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STUDY AREA 
 
Sketch Plan 
 
Figure 2 shows the proposed amendment to the Sketch Plan. The 1,444-acre Sterling Ranch Sketch 
Plan area is partially developed and planned to ultimately include a mix of residential, commercial, 
and educational land uses. The 2008 TIS divided the sketch plan area into 21 traffic analysis zones 
(TAZs). Figure 3 from that report showed the location and boundary of each TAZ. A copy of this TAZ 
figure is attached for reference. Table 1 shows a comparison of the land use assumed in the 2008 TIS 
and the land uses proposed as part of the current Sketch Plan Amendment. Figure 3 shows the 
location of the current TAZs. The number of residential dwelling units for Sterling Ranch is now 
proposed to be capped at 4,800. Please note that although the maximum number of dwelling units 
for the approved Sketch Plan was 5,225, the 2008 TIS assumed 5,500 residential dwelling units within 
Sterling Ranch.  
 
Study-Area Access Plan 
 
The access plan for the current Sketch Plan is generally consistent with the access plan shown in 
the 2008 Master TIS.  
 
Figure 4 shows the current access plan for Briargate Parkway. The figure also highlights some 
minor changes to the access plan depicted in the 2008 Master TIS.  
 
The following summarizes the minor changes: 
 

• The access to Vollmer Road for TAZ 2 shown in the 2008 TIS report has since been 
shifted about 885 feet south (approximately halfway between the future locations of 
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n, 11th Edition, 2021 by the Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE). 
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Refer to comments on Table 1 and Table 3 regarding
trip generation and update this text accordingly.
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eriods using Synchro. The key area future stop-sign-controlled and 
ntrolled intersections have been analyzed based on the 
n analysis procedures from the Highway Capacity Manual 6th Edition. 
w the level of service analysis results. The level of service reports are 
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vements and through movements at the intersections along Woodmen 
erate at LOS E or F during the peak hours. It may be necessary to provide 
as four through lanes on Woodmen Road or triple left-turn lanes to 
vel of service in the future. 
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nsistent with the recently published Briargate-Stapleton Corridor Study 

This paragraph outlines the need for progression analyses
in accordance with the ECM. Please include in the TIS.
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This land use code is only valid up to 150ksf, but
the quantity shown here is 251ksf. Split up by TAZ.
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It is very difficult to
relate this table to
Figure 2. Clarify.

fic
ysis
e(2) Name Status Land Use Quantity Unit Quantity Unit

7
Mixed Use 11 Acres

(South of Marksheffel)
Future Mixed Use 120 KSF -32.46 KSF

Sterling Ranch Fil 2 Approved 49 DU

0 Sterling Ranch Fil 4 (north) Short-Term Future 50 DU

Copper Chase Under Review Residential 5-8 DU/Ac 138 DU

-500 Students

82 DU

8 Industrial 5 Acres Future Industrial (Lift Station) - - - - - - -89 DU

0 Sterling Ranch Fil 4 (south) Short-Term Future Residential 3-5 DU/Ac 98 DU 16 DU

8 Sterling Ranch Fil 3 Approved Residential 3-5 DU/Ac 63 DU -40 DU

Branding Iron Fil No. 1 Residential 3-5 DU/Ac 51 DU

Homestead Fil No. 1 Residential 3-5 DU/Ac 72 DU

Branding Iron Fil No. 2 Residential 3-5 DU/Ac 75 DU

Homestead Fil No. 2 Residential 3-5 DU/Ac 104 DU

51 KSF -134.13 KSF

233 DU 233 DU

3 K-8 School 1100 students 100 Students

 26 Residential 3-5 DU/Ac 294 DU -56 DU

& 24 Residential 3-5 DU/Ac 168 DU

Residential 2 DU/Ac 19 DU

2 Elementary School 600 students 600 Students

, 29, 
& 39

Sterling Ranch East
Future Filings

Future Residential 3-5 DU/Ac 603 DU

4 Future Elementary School Future Elementary School 600 students 100 Students

Midtown & ADU 100 DU

Tonwhomes & Duplexes 146 DU

Sterling Ranch East
Future Filings

Future Residential 3-5 DU/Ac 106 DU -415 DU

80 KSF -192 KSF

367 DU 367 DU

1
Sterling Ranch East

Future Filings
Future Residential 0.2 -5 DU/Ac 431 DU

Mixed Use 14 Ac
(SE Briargate/Vollmer)

DU

Future Mixed Use

-66 DU
Under Review

Existing -309

Mixed Use
Mixed Use 22 Ac

(SW Briargate/Banning Lewis)

Sterling Ranch East Phase 1

DUVillage at Sterling Ranch East Under Review -52

Future

-78 DU
Sterling Ranch East

Future Filings
Future Residential 2 DU/Ac 18 DU

DU

Change from 
2008

3

5

9

15,
 21

6

Plan
n

Currently Proposed Sketch Plan Amendment

Residential 3-5 DU/Ac

Sterling Ranch Future Filing
(SW Sterling Ranch/Dines)

Future Residential 5-8 DU/Ac 82 DU

Why is there no trip
generation for this land use?

Trip generation should
be evaluated for each
TAZ shown here.

Notes:

(1) See Appendix Figure 1 for 2008 Traffic 
(2) See Figure 3 for Traffic Analysis Zone b
(2) KSF = thousand square feet of floor are

Figure 2?

Name Status Land Use Quantity Unit Quantity Unit

Mixed Use 11 Acres
(South of Marksheffel)

Future Mixed Use 120 KSF -32.46 KSF

Sterling Ranch Fil 2 Approved 49 DU

Sterling Ranch Fil 4 (north) Short-Term Future 50 DU

Copper Chase Under Review Residential 5-8 DU/Ac 138 DU

-500 Students

82 DU

Industrial 5 Acres Future Industrial (Lift Station) - - - - - - -89 DU

Sterling Ranch Fil 4 (south) Short-Term Future Residential 3-5 DU/Ac 98 DU 16 DU

Sterling Ranch Fil 3 Approved Residential 3-5 DU/Ac 63 DU -40 DU

Branding Iron Fil No. 1 Residential 3-5 DU/Ac 51 DU

Homestead Fil No. 1 Residential 3-5 DU/Ac 72 DU

DU

Existing -309 DU

Change from 
2008

3

Currently Proposed Sketch Plan Amendment

Residential 3-5 DU/Ac

Sterling Ranch Future Filing
(SW Sterling Ranch/Dines)

Future Residential 5-8 DU/Ac 82 DU

Why is this referred to as mixed use here when
it is shown as "Shopping Center" in Table 3?

ITE AM Peak Hour AM Peak 
Code ITE Land Use Quantity Unit Daily In Out In Out Daily In 

Trip Generation Estimate Based on the Currently Proposed Sterling Ranch Sketch Plan Amendment

Non-Residential Land Uses
821 Shopping Plaza(3) 251 KSF(4) 67.52 1.07 0.66 2.54 2.65 16,948 269

520 Elementary School 1,800 Students 2.27 0.40 0.34 0.07 0.09 4,086 719

521 Middle School/Junior High 500 Students 2.10 0.36 0.31 0.07 0.08 1,050 181

Total Non-Residential Land Uses 22,084 1,169

Residential Land Uses
210 Single-Family Detached Housing 4,054 DU(5) 9.43 0.18 0.52 0.59 0.35 38,229 738

215 Single Family Attached Housing 146 DU(5) 7.20 0.15 0.33 0.32 0.25 1,051 22

S

Raw ITE 
Trip Generation Rates(1) (Individual

PM Peak Hour

This land use code is only valid up to
150ksf, but the quantity shown here is
251ksf. Split up by TAZ.
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AM Peak Hour AM Peak Hour AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour AM Peak Ho
 Land Use Quantity Unit Daily In Out In Out Daily In Out In Out Daily In Out In Out Daily In Out In Out Daily In O

Based on the Currently Proposed Sterling Ranch Sketch Plan Amendment

s
251 KSF(4) 67.52 1.07 0.66 2.54 2.65 16,948 269 165 638 664 7% 7% 7% 7% 7% 1,186 19 12 45 47 15,762 250 15

ol 1,800 Students 2.27 0.40 0.34 0.07 0.09 4,086 719 613 132 156 60% 60% 30% 30% 60% 2,452 432 184 40 93 1,634 287 42

nior High 500 Students 2.10 0.36 0.31 0.07 0.08 1,050 181 154 36 39 60% 60% 30% 30% 60% 630 109 46 11 23 420 72 10

Total Non-Residential Land Uses 22,084 1,169 932 807 859 4,268 560 242 96 163 17,816 609 69

ached Housing 4,054 DU(5) 9.43 0.18 0.52 0.59 0.35 38,229 738 2,100 2,401 1,410 10% 30% 24% 6% 6% 3,766 219 504 148 87 34,463 519 1,5

ached Housing 146 DU(5) 7.20 0.15 0.33 0.32 0.25 1,051 22 48 47 36 10% 28% 25% 6% 6% 104 6 12 3 2 947 16 3

ng (Low-Rise) 600 DU 6.74 0.10 0.30 0.32 0.19 4,044 58 182 193 113 10% 30% 24% 6% 6% 398 17 44 12 7 3,646 41 13

4,800 DU Total Residential Land Uses 43,324 817 2,331 2,641 1,559 4,268 242 560 163 96 17,816 690 60

Total 65,408 1,987 3,263 3,448 2,418 8,536 802 802 259 259 56,872 1,185 2,4

Trip Generation Estimate From the Sterling Ranch Updated Traffic Impact Analysis, June 5, 2008 70,399 1,680 3,100 3,714 2,728 63,241 1,191 2,3

Change in the Trip Generation Estimate -4,991 307 163 -266 -310 -6,369 -6 10

n, 11th Edition, 2021" by the Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE)

Table 3
Sterling Ranch Sketch Plan

Trip Generation

Raw ITE Trip Generation
Trip Generation Rates(1) (Individual Driveway Trips) (%) Total External TTotal Internal Trips Generated

Internal Trips
Sterling Ranch Sketch Plan Area Internal Trip Calcuations (Long-Term Sc

PMPM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour AM

There are multiple ES
sites. Split up by TAZ.

AM Peak Hour AM Peak Hour AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour
and Use Quantity Unit Daily In Out In Out Daily In Out In Out Daily In Out In Out Daily In Out In Out

ased on the Currently Proposed Sterling Ranch Sketch Plan Amendment

251 KSF(4) 67.52 1.07 0.66 2.54 2.65 16,948 269 165 638 664 7% 7% 7% 7% 7% 1,186 19 12 45 47

1,800 Students 2.27 0.40 0.34 0.07 0.09 4,086 719 613 132 156 60% 60% 30% 30% 60% 2,452 432 184 40 93

or High 500 Students 2.10 0.36 0.31 0.07 0.08 1,050 181 154 36 39 60% 60% 30% 30% 60% 630 109 46 11 23

Total Non-Residential Land Uses 22,084 1,169 932 807 859 4,268 560 242 96 163

ched Housing 4,054 DU(5) 9.43 0.18 0.52 0.59 0.35 38,229 738 2,100 2,401 1,410 10% 30% 24% 6% 6% 3,766 219 504 148 87

hed Housing 146 DU(5) 7.20 0.15 0.33 0.32 0.25 1,051 22 48 47 36 10% 28% 25% 6% 6% 104 6 12 3 2

 (Low-Rise) 600 DU 6.74 0.10 0.30 0.32 0.19 4,044 58 182 193 113 10% 30% 24% 6% 6% 398 17 44 12 7

4,800 DU Total Residential Land Uses 43,324 817 2,331 2,641 1,559 4,268 242 560 163 96

Total 65,408 1,987 3,263 3,448 2,418 8,536 802 802 259 259

Trip Generation Estimate From the Sterling Ranch Updated Traffic Impact Analysis, June 5, 2008 70,399 1,680 3,100 3,714 2,728

Change in the Trip Generation Estimate -4,991 307 163 -266 -310

11th Edition, 2021" by the Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE)

Handbook - An ITE Proposed Recommended Practice 3rd Edition, September 2017" by ITE 

g plaza with no supermarket

et of floor area

nsultants, Inc.

Table 3
Sterling Ranch Sketch Plan

Trip Generation

Raw ITE Trip Generation
Trip Generation Rates(1) (Individual Driveway Trips) (%) Total Internal Trips Generated

Internal Trips
Sterling Ranch Sketch Plan Area Internal Trip Cal

PMPM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour AM

There is no middle school in Table 1.
Evaluate K-8 school instead.

Trip Generation Estimate Based on the Currently Proposed Sterling Ranch Sketch Plan Amendment

Non-Residential Land Uses
821 Shopping Plaza(3) 251 KSF(4) 67.52 1.07 0.66 2.54 2.65 16,948 269

520 Elementary School 1,800 Students 2.27 0.40 0.34 0.07 0.09 4,086 719

521 Middle School/Junior High 500 Students 2.10 0.36 0.31 0.07 0.08 1,050 181

Total Non-Residential Land Uses 22,084 1,169

Residential Land Uses
210 Single-Family Detached Housing 4,054 DU(5) 9.43 0.18 0.52 0.59 0.35 38,229 738 2

215 Single Family Attached Housing 146 DU(5) 7.20 0.15 0.33 0.32 0.25 1,051 22

220 Multifamily Housing (Low-Rise) 600 DU 6.74 0.10 0.30 0.32 0.19 4,044 58

4,800 DU Total Residential Land Uses 43,324 817 2

Total 65,408 1,987 3

Trip Generation Estimate From the Sterling Ranch Updated Traffic Impact Analysis, June 5, 2008 70,399 1,680 3

Change in the Trip Generation Estimate -4,991 307

Notes:

(1) Source: "Trip Generation, 11th Edition, 2021" by the Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE)

(2) Source: "Trip Generation Handbook - An ITE Proposed Recommended Practice 3rd Edition, September 2017" by ITE 

(3) Rates based on a shopping plaza with no supermarket

(4) KSF = thousand square feet of floor area

(5) DU = Dwelling Unit

Source: LSC Transportation Consultants, Inc.

Split up by TAZ

(With Sterling Ranch Fil No. 2 
Or 

Sterling Ranch Phase 2) 

(Note: Existing 
Capacity 8,000(3)) 

14,385 Sterling Ranch 

Short-Term Future 
(With Homestead North) 

11,000 
(Note: Existing 
Capacity 8,000) 

15,040 

Sterling Ranch 

Long-Term Future 20,000 
 By others - pursuant to the recent 
development agreement between 

Sterling Ranch and EPC. 

Short-Term Future-– May 2024Updated 10/15/2022 - 
Sections V4, V5, V6 to be constructed by May 2024 (prior 

note: With Homestead North Filing 1)  
20,000 14,495 

Sterling Ranch 
 

Short-Term Future– May 2024 
pdated 10/15/2022 - Sections V4, V5, v6 to be constructed 
y May 2024 (prior note: prior note: With Homestead North 

Filing 1) 

20,000 11,690 
Sterling Ranch 

 

Short-Term Future– May 2024 
pdated 10/15/2022 - Sections V4, V5, v6 to be constructed 
y May 2024 (prior note: prior note: With Homestead North 

Filing 2) 

20,000 11,425 
Sterling Ranch 

 

Short-Term Future – May 2024 
pdated 10/15/2022 - Sections V4, V5, v6 to be constructed 
by May 2024 (prior note: With Homestead North Filing 3) 

20,000 9,920 
Sterling Ranch 

 

Long-Term Future 10,000 8,760 
El Paso County 
Project ID U-12 

contained in Table 2-29 of the El Paso Engineering Criteria Manual an appropriate taper ratio for a roadway with a design speed of 

Sterling Ranch with potential
County assistance with ROW
acquisition

Ste

 By others - p
development

Sterling

Projected  
2042 ADT 

(vpd) Responsibility 

13,080 

Sterling Ranch 
 

Sterling Ranch, if necessary prior to 
construction by Others 

Define trigger.
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Removal of bike lane is not appropriate. Consider
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(page 1 o

Sterling Ranch Sketch 

Roadway Segment 

Improvement Description 

two 11' southbound lanes (remove the bike lane), a 12' northbound lane and a 4' 
ast edge (2) 

pproval) 

y Needle Place and the Sterling Ranch south boundary to a standard 4-Lane Urban 
 second northbound through lane and painted center median) (2) 

e Sterling Ranch south boundary to Lochwinnoch Lane/Sterling property boundary 
Arterial Cross Section (2) 

Removal of bike lane is not appropriate.
Consider other improvement option(s).

Please add labels for
City boundary,
Percheron, The
Ranch, Jaynes,
TimberRidge...

Future
Research/Marksheffel

Label N-S
intersection
spacing

too many
accesses/roads?



Subject: 
Page Index: 30
Date: 12/9/2022 2:56:58 PM
Author: dsdrice
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 
Page Label: 30

Subject: Callout
Page Index: 30
Date: 12/9/2022 2:57:37 PM
Author: dsdrice
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 
Page Label: 30

delete old alignment?

Subject: 
Page Index: 30
Date: 12/9/2022 2:58:46 PM
Author: dsdrice
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 
Page Label: 30

Subject: 
Page Index: 30
Date: 12/9/2022 2:59:12 PM
Author: dsdrice
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 
Page Label: 30

Subject: 
Page Index: 30
Date: 12/9/2022 2:59:30 PM
Author: dsdrice
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 
Page Label: 30

Subject: 
Page Index: 30
Date: 12/9/2022 3:00:24 PM
Author: dsdrice
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 
Page Label: 30

delete old
alignment?



Subject: Callout
Page Index: 30
Date: 12/9/2022 3:02:23 PM
Author: dsdrice
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 
Page Label: 30

Add a note that deviations would need to be
approved for any intersections not meeting criteria

Subject: Callout
Page Index: 31
Date: 12/9/2022 2:18:31 PM
Author: dsdrice
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 
Page Label: 31

Update.

31 (1)

Subject: Text Box
Page Index: 34
Date: 12/14/2022 6:04:10 PM
Author: Paul Brown
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 
Page Label: 34

It is unclear how many of these roadway segments
will be built in the baseline scenario since many
segments will be funded by Sterling Ranch per
Table 4. (typical all baseline figures)

34 (1)

Subject: Callout
Page Index: 36
Date: 12/9/2022 2:35:46 PM
Author: dsdrice
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 
Page Label: 36

Provide 7-10 or note

36 (2)

Subject: Callout
Page Index: 36
Date: 12/14/2022 6:04:52 PM
Author: Paul Brown
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 
Page Label: 36

Does not appear to meet signal warrants in
baseline scenario.

Subject: Callout
Page Index: 37
Date: 12/9/2022 2:40:55 PM
Author: dsdrice
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 
Page Label: 37

seems low

37 (1)

Add a note that deviations would need to be approved for any intersections not meeting criteria

Update.

It is unclear how many of these
roadway segments will be built in
the baseline scenario since many
segments will be funded by
Sterling Ranch per Table 4.
(typical all baseline figures)

Provide 7-10 or
note

Does not appear to
meet signal warrants
in baseline scenario.

seems low



Subject: Callout
Page Index: 43
Date: 12/14/2022 6:05:52 PM
Author: Paul Brown
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 
Page Label: 43

Does not appear to meet signal warrants

43 (1)

Subject: Callout
Page Index: 47
Date: 12/15/2022 9:08:16 AM
Author: dsdrice
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 
Page Label: 47

Add these 2

47 (4)

Subject: Callout
Page Index: 47
Date: 12/14/2022 6:07:23 PM
Author: Paul Brown
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 
Page Label: 47

Why is a left turn entry needed for 7(2) trips?

Subject: Cloud+
Page Index: 47
Date: 12/14/2022 6:08:42 PM
Author: Paul Brown
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 
Page Label: 47

Can left turn access be consolidated to one
intersection and the other be converted to RI/RO?

Subject: Text Box
Page Index: 47
Date: 12/14/2022 6:09:11 PM
Author: Paul Brown
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 
Page Label: 47

Concur. Add intersections.

Subject: Text Box
Page Index: 48
Date: 12/14/2022 6:10:22 PM
Author: Paul Brown
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 
Page Label: 48

The next page is included in the previous section.,
Can this cover page and the duplicate figure be
removed?

48 (1)

Does not appear to
meet signal warrants

Add these 2

Why is a left turn entry
needed for 7(2) trips?

Can left turn access be
consolidated to one
intersection and the other
be converted to RI/RO?

Concur. Add
intersections.

The next page is included in the previous section., Can
this cover page and the duplicate figure be removed?



Subject: Text Box
Page Index: 53
Date: 12/14/2022 6:11:21 PM
Author: Paul Brown
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 
Page Label: 53

Call out site on this figure

53 (1)

Subject: Text Box
Page Index: 80
Date: 12/14/2022 6:12:27 PM
Author: Paul Brown
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 
Page Label: 80

Consider using a different analysis tool for
roundabouts. (typical all scenarios)

80 (2)

Subject: Text Box
Page Index: 80
Date: 12/14/2022 6:17:25 PM
Author: Paul Brown
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 
Page Label: 80

Appropriate Y+AR times should be calculated and
included in all future signalized analyses. These
values should come from agency signal timing
data for existing signalized intersections,

Subject: Text Box
Page Index: 83
Date: 12/14/2022 6:14:49 PM
Author: Paul Brown
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 
Page Label: 83

All existing conditions signalized analyses should
use existing signal timings.

83 (1)

Subject: Cloud+
Page Index: 85
Date: 12/14/2022 6:13:36 PM
Author: Paul Brown
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 
Page Label: 85

Provide justification for lost time adjustments or
remove (typical all signalized analyses)

85 (1)

Subject: 
Page Index: 154
Date: 12/9/2022 3:15:43 PM
Author: dsdrice
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 
Page Label: 154

5225

154 (1)

Call out site on
this figure

ls of Service

Consider using a different analysis tool
for roundabouts. (typical all scenarios)

Appropriate Y+AR times should be calculated
and included in all future signalized analyses.
These values should come from agency signal
timing data for existing signalized intersections,

Exi

NBR SBL SBT

All existing conditions
signalized analyses should
use existing signal timings.

Existing Traffic Synchro 11 Report
AM Peak Hour Page 5

Detector Phase 5 2 2 1 6 3 8 7 4
Switch Phase
Minimum Initial (s) 4.0 25.0 25.0 4.0 25.0 4.0 10.0 4.0 10.0
Minimum Split (s) 9.0 32.5 32.5 9.0 32.5 9.0 17.5 9.0 17.5
Total Split (s) 20.0 63.0 63.0 25.0 68.0 25.0 25.0 25.0 25.0
Total Split (%) 14.5% 45.7% 45.7% 18.1% 49.3% 18.1% 18.1% 18.1% 18.1%
Yellow Time (s) 3.0 5.5 5.5 3.0 5.5 3.0 5.5 3.0 5.5
All-Red Time (s) 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
Lost Time Adjust (s) -1.0 -3.0 -3.0 -1.0 -3.0 -1.0 -2.0 -1.0 -2.0
Total Lost Time (s) 4.0 4.5 4.5 4.0 4.5 4.0 5.5 4.0 5.5
Lead/Lag Lead Lag Lag Lead Lag Lead Lag Lead Lag
Lead-Lag Optimize? Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Recall Mode None C-Max C-Max None C-Max None None None None
Act Effct Green (s) 7.6 64.2 64.2 26.0 84.5 138.0 35.3 31.6 138.0 17.2 12.3 138.0
Actuated g/C Ratio 0.06 0.47 0.47 0.19 0.61 1.00 0.26 0.23 1.00 0.12 0.09 1.00
v/c Ratio 0.28 0.39 0.41 0.77 0.64 0.01 0.99 0.47 0.18 0.05 0.24 0.17
Control Delay 65.9 26.3 3.7 61.8 20.6 0.0 91.9 49.7 0.2 37.4 60.3 0.2
Queue Delay 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Total Delay 65.9 26.3 3.7 61.8 20.6 0.0 91.9 49.7 0.2 37.4 60.3 0.2
LOS E C A E C A F D A D E A
Approach Delay 20.1 31.4 51.4 14.1
Approach LOS C C D B

Intersection Summary
Cycle Length: 138
Actuated Cycle Length: 138
Offset: 0 (0%), Referenced to phase 2:EBT and 6:WBT, Start of Green
Natural Cycle: 80
Control Type: Actuated-Coordinated
Maximum v/c Ratio: 0.99
Intersection Signal Delay: 31.1 Intersection LOS: C
Intersection Capacity Utilization 70.5% ICU Level of Service C
Analysis Period (min) 15

Splits and Phases:     16: Marksheffel Rd & Woodmen Rd

Provide justification for lost time adjustments or
remove (typical all signalized analyses)


