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TRAFFIC ANALYSIS 

FOR THE PROPOSED 

HUME SOCAL EXPANSION PROJECT 

IN SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY 
 

INTRODUCTION 
 

Purpose and Study Objectives 
 

This traffic analysis has been prepared to address the traffic-related impacts of the proposed Hume 

SoCal Expansion (“Project”) in the County of San Bernardino. This traffic analysis has been conducted 

in accordance with the San Bernardino County Transportation Impact Study Guidelines (July 2019), 

and in accordance with the San Bernardino Association of Governments (SANBAG) Congestion 

Management Program (CMP) requirements (June 2016). 

 

This report includes a description of existing traffic conditions in the surrounding area, estimated 

project trip generation and distribution, future traffic growth, VMT screening, and an assessment of 

project-related effects on the roadway system. Where necessary, circulation system improvements 

have been identified to mitigate significant project effects at the study locations. 

 

Project Overview 
 
The Hume SoCal project area is located within the Green Valley Lake Community in the mountain 

region of San Bernardino County. The Project is located immediately west of Green Valley Lake Road 

and approximately 1.5 miles northwest of State Route 18. The Project would be developed on five 

parcels totaling approximately 251 acres. The site is shown in its regional setting on Figure 1.  

 

The Project involves the expansion of campground uses for the existing Hume SoCal campground to 

accommodate up to approximately 2,700 additional guests, users, and visitors. This would be 

accomplished through the continued use of existing campground structures as well as the 

development of additional campground and recreational structures and uses within a 251-acre area 

of the Green Valley Lake community. A copy of the project site plan is provided on Figure 2. 

 

The potential construction phasing of the expansion project is provided below for reference and is 

based on how structures, amenities, and features are grouped and located on the project site: 

 

• Phase 1 – Camp Middle School (approximately 784-person capacity) 

• Phase 2 – Camp High School (approximately 1,000-person capacity) 

• Phase 3 – Camp Adult Lodge (approximately 100-140-person capacity) 

• Phase 4 – Camp Elementary (approximately 250-500-person capacity) 

• Phase 5 – Camp Wildwood (approximately 120-person capacity) 

 

As a worst-case scenario, the “Plus Project” scenarios in this traffic analysis assume full build out of 

the Hume SoCal Expansion project.    
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Regional access to the site is provided primarily by State Route 18 (SR-18). Local access to the project 

area is provided primarily via Green Valley Lake Road. Direct vehicular access provisions for the 

project site would consist of two full-movement unsignalized driveways on Green Valley Lake Road. 

 

ANALYSIS SCENARIOS AND METHODOLOGY 

 

Study Locations 

 

The study locations were established in consultation with County staff through the Scoping 

Agreement process (Scope of Study Form of the San Bernardino County Transportation Impact Study 

Guidelines). A copy of the approved Traffic Scope Approval Form is provided in Appendix A. 

 

Study Intersections: 

 

1. Green Valley Lake Road at SR-18 

D1.   Green Valley Lake Road at South Project Driveway 

D2.   Green Valley Lake Road at North Project Driveway 

 

Existing lane configurations and traffic control at the study intersections are shown on Figure 3.  

 

Analysis Scenarios 

 

Based on discussion with County staff during the Scoping agreement process, the project will be 

evaluated in the Friday evening and Sunday mid-day (MD) peak hours for the following conditions:  

 

• Existing Conditions  

• Opening Year 2027 Cumulative 

• Opening Year 2027 Cumulative Plus Project 

• Horizon Year 2040 

• Horizon Year 2040 Plus Project 
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Intersection Analysis – HCM Methodology  

 

Peak hour intersection operations were evaluated using the methodology outlined in the Highway 

Capacity Manual (HCM) 7th Edition, consistent with the requirements of the San Bernardino County 

CMP. The intersection analysis was conducted using the Vistro software program and using the input 

parameters specified in the San Bernardino County CMP. 

 

Per the HCM methodology, Level of Service (LOS) for signalized intersections is defined in terms of 

average vehicle delay. Specifically, LOS criteria are stated in terms of the average control delay per 

vehicle during the peak hours. The average control delay includes initial deceleration delay, queue 

move-up time, and final acceleration time in addition to the stop delay. 

 

The procedure for unsignalized intersection analysis determines the average total delay, expressed 

in seconds of delay per vehicle, for left turns from the major street and from the stop-controlled 

minor street traffic stream. Delay values are calculated based on the relationship between traffic on 

the major street and the availability of acceptable “gaps” in this stream through which conflicting 

traffic movements can be made. 

 

The following charts provide a description of the operating characteristics of each Level of Service 

and average seconds of delay for signalized and unsignalized intersections. 

 

LEVEL OF SERVICE DEFINITIONS 

Level of 

Service 
Description 

A 

No approach phase is fully utilized by traffic and no vehicle waits longer than one red indication.  

Typically, the approach appears quite open, turns are made easily and nearly all drivers find 

freedom of operation. 

B 

This service level represents stable operation, where an occasional approach phase is fully utilized 

and a substantial number are approaching full use.  Many drivers begin to feel restricted within 

platoons of vehicles. 

C 

This level still represents stable operating conditions.  Occasionally drivers may have to wait 

through more than one red signal indication, and backups may develop behind turning vehicles.  

Most drivers feel somewhat restricted but not objectionably so.   

D 

This level encompasses a zone of increasing restriction, approaching instability at the intersection.  

Delays to approaching vehicles may be substantial during short peaks within the peak period; 

however, enough cycles with lower demand occur to permit periodic clearance of developing 

queues, thus preventing excessive backups. 

E 

Capacity occurs at the upper end of this service level.  It represents the most vehicles that any 

particular intersection approach can accommodate.  Full utilization of every signal cycle is seldom 

attained no matter how great the demand. 

F 

This level describes forced flow operations at low speeds, where volumes exceed capacity.  These 

conditions usually result from queues of vehicles backing up from a restriction downstream.  

Speeds are reduced substantially and stoppages may occur for short or long periods of time due to 

the congestion. In the extreme case, both speed and volume can drop to zero. 
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LEVEL OF SERVICE CRITERIA 

FOR SIGNALIZED AND UNSIGNALIZED INTERSECTIONS 

Level of 

Service 1 

Signalized Intersection 

(Average delay per vehicle, 

in seconds) 2 

Unsignalized Intersections 

(Average delay per vehicle, 

in seconds) 3 

A < 10 0 – 10 

B > 10 – 20 > 10 – 15 

C > 20 – 35 > 15 – 25 

D > 35 – 55 > 25 – 35 

E > 55 – 80 > 35 – 50 

F > 80 > 50 

1 Per the San Bernardino County CMP, intersections will be considered deficient (LOS F) 

   if the critical v/c ratio equals or exceeds 1.0.  
2 Source:  Highway Capacity Manual (HCM 7th Edition), Exhibit 18-4. 
3 Source:  Highway Capacity Manual (HCM 7th Edition), Exhibits 19-1 and 20-2. 

 

Level of Service Standards and Measure of Significance 
 

The County of San Bernardino minimum Level of Service standards require that intersections in the 

Valley regions operate at LOS D or better during peak hours. 

 

Traffic effects at signalized intersections are considered locally significant when any of the following 

occurs between the “without project” and the “plus project” conditions: 

• Any signalized study intersection in the Valley region that is operating at an acceptable LOS 

D or better without project traffic in which the addition of project traffic causes the 

intersection to degrade to an LOS E or F shall identify improvements to improve operations 

to LOS D or better. 

• Any signalized study intersection in the Valley region that is operating at LOS E or F without 

project traffic where the project increases delay by 5.0 or more seconds shall identify 

improvements to offset the increase in delay.  

Unsignalized intersections will require operational improvements if the study determines either 

section a) or both sections b) and c) occur: 

a) The addition of project-related traffic causes the intersection to degrade from an LOS D or 

better to an LOS E or worse in the Valley region.  

b) The project adds 5.0 seconds or more of delay to an intersection that is already projected to 

operate without project traffic at an LOS E or F in the Valley region.  

c) One or both of the following conditions are met: 

i. The project adds ten (10) or more trips to any minor street approach 

ii. The intersection meets the peak hour traffic signal warrant after the addition of 

project traffic.  
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New development is required to identify improvements at intersections that show a locally 

significant project effect as shown above and operate at LOS E or worse under “Plus Project” 

conditions. The Level of Service must be improved to LOS D or better for study intersections. 
 

General Plan Circulation Plan 

 

The San Bernardino County Transportation & Mobility Element (October 2020) provide roadway 

designations for the roadway system serving the project site and the surrounding vicinity. A copy of 

the County’s Circulation Plan is provided on Figure 4.  

 

EXISTING TRAFFIC CONDITIONS  

 

Existing Street System 

 

Regional access to the site is provided primarily by the State Route 18 (SR-18). The SR-18 Freeway 

is located approximately 1.5 miles southeast of the project site. Local access to the project area is 

provided primarily via Green Valley Lake Road. The following provides a description of the roadways 

surrounding the project site. 

 

State Route 18 (SR-18) is generally an east-west undivided roadway with one lane in each direction. 

The posted speed limit is 40 miles per hour (mph) and on-street parking is not permitted on both 

sides. SR-18 is designated as a Mountain Major Highway in the San Bernardino County 

Transportation & Mobility Element, Policy Map TM-1B.  

 

Green Valley Lake Road is a north-south roadway with one lane in each direction. On-street parking 

is not permitted on both sides. Green Valley Lake Road is designated as a Mountain Secondary 

Highway in the San Bernardino County Transportation & Mobility Element. Green Valley Lake Road 

would provide access to the Project site via two full-movement unsignalized driveways.  

 

Existing Transit Service 

 

There is no bus stop that provides regular service within a ½ mile walk of the project site. 

 

Existing Traffic Volumes 

 

Existing peak hour turning movement volumes were collected in August 2023. Based on the peak 

operation of the proposed project, existing Friday evening and Sunday midday peak hour intersection 

volumes are presented on Figure 5. Traffic data collection worksheets are provided in Appendix B.  
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Existing Operating Conditions 

 

Peak Hour Operating Conditions 

 

An intersection Level of Service analysis was conducted for the Friday evening and Sunday midday 

peak hours using the analysis procedures and assumptions described previously in this report. The 

results are shown on Table 1. Review of this table indicates that all study intersections currently 

operate at an acceptable Level of Service during both peak hours. Copies of the intersection analysis 

worksheets are provided in Appendix C.  

 

OPENING YEAR 2027 CUMULATIVE  

 

The project Opening Year is anticipated to be Year 2027. An ambient growth rate of 2.0% per year 

was applied to existing traffic volumes to develop Opening Year 2027 base forecasts.  

 

Cumulative Projects 

 

In addition to ambient growth, traffic volumes from Cumulative Projects in the Project vicinity were 

added to develop Opening Year 2027 Cumulative forecasts. Cumulative Projects consist of any project 

that has been approved and is not yet occupied, as well as projects that are in various stages of the 

application and approval process, but have not yet been approved.  

 

Based on information provided by County staff, the following Cumulative Projects were identified: 

 

• Boat Storage Facility in Arrowbear (approximately 2.2 miles from project site) 

• Motel in Running Springs (approximately 5.3 miles from project site) 

 

Due to the distance and limited amount of Cumulative Projects, it is anticipated that the 2% ambient 

annual growth rate to Year 2027(8% total growth rate) would reflect the addition of Cumulative 

Project traffic. However, as a conservative approach, an additional 2% growth (10% total growth 

from existing) was applied to Opening Year 2027 base volumes to account for Cumulative Project 

traffic. The resulting Opening Year 2027 Cumulative traffic volumes are shown on Figure 6. 

 

Peak Hour Operating Conditions 

 

An intersection Level of Service analysis was conducted for Opening Year 2027 Cumulative 

conditions. The results are shown on Table 2. Intersection analysis worksheets are provided in 

Appendix C. Review of this table indicates that, with the addition of Cumulative Project traffic, the 

following intersection would operate at an unacceptable Level of Service under Opening Year 2027 

Cumulative conditions: 

 

• #1 - Green Valley Lake Road at SR-18: MD – LOS E 
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The Level of Service for an unsignalized intersection is reported based on the single approach 

movement with the highest delay, which in this case, would be the eastbound approach for 

intersection #1. The side street traffic at this intersection experiences delay during the peak hours 

while waiting for an acceptable gap in traffic on SR-18. While the side street approach operates at a 

deficient Level of Service based on the highest delay approach, the overall intersection delay would 

be acceptable. Any queuing that occurs on the side street is contained on the minor intersection 

approach and does not impact the progression of traffic on the main arterial. 
 

PROJECT TRAFFIC  
 
Project Trip Generation 
 
Due to the unique characteristics of the proposed project, the number of trips anticipated to be 

generated by the proposed project was approximated using site-specific information provided by the 

applicant. The estimated daily trips for a typical week during the summer/peak season and the 

shoulder/off season are provided in Appendix D. A summary of estimated trips during the 

summer/peak and shoulder/off seasons is provided in Table 3. Based on review of Table 3, under 

summer/peak season conditions, the proposed is estimated to generate approximately 25 trips 

during the typical weekday AM and PM peak hours (25 inbound in the AM peak hour, and 25 

outbound in the PM peak hour), and 88 trips (25 inbound and 63 outbound) during the weekend 

peak hour. As a conservative analysis, the weekend peak hour trips during the summer/peak season 

were assumed to be added during both the Friday PM and Sunday midday peak hours.  

 

As noted earlier, the potential construction phasing of the proposed project is provided below for 

reference: 

 

• Phase 1 – Camp Middle School (approximately 784-person capacity) 

• Phase 2 – Camp High School (approximately 1,000-person capacity) 

• Phase 3 – Camp Adult Lodge (approximately 100-140-person capacity) 

• Phase 4 – Camp Elementary (approximately 250-500-person capacity) 

• Phase 5 – Camp Wildwood (approximately 120-person capacity) 

 

As a worst-case scenario, the “Plus Project” scenarios in this traffic analysis assume full build out of 

the Hume SoCal Expansion project.   

 

Trip Distribution and Assignment 
 
Project trip distribution assumptions for the project site were developed taking into account the 

proposed site uses, existing travel patterns, and routes to and from the regional roadway system. 

Trip distribution assumptions are shown on Figure 7. 

 

Trip distribution percentages at each study intersection were applied to the project trip generation 

to determine the project trips through each intersection. The resulting project-related peak hour 

trips are shown on Figure 8.  



 

Hume SoCal Expansion Project                                     - 19 -                                   Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc. 
Traffic Analysis                                      June 2025 

OPENING YEAR 2027 CUMULATIVE PLUS PROJECT 

 

Project-related traffic was added to Opening Year 2027 Cumulative traffic volumes to develop 

Opening Year 2027 Cumulative Plus Project forecasts. The resulting traffic volumes are shown on 

Figure 9. 

 

Peak Hour Operating Conditions 

 

An intersection Level of Service analysis was conducted for Opening Year 2027 Cumulative Plus 

Project conditions. The results are shown on Table 4. Copies of the intersection analysis worksheets 

are provided in Appendix C. 

 

Review of table 4 indicates that, with the addition of Project traffic, the following intersection would 

continue to operate at an unacceptable Level of Service under Opening Year 2027 Cumulative Plus 

Project conditions: 

 

• #1 - Green Valley Lake Road at SR-18: MD – LOS F 

 

HORIZON YEAR 2040 CONDITIONS 

 

To derive the Horizon Year 2040 volumes, an ambient growth rate of 1.0% per year was applied to 

existing traffic volumes to develop Horizon Year 2040 forecasts. The resulting traffic volumes for 

Horizon Year 2040 are shown on Figure 10.  

 

Peak Hour Operating Conditions 

 

An intersection Level of Service analysis was conducted for Horizon Year 2040 conditions, and the 

results are shown on Table 5. Copies of intersection analysis worksheets are provided in Appendix 

C. 

 

Review of Table 5 indicates that the following intersection would continue to operate at an 

unacceptable Level of Service under Horizon Year 2040 conditions: 

 

• #1 - Green Valley Lake Road at SR-18: MD – LOS F 
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HORIZON YEAR 2040 PLUS PROJECT CONDITIONS 

 

Project-related traffic was added to Horizon Year 2040 traffic volumes to develop Horizon Year 2040 

Plus Project traffic volumes. The resulting traffic volumes are shown on Figure 11. 

 

Peak Hour Operating Conditions 

 

An intersection Level of Service analysis was conducted for Horizon Year 2040 Plus Project 

conditions, and the results are shown on Table 6. Copies of intersection analysis worksheets are 

provided in Appendix C. 

 

Review of Table 6 indicates that, with the addition of Project traffic, the following intersection would 

continue to operate at an unacceptable Level of Service under Horizon Year 2040 Plus Project 

conditions: 

 

• #1 - Green Valley Lake Road at SR-18: MD – LOS F 
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TRAFFIC SIGNAL WARRANT ANALYSIS 
 

A traffic signal warrant analysis was conducted for the following unsignalized intersection: 
 

• #1 – Green Valley Lake Road at SR-18 
 

Signal warrants were based on the 2014 California Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices (CA 

MUTCD). The warrants were conducted using Warrant 3 (Peak Hour Warrant) for the following 

scenarios:  
 

• Opening Year 2027 Cumulative 

• Opening Year 2027 Cumulative Plus Project 

• Horizon Year 2040 

• Horizon Year 2040 Plus Project 
 

Traffic Signal Warrant Analysis worksheets are provided in Appendix E. Based on the signal warrant 

analysis, Warrant 3 was met during the following scenarios:  
 

• Opening Year 2027 Cumulative 

• Opening Year 2027 Cumulative Plus Project 

• Horizon Year 2040 

• Horizon Year 2040 Plus Project 
 

The CA MUTCD specifically states that, “The satisfaction of a traffic signal warrant or warrants shall 

not in itself require the installation of a traffic control signal.” The reference document goes on to 

state a number of other factors to take into account when considering a signal for a specific location, 

including whether or not a signal would improve the overall safety of the intersection, whether it 

would benefit or disrupt progressive traffic flow, frequency of peak hours, and consideration of site-

specific characteristics such as queuing, signal spacing, and overall delay to the main street through 

movements. 
 

The decision to install a traffic signal should be based on engineering judgement, and not solely upon 

satisfying a single peak hour warrant. It is recommended that a decision about signalization at the 

intersection should be made based on future observations as well as engineering judgement, based 

on the factors listed above.  
 

As noted earlier, the Level of Service for an unsignalized intersection is reported based on the single 

approach movement with the highest delay, which in this case, would be the eastbound approach for 

intersection #1. The side street traffic at this intersection experiences delay during the peak hours 

while waiting for an acceptable gap in traffic on SR-18. While the side street approach operates at a 

deficient Level of Service based on the highest delay approach, the overall intersection delay would 

be acceptable. Any queuing that occurs on the side street is contained on the minor intersection 

approach and does not impact the progression of traffic on the main arterial. 
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IMPROVEMENTS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

 

Intersection Improvements 

 

Based on the San Bernardino County TIA Guidelines and significance thresholds presented earlier in 

this report, under Opening Year 2027 Cumulative Plus Project and Horizon Year 2040 Plus Project 

scenarios, the following study intersection would experience a project-related effect due to the 

increase in delay caused by the addition of project traffic: 

 

• #1 – Green Valley Lake Road at SR-18 (Cumulative effect) 

 

Implementation of the following improvements under applicable Opening Year 2027 Cumulative 

Plus Project and Horizon Year 2040 Plus Project scenarios are recommended to address the LOS 

deficiency at the following study intersection:  

 

#1 – Green Valley Lake Road at SR-18 

 

• Install traffic signal 

 

A summary of the intersection operation before and after implementation of the recommended 

improvements is provided on Table 7. Copies of intersection analysis worksheets with 

improvements are provided in Appendix C. Recommended improvements may include a 

combination of fee payments to established programs, construction of specific improvements, 

payment of a fair-share contribution toward future improvements, or a combination of these 

approaches. The project fair share proportion for non-programmed improvements at the deficient 

study intersection under Opening Year 2027 Cumulative Plus Project and Horizon Year 2040 Plus 

Project scenarios are shown on Table 8 and 9 respectively.  
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CEQA VEHICLE MILES TRAVELED (VMT) ASSESSMENT 
 

Senate Bill 743 (SB 743) was approved by California legislature in September 2013. SB 743 requires 

changes to California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), specifically directing the Governor’s Office 

of Planning and Research (OPR) to develop alternative metrics to the use of vehicular “Level of 

Service” (LOS) for evaluating transportation projects. OPR has prepared a technical advisory (“OPR 

Technical Advisory”) for evaluating transportation impacts in CEQA and has recommended that 

Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) replace LOS as the primary measure of transportation impacts. The 

Natural Resources Agency has adopted updates to CEQA Guidelines to incorporate SB 743 that 

requires VMT for the purposes of determining a significant transportation impact under CEQA.  

 

The San Bernardino County Transportation Impact Study Guidelines (July 2019) provide details on 

appropriate screening thresholds that can be used to identify when a proposed land use project is 

anticipated to result in a less-than-significant impact without conducting a more detailed level 

analysis. Screening thresholds are broken down into the following three criteria:  

 

1. Project Type Screening 

2. Transit Priority Area (TPA) Screening  

3. Low VMT Area Screening 
 

Land development projects that meet one or more of the above screening thresholds may be 

presumed to create a less-than-significant impact on transportation and circulation. The 

screening thresholds were reviewed and evaluated for this project.  

 

Project Type Screening 

 

The San Bernardino County Transportation Impact Study Guidelines identify that the following 

project types would be presumed to have a less-than-significant VMT impact:  

 

• K-12 schools 

• Local-serving retail less than 50,000 sq. ft. 

• Local parks 

• Day care centers 

• Local serving gas stations 

• Local serving banks 

• Student housing projects 

• Local serving community colleges that are consistent with the assumptions noted in the 

RTP/SCS 

• Projects generating less than 110 daily vehicle trips 

o This generally corresponds to the following “typical” development potentials: 

• 11 single family housing units 

• 16 multi-family, condominiums, or townhouse housing units 

• 10,000 sq. ft. of office 
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• 15,000 sq. ft. of light industrial 

• 63,000 sq. ft. of warehousing 

• 79,000 sq. ft. of high cube transload and short-term storage warehouse 

• 12 hotel rooms  

 

The project will involve the construction of a summer camp that generates less than 110 average 

daily trips; therefore, the project would be screened out based on project type.  
 

The Project Type Screening threshold is met.  

 

Low VMT Generating Area 
 

A project located within a low VMT generating area as determined by the County’s guidelines and 

the SBCTA VMT Screening Tool would be considered to not have a less-than-significant 

transportation impact. Based on the County’s guidelines and the SBCTA VMT Screening Tool, the 

proposed project is not located within a low VMT generating area. Results of the SBCTA VMT 

Screening Tool are provided in Figure 12.  

 

The Low VMT Generating Area threshold is not met.  
 

Transit Priority Area (TPA) Screening 
 

A project located within a TPA as determined by the San Bernardino County Transportation 

Authority (SBCTA) VMT Screening Tool would be considered to have a less-than-significant 

transportation impact. Based on the SBCTA VMT Screening Tool, the proposed project is not 

located within a TPA.  
 

The Transit Priority Area threshold is not met.  
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FINDINGS AND CONCLUSIONS  

 

• The Project involves the expansion of campground uses for the existing Hume SoCal 

campground to accommodate up to 2,854 total occupants. 

 

• Under Existing Conditions, all study intersections currently operate at an acceptable Level of 

Service. 

 

• The Opening Year 2027 conditions includes a 2% ambient annual growth rate. To be 

conservative, an additional 2% growth rate (10% total growth from existing) was applied to 

account for Cumulative Project traffic. Under Opening Year 2027 Cumulative Conditions, the 

following intersection would operate at an unacceptable Level of Service: 

 

o #1 – Green Valley Lake Road at SR-18 

 

• The proposed project is estimated to generate 88 trips (25 inbound and 63 outbound) during 

the summer/peak season weekend peak hour. As a conservative analysis, the weekend peak 

hour trips during the summer/peak season were assumed to be added during both the Friday 

PM and Sunday midday peak hours. 

 

• Project traffic was added to Opening Year 2027 Cumulative conditions to establish Opening 

Year Cumulative Plus Project conditions. Under Opening Year 2027 Cumulative Plus Project 

conditions, the following intersection would continue to operate at an unacceptable Level of 

Service: 

 

o #1 – Green Valley Lake Road at SR-18 (Cumulative effect) 

 

• Under Horizon Year 2040 Conditions, the following intersection would continue to operate 

at an unacceptable Level of Service: 

 

o #1 – Green Valley Lake Road at SR-18 

 

• Project traffic was added to Horizon Year 2040 traffic volumes to establish Horizon Year 2040 

Plus Project conditions. Under Horizon Year 2040 Plus Project conditions, the following 

intersection would continue to operate at an unacceptable Level of Service: 

 

o #1 – Green Valley Lake Road at SR-18 (Cumulative effect) 

 

• Based on San Bernardino County VMT Screening thresholds, the proposed project would 

screen out of further VMT analysis as the project will involve the construction of a summer 

camp that generates less than 110 average daily trips. Therefore, the project would have a 

less-than-significant VMT impact and no further VMT analysis is required for the proposed 

project. 
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• Recommended improvements under applicable Opening Year 2027 Cumulative Plus Project 

condition were provided to address the project’s effect at study intersections. 

 

• Recommended improvements may include a combination of fee payments to established 

programs, construction of specific improvements, payment of a fair-share contribution 

toward future improvements, or a combination of these approaches. Conditions placed upon 

the applicant for the recommended improvements should be coordinated with the Public 

Works Director and City Engineer.


