Traffic
Effects on Existing Surrounding Traffic
Community Concern: There is concern in the community

that High Occupancy Housing’s effects on traffic are not being accounted for.

Background Information

A detailed Traffic Impact Analysis is required for all new large
development in the City of Flagstaff. The following is an outline of
a typical analysis along with examples from The Loft’s report by
CivTech:
• Existing traffic data
• New traffic generated by the development and where it will go
• How the new traffic affects roadway operations (LOS (Level of
Service) is a measure of delay where “A” is free-flow traffic, “D”
is operational traffic within an urban environment and “F” is
undesirable delay) and safety
• What to do to mitigate any potential adverse affects (examples
commonly include adding a turn lane, traffic signal or sidewalk)

Efficiency: Mode Choice & Strategic Density
Community Concern: Members of our community have

expressed concern that having High Occupancy Housing (HOH)
Downtown will be especially bad for the already busy roadways
near Downtown and NAU, with suggestions that the HOH should
be spread throughout the City in order to pull traffic away from
Downtown.

Background Information

Downtown Flagstaff is not the only location for High Occupancy
Housing, other locations with appealing and walkable amenities
may be feasible (see the Flagstaff Potential For Growth maps
and discussions in the Transit poster). However, density in the
center of a city creates the least traffic overall.
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Mode Choice

An area with higher density and a mix of land uses provides more
opportunity to travel in ways other than a Single Occupancy Vehicle
(SOV).
A mix of higher density uses maximizes the probability that people
live where they work, learn, play and shop.
Walking, biking and transit become convenient, and often the
best options with appropriate infrastructure and shorter distances
(note the difference in the existing mode choice of the Core of
Flagstaff compared to the Rest).

Strategic Density

Single Occupancy Vehicle
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Even with similar overall densities, cities with a more defined
and mixed-use center have less traffic. For example, San Diego
and Philadelphia have similar overall densities, but San Diego
experiences 25% more vehicle miles traveled due in large part to
Philadelphia’s more defined and more mixed downtown1.
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Roadways and Transit can orient toward a more common
destination (30-60% of commuters to major commercial centers
use alternative modes of transport vs 5-15% elsewhere2).
If someone doesn’t live downtown, once there they can often
accomplish more than one task, as opposed to driving again for
their subsequent tasks.
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