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PRIORITY LIST REPORT 

The Neighborhood Traffic Management Program (NTMP) was adopted by the City of La Habra in August 
2006.  The goal of the program is to improve livability by reducing the impact of traffic and promoting safe 
and pleasant conditions for all street users. The NTMP provides a process of achieving the goals in the 
NTMP with four key components: plan initiation, development, support, and implementation.  

After the approval of the NTMP, two pilot projects, La Habra East and Costco neighborhoods, were 
selected to demonstrate the process in its entirety. These neighborhoods received traffic calming 
treatments in May and November 2009, and the final refinements were adopted by the City Council in 
July 2011.    

Individuals in many other neighborhoods have requested similar traffic calming treatments.  While the City 
would desire to act on all neighborhoods immediately, resource constraints require that priorities be 
established.   Fortunately, the NTMP includes a process for developing priorities.  

Requests were submitted for 18 residential areas within the last five years. The requests from the 
residents identified the individual streets suggested for traffic calming. The requests were compared 
geographically and grouped into logical neighborhoods based on boundaries associated with arterial 
streets and large non-residential establishments. A total of 15 neighborhoods were preliminarily defined.  

Staff then conducted a data collection effort in May 2011.  The selection of streets for data collection was 
based on engineering judgment factoring the size of the neighborhood, assumed travel patterns of 
commuter and cut-through traffic, school traffic and the inherent benefit of having more than one data 
point.  

The “priority rating worksheet” adopted in the NTMP allows the City to objectively evaluate multiple 
neighborhood requests and provide a score associated with the neighborhood.. The priority rating 
worksheet requires traffic speed, traffic volume, and collision history (past three years) be collected and 
evaluated. In addition to these quantitative factors, the priority rating worksheet includes two qualitative 
factors: whether the problem is near a pedestrian generator (school, park, civic center, etc.) and whether 
the problem is on a gateway street into the neighborhood/community.  

The priority rating worksheets are scored by a point system with each of the three quantitative factors 
having a maximum point value of 10 points for a total maximum score of 30 points. The requirements and 
scoring system can be found in the completed worksheets for each street in Appendix A.  

The results of the data collection were compiled directly into the worksheets for the individual streets 
provided in Appendix A. The raw speed and volume count data can be found in Appendix B. The collision 
history for each segment of the street was collected from 2008-2011 through the Statewide Integrated 
Traffic Records System (SWITRS) and was compiled into the worksheet. Due to the large volume of 
collision data and the ability to obtain the records at anytime through SWITRS, the specific collision data 
was omitted from this report  

The evaluation and scoring of the neighborhoods resulted in the same total score for several 
neighborhoods; therefore, a tiebreaker system was developed to further rank the neighborhoods. The 
tiebreaker system compared the average of the speeds within each neighborhood and the higher average 
speed was ranked higher.  

The pedestrian generator criteria in the priority rating worksheet is a “Yes” or “No” answer to the question 
of whether the identified street is near (¼ mile radius) a pedestrian generator such as a school, park, civic 
center, etc. The results of the initial analysis showed a majority of the neighborhoods answered “Yes” to 
the question. Therefore, the question was modified to identify if the street had two pedestrian generators 
within a ¼ mile radius and the results are shown in the individual worksheets in Appendix A and Table A 
below. For each neighborhood, this information is useful but is not used in the quantitative ranking.  
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The summary of individual values, total score, and ranking for each neighborhood is presented in Table A 
below. The neighborhood boundaries and rank as defined in the process are presented in figures on the 
following pages. 

Table A: Neighborhood Priority List – Summary of Results 

The list presented above is our recommendation to City staff and Council as a priority for continued 
implementation of the NTMP in various neighborhoods throughout the City of La Habra. As stated in the 
NTMP, the City Council has the option to choose the requests they feel are most vital, and not 
necessarily at the top of the list. 

Neighborhood Ranking Streets Traffic Speed Traffic Volume3-year Accident Ped GeneratorGateway Street
(10 pts max) (10 pts max) (10 pts max) (Y/N) (Y/N)

Walnut Street s/o Lambert Road 7 10 10 27 N N
Walnut Street n/o Lambert Road 5 10 10 25 N N

Pinehurst Avenue 6 3 10 19 N Y
College Street 9 3 10 22 N Y
Cypress Street 5 9 10 24 N N

H 3* Lorella Avenue 9 1 7 17 17 Y Y

Sierra Vista Drive 4 1 3 8 N Y
Ryan Avenue 10 2 10 22 N N
Walnut Street 10 2 10 22 Y Y

Brookdale Avenue 9 1 8 18 Y Y
Arbolita Drive 5 1 10 16 Y N
Roanne Drive 10 0 4 14 N N
Stonewood Street 4 4 10 18 Y Y

First Avenue w/o Euclid Street 6 3 10 19 Y Y
First Avenue e/o Euclid Street 5 2 8 15 Y Y

Parkwood Avenue 7 1 4 12 N N
Montwood Avenue 8 1 10 19 N N

Parkwood Avenue 10 4 6 20 Y Y
Gwynwood Avenue 10 4 4 18 Y Y
Country Hills Drive 0 3 6 9 N N

Olive Avenue e/o Euclid Street 6 1 10 17 Y N
Olive Avenue w/o Euclid Street 1 2 10 13 Y Y

Whitebook Drive 7 2 10 19 N Y
Glencliff Street 5 3 0 8 N Y

F 11* Hazel St. n/o La Habra Blvd 3 1 10 14 14 Y N

N 12 Village Drive 1 2 10 13 13 N N

El Portal Drive 7 2 10 19 Y Y
El Rancho Drive 0 2 2 4 Y N

Bishop Drive 0 0 9 9 Y N
Orange Street 7 0 0 7 Y N
Cypress Street 0 8 10 18 N N

Lindauer Drive 4 0 1 5 N N
Laguna Drive 3 0 10 13 N N

NOTE: * For neighborhoods with same score, the average measured speeds were used to determine ranking Source: Fehr & Peers
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