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TABLE 5.2-9 

ALTERNATIVE 3 - PROPOSED CIRCULATION PLAN ROADWAY SEGMENTS 
WITH DAILY VOLUMES THAT ARE NEAR OR AT CAPACITY 

 

DESIGN 
CAPACITY 

ROADWAY FROM TO 

ROAD-
WAY 

SECTION 
LOS 
"C" 

 
LOS 
"D" 

DAILY 
VOLUME V/C 

Indian St. Sunnymead Blvd. Fir Ave. 4D     33,750       33,763  1.00 
Indian St. Nandina Ave. Oleander Ave. 4D     33,750       33,717  1.00 
Perris Blvd. Elder Ave. Sunnymead Blvd. 6D     50,625       50,532  1.00 
Perris Blvd. Ironwood Ave. Elder Ave. 6D     50,625       50,532  1.00 
Lasselle St. John F. Kennedy Dr. Gentian Ave. 4D 30,000         29,559  0.99 
Frederick St. Towngate Blvd. Eucalyptus Ave. 4D     33,750       33,230  0.98 
Alessandro Blvd. Frederick St. Graham St. 6D     50,625       49,829  0.98 
Cactus Ave. Heacock St. Indian St. 4D 30,000        29,498  0.98 
Iris Ave. Camino Flores Nason St. 6D 45,000         43,927  0.98 
Alessandro Blvd. Day St. Elsworth St. 6D     50,625       49,349  0.97 
Graham St. Fir Ave. Eucalyptus Ave. 4D 30,000         28,280  0.94 
Heacock St. John F. Kennedy Dr. Gentian Ave. 4D     33,750       31,526  0.93 
Alessandro Blvd. Elsworth St. Frederick St. 6D     50,625       47,166  0.93 
John F. Kennedy Dr. Moreno Beach Dr. Redlands Blvd. 4D 30,000         27,546  0.92 
Cactus Ave. Lasselle St. Morrison St. 4D 30,000         27,492  0.92 
Perris Blvd. Sunnymead Blvd. Eucalyptus Ave. 6D     50,625       45,916  0.91 
Heacock St. Eucalyptus Ave. Cottonwood Ave. 4D     33,750       30,603  0.91 
Cactus Ave. Perris Blvd. Kitching St. 4D 30,000         27,185  0.91 
Heacock St. Gentian Ave. Iris Ave. 4D     33,750       30,027  0.89 
Iris Ave. Los Cabos Dr Camino Flores 6D     50,625       43,927  0.87 
Moreno Beach Dr. SR-60 Fwy. Eucalyptus Ave. 6D     50,625       43,555  0.86 
Pigeon Pass Rd. Old Lake Rd. Ironwood Ave. 4D 30,000         25,672  0.86 
Eucalyptus Ave. Elsworth St. Frederick St. 4D 30,000         25,532  0.85 
Morrison St. Cactus Ave. John F. Kennedy Dr. 4D 30,000         25,375  0.85 
Kitching St. John F. Kennedy Dr. Gentian Ave. 4D 30,000         25,352  0.85 
Graham St. Sunnymead Blvd. Fir Ave. 4D     33,750       28,280  0.84 
Kitching St. Cottonwood Ave. Alessandro Blvd. 4D 30,000         25,103  0.84 
Cottonwood Ave. Day St. Elsworth St. 4D     30,000         24,867  0.83 
Indian St. Iris Ave. Krameria Ave. 4D     33,750       27,653  0.82 
Sunnymead Blvd. Frederick St. Graham St. 4D     33,750       27,621  0.82 

Oleander Ave. 1 Heacock St. Indian Ave. 6D     50,625       50,585  1.00 

Oleander Ave. 1 I-215 Fwy. Heacock St. 6D     50,625       44,067  0.87 
1 Location outside City Sphere of Influence 
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TABLE 5.2-10 
ALTERNATIVE 3 - PROPOSED CIRCULATION PLAN ROADWAY SEGMENTS 

WITH DAILY VOLUMES OVER DAILY TRAFFIC CAPACITY 
 

DESIGN 
CAPACITY 

ROADWAY FROM TO 

ROAD-
WAY 

SECTION 
LOS 
"C" 

 
LOS 
"D" 

DAILY 
VOLUME V/C 

Day St. Ironwood Ave. SR-60 Fwy. 4D   33,750       45,057  1.34 
Eucalyptus Ave. Old 215 Frontage Rd. Day St. 7D   56,363        74,663  1.32 
Day St. SR-60 Fwy. Eucalyptus Ave. 7D   56,363      67,151  1.19 
Pigeon Pass Rd. Ironwood Ave. SR-60 Fwy. 4D   33,750       39,408  1.17 
Kitching St. Iris Ave. Krameria Ave. 4D 30,000       34,099  1.14 
Heacock St. Ironwood Ave. SR-60 Fwy. 4D   33,750       38,232  1.13 
Heacock St. Cactus Ave. John F. Kennedy Dr. 4D   33,750       38,196  1.13 
Kitching St. Krameria Ave. Mariposa Ave. 4D 30,000         33,790  1.13 
Indian St. Fir Ave. Eucalyptus Ave. 4D 30,000         33,763  1.13 
Gilman Springs Rd. SR-60 Fwy. Spine Rd. 6D   50,625        56,590  1.12 
Frederick St. Sunnymead Blvd. Towngate Blvd. 6D   50,625      54,509  1.08 
Heacock St. Cottonwood Ave. Alessandro Blvd. 4D   33,750       36,057  1.07 
Alessandro Blvd. Old 215 Frontage Rd. Day St. 6D   50,625       53,911  1.06 
Heacock St. Sunnymead Blvd. Eucalyptus Ave. 4D   33,750       35,787  1.06 
Cactus Ave. Old 215 Frontage Rd. Elsworth St. 6D   50,625       53,608  1.06 
Eucalyptus Ave. Graham St. Heacock St. 4D 30,000         31,426  1.05 
Indian St. Mariposa Ave. Nandina Ave. 4D   33,750       35,311  1.05 
Heacock St. Alessandro Blvd. Cactus Ave. 4D   33,750      35,005  1.04 
Heacock St. Manzanita Ave. Ironwood Ave. 4D 30,000         30,909  1.03 
Cactus Ave. Graham St. Heacock St. 4D   33,750       34,519  1.02 
Perris Blvd. Nandina Ave. Oleander Ave. 6D   50,625       51,488  1.02 

Redlands Blvd. 1 n/o Locust Ave. Locust Ave. 4D 30,000         30,893  1.03 

Perris Blvd. 1 Oleander Ave. s/o Oleander Ave. 6D   50,625       51,889  1.02 
1 Location outside City Sphere of Influence 

 
Table 5.2-11 summarizes the number of segments that would exceed design capacity for each 
alternative. Alternative 1 would result in the greatest number of road segments that exceed 
design capacity and Alternative 3 would result in the fewest number of segments that exceed 
design capacity.  However, regardless of the land use alternative and implementation of the 
proposed circulation plan changes presented in Table 5.2-4, above, traffic levels would exceed 
the City’s LOS standards for numerous segments throughout the City.  
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TABLE 5.2-11 

SUMMARY OF NUMBER OF SEGMENTS THAT WOULD EXCEED DESIGN 
CAPACITY  

 
General Plan Alternative Roadway Segments Exceeding Design 

Capacity 
1 37  
2 26 
3 23  

 
Impacts Related to Proposed Circulation Element  
 
Implementation of Circulation Element programs 5-1 through 5-9, as well as associated 
objectives and policies, are expected to improve traffic flow on roadway segments that exceed 
City LOS standards.  However, as noted in Table 5.2-11, above, regardless of implementation of 
the proposed Circulation Plan changes, certain roadway segments within the City may 
experience V/C ratios that exceed 1.0. These roadways would experience traffic volumes that 
exceed their acceptable LOS of “C” or “D.”  This is a significant impact.  Implementation of 
Mitigation Measure TR-1 will reduce the impact; however the impact to local roadway segments 
would remain significant and unavoidable.   
 
Impacts on Level of Service Standards Established by the County Congestion Management 
Agency 
 
As shown in Table 5.2-12, Trip Generation Summary, below, General Plan Land Use 
Alternatives 2 and 3 improve the balance of trip productions to attractions over Alternative 1, 
which represents the existing Circulation Element. Improved trip balance is the result of 
improved jobs to housing balance, and will result in reduction of total vehicular miles of travel 
on the state freeway system. Also, Alternatives 2 and 3 will result in a reduction in total number 
of trips generated in the City, with consequent benefits to the State freeway system. 
 
Implementation of Circulation Element programs 5-10 through 5-13, in concert with the 
expected reduction in freeway trips under Alternatives 2 and 3, are expected to reduce impacts 
associated with projected regional traffic and County established policies relative to LOS to less 
than significant levels.  
 
March Air Reserve Base/March Inland Port – Safety Risks Due to Changes in Air Traffic 
Patterns 
 
Implementation of the proposed General Plan is not expected to significantly increase the 
number of individuals using the airport facilities at March Air Reserve Base/March Inland Port, 
which is a joint civilian and military airport.  Additionally, the proposed General Plan would not 
result in construction of incompatible development within the airport area of influence.  
Therefore, implementation of the General Plan is not expected to result in a change in air traffic 
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patterns, including either an increase in traffic levels or additional safety risks associated with 
new development in areas subject to airport operations.   No significant impact associated with 
March Air Reserve Base or air traffic patterns has been identified.   
 

TABLE 5.2-12 
TRIP GENERATION SUMMARY OF NUMBER  

– LAND USE ALTERNATIVES 1, 2 AND 3 
TRIP PURPOSE   ALT. 1 ALT. 2 ALT. 3 

HOME-BASED WORK PRODUCTIONS     173,878      186,715      185,725  
  ATTRACTIONS     406,767      383,454      356,993  
HOME-BASED NON-WORK PRODUCTIONS     371,407      399,443      397,249  
  ATTRACTIONS     979,021      772,045      762,990  
NON-HOME BASED PRODUCTIONS     514,507      436,978      423,481  
  ATTRACTIONS     514,507      436,978      423,481  
TOTAL PRODUCTIONS  1,059,792   1,023,136   1,006,455  
  ATTRACTIONS  1,900,295   1,592,477   1,543,464  
TOTAL    2,960,087   2,615,613   2,549,919  

TOTAL DIFFERENCE FROM ALTERNATIVE 1 
   
(344,474) 

   
(410,168) 

 
PERCENT DIFFERENCE FROM ALTERNATIVE 1 
  -11.64% -15.68% 

 
 
Hazards due to Roadway Design, Incompatible Uses or Inadequate Emergency Access 
 
The City will continue to implement its adopted road standards, the State of California 
Department of Transportation Highway Design Manual, Municipal Code, and Fire Code.  As a 
result, new and improved roadways will be designed to avoid unsafe design and to provide 
adequate emergency access.  No significant impact associated with these issues is anticipated.  
 
Impacts on Parking Capacity 
 
The City will continue to enforce its adopted parking standards described in Chapter 9 of the 
Municipal Code to ensure that adequate off-street parking is provided for all land uses.  No 
significant impact relative to parking is anticipated. 
 
Conflicts with Adopted Policies, Plans or Programs Supporting Alternative Transportation  
 
Goal 2 of the proposed Circulation Element states:  
 

Maintain safe and adequate pedestrian, bicycle, and public transportation systems to 
provide alternatives to single occupant vehicular travel and to support planned land 
uses.   
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The proposed Circulation Element contains a Bikeway Plan that identifies all existing and 
planned bike routes within the City.  The proposed Circulation Element also contains policies 
and programs that support convenient, safe and efficient bus and rail transportation systems.  
Implementation of the proposed Circulation Element policies and programs is expected to 
facilitate pedestrian, bicycle, bus and rail improvements.  No significant impact relative to 
alternative transportation is anticipated. 
 
 
MITIGATION MEASURES 
 
To mitigate expected impacts to roadway levels of service, proposed Circulation Element 
Program 5-6 is added as Mitigation Measure TR-1 to the Project, as follows:  
 
TR-1 Conduct studies of specified arterial segments to determine if any additional 

improvements will be needed to maintain an acceptable LOS at General Plan build-out.  
Generally, these segments will be studied as new developments are proposed in their 
vicinity.  Measures will be identified that are consistent with the Circulation Element 
designation of these roadway segments, such as additional turn lanes at intersections, 
signal optimization by coordination and enhanced phasing, and travel demand 
management measures. 

 
The study of specified arterial segments will be required to identify measures to maintain 
an acceptable LOS at General Plan build-out for at least one of the reasons discussed 
below: 
(a) Segments will need improvement, but their ultimate volumes slightly exceed 
 design capabilities. 
(b) Segments will need improvements but require inter-jurisdictional coordination. 
(c) Segments would require significant encroachment on existing adjacent 

development if built-out to their Circulation Element designations. 
 
 
SIGNIFICANCE AFTER MITIGATION 
 
Significant and Unavoidable.  Implementation of the mitigation measure is expected to reduce 
impacts associated with projected vehicular traffic. However, because it is not known at this time 
if Mitigation Measure TR-1 would reduce all traffic capacity deficiencies to less than significant 
levels, impacts to local roadway segments are considered significant after mitigation.  All 
impacts to the state circulation system will be less than significant. 
 
 
NOTES AND REFERENCES 
 
None 


