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2010 Traffic Engineering and Speed Map—Speed Zone Survey



City of Roseville
Engineering and Traffic Survey

Summary
Street: E ROSEVILLE PW Field Observer: TED TRELEVEN
Limits: DOUGLAS BL Checked By: J CERVANTES
EUREKA RD Date: 11/18/2010
Factors Direction: = North/South
A. Prevailing Speed Data
Location of Survey 200’ S of Village dr
85th Percentile 48.6
10 mph Pace 39 -48
Percent in Pace 71.0%
Posted Speed Limit 40
B. Collision History
Date Range Covered 12/1/12007 To 11/30/2010 ( 3 years
Total Collisions 0
Collision Rate (Acc/MVM) 0
Expected Collision Rate 1.85
C. Traffic Factors
Average Daily Traffic 14690
Length of Segment 2674
Lane Configuration 2 Lanes each direction with Raised Median
Street Classification Arterial
D. Conditions Not Readily Apparent
Conditions See: Roadside Conditions on the Speed Zone Survey Map
Roadway Geometrics Horizontal Curve
Comments Numerous commercial driveways; Class Il bike lanes; School route.
E. Adjacent Land Use Commercial / Residential
Posted Speed Limit 40
Speed Limit Change? Yes
Revised Speed Limit 45
Approyed and Authorized for release by City of Roseville Traffic Engineering Department:
/ |
( Ca; /dc?/lfbéf:/ L/_/g ~//
Date Loc. #




Traffic Engineering Department
Street Name: E ROSEVILLE PW

City of Roseville

Limits: DOUGLAS BL to EUREKA RD
Radar Survey Sheet
X=North /=South
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Total Samples 200!
Date of Survey: 11/18/2010 Start Time: 10:26
85th Percentile Speed: 48.6 = TG
50th Percentile Speed: 43.6 Weather: Clear G Line: I
15th Percentile Speed: 38.8 Road Condition: Good Posted Speed: 40
10 MPH Pace: 39-48 Street Class.: Arterial Observer: TED TRELEV
Number in Pace: 42 Conditions not See: Roadside Conditions on the Speed Zone Survey
Percent in Pace: 71.0% Map
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City of Roseville
Traffic Engineering Department

Lidar Speed Data Worksheet
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Collision Start Date:
Collision End Date:
Collision Period:

Speed Limit Changed? Yes - No Total Collisions:
Revised Limit: Collision Rate:
Checked By: Expected Collision Rate:
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