FSRA

Fort Ord Reuse Autho

Transition Plan:
Transportation Study

Administrative Committee
September 18, 2019

Peter Said,
Senior Project Manager



Scope Review

MONTEREY BAY

MONTEREY
COUNTY

SEASIDE

e

.$-‘--d__,-.

9/18/2019 3:33 PM — Maps are informational purposes only — and generally reflect the scope of study

FSRA

Fort Ord Reuse Authority

Existing Network today
* On-Site Roads (i.e. Imjin)
* Off-Site Roads (i.e Reservation)

* Local Roads (i.e. Coe Ave or 218)

Key Assumptions:
* 4 lane Imjin Rd.

From Reservation to Hwy 1
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Scenario (C1)

* Full 2019/2020 CIP
Includes NE/SW Parkway (yellow)

Scenario (C2)

* Full 2019/2020 CIP
* Alternative Connector
From Eucalyptus to Watkins Gate (cyan)

Scenario (C3)

* Full 2019/2020 CIP
* Alternative Connector
From Eucalyptus to 8t Ave (pink)



Scope Review F%RA

Fort Ord Reuse Authority

Scenario (C4) & (C5)

* 30 year CIP Buildout

* No Connector (C4)

* No Gigling Rd. Improvement (C5)
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Land Use Assumptions F%RA

Fort Ord Reuse Authority

1. Based on Jurisdictions 2019/2020
Development Forecasts through 2040

2. Uses 2018 AMBAG Regional Transportation
Demand Model (RTDM)

3. Coordinated with TAMC

4. Does not include development in the Parker
Flats Area
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Summary of Results F%RA

Fort Ord Reuse Authority

Table 9: Volumes and Level of Service for Existing Conditions (E1), and Scenarios C1 through C5 (Deficient LOS shown in red)

D h Street1 Street2 Time Period 2019 Count | C1Vol 2 Vol C3Val C4Vvol €5 Vol E1LOS C1L05 €2 LOS C3L0S G4 LOS C5L05
AMPeak-Hour 1,168 2,000 2,000 2,000 1,800 1,800 A B B B B B H
1 | ReservationRd | Del Monte Bivd | CaliforniaAve - - - - . . 6 5 S t A I d I I d °
PM Peak-Hour 1,458 2,300 2,300 2,300 2,300 2,300 A B B B B B e men S na ze ) nc u I n [}
AM Peak-H 238 2,100 2,100 2,200 2,200 2,200 A B B B B B
2 Reservation Rd | CaliforniaAve Imjin Rd Ll L = = = = =
PM Peak-Hour 1,08 2,000 2,000 2,000 2,000 2,000 A B B ] 3 B .
AMPesk-Hour | 2,581 4,100 4,100 4,800 4,900 4,900 B E E E E F 2 18 C R t d BI
3 Reservation Rd Imjin Rd BlancoRd
! PM Peak-Hour 2,774 4,400 4,400 5,000 5,100 5,100 B D D £ E E ) oel eserva Ion) a n a nco
N — I Inter-Garrison | AMPeak-Hour 720 2,200 2,100 2,900 3,000 3,000 A B B [+ [4 c
Rd PM Peak-Hour 833 2,400 2,300 3,000 3,100 3,100 A B B B B B
. Inter-Garrison . AM Peak-Hour 1,048 3,300 2,400 3,300 3,200 3,200 A 5] c D 5] D
5 Reservation Rd ‘Watkins Gate
Rd PM Peak-Hour 1,047 3,400 2,300 3,300 3,300 3,200 A D c D D D
e | InterGamison | o AbrameDr | AMPeak-Hour 1,746 3,500 1,700 2,600 2,400 2,400 c o B B B B
Rd PM Peak-Hour 1,580 3,200 1,400 2,300 2,200 2,200 C C A B B B . o . .
Inter-Garri AMPeak-H 279 20 200 300 300 300 A A A A A A LOS E F D t
T e | v | oG [AMre s , F are considered Deficient:
Rd PM Peak-Hour 406 30 300 300 400 400 A A A A A A
AM Peak-H 735 2,600 2,600 3,300 3,400 3,400 B C C E E E
8 Imjin Pkwy Reservation Rd AbramsDr A L = = = = . . .
PM Peak-Hour 2,04 3,000 3,000 3,600 3,700 3,700 B C C D D D ’ ' h l h t d R d
. AMPeak-Hour 1,741 2,400 2,500 3,200 3,300 3,300 B C C E E E Ig Ig e In e
9 Imjin Pkwy AbramsDr (W) | AbramsDr(E)
PM Peak-Hour 1,95 2,800 2,800 3,400 3,500 3,500 B C C D D D
B o AM Peak-Hour 1,788 2,700 2,600 2,900 3,100 3,200 B 4 c [ c o
10 Imjin Pkwy AbramsDr (W) | California Ave
PM Peak-Hour 2,054 2,800 2,700 3,200 3,300 5,300 B c c c c c
1 Inter-Garrison AbramsDr Tth Ave AMPeak-Hour 956 700 1,000 1,800 1,700 1,700 C C o F E E
Rd PM Peak-Hour 726 400 600 1,600 1,400 1,400 B B C E E E
Inte-Garrison . AMPeak-Hour 164 500 500 500 400 400 A A A A A A
12 Bth 5t Imjin Rd
Rd PM Peak-Hour 89 400 400 400 400 400 A A A A A A
13 athst imijin Rd 4th Ave AMPeak-Hour 103 200 200 700 500 500 A B B B B B
PMPeak-Hour a7 400 400 500 800 500 A A A B B B
B o AM Peak-Hour 2,261 3,600 3,600 4,000 4,200 4,700 B c c D o o
14 Imjin Pkwy California Ave 2nd Ave
PM Peak-Hour 2,34 3,500 3,500 3,900 4,000 4,000 B C C ] o] o]
AM Peak-H 535 1,100 1,100 1,100 1,100 1,100 A C C C C C
15 | CaliforniaAve Imjin Rd Reservation Rd carriour - - - - -
PM Peak-Hour 395 510 S00 500 S00 900 A B B B B B
i AM Peak-Hour 1,008 2,100 2,100 2,100 2,100 2,100 B c c [ c c
16 | DelMonte Bivd | Reservation Rd SR-1
PM Peak-Hour 1,379 2,300 2,300 2,300 2,300 2,300 o [4 [4 C [4 [4
AM Peak-H 773 1,600 1,600 1,600 1,600 1,600 o o o 5] o o
17 Ind Ave Imijin Py Bth 5t carriour - - - - -
PM Peak-Hour 460 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,100 1,100 B B B B B B
AMPeak-Hour 635 400 400 600 600 600 C C C 8] o E
18 2nd Ave Bth st LightfighterDr L L L L L
PM Peak-Hour 386 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,100 1,100 A B B C [4 [4
Inte r-Garri. AM Peak-H 159 100 100 300 400 300 A A A B C B
19 7th Ave GiglingRd | ol oamsen ceTonr
Rd PM Peak-Hour 87 10 100 200 400 300 A A A A B B
- Inter-Garrison | AMPeak-Hour 823 1,100 1,200 2,300 1,500 1,400 o B B E C C
20 Bth Ave Gigling Rd
Rd PM Peak-Hour 560 600 800 2,100 1,200 1,200 B A B 8] C C
271 Colonel Durham Tth Ave Parker Flats Rd AMPeak-Hour 327 300 300 300 300 300 B A A A A A
5t PM Peak-Hour 209 200 200 200 200 200 A A A A A A
Colonel Durham LightfighterDr | AMPeak-Hour 342 300 300 300 300 300 B A A A A A
22 ParkerFlats Rd
st (Malmedy) | PMPeak-Hour 226 200 200 200 00 200 A A A A A A
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Comparative Analysis F% RA

Fort Ord Reuse Authority

Scenario (C1) through (C3)

* Network is functioning
/ Sufficiently in 2040

(C2) 2 Lanes (LOS C/D) /"
s sufficient (LOS A-C) 3

© Insufficient (LOS D) Y i
mesm Deficient (LOS E-F)

/
. - / * Reservation Road from Davis to
s | / Watkins Gate will be deficient by
ﬁ '("EZ'C%"I'-EHES o MONTEREY J 2040
< C1) 2 Lanesare COUNTY 7
o Seﬂ!:ient ~,
= Sy N

* (C1) NE/SW Connector is
deficient by 2040 at LOS E

SEASIDE

* (C2) Alternative Connector is
sufficient by 2040 at LOS D

Y —
e
- =
---- -_ i | T
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Comparative Analysis

FSRA

Fort Ord Reuse Authority

s sufficient (LOS A-C) j
~ Insufficient (LOS D) |,
e Deficient (LOS E-F) /[
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Scenario (C4)

CIP without a connector will impact
Second Ave.

Imjin Road

Reservation Rd.

Davis Road, and likely Blanco Rd.

Scenario (C5)

* 2 lane Gigling Road is sufficient for
all scenarios
* may be oversized at 4 lanes.



Capital Improvement Program F%RA

Fort Ord Reuse Authority

* The Study is meant to inform the last year CIP.(a CEQA mitigation)

* The Last Year CIP has four components:
e List of projects that complete the Roadway Network
e Estimated value of each CIP project
* The responsible agency
* Closeout budget for the last year

* FORA is responsible for some of the CIP projects

* Northeast/Southwest Connector (formerly Eastside Road)
* (Including Eucalyptus, Intergarrison, and Gigling Connectors)

* Gigling Road

e South Boundary Road (and GJMB Intersection)
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Optional F%RA

Fort Ord Reuse Authority

* To whom will FORA transition these responsibilities?
* Determine if the list of roadway segments is the final list
 Remove or add segments needed to address capacity needs
* Assign the responsibility to an successor able to carry the line item in their CIP

Opton1 _____________Joption2 _ __ _______ loption3

Remove CIP segments from the List Remove CIP segiments from the List  Leave the CIP segment List as is

Do not address the impacts Address the impacts by: Assign the responsibility to a
1. Adding segments to CIP successor to complete when/if
2. Assign the responsibility to a needed
Successor
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Recommendations F%RA

Fort Ord Reuse Authority

1. Remove Gigling Rd. from the CIP list
* Study does not identify impacts resulting from removal
e 2 Lanes are sufficient
e Does not add capacity to the network, and is 4 lanes are shown to be un-necessary
* Assign nexus value (58.9M) to Davis or Reservation Road (Watkins Gate to Davis Rd.)

2. Leave Northeast/Southwest Connector in the CIP list
e Study shows alternative 1 segment to Watkins Gate will be needed upon full buildout
e Study shows a benefit to Imjin Parkway, and Intergarrison Road (Marina & CSUMB)
* Assign roadway segments to successor agency
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