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AGENDA ITEMS TO BE REMOVED  

Sometimes it is necessary to remove items from the agenda.  We apologize for any inconvenience this 

may cause you. 

 

 

PUBLIC BUSINESS FROM THE FLOOR - AGENDIZED ITEMS 

Any person who would like to address the Legislative Bodies on any agendized item is requested 

to complete a speaker card for the City Clerk/Agency/Authority Secretary and identify the agenda item 

you would like to discuss.   Each person will be given an opportunity to address the Legislative Body at 

the time such item is discussed.  Speaker cards are available at the rear of the Council Chambers and your 

speaker card must be filled out prior to the agenda item being called.  We respectfully request that you fill 

the cards out completely and print as clearly as possible.  Following this procedure will allow for a 

smooth and timely process for the meeting and we appreciate your cooperation.  Individual speakers are 

limited to three (3) minutes each. 

 

Consent Calendar items under the Legislative Body may be acted upon with one motion, a second and the 

vote.  If you desire to speak on an item or items on the Consent Calendar, you may fill out one speaker 

card for the Consent Calendar.  You will be given three minutes to address your concerns before the 

Legislative Body takes action on the Consent Calendar.    
 

 

CALL TO ORDER  

City Council/Successor Agency/Financing/Power/ California Choice Energy Authority 

 

 

ROLL CALL  
City Council Members /Agency Directors /Authority Members: Malhi, Mann, Underwood-Jacobs; Vice 

Mayor/Vice Chair Crist, Mayor/Chair Parris 

 

 

INVOCATION  

 

 

 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



CITY OF LANCASTER, CALIFORNIA 

CITY COUNCIL/SUCCESSOR AGENCY/FINANCING/POWER/ 

CALIFORNIA CHOICE ENERGY AUTHORITY  

REGULAR MEETING AGENDA 

TUESDAY, JUNE 13, 2017 

 

3 

 

PRESENTATION 

1. Recognition of former Miss Lancaster, Madeline Shaver 

Presenter: Mayor Parris 

 

COUNCIL ACTIONS 
 

 

MINUTES  

 

M 1.  Approve the City Council/Successor Agency/Financing/ Power/ California Choice Energy 

Authority Regular Meeting Minutes of May 23, 2017. 

 
CONSENT CALENDAR 

 
CC 1.  Waive further reading of any proposed ordinances.  (This permits reading the title only in lieu of 

reciting the entire text.) 

 

CC 2.  Approve the Check and Wire Registers for April 30, 2017 – May 20, 2017 in the amount of 

$5,738,061.79. Approve the Check Registers as presented. 

 

At each regular City Council Meeting, the City Council is presented with the financial claims (invoices) 

against the City for purchase of materials, supplies, services, and capital projects for checks and 

Automated Clearing House (ACH) payments issued the prior two to three weeks.  This process provides 

the City Council the opportunity to review the expenses of the City.  The justifying backup information 

for each expenditure is available in the Finance Department. 

 

CC 3.  Adopt Ordinance 1022, amending Chapter 17.08 of the Lancaster Municipal Code to establish 

regulations for the grazing of animals in the RR-2.5 and RR-1 Zones. 

 

This ordinance prohibits “free-range” grazing, requiring that all grazing animals be controlled to prevent 

them from straying onto adjacent property.  Grazing is only permitted to occur on property owned by the 

owner of the animals, or on property in which the herder has the written permission of the property owner.  

The owner of the animals is responsible for managing the grazing activity to prevent excessive removal of 

vegetation, and both the owner of the animals and the property owner are responsible for implementing 

any dust control measures in compliance with the City code and the requirements of the Antelope Valley 

Air Quality Management District (AVAQMD). 
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NEW BUSINESS 

 
NB 1.  Restorative Justice Presentation  

 

Recommendation: 

Receive presentation regarding the City’s Restorative Justice partnerships and initiatives 

 

 

NB 2.  Amendments to the Lancaster Municipal Code relating to the Criminal Justice Commission, the 

Architectural and Design Commission, the Neighborhood Vitalization Commission and creating two new 

Commissions 

 

Recommendations: 

a. Introduce Ordinance No. 1024, amending Chapter 2.30 of the Lancaster Municipal Code to change 

the procedure for setting the time and date for meetings held by the Criminal Justice Commission as 

well as other changes. 

b. Introduce Ordinance No. 1025, amending Chapter 2.34 of the Lancaster Municipal Code regarding 

the Architectural and Design Planning Commission.  

c. Introduce Ordinance No. 1026, adding Chapter 2.37 to the Lancaster Municipal Code creating the 

Lancaster Homeless Impact Commission.  

d. Introduce Ordinance No. 1027, amending Chapter 2.38 of the Lancaster Municipal Code abolishing 

the Neighborhood Vitalization Commission and creating the Lancaster Healthy Community 

Commission.  

 

The City of Lancaster has several Commissions that serve in an advisory capacity to the City Council. 

Commissioners are residents of, or primarily employed in, the City of Lancaster and the Antelope Valley 

and appointed by the Mayor with consent of the Council. Members of City Commissions serve an 

important role to help shape the policies under which the City operates. Commissioners provide a vital 

link between residents, City Council, and City staff to ensure our local government remains dynamic, 

responsive and accountable. At the May 23, 2017, City Council meeting, Mayor Parris presented to 

Council the discussion of City Commissions, specifically the establishment of two new Commissions, and 

directed staff to present an item to the City Council identifying the necessary course of action. 
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NB 3.  Adoption of City-wide Safe Routes to School Master Plan 

 

Recommendation: 

Adopt Resolution No. 17-27, approving the City of Lancaster Safe Routes to School Master Plan. 
 

The Safe Routes to School (SRTS) Master Plan was initiated by the City of Lancaster in 2013, and was 

funded by two different grants, a Healthy Eating Active Living (HEAL) grant through the Los Angeles 

County Department of Public Health, and an Active Transportation Program (ATP) grant through the 

State of California. The plan builds on the efforts of the City’s adopted Master Plan of Trails and 

Bikeways by further identifying improvements and programs that can make the neighborhoods around the 

schools safer for pedestrians, bicyclists, and motorists.  The plan will help direct, and will assist the City 

in obtaining, grant funding for improvements, such as sidewalks, bike facilities, and installation of traffic 

calming devices. 

 

NB 4.  Introduction of Ordinance to Establish Speed Limits and Amend Section 10.04.020 of the 

Lancaster Municipal Code 
 

Recommendation: 

Introduce Ordinance No. 1023, establishing speed limits in the City of Lancaster based on the 

Engineering and Traffic Survey Report dated March 2017 prepared by Albert Grover and Associates, and 

Addendum dated May 2017, and amend Section 10.04.020, Subparagraph D of the Lancaster Municipal 

Code. 

 

The purpose of the proposed ordinance is to adopt the speed limits on the City of Lancaster arterial and 

collector street network determined by the Engineering and Traffic Survey dated March 2017 and the 

Addendum dated May 2017.  The studies were conducted to comply with existing state regulations 

concerning the increasing or decreasing of speed limits within City boundaries. 

 

 

PUBLIC HEARINGS 

 
PH 1. Proposed Fiscal Year 2017-2018 Budget and Five-Year Capital Improvement Program  
 

Recommendation: 

City Council and City Council acting as Lancaster Housing Authority, Lancaster Choice Energy, 

Lancaster Power Authority, and California Choice Energy Authority conduct the public hearing on the 

Proposed Fiscal Year 2017-2018 Budget and Five-Year Capital Improvement Plan, and schedule the 

budget for adoption on June 27, 2017. 

 

The Proposed FY 2017-2018 Budget is balanced, with healthy General Fund Reserves that will enable the 

City to continue to provide the community with a full scope of high quality municipal services, programs 

and special events that enhance the quality of life of all Lancaster residents. It will also provide the 

required resources to construct significant capital improvement projects that will improve infrastructure 

and facilities, and beautify the community. 
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PH 2. Lancaster Lighting Maintenance District for Fiscal Year 2017-2018 

 

Recommendation: 

Adopt Resolution No. 17-28, confirming the diagram and assessment and ordering the levying of an 

assessment in Lancaster Lighting Maintenance District for Fiscal Year 2017-2018. 

 

Lancaster Lighting Maintenance District was formed, including subsequent annexations thereto, for the 

purpose of financing maintenance operations and installation of public lighting facilities, including, but 

not limited to, traffic signals (as defined in § 22525 of the California Code) within the City of Lancaster, 

and assessing those properties which benefit from this service their proportionate share of the cost.  Each 

year, the City Council must, by law, order the preparation of an Engineer’s Report describing the existing 

and proposed maintenance services, and conduct a public hearing to establish and order the amount of 

assessment for the next fiscal year. 

 
PH 3. Lancaster Landscape Maintenance District No. 1 for Fiscal Year 2017-2018 

 

Recommendation: 

Adopt Resolution No. 17-29, confirming the diagram and assessment and ordering the levying of an 

assessment in Lancaster Landscape Maintenance District No. 1 for Fiscal Year 2017-2018. 

 

Lancaster Landscape Maintenance District No. 1 and Fox Field Industrial Corridor Landscape 

Maintenance District were formed, including subsequent annexations thereto, for the purpose of providing 

maintenance services to landscaping and appurtenant improvements for various developments within the 

City and assessing those properties which benefit from this service.  Each year, the City Council must, by 

law, order the preparation of an Engineer's Report describing the existing and proposed maintenance 

services, and conduct a public hearing to establish and order the amount of assessment for the next fiscal 

year. 

 
PH 4. Lancaster Drainage Benefit Assessment District Levy of Annual Assessment for Fiscal Year 

2017-2018 

 

Recommendation: 

Adopt Resolution No. 17-30, confirming the diagram and assessment, and ordering the levying of an 

assessment in Lancaster Drainage Benefit Assessment District for Fiscal Year 2017-2018. 

 

The City Council previously formed the Lancaster Drainage Benefit Assessment District, including 

establishment of separate zones, and submitted the proposition to the eligible voters in each respective 

zone.  The majority of voters approved the formation of the District, the separate zones, and the levying of 

the assessment.  The first year's assessment was paid by the developers of the property.  Each year, 

thereafter, the City Council, after public notice and hearing, may determine and impose an annual 

assessment.   
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COUNCIL REPORTS 

 
CR 1. Council Reports 

 

 

CALIFORNIA CHOICE ENERGY AUTHORITY 

No action required at this time. 

 

LANCASTER HOUSING AUTHORITY 

No action required at this time. 

 

LANCASTER FINANCING AUTHORITY 

No action required at this time. 

 

LANCASTER POWER AUTHORITY 

No action required at this time. 

 

LANCASTER SUCCESSOR AGENCY 

No action required at this time. 

 

 

CITY MANAGER / EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR ANNOUNCEMENTS 

 

 

 

CITY CLERK /AGENCY/AUTHORITY SECRETARY ANNOUNCEMENT 

 

 

PUBLIC BUSINESS FROM THE FLOOR - NON-AGENDIZED ITEMS 

This portion of the agenda allows an individual the opportunity to address the Legislative Bodies on any 

item NOT ON THE AGENDA regarding City/Agency/Authority business and speaker cards must be 

submitted prior to the beginning of this portion of the Agenda. Please complete a speaker card for the 

City Clerk/Agency/Authority Secretary and identify the subject you would like to address.  We 

respectfully request that you fill the cards out completely and print as clearly as possible.  Following this 

procedure will allow for a smooth and timely process for the meeting and we appreciate your cooperation.  

State law prohibits the Legislative Body from taking action on items not on the agenda and your matter 

may be referred to the City Manager/Executive Director.  Individual speakers are limited to three (3) 

minutes each.  

 

 

COUNCIL / AGENCY/ AUTHORITY COMMENTS 
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CLOSED SESSION 

1. Conference with Legal Counsel – Anticipated Litigation: significant exposure to litigation 

pursuant to Government Code Section 54956.9(d) (2) – two potential cases. 

 

2. Conference with Legal Counsel – Anticipated Litigation: consideration of initiation of litigation 

pursuant to Government Code Section 54956.9(d) (4) - two potential cases. 

 

3. Conference with Legal Counsel--Existing Litigation - Government Code Section 54956.9(d) (1)  

 

4. Estarella v. City of Lancaster, LASC Case No.BC527749 

 

5. Dunnagan v. City of Lancaster, LASC Case No. BC 615917 

 

6. Simmons v. City of Lancaster, LASC Case No. BC 615471 

 

7. Celebron v. City  of Lancaster, LASC Case No. BC 615587 
 

8. Bootleggers 2 v. City of Lancaster, LASC Case No. BS169660 
 

9. Byrd v. City of Lancaster, LASC Case No. MC 026025  

 

10. Antelope Valley Groundwater Cases 

Included Actions: 

Los Angeles County Waterworks District No. 40 v. Diamond Farming Co. 

Superior Court of California, County of Los Angeles, Case No. BC325201; 

Los Angeles County Waterworks District No. 40 v. Diamond Farming Co. 

Superior Court of California, County of Kern, Case No. S-1500-CV-254-348 

Wm. Bolthouse Farms, Inc. v. City of Lancaster,  Diamond Farming Co. v. City of Lancaster,  

Diamond Farming Co. v. Palmdale Water District 

Superior Court of California County of Riverside, consolidated actions;  

Case Nos. RIC 353 840, RIC 344 436, RIC 344 668 

Santa Clara Case No. 1-05-CV 049053  

 

 

ADJOURNMENT  

Next Regular Meeting:  

Tuesday, June 27, 2017 - 5:00 p.m. 
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MEETING ASSISTANCE INFORMATION  
In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, this meeting will be held at a location accessible 

to persons with disabilities; if you need special assistance to participate in this meeting, please contact the 

City Clerk at (661)723-6020. Services such as American Sign Language interpreters, a reader during the 

meeting, and/or large print copies of the agenda are available. To ensure availability, you are advised to 

make your request at least 72 hours prior to the meeting/event you wish to attend.  Due to difficulties in 

securing sign language interpreters, five or more business days notice is strongly recommended.  For 

additional information, please contact the City Clerk at (661)723-6020. 

 

 

AGENDA ADDENDUM INFORMATION  
On occasion items may be added after the agenda has been mailed to subscribers. Copies of the agenda 

addendum item will be available at the City Clerk Department and are posted with the agenda on the 

windows of the City Council Chambers. For more information, please call the City Clerk Department at 

(661) 723-6020.  

 

All documents available for public review are on file with the City Clerk Department. 

 



M 1    

              

06/13/17 

 

MVB 

 

LANCASTER 

CITY COUNCIL/SUCCESSOR AGENCY/ 

FINANCING/POWER/ 

CALIFORNIA CHOICE ENERGY AUTHORITY  

MINUTES 

                                            May 23, 2017 
 

CALL TO ORDER  

Mayor/ Chair Parris called the meeting of the Lancaster City Council/Successor 

Agency/Financing/Power/California Choice Energy Authority to order at 5:01 p.m.  

 

 

ROLL CALL  
PRESENT: Council Members/Agency Directors/Authority Members: Malhi, Mann, 

Underwood-Jacobs, Vice Mayor/Vice Chair Crist, Mayor/Chair Parris 

 

 

INVOCATION  

Elder Ron Lang, Lancaster First Assembly of God 

 

 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

Vice Mayor Crist 

 

 

PRESENTATIONS 

1. Recognition of Tim Anders and Bex Restaurant for their 7th Anniversary on The BLVD 

Presenter: Mayor Parris 

 

2. Public Works Week Proclamation 

Presenter: Mayor Parris and Public Works Manager Gabe Nevarez 
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CA 1. CONSIDER NOMINATION AND APPOINTMENT OF PASTOR DARRELL 

DORRIS AS DEPUTY MAYOR  
Mayor Parris requested consideration of the nomination and appointment of Pastor    

Darrell Dorris as Deputy Mayor. 

      

On a motion by Mayor Parris and seconded by Council Member Underwood-Jacobs, the 

City Council nominated and appointed Pastor Darrell Dorris as Deputy Mayor, by the 

following vote: 5-0-0-0; AYES: Malhi, Mann, Underwood-Jacobs, Crist, Parris; NOES: 

None; ABSTAIN: None; ABSENT: None 

 

Mayor Parris administered the Oath of Office at this time.  

 

M 1. MINUTES  
On a motion by Vice Mayor Crist and seconded by Council Member Underwood-Jacobs, 

the City Council/Successor Agency/Financing/Power/California Choice Energy 

Authority approved the City Council/Successor Agency/Financing/Power/California 

Choice Energy Authority Regular Meeting Minutes of May 9, 2017, by the following 

vote: 5-0-0-0; AYES: Malhi, Mann, Underwood-Jacobs, Crist, Parris; NOES: None; 

ABSTAIN: None; ABSENT: None 

 

CONSENT CALENDAR 

The City Attorney stated Item No. CC 4 is a matter of interest to the public generally and 

therefore there are no conflicts; all members of the City Council may vote.  

 

On a motion by Vice Mayor Crist and seconded by Council Member Malhi, the City 

Council approved the Consent Calendar, by the following vote: 5-0-0-0; AYES: Malhi, 

Mann, Underwood-Jacobs, Crist, Parris; NOES: None; ABSTAIN: None; ABSENT: 

None 

 

CC 1.  ORDINANCE WAIVER 

Waived further reading of any proposed ordinances.  (This permits reading the title only 

in lieu of reciting the entire text.)  

 

CC 2.  CHECK REGISTERS 
Approved the Check and Wire Registers for April 16, 2017 – April 29, 2017 in the 

amount of $6,110,989.56; approved the Check Registers as presented. 

 

CC 3.  INVESTMENT REPORT 

Accepted and approved the April 2017 Monthly Report of Investments as submitted. 
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CC 4.  TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT (TDA) ARTICLE 8 FUNDS 

Adopted Resolution No. 17-18, authorizing the City Manager, or his designee, to apply 

for $2,798,498 of funds available to the City of Lancaster, from Los Angeles County 

Metropolitan Transportation Authority, allocated for street and road improvements for 

fiscal year 2016-2017. 

 

CC 5.  OPERATING AGREEMENT FOR MANAGEMENT AND OPERATION OF 

ZELDA’S 750 WEST 

Approved the Operating Agreement with Juan and Felipe Marquez for the management 

and operation of Zelda’s 750 West. 

 

CC 6. LANCASTER LIGHTING MAINTENANCE DISTRICT ANNUAL ASSESSMENT 

FOR FISCAL YEAR 2017-2018 

Adopted Resolution No. 17-19, generally describing any proposed improvements or 

substantial changes in existing improvements, and ordering the Capital Program Manager 

to prepare and file a report for Lancaster Lighting Maintenance District, pursuant to 

provisions of the Landscaping and Lighting Act of 1972 of the Streets and Highways 

Code of the State of California. 

 

Adopted Resolution No. 17-20, preliminarily approving the Engineer’s Report, fixing 

time and place for public hearing on the levy of the proposed assessment, and declaring 

its intention to levy and collect assessments within Lancaster Lighting Maintenance 

District, pursuant to Part 2 of Division 15 of the Streets and Highways Code of the State 

of California. 

 

CC 7.  LANCASTER DRAINAGE BENEFIT ASSESSMENT DISTRICT ANNUAL 

ASSESSMENT FOR FISCAL YEAR 2017-2018 

Adopted Resolution No. 17-21, generally describing any proposed improvements or 

substantial changes in existing improvements, and ordering the Capital Program Manager 

to prepare and file a report for Lancaster Drainage Benefit Assessment District. 

 

Adopted Resolution No. 17-22, preliminarily approving the Engineer's Report, fixing 

time and place for public hearing on the levy of the proposed assessment, and declaring 

its intention to levy and collect assessments within Lancaster Drainage Benefit 

Assessment District. 
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CC 8. LANCASTER LANDSCAPE MAINTENANCE DISTRICT NO. 1 ANNUAL 

ASSESSMENT FOR FISCAL YEAR 2017-2018 

Adopted Resolution No. 17-23, generally describing any proposed improvements or 

substantial changes in existing improvements, and ordering the Capital Program Manager 

to prepare and file a report for Lancaster Landscape Maintenance District No. 1 and Fox 

Field Industrial Corridor Landscape Maintenance District, pursuant to provisions of the 

Landscaping and Lighting Act of 1972 of the Streets and Highways Code of the State of 

California. 

 

Adopted Resolution No. 17-24, preliminarily approving the Engineer's Report, fixing 

time and place for public hearing on the levy of the proposed assessment, and declaring 

its intention to levy and collect assessments within Lancaster Landscape Maintenance 

District No. 1 and Fox Field Industrial Corridor Landscape Maintenance District, 

pursuant to Part 2 of Division 15 of the Streets and Highways Code of the State of 

California. 

 

 

NB 1.  PUBLIC WORKS CONSTRUCTION PROJECT NO. 17-001, 2017 CURB AND 

GUTTER REPAIRS 

The City Attorney stated this item is a matter of interest to the public generally and 

therefore there are no conflicts; all members of the City Council may vote.  

 

It was the consensus of the City Council to waive the staff report for this item.  

  

On a motion by Vice Mayor Crist and seconded by Council Member Mann, the City 

Council awarded Public Works Construction Project No. 17-001, 2017 Curb and 

Gutter Repairs, to Leonida Builders, Inc., of Santa Clarita, California, in the amount of 

$278,086.00, plus a 10% contingency, for curb and gutter, sidewalk, driveway 

approach/alley intersection, and pedestrian curb ramp replacement, as well as tree 

removal/root pruning and authorized the City Manager, or his designee, to sign all 

documents.  This contract is awarded to the lowest responsible bidder per California 

Public Code Section 22038 (b), by the following vote: 5-0-0-0; AYES: Malhi, Mann, 

Underwood-Jacobs, Crist, Parris; NOES: None; ABSTAIN: None; ABSENT: None 
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NB 2.  PUBLIC WORKS CONSTRUCTION PROJECT NO. 17-002, 2017 SIDEWALK 

REPAIRS 

The City Attorney stated this item is a matter of interest to the public generally and 

therefore there are no conflicts; all members of the City Council may vote. 

 

It was the consensus of the City Council to waive the staff report for this item.  

  

 On a motion by Vice Mayor Crist and seconded by Council Member Mann, the City 

Council awarded Public Works Construction Project No. 17-002, 2017 Sidewalk 

Repairs, to Granite Construction Company of Lancaster, California, in the amount of 

$402,022.00, plus a 10% contingency, for curb and gutter, sidewalk, and pedestrian curb 

ramp replacement, as well as tree removal/root pruning and authorized the City Manager, 

or his designee, to sign all documents.  This contract is awarded to the lowest responsible 

bidder per California Public Code Section 22038 (b), by the following vote: 5-0-0-0; 

AYES: Malhi, Mann, Underwood-Jacobs, Crist, Parris; NOES: None; ABSTAIN: None; 

ABSENT: None 

 

PH 1. AMENDING AND RESTATING THE FEE SCHEDULE REGARDING 

REGULATION OF MEDICAL CANNABIS FACILITIES 

Mayor Parris opened the Public Hearing. 

 

It was the consensus of the City Council to waive the staff report for this item.  

 

Mayor Parris closed the Public Hearing. 

 

On a motion by Council Member Underwood-Jacobs and seconded by Council Member 

Malhi, the City Council adopted Resolution No. 17-25 (the “Resolution”), with Section 3 

revised to read “Based on and consistent with the Fee Study, the fees for a local license 

pursuant to Chapter 5.56.060 of the City's Municipal Code shall be as follows:” and 

continuing with items (a) and (b) as stated in the agenda packet, and amending and 

restating Resolution Nos. 17-04 and 17-16, setting the fee schedule regarding regulation 

of medical cannabis facilities to offset any impacts the operation of medical cannabis 

cultivation and medical cannabis manufacturing may have on the city, by the following 

vote: 5-0-0-0; AYES: Malhi, Mann, Underwood-Jacobs, Crist, Parris; NOES: None; 

ABSTAIN: None; ABSENT: None 
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PH 2. LANCASTER SEWER SYSTEM SERVICE CHARGES FOR FISCAL YEAR 

2017-2018 

Mayor Parris opened the Public Hearing. 

 

It was the consensus of the City Council to waive the staff report for this item.  

  

Mayor Parris closed the Public Hearing. 

 

On a motion by Vice Mayor Crist and seconded by Council Member Mann, the City 

Council adopted Resolution No. 17-26, a resolution of the City Council of the City of 

Lancaster, California, levying Lancaster Sewer System Service Charges for maintenance 

and servicing of the Lancaster Sewer System, for Fiscal Year 2017-2018, by the 

following vote: 5-0-0-0; AYES: Malhi, Mann, Underwood-Jacobs, Crist, Parris; NOES: 

None; ABSTAIN: None; ABSENT: None 

 

 

PH 3.  AMENDMENT TO CHAPTER 17.08 OF THE LANCASTER MUNICIPAL CODE 

TO ESTABLISH REGULATIONS FOR THE GRAZING OF ANIMALS IN THE 

RR-2.5 AND RR-1 ZONES 

 Mayor Parris opened the Public Hearing. 

 

The Planning Director presented the staff report for this item. 

 

Addressing the City Council on this item: 

Christ Gross – provided his history in the City and discussed dust in solar fields.  

 

Mayor Parris closed the Public Hearing. 

 

On a motion by Vice Mayor Crist and seconded by Council Member Malhi, the City 

Council introduced Ordinance No. 1022, amending Chapter 17.08 of the Lancaster 

Municipal Code to establish regulations for the grazing of animals in the RR-2.5 and RR-

1 Zones, by the following vote: 5-0-0-0; AYES: Malhi, Mann, Underwood-Jacobs, Crist, 

Parris; NOES: None; ABSTAIN: None; ABSENT: None 

 

 
CA 2. DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION REGARDING CITY COMMISSIONS 

AND NOMINATIONS/APPOINTMENTS OF CITY COMMISSIONERS 

Mayor Parris discussed upcoming changes to the City Commissions and stated a Healthy 

Community Commission is being added to address homeless issues. 

 

The City Manager stated an Ordinance will be brought back for the City Council’s 

consideration.  

 

Vice Mayor Crist requested the Ordinance include allowing alternates on Commissions.  
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CR 1. REPORT ON THE ACTIVITIES OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS FOR THE 

ANTELOPE VALLEY TRANSIT AUTHORITY  
Vice Mayor Crist discussed AVTA’s budget for all electric buses and stated the 

organization is pursuing various funding sources to reach this goal. Vice Mayor Crist 

stated AVTA is the recipient of the California Air Quality Leadership in Government 

Award in recognition for its outstanding contributions to California’s clean air future, its 

commitment to reducing pollution and improving air quality in California.  

 

Vice Mayor Crist discussed the recent press conference for the new Honda dealer and 

discussed strategic planning for the fairgrounds which will include building a convention 

center.  

 

CR 2. REPORT ON THE ACTIVITIES OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS FOR 

DISTRICT NO. 14 OF THE COUNTY SANITATION DISTRICTS OF LOS 

ANGELES COUNTY 

 This item not discussed. 

 

CR 3. COUNCIL REPORTS 
 Council Member Underwood-Jacobs discussed the recent Mother’s Day Tea at the 

MOAH, the Fallen Heroes event at Lancaster Jethawks and a recent event celebrating 

kids making appropriate choices.  

 

 Mayor Parris discussed a meeting with the third largest company in China that is looking 

at the Antelope Valley; an announcement will be forthcoming 

 

CALIFORNIA CHOICE ENERGY AUTHORITY 

No action required at this time. 

 

LANCASTER HOUSING AUTHORITY 

No action required at this time. 

 

LANCASTER FINANCING AUTHORITY 

No action required at this time. 

 

LANCASTER POWER AUTHORITY 

No action required at this time. 

 

LANCASTER SUCCESSOR AGENCY 

No action required at this time. 

 

 

CITY MANAGER / EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR ANNOUNCEMENT 

Two brief videos highlighting the recent Honda grand opening event and the recent Mother’s 

Day Tea were shown. 
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CITY CLERK /AGENCY/AUTHORITY SECRETARY ANNOUNCEMENT 

The City Clerk provided the public with the procedure to address the City Council/Successor 

Agency/Authority regarding non-agendized item. 

 

 

PUBLIC BUSINESS FROM THE FLOOR - NON-AGENDIZED ITEMS 

Addressing the City Council at this time: 
 

David Paul – discussed inspiration, a pothole and a new slogan for the City.   

 

Maria Paesano – discussed issues she has in the City.  

 

Josefina Martinez – discussed a zone change for her church.  

 

Leta Shirley – Political Science student at Antelope Valley College; asked the Council how long 

they have been on the City Council and asked if there are new infrastructure plans. 

 

Shane Stephenson – Political Science student at Antelope Valley College; asked the Council how 

they would go about recruiting and retaining qualified instructors. 

 

Chase Stephenson – Political Science student at Antelope Valley College; asked the Council 

what their top priority to improve public education is.  

 

Giovanni Trezile – Political Science student at Antelope Valley College; asked Mayor Parris 

when he knew he could grow a full beard and how can people work together to fight the problem 

of bullying in schools. 

 

Heather Brown – discussed water data and tree removal. 

 

  

COUNCIL / AGENCY COMMENTS 

Planning Commissioner Chairman Vose thanked the Council for approving the introduction of 

the Grazing Ordinance and discussed a recent item that went before the Planning Commission.  

 

 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mayor/Chair Parris adjourned the meeting at 6:27 p.m. and stated the next City 

Council/Successor Agency/Financing/Power/California Choice Energy Authority meeting will 

be held on Tuesday, June 13, 2017 at 5:00 p.m. 

 

 

 

 

 

 



LANCASTER CITY COUNCIL/ SUCCESSOR AGENCY/ 

FINANCING/POWER/CALIFORNIA CHOICE ENERGY AUTHORITY 

MINUTES 

May 23, 2017 

 

9 

 

PASSED, APPROVED and ADOPTED this 13th day of June 2017, by the following vote: 

 

AYES:   

 

 

NOES:   

 

ABSTAIN:  

 

ABSENT:  

 

 

ATTEST:       APPROVED: 

 

 

 

__________________________    _____________________________ 

BRITT AVRIT, MMC     R. REX PARRIS 

CITY CLERK       MAYOR/CHAIRMAN 

AGENCY/AUTHORITY SECRETARY 

 

 

 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA  } 

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES }ss 

CITY OF LANCASTER  } 

 

CERTIFICATION OF MINUTES 

 CITY COUNCIL/SUCCESSOR AGENCY/FINANCING/POWER/CALIFORNIA CHOICE 

ENERGY AUTHORITY 

 

 

I, ___________________________, ___________________________ of the City of Lancaster, 

CA, do hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of the original City Council/Successor 

Agency/Financing/Power/California Choice Energy Authority Minutes, for which the original is 

on file in my office. 

 

 

WITNESS MY HAND AND THE SEAL OF THE CITY OF LANCASTER, CA on this 

_______________ day of ______________________, ____________. 

 

(seal)  

 

 

______________________________________ 



 

 

STAFF REPORT 

City of Lancaster 

Date: June 13, 2017 

 

To: Mayor Parris and City Council Members 

 

From: Pamela Statsmann, Finance Director 

 

Subject: Check Registers – April 30, 2017 through May 20, 2017 

 

Recommendation: 
Approve the Check Registers as presented. 

 

Fiscal Impact: 
$5,738,061.79 as detailed in the Check Registers. 

 

Background: 

At each regular City Council Meeting, the City Council is presented with check and ACH/wire 

registers listing the financial claims (invoices) against the City for purchase of materials, supplies, 

services, and capital projects issued the prior three to four weeks.  This process provides the City 

Council the opportunity to review the expenditures of the City.  Claims are paid via checks, 

Automated Clearing House (ACH) payments, or federal wires. The justifying backup information 

for each expenditure is available in the Finance Department. 

 

 

Check Nos.:   7387326-7387764                                    $  5,353,927.33  

ACH/wire Check Nos.:  101009817 – 101009826                        $     384,134.46 

                                                                            $  5,738,061.79 

 

Voided Check No.:   7387377 & 7387382 

Voided ACH/wire No.: N/A 

                                 

                             

 

 

 

PS:af 

 

Attachments: 
Check Register 

ACH/wire Register 
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Date: June 13, 2017 

 

To: Mayor Parris and City Council Members 

 

From: Britt Avrit, MMC, City Clerk 

 

Subject: Consideration of adoption of Ordinance No. 1022 

 

 

Recommendation: 

Adopt Ordinance 1022, amending Chapter 17.08 of the Lancaster Municipal Code to establish 

regulations for the grazing of animals in the RR-2.5 and RR-1 Zones. 
 

 

Background: 

This ordinance prohibits “free-range” grazing, requiring that all grazing animals be controlled to 

prevent them from straying onto adjacent property.  Grazing is only permitted to occur on property 

owned by the owner of the animals, or on property in which the herder has the written permission of 

the property owner.  The owner of the animals is responsible for managing the grazing activity to 

prevent excessive removal of vegetation, and both the owner of the animals and the property owner 

are responsible for implementing any dust control measures in compliance with the City code and 

the requirements of the Antelope Valley Air Quality Management District (AVAQMD). 

 

At the May 23, 2017 City Council meeting, the City Council approved the introduction of 

Ordinance No. 1022 by the following vote:  
 

AYES: Council Members Malhi, Mann, Underwood-Jacobs, Vice Mayor Crist, Mayor Parris 

NOES:  None 

ABSTAIN: None 

ABSENT: None 
 
 

Attachment: 

Ordinance No. 1022 



ORDINANCE NO. 1022  

 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 

LANCASTER, CALIFORNIA, AMENDING CHAPTER 17.08 OF 

THE LANCASTER MUNICIPAL CODE TO ESTABLISH 

REGULATIONS FOR THE GRAZING OF ANIMALS IN THE 

RR-2.5 AND RR-1 ZONES 

 

WHEREAS, the City of Lancaster has adopted Title 17, Zoning, as part of the Lancaster 

Municipal Code to regulate the uses allowed in each of the zones within the City; and  

 

WHEREAS, Section 17.08.050 permits light agricultural uses, including grazing, as an 

accessory use within the RR-2.5 and RR-1 zones, but does not contain regulations to clarify where 

and in which instances grazing of livestock is permitted; and 

 

WHEREAS, the lack of these regulations has led to the grazing of livestock without 

property owner permission and the creation of wind-blown dust; and 

 

WHEREAS, the City of Lancaster has determined that an amendment to the current zoning 

code to address these issues is warranted; and 

 

 WHEREAS, notice of intention to consider the amendment to Title 17 of the Lancaster 

Municipal Code has been given in accordance with Section 65090 of the Government Code of the 

State of California; and 

 

WHEREAS, the City Council finds that the City has made a diligent effort to achieve public 

participation, and has held public hearings before the Planning Commission on April 17, 2017, 

and a public hearing before the City Council on May 23, 2017, for the proposed amendment, and 

has received and considered on all public testimony both oral and written; and  

 

 WHEREAS, staff has prepared a written report recommending approval of the amendment; 

and  

 

WHEREAS, on April 17, 2017, the Planning Commission recommended to the City 

Council approval of the proposed amendment; and 

 

 WHEREAS, the City Council finds that the amendment to the LMC for the addition of 

grazing regulations will not have a significant effect on the environment since the proposed action 

is within the scope of the Program Environment Impact Report (SCH #2007111003) prepared for 

the Lancaster General Plan, and no further environmental review is required; and 

 

WHEREAS, the City Council, based upon evidence in the record hereby makes the 

following findings in support of amending Title 17 of the Lancaster Municipal Code: 

1. The proposed amendment would clearly identify where grazing can occur and the 

responsibilities of those grazing their livestock, including a prohibition of free range 

grazing, written property owner permission, and requirements to control dust. 
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2. The proposed amendment will ensure that impacts associated with livestock grazing 

are minimized.  

 

 THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF LANCASTER, CALIFORNIA, DOES 

HEREBY ORDAIN, AS FOLLOWS: 

 

Section 1. Add Section 17.08.185 as contained in the attached Exhibit “A”. 

 

Section 2. That the City Clerk shall certify to the passage of this Ordinance, and will see 

that it is published and posted in the manner required by law. 

 

 

I, Britt Avrit, MMC, City Clerk of the City of Lancaster, do hereby certify that the foregoing 

ordinance was regularly introduced and placed upon its first reading on the 23rd day of May, 2017, 

and placed upon its second reading and adoption at a regular meeting of the City Council on the 

13th day of June, 2017, by the following vote: 

 

 

AYES:   

 

 

NOES:   

ABSTAIN:  

ABSENT:  

 

ATTEST: APPROVED: 

 

____________________________   ______________________________ 

BRITT AVRIT, MMC R. REX PARRIS 

City Clerk Mayor 

City of Lancaster City of Lancaster 
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA  ) 

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES ) ss 

CITY OF LANCASTER  ) 

 

CERTIFICATION OF ORDINANCE 

CITY COUNCIL 

 

I, __________________________, ____________________________________ City of 

Lancaster, California, do hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of the original Ordinance 

No. 1022, for which the original is on file in my office. 

 

WITNESS MY HAND AND THE SEAL OF THE CITY OF LANCASTER, on this _________ 

day of ________________, ________. 

 

 

 

 

____________________________________ 

(seal) 
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EXHIBIT “A” 

 

 

17.08.185 – Grazing 

 

A. Purpose. Section 17.08.050 permits light agricultural uses as an accessory use, which 

includes grazing, in the RR-2.5 and RR-1 zones.  The following regulations clarify where 

and in which instances grazing is permitted. 

 

B. Grazing of animals (e.g., sheep, goats, cattle, etc.) is allowable in the rural zones identified 

above, in accordance with the following limitations and conditions. 

 

1. Free range grazing of animal herds is prohibited within the City limits. 

 

2. All grazing shall occur on property owned by the herder or with express written 

permission of the property owner. 

 

3. All grazing animals shall be controlled in a manner that prevents them from straying 

onto unauthorized property. 

 

4. The owner of said grazing animals is responsible for ensuring that the animals are 

moved regularly to prevent the removal of all vegetation. In the event that the over-

grazing of animals causes dust control issues, the owner of the animals and/or the 

property owner shall be responsible for implementing measures to control the dust in 

accordance with the City’s Municipal code and applicable Antelope Valley Air Quality 

Management District (AVAQMD) Rules and Regulations. 

 

C. Alternative energy developments may utilize sheep to control vegetation growth within the 

fenced boundaries of their facilities, subject to the requirements set forth in Subsection B 

of this Section. 

 



STAFF REPORT 

City of Lancaster 

 

 

 

 
Date:  June 13, 2017  

 

To: Mayor Parris and City Council Members 

 

From: Mark V. Bozigian, City Manager  

 Allison E. Burns, City Attorney 

 

Subject: Amendments to the Lancaster Municipal Code relating to the Criminal Justice 

Commission, the Architectural and Design Commission, the Neighborhood 

Vitalization Commission and creating two new Commissions 

 

 

Recommendations: 

a. Introduce Ordinance No. 1024, amending Chapter 2.30 of the Lancaster Municipal Code to 

change the procedure for setting the time and date for meetings held by the Criminal Justice 

Commission as well as other changes. 

b. Introduce Ordinance No. 1025, amending Chapter 2.34 of the Lancaster Municipal Code 

regarding the Architectural and Design Planning Commission.  

c. Introduce Ordinance No. 1026, adding Chapter 2.37 to the Lancaster Municipal Code creating 

the Lancaster Homeless Impact Commission.  

d. Introduce Ordinance No. 1027, amending Chapter 2.38 of the Lancaster Municipal Code 

abolishing the Neighborhood Vitalization Commission and creating the Lancaster Healthy 

Community Commission.  

 

Fiscal Impact: 

While the City may incur some slight additional cost associated with the implementation of 

additional Commissions, it is expected to be minimal. After some history with the process, staff 

will amend the pertinent departmental budget(s) if these costs are greater than anticipated.  

  

Background: 

The City of Lancaster has several Commissions that serve in an advisory capacity to the City 

Council. Commissioners are residents of, or primarily employed in, the City of Lancaster and the 

Antelope Valley and appointed by the Mayor with consent of the Council. As such, Commissioners 

provide feedback and recommendations to City Council for further consideration and action. 

 

Members of City Commissions serve an important role to help shape the policies under which the 

City operates. Commissioners provide a vital link between residents, City Council, and City staff 

to ensure our local government remains dynamic, responsive and accountable. 
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At the May 23, 2017, City Council meeting, Mayor Parris presented to Council the discussion of 

City Commissions and nomination/appointment of City Commissioners, specifically the 

establishment of two new Commissions, and directed staff to present an item to the City Council 

identifying the necessary course of action. Staff recommends introducing the following 

ordinances: 

 

1. Criminal Justice Commission. Ordinance No. 1024 (i) allows this Commission to 

determine the time and date of meetings of the Commission by majority vote, (ii) authorizes 

the utilization of alternate commissioners, and (iii) makes technical changes to improve 

clarity and uniformity. 

 

2. Architectural and Design Planning Commission. Ordinance No. 1025 (i) allows this 

Commission to determine the time and date of meetings of the Commission by majority 

vote, (ii) authorizes the utilization of alternate commissioners, and (iii) makes technical 

changes to improve clarity and uniformity. 

 

3. Lancaster Homeless Impact Commission. Ordinance No. 1026 creates the Lancaster 

Homeless Impact Commission with the purpose of providing collaborative leadership 

through research, strategic policy development, and coordinated accountability to 

positively impact homelessness in the City of Lancaster. 

 

4. Neighborhood Vitalization Commission. Ordinance No. 1027 abolishes the 

Neighborhood Vitalization Commission and creates the Lancaster Healthy Community 

Commission with the purpose of advocating for and promoting better health and well-being 

for City of Lancaster residents.  

 

Therefore, it is recommended that: 

 

1. Ordinance Nos. 1024, 1025, 1026, and 1027 be introduced 

2. Two (2) new Commissions be created: 

a. Lancaster Homeless Impact Commission 

b. Lancaster Healthy Community Commission 

3. The Neighbored Revitalization Commission be dissolved 

 

 

Attachments: 

Ordinance No. 1024 

Ordinance No. 1025 

Ordinance No. 1026 

Ordinance No. 1027 
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Date: June 13, 2017 

 

To: Mayor Parris and City Council Members 

 

From: Brian S. Ludicke, Planning Director 

 

Subject: Adoption of City-wide Safe Routes to School Master Plan 
 
 

Recommendation: 

Adopt Resolution No. 17-27, approving the Lancaster Safe Routes to School Master Plan. 

 

Fiscal Impact: 

None. 

 

Background:  
The Safe Routes to School (SRTS) Master Plan was initiated by the City of Lancaster in 2013, 

and was funded by two different grants, a Healthy Eating Active Living (HEAL) grant through 

the Los Angeles County Department of Public Health, and an Active Transportation Program 

(ATP) grant through the State of California.  The City’s community partner on this effort was 

Antelope Valley Partners for Health, which was instrumental in public outreach efforts, and 

involved in all of the educational presentations and walk audits conducted at the public schools 

within the City.  The SRTS plan was prepared to improve the walking, biking, and rolling 

environment around each of the City’s 30 public schools.  This effort required the participation 

of all four school districts that serve the City (Lancaster School District, Eastside Union School 

District, Westside Union School District, and Antelope Valley Union High School District) to 

allow the educational presentations and walk audits to occur, and will require their on-going 

support for encouragement and enforcement programs.  The SRTS plan was prepared by Ryan 

Snyder of the Transpo Group. 

 

The SRTS plan is built around what is known as the “5 E’s” that characterize the most successful 

on-going SRTS efforts, those being Education, Encouragement, Engineering, Enforcement, and 

Evaluation.  The plan builds on the efforts of the City’s adopted Master Plan of Trails and 

Bikeways by further identifying improvements and programs that can make the neighborhoods 

around the schools safer for pedestrians, bicyclists, and motorists.  The plan will help direct, and 

will assist the City in obtaining, grant funding for improvements, such as sidewalks, bike 

facilities, and installation of traffic calming devices. 

 

The SRTS Master Plan was reviewed and recommended for approval by both the City’s 

Architectural and Design Planning Commission and Planning Commission. 

 

Attachments:  

Resolution No. 17-27 

Safe Routes to School Master Plan (available for review at the City Clerk Department) 

PC Staff Report dated April 17, 2017 
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City of Lancaster 
 

 

 

 

 

 

Date: June 13, 2017 

 

To: Mayor Parris and City Council Members 

 

From: Jeff Hogan, Director of Development Services 

 

Subject: Introduction of Ordinance to Establish Speed Limits and Amend Section 

10.04.020 of the Lancaster Municipal Code 

 

 

Recommendation: 
Introduce Ordinance No. 1023, establishing speed limits in the City of Lancaster based on the 

Engineering and Traffic Survey Report dated March 2017 prepared by Albert Grover and 

Associates, and Addendum dated May 2017, and amend Section 10.04.020, Subparagraph D of 

the Lancaster Municipal Code. 

 

Fiscal Impact: 

None. 

 

Background: 

The purpose of the proposed ordinance is to adopt the speed limits on the City of Lancaster arterial 

and collector street network determined by the Engineering and Traffic Survey dated March 2017 

and the Addendum dated May 2017.  The studies were conducted to comply with existing state 

regulations concerning the increasing or decreasing of speed limits within City boundaries. 

 

Establishing Speed Limits in the City 

It is a common belief that posting of speed limit traffic signs will influence drivers to drive at that 

speed.  However, the facts indicate otherwise. 

 

Driver behavioral research conducted in many parts of the country over a span of several decades 

show that the average driver is influenced by the appearance of the highway itself, and the 

prevailing traffic conditions in choosing the speed at which he or she drives.  Recognizing this, the 

California Vehicle Code (CVC) requires that speed limits be established in accordance with the 

appropriate engineering practice and methods.  
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Sections 22357 and 22358 of the CVC require that certain local speed limits be determined based 

upon engineering and traffic surveys, and these speed limits are established by local ordinance.  

Section 40802 of the CVC requires that the engineering and traffic surveys be conducted every 

five years when enforcement of the speed limit involves the use of radar or any other electronic 

device that measures the speed of moving objects.  The five-year period can be extended to seven 

years if the officer shooting the radar/laser is properly certified in the use of the equipment, and 

the electronic device used was calibrated within three years of the alleged violation.  Additionally, 

if a registered engineer determines that no significant changes have occurred on the roadway after 

seven years, the engineering and traffic survey can be extended for an additional three years.  Speed 

limits are not enforceable by law enforcement within the City if an engineering and traffic survey 

is not conducted in accordance with the CVC and the timelines discussed. 

 

Reducing Speed Limits in the City 

In an effort to be proactive, the City of Lancaster is currently utilizing several methods and 

programs focused on further reducing existing speed limits throughout the City.  These efforts 

include the following programs: 

 

 Safe Routes to School Master Plan, which includes the installation of pedestrian bulb-

outs, signage, and striping enhancements designed to increase pedestrian safety along 

routes to school; 

 Complete Streets Master Plan, which includes speed-reduction tools and safety 

improvements, such as road diets, roundabouts, and pedestrian bulb-outs; 

 Master Plan of Trails and Bikeways, which delineates future road diet locations and 

bike paths, lanes, and routes throughout the City; and 

 Lancaster Lives, a traffic accident analysis program designed to utilize speed-related 

collision data, and identify roadway corridors where the implementation of mitigation 

measures, consisting of the tools provided to City staff in the above master plans, will 

reduce driver speeds and collision rates.  The ultimate goal of the program is to 

substantially reduce the number of injury/fatal collisions within the City. 

 

Engineering and Traffic Survey Report Summary 

The California Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices, Section 2B.13, defines the 

requirements of an engineering and traffic survey, and requires the speed limit established shall be 

posted at the nearest 5-miles-per-hour (mph) increment of the 85th percentile speed of free-flowing 

traffic.  Engineering and traffic surveys were conducted on a total of 269 roadway segments 

throughout the City.  The data collected fell into one of three major categories: (1) geometric and 

characteristic street surveillance, (2) spot speed survey, and (3) accident rate analysis.  The spot 

speed is used to determine the 85th percentile speed, and this may be reduced using either:  

 

1. Speeds that were rounded up to the nearest 5 mph may be reduced by 5 mph, or  

 

 

 

 



2. Speeds on roadway segments where conditions are not readily apparent to drivers may be 

reduced by 5 mph.  “Conditions not readily apparent to drivers” occurring along a roadway 

segment may consist of, but are not limited to, characteristics, such as a high accident rate, 

high pedestrian usage, missing or disconnected sidewalks for pedestrians, high number of 

driveways, and proximity to, or use as, a primary route to a school.   

 

No other reductions to the posted speed limit are allowed. 

 

Both the Consultant and City staff have extensively reviewed all roadway segments citywide and 

applied 5-mph speed reductions, where applicable and in conformance with the CVC.  Their 

collaborative analysis of the collision rates and the conditions not readily apparent to drivers are 

presented in the attached Engineering and Traffic Survey Report dated March 2017, and 

summarized as follows: 

 

 Speed limits on a total of 41 street segments should be increased; 

 Speed limits on a total of 47 street segments should be decreased; 

 Speed limits on a total of 177 street segments should remain unchanged; and 

 Speed limits on a total of 4 unposted street segments should be established 

 

The attached Exhibits A through E provide maps depicting the locations of all the proposed speed 

limits. 

 

The attached ordinance will establish speed limits on streets within the City of Lancaster based on 

the Engineering and Traffic Survey Report dated March 2017, and the Addendum dated May 2017, 

in conformance with the CVC. 

 

 

TN/dw 

 

Attachments: 

Ordinance No. 1023 

Engineering and Traffic Survey Report dated March 2017 

Engineering and Traffic Survey Addendum dated May 2017 

Exhibit A – Recommended Speed Limits 

Exhibit B – Increased Speed Limits 

Exhibit C – Decreased Speed Limits 

Exhibit D – No Change Speed Limits 

Exhibit E – Established Speed Limits 

 

 



 

 

ORDINANCE NO. 1023 

 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 

LANCASTER, CALIFORNIA, ESTABLISHING SPEED LIMITS 

IN THE CITY OF LANCASTER BASED ON THE 

ENGINEERING AND TRAFFIC SURVEY REPORT DATED 

MARCH 2017 PREPARED BY ALBERT GROVER AND 

ASSOCIATES, AND ADDENDUM DATED MAY 2017, AND 

AMEND SECTION 10.04.020, SUBPARAGRAPH D OF THE 

LANCASTER MUNICIPAL CODE 

 

 WHEREAS, Sections 22357 and 22358 of the California Vehicle Code require that certain 

local speed limits be determined based upon engineering and traffic surveys; and, 

 

 WHEREAS, once established, speed limits shall not thereafter be revised except upon the 

basis of an engineering and traffic survey; and, 

 

 WHEREAS, speed limits shall be established by local ordinance; and, 

 

 WHEREAS, Section 40802 of the California Vehicle Code requires that the engineering 

and traffic surveys be conducted within five, seven or ten years, depending on certain 

qualifications, prior to the date of an alleged violation; and, 

 

 WHEREAS, enforcement of the speed limits involve the use of radar or other electronic 

devices that measure the speed of moving objects; and 

 

 WHEREAS, the City has conducted the engineering and traffic surveys, compiled in the 

Engineering and Traffic Survey Report dated March 2017, and the Addendum dated May 2017, 

which is on file in the office of the City Clerk and incorporated herein by reference. 

 

 THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF LANCASTER, CALIFORNIA, DOES 

HEREBY ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS: 

 

Section 1. Section 10.04.020 of the Lancaster Municipal Code is hereby amended by 

adding Line No. 8; replacing “established” with “repealed” in lines 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, and 7. 

 

 D.  Speed Limits 

 

1. The speed limits, as recommended in the Engineering and Traffic Survey Report, 

dated October 30, 2003, incorporated herein by reference, is hereby repealed. 

 

2. The speed limits, as recommended in the Engineering and Traffic Survey Report, 

dated August 11, 2005, incorporated herein by reference, is hereby repealed. 
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3. The speed limits, as recommended in the Engineering and Traffic Survey Reports, 

dated November 1 and 29, 2005, incorporated herein by reference, are hereby 

repealed. 

 

4. The speed limits, as recommended in Section 5.0 and Table 2 of the 2006 

Engineering and Traffic Surveys Report, incorporated herein by reference, are 

hereby repealed. 

 

5. The speed limits, as recommended in No.’s 8-11 of the Findings and 

Recommendations and Table 4 of the Engineering and Traffic Survey Report dated 

January 2009, incorporated herein by reference, are hereby repealed. 

 

6. The speed limits, as recommended in the Engineering and Traffic Survey Report 

dated August 10, 2010, incorporated herein by reference, are hereby repealed. 

 

7. The speed limits, as recommended in the Engineering and Traffic Survey Report 

dated July 7, 2011, incorporated herein by reference, are hereby repealed. 

 

8. The speed limits, as recommended in the Engineering and Traffic Survey Report 

dated March 2017 and the Addendum dated May 2017, incorporated herein by 

reference, are hereby established. 

 

Section 2. That the City Clerk shall certify to the passage of this Ordinance, and will 

see that it is published and posted in the manner required by law. 

 

Section 3. This Ordinance shall become effective 30 days after its adoption. 
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I, Britt Avrit, MMC, City Clerk of the City of Lancaster, do hereby certify that the foregoing 

ordinance was regularly introduced and placed upon its first reading on the 13th day of June, 2017, 

and placed upon its second reading and adoption at a regular meeting of the City Council on the 

_____ day of _______________, 2017, by the following vote: 

 

AYES:   

 

 

NOES:   

 

ABSTAIN:  

 

ABSENT:  

 

 

ATTEST:  APPROVED: 

 

 

 

 ______________________________  ______________________________ 

BRITT AVRIT, MMC  R. REX PARRIS 

City Clerk  Mayor 

City of Lancaster  City of Lancaster 

 

 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA  ) 

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES ) ss 

CITY OF LANCASTER  ) 

 

 

CERTIFICATION OF ORDINANCE 

CITY COUNCIL 

 

I, __________________________, ___________________________ City of Lancaster, CA, do 

hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of the original Ordinance No. 1023, for which the 

original is on file in my office. 

 

WITNESS MY HAND AND THE SEAL OF THE CITY OF LANCASTER, on this _________ 

day of ________________, ________. 

 

(seal) 

 

 

_________________________ 
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SECTION 1.0 
 

INTRODUCTION 
 
 
The purpose of this report is to document the results of an engineering and traffic survey conducted to update 
the speed limits on the City of Lancaster arterial and collector street network. The overall study was conducted 
to comply with existing State regulations concerning the increasing or decreasing of speed limits within City 
boundaries. 
 
It is a common belief that posting of speed limit traffic signs will influence drivers to drive at that speed. However, 
the facts indicate otherwise. 
 
Driver behavioral research conducted in many parts of this country over a span of several decades shows that 
the average driver is influenced by the appearance of the highway itself and the prevailing traffic conditions in 
choosing the speed at which he or she drives. Recognizing this, the California Vehicle Code (CVC) requires that 
speed limits be established in accordance with appropriate engineering practice and methods. 
 
This report contains sufficient information to document that the conditions of the latest edition of the California 
Vehicle Code Section 627 have been satisfied and that other conditions not readily apparent to a motorist are 
properly identified. States and local agencies should conduct engineering studies at least once every 5, 7 or 10 
years, in compliance with CVC Section 40802 to reevaluate non-statutory speed limits on segments of their 
roadways that have undergone significant changes since the last review, such as the addition or elimination of 
parking or driveways, changes in the number of travel lanes, changes in the configuration of bicycle lanes, 
changes in traffic control signal coordination, or significant changes in traffic volumes. The latest edition of the 
CVC has highlighted bicycle and pedestrian safety as part of the traffic and engineering survey, and this aspect 
was considered. 
 
According to City records, the last speed zone survey was prepared in 2006. The current study will verify, 
increase, or decrease existing speed limits within the City of Lancaster based on the data and results of this 
survey. 
 
At 269 locations on the City’s network, spot speed surveys were taken in conformance with the State law for 
conducting engineering and traffic surveys for the purpose of establishing prima facie speed limits. The data was 
collected per the California Manual of Uniform Traffic Control Devices (CA MUTCD) November 2014. Sections 
of the CA MUTCD detailing regulations for conducting the required “Engineering and Traffic Survey” are 
presented in Appendix A (Section 2B.13). Also in Appendix A are definitions of terms used in speed zone 
surveys. Excerpts from the CVC regarding regulations governing speed limits are presented in Appendix B.  
 
The actual speed zone surveys were conducted by Albert Grover & Associates (AGA) and Transportation 
Studies, Inc. (TSI). A California registered traffic engineer from AGA reviewed the streets. 
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SECTION 2.0 
 

STUDY METHODOLOGY 
 
 
The study involved three major categories of data collection and analysis. The three major components are: (1) 
geometric and characteristic street surveillance; (2) spot speed survey; and (3) accident rate analysis. 
 
The arterial and collector streets were surveyed by field observation to determine the existing roadway 
characteristics, condition and placement of signs and markings, adjacent land uses, pedestrian and bicycle 
activity, and to identify roadway characteristics that are not readily apparent to vehicle drivers. 
 
Spot speed surveys, utilizing a calibrated radar gun, were conducted at 269 locations to determine existing 
vehicular travel speeds. A minimum of 100 observations (when possible) were recorded. This data was used to 
calculate statistical information such as the 85th percentile speed, 10 mile per hour pace speed, percent of 
vehicles within the 10 mile per hour pace, median speed and other pertinent data for analysis. 
 
Accident data was tabulated from the City’s Accident Records (Crossroads) for the period from September 1, 
2011 through August 31, 2013 (two years) for all roadway segments. The accident rate was calculated and 
considered in recommending the speed limits accordingly. 
  



 
 

 
 Page 14 
 

Citywide Engineering & Traffic Survey 2016  
 

SECTION 3.0 
 

SURVEY RESULTS 
 
 
3.1 Street Surveillance 
 
“Speed Limit Sign (R2-1),” Section 2B.13 of the CA MUTCD 2014, states the following,  
Standard: 

12a When a speed limit is to be posted, it shall be established at the nearest 5 mph increment of the 85th-
percentile speed of free-flowing traffic, except as shown in the two Options below. 
Option: 

1. The posted speed may be reduced by 5 mph from the nearest 5 mph increment of the 85th-
percentile speed, in compliance with CVC Sections 627 and 22358.5. See Standard below for 
documentation requirements. 

2. For cases in which the nearest 5 mph increment of the 85th-percentile speed would require a 
rounding up, then the speed limit may be rounded down to the nearest 5 mph increment below the 
85th percentile speed, if no further reduction is used. Refer to CVC Section 21400(b). 

Standard: 
12b If the speed limit to be posted has had the 5 mph reduction applied, then an E&TS shall document in 

writing the conditions and justification for the lower speed limit and be approved by a registered Civil or Traffic 
Engineer. The reasons for the lower speed limit shall be in compliance with CVC Sections 627 and 22358.5. 
Support: 

12c The following examples are provided to explain the application of these speed limit criteria: 
Example 1.  Using Option 1 above and first step is to round down: If the 85th percentile speed in a speed survey for 

a location was 37 mph, then the speed limit would be established at 35 mph since it is the closest 5 mph increment 
to the 37 mph speed. As indicated by the option, this 35 mph established speed limit could be reduced by 5 mph 
to 30 mph if the conditions and justification for using this lower speed limit are documented in the E&TS and 
approved by a registered Civil or Traffic Engineer. 

Example 2.  Using Option 1 above and first step is to round up: If the 85th percentile speed in a speed survey for a 
location was 33 mph, then the speed limit would be established at 35 mph since it is the closest 5 mph increment 
to the 33 mph speed. As indicated by the option, this 35 mph speed limit could be reduced by 5 mph to 30 mph if 
the conditions and justification for using this lower speed limit are documented in the E&TS and approved by a 
registered Civil or Traffic Engineer. 

Example 3.  Using Option 2 above and first step is to round up: If the 85th percentile speed in a speed survey for a 
location was 33 mph, instead of rounding up to 35mph, the speed limit can be established at 30mph, but no further 
reductions can be applied (which is allowed in the two examples above). 

Standard: 
12d Examples 1 and 2 for establishing posted speed limits shall apply to engineering and traffic surveys 

(E&TS) performed on or after July 1, 2009 in accordance with Caltrans’ Traffic Operations Policy Directive 
Number 09-04 dated June 29, 2009. 
Option: 

12e After January 1, 2012, Example 3 may be used to establish speed limits. Refer to CVC 21400(b). 
Support: 

12f  Any existing E&TS that was performed before July 1, 2009 in accordance with previous traffic control 
device standards is not required to comply with the new criteria until it is due for reevaluation per the 5, 7 or 10 
year criteria. 
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Whenever such factors are considered to establish the speed limit, they should be documented on the speed 
survey or in the accompanying engineering report. 
 
The survey streets were reviewed by Mr. Mark Miller, P.E, Principal-in-Charge, who is a registered Civil and 
Traffic Engineer in the State of California. The roadway characteristics, location of speed limit signs, conditions 
not readily apparent to the driver, type of area adjoining the street (commercial, residential, school zone, parks, 
etc.) and type of roadway (divided, undivided, number of lanes, etc.) were recorded as part of the study. The 
roadway characteristics recorded were used to determine if any physical conditions warranted consideration of 
an additional five mile per hour reduction of the recommended speed in accordance with CVC Section 627. 
 
The speed survey segment roadway characteristics for each segment are indicated on the Engineering and 
Speed Survey Summary sheets in Appendix C (binder). 
 
3.2 Accident Rate Analysis  
 
The accident rate for each speed survey segment was determined by using the most recent accident records as 
required by CVC Section 627. Based on a review of the City’s Accident Record System reports from September 
1, 2011 to August 31, 2013, mid-block accident rates were calculated for each street surveyed.  
 
The results of the accident rate calculations, including the Average Expected Accident Rates for each type of 
roadway facility are shown in Table 1 and in the Engineering and Speed Survey Summary sheets (Appendix 
C). The Average Expected Accident Rates are based on the latest average rate for each type of roadway in the 
City of Lancaster derived from the County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works, Traffic and Lighting 
Division. 
 

♦ Major Arterial (6+ lanes/<40 mph) 1.73 
♦ Major Arterial (6+ lanes/>=40 mph) 1.15 
♦ Secondary Arterial (2-4 lanes/<40 mph) 1.32 
♦ Secondary Arterial (2-4 lanes/>=40 mph) 0.84 
♦ Collector Street (2 lanes/prevailing) 1.96 
♦ Local Street (2 lanes/prevailing) 2.61 

 
The mid-block accident rate in terms of “accidents per 1,000,000 vehicle miles of travel” for each street surveyed 
was calculated and is shown on the Engineering and Traffic Survey summary sheets (Appendix C). The 
following shows a sample calculation. 
 
Accident Rate Calculation: 
 
The rate was calculated using the following equation: 
 

Accident Rate =  Number of Midblock accidents x 106  
    24-hour volume x 365 x segment length(mi) x number of years 
 
Where: Number of mid-block accidents based on two years (September 1, 2011 to 

August 31, 2013), 24-hour volume (both directions) in the survey segment 
and segment length in miles. 
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Street Location ID Distance Distance 2014 Accidents2 Accident Expected
(feet) (miles) ADT 2 yr Total Rate Acc. Rate3

Avenue G 50th West to 25th West 1 14,050 2.66 2,450 1 0.21 1.15

Avenue G-8 30th West to East End 2 2,480 0.47 48 0 0.00 0.84

Avenue G-12 7th Street West to Sierra Highway 3 1,060 0.20 1,000 0 0.00 1.96

Avenue H 35th West to 30th West 4 2,699 0.51 1,980 0 0.00 1.15
30th West to SR-14 5 4,018 0.76 3,750 1 0.48 1.15
SR-14 to 10th West 6 6,640 1.26 10,525 2 0.21 1.15
10th West to Division 7 5,059 0.96 8,900 3 0.48 1.15

Avenue H-2 25th West to 23rd West 8 995 0.19 6,100 1 1.19 1.96

Avenue H-8 Division to 5th East 9 2,714 0.51 5,800 0 0.00 0.84
15th East to 20th East 10 2,645 0.50 1,000 0 0.00 0.84

Avenue I 35th West to 30th West 11 2,706 0.51 10,100 1 0.26 1.15
30th West to 27th West 12 1,460 0.28 12,425 2 0.80 1.15
27th West to Valley Central 13 1,224 0.23 13,810 0 0.00 1.15
Valley Central to 20th West 14 2,704 0.51 25,400 9 0.95 1.15
20th West to 15th West 15 2,692 0.51 21,700 7 0.87 1.15
15th West to 10th West 16 2,693 0.51 20,925 14 1.80 1.15
10th West to Sierra Highway 17 3,107 0.59 22,550 11 1.14 1.15
Sierra Highway to Division 18 2,241 0.42 21,474 6 0.90 1.15
Division to 5th East 19 2,725 0.52 19,100 9 1.25 1.15
5th East to Challenger 20 2,670 0.51 15,900 3 0.51 1.15
Challenger to 15th East 21 2,661 0.50 16,600 13 2.13 1.15
15th East to 20th East 22 2,631 0.50 12,700 1 0.22 1.15
20th East to 30th East 23 5,326 1.01 10,175 6 0.80 1.15
30th East to 40th East 24 5,366 1.02 4,025 2 0.67 1.15

Lancaster Boulevard 35th West to 30th West 25 2780 0.53 4,800 1 0.54 1.96
30th West to 25th West 26 2769 0.52 9,621 0 0.00 0.84
25th West to 20th West 27 2638 0.50 15,000 0 0.00 0.84
20th West to 15th West 28 2680 0.51 19,700 11 1.51 0.84
15th West to Loneoak 29 1204 0.23 17,300 0 0.00 1.32
Loneoak to 10th West 30 1493 0.28 17,300 0 0.00 0.84
Yucca to Division 31 1985 0.38 2,500 0 0.00 1.32
Division to 5th East 32 2,682 0.51 8,100 6 2.00 0.84
5th East to Challenger 33 2,684 0.51 8,900 1 0.30 0.84
Challenger to 15th East 34 2,618 0.50 7,550 2 0.73 0.84
15th East to 20th East 35 2,680 0.51 7,200 0 0.00 0.84
20th East to 30th East 36 5,310 1.01 5,025 0 0.00 0.84
30th East to 40th East 37 5,332 1.01 725 0 0.00 0.84

Milling Avenue Yucca to Division 38 1,319 0.25 5,575 0 0.00 0.84

Table 1:  2017 Lancaster Speed Zone Survey - Accident Rate Analysis
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Street Location ID Distance Distance 2014 Accidents2 Accident Expected
(feet) (miles) ADT 2 yr Total Rate Acc. Rate3

Table 1:  2017 Lancaster Speed Zone Survey - Accident Rate Analysis

Avenue J 65th West to 60th West 39 2,615 0.50 2,000 1 1.38 1.15
60th West to 50th West 40 5,288 1.00 6,900 1 0.20 1.15
50th West to 40th West 41 5,270 1.00 11,200 3 0.37 1.15
40th West to 30th West 42 5,319 1.01 15,325 2 0.18 1.15
30th West to 25th West 43 2,746 0.52 20,550 2 0.26 1.15
25th West to 20th West 44 2,724 0.52 27,250 18 1.75 1.15
20th West to 15th West 45 2,675 0.51 26,900 10 1.01 1.15
15th West to 10th West 46 2,654 0.50 23,600 26 3.00 1.15
10th West to Sierra Highway 47 3,773 0.71 26,700 13 0.93 1.15
Sierra Highway to Division 48 1,546 0.29 28,575 12 1.96 1.15
Division to 5th East 49 2,759 0.52 22,250 9 1.06 1.15
5th East to Challenger 50 2,652 0.50 18,100 8 1.21 1.15
Challenger to 15th East 51 2,684 0.51 23,200 4 0.46 1.15
15th East to 20th East 52 2,661 0.50 15,800 0 0.00 1.15
20th East to 30th East 53 5,305 1.00 7,625 3 0.54 1.15
30th East to 40th East 54 5,318 1.01 4,100 2 0.66 1.15

Avenue J-8 65th West to 60th West 55 2,634 0.50 15,800 0 0.00 1.15
60th West to 57th West 56 1,740 0.33 7,000 0 0.00 1.32
50th West to 45th West 57 2,630 0.50 2,100 0 0.00 0.84
45th West to 40th West 58 2,642 0.50 4,750 0 0.00 0.84
40th West to 35th West 59 1,396 0.26 5,500 0 0.00 0.84
35th West to 30th West 60 2,664 0.50 5,500 11 5.43 0.84
30th West to 20th West 61 5,415 1.03 14,100 2 0.19 0.84
20th West to 15th West 62 2,645 0.50 11,400 2 0.48 0.84
15th West to 12th West 63 1,345 0.25 6,850 1 0.79 1.32
12th West to 10th West 64 1,318 0.25 6,850 3 2.40 1.32
Rodin to Challenger 65 1,767 0.33 1,800 0 0.00 0.84
Challenger Way to 15th East 66 2,663 0.50 6,400 1 0.42 0.84
15th East to 20th East 67 2,675 0.51 3,200 1 0.84 0.84
20th East to 25th East 68 2,655 0.50 1,150 1 2.37 0.84
27th East to 30th East 69 1,325 0.25 750 0 0.00 1.32
30th East to 35th East 70 2,642 0.50 688 3 11.94 1.32
35th East to 40th East 71 2,737 0.52 688 0 0.00 1.32

Avenue K 70th West to 60th West 72 5269 1.00 2,750 1 0.50 1.15
60th West to 50th West 73 5,295 1.00 6,900 1 0.20 1.15
50th West to 45th West 74 2,594 0.49 8,250 3 1.01 1.15
45th West to 40th West 75 2,677 0.51 10,800 0 0.00 1.15
40th West to Yew 76 2,507 0.47 14,050 1 0.21 1.15
Yew to 32nd West 77 1,400 0.27 14,525 0 0.00 1.15
32nd West to 30th West 78 1,290 0.24 14,525 5 1.93 1.15
30th West to 25th West 79 2,690 0.51 23,050 5 0.58 1.15
25th West to 20th West 80 2,686 0.51 26,550 6 0.61 1.15
20th West to 17th West 81 1,344 0.25 29,800 7 1.26 1.15
17th West to 15th West 82 1,717 0.33 38,000 7 0.78 1.73
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Street Location ID Distance Distance 2014 Accidents2 Accident Expected
(feet) (miles) ADT 2 yr Total Rate Acc. Rate3

Table 1:  2017 Lancaster Speed Zone Survey - Accident Rate Analysis

Avenue K (cont.) 15th West to 10th West 83 2,313 0.44 28,100 15 1.67 1.73
10th West to Gadsden 84 1,305 0.25 25,050 7 1.55 1.73
Gadsden to Sierra Highway 85 3,182 0.60 25,050 16 1.45 1.15
Sierra Highway to Division 86 813 0.15 28,450 3 0.94 1.15
Division to 5th East 87 2,667 0.51 22,750 8 0.95 1.15
5th East to Challenger 88 2,687 0.51 20,125 8 1.07 1.15
Challenger to 15th East 89 2,671 0.51 21,850 5 0.62 1.15
15th East to 20th East 90 2,670 0.51 19,125 3 0.42 1.15
20th East to 30th East 91 5,342 1.01 13,275 2 0.20 1.15
30th East to 35th East 92 2,711 0.51 7,775 0 0.00 1.15
35th East to 40th East 93 2,670 0.51 5,500 0 0.00 1.15

Commerce Center Drive 12th West to 10th West 94 1,347 0.26 1,000 1 5.37 1.32

Avenue K-4 10th West to Gadsden 95 1,334 0.25 1,000 3 16.27 1.32
Division to 5th East 96 2,675 0.51 1,000 3 8.11 1.96

Avenue K-6 Divison to 5th East 97 2,675 0.51 1,000 2 5.41 1.96

Avenue K-8 62nd West to 60th West 98 1138 0.22 1,400 1 4.54 0.84
35th West to 30th West 99 2634 0.50 4,750 0 0.00 0.84
30th West to 20th West 100 5,389 1.02 8,700 2 0.31 0.84
20th West to 15th West 101 2,673 0.51 10,150 1 0.27 0.84
15th West to 10th West 102 2,683 0.51 8,950 1 0.30 0.84
Divison to 5th East 103 2605 0.49 2,509 0 0.00 0.84
5th East to Challenger 104 2680 0.51 1,435 0 0.00 0.84
30th East to 35th East 105 2,714 0.51 2,509 1 1.06 0.84

Avenue L 70th West to 60th West 106 5,287 1.00 3,350 3 1.23 1.15
60th West to 55th West 107 2,612 0.49 7,900 0 0.00 1.15
40th West to 30th West 108 5,380 1.02 23,000 4 0.23 1.15
30th West to 20th West 109 5,353 1.01 27,700 7 0.34 1.15
20th West to 15th West 110 2,687 0.51 26,450 4 0.41 1.15
15th West to 10th West 111 2,687 0.51 34,700 11 0.85 1.15
10th West to Sierra Highway 112 5,213 0.99 28,500 15 0.73 1.15
Sierra Highway to Challenger 113 5,472 1.04 10,750 3 0.37 1.15
30th East to 35th East 114 2,650 0.50 701 0 0.00 1.15

Avenue L-8 75th West to 70th West 115 2,528 0.48 2,300 0 0.00 0.84
67th West to 60th West 116 3,922 0.74 4,249 0 0.00 0.84
60th West to 55th West 117 2,648 0.50 2,900 0 0.00 0.84
40th West to 35th West 118 2,708 0.51 3,900 1 0.68 1.96
35th West to 30th West 119 2,739 0.52 3,300 2 1.60 1.96
30th West to 26th West 120 1,976 0.37 1,000 0 0.00 1.96
10th West to 6th West 121 1,952 0.37 2,207 0 0.00 0.84
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Street Location ID Distance Distance 2014 Accidents2 Accident Expected
(feet) (miles) ADT 2 yr Total Rate Acc. Rate3

Table 1:  2017 Lancaster Speed Zone Survey - Accident Rate Analysis

Avenue M 40th West to 35th West 122 2770 0.52 10,100 0 0.00 1.15
35th West to 30th West 123 2787 0.53 10,700 2 0.49 1.15
30th West to 20th West 124 5258 1.00 12,400 4 0.44 1.15
20th West to 15th West 125 2695 0.51 13,350 0 0.00 1.15
15th West to 10th West 126 2,691 0.51 20,800 0 0.00 1.15
10th West to Sierra Highway 127 5,838 1.11 20,950 9 0.53 1.15
Sierra Highway to Challenger 128 4,796 0.91 18,050 9 0.75 1.15

Avenue M-8 45th West to 40th West 129 2,614 0.50 1,450 0 0.00 0.84
40th West to 35th West 130 2,667 0.51 1,000 0 0.00 0.84

70th Street West Avenue L to Avenue M 131 5,304 1.00 4,500 0 0.00 1.15

65th Street West Avenue J to Avenue J-8 132 2,653 0.50 750 0 0.00 0.84
Avenue J-8 to Avenue J-12 133 1,322 0.25 185 0 0.00 0.84
Avenue L to Avenue L-8 134 2,605 0.49 849 0 0.00 0.84

60th Street West Avenue I to Avenue J 135 5,332 1.01 5,450 2 0.50 1.15
Avenue J to Avenue K 136 5,288 1.00 8,850 2 0.31 1.15
Avenue K to Avenue K-8 137 2,671 0.46 11,500 0 0.00 1.15
Avenue K-8 to Avenue L 138 2,671 0.51 11,500 2 0.47 1.15
Avenue L to Avenue L-8 139 2,646 0.50 10,950 5 1.25 1.15
Avenue L-8 to Avenue M 140 2,660 0.50 9,050 0 0.00 1.15

50th Street West Avenue I to Avenue J 141 5,333 1.01 2,025 1 0.67 1.15
Avenue J to Avenue K 142 5,291 1.00 4,050 1 0.34 1.15

45th Street West Avenue J to Avenue J-8 143 2,622 0.50 2,500 0 0.00 0.84
Avenue J-8 to Avenue K 144 2,646 0.50 3,100 0 0.00 0.84

40th Street West Avenue J to Avenue K 145 5,373 1.02 6,550 0 0.00 1.15
Avenue K to Avenue L 146 5,323 1.01 8,050 3 0.51 1.15
Avenue M-8 to Avenue N 147 2,643 0.50 1,100 0 0.00 1.15

35th Street West Avenue H to North End1 148 380 0.07 500 0 0.00 1.96
Lancaster to North End1 149 1328 0.25 300 0 0.00 1.96
Lancaster to Avenue J 150 2,671 0.51 1,800 1 1.50 1.32
Avenue J to Avenue J-8 151 2,500 0.47 2,050 0 0.00 0.84
Avenue J-8 to Avenue J-12 152 1,296 0.25 285 0 0.00 1.32
Avenue K-8 to Avenue L 153 2,560 0.48 2,900 1 0.97 0.84
Avenue L to Avenue L-8 154 2,560 0.48 2,000 0 0.00 0.84
Avenue L-8 to Avenue M 155 2,560 0.48 12,690 0 0.00 0.84

30th Street West Avenue G to Avenue G-8 156 2,668 0.51 900 0 0.00 1.15
Avenue G-8 to Avenue H 157 2,612 0.49 900 0 0.00 1.15
Avenue H to Avenue I 158 5,291 1.00 2,985 0 0.00 1.15
Avenue I to Lancaster 159 2,651 0.50 5,650 1 0.48 1.15
Lancaster to Avenue J 160 2641 0.50 8,425 2 0.65 1.15
Avenue J to Avenue K 161 5,345 1.01 14,700 7 0.64 1.15
Avenue K to Avenue L 162 5,322 1.01 16,000 10 0.85 1.15
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Table 1:  2017 Lancaster Speed Zone Survey - Accident Rate Analysis

30th Street West cont. Avenue L to Avenue L-8 163 2,656 0.50 14,150 3 0.58 1.15
Avenue L-8 to Avenue M 164 2,672 0.51 12,690 4 0.85 1.15
Avenue M to Avenue M-8 165 2,617 0.50 10,500 1 0.26 1.15

27th Street West Avenue I to Lancaster 166 2,793 0.53 950 0 0.00 1.96

25th Street West Avenue H to Avenue H-21 167 650 0.12 400 0 0.00 0.84
Lancaster to Avenue J 168 2,737 0.52 7,300 2 0.72 0.84
Avenue J to Avenue K 169 5,302 1.00 8,150 1 0.17 0.84
Avenue K to Avenue K-8 170 2,676 0.51 4,500 1 0.60 0.84
Avenue K-8 to Avenue L 171 2,665 0.50 3,350 0 0.00 0.84

Valley Central Way Avenue I to Lancaster 172 3,128 0.59 6,150 7 2.63 1.32
Lancaster to Avenue J 173 2,753 0.52 7,550 13 4.52 1.96

23rd Street West Avenue H-2 to Avenue I1 174 3,850 0.73 900 0 0.00 1.96

20th Street West Avenue H to Avenue I 175 5,297 1.00 800 2 3.41 0.84
Avenue I to Lancaster 176 2,679 0.51 9,600 7 1.97 0.84
Lancaster to Avenue J 177 2,665 0.50 19,600 7 0.97 1.15
Avenue J to Avenue J-8 178 2,625 0.50 20,800 24 3.18 1.15
Avenue J-8 to Avenue K 179 2,610 0.49 20,800 6 0.80 1.15
Avenue K to Avenue L 180 5,327 1.01 15,500 4 0.35 1.15
Avenue L to Avenue M 181 5,327 1.01 8,000 4 0.68 0.84

17th Street West Avenue J-12 to Avenue K 182 1,203 0.23 5,350 4 4.50 1.96
Avenue K to Avenue K-8 183 2,674 0.51 1,525 2 3.55 1.96

15th Street West Avenue H to Avenue H-8 184 2,785 0.53 2,400 0 0.00 0.84
Avenue H-8 to Avenue I 185 2,523 0.48 2,400 1 1.19 0.84
Avenue I to Lancaster 186 2,620 0.50 5,350 2 1.03 1.32
Lancaster to Avenue J 187 2,658 0.50 13,450 3 0.61 0.84
Avenue J to Avenue J-8 188 2,586 0.49 14,700 4 0.76 0.84
Avenue J-8 to Avenue K 189 2,759 0.52 19,400 6 0.81 0.84
Avenue K-2 to Avenue K-8 190 1,678 0.32 785 1 5.49 0.84
Avenue K-8 to Avenue L 191 6,679 1.26 7,300 4 0.59 0.84

13th Street West Avenue K to 12th West1 192 1,423 0.27 6,600 1 0.77 1.96

12th Street West Avenue K to Commerce Center1 193 993 0.19 11,832 2 1.23 1.96

10th Street West Avenue H to Avenue H-8 194 2,779 0.53 4,848 2 1.07 1.15
Avenue H-8 to Avenue I 195 2,499 0.47 12,900 7 1.57 1.15
Avenue I to Lancaster 196 2,450 0.46 16,100 8 1.47 1.15
Lancaster to Avenue J 197 2,630 0.50 17,900 6 0.92 1.15
Avenue J to Avenue J-8 198 2,577 0.49 24,625 9 1.03 1.15
Avenue J-8 to Avenue K 199 2,698 0.51 25,700 8 0.83 1.15
Avenue K to Avenue K-8 200 2,642 0.50 26,650 5 0.51 1.15
Avenue K-8 to Avenue L 201 2,668 0.51 20,050 2 0.27 1.15
Avenue L to Avenue M 202 5,315 1.01 20,200 3 0.20 1.15
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Street Location ID Distance Distance 2014 Accidents2 Accident Expected
(feet) (miles) ADT 2 yr Total Rate Acc. Rate3

Table 1:  2017 Lancaster Speed Zone Survey - Accident Rate Analysis

7th Street West Avenue G-12 to Avenue H 203 1,311 0.25 856 0 0.00 1.96

6th Street West Avenue L-8 to Avenue M1 204 2,600 0.49 2,256 1 1.23 1.96

Gadsden Avenue Avenue K to Avenue K-8 205 2,665 0.50 1,190 3 6.84 1.96

Sierra Highway Avenue H to Avenue H-8 206 2,788 0.53 4,400 1 0.59 1.15
Avenue H-8 to Avenue I 207 2,531 0.48 4,400 0 0.00 1.15
Avenue I to Lancaster 208 2,018 0.38 12,400 1 0.29 1.15
Lancaster to Avenue J 209 3,251 0.62 13,125 4 0.68 1.15
Avenue J to Avenue J-8 210 2,639 0.50 18,500 2 0.30 1.15
Avenue J-8 to Avenue K 211 2,677 0.51 18,073 5 0.75 1.15
Avenue K to Avenue L 212 5,332 1.01 20,450 9 0.60 1.15
Avenue L to Avenue M 213 5,410 1.02 10,150 7 0.92 1.15

Yucca Avenue Avenue I to Lancaster 214 1,953 0.37 1,500 2 4.94 1.96
Lancaster to Milling 215 648 0.12 5,200 0 0.00 1.96

Trevor Avenue Avenue H to Avenue I 216 5,085 0.96 3,650 0 0.00 1.96

Division Street Avenue G to Avenue H 217 5,462 1.03 1,700 0 0.00 1.15
Avenue H to Avenue H-8 218 2,646 0.50 3,650 2 1.50 1.15
Avenue H-8 to Avenue I 219 2,639 0.50 3,600 1 0.76 1.15
Avenue I to Lancaster 220 1,766 0.33 3,250 4 5.04 1.15
Milling to Avenue J 221 2,621 0.50 11,425 3 0.72 1.15
Avenue J to Avenue J-8 222 2,691 0.51 13,200 7 1.43 1.15
Avenue J-8 to Avenue K 223 2,547 0.48 13,200 2 0.43 1.15
Avenue K to Avenue K-8 224 2,726 0.52 13,575 1 0.20 1.15

Business Center Parkway Avenue K-8 to Avenue L 225 3,441 0.65 12,850 4 0.65 1.15

3rd Street East Avenue I to Lancaster 226 2,560 0.48 8,700 0 0.00 1.96

4th Street East Avenue L to Avenue M 227 5,152 0.98 6,300 4 0.89 1.15

5th Street East Avenue H-8 to Avenue I 228 2,608 0.49 4,085 8 5.43 0.84
Avenue I to Lancaster 229 2,645 0.50 3,500 7 5.47 0.84
Lancaster to Avenue J 230 2,661 0.50 3,750 15 10.87 0.84
Avenue J to Avenue J-8 231 2,540 0.48 2,600 9 9.86 0.84
Avenue K to Avenue K-8 232 2,635 0.50 3,000 12 10.98 0.84

Challenger Way Avenue H to Avenue I 233 5,345 1.01 4,300 14 4.41 1.15
Avenue I to Lancaster 234 2,674 0.51 8,850 24 7.34 1.15
Lancaster to Avenue J 235 2,687 0.51 13,125 31 6.36 1.15
Avenue J to Avenue J-8 236 2,655 0.50 17,100 30 4.78 1.15
Avenue J-8 to Avenue K 237 2,627 0.50 20,400 38 5.13 1.15
Avenue K-8 to Avenue L 238 2,632 0.50 13,700 16 3.21 1.15
Avenue L to Avenue M 239 5,274 1.00 6,250 16 3.51 1.15
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Street Location ID Distance Distance 2014 Accidents2 Accident Expected
(feet) (miles) ADT 2 yr Total Rate Acc. Rate3

Table 1:  2017 Lancaster Speed Zone Survey - Accident Rate Analysis

15th Street East Avenue H-12 to Avenue I 240 1,303 0.25 830 6 40.13 1.32
Avenue I to Lancaster 241 2,685 0.51 3,750 1 0.72 0.84
Lancaster to Avenue J 242 2,667 0.51 4,900 1 0.55 0.84
Avenue J to Avenue J-8 243 2,513 0.48 5,925 1 0.49 0.84
Avenue J-8 to Avenue K 244 2,630 0.50 4,726 0 0.00 0.84
Avenue K to Avenue K-8 245 2,679 0.51 2,000 1 1.35 0.84

20th Street East Avenue H to Avenue I 246 2,605 0.49 2,047 1 1.36 1.15
Avenue I to Lancaster 247 2,669 0.51 7,350 1 0.37 1.15
Lancaster to Avenue J 248 2,560 0.48 13,475 3 0.63 1.15
Avenue J to Avenue J-8 249 2,560 0.48 13,096 4 0.86 1.15
Avenue J-8 to Avenue K 250 2,560 0.48 6,400 2 0.88 1.15
Avenue K to Avenue L 251 5,285 1.00 7,150 0 0.00 1.15

25th Street East Avenue H-8 to Avenue I 252 2,637 0.50 300 0 0.00 0.84
Avenue I to Lancaster 253 2,656 0.50 2,400 0 0.00 0.84
Lancaster to Avenue J 254 2,618 0.50 1,600 0 0.00 0.84
Avenue J to Avenue J-4 255 1,240 0.23 605 0 0.00 1.32
Avenue J-8 to Avenue K 256 2,630 0.50 1,350 1 2.04 1.32
Avenue K to Avenue K-4 257 1,305 0.25 330 0 0.00 1.32

26th Street East Avenue H-8 to Avenue I1 258 2,630 0.50 900 0 0.00 2.61

30th Street East Avenue I to Lancaster 259 2,646 0.50 2,700 1 1.01 1.15
Lancaster to Avenue J 260 2,550 0.48 5,300 0 0.00 1.15
Avenue J to Avenue J-8 261 2,600 0.49 5,950 1 0.47 1.15
Avenue J-8 to Avenue K 262 2,550 0.48 6,800 1 0.42 1.15
Avenue K to Avenue K-8 263 2,550 0.48 6,315 0 0.00 1.15
Avenue K-8 to Avenue L 264 2,657 0.50 6,315 2 0.86 1.15

35th Street East Avenue H-8 to Avenue I 265 2677 0.51 650 0 0.00 0.84
Avenue J-8 to Avenue K 266 2590 0.49 1,451 1 1.92 0.84
Avenue K to Avenue K-8 267 2642 0.50 700 0 0.00 0.84
Avenue K-8 to Avenue L 268 2613 0.49 600 0 0.00 0.84

40th Street East Lancaster to Avenue J 269 2,590 0.49 3,900 0 0.00 0.84
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Citywide Engineering & Traffic Survey 2016  
 

Example: 
 

Accident rate on: Lancaster Blvd between Challenger and 15th East: 
 

Accident Rate =  2 x 106  
     7,550 x 365 x .5 x 2 
   = 0.73 accidents per million vehicle miles (A/MVM) 
 
The Average Expected Accident Rate for the segment is 0.84. The calculated accident rate of 0.73 is below the 
expected rate for this segment. 
 
3.3 Spot Speed Survey 
 
Spot speed surveys were conducted at each street segment to establish a reasonable and effective speed limit 
based on the premise that the speed limit thus established conforms to the actual behavior of the majority of 
motorists. The speed limit should normally be established near the 85th percentile speed recorded for the 
surveyed segment. However, engineering judgment and other factors such as Street Surveillance (Section 3.1) 
and accident rates (Section 3.2) may indicate the need for further reduction in establishing reasonable and 
effective speed limits. 
 
The criteria used in conducting the radar survey are listed in Appendix A. 
 
Appendix C contains the Engineering and Speed Survey Summary sheets for each of the 269 sections 
surveyed. The information collected and data calculated for the radar speed survey are as follows: 
 

♦ Posted speed limit 
♦ Direction of survey 
♦ Date and time of speed survey 
♦ 50th Percentile speed 
♦ 85th Percentile speed 
♦ 10 mph pace speed 
♦ Percent over pace speed 
♦ Range of speeds 
♦ Number of vehicles observed 
♦ Average speed 
♦ Accident History 
♦ Accident Rate 
♦ Average Daily Traffic 
♦ Road Description 
♦ Pedestrian and bicycle activity 

 
The summary contains information about vehicular speed data observed, accident data, street classification, and 
any unusual conditions at the location. In addition, Table 2 displays the spot speed survey summary for all 
segments considered for this report.  
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Table 2:  2017 Lancaster Segment Spot Speed Survey
Street ID Location Direction Date 10-Mile % in 85th Posted Recommended Comments

Pace 10-Mile % Tile Speed Limit Speed Limit
(mph) Pace (mph) (mph) (mph)

Avenue G 1 50th West to 25th West E/W 3/1/2016 49-58 57.6 58.6 55 55 No change, CVC Sec 21400 (b)

Avenue G-8 2 30th West to East End E/W 8/14/2014 37-46 53.3 46.3 45 45 No change

Avenue G-12 3 7th Street West to Sierra Highway E/W 2/18/2016 34-43 67.0 42.0 40 40 No change

Avenue H 4 35th West to 30th West E/W 3/1/2016 53-62 52.9 63.5 55 55 No change, continuity of speed
5 30th West to SR-14 E/W 8/13/2014 48-57 58.9 59.9 55 55 No change, CVC Sec 21400 (b)
6 SR-14 to 10th West E/W 8/13/2014 51-60 73.0 61.2 55 55 No change, continuity of speed
7 10th West to Division E/W 8/13/2014 46-55 59.2 58.7 55 55 No change, CVC Sec 21400 (b)

Avenue H-2 8 25th West to 23rd West E/W 2/15/2016 30-39 75.0 38.8 40 40 No change, CVC Sec 21400 (b)

Avenue H-8 9 Division to 5th East E/W 2/19/2016 37-46 66.0 45.9 45 45 No change
10 15th East to 20th East E/W 2/18/2016 26-35 68.0 36.7 40 35 Decrease, 85th % speed

Avenue I 11 35th West to 30th West E/W 6/25/2014 56-65 72.2 62.4 55 55 No change, continuity of speed
12 30th West to 27th West E/W 3/2/2016 45-54 55.3 56.6 55 55 No change
13 27th West to Valley Central E/W 3/2/2016 45-54 65.0 56.2 45 55 Increase, 85th % speed
14 Valley Central to 20th West E/W 6/24/2014 37-46 63.5 45.6 45 45 No change
15 20th West to 15th West E/W 6/24/2014 41-50 82.4 49.9 45 45 No change, CVC Sec 21400 (b)
16 15th West to 10th West E/W 6/24/2014 39-48 90.8 46.1 40 40 No change, high accident rate, driveways
17 10th West to Sierra Highway E/W 3/2/2016 38-47 69.4 46.2 40 40 No change, continuity of speed, driveways
18 Sierra Highway to Division E/W 6/24/2014 39-48 85.4 45.9 45 40 Decrease, driveways
19 Division to 5th East E/W 6/24/2014 39-48 87.0 46.7 50 40 Decrease, high accident rate, pedestrians, school
20 5th East to Challenger E/W 6/24/2014 45-54 74.5 53.1 50 50 No change, CVC Sec 21400 (b)
21 Challenger to 15th East E/W 6/24/2014 48-57 77.1 55.9 55 50 Decrease, high accident rate
22 15th East to 20th East E/W 6/24/2014 48-57 73.4 56.4 55 50 Decrease, pedestrians
23 20th East to 30th East E/W 3/2/2016 47-56 61.3 55.6 55 50 Decrease, pedestrians, no sidewalk
24 30th East to 40th East E/W 3/2/2016 48-57 55.4 59.6 55 55 No change, CVC Sec 21400 (b), pedestrians

Lancaster Boulevard 25 35th West to 30th West E/W 2/18/2016 37-46 76.0 45.1 40 40 No change, pedestrians, school
26 30th West to 25th West E/W 3/9/2017 44-53 73.3 52.2 50 50 No change
27 25th West to 20th West E/W 3/9/2017 37-46 81.8 45.5 45 45 No change
28 20th West to 15th West E/W 2/18/2016 38-47 78.0 46.9 45 40 Decrease, high accident rate
29 15th West to Loneoak E/W 3/9/2017 37-46 75.8 45.8 45 40 Decrease, residential, multiple driveways, school 
30 Loneoak to 10th West E/W 3/9/2017 34-43 78.0 41.4 40 40 No change
31 Yucca to Division E/W 2/19/2016 23-32 81.0 30.9 30 30 No change
32 Division to 5th East E/W 2/19/2016 35-44 6.0 44.8 45 40 Decrease, high accident rate
33 5th East to Challenger E/W 2/19/2016 39-48 72.0 49.9 45 45 No change, continuity of speed
34 Challenger to 15th East E/W 6/25/2014 42-51 72.7 49.9 45 45 No change, residential density
35 15th East to 20th East E/W 6/25/2014 40-49 70.7 49.4 45 45 No change, continuity of speed
36 20th East to 30th East E/W 6/25/2014 43-52 69.4 52.0 50 45 Decrease, pedestrians
37 30th East to 40th East E/W 6/25/2014 35-44 75.0 43.8 50 45 Decrease, 85th % speed, school, roadway condition
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Table 2:  2017 Lancaster Segment Spot Speed Survey
Street ID Location Direction Date 10-Mile % in 85th Posted Recommended Comments

Pace 10-Mile % Tile Speed Limit Speed Limit
(mph) Pace (mph) (mph) (mph)

Milling Avenue 38 Yucca to Division E/W 6/25/2014 35-44 72.1 43.7 45 40 Decrease, CVC Sec 21400 (b)

Avenue J 39 65th West to 60th West E/W 6/25/2014 47-56 60.6 59.1 55 55 No change, high accident rate, CVC Sec 21400 (b)
40 60th West to 50th West E/W  02/25/2016 54-63 64.7 63.0 55 55 No change, continuity of speed
41 50th West to 40th West E/W 2/25/2016 45-54 73.5 52.9 55 50 Decrease, CVC Sec 21400 (b)
42 40th West to 30th West E/W 6/24/2014 45-54 86.6 52.9 50 50 No change, CVC Sec 21400 (b)
43 30th West to 25th West E/W 6/24/2014 40-49 74.6 50.9 50 45 Decrease, pedestrians, school
44 25th West to 20th West E/W 6/24/2014 35-44 82.4 42.9 45 40 Decrease, high accident rate 
45 20th West to 15th West E/W 6/24/2014 38-47 76.7 47.1 45 40 Decrease, continuity of speed
46 15th West to 10th West E/W 6/24/2014 37-46 86.6 44.4 40 40 No change, high accident rate
47 10th West to Sierra Highway E/W 6/24/2014 38-47 79.8 46.4 40 40 No change, continuity of speed, pedestrians
48 Sierra Highway to Division E/W 6/24/2014 31-40 81.8 38.6 40 40 No change, high accident rate, pedestrians
49 Division to 5th East E/W 6/24/2014 42-51 80.6 50.4 45 45 No change, pedestrians, school, residential
50 5th East to Challenger E/W 6/23/2014 40-49 69.8 51.9 50 45 Decrease, high accident rate, pedestrians, residential
51 Challenger to 15th East E/W 2/19/2016 42-51 72.5 50.3 50 45 Decrease, continuity of speed
52 15th East to 20th East E/W 2/19/2016 41-50 73.7 48.8 50 45 Decrease, CVC Sec 21400 (b)
53 20th East to 30th East E/W 3/9/2016 43-52 68.4 53.4 50 50 No change, pedestrians, CVC Sec 21400 (b)
54 30th East to 40th East E/W 6/23/2014 49-58 64.5 59.7 50 55 Increase, CVC Sec 21400 (b)

Avenue J-8 55 65th West to 60th West E/W 2/17/2016 34-43 62.0 44.7 30 40 Increase, CVC Sec 21400 (b), pedestrians
56 60th West to 57th West E/W 2/17/2016 27-36 50.0 42.9 35 40 Increase
57 50th West to 45th West E/W 2/17/2016 39-48 64.0 51.3 45 50 Increase
58 45th West to 40th West E/W 2/17/2016 41-50 69.0 50.5 50 50 No change
59 40th West to 35th West E/W 2/17/2016 37-46 77.0 46.0 45 45 No change
60 35th West to 30th West E/W 2/17/2016 36-45 86.0 43.9 45 45 No change, CVC Sec 21400 (b)
61 30th West to 20th West E/W 2/26/2016 40-49 68.6 50.2 45 45 No change, continuity of speed
62 20th West to 15th West E/W 6/25/2014 37-46 82.7 46.6 45 45 No change, high accident rate 
63 15th West to 12th West E/W 6/25/2014 31-40 83.4 39.1 35 35 No change, residential
64 12th West to 10th West E/W 6/25/2014 28-37 87.7 35.8 30 30 No change, high accident rate, residential
65 Rodin to Challenger E/W 6/25/2014 34-43 73.3 43.4 40 45 Increase, 85th % speed, low accident rate
66 Challenger Way to 15th East E/W 3/11/2016 37-46 71.7 47.4 45 45 No change
67 15th East to 20th East E/W 2/26/2016 40-49 68.6 50.2 45 45 No change, continuity of speed
68 20th East to 25th East E/W 6/23/2014 35-44 78.7 44.5 45 40 Decrease, CVC Sec 21400 (b)
69 27th East to 30th East E/W 6/23/2014 34-43 100.0 40.3 35 40 Increase, 85th % speed
70 30th East to 35th East E/W 6/23/2014 35-44 71.4 45.4 35 40 Increase, high accident rate, pedestrians, school
71 35th East to 40th East E/W 6/23/2014 33-42 63.6 45.5 35 40 Increase, pedestrians, school

Avenue K 72 70th West to 60th West E/W 3/9/2016 51-60 63.6 61.9 55 55 No change, continuity of speed
73 60th West to 50th West E/W 3/9/2016 49-58 69.2 58.3 55 55 No change, CVC Sec 21400 (b)
74 50th West to 45th West E/W 2/25/2016 43-52 75.7 51.9 45 45 No change, pedestrians, no sidewalk
75 45th West to 40th West E/W 6/19/2014 44-53 73.8 54.6 45 50 Increase, CVC Sec 21400 (b), school, no sidewalks
76 40th West to Yew E/W 6/19/2014 48-57 79.7 56.0 50 50 No change, continuity of speed
77 Yew to 32nd West E/W 6/19/2014 43-52 84.5 50.3 50 50 No change
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Table 2:  2017 Lancaster Segment Spot Speed Survey
Street ID Location Direction Date 10-Mile % in 85th Posted Recommended Comments

Pace 10-Mile % Tile Speed Limit Speed Limit
(mph) Pace (mph) (mph) (mph)

Avenue K (cont.) 78 32nd West to 30th West E/W 6/19/2014 39-48 77.0 47.7 50 45 Decrease, CVC Sec 21400 (b)
79 30th West to 25th West E/W 6/18/2014 44-53 71.1 53.4 50 50 No change, residential, multiple driveways, no sidewalks
80 25th West to 20th West E/W 6/18/2014 49-58 70.3 56.9 50 50 No change, continuity of speed, school
81 20th West to 17th West E/W 6/19/2014 34-43 86.0 42.2 40 40 No change
82 17th West to 15th West E/W 6/20/2014 32-41 77.7 42.4 35 40 Increase, 85th % speed
83 15th West to 10th West E/W 6/20/2014 26-35 73.2 37.8 35 35 No change, high accident rate
84 10th West to Gadsden E/W 6/20/2014 35-44 72.7 46.0 40 40 No change, high accident rate
85 Gadsden to Sierra Highway E/W 6/25/2014 41-50 76.2 49.9 45 45 No change, high accident rate
86 Sierra Highway to Division E/W 6/25/2014 27-36 74.2 36.2 45 45 No change, continuity of speed
87 Division to 5th East E/W 6/25/2014 42-51 72.7 52.4 50 50 No change
88 5th East to Challenger E/W 6/25/2014 44-53 76.2 52.8 50 50 No change, continuity of speed
89 Challenger to 15th East E/W 3/10/2016 43-52 75.7 51.7 50 50 No change, 85th % speed
90 15th East to 20th East E/W 6/17/2014 47-56 78.5 56.1 50 50 No change, continuity of speed, residential 
91 20th East to 30th East E/W 3/10/2016 46-55 67.7 56.9 50 50 No change, continuity of speed, residential, no sidewalk
92 30th East to 35th East E/W 3/3/2016 44-53 75.2 53.9 50 50 No change, CVC Sec 21400 (b)
93 35th East to 40th East E/W 3/3/2016 45-54 73.9 54.5 55 50 Decrease, CVC Sec 21400 (b)

Commerce Center Drive 94 12th West to 10th West E/W 2/19/2016 26-35 74.0 34.9 30 30 No change, continuity of speed, high accident rate

Avenue K-4 95 10th West to Gadsden E/W 2/23/2016 30-39 66.0 40.2 30 35 Increase, 85th % speed, high accident rate
96 Division to 5th East E/W 2/23/2016 27-36 72.0 35.4 35 30 Decrease, high accident rate

Avenue K-6 97 Divison to 5th East E/W 2/23/2016 25-34 73.0 34.7 35 30 Decrease, high accident rate

Avenue K-8 98 62nd West to 60th West E/W 6/20/2014 36-45 73.9 44.4 40 40 No change, high accident rate
99 35th West to 30th West E/W 6/19/2014 39-48 84.3 47.8 45 45 No change, continuity of speed

100 30th West to 20th West E/W 6/19/2014 39-48 82.0 47.3 45 45 No change
101 20th West to 15th West E/W 6/19/2014 42-51 78.9 50.7 45 45 No change, residential, no sidewalks
102 15th West to 10th West E/W 3/4/2016 40-49 81.4 48.0 45 45 No change, continuity of speed
103 Divison to 5th East E/W 3/9/2017 33-42 69.0 43.8 45 45 No change
104 5th East to Challenger E/W 3/9/2017 36-45 63.3 44.3 40 40 No change
105 30th East to 35th East E/W 6/17/2014 39-48 63.8 52.0 45 45 No change, high accident rate

Avenue L 106 70th West to 60th West E/W 6/18/2014 45-54 74.8 54.3 45 50 Increase, CVC Sec 21400 (b), accidents, no sidewalks, school
107 60th West to 55th West E/W 6/18/2014 45-54 70.9 54.7 45 50 Increase, CVC Sec 21400 (b), no sidewalks, school
108 40th West to 30th West E/W 6/18/2014 48-57 86.8 55.5 50 50 No change, driveways, no sidewalks
109 30th West to 20th West E/W 2/24/2016 46-55 71.8 54.4 50 50 No change, CVC Sec 21400 (b), driveways, no sidewalks
110 20th West to 15th West E/W 2/23/2016 47-56 70.8 55.2 50 50 No change, continuity of speed, no sidewalks, driveways
111 15th West to 10th West E/W 3/3/2016 44-53 73.6 52.3 50 50 No change, 85th % speed
112 10th West to Sierra Highway E/W 2/23/2016 45-54 69.9 54.5 55 55 No change
113 Sierra Highway to Challenger E/W 2/23/2016 48-57 59.4 58.0 55 55 No change, CVC Sec 21400 (b)
114 30th East to 35th East E/W 6/17/2014 46-55 71.4 56.8 NP 55 Establish, 85th % speed
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Table 2:  2017 Lancaster Segment Spot Speed Survey
Street ID Location Direction Date 10-Mile % in 85th Posted Recommended Comments

Pace 10-Mile % Tile Speed Limit Speed Limit
(mph) Pace (mph) (mph) (mph)

Avenue L-8 115 75th West to 70th West E/W 6/20/2014 35-44 66.1 47.2 35 45 Increase, 85th % speed
116 67th West to 60th West E/W 6/18/2014 42-51 61.5 54.4 35 50 Increase, CVC Sec 21400 (b)
117 60th West to 55th West E/W 6/18/2014 34-43 73.3 42.1 40 40 No change
118 40th West to 35th West E/W 2/16/2016 44-53 60.0 54.1 40 50 Increase, CVC Sec 21400 (b)
119 35th West to 30th West E/W 2/18/2016 38-47 55.0 49.6 35 45 Increase, CVC Sec 21400 (b), school, no sidewalks, driveways
120 30th West to 26th West E/W 2/16/2016 31-40 77.0 38.6 45 35 Decrease, CVC Sec 21400 (b)
121 10th West to 6th West E/W 6/25/2014 36-45 60.6 46.1 40 40 No change, driveways, commercial

Avenue M 122 40th West to 35th West E/W 6/16/2014 45-54 76.7 55.2 50 55 Increase, 85th % speed
123 35th West to 30th West E/W 6/16/2014 47-56 76.3 57.1 55 55 No change
124 30th West to 20th West E/W 6/16/2014 50-59 84.2 58.2 NP 55 Establish, 85th % speed, low accident rate, continuity of speed
125 20th West to 15th West E/W 3/8/2016 47-56 70.2 57.4 55 55 No change, 85th % speed, low accident rate
126 15th West to 10th West E/W 2/23/2016 45-54 61.7 56.7 50 55 Increase, 85th % speed
127 10th West to Sierra Hwy E/W 6/16/2014 47-56 81.1 54.5 55 55 No change, 85th % speed
128 Sierra Highway to Challenger E/W 6/16/2014 50-59 68.3 60.3 60 60 No change

Avenue M-8 129 45th West to 40th West E/W 6/25/2014 43-52 63.8 51.3 45 50 Increase, 85th % speed
130 40th West to 35th West E/W 6/25/2014 45-54 76.7 51.9 50 50 No change

70th Street West 131 Avenue L to Avenue M N/S 6/25/2014 50-59 84.2 57.1 55 55 No change

65th Street West 132 Avenue J to Avenue J-8 N/S 8/14/2014 43-52 50.0 54.6 55 55 No change
133 Avenue J-8 to Avenue J-12 N/S 8/14/2014 38-47 66.7 46.2 NP 45 Establish, 85th % speed
134 Avenue L to Avenue L-8 N/S 3/9/2017 39-48 71.0 48.0 50 45 Decrease, CVC Sec 21400 (b)

60th Street West 135 Avenue I to Avenue J N/S 2/25/2016 51-60 73.3 59.2 55 55 No change, 85th % speed, continuity of speed
136 Avenue J to Avenue K N/S 3/9/2016 47-56 65.8 57.4 55 55 No change, 85th % speed
137 Avenue K to Avenue K-8 N/S 3/9/2016 46-55 69.0 57.0 55 55 No change, 85th % speed
138 Avenue K-8 to Avenue L N/S 8/14/2014 45-54 79.7 53.4 50 50 No change, pedestrians, no sidewalk
139 Avenue L to Avenue L-8 N/S 8/14/2014 42-51 78.5 50.2 45 45 No change, pedestrians, no sidewalk, high accident rate
140 Avenue L-8 to Avenue M N/S 8/14/2014 43-52 81.5 51.0 45 45 No change, pedestrians, no sidewalk

50th Street West 141 Avenue I to Avenue J N/S 2/25/2016 51-60 51.0 59.8 50 55 Increase, CVC Sec 21400 (b)
142 Avenue J to Avenue K N/S 8/14/2014 49-58 83.8 56.8 50 55 Increase, 85th % speed

45th Street West 143 Avenue J to Avenue J-8 N/S 3/8/2016 39-48 67.0 49.5 45 45 No change, continuity of speed, no sidewalk
144 Avenue J-8 to Avenue K N/S 3/8/2016 36-45 54.2 47.7 45 45 No change, 85th % speed

40th Street West 145 Avenue J to Avenue K N/S 8/7/2014 43-52 70.5 53.0 50 50 No change, CVC Sec 21400 (b)
146 Avenue K to Avenue L N/S 8/7/2014 50-59 61.9 58.6 50 55 Increase, CVC Sec 21400 (b)
147 Avenue M-8 to Avenue N N/S 6/25/2014 42-51 73.8 49.4 45 45 No change, CVC Sec 21400 (b)
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Table 2:  2017 Lancaster Segment Spot Speed Survey
Street ID Location Direction Date 10-Mile % in 85th Posted Recommended Comments

Pace 10-Mile % Tile Speed Limit Speed Limit
(mph) Pace (mph) (mph) (mph)

35th Street West 148 Avenue H to North End N/S 8/6/2014 15-24 73.0 24.3 30 30 No change
149 Lancaster to North End N/S 8/7/2014 26-35 72.7 34.3 35 35 No change
150 Lancaster to Avenue J N/S 3/10/2017 37-46 64.0 45.8 35 40 Increase, high accident rate
151 Avenue J to Avenue J-8 N/S 8/7/2014 35-44 70.0 44.6 40 40 No change, CVC Sec 21400 (b)
152 Avenue J-8 to Avenue J-12 N/S 8/7/2014 32-41 72.5 43.6 35 40 Increase, CVC Sec 21400 (b)
153 Avenue K-8 to Avenue L N/S 8/7/2014 40-49 61.9 49.5 45 45 No change, CVC Sec 21400 (b)
154 Avenue L to Avenue L-8 N/S 8/7/2014 36-45 78.3 45.2 45 40 Decrease, pedestrians, school, no sidewalks
155 Avenue L-8 to Avenue M N/S 8/7/2014 45-54 80.4 51.0 50 45 Decrease, pedestrians, school, no sidewalks

30th Street West 156 Avenue G to Avenue G-8 N/S 3/1/2016 49-58 64.3 58.7 55 55 No change, CVC Sec 21400 (b)
157 Avenue G-8 to Avenue H N/S 3/8/2016 51-60 62.3 59.6 55 55 No change, CVC Sec 21400 (b)
158 Avenue H to Avenue I N/S 8/4/2014 54-63 69.2 62.4 55 55 No change, 85th % speed, continuity
159 Avenue I to Lancaster N/S 8/4/2014 45-54 81.4 54.1 50 50 No change, CVC Sec 21400 (b)
160 Lancaster to Avenue J N/S 8/4/2014 43-52 80.5 51.8 50 50 No change
161 Avenue J to Avenue K N/S 8/4/2014 43-52 85.0 50.9 50 50 No change
162 Avenue K to Avenue L N/S 8/4/2014 45-54 72.8 57.0 50 50 No change, continuity
163 Avenue L to Avenue L-8 N/S 8/4/2014 42-51 83.7 51.5 50 45 Decrease, residential, multiple driveways
164 Avenue L-8 to Avenue M N/S 8/4/2014 45-54 76.3 54.2 45 50 Increase, 85th % speed
165 Avenue M to Avenue M-8 N/S 8/4/2014 47-56 80.5 55.4 55 50 Decrease, residential, multiple driveways

27th Street West 166 Avenue I to Lancaster N/S 8/6/2014 37-46 72.9 45.8 40 45 Increase, 85th % speed

25th Street West 167 Avenue H to Avenue H-2 N/S 8/14/2014 34-43 71.1 39.9 40 40 No change
168 Lancaster to Avenue J N/S 8/4/2014 35-44 73.8 44.1 45 40 Decrease, CVC Sec 21400 (b)
169 Avenue J to Avenue K N/S 8/4/2014 42-51 69.5 49.8 45 45 No change, CVC Sec 21400 (b)
170 Avenue K to Avenue K-8 N/S 8/4/2014 38-47 71.4 46.9 45 45 No change, residential, multiple driveways
171 Avenue K-8 to Avenue L N/S 8/4/2014 41-50 70.6 49.2 45 45 No change, CVC Sec 21400 (b)

Valley Central Way 172 Avenue I to Lancaster N/S 8/6/2014 33-42 70.0 42.4 35 35 No change, high accident rate
173 Lancaster to Avenue J N/S 8/6/2014 28-37 85.1 35.6 30 30 No change, high accident rate

23rd Street West 174 Avenue H-2 to Avenue I N/S 8/14/2014 36-45 67.0 46.3 45 45 No change

20th Street West 175 Avenue H to Avenue I N/S 2/18/2016 43-52 62.0 53.0 50 50 No change, high accident rate
176 Avenue I to Lancaster N/S 2/16/2016 41-50 69.0 51.7 45 45 No change, continuity of speed, high accident rate
177 Lancaster to Avenue J N/S 2/16/2016 38-47 69.0 49.6 45 45 No change, CVC Sec 21400 (b)
178 Avenue J to Avenue J-8 N/S 2/16/2016 33-42 76.0 42.3 45 40 Decrease, 85th % speed, high accident rate
179 Avenue J-8 to Avenue K N/S 2/16/2016 38-47 71.0 46.7 45 45 No change
180 Avenue K to Avenue L N/S 2/16/2016 40-49 67.0 52.6 50 50 No change
181 Avenue L to Avenue M N/S 2/16/2016 48-57 72.0 55.9 50 50 No change, continuity

17th Street West 182 Avenue J-12 to Avenue K N/S 8/5/2014 31-40 73.8 39.7 30 35 Increase, 85th % speed, high accident rate
183 Avenue K to Avenue K-8 N/S 8/5/2014 29-38 60.7 44.2 35 40 Increase, CVC Sec 21400 (b), accidents, residential, driveways
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Table 2:  2017 Lancaster Segment Spot Speed Survey
Street ID Location Direction Date 10-Mile % in 85th Posted Recommended Comments

Pace 10-Mile % Tile Speed Limit Speed Limit
(mph) Pace (mph) (mph) (mph)

15th Street West 184 Avenue H to Avenue H-8 N/S 8/6/2014 40-49 72.0 50.5 45 45 No change, continuity of speed, residential
185 Avenue H-8 to Avenue I N/S 8/6/2014 38-47 70.2 49.2 45 45 No change, CVC Sec 21400 (b)
186 Avenue I to Lancaster N/S 8/6/2014 30-39 91.0 36.3 35 35 No change
187 Lancaster to Avenue J N/S 8/5/2014 38-47 78.1 46.4 45 40 Decrease, residential, senior center, multiple driveways
188 Avenue J to Avenue J-8 N/S 8/5/2014 37-46 71.2 47.4 45 40 Decrease, continuity of speed, hospital, no sidewalk
189 Avenue J-8 to Avenue K N/S 8/5/2014 35-44 80.0 42.2 40 40 No change
190 Avenue K-2 to Avenue K-8 N/S 8/5/2014 39-48 71.8 48.2 45 45 No change, high accident rate
191 Avenue K-8 to Avenue L N/S 8/11/2014 37-46 77.5 44.5 45 45 No change

13th Street West 192 Avenue K to 12th West N/S 8/11/2014 22-31 70.9 34.1 30 30 No change, continuity of speed

12th Street West 193 Avenue K to Commerce Center N/S 8/11/2014 21-30 80.0 29.8 30 30 No change

10th Street West 194 Avenue H to Avenue H-8 N/S 8/6/2014 45-54 70.2 54.6 50 50 No change, high accident rate, CVC Sec 21400 (b)
195 Avenue H-8 to Avenue I N/S 8/6/2014 39-48 73..8 49.9 45 45 No change, high accident rate, CVC Sec 21400 (b)
196 Avenue I to Lancaster N/S 8/6/2014 36-45 87.6 44.2 40 40 No change, high accident rate, CVC Sec 21400 (b)
197 Lancaster to Avenue J N/S 8/5/2014 34-43 80.0 41.7 40 40 No change
198 Avenue J to Avenue J-8 N/S 8/5/2014 41-50 92.8 46.7 40 40 No change, continuity of speed, multiple driveways
199 Avenue J-8 to Avenue K N/S 8/5/2014 40-49 75.0 49.8 45 45 No change, CVC Sec 21400 (b)
200 Avenue K to Avenue K-8 N/S 8/5/2014 42-51 69.3 51.0 50 50 No change
201 Avenue K-8 to Avenue L N/S 8/5/2014 46-55 87.7 52.3 50 50 No change
202 Avenue L to Avenue M N/S 8/5/2014 42-51 75.3 50.7 50 50 No change

7th Street West 203 Avenue G-12 to Avenue H N/S 8/13/2014 38-47 71.0 44.9 40 40 No change, CVC Sec 21400 (b)

6th Street West 204 Avenue L-8 to Avenue M N/S 6/25/2014 36-45 70.0 44.5 35 40 Increase, CVC Sec 21400 (b)

Gadsden Avenue 205 Avenue K to Avenue K-8 N/S 8/11/2014 28-37 72.9 39.3 35 35 No change, high accident rate, CVC Sec 21400 (b)

Sierra Highway 206 Avenue H to Avenue H-8 N/S 8/6/2014 51-60 85.1 59.7 55 55 No change, CVC Sec 21400 (b)
207 Avenue H-8 to Avenue I N/S 8/6/2014 48-57 83.8 55.7 50 50 No change, continuity, mutliple driveways, no sidewalk
208 Avenue I to Lancaster N/S 8/6/2014 42-51 74.3 50.0 50 45 Decrease, pedestrians, driveways
209 Lancaster to Avenue J N/S 8/5/2014 41-50 88.0 47.9 50 45 Decrease, pedestrians, driveways, CVC Sec 21400 (b)
210 Avenue J to Avenue J-8 N/S 8/5/2014 45-54 76.6 55.0 50 50 No change, multiple driveways, no sidewalks
211 Avenue J-8 to Avenue K N/S 8/5/2014 47-56 86.4 54.1 50 50 No change, driveways, no sidewalks, CVC Sec 21400 (b)
212 Avenue K to Avenue L N/S 8/5/2014 49-58 87.2 56.6 55 55 No change
213 Avenue L to Avenue M N/S 8/5/2014 49-58 82.0 56.7 55 55 No change

Yucca Avenue 214 Avenue I to Lancaster N/S 8/11/2014 35-44 62.4 44.0 40 40 No change, high accident rate
215 Lancaster to Milling N/S 8/11/2014 25-34 74.3 35.1 40 40 No change

Trevor Avenue 216 Avenue H to Avenue I N/S 8/11/2014 31-40 62.1 43.7 35 40 Increase, 85th % speed
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Table 2:  2017 Lancaster Segment Spot Speed Survey
Street ID Location Direction Date 10-Mile % in 85th Posted Recommended Comments

Pace 10-Mile % Tile Speed Limit Speed Limit
(mph) Pace (mph) (mph) (mph)

Division Street 217 Avenue G to Avenue H N/S 8/6/2014 46-55 58.4 58.3 NP 55 Establish, 85th % speed
218 Avenue H to Avenue H-8 N/S 8/11/2014 43-52 72.7 52.2 50 50 No change, 85th % speed, high accident rate
219 Avenue H-8 to Avenue I N/S 8/11/2014 40-49 70.9 48.7 45 45 No change, multiple driveways, no sidewalk
220 Avenue I to Lancaster N/S 8/11/2014 38-47 70.5 44.1 45 40 Decrease, high accident rate
221 Milling to Avenue J N/S 8/11/2014 38-47 76.1 47.2 45 45 No change
222 Avenue J to Avenue J-8 N/S 8/11/2014 39-48 78.1 47.8 45 45 No change, high accident rate
223 Avenue J-8 to Avenue K N/S 8/11/2014 40-49 74.1 49.3 50 50 No change
224 Avenue K to Avenue K-8 N/S 8/11/2014 43-52 75.7 50.9 50 50 No change

Business Center Parkway 225 Avenue K-8 to Avenue L N/S 8/11/2014 43-52 75.7 51.2 50 50 No change

3rd Street East 226 Avenue I to Lancaster N/S 8/11/2014 28-37 82.2 37.5 35 35 No change

4th Street East 227 Avenue L to Avenue M N/S 8/11/2014 43-52 70.4 52.3 50 45 Decrease, multiple driveways

5th Street East 228 Avenue H-8 to Avenue I N/S 8/11/2014 37-46 70.1 44.4 40 40 No change, high accident rate
229 Avenue I to Lancaster N/S 8/11/2014 30-39 79.1 39.8 35 35 No change, high accident rate
230 Lancaster to Avenue J N/S 8/12/2014 35-44 70.1 43.1 35 35 No change, high accident rate
231 Avenue J to Avenue J-8 N/S 8/12/2014 35-44 71.8 42.1 35 35 No change, high accident rate
232 Avenue K to Avenue K-8 N/S 8/12/2014 33-42 72.2 43.5 40 40 No change, high accident rate

Challenger Way 233 Avenue H to Avenue I N/S 8/12/2014 51-60 70.4 60.4 55 55 No change, high accident rate
234 Avenue I to Lancaster N/S 8/12/2014 46-55 78.4 53.1 55 50 Decrease, high accident rate
235 Lancaster to Avenue J N/S 8/12/2014 45-54 78.0 52.9 55 50 Decrease, 85th % speed, high accident rate
236 Avenue J to Avenue J-8 N/S 8/12/2014 44-53 80.4 51.0 55 50 Decrease, 85th % speed, high accident rate
237 Avenue J-8 to Avenue K N/S 8/12/2014 42-51 70.9 50.8 50 45 Decrease, high accident rate
238 Avenue K-8 to Avenue L N/S 8/12/2014 42-51 76.7 51.4 50 45 Decrease, high accident rate
239 Avenue L to Avenue M N/S 8/12/2014 51-60 70.1 61.5 55 55 No change, high accident rate

15th Street East 240 Avenue H-12 to Avenue I N/S 8/12/2014 33-42 70.8 40.6 35 35 No change, high accident rate
241 Avenue I to Lancaster N/S 8/12/2014 39-48 66.1 48.2 45 45 No change, CVC Sec 21400 (b)
242 Lancaster to Avenue J N/S 3/10/2016 40-49 81.1 48.9 45 45 No change, CVC Sec 21400 (b)
243 Avenue J to Avenue J-8 N/S 8/12/2014 40-49 89.7 47.9 45 45 No change, CVC Sec 21400 (b)
244 Avenue J-8 to Avenue K N/S 3/10/2016 38-47 75.0 46.9 45 45 No change, 85th % speed
245 Avenue K to Avenue K-8 N/S 8/12/2014 42-51 73.5 52.9 45 50 Increase, high accident rate, residential area

20th Street East 246 Avenue H to Avenue I N/S 3/9/2017 47-56 61.0 57.8 55 55 No change, CVC Sec 21400 (b)
247 Avenue I to Lancaster N/S 8/12/2014 40-49 78.6 48.0 50 50 No change
248 Lancaster to Avenue J N/S 8/12/2014 43-52 70.7 51.7 50 50 No change
249 Avenue J to Avenue J-8 N/S 8/12/2014 41-50 78.6 49.8 50 50 No change
250 Avenue J-8 to Avenue K N/S 8/12/2014 41-50 76.1 50.1 50 50 No change
251 Avenue K to Avenue L N/S 3/10/2016 47-56 62.4 59.0 55 55 No change, continuity of speed
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Table 2:  2017 Lancaster Segment Spot Speed Survey
Street ID Location Direction Date 10-Mile % in 85th Posted Recommended Comments

Pace 10-Mile % Tile Speed Limit Speed Limit
(mph) Pace (mph) (mph) (mph)

25th Street East 252 Avenue H-8 to Avenue I N/S 8/13/2014 32-41 76.2 42.0 40 40 No change
253 Avenue I to Lancaster N/S 8/13/2014 39-48 70.5 47.2 40 45 Increase, continuity of speed, low accident rate
254 Lancaster to Avenue J N/S 8/13/2014 38-47 70.6 46.0 40 45 Increase, continuity of speed, low accident rate
255 Avenue J to Avenue J-4 N/S 8/13/2014 33-42 79.3 44.2 35 40 Increase, 85th % speed, CVC Sec 21400 (b)
256 Avenue J-8 to Avenue K N/S 8/4/2014 39-48 73.5 46.4 35 40 Increase, continuity of speed, high accident rate
257 Avenue K to Avenue K-4 N/S 8/4/2014 28-37 78.4 38.5 35 35 No change, CVC Sec 21400 (b)

26th Street East 258 Avenue H-8 to Avenue I N/S 8/13/2014 31-40 72.2 44.1 35 35 No change, narrow street

30th Street East 259 Avenue I to Lancaster N/S 8/13/2014 43-52 66.4 54.4 55 50 Decrease, pedestrians, no sidewalk
260 Lancaster to Avenue J N/S 8/13/2014 45-54 64.4 53.7 55 50 Decrease, pedestrians, no sidewalk
261 Avenue J to Avenue J-8 N/S 8/13/2014 41-50 75.2 49.7 55 50 Decrease, 85th % speed
262 Avenue J-8 to Avenue K N/S 8/13/2014 38-47 62.2 49.7 55 50 Decrease, 85th % speed
263 Avenue K to Avenue K-8 N/S 8/13/2014 49-58 70.2 57.9 50 55 Increase, low accident rate
264 Avenue K-8 to Avenue L N/S 8/13/2014 48-57 68.1 58.3 50 55 Increase, 85th % speed

35th Street East 265 Avenue H-8 to Avenue I N/S 8/14/2014 36-45 67.0 43.2 40 40 No change
266 Avenue J-8 to Avenue K N/S 8/5/2014 37-46 72.7 47.5 40 40 No change, high accident rate, school, no sidewalks
267 Avenue K to Avenue K-8 N/S 8/5/2014 38-47 63.5 50.3 45 50 Increase, 85th % speed
268 Avenue K-8 to Avenue L N/S 8/5/2014 41-50 70.3 49.5 45 50 Increase, 85th % speed

40th Street East 269 Lancaster to Avenue J N/S 8/14/2014 46-55 73.0 54.7 50 50 No change, low accident rate, pedestrians, no sidewalk
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SECTION 4.0 
 

SURVEY FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 
 
 
In accordance with the State-imposed speed limit establishment regulation, as defined by CVC Section 627 
described in Appendix B, there are several factors that may be considered to justify setting the prima facie speed 
limits more than five miles per hour below the observed 85th percentile speed. 
 
The factors to be considered are: 
 

♦ Most recent accident record (mid-block) 
♦ Roadway design speed 
♦ Safe stopping sight distance 
♦ Super-elevation 
♦ Grades 
♦ Shoulder condition 
♦ Profile condition 
♦ Intersection spacing offsets 
♦ Commercial driveway characteristics (land use) 
♦ Pedestrian traffic with and without sidewalks 
♦ Pedestrian and Bicycle safety 

 
The above factors for each roadway segment surveyed are listed in the Engineering and Speed Survey Summary 
sheets in Appendix C. The 85th percentile speed and the above factors were considered in verifying existing 
speed limits and recommending speed limit changes (increase or decrease). Additionally, discussions were held 
with City staff in making decisions with respect to changing existing speed limits. This allowed for consideration 
of any special knowledge of the segment. The Speed Zone Survey – Accident Survey Analysis (Table 1) lists 
the total number of accidents, calculated accident rate, and the expected accident rate. Table 2 shows the 
surveyed road segments with posted and recommended speed limits. 
 
4.1 Speed Limit Signing 
 
All California motorists are required to know the basic 15, 25, and 65 MPH speed laws and are tested on the 
subject when applying for a driver’s license. The maximum speed limit on most California highways is 65 mph. 
You may drive 70 mph where posted. Unless otherwise posted, the maximum speed limit is 55 mph on two-lane 
undivided highways and for vehicles towing trailers. Consequently, speed limit signs covering these conditions 
need not be posted on City streets. However, although not required by law, speed limit signs for these situations 
may be posted on streets that have significant daily vehicular traffic volumes, a by-pass traffic situation, the 
continued violation of a residential 25 MPH speed zone, or with other applicable warrants. 
 
It is normal policy to recommend the posting of speed limit signs only on streets that have been covered by the 
City speed limit ordinance or by warranted situations covered above. 
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Speed limit signs should be installed at about one-half mile intervals on the City streets which have been speed 
zoned. Signs are normally installed on the exit side of traffic signal controlled intersections and the more important 
intersections where there is high side street vehicle entry. It is important that motorists be given adequate 
information while not over signing, which tends to confuse the motorist. 
 
Enforcement problems can occur when, (a) the highway is posted with inappropriate speed limit signs, (b) the 
highway is improperly or inadequately posted; or, (c) the highway is not posted nor covered by ordinance and 
therefore falls under the basic speed law. In any of these events, the result is a debatable validity that may be 
questioned in court cases where citations are issued and contested. 
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SECTION 5.0 
 

SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS 
 
 
1. The radar survey and the raw data collection were conducted per CVC Section 627. 
 
2. A total of 269 segments on the City’s arterial, secondary arterial, and collector roadway network were 

surveyed. 
 
3. The accident rate (Table 1) for the majority of the street segments is well below the expected accident rate 

obtained from the City of Lancaster for various types of roadway facilities within the L.A. County Area.  
 
4. It was concluded that the existing speeds on arterial, secondary arterial, and collector roadways in the City 

of Lancaster can remain unchanged at a total of 177 segments. For speed limits on the remaining 92 
segments, 41 increased, 47 decreased, and 4 were established as detailed below. Recommendations for 
speed limits to increase, decrease, or remain the same were made on 148 sections based on “conditions 
not readily apparent to the driver”. 

 
• Avenue H-8 from 15th East to 20th East – it is recommended that the speed limit be decreased from 40 

mph to 35 mph based on the 85th percentile speed.  
 

• Avenue I from: 
o 27th West to Valley Central – it is recommended that the speed limit be increased from 45 mph 

to 55 mph based on the 85th percentile speed. 
o Sierra Highway to Division – it is recommended that the speed limit be decreased from 45 mph 

to 40 mph based on the 85th percentile speed. 
o Division to 5th East – it is recommended that the speed limit be decreased from 50 mph to 40 

mph based on the high accident rate, pedestrian activity, and proximity to a school. 
o Challenger to 30th East – it is recommended that the speed limit be decreased from 55 mph to 

50 mph based on the high accident rate, pedestrian activity, and lack of sidewalks. 
 

• Lancaster Blvd from: 
o 20th West to 15th West – it is recommended that the speed limit be decreased from 45 mph to 

40 mph based on the high accident rate. 
o 15th East to Loneoak – it is recommended that the speed limit be decreased from 45 mph to 40 

mph based on proximity to a school. 
o Division to 5th East – it is recommended that the speed limit be decreased from 45 mph to 40 

mph based on the high accident rate. 
o 20th East to 30th East – it is recommended that the speed limit be decreased from 50 mph to 45 

mph based on pedestrian activity. 
o 30th East to 40th East – it is recommended that the speed limit be decreased from 50 mph to 45 

mph based on the 85th percentile, proximity to a school, and roadway condition. 
o  

• Milling Avenue from Yucca to Division – it is recommended that the speed limit be decreased from 45 
mph to 40 mph based on 85th percentile speed. 
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• Avenue J from:  
o 50th West to 40th West – it is recommended that the speed limit be decreased from 55 mph to 

50 mph based on the 85th percentile speed. 
o 30th West to 25th West – it is recommended that the speed limit be decreased from 50 mph to 

45 mph based on the pedestrian activity and proximity to a school. 
o 25th West to 15th West – it is recommended that the speed limit be decreased from 45 mph to 

40 mph based on the high accident rate and continuity of speed. 
o 5th East to Challenger – it is recommended that the speed limit be decreased from 50 mph to 

45 mph based on the high accident rate and pedestrian activity. 
o Challenger to 20th East – it is recommended that the speed limit be decreased from 50 mph to 

45 mph based on continuity of speed. 
o 30th East to 40th East – it is recommended that the speed be increased from 50 mph to 55 mph 

based on the 85th percentile speed. 
 

• Avenue J-8 from:  
o 65th West to 60th West – it is recommended that the speed limit be increased from 30 mph to 

40 mph based on the 85th percentile speed. 
o 60th West to 57th West – it is recommended that the speed limit be increased from 35 mph to 

40 mph based on the 85th percentile speed. 
o 50th West to 45th West – it is recommended that the speed limit be increased from 45 mph to 

50 mph based on the 85th percentile speed. 
o Rodin to Challenger – it is recommended that the speed be increased from 40 mph to 45 mph 

based on the 85th percentile and low accident rate. 
o 20th East to 25th East – it is recommended that the speed limit be decreased from 45 mph to 40 

mph based on 85th percentile speed. 
o 27th East to 40th East – it is recommended that the speed be increased from 35 mph to 40 mph 

based on the 85th percentile speed and pedestrian activity.   
 

• Avenue K from:  
o 45th West to 40th West – it is recommended that the speed limit be increased from 45 mph to 

50 mph based on the 85th percentile speed. 
o 32nd West to 30th West – it is recommended that the speed limit be decreased from 50 mph to 

45 mph based on 85th percentile speed. 
o 17th West to 15th West – it is recommended that the speed limit be increased from 35 mph to 

40 mph based on the 85th percentile speed. 
o 35th East to 40th East – it is recommended that the speed limit be decreased from 55 mph to 50 

mph based on 85th percentile speed. 
 

• Avenue K-4 from: 
o 10th west to Gadsden – it is recommended that the speed limit be increased from 30 mph to 35 

mph based on the 85th percentile speed. 
o Division to 5th East – it is recommended that the speed limit be decreased from 35 mph to 30 

mph based on the high accident rate. 
 

• Avenue K-6 from Division to 5th East – it is recommended that the speed limit be decreased from 35 
mph to 30 mph based on the high accident rate. 
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• Avenue L from: 
o 70th West to 55th West – it is recommended that the speed limit be increased from 45 mph to 

50 mph based on the 85th percentile speed. 
o 30th East to 35th East – it is recommended that the speed limit be established at 55 mph based 

on the 85th percentile speed. 
 

• Avenue L-8 from: 
o 75th West to 70th West – it is recommended that the speed limit be increased from 35 mph to 

45 mph based on the 85th percentile speed. 
o 67th West to 60th West – it is recommended that the speed limit be increased from 35 mph to 

50 mph based on the 85th percentile speed. 
o 40th West to 35th West – if is recommended that the speed limit be increased from 40 mph to 

50 mph based on the 85th percentile speed. 
o 35th West to 30th West – it is recommended that the speed limit be increased from 35 mph to 

45 mph based on the 85th percentile speed.  
o 30th West to 26th West – it is recommended that the speed limit be decreased from 45 mph to 

35 mph based on the 85th percentile speed. 
 

• Avenue M from: 
o 40th West to 35th West – it is recommended that the speed limit be increased from 50 mph to 

55 mph based on the 85th percentile speed. 
o 30th West to 20th West – it is recommended that the speed limit be established at 55 mph based 

on the 85th percentile speed, low accident rate, and continuity of speed. 
o 15th West to 10th West – it is recommended that the speed limit be increased from 50 mph to 

55 mph based on the 85th percentile speed. 
 

• Avenue M-8 from 45th West to 40th West – it is recommended that the speed limit be increased from 45 
mph to 50 mph based on the 85th percentile speed. 

 
• 65th Street West from: 

o Avenue J-8 to Avenue J-12 – it is recommended that the speed limit be established at 45 mph 
based on the 85th percentile speed. 

o Avenue L to Avenue L-8 – it is recommended that the speed limit be decreased from 50 mph 
to 45 mph based on 85th percentile speed. 
 

• 50th Street West from Avenue I to Avenue K – it is recommended that the speed limit be increased from 
50 mph to 55 mph based on the 85th percentile speed. 

 
• 40th Street West from Avenue K to Avenue L – it is recommended that the speed limit be increased from 

50 mph to 55 mph based on the 85th percentile speed. 
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• 35th Street West from: 
o Lancaster to Avenue J – it is recommended that the speed limit be increased from 35 mph to 

40 mph based on the 85th percentile speed. 
o Avenue J-8 to Avenue J-12 – it is recommended that the speed limit be increased from 35 mph 

to 40 mph based on the 85th percentile speed. 
o Avenue L to Avenue L-8 – it is recommended that the speed limit be decreased from 45 mph 

to 40 mph based on the residential area, no sidewalk, and pedestrian activity. 
o Avenue L-8 to Avenue M – it is recommended that the speed limit be decreased from 50 mph 

to 45 mph based on the residential area, no sidewalk, and pedestrian activity 
 

• 30th Street West from: 
o Avenue L to Avenue L-8 – it is recommended that the speed limit be decreased from 50 mph 

to 45 mph based on the residential area and multiple driveways. 
o Avenue L-8 to Avenue M – it is recommended that the speed limit be increased from 45 mph to 

50 mph based on the 85th percentile speed. 
o Avenue M to Avenue M-8 – it is recommended that the speed limit be decreased from 55 mph 

to 50 mph based on the residential area and multiple driveways. 
 

• 27th Street West from Avenue I to Lancaster – it is recommended that the speed limit be increased from 
40 mph to 45 mph based on the 85th percentile speed.  

 
• 25th Street West from Lancaster to Avenue J – it is recommended that the speed limit be decreased 

from 45 mph to 40 mph based on 85th percentile speed. 
 

• 20th Street West from Avenue J to Avenue J-8 – it is recommended that the speed limit be decreased 
from 45 mph to 40 mph based on the 85th percentile and high accident rate. 

 
• 17th Street West from: 

o Avenue J-12 to Avenue K – it is recommended that the speed limit be increased from 30 mph 
to 35 mph based on the 85th percentile speed. 

o Avenue K to Avenue K-8 – it is recommended that the speed limit be increased from 35 mph to 
40 mph based on the 85th percentile speed. 
 

• 15th Street West from: 
o Lancaster to Avenue J – it is recommended that the speed limit be decreased from 45 mph to 

40 mph based on the residential area and multiple driveways. 
o Avenue J to Avenue J-8 – it is recommended that the speed limit be decreased from 45 mph 

40 mph based on proximity to a hospital and continuity of speed. 
 

• 6th Street West from Avenue L-8 to Avenue M – it is recommended that the speed limit be increased 
from 35 mph to 40 mph based on the 85th percentile speed.   

 
• Sierra Highway from Avenue I to Avenue J – it is recommended that the speed limit be decreased from 

50 mph to 45 mph based on pedestrian activity. 
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• Trevor Avenue from Avenue H to Avenue I – it is recommended that the speed limit be increased from 
35 mph to 40 mph based on the 85th percentile speed. 

 
• Division Street from: 

o Avenue G to Avenue H – it is recommended that the speed limit be established at 55 mph based 
on the 85th percentile speed. 

o Avenue I to Lancaster – it is recommended that the speed limit be decreased from 45 mph to 
40 mph based on the high accident rate. 
 

• 4th Street East from Avenue L to Avenue M – it is recommended that the speed limit be decreased from 
50 mph to 45 mph based on 85th percentile speed. 

 
• Challenger Way from: 

o Avenue I to Avenue J-8 – it is recommended that the speed limit be decreased from 55 mph to 
50 mph based on the 85th percentile speed and high accident rates.  

o Avenue J-8 to Avenue L – it is recommended that the speed limit be decreased from 50 mph to 
45 mph based on the high accident rate 

 
• 15th Street East from Avenue K to Avenue K-8 – it is recommended that the speed limit be increased 

from 45 mph to 50 mph based on the 85th percentile speed. 
 
• 25th Street East from: 

o Avenue I the Lancaster – it is recommended that the speed limit be increased from 40 mph to 
45 mph based on the 85th percentile speed and low accident rate. 

o Lancaster to Avenue J – it is recommended that the speed limit be increased from 40 mph to 
45 mph based on the 85th percentile speed and low accident rate. 

o Avenue J to Avenue J-4 – it is recommended that the speed limit be increased from 35 mph to 
40 mph based on the 85th percentile speed. 

o Avenue J-8 to Avenue K – it is recommended that the speed limit be increased from 35 mph to 
40 mph based on the 85th percentile speed. 
 

• 30th Street East from: 
o Avenue I to Avenue K – it is recommended that the speed limit be decreased from 55 mph to 

50 mph based on the 85th percentile speed, no sidewalk, and pedestrian activity. 
o Avenue K to Avenue L – it is recommended that the speed limit be increased from 50 mph to 

55 mph based on the 85th percentile speed and low accident rate.  
 

• 35th Street East from Avenue K to Avenue L – it is recommended that the speed limit be increased from 
45 mph to 50 mph based on the 85th percentile speed. 
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STAFF REPORT 

City of Lancaster 
 

Date: June 13, 2017 

 

To: Mayor Parris and City Council Members 

 

From: Mark V. Bozigian, City Manager 

 Pamela Statsmann, Director of Finance 

  

Subject: Proposed Fiscal Year 2017-2018 Budget and Five-Year Capital Improvement 

Program  
 

 

Recommendation: 

City Council and City Council acting as Lancaster Housing Authority, Lancaster Choice Energy, 

Lancaster Power Authority, and California Choice Energy Authority conduct the public hearing 

on the Proposed Fiscal Year 2017-2018 Budget and Five-Year Capital Improvement Plan, and 

schedule the budget for adoption on June 27, 2017. 

  

Fiscal Impact: 

The Fiscal Year 2017-2018 Budget totals $187.7 million, including $45.7 for the Capital 

Improvement Program. 

 

Background: 

The City’s Budget is a “roadmap” and budget preparation is the business-planning tool used to 

ensure proper reviews are made and allocations adjusted, accordingly.  

 

The budget process is a multi-month effort that began in January.  Through the development and 

refinement of the budget, attention is given to the state of the economy, trends, Council priorities 

and direction, community needs, operational service provisions, financial challenges, revenue 

projections, and other factors.  

 

The proposed budget is a culmination of many months of work by the City Council and staff in 

reviewing priorities and evaluating programs to meet those priorities, with a focus on maintaining 

responsive and relevant service for residents. As well, the City Council’s priorities of Financial 

Stability, Public Safety, Infrastructure, and Economic Development are considered and have been 

affirmed through the Proposed FY 2017-2018 Budget. 

 

The Proposed FY 2017-2018 Budget is balanced and totals $187.7 million. This includes funding 

appropriations for Capital Improvements, Capital Outlay, Operations & Maintenance, and 

Personnel.  

 

Part of ensuring that the Budget roadmap is responsibly navigated by the City, estimating revenues 

for the upcoming fiscal year and forecasting out-years is essential. By reviewing past year’s actual 

revenue receipts,  new revenue sources, fee-based program and service projections, grant 

opportunities, and the State’s economic outlook, the City is able to best determine the revenues 

available for spending allocations.  
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The City’s largest unrestricted funding source is the General Fund totaling $67,629,975. General 

Fund resources include: Sales Tax, Property Tax, Fees, Grants, and others--noting Sales Tax as 

the top General Fund source projected at $20,368,490. The Proposed FY 2017-2018 Budget 

General Fund appropriations include $67,608,795. General Fund appropriations include funding 

for Operating Departments, Transfers Out, and Reserves.  

 

The City of Lancaster desires to maintain a prudent level of financial resources to guard its 

residents against service disruption in the event of unexpected, temporary revenue shortfalls or 

unanticipated expenditures.  

 

Reserves accumulated during years when revenues exceeded expenditures cushion the City’s 

transition to a lower revenue base and allow the City to adjust spending in response to economic 

downturns, emergencies, State revenue takeaways, and/or investment opportunities.  

 

The Proposed FY 2017-2018 Budget greatly recognizes and strengthens the City Council’s priority 

of fiscal prudence and discipline with such Reserves: Financial Stability Reserve (10%); 

Contingency Reserve (10%), and Investment Reserve (8%), representing a General Fund Reserve 

totaling 28% of Operating Expenditures. 

 

As well, to continue transforming the City, we must continue focusing on the infrastructure in the 

City, through our Capital Improvement Program (CIP). We are persistent in our aggressive, 

proactive approach to allocating more capital improvement and equipment monies than ever 

before. The CIP for the Proposed FY 2017-2018 Budget totals $45.7 million.  
 

The Proposed FY 2017-2018 Budget is balanced, with healthy General Fund Reserves that will 

enable the City to continue to provide the community with a full scope of high quality municipal 

services, programs and special events that enhance the quality of life of all Lancaster residents. It 

will also provide the required resources to construct significant capital improvement projects that 

will improve infrastructure and facilities, and beautify the community. 

 

The Proposed Fiscal Year 2017-2018 Budget and the Capital Improvement Program will be 

presented to the City Council for final adoption at the regular City Council meeting of 

June 27, 2017. 

 

MB:tc:ps   
 

 

Attachment:  

Draft Fiscal Year 2017-2018 Budget – available on the City’s website and on file in the City Clerk 

Department   
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Date: June 13, 2017 

 

To: Mayor Parris and City Council Members 

 

From: Jeff Hogan, Development Services Director 

  

Subject: Lancaster Lighting Maintenance District 

 Levy of Annual Assessment for Fiscal Year 2017-2018 

 

Recommendation: 
Adopt Resolution No. 17-28, confirming the diagram and assessment and ordering the levying 

of an assessment in Lancaster Lighting Maintenance District for Fiscal Year 2017-2018. 

 

Fiscal Impact: 
Each benefit unit will be assessed $98.43, which includes a 2.7% CPI adjustment ($45.00 in 

zones that voted "no" during the 2003 election).  A total of $4,441,041.00 will be assessed 

against the benefiting properties, which will be used for maintenance expenses.   

 

Background: 

On March 11, 2003, the City Council directed that an election be held asking the property 

owners within the Lancaster Lighting Maintenance District (LLMD) to approve an increase in 

the annual street lighting assessment to $70.00 per lighting unit, including a Consumer Price 

Index (CPI) based inflator.  On July 8, 2003, the City Council announced the results of the 

election to approve the increase in annual assessments within the City's lighting maintenance 

district.  The results of the tally of the election were that out of 104 zones, nine zones, namely 

zones 27, 30, 49B, 51B, 51D, 65B, 70A, 89B, and 103 failed to receive voter approval.  

Following the results of the original vote, and with the street lights being turned off, property 

owners within three zones that voted "no", namely zone 27 split into zones 27A and 27B, zone 

30, split into zones 30A and 30B, and zone 89B split into zones 89B-1 and 89B-2, submitted 

petitions to the City to initiate another voting process.  The City Council adopted resolutions 

initiating proceedings for the levy of additional assessments, and notices of public hearings and 

assessment ballots were mailed to the affected property owners within these zones.  The three 

election processes were successful, and the City Council approved the levy of additional 

assessments at the October 28, 2003, November 11, 2003, and January 27, 2004 Council 

meetings. 

 

 



Lancaster Lighting Maintenance District was formed, including subsequent annexations 

thereto, for the purpose of financing maintenance operations and installation of public lighting 

facilities, including, but not limited to, traffic signals (as defined in § 22525 of the California 

Code) within the City of Lancaster, and assessing those properties which benefit from this 

service their proportionate share of the cost.  Each year, the City Council must, by law, order 

the preparation of an Engineer’s Report describing the existing and proposed maintenance 

services, and conduct a public hearing to establish and order the amount of assessment for the 

next fiscal year. 

 

The assessment for Fiscal Year 2017-2018 is $98.43, including a CPI factor for Los Angeles-

Riverside-Orange County of 2.7% per lighting unit, except for those parcels within the zones 

that voted "no", which will remain at $45.00 per lighting unit. 

 

The street lighting improvements in the areas within the District will be maintained with funds 

generated by the Lighting Maintenance District.  Each lot or parcel within the District that has 

been annexed, as indicated on the diagram, will be assessed a unit assessment of $98.43 for 

Fiscal Year 2017-2018.  Parcels within the zones that voted "no" will remain at a unit 

assessment of $45.00. 

 

 

JM:jw 

 

Attachments: 

Resolution No. 17-28 

District Fund Accounting for Lancaster Lighting Maintenance District 









STAFF REPORT 

City of Lancaster 
PH 3 
 

06/13/17 
 

MVB 
 

 
 

Date: June 13, 2017 

 

To: Mayor Parris and City Council Members 

 

From: Jeff Hogan, Development Services Director 

  

Subject: Lancaster Landscape Maintenance District No. 1  

 Levy of Annual Assessment for Fiscal Year 2017-2018 

 

 

Recommendation: 
Adopt Resolution No. 17-29, confirming the diagram and assessment and ordering the levying 

of an assessment in Lancaster Landscape Maintenance District No. 1 for Fiscal Year 2017-

2018. 

 

Fiscal Impact: 
Parcels annexed prior to Fiscal Year 2005-2006 will be assessed $80.00 per benefit unit, which 

is the same as the previous year’s assessment.  Parcels annexed beginning Fiscal Year 2005-

2006 will be assessed $107.89 per benefit unit; parcels in the Fox Field Industrial Corridor will 

be assessed $0.36 per benefit unit, which includes the 2.7 % CPI adjustment.  A total of 

$1,776,354.00 will be assessed against the benefiting properties, which will be used for 

maintenance expenses. 

 

Background: 

Lancaster Landscape Maintenance District No. 1 and Fox Field Industrial Corridor Landscape 

Maintenance District were formed, including subsequent annexations thereto, for the purpose 

of providing maintenance services to landscaping and appurtenant improvements for various 

developments within the City and assessing those properties which benefit from this service.  

Each year, the City Council must, by law, order the preparation of an Engineer's Report 

describing the existing and proposed maintenance services, and conduct a public hearing to 

establish and order the amount of assessment for the next fiscal year. 

 

The landscaping improvements in the areas within the District will be maintained with funds 

generated by the Landscape Maintenance District.  Each lot or parcel within the District that 

was annexed prior to Fiscal Year 2005-2006, as indicated on the diagram, will be assessed a 

unit assessment of $80.00 for Fiscal Year 2017-2018.  The unit assessment for Fiscal 

Year 2017-2018 is the same as Fiscal Year 2004-2005, except for those parcels that were 



 

annexed beginning Fiscal Year 2005-2006, which will be assessed at a rate reflective of an 

annual index increase consistent with the consumer price index for Los Angeles-Riverside-

Orange Counties.  Last year’s rate was $105.05 per benefit unit.  For Fiscal Year 2017-2018, 

the rate of assessment will be $107.89 per benefit unit, including the established CPI adjustment 

of 2.7% (($105.05 + ($105.05 x 0.027) = $107.89)).  Last year’s rate for the Fox Field Industrial 

Corridor Landscape Maintenance District was $0.35 per benefit unit.  For Fiscal Year 2017-

2018, the rate of assessment will be $0.36 per benefit unit, including the established CPI 

adjustment of 2.7% (($0.35 + ($0.35 x 0.027) = $0.36)). 

 

 

JM:jw 

 

Attachments: 

Resolution No.  17-29                  

District Fund Accounting for Lancaster Landscape Maintenance District No.1 and Fox Field 

Industrial Corridor Landscape Maintenance District 
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Date: June 13, 2017 

 

To: Mayor Parris and City Council Members 

 

From: Jeff Hogan, Development Services Director 

 

Subject: Lancaster Drainage Benefit Assessment District 

 Levy of Annual Assessment for Fiscal Year 2017-2018 

 

Recommendation: 

Adopt Resolution No. 17-30, confirming the diagram and assessment, and ordering the levying of 

an assessment in Lancaster Drainage Benefit Assessment District for Fiscal Year 2017-2018. 

 

Fiscal Impact: 
Parcels annexed prior to Fiscal Year 2005-2006 will be assessed $50.00 per equivalent drainage 

unit, which is the same as the previous year’s assessment.  Lots and parcels annexed beginning 

Fiscal Year 2005-2006 will be assessed $67.43 per equivalent drainage unit, which includes the 

2.7% CPI adjustment.  A total of $1,688,212.00 will be assessed against the benefiting properties, 

and will be used for maintenance expenses. 

 

Background: 

The City Council previously formed the Lancaster Drainage Benefit Assessment District, 

including establishment of separate zones, and submitted the proposition to the eligible voters in 

each respective zone.  The majority of voters approved the formation of the District, the separate 

zones, and the levying of the assessment.  The first year's assessment was paid by the developers 

of the property.  Each year, thereafter, the City Council, after public notice and hearing, may 

determine and impose an annual assessment.  Due to the cost and complexity of accounting for 

separate zones of benefit within the District, separate zone designations were eliminated in 1993 

by City Council action. 

 

The drainage improvements in the District have been completed and accepted by the City Council, 

and will be maintained with funds generated by the Drainage Benefit Assessment District.  Each 

lot or parcel within the District that was annexed prior to Fiscal Year 2005-2006, as indicated on 

the diagram, will be assessed a unit assessment of $50.00 per equivalent drainage unit (EDU) for 

Fiscal Year 2017-2018.  The unit assessment for Fiscal Year 2017-2018 is the same as Fiscal Year 



2004-2005, except for those parcels that were annexed beginning Fiscal Year 2005-2006, which 

will be assessed at a rate reflective of an annual index increase consistent with the consumer price 

index for Los Angeles-Riverside-Orange Counties.  Last year’s rate was $65.66.  For Fiscal Year 

2017-2018, the rate of assessment will be $67.43 per assessment unit, including the established 

CPI adjustment of 2.7% (($65.66 + ($65.66 x 0.027) = $67.43)).  The method of assessment is 

based on proportionate storm water runoff, thereby assessing developments with more impervious 

area a proportionately larger share of the total assessed costs. 
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Attachments: 

Resolution No. 17-30 

District Fund Accounting for Lancaster Drainage Maintenance District  
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