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ROAD  EV  ALUATION  REPORT

IPART A: Part A may be completed by the applicant

RECEIVED
MAY 1 1 2010

HumboldtCoiimy
CannabisSm.

ApplicantNatne: 05H(1(pe<  'eH(,k  L  LC  APN: ,107,-  l'll-C)OS

Planning & Building Depaitment Case/File No.: o3V' Its - %l  3?  llg  - Ll(p!

RoadName: 01t) Hl.No!.7kc,!  '?!,z)pp  (con'ipleteaseparateform.foreachroad)
FromRoad(Crossstreel): fsqp.(:>}<  'eo

Lengtli of road segment: , (,  l miles Date Inspected: 'ffl Z n ! I E)

(State,  Forest  Service,  National  Park,  State  Park,  BLM,  Private,  Tribal,  etc)

Check  one of  the following:

cliecked,  then  the road  is adequate  for  tl'ie proposed  use without  further  review  by the applicant.

Box  2 €  The  entire  road  segment  is developed  to the cquivalent  of  a road  category  4 standard.  If  checked,

tlien  the road  is adequate  for  the  proposed  use without  further  review  by the applicant.

An equisialent road category 4 standard is defined as a roadway that is generally 20 feet in
viidth,  but  has  pinch  points  which  narroiii  the road. Pinch  points  include,  but  are  not  limited  to,

orte-lane  bridges,  trees, large  rock  outcroppings,  culverts,  etc. })inch  points  ynust provide

visibility  where  a driver  can  see oncoming  vehicles  through  the pinch  )'ioint  which  allows  the

oncoming vehicle to stop and xiait in a 20 foot wide section of  the road,for the other siehicle to
l)aSS.

Box 3 [1  The entire road segment is not  developed to the equivalent of  road category  4 or better.  Tlie  road

may  or may  not  be able  to accommodate  tl'ie proposed  use and further  evaluation  is necessary.

Part  B is to be completed  by a Civil  Engineer  licensed  by the State of  California.

Tl'ie statements  in PART  A  are true  and correct  and  liave  been  made  by me after  personally  inspecting  and

.. -. 5-lpll.!;'
Name  Printed
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if  BOx  3 is checked  in  Part  A. Part  B is to .i. e completed  b)i  a Civil

each  road.

Department  Case/File  No.

1.  What  is the Average  Daily  Traffic  (ADT)  of  the road  (including  other  known  cannabis  projects)

Number  of  other  la'iown  cannabis  projects  included  in ADar  calculations:

(Contact  tlie Planning  & Building  Department  for inforination  on ollier  nearby projects.)

ADT:  (,,2-
Metliod  used to ineasure  ADT:  g
Ts the ADT  of  tlic  road  less t)ian  400?CoutYcs.g  No

Jf YES, then tlie road is considered  very low voitime  and sliall comply  with  t)ie design standards outlined  in t1ie

American Association of State Hig)iway and Transpoitation Officials (AASHTO) Guidelines.for Geometric Design of
l/ery  Low-  Volume Local  Roads (ADT  <400). Complete  sections 2 and  3 bejow.

If  NO, then the road shali be reviewed  per the applicab)e  policies  for  the design of  local roads and streets presented in

AASHTO A Polica)r on Geometric Design of  Highways and Streets, commonly known as tlie"Green Book". Coml:ilete
section 3 below.

2. Identify  site  specific  safety  prob]ems  with  tl':ie road  tliat  inc]ude,  but  are not  limited  to: (Refer  to Chapter  3 in

AASHTO  Guidelines  j;or Geometric  Design of' Very Lovi- Volume Local  Roads (ADT  <400) for guidancc.)
A.  Pattern  of  curve  related  crasl'ies.

Check one: [g"No. [1 Yes, sec attached sheet for Post Miie  (PM) locations.

B.  Physical  evidence  of  curve  prob!ems  such  as skid  marks,  scarred  trees,  or  scarred  utility  poles

Check one: [E6o.  €  Yes, see attached slieet for pM locations.

C.  Substantial  edge  rutting  or  encroachment.

Check one: Tho.  g Yes, see attached sheet for PM locations.

Measured  or  pn  speed  substantially  higher  than  the  design  speed  of  tlie  road  (20+  MPH  higher

Check  one:  No.  €  Yes.

CNheeecdkfoo:'eu:rn&ou. n  Yes.  see attached  sheet  for  PM  locations.

3.  Conclusions/Recommendations  per  AASHTO.  Check  one:

u  Tlie roadway can accommodate  t)ie cumulative  increased traffic  from tliis project  and all known
cannabis  projects  identified  above.

[]  The  roadway  can accommodate  tlic  cumulative  increased  traffic  from  this  project  and all known

cannabis projects identified  above, if  the recommendations  on the attaclicd report  are done.  ([2] check ifa
Neighboy4rood Traffic A4tmagement Plari is also required and is attached.)

[]  The  roadway  cannot  accommodate  increased  traffic  froin  the proposed  use. It is not  possible  to

address  increased  traffic.

A map  showing  the  location  and ]imits  of  tlie  road  being  evaluated  in PART  B is

a ements  in PART  B are true  and correct  and }iaye  been  made  by

me 2  K 5 eVa#,,.lua[ing the read.  s7,,78,57Signature  or ivil  ineer  '

flniporuuit: Read ihe instruct!ons6efore using tliis (orm. if  you )iave'qur:sxkins. pkiase call ihe Depi, sz( Ptibltc Works lla'nd l':'se Dtv'!s:o; at
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