
Attachment I 
Comments on Central District Specific Plan 

On September 23,2004, the City Council received comments on the Land Use 
Element, Mobility Element, Revised Zoning Code and Central District Specific 
Plan. Since then, the Planning and Development staff has organized the 
comments received on the draft Central District Specific Plan by chapter and 
made recommendations for changes based on those comments. The attached 
matrix provides the comments received and the associated response. 





Central District 
Specific Plan 

Chapter 
:haDter 2 -Contextual 
3ackqround 

Chapter 3 - Policy 
Framework 

1 Vision Statement 

Comment 
From: 

2ommunity 
Member 

Community 
Member 

Community 
Member 

Community 
Member 

Plann~ng 
Commission 

Old Pas. Sub- 
District 
Planning 
Group 

Pasadena 
Heritage 

Comment or 
Recommendation 

~ i h i b i t  4 -Historic Maps (p. 
15) map IS difficult to read. 

Map 3 -Land Use Patterns 
(1999) (p. 18) is inaccurate. 

Provides additional 
information and maps of 
existing building heights. 

Questions about existing 
setbacks on El Molino and 
maps. 

4dd support for K-12 
educat~on affordable 
houslng and maintaining a 
d~verse commun~ty to this 
chapter 

Preserving and enhancing 
historic buildings must be 
ensured. 

Restoration of historic 
structures should be 
encouraged. Adaptive reuse 
should be considered 
favorably when original uses 
of a historic building are 
infeasible. 

- 

Staff ~'comrnendation 
DRAFT - lOll3104 

~ Z o n a l e  

No change to plan 

No change to plan 

Add a map or table of 
existing building heights in 
the background section. 

No change to plan. 

Agree. Add these goals to 
the Central District 
objectives 

See change to Objective 7 
below. 

Add to Central District 
Objective 7 -Adaptive reuse 
should be considered 
favorably when original uses 
of a hktoric building are 
~nfeasible. 

-- 

These are scans of oldp~ 
jocuments and may not be able 
:o be more readable. 

This map was not intended to be 
accurate for each parcel, but to 
provide information about the 
werall character of each block. 

Information on exlsting building 
heights could be added to the 
background sect~on of the plan. 

Plan did not do a complete 
inventory of existing setbacks for 
each building. 

These goals were raised in 
community meetings. 

Plan does not intend to weaken 
any citywide policy for protection 
of h~storic resources. 

Will provide policy of support of 
adaptive reuse of historic 
buildings only if reusing the 
building for its historic use is 
infeasible. 
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Specific Plan 
Chapter 

Cha~ter 4 -District- 
Wide Land Use Concept 

Sub-District i 
/ Designation 

~ a n d ~ s e  
Distribution 
Residential 
Distribution 
Land Use Intensity 
Parking 
Considerations 

s Floor Area Ratios . Floor Area Ratio 
Bonuses 
Residential Density 

-- 
Comment 

From: 

Planning 
Zomrniss~or 

Planning 
Commission 

Community 
Member 

Old Pas. Sub- 
District 
Planning 
Grow 

Pasadena 
Heritage 

Comment or 
Recommendation 

vlore needs to be done to 
:reate affordable housing in 
he Central District. Expand 
his section. Reference the 
statute. 

I 39 - Change 4" bullet 
ioint to read ''- - 
The assrgned FARs W are 
:onslstent ' 

Map 10: Precinct Concept 

Change Old Pasadena 
Core Boundaries to 
include the STATS 
property and Green 
Hotel. 

Redraw Old Pasadena 
Historic Urban Core 
boundaries to include 
Fair Oaks. Raymond and 
Arroyo Parkway. 

Redraw Old Pasadena 
historic core to mirror the 
boundaries of the historic 
district or to reflect 
historic, current and 
future uses. 

Staff Recommendation 

Ixpand this section and 
eference the statute. 

:hange as requested. 

See Exhibit XX, which shows 
.evised boundaries. 

See Exhibit XX, which shows 
levised boundaries. 

See Exhibit XX, which shows 
-evised boundaries. 

DRAFT - 10113104 
Rationale 

mportant to emphasize the 
:reation of affordable housing in 
he Central District. 

\dds clarity 

3oundaries of Historic Core 
;hould match the historic district 

3oundaries of Historic Core 
;hould match the historic district 

3oundaries of Historic Core 
should match the historic district 
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Central District 
Specific Plan 

Chapter -- 
hapter 4 - Dlstrlct- 
llde Land Use Concept 

Comment 
From: 

'asadena 
ieritage 

Community 
Member 

Community 
Member 

Community 
Member 

Old Pas. Sub- 
District 
Planning 
Group 

Comment  o r  
Recommendation 

Fair Oaks and Raymond 
south of Colorado Blvd., 
and north to Walnut and 
West side of Arroyo 
Parkway from Colorado 
Blvd., north to Holly 
should be in the historic 
core. 

Create an Old Pasadena 
South Transition Area - 
south of Green Street. 

Change name Old 
Pasadena Historic Core 
to Old Pasadena Core. 

Change name West 
Downtown Transit Village 
to Old Pasadena Transit 
Village. 

Mixed-Use Development 

Improve mixed-use 
definition. lmprove 
Urban Residential 
definit~on. 

Chamber of i Relax the percentage of 
Commerce ! commercial required in 

I mixed-use projects. 

Staff ~ e c o m m e n d a t i o n  

See Exhibit XX, which shows 
revised boundaries. 

No change to Plan 

No change to Plan 

See Exhibit XX.- change 
name of Transit Village. 

No change to Plan 

No change to Plan 

DRAFT - 1011 3104 
~ 

Rationale 

Boundaries of Historic Core 
should match the historic district. 

This precinct is not needed 

Old Pasadena Historic Core 
accurately reflects this precinct. 

Old Pasadena Transit Village is 
an appropriate name for this 
~recinct 

Mixed use and urban res~dent~al 
definitions have changed In the 
rev~sed Zon~ng Code 

Commercial will be required on 
the primary frontage of the 
ground floor for a minimum of 
50' in depth. 
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From: 
- Chapter 
Chapter 4 - District- 
Wide Land Use Concept 

Planning 
Commission 

Planning 
Cornmiss~on 

Planning 

Plann~ng 
Cornmisson 

Plann~ng 
Cornmiss~on 

Comment or Staff Recommendation 
DRAFT - 10113104 

Rationale 
Recommendation 

(~eta~l/~ntertainment and 
Commercial Mixed Use 
Emphasis). 

I. 47 -Add to first 
~aragraph to read: ". . .4) 
~ffer suitable housing. 
lwluding affordable 
~ousing." 

. 47 - Change first bullet 
~oint to read '...However. 
he existing Pasadena 
Jnified School District 
'roperty should be setayxle 
roncd for public use. ..'' 

flap 12 (p. 49) Housinq 
)oncept 

It is unclear how this map 
overlaps with the 
pedestrian-oriented map 
and how mixed-use 
development is 
regulated. 

No Housing on Ground 
Floor designation should 
be on the south side of 
Green Street between 
PasadenaAvenueand 

I 
DeLacey. 

I 
; Not sure where the lines 

should be drawn on 

\gree. Change p. 47. 

\gree. Change p. 47. 

3larify this map. Add a 
-eference to. Map 24 - 
'edestrian Oriented Use 
hncept.  

* See Attachment XX for 
proposed revised map 
Change th~s  map to 
enlarge the areas where 
housing 1s not permitted 
on the ground floor 
Change the name of the 
map to Ground Floor 
Concept 

4dds emphasis for affordable 
lousing. 

4dds clarity to the Plan. 

Adds clarity to the Plan 

Green Street should have a 
commercial ground floor 
emphasis in Old Pasadena. 
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Central District Spcci(lcPlm 
- Chapter 
, Chapter 4 - D~strlct- 
' Wide Land Use Concept 

Comment 
From: 

Planning 
Commission 

'lanning 
)ommission 

Staff 

31d Pas. Sub- 
listrict 
'lanning 
3roup 

:ommunity 
Member 

Comment or 
Recommendation 

DeLacey - maybe both 
sides of the street should 
have the same 
designation. 

Add a reference on map 
to Zonmg Code for 
definitions of what uses 
are permitted on ground 
floor and definitions of 
pedestrian-oriented uses. 

Changes to Map 12 
should be reflected on 
Map 1 2 .  

Add a requirement for a 
minimum 15' (floor-to- 
floor) ground floor in all 
areas where the ground 
floor is to be non- 
residentlal 

Prohibit housing on the 
ground floor within all 
areas of the Old 
Pasadena Sub-District 
and the Pasadena 
Playhouse Subdistrict. 

Do not expand the 
prohibition of housing on 
the ground floor in Old 
Pasadena. 

-- -- 

Staff Recommendation 

4gree. Add a reference to 
:oning code for definitions of 
rses. 

igree. Make changes on 
Aap 11 to match Map 12. 

\lo change to Plan. 

\lo change to Plan. 

DRAFT - 10113104 - 
Rationale 

4dds clarity to Plan 

4dds clarity to Plan 

mill help to ensure that the 
ground floor supports 
zommercial use. 

Housing on ground floor is 
appropriate for many of the 
streets in Old Pasadena. 

Housing on ground floor is 
appropriate for many of the 
streets in Old Pasadena. 
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, Central District 
S~ecific Plan 

Comment 
From: 

'lanning 
:ommission 

iouth Lake 
lusiness 
rssociation 

South Lake 
3usiness 
4ssociation 

'Ianning 
)ommission 

Playhouse 
District - ~~ 

loor Area Ratios (FAR) 

Comment or 
Recommendation 

Staff Recommendation 

Support w~de range of i No change to Plan 
uses, ground floor uses 
should be ~edestrlan 

Concern that most 
projects will want an FAR 
bonus (Planning 
Commission.) 

friendly, dd not support a 
"blanket" prohibition of 
above floor residential on 
either Colorado in Old 
Pas or Lake Ave. north of 
Green - market should 
dictate. 

Findings for granting 
additional FAR on p. 53 are 
appropriate. 

p. 52 - Remove Yd bullet 
point: No parking 
structure or facility should 
exceed the height of the 
structure it sen/es. 

Above ground parking 
structures should be 
discouraged. Staff to 
make recommendations 
about count~nq a 
percentage of'the 
structure in FAR. Maybe 
only above a certain lot 
size threshold 

p. 52 -Continue to 
exclude aboveground 

'40 change to Plan. 

No change recommended. 
Page 52 of the drafl Central 
District Specific Plan outlines 
several rules to discourage 
above-ground parking 
structures and the Design 
Guidelines also address 
parking structure 
compatibility. 

Agree. See above. 

DRAFT - 10113104 
- ~ -  

Rationale 

FAR bonus will be used only for 
orojects that provide more than 
the minmurn level of amenities. 

Lake Avenue and Colorado 
Boulevard are intended to 
remain commercial in character 
with pedestrian oriented uses on 
the ground floor. 

Above ground parking structures 
should not dominate and should 
be discouraged. 

Including parking structures in 
the FAR could result in less 
intensity in the Central District 
than proposed by the General 
Plan. 

See above. 
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Central District 
Specific Pian 

I Chapter 
r ~ h a ~ t e r  4 - Distr~ct- 
1 Wide Land Use Concept 

Comment 
From: 

Association 

Old Pas. Sub- 
District 
Planning 
Group, 
Community 
Member 

Community 
Member 

Community 
Member 

Community 
Member 

Community 
Member 

Community 

Comment or 
Recommendation 

parking structures from 
FAR calculation. 

Parking structures should 
be counted in the FAR 
calculation unless they 
provide public parking. 

If parking structures 
provide additional 
amenities, they should 
only count the structure 
as 75% of FAR. 

If a parking structure 
provides shared parking 
it should have a 25% 
reduction in the FAR 
calculation. 

Do FARs give a 
developer permission to 
build to the allowed FAR 
by right? 

FARs have been 
interpreted and applied 
inconsistently. More 
analysis is needed. 

FARs are a useful 
allocation tool ~~ in ~ 

- - 

Staff Recommendation 

- --- 

do change to Plan. 
:ontinue to exclude 
~boveground parking 
itructures from FAR 
:alculation. 

40 change to Plan. 
2ontinue to exclude 
~boveground parking 
itructures from FAR 
:alculation. 

40 change to Plan. 

\lo, Height, setbacks and 
esidential density will apply. 
'rojects will need to comply 
vith CEQA and do traffic 
analysis, etc. 

\lo change to Plan 

\lo change to Plan, 

DRAFT - 1011 3/04 
Rationale 

See above. 

See above. 

See above, 

FARs are one of many rules that 
are applied to new 
develo~ments. 

FARs have been used in 
Pasadena's single family 
neighborhoods for more than 10 
years. They are used in many 
cities' downtowns. 

Plan recommends the use of 
FARs. 

p~ 
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Central District 
Specific Plan 

Chapter 
Chapter 4 - Dlstrlct- 
Wide Land Use Concept 

comment 
From: 

Member 

Old Pas. Sub- 
District 
Planning 
Group 

Pasadena 
Chamber of 
Commerce 

Community 
Member 

Community 
Member 

Old Pas. Sub- 
District 
Planning 
Group, 
Community 
Member 

Chamber of 
Commerce, 
Community 
Member 

Comment or 
Recommendation 

-~ ~-~ 

combination with design 
guidelines, height limits, 
and other concepts. 

FARS are confusing and 
difficult to grasp. Do not 
support the use of FARs. 

FARs are outdated and 
not the appropriate tool 
for judging mass in a 
mature city. 

Proposed FARS allow a 
total development of 
more than two times the 
existing Central District 
caps. 

FARs should be 
maximum limits rather 
than entitlements. 

Retain Residential and 
Commercial Caps. Do 
not allow flexibility. 

Provide flexibility in the 
amount of commercial 
versus residential 
capacity that will be 
allowed. 

No change to Plan 

No change to Plan. 

No change to Plan. 

No change to Plan 

No change to Plan. Land 
Use Element will 
recommend keeping the 
residential and commercial 
caps with no flexibility. 

No change to Plan. Land 
Use Element will 
recommend keeping the 
residential and commercial 
caps with no flexibility. 

- 

DRAFT - 10113104 
Rationale 

See above 

See above. FARs will not 
replace design review for 
ludging mass of a project. 

Central District caps will remain 
in place. 

FARs are maximum limits and 
are combined with height, 
setback and other rules. 

In order to provide more 
certainty about the total amount 
of residential or commercial 
development, the current Land 
Use Element recommends no 
flexibility between the 
commercial and residential caps 
in the Central District. 
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- -~ 

Central District 
Specific Plan 

Chapter 
:hapter 4 - District- 
Nide Land Use Concept 

-- - 
Comment 

From: 

Plann~ng 
Comm~ss~on 

Staff 

Commun~ty 
Members, 
Pasadena 
Nbhd 
Coalition 

Community 
Member 

Commun~ty 
Member 

Playhouse 

Comment or 
Recommendation 

If staff recommendation 
is to keep the caps, what 
changes need to be 
made to the Specific Plan 
and to the EIR? 

Map 14 - FARS (P. 55) 

Remove the Fuller 
Seminary footnote on the 
map. 

Reduce the FAR on Lake 
Avenue south of Del Mar 
in accordance with 
proposed reduced height. 

Shoppers Lane FARS 
and residential density 
could permit up to 440 
units in 51 1.9 thousand 
sq.ft. Is this the density 
desired in this area? 

Parsons FARS and 
residential density could 
permit up to 1,322 
housing units in 711.61 1 
sqn. 

lncrease FAR from 1.50 

Staff Recommendation 

Idd  language to the Specific 
'Ian in Land Use Intensity 
section to reference the caps 
n the Land Use Element. 

Text changes will more 
:learly address the needs of - 
-uller Seminary. 

10 change to Plan 

No change to Plan 

No change to Plan 

Increase -- ~ FAR as requested. 

~- DRAFT - 1011 3/04 
Rationale 

This language will provide 
additional information to 
property owners that there are 
development limits in the Central 
District. 

This vague footnote will be 
replaced with more detailed text. 

The reduced height will ensure 
that new development is 
compatible with the existing 
scale of the area. FAR of 2.00 
and 1.75 is appropriate for 2 and 
3 story buildings with parking on 
a separate lot. 

It is unllkely that Shoppers Lane 
will build out to the theoretical 
maximum due to height l~mits. 
setbacks, design guidelines, and 
the need to mitigate the traffic 
generated. 

It is unlikely that Parsons 
parking lots will build out to the 
theoretical maximum due to 
height limits, setbacks, design 
guidelines, and the need to 
mitigate the traffic generated. 

This higher FAR is appropriate 
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, Central District 
Specific Plan 

Chapter 
:hapter 4 - District- 
Vide Land Use Concept 

Chapter 51~ is t r i c t -  
Wide Mobility Concept 
r Transit Mobility 

Pedestrian Mobility 
Bicycle Mobility 
Auto Mobility 

1 Chapter 5 - District- 

~ o m m e n t  
From: 

ktrict 
tssociation 

:ommunity 
Aember 

>harnber of 
:ommerce 

'lanning 
:ommiss~on 

Comment or 
Recommendation 

to 2.00 for eight 
properties on Unlon and 
Mad~son in the 
Playhouse District. 

Increase FAR from 1.50 
to 2.00 or 2.50 on the 
northeast corner of Los 
Robles and Union 
Streets. 

Density should be 
increased around transit 
hubs. 

%dings for 10% FAR bonus 
-Add that the Planning 
Sommisslon may need to 
:onsuit with the Design 
:ommission before making 
:he findings. 

~ ~ 

Transit Oriented 
Development (TODI Issues 

D. 60 - Expand paragraph 
about the ARTS Bus 
Expansion and make more 
affirmative. i e .  - the system 
should be expanded and 
more routes should be 
added.. . 

p 61 -Under Convenient 
Translt Stops -Add that 
schedules should be posted 

- -  
Staff Recommendatio~ 

;ee revised FAR map, 
Utachment M. 

ncrease FAR as requestec 
;ee revised FAR map, 
ittachment XX. 

qo change to Plan. 

Igree. Add language to 
=Ian. 

4gree. Change text to be 
nore affirmative. 

4gree. Add text 

DRAFT - 1011 3/04 
Rationale 

long Union Street. 

'his higher FAR is appropriate 
dong Union Street and is 
:onsistent with the south side of 
Jnion. 

'ARs are higher around the 
ransit stations. 

larifies the procedure for 
eviewing the FAR bonus. 

idds needed emphasis to ARTS 
)us system. 

Supports greater usability of the 
IRTS bus system. 
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- .- 
I Central District ! Comment 
1 Specific Plan 

Chapter , Wide Mobilltv Concept 

I 

From: 

Staff 

South Lake 
3usiness 
4ssociation, 
'layhouse 
3istrict 
4ssociation, 
3hamber of 
hmmerce 

:ornmunity 
Member 

Zommunity 
Member 

-. 
Comment or 

Recommendation 

it each stop and maps of the 
outes should be avaiiable. 

nconsistency between the 
lefinition of parking caps in 
he Central District Specific 
'Ian and the Revised Zoning 
:ode. 

p. 62 - TOD: Remove 
the maximum parking 
requirement (caps) within 
the TOD areas. 

Parking caps should be 
carefully thought through 
and changed by very 
small steps. 

Food market uses should 
not be subject to parking 
caps in TOD areas. 

- -- - 

Staff Recommendation 

Staff will provide alternatives 
that are a more incremental 
approach to parking caps 
when the Zoning Code is 
discussed. 

Disagree. 

No chang e to Plan. 

No change to Plan. 

DRAFT - 10113104 
Rationale 

3arify inconsistency between 
Zoning Code and Central District 
Specific Plan. 

Staff will provide alternatives to 
~arking caps. The 
*ecommendation has not 
changed. 

Staff will provide alternatives to 
parking caps. The 
recommendation has not 
changed. 

Staff will provide alternatives to 
parking caps. The 
recommendation has not 
changed. -~ -~ 
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Central District 
Specific Plan 

~ ~~ Chapter 
2hapter 5 - District- 
Nide Mobility Concept 

-- 

Comment 
From: 

:ommunity 
tlember 

l l d  Pas. SL 
Iistrict 
'lanning 
30up 

:ommunity 
Jlember 

:ommunity 
Jlember 

Community 
Member 

Community 
Member 

Comment or 
Recommendation 

Economic vital~ty 
depends on adequate 
and convenient public 
parking. 

Adequate parking must 
be provided for public, 
retail, and entertainment 
uses and replace public 
parking lost to new 
development. 

Encourage businesses to 
provide an economical 
delivery servlce. Provide 
a means on the ARTS 
busses to accommodate 
large purchases. 

Shared parking - provide 
incentives for businesses 
to provide their parking 
facilities in the off hours. 

Map 17 - TOD Conce~t  (p .  
54J 

TODs should be diamond 
shaped, not circles to 
more correctly reflect 5- 
minute walking time. 

Some of the TOD areas 
are more than 40-minute 
walk from the transit 

~ - 

Staff Recommendation 

Vo change to Plan 

Vo change to Plan 

Vo change to Plan. Zoning 
:ode provides incentives for 
shared parking. 

Vo change to Plan. 

\lo change to Plan. 

DRAFT - 10/13/04 
Rationale 

Staff will provide alternatives to 
larking caps. The 
'ecommendation has not 
:hanged. 

Staff will provide alternatives to 
larking caps. The 
'ecomrnendation has not 
:hanged. 

ssue is already addressed in 
he Zoning Code. 

TOD area in the Central District 
s not limited to circles, but to an 
area which has a h~gher 
:oncentration of busses and rail. 

jee above 
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Central District 
Specific Plan 

Chapter 
Zhapter 5 - District- 
Vide Mobility Concept 

Comment 
From: 

Community 
Member 

Accessibility 8 
Disability 
Commission 

South Lake 
Business 
Association 

Community 
Member 

Community 
Member 

Comment or 
Recommendation 

- -- 

station. 

% mile TOD radius is a 7 
% minute walk, not a 5 
minute walk. 

3us stop signs at public 
ransit areas should include 
In the bus stop pole the 
lumber of the bus line in 
3raille and in large print with 
ligh contrast. 

'edestrian Issues 

p. 65-66: Place greater 
emphasis on pedestrian 
conveniences such as 
extending signal lengths, 
adding scramble 
crosswalks, heavily 
striped crosswalks, and 
illuminated crosswalks. 

Pedestrian network 
needs to allow for 3 
separate types of 
pedestrian travel: retail, 
commuter, and 
recreation 

Street furniture and 
pedestrian amenities 
often take up sidewalk 
space and reduce 
pedestrian mobility 

Staff ~ecomrnendation 

No change to Plan 

Add general language to 
Plan encouraging accessible 
signage. Add details to the 
Zoning Code and Mobility 
Element. 

Add language to Plan to 
emphasize pedestrian 
conveniences. 

No change to Plan. 

Add language to Plan to 
balance pedestrian 
amenities with pedestrian 
mobility 

~ - 

DRAFT - 1011 3\04 
Rationale 

See above. 

3us stops should be accessible 
'or those with impaired vision. 

Pedestrian mobility is a key to 
the success of the Central 
District. 

Most sidewalks in the Central 
District are designed to 
accommodate pedestrians of all 
types. Sidewalk width is also a 
function of historic buildings. 

Pedestrian mobility is a key to 
the success of the Central 
District. 
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S ~ e c i f i c  Plan From: 
I Central District Comment 

i 
i Chapter 

:hapter 5 -District- 
Vide Mobility Concept Community 

Member 

Community 
Mem ber 

Transportation 
Advisory 
Commission 

Accessibihty 8 
Disability 
Commission 

Accessibility & 
Disability 
Commission 

Accessibility & 
- ~ 

--- ~ ~ ~~- 

Comment o r  
Recommendation 

Outdoor seating for 
restaurants should not be 
on the public sidewalk. 

Provide a true pedestrian 
network. Multimodal 
corridors emphasize 
automobiles, not 
pedestrians. 

Identify a program to 
improve pedestrian 
mobility and safety in 
commercial districts. 

Text information on 
directional signs to public 
restrooms should be in 
large print with high 
contrast. 

On the fronts of retail and 
commercial 
establishments that can 
be seen from an adjacent 
street, the address of the 
establishment should be 
large enough to be 
visible to a driver on the 
adjacent street. 

The address of stores 

Staff Recommendation 

No change to Plan. 

No change to Plan 

No change to Plan 

Add general language to 
Plan encouraging accessible 
signage. Add details to the 
Zoning Code and Mobility 
Element. 

Add general language to 
Plan encouraging accessible 
signage. Add details to the 
Zoning Code and Mobility 
Element. 

&general language to 

DRAFT - 10113104 -- 

Rationale 

htdoor dining adds to the 
(itality of commercial districts It 
vill continue to be reviewed on a 
:ase-by-case basis to ensure 
hat it can be accommodated 
vithout impeding mobility. 

nobility Element recognizes the 
ieed for all modes of travel in 
he Central District. 

rhis program is in the Mobility 
flement. 

,entral District needs to be 
jccessible for visually impaired 
3ersons. 

See above. 

See above. 
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Central District 
Specific Plan 

Chapter 
Chapter 5 - District- 
Wide Mobility Concept 

Comment 
From: 

~ommi&ion 

Staff 

Planning 
Commission 

Transportation 
Advisory 
Commission 

Transportation 
Advisory 
Commission 

Comment or 
Recommendation 

-- 
should be labeled in 
Bra~lle and in large print 
near the entrance to the 
store 

10 18 -Sidewalk widths 
rn 
Amend sidewalk width 
map on page 67 to have 
all other streets minimum 
10' minimum, no tree 
grates required. 

Staff to provide additional 
information about 
existing sidewalk widths 
in the Central District to 
help the Commiss~on 
determine if the proposed 
wtdths are adequate. 

15' minimum sidewalk 
width for main 
commercial corridors 
seems inadequate and 
needs to be justified. 

Grouping all other 
sidewalks to 10' 
minimum does not 
improve the situation for 
pedestrians. 

Staff Recommendation 

'Ian encouraging accessible 
jignage. Add details to the 
Coning Code and Mobility 
ilement. 

4mend sidewalk width map 10' is the minimum width of a 
In  page 67 to have all other sidewalk that can accommodate 
;treets minimum 10' pedestrian mobility, including 
ninimum, no tree grates 
equired. 

See Attachment XX with 
?xisting sidewalk widths. 

\lo change to Plan, 

\lo change to Plan 

1 wheelchair access 

Sidewalk widths reflect existing 
development patterns. In a 
built-out city with only infill 
development it is not likely that 
sidewalks can be w~dened 
without removing on-street 
parking or travel lanes. 

See above 
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Central District 
Specific Plan 

Chapter 
hapter 5 - District- 
Jide Mobilitv Concept 

Comment 
From: 

.ornrnunity 
lember 

:ornmunity 
lember 

)Id Pas. Sub- 
Iistrict 
'lanning 
;roup 

:ommun~ty 
Aember 

Comment or 
Recommendation 

10-15 foot wide 
sidewalks are not 
adequate to cause a shift 
toward pedestrian 
mobility. Sidewalk widths 
should be 25-40 feet on 
principal mobility 
corridors. Existing wide 
sidewalk widths should 
be used as the minimum 
sidewalk widths. 

Holly Street between 
Marengo and Garfield 
should continue to have 
a 30 foot wide sidewalk, 
not 10 feet as proposed. 

New private parking should 
be fully underground or if 
above ground, should count 
towards FAR and should not 
be vsible. 

Shared parking should be 
encouraged in the Plan. 
Allow projects to construct 
public parking in excess of 
the caps. 

Staff Recommendation 

\lo change to Plan 

No change to Plan. 

No change to plan. 

No change to plan 

DRAFT - 1011 3/04 
Rationale 

see above 

:xisting historic buildings and 
andscaping is not intended to 
x removed. 

Parking will continue to be 
encouraged to be underground. 
but not required and there are 
design standards to address the 
aesthetic concerns. 

Zoning Code allows shared 
parking. i 
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Central ~ is t r ic t -p  
Specific Plan 

Chapter 

1 Downtown Linkages 
The Public Realm 
Public-Private 
Interface 
The Private Realm 

Comment 
From: 

Community 
Member 

Community 
Member 

Planning 
Cornmissron 

Community 
Member 

Community 
Member 

- 

Comment or 
Recommendation 

-- 
'rovide for the needs of 
laratransit users by ensuring 
hat passenger loading and 
mloading areas are 
xovided in major areas of 
:he Central District. 

V l a ~  19 - Bikeway Concept 

Map is not consistent with 
nap  in the Mobility Element. 

Clarlfy to show that the 
areas designated RM 32 
and RM 48 will have 
setbacks as prescribed 
by the City of Gardens 
rules 

Eliminate or reduce the 
proposed 20-foot setback 
on Hudson between 
Walnut and Locust. 

Existing landscaped 
setbacks in the Civic 
Center block along 
Green Street should not 
be replaced with 
buildings closer to the 
street. 

Staff Recommendation 

:hange Map 19 to be 
:onsistent with Mobility 
Element. See Attachment 
<X . 

3evised map showing both 
'edestrian Oriented Use and 
-lousing Concept is 
:onfusing and should be 
evised for clarity. including 
iistinct colors. 

)hange setback on Hudson 
letween Walnut and Locust 
'rom 20 feet to 5 feet. 

\lo change to Plan. 

DRAFT - 1011 3104 - 
Rationale 

This map needs to be updated 
In the Central District Specific 
Plan. 

Adds clarity to Plan 

The 5 foot setback is consistent 
with current zoning and current 
development patterns on 
Hudson. 

Existing Civic Center could be 
replaced with buildings closer to 
Green Street if care is taken to 
protect the existing trees. 
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~ent ra l~ is t r i c t  
Specific Plan 

Chapter 
,hapter 6 - District- 
rlide Urban Desiqn 
oncept 

- 
Comment 

From: 
~. 
:omrnunity 
Aember 

:ommunity 
Aember 

:ommunity 
vlember 

:ornmunity 
vlember 

'layhouse 
3istrict 
4ssociatlon 

Comment or 
Recommendation 

Greater setbacks should 
be required to facilitate 
grandstands for the Rose 
Parade. 

Proposed setbacks will 
encourage demolition of 
existlng structures and 
encourage destruction of 
existing landscaped 
setback areas. Perform 
a block-by-block setback 
study and reassign 
setbacks. 

Theaters and churches 
should be required to 
have a courtyard and 
setback. 

Change maximum 
setbacks to minimum 
setbacks throughout the 
Central District. 

d a ~  24 - Pedestrian- 
xiented streets (p. 87) 

Require pedestrian 
orlented uses on 
Colorado Boulevard. 
Lake Avenue and El 
Mollno, between Union 
and Green Streets in the 
Playhouse District, but do 
not Include other 

-- 

Staff Recommendation 

40 change to Plan. 

\lo change to Plan. 

No change to Plan. 

No change to Plan. 

Agree. See Exhibit XX - 
Pedestrian Oriented Uses. 

DRAFT - 1011 3/04 
Rationale 

n most cases, proposed 
ietbacks are greater than the 
?xisting setbacks. 

rhese are the primary 
~edestrian streets in the 
=layhouse District. 
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Central District 
Specific Plan 

Comment 
From: 

Old Pas. Sub- 
District 
Planning 
Grouo 

mity 
Wember 

31d Pas. Sub- 
Distr~ct - -- 

Comment or 
Recommendation 

northlsouth streets. 

Change ground floor 
pedestrian requirement 
to 100% of ground floor 
frontage, less the amount 
of frontage required for 
entrances, driveways, 
lobbies, and elevators for 
above floor uses 

10 not mandate ground floor 
:ommercial development 
south of Green Street in Old 
'asadena. There is no 
iemand for commercial uses 
ar off of Colorado Blvd. 

The requirement for 
'edestrian-Oriented 
ievelopment should be 
?xtended to lnclude (1) El 
vlolino, Oak Knoll and 
vladison Avenues between 
3een  and Union, (2) Green 
Street between Oakland and 
iudson and also between 
Jasadena and Arroyo 
Jarkway, and (3) Union 
letween Pasadena Avenue 
and Arroyo Parkway. Still 
:onsidering area south of 
3een. 

4dd pedestrian oriented 
lses requirement to: 

Staff Recommendation 

lisagree 

4gree. No change I to Plan. 

4greelDisagree see changes 
o Map 24. 

l~sagree No change to 
=1an 

DRAFT - I011 3104 
Rationale 

Entire ground floor will be 
.equired to be non-residential, 
and 50% of the non-residential 

the maior commercial ! ?tS 
n Old ~asedena, well-designed 
lousing is appropriate for the 
 round floor. 

Vot all of these streets can 
Support pedestrian-oriented 
x e s  and may be appropriate for 
3ther uses. All non-residential 
Ases will be required to have a 
minimum of 15' (floor-to-floor) 
height to allow a transition to 
pedestrian oriented use. 

Not all of these streets can 
support pedestrian-oriented 
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Central District 
Specific Plan 

Chapter 
:hauter 6 - District- 
Vide Urban Desiqn 
:oncept 

- 
Comment 

From: 

lanning 
iroup 

:ommunity 
Aernber 

Comment or 
Recommendation 

- 
IeLacey Avenue between- 
>el Mar and Union Streets 
=air Oaks between Walnut 
and Del Mar 
PasadenaAvenueexcept 
setween Del Mar and Valley 
The entirety of the following 
streets within Old Pasadena 
Sub-District: 
Holly Street 
Union Street 
Raymond Avenue 
Colorado Boulevard 
Green Street 
Dayton Street 
Valley Street from Fair Oaks 
to DeLacey 
Orange from Fair Oaks to 
DeLacey 
Arroyo Parkway. North of 
Colorado Blvd. 
Del Mar, except between 
DeLaceyand Pasadena 
Avenue 

Key pedestrian routes are 
not currently pedestrian 
friendly and the Specific Plan 
does not have appropriate 
policies to make them 
pedestrian friendly. 

Map 25 - Heiqhts (P. 93) 
Heiqht on Lake Avenue 
south of Del Mar: 

-- 

staff Recommendation 

lisagree. 

-- 

DRAFT - 1011 3\04 
Rationale I 

Ees and may be appropriate for 
)ther uses I 

i 
> 

Specific Plan and Mobility 
Element encourage pedestrian 
mobility through sidewalk widths 
design guidelines, and 
requirement of pedestrian 
oriented uses. 
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Central District 
Specific Plan 

Comment 
From: 

Staff 

jtaff 

:ommunity 
fiember 

:ommunity 
!embers, 
'asadena 
lbhd Coalition 

-- 

Comment or 
Recommendation 

Add a footnote to the 
height map to require 
that development within 
the view corridor on the 
north side of Union Street 
between El Molino and 
Oak Knoll Avenues may 
not block the view of the 
entire City Hall dome 
from the intersection of 
Hudson and Union 
Streets. 

Remove the Fuller 
Seminary footnote on the 
FAR map because text 
changes will more clearly 
address the needs of 
Fuller Seminary. 

ieight averaging concept 
;hould be permitted in the 
iorthern areas of the 
'layhouse District. 

?educe the height limit on 
south Lake from 50 feet to 
30-40 feet with no height 
averaging. 

- ~ 

Staff Recommendation 

)hange the height map to 
allow this area to have 50' 
65') height limit which 
allows a height limit of 50' 
with some parts of a building 
~p to 65'. Add a note that 
~uildings may not block the 
~ iew  of the City Hall dome 
rom the intersection of 
iudson and Union Streets 

Agree. Change the height 
)n South Lake Avenue, 
)etween Del Mar and 
Zalifornia to 40 feet with 
)eight averaging ~ - up to 50'. 

DRAFT - 10113104 
Rationale 

insure that the existing view 
:orridor is protected without 
)eing overly restrictive of 
xoperty rights. 

Specific text provides more 
:larity than the footnote on the 
 eight map. 

ieight averagmg with 
lppropriate protection for the 
.iew corridor is appropriate in 
his area. 

{eight of average 40 feet is 
lppropriate to respect the 
!xisting low-scale character of 
i i s  part of South Lake Avenue. 
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central District 
Specific Plan 

Chapter 
.haDter 6 - D~str~ct- 
V~de Urban Deslsn 
.oncept 

Comment 
From: 

;outh Lake 
3usiness 
&sociation 

:ommunity 
ulember 

South Lake 
3usiness 
4ssociation 

31d Pas. Sub- 
District 
Planning 
Group 

Community 
Member 

Commun~ty 
Member 

Comment or 
Recommendation 

Staff Recommendation 

Retain the height limit on 
South Lake at 50 feet. 

The Plan should provide 
guidelines on transitional 
areas from residential to 
commercial Transition 
in height as well as 
density. 

Increase the height on 
the east side of Lake 
Avenue between Green 
Street and Del Mar from 
50' to 75' to match west 
side. 

Reduce the height in the 
area between DeLacey 
and Pasadena Avenue 
between Del Mar and 
Dayton Street to 40' with 
averaging up to 52' with 
lowest heights at the 
periphery and higher 
heights at the center. 

Proposed heights will 
exceed current height 
limits in some areas. 

Heights should be 
reduced to provide views 

-~ 

lisagree. See above. 

lisagree 

Disagree. No change to 
Plan. 

Disagree. No change to 
Plan. 

No change to Plan. 

No change to Plan, except 
on South Lake -~ ~~ Avenue. 

DRAFT - 1 Oll3104 
Rationale 

Height of average 40 feet is 
appropriate to respect the 
existing low-scale character of 
this part of South Lake Avenue. 

The Plan includes transition 
areas in height and FAR from 
residential to commercial areas. 

The character of the east side of 
Lake between Green Street and 
Del Mar Avenue is lower is scale 
and 50' height is appropriate. 

These heights were developed 
with extensive community 
participation in the West 
Gateway Specific Plan and are 
not proposed for change. 

Most areas of the Central District 
will either have reduced height 
or will not change. 

Heights have been reduced 
throughout the Central .- District. 

Attachment 1 - page 24 of 36 



I central District 
I Specific Plan 

Chapter 
Chapter 6 - District- 
Wide Urban Desiqn 
Concept 

-- 

Comment 
From: 

Zommunity 
Member 

Flanning 
Sommission 

Planning 
Commission 

Planning 
Commiss~on 

Comment or 
Recommendation 

Staff ~ecommendation 

of the mountains. 
especially during the 
Rose Parade. 

Height Averaging - p. 90- 
91 and map on p. 93: 
Change height averaging 
to allow height averaging 
over 50% of the site if 
additional open space is 
provided. 

3istrict-wide Map 21: 
.inkaqe Concept 

Map on page 78, Linkage 
Concept should identify 
the intersection of 
Colorado Boulevard and 
Arroyo Parkway as a 
Primary Focal 
Intersection ( B i g  Dot") 

=ootnotes on p 79, Arroyo 
'arkway Entrance Corridor 
Study should refer to 
3lannmg program for the 
Rrroyo Parkway Entrance 
Corr~dor but should not say 
'conceptual' 

3 ~ e n  Space 

Concern that the Central 
District Specific Plan is not 

)isagree. No change to 
'Ian. 

See proposed changes to 
mplementation Section 11 

DRAFT - 10113104 
Rationale 

rllowing 50% of a building to 
xceed the base height will 
esult in buildings taller than the 
ommunity desires. 

\rroyo ParkwaylColorado is a 
rrimary intersection. 

rlore accurate description 

>pen spaceipocket parks is a 
naior issue in the Central 
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-- 
Central D is t r ic t  
Specif ic P lan 

Chapter ~- 
:hapter 6 - District- 
Vide Urban Desiqn 
:oncepl 

C o m m e n t  
F rom:  

'laming 
:ommission 

'lanning 
:ommission 

31d Pas. Sub- 
District 
?lanning 
Sroup, 
2ommunity 
Member 

Old Pas. Sub- 

-- - 

C o m m e n t  or 
Recommendat ion  

trong enough in identifying 
nd protecting land for new 
arks or pocket parks 

ipeciftc Plan should 
2fer to preparation of Green 
;pace Element and should 
lrovide inventory of City- 
~wned property in the 
Zentral District 

I. 81 -Title should be Urban 
lutdoor Spaces rather than 
Jrban Spaces; Move 
liscussion of pocket parks to 
Jrban Outdoor Spaces 

I .  81 - Unclear whether 
:onsideration of "outdoor 
ipace for 10% additional 
loor area andior credit 
oward communal open 
;pace requirements" refers 
o the Additional Floor Area 
'revision on page 53. 

Central District Specific 
Plan must provide for new 
parkland and open space 
acquisition 

Identification of potential 
~ - 

S ta f f  Recommendat ion  

Sgree 

3. 81 - Clarify text 
:oncerning 10 percent 
additional floor area. with 
reference to p. 53. 

Add language to Plan wlth 
more specificity about parks 
and open space Add 
implementation effort to work 
in concert wlth Green Space 
Element to quantify the need 
for parks in the Central 
District. 

No change to Plan. 
- ~ 

DRAFT - 10113104 
Rat iona le  

District and should be strongly 
stated in the Specific Plan. 

Adds clarity. 

Adds more clarity 

Adds clarity 

Recognizes the importance of 
parks and open space in the 
Central District. 

Staff is working to identify sltes 
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Central ~ istr ict  
Specific Plan 

Chapter 
3ha~ter 6 - District- 
Nide Urban Desiqn 

Old Pasadena I .  , : C~vic Center I 
M~dtown 
Walnut -- Hous~ng 

Comment .- 
From: 

District 
Planning 
Group 

Pasadena 
Heritage 

Community 
Member 

Community 
Member 

Planning 
Commission 

Comment or 
Recommendation 

sites for parkland and 
acquisition strategies 
must be in the plan 

Districtwide Map 23 - 
Setback Concept (p. 86) 

The plan must identify 
areas where public 
parkland or green space 
is needed and stress 
acquisition of public greer 
space. 

Existing parking lots (sucl 
as Parsons) should be 
zoned for open space, no 
for higher density 
development. 

Civic Center open space 
areas around the 
auditorium should not be 
proposed for removal in 
the Specific Plan. 

The term "Repair Street - 
=dge' on numerous maps 
:pp. 96. 101; 106, 110. 115. 
120') should be defined, so ii 
  ill not encourage reduction 
n landscaping 

Staff Recommendation 

See comment above 

Uo change to Plan 

Vo change to Plan 

4gree. Define ''Repar Street 
:dge." 

DRAFT - 10113104 - -- 

Rationale 

- - 
and has begun exploring 
opportunities with property 
owners. Plan will not identify 
potential sites. 

The plan will identify areas that 
are deficient in parkland. 

Staff is working to identify sites 
and has begun exploring 
opportunities with property 
owners. Plan will not identify 
potential sites. 

The improvements to the 
Convention Center w~ l l  be 
subject to City Council approval. 
Current plans retar the open 
spaces adjacent to Green 
Street. 

Adds clarity. 
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-- 

Central District 
Specific Plan 

Chapter 
Pasadena 
Playhouse 
Lake Avenue 
Arroyo Corridor I 
Fair Oaks 
In-town Housing 

Comment 
From: 

Planning 
Goinmission 

Planning 
Commiss~on 

Planning 
Comm~ssion 

Planning 
Cnmm~sson 

Planning 
Commisslon 

Comment or 
Recommendation 

. 95 - Revisit the 
~oundaries between areas 
33 and a4. 

. 96 -Arroyo Parkway and 
>olorado should be a 
~rimary focal intersection, 
also on page 101. 

J .  96 - Consider a safe 
xosswalk at Dayton or 
nidway between Green and 
3el Mar to accommodate 
iew residents in the 
knbassador area in 
zrossing to the park and the 
ight rail station. Reference 
p .  98 #I that supports such 
linkages. 

p 98 - Under South 
DeLacey corr~dor add #5 to 
encourage affordable 
housing 

p 100 - Add a sentence to 
6-3 describing the existing 
plazas/open spaces in the 
Civic Auditorium block. 

p. 102 - Under last bullet 
point, also describe the two 
Civic Auditorium block public 
plazas. 

-- 

Staff ~ecommendation 

Agree. Boundaries have 
:hanged - see discussion in 
)hapter 4 above. 

qgree. Change maps 

No change to plan. 

Agree. 

Agree. 

DRAFT - 1011 3104 
Rationale 

More appropriate boundaries for 
the Old Pasadena Historic Core. 

Recognizes the importance of 
Arroyo Parkway and Colorado. 

Public Works and Transportation 
staff will consider this issue in 
the implementation of the 
Mobility Element. 

This was not identified as an 
issue dur~ng the West Gateway 
Specific Plan process, but 
affordable housing is a Central 
District goal. 

Adds clarity 

Adds clarity 
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Central District 
Specific Plan 

Chapter 
:ha~ter 7- Sub-District 
'lanninq Concepts 

Comment 
From: 

'lanning 
)ommission 

Comment or 
Recommendation 

D 106 - Is  the midblock 
passage on the Fuller 
Seminary campus optional 
or required? 

Change Institutional Precinct 
(p. 107) to read: 
"Development of the 
seminary should be 
accommodated in 
accordance with that 
institution's Master Plan, 
provided that the overall 
development conforms to the 
underfying average building 
intensity (floor area ratio), 
average land use density 
(dwelling units per acre), and 
average height standards of 
this Specific Plan p a w W  

. . 
-tRis 
-; emphasis 
should be placed on 
maintaining the integrity and 
supporting the adaptive 
reuse of historic structures in 
this precinct." 

p I 10 -typo streetscape 
pr~ority is l~sted tw~ce under 
Primary Pedestr~an 
Connect~on 

p. 110 and others - revisit 
whether the graphics can be - 

Staff ~ecommendation 

3pt1onal Change language 
o ' Potent~al Mld-block 
lassage 

Reword this to ensure 
that the city still has 
discretion in the Master 
Development Plan 
process to require 
changes to a project 
even though it may meet 
the average FAR or 
height or residential 
density. 
Clarify that the project 
must comply with other 
sections of the Specific 
Plan. 
Clarify that average 
height and FAR is of the 
underlying sub-district. 
not the entire Specific 
Plan. 
Add that protection of the 
City Hall view corridor IS 

a priority. 

Agree Delete 

Agree. Will use color on cd- 
rorn and web slte versions 

DRAFT - 10113104 
Rationale 

-here may be circumstances 
vhere this mid-block passage is 
lot desirable. 

Error 

Makes document easier to read. 

.- 
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Central District 
Specific Plan 

Chapter 
Chapter 7- Sub-District 
Planninq Concepts 

Comment 
From: 

'lannmg 
;ornm~ss~on 

'Ianning 
;ornmiss~on 

'lanning 
;omm~ssion 

:ommunity 
uiember 

-- 

Comment or 
Recommendation 

Staff Recommendation 

-- 

:hanged to more 
listinguishabie from each 
~ther - use color on web 
)age and cd-rom versions of 
he document. 

. 112 - 3'"ullet point -add 
Jadison Avenue, Green 
jtreet, Oakland to streets 
hat need to have improved 
:haracter. 

116 -Add language about 
he Importance of the rnid- 
:entury architectural style of 
he South Lake shopplng 
area 

. 117 -Change Housing 
Jpportunity to read: 
'Potential exists for the 
-edevelopment of rear 
surface parking lots with 
nulti family housing and 
-eplacement retall parking 
:hat w ~ l l  strengthen the area: 

p. 11 1 - Pasadena should 
not have a street wall. 
Should emphasize scenic 
vistas. 

{gree Change text 

igree Add language 

igree Change language 

Uo change to plan 

DRAFT - 1011 3104 
 ati ion ale 

iecognizes the importance of 
:hese streets. 

4dds clarity 

4dds clarity 

Street wall refers to a consistent 
setback for buildings. This term 
will be added to glossary. 
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DRAFT - ? 0113104 
I Central District -r I Staff Recommendation I Rationale I 

1 Specific Plan 

Chapter 8 - P u b k  

. Community 
Character . Street Environment 

C 
: Chapter 9 -Private 

! Realm Desiqn 
Guidelines 

From: 

Site Planning ! community 

Chapter 10 - Sub- 
District Desiqn 
Guidelines 

Old Pasadena 
Civic Center 1 
Midtown 
Pasadena 
Playhouse 
Lake Avenue 

Implementation 
Strate ies 

Land Use 
Implementation 
Strategies 
Mobility 
Implementation 
Strategies 

Staff 

Staff 

Recommendation 

There are no standards for 
parking garages in this 
chapter. 

- - 

195 - Remove the footnote 
#7 from CD-3 underwork- 
live units. 

p. 197 - Add the footnote #7 
to the following uses: 
recycling, small collection 
facilities, transit terminal 

No change to Plan. The design guidelines will apply 
to parking garages as well as 

Agree. 

Agree. 
1 Error 
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I Central ~ i s t r G ~  
! Specific Plan 

Chapter 
' Urban Design 
: Implementation 
i Strategies 1 . Zoning 
I Recommendations 
! . Summary of Impacts 

Comment 
From: 

-- 

~taff 

'lann~ng 
:omm~ssion 

'Iannmg 
~omm~ssion -- 

Comment or 
Recommendation 

-~ 

Add language to Section 1 I 
(p. 179) as follows: "Master 
Development Plans: Support 
large downtown institutions 
(such as Fuller Seminary 
and Mayfield Junior School) 
in the development and 
update of Master 
Development Plans. For 
large institutions, the Master 
Development Plan process 
may provide a process 
whereby an applicant may 
propose creative solutions to 
incorporate flexibility in the 
layout and design of building 
envelopes, so long as the 
end result is in compliance 
with the average building 
intensity, residential density, 
and height limits of the 
underlyrng development 
standards. The Fuller MDP 
shall comply with the goals, 
objectives, design 
guidelines, and other 
standards of the CDSP. 

Implementation section 
needs to have more 
accountability. Add 
Responsible Agency to each 
task. 

Add eslirnate of acreage of 
open space needed in the 

- 

Staff Recommendation 

qgree. Add more detail and 
;pecificity to the 
mplementation Section 

4gree. Staff will develop 
zstimates of the amount of 

DRAFT - 10113104 
Rationale 

4dd clarity for institutional uses. 

This will add more accountability 
to the implementation section. 

This will add more accountability 
to the implementation section. 

-- A 
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Central District 
Soecific Plan . 

Chapter 
Zhapter 11 - 

Comment 
From: 

Planning 
Commission 

Planning 
Commission 

Planning 
Commrsslon 

Planning 
Commission 

Comment or 
Recommendation 

Central District, especially in 
the Walnut Corridor. 

Add estimated dollar figures 
to some implementation 
tasks to make it easier to 
transfer these tasks into the 
Capital Improvements 
Budget. (See North Lake 
Specific Plan for example.) 

p. 178 -Add to first 
paragraph that the 5-year 
review should also assess 
the balance of housing and 
commercial construction in 
the Central Dlstrict and 
construction of affordable 
hous~ng. 

p 178 - Reword Economic 
Development Plan sectlon to 
either delete bullet points or 
to refer to the General Plan 
Land Use goals for 
Economic development. 

p 178 -Change Such a 
strategy should to could . ' 

p. 180 -Add ~nventory of cit! 
owned properties and 
~nventory of park space 

Staff Recommendation 

~dditional open space that 
ihould be provided in the 
;entral District. 

Ygree. Add text 

4gree. Change bullet points 
:o be consistent with General 
?Ian. 

4gree. Change text. 

Disagree. These inventories 
can be referenced without 
including in the Specific 
Plan. 

DRAFT - 1011 3104 
Rationale 

I 
Adds clarity 1 

Adds consistency w~th General I 

Plan 

Strengthens the language 

City maintains a current 
inventory of city-owned 
properties and open space that 
should not be duplicated in the 
Plan. 
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Central District 
S~ecific Plan 

Comment 
From: 

Comment or 
Recommendation 

s 180 -Add bullet po~nt  to 
jevelop lncent~ves for the 
:reation of publicly 
accessible open space 

3. 182 -Mobility 
Improvement Alternatives - 
Add more details and 
specifics to this paragraph. 
Reference the Mobility 
Element Should start with 
"Enhance current and 
examine new alternatives . . "  

p. 185 -Change f~rst  
sentence to "Downtown 
Parks Pkwrwg 
Development." 

p 185 -Make this section 
much more specif~c and 
deta~led D~st~nguish 
between prlvate and publ~c 
openspaces 

p. 185 -Add benchmarks 
and acreage of parks 
needed in the Central 
District. 

p.  185 - Add 2004 cost to 
acquire additional parkland 
that is needed in the Central 
District. 

Staff ~ecommendatio; 
DRAFT - 10113104 ~-~ 

Rationale 

Ygree. Add bullet point 

4gree. Add more detail and 
reference the Mobility 
Element. 

Agree. Change language. 

Agree. 

Agree 

Agree 

Reflects community concern for 
additional open space. 

Adds clarity and strengthens the 
connection with the General 
Plan. 

Adds clarity 

Adds specificity and makes the 
plan more likely to be 
implemented. 

Adds specificity and makes the 
plan more likely to be 
implemented. 

Adds specificity and makes the 
plan more likely to be 
implemented. I 

~p~p 
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