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determination of significance is provided based on the City’s intersection impact criteria shown 
in Table IV.D-3. Similar to existing conditions, under the 2010 Without Project condition, the 
following intersection would operate at a poor LOS:  

• Pasadena Avenue and California Boulevard at LOS E (P.M. peak hour) 

All other study intersections would operate at LOS D or better during both of the peak 
hours.  

Based on the City of Pasadena’s impact criteria, the proposed project traffic would not 
result in V/C increases large enough to result in significant impacts at the Pasadena Avenue and 
California Boulevard intersection or any of the study intersections during either of the peak 
hours. 

Table IV.D-5  
 

Intersections Levels of Service Analysis - Year 2010 Conditions   
 

No. Intersection 
Peak 
Hour 

Existing 
LOS 

2010 Without 
Project 2010 With Project 

V/C LOS V/C LOS 
Change 
in V/C 

Sig. 
Impact?

1 St. John Ave. and California Blvd. A.M. C 0.721 C 0.728 C 0.007 No 
  P.M. B 0.655 B 0.655 B 0.000 No 
2 Pasadena Ave. and California Blvd. A.M. C 0.805 E 0.805 D 0.000 No 
  P.M. E 0.956 E 0.961 E 0.005 No 
3 Fair Oaks Ave. and California Blvd. A.M. B 0.710 C 0.715 C 0.005 No 
  P.M. C 0.791 C 0.795 C 0.004 No 
4 Raymond Ave. and California Blvd. A.M. A 0.360 A 0.361 A 0.001 No 
  P.M. A 0.498 A 0.504 A 0.006 No 
5 Arroyo Pkwy. and California Blvd. A.M. B 0.564 B 0.657 B 0.003 No 
  P.M. C 0.814 D 0.816 D 0.002 No 
6 Fair Oaks Ave. and Glenarm St. A.M. C 0.851 D 0.865 D 0.014 No 
  P.M. C 0.864 D 0.865 D 0.001 No 
7 Fair Oaks Ave. and Congress St. A.M. A 0.436 A 0.436 A 0.000 No 
  P.M. A 0.498 A 0.498 A 0.000 No 
8 Fair Oaks Ave. and Del Mar Blvd. A.M. B 0.672 B 0.673 B 0.001 No 
  P.M. C 0.836 D 0.837 D 0.001 No 
9 Raymond Ave. and Pico St. A.M. A 0.198 A 0.221 A 0.023 No 
  P.M. A 0.253 A 0.261 A 0.008 No 
  

Source:  Traffic And Parking Study for the California Fair Oaks Office Building 590-612 South Fair Oaks Avenue, 12-
26 East California Boulevard Pasadena, California, prepared by Fehr & Peers, September 2008. 
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(d)  Roadway Segment Impacts  

Using the threshold criteria established by the City of Pasadena (refer to Table IV.D-4), 
Table IV.D-6 on page IV.D-20 shows the daily traffic analysis which identifies the project’s 
weekday street segment impacts.  The proposed project is expected to increase daily traffic on 
Pico Street, west of Raymond Avenue by 8.4 percent.  Although daily traffic volumes on the 
street would remain modest under the 2010 With Project condition, and the adjacent intersection 
at Raymond Avenue is projected to operate smoothly at LOS A during both peak hours, the 
estimated 8.4 percent increase in daily traffic on Pico Street would be a significant impact 
requiring mitigation based on the City’s street segment significance criteria.   

(e)  Regional Transportation System Impacts  

The nearest CMP monitoring intersection is at Arroyo Parkway & California Boulevard, 
and the three nearest CMP freeway monitoring locations are: 

• I-210 Freeway at Rosemead Boulevard 

• I-210 Freeway at Ventura Freeway 134 

• Pasadena Freeway 110 at Pasadena Avenue 

The project would add 27 A.M. peak hour and 17 P.M. peak hour trips at Arroyo Parkway 
and California Boulevard intersection.  Thus, the project does not satisfy the CMP threshold 
criteria of adding 50 or more weekday trips during either the A.M. or P.M. peak hours to prepare a 
TIA for a CMP monitoring intersection.  In addition, by adding fewer than 50 trips at any of the 
three CMP freeway monitoring locations, the project would not surpass the CMP threshold 
criteria of adding 150 or more trips in either direction during either the weekday A.M. or P.M. 
peak hours to prepare a TIA.  Therefore, the project would have a less than significant impact on 
the CMP system and no further analysis is required. 

(f)  Access  

One of the project’s access driveways would occur via a one-way driveway running west 
to east across the southern portion of the site, connecting Fair Oaks Avenue with Edmondson 
Alley.   As previously stated, the driveway would provide over 180 feet of on-site queuing.  The 
project would also provide access via California Boulevard to Edmondson Alley.  The alley 
would allow vehicles entering the site to queue within the alley prior to entering the project’s 
parking structure, rather than along California Boulevard during peak traffic hours.  To maintain 
the current service ability of the alley, the project includes a dedication of land at the rear of the 
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Table IV.D-6 
 

Street Segment Impact Analysis 
 

Street Segment 

Weekday 2-Way Daily Volume Impact Analysis 

Existing 
2008 

Ambient 
Growtha 

2010 
Without 
Project 

Project 
Only 

2010 With 
Project 

Increase 
(%)  

Soft 
Mitigation 

Criteria Impacts 

Physical 
Mitigation 

Criteria Impacts 
1. Raymond Ave. between 
California Blvd. and Pico 
St. 

13,163 10% 14,479 77 14,556 0.5% 2.5% No 5.0% No 

2.  Pico St. between 
Raymond Ave. and 
Edmondson Alley 

1,125 1% 1,136 94 1,230 8.2% 2.5% Yes 5.0% Yes 

3. Fair Oaks Blvd. 
between California Blvd. 
and Pico St. 

26,100 2% 26,662 23 26,645 0.1% 2.5% No 5.0% No 

4. California Blvd. 
between Fair Oaks Ave. 
and Edmondson Alley 

22,125 2% 22,568 33 22,600 0.1% 2.5% No 5.0% No 

  
a Growth rate based on the City of Pasadena General Plan Mobility Element forecast model. 
 
Source:  Traffic And Parking Study for the California Fair Oaks Office Building 590-612 South Fair Oaks Avenue, 12-26 East California Boulevard Pasadena, 

California, prepared by Fehr & Peers, September 2008. 
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site for the purposes of alley widening in compliance with a Department of Public Works 
requirement. 

In addition to providing on-site queuing, designing the parking structure off of 
Edmondson Alley provides multiple opportunities for site ingress and egress.  Vehicles would 
access Edmondson Alley off of Pico Street, California Boulevard or Fair Oaks Avenue.  Vehicles 
would leave the site via California Boulevard or Pico Street to access various other streets, thus 
providing multiple options after exiting the site.   

Vehicular access to the project site will be taken from Edmondson Alley.  Alleys are 
designed to provide access for loading and unloading of vehicles to alleviate traffic along major 
arterials, and thus slower and more congested conditions on alleys are expected and tolerated.  
Access to the project site through the alley utilizes the alley for that specific purpose, and takes 
slow moving entrance/exit traffic off of Fair Oaks, thus reducing traffic/pedestrian conflicts and 
safety concerns on Fair Oaks.  To maintain the current service ability of the alley, the 
Department of Public Works will be requiring a dedication of land at the rear of the site for the 
purposes of alley widening.       

Overall, the design of the project would minimize off-site queuing, maintain satisfactory 
service ability for the alley, and would not introduce project access features that would create or 
substantially increase hazards to pedestrian or vehicles.  Therefore, impacts related to project 
access are concluded to be less than significant.     

4. MITIGATION MEASURES 

a.  Construction 

Less than significant impacts with regard to construction traffic would occur with project 
implementation.  Therefore, no mitigation measures are required. 

b.  Operation 

(1) Intersections 

Less than significant impacts to intersections would occur with project implementation.  
Therefore, no mitigation measures are required. 
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(2) Street Segments 

The City applies “soft” mitigation measures to street segment impacts that range between 
2.5 percent - 7.5 percent ADT growth, but only where the segment impacts are below 4.9 percent 
ADT growth is soft mitigation considered enough to reduce the impact to below a level of 
significance.  Here, the segment impact is at a level where physical mitigation would be required 
to reduce the impact to below a level of significance.  However, Pasadena DOT has determined 
that there are no feasible physical mitigation measures to reduce the segment impact on Pico 
Street to below levels of significance.  Physical mitigation measures such as capacity 
enhancement will not change the outcome of estimated increase in traffic. Furthermore, physical 
prohibition of the project trips from the alley to Pico Street would have a detrimental impact on 
traffic circulation of the adjacent streets.  Pico Street is a discontinuous local street between Fair 
Oaks Avenue and Gold Line tracks to the east. The current traffic volumes on Pico Street are 
insignificant and expected to increase moderately in the future. Accordingly, the following 
measure is applied, and in the City’s methodology it reduces the impact to the extent feasible.  
The proposed mitigation measure would not fully mitigate the impact along Pico Street to a less 
than significant level, but is rather intended to aid in monitoring traffic in the area to assess 
intrusion of traffic into the adjacent neighborhoods, and as such, the impact would be significant 
and unavoidable.  

Mitigation Measure D-1: Pico Street between Raymond Avenue and Edmondson 
Alley – In order to address increased traffic volumes on Pico Street associated 
with the proposed project the applicant shall provide a contribution to the 
citywide traffic monitoring program to purchase and install two traffic 
monitoring stations on Pico Street. 

(3) Regional Transportation System 

Project impacts on the regional transportation system would be less than significant.  
Therefore, no mitigation measures are required. 

5. CUMULATIVE IMPACTS 

All of the identified related projects (shown in Table III-1 in Section III.B, 
Environmental Setting) have been considered for the purposes of assessing cumulative traffic 
impacts.  Cumulative construction traffic impacts would be temporary and would only occur 
during periods when construction of one or more of the related projects is occurring at the same 
time as project construction, and then only to the extent that construction traffic is traveling on 
the same streets at the same time.  In such an event, potential cumulative construction traffic 



IV.D  Transportation 

City of Pasadena 16 E. California Project 
SCH# 2008101002  July 2009 
 

Page IV.D-23 

PRELIMINARY WORKING DRAFT – Work in Progress 

impacts associated with related projects and the proposed project would be addressed through 
preparation and implementation of a Construction Staging and Traffic Management Plan as 
required by and subject to review and approval by the City of Pasadena Department of Public 
Works. If cumulative construction traffic impacts occur, the project’s contribution to such 
impacts would not be considerable given the City requirement for off-peak construction trips and 
implementation of a Construction Staging and Traffic Management Plan.  Accordingly, 
cumulative construction impacts would be less than significant. 

Cumulative effects on intersection and street segment operations attributable to traffic 
from ambient growth and related projects have been incorporated into the above analysis.  As 
described under the Year 2010 With Project condition with implementation of the prescribed 
mitigation measure, cumulative development and project-generated traffic would not exceed the 
City’s established traffic impact threshold for any of the study area roadway segments or 
intersections.  Thus, less-than-significant cumulative impacts regarding traffic would occur with 
project implementation. 

6. LEVEL OF SIGNIFICANCE AFTER MITIGATION 

Project implementation would result in one significant and unavoidable roadway segment 
impact at Pico Street between Raymond Avenue and Edmondson Alley.   




