CITY OF PASADENA
175 NORTH GARFIELD AVENUE
PASADENA, CA 91101-1704

INITIAL STUDY

In accordance with the Environmental Policy Guidelines of the City of Pasadena, this analysis, the
associated “Master Application Form,” and/or Environmental Assessment Form (EAF) and supporting data
constitute the Initial Study for the subject project. This Initial Study provides the assessment for a
determination whether the project may have a significant effect on the environment.

SECTION | - PROJECT INFORMATION

1. Project Title:

2. Lead Agency Name and Address:

3. Contact Person and Phone Number:

4. Project Location:
Street Address:
City, County, State:
Assessor's Parcel Number:
Acreage:
Cross Street:
Details:

5. Project Sponsor's Name and Address:

6. General Plan Designation:

7. Zoning:

KPCC 89.3 — Southern California Public Radio

City of Pasadena
175 North Garfield Avenue
Pasadena, CA 91101

Beilin Yu
626.744.6726

474 South Raymond Avenue

City of Pasadena, Los Angeles County, CA 91105
5722-007-019

37,348 square feet or .85 acres

East Bellevue Avenue

The project site is a rectangular-shaped urban lot
located on the east side of South Raymond Avenue,
bordering the Los Angeles County Metropolitan
Transportation Authority’s Gold Line tracks on the east.
The site is also within Pasadena’s Central District
Specific Plan area.

Southern California Public Radio
1570 East Colorado Boulevard
Pasadena, CA 91106

Specific Plan

CD-6 (Central District Specific Plan)

8. Description of the Project: The project site is currently developed with a two-story commercial
building of approximately 28,800 square feet. The structure was occupied in the past by
professional offices, however it is currently vacant. Southern California Public Radio is proposing to
remodel the existing two-story structure and construct an addition of approximately 4,046 square
feet on the ground level to accommodate their broadcasting offices. As part of the improvements, a
3.8 meter satellite antenna dish and a 6' diameter microwave antenna are proposed on the roof.
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These antennas require the review and approval of a Conditional Use Permit under the City’s Zoning
Code. The improvements require two loading spaces to be provided on-site. The applicant is
proposing one on-site loading space in lieu of the two required loading spaces, and therefore
approval of a Variance is required.

As part of the proposed project, the applicant is maintaining 50 parking spaces located in a
basement parking structure, which is accessed through an existing driveway located at the northern
end of the property along Raymond Avenue. The site is also currently developed with a surface
parking lot containing 51 parking spaces. The surface parking lot will be modified to accommodate
the 4,046 square foot addition as well as one new loading space. The resulting surface parking lot
will contain 35 parking spaces, which combined with the 50 parking spaces in the basement, will
comply with the City’s parking requirements. The surface parking lot will be accessed by an existing
driveway located near the southern portion of the property along Raymond Avenue.

9. Surrounding Land Uses and Setting: The subject site is located on the east side of South Raymond
Avenue, just south of East Bellevue Drive, north of east California Boulevard. The property is
surrounded by office buildings and light industrial uses to the north, west and south and by the Los
Angeles Metropolitan Transportation Authority Gold Line tracks to the east. To the east of the
tracks, is a Whole Foods Supermarket.

10. Other public agencies whose approval is required (e.g. permits, financing approval, or participation
agreement): The proposed project will require a hearing of Pasadena Hearing Officer to consider
the following proposed entitlements:

e (1) Conditional Use Permit to install two antennas on the roof of the existing structure located
in the CD-6 (Central District Specific Plan) Zoning District;

e (2) Variance to allow the construction of a 4,064 square foot addition on the site and
providing only one loading space where two are required;

e (3) Variance to allow a 10’ wide by 20’ deep loading space when a 12’ wide by 30’ deep
loading space is required ; and

In addition, the Pasadena Department of Transportation, Pasadena Department of Public Works,
Pasadena Fire Department, Pasadena Building Division, and the Design and Historic Preservation
Division will review the project prior to issuance of Building Permits.

The proposed project would not require any discretionary approvals from any other public agencies.
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ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED:

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, involving at least one
impact that is a “Potentially Significant Impact” as indicated by the checklist on the following pages.

Aesthetics Geology and Soils Population and Housing
; Hazards and : .
Agricultural Resources Hazardous Materials Public Services
. . Hydrology and Water .
Air Quality Quality Recreation
Biological Resources Land Use and Planning| X Transportation/Traffic
: Utilities and Service
Cultural Resources Mineral Resources Systems
Energy Noise Manda_tor)/.Fmdlngs of
Significance

DETERMINATION: (to be completed by the Lead Agency)

On the basis of this initial evaluation:

| find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and a NEGATIVE
DECLARATION will be prepared.

| find that, although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, there will not be
a significant effect in this case because the mitigation measures described on an attached sheet have been X
added to the project. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

| find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.

| find that the proposed project MAY have a “potentially significant impact” or “potentially significant unless
mitigated” impact on the environment., but at least effect 1) has been adequately analyzed in an earlier
document pursuant to applicable legal standards , and 2) has been addressed by mitigation measures
based on the earlier analysis as described on attached sheets. An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
is required, but it must analyze only the effects that remain to be addressed.

I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, because all
potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR or NEGATIVE
DECLARATION pursuant to applicable standards, and (b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that
earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or mitigation measures that are imposed
upon the proposed project, nothing further is required.

A WM@ WA

Prepared By/Date iewed By/Daté-’

palin 2Py (it Sacki 2/estc>

Printed Name

Negative Declaration/Mitigated Negative Declaration adopted on:

Adoption attested to by:

Printed name/Signature Date
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EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS:

1) A brief explanation is required for all answers except “No Impact’ answers that are adequately supported by the
information sources a lead agency cites in the parentheses following each question. A “No Impact” answer is adequately
supported if the referenced information sources show that the impact simply does not apply to projects like the one
involved (e.g., the project falls outside a fault rupture zone). A “No impact” answer should be explained where it is based
on project-specific factors as well as general standards (e.g., the project will not expose sensitive receptors to pollutants,
based on a project-specific screening analysis).

2) All answers must take account of the whole action involved, including off-site as well as on-site, cumulative as well as
project-level, indirect as well as direct, and construction as well as operational impacts.

3) Once the lead agency has determined that a particular physical impact may occur, then the checklist answers must
indicate whether the impact is potentially significant, less than significant with mitigation, or less than significant. *
Potentially Significant Impact’ is appropriate if there is substantial evidence that an effect is significant. If there are one or
more “Potentially Significant Impact” entries when the determination is made, an EIR is required.

4) ‘“Negative Declaration: Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated” applies where the incorporation of mitigation
measures has reduced an effect from “Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporated” applies where the
incorporation of mitigation measures has reduced an effect from “Potentially Significant Impact’ to a “Less than Significant
impact.” The Lead Agency must describe the mitigation measures and briefly explain how they reduce the effect to a less
than significant level (mitigation measures from Section 20, “Earlier Analysis,” may be cross-referenced).

5) Earlier analysis may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA process, an effect has been
adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or negative declaration. See CEQA Guidelines Section 15063( ¢)(3XD). Earlier
analyses are discussed in Section 20 at the end of the checklist.

a) Earlier Analysis Used. Identify and state where they are available for review.

b) Impacts Adequately Addressed. Identify which effects from the above checklist were within the scope of and
adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and state whether such effects
were addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis.

¢) Mitigation Measures. For effects that are “less than Significant with Mitigation Measures incorporated,” describe the
mitigation measures which were incorporated or refined from the earlier documents and the extent to which address
site-specific conditions for the project.

6) Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate into the checklist references to information sources for potential impacts

(e.g., general plans, zoning ordinances). Reference to a previously prepared or outside document should, where

appropriate, include a reference to the page or pages where the statement is substantiated.

7) Supporting Information Sources: A source list should be attached, and other sources used or individuals contacted should
be cited in the discussion.

8) The explanation of each issue should identify:

a) The significance criteria or threshold, if any, used to evaluate each question; and
b) The mitigation measure identified, if any, to reduce the impact to less than significant
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Significant

Potentially Unless Less Than
Significant e Significant No Impact
Impact Mitigation is Impact
P Incorporated P

SECTION Il - ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST FORM

1. BACKGROUND.

Date checklist submitted: February 18, 2009
Department requiring checklist: Current Planning
Case Manager: Beilin Yu, Associate Planner

2. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS. (explanations of all answers are required):

Potentially Significant Less Than
e Unless v
Significant P Significant No Impact
Impact Mitigation is Impact
P Incorporated P
3. AESTHETICS. Would the project:
a. Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? ()
[ Ll X []

WHY? The project site is not in an area that offers views of the San Gabriel Mountains, the Arroyo Seco,
the San Rafael Hills, Eaton Canyon, or Old Town Pasadena. Furthermore, the project would not in any way
obstruct the views of any of these scenic resources. Therefore, the project, including the installation of the
antennas on the roof of the existing structure, would have no impact to scenic vistas.

In accordance with section 17.61.030 of the City’'s Zoning Code, the design of this project, including its
obstruction of any scenic vista or view, will be reviewed by the Design Commission. Although the project
would not significantly impact a scenic vista, this regulatory procedure provides the City with additional layer
of review for aesthetics, and an opportunity to incorporate additional conditions to increase the aesthetic
value of the project.

The City's Zoning Code requires all new exterior mechanical equipment, including the proposed antennas
on the roof, to be screened from the public right-of-way unless waived by Design staff. Since this building
will house the broadcasting offices of a public radio station, the 3.8 meter diameter antenna dish is
necessary for the proposed use. Upon review of the application, Design staff has determined that the 9'-0”
high screening that would be required to screen the 3.8 meter diameter antenna dish would substantially
increase the visual mass on the roof line of a structure. Therefore, screening of the dish will not be
required.

Additional mechanical equipment such as air conditioning condensers are located farther away from the
edge of the building. This equipment will require screening if visible from the street, however since the
screening will be setback from the edge of the roof, the screening will not increase the visual mass of the
roof.

b. Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and
historic buildings within a state scenic highway? ()

[] L] [ X
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Significant

Potentially Unless Less Than
Significant s e . Significant No Impact
Mitigation is
Impact Impact
Incorporated

WHY? The only designated state scenic highway in the City of Pasadena is the Angeles Crest Highway
(State Highway 2), which is located north of Arroyo Seco Canyon in the extreme northwest portion of the
City. The project site is not within the viewshed of the Angeles Crest Highway, and not along any scenic
roadway corridors identified in the City's General Plan documents. Therefore, the proposed project would
have no impacts to state scenic highways or scenic roadway corridors.

The proposed site has not been designated as an historic resource. The site does not have structures that
have been designated as historic resources. The proposed project would not impact nearby sites or
structures, which are historic resources. The project is not part of a landmark district.

c. Substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site and its surroundings? ()

L] [l L] X

WHY? The proposed project consists of a tenant improvement (with an addition) to convert an existing
commercial building into the broadcasting offices of a radio station. The site is located in a commercial and
industrial area of the City. The proposed project is within the height and mass limitations of the Zoning
Code. The maximum height allowed in this area is 35'-0” and the proposed addition is proposed at a height
of approximately 32’-0", as measured from adjacent finished grade. The existing building is approximately
30'-0" as measured from adjacent finished grade. Because the street slopes up from south to north, the
addition appears to be at a lower height than the existing structure.

The City's Zoning Code allows appurtenances, including mechanical equipment, which does not occupy
more than 25 percent of the roof area to exceed the height limit by a maximum of 15 feet. The proposed
antennas and mechanical equipment occupy less than 25 percent of the roof area and extend
approximately 8'-0" above the roof line, therefore this equipment is in compliance with the appurtenance
height limits.

As required by section 17.61.030 of the Pasadena Municipal Code, the design of this project will be
reviewed by the Design Commission. This regulatory procedure was established to ensure that the design,
colors, and finish materials of development projects comply with adopted design guidelines and achieve
compatibility with the surrounding area. Although the project would not substantially degrade the visual
character of the site and surroundings, this regulatory procedure provides the City with additional layer of
review for aesthetics, and an opportunity to incorporate additional conditions to increase the aesthetic value
of the project. Approval of the proposed project would not lead to any demonstrable negative aesthetic
impact.

d. Create a new source of substantial light or glare which would adversely affect day or nighttime
views in the area? ()

O L] X L]

WHY? The project will not have a significant impact on light and glare because it will be required to comply
with the standards in the zoning code that regulate glare and outdoor lighting. Height and direction of any
outdoor lighting and the proposed mechanical equipment on the roof must conform to Zoning Code
requirements. The project does not propose any lighting for nighttime events or sporting activities. The
only outdoor lighting included in the project are pedestrian safety lighting and landscaping lights. The
Department of Public Works does not require any street lighting as part of the proposed project. The project
is in an older, developed commercial area with streetlights in place, and the proposed exterior lighting would
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