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PREFACE 

This statement and attached documents are submitted by the 

WEST*GROUP Development Company LLC, and The Jarvis Company, LLC, the 

developers, on behalf of 6000 New Hampshire Avenue LLC, the owner of the subject 

property (collectively referred to herein as the "Applicants"), in support of their 

applications to the Zoning Commission of the District of Columbia for the 

consolidated review and one-step approval of a Planned Unit Development ("PUD") 

and related Zoning Map Amendment. 

The property that is the subject of this application consists of Parcel 12617 4, 

Lots 69, 70, 71, 72, 73, 801, 824 and 826 in Square 3714, and Lot 858 in Square 

3719 (the "Subject Property"). The Subject Property is located in the northeast 

quadrant of the District. Parcel l26/7 4 and Lot 858 in Square 3719 are bounded by 

Rittenhouse Street, New Hampshire Avenue, Peabody Street, Chillum Place and 

Sligo Mill Road. Lots 70, 71, 72, 73, 801, 824 and 826 in Square 3714 are bounded 

by Peabody Street, New Hampshire Avenue, a 15 foot public alley, and 1st Street. 

The Subject Property is currently zoned R-1-B, which permits a maximum height of 

forty feet and 3 stories. A maximum floor area ratio ("FAR") is not prescribed in the 

R-1-B District. 

The Applicants are seeking consolidated PUD approval and rezoning of the 

Subject Property to the R-5-A District, and intend to construct to a residential 

development of 199 units containing approximately 417,802 square feet of gross 

floor area dedicated to residential uses, with approximately 27 detached single 

family dwellings, 111 townhomes and 61 condominium apartments, on the Subject 
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Property. The detached single family dwellings will have a height of approximately 

35 feet above the first floor elevation. The -.townhomes will have a height of 

approximately 30 feet above the first floor elevation. The existing buildings to be 

converted into condominiums are approximately 40 feet in height above the first 

floor elevation. The project will have an overall floor area ratio ("FAR") of 

approximately 0.83 and will include approximately 381 off-street parking spaces. 

As set forth below, this statement and the attachments meet the filing 

requirements ~for a PUD application under Chapter 24 of the District of Columbia 

Zoning Regulations. 
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I. INTRODUCTION 

This statement and the attached docUI'nents support the applications of 

the WEST*GROUP Development Company LLC, and The Jarvis Company, 

LLC, the developers, on behalf of 6000 New Hampshire Avenue LLC, the 

owner of the subject property (collectively referred to herein as the 

"Applicants"), to the Zoning Commission for the District of Columbia 

("Commission") for the consolidated review and one-step approval of a 

Planned Unit Development ("PUD") and related Zoning Map Amendment. 

The Applicants are seeking PUD approval and rezoning of the Subject 

Property to the R-5.,.A District. 

The property that i_s the. subject of thi_s application consists of Parcel 

126/74, Lots 69, 70, 71, 72, 73, 801, 824 and 826 in Square 3714, and Lot 858 

in Square 3719 (the "Subject Property"). The Subject Property is located in 

the northeast quadrant of the District. Parcel 12617 4 and Lot 858 in Square 

3719 are bounded by Rittenhouse Street, New Hampshire Avenue, Peabody 

Street, Chillum Place and Sligo Mill Road, N.E. Lots 69, 70, 71, 72, 73, 801, 

824 and 826 in Square 3714 are bounded by Peabody Street, New Hampshire 

Avenue, a 15 foot public alley, and 1st Street, N.E. The Subject Property is 

currently zoned R-1-B, which permits a maximum height of forty feet and 

three stories. A maximum floor area ratio ("FAR") is not prescribed in the 

R-1-B District. The Applicants are seeking consolidated PUD approval and 

rezoning of the Subject Property to the R-5-A District. The requested zoning 

change is fully consistent with the District of Columbia Comprehensive Plan 
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("Comprehe:Qsive Plan"), i_ncluding the land use element which designates the 

Subject Property in the low density residential land use category. 

A. Summary of Proiect 

The Applicants propose to construct a residential development of 199 

units containing approximately 417,802 square feet of gross floor area 

dedicated to residential uses, with approximately 27 detached single faJDily 

dwellings, 111 townhomes and 61 condominium apartrnents, on the Subject 

Property. The detached single family dwellings · will have a height of 

approximately 35 feet above the first floor elevation. The townhomes will 

have a height of approximately 30 feet above the first floor elevation. The 

existing buildings to be converted into condominiums are approximately 40 

feet in height above the first floor elevation. The project will have an overall 

floor area ratio ("FAR") of approximately 0.83 and will include approximately 

381 off-street parking spaces. 

B. Background lilform.ation Regarding Applicants 

The development team for this project includes the WEST*GROUP 

Development Company LLC and The Jarvis Company, LLC. WEST*GROUP 

is a full-service real estate development, construction, brokerage, and 

management organization with over four decades of experience in the D.C. 

metropolitan area. WEST*GROUP's experienced team of real estate 

professionals has developed more than 13 million square feet of quality office, 

retail, industrial and residential space. The fi.rm specializes in distinctive 
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build-to-suit projects. WEST*GROUP maintains a strong comDli.bnent to 

innovation, integrity and an active involvement in the community. 

The Jarvis Comp~y, LLC, a District of ColUil).bia limited liability 

company, is a certified local-small-disadvanta~ed busi1;1ess enterprise founded 

in 1999 by fifth-generation Washingtonians and long-time, active 

participants in the business, political, and local community life of the 

Washington, D.C. metropolitan area. The Ja,rvis Company, LLC currently 

provides development consulting and general advice, counsel and assistance 

to real estate projects and partners; government relations and community 

development work; and permit acquisition, zoning counsel and/or other 

development related work, on a project-by-:project basis, on projects and 

opportunities in the District of Columbia, Maryland, Virginia, and 

nationwide. Currently, The Jarvis Company, LLC is a member of the 

respective development teams that are engaged in the redevelopment of the 

old Convention Center site and the historic Franklin School, and on the team 

that is developing the mixed-use project to construct Radio One's corporate 

headquarters in Shaw. 

U. PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

A. Site LOcation and Description 

1. Site Description 

The Subject Property consists of consists of Parcel126174, Lots 69, 70, 

71, 72, 73, 801, 824 and 826 in Square 3714, and Lot 858 in Square 3719. 

The Subject Property contains approximately 501,691 square feet of land 
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area.1 The Subject Property is situated in Ward 4 near the District of 

Columbia and Maryland boundary line. The Generalized Land Use Map of 

the Comprehensive Plan designates the Subject Property in the low density 

residential land use category. 

The Subject Property is currently improved with two vacant buildings 

that previously housed the Masonic and Eastern Star Nursing Home and 

Infirmary, but were most recently used as offices forMed-Star Health. The 

Applicants intend to convert these buildings into condominium apartment 

buildings. The use of these buildings as housing, as opposed to office uses, is 

more compatible with the surrounding residential uses and enhances the 

residential character of the neighborhood. The Applicants also propose to 

construct approximately 27 detached single frup.ily dwellings and 111 

townhomes on the Subject Property. 

2. Description of Surrounding Area 

The Subject Property is located in the northeast quadrant of the 

District. The Subject Property is zoned R-1-B and is surrounded primarily by 

property also zoned R-1-B. The Comprehensive Plan designates the area to 

the north, east and south of the Subject Property in the low density 

t The Applicants are discussing with two of the owners of single family 
dwellings adjacent to the larger parcel swapping land to even out the parcel. 
The plans submitted with the application, attached as Exhibit A, identify the 
locations of the areas to be exchanged. The Applicants will revise the plans 
to exclude those areas in the event that agreement cannot be reached with 
the two owners. If agreement is reached, those properties will be a part of 
the proposed development. For computational purposes, the land areas were 
adjusted to assume that the properties would be exchanged, which results in 
a slightly larger land area than is now included in the property. 

4 



residential land use category. The area to the west of the Subject Property is 

designated in the low density residential and production and technical 

employment land use categories. 

B. Project Design 

The proposed PUD reflects the careful consideration given by the 

Applicants and the architects to the unique location of the Subject Property. 

The proposed PUD and requested rezoning e.re consistent with the 

surrounding uses and intensity of uses. 

Careful consideration was given to the planning of the site. The goal 

was to develop the site in keeping with the best traditions of the 

neighborhoods of the District of Columbia. This proposal for new 

development is in keeping with, and complementary to, the surrounding 

neighborhoods. Townhouses are clustered at the core of the site and detached 

single family residences located at the perimeter. In this way, the existing 

detached single family houses across the street will face similar detached 

single family houses. 

Green space is used to complement the homes, in the form of street 

trees and planting strips and also as clear, usable Civic Greens. These areas 

offer opportunities for play, relaxation, and community interaction. They are 

also used as locations for underground storm water remediation, eliminating 

the need for unsightly_ storm water retention ponds. 

The new private streets are laid out to connect to the surrounding 

street system while at the same time to minimize traffic through the site, 



encouraging safe speeds and providing on-street parking. Alleys are provided 

behind all units, allowing rear loaded garages, trash collection, and utility 

connections behind the units, rather than on the front. 

The development was planned to be an appropriate and fitting 

example of Washingtonian residential architecture. A purposeful mix of unit 

types is employed, including condominium units of varying sizes; townhomes; 

and detached single family residences. Buildings are to be brick on all four 

sides, reflecting the homes in the surrounding neighborhoods. When 

complete, the new structures should blend seamlessly not only with each 

other, but also with the residences :found in the neighboring communities. 

The units have been designed with flexible layouts, to suit a wide 

range of family needs and sale prices. Each unit is provided with parking, 

most of which is off-street in garages. Porches and front stoops are 

pedestrian in scale, helping to establish a healthy sense of community and 

promote interaction between neighbors. Most units are also provided with a 

rear deck or balcony, encouraging interaction along the alleys. The net result 

is more eyes on the street, which will increase not only the sense of 

community but also the physical security of the neighborhood. 

This project contains an extensive landscaping program. Street trees 

are to be planted in relatively close proximity, lining the streets with their 

trunks, and shading the walks and fronts of the houses with their canopies. 

Elm trees, which have been devastated by disease, are to be re-introduced in 
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the form of new, disease :resistant cultivars such as the Liberty Elm. Red 

Maple trees surrouild the public green spaces, accenting them as special 

places With their dramatic foliage. Evergreen trees are used as screening 

elements, to contain undesirable views and provide privacy where 

appropriate. 

C. Matter of Right Development under Existing Zoning 

The Subject Property is zoned R-1-B. The R-1 District is designed to 

protect quiet residential areas now developed with one-family detached 

dwellings and adjoining vacant areas likely to be developed for those 

purposes. 11 DCMR §200.1. The R-1 District is subdivided into R-1-A and 

R-1-B Districts, providing for districts of low and high density, respectively. 

11 DCMR §200.3. The R-1-B District permits a maximum height of forty feet 

and three stories. 11 DCMR §400.1. Lots in the R-1-B District are required 

to have a minimum lot area of 5,000 square feet, and a minimum lot width of 

fifty feet. 11 DCMR §401.3 A maximum FAR is not prescribed in the R-1-B 

District. 11 DCMR §402.4 One-family detached dwellings are permitted in 

' 
the R-1-B District pursuant to Section 201.1(b). 11 DCMR § 201.1(b). 

Parking is required at a rate of one parking space for each dwelling unit. 11 

DCMR §2101.1. Under the PUD guidelines for the R-1-B District, the 

maximum permitted height for a residential use is forty feet, and the 

maximum FAR is 0.4. 11 DCMR §§ 2405.1, 2405.2. 
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D. Matter of Right Development under Proposed Zoning 

Under the proposed PUD, the zoning of the Subject Property would 

become R-5-A. The R-5 Districts are General Residence Districts designed to 

permit flexibility of design by permitting in a single district all types of urban 

residential development if they conform to the established height, density, 

and area requirements. 11 DCMR §350.1. The R-5-A District is designed to 

permit low height and density developments. 11 DCMR §350.2. The R-5-A 

District permits a maximum height of forty feet, with no limitation on the 

number of stories, and a maximum FAR o.f 0.9 for all structures. ll\DCMR 

§§400.1, 402.4. Parking in the R-5-A District is required at a rate of one 

space for each dwelling unit. 11 DCMR § 2101.1. Under the PUD standards 

for the R-5-A District, the maximum permissible height is sixty feet. 11 

DCMR § 2405.1. The PUD standards for the R-5-A Oistrict permit a 

maximum FAR of 1.0 for residential uses. 11 DCMR §.2405.2. 

E. Tabulation of Development Data 

See tabulation of development data on Sheets DOl and TOl of the 

Architectural Plans and Drawings attached hereto as Exhibit A. 

F. Flexibility under PUD Guidelines 

The PUD process was created to allow greater flexibility in planning 

and design than may otherwise be possible under conventional zoning 

procedures. Thus, the Applicants seek flexibility from several provisions of 

the Zoning Regulations. As permitted under section 2405.8, the Commission 

may grant such flexibility without the need for special exception approval 
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from the Board of Zoning Adjustment or compliance with the special 

exception standards that might otherwise apply. 

1. FleXibility Pursuant to Sections 410 and 2516 of the 
Zoning Regulations 

Section 410.1 of the Zoning Regulations provides that in an R-5 

District, if approved by the Board of Zoning Adjustment as a special 

exception, a group of one-family dwellings, flats, or apartment houses, or a 

combination of these buildings, with division walls erected from the ground 

up or from the lowest floor up, may be erected and deemed a single building 

for the purpose of the Zoning Regulations. 11 DCMR §410.1. Section 2516 of 

the Regulations allows multiple buildings on a single subdivided record lot, 

which is useful where as here, there are large_ deep lots having a smaller 

amount of street frontage. 

As shown on the proposed site plan labeled as Sheet SOl of the 

Architectural Plans and Drawings attached hereto as Exhibit A, the 

Applicants propose to erect the townhomes in groups of buildings. All 

buj_ldings in the group of buildings will be erected simultaneously, and all 

front entrances of the group will abut either a street, front yard or front 

court. However, since the Subject Property has a large land area compared to 

the amount of street frontage, the Applicants propose that the Zoning 

Commission treat each grouping of townhomes as a single building for the 

purpose of the Zoning Regulations so that each individual dwelling need not 

satisfy all the area and bulk provi_sion_s. 
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2. Flexibility from Yard Requirements 

Pursuant to Section 405.9 of the Zoning Regulations, side yards 

provided in the R-5-A District must have a minimum width of not less eight 

feet. A rear yard with a minimum width of twenty feet is also required 11 

DCMR §404.1. For lots having no street frontage, a front yard equal to the 

minimum required rear yard is also required by §2516.5(b). The Applicants 

request flexibility from these requirements because a number of the yards 

provided are less than the required width. As shown on the Architectural 

Plans and Drawings attached hereto as Exhibit A, including the 

computations on Sheet T01, the Applicants have designed the layout of the 

proposed development to meet as many of the applicable zoning requirements 

as possible. However, due to design and massing features of the project, and 

the clustering of units to ensure open space, a number of the units do not 

have complying yards. However, the project includes a significant amount of 

open. space, as the overall lot occupancy is approximately 29.4%, and 

approximately 34.9% of the Subject Property is devoted to open, green space. 

m. 
THE PROJECT MEETS THE STANJ)ARDSOF_THE 

ZONING REGuLATIONS AND PuifREQUIREMENTS 

A. PUD Process is AppropJ"iateM~banism for the Project 

The PUD process is the appropriate mechanism for guiding the 

development of the PUD Site. It al.lows the project to be developed within the 

purview of the Zoning Commission while at the same time providing 

opportunities for input from various agencies and parties. Through the PUD 
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process, the Office of Planning and other District agencies will have the 

opportunity for greater participation in the fulfillment of the District's 

planning objectives for this area. Similarly, the adjacent property owners 

and area residents will have the opportunity to express their views about the 

proposed development. Accordingly, the use of the PtJD process gives the 

community and District agencies an opportunity to work with the Applicants 

to ensure a well-planned development. 

B. :Pun Reguirements under Cllapter 24. of the. Zoning 
Regulations 

1. Area Requirements under Section 2402.1Cc) 

The PUD Site area is approximately 501,691 square feet 

(approximately 11.5 acres) in land area, which exceeds the minimum area 

requirement of two acres for a PUD in the R-5-A District. 11 DCMR 

§2401.1(b). 

2. Height and FAR Requirements under Sections 2405.1 and 
2405.2 

The proposed development has been evaluated under· the PUD 

guidelines for the R-5-A District. As noted above, under the PUD guidelines 

for the R-5-A District, the mrudinum height of the pr()ject is limited to 60 feet. 

11 DCMR §2405.1. The maximum FAR for a PUD in the R-5-A District is 1.0 

for residential uses. 11 DCMR § 2405.2. The detached single family 

dwellings will have a height of approximately 35 feet above the first floor 

elevation. The townhomes will have a height of approximately 30 feet above 

the first floor elevation. The existing buildings to the converted into 
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condom.iniuins are approximately 40 feet in height above the first floor 

elevation. These heights are less than the permissible height. Moreover, the 

project will have a residential FAR of 0.83, or 417,802 square feet of gross 

floor area, which is less than the maximum permitted as a matter-of-right or 

under the PUD guidelines. 

3. Impacts of the Project under Section 2403.3 

The proposed PUD will have a positive impact on the surrounding 

area. Overall, the proposed development will significantly improve the 

existing area by virtue of the exceptional architectural design, as well as by 

providing development to a currently underdeveloped site. The proposed 

. PUD's design carefully considers the nearby residen·ces and accordingly, will 

have a minimal impact on that ·area. 

The proposed PUD will have no unacceptable impact on traffic. As 

indicated in the traffic impact study, attached hereto as Exhibit F, the 

proposed development will ha.ve no effect on the intersection levels of service 

and they will continue td operate at levels of Service A and B. The traffic 

impact study also indicates that the area is well served by transit and that 

pedestrian connections in the area will be enhanced by the development. The 

traffic impact analysis also concludes that the amount of proposed parking 
' 

spaces satisfies both the Zoning Requirements and the practical 

requirements of the development, and as a result, there will be no spillover 

parking into the surrounding community. 
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4. Not Inconsistent with Comprehensive Plan _under Section 
MMA . ~ . 

AB discussed at length below, the PUD project is not inconsistent with 

the Comprehensive Plan, as discussed at length below. 

C. Goals and Obiectives of the Proposed PUD 

The proposed PUD is designed to achieve several important goals and 

objectives, as discussed below. 

D. Public Benefits and Proiect Amenities 

1. Overview 

The PUD guidelines require the evaluation of specific public benefits 

and project amenities for a proposed project. Public benefits are defined as 

"superior features of a proposed planned Writ development that benefit the 

surrounding neighborhood or the public in general to a significantly greater 

extent than would likely result from the development of the site under the 

matter of right provisions .... " 11 DCMR 2403.6. A project amenity is further 

defined as "one type of public benefit, specifically a functional or aesthetic 

feature of the proposed development, that adds attractiveness, convenience or 

co~fort of the project for occupants -and immediate neighbors." 11 DCMR 

2403.7. Additionally, when deliberating the merits of a PUD application, the 

Zoning Commission is required to "judge, balance and reconcile the relative 

value of the project amenities and public benefits offered, the degree of 

development incentives requested, and any potential adverse effects 

according to the specific circumstances of the case." 11 DCMR 2403.8. Public 
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benefits and project amenities may be exhibited in a variety of ways and may 

overlap with furthering the policies and goals of the Comprehensive Plan. 

2. Housing and Affordable Housing (Section 2403.9(0) 

The single greatest benefit to the area, and the city as a whole, is the 

creation of new housing consistent with the goals of the Zoning Regulations, 

the Comprehensive Plan and the Mayor's housing initiative. The proposed 

PUD will contain approximately 417,802 square feet of gross floor area 

dedicated to residential uses. The Applicants intend to convert the two 

vacant buildings on the Subject Property that previously housed the Masonic 

and Eastern Star Nursing Home and Infirmary, but were most recently used 

as offices for Med-Star Health, into condominium buildings. The use of these 

buildings as housing, as opposed to office uses, is more compatible with the 

surrounding residential uses and enhances the residential character of the 

neighborhood, Moreover, the Applicants are committed to ensuring that 

people with low and moderate incomes share the homes and benefits to be 

provided by the proposed PUD. Therefore, the project will include 10 units 

offered as affordable housing units. Five of the affordable units will be 

townhomes and five will be condominium units. The affordable units will be 

integrated throughout the development. Eligible purchasers will be families 

and individuals whose annual incomes are no more than 80% of the area 

median income. 

The West condominium building will also be restricted to residency by 

persons aged fifty-five and older. This will offer the possibility that senior 
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citizens residing in the community could remain in the community in a 

smaller, more maintenance friendly home. This building will be designed to 

be handicapped accessible and will contain additional features to facilitate an 

independent lifestyle for the residents. 

3. Urban Design, Architecture. Landscaping and Open 
Space (Section 2403.9(a)) 

The high quality of architectural design in the proposed development 

exceeds that of most matter of right projects. The Applicants have 

commissioned the exceptional architectural design firins of Ferrell Madden 

Associates, Frank Lohsen McCrery Architects and Eric Colbert & Associates 

to create buildings that will further the goals of urban design and enhance 

the streetscape and surrounding neighborhood. 

The project has an overall lot occupancy of 29.4%. This is 10.6 % less 

than the matter-of-right lot occupancy of 40% in both the R-1-B and R-5-A 

Districts. The open spaces are distributed throughout the site, and include 

Civic Greens that serve as common open focal space. 

As noted earlier, this project contains an extensive landscaping 

program. Street trees are to be planted in relatively close proximity, lining 

the streets with their trunks, and shading the walks and fronts of the houses 

with their canopies. Elm trees, which have been devastated by disease, are 

to be re-introduced in the form of new, disease resistant cultivars such as the 

Liberty Elm. Red Maple trees surround the public green spaces, accenting 

them as special places with their dramatic foliage. Evergreen trees are used 
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as screening elements, to contain undesirable views and provide privacy 

where appropriate. 

4. .First Source Employment Agreement and Local. Small 
and-: Disadvantaged __ Business Enterprises (Section 
2403.9(j)) 

Expanding employment opportunities for residents and local 

businesses is a priority of the Applicants. indeed, The Jarvis Company, LLC, 

is a certified LSDBE and has substantial experience in outreach to 

disadvantaged businesses and a proven track record in working with 

communities to mwtimize economic and employment opportunities during 

development. Moreover, the Applicants will be. entering a First Source 

Employment Agreement with the Department of Employment S~rvices. The 

Applicants will also be entering a Local, Small, and Disadvantaged Business 

Enterprises (LSDBE) Memorandum of Understanding with the District's 

Office of Local Business Development. 

IV. 
COMPLIANCE WITH THE COMPREIIENSIVE PLAN 

The proposed PUD advances the purposes of the Comprehensive Plan, 

is consistent with the Generalized Land Use Map, and furthers and complies 

with the major themes and elements for the District and Ward 4 in the 

Comprehensive Plan. 
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A. Pmposes of the Comprehensive Plan 

The purposes of the Comprehensive Platl are six-fold: 

(1) Define the requirements and aspirations of 
_District residents, and accordingly influence social, 
economic and physical development; (2) Guide 
~xecutive and legislative decisions on matters 
affecting the District and its citizens; (3) Promote 
economic growth and jobs for District residents; ( 4) 
-Guide private and public development in orcler to 
achieve District and community goals; (5) Maintain 
and enhance the natural and architectural- assets of 
the District; and (6) Assist in conservation, 
stabilization, and improvement of each 
neighborhood and community in the District. 

D.C. Code §1-245(b). 

The PUD project significantly advances these purposes by promoting 

the social, physical and economic development of the District through the 

provision of a quality residential development that is affordable to a range of 

incomes; and the replacement of a primarily unimproved property with 

development that will enhance the built environment. 

B. Generalized Land Use Map 

The proposed rezoning is consistent with ~he Generalized Land Use 

Map, which designates the Sqbject Property in the low density residential 

land use category. The project will have an overall FAR of approximately 

0.83, which is below the effective density of 1.2 FAR (40% lot occupancy times 

three stories) periJ~itted in the R-1-B District. The number of units proposed 

is approximately seventeen units per acre. The R-1-B, District permits 

approximately 8.5 units per acre, the R-2 District permits approximately 
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fourteen units per acre and the R-3 District permits approximately twenty-

two units per acre. The proposed development is therefore within the limits 

of the range of single-family zones. 

Further, the overall density of the broad swath designated for low 

density residential along the northeastern boundary of the District would 

remain essentially unchanged. Since the Generalized Land Use Map does 

not drill down to establish the density permitted on each site, the Zoning 

Commission can appropriately increase the density on a particular site as 

long as the overall character and density .are maintained. The Subject 

Property is the only large underdeveloped residential site in this area. 

Allowing the density proposed with the clustered site plan will result in a 

variety of housing types to hit different segments of the local housing market, 

consistent with .other policies of the Comprehensive Plan discussed below. 

c. Compliance with Major Themes of the Comprehensive 
Plan 

The Project is consistent with many of the Comprehensive Plan's major 

themes as follows: 

1. Stabilizing and Improving the District's Neighborhoods 

The proposed PUD will significantly increase the availability and 

variety of housing in the District. Moreover, the proposed residential use will 

create a stable and vibrant neighborhood. Finally, the inclusion of a number 

of affordable housing units will increase housing opportunities in Ward 4 and 

the District. 
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2. Increru;jng the Quantity and Quality of Employment 
Opportunities in. the District 

The Applicants are committed to expanding employment opportunities 

for residents, and will be entering both a First Source Employment 

Agreement with the Department of Employment Services and a Local, Small, 

and Disadvantaged Business Enterprises (LSDBE) Memorandum of 

Understanding with the District's Office of Local Business Development. 

3. Respecting and Improving the Physical Character of the 
District 

The Applicants' proposal respects and improves the physical character 

of the District through the construction of a well-planned and carefully 

designed development that provides a mix of housing types and includes 

affordable housing units. 

4. Reaffirming and Strengthening the District's Role as an 
Economic Hub 

The Comprehensive Plan encourages maximum use of the District's 

location for both private and public growth to promote economic development. 

Housing construction for all income levels is parainount to the success of the 

economic goals of the District. This mixed-income, mixed-housing type 

project furthers this theme by incorporating residential development to 

promote the economic health and well-being of the region. 
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D. Compliance with Maior_ Elements _of the _Comprehensive 
Plan 

The proposed PUD furthers the objectives and policies of many of the 

Comprehensive Plan's major elements as follows: 

1. Housing Element 

According to the Housing element of the Comprehensive Plan, housing 

in the District is viewed as a key part of a total urban living system that 

includes access to transportation and shopping centers, the availability of 

employment and training for suitable employment, neighborhood schools, 

libraries, recreational facilities, playgrounds, and other public amenities. 

See 10 DCMR § 300.4. Also as stated in the Housing element of the 

Comprehensive Plan, the District recognizes its obligatioQ to facilitate the 

availability of adequate, affordable housing to meet the needs of current and 

future residents. The District strives to stimulate a wider range of housing 

choices and strategies through the production of new llnits for a variety of 

household types. A priority under the District's housing element of the 

Comprehensive Plan is to maintain and upgrade the District's affordable 

rental stock, a goal that is supported by the proposed PUD. See 10 DCMR §§ 

300.1- 300.3. 

The proposed PUD meets this goal by providing a total of 

approximately 417,802 square feet of gross floor area dedicated to residential 

uses. Moreover, the Applicants are committed to ensuring that people with 

low and moderate incomes share the homes and benefits to be provided by 
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the proposed PUD. Therefore, the project will include H) units offered as 

affordable housing units. Five of the affordable units will be townhomes and 

five will be condominium units. The affordable units will be integrated 

throughout the development. Eligible purchasers will be families and 

individuals whose annual incomes are no more than 80% of the area median 

income. 

2. Urban Design Element 

The Urban Desigp element states that it is the District's goal to 

promote the protection, enhancement and enjoyment of the natural environs 

and to promote a built environment that serves as a complement to the 

natural environment, provides visual orientation, enhances the District's 

aesthetic qualities, emphasizes neighborhood identities, and is functionally 

etficient. See 10 DCMR § 701.1. 

The Urban Design element also has an objective of encouraging new 

construction or renovation/rehabilitation of older buildings in area~ with 

vacant or underused land or structures in order to create a strong, positive 

physical identity. See 10 DCMR § 712.1. 

The proposed PUl> has been designed to enhance the physical 

character of the area and complement the materials, height, scale and 

massing of the surrounding development. See .10 DC~ § 708.2. 

The streetscape objective of this element· is to establish a clear 

classification of streets and sidewalks that is . functionally efficient and 

visually coherent, enhances the pedestrian environment, and provides for the 
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orderly movement of goods and services. See 10 DCMR § 709.1. The new 

private streets are laid out to I_D.inimize traffic through the site, encouraging 

safe speeds and providing on-street parking. Alleys are provided behind all 

units, allowing .rear loaded garages, trash collection, and utility connections 

behind the units, rather than on the front. 

3. Land Use Element 

The Land Use element encourages a substantial amount of new 

housing in order for the District to perform its role as the region's urban 

center providing the greatest density of jobs and housing. 10 DCMR § 1100.2. 

Policies designed to support residential neighborhoods include promoting the 

enhancement and revitalization of District neighborhoods for housing and 

related uses; ensuring a broad range of residential neighborhood options, and 

providing wide-ranging assistance for neighborhoods for relatively poor 

quality by joint public and private action and concentrated governmental 

attention and resources. 10 DCMR §§ 1104.1 (a), (c), and (e), a11d 1118.6. 

The proposed PUD responds to these goals with the development of a high-

quality residential project that includes housing opportunities for a range of 

incomes. 

E. Compliance with Ward 4 Elements of the Comprehensive 
Plan · 

I 

I. Ward 4 Housing Element 

A primary objective for housing in Ward 4 is to provide for the housing 

needs of low- and moderate-income households,. and the Ward 4 housing 
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element calls for stimulating new and rehabilitated housing to meets all 

levels of need and demand. 10 DCMR §§1508.1(a), 1509.l(a). The proposed 

PUDwill contain a total of approximately 417,802 square feet of gross floor 

area dedicated to residential uses. Moreover, the Applicants are committed 

to ensuring that people with low and moderate incomes share the homes and 

benefits to be provided by the proposed PUD. Therefore, the project will 

include 10 units offered as affordable housing units. Five of the affordable 

units will be townhomes and five will be condominium units. The affordable 

units will be integrated throughout the development. Eligible purchasers 

will be families and individuals whose annual incomes are no more than 80% 

of the area median income. 

2. Ward 4 Transportation Element 

An objective for transportation in Ward 4 is to support the living 

environment and cominerce of the ward and the District and to support 

development objectives for expanded housing opportunities for ward 

residents. 10 DCMR § 1514.1(a). Moreover, one of the policies in support of 

transportation is to continu~ to requi_re developers to provide appropriate 

traffic studies and mitigation measures prior to major development. 10 

DCMR § 1515.1(a), (2), (n). 

The Applicants have submitted a Traffic Impact Study, which is 

attached hereto as Exhibit F, in connection with this application. As 

indicated in the study, the proposed development will have no effect on the 

intersection levels of service and they will continue to operate at levels of 
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service A and B. The traffic impact study also indicates that the area is well 

served by transit and that pedestrian connections in the area will be 

enhanced by the development. The traffic impact analysis also concludes 

that the amount of proposed parking spaces satisfies both the Zoning 

Requirements and the practical requirements of the development, and as a 

result, there will be no spillover parking into the surrounding community. 

3. Ward 4 Urban Design Element 

The objectives for urban design in Ward 4 include preserving and enhancing 

the physical qualities and character of the ward's neighborhoods through 

preservation and enhancement of its built environment, and encouraging 

well-designed developments in areas that are vacant, underused or 

deteriorated. 10 DCMR §§ 1520.1(a), (b). The Applicants has commissioned 

the architectural design firms of Ferrell Madden Associates, Frank Lohsen 

McCrery Architects and Eric Colbert & Associates to create impressive 

buildings that will further the goals of urban design and enhance the 

streetscape and surrounding neighborhood. The development was planned to 

be an appropriate and fitting example of Washingtonian residential 

architecture. A purposeful mix of unit types is employed, including 

condominium units of varying sizes; townhomes; and detached single family 

residences. All are to be brick on all four sides, reflecting the homes in the 

surrounding neighborhoods. When complete, the new structures should 

blend seamlessly not only with each other, but also with the residences found 

in the neighboring communities. 
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4. Ward 4 Land Use Element 

A key land use concern in Ward 4 is preserving, protecting, and 

stabilizing the ward's residential neighborhoods. §§ 1528.11(a), 1529.1(a). 

The proposed PUD responds to these goals with the development of a high

quality project that includes housing opportunities for a range of incomes. 
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v. 
CONCLUSION 

For the reasons stated above, the Applicants submit that the PUD and 

related map amendment meet the standards of Chapter 24 of the Zoning 

Regulations and are consistent with the plirposes and intent of the Zoning 

Regulations and Zoning Map. Accordingly, the Applicants request that the 

Zoning Commission determine that the applications have merit and that a 

public hearing on the applications should be scheduled. 

# 2958492_ v5 

Respectfully submitted: 

HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP 

By: ),.._/11, J1.-.-.-..-
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INTRODUCTION 

This report presents the results of a traffic impact study for the proposed 6000 New Hampshire 

Avenue development in northeast Washington, D.C. The site is located along the west side of 

New Hampshire Avenue between Peabody Street and Rittenhouse Street It is bordered by New 

Hampshire Avenue to the east, Sligo Mill Road to the w'est, Peabody Street to the south, and 

Rittenhouse Street to the north. Included in this site is also a parcel in between New Hampshire 

Avenue and First Street, south of Peabody Street. The total site location is shown on Figure 1. 

The proposed development includes approximately 199 residential units, involving a mix of 

single family detached houses, townhouses, and condominiums. The site cutrel)tly contajns 

offices for Medstar Health and a vacant nursing home facility. 

The following ~affic study was prepared to satisfy the traffic requirements associated with. the 

Planned Unit Development (PUD) application and in accordance with the direction provided by 

the Pist:Pct ofColl,liilbia Department of Transportation (DDOT). 

The following sections of this report describe the area transportation system, existing traffic 

volumes, the calculation of background traffic volumes, and the in;lpact of the proposed 

development. 
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Map Source: 
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AREA TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM 

Existing Area Streets 

Streets considered in this study included New HafiJpshire Avenue, a key arterial, wbi~h 1;taverses 

the immediate site area, as well as other collector and neighborhood streets. A brief description 

of the atea street system follows: 

New Hampshire Av~ue- This ~jor north-south arterial serves as a major commuter route 

between Maryland and Washington, D:C. In the vicinity of the site, New Hampshire Avenue has 

a four-lane cross-section with sidewalks on both the east and west sides. It forms the eastern 

boundary of the property. The study intersections of New Hampshire Avenue With Rittenhouse 

Street and Peabody Street are signalized The study intersection ofNew Hampshire Avenue and 

Quackenbos Street is unsignalized, with the Quackenbos Street approach being stop controlled. 

Rittenhouse Street- This local east-west street, whjch foriilS the northern boundary of the study 

area, has a two-lane cross section with on-street parking and sidewalks on both the north and 

soufu sides in the vici_nity of the site. To the west of Sligo Mill Road, Rittenhouse Street operates 

one-way westbound only and has a one-lane cross section. The study intersection of Rittenhouse 

Street and Sligo Mill Road is unsignalized, with all approaches being stop controlled 

Sligo Mill Road- This local north-south street extends northward from Chillum Place. In the 

vicinity of the site, Sligo Mill Road has a two-lane cross section with on-street parking and a 

sidewalk on the west side. It forms the western boundary of the study area. The study 

intersection of Sligo Mill Road with Chillum Place is unsignalized, with the Sligo Mill Road 

approach being stop controlled 

Chillum Place - This local east-west street begins at Peabody Street and provides access to 

locations northwest of the study area. In the vicinity of the site, Chillum Place has a tw<rlane 

cross-section. 

Peabody Street- Thi,s local east-west street extends eastward from Chillum Place. In the vicinity 

of the site, Peabody Street has a two-lane cross section. A sidewalk is provided along the north 

side in between the existing driveway serving the property and New Hampshire Avenue. 

Peabody Street and Chillum Place form the southern boundary of the study area. the study 
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intersection of Peabody Street with First Street is unsignalized, with the First Street approach 

being stop controlled. The study intersection of Peabody Street with New Hampshire Avenue is 

signalized. 

First Street- This local east-west street intersects with Peabody Street at the location of the 

existing driveway that serves the property. First Street bas a two lane cross section, and its 

intersection with Peabody Street is unsignalized, with the First Street approach being stop 

controll~d 

Quackenbos Street- This local east-west roadway begins at New Hampshire Avenue and 

provides access to communities east of New Hampshire Avenue. It has a two lane cross section 

in the vicinity of the site and has sidewalks on both the north and south sides. 

Existing Area Transit Service 

Existing transit service U. the study area includes the nearby Fort Totten Metrorail station on the 

Red Line and Green Line, as well as Metrobus service. 

Metrobus service in the vicinity of the study area is provided along New Hampshire Avenue by 

the New Hampshire Avenue-Maryland Line (Route K6). The New Hampshire Avenue-Maryland 

Line serves the White Oak, Northwest Park, Langley Park, Chillum, and Fort Totten Metrorail 

Station areas. The buses on this route travel north and south along New Hampshire Avenue on 

weekdays, weekends, a4d hol_ida:ys. 

There are siX bus stops along New Hampshire A venue in the stl.).dy area, with three each on the 

northbound and southbound sides. Two of the southbound bus stops have bus shelters. One 

shelter is located near the intersection ofNew Hampshire Avenue and Rittenhouse Street, and the 

other is located near the intersection ofNew Hampshire Avenue and Peabody Street. 

Future Transportation Improvements 

There are no progranuned transportation improvements that were considered for this study. 
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DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT 

Location 

The proposed 6000 New Hampshire Avenue residential development is bordered by New 

Hampshire Avenue to the east, Sligo Mill Road to the west, Rittenhouse Street to the north, and 

Peabody Street to the south. Included in this site is also a parcel in between New Hampshire 

Avenue and First Street, south of Peabody Street. The proposed development consists of 199 

residential units, including 27 single family detache4 homes and 172 multifamily units 

(townhouses a,nd condominiums). The site currently contains offices for Medstar Health and a 

vacated nursing home. The property currently has seven vehicle access driveways, including.one 

along Peabody Street opposite First Street, four along Sligo Mill Road, one along New 

Hampshire A venue, and one on First Street. 

Vehicle Access 

Vehicle access is planned to be provided along New Hampshire A venue opposite Quackenbos 

Street, at three locations along Peabody Street including the existing driveway opposite First 

Street, at three driveways along Sligo Mill Road, and at one driveway along Rittenhouse Street. 

The presence of eight access points to serve 6000 New Hampshire A venue will result in an 

effective dispersal of site traffic and the r~alignment ofthe existing driveway on New Hampshire 

Avenue will consolidate two intersections into one. The locations of the existing and proposed 

driveways are shown on Figure 2. 

Parking 

The proposed site will include a total of381 parking spaces. Of these, 280 sp~~s are provided 

specifically for the single family detached homes and multifamily units. This exceeds the zoning 

requirement of 199 parking spaces (1 space per residential unit). these spaces are strategically 

located to satisfy the needs of the individual residential units. In addition to these 280 spaces, ail 

additional 101 private street parking spaces ate also included withi,n. the property. The resulting 

381 parking spaces will be more than sufficient to s_atisfy the parking needs for the 199 residential 

units with no resulting spillover of parking into the surrounding community. 
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TRAFFIC VOLUMES 

Traffic yolumes used in this study include existing traf}ic vollimes, rtle projection of ~tlic 

volumes to obtain background traffic volumes, and traffic generated by the proposed 

development to obtain total future traffic volumes. The District of Columbia transportation staff 

directed that the weekday AM and PM commuter peak hours be studied. Intersections identified 
for study by District of Columbia Department of Transportation staff are as follows: 

• Sligo Mill Road and Rittenhouse Street 

• Sligo Mill Road and Chillum Place 

• First Street and Peabody Street 

• New Hampshire Avenue and Peabody Street 

• New Hampshire Avenue and Quackenbos Street 

• New Hampshire Avenue and Rittenhouse Street and 3rd Street 

Figure 3 shows the lane designations at the study area intersections. The following sectiogs 

describe the traffic volumes used in this study. 

Existing Traffic Volumes 
Traffic counts were conducted at the study area intersections before schools closed in May 2005 

between 7:00AM and 9:00AM and between 4:00PM and 6:00PM. These counts were used to 

establish cw:tent peak hp~ traffic conditions. The peak hours at each intersection were 

established by identifying the peak 60 ~nutes of traffic during the AM and PM peak hours. 

From these traffic counts, the peak study hours were identified for eacl:t intersection as follows: 

• 
• 
• 

Sligo Mill Road and Rittenhouse Street- 7:30 to 8:30AM, 5:00 to 6:00 PM 

Sligo Mill Road and Chillum Place- 7:45 to 8:45AM, 4:30 to 5:3() PM 

First Street and Peabody Street ,.-7:15 to 8:15AM, 5:00 to 6:00PM 

• New Hampshire Avenue and Peabody Street-7:15 to 8:15AM, 4:15 to 5:15PM 

• New Hampshire Avenue and Quackenbos Street -7:00 to 8:00AM, 5:00 to 6:00PM 

• New Hampshire Avenue and Ri~enhouse Street and 3rd Street-7:15 to 8:15AM, 5:00 to 

6:00PM 

The existing peak hour traffic v9lumes at the study intersections are shown on Figure 4. The 

appendix of this report contains the traffic count and pedestrian count sllinmaries. IIi addition to 

peak hour volumes, available average ~ual weekday traffic (AA WT) volumes for streets within 
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the study area were obtained from the District of Columbia Department of Transportation. These 

counts were taken by the District ~!,long Rittenhouse Street ancJ New Hampshire Avenl).e. For 

these streets, AA WT volumes are 5,400 and 28,800 vehicles, respectively, and are shown on 

Figure4. 
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Background Traffic Volumes 

Background traffic volumes represent future traffic that would travel through the area 

intersections without the proposed 6000 New Hampshire A venue development. In order to 

represent the growth of traffic resulting from development activity outside the study area, traffic 

volumes for each of the movements at the study intersections were increased by 1% per year to 

the horizon year of2009, as directed by DDOT. These volumes are referred to as 2009 

Background Traffic Volumes and are shown at the study intersections on Figure 5. 

Site Generated Traffic Volumes 

Peak hour traffic volumes generated by the proposed residential development were calculated 

using the JTE Trip Generation Report based on trip equations for Land Use Codes 210 (single

family detached housing) and 204 (residential condominium/townhouse). A summary of the trip 

figures is shown in Table 1. 

Tablet 
6000 New Hampshire Avenue 

Site Generated Traffic Volumes 
AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour 

Land Use In Out Total In Out Total 

172 Condoffownhome 
14 66 80 63 31 94 

Residential Units 
27 Detached Single-Family 

7 21 28 21 12 33 
Homes 

Total 21 87 108 83 43 126 

The AM and PM peak hour trips were assigned to the area streets based upon existing traffic 

volume patterns in the study area as well as the location of the site access points serving the 

proposed development along New Hampshire Avenue, Peabody Street, and Sligo Mill Road. The 

resulting percent distributions of site generated trips onto the key streets are listed below in Table 

2. Trips were assigned to the site driveways based on two assumptions: (1) vehicles will tend to 

use the most convenient driveway, and (2) vehicles will tend to avoid using driveways at 

intersections with relatively high traffic volumes. 
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TAl. . :" :;;+~F ~-

Dlstrlbutroa ofs&e~llled.T;aftle .. -: 

Direction To/From Residential Development 
To/From North on New Hampshire Avenue 25% 

To/From South on New Hampshire Avenue 50% 

To/From West on Chillum Place 12% 

To/From East on Peabody Street 4% 

To/From West on Rittenhouse Street 3% 

To/From East on Rittenhouse Street 2% 

To/From East on Quackenbos Street 1% 

To/From South on First Street 1% 

To/From South on 3rd Street 2% 

The assignment of site generated trips is shown on Figure 6. 

Total Future Traffic Volumes 

Total future traffic volumes represent future traffic volumes with the proposed 6000 New 

Hampshire A venue development in place. These volumes were calculated by adding the site 

generated trips (shown on Figure 6) to the background traffic volumes. The resulting total future 

peak hour traffic volumes are shown on Figure 7. 

Total traffic volumes at site driveways were calculated using the traffic generated by the proposed 

6000 New Hampshire A venue residential developmenl The resulting driveway volumes are also 

shown on Figure 7. It should be noted that the existing trips to the Medstar offices were 

conservatively not subtracted from the site generated trips. 
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ASSESSMENT OF TRAFFIC CONDITIONS 

The following is a discussion of the assessment of traffic conditions. 

Intersection Capacity Analyses 

Intersection capacity analyses were conducted for existing, background, and total future traffic 

volumes. The capacity analyses were conducted using Synchro Software Package, which utilizes 

methodologies in the Highway Capacity Manual {2000 Edition) for signalized and unsignalized 

intersections. The analyses of existing, background, and total future traffic volumes were based 

on the existing lane uses and operations at the study area intersections. 

The results of the capacity analyses are summarized in Tables 3 and 4 for the study area 

intersections and proposed driveways, respectively. Analysis results show overall level of service 

and delay information for each intersection for the existing, background, and total future traffic 

volumes. The Synchro analysis worksheets are contained in the Appendix. 

;-~··:• -~~ 

TaMe3-~if~~~~ffct'i•&:~~~i~~f.tff··~·:r~~ ·. : ~7. -:7-L :s: , _3.-':::;' . ;C'?.~~ ~-y"'. ' ' };_;:;,;:..;;_ ··~-·",. 
Existing 2005 2009 Background 2009 Total Future 

INTERSECTION Conditions Conditions Conditions 

AM PM AM PM AM PM 

Sligo MiD Road and Rittenhouse 
A (7.9) A(7.1) A (8.0) A (7.1) A (8.0) A (7.2) 

Street (Unsignalized) 

Sligo Mill Roa d and Chillum Place A (0.9) A (1.6) A (0.9) A (1.6) A (1.2) A (1.7) 
(U nsignalized) 

First Street and Peabody Street 
A (0.7) A (0.8) A (0.7) A (0.8) A (1.1 ) A (l.O) 

(U nsignalized ) 

New Hampshire Avenue and Peabody B (14.0) B (15.5) B (14.4) B(l6. l} B (15.0) B (17.2) 
Street (Signalized) 

New Hampshire Avenue and A (0.1) A (0.1) A (0.1) A (0.2) A (0.5) A (0.5) 
Quackenbos Street (Unsignalized) 

New Hampshire Avenue and 
Rittenhouse Street and J rd Street B (13.2) B {15.9) B (13.9) 8(16.7) B (17.5)* B (16.3)* 

(Signalized) 

A (7.9)- Level ofSerVJce (Seconds of Delay per Vehicle) 

*Results at the New Hampshire Avenue and Rittenhouse Street and 3"' Street are based on optimizing signal timings in 

order to reduce delay along the eastbound and westbound approaches. 
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'.0- .'~" - i-> •}' ~ ·~:· '_:,!. ~:!}/~}!• ,.. .(;\~ .i' ···~_::: -:· ·.=c 

I ~ Table~-Lewl·t~. ·~ F--~ ~: '· .; .~: 

INTERSECTION 
2009 Total Future Conditions 

AM PM 

Sligo MiU Road and Site Driveway 1 (Unsignalized) A (1. 1) A (0.6) 

Sligo Mill Road and Site Driveway 2 (Uosignalized) A (1.2) A (0.4) 

Sligo Mill Road and Site Driveway 3 (Unsignalized) A (0.9) A (0.2) 

Peabody Street and Site Driveway 4 (Unsignalized) A (0.2) A (0.1) 

Peabody Street and Site Driveway 5 (Unsignalized) A (0.3) A (0.2) 

Rittenhouse Street and Site Driveway 6 (Unsignalized) A (0.5) A (0.8) 

Fir st Street and Site Driveway 7 (Unsignalized) A (0.8) A (0.6) 

A (1.7)- Level of Servtce (Seconds of Delay per Vehicle) 

These results show that with existing and background traffic volumes, the study area intersections 

operate at a high level of service A and B. 

The addition of the 6000 New Hampshire Avenue traffic will result in no change in the levels of 

service at the area intersections. The proposed development will result in marginal increases in 

vehicle delay. The increases in vehicle delay wiU range from 0.1 to 4.3 seconds per vehicle. 

While the traffic effects of the 6000 New Hampshire Avenue development will be measurable, 

they will not be perceptible. 

These results show the benefits of the dispersal of site traffic resulting from the multiple access 

locations serving this site. 

Pedestrian Impact 

There are existing sidewalks along all of the adjacent streets. The proposed 6000 New 

Hampshire A venue development will provide sidewalk connections to these adjacent streets. 
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CONCLUSIONS 

As a result of this study, it is concluded that the area intersections will all operate at acceptable 

conditions with the 6000 New Hampshire A venue residential develop:rnent in place. The 

proposed development will have no effect on the intersection level~ of service and they will 

contipue to opelJlte at leve~ of service A and B. The increases in vehicle delay will be marginal. 

The proposed development will have no perceptible effect on the area intersections. 

The site access drives will operate at levels of service A. The multiple driveways will provide the 

opportunity for the dispersal of site traffic and the realignment of the existing driveway on New 

Hampshire A venue with Quackenbros Street will consolidate two intersections into one. As a 

result, the site access drives and vehicle circulation system will operate in a safe and efficient 

manner. 

The area is well served by transit including Metrorail and Metrobus. Pedestrian connections in 

the area will be enhanced by this development. 

A totalof381 on-site parking spaces will be provided to serve the 199 residential units. This 

number of spaces satisfies tl_le zoning requirements and the practical requirements of the 

development. As a result, there will be no spillover of parking into the surrounding community. 
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~-.,. Kimley-Hom Intersection Tuming Movement Count Summary ~ _,.. , and Associates, Inc. 

SUgo Mi_l_l Road and Rittenhouse Street 

Date Counted: 26-Mey-05 
Day of Week: ThU1'8dey 

Weather: Sunny, W&nn 

Southbound on Sligo MiD WestbOund on Rillenhouse 
Start11me Left Thru Right Peds Total Left Tliru I Ri!lht Peds Total 

7:00AM 0 1 1 1 z 1 24 1 0 Z6 
7:15AM 2 4 2 0 8 4 19 0 0 Z3 
7:30AM 1 3 4 0 8 3 31 0 0 34 
7:45AM .3 2 2 0 7 7 38 3 2, .f8 
8:00AM 2 3 6 0 11 2 38 3 0 43 

8:15AM 1 0 3 0 4 6 2li 0 0 32 
8:30AM 0 5 2 0 7 2 22 0 0 24 
8:45AM 1 3 0 0 4 4 15 2 0 Z1 

9:00AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
9:15AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
8:30AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

9:45AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Hourly Totals (Start Time) 
7:00AM 8 10 9 1 25 15 112 4 2 131 
7:15AM 8 12 14 0 34 16 125 6 2 148 
7:30AM 7 8 15 0 30 18 133 8 2 157 
7:45AM 6 10 13 0 29 17 124 6 2 147 
8:00AM 4 11 11 0 25 14 ' 101 5 0 120 
8:15AM 2 8 5 0 15 12 63 2 0 77 
8:30AM 1 8 2 0 11 8 37 2 0 45 
8:45AM 1 3 0 0 4 4 15 2 0 21 
9:00AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

15 30 18 133 157 

Southbound on Sfigo Mib Westbound on Rittenhouse 
Start Time Left Thn.l I Right Peds Total Left Thn.l I Ri!lhl Peds Total 

4:00PM 4 0 0 0 4 2 11 2 0 15 
4:15PM 0 2 1 0 3 2 15 1 0 iii 
4:30PM 5 1 1 0 7 1 11 0 0 12 
4:45PM 2 1 1 0 4 1 6 3 0 10 

5:00PM 6 3 1 0 10 0 9 2 0 11 

5:15PM 0 0 3 0 3 1 8 1 0 10 

5:30PM 6 3 0 0 9 1 3 4 0 8 

5:45PM 4 2 2 0 8 4 6 0 0 10 

6:00PM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

6:15PM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
8:30PM 0 0 0 0 0 ci 0 0 0 0 

6:45PM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

HourlY Totals IStart Time) 
4:00PM '11 4' 3 0 18 6 43 6 0 5!i 
4:15PM 13 7 4 0 24 4 41 8 0 51 
4:30PM 13 5 8 0 24 3 34 6 0 43 

4:45PM 14 7 5 0 28 3 25 10 0 3~ 
5:00PM 16 8 6 0 30 6 28 7 0 39 
5:15PM 10 5 5 0 20 8 17 5 0 28 
5:30PM 10 5 2 0 17 8 9 4 0 18 

!1:45PM 4 2 2 0 8 4 6 0 0 10 

6:00PM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

6 0 30 28 39 

n110067000 New HampohireAve\Tialllc\SIIgo_RlU- TMC.xls 

left 
0 
0 
0 
0 
1 
0 
0 
0 
b 
0 
0 
0 

0 
1 
1 
1 
1 
0 
0 

0 
0 

Left 
0 
1 
1 
3 

2 
2 
1 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

5 
7 
8 

8 
5 
3 
1 
0 
o_ 

Northbouhd on Sllao MID 
ThrU i Rilihl Palls 

2 1 1 
0 2 0 
0 2 1 
3 2 0 
0 0 0 
3 4 1 
2 4 1 
1 1 0 
0 0 0 
0 0 0 
0 0 0 
0 0 0 

'5 7 2 
3 8 1 
8 8 2 
8 10 2 
6 9 2 
8 9 2 
3 5 1 
1 1 0 
0 0 0 

Norlhbounll on Sligo MID 

Jurtsdlctlo_n: Washington, D.C. 
Counted by: RO, T J 

Eastbo\11111 
Total Left Thrif Right Peds 

3 0 0 0 0 
2 0 0 0 0 
z 0 0 0 1 
5 0 0 0 0 
1 0 0 0 1 
7 0 0 0 1 
6 0 0 0 1 
2 0 0 0 1 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 

12 0 0 0 1 
10 0 0 0 2 
15 0 0 0 3 
19 0 0 0 3 
16 0 0 0 4 
15 0 0 0 3 
8 0 0 0 2 
2 0 0 0 1 
0 0 0 0 0 

15 0 

EastboUnd 
Thru Right Peds Total Left Ttiru Right Peds 

2 ' 7 0 9 0 0 0 0 
1 15 0 17 0 0 0 0 
'3 9 0 13 0 0 0 0 

0 12 0 15 0 0 0 0 
4 13 0 19 0 0 0 0 
1 20 0 Z3 0 0 0 0 
4 13 0 18 0 0 0 0 
2 20 0 22 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

·-
8 43 0 64 0 li 0 0 
8 49 0 64 0 0 0 0 
8 54 0 70 0 0 0 0 
9 58 0 75 0 0 0 0 
11 66 0 82 0 0 0 0 
7 53 0 83 0 0 0 0 
6 33 0 40 0 0 0 0 

2 20 0 22 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 o_- o __ 0- 0- - _o 

11 68 82 0 0 

Veh. 
Total Total 

0 *' 0 33 

0 44 

0 eo 
0 " 0 43 

0 ,., 
0 Z7 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 

0 188 
ci 192 
0 202 
0 1115 
0 10 
0 107 
0 64 

0 Z7 
0 0 

202 

Veh. 
Total Total 

0 28 

0 :18 
0 32 

0 28 

0 48 
0 :18 
0 ss 
0 48 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 

0 0 

0 127 
0 139 
0 137 
0 148 
0 151 
0 111 
0 75 

0 48 

0 - - D 

151 

TMC Surnm&l)' 



....-J-Inl Kimley·Hom Intersection Turning Movement Count Summary liiii..J-r _ -, and Assoelates, Inc. 

S{lgo Mill Road + Chillum Place 

Date Counted: 26-May-05 
Day of Week: Thursd8y 

Weather: Sunny, warm 

Southbound on Sligo Mm Westbound on Chillum Northbound 
Start Time Left Thru Righi Peds Tots/ Left Thru Right Peels Total Left Tfu'u I Right Peds 

7:00AM 2 0 2 1 4 0 56 1 0 67 0 0 0 0 
7:15AM 1 0 5 2 6 0 75 2 0 78 0 0 0 0 
7:30AM 1 0 6 1 7 0 77 0 0 77 0 0 0 0 
7:45AM 2 0 4 5 6 0 ee 2 1 ee 0 0 0 0 
8:00AM 2 0 5 3 7 0 77 1 2 78 0 0 0 0 
8:15AM 3 0 2 2 5 0 72 t 0 73 0 0 0 0 

8:30AM 1 0 8 8 fl 0 67 3 0 70 0 0 0 0 
8:45AM 4 0 2 9 6 0 66 3 0 69 0 0 0 0 

8:00AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
9:15AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

9:30AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
9:45AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Hourly Totals (Start Time} 
7:00AM 6 0 17 9 23 0 305 5 t 310 0 0 0 0 
7:15AM 8 0 20 11 28 0 328 5 3 331 0 0 0 0 

7:30AM 8 0 17 11 28 0 322 4 3 328 0 0 0 0 

7:45AM 8 0 19 18 27 0 3t2 7 3 319 0 0 0 0 
8:00AM 10 0 17 22 27 0 282 8 2 290 0 0 0 0 
8:15AM 8 0 12 19 20 0 205 7 0 212 0 0 0 0 

8:30AM 5 0 tO 17 t5 0 133 8 0 139 0 0 0 0 
8:45AM 4 0 2 9 6 0 66 3 0 69 0 0 0 0 

8:00AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

19 18 27 312 319, 0 

Southbound on Sli!lo MDI Westbound on Chillum NOrthbound 
Start Time Left Thru I Rillhl Peds Tots/ Left Thru Right Peds Total Left Thru Righi Peds 

4:00PM 4 0 1 1 s 0 38 3 0 41 0 0 0 0 
4:15PM 1 0 1 2 2 0 35 3 0 38 0 0 0 0 

4:30PM 3 0 2 , 6 0 37 3 0 40 0 0 0 0 

4:45PM 2 0 1 2 3 0 28 1 0 io 0 0 0 0 
5:00PM 2 0 1 2 3 0 35 3 0 38 0 0 0 0 
5:15PM 3 0 1 1 4 0 42 1 0 43 0 0 0 0 

5:30PM 0 0 1 , 1 0 40 3 0 43 0 0 0 0 

5:45PM 5 0 2 0 7 0 25 6 0 . 31 0 0 0 0 
'8:00PM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ci 0 0 0 
8:15PM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
6:30PM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

8:45PM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Hourly Totals (Start Time} 
4:00PM 1Q 0 5 6 15 0 138 to 0 149 0 0 0 0 
4:15PM 8 0 5 7 13 0 136 to 0 146 0 0 0 0 

4:30PM 10 0 5 8 15 0 143 8 0 151 0 0 0 0 

4:45PM 7 0 4 8 11 0 148 8 0 154 0 0 0 0 

5:00PM 10 0 5 4 15 0 t42 13 0 155 0 0 0 0 

5:15PM 8 0 4 2 12 0 107 10 0 117 a 0 0 0 

5:30PM 5 0 3 1 8 0 85 9 0 74 0 0 0 0 

5:45PM 5 0 2 0 7 0 25 8 0 3t 0 0 0 0 

8:00PM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

5 8 15 143 151 

T:\110067000 New Hanipshlre AveiTraffic\SIIgo_Chlll· TMC.xls 

Jurisdlclion: Washington. D.C. 
Counted by: MV 

l:aSttiound on Chillum 
Total Left Thru Right Peds 

0 1 13 0 0 

0 3 18 0 0 

0 3 23 0 1 

0 6 34 0 0 

0 0 31 0 0 

0 2 37 0 0 

0 5 29 0 0 

0 1 46 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 

0~ 13 66 0 1 

0 12 104 0 1 

0 11 125 0 1 

0 13 1~31 0 0 

0 8 143 0 0 
0 8 112 0 0 

0 6 75 0 0 

0 1 46 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 

13 131 

Easlbouild on Chillum 
TotS/ Left Thru Right Peels 

0 10 72 0 0 

0 8 69 0 0 

0 15 70 0 0 
0 13 69 0 0 

0 14 75 0 0 
0 20 56 0 0 
0 19 86 0 0 
0 15 52 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 

-~ 

0 46 280 ci 0 

0 50 2113 0 0 

0 52 270 0 0 

0 68 258 0 0 
'0 68 249 0 0 

0 54 174 0 0 

0 34 118 0 0 
0 15 52 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 

52 270 

Vlih. 
Total Total 

14 75 
19 103 

28 ,~0 

40 tol4 

31 118 

39 ,~7 

:u t13 
47 t22 

0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 

99 432 

118 U3 
138 487 

1ol4 490 
151 • t20 352 
81 235 
47 t22 

0 0 

144 460 

Yah. 
Total Total 

82 128 
77 t17 

85 t30 

82 tf!l 
69 taO 
78 t23 

85 t28 

87 t05 
0 0 
0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

328 -333 49Z 
332 498 

332 m 
317 487 

228 H1 
152 D4 
67 t05 
0 0 

332 498 

TMCSUmmary 



~-~~om - and Assoclales, Inc. 
Intersection Turtling Movement Count Summary 

intai"B8Ctton: New Hampshire Avenua + Rlttenhousa street + 3rd. Straet 

Date Counted: 24-May.OS Jurlsdlcllon: WashlngtDn, D.C. 
Dayal Wealc TUesday Countsd by: MVIRDIT J 

Weather. sunny, warm 

-. ---
Southbound N. Ham reAve to WestboUnd Rltlanhouae St. to Northbound N. Ham reAve. to Eastbound Rlltanhauae st. to Nartbweatbaund 3nl. Streatto 

l:l diSBN. I~ JsaN;IS~BN;j ls~N;I:EB 3~Jrmm NBN~~:~ 1SBN;t ~J SBN,Is~~N~I:=l SEB Hamp SEB Hamp Hamp Hampl Rltt8n Himp R1 Hamp SEB Hanip Himp Rl VeiL 
Start Time 3rG Ave. rmm 31'11-SL Ave. hause Ave. Tmm Ave. houae Avo. housio Ave. 3!G. · Tmm Ave. houae . Avo houea Tmm T-

7:00AM 0 0 ... • .HD 1 20 ,. 0 35 1 78 7 0 .. 0 0 0 2 2 0 1 3 1 5 ... 
7:15AM 1 3 - • m 5 .. 11 0 .. 0 105 10 0 115 0 1 1 0 2 0 • 10 1 .. 1147 
7:30AM 2 • 371 • ., s 28 31 0 ... 0 117 7 0 124 2 0 0 0 2 0 1 , 2 .. .. 
7:45AM 0. . 2 ... ,. ... 3 ,. .. 1 .. 0 118 11 0 131) 2 1 0 2 5 0 • 15 2 2'1 110 
8.00AM 0 1 3~8 • 325 • 21 20 0 4S 0 124 • 0 131) 0 2 0 0 2 0 • 10 1 .. .,. 
8:18AM 0 1 322 • .. , 1 ,. 28 0 4S s ,. • 0 ... 0 1 1 1 • 0 2 10 1 13 117 
8:30AM 0 1 ... • ... 2 17 18 0 n 0 ,. 14 0 1ZT 0 1 1 0 2 0 2 10 2 .. 121 
8:45AM 0 .L 280 1l) 2112 • -- • ,. 0 Z1 0 .. • 0 102 0 0 0 0 0 0 • , 2 ,. .... 
9:00AM 0 0 - 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
9:15AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
9:30AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 • 0 0 0 0 .0 0 0 
9:45AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 - 0 .0 0. .. 0 . 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

-

Hourly Totala (Start Time) -· 
7:00AM 3 ,- "1413 28 1618 12 •• .. 1 178 1 411 .. 0 ~ • 2 1 4 11 0 • .. 8 114 2214 
7:15AM • 12 1483 33 1801 15 88 88 1 188 0 41!11 34 0 ... • • 1 2 11 0 , .. 8 .. 2282 

7:30AM 2 10 1407 'S1 - 11 78 103 1 103 a 473 33 0 ... • 4 1 3 12 0 10 .. 8 ... ~ 
7:45AM 0 • 1378 35 1418 10 07 .. 1 188 3 ... .. 0 51_2 2 5 2 • 12 0 11 .. 8 82 2172 
8:00AM 0 5 1280 32 1287 12 .. ,. 0 154 3 ... 33 0 ... 0 4 2 1 7 0 13 41 8 .. -8:15AM 0 4 1144 .. on • 42 50 0 101 a 324 27 0 354 0 2 2 1 • 0 111 31 5 .. 1 ... 

8:30AM 0 • 0122 18 841 7 28 31 0 .. 0 211 18 0 221 0 1 1 0 2 0 • 21 4 33 Ill 
8:45AM 0 2 280 10 282 • • ,. 0 27 • .. 4 0 102 0 0 0 0 0 0 • , 2 10 .... 
9:00AM 0. . 0. D. -• 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 • 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Peak Hour (Start Time) ·-
T:'liAII - s - .12 1403 33 1501 16 88 .. 1 106 0 ... 34 0 ... • ... '1 '2 ., 

0 , .. • .. 2282 

--
SouthboundN. Ham Ire Avo to Westbound Rlltanhauae st. to NotthbaundN. Ham IShlraAve:to Eastbound Rlt!Bnhous& St to Nor111WestboUnd 3rdSI.to 

I~: JISBN. ~ JsaN;ts~sN;I ~~~N;I:es NBN;I:~~BN;l: :J SBN;I:~·NBN~I=J SEB Hamp Rl SEB Hamp Hamp HampiRHien sesJ Hamp Rl • Hemp SEB Hamp Rl Hamp VIII. 
StartTimo 3rdst. Ave. haus8 rmm 3rd StJ Avo. house Ave. Tmm Ave. houea 3rd 8t rmm Ave. house Ave. ~ Tmm Ave. hDuse • Ave hDuse Tmm T-4:00PM 2 '19 143 • 188 1 .. ,. 10 .. 2 3211 21 3 ... • 7 0 1 13 0 s 18 4 25 880 

4:15PM 1 • 1011 0 115 2 10 12 10 .. 0 320 21 0 ... 2 , 1 2 •• 0 1 •• • ie -4:30PM • 20 14:' 2 111 2 • 5 , 27 0 331 .. 0 ... 5 12 0 1. 18 0 • 20 0 23 ... 
4:45PM • 18 15'1 • , .. • • .5 • 23 . -1 _311 21 0 H1 • • 0 1 18 • • 21 • 20 liS 
5:00PM 4 18 141 • , .. 0 13 10 11 .. 2" .... 18 0 m • 4 0 1 " 0 0 21 4 25 114 

5:15PM 1 20 148 • rn • 15 7 12 n 0 337 10 0 ... 2 • 3 s 18 0 4 28 • n 117 
5:30PM 2 7 188 • 181 0 7 , • Z1 0 343 20 0 ... 4 • 1 • •• 0 0 .., 1 ., .. 
5:45PM 2 10 157 • 178 0 ,. 5 7 22 0 ... _ 24, 0 m 2. • • • .14 0 . 0 21 - 5 26 111 

B:OOPM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 . 0 0 .. 0 0 - 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

6:15PM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 • 0 0 0 0 0 0 • 0 0 0 0 • 
8:30PM 0 0 0 0 0 0 'o 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 • 
8:45PM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 •- 0. 0- 0 0. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 • -

HourlY Totala CStart Tlmel -- --. 
4:00PM 14 .. ... 12 ... • 40 35 .. 138 3 1288 02 • 1307 17 3!1 1 .. 82 0 1l) 711 15 103 2330 
4:15PM 10 .. 047 ,. 837 7 .. 32 47 124 • 1338 17 0 1421 18 .. 1 • .. 0 7 ., 15 103 .... 
4:30PM 11 71 887 10 ... • .. 27 4S 121 3 1347 80 0 1430 18 33 • • .. 0 10 .. ,. 114 .... 
4:45PM 13 58 ... 21 .., • 41 •• 41 121 • 1350 711 0 1438 17 28 • • .. 0 7 1110 15 122 -5:00PM 0 .. ... 18 ... • .. •• .. 120 2 1302. ,. 0 14711 14 21 7 10 57 0 • 100 15 ,. .... 
5:15PM • 4S ... 12 518 3 32 2S 28 88 0 1032 .. 0 1015 • 22 7 • .. 0 4 ,. 1.1 14 .... 
5:30PM 4 il .,. 7 :147 • 17 10 18 .. 0 815 .. 0 730 • 14 4 • .., 0 0 51 • 07 1221 

5:45PM 2 10 107 • 178 0 10 • 7 22 0 302 .. 0 378 2 • • 3 ,. 0 0 21 • 28 
.,. 

O:OOPM 0 0 • 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 'o .0 0 • o .0 -. 0 _o. ,0 . 
---

Peak Hour (Start Time) .... "" • .. ... '18 - ... 3 4S 33 .. 120 2 1382. - 18 0 _,,nJ 14 21 7 .10 .., 0 • 100 15 ,. .... 
I 

-

--



~-.-. Kimley-Horn Intersection Turning Movement Count Summary llllllo...l-r __ ~ and Associates, Inc. 

N8Y! Hampshire Aven• + Rittel)f:louse street 

Date Counted: May 24, 2005 (AM) and Mey 25, 2005 (PM) 
Day of Week: Tuesday/Wednesday 

Weather: Rainy, wann/Sunny, warm 

Jurisdiction: Washington, D.C. 
Counted by: T J, MV, RD 

SouthboUnd on New Hampahire Westbound on Ritle"nhouse Northbound on New Hampshire EaslbOuhd on Rlltanhouse Veh. 
Start Tima Left Thfu Right Peds Total Left Thiu Right Peds Total Left Thru I Ri!lhl Peds Total Left Thru I Ri!lhl Peds Total Total 

7:00AM 0 336 4 2 3.fll 21 15 4 0 40 1 78 7 3 86 0 2 0 0 2 418 
7:15AM 4 358 4 2 376 29 14 11 4 IU 0 105 10 1 1i5 0 1 1 2 2 647 
7:30AM 8 371 8 5 387 31 32 13 0 76 0 117 7 4 124 2 0 0 1 2 1189 
7:45AM 2 398 13 2 413 16 26 18 4 62 0 119 11 3 1:io 2 3 0 0 5 810 
8:00AM 1 316 8 1 325 26 23 11 6 59 0 124 6 5 130 0 2 0 1 2 518 
8:15AM 1 322 8 1 331 17 30 !1 8 118 3 113 9 2 126 0 2 1 2 3 517 
8:30AM 1 342 6 1 349 1~9 20 12 3 51 0 113 14 1 127 0 1 1 1 2 sD 
8:45AM 2 260 10 1 292 14 19 13 3 45 0 98 4 0 102 0 0 0 1 0 440 

9:00AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
9:15AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
9:30AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
9:45AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Hourly Totals (Start Tlma) 
7:00AM 14 1473 29 11 1516 97 89 46 8 232 1 419 35 11 455 4 6 1 3 11 2214 
7:15AM 15 1463 33 10 1501 101 97 63 14 251 0 465 34 13 499 4 8 1 4 11 22112 
7:30AM 12 1407 37 9 14118 89 113 63 18 255 3 473 33 14 509 4 7 1 4 12 ZD2 
7:45AM 5 1378 35 5 1418 77 101 52 21 230 3 469 40 11 512 2 8 2 4 12 2172 
8:00AM 5 1260 32 4 1297 75 92 47 20 214 3 448 33 8 484 0 5 2 5 7 2002 
8:15AM 4 844 24 3 972 50 59 36 14 155 3 324 27 3 354 0 3 2 4 5 1418 
8:30AM 3 622 18 2 641 33 39 25 6 97 0 :in 18 1 229 0 1 1 2 2 1188 
8:45AM 2 260 10. 1 292 14 19 13 3 48 0 98 4 0 102 0 0 0 1 0 440 

9:00AM 0 a· 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

33 10 1501 101 87 63 14 251 0 34 13 499 4 6 11 22112 

Southbouri:l on New Hamoshire Weslbound on RltlenhOuse Nor1hbowld on New Hamoshire Eastbound on Rlttenhou&e Veh. 
Start Tlma Left I Thru I ~hi Peds Total Left Thru I Rklht Peds Total Left Thru RIAhl Peds Total Left Thru Riaht Peds Total Total 

4:00PM 21 143 5 0 169 25 16 32 4 73 2 320 24 2 :us 5 12 0 1 17 805 
4:15PM 1o 105 3 1 118 12 1~3 41 1 66 0 329 26 2 355 2 13 1 3 18 11511 
4:30PM 25 144 4 0 113 11 8 31 3 50 0 331 24 "3 355 5 17 0 1 22 800 
4:45PM Z2 157 2 0 181 9 8 35 7 52 1 319 21 0 341 5 14 0 8 19 893 
5:00PM 19 141 4 3 1/U 13 10 36 4 59 2 360 1.8 1 378 8 10 0 2 16 817 
5:15PM 21 145 2 0 1118 18 11 45 0 74 0 337 19 0 358 2 10 3 1 15 813 
5:30PM 9 156 4 4 169 7 11 40 5 liB 0 343 20 0 383 4 12 1 1 17 807 
5:45"PM 18 157 5 8 160 10 5 33 1 48 0 352 24 1 376 2 8 3 2 13 817 
6:00PM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
6:15PM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
6:~30PM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
8:45PM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Q Q 0 Q 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Hourly Totals (Start Time) 
~ - ~ .. . .. .. .. -~ 

4:00PM~ 78 549 14 1 641 57 45 139 15 241 3 ~1299 96 7- 13111 17 56 1 1! 74 2383 
4:15PM 78 547 13 4 638 45 39 143 15 227 3 1339 87 6 1429 18 54 1 12 73 ~ 
4:30PM 87 587 12 3 666 51 37 147 14 235 3 1347 60 4 1430 18 51 3 10 72 2423 
4:45PM 71 699 12 7 662 47 40 156 16 343 3 1358 78 1 1438 17 48 4 10 87 3430 
5:00PM 87 699 15 13 661 48 37 154 10 239 2 1392 78 2 1473 14 40 7 6 81 2484 
5:15PM 48 456 11 10 617 35 27 118 6 160 0 1032 63 1 1096 8 30 7 4 45 1837 
5:30PM 27 313 9 10 349 17 16 73 6 106 0 696 44 1 739 6 20 4 3 30 1224 

5:45PM 18 157 5 6 160 10 5 33 1 48 0 352 24 1 376 2 8 3 2 13 817 

6:00PM 0 0 0 0 0 0~ 0 0. 0 0 0 ~ 0 ~0 0 0 0 .0 ~ 0 0 0 0 
.. 

15 13 661 48 2 1392 78 6 81 2484 

T:\110057000 New Hampshire Avo\TrafflciNHA_Ritt • TMC.xls n.1CSunt1118JY 



~~~~""""~•.,. Kimley-Hom Intersection Turning Movement Count Summary 
~-r _ ~ and Associates, Inc. 

New Hampshire Road + Quackenbos Street 

D~e Coul)led: 25-May-qs 
Day of Wee~: Tuesclay 

Weather: Rainy, wann 

SOUihboilrid on New HampShlrii WestliilUriil on QuaCkeilbOs-- :. 
startnme Left Thru RiQht Peds .Totill Left ThrU I.Rlilhl PedS Total_ 

7:00AM 3 308 
--

0 '1 309 1 ·a 2 ----1 3 

7:15~ 1 388 0 0 369 0 0 2 0 2 
7:30AM 1 388 0 0 369 0 0 2 0 2 
7:45AM 0 145 5 0 150 0 0 t 0 1 
8:00AM 3 208 7 0 218 1 0 t t 2 

8:15AM a 334 0 ,Q 334 0 0 0 0 0 
8:30AJ,I 2 280 0 t 282 2 a 0 0 2 

8:45AM 1 214 0 0 2111 1 0 0 0 f 

9:00AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

9:15AM 0 0 ,o 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

9:30AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
9:45AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

HourlvTotats (Start.nmel - -
7:00AM 5 1187 - 5 1 1197 1 ·o 7 1 8 
7:15AM 5 1088 12 0 1106 t 0 6 t 7 
7:30AM 4 tQSS 12 0 1071 1 0 4 1 5 
7:45AM 5 997 12 1 984 3 0 2 1 5 

8:00AM B 1036 7 1 1049 4 0 1 1 5 

8:15AM 3 828 0 1 &;It 3 0 0 0 3 
8:30AJ,I 3 494 0 1 - 3 0 o, 0 3 

8:45AM 1 214 0 0 215 1 0 a 0 1 

9:00AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Jurisdiction: Wasl1fngton, D.C. 
Counted by: M9 

NOl'll!lloUnd oiiNIIW.Hami:lShlre _ Eastbciiind-
~Lilfr Thru' Rillht !?ads'. TotBJ Left _"Thru Rl!lht I 'P.iKis 

0 f03 ·a 0 103 ·a· 0 0 a· 
0 124 1 0 125 0 0 0 0 
0 129 1 0 130 0 0 0 0 
0 82. 3 0 6S 0 0 0 0 
0 78 0 0 78 0 0 0 0 
0 t04 0 0 1CU 0 0 0 0 
0 106 0 0 106 0 0 0 0 
0 88 1 0 B9 0 - 0 _o 0 -

·a o· 0 o· 0 0 0 
--

0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 . a 0 o_ 0 .0. 0 

-- --- -- -- - -- ---
0 418 5 0 423- 0 0 0 0 
0 381 5 0 388 0 0 0 0 
0 37t 4 0 375 0 0 0 0 

0 346 3 0 351 0 0 0 0 
0 374 1 0 375 0 0 0 0 
0 2911 1 0 299 0 0 0 0 
0 194 1 0 195 0 0 0 0 

0 98 1 0 89 0 0 0 0 
0. 0 .. 0 0- -- Q_ _o 0 o_ - 0 

-

Veh. 
Toflil_ Total 

0 4tS' 
0 -0 11111 
0 118 
0 2911 
0 438 
0 3811 
0 3115 
a· 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 __a 

-- ---
0 1828 
0 1508 
0 1451 
0 13<10 
0 1429 
0 1131 
0 695 

0 3115 
.0 _o 

1197 7 418 5 . 0 ',423' . 0_ ·_ 0 -- . 0 .1828 

-- --
Sou!hbOUnd on Naw HemDShira Wastbound on Quatkermos NDrlhticiiiridliil Nil'liHampshlre. -- · . EaslbouncL Veh. 

Startnme Left Thru Rlllht PedB Total Left Thru Rlaht 'F!Iil!s TcitaJ _ !.ijft 'Tifru 'Right Peels: _T(jta/ _ Left Thru RIQilt F'llds Total Total 
4:00PM 0 57 2 0 59 2 0 1 0 3 0 257 7 0 -254 0 0 0 0 0 • 
4:15PM 0 123 1 0 124 0 0 0 0 0 0 285 4 0 2611 0 0 0 0 0 383 

4:30PM 0 71 5 0 18 0 0 1 0 1 0 183 3 0 188 0 0 0 0 0 -4:45PM 0 40 0 0 40 0 0 0 - .0 .. 0 .. 0 84 ____ o __ 0- 94 0 -- o_ 0 0 0 124 

5:00PM 0 93 0 0 93 1 0 1 
-- 0 2 0 200 0 0 '200 0 0 0 0 0 295 

5:15PM 0 145 0 0 14/l 1 0 1 1 2 0 316 0 0 318 0 0 0 0 0 483 

5:30PM 2 143 0 0 14/l 0 0 1 0 1 0 311 1 0 312 0 0 0 0 0 4SS 

5:45PM 1 138 0 0 137 2. 0 0 - 0 2_ 0 288 __ 3 __ 0 .291 0 0 0 0 0 430 

6:0!J PM 0 0 0 0 0 0 
--

0 ·a· 0 0 0 0 ·o -0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

6:15PM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

6:30PM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

6:45PM 0 0 a a 0 0 . 0 Q_ 0 0 __ o- 0 _o _ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
-

Hourlv,.Totats (Start Time) -- ---·-
4:00PM --o· 291 - 8 0 299 2 0 2 0 4 0 789 14 0 803 0 0 0 0 0 1108 
4:15PM 0 321 B 0 331 1 0 2 0 3 0 132 7 0 739 0 0 0 0 0 1075 

4:30PM 0 349 5 0 354 2 0 3 1 5 0 783 3 0 788 0 0 0 0 0 1145 

4:45PM 2 421 0 0 423 2 0 3 1 5 0 911 1 0 912 0 0 0 0 0 13<10 

5:00PM 3 517 0 0 520 4 0 3 1 7 0 1115 4 0 1119 0 0 0 0 0 1848 

5:15PM 3 424 0 0 427 3 0 2 .1 5 0 915 4 0 919 0 0 0 0 0 1351 

5:30PM 3 279 0 0 282 2 0 1 0 3 0 599 4 0 603 0 0 0 0 0 ... 
5:45PM 1 138 0 0 137 2 0 0 0 2 0 288 3 0 291 0 0 0 0 0 430 

.6:00PM --0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

. 0 520 0 .1 - 0 . 1115. - 4 - _1119 0 0. 1545 

T~ttoo87ooo New Hampolllre Avo\Tralflc\NHA_Quack • TMC.xls TMCSIDIImaty 



1111"1-rtl Kimley-Hom Intersection Turning Movement Count Summary IIII..J-,._ ", ai1d Associates, Inc. 

New Hampshire Avenue + Peabody Street 

Data Coun_t~: 24-May-05/ 25-~ay-05 
Day of Weak: Tuesday/Wednesday 

Weather: Rainy, wann I Sunny, wann 

Jurisdlcti_Ofl: Washington, D.C. 
Counted by: AR, W, RO 

SOuthbOund an New Hamiishire Wastbciuilcl on P~ Northbound on New Haml)shlra Eastbound on PEII!!I!!!!Y. Yah. 
Start Time Left Thru R111111 Peas Total Left Thru Rlahl Pads Total Left Thru I Rlaht Pads TotBI Left Thru Riaht Pads TotBI Total 

7:00AM 0 303 3 0 306 4 54 1 0 59 4 80 0 1 84 2 11 0 0_ 13 482 
7:15AM 0 312 8 0 318 11 88 0 0 77 7 88 0 0 11!3 3 1_3 2 2 18 518 
7:30AM 0 292 8 4 300 5 74 0 0 79 5 109 2 0 118 1 25 8 0 32 1121' 
7:45AM 0 290 10 0 300 5 78 1 0 84 4 121 0 0 125 2 17 8 1 25 Dl 
8:00AM 0 248 7 0 288 4 97 0 1 101 0 97 0 7 91 10 32 1 1 43 .... 
8:15AM 0 2i& 2 0 230 5 70 0 0 75 3 107 0 0 110 5 ~ 3 0 33 445 
8:30AM 0 228 5 0 231 4 73 3 0 80 2 103 1 0 1011 6 30 1 0 37 -8:45AM 0 255 2 1 267 2 50 0 2 52 4 93 0 0 97 5 33 1 0 39 as 
9:00AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
9:15AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
9:30AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
9:45AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Hourtv Totals (Start Time) 
7:00AM 0 1197 27 4 1224 25 272 2 0 299 20 4011 2 1 . 428 li 88 14 3 88 2039 
7:15AM 0 1142 31 4 1173 25 315 1 1 341 18 423 2 7 441 18 87 15 4 118 2073 
7:30AM·. 0 1058 27 4 1085 19 319 1 1 339 12 434 2 7 448 18 88 18 2 133 20115 
7:45AM 0 992 24 0 1016 18 318 4 1 340 9 428 1 7 438 23 104 11 2 138 1932 

8:00AM 0 li87 18 1 883 t'5 29b 3 3 308 9 400 1 7 410 28· 1~ 8 1 152 1853 
8:15·AM 0 719 9 1 728 11 193 3 2 2()7 9 303 1 !I 313 18 as· 5 0 109 ,, 
8:30AM 0 491 7 1 498 8 123 3 2 132 8 198 1 0 203 11 83 2 0 78 108 

8:45.AM 0 255 2 1 267 2 50 0 2 52 4 93 0 0 87 5 33 1 0 38 455 

9:00AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 "0 0 0 " 0 
-· -

Peak Hour 
7:15AM 31 1173 28 315 341 18 423 2. 441 15 118 2073 

-· -· .. " 

SOulhbouni:l an New Hamoshira Westbound on PaabOdv NOrthbound on Nw HliiiiDShlill _ Eastbailfiil on Piiabodv Veh. 
·Start Time Left Thru Riant Pads Total Left Thru I Rklht I Pads Total Left Thhi I Rillht f'a1fs TOtal. "[eft Thru Right Pads Total Total 

4:00PM 0 125 13 ·a 138 3 28 1 0 3_z 0 ~ 4!: ·o .. 287 18 59 5 0 82 538 

4:15PM 0 173 5 1 178 5 23 1 0 29 1 288 4 1 294 12 58 8 0 78 m 
4:30PM 0 161 1 0 152 5 22 2 0 29 2 275 1 0 278 10 58 8 1 !4 sa 
4:45PM 0 156 5 0 181 5 33 4 1 42 0 310 0. 1 310 10 74" 1 1 85 11118 

5:00PM 0 149 3 0 152 3 33 5 0 41 3 "332 :f 1 339 11 60 3 0 94 ti2S 

5:15PM 1 139 8 0 146 4 30 1 0 ~ 0 298 1 0 299 7 69 1 1 77 857 
5:30PM 0 128 3 0 131 2 25 0 0 27 2 292 2 0 298 15 60 2 0 77 1131 
5:45PM 1 119 0 0 120 1 33 2 0 38 2 .243 1 1 248 . 11 54 . - .0. D. 85 487. 
5:00PM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o· 0 0 0 
6:15PM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 D 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
8:30PM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
6:45PM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 11. .0 "-- 0- o_ 0 .0 0 .0 0 0 0 0 

·- -- " --

Hourly Totals (Start Time) "" ""-

4:00PM 0 81_5 24 1 839 18 108 8 1 132 3 1157 9 2 1169 50 249 18 2 317 2257 

4:15PM 0 53_9 14 1 553 18 
1
111, 12 1 141 6 1208 8 3 1220 43 270 18 2 329 -4:30PM 1 805 15 0 821 17 f18 12 1 147 5 1218 5 2 1225 38 281 11 3 330 2323 

4:45PM 1 ~ 17 0 590 14 121 10 1 145 5 1232 6 2 1243 43 283 7 2 333 2l11 

5:00PM 2 535 12 0 549 10 121 8 0 138 7 1185 7 2 1179 44 283 8 1 313 2180 
5:15PM 2 381! 9 0 387 7 88 3 0 98 4 833 4 1 841 33 183 3 1 219 1585 

5:30PM 1 241 3 0 251 3 58 2 0 83 4 535 3 1 542 28 114 2 0 142 898 
5:45PM 1 119 0 0 120 1 33 2 0 38 2 243 1 1 248 11 54 0 0 85 487 
6:00PM 0 0 0 0 0 "" 0 __ 0 .0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

--" --

14 853 18 ""111 "-- 12 ,. 141 3 _1220 43.. 270_ 18 
329 -

T:\110087000 NewHampshlraAve\Traffic:iNH.\_Pea • TMC.x!s TMCSummary 



~-lnl Kimrey.Hom Intersection Turning Movement Count Summary -.....J-[ __ , and Associates, Inc. 

Oneida Street and Peabody Street 

Date Counted: 25-May-05 
Day of We'ek: Wednesday 

Weellier: Sunny, warin 

SOuthbound Westbound on Peatiocly 
Start Time Left Thru Right Peds Tots/ left Thru Rlght Peds 

6:30AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 68 2 0 
6:45AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 80 0 0 
7:00AM 0 0 0 3 0 0 68 1 0 
7:15AM 0 0 0 7 0 0 101 1 0 
7:30AM 0 0 0 0 0 1 79 2 0 
7:45AM 1 0 0 2 1 0 91 2 0 
8:00AM 0 0 0 0 o, 0 80 0 0 
6:15AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 84 0 0 
8:30AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
8:45AM 0 0 0 0 (/ 0 0 0 0 
9:00AM 0 0 0 0 (/ 0 0 0 0 
9:15AM 0 0 0 0 (/ 0 0 0 0 

Hourly Totals (Start Time) 
8:30AM 0 0 0 10 0 0 335 4 0 

6:45AM 0 0 0 10 0 1 348 4 0 
7:00AM 1 0 0 12 1 1 3117 6 0 
7:15AM 1 0 0 9 1 1 181 5 0 

7:30AM 1 0 0 2 1 1 344 4 0 
7:45AM 1 0 0 2 1 0 268 2 0 
8:00AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 174 0 0 

8:15AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 84 0 0 

8:30AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Peak Hour 

Northbound on FilS! 
Total left Thru Rlaht Peds 

70 11 0 1 1 
80 10 0 0 1 
117 8 2 0 4 
102 4 1 0 1 
82 5 1 1 0 
93 6 0 0 0 
80 4 1 1 0 
84 3 2 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
(/ 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0' 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 

339 33 3 1 7 
351 27 4 1 6 
184 2_3 4 1 _5 
3117 19 3 2 1 

349 18 4 2 0 
287 13 3 1 0 
174 7 3 1 0 
84 3 2 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 

Jurisdlctl_o~r. Washington, D.C. 
CouJ:rted by: MO 

Eastbound on PeabOCiy 
Tots/ left Thru I Riaht Peds 

12 0 32 2 0 
10 0 32 1 0 
10 0 28 3 0 
5 0 33 1 1 

7 1 31 0 0 

6 1 43 0 1 

6 0 42 9 0 
5 0 37 0 0 
(/ 0 0 0 o· 
(/ 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 

11 0 0 .0 0 

--- -
37 ci 12li 7 1 

-

32 1 124 5 1 

28 2 135 4 2' 
24 2 149 1 2 

24 2 153 0 1 
17 1 122 0 1 
11 0 79 0 0 

5 0 37 0 0 
0 0 o_ -0 0 

Veh. 
Tots/ Total 

34 1t8 
33 123 
31 128 
34 141 

32 121 
44 144 

42 118 
37 128 
(/ 0 
0 D 
0 0 
0 a 

132 51111 
130 113 
141 11M 
152 144 

155 szt 
123 -79 214 
37 128 

0 - 0-

7:1,5AII 351 3117 19 3 2 _I 24- ,2 - 149 - ---1- 2_ .152" 144. 

--
Smdhbound Westbound on Peabody NorthboUnil on FilS! EaslbOilnlfOn F'liabbdY Veh. 

Start Time Lsll Thru Right Peds Total Left Thlu I Right Peds Tots/ Left Thru I Rlaht Peds Total Left Tlirii IRiaht Peds- Total Totel 
4:00PM 1 0 0 0 1 0 37 0 0 37 2 0 0 I i 0 79 11 0 80 1111 

4:15PM 0 0 0 0 0 0 28 0 0 2B 1 0 0 1 1 0 'Sf 4 0 61 80 
4:30PM 1 0 0 0 1 0 35 1 0 39 1 0 2 0 3 1 53 2 -o 56 89 

4:45PM 0 0 0 5 (/ 0 30 0 0 30 1 0 1 0 z 0 .59 1 0 60 a 
5:00PM 1 0 1 2 2 0 18 0 0 16 1 0 1 0 z 1 8i 1 0 84 84 

5:15PM 1 1 1 0 3 0 32 0 0 32 1 0 1 0 2 1 59 0 0 60 97 
5:30PM 0 0 0 0 (/ 1 52 0 0 53 1 0 0 1 1 1 79 3 0 80 134 
5:45PM 2 0 2 2 4 1 31 0 2 32 6 0 2 0 8- 1_ 56 __ 2 - _Q _ 59 '1113 
6:00PM 0 0 0 0 (/ 0 0 0 0 (/ 0 0 0 0 0 0 o· 0 o· 0 0 
6:15PM 0 0 0 0 (/ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
6:30PM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

6:45PM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0- -0 __ o _Q Q _ o_ 0 0 0 0 0 D 

Hour1v Totals (Start Tlri1a) 
4:00PM 2 0 0 5 2 0 133 1 0 '134 6 0 3 2 8 1 248 18 0 287 411 

4:15PM i 0 1 7 3 0 112 1 0 113 4 0 4 1 8 2 231 8 0 241 -4:30PM 3 1 2 7 B 0 116 1 0 117 4 0 5 0 9 3 233 4 0 240 372 

4:45PM 2 1 2 7 5 1 130 0 0 131 4 0 3 I 7 3 256 5 0 284 497 
5:00PM 4 1 4 4 9 2 131 0 2 133 9 0 4 1 13 4 253 8 0 283 418 
5:15PM 3_ 1 3 2 7 2 115 0 2 117 8 0 3 1 11 3 191 5 0 189 334 
5:30PM 2 0 2 2 4 2 63 0 2 65 7 0 2 1 9 2 132 5 0 136 2J7 
5:45PM 2 0 2 2 4 1 31 0 2 32 8 0 2 0 8 1 56 2 0 59 1113 

6:00PM 0 0 0 0 0 .0 0 0 0 _o _o_ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
-·¥- --

131 4 _, - 13_- 0 

TMCSumrnary 



HCM Signalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
1: Peabody Street & New Hampshire Avenue 07107/2005 

Existing -AM 

kimleylvl7-ff51 

t 
~ 4,. 4~ 4t•·;,; ... 

1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 _,1-900--..,......;,;;1900.--. ...... 1900-.. 1900 
4.0 4.0 ... ; ~,.. 4.0 4.(} . 

~~~__,;.;;1 .~00~ --~---1.00 0.95 0.95 
1.00 1.00 - •' 1.00 1.00 .., 

~---~1~.00~ 1.00 1.00 1.00 
0.98 1.00 1.00 1.00 
0.99 1.00 ~---~1~.00 1.00 
1814 1654 • 3530 3522 
~-----;;~ 0.92 0.97 0.90 1.00 

1682 1810 3177 3522: 
87 315 16 423 1142 

6.97' 0.97 _0-97 0.97 0.97 
90 325 16 436 1177 

121 352 0 454 1·209-~ .. ~0 

4 

0.07 
0.28 
29.5 

Perm 

8 

.. 
___ 1~.0~0-~--

1.6 
31.1 

c 
31.1 

4 4 
Perm 

8 
·· 2 

25.0 
26.0 
0.26 
5.0 .. 

471 

c0.19 
0.75 
34.0 
1.00 
10.4 
44.3 

0 
44.3 

0 

HCM Level of Service 
.. 1 . 

Sum of lost time (s} 
ICU Level o~ SeJVfce 

2 

65.0 
66.0 
0.66 
5.0 

2097 

0.14 
0.22 
6.7 

1.00 
0.2 
7.0 

A 
7.0 

A 

Perm 
--6""" 

6 ----

8.0 
B 

2325 
c0:$4 
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HCM Signalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
"' . 2: Rtftentrouse Street & New Hampshire Avenue 

1 15 86 
0..93 0.93 0.'93 

1 16 92 
0 0 0 

13 13 13 
Penn Pelm 

4 8 
8 8 

15.0 15.0 
16.0 
0.16 

1·6.0 
0. 16;:----------~'7. 

Existing- AM 

kimleylv17-ff51 

5.0 
258 

0.01 
0.04 
35.5 
1.00 
0.3 

35 .. 8 
D 

35.8 

5 .. 0 
239 

c0.13 
0.84 
40.8 
1.00 
28.5 
69.3 

E 
69~3 

E 

2 
60.0 
61 .0 
0.61 
5.0 

2131 

0.15 
0.25 
9.0 

0.86 
0.3 
8.0 

A 
8.0 

A 

8.0 
D 

D7/0V{2005 

. . ..,. 
10.0 

:,:t •U) 
0.11 

... S .. O 
195 

0.01 

l(L08 
40. 
1.00 
0.8 

'40.8 
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HCM Sig,nali~ed Intersection Capacity Analysis 
2: Rittenhouse Street & New Hampshire Avenue 

Existing - AM 

kimleylvl7 -ff51 

0.95 
0.96 
1.00 
0.85 
1.00 
1442 
1.00 
1442 

custom --
2 

60.0 
61.0 
0.61 
.·.s.o 

d 

~z-----~------~------

07}071.2005 

Syncbro 5 Repert 
PageS 



HCM Unsignalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
5: Pe~body Street & First Street 01t67J2005 

l ,... ~ 

Existing- AM 

kimleylvl7-ff51 

.;. 
Free Sto 

0% 0% 0% 
2 149 1 1 361 5 19 3 2 1 

0.96 0.96 0.96 0.96 0.96 0.96 0.96 0.96 0.96 0.96 
2 155 1 1 376 5 20 3 2 1 

2 1 
12.0 12.0 
4.0 4.0 

0 0 

None None 

351 

381 157 544 544 

381 157 544 544 157 544 542 ·aa1 
4.1 ~. 1 7.1 6.5 6.2 7.1 6.5 6.2 

158 382 25 1 
2 1 20 1 
1 5 2 0 

1177 1421 467 445. -
0.00 0.00 0.05 0.00 --------------------------------~ 

0 0 4 0 
0.1 0.0 13~.7"1 ---;1=3~.1-~----------------~ 

A A B B 
0.1 0.0 13.1 13.._...1 __ ~~-~-~--~~~-~----' 

B B ~· 

.Q.1 
31 .1% A 

Synchr~ 5 Report 
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HGM Unsignalized lntersection Capadty Analysis 
7: Peabo<tx Street & 07/07/2.005 

_..::;;2.~3 10.7 

A ~~~B--~------------------------~----------~ 2.3 0.0 10.7 

B "' . . ' · 
:.._ ' ..__ : r •" ~. ' •; ~ 

___,; ... ,._:...~_;::: .. _,_~ :_1.:.---o.&--&•~-'--' ---·. ~ .. -~ -- ·-- -- -- -- --
Average Oelay : ~~ '.., 
ntersection capacitY. Utilizatio . .;.;n __ ..;:3.:;.;9·:...:..1% 

"' ICU Level-o'""""'f SiiV~ ice 

Existing - AM 

kimleylv17-ff51 

A 

Synchro 5 Repor:t 
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HCM Unsignalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
8: Rittenhouse Street & Sligo Mill Road 

Lane Configurations 
SiQ!lControl Stop 

~ 
StOP. 

Volume (veh/h} 0 0 0 18 133 
Peak HOUr Factor 0.84 0.84 0.84 0.84 0.84 
Hourly flow rate (veh/h} 0 0 0 21 158 

187 18 36 
21 1 8 

7 10 18 
0.0 -0.3 -0.2 _.........., 
4.0 4.0 4.1 

6 
0.84 

7 

., 07/07/2005 

15 
0.84 

18 

0.21 0.02 -...0 ...... 04;7"""' ______________ ~--~--~------. 

876 844 844 
8.1 7.1 7.3 
8.1 7.1 7.3 

A A A 

Del 
HCM Level of Service 
Intersection Ca cit}: Utilization 

Existing- AM 

kimleylvl7-ff51 

ICU Level of Service A 
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HCM Unsignalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
10: Chillum Place & Sligo Mill Road 

-.. • :. 
0 

-:. ~ I • • : ~ 03, ~ ..: : 

. . . ~- -----·-~-·-· ----- . ·~~ .. - -----~-- - -- -~~ ------

4' lt v 
Free Free st 
0% 0% 0% 
131 312 7 8 19 

0.85 0.85 0.85 0.85 0.85 
154 367 8 9 22 

18 
12.0 
4.0 

2 

None 

393 574 389 

393 574 389 
4.1 6.4 6.2 

2.2 3.5 3.3 
99 98 97 

1148 467 649 
. . ~.... . - - . ... 

..J ' • •• .. -1 ,, 

'. - . . - ... ~- - -- ... - -- -· ~--· --- . - - - - - -
~Volume Total 169 375 32 
Volume Left 15 0 9 
VOlume Right 0 8 22 
cSH 1148 1700 582 
Volume to ci 0.01 0.22 0.05 
Queue length (ft) 1 0 4 
control Delay s 0.8 0.0 11 .5 
Lane LOS A B 

Del!}'(!) 0.8 0.0 11.5 
Approach LOS B 

- ~- .. . ~· 

-........~- _ .... ::...:. :;_.:....;_.,.,_,.,-....:,..~- ---~--- - --- - .. - --- - -· . -

0.9 
29.9% ICU Level of Service A 

Existing - AM 

kimleylvl7-ff51 

07/07/2005 
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HCM U.J:lsignalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
1 6~ 'Quack:enbos Street & New Hampshire Aven~.e 

10 
1 0 
9 0 0 

5$7 1700 1700 
0.02 0.20 0.57 

1 0 0 0 
12.1 0.0 0.2 0.0 

B A 
12.1 0.0 0.1 

B 

Exlsting - AM 

klmleylvl7 -ff51 

. 
.,, 

.•. 
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HCM Signalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
1: Peabody Street & New Hampshire Avenue 

~ ~ ~ • 4- '- ~ 
EBL EBT EBR WBL WBR NBL 

~ "' 
1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 

4.0 
1.00 
1.00 
1.00 
0.99 
0.99 
1.835 
0.95 
1748 

43 270 16 
'0.,94 0.94 oe:9'4 

46 287 17 
0 350 ~ 10 
4 7 4 

Penn Perm .F?jml 
4 8 

4 8 2 
25.0 
26.0 
0.26 

5.0 
454 

c0.20 
0.77 
34.2 
1.00 
12.0 
46.2 

D 
46.2 

D 

15.5 HCM Level of Service 
0.64 

100.0 
79.8% 

lkfml·eylvl7-ff51 

t I" 
NBT NBR 

'O: ;t -
•• 1 

1900 1900 
4.0 

0.95 
1.00 
1.00 
1.:BO 
1.00 

3534 
0.95 
3366 . 
1206 8 
0.94 0.94t 
1283 9 
~298 () 

1 

2 

65.0 
'6.6.0 
0.66 
§.0 

2222 

c0.39 
0.5~ 
9.4 

1:00 
1.1 

10.5 
8 

10.5 
B 

B 

8.0 
c 

07107l20'qfr 
c · 

\. ~ .·. ~ ·- ,_ 

SBL 

41' 
~nn 

.•. .,... 
6 

~ .... . 

.. 
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H~ ~tgnaJized lntersectiottl, Cq_pacity Analysis· 
2:· ~lttelihouse Street & New Hampshire Aven~e 

14 26 10 
.o. 9 0.99 0:99 . 

14 26 10 
<0 57 0 

10 13 

4 

15.0 
16.0 
0.16 

:.;,. 

'· 

Existing - PM 

kimleylv17-ff51 

8 
& 2' .2 '• 
--~15~.0~----------60~.0~------~ 

1~to · 61.e .. 

Synehro 5 Re.pl!!lrt 
fiSage.3 



HC:f¥1 Si~nalized Intersection Capa(Cj.ty Analysis 
2: Rl ftenhouse Street ·& New Hampshire Av,enue 

~ \ 
~......,_...,....:-c------;;;:s""=e-::-L---"s::;;e~T;;--;;:s=e=R-=--==;..o.·« " 

1.00 0.95 
1.90 1'.00 
1.00 1.00 

. ~9.0 l.OO 

0.95 1.00 
Hi-0 3520 

58 599 
0.99 0.99. 

0.18 
0.35 0.2'3 

~--
41 .2 3.5 

A 

!Intersection Summary 

Ex,isting - PM 

klmte.ylv 17 -ff51 

•?' 

Synchro 5-Report 
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HGM llJr&~signa.lized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
1H ' f ' 

5: Pea'J)0d~ Street & First Street 

Ex:lsting·; PM 

klml eylvl 7 -ff51 

~ 

EBL 

4 
0.76 

5 

172 

172 
4.1 

2.2 
100 

1405 
.. 

EB 1 
346 

'5 
8 

t~:05 
0.00 

0 
0.2 

A 
0.2 

--+ . 
EBT 

Free 
0% 
253 

0.76 
333 

2 
12.0 
4.0 

0 

WB1 
175 

3 
0 

1216 
0.00 

0 
0.1 

'A 
0.1 

.. 
EBR 

NB 1 
17 
12 
5 

60,6 
0.03 

3' 
12.4 

'8 
12.4 

B 

0.8 

•• 4--

·.: ' ~ 
WBR NBL 

9 
0.76 

12 

';~. 1.'. 

--~:? ...... ~·~ 

534 

uz 5-34 
~. 1 7.1 

2.2 
10 . 

1216 
,• .· 

SB 1 
12 
5 
5 

575 -~ ,. 
0.02 

2 "' 11 .4 
B 

11 .4 
B 

~ 

ICU [evel of Service 

t 
NBT 

$ 
Sto~ 

0%' 
0 

0·.76 
0 
1 

12.0 
4.0 

0 

None 

526 

&26 
6.5 

: 

!" 
NBR 

4 
0.76 

5 

338 

~8 
6.2 

A 

Q7JO]I200'S 

4 
0.76 

5 

530 

§30 
7.1 

Synchro 5 Report 
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HCM UnsJgnalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
7: Peabody Street & 

~ - -- -- - "-

07/07/2005 

- - .::_:_____ ~~~~·~:. .. :~-· ...:.._2_ __ ~:-:: ___ ~-=..:~- -- ----- - -
4 t. 

Free Free 
0% 

2 6 355 
0.92 0.92 0.92 

2 7 386 

569 

392 

392 
4.1 

~ ... ·' - _:,•: __ - -·· .- __ - -'~-·.:._- ---

8 392 148 
2 0 142 
0 386 5 

1166 1700 780 

v 
Sto 

0% 
131 5 

0.92 0.92 
142 5 

None 

209 199 

209 199 
6.4 6.2 

3.5 3.3 
82 99 

na 842 

0.00 0.23~..,.0-.1;o;;9---------~~----------' 
0 0 17 

2.3 0.0 10.7 
A B 

-~2.3 0.0 10.7 
B 

~. ' ~ - -' -- . ' -. ' ____ _____.:. __ ._. __ . -·-~-------------- . - - --- --

Existing - PM 

kimleylvl7-ff51 
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HCM Unsignalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
8: Rittenhouse Street & Sligo Mill Road 07/07/2005 

~': J:. : ~ -: ._-• ~ .- '- ' < : • • I~ --, ·~ :: ' --::. • ~ ' - • ~· ' -

---~ -- ..... - - ------- .... --:...:. ____ ~··-· '·--"' ... __ .... __ ....:..,.__:..,..:_ ..... _, .. _ ........ .:::,__ -· __ -_:.- .._._- - ..:·~ _: ~-----

Lane Configurations 
§jgn Control 
Volume (veh/h) 0 
Peak HOUr Factor 0.94 
Hour1y flow rate (veh/h) 0 

Volume Total (vph) 41 
Volume Left vpt'J 6 
Volume Right (vph) 7 

ad" {V 0.0 
Departure Headway (s) 4.1 
P!gree Utilization x 0.05 
Capacity (veh/h) 855 
Control Del~ ~) 7.3 
Approach Delay ~) 7.3 
~roach LOS A 
~ - .. .. . - -

87 
5 

70 
-0.4 
3.6 

0.09 
982 
6.9 
6.9 

A 

~ 
Stop 

0 6 26 
0.94 0.94 0.94 

0 6 28 

32 
17 
6 

0.0 
4.1 

0.04 
867 
7.2 
7.2 

A 

~ 
St~ 

7 5 11 
0.94 0.~ 0.94 

7 5 12 

~ ....... .._ ___ :: .... :_'..._ ____ ...,...__· ___ -- __ ......_ ______________ - --

Delay 
HCM Level of Service 
ntersection Capaci~ Utilization 

Existing - PM 

kimleylv17-ff51 

7.1 
A 

16.7% 

~ 
Stop 

66 16 8 6 
0.94 0.94 0.94 0.94 

70 17 9 6 

A _____ __.. 

Synchro 5 Report 
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H;CM Unsignali~ed Intersection Capacity Analysis 
1 0:' Chillum Place & Slig.o Mill Road 0110712005 

.- . 

kimley1vl7-ff51 

) 

.t ' ....... t ..• . 
Free Free St 

0% 0% 
62 270 143 8 5 

0.96 0.96 0.96 0.96 0.96 
65 281 149 8 5 

... 
~ 

.. 
~.~ .... 
None 

175 582 171 
~ ·•· 

175 582 • 17_1 
4.1 6.4 6.2 

I' • ~... .._.I 

346 16 65 10~----~--~----------------------------~ 

0 5 
1380· 53::0::2:--·--------------------' 

0.05 0.03-:---------...-----~-------....1 
4 2 

'-:lr---------:-1-;;;.8,.-- 12.0 
A B 

1.8 0.0 12.0 
B 
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HCM Unsignalized Intersection ,capacity Analysis 
16: Quackenbos Street & New J:i'ampshire Avenue 

4 
0.89 

None 

410 

1553 631 1258 

f553 631 12'58 
6 .8 6.9 4.1 

8 
4 0 
3 4 

153 1i7.00 
0.05 0.25 

4 0 
29.8 0 .0 

0 
29.8 0.0 

D 

07i/071'2.00§ 

,\.. 

598 

•· 

~:.:~--~-=----··"· ~~ .. ~:...-~.::.., ___ .. ----- _ . .:_._ -··-- - - .-.. . : __ .... ----· -·-. - - - -

Existi.ng- PM 

kimleylvl7 -ff51 

Utilization 
0.2 

_....;,4=5.1% 

-i ....... 

A 
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Page3 



HCM Signalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
1: Peabod;t Street & New Hameshire Avenue 

~ -+ .. .(' ~ '- "\ 
EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL 

• • 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 
4.0 4.0 

1.00 1.00 
1.00 1.00 
1.00 1.00 
0.98 1.00 
0.99 1.00 
1813 1854 
0.90 0.97 
1641 1809 

16 26 328 1 17 
0.97 0.97 0.97 0.97 0.97 

16 27 338 1 18 
0 0 366 0 0 
7 7 4 4 

Perm Perm Perm 
4 8 

4 8 2 
25.0 25.0 
26.0 26.0 
0.26 0.26 
5.0 5.0 

427 470 

0.08 C0.20 
0.30 0.78 
29.7 34.3 
1.00 1.00 

1.8 12.0 
31.5 46.4 

c D 
31.5 46.4 

c D 

ntersection Summ 
HCM Average Control DelaY. 14.4 HCM Level of Service 
HCM Volume to Capacity ratio 0.61 
~clelen s 100.0 Sum of lost time s 
Intersection Ca aci Utilization 67.6% ICU Level of Service 
c Critical Lane Grou 

Background - AM 

kimleytv17-ff51 

t ,.. 
NBT NBR 

.ttt 
1900 1900 

4.0 
0.95 
1.00 
1.00 
1.00 
1.00 

3530 
0.89 
3140 
440 
0.97 
454 
474 

2 

65.0 
66.0 
0.66 
5.0 

2072 

0.15 
0.23 
6.8 

1.00 
0.3 
7.1 

A 
7.1 

A 

B 

8.0 
B 

07/07/2005 

'. ~ .' 
SBL SBT SB 

.n. 
1900 1900 1900 

4.0 
0.95 
1.00 
1.00 
1.00 
1.00 

3522 
1.00 

3522 
0 1188 32 

0.97 0.97 0.97 
0 1225 3 
0 1258 0 
1 ~ 

Perm 
6 

6 
65.0 
66.0 
0.66 

5.0 
2325 
c0.36 

0.54 
9.0 

0.60 
0.7 
6.1 

A 
6.1 

A 
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HCM Signal1zed Intersection Capacity Analysis 
2: Rittenhouse Street & New Ham~shire Avenue 

,J --+ ~ "t C' • +-

~ovement EBL EBR EBR2 WBL2 WBL WBT 

• 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 
4.0 

1.00 
1.00 
0.97 
1.00 
0.97 
1759 
0.83 
1492 

4 2 1 16 89 89 
0.93 0.93 0.93 0.93 0.93 0.93 

4 2 1 17 96 96 
0 0 0 0 0 210 

10 13 13 13 13 
Perm Perm Perm 

4 8 
4 8 8 

15.0 15.0 
16.0 16.0 
0.16 0.16 

5.0 5.0 
257 239 

0.01 C0.14 
0.04 0.88 
35.5 41.1 
1.00 1.00 
0.3 33.7 

35.8 74.8 
D E 

35.8 74.8 
D E 

13.9 HCM Level of Service 
0.67 

100.0 Sum of lost time s 
87.5% ICU Level of Service 

Background - AM 

kimleylvl7-ff51 

' t 
WBR NBT 

.n. 
1900 1900 

4.0 
0.95 
1.00 
1.00 
0.99 
1.00 

3493 
1.00 

3493 
1 484 

0.93 0.93 
1 520 
0 558 

10 

2 
60.0 
61 .0 
0.61 

5.0 
2131 

0.16 
0.26 

9.1 
0.86 

0.3 
8.0 

A 
8.0 

A 

B 

8.0 
D 

07/07/2005 

,.. '. ~ 
NBR SBL2 SB 

Zi 
1900 1900 1900 

4.0 
1.00 
1.00 
1.00 
1.00 
0.95 
1770 
0. 
1770 

35 3 1 
0.93 0.93 0.93 

38 3 1 
0 0 16 

14 14 1 
Prot 

14 

10.0 
11.0 
0.11 

5.0 
19 

0.01 

0.08 
40.0 
1.00 
0.8 

40.8 
0 
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HOM SignaHzed Intersection Capacity Analysis 
2:; $ittenhouse Street & New Hampshire Avenue 

~ ~ ~ \ ~ 
M ~ 

NWR .NWR2 -SBR NWL 
J. ., 

1900 1900 1900 1900 
4.0 4.0 

1.00 0.95 
(t97 9.96 
1.00 1.00 
0.·88 0.8S 
0.99 1.00 
1564 1442 
0.99 1.00 
1564 1442 

11 48 6 
'0.93' 0.93 0:93 

12 52 6 
64 0 6 

4 10 14 
custom 

614 10 2 
75.0 10.0 60.0 
76.0· 11.:0 61.0 
0.76 0.11 0.61 

S.'Cl 5 .. 0 
2679 172 880 

c0.47 0.04 0.00 
().62 0.37 o~o'1 

5.5 41 .3 7.6 
1.00 1.00 1.00 

1.1 6.1 0.0 
6.5 47.4 7.7 

A D A 
6.9 44.0 ' 

A D 

.. 

ft..:£:$ ]IUI'•i .... · ,.. 

Background - AM 

kimleylvl7-ff51 

~· 
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HCM Unsi.gnalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
5: Peabody Street & First Street 

·, 

. 4t ' • Free Free 
0% 

2 376 
0.96 0.96 

2 392 

351 

5 20 
0.96 0~ 

5 21 

~ •" 

StOP. ---
0% 

3 
0.96 

3 
1 

12.0 
4.0 

0 

None 

0770_1/2005 

164 566 566 1·63 566 

Background - AM 

kimley.lvl7 -ff51 

_;;.;...;.. ______ 4;.;..;.1 ________ 7 . ...,1_ 6.5 6.2 7.1 

165 398 
2 1 
1 5 

1162. 1414 
0.00 0.00 

0 0 
0.1 0.0 

A ' A 
0.1 0.0 

26 
21 

2 
451 
0.06 

5 
13.5 

a 
13.5 

B 

0.7 
31 .9% 

1 
1 
0 

430 
0.00 

0 
13.4 

B 
13.4 

B 

A..__ _____ __. 
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HCM Unsjgnalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
7: Peabody Street & 

0% 0% 
2 5 6 

0.92 0.92 0.92 
2 5 7 

None 

569 
.... 

392 209 

392 209 
4.1 6.4 

2.2 3.5 
100 82 

1166 na 

• 
l • .. 

199 

·' 

199 
6.2 

3.3 
99 

842 
. . 

07to7aoo5 

' I 

~j·-.:· ... __ .. '-···~--~-.·~~ ~ -- ·:::. ·_ -"" ;: -~ -=~-~ :- ~ - -- - . ___ - . - --
8 392 148 
2 0 142 .•. 

0 386 5 
1166 1700 780 
0.00 0.23 0.19 

0 0 rr · 
2.3 0.0 10.7 

A B 
2.3 0.0 10.7 

B •. 
...... ' ....... --· . "'. --- ~- .. . . . - ... _ _.;_ ........ ::~·· .::;,.:.. .... ~·---· - --- _...._- _. -· --------- . --· --- .,___ - - - -- -- - -·- - -

Background - AM 

kimleyfv17 -ff51 
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HCM Unsignalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
8: Rittenhouse Street & Sligo Mill Road 07/07/2005 

Lane Configurations 4t 4t 4t 
Sign Control Stoe StSt ;~0~--------St=~ 
Volume (veh/h) 0 0 0 
Peak HOur Factor 0.84 0.84 0.84 
Hourly flow rate (veh/h) 0 0 0 

19 1..;.3.;:..8 ~,_.,._:6_~..:....1 ~,._.,;,6_~8-=-~,..;,_ 8 16 
0;.;,;:.84~_0.:;.::·,=.84.;._..;::0~.84:..;- 0.84 0.84 0.84 0.84 0.84' 

23 164 7 1 7 10 10 19 

,. ~ - ... -... - . 
. { . .:., ........ ·-. ....::.-~·-:_·_ ... .:....;....,: .. ~ - . :._-.:.______ - .....__....__., '-- --- - - ---- - - - -- -

Y. 8.0 
HCM Level of Service A 
ntersection capacity Utilization._-~2::::5~.5;.:;% 

Background - AM 

kimleylv17-ff51 

ICU Level of Service A 
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HCM ll_nsignalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
10: ~j)il(g_n'l p ,tace & Sligo Mill .Road 

.Jf -+ +- !.. 

WBR 

0% 
14 136 

0~85 0.85 
16 160 

Background - AM 

kim~eytv17-ff51 

. •· 
SynchrQ·.!S-~ort 

R'age 3-



HGM Unsjgnanzed Intersection Capacity Analysis 
1. 6·: 1Qt1~bt<'enb·os Street & N~x; Hampshire A.venue: 

Background - AM 

klm1eytvl7-ff51 

~0:.79 

1316 

'· 1130 
6.8 

410 

274 

274 
6.9 

.. 
Synchre 5 ·R~port 
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HCM Signalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
1: Peabod~ Street & New Hameshire Avenue 

~ ~ ~ • +- '- ~ 
ovement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL 

tt. 4t 
1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 

4.0 4.0 
1.00 1.00 
1.00 1.00 
.00 1.00 

0.99 0.99 
0.99 0.99 
1835 1827 
0.94 0.90 
1744 1661 

45 281 17 19 116 12 6 
0.94 0.94 0.94 0.94 0.94 0.94 0.94 

48 299 18 20 123 13 6 
0 365 0 0 156 0 0 
4 7 7 4 4 

Penn Penn 
4 

4 8 2 
25.0 25.0 
26.0 26.0 
0.26 0.26 

5.0 5.0 
453 432 

c0.21 0.09 
0.81 0.36 

1 34.6 30.2 
1.00 1.00 
14.2 2.3 
48.8 32.6 

0 c 
48.8 32.6 

0 c 

16.1 HCM Level of Service 
0.66 

100.0 Sum of lost time {§.} 
82.1% ICU Level of Service 

Background - PM 

kimleylv17 -ff51 

t ~ 
NBT NBR 
4ft. 

1900 1900 
4.0 

0.95 
1.00 
1.00 
1.00 
1.00 

3534 
0.95 
3367 
1255 8 
0.94 0.94 
1335 9 
1350 0 

1 

2 

65.0 
66.0 
0.66 
5.0 

2222 

C0.40 
0.61 
9.6 

1.00 
1.2 

10.9 
B 

10.9 
B 

B 

8.0 
D 

07/07/2005 

'. ~ ~ 

SBL SBT SBR 
4ft. 

1900 1900 
4.0 

0.95 
1.00 
1.00 
1.00 
1.00 

3525 
1.00 

3525 
0 665 

0.94 0.94 
0 707 
0 723 
1 

Penn 
6 

6 
65.0 
66.0 
0.66 

5.0 
2327 
0.21 

0.31 
7.3 

0.76 
0.3 
5.9 

A 
5.9 

A 
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·HQM-Si.~nalized Intersection Capacity AnaJy~is 
0:1/!}.Vi:D.Qfs 2: Riftent)a:use Street & New 'Ha'ttleshire Av~nue 

' - ·t· ., 

~ --+ ("' .. +- ' ~ t ,. '. ~ 

EB EBT WBT WBR NBL NBT 
'.tt 4+_ ~-: · --~tt ,-1 ' ··-1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 
4.0 4.0 4.0 

1.00 1.00 0.95 
0.98 0.99 1J00 
1.00 0.98 1.00 
0.96 ,• 0.96 0;9~ 
0.99 0.98 1.00 
1728 1&94. 9503 
0.93 0.88 0.86 
1'629 515 .. 3021 

27 10 34 41 2 1449 
0. 99 0.99 Q. 99 ().99 . 0: 9' ·o_gg 

27 10 34 41 2 1464 
59 0 0 () 1J t 54'9 

13 13 10 4 
custom 

4 8 
4 

15.0 60.0 
16. ; ·~ 6:t.O 
0.16 0.61 

5.0: 5 .. 0 
~--~-- 26_1 __________ ~--~~--~ 

,i•i --:------1.-84~3 -----

~~~~~~----~1~.o~o~~l _______________ -__ . ·1~~~0~----------~~------~ 
2.0 7.7 

Background - PM 

kim1eylv17-ff51 

38.6 6.1 
0 0 

38.6 '· ' . ,46.1 
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HCM Signalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
2: Rittenhouse Street & New Hameshire Avenue 

~ ~ -cl ~ \ ~ 
Movement SBL SBT SBR NWL NWRNWR2 

::i +t. ::i ., 
1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 

4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 
1.00 0.95 1.00 0.95 
1.00 1.00 0.96 0.96 
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 
1.00 1.00 0.86 0.85 
0.95 1.00 1.00 1.00 
1770 3520 1530 1442 
0.95 1.00 1.00 1.00 
1770 3520 1530 1442 

60 623 19 4 104 16 
0.99 0.99 0.99 0.90 0.99 0.99 

61 629 19 4 105 16 
70 648 0 109 0 16 
14 4 4 10 14 

Prot custom 
14 

614 10 2 
10.0 75.0 10.0 60.0 
11 .0 76.0 11 .0 61.0 
0.11 0.76 0.11 0.61 

5.0 5.0 5.0 
195 2675 168 880 

0.04 
0.18 c0.07 0.01 

0.36 0.24 0.65 0.02 
41.2 3.5 42.6 7.7 
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 
5.1 0.2 17.8 0.0 

46.3 3.7 60.4 7.7 
D A E A 

7.9 53.7 
A D 

Intersection Summary 

Background - PM 

kimleylvl7-ff51 

07/07/2005 

... 
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HCM Unslgnalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
S.: Pe·abod): Street & First Street 

... ~ . t . .,_ 
<' 

~ ~ • - -... - ~ • : .. --:.:· c ,-;--. ·~ • ~· ' ' ' ' •• .. -.. • -: - - : - .... _,.: ._·. . .. -··- --~....:.- __ .,:_-______ .:.. .. · .. ___ -::..__ _ _..._._. -~·=-- ~~~..:.: - .: :_ -- _-_,.- -__ - : ._:" __ : - -

Background - PM 

kimteytv17-ff51 

.¢.. 
---..F,.....ree 

0% 
4 263 

0.76 0.76 
5 346 

2 
12.0 
4.0 

0 

179 

179 
4.1 

6 
();.76 

8 

" ~·; . 
----~Sto ----~~· 

0% 
2 136 0 9 

0.76 0.76 0Ji3 Jil.76 
3 179 0 12 

351 

355 554 

355 S54 
4.1 7.1 

- ~ ;.."' .~ 
ICU Level of Service 

None 

351 

546 351 
6.5 6.2 

A 

--..,,....-r 

4 
0.76 

5 

550 

sse 
7.1 
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HC~ ~s}gnaltz.ed Intersection Capacity Analy-sis 
7: <P,ea1m~y Street & . 

' ·' 

Background - PM 

kimleyfv17-ff51 
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HCM Unsignalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
8: Rittenhouse Street & Sligo Mill Road 

0 0 0 

07/07/2005 

";.:"\ ~ • • • ,. - .-:.. -. • • ' r' ' - ~ ' ~! ' . - -- . 

· ...... _ ___:.·.~ ·-~--· ----~.·-=-·--'··---'-~.::-....~-,a~>-- ~----------· ~ - --- ~-...-.....-------~--- - -. -
43 90 33 
6 5 18 
7 73 6 

0.0 -0.4 0.0 
4.1 3.6 4.1 

0.05 0.09 0.04 
853 982 865 
7.3 6.9 7.2 
7.3 6.9 7.2 

A A A 

_____ _.,; ___ ... · .... -=-·---~-- ---- --------. -- ---- -
Del a 
HCM Level of Service 
Intersection Ca~ci~ Utilization 

Background - PM 

kimleylvl7-ff51 

7.1 
A 

17.0% 
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HCM Unsignalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
1 0: Chillum Place & Sliao Mill Road 

J _. +-- !.. ~ ~ 
EBL EBT WBT WBR SWL SWR 

.q- t. v 
Free Free St 

0% 0% 0% 
281 149 8 10 5 

0.96 0.96 0.96 0.96 0.96 
293 155 8 10 5 

18 
12.0 
4.0 

2 

None 

182 606 1n 

182 606 177 
~. 1 6A 6.2 

2.2 3.5 3.3 
95 98 99 

1373 431 853 

EB 1 WB 1 SW 1 
360 164 16 

68 0 10 
0 8 5 

1373 1700 516 
0.05 0.10 0.03 

4 0 2 
1.8 0 .0 12.2 

A 8 
1.8 0 .0 12.2 

B 

1.6 
ICU Level of Service 

Background - PM 

kimleylv17-ff51 

A 

07/07/2005 
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HCM Unsignalize~· 1nter~~ction Capacity AnaJysis 
16: Quackenbos Street &~New Hampshire Avenue 

''·~ ~l.- .. 
~~~--------4~1~0----~~4 5~~----~----~~~~~~~~ 

p~~®~~~~ --:: ;.: .. · 

Background - PM 

kimteylvl7-ff51 

656;:;...._ ____ ___, __ _ 

0.0 0.3 
A 

0.0 0.1 

A 
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HCM Signalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
1: Peabody Street & New Hampshire Avenue 

tt. 
1900 1900 

4.0 
1.00 
1.00 
1.00 
1.00 
1.00 
1854 
0.97 
1802 

21 56 26 329 
0.97 0.97 0.97 0.97 

22 58 27 339 
0 0 0 367 
4 7 7 

Perm Perm 
4 8 

4 8 
25.0 25.0 
26.0 26.0 
0.26 0.26 
5.0 5.0 

409 469 

0.11 c0.20 
0.43 0.78 
30.9 34.4 
1.00 1.00 
3.3 12.3 

34.2 46.6 
c D 

34.2 46.6 
c D 

~-- .... -----~ .,. & -------..- -

I' • . , • .J '• ' 

07/07/2005 

4t. 
1900 1900 

4.0 
0.95 
1.00 
1.00 
1.00 
1.00 

3522 
1.00 

3522 
1 25 2 0 1188 

0.97 0.97 0.97 0.97 0.97 
1 26 2 0 1225 
0 0 0 0 1258 
4 4 1 1 

Perm Perm 
2 6 

2 6 
65.0 65.0 
66.0 66.0 
0.66 0.66 

5.0 5.0 
1984 2325 

o0.36 
0.16 
0.24 
6.9 

1.00 
0.3 
7.2 

A 
7.2 

A 

-J~--- ~ .. --· ~ -~--· ........ __. --- - -- - - ~ - - - - -
HCM Ave~e Controi-:..=:...=Dei=,.._---...;,1 .;;:3.~0-
HCM Volume to Capacity ratio 0.61 
Cycle LenQ!b~,_.,s.__ 100.0 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 74.0% 
c Critical Lane GrouP-

Total Future- AM 

kimleylvl7-ff51 

Sum of lost time s) 8.0 
ICU Level of S:;.;e;;.;..rv..;..;i.;;.;ce:;..._ ____ c;;;._ ___ ~___.__~ 
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HCM Signalized Intersection Capadty Analysis 
2: Rittenhouse Street & New Hameshire Avenue 

_,}- --. ~ .. .("" "' 
._ 

EBL EBT EBR EBR2 WBL2 WBL WBT 
- &- • 4+ 4t 

1900 900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 
4.0 4.0 

1.00 1.00 
0.99 1.00 
0.99 0 .97 
0.98 1.00 
0.97 0 .97 
1745 1760 
0.82 0.82 
1473 ~ ,,;,.-1 87 

15 5 2 1 16 89 89 
0.93 0.93 0.93 Q.>93 . 0.93'·" ~l:9.3 0:9·3 

16 5 2 1 17 96 96 
0 24 0 0 0 .Q 21'0 

10 13 13 13 13 
Perm Perm P~rm 

4 8 
4 8 ~ ·8 

27.0 27.0 
28.0 28.0 
0.28 0.28 

5.0 
... 

5.0 
412 416 

0.02 c0.14 
0.06 o-.50 
26.3 30.2 
1.00 " 
0.3 

26.6 
c 

26.6 
c ,. .... 

17.5 HCM Level of Service 
0.67 

100.0 
87.6% 

Total Future- AM 

kimleylv17-ff51 

' t 
WBR NBT 

!t't! 
1900 1900 

4.0 
0.95 
1:00 
1.00 
Q. 9 
1.00 

3494 
1.00 

3494 
1 489 

0.93 0.93 
~ 526 
0 564 

10 

2 
44.0 
45.0 
0.45 

5.0 
1572 

B 

8.0 
0 

. 'F.J.07t20'05 

~ ~ .4• ~ 
.=- 1'1.. " 

35 
0.93 

38 
0 

14 
Rrot • 

14 

·0.00 
36.5 
1.00 

0.4! 
36.9 

D 
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HCM Signalized Intersection 'Capacity Analysis 
2: Rittenhouse Street & New Hampshire Avenue 

Total ~utu·re - AM 

~mleylvl7 -ff51 

·L 
SBT SBR NWL NWR NWR2 *'·-. 1' 
1900 1900 ~190="=o·~1=go=o;:-"""1900= 

3524' ' 1'575 
1513 
0.93 
1627 
1667 

614 2 
63.0 44.0 
64.0 45;0 

___.0;.;::;.64.:..-.....--~~---0.45 
(5 .. i0 .. ~' 

2255 

c0.47 

14.5 
B 

14.7 
B 

649 

·t H).l, 

07!07/'2J)05 
? .. ' 

Ct 
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HCM UnsignaHzed Intersection Capacity Analysis 
5: Peabody Street & First Street 07/07/2005 

t 
' I • • ::( :~ - ~_..-: •• :. :. ~· ' : : - '. : .: ' ~ o • • • ,-: : "' : ~ • ----·-·----·--· ~~~--~- _.__. .. - --- ... ~ ...... ~------·"""·------··0>4'~~ ... --"-~-~· -.- ··-- ~-- -· ··- . . 

0% 
170 

0.96 
-=- 1n 

-"-""-''- 2 

1 1 
0.96 0.96 

1 1 

q. 
Free 

. 0% 

·~~ 
Stop 

0% 
3 3 16 

--=-=---Q;:.....96~_0.;_.96 0.96 
_ _....3 __ 3 17 

1 
.~~~ ~~--------12.0 12.0 

181 
3 
1 

1156 
0.00 

0 
0.2 

A 
0.2 

Utilization 

Total Future- AM 

kimleylvl7-ff51 

4.0 
0 

404 
1 
8 

1395 
0.00 

0 
0.0 

A 
0.0 

27 
21 

3 
439 
0.06 

5 
13.7 

•B 
13.7 

8 

179 

4.o · 
0 

None 

592 590 179 
. 

401 

179 , ·:., 592 590 179 §90 586 - . 401 
4.1 7.1 6.5 6.2 7.1 6.5 6.2 

22 
17 
2 

430 
0.05 

4 
13.8 

·-~·~ B 
13.8 

B 

A 
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HCM Unsignalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
7; P'eabody Street & 

None 

" 
.·;f"'. 

209 199 
· ·w1 . 

.. 
J•· :.. .. 

... - - ~ 

. ' 

,. 

01!0-1/2005 
• $222{· \t 

·-:~.:.. .. _· ___ -_:..._ -~·.:..-~---~---- -·-~-' _ _:____~- -~-----------·' _ _... ------ -- --- - ·----- - --- -- ---- -
. ~ ' 

Total Future- AM 

kimleytvr7-ff51 

A 
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HCM Unsignalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 
8: Rittenhouse Street & Sligo Mill Road 

Lane Configurations 
Sign Control 
Volume (vehlh) 0 
Peak Hour Factor 0.84 
Hour1y flow rate (vehlh) 0 
-;,- • ..... ···~"' '~I "'- -~-
•' ' - ' ~ - . . - . .. .. 

07/07/2005 

~ 
Stop 

6 4 9 16 
0.84 0.84 0.84 0.84 

7 5 11 19 

-- ... - - -. --------- --- - - -- -------- - ----- -

,..-.:_ ... ·---~ ----~-.:..::...:... ........ -~- ..... -- . - - - -- - . --- - -- - - -. - - - --

Total Future- AM 

kimleytvl7 -ff51 

~-- 8.0 
A 

26.0% ICU Level of Service A 
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