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13.0 PROJECT ALTERNATIVES

There are five feasible project alternatives identified in the Draft EIR. Not all the alternatives, however, have
traffic impacts; the “No Project - No Development™ Alternative would not generate any new traffic Traffic
would be the same as that identified under existing conditions in the project area. Two of the alternatives
(Closed Water System Alternative and Reduced Development Footprint Alternative), would generate the
same number of traffic trips and impacts as the proposed project, because the same land uses are proposed

under these alternatives.

There are two alternatives which would result in traffic impacts that are different from the proposed project.

These alternatives are:

1.  No Project - Development Per Legal Parcels

2. Reduced Density

The No Project - Development Per Legal Parcels Alternative would result in 196 single-family homes plus
the 11.9-acre historical park site and the Reduced Density alternative would result in 244 single-family homes
and both parks (i.e., neighborhood and historical). Neither of these alternatives would dedicate land for the

future charter high school. Traffic generation for these two alternatives is shown in Tables 13-1A and B.
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TABLE 13-1A

Trip Generation for Legal Parcels Alternative

AM PEAK HOUR PM PEAK HOUR
Use Amount *Frip Rate | ADT | %**| # |In/Out**| In | Out [%**| # [In/Out*** In Out
Residential 196 DU|12 /DU |2352| & {1883 : 7| 56 | 132 | 10 | 235 | 7 : 3| 165 71
Historical Park | 1190 Ac ]| 5  fac 60 1318 1|5 : 5] 4 4 9 5 5 15 3 3
Total 2,412 196 60 | 136 240 168 74
TABLE 13-1B
Trip Generation for Reduced Density Alternative
AM PEAK HOUR PM PEAK HOUR
Use Amount *Trip ADT | %**| # InfOui*| In | Out | %** # |In/Out**| In Out
Residential 244 DU| 12 /DU| 2,928 | 8 |234|3 : 7| 70 [ 164 10 | 293 | 7 : 3| 205 88
Nbhd. Park /
2014 Ac| 5 fac| 101 131135 : 5] 7 7 9 2 |5 :5] 5 5
Historical Park
Total 3,029 247 71 | 171 302 210 93

NOTE:

*= Average weekday traffic generation based on SANDAG Traffic Generation Rates, April 2002.
(See Appendix D)

DuU= Dwelling Unit

Ac= Acre

St=Student
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As shown in the Alternative Trip Generation tables, traffic generation is significantly reduced from proposed
project ADT of 5,885 to only 2,412 ADT for the No Project - Development Per Legal Parcels Alternative and
3,029 ADT for the Reduced Density Alternative. The project phasing analysis (see discussion Section 11.4)
is where we determined that 280 homes could be developed by using a combination of Ash Street and
Montecito Road for access. The 280 homes would generate 3,360 daily trips which is about 10% moze than
the Reduced Density alternative. We can therefore expect similar roadway improvements for the No Project -
Development Per Legal Parcels Alternative, which is about 1/3 less traffic than the phasing alternative. The
same two access routes, i.e., Ash Street to SR-78 and Montecito Road to SR-67 would be sufficient; SA-330
from Montecito Road to SR-67 would not need to be constructed. A more detailed study would be necessary
to further identifsz peak hour impacts and mitigation if either the Reduced Density or the No Project -

Development Per Legal Parcel alternatives were selected instead of the proposed project.
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This report is site and time specific and is intended for a one-time use for this intended project under the conditions described as “Proposed
Project”. Any changes or delay in implementation may require re-analysis and re-consideration by the public agency granting approvals.
California land development planning involves subjective political considerations as well as frequently re-interpreted principals of law as well
as changes in regulations, policies, guidelines and procedures. Urban Systems and their professionals make no warrant, either expressorimplied,
regarding our findings, recommendations, or professional advice as to the ability to successfully accomplish this land development project.

Traffic is a consequence of human behavior and as such is predictable only in a gross cumulative methodology of user opportunities, using
accepted standards and following patterns of past behavior and physical constraints attempting to project into a future window of circumstances.
Any counts or existing conditions cited are only as reliable as to the time and conditions under which they were recorded. As such the preparer

of this analysis is unable to warrant, either express or implied, that any forecasts are statements of actual true conditions which will in fact exist
at any future date,

Services performed by Urban Systems professionals resulting in this document are of a manner consistent with that level of care and skill
ordinarily exercised by members ofthe profession currently practicing in the same locality under similar conditions. No other representation
expressed or implied and no warranty or guarantee is included or intended in this report, document opinion or otherwise.

Any changes by others to this analysis or re-use of document at a later point in time or other location, without the express consent and

concurrence of Urban Systems releases and relieves Urban Systems of any liability, responsibitity or duty for subsequent questions, claims, or
damages.

5703 15-1 5703-Report Twpd





