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CITY OF SOUTH PASADENA 

CITY COUNCIL SPECIAL MEETING AGENDA 
 

Amedee O. “Dick” Richards, Jr. Council Chamber 
1424 Mission Street, South Pasadena, CA 91030 

 
Tuesday, November 21, 2017, at 7:00 p.m. 

 
In order to address the City Council, please complete a Public Comment Card. 

Time allotted per speaker is three minutes. 
No agenda item may be taken after 11:00 p.m.

 
CALL TO ORDER:   Mayor Michael A. Cacciotti 
 
ROLL CALL: Councilmembers Robert S. Joe, Marina Khubesrian, M.D., 

Diana Mahmud; Mayor Pro Tem Richard D. Schneider, 
M.D.; and Mayor Michael A. Cacciotti 

 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE: Mayor Michael A. Cacciotti 
 
 

OPPORTUNITY TO COMMENT ON CONSENT CALENDAR 
In order to address the City Council, please complete a Public Comment card. Time allotted per 
speaker is three minutes. Items listed under the consent calendar are considered by the City 
Manager to be routine in nature and will be enacted by one motion unless an audience member 
or Councilmember requests otherwise, in which case the item will be removed for separate 
consideration. Any motion relating to an ordinance or a resolution shall also waive the reading of 
the ordinance or resolution and include its introduction or adoption as appropriate. 
 
 
 

CONSENT CALENDAR 
 
 
1. Award of Contract to Minagar & Associates, Inc. to Perform Professional Engineering 

Services for On-Street Parking and Traffic Study in the Monterey Hills 
 

Recommendation 
1. Accept a bid dated October 20, 2017, from Minagar & Associates, Inc. for on-street 

parking and traffic study in the Monterey Hills. 
 

2. Authorize the City Manager to enter into a contract with Minagar & Associates, Inc. 
for an amount not-to-exceed $14,210. 

 
3. Reject all other bids received. 
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2. Adoption of a Resolution Approving the 4th Amendment of the San Gabriel Valley 
Council of Governments’ Joint Powers Agreement 

 
Recommendation 
Adoption of a resolution entitled “A Resolution of the City Council of the City of South 
Pasadena, California, approving amendments to the San Gabriel Valley Council of 
Governments Joint Powers Agreement as adopted by the SGVCOG’s Governing Board.” 

 
 
ACTION/DISCUSSION 
 
 
3. Approval of a Letter to the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 

Regarding the State Route 710 North Extension Early Action Projects List 
 

Recommendation 
Approve a letter to the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority regarding 
the request for funding for Early Action Projects within the City of South Pasadena in lieu of 
the State Route 710 North Extension Tunnel Alternative. 

 
4. Authorize Staff to Complete the American’s with Disabilities Act Components of the 

Monterey Road Rehabilitation Project from Pasadena Avenue to Fair Oaks Avenue 
 

Recommendation 
1. Direct staff to complete the pavement rehabilitation, new traffic signal at Monterey Road, 

traffic signal synchronization, left-turn pockets, and Orange Grove Avenue, and the 
Americans with Disability Act components of the Monterey Road Rehabilitation Project 
from Pasadena Avenue to Meridian Avenue. 

 
2. Accept the Public Works Commission’s recommendation to not proceed with the 

reconfiguration components of the Project and instead direct the PWC to provide 
recommendations on a feasible east-west bikeway alternative that will not reduce traffic 
capacity or result in negative safety impacts. 

 
 
ADJOURNMENT 
 

 
FUTURE CITY COUNCIL MEETINGS 

(OPEN SESSION) 
 

December 6, 2017 CANCELLED 
December 20, 2017 COUNCIL REORGANIZATION Council Chamber 7:30 p.m. 
January 3, 2018 Regular City Council Meeting Council Chamber 7:30 p.m. 
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PUBLIC ACCESS TO AGENDA DOCUMENTS AND BROADCASTING OF MEETINGS 
Prior to meetings, City Council Meeting agenda packets are available at the following locations: 
• City Clerk's Division, City Hall, 1414 Mission Street, South Pasadena, CA 91030; 
• South Pasadena Public Library, 1100 Oxley Street, South Pasadena, CA 91030; and 
• City website: www.southpasadenaca.gov/agendas 

Agenda related documents provided to the City Council are available for public inspection in the 
City Clerk' s Division, and on the City' s website at www.southpasadenaca.gov/agendas . During 
the meeting, these documents will be available for inspection as part of the "Reference Binder" 
kept in rear of the City Council Chamber. 

Regular meetings are broadcast live on Time-Warner Cable Channel 19 and AT&T Channel 99. 
Meetings are also streamed live via the internet at www.soLithpasadenaca.gov/agendas . 

AGENDA NOTIFICATION SUBSCRIPTION 
Individuals can be placed on an email notification list to receive forthcoming agendas by calling 
the City Clerk's Division at (626) 403-7230. 

ACCOMMODATIONS 

~ The City of South Pasadena wishes to make all of its public meetings accessible to the 
public. Meeting facilities are accessible to persons with disabilities. If special assistance is 
needed to participate in this meeting, please contact the City Clerk's Division at (626) 403-7230. 
Upon request, this agenda will be made available in appropriate alternative formats to persons 
with disabilities. Hearing assistive devices are available in the Council Chamber. Notification at 
least 48 hours prior to the meeting will assist staff in assuring that reasonable arrangements can 
be made to provide accessibility to the meeting (28 CFR 35.102-35.104 ADA Title II) . 

I declare under penalty of perjury that I posted this notice of agenda on the bulletin board in the 
courtyard of City Hall at 1414 Mission Street, South Pasadena, CA 91030, and on the City 's 
website as required by law. 

11117/2017 l1JW~~f1p-
Date Desiree .r;ez: eM 

De uty City Clerk 
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City of South Pasadena 
Agenda Report 

Miclmel A. Cncciotti, Mayor 
Richard D. Sclllleider, MD., Mayor Pro Tem 
Robert S. Joe, Collllci/member 
MarilUl Klmbesrian, M.D., Collllei/member 
Diana Ma]mllld, COllndlll/ember 

COUNCIL AGENDA: 

TO: 

VIA: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

Recommendation 

November 21, 2017 

Evelyn G. ZlIeimer, Cih) Clerk 
Gmy E. Pia, City Treaslirer 

Honorable Mayor and City Council 

Stephanie DeWolfe, City Manager 

Paul Riddle, Fire Chief ~~ 
Eric Zanteson, Division Chief 

Award of Contract to Minagar & Associates, Inc. to Perform 
Professional Engineering Services for On-Street Parking and 
Traffic Study in the Monterey Hills 

It is recommended that the City Council: 
1. Accept a bid dated October 20, 2017, from Minagar & Associates, Inc. (Consultant) 

for on-street parking and traffic study in the Monterey Hills (Project); and 
2. Authorize the City Manager to enter into a contract with Minagar & Associates, Inc. 

for an amount not-to-exceed $14,210; and 
3. Reject all other bids received. 

Fiscal Impact 
Funding for this Project was included in the Fiscal Year (FY) 2017-18 Budget in the Professional 
Services Account No. 101-5010-50 11-8170 in the arnolUlt of$14,210. 

Environmental Analysis 
This item is exempt from any California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) analysis based on 
State CEQA Guidelines Section 15262 which exempts projects involving only feasibility or 
planning studies for possible future actions which the agency has not approved, adopted, or 
funded. 

Commission Review and Recommendation 
This matter was reviewed by the Public Safety Commission and the Public Works Commission. 

Background 
Several streets in the Monterey Hills area are too narrow to allow Emergency Services Vehicles 
to pass certain locations where on-street-parking is permitted and where vegetation grows out 
from areas adjacent to roadways and into traffic lanes. Staff is requesting Consultant to: 

• Assess where and how "on-street parking" (OSP) affects vehicle traffic and access, 
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especially on narrow streets (those that are less than 20 feet in width) within the "Hill 
Area." 

• Assess where trees, shrubs, and bushes grow beyond the curb line into traffic lanes and 
where trees, shrubs, and bushes overhang streets to a height less than 15 feet. 

Every year, homes are destroyed and or damaged by brush fires that occur in high hazard brush 
inter-face areas. Historically, some of the most damaging brush fires have occurred during 
critical weather conditions where there are high temperatures, wind speeds in excess of 25 miles 
per hour, and humidity of 15% or less. When these conditions are present, it is critical that 
responding fire apparatus and other emergency services vehicles have clear unobstructed access 
routes. It is equally important that citizens have the ability to quickly evacuate the affected area. 
Fire apparatus also need to be able to safely and quickly respond to calls for medical problems in 
all areas of South Pasadena. Approximately 80% of all calls for assistance received by the Fire 
Department are medical responses. 

( ) 

Fire apparatus and other emergency services vehicles responding to emergencies with limited 
access roadways in densely populated areas can be significantly delayed by having to navigate 
around parked vehicles. In some situations Fire apparatus are unable to pass legally parked 
vehicles causing significant delays in response times. Staff has identified specific locations 
within the high hazard hill area of the City that Fire apparatus cannot navigate when vehicles are 
legally parked. These legally parked vehicles create choke points that delay responding fire units. ( ') 
These choke points not only delay responding emergency services vehicles, but also restrict 
residents from safely evacuating the affected area. 

The Consultant will assess a defmed list of streets where choke points have been identified and 
provide a report on possible processes for mitigation. It is not staff's intent to remove parking in 
order to mitigate these choke points, rather spaces may be moved, resulting in no net loss of 
parking. 

Analysis 
South Pasadena Municipal Code Section 2.99-29(12) (SPMC) provides that professional service 
contracts, such as the herein agreement, are exempt from the bidding process. This Section of the 
SPMC does require, "if possible," that the City of South Pasadena (City) obtain three quotations 
before awarding the contract. In September 2017, a Request for Proposals (RFP) was distributed 
through direct mailing to consulting engineering firms experienced in Traffic Engineering and 
Consulation projects. The following firms responded to the RFP: 

• Willdan Engineering Industry, CA 

• KOA Corporation Orange, CA 

• Albert Grover & Associates Fullerton, CA 

• Minagar and Associates, Inc. Irvine, CA 

On October 31 , 2017, the Fire Department received and opened one proposal from Minagar & 
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November 21, 2017 
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Associates, Inc., in the amount of$14,210. No other bids were received. 

Government Code Section 4526 allows the selection of professional services of architectural, 
landscape architectural, engineering, environmental, land surveying, or construction project 
management firms to be on the basis of demonstrated competence and on the professional 
qualifications necessary for the satisfactory performance of the services required. 

Minagar & Associates, Inc. is a qualified firm specializing in providing Traffic Engineering 
Consultation Services. Staff has checked the Consultants references, and their work was verified 
to be of good qUality. The Consultant has completed other projects for the City including a traffic 
study for Trader Joe ' s parking, numerous stop sign studies, and the Traffic Calming Evaluation 
on Monterey Road. 

Legal Review 
The City Attorney has reviewed this item. 

Public Notification of Agenda Item 
The public was made aware that this item was to be considered this evening by virtue of its 
inclusion on the legally publicly noticed agenda, posting of the same agenda and reports on the 
City' s website and/or notice in the South Pasadena Review and/or the Pasadena Star-News. 

o Attachments: 
1. Professional Services Agreement 
2. Consultant's Proposal 
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ATTACHMENT 1 
Professional Services Agreement 

Minagar & Associates, Inc. 
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PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT 
FOR CONSULTANT SERVICES 

(City of South Pasadena / Minagar and 
Associates) 

1. IDENTIFICATION 

This PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT ("Agreement") is entered into by and 
between the City of South Pasadena, a California municipal corporation ("City"), and Minagar 
& Associates Inc., ("Consultant"). 

2. RECITALS 

2.1. City has determined that it requires the following professional services from a 
consultant: Traffic Engineering study ("study") of on-street parking and vehicle 
access in the Monterey Hills Area. 

2.2. Consultant represents that it is fully qualified to perform such professional services by 
virtue of its experience and the training, education and expertise of its principals and 
employees. Consultant further represents that it is willing to accept responsibility for 
performing such services in accordance with the terms and conditions set forth in this 
Agreement. 

2.3. Consultant represents that it has no known relationships with third parties, City 
Council members, or employees of City which would (1) present a conflict of interest 
with the rendering of services under this Agreement under Government Code Section 
1090, the Political Reform Act (Government Code Section 81000 et seq.), or other 
applicable law, (2) prevent Consultant from performing the terms of this Agreement, 
or (3) present a significant opportunity for the disclosure of confidential information. 

NOW, THEREFORE, for and in consideration of the mutual covenants and conditions herein 
contained, City and Consultant agree as follows: 

3. DEFINITIONS 

3.1. "Scope of Services": Such professional services as are set forth in Exhibit A and 
incorporated herein by this reference. 

3.2. "Agreement Administrator": The Agreement Administrator for this project is Paul 
Toor, Public Works Director. The Agreement Administrator shall be the principal 
point of contact at the City for this project. All services under this Agreement shall 
be performed at the request of the Agreement Administrator. The Agreement 
Administrator will establish the timetable for completion of services and any interim 

( ) 

milestones. City reserves the right to change this designation upon written notice to ( ) 
Consultant \.. 

Professional Services Agreement - Consultant Services 
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3.3. "Approved Fee Schedule": Consultant's compensation rates are set forth in the fee 
schedule attached hereto as Exhibit B and incorporated herein by this reference. This 
fee schedule shall remain in effect for the duration of this Agreement unless modified 
in writing by mutual agreement of the parties. 

3.4. "Maximum Amount": The highest total compensation and costs payable to 
Consultant by City under this Agreement. The Maximum Amount under this 
Agreement $14,210.00. 

3.5. "Commencement Date": November 21 , 2017. 

3.6. "Termination Date": July 31, 2018. 

4. TERM 

The term of this Agreement shall commence at 12:00 a.m. on the Commencement Date and 
shall expire at II :59 p.m. on the Termination Date unless extended by written agreement of the 
parties or terminated earlier under Section 18 ("Termination") below. Consultant may request 
extensions of time to perform the services required hereunder. Such extensions shall be effective 
if authorized in advance by City in writing and incorporated in written amendments to this 
Agreement. 

S. CONSULTANT'S DUTIES 

5.1. Services. Consultant shall perform the services identified in the Scope of Services. 
City shall have the right to request, in writing, changes in the Scope of Services. Any 
such changes mutually agreed upon by the parties, and any corresponding increase or 
decrease in compensation, shall be incorporated by written amendment to this 
Agreement. 

5.2. Coordination with City. In performing services under this Agreement, Consultant 
shall coordinate all contact with City through its Agreement Administrator. 

5.3. Business License. Consultant shall obtain and maintain in force a City business 
license for the duration of this Agreement. 

5.4. Professional Standards. Consultant shall perform all work to the standards of 
Consultant's profession and in a manner reasonably satisfactory to City. Consultant 
shall keep itself fully informed of and in compliance with all local, state, and federal 
laws, rules, and regulations in any manner affecting the performance of this 
Agreement, including all Cal/OSHA requirements, the conflict of interest provisions 
of Goverrunent Code § 1090 and the Political Reform Act (Govemment Code 
§ 81000 et seq.). 

5.5. Avoid Conflicts. During the term of this Agreement, Consultant shall not perform 
any work for another person or entity for whom Consultant was not working at the 

Professional Services Agreement - Consultant Services 
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Commencement Date if such work would present a conflict interfering with 
performance under this Agreement. However, City may consent in writing to 
Consultant's performance of such work. 

5.6. Appropriate Personnel. Consultant has, or will secure at its own expense, all 
personnel required to perform the services identified in the Scope of Services. All 
such services shall be perfOlmed by Consultant or under its supervision, and all 
personnel engaged in the work shall be qualified to perform such services. Sandeep 
Nayak shall be Consultant's project administrator and shall have direct 
responsibility for management of Consultant' s performance under this Agreement. 
No change shall be made in Consultant's project administrator without City's prior 
written consent. 

5.7. Substitution of Personnel. Any persons named in the proposal or Scope of Services 
constitutes a promise to the City that those persons will perform and coordinate their 
respective services under this Agreement. Should one or more of such personnel 
become unavailable, Consultant may substitute other personnel of at least equal 
competence upon written approval of City. If City and Consultant cannot agree as to 
the substitution of key personnel, City may terminate this Agreement for cause. 

( ) 

5.8 . Permits and Approvals. Consultant shall obtain, at its sole cost and expense, all 
permits and regulatory approvals necessary for Consultant' s performance of this 
Agreement. This includes, but shall not be limited to, professional licenses, ( ) 
encroachment permits and building and safety permits and inspections. 

5.9. Notification of Organizational Changes. Consultant shall notifY the Agreement 
Administrator, in writing, of any change in name, ownership ot control of 
Consultant's firm or of any subcontractor. Change of ownership or control of 
Consultant' s firm may require an amendment to this Agreement. 

5.10. Records. Consultant shall maintain any and all ledgers, books of account, invoices, 
vouchers, canceled checks, and other records or documents evidencing or relating to 
charges for services or expenditures and disbursements charged to City under this 
Agreement for a minimum of three (3) years, or for any longer period required by 
law, from the date of final payment to Consultant under this Agreement. All such 
documents shall be made available for inspection, audit, and/or copying at any time 
during regular business hours, upon oral or written request of City. In addition, 
pursuant to Government Code Section 8546.7, if the amount of public funds 
expended under this Agreement exceeds ten thousand dollars, all such documents and 
this Agreement shall be subject to the examination and audit of the State Auditor, at 
the request of City or as part of any audit of City, for a period of three (3) years after 
final payment under this Agreement. 

6. SUBCONTRACTING 

6.1. General Prohibition. This Agreement covers professional services of a specific and 
unique nature. Except as otherwise provided herein, Consultant shall not assign or 
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transfer its interest in this Agreement or subcontract any services to be performed 
without amending this Agreement. 

6.2 . Consultant Responsible. Consultant shall be responsible to City for all services to be 
performed under this Agreement. 

6.3. Identification in Fee Schedule. All subcontractors shall be specifically listed and 
their billing rates identified in the Approved Fee Schedule, Exhibit B. Any changes 
must be approved by the Agreement Administrator in writing as an amendment to this 
Agreement. 

6.4. Compensation for Subcontractors. City shall pay Consultant for work performed 
by its subcontractors, if any, only at Consultant's actual cost plus an approved mark
up as set forth in the Approved Fee Schedule, Exhibit B. Consultant shall be liable 
and accountable for any and all payments, compensation, and federal and state taxes 
to all subcontractors performing services under this Agreement. City shall not be 
liable for any payment, compensation, or federal and state taxes for any 
subcontractors. 

7. COMPENSATION 

7. J. General. City agrees to compensate Consultant for the services provided under this 
Agreement, and Consultant agrees to accept payment in accordance with the Fee 
Schedule in full satisfaction for such services. As the Consultant is providing the 
investment grade audit at no cost to the City, there will not be any compensation for 
the work to be performed under this agreement. Consultant shall not be reimbursed 
for any expenses unless provided for in this Agreement or authorized in writing by 
City in advance. 

7.2. Invoices. Consultant shall submit to City an invoice, on a monthly basis or as 
otherwise agreed to by the Agreement Administrator, for services performed pursuant 
to this Agreement. Each invoice shall identify the Maximum Amount, the services 
rendered during the billing period, the amount due for the invoice, and the total 
amount previously invoiced. All labor charges shall be itemized by employee name 
and classification/position with the firm, the corresponding hourly rate, the hours 
worked, a description of each labor charge, and the total amount due for labor 
charges. 

7.3. Taxes. City shall not withll0ld applicable taxes or other payroll deductions from 
payments made to Consultant except as otherwise required by law. Consultant shall 
be solely responsible for calculating, withholding, and paying all taxes. 

7.4. Disputes. The parties agree to meet and confer at mutually agreeable times to resolve 
any disputed amounts contained in an invoice submitted by Consultant. 

Professional Services Agreement - Consultant Services 
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7.5. Additional Work. Consultant shall not be reimbursed for any expenses incurred for () 
work performed outside the Scope of Services unless prior written approval is given 
by the City through a fully executed written amendment. Consultant shall not 
undertake any such work without prior written approval of the City. 

7.6. City Verification as Precondition to Payment. Notwithstanding any other terms of 
this Agreement, no payments shall be made to Consultant until City has verified 
that the services have been completed per the requirements defined in this agreement. 

7.7. Right to Withhold Payments. If Consultant fails to promptly satisfy an indemnity 
obligation described in Section 11, City shall have the right to withhold payments 
under this Agreement to offset that amount. 

8. PREVAILING WAGES 

Consultant is aware of the requirements of California Labor Code Section 1720, et 
seq., and 1770, et seq., as well as California Code of Regulations, Title 8, Section 
16000, et seq. , ("Prevailing Wage Laws"), which require the payment of prevailing 
wage rates and the performance of other requirements on certain "public works" and 
"maintenance" projects. Consultant shall defend, indemnify, and hold the City, tis 
elected officials, officers, employees, and agents free and harmless form any claim or 
liability arising out of any failure or alleged failure of Consultant to comply with the 
Prevailing Wage Laws. C ) 

9. OWNERSHIP OF WRITTEN PRODUCTS 

All reports, documents or other written material ("written products" herein) 
developed by Consultant in the performance of this Agreement shall be and remain 
the property of City without restriction or limitation upon its use or dissemination by 
City except as provided by law. Consultant may take and retain copies of such written 
products as desired, but no such written products shall be the subject of a copyright 
application by Consultant. 

10. RELATIONSHIP OF PARTIES 

10.1. General. Consultant is, and shall at all times remain as to City, a wholly independent 
contractor. 

10.2. No Agent Authority. Consultant shall have no power to incur any debt, obligation, or 
liability on behalf of City or otherwise to act on behalf of City as an agent. Neither 
City nor any of its agents shall have control over the conduct of Consultant or any of 
Consultant's employees, except as set forth in this Agreement. Consultant shall not 
represent that it is, or that any of its agents or employees are, m any manner 
employees of City. 

Professional Services Agreement - Consultant Services 

Pfe:f& 



o 

10.3. Independent Contractor Status. Under no circumstances shall Consultant or its 
employees look to the City as an employer. Consultant shall not be entitled to any 
benefits. City makes no representation as to the effect of this independent contractor 
relationship on Consultant's previously earned California Public Employees 
Retirement System ("CaIPERS") retirement benefits, if any, and Consultant 
specifically assumes the responsibility for making such a determination. Consultant 
shall be responsible for all reports and obligations including, but not limited to: social 
security taxes, income tax withholding, unemployment insurance, disability 
insurance, and workers' compensation, and other applicable federal and state taxes. 

10.4. Indemnification of CalPERS Determination. In the event that Consultant or any 
employee, agent, or subcontractor of Consultant providing services under this 
Agreement claims or is determined by a court of competent jurisdiction or CalPERS 
to be eligible for enrollment in CalPERS as an employee of the City, Consultant shall 
indemnifY, defend, and hold harmless City for the payment of any employee and/or 
employer contributions for CalPERS benefits on behalf of Consultant or its 
employees, agents, or subcontractors, as well as for the payment of any penalties and 
interest on such contributions, which would otherwise be the responsibility of City. 

11. INDEMNIFICATION 

11.1 Definitions. For purposes of this Section II , "Consultant" shall include Consultant, 
its officers, employees, servants, agents, or subcontractors, or anyone directly or 
indirectly employed by either Consultant or its subcontractors, in the performance of 
this Agreement. "City" shall include City, its officers, agents, employees and 
volunteers . 

11.2 Consultant to IndemnifY City. To the fullest extent permitted by law, Consultant 
shall indemnify, hold harmless, and defend City from and against any and all claims, 
losses, costs or expenses for any personal injury or property damage arising out of or 
in connection with Consultant's alleged negligence, recklessness or willful 
misconduct or other wrongful acts, errors or omissions of Consultant or failure to 
comply with any provision in this Agreement. 

11.3 Scope ofIndemnity. Personal injury shall include injury or damage due to death or 
injury to any person, whether physical, emotional, consequential or otherwise, 
Property dan1age shall include injury to any personal or real property. Consultant 
shall not be required to indemnify City for such loss or damage as is caused by the 
sole active negligence or willful misconduct of the City. 

11.4 Attorneys Fees. Such costs and expenses shall include reasonable attorneys' fees for 
counsel of City's choice, expert fees and all other costs and fees of litigation. 
Consultant shall not be entitled to any refund of attorneys' fees , defense costs or 
expenses in the event that it is adjudicated to have been non-negligent. 

Professional Services Agreement - Consultant Services 
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11.5 Defense Deposit. The City may request a deposit for defense costs from Consultant (') 
with respect to a claim. If the City requests a defense deposit, Consultant shall 
provide it within 15 days of the request. 

11.6 Waiver of Statutory Immunity. The obligations of Consultant under this Section II 
are not limited by the provisions of any workers' compensation act or similar act. 
Consultant expressly waives its statutory immunity under such statutes or laws as to 
City. 

11.7 Indemnification by Subcontractors. Consultant agrees to obtain executed indemnity 
agreements with provisions identical to those set forth here in this Section II from 
each and every subcontractor or any other person or entity involved in the 
performance of this Agreement on Consultant's behalf. 

11.8 Insurance Not a Substitute. City does not waive any indemnity rights by accepting 
any insurance policy or certificate required pursuant to this Agreement. Consultant's 
indemnification obligations apply regardless of whether or not any insurance policies 
are determined to be applicable to the claim, demand, damage, liability, loss, cost or 
expense. 

12. INSURANCE 

12.1. Insurance Required. Consultant shall maintain insurance as described in this section 
and shall require all of its subcontractors, consultants, and other agents to do the ( ) 
same. Approval of the insurance by the City shall not relieve or decrease any liability 
of Consultant Any requirement for insurance to be maintained after completion of the 
work shall survive this Agreement. 

12.2. Documentation of Insurance. City will not execute this agreement until it has 
received a complete set of all required documentation of insurance coverage. 
However, failure to obtain the required documents prior to the work beginning shall 
not waive the Consultant' s obligation to provide them. Consultant shall file with City: 

• Certificate of Insurance, indicating companies acceptable to City, with a Best's 
Rating of no less than A: VII showing. The Certificate of Insurance must include 
the following reference: South Pasadena Investment Grade Audit 

• Documentation of Best's rating acceptable to the City. 
• Original endorsements effecting coverage for all policies required by this 

Agreement. 
• City reserves the right to obtain a full certified copy of any Insurance policy and 

endorsements. Failure to exercise this right shall not constitute a waiver of the 
right to exercise later. 

12.3 . Coverage Amounts. Insurance coverage shall be at least in the following minimum 
amounts: 

• Professional Liability Insurance: $1,000,000 per occurrence, 

Professional Services Agreement - Consu ltant Services 
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12.4. 

12.5. 

12.6. 

12.7. 

• 

• 

• 

General Liability: 
• General Aggregate: 
• Products Comp/Op Aggregate 
• Personal & Advertising Injury 
• Each Occurrence 
• Fire Damage (anyone fire) 
• Medical Expense (any 1 person) 

Workers' Compensation: 
• Workers' Compensation 
• EL Each Accident 
• EL Disease - Policy Limit 
• EL Disease - Each Employee 

Automobile Liability 
• Any vehicle, combined single limit 

$2,000,000 aggregate 

$2,000,000 
$2,000,000 
$1,000,000 
$1,000,000 
$ 100,000 
$ 10,000 

Statutory Limits 
$1,000,000 
$1,000,000 
$1,000,000 

$1,000,000 

Any available insurance proceeds broader than or in excess of the specified minimum 
insurance coverage requirements or limits shall be available to the additional insured. 
FUlthermore, the requirements for coverage and limits shall be the greater of (I) the 
minimum coverage and limits specified in this Agreement, or (2) the broader 
coverage and maximum limits of coverage of any insurance policy or proceeds 
available to the named insured 

General Liability Insurance. Commercial General Liability Insurance shall be no 
less broad than ISO form CG 00 01. Coverage must be on a standard Occurrence 
form. Claims-Made, modified, limited or restricted Occurrence forms are not 
acceptable. 

Worker's Compensation Insurance. Consultant is aware of the provIsiOns of 
Section 3700 of the Labor Code which requires every employer to carry Workers' 
Compensation (or to undertake equivalent self-insurance), and Consultant will 
comply with such provisions before commencing the performance of the work of this 
Agreement. If such insurance is underwritten by any agency other than the State 
Compensation Fund, such agency shall be a company authorized to do business in the 
State of California. 

Automobile Liability Insurance. Covered vehicles shall include owned if any, non
owned, and hired automobiles and, trucks. 

Professional Liability Insurance or Errors & Omissions Coverage. The deductible 
or self-insured retention may not exceed $50,000. If the insurance is on a Claims
Made basis, the retroactive date shall be no later than the commencement of the work. 
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Coverage shall be continued for two years after the completion of the work by one of () 
the following: (1) renewal of the existing policy; (2) an extended reporting period 
endorsement; or (3) replacement insurance with a retroactive date no later than the 
commencement of the work under this Agreement. 

12.8. Claims-Made Policies. If any of the required policies provide coverage on a claims
made basis the Retroactive Date must be shown and must be before the date of the 
contract or the beginning of contract work. Claims-Made Insurance must be 
maintained and evidence of insurance must be provided for at least five (5) years after 
completion of the contract of work. If coverage is canceled or non-renewed, and not 
replaced with another claims-made policy form with a Retroactive Date prior to the 
contract effective date, the Consultant must purchase "extended reporting" coverage 
for a minimum of five (5) years after completion of contract work. 

12.9. Additional Insured Endorsements. The City, its City Council, Commissions, 
officers, and employees of South Pasadena must be endorsed as an additional insured 
for each policy required herein, other than Professional Errors and Omissions and 
Worker's Compensation, for liability arising out of ongoing and completed operations 
by or on behalf of the Consultant. Consultant's insurance policies shall be primary as 
respects any claims related to or as the result of the Consultant' s work. Any 
insurance, pooled coverage or self-insurance maintained by the City, its elected or 
appointed officials, directors, officers, agents, employees, volunteers, or consultants 
shall be non-contributory. All endorsements shall be signed by a person authorized by 0 
the insurer to bind coverage on its behalf. General liability coverage can be provided 
using an endorsement to the Consultant's insurance at least as broad as ISO Form CG 
201011 85 or both CG 2010 and CG 20 37. 

12.10. Failure to Maintain Coverage. In the event any policy is canceled prior to the 
completion of the proj ect and the Consultant does not furnish a new certificate of 
insurance prior to cancellation, City has the right, but not the duty, to obtain the 
required insurance and deduct the premium(s) from any amounts due the Consultant 
under this Agreement. Failure of the Consultant to maintain the insurance required by 
this Agreement, or to comply with any of the requirements of this section, shall 
constitute a material breach of this Agreement. 

12.11. Notices. Contractor shall provide immediate written notice if (1) any of the required 
insurance policies is terminated; (2) the limits of any of the required policies are 
reduced; (3) or the deductible or self-insured retention is increased. Consultant shall 
provide no less than 30 days' notice of any cancellation or material change to policies 
required by this Agreement. Consultant shall provide proof that cancelled or expired 
policies of insurance have been renewed or replaced with other policies providing at 
least the same coverage. Such proof will be furnished at least two weeks prior to the 

expiration of the coverages. The name and address for Additional Insured C ) 
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Endorsements, Certificates of Insurance and Notices of Cancellation is: City of South 

Pasadena, Attn: Paul Toor, Public Works Director, South Pasadena, CA 95945. 

12.12. Consultant's Insurance Primary. The insurance provided by Consultant, including 
all endorsements, shall be primary to any coverage available to City. Any insurance 
or self-insurance maintained by City and/or its officers, employees, agents or 
volunteers, shall be in excess of Consultant's insurance and shall not contribute with 
it. 

12.13. Waiver of Subrogation. Consultant hereby waives all rights of subrogation against 
the City. Consultant shall additionally waive such rights either by endorsement to 
each policy or provide proof of such waiver in the policy itself. 

12.14. Report of Claims to City. Consultant shall report to the City, in addition to the 
Consultant's insurer, any and all insurance claims submitted to Consultant's insurer in 
connection with the services under this Agreement. 

12.15. Premium Payments and Deductibles. Consultant must disclose all deductibles and 
self-insured retention amounts to the City. The City may require the Consultant to 
provide proof of ability to pay losses and related investigations, claim administration, 
and defense expenses within retention an10unts. Ultimately, City must approve all 
such amounts prior to execution of this Agreement. 

City has no obligation to pay any premiums, assessments, or deductibles under any 
policy required in this Agreement. Consultant shall be responsible for all premiums 
and deductibles in all of Consultant's insurance policies. The amount of deductibles 
for insurance coverage required herein are subject to City's approval. 

12.16. Duty to Defend and Indemnify. Consultant's duties to defend and indemnify City 
under this Agreement shall not be limited by the foregoing insurance requirements 
and shall survive the expiration of this Agreement. 

13. MUTUAL COOPERATION 

13.1. City Cooperation in Performance. City shall provide Consultant with all pertinent 
data, documents and other requested information as is reasonably available for the 
proper performance of Consultant's services under this Agreement. 

13 .2. Consultant Cooperation in Defense of Claims. If any claim or action is brought 
against City relating to Consultant's perfOlmance in connection with this Agreement, 
Consultant shall render any reasonable assistance that City may require in the defense 
of that claim or action. 

14. NOTICES 
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Any notices, bills, invoices, or reports required by this Agreement shall be deemed () 
received on: (i) the day of delivery if delivered by hand, facsimile or overnight 
courier service during Consultant' s and City's regular business hours; or (ii) on the 
third business day following deposit in the United States mail if delivered by mail, 
postage prepaid, to the addresses listed below (or to such other addresses as the 
parties may, from time to time, designate in writing). 

If to City 

Paul Riddle 
City of South Pasadena 
Fire Department 
Sl7 Mound Ave. 
South Pasadena, CA 91030 
Telephone: (626) 403-7300 
Facsimile: (626) 403-7301 

With courtesy copy to: 

Teresa 1. Highsmith, Esq. 
South Pasadena City Attorney 
Colantuono, Highsmith & Whatley, PC 
790 E. Colorado Blvd. Ste. S50 
Pasadena, CA 91101 
Telephone: (213) 542-5700 
Facsimile: (213) 542-5710 

15. SURVIVING COVENANTS 

If to Consultant 

Fred Minagar 
Minagar and Associates 
23272 Mill Creek Drive, Suite 240 W 
Laguna Hills, CA 92653 
Tel: (949)707-11 99 Ext. 2# 

The parties agree that the covenants contained in paragraph 5 .11 (Records), paragraph 
10.4 (Indemnification of CalPERS Determination), Section II (Indemnity), paragraph 
12.S (Claims-Made Policies), paragraph 13.2 (Consultant Cooperation in Defense of 
Claims), and paragraph IS.1 (Confidentiality) of this Agreement shall survive the 
expiration or' termination of this Agreement, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of this Agreement and all otherwise applicable statutes of limitations and repose. 

16. TERMINATION 

16. 1. City Termination. City may terminate this Agreement for any reason on five 
calendar days' written notice to Consultant. Consultant agrees to cease all work under 
this Agreement on or before the effective date of any notice of termination. All City 
data, documents, objects, materials or other tangible things shall be returned to City 
upon the termination or expiration of this Agreement. 

(J 

16.2. Consultant Termination. Consultant may terminate this Agreement for a material 
breach of this Agreement upon 30 days' notice. ( ) 
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16.3. Compensation Following Termination. Upon termination, Consultant shall be paid 
based on the work satisfactorily performed at the time of termination. In no event 
shall Consultant be entitled to receive more than the amount that would be paid to 
Consultant for the full performance of the services required by this Agreement. The 
City shall have the benefit of such work as may have been completed up to the time 
of such termination. 

16.4. Remedies. City retains any and all available legal and equitable remedies for 
Consultant's breach of this Agreement. 

17. INTERPRETATION OF AGREEMENT 

17.1. Governing Law. This Agreement shall be governed and construed in accordance 
with the laws of the State of California. 

17.2. Integration of Exhibits. All documents referenced as exhibits in this Agreement are 
hereby incorporated into this Agreement. In the event of any material discrepancy 
between the express provisions of this Agreement and the provisions of any document 
incorporated herein by reference, the provisions of this Agreement shall prevail. This 
instrument contains the entire Agreement between City and Consultant with respect 
to the transactions contemplated herein. No other prior oral or written agreements are 
binding upon the parties. Amendments hereto or deviations herefrom shall be 
effective and binding only if made in writing and executed on by City and Consultant. 

17.3. Headings. The headings and captions appearing at the commencement of the sections 
hereof, and in any paragraph thereof, are descriptive only and for convenience in 
reference to this Agreement. Should there be any conflict between such heading, and 
the section or paragraph thereof at the head of which it appears, the language of the 
section or paragraph shall control and govern in the construction of this Agreement. 

17.4. Pronouns. Masculine or feminine pronouns shall be substituted for the neuter form 
and vice versa, and the plural shall be substituted for the singular form and vice versa, 
in any place or places herein in which the context requires such substitution(s). 

17.5. Severability. If any term or provision of this Agreement or the application thereof to 
any person or circumstance shall, to any extent, be invalid or unenforceable, then 
such term or provision shall be amended to, and solely to the extent necessary to , cure 
such invalidity or unenforceability, and shall be enforceable in its amended form. 1n 
such event, the remainder of this Agreement, or the application of such term or 
provision to persons or circumstances other than those as to which it is held invalid or 
unenforceable, shall not be affected, and each term and provision of this Agreement 
shall be valid and be enforced to the fullest extent permitted by law. 
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17.6. No Presumption Against Drafter. Each party had an opportunity to consult with an () 
attorney in reviewing and drafting this agreement. Any uncertainty or ambiguity shall 
not be construed for or against any party based on attribution of drafting to any party. 

18. GENERAL PROVISIONS 

18.1. Confidentiality. All data, documents, discussion, or other information developed or 
received by Consultant for performance of this Agreement are deemed confidential 
and Consultant shall not disclose it without prior written consent by City. City shall 
grant such consent if disclosure is legally required. All City data shall be returned to 
City upon the termination or expiration of this Agreement. 

18.2. Conflicts ofInterest. Consultant maintains and warrants that it has not employed nor 
retained any company or person, other than a bona fide employee working solely for 
Consultant, to solicit or secure this Agreement. Further, Consultant warrants that it 
has not paid nor has it agreed to pay any company or person, other than a bona fide 
employee working solely for Consultant, any fee, commission, percentage, brokerage 
fee, gift or other consideration contingent upon or resulting from the award or making 
of this Agreement. Consultant further agrees to file, or shall cause its employees or 
subcontractor to file, a Statement of Economic Interest with the City's Filing Officer 
if required under state law in the performance of the services. For breach or violation 
of this warranty, City shall have the right to rescind this Agreement without liability. 
For the term of this Agreement, no member, officer, or employee of City, during the 
term of his or her service with City, shall have any direct interest in this Agreement, 
or obtain any present or anticipated material benefit arising therefrom. 

18.3. Non-assignment. Consultant shall not delegate, transfer, subcontract or assign its 
duties or rights hereunder, either in whole or in part, without City' s prior written 
consent, and any attempt to do so shall be void and of no effect. City shall not be 
obligated or liable under this Agreement to any party other than Consultant. 

18.4. Binding on Successors. This Agreement shall be binding on the successors and 
assigns of the parties. 

18.5. No Third-Party Beneficiaries. Except as expressly stated herein, there is no 
intended third-party beneficiary of any right or obligation assumed by the parties. 

18.6. Time of the Essence. Time is of the essence for each and every provision of this 
Agreement. 

18.7. Non-Discrimination. Consultant shall not discriminate against any employee Of 

applicant for employment because of race, sex (including pregnancy, childbirth, or 
related medical condition), creed, national origin, color, disability as defined by law, 
disabled veteran status, Vietnam veteran status, religion, age (40 and above), medical 
condition (cancer-related), marital status, ancestry, or sexual orientation. Employment 
actions to which this provision applies shall include, but not be limited to, the 
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following: employment, upgrading, demotion, or transfer; recruitment or recruitment 
advertising; layoff or termination; rates of payor other forms of compensation; or in 
terms, conditions or privileges of employment, and selection for training. Consultant 
agrees to post in conspicuous places, available to employees and applicants for 
employment, the provisions of this nondiscrimination clause. 

18.8. Waiver. No provision, covenant, or condition of this Agreement shall be deemed to 
have been waived by City or Consultant unless in wTiting signed by one authOTized to 
bind the party asserted to have consented to the waiver. The waiver by City or 
Consultant of any breach of any provision, covenant, or condition of this Agreement 
shall not be deemed to be a waiver of any subsequent breach of the same or any other 
provision, covenant, or condition. 

18.9. Excused Failure to Perform. Consultant shall not be liable for any failure to perfOlm 
if Consultant presents acceptable evidence, in City 's sole judgment, that such failure 
was due to causes beyond the control and without the fault or negligence of 
Consultant. 

18.10. Remedies Non-Exclusive. Each right, power and remedy provided for herein or now 
or hereafter existing at law, in equity, by statute, or otherwise shall be cumulative and 
shall be in addition to every other right, power, or remedy provided for herein or now 
or hereafter existing at law, in equity, by statute, or otherwise. The exercise, the 
commencement of the exercise, or the forbearance from the exercise by any party of 
anyone or more of such rights, powers or remedies shall not preclude the 
simultaneous or later exercise by such party of any or all of such other rights, powers 
or remedies. 

18.11. Attorneys' Fees. If legal action shall be necessary to enforce any term, covenant or 
condition contained in this Agreement, the prevailing party shall be entitled to an 
award of reasonable attorneys' fees and costs expended in the action. 

18.12. Venue. The venue fOT any litigation shall be Los Angeles County, California and 
Consultant hereby consents to jurisdiction in Los Angeles County for purposes of 
resolving any dispute or enforcing any obligation arising under this Agreement. 
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TO EFFECTUATE THIS AGREEMENT, the parties have caused their duly authorized () 
representatives to execute this Agreement on the dates set forth below. 

"City" 
City of South Pasadena 

By: ___________ _ 
Signature 

Printed: ____________ _ 

Title: ____________ _ 

Date: _________ _ 

Attest: 

By: ____________ _ 
Evelyn G. Zneimer, City Clerk 

Date: __________ _ 

Approved as to form: 

By: ____________ _ 

Teresa L. Highsmith, City Attorney 

Date: __________ _ 

"Consultant" 
Minagarand 
Associates 

By: . .,.-__________ _ 
Signature 

Printed: ____________ _ 

Title: ____________ _ 

Date: _________ _ 
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Exhibit A 
Scope of Work 

The Consultant will evaluate and propose applicable remedies as per the following: 

Project Description 
Several streets in the Monterey Hills area are too narrow to allow Emergency Services Vehicles 
to pass celiain locations where on-street-parking is permitted and where vegetation grows over 
and into traffic lanes. Staff is requesting the Consultant to: 

Assess where and how "on-street parking" (OSP) affects vehicle traffic and access, especially 
on narrow streets (those that are less than 20 feet in width) within the "Hill Area." 

Assess where trees, shrubs and bushes grow beyond the curbline into traffic lanes and where 
trees, shrubs and bushes overhang streets to a height less than 15 feet. 

The project area will include the streets listed below in the "Monterey Hills" area. 

The study shall focus on streets that are equal to, or less than, 20 feet in width. The streets to be 
included in the study are as follows: 

• St. Albans Ave. 
• Brunswick Ave. 
• Hanscom Dr. 
• Illinois Dr. 
• Peterson Ave. 
• South Lane 
• Warwick Place 
• Blair Ave. 

• Hill Dr. 
• Oak Hill Place 
• Alta Vista Circle 
• Alta Vista Ave. 
• Indiana Ave. 
• Indiana Terrace 
• Indiana Place 
• Mountain View 
• Oak Crest Ave. 
• Gates Place 
• Gillette Crescent 
• Summit Dr. 
• Bonita Dr. 
• Summit Dr. 
• Oneonta Dr. 
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The study should not include those streets that are equal to, or greater than, 25 feet in width. 
Examples of streets that should not be included in the study are streets such as Via Del Rey, 
Camino Lindo and Camino Del Sol. 

PROJECT OBJECTIVES AND SCOPE OF SERVICES 

The Consultant shall visit and acquire familiarity with the streets (to mean any and all streets, 
roads, lanes, avenues, courts, places) within the study area. The Consultant shall assess on
street parking (OSP) on the affected streets and make recommendations regarding permissible 
on-street parking locations and areas where parking should be restricted. The Consultant shall 
assess where trees, shrubs and bushes grow beyond the curbline, into the street, and overhang 
to a height lower than 15 feet above street level. For the purposes of this study the Consultant 
shall: 

• Assess the width of those streets in the study area 
• Assess and provide a list oflocations where trees, shrubs and bushes overhang 

roadways and negatively impact vehicle egress 
• Assess the radius of streets where streets are curved, and be able to explain how 

that diminishes the usable width of the street 
• Determine where two-way vehicle traffic is negatively impacted by on-street 

parking 
• Determine where Emergency Service vehicles such as Fire Apparatus (Engine 

Companies, Truck Companies and Rescue Vehicles) are unable to safely pass 
with speed (at or around 25 miles per hour based on Prima Facie conditions) due 
to on-street parking and provide a list of those locations to Staff 

• Provide recommendations to City Staff for alternate options to the current 
parking process andlor direction of traffic on those streets and roads 

• Assist and present the recommendations at three stakeholders meetings (City 
Council, Commissions, Outreach meeting) 

• Provide copies of the study to City Staff 

The City retains the final decision on which potential projects to ultimately implement (some 
or all), and the prioritization/timing for project implementation. The City further retains the 

exclusive right to modify the project list prioritization and whether or not a potential project 
is ultimately contracted for implementation. City is under no obligation to contract with 
Consultant to implement any of the potential projects identified in the study. 
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CITY OF SOUTH PASADENA 

PROPOSAL 

Traffic Engineering Services 

On-Street Parking and Traffic Study in the Monterey Hills 

October 20, 2017 

.' 

"" .... --+~-----' 
PRESENTED TO: 

CITY OF SOUTH PASADENA 
Fire Department 

817 Mound Avenue 
South Pasadena, CA 91030 

PREPARED BY: 

MINAGAR & ASSOCIATES, INC. 
Traffic Engineering - ITS - Civi l/Electrical Engineering - CEM 

23272 Mill Creek Drive, Suite 240W 
Laguna Hills, CA 92653 

Tel : (949)707-1199 • Email : minagarf@minagarinc.com 
www.minagarinc.com 
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Proposal for Traffic Engineering Services 
On-Street Parking and Traffic Study in the Monterey Hills 
City of South Pasadena, CA 
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I. Background 

2. Firm's Experience and References 
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5. Project Schedule 
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Attachments: Fee Proposal (separate sealed envelope) 
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Proposal for Traffic Engineering Services 
On-Street Parking and Traffic Study in the Monterey Hills 
City of South Pasadena, CA 

October 19, 2017 

Mr. Paul Riddle, Fire Chief 
City of South Pasadena Fire Department 
817 Mound Ave. 
South Pasadena, CA 91030 

Subject: RFP - Providing Traffic Engineering Services for On-Street Parking and Traffic 
Study in the Monterey Hills Improvements 

Dear Fire Chief Riddle: 

Minagar & Associates, Inc. is pleased to submit this proposal to provide the City of South Pasadena 
with professional traffic engineering services for the above referenced project. Our services include all 
traffic engineering and parking-related services, field data collection work, and preparation of the 
engineering report. 

Minagar & Associates, Inc. is a professional Traffic/Civil/Electrical Engineering, Transportation Planning 
& Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS), firm based in Irvine, California. Since our firrn's inception in 
1993, we have completed over 500 traffic engineering projects in Southern California - including in the 
Cities of South Pasadena, Los Angeles, Lake Forest, Mission Viejo, Irvine, Rancho Santa Margarita, 
Laguna Beach, Laguna Woods, and many others-as well as 11 counties and 76 cities in the State of 
California, and 16 other U.S. states from Hawaii to New York. Our office is conveniently located in 
Irvine, offering us a unique ability to cost-effectively conduct field visits, collect traffic data, meet with 
city staff and attend public hearings as necessary at the City's convenience. 

As our team's Principal-In-Charge and day-to-day Project Manager, I, Fred Minagar, MS, PE, RCE, 
FITE will personally manage our in-house staff to provide the City of South Pasadena with our 
reputable and responsive on-call traffic and transportation engineering services which we have 
provided for many similar public agencies over the past 22 years, including several currently such as 
the City of South Pasadena (in L.A. County) and the City of Colton (in San Bernardino County). As 
current City Councilmember and former Planning and also Traffic Commissioner for the City of Laguna 
Niguel for 18 years, I clearly understand the range of municipal issues, policies, procedures, and public 
works technical requirements that go into the analysis, design, administration and management of 
HSIP, SR2S, SRTS and CIP projects, particularly with respect to traffic engineering. 
Minagar & Associates, Inc.'s successful completed projects have comprised the following: 

• 10+ Bike Design & PS&Es 
• 250+ Traffic Signal Designs; 
• 80+ PS&Es for Traffic Signal, ITS, Interconnect & Street Improvement Projects 
• 120+ Traffic Signal Operations Studies & Traffic Impact Analyses (TIA); 
• 1,600+ Synchronized & Retimed Signals and System Evaluations; 

3 
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Proposal for Traffic Engineering Services 
On-Street Parking and Traffic Study in the Monterey Hills 
City of South Pasadena, CA 

• 16 Construction Engineering Management (CEM) Projects; 
• 25 Traffic Control Plans (TCP); 
• 25 EIS/EI R Projects; 
• 47 Parking Studies; 

Cumulatively, our team brings over 300 years of traffic engineering , transportation planning, ITS and 
civi l/electrical engineering experience to the City of South Pasadena. We thank you for the opportunity 
to propose on this and for your continued support. As a bench-holder on the City's previous on-call 
consultant list, our project team looks forward to working with you and the City again on its upcoming 
project. I also attest that we have never been terminated from a contract during the past 15 years. 

If you have any questions or need more information please call me at (949) 707-1199 ext. 2# or more 
conveniently via e-mail atminagarf@minagarinc.com. 

Sincerely, 

MINAGAR & ASSOCIATES, INC. 
(A California Corporation) 

ufl17---
Fred Minagar, MS, PE, RCE, FITE 
President/Senior Project Manager 

$ MINAGAR & ASSOCIATES, INC. W Traffic Engineering· CEM -ITS - Transportation Planning 
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Proposal for Traffic Engineering Services 
On-Street Parking and Traffic Study in the Monterey Hills 
City of South Pasadena, CA 

1 - Background 

Minagar & Associates, Inc. is a full -service, professional traffic and transportation engineering 
consulting firm specia lized in the areas of: 

• Traffic Engineering 
• Transportation Planning 
• Civil & Electrical Engineering 
• Intell igent Transportation Systems (ITS) Design & Deployment 
• Construction Engineering Management & Inspection (CEM/I) 
• Municipal Engineering Support Services 

Since our firm's inception in 1993, M inagar & Associates, Inc. has 
completed over 600 transportation engineering projects, including in 
11 counties and 76 cities in the State of California, as well as 17 other 
states from Hawaii to New York. Current and former publ ic clients 
include the City of South Pasadena, L.A. County Metro (LACMTA), the 
Metropolitan Water District of Southern California (MWD), City of 
Los Angeles, Los Angeles County Department of Public Works 
(LACDPW), and Caltrans (D7, D12, D8, HQ and many others). ( ) 

Successful completed projects have comprised: 

• 130+ Traffic Study Analysis/Study (TIA) Projects 
• 38 Parking Studies and Surveys 

• 7 On-Call Traffic/Transportation Engineering Consultant Contracts for Public Agencies; and 
• Numerous Traffic and Parking Study Reports for the City of South Pasadena 

Over the last 24 successful years of business, Minagar & Associates, Inc. has never been terminated 
from a contract, been involved in any litigation issues, judgments against the firm, disputes regarding 
labor or hiring practices, or filed for bankruptcy. Our firm has successfully completed several PS&E 
projects for the City of South Pasadena on-time and within the budget. 

Primary Contact: Fred Minagar, MS, PE, RCE, FITE 
(949) 727-3399, ext . 2# 
minagarf@minagarinc.com 
18662 MacArthur Boulevard, Suite 435, Irvine, CA 92612 
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Proposal for Traffic Engineering Services 
On-Street Parking and Traffic Study in the Monterey Hills 
City of South Pasadena, CA 

2 - Firm's Experience and References 

Minagar & Associates, Inc. has completed numerous similar traffic and parking for public agencies all 

throughout the State of California, including several projects for the City of South Pasadena over the 

last 10 years . Sample excerpts from Minagar & Associates, Inc.'s various traffic and parking studies 

listed above projects are provided on the following pages. 

As Project Manager and designated City Consultant Traffic Engineer, Fred Minagar, MS, PE, ReE, FITE 

will provide the City of South Pasadena with complete project management and outreach services, 

including participation in staff meetings, public hearings, and presentations to the City Council and 

Planning Commission. 

Numerous Traffic and Parking Studies for the City of South Pasadena (see following pages) 

Chevron South Pasadena Gas Station & Convenience Store Traffic Study: South Pasadena, CA 

Woodbridge Development's Health Terrace Park ing Study & Variance Application - Anaheim, CA 

Randolph Village Shopping Center Parking Survey & Study - Delano, CA 

Chevran Site Industrial Development Project on Trojan Way - City of La Mirada, CA 

Lone Hill Plaza / Route 66 Promenade Center Parking Survey for Bank of America, Del Taco, Starbucks & etc. -

Glendora, CA 

Vallarta Shopping Center 107,360 SF Development Traffic Impact Study for Caltrans D-7 & City of Palmdale -

Palmdale, CA 

Wal-Mart Corporation's Traffic Impact Report for Rye Canyon Business Park - Santa Clarita, CA 

Village Court Yard at Camino Real Shopping Center Traffic Impact Report - San Clemente, CA 

Rite-Aid Shopping Center / Halferty Development Traffic Impact Study - Palmdale, CA 

Vallarta Shopping Center Traffic Impact Study at NEC of SR-138 and Ave. R - Palmdale, CA 

Los iardines Shopping Center & Market Place Traffic Impact Analysis - Bell Gardens, CA 

Chevron Service Station & Convenience Store Traffic Analysis - South Pasadena, CA 

76 Convenience Store & Service Station Traffic Impact Study - County of San Diego, CA 

Rite-Aid Technical Memo ofTraffic Analysis for Ca ltrans D-7 & Palmdale at SR-138 & Ave. R - Palmdale, CA 

ARca Convenience Store/Service Station & Truck Stop Traffic Impact Study for Caltrans & Los Angeles County 

- Castaic, CA 

Parking Study for Proposed Village at Mission LakeS/Paradise Springs - Desert Hot Springs, CA 

SOO,OOO-SF Palmdale Gateway's Home Depot & Target Shopping Center TIS & EIR for Caltrans & City of 

Palmdale - Palmdale, CA 

Lone Hill Plaza Traffic Queuing & Circulation Assessment for a New Starbucks - Glendora, CA 

Rite-Aid Development Traffic Study for Caltrans D-7 & City of Palmdale - Palmdale, CA 

A MINAGAR & ASSOCIATES, INC. W Trame Engineering· CEIl . ITS . Trana,ortlUon Planning 

1 - 29 

4 

10/20/17 



TRAFFIC ENGINEERING • TRANSPORTATION P LANNING • INTELLIGENT TRANSPORTATION SYSTEMS (ITS) • HOMELAND SECURITY 

As-Needed Consulting Traffic Engineering 
Services for the City of South Pasadena 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION - Minagar & 
Associates, Inc. began providing contract 
city traffic engineering services to the City 
of South Pasadena in 2010. Major traffic 
engineering tasks have included traffic 
engineering stud ies, preparation of traffic 
signal timing charts (e.g. , BI-Tran 233) , 
fiber-optic backbone system evaluation, 
ITS master planning, and preparation of a 
grant application for a central traffic 
management and central control system 
citywide ITS project-including Project 
Study Report Equivalent (PSRE) and 
Operations & Maintenance (O&M) 
manuals. Additional traffic engineering 
traffic task order included CMP 
intersection operations analysis , a traffic 
calming recommendations study, stop sign 
warrant and safety analyses at five (5) 
intersection locations, corner sight 
distance approach and departure analyses 
at two stop-controlled intersections, 
preparation of a local and regional truck 
route study with improvement 
recommendations , and numerous radar 
speed, intersection traffic volume, queuing 
and roadway machine counts field data 
collection tasks. 
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LOCATION 
-# South Pasadena, L.A. County, California 

SCOPE OF WORK 
( 

... Traffic Signal Timing Charts 

... Fiber-optic Backbone System Evaluation 
-# ITS Master Planning 
..# Grant Funding Application 

Metro Call-For-Projects Application Package 
for a Central Traffic Management and Central 
Control System ITS Project 
PSRE Preparation 
O&M Manual Preparation 
BenefiVCost (B/C) Forecast Analysis and 
Signal System Modeling 

.. Traffic Studies 
Stop Sign Warrant Analyses 
Before/After Traffic Simulation Analysis 
Sight Distance Analyses 
Truck Route Traffic Analysis & Legal Study 
Traffic Calming Recommendations Study 

..# Traffic Data Collection 
Intersection Turning Movement Counts (TMC) 
Roadway 24-Hour Machine Counts 
Radar Spot Speed Survey Counts 
Vehicle Queuing Measurement 
Vehicle Classification Counts 

~ Traffic Operations Analysis 
CMP Intersection Capacity Analysis 

CLIENT 
City of South Pasadena 
Paul Toor, P.E. 
Director of Public Works 
1414 Mission Street 
South Pasadena, CA 91030 
(626) 403-7240 
ptoor@ci.sQuth-pasadena .ca.us 

CONTRACT COST 
..# $60,000 

CURRENT STATUS 
..# On-going 

~ c ! 
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-> 123 Vears of Excellence I < 
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TRAFFIC ENGINEERING • TRANSPORTATION PLANNING • INTELLIGENT TRANSPORTATION S YSTEMS (ITS) • HOMelAND SECURITY 

Measurements: 

=;:> 25 MPH 

~30MPH 
=;:> 35MPH 
=;:> 40 MPH 

South Pasadena's Pin,e Street Traffic and 
Safety Study, including 12 Radar Speed 
Surveys and Machine Counts on 6 
Arterial and Local Roadway Segments 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

o 
Minaga r & Associates, Inc. was retained by the City of South Pasadena to conduct a "Before and 

After" analysis for the City's Pine Street Troffic Study to assess the traffic and safety impacts of a 

newly·installed stop sign at the intersection of Pine Street and Dos Robles Place, located on the 

border line between the Cities of South Pasadena and Alhambra. The Installation of the stop sign 

and associated striping modifications were approved in accordance with Mlnagar & Associates, 

Inc.'s previous study which analyzed the potential effects of implementing the improvements. The 

objective of the proposed action sought to discourage the use of Pine Street as a cut·through 

route between Huntington Drive and Atlant ic Boulevard by interrupting uncontrolled traffic from 

eastbound Huntington Drive. 

The field data co11ectlon effort included a survey of existing t raffic operations and safety 

conditions on Huntington Drive and Pine Street, including machine counts and radar speed 

surveys in November 2009 and October 2010 for each of the six (6) roadway segments, as well as 

vehicle and pedestrian turning movement counts at six (6) nearby major stop-controlled and 

signalized intersections. The benefits of installing the stop sign included a reduction in measured 

speeds (radar based) along Pine Street, a reduction in daily cut·through traffic volumes (AOT· 

based), an improvement in Pine Street's proper functiona l use as a residential street, and an 

overall Improvement in the level of traffic safety to Pine Street's residents and local road users. 
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LOCATION 

... South Pasadena, los Angeles County, CA 

SCOPE OF WORK 

... 6 (x2) Passenger Vehicle, Heavy Vehicle and Pedestrian 
Turning Movement Intersection Counts 

... 6 (x2) Radar Speed Survey Counts 
~ 6 (x2) Average Daily Traffic Machine Counts 
... Field Survey of Traffic and Safety Conditions, including 

Roadway/Roadside Factors, Pedestrian Connectivity and 
Presence of Traffic Controls 

~ Delay Analysis for Signalized Intersection (in-field) 
.. SYNCHRO Modeling and Queuing Analysis 
~ Recommendation for Traffic Calming Measures 

CLIENT I AGENCY 

@ 

City of South Pasadena 
Paul Toor, P.E., Director of Public Works 
1414 Mission Street 
South Pasadena, CA 91030 
(626)403-7240 
Ptoor@c!.south·pasadena.ca.us 
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TO#BOA & B 

Feasibility Assessment of Potential Conversion 

" 
Two (2) Street Segments Into One~Way Streets: 

Diamond and Fairview Avenues from EI Centro Street to Mission Street 
In tho 

City 01 South Pasadena , CA 

CITY OF SOUTH PASADENA 
Public Work. Ofll"rlmen, 

1 ( ' 4 Mluioo S\."il 
South Pasaden. , CA 91030 

""I~M![II" 

December 2.. 2016 

~ TonOA £ I: F ... ~.1lIT'r .IU, ..... ,"'.,. POTrtmOl to/M ...... '" T_lli SlIt'ET Si~ .. "mUfTtl 
,~." II.,·W •• 5T111 m · 01 ........ 0 .... F ...... 'w AYE""" '''''M Ei (" .. ",. S"'ltn" M''''''~ STRUT 

!low around the PUblic Library. located flJst to the so""h 01 EI ee",ro Street between Diamond 
Avel\UO and Fairv iew Avenue, Each 01 the lour study aloa ur1$;gnallud 1nIG~eClion5 were 
analyzed USing the Highway GapPy Ma,..,al (HeM) Operaliol$ methodology. The HeM 
mGthod determines LOS based on vehiclll control de lay lor each approach movement 01 the 

interseclion. The degree of congestion at an irnersection is describod by the level 01 serv'ea. 
which ranges \rom LOS A to LOS F. w~h LOS A represerning tree-flow conditions with I~t l e 

delay and LOS F repmsenting ovar-saturatlld \raNic Ilow th roughout tha peak hour. A CClmplete 
description 01 the m(laning 01 level o! service can be found in Ihe Highway Research Board 
Special Report 209. Hi;hway Capacity Manual (HCM 20tO) The results ol lhe comparalive 
LOS analysis lor Ihe lour sludy intersections are shown In TA8L£ 1 In addition. vehICle queuing 
was eslimatlld through Irallic I lmula"on mel hods and modeling Ihe peak hour IraNic 1Iows under 
two-way versus one-way conditions in SimTrallic 8.0 The (Mults ollhe queueing anatysis are 

shown In TA8LE 2. 

" , 

, , 
, , 

-iIoI .. ""<lOo<org Y ... lO l1 ~_ I "",,,,,.,,~,,,, •• ,,,, •. ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,.""""'.lII ....... ,,, r"&_ SI"...,.._1:l1f 
- . , ...... rlo-. A' ........ ""'::-.s.'''''' ... ,,'''' .. ... '''''' ...... """"' 0- . .... 
• ... _A'_ ..""...s"""'O<.,,.""'>O .. O:.,.. S<"~.o-,, 

The lollowing conclusions WIIre deyeloped based upon the analysis lindlngs summarited In 

Tables I and 2 

Each 01 th e four (4) inlersections are currently operating al salislaClory AM and PM peak 
hour leve ls 01 service (LOS). and will continue to do so under the Year 2017 baseline 

traffic conditions, 

W~h th e conversion o! Diamond Avenue and FaJIVlew Avenue lrom Two-Way circulation 
to One-way circu lation between Mis$l(m St reet and EI Cenlrtl Slreet the re lative LOS 

leye ls will remain unchanged Each 01 the lour intersections would continue to operate 
under acceptabte LOS ·A" CClnd"rtlons follow Ihe red istribution of tra!tic llows associated 

1 - 34 

wllh conveo1ing Diamond Avenue to One-way Northbound and FalMew Avenue to 0l'1li
way SouthboUnd_ This Includes prohibi!ing westbound Ielt lurns and eastbound right 
turns from MiSSion Street onto Diamond Avenue, and p(1)hib~ing westbound right turns 
eastbound tell turns from EI Centro Street onK! Fairview Avonue The ra!IU~s ollhe LOS 
analy5is show thai both marginal Increases and decreases In trallic delays would resuh 
lrom the cllaroge (see Tabla I) 

The findings at the queuing analysis (see Table 2) snow that maximum observed IraHic 

queues would both Increase and decrease in certain aroas at each oT the four 
Inlersll(:tions as a reBUn of redirected trall ic and the conversion o! Diamond Avenue and 
Fairview Avenue 10 one-way trall ic movements. 

AS indicated in Table 2. the lo llowlng Intersection movomerns would experience 

consistent ~ In the anticipated maximum tratrIC queue dUring both the 
AM and PM p!!a~ hours 

• Northbound trallIC on Diamond Avenue, tummg onto Mission Streel 
• Eastbound \ratlic on EI GenII'() Street stOPPlng al Fairview AV{!nuu 

The folloWing infersection movements would eKpl!rience cons istent ~ In 
Ihe anticipated maximum trallic queue during both Ihe AM and PM peak hours 

Eastbound trat!ic on Mission Streot a1 FaIrview Avenue 
Northbound Iraffic on FailVlew Avenue al MiSSIOn Si reet (approaching 
trallic movements eliminated) 

O MIN&CAR I. ASSOC I&TII, INC. 
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! • o 

C) 

, 



Revised Traffic Study (TO#75) 
I" 

Evaluation 01 Westbound No Turn On Red (NTOR) 
TurnIng Restriction althe IntersectIon 01 

Fair Oaks Avenue at Grevella Street I SR-110 Northbound Off· Ramp 

In the 

City of South Pasadena, CA 

CITY OF SOUTH PASADENA 
J>\Iblk: Work. o.partmenl 

''''4 ~i .. ion Su ... ! 
South P.nd"n., CA ; , 030 

MINAGAR & ASSOCIATES, INC. 
TrillTlc: Efl9inMring- fl'W\.po .... ~Qn Plar>nlng_rTsCansuu.nt. 

'8&l2_ ..... _ .• 9.lilO435 
~EhI_ .. cenl., 
IMN.CA~'2 

woO:_~~~=~~~~~=~n ... ,com Y 1D-"cwo;; n: 
November g, 2015 

~ R ...... Ton~: h'"",,,"CN (Jf W .. ......, •• NO Tu". ON ~.c Ih'TO~1 R"".CI'ION . ,notIKlto"cnoNC' 
'':':;; F ... 0_ ... ",,,,, •• t Go .... "" s, ..... , SR·1IO NoomollO"NO O.,·R ___ City"f South l'G.od.~., '" 

AM Perfod Intersection Tr~fflc Volumes: 
Hour 1 (7-8AM). Hour 2(8-9AM) .nd AM PilJk Hour (7:30-S:30AM) 

F,IIr Oaks AIIP,nup 

SR· 110 

N6 Off 

Grevch~ St. 

SR-110 
N8 Otf 

Greyelia St. 

SR· 110 

N80ff 

l.353 

" 343 
13 p(ld~ I 7·8AM I 66neds 

'6l • 99 ~ 

130 3 peds 10 ~ 
1,905 15 • ~ 

12.8 1,777 

~,lir Oak~ Avenue 

1 • .'196 

~ 439 

llPeds l 
8·~AM In peds 

'04 
133 ~ 

" 178 11 peds , 
~ 4 2,181 27 

" 118 2.063 

Fair Oaks Avenue 

1.584 
430 I P kH I 788 ~ 
146 17 peds I 7:3:8:3~~ I 1'\4 peds ~ 
181 iO ped5 ~ 

Greveli" 5t. --7-"':I----;,~, 1"6;,"""'--,;;o,-r--'-- 2 
'0 

128 2,039 

o MIH.GU & IoSSOCI.TEI. INC. 
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~ 1tlY~'D TOUS, [.,.YOW" O. WUnOU!OO No Tv". OM R,o INTOR) 1If,,..,CMN.O' "" I ......... cr"'" o. 
~ ' .. a 0 ... • ...,.Uf o'G .. ",.,. S""..,' S~·1l0 NO,""OCUHO Q .... FI.f."',-Ory 0/ S ... th ""'adena, CA 

ElCecullv, Summary 

At the reQUest ollha Ctty 01 South Pasadena. Minagar & A$SOClates. Inc. reviewed the 
e~isting weekday peak period traffic conditions al the intersection 01 Fair Oaks Avenue al 
Grevelia Street and the SR-t to Northbound OIl-Ramp. The C~y has reported concerns 
regarding weslbound traffic t)ad<.·up$ on Grevelia St reel allhe inle/seCllon .",e to Ihe existing 
No Right Turn On Red (NTOR) resuiction. and has ind"K:ated intarest in idanWying polential 
sokJlions 10 reduce thi$ delay by mod"~ying or eliminating the NTOR restridion. 

No Tum on Red signs sre typically installed at inlersections where certain cond~ions exisl Ihill 
cause this maneuver to be hazarOOu510 other road users. such as inadeQUate sight dtstal'lCe 01 
vehlcles approaching lrom the leU, Intltf$ection blocking or queuing over rai lroad tracks. The 
Clty 01 SOuth Pasadena has installed -No Turn on Red" signs on the westbound approach on 
Grevella Slreot to. righi_turn movemants headed IlOrth onto Fair Oaks Avenue 

Based on Minallar"s inspeClion ~ appears Ihat lhIJ NTOR signs are necessary oorlng cenam 
limes 01 the day due to the potential lor some lurning mevemenl and sight conHicts belween Ihe 
high trattic volumes on Fair Oaks Avenue. westbound right-turning traffic on Grevelia Stleet, 
and pedestrians In the east-leg crosswatk. In order to batance the need lor adquale traffic $itely 
during Ihe peak limes at Ihe day wtidll also minimizing unnecessary traffic delays at aU other 

limos 01 Ihe day. H is recommended that thll existing posted NTOR signage on the westbound 
lnterseclion approach be revisoo as fo llows. 

ExlSUI\g Signalle Proposed SlgNlgl 

Mast Aim Signal Pole ShlIlI Mast Ann Signal Pole '" 
NO 

NO o~u~~o ~ 

• ~ TURN ~ MON-FRI u,~ ..., ... 
ON RED •. l:~ ~ • ~ RIO·'! 

~u 

~111.1l (CAl I!(;ll1Pl 

V "* 
(No Change) 

.'''1 

010,,. .. <1 .. 11 .... uoeIATU.l,.C. 

'" ~," .. oTON75, EvAlYA""~ O. WUTWt.l"o " O Tua. OM 1\(0 (HTO~1 ~"TIIICT1OH AfT ... I""",CT"'" O' 
''!:) f .... O'G A"'~UI .T G.,,,,.,. STIl,..,' $~·UO No.",oc","", 0"·110""'- Orr 0/ S ... lh "" .. den_. CA 

Complete removal of Ihe NTOR signalle could potentiatly worsen Ihis co'ld~ion duf'lng the peak 
Murs. since vehictes In bolh 01 the weslbound lanlls would be given Ihe OJlPortuntty 10 altempt 
to lorce Into the IlOrthbound lanes (and cause further blockages) while millie south at Ihe 
Intersection wails lor the green Interval to clear the northbound queues 

C An exclusive pedestrian gha§!! - and 
D An ynacC/!p!ablll numb,r 0/ pedf!$trian oonlrgs w~h right-!urn,on-Illd mancuver$ 

UMC;aily involving eh'ldren Rider meslrians or porsons wMh di!\i'bi'1igs-

Sidewalks. marked crosswalks and excluSive pedestrian phases exist on Ihe west . south and 
east legs of the inlersec\ion. Due to Ihe proxim~y of Sollfh Pasadena Middle SChool and several 
shoppJng centers and plazas bot~ to Ihe north and south of the Intersection. Fair Oaks Avenue 
serves a relative ly large volume 01 pedestrians t~rough this intersection crossing nonh-soulh 

over the SR-ItO overpass The number of pedestrians crosslI1g Ihe east leg in oppos~ion 10 

o M1NACAR ........ OCI.TU. INC. 



TO#79: Traffic, Parking & Circulation Analysis 

'0< 
Trader Joe 's at 613 Mission Street and 

Adelaine Avenue between Mission Street & EI Centro Street 

City of South Pasadena, CA 

CrTV OF SOUTH PASADENA 
PuIlIlc Wot1t.D~ 

141'".iaa.Str ... 
SoutlI Paudlna, CA 111030 
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Merna!",,!!! 2 Ill rol.lgh " fflpreSerl1 the partiaVlull mod. icatilm 01 Adcl;une Avenue trom a two
way s1reet 10 a one·way Sireet Ona·way streets are generally warranted under special 
conditions, such as lor one-way service or tranlage roads. alleys, freeway ramps, Hallie circles 

and roundabouts, as a means to slmplily traffic operations and reduce C<JnlliCIs at complex 
slgnali zed intersections, to circulate hallie through a coord inated downtown Sireet system. or 10 
move ((allie on Wl ry narrow roadways where two-way movement is impractical. Exhibit 13 
below depicts the existing roadway cross section 01 the Mclaine Avenue siudy segment 

Exhibit 13 
Ext.llng Sltaet Cro .. Se<:1!on - AdelliM ' A¥lnUI ~ t1w."" MiUlon SUHl' EI CenlrO Street 
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Exhib it i - Vehlculilr TraHlc Turning Movement Counts and Pedestrian Crossing 
Volumes (Weakday AM Peak Hour) 

0 

~ 
0 

- , ! 
••• 

a 

MISSION 
STREET 

$l :r 1 0 ~ J 

fi • • • , • - • 
" 

M 
L.p.~ d : 

.. -+P ... _"""''''''....,. 
I'IIIo:Y"'-"'-('r"""'l 

EElP- ~ ... >I'og Y.-..:. -- - - tll><M.,.1'IIIo: 

!:I s~~ .. ..,., fi ,. .... s _ _ 

· ~"_ ... __ .oIl~ .. ""' ... ,..." ocIjoeotO ........ ion_~ 

o MIHAGA"" APOClo.TU, ' HC. 

• • ; 

~ 
~ 

~ 

'" 

• • 

Il 

~" 

As shown in Exl1ibil13. with the on·street parking lane in each dircction occupie(j, the a_ailable 

(wo·way trave l way is narrowed to belween 10' and 14' on width. While this cond it IOn may 
possitlly be sale ly and conll9niemly nalligated al d~lertlnll l mes 01 the day (e.g" during on.peak· 
periods 01 low bi·(firecllonal llal1ic conHict. or ·f on·$IIe(l1 parked vehicles align lhell rightmosl 
!ires wilhin the guner pan lending 10 allow tor a wider traV1lled Wily), ij is nol prelerabje during 
thc pllak hours 01 the day when vehicle and pedeslrian trallic IS ill ~s highesl 

Minagar & Associales. Inc. developed a Ira1l ie analysis model using Synchro·S.O soltware 10 
evaluale Ihe poteollal circulation impacls 01 convening Adeliline Avenue-whether panially or in 
lull between Mission Sileel and EI Cemro Sileet-imo iI one-way stree!. The lraMie model was 
coded using the eXIsting Tane gOQmetries and Hallie conllol dCllice conditions observed OIl each 

01 the stud)' intersections. alld populated wijh Ihe !rallie wiume co~nt oala collected by lield 
StaN dYfiog Ihe IraMie and parking su~oys The analysIs model was first used 10 evalualn tIm 
e~ islir>g pllak hour conditions. and thnn adjuSled 101 each subsequent alternative to determine 
the impact 01 the proposed turning proh'b~ions and to accounl tor Iraffie d,~e rslons as a result ot 
changes 10 drivers' route choiees on Mission Street , Ade l31ne Avenue. EI Centro Street. and iolo 

and out Irom the Trader Joe·s parl< lr"Ig 101 during Ihe peak hour periods. A summary of the LOS 
analysIs for each $CI!nario is shown below In Exhlbll f" 

, , 
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Traffic Study for 
Fremont Avenue at Oxley Street 

City of South Pasadena, CA 
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Stop Sign Installation Assessment for the 
Intersection of Bonita Drive at Oneonta Drive 

City of South Pasadena, CA 
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FIC; URE 2 - Exlnin, C ondition , Dia,no.m 

1.0 Anolysis 

Usi", u.. r;ollcned dua. MiNf,v &. A .. <>Ciat" .. Inc. conducted a "aht disunce analyli, 
II1d nop ",n warranl a.sCUmenl to dttermine the pOlential need for instllll", SlOp 
control. It me Inlersection. The buis 01 me ;ona!yl;i' included an ei,ht.hour 'UI"'''1 01 
weekday pnk period nhicu!r.r and pedestrian inlernction tnlfic ... olume. collected al 
m. Im,ruction, pr .... l lIin' prima flcie speed limits. ,eneral 1,"Hie op.""tions 
observations , and a yi.",,1 inspection of various li,hl dimnce, phy.igll road~y and 

1 - 39 

1.0 Introduction 

•. • Back,round 

A traffic stltdy wu "<fIH'Sled II)' the at)' of South Pa"dlttll to del.,.".,i .... the feuibiUty 
and nted for inl eaUlo, Oft. or mo •• stop controll It me u illin, .... sldential intersection 
I! Bor'lita Drive and Ontong Drive. 

Fi,ure I shows the loatlon of thl nudy Inll .... ttlon, 
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FIGURE J _ Comer SIa:ht DIstance DI."am 
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The l irhl diSWlce d1&JraIn pr ... ~nted aboY. reYUl. thl! dUI to the u isti", ,eometric: 
condibOru 01 the two ~dw.ys, m ..... riou. ph)"iuJ obltructions adjueJlt to die 
,nter<tOlon. and ,iven tile lXistinK lack of STOP controls, Idequue comtr deparurre 
. i,ht is not ."";Iable. Si,ht line ob.ltUC!Jons ,"dude an existi", .... oioence lcealed 
betweeo me two approlchts within ,he acute an,le 01 me In\.CH" • .,ction lels. landsclpin! 
alon, the rcadllde. on·II"',,< f>lrkinl, and .... r;OIl1 ,utslopel and concrete .eginin,wall, 
It tht ed,e of Ihe curb. 



All-way Stop Sign Installation Assessment for the 
Intersection of Oak Hill Avenue at Short Way 

City of South Pasadena, CA 
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1414 Mission Sm.et 
South p.,.don., 0.91031).3298 
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July 25, 2012 

FIGURE 2 _ Existing Condition. Di1l.l..,.m 

1.0 An olysis 

U,ing th. collected data. MinI,,; & A.,ociuc •. Inc . conducted a sisht di.tanc . analy, i, 
and SlOp ",n warrant u se.sment to determ,ne the potent .. , nted for Installin, SlOp 
conl/"o ls at the inttrsectJon. The basis 01 the IIn.ly,is included an oi,hI-hour sU"'oy of 
weekday puk perIod veh lcu l" .nd pedestrian intersteuon tnffic volume, collected at 

the .n,.rsection. pre'Qilin, prim. f.c,. 'peed lim.t$. ,eMt"11 tn.ffic op.rations 
obse"'ations .• nd . .. isu.1 ,nspection of v.rlou, ",ht distance. phYSIC.1 ro.dw. y and 

O MINAG.fIIIt &. .... OCIAT5S, INC. 
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Field Surv.y Photos: 
Oak HW Avenue u Short Way/Olk Hill Terrace (07112nOI 2) 

Eutbound on Snort W ay: 
Appro.cn in, O.k Hil l Avenue 

Southbound on Oak Hi ll Avenue: 
Appro.ch in, uphill tow.rd Short Way 

OMI"""_1It & .... OCIA-r.., INC. 

f_ Ill ~_''''I V_ 

1" _I .. ' ..... ~r 

W.stbound on Olk Hill Terrace: 
Appr<>ltchin, O.k Hil l Avenue 

Westbound on Oak Hi ll Tut"1ce: 
Approlchinl downhill towvd Short W'y 

,min." 

FIGURE lA _ Eastbound Corner Sight Di,tance Di1l.l..,.m 

A (Omparison of s"ht· line measuremt~t$ ,n the f,e ld and the preso:mo:d corner "Iht 
di'tanc. di.,rams reveal tN.t due to the clCl ' t ln& Icomctrics .nd road"de condittons of 
the ,nter.ectm, ro~dw.ys, the recommended Cgrner departure l itht .. current ly only 
a .... il.ble in on. of the four confl icun, movements (i.... eutbound_left versus 
northbound 'pproach,n, v.h,cle,). For the rem.ini ~, three movcment$, sl,ht line 
obstructions include c><lIt1n, resid ences 10Clted "onl the eu,,",cd portion of roadway 
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Stop Sign Installation Study 
Indiana Avenue at Alta Vista Avenue 

City of South Pasadena, CA 

CITY OF SOUTH PASADENA 
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worn YIElD pavement markIng On Ihl! nstbound 

approach on Alu Vista Avenue to prevent 

mOlonslS from hJ vrng 10 mlerp rCI Ihe eonfhetm, 

V l eld/~top message. T~ legend is ~tlil somewhat 

v" ible and may eOntrlbUle to • number of drovers 

which wl!re .een to "ro ll" through thc SlOp . ign. 
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Trom overhilnging tr ee branches up 10 7 feet above the rOl dway su.hce on the 

nonh "de of Ind,an a AVl!nu~ If the roadway bend to ,nor"ase S1gnl dlS!ilnC!! 

be twe en ro. d user<. 
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TECHNICAL MEMORANDUM 
Traffic Calming Evaluation for Via Del Rey between 

Monterey Road and La Portada Street 
South Pasadena, California 

CITY OF SOUTH PASADENA 
Publk Works D~plrtme.,t 
I.l~ Huntlnltgn Orive 
South hudcna, 0..91030·3298 

MINAGAR .. ASSOCIATES. INC. 
Traffic (n,ll.urlne - ITS - Transportatlan I'lannlnl- CEM 
1861il Moc.ltt~"r BI.,.." Suit. 435 
AI."orUu,"o .. C. "to., I""" .. CA nUl 
Tel, li4g)121·)]9~. F." (i491721·4418 
Web: ..-.m;n.c" .... <om· ~·~II: mln.c"l. mil .. ,.""< .• ,,", 

F.lKul.ry '4. 2011 
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",hich ano fadn, downhill (southbound) traffic. with electronic radar spC'Cd fec:dback 
li&"o. The proposed loations were e~.luated in term. Qf th RI. potenti,l effectivenes •. 
and lun exposure u the I;&n. would be sol.r powered. 

It i, import:lnt tc nctt that .Ithou:h the electronic. lolar.powered .... d.r spud ftadb.ck 
siCn. may not nece5s,arily lno concruendy much the rf' . idcntial chancter of me Slrf'et, 
me de,i,nation of Via Del Rey .s a SChool Route presenu important s,alety needs 01 
pede,vians and 1e,,1 trlffic which would su persede this aspect. 

In addition to the abo~e mc.1sure~. me folllJWin, e><inin, si,ns should be removed/and 
or mod ifled as fol lows: 

Remo~e exi,u", SLOW ,i,ns. These ~rninl .i,n. were deleted from me CA_ 
MUTeD many years '10 due to nat prc~ i d i nl a dur ld~i.ory 'peed and 
con~eyin,amb"uous information about the approach in, drivin, conditions. 

Replace the existing red objec:t mark .. (CA Type N·21 OM'!-3) 10"teo on the 
.,ast side of Via Del Rey at La Portlda Street with a yellow object marker (CA 
Type N_11 OM 1.3) u per CA_MUTCD ,uidelines for T_intersections. 

Replace all SPEED CHECKED BY RADAR si,n. with updated M8(CA)(SP'EED 
ENFORCED BY RADAR.) li,n •. 

OMINAGAR & ..... OC .... TEa. INO. 

Via Del Rey Field 5unrey Photo LOI- I of 1 
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Proposal for Traffic Engineering Services 
On-Street Parking and Traffic Study in the Monterey Hills 
City of South Pasadena, CA 

3 - Staffs Experience 

Minagar & Associates, Inc. is home to eight traffic engineering, civil /electrical engineering, ITS design 
and transportation planning professionals. The key staff listed below are proposed for th is project. 
Project commitments in percent of availab le time are also listed. Detailed project experience, expertise 
and qualifications for key staff members are provided under the Resumes section. 

Staff Resources Table: 

Proposed Key Staff Member 
• Fred Minagar, MS, RCE, PE, FITE 

• 
• 
• 

Henry Trinh, BSEE 

Greg Garces 

Tony Minegar, ASME 

Title/Position 
President, Project Manager 

Senior Traffic Engineer 

Project Engineer 

Field Data Collection Manager 

4 - Project Understanding and Approach 

Years % 
Exp. Availability 
34 80% 

18 55% 

10 75% 

18 65% 

Project Understanding. The City of South Pasadena has initiated this study project to evaluate and 
provide recommendations to improve the on-going vehicle access and on-street parking issues in the 
Monterey Hills Area of the South Pasadena. It is a well-known concern in this area of the City that 
severa l stretches of on-street parking (OSP) along various narrow, winding and tightly landscaped 
streets in the Monterey Hills area pose a potentia lly significant impedance to the ability of ambulances, 
fire trucks and other emergency service vehicles (ESVs) to access the area. Specifically, the City has 
identified several streets in this area are too narrow to allow for ESVs to pass certain locations where 
either OSP is permitted and/or adjacent roadside vegetation grows over and into traffic lanes. 

Project Approach. As the City's designated traffic consulting engineer, the foundation of our 
management approach which we have provided to the City of South Pasadena for the last 8 years, 
centers around the direct and active involvement of our company's President-Fred Minagar, MS, PE, 
RCE, FITE- to manage each project and task orders on a day-by-day basis. Fred is a recognized national 
authority in the areas of traffic engineering and has over 30 years of real world practice, public office 
and instructive experience. 

By having already completed several traffic and parking studies in the Monterey Hills area of South 
Pasadena, Minagar & Associates, Inc. has a thorough understanding of the local conditions wh ich the 
City is attempting to successfully address. Due to the significantly f luctuating conditions in horizontal 
and vertical curvature, as well as the limited roadway infrastructure (e.g., narrow pavements, absence 

5 
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Proposal for Traffic Engineering Services 
On-Street Parking and Traffic Study in the Monterey Hills 
City of South Pasadena, CA 

of shoulders, sidewalks and/or curb and gutter, lack of street lighting, limited corner sight due to dense 
roadside vegetation}, vehicle mobility is many parts of the Monterey Hills area of South Pasadena is 
significantly restricted, and to some degree poses a significant slow-down threat to emergency service 
vehicles which would attempt to traverse the neighborhood during emergency situations. 

Staff will visit the field and collect measurements, make observations and confirm the existing 
conditions and roadway/roadside constraints with respect to vehicle traffic and on-street parking. 
Engineering staff will analyze the field data and provide recommendations to improve critical areas 
along the study area streets in the Monterey Hills neighborhood. Fred will attend City staff meetings to 
obtain the latest data and notes from the Fire Department, and attend all required public hearings to 
approve and present the findings of the study. Overall, Minagar & Associates, Inc. proposes to 
complete the project within 30 days. 

Project Tasks Summary. The following section outlines Minagar & Associates, Inc. proposed work plan 
to complete this project for the City: 

[ 1. Project Management 

1.1 Coordination with City/Fire Department 
1.1a Kick-off meeting/teleconference 
1.1b Draft Traffic & Parking Study Report 
1.1c Final Traffic & Parking Study Report 

1.2 Additional Stakeholder Meetings/Presentations 
1.2a City Council meeting 
1.2b Planning Commission 
1.3c Outreach meeting 

[ 2. Field Reconnaissance 

2.1 Site Walk/Drive Inspections 
Minagar field engineering staff will visit each of the study area locations listed below and 
prepare an inventory of the existing roadway, roadside and traffic/parking conditions and 
observations along each street: 

1.} Alta Vista Ave. 
5.} Brunswick Ave. 
9.} Hill Dr. 
B.} Indiana Ter. 
17.} Oak Hill PI. 
21.} SI. Albans Ave. 

2.} Alta Vista Circle 
6.} Gates PI. 
1O.} Illinois Dr. 
14.} La Portada St. 
18.} Oneonta Dr. 
22.} Summit Dr.(W} 

A MINAGAR & ASSOCIATES, INC. W Traffic Engineering . Co. • ITS • Transportllion "'nnlng 

3.} Blair Ave. 4.} Bonita Dr. 
7.} Gillette Crescent 8.} Hanscom Dr. 
11.} Indiana Ave. 12.} Indiana PI. 
ls.} Mountain View Ave. 16.} Oak Crest Ave. 
19.} Peterson Ave. 20.} South Ln . 
23.} Summit Dr.(E} 24.} Warwick PI. 

1 0/20/17 
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Proposal for Traffic Engineering Services 
On-Street Parking and Traffic Study in the Monterey Hills 
City of South Pasadena, CA 

On-Street Parking (OSP) Assessment 

Minagar will assess the existing on-street parking conditions observed and documented from Task 2. 
The parking assessment will consist of the following sub-tasks: 

3.1 Permissible asp 
Minagar staff wil l review the existing on-street parking (aSP) cond itions to determine where asp 
should be permitted and/or remain in place along each subject study roadway. 

3.2 Restricted asp 
In conjunction with Task 3.1, staff will provide recommendations as to where asp should be restricted, 
whether by curb paint, traffic sign age or both prohibitive signing/striping. asp restrictions will take into 
accounts important factors such as sight distance, minimum design criteria, prevailing traffic speeds 
and daily volumes, pedestrian safety, and aim to balance overall traffic safety and emergency service 
vehicle mobility .with the parking needs of residents. 

3.3 asp Alternatives 
Task 3.3 will involve develping modifications to the existing circulation patterns on one or more street 
segments as necessary, and/or recommending alternate options to the City'S current parking process 
on the whole in the Monterey Hills area based on the findings of Tasks 3.1 and 3.2. 

[ 4. Traffic Assessment 

Minagar will assess the existing traffic, mobility and emergency service vehicles access conditions 
based on the field measurements and observations documented from Task 2. The traffic assessment 
will include a detailed evaluation of the follOWing components for each study street segment: 

4.1 Geometric Conditions 

• Assess street widths - For two-way traffic without asp, two 10' vehicle traffic lanes (20' total 
paved roadway width) should be provided on local residential streets in the Monterey Hills 
area. Street widths less than 20' are considered to be "pinch points" and require that opposing 
vehicular traffic approach slowly and with caution, since narrow streets can be problematic for 
effective ingress/egress. 

• Assess curve radii - Where streets are curved, staff will discuss the degree to which horizontal 
curvature and radii are impacting the usable width of the street. 

4.2 Vehicle Access 

• asp impacts on two-way vehicle traffic - Minagar will determine the locations where two-way 
vehicle traffic is negatively impacted by existing permissible on-street parking. 

7 
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Proposal for Traffic Engineering Services 
On-Street Parking and Traffic Study in the Monterey Hills 
City of South Pasadena, CA • 

Emergency Service Vehicle (ESV) access - As part of Task 4, Minagar will determine and list 
where ESVs such as Fire Apparatus (e.g., Engine Companies, Truck Compan ies, Rescue Veh icles) 
would be unable to safe ly pass with speed (at or around 25 miles per hour based on Prima Facie 
conditions) due to on-street parking. 

4.3 Roadside Vegetation 

• Obstructive trees and shrubs - Minagar will also identify and list locations where trees, shrubs 
and bushes are presently growing beyond the curbline, and into the street, and overhanging 
roadways to a height lower than 15 feet above street level, negatively impacting vehicle egress. 

Sample "Pinch Point" Locations and Overhanging/Obstructive Roadside Vegetation 

I 5. Report Preparation 

The final task will involve preparing a comprehensive Draft and Final report presenting the findings of 
the study, and incorporating and addressing the City of South Pasadena's comments as well as any 
additional concerns. 

8 
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Proposal for Traffic Engineering Services for the On-Street Parking and Traffic Study in the Monterey Hills 
City of South Pasadena, CA 

€D Study Area Streets: 

I. ) Alia Vista Ave. 
7. ) Gi llette Crcsccnl 
I :;.l llIdiallu Ten-an' 
19. I I'clcrsoli Ave. 

:!.J AlI<I Vista Cir. 
K.I Hanstom Dr. 
l-l .t La Portada SI. 
20. ) South Lane 

a. MINAGAR " ASSOCIATES, INC. W Tr.ffIc Engineering. CEM • ITS • Transportation Planning 

3.1 Blair A\t~. 
9 .J iii)) Dr. 
15. ) ~lounlaill View An'. 
2 1.) 5 1. AJbans AH. 

o 

-I .) Bonila Dr. 
10.) Illinois Dr. 
16. 1 Oak Crest Aye. 
22.) Summit Dr. (W) 

5.) Ur unswick Ave. 
II .) Indiana Ave, 
17 ,) Oak Hill PI. 
23.) Summit Dr. (E) 

6.) Gales Place 
12.) Indiana PI. 
18.) Oneonta Dr. 
24.) Warwick PI. 

10/20/17 
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Proposal for Traffic Engineering Services for the On-Street Parking and Traffic Study in the Monterey Hills 
City of South Pasadena, CA 

5 - Project Schedule 

Kick-off meeting 

Progress Meetings & Status Updates 

- Field Reconnaissance 

Field/Site Walk and Drive Runs 

Pinch Point Obselvations and Measurements 

Inventory of Field Data 

- On-Street Assessment 

Permissive OSP Evaluation 

Restricted asp Evaluation 

asp Alternatives Assessment 

4 - Traffic Assessment 

4.1 Geometric Conditions Assessment 

4.2 Vehicle Access Assessment 

4.3 Evaluation of Roadside Vegetation Impacts 

5-

Draft Traffic & Parking Study Report 

Final Traffic & Parking Study Report 

Task 

.A MINAGAR .. ASSOCIATES, INC. W' T,.fftc Engineering. CEM • ITS • TrantpOf'tlUon "'nnlng 

City Review 

o 

-
10 
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Proposal for Traffic Engineering Services 
On-Street Parking and Traffic Study in the Monterey Hills 
City of South Pasadena, CA 

6 - Statement of Compliance 

• 
Minagar & Associates, Inc. hereby acknowledges receipt of all RFP and addenda issued by the 

City of South Pasadena. Minagar & Associates, Inc. does not take any exception to the RFP as 

issued by the City, and shall comply with all of the City's procedures, specificat ions and 

contract requirements for this project. Minagar & Associates, Inc. accepts all the terms and 

conditions outlined in the City's standard consultant services agreement, and can meet all 

insurance requirements made part of the agreement. 

11 
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City of South Pasadena 
Agenda Report 

Michael A. Cacciotti, Mayor 
Richard D. Schneider, M.D., Mayor Pro Tern 
Robert S. Joe, Councilmember 
Marina Khubesrian, M.D., Council member 
Diana Mahmud, Councilmember 

COUNCIL AGENDA: 

TO: 

VIA: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

Recommendation 

November 21, 2017 

Evelyn G. Zneimer, City Clerk 
Gary E. Pia, City Treasurer 

Honorable Mayor and City Council 

Stephanie DeWolfe, City Manager 

Margaret Lin, Principal Management Analyst V- L. 

Adoption of a Resolution Approving the 4th Amendment of the 
San Gabriel Valley Council of Governments' Joint Powers 
Agreement 

It is recommended that the City Council adopt a Resolution approving the 4th Amendment of the San 
Gabriel Valley Council of Governments ' (SGVCOG) Joint Powers Agreement (JPA). 

Fiscal Impact 
There are no fiscal impacts. 

Commission Review and Recommendation 
This matter was not reviewed by a commission. 

Background 
In 1998, the Alameda Corridor-East Construction Authority (ACE) was created by the SGVCOG as 
a subsidiary to address traffic congestion associated with goods movement from the San Pedro Ports. 
ACE currently functions independently and will conclude their work by 2023. On November 9, 
2016, Los Angeles County Voters approved Measure M; a new sales tax measure to fund a Los 
Angeles County Traffic Improvement Plan. SGVCOG is estimated to receive $20.7 million per year 
in local return allocations from Measure M. On August 16, 20l7, the City Council discussed and 
supported the integration of the ACE into the SGVCOG. 

Analysis 
As part of its Strategic Planning process, the SGVCOG Governing Board reviewed the future role of 
ACE and approved the full integration of ACE into the SGVCOG to accomplish the following 
objectives: 

• Restructure ACE so it will be an ongoing operation as a division of SGVCOG, and not 
expire at the end of its mission (currently estimated to be in FY 2022-23). 

• Expand the jurisdiction of ACE as a construction and projects entity that can serve all of the 
San Gabriel Valley. 
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Adoption of a Resolution Approving the 4th Amendment of the SGVCOG JPA 
November 21, 2017 
Page 2 of3 

• Restructure the ACE Board so th;lt it has representation from the entire San Gabriel Valley 
and revise its role so it is no longer a separate Board with management control over ACE but 
instead will be a standing committee advisory to the Governing Board regarding the ACE 
operation. 

• Integrate SGVCOG and ACE staff under a single personnel system reporting to the 
Executive Director of SGVCOG. 

The SGVCOG has adopted the following guiding principles for undertaking construction projects: 
Threshold Criteria & Member Benefit 
• SGVCOG action will result in a measurable benefit to the region and member cities and/or 

non-action will result in a measurable disadvantage or loss to the San Gabriel Valley region. 
• Collaborative relationships with impacted communities, Los Angeles Metropolitan 

Transportation Authority, California Department of Transportation, Los Angeles County, 
and/or other entities are explored before SGVCOG acts to plan or implement a program or 
project. 

• Majority SUppOlt from SGVCOG members is secured before a major program or project is 
undertaken.! 

Liability & Risk 
• Structures are in place, including proper insurance and indemnification, to ensure there is no 

financial exposure or increased legal liability to member cities as a result of SGVCOG taking 
action. 

• Agreements have been defined for long term ownership and maintenance by a responsible 
entity of the completed project. 

Financial Impact 
• SGVCOG may pursue funding for planning activities that may, or may not, result in 

programs or projects, but could fund staff costs. 
• SGVCOG will not proceed with a program or project without securing all funding sources 

necessary to complete the phase. 
• Member agencies may volunteer to fund a program, project, or study through an assessment 

in which only the participating members benefit from the work. 
• SGVCOG may secure short term financing to fund start-up costs or accelerate a program or 

project with approval of a majority of SGVCOG members. 
Legal Authority & Project Oversight 
• Action will conform to SGVCOG' s existing legal authority. If it does not, all legal risks and 

changes to authority will be identified before taking action. 
• Oversight may be performed by a new organization created by SGVCOG that could plan, 

program, or implement projects in the San Gabriel Valley, and the SGVCOG might enter 
into agreements with this organization for the completion of those programs or projects. 

On October 19,2017, the SGVCOG Governing Board approved the revised JPA and directed 
SGVCOG staff to distribute the JPA to all member agencies for adoption. The primary revisions to 

() 

1 Preliminary concept planning is considered part of normal administration as part of assembling information for the ( ) 
SGVCOG Governing Board to consider as part of their review and approval of a program or project. 
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the JP A include the following: 
• To expand the jurisdiction of the SGVCOG's construction scope to include projects 

anywhere in the San Gabriel Valley; 
• Modify all references to the ACE Construction Authority to instead reference the Capital 

Projects and Construction Committee (Committee); and 
• Strike all details regarding the operations and authority of the Committee, with all of that 

information being moved to the SGVCOG bylaws. 

The City of South Pasadena (City) is currently a member of both the SGVCOG and the Arroyo 
Verdugo Subregion (A VS). Furthermore, the City along with the Cities of Pasadena and La 
Canada Flintridge, would receive its Measure M funds through the A VS . While the proposed 
Committee would provide representation for the City, the City would not directly benefit from 
ACE' s construction capabilities through the SGVCOG. 

Legal Review 
The City Attorney has reviewed this item. 

Public Notification of Agenda Item 
The public was made aware that this item was to be considered this evening by virtue of its 
inclusion on the legally publicly noticed agenda, posting of the same agenda and reports on the 
City's website and/or notice in the South Pasadena Review and/or the Pasadena Star-News. 

Attachments: 
1. Resolution 
2. 4 th Amendment of the SGVCOG JPA 
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ATTACHMENT 1 
Resolution 



RESOLUTION NO. 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL 
OF THE CITY OF SOUTH PASADENA, CALIFORNIA, 
APPROVING AMENDMENTS TO THE SAN GABRIEL 

VALLEY COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS JOINT 
POWERS AGREEMENT AS ADOPTED BY 

THE SGVCOG'S GOVERNING BOARD 

WHEREAS, the San Gabriel Valley Council of Governments (SGVCOG) is a 
Joint Powers Authority, which was established pursuant to Chapter 5 of Division 7, Title 
1, of the Government Code of the State of California (Sections 6500, et seq.); and 

WHEREAS, the City of South Pasadena (City) is one of the member agencies of 
the Council; and 

WHEREAS, the Council is currently governed by the Third Amended and 
Restated Joint Exercise of Powers Agreement, effective March 12,2007, which was 
entered into, and modified from time to time, by its public entity members (Agreement); 
and 

WHEREAS, the City Council desires to approve modifications to the Agreement, 
as adopted by the SGVCOG's Governing Board, in order to revise the structure of the 
SGVCOG and extend the role of the SGVCOG in developing and constructing projects in 
the San Gabriel Valley, and to restructure and integrate the Alameda Corridor East 
Construction Authority (ACE Construction Authority), as well as to clarify member tort 
liability and indemnification obligations of member agencies under the Agreement. 

NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SOUTH 
PASADENA, CALIFORNIA, DOES RESOLVE, DECLARE, DETERMINE AND 
ORDER AS FOLLOWS: 

SECTION 1. The City Council adopts , ratifies , and approves the modifications to 
the Agreement, namely the Fourth Amended and Restated Joint Exercise of Powers 
Agreement, approved by the Governing Board of the SGVCOG on October 19, 2017, 
relating to the extension of the SGVCOG's role in developing and constructing projects 
throughout the San Gabriel Valley, to establish the Capital Projects and Construction 
Committee, and to clarify the agreement regarding tort liability and indemnification 
obligations of member agencies, which Amendment is attached hereto and incorporated 
herein by reference. 

SECTION 2. The City Council expressly states its intent that the City not be 

(') 

o 

responsible for the debts, liabilities, and obligations of the SGVCOG to the maximum ( ) 
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extent permitted by law, and that each member agency shall indemnify other member 
agencies to the extent of any agency liability, as specified in the revisions adopted and 
ratified hereby. 

SECTION 3. This Resolution shall take effect immediately upon its adoption. 
The City Clerk of the City of South Pasadena is directed to send a certified copy of this 
resolution to the Secretary of the SGVCOG upon adoption. 

SECTION 4. The City Clerk of the City of South Pasadena shall certify to the 
passage and adoption of this resolution and its approval by the City Council and shall 
cause the same to be listed in the records of the City. 

PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED ON this 21 st day of November, 2017. 

ATTEST: 

Evelyn G. Zneimer, City Clerk 
(seal) 

Michael A. Cacciotti, Mayor 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

Teresa L. Highsmith, City Attorney 

I HEREBY CERTIFY the foregoing resolution was duly adopted by the City 
Council of the City of South Pasadena, California, at a regular meeting held on the 21 st 

day of November, 2017, by the following vote: 

AYES: 

NOES: 

ABSENT: 

ABSTAINED: 

Evelyn G. Zneimer, City Clerk 
(seal) 
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A JOINT POWERS AUTHORITY 
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FOURTH AMENDED AND RESTATED JOINT EXERCISE OF POWERS 
AGREEMENT OF THE "SAN GABRIEL VALLEY COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS" 

(A JOINT POWERS AUTHORITY) 

This Fourth Amended and Restated Joint Exercise of Powers Agreement ("Agreement") is 
made and entered into by and between the public entities (individually, "Member" and collectively, 
"Members") whose names are set forth on Exhibit A, attached hereto and incorporated herein by 
this reference, pursuant to Section 6500, et seq. of the Government Code and other applicable law: 

WITNESSETH: 

The parties hereto do agree as follows: 

Section I . Recitals. This Agreement is made and entered into with respect to the following 
facts: 

a. Historically, the San Gabriel Valley Council of Governments, formerly known as the San 
Gabriel Valley Association of Cities, an unincorporated association, played a valuable role in serving as a 
forum for the exchange of ideas and information among its Member cities; however, the growing need for 
the cities in the San Gabriel Valley to develop and implement their own subregional policies and plans and 
voluntarily and cooperatively resolve differences among themselves required a more representative and 

,( Irmal structure; 

b. There is further a growing need for the cities in the San Gabriel Valley to involve the 
unincorporated areas of Los Angeles County (the "County") and other public agencies located in the San 
Gabriel Valley in the development and implementation of subregional policies, plans, and projects, and in 
the voluntary and cooperative resolution of differences between the cities, public agencies and the 
un incorporated areas. 

c. The public interest requires ajoint powers agency to conduct studies and projects designed 
to improve and coordinate the common governmental responsibilities and serv ices on an area-wide and 
subregional basis through the establishment of a council of governments; 

d. The public interest requires that an agency explore areas of inter-governmental 
cooperation and coordination of government programs and provide recommendations and solutions to 
problems of common and general concern to its Members; 

e. The public interest requires that an agency with the aforementioned goals not possess the 
authority to compel any of its Members to conduct any activities or implement any plans or strategies that 
they do not wish to undertake (except for the payment of dues); 

f. Each Member is a public agency as defined by Section 6500 of the Government Code; 

g. Each Member, by and through its legislative body, has determined that a subregional 
')rganization in the San Gabriel Valley is required in furtherance of the public interest, necess ity and 

Fourth Amended JPA.201? -1-
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convenience to assist in planning, voluntary coordination and implementing projects among the cities, (') 
unincorporated areas and other public agencies; and 

h. Each Member, by and through its legislative body, has independently determined that the 
public interest, convenience and necessity requires the execution of this Agreement by and on behalf of each 
such Member. 

i. This Fourth Amended and Restated Joint Exercise of Powers Agreement of the San 
Gabriel Valley Council of Governments is intended to supersede and replace the Third Amended and 
Restated Joint Exercise of Powers Agreement dated March 12, 2007, as amended by Amendment One, 
effective on May 9, 2008. 

Section 2. Creation of Separate Legal Entity. It is the intention of the Members to create, 
by means of this Agreement, a separate legal entity within the meaning of Section 6503 .5 of the 
Government Code. Accordingly, there is hereby created a separate legal entity whicb shall 
exercise its powers in accordance with the provisions of this Agreement and applicable law. 

Section 3. Name. The name of the said separate legal entity shall be the San Gabriel 
Valley Council of Governments ("Council"). 

Section 4. Purpose and Powers of the Council. 

a. PutPose of Council. The ptupose of the creation of the Council is to provide a vehicle for 
the Members to voluntarily engage in regional and cooperative planning and coordination of government 
services and responsibilities to assist the Members in the conduct of their affairs, including the ability to () 
design and construct public works projects to benefit the region or individual Members. It is the clear intent 
among Members that the Counci l shall not possess the authority to compel any of its Members to conduct 
any activities or implement any plans or strategies that they do not wish to undertake (except for the payment 
of dues). The goal and intent of the Council is one of voluntary cooperation among Members for the 
collective benefit of cities, other public agencies and unincorporated areas in the San Gabriel Valley. 

b. Common Powers. The Council shall have, and may exercise, the following powers: 

(I) Serve as an advocate in representing the Members ofthe Council at 
the regional , state and federal levels on issues of importance to the 
San Gabriel Valley; 

(2) Serve as a forum for the review, consideration, study, development 
and recommendation of public policies and plans with regional 
significance; 

(3) Assemble information helpful Il1 the consideration of problems 
peculiar to the Members; 

(4) Utilize Member resources or presently eXlstll1g single purpose 
public and public/private groups to carry out its programs and 
projects; 

Fourth Amended JPA.2017 -2-
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(5) Explore practical avenues for vo luntary intergovernmental 
cooperation, coordination and action in the interest of local public 
welfare and improving the administration of governmental services; 

(6) Ass ist in coordinating subregional planning efforts and in resolving 
conflicts among the cities, other public agencies, and unincorporated 
areas in the San Gabriel Valley as they work toward achieving 
planning goals; 

(7) Build a consensus among the Members on the implementation of 
poli cies and programs for addressing subregional and regional 
issues; 

(8) Serve as a mechani sm for obtain ing state, federal and regional grants 
to assist in financing the expenditures of the Council ; 

(9) Make and enter into contracts, including contracts for the services 
of engineers, consultants, planners, attorneys, contractors, and 
single purpose public/private groups; 

(l0) Employ agents, officers and employees; 

(I 1) Apply for, receive and administer a grant or grants under any 
federal , state, or regional programs; 

(12) Receive gifts, contributions and donations of property, funds, 
serv ices and other forms of financial assistance from persons, firms , 
corporations and any governmental entity; 

(13) Lease, manage, maintain, and operate any buildings, works, or 
improvements; 

(14) Delegate some or all of its powers to the Executive Director as 
hereinafter provided; and 

( IS) To make and enter into contracts for the serv ices of engineers, 
consultants, planners, and single purpose public or private groups, 
including contracts for design, material s and public works 
construction contracts, on behalf of and in the name of the Council ; 

(16) To acquire, by purchase or eminent domain, construct, reconstruct, 
rehabilitate, maintain in whole or in part, di spose of in whole or part 
on behalf of and in the name of the Council , land, facilities and 
appurtenances necessary or convenient fo r the completion of the 
public works construction projects approved by the Governing 
Board of the Council ; 
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(17) To provide for or obtain insurance for the Council and its Members, ( ) 
and their agents, officers, and employees and contract for risk 
management services; 

(18) Borrow money, incur indebtedness and/or issue bonds pursuant to 
the Constitution of the State of California and any ofthe laws of the 
State of California and to exercise any implied power necessary to 
exercise the express powers provided for in this subparagraph 15, 
provided, however, that any borrowing hereunder shall be for the 
purpose of financing construction projects approved by the 
Governing Boar!! and shall be repaid solely from funds pledged or 
otherwise designated for such projects. Borrowings authorized 
hereunder shall be in the name of the Council and shall be subject to 
Section 16 of this Agreement. 

c. Exercise of Powers. The Council shall , in addition, have all implied powers necessary to 
perform its functions . It shall exercise its powers only in a manner consistent with the provisions of applicable 
law, this Agreement and the Bylaws. For the purposes of determining the restrictions to be imposed on the 
Council in its manner of exercising its powers pursuant to Government Code section 6509, reference shall 
be made to, and the Council shall observe, the restrictions imposed upon the City of West Covina, a general 
law city. 

Section 5. Creation of Governing Board. There is hereby created a Governing Board for 
the Council ("Governing Board") to conduct the affairs of the Council. The Governing Board 
shall be constituted as follows: 

a. Designation of Governing Board Representatives. Except with regard to the County, one 
person, who is a resident of the San Gabriel Valley, sha ll be designated as a representative to the Governing 
Board by the legislative body of each of the Members ("Governing Board Representative"). The County, in 
its sole discretion but subject to the requirement that it shall pay dues and assume all obligations under this 
Agreement in proportion to the number of its Representatives, shall have one, two or three Governing Board 
Representatives. The Governing Board Representative(s) for the County shall reside in and/or represent one 
of the First, Fourth or Fifth Supervisorial Districts and shall be selected by the respective County Supervisor. 
No Member shall be entitled to "ex officio" non-voting representation on the Governing Board; however, 
the Governing Board, at its sole discretion, may allow "ex officio" non-voting representation from publ ic 
entities that are not Members. 

b. Designation of Alternate Governing Board Representatives. Except with regard to the 
County, one person, who shall be a resident of the San Gabriel Valley, shall be designated as an alternate 
representative to the Governing Board by the legislative body of each of the Members ("Alternate Governing 
Board Representative"). The County shall have one, two or three Alternate Governing Board 
Representatives, each acting as an alternate for only one of the First, Fourth and/or Fifth Supervisorial 
Districts. The Alternate Governing Board Representative(s) for the County shall be selected by the respective 
County Supervisor(s) for the First, Fourth or Fifth Supervi sorial Districts and shall reside in and/or represent 
that same Supervisorial District. 
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1 c. Eligibility. No person shall be eligible to serve as a Governing Board Representative or 
-/1 Alternate Governing Board Representative unless that person is, at all times during the tenure of that 

person as a Governing Board Representative or Alternate Governing Board Representative, either a member 
of the legislative body of the appointing Members for city Members or an elected official of a public agency 
for public agency Members, except that Governing Board Representatives and Alternate Governing Board 
Representatives for the County do not have to be members of any legislative body but shall serve at the 
pleasure of their respective County Supervisors. Should any person serving on the Governing Board fail to 
maintain the status as required by this Section 5, that person's position on the Governing Board shall be 
deemed vacated as of the date such person ceases to qualify pursuant to the provisions of this Section 5 and 
the Member shall be entitled to appoint a qualified replacement. 

Section 6. Use of Public Funds and Property. The Council shall be empowered to utilize 
for its purposes, public and/or private funds, property and other resources received from the 
Members and/or from other sources. Subject to the approval of the Governing Board of the 
Council, the Members shall participate in the funding of the Council in such a manner as the 
Governing Board shall prescribe, subject to the provisions of Section 23 ofthis Agreement. Where 
applicable, the Governing Board of the Council may permit one or more ofthe Members to provide 
in kind services, including the use of property, in lieu of devoting cash to the funding of the 
Council 's activities. 

Section 7. Functioning of Governing Board. 

a. Voting and Participation. Each Member may cast only one vote for each issue before the 
'Toverning Board through its representative except that each Governing Board Representative for the County 

.ay cast one vote which shall be independent of and separate from the vote of any other Governing Board 
Representative for the County. An Alternate Governing Board Representative may participate or vote in the 
proceedings of the Governing Board only in the absence of the respective Governing Board Representative . 
Governing Board Representatives and Alternate Governing Board Representatives seated on the Governing 
Board shall be entitled to participate in and vote on matters pending before the Governing Board only if such 
person is physically present at the meeting of the Governing Board and if the Member which that Governing 
Board Representative or Alternate Governing Board Representative represents has timely and fully paid dues 
as required by this Agreement and the Bylaws. Each Governing Board Representative (or the Alternate 
Governing Board Representative) for the County who is physically present at the meeting of the Governing 
Board shall be entitled to participate in and vote on matters pending before the Governing Board without 
regard to the attendance or vote of any of the other Governing Board Representatives for the County if all 
dues owed by the County for the Supervisorial District of said Governing Board Representative are timely 
and fully paid as required by this Agreement and the Bylaws. 

b. Proxy Voting. No absentee or proxy voting shall be permitted. 

c. Quorum. A quorum of the Governing Board shall consist of not less than fifty percent 
(50%) plus one (1) of its total voting membership. 

d. Committees. As needed, the Governing Board may create permanent or ad hoc advisory 
committees to give advice to the Governing Board on such matters as may be referred to such committees 
by the Governing Board. All committees shall have a stated purpose before they are formed. Such a 
committee shall remain in existence until it is dissolved by the Governing Board. Qualified persons shall be 
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appointed to such committees by the pleasure of the Governing Board. Committees, unless otherwise 
provided by law, this Agreement, the Bylaws or by direction of the Governing Board, may be composed of 
representatives to the Governing Board and non-representatives to the Governing Board. 

e. Actions. Actions taken by the Governing Board shall be by not less than fifty percent 
(50%) plus one (I) of the voting Governing Board Representatives who are present with a quorum in 
attendance, unless by a provision of applicable law, this Agreement, the Bylaws or by direction of the 
Governing Board, a higher number of votes is required to carry a particular motion. 

Section 8. Duties of the Governing Board. The Governing Board shall be deemed, for all 
purposes, the policy making body of the Council. All of the powers of the Council, except as may 
be expressly delegated to others pursuant to the provisions of applicable law, this Agreement, the 
Bylaws or by direction of the Govern ing Board, shall be exercised by and through the Governing 
Board. 

Section 9. Robert's Rules of Order. The substance of Robert ' s Rules of Order shall apply 
to proceedings of the Governing Board, except as may otherwise be provided by provisions of 
applicable law, this Agreement, the Bylaws or by direction of the Governing Board. 

Section 10. Meetings of Governing Board. The Governing Board shall, by means of the 
adoption of Bylaws, establish the dates and times of regular meetings of the Governing Board. 
The location of each such meeting shall be as directed by the Governing Board. 

Section 11. Election of President and Vice-President. The President shall be the 
chairperson of the Governing Board, shall conduct all meetings of the Governing Board and 
perform such other duties and functions as required of such person by provisions of applicable 
law, this Agreement, the Bylaws or by the direction of the Governing Board. The Vice-President 
shall serve as President in the absence of the President and shall perform such duties as may be 
required by provisions of applicable law, this Agreement, the Bylaws, or by the direction of the 
Governing Board or the President. Additional officers of the Governing Board shall be as provided 
in the Bylaws. 

A Governing Board Representative shall be elected to the position of President of the 
Governing Board, and a different Governing Board Representative shall be elected to the position 
of Vice-President of the Governing Board at the first regular meeting of the Governing Board held 
in May of each calendar year. The terms of office of the President and Vice-President shall 
commence and expire on July 1. 

If there is a vacancy, for any reason, in the position of President or Vice-President, the 
officer in the next success ive position shall fill that position for the remainder of the term, and 
every successive officer below shall accordingly move up one position. Except as the Governing 
Board by two thirds (2/3) vote may otherwise decide, the Governing Board shall forthwith conduct 
an election to fill any remaining vacancy for the unexpired term of such prior incumbent, unless 
the remaining term to be filled is three month or less. 

Section 12. Executive Director. The Governing Board may appoint by a vote of fifty 
percent (50%) plus one (1) of the total voting membersh ip a qualified person to be Executive 
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Director on any basis it desires including, but not limited to, a contract or employee basis. The 
Executive Director shall be neither a Governing Board Representative, nor an Alternate Governing 
Board Representative, nor an elected official of any Eligible Public Entity (as defined in Section 
21 (c) of this Agreement). The Executive Director shall be the chief administrative officer of the 
Council. The Executive Director shall serve at the pleasure of the Governing Board and may be 
relieved from such position at any time, without cause, by a vote of fifty percent (50%) plus one 
(I) of the total voting membership of the Governing Board taken at a regular, adjourned regular or 
special meeting of the Governing Board. The Executive Director shall perform such duties as may 
be imposed upon that person by provisions of applicable law, this Agreement, the Bylaws, or by 
the direction of the Governing Board. 

Section 13. Designation of Treasurer and Auditor. The Governing Board shall , in 
accordance with applicable law, designate a qualified person to act as the Treasurer for the Council 
and a qualified person to act as the Auditor of the Council. If the Governing Board so designates, 
and in accordance with provisions of applicable law, a qualified person may hold both the office 
of Treasurer and the office of Auditor of the Council. The compensation, if any, of a person or 
persons holding the offices of Treasurer and/or Auditor shall be set by the Governing Board. 

Section 14. Council Treasurer. The person holding the position of Treasurer of the 
Council shall have charge of the depositing and custody of all funds held by the Council. The 
Treasurer shall perform such other duties as may be imposed by provisions of applicable law, 
including those duties described in Section 6505 .5 of the Government Code, and such duties as 
may be required by the Governing Board. The Council's Auditor shall perform such functions as 
may be required by provisions of applicable law, this Agreement, the Bylaws and by the direction 
ofthe Governing Board. 

Section 15. Designation of Other Officers and Employees. The Governing Board may 
employ such other officers or employees as it deems appropriate and necessary to conduct the 
affairs of the Council. 

Section 16. Obligations of Council. The debts, liabilities and obligations of the Counci l 
shall be the debts, liabilities or obligations of the Council alone. No Member ofthe Council shall 
be responsible, directly or indirectly, for any obligation, debt or liability of the Council , 
whatsoever, to the fullest extent allowed by law. No Member of the Council shall be responsible 
for the debts or liabilities of any other Member so lely by reason of Membership on the Council. 
Implementation Agreements to provide for the design and/or construction of projects with 
Members or other agencies ("Implementation Agreement") shall provide for indemnification of 
the individual Members of the Council who are not parties to the Contracts. 

Section 17. Control and Investment of Council Funds. The Governing Board shall adopt 
a policy for the control and investment of its funds and shall require strict compliance with such 
policy. The policy shall comply, in all respects, with all provisions of applicable law. 

Section 18. Implementation Agreements. When authorized by the Govern ing Board, 
affected Members may execute an Implementation Agreement for the purpose of authorizing the 
Counci l to implement, manage and administer area-wide and regional programs or projects in the 
interest of the local public welfare. The costs incurred by the Council in implementing a program 
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or projects, including indirect costs, shaH be assessed only to those Members who are parties to () 
that Implementation Agreement. Such Implementation Agreements shaH provide for appropriate 
insurance and indemnification by the parties to the Agreement for whom the local project is being 
designed and/or built to protect the Council and aH of its Members who are not parties to the 
Implementation Agreement. 

Section 19. Term. The Council created pursuant to this Agreement shaH continue in 
existence until such time as this Agreement is terminated. This Agreement may not be terminated 
except by an affirmative vote of not less than fifty percent (50%) plus one (1) of the then total 
voting membership ofthe Governing Board. 

Section 20. Aoolication of Laws to Council Functions. The Council shaJJ comply with aH 
applicable laws in the conduct of its affairs, including, but not limited to, the Ralph M. Brown 
Act. (Section 54950, et seq ., of the Government Code.) 

Section 21. Members. 

a. Withdrawal. A Member may withdraw from the Council by filing its written notice of 
withdrawal with the President of the Governing Board 60 days before the actual withdrawal. Such 
withdrawal shaH be effective at 12:00 o'clock a.tIl. on the last day of that 60-day period. The withdrawal of 
a Member shaJJ not in any way discharge, impair or modify the vo luntarily-assumed obligations for the 
withdrawn Member in existence as of the effective date of its withdrawal. Withdrawal of a Member shaJJ 
not affect the remaining Members. Withdrawn Members shaJJ not be entitled to any reimbursement of annual 
dues paid. Withdrawal from any Implementation Agreement shaH not be deemed withdrawal from the 
Council. At a minimum, withdrawal from an Implementation Agreement shaH not relieve the withdrawing 
party from liability or obligations for any work undertaken pursuant to the Implementation Agreement 
already completed, or partially completed. In addition to being entitled to completely withdraw from the 
Council, the County may also partiaJJy withdraw and prospectively reduce its annual dues with a 
corresponding reduction in its ability to participate in and vote on matters before the Governing Board by 
filing a written notice of partial withdrawal with the President of the Governing Board 60 days before the 
actual partial withdrawal. Such notice of partial withdrawal shall indicate which Supervisorial District(s) 
shall remain active in the Council and which are being withdrawn and shaH be effective at 12:00 o'clock a.m. 
on the last day of that 60-day period. Partial withdrawal shall not change the rights and ob ligations of the 
County under this Agreement except that the County shall no longer be able to participate in or vote on behalf 
of the withdrawn Supervisorial District(s) on any matter before the Governing Board or Counci l committees. 

b. Non-Payment of Dues. If a Member fails to pay dues within three months of its annual 
dues assessment as requi red under Section 23 of this Agreement and the Bylaws, and after a 30-day written 
notice is provided to that Member, the Member shaJJ be deemed to be suspended from this Agreement and 
the Council. When a Member is suspended, no representative of that Member shaJJ participate or vote on 
the Governing Board or any committee. Such a Member shaJJ be readmitted only upon the payment of aJJ 
dues then owed by the Member, including dues incurred prior to the suspension and during the suspension. 
In the case of the County, if the County fails to pay dues for one or more of its Supervisorial Districts within 
three months of the County' s annual dues assessment as required under Section 23 of this Agreement and 
the Bylaws, and after a 30-day written notice is provided to the County, no representative ofthe delinquent 
Supervisorial District(s) shall participate or vote on the Governing Board. The delinquent Supervisorial 
District(s) shall be able to resume participation and voting on the Governing Board on ly upon the payment 
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r-f all dues then owed by the County on behalf ofthe delinquent Supervisorial District including dues incurred 
( 'ior to and during the period of non-payment by the County. 

c. Admitting and Readmitting Eligible Members. Eligible public entities whose names are 
set forth on Exhibit A to this Agreement ("Eligible Public Entities") shall be admitted to the Council by: 
adopting this Agreement by majority vote of the legislative body of the Eligible Public Entity; properly 
signing this Agreement; and paying in full all dues owed for the then current fiscal year. Since the County 
may be admitted to the Council with voting representatives from one, two or three Supervisorial Districts, 
the dues to be paid by County will be based upon the number of Supervisorial Districts that will represent 
the County in the Council. County, in its sole di scretion, may be admitted to the Council with representation 
from fewer than three Supervisorial Districts and may subsequently increase County's representation by one 
or more additional Supervisorial Districts contingent only on payment in full at the time that any additional 
Supervisorial District commences representation of the County of all dues for the then current fiscal year for 
said Supervisorial District. An Eligible Public Entity may be admitted regardless of whether it adopted and 
signed this Agreement before or after the Effective Date (as defined in Section 26 of this Agreement). An 
Eligible Public Entity that has withdrawn from the Council in accordance with Section 21 may be readmitted 
to the Council by adopting this Agreement or any subsequent version of this Agreement by a majority vote 
of the legislative body of the Eligible Public Entity; properly signing this Agreement or any subsequent 
version of this Agreement and paying in full all dues owed for the current fiscal year and any fiscal years for 
which the Eligible Public Entity had been withdrawn from the Council. No vote of the Governing Board 
shall be required to admit or readmit an Eligible Public Entity. County may reactivate representation by any 
withdrawn Supervisorial District (as defined in thi s Section 21) by paying in full all dues owed for the then 
current fiscal year and any fiscal years for which the Supervisorial District has been withdrawn and no vote 
'the Governing Board shall be required for said reactivation. 

d. Admitting New Members. New Members who are not Eligible Public Entities may be 
admitted to the Counci l upon an affirmative vote of not less than fifty percent (50%) plus one (I) of the total 
voting membership of the Governing Board provided that such a proposed new Member is a city or public 
entity whose jurisdiction, or part thereof, lies within and/or immediately adjacent to, the San Gabriel Valley. 
Admission shall be subject to such terms and conditions as the Governing Board may deem appropriate. 

Section 22. Interference with Function of Members. The Governing Board shall not take 
any action which constitutes an interference with the exercise of lawful powers by a Member of 
the Council. 

Section 23. Dues of Members. The Members of the Council shall be responsible for the 
payment to the Council, annually, of dues for each fiscal year in the amounts periodically budgeted 
by the Governing Board, as and for the operating costs of the Council as provided in the Bylaws. 
The dues of any non-city and non-County Members of the Council shall be no more than the 
maximum dues assessed to any of the city Members of the Council. An annual dues assessment 
will be issued to all Members in July of each calendar year except that the annual dues assessment 
for the County will be issued in July of each calendar year for those Supervisorial Districts whose 
representation of the County began in the first six months of a Council fiscal year and in January 
of the fo llowing calendar year for those whose representation of the County began in the last six 
months of a Council fiscal year. FUlther, the annual dues assessment will also be issued each 
January for any new Members , including Eligib le Public Entities and other entities, who have 
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become Members of the Council for the first time and whose membership commenced in the last r ') 
six months of a Council fiscal year. 

Section 24. Disposition of Assets. Upon termination of this Agreement, after the payment 
of all obligations of the Council, and subject to any grant funding restrictions or other funding 
agreements, any assets remaining shall be distributed to the Members in proportion to the then 
obligation of those Members' obligation to participate in the funding of the Council as provided 
in Section 23 hereof. 

Section 25. Amendment. This Agreement may be amended at any time with the consent 
of fifty percent (50%) plus one (1) of all of the legislative bodies of the then parties hereto. 

Section 26. Effective Date. The effective date ("Effective Date") of this Amended and 
Restated Agreement shall be the first date on which fifty percent (50%) plus one (1) of the E li gible 
Public Entities, whose names are set forth in Exhibit A, adopt this Agreement by a majority vote 
of the legislative body of each Eligible Public Entity and sign this Agreement. 

Section 27. Capital Projects and Construction. 

a. The Council shall have the authority to plan, review, design, manage, oversee, monitor 
and/or construct projects throughout the San Gabriel Valley as authorized in Section 4 of this Agreement. In 
addition, the Council may contract with other public agencies within or outside of the San Gabriel Valley to 
perform these functions outside of the San Gabriel Valley. Such projects will be determined by the 
Governing Board. The management and implementation of these projects will be the ultimate responsibility ( "\ 
of the Executive Director. ) 

b. The Governing Board of the Council previously formed the Alameda Corridor - East, 
Gateway to America Construction Authority (the "ACE Construction Authority") to)mplement a Project 
known as the Alameda Corridor - East, Gateway to America Project (the "Project"), which was expected to 
be of limited scope and duration . All responsibilities of the construction authority previously known as 
Alameda Corridor - East, Gateway to America Construction Authority shall continue to be the 
responsibilities of the Council. The ACE Project shall continue to completion and the Council will continue 
to use the name ACE in connection with its capital projects until such time as the Governing Board takes 
action to change identification of the Council's construction activities. 

c. The Governing Board shall be advised regarding capital project and construction activities 
by a Standing Policy Committee establi shed pursuant to the Council By-Laws. Such capital project and 
construction policy committee shall have a membership comprised of Council Governing Board members 
selected to represent the Council as provided in the By-Laws. 

d. Implementation Agreements between the Council and any of its Members or other 
agencies shall provide for the agency or entity which will accept the project upon completion to properly 
approve the plans and specifications for any such project designed by Council employees, agents or 
contractors in order to ensure that all defenses and immunities avai lable to public entities are fully preserved . 
Insurance shall be purchased for any such project. 
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That the Members of this Joint Powers Agreement have caused this Fourth Amended and 
Restated Agreement to be executed on their behalf, respectively, as fo llows: 

PUBLIC AGENCY 

Supervisor/Mayor/Chairperson 

ATTEST 

Clerk 

DATE 
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EXHIBIT A 

Eligible Public Entities 

Alhambra 

Arcadia 

Azusa 

Baldwin Park 

Bradbury 

Claremont 

County of Los Angeles 

Covina 

Diamond Bar 

Duarte 

El Monte 

Glendora 

Industry 

Irwindale 

La Canada-Flintridge 

La Puente 

La Verne 

Monrovia 

Montebello 

Monterey Park 

Pasadena 

Pomona 

Rosemead 

San Dimas 

San Gabriel 

San Gabriel Valley Water 
Districts Joint Powers 
Authority 

Sierra Madre 

South El Monte 

South Pasadena 

Temple City 

Walnut 

West Covina 
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City of South Pasadena 
Agenda Report 

Michael A. Cacciotti, Mayor 
Richard D. Schneider, M.D., Mayor Pro Tern 
Robert S. Joe, Councilmember 
Marina Khubesrian, M.D" Councilmember 
Diana Mahmud, Councilmember 

COUNCIL AGENDA: 

TO: 

VIA: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

Recommendation 

November 21, 2017 

Evelyn G. Zneimer, City Clerk 
Gary E. Pia, City Treasurer 

Honorable Mayor and City Council 

Stephanie DeWolfe, City Manager 

Paul Toor, Public Works Director 
Margaret Lin, Principal Management Analyst tv\. L.-

Approval of a Letter to the Los Angeles County Metropolitan 
Transportation Authority Regarding the State Route 710 North 
Extension Early Action Projects List 

It is recommended that the City Council approve the attached letter to the Los Angeles County 
Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro) regarding the request for funding for Early Action 
Projects (EAPs) within the City of South Pasadena (City) in lieu ofthe State Route 710 (SR-71O) 
North Extension Tunnel Alternative. 

Analysis 
The Cities of Pasadena and South Pasadena have both retained the services of Nelson\Nygaard 
Consulting Associates (Nelson\Nygaard) and have been able to coordinate their efforts to ensure 
that the combined project lists will have complimentary benefits in both cities and individual 
projects will not result in any negative impacts on the adjacent city. In an effort to improve 
regional mobility, the City has also reached out to the City of Alhambra to identify projects that 
will provide benefits throughout the corridor. The three Cities have come together to develop a 
comprehensive approach towards maximizing the benefits of the available funding; and are 
currently preparing to submit a joint letter to the Metro Board to request funding for the planning 
and evaluation of potential joint projects beyond the projects lists that will be submitted by each 
individual city. 

Nelson\Nygaard has provided a report outlining the City'S mobility priorities and the list of 
projects for which the City would like to request funding. The project list includes all of the 
recommendations provided by the Freeway and Transportation Commission (FTC) and Public 
Works Commission (PWC) and also includes an additional Class II bicycle lane on Fair Oaks 
A venue. The final report will be included as an attachment to the proposed letter to Metro. In 
February 2018, it is anticipated that Metro staff will report back to the Metro Board regarding the 
consolidated EAPs list. If approved, Metro staff will amend the Fiscal Year 2018-19 Metro U Budget to initiate and implement funding for the EAPs as early as March 2018. 
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Approval of a Letter to Metro Regarding SR-71O North Extension Early Action Projects List 
November 21,2017 
Page 2 of3 

Fiscal Impact 
Metro staff has indicated that there is approximately $1 billion available to implement local 
mobility improvement projects. The funds are comprised of the following sources: 

Eligible Project 
Areas/Sponsors 

71 0 North Corridor 
Cities, 710 North 
Study Area, San 
Gabriel Valley 

Local 

MeasureR 

x 

Fund Source, ($', in milliollS) 
State 

710 North Regional 
Rehabilitation Improvement 

Account Program (RIP) 

x 

x 

x 

Federal 

Congestion 
Regional 

Mitigation and 
Surface 

Air Quality 
Transportation 

(CMAQ) 
Program 

x x 

x x 

Of the $1 billion available, the City is eligible to receive funding for projects from the remaining 
Measure R Funds (approximately $780 million) and the SR-710 North Rehabilitation Account 
(funding amount will be based on the sale of the Caltrans Surplus Properties). Metro staff has not 
provided specific information on how the funds will be allocated or how the projects will be 
selected at this time. 

Background 
On May 25,2017, the Metro Board made an unanimous decision to adopt the Transportation 
System ManagementiTransportation Demand Management (TSMlTDM) Alternative as the 
Locally Preferred Alternative for the SR-71O North Extension Project; allocate $105 million in 
remaining Measure R funds to the development and implementation of the projects listed in the 
TSMlTDM Alternative; allocate the remaining Measure R funds and other funding dedicated to 
the SR-710 North Extension Project towards new mobility improvement projects in the corridor. 
Metro staff has requested that cities submit their project lists in December 2017. On July 19, 
2017, the City Council authorized the City Manager to execute a Professional Services 

o 

o 

Agreement with Nelson\Nygaard for transportation consulting services to identify appropriate 0 
transportation projects for the City. 
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Approval of a Letter to Metro Regarding SR-710 North Extension Early Action Projects List 
November 21, 2017 
Page 3 of3 

Commission Review and Recommendation 
On October 17, 2017, the FTC and PWC held ajoint meeting to receive a presentation provided 
by Nelson\Nygaard regarding the proposed projects. The FTC and PWC made the following 
recommendations: 

• Priority should be given to the State Route 110 Hookramp Project 
• Priority should be given to projects that will shift existing cut-through traffic on 

neighborhood streets to Fair Oaks Avenue and provide speed management improvements 
• Remaining funding should be allocated to select proposed and adopted projects including 

"rnicrotransit," and potential Metro Gold Line grade separations at Monterey Road and 
Pasadena Avenue. 

On November 8, 2017, the PWC considered the draft report provided by Nelson\Nygaard and 
provided edits to the report to reflect the PWC's comments and discussion. 

All of the recommendations and modifications provided by the FTC and PWC were incorporated 
in the final draft report provided by Nelson\Nygaard. 

Legal Review 
The City Attorney has reviewed this item. 

Public Notification of Agenda Item 
The public was made aware that this item was to be considered this evening by virtue of its 
inclusion on the legally publicly noticed agenda, posting of the same agenda and reports on the 
City's website and/or notice in the South Pasadena Review and/or the Pasadena Star-News. 

Attachments: 
1. Proposed Letter to Metro with Nelson\Nygaard Final Draft Report 
2. Nelson\Nygaard Draft Report with PWC Comments 
3. Metro Board Box 
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Proposed Letter to Metro with 

Nelson\Nygaard Final Draft Report 
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November 21, 2017 

Metro Board 
One Gateway Plaza 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

CITY OF SOUTH PASADENA 
OFFICE OF THE CITY COUNCIL 

1414 MISSION STREET, SOUTH PASADENA, CA 91030 
TEL: (626) 403-7210' FAX: (626) 403-7211 

WWW.SOUTHFASADENACA.GOV 

Dear Chair Garcetti and Board Directors, 

On behalf of the City of South Pasadena (City), we commend the Los Angeles Metropolitan 
Transportation Authority (Metro) Board's decision on March 25,2017, to select the 
Transportation System Managementffransportation Demand Management (TSMffDM) 
Alternative as the Locally Preferred Alternative and to allocate the remaining State Route 710 
(SR-71O) North Extension Project Measure R funds to new mobility improvement projects in the 
San Gabriel Valley. . 

o 

In accordance with Metro staffs direction, the City is pleased to submit the following Early 0 1 

Action Projects List to improve mobility in the region. The proposed projects will improve cross 
jurisdictional traffic flows while minimizing cut-through traffic impacts on residential 
neighborhoods and improve safety for pedestrians and bicyclists. 

0:';; 0;:·f'IT~--=~ "';, -;,=-~-_.-.:-r _ -

__ - [> _~'~-_I~~;~J~~ __ ~ __ _ ~_~~\l~~~~[ __ - - -_ ·si: ~~-l_-~ ==] 
Includes modifications to the 

The current 
State Route 110 (SR-

SR-110 on- and off-ramp at 
configuration is a key 

11 O)lFair Oaks 
Fair Oaks A venue and 

$35-38 bottleneck that 
A venue Interchange additional street improvements million impedes north/south 
Modifications traffic flow in the 

on Fair Oaks Avenue region 
1 

Fremont 
Package of road upgrades that 

AvenuelHuntington will increase vehicular Provides increased 

DrivelFair Oaks 
throughput and person capacity 

$15-20 
north/south capacity 

Regional Traffic 
while maintaining or improving 

million 
connecting to the 

Corridor 
pedestrian and bicyclist safety Cities of Pasadena and 

Improvements 
and reducing impacts on Alhambra 
adiacent nei~borhoods 

Improved safety along 
the main cut-through 

2 
Operational Safety improvement projects $10 traffic corridors (i.e. 
Improvements million Fremont Avenue, 

Columbia Street, 
Grand Avenue, etc.) o 
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Traffic safety study that will 

Improves safety along 
Traffic Calming/Speed focus on speed management $5 the main cut-through 
Management and safety improvements along million traffic corridors 

specified corridors 
Projects will be 

Local and Regional Package of projects to improve developed with 
3 Transportation local and regional TBD consensus with 

Improvements transportation conditions neighboring 
jurisdictions 

Additional details regarding these individual projects and the nexus they provide towards 
mitigating the impacts of the SR -710 are available in the attached report provided by the City's 
consultant, Nelson\Nygaard Consulting Associates, mc. The City of South Pasadena has also 
been working with the Cities of Alhambra and Pasadena in an attempt to develop regional 
consensus on the proposed project lists and will submit a separate letter regarding this effort 
shortly. 

We look forward to working closely with you to mitigate the regional traffic concerns within 
the SR-71O corridor and to implement these essential projects in a timely fashion. If you 
have any questions or comments, please feel free to contact Stephanie DeWolfe, City 
Manager, at SDeWolfe@SouthPasadenaCAgov or (626) 403-7210. 

Sincerely, 

Michael A Cacciotti 
Mayor 

Robert S. Joe 
Councilmember 

Richard D. Schneider, M.D. 
Mayor Pro Tern 

Marina Khubesrian, M.D. 
Councilmember 

cc: Phillip A Washington, Metro CEO 

Attachment: Nelson\Nygaard Final Report 
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MEMORANDUM 
To: South Pasadena City Council 

From: Paul Moore and Steve Boland 

Date: November 21, 201 7 

Subject: Draft Language for Metro Funding Request 

Ail requested, we have drafted language for the City's funding request to Metro. This is based on 
our understanding of the direction we received in the October 17 joint meeting of the Freeway and 
Transportation Commission and Public Works Commission. 

The general direction we were provided is as follows: 

• For the initial $105 million in funding set aside for TSM/TDM projects, the City will 
prioritize projects to inlprove throughput (without widening the roadway or removing 
substantial parking, and while maintaining or inlproving pedestrian safety) Fremont 
south of Huntington, Huntington between Fremont and Fair Oaks, and Fair Oaks. (The 
City will take the position with Metro that regional traffic should be diverted from 
Fremont north of Huntington to Huntington and Fair Oaks.) This will include the SR
llo/Fair Oaks interchange "hook ramp," as well as modifications to/removal of bulb outs 
along Fair Oaks. 

• Ail part of the TSM/TDM package, the City will also request funding for inlprovements to 
intersection operations on other streets as well as traffic calming mitigations to "cut
through" traffic impacts on neighborhoods. Ail part of this request, the City will also ask 
for funding for speed management inlprovements (reducing speeding, but not 
throughput) to Fremont to be identified through a future study. 

• The City will request that remaining funding be allocated to select proposed and adopted 
projects (not including Bicycle Master Plan projects) as well as a proposed "microtransit" 
pilot project and a study of potential Gold Line grade separations including Monterey 
Road/Pasadena Avenue. 

Draft language is below. 

~NTRODUCT~ON 

The City of South Pasadena is very pleased to have this opportunity to look to a new mobility 
future for the Southern California region and to partner with the Los Angeles County 
Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro) and our neighboring cities in forging a new vision 
of inclusive and sustainable transportation. With our neighboring cities and working with our 
residents and businesses, we have envisioned a new way to look at the traditional State Route 710 
North corridor. We see opportunities for improving mobility for area residents, businesses and 
visitors. 

706 SOUTH HILL STREET, SUITE 1200 LOS ANGELES, CA 90014 213-785-5500 
www.nelsonnygaard.com 
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710 Extension Alternatives Funding Request to Metro (Draft) 
[City of South Pasadena] 

We have identified the following list of priority projects that the City of South Pasadena would like 
to propose for Metro funding. While many of these projects are more defined, some remain 
conceptual. Project costs are estimated on the best current iuformation. Some individual project 
elements might need to be adjusted and we d.o believe that some flexibility should be considered, 
as projects are rolled out and impacts are realized. 

We have identified projects that we believe are candidates for Transportation System 
Management and Transportation Demand Management (TSM/TDM) fundiug with the 
understandiug that some of them may be funded under the remaining allocation. 

The packages of projects described below were developed through a community-based process 
iuvolving local residents, busiuess representation and the city's elected officials. The City of South 
Pasadena collaborated with its neighboring cities of Pasadena and Alhambra to better understand 
the traffic flows from city to city and the future goals of the cities in regards to overall mobility. 
The projects we are proposing for fundiug iuclude: 

• Priority Ifor TSM/TDMfunding: Projects to improve vehicular throughput, while 
maiutaiuiug or improving pedestrian safety. We see steps that can be taken to improve 
traffic flow that will not require extensive street widening or parking impacts. A key 
transportation route related to the current SR710 traffic flow is Fremont Avenue. This has 
been the key traffic route between the City of Alhambra and the City of South Pasadena. 
Bow on the street can be improved, by directing traffic away from Fremont Avenue at or 
near Huntington Drive and directing that traffic to Fair Oaks Avenue. We have again been 
in discussions with both the City of Alhambra and the City of Pasadena regarding 
accompanying improvements to their segments of these corridors. As part of this package 
of projects, we are proposiug improvements to the iuterchange of State Route 110/ Arroyo 
Parkway and Fair Oaks Avenue, based on a refined concept developed by members of our 
City of South Pasadena Public Works Commission that would require further analysis and 
project development by Metro and Caltrans. (Please note that the concept may be revised 
based on future discussions with Metro and Caltrans.) 

• Priority 2for TSM/TDM or remaining funding: This package consists of 
operational improvements at intersections on other City of South Pasadena streets used 
by regional traffic. In recognition of the fact that some regional traffic will continue to use 
neighborhood streets, we are also requesting fundiug for traffic safety and speed 
management improvements to reduce negative impacts on neighborhoods that bear a 
disproportionate burden and to assist in maiutaining the residential nature of those 
streets. We believe these projects can be implemented iu such a way that they will not 
reduce regional mobility, but will improve safety and quality-of-life for residents and 
visitors. 

• Priority 3for remaining funding: We have identified a number of additional 
projects that would improve mobility, safety, sustainability and quality-of-life for both 
residents and visitors. We are also requestiug that Metro in partnership with the City of 
South Pasadena and other neighboring corridor cities conduct a pair of studies: one, of 
potential grade separations of at-grade intersections along the Metro Rail Gold Line; and 
a second study of a potential microtransit pilot program to improve first/last mile access 
and connectivity to current and future Gold Line stations. 

Following are detailed descriptions of each package. 

NelsonlNygaard Consulting Associates Inc. 12 
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710 Extension Alternatives Funding Request to Metro (Draft) 
[City of South Pasadena] 

PRIORITY 1: TSM/TDM FUNDING 

SR·ll O/Fair Oaks Avenue Interchange Modifications 
One of the key bottlenecks that impedes the flow of south and north traffic in the region is the 
current SR-110 "on" and "off' ramps that connect to Fair Oaks Avenue. The current configuration 
impacts the multiple street traffic lights on Fair Oaks Avenue and causes back-up both north and 
south bound impacting not only the City of South Pasadena, but also the City of Pasadena. The 
City of South Pasadena wonld like to see developed a new freeway "hook ramp" that would 
streamline the freeway "on" and "off' access, while also smoothing the traffic backups on Fair 
Oaks Avenue 

This "hook ramp" project would modernize the 1930s-era interchange at SR-110 and Fair Oaks 
Avenue Currently, access to the southbound SR-110 on-ramp from northbound Fair Oaks is via 
du.alleft-turn lanes, and the off-ramp from northbound SR-110 to Fair Oaks is constrained by 
adjacent Grevelia Street, resnlting in level of service "F" at this intersection during both the 
weekday AM and PM peak periods. The City of South Pasadena SR-71O Desigu Advisory Group 
identified this project as a priority in 2002, and Caltrans has previously approved a conceptual 
design. The refined concept recently developed by the City of South Pasadena's Public Works 
Co=ission may be briefly described as follows: 

• Construct a new southbound SR-110 "hook" on-ramp accessible via eastbound State 
Street, east of Fair Oaks Avenue 

• Restripe northbound Fair Oaks Avenue between Grevelia Street and State Street to 
replace northbound left-turn lanes with a right-turn lane continuing onto a new right
turn lane to be built on the south side of State Street Remove the existing traffic island at 
the current SR-110 on-ramp. 

• Northbound Fair Oaks Avenue between Hope Street and Grevelia Street, remove the 
existing bulbout in order to provide a shared through and right-turn lane, and replace the 
left-turn lane with a through lane. 

• On southbound Fair Oaks Avenue north of the existing southbound on-ramp, project 
wonld extend the existing right-turn lane to north of Oaklawn Street (requires removal of 
bulbout north of Mound Street). 

• Truncate Grevelia Street between Fair Oaks Avenue and Mound Avenue (access to the 
adjacent Shakers Restaurant parking lot would be retained via Fair Oaks Avenue). 

• Widen northbound SR-110 off-ramp and restripe for two left-turn lanes, one through 
lane, and one right-turn lane. 

• Add second right-turn lane on westbound Grevelia Street at Fair Oaks Avenue 

• Remove bulbout on northbound Fair Oaks Avenue prior to the Orchard Supply Hardware 
shopping center driveway. The current bus stop would be moved to far side of 
intersection. 

Caltrans has provided an estimated capital cost for the previous version of for this project of $38 
million. We believe that the project cost may ultimately be lower. We also believe this project is 
critical to ensuring efficient movement of regional traffic on Fair Oaks Avenue, and would both 
leverage and support the improvements described below. 

NelsonlNygaard Consulting Associates Inc. 13 
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710 Extension Alternatives Funding Request to Metro (Draft) 
[City of South Pasadena) 

Fremont Avenue/Huntington Drive/Fair Oaks Avenue Regional 
Traffic Corridor Improvements 

This is a proposed package of improvements designed to increase vehicular throughput and 
person capacity on north-south arterials connecting to the cities of Pasadena and Alhambra, while 
simultaneously maintaining or improving safety for pedestrians and cyclists and minimizing 
impacts on adjacent neighborhoods. It incorporates elements of the SR 710 North EIR/EIS 
TSM/TDM Alternative. After reviewing a number of the alternatives, we are not proposing the 
reversible lanes concept, as we believe that it would represent a safety risk. 

The traffic flow improvements we propose include: 

• Implement an Adaptive Traffic Control System and synchronize signals throughout the 
corridor. Include leading pedestrian intervals in all signal cycles. These signals would run 
on Fair Oaks Avenue from the City of South Pasadena into and through the City of 
Pasadena. 

• Extend the northbound left-turn pocket at Monterey Road and Fair Oaks Avenue 

• Remove bulbouts and replace with right-turn pockets on Fair Oaks Avenue at: the 
northwest and northeast corners at Monterey Road (extending to the Vons shopping 
center driveway); the northwest, southwest and southeast corners at El Centro Street; the 
northwest, southwest and southeast corners at Mission Street; and the northwest, 
southwest and southeast corners at Hope Street At Mission Street, ensure that resulth1g 
corner radii are no greater than necessary given the desired design vehicle. Reconstruct 
remaining bulbouts to prevent auto intrusions on the sidewalk. 

• At the SR-110 ramp intersections, implement the changes previously described 

• Increase the visibility of all crosswalks using continental or ladder (perpendicular) 
striping. 

• Extend the existing merging lane on northbound Fremont Avenue just north of the 
Fremont/Alhambra intersection. 

• Restripe Fremont Avenue south of Huntington Drive to clearly delineate eight-foot 
parking lanes (marked using continuous edge striping), ll-foot travel lanes, and a lo-foot 
left-turn lane. 

• On Fremont Avenue between Hunth1gton Lane and Huntington Drive, remove some 
existing parking (six spaces), add a southbound merging lane and re-designate the 
northbound through lane as shared through/right-turn. Prohibit right turns on red. 

• Add signage on Fremont Avenue approaching Huntington Drive northbound directing 
Pasadena-bound motorists to turn right at Huntington Drive and directing the traffic to 
Fair Oaks Avenue 

• On Huntington Drive between Fremont Avenue and Fair Oaks Avenue, add a second 
westbound left-turn lane and adjust signal timing accordingly. 

• Widen the median on Huntington Drive east of Fremont to six feet and realign the 
crosswalk in order to provide a median refuge with a "nose." Accommodate by narrowing 
eastbound general-purpose lanes as necessary or by narrowing the median between the 
westbound right-turn and through lanes. 

• Add flashing beacons or other enhanced safety measures at the crosswalk on the right
turn lanes from westbound Huntington Drive to northbound Fair Oaks Avenue 

NelsonlNygaard Consulting Associates Inc. 14 
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710 Extension Alternatives Funding Request to Metro (Draft) 
[City of South Pasadena] 

• Restripe Fair Oaks between Huntington Drive and Grevelia Street to accommodate Class 
II bicycle lanes. This can be accomplished without removing existing general-purpose or 
parking lanes or narrowing existing raised medians, by narrowing the general-purpose 
lanes to 10 to 11 feet. 

• Add HA WI< pedestrian-actuated signals or other enhanced safety measures at the un
signalized crosswalk at Spruce Street (Note that when actuated, this would disrupt signal 
progression.) 

Given that the recommended changes would largely consist of restriping and signal upgrades, 
with relatively few curb line modifications required, we believe that the total cost of this package 
should not exceed $10 to 20 million. 

PRIORITY 2: TSM/TDM OR REMAINING FUNDING 

Additional Operational Improvements 
The changes described below would improve throughput and safety, and would largely consist of 
restriping, signal upgrades and new signals, with relatively few curb line modifications required. 
For this reason, we believe that the total cost of this package should not exceed $10 million. These 
improvements would be designed subject to a more detailed determination of feasibility. 

• On Huntington Drive at Garfield Ave, convert the existing eastbound shared through and 
right-turn lane to a right-turn lane. 

• On Columbia Street at Pasadena Avenue, stripe eastbound left-turn and shared 
through/right-turn lanes. 

• On westbound Columbia Street at Orange Grove Avenue, install protected left turn of 
sufficient duration to clear the queue and actuated/time-limited green for through move 
and restripe for 1 left turn lane and 1 combined right turn/through lane. 

• On Garfield Avenue at Mission Street, provide a longer green phase for Garfield Avenue 

• At Garfield Avenue and Monterey Road, replace the existing all-way stop with a signal. 

• At Garfield Avenue and Oak Street, add a signal. (Note that the distance between this 
intersection and the signalized intersection of Garfield Avenue and Huntington Drive is 
approximately 600 feet, so queueing analysis may need to occur. Alternately, traffic might 
be diverted from Garfield Avenue·at Huntington Drive to Fair Oaks Avenue or Los Robles 
Avenue) 

Traffic Calming/Speed Management 
Pending a City study of potential improvements to increase safety and reduce other impacts from 
regional "cut-through" traffic on local streets, we are proposing measures to manage speeds and 
improve safety where necessary on high volume streets as well as neighborhood traffic 
management and calming measures to protect local and low-volume residential streets which are 
currently and/or are projected to be impacted by the intrusion of commuter and cut-through 
traffic in the corridor, including but not limited to: 

• Fremont Avenue north of Huntington Drive 

• Columbia Street, Hermosa Street, and Grand Avenue, west and south of Orange Grove 
Avenue 

NelsonlNygaard Consulting Associates Inc.15 
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710 EXIension Alternalives Funding Requesllo Melro (Draft) 
[City of South Pasadena] 

• Arroyo Drive from Columbia Street to Pasadena Avenue 

• Meridian Avenue south of Monterey Road 

Because these projects have not yet been fully defined, their cost is not yet known. However, we 
are requesting a grant of $5 million, sufficient for the City of South Pasadena to establish a 
neighborhood traffic safety programs and make initial improvements in the corridor. 

(Note that the City has previously studied traffic calming improvements on Fremont, but many of 
the study's recommendations were ultimately found to be unacceptable to the community, in part 
because they were believed to be more appropriate to lower-volume local streets. While the City's 
position is that regional traffic should be diverted to Fair Oaks, Fremont is likely to remain a 
relatively high-volume street for the foreseeable future, and the City would like to study speed 
management options in that context.) 

PRIORITY 3: REMAINING FUNDING 
This category of proposed projects consists of other projects that would improve local and 
regional transportation conditions in a variety of ways. They include: 

• Adopted projects in our Capital Improvement Program including: 

Flashing crosswalks on Mission Street (which has a capital cost ofless than $1 
million). 

Upgrades to the existing signal at Monterey Road and Via Del Rey (which, along with 
the new signal below, have costs of more than $1 million). 

A new signal at Monterey Road and Orange Grove Avenue 

Installation of electric charging station at City-owned parking lot. 

• Reduction of the curb radius on the northwest corner of EI Centro Avenue and Orange 
Grove Avenue, and restriping to eliminate the buffer on the southbound approach 
between the through/left and right-turn lanes. (This and the following two projects 
should be relatively inexpensive, well less than $1 million each.) 

• A new sidewalk on the north side of El Centro Street between Edison Lane and Mound 
Avenue (and accompanying reconfiguration of the adjacent City-owned parking lot). 

• A new un-signalized crosswalk with accompanying enhanced safety measures on Mission 
Street at Prospect Avenue 

• A Metro-funded study of potential grade separations of at-grade intersections along the 
Metro Rail Gold Line, including Monterey Road and Pasadena Avenue 

• Another Metro-funded study of a potential microtransit pilot program to improve 
first/last mile access and connectivity to Gold Line stations. (Note: this could leverage 
recommendations of the countywide microtransit study Metro is Metro is currently 
pursuing). 

The City of South Pasadena is open to other traffic improvement opportunities and welcomes new 
ideas and other collaborative efforts to move the Southern California region into a more 
sustainable mobility future. 

NelsonlNygaard Consulting Associates Inc. 16 
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MEMORANDUM 
To: South Pasadena City Council 

From: Paul Moore and Steve Boland 

Date: November 21, 2017 

NELSON 
NYGAARD 

Subject: Draft Lcmguage for Metro Funding Request 

As requested, we have drafted language for the City's funding request to Metro. This is based on 
our understanding of the direction we received in the October 17 joint meeting of the Freeway and 
Transportation Commission and Public Works Commission. 

The general direction we were provided is as follows: 

For the initial $105 million in funding set aside for TSM/TDM projects, the City will 
prioritize projects to improve throughput (without widening the roadway or removing 
substantial parking,.and while maintaining or improving pedesman safej:y) Fremont 
south of Huntington, Huntington between Fremont and Fair Oaks, and Fair Oaks. (The 
City will take the position with Metro that regional traffic should be diverted from 
Fremont north of Huntington to Huntingtan and Fair Oaks.) This win include the SR
no/Fair Oaks interchange "hook ramp," as well as modifications to/removal of bulb outs 
along Fair Oaks, 

As part of the TSM/TDM package, the City 'Will also request funding for improvements to 
intersection operations on other streets as well as traffic calming mitigations to "cut
through" traffic impacts on neighborhoods. As part of this request, the City 'Will also ask 
for funding for speed management improvements (reducing speeding, but not 
throughput) to Fremont to be identified through a future study, 

The City will request that remaining funding be allocated to select proposed and adopted 
projects (not including Bicycle Master Plan projects) as well as a proposed "microtransit" 
pilot project and a study of potential Gold Line grade separations including Monterey 
Road/Pasadena Avenue. 

Draft language is below. 

INTRODUCTION 
The City of South Pasadena is ,'ery pleased to have this opportunity to look to a new mobilitv 
future for the Southern California region and tQ partner with the Los Angeles County 
Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro) and our neighboring cities in forging a new vision 
of inclusive and sustainable transportation. With our neighboring cities and working v .. ith our 
residents and businesses. we have envisioned a new , .... -av to Jook at the traditional State Route 710 
North corridor. \'\Te see qQportunities for improving mobility for ~ residents, businesses and 
visitors. 

706 SOUTH HILL STREET, SUITE 1200 LOS ANGELES, CA 90014 213·785·5500 
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710 Extension Alternatives Funding Request to Metro (Draft) 
[City of South Pasadena] 

We have identified the following list of priority projects that the City of SQuth Pasadena would like 
to propose for Metro funding. While many of these projects are more defined. some remain 
conceptual. Project costs are estimated on the best current information. Some individual project 
elements might need to be adjusted and we do believe that some flexibility should be considered 
as projects are rolled out and impacts are realized. 

We have identified projects that we believe are candidates for Transportation System 
Management and Transportation Demand Management (TSMjTDM} funding with the 
understanding that some of them may be funded under the remaining allocation. 

The packages of projects described below were developed through a community-based process 
involving local residents. business representation and the city's elected officials. The City of South 
Pasadena collaborated with its neighboring cities of Pasadena and Alhambra to better lll1derstand 
the traffic £10 .... '5 from city to citv and the future goals of the cities in regards to overall rnobiIitv. 
The projects we are proposing for funding include: 

Priority 1for TSM/TDMfunding: Projects to improve vehicular throughpu~ while 
maintaining or improving pedestrian safety. We see steps that can be taken to improve 
traffic flow that will not require extensive street \\'idening or parking. A key 
transportation route related to the CUlTent SR710 traffic flow is Fremont Avenue. This has 
been the key traffic route betvveen the Citv of Alhambra and the City of South Pasadena. 
Flm ... · on the street: cali he ,im proved. bv directing traffic U\\':J\' from Fremont Avenue nt OJ' 

near Huntington Dl'ive and directing that t!'affic to Fair Oaks Avenue .. We have agnin been 
in discussions with 'both the City of Alhambra 'and the Cit" of Pasadena regarding 
accompanying improvements to their segments of these cClnic1ors. As part of this package 
of projects, we are proposing improvements to the interchange of State Route lID/ArrOYO 
Parkway Dnd Fair Oaks~ based on a refined concept developed by members of our 
City of South Pasnd(ma Public Works Commission that would require further analysis and 
project develop;merit by:Metro and Caltrans. (Pl~se nQte that the concept mID' be revised 
based on future discussions with Metro and Caltrans.) 

Priority 2for TSM/TDM or remaining funding: This package consists of 
operational improvements at intersections on other City of South Pasadena streets used 
by regional traffic. In recognition of the fact that some regional traffic will continue to use 
neighborhood streets, we are also requesting funding for _traffic safety and speed 
management improvements to reduce negative impacts on neighborhoods that bear a 
disproportionate burden and to assist to maintain the residential nature of those streets. 
We believe these projects can be implemented in such a way that they will not reduce 
regional mobility, but will improve safety and quality-of-life for residents and visitors. 

Priority 3for remainingfunding: We have identified a number of additional 
projects that would improve mobility, safety, sustainability and quality-of-life for both 
residents and visitors. We are also requesting that Metro in partnership with the City of 
South Pasadena and other neighboring corridor cities conduct a pair of studies: one, of 
potential grade separations of at-grade intersections along the Metro Rail Gold Line; and 
a second study of a potential microtransit pilot program to improve firstjlast mile access 
and connectivity to current and furore Gold Line stations. 

Following are detailed descriptions of each package. 
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710 Extension Alternatives Funding Request to Metro (Draft) 
[City of South Pasadena] 

PRIORITY 1: TSM/TDM FUNDING 

SR-ll O/Fair Oaks Interchange Modificatians 
One of the key bottlenecks that impedes the flow of south and north traffic in the region is the 
current SR-110 "on" and "off' ramps that connect to Fair Oaks Ayenue. The current configuration 
impacts the multiple street traffic lights on Fair Oaks Ave. and causes back-up both north and 
south bound impacting not only the City of South Pasadena. but also the Citv' of Pasadena. The 
.Citv of South Pasadena would like to see developed a new freeway "hook ramp" that would 
streamline the freewav "on" and "off' access while also smoothing the traffic backups on Fair 
Oaks Ave. 

This "hook ramp" project would modernize the 1930s-era interchange at SR-110 and Fair Oaks 
~. Currently, access to the southbound SR-110 on-ramp from northbound Fair Oaks is via dual 
left-turn lanes, and the off-ramp from northbound SR-110 to Fair Oaks is constrained by adjacent 
Grevelia Street, resulting in level of service "F" at this intersection during both the weekday AM 
and PM peak periods. The City of South Pasadena SR-710 Design Advisory Group identified this 
project as a priority in 2002, and Caltrans has previously approved a conceptual design. The 
refined concept recently developed by the City of South Pasadena's Public Works Commission 
may be briefly described as follows: 

• Construct a new southboundSR-no ''hook'' on-ramp accessible via eastbound State 
Street, east of Fair Oaks..aE. 

• Restripe northbound Fair Oaks Ave. between Grevelia St. and State St. to replac~ 
northbound left-turn lanes with a right-turn lane,continuing onto a new right-turn lane to 
be built on the south si'!.e of State St. Remove the existing traffic island at the cui'l'cnt SR
no on-ramp. 

Northbound betJN'.een Hope St. and Grevelia..sL.. rc.mQ~ the existing bulbout"in 'order to 
provide a shared through and right-turn lane, and replace the left-turn lane with a 
through lane. 

• On southbound Fair Oaks Ave. north of the existing southbound on-ramp, project would 
extend the existing right-turn lane to north of Oaklawn ~(requires removai of bulb out 
north of Mound..st,1 

Truncate Grevelia .s.t...between Fair Oaks ~and MoundA:rn....(access to the adjacent 
Shakers Restaurant parking lot would be retained via Fair Oaks A,·e.1. 

• Widen northbound SR-ll0 off-ramp and restripe for two left-turn lanes, one through 
lane, and one right-turn lane. 

Add second right-tum lane on westbound Grevelia S1...at Fair Oaks~. 

Remove bulbout on northbound Fair Oaks Ave. prior to the Orchard Supply H~dware 
showing center driveway. The current bus stop would be moved to far side of 
intersection. 

Caltrans has provided an estimated capital cost for the previous version of for this project of $38 
million. We believe that the project cost may ultimately be lower. We also believe this project is 
critical to ensuring efficient movement of regional traffic on Fair Oaks Avenue, and would both 
leverage and support the improvements described below. 

Nelson\Nygaard Consulting Associates Inc. [ 3 
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710 Extension Alternatives Funding Request to Metro (Draft) 
[City of South Pasadena[ 

Fremont/Huntington/Fair Oaks Regional Traffic Corridor 
This is a proposed package of improvements designed to increase vehicular throughput and 
person capacity on north-south arterials connecting to the cities of Pasadena and Alhambra, while 
simultaneously maintaining or improving safety for pedestrians and cyclists and minimizing 
impacts on adjacent neighborhoods. It incorporates elements of the SR 710 North EIRjEIS 
TSMjTDM Alternative. After revie\ ... ing a number of the alternatives we are not proposing the 
reversible lanes concept as we believe that they would represent a safety risk .. 

The improvements traffic flow improvements we propose include: 

Implement an Adaptive Traffic Control System and synchronize signals throughout the 
corridor. Include leading pedestrian intervals in all signal 'cycles. These signals would run 
all Fair Oaks Avenue from the City of South Pasadena into and through the Citv of 
Pasadena. 

Extend the northbound left-turn pocket at Monterey Road at Fair Oaks Ave. 

Remove bulbouts and replace with right-tum pockets on Fair Oaks Ave. at: the northwest 
and northeast corners at Monterey Road Cextendingto the Vans shOPPing center 
drive\'~1!.v): the northwest. southwest and southeast corners at EI Centro Street: the 
northwest southwest and southeast corners at Mission Street· and the northwest. 
ti0uthwest and soutlwlIf'il corners at Hope St. At Mission St. .. t~n::;.uJ·eJh!II.,rI.~talIt.i.ng,~~!Jrrwr 
mWLi:ll'5~IJJl~C):..Ulan.ri.(:.~~~~('ljJht.;Jksi.[f'iLdesignxe~R~~l~QIl~ml.~! 
~il1i.t;IJ.~J1Un~91.1.!~ 1.~·.qlJl".m~.tcinJQ1~ions .. oQJllc..si.4~\\·nJl~ 

At the SH.~rl.9_rarnJltllr~!§e.cljo~m~JJ1~~ Q[).Il\lt;c)!~PJ'~~~dJ"lJl.~b·.,Q.~.§gtibed 

Increase the visibility of ail crosswalks using continental or ladder (perpendicular) 
striping. 

Extend the existing merging lane on northbound Fremont AYcJust north of the 
Fremont/Alhambra intersection. 

Restripe Fremont Ave. south of Huntington Dr. to clearly delineate eight-foot parking 
lanes (marked using continuous edge striping)1 ll-foot travel lanes, and a lO-foot left-turn 
lane. 

On Fremont Ave. between Huntington Lane and Huntington Drive, remove some existing 
parldng (si?c. spaces), add a southbound merging lane and re-designate the northbound 
through lane as shared through/right-turn. Prohibit right turns on red. 

Add signage on Fremont~approaching Huntington Ik...northbound directing 
Pasadena-bound motorists to turn right at Huntington Dr. and directing the traffic to Fair 
Oaks Ave. 

On Huntington Dr. between Fremont Ave. and Fair Oaks Ave .. add a second westbound 
left-turn lane and adjust signal timing accordingly. 

Widen the median on Huntington Dr. east of Fremont to six feet and realign the 
crosswalk in order to provide a median refuge with a "nose." Accommodate by narrowing 
eastbound general-purpose lanes as necessary or by narrowing the median between the 
westbound right-tum and through lanes. 

Add flashing beacons or other enhanced safety measures at the crosswalk on the right
turn lanes from westbound Huntington .!k...,to northbound Fair Oaks Aye. 

Nelson\Nygaard Consulting Associates Inc. ! 4 
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710 Extension Alternatives Funding Request to Metro (Draft) 
[City of South Pasadena] 

Add HAWK pedestrian-actuated signals or other enhanced safety measures at the_ 
signalized crosswalk at Spruce St.. (Note that when actuated, this would disrupt signal 
progression.) 

-----e1.1Jo;~Ht.-ftI~"I-I.Jl~H~I·'I~~Heft.a.Pe_fteog1,l~~~i',lt!I~mt+te-<lt~Hi·I't:!e.4esi:l5It 

¥effi1'1i.~o:-R1!!t.'ttf1m.'1'M(1Helt'lMi .. ~~..el:tn·)I1UI·H~t.."'+l·t-HI111"1"iHt'l'I·lmel':-i'11tM·II&Hidt·wHl~ 

~-4111·~..sR 118 ra:t-n·p·i·FH.'ellJoit'tll-i<-HtB;-i-Hlt~l{ml~I~I,he-e:Jum!:'.i~f+f>"l't'~~ftIIHlTtlt161'l'ilw{l .,.. 

Given that the recommended changes would largely consist of restriping and signal upgrades, 
with relatively few curb line modifications required, we believe that the total cost of this package 
should not exceed $10 to 20 million. 

PRIORITY 2: TSM/TDM OR REMAINING FUNDING 

Additional Operational Improvements 
The changes described below would improve throughput and safety, and would largely consist of 
restriping, signal upgrades and new signals, with relatively few curb line modifications required. 
For this reason, we believe that the total cost of this package should not exceed $10 million. 
These improvements would be designed subject to a more detailed determination of feasibility. 

• Qn Huntington Il!:..at,Garfield Ave, convert the existing.eastbooodshared through aj)d 
right-turn lane to u right-turn lane. 

On Columbia ~at Pasaden~ Avenue, stripe eastbound left.;.turn and shared 
through/right-turn lanes. 

• On westbound Collllnbio RI. at Orange Grove A~. install prolected left turn of )o;uf1icient 
duration to-clear thp queue und actuated/time-limited green for through move and 
restcipe for 1 left turn lane Illle! 1 combined right 1:urn/through lane. 

• On Garfield Ave. at Mission.st.,. provide a longer green phase for Garfield Ave. 

At Garfield Ave. and Monterey-"Bm!d, replace the existing all-way stop with a signal. 

At Garfield Ave. and Oak.s.t, add a signal. (Note that the distance between this 
intersection and the signalized intersection of Garfield Ave and Huntingtonlk... is 
approximately 600 feet, so queueing analysis may need to occur. Alternately, traffic might 
be diverted from GarfieldAve. at Huntington Dr. to Fair Oaks Ave or Los Robles Ave.) 

Traffic Safety/Speed Management 
Pending a City study of potential improvements to increase safety and reduce other impacts from 
regional "cut-through" traffic on local streets, we are proposing measures to manage speeds and 
improve safety where necessary on high volume streets as weB as neighborhood traffic 
management and calming measures to protect local and low-volume residential streets which are 
currentiv and/or are projected to be impacted brthe intrusion of-commuter and cut-through 
traffic in the corridor including but not limited to;.. ______________________________ _ 

FremontAve.p"'op:!l.9ftlHI.!t!n.Kto.!1~ _______________________________ _ 

Columbia S1:.. Hermosa 81:.. and Grand Ave .. west and south of Orange Grove Ave. 

Arrovo Drive from Columbia St. to Pasadena Ave. 

Meridian Ave. south of Monterey..M.. 

Nelson\Nygaard Consulting Associates Inc.15 
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710 Extension Alternatives Funding Request to Metro (Draft) 
[City of South Pasadena] 

Because these projects have not yet been fully defined, their cost is not yet known. However, we 
are requesting a grant of $5 million, sufficient for the City of South Pasadena to establish a 
neighborhood traffic safetv programs and make initial improvements in the corridor 1.... _______ _ 

eN ote that the City has previously studied traffic calming improvements on Fremont, but many of 
the study's recommendations were ultimately found to be unacceptable to the community, in part 
because they were believed to be more appropriate to lower-volume local streets. While the City's 
position is that regional traffic should be diverted to Fair Oaks, Fremont is likely to remain a 
relatively high-volume street for the foreseeable future, and the City would like to study speed 
management options in that context.) 

PRIORITY 3: REMAINING FUNDING 
This category or proposed projects consists of other projects that would improve local and 
regional transportation conditions in a variety of ways. They include: 

• Adopted projects in our Capital Improvement Program including: 

Flashing crosswalks on Mission Street (which has a capital cost ofless than $1 
million). 
Upgrades to the existing signal at Monterey RQruiand Via Del Rey (which, along with 
the new signal be~ow, have costs of more than $1 million). 

A new signal at Monterey Road and Orange Grove Ave. 

Instal1uLion of c'lcctric charging station (It City-owned pllrJdng lot. 

• Reduction of the curb radius on the northwest corner of EI Centro ATIh.and Orange Grove 
Ave. and restriping to eliminate the buffer on the southbound approach between. the 
through/left and right-turn lanes. (This and the following two projects should be 
relatively inexpensive, well less than $1 million each.) 

A new sidewalk on the north side ofEI Centro Sl. between Edison Lane and Mound A,'e. 
(and accompanying reconfiguration of the adjacent City-owned parking lot). 

• A new un-signalized crosswalk with accompanying enhanced safety measures on Mission 
St. at Prospect Ave. 

A Metro-funded study of potential grade separations of at -grade intersections along the 
Metro Rail Gold Line, including Monterey RQruiand Pasadena...&:e. 

_" _Another Metro-funded study of a potential microtransit pilot program to improve 
firstJIast mile access and connectivity to Gold Line stations. (Note: this could leverage 
recommendations of the countywide microtransit study Metro is Metro is currently 
pursuing). 

The Citv of South Pasadena is open to other traffic improvement opportunities and welcomes new·
ideas and other collaborative efforts to move the Southern California region into a more 
sustainable mobility future. 

Nelson\Nygaard Consulting Associates Inc, 16 
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ATTACHMENT 3 
Metro Board Box 



J ~ Los Angeles County One Gateway plaza 213.9'2.2000 Tel 
~ Metropolitan Transportation Authority Los Angeles, CA 9°012"952 metro.net 

Metro 

TO: BOARD OF DIRECTORS 

THROUGH: PHILLIP A. WASHINGTON ~ 
CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER 

FROM: RICHARD F. CLARKE /?'V ( Ut-

September 12, 2017 

CHIEF PROGRAM MANAGEMENT OFFICER 

SUBJECT: STATE ROUTE 710 NORTH EARLY ACTION PROJECTS 

ISSUE 

o 

At the May 2017 Board of Directors meeting, Chair Fasana and Directors, Barger. Solis, 
Garcetti, and Najarian introduced a motion (Attachment A) to implement local mobility 
improvements that can be funded within the current budget of the SR-71 0 North Project 
as shown on the Measure R Expenditure Plan to bring relief to the affected State Route 0 
710 North (SR-710 North) corridor cities and the unincorporated areas of the County of 
Los Angeles in the near term. According to the motion, these local improvements will 
include the Transportation System ManagementlTransportation Demand Management 
(TSMITDM) projects identified in the SR-710 North final environmental document, as 
well as any new mobility improvement projects that are identified by the corridor cities 
and the County of Los Angeles (Project Sponsors) within the area of impact of the SR-

·710 gap to alleviate the traffic impacts caused by the absence of the SR-71 0 North 
between Interstate Routes 10 and 210. In addition, the motion referenced 
implementation of other transportation improvements that can be funded through the 
sale of State-owned properties under the SR-710 North Rehabilitation Account (710 
North Rehab Account), in accordance with Government Code 54237.7. 

DISCUSSION 

Completion of the SR-71 0 North freeway gap between 1-10 and 1-210 has been the 
subject of various technical and environmental studies for several decades. Although 
the State, Metro, and the corridor cities have attempted to identify solutions to reduce 
the impacts of the absence of the freeway on the regional transportation network and 
the corridor cities, mutual consensus on the scope and extent of a major investment has 
not been reached yet. Meanwhile, both north-south and east-west local arterials in the 
SR-710 North study area are impacted by the absence of the freeway. The spillover of 
the regional traffic from the'SR-710 North freeway north and south stubs onto local 
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streets and arterials has contributed heavily to traffic congestion and delay, and noise 
and air pollution in the corridor cities. Implementing the SR-710 North Early Action 
projects referenced in the attached Board motion would help alleviate the local problem 
in the interim until a decision is made on the final preferred altemative/major Investment 
and significant improvements are implemented. 

Pursuant to the Board Motion, Staff initiated discussions with the Project Sponsors to 
identify local impacts and the appropriate mitigation projects. Based on input received 
from the Project Sponsors, Metro staff will establish a list of eligible projects in two 
categories for implementation. 

Category 1: Will include mitigation projects that relieve congestion on local streets 
affected by the absence of the freeway. These projects will be prioritized based on the 
level of impact and the antiCipated benefits. Ali Category 1 projects must show nexus to 
the SR-71 0 freeway gap. These projects are also known as the State Route 710 North 
Early Action Projects (710 North EAPs). 

Category 2: Will Include projects that may not qualify under Category 1 but might be 
eligible to receive funds from the 710 North Rehab Account in accordance with 
Government Code 54237.7. 

Project Sponsors will be responsible for complying with the ternis and conditions 
described in the attached motion when developing project lists. Metro will support and 
assist Project Sponsors (and Caltrans, if necessary) in identifying eligible projects. As 
noted in Attachment B of this Board Report, project lists from Project Sponsors are due 
to Metro by the end of the 2017 calendar year, coinciding with the anticipated date of 
completion of the SR-710 North final environmental document, to allow for the start of 
the TSMITDM projects and other EAPs in 2018. Ali available funding for the Category 1 
projects are also identified in Attachment B. Regarding the Category 2 projects, staff 
will provide an update on the availability of proceeds from the sale of State properties 
under the 710 North Rehab Account as properties are sold and funds become available. 

NEXT STEPS 

Staff will continue to communicate with and assist Project Sponsors interested in 
identifying and implementing the 710 North EAPs. 

In February 2018, staff will report back to the Board with the State Route 710 North 
Early Action project list. Pending Board approval of the project list, staff will amend the 
FY18 budget to initiate and implement the 710 North EAPs. 

ATTACHMENTS 
Attachment A - State Route 710 North May 25, 2017 Board Motion 

(Itern29.1; File # 2017-0358) 
Attachment B - State Route 710 North Early Action Projects Schedule & Fund Sources 

. State Route 710 North Early AcUon Projects 
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ATTACHMENT A 

Loo Angele. County Metro M8lropo~=portaUon 10· 

One Gateway Plaza 

~Metro Board Report 

File #:2017-0358, File Type:Motion I Motion 
Response 

Motion by: 

3n1 Floor Board Room 
Los Angeles, CA 

Agenda Number:29.1 

REVISED 
REGULAR BOARD MEETING 

MAY 25, 2017 

FASANA, BARGER,SOLlS, GARCETTI and NAJARIAN 

May 25,2017 

Relating to Item 29; File 10 2017-(1097: SR-710 North 

The Expenditure Plan for Measure R, approved by voters in 2008, included $780 million assigned to 
the San Gabriel Valley sub-region for the SR-71 0 North project, under the Highway Capital Subfund. 
The estimated $3+ billion (in 2014$) that will be required to pay for design and construction of II U-
single bore freeway tunnel is not available and the BRT and LRT altematlves may not produce the 
expected traffic impact mitigation. 

CONSIDER Revised Motion by Fasana, Barger, Solis. Garcettl and Nalarlan that to implement 
mobility improvements that are fund able with existing resources and bring some relief to affected 
corridor cities, the Metro Board: 

A. SUPPORT adoption ofthe Transportation System ManagementlTransportation Demand 
Management AlternatIve as the Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA) and defer a decisIon on any 
other alternative for future consideration by the Board until the community collectively agrees on 
the value of that investment and funds are identified to Implement a project. This decision and the 
Board's vote will allow for timely implementation of cost-effective transportation improvements that 
would In91ude the projects that have support by affected jurisdictions on the TSMITDM list in the 
EIS/EIR as well as additional improvellJent projects that can promote capacity enhancements and 
operational improvements consistent with the Purpose and Need statement of the project in 
communities along the corridor. The new Measure R and Government Code 54237.7 projects, 
described in this motion, that are not included in the environmental document will undergo their 
own environmental process and clearance as necessary. 

B. ALLOCATE $105 million of Measure R funds available for the "Interstate 710 North Gap 

C. 

Closure (tunnel) Projeof' for development and implementation of TSMITDM projects listed in the 
EISIEIR. 

ALLOCATE remaining Measure R funds available for the 'Interstate 710 North Gap Closure 

Metro Page 1 012 PrInted on 512512017 
powered by Leglstar~' 
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File #:2017·0358, File Type:Motlon I Motion 
Response 

Agenda Number:29.1 

(tunnel) Project" for new mobility improvement projects within the San Gabriel Valley sub-region, if 
consistent with the purpose and need of the Gap Closure ProJect to relieve congestion on local 
streets along the SR-71 0 alignment between 1·10 and 1·210, with highest priority for projects 
proximate to 1·10. Newly proposed projects not Included in the environmental document will 
undergo their own envIronmental process and clearance as necessary. O!ber fundIng dedIcated 
to this prolect. including RegIonal Surface TransportatIon. Congestion Mitigation and AIr Qualitv. 
and Regional Improvement Program funds. shall be allocated for use in the Central sub-regJon. 
Including Unincoroorated East Los Angeles. Funds shall be Prioritized for multi-modal and safety 
enhancement projects within the SR·71 0 North Studv Area. To ensure eguitable cashftow. these 
funds shall be scheduled proportionally to MelilSure R funding in the next LOna Range 
Transportation Plan update. 

D. CONSULT WITH affected jurisdictions and Caltrans and report back to the Metro Board within 
90 days on a procedure to Initiate the identification of projects to be funded through the SR· 710 
Rehabilitation Account, as prescribed in Govemment Code 54237.7. Such projects are to be 
located in Pasadena, South Pasadena, Alhambra, La Canada Flintridge, and the 90032 postal 
ZIP Code, and may include, but are not limited to: sound walls; transIt and rail capital 
Improvements; bikeways; pedestrian Improvements; signal synchronIzation; left tum signals; and 
major street resurfacing, rehabilitation, and reconstruction. Metro shall be responsible for 
submitting the list of projects to the Califomia Transportation Commission (CTC) who will have the 
final authority to approve those projects. 

E. ENCOURAGE the corridor cities, Caltrans, and Metro to collectively pursue policies and 
actions that would promote smart and functional land use, reduce automobile dependency, 
encourage multI-modal trips, improve traffic operations, and meximize the use ofthe latest 
available technologies to enhance the performance of the existing transportation system to 
minimize impacts ofthe regional traffic on the communities along the SR·71 0 corridor. 

F. ENCOURAGE Caltrans, working with Metro and affected jurisdictions, to identity corrective 
measures to contain the regional traffic on the freeway system and minimize impacts on the local 
street network in the SR·71 0 corridor. 

G. DIRECT the Metro staff to work with Callrans, the corridor cities, and other affected 
jurisdictions to identify and pursue the new Measure R and the Government Code 54237.7 
projects referenced in this motion. 

H. REPORT BACK to the Board when Caltrans selects the Preferred Altemative. 

U Metro Pago 2 012 Prinled on 512512017 
powered by t,egistarnl 
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ATTACHMENT B 
STATE ROUTE 710 NORTH EARLY ACTION PROJECTS 

Schedule & Fund Sources 

Table 1- Schedule of Activities 
2017 2018 

July Aug Sept O'ct Nov Dec Jan Feb Mar 
ACTIVITIES 
Metro meetings with local jurisdictions 
Draft lists of local projects submitted to Metro 
Metro finalizes lists of eligible projects 
Final list is presented to Metro Board for adoption 
Metro initiates Funding Agreemeonts for Category 1 Projects' 
Metro supports funding for Category 2 projects' 

" , -Refer to Board Report for defiOitlon of project Categories 1 and 2' 

Table 2: Fund Sources 

Regional Congestion 
Regional, 

Apr 

Surface 
Measure R Improvement Mitigation & Transportation 

710 North 
Allocation Program Air Quality 

Program 
Rehab Account 

(RIP) (CMAQ) 

Alrlarrlbra, La Canada Flintridge, Pasadena, 
and 

Notes: 
'Source: State Route 710 North May 2017 Board Motion (#2017-0358), 

2 Only Measure R Funds have been expended on the project. Approximately, $10SM was earmarked for the Transportation System 
Management/lransportatlon Demand Management {TSM/TDM} Alternative identified in the draft environmental document. The 
remaining Measure R funds (in excess of $6DOM) wlll be reserved for NEW mobility improvement projects (including new TSM/TDM 
projects) identified by Project Sponsors for the eligIble project areas noted. 

3 Proceeds from the sale of State properties along the 710 corridor are antic1pated next year. (To date there have been no sales.) 

4 Corridor cities (Alhambra, South Pasadena and Pasadena) and the community af EI Sereno are in close proximity to the 710 gap. 

5 The 710 North Study Area is located In East/North East los Angeles, and western San Gabriel Valley (generally bounded by Routes 2 
and 5 on the west; 10 on the south; 210 on the north; and 605 on the east). 
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City of South Pasadena 
Agenda Report 

Michael A. Cacciotti, Mayor 
Richard D. Schneider, M.D., Mayor Pro Tern 
Robert S. Joe, Councilmember 
Marina Khubesrian, M,D., Councilmember 
Diana Mahmud, Councilmember 

COUNClL AGENDA: 

TO: 

VIA: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

Recommendation 

November 21, 2017 

Evelyn G. Zneimer, City Clerk 
Gary E. Pia, City Treasurer 

Honorable Mayor and City council~. 

Stephanie DeWolfe, City Manag~, 

Paul Toor, Public Works Director 
Rafael O. Casillas, P.E., Deputy Director of Public Works 

Authorize Staffto Complete the American's with Disabilities Act 
Components of the Monterey Road Rehabilitation Project from 
Pasadena A venue to Fair Oaks Avenue 

It is recommended that the City Council: 
1. Direct Staff to complete the pavement rehabilitation, new traffic signal at Monterey Road 

and Orange Grove Avenue, traffic signal synchronization, left -turn pockets, and the 
Americans with Disability Act (ADA) components of the Monterey Road Rehabilitation 
Project (Project) from Pasadena Avenue to Meridian Avenue; and 

2. Accept the Public Works Commission's (PWC) recommendation to not proceed with the 
reconfiguration components of the Project and instead direct the PWC to provide 
recommendations on a feasible east-west bikeway alternative that will not reduce traffic 
capacity or result in negative safety impacts. 

Analysis 
The current Project is a hybrid of the original proposal and the recommendations provided by the 
Monterey Road Citizens' Design Ad Hoc Advisory Committee (Ad Hoc Committee), Freeway 
and Transportation Commission (FTC), and PWC. The proposed Project will mitigate existing 
deteriorated pavement conditions, eliminate pedestrian impediments, enhance safety, and 
improve traffic flow. The original Project explored the option of a "Road Diet" which would 
have resulted in the reduction of traffic lanes from four lanes to three; and the introduction of a 
Class-II Bike Lane on Monterey Road. The PWC recommended that the Project move forward 
with the ADA improvement, designate a sharrow on El Centro Avenue from Orange Grove 
Avenue to Brent Avenue, proceed with traffic safety/traffic flow improvements, and to not 
proceed with the "Road Diet" due to concerns regarding traffic safety and other impacts with the 
Gold Line rail crossings and diversion of traffic onto local streets. 
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Monterey Road Rehabilitation Project from Pasadena Avenue to Fair Oaks Avenue 
November 21,2017 
Page 2 of3 

~~~~ 
Sidewalks - ADA Compliance X X X 
Bicycle Infrastructure - Bike lanes on 

X To Be Determined 
Monterey Road 
Bicycle Infrastructure - Sharrow on El 

X To Be Determined 
Centro Avenue 
Traffic signal synchronization X X X 
Enhanced crosswalks X X X 
Maintain Traffic Lanes X X 
New Traffic Signal at Orange Grove 

X X X 
Avenue 
Left-Tum Pockets X X 
Restriping X X X 
Speed Enforcement X X X 

The City is currently in the process of obtaining approval from the California Public Utilities 
Commission (CPUC) and Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro) to 
construct the new traffic signal at the intersection of Monterey Road and Orange Grove Avenue. 
These proposed projects are consistent with the City's Complete Streets Policy to promote 
sustainability, safety, walkable neighborhoods, improve travel demand and economic benefits. 

Alternatives 
In addition to the staff recommendation stated above, the City Council may consider the 
following alternatives: 

Alternative 1 
Authorize review of the existing Monterey Road studies generated by Fehr & Peers and Minagar 
& Associates, Inc. and provide recommendations on potential roadway improvements along the 
corridor that meet the City'S multi-modal Complete Streets transportation objectives. The 
estimated proposal cost for this scope of work is twenty thousand dollars ($20,000). This 
alternative is unfunded and potential funding options need to be explored. It may be noted that 
the PWC recommendation is to reject the findings ofthe Minagar & Associates Inc. report. 

Alternative 2 
Analysis of the Monterey Road Corridor and develop a comprehensive master plan for Monterey 
Road design concepts at key intersections and roadway segments. The consultant will develop 
the concept plan incorporating complete street design elements for review and approval by the 
City Council. The estimated proposal cost for this scope of work is fifty to sixty thousand dollars 
($50,000-$60,000). If the City Council elects to proceed with a detailed comprehensive master 
plan, staff will solicit proposals from transportation planning consultants and bring it back to the 
City Council for consideration. 
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Monterey Road Rehabilitation Project from Pasadena Avenue to Fair Oaks Avenue 
November 21, 2017 
Page 3 of3 

Commission Review and Recommendation 
The previous Monterey Road Corridor Studies were reviewed by the Monterey Road Citizens' 
Design Ad Hoc Advisory Committee, Freeway and Transportation Commission (FTC), and 
PWC. 

Background 
In March 2012, the City Council established the Monterey Road Citizens' Design Ad Hoc 
Advisory Committee to obtain public input on the Project. The City of South Pasadena retained 
Fehr & Peers and Minagar & Associates, Inc. to conduct traffic studies and micro-simulation of 
the traffic impacts associated with the Project on the surrounding corridors. Public meetings were 
held between March 2012 to February 2017, and presentations were made to the Design Ad Hoc 
Advisory Committee, FTC and PWC. On September 4,2013, the City Council received a 
presentation from Fehr & Peers regarding the Project and asked staff to investigate whether the 
City was obligated to bring both sides of Monterey Road into compliance with the ADA. On 
October 18,2017, the City Council expressed a desire to discuss the Project in conjunction with 
the General Plan Update. 

Fiscal Impact 
Funding for the Project was included in the Fiscal Year (FY) 2016-17 and 2017-18 Budgets in 
the Street Improvement Program. Additional funds may be requested for the completion of the 
Proj ect in the FY 2018-19 Budget. 

Environmental Analysis 
This item is exempt from any California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) analysis based on 
State CEQA Guidelines Section 21084 of the Public Resources Code, in accordance with Article 
19, Section 15301, Class I "existing facilities." 

Legal Review 
The City Attorney has not reviewed this item. 

Public Notification of Agenda Item 
The public was made aware that this item was to be considered this evening by virtue of its 
inclusion on the legally publicly noticed agenda, posting of the same agenda and reports on the 
City's website and/or notice in the South Pasadena Review and/or the Pasadena Star-News. 

Attachments: 
I. City Council Staff Report - October 18, 2017 
2. Memorandum to City Council- October 18,2017 
3. Staff Report - September 4,2013 
4. City Council Minutes - September 4, 2013 
5. FTC Minutes - December 18, 2012 
6. PWC Minutes - June 12,2013 
7. Minagar Traffic Study - January 12, 2013 
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ATTACHMENT 1 
City Council Staff Report - October 18,2017 
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City of South Pasadena 
Agenda Report 

Mic1ttrel A. Caccioffl, Mrlyor 
Riclurrd D. Sc1meider, M.D., Mayor Pro Tem 
Robert 5./00, Cotmdlmember 
Marilla Klmbesrian, M.D .• Coulldlmember 
Diann Mnlmmd, Colmcilmember 

COUNCIL AGENDA: 

TO: 
, 
VIA: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

Recommendation 

October 18, 2017 

Evelyn G. Z"einzer, Cit'lJ Clerk 
Gary E. Pin, City Treasurer 

Honorable Mayor and City Council 

Elaine Aguilar, Interim City Manager~ 
Paul Toor, Public Works Director c... 
Rafael O. Casillas, P .E., Deputy Director of Public Works ~ 

Receive and File Monterey Road Configuration Project from 
Pasadena Avenue to Fair Oaks Avenue 

It is recommended that the City Council receive and file this report regarding the Monterey Road 
Configuration Project, from Pasadena Avenue to Fair Oaks Avenue. 

Fiscal Impact 
None. 

Environmental Analysis 
This item is exempt from any California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) analysis based on 
State CEQA Guidelines Section 15301(c) Existing Facilities. 

Commission Review and Recommendation 
This matter was reviewed by the Freeway and Transportation Commission (FTC) and Public 
Works Commission (pWC), and Ad Hoc Design Advisory committee. 

Background 
On September 4,2013, the Monterey Road Citizens' Design Advisory committee Report (see 
attached) was presented to the City Council and previously presented to FTC on December 18, 
2012 and PWC on June 12, 2013. Fonner, Deputy Director of Public Works Shin Furukawa, and 
Steven Brown, Principal for Febr and Peers, presented the findings of the Committee Report to 
the City Council, as recommended by the FTC and PWC. The Commission recommended that 
the City Council authorize appropriation of funds to perfonn a microsimulation to study the 
effects of a potential road diet. In addition, various citizens expressed concerns to the City 
Council at the meeting. In conclusion, the City Council directed staff to assess obstacles and 
impediments on the sidewalk along both sides of Monterey Road from Pasadena Avenue to Fair 
Oaks Avenue and to obtain estimates for relocation of impediments (see Attached No.2). 
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Receive and File Monterey Road Configuration 
October 18, 2017 
Page20f3 

On January 20,2015, City of South Pasadena's city traffic engineering consultant, Minagar and 
Associates, Inc. (Consultant) generated a traffic study for the Feasibility of Road Diet Traffic 
Calming Improvements on Monterey Road between Pasadena Avenue and Fair Oaks Avenue. 
The findings of the traffic study indicate that road diet concept is feasible, however, will result in 
substantial delays during peak hours. The road diet concept will protect on-street parking, 
provide bike lanes and would increase safety and operation to and from the side street on 
Monterey Road. The Consultant recommends that a trial road diet be considered before 
considering a complete redesign of the street. A basic "test project" of the road diet could be 
implemented through minimal re-striping of specific, shortened portions of Monterey Road. The 
Project would serve to observe an validate the impact on peak hour vehicular traffic with the 
reduced lane configuration, and include a "before and after" study of vehicle speeds, queue 
lengths, and observations of left-tum and bicycle interactions to determine the level of scalability 
of the road diet for the remaining portions on Monterey Road as well as potential impacts on the 
alternate streets. 

At the September 6, 2017 City Council Meeting, Mayor Pro-Tern Richard D. Schneider, M.D. 
made a motion and Coimcilmember Diana Mahmud seconded to bring this item to City Council 
for a status update. 

Analysis 
As presented on September 4, 2013, the consensus reached by the FTC, PWC, and Ad Hoc 
Design Advisory Committee was to recommend a minimum four (4) foot clear path of travel of 
sidewalks, incorporate bicycle lanes, maintain traffic capacity, enforce speed limits, implement 
traffic signal synchronization, and enhance crosswalk visibility. As the Public Works Department 
continues to perform on-going pavement restoration and concrete repairs to eliminate potholes 
and concrete displacements, attainable recoinmended elements are incorporated into the 
Monterey Road capital improvement projects. 

The Public Works Department has successfully removed pedestrian impediments, such as narrow 
sidewalk widths and nonstandard curb ramps, by maintaining a four (4) foot clear path of travel, 
installed ADA curb ramps, enhanced pedestrian crosswalks, added left-turn lanes, and modified 
existing traffic signal equipment on Monterey Road Phase I from Meridian Avenue to Fair Oaks 
Avenue. Monterey Road Phase 2 & 3 improvements from Meridian Avenue to Pasadena Avenue 
incorporate similar path of travel impediment removals, restriping improvements, and signal 
modifications. 

Public Works staff is coordinating with the California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) and 
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro) to obtain approval for the 
installation of a new traffic signal at the intersection of Monterey Road and Orange Grove 
Avenue. In addition, the Public Works Department is also working with the Los Angeles County 
Department of Public Works to incorporate traffic signal synchronization on the Monterey Road 
corridor. These proposed improvements will improve multi-modal pedestrian, bicycle, and 
commuter traffic along the Monterey Road corridor. 
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Receive and File Monterey Road Configuration 
October 18, 2017 
Page 3 of3 

The City will pursue grant funding opportunities from Metro, California Department of 
Transportation (Caltrans), and Federal Highway Administration (FHW A) in order to execute the 
Conunittee Report. The findings presented by Fehr and Peers, August 2012, and Minagar and 
Associates, January 2015, reports will be utilized to submit on Metro Call-For Projects and grant 
applications. 

Legal Review 
The City Attorney has not reviewed this item. 

Public Notification of Agenda Item 
The public was made aware that this item was to be considered this evening by virtue of its 
inclusion on the legally publicly noticed agenda, posting of the same agenda and reports on the 
City's website and/or notice in the South Pasadena Review andlor the Pasadena Star-News. 

Attachments: 
1. Staff Report - September 4, 2013 
2. City Council Minutes - September 4,2013 
3. FTC Minutes - December 18, 2012 
4. PWC Minutes -June 12, 2013 
5. Minagar Traffic Study-January 12, 2013 
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Memorandum to City Council- October 18,2017 
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CITY OF SOUTH PASADENA o 
INTER-OFFICE MEMORANDUM 

Date: October 18; 2017 

To: City Council 

Via: Elaine Aguilar, Interim City Manager 

From: I'~ul Toor, PUblic Work$ Directo~ 

Re: October 18,2017 City Council Meeting Agenda Item No. 18 - Monterey Road 
Conliguratioil Project from.Pasadena Avenue to Fair Oab Avenue 

The purpose of this memorandum is to provide ·supplemental information from the Public Works 
CoIiltnlssion(PWC) Meeting of February 11, 20.15, in reference to the Monterey Road Diet 
Traffic Study. the 'Staff reports1;li:imitt(\d to City Councili'or the Meeting of Octdber i8, 2017, 
Uid not include the teconrrrtendation ofihe PWC,which was inaiiverientlyleft out. 

Oli February J 1, 2015; the DepUty Public Works Director and City Traffic Engineer presented 
the findings of the micro simulation for the. installation of toad diet features on Monterey Road. U' " 
The o.utcoirte of rolld diet $itn1;llation(jn Monterey Road provide benefits to peiiesQ:ian and 
1;>icYc:le m9des Qf travel; diverttrllffic 19 ,smru,ler .~esidentiai streets, and signifjcllpt)yincre,as.e 
traffic delays. The City Traffic Engineer rec9rnmended a pilot pmg):am for a mad diet with 
pavement striping and marking legends, in case the. City elects t9 pmceed with the road diet 
option. 

During Public Comments, several residents spoke in opposition of the installation of mad diets. 
Other concerned residents supported the install!ition of road diets., a pilot program, and traffic 
signal synchronization. 

Up(jp' closing the Public Conin1ent period, the PWCdiscussed the:firtdirtgs presented.by starf ahd 
took i)1t9 consideration the resident .concern.s. Th~pWc motioned to proceed wl.th .ADA -
compliant sidewall;: improvements on Monterey Road., designate EI Centro A Venue as a bicycle 
route with sharrow markings from Orange Grove Avenue to Brent Avenue, not to proceed with a 
road dIet 0): related pilot ptogrlin1on Monterey Road due to traffic safety and other impacts with 
the Goid Lilie tail crossings and diversion of traffic onto local streets, and proceed With trafflc 
safety and traffic flow improvements on Monterey Ro.ad previQusly tecol)1IJlen,ded by the PWC. 

Attached: Public Works Commission Minutes of February n, 2015 

Ct" Co~Vl{i\hC\'l'ljCA/Uqf1.\Jj 12'efevewt ~VIA-tIJO~/I1AI fI> IO/lrs\11 fr;fdf'fAX,s 
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MINUTES OF THE 
PUBLIC WORKS COMMISSION 

11 Ttl DAY OF FEBRUARY, 2015 AT 7:00 P.M. AT THE 
AMEDEE O. "DICK" RICHARDS, JR., COUNCIL CHAMBERS 

1424 MISSION STREET 

1. CALL TO ORDERIROLL CALL 
The meeting was called to order at 7:00p.m. by Chair Granath. P,..,sent were Commissioner Abelson, 
Vice Chair Fisher, Commissioner Glauz, Commissioner Pendo and Council Liaison Schneider. Staff 
present: Deputy Public Works Director Shin Furukawa and Public Works Assistant Leaonn. DeWitt. 

2. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
Commissioner Ol.uz led the pledge of allegiance. 

3. APPROVAL OF MINUTES - Meeting of January 14, 2015. 
Minutes approved as amended. (Abelson, Glauz 5·0) 

4. PUBLIC COMMENTS - Items not on the agenda 
No public comment. 

5. COUNCIL LIAISON COMMENTS 
Council Liaison Schneider is pleased to be the liaison to the Commission. 

6. STAFF COMMENTS 
Deputy Public Works Director Furukawa thanked Chair Granath and Vice Chai,' Pisher for attending the 
Citizen's Strategic Planning workshop on Saturday, February 7, 2015. 

7. DISCUSSION/ACTION ITEMS: 

A. Monterey Rd. Road Die! Traffic Study 
Deputy Public Works Director Furukawa 'presented a brief overview of the Monterey Rd. Road 
Diet traffic study conducted by Minagnr & Associates. The study identifies two alternatives: 1) a 
road diet for the entire corridor from Pasadena Avenue to Fair Oaks Avenue and 2) same as 
alternative one, but excludes the segment of Orange Grove Avenue to Meridian Avenue. While a 
road diet will have benefits for other modes of travel (bicycle and pedestrian), the simulation 
performed by Minagar & Associates indicates that a road diet will significantly increase traffic 
delays. 

Consulting City traffic engineer Fred Minagar introduced himself and discussed the Monterey 
Rd. Road Diet Traffic Study, accompanied by a micro simulation presentation. The micro 
simulation incorporates the proposed signalized intersection at Orange Grove Ave, assuming it 
will be completed in 2016; and the Gold Line Rail system. M,·. Minagar recommends a trial 
installation of one of the proposed road diets concepts by temporarily re-striping the pavement 
markings along select portions of Monterey Road. 

Chair Granath opened the meeting fOt' Public Comment. 

Bill Suter - 1319 Via Del Rey. Mr. Suter indicated opposition to a road diet on Monterey Road. 

3 
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Shlomo Nitzani - I 107 Fair Oaks #433. Mr. Nitzan; indicated opposition to a road diet on 
Monterey Road. 

Kathy Green - 867 Monterey Road. Ms. Green indicated support of a pilot program. 

Ron Rosen - 90 I Wolford Lane. Mr. Rosen indicated opposition to a road diet on Monterey 
Road. 

Andy Au - 858 Lyndon StreeL Mr. Au indicated support of synchronized signals and trial sb'iped 
lanes. 

Tom Dolan - 1756 Las Palmitas. Mr. Dolan indicated opposition to a road diet on Monterey 
Road. 

Barbara Sinclsr - 706 Flores De Oro. Ms. Sinelnr indicated opposition to a road diet on 
Monterey Road. 

Gretchen Robinelte - 921 fndiana Avenue. Ms. Robinette indicated opposition to a road diet on 
Monterey Road. 

Jose Zavala - 381 Monterey Road. Mr. Zavala indicated support ofa trial road diet on Monterey 
Road. 

Glenn Eddy - 844 Monterey Road. Mr. Eddy indicated support of making Monte,'eY Road more 
convenient fol' pedestrians and bicyclists. 

AI Benzoni - 1617 Monterey Road. Mr. Benzoni commented on updating the General Plan. 

Mr. Dong - J 205 Orange Grove. Mr. Dong inquired about the trial road diet on Monterey Road. 

Public Comment period closed. 

Commissioner Olauz expressed concem with unsynchronized traffic signals on Monterey Road 
and ·traffic delays causing ·traffic intrusion to side streets. Commissioner Glauz commented the 
City has already experienced road diets on Orange Grove Avenue to Columbia and 011 Fair Oaks 
Avenue with the elimination of right tum lanes. 

Fred Minagar explained the differences between traffic signalization and traffic calming. 

Chair Granath commented the need to accommodate bicyclists, but narrowing down the highway 
will be difficult. Chair Granath suggested moving forward with ADA requirements on the 
sidewalks. 

Commissioner Abelson expressed concern with congestion on arterials and diversion of traffic to 
smaller residential streets, which contradicts the strategic goals recolllmended by the 
Commission. Commissioner Abelson recommended investigating other signage or road markings 
options to address any concerns regarding bicycle safety. 

Commissioner Fisher exp''essed concems with increased delays on Monterey Road and queuing 
at the Gold Line crossing. 

A motion was made to recommend to City Council to: I) proceed with ADA compliant sidewalk 
improvements on Monterey Road; 2) designate EI Centro Avenue as a bike route Witll sharrow 
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markings from Orange Gl'Ove Avenue to Brent Avenue; 3) nat proceed with a road diet or related 
pilot program on Monterey Road due, among the other concerns raised during the hearing. traffic 
safety and other impacts with the Gold Line rail crossings and diversion of traffic onto local 
streets; and 4) proceed with traffic safety and traffic flaw improvements on Monterey Road 
previously recommended by this Commission. (Fisher, Abelson 5-0) 

B. Designation of Commission Secrelary 
Deputy Public Works Director Furukawa briefly introduced the item. 

A nomination was made by Chair Granath to designate Commissioner Abelson as Secretary, 
seconded by Commissioner Glauz. The motion passed unanimously. Absent: Pendo 

C. Capital Improvement Project Update 
Deputy Public Works Director Furukawa gave a brief update on the current Capital Improvement 
Projects. 

8. COMMISSIONER COMMENTS 
Commissioner Abelson requested to agendize an item for discussion regarding closing certain local 
streets during the Rose Pa'"8de. 

9_ ADJOURNMENT 
Vice Chair Granath declared the meeting adjourned at 9:52p.m. 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that the foregoing minutes were adopted by the Public Works Commission of the 
City of South Pasadena at a meeting held on February 11,2015. 

AYES: 5 
NOES: 
ABSENT: 
ABSTAIN: 

Clinton Granath, Chair 
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1iichonfI>. Sclineidel, lv/J).,)vfaym: 
M4til1Q "A'liubcsdtm, M;D.;" Mqyor !'ra Tem 
MichaelA. 'Cacciotiil '.COllJlcilmimlbet 

City of South Pasadenal 
Redevelopment ,Successor Agency! 
Public Financing Authority 
Agenda Report 

RobertS. Joe, Couiuiilmenl/ttr 0 
!'lillip .r;:;.l'lIl1!alll, Co/lllcihnember' " 

CbtlNCILA<:iENDA: 

TO: 

VIA,: 

fROM: 

Recommendation . 

September4; 2013 

:aolloTllbl~M!lyor!lngCjtyco1lI\ci1 

Sergio GQfiZalez,City Manager ~ 

Sally Kilby, City Clerk 
{Jar.!!E. Pia, Cltj<Trtili",rer 

Patil Todr, P.E., Public WorksDirectd@ 
ShinFutUkawa,P .E.~.DeputyPrib1ic Works Directdtdf 

Pr~entationofMontcreyaoad Citizens"Uc$ign Advisory 
COIi:imittCeReport ' .. ' . 

It .ll;:'fecoi:binendedtlurt the City tlOilii61ptoVide direCtion on how to proceed with the design of 
Monterey Roait 

Fiscal Impact 0 1 

If aBProved, ',amicros.i:m.u1atlon 10 s~dy the effects of '11 potential roaC! alet for' the roadway is 
estimated to co~approlijmat¢!y$l$.OOO. . 

COl11mlssiOIi Review.and Recoiniliendation 
'thlsmatter W<lS discussed:t:lYtheFreeway $cTr!lnsportatiOnCOmmissiollseveraltimes, mOst 
reciently<t,t its I)¢Cem'berl~; 2012 meeting.. Th~ Cq~ssioiiUnariimi:r!l~y;t(lC<lrQlilen4ed to ~eqeivC} 
iheMonterey Road Col11mittee;s ,report!lnd forwardino the City Council;, wiihnequest that a 
teclw.ical stu4y ofaroaddi~t{~i:luqillgthenuntb.~roftravellane$). bep~ormedbeforea final 
des4Pi i$selected, . 

1'hIsmattel'was,alsodiscussedbythe PubucWorks Col11missioll <ltiis June 12,,20i3meeting. The 
Gi:i$llission!@mmen\Ie4flln4ing .ar,ni,ctosfuluJatj(j),1 ~j:UgytoJook aftb,epotentialchanges in ley¢l 
ofserViceand,qlleuelengfus at the intersections.thtoughthecortjdoibefore a deCision bna wad diet 
is made. . 

:Background 
MonteteyRoadisa Z;a.mile·longaspba'lt paved local collector street running the entlrelengthofihe 
City. With wanyutilityWts •. allig!itorc!.'!lckWgand pothqles, thepaYilnl.entis. in.ne!l4.pj'iepiW;; wi'tb, 
l'~yenlentcohditioiimdex .(pC:Q.scotesaveraging 45 west .Of the Gold Linecrossing.atPasadel)a 
Avenue and 51 eastoffue·Go1d Line crossing, 

The~wardoftb,e deSign oftbeMontel'ey R6agStreetTniptovemei1t Project Was considered a! tb,e 
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¥onterey Road ,Citizens SubcoJmnitteeReport 
September 4, 2013 
Page 2 00 

Deceiilber 1,2010 City C6uncH meefuig. Atthatmeefuig, the City' Council directed staff to develop 
design ,alternatives to reconstruct the curb and sidewalk: to create sufficient Americans with 
Di~abllitie!> Act (Aj)A) Clei!rtmce on the I:oadway;.f()t the length on1onfetey RQadfrow l'asadena 
,AVeiluetoJust eastof'Fak oaks Avenue. 'These obstructions were created whenMontereyRoiidwas , 
wiiiened,ni 1!l72,byLQs Angel~s¢ounty, who at.the rune oWlledand maintained the roadway; 'I:\1 
Wideiili:tgthet()ad,itl~e!,'ferences were ¢teat¢<;! with QbstrLlctiO:nSin \hesip.ewalk sU,chl!s lightpoles, 
traffic'signal poles, rut ventsandfue hydi:a:nts. 

This issue has' f;eendiscussed at several subseqiient CityCouneilfueeMSl;, nj:ost recenilyatthe, 
NoVember 2,2011 City Qouncilfueetlng.The City Council expresseddesite to seek: input 'from 
stakeholderSpDot to Ulitiatlng the ,design 'pfihe proposed Monterey Road Street Improvement 
Project, APres~relea,se wa~i~SlJe,d~Q'loCll1 m~ao'4tI~s to tecrtiif.itltci:e~tedillembei:S (jfthepublic 
to sel'veon the commIttee. Members of' the Committee were selected by the dty'Counclliind 
confirmed at the March ZJ, ,2012 City' Councl1 meetlllg.Thecommitteeconslstedof eleven 
members, two, ofwhi6h weteFreeway& T.tiIIi~onation Commissioners, Thebackgrouildiiiid 
expertise ofthememl:iersmc1udedsUcp. area8.'ils trilfficengineeriUg,.civil ilJigineetiilg/bicyclists; 
legai, busmesses. residents, Amerlcanswifu DisabilHy Act, andarehitecture;Ullder fuegUidance of 
afacilita:iQI;Q:pm the tran1!ponli'tiollp:1anrijng :fim;J.pfFehr& Peer~,theCoITlll:l,i.ttee held tllreepulllic 
meetlngsdurirl.g theSUJ.D11).et of2QU to deYe1qp the repp~ . 

Analysis 
As sllfnmafizedoIipage4 Of the attached :tepiirt;the corimiittile reached a conSert~li on. certain 
elements of the proposeddeslgn but wasspJiton others. The fundamental itelIi on which the 
Committee cou1dnot reach consensus on was whether a road diet should be conSidered forthestreet. 
QllthisitCrJ)., the OOmniittee waseven).y~1it,ap,d flleColDJ:llitte¢, the :freeway&; TtansMrtation 
CommiSsion and the Public WorkSComrilissionfelt that further study of the a:pplicability'ofaroad. 
diet woUld be.necessaryas'a.Drst step beforeother decisions on the design of the roadway..couldbe 
fuadebytheCityCouncil. A micro$il11ulationwouldeva:1uatetheievel of cOngestion in the comdor 
(ttaveltinie,delay, etc.) for a:1temiltlvescehilnos. It would also ail ow the public and deci$iOi1~inakers 
to "see'itheconmtlons. Amicrosimu1atiollofthe effects of a ·road diet could be perfonned for 
Il.ppioximatelY$l:?,QOQ. 

The. Commitl:ee had the tQllowing.recommep.dations for thecomdor; 
• Crc;ationofup.ollstructed, 4'.sideWalksPllCC 
• Addition of Class UbicycJe Ja11cS 
• Redueealltdspeeds but not capacity' 
.. Coordinatjon pftraffic signals through equ~dqi' 
• Installation ofhighervisipility crosswa:1ks 

In order to accomplish tliese goals, the design should include: 
• J;,ilp.ifuigpad,ipgtqhj.gh.<lem:aM~ocatioris imd QIl,e side of:l:h¢ *eet. Maywantto consider 

EICenrro or NiSsion i'ls.altemate east-west bicycle routes ' 
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Monterey Road CitizetJs Sribcom:mittee Report 
St?pteniber4,2013 
Page36f3 

• Addmg Ieft.tum and right tum lauesatkeymterseclions 
" MomngexistmgQbstruP#ons to back of sidewalk .audlor fIlIrecurbllrouno. obstructions 
• Addlng speed management features such as speed feedback.slgtls and texturl;dcrosswaIks 
• JinplemetitingtrilfficsignaI cOQrdio.ati.On 

.there.are variousgrantopporfunities available to the City that cou'Id .assistm fundm1! soml;o£these 
efIqrts, such asCaItransTransporlation J:'larming .grants, Caltrans EighwayS/ifety Improvement 
Progtl1l:l.lgtants~nd Metro CalUor.I>l'Oj ectsgtau~. . 

L~g:il RC.v.iew 
TJ:i.e Cityi\ttotIieyhas npt beeilillike4toteview this item.. 

Public.Notification of Age~(la ~t~l!l 
Xhepublic'Was :\llage~Wljiethat tQis item ",astdbe(jOn$ideted this. eveningbY virtue pfitsincl-qsion 
ofthelegaUypubiicly11Oticed.agenda, postiflg.ofthe same agen.da and reports ontM City's webSite 
audlornoticein'the·SoufhPasade.naRe:,fiewandlor,the.PasadelZaStar-News. 
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MONTEREY ROAD 
COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS 

FEHR~PEERS 

AugList 2012 254 
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MoNrEREYROAi:) 
COMMnTEE RECOMMENDATIONS 

~rep~red for, 

Ctrv OF SOUTIl PAsADENA. 

Prepared by: 

FEHR&PEERS 
~()~ Sa!ltaMo~ica rioul~vard; $utte5(lci 

Santa MOhi~a,catriQrnia'~040i 
(10)458-9916 

Ref:2.sn 
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ji,ugu5,i 2012 

PURPOSE 

ihlsreport ,represents the recommendations efa Citizen's 'commitlee(ommissioned by the Seuih 

Pas~4el)a Crj)rcoundi for the purpose ofdevelpping rejX)mmendations fprthefuture de#gn p(Monterey 

Roadbei:ween Pasadel1a'RoadandJairOakl; Avenue ,(EXhibit 1). Thecommit:tee, as listed pelow, met on 

threeoccilsions in Sumnjer20iZ'to review iilformationanddevelop c6nsenSUsreC9mmehd;itiohs '!otlie 

Freeway 8( TransportationCOmmissi6n. 

Swonio Abter:a, c~ 

~ ,Glen Eddy 

Walter Okitsli, TE 

- Tom A(schar 

-PahEvaiis 

~ Jim Tav~rres 

-AndyAu 

• William 'Gla,uz 

-,PatridaWright 

- Judy Bergstresser 

• DaVid.tv1argreve 

Tl:>is r<lportoffer~.the committe,,:.sc()lie<;tive ppinioQ PI) the.optimum us~ of Mpoterey Roali.based 0)1 

'thi!ir liiscUssions, recem data '(e.g;, speed,traflicyolume"co/lisi<)Os), input from the public, and the opinion 

,surveYCQmpleted by tl\ecommittee. 

jn ihe il)itJ"I committee meeting, staff explained that the¢itys'ffnancialresoutces ,are limited, anc;l while 

no specific budget hqs be,enjd~ntified for changes fq MontereY Ro.d, the committee should consider 

costimplicalionsin developing their recommendations, Cost estimates were not developed ft.r thiseltort 

(insUfficient time and resources),.butth~ cornmitteewasmindfulof cost as, on,elactor in not 

recommending sIgnificant physical ,clianjlesi~ thejX)rricjor and instead focused on better use ofthe 

avallaplespai:!!. 

Physl~al 

Exhibit'2'showsthe ,nature of Monterey-Road in the studya!ea, The·street·is generally 64', from the,face, 

okurb !oface.of-curb, INithirian 80' right-bf-way. Withihthe study "rea, Monterey Road istwolanes'in 

.eachdirection, WithfefHurn lanes at so'ma oftha major cross-streets" Parking is gehenilly allowed 

throughout the corridor,ani:l.nobike limes are provided. ihe sidewalk,;s generally 4' wide, !:iii! many 

'opstructions(utility poles and vents) .create an effective space that Is less than 4',and as little as 1.S' in 

1 
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4nme<;liately'lleyond ,the existing sidewalk/in the cllrection~way, from~~ street) Is anare~ of City-owned 

right-of,waY thatJsg~nerally4.S·'wideinmost ofthe ~rrldor. this ~reacont,ainssome p~bnc IIt)I,!i;,s 

(mpst.ly y~ultS) aj)q City.plariteihrile~f buntna!; largeJybeeil Vlewee;tl!nq lJse~QY thQ aQj~i::entprcip~rty, 

owner as P.rt of their·~i"d'. E,lchipi; $ i;hoWs~xaliiplesof hc:>w this spaceiscurrei1tly being 4sed, 

Signar System 

The seven signaliied Intersectiot)s in this corridor are notcoordfnated (Le. they do Mtfunc:tian as ,8 

system). Thesi9milat "asaq;,oa Avenue.is w.e,aily influenced by~e aperatlons,ahhe Ge;.Ic1 LIne light rait 

Every'timea trainapproacnes, this signal reverts taan "aU red' phase until the train passes. Thiscondition 

serves to 'meierP"affi.c·~pproaching the·st!.lqy area i'rotn th .• west. 

Tfdfficllotumes 

Trafficv6luf!ies in the si~dy area,juStwestofFlemoht, are:apptoximately20,300 vehicle!vpiltda.)i d(lriil~a 

hOn-school perlod{July201~). 'fhisconiparesto a November 2007 countof20i700 vehicles per day. This 

level of ttafflcisver')fliirnifattoFtemdhf Aventie:nearMonterey Road. The pattern of traffic ovefthe 

couiseohhe day IS. also veT)',simi/arto:;FremontAvenue;as Illustrated ql1 Exhibit 4. the hourly results of 

ihe two Cbunts taken on MOhterey RQad (2Q01 ai1d2pi~) ate ili.dudedin Appehdix A. 

rfQffic$p~ecls 

Thecorridpr.is.currently posied as 35 'MPH. A .speed siudy conducted by thetiiy in '2007 (midway 

,between .Orange $tove anQ.indi~na)showed thattri1.ffic speeds llveragel;l37 mpD,with an $5"'p~rceniile 

speed <;if40rhph.The 'llS'" percentile speed is the v~lueat which 85 petcehtofthevehltles are going at 

.that.speedor.slower; Theealifoi"ia Vehicle Code feCl!,ires that speed limits besetinreco~nitlonof the 

measured 8Sih percentile speedif'they arefobeehforcedWith tadaF. 

Roodi:>iets 

.Qne of .thec;erilrljl qtJ¢stiol1$tha~was cc>nsi~~req Qy~h~c;(>tnl'l1r1:tee js'whethertnll·nuro\1er ol~rou!ll1 

'l~nes em lV1ont¢rey.Road canishould be reduc;ed from two to .(me in each direction. T;,is ls,ommonly 

1 As.oUahuary 1, 2012,Califoti\ia VehideCode SeCtion. 21400 speCifies.thaca local authority :mayround tile 
measured' 85th percentile speed to .. a 5 MPH increment. This 'rOunding maybe 'up'or ~dowh~' from tlie 
meal;!.Jreihalue_ 

2 

?57 

4 - 22 

o 



referred t9 ",sa "'ro~d diet", Ti1~ rnosttypiC1!!typ~ of ro~d ~ietiscpnvertlng ~4-lan~ road-vay irl{Qll:3· 

I,ane t9ad-vay {9.nelane'in eacb,~ireCtion pl~sa (efHurn 1ao$)., ''rheprpf~k)nal lit,eratureon ,thissubjeg 

Sl1ggests th,a,t road diets"can beaccol)'lmppatedon rpadwayswith dailytraffi~.volumesj)f up t02P,OQO to 

<25;000 veliicles (depending Oil details sUcli as cross-Slieet spaCing and percentage 6f turning 

:movemehts).Exhibit 5 presents II list of loeal and natiohal examples of 'rOad diets, This'list is' not a 

'comment:on the merits oftnese road diets, but rather a point of reference. 

ColtiSionHistoty 

£xI\i~ii$shows aU rePortec;fVEihiqep:>lIisions from)anualY20P7 through April 2011. Th~s~collisiohsare 

fypiqiliy recor<jed I;>y City PoUce, but SOme could!:>e from Highway Patrol. All rePorteo cgllisions are 

ihventoried in acentraldat,abase maintailled 'W the State, knoWn:as the Stat,ewi~e Integrateid Traffi,c 

Reporting System (SWlTRS). TMcollisions, terided to cluSter arouhdthe major ihterseetiohs: Fair OakS, 

Fremont,Meridiari,OtahgeGrove, ana Indiana. 

t;xhlpif7 presents thepicyqeana pedestri"n-invo!ved,collisions for the same period C)anuary 2007£0 

April 2011). billy seyen pfthesefypes ofccillisi6ils occurred 00 Mpnterey Roael (plus sixl1earby} pv~r 

mor¢ thanpve yeatS. This riWY be,a coi1~equenc~ of the rel~tiye uriittriu:liveness of Monterey Roae;! for 

'both bicYClists arid pedestrians, reducing the sheer number of users, therebyredUCitig the'expcisure to 

potenlialcollisiohs. 

COMM!TTi:f.SURVEY 

thecommitteememb~rs completed a survey fot the purpose ofidentifyingtneir tc;;p cOhcernsand 

prigrjties. the .survey ane;! tht;! complete results are «(lotainedin AppendixB. According tp this surveY, the 

top prioritieS for future use of Monterey ,Road should be: 

• 
• 
• 
• 

A'reiatiilely Wf!;le, {4-i;~1 sidewalk free or obstructions (e,g" poles,utility vents) 

AOA-compliant c,urb ramps 

()Il-street ""cydelanes 

Coordinated traffic signals 
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'COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS 

rhecpm~ittee reatheda cpl1senSUS on many elements and was spliton ,d'ew, Oill~er~~pstlwJilqS1; 

fin)daii'ulntal item; whether,to recommend a rOad dit';t (remoVing onethrol191] lane 'In each dife.:tiotl),the 

committee Was evenly split and touldnoLreach, a common opinion. 1116se who favored a road diet 

thoughtitwo(ild accomplish several things: reduce speeds, reduce "through" tniffic, :alid provide space for 

bicycle lanes and widersid,ewalks, Those who diel nptfavora road diet thoughtthe degree of resulting 

congestion wpuld,be roo greatand[t would createspill"over tooiher'streets with torresponding irnpatts. 

RecommendatiOn #:1 - Create a sideWalk sfcicethatprollides acantinuous ,4' (mitiimuny of 

ilnobstrilded walkitig a(e" 

10 aCcomplishing this recommendation, the-committee 's~ggests miriirnitinfi newintruslons, irito the 4:5 

feetofpl.Ibllci ,right-of"way behind the .existingsidewalk. While this area already contalm; ,some utility 

vaultS and otherpOblic seNice' fadlitre~, mbst:propertyowners haveatlhistoticexpectatibnthat this space 

Isptill~tely tontt'Oiled/pWned. The cPtntnltteil.believes'thes" impactS can be minimized if the sidewalk 

were extended .intothestreefinthe fo'rm 0\';1 "bllllrput" (exhibit 8) where sutha treatment wbuldoriiy 

exte.ndirM the parking ·af'!'~' and:npt impact a Prl>posed biCY~le .Iane Qrtt'avellane. Ifthti spa<;l! behint1 

the s'id!i!walk . .muS1;be used roaccpmplisn'j:he ~rQadergQals; theneach:~ircL!mstance shc;lUid bE! examined 

todetermtne If it would be less linpadful to either ~endfhe'sidewalk or.rlilocate pole./Vehts to the area 

behindtheeiistlngsiclew.1k. 

{?ecornmend"tioIOtZ ... ./td(j II />icycle'/ai;e ql'log{>1ontereyRoad . , 

While not a tinahimbus Opibiilh, moSt committee members felt thiitaddingal:>icycle lane on Monterey 

;Roadwould be .benefitiaiand appr~priate. Some felt that USing EI Centro bike lane (andllerhaps 

extending further west) would be ai:lettenhoiCEdoran .east/west facilitY., AdCling a 'biCYJ:lelaneon 

Monterey i\p~dwql,lh:i,prnpetefu.rthespace !=l!ITentlyuseel·aspar!cihgil'lsome portions (if tne corridor. 

·FQr m~ch ofthecorridor. where .c~rrentpar~tl'\g demaT)d is very light, parking~n be prohibited to create 

the space for bicycle lane..tpr th~ oan,tfulQf ar~a:; with high 9n·streetpai~ingdemand :(typi~"liy 

adjacenttCl multi-family housing),the~p~m,ttee reco~mends that parking be retained on the. side .,fthl! 

street.with the high demand. 
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Milatefey Ro'ad COiMiii1~'~;Rij~Oi:nn'ien~Q!,iO~~s!;Li;/:f;i:)t"iii,::r!,:~,tf'iJ!~it~:;Nti!:' 
.AuguSt2012 

Recommendotion #3-Reduce autl) apeeds 

The commitlee favors redudngautospeeds. but Mhuto (;apacityin the cdrridor. Reducing speeds in the 

mrrigor (traffic calmt~gl i~ desired QlItndt ea~ilY accomplished on, an ar:tetlal1;treet. Pojential~reatmenis 

include speed feedbacksigns,textured.crossw~lks,anc;l/or.sele<:ted'~pinch" pOints. i'he'coordinationof 

signals (see beloW) am~lso r~duce speedsifthe coordination Is set forthe, desired spee(land publicized 

accordingly. 

Recommend'at(Q(l iI4 - C;oordinqie thesignais«(rom fair ()a/fsfo Pasadena) 

C:oordinated (or "synchronized") trafficsignais .are typicaliy a very cost"effe(;tive measure to increase 

,capacitywithoutincreasing lanes. Ifproperlymanaged andcommunicated,coorc;llriatedsighals can')llso 

1110.cJe~te traffic~peeds hYPel'le(iiing ,drjver$whor~~p~c\ thespeecjUmit. rhiscori'idor has ~ chailenge ill 

'cJeaitng ",lihthe signal pre-emption. needed fodhe$cil~Lin~trainlinpa(;ts,butthatisno\ a fatal problem 

for .. coorcJination. 

fle.commendation #5 -lilsfall hlghervlsibiiltycrosswal/fs 

The cominittee favored the linplementationof .crosswalks of greater visibility. Theinte"t Would be to 

'inake'thein mOre viSiblino Il)ototists.lnthecaseof.tinsigrialized intersections,ilie crosswalks can be 

accompanie~ by high-visib1liJy sighageand relaled treatments. Exhib1t9 provides examples Of higher 

visibiiityctosswalks. 

'OTHER'CONSIDERATIONS 

;Several committee. metribe~ wanted consideration Clf adqitional tum lanes "t selected IClcations. 

SLiffic1entspace ei<islsWithin the eXisting '64' paved area for either a right"iurn orleft-turnlahe at tne 

hitersection, While als6haviiig room for an .olHtreefbike lane,in :each direction. TWo turn limes can be 

ihstal1edifiicihike lahesare.'provided .. The coininittee mernbers rnentioned th,dollowingpossibilities for 

turnjanes: 

o Eastbound iiglit-turnlarie.s atFreinont,lndiana, Mefidian, and Diamond 

p I.eft·turnlanesa! Orange}5rove, Glendon, Meridian,and Diamond 

5 
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The committM identified;! parking problem in residential neighborhodds near the Gold line .Station, 

despite the aliail~ble lind free parking at the station ,lot located at Mission Meridian Villa~e. The 

committee ,askecl tilat parkin!j restrictions be'added on Glendon and .LyndilntodiscourageMetro-related 

paiking 'm thosestreets.,and ~ny()ther resil:l£illtialstreets in ilia .area. 

Some committee members 'and scimepublic comments· were 'in favor ofa neW traffic signal at Orange 

.GrOVe Avenue but 'others were opposed. 

While a continuous ora subStantia, landscape mediimwould bevistiaf appealing, the ccimmlttee,did I\ot 

think it Was posSibl,i'to accompllsh'thiswllileachieving theotherg.oalS; Creatihg a ccihtinuolJs landscape 

,strip (between the street aod.sidewalk) Is,highlY desirablej.butw.ould necessitate inoving thesid .• walk into 

,the currently Ilhuseclpublicright-tlf-way throUgh the entire ):orridor,whiChthe committee does (icitfeel 'Is 

.practi¢1IIpr1lpPftlj:lriate, 

ILLUSTRATION OF COMMrrTEE RECOMMENDATIONS 

Th~ consurtanfp!'ePared ~o typesofillu~raj;iohstosh9WhCiwthecommittee;:sideas woula h¢ realized 

inadualapplication' The examplecross-sedions (Exhibit 10lsho""atypical C(lOaiiion along the corridor: 

.1$<i1ibit 1;" illustrates. how iransitlonsw6uld occur througtl0Llt the Cci.~ridor tp ,accpmmodate par~ing 

(Whereneedeq); bicyde lanes! tum lahes, etc. The applicatici.n6fthecornri'littee's preferences WOUld' result 

in -bike lanes throughollt.ana turn lanes and :parkin~ ·areas.·at locations where wam'nted·and.'needed. 

Only the followinil iifeaswourd require widening cf thestt'eetsectiol1: 

o The eaStboLlnd imd westbound approaches' at Fremont AVenue 

Exhibit' l1JnCiudesmosl; b'utnot all,nf the potential turn lariesrnentioried oy the cOmmittee as described 

.10 the 'otherconslderations'seciibn of this report. Further technical analysis should be condu.cted"to 

determine. the. merits of more turn I~nes th"nill~str.ted in 1=1<hlbifi1. 
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STAFF /lICONSULTANT COMMENTS 

If the Council elects tili:Oii>i~er ,<I road diet {req~cin!1 tb.enumber cif thtoughlaniis),tl'ien st~ff 

recommends ambte fOrmal and thorough traffic study tcievaluate medegreil oftc>ngestion 'that woUld 

be ~petledand magnitlldeJlocationofany diVeftedtniffic, 

Iriconsidetlng the iilsfallation ofl:>icycie lanes, the 'Council may wanitorevisit ihe east/west bicycle 

system as defined in the City's·Bicycle'Master Plan to rleterlriinelf EI CentroStreetot Mission street ate 

'better alternative's~Both ofthese streetS have mote ciii"Street parking, which is a challenge for bicyCle 

safety,.butthey both,haveloWerautovolumes,md spe~qs, 

IftheCouncilis iriterested hi pursuing a signal on MontereyR6ad at Orange Grove Avenue,tnenthe staff 

can coiled data and pr'epare ,a "warrant" anaiysisto see 'if the coriditions .meet the 'applicable Standards as 

established in the California Manual ofTrafficCorittol Devices. 
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TIME 
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-2007: 1611 FremcmtAlIe 

-2010:.1800·BlocK6f Fremont Ave 

~2007: 65QMonterev Rd 

--2012:·1300 Block ofMoriterey Rd 

TRAFFIC PROFILE COMPARISON 
.!XHlBIT4 



National Road Diet,Inventory 
"Lane Change ADT 

.tocation Roadway Section F.~~h1 To Before After 
·~ranes with 

Kjrld.n;l,.V\'.sh ington lakeWas!lington .Boulev.rd 4lal1es bi~~ lan.e5 and . .<3;000 2?,913 
TWLTL~ 

21 .• ne.5.wllh 
Kirklan~/. Wa~hirygton • lake \liiashlngton Boulevar~(DownIQWn) 4~anes' blke,-'Jane!i ,and 11;000 12,~lb 

TWLTL' 
2lan~~ ~itl1 

Lewistown :PennsylyanJa EIgctricAvenue 4·lim·es bi~ ~a!1~s and ~OOo 14,500 
iWli"L 

2laneswilh 
East 'laM·ing,- MiChiQari i Sln'th.m Road 4 fanes btke'lalies,aild 14,000 14,000 

lWLTL' 
2 f.neswhh 

EiiS1;.L,msing, Michigan (irand RNer:.BolileVard 4Janes bike Iaries.an4 .<3,000 laMO 
iWLTL' 

o:rontC?t ,bnta~o.t canada .: St 'Geo~e St"ree·t ilJanes 2 fanes".ilh iSpoo ~5,pOO 
bike'lanes 

aen"""e, Washlng!on . 120thAvenlie 41anes .21 •. nes wi.t~ i5,goo ili,90O 
·TWlTl' 

Beiievu~, VVl!,<h{ngton Mont.na Street 41an.es 
:2 . .I~~~s with:: 

bike lanes.an~ 18,5QO 18,500 
TWlTl' · . 

T"ororitO"Ontatiq, 'Canada DanfPlth ·41anes :i lanes.wi!h 22,000 .22,000. :'bike,tanes 
1 Two. W~!.eft Tqr~ Lane 
.'SOUml;'Jl~ail DIets FlxinQ th.·mgllo.ds'by.iiari' Buiden. and Peter t~gerwey,(W~lkable Commun,tros, IIlc': March 19991 

Location 

B~le Heighl$ 

Burbank 

HlghlandPark 

Los Arj.geles 

, (os:Arig'eles 

as Arigeles 

Santa Monfca 

arita Monica· 

.1.\1110 Way.L¢1;T~I1\ .. tane 
:Sq.Utc~:.,fe~i' ahd, p~.ers 

FEHR1PEERS 

SO!Jthern California ROi1d Di~t Inventory 
Lane Change ADT 

Roadway Section .,From . To Before, After 
·2·lari~~ with 

l~t:street ,4 'an~s bike lanes, anel >2Q,00O ~?o.900. 
,,wLTLi 

·2 .I.ane.s With . 
Rive!,.ldeOrtve ·4:iancs. ·bikel~ries:arl~· - -

TWLTLl 

YQrf<aouf~ard from~~gl.lli>ack~oulevard 2~im~swi,t~ 
4.lanes p!~e .J~.n~~ .~n~ 2S,000 <~p.oiib 

IOAilenueS(! 
""",Tl' 

·2·'(anes ~lt~ 
7th SlreofliOm Norton.fuFig·ueroa A lanes 6Ik~.ianes ~nd - -

TWtTi' 
21aneswilh 

. Maii(Sltlietiroin RcisetocWlndward ·4lanes bU,,-eranes arid - -
TWLiil 

Myra ·-Avel)u~ .from.,S.an~'MQnic~ BQYI~.v~rd. '2 lari., with 

ip .FC?u.n~inA\lenuE"¢: ,~tlahes. bike lariesand " -
.Twl1'i 1 

.2Ia".iYiith 
M!3-i.fJ. Street '4,lane.s bik~ Janes cind 20,000 18,000 

""'LTl' 
p-cea'ri Avenue AI.n05 

'2Ian,~s With I.8;ObO 18,000 

RQADPIET INVENTORY 
EXHIBrr5 
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FEHRk PEERS 

Exhibit 8.4 

, i 

Image Source: City of South Pa,ade!'13 

landscaping will not be 
as prevalent and no 

crosswalk will be included 

270' _ ____ --'E::.:X::.:A~M.::.P..::L=ES=__=O:cF~B~U:.':L"'B~O~U~T~S 
EXHIBIT 8 
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TYPICAL MID BLOCK 
® No Parking f----------"'''-------� 

4' min 
Sidewal~ 

. t "e " .,Js teL ' ;;4 t 
I " I 12' 12' I 12' 12' I ' I 4'min 

Bike Lane AUlD Auto AUIO AUlD Bike l~r.e Sidewalk 

I I Itt t 
® Parking One Side 

I 
I 

4' min 
SidewDI~ 

'" ~----------~------------I 

t 8~~~ t y§; t 
f ; '0'< • . " . R;;:: N ' - - - - - l.i; - • - ;;;37i. . 
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Bike Lane Auto AulO AUlD Auto Bik .. Lan!' Parking Sidewalk 

I I Itt t t 
© Parking Both Sides 

~I----------~'"~----------I 

f ~ t @t.M.a . f:! . t fii t 
" 4' min I 8' s· lTl' 11' "I ~ 11' " 11' =. 1 5' $ 1 *' ~. '1- 4'min 

Sidewalk Parkir.g Bike Lane Auto AUlo AUIO Auto Bike lane Parking Sidewalk 

I I I Itt t t 

4' min 1 
Sidewalk 
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" Bike Lane 

I 
1 

MINOR INTER SECTIONS 
". 
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'" '" 1 AulD Auto 
'" I 12' I S' 1 4'min 

AulD AUIO Bik .. lan.. Sldewalk 

I I t t t 

MAJOR INTERSECTIONS 
® With Left Turn lane 

'" . t I-~t--, .f*--, . ,--Je--' -----' .. ~"-------, ~--. ; --9--J--.' , 
4' mil 1 5' J lOS I 11' 11' 1 U' 1 lOS I. 5' I 4'min 

Sidewalk Bike Lan AIlto AUIO Tum Lane AulD Auto BIKe Lane Sidewalk 

II I ~ t t t 
® With Left Tirn and Right Turn Lane n' 

t f t ,. eta Je , ~= ... s § 1 t ; ,9 .. I 
l 

4' min 1 S' 10' 1 U' 1 '" I u ' 1 10' 1 
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I I I ~ t t 
5' 1 '" 1 4' min 

Bike Lane R Tum lane Sidewalk 
t ,.. 
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MIN. VOL. 66 

ADOPTION OF 
RESOLUTION NO. 7319 
REVISING THE PARKING 
REGULATIONS FOR THE 
MISSION-MERIDIAN 
PREFERENTIAL PARKING 
DISTRICT, CHANGING THE 
TIME DESIGNATION FOR A 
SECTION OF THE NORTH 
SIDE OF MISSION STREET 
AND RESCINDING 
RESOLUTION NO. 7187 

PRESENTATION OF 
MONTEREY ROAD 
CITIZENS' DESIGN 
ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
REPORT 

PAGE 212 09/04113 

Public Works Director Toor presented the staff 
report on adopting a resolution revising the parking 
regulations for the Mission-Meridian Preferential 
Parking District, changing the time designation for a 
section of the north side of Mission Street, and 
rescinding Resolution No. 7187. He and City 
Manager Gonzalez responded to questions. 

Councilmember Putnam requested that Assistant 
City Manager Straus, who will be working on the 
parking issue at Mission Meridian Village, be noti
fled of the necessity to encompass this parking area 
into the Mission and Meridian parking zone. 

By roll call vote (5 ayes), the City Council adopted 
Resolution No. 7319, A RESOLUTION OF TIffi 
CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SOUTH 
PASADENA, CALIFORNIA, RESCINDING RES
OLUTION NO. 7187 AND REVISING TIffi MIS
SION-MERIDIAN AND THE FARMERS' MAR
KET PREFERENTIAL P ARKlNG DISTRICTS 
AND RESPECTIVE P ARKlNG REGULATIONS. 

(Joe, Cacciotti) 

Deputy Public Works Director Furukawa provided 
the background on the Monterey Road repair pro
ject. He introduced Steven Brown, Principal, Fehr & 
Peers, who presented the Monterey Ro~d Citizens' 
Design Advisory Committee Report. They respond
ed to questions. 

Brandy Guenveur, 1142 Meridian Avenue, said that 
parking is at a premium in the area and advised 
against eliminating parking on Monterey Road. She 
suggested that EI Centro Street would be more 
suitable for bicycles. She recommended adding 1eft
turn lanes on Monterey Road at Meridian Avenue. 

o 

o 

Beverly Biber, 1250 Oak Hill Avenue, said that 
Monterey Road is a major thoroughfare for west
side residents. When "the Rube Goldberg con
voluted Pasadena AvenueIMonterey Road complex 
was created" for the Gold Line, she said residents in 
that area experienced a major change. There is 
major congestion during rush hour, she said. She 0' 
indicated opposition to taking additional property 
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o 

PAGE 213 09/04/13 

from the Monterey Road property owners to create 
traffic lanes. 

Glen Eddy, 844 Monterey Road, Member, Monterey 
Road Citizens' Design Advisory Committee, said 
the needs of various users of Monterey Road need to 
be balanced. He said he preferred to have the road 
returned to its original width prior to the earlier 
widening by Los Angeles County. 

Mitchell Sawasy said he was a local architect 
representing St. James Church (Church), 1325 
Monterey Road. He commented on the proposed 
street widening at the Church's location at Fremont 
Avenue and Monterey Road. He said the Church 
building is five feet from the curb line and that the 
sidewalk contains utility poles and vents. Across the 
street, he said, there is a dental office that is located 
approximately six feet from the curb line. He 
opposed any impact on the Church's front yard and 
garden area, where there is a historic wall. He said 
the Church relies on street parking for services and 
meetings, and he requested that parking not be 
eliminated. 

Discussion followed. Consultant Brown, Deputy 
Public Works Director Furukawa, Public Works Di
rector Toor, and City Manager Gonzalez respond
ed to questions. A proposed microsimulation to test 
implementing a "road diet" for sections of Monterey 
Road was discussed in detail. 

Public speaker Beverly Biber commented that the 
York Boulevard road diet in Los Angeles is 
problematic on the west side of York where vehicles 
are being transitioned to the narrowed road width. 

By consensus, the City Council requested that staff 
investigate whether the City is required to bring both 
sides of Monterey Road into compliance with 
Americans with Disabilities (ADA) requirements or 
only one side. 

By roll call vote (5 ayes), the City Council directed 
staff to assess the obstacles and impediments (utility 
company poles and equipment, traffic light control 
boxes, vaults, etc.) on the sidewalk along Monterey 
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ADJOURNMENT 

. t ii 

~~~ . Sally' ~ 
City Clerk 

PAGE 214 09/04/13 

Road on both sides from Fair Oaks Avenue to Pasa
dena Avenue and to obtain an estimate of costs to 
relocate the impediments. 

(Schneider, Cacciotti) 

By consensus, the City Council adjourned the 
regular meeting of the South Pasadena City Council! 
Redevelopment Successor AgencylPublic Financing 
AuthoritylHousing Authority at 10:45 p.m. 

RichardD. Schneider, M.D. 
Mayor 
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PAGEl 12118112 

MINUTES OF THE REGULAR MEETING OF THE 
FREEWAY AND TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

OF THE CITY OF SOUTH PASADENA 
CONVENED TillS ISm DAY OF DECEMBER 2012 6:30 P.M. 

AMEDEE O. "DICK" RICHARDS, JR., COUNCIL CHAMBERS 
1424 MISSION STREET 

1. ROLLCALL 

2. APPROVAL OF NOVEMBER 20, 
2012 REGULAR MEETING 

3. COMMISSIONER COMMENTS 

4. STAFF COMMENTS 

5. PUBLIC COMMENTS (ITEMS 
NOT ON THE AGENDA) 

6. DISCUSSION ITEMS 

A. MONTEREY RD AD-HOC 
COMMITTEE UPDATE 

The regular meeting of the Freeway and Transportation 
Commission was convened at 6:30 p.m. Commissioners 
present: Margrave, Reynolds, Vice-Chair Sherman and 
Chair Glaeser. Council Liaison: Schneider. Staff present: 
Transportation Manager Woods and City staffZneimer. 

The Commission approved (4 ayes, 0 noes, 1 absent) 
November 20, 2012 Regular meeting. 

(Margrave, Sherman) 

Commissioner Margrave said he recently saw bollards used 
in the City of Pasadena to increase safety on Washington east 
of Lake. He thought that bollards could be used on Fair Oaks 
to increase safety at the bulb out locations. Mr. Woods said 
he would pass on the suggestion to Public Works. 
Commissioner Margrave also thought that it would be good 
for bike lanes to be extended on Pasadena AvelMission St all 
the way to Grand Ave and that a road diet would be a great 
way to provide the space necessary for a bike lane. Mr. 
Woods agreed and said that this treatment is in the approved 
Bicycle Master Plan and is waiting funding and timing to be 
implemented. 

None;. 

None. 

Chair Glaeser recited the City Council motion on 
establishing the Monterey Road Citizens' Design Advisory 
Committee and discussed his understanding of what the 
Freeway & Transportation Commission could do. Steve 
Brown with Fehrs & Peers, consultant for this project, gave a 
presentation on the technical information about Monterey Rd 
and presented the Committee's report. The presentation 
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B. FAIR OAKS - LESSONS 
LEARNED 

C. COMMISSION ANNUAL 
REPORT 

PAGE 2 12/18/12 

included information about right-of-way, traffic statistic, 
sidewalk/utility issues and the Committee's 
recommendations. The Commission asked questions 
throughout the presentation. Chair Glaeser opened the item 
for public comment. 

Bill Glaus, Monterey Rd Design Advisory Committee 
member, thanked the Commission, City Council and the City 
for the opportunity to serve and thanked other committee 
members for their work on the report. 
Public comment was then closed. 

Commissioner Margrave wanted to sec more information on 
a road diet. The Commission discussed the elements that 
would need to be looked at in further study of a road diet and 
asked the consultant specific questions about how a road diet 
would work on Monterey Rd. Commissioner Reynolds asked 
about who would pay for the movement of utilities, the 
Commission discussed this further. 

The Commission passed a motion 4-0 to receive and forward 
the report to the City Council with a request that a future 
report include a technical study of a road diet with medians 
when evaluating street design for Monterey Rd. 

(Glaeser, Reynolds) 

Commissioner Reynolds explained what happened at the last 
meeting, saying that he has not been able to recruit members 
of the public to serve on the ad-hoc committee to assist Chair 
Glaeser and himself with this issue. The Commission 
discussed the item in more detail and asked Mr. Woods about 
the current study being performed by Public Works, Mr. 
Woods answered to the best of his knowledge. The 
Commission discussed the item further with Commissioner 
Margrave saying that bollards should be looked at as an 
added safety enhancement. 

The Commission reviewed a draft report produced by Chair 
Glaeser. The Commission discussed the report and decided it 
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Chair requested a break - 8:29pm. 

E. Monterey Road Presentation 
Deputy Public Works Director Furuwaka gave a brief presentation about the Monterey Road 
Project and the recommendations of the Monterey Road Citizens Ad-Hoc Advisory Committee. 
Staff would like the Commission to review the report and submit any comments or changes 
before the report is submitted to City Council. The Committee's recommendations are to create a 
4' sidewalk space for unobstructed walking area, add a bicycle lane along Monterey Road, reduce 
auto speeds, coordinate signals from Fair Oaks to Pasadena and install higher visibility 
crosswalks. The Committee could not agree upon whether a road diet is appropriate or not. The 
applicability of a road diet would require additional study. 

Chair Garcia opened the meeting for public comment. 

Gretchen Robinette - 920 Indiana Avenue. She was concerned with more traffic on Indiana 
Avenue between Monterey Road and Mission Street due to a road diet. 

Chair Garcia declared the public comment closed. 

Commissioner Pendo requested bicycle/pedestrian counts on Monterey Road if available. 

Commissioner Fisher made a motion to request staff to have the consultant to conduct a micro 
simulation study of impacts to the level of service and queue lengths at intersections on Monterey 
Road at Fremont, Diamond, Meridian and Indiana to determine the traffic impacts of having an 
operation with left turns lane, one through lane in each direction, bicycle lanes and parking along 
residential frontage. (seconded by: Pendo) 

The motion was amended to make a recommendation to the City Council. (seconded by: Pendo) 

Commissioner Fisher wanted to make a full disclosure that he worked for the City of Los Angeles 
and on occasion the firm Fehr and Peers contacts him on certain matters, but he is not an 
employee of the firm and has not worked on this study. 
Motion approved: 4-0 

8. COMMISSIONER COMMENTS 
Chair Garcia gave a brief update on the Ad Hoc Mobile Vending Committee. The meeting was about two 
proposed ordinances I) vending on public streets and 2) vending trucks on private property. 
Chair Garcia also mentioned a major issue with Global Water collection for water billing. He stated he is 
really upset because he received a delinquent notice. The delinquent notice had two phone nwnbers that 
were incorrect and the tear off portion on the notice had an incorrect address. He stated this is totally 
unacceptable. 

9. Adjoununent - Chair Garcia declared the meeting adjourned at 9:08p.m. 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that the foregoing minutes were adopted by the Public Works Commission of the 
City of South Pasadena at a meeting held on June 12, 2013. 

AYES: 
NOES: 
ABSENT: 
ABSTAIN: 

Steven Garcia, Chair 
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TRAFFIC STUDY FOR THE FEASIBILITY OF ROAD DIET TRAFFIC CALMING IMPROVEMENTS ON 
MONTEREY ROAD BETWEEN PASADENA AVENUE AND FAIR OAKS AVENUE 

Executive Summary 

The City of South Pasadena has expressed its desire to redesign Monterey Road between the 
Metro Gold Line LRT Crossing and Fair Oaks Avenue as a "Complete Street"; that is, one which 
is less auto-centric and more characteristic of a livable, walkable, and safer roadway that 
accommodates all modes of transportation. In 2012, a citizen committee commissioned by the 
South Pasadena City Council, in cooperation with an independent traffic consultant, conducted 
a study of Monterey Road to identify alternatives for a feasible future design of this segment. 
The "Monterey Road Committee Recommendations Report" introduced several possible 
improvements to Monterey Road with mixed unanimity on which measures should be 
implemented, including adding bicycle lanes, widening the sidewalks, relocating utilities 
obstructing walkways, implementing traffic calming measures, coordinating traffic signal, and 
installing higher visibility crosswalks. 

Other considerations in the Monterey Road Committee Recommendations Report included 
adding exclusive left- and right-turn lanes to selected intersections; restricting on-street parking 
in certain areas; and/or implementing a "road diet" on Monterey Road. Road diets are 
essentially a reduction in the number of existing travel lanes, and a reassignment/redesign of 
the remaining roadway space for other safety features such as bicycle lanes, pedestrian 
crossing enhancements, traffic calming features and/or protected parking lanes/bays. These 
additional measures, however, were beyond the budget and scope of the Committee's study to 
analyze thoroughly. 

The South Pasadena City Council subsequently approved the go-ahead for a study on the 
feasibility of a road diet on Monterey Road between Pasadena Avenue and Fair Oaks Avenue. 
Minagar & Associates, Inc. collected existing traffic data in the field, built a computerized traffic 
model and tested the effects of two alternative road diet concepts for this segment. The road 
diet concept would re-stripe the existing street cross-section from two lanes per direction to one 
lane per direction, and add a center two-way left turn lane, Class-II bikeways (marked bike lanes) 
and a striped parking lane on both sides of the street. 

The results of the traffic model and microsimulation analysis showed that while a road diet on 
Monterey Road between Pasadena Avenue and Fair Oaks Avenue is geometrically feasible and 
would provide safety benefits to vehicles, bicyclists and pedestrians, corridor travel times, delay 
and arterial speeds would worsen during the weekday AM and PM peak hours. Alternative #1, 
which would implement a three-lane configuration across the full length of the corridor, would 
result in an average increase in delays by 36% and a 4-MPH decrease in travel speeds. 

Alternative #2 would implement the same geometrics as Alternative #1, only on limited areas of 
Monterey Road west of Orange Grove Avenue and east of Meridian Avenue, while maintaining 
a four-lane cross-section with bike lanes at mid-segment. While the latter alternative minimizes 
the potential for peak hour traffic spillovers between adjacent intersections and increases traffic 
delays by only about 15%, it would also require the prohibition of on-street parking along a 
major portion of the segment in order to keep a continuous bicycle lane alongside the travel 
lanes. 
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TRAFFIC STUDY FOR THE FEASIBILITY OF ROAD DIET TRAFFIC CALMING IMPROVEMENTS ON 
MONTEREY ROAD BETWEEN PASADENA AVENUE AND FAIR OAKS AVENUE 

Ultimately, while both of the road diet alternatives would negatively impact the travel 
performance of the corridor for autos during the peak hours, it would nevertheless provide 
certain offsetting benefits which may be preferred by the City and road users. For motorists 
accessing the adjacent abutting residential properties, a center two-way left turn lane would 
provide a refuge area for vehicles to enter or exit the traffic stream on Monterey Road, and 
reduce the likelihood of certain types of crashes. 

For pedestrians and bicyclists, the slower and more consistent speeds of the road diet 
conversion would be more desirable given that the three-lane roadway would allow for fewer 
conflict points between vehicles and other, non-motorized users. In addition, providing a 
dedicated bicycle lane along this segment would serve to meet the goals and poliCies of the 
City's General Plan and Bicycle Master Plan by providing a continuous bikeway connection 
between the west and east segments of Monterey Road. 

In light of the findings of the traffic study, Minagar & Associates, Inc. recommends that a trial 
road diet be considered before considering a complete redesign of the street. A basic "test 
project" of the road diet could be implemented through minimal re-striping of specific, shortened 
portions of Monterey Road. The project would serve to observe and validate the impacts on 
peak hour vehicular traffic with the reduced lane configuration, and include a "before and after" 
study of vehicle speeds, queue lengths, and observations of left-turn and bicycle interactions to 
determine the level of scalability of the road diet for the remaining portions on Monterey Road. 
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Introduction 

This report summarizes the findings of a traffic study conducted by Minagar & Associates, Inc. 
which evaluates the feasibility of a “road diet” concept and other traffic calming measures on 
Monterey Road between Pasadena Avenue and Fair Oaks Avenue. The City of South 
Pasadena has requested that Minagar identify the potential impacts of re-striping this existing 
undivided four-lane portion of Monterey Road with a three-lane cross section consisting of a 
through travel lane in each direction plus a two-way left turn center lane. The study included the 
development of a representative, computer traffic model and microsimulation to analyze and 
compare the existing peak hour traffic conditions on Monterey Road with those after the 
implementation of the road diet configuration. The traffic simulation model was programmed on 
the basis of both field-collected and city-provided traffic data and measurements. The traffic 
simulation was then used to identify impacts to travel times, delays, and arterial speeds, and 
evaluate the possible trade-offs of implementing this type of road diet concept in relation to the 
mobility, access and safety of road users on Monterey Road. 

Study Area 

The study area is assumed to consist of the mile-long portion of Monterey Road extending from 
the intersection at the Metro Gold Line railroad crossing, on the west end, to the intersection 
with Fair Oaks Avenue, on the east end. The segment connects the adjacent westerly two-lane 
portion of Monterey Road leading into the City of Los Angeles with the easterly two-lane portion 
of Monterey Road leading into the neighboring City of San Marino. 

 
Existing Conditions 

This section provides a summary of the existing corridor conditions on Monterey Road within the 
context of the surrounding transportation system. Prior to evaluating potential options for an 
alternative conceptual cross-section/lane configuration, Minagar & Associates, Inc. staff 
conducted a field inventory of the existing roadway, roadside and traffic environment across the 

Monterey Road Study Corridor 

  Signalized Study Intersection   Unsignalized Study Intersection 
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TRAFFIC STUDY FOR THE FEASIBILITY OF ROAD DIET TRAFFIC CALMING IMPROVEMENTS ON 
MONTEREY ROAD BETWEEN PASADENA AVENUE AND FAIR OAKS AVENUE 

study corridor. Traffic volume data collection consisted of 8-hour turning movement counts at 
nine (9) major intersections on Monterey Road. 

Monterey Road is a 2.22-mile long Minor Arterial in the City of South Pasadena, stretching from 
the neighboring City of Los Angeles at the west city limit to the City of San Marino at the east 
city limits. Monterey Road is a primary east/west route through the City of South Pasadena 
connecting with Pasadena Avenue and nearby 110 Freeway to the west, and serving as an 
alternate route to Huntington Drive and Mission Street. The central 1.1-mile long portion of 
Monterey Road in the City that spans between Pasadena Avenue and Fair Oaks Avenue is a 
four-lane undivided roadway that carries an average daily traffic volume of about 15,700 
vehicles per day. The street is characterized by a paved roadway width of between 60 and 84 
feet, with four undivided travel lanes (two per direction), a striped centerline, and several 
intermittent raised medians along the wider sections near Fair Oaks Avenue, Via Del Rey, and 
the Gold Line Crossing. 

The current posted speed limit on Monterey Road is 35 miles per hour. Surrounding land uses 
consists predominantly of mixed density residential properties with abutting driveway access 
onto Monterey Road, and some commercial uses at the east end of the segment near Fair Oaks 
Avenue. In determining the feasibility of Monterey for a road diet conversion, several 
parameters were considered and assessed, including: roadway function and environment; traffic 
volumes and corridor mobility/performance (e.g., travel time, delay and arterial speed); access 
points; turning volumes and patterns; frequency of stop and slow-moving vehicles; and 
pedestrian and bicycle activity. 

Passenger Vehicle Traffic Conditions 

Minagar & Associates, Inc. collected intersection turning movement traffic counts of passenger 
cars/autos and trucks at each of the nine study intersections. Several of the study intersections 
were surveyed by Minagar & Associates, Inc. in 2012 and 20.13; consequently, this traffic count 
data was adjusted upwardly to reflect the current Year 2014 by considering local ambient traffic 
growth in the City of South Pasadena as well as the latest regional forecasts developed in the 
Southern California Association of Governments' (SCAG) Regional Transportation Plan. 

From the field visits it was observed that auto conditions were generally free-flow along the 
Monterey Road corridor during the weekday off-peak hours. During the morning and afternoon 
peak hours, however, traffic conditions become gradually more congested, particularly at the 
intersections on the easterly end of Monterey Road at Meridian Avenue and Fremont Avenue. 
The highest time-of-day peak hour occurs during the afternoon, where eastbound/westbound 
traffic volumes average about 3,000 vehicles. 

Table 1 summarizes the general characteristics of Monterey Road from the Metro Gold Line 
LRT crossing to Fair Oaks Avenue, and provides an estimate of peak hour traffic volumes for 
each intermediate roadway segment based on the intersection turning movement counts. 
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Pedestrian Conditions 

Pedestrian facilities on Monterey Road are generally adequate, with paved sidewalks provided 
along both sides of the street, and marked crosswalks provided at signalized intersections and 
across most unsignalized side streets. There are two uncontrolled marked crosswalks at 
Orange Grove Avenue directing pedestrians north/south across Monterey Road which do not 
provide ideal refuge for pedestrians. This intersection, however, is planned for future 
signalization and will include protected signal phases for pedestrian movements over Monterey 
Road. A summary of pedestrian crossing volumes through the corridor is shown in Table 2. 

Pedestrian crossing volumes at intersections along Monterey Road are moderate during the 
peak hours. Most of the pedestrian volumes along the corridor are concentrated at intersections 
with access to major pedestrian destinations such as schools (e.g. South Pasadena High, 
Arroyo Vista Elementary) and downtown/commercial centers near the east end of the corridor. 
However, Monterey Road itself does not appear to be not an overwhelmingly bicyclist or 
pedestrian friendly area due to the number of vehicle lanes that must be crossed, vehicular 
speeds, the absence of bike lanes, and fewer pedestrian crossing options on the westerly 
portion of the corridor. The intersections on Monterey Road at Fair Oaks Avenue, Via Del Rey, 
and the Gold Line Crossing have curb-to-curb crossing distances in excess of 80 feet which 
require longer walks and signal phases for pedestrians of 20 seconds or more. 

Bicycle Conditions 

Monterey Road serves primarily as a cross-town regional bicycle route connecting with the 
existing Class-II striped bike lanes in Los Angeles on Monterey Road and Pasadena Avenue. 
While Monterey Road is a designated bikeway in the City's Bicycle Master Plan, there are no 
existing bicycle facilities in place between the Gold Line rail crossing and Fair Oaks Avenue. 
Bicyclists currently ride in the mixed-flow shoulder lanes due to the lack of a dedicated bike lane 
on-street and limited options to traverse the city east/west on nearby parallel routes. 

In recent years the City has installed marked bicycle lanes on Mission Street and EI Centro 
Street which provide some alternate parallel access routes north of Monterey Road. South of 
Monterey Road, however, there generally are no parallel bikeway alternatives due to the 
surrounding topography and alignment of the street network. 

Transit Conditions 

The Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro) provides bus transit 
services in the City of South Pasadena. Several Metro bus lines traverse the City, including one 
Metro Rapid line, a Metro Express line, and other local service routes. Currently, there are no 
deSignated local bus routes or stops on this segment of Monterey Road. The nearest Metro Bus 
Route, Line 176, traverses east/west through the City along Pasadena Avenue and Mission 
Street and connecting the neighboring Cities of Los Angeles/Highland Park and San Marino. 

(continued on page 7) 
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Table 1 
Summary of Roadway Segment Characteristics and Vehicle Volumes 

Street segment: Monterey Road from Metro Gold Line Rail Crossing (west end) to Fair Oaks Avenue (east end) 
Length: 5,900 feet (1.12 miles) 
General Plan Roadway Classification: Minor Arterial 
Average Daily Traffic (ADT) volume: 15,700 vehicles per day 
Posted Speed Limit: 35 MPH 

.~ ----

' .•.....•.. " ......• cl"~akcMlir.V:6iuine·if>Hv; in vehicles per hour) Paved -~~:. '-, 
RoadWaYi,' AM Hour Mid;day Hour PM Hour 

Study segments: Length' '. Wid(bl" EB WB Total EB WB Total EB WB Total 
1. Gold Line LRT Xing to Indiana Ave. 1,450' 82'to 60' 1,259 1,185 2,444 1,116 966 2,082 1,818 1,596 3,414 
2. Indiana Ave. to Orange Grove Ave. 1,150' 60'to 64' 1,317 1,185 2,502 1,036 898 1,934 1,601 1,466 3,067 
3. Orange Grove Ave. to Via Del Rev 320' 64' to 80' 1,538 1,434 2,972 845 852 1,697 1,678 1,422 3,100 
4. Via Del Rey to Meridian Ave. 890' 80' to 60' 1,629 1,378 3,007 1,075 1,070 2,145 1,802 1,478 3,280 
5. Meridian Ave. to Diamond Ave. 300' 60' 1,387 1,281 2,668 1,175 991 2,166 1,620 1,524 3,144 
6. Diamond Ave. to Fremont Ave. 960' 60' 1,596 1,461 3,057 1127 926 2,053 1,836 1,595 3,431 
7. Fremont Ave. to Mound Ave. 410' 60' 1,284 1,258 2,542 821 900 1,721 1,506 943 2,449 
8. Mound Ave. to Fair Oaks Ave. 420' 64 to 84' 1,013 1,144 2,157 690 851 1,541 1,247 1,022 2,269 

; '; . ~>< ... . P.eak·Hour '. 

~ 

".: . 

Study Intersections. Control AM Hour Mid-dav Hour PM Hour 
1. Monterey Rd. at Metro Gold Line Xing Sionalized 7:30am - 8:30am 11:45am -12:45pm 4:45pm - 5:45pm 
2. Monterey Rd. at Indiana Ave. Sionalized 8:00am - 9:00am 12:00pm - 1 :OOpm 4:45pm - 5:45pm 

3. Monterey Rd. at Orange Grove Ave. Two-way Stop 7:30am - 8:30am 11 :45am - 12:45pm 4:30pm - 5:30pm 
4. Monterey Rd. at Via Del Rey SiQnalized 7:30am - 8:30am 12:30pm - 1 :30pm 4:45pm - 5:45pm 
5. Monterey Rd. at Meridian Ave. Signalized 7:30am - 8:30am 12:45pm - 1 :45pm 4:45pm - 5:45pm 
6. Monterey Rd. at Diamond Ave. Signalized 7:30am - 8:30am 11:45am -12:45pm 5:00pm - 6:00pm 
7. Monterey Rd. at Fremont Ave. Siqnalized 7:30am - 8:30am 11 :45am - 12:45pm 4:45pm - 5:45pm 
8. Monterey Rd. at Mound Ave. Two-way Stop 7:45am - 8:45am 11 :45am - 12:45pm 5:00pm - 6:00pm 

9. Monterey Rd. at Fair Oaks Ave. Signalized 7:45am - 8:45am 11:15am -12:150m 4:450m - 5:450m 

* PHV based on the combination of bi-<lirectional turning movements at major intersections along the corridor during the peak hours 
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Table 2 
Pedestrian Crossing Volumes 

AM Peak Hour Mid-dayPe.akHour 

Study segments WL EL SL I NL All WLj EL SL NL 

1. Monterey Rd. at Metro Gold Line Xing - 46 13 I 17 78 - i 24 16 2 

2. Monterey Rd. at Indiana Ave. 
, 

25 
, 

5 9 3 I 8 6 i 7 10 21 

3. Monterey Rd. at Orange Grove Ave. 0 0 28 I 21 49 1 I 6 15 13 

4. Monterey Rd. at Via Del Rey 0 11 35 I - 46 2 ! 0 15 -
5. Monterey Rd. at Meridian Ave. 7 5 29 ! 21 62 4 i 3 6 15 , ; 

6. Monterey Rd. at Diamond Ave. 103 54 45 ! 84 286 12 
, 

12 8 27 ; t 
7. Monterey Rd. at Fremont Ave. 46 42 18 ! 20 126 11 : 22 17 10 , 
8. Monterey Rd. at Mound Ave. 3 1 30 f 11 45 0 ! 2 12 9 

9. Monterey Rd. at Fair Oaks Ave. 21 40 23 
, 
i 23 107 39 , 19 16 17 

(continued from page 5) 

PM Peak Hour Total 

All WL EL SL NL All Peds Count 
Period 

42 - 14 6 0 20 385 7 hrs 
44 0 17 3 17 37 185 6 hrs 
35 1 0 10 11 22 297 8hrs 
17 2 9 32 - 43 168 6hrs 
28 13 11 19 25 68 377 7hrs 
59 15 43 12 3 73 622 6hrs 
60 22 34 14 31 101 608 7hrs 
23 3 0 21 39 63 244 6 hrs 
91 32 51 26 26 135 629 7hrs 

Metro Local Line 260 and Rapid Line 762 cross Monterey Road in the north/south direction on Fair Oaks Avenue. Express Line 485 
also crosses Monterey Road north/south along Fremont Avenue. The Metro Gold Line is a light rail service that runs parallel to 
Monterey Road (approximately 200 to 300 feet to the north) between the west city limit and Orange Grove Avenue, where the train 
alignment turns northeastward toward the Metro station at Mission Street and Meridian Avenue. 

There is an existing grade crossing and railway signal where the Gold Line crosses between Monterey Road and Pasadena Avenue. 
The Gold Line runs on 5-minute headways in both directions throughout most of the day and peak hours, and 10-minute headways 
during the off-peak hours. 
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MONTEREY ROAD BETWEEN PASADENA AVENUE AND FAIR OAKS AVENUE 

Related Plans and Studies 

This section includes a summary of key findings from related plans and studies that formed the 
context for the proposed road diet strategy and other elements of this traffic study. 

City of South Pasadena General Plan: Circulation & Accessibility Element 
(Amended February 2001) 

• Principal GoalsNision: 
- Provide for convenient and efficient mobility within the City, while reducing reliance on the 

automobile as the principal mode of travel. 
- City's policy direction will be to make South Pasadena a place where bicycling and walking are 

encouraged and fostered. 

• Alternative Transportation Modes: 
- The City has identified a need to meet growing demands for safe places to ride bicycles. 
- Bicycle travel in the City of South Pasadena is increasing in popularity as a mode of travel for 

commuter and recreational purposes. 
- There is also an increasing awareness and desire for travelers to utilize clean-air travel 

methods, and the acceptance of the bicycle for personal health, exercise, and increased 
mobility. 

- The City reduce auto conflicts with pedestrians and bicyclists on public street by separating 
these modes to the extent possible 

• Recommended Traffic Congestion Mitigation Strategies: 
- Prioritize the existing street network and promote a multi-mode/low-build concept. 
- Implement traffic calming in residential areas. 

• Master Planning of City Streets: 
- Monitor and study existing arterials to determine how capacity can be increased, and how 

congestion and delay can be reduced. 
- Capacity and operational improvements could include, but are not limited to, signal timing and 

system upgrades, revised lane configurations, minor intersection improvements such as new 
turn lanes, traffic calming techniques, and elimination of conflicts such as multiple driveways. 

- The City's adopted street capacity standard should be used when evaluating the impact of 
roadway capacity modifications as a street improvement measure, and with respect to vehicle 
interactions with pedestrian, bicycle and transit services. 

• Issues: 
- Bottlenecks at key locations in the City. 
- Principal transportation corridors within the City will carry transit vehicles, bicycles, pedestrians 

and auto traffic, rather than being principal streets for autos only. 
- "Pass through" trips in the City of South Pasadena should be managed and controlled so that 

they travel on designated routes and do not infiltrate residential neighborhoods 
Local bike lanes are largely non-existent. 
Need to coordinate improvements to the existing street network with transit, bike and pedestrian 
needs. 
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TRAFFIC STUDY FOR THE FEASIBILITY OF ROAD DIET TRAFFIC CALMING IMPROVEMENTS ON 

MONTEREY ROAD BETWEEN PASADENA AVENUE AND FAIR OAKS AVENUE 

(cont.'d) 

City of South Pasadena General Plan: Circulation & Accessibility Element 
(Amended February 2001) 

• Goals and Policies: 
- City's policy direction will be to make South Pasadena a place where bicycling and walking are 

encouraged and fostered. 
- Manage traffic flow into designated corridors. 
- Establish and maintain a citywide traffic count program to assure availability of data needed to 

monitor other policies and improvements. 
- City's policy direction will be to make South Pasadena a place where bicycling and walking are 

encouraged and fostered. 
- Manage traffic flow into designated corridors. 
- Establish and maintain a citywide traffic count program to assure availability of data needed to 

monitor other policies and improvements. 
- Promote traffic signal coordination where feasible to lessen congestion, delay, and to enhance 

safety. 
- Support the development of additional circulation routes through the City. 
- Develop and maintain a road system that is based upon and balanced with the Land Use 

Element of the General Plan. 
- Maintain existing pedestrian facilities. 
- Implement the Master Plan of Bikeways over a multi-year timeframe. 
- Provide bicycle connections in the street network system to transit-oriented development, 

commercial areas and transit stops. 
- Consider and evaluate various Transportation System Management (TSM) techniques and 

implement as appropriate, such as: Auxiliary (accelldecel) lanes; Intersection improvements 
such as turn lanes, channelization, and signal coordination; Restriction of peak hour parking; 
Commuter Information Systems (ITS related strategies). 

City of South Pasadena Bicycle Master Plan Update 
(Adopted August 17, 2011) 

• Purpose of the BMP: 
- Make bicycling a viable transportation options and reinforce the City's/region's commitment to 

multi-modal transportation solutions. 
- Updates the City's previous 2005 Bicycle Master Plan 
- Ensure multi-modal integration by connecting the bicycle network to the Gold Line through 

bicycle facilities such as lanes and routes. 

• Proposed Tier I <short-term) Bikeway Project #8 - Monterey Road 
- Destinations include: Arroyo Seco Stables; Fair Oaks Commercial Corridor; and other areas 

serving the east/west regional and crosstown bikeway connection. 
- Class II bikeway (striped bike lanes) from the west city limit to Monterey Road/Gold Line. 
- Class III bikeway (shared use lane/bike route) from Fair Oaks Avenue to the east city limit 
- Monterey Road/Gold Line to Fair Oaks Avenue: To be determined; however, the City is 

committed to establishing a continuous and integrated bikeway facility along the entire 
Monterey Road corridor within the City. Potential options include CL-2 bike lanes, CL-3 bike 
routes, protected bike lanes, or a CL-1 cycle track on one side of the roadway. 
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(cont.'d) 

California Complete Streets Act (CCSA), per Assembly Bill 1358 
(Last updated March 2010) 

• State of California Requirements: 
- Local jurisdictions must establish a comprehensive program to reduce greenhouse gas 

emissions through the implementation of non-motorized transportation plans and developing a 
more balanced transportation network. 

Traffic Signal Warrant Assessment for Monterey Road at Orange Grove Avenue 
(June 2014) 

• Purpose: 
- Determine if the existing unsignalized (two-way stop controlled) intersection of Monterey Road 

at Orange Grove is warranted and recommended for signalization. 
• Findings and Recommendations: 

- The subject intersection is both warranted and recommended for signalization based on 
California MUTCD warrants considering the prevailing weekday and weekend traffic conditions, 
pedestrian characteristics and physical characteristics of the location. 

Monterey Road Intersection Capacity and Levei of Service (LOS) Assessment at 
Pasadena Avenue, Meridian Avenue, Fremont Avenue and Fair Oaks Avenue 
(May 2012) . 

• Purpose: 
- Conduct a traffic assessment to determine the current weekday peak hour levels of service at 

four major signalized intersections on Monterey Road at Pasadena Ave., Meridian Ave., 
Fremont Ave., and Fair Oaks Ave. 

• Findings: 
- All four (4) study intersections were found to be operating at deficient level of service (LOS) 

standards "E" or worse during the weekday AM and PM peak hours. 

Citywide Engineering and Traffic Survey (E& TS) for the City of South Pasadena 
(November 2014) 

• Purpose: 
- Field validate and update posted prima facie speed limits on City of South Pasadena streets. 

• Findings: 
- The 85'h percentile speed on Monterey Road between Pasadena Avenue and Fair Oaks 

Avenue is 40 miles per hour. 
- The 50'h percentile speed on the segment is 36 miles per hour. 
- Due to numerous prevailing factors such as the uncontrolled pedestrian crosswalks, adjacent 

residential land use and frequency of signalized intersections, the. 
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(cont:d) 

Monterey Road Committee Recommendations 
(August 2012) 

• 

• 

Purpose: 
- Present the recommendations of a South Pasadena citizen's committee for the future design of 

Monterey Road between Pasadena Road and Fair Oaks Avenue. 
Findings: 
Committee's Top Priorities for future use of Monterey Road: 

Relatively wide (4-6') sidewalk, free of obstructions 
ADA-compliant curb ramps 
On-street bike lanes 
Coordinated traffic signals 

Recommendations: 
- 1. Provide continuous 4' min. unobstructed sidewalk space, and construct bulb-outs where 

appropriate to relocate utility obstructions (e.g., vaults, vents, poles, risers) in the pedestrian 
walkway. 

- 2. Add a bicycle lane on Monterey Road, and restrict parking (or retain on one side only) where 
appropriate to facilitate bike lanes. 

- 3. Deploy traffic calming measures (e.g., speed feedback signs, textured crosswalks, "pinch" 
points, signal coordination, etc.) to reduce auto speeds along the corridor. 

- 4. Synchronize traffic signals on Monterey Road 
- 5. Install higher visibility crosswalk 
- 6. Consider additional turn left/right-turn lanes at selected locations (EB Right at Fremont, 

Indiana, Meridian and Diamond; EBIWB Lefts at Orange Grove, Glendon, Meridian, and 
Diamond. 

- 7. Consider parking restrictions on Glendon and Lyndon near Monterey Road to discourage 
Metro-related parking on those streets. 

- 8. Consider a new traffic signal at Orange Grove Avenue. 
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Analysis Scenarios 

At the request of the City of South Pasadena, Minagar & Associates, Inc. has studied the 
viability to which a “road diet” would work on this portion of Monterey Road. Road diets are 
essentially a reduction in the number of travel lanes and reassignment of the remaining roadway 
space for other purposes. Road diets generally provide new opportunities for bike lanes, 
protected on-street parking bays, increased median refuge space, and pedestrian crossing 
enhancements at signalized intersections. Common benefits documented by numerous public 
agencies include improvement in traffic safety, reduction in rear-end and side-swipe crashes, 
improvement in speed limit compliance, decreasing crash severity when crashes do occur, 
improved accommodation of mid-block left-turning turning movements, enhanced multi-modal 
use of the street, and in many cases a reduction in vehicle throughput volumes.  

Typical Road Diet Reconfiguration 
(source: Federal Highway Administration, http://safety.fhwa.dot.gov/provencountermeasures/fhwa_sa_12_013.cfm) 

Monterey Road has the potential to be a complete street that accommodates motorists, bicycles 
and pedestrians, with a lane configuration that could be redesigned within the existing right-of-
way to meet the City’s goals of establishing a continuous and integrated bikeway facility along 
the entire Monterey Road corridor within the City. The paved traveled way along Monterey Road 
ranges from 60’ to 84’ between the Metro Gold Line LRT Crossing to Fair Oaks Avenue. 
Dimensionally, the roadway geometry is viable for considering a road diet cross section concept. 
A typical configuration would call for a reduction in the existing four-lane cross-section to a 
three-lane cross-section, resulting in one travel lane per direction plus a two-way left-turn lane 
(TWLTL) along the center. The remaining roadway space would be allocated for on-street 
parking lane along the shoulder, coupled with a dedicated Class-II bike lane on each side of the 
street. At signalized intersections, the center two-way left turn lane would gradually transition 
into a dedicated left-turn pocket for the eastbound and westbound approaches. 

The analysis scenarios developed by Minagar & Associates, Inc. for the Monterey road diet 
evaluation are described below. Each analysis alternative was developed in consideration of 
current known plans to modify or improve the roadway conditions on this portion of Monterey 
Road, including a future traffic signal at Orange Grove Avenue, and the City’s goal to implement 
appropriate class of bikeway on Monterey Road throughout the project limits as identified in the 
City’s Bicycle Master Plan. 
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1. Scenario 1 – Existing Year 2014 Conditions. Reflects the current four-lane undivided 
cross-section conditions and traffic controls along Monterey Road. 

2. Scenario 2 – Existing Plus Planned Improvements (No Build scenario). Considers the 
future installation of a traffic signal at the intersection of Monterey Road at Orange Grove 
Avenue, along with the existing four-lane section on Monterey Road (i.e., two travel 
lanes per direction). It is assumed that the traffic signal installation improvements would 
be completed on a two-year time frame by the Year 2016. 

3. Scenario 3 – Existing Plus Road Diet Option #1. Under the Year 2016 conditions, reduce 
Monterey Road from four lanes to three lanes (one per direction plus a two-way left turn 
center lane) and install Class-II bike lanes with protected on-street parking bays from the 
Metro Gold Line crossing to Fair Oaks Avenue. Due the sufficient roadway width on 
Monterey Road at the west and east ends of the corridor, a four-lane cross-section 
would be maintained across the east leg at the Metro Gold Line crossing, and across the 
west leg at Fair Oaks Avenue. 

4. Scenario 4 – Existing Plus Road Diet Option #2. Under the Year 2016 conditions, reduce 
Monterey Road from four lanes to three lanes (one per direction plus a two-way left turn 
center lane) and install Class-II bike lanes with protected on-street parking bays from the 
Metro Gold Line crossing to Fair Oaks Avenue. Maintain a four-lane undivided cross-
section from just west of Orange Grove Avenue to just east of Meridian Avenue (remove 
the on-street parking and keep dedicated CL-2 bicycle lanes). The purpose of Option #2 
is to provide a road diet that incorporates the three-lane concepts on Option #1, but also 
provides traffic congestion relief at the corridor midpoint where the simulation shows 
significant peak hour queuing between the closely-spaced intersections from Orange 
Grove Avenue to Diamond Avenue.  

Existing Road Diet Configuration on Monterey Road in the City of Los Angeles
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Several variations of the traffic model were developed to analyze the above alternative 
scenarios for the weekday AM, mid-day and PM peak hours. Intersection traffic volume and lane 
geometries data collected by Minagar were used to build the base traffic model network in 
Synchro 8.0. Lane utilization behaviors were coded into the model based on field observations 
from traffic data collection staff. De-facto right-turn lane movements at intersections were 
generally excluded from the traffic operations model unless a significant portion of turning 
vehicles were observed to use the shoulder as an unmarked turning lane; for example, 
eastbound right-turns from Monterey Road onto Fair Oaks Avenue. In all other cases, the 
shoulder lane was coded with the appropriate lane width depending on the alternative 
considered. The number 2 lane will generally be narrower (10' to 11', rather than the existing 13' 
to 18' width) with the addition of on-street parking bays and bicycle lanes. 

The City of South Pasadena also provided Minagar & Associates, Inc. with the existing peak 
hour traffic signal timing plans for input into the simulation model. From a review of this data and 
discussions with the City, Minagar & Associates, Inc. determined that the existing traffic Signals 
on this portion of Monterey Road are not synchronized, and that most operate on designated 
time-of-day timing plans during the weekday AM peak, PM peak and off-peak hours of the day. 
In order to minimize the impact of reducing the number of travel lanes dedicated to motorist 
travel (i.e., from 4 to 2) and optimize the remaining roadway capacity, careful attention was 
given proposing traffic signal timing and phasing adjustments at each intersection along the 
corridor as necessary to accommodate each road diet concept. 

Due to the proximity of the Metro Gold Line LRT north of Monterey Road across Orange Grove 
Avenue, traffic simulation model was also programmed with an extra "dummy" node and 
relevant information to simulate the train and its effect on the future traffic signal at Monterey 
Road and Orange Grove Avenue. It is important to note that the Synchro/SimTraffic software in 
its present state is not designed to model rail interactions or traffic signal pre-emption. However, 
in order to better understand how vehicular and pedestrian traffic might be affected by the 
frequent railroad gate activations near the intersection, and to best replicate this interaction with 
the proposed signal operation, a simplistic version of the LRT signal was coded into the traffic 
simulation. 

For these purposes, the simulation assumed a three-minute minimum headway between 
successive rail crossings, and a pre-timed signal with a long pre-timed cycle. The traffic 
simulation model was calibrated to ensure a 60-second gate down period, at which time the 
railroad activation signal goes "red", the Gold Line is "green", southbound traffic south of the rail 
is cleared of the track area along with pedestrians crossing north/south on Monterey Road, and 
southbound traffic north of the tracks is held until the train departs and the gates are up. 

Analysis Method and Findings 

Existing Conditions. Using the field collected data, Minagar & Associates, Inc. built the 
Synchro/SimTraffic traffic model and fine-tuned the simulation to reflect actual operations of the 
existing four-lane, undivided cross-section of Monterey Road for the weekday AM, mid-day and 
PM peak hours based on staffs field observations. The results of the travel time and delay 
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simulation runs indicate that Monterey Road corridor currently does not have good traffic 
progression. Since the traffic signals are independently timed and do not operate together, from 
the Gold Line Crossing to Fair Oaks Avenue. This is in part due to the lack of a synchronized 
timing plans, but is also the result of the signalized light rail at-grade crossings at the west end 
of the corridor near at Pasadena Avenue, Indiana Avenue and Orange Grove Avenue which 
activate frequently throughout the day and cause disruptions in progressive traffic flow on 
Monterey Road. 

Observations of the traffic model also found that some congestion and spillback would occur in 
the Year 2016, prior to the implementation of any road diet lane modifications. Peak hour 
vehicle queues-which include both slow-moving (7 miles per hour or less) and stopped 
vehicles-were observed to extend significant distances upstream at a few locations in the 
traffic model simulation, including: 

AM Peak Hour "Before" Queues: 
• Orange Grove Avenue-Westbound 95th percentile queue (Q95) observed to 

reach the westerly side of the intersection at Monterey Road and Via Del Rey. 
• Diamond Avenue-Eastbound Q95 observed to reach the easterly side of the 

intersection at Monterey Road and Meridian Avenue. 
• Meridian Avenue-Westbound Q95 observed to reach the westerly side of the 

intersection at Monterey Road and Diamond Avenue. 

Mid-day Peak Hour "Before" Queues: 
• Diamond Avenue-Eastbound Q95 observed to reach the easterly side of the 

intersection at Monterey Road and Meridian Avenue. 

PM Peak Hour "Before" Queues: 
• Monterey Road (two-lane portion, west of the study segment) turning northeast 

onto the primary four-lane portion Monterey Road. 
• Fremont Avenue northbound approach 
• Fair Oaks Avenue northbound-left movements, turning west onto Monterey Road 
• Diamond Avenue-Eastbound Q95 observed to reach the easterly side of the 

intersection at Monterey Road and Meridian Avenue. 

Proposed Road Diet Conditions. Using a combination of geometric and traffic signal timing 
adjustments, Minagar & Associates, Inc. modified the existing baseline traffic model to evaluate 
the peak hour conditions reflecting the road diet concepts. For the majority of the corridor, this 
required removing one through travel lane from the traffic model in each direction on Monterey 
Road. Exclusive left-turn lanes were also added where needed at each signalized intersection. 
Based on the volume of left-turning traffic on Monterey Road at these intersections, none of the 
proposed left-turns were justified for a protected left-turn signal turn phase and were maintained 
as running on the existing permissive signal phase system. 
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Synchro/SimTraffic Simulation Model (Existing 4-Lane Cross-section, AM peak hour) 

Synchro/SimTraffic Simulation Model (Road Diet Option #1, MD peak hour) 

The results of the traffic simulations showed that corridor travel times and delays would be 
substantially increased due to the loss of the two eastbound and westbound travel lanes. The 
traffic model simulation showed that the Q95 reached upstream signalized intersections at 
several few locations shown below due to the road diet modifications during the peak hours: 

Peak Hour “After” Queues – Alternative 1:
• AM Peak Hour

- Orange Grove Avenue: EB spillback to the intersection of Monterey/Indiana; 
WB spillback to the intersection of Monterey/Via Del Rey 

- Via Del Rey: EB spillback to the intersection of Monterey/Orange Grove 
- Meridian Avenue: WB spillback to the intersection of Monterey/Diamond 
- Diamond Avenue: EB spillback to the intersection of Monterey/Meridian 

• Mid-day Peak Hour
- Orange Grove Avenue: EB spillback to the intersection of Monterey/Indiana; 

WB spillback to the intersection of Monterey/Via Del Rey 
- Meridian Avenue: WB spillback to the intersection of Monterey/Diamond 

djimenez
Typewritten Text
4-70



(j 

(J 

TRAFFIC STUDY FOR THE FEASIBILITY OF ROAD DIET TRAFFIC CALMING IMPROVEMENTS ON 

MONTEREY ROAD BETWEEN PASADENA AVENUE AND FAIR OAKS AVENUE 

- Diamond Avenue: EB spill back to the intersection of Monterey/Meridian 
• PM Peak Hour 

- Indiana Avenue-WB spill back in Lane #1 reaches the east side of the 
intersection at Monterey Road at the Metro Gold Line Crossing 

- Orange Grove Avenue: EB spill back to the intersection of Monterey/Indiana; 
WB spill back to the intersection of MontereyNia Del Rey 

- Via Del Rey: EB spill back to the intersection of Monterey/Orange Grove 
- Meridian Avenue: WB spill back to the intersection of Monterey/Diamond. 

Significant queuing would also occur on the northbound approach. This is 
partly attributable to the narrow lane width of the northbound approach, but 
also due to the proposed traffic signal cycle length adjustment from 40 seconds 
to 120 seconds to accommodate east/west traffic volumes on Monterey Road. 

- Diamond Avenue: EB spill back to the intersection of Monterey/Meridian 

Peak Hour "After" Queues - Alternative 2: 
• AM Peak Hour 

- Orange Grove Avenue: WB spillback to the intersection of MontereyNia Del 
Rey 

- Via Del Rey: EB spillback to the intersection of Monterey/Orange Grove 
- Meridian Avenue: WB spill back to the intersection of Monterey/Diamond 
- Diamond Avenue: EB spill back to the intersection of Monterey/Meridian 
- Fremont Avenue: EB spillback to the intersection of Monterey/Diamond 

• Mid-day Peak Hour 
- Orange Grove Avenue: WB spillback to the intersection of MontereyNia Del 

Rey 
- Diamond Avenue: EB spill back to the intersection of Monterey/Meridian 

• PM Peak Hour 
- Indiana Avenue-WB spill back in Lane #1 reaches the east side of the 

intersection at Monterey Road at the Metro Gold Line Crossing 
- Orange Grove Avenue: WB spill back to the intersection of MontereyNia Del 

Rey 
- Via Del Rey: EB spill back to the intersection of Monterey/Orange Grove 
- Diamond Avenue: EB spill back to the intersection of Monterey/Meridian 
- Fremont Avenue: EB spill back to the intersection of Monterey/Diamond 

It is important to note that the Q95 spillbacks listed at the locations above represent a 
theoretical queue length (rather than one that is observed in the simulation), calculated by 
SimTraffic as the average queue plus 1.65 standard deviations. This queue in theory has only a 
5% probability of being exceeded during the peak analysis period. None of the average queues 
observed in the traffic model simulation exceeded the available lane capacity; in other words, on 
average, more vehicles were discharged from queues than entered. The performance results of 
the traffic model simulation are summarized in the table below. The "Before and After" 
evaluation is based on the metrics of the simulation program (i.e., travel time, delay, speed) 
rather than traditional intersection level of service (LOS). This is because LOS is intended to 
describe traffic operations at isolated intersections, and would not yield very meaningful results 
for a traffic signal system or corridor like Monterey Road which has mid- block pedestrian 
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TRAFFIC STUDY FOR THE FEASIBILITY OF ROAD DIET TRAFFIC CALMING IMPROVEMENTS ON 

MONTEREY ROAD BETWEEN PASADENA AVENUE AND FAIR OAKS AVENUE 

Conclusions and Recommendations 

Based on the results of a comprehensive data collection effort and traffic model simulation 
analysis of the Monterey Road corridor, Minagar & Associates, Inc. concludes that a three-lane 
cross-section road diet concept could function properly on this portion of Monterey Road, if 
implemented properly. While the arterial performance of the corridor (i.e., travel time, delay, 
speed) would be substantially diminished in the peak hour with the removal of a through lane in 
each direction, the average observed queue lengths of additional vehicles stacking at each 
signalized intersections were not shown to reach upstream intersections or exceed the available 
lane capacity. 

Whether a road diet configuration on Monterey Road is acceptable to the City of South 
Pasadena would be dependent on several factors, two of the most important being: (1) that if a 
road diet is implemented, then peak period traffic signal timing plans at each Signalized 
intersections affected by changes in traffic patterns and demands should also be revised and 
optimized; and (2) that the resulting increases in peak hour travel time and delays, and 
decreases in arterial travel speeds are found to be an acceptable tradeoff by the City in light of 
the converse benefits provided by the road diet (e.g., increased safety, improved bicycle access, 
protected on-street parking lanes, reduction in left turn gaps at mid-block locations, etc.). 

Several factors were considered in the analysis, including: the residential character of the street; 
the driveway density along Monterey Road; the City of South Pasadena's vision and current 
plans for a dedicated bicycle connection between the west and east ends of Monterey Road 
within the city; the need for improved pedestrian facilities; the available paved roadway width 
along Monterey Road; the location and operational characteristics of intersections; and a 
comprehensive analysis of field-collected traffic and roadway data. On one hand, many of these 
baseline traffic and roadway characteristics appear to support the conversion. Numerous 
residential driveways with access to both single-family homes and apartment complexes abut 
the north and south sides of Monterey Road throughout the segment. And in several cases, field 
staff noted that the inside lane often served as a de-facto turning lane for motorists accessing 
these properties, which resulted in temporary traffic back-ups when peak hour through traffic 
volumes were large and less maneuverable. 

In addition, Monterey Road is neither a deSignated truck route nor transit route, and is therefore 
not as susceptible to the frequent stopping and queue building of large, slow-moving vehicles on 
similar types of three-lane streets. Past research and case studies documented by the Federal 
Highway Administration (FHWA) also show that roadways with an ADT of less than 20,000 are 
likely to be good candidates for a road diet, and that road diets implemented on streets with 
15,000 ADT or less have demonstrated very good results in the areas of safety, operations, and 
livability. The current average daily traffic (ADT) on Monterey Road is about 15,700 vehicles per 
day, which may indicate that the road diet concept could work from a traffic volume perspective. 

Other studies, however, have suggested that urban streets with high bi-directional traffic 
volumes (i.e., in excess of 1,750 vehicles during the peak hour) are likely to experience a 
reduction in arterial level of service with the implementation of a road diet, and should be 
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TRAFFIC STUDY FDR THE FEASIBILITY OF RDAD DIET TRAFFIC CALMING IMPROVEMENTS ON 
MONTEREY ROAD BETWEEN PASADENA AVENUE AND FAIR OAKS AVENUE 

analyzed in closer detail to determine if such a four-lane undivided to three-lane conversion is 
appropriate. Minagar & Associates, Inc.'s estimate of bi-directional peak hour volumes (PHV) on 
Monterey Road shows that the AM, mid-day and PM PHV ranges between 1,500 and 3,400 
vehicles in both directions, which would suggest a probable decrease in arterial performance. 
The results of the traffic model and microsimulation analysis runs support this peak hour 
principle, in that the corridor travel times, delays and speeds on Monterey Road are all expected 
to worsen with the removal of an eastbound and westbound lane. Considering both lines of 
reasoning, the City should weigh the advantages and disadvantages of all alternatives, including 
the option to not construct any type of road diet improvement, and/or to explore other minor 
improvements or traffic calming measures at specific locations along the corridor. A summary of 
advantages and disadvantages of each scenario is provided below. 

Summary of Advantages and Disadvantages of Alternatives 

~, "No Build" Conditions (Year 2016 without Road Diet) 

Advantages: 
- Shorter travel times, less delay and faster arterial speeds with a four-lane cross

section 
Disadvantages: 

- No designated/marked roadway space for bicyclists 
- No protected lanes for on-street parking 
- Lack of a center refuge area for left-turning vehicles at mid-block 

<, Road Diet Concept #1 (3-Lane configuration across full length) 

Advantages: 
- Protected on-street parking lanes all throughout the corridor 
- Striped bike lanes all throughout the corridor 
- Bike lanes provide buffer for on-street parking 
- Dedicated left-turning lanes at intersections and mid-block locations would improve 

the safety and operation to and from side streets on Monterey Road 
Disadvantages: 

- 31-60% increase in travel time, 16-57% increase in delays, 2-6 mph decrease in 
speed compared to "No Build" 

c Road Diet Concept #2 (3-Lane. Configuration with 4-Lane Section at Mid-Segment) 

Advantages: 
- Protected on-street parking lanes along major portions of the corridor 
- Striped bike lanes all throughout the corridor 
- Bike lanes provide buffer for on-street parki(lg 
- Dedicated left-turning lanes at intersections and mid-block locations would improve 

the safety and operation to and from side streets. on Monterey Road 

o 

o 

- Maintains a four-lane section and bicycle lanes at closely spaced intersections 0 
from Orange Grove Avenue to Meridian Avenue 
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TRAFFIC STUDY FOR THE FEASIBILITY OF ROAD DIET TRAFFIC CALMING IMPROVEMENTS ON 

MONTEREY ROAD BETWEEN PASADENA AVENUE AND FAIR OAKS AVENUE 

• Less impact to travel times, delays and corridor speeds compared to Concept #1 
Disadvantages: 

• 16·54% increase in travel time, 9·56% increase in delays, 1·6 mph decrease in 
speed compared to "No Build" 

• Removes on·street parking from mid·block areas from west of Orange Grove 
Avenue to east of Meridian Avenue 

As described above, while the arterial performance of Monterey Road would substantially 
worsen, a road diet would also improve the safety and efficiency of mid·block turning 
movements, as well as provide dedicated areas for bicyclists, on·street parking and better 
options for multi·modill travel, as contemplated in the City of South Pasadena's General Plan 
and Bicycle Master Plan. In light of this, Minagar & Associates, Inc. recommends that the City 
consider a trial installation of one of the proposed road diet concepts by temporarily re·striping 
the pavement markings along select portions of the Monterey Road corridor. A "before and after 
study" would be conducted to verify corridor travel times, signal delay, vehicle stops, speeds 
and traffic queues in the vicinity of the road diet area by using a test car and GPS equipment 
(i.e., a "floating car study") to track the actual conditions prior to and following the 
implementation of the road diet test striping plan. 

Depending on the City's position on this type of road diet trial project, and the timeframe for its 
implementation, a follow·up study would likely require re·collecting one or more of the 
intersection turning counts while schools are in session for a more accurate evaluation of its real 
effects on corridor traffic volumes. A comparative analysis would reveal if the City's desired 
outcomes are being achieved (e.g., reduction in left turn gaps from side streets at mid·block 
locations, observation that left·turners are utilizing the center lane for refuge and stacking 
without blocking the travel lanes on Monterey Road, an overall measured reduction in through 
traffic volumes, positive support and public perception from bicyclists, pedestrians and other 
road users on Monterey Road, etc.), and would validate if the road diet re·striping concept could 
be implemented permanently, as well as on a larger scale across the full length of the segment 
from the Gold Line LRT Crossing to Fair Oaks Avenue. 

If the before·and·after study results are both positive and accepted by the City, then the final 
road diet design could be programmed into the capital improvements budget and later 
implemented as a part of the City's periodic repaving program the following year. 
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	11-21-2017 Special Meeting Agenda
	1 - Contract to Minagar & Associates, Inc. for Engineering Services for On-Street Parking and Monterey Hills Traffic Study 
	2 - Resolution Approving the 4th Amendment of the San Gabriel Valley Council of Governments’ Joint Powers Agreement
	3 - Letter to the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority Regarding the State Route 710 North Extension Early Action Projects List
	4 - Authorize Staff to Complete the American’s with Disabilities Act Components of the Monterey Road Rehabilitation Project from Pasadena Avenue to Fair Oaks Avenue



