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TRANSPORTATION STUDY 

SAN DIEGO STATE UNIVERSITY 

EVOLVE STUDENT HOUSING PROJECT 
San Diego, California 

December 5, 2024 

1.0 INTRODUCTION 

Linscott, Law & Greenspan Engineers (LLG) has prepared this Transportation Study pursuant to the 
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) to assess the potential transportation-related impacts 
and effects associated with development of the San Diego State University (SDSU) Evolve Student 
Housing project (Project) in the City of San Diego. The proposed SDSU Evolve project consists of 
two separate student housing components (Peninsula Component and University Towers East 
Component) to be developed at two different locations within and adjacent to SDSU’s main campus. 
(See Figure 1-1, Vicinity Map, and Figure 1-2, Project Area Map.)  

The proposed Peninsula Component student-housing complex would be located within the 
approximately 10.3-acre site located adjacent to the northwest portion of campus where 55th Street 
ends, just south of Interstate-8 and west of Canyon Crest Drive. 

The proposed University Towers East Component student-housing complex would be developed on a 
1.1-acre site located on Montezuma Road, which is currently utilized as a parking lot at 5505 
Montezuma Road. 

This Transportation Study consists of the following sections: 

 Project Description 

 Existing Conditions Discussion 

 Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) Analysis Methodology  

 Vehicle Trip Generation / Distribution / Assignment 

 VMT Analysis 

 Non-Vehicular Mobility Analysis 

 Parking Assessment Analysis 

 Conclusion 
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2.0 PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

The proposed Evolve Student Housing Project consists of two separate student housing components 
to be developed at two different locations within and adjacent to SDSU’s main campus. The two 
components are referred to herein as the Peninsula Component and the University Towers East 
Component, collectively comprising the Project site, as shown on Figure 2-1. 

2.1 Project Location 
Peninsula Component 
The proposed Peninsula Component student-housing complex would be located within the 
approximately 10.3-acre site  at the northern terminus of 55th Steet, adjacent to the northwest portion 
of campus just south of Interstate-8 and west of Canyon Crest Drive. 

University Towers East Component 
The proposed University Towers East Component student-housing complex would be located on a 
1.1-acre site located on Montezuma Road that is currently utilized as a parking lot at 5505 Montezuma 
Road.   

2.2 Project Description 
Peninsula Component 
The Peninsula Component site currently contains six, two-story apartment-style student housing 
buildings, one three-story apartment-style student housing building, the SDSU International Center 
complex comprised of four buildings, the P11 parking lot, and associated amenities (i.e., resident 
parking spaces, sidewalks, landscaped areas, etc.).

 Development of the Peninsula Component would include demolition of all 13 existing buildings, 
which presently provides housing for 702 students, and the phased development of one 9-story student 
housing building and five student housing buildings up to 13 stories in height that would contain a 
total of approximately 4,450 student beds. The 9-story building would contain approximately 650 
beds, and the other five maximum 13-story buildings would be 4-bedroom and 2-bedroom apartment-
style buildings containing approximately 760 beds each. The proposed Peninsula Component would 
also include a new two-story amenity building for dining and other student uses, and outdoor gathering 
space and green space between each building. With the loss of 702 existing beds and the development 
of approximately 4,450 beds, the Peninsula Component of the Proposed Project would result in a net 
increase of approximately 3,748 beds. 

University Towers East Component 
The proposed University Towers East Component would be developed on an approximately 1.1-acre 
site located immediately east of the existing University Towers Building, south of Montezuma Road. 
The existing parking lot on Montezuma Road would be demolished to allow for redevelopment of the 
site to include a new 9-story student-housing building that would accommodate approximately 720 
beds. The existing parking lot on Montezuma Road is currently utilized by the student residents of the 
existing University Towers residential facility and is not open to all students for commuter parking. 
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The University Towers East component would not remove any parking that is currently provided for 
employees and commuter students. 

Between the 4,450 beds of the Peninsula Component and the 720 beds of the University Towers East 
Component, the proposed Project would result in the development of approximately 5,170 beds, which 
is a net increase of 4468 beds after accounting for the removal of the 702 existing beds at the Peninsula 
site. No increase in student enrollment beyond the previously approved 35,000 full-time equivalent 
students (FTES) is proposed as part of the Project. 

The analysis presented here is based on a net increase of 4,468 beds. Prior to public circulation, the 
analysis will be revised, if necessary, to reflect the then-current net increase. 
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Site Plan 
Figure 2-1 
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3.0 EXISTING CONDITIONS 

Effective evaluation of the traffic impacts associated with the proposed SDSU Evolve Project requires 
an understanding of the existing transportation system within the Project area. Figure 3–1 illustrates 
the existing conditions within the Project study area. 

3.1 Existing Street Network 
The following is a description of the existing street network in the study area. 

Interstate 8 (I-8) is an interstate freeway operated by the California Department of Transportation 
(CALTRANS). I-8 is an east-west facility that extends from the San Diego area eastward to the 
California-Arizona border and beyond. I-8 provides five (5) lanes eastbound and five (5) lanes 
westbound within the SDSU campus area. I-8 provides access to the Fairmount Avenue, Waring Road, 
College Avenue, and Lake Murray / 70th Street interchanges within the campus vicinity. The posted 
speed limit is 65 mph. 

Campanile Drive is classified as a 2-lane collector in the College Area Community Plan. Campanile 
Drive is currently constructed as a 2-3 lane roadway north of Montezuma Road, and as a 2 lane 
undivided roadway south of Montezuma. Bike lanes are not provided along Campanile Drive. On-
street parking is generally allowed south of Montezuma Road.  The posted speed limit is 25 mph. 

College Avenue is a north-south roadway classified as a 4-lane Major Street between Del Cerro 
Boulevard and I-8 in the Navajo Community Plan; as a 6-lane Major Street between Canyon Crest 
Drive and Montezuma Road; and as a 4-lane Major Street south of Montezuma Road in the College 
Area Community Plan. College Avenue is currently constructed as a four-lane, intermittently divided 
roadway between Del Cerro Boulevard and Montezuma Road. College Avenue is constructed as a 4-
lane Collector between Montezuma Road and Cresita Drive. Class II bike lanes are provided along 
College Avenue between Zura Way and Montezuma Road. On-street parking is prohibited north of 
Montezuma Road but permitted south between Montezuma Road and El Cajon Boulevard. The posted 
speed limit is 40 mph between Del Cerro Boulevard and Zura Way, and 35 mph south of Zura Way. 

Montezuma Road is an east-west roadway classified as a 4-lane Major Street between Fairmount 
Avenue and Reservoir Drive in the College Area Community Plan. Montezuma Road is currently 
constructed as a four-lane divided roadway between Fairmount Avenue and 55th Street; a four-lane 
undivided roadway between 55th Street and College Avenue; and as a four-lane undivided roadway 
with intermittent turn lanes east of College Avenue. Class II bike lanes are provided on Montezuma 
Road along the entire length of the roadway. On-street parking on Montezuma Road is prohibited. The 
posted speed limit is 50 mph from Fairmount Avenue to Collwood Boulevard, 40 mph eastbound and 
45 mph westbound between Collwood Boulevard and 54th Street, and 35 mph elsewhere. 

55th Street is a north-south roadway classified as a 2-lane Collector north of Hardy Avenue and a 4-
lane Collector between Hardy Avenue and Montezuma Road in the College Area Community Plan. 
55th Street is currently constructed as a four-lane undivided roadway north of Montezuma Road, and 
as a two-lane undivided roadway north of Canyon Crest Drive. Class II bike lanes are provided on 
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55th Street between 55th Street and Montezuma Road. On-street parking is prohibited except north of 
Canyon Crest Drive. The posted speed limit is 25 mph. 

Remington Road is an east-west roadway classified as a 2-lane Collector in the College Area 
Community Plan. Remington Road is currently constructed as a two-lane undivided roadway west of 
55th Street. Class II bike lanes are provided on both sides of the roadway between Hewlett Drive and 
55th Street. On-street parking is prohibited. The posted speed limit is 25 mph. 

Fairmount Avenue is a north-south roadway classified as a 6-lane Primary Arterial between 
Montezuma Road and I-8 in the College Area Community Plan. Fairmount Avenue is currently 
constructed as a six-lane divided expressway between Interstate 8 and Montezuma Road. Class II bike 
lanes are provided on both sides of the roadway. On-street parking on Fairmount Avenue is prohibited. 
The posted speed limit is 35 mph between the I-8 ramps, and 50 mph south of the I-8 ramps. 

Canyon Crest Drive / East Campus Drive is an unclassified roadway in the College Area 
Community Plan. Canyon Crest Drive / East Campus Drive is currently constructed as a two-lane 
undivided roadway west of College Avenue, as a two-lane one-way roadway between College Avenue 
and Zura Way, and as a two-lane undivided roadway south of Zura Way. On-street parking is generally 
prohibited. Currently, no bicycle facilities exist on Canyon Crest Drive / East Campus Drive. The 
posted speed limit is 25 mph. 

3.2 Existing Traffic Volumes 
Table 3–1 summarizes recent average daily traffic volumes (ADTs) on the study area roadways. The 
traffic counts were conducted by Count Data on September 17 – 18, 2024. 

Figure 3–2 shows the Existing Traffic Volumes. Appendix A contains the manual count sheets. 
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Existing Conditions Diagram

SDSU EVOLE Student Housing

Figure 3-1
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Existing Traffic Volumes

SDSU EVOLE Student Housing

Figure 3-2
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4.0 VEHICLE MILES TRAVELED METHODOLOGY 

The Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) analysis contained herein has been prepared to evaluate the 
vehicular effects of the Project using the VMT metric, as currently required under CEQA. The analysis 
methodology utilized in this report is based on the California State University (CSU) Transportation 
Impact Study (TIS) Manual (dated March 11, 2019) and the Technical Advisory on Evaluating 
Transportation Impacts in CEQA prepared by the State Office of Planning and Research (OPR) 
(December 2018). 

4.1 VMT Background 
VMT is defined as the “amount and distance of automobile travel attributable to a project” per CEQA 
Guidelines Section 15064.3. VMT is a measure of the use and efficiency of the transportation network 
as well as land uses in a region. VMT is calculated based on individual vehicle trips generated and 
their associated trip lengths. VMT accounts for two-way (roundtrip) travel and is estimated for a 
typical weekday for the purposes of measuring transportation impacts.  

The potential transportation impacts of the proposed Project are analyzed based on the VMT metric 
consistent with the CEQA guidelines adopted pursuant to Senate Bill (SB) 743. SB 743, which is 
codified as CEQA Public Resources Code section 21099, identifies VMT as an appropriate metric for 
measuring transportation impacts for CEQA purposes statewide; SB 743 also eliminated auto delay as 
measured by the level of service (LOS) metric, as the appropriate metric under CEQA. The 
justification for this paradigm shift is that auto delay/LOS impacts may lead to improvements that 
increase roadway capacity, which may ultimately induce more traffic and greenhouse gas emissions. 
In contrast, assessing a project’s transportation impacts based on VMT encourages the construction of 
development projects in VMT-efficient locations, which assists California in meeting greenhouse gas 
emissions targets.  

As a result, the analysis of transportation impacts presented here and the corresponding assessment of 
potential impacts, is based on VMT, rather than LOS, consistent with SB 743 and CEQA Guidelines 
section 15064.3. 

4.2 CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.3 Subdivision (b) 
CEQA Guidelines Appendix G, Transportation, significance criteria 2, refers to CEQA Guidelines 
Section 15064.3, subdivision (b), which provides the criteria for analyzing transportation impacts. 
Section 15064.3(b) provides, in relevant part: 

1. Land Use Projects. VMT exceeding an applicable threshold of significance may indicate a 
significant impact. Generally, projects within one-half mile of either an existing major transit 
stop or a stop along an existing high-quality transit corridor should be presumed to cause a 
less than significant transportation impact. Projects that decrease VMT in the project area 
compared to existing conditions should be presumed to have a less than significant 
transportation impact. [Emphasis added.] 
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2. Qualitative Analysis. If existing models or methods are not available to estimate the VMT for 
the project being considered, a lead agency may analyze the project’s VMT qualitatively. Such 
a qualitative analysis would evaluate factors such as the availability of transit, proximity to 
other destinations, etc. For many projects, a qualitative analysis of construction traffic may be 
appropriate. 

3. Methodology. A lead agency has discretion to choose the most appropriate methodology to 
evaluate a project’s VMT, including whether to express the change in absolute terms, per 
capita, per household or in any other measure. A lead agency may use models to estimate a 
project’s VMT and may revise those estimates to reflect professional judgment based on 
substantial evidence. Any assumptions used to estimate VMT and any revisions to model 
outputs should be documented and explained in the environmental document prepared for the 
project. The standard of adequacy in Section 15151 shall apply to the analysis described in this 
section. 

4.3 CSU Transportation Impact Study Manual 
In light of the CEQA Guidelines identifying VMT as the appropriate metric for measuring 
transportation impacts for CEQA purposes statewide, the current CSU Transportation Impact Study 
(TIS) Manual provides relevant guidance in the preparation of transportation impact assessments for 
projects on CSU campuses, consistent with both the CEQA Guidelines update and OPR’s Technical 
Advisory.  

4.3.1 Projects Screened from VMT Assessment 
Based on the CSU TIS Manual, the following CSU project types generally are not required to complete 
a full VMT assessment and impacts under CEQA are presumed less than significant; that is, traffic 
impacts associated with projects falling within one of the following categories are presumed to 
constitute a less than significant impact related to VMT: 

 Local serving retail that is less than 50,000 [square feet] sq. ft., or retail that is located wholly 
within the core of a CSU campus; 

 Childcare centers that serve students, faculty, and staff families; 

 Student services facilities; 

 Parking facilities that serve the campus demand and do not create “too much parking”; 

 Healthcare centers serving students, faculty, and staff; 

 Recreation/fitness/wellness centers that serve students, faculty, and staff; and 

 Projects generating less than 110 vehicle trips per day, as noted in the OPR Technical 
Advisory.  

(CSU TIS Manual, Projects Screened From VMT Assessment, pp. 11-12.)The CSU TIS Manual 
further provides that in addition to the project types identified above, screening from project-level 
assessment may be applicable to certain other types of projects that do not meet the above project type 
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on the basis that certain characteristics (e.g. location) are such that it can be assumed such project 
types would not result in significant VMT impacts. Specifically, the following project types and 
screening attributes have the potential to decrease the number of trips and/or the trip length around 
their development, further decreasing VMT: 

 Development in Transit Priority Areas (TPA). TPAs are defined as development located within 
a one-half mile of either an existing major transit stop (defined as a rail transit stop, ferry 
terminal served by either bus or rail transit, or the intersection of two or more major bus routes 
with 15-minute or better headways during the peak commute periods) or a stop along an 
existing high quality transit corridor (defined as a fixed route bus service with headways of 15-
minutes or better). TPAs should be identified by the transportation consultant for applicability 
in the area. 

 Development in a low-VMT generating area of the city, sub-region, or region. Low-VMT 
generating areas of the city, sub-region, or region can be identified by the transportation 
consultant by reviewing the VMT per person for the traffic analysis zone (TAZ) for the 
referenced region. If the proposed land use is consistent with what is currently in the study area 
and the TAZ is identified as generating lower than existing VMT (compared to the city, sub-
region, or regional VMT per person average), then the project can be screened from project 
level assessment. 

 On-campus housing serving students, faculty, and staff. 

(CSU TIS Manual, p. 12.)Of note, this screening exemption is not absolute and must be supported by 
substantial evidence. Additionally, although these projects would be screened from project level VMT 
assessment, they would still need to complete a cumulative level assessment to determine consistency 
with the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) produced by the local Metropolitan Planning 
Organization (MPO) or Regional Transportation Planning Agency (RTPA). (CSU TIS Manual, pp. 
12-13.) 
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5.0 TRIP GENERATION – TRIPS ADDED & TRIPS REMOVED 

The following is a discussion of the proposed Project trip generation calculations. As previously 
noted, the proposed Project will result in a net-increase of 4,468 student housing beds on and adjacent 
to campus. This increase in on-campus student housing will result in fewer students driving to campus 
and an overall net reduction in Average Daily Trips (ADT), as described in the following sections. 
The Project will result both in the addition of vehicle trips attributable to the students that will live in 
the new housing, and also result in the removal of trips from the regional network as those students 
now living in the new housing will no longer need to travel to campus. 

The sections that follows describes first how the trip generation rates utilized for the analysis were 
calculated, followed by the trip generation calculations for the subject Project. 

5.1 Trip Generation Rates 
5.1.1 Trips Added: Resident Students  
This section describes the calculation of vehicle trips that would be added to the regional roadway 
network as a result of the shift in students from off-campus to on-campus housing. While the students 
that would live in the new housing would no longer be driving to and from campus to attend classes, 
some of them may be driving, for example, to work or grocery shopping or social events. 

To calculate the number of ADT that would be added as a result of the proposed Project, LLG 
multiplied the net increase in student housing beds (4,468) by an appropriate trip rate. The resulting 
number is the number of daily vehicle trips that would be added as a result of the proposed Project. 

In calculating ADT, LLG used a trip rate of 0.64 ADT per student living on campus. This number is 
based on the trip rate calculated and utilized by LLG in preparing the Transportation Impact Analysis 
for the SDSU 2007 Campus Master Plan EIR. (A copy of the relevant section from the LLG TIA is 
attached as Appendix B.) 

In light of the passage of time, LLG conducted a validation analysis as follows to determine if the trip 
rate is still valid: 

 The proposed Project would result in a net increase of 4,468 student beds on campus. 

 Of these 4,468 student beds, 10% are assumed to be dedicated to first-year/freshmen students, 
who are not permitted to have vehicles on campus. This percentage is a conservative 
assumption as it is likely more than 10% of the new beds will be occupied by first-
year/freshmen. The percentage is considered conservative because the greater the number of 
students assumed to have vehicles, in this case 90 percent, the greater the number of trips that 
would be added as a result of the Project. Nonetheless, based on this conservative assumption, 
the analysis utilized a total of 4,021 upperclassmen students as residing in the new housing 
(90% of total 4,468 beds = 4,021). 

 Based on current SDSU data, approximately 70% of existing upper classmen have a long-term 
parking permit . (Pers. Comm. JD Weidman, SDSU Parking and Transportation Services and 
Cynthia Aranda Cervantes, Office of Housing Administration October 2024 [70% of current 
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upper classmen purchased semester overnight parking permits, which indicates on-campus 
residents]). Multiplying 4,021 by 70% results in a total of 2,815 students with cars on campus 
(4,021 x 70% = 2,815). 

  In LLG’s professional opinion, a maximum of 50% of students living on campus with a 
vehicle drive off campus on a typical weekday. Because most essential services, including 
food, are available on campus, combined with the fact that students are in class during the day, 
the 50% assumption is considered high, thereby providing a conservative input. 

 Assuming 50% of on-campus resident students leave and return via car once per day (resulting 
in 2 ADT for each of these students) results in a total 2,815 ADT generated (2,815 students x 
50% x 2 ADT per student = 2,815 ADT). 

 2,815 ADT / 4,468 On-Campus residents = 0.63 ADT per Student 

The 0.64 daily trip rate per student calculated for the prior EIR, and the 0.63 daily trip rate calculated 
via the validation process are nearly identical. This evidences that the 0.64 daily trip rate remains valid 
and applicable for use in calculating the trips that would be generated by the proposed Project. 

5.1.2 Trips Removed: Non-Resident Students 
This section describes the calculation of vehicle trips that would be removed from the regional 
roadway network as a result of the shift in students from off-campus to on-campus housing. 
Specifically, the vehicle trips to and from campus that the student residents of the new housing would 
no longer be making. 

To calculate the number of ADT that would be removed as a result of the proposed Project, LLG 
multiplied the net increase in student housing beds (4468) by an appropriate trip rate. The resulting 
number is the number of daily vehicle trips that would be removed from the regional roadway network 
as a result of the proposed Project. 

In calculating ADT, LLG used a trip rate of 1.3 ADT per student currently living off campus. This trip 
rate was developed in part based on data contained in the 2024 Annual Transportation Survey Report 
(October 3, 2024), prepared by SDSU Public Affairs and funded by the Office of Energy & 
Sustainability, and Parking and Transportation Services. (A copy of the 2024 report is attached to this 
report as Appendix C. 

Based on the survey results (with a sample size of 2,034 students, 1,181 faculty, and a margin of error 
of 2-3%), during the Fall 2023 semester 65% of students living further than a quarter mile off-campus 
drove to campus alone, with the remaining 35% utilizing non-single occupancy vehicle (SOV) modes 
of transportation such as public transit, bicycles or walking. The Spring 2024 data shows more students 
driving to school as compared to Fall 2023 conditions and, therefore, the Fall 2023 data was utilized 
in the calculations as it results in a more conservative (i.e., fewer students driving to school) 
calculation. 

In calculating the ADT to be utilized, LLG therefore multiplied the net increase in students that would 
be living in the new housing (4,468) by 65% (the percentage of students that would have driven to 
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school) resulting in 2,904 who currently drive to campus (4,468 total * 65% = 2,904 students). 
Conservatively assuming each student would generate the minimum 2 trips a day (one inbound, one 
outbound), this results in a total ADT of 5,808. Dividing this number by the total number of new 
student residents results in a non-resident student trip rate of 1.30 ADT (5,808 ADT / 4,468 total 
students). This assumed trip rate is conservative for purposes of calculating the number of vehicle trips 
that would be removed from the roadway network in that it assumes no additional trips would have 
been made during the course of the day other than the one trip to campus and the one trip home from 
school. 

5.2 Trip Generation Calculations 
Based on the trip rates calculated above, in combination with the applicable number of students, LLG 
calculated the total number of trips that would be both added and removed as a result of the proposed 
Project. As shown in Table 5–1, development of the Project would generate approximately 2,860 ADT 
while also removing approximately 5,808 ADT due to the shift in students from off-campus to on-
campus housing. Thus, overall, the Project would result in a net decrease of 2,948 ADT. 
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6.0 VEHICLE MILES TRAVELED (VMT) ANALYSIS 

This section addresses CEQA Guidelines Appendix G, Transportation, criteria b), whether the 
proposed Project would conflict or be inconsistent with Guidelines Section 15064.3, subdivision (b), 
which addresses Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) analysis. See Section 4.0, Vehicle Miles Traveled 
Methodology, for additional background information. 

The VMT assessment contained herein has been prepared to evaluate the transportation effects of the 
Project using the VMT metric. The analysis methodology utilizes guidance from the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), the California State University (CSU) Transportation Impact 
Study (TIS) Manual (dated March 11, 2019) and OPR’s Technical Advisory on Evaluating 
Transportation Impacts in CEQA (December 2018).  

As previously noted, the proposed Project will result in a net-increase of 4,468 student housing beds. 
This increase in on-campus student housing will allow 4,468 more SDSU students to live on campus, 
thereby resulting in fewer students driving to campus and an overall reduction in ADT, as previously 
shown in Table 5-1. 

6.1 Project Level Screening Assessment 
Based on the CSU TIS Manual, screening from project-level assessment may be applicable to certain 
types/locations of projects on the basis that certain characteristics such as location are such that it can 
be assumed that such project types/locations would not result in significant VMT impacts. As 
previously explained in Section 4, the following project types/locations and screening attributes have 
the potential to decrease the number of trips and/or the trip length around their development, further 
decreasing VMT: 

 Development in Transit Priority Areas (TPA). TPAs are defined as those areas located 
within one-half mile of either an existing major transit stop (defined as a rail transit stop, ferry 
terminal served by either bus or rail transit, or the intersection of two or more major bus routes 
with 15-minute or better headways during the peak commute periods) or a stop along an 
existing high quality transit corridor (defined as a fixed route bus service with headways of 15-
minutes or better). TPAs should be identified by the transportation consultant for applicability 
in the area. 

 Development in a low-VMT generating area of the city, sub-region, or region. Low-VMT 
generating areas of the city, sub-region, or region can be identified by the transportation 
consultant by reviewing the VMT per person for the traffic analysis zone (TAZ) for the 
referenced region. If the proposed land use is consistent with what is currently in the study area 
and the TAZ is identified as generating lower than existing VMT (compared to the city, sub-
region, or regional VMT per person average), then the project can be screened from project 
level assessment. 

 On-campus housing serving students, faculty, and staff. 

These three project types/locations are applicable to the proposed Project as discussed below. 
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6.1.1 Development in Transit Priority Areas 
Based on the City of San Diego’s TPA interactive mapping service, the proposed Project would be 
located within or immediately adjacent to a TPA, as shown in Figure 6-1. The City’s website describes 
Transit Priority Areas consistent with the CSU TIS Manual as areas within one-half mile of a major 
transit stop that is existing or planned. The website notes that a ‘major transit stop’ is defined as a site 
containing an existing rail transit station, a ferry terminal served by either a bus or rail transit service, 
or the intersection of two or more major bus routes with a frequency of service interval of 15 minutes 
or less during the morning and afternoon peak commute periods per Section 21064.3 of the Public 
Resources Code (PRC). 

Figure 6-2 shows the walking distance between the Peninsula Component of the Project and the bus 
stops at the intersection of Montezuma Road /55th Street, which serve routes 11 and 955. The bus stops 
at this intersection serve two major bus routes with 15–20-minute headways during the peak commute 
periods and, therefore, is considered an existing major transit stop according to both the City and CSU 
TIS guidelines. As shown on Figure 6-2, the site of the proposed Peninsula Component is located 
within one-half mile of the bus stops at the intersection of Montezuma Road / 55th Street.  

As also shown on Figure 6-2, the University Towers East Component also would be located within 
one-half mile of the Montezuma Road/55th Street intersection and, therefore, would be located within 
a TPA. In addition, the University Towers East Component also would be located within one-half mile 
of the SDSU Transit Center , which serves bus routes 11, 14, 115, 215, 856, 936, and 955, as well as 
the MTS Green Line . Of those bus routes, Routes 215, 955 and 856 are major bus routes with 15–20-
minute headways during the peak commute periods and, therefore, the SDSU Transit Center is 
considered an existing major transit stop. Further, as shown on Figure 6-3, the site of the University 
Towers East Component is located within one-half mile of the Trolley / Bus Transit Center and, 
therefore, would be located within a TPA.  

As illustrated above, the proposed Project would be located within a TPA as that term is defined by 
the CSU TIS Manual, the City of San Diego’s TPA interactive mapping service, and Section 21064.3 
of the Public Resources Code. Therefore, the proposed Project is presumed to result in a less than 
significant impact and, as a result, the Project is appropriately screened from a project level 
assessment. There are no extenuating factors or circumstances that would negate this conclusion. In 
fact, as proposed student housing, it is reasonable to conclude that the student residents generally 
would rely on public transportation at a greater rate than the population generally due to 
fiscal/economic considerations.   

6.1.2 Development in a Low-VMT Generating Area  
The proposed Project would be located in or immediately adjacent to census tract 28.01. Based on the 
SANDAG Series 14 ABM 2+ (Base Year 2016) screening map for residential projects, residents living 
within that census tract generate an average of 15.2 VMT per capita (i.e., 15.2 VMT per person per 
day), which is 80.1% of the regional average of 16.9 VMT per Capita. Figure 6-4 shows the location 
of the Project site on the SANDAG Series 14 ABM 2+ (Base Year 2016) screening map.  
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Based on the CSU TIS Manual, if the proposed land use (student housing in this case) is consistent 
with the land uses currently in the study area (generally residential uses in this case), and the traffic 
analysis zone (TAZ; in this case census tract) is identified as generating lower VMT/capita compared 
to the regional VMT per person average, then the project is presumed to generate the same VMT/capita 
and, as such, can be screened from project level assessment. 

In this case, the proposed Project land uses (student housing) would be consistent with the land uses 
currently in the study area (i.e., residential uses) and would be located within or immediately adjacent 
to a low-VMT generating area per the SANDAG Series 14 ABM 2+ (Base Year 2016) screening map. 
Therefore, the proposed Project is presumed to generate the same VMT/capita as the current existing 
uses, which VMT is substantially below the regional average. As such, the proposed Project would 
not result in significant project-level impacts and is screened from project level assessment. There are 
no extenuating factors or circumstances that would negate this conclusion. The proposed student 
housing is, effectively, a residential use similar in certain respects to the surrounding uses and, 
therefore, it is reasonable to conclude that the generated VMT per capita would be similar, if not lower 
than, that of the surrounding uses due primarily to economic considerations,  

6.1.3 On-campus Housing 
The proposed Project is the development of on-campus student housing. As discussed in Section 4, 
the construction of additional housing on campus will enable a portion of those students who used to 
drive to campus to no longer drive, thereby resulting in reduced vehicle trips generated and, 
correspondingly, a reduction in VMT. Therefore, the proposed Project would result in a net reduction 
of VMT and, correspondingly, the Project would not result in significant project-level VMT impacts. 

6.2 Cumulative Level Screening Assessment 
CSU TIS guidelines note that although a proposed project may be screened from project level VMT 
assessment based on the project types/locations discussed above, the project would nevertheless need 
to be assessed for its consistency with the applicable Regional Transportation Plan (RTP). If the 
proposed project is not consistent with the RTP assumptions, then it would be necessary to conduct an 
assessment of the project’s effect upon the regional or city VMT (i.e., it would require a cumulative 
assessment). To assess the project’s consistency with the RTP, it is necessary to review the land use 
information and assumptions contained in the local or regional travel demand forecasting model. 

The currently approved RTP for the San Diego Region is the San Diego Association of Governments 
(SANDAG) 2021 Regional Plan, which was originally adopted in December of 2021 and amended in 
October of 2023.The RTP utilized the SANDAG Series 14 ABM 2+ Regional Plan travel demand 
forecasting model. Within this model, the Peninsula Component of the proposed Project is located 
within traffic analysis zone (TAZ) 3098,the University Towers East Component is located within TAZ 
3200, and the SDSU Main Campus is located within TAZ 3112 as shown on Figure 6-5. 

The RTP travel demand forecasting model assumes a continued increase in enrollment at SDSU and 
an increase in the development of student housing land uses in TAZ 3098 and TAZ 3200. Table 1 in 
Appendix M shows a comparison of some of the relevant assumptions used to develop the 2016 and 
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2050 RTP SANDAG models. As shown, an increase in population density and an increase in dwelling 
unit density, both indicators of increased student housing, occurs between 2016 and 2050 in TAZs 
3200 and 3098. Therefore, the development of student housing as proposed by the Project, is consistent 
with the RTP land-use type assumptions for the area. 

In addition, and as previously discussed, the proposed Project will result in a net-increase of 4,468 
student housing beds on or immediately adjacent to campus. This increase in on-campus student 
housing will allow 4,468 more SDSU students to live on campus, thereby resulting in fewer students 
driving to campus and an overall reduction in ADT, as shown in Table 5-1. Therefore, since the 
proposed Project would result in an overall reduction in regionwide ADT, the proposed Project is 
consistent with the RTP trip generation assumptions. 

Since the proposed Project would be consistent with the assumptions utilized in the preparation of the 
current SANDAG RTP, it is not necessary to conduct a cumulative-level VMT assessment of the 
proposed Project. 

6.3 VMT Analysis Conclusions 
The proposed Project will be located within a TPA and, therefore, student residents would have 
substantial public transportation options available to them; it would be located within an area that 
generates a low-VMT per capita, substantially below the regionwide average and, therefore, it is 
reasonable to conclude that project VMT would be comparable; and the proposed Project would 
consist of on-campus student housing, which, by its nature, would both generate fewer trips and 
concurrently remove a large number of vehicle trips from the area roadways. Additionally, the 
proposed Project would be consistent with the SANDAG Regional Plan, as discussed above. 
Therefore, based on these locational and land-use type traits, and without any evidence to the contrary, 
it can be assumed that the proposed Project would not result in significant project-level or cumulative-
level VMT impacts and, as such, no further analysis of VMT-related impacts is required under CEQA. 

6.4 VMT Trip Lengths 
As discussed above, the proposed Project is screened from project and cumulative level VMT 
assessment for multiple reasons and, therefore, a full analysis of the Project’s VMT-related impacts is 
not required under CEQA. However, to assist in the analysis required for other disciplines, including 
air quality, greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions, and vehicular noise-related impacts, LLG calculated 
average trip-lengths for both those trips that would be added to the road as a result of the proposed 
Project, and those trips that would be removed from the road as a result of the proposed Project. The 
analysis associated with these calculations is included in Appendix D and a summary of the 
calculations is provided below in Table 6-1. 
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Figure 6-2 
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Figure 6-3 

Distance from University Towers East Site to Trolley-Bus Transit Center 
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SANDAG Screening Map 
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7.0 NON-VEHICULAR MOBILITY EXISTING CONDITIONS 

This section addresses CEQA Guidelines Appendix G, Transportation, criteria a), whether the 
proposed Project would conflict with a program, plan, ordinance or policy addressing the circulation 
system, including transit, roadway, bicycle and pedestrian facilities? 

7.1 Bicycle Facility Conditions 
This subsection describes the existing bicycle network in the Project study area. In addition, the section 
also summarizes recommended bicycle infrastructure projects proposed in the area based on the City 
of San Diego Bicycle Master Plan (December 2013) and the College Area Community Plan (1989). 
The City of San Diego City Planning Department is underway to update the complete the College 
Area Community Plan, however, the College Area Community Plan Update is not yet available. 
Excerpts from these documents are included in Appendices E and F. 

7.1.1 Bicycle Facility Classifications 
There are four different existing and planned bicycle facility classifications in the City of San Diego 
– Class I, Class II, Class III and Class IV as shown in Table 7–1. 

TABLE 7–1 
BICYCLE FACILITY CLASSIFICATIONS 

Bike Facility Typical View 

Class I Bike Path 

Class I refers to exclusive bike paths, also termed shared-use or multi-
use paths, for exclusive use by bicyclists, pedestrians, and those using 
non-motorized modes of travel. They are physically separated from 
vehicular traffic and can be constructed in roadway right-of-way or 
exclusive right-of-way. Bike paths provide critical connections where 
roadways are absent or are not conducive to bicycle travel. 

Class II Bike 

Class II refers to bicycle lanes defined by pavement striping and signage 
used to allocate a portion of a roadway for bicycle travel. Bike lanes are 
one-way facilities on either side of a roadway. A painted buffer can 
separate bikes from vehicles or parking lanes. Green paint can identify 
conflict zones. 

Class I Bike Path 

Class II Bike 
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Class III Bike Route 

Class III refers to bike routes that share use with motor vehicle traffic 
within the same travel lane. Bike routes are identified with signage and 
street markings known as “sharrows” or shared lane markings to 
delineate that the road is a shared-use facility. 

Class III Bike Route 

Class IV Cycle Track 

Class IV refers to a Cycle Track, which is a hybrid type bicycle facility 
that combines the experience of a separated path with the on-street 
infrastructure of a conventional bike lane. Cycle tracks are bikeways 
located in roadway right-of-way but separated from vehicle lanes by 
physical barriers, flexible posts, on-street parking curbs, or other 
objects. Cycle tracks provide for one-way or two-way bicycle travel and 
are exclusively for bicycle use. 

Class IV Cycle Track 
. 

7.1.2 Existing Bicycle Facilities  

A bicycle network inventory was conducted along street segments within the Project study area. Table 
7-2 summarizes the existing bicycle facilities in the Project vicinity. Table 7-2 lists the existing and 
planned bicycle facilities within the Project study area, on Montezuma Road, College Avenue, 
Remington Drive, 55th Street, 54th Street, and Collwood Boulevard. 
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On the SDSU campus, SDSU provides bicycle routes/paths, along with bicycle racks, cages, and 
storage facilities. Students may obtain access to the bicycle cages and storage rooms by contacting the 
Office of Housing and Administration and registering their bicycle with the office at no cost. Bicycle 
storage is located near most residential halls. Additionally, bicycle racks are provided throughout the 
campus. A map of the locations of the bicycle racks is included in Appendix G. 

7.1.3 Planned Bicycle Facilities  

The Project will include dedicated bike racks and charging stations specifically designed for 
micromobility vehicles, such as electric scooters, e-bikes, and other small electric transportation 
options. These facilities will provide convenient, secure parking and easy access to charging.  

Based on the City of San Diego Bicycle Master Plan (December 2013) and the College Area 
Community Plan (1989), Class II Bike Lanes are planned along College Avenue north of Zura Way 
and south of Montezuma Road. Additionally, Class III Bike Routes are planned along Remington 
Road west of Hewlett Drive and along 54th Street south of Montezuma Road. 
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7.1.4 Pedestrian Facility Conditions 

This subsection describes the existing pedestrian network in the Project study area. The section also 
summarizes recommended pedestrian infrastructure projects proposed in the area based on the City of 
San Diego Pedestrian Master Plan (April 2015) and the College Area Community Plan (1989). 

7.1.5 Existing Pedestrian Facilities  

A pedestrian network inventory was conducted along those street segments located within the Project 
study area. Table 7-3 summarizes those segments with missing sidewalks, and Table 7-4 summarizes 
the pedestrian conditions at key intersections close to the Project site. 
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7.1.6 Planned Pedestrian Facilities  

The College Area Community Plan recommends the completion of the missing portions of sidewalks 
along Montezuma Road between 54th Street and Collwood Boulevard, 63rd Street between El Cajon 
Boulevard and Catoctin Drive, and along Alvarado Road between College Avenue and Alvarado 
Court. 

The City of San Diego Pedestrian Master Plan also recommends improvements along Montezuma 
Road at the following locations. See Appendix H for additional details of these improvements. 

 Montezuma Road / 54th Street 
o Prepare plans and implement intersection improvements that meet current ADA 

standards in order to improve pedestrian safety and circulation. Update school area 
signage to meet current CA MUTCD standards 

 Montezuma Road / Montezuma Place 
o Implement intersection and sidewalk improvements that complement the long range 

Redevelopment Plan for the site and address existing walkability issues. Enhancements 
focus on improving driver awareness and pedestrian safety/visibility. 

 Montezuma Road / College Avenue 
o Implement measures to restrict access to Rockford Drive to improve pedestrian safety 

along Montezuma Road. Implement pedestrian crossing enhancements at College 
Avenue due to frequent pedestrian trips. 

 Montezuma Road: Collwood Boulevard to 54th Street 
o Conduct a feasibility study to construct a multi-use trail on the north side of Montezuma 

Road 

It is important to note that the recommendations outlined in the City of San Diego Pedestrian Master 
Plan (April 2015), City of San Diego Bicycle Master Plan (December 2013) and the College Area 
Community Plan (1989) are City obligations and SDSU is not responsible for them. 
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7.2 Transit Facility Conditions 
Transit facilities within the area of the proposed Project include the SDSU Red & Black Safe Ride 
program, the MTS Trolley Green Line, and MTS bus service. 

7.2.1 SDSU Red & Black Campus Shuttle 
SDSU students, faculty and staff can utilize the Red & Black Safe Ride program to get around campus 
at designated pick-up and drop-off locations. The Red & Black Safe Ride program operates weekdays, 
from 7 PM to midnight. Relatedly, an ADA (Americans with Disabilities Act) van is available to 
accommodate SDSU-related passenger travel requests. Additionally, during weekdays, from 7 PM to 
midnight, riders can request an on-demand ride to and from designated locations using the SDSU Safe 
App. Designated pick-up and drop-off locations are illustrated in Appendix I. 

Cart transportation service for academic-related reasons is available for students with permanent and 
temporary mobility limitations and who have appropriate documentation of disability. However, cart 
transportation is not an on-call service. 

7.2.2 MTS Trolley Green Line 
Transit service within the City of San Diego is provided by the San Diego Metropolitan Transit System 
(MTS). The MTS Trolley Green Line connects Downtown San Diego to Santee. A total of 23 stops 
currently exist along the Green Line, with a dedicated SDSU Transit Center stop serving the campus. 
The Green Line provides service Monday to Friday from 4:45 AM to 12:00 AM/Midnight with 15-
minute headways. Services are provided on Saturday and Sunday from 5:00 AM to 12:00 
AM/Midnight with 30-minute headways. 

7.2.3 MTS Bus Service 

The SDSU Transit Center services bus routes Route 11, 14, 115, 215, 856, 936, and 955. A description 
of each of the routes that serve the proposed Project study area is provided below. Appendix J includes 
the timetable of each of these bus routes. 
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Route 11 runs from the SDSU Transit Center to 1st Avenue and Broadway in Downtown San Diego. 
The route runs along 1st Avenue, University Avenue, Park Boulevard, Adams Avenue and Montezuma 
Road. Weekday service begins at 5:57 AM with 15-minute headways and ends at 10:22 PM. Saturday 
service begins at 6:12 AM with 30-minute headways and ends at 9:52 PM. Sunday service begins at 
7:12 AM with 30-minute headways and ends at 7:52 PM. 

 

Route 14 runs from the Grantville Trolley Station to Baltimore Drive & Lake Murray Boulevard. The 
route runs along Camino Del Rio North, Friars Road, Zion Avenue, Waring Road, College Avenue, 
Montezuma Road, and Lake Murray Boulevard. Weekday service begins at 6:25 AM with 60-minute 
headways and 
ends at 6:22 PM. 
This route does 
not provide 
weekend service. 

Route 14 
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Route 115 runs from SDSU Transit Center to the El Cajon Transit Center. The route runs along 
College Avenue, Navajo Road, Jackson Drive, Lake Murray Boulevard, Fletcher Parkway, and 
Marshall Avenue. Weekday service begins at 6:28 AM with 30-minute headways and ends at 9:57 
PM. Saturday service begins at 7:22 AM with 60-minute headways and ends at 8:25 PM. Sunday 
service begins at 7:26 AM with 60-minute headways and ends at 6:23 PM. 

 

Route 215 runs from 
SDSU Transit Center 
to American Plaza 
Trolley Station in 
Downtown San 
Diego. The route 
runs along 
Broadway, Park 
Boulevard, El Cajon 
Boulevard and 
College Avenue. 
Weekday service 
begins at 4:33 AM 
with 10–15-minute 
headways and ends 

 

at 12:45 AM. Saturday and Sunday service begins at 4:48 AM with 15-minute headways and ends at 
12:20 AM. 

LINSCOTT, LAW & GREENSPAN, engineers LLG Ref. 3-24-3950 
39 SDSU Evolve 

N:\3950 - SDSU Evolve Student Housing\Report\SDSU Evolve TIA Report.3950.docx 

Navajo 

At SOSU Transn Center. board Route 115 at 
the stop on southbound College Ave 

EC o 

• Misslon Trails 
GoltCoune 

San 
Carlos 

N 
NA• 
Cent 

Notth Parl< 

Some trip• on Satt,days and al trips 
on Sunday, Klentified as Route t 1 SA, 
bypass Gro55m001 College. 
Algunos via/ .. .,, loo .-cioo y todos 
loo ,na/es..., loo dornJtlgos, con la 
~ <M I ISA, no o­
"1lllfcitl a G'ossmotlt C~. 

Fletcher 
Hills 

El <:aJon Transtt CMter 
ii (.L' m., ... 

LJODU.OCU 
Rur.ol. Clr'"1gO Lroo, <,,-, 
Lin&, Gnlyhound 

\ 

t 
~v . 

E 
P=1 

is-
~ EL 
t CAJON 

@ ◊ Transfer point 

N @ T1mepoint and/or transfer point 

Santa Fe Depot/ 
America P1aze 

S0SU T,-lt Cenlet' 

City Heights 

- -
j 

UC San Diego Blue Line. S, 
~ GreenUne. > 
~ COASTER. Amtrak A St 

:i ~ ~ St • u.; 
) Sw!Diego "' g. g. 

adway 

Rolando 

LAME 



Route 856 runs from SDSU Transit Center to Cuyamaca College. The route runs along College 
Avenue, Broadway, Sweetwater Road, Jamacha Boulevard, and Campo Road. Weekday service 
begins at 5:40 AM with 30-minute headways and ends at 9:10 PM. Saturday service begins at 6:31 
AM with 60-minute headways and ends at 9:32 PM. Sunday service begins at 7:31 AM with 60-minute 
headways and ends at 6:32 PM. Weekend service does not stop at the SDSU Transit Center or the 
College Avenue & El Cajon Boulevard transit stop. 
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Route 936 runs from SDSU Transit Center to 
Orville Street & Bruker Avenue. The route 
runs along College Avenue, Broadway, 
Skyline Drive, Jamacha Road, and Jamacha 
Boulevard. Weekday service begins at 5:54 
AM with 30-minute headways and ends at 
9:53 PM. Saturday service begins at 6:08 AM 
with 60-minute headways and ends at 9:54 
PM. Sunday service begins at 6:08 AM with 
30-to-60-minute headways and ends at 7:05 
PM.  

Route 936 

Route 955 runs from SDSU 
Transit Center to the 8th Street 
Transit Center. The route runs 
along College Avenue, Collwood 
Boulevard, 54th Street, Euclid 
Avenue, 47th Street, 43th Street, 
and 8th Street. Weekday service 
begins at 5:26 AM with 15-
minute headways and ends at 
10:56 PM. Saturday service 
begins at 5:37 AM with 20-to-30-
minute headways and ends at 
10:56 PM. Sunday service begins 
at 6:37 AM with 30-minute 
headways and ends at 8:55 PM. 

Route 955 
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7.3 Project Effects on Mobility 

The proposed Evolve Student Housing Project will provide student housing for an additional 4,468 
SDSU students. This campus housing will reduce both vehicular and multi-modal (i.e bike, pedestrian, 
transit) commuter trips to the SDSU campus. This reduction stems from the shift of these students 
from off-campus residences to on-campus living, eliminating the need for daily commutes. 

Based on 2024 SDSU Travel Demand Data (see Appendix C), 25% of non-resident/off-campus 
students commute to campus via multi-modal uses. The development of the Project will reduce the 
need/demand for these uses within the context of commute trips to campus. As seen in Table 7-5, there 
will be approximately 2,234 fewer multi-modal commuter trips as a result of the proposed Project. 

However, although off-campus multi-modal commuter trips will reduce, with an influx of residents 
living directly on campus, the volume of foot traffic and cycling activity will increase. Additionally, 
the concentration of student housing close to transit stops likely will increase public transit usage off-
setting the reduction in demand for commute trips. When residents live within easy walking distance 
of bus and shuttle services, they are more likely to take advantage of these options for longer commutes 
or off-campus activities. 

Integrating student housing into a university campus not only promotes a lively and interactive 
environment but also enhances the existing bike, pedestrian, and transit facilities through increased 
usage and awareness. The influx of residents provides an opportunity for the university to prioritize 
the existing bike and pedestrian infrastructure. With a larger population of students utilizing these 
pathways, there is likely to be greater awareness of any safety or accessibility issues that arise.  

The proposed Project would be consistent with the state’s overall goal to reduce vehicle trips in 
favor of increased alternative travel means, such as transit, bicycling, and walking.  

In conclusion, the proposed Project would not conflict with any applicable plan encouraging the 
increased use of bicycle, pedestrian, and transit facilities and further facilitates the state’s overall goal 
of reduced vehicle traffic in favor of increased multi-modal (i.e., non-vehicular) transportation. 

Figure 7-1 depicts the existing and proposed bicycle facilities. Figure 7-2 depicts the existing 
pedestrian facilities. Figure 7-3 depicts the existing transit facilities. 
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Bicycle Facilities: Existing and Proposed

SDSU EVOLE Student Housing

Figure 7-1

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

C
am

pa
ni

le
 D

r

55
th

 S
t

Drover Dr

Remington Rd
H

ew
le

tt
D

r
54

th
 S

t

Colle
ge

 Ave

Collwood Blvd

Montezuma Rd

1

2

3

4

5

N:\3950\Figure

Date: 10/8/2024

¯

§̈8

Project Site

Project
Site

55TH ST

Class II Bike Lane
Proposed Class II Bike Lane
Proposed Class III Bike Route

Zura Wy

AztecCircle Dr

M
TS ' G

reen Line' Trolley

,----------
' \ 

' I 

I ' I 

\ 
I 

\ 
I 

\ 
I --, 

\--- I 

LLG. 



Pedestrian Facilities

SDSU EVOLE Student Housing

Figure 7-2
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Transit Facilities

SDSU EVOLE Student Housing

Figure 8-3
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8.0 PARKING ASSESSMENT 

8.1 Parking Supply and Demand 
While an assessment relating to parking is not required under CEQA, the following analysis is 
presented in response to comments received on the Notice of Preparation related to the adequacy of 
available parking on the SDSU campus. (See, e.g., Public Resources Code section 21099(d) 
[“Aesthetic and parking impacts of a residential…project on an infill site within a transit priority area 
shall not be considered significant impacts on the environment.”].) 

During the Fall 2023 semester, SDSU commissioned parking counts in order to determine the available 
parking supply and corresponding demand for parking on campus. As of that time, there were 13,916 
parking spaces campus-wide, with 12,257 spaces of the total supply categorized as student, 
faculty/staff, and metered, and the remaining 1,659 spaces reserved for visitor, state vehicles, 
maintenance, accessible, etc. Appendix K is a campus-wide map depicting the various parking 
lots/structures.   

As to specifics, Table 8–1, SDSU Campus Parking Supply and Demand - Details, lists the supply 
and demand for each parking lot and structure that was included in the survey, listing the supply and 
demand for each parking lot and structure by hour and category (students, faculty / staff, and metered). 
Based on the information presented in the  table, it is possible to determine the peak parking time and 
the peak parking occupancy for each parking facility. In general, the table illustrates that those parking 
lots and structures located closer to campus buildings have a higher occupancy level for greater 
portions of the day than those lots and structures that are more distant.      

Table 8–2, SDSU Campus Parking Supply and Demand – Summary, provides a summary of the 
parking supply and demand data contained in Table 8–1. As shown on the table, the data illustrates 
that the highest average peak hour demand for parking is at 2:00 PM when 51% (6,251 out of 12,257 
spaces) of the parking lots and structures located on campus were occupied. The table further illustrates 
that a large number of parking spaces was available at all times. 

By providing housing on campus for approximately 4,450 additional students, the proposed Project 
would appear to increase the demand for parking on campus. However, this presumption overlooks 
the fact that the project is expected to result in an overall decrease in parking demand due to the large 
decrease in students no longer commuting to campus and parking. 

Further, with respect to concerns raised by the surrounding community that the increase in student 
residents will inevitably lead to increased student parking in the surrounding neighborhoods, often in 
violation of posted parking restrictions. These concerns include SDSU affiliates parking in non-“B” 
residential parking zones and walking to campus. 

SDSU has limited enforcement jurisdiction, extending only to university property. The “B” residential 
parking permit zone is owned, operated, and enforced solely by the City of San Diego and that 
enforcement authority lies with the Parking Enforcement Officers of the City of San Diego Police 
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Department. While SDSU funds extra enforcement from the City during major events, SDSU does not 
possess enforcement authority within “B” permit areas. 
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9.0 CEQA GUIDELINES APPENDIX G DISCUSSION 

9.1 Consistency with Applicable Planning Documents 
Subsection a) of Appendix G reads “Would the Project conflict with a program, plan, ordinance or 
policy addressing the circulation system, including transit, roadway, bicycle and pedestrian 
facilities?” 

A review of several plans, ordinances, and policies for SDSU itself and the applicable area of the 
City of San Diego surrounding the campus was conducted. The important documents are discussed 
below. 

 City of San Diego Pedestrian Master Plan (April 2015): The Project does not propose any 
changes to the City of San Diego pedestrian circulation and therefore does not conflict with 
the City of San Diego Pedestrian Master Plan. 

 City of San Diego Bicycle Master Plan (December 2013): The Project does not propose any 
changes to the City of San Diego bicycle circulation and therefore does not conflict with the 
City of San Diego Bicycle Master Plan. 

 College Area Community Plan (1989) (The City of San Diego City Planning Department is 
currently working with the community to complete the College Area Community Plan 
Update, however, the College Area Community Plan. Update is not yet available): The 
Project does not propose any material changes to the circulation system, including transit, 
roadway, bicycle and pedestrian facilities outlined in the Community Plan, and therefore 
does not conflict with the College Area Community Plan. 

 SDSU 2007 Campus Master Plan: The Project does not propose any material changes to 
circulation system, including transit, roadway, bicycle and pedestrian facilities, and therefore 
does not conflict with the SDSU Campus Master Plan.  

o Vehicular Circulation and Parking: As part of the Proposed Project, 3 accessible, 260 
standard, and 15 van parking stalls (totaling 278 parking stalls) would be removed 
from the Peninsula Component site.  Approximately five staff parking spaces, five 
short-term parking spaces, five Americans with Disabilities Act accessible stalls, 
parking spaces for several ZipCar (short-term rental cars), and two 16-foot truck 
spaces would be constructed and provided at the planned drop off area along the 
southwestern portion of the Project Site at the Peninsula Component entrance.  A total 
of 121 standard parking stalls would be removed from University Towers East 
Component. The proposed development would include 5 staff parking spaces, one 
ADA accessible space, and several ZipCar spaces to be provided at the southwest 
corner of the Project site. 

o Pedestrian and Bicycle Circulation: The Proposed Project would increase pedestrian 
circulation. A perimeter road would circle the proposed development. This road 
would be designated for pedestrians, student micro-mobility devices, and 
utility/service and emergency vehicle access. On event days (such as move-in or 
move-out), the perimeter road would be open to limited vehicular use. In addition to 
providing site circulation, the perimeter road would double as a wellness and fitness 
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path, accommodating a two-way bicycle/micro-mobility path, and a separate 
pedestrian path. 

o Transit Facilities: The Proposed Project would not alter the physical elements of the 
existing public transportation system and, as a result, would not affect the character 
and arrangement of the campus. 

The Project does not conflict, disrupt, or interfere with any planned or proposed circulation 
enhancements including those outlined in the documents summarized above. Therefore, the Project 
would not conflict with any program, plan, ordinance or policy addressing the circulation system, 
including transit, roadway, bicycle and pedestrian facilities. 

9.2 Emergency Access 

Subsection d) of Appendix G reads “Would the project result in inadequate emergency access?” 

Access to the Project sites will continue to be via Monetzuma Road, 55th Street, and Remington Road, 
all roads which currently serve as emergency access to the land uses along these roads. As described 
in the trip generation section of this report, a net decrease in trips is expected and no increase in campus 
enrollment is proposed. 
Emergency vehicles have the right-of-way and can always bypass traffic on a roadway or at an 
intersection. Post Project the emergency vehicles will negotiate traffic on area roadways just as they 
do today, with non-emergency traffic yielding the right of way as required by law. 
Therefore, the Project would not cause a significant impact in terms of emergency access / response 
times. Emergency vehicles will continue to bypass traffic and not wait in traffic with non-emergency 
vehicles. 

9.3 Geometric Design 
Subsection c) of Appendix G reads “Would the project substantially increase hazards due to geometric 
design feature?” 

The Project roadway infrastructure is limited to providing access to the Project sites. These access 
points will be built to current standards and therefore no substantial increase in hazards will occur. No 
significant transportation impact would occur. 
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10.0 CONCLUSIONS 

VMT 
The proposed Project would be located within a TPA, within a low-VMT generating area of the region, 
proposes on-campus student housing, and is consistent with the SANDAG Regional Plan, as discussed 
in Section 6.0. Therefore, the proposed Project is exempt from project and cumulative level assessment 
as it is reasonable to conclude based on the factors noted that the proposed Project would not result in 
significant project-level or cumulative-level VMT impacts. 

Non-vehicular Mobility 
Based on the bicycle, pedestrian, and transit review required under CEQA, the proposed Project would 
not conflict with an applicable program, plan, ordinance, or policy addressing the circulation system, 
including transit, roadways, bicycle, and pedestrian facilities. 

Parking 
The proposed Project is expected to result in an overall decrease in parking demand due to the 
substantial decrease in commuter students no longer driving to campus and requiring parking. Further, 
there is an ample amount of available parking on campus and SDSU advocates for increased parking 
enforcement and expanding “B” parking permit requirements in those neighborhoods potentially 
affected by non-permitted parking. 
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APPENDIX 
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I. San Diego State University Campus Map, including Campus Shuttle Drop-Off/Pick-Up 
Locations 

J. Metropolitan Transit System Trolley and Bus Schedule 

K. San Diego State University Parking Lots/Structures Map 

L. Letter, San Diego State University Parking & Transportation Services to San Diego Council 
President, regarding support for College Area “B” Permit Parking Modifications (April 18, 
2024) 

M. 2016 vs. 2050 RTP Consistency Table 
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APPENDIX A 

PROJECT VICINITY SEGMENT TRAFFIC VOLUMES, 
MANUAL COUNT SHEETS 
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8.0 TRIP GENERATION/DISTRIBUTION/ASSIGNMENT 

8.1 Trip Generation 

There are three project components for which trip generation calculations were performed: (1) 
Student headcount and faculty/staff increase, (2) Adobe Falls Faculty housing, and (3) Alvarado 
Hotel. The following is a description of each. 

8.1.1  (Student Headcount and Faculty/Staff Increase) 
Student headcount projections were obtained from the University for academic years 2006/2007, 
2012/2013 and 2024/2025 (see Appendix B). The headcount increase between 2006/2007 and 
2012/2013 is 2,094 and between 2006/2007 and 2024/2025 is 11,385 students. 

Resident vs. Non-Resident Students  

Since the trip making _patterns of students who live on campus (termed resident students) is much 
different than students who do not live on campus (termed non-resident students), the important first 
step was to divide the student headcount increase into two categories. 

The forecasted split between resident students/non-resident students is 30:70 in the near-term and 
35:65 in the long term scenarios. Based on this split, the following Table 8–1 shows the forecasted 
headcount increases 

 


 
 

   

 

 

 

 

 

 

A. Non-Resident Students/Faculty/Staff 

The trip rate for non-resident students was based on actual counts at the campus. Road tubes were 
placed at all entrances/exits to the campus parking areas and the total ADT (66,807) was determined. 
A five-day count was conducted the week of November 13, 2006 and an average of the five 
weekdays was utilized. The trip rate per student was determined by dividing the total campus 
generated ADT of 66,807 by the 2006/2007 non-resident headcount. A rate of 2.47 ADT per student 
was calculated. It should be noted that since this rate is based on actual counts of all campus parking 
areas (including visitors, vendors, faculty and staff), the 2.47 rate accounts for all potential 
campus-related trips; including faculty/staff. 

LINSCOTT, LAW & GREENSPAN, engineers LLG Ref. 3-06-1691 
27 SDSU 2007 Campus Master Plan Revision 

C:\Users\giacalone\AppData\Local\Microsoft\Windows\INetCache\Content.Outlook\E43CIYME\1691 May 2007 Report_Final_10.22.07.doc 

giacalone
Highlight



B. Resident Students 

The resident student trip count was estimated using two different methods. The first was based on 
data contained in the approved College Community Redevelopment Plan EIR. Table 5-14 from this 
document indicates a trip rate ranging from 3.1 to 4.4 per dwelling unit depending on the type of 
resident housing. However, this rate does not take into account the trip reductions, which will occur 
due to the relocation of students to the campus. This reduction rate is outlined in Table 5-16 of the 
EIR and is calculated to be 2.8 ADT per unit. 

Therefore the net new trips per unit would range from 0.3 (3.1-2.8) to 1.6 (4.4-2.8) ADT per unit. 
The next step is to translate this “per unit” rate to a “per student” rate. 

The average number of students per unit is 2.50 based on SDSU data. Therefore, the ADT per 
resident student would range from 0.12 to 0.64. (0.3/25=0.12 & 1.6/2.5=0.64) 

Another potential source of the resident student trip rate is the University of California San Diego 
Master Plan EIR. This EIR documented a rate of 0.41 ADT per resident student. 

Of these three potential rates (0.12, 0.41 & 0.64), a rate of 0.64 per resident student was utilized to 
be conservative. 

8.1.2 Adobe Falls Faculty/Staff Housing Component 
City of San Diego trip generation rates were utilized for the proposed faculty/staff housing at the 
Adobe Falls site assuming they would function similar to townhome/apartment units. A rate of 8 
ADT per unit was used for the portion with densities under 20 dwelling units/acre and a rate of 6 
ADT per unit was used if the density exceeded this amount. 

However, it is likely that faculty housing would generate less than these amounts since many of the 
units will have faculty reside in them that only generate 2 ADT (to and from campus). 

A 5-day count was conducted at the Cal State Fullerton faculty housing development on Lake Knoll 
Drive in the City of Buena Park; a development similar to what is proposed at Adobe Falls. This 
development is located about five miles from the campus. The trip rate was found to be 3.75 ADT 
per unit. 

A shuttle system is proposed as part of the project that would take multiple residents to and from the 
development to the main campus. This shuttle is expected to reduce the overall traffic generation of 
the development by approximately 10 percent. It is planned to implement the shuttle system once 
traffic volumes on the residential roadways warrant. 

8.1.3 Alvarado Hotel 
The City of San Diego trip rate for hotels was utilized. 
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8.1.4 Transit Ridership 
In order to determine the extent to which transit ridership, particularly ridership on the San Diego 
Trolley, would affect future vehicle trips generated by SDSU, LLG worked extensively with the San 
Diego Association of Governments ("SANDAG") to obtain existing and projected daily passenger 
trolley boardings at the SDSU station. The existing number of passenger boardings is 5,982.(see 
Appendix H1) SANDAG forecasts there will be 7,909 daily passenger boardings at the SDSU trolley 
station in the year 2010, 9,242 boardings in the year 2015, and 17,450 boardings in the year 2030. 
(Cite.) Through interpolation, the forecasted 2012/2013 & 2024/2025 passenger boardings are 8,442 
and 14,714, respectively. 

According to SANDAG, 21% of the boardings at SDSU are transfers and, therefore, passengers not 
originating travel at SDSU. Therefore, based on SANDAG projections, 79% of the passenger 
boardings at the SDSU trolley station are trips originating at SDSU. SANDAG estimates, based on 
these numbers, that 4,726 SDSU students, faculty and staff members presently ride the trolley to and 
from campus. 

As shown on Table 8-2A, Year 2012 (Near-Term) Project Trip Generation, and Table 8-3A, 
Horizon Year Project Trip Generation, if the number of SDSU trolley riders were to remain 
stagnant over the next 20 years, the proposed project would generate an additional 5,607 ADT over 
existing vehicle trips by interim year 2012, and an additional 23,404 ADT by horizon year 2024-25. 
However, SANDAG does not project the number of trolley riders to remain stagnant.  SANDAG 
projects that by the year 2012, the number of SDSU trolley riders will increase to 6,669, an increase 
of 1,943 additional trolley riders. (See Table 8-2B)  By the year 2024-25, SANDAG projects that 
the number of SDSU trolley riders will increase over existing by 6,898 trolley riders to 11,624. 
Therefore, between now and 2024-25, during the same period when the SDSU student headcount 
will increase from 33,441 to 44,826, SANDAG estimates that trolley ridership will increase by 6,898 
SDSU students, faculty and staff over existing numbers. (See Table 8-3B) 

In order to account for this intermediate- and long-term increase in SDSU related trolley ridership, 
and the corresponding future shift from vehicle trips to trolley trips that will result in fewer vehicles 
on the roadways, the 2012 and 2024-25 trip generation projections for the proposed project have 
been adjusted to account for the reduced vehicle trips due to the increased trolley ridership. 

To translate transit usage into vehicle trips, a vehicle occupancy rate of 1.2 people per car was 
utilized, based on an LLG survey conducted in May 2000. Therefore, by project buildout year 
2024/25, the one-way traffic that would shift to the trolley is 5,748 trips (6,898 students ÷ 1.2 
people/car). (See Table 8-3B) A five (5) % factor is applied to this amount to account for the fact 
that some of the shift to the trolley would be from other transit opportunities and not from personal 
vehicles. (See Table 8-3B) Therefore, the one-way traffic that would shift to the trolley by the year 
2024/25 is 5,460 trips.  (See Table 8-3B.)  This number is multiplied by 2 to convert it to an ADT, 
which equates to a 10,920 ADT shift by the year 2024/25. (See Table 8-3C) A similar calculation 
was completed for 2012/2013 and the shift to the trolley was calculated to be 3,076 ADT. (See 
Table 8-2C) 
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As shown on Tables 8-2C and 8-3C, taking into account the forecasted increase in trolley ridership, 
the net increase in ADT that would result from the proposed project is 2,531 ADT by the year 2012, 
and 12,484 ADT by the year 2024-25. 

8.1.5 Trip Generation Summary 
Table 8-2A shows that the near term total trip generation ADT without assuming a future shift to the 
trolley is 5,607 ADT. Table 8-2B shows that the forecasted shift to the trolley is 3,076 ADT based 
on SANDAG boarding projections as described previously. Table 8-2C shows the net increase in 
traffic for the campus is 2,531 ADT. 

Table 8-3A, B & C shows the total trip generation, trolley shift and net increase in campus traffic 
respectively, for the horizon year. 

8.2 Trip Distribution & Assignment 

The trip distribution and assignment for each component of the project is described below. The 
Student Headcount increase, Adobe Falls Faculty/Staff Housing, and the Alvarado Hotel require 
separate distribution and assignments given the different nature of the uses that are proposed at each 
site. 

8.2.1 Student Headcount and Faculty/Staff Increase 
As previously discussed in Section 2.2, it is expected that the student headcount increase from 
33,441 to 44,826 would be partially accommodated in classroom facilities to be constructed on 
Alvarado Campus site. The remaining would be accommodated in the existing SDSU facilities on 
the main campus. The traffic distribution for the student headcount increase component is based on 
its proximity to Interstate 8 and the surrounding street network. A Select Zone Assignment for the 
SDSU Traffic Analysis Zone (TAZ) was obtained from SANDAG and utilized in determining the 
project distribution. The majority of the traffic destined for SDSU travel to and from Interstate 8. 
Figure 8–1 illustrates this distribution. 

All of the near-term project traffic was assigned to the main campus. The horizon-year project traffic 
was assigned with 50 percent to the main campus and 50 percent to the Alvarado Campus. The near-
term assignment of traffic for the Alvarado Campus site is shown on Figure 8–2. Assignment of 
traffic to the surrounding street system is based on the location of parking structures and lots, 
specific street characteristics (e.g. one-way streets), and the existing traffic conditions within the 
study area. The horizon year project assignment for Alvarado Campus is shown on Figure 8–3. 

8.2.2 Adobe Falls Faculty/Staff Housing 
The distribution for the Adobe Falls Faculty/Staff residential component of the project is based on its 
proximity to the SDSU Campus and the surrounding amenities. Given that this residential project is 
expected to house faculty and staff affiliated with SDSU, much of the traffic is distributed to and 
from the SDSU campus as shown on Figure 8–4. This detailed distribution, specific to the project 
site, also provides the project ADT volumes on the analyzed street segments. The Adobe Falls 
distribution to the surrounding local streets is shown in Figure 8–5. The project assignment takes 
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into account access to and from major roadways along with the location of parking lots and 
structures on campus. Figure 8–6 shows the Adobe Falls assignment for the near-term project 
traffic, and Figure 8–7 shows the Adobe Falls assignment for the horizon year project traffic. 

8.2.3 Alvarado Hotel 
The distribution for the Alvarado Hotel project component is based on its proximity to the SDSU 
Campus and the surrounding amenities. Given that this project component is expected to be used 
primarily by visitors to the Campus, the majority of the traffic is distributed based on the location of 
the San Diego International Airport and related tourist facilities. The distribution also considers the 
possibility of local businesses using the hotel for meetings and conferences. Figure 8–8 illustrates 
this distribution. The project assignment takes into account access to and from major roadways. 
Figure 8–9 shows the hotel assignment for both the near-term and the horizon year. 

Figure 8–10, total near-term project traffic volumes, is the result of the addition of the three near-
term project traffic assignments. Similarly, Figure 8–11, total horizon year project traffic volumes, 
is the result of the addition of the three horizon year project traffic assignments. 
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2024 Annual Transportation Survey Report 
Finalized: October 3, 2024 

Survey Methods and Overview 

The 2023-2024 SDSU Travel Survey is conducted by the School of Public Affairs. The survey is 
split funded (50%/50%) by the Office of Energy and Sustainability (OES) and Parking and 
Transportation Services (PATS). The survey is conducted in part to comply with the California 
State University Transportation and Parking Policy. The policy requires SDSU to track progress 
and submit a report to the Chancellor’s Office annually documenting the total cost and benefit to 
implementing and operating the University’s TDM plan. This report must include data to monitor 
the progress and effectiveness of transportation efforts to manage parking demand and improve 
active and shared campus commute mode share. 

Two versions of the survey were created: one for students (including student employees) and one 
for staff and faculty. Both surveys were released on April 11, and were left open until the end of 
May. Survey response rates are shown in table 1. 

 

Sample 
Population 
  Response Rate 

Students 2,034 37,539 5.42% 

Faculty & Staff 1,181 6,890 17.14% 

 
 

 

 

 

Several impactful changes were made to the surveys in order to increase response and 
completion rates. First, we increased the incentives from a chance to win a $20 gift card to a $50 
gift card. Additionally, we reduced the total number of questions, as well as the number of 
questions that required responses. Lastly, we moved questions about satisfaction with parking, 
willingness to pay for transit, and barriers to taking alternative transportation to an optional 
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section of the survey. This allowed us to still gather input on proposed parking and transportation 
policies from respondents who were interested in a longer version of the survey, while allowing 
for a shorter version for participants that otherwise would have not completed it. 

Student Results 

Mode Share 

Primary Mode Share 

We asked students: “What mode of transportation do you primarily use to travel to and from 
SDSU?” We first looked at the results for all student respondents in order to understand 
environmental impacts, and then focused on responses only from students who lived further than 
a quarter mile off-campus. 

Figure 1: Mode Share for All Students (Spring 2024) 

As shown in figure 1, about a quarter of the student population used active transportation to get 
to classes, a category that includes walking, cycling, and skateboarding. About 45% of 
respondents drove alone, while about 7% carpooled. About 16% used public transportation. A 
more detailed breakdown of transportation modes (as well as results from Fall 2023) are 
available in table 2. 

Page 2 

Commute 
6% 

J Carpool 
0 

Public Transportation 
16% 



 

  

     

 

  


  

     

 

     

  


     

 

     

 

     

 

When we filtered the results to only include students who lived further than a quarter mile 
off-campus, the percentage of students taking active transportation drops to about 4%, and the 
percentage of students driving alone jumps to 64% (figure 2). A detailed breakdown of mode 
share for off-campus students is available in table 3. 
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Figure 2: Mode share for Off-Campus Students (>0.25 miles), Spring 2024 
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Additionally, we looked at the mode share for students who lived in campus-owned housing or 
within a quarter mile of campus, as shown in table 4. While over half of students in this category 
walked to classes, about 13% drove alone. Even in close proximity to campus, the share of 
students cycling to campus is very low, at about 1%. 
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Secondary Mode Share 

This year, we asked students: “Do you use a secondary type of transportation to commute to 
campus? (i.e. driving to a transit station or skateboarding from a parking lot).” Of students living 
further than a quarter mile off-campus, over half (59%) stated that they did not use a secondary 
type of transportation. As shown in table 5, the most common types of secondary transportation 
modes amongst this group were walking (8%), carpooling (8%), and driving alone (7%). 
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Student Commuting: Distance and Time 
Geographic Analysis 

In previous surveys, we have asked respondents for their whole home addresses. However, in 
order to shorten the survey and increase responses, we only asked students to provide the zip 
code from which they travel to school. We asked all survey respondents, including those living 
on campus, to provide a response (n=2,034). Nearly a third (28%) of respondents listed that they 
traveled from the 92115 zip code, which is adjacent to SDSU. The map also shows hotspots in 
the South Bay and East County (figure 3). 

Figure 3: Number of Students Living in Each Zip Code 

Page 7 

0 

' 

N 

u 

111 Mile:s 

' 

• = 
Number of 
Students Livil'llg in 
the Z!ip Gode 
[ 1.0 -7.0 

- •9 - 3-5 
- JlH !I! 

!!!1 - 51111 



About 14% of respondents lived in Chula Vista/the South Bay, and 1% said they traveled to 
SDSU from Mexico. 

Average Commute Time by Mode 

On average, students living further than a quarter mile off-campus commuted 15.86 miles and 
28.85 minutes one way. Table 6 shows a breakdown of average commute times and distances by 
mode. Students who took the trolley or bus had much longer commute times compared to 
students who drove alone. 

 


 
 

 
 

     

 

     


 

 

     

 

     

Parking Permits and Transit Passes 
We asked students who lived further than a quarter mile off-campus if they had a parking permit 
or transit pass. About 60% had a parking permit, while about 17% had a transit pass. This aligns 
with the percentage of off-campus students who primarily took public transit to campus (20%) 
and who drove alone to campus (64%). About 21% of respondents did not hold an MTS pass or a 
permit, indicating that they either used an active mode of transportation, or paid for parking or 
transit per trip. 
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Figure 4: Percentage of students with a transit pass or parking permit (n=1,289) 

Parking Pattern and Satisfaction with Parking 
In the optional section of the survey, we asked respondents a series of questions to measure 
opinions about parking on campus. These questions were only asked to students who indicated 
that they primarily drove alone to campus during the Spring 2024 semester. 
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Time to Find Parking and Travel to On-Campus Destination 

Figure 5: Average time for students to find parking on campus (n=532) 

As shown in figure 5, about 41% of students said it took them less than 5 minutes to find parking 
on average, while about 30% of students said it took them more than 10 minutes. 
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Figure 6: Average time for students to travel from their parking spot to their primary destination 
on campus (n=532) 

Students who drive to campus typically spend more time traveling from their parking spot than 
they do finding a parking spot (figure 6). Only about 11% of respondents spent less than 5 
minutes on average traveling from their parking spot, while about half of respondents spent more 
than 10 minutes on average traveling from their parking spot. 

In order to gain more insight into the availability of parking on campus, we asked students how 
frequently they have to: 1) Drive around, stop, and wait, 2) Go to more than one parking lot, or 
3) Find parking right away. As shown in table 7 and figure 7, we found that about 37% of 
students indicated that they frequently or always had to drive around, stop, and wait, while trying 
to park on campus. Only about 13% of students reported that they frequently or always had to go 
to more than one parking lot to find a spot. Surprisingly, about 40% of students reported that 
they frequently or always found a spot right away. 
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Figure 7: Please indicate how frequently you do the following when trying to find parking 

Parking Satisfaction 

We asked students, “How do you feel about the current availability of parking on campus?” 
About 40% of respondents reported that they were very satisfied or somewhat satisfied with the 
availability of parking on campus (figure 8). 
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Figure 8: Student satisfaction with parking on campus (n=532) 

Willingness to Pay for Transit 
We asked students who said they primarily drove alone during the Spring semester: “A student 
transit pass for MTS services currently costs $164 per semester. What is the MOST you would 
be willing to pay for a transit pass per semester in order to consider taking transit instead of 
driving alone to campus?” 
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Less than 20% of students said they would consider taking public transit if it were free, while 
about 30% of students said they would not take transit regardless of the cost (figure 9). 

Figure 9: Student Willingness to Pay for Transit per Semester (n=532) 

Daily Choice Parking 
In the months leading up to the survey, Parking and Transportation was considering 
implementing a daily choice parking program. This policy allows students the flexibility to drive 
to classes when needed, without them feeling incentivized to drive every day to make a semester 
pass worth the cost. Additionally, it also allows students to consider their willingness to pay for 
parking on a daily basis. For example, if a student has plenty of time to get to classes on a given 
day and is looking for a cheaper option, they may choose to park in the cheaper lots. When 
considering lots to use for the reduced daily rate, Parking and Transportation chose parking areas 
that remained empty, even during peak hours, because they are located further from the center of 
campus. 

One of the questions in the optional section asked students: “Parking and Transportation Services 
is considering implementing a daily choice parking program, which would allow students to pay 
for parking per day, with prices varying based on parking lots. If implemented, would you be 
willing to pay $4.75/day (including transaction fees) to park in Parking Structure 4, Lot 15, 
and/or Lot 17?” 

When we asked this question to all students who took the optional section of the survey (n=943), 
about 36% said they would be interested in this option. Since the group of respondents includes 
those who currently live on campus, take public transit, or walk to campus, it does not 
necessarily represent the population of students likely to use the daily choice program. In order 
to get a better idea of the popularity of this policy amongst those likely to park on campus, we 
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filtered the results to include only students who currently drove alone to campus (n=532). Using 
this filter, about 28% of students were interested in the daily choice program. Based partially on 
these survey results, Parking and Transportation Services implemented daily choice parking for 
Fall 2024. 

Barriers to Taking Transit 

We asked students to list their top three barriers to taking transit to class (n=940). About 62% of 
respondents checked that transit takes too long, 43% listed safety concerns, and 26% listed that 
transit is not easily accessible from where they live. Notably, only about 13% of responses listed 
that they did not take transit because student fare cost was not affordable. 

After this question, we asked respondents to describe their safety concerns in more detail 
(n=353). Some common concerns were people experiencing homelessness (26% of respondents), 
traveling at night, (15% of respondents), and harassment (10% of respondents). Additionally, 
about 11% of respondents listed specific concerns about gender-based harassment or violence. 

Gender and Attitudes to Public Transit 

Two-thirds, or 67% of the student survey respondents were women, whereas women make up 
approximately 57% of the student body. Our survey results indicate that women were just as 
likely to take transit as the entire survey sample. However, when asked to list their top three 
barriers to taking transit, women were more likely to respond with safety concerns (51% of 
women compared to 43% of the entire student sample). 

Housing Priorities 

We asked students, “When you were searching for your current housing location, how important 
were the following factors in making your decision? Please rank from most to least important.” 
The question contained a list of options: 1) Ability to walk or ride a bicycle to SDSU, 2) Ability 
to ride an MTS bus or trolley to SDSU, 3) Housing affordability, and 4) Availability of parking. 
As shown in table 8, nearly 80% of respondents listed housing affordability as the most 
important factor. Only about 15% of students listed the ability to walk, bike, or take transit to 
SDSU as the most important factor. 
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Additionally, we asked students to rank how they would consider these factors the next time they 
look for housing. An even greater share of respondents (84%) listed housing affordability as the 
most important factor (table 9). 

 


 

   



   



Opportunities 

Incentives 

We asked students, “How could SDSU encourage students to explore alternatives to driving 
alone?” Of the 757 responses, one of the most common suggestions was to improve incentives to 
carpooling, by creating a discounted permit or priority parking for carpooling students, or 
creating more opportunities for students to connect with others looking to carpool. Many 
respondents also suggested that SDSU offer free or reduced public transit passes in order to 
incentivize alternative transportation. Other suggestions included developing an outreach 
campaign to encourage alternative transportation, improving safety around SDSU transit stops, 
and building more housing near campus. 

South Bay Rapid Bus 

We asked students who lived in the South Bay if they would consider taking a rapid bus (i.e., 
high frequency, limited stops) between Chula Vista and SDSU's transit station. Of the 279 
responses, about 53% said yes. 
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Proximity to Transit Stops 

We asked students living further than a quarter mile off-campus, “Is there an MTS bus stop or 
trolley stop within walking distance (half mile) of your home that provides service to SDSU, 
either directly or via transfer(s)?” As shown in table 10, only about 20% of students said they 
lived within walking distance of a transit stop with direct service to campus. Notably, about 25% 
of students said they did not know if they had transit access to campus near their home. 

 

 

   



   



   

Awareness of Current Programs 

We asked students to describe their awareness of current sustainable transportation programs. As 
shown in table 11, about 29% had used bus routes that connect to SDSU, while only about 7% 
had used SDSU’s free shuttle. 
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Faculty and Staff Results 
Mode Share 

Figure 10: Faculty and Staff Mode Share (Spring 2024) 

As shown in figure 10 and table 12, the vast majority (over 80%) of faculty and staff said they 
drive alone as their primary mode of transportation to work. Only about 3% used active 
transportation, a much lower number compared to students. About 7% used public 
transportation, and about 5% carpooled. Table 12 shows a more detailed breakdown of faculty 
and staff mode share, including results for Fall 2023. 
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Secondary Mode Share 

As shown in table 13, about 73% of faculty and staff did not use a secondary mode of 
transportation when commuting to campus. Of those who did use a secondary mode, the most 
common responses were driving alone (6%), walking (5%), and taking the trolley (5%). 
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Commuting Distance and Time 
Geographic Analysis 

Figure 11: Number of Faculty and Staff Living in Each Zip Code 

We asked faculty and staff to list the zip code from which they traveled to SDSU (n=1,181). The 
map shows hotspots throughout the City of San Diego, as well as East County (La Mesa, Santee, 
and El Cajon). 
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Average Commute Time by Mode 

On average, faculty and staff spent 12.04 miles and 24.02 minutes commuting to campus 
one-way. Table 14 shows a breakdown of commuting distance and time by travel mode. Staff 
worked more days in person per week on average compared to faculty (3.88 compared to 3.25). 

 
 

     

 

     

 


     

 

     
 

  

     

 

     

Parking Permits and Transit Passes 
About 78% of faculty and staff respondents had a parking permit, while 6% had an MTS pass. 
About 6% of respondents stated that they had both a pass and a permit (figure 12). SDSU may 
change the way this question is framed in the future to gather clearer information about daily, 
monthly, semester, and/or payroll deducted transit passes. 
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Figure 12: Percentage of faculty and staff with a parking permit or MTS pass (n=1,181) 

Parking Pattern and Satisfaction with Parking 
Average Time to Find Parking 

Over 80% of faculty and staff said that on average, they were able to find parking on campus in 
under 5 minutes. Only 6% said that it took them longer than 10 minutes on average to find 
parking (figure 13). 
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Figure 13: Average time for faculty and staff to find parking on campus (n=785) 

About 48% of faculty and staff spent an average of less than 5 minutes traveling from their 
parking spot to their destination on campus, a much higher percentage than students. Only about 
11% spent more than 10 minutes traveling from their parking spot on average (figure 14). 
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Figure 14: Average time for faculty and staff to travel from their parking spot to their primary 
destination on campus (n=785) 

We also asked faculty and staff how frequently they have to: 1) Drive around, stop, and wait, 2) 
Go to more than one parking lot, or 3) Find parking right away. 

Only about 10% of faculty and staff said that they had to drive around, stop, and wait while 
looking for parking frequently or always, and about 7% said they frequently or always have to go 
to more than one parking lot. Over 70% of respondents found a parking spot right away either 
frequently or always (table 15 and figure 15). 
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Figure 15: Please indicate how often you do the following while looking for parking 

Parking Satisfaction 

Over 60% of faculty and staff said they were somewhat satisfied or very satisfied with the 
availability of parking on campus (figure 16). 
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Figure 16: Faculty and staff satisfaction with parking on campus (n=785) 

Willingness to Pay for Parking 
We asked faculty and staff who stated they primarily drove alone to work during the Spring 
semester: “A monthly transit pass for faculty/staff costs $72 per month for those who do not 
have a pre-tax payroll deduction. How much would you be willing to pay for a transit pass per 
month in order to consider taking transit instead of driving alone to campus?” Surprisingly, about 
25% of respondents said they would consider taking transit instead of driving alone if transit was 
free. However, about 45% said they would not take transit regardless of cost. Smaller 
percentages of respondents showed an interest in paying a reduced monthly rate for transit 
(figure 17). 
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Figure 17: Faculty and Staff Willingness to Pay for Transit per Month (n=785) 

Daily Choice Parking 
We also polled faculty and staff about their interest in daily choice parking. Instead of proposing 
discounted parking lots, we asked respondents: “Would you consider paying for parking on a 
daily basis via a user-friendly mobile phone app instead of a long-term (e.g., 
monthly/semesterly) permit?” About a third of respondents said they would consider this option, 
while over half said they would never consider this option. Notably, only 4% said they would 
prefer paying daily, indicating a lack of interest in this program for faculty and staff (figure 18). 
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Figure 18: Interest in daily parking amongst faculty and staff (n=938) 

Barriers to Taking Transit 

We asked faculty and staff to check up to three barriers to taking transit. As shown in table 16, 
about 72% of respondents checked that it takes too long, and about 36% checked that transit is 
not accessible from where they live. Other common barriers were safety concerns (28%), fare 
cost (11%), and lack of awareness of schedules or stops (9%). 

 

 

   



   



   

We received 228 responses to a follow-up question asking faculty and staff to detail their safety 
concerns. Specific safety concerns of faculty and staff were similar to those of students, with 
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many responses mentioning people experiencing homelessness (19%) and traveling at night 
(13%). About 9% listed that they had gender-based safety concerns with taking transit. Women 
who took the survey were more likely to list safety concerns as a barrier to taking transit (34%) 
compared to the entire survey population (28%). 

Housing Priorities 
We asked faculty and staff to rank four factors from most to least important when they were 
searching for their current housing location. 

An overwhelming majority (about 89%) stated that housing affordability was the most important 
factor (table 17). When asked to consider how they would rank these factors while looking for 
their next location, housing affordability became even more important, with about 92% of 
respondents listing it as their most important factor (table 18). 
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Opportunities 

Vanpool 

Interest in an employer-organized vanpool program was unfortunately low. We asked faculty and 
staff: “Would you consider riding in or driving a shared van, minivan, or SUV (aka “vanpool”) 
from your local area for a cost of approximately $150/month to $250/month?” Of the 940 
respondents who answered this question, only about 10% said yes. 

Proximity to to Transit Stops 

We asked faculty and staff, “Is there an MTS bus stop or trolley stop, within walking distance of 
your home that provides service to SDSU, either directly or via transfer(s)?” 

About 23% of faculty and staff stated that they lived within walking distance of a transit stop 
providing direct service to SDSU, while about 26% said there was a stop within walking distance 
that provided service with transfers. Nearly one-third (29%) of respondents stated that there was 
no bus or trolley service from their home to campus (table 19). 

 

 

   



   



   

Awareness of Current Programs 

Of the transportation programs available to SDSU employees, bus routes were the most used 
(22%). Usage of Zipcar, the SDSU shuttle, and transit passes was very low. Notably, about 43% 
of respondents said they were unaware of payroll deduction transit passes, providing an 
opportunity for future outreach (table 20). 
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Incentives 

We asked faculty and staff, “How could SDSU encourage faculty and staff to explore alternatives 
to driving alone?” Of the 709 responses, many of the suggestions were similar to those recorded 
in the student survey, such as offering free transit, facilitating carpooling groups, and increasing 
the housing supply near campus. Additionally, about 10% of respondents advocated for the 
return of hybrid or remote work in order to reduce the environmental impacts of commuting to 
campus. In a separate question asking about preferred work modes, we found that over half of 
respondents would prefer a hybrid schedule (figure 19). 
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Figure 19: Faculty and Staff Remote Work Preferences 
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APPENDIX D 

ON-CAMPUS RESIDENT STUDENTS AND OFF-CAMPUS 

STUDENTS TRIP LENGTHS 
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Trips Added - Average Daily Trip Rate and Trip Length: 

This section describes the source of the Average Daily�Trip (ADT) Rate�and�Trip Length utilized�
to�calculate�the vehicle trips and�resulting�VMT�that would�be�added�to�the roadway�network�
and the region�as a result of�the shift in students from off-campus to on-campus housing.�

Average Daily Trip Rate: 0.64�trips/Student�

Trip Rate Source: The source of the trip rate�utilized�in the calculations is the Transportation�
Impact Analysis technical report prepared�by Linscott, Law & Greenspan (LLG)�as part of the 
2007�SDSU Campus Master Plan EIR. (A�copy of the relevant section from the LLG report is�
attached�as Attachment A.) To determine whether the trip rate is still�current, LLG 
conducted a validation analysis, as follows:�

▪ The proposed Project would result in a net increase of 4,468 student beds on campus. 
▪ Of�these 4,468 student�beds, 10% are assumed�to�be�dedicated to�first year-

year/freshmen students, who�are not permitted to�have vehicles on campus. This is a�
conservative assumption as the greater the number of students assumed�to�have 
vehicles, in this case 90 percent, the greater the number of trips that would be�added�
as a result of the Project.�Based�on this conservative assumption, a total of 4,021 
upperclassmen students would reside in the new housing (90% of total 4,468 beds). 

▪ Based�on current SDSU�data, approximately 69% of existing upper classmen actually�
bring a car to campus.�(70% of upper classmen purchased�overnight parking permits 
per�SDSU�Parking and�Transportation Services, JD�Weidman). Multiplying 4,021 by 
70% results�in a total of 2,815 students�with cars on campus (4,021 x 70% = 2,815 
students with cars).�

▪ Based�on discussions�with SDSU Parking and�Transportation Services staff, a�
maximum of 50% of students living on campus with a�vehicle drive off campus on a�
typical weekday. Because students are in class during the day�and SDSU provides�
most essential services�on campus, including food,�the�50% assumption is�
considered high, thereby providing a conservative input. 

▪ Assuming�50% of on-campus resident students leave and�return via car once�per day�
(resulting�in 2�ADT�for each of these students), consistent with�expected travel�
patterns, results�in�a total 2,815 ADT generated (2,815 students�x 50% x 2 ADT/student�
= 2,815 ADT).�

▪ 2,815 ADT / 4,468 On-Campus residents = 0.63�ADT�/ On-Campus Resident Student�

The 0.64 daily�trip�rate�per student�from the 2007 EIR and�the 0.63�daily trip rate�calculated�
above are nearly identical, which indicates�that the 0.64 daily�trip rate�from the 2007�EIR is�
still valid and applicable for use in calculating the Project’s trip generation. 
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Average Trip Length�7.6 Miles�
Trip Length�Source:�Current SANDAG SB743 VMT Maps,�2016�(baseline) VMT Per Capita by 
Census Tract for Census Tract 28.01 (shown in Exhibit 1), located south of I-8, west of College 
Avenue, east of Fairmount Avenue, and�north of Montezuma Road.�The census tract includes 
a total of 4,584 residents including on-campus student residents as well as non-SDSU 
related residents living in the College West and�Alvarado�Estates neighborhoods. The 2016 
(baseline) data represents current data available from SANDAG.�

The average daily�VMT per capita for all residents of Census Tract 28.01 is�15.2 miles. 
Conservatively�assuming each non-SDSU related resident�of Census Tract 28.01 makes only 
two trips�per day�via car (one�inbound and�one�outbound), the�result�would be�an average�
daily�trip length of 7.6 miles�(i.e. 15.2 miles divided by two).�However, consistent with typical�
travel patterns, the non-SDSU related residents�likely�generate�more than two trips per day. 
Therefore, assuming only�two trips a day�per�resident results�in�the most conservative (i.e.,�
greatest) trip length; the more trips assumed the lower the resulting trip length. 

Assuming�50% of on-campus resident students residing in�Census Tract 28.01 leave and 
return via car once�per day, consistent with the trip�generation validation exercise conducted�
in the section above, results�in an average daily trip length�of 7.6 miles.�This�conclusion is 
conservative because the�greater the trip length, the greater the number when calculating�
the increase�in VMT�attributable to the Project. 
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Exhibit 1�

Note:�SANDAG staff confirmed�that student residents are included�in the resident 
population number per email correspondence received 9/24/24. 
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Trips Removed- Average Daily Trip Rate and Trip Length�

This section describes the source of the Average Daily�Trip (ADT) Rate�and�Trip Length utilized�
to�calculate the vehicle trips and�resulting�VMT that would be�removed�from the�roadway 
network and the region, as a result of the shift in students�from off-campus to�on-campus�
housing.�

Average�Daily�Trip Rate: 1.30 trips/Student�

Trip Rate Source : The source of the data�from which the Trip Rate�was developed�is the 2024 
Annual Transportation Survey Report (October 3,�2024),�SDSU Public Affairs, Office of Energy 
& Sustainability, and�Parking and�Transportation Services. (A�copy of the survey�results�is 
attached to this report as�Attachment B.) 

Based�on the�survey�results, during the Fall 2023�semester 65% of students�living further 
than a quarter mile�off-campus drove to�campus, with the remaining 35% utilizing�alternative 
modes of transportation such as�public transit,�bicycles or walking. The Spring 2024�data�
shows more�students driving to�school�as compared�to�Fall 2023�conditions, and�therefore 
use of the Fall 2023�data, where fewer non-resident students�drive thereby resulting�in a�
smaller reduction,�is conservative. 

Conservatively�assuming that each of the 2,904�non-resident students who�currently drive 
to�campus (4,468�total * 65% =�2,904�students) would generate�the�minimum�2 trips�a day�
(one�inbound, one outbound),�resulting�in�a total of 5,874�ADT, the non-resident student trip 
rate�is calculated at 1.30 ADT�(5,808�ADT / 4,468�total students).�This assumed�trip rate�is�
conservative for purposes of calculating�the number of vehicle trips�that would be�removed 
from the roadway�network in that it assumes no additional trips would have been�made 
during the course of the day other than the one trip to and one trip home from school.�

Is should be�noted�that the�analysis presented in the 2007 SDSU Campus Master Plan EIR�
was based on a trip rate of�2.47 ADT�per off-campus student. (A copy of the relevant section�
from the technical report is attached�as Attachment A.)�This rate�was�calculated based�on 
actual traffic counts conducted in November�of 2006 and includes all�trips�made�to/from�
campus including those made by�students, visitors, vendors, faculty and�staff.�Including�
trips generated by all user types when calculating�the off-campus student trip�rate�was a�
conservative approach when calculating�the number of trips to�be�added�to�the roadway�
network for the 2007 EIR. 

Now that the off-campus trip rate is being used�to�calculate�the reduction�in�trips to�the�
roadway�network as a result of the�Project, use of the�lower trip rate�of 1.30 ADT/student�is 
conservative since�it assumes that off-campus students will generate fewer trips (resulting 
in a�smaller�reduction in ADT), as compared to the rate assumed in the 2007 EIR. 
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Average Trip Length: 14.17�miles�

Trip Length�Source:�The source of the Trip Length is the 2024 Annual Transportation Survey 
Report (October 3, 2024),�SDSU Public Affairs, Office of Energy & Sustainability, and Parking�
and�Transportation Services�- Table�6: Average Commute Time by�and Distance (one-way) by�
Mode (Spring 2024) for Off-Campus Students�(>0.25 miles). 
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Attachment A 

8.0 TRIP GENERATION/DISTRIBUTION/ASSIGNMENT 

8.1 Trip Generation 

There are three project components for which trip generation calculations were performed: (1) 
Student headcount and faculty/staff increase, (2) Adobe Falls Faculty housing, and (3) Alvarado 
Hotel. The following is a description of each. 

8.1.1  (Student Headcount and Faculty/Staff Increase) 
Student headcount projections were obtained from the University for academic years 2006/2007, 
2012/2013 and 2024/2025 (see Appendix B). The headcount increase between 2006/2007 and 
2012/2013 is 2,094 and between 2006/2007 and 2024/2025 is 11,385 students. 

Resident vs. Non-Resident Students  

Since the trip making _patterns of students who live on campus (termed resident students) is much 
different than students who do not live on campus (termed non-resident students), the important first 
step was to divide the student headcount increase into two categories. 

The forecasted split between resident students/non-resident students is 30:70 in the near-term and 
35:65 in the long term scenarios. Based on this split, the following Table 8–1 shows the forecasted 
headcount increases 

 


 
 

   

 

 

 

 

 

 

A. Non-Resident Students/Faculty/Staff 

The trip rate for non-resident students was based on actual counts at the campus. Road tubes were 
placed at all entrances/exits to the campus parking areas and the total ADT (66,807) was determined. 
A five-day count was conducted the week of November 13, 2006 and an average of the five 
weekdays was utilized. The trip rate per student was determined by dividing the total campus 
generated ADT of 66,807 by the 2006/2007 non-resident headcount. A rate of 2.47 ADT per student 
was calculated. It should be noted that since this rate is based on actual counts of all campus parking 
areas (including visitors, vendors, faculty and staff), the 2.47 rate accounts for all potential 
campus-related trips; including faculty/staff. 
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B. Resident Students 

The resident student trip count was estimated using two different methods. The first was based on 
data contained in the approved College Community Redevelopment Plan EIR. Table 5-14 from this 
document indicates a trip rate ranging from 3.1 to 4.4 per dwelling unit depending on the type of 
resident housing. However, this rate does not take into account the trip reductions, which will occur 
due to the relocation of students to the campus. This reduction rate is outlined in Table 5-16 of the 
EIR and is calculated to be 2.8 ADT per unit. 

Therefore the net new trips per unit would range from 0.3 (3.1-2.8) to 1.6 (4.4-2.8) ADT per unit. 
The next step is to translate this “per unit” rate to a “per student” rate. 

The average number of students per unit is 2.50 based on SDSU data. Therefore, the ADT per 
resident student would range from 0.12 to 0.64. (0.3/25=0.12 & 1.6/2.5=0.64) 

Another potential source of the resident student trip rate is the University of California San Diego 
Master Plan EIR. This EIR documented a rate of 0.41 ADT per resident student. 

Of these three potential rates (0.12, 0.41 & 0.64), a rate of 0.64 per resident student was utilized to 
be conservative. 

8.1.2 Adobe Falls Faculty/Staff Housing Component 
City of San Diego trip generation rates were utilized for the proposed faculty/staff housing at the 
Adobe Falls site assuming they would function similar to townhome/apartment units. A rate of 8 
ADT per unit was used for the portion with densities under 20 dwelling units/acre and a rate of 6 
ADT per unit was used if the density exceeded this amount. 

However, it is likely that faculty housing would generate less than these amounts since many of the 
units will have faculty reside in them that only generate 2 ADT (to and from campus). 

A 5-day count was conducted at the Cal State Fullerton faculty housing development on Lake Knoll 
Drive in the City of Buena Park; a development similar to what is proposed at Adobe Falls. This 
development is located about five miles from the campus. The trip rate was found to be 3.75 ADT 
per unit. 

A shuttle system is proposed as part of the project that would take multiple residents to and from the 
development to the main campus. This shuttle is expected to reduce the overall traffic generation of 
the development by approximately 10 percent. It is planned to implement the shuttle system once 
traffic volumes on the residential roadways warrant. 

8.1.3 Alvarado Hotel 
The City of San Diego trip rate for hotels was utilized. 
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8.1.4 Transit Ridership 
In order to determine the extent to which transit ridership, particularly ridership on the San Diego 
Trolley, would affect future vehicle trips generated by SDSU, LLG worked extensively with the San 
Diego Association of Governments ("SANDAG") to obtain existing and projected daily passenger 
trolley boardings at the SDSU station. The existing number of passenger boardings is 5,982.(see 
Appendix H1) SANDAG forecasts there will be 7,909 daily passenger boardings at the SDSU trolley 
station in the year 2010, 9,242 boardings in the year 2015, and 17,450 boardings in the year 2030. 
(Cite.) Through interpolation, the forecasted 2012/2013 & 2024/2025 passenger boardings are 8,442 
and 14,714, respectively. 

According to SANDAG, 21% of the boardings at SDSU are transfers and, therefore, passengers not 
originating travel at SDSU. Therefore, based on SANDAG projections, 79% of the passenger 
boardings at the SDSU trolley station are trips originating at SDSU. SANDAG estimates, based on 
these numbers, that 4,726 SDSU students, faculty and staff members presently ride the trolley to and 
from campus. 

As shown on Table 8-2A, Year 2012 (Near-Term) Project Trip Generation, and Table 8-3A, 
Horizon Year Project Trip Generation, if the number of SDSU trolley riders were to remain 
stagnant over the next 20 years, the proposed project would generate an additional 5,607 ADT over 
existing vehicle trips by interim year 2012, and an additional 23,404 ADT by horizon year 2024-25. 
However, SANDAG does not project the number of trolley riders to remain stagnant.  SANDAG 
projects that by the year 2012, the number of SDSU trolley riders will increase to 6,669, an increase 
of 1,943 additional trolley riders. (See Table 8-2B)  By the year 2024-25, SANDAG projects that 
the number of SDSU trolley riders will increase over existing by 6,898 trolley riders to 11,624. 
Therefore, between now and 2024-25, during the same period when the SDSU student headcount 
will increase from 33,441 to 44,826, SANDAG estimates that trolley ridership will increase by 6,898 
SDSU students, faculty and staff over existing numbers. (See Table 8-3B) 

In order to account for this intermediate- and long-term increase in SDSU related trolley ridership, 
and the corresponding future shift from vehicle trips to trolley trips that will result in fewer vehicles 
on the roadways, the 2012 and 2024-25 trip generation projections for the proposed project have 
been adjusted to account for the reduced vehicle trips due to the increased trolley ridership. 

To translate transit usage into vehicle trips, a vehicle occupancy rate of 1.2 people per car was 
utilized, based on an LLG survey conducted in May 2000. Therefore, by project buildout year 
2024/25, the one-way traffic that would shift to the trolley is 5,748 trips (6,898 students ÷ 1.2 
people/car). (See Table 8-3B) A five (5) % factor is applied to this amount to account for the fact 
that some of the shift to the trolley would be from other transit opportunities and not from personal 
vehicles. (See Table 8-3B) Therefore, the one-way traffic that would shift to the trolley by the year 
2024/25 is 5,460 trips.  (See Table 8-3B.)  This number is multiplied by 2 to convert it to an ADT, 
which equates to a 10,920 ADT shift by the year 2024/25. (See Table 8-3C) A similar calculation 
was completed for 2012/2013 and the shift to the trolley was calculated to be 3,076 ADT. (See 
Table 8-2C) 
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As shown on Tables 8-2C and 8-3C, taking into account the forecasted increase in trolley ridership, 
the net increase in ADT that would result from the proposed project is 2,531 ADT by the year 2012, 
and 12,484 ADT by the year 2024-25. 

8.1.5 Trip Generation Summary 
Table 8-2A shows that the near term total trip generation ADT without assuming a future shift to the 
trolley is 5,607 ADT. Table 8-2B shows that the forecasted shift to the trolley is 3,076 ADT based 
on SANDAG boarding projections as described previously. Table 8-2C shows the net increase in 
traffic for the campus is 2,531 ADT. 

Table 8-3A, B & C shows the total trip generation, trolley shift and net increase in campus traffic 
respectively, for the horizon year. 

8.2 Trip Distribution & Assignment 

The trip distribution and assignment for each component of the project is described below. The 
Student Headcount increase, Adobe Falls Faculty/Staff Housing, and the Alvarado Hotel require 
separate distribution and assignments given the different nature of the uses that are proposed at each 
site. 

8.2.1 Student Headcount and Faculty/Staff Increase 
As previously discussed in Section 2.2, it is expected that the student headcount increase from 
33,441 to 44,826 would be partially accommodated in classroom facilities to be constructed on 
Alvarado Campus site. The remaining would be accommodated in the existing SDSU facilities on 
the main campus. The traffic distribution for the student headcount increase component is based on 
its proximity to Interstate 8 and the surrounding street network. A Select Zone Assignment for the 
SDSU Traffic Analysis Zone (TAZ) was obtained from SANDAG and utilized in determining the 
project distribution. The majority of the traffic destined for SDSU travel to and from Interstate 8. 
Figure 8–1 illustrates this distribution. 

All of the near-term project traffic was assigned to the main campus. The horizon-year project traffic 
was assigned with 50 percent to the main campus and 50 percent to the Alvarado Campus. The near-
term assignment of traffic for the Alvarado Campus site is shown on Figure 8–2. Assignment of 
traffic to the surrounding street system is based on the location of parking structures and lots, 
specific street characteristics (e.g. one-way streets), and the existing traffic conditions within the 
study area. The horizon year project assignment for Alvarado Campus is shown on Figure 8–3. 

8.2.2 Adobe Falls Faculty/Staff Housing 
The distribution for the Adobe Falls Faculty/Staff residential component of the project is based on its 
proximity to the SDSU Campus and the surrounding amenities. Given that this residential project is 
expected to house faculty and staff affiliated with SDSU, much of the traffic is distributed to and 
from the SDSU campus as shown on Figure 8–4. This detailed distribution, specific to the project 
site, also provides the project ADT volumes on the analyzed street segments. The Adobe Falls 
distribution to the surrounding local streets is shown in Figure 8–5. The project assignment takes 
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into account access to and from major roadways along with the location of parking lots and 
structures on campus. Figure 8–6 shows the Adobe Falls assignment for the near-term project 
traffic, and Figure 8–7 shows the Adobe Falls assignment for the horizon year project traffic. 

8.2.3 Alvarado Hotel 
The distribution for the Alvarado Hotel project component is based on its proximity to the SDSU 
Campus and the surrounding amenities. Given that this project component is expected to be used 
primarily by visitors to the Campus, the majority of the traffic is distributed based on the location of 
the San Diego International Airport and related tourist facilities. The distribution also considers the 
possibility of local businesses using the hotel for meetings and conferences. Figure 8–8 illustrates 
this distribution. The project assignment takes into account access to and from major roadways. 
Figure 8–9 shows the hotel assignment for both the near-term and the horizon year. 

Figure 8–10, total near-term project traffic volumes, is the result of the addition of the three near-
term project traffic assignments. Similarly, Figure 8–11, total horizon year project traffic volumes, 
is the result of the addition of the three horizon year project traffic assignments. 
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Attachment B 

2024 Annual Transportation Survey Report 
Finalized: October 3, 2024 

Survey Methods and Overview 

The 2023-2024 SDSU Travel Survey is conducted by the School of Public Affairs. The survey is 
split funded (50%/50%) by the Office of Energy and Sustainability (OES) and Parking and 
Transportation Services (PATS). The survey is conducted in part to comply with the California 
State University Transportation and Parking Policy. The policy requires SDSU to track progress 
and submit a report to the Chancellor’s Office annually documenting the total cost and benefit to 
implementing and operating the University’s TDM plan. This report must include data to monitor 
the progress and effectiveness of transportation efforts to manage parking demand and improve 
active and shared campus commute mode share. 

Two versions of the survey were created: one for students (including student employees) and one 
for staff and faculty. Both surveys were released on April 11, and were left open until the end of 
May. Survey response rates are shown in table 1. 

 

Sample 
Population 
  Response Rate 

Students 2,034 37,539 5.42% 

Faculty & Staff 1,181 6,890 17.14% 

 
 

 

 

 

Several impactful changes were made to the surveys in order to increase response and 
completion rates. First, we increased the incentives from a chance to win a $20 gift card to a $50 
gift card. Additionally, we reduced the total number of questions, as well as the number of 
questions that required responses. Lastly, we moved questions about satisfaction with parking, 
willingness to pay for transit, and barriers to taking alternative transportation to an optional 
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section of the survey. This allowed us to still gather input on proposed parking and transportation 
policies from respondents who were interested in a longer version of the survey, while allowing 
for a shorter version for participants that otherwise would have not completed it. 

Student Results 

Mode Share 

Primary Mode Share 

We asked students: “What mode of transportation do you primarily use to travel to and from 
SDSU?” We first looked at the results for all student respondents in order to understand 
environmental impacts, and then focused on responses only from students who lived further than 
a quarter mile off-campus. 

Figure 1: Mode Share for All Students (Spring 2024) 

As shown in figure 1, about a quarter of the student population used active transportation to get 
to classes, a category that includes walking, cycling, and skateboarding. About 45% of 
respondents drove alone, while about 7% carpooled. About 16% used public transportation. A 
more detailed breakdown of transportation modes (as well as results from Fall 2023) are 
available in table 2. 
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When we filtered the results to only include students who lived further than a quarter mile 
off-campus, the percentage of students taking active transportation drops to about 4%, and the 
percentage of students driving alone jumps to 64% (figure 2). A detailed breakdown of mode 
share for off-campus students is available in table 3. 
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Figure 2: Mode share for Off-Campus Students (>0.25 miles), Spring 2024 
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Other/Did not 
Commute 

3% 

Active 
Transportation 

4% 

Public 
Transportation 

2.0% 



Motorcycle / Moped (gas powered) 0% 0% 

Other 1% 1% 

Rideshare (i.e. Uber / Lyft) 1% 1% 

Skateboard 0% 0% 

Trolley (MTS) 13% 12% 

Walked 2% 2% 

Additionally, we looked at the mode share for students who lived in campus-owned housing or 
within a quarter mile of campus, as shown in table 4. While over half of students in this category 
walked to classes, about 13% drove alone. Even in close proximity to campus, the share of 
students cycling to campus is very low, at about 1%. 
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Secondary Mode Share 

This year, we asked students: “Do you use a secondary type of transportation to commute to 
campus? (i.e. driving to a transit station or skateboarding from a parking lot).” Of students living 
further than a quarter mile off-campus, over half (59%) stated that they did not use a secondary 
type of transportation. As shown in table 5, the most common types of secondary transportation 
modes amongst this group were walking (8%), carpooling (8%), and driving alone (7%). 
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Student Commuting: Distance and Time 
Geographic Analysis 

In previous surveys, we have asked respondents for their whole home addresses. However, in 
order to shorten the survey and increase responses, we only asked students to provide the zip 
code from which they travel to school. We asked all survey respondents, including those living 
on campus, to provide a response (n=2,034). Nearly a third (28%) of respondents listed that they 
traveled from the 92115 zip code, which is adjacent to SDSU. The map also shows hotspots in 
the South Bay and East County (figure 3). 

Figure 3: Number of Students Living in Each Zip Code 
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About 14% of respondents lived in Chula Vista/the South Bay, and 1% said they traveled to 
SDSU from Mexico. 

Average Commute Time by Mode 

On average, students living further than a quarter mile off-campus commuted 15.86 miles and 
28.85 minutes one way. Table 6 shows a breakdown of average commute times and distances by 
mode. Students who took the trolley or bus had much longer commute times compared to 
students who drove alone. 

 


 
 

 
 

     

 

     


 

 

     

 

     

Parking Permits and Transit Passes 
We asked students who lived further than a quarter mile off-campus if they had a parking permit 
or transit pass. About 60% had a parking permit, while about 17% had a transit pass. This aligns 
with the percentage of off-campus students who primarily took public transit to campus (20%) 
and who drove alone to campus (64%). About 21% of respondents did not hold an MTS pass or a 
permit, indicating that they either used an active mode of transportation, or paid for parking or 
transit per trip. 
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Figure 4: Percentage of students with a transit pass or parking permit (n=1,289) 

Parking Pattern and Satisfaction with Parking 
In the optional section of the survey, we asked respondents a series of questions to measure 
opinions about parking on campus. These questions were only asked to students who indicated 
that they primarily drove alone to campus during the Spring 2024 semester. 
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Time to Find Parking and Travel to On-Campus Destination 

Figure 5: Average time for students to find parking on campus (n=532) 

As shown in figure 5, about 41% of students said it took them less than 5 minutes to find parking 
on average, while about 30% of students said it took them more than 10 minutes. 
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Figure 6: Average time for students to travel from their parking spot to their primary destination 
on campus (n=532) 

Students who drive to campus typically spend more time traveling from their parking spot than 
they do finding a parking spot (figure 6). Only about 11% of respondents spent less than 5 
minutes on average traveling from their parking spot, while about half of respondents spent more 
than 10 minutes on average traveling from their parking spot. 

In order to gain more insight into the availability of parking on campus, we asked students how 
frequently they have to: 1) Drive around, stop, and wait, 2) Go to more than one parking lot, or 
3) Find parking right away. As shown in table 7 and figure 7, we found that about 37% of 
students indicated that they frequently or always had to drive around, stop, and wait, while trying 
to park on campus. Only about 13% of students reported that they frequently or always had to go 
to more than one parking lot to find a spot. Surprisingly, about 40% of students reported that 
they frequently or always found a spot right away. 
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Figure 7: Please indicate how frequently you do the following when trying to find parking 

Parking Satisfaction 

We asked students, “How do you feel about the current availability of parking on campus?” 
About 40% of respondents reported that they were very satisfied or somewhat satisfied with the 
availability of parking on campus (figure 8). 
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Figure 8: Student satisfaction with parking on campus (n=532) 

Willingness to Pay for Transit 
We asked students who said they primarily drove alone during the Spring semester: “A student 
transit pass for MTS services currently costs $164 per semester. What is the MOST you would 
be willing to pay for a transit pass per semester in order to consider taking transit instead of 
driving alone to campus?” 
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Less than 20% of students said they would consider taking public transit if it were free, while 
about 30% of students said they would not take transit regardless of the cost (figure 9). 

Figure 9: Student Willingness to Pay for Transit per Semester (n=532) 

Daily Choice Parking 
In the months leading up to the survey, Parking and Transportation was considering 
implementing a daily choice parking program. This policy allows students the flexibility to drive 
to classes when needed, without them feeling incentivized to drive every day to make a semester 
pass worth the cost. Additionally, it also allows students to consider their willingness to pay for 
parking on a daily basis. For example, if a student has plenty of time to get to classes on a given 
day and is looking for a cheaper option, they may choose to park in the cheaper lots. When 
considering lots to use for the reduced daily rate, Parking and Transportation chose parking areas 
that remained empty, even during peak hours, because they are located further from the center of 
campus. 

One of the questions in the optional section asked students: “Parking and Transportation Services 
is considering implementing a daily choice parking program, which would allow students to pay 
for parking per day, with prices varying based on parking lots. If implemented, would you be 
willing to pay $4.75/day (including transaction fees) to park in Parking Structure 4, Lot 15, 
and/or Lot 17?” 

When we asked this question to all students who took the optional section of the survey (n=943), 
about 36% said they would be interested in this option. Since the group of respondents includes 
those who currently live on campus, take public transit, or walk to campus, it does not 
necessarily represent the population of students likely to use the daily choice program. In order 
to get a better idea of the popularity of this policy amongst those likely to park on campus, we 

Page 14 

35% 

30% 

25% 

20% 

15% 

10% 

5% 

0% 

Willingness to Pay for Transit (per Semester) 

I I 
$0 (Free) $1-$24 $25-49 $50-74 

I I -$75-99 $100-$124 $125-150 I would 
not take 
transit 

regardless 
of cost. 



filtered the results to include only students who currently drove alone to campus (n=532). Using 
this filter, about 28% of students were interested in the daily choice program. Based partially on 
these survey results, Parking and Transportation Services implemented daily choice parking for 
Fall 2024. 

Barriers to Taking Transit 

We asked students to list their top three barriers to taking transit to class (n=940). About 62% of 
respondents checked that transit takes too long, 43% listed safety concerns, and 26% listed that 
transit is not easily accessible from where they live. Notably, only about 13% of responses listed 
that they did not take transit because student fare cost was not affordable. 

After this question, we asked respondents to describe their safety concerns in more detail 
(n=353). Some common concerns were people experiencing homelessness (26% of respondents), 
traveling at night, (15% of respondents), and harassment (10% of respondents). Additionally, 
about 11% of respondents listed specific concerns about gender-based harassment or violence. 

Gender and Attitudes to Public Transit 

Two-thirds, or 67% of the student survey respondents were women, whereas women make up 
approximately 57% of the student body. Our survey results indicate that women were just as 
likely to take transit as the entire survey sample. However, when asked to list their top three 
barriers to taking transit, women were more likely to respond with safety concerns (51% of 
women compared to 43% of the entire student sample). 

Housing Priorities 

We asked students, “When you were searching for your current housing location, how important 
were the following factors in making your decision? Please rank from most to least important.” 
The question contained a list of options: 1) Ability to walk or ride a bicycle to SDSU, 2) Ability 
to ride an MTS bus or trolley to SDSU, 3) Housing affordability, and 4) Availability of parking. 
As shown in table 8, nearly 80% of respondents listed housing affordability as the most 
important factor. Only about 15% of students listed the ability to walk, bike, or take transit to 
SDSU as the most important factor. 
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Additionally, we asked students to rank how they would consider these factors the next time they 
look for housing. An even greater share of respondents (84%) listed housing affordability as the 
most important factor (table 9). 

 


 

   



   



Opportunities 

Incentives 

We asked students, “How could SDSU encourage students to explore alternatives to driving 
alone?” Of the 757 responses, one of the most common suggestions was to improve incentives to 
carpooling, by creating a discounted permit or priority parking for carpooling students, or 
creating more opportunities for students to connect with others looking to carpool. Many 
respondents also suggested that SDSU offer free or reduced public transit passes in order to 
incentivize alternative transportation. Other suggestions included developing an outreach 
campaign to encourage alternative transportation, improving safety around SDSU transit stops, 
and building more housing near campus. 

South Bay Rapid Bus 

We asked students who lived in the South Bay if they would consider taking a rapid bus (i.e., 
high frequency, limited stops) between Chula Vista and SDSU's transit station. Of the 279 
responses, about 53% said yes. 
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Proximity to Transit Stops 

We asked students living further than a quarter mile off-campus, “Is there an MTS bus stop or 
trolley stop within walking distance (half mile) of your home that provides service to SDSU, 
either directly or via transfer(s)?” As shown in table 10, only about 20% of students said they 
lived within walking distance of a transit stop with direct service to campus. Notably, about 25% 
of students said they did not know if they had transit access to campus near their home. 

 

 

   



   



   

Awareness of Current Programs 

We asked students to describe their awareness of current sustainable transportation programs. As 
shown in table 11, about 29% had used bus routes that connect to SDSU, while only about 7% 
had used SDSU’s free shuttle. 
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Faculty and Staff Results 
Mode Share 

Figure 10: Faculty and Staff Mode Share (Spring 2024) 

As shown in figure 10 and table 12, the vast majority (over 80%) of faculty and staff said they 
drive alone as their primary mode of transportation to work. Only about 3% used active 
transportation, a much lower number compared to students. About 7% used public 
transportation, and about 5% carpooled. Table 12 shows a more detailed breakdown of faculty 
and staff mode share, including results for Fall 2023. 
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Secondary Mode Share 

As shown in table 13, about 73% of faculty and staff did not use a secondary mode of 
transportation when commuting to campus. Of those who did use a secondary mode, the most 
common responses were driving alone (6%), walking (5%), and taking the trolley (5%). 
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Commuting Distance and Time 
Geographic Analysis 

Figure 11: Number of Faculty and Staff Living in Each Zip Code 

We asked faculty and staff to list the zip code from which they traveled to SDSU (n=1,181). The 
map shows hotspots throughout the City of San Diego, as well as East County (La Mesa, Santee, 
and El Cajon). 
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Average Commute Time by Mode 

On average, faculty and staff spent 12.04 miles and 24.02 minutes commuting to campus 
one-way. Table 14 shows a breakdown of commuting distance and time by travel mode. Staff 
worked more days in person per week on average compared to faculty (3.88 compared to 3.25). 

 
 

     

 

     

 


     

 

  


  

     

 

     

Parking Permits and Transit Passes 
About 78% of faculty and staff respondents had a parking permit, while 6% had an MTS pass. 
About 6% of respondents stated that they had both a pass and a permit (figure 12). SDSU may 
change the way this question is framed in the future to gather clearer information about daily, 
monthly, semester, and/or payroll deducted transit passes. 
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Figure 12: Percentage of faculty and staff with a parking permit or MTS pass (n=1,181) 

Parking Pattern and Satisfaction with Parking 
Average Time to Find Parking 

Over 80% of faculty and staff said that on average, they were able to find parking on campus in 
under 5 minutes. Only 6% said that it took them longer than 10 minutes on average to find 
parking (figure 13). 
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Figure 13: Average time for faculty and staff to find parking on campus (n=785) 

About 48% of faculty and staff spent an average of less than 5 minutes traveling from their 
parking spot to their destination on campus, a much higher percentage than students. Only about 
11% spent more than 10 minutes traveling from their parking spot on average (figure 14). 
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Figure 14: Average time for faculty and staff to travel from their parking spot to their primary 
destination on campus (n=785) 

We also asked faculty and staff how frequently they have to: 1) Drive around, stop, and wait, 2) 
Go to more than one parking lot, or 3) Find parking right away. 

Only about 10% of faculty and staff said that they had to drive around, stop, and wait while 
looking for parking frequently or always, and about 7% said they frequently or always have to go 
to more than one parking lot. Over 70% of respondents found a parking spot right away either 
frequently or always (table 15 and figure 15). 
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Figure 15: Please indicate how often you do the following while looking for parking 

Parking Satisfaction 

Over 60% of faculty and staff said they were somewhat satisfied or very satisfied with the 
availability of parking on campus (figure 16). 
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Figure 16: Faculty and staff satisfaction with parking on campus (n=785) 

Willingness to Pay for Parking 
We asked faculty and staff who stated they primarily drove alone to work during the Spring 
semester: “A monthly transit pass for faculty/staff costs $72 per month for those who do not 
have a pre-tax payroll deduction. How much would you be willing to pay for a transit pass per 
month in order to consider taking transit instead of driving alone to campus?” Surprisingly, about 
25% of respondents said they would consider taking transit instead of driving alone if transit was 
free. However, about 45% said they would not take transit regardless of cost. Smaller 
percentages of respondents showed an interest in paying a reduced monthly rate for transit 
(figure 17). 
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Figure 17: Faculty and Staff Willingness to Pay for Transit per Month (n=785) 

Daily Choice Parking 
We also polled faculty and staff about their interest in daily choice parking. Instead of proposing 
discounted parking lots, we asked respondents: “Would you consider paying for parking on a 
daily basis via a user-friendly mobile phone app instead of a long-term (e.g., 
monthly/semesterly) permit?” About a third of respondents said they would consider this option, 
while over half said they would never consider this option. Notably, only 4% said they would 
prefer paying daily, indicating a lack of interest in this program for faculty and staff (figure 18). 
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Figure 18: Interest in daily parking amongst faculty and staff (n=938) 

Barriers to Taking Transit 

We asked faculty and staff to check up to three barriers to taking transit. As shown in table 16, 
about 72% of respondents checked that it takes too long, and about 36% checked that transit is 
not accessible from where they live. Other common barriers were safety concerns (28%), fare 
cost (11%), and lack of awareness of schedules or stops (9%). 

 

 

   



   



   

We received 228 responses to a follow-up question asking faculty and staff to detail their safety 
concerns. Specific safety concerns of faculty and staff were similar to those of students, with 
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many responses mentioning people experiencing homelessness (19%) and traveling at night 
(13%). About 9% listed that they had gender-based safety concerns with taking transit. Women 
who took the survey were more likely to list safety concerns as a barrier to taking transit (34%) 
compared to the entire survey population (28%). 

Housing Priorities 
We asked faculty and staff to rank four factors from most to least important when they were 
searching for their current housing location. 

An overwhelming majority (about 89%) stated that housing affordability was the most important 
factor (table 17). When asked to consider how they would rank these factors while looking for 
their next location, housing affordability became even more important, with about 92% of 
respondents listing it as their most important factor (table 18). 
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Opportunities 

Vanpool 

Interest in an employer-organized vanpool program was unfortunately low. We asked faculty and 
staff: “Would you consider riding in or driving a shared van, minivan, or SUV (aka “vanpool”) 
from your local area for a cost of approximately $150/month to $250/month?” Of the 940 
respondents who answered this question, only about 10% said yes. 

Proximity to to Transit Stops 

We asked faculty and staff, “Is there an MTS bus stop or trolley stop, within walking distance of 
your home that provides service to SDSU, either directly or via transfer(s)?” 

About 23% of faculty and staff stated that they lived within walking distance of a transit stop 
providing direct service to SDSU, while about 26% said there was a stop within walking distance 
that provided service with transfers. Nearly one-third (29%) of respondents stated that there was 
no bus or trolley service from their home to campus (table 19). 

 

 

   



   



   

Awareness of Current Programs 

Of the transportation programs available to SDSU employees, bus routes were the most used 
(22%). Usage of Zipcar, the SDSU shuttle, and transit passes was very low. Notably, about 43% 
of respondents said they were unaware of payroll deduction transit passes, providing an 
opportunity for future outreach (table 20). 
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Incentives 

We asked faculty and staff, “How could SDSU encourage faculty and staff to explore alternatives 
to driving alone?” Of the 709 responses, many of the suggestions were similar to those recorded 
in the student survey, such as offering free transit, facilitating carpooling groups, and increasing 
the housing supply near campus. Additionally, about 10% of respondents advocated for the 
return of hybrid or remote work in order to reduce the environmental impacts of commuting to 
campus. In a separate question asking about preferred work modes, we found that over half of 
respondents would prefer a hybrid schedule (figure 19). 
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Figure 19: Faculty and Staff Remote Work Preferences 
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City of San Diego | Bicycle Master Plan 

street designs including lane widths, use of diagonal or parallel parking, bicycle corrals, widened sidewalks 

and linear park promenades. 

4.5.6 Clairemont Mesa Community Plan 
The Clairemont Mesa Community Plan states that its objective is to create a system of Bike Lanes and paths 

that link parks, recreation areas, schools, and commercial areas throughout the community.  The plan 

proposes many Bike Paths, lanes, and routes with an emphasis on the development of those facilities south of 

SR-52 and along Genesee Avenue.  Genesee Avenue currently has Bike Lanes along the length of the 

community with the exception of a small segment of Bike Route in the northern part of the community. The 

plan also recommends that the San Clemente Canyon Bikeway (I-5 to I-805) run along the northern boundary 

of Marian Bear Memorial Park to ensure that the bikeway does not interfere with biological resources in the 

canyon park.  The San Clemente Canyon Bikeway has not been built.  The plan indicates that bikeway signs 

should include directional signage to lead bicyclists to their desired destinations and that secure bicycle racks 

should be placed in visible locations near building entrances, and that employers should provide bicycle 

lockers for employees who commute by bicycle.  Bikeways in this area should be directed to serve future 

trolley and bus transit stations with bicycle racks and lockers at each location. 

4.5.7 College Area Community Plan 
At the time this plan was adopted in 1989, proposed bikeway facilities included primarily Bike Lanes and 

Routes, most of which were planned to follow major corridors in the community.  The plan also recommends 

completion of the following bikeway facilities: 

• Bike Lanes on College Avenue 

• Bike Lanes on El Cajon Boulevard, east from College Avenue 

• Bike Route along Alvarado Road from College Avenue to 70th Street 

• Bike Lanes on 70th Street between Alvarado Road and Montezuma Road 

• Bike Route on Remington Drive west to Dover Drive 

• Bike Route along the Plaza Drive right-of-way between College Avenue and 55th Street 

• Bike Route on Monroe Street west of Collwood Boulevard 

• Upgrade of the Bike Route on Montezuma Road and Collwood Boulevard to Bike Lanes 

Currently, the only existing Bike Lanes are along: 

• Montezuma Road from the west to east termini, with a segment of Bike Route between 55th Street 

and Campanile Drive, as proposed in the 1989 plan 

• 70th Street, as proposed in the 1989 plan 

• Remington Road/55th Street from Hewlett Drive to Montezuma Road 

• Collwood Boulevard from Montezuma Road to Monroe Avenue, where it becomes Bike Route 

through the community’s southern boundary 

• Alvarado Road from Campus Drive to the community’s western boundary 

In addition, the plan recommends that all bike facilities should include approved signage; all new commercial 

or multi-family developments should provide bicycle-parking facilities; and parking facilities should be 

provided at the San Diego State University (SDSU) Transit Center.  Specific suggestions are made for the 

SDSU campus to provide more bicycle racks, lockers, and improved signage. 
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8 Implementation and Funding 

This chapter is intended to support the implementation of this Plan’s recommendations by providing the 

following information: 

• An overview of bicycle-related expenditures between 2006 and 2012 

• Planning level cost estimates for the entire proposed network 

• Detailed cost estimates for the high priority projects 

• Cost estimates for maintenance and operations 

• An overview of funding sources that the City will pursue 

8.1 Previous Bicycle-Related Expenditures 
The City of San Diego has had several projects funded over the past six years.  Table 8-1 identifies specific 

projects funded in Fiscal Year 2006 to Fiscal Year 2012, the communities in which they are located, and the 

amount of the expenditures. 

Table 8.1 City of San Diego Bikeways Expenditures FY 2006 to FY 2012 

Project Communities Amount 
54th Street and Euclid Avenue Bike Lanes and 

Routes 
Southeastern San Diego, 

College Area 
$130,000 

Balboa Avenue/Tierrasanta Blvd. Bikeway Clairemont Mesa, 
Kearny Mesa, 

Tierrasanta 

$250,000 

Bayshore Bikeway Otay Mesa/Nestor $996,410 

Bicycle Loop Detectors Citywide $83,500 

City Bicycle Master Plan Citywide $275,000 

Coastal Rail Trail Torrey Pines, University $839,950 

Congress Street Bicycle Facility Old San Diego $50,000 

Darkwood Canyon Connector Study for SR-56 Bike 
Path 

Rancho Penasquitos $41,106 

Kearny Villa Road Bike Lane Improvements Kearny Mesa $300,000 

Kearny Villa Road Bike Path Study Kearny Mesa $100,000 

Minor Bicycle Facilities Citywide $354,500 

Mission Trails Regional Park/Mission Bay Bike Path Mission Valley/Navajo $201,500 

Ocean Beach Bike Path/Hotel Circle North Bikeway 
Design 

Mission Valley, Ocean 
Beach 

$3,058,884 

Pacific Highway Bike Route Midway/Pacific 
Highway Corridor 

$7,594 

Park Boulevard Bicycle Facility Uptown, Greater North 
Park 

$75,000 

Poway Road - Class I Bicycle Lane Sabre Springs $1,600,000 

Rancho Bernardo Bikeway Rancho Bernardo $250,000 
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Project 8 – 54th Street: Montezuma Road to El Cajon Boulevard 
and Collwood Boulevard: Monroe Avenue to 54th Street 

Project Description 

This project serves bicycle demands between the 
College Area, City Heights, and Talmadge by 
providing Class III bicycle facilities along 54th St. from 
Montezuma Road to Collwood Blvd, by upgrading the 
existing Class III bicycle facilities to Class II facilities 
along 54th St. from Collwood Blvd to El Cajon Blvd, 
and by upgrading the existing Class III bicycle 
facilities to Class II facilities along Collwood Blvd 
from Monroe Ave. to 54th St. This high priority 
project is over a mile long and connects the College 
and Mid-City communities to key land uses including 
San Diego State University. This project provides 
connections to local bus Routes 1, 11, 15, and 955. 
In order to implement this project, it would be 
necessary to restripe travel lanes on the segment from 
Collwood Blvd to El Cajon Blvd to provide the 
necessary space for Class II bike facilities* . There are 
no anticipated parking impacts associated with this 
project. 
Bicycling issues along this project corridor include 
three reported bike crashes from 2002-2007, posted 
traffic speeds of 25 mph and volumes of 
approximately 3,000 to 3,200 ADTs along 54th Street. 
However, as 54th merges with Collwood Blvd south to 
El Cajon Blvd, posted traffic speeds increase to 35 
mph and volumes increase to approximately 21,800 to 
26,900 ADTs, creating difficult intersections at 54th St 
with Collwood Blvd and El Cajon Blvd. The gradient 
along portions of 54th Street is also quite steep for 
bicycle travel. 
This high priority project ranked 8th with an average 
weighted prioritization score of 31.6 points. 

Proposed Improvements 
 Remove traffic striping along 54th St 

to accommodate Class II Bike 
Facility $2,760 

 Roadside signage on post $3,750 

 Class II paint and traffic stripe $3,588 

 Class II & III pavement markings  $7,500 

 Bicycle Loop Detector $2,400 

$26,967 Other construction related costs 
Cost 

$46,965 

* No loss of travel lanes. 

••• 
•••• 
•••• 
•••• 
•••• 
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COLLEGE AREA COMMUNITY PLAN, EXCERPTS (1989) 

LINSCOTT, LAW & GREENSPAN, engineers LLG Ref. 3-24-3950 
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EXISTING CONDITIONS: BICYCLES 

Bicycles play an important role in the transportation system of this community. Bicycles are 
inexpensive to operate, require less space to operate and to park than automobiles, and are 
non-polluting vehicles. Finally, because bicycles provide exercise and recreational benefits, 
they are an ideal form of transportation. 

Bicycle facilities in the community consist of Class II and Class III facilities (see Figure 16). 
The designated bicycle routes (Figure 17) follow major streets, but undesignated local streets 
are also used extensively by bicyclists. The university encourages students to use bicycles 
and currently provides bicycle parking facilities throughout the campus. However, the 
university needs to provide more racks and lockers (which can be used for storage of books, 
jackets, backpacks, etc.) to encourage an increase in bicycle use. 

RECOMMENDATIONS: BICYCLES 

1. Implement the City wide bicycle program by completing the proposed bicycle 
facilities shown on Figure 17: 

a. Class II lane along College Avenue 

b. Class II lane along El Cajon Boulevard, east from College Avenue 

c. Class III route along Alvarado Road from College Avenue to 70th Street 

d. Class II lane along 70th Street between Alvarado Road and Montezuma Road 

e. Class III route on Remington Drive west to Dover Drive 

f. Class III route along the Plaza Drive right-of-way between College Avenue and 55th 

Street 

g. Class III route on Monroe Street, west of Collwood Boulevard 

2. Clearly mark all bicycle facilities with signs in conformance with City bicycle facility 
signs. 

3. As part of future street improvements, upgrade Class III routes to Class II lanes on 
Montezuma Road and Collwood Boulevard. Both streets are major streets and should 
have restricted right-of-way bike lanes (see Figure 17). 

4. As part of all new commercial and multifamily residential development projects, 
require bicycle parking facilities. 

5. Provide bicycle parking facilities at the San Diego State University Transit Center. 
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6 The university should improve bicycle facilities by implementing the following: 

a. Increase the number and location of bicycle racks and lockers. 

b. Clearly mark bicycle routes on the campus and separate bicycle routes from 
pedestrian routes. 

c. Indicate bicycle parking areas by providing signs at campus entrances directing 
cyclists to parking areas and by marking parking areas with signs. 

EXISTING CONDITIONS: PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES 

As in most older urbanized communities in the City, the public sidewalk system has been 
fully developed with sidewalks along both sides of most streets. This system serves the entire 
community with the exception of the university which has its own internal pedestrian 
circulation system. This internal system includes three pedestrian bridges across College 
Avenue. 

Because the community is relatively small, and due to the difficulty of using automobiles for 
local trips, pedestrian traffic in the community is high. Ease and safety of pedestrian 
circulation is, therefore, important to the community and an important factor in reducing the 
use of the automobile. 

RECOMMENDATIONS: PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES 

1. Complete missing portions of sidewalks shown on Figure 18. New sidewalks should be 
contiguous to the curb and should conform in width to the sidewalks to which they 
connect. 

a. 63rd Street between El Cajon Boulevard and Catoctin Drive. 

b. Montezuma Road between 54th and Collwood Boulevard. 

c. Alvarado Road from College Avenue to Alvarado Court. 

2. Analyze the need for enhancement of pedestrian crossing areas at the major intersections 
shown on Figure 18. The Engineering and Development Department, the Planning 
Department and the community should determine which intersections warrant such 
improvements according to established City policies, and what improvement would be 
possible at those intersections. 

3. Provide lighting along the heavily used pedestrian routes listed and shown on Figure 18. 
Any lighting levels above those established in Council Policy 600-4 would have to be 
constructed and maintained by a maintenance district. 

a. 54th Street, south of Montezuma Road. 

b. Montezuma Road, from 54th Street to College Avenue. 
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c. 55th Street, from Dorothy Drive to the northern terminus of 55th Street. 

d. Plaza Drive right-of-way, from 55th Street to College Avenue (university property). 

e. Campanile Drive, south of Montezuma Road. 

f. East Campus Drive connecting College Avenue and Montezuma Road, northeast of 
the College Avenue-Montezuma Road intersection (university property). 

g. 63rd Street, between Montezuma Road and El Cajon Boulevard. 

h. Catoctin Drive, from Alvarado Road to 63rd Street. 

i. Reservoir Drive, north of Montezuma Road. 

j. Alvarado Road, from Alvarado Court to College Avenue. 

4. Lighting should be provided at all bus stops. 
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SAN DIEGO STATE UNIVERSITY BICYCLE RACKS 

LOCATION MAP 
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CITY OF SAN DIEGO PEDESTRIAN MASTER PLAN (APRIL 
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Collellege A Area PedestPedestPedestrian rian Planan 
Pedestrstrian Masteaster Plan –– Phase 4 

College e Area Descescriptionon 
The Collegege Area Commummunity is locacated in the cencentral part oof the City of San Diego, aalong the southern 
rim of Missiission Valley anand approximmately eight mmiles northeastast of the dowwntown areaea. It is a residentidential 
communityty, which is aalso home to San Diego Statate Universityty. The San Diiego Trolley papasses througugh the 
communityty with two sstations: one on campus aat SDSU and oone opposite Alvarado HoHospital on Alvaarado 
Road. 

The Collegege Area commmunity is devdeveloped prpredominantlyntly with singleingle-family housses in subdivivision 
patterns rreflective of thethe hills and cacanyons withithin the communimunity. Whenen entering thee communityty from 
the north th or west, thethe streets risee sharply. ComCommercial deevelopment iin the communmmunity tends to be 
oriented tto the automomobile, with paparking lots frofronting the strereet and driveeways that interterrupt sidewwalks. 

El Cajon BBoulevard is a historic cocommercial diistrict through the Collegee Area commummunity. Fairmomount 
Avenue annd Montezumma Road are chacharacterized d by canyon wwalls with natitive vegetatioon on both sidesdes of 
the streeteet. Collwood Boulevard alsoso runs througgh a canyon witwith steep hillsisides. 

Almost all all of the neigheighborhood streetreets have matature trees planlanted either inin the public right-of-way or on 
private prproperty adjacecent to the siidewalks. Moontezuma Roaad, west of CCollege Avenuenue, has tall mamature 
palm treesees planted aloong the right-ofof-way. 

Commuunity Outtreach 
The project ect was presented ented to the ColCollege Area Community PlPlanning Grouup in Septembermber 2012. AtAt that 
time, thethe Focus Area was presentted and commmunity memmbers were eencouraged tto complete Walk 
Audits andd the Online Survey. 

A total off 18 surveys were complleted online for the Colleege area commmunity. SurSurvey respondentsndents 
indicated that they moostly walk for r recreation oor exercise, witwith fewer thanan half walkining for shoppining or 
errands. Their key cooncerns werere missing sidsidewalks, widde streets ththat are difficcult to crosss, and 
insufficiennt lighting. TThey pointed out issues wwith walking aalong and crosssing Montezezuma and El CCajon 
Boulevardd, and expressessed safety cooncerns abouut crime. 

College AreaArea residentss and business ss owners wewere also inviteed to attend ttwo Open Hoouse events hheld in 
December 2012 to rereview the recommendaations for thheir communnity. At eaceach Open HoHouse, 
recommeendations for all Phase 4 communities s were presesented and partarticipants wewere encouragraged to 
provide inpunput and complmplete surveyeys to share theitheir thoughts aand ideas on the plan. TheThe survey feeddback 
collected was specific tto each commmunity. Openn House partiicipants returnrned a total of of 41 survey foforms, 
including 17 for the Coollege commuunity. 
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Open Housuse surveys for the Colleege Area Comommunity indicated that over half ththe respondentnts (9 
people) wwere satisfied ed with the idendentified Imprmprovement Arreas and the recommendeed improvemments. 
Respondendents made seseveral suggeststions for impprovements inincluding exttending the ImImprovementt Area 
for Monteezuma west to Fairmounnt. Montezumma Road wass mentioned most frequeently as a priiority, 
including improvemenents at the inintersection wwith College and Safe Rooutes to Schohool improvemements 
around HHardy Elementtary School. El Cajon waswas also a prioritrity for these respondentss, with supportort for 
further study along thisis corridor. 

Inventoory of Mis Missing Sideidewalks annd Curb Ra Ramps 
The City oof San Diego and SANDAGDAG provided ddetailed informrmation regardarding 
missing siidewalks and nd existing curcurb ramps. GGIS files for eexisting sidewwalks 
and curb ramps were provided by SANDAG andd the City forr inclusion inin the 
base mappipping efforts. A visual insnspection of fiefield conditionns was conduucted 
to verify the accuracycy of the infnformation prprovided and to identify the 
presence of sidewalk obstructions,, pedestrian activity and other pedestrtrian 
issues in tthis communitity. Missing ssidewalks andd curb rampss are illustrateed in 
Exhibit hibit C-1. 

Route TTypes 
All roadwaysways within thhe College Arrea Communnity were classsified baseded on 
pedestriann functionaliity as defined ned in the Phahase I Framewmework Documcument. 
There aree four key rroute types included in the College Area: Distrtrict, 
Corridor, Connector annd Neighborhohood. Exhibit hibit C-2 illusstrates the Rooute 
Type Classiassifications deefined within the College AreaArea Communnity. 

Focus AAreas 
Focus Areaeas narrow dodown the routesutes within eaeach communimmunity studied in n the 
Master Pllan. In mostt cases routees that are not within thee Focus Area a are 
located inin low density y residential areas, industrtrial areas, oror areas with low 
demand ffor pedestrian n activity. 

Dis strict: A distr

ludes sidewalk 
re intensive m

rict route 

inclu lks in the 
more mixed use 
andd concentrateded areas of 
the city. 

Corridor: A corridor 

sideewalk is assossociated 
withh major arteriarials and 
linear corridors with a 
mododerate level of density. 

Connector: A 

connector sidewalk is 
oftenen along aa lower 
densnsity corridor with few 
con nections to 

d uses. 

ighborhoo 
ghborhood side 

limited to areas 
nsity and sing 
idential areas. 

adjacent 
land 

Ne d: A 

neig dewalk is 
limit of lower 

dens ngle use 
resid 

The Pedesedestrian Priorityty Model (PPPM) was usedd to calculatee a priority sscore for all routes withiin the 
College ArArea Communnity. Point vallues associateed with each of the five keey priority facctors, as definned in 
the Phase e I Framework Document,t, were summeummed to provide de an overall prpriority score. e. Once the rroutes 
had an assoassociated score, the meann and standardard deviation wwas calculateed specific foror the Collegee Area 
Communiity, which waas used to ddetermine thhe Tier 1 (higghest rankingg) and Tier 22 (second hiighest 
ranking) rouroutes. Tier 1 1 and Tier 2 roroutes were inincluded in thee Focus Area.. Focus areass were refined ned as a 

PaPage | C-2 



City of San DDiego 

result of the existing conditions nneeds assessmssment and innput from thee communityy. Exhibitt C-3 
illustrateses the College AreaArea Focus Area Area routes. 

Improvvement ArAreas 
Overlayingng the existingng conditions, physical condinditions assesssment and cocommunity input,put, Improveement 
Areas werewere defined witwithin the Foccus Area for the College Area Commuunity. Improrovement AreasAreas are 
defined aas either intertersection imprmprovements oor corridor imprmprovementsts. Intersectiection improvementements 
focus on aa single intersrsection or a group of inteersections witwithin a reasonnable proximitity of one anoother. 
Corridor improvemennts focus onon improvemeents either alalong a roadroadway or throurough a seriries of 
intersectioions. 

For the ColCollege Areaa Community, y, ten Improverovement Areasas were defiined, which are illustratrated in 
Exhibit C-4 and summummarized in the following ng table. On the pages foollowing the exhibit and tatable, 
recommeendations for each Improverovement Area areare described in detail. 

Priorityty Score 
The Imprmprovement Arreas and recoecommended projects witthin each immprovement areas were then 
evaluated ted against prioiority ranking criteria estatablished duringng Phase I oof the Pedestrtrian Master Plan. 
Priority scscores were based on iissues and rerecommendatations associatiated with walkwalkability, safesafety, 
connectivvity and accesssibility. 
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Exhibit CC-1: Missingg Sidewalk anand Curb Ramamps 
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San Diego Pedestrian Master Plan Phase 4: College Area - Kensington-Talmadge 
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Exhibit CC-2: Route Te Type Classificcations 
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San Diego Pedestrian Master Plan Phase 4: College Area - Kensington-Talmadge 
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Exhibit CC-3: Focus ArArea 
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Collegee Area Pedeestrian Mastster Plan 

Exhibit CC-4: Improveement Areas 
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mprovement Areas: 
El Cajon Boulevard - E$trelt.Ave1oco1egeA 

69th Street - EtCa;:,n Bt.idtoSaramcSt 

Hardy Elementary School 

© Montezuma Place- H,~,, ~mCol>gePI 

=0 6 Montezuma Road ar College Ave and 
Rockford Dr 

70th Street - EIC~;:,nBt,,d to 18 

Saranac Street- bYmanl.are10 xithStrea 

67th Street- EICa_i:,n8t.,d toSararocSt 

X1 - Missing curb ramp 

X3 - Blocked view of traffic - cars, trees , plants , etc 

X4 - No pedestrian crossing signals or button 

XS - No crosswalks 

X6 - S'lorm drain in let present at corn er 

S2 - Sidewalk blocked by poles, utility boxes, plants, etc 

S3 - Sidewalk too narrow(< 4ft) 

S4 - Vehicles parked on sidewalk 

G1 - Personal safety issues 

G2 - Dirty, lots of litte r or t rash 

G3 - Speeding 

G4 - Sidewalk is too close to a busy street 

GS - Road is too wide to cross safely 

G6 - Walk signal is too short 

G? - Motorists do not stop or yield 

GS - Conflict between multiple modes on sidewalk 

SIDEWALK 



El Cajon / 56th El Cajon / 58th 
Recommendations: Prepare a comprehensive Corridor Mobility Study that addresses 
pedestrian walkability, access to transit, bicycle facilities and vehicular circulation. 
Implement intersection improvements to address connectivity and walkability issues. 

Conduct a Corridor Mobility Study to evaluate multimodal improvements 
Implement curb extensions with ADA curb ramps at 56th St 
Restripe crosswalks at 56th St 
Install ADA compliant curb ramps at 56th St 
Replace existing marked crosswalk with enhanced marked crosswalk 
at 58th St 
Implement curb extensions with ADA compliant curb ramps on El Cajon Blvd at 
58th St 
Install ADA compliant curb ramps and marked crosswalks on 58th St 
Complete sidewalk and implement ADA driveway on El Cajon Blvd 

(See Table C-1 for more detailed descriptions) 

Note: These concepts are for illustrative purposes only. They are not intended to serve as the only solution and further study and community input may be necessary before engineering design is complete. 
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Recommendations: Prepare a comprehensive Corridor Mobility Study that 
addresses pedestrian walkability, access to transit, bicycle facilities and 
vehicular circulation. Implement short term intersection improvements to 
address existing pedestrian issues. 

Conduct a Corridor Mobility Study to evaluate multimodal improvements 
Install "Turning Vehicles Yield to Pedestrians" sign at 67th St on 
southbound approach El Cajon / 67th El Cajon / 73rd 
Replace all pedestrian heads with pedestrian countdown timers ( ) 
at 67th St 
Modify signal timing to add lead pedestrian interval at 73rd St 
Replace all pedestrian heads with pedestrian countdown timers ( ) 
at 73rd St 

(See Table C-2 for more detailed descriptions) 

Note: These concepts are for illustrative purposes only. They are not intended to serve as the only solution and further study and community input may be necessary before engineering design is complete. 
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Recommendations: Implement improvements and evaluate the feasibility of 
implementing improvements that improve pedestrian safety, visibility, and 
connectivity at identified intersections along 69th Street near El Cajon Boulevard. 

Evaluate feasibility of installing an enhanced marked crosswalk and ADA 
compliant curb ramps on west leg across El Cajon Blvd 
Implement curb extensions on El Cajon Blvd 
Extend raised median along El Cajon Boulevard to prohibit northbound and 
southbound left turns 
Install additional street lights on El Cajon Boulevard at 69th St 
Install marked crosswalks and ADA ramps at 69th St 
Install "No Pedestrian Crossing" signs at 69th St 
Implement sidewalk on 69th with ADA ramps at alley 
Repaint all faded school pavement markings on 69th St 
Replace marked school crosswalk with raised school crosswalk at Mohawk and 
69th 
Implement curb extensions on all corners of intersection with ADA compliant ramps 
at Mohawk and 69th St 

(See Table C-3 for more detailed descriptions) 

Note: These concepts are for illustrative purposes only. They are not intended to serve as the only solution and further study and community input may be necessary before engineering design is complete. 
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Recommendations: Prepare plans and implement intersection improvements that 
meet current ADA standards in order to improve pedestrian safety and circulation. 
Update school area signage to meet current CA MUTCD standards. 

Restripe marked crosswalks with retroreflective paint 
Replace pedestrian heads with countdown timers ( ) 
Install ADA compliant curb ramps 
Update or relocate light pole on Montezuma Road 
Restripe crosswalk across school driveway and install ADA compliant curb 
ramps 
Update School Speed Limit Assembly C (CA) signage and pavement 
markings east and west of intersection 

(See Table C-4 for more detailed descriptions) 

Note: These concepts are for illustrative purposes only. They are not intended to serve as the only solution and further study and community input may be necessary before engineering design is complete. 
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Recommendations: Implement intersection and sidewalk improvements that 
complement the long range Redevelopment Plan for the site and address existing 
walkability issues. Enhancements focus on improving driver awareness and 
pedestrian safety/visibility. 

Implement pork chop island on Montezuma Place 
Install curb extensions with ADA compliant curb ramps on Montezuma 
Place at Montezuma Road 
Extend raised median and complementary striping 
Evaluate feasibility of installing a marked crosswalk on Montezuma Place 
at Lindo Paseo 
Implement curb extensions with ADA compliant curb ramps at Lindo Paseo 
Implement new sidewalk and restripe diagonal parking on Montezuma Place 

(See Table C-5 for more detailed descriptions) 

Note: These concepts are for illustrative purposes only. They are not intended to serve as the only solution and further study and community input may be necessary before engineering design is complete. 
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Recommendations: Implement measures to restrict access to Rockford Drive 
to improve pedestrian safety along Montezuma Road. Implement pedestrian 
crossing enhancements at College Avenue due to frequent pedestrian trips. 

Replace existing pedestrian heads with countdown timers ( ) at 
College Ave 
Extend raised median on Montezuma Road 
Install "No Pedestrian Crossing" signs on median 
Reimplement corner at Rockford Dr and install ADA compliant curb 
ramps 

(See Table C-6 for more detailed descriptions) 

Note: These concepts are for illustrative purposes only. They are not intended to serve as the only solution and further study and community input may be necessary before engineering design is complete. 
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Recommendations: Conduct a feasibility study to construct a multi-use trail on the 
north side of Montezuma Road. 

Conduct a feasibility assessment and preliminary design for multi-use trail. 

(See Table C-7 for more detailed descriptions) 

Note: These concepts are for illustrative purposes only. They are not intended to serve as the only solution and further study and community input may be necessary before engineering design is complete. 
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Recommendations: Improve access to transit and connectivity by completing 
sidewalks and evaluating for a new traffic signal at Saranac Street. 

Conduct a feasibility study to evaluate right-of-way issues associated with 
completing sidewalks on 70th St 
Evaluate for installation of traffic signal 
Implement new sidewalk on Alvarado Road 

(See Table C-8 for more detailed descriptions) 

Note: These concepts are for illustrative purposes only. They are not intended to serve as the only solution and further study and community input may be necessary before engineering design is complete. 
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Recommendations: Conduct a speed survey to determine existing traffic speed on 
road. If appropriate, design and implement traffic calming devices designed to 
maintain the existing 25 mph speed limit. 

Conduct speed survey and traffic calming assessment along Saranac St 
Install traffic calming west of 68th St (as appropriate) 
Implement curb extensions with ADA compliant curb ramps at 69th St 
Install a marked school crosswalk across south leg of Saranac St and 
69th St intersection 

(See Table C-9 for more detailed descriptions) 

Note: These concepts are for illustrative purposes only. They are not intended to serve as the only solution and further study and community input may be necessary before engineering design is complete. 
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Recommendations: Complete sidewalks and evaluate feasibility of new marked 
crosswalk to provide a contiguous ADA compliant connection between 
residential and commercial uses. 

Implement missing sidewalk south of Mohawk Street with ADA compliant curb 
ramps 
Implement missing sidewalk north of Mohawk on west side of 67th with ADA 
compliant curb ramps 
Evaluate the feasibility of installing a raised enhanced crosswalk on 67th St 
between offset legs of Mohawk St with ADA compliant curb ramps 

(See Table C-10 for more detailed descriptions) 

Note: These concepts are for illustrative purposes only. They are not intended to serve as the only solution and further study and community input may be necessary before engineering design is complete. 
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City of San DDiego 

Improvvement AArea C-1: 
West El Cajoajon Boulevardard Corridor MMobility Studyy (54th Street to College Avvenue) 

Purpose & & Need: 
El Cajon BBoulevard hass a posted speeed limit of 
35 mph and carries between 25,00025,000 and 
30,000 vevehicles per dday. There iss also a 25 
mph schochool zone nearr 54th Street for Horace 
Mann Midddle School. Although siddewalks are 
provided on both siddes of the street, the 
environmennment is not wwelcoming to pedestrian 
activity. SideSidewalks aree adjacent toto the high 
speed roadroad and parkeed cars often block view 
of pedeststrians waitinng to cross oss El Cajon 
Boulevardd. Short streeet blocks, hhigh density 
land use and frequenent transit stoops support 
pedestriann activity in thithis area. Traansit Routes 
1 and 1515 serve this ccorridor withh 15-minute 
headwayss on the weekeekdays and nd 20 to 30 
minute heaheadways oon the weeekends. A 
Corridor MMobility Studdy should bee conducted 
to addresess key pedesestrian issuesues including 
reducing pedestrianrian crossing distances, 
improvingg pedestrian visibility at inntersections, 
and improroving access to transit. Inn advance of t 
Corridor MMobility Studdy, specific inntersection im 
58th Street et to address exexisting pedesedestrian issues. 

Recommeendations: 
Prepare aa comprehensisive Corridor MMobility Stud 
bicycle facicilities and veehicular circululation. In adv 
improvemements should be implemennted to addres 
below proovides potentitial improvemenements that shohould be consiidered. 
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College Area Pedeststrian Mastster Plan 
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City of San DDiego 

Improvvement AArea C-2: 
East El Caajon Boulevardd Corridor Mo Mobility Study (College Ave 

Purpose & & Need: 
The eastertern corridorr study for El Cajon Booulevard 
includes anan area thatat is less densse than the western 
corridor, with longer sstreet blocks and closer prproximity 
to the SDSSU campus. AActivity centernters along the corridor 
include TThe College CCenter Shoppping Center, College 
Heights LLibrary, varioous auto repaepair shops and car 
dealershipsps, and varioous strip mallls. The posted ted speed 
limit throrough this areaarea is 35 mphh with average erage daily 
traffic ranginging from 200,000 to 28,0000 vehicles per day. 
Sidewalkslks are provided ided but walkabilitybility is still uninvuninviting 
with longg street blockks, no markeed crosswalks s outside 
of signalizzed intersectiions and a laack of a clearr path of 
travel aroound SDSU. MMTS Route 11 serves this corridor 
with 15 minute headadways on thhe weekdays and 30 
minute heaheadways on n the weekekends. MTS RoRoute 14 
serves thhis corridor witwith one houur headwaysways on the 
weekdaysays only. Both lanland use and transit activitity support 

to City Limitss) 

El Cajon Blv 

El Cajon Bl 

lvd / 67th Stre 

lvd / 73rd Stree 

eet 

eet 

the need for pedestriaan enhancemenement. A five yeaear accident history showws that a totall of 11 pedespedestrian-
involved acaccidents havave been repoorted along this corridor. Key pedestriaian issues incinclude frequenequency of 
marked crcrossings and nd vehicle-pedpedestrian confnflicts at interntersections. AA Corridor MMobility StudyStudy is 
recommeended to adaddress corrirridor-wide imimprovements for all mmodes. Howewever, interseection 
improvemements at 67th Street and 773rd Street woould address immediate ssafety concerrns where muultiple 
pedestriann-involved acccidents havee been reported in the past 5 years. 

Recommemmendations: 
Prepare aa comprehensisive Corridor MMobility Studdy that addressesses pedestriian walkabilityy, access to 
transit, bibicycle facilitieses and vehiculcular circulation.n. In addition,n, short term imprmprovementsements should be 
implemenented at the intintersection of El Cajon Boulevulevard / 67th Street and El l Cajon Boulevulevard / 73rd StrStreet 
to address existing pedespedestrian issuesues. The table bebelow providesdes potential iimprovementsts that should d be 
considereed. 
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College Area Pedeststrian Mastster Plan 
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City of San DDiego 

Improvvement AArea C-3: 
69th Street et Intersectionn Improvementsements (El Cajon Boulevard toto Saranac Streeet) 

Purpose & & Need: 
69th Streetet runs northth-south and pprovides acccess 
to Harriiet Tubman Village CCharter SchoSchool, 
residential ial neighborhorhoods, andd commerccial 
centers onn El Cajon Booulevard. OneOne block south uth of 
the schoool 69th Street intintersects with ith El Cajon Bllvd, 
a four-lanlane high-volvolume road with on-strereet 
parking oon both sidesdes, no marked crosswalks aand 
poor visibibility. There is no sidewaalk provided on 
the west side of 69th StrStreet just nonorth of El Cajon 
Boulevardd, and severaal curb ramps s are missingg or 
non-complmpliant along the corridoor. This proroject 
would imimprove pedesttrian safety, imimprove visibibility 
and conneectivity at thee intersectionns. 

Recommemmendations: 
Prepare plans and imimplement inintersection and 
corridor improvementsnts in ordeder to imprprove 
pedestriann safety, viisibility, and connectivityy at 
identifieded intersectionns. The table le below provvides 
potential improvementsements that shouldd be considerdered. 

Mo 

69 
we 

Mohawk Street 

69th St north of 
west side 

/ 69th Street – 

f El Cajon Blvd 

– school crossi 

d – no sidewa 

ossing 
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College Area Pedeststrian Mastster Plan 
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City of San DDiego 

Improvvement AArea C-4: 
Safe Routestes to School IImprovementsements at Hardy Elemlementary Schohool (Monteztezuma Road att 54th Street) 

Purpose & & Need: 
Montezumma Road aat 54th Strreet, a bussy 
intersectioion with highh traffic speeeds, serves aas 
the main entrance to Hardy Elemeementary Schoool. 
Although there are crorosswalks provvided on three ree 
legs, thereere are no currb ramps onn the north leleg 
and non-cocompliant rampsmps on the eeast and southuth 
legs. The e crosswalk paint is fadfaded and thhe 
unprotectected left turn ffor the southbouthbound vehicleses 
creates popotential pededestrian-vehiccle conflicts in 
the westertern crosswallk. The sidewdewalk along thethe 
north side de of Montezuzuma Road is oobstructed byby a 
light pole le with an aboove ground fofoundation witwith 
little clearanlearance for pedestrians. This projecject 
would uupdate signnage, curb ramps, anand 
crosswalksks to improvee pedestrian n safety in ththe 
area. Sididewalk widwidening and intersectioion 
improvemements are alsalso suggestedd to improvve 
pedestriann circulation.n. 

Recommemmendations: 
Prepare plans and implementt intersectioion 

improvemements that meetmeet current AADA standardsds 
in order to improvee pedestrianian safety anand 
circulation.n. Update schchool areas sigignage to meeet 
current CCA-MUTCD sttandards. TheThe table beloow 
provides popotential imprprovements thathat should bebe 
considereed. 

Mon 

Advan 
with 

Obstr 
ramp 
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College Area Pedeststrian Mastster Plan 
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City of San DDiego 

Improvvement AArea C-5:  
Montezumma Place Wallkability Enhaancements (MoMontezuma Rooad to Lindo P Paseo) 

Purpose & & Need: 
Montezumma Place connnects Montezuezuma Road 
and Lindoo Paseo, an acactive part off the SDSU 
campus wwith the GrGreek studentt housing, 
retail useses, SDSU Tranransit Center, and SDSU 
campus. This street is parallel toto College 
Avenue anand is an accesess road throuugh a large 
parking loot. Despite beibeing perceiveived as safer 
than Colllege Avenueenue due to lowwer traffic 
volumes, there is no cllear path of traveravel along 
Montezumma Place intto SDSU. Noo sidewalks 
are providvided on Monntezuma Placlace and the 
diagonal parking mamakes pedespedestrian visibillity very popoor. 
Improvemements at thithis location address neanear term saafety 
solutions for pedestrianans. 

Although the site is currently ussed as parkining, the Collegllege 
Communiity Redevelopopment Projecct sites a mixx of uses for this 
site includding very highh density resisidential, retaiail and office. The 
redeveloppment projecct also incluudes pedeststrian plazas and 
walkwaysways that appear ar to be in linee with existining infrastructture. 
Due to chhanges in reredevelopmennt, funding forfor the projecct is 
uncertain n and a imimplementionn date is undeterminned. 
Recommemendations listedted above forr this locationn do not confnflict 
with, butt complemennt the long ranrange 
plan for thihis site. 

Recommemmendations: 
Implemenent intersectioon and sideewalk 
improvemements that complementt the 
long rangge Redevelopmment Plan fofor the 
site to address exxisting walkabability 
issues. Enhancemenents focus on 
improvingg driver awareness and 
pedestriann safety/visisibility. The table 
below proovides potentitial improvemenements 
that shohould be consnsidered at this 
location. 

Montezu zuma Place / LinLindo Paseo –– wide interse rsection 

Mo 
ve 
Montezuma Rd 
vehicles do not

Rd / Montezum 
ot yield to pede 

ma Place 
estrians 

MoMontezuma P Place – no cle lear path for pe pedestrians 
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College Area Pedeststrian Mastster Plan 
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City of San DDiego 

Improvvement AArea C-6: 
Montezumma Road at Coollege Avenuue and at Rockkford Drive In 

Purpose & & Need: 
Montezumma Road is a wide, high-volvolume streett that hosts 
an abunddance of student life includ dding Greek hhousing, the 
Chabad HHouse (part of the Jewishsh Student LLife of San 
Diego), reresidence halls, s, and apartmment complexees. Many of 
these housusing units aree on opposing ng sides of thethe street and 
results in jaywalking. OOne pedestrianrian fatality waswas recorded 
in the pasast five yearsyears on this ccorridor to tthe east 
Rockford Drive on Moontezuma RoRoad. Pedestriian trips 
are also frefrequent to anand from the Aztec Studennt Union 
on the SDSDSU campus, s, which is loocated a feww blocks 
north of Montezumama Road on CCollege Avenueenue. The 
intersectioion of Montezezuma Road // College Avenenue and 
Montezumma Road / Rockford DDrive is a hub for 
pedestriann activity annd provides aaccess to thethe college 
campus aas well as manyny eateries. TThis project prproposes 
recommeendations to improve peddestrian safetty at the 
intersectioions. 

Recommemmendations: 

of 

Montezum 

Montezu 

ntersection Impr 

ma Rd at Colle 

zuma Rd at Ro 

mprovements 

ege Avenue 

Rockford Dr 

ts 

Implemenent measures tto restrict accecess to Rockfoord Drive to impmprove pededestrian safety along 
Montezumma Road. Impplement pedeestrian crossinng enhancemments at Collegge Avenue duue to frequennt 
pedestriann trips. The tae table below sumummarizes ththe potential imprmprovementsts. 

     
             

 
 

 
 
  

   
 
 

 

 
 

 
 

     
 
  

 

 
 
   

   
 
  

 

 
 
   

 
 
  

 

   
     

PaPage | C-31 



College Area Pedeststrian Mastster Plan 

Improvvement AArea C-7: 
Montezumma Road Mullti-use Trail Feeasibility Asseessment (Wesst of Collwoood Boulevard tto 54th Streeteet) 

Purpose & & Need: 
This segmegment of Monntezuma Roaad connects 
the Collegellege Area communitynity to the 
communitities of Kensiington and TaTalmadge as 
well as Grantville. The commmunity has 
initiated aa plan to addd a multi-use e path along 
the north side of Montentezuma Road d to improve 
pedestriann and bicycycle connecnnectivity. The 
segment currently hass sidewalk on n the south 
side and bicycle lanees on both sides. This 
project would assesess the feaeasibility of 
installing a multi-use trtrail on the nonorth side of 
the streeteet. 

Recommemmendations: 
Pedestriann and bicyclle connectivityity would 
be improoved by implemlementing a mmulti-use 
path alonng Montezuuma Road. FFeasibility 
assessmennt is recommmended to evaluate 
the potentintial impacts, costs, and coconstraints 
associatedd with thee proposed plan of 
installing a multi-use trtrail. 
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City of San DDiego 

Improvemrovement AArea C-8: 
70th Street et Transit Accesess Improvemenements 

Purpose & & Need: 
70th Street et connects ththe College AArea neighbohborhoods to 
the Trolleyey station locacated west of 70th Street on Alvarado 
Road. TheThere are misssing or incomplmplete sidewwalks along 
70th Street eet between El Cajon Booulevard and nd Alvarado 
Road. Croossing 70th StrStreet is challenlenging due too speed of 
traffic, lackck of gaps, aand topographyphy. This prooject would 
assess thhe feasibility of completining the sideewalks and 
improvingg the visibilityy of pedestrianrians at the inntersection 
of 70th StrStreet / Saranacc Street. Imprproved street lightslights, curb 
extensionsns, and other pedestrian ffeatures are needed to 
improve ooverall walkabability. 

Recommemmendations: 
Improve aaccess to trannsit and connenectivity by ccompleting 
sidewalk and evaluating additionanal improvemenements for 
pedestriann visibility. TheThe table belbelow provides s potential 
improvemenements in this imimprovementement area. 

     

West sid de of 70th Stre 

70th Street s 
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College Area Pedeststrian Mastster Plan 

Improvvement AArea C-9:  
Saranac SStreet Safety IImprovementsements (Reservoir Lane to 70La th StrStreet) 

Purpose & & Need: 
This sectioon of Saranacc Street runsuns through a resesidential areaea with frontinting homes and nd provides aaccess 
to Harriet et Tubman Village Charter School. Residendents expressed concern about the laack of street llights, 
high traffiic speeds, andnd pedestrian safety. Curreently vehicleses have an uncocontrolled pathth of travel eaeast to 
west withh no stop signns or signals aloalong Saranac Street from 6767th Street toto 70th Street. SpeSpeed humpss have 
been instatalled on Saraanac Street toto help reduce e traffic speedspeeds. A speed ssurvey shouldd be conducted ted to 
determine ne the existing ng traffic speed peed on the rooad and a traaffic calming ng plan should d be developed ped to 
reduce sp 

Saranac S 

speeds to 25 mp 

Street / 67th Str 

mph. 

Street Sar ranac Street / / 69th Street 

Conduct aa speed survervey to determrmine existing traffic speedd on road. A traffic calmiing plan shouould be 
designed to reduce traaffic speeds toto 25 mph. SiSince speed hhumps have beebeen installed,ed, it is anticipapated 
that horizzontal deflectition may be needed to ffurther reducece travel speeeds. The tabble below proovides 
potential improvementsements for this imprmprovement arrea. 
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City of San DDiego 

Improvvement AArea C-10:10: 
67th Street et Safety and CConnectivity Improvementsnts (El Cajon Bn Boulevard to MMohawk Streeet) 

Purpose & & Need: 
This segmeegment of 67th th Street connecnects the resesidential 
area to surroundingg commercial ial uses. Reesidents 
expressed ed concern exisisting sidewalklk conditions such as 
gaps in ththe sidewalk wwhich result inn non ADA coompliant 
conditionsns, as well as missing curb b ramps alongng routes 
between residential annd commercicial areas. In oorder to 
improve ppedestrian safetafety and connnectivity, feasfeasibility 
of implemmenting a raisraised markeded crosswalk on the 

67thnorth legg of StrStreet / Mohahawk Street 
intersectioion should bee evaluated.. The gap in 

67ththe sidewewalk on the east side off Street 
should be implemmented to provide a 
continuousus path of traavel. 

Recommemmended Improvvements: 
Completee sidewalks anand evaluate feasibility of 
new marked ked crosswalkk to provide aa contiguous 
ADA comppliant connecection betweeneen residential 
and commmercial uses. The table belolow provides 
potential improvemenements that should be 
considereed. 
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67th Street / 

eet south of Sa 
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APPENDIX I 

SAN DIEGO STATE UNIVERSITY CAMPUS MAP, INCLUDING 

CAMPUS SHUTTLE DROP-OFF/PICK-UP LOCATIONS 

LINSCOTT, LAW & GREENSPAN, engineers LLG Ref. 3-24-3950 

SDSU Evolve 
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LLG. 
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METROPOLITAN TRANSIT SYSTEM TROLLEY AND BUS 

SCHEDULE 
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SDSU 
San Diego Council President 
202 C Street, 11th Floor 
San Diego, CA 92101 

Parking& 
Transportation Services 

April 18, 2024 

RE: Support for College Area B Permit Parking Modifications 

Dear Council President, 

San Diego State University (SDSU) wants to express gratitude for your continued 
collaboration with the university and the residents of District 9. As we work together to 
support our local community and respond to their needs, we. believe it is crucial to address 
the issue of on-street residential parking in the College Area community. 

We have received feedback from our neighbors that there is a lack of available street parking 
in certain areas, which may be partially due to SD.SU affiliates parking in non-"B" residential 
parking permit zones and walking to campus. There have also been concerns about event 
patrons avoiding SDSU parking fees by parking on neighborhood streets. 

SDSU has limited enforcement jurisdiction, extending only to university property. The "B" 
residential parking permit zone is owned, operated, and enforced solely by the City of San 
Diego, and that enforcement authority lies with the Parking Enforcement Officers of the San 
Diego Police De.partment. While SDSU funds extra enforcement from the City during major 
events, SDSU does not possess enforcement authority within "B" permit areas. 

Despite the establishment of the "B" permit zone, residents continue to face challenges 
related to parking availability. Expanding the "B" permit zone to more streets would provide 
residents with greater access to parking spaces in their neighborhoods, thereby alleviating 
congestion and promoting a safer environment. Additionally, it would discourage university 
students from parking in residential areas, enhancing the quality of life for residents. 
Expanding the hours of the 11B" permit requirement later into the evening would deter event 
patrons from parking on residential streets during evening events at Viejas Arena and the 
Open Air Theater. 

We want to emphasize that our intention in advocating for more B permit parking is to find 
collaborative solutions that benefit both residents and the university community. By working 
together, we can help to create a more harmonious living environment for all stakeholders. 
We defer to the College Area community to determine the appropriate boundaries and hours 
for the "B" permit, and remai(l available for collaboration. 



SDSU Parking& 
Transportation Services 

Thank you for your attention to this matter. I trust that you will give due consideration to the 
importance of modifying the "B" permit zone in our community. 

Cc: Mayor Todd Gloria 
Jay Specht, College View Estates 
Julie Hamilton, College Area Community Council 
Tom Silva, College Area Community Planning Group 

Sincerely, 

c;ow~ 
JD Weidman 
SDSU Director of Transportation 
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