






Ordinance No. 2007-01

construction projects. The Specific Plan contains policies for new

residential and commercial development, as well as the renovation

of the Old School House, which require the incorporation of energy-

saving designs and technologies, and consideration of eco-friendly
materials and LEED design principles.

i) The Specific Plan furthers General Plan Human Services,

Recreational Programs, and Community Facilities Element Policy
7- 8. 1 to preserve and restore historic resources where such actions

will enhance appreciation and understanding of them through the

renovation and re- use of the Old School House. As described in

the Specific Plan, the renovation of the Old School House calls for

bringing the building' s exterior closer to its 1930s-era appearance.

0) The Specific Plan furthers General Plan Housing Element Policy 8-

3.2 to "( a) lIow mixed- use development as a means of providing
housing near commercial services" by integrating residential uses

with retail, restaurants, offices, the hotel and public spaces.

k) The Specific Plan furthers General Plan Governance Element

Policy 9-4.2 to encourage public participation in discussions,

meetings and policy development. During the Specific Plan

planning process, the Applicant worked with neighborhood
members and community stakeholders to collect input on the

development vision and identify issues to address in the Specific
Plan. This included two workshops, a focused neighborhood
meeting, and discussions with various community organizations, all

initiated by the Applicant. The commission review process included

two meetings before the Planning Commission, and one meeting
each before the Architectural and Traffic and Transportation
Commissions. In response to the input from the public and

commissions, the Applicant revised the Specific Plan, including
reducing the residential density, revising the housing types
proposed, and refining design goals and policies. Further, in

response to neighborhood concerns and the recommendations of

the Traffic and Transportation Commission, the Applicant agreed to

post bonds to fund potential traffic-calming improvements on Santa

Barbara Drive, and at the intersection of Foothill Boulevard and

Berkeley Avenue.

2. The Specific Plan furthers the goals of the Claremont Inn and Old School
House Center Plannina Principles, adopted by the City Council in 2001, particularly
Goal # 1: " To revitalize the Claremont Inn and Old School House Center properties,
taking advantage of their strategic location, to provide a mixed- use center including
residential, hospitality, entertainment, art, and office uses."
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Introduction

COMMUNITY INPUT

Another important factor in the formulation of the Specific Plan was

input from community members and stakeholders. Two public
workshops were conducted, with attendance approximating 100
people at the first workshop and 80 at the second workshop.

The first workshop, conducted in the early stages of Specific Plan
preparation (March, 2005), focused on collecting input on the types of

planning issues to consider in revitalization planning, as well as

vision, goals, and priorities for future development. A number of
major themes emerged from the public comments:

A quality renovation of the Claremont Inn is a top priority.
Colby Circle Drive should be left open for the purposes of
neighborhood circulation and emergency access.

There are opportunities for housing, and any housing
development on the northern portion of the property should be of
the highest quality.

Development must be compatible with adjacent residential uses.

The architecturally significant portions of the Old School House
Center should be maintained, consistent with the 200 I Planning
Principles, and beautification of the grounds should be
emphasized.

Re- use of the project site should maintain some of the original
charm of the site' s past life as " Griswold' s" and embrace
opportunities for new uses that relate to the colleges and City's
cultural life.

Existing tenants at the Old School House Center must be
considered in the planning process.

Economic development and increased tax revenue are important
priorities.

In the second workshop ( November, 2005), the preliminary site plan
and development concepts were presented for feedback. The response
to the concepts was highly positive. A few planning questions surfaced
about ensuring adequate parking and maintaining emergency access

to the existing townhomes directly north of the project site. Following
the community confirmation of the project at the workshop, the
project team proceeded with Specific Plan preparation.
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Old School House/ Claremont Inn Revitalization Specific Plan

1.4 ORGANIZATION

This Specific Plan consists of six chapters addressing different project
area development components:

Chapter 1, Introduction: Explains the overall intent of the Specific
Plan and describes the relationship to other City development

policy and regulatory documents, in addition to overviewing

standing City goals that guided project formulation.

Chapter 2, Development Vision and Land Use: Sets forth the

development concept for the project site, establishes the location

and type of land use, and overviews sustainable development

practices integrated into the Specific Plan

Chapter 3, Circulation and Parking: Depicts internal vehicle and

pedestrian circulation and shared parking plan, and addresses

access improvements, street improvements, the pedestrian
environment, as well as transit accessibility.

Chapter 4, Land Use Regulations, Development Standards and

Design Policies: Establishes standards for building bulk and form,

and specifies policies to ensure attainment of project design goals
and objectives.

Chapter 5, Inclusionary Housing Plan: Establishes strategy for

meeting the requirements of the City of Claremont's Inclusionary

Housing Ordinance.

Chapter 6, Infrastructure and Public Services: Calls out needed

improvements to municipal water, wastewater, and storm water

systems and addresses public services availability.

Chapter 7, Plan Adoption, Implementation, Phasing, and

Amendment: Overviews necessary steps for Specific Plan

implementation.
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Development Vision and Land Use

Claremont High School, 19/ 2. facing northwest.

In 1970. the collection of school buildings gained new life as the very
popular Griswold' s Old School House, a successful center of shops,
arts and crafts, and restaurants organized around a large plaza and

pond. The former high school gymnasium was re-used during this
time for the Candlelight Dinner Theater, and the auditorium interior
was retrofitted with offices. The Griswold' s Smorgasbord and Bakery,
built along Foothill Boulevard, anchored this bustling gathering place.
Griswold' s not only attracted people from around the region. but it
also became an important part oflocals' lives.

Sometime between 1966 and 1975, the following additions were made
to the original 1933 complex:

Bank building on the east side of the original " H" ( vacant at

present);

The structures attached to the east of the originallibrarylstudy
hall (currently used by a restaurant);

Wood decks, patios, and trellises located on the west side of the
1933 addition, and wood balcony on northern side;

The pond and plaza system on the west side; and

Steps to the second level. on the south fa~ade of the " H" building.

While Griswold' s Smorgasbord and Bakery closed in the early 1990s,
dinner theater operations successfully continued as they do today.

However the theater building is in need of renovation. Shops, services,
and offices still occupy portions of the Old School House, but the
combination of substantial deferred maintenance, outdated amenities
and access, poor tenant relationships with the prior owner, and

vacancy problems have resulted in low activity levels. The relocation
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CIRCULATION AND PARKING

The project site is situated northwest of the Indian Hill and Foothill
Boulevards intersection. Colby Circle Drive, a local street, swings east-
west in the north portion. The Old School House and Claremont Inn
share parking and drives, which contribute to the interplay between
uses. Surface parking lots ring the front and sides of the hotel and Old
School House buildings and extensive lots extend behind the
buildings to the north, flanking Colby Circle Drive. The back lots are

largely un- used at the present because of the current low activity
levels.

Reciprocal parking agreements and easements allow for shared
parking among the Claremont Inn, Old School House, and office
complex located west of the Inn, as discussed in Chapter 3 and
depicted in Appendix D. However, sufficient parking will be provided
within the Specific Plan area to meet the needs of planned
development.

SURROUNDING USES

The Foothill Boulevard corridor is largely occupied by commercial
uses. Near the project site, single- level offices and retail uses

dominate. In nearby blocks, parking intervenes between the street and
buildings. However, commercial uses around the intersection of
Foothill and Indian Hill Boulevards tend to have a stronger
relationship with the street, with parking accommodated on the side
or rear of lots, or in narrow front lots. The structures at the
intersection corners vary in architectural design, including the more

monumental modern design of the bank building on the northeast,
the small " strip mall" office complex on the southeast, and the folksy
stone building on the southwest.

North of the Foothill corridor are residential neighborhoods. The
gated Griswold Townhomes community occurs north of the project
area, and a more traditional single- family neighborhood exists across
Indian Hill Boulevard to the east. Where Colby Circle Drive jogs,
northwest of the project area, there is a cluster of two-story multiple-
family residential developments.

2. 2 OBJECTIVES

The Old School House/ Claremont Inn Specific Plan is guided by six

objectives:

Revitalize and beautify this prominent site, located at one of
Claremont's major crossroads;

Development Vision and Land Use
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Planned changes include:

Removal of:

Bank structure on the east side of the original " H" ( pres-
ently vacant);

Building to the north of the old auditorium (presently va-

cant);

Structures attached to the east of the original library/study
hall (presently restaurant use); and

Wood decks, patios, and trellises located on the west side of
the " H" building and 1931 addition, and the wood balcony on

the north end of 1931 addition.

Removal of steps on south side of "H" building and creation
of ground- level entry and plaza.

Installation of steel window frames consistent with original
design and construction, where exterior modifications are

planned.

In addition, the rundown pond and plaza area will be replaced with a

new plaza designed to serve as a place for outdoor seating, socializing,
leisure, and as a possible venue for small art shows, farmers' markets,
and performances. Ground- floor retail, restaurants, and cafes will

help to attract people to the plaza and give it life, which will increase
the site' s overall draw. Offices will continue to be an important anchor
use. Additional plazas on the southern and eastern sides will add to
the community orientation.

To provide for direct entrance to the first level on all sides- which is

important for the viability of commercial establishments- the

adjacent parking lot will be rebuilt at four feet below the existing
southern fa~ade. The existing parking lot water drainage contours will
remain the lowest point in the topography, and the existing invert
elevation will continue to serve as the storm drain system. Conceptual
cross-sections showing the renovation plan and planned grade
changes are provided in Figure 2- 4. Figures 2- 5, 2- 6 and 2- 7 illustrate
concepts for the new westside plaza, and Foothill and Indian Hill
entries.

Finally, the development plan includes construction of a new 14,000-

square- foot pad to accommodate commercial use, such as retail,
restaurant, or office. This single- level building will sit near Foothill
Boulevard, east of Buca Di Beppo restaurant, and incorporate
architecture compatible with the Spanish Renaissance style of the Old
School House, including stucco exterior finish. No modifications to
the theater building or the building east of the theater are currently

Development Vision and Land Use
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Old School House/ Claremont Inn Revitalization Specific Plan

Neighborhood and Condominium Conversion) will require dedicated

parking spaces.

The parking plan identifies a total of 723 spaces for the mixed-use

area of the project ( Claremont Inn, Old School House, and

Condominium Conversion). Adding in the parking supply in the

western office area per the existing reciprocal parking easements

yields a total of 939 spaces that are available for meeting the peak
demand of 788 spaces from the mixed- use area. Because the office

parking demand peaks during daytime hours, ample parking will be

available for any remaining needs of the mixed-use activity when it

peaks in the evening hours.

Updating the reciprocal parking easements and agreements will be

required to implement this parking plan to exclude the Colby
Neighborhood ( see Chapter 7, Plan Adoption, Phasing, and

Amendments). In addition, some adjustment to the layout of spaces

shown in Figure 2- 2, Development Plan, may be required to

accommodate trash receptacles. Flexibility in the number of spaces

provided through surface and structured parking will off-set any loss

of spaces shown in Figure 2- 2 due to trash receptacles.

The following sections provide additional information about the

parking plan.

Surface Parking

Surface parking will provide 482 of the projected demand of 788

spaces for the mixed- use portion of the Specific Plan area ( excluding
Colby Neighborhood).

Parking Structure

A parking structure will be constructed to accommodate the

remaining parking demand for the mixed-use portion. The structure

will include approximately 242 parking spaces, of which spaces for

residents of the Condominium Conversion will be dedicated and

secured. The actual number of spaces to be accommodated in the

structure will depend on the extent of developed uses. The central

location of the structure will provide convenient parking for theater,

office, commercial, retail, and hotel users. One level will be

subterranean, and there will be two additional levels at and above

ground level, for a total of three levels.

Colby Neighborhood

Parking for the Colby Neighborhood townhome residents will be

provided in enclosed individual garages directly attached to units,

providing residents direct access to their homes. Guest parking will be

primarily provided by the newly created on- street parking ( 40- 45
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Circulation and Parking

spaces). Due to City of Claremont overnight parking restrictions, 15

percent of the 48 required guest spaces will be provided on- site in

order to ensure adequate parking for overnight visitors.

Bus Parking

A number of Candlelight Pavilion Dinner Theater patrons arrive via
chartered buses. Matinees are often served by three to five buses,
while bus service for evening performances is lighter. Figure 2- 2,

Development Plan, designates a bus parking zone in the parking area

located north of the Old School House building. The bus parking zone

connects to the central plaza via a short promenade, giving passengers
a quick yet pleasant route to the theater entrance.

Employee Parking

To ensure adequate parking for visitors, restaurant, retail, and theater

employees will be required to park in the parking structure. This will
be a condition of all leases.

3.4 PEDESTRIAN AND BICYCLE CIRCULATION

One of the driving objectives of the Specific Plan is to create an

environment where people can walk to various activity points both
within and outside of the project site. Pedestrian paths and
connections, along with plazas and other open spaces, are used to help
integrate the various development components in the Specific Plan
area and knit the project site together with the surrounding
community fabric. Not only will these paths allow people to

accomplish local trips without driving, but they will also contribute
towards a human- scale and dynamic sense of community. Some key
pedestrian features- as shown in Figure 2- 2- include:

A grand pedestrian entry at the corner of Foothill and Indian Hill
Boulevards;

Paths from Foothill Boulevard linking to the hotel, commercial

pads, Old School House complex and plazas, theater,
Condominium Conversion building, and Colby Neighborhood.
A path from Indian Hill Boulevard that extends through the
historic Old School House arcade, through the building, and out

to the central plaza at the center of the project site.; and

A variety of paths connecting the Colby neighborhood to the Old
School House, Indian Hill and Foothill Boulevards, and the

surrounding community.

The design of paths to ensure comfortable, pleasant walking
environments is addressed in Chapter 4, Land Use, Development
Regulations, and Design Standards, of the Specific Plan.
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Old School House/Claremont Inn Revitalization Speci(lc Plan

The specific uses and development regulations for Specific Plan 9 are

established herein. The three proposed districts for the Specific Plan

area are:

Residential

Mixed Use

Hotel

The location of each zoning district is indicated on Figure 4- 1, and

Table 4- 1 shows the proportion of the project site devoted to the

districts. Descriptions of the purpose and intent of the districts follow.

Zoning District Acres

Residential 5.7

Mixed-Use 5. 3

Hotel 10.0

Total 21.0

Zoning District

Specific Plan Area

I_ I

I:'

t

Old School House/ Claremont Inn S ecific Plan

May26, 2006

Figure 4- 1

ZONING DISTRICTS
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Parking for the Mixed Use District will be shared among uses in joint
surface and structured parking areas.

HOTEL

The Hotel zoning designation is applied to the site of the Claremont

Inn, which will continue to be operated as a hotel. Comprehensive
modernization and renovation beginning in 2005 have resulted in a

high- quality, comfortable environment for visitors and special events.

Hotel is the primary intended land use, though accessory uses to the

hotel- induding restaurants, banquet and meeting rooms, gift shops,
and personal service uses- are also permitted.

4. 2 LAND USE REGULATIONS

Table 4- 2 below prescribes the land use regulations for the zoning
districts of the Old School House/ Claremont Inn Specific Plan area.

The regulations for each use and district are established by the

following letter designations:

P" designates uses permitted as- of-right.

CUP" designates uses that may be permitted following review

and approval of a conditional use permit, pursuant to Chapter 6,

Part 3 of the LUDe.

SUDP" designates uses that require approval of a special use and

development permit, pursuant to Chapter 6, part 3 of the LUDe.

designates uses that are not permitted.

The regulation for each land use listed in Table 4- 2 refers to its

permissibility as a primary use, unless otherwise stated. Accessory
uses that are incidental, customarily associated with, and subordinate

to each primary permitted use are also permitted.

If a use is not listed or there is difficulty in categorizing a use as one of

the uses listed in Table 4- 2, the use shall be prohibited unless a

Finding of Similar Use is approved by the Director of Community
Development pursuant to Chapter 2, Part 7 of the LUDe.

Additional regulations that apply to particular land uses are noted in

the<< Additional Regulations" column of Table 4- 2.

40
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Land Use Regulations. Development Standards and Policies

See Chapter S, Part 6 of Land Use and Development Code for permitted antennas

I. In the Mixed Use district, office uses shall be I) limited to 60% of the overall development, and 2}

prohibited in the pads fronting Foothill Boulevard.

4. 3 DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS

The standards of this section apply to all land and structures in the

Specific Plan area. The standards are in addition to those contained in
the Claremont Land Use and Development Code ( LUDe). Where
these standards differ from those in the LUDC, the standards in the

Specific Plan take precedence.

Table 4- 3 below prescribes the development standards for each zoning
district. In addition, Figure 4- 3, Mixed Use Height Limit Diagram,
illustrates maximum building heights in the Mixed Use District.

Figure 4- 4 provides a conceptual cross. section of the Colby Circle
street and setbacks.

Parking requirements are addressed in Chapter 3, Circulation and

Parking, of the Specific Plan.

Maximum 3 See Figure 3 In Residential, the third story shall be
Number of 4-3 setback 10 feet from the exterior edge of
Stories the first floor, and shall not exceed 35%

of the building footprint.
Maximum 40 40 ( see 50 See Section 416 ( in Chapter 4, Part I) 01
Building Figure 4-2)  the LUDC for allowed projections above

Height (It)    height limits.

Minimum

Building
Setback ( It)

From 20 20 N/A In Residential. on Indian Hill and Colby
Indian Circle, cornices, eaves, and belt courses

Hill Blvd.    may project into the required setback

property areas no more than four inches for each
line one foot of the required setback,

providing that no portion of such
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Standard

From

any
other

street-

facing
property
line

From any
interior lot

line

Minimum

Distance

Between

Buildings ( It)

Residential Mixed Use Hotel

10 5 15

10 5 5

10 It for first floor, plus an

additional 10 fc. for each

additional floor above the first

14,000 for None

Foothill pad
and

combi ned

total of

42,000 in

Mixed- Use

Commercial

Building
Flex Area

see Figure
4. 4)

32,250 for

parking
structure

Maximum 97,000

Total New

Building
Coverage
within Zoning
District (sq ft)

Additional Regulations
architectural feature is less than eight feet

above grade and there are no vertical

supports or members within the required
setback area. In addition. fences and walls

not exceeding 3 feet in height, bay
windows, uncovered stoops, pot shelves

and similar low profile features may

encroach into the required setbacks.

Architectural landscape features, such as

lampposts and fountains may be located

within street side setbacks, provided that

they are no closer than at least eight feet

from the front or street side property
line and no more than eight feet in height.
No more than a total of 40% of the

street side property line on each side of

block shall be subiett to the

encroachments described above.

See Settion 412 ( in Chapter 4, Part I) of

the LUDC for permitted encroachments

into required setbacks for Mixed Use and

Hotel Districts.

Maximum

Number of

Dwelling
Units

Minimum

Floor Area

per Dwelling
Unit (sqlt)

48

126 30

900 850

N/A Dwelling units in Mixed Use District

limited to Building C- I ( see Figure 2- 3).

N/ A



Land Use Regulations, Development Standards and Policies

Total Area 110

per Unit

Private Area 60

per Unit

Common SO

Area per Unit

NA (See

Standards

for

Outdoor

Living
Area"

section

below)

40

NtA (See

Standards

for

Outdoor

Living
Area"

section

below)

NtA

NtA

NtA

lt,
Pedestrian

corridor

combined

landscape
strip and

sidewalk) -

minimum

average width

ft)

Landscaping

Signs

Accessory
Structures,

Fences

LUDC - land Use Development Code, ft - feet, sq ft - square feet, NA - not applicable

See Section 413 ( Section 4, Part I), LUDC

See Chapter 4, Part 4 of LUDC

See Chapter 4, Part 2 of LUDC
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P- 2.? Use deep watering irrigation systems for trees.

P- 2. S Provide pedestrian scale along pathways, within open spaces, and

between buildings through:

Unit pavers at plazas with accent bands of stone or color-

treated units,

Mass plantings of shorter height perennials, ground cov-

ers, and shrubs,

Multi-trunk trees in courtyards that have sculptural inter-

est, and

Benches, rocks, and planters for informal seating.

Streetscape

P- 2.9 Provide consistent scheme of street furnishings to foster site

identity and connectivity to the city.

P- 2. 1O Emphasize major open spaces and entry points with sculptural
elements such as water features, artwork, and lighting.

P- 2. 11 Incorporate public art into landscape and courtyard design,
providing at least two art pieces within the development (see

Artwork Standards, Section 486, in Chapter 4 Part 8 of the

Claremont Land Use and Development Code).

P- 2. I2 All trees within City street rights-of-way shall be managed in

conformance with the City's Trees Policies and Guidelines

Manual.

Lighting

P- 2. 13 Provide appropriate design and level oflighting, using pedestrian-
scale lamps and theme or ambient lighting on buildings to feature

special open spaces, connections, or activities.

P- 2. I4 Use light fixtures that are architecturally compatible to existing
context and structures on the site.

P- 2. IS Adequately light all building entries and pedestrian ways for safety
and security.

P- 2. I6 Confine light from fixtures to the project site boundaries; Avoid

off-site glare and spill-over of unnecessary illumination.

P- 2. I? Use low-voltage lighting where possible.

P- 2. IS Avoid colored or flood- lighting, as well as fixtures directed

towards the sky in order to preserve the night sky.
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Old School House/ Claremont Inn Revitalization Specific Plan

P- 5.4 Renovate and improve existing buildings with contextually
appropriate materials and architectural elements. See Residential

Policies: Building Materials and Color for policies regarding
exterior design.

Condominium Conversion

P- 5.5 At such time the exterior is refurbished, retrofit existing structure

to be contextually appropriate and consistent with new

development and Old School House. See Residential Policies:

Building Materials and Color, for further discussion and policies
regarding materials and colors.

P- 5.6 Employ projections, overhangs, architectural trim, and changes in

material to provide shadow, depth, and visual interest to existing
structure.

P- 5. 7 Highlight building entries through means described in the

Residential Policies: Building Entries and Stairways.

P- 5. 8 Maintain existing open space for resident use.

P- 5. 9 Utilize existing open space between parking structure and

building for additional residential-use open space.

P- 5. 10 Retrofit with energy-saving systems and technologies.

Existing Commercial Pad

P- 5. 11 At such time the exterior is refurbished, retrofit existing structure

to be contextually appropriate and consistent with new

development and Old School House. See Commercial Pad Policies:

Building Materials and Color, for further discussion and policies
regarding materials and colors.

P- 5. 12 Upon renovation, relate building fa~ade to street with windows,

doors, awnings, and other architectural elements.

Candlelight Pavilion

P- 5. 13 At such time the exterior is refurbished, retrofit existing structure

to be contextually appropriate and consistent with new

development and Old School House. See Commercial Pad Policies:

Building Materials and Color, for further discussion and policies
regarding materials and colors.
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Land Use Regulations, Development Standards and Poficies

P- 7.3 Design landscape islands with a minimum offive feet in width for

protection of tree trunk and growth area.

P- 7.4 Preserve existing mature trees where feasible.

Parking Structure

P- 7. 5 Locate parking structure in close proximity to mixed- use and
residential uses to maximize shared parking opportunities and

pedestrian accessibility.
P- 7.6 Screen parking structure with planting or architectural elements

to minimize visibility of structure and parked cars from public
and residential development views. Appropriate screening
elements may include metal screens, tall shrubbery, full-base trees,

etc.

P- 7.7 Design structure to be consistent with Commercial Pad Goals and
Policies, where applicable.

All Parking Areas

P- 7.8 Provide accommodation for bicycle and motorcycle parking.
P- 7.9 In addition, some adjustment to the layout of spaces shown in

Figure 2- 2, Development Plan, may be required to accommodate
trash receptacles. Flexibility in the number of spaces provided
through surface and structured parking will off-set any loss of

spaces shown in Figure 2- 2 due to trash receptacles.
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5 Inclusionary Housing Plan

Residential development under the Old School House/ Claremont Inn
Revitalization Specific Plan is subject to the City of Claremont's

nelusionary Housing Ordinance. The [ nelusionary Housing Regulations
require an [ nelusionary Housing Plan prior to development of the
residential projects.

The [ nelusionary Housing Plan is incorporated into the Specific Plan and
follows below. The strategy for the location and unit characteristics of the

inelusionary units in the Specific Plan process affects the overall project
housing plan. Establishing the strategy during the Specific Plan process
will avoid future Plan amendments to adjust overall project densities,

product types, and distribution.

None of the affordable housing incentives offered by the City of
Claremont are being requested in order to achieve essential goals for

neighborhood compatibility. Therefore, this plan will result in the

provision of the inelusionary units without any public financial assistance,

density bonus, or parking reduction.

5. 1 MARKET RATE AND INCLUSIONARY UNITS

The Specific Plan identifies development of a total of 126 housing units, of
which 96 are identified for the Colby Neighborhood and the remaining 30

in the Condominium Conversion (please refer to Chapter 2 of the Specific
Plan for a complete description of the residential development plan). A

total of 19 of the 126 units must be considered " inelusionary units",
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Old School House/ Claremont Inn Revitalization Specific Plan

calculated as 15% of 126. The inclusionary units will be offered and sold

to Moderate Income Households at an affordable housing cost.

5. 2 UNIT CHARACTERISTICS

Table 5- 1 summarizes the characteristics of the market- rate units and

inclusionary units. The units will be scattered in the condominiums

planned for the Colby Neighborhood ( 3 inclusionary units) and the

Condominium Conversion ( 16 inclusionary units). Please refer to Figure
2- 2, Development Plan, for distribution information.

3- Bedroom

Condominiums

2- Bedroom

Condominiums

51 I , 200 - I , 800 sf Owner

56 900 - I , 600 sf Owner

Owner3- Bedroom

Condominiums

2- Bedroom

Condominiums

sf - square feet

9 I , 200 - I ,400 sf

10 900 - 1, 100 sf Owner

5. 3 INCLUSIONARY HOUSING INCOME LEVEL

TARGETS

The inclusionary units will be targeted for Moderate Income Households.

The City will verify tenant incomes to maintain the affordability of the

Inclusionary Units.

5. 4 PHASING

The inclusionary units will be constructed as part of the Condominium

Conversion and Colby Neighborhood components, which are respectively
included in Phases I and II of the Specific Plan Phasing Plan ( please see

Chapter 7, Plan Adoption, Implementation Phasing, and Amendment).

5. 5 REQUESTED INCENTIVES

No specific incentives are being requested of the City.
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Service for Project

UN Consulting conducted an initial study of water demand for the

new proposed residential uses ( see Table 6- 1). The total increase in

water demand for the proposed residential component is 5, 561 water

supply fixture units or 720 gallons per minute.

Golden State Water Company has indicated that a water service

analysis is required, once the characteristics of specific development
are finalized. Although improvements and facility relocation may be

necessary, the company has indicated that they can supply water

service to the Specific Plan area. Also, depending on the Fire

Department's requirements and the proposed development water

demands, additional facilities and/ or upgrades may be needed. Any
capacity or pressure deficiencies for serving buildout of the Specific
Plan shall be identified prior to any construction, and necessary

improvements will be implemented according to the phasing plan in

Chapter 7 of the Specific Plan.

Water Supply Water Supply
Fixture Units Fixture Units

Fixture Quantities ( EACH) ( TOTAL)

Water Closet 390 2.5 975.0

Dish Washer 168 1.5 252.0

Kitchen Sink 168 1.5 252.0

Shower 325 2 650.0

Mop 5ink 168 1.5 252.0

Laundry Machine 168 4 672.0

Bathtub 325 4 1680.0

Lavatory 390 I 390.0

Hose Bib 260 2.5 650.0

Refrigerator 168 1 168.0

Total in Water Supply Fixture Units 5561.0

Total in Gallons Per Minute 720

Source: UN Consulting
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Service for Project

Because the project site is primarily covered with impervious surfaces, the
amount and rate of runoff generation is not anticipated to increase as

development proceeds under the Specific Plan. In fact, the amount of

impervious surfaces may decrease from the conversion of the back surface
lots to residential development with open spaces and landscaped setbacks.
New landscape planters and trees in the remaining surface lots as well as

potential use of permeable paving in portions of the Colby Neighborhood
will also increase the amount of stormwater that percolates instead of runs

off into the municipal drainage system.

Grading plans will be required for project components involving grade
modifications and subterranean structures ( including Colby
neighborhood, multi- level parking structure, and lowering of surface

parking lot southwest of the Old School House). At this time, further

study of stormwater flows can be evaluated as determined necessary by
the City Engineer and any necessary improvements shall be identified and
constructed according to the phasing plan in Chapter 6 of the Specific
Plan.

6. 2 PUBLIC SERVICES

SCHOOLS

The Claremont Unified School District serves the Specific Plan area.

Currently, the District has approximately 6,700 students in its K- 12

program and runs an extensive Adult School program. There are seven

elementary schools, a school for orthopedicaly handicapped and health

impaired students, an intermediate school, a comprehensive high school,
and a continuation high school. Table 6- 2 lists the existing schools and
their locations. The Specific Plan area is located within the boundaries of
the Condit Elementary service area. If possible and compatible with the

Specific Plan development concept, natural drainage designs- such as

natively vegetated swales, natural buffers, and infiltration areas- shall be

integrated into stormwater improvements. The existing urbanized
character of the site may preclude such natural drainage designs.

Claremont also contains the " Claremont Colleges", which comprise a

system of seven colleges and universities. The Claremont Colleges provide
a consortium for higher education. The campuses are contiguous, with

unique and independent student bodies, faculty, governance, and
curricular emphasis. The collection of colleges includes five

undergraduate colleges - Pomona, Scripps, Claremont, McKenna, Harvey
Mudd, and Pitzer colleges. In addition, there are two affiliated graduate-
level colleges ( Claremont Graduate University and Keck Graduate
Institute of Applied Life Sciences). Currently the consortium has over

6,000 students and a combined faculty and staff of over 3, 300 members.

In( rastruCWre and Public Services
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Plan Adoption, Implementation Phasing and Amendment

formation, which shall occur prior to initiation of Phase I. Involvement of
the property owner immediately west of the Claremont Inn is desirable-
due to shared parking arrangement- but it is not required.

TIMING OF RECOMMENDED IMPROVEMENTS

The City Community Development Department shall be responsible for

dictating the specific schedule for constructing required public
improvements, both on and off-site.

7. 5 SPECIFIC PLAN AMENDMENT

Over time, there may be need to revise various sections of this Specific
Plan, as economic conditions and/ or community goals dictate. The

policies presented in the Specific Plan contain some degree of flexibility,
but any Specific Plan amendments must be judged by relatively fIxed
criteria. California Government Code ~ 65453 dearly states that a specific
plan, " may be amended as often as deemed necessary by the legislative
body," Amendments to this Plan may be initiated by a developer, an

individual property owner, or by the City, in accordance with any terms

and conditions imposed during the original approval or in accordance
with any terms and conditions pertaining to planned development
ordinances.

SPECIFIC DETAILS OF AMENDMENT

Proposals to amend the Specific Plan must be accompanied by detailed
information to document the change required. This information should
include revised Specific Plan text (or excerpt there from) and revised Site
Plan or map amendment, depicting the Amendment requested.

PRESENTATION OF NEED FOR AMENDMENT

Since the City has invested significant amount of time in the preparation
of this Specific Plan, any proposals to amend the Specific Plan must

document the need for such changes. The applicant should indicate the
economic, social, or technical issues that generate the need to amend the

Specific Plan.

SUPPLEMENTAL ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS

The applicant must provide an analysis of the amendment's impacts
relative to the environmental review prepared for the Specific Plan.

Depending on the nature of the amendment, supplemental environmental

analysis may be necessary. The need for such additional analysis shall be
determined by the City of Claremont in accordance with the California
Environmental Quality Act (~ 15162).
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TABLE 3- 1

EXISTING CONDITIONS

PEAK-HOUR INTERSECTION LEVEL OF SERVICE SUMMARY

Foothill Blvd/Towne Ave
AM 32. 0 C

PM 35. 7 D

2 Foothill Blvd/Mountain Ave
AM 29. 8 C

PM 17. 3 B

3 Foothill Blvd/Colby elr
AM 43. 4 E

PM 27.5 D

4 Foothill Blvd/Berkeley AveIProject Dwy
AM 59. 6 F

PM 13. 7 B

5 Foothill Blvd/Indian Hill Blvd
AM 31.8 C

PM 30.6 C

6 Foothill Blvd/Monte Vista Ave
AM 24.8 C

PM 26.5 C

7 Colby eir/lndian Hill Blvd
AM 94.2 F

PM 25. 1 D

S Arrow Hwy/ lndian Hill Blvd
AM 27.9 C

PM 37.6 D

9 T~ lO WB Ramps/Indian Hill Blvd
AM 24.7 C

PM 25. 3 C

10 1- 10 EB Ramps/ Indian Hill Blvd
AM 28. 5 C

PM 41.7 D

Notes:

Boldva[uesindicateintersectionsoperatingdeficiently.

a) Delay refers to ( he average control delay for the entire intersection, measured in seconds per vehicle. At a two-way stop-controlled intersection, delay refers to

the worst movement

b) LOS calculations are based on the methodology outlined in the 2000 Hi h",'GY Capacity Manual and erfonned using Traffix 7. 7
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5.0 NEAR TERM CONDITIONS

This section provides a description of the near term conditions both with and without the addition of the
project traffic.

Road Network

Under the near term scenario, no major infrastructure improvement projects are expected to be completed
in the vicinity of the project site. As such, the near term road uetwork would be the same as existing
conditions.

Traffic Volumes

The near term traffic volumes were obtained by adding the cumulative project traffic included in the
Baseline Road Master Plan Traffic Impact Analysis Report ( LLG, 2004) to existing counts at the
applicable study intersections. That report included 54 cumulative projects located in Claremont, Upland,
Montclair, and Rancho Cucamonga. Only two of the proposed project's study intersections were included
in that report. For the remaining study intersections those cumulative project volumes were distributed

according to the proposed project distribution. All turning movements were additionally increased by 1 %

per year to 2007, per direction of City staff.

Figures 5- 1 and 5- 2 show the peak-hour volumes with and without the proposed project.

Traffic Impact Analysis
Old School House/Claremont Inn Specific Plan 5- 1
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TABLE 5- 1

NEAR TERM CONDITIONS

PEAK-HOUR INTERSECTION LEVEL OF SERVICE SUMMARY

AM 33. 9 C 34.0 0.\

PM 40.2 D 41.0 0.8

2 Foothill Blvd/Mountain Ave
AM 27. 1 C 27.2 0.\

PM 16. 9 8 16. 8  - 0. 1

3 Foothill Blvd/Colby Cir
AM 100.9 F 109. 8 8. 9

PM 42.0 E 45.0 3. 0

4 Foothill Blvd/Berkeley AvelProject Dwy ( 0) 
AM 102.0 F 69. 7  - 32.3

PM 15. 0 C 18. 6 C 36

5 Foothill Blvdllndian Hill Blvd
AM 38.8 D 39. 6 D 0.8

PM 33. 7 C 34.9. C 1.2

6 Foothill Blvd/Monte Vista Ave
AM 26. 1 C 26.2 C 0.\

PM 29.0 C 29.3 C 0. 3

7 Colby Cir/lndian Hill Blvd
AM 159. 1 F 167. 5 8. 4

PM 27.7 D 29. 2 D 1.5

8 Arrow Hwy/lndian Hill Blvd
AM 29.7 C 29. 8 C 0.\

PM 40.6 D 40.9 D 0. 3

9 1- 10 WB Ramps/Indian Hill Blvd
AM 26.0 C 26.0 C 0.0

PM 26.0 C 25. 8 C 0.2

0 1. 10 EB Ramps/ Indian Hill Blvd
AM 35. 8 D 35. 8 D 0. 0

PM 45. 8 D 46.2 D 0.4
otes:

Ildvaluesindicateinterse<:tionsoperatingdeficienlly_Boldandshaded values indicate project significant impact.
a) Delay refers to the average control delay for the entire intersoction, measured in seconds per vehicle. At a two_way stop-control1ed intersection, delay refers to the worst movement

LOS ea1culati(lns are based on the methodology outlined in the 2(){)(} Highway Capacily M"nuallUld perfOTmed using Traffix 7.7

c) While the avera e AM soulhbound control deia decreases as indicated. the avera interseclion dela increases /Tom 1. 9 to 2,7 seconds with the pro' ecl

K,'ll9" OlOOO\h"d\r30l0l'" N01'~ IN",,_T<nn
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4 Foothill Blvd/Berkeley Ave/ Project Dwy

7 Colby Cir/lndian Hill Blvd

TABLE 5-1

NEAR TERM CONDITIONS MITIGATED

PEAK-HOUR INTERSECTION LEVEL OF SERVICE SUMMARY

c
Restrict southbound left- turn and through movements

o
Re- stripe to provide eastbound right- tum lane

ld values indicale int"",ection, operatingdeficiemly

a) Delay refe", to llle average control delay fOf lhe entire ; nlerse<:tioo, meas=d in seconds pet vehicle. At a two-way . top-<:ontrolled inters""'ioo, delay refers to the worst movement

LOS calculations are baood on the mcth<>dolo O\Itlined in the 2000 High....y Co eily Mm" o/ and petfonned usin' Traffi~ 7.7

K' IOOl~ oc!'i50""' I1" OI.' I' IN...,.T."" M"
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Figure 5-3

Near Term Mitigated Intersection Geometries
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TABLE 6- 1

BUILD-OUT CONDITIONS

PEAK-HOUR INTERSECTION LEVEL OF SERVICE SUMMARY

AM 45.0 D 45. 3

PM 133. 4 F 136. 7

2 Foothill B]vd/Mountain Ave
AM 24.0 C 24.] C

PM 71.3 E 72. 5 E

Foothill Blvd/ColbyCir
AM 34.8 D 35. 6 E

PM 33. 6 D 34.8 D

4 Foothill Blvd/Berkeley Ave/Project Dwy
AM 15.4 C ] 5. 5 C

PM ] 5. 1 C ] 6. 7 C

Foothill B] vd/lndian Hill Blvd
AM 43.5 D 44.4 D

PM 141.8 F 147.0

6 Foothill B]vd/Monte Vista Ave
AM 28.2 C 28. 3 C

PM 33. 7 C 34.0 C

7 Colby Cir/ lndian Hill Blvd
AM 48. 0 E 49.0 E

PM 30.7 D 32. 2 D

Arrow Hwy/ lndian Hill Blvd
AM 32.9 C 32.9 C

PM ] 62. 2 F ] 63. 6 F

9 1- 10 WB Ramps/ Indian Hill Blvd
AM 29. 1 C 29.2 C

PM 94.2 F 94.8 F

10 1- 10 EB Ramps/Indian Hill B] vd
AM 32. 9 C 32.9 C

PM 123. 5 F 124.2 F

otes

Id values indicateintcrsectionsoperatingdeficiently_Boklandshadedvaluesindicateprojectsignitic3IItimpact
a) Delay refers to the average conlrol delay for the entire intersection, measured in seconds per vehiclc. At a two-way stop...:ontrolled intersection, delay refers 10 the worst movement

LOS ca1culations are based on the metho<lolo outlinedinthe2000H;ghwa C c; t Mani,a/ and rformedusin Traffix7.7
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Figure 6-3

Build-Out Mitigated Intersection Geometries
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Old School House/Claremont Inn Specific Plan
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TABLE 7-2

NEAR TERM CONDITIONS - ALTERNATIVE I

PEAK-HOUR tNTERSECTlON LEVEL OF SERVICE SUMMARY

AM 33.9 C 34.3

PM 40.2 D 42.3

2 Foothill Blvd/Mountain Ave
AM 27. 1 C 27.4

PM 16.9 B 17. l

3 Foothill Blvd/ColbyCir
AM 100.9 F 122.3

PM 42.0 E 51.9

4 Foothill Blvd/Berkeley Ave/Project Dwy Coj
AM 102.0 F 73. 9

PM 15. 0 C 23.0

Foothill Blvd/Indian Hill Blvd
AM 38.8 D 41.2

PM 33. 7 C 37.3

6 Foothill Blvd/Monte Vista Ave
AM 26.1 C 26.4

PM 29.0 C 29.6

7 Colby Cirllndian Hill Blvd AM 159. 1 F l89.8

PM 27. 7 D 31.1 D

8 Arrow Hwy/lndian Hill Blvd
AM 29. 7 C 29.9 C

PM 40.6 D 41.5 D

9 1- 1O WB Ramps/ Indian Hill Blvd
AM 26.0 C 26.0 C

PM 26.0 C 25. 7 C

10 I 10 EB Ramps/ Indian Hill Blvd AM 35. 8 D 36.0 D

PM 45. 8 D 46.5 D
otes'

old values indicate intersections operating deficiently. BOId. ndsh. ded valucs indicate project , ignilicant impact.
a) Delay refers to the average control delay for the entire intersection, measured in seconds per vehicle. At a two-way stop-eontrolled intersection. delay refers to the worst movement

LOS calculations are based on the methodology outlined in the 2000 HighWtly Capacity Mam.a! and perfonned using Tram" 7. 7
c) While the avera e AM southbound cantrol dclaydecreascs as indicated. the avera e intersection delay increases from 1. 9103.4 seconds with the ro ecl

K,' II95:;O! OOOU'.<< 1'{50200IlNOI AlIL.'~] N"'_T.""
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TABLE 7-4

BUILD-OUT CONDITIONS - ALTERNATIVE 1

PEAK-HOUR INTERSECTION LEVEL OF SERVICE SUMMARY

AM 45,0 D 45. 7

PM 133.4 F 140.9

2 Foothill B]vd/Mountain Ave
AM 24.0 C 24.2

PM 71.3 E 75.3

Foofhill Blvd/Co]by Cir AM 34.8 D 36.9

PM 33.6 D 37.0

4 Foothill B1vdIBcrkeley AvelProject Dwy
AM ] 5.4 C ] 5.6

PM 15.] C 19. 0

5 Foothill Blvd/Indian Hill Blvd AM 43. 5 D 46.0

PM 141. 8 F 157. 1

6 Foothill Blvd/Monte Vista Ave
AM 28.2 C 28.5

PM 33. 7 C 34. 5

7 Colby Cir/]ndian Hill Blvd AM 48.0 E 51.4

PM 30. 7 D 34.]

8 Arrow Hwy/ lndian Hill B] vd AM 32.9 C 33. 0

PM ] 62. 2 F 165. 9

9 1- 10 WB Ramps/] ndian Hill Blvd AM 29. 1 C 29.2

PM 94.2 F 96.6

10 1- 10 EB Ramps/ Indian Hill B] vd AM 32.9 C 33.]

PM 123. 5 F ] 24. 7
oles:

Bold values indicate interneetions operatingdefieicntly Bold andsltaded values indicate projccl significant impacl.
a) Delay refers 10 the average eonlrol delay for lhe enlire inlerneelion, measured in seconds per vehicle. Al a two-way stop-controlled interneelion, delay refer> to the worsl movement

LOS calculalions are based on the melhodolo oullined in lhe 2000 Hi hwa Ca Jaci MmlJial and rfllrmed usin Traffix 7_7

K:1Il955U200lJ1E"' l'f502( 1) IINOI Altl., I' IB"~ d-()"1
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Colby Circle @ Indian Hill Boulevard

A signal will be constructed by the project in the near- term if the conditions specified in the

near term mitigation section are met. The signalization of the intersection would eliminate

the cumulative build-out impact.

Arrow Highway @ Indian Hill Boulevard

Widen to provide northbound right- turn lane. This improvement is included in the City of

Claremont Draft General Plan Update.

1- 10 WB Ramps@ Indian Hill Boulevard

Add second northbound left-turn lane. This improvement tS included m the City of

Claremont Draft General Plan Update.

Table 7- 5 displays the LOS analysis for the mitigated intersections. Figure 7-4 shows the mitigated

intersection geometries.

Appendix E contains the mitigated LOS calculation worksheets.

The project traffic contribution to the cumulative impacts mentioned above is shown in Table 7- 6. The

percentage increase shown in the table is calculated by dividing the total project traffic at each

intersection by the increase in total traffic at that intersection from existing conditions to buildout. As

shown in the table, the project contribution to the overall increase in intersection volumes is quite small.

Traffic Impact Analysis
Old School House/Claremont Inn Specific Plan 7- 11

Alternative 1 Analysis
November 2006



Foothill Blvdflndian Hill Blvd

Arrow HwylIndian Hill Blvd

9 1- 10 WB Ramps/ Indian Hill Blvd

TABLE 7-5

BUILD-OUT CONDITIONS MITlGA TED - AL TERNA TIVE J

PEAK-HOUR INTERSECTION LEVEL OF SERVICE SUMMARY

Add EB right- turn lane

Add NB righi- turn laoe

Add NB left- turn lane
o~

valucs indicate intersections operating ar LOS EorF

a) Delay refers to the average control delay for the entire intersection, measured in seconds per vehicle At a two_way stop-controlled intersection, delay refers to thc worst movementb LOScalculalionsarebasedonthemethodolo oullined in the 2000 Hi h C" Q('ilvM"nu" land rformcdusin Synchro6.0
Kc,""II01OO" IF.><<<N50100' INIHAltI.<hj" uildoOutM; t
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Intersection Turning Movement
Prepared by: Southland Car Counters

N- S STREET: Mountain Ave.   DATE: 11/ 08/ 2005 LOCATION: City of Claremont

E- W STREET: Foothill Blvd.   DAY: TUESDAY PROJECT# 05- 2439-002

NORTHBOUND SOUTHBOUND EASTBOUND WESTBOUND

NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL wr WR TOTAL

LANES: 1 2 0 1 2 0 1 2 0 1 2 0

1: 00 PM

l:lS PM

1: 30 PM

1: 45 PM

2: 00 PM

2: 1S PM

2: 30 PM

2: 45 PM

3: 00 PM

3: 1S PM

3: 30 PM

3: 45 PM

4: 00 PM 35 31 14 35 30 17 7 198 13 16 177 14 587

4: 15 PM 26 35 14 35 51 7 10 239 8 18 239 20 702

4: 30 PM 26 39 13 39 37 7 15 250 22 19 193 10 670

4: 45 PM 30 37 12 34 34 14 15 225 18 19 179 14 631

5: 00 PM 32 33 11 39 41 12 21 236 25 12 226 17 705

5: 15 PM 30 26 13 41 31 16 20 217 16 13 221 12 656

5: 30 PM 41 41 8 36 43 16 20 258 24 10 184 7 688

5: 45 PM 32 26 12 35 32 14 19 243 15 10 181 9 628

6: 00 PM

6: 15 PM

6: 30 PM

6: 45 PM

TOTAL NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL wr WR TOTAL

VOLUMES = 252 268 97 294 299 103 127 1866 141 117 1600 103 5267

PM Peak Hr Begins at: 415 PM

PEAK

VOLUMES = 114 144 50 147 163 40 61 950 73 68 837 61 2708

PEAK HR.

FACTOR: 0. 975 0. 941 0.944 0.872 0.960

CONTROL: Signalized

r-._-~_.-



Intersection Turning Movement
Prepared by: Southland Car Counters

N- S STREET: Colby Cir.    DATE: 11/ 08/ 2005 LOCATION: City of Claremont

E- W STREET: Foothill Blvd.   DAY: TUESDAY PROJECT# 05- 2439-003

NORTHBOUND SOUTHBOUND EASTBOUND WESTBOUND

NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT WR TOTAL
LANES:    0 1 0 1 2 2 0

6: 00 AM

6: 15 AM

6: 30 AM

6: 45 AM

7: 00 AM 3 3 6 102 114 2 230
7: 15AM 2 10 28 110 141 2 293
7: 30 AM 4 41 49 202 242 10 548
7: 45 AM 3 33 10 266 215 4 531
8: 00 AM 6 3 7 277 189 4 486
8: 15 AM 5 5 8 207 220 2 447
8: 30 AM 2 5 7 187 153 1 355
8: 45 AM 2 3 7 209 256 3 480
9: 00 AM

9: 15 AM

9: 30 AM

9: 45 AM

10: 00 AM

10: 15 AM

10: 30 AM

10: 45 AM

11: 00 AM

11: 15 AM

11: 30 AM

11 :45 AM

TOTAL NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT WR TOTAL
VOLUMES = 0 0 0 27 0 103 122 1560 0 0 1530 63 3405

AM Peak Hr Begins at: 730 AM

PEAK

VOLUMES = 0 0 0 18 0 82 74 952 0 0 866 20 2012

PEAK HR.

FACTOR: 0.000 0.556 0. 903 0. 879 0. 918

CONTROL: 1- Way Stop S







Intersection Turning Movement
Prepared by: Southland Car Counters

N- S STREET: Berkeley Ave./ Project Dwy. DATE: 11/ 08/ 2005 LOCATION: City of Claremont

E- W STREET: Foothill Blvd.   DAY: TUESDAY PROJECT# 05- 2439-004

NORTHBOUND SOUTHBOUND EASTBOUND WESTBOUND

NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT WR TOTAL

LANES: 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 2 0 1 2 0

1: 00 PM

1: 15 PM

1: 30 PM

1: 45 PM

2: 00 PM

2: 15 PM

2: 30 PM

2: 45 PM

3: 00 PM

3: 15 PM

3: 30 PM

3: 45 PM

4: 00 PM 0 0 16 1 0 1 6 236 3 6 252 3 S24

4: 15 PM 0 0 13 2 0 5 4 270 7 5 260 7 573

4: 30 PM 0 0 5 0 0 7 7 275 2 1 238 7 542

4: 45 PM 1 0 5 1 0 6 14 251 5 4 220 8 515

5: 00 PM 0 1 4 2 0 9 12 259 5 2 284 16 594

5: 1S PM 0 0 11 0 0 5 8 235 5 S 225 11 505

5: 30 PM 0 0 13 0 1 15 13 285 7 2 189 21 546

S: 45 PM 1 0 7 0 0 22 12 270 5 2 194 17 530

6: 00 PM

6: 15 PM

6: 30 PM

6: 45 PM

TOTAL NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT WR TOTAL

VOLUMES = 2 1 74 6 1 70 76 2081 39 27 1862 90 4329

PM Peak Hr Be9ins at: 415 PM

PEAK

VOLUMES = 1 1 27 5 o 27 37 1055 19 12 1002 38 2224

PEAK HR.

FACTOR: 0. 558 0.727 0.978 0.871 0.936

CONTROL: 2- Way Stop N & S
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Intersection Turning Movement
Prepared by: Southland Car Counters

N- S STREET: Indian Hills.   DATE: 11/ 08/ 2005 LOCATION: City of Claremont

E- W STREET: Colby Cir.   DAY: TUESDAY PROJECT# 05- 2439-007

NORTHBOUND SOUTHBOUND EASTBOUND WESTBOUND

NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT WR TOTAL

LANES: 1 2 0 1 2 0 0 1 0 0 1 0

1: 00 PM

1: 15 PM

1: 30 PM

1: 45 PM

2: 00 PM

2: 15 PM

2: 30 PM

2: 45 PM

3: 00 PM

3: 15 PM

3: 30 PM

3: 45 PM

4: 00 PM 9 87 1 0 124 9 4 0 9 2 0 245

4: 15 PM 19 94 0 0 121 8 4 0 11 2 1 260

4: 30 PM 8 109 2 1 94 8 10 2 7 2 0 243

4: 45 PM 8 144 2 0 90 2 7 0 5 2 0 260

5: 00 PM 8 119 3 0 84 4 7 4 17 2 0 248

5: 15 PM 20 165 3 0 85 4 3 0 14 0 0 294

5: 30 PM 32 157 5 1 84 4 9 1 15 0 0 308

5: 45 PM 27 164 4 0 83 3 7 2 14 1 0 305

6: 00 PM

6: 15 PM

6: 30 PM

6: 45 PM

TOTAL NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT WR TOTAL

VOLUMES = 131 1039 20 2 765 42 51 9 92 11 1 0 2163

PM Peak Hr Begins at: 500 PM

PEAK

VOLUMES = 87 605 15 1 336 15 26 7 60 3 o o 1155

PEAK HR.

FACTOR: 0.906 0.989 0. 830 0. 375 0.938

CONTROL: 2-Way Stop E/ W
































































































































































