
Jomsl<y. Mark 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Pam Johnson <pamelalynnjohnson@gmail.com> 
Monday, July 22, 2019 3:44 PM 
Jomsky, Mark 
Appeal of 127-141 N. Madison 

!CAUTION: This email was delivered from the Internet. Do not click links or open attachments unless you know the content is safe. 

Regards, 

Dear City Council, Planning & Zoning, 
Please note that I fully support Pasadena's Heritage's appeal and 
request that City Council not approve the project at 127-141 North 

Madison as currently presented. The scale of this project as outlined 
below is excessive for the location and existing structures. I hope 

Council & Committee will take the time to perform and full 
Environmental Impact review of this proposed project and how it fits into 

the existing neighborhood. · 

• Includes 49 new housing units ( 45 market rate and only 4 affordable) plus 4,200 
square feet of commercial office space. 

• Adds 10 1 parking spaces (one level below grade that extends from lot line to lot line 
and an at-grade parking "podium" enclosed by a 15-ft. tall wall). 

• Removes 4 projected trees and provides no real landscape space to plant new trees in 
the ground. 

• Rises to 62 feet or 5 stories next to 2- and 3-story residential buildings. 
• Will visually and aesthetically tower above the Ford Place National Register Historic 

District (Fuller campus). 
• Could damage the National Register-listed Blinn House with its vulnerable 

foundation and fragile leaded art glass windows and fireplace. 

I thank you in advance for your consideration of this request. 

Pam Johnson 
pamelalynnjohnson@gmail.com 
626-688-8345 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Scott Smith <magicspark@mac.com> 
Monday, July 22, 2019 3:29 PM 
Jomsky, Mark 
Appeal of 127-141 N. Madison · 

CAUTION: This email was delivered from the Internet. Do not click links or open attachments 
unless you know the con.tent is safe. 

Dear Mr. Jomsky, 

I wanted to write in support of Pasadena•s Heritage•s appeal and request that the City Council 
not approve the project at 127-141 N. Madison as proposed. 

I strongly feel that an EIR is needed to fully evaluate the project and study alternatives and 
proper mitigation. 

Thank you for your time and consideration . 

--Scott Smith 
N Chester Ave, 
Pasadena, CA 
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Mike Salazar, Architect 
Santa Monica, CA 
Pasadena Native and longtime Property Owner. 

July 22·, 2019 
RE: Item 24: Support of "Appeal of Zoning Board of Appeal's Decision on Affordable Housing 
Concession Permit No. 11879 Located at 127 & 141 North Madison Avenue." 

Dear Honorable Pasadena City Council and Mayor: 

I strongly request you support Pasadena Heritage's critical Appeal of the Board of Zoning Appeal's 
Decision and do not allow the project at 127-141 N. Madison to process as it currently is proposed. 

Pasadena has always been the regional leader and a national example in preservation. And its housing 
strides and planning goals have also made it the regional leader in progressive housing policies. But the 
oversized (and inappropriate) zoning devil for preservation-sensitive sites has once again reared its 
domineering head as this project exemplifies such outsized zoning maximums, allowing a project that is in 
violation of the Secretary of Interior Standards (the heart and soul of Pasadena's world-renown leadership 
in balancing development with preservation), clearly in need of CEQA review and in opposition to the very 
City planning documents guiding this area's careful development. 

Before you make a decision, you must look back at related glaring examples of current over-zoning 
getting it wrong, most notably the Playhouse District's IDS Project at El Molino and Colorado Blvd. After a 
broadly supported community-backed court challenge, this project was required to be significantly scaled 
back - well below the zoning maximum allowed - to meet the District's own guidelines, required 
adherence to the Secretary of Interior Standards and CEQA goals and requirements. 

The reduced-size IDS Project that that ended up being built is appropriate, as the maximum allowed 
zoning got it wrong. This was a· costly lesson for the City, yet it is shockingly ignored over and over as 
recently noted at 960 E. Green Street, 86 S. Raymond (Green Hotel Apartments) and the 
KimptonNWCA-hotel fiasco. These are the most glaring examples of overbearing "maximum zoning" 
projects completely and wrongly dominating their proposed or adjacent historic neighbors, and as with 
IDS violating CEQA, the Secretary of Interiors guidelines and Pasadena's governing plans for each of 
their respective project areas. These three projects are all in costly and time-extending revisions requiring 
downsizing. This is the result of oversized zoning once again. 

And as recent as the June, 2018, the Planning and Community Development Department presented 
recommendations to reduce intensity of new developments. Surely IDS, 960 E. Green, 86 S. Raymond, 
etc. all contributed to this need, as well as now this proposed project. City staff at this 2018 meeting 
"recommended limiting the maximum height of new buildings, arguing that height affects the compatibility 
of new and existing buildings most." (Pasadena Heritage Newsletter, 2018). It was also noted that 
·developers and affordable housing proponents voiced opposition at this Council cautionary note. And 
height is but one of the problems facing 'infill' projects like this. Excessive FARs and lack of setbacks are 
also key over-density culprits that lead to inappropriate and domineering projects like the one before you 
today. 

Please do not allow on your watch historic preservation to be so boldly impacted and dismissed under the 
cover of needed affordable housing and lack of needed environmental review. Time and time again 
Pasadena has proven that both preservation and affordable housing can go hand in hand and come out 
"smelling like a rose." But unless you grant Pasadena Heritage's Appeal (and press the "pause" button), 
this project will never pass the "smell" test. 

Respectfully, 

Mike Salazar 

PAGE 1 of 1 

07/22/2019 
Item 24 




























































































