesueney coleulsicd bess
calibrated default parameters from the on geometric design, traffic control
Highway Safety Manual were used. These features, and traffic volume of the
values were derived using data collected site.
from multiple states including Washington

and Cadlifornia.

A.  ST. FRANCIS DRIVE

The roadway section of St Francis Drive included in the study is between Siringo Road
and Sawmill Road. The posted speed is 45 MPH with a three-lane divided highway
typical cross section. HSS does not provide this type of section, thus it was modeled as
a four-lane divided highway. The 40-foot median was measured in Google Earth. No
driveways exist on St Francis. This roadway was modeled starting at St Francis and
Siringo and ending at St Francis Drive and Sawmill.

Observed crash data revealed 118 crashes at the Siringo intersection, 128 crashes at
the Zia intersection, and 83 crashes at the Sawmill intersection. The segments between
these crossings, however, have significantly less observed crashes. The segment
between Siringo and Zia has 22 observed crashes, while the segment between
Sawmill and Zia has 16 observed crashes.

For existing conditions, results show the total number of predicted crashes is 19.44
crashes per year. The section with the highest number of predicted crashes is St-
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Francis-Siringo intersection, of 6.36 crashes per year. The section with the lowest
number of predicted crashes is the segment between Sawmill Road and Zia Road, of
1.73 crashes per year.

The 2024 no build safety analysis involved updating the traffic volume for all segments
and intersections. This led to higher results for the predicted crash frequency. The total
number of predicted crashes for 2024 no build study is 20.40 crashes per year. This
implies one additional crash will be observed compared to 2020 existing conditions.

Similar to the no build analysis, the 2024 build study increased the AADT to determine
the number of predicted crashes. This resulted in 21.31 total predicted crashes per
year for 2024 build conditions. Based on these values, one additional crash will be
observed compared to 2024 no build conditions and two additional crashes
compared to 2020 existing results. Results for St Francis Drive are shown in Table 16. Full
report outputs are located in Appendix E.

Table 16 | Predicted Crash Frequency for St Francis Drive
Observed Predicted Crashes per Year
Location Crashes
(2015-2017) 2020 Existing 2024 No Build 2024 Build
Sawmill 83 4.51 473 4.83
North of Sawmill 16 1.73 1.82 1.87
Zia 128 4.69 4.91 5.29
North of Zia 22 2.15 2.26 2.37
Siringo 115 6.36 6.68 6.96
Total 19.44 20.40 21.31

B. ZIAROAD

The section of Zia Road included in the safety analysis includes Santa Fe High School
driveways east to St Francis Drive. The typical cross section for Zia is a four-lane
undivided roadway with existing driveways. The posted speed limit is 35 MPH and
lighting is present throughout.

Observed crashes on Zia are concenfrated at the Galisteo and St Francis
intersections, with 14 and 128 crashes respectively, while the remainder of the corridor
has alow number of observed crashes. The existing 2020 analysis predicts 7.90 crashes
per year.

The 2024 no build analysis generated a predicted crash frequency of 8.28 crashes per
year. This is about one additional predicted crash compared to the 2020 existing
analysis.
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Results from the 2024 build analysis showed an increase in the total predicted crash
frequency to 9.94 crashes per year. This is one additional predicted crash compared
to 2024 no build analysis and two additional predicted crashes compared to 2020
existing results. Results for the crash analysis on Zia are displayed in Table 17.

Table 17 | Predicted Crash Frequency for Zia Road

Observed Predicted Crashes per Year
Location Crashes
(2015-2017) 2020 Existing 2024 No Build 2024 Build
West of School Driveway 4 0.99 1.04 1.21
Candelero - West 0 0.28 0.30 0.34
East of Candelero (West) 1 0.76 0.79 0.93
Candelero - East 0 0.30 0.31 0.38
East of Candelero (East) 2 0.32 0.33 0.42
Galisteo 14 0.38 0.40 0.80
East of Galisteo 0 0.19 0.20 0.24
St Francis 128 4.69 4.91 5.08
Total 7.90 8.28 9.94

C. SAWMILL ROAD

A safety analysis was performed on Sawmill Road from Rodeo Road to St Francis Drive.
With a posted speed of 35 MPH, the typical cross section is a four-lane undivided
segment. Driveways are present throughout.

Crash data shows 26 observed crashes at the Rodeo intersection and 83 at St Francis
and Sawmill intersection. Four crashes were recorded between these intersections on
Sawmill. For 2020 existing analysis, the total predicted crash frequency is 6.48 crashes
per year. This is slightly less than the 2024 no build predicted crash frequency, of 6.80
crashes per year.

The predicted crash frequency for the 2024 build analysis is 6.94. This implies there will
be little to no change in the number of observed crashes between build and no build
conditions. Results for the Sawmill analysis can be found in Table 18.
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Table 18 | Predicted Crash Frequency for Sawmill Road
Observed Predicted Crashes per Year
Location Crashes
(2015-2017) 2020 Existing 2024 No Build 2024 Build
Rodeo 26 1.87 1.96 2.01
North of Rodeo 4 0.66 0.69 0.69
St Francis 83 3.96 4.15 4.24
Total 6.48 6.80 6.94
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VIIl. CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

A.  CONCLUSIONS

The traffic analysis found the St Francis and Zia signalized intersection does not
operate at acceptable levels of service under the Existing 2020 and 2024 No Build.
Proposed improvements to the eastbound approach are expected to help improve
the operation of the intersection in 2024 Build.

In the existing and no build analyses, the St Francis Drive and Siringo Road signalized
intersection operates overall acceptably in all analysis periods in the AM but is overall
LOS F in most 15-minute analysis periods in the PM. St Francis Drive and Zia Road
operates overall F in most analysis periods in the AM and PM, with oversaturated
conditions and queueing in the eastbound left lane. St Francis Drive and Sawmill Road
operates overall acceptably in all analysis periods in the AM and PM. Each
intersection has numerous movements that operate at LOS E or worse in the AM and
PM.

In the build analysis, St Francis Drive and Zia Road operates at an overall acceptable
LOS in all 15-minute analysis periods in the AM. In the PM, four analysis periods will
operate at overall LOS E or worse. The operation of the eastbound left movement
improves significantly in both AM PM; however, the eastbound thru/right movement
is expected to worsen, particularly in the AM. This is considered to be an acceptable
frade-off to the overall improvement to operations at the infersection due to the
proposed improvements,

The unsignalized intersections and site driveways operate acceptably in the existing,
no build, and build analyses.

B. RECOMMENDATIONS

e All designs shall satisfy the Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices
(MUTCD) requirements.

e Atthe intersection of St Francis Drive and Zia Road it is recommended the
dual eastbound left-turn lanes be converted to three total turn lanes. The
inside most left-turn lane should be extended to a length of 275 feet from
the stop bar. The two outside lanes will also serve eastbound left furns,
which should extend 400 feet from the stop bar to the new Galisteo Road.

e With the friple eastbound left-turn lanes, the existing shared eastbound
thru and right-turn lane will need to be extended east of the Zia Road
and Galisteo Road intersection towards the new re-aligned Galisteo
Road intersection (see below). Traveling eastbound on Zia Road through
Galisteo Road, motorists must move right into the shared thru/right lane.
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ZIA STATION
SITE TRAFFIC ANALYSIS CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

Implementation of temporary signage alerting motorists of the new
intersection configuration will be needed.

e This project is proposing to re-align Galisteo Road to the west to increase
queue storage on Zia Road between Galisteo Road and St Francis Drive.

e |t is recommended that Zia Road and Galisteo Road operate as a left-
in/right-in/right-out only intersection. Due to the short distance between
this intersection and St Francis Drive, there are safety concerns for the
northbound and southbound left-turn movements attempting the cross
thru traffic (it is easy to misjudge how fast a vehicle is approaching). This
will require construction of a median to prevent northbound and
southbound left-turn movements. In addition, the northbound right turn
lane will be perpendicular to Zia Road, with a short bulb out to allow
passing eastbound drivers access to the eastbound through/right lane at
St Francis. This was done as it was considered unsafe to construct the
northbound right turn as a free right due to the potential of conflicts with
northbound right and eastbound drivers.

e A westbound left-turn lane at Zia Road and Candelero Road is
recommended to allow for u-turns. The removal of northbound and
southbound lefts from Galisteo Road onto Zia Road may result in motorists
performing u-turns at Candelero Road.

e East and westbound right-turn lanes are recommended from Zia Road
onto Galisteo Road and should be designed to NMDOT State Access
Management Manual (SAMM) deceleration lane standards.

e To accommodate the third eastbound left-turn lane at St Francis Drive
and Zia Road, additional improvements will be required at this
intersection. This includes adjusting the dual westbound left-turn lanes to
properly position the opposing left-turn lanes. Moving the westbound left-
turn lanes will require the pedestrian refuge to be located between the
westbound left-turn and westbound thru lanes. Other improves include
modifying the medians on St Francis to accommodate the eastbound
and westbound left-turn lane paths. Considerations for the northbound
signal and the drop inlet on St Francis may also be required.
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APPENDIX A
EXISTING DATA, TRAFFIC COUNTS, AND CRASH DATA



Mike Henderson Consulting, LLC
Albuquerque, NM

File Name : Galisteo & Calle Luminoso
Site Code : 00000000
Start Date : 3/10/2020
PageNo :1
Groups Printed- Cars - Trucks
Calle Luminoso Galisteo Rd Galisteo Rd
Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound
Start Time| Left| Thru| Right] RTOR |App.Total| Left| Thru| Right| RTOR [ App. Total Left| Thru| Right | RTOR | App. Total Left| Thru| Right] RTOR |App. Total | Int. Total |
06:00 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 0 0 7 0 0 0 0 0 7
06:15 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 10 0 0 10 0 1 0 0 1 11
06:30 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 16 0 0 16 0 2 0 0 2 18
06:45 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 11 0 0 11 0 1 0 0 1 13
Total 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 44 0 0 44 0 4 0 0 4 49
07:00 2 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 10 0 0 10 0 6 1 0 7 19
07:15 4 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 19 0 0 19 0 9 0 0 9 32
07:30 4 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 23 0 0 23 0 6 0 0 6 33
07:45 3 0 1 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 22 0 0 22 0 11 1 0 12 38
Total 13 0 1 0 14 0 0 0 0 0 0 74 0 0 74 0 32 2 0 34 122
08:00 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 17 0 0 17 0 9 0 0 9 27
08:15 2 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 19 0 0 19 0 5 0 0 5 26
08:30 3 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 24 0 0 24 0 13 0 0 13 40
08:45 4 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 20 0 0 20 0 12 0 0 12 36
Total 10 0 0 0 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 80 0 0 80 0 39 0 0 39 129
BLANK
16:00 1 0 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 10 0 0 10 0 24 4 0 28 40
16:15 1 0 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 1 13 0 0 14 0 13 2 0 15 31
16:30 2 0 1 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 20 0 0 20 0 30 1 0 31 54
16:45 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 9 0 0 9 0 28 2 0 30 40
Total 5 0 3 0 8 0 0 0 0 0 1 52 0 0 53 0 95 9 0 104 165
17:00 1 0 5 0 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 12 0 0 12 0 27 6 0 33 51
17:15 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 15 0 0 15 0 32 2 0 34 50
17:30 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 10 0 0 11 0 28 4 0 32 43
17:45 2 0 1 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 1 16 0 0 17 0 20 1 0 21 41
Total 4 0 6 0 10 0 0 0 0 0 2 53 0 0 55 0 107 13 0 120 185
18:00 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 6 0 0 7 0 25 1 0 26 34
18:15 2 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 0 0 6 0 18 0 0 18 26
18:30 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 10 0 0 10 0 24 1 0 25 36
18:45 2 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 2 9 0 0 11 0 13 1 0 14 27
Total 6 0 0 0 6 0 0 0 0 0 3 31 0 0 34 0 80 3 0 83 123
Grand Total 39 0 10 0 49 0 0 0 0 0 6 334 0 0 340 0 357 27 0 384 773
Apprch % 79.6 0 20.4 0 0 0 0 0 1.8 98.2 0 0 0 93 7 0
Total % 5 0 1.3 0 6.3 0 0 0 0 0 0.8 43.2 0 0 44 0 46.2 3.5 0 49.7
Cars 39 0 10 0 49 0 0 0 0 0 6 334 0 0 340 0 353 27 0 380 769
% Cars 100 0 100 0 100 0 0 0 0 0 100 100 0 0 100 0 98.9 100 0 99 99.5
Trucks 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 4 4
% Trucks 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 11 0 0 1 0.5




Mike Henderson Consulting, LLC
Albuquerque, NM

File Name : Galisteo & Calle Luminoso
Site Code : 00000000
Start Date : 3/10/2020

PageNo :2
Calle Luminoso Galisteo Rd Galisteo Rd
Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound
Start Time| Left] Thru| Right] RTOR [App.Total | Left| Thru| Right[ RTOR [App.Total | Left[ Thru| Right] RTOR [App.Total | Left] Thrul Right RTOR [App. Total | Int. Total |
Peak Hour Analysis From 06:00 to 11:45 - Peak 1 of 1
Peak Hour for Entire Intersection Begins at 07:45
07:45 3 0 1 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 22 0 0 22 0 11 1 0 12 38
08:00 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 17 0 0 17 0 9 0 0 9 27
08:15 2 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 19 0 0 19 0 5 0 0 5 26
08:30 3 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 24 0 0 24 0 13 0 0 13 40
Total Volume 9 0 1 0 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 82 0 0 82 0 38 1 0 39 131
% App. Total 90 0 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 100 0 0 0 0974 2.6 0
PHF .750 .000 250 000 625 000 .000 .000 .000 000 000 .854 .000 .000 .854 .000 .731 .250 .000 .750 .819
Cars 9 0 1 0 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 82 0 0 82 0 36 1 0 37 129
% Cars 100 0 100 0 100 0 0 0 0 0 0 100 0 0 100 0 947 100 0 94.9 98.5
Trucks 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2 2
% Trucks 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5.3 0 0 5.1 1.5
Peak Hour Analysis From 12:00 to 18:45 - Peak 1 of 1
Peak Hour for Entire Intersection Begins at 16:30
16:30 2 0 1 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 20 0 0 20 0 30 1 0 31 54
16:45 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 9 0 0 9 0 28 2 0 30 40
17:00 1 0 5 0 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 12 0 0 12 0 27 6 0 33 51
17:15 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 15 0 0 15 0 32 2 0 34 50
Total Volume 5 0 6 0 11 0 0 0 0 0 0 56 0 0 56 0 117 11 0 128 195
% App. Total 45.5 0 54.5 0 0 0 0 0 0 100 0 0 0 91.4 8.6 0
PHF| .625 .000 .300 000 .458 000 .000 .000 .000 000 000 .700 .000  .000 .700| .000 .914  .458 000 .941 .903
Cars 5 0 6 0 11 0 0 0 0 0 0 56 0 0 56 0 117 11 0 128 195
% Cars 100 0 100 0 100 0 0 0 0 0 0 100 0 0 100 0 100 100 0 100 100
Trucks 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
% Trucks 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0




Mike Henderson Consulting, LLC
Albuquerque, NM

File Name : Galisteo & Camino de Pabilo
Site Code : 00000000
Start Date : 3/10/2020

PageNo :1
Groups Printed- Cars - Trucks
Camino de Pabilo Galisteo Rd Galisteo Rd
Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound
Start Time| Left| Thru| Right] RTOR |App.Total| Left| Thru| Right| RTOR [ App. Total Left| Thru| Right | RTOR | App. Total Left| Thru| Right] RTOR |App. Total | Int. Total |
06:00 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 0 0 7 0 0 0 0 0 7
06:15 1 0 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 10 0 0 10 0 2 0 0 2 14
06:30 2 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 14 0 0 14 0 2 0 0 2 18
06:45 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 11 0 0 11 0 1 0 0 1 12
Total 3 0 1 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 42 0 0 42 0 5 0 0 5 51
07:00 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 10 0 0 10 0 6 0 0 6 16
07:15 1 0 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 18 0 0 18 0 8 1 0 9 29
07:30 3 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 20 0 0 20 0 7 0 0 7 30
07:45 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 21 0 0 21 0 12 0 0 12 34
Total 5 0 1 0 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 69 0 0 69 0 33 1 0 34 109
08:00 2 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 1 15 0 0 16 0 8 1 0 9 27
08:15 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 18 0 0 18 0 3 1 0 4 23
08:30 3 0 4 0 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 21 0 0 21 0 13 0 0 13 41
08:45 4 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 17 0 0 17 0 11 1 0 12 33
Total 10 0 4 0 14 0 0 0 0 0 1 71 0 0 72 0 35 3 0 38 124
BLANK
16:00 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 11 0 0 11 0 22 3 0 25 37
16:15 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 14 0 0 14 0 12 2 0 14 29
16:30 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 19 0 0 20 0 25 6 0 31 52
16:45 0 0 2 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 2 9 0 0 11 0 26 2 0 28 41
Total 0 0 5 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 3 53 0 0 56 0 85 13 0 98 159
17:00 2 0 2 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 1 12 0 0 13 0 25 7 0 32 49
17:15 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 13 0 0 13 0 32 0 0 32 46
17:30 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 3 10 0 0 13 0 26 2 0 28 42
17:45 0 0 2 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 17 0 0 17 0 19 2 0 21 40
Total 3 0 5 0 8 0 0 0 0 0 4 52 0 0 56 0 102 11 0 113 177
18:00 0 0 2 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 0 0 7 0 21 3 0 24 33
18:15 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 8 0 0 9 0 18 1 0 19 28
18:30 0 0 2 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 10 0 0 10 0 22 0 0 22 34
18:45 2 0 2 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 1 9 0 0 10 0 10 4 0 14 28
Total 2 0 6 0 8 0 0 0 0 0 2 34 0 0 36 0 71 8 0 79 123
Grand Total 23 0 22 0 45 0 0 0 0 0 10 321 0 0 331 0 331 36 0 367 743
Apprch % 51.1 0 48.9 0 0 0 0 0 3 97 0 0 0 90.2 9.8 0
Total % 3.1 0 3 0 6.1 0 0 0 0 0 1.3 432 0 0 44.5 0 445 4.8 0 49.4
Cars 23 0 21 0 44 0 0 0 0 0 9 319 0 0 328 0 325 36 0 361 733
% Cars 100 0 95.5 0 97.8 0 0 0 0 0 90 99.4 0 0 99.1 0 98.2 100 0 98.4 98.7
Trucks 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 0 0 3 0 6 0 0 6 10
% Trucks 0 0 45 0 2.2 0 0 0 0 0 10 0.6 0 0 0.9 0 1.8 0 0 1.6 1.3



Mike Henderson Consulting, LLC
Albuquerque, NM

File Name : Galisteo & Camino de Pabilo
Site Code : 00000000
Start Date : 3/10/2020

PageNo :2
Camino de Pabilo Galisteo Rd Galisteo Rd
Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound
Start Time| Left] Thru| Right] RTOR [App.Total | Left| Thru| Right[ RTOR [App.Total | Left[ Thru| Right] RTOR [App.Total | Left] Thrul Right RTOR [App. Total | Int. Total |
Peak Hour Analysis From 06:00 to 11:45 - Peak 1 of 1
Peak Hour for Entire Intersection Begins at 07:45
07:45 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 21 0 0 21 0 12 0 0 12 34
08:00 2 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 1 15 0 0 16 0 8 1 0 9 27
08:15 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 18 0 0 18 0 3 1 0 4 23
08:30 3 0 4 0 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 21 0 0 21 0 13 0 0 13 41
Total Volume 7 0 4 0 11 0 0 0 0 0 1 75 0 0 76 0 36 2 0 38 125
% App. Total | 63.6 0 364 0 0 0 0 0 1.3 987 0 0 0 947 5.3 0
PHF .583 .000 .250 000 .393 000 .000 .000 .000 .000 .250 .893 .000 .000 .905 .000 .692 .500 .000 731 .762
Cars 7 0 4 0 11 0 0 0 0 0 1 75 0 0 76 0 34 2 0 36 123
% Cars 100 0 100 0 100 0 0 0 0 0 100 100 0 0 100 0 944 100 0 94.7 98.4
Trucks 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2 2
% Trucks 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5.6 0 0 5.3 1.6
Peak Hour Analysis From 12:00 to 18:45 - Peak 1 of 1
Peak Hour for Entire Intersection Begins at 16:30
16:30 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 19 0 0 20 0 25 6 0 31 52
16:45 0 0 2 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 2 9 0 0 11 0 26 2 0 28 41
17:00 2 0 2 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 1 12 0 0 13 0 25 7 0 32 49
17:15 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 13 0 0 13 0 32 0 0 32 46
Total Volume 2 0 6 0 8 0 0 0 0 0 4 53 0 0 57 0 108 15 0 123 188
% App. Total 25 0 75 0 0 0 0 0 7 93 0 0 0 87.8 12.2 0
PHF| 250 .000 .750 .000 500 .000 .000 .000 .000 000 500 697 000  .000 713 000 .844 536 000 .961 .904
Cars 2 0 6 0 8 0 0 0 0 0 4 53 0 0 57 0 108 15 0 123 188
% Cars 100 0 100 0 100 0 0 0 0 0 100 100 0 0 100 0 100 100 0 100 100
Trucks 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
% Trucks 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0




Mike Henderson Consulting, LLC
Albuquerque, NM

File Name : Galisteo & Railrunner Entrance
Site Code : 00000000
Start Date : 3/10/2020

PageNo :1
Groups Printed- Cars - Trucks
Railrunner Entrance Galisteo Rd Galisteo Rd
Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound
Start Time| Left| Thru| Right] RTOR |App.Total| Left| Thru| Right| RTOR [ App. Total Left| Thru| Right | RTOR | App. Total Left| Thru| Right] RTOR |App. Total | Int. Total |
06:00 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 0 0 7 1 0 0 0 1 8
06:15 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 10 0 0 10 0 1 0 0 1 11
06:30 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 16 0 0 16 0 2 0 0 2 19
06:45 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 12 0 0 12 0 1 0 0 1 13
Total 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 45 0 0 45 1 4 0 0 5 51
07:00 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 12 0 0 12 6 6 0 0 12 25
07:15 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 7 0 10 0 19 3 0 22 2 6 0 0 8 40
07:30 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 29 0 0 29 0 7 0 0 7 36
07:45 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 23 1 0 24 0 11 0 0 11 36
Total 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 8 0 12 0 83 4 0 87 8 30 0 0 38 137
08:00 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 18 0 0 18 0 9 0 0 9 27
08:15 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 21 0 0 21 0 4 0 0 4 25
08:30 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 27 0 0 27 3 13 0 0 16 44
08:45 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 3 0 5 0 23 1 0 24 2 11 0 0 13 42
Total 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 4 0 6 0 89 1 0 90 5 37 0 0 42 138
BLANK
16:00 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 9 2 0 11 1 28 0 0 29 41
16:15 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 5 0 6 0 14 0 0 14 4 15 0 0 19 39
16:30 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 22 0 0 22 0 30 0 0 30 52
16:45 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 10 0 0 10 1 31 0 0 32 42
Total 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 6 0 7 0 55 2 0 57 6 104 0 0 110 174
17:00 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 2 0 12 1 0 13 0 32 0 0 32 47
17:15 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 2 0 16 0 0 16 2 34 0 0 36 54
17:30 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 10 0 0 10 5 33 0 0 38 49
17:45 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 8 0 10 0 15 2 0 17 3 18 0 0 21 48
Total 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 12 0 15 0 53 3 0 56 10 117 0 0 127 198
18:00 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 5 0 0 5 1 24 0 0 25 31
18:15 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 0 0 8 0 18 0 0 18 26
18:30 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 10 0 0 10 0 25 0 0 25 35
18:45 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 11 0 0 11 1 14 0 0 15 26
Total 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 34 0 0 34 2 81 0 0 83 118
Grand Total 0 0 0 0 0 10 0 32 0 42 0 359 10 0 369 32 373 0 0 405 816
Apprch % 0 0 0 0 23.8 0 76.2 0 0 97.3 2.7 0 7.9 92.1 0 0
Total % 0 0 0 0 0 1.2 0 3.9 0 5.1 0 44 1.2 0 45.2 3.9 45.7 0 0 49.6
Cars 0 0 0 0 0 10 0 31 0 41 0 355 10 0 365 30 371 0 0 401 807
% Cars 0 0 0 0 0 100 0 96.9 0 97.6 0 98.9 100 0 98.9 93.8 99.5 0 0 99 98.9
Trucks 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 4 0 0 4 2 2 0 0 4 9
% Trucks 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3.1 0 2.4 0 1.1 0 0 1.1 6.2 0.5 0 0 1 1.1



Mike Henderson Consulting, LLC
Albuquerque, NM

File Name : Galisteo & Railrunner Entrance
Site Code : 00000000
Start Date : 3/10/2020

PageNo :2
Railrunner Entrance Galisteo Rd Galisteo Rd
Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound
Start Time| Left] Thru| Right] RTOR [App.Total | Left| Thru| Right[ RTOR [App.Total | Left[ Thru| Right] RTOR [App.Total | Left] Thrul Right RTOR [App. Total | Int. Total |
Peak Hour Analysis From 06:00 to 11:45 - Peak 1 of 1
Peak Hour for Entire Intersection Begins at 07:15
07:15 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 7 0 10 0 19 3 0 22 2 6 0 0 8 40
07:30 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 29 0 0 29 0 7 0 0 7 36
07:45 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 23 1 0 24 0 11 0 0 11 36
08:00 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 18 0 0 18 0 9 0 0 9 27
Total Volume 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 7 0 11 0 89 4 0 93 2 33 0 0 35 139
% App. Total 0 0 0 0 36.4 0 636 0 0 957 4.3 0 57 943 0 0
PHF .000 .000 .000 .000 000 .333 .000 250 000 275 000 167 .333 .000 .802 .250 .750 .000 .000 .795 .869
Cars 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 7 0 11 0 87 4 0 91 2 33 0 0 35 137
% Cars 0 0 0 0 0 100 0 100 0 100 0 978 100 0 97.8 100 100 0 0 100 98.6
Trucks 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 2
% Trucks 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2.2 0 0 2.2 0 0 0 0 0 14
Peak Hour Analysis From 12:00 to 18:45 - Peak 1 of 1
Peak Hour for Entire Intersection Begins at 17:00
17:00 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 2 0 12 1 0 13 0 32 0 0 32 47
17:15 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 2 0 16 0 0 16 2 34 0 0 36 54
17:30 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 10 0 0 10 5 33 0 0 38 49
17:45 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 8 0 10 0 15 2 0 17 3 18 0 0 21 48
Total Volume 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 12 0 15 0 53 3 0 56 10 117 0 0 127 198
% App. Total 0 0 0 0 20 0 80 0 0 94.6 5.4 0 7.9 92.1 0 0
PHF| .000 .000 .000 .000 000| .375 000 375 000 .375| .000 .828  .375 000 .824 500 860 000  .000 836 .917
Cars 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 12 0 15 0 53 3 0 56 10 117 0 0 127 198
% Cars 0 0 0 0 0 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 100 0 100 100 100 0 0 100 100
Trucks 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
% Trucks 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0




Mike Henderson Consulting, LLC
Albuquerque, NM

File Name : St Francis & Sawmill
Site Code : 00000000
Start Date : 3/10/2020

PageNo :1
Groups Printed- Cars - Trucks
Sawmill Rd Sawmill Rd St Francis Dr St Francis Dr
Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound
Start Time| Left| Thru| Right] RTOR |App.Total| Left| Thru| Right| RTOR [ App. Total Left| Thru| Right | RTOR | App. Total Left| Thru| Right] RTOR |App. Total | Int. Total |
06:00 18 0 5 6 29 0 0 6 7 13 20 98 0 1 119 3 33 13 3 52 213
06:15 26 0 7 2 35 2 0 2 4 8 23 111 1 0 135 1 43 16 2 62 240
06:30 32 0 7 9 48 3 1 4 7 15 26 170 1 0 197 2 55 20 2 79 339
06:45 40 1 12 5 58 1 3 13 4 21 42 250 3 4 299 7 66 19 11 103 481
Total 116 1 31 22 170 6 4 25 22 57 111 629 5 5 750 13 197 68 18 296 1273
07:00 30 0 12 10 52 3 4 11 10 28 52 228 0 1 281 2 98 26 10 136 497
07:15 53 3 19 3 78 5 4 11 10 30 58 346 2 1 407 6 128 26 16 176 691
07:30 78 1 18 14 111 3 3 26 13 45 78 438 2 0 518 4 166 39 24 233 907
07:45 70 3 12 21 106 7 7 31 5 50 90 469 0 0 559 7 173 69 21 270 985
Total 231 7 61 48 347 18 18 79 38 153 278 1481 4 2 1765 19 565 160 71 815 3080
08:00 59 1 14 19 93 0 5 20 2 27 96 413 4 5 518 11 147 48 52 258 896
08:15 81 3 16 15 115 1 7 13 8 29 69 380 2 0 451 12 156 27 25 220 815
08:30 59 1 19 16 95 7 5 7 14 33 66 310 1 0 377 12 136 45 26 219 724
08:45 63 3 9 13 88 2 7 13 8 30 39 298 0 0 337 10 180 42 36 268 723
Total 262 8 58 63 391 10 24 53 32 119 270 1401 7 5 1683 45 619 162 139 965 3158
09:00 54 1 13 12 80 5 3 9 5 22 34 248 0 0 282 8 138 39 32 217 601
09:15 55 0 9 21 85 4 6 8 12 30 34 214 2 0 250 9 158 50 11 228 593
09:30 67 4 9 25 105 1 4 9 9 23 44 232 1 0 277 9 165 35 36 245 650
09:45 66 1 14 15 96 2 5 10 10 27 40 254 0 2 296 10 152 39 27 228 647
Total 242 6 45 73 366 12 18 36 36 102 152 948 3 2 1105 36 613 163 106 918 2491
10:00 55 1 12 16 84 0 2 7 12 21 27 202 1 0 230 8 158 41 17 224 559
10:15 68 3 5 17 93 1 2 4 12 19 22 189 2 0 213 10 136 60 13 219 544
10:30 75 6 20 13 114 2 4 6 9 21 34 205 1 0 240 11 151 56 31 249 624
10:45 63 4 16 20 103 3 5 7 11 26 42 198 0 1 241 12 143 67 10 232 602
Total 261 14 53 66 394 6 13 24 44 87 125 794 4 1 924 41 588 224 71 924 2329
BLANK
15:00 68 4 22 26 120 1 4 8 7 20 39 156 3 1 199 21 241 51 16 329 668
15:15 63 5 22 13 103 1 4 8 11 24 26 197 2 0 225 12 256 74 22 364 716
15:30 63 4 34 22 123 4 3 12 7 26 30 203 0 0 233 12 243 63 30 348 730
15:45 77 3 38 23 141 1 5 2 7 15 22 188 2 1 213 30 324 69 24 447 816
Total 271 16 116 84 487 7 16 30 32 85 117 744 7 2 870 75 1064 257 92 1488 2930
16:00 101 4 42 10 157 1 1 9 8 19 24 194 5 0 223 18 360 63 32 473 872
16:15 63 8 46 22 139 2 5 5 11 23 30 200 1 1 232 28 334 60 36 458 852
16:30 77 4 71 18 170 2 5 2 9 18 21 171 1 2 195 34 373 60 40 507 890
16:45 74 7 63 20 164 3 6 10 12 31 36 157 3 0 196 29 367 61 24 481 872
Total 315 23 222 70 630 8 17 26 40 91 111 722 10 3 846 109 1434 244 132 1919 3486




Mike Henderson Consulting, LLC
Albuquerque, NM

File Name : St Francis & Sawmill
Site Code : 00000000
Start Date : 3/10/2020

PageNo :2
Groups Printed- Cars - Trucks
Sawmill Rd Sawmill Rd St Francis Dr St Francis Dr
Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound
Start Time| Left| Thru| Right! RTOR | App.Total | Left| Thru| Right] RTOR [App.Total | Left] Thru| Right] RTOR [App.Total | Left| Thru| Right| RTOR [App. Total | Int. Total |
17:00 92 8 66 20 186 2 2 9 15 28 30 168 3 3 204 32 460 66 21 579 997
17:15 55 4 54 11 124 7 4 8 10 29 19 141 2 2 164 38 470 90 38 636 953
17:30 69 10 49 20 148 2 3 8 5 18 27 182 3 1 213 31 341 58 17 447 826
17:45 39 8 44 24 115 3 3 3 16 25 28 167 4 2 201 34 300 61 17 412 753
Total 255 30 213 75 573 14 12 28 46 100 104 658 12 8 782 135 1571 275 93 2074 3529
18:00 23 3 20 28 74 2 2 8 8 20 21 175 2 1 199 31 232 46 10 319 612
18:15 35 4 21 19 79 2 5 6 12 25 22 156 4 1 183 38 230 48 4 320 607
18:30 29 3 20 16 68 3 5 4 12 24 16 145 3 1 165 27 198 36 3 264 521
18:45 38 5 13 10 66 3 2 2 3 10 19 116 4 0 139 24 154 39 3 220 435
Total 125 15 74 73 287 10 14 20 35 79 78 592 13 3 686 120 814 169 20 1123 2175
19:00 23 6 10 6 45 2 0 2 15 19 22 115 3 0 140 27 158 49 6 240 444
19:15 22 3 9 20 54 2 2 3 11 18 16 87 5 1 109 16 154 41 6 217 398
19:30 22 10 15 8 55 0 0 0 9 9 10 56 2 1 69 23 132 33 4 192 325
19:45 19 1 9 16 45 0 3 0 5 8 12 83 1 0 96 18 96 32 1 147 296
Total 86 20 43 50 199 4 5 5 40 54 60 341 11 2 414 84 540 155 17 796 1463
Grand Total | 2164 140 916 624 3844 95 141 326 365 927 | 1406 8310 76 33 9825 677 8005 1877 759 11318 25914
Apprch % 56.3 3.6 23.8 16.2 10.2 15.2 35.2 39.4 14.3 84.6 0.8 0.3 6 70.7 16.6 6.7
Total % 8.4 0.5 35 2.4 14.8 0.4 0.5 1.3 1.4 3.6 5.4 32.1 0.3 0.1 37.9 2.6 30.9 7.2 2.9 43.7
Cars| 2118 140 883 604 3745 95 139 318 354 906 | 1341 8106 75 32 9554 664 7803 1843 737 11047 25252
% Cars 97.9 100 96.4 96.8 97.4 100 98.6 97.5 97 97.7 95.4 97.5 98.7 97 97.2 98.1 97.5 98.2 97.1 97.6 97.4
Trucks 46 0 33 20 99 0 2 8 11 21 65 204 1 1 271 13 202 34 22 271 662
% Trucks 2.1 0 3.6 3.2 2.6 0 1.4 25 3 2.3 4.6 25 1.3 3 2.8 1.9 2.5 1.8 2.9 2.4 2.6




Mike Henderson Consulting, LLC
Albuquerque, NM

File Name : St Francis & Sawmill
Site Code : 00000000
Start Date : 3/10/2020

PageNo :3
Sawmill Rd Sawmill Rd St Francis Dr St Francis Dr
Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound
Start Time| Left| Thru| Right| RTOR [App.Total| Left] Thru| Right] RTOR [App.Total| Left] Thru| Right] RTOR [App.Total | Left] Thru| Right] RTOR [App. Total | Int. Total |
Peak Hour Analysis From 06:00 to 11:45 - Peak 1 of 1
Peak Hour for Entire Intersection Begins at 07:30
07:30 78 1 18 14 111 3 3 26 13 45 78 438 2 0 518 4 166 39 24 233 907
07:45 70 3 12 21 106 7 7 31 5 50 90 469 0 0 559 7 173 69 21 270 985
08:00 59 1 14 19 93 0 5 20 2 27 96 413 4 5 518 11 147 48 52 258 896
08:15 81 3 16 15 115 1 7 13 8 29 69 380 2 0 451 12 156 27 25 220 815
Total Volume 288 8 60 69 425 11 22 90 28 151 333 1700 8 5 2046 34 642 183 122 981 3603
% App. Total 67.8 1.9 14.1 16.2 7.3 14.6 59.6 18.5 16.3 83.1 0.4 0.2 3.5 65.4 18.7 124
PHF| .889 .667 .833 .821 924 | .393 786  .726  .538 755| .867 906  .500  .250 915| .708 928 .663  .587 .908 .914
Cars 281 8 58 66 413 11 22 87 28 148 329 1672 8 5 2014 33 632 179 119 963 3538
% Cars 97.6 100 96.7 95.7 97.2 100 100 96.7 100 98.0 98.8 98.4 100 100 98.4 97.1 98.4 97.8 97.5 98.2 98.2
Trucks 7 0 2 3 12 0 0 3 0 3 4 28 0 0 32 1 10 4 3 18 65
% Trucks 2.4 0 3.3 4.3 2.8 0 0 3.3 0 2.0 1.2 1.6 0 0 1.6 2.9 1.6 2.2 2.5 1.8 1.8
Peak Hour Analysis From 12:00 to 19:45 - Peak 1 of 1
Peak Hour for Entire Intersection Begins at 16:30
16:30 77 4 71 18 170 2 5 2 9 18 21 171 1 2 195 34 373 60 40 507 890
16:45 74 7 63 20 164 3 6 10 12 31 36 157 3 0 196 29 367 61 24 481 872
17:00 92 8 66 20 186 2 2 9 15 28 30 168 3 3 204 32 460 66 21 579 997
17:15 55 4 54 11 124 7 4 8 10 29 19 141 2 2 164 38 470 90 38 636 953
Total Volume 298 23 254 69 644 14 17 29 46 106 106 637 9 7 759 133 1670 277 123 2203 3712
% App. Total 46.3 3.6 394 10.7 13.2 16 27.4 43.4 14 83.9 1.2 0.9 6 75.8 12.6 5.6
PHF .810 .719 .894 .863 .866 .500 .708 125 167 .855 .7136 .931 .750 .583 .930 .875 .888 .769 .769 .866 .931
Cars 293 23 245 69 630 14 17 29 45 105 103 616 9 7 735 132 1643 274 119 2168 3638
% Cars 98.3 100 96.5 100 97.8 100 100 100 97.8 99.1 97.2 96.7 100 100 96.8 99.2 98.4 98.9 96.7 98.4 98.0
Trucks 5 0 9 0 14 0 0 0 1 1 3 21 0 0 24 1 27 3 4 35 74
% Trucks 1.7 0 3.5 0 2.2 0 0 0 2.2 0.9 2.8 3.3 0 0 3.2 0.8 1.6 1.1 3.3 1.6 2.0




Mike Henderson Consulting, LLC
Albuquerque, NM

File Name : St Francis & Zia
Site Code : 00000000
Start Date : 3/3/2020

PageNo :1
Groups Printed- Cars - Trucks
Zia Rd Zia Rd St Francis Dr St Francis Dr
Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound
Start Time| Left| Thru| Right] RTOR |App.Total| Left| Thru| Right| RTOR [ App. Total Left| Thru| Right | RTOR | App. Total Left| Thru| Right] RTOR |App. Total | Int. Total |
06:00 34 4 2 0 40 2 3 3 0 8 7 135 3 1 146 4 48 5 3 60 254
06:15 36 2 2 1 41 1 2 6 0 9 5 130 5 4 144 2 56 4 5 67 261
06:30 71 10 5 3 89 5 2 6 0 13 10 182 7 5 204 5 83 6 4 98 404
06:45 78 12 9 4 103 9 4 8 1 22 6 263 16 9 294 11 89 14 9 123 542
Total 219 28 18 8 273 17 11 23 1 52 28 710 31 19 788 22 276 29 21 348 1461
07:00 74 13 4 1 92 16 2 6 5 29 10 264 9 9 292 11 120 14 12 157 570
07:15 93 36 12 3 144 8 6 5 16 35 16 378 27 15 436 10 175 18 21 224 839
07:30 118 42 4 7 171 15 10 20 22 67 21 500 23 27 571 26 207 31 18 282 1091
07:45 145 62 12 2 221 15 14 9 26 64 16 476 37 25 554 30 209 37 28 304 1143
Total 430 153 32 13 628 54 32 40 69 195 63 1618 96 76 1853 77 711 100 79 967 3643
08:00 97 42 8 2 149 15 11 6 26 58 31 478 20 28 557 36 233 35 19 323 1087
08:15 124 26 4 2 156 20 18 7 21 66 33 357 23 9 422 24 189 39 26 278 922
08:30 104 32 9 2 147 16 14 8 18 56 32 316 18 10 376 18 251 44 29 342 921
08:45 89 46 7 3 145 15 13 16 32 76 11 359 16 23 409 33 196 37 16 282 912
Total 414 146 28 9 597 66 56 37 97 256 107 1510 77 70 1764 111 869 155 90 1225 3842
09:00 77 19 6 2 104 17 18 12 10 57 8 299 10 14 331 33 179 33 14 259 751
09:15 94 34 4 0 132 25 20 9 12 66 7 283 9 11 310 22 195 43 12 272 780
09:30 79 22 3 4 108 21 12 16 13 62 9 248 14 10 281 26 192 51 19 288 739
09:45 92 33 7 3 135 15 22 14 11 62 13 245 14 12 284 31 178 57 13 279 760
Total 342 108 20 9 479 78 72 51 46 247 37 1075 47 47 1206 112 744 184 58 1098 3030
10:00 87 27 2 2 118 26 19 23 10 78 7 244 19 17 287 31 183 55 20 289 772
10:15 89 22 4 6 121 23 26 21 23 93 8 222 9 17 256 29 187 40 24 280 750
10:30 82 17 9 1 109 20 29 21 11 81 5 216 14 17 252 49 213 69 17 348 790
10:45 103 18 6 2 129 30 22 22 18 92 8 229 14 21 272 41 161 60 19 281 774
Total 361 84 21 11 477 99 96 87 62 344 28 911 56 72 1067 150 744 224 80 1198 3086
BLANK
15:00 76 33 4 0 113 44 29 24 25 122 10 231 16 17 274 43 326 106 21 496 1005
15:15 111 35 8 0 154 55 36 21 37 149 12 232 21 14 279 48 261 105 16 430 1012
15:30 89 32 11 1 133 54 50 22 31 157 13 224 13 13 263 40 306 86 22 454 1007
15:45 97 25 8 1 131 49 41 11 34 135 12 238 19 16 285 29 349 100 41 519 1070
Total 373 125 31 2 531 202 156 78 127 563 47 925 69 60 1101 160 1242 397 100 1899 4094
16:00 83 22 20 1 126 46 38 13 22 119 17 215 20 11 263 61 415 97 28 601 1109
16:15 55 22 15 1 93 47 27 10 24 108 13 255 30 14 312 59 429 83 15 586 1099
16:30 94 52 19 1 166 68 60 17 22 167 18 230 20 15 283 50 417 104 41 612 1228
16:45 87 27 11 1 126 67 51 9 23 150 12 205 19 13 249 54 408 108 30 600 1125
Total 319 123 65 4 511 228 176 49 91 544 60 905 89 53 1107 224 1669 392 114 2399 4561




Mike Henderson Consulting, LLC
Albuquerque, NM

File Name : St Francis & Zia
Site Code : 00000000
Start Date : 3/3/2020

PageNo :2
Groups Printed- Cars - Trucks
Zia Rd Zia Rd St Francis Dr St Francis Dr
Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound
Start Time| Left| Thru| Right! RTOR | App.Total | Left| Thru| Right] RTOR [App.Total | Left] Thru| Right] RTOR [App.Total | Left| Thru| Right| RTOR [App. Total | Int. Total |
17:00 56 24 12 6 98 80 73 12 32 197 19 242 17 13 291 49 524 126 30 729 1315
17:15 82 36 6 0 124 83 74 17 27 201 14 203 18 10 245 66 490 140 43 739 1309
17:30 70 33 12 1 116 87 48 3 15 153 15 182 15 18 230 46 347 109 35 537 1036
17:45 57 27 8 2 94 48 41 13 27 129 15 167 19 10 211 57 364 110 29 560 994
Total 265 120 38 9 432 298 236 45 101 680 63 794 69 51 977 218 1725 485 137 2565 4654
18:00 77 23 12 3 115 55 37 9 22 123 10 160 19 10 199 45 276 107 13 441 878
18:15 70 25 11 3 109 50 46 7 19 122 7 140 23 13 183 36 246 91 10 383 797
18:30 54 19 7 1 81 52 29 31 15 127 2 97 9 8 116 27 247 69 10 353 677
18:45 50 12 10 3 75 26 17 11 14 68 8 117 10 5 140 25 178 47 18 268 551
Total 251 79 40 10 380 183 129 58 70 440 27 514 61 36 638 133 947 314 51 1445 2903
19:00 42 17 5 2 66 24 19 13 16 72 7 124 8 7 146 18 194 59 9 280 564
19:15 44 9 3 2 58 20 16 6 8 50 5 81 4 7 97 18 158 43 12 231 436
19:30 40 9 9 0 58 15 22 3 11 51 5 89 3 5 102 11 163 54 5 233 444
19:45 29 10 3 3 45 10 11 5 3 29 3 79 3 1 86 16 148 55 7 226 386
Total 155 45 20 7 227 69 68 27 38 202 20 373 18 20 431 63 663 211 33 970 1830
Grand Total | 3129 1011 313 82 4535 | 1294 1032 495 702 3523 480 9335 613 504 10932 | 1270 9590 2491 763 14114 33104
Apprch % 69 22.3 6.9 1.8 36.7 29.3 14.1 19.9 4.4 85.4 5.6 4.6 9 67.9 17.6 5.4
Total % 9.5 3.1 0.9 0.2 13.7 3.9 3.1 1.5 2.1 10.6 1.4 28.2 1.9 1.5 33 3.8 29 7.5 2.3 42.6
Cars| 3112 1000 294 81 4487 | 1274 1025 488 697 3484 450 9138 600 489 10677 | 1255 9370 2475 762 13862 32510
% Cars 99.5 98.9 93.9 98.8 98.9 98.5 99.3 98.6 99.3 98.9 93.8 97.9 97.9 97 97.7 98.8 97.7 99.4 99.9 98.2 98.2
Trucks 17 11 19 1 48 20 7 7 5 39 30 197 13 15 255 15 220 16 1 252 594
% Trucks 0.5 1.1 6.1 1.2 1.1 1.5 0.7 1.4 0.7 1.1 6.2 2.1 2.1 3 2.3 1.2 2.3 0.6 0.1 1.8 1.8




Mike Henderson Consulting, LLC
Albuquerque, NM

File Name : St Francis & Zia
Site Code : 00000000
Start Date : 3/3/2020
PageNo :3
Zia Rd ZiaRd St Francis Dr St Francis Dr
Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound
Start Time| Left| Thru| Right| RTOR [App.Total| Left] Thru| Right] RTOR [App.Total| Left] Thru| Right] RTOR [App.Total | Left] Thru| Right] RTOR [App. Total | Int. Total |
Peak Hour Analysis From 06:00 to 11:45 - Peak 1 of 1
Peak Hour for Entire Intersection Begins at 07:30
07:30 118 42 4 7 171 15 10 20 22 67 21 500 23 27 571 26 207 31 18 282 1091
07:45 145 62 12 2 221 15 14 9 26 64 16 476 37 25 554 30 209 37 28 304 1143
08:00 97 42 8 2 149 15 11 6 26 58 31 478 20 28 557 36 233 35 19 323 1087
08:15 124 26 4 2 156 20 18 7 21 66 33 357 23 9 422 24 189 39 26 278 922
Total Volume 484 172 28 13 697 65 53 42 95 255 101 1811 103 89 2104 116 838 142 91 1187 4243
% App. Total | 69.4  24.7 4 1.9 255 208 165 373 48 86.1 4.9 4.2 9.8 70.6 12 7.7
PHF| .834 .694 583 .464 .788 | .813 736 525  .913 951| 765 906 .696  .795 921| .806 .899 .910 .813 919 .928
Cars 483 168 28 13 692 62 53 39 93 247 92 1778 102 87 2059 113 821 140 90 1164 4162
% Cars 99.8 97.7 100 100 99.3 95.4 100 92.9 97.9 96.9 91.1 98.2 99.0 97.8 97.9 97.4 98.0 98.6 98.9 98.1 98.1
Trucks 1 4 0 0 5 3 0 3 2 8 9 33 1 2 45 3 17 2 1 23 81
% Trucks 0.2 2.3 0 0 0.7 4.6 0 7.1 2.1 3.1 8.9 1.8 1.0 2.2 21 2.6 2.0 1.4 1.1 1.9 1.9
Peak Hour Analysis From 12:00 to 19:45 - Peak 1 of 1
Peak Hour for Entire Intersection Begins at 16:30
16:30 94 52 19 1 166 68 60 17 22 167 18 230 20 15 283 50 417 104 41 612 1228
16:45 87 27 11 1 126 67 51 9 23 150 12 205 19 13 249 54 408 108 30 600 1125
17:00 56 24 12 6 98 80 73 12 32 197 19 242 17 13 291 49 524 126 30 729 1315
17:15 82 36 6 0 124 83 74 17 27 201 14 203 18 10 245 66 490 140 43 739 1309
Total Volume 319 139 48 8 514 298 258 55 104 715 63 880 74 51 1068 219 1839 478 144 2680 4977
% App. Total 62.1 27 9.3 1.6 41.7 36.1 7.7 14.5 5.9 824 6.9 4.8 8.2 68.6 17.8 5.4
PHF .848 .668 .632 .333 174 .898 .872 .809 .813 .889 .829 .909 .925 .850 918 .830 877 .854 .837 .907 .946
Cars 319 137 47 8 511 294 257 54 103 708 54 872 73 50 1049 219 1813 478 144 2654 4922
% Cars 100 98.6 97.9 100 99.4 98.7 99.6 98.2 99.0 99.0 85.7 99.1 98.6 98.0 98.2 100 98.6 100 100 99.0 98.9
Trucks 0 2 1 0 3 4 1 1 1 7 9 8 1 1 19 0 26 0 0 26 55
% Trucks 0 1.4 21 0 0.6 1.3 0.4 1.8 1.0 1.0 14.3 0.9 1.4 2.0 1.8 0 1.4 0 0 1.0 1.1




St. Francis Drive South Side St. Francis Dr. & Sawmill Rd.* 9/16/2019 8:14

Configuration

Controller Sequence Priority
1 2 3 45 6 7 8 9 10 11 12

RinglPhases.. 1 2|3 4|9 10|0 0 0 O 0 O

Ring2Phases.. 5 6 |7 8|11 12|0 0 0O O O O
Phase

1 2 3 45 6 7 8 9 10 11 12

InUse...... X X X X X X X X
Exclusive Ped . . .
Direction . . ..
Overlap
A B C D
Direction . ..

Load Switch Channel/Driver Group Assign (Info Only):
Load Signal
Switch Driver Group
(MMU) Phase/
Channel Ovlap Ped

(o]
DOWP0RN®NOTAWNR
X X x X'
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Configuration Continued

EnableBIU:1 2 3456 7 8
Terminal/Facilities. . . . X X . . . . ..
Detector Rack. . . . ... ) G

Type 2 Runsas Type 1... X
MMU Disable. . ...... .
Diagnostic Enable. . . .. .
Peer-Peer Comm Enable. . . .

1 2 3 45 6 7 8 9 10
Peer To Peer Addresses . . 255 255 255 255 255 255 255 255 255 255

Port 2:

Port 2 Protocol ... ... .. Terminal
Port2 Enable .. ....... NO
AB3418 Address. . ....... 0
AB3418 Group Address. . . . .. 0
AB3418 Response Delay . .. .. 0
AB3418 Single Flag Enable . .. NO
AB3418 Drop-Out Time. . . ... 0
AB3418 TOD SF Select. . . ... 0
DataRate........... 1200 bps
Data, Parity, Stop. . ... .. 8,0, 1
Port 3:

Port 3 Protocol . ....... Telemetry
Port3Enable......... YES
Telemetry Address . ... ... 3

System Detector 9-16 Address. . 0
Telemetry Response Delay. . . . 8000

AB3418 Address. . ....... 0
AB3418 Group Address. . . ... 0
AB3418 Response Delay . . . .. 0
AB3418 Single Flag Enable . .. NO
AB3418 Drop-Out Time. . .. .. 0
AB3418 TOD SF Select. . . . .. 0
Duplex. ............ Full
DataRate........... 1200 bps

Data, Parity, Stop. . ... .. 8,0, 1



St. Francis Drive South Side St. Francis Dr. & Sawmill Rd.* 9/16/2019 8:14

Configuration Continued

Event Enabling Alarm Enabling
Critical RFE'S (MMU/TF) . . ... X ALARM1........... .
Non-Critical RFE'S (DET/TEST).. X ALARM2........... .
Detector Errors .. .. ..... X ALARM3........... .
Coordination Errors . . ... .. X ALARMA4........... .
MMU Flash Faults. .. ... ... X ALARMS5........... .
Local Flash Faults. . ... ... X ALARMG6........... .
Preempt............. X ALARM7........... .
Power On/Off. . . ........ X ALARMS8........... .
Low Battery . .......... . ALARMO9........... .
ALARM10........... .
ALARM11........... .
ALARM12. .......... .
ALARM 13........... .
ALARM 14. .......... .
ALARM15........... .
ALARM16........... .

Supervisor Access Code. .. ****
Data Change Access Code . . ****

MMU Compatibility Program (Info Only)

Channel Is Allowed to Time With Channel
16151413121110 98 765432

OCoO~NOUIA_WNBE

Version Info:

Software Assy. Part No. Version
Boot 27831 2.83
Program 45561 7.6
Application .3

Help 27891 6.13

Configuration 27918 C000
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By-Phase Timing Data

Phase

_ _ 1 2 3 45 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
Direction
Minimum Green 715 7 7 7 15 7 7 7 5 5 5
Bike MinGreen 0 O O O O O O O O O O O
Cond ServyMinGmm 0 0 0O 0 0 O O 0 0O O 0 O
Walk O 7 07 07 07 0O0O0OTO
Ped Clearance 7 19 7 37 7 19 7 37 7 16 0 16
Veh Extension 3.0 5.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 5.0 3.0 3.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Alt Veh Exten 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Max Extension 5 5 5 5 5 055 0 0 0O

Max 1 15 30 15 20 15 30 15 20 0 O O O
Max 2 20 35 20 25 20 35 20 25 0O O O O
Max 3 20 50 20 30 20 50 20 30 O O O O

Det. Fail Max O 0O 0OOOOO OO OO0OTPO

Yellow Change 3.0 4.3 3.0 3.0 3.0 4.3 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0
Red Clearance 1.0 1.4 1.0 43 1.0 1.4 1.0 43 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
Red Revert 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
Act. B4 Init 0O 00O OO OO O0OO0OTO0OTO
Sec/Actuation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Initial 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30
Time B4 Reducton 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 O 0 O O O
Cars Waiting 0O 0O 0OOO0O OO 0O O0OO0OTDO

Time ToReduce O O O O O 0O 0O O O O O O

Minimum Gap 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
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No-Serve Phases

Phase Cannot Serve With Phase
Phase 12 11 10 9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2

ol
REoco~Nonpwpe
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Ped Carryover

Ped Start Phase Carry Over Phase
1 0
2 0
3 0
4 0
5 0
6 0
7 0
8 0
9 0
10 0
11 0

12 0



St. Francis Drive South Side St. Francis Dr. & Sawmill Rd.* 9/16/2019 8:14

Vehicle/Ped Phase as Overlap

Ped Phase As Overlap

Ped Consists of Ped Phases
Ovlap
Phase 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
Veh Phase As Overlap
Veh Consists of Veh Phases
Ovlap
Phase 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
1 X .
2 X .
3 X .
4 X .
5 X .
6 X .
7 X
8 X .
9 X ..
10 X .
11 X .
12 X
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Overlap Data

Overlap A Phase:1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
Standard. . ......
Protected .. ... .. .
Permitted . ... ... .o
Enable Lag. ...... .o
Enable Lead . . .. .. .
Spare . ........ G e
Advance Green Tlmer ....... 0.0
Green VYellow Red
Lag/Lead Timers......... 0.0 0.0 0.0

Overlap B Phase:1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
Standard. . ......
Protected .. ... .. .
Permitted . ... ... .o
Enable Lag. . ..... .o
Enable Lead . ... .. .
Spare . ........ G e
Advance Green Tlmer ....... 0.0
Green VYellow Red
Lag/Lead Timers......... 0.0 0.0 0.0

Overlap C Phase:1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
Standard. . ......
Protected .. ..... .
Permitted . ... ... .o
Enable Lag. . ... .. .o
Enable Lead . ... .. .
Spare . ........ G e
Advance Green Tlmer ....... 0.0
Green VYellow Red
Lag/Lead Timers......... 0.0 0.0 0.0

Overlap D Phase:1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
Standard. . ......
Protected .. ... .. .
Permitted .. ... .. .o
Enable Lag. . ... .. .o
Enable Lead . .. ... .
Spare . ........ G e
Advance Green Tlmer ....... 0.0
Green VYellow Red
Lag/Lead Timers......... 0.0 0.0 0.0
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Power Start, Remote Flash

Phase
4567 89101112
Power Start. . . .. X oL X
External Start . . . X ...
Into Remote Flash.. . . .. .. ... ...
Exit Remote Flash.. . . . . ... ... .. Overlap
Remote Flash Yellow. . . . . ... ... .. ABCD
Flash Together ... . . . . . .. ... ... ...

Initialization Interval:
Power Start . . ... ... Green
External Start. . . . ... Green

Power Start All Red Time.. 3
Power Start Flash Time. .. 5

Remote Flash Options:

Out of Flash Yellow .... NO
Out of Flash All Red. ... NO
Minimum Recall. . . . ... NO
Alternate Flash . .. ... NO

Flash Thru Load Switches.. NO
Cycle Through Phases. ... NO
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Option Data

Phase

1234567 89101112
Guaranteed Passage . . . . . . .. ... ...
Call ToNonActuated 1. . X . . . X . ... ..
Call ToNonActuated2. . . . X ... X .. ..
DualEntry....... ... X ... X . ...
Conditional Service .. . . . . . . ... ...
Conditional Reservice. . . . . . . . ... ..
Actuated RestinWalk . . . . .. . ... ...
FlashingWalk . . ... . . . ... ... ...

Enable Programmable Options

Dual Entry. . ......... ON Backup Protection Group 1.... ON
Conditional Service . .. ... OFF Backup Protection Group 2 . ... OFF

Ped Clearance Protection. . . . OFF Backup Protection Group 3. ... OFF
Special Preempt Overlap Flash . OFF Simultaneous Gap Group 1. .. .. OFF
Cond Service Det Cross Switch . OFF Simultaneous Gap Group 2. .. .. OFF
Lock Detectors in Red Only. . . OFF Simultaneous Gap Group 3. .. .. OFF

Five Section Left Turn Control
Phases: 5-2 7-4 1-6 3-8 11-10 9-12
Left Turn Head. . ..
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Recall Data, Dimming

Phase
1234567 89101112

Locking Detector. ... . . . . . .. ... ..
Vehicle Recall. . . .. XL X
PedestrianRecall . .. . . . . . . .. . ...
Recall ToMax..... . . . ... ... ...
SoftRecall ...... . ... . ... ....

Don'tRestHere.... . . . . ... .. ...
Ped DarkifNoCall .. . . . . . ... . ...

Dimming:
Load Switch
1 2 3 456 7 8 910111213141516
Green/Walk. ... NO NO NO NO NO NO NO NO NO NO NO NO NO NO NO NO
Yellow/Ped Clear. NO NO NO NO NO NO NO NO NO NO NO NO NO NO NO NO
Red/Don't Walk. . NO NO NO NO NO NO NO NO NO NO NO NO NO NO NO NO
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Detector Type/Timers

Locking Log Timers Don't Reset
Det. Memory Enable Extend Delay Extend Type

1 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
2 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
3 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
4 NO NO O00 O 0 - Normal
5 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
6 NO NO O00 O 0 - Normal
7 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
8 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
9 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
10 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
11 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
12 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
13 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
14 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
15 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
16 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
17 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
18 NO NO O00 O 0 - Normal
19 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
20 NO NO O00 O 0 - Normal
21 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
22 NO NO O00 O 0 - Normal
23 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
24 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
25 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
26 NO NO O00 O 0 - Normal
27 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
28 NO NO O00 O 0 - Normal
29 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
30 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
31 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
32 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal

Detector Names

Det 1: Detector 1 Det 17: Detector 17
Det 2: Detector 2 Det 18: Detector 18
Det 3: Detector 3 Det 19: Detector 19
Det 4: Detector 4 Det 20: Detector 20
Det 5: Detector 5 Det 21: Detector 21
Det 6: Detector 6 Det 22: Detector 22
Det 7: Detector 7 Det 23: Detector 23
Det 8: Detector 8 Det 24: Detector 24
Det 9: Detector 9 Det 25: Detector 25
Det 10: Detector 10 Det 26: Detector 26
Det 11: Detector 11 Det 27: Detector 27
Det 12: Detector 12 Det 28: Detector 28
Det 13: Detector 13 Det 29: Detector 29
Det 14: Detector 14 Det 30: Detector 30
Det 15: Detector 15 Det 31: Detector 31

Det 16: Detector 16 Det 32: Detector 32
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Detector Type/Timers

33 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
34 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
35 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
36 NO NO O00 O 0 - Normal
37 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
38 NO NO O00 O 0 - Normal
39 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
40 NO NO O00 O 0 - Normal
41 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
42 NO NO O00 O 0 - Normal
43 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
44 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
45 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
46 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
47 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
48 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
49 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
50 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
51 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
52 NO NO O00 O 0 - Normal
53 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
54 NO NO O00 O 0 - Normal
55 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
56 NO NO O00 O 0 - Normal
57 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
58 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
59 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
60 NO NO O00 O 0 - Normal
61 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
62 NO NO O00 O 0 - Normal
63 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
64 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal

Detector Names

Det 33: Detector 33 Det 49: Detector 49
Det 34: Detector 34 Det 50: Detector 50
Det 35: Detector 35 Det 51: Detector 51
Det 36: Detector 36 Det 52: Detector 52
Det 37: Detector 37 Det 53: Detector 53
Det 38: Detector 38 Det 54: Detector 54
Det 39: Detector 39 Det 55: Detector 55
Det 40: Detector 40 Det 56: Detector 56
Det 41: Detector 41 Det 57: Detector 57
Det 42: Detector 42 Det 58: Detector 58
Det 43: Detector 43 Det 59: Detector 59
Det 44: Detector 44 Det 60: Detector 60
Det 45: Detector 45 Det 61: Detector 61
Det 46: Detector 46 Det 62: Detector 62
Det 47: Detector 47 Det 63: Detector 63

Det 48: Detector 48 Det 64: Detector 64
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Detector Phase Assignment

Phase
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
X .
X

@CO\IOO'I#OJI\)HE
—
X
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Detector Cross Switching

Phase
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12

@m\lm(ﬂbwl\)Hg
pLA
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Detector Cross Switching

Phase
Det. 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
33
34
35
36
37
38
39
40
41
42
43
44
45
46
47
48
49
50
51
52
53
54
55
56
57
58
59
60
61
62
63
64
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Ped/SD Local Assign,Log Interval

Phase Ped Detector
1 2 3 45 6 7 8 910 11 12
Is Ped DetectorNo.... 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12

*Local System Detector No.
1234567 8910111213141516
Is Local DetectorNo... 0 0000 00000000O0O0O

Detector Log Interval .. O

*NOTE: System master designations cross referenced to local
system detector numbers are:

SDA1=1&9

SDA2=2& 10
SDB1=3& 11
SDB2 =4 & 12
SDC1=5&13
SDC2=6& 14
SDD1 =7 & 15
SDD2 =8 & 16
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Diagnostic Plans/Fail Action

Detector
Plan 1 2 3 5 6 7 8 910 11 12 13 14 15 16
1 Diagnostic 0 0 0O 00O0OO0OOOODOOOODO
Scaing 1 11 1111111111111
2 Diagnostic 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0O 0O 0O OOOOO0OO
Scaing 1 11 1111111111111
3 Diagnostic 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0O 0O O OOOOO0OO
Scaing 1 11 1111111111111
4 Diagnostc 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0O 0O 0O OOOO0OO0OO
Scaing 1 11 1111111111111
5 Diagnostic 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0O 0O OO OOOO0OO
Scaing 1 11 1111111111111
6 Diagnostc 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0O 0O O OOOOOO
Scaing 1 11 1111111111111
7 Diagnostic 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0O 0O O OOOOOO
Scaing 1 11 1111111111111
8 Diagnostic 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0O 0O 0O OOOOO0OO
Scaing 1 11 1111111111111
*FailAction 0 0 0 0O O O 0O O OOOOOOODO

4
0

Detector
Plan 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30 31 32
1 Diagnostic 0 0 0 0 0 0 0O O 0O 0 O O O O OO
Scaing 111 1111111111111
2 Diagnostic 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 O 0O O OO OO
Scaing 111 1111111111111
3 Diagnostic 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 O O O O O OO
Scaing 111 1111111111111
4 Diagnostic 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0O 0O OOOO
Scaing 111 1111111111111
5 Diagnostic 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 O O O O O OO
Scaing 111 1111111111111
6 Diagnostic 0 0 0 0 0 0O 0 0 0 O O OO OOO
Scaing 111 1111111111111
7 Diagnostic 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 O O O OO OO
Scaing 111 1111111111111
8 Diagnostic 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 O O O O O OO
Scaing 111 1111111111111
*Fail Acion 0 0 0 O 0O 0 0 O O 0O 0O O O O OO

*NOTE: 0 = No Action, 1 = Min Recall, 2 = Max Recall in Effect
3 = Detector Fail Max Tiime from By-Phase Timing Data
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Diagnostic Plans/Fail Action

Detector
Plan 33 34 35 36 37 38 39 40 41 42 43 44 45 46 47 48
1 Diagnostic 0 0 0O 0 0O 0 0O 0O OO OOOOODO
Scaing 1 11 1111111111111
2 Diagnostic 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0O 0O 0O OOOOO0OO
Scaing 1 11 1111111111111
3 Diagnostic 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0O 0O O OOOOO0OO
Scaing 1 11 1111111111111
4 Diagnostc 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0O 0O 0O OOOO0OO0OO
Scaing 1 11 1111111111111
5 Diagnostic 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0O 0O OO OOOO0OO
Scaing 1 11 1111111111111
6 Diagnostc 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0O 0O O OOOOOO
Scaing 1 11 1111111111111
7 Diagnostic 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0O 0O O OOOOOO
Scaing 1 11 1111111111111
8 Diagnostic 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0O 0O 0O OOOOO0OO
Scaing 1 11 1111111111111
*FailAction 0 0 0 0O O O 0O O OOOOOOODO

Detector
Plan 49 50 51 52 53 54 55 56 57 58 59 60 61 62 63 64
1 Diagnostic 0 0 0 0 0 0 0O O 0O 0 O O O O OO
Scaing 111 1111111111111
2 Diagnostic 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 O 0O O OO OO
Scaing 111 1111111111111
3 Diagnostic 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 O O O O O OO
Scaing 111 1111111111111
4 Diagnostic 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0O 0O OOOO
Scaing 111 1111111111111
5 Diagnostic 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 O O O O O OO
Scaing 111 1111111111111
6 Diagnostic 0 0 0 0 0 0O 0 0 0 O O OO OOO
Scaing 111 1111111111111
7 Diagnostic 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 O O O OO OO
Scaing 111 1111111111111
8 Diagnostic 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 O O O O O OO
Scaing 111 1111111111111
*Fail Acion 0 0 0 O 0O 0 0 O O 0O 0O O O O OO

*NOTE: 0 = No Action, 1 = Min Recall, 2 = Max Recall in Effect
3 = Detector Fail Max Tiime from By-Phase Timing Data
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Ped Diagnostic Plans

Plan 1 2 3 45 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
1 Diagnostic 0O 0 0 0 0 0 O O O O O O
Scaing 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
2 Diagnostc O 0 0 0 0 0O O 0O O O O O
Scaing 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
3 Diagnostc 0O 0 0 0 0 0O O 0O O O O O
Scaing 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
4 Diagnhostic 0O 0 0 0 0 0 0O 0O O 0 0 O
Scaing 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
5 Diagnostc O 0 0 0 0 0 O 0O O O O O
Scaing 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
6 Diagnostc O 0 0 0 0 0O 0O O O O O O
Scaing 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
7 Diagnostc O 0 0 0 0 0O O O O O O O
Scaing 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
8 Diagnostc 0 0 0 0 0 0 O O O O O O
Scaing 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
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Detector Diagnostic Intervals

Diagnostic *No-Activity *Max Presence
Number  Diagnostic Interval Diagnostic Interval Erratic Counts

1 0 0] 0
2 0 0 0
3 0 0] 0
4 0 0 0
5 0] 0] 0
6 0 0 0
7 0] 0] 0
8 0 0 0
9 0] 0] 0
10 0 0 0
11 0] 0] 0
12 0 0 0
13 0] 0] 0
14 0 0 0
15 0] 0] 0
16 0 0 0
17 0] 0] 0
18 0 0 0
19 0] 0] 0
20 0 0 0
21 0] 0] 0
22 0 0 0
23 0] 0] 0
24 0 0 0
25 0] 0] 0
26 0 0 0
27 0] 0] 0
28 0 0 0
29 0 0] 0
30 0 0 0
31 0 0] 0
32 0 0 0

*NOTE: Scaling is specified in each detector diagnostic plan.
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Speed Detectors

Local Speed Detector

One Detector Speed: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Local Detector Number.... 0 0 0 O O O O O
Vehicle Length . ... ... O 0O O OOO 0O
Loop Length......... 0O 0 0OO0O 0 OO

Two Detector Speed:

Local Detector Number.... 0 0 0 O O O O O
Speed Trap Length. . .. .. O 0 O OO0 0O
Local Speed Detector

One Detector Speed: 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
Local Detector Number.... 0 0 0 O O O O O
Vehicle Length . ... ... O 0O O OOO0O 0O
Loop Length......... 0O 0 0OOO 0 OO

Two Detector Speed:

Local Detector Number.... 0 0 0 O O O O O
Speed Trap Length. ... .. O 0O O OO0 0O
Units. . ........... Inches

NOTE: Speed Detector 1 = STA, Speed Detector 2 = STB
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Coordinator Manual Command and Options

Manual Enable . . . .. Pattern....... 0
Split Units . . . .. Seconds OffsetUnits . . . .. Seconds
Interconnect Format . STD Interconnect Source . TLM
Transition. . . ... SMOOTH Dwell Period. . . .. 15
Resync Count. . . .. 3
Actuated Coord Phase ... . Actuated Walk Rest . . . .
Inhibit Max Timing . ... X Max 2 Select. .. ... .
Floating Force Off . . .. X Multisync. ....... .

Phase
Split Demand: Call Time CycCount 1 2 3 456 7 8 9101112
Demand 1. . 0 0O X . X .........
Demand 2 . . 0 0O . XX .........

Phase

1 2 3 456 7 8 91011 12
Auto Permissive MinGreen. 0 0 0 0 0 0O O O O O O O

A B CDEF
Free Alternate Sequence . .
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Coordination Patterns

Pattern 2
Cycle Length.. 100 COS..... 411
Offset .. ... 4
Vehicle Permissive . . [1] 0 [2] O
Vehicle Perm 2 Displacement O Phase Reservice.. NO
Splits:  Phase 1- 12 2- 46 3- 27 4- 15
Phase 5- 12 6- 46 7- 27 8- 15
Phase 9- 010- 011- 012- 0 SplitSum:0
Split Extension/Ring [1] 0 [2] O
Split Demand Pattern [1] 0 [2] O
XRT Pattern. .. 0
Phase Number: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
CoordPhases.. . X . . . X
Veh Recall . .. . .
Veh Max Recall . . . .
PedRecall... . X . . . X
VehOmit.... . . . . . . . . . . ..
Alt Sequence.. A: . B: . C:. . D:. E:. F:.

Pattern 4
Cycle Length.. 130 COS..... 322
Offset. . ... 8
Vehicle Permissive .. [1] 0 [2] O
Vehicle Perm 2 Displacement 0 Phase Reservice.. NO
Splits: Phase 1- 7 2- 60 3- 18 4- 15
Phase 5- 7 6- 60 7- 18 8- 15
Phase 9- 010- 011- 012- O SplitSum:0
Split Extension/Ring [1] 0 [2] O
Split Demand Pattern [1] 0 [2] O
XRT Pattern. .. 0
Phase Number: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
Coord Phases.. . X . . . X
Veh Recall ... . .
Veh Max Recall . . .
PedRecall... . X . . . X
VehOmit.... . . . . . . . . . . ..
Alt Sequence .. A: . B: . C:.. D:. E:. F:.

Pattern 6
Cycle Length .. 130 COS..... 633
Offset .. ... 58
Vehicle Permissive . . [1] 0 [2] O
Vehicle Perm 2 Displacement O Phase Reservice.. NO
Splits: Phase 1- 8 2- 54 3- 18 4- 20
Phase5- 8 6- 54 7- 18 8- 20
Phase 9- 010- 011- 012- 0 SplitSum:0
Split Extension/Ring [1] 0 [2] O
Split Demand Pattern [1] 0 [2] O
XRT Pattern. .. 0
Phase Number: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
CoordPhases.. . X . . . X
Veh Recall ... . .
Veh Max Recall . .
Ped Recall . . . .
VehOmit.... . . . . . . . . . . ..
Alt Sequence.. A: . B: . C: . D:. E:. F:.
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Coordination Patterns

Pattern 8
Cycle Length .. 130 COS..... 344
Offset .. ... 0
Vehicle Permissive . . [1] 0 [2] O
Vehicle Perm 2 Displacement O Phase Reservice.. NO
Splits: Phase 1- 8 2- 56 3- 16 4- 20
Phase 5- 8 6- 56 7- 16 8- 20
Phase 9- 010- 011- 012- 0 SplitSum:0
Split Extension/Ring [1] 0 [2] O
Split Demand Pattern [1] 0 [2] O
XRT Pattern. .. 0
Phase Number: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
CoordPhases.. . X . . . X
Veh Recall . .. . .
Veh Max Recall . . . .
PedRecall... . X . . . X
VehOmit.... . . . . . . . . . . ..
Alt Sequence.. A: . B: . C:. . D:. E:. F:.

Pattern 10
Cycle Length.. 150 COS..... 123
Offset. . ... 70
Vehicle Permissive .. [1] 0 [2] O
Vehicle Perm 2 Displacement 0 Phase Reservice.. NO
Splits: Phase 1- 24 2- 38 3- 9 4- 29
Phase 5- 9 6- 53 7- 23 8- 15
Phase 9- 010- 011- 012- O SplitSum:0
Split Extension/Ring [1] 0 [2] O
Split Demand Pattern [1] 0 [2] O
XRT Pattern. .. 0
Phase Number: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
Coord Phases.. . X . . . X
Veh Recall ... . .
Veh Max Recall . . .
PedRecall... . X . . . X
VehOmit.... . . . . . . . . . . ..
Alt Sequence .. A: . B: . C:.. D:. E:. F:.

Pattern 20
Cycle Length.. 90 COS..... 111
Offset . . ... 41
Vehicle Permissive . . [1] 0 [2] O
Vehicle Perm 2 Displacement 0 Phase Reservice.. NO
Splits: Phase 1- 18 2- 39 3- 12 4- 21
Phase 5- 12 6- 45 7- 19 8- 14
Phase 9- 010- 011- 012- 0 SplitSum:0
Split Extension/Ring [1] 0 [2] O
Split Demand Pattern [1] O [2] O
XRT Pattern. .. 0
Phase Number: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
CoordPhases.. . X . . . X
Veh Recall . .. . .
Veh Max Recall . .
Ped Recall . . . .
VehOmit.... . . . . . . . . . . ..
Alt Sequence.. A: . B: . C:. D:. E:. F: .
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Coordination Patterns

Pattern 21

Cycle Length .. 110 COS..... 311
Offset .. ... 104

Vehicle Permissive . . [1] 0 [2] O
Vehicle Perm 2 Displacement O Phase Reservice.. NO
Splits:  Phase 1- 28 2- 41 3- 12 4- 29
Phase 5- 11 6- 58 7- 25 8- 16
Phase 9- 010- 011- 012- 0 SplitSum:0
Split Extension/Ring [1] 0 [2] O
Split Demand Pattern [1] 0 [2] O
XRT Pattern. .. 0
Phase Number: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
CoordPhases.. . X . . . X
Veh Recall . .. . .
Veh Max Recall . .
Ped Recall . . . .
VehOmit.... . . . . . . . . . . ..
Alt Sequence.. A: . B: . C:. . D:. E:. F:.

Pattern 22
Cycle Length .. 100 COS..... 212
Offset .. . . .. 59
Vehicle Permissive..[1] 0 [2] O
Vehicle Perm 2 Displacement 0 Phase Reservice.. NO
Splits: Phase 1- 18 2- 38 3- 16 4- 28
Phase 5- 16 6- 40 7- 25 8- 19
Phase 9- 010- 011- 012- O Split Sum:0
Split Extension/Ring [1] 0 [2] O
Split Demand Pattern [1] O [2] O
XRT Pattern. . . 0
Phase Number: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
CoordPhases.. . X . . . X
Veh Recall ... . .
Veh Max Recall . .
Ped Recall . . . .
VehOmit.... . . . . . . . . . . ..
Alt Sequence .. A: . B: . C:.. D:. E:. F:.

Pattern 23
Cycle Length .. 110 COS..... 312
Offset . . ... 46
Vehicle Permissive . . [1] 0 [2] O
Vehicle Perm 2 Displacement 0 Phase Reservice.. NO
Splits: Phase 1- 18 2- 50 3- 15 4- 27
Phase 5- 11 6- 57 7- 26 8- 16
Phase 9- 010- 011- 012- 0 SplitSum:0
Split Extension/Ring [1] 0 [2] O
Split Demand Pattern [1] O [2] O
XRT Pattern. .. 0
Phase Number: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
CoordPhases.. . X . . . X
Veh Recall . .. . .
Veh Max Recall . .
Ped Recall . . . .
VehOmit.... . . . . . . . . . . ..
Alt Sequence.. A: . B: . C:. D: . E:. F:.
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Coordination Patterns

Pattern 41
Cycle Length .. 115 COS..... 511
Offset . . ... 91
Vehicle Permissive . . [1] 0 [2] O
Vehicle Perm 2 Displacement 0 Phase Reservice.. NO
Splits: Phase 1- 30 2- 46 3- 11 4- 28
Phase 5- 11 6- 65 7- 24 8- 15
Phase 9- 010- 011- 012- 0 SplitSum:0
Split Extension/Ring [1] 0 [2] O
Split Demand Pattern [1] O [2] O
XRT Pattern. .. 0
Phase Number: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
CoordPhases.. . X . . . X
Veh Recall . .. . .
Veh Max Recall . .
Ped Recall . . . .
VehOmit.... . . . . . . . . . . ..
Alt Sequence.. A: . B: . C:. D: . E:. F:.

Pattern 43
Cycle Length .. 130 COS..... 433
Offset .. . . .. 10
Vehicle Permissive..[1] 0 [2] O
Vehicle Perm 2 Displacement 0 Phase Reservice.. NO
Splits: Phase 1- 18 2- 68 3- 15 4- 29
Phase 5- 11 6- 75 7- 28 8- 16
Phase 9- 010- 011- 012- O Split Sum:0
Split Extension/Ring [1] 0 [2] O
Split Demand Pattern [1] O [2] O
XRT Pattern. . . 0
Phase Number: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
CoordPhases.. . X . . . X
Veh Recall ... . .
Veh Max Recall . .
Ped Recall . . . .
VehOmit.... . . . . . . . . . . ..
Alt Sequence .. A: . B: . C:.. D:. E:. F:.
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Preemptors

Preemptor 1

Active . .......... . Det Lock. . ... . PedDark..... .
Priority Preemption. . . .. . Yel-Red To Grn.. . Ped Active.. ... .
Outputs Only During Hold . . . Flash All Outputs . Zero Ped CIr Time. .
Terminate Overlap ASAP ... . Terminate Phases. . Ped Cir Thru Yel . .
Don't Override Flash . ... . Duration Time... 0
Flash During Hold. . . . .. . Delay Time.... O
No CVMin Flash. . ... .. . Inhibit Time ... O
Fast Flash Grn on Hold Phase. . Min Ped Clear... O
Enable Max Time. ...... . Max Time..... 0

ExitMax..... 0

Min Hold Time... O
Hold Delay Time.. O

Green Yellow Red

Minimum . ... .. 0 0.0 0.0
TrackClear.... O 0.0 0.0
Hold........ 0.0 0.0

Phase/Overlap 1 2 3456 78 9101112/AB C D
TerminateOverlap . ... . . . . . . . . ... ... ..
Track Clearance Phase .. . . . . ... .. ...
HoldPhases....... . . . . . ... ....
ExitPhases....... . . ... ... ....
ExitCallsonPhase... . . . . . ... . ...

Out of Flash Color for Exit Phases . . .. Green

Preemptor 2

Active . .......... . Det Lock. . ... . PedDark..... .
Priority Preemption. . . .. . Yel-Red To Grn.. . Ped Active.. ... .
Outputs Only During Hold . . . Flash All Outputs . Zero Ped CIr Time. .
Terminate Overlap ASAP ... . Terminate Phases. . Ped CiIr Thru Yel . .
Don't Override Flash . ... . Duration Time... 0
Flash During Hold. . . . .. . Delay Time.... O
No CVMin Flash. . ..... . Inhibit Time ... O
Fast Flash Grn on Hold Phase. . Min Ped Clear... O
Enable Max Time. ...... . MaxTime . .... 0

ExitMax..... 0

Min Hold Time... O
Hold Delay Time.. O

Green Yellow Red

Minimum . ... .. 0 0.0 0.0
TrackClear.... O 0.0 0.0
Hold........ 0.0 0.0

Phase/Overlap 1 2 3456 78 9101112/AB C D
TerminateOverlap . ... . . . . . . . . ... ... ..
Track Clearance Phase .. . . . . ... .. ...
HoldPhases....... . . . . . ... ....
ExitPhases....... . . ... ... ....
ExitCallsonPhase... . . . . . ... . ...

Out of Flash Color for Exit Phases . . .. Green
Linked Preemptor.... O
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Preemptors

Preemptor 3

Active . .......... X Det Lock. .. .. . PedDark..... .
Priority Preemption. . . .. . Yel-Red To Grn.. . Ped Active.. ... .
Outputs Only During Hold . . . Flash All Outputs . Zero Ped CIr Time. .
Terminate Overlap ASAP ... . Terminate Phases. . Ped Cir Thru Yel . .
Don't Override Flash . ... . Duration Time... 0
Flash During Hold. . . . .. . Delay Time.... O
No CVMin Flash. . ... .. . Inhibit Time ... O
Fast Flash Grn on Hold Phase. . Min Ped Clear... O
Enable Max Time. ...... X MaxTime..... 90

ExitMax..... 0

Min Hold Time... O
Hold Delay Time.. O

Green Yellow Red

Minimum . ... .. 6 0.0 0.0
TrackClear.... O 0.0 0.0
Hold........ 0.0 0.0

Phase/Overlap 1 2 3456 78 9101112/AB C D
TerminateOverlap . ... . . . . . . . . ... ... ..
Track Clearance Phase .. . . . . . . . ... ..

Hold Phases . ...... . X Lo X
ExitPhases....... . X oo XL
ExitCallsonPhase ... . . . . ... .. ...
Out of Flash Color for Exit Phases . . .. Green
Linked Preemptor.... O
Preemptor 4
Active . .......... X Det Lock. . ... . PedDark..... .
Priority Preemption. . . .. . Yel-Red To Grn.. . Ped Active . ... .
Outputs Only During Hold . . . Flash All Outputs . Zero Ped CIr Time. .
Terminate Overlap ASAP ... . Terminate Phases. . Ped CIr Thru Yel . .
Don't Override Flash . ... . Duration Time... O
Flash During Hold. . . . .. . Delay Time.... O
No CVMin Flash. ... ... . Inhibit Time ... O
Fast Flash Grn on Hold Phase.. Min Ped Clear... 0O
Enable Max Time. ... ... X Max Time..... 90
ExitMax . .... 0

Min Hold Time... O
Hold Delay Time.. O

Green Yellow Red

Minimum . ... .. 6 0.0 0.0
TrackClear.... O 0.0 0.0
Hold........ 0.0 0.0

Phase/Overlap 1 2 3456 7 8 9101112/AB C D
TerminateOverlap . ... . . . . . . . . .. ... ...
Track Clearance Phase .. . . . . . .. ... ..
HoldPhases....... ... X .. X .....
ExitPhases....... ... X .. X .....
ExitCallsonPhase ... . . . . ... .. ...

Out of Flash Color for Exit Phases . . .. Green
Linked Preemptor.... O
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Preemptors

Preemptor 5

Active . .......... X Det Lock. .. .. . PedDark..... .
Priority Preemption. . . .. . Yel-Red To Grn.. . Ped Active.. ... .
Outputs Only During Hold . . . Flash All Outputs . Zero Ped CIr Time. .
Terminate Overlap ASAP ... . Terminate Phases. . Ped Cir Thru Yel . .
Don't Override Flash . ... . Duration Time... 0
Flash During Hold. . . . .. . Delay Time.... O
No CVMin Flash. . ... .. . Inhibit Time ... O
Fast Flash Grn on Hold Phase. . Min Ped Clear... O
Enable Max Time. ...... X MaxTime..... 90

ExitMax..... 0

Min Hold Time... O
Hold Delay Time.. O

Green Yellow Red

Minimum . ... .. 6 0.0 0.0
TrackClear.... O 0.0 0.0
Hold........ 0.0 0.0

Phase/Overlap 1 2 3456 78 9101112/AB C D
TerminateOverlap . ... . . . . . . . . ... ... ..
Track Clearance Phase .. . . . . . . . ... ..

Hold Phases . ... ... X LU X oL
Exit Phases . ...... XX
ExitCallsonPhase ... . . . . ... .. ...
Out of Flash Color for Exit Phases . . .. Green
Linked Preemptor.... O
Preemptor 6
Active . .......... X Det Lock. . ... . PedDark..... .
Priority Preemption. . . .. . Yel-Red To Grn.. . Ped Active . ... .
Outputs Only During Hold . . . Flash All Outputs . Zero Ped CIr Time. .
Terminate Overlap ASAP ... . Terminate Phases. . Ped CIr Thru Yel . .
Don't Override Flash . ... . Duration Time... O
Flash During Hold. . . . .. . Delay Time.... O
No CVMin Flash. ... ... . Inhibit Time ... O
Fast Flash Grn on Hold Phase.. Min Ped Clear... 0O
Enable Max Time. ... ... X Max Time..... 90
ExitMax . .... 0

Min Hold Time... O
Hold Delay Time.. O

Green Yellow Red

Minimum . ... .. 6 0.0 0.0
TrackClear.... O 0.0 0.0
Hold........ 0.0 0.0

Phase/Overlap 1 2 3456 7 8 9101112/AB C D
TerminateOverlap . ... . . . . . . . . .. ... ...
Track Clearance Phase .. . . . . . .. ... ..
Hold Phases . . ... .. X ... X ...,
Exit Phases ... .. .. X ... . X ......
ExitCallsonPhase ... . . . . ... .. ...

Out of Flash Color for Exit Phases . . .. Green
Linked Preemptor.... O
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Bus Preemptors

Bus Preemptor
1 2 3 4

Preemptor Active. .. ... ..
Detector Lock . . ....... . . . .
Maximum Time. ......... 0 0 0 0

Reservice Time. . ....... 0 0 0 0
Delay Time........... O 0O o0 o0
Inhibit Time. . ........ 0 0 0 0
Entrance Green. ........ 0 0 0 0
Entrance Ped Clearance. . . .. 0 0 0 0
Entrance Yellow........ 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Entrance Red.......... 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Minimum Hold Time . ... ... 0 0 0 0
Hold Phases

123456 7 8 91011 12

Preemptor1..... .
Preemptor 2. .. .. .
Preemptor 3. .. .. .
Preemptor4 ... .. .
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NIC/TOD Clock/Calendar

Manual NIC Program Step . . ... ... 0

Manual TOD Program Step .. ...... 0

NIC Resync Time............ 0000

Sync Referenceis........... Reference Time

Week 1 Begins on 1st Sunday . ..... NO If NO, then week containing Jan. 1
Disable Daylight Savings Time . . . .. NO

Daylight Savings
Begins Last Sunday in March . . .. .. NO If NO, then Second Sunday as per 2007 DST Law
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TOD Weekly/Yearly

Weekly Program Numbers
1 2 3 45 6 7 8 9 10

Sunday... 3 5 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 Program No.
Monday... 1 4 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 Program No.
Tuesday... 1 4 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 Program No.

Wednesday.. 1 4 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 Program No.
Thursday.. 1 4 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 Program No.
Friday...1 4 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 Program No.
Saturday.. 3 5 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 Program No.

Week of Year
12 3 456 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18
Prog2 2 2222222 222222222

19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30 31 32 33 34 35 36
Prog 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2222 222

37 38 39 40 41 42 43 44 45 46 47 48 49 50 51 52 53
Prog 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
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Holiday Programs

Holiday Type Month Day of Week/ Week of Year/ Program
Day of Month Year

1 Fixed O 0 0 0
2 Fixed O 0 0 0
3 Fixed O 0 0 0
4 Fixed O 0 0 0
5 Fixed O 0 0 0
6 Fixed O 0 0 0
7 Fixed O 0 0 0
8 Fixed O 0 0 0
9 Fixed O 0 0 0
10 Fixed O 0 0 0
11 Fixed O 0] 0 0]
12 Fixed O 0 0 0
13 Fixed O 0] 0 0]
14 Fixed O 0 0 0
15 Fixed O 0] 0 0
16 Fixed O 0 0 0
17 Fixed O 0] 0 0]
18 Fixed O 0 0 0
19 Fixed O 0] 0 0]
20 Fixed O 0 0 0
21 Fixed O 0] 0 0]
22 Fixed O 0 0 0
23 Fixed O 0] 0 0]
24 Fixed O 0 0 0
25 Fixed O 0] 0 0]
26 Fixed O 0 0 0
27 Fixed O 0] 0 0]
28 Fixed O 0 0 0
29 Fixed O 0 0 0
30 Fixed O 0 0 0
31 Fixed O 0 0 0
32 Fixed O 0 0 0
33 Fixed O 0 0 0
34 Fixed O 0 0 0
35 Fixed O 0 0 0
36 Fixed O 0 0 0
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NIC Program Steps

Step Program Step Begins Pattern Override

1 1 0630 20 NO
2 1 0715 21 NO
3 1 0900 20 NO
4 1 1100 22 NO
5 1 1500 23 NO
6 1 1930 0] NO
30 3 0900 22 NO
31 3 1930 0] NO
40 4 0630 20 NO
41 4 0715 41 NO
42 4 0900 20 NO
43 4 1100 22 NO
44 4 1500 43 NO
45 4 1830 20 NO
46 4 2200 0 NO
50 5 0730 20 NO
51 5 0900 23 NO
52 5 1700 20 NO
53 5 2200 0 NO
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TOD Program Steps




St. Francis Drive South Side St. Francis Dr. & Siringo Road* 9/16/2019 7:46

Configuration

Controller Sequence Priority
1 2 3 45 6 7 8 9 10 11 12

RinglPhases.. 1 2|3 4|9 10|0 0 0 O 0 O

Ring2Phases.. 5 6 |7 8|11 12|0 0 0O O O O
Phase

1 2 3 45 6 7 8 9 10 11 12

InUse...... X X X X X X X X
Exclusive Ped . . .
Direction . . ..
Overlap
A B C D
Direction . ..

Load Switch Channel/Driver Group Assign (Info Only):
Load Signal
Switch Driver Group
(MMU) Phase/
Channel Ovlap Ped

(o]
DOWP0RN®NOTAWNR
X X x X'
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Configuration Continued

EnableBIU:1 2 3456 7 8
Terminal/Facilities. . . . X X . . . . ..
Detector Rack. . . . ... ) G

Type 2 Runs as Type 1. .. .
MMU Disable. . ...... .
Diagnostic Enable. . . .. .
Peer-Peer Comm Enable. . . .

1 2 3 45 6 7 8 9 10
Peer To Peer Addresses . . 255 255 255 255 255 255 255 255 255 255

Port 2:

Port 2 Protocol ... ... .. Terminal
Port2 Enable .. ....... NO
AB3418 Address. . ....... 0
AB3418 Group Address. . . . .. 0
AB3418 Response Delay . .. .. 0
AB3418 Single Flag Enable . .. NO
AB3418 Drop-Out Time. . . ... 0
AB3418 TOD SF Select. . . ... 0
DataRate........... 1200 bps
Data, Parity, Stop. . ... .. 8,0, 1
Port 3:

Port 3 Protocol . ....... Telemetry
Port3Enable......... YES
Telemetry Address . ... ... 1
System Detector 9-16 Address. . 0
Telemetry Response Delay. ... 0
AB3418 Address. . ....... 0
AB3418 Group Address. . . ... 0
AB3418 Response Delay . . . .. 0
AB3418 Single Flag Enable . .. NO
AB3418 Drop-Out Time. . .. .. 0
AB3418 TOD SF Select. . . . .. 0
Duplex. ............ Full
DataRate........... 19.2k bps

Data, Parity, Stop. . ... .. 8, N,1
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Configuration Continued

Event Enabling Alarm Enabling
Critical RFE'S (MMU/TF) . . ... X ALARM1........... .
Non-Critical RFE'S (DET/TEST).. X ALARM2........... .
Detector Errors .. .. ..... X ALARM3........... .
Coordination Errors . . ... .. X ALARMA4........... .
MMU Flash Faults. .. ... ... X ALARMS5........... .
Local Flash Faults. . ... ... X ALARMG6........... .
Preempt............. X ALARM7........... .
Power On/Off. . . ........ X ALARMS8........... .
Low Battery . .......... X ALARMO9........... .
ALARM10........... .
ALARM11........... .
ALARM12. .......... .
ALARM 13........... .
ALARM 14. .......... .
ALARM15........... .
ALARM16........... .

Supervisor Access Code. .. ****
Data Change Access Code . . ****

MMU Compatibility Program (Info Only)

Channel Is Allowed to Time With Channel
16151413121110 98 765432

OCoO~NOUIA_WNBE

Version Info:

Software Assy. Part No. Version
Boot 27831 2.83
Program 45561 8.0
Application .3

Help 27891 6.43

Configuration 27918 C000
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By-Phase Timing Data

Phase

_ _ 1 2 3 45 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
Direction
Minimum Green 715 v 7 7 15 7 7 0 0O O O
Bike MinGreen 0 O O O O O O O O O O O
Cond ServyMinGmm 0 0 0O 0 0 O O 0 0O O 0 O
Walk O 7 07 07 07 0O0O0OTO
Ped Clearance 0 28 7 42 7 28 7 42 7 7 0 7
Veh Extension 2.5 4.0 3.0 4.0 2.5 4.0 3.0 4.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Alt Veh Exten 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Max Extension 0O 0O OO OOO 00O O o0 o

Max 1 14 35 14 17 14 35 14 17 0 0 O O
Max 2 18 45 18 20 18 45 18 20 0 0O O O
Max 3 20 55 20 25 20 55 20 25 O O O O

Det. Fail Max O 0O 0OOOOO OO OO0OTPO

Yellow Change 3.0 4.3 3.0 3.0 3.0 4.3 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0
Red Clearance 1.0 2.0 1.0 45 1.0 1.8 1.0 4.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Red Revert 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Act. B4 Init 0O 00O OO OO O0OO0OTO0OTO
Sec/Actuation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Initial 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 0 O 0 O
Time B4 Reducton 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 O 0 O O O
Cars Waiting 0O 0O 0OOO0O OO 0O O0OO0OTDO

Time ToReduce O O O O O 0O 0O O O O O O

Minimum Gap 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
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No-Serve Phases

Phase Cannot Serve With Phase
Phase 12 11 10 9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2

ol
REoco~Nonpwpe
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Ped Carryover

Ped Start Phase Carry Over Phase
1 0
2 0
3 0
4 0
5 0
6 0
7 0
8 0
9 0
10 0
11 0

12 0
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Vehicle/Ped Phase as Overlap

Ped Phase As Overlap

Ped Consists of Ped Phases
Ovlap
Phase 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
Veh Phase As Overlap
Veh Consists of Veh Phases
Ovlap
Phase 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
1 X .
2 X .
3 X .
4 X .
5 X .
6 X .
7 X
8 X .
9 X ..
10 X .
11 X .
12 X
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Overlap Data

Overlap A Phase:1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
Standard. . ......
Protected .. ... .. .
Permitted . ... ... .o
Enable Lag. ...... .o
Enable Lead . . .. .. .
Spare . ........ G e
Advance Green Tlmer ....... 0.0
Green VYellow Red
Lag/Lead Timers......... 0.0 0.0 0.0

Overlap B Phase:1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
Standard. . ......
Protected .. ... .. .
Permitted . ... ... .o
Enable Lag. . ..... .o
Enable Lead . ... .. .
Spare . ........ G e
Advance Green Tlmer ....... 0.0
Green VYellow Red
Lag/Lead Timers......... 0.0 0.0 0.0

Overlap C Phase:1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
Standard. . ......
Protected .. ..... .
Permitted . ... ... .o
Enable Lag. . ... .. .o
Enable Lead . ... .. .
Spare . ........ G e
Advance Green Tlmer ....... 0.0
Green VYellow Red
Lag/Lead Timers......... 0.0 0.0 0.0

Overlap D Phase:1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
Standard. . ......
Protected .. ... .. .
Permitted .. ... .. .o
Enable Lag. . ... .. .o
Enable Lead . .. ... .
Spare . ........ G e
Advance Green Tlmer ....... 0.0
Green VYellow Red
Lag/Lead Timers......... 0.0 0.0 0.0
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Power Start, Remote Flash

Phase
4567 89101112
Power Start. . . .. X oL X
External Start . . . X ...
Into Remote Flash.. . . .. .. ... ...
Exit Remote Flash.. . . . . ... ... .. Overlap
Remote Flash Yellow. . . . . ... ... .. ABCD
Flash Together ... . . . . . .. ... ... ...

Initialization Interval:
Power Start . ....... Red
External Start. . . . ... Green

Power Start All Red Time.. 3
Power Start Flash Time. .. 5

Remote Flash Options:

Out of Flash Yellow .... NO
Out of Flash All Red. ... NO
Minimum Recall. . . . ... NO
Alternate Flash . .. ... NO

Flash Thru Load Switches.. NO
Cycle Through Phases. ... NO
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Option Data

Phase
1234567 89101112
Guaranteed Passage . . . . . . .. ... ...

Call ToNonActuated1. . X . . . X . ... ..
Call ToNonActuated 2. . X . . . X .. .. ..
Dual Entry. ... ... XXX XL

Conditional Service .. . . . . . . ... ...
Conditional Reservice. . . . . . . . ... ..
Actuated RestinWalk . . . . .. . ... ...
FlashingWalk . . ... . . . ... ... ...

Enable Programmable Options

Dual Entry. . ......... ON Backup Protection Group 1.... ON
Conditional Service . .. ... OFF Backup Protection Group2.... ON

Ped Clearance Protection. . . . OFF Backup Protection Group 3. ... OFF
Special Preempt Overlap Flash . OFF Simultaneous Gap Group 1. .. .. OFF
Cond Service Det Cross Switch . OFF Simultaneous Gap Group 2. .. .. OFF
Lock Detectors in Red Only. . . OFF Simultaneous Gap Group 3. .. .. OFF

Five Section Left Turn Control
Phases: 5-2 7-4 1-6 3-8 11-10 9-12
Left Turn Head. . ..
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Recall Data, Dimming

Phase
1234567 89101112

Locking Detector. ... . . . . . .. ... ..
Vehicle Recall. . . .. XL X
PedestrianRecall . .. . . . . . . .. . ...
Recall ToMax..... . . . ... ... ...
SoftRecall ...... . ... . ... ....

Don'tRestHere.... . . . . ... .. ...
Ped DarkifNoCall .. . . . . . ... . ...

Dimming:
Load Switch
1 2 3 456 7 8 910111213141516
Green/Walk. ... NO NO NO NO NO NO NO NO NO NO NO NO NO NO NO NO
Yellow/Ped Clear. NO NO NO NO NO NO NO NO NO NO NO NO NO NO NO NO
Red/Don't Walk. . NO NO NO NO NO NO NO NO NO NO NO NO NO NO NO NO
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Detector Type/Timers

Locking Log Timers Don't Reset
Det. Memory Enable Extend Delay Extend Type

1 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
2 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
3 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
4 NO NO 40 O 1 - Extend/Delay
5 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
6 NO NO O00 O 0 - Normal
7 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
8 NO NO 40 O 1 - Extend/Delay
9 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
10 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
11 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
12 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
13 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
14 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
15 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
16 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
17 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
18 NO NO O00 O 0 - Normal
19 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
20 NO NO O00 O 0 - Normal
21 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
22 NO NO O00 O 0 - Normal
23 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
24 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
25 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
26 NO NO O00 O 0 - Normal
27 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
28 NO NO O00 O 0 - Normal
29 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
30 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
31 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
32 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal

Detector Names

Det 1: Detector 1 Det 17: Detector 17
Det 2: Detector 2 Det 18: Detector 18
Det 3: Detector 3 Det 19: Detector 19
Det 4: Detector 4 Det 20: Detector 20
Det 5: Detector 5 Det 21: Detector 21
Det 6: Detector 6 Det 22: Detector 22
Det 7: Detector 7 Det 23: Detector 23
Det 8: Detector 8 Det 24: Detector 24
Det 9: Detector 9 Det 25: Detector 25
Det 10: Detector 10 Det 26: Detector 26
Det 11: Detector 11 Det 27: Detector 27
Det 12: Detector 12 Det 28: Detector 28
Det 13: Detector 13 Det 29: Detector 29
Det 14: Detector 14 Det 30: Detector 30
Det 15: Detector 15 Det 31: Detector 31

Det 16: Detector 16 Det 32: Detector 32
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Detector Type/Timers

33 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
34 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
35 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
36 NO NO O00 O 0 - Normal
37 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
38 NO NO O00 O 0 - Normal
39 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
40 NO NO O00 O 0 - Normal
41 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
42 NO NO O00 O 0 - Normal
43 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
44 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
45 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
46 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
47 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
48 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
49 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
50 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
51 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
52 NO NO O00 O 0 - Normal
53 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
54 NO NO O00 O 0 - Normal
55 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
56 NO NO O00 O 0 - Normal
57 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
58 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
59 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
60 NO NO O00 O 0 - Normal
61 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
62 NO NO O00 O 0 - Normal
63 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal
64 NO NO 00 O 0 - Normal

Detector Names

Det 33: Detector 33 Det 49: Detector 49
Det 34: Detector 34 Det 50: Detector 50
Det 35: Detector 35 Det 51: Detector 51
Det 36: Detector 36 Det 52: Detector 52
Det 37: Detector 37 Det 53: Detector 53
Det 38: Detector 38 Det 54: Detector 54
Det 39: Detector 39 Det 55: Detector 55
Det 40: Detector 40 Det 56: Detector 56
Det 41: Detector 41 Det 57: Detector 57
Det 42: Detector 42 Det 58: Detector 58
Det 43: Detector 43 Det 59: Detector 59
Det 44: Detector 44 Det 60: Detector 60
Det 45: Detector 45 Det 61: Detector 61
Det 46: Detector 46 Det 62: Detector 62
Det 47: Detector 47 Det 63: Detector 63

Det 48: Detector 48 Det 64: Detector 64
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Detector Phase Assignment

Phase
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
X .
X

@CO\IOO'I#OJI\)HE
—
X
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Detector Cross Switching

Phase
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12

@m\lm(ﬂbwl\)Hg
pLA
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Detector Cross Switching

Phase
Det. 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
33
34
35
36
37
38
39
40
41
42
43
44
45
46
47
48
49
50
51
52
53
54
55
56
57
58
59
60
61
62
63
64
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Ped/SD Local Assign,Log Interval

Phase Ped Detector
1 2 3 45 6 7 8 910 11 12
Is Ped DetectorNo.... 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12

*Local System Detector No.
1234567 8910111213141516
Is Local Detector No. . .17 18192021222324 00000000

Detector Log Interval .. 15

*NOTE: System master designations cross referenced to local
system detector numbers are:

SDA1=1&9

SDA2=2& 10
SDB1=3& 11
SDB2 =4 & 12
SDC1=5&13
SDC2=6& 14
SDD1 =7 & 15
SDD2 =8 & 16
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Diagnostic Plans/Fail Action

Detector
Plan 1 2 3 5 6 7 8 910 11 12 13 14 15 16
1 Diagnostic 0 0 0O 00O0OO0OOOODOOOODO
Scaing 1 11 1111111111111
2 Diagnostic 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0O 0O 0O OOOOO0OO
Scaing 1 11 1111111111111
3 Diagnostic 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0O 0O O OOOOO0OO
Scaing 1 11 1111111111111
4 Diagnostc 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0O 0O 0O OOOO0OO0OO
Scaing 1 11 1111111111111
5 Diagnostic 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0O 0O OO OOOO0OO
Scaing 1 11 1111111111111
6 Diagnostc 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0O 0O O OOOOOO
Scaing 1 11 1111111111111
7 Diagnostic 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0O 0O O OOOOOO
Scaing 1 11 1111111111111
8 Diagnostic 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0O 0O 0O OOOOO0OO
Scaing 1 11 1111111111111
*FailAction 0 0 0 0O O O 0O O OOOOOOODO

4
0

Detector
Plan 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30 31 32
1 Diagnostic 0 0 0 0 0 0 0O O 0O 0 O O O O OO
Scaing 111 1111111111111
2 Diagnostic 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 O 0O O OO OO
Scaing 111 1111111111111
3 Diagnostic 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 O O O O O OO
Scaing 111 1111111111111
4 Diagnostic 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0O 0O OOOO
Scaing 111 1111111111111
5 Diagnostic 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 O O O O O OO
Scaing 111 1111111111111
6 Diagnostic 0 0 0 0 0 0O 0 0 0 O O OO OOO
Scaing 111 1111111111111
7 Diagnostic 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 O O O OO OO
Scaing 111 1111111111111
8 Diagnostic 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 O O O O O OO
Scaing 111 1111111111111
*Fail Acion 0 0 0 O 0O 0 0 O O 0O 0O O O O OO

*NOTE: 0 = No Action, 1 = Min Recall, 2 = Max Recall in Effect
3 = Detector Fail Max Tiime from By-Phase Timing Data
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Diagnostic Plans/Fail Action

Detector
Plan 33 34 35 36 37 38 39 40 41 42 43 44 45 46 47 48
1 Diagnostic 0 0 0O 0 0O 0 0O 0O OO OOOOODO
Scaing 1 11 1111111111111
2 Diagnostic 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0O 0O 0O OOOOO0OO
Scaing 1 11 1111111111111
3 Diagnostic 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0O 0O O OOOOO0OO
Scaing 1 11 1111111111111
4 Diagnostc 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0O 0O 0O OOOO0OO0OO
Scaing 1 11 1111111111111
5 Diagnostic 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0O 0O OO OOOO0OO
Scaing 1 11 1111111111111
6 Diagnostc 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0O 0O O OOOOOO
Scaing 1 11 1111111111111
7 Diagnostic 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0O 0O O OOOOOO
Scaing 1 11 1111111111111
8 Diagnostic 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0O 0O 0O OOOOO0OO
Scaing 1 11 1111111111111
*FailAction 0 0 0 0O O O 0O O OOOOOOODO

Detector
Plan 49 50 51 52 53 54 55 56 57 58 59 60 61 62 63 64
1 Diagnostic 0 0 0 0 0 0 0O O 0O 0 O O O O OO
Scaing 111 1111111111111
2 Diagnostic 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 O 0O O OO OO
Scaing 111 1111111111111
3 Diagnostic 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 O O O O O OO
Scaing 111 1111111111111
4 Diagnostic 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0O 0O OOOO
Scaing 111 1111111111111
5 Diagnostic 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 O O O O O OO
Scaing 111 1111111111111
6 Diagnostic 0 0 0 0 0 0O 0 0 0 O O OO OOO
Scaing 111 1111111111111
7 Diagnostic 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 O O O OO OO
Scaing 111 1111111111111
8 Diagnostic 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 O O O O O OO
Scaing 111 1111111111111
*Fail Acion 0 0 0 O 0O 0 0 O O 0O 0O O O O OO

*NOTE: 0 = No Action, 1 = Min Recall, 2 = Max Recall in Effect
3 = Detector Fail Max Tiime from By-Phase Timing Data
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Ped Diagnostic Plans

Plan 1 2 3 45 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
1 Diagnostic 0O 0 0 0 0 0 O O O O O O
Scaing 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
2 Diagnostc O 0 0 0 0 0O O 0O O O O O
Scaing 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
3 Diagnostc 0O 0 0 0 0 0O O 0O O O O O
Scaing 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
4 Diagnhostic 0O 0 0 0 0 0 0O 0O O 0 0 O
Scaing 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
5 Diagnostc O 0 0 0 0 0 O 0O O O O O
Scaing 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
6 Diagnostc O 0 0 0 0 0O 0O O O O O O
Scaing 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
7 Diagnostc O 0 0 0 0 0O O O O O O O
Scaing 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
8 Diagnostc 0 0 0 0 0 0 O O O O O O
Scaing 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
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Detector Diagnostic Intervals

Diagnostic *No-Activity *Max Presence
Number  Diagnostic Interval Diagnostic Interval Erratic Counts

1 2 0] 0
2 0 0 0
3 0 0] 0
4 0 0 0
5 0] 0] 0
6 0 0 0
7 0] 0] 0
8 0 0 0
9 0] 0] 0
10 0 0 0
11 0] 0] 0
12 0 0 0
13 0] 0] 0
14 0 0 0
15 0] 0] 0
16 0 0 0
17 0] 0] 0
18 0 0 0
19 0] 0] 0
20 0 0 0
21 0] 0] 0
22 0 0 0
23 0] 0] 0
24 0 0 0
25 0] 0] 0
26 0 0 0
27 0] 0] 0
28 0 0 0
29 0 0] 0
30 0 0 0
31 0 0] 0
32 0 0 0

*NOTE: Scaling is specified in each detector diagnostic plan.
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Speed Detectors

Local Speed Detector

One Detector Speed: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Local Detector Number.... 0 0 0 O O O O O
Vehicle Length . ... ... O 0O O OOO 0O
Loop Length......... 0O 0 0OO0O 0 OO

Two Detector Speed:

Local Detector Number.... 0 0 0 O O O O O
Speed Trap Length. . .. .. O 0 O OO0 0O
Local Speed Detector

One Detector Speed: 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
Local Detector Number.... 0 0 0 O O O O O
Vehicle Length . ... ... O 0O O OOO0O 0O
Loop Length......... 0O 0 0OOO 0 OO

Two Detector Speed:

Local Detector Number.... 0 0 0 O O O O O
Speed Trap Length. ... .. O 0O O OO0 0O
Units. . ........... Inches

NOTE: Speed Detector 1 = STA, Speed Detector 2 = STB
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Coordinator Manual Command and Options

Manual Enable . . . .. Pattern....... 0

Split Units . . . .. Seconds OffsetUnits . . . .. Seconds
Interconnect Format . STD Interconnect Source . TLM
Transition. . . . .. SMOOTH Dwell Period. . . .. 20
Resync Count. . . .. 0

Actuated Coord Phase ... X Actuated Walk Rest . . . .
Inhibit Max Timing . ... X Max 2 Select. .. ... .
Floating Force Off . . .. X Multisync. ....... .

Phase
Split Demand: Call Time CycCount 1 2 3 456 7 8 9101112
Demand 1. . 0 o . ... ...
Demand 2 . . 0 O ... ...

Phase
1 2 3 456 7 8 91011 12
Auto Permissive MinGreen. 0 0 0 0 0 0O O O O O O O

A B CDEF
Free Alternate Sequence . .
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Coordination Patterns

Pattern 1
Cycle Length .. 130 COS..... 322
Offset .. ... 62
Vehicle Permissive . . [1] 0 [2] O
Vehicle Perm 2 Displacement O Phase Reservice.. NO
Splits:  Phase 1- 27 2- 45 3- 12 4- 16
Phase 5- 13 6- 59 7- 12 8- 16
Phase 9- 010- 011- 012- 0 SplitSum:0
Split Extension/Ring [1] 0 [2] O
Split Demand Pattern [1] 0 [2] O
XRT Pattern. .. 0
Phase Number: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
CoordPhases.. . X . . . X
Veh Recall . .. . .
Veh Max Recall . .
Ped Recall . . . .
VehOmit.... . . . . . . . . . . ..
Alt Sequence.. A: . B: . C:. . D:. E:. F:.

Pattern 2
Cycle Length.. 130 COS..... 344
Offset. . ... 30
Vehicle Permissive .. [1] 0 [2] O
Vehicle Perm 2 Displacement 0 Phase Reservice.. NO
Splits: Phase 1- 17 2- 54 3- 18 4- 11
Phase 5- 17 6- 54 7- 18 8- 11
Phase 9- 410- 411- 412- 4 SplitSum:0
Split Extension/Ring [1] 0 [2] O
Split Demand Pattern [1] 0 [2] O
XRT Pattern. .. 0
Phase Number: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
Coord Phases.. . X . . . X
Veh Recall ... . .
Veh Max Recall . .
Ped Recall . .. .
VehOmit.... . . . . . . . . . . ..
Alt Sequence .. A: . B: . C:.. D:. E:. F:.

Pattern 3
Cycle Length.. 100 COS..... 411
Offset .. ... 0
Vehicle Permissive . . [1] 0 [2] O
Vehicle Perm 2 Displacement O Phase Reservice.. NO
Splits:  Phase 1- 15 2- 50 3- 20 4- 15
Phase 5- 15 6- 50 7- 20 8- 15
Phase 9- 010- 011- 012- 0 SplitSum:0
Split Extension/Ring [1] 0 [2] O
Split Demand Pattern [1] 0 [2] O
XRT Pattern. .. 0
Phase Number: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
CoordPhases.. . X . . . X
Veh Recall ... . .
Veh Max Recall . .
Ped Recall . . . .
VehOmit.... . . . . . . . . . . ..
Alt Sequence.. A: . B: . C: . D:. E:. F:.
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Coordination Patterns

Pattern 4
Cycle Length .. 115 COS..... 511
Offset .. ... 60
Vehicle Permissive . . [1] 0 [2] O
Vehicle Perm 2 Displacement O Phase Reservice.. NO
Splits:  Phase 1- 15 2- 50 3- 20 4- 15
Phase 5- 15 6- 50 7- 20 8- 15
Phase 9- 010- 011- 012- 0 SplitSum:0
Split Extension/Ring [1] 0 [2] O
Split Demand Pattern [1] 0 [2] O
XRT Pattern. .. 0
Phase Number: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
CoordPhases.. . X . . . X
Veh Recall . .. . .
Veh Max Recall . .
Ped Recall . . . .
VehOmit.... . . . . . . . . . . ..
Alt Sequence.. A: . B: . C:. . D:. E:. F:.

Pattern 5
Cycle Length .. 115 COS..... 521
Offset. . ... 0
Vehicle Permissive .. [1] 0 [2] O
Vehicle Perm 2 Displacement 0 Phase Reservice.. NO
Splits: Phase 1- 15 2- 50 3- 20 4- 15
Phase 5- 15 6- 50 7- 20 8- 15
Phase 9- 010- 011- 012- O SplitSum:0
Split Extension/Ring [1] 0 [2] O
Split Demand Pattern [1] 0 [2] O
XRT Pattern. .. 0
Phase Number: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
Coord Phases.. . X . . . X
Veh Recall ... . .
Veh Max Recall . .
Ped Recall . .. .
VehOmit.... . . . . . . . . . . ..
Alt Sequence .. A: . B: . C:.. D:. E:. F:.

Pattern 6
Cycle Length .. 130 COS..... 623
Offset .. ... 58
Vehicle Permissive . . [1] 0 [2] O
Vehicle Perm 2 Displacement O Phase Reservice.. NO
Splits:  Phase 1- 10 2- 66 3- 14 4- 10
Phase 5- 10 6- 66 7- 14 8- 10
Phase 9- 010- 011- 012- 0 SplitSum:0
Split Extension/Ring [1] 0 [2] O
Split Demand Pattern [1] 0 [2] O
XRT Pattern. .. 0
Phase Number: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
CoordPhases.. . X . . . X
Veh Recall ... . .
Veh Max Recall . .
Ped Recall . . . .
VehOmit.... . . . . . . . . . . ..
Alt Sequence.. A: . B: . C: . D:. E:. F:.
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Coordination Patterns

Pattern 7
Cycle Length .. 130 COS..... 621
Offset .. ... 50
Vehicle Permissive . . [1] 0 [2] O
Vehicle Perm 2 Displacement O Phase Reservice.. NO
Splits:  Phase 1- 10 2- 66 3- 14 4- 10
Phase 5- 10 6- 66 7- 14 8- 10
Phase 9- 010- 011- 012- 0 SplitSum:0
Split Extension/Ring [1] 0 [2] O
Split Demand Pattern [1] 0 [2] O
XRT Pattern. .. 0
Phase Number: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
CoordPhases.. . X . . . X
Veh Recall . .. . .
Veh Max Recall . .
Ped Recall . . . .
VehOmit.... . . . . . . . . . . ..
Alt Sequence.. A: . B: . C:. . D:. E:. F:.

Pattern 8
Cycle Length.. 130 COS..... 633
Offset. . ... 92
Vehicle Permissive .. [1] 0 [2] O
Vehicle Perm 2 Displacement 0 Phase Reservice.. NO
Splits: Phase 1- 27 2- 41 3- 14 4- 18
Phase 5- 8 6- 60 7- 14 8- 18
Phase 9- 010- 011- 012- O SplitSum:0
Split Extension/Ring [1] 0 [2] O
Split Demand Pattern [1] 0 [2] O
XRT Pattern. .. 0
Phase Number: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
Coord Phases.. . X . . . X
Veh Recall ... . .
Veh Max Recall . .
Ped Recall . .. .
VehOmit.... . . . . . . . . . . ..
Alt Sequence .. A: . B: . C:.. D:. E:. F:.

Pattern 9
Cycle Length .. 130 COS..... 644
Offset .. ... 64
Vehicle Permissive . . [1] 0 [2] O
Vehicle Perm 2 Displacement O Phase Reservice.. NO
Splits: Phase 1- 9 2- 54 3- 9 4- 28
Phase5- 8 6- 55 7- 9 8- 28
Phase 9- 010- 011- 012- 0 SplitSum:0
Split Extension/Ring [1] 0 [2] O
Split Demand Pattern [1] 0 [2] O
XRT Pattern. .. 0
Phase Number: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
CoordPhases.. . X . . . X
Veh Recall ... . .
Veh Max Recall . .
Ped Recall . . . .
VehOmit.... . . . . . . . . . . ..
Alt Sequence.. A: . B: . C: . D:. E:. F:.
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Coordination Patterns

Pattern 10
Cycle Length.. 150 COS..... 710
Offset .. ... 62
Vehicle Permissive . . [1] 0 [2] O
Vehicle Perm 2 Displacement O Phase Reservice.. NO
Splits:  Phase 1- 20 2- 50 3- 12 4- 17
Phase 5- 12 6- 59 7- 15 8- 14
Phase 9- 010- 011- 012- 0 SplitSum:0
Split Extension/Ring [1] 0 [2] O
Split Demand Pattern [1] 0 [2] O
XRT Pattern. .. 0
Phase Number: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
CoordPhases.. . X . . . X
Veh Recall . .. . .
Veh Max Recall . .
Ped Recall . . . .
VehOmit.... . . . . . . . . . . ..
Alt Sequence.. A: . B: . C:. . D:. E:. F:.

Pattern 20
Cycle Length.. 90 COS..... 111
Offset. . ... 33
Vehicle Permissive .. [1] 0 [2] O
Vehicle Perm 2 Displacement 0 Phase Reservice.. NO
Splits: Phase 1- 21 2- 37 3- 14 4- 18
Phase 5- 12 6- 46 7- 14 8- 18
Phase 9- 010- 011- 012- O SplitSum:0
Split Extension/Ring [1] 0 [2] O
Split Demand Pattern [1] 0 [2] O
XRT Pattern. .. 0
Phase Number: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
Coord Phases.. . X . . . X
Veh Recall ... . .
Veh Max Recall . .
Ped Recall . .. .
VehOmit.... . . . . . . . . . . ..
Alt Sequence .. A: . B: . C:.. D:. E:. F:.

Pattern 21
Cycle Length .. 110 COS..... 311
Offset .. ... 46
Vehicle Permissive . . [1] 0 [2] O
Vehicle Perm 2 Displacement O Phase Reservice.. NO
Splits:  Phase 1- 22 2- 50 3- 19 4- 19
Phase 5- 17 6- 55 7- 19 8- 19
Phase 9- 010- 011- 012- 0 SplitSum:0
Split Extension/Ring [1] 0 [2] O
Split Demand Pattern [1] 0 [2] O
XRT Pattern. .. 0
Phase Number: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
CoordPhases.. . X . . . X
Veh Recall ... . .
Veh Max Recall . .
Ped Recall . . . .
VehOmit.... . . . . . . . . . . ..
Alt Sequence.. A: . B: . C: . D:. E:. F:.
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Coordination Patterns

Pattern 22
Cycle Length.. 100 COS..... 212
Offset .. ... 56
Vehicle Permissive . . [1] 0 [2] O
Vehicle Perm 2 Displacement O Phase Reservice.. NO
Splits:  Phase 1- 22 2- 38 3- 18 4- 22
Phase 5- 14 6- 46 7- 17 8- 23
Phase 9- 010- 011- 012- 0 SplitSum:0
Split Extension/Ring [1] 0 [2] O
Split Demand Pattern [1] 0 [2] O
XRT Pattern. .. 0
Phase Number: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
CoordPhases.. . X . . . X
Veh Recall . .. . .
Veh Max Recall . .
Ped Recall . . . .
VehOmit.... . . . . . . . . . . ..
Alt Sequence.. A: . B: . C:. . D:. E:. F:.

Pattern 23
Cycle Length .. 110 COS..... 312
Offset. . ... 58
Vehicle Permissive .. [1] 0 [2] O
Vehicle Perm 2 Displacement 0 Phase Reservice.. NO
Splits: Phase 1- 16 2- 55 3- 17 4- 22
Phase 5- 20 6- 51 7- 15 8- 24
Phase 9- 010- 011- 012- O SplitSum:0
Split Extension/Ring [1] 0 [2] O
Split Demand Pattern [1] 0 [2] O
XRT Pattern. .. 0
Phase Number: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
Coord Phases.. . X . . . X
Veh Recall ... . .
Veh Max Recall . .
Ped Recall . .. .
VehOmit.... . . . . . . . . . . ..
Alt Sequence .. A: . B: . C:.. D:. E:. F:.

Pattern 41
Cycle Length .. 115 COS..... 511
Offset .. ... 8
Vehicle Permissive . . [1] 0 [2] O
Vehicle Perm 2 Displacement O Phase Reservice.. NO
Splits:  Phase 1- 22 2- 47 3- 21 4- 25
Phase 5- 17 6- 52 7- 21 8- 25
Phase 9- 010- 011- 012- 0 SplitSum:0
Split Extension/Ring [1] 0 [2] O
Split Demand Pattern [1] 0 [2] O
XRT Pattern. .. 0
Phase Number: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
CoordPhases.. . X . . . X
Veh Recall ... . .
Veh Max Recall . .
Ped Recall . . . .
VehOmit.... . . . . . . . . . . ..
Alt Sequence.. A: . B: . C: . D:. E:. F:.
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Coordination Patterns

Pattern 43
Cycle Length .. 130 COS..... 433
Offset..... 111

Vehicle Permissive . . [1] 0 [2] O
Vehicle Perm 2 Displacement O Phase Reservice.. NO
Splits: Phase 1- 17 2- 66 3- 16 4- 31
Phase 5- 21 6- 62 7- 16 8- 31
Phase 9- 010- 011- 012- 0 SplitSum:0
Split Extension/Ring [1] 0 [2] O
Split Demand Pattern [1] 0 [2] O
XRT Pattern. .. 0
Phase Number: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
CoordPhases.. . X . . . X
Veh Recall . .. . .
Veh Max Recall . .
Ped Recall . . . .
VehOmit.... . . . . . . . . . . ..
Alt Sequence.. A: . B: . C:. . D:. E:. F:.
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Preemptors

Preemptor 1

Active . .......... . Det Lock. . ... . PedDark..... .
Priority Preemption. . . .. . Yel-Red To Grn.. . Ped Active.. ... .
Outputs Only During Hold . . . Flash All Outputs . Zero Ped CIr Time. .
Terminate Overlap ASAP ... . Terminate Phases. . Ped Cir Thru Yel . .
Don't Override Flash . ... . Duration Time... 0
Flash During Hold. . . . .. . Delay Time.... O
No CVMin Flash. . ... .. . Inhibit Time ... O
Fast Flash Grn on Hold Phase. . Min Ped Clear... O
Enable Max Time. ...... . Max Time..... 0

ExitMax..... 0

Min Hold Time... O
Hold Delay Time.. O

Green Yellow Red

Minimum . ... .. 0 0.0 0.0
TrackClear.... O 0.0 0.0
Hold........ 0.0 0.0

Phase/Overlap 1 2 3456 78 9101112/AB C D
TerminateOverlap . ... . . . . . . . . ... ... ..
Track Clearance Phase .. . . . . ... .. ...
HoldPhases....... . . . . . ... ....
ExitPhases....... . . ... ... ....
ExitCallsonPhase... . . . . . ... . ...

Out of Flash Color for Exit Phases . . .. Green

Preemptor 2

Active . .......... . Det Lock. . ... . PedDark..... .
Priority Preemption. . . .. . Yel-Red To Grn.. . Ped Active.. ... .
Outputs Only During Hold . . . Flash All Outputs . Zero Ped CIr Time. .
Terminate Overlap ASAP ... . Terminate Phases. . Ped CiIr Thru Yel . .
Don't Override Flash . ... . Duration Time... 0
Flash During Hold. . . . .. . Delay Time.... O
No CVMin Flash. . ..... . Inhibit Time ... O
Fast Flash Grn on Hold Phase. . Min Ped Clear... O
Enable Max Time. ...... . MaxTime . .... 0

ExitMax..... 0

Min Hold Time... O
Hold Delay Time.. O

Green Yellow Red

Minimum . ... .. 0 0.0 0.0
TrackClear.... O 0.0 0.0
Hold........ 0.0 0.0

Phase/Overlap 1 2 3456 78 9101112/AB C D
TerminateOverlap . ... . . . . . . . . ... ... ..
Track Clearance Phase .. . . . . ... .. ...
HoldPhases....... . . . . . ... ....
ExitPhases....... . . ... ... ....
ExitCallsonPhase... . . . . . ... . ...

Out of Flash Color for Exit Phases . . .. Green
Linked Preemptor.... O
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Preemptors

Preemptor 3

Active . .......... X Det Lock. .. .. . PedDark..... .
Priority Preemption. . . .. . Yel-Red To Grn.. . Ped Active.. ... .
Outputs Only During Hold . . . Flash All Outputs . Zero Ped CIr Time. .
Terminate Overlap ASAP ... . Terminate Phases. . Ped Cir Thru Yel . .
Don't Override Flash . ... . Duration Time... 0
Flash During Hold. . . . .. . Delay Time.... O
No CVMin Flash. . ... .. . Inhibit Time ... O
Fast Flash Grn on Hold Phase. . Min Ped Clear... O
Enable Max Time. ...... X MaxTime..... 90

ExitMax..... 0

Min Hold Time... O
Hold Delay Time.. O

Green Yellow Red

Minimum . ... .. 6 0.0 0.0
TrackClear.... O 0.0 0.0
Hold........ 0.0 0.0

Phase/Overlap 1 2 3456 78 9101112/AB C D
TerminateOverlap . ... . . . . . . . . ... ... ..
Track Clearance Phase .. . . . . . . . ... ..

Hold Phases . ...... . X Lo X
ExitPhases....... . X oo XL
ExitCallsonPhase ... . . . . ... .. ...
Out of Flash Color for Exit Phases . . .. Green
Linked Preemptor.... O
Preemptor 4
Active . .......... X Det Lock. . ... . PedDark..... .
Priority Preemption. . . .. . Yel-Red To Grn.. . Ped Active . ... .
Outputs Only During Hold . . . Flash All Outputs . Zero Ped CIr Time. .
Terminate Overlap ASAP ... . Terminate Phases. . Ped CIr Thru Yel . .
Don't Override Flash . ... . Duration Time... O
Flash During Hold. . . . .. . Delay Time.... O
No CVMin Flash. ... ... . Inhibit Time ... O
Fast Flash Grn on Hold Phase.. Min Ped Clear... 0O
Enable Max Time. ... ... X Max Time..... 90
ExitMax . .... 0

Min Hold Time... O
Hold Delay Time.. O

Green Yellow Red

Minimum . ... .. 6 0.0 0.0
TrackClear.... O 0.0 0.0
Hold........ 0.0 0.0

Phase/Overlap 1 2 3456 7 8 9101112/AB C D
TerminateOverlap . ... . . . . . . . . .. ... ...
Track Clearance Phase .. . . . . . .. ... ..
HoldPhases....... ... X .. X .....
ExitPhases....... ... X .. X .....
ExitCallsonPhase ... . . . . ... .. ...

Out of Flash Color for Exit Phases . . .. Green
Linked Preemptor.... O
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Preemptors

Preemptor 5

Active . .......... X Det Lock. .. .. . PedDark..... .
Priority Preemption. . . .. . Yel-Red To Grn.. . Ped Active.. ... .
Outputs Only During Hold . . . Flash All Outputs . Zero Ped CIr Time. .
Terminate Overlap ASAP ... . Terminate Phases. . Ped Cir Thru Yel . .
Don't Override Flash . ... . Duration Time... 0
Flash During Hold. . . . .. . Delay Time.... O
No CVMin Flash. . ... .. . Inhibit Time ... O
Fast Flash Grn on Hold Phase. . Min Ped Clear... O
Enable Max Time. ...... X MaxTime..... 90

ExitMax..... 0

Min Hold Time... O
Hold Delay Time.. O

Green Yellow Red

Minimum . ... .. 6 0.0 0.0
TrackClear.... O 0.0 0.0
Hold........ 0.0 0.0

Phase/Overlap 1 2 3456 78 9101112/AB C D
TerminateOverlap . ... . . . . . . . . ... ... ..
Track Clearance Phase .. . . . . . . . ... ..

Hold Phases . ... ... X LU X oL
Exit Phases . ...... XX
ExitCallsonPhase ... . . . . ... .. ...
Out of Flash Color for Exit Phases . . .. Green
Linked Preemptor.... O
Preemptor 6
Active . .......... X Det Lock. . ... . PedDark..... .
Priority Preemption. . . .. . Yel-Red To Grn.. . Ped Active . ... .
Outputs Only During Hold . . . Flash All Outputs . Zero Ped CIr Time. .
Terminate Overlap ASAP ... . Terminate Phases. . Ped CIr Thru Yel . .
Don't Override Flash . ... . Duration Time... O
Flash During Hold. . . . .. . Delay Time.... O
No CVMin Flash. ... ... . Inhibit Time ... O
Fast Flash Grn on Hold Phase.. Min Ped Clear... 0O
Enable Max Time. ... ... X Max Time..... 90
ExitMax . .... 0

Min Hold Time... O
Hold Delay Time.. O

Green Yellow Red

Minimum . ... .. 6 0.0 0.0
TrackClear.... O 0.0 0.0
Hold........ 0.0 0.0

Phase/Overlap 1 2 3456 7 8 9101112/AB C D
TerminateOverlap . ... . . . . . . . . .. ... ...
Track Clearance Phase .. . . . . . .. ... ..
Hold Phases . . ... .. X ... X ...,
Exit Phases ... .. .. X ... . X ......
ExitCallsonPhase ... . . . . ... .. ...

Out of Flash Color for Exit Phases . . .. Green
Linked Preemptor.... O
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Bus Preemptors

Bus Preemptor
1 2 3 4

Preemptor Active. .. ... ..
Detector Lock . . ....... . . . .
Maximum Time. ......... 0 0 0 0

Reservice Time. . ....... 0 0 0 0
Delay Time........... O 0O o0 o0
Inhibit Time. . ........ 0 0 0 0
Entrance Green. ........ 0 0 0 0
Entrance Ped Clearance. . . .. 0 0 0 0
Entrance Yellow........ 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Entrance Red.......... 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Minimum Hold Time . ... ... 0 0 0 0
Hold Phases

123456 7 8 91011 12

Preemptor1..... .
Preemptor 2. .. .. .
Preemptor 3. .. .. .
Preemptor4 ... .. .
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NIC/TOD Clock/Calendar

Manual NIC Program Step . . ... ... 0

Manual TOD Program Step .. ...... 0

NIC Resync Time............ 0315

Sync Referenceis........... Reference Time

Week 1 Begins on 1st Sunday . ..... NO If NO, then week containing Jan. 1
Disable Daylight Savings Time . . . .. NO

Daylight Savings
Begins Last Sunday in March . . .. .. NO If NO, then Second Sunday as per 2007 DST Law
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TOD Weekly/Yearly

Weekly Program Numbers
1 2 3 45 6 7 8 9 10

Sunday... 3 5 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 Program No.
Monday... 1 4 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 Program No.
Tuesday...1 4 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 Program No.

Wednesday.. 1 4 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 Program No.
Thursday.. 1 4 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 Program No.
Friday...1 4 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 Program No.
Saturday.. 3 5 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 Program No.

Week of Year
12 3 456 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18
Prog2 2 2222222 222222222

19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30 31 32 33 34 35 36
Prog 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 22221222222

37 38 39 40 41 42 43 44 45 46 47 48 49 50 51 52 53
Prog 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 22222222
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Holiday Programs

Holiday Type Month Day of Week/ Week of Year/ Program
Day of Month Year

1 Fixed O 0 0 0
2 Fixed O 0 0 0
3 Fixed O 0 0 0
4 Fixed O 0 0 0
5 Fixed O 0 0 0
6 Fixed O 0 0 0
7 Fixed O 0 0 0
8 Fixed O 0 0 0
9 Fixed O 0 0 0
10 Fixed O 0 0 0
11 Fixed O 0] 0 0]
12 Fixed O 0 0 0
13 Fixed O 0] 0 0]
14 Fixed O 0 0 0
15 Fixed O 0] 0 0
16 Fixed O 0 0 0
17 Fixed O 0] 0 0]
18 Fixed O 0 0 0
19 Fixed O 0] 0 0]
20 Fixed O 0 0 0
21 Fixed O 0] 0 0]
22 Fixed O 0 0 0
23 Fixed O 0] 0 0]
24 Fixed O 0 0 0
25 Fixed O 0] 0 0]
26 Fixed O 0 0 0
27 Fixed O 0] 0 0]
28 Fixed O 0 0 0
29 Fixed O 0 0 0
30 Fixed O 0 0 0
31 Fixed O 0 0 0
32 Fixed O 0 0 0
33 Fixed O 0 0 0
34 Fixed O 0 0 0
35 Fixed O 0 0 0
36 Fixed O 0 0 0
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NIC Program Steps

Step Program Step Begins Pattern Override

1 1 0630 20 NO
2 1 0715 21 NO
3 1 0900 20 NO
4 1 1100 22 NO
5 1 1500 23 NO
6 1 1930 0] NO
26 3 0900 3 NO
27 3 2000 0] NO
30 3 0900 22 NO
31 3 1930 0] NO
40 4 0630 20 NO
41 4 0715 41 NO
42 4 0900 20 NO
43 4 1100 22 NO
44 4 1500 43 NO
45 4 1830 20 NO
46 4 2200 0 NO
50 5 0730 20 NO
51 5 0900 23 NO
52 5 1700 20 NO
53 5 2200 0 NO
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TOD Program Steps

Step 1 Program 1 Step Begins 0400

Flash........ . Dimming Enable. . . .. .
Red Rest...... . Alt Veh Extension . . . .
Spare 5....... . Det Log Enable. . . .. X
Spare 3....... . Spare4........ .
Type O Dly Enable.. . Spare2........ .
Det Diag Plan. ... 1

Phase Number

12 3 456 7 8 91011 12
Max 2 Enable .. ... ..
Max 3 Enable . ... ...
VehRecall........ .
Veh Max Recall . . . ...
Ped Recall . ....... .o
Cond Service Inhibit. . . . .
Phase Omit........ .
Special Function . . . ..

Alt Sequence . ......

Step 2 Program 1 Step Begins 0630

Flash........ . Dimming Enable. . . .. .
Red Rest...... . Alt Veh Extension . . . .
Spare 5....... . Det Log Enable. . . .. .
Spare 3....... . Spare4........ .
Type O Dly Enable.. . Spare2........ .
Det Diag Plan. ... O

Phase Number

1 2 3 456 7 8 91011 12
Max 2 Enable .. ... ..
Max 3 Enable . ... ...
VehRecall........ .
Veh Max Recall . . . ...
Ped Recall........ .o
Cond Service Inhibit. . . . .
Phase Omit........ .
Special Function . . . ..

Alt Sequence . ......
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Configuration Phase Sequence

Controller Sequence (MM)1-1-1

Hardware Alternate Sequence Enable: No

Phase Ring Sequence

(Note: Sequences identical to the prior one are not printed)

I | [01] o2 Jo3] [o4] [os] Jos[ Jo7] [os] [oo] [1o[ [11] [12[ [13[ [14] [15] [16]
B B B B

Sequence 1

Ring 1 | 2 |3 4 9 10 | 13 14 |

Ring 2 | 6 | 7 8 11 12 | 15 16 |

Sequence 2

Ring 1 | 113 4 10 9 | 13 14 |

Ring 2 | 6 | 7 8 11 12 | 15 16 |

Sequence 3

Ring 1 | 2 | 4 3 9 10 | 14 13 |

Ring 2 | 6 | 7 8 1 12 | 15 16 |

Sequence 4

Ring 1 | 1] 4 3 10 9 | 14 13 |

Ring 2 | 6 | 7 8 1 12 | 15 16 |

Sequence 5

Ring 1 | 2 |3 4 9 10 | 13 14 |

Ring 2 | 5| 7 8 12 11 | 15 16 |

Sequence 6

Ring 1 | 11 3 4 10 9 | 13 14 |

Ring 2 | 5 | 7 8 12 11 | 15 16 |

Sequence 7

Ring 1 | 2 | 4 3 9 10 | 14 13 |

Ring 2 | 5 | 7 8 12 11 | 15 16 |

Sequence 8

Ring 1 | 1] 4 3 10 9 | 14 13 |

Ring 2 | 5| 7 8 12 11 | 15 16 |

Sequence 9

Ring 1 | 2 |3 4 9 10 | 13 14 |

Ring 2 | 6 | 8 7 1 12 | 16 15 |

Sequence 10

Ring 1 | 113 4 10 9 | 13 14 |

Ring 2 | 6 | 8 7 1 12 | 16 15 |

Sequence 11

Ring 1 | 2 | 4 3 9 10 | 14 13 |

Ring 2 | 6 | 8 7 1 12 | 16 15 |

Sequence 12

Ring 1 | 1] 4 3 10 9 | 14 13 |

Ring 2 | 6 | 8 7 1 12 | 16 15 |

Sequence 13

Ring 1 | 2 |3 4 9 10 | 13 14 |

Ring 2 | 5| 8 7 12 11 | 16 15 |

Sequence 14

Ring 1 | 113 4 10 9 | 13 14 |

Ring 2 | 5| 8 7 12 11 | 16 15 |

Sequence 15

Ring 1 | 2 | 4 3 9 10 | 14 13 |

Ring 2 | 5| 8 7 12 11 | 16 15 |

Sequence 16

Ring 1 | 1] 4 3 10 9 | 14 13 |

Ring 2 | 5| 8 7 12 11 | 16 15 |

Phases In Use / Exclusive PED (MM)1-2

Phase 11213 4|5|6 8]19|10(11]|12|13|(14]|15]| 16

Phases in Use XX X]| X ]|X X

Exclusive PED

Phase Compatibility (MM)1-1-2

Phase

Compatible Phase

n/a

Barrier Mode
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Overlap Direction Descriptions
| overlap | Description |

Administration (MM)1-7-1

Enable CU/Cabinet Interlock CRC No
Request Download Controller Data No
Controller Database CRC 0000
Enable Automatic Backup to Datakey No
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Backup Prevent (MM)1-1-3

Phases| 1 | 2 | 3 | 4 6 8|19(10(11|12|13(14[15|16
Timing / 1
Backup 2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
1
12
13
14
15
16
Simultaneous Gap (MM)1-1-4
Phases| 1 |1 2| 3 | 4 6 8|19|10(11|12|13|14|15]| 16
1
2
3
4
5
Phase 6
Must 7
Gap 8
With 9
Phase 10
1
12
13
14
15
16
Disable
Load Switch Assignments (MMU Channel) (MM)1-3
Phase / Dimming Power Up Auto Flash
Overlap Type Red |Yellow| Green | Dark | Auto Red |Yellow| Dark Red [Yellow |Together
1 1 \ + X X
2 2 v + X X X
S E v + X X
4 4 v + X X X
5 5 \% - X X
6 6 \% - X X X
7 7 \% - X X
8 8 \ X X X
9 2 P + X
10 4 P + X
11 6 P - X
12 8 P - X
13 1 O + X X X
14 0 - X X X
15 0 + X X
16 0 - X X X
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St. Francis Drive South Side - St. Francis Dr. & Zia Road*

Configuration Port 1 (SDLC)
SDLC Options (MM)1-4-1

BIU 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Term and Facility Enable X X
Detector Rack Enable X

Enable TS2/MMU Type Cabinet: Yes
Enable MMU Extended Status: Yes
Enable SDLC Stop Time: Yes
Enable 3 Critical RFE's Lockup: Yes

MMU Program (MM)1-4-2
Channel Can Serve with Channel
Channel 1 |Channe| 2

Color Check Enable (MM)1-4-3
Enable Color Check: Yes

MMU Channel 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
Green X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
Yellow X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
Red X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X

Secondary To Secondary Addressing (MM)1-4-4
ID 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 MMU
Term and Facility Enable

ID 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 Diag
Detector Rack Enable

Diagonstics (Test Fixture) Enable: No
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St. Francis Drive South Side - St. Francis Dr. & Zia Road*

Configuration Communications

Ethernet Port Configuration (MM)1-5-1

NTCIP Parameters (MM)1-5-5

Controller IP: 10.70.10.51 Backup Time: 0
Subnet Mask: 255.255.255.0 UDP Port: 501
Default Gateway IP: 10.70.10.1 Ethernet Priority: 1
Server IP: 10.70.10.1

Port Configuration (MM)1-5-2 to 1-5-4

Port 2 Priority: 4
Port 3A Priority: 2
Port 3B Priority: 3

Port 2 (C50S) 3A (C21S) 3B (C22S)
Protocol Terminal NTCIP ECPIP
Enable No No Yes
Data Rate 9600 19.2K 1200
Data Parity Stop 8 N1 8N 1 801
Modem Setup String None None None
User String
Comm Port Address 0 0 2
System Detector 9-1 0 0 0
Telemetry Response Delay 0.0 0.0 0.0
Duplex Half/Full Half Full Full
Flow Control Yes Yes Yes
AB3418 NTCIP Group Address 0 0 0
AB3418 NTCIP Single Flag Enable No No No
RTS to CTS Delay 0.0 0.0 3.0
RTS Turn Off Delay 0.0 0.0 2.0
Droupout Time 10 10 300
Early RTS No No No
FSK Hardware Yes Yes Yes
Rail Road 0 0 0
Rail Road Line 0 0 0
ATCS Group 0 0 0
Wayside Device 0 0 0
ATCS Device 0 0 0
Wayside SubNode 0 0 0
ATCS SubNode 0 0 0
ECPIP Parameters (MM)1-5-6
Controller Address: 2
Expanded System Detector Address: 0
Local System Detector
|Local System Detector [Number |
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St. Francis Drive South Side - St. Francis Dr. & Zia Road*

Configuration Logging/Display

Event Logging (MM)1-6-1

Critical RFE's Yes 3 Critical RFE's in 24 Hours Yes
MMU Flash Faults Yes Local Flash Faults Yes
Non-Critical RFE's (Det/Test) Yes Detector Errors Yes
Coordination Errors Yes Controller Download Yes
Preempt Yes TSP Yes
Power On/Off Yes Low Battery Yes
Access Yes Data Change Yes
Online/Offline Yes

Alarm Log 112 (3] 4 819101112 |13 |14 |15]|16
Enable Logging X[ X]| X ]| X XIX[X]|X]|X|X|X[X]X

Display Options (MM)1-7-2
Key Click Enable: Yes

Backlight Enable: Yes

LED Mode: Auto

Display Mode:  Basic

Screen Format:  Advanced

Sign On (MM)8-5

Sign On Message Line 1: Solutions that Move the World

Sign On Message Line 2:
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St. Francis Drive South Side - St. Francis Dr. & Zia Road*

Logic Processor Page 1
Statement Control (MM)1-8-1
|LP |Statement Controll
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St. Francis Drive South Side - St. Francis Dr. & Zia Road*

Logic Processor Page 2

Logic Statements (MM)1-8-2
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St. Francis Drive South Side - St. Francis Dr. & Zia Road*

Controller Timing Plan (MM)2-1

Plan 1

Phase 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
Direction

Min Green 7 15 7 7 7 15 18 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
BK Min Green 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
CS Min Green 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Delay Green 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Walk 0 7 0 7 0 7 0 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Walk 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 [0] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 [0] 0
Walk Max 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 [0] 0
Ped Clear 0 27 0 40 0 27 0 40 0 16 0 16 0 16 0 16
Ped Clear 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 [0] 0
Ped Clear Max 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 (0] 0
Ped CO 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Vehicle Ext 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0
Vehicle Ext 2 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max 1 20 40 25 20 15 30 20 15 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Max 2 20 40 30 30 20 40 20 20 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Max 3 20 40 35 35 25 45 25 25 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
DYM Max 0 0 5 5 5 5 5 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
DYM Stp 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Yellow 3.0 4.3 3.0 3.0 3.0 4.3 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0
Red Clear 1.0 2.0 3.0 3.0 1.0 2.0 3.0 3.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
Red Max 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Red Revert 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
ACT B4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
SEC/ACT 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Int 0 0 0 0 0 0 [0] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 [0] 0
Time B4 0 0 0 0 0 0 [0] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 [0] 0
Cars Wt 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
STPT Duc 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Time To Reduce [0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Min Gap 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
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Plan 2

Phase 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
Direction

Min Green 10 30 10 18 18 30 19 9 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5
BK Min Green 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
CS Min Green 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Delay Green 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Walk 0 7 0 7 0 7 0 7 0 10 0 10 0 10 0 10
Walk 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 (0] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Walk Max 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Ped Clear 0 27 0 40 0 27 0 40 0 16 0 16 0 16 0 16
Ped Clear 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 (0] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Ped Clear Max 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Ped CO 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Vehicle Ext 2.5 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 2.5 3.0 3.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0
Vehicle Ext 2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max 1 20 40 25 20 15 30 20 20 35 35 35 35 35 35 35 35
Max 2 20 40 30 30 20 40 20 20 40 40 40 40 40 40 40 40
Max 3 20 40 35 35 25 45 25 25 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
DYM Max 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
DYM Stp 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Yellow 3.0 4.3 3.0 3.0 3.0 4.3 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0
Red Clear 1.0 2.0 3.0 3.0 1.0 2.0 3.0 3.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
Red Max 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Red Revert 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
ACT B4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
SEC/ACT 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Int 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Time B4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Cars Wt 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
STPT Duc 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Time To Reduce [0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Min Gap 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
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Plan 3

Phase 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
Direction

Min Green 7 15 12 15 11 15 14 14 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5
BK Min Green 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
CS Min Green 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Delay Green 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Walk 0 7 0 7 0 7 0 7 0 10 0 10 0 10 0 10
Walk 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 (0] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Walk Max 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Ped Clear 0 27 0 40 0 27 0 40 0 16 0 16 0 16 0 16
Ped Clear 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 (0] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Ped Clear Max 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Ped CO 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Vehicle Ext 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0
Vehicle Ext 2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max 1 20 40 25 20 15 30 20 20 35 35 35 35 35 35 35 35
Max 2 20 40 30 30 20 40 20 20 40 40 40 40 40 40 40 40
Max 3 20 40 35 35 25 45 25 25 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
DYM Max 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
DYM Stp 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Yellow 3.0 4.3 3.0 3.0 3.0 4.3 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0
Red Clear 1.0 2.0 3.0 3.0 1.0 2.0 3.0 3.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
Red Max 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Red Revert 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
ACT B4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
SEC/ACT 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Int 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Time B4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Cars Wt 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
STPT Duc 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Time To Reduce [0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Min Gap 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
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Plan 4

Phase 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
Direction

Min Green 10 40 12 15 18 40 15 15 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5
BK Min Green 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
CS Min Green 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Delay Green 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Walk 0 7 0 7 0 7 0 7 0 7 0 7 0 7 0 7
Walk 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 (0] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Walk Max 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Ped Clear 0 27 0 40 0 27 0 40 0 16 0 16 0 16 0 16
Ped Clear 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 (0] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Ped Clear Max 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Ped CO 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Vehicle Ext 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0
Vehicle Ext 2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max 1 20 40 25 20 15 30 20 20 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Max 2 20 40 25 20 15 30 20 20 0 0 0 0 0 0 (0] 0
Max 3 20 40 35 35 25 45 25 25 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
DYM Max 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
DYM Stp 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Yellow 3.0 4.3 3.0 3.0 3.0 4.3 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0
Red Clear 1.0 2.0 3.0 3.0 1.0 2.0 3.0 3.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
Red Max 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Red Revert 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
ACT B4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
SEC/ACT 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Int 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Time B4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Cars Wt 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
STPT Duc 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Time To Reduce [0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Min Gap 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
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Controller Overlaps
Vehicle Overlaps (MM)2-2

St. Francis Drive South Side - St. Francis Dr. & Zia Road*

Page 13 of 45

|0verlap |Type |Lag Green |Ye||ow |Red |Advance Green |

Phases

Overlap Phase Included Protect Ped Protect [Not Overlap |Modifier Lag X Phase |[Lag 2 Phase [Flash Green

A 2 Yes No Yes No No No 0

A 7 Yes No No No No No 0

PPLT FYA

Overlap i:lotected Permissive Flash Arrow Flash Arrow FYA Delay FYA Clearance ?Sﬁz;?c:n
ase Phase Output Channel Disabl

isable

Guaranteed Minimum Time Data (MM) 2-4

Phase Time Data

Phase Min Green [Walk Ped Clear |[Yellow Red Clear |Overlap Green|

A01 5 0 0 3.0 1.0 5

B02 5 7 0 3.0 1.0 5

C03 5 0 0 3.0 1.0 5

D04 5 7 0 3.0 1.0 5

EO05 5 0 0 3.0 1.0 5

F06 5 7 0 3.0 1.0 5

G07 5 0 0 3.0 1.0 5

HO08 5 7 0 3.0 1.0 5

109 5 0 7 3.0 0.0 5

J10 5 0 7 3.0 0.0 5

K11 5 0 7 3.0 0.0 5

L12 5 0 7 3.0 0.0 5

M13 5 0 7 3.0 0.0 5

N14 5 0 7 3.0 0.0 5

015 5 0 7 3.0 0.0 5

P16 5 0 7 3.0 0.0 5
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St. Francis Drive South Side - St. Francis Dr. & Zia Road*

Controller Pedestrian Overlaps
Pedestrian Overlaps (MM) 2-3
|Included Phase|Ped Overlap |
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St. Francis Drive South Side - St. Francis Dr. & Zia Road*

Controller Start/Fash (MM) 2-5

Startup

Phase Phase Setting
2 G

6 G

Overlap
A

B
C
D

Flash > Mon: No
Flash Time: 0
All Red: 8
Power Start Sequence: 1

Automatic Flash
Entry Phase

2

6

Exit Phase
2
6

Overlap Exit
A

B
C
D

Flash > Mon: No
Exit Flash Interval: w
Minimum Auto Flash: 8

Minimumin Recall: No
Cycle Through Phase: No
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Controller Options

Controller Options (MM)2-6-1

St. Francis Drive South Side - St. Francis Dr. & Zia Road*

Page 16 of 45

Phase

1

10

11

12

13

14

15 16

Flashing Green Phase

Guaranteed Passage

Non Act 1

Non Act 2

Dual Entry

Conditional Service

Conditional Reservice

Ped Reservice

Rest In Walk

Flashing Walk

Ped Clear Yellow

Ped Clear Red

IGRN + Veh Ext

Ped Clear Protect: Off

Act Pre-Time (MM)2-7
Pre-Time Mode Enable: No

Red Revert: 2.0

Free Input Enables Pre-Timed: Yes

Phase

2 3

4

5

6

10

11

12

13

14

15 16

Pre-Timed Phase

Phase Recall Options (MM)2-8

Plan 1

Phase

10

1"

12

13

14

15 16

Lock Detector

Vehicle Recall

Ped Recall

Max Recall

Soft Recall

No Rest

Al Calc
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St. Francis Drive South Side - St. Francis Dr. & Zia Road*
Coordination Options
Coordination Options (MM)3-1
Manual Pattern Auto ECPI Coord Yes
System Source SYS System Format STD
Splits In Seconds Offsets In Seconds
Transition Smooth Max Select MAXINH
Dwell/Add Time 25
Delay Coord Walk to LZ No Force Off Fixed
Offset Reference Lead Use Ped Time No
Ped Recall No Ped Reservice No
Local Zero Override No FO Added Initial Green No
Re-Sync Count 2 Multisync No
Auto Perm Minimum Green (Seconds) (MM)3-4
Phase 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
Minimum Green 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Split Demand (MM)3-5
Phase 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1 12 13 14 15 16
Demand 1
Demand 2
Demand 1 2
Detector 0 0
Call Time (Sec) 0 0
Cycle Count 0 0
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Coordination Pattern Data

Pattern Data (MM)3-2

St. Francis Drive South Side - St. Francis Dr. & Zia Road*

Page 18 of 45

Pattern - 2

Split Pattern 2 TS2 (Pat-Off) 0-2 Splits in Seconds

Cycle 100 Std (COS) 0 Offsets in Seconds

Offset Value 4s Dwell/Add Time 0

Actuated Coord No Timing Plan 0

Actuated Walk Rest No Sequence 0

Phase Reservice No Action Plan 0

Max Select None Force Off N

Split Preference Phases

Phase 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1 12 13 14 15 16
Description

Splits (Split Pat 2) 15 45 24 16 15 45 24 16 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Preference 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Preference 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Ring 1 2 3 4 Misc. Data

Ring Split Ext 0 0 0 0 Veh. Permissive 1 0 Veh. Permissive 2 0 Veh. Permissive 2 Disp. 0
Ring Disp. - 0 0 0 Split Demand Pat1 0 Split Demand Pat2 0 Crossing Arterial Pat 0
Split Sum 100s | 100s Os Os
Split Pattern Data

Phase 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1 12 13 14 15 16
Coordinated Phases X X

Vehicle Recalls X X

Ped Recalls

Max Recalls

Phase Omit X X X X X X X X
Special Function Output
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Pattern - 4
Split Pattern 4 TS2 (Pat-Off) 1-1 Splits in Seconds
Cycle 130 Std (COS) 0 Offsets in Seconds
Offset Value 59s Dwell/Add Time 0
Actuated Coord No Timing Plan 0
Actuated Walk Rest No Sequence 0
Phase Reservice No Action Plan 0
Max Select None Force Off None
Split Preference Phases
Phase 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
Description
Splits (Split Pat 4) 10 50 12 12 10 50 28 12 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Preference 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Preference 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Ring 1 2 Misc. Data
Ring Split Ext 0 0 0 0 Veh. Permissive 1 0 Veh. Permissive 2 0 Veh. Permissive 2 Disp. 0
Ring Disp. - 0 0 0 Split Demand Pat1 0 Split Demand Pat2 0 Crossing Arterial Pat 0
Split Sum 84s 100s Os Os
Split Pattern Data
Phase 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
Coordinated Phases X X
Vehicle Recalls X X
Ped Recalls
Max Recalls
Phase Omit X X X X X X X X
Special Function Output
Pattern - 6
Split Pattern 6 TS2 (Pat-Off) 1-3 Splits in Seconds
Cycle 130 Std (COS) 0 Offsets in Seconds
Offset Value 59s Dwell/Add Time 0
Actuated Coord No Timing Plan 0
Actuated Walk Rest No Sequence 0
Phase Reservice No Action Plan 0
Max Select None Force Off None
Split Preference Phases
Phase 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
Description
Splits (Split Pat 6) 10 36 10 44 10 36 30 24 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Preference 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Preference 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Ring 1 2 Misc. Data
Ring Split Ext 0 0 0 0 Veh. Permissive 1 0 Veh. Permissive 2 0 Veh. Permissive 2 Disp. 0
Ring Disp. - 0 0 0 Split Demand Pat1 0 Split Demand Pat2 0 Crossing Arterial Pat 0
Split Sum 100s | 100s 0Os Os
Split Pattern Data
Phase 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
Coordinated Phases X X
Vehicle Recalls X X
Ped Recalls
Max Recalls
Phase Omit X X X X X X X X
Special Function Output
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Pattern - 8
Split Pattern 8 TS2 (Pat-Off) 2-2 Splits in Seconds
Cycle 130 Std (COS) 0 Offsets in Seconds
Offset Value 1s Dwell/Add Time 0
Actuated Coord No Timing Plan 0
Actuated Walk Rest No Sequence 0
Phase Reservice No Action Plan 0
Max Select None Force Off None
Split Preference Phases
Phase 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
Description
Splits (Split Pat 8) 10 44 35 11 19 35 22 24 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Preference 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Preference 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Ring 1 2 Misc. Data
Ring Split Ext 0 0 0 0 Veh. Permissive 1 0 Veh. Permissive 2 0 Veh. Permissive 2 Disp. 0
Ring Disp. - 0 0 0 Split Demand Pat1 0 Split Demand Pat2 0 Crossing Arterial Pat 0
Split Sum 100s | 100s 0Os 0Os
Split Pattern Data
Phase 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
Coordinated Phases X X
Vehicle Recalls X X
Ped Recalls
Max Recalls
Phase Omit X X X X X X X X
Special Function Output
Pattern - 10
Split Pattern 10 TS2 (Pat-Off) 3-1 Splits in Seconds
Cycle 150 Std (COS) 0 Offsets in Seconds
Offset Value 27s Dwell/Add Time 0
Actuated Coord No Timing Plan 0
Actuated Walk Rest No Sequence 0
Phase Reservice No Action Plan 0
Max Select None Force Off None
Split Preference Phases
Phase 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
Description
Splits (Split Pat 10) 12 43 12 33 10 45 22 23 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Preference 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Preference 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Ring 1 2 Misc. Data
Ring Split Ext 0 0 0 0 Veh. Permissive 1 0 Veh. Permissive 2 0 Veh. Permissive 2 Disp. 0
Ring Disp. - 0 0 0 Split Demand Pat1 0 Split Demand Pat2 0 Crossing Arterial Pat 0
Split Sum 100s | 100s 0Os Os
Split Pattern Data
Phase 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
Coordinated Phases X X
Vehicle Recalls X X
Ped Recalls
Max Recalls
Phase Omit X X X X X X X X
Special Function Output
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Pattern - 20
Split Pattern 20 TS2 (Pat-Off) 6-2 Splits in Seconds
Cycle 90 Std (COS) 111 Offsets in Seconds
Offset Value Os Dwell/Add Time 0
Actuated Coord Yes Timing Plan 1
Actuated Walk Rest No Sequence 1
Phase Reservice No Action Plan 20
Max Select None Force Off None
Split Preference Phases
Phase 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
Description
Splits (Split Pat 20) 12 36 16 26 12 36 27 15 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Preference 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Preference 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Ring 1 2 Misc. Data
Ring Split Ext 0 0 0 0 Veh. Permissive 1 0 Veh. Permissive 2 0 Veh. Permissive 2 Disp. 0
Ring Disp. - 0 0 0 Split Demand Pat1 0 Split Demand Pat2 0 Crossing Arterial Pat 0
Split Sum 90s 90s Os Os
Split Pattern Data
Phase 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
Coordinated Phases X X
Vehicle Recalls X X
Ped Recalls
Max Recalls
Phase Omit X X X X X X X X
Special Function Output
Pattern - 21
Split Pattern 21 TS2 (Pat-Off) 6-3 Splits in Seconds
Cycle 110 Std (COS) 311 Offsets in Seconds
Offset Value Os Dwell/Add Time 0
Actuated Coord Yes Timing Plan 1
Actuated Walk Rest No Sequence 1
Phase Reservice No Action Plan 21
Max Select None Force Off None
Split Preference Phases
Phase 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
Description
Splits (Split Pat 21) 14 54 16 26 22 46 25 17 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Preference 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Preference 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Ring 1 2 Misc. Data
Ring Split Ext 0 0 0 0 Veh. Permissive 1 0 Veh. Permissive 2 0 Veh. Permissive 2 Disp. 0
Ring Disp. - 0 0 0 Split Demand Pat1 0 Split Demand Pat2 0 Crossing Arterial Pat 0
Split Sum 110s | 110s 0Os Os
Split Pattern Data
Phase 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
Coordinated Phases X X
Vehicle Recalls X X
Ped Recalls
Max Recalls
Phase Omit X X X X X X X X
Special Function Output
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Pattern - 22

Split Pattern 22
Cycle 100
Offset Value Os
Actuated Coord Yes
Actuated Walk Rest No
Phase Reservice No
Max Select None

TS2 (Pat-Off)
Std (COS)
Dwell/Add Time
Timing Plan
Sequence
Action Plan
Force Off

7-1 Splits in
212 Offsets in
0

1

1

22

None

Page 22 of 45

Seconds
Seconds

Split Preference Phases

Phase 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1 12 13 14 15 16
Description
Splits (Split Pat 22) 18 39 19 24 18 39 24 19 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Preference 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Preference 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Ring 1 2 Misc. Data
Ring Split Ext 0 0 0 0 Veh. Permissive 1 0 Veh. Permissive 2 0 Veh. Permissive 2 Disp. 0
Ring Disp. - 0 0 0 Split Demand Pat1 0 Split Demand Pat2 0 Crossing Arterial Pat 0
Split Sum 100s | 100s 0Os 0Os
Split Pattern Data
Phase 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1 12 13 14 15 16
Coordinated Phases X X
Vehicle Recalls X X
Ped Recalls
Max Recalls
Phase Omit X X X X X X X X
Special Function Output
Pattern - 23
Split Pattern 23 TS2 (Pat-Off) 7-2 Splits in Seconds
Cycle 110 Std (COS) 312 Offsets in Seconds
Offset Value Os Dwell/Add Time 0
Actuated Coord Yes Timing Plan 1
Actuated Walk Rest No Sequence 1
Phase Reservice No Action Plan 23
Max Select None Force Off None
Split Preference Phases
Phase 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1 12 13 14 15 16
Description
Splits (Split Pat 23) 14 45 36 15 18 41 22 29 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Preference 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Preference 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Ring 1 2 Misc. Data
Ring Split Ext 0 0 0 0 Veh. Permissive 1 0 Veh. Permissive 2 0 Veh. Permissive 2 Disp. 0
Ring Disp. - 0 0 0 Split Demand Pat1 0 Split Demand Pat2 0 Crossing Arterial Pat 0
Split Sum 110s | 110s 0Os Os
Split Pattern Data
Phase 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1 12 13 14 15 16
Coordinated Phases X X
Vehicle Recalls X X
Ped Recalls
Max Recalls
Phase Omit X X X X X X X X
Special Function Output
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Pattern - 30
Split Pattern 30 TS2 (Pat-Off) 9-3 Splits in Seconds
Cycle 115 Std (COS) 0 Offsets in Seconds
Offset Value Os Dwell/Add Time 0
Actuated Coord No Timing Plan 1
Actuated Walk Rest No Sequence 16
Phase Reservice Yes Action Plan 30
Max Select None Force Off None
Split Preference Phases
Phase 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
Description
Splits (Split Pat 30) 11 62 16 26 18 55 29 13 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Preference 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Preference 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Ring 1 2 Misc. Data
Ring Split Ext 0 0 0 0 Veh. Permissive 1 0 Veh. Permissive 2 0 Veh. Permissive 2 Disp. 0
Ring Disp. - 0 0 0 Split Demand Pat1 0 Split Demand Pat2 0 Crossing Arterial Pat 0
Split Sum 115s | 115s 0Os 0Os
Split Pattern Data
Phase 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
Coordinated Phases X X
Vehicle Recalls
Ped Recalls
Max Recalls
Phase Omit X X X X X X X X
Special Function Output
Pattern - 35
Split Pattern 35 TS2 (Pat-Off) 11-2 Splits in Seconds
Cycle 130 Std (COS) 0 Offsets in Seconds
Offset Value Os Dwell/Add Time 0
Actuated Coord No Timing Plan 1
Actuated Walk Rest No Sequence 7
Phase Reservice No Action Plan 35
Max Select None Force Off None
Split Preference Phases
Phase 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
Description
Splits (Split Pat 35) 11 72 23 24 25 58 24 23 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Preference 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Preference 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Ring 1 2 Misc. Data
Ring Split Ext 0 0 0 0 Veh. Permissive 1 0 Veh. Permissive 2 0 Veh. Permissive 2 Disp. 0
Ring Disp. - 0 0 0 Split Demand Pat1 0 Split Demand Pat2 0 Crossing Arterial Pat 0
Split Sum 130s | 130s 0Os Os
Split Pattern Data
Phase 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
Coordinated Phases X X
Vehicle Recalls
Ped Recalls
Max Recalls
Phase Omit X X X X X X X X
Special Function Output
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Pattern - 41
Split Pattern 41 TS2 (Pat-Off) 13-2 Splits in Seconds
Cycle 115 Std (COS) 511 Offsets in Seconds
Offset Value Os Dwell/Add Time 0
Actuated Coord Yes Timing Plan 1
Actuated Walk Rest No Sequence 16
Phase Reservice No Action Plan 41
Max Select None Force Off None
Split Preference Phases
Phase 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
Description
Splits (Split Pat 41) 14 59 16 26 22 51 27 15 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Preference 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Preference 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Ring 1 2 Misc. Data
Ring Split Ext 0 0 0 0 Veh. Permissive 1 0 Veh. Permissive 2 0 Veh. Permissive 2 Disp. 0
Ring Disp. - 0 0 0 Split Demand Pat1 0 Split Demand Pat2 0 Crossing Arterial Pat 0
Split Sum 115s | 115s 0Os 0Os
Split Pattern Data
Phase 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
Coordinated Phases X X
Vehicle Recalls
Ped Recalls X
Max Recalls
Phase Omit X X X X X X X
Special Function Output
Pattern - 43
Split Pattern 43 TS2 (Pat-Off) 14-1 Splits in Seconds
Cycle 130 Std (COS) 433 Offsets in Seconds
Offset Value Os Dwell/Add Time 0
Actuated Coord Yes Timing Plan 4
Actuated Walk Rest No Sequence 7
Phase Reservice No Action Plan 43
Max Select None Force Off None
Split Preference Phases
Phase 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
Description
Splits (Split Pat 43) 14 66 23 27 25 55 27 23 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Preference 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Preference 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Ring 1 2 Misc. Data
Ring Split Ext 0 0 0 0 Veh. Permissive 1 0 Veh. Permissive 2 0 Veh. Permissive 2 Disp. 0
Ring Disp. - 0 0 0 Split Demand Pat1 0 Split Demand Pat2 0 Crossing Arterial Pat 0
Split Sum 130s | 130s 0Os Os
Split Pattern Data
Phase 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
Coordinated Phases X X
Vehicle Recalls
Ped Recalls
Max Recalls
Phase Omit X X X X X X X X
Special Function Output
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St. Francis Drive South Side - St. Francis Dr. & Zia Road*

Preemptor

Preempt Plan (MM)4-1

Plan 1
Phase 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1 12 13 14 15 16
Overlap A B C D E F G H | J K L M N (o] P
Track Clear Vehicle X X
Track Clear Overlap
Enable Trailing X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
Dwell Vehicle X X
Dwell Ped
Dwell Overlap
Cycling Vehicle
Cycling Ped
Cycling Overlap
Exit Phase X X
Exit Calls X X X X X X X X
Special Funciton
Enable Yes Preempt Override Yes Interlock Enable No
Detector Lock Yes Delay 0 Inhibit 0
Override Flash No Duration 0 CLR > GRN No
Term Overlap Asap No PC Through Yellow No Terminate Phase No
Ped Dark No Track Clear Rsrv No Dwell Flash Off
Linked Pmt 0 Flash Exit Color Green Exit Option Off
Exit Timing Plan 0 Reservice 0 Fault Type Hard
Ring 1 2 3 4
Free During Preempt No No No No
Timing Walk Ped Cir Min Grn Yellow Red
Entrance 0 0 7 4.0 1.0
Min Grn Ext Grn Max Grn Yellow Red

Track Clear 32 0 0 4.0 3.4

Min Dwell | Pmt Ext | Max Time | Yellow Red
Dwell / Cycle-Exit 15 12.0 0 4.3 2.0
Preempt Active Out On Preempt Active Dwell No
Other Priority Preempt On Non-Priority Preempt No
Inhibit Extension Time 0.0 Ped Priority Return Off
Veh Priority Return Off Queue Delay Off
Conditional Delay Off
Phase 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 |10 |11 |12 |13 (14| 15| 16
Veh Pri Return % Green 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
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Plan 3
Phase 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
Overlap A D F 1 J K L M N o P
Track Clear Vehicle
Track Clear Overlap
Enable Trailing X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
Dwell Vehicle X X
Dwell Ped
Dwell Overlap
Cycling Vehicle
Cycling Ped
Cycling Overlap
Exit Phase X X
Exit Calls
Special Funciton
Enable Yes Preempt Override Yes Interlock Enable No
Detector Lock Yes Delay 0 Inhibit 0
Override Flash No Duration 0 CLR > GRN No
Term Overlap Asap No PC Through Yellow No Terminate Phase No
Ped Dark No Track Clear Rsrv No Dwell Flash Off
Linked Pmt 0 Flash Exit Color Green Exit Option Off
Exit Timing Plan 0 Reservice 0 Fault Type Hard
Ring 1 2 3 4
Free During Preempt No No No No
Timing Walk Ped CiIr Min Grn Yellow Red
Entrance 0 0 7 3.5 0.0
Min Grn Ext Grn Max Grn Yellow Red

Track Clear 0 0 0 3.5 0.0

Min Dwell [ Pmt Ext | Max Time Yellow Red
Dwell / Cycle-Exit 15 0.0 90 3.5 0.0
Preempt Active Out On Preempt Active Dwell No
Other Priority Preempt On Non-Priority Preempt No
Inhibit Extension Time 0.0 Ped Priority Return Off
Veh Priority Return Off Queue Delay Off
Conditional Delay Off
Phase 1 2 5 8 9 |10 (11 )12 |13 (14| 15| 16
Veh Pri Return % Green 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
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Plan 4
Phase 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
Overlap A D F 1 J K L M N o P
Track Clear Vehicle
Track Clear Overlap
Enable Trailing X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
Dwell Vehicle X X
Dwell Ped
Dwell Overlap
Cycling Vehicle
Cycling Ped
Cycling Overlap
Exit Phase X X
Exit Calls X X X
Special Funciton
Enable Yes Preempt Override Yes Interlock Enable No
Detector Lock Yes Delay 0 Inhibit 0
Override Flash No Duration 0 CLR > GRN No
Term Overlap Asap No PC Through Yellow No Terminate Phase No
Ped Dark No Track Clear Rsrv No Dwell Flash Off
Linked Pmt 0 Flash Exit Color Green Exit Option Off
Exit Timing Plan 0 Reservice 0 Fault Type Hard
Ring 1 2 3 4
Free During Preempt No No No No
Timing Walk Ped CiIr Min Grn Yellow Red
Entrance 0 0 7 3.5 1.0
Min Grn Ext Grn Max Grn Yellow Red

Track Clear 0 0 0 3.5 1.0

Min Dwell [ Pmt Ext | Max Time Yellow Red
Dwell / Cycle-Exit 7 0.0 90 3.5 1.0
Preempt Active Out On Preempt Active Dwell No
Other Priority Preempt On Non-Priority Preempt No
Inhibit Extension Time 0.0 Ped Priority Return Off
Veh Priority Return Off Queue Delay Off
Conditional Delay Off
Phase 1 2 5 8 9 |10 (11 )12 |13 (14| 15| 16
Veh Pri Return % Green 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
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Plan 5
Phase 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
Overlap A D F 1 J K L M N o P
Track Clear Vehicle
Track Clear Overlap
Enable Trailing X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
Dwell Vehicle X X
Dwell Ped
Dwell Overlap
Cycling Vehicle
Cycling Ped
Cycling Overlap
Exit Phase X X
Exit Calls X X X X
Special Funciton
Enable Yes Preempt Override Yes Interlock Enable No
Detector Lock Yes Delay 0 Inhibit 0
Override Flash No Duration 0 CLR > GRN No
Term Overlap Asap No PC Through Yellow No Terminate Phase No
Ped Dark No Track Clear Rsrv No Dwell Flash Off
Linked Pmt 0 Flash Exit Color Green Exit Option Off
Exit Timing Plan 0 Reservice 0 Fault Type Hard
Ring 1 2 3 4
Free During Preempt No No No No
Timing Walk Ped CiIr Min Grn Yellow Red
Entrance 0 0 7 3.5 1.0
Min Grn Ext Grn Max Grn Yellow Red

Track Clear 0 0 0 3.5 1.0

Min Dwell [ Pmt Ext | Max Time Yellow Red
Dwell / Cycle-Exit 7 0.0 90 3.5 1.0
Preempt Active Out On Preempt Active Dwell No
Other Priority Preempt On Non-Priority Preempt No
Inhibit Extension Time 0.0 Ped Priority Return Off
Veh Priority Return Off Queue Delay Off
Conditional Delay Off
Phase 1 2 5 8 9 |10 (11 )12 |13 (14| 15| 16
Veh Pri Return % Green 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
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Plan 6
Phase 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
Overlap A B D F G 1 J K L M N o P
Track Clear Vehicle
Track Clear Overlap
Enable Trailing X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
Dwell Vehicle X X
Dwell Ped
Dwell Overlap
Cycling Vehicle
Cycling Ped
Cycling Overlap
Exit Phase X X
Exit Calls X X X
Special Funciton
Enable Yes Preempt Override Yes Interlock Enable No
Detector Lock Yes Delay 0 Inhibit 0
Override Flash No Duration 0 CLR > GRN No
Term Overlap Asap No PC Through Yellow No Terminate Phase No
Ped Dark No Track Clear Rsrv No Dwell Flash Off
Linked Pmt 0 Flash Exit Color Green Exit Option Off
Exit Timing Plan 0 Reservice 0 Fault Type Hard
Ring 1 2 3 4
Free During Preempt No No No No
Timing Walk Ped CiIr Min Grn Yellow Red
Entrance 0 0 7 3.5 1.0
Min Grn Ext Grn Max Grn Yellow Red

Track Clear 0 0 0 3.5 1.0

Min Dwell [ Pmt Ext | Max Time Yellow Red
Dwell / Cycle-Exit 7 0.0 90 3.5 1.0
Preempt Active Out On Preempt Active Dwell No
Other Priority Preempt On Non-Priority Preempt No
Inhibit Extension Time 0.0 Ped Priority Return Off
Veh Priority Return Off Queue Delay Off
Conditional Delay Off
Phase 1 2 8 9 |10 (11 )12 |13 (14| 15| 16
Veh Pri Return % Green 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
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St. Francis Drive South Side - St. Francis Dr. & Zia Road*

Time Base Clock/Calendar
Clock/Calendar Options (MM)5-1

Enable Action Plan: 0

Sync Reference Time: 12:00 AM

Sync Reference: Reference Time
Day Light Savings: USDLS

Time Reset Input Set Time: 0:00:00
Standard Time From GMT: -7
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St. Francis Drive South Side - St. Francis Dr. & Zia Road*

Time Base Action Plan
Action Plan (MM)5-2

Action Plan -1

Pattern 254 - FREE
Timing Plan 1

Veh Det Plan 0

Flash No

Veh Det Diag Plan 0

Diming Enable No

Ped Priority Return No

Prempt Cond Delay No

Override System
Sequence
Detector Log

Red Rest

Ped Det Diag Plan
Veh Priority Return
Queue Delay

No

None
No

No
No

Phase 112]13| 4

6|17|8|9

10

11 (12

13

14

15

16

Ped Recall

Walk 2

Veh Ext 2

Veh Recall

Max Recall

Max 2

Max 3

CS Inhibit

Omit

Special Function

Auxilliary Function

10

11 (12

13

14

15

LP 1-15

LP 16-30

LP 31-45

LP 46-60

LP 61-75

LP 76-90

LP 91-100
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Action Plan - 2

Pattern

Timing Plan

Veh Det Plan

Flash

Veh Det Diag Plan

Diming Enable

Ped Priority Return

Prempt Cond Delay

Auto

Override System
Sequence
Detector Log

Red Rest

Ped Det Diag Plan
Veh Priority Return
Queue Delay

No

None
No

No
No

Phase

6|17|8|9

10

11 (12

13

14

15

16

Ped Recall

Walk 2

Veh Ext 2

Veh Recall

Max Recall

Max 2

Max 3

CS Inhibit

Omit

Special Function

Aucxilliary Function

10

11 (12

13

14

15

LP 1-15

LP 16-30

LP 31-45

LP 46-60

LP 61-75

LP 76-90

LP 91-100

Action Plan - 20
Pattern

Timing Plan

Veh Det Plan

Flash

Veh Det Diag Plan
Diming Enable

Ped Priority Return
Prempt Cond Delay

Override System
Sequence
Detector Log

Red Rest

Ped Det Diag Plan
Veh Priority Return
Queue Delay

No

None
No

No
No

Phase

6|17)|8|9

10

11 (12

13

14

15

16

Ped Recall

Walk 2

Veh Ext 2

Veh Recall

Max Recall

Max 2

Max 3

CS Inhibit

Omit

Special Function

Aucxilliary Function

10

11 (12

13

14

15

LP 1-15

LP 16-30

LP 31-45

LP 46-60

LP 61-75

LP 76-90

LP 91-100
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Action Plan - 21
Pattern

Timing Plan

Veh Det Plan

Flash

Veh Det Diag Plan

Diming Enable

Ped Priority Return

Prempt Cond Delay

Override System
Sequence
Detector Log

Red Rest

Ped Det Diag Plan
Veh Priority Return
Queue Delay

No

None
No

No
No

Phase

6|17|8|9

10

11 (12

13

14

15

16

Ped Recall

Walk 2

Veh Ext 2

Veh Recall

Max Recall

Max 2

Max 3

CS Inhibit

Omit

Special Function

Aucxilliary Function

10

11 (12

13

14

15

LP 1-15

LP 16-30

LP 31-45

LP 46-60

LP 61-75

LP 76-90

LP 91-100

Action Plan - 22
Pattern

Timing Plan

Veh Det Plan

Flash

Veh Det Diag Plan
Diming Enable

Ped Priority Return
Prempt Cond Delay

Override System
Sequence
Detector Log

Red Rest

Ped Det Diag Plan
Veh Priority Return
Queue Delay

No

None
No

No
No

Phase

6|17)|8|9

10

11 (12

13

14

15

16

Ped Recall

Walk 2

Veh Ext 2

Veh Recall

Max Recall

Max 2

Max 3

CS Inhibit

Omit

Special Function

Aucxilliary Function

10

11 (12

13

14

15

LP 1-15

LP 16-30

LP 31-45

LP 46-60

LP 61-75

LP 76-90

LP 91-100
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Action Plan - 23
Pattern

Timing Plan

Veh Det Plan

Flash

Veh Det Diag Plan
Diming Enable

Ped Priority Return
Prempt Cond Delay

Override System
Sequence
Detector Log

Red Rest

Ped Det Diag Plan
Veh Priority Return
Queue Delay

No

No
No

No
No

ne

Phase

6|17|8|9

10

1

13

14

15

16

Ped Recall

Walk 2

Veh Ext 2

Veh Recall

Max Recall

Max 2

Max 3

CS Inhibit

Omit

Special Function

Aucxilliary Function

10

1

13

14

15

LP 1-15

LP 16-30

LP 31-45

LP 46-60

LP 61-75

LP 76-90

LP 91-100

Action Plan - 30
Pattern

Timing Plan

Veh Det Plan

Flash

Veh Det Diag Plan
Diming Enable

Ped Priority Return
Prempt Cond Delay

Override System
Sequence
Detector Log

Red Rest

Ped Det Diag Plan
Veh Priority Return
Queue Delay

No
16

None

No

No
No

Phase

6|17)|8|9

10

11

13

14

15

16

Ped Recall

Walk 2

Veh Ext 2

Veh Recall

Max Recall

Max 2

Max 3

CS Inhibit

Omit

Special Function

Aucxilliary Function

10

11

13

14

15

LP 1-15

LP 16-30

LP 31-45

LP 46-60

LP 61-75

LP 76-90

LP 91-100
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Action Plan - 35
Pattern

Timing Plan

Veh Det Plan

Flash

Veh Det Diag Plan
Diming Enable

Ped Priority Return
Prempt Cond Delay

Override System
Sequence
Detector Log

Red Rest

Ped Det Diag Plan
Veh Priority Return
Queue Delay

No

None

No

No
No

Phase

6|17|8|9

10

1

13

14

15

16

Ped Recall

Walk 2

Veh Ext 2

Veh Recall

Max Recall

Max 2

Max 3

CS Inhibit

Omit

Special Function

Aucxilliary Function

10

1

13

14

15

LP 1-15

LP 16-30

LP 31-45

LP 46-60

LP 61-75

LP 76-90

LP 91-100

Action Plan - 41
Pattern

Timing Plan

Veh Det Plan

Flash

Veh Det Diag Plan

Diming Enable

Ped Priority Return

Prempt Cond Delay

Override System
Sequence
Detector Log

Red Rest

Ped Det Diag Plan
Veh Priority Return
Queue Delay

No
16

None

No

No
No

Phase

6|17)|8|9

10

11

13

14

15

16

Ped Recall

Walk 2

Veh Ext 2

Veh Recall

Max Recall

Max 2

Max 3

CS Inhibit

Omit

Special Function

Aucxilliary Function

10

11

13

14

15

LP 1-15

LP 16-30

LP 31-45

LP 46-60

LP 61-75

LP 76-90

LP 91-100
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Action Plan - 43
Pattern

Timing Plan

Veh Det Plan

Flash

Veh Det Diag Plan
Diming Enable

Ped Priority Return
Prempt Cond Delay

43

No

No
No

Override System
Sequence
Detector Log

Red Rest

Ped Det Diag Plan
Veh Priority Return
Queue Delay

No

None
No

No
No

Phase

6|17|8|9

10

11 (12

13

14

15

16

Ped Recall

Walk 2

Veh Ext 2

Veh Recall

Max Recall

Max 2

Max 3

CS Inhibit

Omit

Special Function

Aucxilliary Function

10

11 (12

13

14

15

LP 1-15

LP 16-30

LP 31-45

LP 46-60

LP 61-75

LP 76-90

LP 91-100
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St. Francis Drive South Side - St. Francis Dr. & Zia Road*

Time Base Day Plan/Schedule
Day Plan (MM)5-3

Plan Event Action Plan [Start Time
1 1 20 6:30 AM
1 2 41 7:15 AM
1 3 20 9:00 AM
1 4 22 11:00 AM
1 5 23 3:00 PM
1 6 0 7:30 PM
1 9 0 1:00 AM
3 1 22 9:00 AM
3 2 0 7:30 PM
4 1 20 6:30 AM
4 2 41 7:15 AM
4 3 20 9:00 AM
4 4 22 11:00 AM
4 5 43 3:00 PM
4 6 20 6:30 PM
4 7 1 10:00 PM
5 1 20 7:30 AM
5 2 23 9:00 AM
5 3 20 5:00 PM
5 4 1 10:00 PM
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Schedule (MM)5-4

Schedule Number - 4

Day Plan Number: 4

Month Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec

X X X X X X X X X X X X
Day of Week Sun Mon Tue Wed | Thur Fri Sat

X X X X X

Day of Month 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11

X X X X X X X X X X X

12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22

X X X X X X X X X X X

23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30 31

X X X X X X X X X

Schedule Number - 5

Day Plan Number: 5

Month Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
X X X X X X X X X X X X
Day of Week Sun Mon Tue Wed | Thur Fri Sat
X X
Day of Month 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11
X X X X X X X X
12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22
X X X X X X X X X X X
23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30 31
X X X X X X X X X
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St. Francis Drive South Side - St. Francis Dr. & Zia Road*

Time Base Exceptions

Exception Day Program (MM)5-5

Page 41 of 45

Day Fixed/Float Month Day of Week/Month  (Week of Month/Year |Day Plan
1 FLOAT 0 0 0 0
2 FLOAT 0 0 0 0
3 FLOAT 0 0 0 0
4 FLOAT 0 0 0 0
5 FLOAT 0 0 0 0
6 FLOAT 0 0 0 0
7 FLOAT 0 0 0 0
8 FLOAT 0 0 0 0
9 FLOAT 0 0 0 0
10 FLOAT 0 0 0 0
11 FLOAT 0 0 0 0
12 FLOAT 0 0 0 0
13 FLOAT 0 0 0 0
14 FLOAT 0 0 0 0
15 FLOAT 0 0 0 0
16 FLOAT 0 0 0 0
17 FLOAT 0 0 0 0
18 FLOAT 0 0 0 0
19 FLOAT 0 0 0 0
20 FLOAT 0 0 0 0
21 FLOAT 0 0 0 0
22 FLOAT 0 0 0 0
23 FLOAT 0 0 0 0
24 FLOAT 0 0 0 0
25 FLOAT 0 0 0 0
26 FLOAT 0 0 0 0
27 FLOAT 0 0 0 0
28 FLOAT 0 0 0 0
29 FLOAT 0 0 0 0
30 FLOAT 0 0 0 0
31 FLOAT 0 0 0 0
32 FLOAT 0 0 0 0
33 FLOAT 0 0 0 0
34 FLOAT 0 0 0 0
35 FLOAT 0 0 0 0
36 FLOAT 0 0 0 0
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Detectors

Detectors Page 1

St. Francis Drive South Side - St. Francis Dr. & Zia Road*

Vehicle Detectors Setup (MM)6-1

Page 42 of 45

|Vehicle Plan

|Detector Number

[called

[Type

Vehicle Detector Setup (MM)6-2 continued

Detector Number |Type TS2 Detector Detector Description
1 N-NTCIP No
2 N-NTCIP No
3 N-NTCIP No
4 N-NTCIP No
5 N-NTCIP No
6 N-NTCIP No
7 N-NTCIP No
8 N-NTCIP No
9 N-NTCIP Yes
10 N-NTCIP Yes
11 N-NTCIP Yes
12 N-NTCIP Yes
13 N-NTCIP Yes
14 N-NTCIP Yes
15 N-NTCIP Yes
16 N-NTCIP Yes
17 N-NTCIP Yes
18 N-NTCIP Yes
19 N-NTCIP Yes
20 N-NTCIP Yes
21 N-NTCIP Yes
22 N-NTCIP Yes
23 N-NTCIP Yes
24 N-NTCIP Yes
25 N-NTCIP Yes
26 N-NTCIP Yes
27 N-NTCIP Yes
28 N-NTCIP Yes
29 N-NTCIP Yes
30 N-NTCIP Yes
31 N-NTCIP Yes
32 N-NTCIP Yes
33 N-NTCIP Yes
34 N-NTCIP Yes
35 N-NTCIP Yes
36 N-NTCIP Yes
37 N-NTCIP Yes
38 N-NTCIP Yes
39 N-NTCIP Yes
40 N-NTCIP Yes
41 N-NTCIP Yes
42 N-NTCIP Yes
43 N-NTCIP Yes
44 N-NTCIP Yes
45 N-NTCIP Yes
46 N-NTCIP Yes
a7 N-NTCIP Yes
48 N-NTCIP Yes
49 N-NTCIP Yes
50 N-NTCIP Yes
51 N-NTCIP Yes
52 N-NTCIP Yes
53 N-NTCIP Yes
54 N-NTCIP Yes
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55 N-NTCIP Yes
56 N-NTCIP Yes
57 N-NTCIP Yes
58 N-NTCIP Yes
59 N-NTCIP Yes
60 N-NTCIP Yes
61 N-NTCIP Yes
62 N-NTCIP Yes
63 N-NTCIP Yes
64 N-NTCIP Yes

Vehicle Detector Setup (MM)6-2 continued

file:///C:/ECONLITE/PRINTS/ASC3Print/PrintAll.html

Det |Veh ECPI |call  [Delay |Ext Extend Time / [Queue Lim / |95¢ Cross Lock |NTCIP |NTCip [P™t

Num Elet Phase Log [Option |Time [Option |Passage Time |Discon. Time ch.‘ed Switch In Vol. Occ. Queue
an Initial Phase Delay

1 1 1 No Yes 0.0 Passage 0.0 0 No 0 None No No No
1 2 1 No Yes 0.0 Passage 0.0 0 No 0 None No No No
1 3 1 No Yes 0.0 Passage 0.0 0 No 0 None No No No
1 4 1 No Yes 0.0 Passage 0.0 0 No 0 None No No No
2 1 2 No Yes 0.0 Passage 0.0 0 No 0 None No No No
2 2 2 No Yes 0.0 Passage 0.0 0 No 0 None No No No
2 3 2 No Yes 0.0 Passage 0.0 0 No 0 None No No No
2 4 2 No Yes 0.0 Passage 0.0 0 No 0 None No No No
3 1 3 Yes Yes 0.0 Passage 0.0 0 No 0 None No No No
3 2 3 No Yes 0.0 Passage 0.0 0 No 0 None No No No
3 3 3 Yes Yes 0.0 Passage 0.0 0 No 0 None | Yes Yes No
3 4 3 No Yes 0.0 Passage 0.0 0 No 0 None No No No
4 1 4 Yes Yes 0.0 Passage 0.0 0 No 0 None No No No
4 2 4 No Yes 0.0 Passage 0.0 0 No 0 None No No No
4 3 4 Yes Yes 0.0 Passage 0.0 0 No 0 None | Yes Yes No
4 4 4 No Yes 0.0 Passage 0.0 0 No 0 None No No No
5 1 5 Yes Yes 0.0 Passage 0.0 0 No 0 None No No No
5 2 5 No Yes 0.0 Passage 0.0 0 No 0 None No No No
5 3 5 No Yes 0.0 Passage 0.0 0 No 0 None No No No
5 4 5 No Yes 0.0 Passage 0.0 0 No 0 None No No No
6 1 6 Yes Yes 0.0 Passage 0.0 0 No 0 None No No No
6 2 6 No Yes 0.0 Passage 0.0 0 No 0 None No No No
6 3 6 No Yes 0.0 Passage 0.0 0 No 0 None No No No
6 4 6 No Yes 0.0 Passage 0.0 0 No 0 None No No No
7 1 7 Yes Yes 0.0 Passage 2.0 0 No 0 None No No No
7 2 7 No Yes 0.0 Passage 0.0 0 No 0 None No No No
7 3 7 No Yes 0.0 Passage 0.0 0 No 0 None No No No
7 4 7 No Yes 0.0 Passage 0.0 0 No 0 None No No No
8 1 8 Yes Yes 0.0 Passage 0.0 0 No 0 None No No No
8 2 8 No Yes 0.0 Passage 0.0 0 No 0 None No No No
8 3 8 No Yes 0.0 Passage 0.0 0 No 0 None No No No
8 4 8 No Yes 0.0 Passage 0.0 0 No 0 None No No No
9 1 0 No Yes 0.0 Passage 0.0 0 No 0 None No No No
9 2 9 No Yes 0.0 Passage 0.0 0 No 0 None No No No
9 3 9 No Yes 0.0 Passage 0.0 0 No 0 None No No No
9 4 9 No Yes 0.0 Passage 0.0 0 No 0 None No No No
10 1 0 No Yes 0.0 Passage 0.0 0 No 0 None No No No
10 2 10 No Yes 0.0 Passage 0.0 0 No 0 None No No No
10 3 10 No Yes 0.0 Passage 0.0 0 No 0 None No No No
10 4 10 No Yes 0.0 Passage 0.0 0 No 0 None No No No
11 1 0 No Yes 0.0 Passage 0.0 0 No 0 None No No No
11 2 11 No Yes 0.0 Passage 0.0 0 No 0 None No No No
11 3 11 No Yes 0.0 Passage 0.0 0 No 0 None No No No
11 4 11 No Yes 0.0 Passage 0.0 0 No 0 None No No No
12 1 0 No Yes 0.0 Passage 0.0 0 No 0 None No No No
12 2 12 No Yes 0.0 Passage 0.0 0 No 0 None No No No
12 3 12 No Yes 0.0 Passage 0.0 0 No 0 None No No No
12 4 12 No Yes 0.0 Passage 0.0 0 No 0 None No No No
13 1 0 No Yes 0.0 Passage 0.0 0 No 0 None No No No
13 2 13 No Yes 0.0 Passage 0.0 0 No 0 None No No No
13 3 13 No Yes 0.0 Passage 0.0 0 No 0 None No No No
13 4 13 No Yes 0.0 Passage 0.0 0 No 0 None No No No
14 1 0 No Yes 0.0 Passage 0.0 0 No 0 None No No No
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14 2 14 No Yes 0.0 Passage 0.0 0 No 0 None No No No
14 3 14 No Yes 0.0 Passage 0.0 0 No 0 None No No No
14 4 14 No Yes 0.0 Passage 0.0 0 No 0 None No No No
15 1 0 No Yes 0.0 Passage 0.0 0 No 0 None No No No
15 2 15 No Yes 0.0 Passage 0.0 0 No 0 None No No No
15 3 15 No Yes 0.0 Passage 0.0 0 No 0 None No No No
15 4 15 No Yes 0.0 Passage 0.0 0 No 0 None No No No
16 1 0 No Yes 0.0 Passage 0.0 0 No 0 None No No No
16 2 16 No Yes 0.0 Passage 0.0 0 No 0 None No No No
16 3 16 No Yes 0.0 Passage 0.0 0 No 0 None No No No
16 4 16 No Yes 0.0 Passage 0.0 0 No 0 None No No No
21 1 2 No No 0.0 None 0.0 0 No 0 None No No No

Ped Detector Options (MM)6-3

Phase Ped Detector (NTCIP)
Local Ped Detector Number
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Detectors

Detectors Page 2

Log - Speed Detector Setup (MM)6-4
NTCIP Log Period: 15

St. Francis Drive South Side - St. Francis Dr. & Zia Road*

ECPI Log Period: 15

Length Unit: Inch

Speed Local One/Two Vehicle

thector Detector Detector Length Trap Length |Enable Log
1 0 1 0 0 No

2 0 1 0 0 No

3 0 1 0 0 No

4 0 1 0 0 No

5 0 1 0 0 No

6 0 1 0 0 No

7 0 1 0 0 No

8 0 1 0 0 No

9 0 1 0 0 No

10 0 1 0 0 No

11 0 1 0 0 No

12 0 1 0 0 No

13 0 1 0 0 No

14 0 1 0 0 No

15 0 1 0 0 No

16 0 1 0 0 No
Vehicle Detector Diagnostics (MM)6-5

Plan Detector [Counts |Act Pres Multiplier Failed Time EaeIII:; Call
1 1 0 0 0 1 255 0
1 2 0 0 0 1 255 0
1 3 0 0 0 1 255 0
1 4 0 0 0 1 255 0
1 5 0 0 0 1 255 0
1 6 0 0 0 1 255 0
1 7 0 0 0 1 255 0
1 8 0 0 0 1 255 0
Pedestrian Detector Diagnotics (MM)6-6
[P1an [Detector [Counts |Act |Pres [Multiplier |
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APPENDIX B
2020 EXISTING INTERSECTION CAPACITY ANALYSIS



General Information

HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

Intersection Information

Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other
Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00
Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |Existing AM Analysis Period |[1>7:00
Intersection St Francis & Sawmill File Name EXAM.xus

Project Description Existing AM

5

P
SRR

r

Approach Movement

EB
| L T

WB
T

R | L

EEELE
EIRIEIR
SB
T

Demand Information | | | NB |
T

R | L

R

Demand ( v), veh/h 128 0 52 8 12 36 180 | 792 344 92
Signal Information k
Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 . 1; ;
Offset, s 91 | Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . 0.0 l l %
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N A v
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- -
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Ratio ( g/C)
Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000
Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 }| 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)
Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A
Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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General Information

HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

Intersection Information

Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other
Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00
Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |Existing AM Analysis Period [2>7:15
Intersection St Francis & Sawmill File Name EXAM.xus

Project Description Existing AM

5

P
SRR

r

Approach Movement

EB
| L T

WB
T

R | L

EEELE
EIRIEIR
SB
T

Demand Information | | | NB |
T

R | L

R

Demand ( v), veh/h 168 8 60 20 16 44 188 | 1120 480 96
Signal Information k
Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 . 1; ;
Offset, s 91 | Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . 0.0 l l %
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N A v
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- -
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Ratio ( g/C)
Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000
Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 }| 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)
Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A
Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information EiEA BRI
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JhiL
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other
Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke
Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |Existing AM Analysis Period |[3> 7:30
Intersection St Francis & Sawmill File Name EXAM.xus NrEen
Project Description Existing AM Nt
Demand Information | EB | WB | NB | SB
Approach Movement | L T R | L T R | L T R | L T R
Demand ( v), veh/h 304 4 72 12 12 100 || 312 | 1760 | 8 20 | 756 | 176
Signal Information k
Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 1, Y: /_3(1; ;
Offset, s 91 | Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ l _/L l l %
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N A v
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- -
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Ratio ( g/C)
Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000
Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 }| 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)
Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A
Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
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Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
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Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
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Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other
Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00
Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |Existing AM Analysis Period |[1>7:00
Intersection St Francis & Siringo File Name EXAM.xus

Project Description Existing AM

5

FIRNE
JI

N
L

r

Approach Movement

EB
| L T

R

| L

WB
T

R | L

EEELE
EIRIEIR
SB
T

Demand Information | | | NB |
T

R | L

R

Demand ( v), veh/h 128 24 112 48 48 48 152 | 1052 548 12

Signal Information k
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Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6

Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
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Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16

Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Green Ratio ( g/C)

Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 § 0.000 | 0.000

Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00

Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Level of Service (LOS)

Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |

Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A

Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB

Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A

Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information EiEA BRI
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JhiL
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke

Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |Existing AM Analysis Period [2>7:15

Intersection St Francis & Siringo File Name EXAM.xus NrEen
Project Description Existing AM Nt
Demand Information | EB | WB | NB | SB
Approach Movement | L T R | L T R | L T R | L T R
Demand ( v), veh/h 196 44 116 32 32 124 || 248 | 1344 | 112 76 | 668 72
Signal Information k

Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 , Y /_(_e

1 2 3 4

Offset, s 8 Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ l _/L l l %
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N A v
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- -
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Green Ratio ( g/C)

Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 § 0.000 | 0.000

Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)

Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A

Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information EiEA BRI
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JhiL
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke

Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |Existing AM Analysis Period |[3> 7:30

Intersection St Francis & Siringo File Name EXAM.xus NrEen
Project Description Existing AM Nt
Demand Information | EB | WB | NB | SB
Approach Movement | L T R | L T R | L T R | L T R
Demand ( v), veh/h 332 84 148 || 112 68 124 || 280 | 2308 | 108 88 | 1132 | 72
Signal Information k

Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 , Y /_(_e

1 2 3 4

Offset, s 8 Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ l _/L l l %
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N A v
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- -
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Green Ratio ( g/C)

Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 § 0.000 | 0.000

Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)

Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A

Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information EiEA BRI
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JhiL
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke

Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |Existing AM Analysis Period [4> 7:45

Intersection St Francis & Siringo File Name EXAM.xus NrEen
Project Description Existing AM Nt
Demand Information | EB | WB | NB | SB
Approach Movement | L T R | L T R | L T R | L T R
Demand ( v), veh/h 376 | 128 | 128 || 108 | 84 152 || 392 | 2396 | 216 || 132 | 1192 | 116
Signal Information k

Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 , Y /_(_e

1 2 3 4

Offset, s 8 Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ l _/L l l %
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N A v
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- -
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Green Ratio ( g/C)

Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 § 0.000 | 0.000

Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)

Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A

Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information EiEA BRI
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JhiL
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke

Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |Existing AM Analysis Period |5> 8:00

Intersection St Francis & Siringo File Name EXAM.xus NrEen
Project Description Existing AM Nt
Demand Information | EB | WB | NB | SB
Approach Movement | L T R | L T R | L T R | L T R
Demand ( v), veh/h 316 | 112 116 120 | 76 100 || 296 | 1992 | 316 || 160 | 948 | 136
Signal Information k

Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 , Y /_(_e

1 2 3 4

Offset, s 8 Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ l _/L l l %
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N A v
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- -
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Green Ratio ( g/C)

Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 § 0.000 | 0.000

Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)

Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A

Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information EiEA BRI
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JhiL
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke

Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |Existing AM Analysis Period |6> 8:15

Intersection St Francis & Siringo File Name EXAM.xus NrEen
Project Description Existing AM Nt
Demand Information | EB | WB | NB | SB
Approach Movement | L T R | L T R | L T R | L T R
Demand ( v), veh/h 228 | 112 | 152 88 84 96 288 | 1708 | 356 || 156 | 868 | 100
Signal Information k

Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 , Y /_(_e

1 2 3 4

Offset, s 8 Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ l _/L l l %
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N A v
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- -
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Green Ratio ( g/C)

Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 § 0.000 | 0.000

Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)

Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A

Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information EiEA BRI
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JhiL
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke

Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |Existing AM Analysis Period |7> 8:30

Intersection St Francis & Siringo File Name EXAM.xus NrEen
Project Description Existing AM Nt
Demand Information | EB | WB | NB | SB
Approach Movement | L T R | L T R | L T R | L T R
Demand ( v), veh/h 264 68 120 72 100 | 72 316 | 1668 | 184 56 | 888 92
Signal Information k

Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 , Y /_(_e

1 2 3 4

Offset, s 8 Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ l _/L l l %
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N A v
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- -
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Green Ratio ( g/C)

Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 § 0.000 | 0.000

Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)

Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A

Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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General Information

HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

Intersection Information

Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other
Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00
Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |Existing AM Analysis Period |8> 8:45
Intersection St Francis & Siringo File Name EXAM.xus

Project Description Existing AM

5

FIRNE
JI

N
L

r

Approach Movement

EB
| L T

R

| L

WB
T

R | L

EEELE
EIRIEIR
SB
T

Demand Information | | | NB |
T

R | L

R

Demand ( v), veh/h 216 52 156 68 68 96 236 | 1728 868 | 40

Signal Information k

Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 . _€; ;

Offset, s 8 Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . 0.0 l l %

Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N A v

Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- -

Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT

Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6

Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB

Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R

Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16

Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Green Ratio ( g/C)

Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 § 0.000 | 0.000

Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00

Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Level of Service (LOS)

Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |

Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A

Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB

Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A

Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information el B
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 Jhiill
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke
Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |Existing AM Analysis Period |[1>7:00

Intersection St Francis & Zia File Name EXAM.xus i
Project Description Existing AM N i

tELF
Demand Information | | WB | NB | SB
T T T R

EB
Approach Movement I L T R I L R I L R I L
Demand ( v ), veh/h 276 | 48 16 52 8 20 36 | 916 | 32

44 | 472 | 56

Signal Information k
Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 1, Pz' . 1; ;
Offset, s 0 Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ l _/I l l M
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 4 A
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- -
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Ratio ( g/C)
Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 §f 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000
Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)
Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A
Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A

Copyright © 2020 University of Florida, All Rights Reserved. HCS™ Streets Version 7.9 Generated: 9/23/2020 1:48:31 PM



HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information PICYEACZRARCHR
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JibLL
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke
Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |Existing AM Analysis Period [2>7:15

Intersection St Francis & Zia File Name EXAM.xus i

Project Description Existing AM DA ] o

tELF
Demand Information | | WB | NB | SB
T T T R

EB
Approach Movement I L T R I L R I L R I L
Demand ( v ), veh/h 304 | 116 | 40 44 36 28 52 | 1192 | 84

40 | 668 | 68

Signal Information k
Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 1, Pz' . 1; ;
Offset, s 0 Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ l _/I l l M
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 4 A
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- -
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Ratio ( g/C)
Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 §f 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000
Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)
Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A
Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information PP ST
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JHHILL
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00

Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |Existing AM Analysis Period |[3> 7:30

Intersection St Francis & Zia File Name EXAM.xus AR
Project Description Existing AM Nt b

Demand Information | | | |

Approach Movement R I L R I L R I L
Demand ( v ), veh/h 524 188 16 56 40 76 80 1932 88 120 960 144

Signal Information k
Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2

a 3 4
Offset, s 0 Reference Point End Green | 0.0 0.0 0.0 00 00 0.0 l
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On Yellow | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0_0 0.0 LS A ¢
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S Red 0.0 I

Timer Results

Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Ratio ( g/C)

Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 §f 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000
Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)

Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A

Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information el B
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 Jhiill
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke
Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |Existing AM Analysis Period [4> 7:45

Intersection St Francis & Zia File Name EXAM.xus i

Project Description Existing AM N i

tELF
Demand Information | | WB | NB | SB
T T T R

EB
Approach Movement I L T R I L R I L R I L
Demand ( v ), veh/h 536 | 228 | 44 76 72 44 72 | 2104 | 164

148 | 1032 | 184

Signal Information k
Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 1, Pz' . 1; ;
Offset, s 0 Reference Point End Green | 0.0 0.0 0.0 00 00 0.0 ,_/I l l M
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 4 A
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- -
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Ratio ( g/C)
Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 §f 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000
Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)
Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A
Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information el B
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 Jhiill
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke
Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |Existing AM Analysis Period |5> 8:00

Intersection St Francis & Zia File Name EXAM.xus i

Project Description Existing AM N i

tELF
Demand Information | | WB | NB | SB
T T T R

EB
Approach Movement I L T R I L R I L R I L
Demand ( v ), veh/h 464 | 200 | 40 80 56 32 120 | 1832 | 76

140 | 904 | 136

Signal Information k
Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 1, Pz' . 1; ;
Offset, s 0 Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ l _/I l l M
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 4 A
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- -
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Ratio ( g/C)
Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 §f 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000
Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)
Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A
Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information PP ST
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JHHILL
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00

Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |Existing AM Analysis Period |6> 8:15

Intersection St Francis & Zia File Name EXAM.xus AR
Project Description Existing AM Nt b

Demand Information | | | |

Approach Movement R I L R I L R I L
Demand ( v ), veh/h 512 108 16 68 60 24 148 1584 104 || 100 800 164

Signal Information k

Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2

Offset, s 0 Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _

Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On Yellow | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0_0 0.0 LS A
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S Red 0.0 I

Timer Results

Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Ratio ( g/C)

Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 §f 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000
Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)

Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A

Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information el B
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 Jhiill
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke
Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |Existing AM Analysis Period |7> 8:30

Intersection St Francis & Zia File Name EXAM.xus i

Project Description Existing AM N i

tELF
Demand Information | | WB | NB | SB
T T T R

EB
Approach Movement I L T R I L R I L R I L
Demand ( v ), veh/h 420 | 128 | 36 60 52 28 148 | 1456 | 84

56 | 788 | 140

Signal Information k
Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 1, Pz' . 1; ;
Offset, s 0 Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ l _/I l l M
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 4 A
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- -
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Ratio ( g/C)
Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 §f 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000
Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)
Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A
Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information PP ST
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JHHILL
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00

Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |Existing AM Analysis Period |8> 8:45

Intersection St Francis & Zia File Name EXAM.xus AR
Project Description Existing AM Nt b

Demand Information | | | |

Approach Movement R I L R I L R I L
Demand ( v ), veh/h 344 180 28 44 40 48 44 1476 64 116 680 128

Signal Information k

Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2

Offset, s 0 Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _

Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On Yellow | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0_0 0.0 LS A
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S Red 0.0 I

Timer Results

Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Ratio ( g/C)

Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 §f 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000
Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)

Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A

Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Two-Way Stop-Control Report

General Information Site Information
Analyst MB Intersection Galisteo and Calle Lumino
Agency/Co. BHI Jurisdiction City of Santa Fe
Date Performed 8/6/2020 East/West Street Calle Luminoso
Analysis Year 2020 North/South Street Galisteo
Time Analyzed Existing AM Peak Hour Factor 0.82
Intersection Orientation North-South Analysis Time Period (hrs) 1.00
Project Description Zia Station
Lanes

JA4 LA KLY
A

JAd LA kL
A
TN el e i W iz

"T
AN +rtrr

Major Street: North-South

Vehicle Volumes and Adjustments

Approach Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound
Movement U L T R U L T R u L T R u L T R
Priority 10 11 12 7 8 9 1U 1 2 3 4U 4 5 6
Number of Lanes 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0
Configuration LR LT TR
Volume (veh/h) 9 1 0 82 38 1
Percent Heavy Vehicles (%) 0 0 0

Proportion Time Blocked

Percent Grade (%) 0

Right Turn Channelized

Median Type | Storage Undivided

Critical and Follow-up Headways

Base Critical Headway (sec) 71 6.2 4.1

Critical Headway (sec) 6.40 6.20 4.10
Base Follow-Up Headway (sec) 35 33 2.2
Follow-Up Headway (sec) 3.50 3.30 2.20

Delay, Queue Length, and Level of Service

Flow Rate, v (veh/h) 12 0
Capacity, ¢ (veh/h) 865 1573
v/c Ratio 0.01 0.00
95% Queue Length, Qss (veh) 0.0 0.0
Control Delay (s/veh) 9.2 73
Level of Service (LOS) A A
Approach Delay (s/veh) 9.2 0.0
Approach LOS A
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HCS7 Two-Way Stop-Control Report

General Information Site Information
Analyst MB Intersection Galisteo and Cam Pabilo
Agency/Co. BHI Jurisdiction City of Santa Fe
Date Performed 8/6/2020 East/West Street Camino de Pabilo
Analysis Year 2020 North/South Street Galisteo
Time Analyzed Existing AM Peak Hour Factor 0.76
Intersection Orientation North-South Analysis Time Period (hrs) 1.00
Project Description Zia Station
Lanes

JA4 LA KLY
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A
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Major Street: North-South

Vehicle Volumes and Adjustments

Approach Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound
Movement U L T R U L T R u L T R u L T R
Priority 10 11 12 7 8 9 1U 1 2 3 4U 4 5 6
Number of Lanes 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0
Configuration LR LT TR
Volume (veh/h) 7 4 1 75 36 2
Percent Heavy Vehicles (%) 0 0 0

Proportion Time Blocked

Percent Grade (%) 0

Right Turn Channelized

Median Type | Storage Undivided

Critical and Follow-up Headways

Base Critical Headway (sec) 71 6.2 4.1

Critical Headway (sec) 6.40 6.20 4.10
Base Follow-Up Headway (sec) 35 33 2.2
Follow-Up Headway (sec) 3.50 3.30 2.20

Delay, Queue Length, and Level of Service

Flow Rate, v (veh/h) 14 1
Capacity, ¢ (veh/h) 903 1570
v/c Ratio 0.02 0.00
95% Queue Length, Qss (veh) 0.0 0.0
Control Delay (s/veh) 9.0 73
Level of Service (LOS) A A
Approach Delay (s/veh) 9.0 0.1
Approach LOS A
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HCS7 Two-Way Stop-Control Report

General Information Site Information
Analyst MB Intersection Rodeo and Galisteo
Agency/Co. BHI Jurisdiction City of Santa Fe
Date Performed 8/6/2020 East/West Street Rodeo
Analysis Year 2020 North/South Street Galisteo
Time Analyzed Existing AM Peak Hour Factor 0.94
Intersection Orientation East-West Analysis Time Period (hrs) 1.00
Project Description Zia Station
Lanes

JA4 LA kL

JAd kLY
ANt Yt rFr

AityTtEr

Major Street: East-West

Vehicle Volumes and Adjustments

Approach Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound
Movement U L T R U L T R u L T R u L T R
Priority 1U 1 2 3 4U 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1 12
Number of Lanes 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 0
Configuration L TR L TR LTR L TR
Volume (veh/h) 27 778 5 18 461 17 3 5 41 13 3 32
Percent Heavy Vehicles (%) 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
Proportion Time Blocked

Percent Grade (%) 0 0

Right Turn Channelized

Median Type | Storage Left + Thru 1

Critical and Follow-up Headways

Base Critical Headway (sec) 4.1 4.1 7.1 6.5 6.2 71 6.5 6.2
Critical Headway (sec) 4.12 4.12 712 | 652 | 6.22 712 | 652 | 6.22
Base Follow-Up Headway (sec) 2.2 2.2 35 4.0 33 35 4.0 33
Follow-Up Headway (sec) 2.22 2.22 352 | 402 | 332 352 | 402 | 332

Delay, Queue Length, and Level of Service

Flow Rate, v (veh/h) 29 19 52 14 37
Capacity, ¢ (veh/h) 1056 800 337 192 571
v/c Ratio 0.03 0.02 0.15 0.07 0.07
95% Queue Length, Qss (veh) 0.1 0.1 0.5 0.2 0.2
Control Delay (s/veh) 8.5 9.6 176 25.2 1.7
Level of Service (LOS) A A C D B
Approach Delay (s/veh) 0.3 0.3 17.6 154
Approach LOS @ @
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General Information

HCS7 Two-Way Stop-Control Report

Site Information

Analyst MB Intersection Zia and Candelero
Agency/Co. BHI Jurisdiction City of Santa Fe
Date Performed 8/6/2020 East/West Street Zia
Analysis Year 2020 North/South Street Candelero
Time Analyzed Existing AM Peak Hour Factor 0.94
Intersection Orientation East-West Analysis Time Period (hrs) 1.00
Project Description Zia Station
Lanes
JA4 LA KL
A
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Major Street: East-West
Vehicle Volumes and Adjustments
Approach Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound
Movement U L T R U L T R u L T R u L T R
Priority 1U 1 2 3 4U 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1 12
Number of Lanes 0 1 2 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 1 0
Configuration L T T TR LR
Volume (veh/h) 0 2 676 412 10 23 6
Percent Heavy Vehicles (%) 3 3 3 3
Proportion Time Blocked
Percent Grade (%) 0
Right Turn Channelized
Median Type | Storage Undivided
Critical and Follow-up Headways
Base Critical Headway (sec) 4.1 7.5 6.9
Critical Headway (sec) 4.16 6.86 6.96
Base Follow-Up Headway (sec) 2.2 35 33
Follow-Up Headway (sec) 2.23 3.53 333
Delay, Queue Length, and Level of Service
Flow Rate, v (veh/h) 2 31
Capacity, ¢ (veh/h) 1101 360
v/c Ratio 0.00 0.09
95% Queue Length, Qss (veh) 0.0 0.3
Control Delay (s/veh) 8.3 15.9
Level of Service (LOS) A C
Approach Delay (s/veh) 0.0 15.9
Approach LOS C
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General Information

HCS7 Two-Way Stop-Control Report

Site Information

Analyst MB Intersection Zia and Galisteo
Agency/Co. BHI Jurisdiction City of Santa Fe
Date Performed 8/6/2020 East/West Street Zia
Analysis Year 2020 North/South Street Galisteo
Time Analyzed Existing AM Peak Hour Factor 0.95
Intersection Orientation East-West Analysis Time Period (hrs) 1.00
Project Description Zia Station
Lanes
JA4 LA KL
BN
== x_
2 &
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Major Street: East-West
Vehicle Volumes and Adjustments
Approach Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound
Movement U L T R U L T R u L T R u L T R
Priority 1U 1 2 3 4U 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1 12
Number of Lanes 0 1 2 0 0 1 2 0 0 1 1 0 1 0
Configuration L T TR L T TR LT R LTR
Volume (veh/h) 0 0 696 9 0 27 399 0 5 0 100 0 0 0
Percent Heavy Vehicles (%) 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
Proportion Time Blocked
Percent Grade (%) 0
Right Turn Channelized No
Median Type | Storage Left Only
Critical and Follow-up Headways
Base Critical Headway (sec) 4.1 4.1 7.5 6.5 6.9 7.5 6.5 6.9
Critical Headway (sec) 4.16 4.16 7.56 | 6.56 | 6.96 7.56 | 6.56 | 6.96
Base Follow-Up Headway (sec) 2.2 2.2 35 4.0 33 35 4.0 33
Follow-Up Headway (sec) 2.23 2.23 353 | 403 | 333 353 | 403 | 333
Delay, Queue Length, and Level of Service
Flow Rate, v (veh/h) 0 28 5 105 0
Capacity, ¢ (veh/h) 1128 854 296 623
v/c Ratio 0.00 0.03 0.02 0.17
95% Queue Length, Qss (veh) 0.0 0.1 0.1 0.6
Control Delay (s/veh) 8.2 9.4 174 11.9
Level of Service (LOS) A A C B
Approach Delay (s/veh) 0.0 0.6 1222
Approach LOS B
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information EiEA BRI
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JhiL
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other
Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke
Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |Existing PM Analysis Period [1> 16:00
Intersection St Francis & Sawmill File Name EXPM.xus NrEen
Project Description Existing PM REIREE T
Demand Information | EB | WB | NB | SB
Approach Movement | L T R | L T R | L T R | L T R
Demand ( v), veh/h 344 12 144 4 4 40 84 | 668 16 72 | 1456 | 256
Signal Information k
Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 1, Y: /_3(1; ;
Offset, s 10 | Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ l _/L l l %
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N A v
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- -
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Ratio ( g/C)
Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000
Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 }| 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)
Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A
Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information EiEA BRI
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JhiL
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other
Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke
Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |Existing PM Analysis Period |2>16:15
Intersection St Francis & Sawmill File Name EXPM.xus NrEen
Project Description Existing PM REIREE T
Demand Information | EB | WB | NB | SB
Approach Movement | L T R | L T R | L T R | L T R
Demand ( v), veh/h 236 28 172 8 20 20 88 | 580 4 104 | 1232 | 220
Signal Information k
Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 1, Y: /_3(1; ;
Offset, s 10 | Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ l _/L l l %
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N A v
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- -
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Ratio ( g/C)
Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000
Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 }| 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)
Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A
Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information EiEA BRI
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JhiL
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other
Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke
Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |Existing PM Analysis Period |3> 16:30
Intersection St Francis & Sawmill File Name EXPM.xus NrEen
Project Description Existing PM REIREE T
Demand Information | EB | WB | NB | SB
Approach Movement | L T R | L T R | L T R | L T R
Demand ( v), veh/h 264 12 244 12 28 12 88 | 712 4 136 | 1492 | 240
Signal Information k
Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 1, Y: /_3(1; ;
Offset, s 10 | Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ l _/L l l %
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N A v
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- -
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Ratio ( g/C)
Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000
Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 }| 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)
Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A
Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information EiEA BRI
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JhiL
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other
Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke
Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |Existing PM Analysis Period [4> 16:45
Intersection St Francis & Sawmill File Name EXPM.xus NrEen
Project Description Existing PM REIREE T
Demand Information | EB | WB | NB | SB
Approach Movement | L T R | L T R | L T R | L T R
Demand ( v), veh/h 284 28 244 8 16 28 156 | 680 12 124 | 1584 | 264
Signal Information k
Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 1, Y: /_3(1; ;
Offset, s 10 | Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ l _/L l l %
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N A v
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- -
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Ratio ( g/C)
Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000
Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 }| 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)
Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A
Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information EiEA BRI
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JhiL
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other
Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke
Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |Existing PM Analysis Period |[5> 17:00
Intersection St Francis & Sawmill File Name EXPM.xus NrEen
Project Description Existing PM REIREE T
Demand Information | EB | WB | NB | SB
Approach Movement | L T R | L T R | L T R | L T R
Demand ( v), veh/h 332 28 240 8 8 40 136 | 768 12 124 | 1760 | 252
Signal Information k
Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 1, Y: /_3(1; ;
Offset, s 10 | Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ l _/L l l %
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N A v
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- -
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Ratio ( g/C)
Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000
Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 }| 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)
Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A
Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information EiEA BRI
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JhiL
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other
Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke
Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |Existing PM Analysis Period [6> 17:15
Intersection St Francis & Sawmill File Name EXPM.xus NrEen
Project Description Existing PM REIREE T
Demand Information | EB | WB | NB | SB
Approach Movement | L T R | L T R | L T R | L T R
Demand ( v), veh/h 312 24 308 24 12 28 116 | 856 12 144 | 1800 | 344
Signal Information k
Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 1, Y: /_3(1; ;
Offset, s 10 | Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ l _/L l l %
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N A v
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- -
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Ratio ( g/C)
Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000
Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 }| 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)
Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A
Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information EiEA BRI
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JhiL
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other
Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke
Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |Existing PM Analysis Period |7>17:30
Intersection St Francis & Sawmill File Name EXPM.xus NrEen
Project Description Existing PM REIREE T
Demand Information | EB | WB | NB | SB
Approach Movement | L T R | L T R | L T R | L T R
Demand ( v), veh/h 272 40 192 8 12 32 96 | 656 12 128 | 1416 | 240
Signal Information k
Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 1, Y: /_3(1; ;
Offset, s 10 | Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ l _/L l l %
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N A v
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- -
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Ratio ( g/C)
Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000
Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 }| 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)
Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A
Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information EiEA BRI
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JhiL
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other
Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke
Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |Existing PM Analysis Period 8> 17:45
Intersection St Francis & Sawmill File Name EXPM.xus NrEen
Project Description Existing PM REIREE T
Demand Information | EB | WB | NB | SB
Approach Movement | L T R | L T R | L T R | L T R
Demand ( v), veh/h 200 40 228 16 16 16 100 | 604 16 144 | 1272 | 260
Signal Information k
Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 1, Y: /_3(1; ;
Offset, s 10 | Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ l _/L l l %
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N A v
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- -
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Ratio ( g/C)
Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000
Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 }| 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)
Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A
Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information EiEA BRI
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JhiL
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke

Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |Existing PM Analysis Period [1> 16:00

Intersection St Francis & Siringo File Name EXPM.xus NrEen
Project Description Existing PM REIREE T
Demand Information | EB | WB | NB | SB
Approach Movement | L T R | L T R | L T R | L T R
Demand ( v), veh/h 192 60 220 || 136 | 116 72 212 | 1096 | 40 100 | 1988 | 156
Signal Information k

Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 , Y /_(_e

1 2 3 4

Offset, s 111 | Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ , _/L , , %
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N A v
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- -
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Green Ratio ( g/C)

Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 § 0.000 | 0.000

Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)

Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A

Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A

Copyright © 2020 University of Florida, All Rights Reserved.

HCS™ Streets Version 7.9

Generated: 9/23/2020 1:54:18 PM



HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information EiEA BRI

Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JhiL

Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke

Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |Existing PM Analysis Period |2>16:15

Intersection St Francis & Siringo File Name EXPM.xus NrEen

Project Description Existing PM REIREE T

Demand Information | EB | WB | NB | SB

Approach Movement | L T R | L T R | L T R | L T R

Demand ( v), veh/h 128 60 220 || 100 | 120 | 56 148 | 948 | 84 76 | 1748 | 136

Signal Information k

Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 1, Y: /_3(_6 ;

Offset, s 111 | Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ , _/L , , %

Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N A v

Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- -

Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT

Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6

Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB

Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R

Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16

Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Green Ratio ( g/C)

Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 § 0.000 | 0.000

Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00

Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Level of Service (LOS)

Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |

Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A

Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB

Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A

Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information EiEA BRI
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JhiL
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke

Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |Existing PM Analysis Period |3> 16:30

Intersection St Francis & Siringo File Name EXPM.xus NrEen
Project Description Existing PM REIREE T
Demand Information | EB | WB | NB | SB
Approach Movement | L T R | L T R | L T R | L T R
Demand ( v), veh/h 164 84 244 || 148 | 124 | 60 188 | 1172 | 56 72 | 2128 | 152
Signal Information k

Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 , Y /_(_e

1 2 3 4

Offset, s 111 | Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ , _/L , , %
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N A v
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- -
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Green Ratio ( g/C)

Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 § 0.000 | 0.000

Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)

Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A

Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information EiEA BRI
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JhiL
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke

Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |Existing PM Analysis Period [4> 16:45

Intersection St Francis & Siringo File Name EXPM.xus NrEen
Project Description Existing PM REIREE T
Demand Information | EB | WB | NB | SB
Approach Movement | L T R | L T R | L T R | L T R
Demand ( v), veh/h 176 | 112 | 232 | 172 | 128 | 52 204 | 1224 | 60 76 | 2256 | 148
Signal Information k

Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 , Y /_(_e

1 2 3 4

Offset, s 111 | Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ , _/L , , %
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N A v
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- -
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Green Ratio ( g/C)

Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 § 0.000 | 0.000

Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)

Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A

Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information EiEA BRI
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JhiL
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke

Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |Existing PM Analysis Period |[5> 17:00

Intersection St Francis & Siringo File Name EXPM.xus NrEen
Project Description Existing PM REIREE T
Demand Information | EB | WB | NB | SB
Approach Movement | L T R | L T R | L T R | L T R
Demand ( v), veh/h 152 80 332 || 128 | 176 | 80 224 | 1284 | 104 52 | 2484 | 148
Signal Information k

Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 , Y /_(_e

1 2 3 4

Offset, s 111 | Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ , _/L , , %
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N A v
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- -
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Green Ratio ( g/C)

Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 § 0.000 | 0.000

Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)

Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A

Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information EiEA BRI
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JhiL
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke

Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |Existing PM Analysis Period [6> 17:15

Intersection St Francis & Siringo File Name EXPM.xus NrEen
Project Description Existing PM REIREE T
Demand Information | EB | WB | NB | SB
Approach Movement | L T R | L T R | L T R | L T R
Demand ( v), veh/h 160 | 116 | 328 || 168 | 160 | 80 260 | 1392 | 80 88 | 2632 | 160
Signal Information k

Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 , Y /_(_e

1 2 3 4

Offset, s 111 | Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ , _/L , , %
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N A v
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- -
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Green Ratio ( g/C)

Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 § 0.000 | 0.000

Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)

Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A

Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information EiEA BRI
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JhiL
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke

Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |Existing PM Analysis Period |7>17:30

Intersection St Francis & Siringo File Name EXPM.xus NrEen
Project Description Existing PM REIREE T
Demand Information | EB | WB | NB | SB
Approach Movement | L T R | L T R | L T R | L T R
Demand ( v), veh/h 104 88 280 96 132 | 96 144 | 1088 | 116 || 124 | 1932 | 192
Signal Information k

Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 , Y /_(_e

1 2 3 4

Offset, s 111 | Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ , _/L , , %
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N A v
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- -
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Green Ratio ( g/C)

Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 § 0.000 | 0.000

Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)

Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A

Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information EiEA BRI

Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JhiL

Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke

Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |Existing PM Analysis Period 8> 17:45

Intersection St Francis & Siringo File Name EXPM.xus NrEen

Project Description Existing PM REIREE T

Demand Information | EB | WB | NB | SB

Approach Movement | L T R | L T R | L T R | L T R

Demand ( v), veh/h 76 80 280 || 128 | 76 92 176 | 992 | 100 || 100 | 1904 | 104

Signal Information k

Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 1, Y: /_3(_6 ;

Offset, s 111 | Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ , _/L , , %

Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N A v

Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- -

Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT

Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6

Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB

Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R

Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16

Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Green Ratio ( g/C)

Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 § 0.000 | 0.000

Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00

Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Level of Service (LOS)

Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |

Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A

Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB

Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A

Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information el B
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 Jhiill
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke
Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |Existing PM Analysis Period [1> 16:00

Intersection St Francis & Zia File Name EXPM.xus i
Project Description Existing PM DA ] o

tELF
Demand Information | | WB | NB | SB
T T T R

EB
Approach Movement I L T R I L R I L R I L
Demand ( v ), veh/h 292 | 76 72 232 | 192 | 64 64 | 800 | 76

236 | 1616 | 380

Signal Information k
Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 1, Pz' . 1; ;
Offset, s 0 Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ l _/I l l M
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 4 A
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- -
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Ratio ( g/C)
Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 §f 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000
Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)
Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A
Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information PICYEACZRARCHR
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JibLL
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 e
Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |Existing PM Analysis Period |2>16:15

Intersection St Francis & Zia File Name EXPM.xus i
Project Description Existing PM LR IE Lt

tELF
Demand Information | | WB | NB | SB
T T T R

EB
Approach Movement I L T R I L R I L R I L
Demand ( v ), veh/h 228 | 92 64 240 | 136 | 52 36 | 700 | 84

200 | 1464 | 284

Signal Information k
Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 1, Pz' . 1; ;
Offset, s 0 Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ l _/I l l M
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 4 A
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- -
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Ratio ( g/C)
Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 §f 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000
Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)
Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A
Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information el B
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 Jhiill
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke
Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |Existing PM Analysis Period |3> 16:30

Intersection St Francis & Zia File Name EXPM.xus i
Project Description Existing PM DA ] o

tELF
Demand Information | | WB | NB | SB
T T T R

EB
Approach Movement I L T R I L R I L R I L
Demand ( v ), veh/h 264 | 144 | 52 240 | 212 | 60 64 | 844 | 72

204 | 1708 | 424

Signal Information k
Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 1, Pz' . 1; ;
Offset, s 0 Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ l _/I l l M
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 4 A
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- -
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Ratio ( g/C)
Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 §f 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000
Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)
Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A
Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information el B
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 Jhiill
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00

Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |Existing PM Analysis Period [4> 16:45

Intersection St Francis & Zia File Name EXPM.xus

Project Description Existing PM

Demand Information EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Demand ( v ), veh/h 340 | 104 44 284 | 216 | 40 52 900 84 232 | 1764 | 468
Signal Information k

Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 1, R . 1; ;
Offset, s 0 Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ l l ’ M
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 4 A

Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5 6 7 8
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Ratio ( g/C)

Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X') 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 § 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000
Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 }| 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)

Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A

Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS 0.00 A 0.00 A 0.00 A 0.00 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS 0.00 A 0.00 A 0.00 A 0.00 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information PICYEACZRARCHR
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 Jhiill
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00

Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |Existing PM Analysis Period |[5> 17:00

Intersection St Francis & Zia File Name EXPM.xus

Project Description Existing PM

Demand Information EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Demand ( v ), veh/h 320 | 136 68 284 | 260 | 44 76 976 68 188 | 2004 | 480
Signal Information k

Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 1, R . 1; ;
Offset, s 0 Reference Point End Green | 0.0 0.0 0.0 00 00 0.0 l ’ M
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 R, | A

Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5 6 7 8
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Ratio ( g/C)

Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 § 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000
Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 § 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 § 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 § 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)

Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0

Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS 0.00 A 0.00 A 0.00 A 0.00 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS 0.00 A 0.00 A 0.00 A 0.00 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information PICYEACZRARCHR
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JibLL
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 e
Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |Existing PM Analysis Period [6> 17:15

Intersection St Francis & Zia File Name EXPM.xus i

Project Description Existing PM LR IE Lt

tELF
Demand Information | | WB | NB | SB
T T T R

EB
Approach Movement I L T R I L R I L R I L
Demand ( v ), veh/h 372 | 164 | 28 300 | 268 | 60 72 | 1040 | 92

272 | 2016 | 576

Signal Information k
Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 1, Pz' . 1; ;
Offset, s 0 Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ l _/I l l M
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 4 A
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- -
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Ratio ( g/C)
Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 §f 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000
Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)
Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A
Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information el B
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 Jhiill
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke
Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |Existing PM Analysis Period |7>17:30

Intersection St Francis & Zia File Name EXPM.xus i
Project Description Existing PM DA ] o

tELF
Demand Information | | WB | NB | SB
T T T R

EB
Approach Movement I L T R I L R I L R I L

Demand ( v), veh/h 268 | 128 44 308 | 172 12 68 | 804 204 | 1544 | 484
Signal Information k
Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 Pz' . 1; ;
Offset, s 0 Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ _/I l l M
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 R, 1 A
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 6 7 8
- -
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Ratio ( g/C)
Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 §f 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000
Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)
Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A
Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information el B
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 Jhiill
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke
Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |Existing PM Analysis Period 8> 17:45

Intersection St Francis & Zia File Name EXPM.xus i
Project Description Existing PM DA ] o

tELF
Demand Information | | WB | NB | SB
T T T R

EB
Approach Movement I L T R I L R I L R I L
Demand ( v ), veh/h 256 | 120 | 36 216 | 184 | 60 64 | 732 | 84

224 | 1436 | 432

Signal Information k
Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 1, Pz' . 1; ;
Offset, s 0 Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ l _/I l l M
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 4 A
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- -
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Ratio ( g/C)
Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 §f 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000
Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)
Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A
Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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General Information

HCS7 Two-Way Stop-Control Report

Site Information

Analyst

MB

Intersection

Galisteo and Calle Lumino

Agency/Co.

BHI

Jurisdiction

City of Santa Fe

Date Performed

8/6/2020

East/West Street

Calle Luminoso

Analysis Year

2020

North/South Street

Galisteo

Time Analyzed

Existing PM

Peak Hour Factor

0.90

Intersection Orientation

North-South

Analysis Time Period (hrs)

1.00

Project Description

Zia Station

Lanes

JoAd LA kL
A

JA4 LA kLY

AN +rtrr

Major Street: North-South

A

TN el e i W iz

.T

Vehicle Volumes and Adjustments

Approach

Eastbound

Westbound

Northbound

Southbound

Movement

u L T

L T R u L

T R u L T

Priority

10 11

12

7 8 9 1Y) 1

2 3 4U 4 5

Number of Lanes

0 1

0 0 0 0 0

1 0 0 0 1

Configuration

LR

LT

TR

Volume (veh/h)

56 117

11

Percent Heavy Vehicles (%)

Proportion Time Blocked

Percent Grade (%)

Right Turn Channelized

Median Type | Storage

Undivided

Critical and Follow-up He

adways

Base Critical Headway (sec)

7.1

6.2

4.1

Critical Headway (sec)

6.40

6.20

4.10

Base Follow-Up Headway (sec)

35

33

2.2

Follow-Up Headway (sec)

3.50

3.30

2.20

Delay, Queue Length, and Level of Service

Flow Rate, v (veh/h)

12

Capacity, ¢ (veh/h)

858

1453

v/c Ratio

0.01

0.00

95% Queue Length, Qo5 (veh)

0.0

0.0

Control Delay (s/veh)

9.3

75

Level of Service (LOS)

A

Approach Delay (s/veh)

9.3

0.0

Approach LOS

A
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General Information

HCS7 Two-Way Stop-Control Report

Site Information

Analyst

MB

Intersection

Galisteo and Cam Pabilo

Agency/Co.

BHI

Jurisdiction

City of Santa Fe

Date Performed

8/6/2020

East/West Street

Camino de Pabilo

Analysis Year

2020

North/South Street

Galisteo

Time Analyzed

Existing PM

Peak Hour Factor

0.90

Intersection Orientation

North-South

Analysis Time Period (hrs)

1.00

Project Description

Zia Station

Lanes

JoAd LA kL
A

JA4 LA KLY
A

"T
AN +rtrr

Major Street: North-South

TN el e i W iz

Vehicle Volumes and Adjustments

Approach

Eastbound

Westbound

Northbound

Southbound

Movement

u L

T

L

L

L T

Priority

10

11

12

7

1

4 5

Number of Lanes

0

1

0

0

0 1

Configuration

LR

LT

TR

Volume (veh/h)

53

108

15

Percent Heavy Vehicles (%)

Proportion Time Blocked

Percent Grade (%)

Right Turn Channelized

Median Type | Storage

Undivided

Critical and Follow-up He

adways

Base Critical Headway (sec)

7.1

6.2

4.1

Critical Headway (sec)

6.40

6.20

4.10

Base Follow-Up Headway (sec)

35

33

2.2

Follow-Up Headway (sec)

3.50

3.30

2.20

Delay, Queue Length, and Leve

| of Service

Flow Rate, v (veh/h)

9

Capacity, ¢ (veh/h)

890

1460

v/c Ratio

0.01

0.00

95% Queue Length, Qo5 (veh)

0.0

0.0

Control Delay (s/veh)

9.1

75

Level of Service (LOS)

Approach Delay (s/veh)

9.1

0.5

Approach LOS

A
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HCS7 Two-Way Stop-Control Report

General Information Site Information
Analyst MB Intersection Rodeo and Galisteo
Agency/Co. BHI Jurisdiction City of Santa Fe
Date Performed 8/6/2020 East/West Street Rodeo
Analysis Year 2020 North/South Street Galisteo
Time Analyzed Existing PM Peak Hour Factor 0.94
Intersection Orientation East-West Analysis Time Period (hrs) 1.00
Project Description Zia Station
Lanes

JA4 LA kL

JAd kLY
ANt Yt rFr

AityTtEr

Major Street: East-West

Vehicle Volumes and Adjustments

Approach Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound
Movement U L T R U L T R u L T R u L T R
Priority 1U 1 2 3 4U 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1 12
Number of Lanes 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 0
Configuration L TR L TR LTR L TR
Volume (veh/h) 21 491 2 38 786 27 4 1 20 13 4 39
Percent Heavy Vehicles (%) 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
Proportion Time Blocked

Percent Grade (%) 0 0

Right Turn Channelized

Median Type | Storage Left + Thru 1

Critical and Follow-up Headways

Base Critical Headway (sec) 4.1 4.1 7.1 6.5 6.2 71 6.5 6.2
Critical Headway (sec) 4.12 4.12 712 | 652 | 6.22 712 | 652 | 6.22
Base Follow-Up Headway (sec) 2.2 2.2 35 4.0 33 35 4.0 33
Follow-Up Headway (sec) 2.22 2.22 352 | 402 | 332 352 | 402 | 332

Delay, Queue Length, and Level of Service

Flow Rate, v (veh/h) 22 40 27 14 46
Capacity, ¢ (veh/h) 778 1042 396 203 360
v/c Ratio 0.03 0.04 0.07 0.07 0.13
95% Queue Length, Qss (veh) 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.2 04
Control Delay (s/veh) 9.8 8.6 14.8 24.1 16.5
Level of Service (LOS) A A B C C
Approach Delay (s/veh) 0.4 0.4 14.8 18.2
Approach LOS B C
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HCS7 Two-Way Stop-Control Report

General Information Site Information
Analyst MB Intersection Zia and Candelero
Agency/Co. BHI Jurisdiction City of Santa Fe
Date Performed 8/6/2020 East/West Street Zia
Analysis Year 2024 North/South Street Candelero
Time Analyzed Existing PM Peak Hour Factor 0.94
Intersection Orientation East-West Analysis Time Period (hrs) 1.00
Project Description Zia Station
Lanes
JA4 LA KL
A
== x_
2 &
- «—
+H i
& .
- -
-~ (e
Rl Ehl R kR
Major Street: East-West
Vehicle Volumes and Adjustments
Approach Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound
Movement U L T R U L T R u L T R u L T R
Priority 1U 1 2 3 4U 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1 12
Number of Lanes 0 1 2 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 1 0
Configuration L T T TR LR
Volume (veh/h) 0 4 438 748 33 19 5
Percent Heavy Vehicles (%) 2 2 2 2
Proportion Time Blocked
Percent Grade (%) 0
Right Turn Channelized
Median Type | Storage Undivided
Critical and Follow-up Headways
Base Critical Headway (sec) 4.1 7.5 6.9
Critical Headway (sec) 4.14 6.84 6.94
Base Follow-Up Headway (sec) 2.2 35 33
Follow-Up Headway (sec) 222 3.52 3.32
Delay, Queue Length, and Level of Service
Flow Rate, v (veh/h) 4 26
Capacity, ¢ (veh/h) 797 253
v/c Ratio 0.01 0.10
95% Queue Length, Qss (veh) 0.0 0.3
Control Delay (s/veh) 9.5 20.8
Level of Service (LOS) A C
Approach Delay (s/veh) 0.1 20.8
Approach LOS C
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General Information

HCS7 Two-Way Stop-Control Report

Site Information

Analyst MB Intersection Zia and Galisteo
Agency/Co. BHI Jurisdiction City of Santa Fe
Date Performed 8/6/2020 East/West Street Zia
Analysis Year 2020 North/South Street Galisteo
Time Analyzed Existing PM Peak Hour Factor 0.98
Intersection Orientation East-West Analysis Time Period (hrs) 1.00
Project Description Zia Station
Lanes
JA4 LA KL
BN
== x_
2 &
Y
- o
< -
= =
- -
-~ (e
e £
Rl Ehl R kR
Major Street: East-West
Vehicle Volumes and Adjustments
Approach Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound
Movement U L T R U L T R u L T R L T R
Priority 1U 1 2 3 4U 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1 12
Number of Lanes 0 1 2 0 0 1 2 0 0 1 1 0 1 0
Configuration L T TR L T TR LT R LTR
Volume (veh/h) 0 0 449 7 0 103 759 0 8 0 55 0 0 0
Percent Heavy Vehicles (%) 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
Proportion Time Blocked
Percent Grade (%) 0
Right Turn Channelized No
Median Type | Storage Left Only
Critical and Follow-up Headways
Base Critical Headway (sec) 4.1 4.1 7.5 6.5 6.9 7.5 6.5 6.9
Critical Headway (sec) 4.16 4.16 7.56 | 6.56 | 6.96 7.56 | 6.56 | 6.96
Base Follow-Up Headway (sec) 2.2 2.2 35 4.0 33 35 4.0 33
Follow-Up Headway (sec) 2.23 2.23 353 | 403 | 333 353 | 403 | 333
Delay, Queue Length, and Level of Service
Flow Rate, v (veh/h) 0 105 8 56 0
Capacity, ¢ (veh/h) 830 1085 286 766
v/c Ratio 0.00 0.10 0.03 0.07
95% Queue Length, Qss (veh) 0.0 0.3 0.1 0.2
Control Delay (s/veh) 9.3 8.7 179 10.1
Level of Service (LOS) A A C B
Approach Delay (s/veh) 0.0 1.0 111
Approach LOS B
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APPENDIX C
TURNING MOVEMENT DEVELOPMENT



AM Zia Station North 11/3/2020 9:38 AM

VEHICLE TRIPS BEFORE REDUCTION
| Method |  Enty | @ et —

Land Use & Data Source Location v Size Time Period
Rate/Equation Split% Split%
210 - Single-Family Detached Housing General Dwelling Units 17 Weekday, Peak Hour of Best Fit (LIN). 4 13 17
Data Source: Trip Gen Manual, 10th Ed + Urban/Suburban 8 Adjacent Street Traffic, T =0.71(X) + 4.80 25% 75%
220 - ifamily Housing (Low-Rise) General . ) Weekday, Peak Hour of Best Fit (LOG) 29 97
Dwelling Unit: 277 126
Data Source: Trip Gen Manual, 10th £d + Urban/Suburban welling Units Adjacent Street Traffic, | Ln(T) =0.95Ln(X) - 0.51 23% 77%

VEHICLE TO PERSON TRIP CONVERSION

BASELINE SITE VEHICLE CHARACTERISTICS:

Baseline Site Vehicle Mode Share Baseline Site Vehicle Occupancy Baseline Site Vehicle Directional Split

Entry (%) Exit (%) Entry (%) Exit (%)

210 - Single-Family Detached Housing
[220 - Multifamily Housing (Low-Rise) | 100 | 100 | 1 | 1 | 23 | 77 |

ESTIMATED BASELINE SITE PERSON TRIPS:

210 - Single-Family Detached Housing

220 - Multifamily Housing (Low-Rise)

126 0 126

'VEHICLE TRIPS AFTER MULTI-MODAL Al ISTMENT

MODE SHARE:

Personal Passenger Vehicle Other Modes

Entry (%) Exit (%) Entry (%) Exit (%) Entry (%) Exit (%)

210 - Single-Family Detached Housing
[220- Multifamily Housing (Low-Rise) | 98% | 98% | 0% | 0% | 2% | 2% |

OCCUPANCY:

210 - Single-Family Detached Housing
[220 - Multifamily Housing (Low-Rise) | 1.00 | 1.00 |

ADJUSTED VEHICLE TRIPS:

Land Use

210 - Single-Family Detached Housing
|220 - Multifamily Housing (Low-Rise) | 29 | 98% | 1.00 | 28 | 97 | 98% | 1.00 | 95 |

INTERNAL VEHICLE TRIP REDUCTION

LAND USE GROUP ASSIGNMENT:

Use Group

210 - Single-Family Detached Housing Residential
[220- ifamily Housing (Low-Rise) [Residenti

INTERNAL PERSON TRIPS:
210 - Single-Family Detached Housing

|Internal Person Trips From | Entry | Exit | Total |
|Total Internal Person Trips | ['] | ['] | [ |
220- ifamily Housing (Low-Rise)

|Internal Person Trips From | Entry | Exit | Total |
|Total Internal Person Trips | ['] | ['] | [ |

INTERNAL VEHICLE TRIPS AND CAPTURE:
210 - Single-Family Detached Housing

Total Internal Person Trips 0 0 0
Vehicle Mode Share 98% 98% -
Vehicle Occupancy 1.00 1.00 -
Total Vehicle Internal Trips [ 0 0
Total External Vehicle Trips 4 13 17
Internal Vehicle Trip Capture 0% 0% 0%

220 - Multifamily Housing (Low-Rise)

Total Internal Person Trips 0 0 0
Vehicle Mode Share 98% 98% -
Vehicle Occupancy 1.00 1.00 -
Total Vehicle Internal Trips [)] [)] ]
Total External Vehicle Trips 28 95 123
Internal Vehicle Trip Capture 0% 0% 0%

PASS-BY VEHICLE TRIP REDUCTION
External Vehicle Trips Pass-by Vehicle Trip % Pass-by Vehicle Trips

Entry (%)

210 - Single-Family Detached Housing X X 0 0
[220 - Multifamily Housing (Low-Rise) | 28 | 95 | 0.00% | 0.00% | 0 | 0

NEW VEHICLE TRIPS
New Vehicle Trips

210 - Single-Family Detached Housing
[220 - Multifamily Housing (Low-Rise) | 28 | 95 | 123 |

Site Totals Entry Exit Total
Vehicle Trips Before Reduction 33 110 143
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AM Zia Station North 11/3/2020 9:38 AM

Vehicle Trips After Multi-modal Adjustment 32 108 140
Internal Vehicle Trips 0 0 0
External Vehicle Trips 32 108 140
Internal Vehicle Trip Capture 0% 0% 0%
Pass-by Vehicle Trips 0 0 ]
Diverted Vebhicle Trips 0 0 0
Extra Reduced Vehicle Trips 0 0 0
New Vehicle Trips 32 108 140
PPV 33 108 141
Truck 0 0 0
Person Trips by Other Modes 1 2 3
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VEHICLE TRIPS BEFORE REDUCTION

Zia Station South

11/3/2020 9:38 AM

. . . . Entry
Land Use & Data Source Location v Size Time Period m— Total
anaise - Rate/Equation Split% Split%

210 - Single-Family Detached Housing General Dwelling Units 10 Weekday, Peak Hour of Best Fit (LIN). 3 9 12
Data Source: Trip Gen Manual, 10th Ed + Urban/Suburban 8 Adjacent Street Traffic, T =0.71(X) + 4.80 25% 75%

- i -Ri Weekday, Peak Hi f i
220 ! Housing (Low-Rise) General Dwelling Units 107 e.e ay, Peal our.o Best Fit (LOG) 12 39 51
Data Source: Trip Gen Manual, 10th Ed + Urban/Suburban Adjacent Street Traffic, Ln(T) =0.95Ln(X) - 0.51 23% 77%

N i iidi 3 f i
710 - General Offlce Building General 1000 Sa. Ft. GFA 87 We.ekday Peak Hour.o Best Fit (LIN). 93 15 108
Data Source: Trip Gen Manual, 10th Ed + Urban/Suburban Adjacent Street Traffic, T =0.94(X) + 26.49 86% 14%
936 - Coffee/Do.nut Shop without Drive-Through General 1000 Sa. Ft. GFA 24 We.ekday, Peak Hour.of Average 124 119 243
Data Source: Trip Gen Manual, 10th Ed + Urban/Suburban Adjacent Street Traffic, 101.14 51% 49%

- General Weekday, Peak Hour
930 - Fast Casyal Restaurant 1000 Sq. Ft. GFA 5 fay, Average 7 3 10
Data Source: Trip Gen Manual, 10th Ed + Urban/Suburban of Adjacent Street 2.07 67% 33%
932 - High-Turnover (Sit-Down) Restaurant General 1000 Sq. Ft. GFA 5 Weekday, Peak Hour of Average 27 22 49
Data Source: Trip Gen Manual, 10th Ed + Urban/Suburban ot Adjacent Street Traffic, 9.94 55% 45%
820 - Shopping Fenter General 1000 Sq. Ft. GLA 20 Wgekday, Peak Hour‘of Best Fit (LIN) 100 61 161
Data Source: Trip Gen Manual, 10th Ed + Urban/Suburban Adjacent Street Traffic, T=0.50(X) + 151.78 62% 38%
090 - Park-and-Ride Lot with Bus or Light Rail General . . Weekday, Peak Hour of Best Fit (LIN) 15 3

- Occupied Parking Spaces 10 ) ) 18

Data Source: Trip Gen Manual, 10th Ed + Urban/Suburban Adjacent Street Traffic, T=0.40(X) + 14.34 81% 19%

VEHICLE TO PERSON TRIP CONVERSION

BASELINE SITE VEHICLE CHARACTERISTICS:

Baseline Site Vehicle Mode Share Baseline Site Vehicle Occupancy Baseline Site Vehicle Directional Split

Entry (%)

Exit (%)

Entry (%)

Exit (%)

210 - Single-Family Detached Housing 100 100 1 1 25 75
220- Housing (Low-Rise) 100 100 1 1 23 77
710 - General Office Building 100 100 1 1 86 14
936 - Coffee/Donut Shop without Drive-Through Window 100 100 1 1 51 49
930 - Fast Casual Restaurant 100 100 1 1 67 33
932 - High-Turnover (Sit-Down) Restaurant 100 100 1 1 55 45
820 - Shopping Center 100 100 1 1 62 38
090 - Park-and-Ride Lot with Bus or Light Rail Service 100 100 1 1 81 19

ESTIMATED BASELINE SITE PERSON TRIPS:

Land Use

210 - Single-Family Detached Housing

220 - Multifamily Housing (Low-Rise) 0 0 12 5|1 39

N 0 0 93 | 15
710 - General Office Building 108
936 - Coffee/Donut Shop without Drive-Through Window 0 0 124 2!‘3 119
930 - Fast Casual Restaurant 0 0 7 1|0 3
932 - High-Turnover (Sit-Down) Restaurant 0 0 27 4|9 2

0 0 100 | 61
820 - Shopping Cent
opping Center T61
090 - Park-and-Ride Lot with Bus or Light Rail Service 0 0 15 1|8 3
VEHICLE TRIPS AFTER MULTI-MODAL ADJUSTMENT
MODE SHARE:
— Personal Passenger Vehicle Other Modes
Entry (%) Exit (%) Entry (%) Exit (%) Entry (%) Exit (%)

210 - Single-Family Detached Housing 98% 98% 0% 0% 2% 2%
220- Housing (Low-Rise) 98% 98% 0% 0% 2% 2%
710 - General Office Building 98% 98% 0% 0% 2% 2%
936 - Coffee/Donut Shop without Drive-Through Window 98% 98% 0% 0% 2% 2%
930 - Fast Casual Restaurant 98% 98% 0% 0% 2% 2%
932 - High-Turnover (Sit-Down) Restaurant 98% 98% 0% 0% 2% 2%
820 - Shopping Center 98% 98% 0% 0% 2% 2%
090 - Park-and-Ride Lot with Bus or Light Rail Service 100% 100% 0% 0% 0% 0%

OCCUPANCY:

Use

210 - Single-Family Detached Housing 1.00 1.00
220- Housing (Low-Rise) 1.00 1.00
710 - General Office Building 1.00 1.00
936 - Coffee/Donut Shop without Drive-Through Window 1.00 1.00
930 - Fast Casual Restaurant 1.00 1.00
932 - High-Turnover (Sit-Down) Restaurant 1.00 1.00
820 - Shopping Center 1.00 1.00
090 - Park-and-Ride Lot with Bus or Light Rail Service 1.00 1.00

ADJUSTED VEHICLE TRIPS:

Land Use

Person Trips

Vehicle Mode Share (%)

Vehicle Occupancy

Vehical Trips

Person Trips

Vehicle Mode Share (%)

210 - Single-Family Detached Housing 3 98% 1.00 3 9 98% 1.00 9
220 - Housing (Low-Rise) 12 98% 1.00 12 39 98% 1.00 38
710 - General Office Building 93 98% 1.00 91 15 98% 1.00 15
936 - Coffee/Donut Shop without Drive-Through 124 98% 1.00 122 119 98% 1.00 117
930 - Fast Casual Restaurant 7 98% 1.00 7 3 98% 1.00 3
932 - High-Turnover (Sit-Down) Restaurant 27 98% 1.00 26 22 98% 1.00 22
820 - Shopping Center 100 98% 1.00 98 61 98% 1.00 60
090 - Park-and-Ride Lot with Bus or Light Rail 15 100% 1.00 15 3 100% 1.00 3

INTERNAL VEHICLE TRIP REDUCTION

LAND USE GROUP ASSIGNMENT:
Land Use
210 - Single-Family Detached Housing

Land Use Group

220- Housing (Low-Rise) Residenti;
710 - General Office Building Office
936 - Coffee/Donut Shop without Drive-Through Window Resturant
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AM

Zia Station South

11/3/2020 9:38 AM

930 - Fast Casual Restaurant Resturant

932 - High-Turnover (Sit-Down) Restaurant Resturant

820 - Shopping Center Retail

090 - Park-and-Ride Lot with Bus or Light Rail Service Others

INTERNAL PERSON TRIPS:

210 - Single-Family Detached Housing

Internal Person Trips From Entry Exit Total
220- ifamily Housing (Low-Rise) 0 0 ]
710 - General Office Building 0 0 0
936 - Coffee/Donut Shop without Drive-Through Window 0 0 0
930 - Fast Casual Restaurant ] 0 0
932 - High-Turnover (Sit-Down) Restaurant 0 0 0
820 - Shopping Center 0 1 1
090 - Park-and-Ride Lot with Bus or Light Rail Service 0 0 0
Total Internal Person Trips [ 1 1
220- ifamily Housing (Low-Rise)

Internal Person Trips From Entry Exit Total
210 - Single-Family Detached Housing 0 0 0
710 - General Office Building 0 0 0
936 - Coffee/Donut Shop without Drive-Through Window 0 1 1
930 - Fast Casual Restaurant 0 0 0
932 - High-Turnover (Sit-Down) Restaurant 0 1 1
820 - Shopping Center 0 2 2
090 - Park-and-Ride Lot with Bus or Light Rail Service 0 0 0
Total Internal Person Trips [)] 4 4
710 - General Office Building

Internal Person Trips From Entry Exit Total
210 - Single-Family Detached Housing 0 0 ]
220- ifamily Housing (Low-Rise) 0 0 0
936 - Coffee/Donut Shop without Drive-Through Window 4 3 8
930 - Fast Casual Restaurant ] 1 1
932 - High-Turnover (Sit-Down) Restaurant 2 2 4
820 - Shopping Center 4 4 8
090 - Park-and-Ride Lot with Bus or Light Rail Service 0 0 0
Total Internal Person Trips 10 10 20
936 - Coffee/Donut Shop without Drive-Through Window

Internal Person Trips From Entry Exit Total
210 - Single-Family Detached Housing 0 0 0
220- ifamily Housing (Low-Rise) 1 0 1
710 - General Office Building 3 4 8
930 - Fast Casual Restaurant 0 0 0
932 - High-Turnover (Sit-Down) Restaurant 0 0 0
820 - Shopping Center 3 3 5
090 - Park-and-Ride Lot with Bus or Light Rail Service 0 0 0
Total Internal Person Trips 7 7 14
930 - Fast Casual Restaurant

Internal Person Trips From Entry Exit Total
210 - Single-Family Detached Housing 0 0 0
220- ifamily Housing (Low-Rise) 0 0 0
710 - General Office Building 1 0 1
936 - Coffee/Donut Shop without Drive-Through Window 0 0 0
932 - High-Turnover (Sit-Down) Restaurant 0 0 0
820 - Shopping Center 1 0 1
090 - Park-and-Ride Lot with Bus or Light Rail Service 0 0 0
Total Internal Person Trips 2 0 2
932 - High-Turnover (Sit-Down) Restaurant

Internal Person Trips From Entry Exit Total
210 - Single-Family Detached Housing 0 0 0
220- ifamily Housing (Low-Rise) 1 0 1
710 - General Office Building 2 2 4
936 - Coffee/Donut Shop without Drive-Through Window 0 0 0
930 - Fast Casual Restaurant 0 0 0
820 - Shopping Center 3 1 4
090 - Park-and-Ride Lot with Bus or Light Rail Service 0 0 0
Total Internal Person Trips 6 3 9
820 - ing Center

Internal Person Trips From Entry Exit Total
210 - Single-Family Detached Housing 1 0 1
220- ifamily Housing (Low-Rise) 2 0 2
710 - General Office Building 4 4 8
936 - Coffee/Donut Shop without Drive-Through Window 3 3 5
930 - Fast Casual Restaurant 0 1 1
932 - High-Turnover (Sit-Down) Restaurant 1 3 4
090 - Park-and-Ride Lot with Bus or Light Rail Service 0 0 0
Total Internal Person Trips 11 11 22
090 - Park-and-Ride Lot with Bus or Light Rail Service

Internal Person Trips From Entry Exit Total
210 - Single-Family Detached Housing 0 0 0
220- ifamily Housing (Low-Rise) 0 0 0
710 - General Office Building 0 0 0
936 - Coffee/Donut Shop without Drive-Through Window 0 0 0
930 - Fast Casual Restaurant 0 0 0
932 - High-Turnover (Sit-Down) Restaurant 0 0 0
820 - Shopping Center 0 0 0
Total Internal Person Trips [)] [)] ]
INTERNAL VEHICLE TRIPS AND CAPTURE:

210 - Single-Family Detached Housing

Total Internal Person Trips 0 1 1
Vehicle Mode Share 98% 98% -
Vehicle Occupancy 1.00 1.00 -
Total Vehicle Internal Trips [)] 1 1
Total External Vehicle Trips 3 8 11
Internal Vehicle Trip Capture 0% 11% 8%

220 - Multifamily Housing (Low-Rise)
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AM

Zia Station South

11/3/2020 9:38 AM

Total Internal Person Trips 0 4 4
Vehicle Mode Share 98% 98% -
Vehicle Occupancy 1.00 1.00 -
Total Vehicle Internal Trips [)] 4 4
Total External Vehicle Trips 12 34 46
Internal Vehicle Trip Capture 0% 11% 8%
710 - General Office Building

Total Internal Person Trips 10 10 20
Vehicle Mode Share 98% 98% -
Vehicle Occupancy 1.00 1.00 -
Total Vehicle Internal Trips 10 10 20
Total External Vehicle Trips 81 5 86
Internal Vehicle Trip Capture 11% 67% 19%
936 - Coffee/Donut Shop without Drive-Through Window

Total Internal Person Trips 7 7 14
Vehicle Mode Share 98% 98% -
Vehicle Occupancy 1.00 1.00 -
Total Vehicle Internal Trips 7 7 14
Total External Vehicle Trips 115 110 225
Internal Vehicle Trip Capture 6% 6% 6%
930 - Fast Casual Restaurant

Total Internal Person Trips 2 0 2
Vehicle Mode Share 98% 98% -
Vehicle Occupancy 1.00 1.00 -
Total Vehicle Internal Trips 2 0 2
Total External Vehicle Trips 5 3 8
Internal Vehicle Trip Capture 29% 0% 20%
932 - High-Turnover (Sit-Down) Restaurant

Total Internal Person Trips 6 3 9
Vehicle Mode Share 98% 98% -
Vehicle Occupancy 1.00 1.00 -
Total Vehicle Internal Trips 6 3 9
Total External Vehicle Trips 20 19 39
Internal Vehicle Trip Capture 23% 14% 19%
820 - Shopping Center

Total Internal Person Trips 11 11 22
Vehicle Mode Share 98% 98% -
Vehicle Occupancy 1.00 1.00 -
Total Vehicle Internal Trips 11 11 22
Total External Vehicle Trips 87 49 136
Internal Vehicle Trip Capture 11% 18% 14%
090 - Park-and-Ride Lot with Bus or Light Rail Service

Total Internal Person Trips 0 0 0
Vehicle Mode Share 100% 100% -
Vehicle Occupancy 1.00 1.00 -
Total Vehicle Internal Trips [)] [)] ]
Total External Vehicle Trips 15 3 18
Internal Vehicle Trip Capture 0% 0% 0%

PASS-BY VEHICLE TRIP REDUCTION

External Vehicle Trips Pass-by Vehicle Trip % Pass-by Vehicle Trips
Entry (%) Exit (%)

210 - Single-Family Detached Housing 3 8 0.00% 0.00% 0 0
220 - ifamily Housing (Low-Rise) 12 34 0.00% 0.00% 0 ]
710 - General Office Building 81 5 0.00% 0.00% 0 0
936 - Coffee/Donut Shop without Drive-Through Window 115 110 43.00% 43.00% 49 47
930 - Fast Casual Restaurant 5 3 0.00% 0.00% 0 0
932 - High-Turnover (Sit-Down) Restaurant 20 19 0.00% 0.00% 0 0
820 - Shopping Center 87 49 0.00% 0.00% 0 0
090 - Park-and-Ride Lot with Bus or Light Rail Service 15 3 0.00% 0.00% 0 0

NEW VEHICLE TRIPS

mily Detached Housing

Housing (Low-Rise)

710 - General Office Building

936 - Coffee/Donut Shop without Drive-Through Window

930 - Fast Casual Restaurant

932 - High-Turnover (Sit-Down) Restaurant

820 - Shopping Center

090 - Park-and-Ride Lot with Bus or Light Rail Service

RESULTS

Site Totals Entry Exit Total
Vehicle Trips Before Reduction 381 271 652
Vehicle Trips After Multi-modal Adjustment 374 267 641
Internal Vehicle Trips 36 36 72
External Vehicle Trips 338 231 569
Internal Vehicle Trip Capture 10% 13% 12%
Pass-by Vehicle Trips 49 47 96
Diverted Vehicle Trips 0 0 0
Extra Reduced Vehicle Trips 0 0 0
New Vebhicle Trips 289 184 473
PPV 289 184 473
Truck 0 0 0
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AM Zia Station South 11/3/2020 9:38 AM

Person Trips by Other Modes 7 4 11
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PM Zia Station North 11/3/2020 9:38 AM

VEHICLE TRIPS BEFORE REDUCTION

o e, —— - - Timeperod | Method [ Enty [ @ et | —
Rate/Equation Split% Split%
210 - Single-Family Detached Housing General Dwelling Units 17 Weekday, Peak Hour of Best Fit (LOG) 12 7 19
Data Source: Trip Gen Manual, 10th Ed + Urban/Suburban 8 Adjacent Street Traffic, | Ln(T)=0.96Ln(X) + 0.20 63% 37%
220 - ifamily Housing (Low-Rise) General . ) Weekday, Peak Hour of Best Fit (LOG) 92 54
Dwelling Unit: 277 146
Data Source: Trip Gen Manual, 10th Ed + Urban/suburban werling tinits Adjacent Street Traffic, [ Ln(T) =0.89Ln(X) -0.02 63% 37%

VEHICLE TO PERSON TRIP CONVERSION

BASELINE SITE VEHICLE CHARACTERISTICS:

Baseline Site Vehicle Mode Share Baseline Site Vehicle Occupancy Baseline Site Vehicle Directional Split

Entry (%) Exit (%) Entry (%) Exit (%)

210 - Single-Family Detached Housing
[220 - Multifamily Housing (Low-Rise) | 100 | 100 | 1 | 1 | 63 | 37 |

ESTIMATED BASELINE SITE PERSON TRIPS:

210 - Single-Family Detached Housing

220 - Multifamily Housing (Low-Rise)

'VEHICLE TRIPS AFTER MULTI-MODAL Al ISTMENT

MODE SHARE:

Personal Passenger Vehicle Other Modes

Entry (%) Exit (%) Entry (%) Exit (%) Entry (%) Exit (%)

210 - Single-Family Detached Housing
[220- Multifamily Housing (Low-Rise) | 98% | 98% | 0% | 0% | 2% | 2% |

OCCUPANCY:

210 - Single-Family Detached Housing
[220 - Multifamily Housing (Low-Rise) | 1.00 | 1.00 |

ADJUSTED VEHICLE TRIPS:

Land Use

210 - Single-Family Detached Housing
[220 - Multifamily Housing (Low-Rise) | 92 | 98% | 1.00 | 9 | 54 | 98% | 1.00 | 53 |

INTERNAL VEHICLE TRIP REDUCTION

LAND USE GROUP ASSIGNMENT:

Use Group

210 - Single-Family Detached Housing Residential
[220- ifamily Housing (Low-Rise) [Residenti

INTERNAL PERSON TRIPS:
210 - Single-Family Detached Housing

|Internal Person Trips From | Entry | Exit | Total |
|Total Internal Person Trips | ['] | ['] | [ |
220- ifamily Housing (Low-Rise)

|Internal Person Trips From | Entry | Exit | Total |
|Total Internal Person Trips | ['] | ['] | [ |

INTERNAL VEHICLE TRIPS AND CAPTURE:
210 - Single-Family Detached Housing

Total Internal Person Trips 0 0 0
Vehicle Mode Share 98% 98% -
Vehicle Occupancy 1.00 1.00 -
Total Vehicle Internal Trips [ 0 0
Total External Vehicle Trips 12 7 19
Internal Vehicle Trip Capture 0% 0% 0%

220 - Multifamily Housing (Low-Rise)

Total Internal Person Trips 0 0 0
Vehicle Mode Share 98% 98% -
Vehicle Occupancy 1.00 1.00 -
Total Vehicle Internal Trips [)] [)] ]
Total External Vehicle Trips 90 53 143
Internal Vehicle Trip Capture 0% 0% 0%

PASS-BY VEHICLE TRIP REDUCTION
External Vehicle Trips Pass-by Vehicle Trip % Pass-by Vehicle Trips

Entry (%)

210 - Single-Family Detached Housing X X 0 0
[220 - Multifamily Housing (Low-Rise) | 90 | 53 | 0.00% | 0.00% | 0 | 0

NEW VEHICLE TRIPS
New Vehicle Trips

210 - Single-Family Detached Housing
[220 - Multifamily Housing (Low-Rise) | 90 | 53 | 143 |

Site Totals Entry Exit Total
Vehicle Trips Before Reduction 104 61 165
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Vehicle Trips After Multi-modal Adjustment 102 60 162
Internal Vehicle Trips 0 0 0
External Vehicle Trips 102 60 162
Internal Vehicle Trip Capture 0% 0% 0%
Pass-by Vehicle Trips 0 0 ]
Diverted Vebhicle Trips 0 0 0
Extra Reduced Vehicle Trips 0 0 0
New Vehicle Trips 102 60 162
PPV 102 60 162
Truck 0 0 0
Person Trips by Other Modes 2 1 3
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Zia Station South

11/3/2020 9:38 AM

VEHICLE TRIPS BEFORE REDUCTION

. . . . Entry
Land Use & Data Source Location v Size Time Period m— Total
anaise - Rate/Equation Split% Split%

210 - Single-Family Detached Housing General Dwelling Units 10 Weekday, Peak Hour of Best Fit (LOG) 7 4 1
Data Source: Trip Gen Manual, 10th Ed + Urban/Suburban 8 Adjacent Street Traffic, | Ln(T)=0.96Ln(X) + 0.20 63% 37%

- i -Ri Weekday, Peak Hi f i
220 ! Housing (Low-Rise) General Dwelling Units 107 e.e ay, Peal our.o Best Fit (LOG) 40 23 63
Data Source: Trip Gen Manual, 10th Ed + Urban/Suburban Adjacent Street Traffic, Ln(T) =0.89Ln(X) - 0.02 63% 37%
710 - General Offlce Building General 1000 Sa. Ft. GFA 87 We.ekday, Peak Hour.of Best Fit (LOG) 16 84 100
Data Source: Trip Gen Manual, 10th Ed + Urban/Suburban Adjacent Street Traffic, | Ln(T)=0.95Ln(X) +0.36 16% 84%
936 - Coffee/Donut Shop without Drive-Through General 1000 Sq. Ft. GFA 24 Weekday, Peak Hour of Average 44 44 88
Data Source: Trip Gen Manual, 10th Ed + Urban/Suburban q- ) Adjacent Street Traffic, 36.31 50% 50%

- Drinkif General Weekday, Peak Hour
925 Drmklng‘PIace 1000 Sq. Ft. GFA 5 ! Y, Average 37 19 56
Data Source: Trip Gen Manual, 10th Ed + Urban/Suburban of Adjacent Street 11.36 66% 34%
930 - Fast Casua‘l Restaurant General 1000 Sq. Ft. GFA 5 Wgekday, Peak Hour‘of Average 39 32 71
Data Source: Trip Gen Manual, 10th Ed + Urban/Suburban Adjacent Street Traffic, 14.13 55% 45%
932 - High-Turnover (Sit-Down) Restaurant General 1000 Sq. Ft. GFA 5 Weekday, Peak Hour of Average 30 19 29
Data Source: Trip Gen Manual, 10th Ed + Urban/Suburban o Adjacent Street Traffic, 9.77 62% 38%

- i Weekday, Peak H f i
820 - Shopping Fenter General 1000 Sq. Ft. GLA 20 ge ay, Peal our‘o Best Fit (LOG) 79 86 165
Data Source: Trip Gen Manual, 10th Ed + Urban/Suburban Adjacent Street Traffic, | Ln(T) =0.74Ln(X) + 2.89 48% 52%
090 - Park-and-Ride Lot with Bus or Light Rail General . . Weekday, Peak Hour of Best Fit (LIN) 2 £}

— Occupied Parking Spaces 10 ) ) 7

Data Source: Trip Gen Manual, 10th Ed + Urban/Suburban Adjacent Street Traffic, T=0.54(X) + 1.67 25% 75%

VEHICLE TO PERSON TRIP CONVERSION

BASELINE SITE VEHICLE CHARACTERISTICS:

Baseline Site Vehicle Mode Share Baseline Site Vehicle Occupancy Baseline Site Vehicle Directional Split

Entry (%) Exit (%) Entry (%) Exit (%)
210 - Single-Family Detached Housing 100 100 1 1 63 37
220 - Multifamily Housing (Low-Rise) 100 100 1 1 63 37
710 - General Office Building 100 100 1 1 16 84
936 - Coffee/Donut Shop without Drive-Through Window 100 100 1 1 50 50
925 - Drinking Place 100 100 1 1 66 34
930 - Fast Casual Restaurant 100 100 1 1 55 45
932 - High-Turnover (Sit-Down) Restaurant 100 100 1 1 62 38
820 - Shopping Center 100 100 1 1 48 52
090 - Park-and-Ride Lot with Bus or Light Rail Service 100 100 1 1 25 75

ESTIMATED BASELINE SITE PERSON TRIPS:

210 - Single-Family Detached Housing T 1
- , ‘ 40 | 23 0 0 40 | 23
220 - Multifamily Housing (Low-Rise) = 53
. . 16 | 84 0 0 16 | 84
710 - General Office Building 100 100
936 - Coffee/Donut Shop without Drive-Through Window 44 IBB 44 0 0 44 SIS 44
L 37 | 19 0 0 37 | 19
925 - Drinking Place 53 56
930 - Fast Casual Restaurant 39 I 32 0 0 39 I 32
71 71
932 - High-Turnover (Sit-Down) Restaurant 30 I 19 0 0 30 I 19
49 49
. 79 | 86 0 0 79 | 86
820 - Shopping Center 165 T65
090 - Park-and-Ride Lot with Bus or Light Rail Service 2 |7 5 0 0 2 l 5
VEHICLE TRIPS AFTER MULTI-MODAL ADJUSTMENT
MODE SHARE:
Land Use Personal Passenger Vehicle Truck Other Modes
Entry (%) Exit (%) Entry (%) Exit (%) Entry (%) Exit (%)
210 - Single-Family Detached Housing 98% 98% 0% 0% 2% 2%
220- Housing (Low-Rise) 98% 98% 0% 0% 2% 2%
710 - General Office Building 98% 98% 0% 0% 2% 2%
936 - Coffee/Donut Shop without Drive-Through Window 98% 98% 0% 0% 2% 2%
925 - Drinking Place 98% 98% 0% 0% 2% 2%
930 - Fast Casual Restaurant 98% 98% 0% 0% 2% 2%
932 - High-Turnover (Sit-Down) Restaurant 98% 98% 0% 0% 2% 2%
820 - Shopping Center 98% 98% 0% 0% 2% 2%
090 - Park-and-Ride Lot with Bus or Light Rail Service 98% 98% 0% 0% 2% 2%

OCCUPANCY:

Land Use

Entry Exit
210 - Single-Family Detached Housing 1.00 1.00
220- Housing (Low-Rise) 1.00 1.00
710 - General Office Building 1.00 1.00
936 - Coffee/Donut Shop without Drive-Through Window 1.00 1.00
925 - Drinking Place 1.00 1.00
930 - Fast Casual Restaurant 1.00 1.00
932 - High-Turnover (Sit-Down) Restaurant 1.00 1.00
820 - Shopping Center 1.00 1.00
090 - Park-and-Ride Lot with Bus or Light Rail Service 1.00 1.00

ADJUSTED VEHICLE TRIPS:

Land Use

Person Trips

Vehicle Mode Share (%)

Vehicle Occupancy

Vehical Trips

Person Trips

Vehicle Mode Share (%)

Vehicle Occupancy

Vehical Trips

210 - Single-Family Detached Housing 7 98% 1.00 7 4 98% 1.00 4
220- Housing (Low-Rise) 40 98% 1.00 39 23 98% 1.00 23
710 - General Office Building 16 98% 1.00 16 84 98% 1.00 82
936 - Coffee/Donut Shop without Drive-Through 44 98% 1.00 43 44 98% 1.00 43
925 - Drinking Place 37 98% 1.00 36 19 98% 1.00 19
930 - Fast Casual Restaurant 39 98% 1.00 38 32 98% 1.00 31
932 - High-Turnover (Sit-Down) Restaurant 30 98% 1.00 29 19 98% 1.00 19
820 - Shopping Center 79 98% 1.00 77 36 98% 1.00 84
090 - Park-and-Ride Lot with Bus or Light Rail 2 98% 1.00 2 5 98% 1.00 5
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PM

Zia Station South

11/3/2020 9:38 AM

INTERNAL VEHICLE TRIP REDUCTION

LAND USE GROUP ASSIGNMENT:
Land Use
210 - Single-Family Detached Housing

Use Group

220 - ifamily Housing (Low-Rise)

Residenti

710 - General Office Building

Office

936 - Coffee/Donut Shop without Drive-Through Window

Resturant

925 - Drinking Place

Resturant

930 - Fast Casual Restaurant

Resturant

932 - High-Turnover (Sit-Down) Restaurant

Resturant

820 - Shopping Center

Retail

090 - Park-and-Ride Lot with Bus or Light Rail Service

Others

INTERNAL PERSON TRIPS:
210 - Single-Family Detached Housing

Internal Person Trips From

Entry

Exit

Total

220 - ifamily Housing (Low-Rise)

710 - General Office Building

936 - Coffee/Donut Shop without Drive-Through Window

925 - Drinking Place

930 - Fast Casual Restaurant

932 - High-Turnover (Sit-Down) Restaurant

820 - Shopping Center

090 - Park-and-Ride Lot with Bus or Light Rail Service

Total Internal Person Trips

n|o|v|o|ofo|e|e

rlolr|o|olo|e|e

wlo|v|o|ofo|e|e

220 - i ily Housing (Low-Rise)

Internal Person Trips From

Entry

Exit

Total

210 - Single-Family Detached Housing

710 - General Office Building

936 - Coffee/Donut Shop without Drive-Through Window

925 - Drinking Place

930 - Fast Casual Restaurant

932 - High-Turnover (Sit-Down) Restaurant

820 - Shopping Center

090 - Park-and-Ride Lot with Bus or Light Rail Service

oleo|ofr|o|- |-

Total Internal Person Trips

w|o|a|r|r|=]|~]o

710 - General Office Building

Internal Person Trips From

Entry

Exit

Total

210 - Single-Family Detached Housing

220- ifamily Housing (Low-Rise)

936 - Coffee/Donut Shop without Drive-Through Window

925 - Drinking Place

930 - Fast Casual Restaurant

932 - High-Turnover (Sit-Down) Restaurant

820 - Shopping Center

090 - Park-and-Ride Lot with Bus or Light Rail Service

Total Internal Person Trips

n|o|v|o|ofo|e|e

N|o|a|o|o|o|o]|-

olo|w|o|o|o|r]|-

936 - Coffee/Donut Shop without Drive-Through Window

Internal Person Trips From

Entry

Exit

Total

210 - Single-Family Detached Housing

220- ifamily Housing (Low-Rise)

710 - General Office Building

925 - Drinking Place

930 - Fast Casual Restaurant

932 - High-Turnover (Sit-Down) Restaurant

820 - Shopping Center

090 - Park-and-Ride Lot with Bus or Light Rail Service

Total Internal Person Trips

slo|wlo|ofo|o]|-

wlo|a|o|o|o|e]|-

vlo|w|o|o|o|r]|-

925 - Drinking Place

Internal Person Trips From

Entry

Exit

Total

210 - Single-Family Detached Housing

220- ifamily Housing (Low-Rise)

710 - General Office Building

936 - Coffee/Donut Shop without Drive-Through Window

930 - Fast Casual Restaurant

932 - High-Turnover (Sit-Down) Restaurant

820 - Shopping Center

090 - Park-and-Ride Lot with Bus or Light Rail Service

Total Internal Person Trips

slo|wlo|ofo|o]|-

n|o|v|o|ofo|e|e

alo|u|o|o|o|o]|-

930 - Fast Casual

Internal Person Trips From

Entry

Exit

Total

210 - Single-Family Detached Housing

220- ifamily Housing (Low-Rise)

710 - General Office Building

936 - Coffee/Donut Shop without Drive-Through Window

925 - Drinking Place

932 - High-Turnover (Sit-Down) Restaurant

820 - Shopping Center

090 - Park-and-Ride Lot with Bus or Light Rail Service

Total Internal Person Trips

slo|wlo|ofo|o]|-

slo|wlo|ofo|o]|-

w|o|a|o|o|o|o]|-

932 - High-Turnover (Sit-Down) Restaurant

Internal Person Trips From

Entry

Exit

Total

210 - Single-Family Detached Housing

220- ifamily Housing (Low-Rise)

710 - General Office Building

936 - Coffee/Donut Shop without Drive-Through Window

925 - Drinking Place

930 - Fast Casual Restaurant

820 - Shopping Center

090 - Park-and-Ride Lot with Bus or Light Rail Service

Total Internal Person Trips

wlo|nv|o|ofo|o]|-

n|o|v|o|ofo|e|e

wlo|a|o|o|o|e]|-

820 - Shopping Center

Internal Person Trips From

Entry

Exit

210 - Single-Family Detached Housing

220- ifamily Housing (Low-Rise)

710 - General Office Building

936 - Coffee/Donut Shop without Drive-Through Window

INEXFEN

wln|o
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925 - Drinking Place 2 3 5
930 - Fast Casual Restaurant 3 3 6
932 - High-Turnover (Sit-Down) Restaurant 2 2 4
090 - Park-and-Ride Lot with Bus or Light Rail Service 0 0 0
Total Internal Person Trips 22 24 46
090 - Park-and-Ride Lot with Bus or Light Rail Service
Internal Person Trips From Entry Exit Total
210 - Single-Family Detached Housing 0 0 ]
220- ifamily Housing (Low-Rise) 0 0 0
710 - General Office Building 0 0 0
936 - Coffee/Donut Shop without Drive-Through Window 0 0 0
925 - Drinking Place 0 0 0
930 - Fast Casual Restaurant 0 0 0
932 - High-Turnover (Sit-Down) Restaurant 0 0 0
820 - Shopping Center 0 0 0
Total Internal Person Trips [)] [)] ]
INTERNAL VEHICLE TRIPS AND CAPTURE:
210 - Single-Family Detached Housing
Total Internal Person Trips 2 1 3
Vehicle Mode Share 98% 98% -
Vehicle Occupancy 1.00 1.00 -
Total Vehicle Internal Trips 2 1 3
Total External Vehicle Trips 5 3 8
Internal Vehicle Trip Capture 29% 25% 27%
220 - Multifamily Housing (Low-Rise)
Total Internal Person Trips 12 8 20
Vehicle Mode Share 98% 98% -
Vehicle Occupancy 1.00 1.00 -
Total Vehicle Internal Trips 12 8 20
Total External Vehicle Trips 27 15 42
Internal Vehicle Trip Capture 31% 35% 32%
710 - General Office Building
Total Internal Person Trips 2 7 9
Vehicle Mode Share 98% 98% -
Vehicle Occupancy 1.00 1.00 -
Total Vehicle Internal Trips 2 7 9
Total External Vehicle Trips 14 75 89
Internal Vehicle Trip Capture 12% 9% 9%
936 - Coffee/Donut Shop without Drive-Through Window
Total Internal Person Trips 4 5 9
Vehicle Mode Share 98% 98% -
Vehicle Occupancy 1.00 1.00 -
Total Vehicle Internal Trips 4 5 9
Total External Vehicle Trips 39 38 77
Internal Vehicle Trip Capture 9% 12% 10%
925 - Drinking Place
Total Internal Person Trips 4 2 6
Vehicle Mode Share 98% 98% -
Vehicle Occupancy 1.00 1.00 -
Total Vehicle Internal Trips 4 2 6
Total External Vehicle Trips 32 17 49
Internal Vehicle Trip Capture 11% 11% 11%
930 - Fast Casual Restaurant
Total Internal Person Trips 4 4 8
Vehicle Mode Share 98% 98% -
Vehicle Occupancy 1.00 1.00 -
Total Vehicle Internal Trips 4 4 8
Total External Vehicle Trips 34 27 61
Internal Vehicle Trip Capture 11% 13% 12%
932 - High-Turnover (Sit-Down) Restaurant
Total Internal Person Trips 3 2 5
Vehicle Mode Share 98% 98% -
Vehicle Occupancy 1.00 1.00 -
Total Vehicle Internal Trips 3 2 5
Total External Vehicle Trips 26 17 43
Internal Vehicle Trip Capture 10% 11% 10%
820 - Shopping Center
Total Internal Person Trips 22 24 46
Vehicle Mode Share 98% 98% -
Vehicle Occupancy 1.00 1.00 -
Total Vehicle Internal Trips 22 24 46
Total External Vehicle Trips 55 60 115
Internal Vehicle Trip Capture 29% 29% 29%
090 - Park-and-Ride Lot with Bus or Light Rail Service
Total Internal Person Trips 0 0 0
Vehicle Mode Share 98% 98% -
Vehicle Occupancy 1.00 1.00 -
Total Vehicle Internal Trips [)] [)] ]
Total External Vehicle Trips 2 S 7
Internal Vehicle Trip Capture 0% 0% 0%
Pass-by Vehicle Tip %
Entry (%)
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210 - Single-Family Detached Housing 5 3 0.00% 0.00% ] ]
220- ifamily Housing (Low-Rise) 27 15 0.00% 0.00% 0 0
710 - General Office Building 14 75 0.00% 0.00% 0 0
936 - Coffee/Donut Shop without Drive-Through Window 39 38 34.00% 34.00% 13 13
925 - Drinking Place 32 17 0.00% 0.00% 0 ]
930 - Fast Casual Restaurant 34 27 43.00% 43.00% 15 12
932 - High-Turnover (Sit-Down) Restaurant 26 17 43.00% 43.00% 11 7
820 - Shopping Center 55 60 34.00% 34.00% 19 20
090 - Park-and-Ride Lot with Bus or Light Rail Service 2 5 0.00% 0.00% 0 0

NEW VEHICLE TRIPS

New Vehicle Trips
Use
ry Exi Total
5

210 - Single-Family Detached Housing 3 8
220- Housing (Low-Rise) 27 15 42
710 - General Office Building 14 75 89
936 - Coffee/Donut Shop without Drive-Through Window 26 25 51
925 - Drinking Place 32 17 49
930 - Fast Casual Restaurant 19 15 34
932 - High-Turnover (Sit-Down) Restaurant 15 10 25
820 - Shopping Center 36 40 76
090 - Park-and-Ride Lot with Bus or Light Rail Service 2 S 7

Site Totals

RESULTS

Entry Exit Total
Vehicle Trips Before Reduction 294 316 610
Vehicle Trips After Multi-modal Adjustment 287 310 597
Internal Vehicle Trips 53 53 106
External Vehicle Trips 234 257 491
Internal Vehicle Trip Capture 18% 17% 18%
Pass-by Vehicle Trips 58 52 110
Diverted Vebhicle Trips 0 0 0
Extra Reduced Vehicle Trips 0 0 0
New Vehicle Trips 176 205 381
PPV 176 205 381
Truck 0 0 0
Person Trips by Other Modes 7 6 13
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ZIA STATION EMPLOYMENT TRIP DISTRIBUTION
DWELLING UNIT BY AGGREGATED TAZ

2019
St. Francis - To/From North
Aggregated TAZ's Dwelling Units DISTANCE DU./DIST. % % DU/D
2015 2040 2019 (D) 2019 2019 % Utilizing Dist. Utilizing EMP/Dist

1 2,164 2,244 2,176 0.92 2,365 9.89% 50% 4.94% 1,183
2 1,567 1,587 1,570 0.66 2,379 9.95% 25% 2.49% 595
3 1,896 1,996 1,911 0.94 2,033 8.50%
4 4,527 6,676 4,845 2.83 1,712 7.16%
5 628 1,640 778 2.96 263 1.10%
6 753 878 772 2.88 268 1.12%
7 0 0 0 5.29 0 0.00%
8 1,365 2,947 1,599 5.37 298 1.25%
9 3,141 3,176 3,146 9.08 346 1.45%
10 2,341 2,866 2,419 9.38 258 1.08%
1" 1,269 1,539 1,309 9.08 144 0.60%
12 11,339 16,891 12,162 455 2,673 11.18% 20% 2.24% 535
13 5,573 5,688 5,590 1.92 2,91 12.17% 80% 9.74% 2,329
14 8,102 8,102 8,102 2.49 3,254 13.60% 70% 9.52% 2,278
15 1,903 1,903 1,903 493 386 1.61%
16 8,407 8,875 8,476 5.91 1,434 6.00% 100% 6.00% 1,434
17 1,709 2,060 1,761 8.37 210 0.88% 50% 0.44% 105

ABQ 360,969 440,520 372,754 125.00 2,982 12.47%

TOTALS = 417,653 509,588 431,273 23,917 100% 35%

2015 and 2040 Santa Fe Tmodel Socioeconomic Forecasts
ABQ values from MRCOG 2040 Forecasts - Distance adjusted to reflect estimated percentage from Albuquerque

P:\20200242\TRANS\Study\Analysis\Spreadsheets\DIST_employment_rev1.xIsx




ZIA STATION EMPLOYMENT TRIP DISTRIBUTION
DWELLING UNIT BY AGGREGATED TAZ

2019
St. Francis - To/From South
Aggregated TAZ's Dwelling Units DISTANCE DU./DIST. % % DU/D
2015 2040 2019 (D) 2019 2019 % Utilizing Dist. Utilizing EMP/Dist
1 2,164 2,244 2,176 0.92 2,365 9.89%
2 1,567 1,587 1,570 0.66 2,379 9.95% 10% 0.99% 238
3 1,896 1,996 1,911 0.94 2,033 8.50%
4 4,527 6,676 4,845 2.83 1,712 7.16% 20% 1.43% 342
5 628 1,640 778 2.96 263 1.10%
6 753 878 772 2.88 268 1.12% 100% 1.12%
7 0 0 0 5.29 0 0.00% 100% 0.00% 0
8 1,365 2,947 1,599 5.37 298 1.25% 40% 0.50% 119
9 3,141 3,176 3,146 9.08 346 1.45% 100% 1.45% 346
10 2,341 2,866 2,419 9.38 258 1.08% 40% 0.43% 103
1" 1,269 1,539 1,309 9.08 144 0.60% 50% 0.30% 72
12 11,339 16,891 12,162 4.55 2,673 11.18% 20% 2.24%
13 5,573 5,688 5,590 1.92 2,911 12.17%
14 8,102 8,102 8,102 249 3,254 13.60%
15 1,903 1,903 1,903 493 386 1.61% 100% 1.61% 386
16 8,407 8,875 8,476 5.91 1,434 6.00%
17 1,709 2,060 1,761 8.37 210 0.88%
ABQ 360,969 440,520 372,754 125.00 2,982 12.47% 100% 12.47% 2,982
TOTALS = 417,653 509,588 431,273 23,917 100% 23%
Round down to 22

2015 and 2040 Santa Fe Tmodel Socioeconomic Forecasts
ABQ values from MRCOG 2040 Forecasts - Distance adjusted to reflect estimated percentage from Albuquerque

P:\20200242\TRANS\Study\Analysis\Spreadsheets\DIST_employment_rev1.xIsx




ZIA STATION EMPLOYMENT TRIP DISTRIBUTION
DWELLING UNIT BY AGGREGATED TAZ

2019
Zia - To/From West
Aggregated TAZ's Dwelling Units DISTANCE DU./DIST. % % DU/D
2015 2040 2019 (D) 2019 2019 % Utilizing Dist. Utilizing EMP/Dist

1 2,164 2,244 2,176 0.92 2,365 9.89% 50% 4.94% 1,183
2 1,567 1,587 1,570 0.66 2,379 9.95%
3 1,896 1,996 1,911 0.94 2,033 8.50% 40% 3.40% 813
4 4,527 6,676 4,845 2.83 1,712 7.16% 50% 3.58% 856
5 628 1,640 778 2.96 263 1.10% 70% 0.77% 184
6 753 878 772 2.88 268 1.12%
7 0 0 0 5.29 0 0.00%
8 1,365 2,947 1,599 5.37 298 1.25% 60% 0.75% 179
9 3,141 3,176 3,146 9.08 346 1.45%
10 2,341 2,866 2,419 9.38 258 1.08% 60% 0.65% 155
1 1,269 1,539 1,309 9.08 144 0.60% 50% 0.30% 72
12 11,339 16,891 12,162 4.55 2,673 11.18% 40% 4.47% 1,069
13 5,573 5,688 5,590 1.92 2,911 12.17% 20% 2.43% 582
14 8,102 8,102 8,102 2.49 3,254 13.60%
15 1,903 1,903 1,903 4.93 386 1.61%
16 8,407 8,875 8,476 5.91 1,434 6.00%
17 1,709 2,060 1,761 8.37 210 0.88% 50% 0.44% 105

ABQ 360,969 440,520 372,754 125.00 2,982 12.47%

TOTALS = 417,653 509,588 431,273 23,917 100% 22%

2015 and 2040 Santa Fe Tmodel Socioeconomic Forecasts
ABQ values from MRCOG 2040 Forecasts - Distance adjusted to reflect estimated percentage from Albuquerque

P:\20200242\TRANS\Study\Analysis\Spreadsheets\DIST_employment_rev1.xIsx




ZIA STATION EMPLOYMENT TRIP DISTRIBUTION
DWELLING UNIT BY AGGREGATED TAZ

2019
Zia - To/From East
Aggregated TAZ's Dwelling Units DISTANCE DU./DIST. % % DU/D
2015 2040 2019 (D) 2019 2019 % Utilizing Dist. Utilizing EMP/Dist

1 2,164 2,244 2,176 0.92 2,365 9.89%
2 1,567 1,587 1,570 0.66 2,379 9.95% 35% 3.48% 833
3 1,896 1,996 1,911 0.94 2,033 8.50%
4 4,527 6,676 4,845 2.83 1,712 7.16%
5 628 1,640 778 2.96 263 1.10%
6 753 878 772 2.88 268 1.12%
7 0 0 0 5.29 0 0.00%
8 1,365 2,947 1,599 5.37 298 1.25%
9 3,141 3,176 3,146 9.08 346 1.45%
10 2,341 2,866 2,419 9.38 258 1.08%
1 1,269 1,539 1,309 9.08 144 0.60%
12 11,339 16,891 12,162 4.55 2,673 11.18%
13 5,573 5,688 5,590 1.92 2,911 12.17%
14 8,102 8,102 8,102 2.49 3,254 13.60% 30% 4.08% 976
15 1,903 1,903 1,903 4.93 386 1.61%
16 8,407 8,875 8,476 5.91 1,434 6.00%
17 1,709 2,060 1,761 8.37 210 0.88%

ABQ 360,969 440,520 372,754 125.00 2,982 12.47%

TOTALS = 417,653 509,588 431,273 23,917 100% 8%

2015 and 2040 Santa Fe Tmodel Socioeconomic Forecasts
ABQ values from MRCOG 2040 Forecasts - Distance adjusted to reflect estimated percentage from Albuquerque

P:\20200242\TRANS\Study\Analysis\Spreadsheets\DIST_employment_rev1.xIsx




ZIA STATION EMPLOYMENT TRIP DISTRIBUTION
DWELLING UNIT BY AGGREGATED TAZ

2019
Rodeo - To/From West
Aggregated TAZ's Dwelling Units DISTANCE DU./DIST. % % DU/D
2015 2040 2019 (D) 2019 2019 % Utilizing Dist. Utilizing EMP/Dist

1 2,164 2,244 2,176 0.92 2,365 9.89%
2 1,567 1,587 1,570 0.66 2,379 9.95%
3 1,896 1,996 1,911 0.94 2,033 8.50% 60% 5.10% 1,220
4 4,527 6,676 4,845 2.83 1,712 7.16% 30% 2.15% 514
5 628 1,640 778 2.96 263 1.10% 30% 0.33% 79
6 753 878 772 2.88 268 1.12%
7 0 0 0 5.29 0 0.00%
8 1,365 2,947 1,599 5.37 298 1.25%
9 3,141 3,176 3,146 9.08 346 1.45%
10 2,341 2,866 2,419 9.38 258 1.08%
11 1,269 1,539 1,309 9.08 144 0.60%
12 11,339 16,891 12,162 4.55 2,673 11.18% 20% 2.24% 535
13 5,573 5,688 5,590 1.92 2,911 12.17%
14 8,102 8,102 8,102 249 3,254 13.60%
15 1,903 1,903 1,903 493 386 1.61%
16 8,407 8,875 8,476 591 1,434 6.00%
17 1,709 2,060 1,761 8.37 210 0.88%

ABQ 360,969 440,520 372,754 125.00 2,982 12.47%

TOTALS = 417,653 509,588 431,273 23,917 100% 10%

2015 and 2040 Santa Fe Tmodel Socioeconomic Forecasts
ABQ values from MRCOG 2040 Forecasts - Distance adjusted to reflect estimated percentage from Albuquerque

P:\20200242\TRANS\Study\Analysis\Spreadsheets\DIST_employment_rev1.xIsx




ZIA STATION EMPLOYMENT TRIP DISTRIBUTION

DWELLING UNIT BY AGGREGATED TAZ

2019
Rodeo - To/From East
Aggregated TAZ's Dwelling Units DISTANCE DU./DIST. % % DU/D
2015 2040 2019 (D) 2019 2019 % Utilizing Dist. Utilizing EMP/Dist

1 2,164 2,244 2,176 0.92 2,365 9.89%
2 1,567 1,587 1,570 0.66 2,379 9.95% 30% 2.98% 714
3 1,896 1,996 1,911 0.94 2,033 8.50%
4 4,527 6,676 4,845 2.83 1,712 7.16%
5 628 1,640 778 2.96 263 1.10%
6 753 878 772 2.88 268 1.12%
7 0 0 0 5.29 0 0.00%
8 1,365 2,947 1,599 5.37 298 1.25%
9 3,141 3,176 3,146 9.08 346 1.45%
10 2,341 2,866 2,419 9.38 258 1.08%
1 1,269 1,539 1,309 9.08 144 0.60%
12 11,339 16,891 12,162 4.55 2,673 11.18%
13 5,573 5,688 5,590 1.92 2,911 12.17%
14 8,102 8,102 8,102 2.49 3,254 13.60%
15 1,903 1,903 1,903 4.93 386 1.61%
16 8,407 8,875 8,476 5.91 1,434 6.00%
17 1,709 2,060 1,761 8.37 210 0.88%

ABQ 360,969 440,520 372,754 125.00 2,982 12.47%

TOTALS = 417,653 509,588 431,273 23,917 100% 3%

2015 and 2040 Santa Fe Tmodel Socioeconomic Forecasts

ABQ values from MRCOG 2040 Forecasts - Distance adjusted to reflect estimated percentage from Albuquerque

P:\20200242\TRANS\Study\Analysis\Spreadsheets\DIST_employment_rev1.xIsx




ZIA STATION EMPLOYMENT TRIP DISTRIBUTION

DWELLING UNIT BY AGGREGATED TAZ

2019
Aggregated TAZ's Dwelling Units DISTANCE DU./DIST. %
2015 2040 2019 (D) 2019 2019
1 2,164 2,244 2,176 0.92 2,365 9.89%
2 1,567 1,587 1,570 0.66 2,379 9.95%
3 1,896 1,996 1,911 0.94 2,033 8.50%
4 4,527 6,676 4,845 2.83 1,712 7.16%
5 628 1,640 778 2.96 263 1.10%
6 753 878 772 2.88 268 1.12%
7 0 0 0 5.29 0 0.00%
8 1,365 2,947 1,599 5.37 298 1.25%
9 3,141 3,176 3,146 9.08 346 1.45%
10 2,341 2,866 2,419 9.38 258 1.08%
11 1,269 1,539 1,309 9.08 144 0.60%
12 11,339 16,891 12,162 4.55 2,673 11.18%
13 5,573 5,688 5,590 1.92 2,911 12.17%
14 8,102 8,102 8,102 249 3,254 13.60%
15 1,903 1,903 1,903 493 386 1.61%
16 8,407 8,875 8,476 591 1,434 6.00%
17 1,709 2,060 1,761 8.37 210 0.88%
ABQ 360,969 440,520 372,754 125.00 2,982 12.47%
TOTALS = 417,653 509,588 431,273 23,917 100%

2015 and 2040 Santa Fe Tmodel Socioeconomic Forecasts

ABQ values from MRCOG 2040 Forecasts - Distance adjusted to reflect estimated percentage from Albuquerque

P:\20200242\TRANS\Study\Analysis\Spreadsheets\DIST_employment_rev1.xIsx

9.89%
9.95%
8.50%
7.16%
1.10%
1.12%
0.00%
1.25%
1.45%
1.08%
0.60%
11.18%
12.17%
13.60%
1.61%
6.00%
0.88%
12.47%
100.00%
100.00%

100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%



ZIA STATION RESIDENTIAL TRIP DISTRIBUTION
EMPLOYMENT BY AGGREGATED TAZ

2019
St. Francis - To/From North
Aggregated TAZ's Employees DISTANCE EMP./DIST. % % Employment/D
2015 2040 2019 (D) 2019 2019 % Utilizing Dist. Utilizing EMP/Dist

1 3,453 2,540 3,318 0.92 3,606 12.76% 50% 6.38% 1,803
2 1,986 1,822 1,962 0.66 2,972 10.52% 25% 2.63% 743
3 1,298 1,776 1,369 0.94 1,456 5.15%
4 4,183 8,318 4,796 2.83 1,695 6.00%
5 325 417 339 2.96 114 0.40%
6 248 345 262 2.88 91 0.32%
7 42 38 41 5.29 8 0.03%
8 1,350 1,792 1,415 5.37 264 0.93%
9 655 654 655 9.08 72 0.26%
10 1,082 1,094 1,084 9.38 116 0.41%
1 399 1,984 634 9.08 70 0.25%
12 6,827 8,904 7,135 4.55 1,568 5.55% 20% 1.11% 314
13 5,956 4,456 5,734 1.92 2,986 10.57% 80% 8.45% 2,389
14 23,927 18,392 23,107 2.49 9,280 32.83% 70% 22.98% 6,496
15 552 551 552 4.93 112 0.40%
16 2,748 2,613 2,728 5.91 462 1.63% 100% 1.63% 462
17 326 376 333 8.37 40 0.14% 50% 0.07% 20

ABQ 412,083 460,021 419,185 125.00 3,353 11.86%

TOTALS = 467,440 516,093 474,648 28,265 100.00% 43%

2015 and 2040 Santa Fe Tmodel Socioeconomic Forecasts
ABQ values from MRCOG 2040 Forecasts - Distance adjusted to reflect estimated percentage from Albuquerque

P:\20200242\TRANS\Study\Analysis\Spreadsheets\DIST_residential_rev1.xlsx




ZIA STATION RESIDENTIAL TRIP DISTRIBUTION
EMPLOYMENT BY AGGREGATED TAZ

2019
St. Francis - To/From South
Aggregated TAZ's Employees DISTANCE EMP./DIST. % % Employment/D
2015 2040 2019 (D) 2019 2019 % Utilizing Dist. Utilizing EMP/Dist

1 3,453 2,540 3,318 0.92 3,606 12.76%
2 1,986 1,822 1,962 0.66 2,972 10.52% 10% 1.05% 297
3 1,298 1,776 1,369 0.94 1,456 5.15%
4 4,183 8,318 4,796 2.83 1,695 6.00% 20% 1.20% 339
5 325 417 339 2.96 114 0.40%
6 248 345 262 2.88 9N 0.32% 100% 0.32% 9N
7 42 38 41 5.29 8 0.03% 100% 0.03% 8
8 1,350 1,792 1,415 5.37 264 0.93% 40% 0.37% 105
9 655 654 655 9.08 72 0.26% 100% 0.26% 72
10 1,082 1,094 1,084 9.38 116 0.41% 40% 0.16% 46
1" 399 1,984 634 9.08 70 0.25% 50% 0.12% 35
12 6,827 8,904 7,135 4.55 1,568 5.55% 20% 1.11% 314
13 5,956 4,456 5,734 1.92 2,986 10.57%
14 23,927 18,392 23,107 2.49 9,280 32.83%
15 552 551 552 493 112 0.40% 100% 0.40% 112
16 2,748 2,613 2,728 5.91 462 1.63%
17 326 376 333 8.37 40 0.14%

ABQ 412,083 460,021 419,185 125.00 3,353 11.86% 100% 11.86% 3,353

TOTALS = 467,440 516,093 474,648 28,265 100.00% 17%

2015 and 2040 Santa Fe Tmodel Socioeconomic Forecasts
ABQ values from MRCOG 2040 Forecasts - Distance adjusted to reflect estimated percentage from Albuquerque

P:\20200242\TRANS\Study\Analysis\Spreadsheets\DIST_residential_rev1.xlsx




ZIA STATION RESIDENTIAL TRIP DISTRIBUTION
EMPLOYMENT BY AGGREGATED TAZ

2019
Zia - To/From West
Aggregated TAZ's Employees DISTANCE EMP./DIST. % % Employment/D
2015 2040 2019 (D) 2019 2019 % Utilizing Dist. Utilizing EMP/Dist

1 3,453 2,540 3,318 0.92 3,606 12.76% 50% 6.38% 1,803
2 1,986 1,822 1,962 0.66 2,972 10.52%
3 1,298 1,776 1,369 0.94 1,456 5.15% 40% 2.06% 582
4 4,183 8,318 4,796 2.83 1,695 6.00% 50% 3.00% 847
5 325 417 339 2.96 114 0.40% 70% 0.28% 80
6 248 345 262 2.88 9N 0.32%
7 42 38 41 5.29 8 0.03%
8 1,350 1,792 1,415 5.37 264 0.93% 60% 0.56% 158
9 655 654 655 9.08 72 0.26%
10 1,082 1,094 1,084 9.38 116 0.41% 60% 0.25% 69
1" 399 1,984 634 9.08 70 0.25% 50% 0.12% 35
12 6,827 8,904 7,135 4.55 1,568 5.55% 40% 2.22% 627
13 5,956 4,456 5,734 1.92 2,986 10.57% 20% 2.11% 597
14 23,927 18,392 23,107 2.49 9,280 32.83%
15 552 551 552 493 112 0.40%
16 2,748 2,613 2,728 5.91 462 1.63%
17 326 376 333 8.37 40 0.14% 50% 0.07% 20

ABQ 412,083 460,021 419,185 125.00 3,353 11.86%

TOTALS = 467,440 516,093 474,648 28,265 100.00% 17%

2015 and 2040 Santa Fe Tmodel Socioeconomic Forecasts
ABQ values from MRCOG 2040 Forecasts - Distance adjusted to reflect estimated percentage from Albuquerque

P:\20200242\TRANS\Study\Analysis\Spreadsheets\DIST_residential_rev1.xlsx




ZIA STATION RESIDENTIAL TRIP DISTRIBUTION
EMPLOYMENT BY AGGREGATED TAZ

2019
Zia - To/From East
Aggregated TAZ's Employees DISTANCE EMP./DIST. % % Employment/D
2015 2040 2019 (D) 2019 2019 % Utilizing Dist. Utilizing EMP/Dist

1 3,453 2,540 3,318 0.92 3,606 12.76%
2 1,986 1,822 1,962 0.66 2,972 10.52% 35% 3.68% 1,040
3 1,298 1,776 1,369 0.94 1,456 5.15%
4 4,183 8,318 4,796 2.83 1,695 6.00%
5 325 417 339 2.96 114 0.40%
6 248 345 262 2.88 91 0.32%
7 42 38 41 5.29 8 0.03%
8 1,350 1,792 1,415 5.37 264 0.93%
9 655 654 655 9.08 72 0.26%
10 1,082 1,094 1,084 9.38 116 0.41%
1 399 1,984 634 9.08 70 0.25%
12 6,827 8,904 7,135 4.55 1,568 5.55%
13 5,956 4,456 5,734 1.92 2,986 10.57%
14 23,927 18,392 23,107 2.49 9,280 32.83% 30% 9.85% 2,784
15 552 551 552 4.93 112 0.40%
16 2,748 2,613 2,728 5.91 462 1.63%
17 326 376 333 8.37 40 0.14%

ABQ 412,083 460,021 419,185 125.00 3,353 11.86%

TOTALS = 467,440 516,093 474,648 28,265 100.00% 14%

2015 and 2040 Santa Fe Tmodel Socioeconomic Forecasts
ABQ values from MRCOG 2040 Forecasts - Distance adjusted to reflect estimated percentage from Albuquerque

P:\20200242\TRANS\Study\Analysis\Spreadsheets\DIST_residential_rev1.xlsx




ZIA STATION RESIDENTIAL TRIP DISTRIBUTION
EMPLOYMENT BY AGGREGATED TAZ

2019
Rodeo - To/From West
Aggregated TAZ's Employees DISTANCE EMP./DIST. % % Employment/D
2015 2040 2019 (D) 2019 2019 % Utilizing Dist. Utilizing EMP/Dist

1 3,453 2,540 3,318 0.92 3,606 12.76%
2 1,986 1,822 1,962 0.66 2,972 10.52%
3 1,298 1,776 1,369 0.94 1,456 5.15% 60% 3.09% 874
4 4,183 8,318 4,796 2.83 1,695 6.00% 30% 1.80% 508
5 325 417 339 2.96 114 0.40% 30% 0.12% 34
6 248 345 262 2.88 N 0.32%
7 42 38 41 5.29 8 0.03%
8 1,350 1,792 1,415 5.37 264 0.93%
9 655 654 655 9.08 72 0.26%
10 1,082 1,094 1,084 9.38 116 0.41%
11 399 1,984 634 9.08 70 0.25%
12 6,827 8,904 7,135 455 1,568 5.55% 20% 1.11% 314
13 5,956 4,456 5,734 1.92 2,986 10.57%
14 23,927 18,392 23,107 2.49 9,280 32.83%
15 552 551 552 4.93 112 0.40%
16 2,748 2,613 2,728 5.91 462 1.63%
17 326 376 333 8.37 40 0.14%

ABQ 412,083 460,021 419,185 125.00 3,353 11.86%

TOTALS = 467,440 516,093 474,648 28,265 100.00% 6%

2015 and 2040 Santa Fe Tmodel Socioeconomic Forecasts
ABQ values from MRCOG 2040 Forecasts - Distance adjusted to reflect estimated percentage from Albuquerque

P:\20200242\TRANS\Study\Analysis\Spreadsheets\DIST_residential_rev1.xlsx




ZIA STATION RESIDENTIAL TRIP DISTRIBUTION

EMPLOYMENT BY AGGREGATED TAZ

2019
Rodeo - To/From East
Aggregated TAZ's Employees DISTANCE EMP./DIST. % % Employment/
2015 2040 2019 (D) 2019 2019 % Utilizing Dist. Utilizing EMP/Dist

1 3,453 2,540 3,318 0.92 3,606 12.76%
2 1,986 1,822 1,962 0.66 2,972 10.52% 30% 3.15% 892
3 1,298 1,776 1,369 0.94 1,456 5.15%
4 4,183 8,318 4,796 2.83 1,695 6.00%
5 325 417 339 2.96 114 0.40%
6 248 345 262 2.88 9N 0.32%
7 42 38 41 5.29 8 0.03%
8 1,350 1,792 1,415 5.37 264 0.93%
9 655 654 655 9.08 72 0.26%
10 1,082 1,094 1,084 9.38 116 0.41%
1" 399 1,984 634 9.08 70 0.25%
12 6,827 8,904 7,135 4.55 1,568 5.55%
13 5,956 4,456 5,734 1.92 2,986 10.57%
14 23,927 18,392 23,107 2.49 9,280 32.83%
15 552 551 552 493 112 0.40%
16 2,748 2,613 2,728 5.91 462 1.63%
17 326 376 333 8.37 40 0.14%

ABQ 412,083 460,021 419,185 125.00 3,353 11.86%

TOTALS = 467,440 516,093 474,648 28,265 100.00% 3%

2015 and 2040 Santa Fe Tmodel Socioeconomic Forecasts

ABQ values from MRCOG 2040 Forecasts - Distance adjusted to reflect estimated percentage from Albuquerque

P:\20200242\TRANS\Study\Analysis\Spreadsheets\DIST_residential_rev1.xlsx




ZIA STATION RESIDENTIAL TRIP DISTRIBUTION

EMPLOYMENT BY AGGREGATED TAZ

2019
Aggregated TAZ's Employees DISTANCE EMP./DIST. %
2015 2040 2019 (D) 2019 2019

1 3,453 2,540 3,318 0.92 3,606 12.76%

2 1,986 1,822 1,962 0.66 2,972 10.52%

3 1,298 1,776 1,369 0.94 1,456 5.15%

4 4,183 8,318 4,796 2.83 1,695 6.00%

5 325 417 339 2.96 114 0.40%

6 248 345 262 2.88 91 0.32%

7 42 38 41 5.29 8 0.03%

8 1,350 1,792 1,415 5.37 264 0.93%

9 655 654 655 9.08 72 0.26%

10 1,082 1,094 1,084 9.38 116 0.41%

11 399 1,984 634 9.08 70 0.25%

12 6,827 8,904 7,135 455 1,568 5.55%

13 5,956 4,456 5,734 1.92 2,986 10.57%

14 23,927 18,392 23,107 249 9,280 32.83%

15 552 551 552 4.93 112 0.40%

16 2,748 2,613 2,728 5.91 462 1.63%

17 326 376 333 8.37 40 0.14%
ABQ 412,083 460,021 419,185 125.00 3,353 11.86%
TOTALS = 467,440 516,093 474,648 28,265 100.00%

2015 and 2040 Santa Fe Tmodel Socioeconomic Forecasts
ABQ values from MRCOG 2040 Forecasts - Distance adjusted to reflect estimated percentage from Albuquerque

P:\20200242\TRANS\Study\Analysis\Spreadsheets\DIST_residential_rev1.xlsx

12.76%
10.52%
5.15%
6.00%
0.40%
0.32%
0.03%
0.93%
0.26%
0.41%
0.25%
5.55%
10.57%
32.83%
0.40%
1.63%
0.14%
11.86%
100.00%
100.00%

100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%



ZIA STATION TOD AREA RETAIL TRIP DISTRIBUTION
DWELLING UNIT BY LOCAL TAZ - 2-MILE RADIUS

2019
% St. Francis - To/From North St. Francis - To/From South
Local TAZ % of TAZ 2015DU's 2040 DU's 2019 DU's DU's % %

In Study Area In TAZ In TAZ In Study Area_In Study Areal| % Utilizing Dist. Utilizing DU % Utilizing Dist. Utilizing DU
29 0.14 265 265 0 0.00% 100% 0.00% 0
53 17.05 633 633 108 0.97%
54 10.51 485 485 51 0.46% 100% 0.46% 51
55 21.07 203 203 43 0.38% 100% 0.38% 43
57 53.33 281 281 150 1.34% 100% 1.34% 150
58 2387 4 4 1 0.01% 100% 0.01% 1
60 30.90 12 12 35 0.31%
61 19.77 147 147 29 0.26%
63 100.00 0 0 0 0.00% 100% 0.00% 0
65 61.66 572 572 353 3.16% 75% 2.37% 265
66 100.00 18 118 118 1.06% 50% 0.53% 59
69 100.00 438 438 438 3.93% 100% 3.93% 438
70 20.38 448 548 94 0.85%
7 100.00 379 379 379 3.40% 100% 3.40% 379
72 17.34 61 61 1" 0.09%
73 100.00 14 114 114 1.02% 25% 0.26% 29
74 100.00 655 655 655 5.88% 75% 4.41% 491
75 97.51 99 99 97 0.87% 25% 0.22% 24
7 49.11 236 236 116 1.04% 100% 1.04% 116
80 100.00 350 350 350 3.14% 60% 1.88% 210
81 100.00 267 428 291 2.61% 70% 1.83% 204
82 100.00 318 318 318 2.85% 40% 1.14% 127
83 100.00 291 291 291 2.61% 50% 1.31% 146
84 100.00 101 101 101 0.91% 50% 0.45% 51
85 30.10 145 145 44 0.39%
86 100.00 79 79 79 0.71% 100% 0.71% 79
90 100.00 28 48 31 0.28%
91 100.00 73 73 73 0.65% 100% 0.65% 73
92 34.57 929 930 321 2.88%
94 100.00 27 203 53 0.48% 80% 0.38% 42
95 100.00 258 657 317 2.84% 100% 2.84% 317
97 100.00 64 64 64 0.57% 80% 0.46% 51
98 71.33 212 547 202 1.81%
100 100.00 179 179 179 1.61%
101 100.00 76 379 121 1.08%
103 94.58 397 397 375 3.37% 30% 1.01% 13
105 100.00 845 865 848 7.61%
106 100.00 677 677 677 6.07%
107 100.00 247 471 280 2.51%
108 100.00 594 594 594 5.33% 20% 1.07% 19
109 25.22 434 434 109 0.98%
12 100.00 0 0 0 0.00%
13 100.00 831 881 838 7.52%
114 100.00 37 371 371 3.33%
115 100.00 330 330 330 2.96%
118 23.80 59 59 14 0.13% 50% 0.06% 7
120 50.40 106 106 53 0.48% 100% 0.48% 53
121 100.00 347 347 347 3.11%
122 36.36 251 251 91 0.82%
123 443 245 272 1" 0.10%
127 99.60 388 438 394 3.53%
170 100.00 2 127 21 0.18% 100% 0.18% 21
171 100.00 158 158 158 1.42% 100% 1.42% 158
234 100.00 9 9 9 0.08% 100% 0.08% 9
304 0.02 0 0 0 0.00% 100% 0.00% 0

TOTALS = 14,938 16,929 11,147 100.00% 29% 5%

2015 and 2040 Santa Fe Tmodel Socioeconomic Forecasts

P:\20200242\TRANS\Study\Analysis\Spreadsheets\DIST_retail_rev1.xIsx



ZIA STATION TOD AREA RETAIL TRIP DISTRIBUTION
DWELLING UNIT BY LOCAL TAZ - 2-MILE RADIUS

2019
% Zia - To/From West Zia - To/From East
Local TAZ % of TAZ 2015DU's 2040 DU's 2019 DU's DU's % %

In Study Area In TAZ In TAZ In Study Area_In Sludx Areall % Utilizing Dist. Utilizing DU % Utilizing Dist. Utilizing DU
29 0.14 265 265 0 0.00%
53 17.05 633 633 108 0.97% 100% 0.97% 108
54 10.51 485 485 51 0.46%
55 21.07 203 203 43 0.38%
57 53.33 281 281 150 1.34%
58 2387 4 4 1 0.01%
60 30.90 12 12 35 0.31% 100% 0.31% 35
61 19.77 147 147 29 0.26% 100% 0.26% 29
63 100.00 0 0 0 0.00%
65 61.66 572 572 353 3.16% 25% 0.79% 88
66 100.00 18 118 118 1.06% 50% 0.53% 59
69 100.00 438 438 438 3.93%
70 20.38 448 548 94 0.85% 100% 0.85% 9%
7 100.00 379 379 379 3.40%
72 17.34 61 61 1" 0.09% 100% 0.09% 1"
73 100.00 14 114 114 1.02% 75% 0.77% 86
74 100.00 655 655 655 5.88% 25% 1.47% 164
75 97.51 99 99 97 0.87% 75% 0.65% 72
7 49.11 236 236 116 1.04%
80 100.00 350 350 350 3.14% 40% 1.26% 140
81 100.00 267 428 291 2.61% 30% 0.78% 87
82 100.00 318 318 318 2.85% 60% 1.71% 191
83 100.00 291 291 291 2.61% 50% 1.31% 146
84 100.00 101 101 101 0.91% 50% 0.45% 51
85 30.10 145 145 44 0.39% 100% 0.39% 44
86 100.00 79 79 79 0.71%
90 100.00 28 48 31 0.28% 100% 0.28% 31
91 100.00 73 73 73 0.65%
92 34.57 929 930 321 2.88% 30% 0.86% 9%
94 100.00 27 203 53 0.48% 20% 0.10% "
95 100.00 258 657 317 2.84%
97 100.00 64 64 64 0.57% 20% 0.11% 13
98 71.33 212 547 202 1.81% 100% 1.81% 202
100 100.00 179 179 179 1.61% 100% 1.61% 179
101 100.00 76 379 121 1.08% 50% 0.54% 60
103 94.58 397 397 375 3.37%
105 100.00 845 865 848 7.61% 100% 7.61% 848
106 100.00 677 677 677 6.07% 100% 6.07% 677
107 100.00 247 471 280 2.51% 100% 2.51% 280
108 100.00 594 594 594 5.33% 80% 4.26% 475
109 25.22 434 434 109 0.98% 50% 0.49% 55
12 100.00 0 0 0 0.00%
13 100.00 831 881 838 7.52% 50% 3.76% 419
114 100.00 37 371 371 3.33% 50% 1.66% 186
115 100.00 330 330 330 2.96% 50% 1.48% 165
118 23.80 59 59 14 0.13%
120 50.40 106 106 53 0.48%
121 100.00 347 347 347 3.11%
122 36.36 251 251 91 0.82%
123 443 245 272 1" 0.10% 50% 0.05% 6
127 99.60 388 438 394 3.53%
170 100.00 2 127 21 0.18%
171 100.00 158 158 158 1.42%
234 100.00 9 9 9 0.08%
304 0.02 0 0 0 0.00%

TOTALS = 14,938 16,929 11,147 100.00% 30% 15%
Round up to 16

2015 and 2040 Santa Fe Tmodel Socioeconomic Forecasts
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ZIA STATION TOD AREA RETAIL TRIP DISTRIBUTION
DWELLING UNIT BY LOCAL TAZ - 2-MILE RADIUS

2019
% Rodeo - To/From West Rodeo - To/From East
Local TAZ % of TAZ 2015DU's 2040 DU's 2019 DU's DU's % %
In Study Area In TAZ In TAZ In Study Area_In Sludx Areall % Utilizing Dist. Utilizing DU % Utilizing Dist. Utilizing EMP/Dist
29 0.14 265 265 0 0.00%
53 17.05 633 633 108 0.97%
54 10.51 485 485 51 0.46%
55 21.07 203 203 43 0.38%
57 53.33 281 281 150 1.34%
58 2387 4 4 1 0.01%
60 30.90 12 12 35 0.31%
61 19.77 147 147 29 0.26%
63 100.00 0 0 0 0.00%
65 61.66 572 572 353 3.16%
66 100.00 18 118 118 1.06%
69 100.00 438 438 438 3.93%
70 20.38 448 548 94 0.85%
7 100.00 379 379 379 3.40%
72 17.34 61 61 1" 0.09%
73 100.00 14 114 114 1.02%
74 100.00 655 655 655 5.88%
75 97.51 99 99 97 0.87%
7 49.11 236 236 116 1.04%
80 100.00 350 350 350 3.14%
81 100.00 267 428 291 2.61%
82 100.00 318 318 318 2.85%
83 100.00 291 291 291 2.61%
84 100.00 101 101 101 0.91%
85 30.10 145 145 44 0.39%
86 100.00 79 79 79 0.71%
90 100.00 28 48 31 0.28%
91 100.00 73 73 73 0.65%
92 34.57 929 930 321 2.88% 70% 2.02% 225
94 100.00 27 203 53 0.48%
95 100.00 258 657 317 2.84%
97 100.00 64 64 64 0.57%
98 71.33 212 547 202 1.81%
100 100.00 179 179 179 1.61%
101 100.00 76 379 121 1.08% 50% 0.54% 60
103 94.58 397 397 375 3.37% 70% 2.36% 263
105 100.00 845 865 848 7.61%
106 100.00 677 677 677 6.07%
107 100.00 247 471 280 2.51%
108 100.00 594 594 594 5.33%
109 25.22 434 434 109 0.98% 50% 0.49% 55
12 100.00 0 0 0 0.00% 100% 0.00% 0
13 100.00 831 881 838 7.52% 50% 3.76% 419
114 100.00 37 371 371 3.33% 50% 1.66% 186
115 100.00 330 330 330 2.96% 50% 1.48% 165
118 23.80 59 59 14 0.13% 50% 0.06% 7
120 50.40 106 106 53 0.48%
121 100.00 347 347 347 3.11% 100% 3.11% 347
122 36.36 251 251 91 0.82% 100% 0.82% 91
123 443 245 272 1" 0.10% 50% 0.05% 6
127 99.60 388 438 394 3.53% 100% 3.53% 394
170 100.00 2 127 21 0.18%
171 100.00 158 158 158 1.42%
234 100.00 9 9 9 0.08%
304 0.02 0 0 0 0.00%
TOTALS = 14,938 16,929 11,147 100.00% 15% 5%

2015 and 2040 Santa Fe Tmodel Socioeconomic Forecasts
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ZIA STATION TOD AREA RETAIL TRIP DISTRIBUTION
DWELLING UNIT BY LOCAL TAZ - 2-MILE RADIUS

2019
%
Local TAZ % of TAZ 2015DU's 2040 DU's 2019 DU's DU's
In Study Area In TAZ In TAZ In Study Area _In Study Area
29 0.14 265 265 0 0.00% 0.00% 100%
53 17.05 633 633 108 0.97% 0.97% 100%
54 10.51 485 485 51 0.46% 0.46% 100%
55 21.07 203 203 43 0.38% 0.38% 100%
57 53.33 281 281 150 1.34% 1.34% 100%
58 2387 4 4 1 0.01% 0.01% 100%
60 30.90 12 12 35 0.31% 0.31% 100%
61 19.77 147 147 29 0.26% 0.26% 100%
63 100.00 0 0 0 0.00% 0.00% 100%
65 61.66 572 572 353 3.16% 3.16% 100%
66 100.00 18 118 118 1.06% 1.06% 100%
69 100.00 438 438 438 3.93% 3.93% 100%
70 20.38 448 548 94 0.85% 0.85% 100%
7 100.00 379 379 379 3.40% 3.40% 100%
72 17.34 61 61 1" 0.09% 0.09% 100%
73 100.00 14 114 114 1.02% 1.02% 100%
74 100.00 655 655 655 5.88% 5.88% 100%
75 97.51 99 99 97 0.87% 0.87% 100%
7 49.11 236 236 116 1.04% 1.04% 100%
80 100.00 350 350 350 3.14% 3.14% 100%
81 100.00 267 428 291 2.61% 2.61% 100%
82 100.00 318 318 318 2.85% 2.85% 100%
83 100.00 291 291 291 2.61% 2.61% 100%
84 100.00 101 101 101 0.91% 0.91% 100%
85 30.10 145 145 44 0.39% 0.39% 100%
86 100.00 79 79 79 0.71% 0.71% 100%
90 100.00 28 48 31 0.28% 0.28% 100%
91 100.00 73 73 73 0.65% 0.65% 100%
92 34.57 929 930 321 2.88% 2.88% 100%
94 100.00 27 203 53 0.48% 0.48% 100%
95 100.00 258 657 317 2.84% 2.84% 100%
97 100.00 64 64 64 0.57% 0.57% 100%
98 71.33 212 547 202 1.81% 1.81% 100%
100 100.00 179 179 179 1.61% 1.61% 100%
101 100.00 76 379 121 1.08% 1.08% 100%
103 94.58 397 397 375 3.37% 3.37% 100%
105 100.00 845 865 848 7.61% 7.61% 100%
106 100.00 677 677 677 6.07% 6.07% 100%
107 100.00 247 471 280 2.51% 2.51% 100%
108 100.00 594 594 594 5.33% 5.33% 100%
109 25.22 434 434 109 0.98% 0.98% 100%
12 100.00 0 0 0 0.00% 0.00% 100%
13 100.00 831 881 838 7.52% 7.52% 100%
114 100.00 37 371 371 3.33% 3.33% 100%
115 100.00 330 330 330 2.96% 2.96% 100%
118 23.80 59 59 14 0.13% 0.13% 100%
120 50.40 106 106 53 0.48% 0.48% 100%
121 100.00 347 347 347 3.11% 3.11% 100%
122 36.36 251 251 91 0.82% 0.82% 100%
123 443 245 272 1" 0.10% 0.10% 100%
127 99.60 388 438 394 3.53% 3.53% 100%
170 100.00 2 127 21 0.18% 0.18% 100%
171 100.00 158 158 158 1.42% 1.42% 100%
234 100.00 9 9 9 0.08% 0.08% 100%
304 0.02 0 0 0 0.00% 0.00% 100%
100.00%
TOTALS = 14,938 16,929 11,147 100.00% 100.00%

2015 and 2040 Santa Fe Tmodel Socioeconomic Forecasts
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Demand Volume Methodology
Due to incomplete traffic data collected prior to the mandated quarantine, an alternative methodology

to evaluate demand volumes was developed and approved by NMDOT and the City of Santa Fe.

Demand Volumes

To replicate demand volumes, a demand volume curve was obtained from a permanent counter station
and applied to eight 15-minute traffic count periods. The steps to create the demand volume traffic data

are listed below.

1. Use data from the permanent counter on Zia between Galisteo and VoTech to estimate the 15-
minute demand volume flow curve.

2. Develop eight 15-minute multi-period analyses for both the AM and PM peak hour. The
assumption being that there will be no queue at the beginning and end of the 2-hour period.

3. Use the 2 hours of data as the “demand volume” for the period (30 minutes before peak hour
and 30 minutes after).

4. The eight 15 minutes around the peak hour from the permanent counter on Zia is broken into a
percentage for each 15 minutes, and applied to the turning movement 15 minutes, to develop
the demand volumes used in the multi-period analysis.

5. Replace the stop bar distribution with the permanent counter distribution under the assumption
the permanent counter is more reflective of the demand per 15 minutes.

6. Use that demand flow curve for all approaches at Zia and St Francis. The permanent counter on
St Francis is between Zia and Siringo and likely located in the queue too much to be reflective of

demand volumes, and other permanent counters on |-25 are considered too far away.

Lane Utilization

The lane distribution for the southbound thru traffic bound for 125 that concentrates in the right lane
was estimated using previously collected data at Sawmill. This is considered conservative compared to
Zia, as it is assumed that an even greater percentage of I-25 bound vehicles would be in the right lane at
Sawmill than at Zia.

The southbound thru lane utilization factor at Sawmill was determined to be 0.63 by the 2650 Sawmill

Rd TIS. This study assumed the lane utilization factor at Zia is 0.63, and 0.70 at Siringo.
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ZIA STATION
EXISTING & PROJECTED TURNING MOVEMENTS

INTERSECTION: ST FRANCIS & SIRINGO

AM Peak Hour Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound
SIRINGO SIRINGO ST FRANCIS ST FRANCIS
Left Thru Right Left Thru Right Left Thru Right Left Thru Right
Existing Volumes (2020)| 330 119 143 124 93 136 320 2,124 259 143 1,037 111
Background Growth| 13 5 6 5 4 5 13 85 10 6 41 4
No Build (2024)[ 343 124 149 129 97 141 333 2,209 269 149 1,078 116
Retail Entering 52
Retail Exiting 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 39 0 0 0 0
Office Entering 34
Office Exiting 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 0
Residential Entering North 14
Residential Exiting North 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 21 0 0 0 0
Residential Entering South 6
Residential Exiting South 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 18 0 0 0 0
Build (2024)| 343 124 149 129 97 141 333 2,289 269 149 1,184 116
PHF  0.93 0.93 0.93 0.93
HV % 2 3 2 2
PM Peak Hour Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound
SIRINGO SIRINGO ST FRANCIS ST FRANCIS
Left Thru Right Left Thru Right Left Thru Right Left Thru Right
Existing Volumes (2020)| 156 93 306 156 146 66 205 1,199 7 74 2,409 154
Background Growth 6 4 12 6 6 3 8 48 3 3 96 6
No Build (2024)[ 162 97 318 162 151 69 214 1,247 73 77 2,505 160
Retail Entering 37
Retail Exiting 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 31 0 0 0 0
Office Entering 6
Office Exiting 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 28 0 0 0 0
Residential Entering North 26
Residential Exiting North 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 11 0 0 0 0
Residential Entering South 14
Residential Exiting South 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 0 0 0 0
Build (2024)| 162 97 318 162 151 69 214 1,326 73 77 2,587 160
PHF  0.95 0.95 0.95 0.95
HV % 2 2 2 2
growthrates  1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0%
Trip Distribution % Enter 29.0%
Trip Distribution % Exit| 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% | 29.0% | 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Trip Distribution % Enter 35.0%
Trip Distribution % Exit| 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% | 350% | 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Trip Distribution % Enter 43.0%
Trip Distribution % Exit| 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% | 19.0% | 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Trip Distribution % Enter 43.0%
Trip Distribution % Exit| 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% | 43.0% | 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
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ZIA STATION
EXISTING & PROJECTED TURNING MOVEMENTS

INTERSECTION: ST FRANCIS & ZIA

AM Peak Hour Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound
ZIA ZIA ST FRANCIS ST FRANCIS
Left Thru Right Left Thru Right Left Thru Right Left Thru Right
Existing Volumes (2020)| 484 172 28 65 53 42 101 1,811 103 116 838 142
Background Growth 19 7 1 3 2 2 4 72 4 5 34 6
No Build (2024)[ 503 179 29 68 55 44 105 1,883 107 121 872 148
Retail Entering 28 9 52
Retail Exiting| 39 21 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Office Entering 8 21 34
Office Exiting 3 1 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Residential Entering North 4 7 14
Residential Exiting North| 21 15 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Residential Entering South 2 3 6
Residential Exiting South| 18 6 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Build (2024)| 606 200 52 68 98 44 144 1,883 107 121 872 253
10% Adjustment 22
PHF 093 0.93 0.93 0.93
HV % 2 3 2 2
PM Peak Hour Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound
ZIA ZIA ST FRANCIS ST FRANCIS
Left Thru Right Left Thru Right Left Thru Right Left Thru Right
Existing Volumes (2020)| 319 139 48 298 258 55 63 880 74 219 1,839 478
Background Growth| 13 6 2 12 10 2 3 35 3 9 74 19
No Build (2024)| 332 145 50 310 268 57 66 915 77 228 1,913 497
Retail Entering 20 6 37
Retail Exiting| 31 17 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Office Entering 1 6
Office Exiting| 28 6 18 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Residential Entering North 8 13 26
Residential Exiting North| 11 8 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Residential Entering South 4 5 14
Residential Exiting South 8 3 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Build (2024)| 428 161 80 310 303 57 94 915 77 228 1,913 579
10% Adjustment 18
PHF  0.95 0.95 0.95 0.95
HV % 2 2 2 2
growthrates  1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0%
Trip Distribution % Enter 16.0% 5.0% 29.0% |Retail
Trip Distribution % Exit| 29.0% | 16.0% | 5.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Trip Distribution % Enter 8.0% 22.0% 35.0% |Office
Trip Distribution % Exit| 35.0% | 8.0% | 22.0% | 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Trip Distribution % Enter 14.0% 21.5% 43.0% ([Residential North
Trip Distribution % Exit| 19.0% | 14.0% | 7.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Trip Distribution % Enter 14.0% 17.0% 43.0% [Residential South
Trip Distribution % Exit| 43.0% | 14.0% | 17.0% | 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
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INTERSECTION: ST FRANCIS & SAWMILL

ZIA STATION

EXISTING & PROJECTED TURNING MOVEMENTS

AM Peak Hour Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound
SAWMILL SAWMILL ST FRANCIS ST FRANCIS
Left Thru Right Left Thru Right Left Thru Right Left Thru Right
Existing Volumes (2020)| 288 8 60 1 22 90 333 1,700 8 34 642 183
Background Growth 12 0 2 0 1 4 13 68 0 1 26 7
No Build (2024)[ 300 8 62 1" 23 94 346 1,768 8 35 668 190
Retail Entering 9
Retail Exiting 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 0
Office Entering 21
Office Exiting 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0
Residential Entering North 7
Residential Exiting North 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 0
Residential Entering South 3
Residential Exiting South 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 0
Build (2024)[ 300 8 62 11 23 94 346 1,807 8 35 691 190
PHF  0.91 0.91 0.91 0.91
HV % 3 2 2 2
PM Peak Hour Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound
SAWMILL SAWMILL ST FRANCIS ST FRANCIS
Left Thru Right Left Thru Right Left Thru Right Left Thru Right
Existing Volumes (2020)|] 298 23 254 14 17 29 106 637 9 133 1,670 271
Background Growth| 12 1 10 1 1 1 4 25 0 5 67 1
No Build (2024)[ 310 24 264 15 18 30 110 662 9 138 1,737 288
Retail Entering 6
Retail Exiting 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 0
Office Entering 4
Office Exiting 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 18 0
Residential Entering North 13
Residential Exiting North 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0
Residential Entering South 5
Residential Exiting South 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0
Build (2024)[ 310 24 264 15 18 30 110 691 9 138 1,767 288
PHF  0.93 0.93 0.93 0.93
HV % 2 2 3 2
growthrates  1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0%
Trip Distribution % Enter 5.0% Retail
Trip Distribution % Exit| 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 5.0% 0.0%
Trip Distribution % Enter 22.0% Office
Trip Distribution % Exit| 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% | 220% | 0.0%
Trip Distribution % Enter 21.5% Residential North
Trip Distribution % Exit| 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 7.0% 0.0%
Trip Distribution % Enter 17.0% Residential South
Trip Distribution % Exit] 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 00% | 17.0% | 0.0%
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ZIA STATION
EXISTING & PROJECTED TURNING MOVEMENTS

INTERSECTION: GALISTEO & DRIVEWAY 1

AM Peak Hour Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound
DRIVE 1 DRIVE 1 GALISTEO GALISTEO
Left Thru Right Left Thru Right Left Thru Right Left Thru Right
Existing Volumes (2020)
Background Growth 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
No Build (2024) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Railrunner Reassignment 7
Retail Entering 4 142
Retail Exiting 0 0 0 0 0 7 0 96 0 0 0 0
Office Entering 1 1 81 3
Office Exiting 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 4 0 0 0 0
Residential Entering North
Residential Exiting North 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Residential Entering South 0 0 12 2
Residential Exiting South 0 0 7 0 0 3 0 29 0 0 0 0
Pass By Entering -1 1 0 45
Pass By Exiting 0 3 27
Build (2024) 0 0 7 0 0 21 1 156 6 0 280 5
PHF  0.94 0.94 0.94 0.94
HV % 2 3 2 2
PM Peak Hour Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound
DRIVE 1 DRIVE 1 GALISTEO GALISTEO
Left Thru Right Left Thru Right Left Thru Right Left Thru Right
Existing Volumes (2020)
Background Growth 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
No Build (2024) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Railrunner Reassignment 12
Retail Entering 3 102
Retail Exiting 0 0 0 0 0 6 0 77 0 0 0 0
Office Entering 0 0 13 0
Office Exiting 0 0 3 0 0 6 0 45 0 0 0 0
Residential Entering North
Residential Exiting North 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Residential Entering South 0 0 25 5
Residential Exiting South 0 0 3 0 0 1 0 12 0 0 0 0
Pass By Entering -1 1 0 41
Pass By Exiting 0 1 13
Build (2024) 0 0 6 0 0 26 0 146 4 0 182 5
PHF  0.94 0.94 0.94 0.94
HV % 2 2 2 2
growthrates  1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0%
Trip Distribution % Enter 2.0% 80.0% Retalil
Trip Distribution % Exit| 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 5.5% 0.0% | 720% | 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Trip Distribution % Enter 1.0% 1.0% 84.0% 3.0% |Office
Trip Distribution % Exit| 0.0% 0.0% 4.0% 0.0% 0.0% 7.0% 0.0% | 56.0% | 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Trip Distribution % Enter Residential North
Trip Distribution % Exit| 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Trip Distribution % Enter 1.0% 1.0% 77.0% | 15.0% |Residential South
Trip Distribution % Exit| 0.0% 0.0% 16.0% | 0.0% 0.0% 7.0% 00% | 68.0% | 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
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ZIA STATION
EXISTING & PROJECTED TURNING MOVEMENTS

INTERSECTION: GALISTEO & CALLE LUMINOSO (DRIVEWAY 2)

AM Peak Hour Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound
CALLE LUMINOSO DRIVE 2 GALISTEO GALISTEO
Left Thru Right Left Thru Right Left Thru Right Left Thru Right
Existing Volumes (2020) 9 0 1 0 0 0 0 82 0 0 38 1
Background Growth 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 2 0
No Build (2024) 9 0 1 0 0 0 0 85 0 0 40 1
Railrunner Reassignment 4 4 2
Retail Entering 4 18 87 55
Retail Exiting 0 0 0 15 0 7 0 84 0 0 0 0
Office Entering 2 6 49 32
Office Exiting 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 4 0 0 0 0
Residential Entering North
Residential Exiting North 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Residential Entering South 0 1 7 5
Residential Exiting South 0 0 0 2 0 3 0 21 0 0 2 0
Pass By Entering -1 1 37 7
Pass By Exiting 3 3 24
Build (2024) 9 0 1 25 0 14 0 223 30 182 140 1
PHF 082 0.82 0.82 0.82
HV % 0 0 0 5
PM Peak Hour Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound
CALLE LUMINOSO DRIVE 2 GALISTEO GALISTEO
Left Thru Right Left Thru Right Left Thru Right Left Thru Right
Existing Volumes (2020) 5 0 6 0 0 0 0 56 0 0 117 1
Background Growth 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 5 0
No Build (2024) 5 0 6 0 0 0 0 58 0 0 122 11
Railrunner Reassignment 3 3 10
Retail Entering 3 13 63 40
Retail Exiting 0 0 0 12 0 6 0 67 0 0 0 0
Office Entering 0 1 8 5
Office Exiting 0 0 0 6 0 6 0 39 0 0 2 0
Residential Entering North
Residential Exiting North 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Residential Entering South 0 2 15 10
Residential Exiting South 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 9 0 0 1 0
Pass By Entering -1 1 34 5
Pass By Exiting 5 1 12
Build (2024) 5 0 6 26 0 14 0 188 19 130 184 1
PHF  0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90
HV % 0 0 0 0

growthrates  1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0%
Trip Distribution % Enter 2.0% 10.0% | 49.0% | 31.0% Retail
Trip Distribution % Exit| 0.0% 0.0% 00% | 11.0% | 0.0% 5.5% 0.0% | 63.0% | 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%

Trip Distribution % Enter 2.0% 6.0% 51.0% | 33.0% Office
Trip Distribution % Exit| 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 7.0% 0.0% 7.0% 0.0% | 49.0% | 0.0% 0.0% 2.0% 0.0%

Trip Distribution % Enter Residential North
Trip Distribution % Exit| 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%

Trip Distribution % Enter 1.0% 50% | 47.0% | 30.0% Residential South
Trip Distribution % Exit| 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 5.0% 0.0% 7.0% 0.0% | 49.0% | 0.0% 0.0% 4.0% 0.0%
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ZIA STATION
EXISTING & PROJECTED TURNING MOVEMENTS

INTERSECTION: GALISTEO & CAMINO DE PABILO (DRIVEWAY 3)

AM Peak Hour Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound
CAMINO DE PABILO DRIVE 3 GALISTEO GALISTEO
Left Thru Right Left Thru Right Left Thru Right Left Thru Right
Existing Volumes (2020) 7 0 4 0 0 0 1 75 0 0 36 2
Background Growth 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 1 0
No Build (2024) 7 0 4 0 0 0 1 78 0 0 37 2
Retail Entering 21 14 55
Retail Exiting 0 0 0 52 0 52 0 0 0 0 15 0
Office Entering 8 5 32
Office Exiting 0 0 0 2 0 4 0 0 0 0 1 0
Residential Entering North
Residential Exiting North 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Residential Entering South 1 0 5
Residential Exiting South 0 0 0 7 0 21 0 0 0 0 4 0
Pass By Entering -2 2 12 0
Pass By Exiting 13 24 3
Build (2024) 7 0 4 75 0 101 1 105 22 104 60 2
PHF  0.76 0.76 0.76 0.76
HV % 0 0 0 5
PM Peak Hour Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound
CAMINO DE PABILO DRIVE 3 GALISTEO GALISTEO
Left Thru Right Left Thru Right Left Thru Right Left Thru Right
Existing Volumes (2020) 2 0 6 0 0 0 4 53 0 0 108 15
Background Growth 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 4 1
No Build (2024) 2 0 6 0 0 0 4 55 0 0 112 16
Retail Entering 15 10 40
Retail Exiting 0 0 0 42 0 42 0 0 0 0 12 0
Office Entering 1 1 5
Office Exiting 0 0 0 21 0 39 0 0 0 0 7 0
Residential Entering North
Residential Exiting North 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Residential Entering South 2 1 10
Residential Exiting South 0 0 0 3 0 9 0 0 0 0 2 0
Pass By Entering -1 1 1 1
Pass By Exiting 20 12 5
Build (2024) 2 0 6 85 0 101 4 72 13 66 137 16
PHF  0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90
HV % 0 0 0 0
growthrates  1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0%
Trip Distribution % Enter 12.0% | 8.0% | 31.0%
Trip Distribution % Exit| 0.0% 0.0% 00% | 39.0% | 0.0% | 39.0% | 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 00% [ 11.0% | 0.0%
Trip Distribution % Enter 8.0% 5.0% 33.0%
Trip Distribution % Exit| 0.0% 0.0% 00% | 26.0% | 0.0% | 49.0% | 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 9.0% 0.0%
Trip Distribution % Enter
Trip Distribution % Exit| 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Trip Distribution % Enter 6.0% 3.0% 30.0%
Trip Distribution % Exit| 0.0% 0.0% 00% | 17.0% | 0.0% | 49.0% | 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 9.0% 0.0%
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INTERSECTION: GALISTEO & ZIA

AM Peak Hour

Existing Volumes (2020)
Background Growth

No Build (2024)

Retail Entering

Retail Exiting

Office Entering

Office Exiting

Residential Entering North
Residential Exiting North
Residential Entering South
Residential Exiting South
Pass By Entering

Pass By Exiting

Build (2024)

PHF
HV %

PM Peak Hour

Existing Volumes (2020)
Background Growth

No Build (2024)

Retail Entering

Retail Exiting

Office Entering

Office Exiting

Residential Entering North
Residential Exiting North
Residential Entering South
Residential Exiting South
Pass By Entering

Pass By Exiting

Build (2024)

PHF
HV %

growth rates
Trip Distribution % Enter
Trip Distribution % Exit

Trip Distribution % Enter
Trip Distribution % Exit

Trip Distribution % Enter
Trip Distribution % Exit

Trip Distribution % Enter
Trip Distribution % Exit

ZIA STATION

EXISTING & PROJECTED TURNING MOVEMENTS

Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound
ZIA ZIA GALISTEO GALISTEO
Left Thru Right Left Thru Right Left Thru Right Left Thru Right
0 696 9 27 399 0 5 0 100 0 0 0
0 28 0 1 16 0 0 0 4 0 0 0
0 724 9 28 415 0 5 0 104 0 0 0
53 89
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 67 0 0 0
21 62
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 0 0 0
7 25
0 43 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 108
3 11
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 31 0 0 0
-28 28 16 -16
26
7 739 114 206 399 25 0 0 234 0 0 108
0.95 0.95 0.95 0.95
2 2 2 2
Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound
ZIA ZIA GALISTEO GALISTEO
Left Thru Right Left Thru Right Left Thru Right Left Thru Right
0 449 7 103 759 0 8 0 55 0 0 0
0 18 0 4 30 0 0 0 2 0 0 0
0 467 7 107 789 0 8 0 57 0 0 0
38 64
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 54 0 0 0
4 10
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 52 0 0 0
13 47
0 24 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 60
5 24
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 13 0 0 0
-15 15 25 -25
13
13 476 69 230 765 47 0 0 189 0 0 60
0.98 0.98 0.98 0.98
2 2 2 2
1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0%
30.0% | 50.0% Retail
0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% | 50.0% | 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
22.0% | 65.0% Office
0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% | 65.0% | 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
21.5% 78.5% Residential North
0.0% | 40.0% | 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% | 100.0%
17.0% | 74.0% Residential South
0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 00% | 740% | 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
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INTERSECTION: CANDELERO & ZIA

AM Peak Hour

Existing Volumes (2020)
Background Growth

No Build (2024)

Retail Entering

Retail Exiting

Office Entering

Office Exiting

Residential Entering North
Residential Exiting North
Residential Entering South
Residential Exiting South
Build (2024)

PHF
HV %

PM Peak Hour

Existing Volumes (2020)
Background Growth

No Build (2024)

Retail Entering

Retail Exiting

Office Entering

Office Exiting

Residential Entering North
Residential Exiting North
Residential Entering South
Residential Exiting South
Build (2024)

PHF
HV %

growth rates
Trip Distribution % Enter
Trip Distribution % Exit

ZIA STATION
EXISTING & PROJECTED TURNING MOVEMENTS

Trip Distribution % Enter

Trip Distribution % Exit

Trip Distribution % Enter

Trip Distribution % Exit

Trip Distribution % Enter

Trip Distribution % Exit

Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound
ZIA ZIA CANDELERO CANDELERO
Left Thru Right | UTumn | Thru Right Left Thru Right Left Thru Right
2 676 0 0 412 10 0 0 0 23 0 6
0 27 0 0 16 0 0 0 0 1 0 0
2 703 0 0 428 10 0 0 0 24 0 6
53
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
21
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
7
0 0 0 43 65 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
3
0 0 0 0 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
2 787 0 43 500 10 0 0 0 24 0 6
0.94 0.94 0.94 0.94
2 2 2 2
Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound
ZIA ZIA CANDELERO CANDELERO
Left Thru Right | UTumn | Thru Right Left Thru Right Left Thru Right
4 438 0 0 748 33 0 0 0 19 0 5
0 18 0 0 30 1 0 0 0 1 0 0
4 456 0 0 778 34 0 0 0 20 0 5
38
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
4
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
13
0 0 0 24 36 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
5
0 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
4 516 0 24 817 34 0 0 0 20 0 5
0.94 0.94 0.94 0.94
2 2 2 2
1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0%
30.0% Retail
0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
22.0% Office
0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
21.5% Residential North
0.0% 0.0% 0.0% | 40.0% | 60.0% | 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
17.0% Residential South
0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 17.0% | 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
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INTERSECTION: GALISTEO & RODEO

ZIA STATION
EXISTING & PROJECTED TURNING MOVEMENTS

AM Peak Hour Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound
RODEO RODEO GALISTEO GALISTEO
Left Thru Right Left Thru Right Left Thru Right Left Thru Right
Existing Volumes (2020)] 27 778 5 18 461 17 3 5 41 13 3 32
Background Growth 1 31 0 1 18 1 0 0 2 1 0 1
No Build (2024)[ 28 809 5 19 479 18 3 5 43 14 3 33
Retail Entering 9 27
Retail Exiting 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 20 0 47
Office Entering 10 3
Office Exiting 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3
Residential Entering North
Residential Exiting North 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Residential Entering South 1 0
Residential Exiting South 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 10
Build (2024)[ 47 809 5 19 479 48 3 5 43 35 3 92
PHF  0.94 0.94 0.94 0.94
HV % 2 2 2 2
PM Peak Hour Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound
RODEO RODEO GALISTEO GALISTEO
Left Thru Right Left Thru Right Left Thru Right Left Thru Right
Existing Volumes (2020)] 21 491 2 38 786 27 4 1 20 13 4 39
Background Growth 1 20 0 2 31 1 0 0 1 1 0 2
No Build (2024)[ 22 511 2 40 817 28 4 1 21 14 4 41
Retail Entering 6 19
Retail Exiting 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 16 0 37
Office Entering 2 0
Office Exiting 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 26
Residential Entering North
Residential Exiting North 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Residential Entering South 2 1
Residential Exiting South 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 4
Build (2024)[ 32 511 2 40 817 49 4 1 21 33 4 108
PHF  0.94 0.94 0.94 0.94
HV % 2 2 2 2
growthrates  1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0%
Trip Distribution % Enter[ 5.0% 15.0% Retalil
Trip Distribution % Exit| 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% [ 15.0% | 0.0% [ 35.0%
50
Trip Distribution % Enter[ 10.0% 3.0% Office
Trip Distribution % Exit| 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 3.0% 0.0% | 32.0%
35
Trip Distribution % Enter Residential North
Trip Distribution % Exit| 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Trip Distribution % Enter[ 6.0% 3.0% Residential South
Trip Distribution % Exit| 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 3.0% 0.0% | 23.0%
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APPENDIX D
2024 NO BUILD INTERSECTION CAPACITY ANALYSIS



General Information

HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

Intersection Information

Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other
Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00
Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |No Build AM Analysis Period |[1>7:00
Intersection St Francis & Sawmill File Name NBAM.xus

Project Description No Build AM

5

P
SRR

r

Approach Movement

EB
| L T

WB
T

R | L

EEELE
EIRIEIR
SB
T

Demand Information | | | NB |
T

R | L

R

Demand ( v), veh/h 132 0 52 8 12 36 188 | 824 360 96
Signal Information k
Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 . 1; ;
Offset, s 91 | Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . 0.0 l l %
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N A v
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- -
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Ratio ( g/C)
Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000
Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 }| 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)
Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A
Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information dLL L
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JhiL
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other
Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke
Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |No Build AM Analysis Period [2>7:15
Intersection St Francis & Sawmill File Name NBAM.xus NrEen
Project Description No Build AM BIEIEER R
Demand Information | EB | WB | NB | SB
Approach Movement | L T R | L T R | L T R | L T R
Demand ( v), veh/h 176 8 64 20 16 44 196 | 1164 8 24 | 500 | 100
Signal Information k
Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 1, Y: /_3(1; ;
Offset, s 91 | Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ l _/L l l %
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N A v
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- -
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Ratio ( g/C)
Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000
Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 }| 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)
Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A
Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information dLL L
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JhiL
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other
Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke
Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |No Build AM Analysis Period |3> 7:30
Intersection St Francis & Sawmill File Name NBAM.xus NrEen
Project Description No Build AM BIEIEER R
Demand Information | EB | WB | NB | SB
Approach Movement | L T R | L T R | L T R | L T R
Demand ( v ), veh/h 316 4 72 12 12 104 || 328 | 1832 | 8 20 | 784 | 184
Signal Information k
Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 1, Y: /_3(1; ;
Offset, s 91 | Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ l _/L l l %
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N A v
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- ]
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Ratio ( g/C)
Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X') 0.000 | 0.000 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000
Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)
Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A
Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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General Information

HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

Intersection Information

Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other
Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00
Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |No Build AM Analysis Period [4> 7:45
Intersection St Francis & Sawmill File Name NBAM.xus

Project Description No Build AM

5

P
SRR

r

Approach Movement

EB
| L T

WB
T

R | L

EEELE
EIRIEIR
SB
T

Demand Information | | | NB |
T

R | L

R

Demand ( v), veh/h 360 16 64 24 24 96 388 | 2024 764 | 304
Signal Information k
Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 . 1; ;
Offset, s 91 | Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . 0.0 l l %
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N A v
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- -
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Ratio ( g/C)
Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000
Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 }| 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)
Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A
Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information dLL L
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JhiL
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other
Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke
Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |No Build AM Analysis Period |5> 8:00
Intersection St Francis & Sawmill File Name NBAM.xus NrEen
Project Description No Build AM BIEIEER R
Demand Information | EB | WB | NB | SB
Approach Movement | L T R | L T R | L T R | L T R
Demand ( v ), veh/h 304 4 72 0 24 100 || 392 | 1684 | 16 52 | 680 | 224
Signal Information k
Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 1, Y: /_3(1; ;
Offset, s 91 | Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ l _/L l l %
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N A v
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- ]
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Ratio ( g/C)
Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X') 0.000 | 0.000 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000
Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)
Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A
Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information dLL L
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JhiL
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other
Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke
Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |No Build AM Analysis Period |6> 8:15
Intersection St Francis & Sawmill File Name NBAM.xus NrEen
Project Description No Build AM BIEIEER R
Demand Information | EB | WB | NB | SB
Approach Movement | L T R | L T R | L T R | L T R
Demand ( v), veh/h 280 12 56 4 36 68 288 | 1592 | 8 52 | 688 | 120
Signal Information k
Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 1, Y: /_3(1; ;
Offset, s 91 | Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ l _/L l l %
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N A v
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- -
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Ratio ( g/C)
Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000
Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 }| 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)
Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A
Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information dLL L
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JhiL
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other
Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke
Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |No Build AM Analysis Period |7> 8:30
Intersection St Francis & Sawmill File Name NBAM.xus NrEen
Project Description No Build AM BIEIEER R
Demand Information | EB | WB | NB | SB
Approach Movement | L T R | L T R | L T R | L T R
Demand ( v ), veh/h 236 4 76 36 28 36 304 | 1432 | 4 48 | 560 | 184
Signal Information k
Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 1, Y: /_3(1; ;
Offset, s 91 | Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ l _/L l l %
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N A v
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- ]
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Ratio ( g/C)
Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X') 0.000 | 0.000 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000
Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)
Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A
Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information dLL L
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JhiL
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other
Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke
Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |No Build AM Analysis Period |8> 8:45
Intersection St Francis & Sawmill File Name NBAM.xus NrEen
Project Description No Build AM BIEIEER R
Demand Information | EB | WB | NB | SB
Approach Movement | L T R | L T R | L T R | L T R
Demand ( v ), veh/h 252 12 36 8 32 56 188 | 1448 | O 32 580 | 136
Signal Information k
Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 1, Y: /_3(1; ;
Offset, s 91 | Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ l _/L l l %
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N A v
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- ]
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Ratio ( g/C)
Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X') 0.000 | 0.000 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000
Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)
Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A
Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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General Information

HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

Intersection Information

Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other
Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00
Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |No Build AM Analysis Period |[1>7:00
Intersection St Francis & Siringo File Name NBAM.xus

Project Description No Build AM

5

FIRNE
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N
L

r

Approach Movement

EB
| L T

R

| L

WB
T

R | L

EEELE
EIRIEIR
SB
T

Demand Information | | | NB |
T

R | L

R

Demand ( v), veh/h 132 24 116 48 48 48 160 | 1092 572 12

Signal Information k

Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 . _€; ;

Offset, s 8 Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . 0.0 l l %

Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N A v

Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- -

Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT

Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6

Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB

Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R

Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16

Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Green Ratio ( g/C)

Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 § 0.000 | 0.000

Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00

Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Level of Service (LOS)

Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |

Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A

Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB

Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A

Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information EiEA BRI

Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JhiL

Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke

Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |No Build AM Analysis Period [2>7:15

Intersection St Francis & Siringo File Name NBAM.xus NrEen

Project Description No Build AM BIEIEER R

Demand Information | EB | WB | NB | SB

Approach Movement | L T R | L T R | L T R | L T R

Demand ( v), veh/h 204 44 120 36 36 132 || 256 | 1396 | 116 80 | 696 72

Signal Information k

Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 , Y /_(_e

1 2 3 4

Offset, s 8 Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ l _/L l l %

Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N A v

Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- -

Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT

Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6

Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB

Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R

Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16

Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Green Ratio ( g/C)

Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 § 0.000 | 0.000

Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00

Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Level of Service (LOS)

Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |

Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A

Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB

Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A

Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information dLL L
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JhiL
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke

Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |No Build AM Analysis Period |3> 7:30

Intersection St Francis & Siringo File Name NBAM.xus NrEen
Project Description No Build AM BIEIEER R
Demand Information | EB | WB | NB | SB
Approach Movement | L T R | L T R | L T R | L T R
Demand ( v ), veh/h 344 88 152 120 | 72 132 || 292 | 2400 | 112 92 | 1180 | 72
Signal Information k

Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 , Y /_(_e

1 2 3 4

Offset, s 8 Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ l _/L l l %
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N A v
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- -
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Green Ratio ( g/C)

Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X') 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 || 0.000

Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 j 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)

Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A

Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information EiEA BRI
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JhiL
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke

Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |No Build AM Analysis Period [4> 7:45

Intersection St Francis & Siringo File Name NBAM.xus NrEen
Project Description No Build AM BIEIEER R
Demand Information | EB | WB | NB | SB
Approach Movement | L T R | L T R | L T R | L T R
Demand ( v), veh/h 388 | 132 | 132 112 84 160 || 408 | 2492 | 224 || 140 | 1236 | 120
Signal Information k

Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 , Y /_(_e

1 2 3 4

Offset, s 8 Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ l _/L l l %
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N A v
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- -
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Green Ratio ( g/C)

Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 § 0.000 | 0.000

Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)

Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A

Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information dLL L
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JhiL
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke

Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |No Build AM Analysis Period |5> 8:00

Intersection St Francis & Siringo File Name NBAM.xus NrEen
Project Description No Build AM BIEIEER R
Demand Information | EB | WB | NB | SB
Approach Movement | L T R | L T R | L T R | L T R
Demand ( v ), veh/h 332 | 116 | 120 || 128 | 76 104 || 308 | 2068 | 328 || 168 | 988 | 144
Signal Information k

Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 , Y /_(_e

1 2 3 4

Offset, s 8 Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ l _/L l l %
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N A v
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- ]
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Green Ratio ( g/C)

Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X') 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 || 0.000

Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)

Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A

Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A

Copyright © 2020 University of Florida, All Rights Reserved.

HCS™ Streets Version 7.9

Generated: 9/23/2020 2:01:03 PM



HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information EiEA BRI
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JhiL
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke

Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |No Build AM Analysis Period |6> 8:15

Intersection St Francis & Siringo File Name NBAM.xus NrEen
Project Description No Build AM BIEIEER R
Demand Information | EB | WB | NB | SB
Approach Movement | L T R | L T R | L T R | L T R
Demand ( v), veh/h 236 | 120 | 156 92 88 100 || 300 | 1776 | 368 || 164 | 904 | 104
Signal Information k

Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 , Y /_(_e

1 2 3 4

Offset, s 8 Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ l _/L l l %
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N A v
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- -
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Green Ratio ( g/C)

Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 § 0.000 | 0.000

Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)

Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A

Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information dLL L

Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JhiL

Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke

Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |No Build AM Analysis Period |7> 8:30

Intersection St Francis & Siringo File Name NBAM.xus NrEen

Project Description No Build AM BIEIEER R

Demand Information | EB | WB | NB | SB

Approach Movement | L T R | L T R | L T R | L T R

Demand ( v ), veh/h 272 72 128 76 104 76 328 | 1736 | 192 60 | 924 96

Signal Information k

Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 , Y /_(_e

1 2 3 4

Offset, s 8 Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ l _/L l l %

Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N A v

Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- -

Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT

Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6

Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB

Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R

Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16

Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Green Ratio ( g/C)

Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X') 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 || 0.000

Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 j 0.00 | 0.00

Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Level of Service (LOS)

Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |

Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A

Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB

Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A

Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A

Copyright © 2020 University of Florida, All Rights Reserved.

HCS™ Streets Version 7.9

Generated: 9/23/2020 2:01:03 PM



General Information

HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

Intersection Information

Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other
Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00
Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |No Build AM Analysis Period |8> 8:45
Intersection St Francis & Siringo File Name NBAM.xus

Project Description No Build AM

5

FIRNE
JI

N
L

r

Approach Movement

EB
| L T

R

| L

WB
T

R | L

EEELE
EIRIEIR
SB
T

Demand Information | | | NB |
T

R | L

R

Demand ( v), veh/h 224 56 164 68 68 100 || 248 | 1796 904 | 44

Signal Information k

Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 . _€; ;

Offset, s 8 Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . 0.0 l l %

Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N A v

Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- -

Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT

Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6

Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB

Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R

Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16

Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Green Ratio ( g/C)

Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 § 0.000 | 0.000

Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00

Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Level of Service (LOS)

Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |

Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A

Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB

Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A

Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information PICYEACZRARCHR
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 Jhiill
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other
Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00
Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |No Build AM Analysis Period |[1>7:00
Intersection St Francis & Zia File Name NBAM.xus At
Project Description No Build AM
Demand Information | EB | WB | NB | SB
Approach Movement | L T R | L T R | L T R | L T R
Demand ( v), veh/h 288 52 16 56 8 20 36 | 952 32 44 | 492 56
Signal Information k
Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 1, Pz' /_3(1; ;
Offset, s 0 Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ l _/I l l M
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 4 A
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- -
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Ratio ( g/C)
Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 §f 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000
Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)
Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A
Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information

Intersection Information

Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other
Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00
Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |No Build AM Analysis Period [2>7:15
Intersection St Francis & Zia File Name NBAM.xus

Project Description No Build AM

)

MR

S L B

JIEILL

b

Demand Information | | | NB | S
T

t1tr
B
T R

EB WB
Approach Movement | L T R | L T R | L R | L
Demand ( v), veh/h 316 | 124 40 48 36 28 52 | 1240 | 88 40 | 692 72
Signal Information k
Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 1, Pz' . 1; ;
Offset, s 0 Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . 0.0 l _/I l l M
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 4 A
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- -
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Ratio ( g/C)
Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 §f 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000
Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)
Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A
Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information PICYEACZRARCHR
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 Jhiill
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00

Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |No Build AM Analysis Period |3> 7:30

Intersection St Francis & Zia File Name NBAM.xus

Project Description No Build AM

Demand Information EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Demand ( v ), veh/h 544 | 192 20 60 40 80 84 | 2008 | 92 124 | 1000 | 148
Signal Information k

Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 1, R . 1; ;
Offset, s 0 Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ l l ’ M
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 4 A

Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5 6 7 8
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Ratio ( g/C)

Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 § 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000
Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 § 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 § 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 § 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)

Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A

Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS 0.00 A 0.00 A 0.00 A 0.00 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS 0.00 A 0.00 A 0.00 A 0.00 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information PAETPAC RN
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 Jhiill
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00

Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |No Build AM Analysis Period [4> 7:45

Intersection St Francis & Zia File Name NBAM.xus AR
Project Description No Build AM RIEIEE R

Demand Information | | | |

Approach Movement R I L R I L R I L
Demand ( v ), veh/h 560 240 48 80 72 48 72 2188 172 || 156 1072 192

Signal Information k

Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2

Offset, s 0 Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _

Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On Yellow | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0_0 0.0 LS A
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S Red 0.0 I

Timer Results

Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Ratio ( g/C)

Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 §f 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000
Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)

Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A

Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information PICYEACZRARCHR
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 Jhiill
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00

Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |No Build AM Analysis Period |5> 8:00

Intersection St Francis & Zia File Name NBAM.xus

Project Description No Build AM

Demand Information EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Demand ( v ), veh/h 484 | 208 40 80 60 32 124 | 1904 | 80 144 | 944 | 140
Signal Information k

Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 1, R . 1; ;
Offset, s 0 Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ l l ’ M
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 4 A

Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5 6 7 8
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Ratio ( g/C)

Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X') 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 § 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000
Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 }| 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)

Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A

Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS 0.00 A 0.00 A 0.00 A 0.00 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS 0.00 A 0.00 A 0.00 A 0.00 A

Copyright © 2020 University of Florida, All Rights Reserved. HCS™ Streets Version 7.9 Generated: 9/23/2020 2:01:03 PM



HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information PAETPAC RN
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 Jhiill
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00

Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |No Build AM Analysis Period |6> 8:15

Intersection St Francis & Zia File Name NBAM.xus AR
Project Description No Build AM RIEIEE R

Demand Information | | | |

Approach Movement R I L R I L R I L
Demand ( v ), veh/h 532 112 16 68 64 24 152 1648 108 || 104 832 172

Signal Information k

Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2

Offset, s 0 Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _

Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On Yellow | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0_0 0.0 LS A
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S Red 0.0 I

Timer Results

Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Ratio ( g/C)

Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 §f 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000
Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)

Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A

Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information PICYEACZRARCHR
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 Jhiill
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 e
Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |No Build AM Analysis Period |7> 8:30

Intersection St Francis & Zia File Name NBAM.xus i

Project Description No Build AM DA ] o

tELF
Demand Information | | WB | NB | SB
T T T R

EB
Approach Movement I L T R I L R I L R I L
Demand ( v ), veh/h 436 | 136 | 36 60 52 32 152 | 1516 | 88

60 | 820 | 144

Signal Information k
Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 1, Pz' . 1; ;
Offset, s 0 Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ l _/I l l M
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 4 A
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- -
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Ratio ( g/C)
Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 §f 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000
Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)
Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A
Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information PICYEACZRARCHR
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 Jhiill
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00

Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |No Build AM Analysis Period |8> 8:45

Intersection St Francis & Zia File Name NBAM.xus

Project Description No Build AM

Demand Information EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Demand ( v ), veh/h 360 | 184 28 48 40 48 48 | 1536 | 68 120 | 708 | 132
Signal Information k

Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 1, R . 1; ;
Offset, s 0 Reference Point End Green | 0.0 0.0 0. 00 00 0. l ’ M
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 4 A

Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5 6 7 8
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Ratio ( g/C)

Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 § 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000
Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 § 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 § 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 § 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)

Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A

Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS 0.00 A 0.00 A 0.00 A 0.00 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS 0.00 A 0.00 A 0.00 A 0.00 A
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General Information

HCS7 Two-Way Stop-Control Report

Site Information

Analyst

MB

Intersection

Galisteo and Calle Lumino

Agency/Co.

BHI

Jurisdiction

City of Santa Fe

Date Performed

8/6/2020

East/West Street

Calle Luminoso

Analysis Year

2020

North/South Street

Galisteo

Time Analyzed

No Build AM

Peak Hour Factor

0.82

Intersection Orientation

North-South

Analysis Time Period (hrs)

1.00

Project Description

Zia Station

Lanes

JoAd LA kL
A

JA4 LA KLY
A

"T
AN +rtrr

Major Street: North-South

TN el e i W iz

Vehicle Volumes and Adjustments

Approach

Eastbound

Westbound

Northbound

Southbound

Movement

u L

T

L

T R u L

T R u L

T

Priority

10

11

12

7

8 9 1Y) 1

2 3 4U 4

5

Number of Lanes

0

1

0

0 0 0 0

1 0 0 0

1

Configuration

LR

LT

Volume (veh/h)

84

39

Percent Heavy Vehicles (%)

Proportion Time Blocked

Percent Grade (%)

Right Turn Channelized

Median Type | Storage

Undivided

Critical and Follow-up He

adways

Base Critical Headway (sec)

7.1

6.2

4.1

Critical Headway (sec)

6.40

6.20

4.10

Base Follow-Up Headway (sec)

35

33

2.2

Follow-Up Headway (sec)

3.50

3.30

2.20

Delay, Queue Length, and Leve

| of Service

Flow Rate, v (veh/h)

12

Capacity, ¢ (veh/h)

861

1571

v/c Ratio

0.01

0.00

95% Queue Length, Qo5 (veh)

0.0

0.0

Control Delay (s/veh)

9.2

7.3

Level of Service (LOS)

A

Approach Delay (s/veh)

9.2

0.0

Approach LOS

A
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HCS7 Two-Way Stop-Control Report

General Information Site Information
Analyst MB Intersection Galisteo and Cam Pabilo
Agency/Co. BHI Jurisdiction City of Santa Fe
Date Performed 8/6/2020 East/West Street Camino de Pabilo
Analysis Year 2020 North/South Street Galisteo
Time Analyzed No Build AM Peak Hour Factor 0.76
Intersection Orientation North-South Analysis Time Period (hrs) 1.00
Project Description Zia Station
Lanes

JA4 LA KLY
A

JAd LA kL
A
TN el e i W iz

"T
AN +rtrr

Major Street: North-South

Vehicle Volumes and Adjustments

Approach Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound
Movement U L T R U L T R u L T R u L T R
Priority 10 11 12 7 8 9 1U 1 2 3 4U 4 5 6
Number of Lanes 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0
Configuration LR LT TR
Volume (veh/h) 7 4 1 77 37 2
Percent Heavy Vehicles (%) 0 0 0

Proportion Time Blocked

Percent Grade (%) 0

Right Turn Channelized

Median Type | Storage Undivided

Critical and Follow-up Headways

Base Critical Headway (sec) 71 6.2 4.1

Critical Headway (sec) 6.40 6.20 4.10
Base Follow-Up Headway (sec) 35 33 2.2
Follow-Up Headway (sec) 3.50 3.30 2.20

Delay, Queue Length, and Level of Service

Flow Rate, v (veh/h) 14 1
Capacity, ¢ (veh/h) 900 1568
v/c Ratio 0.02 0.00
95% Queue Length, Qss (veh) 0.0 0.0
Control Delay (s/veh) 9.1 73
Level of Service (LOS) A A
Approach Delay (s/veh) 9.1 0.1
Approach LOS A
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HCS7 Two-Way Stop-Control Report

General Information Site Information
Analyst MB Intersection Rodeo and Galisteo
Agency/Co. BHI Jurisdiction City of Santa Fe
Date Performed 8/6/2020 East/West Street Rodeo
Analysis Year 2024 North/South Street Galisteo
Time Analyzed No Build AM Peak Hour Factor 0.94
Intersection Orientation East-West Analysis Time Period (hrs) 1.00
Project Description Zia Station
Lanes

JA4 LA kL

JAd kLY
ANt Yt rFr

AityTtEr

Major Street: East-West

Vehicle Volumes and Adjustments

Approach Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound
Movement U L T R U L T R u L T R u L T R
Priority 1U 1 2 3 4U 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1 12
Number of Lanes 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 0
Configuration L TR L TR LTR L TR
Volume (veh/h) 28 809 5 19 479 18 3 5 43 14 3 33
Percent Heavy Vehicles (%) 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
Proportion Time Blocked

Percent Grade (%) 0 0

Right Turn Channelized

Median Type | Storage Left + Thru 1

Critical and Follow-up Headways

Base Critical Headway (sec) 4.1 4.1 7.1 6.5 6.2 71 6.5 6.2
Critical Headway (sec) 4.12 4.12 712 | 652 | 6.22 712 | 652 | 6.22
Base Follow-Up Headway (sec) 2.2 2.2 35 4.0 33 35 4.0 33
Follow-Up Headway (sec) 2.22 2.22 352 | 402 | 332 352 | 402 | 332

Delay, Queue Length, and Level of Service

Flow Rate, v (veh/h) 30 20 54 15 38
Capacity, ¢ (veh/h) 1038 777 323 179 557
v/c Ratio 0.03 0.03 0.17 0.08 0.07
95% Queue Length, Qss (veh) 0.1 0.1 0.6 0.3 0.2
Control Delay (s/veh) 8.6 9.8 18.4 26.9 11.9
Level of Service (LOS) A A C D B
Approach Delay (s/veh) 0.3 0.4 184 16.1
Approach LOS @ @
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HCS7 Two-Way Stop-Control Report

General Information Site Information
Analyst MB Intersection Zia and Candelero
Agency/Co. BHI Jurisdiction City of Santa Fe
Date Performed 8/6/2020 East/West Street Zia
Analysis Year 2024 North/South Street Candelero
Time Analyzed No Build AM Peak Hour Factor 0.94
Intersection Orientation East-West Analysis Time Period (hrs) 1.00
Project Description Zia Station
Lanes
JA4 LA KL
A
== x_
2 &
- «—
+H i
< L
= =
- -
-~ (e
Rl Ehl R kR
Major Street: East-West
Vehicle Volumes and Adjustments
Approach Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound
Movement U L T R U L T R u L T R u L T R
Priority 1U 1 2 3 4U 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1 12
Number of Lanes 0 1 2 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 1 0
Configuration L T T TR LR
Volume (veh/h) 0 2 703 428 10 24 6
Percent Heavy Vehicles (%) 3 3 3 3
Proportion Time Blocked
Percent Grade (%) 0
Right Turn Channelized
Median Type | Storage Undivided
Critical and Follow-up Headways
Base Critical Headway (sec) 4.1 7.5 6.9
Critical Headway (sec) 4.16 6.86 6.96
Base Follow-Up Headway (sec) 2.2 35 33
Follow-Up Headway (sec) 2.23 3.53 333
Delay, Queue Length, and Level of Service
Flow Rate, v (veh/h) 2 32
Capacity, ¢ (veh/h) 1085 344
v/c Ratio 0.00 0.09
95% Queue Length, Qss (veh) 0.0 0.3
Control Delay (s/veh) 8.3 16.6
Level of Service (LOS) A C
Approach Delay (s/veh) 0.0 16.6
Approach LOS C
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General Information

HCS7 Two-Way Stop-Control Report

Site Information

Analyst MB Intersection Zia and Galisteo
Agency/Co. BHI Jurisdiction City of Santa Fe
Date Performed 8/6/2020 East/West Street Zia
Analysis Year 2024 North/South Street Galisteo
Time Analyzed No Build AM Peak Hour Factor 0.95
Intersection Orientation East-West Analysis Time Period (hrs) 1.00
Project Description Zia Station
Lanes
JA4 LA KL
BN
== x_
2 &
-4 <—
ey -
< =
- -
-~ (e
e £
Rl Ehl R kR
Major Street: East-West
Vehicle Volumes and Adjustments
Approach Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound
Movement U L T R U L T R L T R u L T R
Priority 1U 1 2 3 4U 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1 12
Number of Lanes 0 1 2 0 0 1 2 0 0 1 1 0 1 0
Configuration L T TR L T TR LT R LTR
Volume (veh/h) 0 0 724 9 0 28 415 0 5 0 104 0 0 0
Percent Heavy Vehicles (%) 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
Proportion Time Blocked
Percent Grade (%) 0
Right Turn Channelized No
Median Type | Storage Undivided
Critical and Follow-up Headways
Base Critical Headway (sec) 4.1 4.1 7.5 6.5 6.9 7.5 6.5 6.9
Critical Headway (sec) 4.16 4.16 7.56 | 6.56 | 6.96 7.56 | 6.56 | 6.96
Base Follow-Up Headway (sec) 2.2 2.2 35 4.0 33 35 4.0 33
Follow-Up Headway (sec) 2.23 2.23 353 | 403 | 333 353 | 403 | 333
Delay, Queue Length, and Level of Service
Flow Rate, v (veh/h) 0 29 5 109 0
Capacity, ¢ (veh/h) 1112 833 177 610
v/c Ratio 0.00 0.04 0.03 0.18
95% Queue Length, Qss (veh) 0.0 0.1 0.1 0.7
Control Delay (s/veh) 8.2 9.5 26.0 12.2
Level of Service (LOS) A A D B
Approach Delay (s/veh) 0.0 0.6 12.8
Approach LOS B
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information dLL L
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JhiL
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other
Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke
Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |No Build PM Analysis Period |1> 16:00
Intersection St Francis & Sawmill File Name NBPM.xus NrEen
Project Description No Build PM BIEIEER R
Demand Information | EB | WB | NB | SB
Approach Movement | L T R | L T R | L T R | L T R
Demand ( v ), veh/h 360 16 148 4 4 44 84 | 692 16 76 | 1516 | 264
Signal Information k
Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 1, Y: /_3(1; ;
Offset, s 10 | Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ l _/L l l %
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N A v
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- ]
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Ratio ( g/C)
Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X') 0.000 | 0.000 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000
Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)
Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A
Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information dLL L
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JhiL
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other
Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke
Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |No Build PM Analysis Period |2>16:15
Intersection St Francis & Sawmill File Name NBPM.xus NrEen
Project Description No Build PM BIEIEER R
Demand Information | EB | WB | NB | SB
Approach Movement | L T R | L T R | L T R | L T R
Demand ( v), veh/h 244 32 180 8 20 20 92 | 604 4 108 | 1284 | 232
Signal Information k
Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 1, Y: /_3(1; ;
Offset, s 10 | Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ l _/L l l %
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N A v
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- -
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Ratio ( g/C)
Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000
Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 }| 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)
Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A
Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information dLL L
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JhiL
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other
Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke
Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |No Build PM Analysis Period |3> 16:30
Intersection St Francis & Sawmill File Name NBPM.xus NrEen
Project Description No Build PM BIEIEER R
Demand Information | EB | WB | NB | SB
Approach Movement | L T R | L T R | L T R | L T R
Demand ( v ), veh/h 276 16 256 12 32 12 92 740 4 140 | 1552 | 248
Signal Information k
Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 1, Y: /_3(1; ;
Offset, s 10 | Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ l _/L l l %
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N A v
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- ]
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Ratio ( g/C)
Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X') 0.000 | 0.000 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000
Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)
Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A
Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information dLL L
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JhiL
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other
Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke
Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |No Build PM Analysis Period |4> 16:45
Intersection St Francis & Sawmill File Name NBPM.xus NrEen
Project Description No Build PM BIEIEER R
Demand Information | EB | WB | NB | SB
Approach Movement | L T R | L T R | L T R | L T R
Demand ( v ), veh/h 296 28 252 8 20 32 160 | 704 12 132 | 1648 | 272
Signal Information k
Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 1, Y: /_3(1; ;
Offset, s 10 | Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ l _/L l l %
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N A v
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- ]
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Ratio ( g/C)
Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X') 0.000 | 0.000 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000
Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)
Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A
Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information dLL L
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JhiL
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other
Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke
Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |No Build PM Analysis Period |5>17:00
Intersection St Francis & Sawmill File Name NBPM.xus NrEen
Project Description No Build PM BIEIEER R
Demand Information | EB | WB | NB | SB
Approach Movement | L T R | L T R | L T R | L T R
Demand ( v ), veh/h 344 32 248 8 8 44 144 | 796 16 128 | 1832 | 264
Signal Information k
Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 1, Y: /_3(1; ;
Offset, s 10 | Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ l _/L l l %
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N A v
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- ]
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Ratio ( g/C)
Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X') 0.000 | 0.000 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000
Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)
Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A
Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information dLL L
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JhiL
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other
Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke
Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |No Build PM Analysis Period |5>17:00
Intersection St Francis & Sawmill File Name NBPM.xus NrEen
Project Description No Build PM BIEIEER R
Demand Information | EB | WB | NB | SB
Approach Movement | L T R | L T R | L T R | L T R
Demand ( v ), veh/h 344 32 248 8 8 44 144 | 796 16 128 | 1832 | 264
Signal Information k
Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 1, Y: /_3(1; ;
Offset, s 10 | Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ l _/L l l %
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N A v
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- ]
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Ratio ( g/C)
Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X') 0.000 | 0.000 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000
Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)
Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A
Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information dLL L
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JhiL
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other
Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke
Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |No Build PM Analysis Period |5>17:00
Intersection St Francis & Sawmill File Name NBPM.xus NrEen
Project Description No Build PM BIEIEER R
Demand Information | EB | WB | NB | SB
Approach Movement | L T R | L T R | L T R | L T R
Demand ( v ), veh/h 344 32 248 8 8 44 144 | 796 16 128 | 1832 | 264
Signal Information k
Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 1, Y: /_3(1; ;
Offset, s 10 | Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ l _/L l l %
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N A v
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- ]
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Ratio ( g/C)
Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X') 0.000 | 0.000 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000
Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)
Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A
Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information dLL L
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JhiL
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other
Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke
Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |No Build PM Analysis Period |5>17:00
Intersection St Francis & Sawmill File Name NBPM.xus NrEen
Project Description No Build PM BIEIEER R
Demand Information | EB | WB | NB | SB
Approach Movement | L T R | L T R | L T R | L T R
Demand ( v ), veh/h 344 32 248 8 8 44 144 | 796 16 128 | 1832 | 264
Signal Information k
Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 1, Y: /_3(1; ;
Offset, s 10 | Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ l _/L l l %
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N A v
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- ]
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Ratio ( g/C)
Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X') 0.000 | 0.000 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000
Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)
Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A
Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information dLL L
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JhiL
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke

Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |No Build PM Analysis Period |1> 16:00

Intersection St Francis & Siringo File Name NBPM.xus NrEen
Project Description No Build PM BIEIEER R
Demand Information | EB | WB | NB | SB
Approach Movement | L T R | L T R | L T R | L T R
Demand ( v ), veh/h 200 64 228 || 140 | 120 72 220 | 1140 | 44 104 | 2068 | 164
Signal Information k

Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 , Y /_(_e

1 2 3 4

Offset, s 111 | Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ , _/L , , %
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N A v
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- -
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Green Ratio ( g/C)

Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X') 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 || 0.000

Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 j 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)

Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A

Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information EiEA BRI

Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JhiL

Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke

Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |No Build PM Analysis Period |2>16:15

Intersection St Francis & Siringo File Name NBPM.xus NrEen

Project Description No Build PM BIEIEER R

Demand Information | EB | WB | NB | SB

Approach Movement | L T R | L T R | L T R | L T R

Demand ( v), veh/h 132 64 228 || 104 | 128 | 60 152 | 984 | 84 80 | 1816 | 140

Signal Information k

Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 1, Y: /_3(_6 ;

Offset, s 111 | Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ , _/L , , %

Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N A v

Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- -

Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT

Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6

Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB

Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R

Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16

Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Green Ratio ( g/C)

Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 § 0.000 | 0.000

Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00

Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Level of Service (LOS)

Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |

Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A

Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB

Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A

Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information dLL L
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JhiL
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke

Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |No Build PM Analysis Period |3> 16:30

Intersection St Francis & Siringo File Name NBPM.xus NrEen
Project Description No Build PM BIEIEER R
Demand Information | EB | WB | NB | SB
Approach Movement | L T R | L T R | L T R | L T R
Demand ( v ), veh/h 168 88 256 || 156 | 132 | 64 192 | 1216 | 56 76 | 2212 | 156
Signal Information k

Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 , Y /_(_e

1 2 3 4

Offset, s 111 | Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ , _/L , , %
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N A v
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- -
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Green Ratio ( g/C)

Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X') 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 || 0.000

Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 j 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)

Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A

Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information dLL L
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JhiL
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke

Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |No Build PM Analysis Period |4> 16:45

Intersection St Francis & Siringo File Name NBPM.xus NrEen
Project Description No Build PM BIEIEER R
Demand Information | EB | WB | NB | SB
Approach Movement | L T R | L T R | L T R | L T R
Demand ( v ), veh/h 184 | 116 | 240 || 180 | 132 | 56 212 | 1272 | 64 80 | 2344 | 156
Signal Information k

Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 , Y /_(_e

1 2 3 4

Offset, s 111 | Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ , _/L , , %
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N A v
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- ]
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Green Ratio ( g/C)

Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X') 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 || 0.000

Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)

Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A

Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information dLL L
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JhiL
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke

Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |No Build PM Analysis Period |5>17:00

Intersection St Francis & Siringo File Name NBPM.xus NrEen
Project Description No Build PM BIEIEER R
Demand Information | EB | WB | NB | SB
Approach Movement | L T R | L T R | L T R | L T R
Demand ( v ), veh/h 156 84 344 || 132 | 184 84 232 | 1336 | 108 56 | 2584 | 156
Signal Information k

Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 , Y /_(_e

1 2 3 4

Offset, s 111 | Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ , _/L , , %
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N A v
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- -
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Green Ratio ( g/C)

Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X') 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 || 0.000

Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 j 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)

Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A

Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information EiEA BRI
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JhiL
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke

Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |No Build PM Analysis Period [6> 17:15

Intersection St Francis & Siringo File Name NBPM.xus NrEen
Project Description No Build PM BIEIEER R
Demand Information | EB | WB | NB | SB
Approach Movement | L T R | L T R | L T R | L T R
Demand ( v), veh/h 164 | 120 | 340 | 176 | 168 | 84 268 | 1448 | 84 88 | 2740 | 164
Signal Information k

Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 , Y /_(_e

1 2 3 4

Offset, s 111 | Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ , _/L , , %
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N A v
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- -
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Green Ratio ( g/C)

Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 § 0.000 | 0.000

Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)

Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A

Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information EiEA BRI
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JhiL
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke

Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |No Build PM Analysis Period |7>17:30

Intersection St Francis & Siringo File Name NBPM.xus NrEen
Project Description No Build PM BIEIEER R
Demand Information | EB | WB | NB | SB
Approach Movement | L T R | L T R | L T R | L T R
Demand ( v), veh/h 108 92 288 || 100 | 136 | 100 § 148 | 1132 | 124 || 128 | 2008 | 200
Signal Information k

Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 , Y /_(_e

1 2 3 4

Offset, s 111 | Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ , _/L , , %
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N A v
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- -
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Green Ratio ( g/C)

Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 § 0.000 | 0.000

Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)

Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A

Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information EiEA BRI
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JhiL
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke

Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |No Build PM Analysis Period 8> 17:45

Intersection St Francis & Siringo File Name NBPM.xus NrEen
Project Description No Build PM BIEIEER R
Demand Information | EB | WB | NB | SB
Approach Movement | L T R | L T R | L T R | L T R
Demand ( v), veh/h 80 84 292 || 136 | 80 96 184 | 1028 | 100 || 104 | 1980 | 108
Signal Information k

Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 , Y /_(_e

1 2 3 4

Offset, s 111 | Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ , _/L , , %
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N A v
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- -
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Green Ratio ( g/C)

Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 § 0.000 | 0.000

Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)

Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A

Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information PICYEACZRARCHR
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 Jhiill
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00

Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |No Build PM Analysis Period |1> 16:00

Intersection St Francis & Zia File Name NBPM.xus

Project Description No Build PM

Demand Information EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Demand ( v ), veh/h 304 80 72 240 | 200 68 64 832 76 248 | 1684 | 392
Signal Information k

Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 1, R . 1; ;
Offset, s 0 Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ 0 . _ l l ’ M
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 4 A

Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5 6 7 8
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Ratio ( g/C)

Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 § 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000
Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 § 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 § 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 § 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)

Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A

Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS 0.00 A 0.00 A 0.00 A 0.00 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS 0.00 A 0.00 A 0.00 A 0.00 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information PICYEACZRARCHR
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JibLL
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00

Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |No Build PM Analysis Period |2>16:15

Intersection St Francis & Zia File Name NBPM.xus

Project Description No Build PM

Demand Information EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Demand ( v ), veh/h 240 96 64 248 | 144 52 36 728 84 208 | 1524 | 296
Signal Information k

Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 1, R . 1; ;
Offset, s 0 Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ l l ’ M
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 4 A

Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5 6 7 8
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Ratio ( g/C)

Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X') 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 § 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000
Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 }| 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)

Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A

Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS 0.00 A 0.00 A 0.00 A 0.00 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS 0.00 A 0.00 A 0.00 A 0.00 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information PICYEACZRARCHR
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 Jhiill
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00

Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |No Build PM Analysis Period |3> 16:30

Intersection St Francis & Zia File Name NBPM.xus

Project Description No Build PM

Demand Information EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Demand ( v ), veh/h 272 | 152 56 248 | 220 64 68 876 76 212 | 1776 | 444
Signal Information k

Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 1, R . 1; ;
Offset, s 0 Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ 0 . _ l l ’ M
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 4 A

Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5 6 7 8
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Ratio ( g/C)

Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 § 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000
Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 § 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 § 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 § 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)

Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A

Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS 0.00 A 0.00 A 0.00 A 0.00 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS 0.00 A 0.00 A 0.00 A 0.00 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information PICYEACZRARCHR
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 Jhiill
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00

Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |No Build PM Analysis Period |4> 16:45

Intersection St Francis & Zia File Name NBPM.xus

Project Description No Build PM

Demand Information EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Demand ( v ), veh/h 352 | 108 44 296 | 224 | 40 56 936 88 244 | 1836 | 488
Signal Information k

Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 1, R . 1; ;
Offset, s 0 Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ l l ’ M
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 4 A

Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5 6 7 8
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Ratio ( g/C)

Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X') 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 § 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000
Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 }| 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)

Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A

Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS 0.00 A 0.00 A 0.00 A 0.00 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS 0.00 A 0.00 A 0.00 A 0.00 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information PICYEACZRARCHR
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 Jhiill
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00

Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |No Build PM Analysis Period |5>17:00

Intersection St Francis & Zia File Name NBPM.xus

Project Description No Build PM

Demand Information EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Demand ( v ), veh/h 332 | 144 72 296 | 268 | 44 80 | 1016 | 72 196 | 2084 | 500
Signal Information k

Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 1, R . 1; ;
Offset, s 0 Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ l l ’ M
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 4 A

Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5 6 7 8
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Ratio ( g/C)

Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X') 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 § 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000
Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 }| 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)

Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A

Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS 0.00 A 0.00 A 0.00 A 0.00 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS 0.00 A 0.00 A 0.00 A 0.00 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information PP ST
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JibLL
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00

Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |No Build PM Analysis Period [6> 17:15

Intersection St Francis & Zia File Name NBPM.xus

Project Description No Build PM

Demand Information EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Demand ( v ), veh/h 388 | 172 28 312 | 276 64 76 | 1080 | 96 284 | 2096 | 600
Signal Information k

Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 1, R . 1; ;
Offset, s 0 Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ l l ’ M
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 4 A

Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5 6 7 8
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Ratio ( g/C)

Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X') 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 § 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000
Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 }| 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)

Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A

Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS 0.00 A 0.00 A 0.00 A 0.00 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS 0.00 A 0.00 A 0.00 A 0.00 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information PICYEACZRARCHR
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 Jhiill
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00

Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |No Build PM Analysis Period |7>17:30

Intersection St Francis & Zia File Name NBPM.xus

Project Description No Build PM

Demand Information EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Demand ( v ), veh/h 280 | 132 48 320 | 176 12 68 836 68 212 | 1604 | 504
Signal Information k

Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 1, R . 1; ;
Offset, s 0 Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ l l ’ M
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 4 A

Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5 6 7 8
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Ratio ( g/C)

Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X') 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 § 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000
Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 }| 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)

Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A

Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS 0.00 A 0.00 A 0.00 A 0.00 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS 0.00 A 0.00 A 0.00 A 0.00 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information PICYEACZRARCHR
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 Jhiill
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00

Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |No Build PM Analysis Period 8> 17:45

Intersection St Francis & Zia File Name NBPM.xus

Project Description No Build PM

Demand Information EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Demand ( v ), veh/h 268 | 128 36 224 | 192 60 68 760 88 232 | 1492 | 452
Signal Information k

Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 1, R . 1; ;
Offset, s 0 Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ l l ’ M
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 4 A

Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5 6 7 8
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Ratio ( g/C)

Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X') 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 § 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000
Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 }| 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)

Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A

Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS 0.00 A 0.00 A 0.00 A 0.00 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS 0.00 A 0.00 A 0.00 A 0.00 A
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General Information

HCS7 Two-Way Stop-Control Report

Site Information

Analyst

MB

Intersection

Galisteo and Calle Lumino

Agency/Co.

BHI

Jurisdiction

City of Santa Fe

Date Performed

8/6/2020

East/West Street

Calle Luminoso

Analysis Year

2020

North/South Street

Galisteo

Time Analyzed

No Build PM

Peak Hour Factor

0.90

Intersection Orientation

North-South

Analysis Time Period (hrs)

1.00

Project Description

Zia Station

Lanes

JoAd LA kL
A

JA4 LA kLY

AN +rtrr

Major Street: North-South

A

TN el e i W iz

.T

Vehicle Volumes and Adjustments

Approach

Eastbound

Westbound

Northbound

Southbound

Movement

u L T

L T R u L

T R u L T

Priority

10 11

12

7 8 9 1Y) 1

2 3 4U 4 5

Number of Lanes

0 1

0 0 0 0 0

1 0 0 0 1

Configuration

LR

LT

TR

Volume (veh/h)

58 121

11

Percent Heavy Vehicles (%)

Proportion Time Blocked

Percent Grade (%)

Right Turn Channelized

Median Type | Storage

Undivided

Critical and Follow-up He

adways

Base Critical Headway (sec)

7.1

6.2

4.1

Critical Headway (sec)

6.40

6.20

4.10

Base Follow-Up Headway (sec)

35

33

2.2

Follow-Up Headway (sec)

3.50

3.30

2.20

Delay, Queue Length, and Level of Service

Flow Rate, v (veh/h)

12

Capacity, ¢ (veh/h)

851

1448

v/c Ratio

0.01

0.00

95% Queue Length, Qo5 (veh)

0.0

0.0

Control Delay (s/veh)

9.3

75

Level of Service (LOS)

A

Approach Delay (s/veh)

9.3

0.0

Approach LOS

A
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General Information

HCS7 Two-Way Stop-Control Report

Site Information

Analyst

MB

Intersection

Galisteo and Cam Pabilo

Agency/Co.

BHI

Jurisdiction

City of Santa Fe

Date Performed

8/6/2020

East/West Street

Camino de Pabilo

Analysis Year

2020

North/South Street

Galisteo

Time Analyzed

No Build PM

Peak Hour Factor

0.90

Intersection Orientation

North-South

Analysis Time Period (hrs)

1.00

Project Description

Zia Station

Lanes

JoAd LA kL
A

JA4 LA KLY
A

"T
AN +rtrr

Major Street: North-South

TN el e i W iz

Vehicle Volumes and Adjustments

Approach

Eastbound

Westbound

Northbound

Southbound

Movement

u L

T

L

L

L T

Priority

10

11

12

7

1

4 5

Number of Lanes

0

1

0

0

0 1

Configuration

LR

LT

TR

Volume (veh/h)

55

111

15

Percent Heavy Vehicles (%)

Proportion Time Blocked

Percent Grade (%)

Right Turn Channelized

Median Type | Storage

Undivided

Critical and Follow-up He

adways

Base Critical Headway (sec)

7.1

6.2

4.1

Critical Headway (sec)

6.40

6.20

4.10

Base Follow-Up Headway (sec)

35

33

2.2

Follow-Up Headway (sec)

3.50

3.30

2.20

Delay, Queue Length, and Leve

| of Service

Flow Rate, v (veh/h)

9

Capacity, ¢ (veh/h)

885

1456

v/c Ratio

0.01

0.00

95% Queue Length, Qo5 (veh)

0.0

0.0

Control Delay (s/veh)

9.1

75

Level of Service (LOS)

Approach Delay (s/veh)

9.1

0.5

Approach LOS

A
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HCS7 Two-Way Stop-Control Report

General Information Site Information
Analyst MB Intersection Rodeo and Galisteo
Agency/Co. BHI Jurisdiction City of Santa Fe
Date Performed 8/6/2020 East/West Street Rodeo
Analysis Year 2024 North/South Street Galisteo
Time Analyzed No Build PM Peak Hour Factor 0.94
Intersection Orientation East-West Analysis Time Period (hrs) 1.00
Project Description Zia Station
Lanes

JA4 LA kL

JAd kLY
ANt Yt rFr

AityTtEr

Major Street: East-West

Vehicle Volumes and Adjustments

Approach Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound
Movement U L T R U L T R u L T R u L T R
Priority 1U 1 2 3 4U 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1 12
Number of Lanes 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 0
Configuration L TR L TR LTR L TR
Volume (veh/h) 22 511 2 40 817 28 4 1 21 14 4 41
Percent Heavy Vehicles (%) 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
Proportion Time Blocked

Percent Grade (%) 0 0

Right Turn Channelized

Median Type | Storage Left + Thru 1

Critical and Follow-up Headways

Base Critical Headway (sec) 4.1 4.1 7.1 6.5 6.2 71 6.5 6.2
Critical Headway (sec) 4.12 4.12 712 | 652 | 6.22 712 | 652 | 6.22
Base Follow-Up Headway (sec) 2.2 2.2 35 4.0 33 35 4.0 33
Follow-Up Headway (sec) 2.22 2.22 352 | 402 | 332 352 | 402 | 332

Delay, Queue Length, and Level of Service

Flow Rate, v (veh/h) 23 43 28 15 48
Capacity, ¢ (veh/h) 756 1023 382 191 344
v/c Ratio 0.03 0.04 0.07 0.08 0.14
95% Queue Length, Qss (veh) 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.5
Control Delay (s/veh) 9.9 8.7 15.2 25.5 171
Level of Service (LOS) A A C D C
Approach Delay (s/veh) 0.4 0.4 15.2 19.1
Approach LOS @ @
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HCS7 Two-Way Stop-Control Report

General Information Site Information
Analyst MB Intersection Zia and Candelero
Agency/Co. BHI Jurisdiction City of Santa Fe
Date Performed 8/6/2020 East/West Street Zia
Analysis Year 2024 North/South Street Candelero
Time Analyzed No Build PM Peak Hour Factor 0.94
Intersection Orientation East-West Analysis Time Period (hrs) 1.00
Project Description Zia Station
Lanes
JA4 LA KL
A
== x_
2 &
- «—
+H i
& .
- -
-~ (e
Rl Ehl R kR
Major Street: East-West
Vehicle Volumes and Adjustments
Approach Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound
Movement U L T R U L T R u L T R u L T R
Priority 1U 1 2 3 4U 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1 12
Number of Lanes 0 1 2 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 1 0
Configuration L T T TR LR
Volume (veh/h) 0 4 456 778 34 20 5
Percent Heavy Vehicles (%) 2 2 2 2
Proportion Time Blocked
Percent Grade (%) 0
Right Turn Channelized
Median Type | Storage Undivided
Critical and Follow-up Headways
Base Critical Headway (sec) 4.1 7.5 6.9
Critical Headway (sec) 4.14 6.84 6.94
Base Follow-Up Headway (sec) 2.2 35 33
Follow-Up Headway (sec) 222 3.52 3.32
Delay, Queue Length, and Level of Service
Flow Rate, v (veh/h) 4 27
Capacity, ¢ (veh/h) 775 237
v/c Ratio 0.01 0.11
95% Queue Length, Qss (veh) 0.0 04
Control Delay (s/veh) 9.7 221
Level of Service (LOS) A C
Approach Delay (s/veh) 0.1 22.1
Approach LOS C
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General Information

HCS7 Two-Way Stop-Control Report

Site Information

Analyst MB Intersection Zia and Galisteo
Agency/Co. BHI Jurisdiction City of Santa Fe
Date Performed 8/6/2020 East/West Street Zia
Analysis Year 2024 North/South Street Galisteo
Time Analyzed No Build PM Peak Hour Factor 0.98
Intersection Orientation East-West Analysis Time Period (hrs) 1.00
Project Description Zia Station
Lanes
JA4 LA KL
BN
== x_
2 &
Y
- o
< -
= =
- -
-~ (e
e £
Rl Ehl R kR
Major Street: East-West
Vehicle Volumes and Adjustments
Approach Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound
Movement U L T R U L T R u L T R u L T R
Priority 1U 1 2 3 4U 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1 12
Number of Lanes 0 1 2 0 0 1 2 0 0 1 1 0 1 0
Configuration L T TR L T TR LT R LTR
Volume (veh/h) 0 0 467 7 0 107 | 789 0 8 0 57 0 0 0
Percent Heavy Vehicles (%) 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
Proportion Time Blocked
Percent Grade (%) 0
Right Turn Channelized No
Median Type | Storage Undivided
Critical and Follow-up Headways
Base Critical Headway (sec) 4.1 4.1 7.5 6.5 6.9 7.5 6.5 6.9
Critical Headway (sec) 4.16 4.16 7.56 | 6.56 | 6.96 7.56 | 6.56 | 6.96
Base Follow-Up Headway (sec) 2.2 2.2 35 4.0 33 35 4.0 33
Follow-Up Headway (sec) 2.23 2.23 353 | 403 | 333 353 | 403 | 333
Delay, Queue Length, and Level of Service
Flow Rate, v (veh/h) 0 109 8 58 0
Capacity, ¢ (veh/h) 809 1068 152 756
v/c Ratio 0.00 0.10 0.05 0.08
95% Queue Length, Qss (veh) 0.0 0.3 0.2 0.2
Control Delay (s/veh) 9.5 8.8 30.0 10.2
Level of Service (LOS) A A D B
Approach Delay (s/veh) 0.0 1.0 12.6
Approach LOS B
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APPENDIX E
2024 BUILD INTERSECTION CAPACITY ANALYSIS



General Information

HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

Intersection Information

Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other
Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00
Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |Build AM Analysis Period |[1>7:00
Intersection St Francis & Sawmill File Name BAM.xus

Project Description

Build AM

5

P
SRR

r

Approach Movement

EB
| L T

WB
T

R | L

EEELE
EIRIEIR
SB
T

Demand Information | | | NB |
T

R | L

R

Demand ( v), veh/h 132 0 52 8 12 36 188 | 824 360 96
Signal Information k
Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 . 1; ;
Offset, s 91 | Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . 0.0 l l %
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N A v
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- -
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Ratio ( g/C)
Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000
Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 }| 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)
Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A
Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information dLL L
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JhiL
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other
Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke
Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |Build AM Analysis Period [2>7:15
Intersection St Francis & Sawmill File Name BAM.xus NrEen
Project Description Build AM BIEIEER R
Demand Information | EB | WB | NB | SB
Approach Movement | L T R | L T R | L T R | L T R
Demand ( v), veh/h 176 8 64 20 16 44 196 | 1164 8 24 | 500 | 100
Signal Information k
Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 1, Y: /_3(1; ;
Offset, s 91 | Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ l _/L l l %
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N A v
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- -
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Ratio ( g/C)
Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000
Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 }| 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)
Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A
Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information dLL L
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JhiL
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other
Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke
Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |Build AM Analysis Period |3> 7:30
Intersection St Francis & Sawmill File Name BAM.xus NrEen
Project Description Build AM BIEIEER R
Demand Information | EB | WB | NB | SB
Approach Movement | L T R | L T R | L T R | L T R
Demand ( v ), veh/h 316 4 72 12 12 104 || 328 | 1868 | 8 20 | 808 | 184
Signal Information k
Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 1, Y: /_3(1; ;
Offset, s 91 | Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ l _/L l l %
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N A v
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- ]
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Ratio ( g/C)
Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X') 0.000 | 0.000 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000
Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)
Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A
Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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General Information

HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

Intersection Information

Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other
Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00
Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |Build AM Analysis Period [4> 7:45
Intersection St Francis & Sawmill File Name BAM.xus

Project Description

Build AM

5

P
SRR

r

Approach Movement

EB
| L T

WB
T

R | L

EEELE
EIRIEIR
SB
T

Demand Information | | | NB |
T

R | L

R

Demand ( v), veh/h 360 16 64 24 24 96 388 | 2060 788 | 304
Signal Information k
Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 . 1; ;
Offset, s 91 | Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . 0.0 l l %
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N A v
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- -
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Ratio ( g/C)
Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000
Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 }| 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)
Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A
Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information dLL L
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JhiL
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other
Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke
Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |Build AM Analysis Period |5> 8:00
Intersection St Francis & Sawmill File Name BAM.xus NrEen
Project Description Build AM BIEIEER R
Demand Information | EB | WB | NB | SB
Approach Movement | L T R | L T R | L T R | L T R
Demand ( v ), veh/h 304 4 72 0 24 100 || 392 | 1720 | 16 52 704 | 224
Signal Information k
Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 1, Y: /_3(1; ;
Offset, s 91 | Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ l _/L l l %
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N A v
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- ]
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Ratio ( g/C)
Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X') 0.000 | 0.000 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000
Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)
Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A
Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information dLL L
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JhiL
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other
Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke
Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |Build AM Analysis Period |6> 8:15
Intersection St Francis & Sawmill File Name BAM.xus NrEen
Project Description Build AM BIEIEER R
Demand Information | EB | WB | NB | SB
Approach Movement | L T R | L T R | L T R | L T R
Demand ( v), veh/h 280 12 56 4 36 68 288 | 1628 | 8 52 712 | 120
Signal Information k
Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 1, Y: /_3(1; ;
Offset, s 91 | Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ l _/L l l %
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N A v
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- -
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Ratio ( g/C)
Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000
Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 }| 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)
Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A
Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A

Copyright © 2020 University of Florida, All Rights Reserved.

HCS™ Streets Version 7.9

Generated: 9/23/2020 1:34:26 PM



HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information dLL L
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JhiL
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other
Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke
Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |Build AM Analysis Period |7> 8:30
Intersection St Francis & Sawmill File Name BAM.xus NrEen
Project Description Build AM BIEIEER R
Demand Information | EB | WB | NB | SB
Approach Movement | L T R | L T R | L T R | L T R
Demand ( v ), veh/h 236 4 76 36 28 36 304 | 1432 | 4 48 | 560 | 184
Signal Information k
Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 1, Y: /_3(1; ;
Offset, s 91 | Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ l _/L l l %
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N A v
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- ]
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Ratio ( g/C)
Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X') 0.000 | 0.000 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000
Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)
Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A
Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information dLL L
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JhiL
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other
Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke
Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |Build AM Analysis Period |8> 8:45
Intersection St Francis & Sawmill File Name BAM.xus NrEen
Project Description Build AM BIEIEER R
Demand Information | EB | WB | NB | SB
Approach Movement | L T R | L T R | L T R | L T R
Demand ( v ), veh/h 252 12 36 8 32 56 188 | 1448 | O 32 580 | 136
Signal Information k
Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 1, Y: /_3(1; ;
Offset, s 91 | Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ l _/L l l %
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N A v
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- ]
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Ratio ( g/C)
Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X') 0.000 | 0.000 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000
Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)
Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A
Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information o LB
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JhiL
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00

Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |Build AM Analysis Period |[1>7:00

Intersection St Francis & Siringo File Name BAM.xus

Project Description Build AM

Demand Information EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Demand ( v ), veh/h 132 24 116 48 48 48 160 | 1092 | 60 48 572 12
Signal Information , y L 1 A k

Cycle, s 115.0 | Reference Ph.ase 2 N S|P RTPE ¢ = 5,',,,‘; 1 Yz' . _€. .
Offset, s 8 Reference Point End Green |55 15 706 |55 T’Z” 9.1 l l ’ %
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On [Yellow|3.0 0.0 43 3.0 0.0 3.0 N A z
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red |1.0 0.0 1.8 1.0 0.0 4.3 5 6 7 8
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 1.1 3.0 1.1 3.0 1.1 3.0 1.1 3.0
Phase Duration, s 10.9 17.8 9.5 16.4 10.9 78.2 9.5 76.7
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 4.0 7.5 4.0 7.5 4.0 6.3 4.0 6.3
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 4.2 5.3 4.2 5.3 3.5 0.0 3.5 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 5.9 9.6 4.8 5.0 5.4 3.1

Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.3 0.7 0.1 1.0 0.2 0.0 0.1 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.99 1.00 0.78 1.00 1.00 0.78

Max Out Probability 0.00 0.30 0.00 0.04 0.02 0.00

Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 132 24 116 48 48 48 150 | 1027 | 56 48 572 12
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 1746 | 1870 | 1716 || 1784 | 1856 | 1718 || 1798 | 1698 | 1716 || 1798 | 1311
Queue Service Time (gs), s 3.9 1.4 7.6 2.8 2.8 3.0 34 | 106 | 11 1.1 7.6

Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 3.9 1.4 7.6 2.8 2.8 3.0 34 | 106 | 1.1 1.1 7.6

Green Ratio (g/C) 0.14 | 0.09 | 0.09 || 0.13 | 0.08 | 0.08 || 0.67 | 0.63 | 0.63 || 0.66 | 0.61
Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 479 | 168 | 154 || 231 | 144 | 133 || 630 | 3185 | 1073 || 432 | 2409
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.276 | 0.143 | 0.753 || 0.208 | 0.334 | 0.360 || 0.239 | 0.322 | 0.053 || 0.111 | 0.237

Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 78.9 | 30.5 | 169.8) 58.7 | 64.4 | 649 || 554 |161.2| 169 || 16.9 | 92.4

Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 3.1 1.2 6.7 2.3 2.5 2.5 2.2 6.3 0.7 0.7 3.6

Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.43 | 0.02 | 0.62 § 0.29 | 0.10 | 0.28 || 0.23 | 0.09 | 0.07 | 0.11 | 0.05
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 445 | 48.3 | 51.1 || 45.2 | 50.2 | 50.3 || 7.4 9.7 5.9 74 | 101
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.3 0.5 | 10.1 0.4 1.9 2.3 0.1 0.3 0.1 0.1 0.2

Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 448 | 488 | 61.2 || 45.7 | 521 | 52.7 || 7.5 | 10.0 | 6.0 75 | 10.3 | 9.0
Level of Service (LOS) D D E D D D A A A A B A
Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 521 D 50.2 D 9.5 A 10.1 B
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 17.3 B

Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS 2.74 C 2.74 C 2.07 B 2.24 B
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS 0.94 A 0.73 A 1.21 A 0.84 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information o LB
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JhiL
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00

Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |Build AM Analysis Period [2>7:15

Intersection St Francis & Siringo File Name BAM.xus

Project Description Build AM

Demand Information EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Demand ( v ), veh/h 204 44 120 36 36 132 || 256 | 1396 | 116 80 | 696 72
Signal Information y L 1 = k

Cycle, s 115.0 | Reference Ph.ase 2 N S|P RTPE ¢ = 5:‘::: = 1 Yz' . _€. .
Offset, s 8 Reference Point End Green |65 16 655 148 ‘é“g’ 118 l l ’ %
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On [Yellow|3.0 0.0 43 3.0 0.0 3.0 N A z
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red |1.0 0.0 1.8 1.0 0.0 4.3 5 6 7 8
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 1.1 3.0 1.1 3.0 1.1 3.0 1.1 3.0
Phase Duration, s 12.3 22.7 8.8 19.1 12.0 73.1 10.5 71.6
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 4.0 7.5 4.0 7.5 4.0 6.3 4.0 6.3
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 4.2 5.3 4.2 5.3 3.5 0.0 3.5 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 7.8 9.5 4.0 10.6 7.8 4.0

Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.5 1.1 0.0 1.0 0.3 0.0 0.1 0.0
Phase Call Probability 1.00 1.00 0.68 1.00 1.00 0.92

Max Out Probability 0.03 0.38 0.00 0.56 0.24 0.00

Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate ( v ), veh/h 204 | 44 120 36 36 132 || 230 | 1254 | 104 80 696 72
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 1746 | 1870 | 1716 || 1784 | 1856 | 1718 || 1798 | 1698 | 1716 || 1798 | 1307
Queue Service Time (gs), s 5.8 2.4 7.5 2.0 2.0 8.6 58 | 13.7 | 21 2.0 10.7

Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 5.8 24 7.5 2.0 2.0 8.6 58 | 13.7 | 21 2.0 10.7

Green Ratio (g/C) 0.19 | 0.13 | 0.13 || 0.14 | 0.10 | 0.10 || 0.64 | 0.58 | 0.58 || 0.62 | 0.57
Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 606 | 246 | 226 || 263 | 188 | 174 || 543 | 2960 | 997 360 | 2225
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X') 0.3360.179|0.531/0.137 | 0.192 | 0.760 || 0.423 | 0.424 | 0.104 || 0.222 | 0.313

Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 116.4 | 53.2 | 155.6 | 42.6 | 45.7 | 192.7|106.4| 197.3 | 33.7 | 33.4 | 135.5

Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 4.6 21 6.1 1.7 1.8 7.5 4.2 7.8 1.3 1.3 5.3

Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.63 | 0.04 | 0.57 || 0.21 | 0.07 | 0.82 || 0.44 | 0.12 | 0.13 }| 0.21 | 0.07
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 405 | 444 | 466 || 43.1 | 474 | 50.3 || 10.0 | 109 | 7.0 9.6 | 131
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.3 0.5 2.7 0.2 0.7 9.5 0.4 0.4 0.2 0.2 0.4

Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 40.8 | 449 | 493 || 434 | 48.1 | 59.8 || 104 | 11.3 | 7.2 9.8 | 135 | 9.9
Level of Service (LOS) D D D D D E B B A A B A
Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 44 1 D 54.9 D 10.9 B 12.8 B
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 18.5 B

Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS 2.73 C 2.74 C 2.08 B 2.25 B
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS 1.09 A 0.82 A 1.46 A 0.95 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information o LB
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JhiL
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00

Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |Build AM Analysis Period |3> 7:30

Intersection St Francis & Siringo File Name BAM.xus

Project Description Build AM

Demand Information EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Demand ( v ), veh/h 344 88 152 120 72 132 || 292 | 2480 | 112 92 | 1284 | 72
Signal Information y L 1 = k

Cycle, s 115.0 | Reference Ph.ase 2 N S|P RTPE ¢ = 5:‘::: = 1 Yz' . _€. .
Offset, s 8 Reference Point End Green 6.6 33 595 (8.8 ‘:'3“5“ 199 l l ’ %
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On [Yellow|3.0 0.0 43 3.0 0.0 3.0 N A z
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red |1.0 0.0 1.8 1.0 0.0 4.3 5 6 7 8
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 1.1 3.0 1.1 3.0 1.1 3.0 1.1 3.0
Phase Duration, s 16.0 22.7 12.8 19.5 13.9 68.9 10.6 65.6
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 4.0 7.5 4.0 7.5 4.0 6.3 4.0 6.3
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 4.2 5.3 4.2 5.3 3.5 0.0 3.5 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 11.2 11.7 8.8 10.6 9.7 4.6

Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.7 1.3 0.2 1.4 0.2 0.0 0.1 0.0
Phase Call Probability 1.00 1.00 0.98 1.00 1.00 0.95

Max Out Probability 0.44 0.86 0.03 0.62 1.00 0.00

Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 344 88 152 || 120 72 132 || 280 | 2382 | 108 92 | 1284 | 72
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 1798 | 1870 | 1716 || 1784 | 1856 | 1718 || 1798 | 1870 | 1716 || 1798 | 1308
Queue Service Time (gs), s 9.2 4.9 9.7 6.8 4.2 8.6 77 | 375 | 27 26 | 271

Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 9.2 4.9 9.7 6.8 4.2 8.6 7.7 | 375 | 27 26 | 271

Green Ratio (g/C) 0.24 | 0.13 | 0.13 || 0.18 | 0.10 | 0.10 || 0.61 | 0.54 | 0.54 || 0.57 | 0.52
Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 735 | 246 | 226 || 292 | 194 | 179 || 338 | 3055 | 934 196 | 2025
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.468 | 0.357 | 0.672 |/ 0.411 | 0.372 | 0.736 || 0.829 | 0.780 | 0.115 | 0.470 | 0.634

Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 188.7 | 109.7 | 205.9 || 142.3 | 93.7 | 189.7 |/ 189.9 | 486.5| 43.7 || 57.6 | 316

Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 7.4 4.3 8.1 5.6 3.7 7.4 75 | 192 | 17 23 12.4
Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 1.02 | 0.07 | 0.75 || 0.71 | 0.14 | 0.81 §§ 0.79 | 0.29 | 0.17 | 0.36 | 0.17
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 36.6 | 455 | 476 || 414 | 48.0 | 50.0 || 21.2 | 19.0 | 9.5 || 22.6 | 20.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.5 1.2 6.6 0.9 1.7 8.2 7.5 1.2 0.1 1.3 1.5

Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 371 | 46.7 | 541 || 424 | 49.7 | 58.2 || 28.7 | 20.2 | 9.6 || 23.9 | 21.5 | 10.0
Level of Service (LOS) D D D D D E C C A C C A
Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 43.0 D 50.4 D 20.7 C 211 C
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 25.2 C

Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS 2.73 C 2.74 C 2.09 B 2.26 B
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS 1.45 A 1.02 A 2.07 B 1.28 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information EiEA BRI
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JhiL
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke
Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |Build AM Analysis Period [4> 7:45

Intersection St Francis & Siringo File Name BAM.xus

Project Description Build AM Al r

EEELE
EIRIEIR
SB
T

Demand Information | | WB | NB |
T T

EB
Approach Movement | L T R | L R | L R | L R
Demand ( v ), veh/h 388 | 132 | 132 | 112 | 84 | 160 | 408 | 2572 | 224 || 140 | 1344 | 120

Signal Information k
Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 , Y _€;
1 2 3 4

Offset, s 8 Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ l l l %

Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N A v

Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- -

Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT

Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6

Case Number 1.1 3.0 1.1 3.0 1.1 3.0 1.1 3.0

Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 4.0 7.5 4.0 7.5 4.0 6.3 4.0 6.3

Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB

Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R

Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16

Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Green Ratio ( g/C)

Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 § 0.000 | 0.000

Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00

Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Level of Service (LOS)

Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |

Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A

Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB

Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A

Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information dLL L
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JhiL
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke

Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |Build AM Analysis Period |5> 8:00

Intersection St Francis & Siringo File Name BAM.xus NrEen
Project Description Build AM BIEIEER R
Demand Information | EB | WB | NB | SB
Approach Movement | L T R | L T R | L T R | L T R
Demand ( v), veh/h 332 | 116 | 120 || 128 | 76 104 || 308 | 2152 | 328 || 168 | 1092 | 144
Signal Information k

Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 , Y /_(_e

1 2 3 4

Offset, s 8 Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ l _/L l l %
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N A v
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- ]
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Green Ratio ( g/C)

Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 § 0.000 | 0.000

Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)

Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A

Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A

Copyright © 2020 University of Florida, All Rights Reserved.

HCS™ Streets Version 7.9

Generated: 9/23/2020 1:26:01 PM



HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information EiEA BRI
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JhiL
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke

Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |Build AM Analysis Period |6> 8:15

Intersection St Francis & Siringo File Name BAM.xus NrEen
Project Description Build AM BIEIEER R
Demand Information | EB | WB | NB | SB
Approach Movement | L T R | L T R | L T R | L T R
Demand ( v), veh/h 236 | 120 | 156 92 88 100 || 300 | 1856 | 368 || 164 | 1008 | 104
Signal Information k

Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 , Y /_(_e

1 2 3 4

Offset, s 8 Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ l _/L l l %
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N A v
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- -
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Green Ratio ( g/C)

Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 § 0.000 | 0.000

Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)

Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A

Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information dLL L
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JhiL
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke

Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |Build AM Analysis Period |7> 8:30

Intersection St Francis & Siringo File Name BAM.xus NrEen
Project Description Build AM BIEIEER R
Demand Information | EB | WB | NB | SB
Approach Movement | L T R | L T R | L T R | L T R
Demand ( v ), veh/h 272 72 128 76 104 76 328 | 1736 | 192 60 | 924 96
Signal Information k

Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 , Y /_(_e

1 2 3 4

Offset, s 8 Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ l _/L l l %
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N A v
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- -
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Green Ratio ( g/C)

Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X') 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 || 0.000

Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 j 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)

Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A

Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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General Information

HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

Intersection Information

Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other
Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00
Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |Build AM Analysis Period |8> 8:45
Intersection St Francis & Siringo File Name BAM.xus

Project Description

Build AM

5

FIRNE
JI

N
L

r

Approach Movement

EB
| L T

R

| L

WB
T

R | L

EEELE
EIRIEIR
SB
T

Demand Information | | | NB |
T

R | L

R

Demand ( v), veh/h 224 56 164 68 68 100 || 248 | 1796 904 | 44

Signal Information k

Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 . _€; ;

Offset, s 8 Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . 0.0 l l %

Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N A v

Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- -

Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT

Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6

Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB

Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R

Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16

Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Green Ratio ( g/C)

Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 § 0.000 | 0.000

Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00

Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Level of Service (LOS)

Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |

Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A

Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB

Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A

Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information PICYEACZRARCHR
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 Jhiill
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00

Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |Build AM Analysis Period |[1>7:00

Intersection St Francis & Zia File Name BAM_adjustedEBT.xus At
Project Description Build AM

Demand Information EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Demand ( v ), veh/h 296 44 16 56 8 20 36 952 32 44 | 492 56
Signal Information L BJIL P s k

Cycle, s 115.0 | Reference Ph.ase 2 ﬁ TPE if—:; ?_E'm 1, R ) _€. ;
Offset, s 0 Reference Point End Green |47 17 620 |58 ‘é“;“ 6.9 l l ’ M
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On [Yellow|3.0 0.0 43 3.0 3.0 3.0 4 A

Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red |1.0 0.0 2.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 5 6 7 8
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 1.1 4.0 2.0 3.0 2.0 3.0 2.0 3.0
Phase Duration, s 24.0 25.1 11.8 12.9 8.7 68.3 9.8 69.4
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 6.0 6.0 6.0 6.0 4.0 6.3 4.0 6.3
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 41 4.1 41 4.1 4.0 0.0 3.5 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 8.3 5.3 3.8 3.3 3.0 3.8

Green Extension Time (ge), s 1.0 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 1.00 1.00 0.83 0.99 1.00 0.83

Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.06 0.19 0.00 0.01

Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 296 60 56 8 20 35 926 31 55 612 70
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 1479 | 1827 1732 | 1766 | 1702 || 1746 | 1698 | 1716 | 1746 | 1180 | 1716
Queue Service Time (gs), s 6.3 3.3 1.8 0.2 1.3 1.0 | 132 | 1.0 1.8 8.6 1.7
Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 6.3 3.3 1.8 0.2 1.3 10 | 132 | 1.0 1.8 8.6 1.7
Green Ratio (g/C) 0.23 | 0.17 0.05 | 0.06 | 0.06 || 0.04 | 0.54 | 0.54 || 0.05 | 0.55 | 0.55
Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 1128 | 303 176 | 213 | 103 || 143 | 2746 | 925 176 | 1941 | 941
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.263 | 0.198 0.319|0.038 | 0.195 |/ 0.245| 0.337 | 0.034 || 0.312 | 0.315 | 0.074
Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 103.6| 68 369 | 51 | 26.3 | 20.1 | 221.9| 17.5 | 36.3 92 29
Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 4.1 2.7 1.4 0.2 1.0 0.8 8.7 0.7 1.4 3.6 1.1
Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.26 | 0.18 0.18 | 0.02 | 0.18 § 0.09 | 0.13 | 0.05 | 0.17 | 0.05 | 0.06
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 36.2 | 41.3 52.7 | 509 | 514 || 47.3 | 175 | 129 || 55.0 | 104 | 94
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.1 0.3 1.0 0.1 0.9 0.8 0.3 0.1 0.7 0.4 0.1
Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 36.3 | 41.7 53.7 | 51.0 | 52.3 || 48.1 | 179 | 129 || 55.7 | 10.8 | 9.5
Level of Service (LOS) D D D D D D B B E B A
Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 37.2 D 53.1 D 18.8 B 14.0 B
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 21.5 C

Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS 2.85 C 2.86 C 2.55 C 2.41 B
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS 1.08 A 0.56 A 1.05 A 0.81 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information PICYEACZRARCHR
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 Jhiill
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00

Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |Build AM Analysis Period [2>7:15

Intersection St Francis & Zia File Name BAM_adjustedEBT.xus At
Project Description Build AM

Demand Information EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Demand ( v ), veh/h 332 | 108 40 48 36 28 52 | 1240 | 88 40 | 692 72
Signal Information , L 1 N k

Cycle, s 115.0 | Reference Ph.ase 2 N S|P TPE Z_:\j 5:‘::: 1, R . _€. .
Offset, s 0 Reference Point End Green |52 05 620 |55 ‘é“g“ 70 l l ’ M
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On [Yellow|3.0 0.0 43 3.0 3.0 3.0 4 A

Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red |1.0 0.0 2.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 5 6 7 8
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 1.1 4.0 2.0 3.0 2.0 3.0 2.0 3.0
Phase Duration, s 24.0 255 11.5 13.0 9.7 68.8 9.2 68.3
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 6.0 6.0 6.0 6.0 4.0 6.3 4.0 6.3
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 41 4.1 41 4.1 4.0 0.0 3.5 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 9.0 10.4 3.5 3.8 3.5 3.4

Green Extension Time (ge), s 1.1 0.5 0.0 0.3 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 1.00 1.00 0.78 1.00 1.00 0.74

Max Out Probability 0.01 0.02 0.04 0.46 0.00 0.00

Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate ( v ), veh/h 332 | 148 48 36 28 52 | 1244 | 88 42 733 76
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 1508 | 1826 1732 | 1766 | 1702 || 1746 | 1698 | 1716 || 1746 | 1172 | 1716
Queue Service Time (gs), s 7.0 8.4 1.5 1.1 1.8 15 | 159 | 2.2 1.4 10.9 1.8
Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 7.0 8.4 1.5 1.1 1.8 15 | 159 | 2.2 14 10.9 1.8
Green Ratio (g/C) 0.23 | 0.17 0.05 | 0.06 | 0.06 || 0.05 | 0.54 | 0.54 || 0.05 | 0.54 | 0.54
Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 1107 | 310 165 | 215 | 104 || 172 | 2769 | 933 158 | 1897 | 925
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X') 0.300| 0.478 0.290) 0.167 | 0.270//0.302 | 0.449 | 0.095 || 0.269 | 0.387 | 0.082
Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 117.1|176.9 316 | 23 | 371 || 30.1 |234.3| 37.6 || 28.2 | 112.4 | 30.5
Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 4.6 7.0 1.2 0.9 1.4 1.2 9.2 1.5 1.1 4.4 1.2
Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.30 | 0.47 0.16 | 0.10 | 0.25 | 0.14 | 0.14 | 0.10 | 0.13 | 0.07 | 0.07
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 36.4 | 431 529 | 512 | 516 || 473 | 144 | 9.7 || 553 | 10.8 | 9.1
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.2 1.1 1.0 0.4 1.4 0.9 0.5 0.2 0.6 0.6 0.2
Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 36.5 | 44.3 53.8 | 516 | 529 || 48.2 | 148 | 9.9 559 | 114 | 93
Level of Service (LOS) D D D D D D B A E B A
Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 38.9 D 52.9 D 15.8 B 13.4 B
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 20.5 C

Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS 2.85 C 2.86 C 2.55 C 2.41 B
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS 1.28 A 0.58 A 1.25 A 0.93 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information PICYEACZRARCHR
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 Jhiill
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00

Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |Build AM Analysis Period |3> 7:30

Intersection St Francis & Zia File Name BAM_adjustedEBT.xus

Project Description Build AM

Demand Information EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Demand ( v ), veh/h 648 | 212 40 60 84 80 124 | 2008 | 92 124 | 1000 | 256
Signal Information P P . . k

Cycle, s 115.0 | Reference Ph.ase 2 ﬁ Tr,E ri :; 1, R ) _€. ;
Offset, s 0 Reference Point End Green 6.9 596 6.0 6.8 ‘;‘Z’ 0.0 l ’ M
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On [Yellow|3.0 43 3.0 3.0 3.0 0.0 4 A

Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red |1.0 2.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 0.0 5 6 7 8
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 1.1 4.0 2.0 3.0 2.0 3.0 2.0 3.0
Phase Duration, s 24.7 26.2 12.0 13.4 10.9 65.9 10.9 66.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 6.0 6.0 6.0 6.0 4.0 6.3 4.0 6.3
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 41 4.1 41 4.1 4.0 0.0 3.5 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 17.7 17.0 3.9 7.3 6.1 6.6

Green Extension Time (ge), s 1.0 0.5 0.1 0.1 0.3 0.0 0.1 0.0
Phase Call Probability 1.00 1.00 0.85 1.00 1.00 0.99

Max Out Probability 1.00 1.00 0.08 1.00 0.00 1.00

Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 648 | 252 60 84 80 128 | 2066 | 95 140 | 1128 | 289
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 1407 | 1844 1732 | 1766 | 1702 || 1746 | 1698 | 1716 | 1746 | 1181 | 1716
Queue Service Time (gs), s 15.7 | 15.0 1.9 2.6 53 41 | 319 | 15 46 | 239 | 10.3
Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 15.7 | 15.0 1.9 2.6 5.3 41 | 319 | 15 46 | 239 | 10.3
Green Ratio (g/C) 0.24 | 0.18 0.05 | 0.06 | 0.06 || 0.06 | 0.52 | 0.52 || 0.06 | 0.52 | 0.52
Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 1040 | 324 180 | 228 | 110 || 209 | 2641 | 890 || 210 | 1838 | 890
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.623|0.778 0.334|0.369 | 0.729)/0.610 | 0.782 | 0.106 || 0.665 | 0.614 | 0.324
Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 235.3|314.8 395 | 545 | 124 | 85.1 | 322.1| 25.6 | 95.5 | 230.8 | 148.4
Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 9.3 | 124 1.5 21 4.8 33 | 127 | 1.0 3.8 9.1 5.8
Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.60 | 0.84 0.20 | 0.23 | 0.83 | 0.39 | 0.20 | 0.07 | 043 | 0.14 | 0.32
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 38.8 | 45.3 526 | 51.5 | 52.8 || 54.1 | 139 | 6.3 || 55.7 | 16.6 | 14.2
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 1.0 | 114 1.1 1.0 | 147 || 21 1.7 0.2 2.0 1.2 0.7
Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 39.8 | 56.7 53.7 | 525 | 67.5 || 56.2 | 15.7 | 6.5 || 57.7 | 17.8 | 14.9
Level of Service (LOS) D E D D E E B A E B B
Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 445 D 58.2 E 17.6 B 20.9 C
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 25.3 C

Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS 2.85 C 2.86 C 2.56 C 2.41 B
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS 1.97 B 0.67 A 1.71 B 1.25 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information PICYEACZRARCHR
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 Jhiill
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00

Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |Build AM Analysis Period [4> 7:45

Intersection St Francis & Zia File Name BAM_adjustedEBT.xus

Project Description Build AM

Demand Information EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Demand ( v ), veh/h 672 | 248 68 80 116 | 48 112 | 2188 | 172 || 156 | 1072 | 296
Signal Information L B L 1 N k

Cycle, s 115.0 | Reference Ph.ase 2 ﬁ TPE if—:; ?_E'm 1, R ) _€. ;
Offset, s 0 Reference Point End Green 6.8 06 588 165 ‘é“;” 73 l ’ M
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On [Yellow|3.0 0.0 43 3.0 3.0 3.0 4 A

Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red |1.0 0.0 2.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 5 6 7 8
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 1.1 4.0 2.0 3.0 2.0 3.0 2.0 3.0
Phase Duration, s 251 26.0 12.5 13.3 10.8 65.1 1.4 65.7
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 6.0 6.0 6.0 6.0 4.0 6.3 4.0 6.3
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 41 4.1 41 4.1 4.0 0.0 3.5 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 18.2 21.8 4.6 5.7 5.7 7.3

Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.9 0.0 0.1 0.6 0.3 0.0 0.1 0.0
Phase Call Probability 1.00 1.00 0.92 1.00 1.00 0.99

Max Out Probability 1.00 1.00 0.21 1.00 0.00 1.00

Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate ( v ), veh/h 672 | 316 80 116 48 114 | 2227 | 175 163 | 1117 | 308
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 1418 | 1835 1732 | 1766 | 1702 || 1746 | 1870 | 1716 || 1746 | 1177 | 1716
Queue Service Time (gs), s 16.2 | 19.8 26 | 3.7 | 3.1 3.7 | 295 | 27 53 | 279 | 141
Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 16.2 | 19.8 2.6 3.7 3.1 3.7 | 295 | 27 53 | 279 | 141
Green Ratio (g/C) 0.25 | 0.17 0.06 | 0.06 | 0.06 || 0.06 | 0.51 | 0.51 || 0.06 | 0.52 | 0.52
Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 1018 | 319 195 | 225 | 108 || 207 | 2871 | 878 || 225 | 1824 | 887
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X') 0.660 | 0.990 0.411]0.516 | 0.443 ] 0.551 | 0.776 | 0.199 || 0.723 | 0.612 | 0.348
Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 243.7 | 483.6 52.8 | 76.6 | 64.8 || 76.3 | 282.9| 42.2 || 113.3 | 292.3 | 264.2
Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 9.6 | 19.0 21 3.0 2.5 3.0 | 111 1.7 4.5 115 | 104
Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.62 | 1.29 0.26 | 0.32 | 043 || 0.35 | 0.17 | 0.11 §§ 0.51 | 0.17 | 0.57
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 38.8 | 47.4 524 | 521 | 519 || 548 | 124 | 58 || 55.9 | 23.,5 | 20.3
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 14 | 47.6 1.4 1.8 2.8 1.5 1.4 0.3 3.0 1.0 0.7
Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 40.2 | 95.0 53.8 | 54.0 | 54.7 || 56.2 | 13.8 | 6.1 58.9 | 245 | 21.0
Level of Service (LOS) D F D D D E B A E C C
Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 57.7 E 541 D 15.2 B 27.3 C
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 28.5 C

Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS 2.85 C 2.86 C 2.56 C 2.41 B
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS 212 B 0.69 A 1.85 B 1.33 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information PICYEACZRARCHR
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 Jhiill
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00

Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |Build AM Analysis Period |5> 8:00

Intersection St Francis & Zia File Name BAM_adjustedEBT.xus

Project Description Build AM

Demand Information EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Demand ( v ), veh/h 592 | 224 64 80 104 32 164 | 1904 | 80 144 | 944 | 248
Signal Information , L 1 N k

Cycle, s 115.0 | Reference Ph.ase 2 N S|P TPE Z_:\j 5:‘::: 1, R . _€. .
Offset, s 0 Reference Point End Green 6.9 07 588 165 ‘g‘g’ 8.2 l l ’ M
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On [Yellow|3.0 0.0 43 3.0 3.0 3.0 4 A

Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red |1.0 0.0 2.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 5 6 7 8
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 1.1 4.0 2.0 3.0 2.0 3.0 2.0 3.0
Phase Duration, s 24.0 25.8 12.5 14.2 11.6 65.8 10.9 65.1
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 6.0 6.0 6.0 6.0 4.0 6.3 4.0 6.3
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 41 4.1 41 4.1 4.0 0.0 3.5 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 15.9 19.7 4.6 52 7.3 6.7

Green Extension Time (ge), s 1.3 0.1 0.1 0.6 0.4 0.0 0.1 0.0
Phase Call Probability 1.00 1.00 0.92 1.00 1.00 0.99

Max Out Probability 0.68 1.00 0.21 1.00 0.00 1.00

Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate ( v ), veh/h 592 | 288 80 104 32 162 | 1883 | 79 144 | 947 | 249
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 1431 | 1834 1732 | 1766 | 1702 || 1746 | 1870 | 1716 || 1746 | 1177 | 1716
Queue Service Time (gs), s 139 | 17.7 2.6 3.2 2.0 53 | 221 1.2 4.7 176 | 7.6
Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 13.9 | 17.7 2.6 3.2 2.0 53 | 221 1.2 4.7 176 | 7.6
Green Ratio (g/C) 0.25 | 0.17 0.06 | 0.07 | 0.07 || 0.07 | 0.52 | 0.52 |} 0.06 | 0.51 | 0.51
Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 1028 | 316 195 | 253 | 122 || 231 | 2904 | 888 || 210 | 1807 | 878
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X') 0.576 0.913 0.4110.4100.262 || 0.701 | 0.648 | 0.089 || 0.686 | 0.524 | 0.283
Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 214.8402.4 52.8 | 67.2 | 41.6 || 109.6 | 260.3| 20.8 || 99.2 | 177.2 | 120.9
Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 8.5 | 156.8 21 2.6 1.6 43 | 102 | 0.8 3.9 7.0 4.8
Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.54 | 1.07 0.26 | 0.28 | 0.28 || 0.50 | 0.16 | 0.05 | 0.45 | 0.10 | 0.26
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 38.1 | 46.8 524 | 511 | 50.5 || 54.2 | 124 | 6.1 55.7 | 143 | 12.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.6 | 291 1.4 1.1 1.1 2.9 0.9 0.2 2.4 0.9 0.7
Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 38.7 | 75.8 53.8 | 521 | 51.6 || 57.1 | 13.3 | 6.3 || 58.1 | 15.3 | 12.7
Level of Service (LOS) D E D D D E B A E B B
Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 50.8 D 52.7 D 16.4 B 19.4 B
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 25.6 C

Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS 2.85 C 2.86 C 2.56 C 242 B
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS 1.94 B 0.67 A 1.67 B 1.22 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information PICYEACZRARCHR
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 Jhiill
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00

Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |Build AM Analysis Period |6> 8:15

Intersection St Francis & Zia File Name BAM_adjustedEBT.xus

Project Description Build AM

Demand Information EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Demand ( v ), veh/h 628 | 140 40 68 104 24 192 | 1648 | 108 || 104 | 832 | 276
Signal Information , L 1 N k

Cycle, s 115.0 | Reference Ph.ase 2 N S|P TPE Z_:\j 5:‘::: 1, R . _€. .
Offset, s 0 Reference Point End Green 6.8 19 584 162 ‘é“Z“ 70 l l ’ M
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On [Yellow|3.0 0.0 43 3.0 3.0 3.0 4 A

Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red |1.0 0.0 2.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 5 6 7 8
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 1.1 4.0 2.0 3.0 2.0 3.0 2.0 3.0
Phase Duration, s 24.6 254 12.2 13.0 12.7 66.6 10.8 64.7
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 6.0 6.0 6.0 6.0 4.0 6.3 4.0 6.3
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 41 4.1 41 4.1 4.0 0.0 3.5 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 17.6 12.4 4.2 53 8.3 5.5

Green Extension Time (ge), s 1.0 0.7 0.1 0.4 0.5 0.0 0.1 0.0
Phase Call Probability 1.00 1.00 0.89 1.00 1.00 0.97

Max Out Probability 1.00 0.13 0.12 1.00 0.01 0.29

Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 628 | 180 68 104 24 195 | 1672 | 110 108 | 862 | 286
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 1384 | 1834 1732 | 1766 | 1702 || 1746 | 1698 | 1716 | 1746 | 1179 | 1716
Queue Service Time (gs), s 15.6 | 10.4 2.2 3.3 15 6.3 | 215 | 1.9 3.5 155 | 89
Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 15.6 | 10.4 2.2 3.3 1.5 6.3 | 215 | 1.9 3.5 155 | 8.9
Green Ratio (g/C) 0.24 | 0.17 0.05 | 0.06 | 0.06 || 0.08 | 0.52 | 0.52 |} 0.06 | 0.51 | 0.51
Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 984 | 309 187 | 215 | 104 || 265 | 2673 | 900 || 206 | 1796 | 871
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.638 | 0.582 0.364 | 0.484 | 0.232/0.736 | 0.625 | 0.122 || 0.524 | 0.480 | 0.328
Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 231 | 216.6 447 | 68.7 | 31.6 ||127.5|245.7| 319 | 724 | 164.6 | 137.5
Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 9.1 8.5 1.7 2.7 1.2 5.0 9.7 1.3 2.9 6.5 5.4
Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.58 | 0.58 0.22 | 0.29 | 0.21 | 0.58 | 0.15 | 0.08 | 0.33 | 0.10 | 0.30
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 39.3 | 441 525 | 523 | 514 || 519 | 126 | 6.8 || 55.1 | 14.2 | 12.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 1.1 2.5 1.2 1.7 1.1 3.2 0.9 0.2 1.3 0.8 0.9
Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 40.4 | 46.6 53.7 | 539 | 52.6 || 55.1 | 135 | 7.0 || 56.4 | 15.0 | 12.9
Level of Service (LOS) D D D D D E B A E B B
Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 41.8 D 53.7 D 17.2 B 18.1 B
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 23.9 C

Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS 2.85 C 2.86 C 2.55 C 242 B
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS 1.82 B 0.65 A 1.56 B 1.15 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information PICYEACZRARCHR
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 Jhiill
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00

Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |Build AM Analysis Period |7> 8:30

Intersection St Francis & Zia File Name BAM_adjustedEBT.xus

Project Description Build AM

Demand Information EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Demand ( v ), veh/h 452 | 120 36 60 52 32 152 | 1516 | 88 60 820 | 144
Signal Information , L 1 N k

Cycle, s 115.0 | Reference Ph.ase 2 N S|P TPE Z_:\j 5:‘::: 1, R . _€. .
Offset, s 0 Reference Point End Green |62 09 607 16.0 %“6” 70 l l ’ M
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On [Yellow|3.0 0.0 43 3.0 3.0 3.0 4 A

Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red |1.0 0.0 2.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 5 6 7 8
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 1.1 4.0 2.0 3.0 2.0 3.0 2.0 3.0
Phase Duration, s 24.0 25.0 12.0 13.0 11.0 67.8 10.2 67.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 6.0 6.0 6.0 6.0 4.0 6.3 4.0 6.3
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 41 4.1 41 4.1 4.0 0.0 3.5 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 12.8 10.9 3.9 4.1 6.8 4.2

Green Extension Time (ge), s 1.3 0.5 0.1 0.3 0.3 0.0 0.1 0.0
Phase Call Probability 1.00 1.00 0.85 1.00 1.00 0.88

Max Out Probability 0.14 0.04 0.08 0.57 0.00 0.03

Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 452 | 156 60 52 32 147 | 1471 | 85 66 903 | 159
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 1382 | 1832 1732 | 1766 | 1702 || 1746 | 1698 | 1716 | 1746 | 1173 | 1716
Queue Service Time (gs), s 10.8 | 8.9 1.9 1.6 21 48 | 16,5 | 1.5 2.2 152 | 42
Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 10.8 | 8.9 1.9 1.6 2.1 48 | 165 | 1.5 2.2 152 | 4.2
Green Ratio (g/C) 0.23 | 0.17 0.05 | 0.06 | 0.06 || 0.06 | 0.54 | 0.54 || 0.05 | 0.53 | 0.53
Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 1027 | 303 180 | 215 | 104 || 214 | 2727 | 918 187 | 1856 | 905
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.440| 0.515 0.334 | 0.242 | 0.309 |/ 0.690 | 0.540 | 0.093 || 0.354 | 0.487 | 0.175
Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 165.9 188.7 395 | 335 | 426 | 97.1 | 206.4| 24.7 | 439 | 153.3 | 67.7
Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 6.5 7.4 1.5 1.3 1.7 3.8 8.1 1.0 1.7 6.0 2.7
Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.42 | 0.50 0.20 | 0.14 | 0.28 | 0.44 | 0.13 | 0.06 | 0.20 | 0.09 | 0.15
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 37.9 | 43.8 526 | 51.5 | 51.7 || 52.7 | 11.0 | 6.6 || 549 | 12.3 | 101
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.3 1.4 1.1 0.6 1.7 3.4 0.7 0.2 0.8 0.8 0.4
Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 38.1 | 451 53.7 | 52.0 | 53.4 || 56.1 | 11.6 | 6.8 || 55.7 | 13.1 | 10.5
Level of Service (LOS) D D D D D E B A E B B
Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 39.9 D 53.0 D 15.2 B 15.2 B
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 20.9 C

Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS 2.85 C 2.86 C 2.55 C 2.41 B
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS 1.49 A 0.61 A 1.45 A 1.05 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information PICYEACZRARCHR
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 Jhiill
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00

Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |Build AM Analysis Period |8> 8:45

Intersection St Francis & Zia File Name BAM_adjustedEBT.xus

Project Description Build AM

Demand Information EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Demand ( v ), veh/h 380 | 164 28 48 40 48 48 | 1536 | 68 120 | 708 | 132
Signal Information , L 1 N k

Cycle, s 115.0 | Reference Ph.ase 2 ﬁ TPE if—:; ?_E'm 1, R ) _€. ;
Offset, s 0 Reference Point End Green |56 13 608 |55 ‘é“g“ 70 l l ’ M
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On [Yellow|3.0 0.0 43 3.0 3.0 3.0 4 A

Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red |1.0 0.0 2.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 5 6 7 8
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 1.1 4.0 2.0 3.0 2.0 3.0 2.0 3.0
Phase Duration, s 24.0 255 11.5 13.0 9.6 67.1 10.9 68.4
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 6.0 6.0 6.0 6.0 4.0 6.3 4.0 6.3
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 41 4.1 41 4.1 4.0 0.0 3.5 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 10.4 13.1 3.5 5.1 3.6 6.7

Green Extension Time (ge), s 1.2 0.5 0.0 0.3 0.1 0.0 0.1 0.0
Phase Call Probability 1.00 1.00 0.78 1.00 1.00 0.99

Max Out Probability 0.03 0.18 0.04 1.00 0.00 1.00

Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 380 | 192 48 40 48 51 | 1633 | 72 142 | 838 | 156
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 1460 | 1846 1732 | 1766 | 1702 || 1746 | 1698 | 1716 | 1746 | 1174 | 1716
Queue Service Time (gs), s 84 | 111 1.5 1.2 3.1 16 | 214 | 14 47 | 127 | 4.0
Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 84 | 11.1 1.5 1.2 3.1 16 | 214 | 14 4.7 127 | 4.0
Green Ratio (g/C) 0.23 | 0.17 0.05 | 0.06 | 0.06 || 0.05 | 0.53 | 0.53 || 0.06 | 0.54 | 0.54
Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 1079 | 313 165 | 215 | 104 || 171 | 2693 | 907 || 210 | 1901 | 926
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.3520.613 0.290|0.186 | 0.463 || 0.298 | 0.606 | 0.080 || 0.675 | 0.441 | 0.169
Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 135.9| 230.5 31.6 | 25.7 | 65.4 || 32.7 | 259.5| 23.7 | 979 | 126.6 | 64.8
Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 5.3 9.1 1.2 1.0 2.6 1.3 | 10.2 | 0.9 3.9 5.0 25
Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.34 | 0.61 0.16 | 0.11 | 0.44 | 0.15 | 0.16 | 0.06 | 0.44 | 0.07 | 0.14
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 36.9 | 44.2 529 | 513 | 52.2 || 529 | 133 | 7.6 || 55.8 | 10.7 | 9.6
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.2 3.3 1.0 0.4 3.2 0.8 0.9 0.1 2.5 0.7 0.4
Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 37.1 | 47.5 53.8 | 51.7 | 554 || 53.7 | 142 | 7.7 || 58.3 | 11.4 | 10.0
Level of Service (LOS) D D D D E D B A E B A
Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 40.6 D 53.8 D 15.1 B 171 B
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 21.2 C

Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS 2.85 C 2.86 C 2.55 C 2.41 B
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS 1.43 A 0.60 A 1.40 A 1.02 A
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General Information

HCS7 Two-Way Stop-Control Report

Site Information

Analyst MB Intersection Galisteo and Rail Runner
Agency/Co. BHI Jurisdiction City of Santa Fe
Date Performed 8/6/2020 East/West Street Rail Runner Entrance
Analysis Year 2024 North/South Street Galisteo
Time Analyzed Build AM Peak Hour Factor 0.92
Intersection Orientation North-South Analysis Time Period (hrs) 0.25
Project Description Zia Station
Lanes
JA L AL&AKLUY
o
- X
- &
% —
g’ “ e
- +
- b
= 's
0k
ME R
Major Street: North-South
Vehicle Volumes and Adjustments
Approach Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound
Movement U L T R U L T R u L T R u L T R
Priority 10 11 12 7 8 9 1U 1 2 3 4U 4 5 6
Number of Lanes 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0
Configuration R R L TR TR
Volume (veh/h) 7 13 1 154 2 267 5
Percent Heavy Vehicles (%) 2 2 2
Proportion Time Blocked
Percent Grade (%) 0 0
Right Turn Channelized No No
Median Type | Storage Left + Thru 1
Critical and Follow-up Headways
Base Critical Headway (sec) 6.2 6.2 4.1
Critical Headway (sec) 6.22 6.22 412
Base Follow-Up Headway (sec) 33 3.3 2.2
Follow-Up Headway (sec) 3.32 332 2.22
Delay, Queue Length, and Level of Service
Flow Rate, v (veh/h) 8 14 1
Capacity, ¢ (veh/h) 746 876 1266
v/c Ratio 0.01 0.02 0.00
95% Queue Length, Qss (veh) 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay (s/veh) 9.9 9.2 7.8
Level of Service (LOS) A A A
Approach Delay (s/veh) 9.9 9.2 0.0
Approach LOS A A
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HCS7 Two-Way Stop-Control Report

General Information

Site Information

Analyst MB Intersection Galisteo and Calle Lumino
Agency/Co. BHI Jurisdiction City of Santa Fe
Date Performed 8/6/2020 East/West Street Calle Luminoso
Analysis Year 2024 North/South Street Galisteo
Time Analyzed Build AM Peak Hour Factor 0.92
Intersection Orientation North-South Analysis Time Period (hrs) 0.25
Project Description Zia Station
Lanes
JA L AL&AKLUY
-
4
<
=
—
-
=
ME R
Major Street: North-South
Vehicle Volumes and Adjustments
Approach Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound
Movement U L T R U L T R u L T R u L T R
Priority 10 11 12 7 8 9 1U 1 2 3 4U 4 5 6
Number of Lanes 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 0
Configuration LR LR L TR L TR
Volume (veh/h) 9 1 24 14 0 221 29 174 135 1
Percent Heavy Vehicles (%) 0 0 0 0 0 0
Proportion Time Blocked
Percent Grade (%) 0 0
Right Turn Channelized
Median Type | Storage Left + Thru 1
Critical and Follow-up Headways
Base Critical Headway (sec) 71 6.2 7.1 6.2 4.1 4.1
Critical Headway (sec) 7.10 6.20 7.10 6.20 4.10 4.10
Base Follow-Up Headway (sec) 35 33 35 3.3 2.2 2.2
Follow-Up Headway (sec) 3.50 3.30 3.50 3.30 2.20 2.20
Delay, Queue Length, and Level of Service
Flow Rate, v (veh/h) 11 41 0 189
Capacity, ¢ (veh/h) 372 464 1446 1303
v/c Ratio 0.03 0.09 0.00 0.15
95% Queue Length, Qss (veh) 0.1 0.3 0.0 0.5
Control Delay (s/veh) 15.0 13.5 7.5 8.2
Level of Service (LOS) B B A A
Approach Delay (s/veh) 15.0 135 0.0 46
Approach LOS B B
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HCS7 Two-Way Stop-Control Report

Site Information

General Information

Analyst MB Intersection Galisteo and Cam Pabilo
Agency/Co. BHI Jurisdiction City of Santa Fe
Date Performed 8/6/2020 East/West Street Camino de Pabilo
Analysis Year 2024 North/South Street Galisteo
Time Analyzed Build AM Peak Hour Factor 0.92
Intersection Orientation North-South Analysis Time Period (hrs) 0.25
Project Description Zia Station
Lanes
JA L AL&AKLUY
-
4
<
=
—
-
=
ME R
Major Street: North-South
Vehicle Volumes and Adjustments
Approach Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound
Movement U L T R U L T R u L T R u L T R
Priority 10 11 12 7 8 9 1U 1 2 3 4U 4 5 6
Number of Lanes 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 0
Configuration LR LR L TR L TR
Volume (veh/h) 7 4 74 100 1 104 21 99 59 2
Percent Heavy Vehicles (%) 0 0 0 0 0 0
Proportion Time Blocked
Percent Grade (%) 0 0
Right Turn Channelized
Median Type | Storage Left + Thru 1
Critical and Follow-up Headways
Base Critical Headway (sec) 71 6.2 7.1 6.2 4.1 4.1
Critical Headway (sec) 7.10 6.20 7.10 6.20 4.10 4.10
Base Follow-Up Headway (sec) 35 33 35 3.3 2.2 2.2
Follow-Up Headway (sec) 3.50 3.30 3.50 3.30 2.20 2.20
Delay, Queue Length, and Level of Service
Flow Rate, v (veh/h) 12 189 1 108
Capacity, ¢ (veh/h) 602 736 1548 1461
v/c Ratio 0.02 0.26 0.00 0.07
95% Queue Length, Qss (veh) 0.1 1.0 0.0 0.2
Control Delay (s/veh) 11.1 11.6 73 7.7
Level of Service (LOS) B B A A
Approach Delay (s/veh) 111 11.6 0.1 47
Approach LOS B B
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HCS7 Two-Way Stop-Control Report

General Information Site Information
Analyst MB Intersection Rodeo and Galisteo
Agency/Co. BHI Jurisdiction City of Santa Fe
Date Performed 8/6/2020 East/West Street Rodeo
Analysis Year 2024 North/South Street Galisteo
Time Analyzed Build AM Peak Hour Factor 0.94
Intersection Orientation East-West Analysis Time Period (hrs) 1.00
Project Description Zia Station
Lanes

JA4 LA kL

JAd kLY
ANt Yt rFr

AityTtEr

Major Street: East-West

Vehicle Volumes and Adjustments

Approach Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound
Movement U L T R U L T R u L T R u L T R
Priority 1U 1 2 3 4U 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1 12
Number of Lanes 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 0
Configuration L TR L TR LTR L TR
Volume (veh/h) 46 809 5 19 479 47 3 5 43 35 3 91
Percent Heavy Vehicles (%) 2 0 0 0 2 0 0 2
Proportion Time Blocked

Percent Grade (%) 0 0

Right Turn Channelized

Median Type | Storage Left + Thru 1

Critical and Follow-up Headways

Base Critical Headway (sec) 4.1 4.1 7.1 6.5 6.2 71 6.5 6.2
Critical Headway (sec) 4.12 4.10 710 | 6.50 | 6.22 710 | 6.50 | 6.22
Base Follow-Up Headway (sec) 2.2 2.2 35 4.0 33 35 4.0 33
Follow-Up Headway (sec) 2.22 2.20 3.50 | 400 | 332 3.50 | 4.00 | 332

Delay, Queue Length, and Level of Service

Flow Rate, v (veh/h) 49 20 54 37 100
Capacity, ¢ (veh/h) 1011 786 315 169 520
v/c Ratio 0.05 0.03 0.17 0.22 0.19
95% Queue Length, Qss (veh) 0.2 0.1 0.6 0.8 0.7
Control Delay (s/veh) 8.7 9.7 18.8 323 136
Level of Service (LOS) A A C D B
Approach Delay (s/veh) 0.5 0.3 18.8 18.7
Approach LOS @ @
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General Information

HCS7 Two-Way Stop-Control Report

Site Information

Analyst MB Intersection Zia and Candelero
Agency/Co. BHI Jurisdiction City of Santa Fe
Date Performed 8/6/2020 East/West Street Zia
Analysis Year 2024 North/South Street Candelero
Time Analyzed Build AM Peak Hour Factor 0.94
Intersection Orientation East-West Analysis Time Period (hrs) 1.00
Project Description Zia Station
Lanes
JA4 LA KL
A
== x_
2 &
-4 <—
By I
= <}
- -
-~ (e
Rl Ehl R kR
Major Street: East-West
Vehicle Volumes and Adjustments
Approach Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound
Movement U L T R U L T R L T R u L T R
Priority 1U 1 2 3 4U 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1 12
Number of Lanes 0 1 2 0 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 1 0
Configuration L T u T TR LR
Volume (veh/h) 0 2 784 43 500 10 24 6
Percent Heavy Vehicles (%) 0 0 3 0 0
Proportion Time Blocked
Percent Grade (%) 0
Right Turn Channelized
Median Type | Storage Left Only 1
Critical and Follow-up Headways
Base Critical Headway (sec) 4.1 6.4 7.5 6.9
Critical Headway (sec) 4.10 6.46 6.80 6.90
Base Follow-Up Headway (sec) 2.2 2.5 35 33
Follow-Up Headway (sec) 2.20 2.53 3.50 3.30
Delay, Queue Length, and Level of Service
Flow Rate, v (veh/h) 2 46 32
Capacity, ¢ (veh/h) 1036 421 361
v/c Ratio 0.00 0.11 0.09
95% Queue Length, Qss (veh) 0.0 04 0.3
Control Delay (s/veh) 8.5 14.6 15.9
Level of Service (LOS) A B C
Approach Delay (s/veh) 0.0 1.1 15.9
Approach LOS C
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HCS7 Two-Way Stop-Control Report

General Information Site Information
Analyst MB Intersection Zia and Galisteo
Agency/Co. BHI Jurisdiction City of Santa Fe
Date Performed 8/6/2020 East/West Street Zia
Analysis Year 2024 North/South Street Galisteo
Time Analyzed Build AM Peak Hour Factor 0.92
Intersection Orientation East-West Analysis Time Period (hrs) 0.25
Project Description Zia Station
Lanes
Rl Ehl R kR
Major Street: East-West
Vehicle Volumes and Adjustments
Approach Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound
Movement U L T R U L T R L T R u L T R
Priority 1U 1 2 3 4U 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1 12
Number of Lanes 0 1 2 1 0 1 2 1 0 0 1 0 0 1
Configuration L T R L T R R R
Volume (veh/h) 0 7 739 111 0 197 | 399 25 232 108
Percent Heavy Vehicles (%) 0 0 0 2 2 2
Proportion Time Blocked
Percent Grade (%) 0 0
Right Turn Channelized No No No No
Median Type | Storage Undivided
Critical and Follow-up Headways
Base Critical Headway (sec) 4.1 4.1 6.9 6.9
Critical Headway (sec) 4.10 4.14 6.94 6.94
Base Follow-Up Headway (sec) 2.2 2.2 33 33
Follow-Up Headway (sec) 2.20 222 3.32 3.32
Delay, Queue Length, and Level of Service
Flow Rate, v (veh/h) 8 214 252 117
Capacity, ¢ (veh/h) 1111 735 598 788
v/c Ratio 0.01 0.29 042 0.15
95% Queue Length, Qss (veh) 0.0 1.2 2.1 0.5
Control Delay (s/veh) 8.3 119 15.3 10.4
Level of Service (LOS) A B C B
Approach Delay (s/veh) 0.1 38 153 104
Approach LOS @ B
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information dLL L

Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JhiL

Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke

Urban Street 0 Analysis Year |Build PM Analysis Period |1> 16:00

Intersection St Francis & Sawmill File Name BPM.xus NrEen

Project Description Build PM BIEIEER R

Demand Information | EB | WB | NB | SB

Approach Movement | L T R | L T R | L T R | L T R

Demand ( v ), veh/h 360 16 148 4 4 44 84 | 692 16 76 | 1516 | 264

Signal Information k

Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 , Y /_(_e

1 2 3 4

Offset, s 10 | Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ l _/L l l %

Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N A v

Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- ]

Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT

Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6

Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB

Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R

Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16

Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Green Ratio ( g/C)

Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X') 0.000 | 0.000 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000

Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 § 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00

Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Level of Service (LOS)

Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |

Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A

Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB

Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A

Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information dLL L

Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JhiL

Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke

Urban Street 0 Analysis Year |Build PM Analysis Period |2>16:15

Intersection St Francis & Sawmill File Name BPM.xus NrEen

Project Description Build PM BIEIEER R

Demand Information | EB | WB | NB | SB

Approach Movement | L T R | L T R | L T R | L T R

Demand ( v), veh/h 244 32 180 8 20 20 92 | 604 4 108 | 1284 | 232

Signal Information k

Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 , Y /_(_e

1 2 3 4

Offset, s 10 | Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ l _/L l l %

Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N A v

Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- -

Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT

Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6

Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB

Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R

Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16

Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Green Ratio ( g/C)

Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000

Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 § 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00

Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Level of Service (LOS)

Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |

Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A

Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB

Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A

Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information dLL L

Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JhiL

Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke

Urban Street 0 Analysis Year |Build PM Analysis Period |3> 16:30

Intersection St Francis & Sawmill File Name BPM.xus NrEen

Project Description Build PM BIEIEER R

Demand Information | EB | WB | NB | SB

Approach Movement | L T R | L T R | L T R | L T R

Demand ( v ), veh/h 276 16 256 12 32 12 92 768 4 140 | 1584 | 248

Signal Information k

Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 , Y /_(_e

1 2 3 4

Offset, s 10 | Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ l _/L l l %

Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N A v

Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- ]

Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT

Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6

Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB

Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R

Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16

Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Green Ratio ( g/C)

Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X') 0.000 | 0.000 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000

Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 § 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00

Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Level of Service (LOS)

Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |

Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A

Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB

Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A

Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information dLL L

Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JhiL

Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke

Urban Street 0 Analysis Year |Build PM Analysis Period |4> 16:45

Intersection St Francis & Sawmill File Name BPM.xus NrEen

Project Description Build PM BIEIEER R

Demand Information | EB | WB | NB | SB

Approach Movement | L T R | L T R | L T R | L T R

Demand ( v ), veh/h 296 28 252 8 20 32 160 | 732 12 132 | 1676 | 272

Signal Information k

Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 , Y /_(_e

1 2 3 4

Offset, s 10 | Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ l _/L l l %

Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N A v

Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- ]

Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT

Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6

Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB

Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R

Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16

Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Green Ratio ( g/C)

Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X') 0.000 | 0.000 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000

Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 § 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00

Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Level of Service (LOS)

Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |

Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A

Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB

Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A

Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information dLL L

Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JhiL

Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke

Urban Street 0 Analysis Year |Build PM Analysis Period |5>17:00

Intersection St Francis & Sawmill File Name BPM.xus NrEen

Project Description Build PM BIEIEER R

Demand Information | EB | WB | NB | SB

Approach Movement | L T R | L T R | L T R | L T R

Demand ( v ), veh/h 344 32 248 8 8 44 144 | 824 16 128 | 1860 | 264

Signal Information k

Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 , Y /_(_e

1 2 3 4

Offset, s 10 | Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ l _/L l l %

Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N A v

Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- ]

Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT

Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6

Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB

Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R

Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16

Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Green Ratio ( g/C)

Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X') 0.000 | 0.000 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000

Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 § 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00

Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Level of Service (LOS)

Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |

Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A

Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB

Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A

Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information dLL L

Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JhiL

Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke

Urban Street 0 Analysis Year |Build PM Analysis Period [6> 17:15

Intersection St Francis & Sawmill File Name BPM.xus NrEen

Project Description Build PM BIEIEER R

Demand Information | EB | WB | NB | SB

Approach Movement | L T R | L T R | L T R | L T R

Demand ( v), veh/h 324 24 320 24 12 28 120 | 916 12 152 | 1900 | 360

Signal Information k

Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 , Y /_(_e

1 2 3 4

Offset, s 10 | Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ l _/L l l %

Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N A v

Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- -

Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT

Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6

Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB

Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R

Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16

Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Green Ratio ( g/C)

Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000

Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 § 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00

Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Level of Service (LOS)

Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |

Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A

Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB

Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A

Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information dLL L

Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JhiL

Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke

Urban Street 0 Analysis Year |Build PM Analysis Period |7>17:30

Intersection St Francis & Sawmill File Name BPM.xus NrEen

Project Description Build PM BIEIEER R

Demand Information | EB | WB | NB | SB

Approach Movement | L T R | L T R | L T R | L T R

Demand ( v), veh/h 280 40 200 8 12 32 100 | 684 12 132 | 1472 | 252

Signal Information k

Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 , Y /_(_e

1 2 3 4

Offset, s 10 | Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ l _/L l l %

Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N A v

Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- -

Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT

Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6

Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB

Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R

Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16

Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Green Ratio ( g/C)

Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000

Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 § 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00

Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Level of Service (LOS)

Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |

Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A

Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB

Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A

Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information dLL L

Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JhiL

Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke

Urban Street 0 Analysis Year |Build PM Analysis Period |8>17:45

Intersection St Francis & Sawmill File Name BPM.xus NrEen

Project Description Build PM BIEIEER R

Demand Information | EB | WB | NB | SB

Approach Movement | L T R | L T R | L T R | L T R

Demand ( v ), veh/h 208 44 236 16 16 16 104 | 628 16 148 | 1324 | 268

Signal Information k

Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 , Y /_(_e

1 2 3 4

Offset, s 10 | Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ l _/L l l %

Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N A v

Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- ]

Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT

Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6

Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB

Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R

Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16

Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Green Ratio ( g/C)

Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X') 0.000 | 0.000 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000

Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 § 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00

Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Level of Service (LOS)

Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |

Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A

Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB

Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A

Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information dLL L
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JhiL
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke

Urban Street 0 Analysis Year |Build PM Analysis Period |1> 16:00

Intersection St Francis & Siringo File Name BPM.xus NrEen
Project Description Build PM BIEIEER R
Demand Information | EB | WB | NB | SB
Approach Movement | L T R | L T R | L T R | L T R
Demand ( v), veh/h 200 64 228 || 140 | 120 | 72 220 | 1140 | 44 104 | 2068 | 164
Signal Information k

Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 , Y /_(_e

1 2 3 4

Offset, s 111 | Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ , _/L , , %
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N A v
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- -
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Green Ratio ( g/C)

Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 § 0.000 | 0.000

Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)

Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A

Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information EiEA BRI

Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JhiL

Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke

Urban Street 0 Analysis Year |Build PM Analysis Period |2>16:15

Intersection St Francis & Siringo File Name BPM.xus NrEen

Project Description Build PM BIEIEER R

Demand Information | EB | WB | NB | SB

Approach Movement | L T R | L T R | L T R | L T R

Demand ( v), veh/h 132 64 228 || 104 | 128 | 60 152 | 984 | 84 80 | 1816 | 140

Signal Information k

Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 1, Y: /_3(_6 ;

Offset, s 111 | Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ , _/L , , %

Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N A v

Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- -

Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT

Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6

Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB

Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R

Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16

Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Green Ratio ( g/C)

Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 § 0.000 | 0.000

Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00

Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Level of Service (LOS)

Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |

Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A

Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB

Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A

Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information dLL L
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JhiL
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke

Urban Street 0 Analysis Year |Build PM Analysis Period |3> 16:30

Intersection St Francis & Siringo File Name BPM.xus NrEen
Project Description Build PM BIEIEER R
Demand Information | EB | WB | NB | SB
Approach Movement | L T R | L T R | L T R | L T R
Demand ( v), veh/h 168 88 256 || 156 | 132 | 64 192 | 1296 | 56 76 | 2292 | 156
Signal Information k

Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 , Y /_(_e

1 2 3 4

Offset, s 111 | Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ , _/L , , %
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N A v
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- -
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Green Ratio ( g/C)

Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 § 0.000 | 0.000

Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)

Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A

Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information dLL L
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JhiL
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke

Urban Street 0 Analysis Year |Build PM Analysis Period |4> 16:45

Intersection St Francis & Siringo File Name BPM.xus NrEen
Project Description Build PM BIEIEER R
Demand Information | EB | WB | NB | SB
Approach Movement | L T R | L T R | L T R | L T R
Demand ( v), veh/h 184 | 116 | 240 | 180 | 132 | 56 212 | 1352 | 64 80 | 2428 | 156
Signal Information k

Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 , Y /_(_e

1 2 3 4

Offset, s 111 | Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ , _/L , , %
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N A v
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- -
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Green Ratio ( g/C)

Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 § 0.000 | 0.000

Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)

Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A

Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A

Copyright © 2020 University of Florida, All Rights Reserved.

HCS™ Streets Version 7.9

Generated: 9/23/2020 1:37:44 PM



HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information dLL L
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JhiL
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke

Urban Street 0 Analysis Year |Build PM Analysis Period |5>17:00

Intersection St Francis & Siringo File Name BPM.xus NrEen
Project Description Build PM BIEIEER R
Demand Information | EB | WB | NB | SB
Approach Movement | L T R | L T R | L T R | L T R
Demand ( v), veh/h 156 84 344 || 132 | 184 | 84 232 | 1416 | 108 56 | 2664 | 156
Signal Information k

Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 , Y /_(_e

1 2 3 4

Offset, s 111 | Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ , _/L , , %
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N A v
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- -
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Green Ratio ( g/C)

Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 § 0.000 | 0.000

Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)

Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A

Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information EiEA BRI
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JhiL
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke

Urban Street 0 Analysis Year |Build PM Analysis Period [6> 17:15

Intersection St Francis & Siringo File Name BPM.xus NrEen
Project Description Build PM BIEIEER R
Demand Information | EB | WB | NB | SB
Approach Movement | L T R | L T R | L T R | L T R
Demand ( v), veh/h 164 | 120 | 340 | 176 | 168 | 84 268 | 1524 | 84 88 | 2820 | 164
Signal Information k

Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 , Y /_(_e

1 2 3 4

Offset, s 111 | Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ , _/L , , %
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N A v
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- -
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Green Ratio ( g/C)

Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 § 0.000 | 0.000

Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)

Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A

Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information EiEA BRI
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JhiL
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke

Urban Street 0 Analysis Year |Build PM Analysis Period |7>17:30

Intersection St Francis & Siringo File Name BPM.xus NrEen
Project Description Build PM BIEIEER R
Demand Information | EB | WB | NB | SB
Approach Movement | L T R | L T R | L T R | L T R
Demand ( v), veh/h 108 92 288 || 100 | 136 | 100 § 148 | 1132 | 124 || 128 | 2008 | 200
Signal Information k

Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 , Y /_(_e

1 2 3 4

Offset, s 111 | Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ , _/L , , %
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N A v
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- -
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Green Ratio ( g/C)

Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 § 0.000 | 0.000

Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)

Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A

Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information dLL L
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JhiL
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke

Urban Street 0 Analysis Year |Build PM Analysis Period |8>17:45

Intersection St Francis & Siringo File Name BPM.xus NrEen
Project Description Build PM BIEIEER R
Demand Information | EB | WB | NB | SB
Approach Movement | L T R | L T R | L T R | L T R
Demand ( v), veh/h 80 84 292 || 136 | 80 96 184 | 1028 | 100 || 104 | 1980 | 108
Signal Information k

Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 , Y /_(_e

1 2 3 4

Offset, s 111 | Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ , _/L , , %
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N A v
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8
- -
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Green Ratio ( g/C)

Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 § 0.000 | 0.000

Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 || 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)

Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A

Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information PICYEACZRARCHR
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 Jhiill
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00

Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |Build PM Analysis Period |1> 16:00

Intersection St Francis & Zia File Name BPM_adjustedEBT.xus

Project Description Build PM

Demand Information EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Demand ( v ), veh/h 316 68 72 240 | 200 68 64 832 76 248 | 1684 | 392
Signal Information , L 1 s k

Cycle, s 130.0 | Reference Ph.ase 2 N S|P TPE ¢ = 5:‘::: 1, R . _€. .
Ofsoite 0 |Reference Point | End I'sroon(10.0 (27 |61.0 [12.0 [3.0 150 | | -
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On [Yellow|3.0 3.0 43 3.0 0.0 3.0 4 A

Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red |1.0 1.0 2.0 3.0 0.0 3.0 5 6 7 8
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 1.1 4.0 2.0 3.0 2.0 3.0 2.0 3.0
Phase Duration, s 21.0 24.0 18.0 21.0 20.7 74.0 14.0 67.3
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 6.0 6.0 6.0 6.0 4.0 6.3 4.0 6.3
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 41 4.1 41 4.1 4.0 0.0 4.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 9.7 11.5 10.7 8.8 4.5 11.0

Green Extension Time (ge), s 1.0 1.1 0.5 1.0 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.93 1.00

Max Out Probability 0.01 0.07 0.22 0.14 0.00 1.00

Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 316 | 140 240 | 200 68 72 938 86 242 | 1646 | 383
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 1480 | 1788 1746 | 1781 | 1716 || 1746 | 1698 | 1716 | 1746 | 1182 | 1716
Queue Service Time (gs), s 7.7 9.5 8.7 6.8 4.7 25 | 111 2.7 9.0 | 59.8 | 183
Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 7.7 9.5 8.7 6.8 4.7 25 | 111 | 27 9.0 | 59.8 | 18.3
Green Ratio (g/C) 0.23 | 0.14 0.09 | 0.12 | 0.12 || 0.13 | 0.52 | 0.52 || 0.08 | 0.47 | 0.47
Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 901 | 248 322 | 411 | 198 || 448 | 2653 | 894 | 269 | 1665 | 806
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.351 | 0.566 0.745|0.487 | 0.343 )/ 0.161 | 0.354 | 0.096 || 0.902 | 0.989 | 0.476
Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 128.4 198.8 183 |141.9| 95.8 || 50.2 | 174.9| 46.9 | 133.7 | 477.7 | 173.3
Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 5.1 7.8 7.2 5.6 3.8 2.0 6.9 1.8 5.3 188 | 6.8
Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.32 | 0.53 092 | 059 | 064 | 0.23 | 0.11 | 0.12 | 0.61 | 0.28 | 0.38
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 41.6 | 52.3 575 | 53.9 | 53.0 || 53.3 | 13.2 | 125 || 62.5 | 34.6 | 20.6
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.2 2.0 4.0 0.9 1.0 0.2 0.4 0.2 4.3 4.5 0.2
Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 41.8 | 544 61.5 | 54.8 | 54.0 || 53.5 | 13.5 | 12.7 || 66.8 | 39.1 | 20.8
Level of Service (LOS) D D E D D D B B E D C
Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 457 D 57.9 E 16.1 B 39.0 D
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 36.1 D

Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS 2.86 C 2.86 C 2.56 C 243 B
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS 1.24 A 0.91 A 1.02 A 1.77 B
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information PICYEACZRARCHR
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 Jhiill
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00

Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |Build PM Analysis Period |2>16:15

Intersection St Francis & Zia File Name BPM_adjustedEBT.xus

Project Description Build PM

Demand Information EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Demand ( v ), veh/h 252 84 64 248 | 144 52 36 728 84 208 | 1524 | 296
Signal Information , L 1 s k

Cycle, s 130.0 | Reference Ph.ase 2 N S|P TPE ¢ = 5:‘::: 1, R . _€. .
Offset, s 0 Reference Point End Green 100 132 645 1120 ‘5“6“ 150 l l ’ M
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On [Yellow|3.0 0.0 43 3.0 0.0 3.0 4 A

Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red |1.0 0.0 2.0 3.0 0.0 3.0 5 6 7 8
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 1.1 4.0 2.0 3.0 2.0 3.0 2.0 3.0
Phase Duration, s 21.0 24.0 18.0 21.0 17.2 74.0 14.0 70.8
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 6.0 6.0 6.0 6.0 4.0 6.3 4.0 6.3
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 41 4.1 41 4.1 4.0 0.0 4.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 7.6 12.0 11.0 6.8 3.3 10.2

Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.8 0.8 0.5 0.9 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.74 1.00

Max Out Probability 0.00 0.07 0.28 0.04 0.00 1.00

Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 252 | 148 248 | 144 52 37 745 86 220 | 1614 | 314
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 1574 | 1800 1746 | 1781 | 1716 || 1746 | 1698 | 1716 | 1746 | 1188 | 1716
Queue Service Time (gs), s 56 | 10.0 9.0 4.8 3.6 1.3 9.4 2.8 8.2 | 521 | 10.0
Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 5.6 | 10.0 9.0 4.8 3.6 1.3 9.4 2.8 8.2 | 521 | 10.0
Green Ratio (g/C) 0.23 | 0.14 0.09 | 0.12 | 0.12 || 0.10 | 0.52 | 0.52 |} 0.08 | 0.50 | 0.50
Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 1002 | 249 322 | 411 | 198 || 356 | 2653 | 894 || 269 | 1767 | 851
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.251 | 0.594 0.769|0.350 | 0.263 || 0.104 | 0.281 | 0.096 || 0.820 | 0.914 | 0.368
Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 100.5| 209 191.41100.2 | 72.4 || 25.9 | 157.1| 49.7 | 158.8 | 423.6 | 127.6
Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 4.0 8.2 7.5 3.9 2.8 1.0 6.2 2.0 6.3 16.7 | 5.0
Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.25 | 0.56 0.96 | 042 | 048 | 0.12 | 0.10 | 0.13 | 0.72 | 0.25 | 0.28
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 40.7 | 52.6 576 | 53.0 | 52.5 || 55.2 | 149 | 13.2 | 621 | 234 | 11.9
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.1 2.4 5.0 0.5 0.7 0.1 0.3 0.2 9.0 4.4 0.6
Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 40.9 | 55.0 62.7 | 53.5 | 53.2 || 55.3 | 151 | 134 || 711 | 27.8 | 124
Level of Service (LOS) D D E D D E B B E C B
Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 46.1 D 58.6 E 16.7 B 30.0 C
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 31.9 C

Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS 2.86 C 2.86 C 2.56 C 242 B
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS 1.15 A 0.85 A 0.95 A 1.60 B
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information PICYEACZRARCHR
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 Jhiill
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke
Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |Build PM Analysis Period |3> 16:30

Intersection St Francis & Zia File Name BPM_adjustedEBT.xus i

Project Description Build PM DA ] o

tELF
Demand Information | | WB | NB | SB
T T T R

EB
Approach Movement I L T R I L R I L R I L
Demand ( v ), veh/h 372 | 164 | 84 248 | 256 | 64 96 | 876 | 76

212 | 1776 | 524

Signal Information k
Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 , P' _€;

1 2 3 4
Offset, s 0 Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ l _/I l l M
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 4 A
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8

- -

Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 1.1 4.0 2.0 3.0 2.0 3.0 2.0 3.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 6.0 6.0 6.0 6.0 4.0 6.3 4.0 6.3
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Ratio ( g/C)
Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000
Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 }| 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)
Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A
Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A

Copyright © 2020 University of Florida, All Rights Reserved. HCS™ Streets Version 7.9 Generated: 11/22/2020 7:18:54 PM



HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information PICYEACZRARCHR
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 Jhiill
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke
Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |Build PM Analysis Period |4> 16:45

Intersection St Francis & Zia File Name BPM_adjustedEBT.xus i

Project Description Build PM DA ] o

tELF
Demand Information | | WB | NB | SB
T T T R

EB
Approach Movement I L T R I L R I L R I L
Demand ( v ), veh/h 448 | 128 | 76 296 | 260 | 40 84 | 936 | 88

244 | 1836 | 568

Signal Information k
Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 , P' _€;

1 2 3 4
Offset, s 0 Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ l _/I l l M
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 4 A
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8

- -

Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 1.1 4.0 2.0 3.0 2.0 3.0 2.0 3.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 6.0 6.0 6.0 6.0 4.0 6.3 4.0 6.3
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Ratio ( g/C)
Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000
Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 }| 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)
Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A
Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information PAETPAC RN
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 Jhiill
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00

Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |Build PM Analysis Period |5>17:00

Intersection St Francis & Zia File Name BPM_adjustedEBT.xus At ELE
Project Description Build PM RIEIEE R

Demand Information | | | |

Approach Movement R I L R I L R I L
Demand ( v ), veh/h 432 156 100 || 296 304 44 108 1016 72 196 2084 584

Signal Information k

Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2

Offset, s 0 Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _

Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On Yellow | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0_0 0.0 LS A
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S Red 0.0 I

Timer Results

Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 1.1 4.0 2.0 3.0 2.0 3.0 2.0 3.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 6.0 6.0 6.0 6.0 4.0 6.3 4.0 6.3
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Ratio ( g/C)

Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000
Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 }| 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)

Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A

Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information PICYEACZRARCHR
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 JibLL
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke
Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |Build PM Analysis Period [6> 17:15

Intersection St Francis & Zia File Name BPM_adjustedEBT.xus i
Project Description Build PM LR IE Lt

tELF
Demand Information | | WB | NB | SB
T T T R

EB
Approach Movement I L T R I L R I L R I L
Demand ( v ), veh/h 492 | 180 | 60 312 | 312 | 64 104 | 1080 | 96

284 | 2096 | 680

Signal Information k
Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 , P' _€;

1 2 3 4
Offset, s 0 Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ l _/I l l M
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 4 A
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8

- -

Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 1.1 4.0 2.0 3.0 2.0 3.0 2.0 3.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 6.0 6.0 6.0 6.0 4.0 6.3 4.0 6.3
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Ratio ( g/C)
Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000
Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 }| 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)
Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A
Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information el B
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 Jhiill
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke
Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |Build PM Analysis Period |7>17:30

Intersection St Francis & Zia File Name BPM_adjustedEBT.xus i

Project Description Build PM DA ] o

tELF
Demand Information | | WB | NB | SB
T T T R

EB
Approach Movement I L T R I L R I L R I L

Demand ( v), veh/h 296 | 116 48 320 | 176 12 68 | 836 212 | 1604 | 504
Signal Information k
Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 Pz' . _€; ;
Offset, s 0 Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ _/I l l M
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 R, 1 A
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 6 7 8
- -
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 1.1 4.0 2.0 3.0 2.0 3.0 2.0 3.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 6.0 6.0 6.0 6.0 4.0 6.3 4.0 6.3
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Ratio ( g/C)
Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000
Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 }| 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)
Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A
Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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HCS7 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information el B
Agency BHI Duration, h 0.250 Jhiill
Analyst MB Analysis Date |Jul 30, 2020 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Time Period PHF 1.00 ke
Urban Street St Francis Analysis Year |Build PM Analysis Period 8> 17:45

Intersection St Francis & Zia File Name BPM_adjustedEBT.xus i

Project Description Build PM DA ] o

tELF
Demand Information | | WB | NB | SB
T T T R

EB
Approach Movement I L T R I L R I L R I L
Demand ( v ), veh/h 284 | 112 36 224 | 192 | 60 68 | 760 | 88

232 | 1492 | 452

Signal Information k
Cycle, s 0.0 | Reference Phase 2 , P' _€;

1 2 3 4
Offset, s 0 Reference Point End Green | 0.0 _ _ _ . _ l _/I l l M
Uncoordinated| No | Simult. Gap E/W On |vellow 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 4 A
Force Mode Float | Simult. Gap N/S On |Red 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 5 6 7 8

- -

Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 1.1 4.0 2.0 3.0 2.0 3.0 2.0 3.0
Phase Duration, s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Change Period, ( Y+R¢), s 6.0 6.0 6.0 6.0 4.0 6.3 4.0 6.3
Max Allow Headway ( MAH ), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate ( s ), veh/h/In 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Queue Service Time (gs), s 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gc), s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Green Ratio ( g/C)
Capacity ( ¢ ), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio ( X) 0.000 | 0.000 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 || 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000
Back of Queue ( Q), ft/In ( 95 th percentile) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Back of Queue ( Q ), veh/In ( 95 th percentile) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queue Storage Ratio ( RQ ) ( 95 th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 }| 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Uniform Delay ( d 1), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Incremental Delay ( d 2), s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Initial Queue Delay ( d 3), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Delay ( d ), s/veh 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Level of Service (LOS)
Approach Delay, s/veh / LOS 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |
Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 0.0 A
Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 000 A | 000 A | 000 A
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 0.00 A | 000 A
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General Information

HCS7 Two-Way Stop-Control Report

Site Information

Analyst MB Intersection Galisteo and Rail Runner
Agency/Co. BHI Jurisdiction City of Santa Fe
Date Performed 8/6/2020 East/West Street Rail Runner Entrance
Analysis Year 2024 North/South Street Galisteo
Time Analyzed Build PM Peak Hour Factor 0.92
Intersection Orientation North-South Analysis Time Period (hrs) 0.25
Project Description Zia Station
Lanes
JA L AL&AKLUY
o
- X
- &
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g’ “ e
- +
- b
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0k
ME R
Major Street: North-South
Vehicle Volumes and Adjustments
Approach Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound
Movement U L T R U L T R u L T R u L T R
Priority 10 11 12 7 8 9 1U 1 2 3 4U 4 5 6
Number of Lanes 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0
Configuration R R L TR TR
Volume (veh/h) 6 20 0 143 1 180 5
Percent Heavy Vehicles (%) 2 2 2
Proportion Time Blocked
Percent Grade (%) 0 0
Right Turn Channelized No No
Median Type | Storage Left + Thru 1
Critical and Follow-up Headways
Base Critical Headway (sec) 6.2 6.2 4.1
Critical Headway (sec) 6.22 6.22 412
Base Follow-Up Headway (sec) 33 3.3 2.2
Follow-Up Headway (sec) 3.32 332 2.22
Delay, Queue Length, and Level of Service
Flow Rate, v (veh/h) 7 22 0
Capacity, ¢ (veh/h) 843 890 1371
v/c Ratio 0.01 0.02 0.00
95% Queue Length, Qss (veh) 0.0 0.1 0.0
Control Delay (s/veh) 93 9.1 7.6
Level of Service (LOS) A A A
Approach Delay (s/veh) 9.3 9.1 0.0
Approach LOS A A
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HCS7 Two-Way Stop-Control Report

General Information Site Information
Analyst MB Intersection Galisteo and Calle Lumino
Agency/Co. BHI Jurisdiction City of Santa Fe
Date Performed 8/6/2020 East/West Street Calle Luminoso
Analysis Year 2024 North/South Street Galisteo
Time Analyzed Build PM Peak Hour Factor 0.92
Intersection Orientation North-South Analysis Time Period (hrs) 0.25
Project Description Zia Station
Lanes

JA LKLY

JoAd LA kL

AN +rtrr

Major Street: North-South

Vehicle Volumes and Adjustments

Approach Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound
Movement U L T R U L T R u L T R u L T R
Priority 10 11 12 7 8 9 1U 1 2 3 4U 4 5 6
Number of Lanes 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 0
Configuration LR LR L TR L TR
Volume (veh/h) 5 6 26 14 0 185 19 129 183 11
Percent Heavy Vehicles (%) 0 0 0 0 0 0

Proportion Time Blocked

Percent Grade (%) 0 0

Right Turn Channelized

Median Type | Storage Left + Thru 1

Critical and Follow-up Headways

Base Critical Headway (sec) 71 6.2 7.1 6.2 4.1 4.1
Critical Headway (sec) 7.10 6.20 7.10 6.20 4.10 4.10
Base Follow-Up Headway (sec) 35 33 35 3.3 2.2 2.2
Follow-Up Headway (sec) 3.50 3.30 3.50 3.30 2.20 2.20

Delay, Queue Length, and Level of Service

Flow Rate, v (veh/h) 12 43 0 140
Capacity, ¢ (veh/h) 560 503 1372 1359
v/c Ratio 0.02 0.09 0.00 0.10
95% Queue Length, Qss (veh) 0.1 0.3 0.0 0.3
Control Delay (s/veh) 11.6 12.8 7.6 8.0
Level of Service (LOS) B B A A
Approach Delay (s/veh) 11.6 12.8 0.0 32
Approach LOS B B
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HCS7 Two-Way Stop-Control Report

General Information Site Information
Analyst MB Intersection Galisteo and Cam Pabilo
Agency/Co. BHI Jurisdiction City of Santa Fe
Date Performed 8/6/2020 East/West Street Camino de Pabilo
Analysis Year 2024 North/South Street Galisteo
Time Analyzed Build PM Peak Hour Factor 0.92
Intersection Orientation North-South Analysis Time Period (hrs) 0.25
Project Description Zia Station
Lanes

JA LKLY

JoAd LA kL

AN +rtrr

Major Street: North-South

Vehicle Volumes and Adjustments

Approach Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound
Movement U L T R U L T R u L T R u L T R
Priority 10 11 12 7 8 9 1U 1 2 3 4U 4 5 6
Number of Lanes 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 0
Configuration LR LR L TR L TR
Volume (veh/h) 2 6 84 99 4 72 13 65 136 16
Percent Heavy Vehicles (%) 0 0 0 0 0 0

Proportion Time Blocked

Percent Grade (%) 0 0

Right Turn Channelized

Median Type | Storage Left + Thru 1

Critical and Follow-up Headways

Base Critical Headway (sec) 71 6.2 7.1 6.2 4.1 4.1
Critical Headway (sec) 7.10 6.20 7.10 6.20 4.10 4.10
Base Follow-Up Headway (sec) 35 33 35 3.3 2.2 2.2
Follow-Up Headway (sec) 3.50 3.30 3.50 3.30 2.20 2.20

Delay, Queue Length, and Level of Service

Flow Rate, v (veh/h) 9 199 4 71
Capacity, ¢ (veh/h) 757 746 1425 1515
v/c Ratio 0.01 0.27 0.00 0.05
95% Queue Length, Qss (veh) 0.0 1.1 0.0 0.1
Control Delay (s/veh) 9.8 11.6 7.5 7.5
Level of Service (LOS) A B A A
Approach Delay (s/veh) 9.8 11.6 0.3 2.2
Approach LOS A B
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General Information

HCS7 Two-Way Stop-Control Report

Site Information

Analyst MB Intersection Zia and Candelero
Agency/Co. BHI Jurisdiction City of Santa Fe
Date Performed 8/6/2020 East/West Street Zia
Analysis Year 2020 North/South Street Candelero
Time Analyzed Build PM Peak Hour Factor 0.94
Intersection Orientation East-West Analysis Time Period (hrs) 1.00
Project Description Zia Station
Lanes
JA4 LA KL
A
== x_
2 &
- «—
<+l e
= <}
- -
-~ (e
Rl Ehl R kR
Major Street: East-West
Vehicle Volumes and Adjustments
Approach Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound
Movement U L T R U L T R u L T R u L T R
Priority 1U 1 2 3 4U 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1 12
Number of Lanes 0 1 2 0 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 1 0
Configuration L T u T TR LR
Volume (veh/h) 0 4 515 24 817 34 20 5
Percent Heavy Vehicles (%) 0 0 3 0 0
Proportion Time Blocked
Percent Grade (%) 0
Right Turn Channelized
Median Type | Storage Left Only 1
Critical and Follow-up Headways
Base Critical Headway (sec) 4.1 6.4 7.5 6.9
Critical Headway (sec) 4.10 6.46 6.80 6.90
Base Follow-Up Headway (sec) 2.2 2.5 35 33
Follow-Up Headway (sec) 2.20 2.53 3.50 3.30
Delay, Queue Length, and Level of Service
Flow Rate, v (veh/h) 4 26 27
Capacity, ¢ (veh/h) 760 641 300
v/c Ratio 0.01 0.04 0.09
95% Queue Length, Qss (veh) 0.0 0.1 0.3
Control Delay (s/veh) 9.8 10.8 18.2
Level of Service (LOS) A B C
Approach Delay (s/veh) 0.1 0.3 18.2
Approach LOS C

Copyright © 2020 University of Florida.

All Rights Reserved.

HCST™ TWSC Version 7.8.5
BPM_Zia-Candelero.xtw

Generated: 8/26/2020 10:27:00 AM




HCS7 Two-Way Stop-Control Report

General Information Site Information
Analyst MB Intersection Zia and Galisteo
Agency/Co. BHI Jurisdiction City of Santa Fe
Date Performed 8/6/2020 East/West Street Zia
Analysis Year 2020 North/South Street Galisteo
Time Analyzed Build PM Peak Hour Factor 0.92
Intersection Orientation East-West Analysis Time Period (hrs) 0.25
Project Description Zia Station

Lanes

AityTtEr

Major Street: East-West

Vehicle Volumes and Adjustments

Approach Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound
Movement U L T R U L T R u L T R u L T R
Priority 1U 1 2 3 4U 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
Number of Lanes 0 1 2 1 0 1 2 1 0 0 1 0 0 1
Configuration L T R L T R R R
Volume (veh/h) 0 13 476 69 0 229 765 47 185 60
Percent Heavy Vehicles (%) 0 0 0 2 2 2
Proportion Time Blocked

Percent Grade (%) 0 0

Right Turn Channelized No No No No

Median Type | Storage Undivided

Critical and Follow-up Headways

Base Critical Headway (sec) 4.1 4.1 6.9 6.9
Critical Headway (sec) 4.10 4.14 6.94 6.94
Base Follow-Up Headway (sec) 2.2 2.2 33 33
Follow-Up Headway (sec) 2.20 222 3.32 3.32

Delay, Queue Length, and Level of Service

Flow Rate, v (veh/h) 14 249 201 65
Capacity, ¢ (veh/h) 775 979 740 586
v/c Ratio 0.02 0.25 0.27 0.1
95% Queue Length, Qss (veh) 0.1 1.0 1.1 04
Control Delay (s/veh) 9.7 9.9 1.7 11.9
Level of Service (LOS) A A B B
Approach Delay (s/veh) 0.2 2.2 11.7 11.9
Approach LOS B B
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APPENDIX F
SAFETY ANALYSIS



Highway Safety Software Facility Report

Project Information

Analyst MG Date 8/11/2020
Jurisdiction Santa Fe Analysis Year 2020
Project Description St. Francis Drive_Existing

Section Crash Summary

ID Section Type Model Type Length, mi CMF Predicted | Expected | Expected Societal
Combined | Crashes Crashes Crash Costs

1 Intersection Four Approach Signal (4SG) - 0.565 4.506 18.295 $1148517

2 Segment Four-Lane Divided Segment (4D) 0.330 0.878 1.733 4233 $208906

3 Intersection Four Approach Signal (4SG) - 0.399 4.687 27.047 $1948431

4 Segment Four-Lane Divided Segment (4D) 0.340 0.877 2.152 5.979 $294508

5 Intersection Four Approach Signal (4SG) - 0.491 6.359 27.263 $1752001
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Highway Safety Software Facility Report

Project Information

Analyst MG Date 8/12/2020
Jurisdiction Santa Fe Analysis Year 2020
Project Description Zia_Existing

Section Crash Summary

ID Section Type Model Type Length, mi CMF Predicted | Expected | Expected Societal
Combined | Crashes Crashes Crash Costs

1 Segment Four-Lane Undivided Segment (4U) 0.200 1.033 0.994 1.050 $59504

2 Intersection Three Approach Stop (3ST) - 0.609 0.282 0.244 $19975

3 Segment Four-Lane Undivided Segment (4U) 0.250 1.022 0.757 0.642 $35033

4 Intersection Three Approach Stop (3ST) - 0.609 0.298 0.255 $20897

5 Segment Four-Lane Undivided Segment (4U) 0.100 0.999 0.316 0.394 $21416

6 Intersection Three Approach Stop (3ST) - 0.352 0.375 1.221 $85217

7 Segment Four-Lane Undivided Segment (4U) 0.080 0.968 0.187 0.168 $9284

8 Intersection Four Approach Signal (4SG) - 0.399 4.687 27.047 $1948431

Predicted Crashes
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Highway Safety Software Facility Report

Project Information

2

Section

Analyst MG Date 8/12/2020
Jurisdiction Santa Fe Analysis Year 2020
Project Description Sawmill_Existing
Section Crash Summary
ID Section Type Model Type Length, mi CMF Predicted | Expected | Expected Societal
Combined | Crashes Crashes Crash Costs
1 Intersection Four Approach Signal (4SG) - 0.508 1.865 4369 $269431
2 Segment Four-Lane Undivided Segment (4U) 0.310 1.000 0.659 0.756 $44374
3 Intersection Four Approach Signal (4SG) - 0.491 3.956 17.297 $1103471
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Highway Safety Software Urban Intersection Report

Project Information

Analyst MG Date 8/11/2020
Jurisdiction Santa Fe Analysis Year 2024
Project Description St. Francis Drive_No Build Section Number 5
Input Data
Intersection Type Four Approach Signal (4SG)
AADTmaj (veh/day) 42153 AADTmin (veh/day) 9715
Intersection Red Light Cameras No Lighting Yes
Approaches with Left-Turn Lanes 4 Approaches with Right-Turn Lanes 4
Types of Left-Turn Phasing ProtectedPermissive | ProtectedPermissive | ProtectedPermissive | ProtectedPermissive
# Alcohol Sales Establishments 0 # Bus Stops(<1000ft) 0
(<1000 ft)
School within 1000 ft? No Max Lanes Crossed by Pedestrian 9
(Fj’ed)estrian Crossing Volume (Ped/ 3200 Calibration Factor 1.00

ay.

Crash Modification Factors

Left-Turn Lanes - CMF1 0.660 Red Light Running Cameras - CMF6 | 1.000
Left Turn Phases - CMF2 0.961 Bus Stops - CMF1p 1.000
Right-Turn Lanes - CMF3 0.850 Schools - CMF2p 1.000
Right-Turn on Red - CMF4 1.000 Alcohol Sales - CMF3p 1.000
Lighting - CMF5 0.911

Combined CMF (Vehicle) 0.491 Combined CMF (Pedestrian) 1.000

Predicted Roadway Section Crashes

Crash Severity Nspf.rs by Severity Predicted Crash Frequency
Fatal and Injury (FI) 4522 2.522
Property Damage Only (PDO) 8.472 4.158
Total 12.995 6.680

Expected Roadway Section Crashes

Crash Severity Average Observed Crashes Weight Expected Crash Frequency
Fatal and Injury (FI) - - 10.448
Property Damage Only (PDO) - - 17.226
Total - - 27.674

Economic Analysis (Expected Crashes)

Crash Severity Per Crash Societal Crash Cost Expected Annual Crashes Total Societal Crash Cost
Fatal and Injury (FI) $158,200.00 10.448 $1,652,802.07
Property Damage Only (PDO) $7,400.00 17.226 $127,475.75
Total - 27.674 $1,780,277.82
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Highway Safety Software Facility Report

Project Information

Analyst MG Date 8/12/2020
Jurisdiction Santa Fe Analysis Year 2024
Project Description Zia_No Build

Section Crash Summary

ID Section Type Model Type Length, mi CMF Predicted | Expected | Expected Societal
Combined | Crashes Crashes Crash Costs

1 Segment Four-Lane Undivided Segment (4U) 0.200 1.033 1.041 1.085 $61379

2 Intersection Three Approach Stop (3ST) - 0.609 0.298 0.255 $20827

3 Segment Four-Lane Undivided Segment (4U) 0.250 1.022 0.794 0.663 $36074

4 Intersection Three Approach Stop (3ST) - 0.609 0314 0.266 $21747

5 Segment Four-Lane Undivided Segment (4U) 0.100 0.999 0.331 0.410 $22221

6 Intersection Three Approach Stop (3ST) - 0.352 0.397 1.277 $88823

7 Segment Four-Lane Undivided Segment (4U) 0.080 0.968 0.196 0.175 $9642

8 Intersection Four Approach Signal (4SG) - 0.399 4.908 27.587 $1981626
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Highway Safety Software Facility Report

Project Information

2

Section

Analyst MG Date 8/12/2020
Jurisdiction Santa Fe Analysis Year 2024
Project Description Sawmill_No Build
Section Crash Summary
ID Section Type Model Type Length, mi CMF Predicted | Expected | Expected Societal
Combined | Crashes Crashes Crash Costs
1 Intersection Four Approach Signal (4SG) - 0.508 1.957 4,504 $277589
2 Segment Four-Lane Undivided Segment (4U) 0.310 1.000 0.690 0.783 $45878
3 Intersection Four Approach Signal (4SG) - 0.491 4.154 17.661 $1127207
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Highway Safety Software Facility Report

Project Information

Analyst MG Date 8/11/2020
Jurisdiction Santa Fe Analysis Year 2024
Project Description St. Francis Drive_No Build

Section Crash Summary

ID Section Type Model Type Length, mi CMF Predicted | Expected | Expected Societal
Combined | Crashes Crashes Crash Costs

1 Intersection Four Approach Signal (4SG) - 0.565 4831 18.808 $1182673

2 Segment Four-Lane Divided Segment (4D) 0.330 0.878 1.866 4349 $214494

3 Intersection Four Approach Signal (4SG) - 0.399 5.288 28.422 $2038971

4 Segment Four-Lane Divided Segment (4D) 0.340 0.877 2.366 6.157 $302875

5 Intersection Four Approach Signal (4SG) - 0.491 6.960 28.034 $1805881
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Highway Safety Software Facility Report

Project Information

Analyst MG Date 8/12/2020
Jurisdiction Santa Fe Analysis Year 2024
Project Description Zia_Build

Section Crash Summary

ID Section Type Model Type Length, mi CMF Predicted | Expected | Expected Societal
Combined | Crashes Crashes Crash Costs

1 Segment Four-Lane Undivided Segment (4U) 0.200 1.033 1.210 1.207 $67899

2 Intersection Three Approach Stop (3ST) - 0.609 0.338 0.283 $23164

3 Segment Four-Lane Undivided Segment (4U) 0.250 1.022 0.925 0.730 $39355

4 Intersection Three Approach Stop (3ST) - 0.609 0.381 0.311 $25500

5 Segment Four-Lane Undivided Segment (4U) 0.100 0.999 0.419 0.497 $26557

6 Intersection Three Approach Stop (3ST) - 0.352 0.803 2.162 $134368

7 Segment Four-Lane Undivided Segment (4U) 0.080 0.968 0.240 0.208 $11321

8 Intersection Four Approach Signal (4SG) - 0.399 5.077 27.986 $2004606
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Highway Safety Software Facility Report

Project Information

2

Section

Analyst MG Date 8/12/2020
Jurisdiction Santa Fe Analysis Year 2024
Project Description Sawmill_Build
Section Crash Summary
ID Section Type Model Type Length, mi CMF Predicted | Expected | Expected Societal
Combined | Crashes Crashes Crash Costs
1 Intersection Four Approach Signal (4SG) - 0.508 2.013 4,584 $282391
2 Segment Four-Lane Undivided Segment (4U) 0.310 1.000 0.690 0.783 $45878
3 Intersection Four Approach Signal (4SG) - 0.491 4.240 17.810 $1137109
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