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CITY OF PASADENA 
PLANNING DIVISION 

INITIAL STUDY 

In accordance wilh the Envimnrnenlal 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 I - PROJECT INFORMATION 

1. Project Title: Storbox - Conditlonal Use Permit (CUP MOW) and PD-11 Amendment 

2. Lead Agency Name and Address: City of Pasadena 
Planning and Development Department 
176 North Gartield Avenue 
Pasadena, CA 91109 

3. Contad Person and Phone Number: Lanny Woo 
(626) 7444776 

4. Project Location: 2159-2233 East Foothill Boulevard 
Northeast comer o f  Foothill Boulevard and Craig Avenue 

5. Project Sponsor's Name and Address: Bamard Foothill I. LLC 
2600 Mission Street, Suite 206 
San Marino. CA 91 108 

6. General Plan Designation: General Commercial 

7. Zoning: PD-11 (Planned Development -11, Foothill Boulevard, Craig Avenue and White Street) 

2159-2233 El F&iII Blvd. 
Conditional Use Permit (CUP W 5 )  
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Figure 1 
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8. Description of the Project: The applicant. Bamard Foothill I, LLC has submitted a Conditional Use Permit 
(CUP) application to expand an existing self-storage building and a Variance application for the number of 
required parking spaces. The project Site is zone PD11 (Planned Development-1 1, Foothill Boulevard. Craig 
Avenue, and White Street). According to the PD-11 provisions, all regulations not specifically stated in the P D  
11 are deferred to the base district CG (General Commercial). On January 2003, the Pasadena Cly  Council 
adopted an ordinance prohibiting new construction of self-storage facilities in the commercial zones including 
the CG. The self-storage use predates the ordinance adopted by the City Council, thus the self-storage facility 
became a nonconforming use. Pursuant to Chapter 17.76 of the Pasadena Municipal Code, a Conditional Use 
Permit is required for the expansion of nonconforming uses. 

As part of the CUP application, the applicant is proposing to construct a four-story 67.150-square foot self- 
storage building, and thirteen parking spaces. This building will be constructed on the westem portion of the 
site along Foothill Boulevard. Two buildings are proposed to be demolished, a 1,125-square foot automotive 
repair garage, a 2.880-square foot officehndustrial, and a storage area of 400-square feet. A historic building 
located at 2189 E. Foothill Boulevard will be preserved. 

In conjunction with the Conditional Use Permit application, a parking Variance application was also submitted 
for the project. According to the Zoning Code. 33 spaces are required. The project is providing 11 spaces, 
thus the request for a Variance. 

As part of a future expansion, the applicant is proposing to amend the PD plan contained in the PD-11 zoning 
district with the construction of a four-story, 77,850-square foot self-storage building and 23 parking spaces in 
an area where the PD11 provided for a parking area. This expansion will be construaed on the eastem 
portion of the site. Following approval of the PD amendment, a Conditional Use Permit application is required 
for the expansion of the self-storage facility as a nonconforming use. This study assesses the potential 
impacts of both the construction proposed under the CUP as well as the easterly expansion which would 
occur if the amendment to the current PD plan is approved by the Planning Commission and City Council. 

A detailed parking study was prepared to assess the parking needs of the self-storage facility and established 
the adequate parking ratio for this type of facility. The study analyzed weekday and Saturday parking 
demands at the existing on-site parking lots and at three other self-storage sites within Pasadena. with similar 
characteristics to the proposed project. Based on the observed weekday and Saturday parking demands, the 
peak parking demand rates were determined and the potential peak parking demand of the proposed project 
was estimated. In addition to other findings, the study conduded that prnvision of parking at a ratio of 1.46 
parking spaces per 10.000 square feet would supply the demand generated by the self-storage uses. 
Applying this ratio to the self-storage use under the PD would require 40 parking spaces. The retail 
component (1.800 square feet) allowed under this amendment will require 2.5 spaces per 1,000 square feet 
for a total of 5 parking spaces. The 5.000 square-foot o m  would require 15 spaces (3 spaces per 1.000 
square feet). The total number of spaces that would be required for all the uses is 60 parking spaces: the 
applicant is proposing to provide a minimum of 67. 

This revised Initial Environmental Study is a revision of an Initial Study and Mitigated Negative previously 
approved by the Zoning Hearing Officer on April 21. 2004 in connection with the proposed expansion of a 
67.1 50 square-foot building at the southwest comer of the site. This revision clalifies information on the total 
number of parking spaces that would be available at the site for all uses under the PD. No major project 
changes were involved. 

The site is bounded by White Street to the north, Foothill Boulevard to the south, and Craig Avenue to the 
west. The pmjed site is approximately 3.5 acres (150,300-square feet) and is currently developed with 53 
parking spaces and three buildings, a 42 feet high (two-story) 138.910-square foot self-storage building, a 17- 
foot high (one-story) 2.28C~square foot ofticahndustrial building, and a ldfoot  high (one-story) 1.125-square 
foot automotive repair garage. 

9. Surrounding Land Uses and Setting: Land uses north of the projed site are single-family and two-unit 
residential; to the south, west, and east are retail and commercial uses. 
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10. Other public agencies whose approval is required (e.g. permits, financing approval, or participation 
agreement): The Design Commission will review this and future development on the site. The Design 
Commission. Planning Commission, and the City Council will also review the amendment to the PD-11 plan. 
The Zoning Hearing Officer will review the Conditional Use Permit application for the expansion of the self- 
storage facility as a nonconforming use. In addition, building permits will be required to be approved by the 
Planning and Development Department. Approval is also required from the County Sanitation Distrids of Los 
Angeles County. 

21692233 E. FoomiU Blvd. 
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ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTlALLY AFFECTED 

The environmental fadon checked below would be potentially affeded by this project, involving at least one impact 
that is a -Potentially Significant Impact" as indicated by the checklist on the following pages. 

Biological Resources Land Use and Planning Transporlatiollrrraffc 

Cultural Resources Utilities and Service 
Mineral Resources 

Population and Housing 1 Aesthetics 

Agriwnural Resources 

Air Qualiy 

Geology and Soils 

DETERMINATION: (to be completed by the Lead Agency) 

Hazards and Hazardous 
Materials 
Hydrology and Water 
Quality 

Energy 

On the basis of this initial evaluation: 

Public Services 

Recreation 

I find that the proposed project DOES NOT have a significant effed on the environment, and a 
NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be we~ared. 

Noise 

. . I I I find that, although the proposed project could have a significant effed on the environment, there] -X- I 

Mandatory Findings of 
Significance 

mll not be a slgnlficant effed in thls case because the mltlgatlon measures described on an 
anached sheet have been added to the oro~ed A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION wlll I I . ,  
be prepared. 

I find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect@) on the environment. Analysis in 
the lntial Study shows that one or more impact areas will have a 'Potentially Significant Impact" 
An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required, but it must analyze only the effeds that 
were not analyzed in a previously approved EIR or Negative Declaration for the project at hand. 

I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment. 
because all potentially signifcant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR or 
NEGATIVE DECLARATION punuant 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. 

Signature Date 

Printed Name For 

2169-2233 E. Foothfll Bhrd. 
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NALUATlON OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS: 

1) A brief explanation is required for all answers except 'No Impad" answers that are adequately supported by 
the infomarion sources a lead agency cites in the parentheses following each question. A 'No Impad' answer 
IS adequately supported 11 the referenced ~nfomat~on sources show that the Impact slmply does not apply to 
omleds lhke the one mvohred te a the oro~ed falls outs~de a faun rupture zone1 A 'No ImDad' answer should -..,.- ~- ~ 

be explained where it isbased os broj;ct-&cific fadors as well as general standards (e.g:, the project will not 
expo& sensitive receptors to pollutants, based on a pmject-specific weening analysis). 

2) All answers must take account of the whole action involved, induding off-site as well as on-site, wmulative as 
well as project-level, indired as well as direct, and construction as well as operational impads. 

3) Once the lead agency has determined that a parlicular physical impad 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 effed is 
significant. If there are one or more 'Potentially Significant Impact' entries when the delemination is made, an 
EIR is required. 

4) 'Negative Dedaration: Less Than Significant Wnh Mliigalion Incorporated' applies where the incorporation of 
mitigation measures has reduced an effed 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 Impad: The Lead Agency must describe the mitigation measures and briefly explain 
how they reduce the effed to a less than significant level (mitigation measures from Sedion 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 Sedion 
15063( c)(3)(D). Earlier analyses are discussed in Sedion 20 at the end of the checklist. 

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

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

C) Mitigation Measures. For effeds 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, indude a reference to the page or pages where the statement is substantiated. A 
source list should be attached and other sources used or individuals contacted should be cited in the 
discussion. 

7) Supporting Information Sources: A source list should be anached, 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 

21592233 E. Foothlll Blvd. Initial Sludy 
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SECTION II - ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST FORM 

BACKGROUND. 
Date checklist submitted: December 22.2003 
Date approved: April 21,2004 
Dale revised: September 6. 2004 
Department requiring checklist: Planning and Development 
Planner assigned: Lanny Woo 

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

Potentially Significant 
Unless 

Less m a n  
Significant Mitigation is  Significant No Impact 

Impact Incorporated lmpact 

AESTHETICS. Would the projed: 

a. Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? ( ) 

WHY? The project site is in an area, which has views of the mountains. This area has st~ctures ranging from one to 
two stories in height and trees, which do not obstruct these scenic views. The projed meets the height limitations of 
the Zoning Code. 

The project does not impad any scenic vista as defined in the 1994 final EIR for the Land Use and Mobility Elements 
of the City of Pasadena General Plan. 

The project is located in the Foothill Boulevard conidor and is subjed to the review of the Design Commission. The 
design of this projed, induding its effed on scenic views, will be reviewed by the Design Commission. The project 
design, including the s le  design will be reviewed by the Design Commission, during both concept and final design 
review. Any negative impads from the proposed creation of an aesthetically offensive site will be mitigated to a level 
of insignificance by conditions imposed by the Commission during these reviews. 

The proposed buildings are Wo stories and will have a height of 45 feet. This is the height limit under the CG (General 
Commerdal) zoning which applies under the PD. The 67,150-square foot building will be located on the southwestern 
portion of the site. The 67.150-sqaure foot building would have a front yard setback that varies from 5-10 feet with a 5- 
foot comer yard setback. These setbacks are consistent mth the original PD plan. 

The 77.650-square foot building proposed for the future expansion (Phase 3) at the easterly end of the site would have 
a height of 45 feet. 5 f w t  front yard setback, and a 1 5 f w t  rear yard setback. The height and setbacks are also 
consistent with the CG zoning regulations. 

The surrounding uses range from one to 2-story in height. The proposed projed may cast shadows on adjacenl sites. 
Any negative impads from the proposed creation of an aesthelically offensive site will be mitigated to a level of 
insignificance by conditions imposed by the Commission during this review. 

b. Substentially damage scenic resources. including, but not limited to, Irees, rodc outcroppings, and historic 
buildings within a state scenic hiMway? ( ) 

WHY? The projed does not substantially impact any scenic vista or scenic highway. The proposed projed is an 
expansion of a nonconforming use, with the Phase 2 construction of 67,150 square feet The projed also consists of 
an amendment to the PP11 (Planned Development-1 1. Foothill Boulevard. Craig Avenue and White Street) distrid to 
allow for Phase 3 construction of a 77.650-square foot self-storage building on the eastern portion of the site. The 
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Potentially Significant 
Unless 

Less Than 
Significant 

Mitigation is 
Significant No Impact 

Impact Impact Incorporated 

project will not affed view of the existing residential uses to the north. Following approval of the PD amendment, a 
Conditional Use Permit application is required for the expansion of the self-storage faciliy as a nonconforming use. 

The proposed project would not result in the destruction of any landmark eligible trees, stand of trees, rock outcropping 
or natural feature recognized as having significant aesthetic value. 

Currently, the site is a self-storage facility with trees along the westem edge and southem portion of the property. On- 
site trees may be considered an important resource. The City of Pasadena has an ordinance for the protection of 
native and specimen trees. The applicant has submined a tree inventory for the projed site. Diameter at breast height 
@BH) measured at 4 % feet above the point where the t ~ n k  meet the ground, ranges from 3-inches to 24-inches. 
According to the tree inventory submitted for the projed, there are hventy (20) trees on the project site and eleven (1 1) 
street trees surrounding the site. The applicant proposes to remove five (5) trees fmm the site, a Pinus Rodiata (Black 
Pine). Melaleuca Lucadendrum (Melaleuca). two (2) Howea belmoreana (Sentry Palm), and one Washingtonia robusta 
(MeMcan Fan Palm). These trees are not on the Clty's Tree Protection Ordinance. See also 6.e. 

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

WHY? The proposed project is within the height limitations of the Zoning Code and is required to submit full exlerior 
design elevations and sections and a landscape plan for review and approval by the Zoning Administrator andlor the 
Design Commission prior to the issuance of any building permits. Approval of the proposed project would not lead to 
any demonstrable negative aesthetic impact. 

The design of this projed will be reviewed for approval by the Design Commission. Any negative impaas from the 
proposed creation of an aesthetically offensive site will be mitigated to a level of insignificance by conditions imposed 
by the Cornmission during this review. lmpad is considered less than significant. 

d. Create a new so- of substantial light or glare which would adversely a M  day or nighttime views in Me 
area? ( ) 

WHY? The projed will not have a significant impad 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 screening of mechanical equipment must confon to Zoning Code requirements. The Department of PuMic Works 
has reviewed the proposed projed and determined that the existing street lighting system along Craig Avenue and 
Whie Street is substandard (or non-existent). A maximum of two new street lights shall be install on or near the Craig 
Avenue frontage and a maximum of hvo new street lights on or near the WhRe Slreet frontage of the property. 
including conduits, condudorj, eledrical service (if necessary), pull boxes, and miscellaneous appurtenant work as 
required by the Depamnent of PuMic Works. The type of hardware shall conform to current poliaes approved by the 
City Council, and the locations shall be approved by the Department of PuMic Works. The projed is in an older. 
developed commercial urban area with streetlights in place. These lights are not sources of glare and are an aide to 
public safety. 

Exterior and interior lights and refledive building materials may be potential sources of light and glare. Use of 
refledive materials shall conform to Zoning Code requirements and to evaluations of exterior cladding and materials 
through the City's design review pivcess. However, most ad'~Ry ocwrs during daylight hours; thus interior lights do 
not shine onto surrounding properties. 

The design of this projed, including its finish, colors, and building materials, will be reviewed for approval through the 
Design Review process. Through this review, any impads such as glare will be reduced to less than significant. 

2159-2233 E. Foofhill Bhrd. hWa1 Study 
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Potentially 
Significant 

Unless 
Less Than 

Significant Mitigation is Significant No Impact 
Impact Incorporated Impact 

4. AGRICULTURAL RESOURCES. In determining whether impads to agricultural resources are significant 
environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to the Califomia Agricunural Land Evaluation and Site Assessment 
Model (1997) prepared by the Califomia Depattment of Conservation as an optional model to use in assessing impads 
on agriculture and farmland. Would the projed: 

a. Convert Rime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or F m l a n d  of Statewide lmpafance (Farmland), as shown 
on Me maps prepared prasuant to the Farmland Mapping and Moniton'ng Rogam of Nn, California 
Resources Agency, to non-a~cultural use? ( ) 

0 0 0 [XI 

WHY? The City of Pasadena is a developed urban area surrounded by hillsides to the north and northwest. The 
westem portion of the City contains the Arroyo Sem, which runs from north to south though the City. It has 
commercial recreation, park, natural and open space. There is no prime farmland, unique farmland, or farmland of 
statewide imporlance, as shown on maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the 
Califomia Resources Agency. 

b. Conflict with existing zoning for ag~cultural use, or a Wlliamson Act contract? ( ) 

[XI 

WHY? The City of Pasadena has no land zoned for agncuhural use other than retail plant nusenes being allowed by 
nght in the CG (General Commerclal) and conditionally permitted in the CL (Llmlted Commerclal) IG (lndustnal), and 
OS (Open Space) zoning distfids. 

c. Involve other changes in the existing environment, wbich, due to Meir location or nature, could result in 
conversion of Farmland, to non-agicultural use? ( ) 

WHY? There is no known farmland in the Ciy of Pasadena; therefore the pmposed projed would not resun in the 
conversion of farmland to a non-agricultural use. 

5. AIR QUALITY. Where available, the slgnlficance criteria established by the applicable air quality management 
or air pollution control distrid may be relied upon to make the following determinations. Would the project: 

a. Conflict with or obshvct implementation of lhe applicable air qualdy plan? ( ) 

WHY? The project must comply with the Federal Clean Air Ad, the Califomia Clean Air A d  and the regional Air Quality 
Management Plan (AQMP) adopted by the South Coast Air Quality Management District and Southem Califomia 
Association of Gwemments. The AQMP contains measures to meet federal and state requirements. The Ciy of 
Pasadena is also part of the Wesl San Gabriel Valley Planning Council, which adopted the West San Gabriel Valley 
Air Quality Plan. 

b. Vmlate any air qualdy standard or contribute to an existing or projected air quality violation? ( ) 

216!%2233 E. FoOmill Slvd. 
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Potentially Significant 
unless 

Less Than 
Significant Mitigation is Significant No Impact 

Impact Incorporated Impact 

WHY? Due to its geographical location and the prevailing off shore daytime winds. Pasadena receives smog from 
downtown Los Angeles and other areas in the Los Angeles basin. The prevailing winds, from the southwest, cany 
smog from wide areas of Los Angeles and adjacent cities, to the San Femando Valley and to Pasadena in the San 
Gabriel Valley where it is trapped against the foothills. For these reasons the potential for adverse air quality in 
Pasadena is high. 

Pasadena is located in a non-attainment area, an area that frequently exceeds national ambient air quality standards. 
However, the projed itself does not meet the South Coast Air Quality Management District's (SCAQMD) land use 
threshold for significant air emissions, according to the 1993 updated SCAQMD's CEQA Air Quality Handbook. 

The traffic study prepared for this pmjed, atlached as Appendix A, indicates that the projed will generate 193 vehicle 
trips per day. According lo the Transpoflation Department, the number of trips will not be significant impad. 

According to the 1993 updated SCAQMD's CEQA Air Quality Handbook Table 9-1, projed emissions during 
~ n s t ~ d i o n  will not exceed the district threshold for construction emissions. 

Using the 1993 updated SCAQMD's CEQA Air Quality Handbook Table 9-7 for Estimating Mobile. Energy and PM10 
Emissions, the pmject's mobile emissions will not exceed the distrid's threshold for air emissions. 

c. Resun in a cumulatively considerable net incfease of any criferia @&ant for which the pfvjecf region is 
non-atta~nment under an applicable federal or state ambtent a u  qualrty stendard (~ncludlg releas~ng 
ernfssfons whfch exceed quantrtafive thresholds for ozone precursorsJ7 ( J 

WHY? The City of Pasadena is within the South Coast Air Basin (SCAB). This basin is a non-attainment area for 
Nilrogen Dioxide (NO2) and fine particulates matter (PMlo). Projeds that contribute to a significant cumulative increase 
in NO2 or PMlowill be considered to be significant and requlre the consideration of mbgation measures. This project 
will not cause a cumulatively considerable increase in N@ andlor PMloduring construction andlor operation. 

d. Expose sensitive recaptors to substantial pollutent concenlratmns? ( ) 

WHY? According to Figure 5-1 and Table 5-1 of the 1993 updated SCAQMD's CEQA Air Qually Handbook the project 
is not likely to generate any signficant toxic air emissions. 

Places where the young, the elderly, and the acutely ill and chronically ill gather are considered sensitive receptors. 
and include residences, parks, hospitals, and convalescent homes. Residential areas are also considered to be 
sensitive receptors because residents tend to be at home for extended periods, resulting in sustained exposure to air 
pollutants that are present. 

Construction adivities generally result in temporary air pollution that may adversely affed nearby sensitive recepton. 
such as parks and residences. Sensitive receptors in the vicinity of the proposed projed are resrdences to the north of 
the Sle. Moreover, SCAQMD requires that all projects cease construction activities when sustained windspeed reach 
25 miles per hour or greater and that the site is watered regularly. 

The existing City's building regulations will required the applicant during the construction to: I )  Water all active 
unpaved construdion areas at least twice daily; 2) Apply water or a chemical stabilizer to maintain a stabilized 
surfaced, on the last day of day of active operations prior to a weekend or holiday; 3) Water excavated soil piles hourly 
or cover piles with temporary coverings; 4) Cease grading during periods when wind exceeds 25 miles per hour; 5) 
Reduce speed on unpaved areas to less than 15 miles per hour; 6) Sweep streets if visible soil material is carried out 
from the construction site; and 7) Trucks and any other construdion equipment shall be washed or bushed off before 
leaving the site. Applying these measures to the projed will reduce the impads to less than significant. 



Potentially 
Significant 

Unless Less Than 
Significant Mitigation is Significant NO impact 

Impact Incorporated Impact 

e. Create objedionable odws aifeding a substantial number of people? ( ) 

WHY? This type of use is not shown on the 1993 updated SCAQMD's CEQA Air Quality Handbook Figure 5-5 'Land 
Uses Associated with Odor Complaints.' 

6. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES. Would the project: 

a. Have a substantial adverse effect, either d i rd ly  or thmugh habitat modifications, on any species identilied 
as a candidate, sensitive, or spec.91 status species in local or regional plans, policies, or regulatbns, or by 
the California Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Midlife Service? 
( ) 

WHY? The project is in a devdoped urban area. There are no known unique, rare or endangered plant or animal 
species or habitats on or near the site. The site has been urbanized for many years. Currently on the projed site is a 
self-storage building, an officehndustrial building, and an automotive repair garage. 

b. Have a substantial adverse e m d  on any riparian habitet or other sensitive natural community identnied in 
local or regional plans, policies, and regulations or by Me California D e p a h n t  of Fish and Game or US. 
Fish and Midlife Se~ice? ( ) 

WHY? There are no designated natural communities however; the Final Environmental Impact Report for the adopted 
1994 Land Use and Mobility Elements maps the natural communities within the Cly's boundaries. The project is not 
located near any of these wmmunities. 

The project is located in a developed urban area. There are no known existing plant communlies on or near the sle. 
No impact is expected. 

c. Have a substantial adverse effecl of federally protected wetlands as defined by Sedion 404 of Me Clean 
Water A d  (including, bid not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, 
hydvlogical intemplion, or ofher means? ( ) 

WHY? The project is located in a developed urban area. There is no known naturally occurring wetland habitat 

d. Interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or migatory fish or wildlife species or with 
established native resident or m i a t w y  wikilife cunidors, or impede ihe use of native wWIMIife nursery sites? 
( I 

WHY? The project is located in a developed urban area and does not involve the dispersal of wildlife nor result in a 
barrier to migration or movement. No impact is expected. 
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Potentially Significant 
Unless Less Than 

Significant Mitigation is Signiticant No lrnpaet 
Impact lmpact 

Incorporated 

e. Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources, such as a tree preservation 
policy or ordinance? ( ) 

0 0 0 [XI 

WHY? Currently, the site has trees along the westem edge and central portion of the property. On-site trees may be 
considered an important resource. The City of Pasadena has an ordinance for the proteaion of native and specimen 
trees. The applicant has submitted a tree inventory fwthe project site. Diameter at breast height @BH) measured at 
4 ?4 feet above the point where the trunk meet the ground, ranges from 3-inches to 24-inches. According to the tree 
inventory for the project, there are twenty (20) trees on the project site and eleven (11) street trees surrounding the 
site. Seven (7) street trees are protected by Ordinance No. 6896 'City Trees and Tree Pmtection Ordiinance' as 
detailed in the table below. These protected trees are street trees and will not be removed from the site. The 
protected street trees are as follows: two (2) Magnoliaceae Grandflora; one (1) Pinus canariensis; and four (4) 
Eucalyptus Ficafolia. 

The applicant proposes to remove Cwe (5) trees from the site, a Pinus Rodiata (Black Pine), a Melaleuca LucadendNm 
(Melaleuca), two (2) Howea belmoreana (Sentry Palm), and one Washingtonia robusta (Mexican Fan Palm). Four (4) 
trees. Arecastrum romanzofiianum (Queen Palm), will be removed and relocated on the site. These trees are not 
protected by Ordinance No. 8896. City Trees and Tree Protection Ordinance. No impact is expected. 

The project is not in the Hillside Development Overlay District or the Lower Arroyo. 

f Conflict wffh the pmvisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP). Natural Community 
Consewation Plan (NCCP), or other appmved local, regional, or slate hebitat conservation plan? 
I ) 
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Potentially 
Significant 

Unless 
Less m a n  

Significant Mitigation is 
Significant No Impact 

lmpact Incorporated 
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WHY? As of June 2003, there was no adopted Habitat conservation or Natural Community Conservation Plans within 
the City of Pasadena. There were also no approved local, regional or state habitat conservation plans. No impact is 
exmded. 

7. CULTURAL RESOURCES. Would the project: 

a. Cause a substantial adverse change in the signilicance of a historical resource as defined in CEQA 
Guidelines Section 15064 5? ( ) 

WHY? The site has three buildings that are proposed to be demolished. Building E (an auto repair garage) and 
Building D (an officelindustrial building) do not appear to have archledural or historic significance. However, Building 
C- I  appears to be eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places at the local level of significance. This 
building (originally addressed as 2185 E. Foothill Blvd.. but now addressed as 2189 E. Foothill Blvd.) was built in 1952 
and designed by a locally prominent architect. Harold J. Bissner (1901-1988). It was built for the Circle Valve 
Manufaduring Company. As with other post-war pharmaceutical and aviation-related businesses along East Foothill 
Boulevard (e.g., Avon, Stuart Company. Brush Instruments. Air Logistics), it combines production and assembly 
operations in a rear portion with offices and showrooms in a courtyard complex facing the street. 

Bissner designed numerous residences, apartment buildings, schools (including Allendale and Audubon Elementary 
Schools). a restaurant, and office buildings in the Pasadena area. His 1938 house at 2580 N. Anadena Drive won first 
prize in a national contest by the American Gas Association, His work ranged from Spanish Colonial Revival in the 
1920's to early Ranch styles in the late 1930's to Intemationalhlodeme styles after 1950. He was active in Pasadena 
from 1924 until 1958. when he moved his practice to Palm Desert. 

The building appears to qualify for the National Register under Criterion C, in that it embodies ?he d i ~ t i n d i ~ e  
characteristics of a type, period, or method of construction.' The office portion of the building is a notable local 
example of Late Modemellntemational Style architecture from the 1950's. Its prominent features are: 

the horizontal, two-story massing wiih flat roof; 
large cantilevered roof eave; . the oversized roof and balcony fascias; . stucw walls; 
horizontal ribbon windows on the second floor with bezeled molding; 
large expanses of glazing on the first floor; 
large landscaped entry courtyard: and 
stoneclad wall that extends into a planter wall. 

This building represents one of two notable examples in Pasadena of high-style courtyard office building from the 
1950s (the other is a one-story office building at 547 E. Union Street designed by Whiiney Smith and constructed in 
1951). It is also an important example of the work of a locally prominent architect. 

The rear part of the building (identified as a factory on the building permit) was designed in a typical industrial style of 
the 1930's and 1940's with concrete block walls and steel hopper windows. A garden area separates the factory and 
office portions of the building. The two sectors of the building are connected by a hallway at the end of the garden. 
The fadory portion is not visiMe from the street and is constructed with less expensive materials than the front office 
porlion. It is clear that the architect invested his design energy in the front half of the building. Because the building's 
significance is based on the architectural style of the front of the building, slaff finds that the removal of the rear portion 
would be a less than significant effect and would not jeopardize the significance of the hunt portion of the building. 
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Properties eligible for listing in the National Register are automatically considered historic resources subject to CEQA. 
If the effects of a project on a historic resource are significant and unavoidable. CEQA then requires mitigation or an 
EIR. The demolition of historic resources usually cannot be mitigated by mere documentation of the resource (CEQA 
Guideline 15126.4). The impact on the historic resource could be mitigated by its preservation and incorporation into 
the proposed project. lmpads on the preserved building could be mitigated through the design review process, which 
would ensure that the treatment of the preserved building is consistent with the Secretary of the Interior's Standards 
and that the design of the proposed project is compatible 

Staff finds that the height, scale, massing, and setback of the revised project design is compatible with the 1952 office 
building because the new building is 30 feet from the office building and is only two stories taller than the oftice 
building. 

Proposed minimal mitigation measures: 
1. Revise the site plan to preserve the existing office portion of the building and its landscaped courtyard in front 

of the building at 2189 E. Foothill Blvd. The treatment of the office building shall follow the Secretary of the 
Interior's Standards for rehabiliiation. 

2. If the factory portion at the rear of the building is demolished, any new structure in that location shall be 
designed to be compatible with the historic resource. 

b. Cause a substantial adversa c h a w  in the s igni tcam of an archaeologicaI resource pursuant to Section 
150&1.5?( ) 

WHY? No records are known indicating any significant archaeological resources, including any prehistoric human 
remains, exist in the City of Pasadena. The project site has been disturbed by past human activities, and is not 
expeded to contain archaeological resources. Nevertheless, in the unlikely event those resources are discovered 
during project implementation, all construction activities in the affected area must cease. An archaeologist shall be 
notified and provisions for recording and excavating the site shall be made in compliance with compliance with Section 
15064.5 of the California Environmental Quality Act Guidelines. 

There are buildings scheduled for demolition. The building at 2189 E. Foothill Blvd. appears to be eligible for listing in 
the National Register of Historic Places at the local level of significance. This building was built in 1952 and designed 
by a locally prominent architect, Harold J. Bissner (1901-1988). Refer to item 7.a. previously. lmpact with mitigation 
will be less than significant. 

c. Directly w indiredly d e m y  a unique p a l e o n t o ~ I  resource w site or unique geologic feature? ( ) 

WHY? No records are known indicating any significant paleontological resources exist in the City of Pasadena. The 
project site has been disturbed by past human activities, and is not expected to contain paleontological resources. If 
any such sites are encountered during grading or construction of the project, all grading or construction efforts With 
would disturb these sites shall cease. An archaeologist shall be notified and provisions for recording and excavating 
the site shall be made in compliance with Califomia Environmental Quality A d  (CEQA) Guidelines, Section 15064.5. 
lmpact will be less than significant. 

d Disturf, any human remains, including those m t e d  outside of formal ceremonies? ( ) 

WHY? There are no known human remains on the site. If any remains are encountered during project implementation 
the Los Angeles County Coroner will be contacted. No impact is expected, 
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8. ENERGY. Would the proposal: 

a. Conflid w#h adopded energy conservation plans? ( ) 

WHY? The projed does not conflid with the 1983 adopted Energy Element of the General Plan. Further the projed 
will comply with the energy standards in the Califomia Energy Code. Part 6 of the Califomia Building Standards Code 
(Title 24). Measures to meet these performance standards may indude hiihefficiency Heating Ventilation and Air 
Condilioning (HVAC) and hot water storage tank equipment. lighting conservation features, higher than required rated 
insulation and doubleglazed windows. No impact is elcpeded. 

b. Use non-renewable resources in a wasteful and inefficient manner? ( ) 

Why? The proposed project will not create a high enough demand for energy to require development of new energy 
sources. Const~d ion of the projed will resun in a short-term insignificant consumption of oil-based energy products. 
However, the additional amount of resources used will not cause a significant redudion in available supplies. 

The long-term impad from increased energy use by this project is not significant in relationship to the number of 
customers currently =Ned by the eledrical and gas utility companies. Supplies are available from exlsting mains. 
lines and substations in the area. Occupation of the project will result in an insignificant increase in the consumption of 
natural gas. This consumption will be lessened by adherence to the perfonance standards of California Energy 
Code, Part 6 of the Caliiomia Building Standards Code Tille 24. This projed will resun in the increased consumption 
of 6,746 net kilowan-hou~ of electrical energy per day. This increased consumption will be reduced to an insignificant 
level by meeting the above referenced energy standards. Measures to meet these performance standards may 
include high efficiency Heating Ventilation and Air Conditioning (HVAC) and hot water storage tank equipment, lighting 
conservation fealures, higher than required rated insulation and double-glazed windows. The energy conservation 
measures will be prepared by the developer and shown on building plans. These plans will be submilted to the Water 
and Power Department and Building Official for review and approval prior to the issuance of a building permit. 
Installation of energy-saving features will be inspected by a City Inspector prior to issuance of a Cetiicate of 
Ompancy. 

This projed will result in an increase of approximately 10.174 gallons per day in water consumption. The current uses 
consume approximately 7,247 gallons of water per day. The pmposed use would have an increase in water 
consumption of 2.941 gallons of water per day. However, this impact will be mitigated during drought periods by the 
applicant adhering to the Water Shortage Procedures Ordinance, m i c h  restrids waler consumption to 90% of 
expected consumption during each billing period. 

9. GEOLOGY AND SOILS. Would the projed: 

a. Expose people or struclures to potential substantial adverse em&, including Me risk of loss, injury, or 
death inwho'ng: 

i. Ruplure of a known eatthquake fault, as delineated on the most recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault 
Zoning Map issued by the State Geologist for Me ante or based on other substantial e v i d e w  of a 
known fault? Refer to Division of Mines and Geology Special Publication 42. ( ) 

0 0 
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WHY? According to the 2002 adopted Safety Element of the City of Pasadena's General Plan. the San Andreas Faun 
is a 'master active fauk and controls seismic hazard in Southem Califomia. This faun is located appmximalely 21 
miles north of Pasadena. 

The County of Los Angeles and the City of Pasadena are both affeded by Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Faun Zones. 
Pasadena is in four USGS Quadrants, the Los Angeles, and the Mt. Wlson quadrants were mapped for earthquake 
fault zones under the Alquist-Priolo Act in 1977. The Pasadena and Condor Peak USGS Quadrangles have not yet 
been mapped per the Alquist-Priolo Act. 

Adjacent to and partially in the City of Pasadena are two fauns, considered adive, the Sierra Madre primarily north of 
the City and the Raymond Faun primarily south of the City. The 2002 Safety Element of the General Plan considers 
the Sierra Madre Faun to be in a Faun Hazard Management Zone and the Raymond Faun to be in an Alquist-Priolo 
Earthquake Faun Zone. Within the southwest area of the City, the Eagle Rock Faun is considered potentially active. 
The proposed project is two miles south of the Sierra Madre Faun, approximately 1.4 miles south of a potentially adwe 
strand of the Sierra Madre Faun, 1.4 miles north of the Raymond Faun, and approximately 2.8 miles north of the Eagle 
Rock Faun. 

The potential exists for people and property to be exposed to the hazards of seismic activiiy in most of Califomia. This 
project will not increase the potential occurrenw of earthquakes. The risk of earthquake damage is minimized 
because the new structure shall be built according to the Uniform Building Code and other applicable codes, and is 
subject to inspection during construction. Stmdures for human habitation must be designed to meet or exceed 
Califomia Uniform Building Code standards for Seismic Zone 4. Confornlance with these existing standards will 
ensure a less than significant impact. 

ii. Strong seismic ground shaking? ( ) 

W? As discussed in item 9.a.i.. the projed site is expected to be subject to seismic ground shaking, similar to most 
of California. Since the City of Pasadena is located within a larger area traversed by numerous active faun systems, 
such as the San Andreas and Newport-lnglewood, any major earthquake along these systems will cause seismic 
ground shaking in Pasadena. At a minimum the earthquake-resistant design and materials of new projects must meet 
or exceed the current seismic engineering standards of the Califomia Uniform Building Code Seismic Zone 4 
requirements. Much of the City is on sandy, stony or gravelly loam formed on the alluvial fan adjacent to the San 
Gabriel Mountains. This soil is more porous and loosely compacted than bedrock and thus subject to greater impacts 
from seismic ground shaking than bedrock. 

At a minimum, the earthquake resistant design and materials utilized in new projects must meet or exceed the wrrent 
seismic engineering standards of the Califomia Uniform Building Code Seismic Zone 4 requirements. As required. the 
applicant shall submit to the Building Division a soils report for review and approval. The applicant must also submit 
project plans for review and approval, showing compliance with these standards, including a grading plan, prior to 
beginning of construction. Conformance with these standards will ensure a less than significant impad. See also 
9.a.i. 

iii. Seismic-related ground failure, including Iiquehrction as delineated on !he most recent Seismic Hazards 
Zones Map issued by the State Geolmst for the area or based on other substantial evidence of krwwn 
areas of liquefaction? ( ) 

WHY? According to the State of Califomia Seismic Hazard Zone map. Pasadena. Mt. W~lson Quadrangle, the project 
site is not in an area subject to either liquefadion or earthquake-induced landslides. The 2002 adopted Safety 
Element of the General Plan Plate 1-3 does not show the project site to be located in an area subject to liquefaction or 
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earthquake-induced landslides. The 2002 adopted Safety Element of the General Plan. Plate 2-4 Slope Distribution 
Map, also shows that the project site is in an area where the slopes are less than 10degrees. Any slope instability will 
be controlled by existing City regulations; therefore impact will be less than significant. As required, the applicant shall 
submit to the Building Division a soils report for review and approval. 

Due to these codes and inspections there will be no increased exposure to seismic ground failure including 
liquefaction. 

iv. Landslides as delineated on Me most recent Seismic Hazards Zones Map issued by the State Geolwst 
for Me area or based on other substantial evidence of lvlown areas of landslides? 
I ) 

WHY? According to the State of Caliiomia Seismic Hazard Zone Map, Pasadena, Mt. W~lson Quadrangle, the 
adopted 2002 Safety Element of the General Plan Seismic Hazards Map Plate 1-3, and Slope Instability Map Plate 2- 
4, is lowted where slopes have no slope instability. According to these sources there is not any known historic 
evidence of landslides on the project site or adjacent properties. Existing City Regulations will control any slope 
instability; therefore there will be no impact. In addition, the Seismic Hazard Map does not show this project to be 
located in an area where there is geologic evidence of past landslides. 

b. Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil? ( ) 

WHY? The proposed project will involve approximately 30 cubic yard of cut and no cubic yard of fill. However. 
approximately 5,200 cubic yard of soil for the basement in Phase 2 and 7,100 cubic yard of soil for the basement in 
Phase 3, for a tdal of 12.300 cubic yard is expected to be exported. The existing building regulations and property site 
inspections ensure that construction activities do not create unstable earth conditions. The grading adivities are 
regulated by T i e  14 of the Pasadena Municipal Code, which adopts the California Uniform Building Code (UBC) 
standards, among other standards. Compliance with the standards adopted under Title 14 will ensure that the project 
will not resun in substantial soil erosion or loss of topsoil. 

The displacement of soil through cut and fill will be controlled by Appendix Chapter 33 of the 2001 Caliiomia Building 
Code relating to grading and excavation; therefore impact will be less than significant. 

The applicant must have an approved site to receive any expolted cut earth 

According to the Final Environmental Impact Report certified for the adoption of the 1994 Land Use and Mobility 
Elements, the natural water erosion potential of Pasadena's soil is low unless these soils are disturbed during the wet 
season. Both the Ramona and Hanford soils associations, which underlay much of the City, have high permeabilii. 
low surface runoff and slight erosion hazard due to the gravelly surface layer and low topographic relief away from the 
steeper foothills areas of the San Gabriel Mountains. 

Water erosion during construction will be minimized by limiting construction to dry weather, covering exposed 
excavated dirt during periods of rain and protecting excavated areas from flooding with temporary berms. 

Soil erosion aner construction will be controlled by implementation of an approved landscape and irrigation plan. This 
plan shall be submitted to the Zoning Administrator and Design Commission for review and approval prior to the 
issuance of a building permit. 

Construction may temporarily expose the soil to wind andlor water erosion. Erosion caused by strong wind, 
excavation and earth moving operations will be minimized by watering during construction and by covering earth to be 
transported in trucks to or from the site. 
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Any project, which involves more than 250 cubic yards of cut or fill, should have an erosion and sediment transport 
control plan as part of the applicant's grading plan. The grading plan must be approved by the Building Official and the 
Department of PuMic Works prior to the issuance of any building permits. 

An erosion and sediment control plan should indude the following measures if applicable: 

Confine construction to the dry season (April 16th to October 14th), whenever possible; If construction needs to be 
scheduled for the wet season (Odober 15th to April 15th of the following year), ensure that st~ctural  emion and 
sediment transport control measures are ready for implementation prior to the onset of the first major storm of the 
season: Locate staging areas outside major streams (such as the main Armyo Sew or Eaton Wash streambed) and 
drainage ways; Keep slope lengths and gradients to a minimum; Discharge construction runoff into small drainages at 
frequent intewals to avoid buildup of large potentially erosive flows; Prevent runoff from flowing over unprotected 
slopes; Keep dislulbed areas to the minimum necessary for construction; Keep runoff away from disturbed areas 
during constnrction; Stabilize disturbed areas as quickly as possible, either by vegetative or mechanical methods; 
Direct flows over vegetated areas prior to discharge into public storm drainage systems; Trap sediment before a leaves 
the site with such techniques as check dams, sediment ponds, or siltation fences; Make remwal and disposal of all 
project constructiongenerated sikation from off-site retention ponds the responsibility of the contractor; Use 
landscaping and grading methods that lower the potential for down-stream sedimentation. Modified drainage patterns 
and longer flow paths, encouraging infiltration into the ground, and slower storm-water conveyance velocities are 
examples of effective methods; and Control landscaping adivities carefully with regard to the application of fertilizers. 
pesticides or other hazardous substances. Provide proper instruction to all landscaping personnel on the construction 
team. Conformance with these existing standards will ensure a less than significant impact. 

c. Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, w that would become unstable as a resut of the 
project, and potentially result in on- or off-site landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or 
collapse? ( ) 

0 0 0 [XI 

WHY? The City of Pasadena rests primarily on an alluvial plain. To the north, the San Gabriel Mountains are 
relatively new in geological time. These mountains run generally east-west and have the San Andreas Fault on the 
north and the Sierra Madre Faun to the south. The action of these two faults in conjunction with the north-south 
compression of the San Andreas tectonic plate is pushing up the San Gabriel Mountains. This upliiing combined with 
erosion has helped form the alluvial plain. Depending upon the nature of the soil on the project site, a geological study 
may be necessary to determine if the soil is stable enough to support the planned project without being graded and the 
soil compacted to specified standards per applicable d e s .  According to the adopted 2002 Safety Element of the 
General Plan Plate 24,  the projed site is located in an area that has no slope instability potential. No impad is 
expeded. 

d Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18- 1-6 of the U n i h  Building Code (1994), creating 
substantial risks to lib or property? ( ) 

0 0 0 [XI 

WHY? According to the 2002 adopted Safety Element of the City's General Plan the project site is underlain by 
alluvial material from the San Gabriel Mountains. This soil consists primarily of sand and gravel and is in the low to 
moderate range for expansion potential. At a minimum, foundation design will be required to accommodate expansive 
soil conditions in accordance with the California Uniform Building Code. No impact is expected. 

e. Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of se@ic tanks or aternalive wastewater disposal 
systems when, sewers m not available for the dispose/ of wastewater? ( ) 

[XI 
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WHY? The CRy of Pasadena allows septic tanks to be used for only specified areas in the hillsides per regulations 
found in Ordinances 3881 and 4170 and codified in Pasadena Municipal Code. The proposed project is not in any of 
these specified areas. The projed is located in a developed urban area where sewer service is available. The projed 
can conned to the Cily sewer system and will not result in a new or substantial alteration to the existing sewer system. 
No impact is expeded. 

10. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS. Would the project: 

a. Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the rouiine transport, use or disposal of 
hazardous materials? ( ) 

0 0 0 [XI 

WHY? The projed does not involve the use or storage of hazardous substances other than the small amounts of 
pesticides, fertilizers and cleaning agents required for normal maintenance of the structure and landscaping. The 
projed must adhere lo applicable zoning and fire regulations regarding the use and storage of any hazardous 
substances. Further there is no evidence that the site has been used for underground storage of hazardous materials. 

b. Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment Mrough reasonably foreseeable upset and 
midenf  conditions involving the release of hazardous materials into the environment? ( ) 

[XI 

WHY? The project does not involve hazardous materials therefore there is no significant hazard to the public or the 
environment through reasonaMy foreseeable upset and accident conditions, which could release hazardous material. 

c. Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste within 
onequarter mile of an existing or pvposed school? ( ) 

0 0 0 [XI 

WHY? The project does not emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, 
substance, or waste and is not within onequarter mile of an existing or proposed school. No impact is expected. 

d. Be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to 
Government Code Sedion 65962.5 and, as a resun, would it m a t e  a significant hazard to the public or the 
environment? ( ) 

WUY? The projed site is not located on the State of California Hazardous Waste and Substances Sites List of sites 
published by California Environmental Protedion Agency (CAUEPA). No impact is expected. 

e. For a pop3 located within an a m  land use plan or, where such a plan has not been adopted, within 
two miles of a public aIp0r-I or public use airport, would the project result in a safety hazard for people 
residing or working in the pojed area? ( ) 
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WHY? The projed site is not within an airport land use plan or within two miles of a public airport or public use airport. 
The nearest public use airport is in Burbank, and is operated by a Joint Powers Authority with representatives from the 
City of Burbank. Glendale, and Pasadena. Helipads are required on many high-rise buildings for evacuating 
occupants in case of emergency. The police heliport is located at the eastem edge of the Armyo S e w  near the City's 
border with Akadena. This heliport is not open for public use. No impact is expected. 

f For a pojecf w#hin the vicinity of a private a M p ,  would the p o p d  resull in a safety hazard for people 
residing or walking in Me pfojed area? ( ) 

WHY? The projed site is not within the vicinity of a private airstrip. There are no private airstrips in Pasadena. No 
impad is expected. 

g. Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency response plan or emergency 
evacuation plan? ( ) 

WHY? The project is located within an urban area and will not change the logistical nature of the area. The City of 
Pasadena maintains a citywide emergency response plan. which goes into effect at the onset of a major disaster (e.g.. 
a major earthquake). In case of a disaster, the Fire Marshall is responsible for implementing the plan, and Pasadena 
Police Department devises evacuation routes on the specific circumstance of the emergency. To ensure compliance 
with zoning, building and fire codes, the applicant is required to submit appropriate plans for plan review prior to the 
issuance of a building permit. Adherence to these requirements ensures that the projed will not have a significant 
impad on emergency response and evacuation plans. 

The Cdy of Pasadena maintains a citywide emergency response plan, which goes into effect at the onset of a major 
disaster (e.g., a major earthquake). The Fire Marshall maintains the disaster plan. In case of a disaster, the Fire 
Marshall is responsible for implementing the plan, and the Pasadena Police Department devises evacuation routes 
based on the specific circumstance of the emergency. 

The City has pre-planned evacuation routes for dam inundation areas associated with Devil's Gate Dam, Eaton Wash, 
and the Jones Reservoir. According to the adopted 2002 Safety Element of the General Plan Plate 3-1. the projed 
site is not within any of these dam inundation areas. 

There are no areas in the City designated as eligible for flood insurance by the Federal Emergency Management 
Administration (FEMA). No impad is expected. 

h. Expose people or structures to a signilkant risk of loss, injury or death involving wildland fires, including 
where wildlands an, adjacent to urbanized areas or where residences are intermixed with wildlends? ( ) 

WHY? According to the 2002 adopted Safety Element of the General Plan. Plate 4-2 Wldfire Hazard Map, the project 
site is in an area of low fire hazard. The projed is located approximately 0.60 miles from Fire Station #32 at 2424 E. 
Villa Street (located on the southeast camer of Carmelo Avenue and Villa Street). Project plans must be reviewed and 
approved by the Building Division and the Fire Depaltment prior to issuance of any permits. Existing fire protection 
services are available to serve the projed, and the pmjed will not substantially increase demand for such services. 
Impact will be less than significant. 
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1 HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY. Would the project: 

a. Violate any water quality standards or waste d~scharge requirements? ( ) 

[XI 

WHY? The project will not violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements. The projed must 
comply wilh federal Water Pollution Control Act (Clean Water Act) National Pollution Disposal Elimination System 
(NPDES) perml requirements and the City's Storm Water and Urban Runoff Control Regulations. 

There are no bodies of water near the project, whose surface waters would receive any discharge from the project. 
However, if there is water runoff from the site, this runoff may be discharged via Los County Flood Control Channels 
into the San Pedro Bay. 

The projed is not located near any significant body of fresh or marine water 

The applicant will be required to submit to the Deparlment of Public Works and Building Division a grading plan and 
drainage plan and the hydrology study for review and approval prior to the issuance of a building permit, showing 
compliance with the City's National Pollution Disposal Elimination System (NPDES) permits. The grading and 
drainage plan and the hydrology study shall be prepared by an engineer registered in the State of California. The 
hydrology study shall include calculations for the quantities of storm runoff for the pre-development and post- 
development condeions and how drainage will be handled. On-sle drainage shall be connected to an off-sRe drainage 
system. The applicant will be required to utilize standard measures, such as scheduling grading during the dry 
season. using hay or non-toxjc chemicals to stabilize exposed soils, cleaning up at the end of each day, andlor other 
methods lo limit the amount of sediment and construction debris carried away by runoff during construction. 
Compliance wilh this standard requirement will ensure a less than significant impact overthe short term. 

Currently, the site is developed with an auto repair garage, an officehndustrial building, a self-storage facitlity with 
parking. The pmjed will not inaease the area of on-site impervious surfaces, resuking in increased stonnwater runoff 
during the long term. The applicant will be required to comply with the City's Standard Urban S tomate r  
Management Plan (SUSMP) requirements, which compel the fint % of an inch of stormwater be cleansed prior l o  
discharge. Since existing on-site runoff is not subject to SUSMP requirements, the project is expected to improve the 
qualily of on-site surface. 

Prior to the issuance of any demolition, grading, or construction permits for this projed, the developer shall submit a 
detailed plan indicating the method of SUSMP compliance. Due to the existing building regulations and the 
submission, and approval and implementation of a drainage plan, there will be no signifwnt impact from surface 
runoff. 

b. Substantially deplete goundwater supplies or interfere substantiaNy with woundwater recharge such that 
there wouM be a net &licit in aquifer volume or a lowering of the local gounbvater table level (e.g., me 
@uclion rate of pre-existing nearby wells would dmp to a level which would not suppori existing land uses 
or planned uses for which permits h a w  been ganted)? ( ) 

0 0 [XI 0 

WHY? The project will use the existing water supply system provided by the Pasadena Department of Water and 
Power and the existing sewer provided by the Depallment of Public Works. Therefore, there will be no dired additions 
or withdrawals from the ground waters. Moreover there is no known aquifer condition in the project site or in the 
surrounding area, which could be intercepted by excavation forthe project. 

Under normal operation the project will use approximately 10,052 gallons of water per day. The source of some of the 
water from the Pasadena Water and Power Department is ground water, stored in the Raymond Basin. 
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During drought conditions, the project must comply with the Water Shortage Procedures Ordinance (Chapter 13 of the 
Pasadena Municipal Code) and shall consume 90% of expected consumption. 

c. Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including through the alteration of the 
course of a stream or river, in a manner, which wouM result in substantial erosion or siltatian o n a  off-site? 
I )  

WHY? The projed building footprint will cover approximately 71% of the site as compared to the present use, which 
occupies 53% of the she. Storm and other water runoff will therefore increase. 

Increased paving or building foot print will reduce water percolating into the soil to replenish the water table and will 
increase storm and irrigation water flowing into storm drain facillies. However, the drainage of surface water from the 
projed will be controlled by building regulations and directed towards the City's existing streets. Rood control channels, 
storm drains and catch basins. The applicant shall submit a site drainage plan for review and approval by the Building 
Division and the Department of Public Works prior to the issuance of a building permit. Due to the existing building 
regulations and the submission, approval and implementation of a drainage plan there will be no significant impad 
from surface runoff. 

According to the 2002 adopted Safety Element of the Ciy  of Pasadena Comprehensive General Plan, most properties 
in the City are not normally subjed to flooding. Properties near the base of the San Gabriel Mountains might be 
subjed to flooding. 

d. Substantially alter the existing drainape pattern of the site or area, including Mrough the alteration of the 
course of a stream or river, or substantially increase the rate w amount of swfam runoff in a manner, which 
wouM result in Wing on- or off-site? ( ) 

0 0 0 [XI 

WHY? The City of Pasadena contains two streams the Arroyo Sew and Eaton Creek; the project is not located near 
either stream. The project will not substantially alter the course of these streams or any ravines or gullies on the site. 
No impact is expected. 

e. Create or contribute runoff watar, which would exceed the capacity of existing or planned stonnwater 
drainage systems or provide substantial additional sources of polluted rumW ( ) 

[XI 

WHY? The projed site is adequately sewed by existing stormwater drainage systems. The applicant will be required 
to submit to the Department of PuMic Works and Building Division a grading plan and drainage plan and the hydrology 
study for review and approval prior to the issuance of a building permit, showing compliance with the C i ' s  National 
Pollution Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permits. The grading and drainage plan and the hydrology study 
shall be prepared by an engineer registered in the Slate of California. The hydrology study shall indude calculations 
for the quantities of storm runoff for the predevelopment and postdevelopment conditions and how drainage will be 
handled. On-site drainage shall be connected to an off-site drainage system. The applicant will be required to utilize 
standard measures, such as scheduling grading during the dry season, using hay or non-toxic chemicals to stabilize 
exposed soils, deaning up at the end of each day, andlor other methods to limit the amount of sediment and 
construction debris carried away by runoff during construction. Compliance with this standard requirement will ensure 
a less than significant impact over the short term. 

f. Otherwise substantially &wade watar quality? ( ) 
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WHY? The project will not substantially degrade water quality during construdion or operation. Runoff will be 
controlled during construction using required Best Management Pradices. There are no known hazardous materials 
that would be disturbed during construction. The project will be connected to the existing water, sewer and storm drain 
systems so there will be no direct impact on groundwater qualiiy. No impad is expeded. 

g. Place housing within a 100-year Rood hazerd area as mapped on a federal Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood 
Insurance Rate Map or dam inundation area as shown in the City of Pasadena adopted Safety Element of 
the General Plan or other Rood or inundation delineation map? ( ) 

WHY? According to the Dam and Water Resources Map Plate 3-1 of the adopted 2002 Safety Element of the City's 
adopted General Plan, the projed is not located in a dam inundation area. No impad is expected. 

h. Plsce within a IOOyear Rood hazard a r m  slnrdures, which would impede or redired Mod tlows? ( ) 

0 0 0 [XI 

WHY? The entire Cay of Pasadena is in Zone D on the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) map 
Community Number 065050. In Zone D the C i y  is not required to implement any flood plain management regulations. 
According to the State of California Seismic Hazard Zone map. Pasadena, Mt. Wilson Quadrangle, the project site is 
not in an area subjed to either liquefaction or earthquake-induced landslides. The 2002 adopted Safety Element of 
the General Plan Plate 1-3 does not show the project site to be located in an area subject to liquefadion or 
earthquake-induced landslides. The 2002 adopted Safety Element of the General Plan, Plate 2 4  Slope Distribution 
Map, also shows that the pmjed site is in an area where the slopes are less than 10degrees. Any slope instabilty will 
be controlled by existing Cly  regulations; therefore impact will be less than significant. As required, the applicant shall 
submit to the Building Division a soils report for review and approval. See responses to Geology and Soils 9.a. iii and 
9.b.iv regarding seismic hazards such as liquefadion and landslides and 9.b soil erosion and the response to 1 l . i  
below. 

i. Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving Wding, including lboding 
as a result o f  Me failure of a levee or dam? ( ) 

[XI 

WHY? According to the Dam and Water Resources Map Plate > I ,  of the adopted 2002 Safety Element of the Cly's 
adopted General Plan, the project is not located in a dam inundation area. No impact is expected. 

There are no significant bodies of water either in or near the City of Pasadena, which could subject the Cty to tidal 
waves. An on-site drainage system will convey storm water runoff to desbnated flood control facilities. 

j. Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudllow? ( ) 

WHY? The City of Pasadena is not located near any inland bodies of water or the Pacific Ocean to be inundated by 
either a seiche or tsunami. The 2002 adopted Safety Element of the General Plan Plate 1-3 does not show the project 
site lo be located in an area subjed to liquefadion or earthquake-induced landslides. The 2002 adopted Safely 
Element of the General Plan. Plate 2-4 Slope Distribution Map, also shows that the project s le  is in an area where the 
slopes are less than 10-degrees. Any slope instability will be controlled by existing C l y  regulations: therefore impad 
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As required, the applicant shall subml to the Building Division a soils report for review and 

12. LAND USE AND PLANNING. Would the projed: 

a. Physically divide an existing community? ( ) 

WHY? The project will not physically divide an existing community. The proposal is an expansion of an existing use 
h i c h  will be contained within the existing property boundaries. There is no new or additional parcel invdved in this 
application. Further, warehousing and storage use allowed under the original PD plan has been in operation at this 
site in a manner that has been compatible with other commercial uses in the area. 

The General Plan Land Use element identities the pmjed site as General Commercial. The self-storage faciliy is 
consistent with the General Plan land use designation, as shown in the adopted 1994 Land Use Element. The projed 
Site is zone Planned Development (PD-11 Foothill Boulevard, Craig Avenue, and Whie Street). Under this zoning, all 
regulations not specifically stated are deferred to the base district CG (General Commercial). On January 2003, the 
Pasadena City Council adopted an ordinance prohibiting new construction of self-storage facilities in the CL (Limited 
Commemal). CG (General Commercial). IG (General Industrial). and CD (Central Didrid) zoning distrids. The self- 
storage use at this site predates the ordinance adopted by the City Council: therefore, the self-storage facility became 
a nonconforming use. Pursuant to Chapter 17.78 of the Pasadena Municipal Code, a Conditional Use Permit is 
required for the expansion of nonconforming uses. 

As part of a future expansion, the applicant is proposing an amendment to the original PD plan to construct a four- 
story. 77,650-square foot self-storage structure with 23 parking spaces in an area previously designated for parking. 
The amendment, if approved, will provide for additional square footage and continuation of the existing used on the 
eastem portion of the site. Following approval of the PD amendment, a Condiitional Use Permit application is required 
forthe expansion of the self-storage faality as a nonconforming use. 

b. Conflicl with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation of an agency with jurisdiction over the p j e c t  
(including, but not limited to the general plan, specific plan, or zoning ordinam) adopted for the purpose of 
avoiding or mitigating an environmental effed? ( ) 

WHY? The General Plan Land Use element identifies the projed site as General Commercial. The self-storage 
facility is consistent with the General Plan land use designation, as shown in the adopted 1994 Land Use Element. 
The projed site is zone Planned Development (PD-11). According to this PD, all regulations not specifically stated in 
the planned development are deferred to the base commercial distrid (CG). On January 2003, the Pasadena City 
Council adopted an ordinance prohibiting new constmiion of self-storage facilities in commercial zones, including the 
CG (General Commercial) zoning districts. The self-storage use predates the ordinance adopted by the City Council: 
therefore, the self-storage facility became a nonconfoning use. Pursuant to Chapter 17.76 of the Pasadena 
Municipal Code, expansion of nonconforming uses are allowed with the approval of a Conditional Use Permit. 
Therefore, in accordance with Section 17.76.030 'Aneralions and enlargements of nonconforming uses and 
structures", the applicant has submitted an application for a Conditional Use P e n l  to expand the existing set-storage 
facility. See also 12.a. 

An expansion of the existing use (self-storage) to the eastelly portion of the site is proposed as part of a future 
development (Phase 3) on the site. An amendment to the original PD plan will mitigate the impad by establishing 
standards that are consistent with the intent of the PD zone. Following approval of the PD amendment, a Conditional 
Use Permit application is required for the expansion of the self-storage facility as a nonconforming use 
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c. Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan (HCP) or natural commundy conservation plan 
(NCCP)? ( ) 

WHY? As of July 2003, there was no Habitat Conservation or Natural Community Conservation Plans in Pasadena. 
No impact is expected. 

13. MINERAL RESOURCES. Would the prqect: 

a. Resun in Me loss of availability of 8 known miner81 resource that would be of value to the region and the 
residents of Me state? ( ) 

WHY? The Final Environmental Impact Report for the adopted 1994 Land Use and Mobility Elements of the City's 
General Plan stales that there are two areas in Pasadena, which may contain mineral resources of sand, gravel and 
stone Eaton Wash, and Devils Gate Reservoir. The project is not near these areas. No impact is expeded. 

b. Resulf in Me loss of availability of a locaIIy-imprfant mineral resource recovery site delineated on a local 
general plan, specilic plan w other land use plan? ( ) 

WHY? There are no locally important mineral-resource rewvery sites delineated by the City of Pasadena Land Use 
Element of the Comprehensive General Plan. The 1994 certified final EIR for this element states that there are two 
areas within Pasadena which contain aggregate for making Portland cement, one in the Arroyo Sew, the other in 
Eaton Canyon These areas are zoned for Open Space uses and are not currently being mined. There are no 
mineral-resource rewvery sites shown in the Hahamongna Watershed Park Master Plan. The 1999 'Aggregate 
Resources in the Los Angeles Metropolitan Area" map published by the Caliomia Department of Conselvation, 
Division of Mines and Geology shows no aggregate resources within the City of Pasadena. 

14. NOISE. Will the projed result in: 

a. Exposure of persons to or g e m t i o n  of noise ktvels in excess of standards established in the local general 
plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies? ( ) 

WHY7 The project itself will not lead to a significant increase in ambient noise. Noise generated by construction 
activities may have a short-term impact and noise from air conditioning and heating systems may increase the existing 
level of ambient noise afler construction. Significant long-term impacts are not anticipated. The project will adhere to 
City regulations governing hours of construction, noise levels generated by construction and mechanical equipment. 
and the allowed level of ambient noise (Chapter 9.36 of the Pasadena Municipal Code). 

Regulations in the Municipal Code regarding ambient noise levels apply to stationary noise sources. The Noise 
Restrictions Ordinance does not regulate traffic noise. 

The impact from construction noise will be short-term and limited to normal working hours (7 a.m. to 9 p.m. Monday 
through Saturday in or within 500 feet of a residential area) in accordance with City regulations. A construction related 
traffic plan would be required to ensure that truck routes for transportation of materials and equipment are established 
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with consideration for sensitive uses in the neighborhood. A traffic and parking plan for the construction phase will be 
submitted for approval to the Traffic Engineer in the Public Works and Transportation Department and to the Zoning 
Administrator prior to the issuance of any permits. 

The project must comply with the City's Noise Reslridions Ordinance (Chapter 9.36 of the Pasadena Municipal Code) 
and the California Sound Transmission Control Standards (CAC. Ti le 24, building Standards, Chapter 12 Appendix 
Section 1208A). According to the Noise Restridions Ordinance the allowed ambient noise level in which the project is 
located (Noise District Ill) is 60 dBA during the day (6a.m.-11 p.m.) and 50 dBA at night (11 p.m. to 6 a.m.). 

The 2002 adopted Noise Element of the Comprehensive General Plan contains ObjediVeS and poliaes to help 
minimize the effeds of noise from different sources. According to Figure 1. Guidelines for Noise Compatible Land 
Use, of this element this pmjed should be located in an area with a clearly to normally acceptable ambient noise range 
of 50-70 dBA. Land uses that are considered to be noise sensitive include but are not limited to: residences, hotels. 
single room occupancy buildings, gmup care and convalescent homes, schools, churches, libraries, performance halls. 
parks and hospitals. 

b. Exposwe of persons to or generation of excessive qoundbome vibration or qoundbome noise levels? ( ) 

WHY? The pmjed is not located near any ligM rail tracks or adjacent to a freeway. No impact is expeded 

c. A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the p r o w  vicinity above levels existing without 
thep.o@?( ) 

WHY? See response to 14.a. The Noise Restridions Ordinance (Pasadena Municipal Code Chapter 9.36) sets the 
allowed ambient noise level. The project will not increase ambient noise levels 

d A substanlial temporary or pe-ic inaease in ambient noise levels in Me pfojecl vicinity above levels 
existing without the project? ( ) 

WHY? The project will not cause a substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise levels. No impad is 
expeded. 

e. For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not been adopted, wilhin M o  
miles of a public aiipoll or public use a m ,  would the ppd  expose pea* residitg or working in the 
Ffojacf area to excessive noise levels? ( ) 

WHY? As of July 2003, there were no airports or airport land use plans within the City of Pasadena. Pasadena is part 
of the Burbank. Glendale, and Pasadena Airporl Authority, but the airport is in the City of Burbank. No impad is 
expected 

f. For a pmjecf wilhin the vicinity of a private airsfrip, would the projacf expose people residing or working in 
the pfojed area to excessive noise levels? ( ) 

0 0 0 
21692233 E. Fwft#ill Blvd. Initial Study 
CondiUoal Use Pennit (CUP MOSS) 



Potentially Significant 
Unless 

Less Than 
Significant Mitigation is 

Significant No Impact 
Impact 

Incorporated 
lmpact 

WHY? The project is not within the vicinly of the Police Heliport or the Fire Camp in the Arroyo Sew. No impad is 
expeded. 

16. POPULATION AND HOUSING. Would the project: 

a. Induce substantial populatmn gowth in an area, either direclly (for example, by proposing new homes and 
businesses) or indirectly (for example, through exlension of roads or other infrastructure)? ( ) 

WHY? The projed is in a developed area where all the major infrastmcture is in place. The project may r B U l  in a 
potential net gain of 5 persons to the residential population. Improvements needed to connect this project to the 
existing infrastructure will be the responsibility of the applicant. Since the project is in conformance with the existing 
General Plan and zoning land-use designations this gain will not be significant. 

b. Displace substantial numbers of existing housing, necessitating the construction of replacement housing 
elsewhere? ( ) 

WHY? The proled does not involve the demolition of any housing units nor will it displace substantial number of 
existing housing. 

Using generation figures from the 1990 Transportation Housing and Child Care Survey' taken in Pasadena, the net 
gain of five employees would create a need for one housing unit. The survey found that approximately 45.9% of 
Pasadena employees renl or lease their housing; therefore there might be a demand for one rental unit. Units to 
house employees, who move to the Cily, might be found among existing vacant units or from new units buiH within the 
cay. 

c. Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating Me construction of replacement housing elsewhere? 
I )  

0 0 0 

WHY? The proposed will not involve the demolion of any housing units; therefore, the w e d  would not displace any 
people. 

i6.  PUBLIC SERVICES. WIN the pmjed resun in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision 
of new or physically anered governmental facilities, need for new or physically anered governmental facilities, the 
conslrudion of which could cause significant environmental impads, in order to maintain acceptable service 
ratios, response times or other performance objedives for any of the public services: 

a. Fire Protedion? ( ) 

WHY? The project site is located in a low wildfire hazard area according to the Wldfire Hazard Map (Plate 4-2) of the 
adopted 2002 Safety Element of the City's General Plan. The projed is located 0.7 miles from Fire Station #32 at 
2424 E. Villa Street (southeast comer of Vllla Street and Carmelo Avenue). Pmjed plans must be reviewed and 
approved by the Building Division and the Fire Department prior to issuance of any permits. Existing fire protection 
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services are available to serve the project, and the project will not substantially increase demand for such services. 
lmpad will be less than significant. 

b. Libraries? ( ) 

WHY? The pmjed is located one mile from the nearest branch library The C i y  as a whole is well served by as Public 
Information (library) System. No impad is expected. 

c. Pafis?( ) 

WHY? The projed is located 0.9 mile from the nearest park, Villa Park. According to Parks and Natural Resources 
staff, the City as a whole had 1.6 acres of parkland per 1000 residents in May 2002. The state standard in the Quimby 
A d  is 3.0 acres per 1.000 residents. 

The projed may increase the residential population by five (5) households. Addition of these households will not have 
a negative impad on parks. 

WHY? The proposed site is in an area which has reported low crime rates according to Police Department burglary 
statistics. The projed will not increase the need for police protection. However, the effed on police service is not 
significant, since this change is within the Police Department's scope of responsibility. lmpad will be kss  than 
significant. 

WHY? The City of Pasadena colleds a Pasadena Unified School District (PUSD) Construdion tax on all new 
construdion. Payment of this fee mitigates any impads on schools. 

The projed may generate five (5) employees of which one will move to Pasadena. According to the 1990 Nexus 
Survey of Employees, of these employees 34.58% or two (2) will have chiMren under 13 years of age. Each employee 
with children has an average of 1.71 children; therefore approximately three (3) children who are or will be of school 
age could enroll in the Pasadena Unified Schwl Distrid. This is not a significant impad on the Distrid. 

In M 2004 a school development impad fee of $0.33 per square foot is collected on commerual construction of 
pmjeds exceeding 500 square feet (S.03 is wlleded on self-storage uses). This fee helps pay for the cost of new 
children enrolling in the school distrid as a resun of commercial development. PuMic facilities, public schools and 
churches are exempt from this fee. 

f. Other public facilities? ( ) 
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WHY? The project's development may result in additional maintenance of public facillies. However, the projected 
revenue to the City in terms of impact fees, increased property taxes (and additional sales tax), and development fees 
will lower this impact to a level that is not signifcant. 

17. RECREATION. 

a. WouM the project increase Me use of existing neighborhood and f-9gi0nal parks cf other fe~eatiof lal 
faditties such that substantial physical deterioration ofthe facility would occur or be aocelersted? ( ) 

WHY? The project is located 0.9 mile from the nearest park. Villa Parke. Recreational opportunities in the vicinity 
have already been established and the proposed project of the expansion of a nonconforming use, self-storage faaliy, 
will not impact their quality or quantity. The park, Villa Park, can absorb this potential increase in use. The project 
may generate one resident to the community who may use neighborhood and regional parks. No impact is expected. 

b. Does the prow include recreational facilities or require the constmcfion or expension of recreetional 
facilities, wirich might have an adverse physical eifed on the environment? ( ) 

WHY? The project contains no recreational fadlies. The proposed project is an expansion of a nonconforming use 
(self-storage facility) with the constmction of 83.100-square feat for Phase 2 and the amendment to the PD-11 zoning 
district to allow for the construction of 77.650-square feet for Phase 3. No impact is expected. 

18. TRANSPORTATIOWRAFFIC. Would the project: 

a. Cause an i m a s e  in tram that is substantial in relation to the exisling traflic load and capacity of the street 
system (i.e., result in a substantial i m a s e  in either the number of vehicle trips, the volume to capacity ratio 
on roads, or congestion at intemeclions)? ( ) 

WHY? The projed is located on a street (Foothill Boulevard) that is identified as a Principal Mobility Corridor in the 
1994 adopted Mobility Element of the General Plan. In the W!IC~ptually adopted 2003 Mobiliiy Element, Foothill 
Boulevard is also designated as a Principal Mobility. 

A traffic report has been prepared for both the expansion proposed under Condiional Use Pemlit (Phase 2) and the 
future expansion (Phase 3) to be considered under the PD amendment. The traffic report is induded as Appendix A. 
The traffic study indicates a -54 net total trip generation fiom the Phase 2: this is due to the demolition of existing 
structures on the site (1.125-square foot automotive repair garage, 2.880-square foot office/industrial. 10.2Wsquare 
foot officelindustrial, and 400-square foot storage area). For the Phase 3 expansion the traffc study indicates a 
generation of 163 net total trips. 

Potential impacts on the following three intersections were analyzed by the study: (1) Foothill BoulevardlCraig Avenue: 
(2) Foothill Boulevard/Sien-d Madre Boulevard; and (3) Walnut StreeMoothill Boulevard. 

The traffic study for concludes that the: (1) Construction of the proposed pmjed is not anticipated to result in significant 
transpofiatiin impacts at three study intersections; (2) In the Cumulative (Future Year 2007) Base wndiions, future 
conditions without the implementation of the proposed expansion project, all three analyzed intersections would 
continue to operate at an acceptable LOS D or better during the weekday morning and evening peak hours: (3) In the 
Cumulative (Future Year 2007) plus Project wndiions, both A.M. and P.M. peak hour operating conditions would be 
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similar to those projected for the Curnulalive Base conditions. All three analyzed intersections will continue to operate 
at acceptable levels of service; and (4) The Cumulative (Future Year 2007) plus Projed conditions show that the 
proposed projed would not cause any significant t r a m  impads at any of the analyzed locations. 

b. Exceed, either individually or cumulatively, a level of service standard established by the county congesfion 
management agency for designated roads or highways? ( ) 

0 0 0 [XI 

WHY? The adopted 2002 Congestion Management Program prepared by the Metmpolian Transportation Agency 
lists LOS E as acceptable for the highway and road system. The projed is not located within a highway or road 
system as defined in the 2002 Congestion Management Program. The project will not irnpad this road system. 

c. Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including either an i m a s e  in traffic levels or a change in location 
that results in substantial safety risks? ( ) 

0 0 0 [XI 

WHY? The projed site is not within an airport land use plan or within two miles of a public airport or public use airport. 

As of July 2003 the nearest public use airport is in Burbank, which is operated by a Joint Powers Authority with 
representatives from the Cities of Burbank. Glendale, and Pasadena. Helipads are required on many high-rise 
bulldlngs for evacuatmg occupants in case of an emergency The police hellpoi 1s located at the eastern edge of the 
Arroyo Seco near the City's border w~th Ahadena Thls heliport is not open for publ~c use No Impad 1s expected 

d. Substantially increase hazards due to a design feature (e.g., sharp cwves or dangerous intersections) or 
incompatible uses (e.g., f a m  equipment)? ( ) 

[XI 

WHY? The projed has been evaluated by the Transportation Department and its impact on circulation due to the 
proposed use and its design, has been found not to be hazardous to traffic circulation either within the project or in the 
vicinity of the pmjed. No impad is expeded. 

e. Result in inadequate emergency access? ( ) 

0 0 0 [XI 

WHY? The ingress and egress for the site have been evaluated by the Transportation Department and was 
determined found to be adequate for emergency access and access to nearby uses. The projed must comply with all 
Building. Fire and Safety Codes and plans are subjed to review and appmval by the Department of Public Works. 
Transportation Department, Building Division, and Firm Department. No impad is expeded. 

f. Result in inadequate perking c a m ?  ( ) 
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WHY? Due to the inaeased intensity of land use, there will be an increased demand for parking. The parking 
proposed for Phase 2 is 11 parking spaces. According to the Zoning Code, the project would be required to provide 33 
parking spaces. The parking pmposed for Phase 3 is 23 parking spaces while the Code requires 31 parking spaces. 
Therefore, the applicant is requesting a parking variance. 

A parking study has been prepared for the proposed expansion under Phase 2 and Phase 3 of this project, which is 
included as Appendix B. The study analyzed weekday and Saturday parking demands at the existing on-site parking 
lots and at three other sites within the C i  of Pasadena, with similar characteristics to the proposed project. 

In addition to other findings, the parking study concluded that the proposed self-storage faality expansion projed 
would generate a peak demand of 7 parlcing spaces on Saturdays. The project is proposing to provide 11 parking 
spaces to serve the expansion component of the facility, which wouM be adequate. The access and circulation 
systems at this proposed project's surface parking lot are adequate and will function satisfactorily. 

The proposed amendment to the PD plan for the Phase 3 expansion would have similar characteristics, square 
footage, and similar operation as Phase 2. Wdh the propose expansion similar to Phase 2, it is determined that the 
expansion would yield the same results generating a peak demand of 7 parking spaces. 

A detailed parking study was prepared to assess the parking needs of the sef-storage fadlny and established the 
adequate parking ratio for this type of facility. The study analyzed weekday and Saturday parking demands at the 
existing on-site parking lots and at three other self-storage sites within Pasadena, with similar charader i t i i  to the 
proposed projed. Based on the observed weekday and Saturday parking demands, the peak parking demand rates 
were determined and the potential peak parking demand of the proposed project was estimated. In addition to other 
findings, the study concluded that provision of parking at a ratio of 1.48 parking spaces per 10,000 square feet would 
supply the demand generated by the self-storage uses. Applying this ratio to the self-storage use under the PD would 
require 40 parking spaces. The retail cwnponent (1.800 square feet) allowed under this amendment will require 2.5 
spaces per 1,000 square feet for a total of 5 palking spaces. The 5,000 square-foot office would require 15 spaces (3 
spaces per 1,000 square feet). The total number of spaces that would be required for all the uses is 80 parking 
spaces; the applicant is proposing to provide a minimum of 67. 

g. Contlicl wim adopted policies, plans, or p v m m s  supporting alternative transportation (e.g. bus twnouts, 
bicycle racks)? ( ) 

WHY? The proposed project will not resuh in a substantial impact upon the existing transportation system. 

The project is on a principal mobility corridor (Foothill Boulevard) according to the 1994 adopted Mobility Element of 
the General Plan. The pmjed is located near MTA bus route X l n  and near the Gold Line light rail line station on 
Allen Avenue and the Foothill Freeway (210 Fwy.) from Downtown Los Angeles to Pasadena according to the adopted 
1994 M o b i l i  Element of the General Plan. See also 18.a. and 18.b. 

19. UTIUTIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS. Would the project: 

a. Exceed wastewater heatment requirements oithe applicable Regional Water Qualily Control Board? ( ) 

hfflal Study 
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WHY? The project will not exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the California Regional Water Quality 
Contml Board. Los Angeles Region. Los Angeles County treats the City's wastewater. individual projeds are subjed 
to a LOS Angeles County fee when the project is hooked up to a sewer line. The Ciy  is within Los Angeles County 
Sanitation Distrid 18. There are not unusual wastes in the project's wastewater, which cannot be treated by L.A. 
County Sanitation District. No impact is expeded. 

b. Require or result in Me construction of new water or wastewater h-eatment facilities or expansion of existing 
facilities, the conslruction of which could cause significant envkvnmental effects? ( ) 

0 0 0 [XI 

WHY? The project will not resuh in the construction of new water or wastewater treatment facilities or expansion of 
existing faciliies. The Ciy's Water and P o w r  Department is responsible for water and water treatment faaliiies. 

Los Angeles County treats the City's wastewater, individual projects are subject to a Los Angeles County fee when the 
pmjed is hooked up to a sewer line. 

The Pasadena Water and Power Department. Water Division, can serve water to this projed site. There is several 
water services to this pmjed site, two 314-inch water service, two l-inch water service, a &inch water service, and a 6- 
inch fire service. The Water Division has indicated that these services may not be sufficient for the proposed projed 
and must be abandoned. The Water Division has also indicated that the size of the new service(s) necessary will be 
determined per the Uniform Plumbing Code when final building plans are submiied. Therefore, no impact is expected. 

c. Require or result tn the construction of new storm wsler clrenage facilities or expansion of existing facilities, 
the c o n W i o n  of which could cause signiiicanf environmental e m s ?  ( ) 

[XI 

WHY? The project will not require the construction of new stormwater drainage facilities or the expansion of existing 
fadlities. The project is located in a developed urban area where storm drainage is provided by existing streets, storm 
drains, flood control channels, and catch basins. The project development will not resun in the need for a new or 
substantial aneration to the existing drainage system. 

Further, the project must have an on-site drainage plan approved by the Building Offiaal and the Deparlment of Public 
Works orior to the issuance of anv buildino oermits. Anv on-site imorovements needed to ~rov ide drainaoe or to con- " 
ned the project with the existing dity drainage system a& the respo;lsibility of the applicant: 

The projed is subjed to the requirements of the City's Storm Water and Urban runoff Control Regulation Ordinance 
that implements the requirements of the Regional Water Qualiiy Control Board's Standard Urban Storm Water 
Miliiation Plan (SUSMP). Prior to the issuance of any demolition, grading, or construction permits for this projed, the 
developer shall submit a detailed plan indicating the method of SUSMP compliance. 

The C i y  of Pasadena through Ordinance 6837 adopted the Standard Urban Storm Water Mi iat ion Plan 
recommended by the California Regional Water Quality Control' Board, Los Angeles Region. This ordinance enables 
the City to be part of the municipal storm sewer permit issued by the Los Angeles Region to the County of Los 
Angeles. The City Council is committed If to adopting any changes made to the Standard Urban Storm Water 
Mitigation by the California regional Water Quality Control Board, Los Angeles Region. lmpad will be less than 
significant. 

d. Have sutlTcient water supplies available to serve Me project liom exisiing entitlements and resources, or are 
new or expanded entitlements needed? ( ) 

0 0 [XI 0 
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WHY? According to the Water Division of the Pasadena Water and Power Department, there are sufficient water 
supplied available to serve the projed from ex*ting entiUements and resources. The adequacy of water supply is a 
potential problem for all new development since the Southern California region has been known lo  experience periods 
of drought and needs a long-term reliable water supply. This project will result in water consumption of 10,174 gallons 
per day. The current use consumes approximately 7,247 gallons of water per day. The proposed use would have a 
decrease in water consumption of 2,927 gallons of water per day. However, this pmjed will be required to canply with 
the Cily's Water Shortage Procedures Ordinance during periods of drought, thereby reducing monthly consummion to 
90 percent of the expeded mnsumption for this type oiland use. ~urther, the ~ a i e r  ~ iv is ion of the Pasadena Water 
and Power Deoartment has reviewed this oroied and determined that the Citv can serve a. Installation of dumbino will 
be inspected by a Building Division Code ~nforcement Inspector prior to~issuance of a Cetiicate of'~ccup&cy. 
Compliance with this standard procedure will ensure e less than signifcant impact. 

The projed does not affed any of the local groundwater rechatge spreading grounds. The pmjed is not expeded to 
result in unusual runoff that could affed groundwater quality. The pmjed will be required to comply with lhe City's 
Standard Urban Stonwater Management Plan (SUSMP) requirements, which compel the first 314 of an inch of 
stormwater be cleansed prior to discharge. The projed will not change the qualiy, diredion or rate of flow of 
groundwater or introduce any substances into it. 

e. Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider, which srnves w may serve Me projeci that it 
has adequate capeclty to serve ihe pJect's pojeded demand in addition to Me , m W s  existing 
cwnmihnents? ( ) 

WHY7 See responses to 19 a. and b 

I Be served by a landrill wiih sumdsn! p?nni?ted capacirv to acawnmodate the proied's solid wesle disposal 
needs?( ) 

WHY? The projed can be served by a landfill with sufficient permRted capacity to accommodate the project's Mlid 
Waste disposal needs. The City of Pasadena is served primarily by Scholl Canyon landfill, which as of July 2003 has a 
22-year capacity. and secondarily by Puente Hills, which was repemitted in 2003 for 10 years. 

The projed is located in a developed urban area and within the City's refuse collection area. The projed will not resun 
in the need for a new or in substantial alteration to the existing system of solid waste collection and disposal. 

g. Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and regulations related to solid waste? ( ) 

WHY7 The projed will comply with applicable statutes and regulations related to solid waste. 

The applicant is requlred to submit a program to the Department of PuMlc Works Solid Waste for recydmg solid waste 
Th~s program mud be approved by the Public Works Solid Waste DMSIO~ wlor to the issuance of anv buildino oermas - ~~~, - - ~ ~ - ~ ~ - r - ~  ~ 

The prociram must contain recycling for office paper, corrugated cardboard: mixed glass and green waste. 

In 1992, the City adopted the 'Source Reduction and Recycling Element' to comply with the California Integrated 
Waste Management Ad. This a d  requires a 25% reduction in solid waste before 1905 and a 505 reduction before 
2001, based on the solid waste generated in 1990. 

In accordance with the Construdion and Demolition Ordinance. Chapter 8.82 of the Pasadena Municipal Code, the 
applicant must submit a Const~d ion Waste Management Plan, if the project meets any of the following thresholds: 
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1. Residential additions of 1,000 or more gross square feet; 
2. Tenant improvement of 3,000 or more square feet; 
3. New strudures of 1,000 or more gross square feet; 
4. Demollion of 1.000 or more gross square feet; and 
5. All City public works and construction projects, which are awarded pursuant to competitive bid 

procedure established by Chapter 4.08 of the Pasadena Municipal Code. 

20. EARLIER ANALYSIS. 
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 Sedion 
15063(c)(3)(D). Eallier analyses are discussed in Section 18 at the end of the checklist. 

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

On April 18. 1994 and May 16. 1994, the C i i  of Pasadena adopted i s  Revised General Plan's Mobility and 
Land Use Elements. respedivdy. A Program Environmental Impad Report (EIR) was adopted. A Program 
Environmental lmpad Report (EIR) was adopted. This program EIR focused its analysis on Land Use; 
Population. Employment and Housing; Transportation and Circulation; geology: Hydrology and Water 
Qualiiy; Air Quality; Noise: Biological Resources: Utilities: Public Services; AestheticNisual Impads; and 
Cultural Resources. For all these impacts, the EIR aentiied mitigation measures that would reduce the 
potential impact to insignificant levels. The revised Mobility Element, which was approved in concept by the 
City Council April 7, 2003, does not list the lowest acceptable LOS as of Odober 2003. A traffic study and 
parking study was submined for the pmjed and is attached as Appendix A and Appendix B. The following 
documents were used in analyzing the Initial Study: 

INITIAL STUDY REFERENCE DOCUMENTS 

Document 

Alquist-Prido Earthquake Fault Zoning Act, California Public Resources Code, revised January 1,1994 
official Mt. Wilson, Los Angeles and Pasadena quadrant maps were released March 25, 1999. 
Alquist-Prido Earthquake Fault Maps the oRcial Los Angeles and Mt. Wilson, quadrant maps were released 
in 1977 . . . . - . . . 
CEQA Air Quality Handbook, South Coast Air Quality Management District, revised 1993 
East Pasadena Soecific Plan Overtav District. Citv of Pasadena Plannino and Develoment DeDartment. . . - 
codified 2001 
Energy Element of the General Plan, City of Pasadena, adopted 1983 
Fair OakslOranoe Gmve Soecilic Plan Overlav Didrid. C iv  of Pasadena Plannina and Develoment . , " 
Department codified 2002 ' 
Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR) Land Use and Mobilty Elements of the General Plan, C iy  of 
Pasadena, certified 1094 
2000-2005 Housing Element of the General Plan. City of Pasadena. adopted 2002. 
lnclusionary Housing Ordinance Pasadena Municipal Code Chapter 17.71 Ordinance #6868 
Land Use Element of the General Plan. City of Pasadena. adopted 1994 
Mobiliiy Element of the General Plan, City of Pasadena, adopted 1994 
Noise Element of the General Plan, City of Pasadena, adopted 2002 
Noise Protection Ordinance Pasadena Municjpal Code Chapter 9.36 Ordinances # 51 18.6132.6227.6594 
and 6854 
North Lake Specific Plan Overlay District. City of Pasadena Planning and Development Department. Codified 
1997 
Regional Comprehensive Plan and Guide. 'Growth Management Chapter.' Southern California Association of 
Governments. June 1994 
Safety Element of the General Plan. City of Pasadena. adopted 2002 
Scenic Highways Element of the General Plan, Cay of Pasadena, adopted 1675 
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Seismic Hazard Maps. Califomia Department of Conservation, official Mt. Wlson, Los Angeles and 
Pasadena quadrant maps were released March 25.1999. The preliminary map for Condor Peak was 
released in 2002. 
South Fair Oaks Specific Plan Overlay Distrid Planning and Development, codified 1998 
State of California "Aggregate Resource in the Los Angeles Metropolitan Area" by David J. Beeby. Russell 
V. Miller, Robert L. Hill, and Robert E. Grumvald. Miscellaneous map no. .010, copyright 1999, Califomia 
Department of Conservation, Division of Mines and Geology 
Storm Water and Uhan Runoff Contrd Regulations n Pasadena Municipal Code Chapter 8.70 Ordinance 
ma37 
Transportation, Housing, and Child Care Survey: A Report Describing the Results and Findings of a Survey 
of Employees in the City of Pasadena, Child Care Planning Associates for the City of Pasadena, April 11. 
I990 
Tree Proledion Ordinance Pasadena Muniapal Code Chapter 8.52 Ordinance # 6896 

West Gateway Specific Plan Overlay Distrid, City of Pasadena Planning and Development Department 
codified 2001 
Zoning Code, Chapter 17 of the Pasadena Municipal Code 

A copy of the Fmal Program EIR, the traffc study and parkmg study, and the above documents are avadable 
for revlew at the Citv of Pasadena. Perm11 Center. Hale BulM~na. Plannmo and Develoomenl Demrtment -. ~ - - - 7  ~ - - 7 - ~ ~  ~ ~ ..... 
175 North Gafield ~benue, ~asade'na, CA 91109. 

b) lmpads Adequately Addressed. ldentlfy which effeds from the above checklist were within the scope of and 
adequatelv analyzed in an earlier document wrsuanl to a~dicable leaal standards. and state whether such 
effedts wire addressed by mitigation measkes based on' the earti& analysis. Transportationltraffic - A 
traffic study was submitted for the projed and analyzed. No mitigation measures for traffic were required for 
this pmjed. 

c) Mitigation Measures. For effeds that are "IeS than Signhicant with Mitigation Measures Incorporated,' 
describe the mitigation measures, which were incorporated or refined from the eallier documents and the 
extent to which address site-specific conditions for the project. tVA 

21. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE. 

a. Does the project have the potential to depgde Me quelrfy of the envbnment, substantially reduce the 
habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife populatbn to drop below sen-sustaining levels, 
threaten to eliminate a plant or animal cummunity, reduce the number Or restrict Me range of a rare or 
endangered plant or animal w eliminate impwtant examples of the major periods of Califomia history or 
pfehistory? ( ) 
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WHY7 As discussed in this Checklist. the project will not substantially degrade the quality of the environment. The 
project may eliminate important examples of the major periods of California history as dixussed in item 7.a. Cultural 
Resource; but, however mWiation measures are proposed for the project. As discussed in Item 7.a. Cultural 
Resources, the building located at 2189 E. Foothill Blvd, appears to be eligible for listing in the National Register of 
Historic Places at the local level of significance. This building was built in 1952 and designed by a locally prominent 
archiied. Harold J. Bissner (1901-1 988). The building appears to qualrfy for the National Register under Criterion C, in 
that it embodies ?he distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or method of construction." The oftice portion of the 
building is a notable local example of Late Modemellnlemational Style archiedure fmm the 19SO's. The front portion 
of the building possesses a high level of integrity, and that it has no major alterations that would compromise its 
significance. The building represents one of two notable examples in Pasadena of high-style courtyard office building 
from the 1950s. Because the building's significance is based on the architectural style of the front of the building, staff 
determined that the removal of the rear portion would be a less than significant effect and would not jeopardize the 
significance of the front portion of the building. 

Properties eligible for listing in the National Register are automatically considered historic resources subject to CEQA. 
If the effeds of a project on a historic resource are significant and unavoidable, CEQA then requires mitigation or an 
EIR. The demoliion of historic resources usually cannot be mitigated by mere documentation of the resource (CEQA 
Guideline 15126.4). The impact on the historic resource could be mitigated by its preservation and incorporation into 
the orooosed oroied. Im~adS on the oreserved buildina could be mitioated throuah the desian review orocess, which 
wouid ensure'that the treatment of the preseved building is consistent with the Secretary o i  the interior's ~ta'ndards 
and that the design of the proposed project is compatible in height, location, setback. scale, massing, and style. A 
bulky, windowless building will likely be incompatible in scale and massing; the challenge will be to find an appropriate 
transition in scale, landscape buffer, and other devices to respect the image and form of the historic building. 

Proposed mitigation measures are as follows: 
I. Revise the site plan to preserve the existing office portion of the building and its landscaped courtyard in front 

of the building at 2189 E. Foothill Blvd. The treatment of the office building shall follow the Secretary of the 
Interiofs Standards for rehabilitation. 

2. If the fadory portion at the rear of the building is demolished, any new structure in that location shall be 
designed to be compatible with the historic resource. 

The projed site is located in an urbanized area and has been developed with an auto garage, officelindustrial, and 
warehousinglself-storage facility for many yean. No rare, threatened, or endangered biological resources are known 
to inhabit the site or used the site for migration or breeding. The project will not affect any fish, wildlife, or plant 
species, either directly or indiredly. The projed will not threaten any plant or animal community or reduce the number 
or restrict the range of scarce or endangered plant or animal Compliance with the City's requirements as discussed in 
this initial study will ensure a less than significant effect. 

b. Does Me project have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively considerable? ('Cumulatively 
considerable" means that Me incremenfal effeds of a pujed are cunsiderable when viewed in cunn8cfion 
with the effeds of past projects, the effects of other current projects, and the effects of probable future 
Iwoiect?f ) 

WHY? As discussed in this Initial Study, the projed is an expansion of a legal nonconforming use (warehousinglself- 
storage) with the construction of 81.300-square feet for Phase 2 and an amendment to an existing Planned 
Development (PD-11) with the construdion of 77.650-square feet for Phase 3 development. Following the approval of 
the PD amendment, a Conditional Use Permit application is required for the expansion of the self-storage faciliiy as a 
nonconforming use. 

Several future development projects are located east of this projed site. As discussed throughout this Initial Study 
Checklist, all projed impads will be less than significant or no impad. No evidence exists suggesting that the pmjed 
will substantially contribute to any cumulative impacts. In the case of air quality, mitigation measures for construction 
were identified. The mitigation measures imposed on the project would reduce the impacts to less than significant 
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levels. In the case of traffic, it was concluded that the three study intersections. Foothill BoulevardlCraig Avenue, 
Foothill BoulevardlSierra Madre Boulevard, and Walnut Streelffoothill Boulevard would not be significantly impacted 
bv the Drowsed Droiect durino the A.M. andlor P.M. neak hours. The traffic rewrt takes into account cumulative trafI% 
effeds'of develo&&t projed; in the area. 

The CEQA's Guidelines (Section 15064(i)(2) indicate that a projed's contribution to a significant cumulative impad 
may be rendered less than cumulatively considerable and thus not significant. Sedion 15064(i)(2) further states that 
when the project might contribute to a significant cumulative impact, but the contribution will be rendered less than 
cumulatively significant through mitiiation measures. No mitigation measures were required for traffic. Standard City 
procedures and requirements address such potential impads, as discussed through this Initial Study Checklist In the 
case of long-term air quality impads, the project does not meet the South Coast Air Quality Management District 
(SCAQMD) impad thresholds. Therefore, the projed will not substantially contribute to potential cumulative impads or 
resun in cumulalive considerable impacts. 

c. Does the pmjed have environmental efects which will cause substantial adverse effects on human beings. 
either direct& or indiredly? ( ) 

WHY? As discussed throughout this Initial Study Checklist, the projed will not result in significant environmental 
effects on human beings. In the case of air quality, mitigation measures for construction were identified to reduca the 
impacts to less than significant levels. In the case of transportatiorutraffic the t r a m  study analysis concluded that the: 
(1) Construction of the proposed projed is not anticipated to result in significant transportation impads at three study 
intersedions; (2) In the Cumulative (Future Year 2007) Base conditions, future conditions without the implementation 
of the proposed expansion project, all three analyzed intersections would continue to operate at an acceptable LOS D 
or better during the weekday morning and evening peak hours; (3) In the Cumulative (Future Year 2007) plus Pmjed 
conditions, both A.M. and P.M. peak hour operating conditions would be similar to those projected for the Cumulative 
Base conditions. All three analyzed intersedions will continue to operate at amptable levels of service; and (4) The 
Cumulative (Future Year 2007) plus Projed conditions show that the proposed project would not cause any significant 
traffic impads at any of the analyzed locations. No mligation measures were required for traffic. Existing rules and 
regulations are adequate to ensure that any hazardous materials on the site, such as asbestos andlor lead-based 
paint, are safely remediated. Therefore, the projed will not substantially contribute to potential cumulative impacts or 
result in cumulative considerable impacts. 
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