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City of Roseville
Engineering and Traffic Survey

Summary
Street: OLYMPUS DR Field Observer T TRELEVEN
Limits: E ROSEVILLE PW Checked By: J CERVANTES
PROFESSIONAL DR Date: 7/11/2012

Factors Direction: East/West
A. Prevailing Speed Data

Location of Survey Intersection of Olympus and Professional

85th Percentile 36.4

10 mph Pace 26-35

Percent in Pace 67.5%

Posted Speed Limit 35
B. Collision History

Date Range Covered 6/1/2009 To 5/31/2012 ( 3years

Total Collisions 0

Collision Rate (Acc/MVM) 0

Expected Collision Rate 3.05
C. Traffic Factors

Average Daily Traffic 3812

Length of Segment 1091

Lane Configuration Single Lane Each Direction

Street Classification Collector
D. Conditions Not Readily Apparent

Conditions See: Roadside Conditions on the Speed Zone Survey Map

Roadway Geometrics Horizontal Curve

Comments Class Il bike lanes; Commercial driveways; 90 degree curve.
E. Adjacent Land Use Commercial

Posted Speed Limit 35

Speed Limit Change? Yes

Revised Speed Limit 30

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

Street Name: OLYMPUS DR

City of Roseville

Limits: E ROSEVILLE PW to PROFESSIONAL DR
Radar Survey Sheet
X=West /=East
5 10 20 25 35 40 # %ea ocum.%
50
1]05%| 100%
45 1 10.5%]99.5%
[N 1 10.5%]|99.0%
3 | 1.5%|98.5%
40 5 | 2.5% | 97.0%
8 | 4.0% | 94.5%
5 | 2.5% | 90.5%
10 | 5.0% | 88.0%
- 1121 6.0% | 83.0%
35 13[6.5% | 77.0%
13| 6.5% | 70.5%
13| 6.5% | 64.0%
10| 5.0% | 57.5%
15| 7.5% | 52.5%
30 14 7.0% | 45.0%
20 110.0%| 38.0%
15| 7.5% | 28.0%
1 110]5.0%|20.5%
|4 12| 6.0% | 15.5%
25 4 |2.0%]| 9.5%
8 | 4.0%| 7.5%
5 |25%| 3.5%
2 |11.0%| 1.0%
20
15
10
5
Total Samples 200
Date of Survey: 7/11/2012 Start Time: 14:04
85th Percentile Speed: 36.4 .
50th Percentile Speed: 30.7 Weather: Clear End Time: 15:20
15th Percentile Speed: 25.9 Road Condition: Good Posted Speed: 35
10 MPH Pace: 26- 35 Street Class.: Collector Observer: T TRELEVEN
Number in Pace: 135 Conditions not See: Roadside Conditions on the Speed Zone Survey
Percent in Pace: 67.5% Apparent: Map




Date: 7/” / [T
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City of Roseville
Traffic Engineering Department

Radar Speed Data Worksheet

Limits: E,. ogen ZL‘. ’ P PN)L&;SUM Location of Survey:

Observer:

T

Location #

Weather: clear Roadway Geometrics:
Road Cond: Conditions Not Apparent: ;
Posted Speed: Start Time: 2204 -
Lane Config: End Time: 237
Adjacent Land Use:
Street Classification:  Arterial - Collector - Local Collision Start Date:
Average Daily Traffic: Collision End Date:
Segment Length: Collision Period:
Speed Limit Changed? Yes - No Total Collisions:
Revised Limit: Collision Rate:
Checked By: Expected Collision Rate:

Direction: 6‘5 Direction: LB
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