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City of Roseville
Engineering and Traffic Survey

Summary
Street: HARDING BL Field Observer Z HOUSTON
Limits: ESTATES DR Checked By: J LITTLE
LEAD HILL BL Date: 6/18/2008
Factors Direction: = North/South
A, Prevailing Speed Data
Location of Survey 125 FT SOUTH OF MAHAN CT IN PARKING LOT
85th Percentile 38.1
10 mph Pace 30-39
Percent in Pace 86.5%
Posted Speed Limit 35
B. Collision History
Date Range Covered 6/2/2005 To 6/1/2008 ( 3Years )
Total Collisions 24
Collision Rate (Acc/MVM) 2.225
Expected Collision Rate 2.55
C. Traffic Factors
Average Daily Traffic 21957
Length of Segment 2367

Lane Configuration

Street Classification

2 Lanes with Left Turn Channelization

Secondary Arterial

D. Conditions Not Readily Apparent

Conditions

Roadway Geometrics

See: Roadside Conditions on the Speed Zone Survey Map

Horizontal Curve

Comments Numerous commercial driveways; Residential side streets; Limited sight distance; High accident
occurence; Traffic congestion; Class Ill bike route.

E. Adjacent Land Use

Multi Family Residential/Commercial

Posted Speed Limit 35
Speed Limit Change? No
Revised Speed Limit 35

Approved and Authorized for release by City of Roseville Traffic Engineering Department:
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City of Roseville

Traffic Engineering Department

Street Name: HARDING BL

Limits: ESTATES DR to LEAD HILL BL
Radar Survey Sheet
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Total Samples 200;
Date of Survey: 6/18/2008 Start Time: 9:38
85th Percentile Speed: 8.1 EndTI —
50th Percentile Speed: 4.7 Weather: Elean navimes =
15th Percentile Speed: 30.9 Road Condition: Good Posted Speed: 35
10 MPH Pace: 30- 39 Street Class.: Secondary Arterial Observer: Z HOUSTON
Number in Pace: 173 Conditions not See: Roadside Conditions on the Speed Zone Survey
Percent in Pace: 86.5% Apparent: Map
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City of Roseville

Traffic Engineering Department
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Posted Speed:

Lane Config:

Adjacent Land Use:

Street Classification:  Arterial - Collector - Local

Roadway Geometrics:
Conditions Not Apparent:
Start Time: 413
End Time: [0} oS

Coliision Start Date:

Average Daily Traffic:
Segment Length:
Speed Limit Changed?
Revised Limit:
Checked By:

Yes - No

Collision End Date:
Collision Period:
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Collision Rate:
Expected Collision Rate:
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