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LEVEL OF SERVICE DEFINITIONS 

Traffic Impact Analysis 
December 19, 2000 

All capacity analyses are based on the procedures specified by the Transportation Research 
Board, Special Report 209: Highway Capacity Manual (HCM}, 1997. Levels of service (LOS) 
range from A to F. A brief description of each level of service for signalized and unsignalized 
intersections is provided below: 

• Signalized Intersections: Level of service is based upon the traffic volume 
present in each Jane on the roadway, the capacity of each lane at the intersection 
and the delay associated with each directional movement. The levels of service 
for signalized intersections are defined below: 

• Level of Service A describes operations with very low average delay per vehicle, i.e., 
less than 10.0 seconds. This occurs when progression is extremely favorable, and 
most vehicles arrive during the green phase. Most vehicles do not stop. Short signal 
cycle lengths may also contribute to low delay. 

• Level of Service B describes operations with average delay in the range of 10.1 to 20.0 
seconds per vehicle. This generally occurs with good progression and/or short cycle 
lengths. More vehicles stop than for LOS A, causing higher levels of average delay. 

• Level of Service C describes operations with delay in the range of 20.1 to 35.0 seconds 
per vehicle. These higher delays may result from fair progression and/or longer cycle 
lengths. Individual cycle failures may begin to appear at this level. The number of 
vehicles stopping is significant at this level although many still pass through the 
intersection without stopping. This is generally considered the lower end of the range 
of the acceptable level of service in rural areas. · 

• Level of Service D describes operations with delay in the range of 35.l to 55.0 
seconds per vehicle. At LOS D, the influence of congestion becomes more noticeable. 
Longer delays may result from some combination of unfavorable progression, long 
cycle lengths, and/or high traffic volumes as compared to the roadway capacity. Many 
vehicles are required to stop and the number of vehicles that do not have to stop 
declines. Individual signal cycle failures, where all waiting vehicles do not clear the 
intersection during a single green time, are noticeable. This is generally considered 
the lower end of the range of the acceptable level of service in urban areas. 

• Level of Service E describes operations with delay in the range of 55.1 to 80.0 seconds 
per vehicle. These higher delay values generally indicate poor progression, long cycle 
lengths, and high traffic volumes. Individual cycle failures are frequent occurrences. 
LOS E has been set as the limit of acceptable conditions. 

• Level of Service F describes operations with average delay in excess of 80.0 seconds 
per vehicle. This is considered to be unacceptable to most drivers. This condition 
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often occurs with over-saturation, i.e., when traffic arrives at a flow rate that exceeds 
the capacity of the intersection. It may also occur at high volumes with many 
individual cycle failures. Poor progression and long cycle lengths may also contribute 
to such delays. 

• Unsignalized Intersections: At an unsignalized intersection, the major street 
through traffic and right turns are assumed to operate unimpeded and therefore 
receive no level of service rating. The level of service for the minor street and the 
major street left tum traffic is dependent on the volume and capacity of the 
available lanes, and, the number ?nd frequency of acceptable gaps in the major 
street traffic to make a conflicting turn. The level of service grade is provided for 
each conflicting movement at an unsignalized intersection and is based on the 
total average delay experienced by each vehicle. The delay includes the time it 
takes a vehicle to move from the back of a queue through the intersection. 

The unsignalized intersection level of service analysis does not account for variations in 
driver behavior or the effects of nearby traffic signals. Therefore, the results from this 
analysis usually indicates worse levels of service than may be experienced in the field. The 
unsigrtalized intersection level of service descriptions are provided below: 

• Level of Service A. Describes operations where there is very little to no conflicting 
traffic for a minor side street movement, i.e., an average total delay of less than 10.0 
seconds per vehicle. 

• Level of Service B. Describes operations with average total delay in the range of 10.1 
to 15.0 seconds per vehicle. 

• Level of Service C. Describes operations with average total delay in the range of 15 .1 
to 25.0 second per vehicle. 

• Level of Service D. Describes operations with average total delay in the range of 25. l 
to 35.0 seconds per vehicle. 

• Level of Service E. Describes operations with average total delay in the range of 35.1 
to 50.0 seconds per vehicle. 

• Level of Service F. Describes operations with average total delay of 50 seconds per 
vehicle. LOS F exists when there are insufficient gaps of suitable size to allow a side 
street demand to cross safely through or enter a major street traffic stream. This level 
of service is generally evident from extremely long total delays experienced by side 
street traffic and by queuing on the minor approaches. It is important to note that LOS 
F may not always result in long queues but may-result in adjustments to normal driver 
behavior. 
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• Development-Related Ridership Survey II; Washington Metropolitan Area Transit 
Authority; December, 1989 - Table 24, "Summary of Transit Mode Share - Retail", pp. 
66 
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Table 23. Mode Share by Location of Last Stop 

Retail Fairfox Arling. Other P.G. Mont. Other 
Location Mode D.C. County County Alex. Virginia County County Man:land Other Totals 

The Aut.o 3?.0% 46.6% 19.6% 62.6% 42.9% 57.1% 25.0% 68.8% 38.6% 33.7% 

Under- Transit 59.3 54.5 · 33.6 37.5 28.6 28.6 66.7 35.3 30.8 42.4 · 

Ground Other 3.7 0.0 46.7 0.0 28.6 14.3 8.3 6.9 30.8 23.9 

Total ·21.2 8.6 42.0 6.3 2.7 2.7 4.7 6.7 5.1 100.0 

Crystal Auto 29.3 84.6 32.1 37.5 71.4 100.0 86.4 66.3 62.5 47.7 
Plaza 'l'ransit 65.9 16.4 32.1 60.0 14.3 0.0 63.6 43.8 33.3 42.6 

Shope Other 4.9 0.0 85.7 12.6 14.3 0.0 0 .0 0.0 4.2 9.8 
I 

Total 26.8 8.6 18JJ 5.2 4.6 3.3 7.2 10.6 15;7 100.0 

°' Ballston Aut.o 32.l 68.8 67.6 68.8 66.8 ·15.0 66.7 63.3 71.4 53.3 ,r,. 

·Co~on Transit 64.1 18.8 31.2 25.0 18.9 26.0 33.3 46.7 14.3 36.6 
·Other 3.8 12.6 11.2 6.3 24.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 14.8 10.1 

Total · 24.6 10.1 39.4 5.0 11.7 1.3 0.9 4.7 2.2 100.0 

Bethesda Auto 27.6 100.0 16.7 100.0 100.0 33.3 41.4 48.0 12.5 38.6 
Metro · Transit 70.6 0.0 60.0 0.0 0.0 66.7 25.7 44.0 37.5 42.7 

Cent.er Other 2.0 0.0 33.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 32.9 8.0 60.0 18.7 
Total 29.8 1.2 3.6 1.2 2.8 1.8 40.9 14.6 4.7 100.0 

Mazza Auto 31.9 100.0 25.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 44.4 84.6 66.3 39.6 

Gallerie Transit 61.1 0.0 75.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 65.6 37.9 12.6 48.7 
Other 6.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 27.6 31.3 11.7 
Total 46.8 1.3 2.6 0.6 1.8 0.6 · 17.6 18.8 10.4. 100.0 
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Table 23. Mode Shal"e by Location of Last Stop 
(Continued) 

Retail :F'.airfax Arling. Other P.G. M.ont. Other 
Location Mode D.C. County County Alex. Virginia County County Mar:yland ~ Totals 

mdit's Aut.o 12.2 0.0 0.0 33.3 100.0 100.0 0.0 87.6 0.0 13.8 

Metro Transit 45.9 100.0 100.0 66.7 0.0 0.0 100.0 62.6 66.7 49.5 

Cent.er Other 42.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 83.3 37.1 
Total 86.2 1.0 1.9 1.4 0.6 0.5 1.9 3.8 2.9 100.0 

Union Auto 19.7 55.6 12.6 60.0 64.5 100.0 22.7 26.5 16.7 23.4 

Station Transit 48.6 44.4 60.0 26.0' 45.5 0.0 68.2 58.8 73.3 53.5 
Other 81.7 0.0 37.6 26.0 0.0 0.0 9.1 14.7 10.0 23.0 

Total 62.8 3.3 6.9 1.6 4.1 0.4 '8.2 12.6 11.2 100.0 

-The Shops Auto 12.7 50.0 0.0 60.0 0.0 0.0 25.0 20.0 14.4 

Transit 45.3 0.0 87.6 60.0 100.0 100.0 75.0 70.0 50.3 

Other 42.0 50.0 12.5 0.0 o:o 0.0 0.0 10.0 35.3 

Total 80.2 1.1 4.3 0.0 4.3 0.5 2.1 2.1 6.3 100.0 

Note: For each juriediction, the peroenta~ of trips by mode share is indicat.ed in the rows labeled "auto," "transit," and "other." These total verti, 
to 100'1,. The overall mode for each. -retail location ie shown in the ool~ns labeled "total." For eacl:t retail location, the row labeled "total" indica1 
the percentage of tripe from each jurisdiction. Thia row totals horizontally. 



Table 24. Surnrnary of Transit Mode Sh.are • Retail 

Number Percent . Percent 
of Transit Transit 

filt&a Rane Average 

CBD Locations 4 45.3% - 55.8% 49.5% 

Suburban Locations 4 34.4% - 40.7% 38.9% 
Inside Beltway 

Suburban Locations 0 
Outside Beltway 

All Retail Locations 8 34.4% • 55.8% 44.2% 





FLOOR AREAS OF USES 

Floor Parkin Theaters 
P3 146 300 
P2 166 500 
P1 203 400 

1 2 950 
M1 1 300 
2 1 550 
3 84 900 

M3 8 000 
Roof 
Total 516 200 95 700 
SITE AREA 215,940 SF 

'v 

SITE INFORMATION BASED ON: 
1. LOCATION OF' IMPROVEMENTS LOTS 7 0 

ANO 832 - SQUARE 2674 BY A. 
MORTON THOMAS AND ASSOCIATE , INC. 

Retail 

160 500 
1 300 

191 500 

353 300 

Bowlin Health Club Total Zanin FA 
153 800 
170 100 
207 200 

2 950 1 800 168 200 168 200 
2 600 2 600 

1 350 1 000 195 400 195 400 
42 650 38 050 165 600 165 600 

8 000 5 000 
11 650 

46 950 40 850 1 077 550 539 800 
215,940(2.5)=539,850 SF MAX. FA ~v 

2. PLAT OF SURVEY BY SURVEYOR'S O flCE, .C. 
3. ELEVATIONS FROM A. MORTON THOM S AND 
ASSOCIATES, INC. CONSULTING ENGINEE S 

BOWER 
LEWIS 

THROWER 

IT 
CAR ENTRY 

I 

BELL SCHOOL 

STRICKEN ALLEY- ADJUST--+-....._...._...,_., 
,.i.257.06' 

Y(s2.s') 
PROPERTY LINES TO CENTER 
OF STRICKEN ALLEY. WALL 

AND TREES FOR VISUAL ANO 
ACOUSTICAL SCREENING 

_,i._226.56' 
Y(32') 

_,.i._257.06' 
Y(62.5') 

-{> 

26B.56' 
(74') T.O.P. 

DC USA 

IRVING STREET CONTROL ELEVATION 

;; 

_..i.257 .06' 
Y(62.5') 

SUBWAY ENTRANCE 

EB 

I ! 

i 
\} 

I 

191.68' TC 

L 
i 

[ 



ENT & EXIT 

J 

2102 

RIGHT-OF-WAY FOR Al.LEY PURPOSES 

RESTRICTED AREA FOR 
TRUCK 'NRII AROUIIO 

-~-
u 

DEPARTMENT STORE 

----{> 

GROUND FLOOR PLAN 
19 

a: so•-ow 
GROUND FLOOR O' -0" ELEVATION = 194.56' 

OFFICE SUPPLY 

HOME FURNISHING 
SUPERSTORE ENTRY 

~--· 

SPECIALTY APPARELS 

~ L ___ _ 

LOCAL RETAIL 

i y 
~ I 

( 

w 
(.) 
z 

I 
w 

i m 
::::, 
Cl) 

MClmm: o~ PIIOJtCTN0,756100 • 
i.:.=.;::.::c;_;_;:;.;~ L._~_•.•_r_,)_~_-_

3900

_ .. _R ~_.,.,_,IP>M_(,c:s_,)_·~_

19

_~_~ __ -J ~ 1.::G;..;:;RID:;...;..:;PR::.:DP..;:;ER.;.;,;Tl,:;:ES'--_D....:5c:.::99:.....;LE:;~.:;clN;.:;;GT:.:;ON~AY-=-EN:.::;UE=---l[J-'IIC:.:EW.;;...;.;Y~:c;R:..::.K•....cNc:-Y .A..:..:,o:.;:;02:.:2_--=2.;.:12:.....;-9:.:35=--..=.:07C-',;;.Jffl §~~ ... :: L.

20

_N_ING_S_UB-MITT_AL_ L 



•51'-105/16"'<> I 

\ .' 
// 

r .. -----·-· .,,' 

HOME FURNISHING SUPERSTORE 

JiJ::;]:::I ::1 

Jiu:::::: : I 

-··-··-··- .. ___ _ 
-· .... -

[J c,1@:::::r 

. ~ . 
HOME ELECTRONICS SUPERSTORE 

OEPARTMENT STORE 

SECOND FLOOR PLAN 
2103 1· = 60'-0' 

GROUND FLOOR 16' -0" ELEVATION = 210.56' 

•~ i.:..:..:;;-=..:..:;;..;..c..~ '--------------' ~ ~G~RIO~PR~OP.:cER~Tl~ES:.,...___:S~99~L£:::;Xe.:!.IN:.,:.GT:.,:.OH~AV'.!:!EH:.::.UE!:..__N~Ee:._W...!:YO~R.!!!K,...!cH~'f ..!.!10~02~2------=2~12;::;-!1~3~S-~07=i40 

=~THROWER ARCHITECTS 
!215ARCHSTREET PHllADElPH~PAl9107 
TEL:(215)5833900 FAX:(215)5533036 DC USA PROJECT NO: 756100 LDF<A_W!N_G_TTTU_, _ __J rzWIN1GON03 I ZONING SUBMITTAL 

CHECKED BY: 
SCAI...£ ASNOTED 
ACAO nL£: 75612 fn 



··-................. _ 
-....... _ ·-

• 
• 

ROOF 

I 

rt-fo· 30• 100' 

THIRD FLOOR PLAN 
2104 1' = 60'-0' 

GROUND FLOOR 32' -0" ELEVATION 

LEWIS im;'r,f}i~~r~i"~&~9~~. • 

THROWER 

,,_,._ .. ______ .. ,• 

,..,.·"··, .. , ..... 

,,,./ 
/ 

113'-10 1/2" 

FAMILY BOWLING CENTER 

438'-0" 

226.56' 

...... ,. 

DC lJSA 
PROJECTN0: 756100 

01-3Q ... Q2 BOWER AIICllllEm. • ~s10Ns· 

ARCHITECTS L--------------' '-"G=RID::....:..:.;PR==.DP~ER.:.;.;Tla,::ES'-----=5=99c...:LE:::.:X=IN=..:GT=ON"'-'/,;"'-V""EN:.:::UE,.._____:N.:.:.EW::....;..:YD:::oRKc:,., ..:.,:NY,:_;,;:1 D:,:::D2e.::,2_~2;,.::12_,-9:.:::35:.._-=.:07c;.::.J40 ,o.n rn£, 7'61Z 1, 

ORA.WINGTITl..E: 

ZONING SUBMITTAL 



f.l 
541 CARS 
21l.1.!lllLSE 
376 SF/CAR 

e2 
434 CARS 
~ 
384 Sf/CAR 

e.;i 
389 CARS 
W,JllQ 
376 SF/CAR 

IllIALS 
1364 CARS 
~ 
378 Sf/CAR 

''i' 

~ 

PARKING LEVEL P1 
2105 1· = 60'-0' 

PARKING LEVEL P 1 -13' -0" ELEVATION 

~ 
SOWER LEW\SlltROY<ERARCl<ll!CTS 
1218 ARCH SlR(£T PH!C.AO£LPHCA PA 19107 
TEL:(215)!1833900 FAX:(215)51533038 

201·-a 13/16" 

''.?·,s 
v •. 

1111111111 

1111111111 

181.56' 

PROJECTN0: 756t00 •~ ARCHITECTS .___ __________ -' ~ l.!::G::!!!RIO:.._P~R!::!:OP.!:!ERT~l::::ES'---....=5~99'....!L£:!:!X~IN~GT~ON:,_;Ae:.!VE.:!:N~UE::.._--..!N~EW!!-.!!YO~RK~,..!!NY.!....!.!:10~02:!.2 _ _;2!_!:12::,-9~35~-~07=40 ,o,, nLE, 756\Z '" 

BOWER 
LEWIS 

THROWER DC lUS.A ro,.,, soe,ITT• 
'-------' ,~Z"'"1GQHo5 I 



BOWER 
LEWIS 

THROWER 

173'-7 11/16" 

100' 

PARKING LEVEL P2 
2106 1· = 60'-0' 

PARKING LEVEL P2 -25' -0" ELEVATION 169.56' 

ARCl!lllCIS; 
BOWtRLEWISTHROWtRARCHITtCTS 
1216 ARCH STRECT PHl~H~ PA 19107 
TEL:(215)S6JJSIOO f:AX:(215}56JJ036 ' DC lJS.A =EDBY, : 

• ~SIONS PROJECTN0:756100 

ARCHITECTS '-------------' ccG=RID'---PR=0P-"-ER~Tl=ES __ 5_99 __ LE=X~IN~GT_ON--'-'-AV=EN~UE __ N_EW---'-'Y0=R~K,_N_Y "'-'10'-"02'"-'-2---"2_12 __ -9=35c...-=07____,40 ACAD m.t, 7>612 1, 

~--~ l~ZW,N1GON06 I :NING SUBMITTAL 



BOWER 
LEWIS 

THROWER 

._____..;....._..u---..:::;MECHANICAL 
470· - o· 

92' -0" 

173'-7 11/16" 

L.·- ·· - ·· - ··- ··- ··- ·· - .. -·.- ·-- ··- ··- ··- ··- ·· -··- ··- ·· - ··- ··- .. - ··- ··- ·· -··-··-·· -··-··-·· --- - .. - ·· - ·· -··- .. -·· .. _ .. _ .. _ .. _ .. _ .. _,._ .. ___ ____ .. _ .. ___ _ .. _ .. _ .. _,,_ .. ___ _ .. __ __ ., _ .. ____ __ ___ ___ ___ ___ ______ _ .. ______ ___ ___ _ ,.j 

nit'o· 

PARKING LEVEL P3 
2107 1· • 60'-0' 

PARKING LEVEL P3 -37' -0" ELEVATION 

MCllll1m: 
BOWERUW!OlHROWtRARCKltCTS 
121&AACM STRUT PHII.NJEt.PH.-.PA 19107 
Ttt.,(215JsaJl900 r""': (21sJ56JJOJ6 

157.56' 

='---'!!:=e!J ZONING SUB~ITTAL • ~s.,..s, D C US A ~= -- 1-zHC10.
0

7 I 
ARCHITECTS .._ __________ _, c::G.:.::;RIO:;...;.;,;PR~0P..::ER.:.:.;Tl:::::ES'---__:Scc.:99c..:LE::::X=IN:.:;GTc.:;0Nc:....:::.::AV;;.EH=Ut=---.._,;H;.:::EW.::...,;.;YO=R=K•_:;Nc:...,Y ...:.:10,::;02::,2_--=-=-.;:::::...= = '-""'"--'-""-'-'J= ~----' 



1fflm 
11 I 11 

I I I I 
11 I 11 

I I I 

rm ' ' 11 I I 11 

mo- : :LJ.L : LJIL : ~ L , LJIL ' ii-- i 

2 14TH STREET ELEVATION 
2201 1· = 40· -o· 

PROJECT 0'-0' ELEVATION = 194.56' 

I 

~ 
I 
I i 
I 

I I I I I I I I I I I 

' 

II I I I I El) rttT 

~=~ ~ I H ! I I ll1t--i ' 
,m.l~f .. TD<-

@ IRVING STREET ELEVATION 
20 1' • 40'-0' 

PROJECT 0'-0' ELEVATION = 194.56' 

' ' 

I I I I I I 

' -

1·rt1H, 
~•"':' =~ 

I 
I 

I I 

I I 

' ' Ill 
' ' 

I I 

I EB I 

~: II 

I T 
I I IT 

11 I I 1 71 n 
' Ill ' : I ' I ' : I ' Ill 
' ' ' ' ' 

I I I T T T 
I I I I I I 

I I I I 7 I I 

11 11 I I I I I I I I I 

' 111 ' II! , 7 11 :-··1 I I: I Ill 

TT 
I I 

11 ' 

' IL ' 
' ' 

TT 
I 

TT 

11 ' 

: L11l ~: 

mm 
11 I 11 

11 I 11 

m 
:~ 

11 I 
11 I 11 

11 I 11 

' ITT 
: 1-i][ 

+ '"'"'"-CU' :17:c'- -

~ 
I_ J 
• 

u 
Q 

I , . 
LJ 

2201 



2 WEST ELEVATION 
2202 1· = 40•-o· 

PROJECT O'-O• ELEVATION = 194.56' 

@ PARK ROAD ELEVATION 
20 1· = 40'-0" 

PROJECT 0'-0' ELEVATION = 194.56' 

• 
> 

' 

• 

u 
Q 

ii 
~ 
EJ 

zzoz 



_J~~~-+--

PROJECT a· -o" ELEVATION = 194.56' 

1 
[jJ ii 

~ 

;J 
• 

u ~ 

i Q ' 

I " > 
~ --

D 



BANNER SUPPORT 

TUBULAR GRILL 

_TQeOFPARAPET~__L----~.--------+---------r-+-i~,______,--=EL64'-0' 
EL. 64'-0" 

0 
I 

ru 
M 

THEATERS/ E AINMENT 

-METAL PYLON 

i----1---4-1--1-l-1---GRAPHIC DISPLAY WALL 

VIEW GLASS 

1::1-.-1---ALUMINUM WINDOW GRID 

_TH~DFLOOR ~_J_-----'1-----~-l.----_.__._-_, 
LIMESTONE SPANDAEL EL. 32'-01 

.. 
0 
I 

~ 

RETAIL 

CONTINUOUS ALUMINUM LOUVER 
SPANDREL GLASS 

llu....JI.---VIEW GLASS/ ALUMINUM WINDOW WALL 

~--LIMESTONE COLUMN COVER 

SECOND FLOOA:Lic.-i-------->1,.--------1-t--1.....---------t1~ 
-EL16~ 

ALUMINUM SPANDAEL 

.. 
C) 

I 

~ 

.. 
0 

I 

(") 

CONTINUOUS ALUMINUM LOUVER 

DECORATIVE LIGHT FIXTURE 

RETAIL 

P1 PARKING 
Pt PARKING~--'J...Q...---1-----.>1.-----__J_-+-1-------..J.....+-v/r; 
EL -13--Co• '-1" 

BOWER 
LEWIS 

THROWER 

b 
I 

(\J 

P2 PARKING 

1 WALL SECTION • CONTROL POINT 
2302 1/8" = 1·-0· 

PROJECT O' -0" ELEVATJON = 194.56' 

D C T T s A. DAm ot-30-0l ZONING SUBMITTAL 

Ill__) ~::,:~, ~: 2302 

• ~SIONS, PROJECTN0,756\00DRAWlNGnn.£,BRAWIHGNO, 

SCAI..£: ASNOTtO 
ARCHITECTS L-----------J =GR:!.::'.....I0 ~PR0"-='PERe.!!::TIE:.::.,_S ____,5=99..,::,:LE:::.:.;,XING::.:.,::T0::.:...,:N A::..:..:,,VEN=UE:,___:.,::NEW~Y0R::,o,,K,..:.:.:.NY_,_,10=022:..___---"2.!.e...12--""93~5-0=7•o '°" nL£, ,s61 z,.c L-----' 





OUTLINE OF TESTIMONY OF 
REPRESENTATIVE OF THE 

APPLICANT 

I. Introduction and General Description of DC USA Operating Co., LLC 

II. Description of DC USA project 

III. Brief Overview of Development Plan for the Site 

IV. Brief Overview of Request for Parking Reduction 

V. Conclusion 

WASl #1075152 vl 
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OUTLINE OF TESTIMONY OF 
REPRESENTATIVE OF BOWER LEWIS THROWER ARCHITECTS 

I. Introduction 

II. Site Description 

III. Description of Proposed Development and Layout of Parking Facility 

IV. Conclusion 

WASl #1075154 vl 
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OUTLINE OF TESTIMONY OF 
LOU SLADE, GOROVE/SLADE ASSOCIATES, INC. 

I. Introduction 

II. Site Location 

III. Description of Traffic Generation Methodology 

IV. Analysis of Parking Demand Generated by Proposed Uses 

V. Description of Surrounding Traffic Network 

VIL Analysis of Impact of Development on Surrounding Streets 

VIII. Conclusions 
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I. Introduction 

II. Site Location 

OUTLINE OF TESTIMONY OF 
STEVEN E. SHER (LAND PLANNER) 

III. Site Description 

IV. Zoning 

V. Description of Special Exception Request 

VI. Compliance with Special Exception Standard 

VIL Conclusion 

WASl #1075156 vl 
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