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Section 5 

Safety Investigations 
 
5.1 Neighborhood Traffic Management and Calming Program 
 
In June 1998, the City Council adopted a comprehensive Neighborhood Traffic Management 
(NTM) Program aimed at reducing traffic volumes and speeds on residential streets. The 
program offers different options to citizens wanting to implement traffic calming measures on 
their streets. The program identifies the petition process and neighborhood surveys that are 
used to demonstrate majority support for implementation of specific options. 
 
Current funding cycles permit the implementation of one major NTM project every one to two 
years. There are four (4) neighborhoods currently in the NTM program. These neighborhoods 
include Pismo & Buchon Streets, Fixlini Street, South Chorro Street, and High Street.  
 
Pismo/Buchon Area NTM 
The Pismo/Buchon NTM project includes a portion of Johnson Avenue and is one of the largest 
and most complex NTM projects that the City has undertaken. In November 2009 and April 
2010 the neighborhood voted on a draft Action Plan. The City Council approved the Action Plan 
in June 2010. The components of the plan include; road striping changes on both Johnson 
Avenue and Pismo Street, speed feedback signs on Johnson Avenue, bulbouts and a raised 
crosswalk at the intersection of Pismo/Toro and Buchon/Toro, along with a series of speed 
humps on Pismo Street and one speed hump on Islay Street. Construction of the Action Plan 
projects is currently underway and is expected to be completed in September 2011.  
 
Fixlini Street NTM 
Residents on Fixlini petitioned for NTM in 2007 citing concerns of excessive speed, school 
traffic bypassing Johnson to access San Luis High School and a lack of contiguous sidewalks. 
Traffic study results indicate the average daily traffic volume is approximately 260 vehicles and 
that 1/3 of the traffic volume occurs during the high school commute time of 7:45 am-8:00 am. 
Preparation of an action plan for the Fixlini Street neighborhood is currently queued behind the 
Pismo/Buchon neighborhood. In the interim this neighborhood routinely has the City’s speed 
feedback trailer deployed. Once construction is completed in the Pismo/Buchon neighborhood, 
staff will begin working with the Fixlini neighborhood residents to develop an Action Plan. 
 
South Chorro Street NTM 
Residents of Chorro Street between Broad and Buchon Street petitioned for NTM in June 2009 
citing concerns of excessive vehicle speeds and volumes. The results of a 2010 traffic study 
indicate that average daily traffic volumes and speeds exceed Circulation Element desired 
maximums by an average of 30%. Development of an Action Plan for the Chorro Street 
neighborhood will follow completion of other NTM projects that are currently in the queue, e.g. 
Pismo & Buchon and Fixlini. 
 
High Street NTM 
Residents of High Street petitioned for NTM in April 2011 citing concerns of excessive vehicle 
speeds and a lack of pedestrian crossings. The results of a 2011 traffic study indicate that 
average daily traffic volumes are consistent with Circulation Element desired maximums and 
that traffic speeds exceed the speed limit of 30 mph by more than 20% and Circulation Element 
desired maximums by 48%. Development of an Action Plan for the Chorro Street neighborhood 
will follow completion of other NTM projects that are currently in the queue. 



Table 5.2 - 2010 Completed Safety Projects 
 
Each year the Traffic Engineering Section implements traffic safety improvement projects through a variety of programs and projects. These 
improvements are usually stand-alone projects but are often times included in other City CIP projects or as part of individual land development 
projects. The following notable traffic safety improvements were completed in 2010: 
 
 
 
 

Marsh & Chorro Signal indications upgraded from 8" to 12" Loomis & San Miguel On‐Street Parking Restrictions
Osos & Pismo Signal indications upgraded from 8" to 12" Marsh & Beach On‐Street Parking Restrictions
Calle Joaquin & LOVR New nearside signal indication installed on EB approach Grand & 101 Vegetation Trimming
Broad & Higuera New pedestrian signal heads installed on all approaches Tank Farm & Brook Pine Vegetation Trimming

Broad & Caudill Vegetation Trimming
Roadway Improvements Boysen & Chorro On‐Street Parking Restrictions
Mill & Santa Rosa Striping modifications Osos & Leff On‐Street Parking Restrictions
LOVR & Higuera Striping and median modifications 
Iris & Fixilini New stop sign installed Pedestrian & Bicycle  Improvements
Ella & Fixilini New stop sign installed Farmer's Market Developed new standard traffic control plan
Johnson & Orcutt Stop sign and street light upgrades Johnson & Bishop New school zone flashing beacons installed
Osos & Pacific Stop sign upgrades Broad & Upham New school zone flashing beacons installed
Osos & Pismo Stop sign upgrades Poinsettia & Larkspur New pedestrian crossing warnings installed
LOVR & Laguna School zone signing enchancements Hawthorne School Installed new pedestrian ramps and crosswalks
Marsh & Johnson Directional /warning sign upgrades Pacheco School Installed new pedestrian ramps and crosswalks
Hathway & Montalban Directional /warning sign upgrades Sinsheimer School Installed new pedestrian ramps and crosswalks
California & Phillips Directional /warning sign upgrades Prefumo Cyn. Rd. Enhanced bicycle lane striping and clearances

Traffic Signal Improvements Sight Distance Improvements
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Section 6 

2010 High COLLISION Rate Locations  
 

6.1 Intersections and Segments 
 
 Prioritization by Collision Rate 
 
The evaluation of intersections using collision rates (number of collisions per million entering vehicles for intersections and million 
vehicle miles for segments) is standard practice in traffic engineering.  This method of evaluation is often chosen over pure numbers 
because the number of collisions generally increases within proportion to traffic volumes.  This relationship does not mean that there is 
an engineering deficiency where the number of collisions is highest.  Traffic engineers use collision rates to determine locations where 
more collisions are occurring than would be expected to occur.  These locations are then further evaluated to determine what is causing 
this higher than normal occurrence.  In contrast, the Police Department utilizes the number of collisions to evaluate what intersections 
need to be patrolled.  This method of evaluation puts the Police Officers at the locations where they can have the greatest effect on the 
largest number of road users.  There may not be an engineering deficiency at a very busy intersection, however Police presence and 
enforcement at such locations ensures that drivers continue to drive prudently.  Because of the difference in evaluation methods, the 
ranking of intersections in this report differs from the ranking of intersections in the Police report.  Both methodologies are appropriate 
for their intended purposes, but would be likely to produce inappropriate and ineffective results if an attempt were made to use the same 
methodology for both the Police and Public Works reports. To address safety concerns at all types of locations, intersections & 
segments were broken down into the following subgroups: 
 

TYPE OF INTERSECTION OR SEGMENT APPENDIX 
  
Arterial/Arterial Intersections Appendix 1 
Arterial/Collector Intersections Appendix 2 
Arterial/Local Intersections Appendix 3 
Collector/Collector Intersections Appendix 4 
Collector/Local Intersections Appendix 5 
Local/Local Intersections Appendix 6 
Other Significant Intersections Appendix 7 
Arterial Segments Appendix 8 
Collector Segments Appendix 9 
Local Segments Appendix 10 
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Collision rates per million vehicles entering an intersection & million vehicle miles traveled on a segment were calculated for all locations 
within the City with three or more collisions.  These collision rates were then used to prioritize the top five intersections & segments in 
each category so that locations with the highest rates were ranked at the top of the list. Mitigation measures, including potential future 
CIP’s were then identified based upon the perceived collision patterns for each location.   

 
 
Safety Analysis 
 
Collision diagrams were developed for the top five intersections based on collision rates in Tables 6.1 through 6.10 and these 
intersections were then analyzed using collision diagram interpretation techniques. Collision diagrams were also developed for the three 
segment classifications based on collision rates and are shown in Tables 6.11 through 6.13 and these intersections were then analyzed 
using collision diagram interpretation techniques.   Based upon collision patterns as identified in each diagram, mitigation measures and 
safety improvement recommendations were proposed for each location as outlined in each intersection category.  A thumbnail sketch of 
each intersection's collision diagram has been provided in the tables.  Complete collision diagrams that include additional collision 
information for each of these locations are included in Appendices 1 through 10. 
 
 
Variations in yearly pedestrian related collisions are to be expected.  While this report is intended to evaluate and analyze collision 
trends in 2010, the number of annual pedestrian related collisions typically reported in the City is too few to identify collision patterns 
and establish mitigation measures. The method for evaluating pedestrian collision locations identifies all locations where at least one 
pedestrian collision has occurred in 2010 and ranks those locations based on a “relative exposure value” (REV) for the previous five 
year pedestrian collision history, with three or more pedestrian related collisions.  
 
 
The method for evaluating for bicycle collision locations identifies all locations where at least one bicycle collision has occurred in 2010 
and ranks those locations based on a “relative exposure value” (REV) for the previous five year bicycle collision history, with three or 
more bicycle related collisions.   This method of evaluation is often chosen over pure numbers because the number of collisions 
generally increases within proportion to bicycle volumes. These values are used to identify locations where more collisions are occurring 
than would be expected. 
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Table 6.1 – Top Five Pedestrian Collision Locations 
 

 

Location Ranking: 1 
 
Monterey at Santa 
Rosa 
 
 
REV: 572 
 
 
 

 
PATTERN: Pedestrian red light violations & drivers not yielding to 
pedestrian. 
 
RECOMMENDATION: Pedestrian warning signs & audible push buttons 
installed in June of 2011. Evaluate changes to left turn control type on 
WB/EB Approaches.  
 
ACTION: Evaluate conversion of left turn protected/permissive phasing to 
protected only phasing on WB & EB approaches and proceed with changes 
as determined. Continue to monitor in 2011. 

 

 

Location Ranking: 2 
 
Osos at Pismo 
 
 
REV: 94 
 
 
 

 
PATTERN: NB Left Vs. NB & SB pedestrian 
 
RECOMMENDATION:  NB dedicated left turn lane installed in Summer of 
2011 to help separate left turns from thru movements.  
 
ACTION: Continue to monitor in 2011, if pattern persists investigate 
pedestrian warning signs. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 25

 

Location Ranking: 3 
 
Broad at Higuera 
 
 
REV: 69 
 
 

 
PATTERN: Drivers failing to yield to pedestrian in crosswalk. 
 
RECOMMENDATION:  Pedestrian indications installed in summer of 2010. 
Further increase pedestrian visibility. 
 
ACTION:  Install pedestrian warning signs and remove one parking space. 
Continue to monitor in 2011. 

 
 

 

Location Ranking: 4 
 
Higuera at Osos 
 
 
REV: 23 
 
 
 

 
PATTERN: No discernible pattern. 
 
RECOMMENDATION:   None at this time. 
 
ACTION: Conduct focused enforcement and Continue to monitor in 2011. 

 
 
 
 
Note: Only four intersections had enough pedestrian collisions to rank in this category 
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Table 6.2 – Top Five Bicycle Collision Locations 
 

 

Location Ranking: 1 
 
Olive at Santa Rosa  
 
 
REV: 1880 
 
 
 

 
PATTERN: NB driver right turns over cyclist. 
 
RECOMMENDATION:  Improve cyclist visibility and delineation. Intersection 
under State Department of Transportation jurisdiction. 
 
ACTION: Forward finding to State Department of Transportation for review & 
consideration. Recommend consideration for painted bike lanes, intersection 
extensions, and possibly a bike slot. Continue to monitor in 2011. 

 

Location Ranking: 2 
 
California at 
Monterey 
 
 
REV: 1623 

 
PATTERN:  NB & SB driver right turn over cyclist. 
 
RECOMMENDATION:  Improve cyclist visibility & delineation. Painted bike 
lanes and intersection extensions scheduled for installation in winter of 2011. 
 
ACTION: Proceed with painted bike lane and intersection extensions. 
Continue to monitor in 2011. 
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Location Ranking: 3 
 
Santa Rosa at 
Walnut 
 
 
REV: 1226 
 
 
 

 
PATTERN: NB driver right turns over cyclist. 
 
RECOMMENDATION:  Improve cyclist visibility and delineation. Intersection 
under State Department of Transportation jurisdiction. 
 
ACTION:  Forward finding to State Department of Transportation for review 
& consideration. Recommend consideration for painted bike lanes & 
intersection extensions. Continue to monitor in 2011. 

 

Location Ranking: 4 
 
Chorro at Higuera 
 
 
REV: 834 
 

 
PATTERN: No discernible pattern. 
 
RECOMMENDATION:  None at this time. 
 
ACTION:  Conduct focused enforcement and Continue to monitor in 2011. 
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Location Ranking: 5 
 
Chorro at Monterey 
 
 
REV: 347 
 
 
 
 

 
PATTERN: No discernible pattern. 
 
RECOMMENDATION:  None at this time. 
 
ACTION: Conduct focused enforcement and Continue to monitor in 2011. 
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Table 6.3 - Recommendations for Intersections Involving Two Arterial Streets 
 
 
 

 

Intersection Ranking: 1 
 
Monterey Street at 
Santa Rosa Street 
 
 
Rate: 0.90 / MEV 
 
 
 

 
PATTERN: WB/EB right of way violations & red light violation in all 
directions. 
 
RECOMMENDATION: Improve signal visibility & control type. 
 
ACTION:   Upgrade all 8” indications with 12”. Evaluate changes to 
protected/permissive phasing on WB & EB approaches, proceed with 
changes as determined. Continue to monitor in 2011. 

 

Intersection Ranking: 2 
 
Chorro Street at 
Marsh Street 
 
 
Rate: 0.83 / MEV 
 

 
PATTERN:    No discernible pattern. 
 
RECOMMENDATION: Signal indications upgraded in September of 2010, 
only one collision since. 
 
ACTION:   Conduct focused enforcement and Continue to monitor in 2011. 
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Intersection Ranking: 3 
 
Broad Street at  
Marsh Street 
 
 
Rate: 0.75 / MEV 
 

 
PATTERN: Red light violations. 
 
RECOMMENDATION:  Improve signal head visibility. 
 
ACTION: Upgrade 8” indications to 12”. Continue to monitor in 2011. 

 

 

Intersection Ranking: 4 
 
Chorro Street at 
Higuera Street 
 
 
 
Rate: 0.52 / MEV 
 
 
 

 
PATTERN:   No discernible pattern. 
 
RECOMMENDATION: None at this time. 
 
ACTION: Conduct focused enforcement and continue to monitor in 2011. 
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Intersection Ranking: 5 
 
Johnson Avenue at 
Laurel Lane 
 
 
Rate: 0.48 / MEV 
 

 
PATTERN:   No discernible pattern. 
 
RECOMMENDATION:  None at this time. 
 
ACTION: Conduct focused enforcement and Continue to monitor in 2011. 
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Table 6.4 - Recommendations for Intersections Involving Arterial/Collector Streets 
 

 

Intersection Ranking: 1 
 
High Street at 
Higuera Street 
 
Rate: 0.91 / MEV 

 
PATTERN:   No discernible pattern. 
 
RECOMMENDATION:  Traffic signal is to be reconstructed & intersection 
reconfigured as part of the Mid-Higuera enhancement project currently scheduled 
for November of 2012. 
 
ACTION:  Proceed with signal and intersection modification as part of the Mid-
Higuera enhancement project. Continue to monitor in 2011. 

 

Intersection Ranking: 2 
 
Pismo Street at  
Santa Rosa Street 
 
 
Rate: 0.77 / MEV 

 
PATTERN:   SB right turn from thru lane. 
 
RECOMMENDATION: SB striping reconfigured in September of 2011 to separate 
right turn and thru movements. 
 
ACTION: Conduct focused enforcement and Continue to monitor in 2011. 
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Intersection Ranking: 3 
 
Buchon Street at 
Johnson Avenue 
 
 
Rate: 0.68 / MEV 

 
PATTERN:  No discernible pattern. 
 
RECOMMENDATION:   Major intersection reconstruction as part of 
Pismo/Buchon NTM project.  
 
ACTION:   Complete improvement project and continue to monitor in 2011. 

   

 
 

Intersection Ranking: 4 
 
Broad Street at 
Industrial Way 
 
 
Rate: 0.52 / MEV 
 

 
PATTERN:     NB red light violations 
 
RECOMMENDATION:  Improve signal head visibility. 
 
ACTION:  Upgrade 8” signal indications to 12” as part of the Hwy 227 signal 
conversion project in November of 2011. Continue to monitor in 2011. 
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Intersection Ranking: 5 
 
Palm Street at  
Santa Rosa Street 
 
 
Rate: 0.38 / MEV 
 
 
 
 

 
PATTERN:     No discernible pattern. 
 
RECOMMENDATION:  None at this time. 
 
ACTION:  Conduct focused enforcement and Continue to monitor in 2011. 
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Table 6.5 - Recommendations for Intersections Involving Arterial/Local Streets 
 

 

Intersection Ranking: 1 
 
Chorro at 
Pacific 
 
 
Estimated Rate:  
1.34 / MEV 

 
PATTERN:   No discernible pattern. 
 
RECOMMENDATION:  None at this time. 
 
ACTION: Conduct focused enforcement and Continue to monitor in 2011. 

 

Intersection Ranking: 2 
 
South at Parker 
 
 
Estimated Rate: 
1.15 / MEV 

 
PATTERN:  Left turn vs. thru 
 
RECOMMENDATION:  Drivers making left turns thru gaps in traffic queued 
back from the South & Higuera intersection. Investigate turning restrictions. 
 
ACTION:   Develop design options for turn restrictions at this intersection 
and begin public outreach for potentially affected properties. Proceed with 
necessary corrective measures. 
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Intersection Ranking: 3 
 
Osos at 
Pacific 
 
 
 
Estimated Rate: 
1.08 / MEV 

 
PATTERN:  WB left vs. NB thru. 
 
RECOMMENDATION: Drivers turning from Pacific having difficulty 
identifying and judging oncoming traffic. Investigate intersection control 
upgrades. 
 
ACTION:   Conduct traffic signal and stop sign warrant studies in 2011 and 
proceed with necessary corrective measures. 
 

   

 

Intersection Ranking: 4 
 
Marsh at 
Morro 
 
 
Estimated Rate:   
0.98 / MEV 

 
PATTERN:   EB red light violations 
 
RECOMMENDATION:  Improve signal head visibility. 
 
ACTION: Upgrade 8” indications to 12”. Continue to monitor in 2011. 
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Intersection Ranking: 5 
 
Roundhouse at Santa 
Barbara 
 
 
Estimated Rate:   
0.77 / MEV 

 
PATTERN:   No discernible pattern. 
 
RECOMMENDATION: None at this time. Major Intersection construction 
thru out 2010. 
 
ACTION: Conduct focused enforcement and Continue to monitor in 2011. 
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Table 6.6 - Recommendations for Intersections Involving Collector/Collector Streets 
 

 

Intersection Ranking: 1 
 
Chorro Street at 
Mill Street 
 
 
Estimated Rate:   
1.25 / MEV 

 
PATTERN:   EB & WB left vs. NB Thru 
 
RECOMMENDATION: Intersection meets minimum sight distance 
requirements and does not satisfy all-way stop control warrants. None at 
this time. 
 
ACTION: Conduct focused enforcement and Continue to monitor in 2011. 

 

 

Intersection Ranking: 2 
 
Chorro Street at 
Palm Street 
 
 
Estimated Rate:   
0.74/ MEV 

 
PATTERN:   No discernible pattern. 
 
RECOMMENDATION: None at this time. 
 
ACTION: Conduct focused enforcement and Continue to monitor in 2011. 

 

 
Note: Only two intersections had enough collisions to rank in this category 
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Table 6.7 - Recommendations for Intersections Involving Collector/Local Streets 
 

 

Intersection Ranking: 1 
 
Chorro Street at 
Peach Street 
 
 
Estimated Rate:  
2.30 / MEV 

 
PATTERN:   EB & WB left vs. NB Thru 
 
RECOMMENDATION: Intersection meets minimum sight distance 
requirements and does not satisfy all-way stop control warrants. None at 
this time. 
 
ACTION: Conduct focused enforcement and continue to monitor in 2011. 

 
 
 
 
Note: Only one intersection had enough collisions to rank in this category 
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Table 6.8 - Recommendations for Intersections Involving Local/Local Streets 
 

NO LOCATIONS UNDER THIS CATEGORY HAD MORE THAN 3 COLLISIONS IN 2010 
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Table 6.9 - Recommendations for Other Significant Intersections: 5+ Left Turn Collisions at Signalized Intersections 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Note: Only one intersection had enough collisions to rank in this category 

 
 
 

 

Intersection Ranking: 1 
 
Calle Joaquin & 
LOVR 
 
Rate: 0.67 / MEV 
 

 
PATTERN:     WB Left vs. EB Thru 
 
RECOMMENDATION: WB left drivers having difficulty judging gaps in 
LOVR traffic under permissive left turn phase. Change intersection control 
type. 
 
ACTION:   Change left turn control type from protected/permissive phasing 
to protected only phasing. Continue to monitor in 2011. 
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Table 6.10 - Recommendations for Other Significant Intersections: 5+ Collisions at Intersections Without All-way 
Control 
 
 

NO LOCATIONS UNDER THIS CATEGORY HAD MORE THAN 5 COLLISIONS IN 2010 
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Table 6.11 - Recommendations for Arterial Segments 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Segment Ranking: 1 
 
Higuera 500 Block 
(Broad to Nipomo) 
 
Rate: 5.80 / MVM 
 

 
PATTERN:  No discernible pattern. 
 
RECOMMENDATION: None at this time. 
 
ACTION:   Conduct focused enforcement and Continue to monitor in 2011. 

 

Segment Ranking: 2 
 
California 200-400 
Block 
(Foothill to Stafford) 
 
Rate: 4.42 / MVM 
 

 
PATTERN:     NB rear-ends in traffic queued at Foothill & California 
 
RECOMMENDATION:  Intersection of Foothill & California reconstructed in 
summer of 2011. None at this time. 
 
ACTION: Conduct focused enforcement and continue to monitor in 2011. 
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Segment Ranking: 3 
 
Higuera 3200-3300 
Block 
(Margarita to Prado) 
 
Rate: 3.96 / MVM 

 
PATTERN:  No discernible pattern. 
 
RECOMMENDATION: None at this time. 
 
ACTION:   Conduct focused enforcement and Continue to monitor in 2011. 

   

 

Segment Ranking: 4 
 
Foothill 700 Block 
(Chorro to Ferrini) 
 
Rate: 2.86 / MVM 

 
PATTERN:  No discernible pattern. 
 
RECOMMENDATION: None at this time. 
 
ACTION:   Conduct focused enforcement and Continue to monitor in 2011. 
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Segment Ranking: 5 
 
Foothill 800-900 Block 
(Chorro to Santa Rosa) 
 
Rate: 2.64 / MVM 

 
PATTERN:  No discernible pattern. 
 
RECOMMENDATION: None at this time. 
 
ACTION:Conduct focused enforcement and Continue to monitor in 
2011. 
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Table 6.12 - Recommendations for Collector Segments 
 

NO LOCATIONS UNDER THIS CATEGORY HAD MORE THAN 3 COLLISIONS IN 2010 
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Table 6.13 - Recommendations for Local Segments 
 
 

NO LOCATIONS UNDER THIS CATEGORY HAD MORE THAN 3 COLLISIONS IN 2010 
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8.3 Impaired Driver Offender Classes 
 
When a driver is convicted of DUI, they are normally required to attend a DUI offender class as 
part of their sentence. The goal of the class is to provide education and dialog about DUI offenses 
in order to increase the chances an individual will not re-offend. The classes are offered by the 
County Behavioral Health Department, Drug and Alcohol Services, and serve approximately 50 
people per class. 
 
The Police Department participates in the program by providing a traffic officer to make a 
presentation at the DUI offender classes to discuss the impacts of DUI on traffic safety and 
collisions. The class offers a unique opportunity for officers to interact with DUI offenders in a 
positive and educational way, rather than during an enforcement action. Class attendees are 
provided an opportunity to ask questions of the officer and to discuss the impact of DUI driving on 
them and others.     
 
8.4 Every Fifteen Minutes Program 
 
In February 2010 the Police Department participated in presenting the “Every Fifteen Minutes” 
program at San Luis Obispo High School in order to educate students regarding the dangers of 
impaired driving. This event involves staff from the Police and Fire Departments, San Luis Obispo 
High School, local hospitals, San Luis Ambulance, a video production crew, various community 
officials, the District Attorney's Office, funeral homes, parents, and various community members. 
The goal of the program is to prevent drunk driving and texting while driving by offering a simulated 
collision and fatality. Students are removed from the classroom every fifteen minutes, which 
dramatically demonstrates that one young person is killed in the US approximately every fifteen 
minutes as a result of drunk driving or texting while driving. The program exposes students to a 
simulated fatal crash, response of emergency personnel, and subsequent investigation. The 
program includes obituaries of the students removed from class, and a simulated funeral at the 
conclusion of the two-day program.  
 
This program is funded through an Office of Traffic Safety grant and presented cooperatively with 
California Highway Patrol, OTS, the San Luis Obispo Police and Fire Departments, SLO County 
“Friday Night Live” Partnership, and San Luis Obispo High School.  
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Arterial / Arterial Intersections 
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Arterial / Arterial Intersections Prioritized by Accident Rate 
 

 
 

Rank Prev. Rank Intersection Collisions Volume Rate Control EB WB NB SB
1 Not Ranked Monterey & Santa Rosa 9 27,292 0.90 SIG 2,781 6,540 9,034 8,937
2 6 Chorro & Marsh 5 16,570 0.83 SIG 11,877 N/A 1,665 3,028
3 9 Broad & Marsh 5 18,196 0.75 SIG 10,639 N/A 4,633 2,924
4 Not Ranked Chorro & Higuera 3 15,659 0.52 SIG N/A 8,553 3,095 4,011
5 Not Ranked Johnson & Laurel 3 17,264 0.48 SIG 4,267 1,500 4,273 7,224
6 2 California & Monterey 4 24,278 0.45 SIG 5,912 6,526 6,801 5,039
7 5 Marsh & Santa Rosa 3 18,949 0.43 SIG 10,650 N/A 2,367 5,932
8 4 Higuera & Marsh 4 26,350 0.42 SIG 10,639 9,441 6,270 N/A
9 14 California & Foothill 5 33,990 0.40 SIG 9,193 4,000 11,604 9,193
10 Not Ranked Higuera & Santa Rosa 3 23,581 0.35 SIG N/A 3,102 9,852 10,627
11 Not Ranked Higuera & Los Osos Valley 3 27,141 0.30 SIG 8,106 N/A 6,245 12,790
12 13 Higuera & Tank Farm 3 27,932 0.29 SIG N/A 9,426 10,165 8,341
13 12 Broad & Tank Farm 4 37,575 0.29 SIG 4,976 10,138 10,037 12,424
14 11 Higuera & Madonna 3 31,664 0.26 SIG 12,434 N/A 6,000 13,230
15 3 Foothill & Santa Rosa 5 54,143 0.25 SIG 9,019 9,963 17,669 17,492
16 7 Broad & Orcutt 3 34,179 0.24 SIG N/A 7,178 12,774 14,227
17 Not Ranked Higuera & Prado 3 17,686 0.46 SIG 1966 610 8410 6700  
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Appendix 2 
Arterial / Collector Intersections 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Arterial / Collector Intersections Prioritized by Accident Rate  
 
  

Rank Prev. Rank Intersection Collisions Volume Rate Control EB WB NB SB
1 Not Ranked High & Higuera 5 15,038 0.91 SIG N/A 2,286 6,087 6,665
2 1 Pismo & Santa Rosa 3 10,707 0.77 3-STOP N/A 4,035 2,086 4,586
3 2 Buchon & Johnson 4 16,103 0.68 2-STOP 3,065 20 7,151 5,867
4 8 Broad & Industrial 5 26,100 0.52 SIG 150 2,015 11,799 12,136
5 6 Palm & Santa Rosa 3 21,722 0.38 SIG 2,531 516 8,344 10,331
6 Not Ranked Madonna & Oceanaire 3 24,544 0.33 SIG 1,140 610 10,831 11,963
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Appendix 3 
Arterial / Local Intersections 
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Arterial / Local Intersections Prioritized by Accident Rate 
 

 
Rank Prev. Rank Intersection Collisions Volume Rate Control EB WB NB SB

1 Not Ranked Chorro & Pacific 3 6,123 1.34 4-STOP 1,000 1,750 1,665 1,708
3 Not Ranked Parker & South 6 14,254 1.15 1-STOP 5,986 7,768 N/A 500
2 2 Osos & Pacific 4 10,123 1.08 2-STOP 1,500 1,500 4,809 2,314
4 3 Marsh & Morro 4 11,172 0.98 SIG 9,602 N/A 750 820
5 Not Ranked Roundhouse & Santa Barbara 4 14,284 0.77 1-STOP N/A 200 7,287 6,797
6 14 Calle Joaquin & Los Osos Valley 7 28,540 0.67 SIG 14,970 10,570 1,000 2,000
7 Not Ranked Los Osos Valley & Royal 6 26,096 0.63 SIG 11,926 11,310 2200 660
8 5 California & Taft 4 18,355 0.60 1-STOP N/A 3,000 6,197 9,158
9 Not Ranked Church & Santa Barbara 3 13,925 0.59 1-STOP 330 N/A 7,135 6,460
10 19 Madonna & Pereira 4 23,733 0.46 1-STOP 1,400 3,000 9,394 9,939
11 Not Ranked Foothill & Mustang 3 19,406 0.42 N/A 9,193 9,963 N/A 250
12 Not Ranked Olive & Santa Rosa 6 40,646 0.40 SIG 900 400 19,521 19,825
13 18 Higuera & Vachell 4 28,030 0.39 1-STOP N/A 2,300 12,940 12,790
14 9 Froom Ranch & Los Osos Valley 5 36,200 0.38 SIG 13,715 14,135 7900 450
15 Not Ranked Meinecke & Santa Rosa 4 39,494 0.28 1-STOP 1,000 1,000 17,669 19,825
16 15 Santa Rosa & Walnut 3 30,485 0.27 SIG 950 6,100 10,395 13,040
17 Not Ranked Murray & Santa Rosa 3 42,094 0.20 SIG 600 4000 17,669 19,825
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Appendix 4 
Collector / Collector Intersections 
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Collector / Collector Intersection Prioritized by Accident Rate 
 

Rank Prev. Rank Intersection Collisions Volume Rate Control EB WB NB SB
1 Not Ranked Chorro & Mill 4 8,796 1.25 2-STOP 405 1,059 3,599 3,733
2 1 Chorro & Palm 3 11,040 0.74 SIG 953 2,755 3,599 3,733  
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Appendix 5 
Collector / Local Intersections 
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Collector / Local Intersection Prioritized by Accident Rate 
 

Rank Prev. Rank Intersection Collisions Volume Rate Control EB WB NB SB
1 Not Ranked Chorro & Peach 7 8,332 2.3 2-STOP 500 500 3,599 3,733  
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Appendix 6 
Local / Local Intersections 
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Local / Local Intersections Prioritized by Accident Rate 
 

NO LOCATIONS UNDER THIS CATEGORY HAD MORE THAN 3 COLLISIONS IN 2010
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Appendix 7 
Other Significant Intersections 
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Other Significant Intersections Prioritized by Accident Rate 
Left turn collisions at signalized intersections 

 
 

 
Rank Prev. Rank Intersection Collisions Volume Rate Control EB WB NB SB

1 6 Calle Joaquin & Los Osos Valley 7 28,540 0.67 SIG 14,970 10,570 1,000 2,000  
 



 84



 85

Other Significant Intersections Prioritized by Accident Rate 
Collision at intersections without all-way control 

 
 

NO LOCATIONS UNDER THIS CATEGORY HAD MORE THAN 5 COLLISIONS IN 2010
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Appendix 8 
Arterial Segments 
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Arterial Segments Prioritized by Accident Rate 
 

 
Rank Prev. Rank Segment Collisions Volume Seg. Len. Rate Type Location

1 3 Higuera, 500 4 9,441 0.20 5.80 Arterial Marsh to Carmel
2 Not Ranked CALIFORNIA 200-400 BLK 7 17,347 0.25 4.42 Res. Arterial Foothill to Stafford
3 Not Ranked HIGUERA 3200-3300 BLK 3 12,200 0.17 3.96 Arterial Margarita to Prado
4 7 Foothill, 700 Block 3 16,923 0.17 2.86 Res. Arterial Chorro to Ferrini
5 9 Foothill, 800-900 Block 3 18,296 0.17 2.64 Arterial Chorro to Santa Rosa
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Appendix 9 
Collector Segments 
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Collector Segments Prioritized by Accident Rate 
 

NO LOCATIONS UNDER THIS CATEGORY HAD MORE THAN 3 COLLISIONS IN 2010 
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Appendix 10 
Local Segments 
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Local Segments Prioritized by Accident Rate 
 

NO LOCATIONS UNDER THIS CATEGORY HAD MORE THAN 3 COLLISIONS IN 2010 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 




