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Figure 1

City of Pasadena Population Change
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Source: 2010 Census (SF1 > Pl); Planning and Development Department, City of Pasadena
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Figure 2

Pasadena Population by Decade

1880-2010
Year Population Difference % Change
1880 391 N/A N/A
1890 4,882 4,491 92%
1900 9,117 4,235 46%
1910 30,291 21,174 70%
1920 45,374 15,083 33%
1930 76,086 30,712 40%
1940 81,864 5,778 7%
1950 106,268 24,404 23%
1960 116,407 10,139 9%
1970 112,951 -3,456 -3%
1980 118,072 5,121 4%
1990 131,591 13,519 10%
2000 133,936 2,345 2%
2010 137,122 3,186 2%

Source: 2010 Census (SF1 > P1), City of Pasadena Planning Department
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Figure 3

Population Comparison: Pasadena and County of Los Angeles

1990 - 2011
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Figure 4

Population Comparison between City of Pasadena and County of Los Angeles

1990 - 2011
i Populatio A a ange ota ange e 1990
LA County Pasadena | LA County Pasadena | LA County Pasadena
1990 8,863,164 131,586 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00%
1991 8,860,281 130,843 -0.03% -0.56% -0.03% -0.56%
1992 9,060,246 131,238 2.26% 0.30% 2.22% -0.26%
1993 9,083,691 131,793 0.26% 0.42% 2.48% 0.16%
1994 9,106,489 130,973 0.25% -0.62% 2.73% -0.46%
1995 9,101,122 130,994 -0.06% 0.02% 2.68% -0.45%
1996 9,108,050 130,636 0.08% -0.27% 2.75% -0.72%
1997 9,185,584 130,872 0.85% 0.18% 3.60% -0.54%
1998 9,265,811 131,430 0.87% 0.43% 4.48% -0.11%
1999 9,394,293 132,297 1.39% 0.66% 5.86% 0.55%
2000 9,519,330 133,936 1.33% 1.24% 7.19% 1.79%
2001 9,590,080 134,119 0.74% 0.14% 7.94% 1.92%
2002 9,679,212 135,744 0.93% 1.21% 8.87% 3.13%
2003 9,756,914 137,416 0.80% 1.23% 9.67% 4.37%
2004 9,806,944 137,555 0.51% 0.10% 10.18% 4.47%
2005 9,816,153 137,501 0.09% -0.04% 10.28% 4.43%
2006 9,798,609 136,411 -0.18% -0.79% 10.10% 3.64%
2007 9,780,808 135,424 -0.18% -0.72% 9.92% 2.91%
2008 9,785,474 135,305 0.05% -0.09% 9.96% 2.82%
2009 9,801,096 136,502 0.16% 0.88% 10.12% 3.71%
2010 9,818,605 137,122 0.18% 0.45% 10.30% 4.16%
2011 9,858,989 138,915 0.41% 1.31% 10.71% 5.47%

Source: 2010 Census (SF1 > P1), California Department of Finance E-4 (Dec. 2011) & E-1 (May 20

Figure 5
Population Estimates for Burbank. Glendale and Pasadena
2000-2011
ge
a 0 0
2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 om 2000
Burbank Census 100,468 101,063 101,965 102,354 102,710 102,673 102,275 101,708 102,031 103,121 103,340 N/A 3%
DOF 100,316 101,457 102,741 104,287 105,112 105,985 106,475 106,886 107,240 107,682 103,396 104,304 4%
Glendale Census 195,315 196,659 197,849 198,917 198,641 197,342 195,627 194,060 195,450 196,847 191,719 N/A 2%
DOF 194,973 197,346 199,975 202,343 | 204,712 205,550 | 205,533 205,180 205,651 206,540 191,823 192,473 -1%
pasadena Census 134,540 136,621 138,808 140,254 142,265 141,836 141,437 141,306 141,880 143,667 137,122 N/A 2%
DOF 133,936 135,507 138,715 141,921 143,568 145,149 145,594 145,871 147,062 149,640 136,769 138,915 4%
Source: 2000 & 2010 Census; Amercian Community Survey; California Department of Finance
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Figure 6

Rate of Population Change for Burbank, Glendale, and Pasadena
2000-2011
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Figure 7

ivi

Building Permit Act
Total Value of and Number of Issued Residential and Non-Residential Building Permits
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Figure 8

Building Permit Activity

Fiscal Year 1994-2011

Permit Type Total Average
Non-Residential
Permits 14,393 758
Valuation 1,447,440,65p 76,181,08]

Adjusted to 2011 Dollais, 750,460,788 92,129,51
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Figure 9
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Figure 10

Building Permit Activity

TotalValue of and Number of Issued Building Permits
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Source: Planning and Development Department 2011, City of Pasadena
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Figure 11
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Figure 12

Number of Net-New Market Rate Units Constructed in Each Calendar Year
2000-2011
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Figure 14

Comparison of Vacancy Rates of Housing Units
1990-2010

Central Central Central
L.A. County Pasadena .. L.A. County Pasadena . L.A. County Pasadena L
District District District
Total Housing Units 2,989,552 50,199 6,138 3,270,909 54,114 7,237 3,445,076 59,551 10,926
Total Vacant Units 173,791 2,833 495 137,135 2,287 406 203,872 4,281 1,124
Vacancy Rate 5.8% 5.6% 8.1% 4.2% 4.2% 5.6% 5.9% 7.2% 10.3%
Source: 1990, 2000, & 2010 Census
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Figure 16

Net-New, Market Rate Residential Units Completed by Zoning Cateqgory

1994-2011

In the 1994 General Plan the City targeted most of the future growth in the specific plan areas
along major transit corridors. Each specific plan area has a cap on the total amount of constrt
that can occur, or development allocation. This development allocation is reported in dwelling
for residential uses. Net-new figures are used. This means when a smaller building is demolis
construct a larger building, the difference in number of units between the two is reported. In

compliance with the General Plan, only market rate units - not units with affordable housing

covenants - are counted in terms of growth except in the Fair Oaks/Orange Grove Specific Pla

Geographic Area Total Units Percentage of Cap
Constructed Total
SPECIFIC PLANS
Central District Specific Plan 3,635 70% 5,095
East Colorado Specific Plan 14 0% 750
East Pasadena Specific Plan 188 4% 500
Fair Oaks/Orange Grove Specific Plan 219 4% 550
North Lake Specific Plan 5 0% 500
South Fair Oaks Specific Plan 134 3% 300
West Gateway Specific Plan 0 0% 75
Sub-Total 4,195 81% 7,770
OTHER ZONES
Commercial and Industrial (CO, CL, IG, & PS 27 1% No cap
Multi-Family (RM 12, RM-16, RM-32, RM-48) 785 15% No cap
Single Family 184 4% No cap
Sub-Total 996 19% No cap
TOTAL 5,191 100% No cap
Source: 2011 Planning and Development Department, City of Pasadena
20112012Addendum to the Metrics Report Pagel6of 56



Figure 17

Location of Net-New Market Rate Residential Development by Percentage of Total

1994-2011
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Figure 18

Net New Market Rate Units

As of 12/31/11

O pleted ae O O eme 0 ea ap a ae

b an Ares Units % of Cap Units % of Cap Units % of Cap Units Units | % of Cap
Central District 3,635 71% 19 0.49 805 1694 5,095 636 129
East Colorado 14 2% 0 0% 0 0% 750 736 98%
East Pasadena 188 47% 0 0% 212 53% 400, 0 0%
North Lake 5 1% 0 0% 0 0% 500 495 99Y%
South Fair Oaks 134 459% 0 0% 0 0% 300 166 55%
West Gateway 0 29 33 44% 42 56% 75 0 0%
Fair Oaks/Orange Grove 219 40% 0 0% 100 18% 550 231 42Y%
Sub-total 4,195 55% 52 1% 882 11% 7,670 2,264 30%
Source: Planning and Development Department 2011, City of Pasadena
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Figure 19

Net New Market Rate Units
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Figure 21

Net New Residential Units Completed by Zoning Category

Market Rate and Affordable Units
1994-2011

Provision of affordable housing is an important goal to the City. The table below

demonstrates the number of newly constructed units with covenants that keep the units
affordable and compares it to the number of market rate units. Net-new figures are usec
This means when a smaller building is demolished to construct a larger building, the

difference in number of units between the two is reported.

Geographic Area

Units Constructed
Affordable

Market Rate

Total

SPECIFIC PLANS
Central District Specific Plan 3,633 543 4,176
East Colorado Specific Plan 14 0 14
East Pasadena Specific Plan 204 0 204
Fair Oaks/Orange Grove Specific Plan 205 156 361
North Lake Specific Plan 4 13 17
South Fair Oaks Specific Plan 134 0 134
West Gateway Specific Plan 0 0 0
Sub-Total 4,194 712 4,906
OTHER ZONES
Commercial and Industrial (CO, CL, & IG) 28 100 128
Duplex (RM-12) 68 1 69
Multi-Family (RM-16, RM-32, RM-48) 693 146 839
Open Space 0 0 0
Public and Semi-Public -1 10 9
Single Family 105 0 105
Single Family - Hillsides 61 0 61
Sub-Total 954 257 1211
TOTAL 5,148 969 6,117
Source: 2011 Planning and Development Department, City of Pasadena
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Figure 22

Net, New Residential Units Completed
Market Rate and Affordable Units
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Figure 24

Net New, Non-Residential Square Footage Completed by Zoning Category

1994-2011

In compliance with the General Plan, this table reports net-new development. When a smaller builc
demolished to construct a larger building, the difference in square footage between the two is repc

Geographic Area

Total Sq Ft

% of Cap

Constructed

Remaining

SPECIFIC PLANS
Central District Specific Plan 1,491,686 40% 6,217,000
East Colorado Specific Plan 399,389 11% 650,000
East Pasadena Specific Plan 58,504 2% 2,100,000
Fair Oaks/Orange Grove Specific Plan 95,759 3% 611,000
North Lake Specific Plan 52,075 1% 175,000
South Fair Oaks Specific Plan 672,914 18% 1,550,000
West Gateway Specific Plan 800 0% 800,000
Sub-Total 2,771,127 75% 12,103,000
OTHER ZONES
Commercial and Industrial (CO, CL, & IG) 310,553 8% No cap
Duplex (RM-12) 0 0% No cap
Multi-Family (RM-16, RM-32, RM-48) 0 0% No cap
Open Space* 47,258 1% No cap
Public and Semi-Public 578,306 16% No cap
Single Family 0 0% No cap
Single Family - Hillsides 0 0% No cap
Sub-Total 936,117 25% N/A
TOTAL 3,707,244 100% N/A

*Construction in the Open Space Zone has been limited to improvements to the Rose Bowl, new F
Museum, new bathrooms at parks, new picnic shleters, and Police Department's new shooting ran

Source: 2011 Planning and Development Department, City of Pasadena
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Figure 25
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Figure 26

Number of Net-New Non-Residential Square Footage Constructed

2000-2011
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Source: 201 | Planning and Development Departmentt, City of Pasadena
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Figure 27

Location of Net-New Non-Residential Development by Percentage of Total

1994-2011
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Source: 201 | Planning and Development Department, City of Pasadena

Figure 28

Non-Residential Construction Compared to Development Cap

As of 12/31/11

Entittement Submitted Remainder

Completed Under Construction

Specific Plan Area
Square Footagg¢ % of Cap | Square Footage % of Cap | Square Footage % of Cap |Square FootageSquare Footagg % of Cap
Central District 1,491,68 249 9,770 0.29 846,609 14% 6,217,00 3,868,934 62%
East Colorado 399,389 619% 7,289 1% 53,674 8% 650,000 189,644 29%
East Pasadena 58,504 3% 397 0% 21,800 1% 2,100,00 2,019,29 96%
North Lake 52,075 30% 0 0% 6,383 4% 175,000 116,542 67%
South Fair Oaks 672,914 43% 39,00(4 3% 176,484 11% 1,550,00 661,60( 43%
West Gateway 800 0.19 899 0.19 391,894 499 800,00( 406,406 51%
Fair Oaks/Orange Grove 95,759 16% 0 0% 29,651 5% 611,000 485,59( 79%
Sub-total 2,771,12] 239 57,354 0.59 1,526,49 13% 12,103,00 7,748,02 64%
Source: Planning and Development Department 2011, City of Pasadena
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Figure 29

Net-New, Non-Residential Square Footage
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Figure 30
Citywide Trends in Mode Share
2000-2010
Journey to Work 2000 2005-2008 | 2008-2010
Drove Alone 68.2% 72.5% 70.1%
Carpool 12.8% 9.1% 9.3%
Transit 4.2% 7.0% 6.5%
Walk 5.1% 7.2% 52%
Work at Home 3.7% 4.2% 4.7%

Source: 2000-2010 American Community Survey (3-Year Es’
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Travel Time Data Collection Methodology

The Department of Transportation staff drove assigned routes three times during each time period. Drivers w
instructed to maintain a consistent driving Stiedriver should drive with the flow of traffic and not to weave

in and out of lanes. It is optimal for travel time studies to have a sample size from two to six runs for each tim
period and corridor studied. It was determined that three runs woufitteatstor each corridor. The gathering

of data took approximately 2 weeks.

The morning, midlay and the evening peak travel periods were defined as the time periods to gather the data
morning peak period is 7 a.m. to 10 a.m.; thelagigheak i$0 am to 3 pm; and the evening peak period is 4 p.m.
to 6 p.m. All data gathering runs were limited to Tuesdays, Wednesdays, and Thursdays. The Department of
Transportation staff drove assigned routes three times during each time period. The reSunte dtavel

Study are located in the Appendix of the report.

Traffic Counts Data Collection Methodology

Average dally traffic (ADT) counts represesitrazbunts at any specified location usually conducted on a Tuesda
Wednesday, or Thursday whenitratblumes tend to be higher. In the appendix is a City map detailing traffic
volumes
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Figure 32
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Figure 33

Colorado Bl [Arroyo Pk - San Gabriel]
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Figure 34

12.00

10.00

8.00

6.00

4.00

2.00

Average Travel Time {min)

0.00

Fair Oaks Av [Glenarm - Washington]

1 B W Northbound
| [ Southbound

2006 2007 2008 2009 2010

Year

Max. Standard Error: £0.90 min

8.00
7.00
6.00
5.00
4.00
3.00
2.00
1.00
0.00

Average Travel Time {min)

Foothill Bl [Walnut - Rosemead]

| B Eastbound
| Westbound

2006 2007 2008 2009 2010

Year

Max. Standard Error: +1.66 min

20112012Addendum to the Metrics Report

Page29of 56



Figure 35

Green St [St John - Hill Ave]
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Figure 36
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Figure 37

Orange Grove Bl [Fair Oaks - San
Gabriel]
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Figure 38
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