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Based on the Urban Crossroads Inc. letter report dated July 24, 2009, the traffic volume growth trends in 
the study area are generally negative from 2007 to 2009.  County of San Bernardino staff reviewed this 
letter  report and concurred  they are aware of  these  traffic volume  trends.   Therefore,  the 2007 data 
presented in this traffic study is considered to be representative of / conservative with respect to 2009 
traffic volumes.   

In  order  to  generate  2015 Without  Project  peak  hour  volumes,  the  following  calculation  steps were 
taken: 

• Step 1:  Illustrate Existing (2007 = 2009) Volumes.   

• Step 2:  Illustrate RAW 2030 Without Project Volumes 

• Step 3:  Determine the Delta between 2030 Without Project and Existing (2009) Volumes 

• Step 4:  Divide Step 3 by 21 to determine average rate of growth per year for 21 years (2009 to 
2030). 

• Step 5:  Multiply Step 4 by 6 to determine 6 year growth using interpolation method 

• Step 6  (Interpolated 2015 Without Project Volumes):   Add  Step 5  volumes  to Existing  (2009) 
volumes. 

• Step 7:   Determine 2015 Without Project Volumes by using  typical Ambient Growth  (3% per 
year) + Cumulative projects method. 

• Step 8:  Compare Interpolated volumes (from Step 6) to AG+C volumes (from Step 7) and select 
largest quantity for each turning movement. 

• Step 9:  Check for reasonableness of flow. 
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 04476-03 

July 9, 2007 
 
 
Mr. Gil Prestwood 
LEWIS OPERATING GROUP 
1156 North Mountain Avenue 
Upland, CA  91786-3633 
 
 
Subject: Review of Comments Regarding The Deep Creek Tentative Tract 16569 

Traffic Impact Analysis 
 
 
Dear Mr. Prestwood: 
 

The firm of Urban Crossroads, Inc. has reviewed the County’s (County of San 

Bernardino) comments provided via email dated June 8, 2007 (see Attachment A), 

comments provided at the project team meeting on June 13, 2007, and the comments 

provided on June 27, 2007 (via phone call).  The remaining of this letter discusses each 

County comment regarding the previous traffic study.  The revised traffic study report 

has been updated and responses to each County comment are summarized below:  
 

Item 1 
Include the “Other Development” trips per Table 4-2 in Year 2030 Background.  Those 

projects which generate less than 250 trips only.  
 

Review of Item 1 
The 2030 Without Project traffic volumes used for all 2030 analyses have been 

adjusted upwards to include ‘other development’ traffic (from Table 4-2) that 

generates less than 250 trips.  All analysis, exhibits, tables, and text have been 

updated as necessary. 
 

Item 2 
Change the factor 1.15 to 1.25 for the Adjustment from Year 2020 to 2025.  This is on 

page 1-8.  
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04476-08 Response to Comments Hesperia 

March 27, 2008 
 
 
Mr. Gil Prestwood 
LEWIS OPERATING GROUP 
1156 North Mountain Avenue 
Upland, CA  91786-3633 
 
 
Subject: Review of Comments by the City of Hesperia Regarding the Deep Creek Tentative 

Tract 16569 Traffic Impact Analysis 
 
 
Dear Mr. Prestwood: 

 

The firm of Urban Crossroads, Inc. has reviewed the City of Hesperia’s comments dated January 18, 

2008 (see Attachment A).  The remainder of this letter discusses each of the City’s comments 

regarding the previous traffic study.  The revised traffic study report has been updated and responses 

to each comment are summarized below:  

 

Item 1 
We have received the preliminary Engineer’s estimate quoting approximately $1.8 million for the Rock 

Springs Road / Main Street signal and roadway modifications.  The fair share cost allocation should be 

adjusted accordingly. 

 

Review of Item 1 
The traffic study has been revised to indicate an improvement cost of $1.8 million at this location.  

All applicable discussion and tables have been updated. 

 

Item 2 
The City of Hesperia is currently in the design stages for the Rock Springs Road / Main Street signal as 

well as for the widening of Rock Springs Road within City limits.  Construction will begin this summer. 

 

Review of Item 2 
Comment noted. 
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04476-09 Response to Comments SB County 

March 27, 2008 
 
Mr. Gil Prestwood 
LEWIS OPERATING GROUP 
1156 North Mountain Avenue 
Upland, CA  91786-3633 
 
Subject: Review of Comments by County of San Bernardino Staff Regarding the Deep Creek 

Tentative Tract 16569 Traffic Impact Analysis 
 
Dear Mr. Prestwood: 
 

The firm of Urban Crossroads, Inc. has reviewed the County’s (County of San Bernardino) comments 

dated February 20, 2008 (see Attachment A).  The remainder of this letter discusses each of the 

County’s comments regarding the previous traffic study.  The revised traffic study report has been 

updated and responses to each comment are summarized below:  

 

Item 1 
Roadway Level-of-Service analysis should be conducted for the following segments:  Deep Creek Rd. 

Bear Valley Rd. 

 

Review of Item 1 
The Interim Year analysis (with and without the proposed project) indicate that roadway 

widening (beyond the typical County of San Bernardino cross-sections) along Bear Valley Road 

is required to achieve acceptable levels of service.  The Interim Year improvements (as 

indicated on Table 5-1 and Table 5-2) include the following: 

 

• Apple Valley Road (NS) at Bear Valley Road (EW) 

o Four (4) eastbound through lanes 

o Four westbound through lanes 

• Deep Creek Road (NS) at Bear Valley Road (EW) 

o Three (3) eastbound through lanes 

o Three westbound through lanes 
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04476-13 2009 Counts Letter Report 

July 24, 2009 
 
Mr. Ben Cendejas 
LEWIS OPERATING GROUP 
1156 North Mountain Avenue 
Upland, CA  91786-3633 
 
Subject: Existing (2009) Conditions Roadway Traffic Volume Benchmarking - Deep Creek 

Tentative Tract 16569 Traffic Impact Analysis 
 
Dear Mr. Cendejas: 
 

INTRODUCTION 
 

Urban Crossroads, Inc. is pleased to submit this letter report summarizing the recent (June 2009) 

classification traffic count data collected to potentially update the traffic impact study for the proposed 

Deep Creek Tentative Tract 16569 in the County of San Bernardino.  Exhibit A presents the three (3) 

counted segments.  As shown on Exhibit A, the three (3) locations where new (June 2009) daily traffic 

volume counts have been collected are as follows: 

 

1. Bear Valley Road, West of Deep Creek Road 

2. Deep Creek Road, South of Tussing Ranch Road 

3. Rock Springs Road, East of Main Street 

 

Traffic count data for the same three (3) locations identified above were also conducted for the Deep 

Creek Tentative Tract 16569 traffic study (in January 2007). The data presented in this letter report 

compares the differences in traffic volumes for the two (2) sets of data (2007 and 2009).  Daily volumes 

and also AM and PM peak hour volumes extracted from the new data and previously collected data 

have been evaluated. Based on the data collected, it appears that traffic volumes have decreased 

between 2007 and 2009. This is consistent with travel trends being reported by the Transportation 

Research Board (TRB) and other organizations. 
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04476-13 2009 Counts Letter Report 

The purpose of this letter is to provide the County of San Bernardino staff with information necessary to 

decide whether new traffic counts must be collected in order to reflect 2009 conditions for use in the 

Deep Creek Tentative Tract 16569 traffic study, or if the study will be more conservative and defensible 

using the 2007 data.  

 

NEW TRAFFIC VOLUME DATA AND ANALYSIS 
 

New traffic volume data has been collected and evaluated in comparison to the previously collected 

traffic count data for daily conditions and AM and PM peak hour conditions. Table 1 summarizes the 

observed daily traffic volume trends from 2007 to 2009 for the three locations identified previously.  

Attachment “A” contains the January 2007 traffic count worksheets.  Attachment “A” also contains peak 

hour count data (also counted in January 2007) used in the Deep Creek Tentative Tract 16569 traffic 

study.  Attachment “B” contains the June 2009 traffic count worksheets. 

 

As shown on Table 1, overall daily vehicular traffic volumes have generally decreased in the study area 

by -5.61%.  When considering the classification (passenger cars, 2-axle, 3-axle, 4+ axle) of the vehicles 

and their respective passenger car equivalents (PCEs), overall daily PCE traffic volumes have 

decreased by approximately -10.68% in the study area.  For the segment of Bear Valley (west of Deep 

Creek Road), “passenger car” traffic volumes have nominally increased by 1.20% between 2007 and 

2009.  “Passenger car” vehicle traffic volumes have also increased along Deep Creek Road (south of 

Tussing Ranch Road) by 40.70%, but have decreased along Deep Creek Road.  “2-axle” traffic 

volumes have decreased along Bear Valley Road and Road Springs Road, but have increased along 

Deep Creek Road (south of Tussing Ranch Road).  Additionally, “4-axle” truck traffic volumes have 

substantially decreased from 2007 to 2009 for each of the three (3) locations.  Lastly, “3-axle” truck 

traffic volumes have increased in the study area, but by less than 50 PCEs. 

 

Table 2 summarizes the observed AM peak hour traffic volume trends from 2007 to 2009 for the three 

(3) locations identified above.  As shown on Table 2, overall AM peak hour vehicular traffic volumes 

have generally decreased in the study area by -30.11%.  When considering the classification 

(passenger cars, 2-axle, 3-axle, 4+ axle) of the vehicles and their respective passenger car equivalents 

(PCEs), overall AM peak hour PCE traffic volumes have decreased by approximately -26.50% in the 

study area.  For all three (3) locations, “passenger car” and “4-axle” traffic volumes has substantially 
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04476-13 2009 Counts Letter Report 

decreased between 2007 and 2009.  However, “2-axle” truck traffic volumes have substantially 

increased from 2007 to 2009 for all three (3) locations.  Lastly, “3-axle” truck traffic volumes have 

shown relatively no/minor changes. 

 

Table 3 summarizes the observed PM peak hour traffic volume trends from 2007 to 2009 for the three 

(3) locations identified above.  As shown on Table 3, overall PM peak hour vehicular traffic volumes 

have generally decreased in the study area by -13.88%.  When considering the classification 

(passenger cars, 2-axle, 3-axle, 4+ axle) of the vehicles and their respective passenger car equivalents 

(PCEs), overall PM peak hour PCE traffic volumes have decreased by approximately -1.60% in the 

study area.  For all three (3) locations, “passenger car” traffic volumes have decreased between 2007 

and 2009.  However, “2-axle” truck activity has substantially increased from 2007 to 2009 for all three 

(3) locations.  The increase of “2-axle” traffic volumes results in an overall PM peak hour growth for the 

segment of Deep Creek Road (south of Tussing Ranch Road).  Lastly, “3-axle” and “4-axle” truck traffic 

volumes show relatively no (or minor) changes. 

 

In general, the study area traffic volumes have generally decreased for all three time frames. The data 

has also been reviewed for trends by location. In general, volumes have experienced greater 

decreases on the larger streets (Bear Valley Road and Rock Springs Road). 

 

SUMMARY AND CLOSING 
 

The traffic volume growth trend is generally negative from 2007 to 2009. It is therefore recommended 

that the data used in the previously completed analysis be retained on an ongoing basis. A 3% per year 

background growth rate was used in the previously published report. It is recommended that the same 

growth rate be applied to the 2 year time frame from 2009 to the anticipated project completion.. We 

have also reviewed the cumulative project data and it may be desirable to revisit the list of cumulative 

projects, as it seems unlikely that the larger projects (Rancho Lucerne and Jess Marketplace in 

particular) will be built and occupied within this relatively short time frame. 
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04476-13 2009 Counts Letter Report 

Urban Crossroads, Inc. is pleased to submit this Existing (2009) conditions roadway benchmarking 

report for your use. Please feel free to contact us at (949) 660-1994 if you wish to discuss any of these 

results. 

 

Respectfully submitted, 
 
URBAN CROSSROADS, INC. 

 
 
Carleton Waters, P.E. 
Principal 
 
CW:DM:lr 
JN:04476-13 
 
xc: Mr. Ed Petre, County of San Bernardino 
Attachment 
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ATTACHMENT A 
 

January 2007 Traffic Counts 
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ATTACHMENT B 
 

June 2009 Traffic Counts 

N-43



N-44



N-45



N-46



N-47



N-48



N-49



N-50



N-51



N-52



N-53



N-54



N-55



N-56



N-57



N-58



N-59



N-60



N-61



N-62



N-63



N-64



N-65



N-66



N-67



N-68


	Appendix A
	Appendix B
	Appendix C
	Appendix D
	Appendix E
	Appendix F
	Appendix G
	Appendix H
	Appendix I
	Appendix J
	Appendix K
	Appendix L
	Appendix M
	Appendix N



