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PRQJECT TITLE:

: 'Ahﬁéndméﬁf"‘ to “the Transﬁ-Onented Development
SR " .,v;Ordlnance (Zoning Code Section 17 50:; 340) 3
PROJECT APPLICANT Clty of Pasadena Plannlng D|V|S|ons o /

PROJECT CONTACT PERSON Joanne Hwang

ADDRESS 175 N. Garﬂeld Avenue
: Pasadena Callfornla 91 101- 1704 .
TELEPHONE: (626) 744-7309 A
| PROJECT LOCATION The proposed project would encompass all areas of the

city within one half mile of a Metro Gold Line station except
Sierra Madre Villa station, where only quarter mile - ’
applies, and the area within the Central Dlstrlct TranSIt
Onented Area.

XN

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

The proposed prolect is an amendment to the Transit-Oriented Development (TOD) Ordinance,

. which is Section 17.50.340 of the City’s Zoning Code. The proposed amendment consists of: 1) -
changes to the parking requirements; 2) creation of optional % mile TOD area for all TOD areas
in'the City except Sierra Madre Villa TOD area; 3) changes to the options to exceed maX|mum
parking requirements; 4) addition of “Vehicle Serwces — Vehicle/Equipment Repair” use to the
prohibited land use list within the TOD areas; and 5) other technlcal changes. '




FINDING -

On the basis of the initial study on file in the Plannlng & Communrty Development Department
Office:

—__The proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the ehviro‘nment‘ :

__X _.The proposed pI'OjeCt COULD have a srgnrfrcant effect on the envrronment however there
will not be a srgnlflcant effect in this case because of mrtlgatlon measures

The proposed project ‘MAY have a srgnrfrcant effect on the environment, and an
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is requrred

Completed by: Julran Capata . “Reviewed By: Joanne Hwang

Title: Consultant o - - Title: Planner

Date: December9,2015- - " © - Date: December?9, 2015
PUBLIC REVIEW PERIOD: S

COMMENTS RECEIVED ON DRAFT: Yeés _ No‘

INITIAL STUDY REVISED: Yes No

nd-mnd.dop.




MITIGATION MEASURES
Amendment to the TranS|t-Or|ented Development Ordlnance

(Zonmg Code Sectlon 17 50 340)

i

Mltlgatlon Measure MM- AIR-1 L Prior* to future d|scret|onary approval the Clty of F’asadena

B ‘»-Planmng DIVISIon ‘shall evaluate'’ new development proposals for senS|t|ve land * uses (eg,

residences, schools and: day care centers) W|th|n the Clty for. potentlal mcompatlblhtles W|th
regard to the ‘California Air Resources Boards ‘Air ' Quality” and " Land. Use - Handbook A
- Community Health Perspective (Aprll 2005) In addltlon appllcants for smng or expanding
. sensitive land uses that are within the recommended buffer distances listed in Table 1-1 of the
'CARB Handbook shall submit a health risk- assessment (HRA) to the City. of Pasadena. The
HRA shall be prepared in accordance with policies and procedures of the state Office of
Environmental Health Hazard Assessment. (OEHHA) and the South - Coast Air Quality
Management District (SCAQMD). The latest OEHHA guidelines shall be used for the analysis, .
including age sensitivity factors, breathing rates, and body weights appropriate for children. If
the HRA shows that the incremental cancer risk and/or noncancer hazard index exceeds the
respective thresholds, as established by the SCAQMD at the time a project is con3|dered the
~applicant will be required to identify and demonstrate that mitigation measures are. capable of
- reducing potential cancer and. noncancer risks to an acceptable Ievel “(i.e., below the
aforementloned thresholds as established by the SCAQMD), including appropriate enforcement
'mechamsms Measures to reduce risk may lnclude but are not llmlted to:

. A|r mtakes oriented away from hrgh-vo|ume roadways and/or truck Ioadlng zones.

o Heatlng, ventilation, and air condltlonlng systems of the buildings provided W|th
~ appropriately sized maximum. eff|c1ency rating value (MERV) filters.

e - Heating, ventilation, and air condltionlng systems for units that are installed with MERV
filtters shall maintain positive pressure within the building's filtered: ventllatlon system to
reduce infiltration of unfiltered outdoor air.

Mitigation measures identified in the HRA shall be identified as mitigation measures in the
environmental document and/or incorporated into the site development plan as a component of
the proposed prOJect The air intake design and MERYV filter requirements shall be noted and/or
reflected on all building plans submitted to the City and shall be verified by the City’s. Plannrng
Division. The intent of this mitigation measure is to reflect current CARB and SCAQMD
Guidance/Standards as well as CEQA legislation and case law, and the City implementation of
the measure shall adhere to current standards/law at the time such analyses are undertaken.



Mitigation Measure MM CUL-1: If cultural resources are discovered during. oonstr'uction‘of land

- development projects in Pasadena that may be eligible for listing in the California Reglster for

Historic Resources, all ground dlsturblng activities in the immediate V|C|n|ty of the find ‘'shall be
halted until the find is evaluated by a Reglstered Professional Archaeologist. If testing
' determrnes that srgnrflcance criteria are met then the pro;ect shall be requrred to perform data
Trecovery, professronal identification, radiocarbon dates as applicable, and other specral studies;

and provrde a comprehensrve ﬁnal report lncludlng srte record to the City and the South Central -

,[Coastal Informatlon Center, at- Callfornla State Unlversrty Fullerton No further gradrng shall
. oceur ln the area of the drscovery untll Plannmg Department approves the. report



EXHIBIT 1 for
ATTACHMENT A

Errata Sheet for the Amendment to the
Transit Oriented Development Ordinance

(Zoning Code Section 17.50.340) Initial .

Study/Mltlgated Negatlve Declaratlon o

lntroductlon

The City of Pasadena prepared an Initial Study and a Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) for
the proposed amendments to the City’'s Transit Oriented Development (TOD) Ordinance
(Zoning Code Section 17.50.340). On November 19, 2015, the City published a corresponding
Notice of Intent (NOI) to Adopt an MND. Subsequent to publishing the NOI and prior to adopting
the MND, the City refined the proposed TOD Ordinance amendments related to the parking
requirements. Accordingly, this Errata Sheet identifies the refinements to the proposed
amendments and documents the all necessary revisions: to the Initial Study and the MND to
reflect the. refined project. This Errata Sheet has been prepared by the City to fulfill its
responsibility as the lead agency pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).

CEQA Requlrements and Determlnatlon |

State CEQA Guidelines §15073 5(a) requ1res that a Iead agency recwculate a negatlve
declaration “when the document-must be substantially revised.” A “substantial revision” means:

(1) identification of a new, avoidable significant effect requiring mitigation measures or project
revisions to reduce the effect to insignificance and/or (2) determination that proposed mitigation
measures or.project revisions will not reduce potential effects to less than significance and new
measures or revisions must be required. Recirculation is not required when new information is-
added to the negative declaration which merely clarifies, amplifies, or makes lnS|gn|f|cant
‘modifications to the negatlve declaratlon :

|n'response to the City of“Pasadena s Plann‘ing Commission desire to maintain the intent of the
- 'TOD Ordinance while providing an appropriate level of flexibility in TOD areas based on their

- .existing environment, along with recognizing the unique characteristics of each station area, the -
changes identified below have been made to the Initial Study and incorporated as part of the
Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration. None of these changes modify the analysis of
environmental effects, the conclusions of the analysis, or the determination of the document that
the proposed project would not have .a significant effect on the environment after the.
incorporation of mitigation measures. None of the changes constitute a substantial revision that
requwes recirculation of the MND. o

Changes to the ISIMND

Changes to the text of the Initial Study and MND are noted below by the correspondlng section
and page number of the document. Additions are indicated with double underhned text and the .
deletlons are shown with stﬂkeeut—text ' Co

. Section 8 Descrlptlon of the. PrOJect (pp- 1-3):

The proposed project consists of an amendment to the Clty of Pasadena’s Transﬁ—
Oriented Development (TOD) Ordinance, Section 17.50.340 of the City’s Zoning Code.

N
)

April 2016 - o ' 1 a City of Pasadena



Errata Sheet for the Amendment to the
o Transit Oriented Development Ordinance
(Zonmg Code Sectron 17.50. 340) Initial Study/M|t|gated Negatlve Declaration

The City’ s existing TOD Ordinance applies to projects located within a quarter mile of a
Metro Gold Line station and the areas within the Central District Transit Oriented Area.
The general provisions of the existing ordinance require reductions in parking standards _
and prohibit a-number of non-transit-oriented land uses. Overall, the intent of the existing
TOD Ordinance is to promote development of commercial and residential mlxed uses
near the stations that would encourage use of public transit.

. The proposed project is an amendment to the existing . TOD Ordinance. . The primary
intent of the proposed amendment is to provide for greater flexibility in parkrng standards

in the TOD area surrounding -the Sierra Madre Villa Gold Line station whlle malntarnlng
~ -the intent- of the TOD Ordlnance : R Lo

_"-Table 1 (Changes ln Parkmg Requrrements) shows the proposed changes in
_resrdentlal office, and other nonresrdentlal uses. _ 4

Table 1
Changes in Parklng Requwements

Allen, Lake, Memorlal Park, Del Mar, and
Sierra Madre Villa TOD Station Areas Fillmore TOD Station Areas and Central
‘ : District Transit Oriented Area
e “ oo o Existinge | Propos‘ed""' o Existing *~ ‘| -~ Proposed
o ; 1125 o [ 1t01.25 o
Il)?e_sidt;e(r;tiali18 B ,<.650 sq.ft. | ¢ pacelunit - 1 space/unit . spacefunt” - A‘1 spacefunit
rojects Over ; g — — = S :
Dwelling Units/Acre - | 15175 i 1.5t0 1.75 .
9 > 650 sq. ft. spacelunit B 1..5 to2 space/unlr : space/unrt .No change _
. — . S - . —
Office Mandatory 25% Fom i I Mandatory 25% No-ct o
(excluding - reduction from Chan es'from%_—;stin | reduction from the 35% re duc_L—!?cirm) .
o —_— medical.ofﬁces) - | thecode . Tole%hlatio_n——g code - . e
Non-Residential . — _ °=g‘°= —— .
: All other non- | Mandatory 10% iy y Mandatory 10% . No-cl o
| residential | reduction from . . Changes from%isﬁn | reduction from'the 20% re duct1|<())nﬁ fo
‘uses : .the code . - Zandes rom exising code E . °= _
; : TOD regulatio o .
“*Code requrres 1 parkmg space for units <650 sq ft., and 2 parklng spaces for unlts >650 sq ft

The proposed amendment to the TOD: Ordinance would also 'revise the ‘current provision
that allows projects to exceed the maximum allowable parking requirements. Per the
current TOD Ordinance, projects in all TOD areas may exceed.the maximum allowable
parking requirements through approval of a Minor Conditional Use Permit if the
_additional parking spaces are used as Commercial Off-Street Parking.- The proposed
--amendment would add specific standards for projects that wish to utilize this option. For
an example, a project-that wishes to utilize this option would be required to provide a
minimum of 25 commercial off-street parking spaces that are dedicated as public parking
spaces, identify clear hours of operation and location of such parking spaces, as well as
comply with additional operational standards. In addition, projects proposed within the
- Sierra Madre Villa TOD area may exceed the maximum parking requirements up to an
. amount that is consistent with the standards applicable to other areas outside of the -

" TOD area hrough a_parking demand study and an approval of a Minor Condltlonal Use

April2016 . - - _ , } 2 City of Pasadena
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Errata Sheet for the Amendment to the
Transit Oriented Development Ordinance
(Zoning Code Section 17.50.340) Initial Study/Mitigated Negatrve Declaration

andler—prepesedrused- The proposed TOD Ordrnance would also mclude a provision that,

allows existing parking spaces. to remain on the prOJect site for all TOD station areas,
even if they exceed the maximum parkmg aIIowed under the TOD regulations.

In addition, the proposed TOD Ordinance would expand the TOD area from a quarter
mile to a one half mile radius from.-all stations within the City as an option, except for the
Sierra Madre Villa station. Future development projects located between the quarter mile
and-one half mile radius would have the option to benefit.from the TOD Ordinance
standards; however, - prOJects that choose to:benefit- from these standards would be
subject to all applicable standards. Furthermore, land uses that are prohibited within.the
quarter mile TOD area would not be allowed to benefit from the TOD standards even if
* they are proposed to be :located within the optional- half mile TOD area. The proposed
- TOD Ordmance does not change appllcablllty wrthln the quarter mile radlus

' Lastly, the proposed amendment to the TOD Ordlnance would also—add—\lel%le
' quartepmue—'FOD—area—and—weuld—alse mod|fy the entltlement reqmrements to remove

duplicative process.

The proposed TOD Ordinance (or the project) would not entitle 0r fund -any specific.,'

projects and, thus, would not result in any direct physical changes to the environment.
The proposed amendment to the TOD Ordinance would establish the framework for the
future development and improvement “of various forms of TOD across the city in
accordance with the City’s adopted General Plan Land Use Element.

‘End of Errata.

April 2016 : : 3 ' S City of Pasadena
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' A City of Pasadena
Amendment to the Transit-Oriented Development Ordinance Project
' Draft Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

1.0 PROJECT INFORMATION -

In accordance with the Environmental Policy Guidelines of the City of Pasadena, this analysis
and supporting data constitute the Initial Study for the subject project. This Initial Study provides
the assessment for a determrnatlon whéther the project may have a significant effect on the
environment.

1. Project Title: - : Amendment to the Transit-Oriented
. ' Development Ordinance (Zoning Code
Section17.50.340) :
2. Lead A_gency 'Name and Address: City of Pasadena F’Ianning and Community

Development Department
175 N. Garfield Avenue .
Pasadena CA 91101-1704

3. Contact Person and Phone Nt'lmb.er:v Joanne Hwang, Plan.ner '(626) 744-7309

4. Project Location: - . The proposed project would encompass all
: “areas of the city within one half mile of a Metro -
Gold Line station except Sierra Madre Villa
station, where only quarter mile applies, and
areas within the Central District Transit-.
Oriented Area. Refer to Figure 1, Regional
Vicinitv and Figure 2, TOD Planning Areas. .

5. Project Sponsor’s Name and Address: City of Pasadena Plannrng and Communlty ‘ '
‘ : Development Department
175 N. Garfield Avenue
- Pasadena, CA 91101-1704
6. General Plan Designation: Various
7. Zoning: | L | Various *
8. Description of the Pro;ect

'The proposed project consists' of an amendment to the City of Pasadenas Transit-Oriented
Development (TOD) Ordinance, Section 17. 50 340 of the City’s Zonlng Code. - '

The Cltys existing TOD Ordrnance applles to projects Iocatedelthm a quarter mile of a Metro
Gold Line station and the areas within the.Central District Transit Oriented Area. The general

~ provisions of the existing ordinance require reductions in parking standards and prohibit a ..

number of non transit-oriented land uses. Overall, the intent of the existing TOD Ordinance is to
promote development of commercial and resrdentlal mlxed uses near the stations that would
encourage use of public transit. ’ _ : r

The proposed project is an amendment to the exrstrng TOD Ordrnance The primary intent of the )
: proposed amendment is-to provrde for greater flexibility in parking standards in the TOD area

November 2015 - o 1 Draft Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

O




City of Pasadena
. . Amendment to the Transrt-Orlented Development Ordinance Project
L SRR - Qraft Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration ‘

surroundlng the: Srerra Madre Villa.Gold Line: statron whlle malntarnrng the |ntent of the TOD
Ordmance ce e 4 : A R I

Table 1 (Changes in Parking Requrrements) shows the proposed changes in. reS|dent|aI
office, and other nonresidential uses." L C B
SO tablet
Changes in Parkmg Reqmrements

Residential* <650sq.ft. - 1t0.1.25 space/unit —1spac'e/'unit'v ' 1"t:o’1.2‘5spa0elunit’ ‘ 1s,pace/uriit‘
Projects Over 48 . ] ‘ Y R B
Dweling Unisiacre | »650sq.ft. | o178 18102 Ty g pacelunit | Nochangs
‘ . _ | spacefunit spacefunit S : :
‘Office’- * | -Mandatory25% - - - '0%{to’2v5%-~ | Mandatory 25% de
"|¢ (excluding'medical ' |: reduction -from the | reduction from: - | ‘reduction from'the - |: No change
Non Iiésideritié’l -offices) . jcode .. ... - ~|thecode . - *|-code .. i R A
DR AG Mandatory- 10%: -~ : |-0%t0 10%. ... | Mandatory 10% "~ -« -[*" . = =< i
AIIothernon-- ' reduction f red from | reduction fromthe =~ N hant L
resrdentr al uses - reduction from the | reduction from.- | re uctlon romthe - ~| No.change . -~ -
: . code -y . . . |thecode .- | code - L e
*Code requrres 1 parklng space for units <650 sq ft., and 2 parking spaces for unrts >650 sq. ft v

 The proposed amendment to the TOD Ordrnance would:also. revise the current prowsmn that -

_allows projects to exceed the maximum allowable parking requirements. Per the-current TOD
“Ordinance, projects in all TOD areas may exceed the maximum allowable parking requrrements
through approval of a Minor:Conditional Use Permit if the additional parking’ spaces are 'used as
Commercial 'Off-Street Parklng The proposed amendment would add specific standards for
-projects that wish to utilize this option. Foran example, a project that wishes to utilize this option

- would be required to provide a minimum of 25 commercial off-street parking spaces that are

_dedicated' as public parking spaces, identify clear hours of operation and location of such
parking spaces, as well as comply with additional operational standards. In addition, projects
proposed within the Sierra Madre Villa TOD ‘area may exceed the  maximum parking
requirements up to an amount that'is consistent with the standards applicable to other areas

~ outside of the TOD area, only if it can be shown to the satisfaction of the Zoning Administrator

that additional parking is necessary due to project’s location, surroundings, characteristics,
and/or proposed used. The proposed TOD. Ordinance would also include a provision that allows
existing: parking spaces to remain on the project site for all TOD statron areas, even if they ,

- exceed the maximum parking aIIowed under the TOD regulatrons

“In add|t|on the proposed TOD Ordlnance would expand the TOD area from a quarter mile to a
_one half m|Ie radius from all stations within the City as an option, except for the Sierra, Madre

. Villa station. Future development projects located -between the quarter mile and one half mile . .

radius would have the option to benefit from the TOD Ordinance standards; however; projects
that choose”to benefit from these standards would be subject to all applicable standards.

' Furthermore Iand uses that are prohibited within the quarter mile TOD area would not be

 Draft Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration ~ : = 2 " November2015




t Crty of Pasadena
" Amendment to the Transit-Oriented Development Ordinance Project
Draft Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

~ allowed to benefit-from the TOD- standards even if they are proposed to be located within the .

optional half mile TOD area. The proposed TOD Ordinance does not change applrcabllrty within
the quarter mrle radius.

Lastly, the proposed amendment to the TOD Ordrnance would also add “Vehrcle Servrces -

Vehicle/Equipment Repair” to the list of prohibited land uses within the quarter mile TOD area,

and would also modify the entrtlement requrrements to remove duplicative process

The proposed TOD Ordrnance (or the pro;ect) would not entrtle or fund any specific projects
. and, thus, would not result in any. direct physical changes to the environment. The proposed
" amendment to the TOD Ordinance would establish the: framework for the future development

and improvement of various forms of TOD across the crty in accordance with the City’s adopted

General Plan Land Use Element

S 9. Surroundrng Land Uses and Settingi

Setting and Surrounding Land AUses

| Pasadena encompasses approximately - 14 803 acres: (23 square miles) in the western San

Gabriel Valley, bordered -by. the unincorporated .Altadena community to the north; South
Pasadena and San Marino to the south; - Arcadia, Sierra Madre, and unincorporated Los: -

‘Angeles County to the east; and Glendale, La Cafiada Flintridge, and Los Angeles to the west.
- The areas associated with the TOD Ordinance-are moderate to high-density mixed-use clusters

of residential and commermal uses developed in"an urban envrronment in proxrmlty to Metro‘

.' Gold Llne stations.

“10. Publlc agencres whose approval is. reqmred {e.g. permits, fmancrng approval or
part|c|pat|on) , : _

Thrs lnltral Study/Mrtrgated Negatrve Declaratlon covers all approvals by governmental agencres
, that ‘may be needed to implement or operate the project.. At this time, no discretionary. public
agency approvals are known to be requrred for the prOJect other than those requrred by the City
‘of Pasadena. : . l : . :

November 2015 - 3 Draft Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration




Clty of Pasadena
Amendment to the Translt-Orlented Development Ordinance Pro;ect
Draft Initial StudyIMltlgated Negatlve Declaratlon

~ This page intenﬁon_'ally left blank. -
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Cxly of Pasadena -
Amendivient to the Transit- Onented Devalopment Ordinance Project -
Draft Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

EﬂV!RONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AF‘F?EéT“E’iD _

Thie environmental factors checked betow would be potentially affected by this project, involving
at least one impact that is a “Potentfally Significant Impact” as indicated by the checklist on thé
foﬂowmg pages. .

s

-Aé'stheﬁcs _ ' Greenhouse Gases o |Ngise -
_{Agricultural Resources | | Geology and Soils L {Population and Housing
ArQualily | |Hazards: and Haza ous Mat: als | Public Services
Biological Resources | Hydrology an ' Recreation
Cultural Resources | Land Use an P!anning Transportation/Traffic =~
Enefgy . Mineral Resoure s“ Utilities and Service Systems
' ’ Mandsfory Findings of Significance

| BE}?EERM[NAT!B}N {tobe ccmp!etéd"by Jtﬁe:;LeadlAgenesf)

On the basis of this initial evaluation:

1 find that iﬁe proposed pro;ec“t COULD NOT have a sngmﬁcant eﬁect on the: envxmnment and @ NEGATIVE
DECLARATION will be prépared. |
- |Hind that; alffiough the proposed prqect could have a sxgmﬁcant effect on the- envirgnment, there will ot he al
‘significant ‘ffect in this case becauss the ‘mitigation measures described on an altached shéat have been added tof X
the project. A MITIGATED- NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared, N
| find that the proposed project MAY have ‘a significant effect on the envnmnment and an ENV!RONMENTAL ’
IMPACT REPORT istequired. A
| find.that the proposed project MAY have a potent!ally significant impact” or potenhaﬂy sighifi cant uniess mmgaﬁed
{impdct on the erivironiient,, bit 4t least effect 1) has:been adequately analyzed in an eatlier document pursiiant fo
applicable legal standards , and 2) has been addrassed by. mitigation measures based on the eatlier analysis as
described on atfached sheets An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT i required, but it must analyze-only the
| éffects.thatremain to be-addressed.

Hind that although the preposed project couild have a sigmﬁcani effect on the. environment, because all potentlaily
significant. effecis (a) have been analyzed adequately in -an earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to
applicable: standards; and (b) have been avoided or mmgated pursuant fo that earfier EIR of NEGATIVE
 DECLARATION, incliuding revisions. or mlhgatmn measures that are lmpesed upon the proposed project nothmg
further is required. ;

%//ﬁ/ﬂ i Zﬁ//?_@f% /[6//4ﬁ A AALYY U / “9}
// Prépared By " Date Reiewed By tJ Date:
Jedian, € mMYLC/ CowsgTtyt~ ~  _doanneHwang, Planner

Printed Name” Printed Name

NegafiVé DeclarationiMitigated Negative Declaration adopted on: e

' ' A Date

Adoption attested-to by: — e .

: o Signature ‘ .. Dae
‘PrinedName
. \_
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' City of Pasadena
: Amendment to the Transit-Oriented Development Ordinance Project
Draft Inrtral Studyertrgated Negative Declaration

e

2.0 ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST FORM

TBACKGROUND

‘Date che(:klist submitted'ﬂ o

" 5Department requrrrng checkllst - 'A »Case .I:\/Ialnager;;" .
. 'ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS T S ST
>_ iExplanatlons of all answers are. requrred E ' S

-21 AESTHETIcs

Have a substantial advers'e effect on a senic 'vista'? 3

Why" The proposed prOJect is an amendment to the Crty of Pasadena s TOD Ordmance and
would encompass all areas of the city within one half mile of a Metro Gold Line station except -
Sierra' Madre Villa station where only quarter mile applies, and an .expanded area within the
City's Central District Transit Oriented Area.”Pasadena encompasses approxrmately 14,803
~ acres (23 square miles). in the western’ San’ Gabriel Valley;” bordered by the unrncorporated
. Altadena community to the north; South Pasadena and San Marrno to the south; Arcadia, Sierra
‘Madre, " and unrncorporated Los Angeles” County to the east; and Glendale, L& Canada
Flintridge, and 'Los Angeles to the west, The ‘areas associated with the TOD Ordrnance are .
moderate to high-density mixed-use clusters’of residential and- commercial uses: developed in
an urban environment in proximity to Metro Gold Line statrons lerted views of the San Gabrrel
Mountains, which provide the- north-facing backdrop for much of the' city,’may be available from
the TOD iareas; howeéver, the primary views of the'mountains are from north- south orrented
roadways which would' not be affected by the proposed Ordinance revision. Furthermore ‘any

future transit-oriented development would be required to evaluate potential |mpacts to such -
views. As the proposed project does not entitle any development, the TOD Ordinance would not . -

result in any direct physical changes to the environment. Therefore, the proposed project wouid
have no impact to scenic vistas.

- Draft Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration .. 10 ' ~ November 2015



.Citv of Pasadena

Draft Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

' S | LessThan | - e
R L Potentially | Significant | Less Than ‘No .-
Woiuld the project: Significant | ImpactWith | Significant Imoact .
SR Impact | Mitigation Impact ' p ’
: Incorporated S ’

b. Substantially damage ‘scenic resources, including, but not : L B _
limited to, trees, rock outcroppmgs and hlstonc burldrngs ‘ . - X
* within a state scenic highway? . ‘ S

Why" The only designated state scenic hlghway in the Crty of Pasadena is the Angeles Crest

Highway. (State Highway 2), which is located north of Arroyo Seco Canyon in the extreme
northwest portion of the city. The TOD areas are not within the viewshed of the Angeles Crest
- Highway, and are not located along any scenic roadway corridors identifi ed in the City’s General
Plan documents. Further, the proposed project is an.amendment to the City of Pasadena’s TOD
Ordinance and would not result in any direct physical changes to the environment. Therefore,

the proposed prOJect would have no |mpacts to state scenic hlghways or scemc roadway
corrldors . : .

] *Less Than o
A T Potentially S]gmflcant Le$$ Than | No -
- | Would the project: - Significant | Impact With | . Significant | Impact
R R Impact Ml'tlgatlon | Impagct p e
) " |*Incorporated- B
1 ¢ Substantlally degrade the existing visual character or quallty : _— X
L of the SIte and lts surroundlngs? ] B = ‘

Why° The proposed pro;ect is an amendment to the Clty of Pasadena TOD Ordmance and
- would not entitle or fund any specific project and, thus, would not result in any direct physical

'changes to the environment. Any subsequent development that would occur within TOD areas .

would be required to go under City review. These individual projects would be requnred to
comply with all applrcable guidelines_ (i.e. Pasadena’s Citywide Design Principles, Pasadena
Design Guidelines for Historic Districts, appllcable specific plan design guidelines) and policies

in the General Plan. All of these regulations require that development be context-sensitive and .
compatible with surroundmg development, including historic structures. Compliance with these .
requirements would prevent future development within the TOD areas from degrading the visual _

- quality and- character of' the surroundmg communlty Therefore, aesthetic lmpacts are Iess than
srgnlf icant. - L : L . _
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| impact |

. ‘d Create a new source of substantlal I|ght or glare Wthh E
would adversely affect day or nrghttrme vrews in the area'? .

'Why" The proposed prorect is an amendment to the Crty of Pasadena TOD Ordlnance and
“would not entitle' or fund any specific prorects and, thus, would not result in any direct physical
.changes to the environment. All future development .would be. required -to ‘comply with the
'standards in-the zonlng code ‘that regulate glare and outdoor llghtrng Helght and direction. of
) any outdoor llghtrng and the screenrng of mechanlcal equrpment must conform to Municipal
Code requrrements Trtle A7 of the Pasadena Munlcrpal Code. Sectlon 17. 40. 080 of .the City
Municipal Code regulates outdoor Irghtrng requiring Ilghtlng to be. energy-efﬁcrent and shrelded :
no lights shall blink, flash, or be of high intensity or brightness; and lighting shall be approprlate
~+in scale, intensity,. and' height. Furthermore, Land Use Element Policies 4.11, 6.7, and 27.4
‘require that lighting be shielded and effrcrent Adherence to desrgn standards in the’ Municipal
Code and. other regulations would _ensure- that llght and glare from new development and
‘redevelopment prolects in TOD areas would be mrnlmlzed lmpacts related to Irght and glare
Crwould be less than srgnrflcant < ‘ Ce . .

| ‘2 2 - AGRICULTURAL RESOURCES

| In determrmng whetherlmpact’t agricultural re

| significant environmental effects,

the.California - Agricultural Land Eva

| Assessment - Model - {1997)7,,prepared

( Department of Conservatio
assessing rmpacts on agncu

- pro;ect . PO

" No

~ Impact With | - Impact

- Mitigation: -
g Incorporated

a. Convert Prrme Farmland Unrque Farmland or Farmland of
_ Statewide Importance (Farmland), as shown on the maps | - , o L
prepared pursuantto the Farmland Mapping and Monrtonngf JEPTEERS T I broon X
_ Program of the Cahfornra Resources Agency, to non-ﬂ, SIETRIN: S-S DEEN N N
'agrrcultural use? : : T

. WHY’ The Crty of Pasadena is a developed urban area surrounded by h|llsrdes to the north
and northwest. The C|ty ‘contains no,"Prime " Farmland Unlque Farmland, or Farmlapid: of
Statewide Importance, as shown-on maps prepared pursuant to'the’ Farmland Mapping and
iMonrtorrng Program of the California Resources Agency Therefore the proposed prorect would
‘have .no impact on farmland resources r
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‘In determining whether impacts to agricuftural resources are : .
‘significant environmental effects, lead agencies may referto | " Less Than ,
‘the’. California Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site | Potentially | Significant | Less Than ;No
- Assessment ' Model (1997) prepared by the California | Significant | ImpactWith. | Significant | Impact
‘Department of Conservation as an optional model to use in Impact Mitigation |  Impact ~ -| pact” .-
-assessing impacts on agnculture and farmland. Would the .| Incorporated . .
Pproject: :
| b. Conﬂlct with existing -zoning for agrrcultural use, or a 4 . o X
Wllllamson Act contract? Lo Ce N A '

: 'WHY" The Clty of Pasadena has-no land ‘zoried for agrlcultural use other than commercral
growing areas., Implementatron of the proposed project wouild - establish the regulatory
“: framework for the future development and improvement of various forms of transit-oriented
’development across the city, and would not conﬂlct wrth any exrstmg zomng for agrlcultural
.uses Therefore no |mpact would occur : i _

B

‘ In'de)t‘erminihg whether impacts fo 'agricultural resources are | -
significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to | . Less Than

the California Agricultural -Land Evaluation and Site | Potentially | Significant | Less Than N; '

Assessment Model (1997) prepared by the California | Significant | ImpactWith -| Significant Impact -
Department of Conservation as an optional model to use in Impact Mitigation Impact pact
assessing impacts on agnculture and farmland. Would the Incorporated | -

_ prolect ‘ a

.| e Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest |
“land (as defined in Public Resources Code Section 12220 | ] SR e

(9)), timberland (as defined by Public Resources Code | - - L e o X
| Section 4526), or timberland zoned Timberland Production { - - - |~ o o
T (as defi ned by Govemment Code Sectlon 51104 (g))

\'WHY" There is no trmberland or Trmberland Productron zone in the* Crty ‘of Pasadena
therefore the proposed  project would not result in the ‘loss of forest land, tlmberland or
E Trmberland Productlon areas. No lmpact would occur. . :

In determmrng whether rmpacts to agrrcultural resources are | ; )

|- significant environmental effects, lead agencies may referto| . Less Than _

| the California ‘Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site { Potentially  Significant | Less Than “No‘ ,

. Assessment Model (1997) prepared by the California.| Significant -| Impact With ° Significant Impact 3
Department of Conservation as an optional model to use.in | Impact Mitigation | . -Impact o

| ‘assessing lmpacts on agnculture and farmland Would the | | Incorporated SR
prolect ) : ‘ ‘ ) o

| d. Resultin the Ioss of forest land or conversion of forest land X e

“to a non-forest iise? ‘

WHY" There is no forest land in the City of Pasadena. Therefore the proposed project would
not result in the conversion or loss of forest land, and no lmpact would occur. :

-‘November 2015 : : 13 - Draft Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration
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In determmrng whether rmpacts to agrrcultural resources‘are 5
. Potentlally ) | LessThan | " No.
S|gn|f|cant ImpactW|th” Slgmﬂcant - Ih act
k ‘ Impact Mltlgatlon S lmpactr 1 p L
' assessmg rmpacts on agnculture and farmland Wo : o
- pro;ect o . i B S
Involve other changes in the eX|st|ng enwronment WhICh | IR _
-~ due to their location or naturé; could fesult in conversmn of‘ ERRATa ' . X
Farmland to non-agncultural Use? e e i cfn s o i e S

WHY'? There |s no known farmland in the C|ty of Pasadena Therefore the proposed prOJect
would not result in the conversmn of farmland to a nonagrlcultural use, and no |mpact would
-oceur: . : l c o

23 'A"R}'QUAL‘:!.,TY%’ S

Where avarlable, the srgnrfrcance crr ) hed by 'th Potentlally Less Than Tt
‘ applrcable air-quality ma age ement or-air: pollutron controls‘ : Slgmflcant lmpact With | Slgnlflcant - No
district may be_ relied. upon to make the foIIowmg;__c “Impact | Mitigation lmpact . Impact
‘ determmatrons Would the prov* o : e lncorporated 405 B
a. Conflict with or obstruct |mplementat|on of the appllcable air | e X
quahtyplan’? b o o ‘ff ERA T IR R :

'WHY’ The City of Pasadena is W|th|n the South Coast Air Basm (SCAB) whlch is bounded by v
the'San’ Gabriel, San Bernardlno and San Jacnnto Mountalns to the north and east, and the
‘Pacific Ocean to the south and west The air’ quallty |n ‘the SCAB |s managed by the South
,Coast Air Quallty Management Dlstrlct (SCAQMI) ; .

The SCAB has a hlstory ‘of recorded air quallty violations and is an‘area where both state and
 federal ambient air quallty standards are exceeded. Because of the violations of the. Callforma
~ Ambient Air Quahty Standards (CAAQS) the Callfornla Clean “Air ‘Act requires triennial
’preparat|on of an Air’ Quahty Management Plan (AQMP). The AQMP analyzes air quallty on a
regional level ‘and identifies reglon-W|de attenuatlon methods " to achleve the air- quallty '
‘'standards. These reglon-W|de attenuation methods mclude regulatlons for stahonary—source
polluters; facilitation of new: transportatlon technologles such as low-émission vehlcles and
cap|tal lmprovements such as park—and rlde facmtles and publ|c tranS|t lmprovements '

The most recently adopted plan is the 2012 AQMP; adopted on December 7,2012. This. plan is
the SCAB’s portion of the State Implementatlon Plan (SIP) This plan is deSIgned to achleve the
‘5 percent annual reductlon goal of the Callfornla Clean A|r Act o

The AQMP accommodates and accounts for populatlon ‘growth and’ transportahon pro;ectlons,
‘based on the predlctlons made by the Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG)
Thus, prOJects that. are con3|stent W|th employment and populatlon forecasts are conS|stent W|th
the’AQMP: o

R
R
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The proposed amendment to the TOD Ordinance would establlsh the. regulatory framework for
future development and improvement of various forms of transit-oriented:-development across
- the - city in accordance with the City’'s adopted General Plan Land Use Element. -Future
development that would occur within the TOD areas would be consistent with the-growth
" projections evaluated under the General Plan, and therefore, consistent with SCAG projections.
Further, such future development would need to be -analyzed for consistency with-the AQMP:’
Lastly, the proposed project would not entitle or fund any specific projects and, thus, would not -
_ result in any direct physical changes to the environment. Inasmuch as new development may
‘occur under the proposed TOD Ordinance Amendment, the development would encourage the
use of alternative transportatlon modes, which would indirectly result in reduced vehicle trips.
“Therefore, the project would not conflict with or obstruct lmplementatlon of the appllcable alr'
qualrty plan and lmpacts would be considered less than significant. - , :

Where avarlable the significance criteria established by the Potentlall ;?sigha'} A LessThan |-
applicable air quality management or air pollution control Significan)t lrng::: tllllal:th i Significant‘ “ No -
~djstrict may. be - relied upon to make - the following lmpaot Mitigation:y Impaotv -1~ Impact -
determrnatrons Would the pro_/ect , ' Incorporated | - : s

b. Vlolate any air quallty standard or contribute to an exrstmg X

©ooor prolected air quallty violation? . - . . S

WHY’ The Crty of Pasadena is W|th|n the SCAB, which’ |s an airshed that regularly exceeds
ambient air quality standards, known as a non- -attainment area. The SCAB is designated a non-
-attainment area for respirable particulate matter (PMyo), fine particulate matter (PM.s), and
ozone (Os). The SCAB'is currently designated an attainment area for the remaining criteria
pollutants, which include carbon monoxide (CO), nitrogen oxides ANOx), and sulfur dioxide
(SOy). - Due to its geographical locatlon and the prevalllng off- shore daytlme winds, Pasadena,
~ receives smog from downtown Los Angeles and other areas in ‘the Los Angeles basin. The
prevailing winds, from the southwest carry smog from wide areas of Los Angeles and adjacent'

cities, to the San Fernando 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.

Inasmuch as the proposed project could indirectly result in new development, the project could
“result in air pollutant generation from construction activities, increased vehicle use, natural gas
‘combustion, and other operational sources. "Such emissions could incrementally contribute to
the basin’s non-attainment conditions. Construction. emissions. would be reduced through
implementation of existing regulatory requirements, such as SCAQMD Rule 403 for fugitive dust
“control, ‘and Rule 1113 for architectural ‘coatings, as well as the City’s ordinances such as
Section 17.40.170 in the. Clty Municipal Code, which regulates the number of truck trlps per six-
-day work week. Additionally, Pasadena’s Green City Action Plan and Green. Building Ordinance,
which exceeds. California Green Building Code requrrements would result in-lower emissions
from future burldlngs than existing buildings in.Pasadena. In summary, any future development
that could occur under the proposed TOD Ordinance would be required to implement policies
and programs that feduce vehicle miles traveled (VMT) per capita and reduce building energy
and natural gas consumption per square ‘foot, thus furthering plans intended to improve the
basin’s attainment status. Therefore the potential future air emissions.that could indirectly
result from adoption of the proposed TOD Ordinance and their potentlal contnbutlon to air
quality violations is a less than srgnlf cant lmpact of the project.
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1 Less Than> :

‘dtstrrct may be rehed upo gt

‘:determmatrons Would the pro;ect

c. Resultina cumulatrvely consnderable net increase of any |

© criteria pollutant for which the . project region is non- | . ) )
attainment under an applicable federal"or state - ambrent air; | e e e e X

quality standard . (rncludlng releasing .. emlssrons which |- oo L SR -

- exceed quantrtatlve thresholds for.ozone precursors)’?

WHY" o ' : - : Lo - - Peo s
o Lo A TIPS T PR T R B A PR T PN PO
- . R, . . o . . . o

' The proposed amendment to the TOD Ordlnance would establlsh the regulatory framework for
the. future development and. improvement of various forms of transit-oriented: development
across the city in accordance with the. City’s. ‘adopted General Plan Land-Use ‘Element. Future

- development and improvements ‘would- need to be analyzed for increases in criteria pollutants. -

- However, as described in-Issue 2.3.b, above, the. City has. multiple policies, programs, and plans

. -in place that. reduce emissions:. Addltlonally, Pasadenas Green City ‘Action:Plan and Green
;Bundrng Ordinance, which exceeds.California Green Building. Code requirements, would result -
_-in lower emissions from. future :buildings than_ existing: buildings in Pasadena. The proposed
prOJect would not entitle or fund-any: specific projects and, thus, would not result in' any direct

. physical changes to the environment regarding a cumulatlvely considerable net increase: of any, _
cnterra pollutant. Impacts would be consrdered less than srgnlﬁcant , S o

: Where avarlable, the srgmflcance crlter ished.
appllcable air. qualrty‘managemen or r pollutlon cont‘
district - may - “be -relied - uf ' )
determmatlons Would the roj

d. Expose sensrtrve” receptors to substantral poIlutant N X
T+~ concentrations? ' R RRRTI

j WHY’ lndustrral land uses, such as chemrcal processing facilities, chrome—platlng facilities, dry
Cleaners, . and gasolrne-drspensrng facilities,” have the potentral to ‘be substantial statronary'
sources -that would- requrre a permrt from SCAQMD for emrssrons of toxic air contaminants

~_"(TACs) Development of ‘these’ uses would Be - l|m|ted to thoseé allowed under the TOD

‘Ordinance, and"any potentral emissions’ of TACs would be" controlled’ by SCAQMD through
permitting and would be' subject to' further study and: health rrsk assessment prlor to the .
'|ssuance of any necessary air quallty permlts under SCAQMD Rule 1401 :

‘ The other sources of TAC within the City are I-210 and SR-134, which have annual average .

daily traffic volumes exceeding 100,000. Development of new residential uses and other
sensitive receptors could be located within 500 feet of the 1-210.could occur under-the TOD -
Ordinance. However, the General Plan Update identified Mitigation Measure 2-4 to address the
impacts of exposing sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant - concentrations. Future
development projects and improvements within 500 feet of the 1-210 freeway would be required
~in implement Mitigation. Measure 2-4, incorporated into this ISS/MND.as MM AIR-1. Any future
~ development that could occur under the amended TOD. Ordinance that includes sensitive
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receptors “would be reqwred to comply with all applrcable SCAQMD and City regulations,
including future CEQA ‘review. Implementation of MM AIR-1 would ensure that development of
individual projects would be required to achieve the mcremental risk thresholds establlshed by v
SCAQMD and TAC exposure would be less than srgnlﬁcant : : '
Mltlgatlon Measures R o : R S
MM AlR-1 Prior to future drscretlonary approval the Clty of Pasadena Plannrng Division
' ‘shall evaluate new development proposals for sensitive land uses (e.g., residences, schools, -
. and day care centers) within the City for potential incompatibilities with regard to the California
Air Resources Board’s Air Quality and Land Use Handbook: A Community Health Perspective
(April 2005). In addition, applicants for siting or expanding sensitive land uses that are within the
. recommended buffer distances listed in Table 1-1 of the CARB Handbook shall submit a health
- risk assessment (HRA) to the City of Pasadena. The HRA shall be prepared in accordance with
- policies and -procedures of the state Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment

(OEHHA) and the South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD). The latest OEHHA -

- guidelines shall be used for the analysis, including age sensitivity factors, breathing rates, and -
body weights appropriate for children. If the' HRA shows that the incremental cancer risk arid/or
-noncancer hazard. index exceeds the respective thresholds, as established by the SCAQMD at -

. the: time. a project is considered, the applicant will be required to identify and demonstrate that
mitigation measures are capable of reducing potential cancer and noncancer risks to an
acceptable level (i.e., below the aforementioned thresholds as established by the SCAQMD),
including- approprrate enforcement mechanlsms Measures to reduce risk may mclude but are
not Ilmlted to: : Lo S - -

e Airintakes oriented away from hlgh-volume roadways and/or truck loadlng zones.

. _Heatlng, ventilation, and air conditioning systems of the burldmgs provrded wrth
' »approprrately sized maxrmum effrcrency ratlng value (MERV) filters.,

.. Heatlng, ‘'ventilation, and air condltlonrng systems for unrts that are rnstalled with MERV -
~filters shall maintain positive pressure ‘within the burldlng s filtered ventllatlon system to
o reduce mflltratlon of unfi ltered outdoor air.

‘Mltlgatron measures rdentlf ed in the HRA shall be rdentrf ed as m|t|gat|on measures in the
environmental document and/or incorporated into the srte development plan as a component of .
the proposed pro;ect The air intake design and MERV filter requirements shall bé noted and/or

- reflected on all building plans submltted to the City and shall be verified by the Crtys Planning

‘Division. The intent of this mltlgatron ‘measure s to_reflect current CARB and .SCAQMD
‘Guidance/Standards as well as CEQA legislation and case- law, and the City implementation of
the measure shall adhere to current standards/law at the trme such analyses are undertaken
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Nt Where avarlable, the srgmfrcance crrter established by the Potentlall S i ’ Léésfh;ﬁ = N
“applicable air quality management o air pollutron control | - v |m|92l t‘(\::l:':n s fcant | . NO.
district . may - be - relied upoh ; ' : MFl)hgatro o *«ﬁ“p'a Gt N " Impact;

g determmatrons Would the pro;ect : Incorporated |- " . - PR
‘e Create objectlonable odors affectrng a substantlal number of N BT o e X ,

r>eor>le7 VR Lo )
i - s . “e . » \' R SRR AT i . by

-‘ WHY" Accordlng to the SCAQMD CEQA A|r Quallty Handbook Iand uses assomated with

odor complaints typlcally include agricultural uses, wastewater  treatment . plants, food o

-processing- plants, chemical plants composting, refineries,” landfills, dairies, and- fi berglass
* molding. The proposed project is'an amendment to the Clty of Pasadena TOD Ordinance and
-development that would be allowed would not. include any. uses ‘identified by the SCAQMD; as
bemg assomated with odors Therefore the proposed pro;ect would have no |mpact R

24 BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

Ja. ‘Have a substantlal adverse effect elther dlrectly or through N
' habitat modlﬂcatlons ‘on’ any species |dent|fed asal. oo e

candidate, sensitive, or’ specnal status species ‘in local or’ AT R I D X
- regional plans, policies, or regulatlons or by the California’| - -~~~ -~ {7 T U v
- Department of- FISh and Game or: U S Flsh and erdllfe R : ‘ : _
v ‘Serwce? L A SRS L MR U

R

-WHY" The'TOD areas are located in. developed urbahized areas throughout the “city. The
proposed project is an amendment to the City of Pasadena TOD Ordinance and would not
entitle or fund any specific- prOJects and, thus,; ‘would not result in any direct physical changes.to-

the environment. Therefore, the prOJect would not' have :a substantial adverse effect elther
dlrectly or through habltat modlflcatlons on any specres No |mpact would oceur. '

!

S s Potentlally f LessT g
| Would the project: *ImpactW|th ignificant. ). -
CE “Mitigation | - Impact " . TPeCt
r : T - yIncorporated . & r o '
. — s —
b Have a substantlal adverse effect on any npanan habltat or| . .
-~ other sensitive natutal community identified in’ local or'| = R BT P
‘regional plans, policies, and regulations or by- the Cahfomla ! EEECE I ¢ I R G
- Department of FISh and Game or US F|sh and Wlldhfe S B N DA
.o Service? e L L s N R A T RO '

¢ g ) “ . oty . N - . . PR N H

"WHY? The TOD areas are located in developed urbanized areas throughout the city. The
~ proposed project is not located within a biological resources area, and no riparian habitat or
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B other sensitive natural- communltles are present in the- pro;ect area as |dent|t" ed in regronal plans
or regulatrons of the Callforma Department of Fish and Wildlife or U. S Fish and Wldlrfe Servrce

There are no desrgnated natural communltles in the C|ty Natural habrtat areas wrthln the C|ty 5
" boundaries are largely limited to.the upper and lower portions of the Arroyo Seco, the City’s
- western hrllsrde area, and Eaton’ Canyon The proposed TOD ordinance would not apply to any -

of these areas, as such areas are not in proximity to the City’s Gold Line stations or Central

District. The proposed project is a regulatory tool and :approval of the proposed project will not
-create a substantral adverse effect on any natural habitat areas. No impact. would oceur.. ’

: LessThan : ) o
PR S -Potentially | * Significant | LessThan No
| Would the project: .. - : | Significant | “Impact With | Significant 1} . Impact
R ; i Impact Mltlgatlon . Impact !
8 Incorporated | °
c. Have a substantial adverse effect of federally protected
wetlands as defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act - _ :
(including, but not_limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal," N SE X
etc.) through direct removal ﬁIllng, hydrologlcal mterruptlon : :
or other means’? : .

1 }WHY" The TOD areas are Iocated in urbanlzed areas and do not lnclude any. drscernrble
dralnage courses, -inundated areas, wetland vegetation, or hydric- soils, and thus does not
“include US Army Corps of Engineers jurisdictional drainages or wetlands. There are no federally.
" protected waters or wetlands, as defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act, within the TOD
areas. No water features or other topographlc depressions are present within the TOD areas -
that could support wetlands. Further, the proposed project would not entitle -or fund-any specific
projects and, thus, would not result in any direct physical changes to the environment.
Therefore, the proposed project would have no lmpact to federally protected wetlands as
" deﬁned by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act. :

1. Less Than oy
PR R R Lo ) - Potentially Significant - |- Less Than | No ‘
Would the project: g T S Significant | Impact With | - Significant . | - tmpact' .
R v ) . ' “Impact | - Mitigation | Impact |- " -
, . . Incorporated | - - ) :
| d. Interfere substantially with the movement. of any native :
|~ -resident or migratory fish or wildlifé species or with X
" established nativé resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or .
-rmpede the use of natlve wildlife nursery srtes'? ‘ '

EWHY" The proposed pro;ect is an amendment to. the TOD Ordrnance and would not entitle or
fund any specrf ¢ projects and, thus, would not result in any direct. physrcal changes to the
environment. The proposed -project is a regulatory tool that applies to urbanized portions of the
City of Pasadena. Therefore, no impacts to mrgratory species, wildlife movement corridors, or
native wildlife nursery srtes would- occur asa result of the proposed pro;ect
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| Less Than
g Slgnrfrcant

Incorpor.ated',‘ 4 Cnd

e. Conflict wrth any IocaI policies. or. ordrnances protectlng R e ,
blologrcal resources, such as a tree preservatlon polrcy L T oo e X
ordlnance'? ' 5 ' I L | i

= - ' (.
'WHY?. The proposed pl'OjeCt is an amendment to the TOD Ordlnance and would not entltle or
fund  any specific projects and, thus, would not result in any direct physical. changes to the

* environment; Therefore, the proposed project would not conflict with any local polrcres or
- ordinances protectlng brologlcal resources, and would have no related |mpacts T

Significant” |, -

1 Conﬂrct wrth the Pprovisions.” of -an adopted Habitat | ' .. .- .. SN IR
Conservatron Plan (HCP), Natural .Community Conservation | ., ..~ . | -5 )ooTue o
/| - Plan (NCCP), or other approved local, regronal or state ‘

1 habltat conservatron plan’7 .

" WHY" There are no adopted Habrtat Conservatlon or Natural Communrty Conservatron Plans
in the City of Pasadena There are, also no approved_ ‘local,  regional; or . state habltat
. conservatron plans. Therefore, no |mpacts would occur as a- result of the proposed project:- .

25  CULTURAL RESOURCES I

. Significant |- ess Than N

. Would the project:-. .. ImpactWith | Slgnlflcant 1 it
RIS ;Mitig“a_ti‘on;. Impact '«",‘p, i
‘ Incorporated..|... - R
a Cause a substantlal adverse change in the srgnrfrcance ofa e e ‘
" historical resource as deﬂned in. CEQA Gurdelrnes Section | -+ il e X

1505457 Cod A _ e e

Catae el e o, KR

WHY? The proposed project would not entitle or fund any specific projects and, thus, would
- not result in any, direct physical changes to the environnient._Development' of new uses under.
the TOD Ordinance could involve historic resources; however, such projects would be subject to
the City’s development standards and. processes, which include strict protections for historical
resources. Chapter 2.75 of the -City Municipal Code . outlines the Historic Preservation
Commission. The Commission carries out the duties in section 2.75.045 such as. revrewrng and
making recommendations on environmental reports, zone changes, master development plans,
planned development and other land use entitements as they are applicable to historic
resources in the city. Future modlﬂcatron of any historical resource would requrre additional
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discretionary. approvals by the ley of Pasadena. T'herefore' the proposed prpject would not
cause a substantial adverse change |n the srgnlflcance of a historical resource, and |mpacts
_would be less than srgnlf cant :

» , Less Than . ' ~,
NS - , : | Potentially | Significant | LessThan | = -
- Would the project: . : . Significant | Impact With | Significant | -
R R R Impact Mitigation | Impact | o
‘ o ’ "| Incorporated' )~ . - -
b.  Cause a.substantial adverse change in the significance of | - X
_an archaeological resource pursuant to Section 15064.5? S

WHY? The proposed project is an amendment to the TOD Ordinance, and would not entitle or
fund any specific projects and, thus, would not result in any direct physical changes to the
environment. Due to the limited number of archaeological resources documented and the built-
out hature of the city, potential impacts to archaeological resources are considered to be low.

The City completed SB 18 and AB 52 consultations/notification for the proposed project. The |
Native - American consultation did not - identify any sacred lands or known archaeological -

resource ‘sites in the Specific Plan. area. .Nonetheless, California Public Resources Code
5097.9-5097.991 provides protection to Native American historical and-cultural resources, and

' sacred -sites. However, development or redevelopment on vacant parcels or infill sites may

occur where deep excavations may unearth previously undisturbed areas. The General Plan
Update EIR ‘identified Mitigation Measure MM 4-1 to address potential impacts to prevrous|y
unknown archeological resources. Mitigation Measure 4-1 has been incorporated into this
IS/IMND as MM CUL-1. Implementation of MM CUL-1 would protect unanticipated discoveries

by halting work and requiring that the resource be evaluated by a Reglstered Professronal _

Archaeologlst ‘Therefore, this impact would be less than significant. -
Mitigation Measures |

MM CUL-1" ' If cultural resources are  discovered. during constructlon of Iand development
projects in-Pasadena that may be eligible for listing.in the California Register for. Historic

Resources, all ground disturbing activities in the immediate vicinity of the find shall be halted.

until the find is evaluated by a Registered Professional Archaeologist. If testing determines that
significance criteria are met, then the project shall be required to perform data recovery,
professrona| identification, radiocarbon dates as. apphcable and other special studies; and
provide a comprehensive final report including site record to the City and the South Central
Coastal Information Center at California State University Fullerton No further grading shall
occur in the area of the dlscovery until Plannlng Department approves the report :

Clty of Pasadena
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[

’fSignificant,: o Noe -

| Would the projec ImpactWrth \ o
AT - Mitigation | “Impact <]
o : o Incorporated | EREER T A
c. D|rectly or |nd|rectly destroy a unrque paleontologrcal , . Ly

resource or site or unlque geologlc feature7 L

: AWHY" The TOD areas’ are located wrthln hrghly developed areas and have been prevrously
.disturbed and graded as a result of the existing on-site structures Further, the proposed prolect

‘is an amendment.to. the TOD Ordinance, and wouid not entitle or fund any. specific projects.and, =

“thus, would not result in any dlrect physical changes’ to“the environment. According to Figure
4.5- 2 of the City' of Pasadena General Plan Update Environmental Impact Report (EIR), the
proposed TOD areas are not within the paleontologlcally sensmve geologlc formatlons

' Therefore th|s |mpact is less than srgnrf cant S 4 A : i

No

"w,“’f”dtt"?‘??'?!",c’f‘ ‘ | meact |

d." Disturb any human remains, including those interred, outside | ow o f o | X P L
of formal ceremonres’7 ' : s .

WHY? The proposed prolect is an amendment to the TOD Ordlnance and would not ent|tle or

- fund any specific pro;ects ‘and, thus, would. not’ result in any d|rect physmal changes to the
‘environment. Development or. redevelopment on.vacant parcels or infilt may occur wheré deep'

. excavations may -unearth prevrously undisturbed areas. Future development that - ‘may occur- -
under the TOD Ordinance ‘may encounter prewously unknown human remains; however, |
California Publlc Resources Code 5097.9-5097.991 provides protectlon to Natlve American
historical and” cultural resources, and sacred S|tes including notifi cation to descendants of
discoveries of Native: American- human remains and provides: for treatment’ and dlsposrtlon of
human remains and. assocrated grave goods As such thls lmpact would be less than
,srgnrfrcant . ‘ S Ea- W7

ARIEA

2.6  ENERGY

1’ SRR » Potentrally ; S|gn|f|¢ant Less Than N ’
~Would the project: -  Significant - lmpactWrth Srgmfrcant Impact :
B L “Impact |~ Mitigation Impact ‘mpact . -

o RS ST D e e Incorpo_rate o :
‘a. Conflict with adopted energy conservationplans? "~~~} 7 f o ol Ty
) L SMIMRTUN AN VN SN I L Y AP o .

WHY? The proposedproj‘ect is an amendment to the TOD Or’dinance and vvould not entitle'or
fund any specn" ¢ ‘projects and, thus, would not result in ‘any: dlrect ‘physical changes to the -
enwronment In addition;- future development that could occur in the-TOD- areas under the
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proposed project would be required.to be consistent with the City’s Municipal Code Sections
~ 14.04.500 through 14.04.526-and the Green City Action Plan. Per Pasadena Municipal Code

Section 14.04.010, the future development is required to comply with the amended 2013 edition
~of the California Green Building Standards Code and the 2013 California Energy Code.
- Therefore, the proposed prOJect would not conﬂlct with adopted energy conservatlon plans

X | Lessfl'hanﬂ R R
L T T . Potentially | - Significant | Less Than | - =~
Would the project: o Significant | Impact With | Significant . I(rn act' )
T S T T Impact. |- Mitigation Impact TP w2
; ‘Incorporated - "~ . .
|| b. Use non-renewable resources ina wasteful and. inefficient .X
‘manner? ' S ' :

WHY? The proposed project is an amendment to the TOD Ordinance, and-would not entitle or
fund any specific projects and, thus, would not result in any direct physical changes to the
‘environment. In addition, future development that -could occur in the TOD areas would be
required to be consistent with the City’s Municipal Code Sections 14.04. 500 through 14.04.526 .
and the Green City Action Plan. Further, future development is required to comply with the
amended 2013 edition of the California Green Building Standards Code and the 2013 California
_Energy 'Code.  Therefore, the proposed TOD Ordinance amendment would not use
‘nonrenewable resources in a wasteful and inefficient manner. Lo S :

2.7 -GEOLOGYAND sou_.s

Less Than

T _ s . Potentially | Significant: | LessThan | - No"‘

Would the project: - .~ - Significant - |- Impact With * | ‘Significant | Impact

PN e, : ‘ Impact” -Mitigation : -} "~ Impact - mpag
Incorporated C o

| & Expose.people or structures to potential substantial adverse
. effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving: -

i} "- Rupture of a known ‘earthquake fault, as delineated on
the most recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning
Map issued by the State Geologist for the area or
based on other substantial evidence of a  known fault?
. Refer to DIVISIon of Mines and Geology Spemal

- Publication 42

WHY? The city is subject to the effects of seismic activity due to the active faults that traverse
the area. Active faults are defined as those that have experienced surface dlsplacement within
Holocene time -(approximately the last 11,000 years)  and/or are in a- state-designated
Earthquake Fault Zone. According to the City’s General Plan Safety Element, the San ‘Andreas
Fault is a “master” active fault and controls seismic hazard in Southern California. ThIS fault is
,Iocated approx1mately 21 mlles north of Pasadena ' ‘

The County of Los Angeles and the Clty of Pasadena are both affected by AIqUISt-PnoIo
- Earthquake Fault Zones.-Pasadena is.in four U.S. G_eologlcal Survey (USGS) quadrants: the
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.Los Angeles, Mt. erson El'-Monte;: and Pasadena quadrangles.: The quadrants;. wrth the
- exception- of the- Pasadena quadrangle .were ‘'mapped: for Earthquake Fault Zones :under the-
Alqurst-PnoIo Act in 1977. The proposed pro;ect rs Iocated wrthln the Pasadena USGS
quadrangle. e Ay R . . o \

"These AIqurst-PrroIo maps show only one Fault Zone in or adjacent to the City .of Pasadena the
~Raymond (Hill) Fault Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault: Zone: This fault.is located primarily south"
_of city limits; however, -the southernmost portions of the city- lie' within the fault's mapped Fault
',Zone The, Clty s General Plan Safety Element |dent|f ies the foIIowrng three addltlonal zones of '
vpotentral fau|t rupture in the crty oL C Loyt T

The Eagle Rock Fault Hazard Management Zone whrch traverses the southwestern
portlon ofthe,crty SENIREPEN . : R

L ..-} The Srerra Madre Fault Hazard Management Zone Wthh lncludes the Tu1unga Fault

- the North Sawprt Fault and: the South, Branch of the San Gabriel Fault., This:Fault Zone
is prrmarlly north of the crty, and only the very northeast portlon of the crty and portlons
of the Upper Arroyo lie wrthln the mapped Fault Zone ) . _ '

e " A Possrble Actrve Strand of the Srerra Madre Fault appears to join a contlnuatlon of the
" 'Sycamore Canyon Fault. This fault area traverses the northern portion of the city and i is .
|dent|ﬁed as a Fault Hazard Management Zone for Crrtlcal Facrlrtres On|y

The proposed pro;ect is an amendment to the TOD Ordrnance and would not entrtle or, fund any
'specific projects and, thus, would not result'in any drrect physical changes to the, environment.
‘Inasmuch as the proposed pl'OjeCt ‘could. . mdrrectly result in new -development, future
jdevelopment projects could. expose addltronal .persons and structures to seismic hazards. -
‘However, any such future projects would be required to comply-with all applicable’ Building and
. Safety division requrrements Further, the City’s Building Code (Pasadena Municipal-Code, Title _
" 14) requires future developments to ‘submit an engineering geology report and soils engineering . -
_report to- |dent|fy and ameliorate. .geology: .conditions and:hazards: Therefore, the. proposed
project would. not. expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects caused. by
the rupture ofa known fault Impacts would be consrdered less than S|gn|f|cant i o g

| Would the project

Expose people or structures, to potentral substantral adverse Ny S Lk
) effects including the risk of loss, injury, or death mvolvrng I RS B e
i) Strong sersmrc ground shaking. - . L e s X e

WHY’ Since the City of Pasadena is within a larger area traversed by active fault systems,

such as the San Andreas and Newport—lnglewood Faults, any major earthquake along these
systems will cause seismic ground shaking in Pasadena. 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 |oose|y compacted than bedrock and thus subject to greater rmpacts from seismic
ground shakrng than bedrock. : ‘
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" ~However, the risk of earthquake ‘damage is minimized because new: structurés are required to

-be built according to the California Uniform Building Code and other applicable codes, ahd are
‘subject to.inspection- during. construction. Structures for human habitation must be desrgned to
meet or exceed Calrfornra Uniform- Burldrng Code standards for Selsmrc Zone 4 :

~.Further, the proposed project is an amendment to the TOD Ordinance,-and would not entitle or
“fund ‘any- specific: projects .and, thus, would not result in any direct physical changes to the
> environment. Future ‘devélopment - uses that” could be developed under the proposed :
~* amendment would be required to comply with the City’s Building Code (Pasadena Municipal
Code, Title 14) which requires future development to submit an engineering geology report and
soils engineering report to identify and specify construction requrrements to account for geology
conditions and hazards. The geotechnical investigation would include site-specific assessment
of ‘geological and seismic ‘hazards, including the risk of strong ground shaking. Future
development would be required to comply with applicable Building and Safety regulations and
Chapter 18 of the CBC which addresses geotechnical requirements. Complrance wrth the CBC

-and: Clty Burldlng Code would ensure potentral rmpacts would be Iess than srgnrﬁcant -
. Less Than T I
) - s ‘ Potentially S|gn|f|cant {+ Less Than No. -
| ‘Would the project: Significant | Impact With- Significant - Impact. B
: R Impact - Mitigation lmpact ;mpacks |
‘ | Incorporated ~ ‘

a. Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse
- effécts, including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving: _
*. "lii) "~ Séismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction as |~
. delineated on the most recent Seismic Hazards Zones ) ~ . - . '
.--*+ Map ‘issued by the State -Geologist for the area or { =~ . - | N D B &

- ;. based-on other substantial evidence of known areas of o0 - o ol e o
- quuefactron - _

A_.'V\INHY" quuefactron is the sudden decrease in shearing strength of ‘cohiesionless soil due to
vibration. During dynamic or cyclic shakrng, the soil mass is :distorted, and- rnterpartrculate
stresses are transféerred from the 'sand grains to the pore water. When theé pore water pressure

- increases to the point that the interparticulate effective stresses are reduced to zero, the soil

-behaves temporarily as a viscous fluid (llquefactlon) and, consequently, loses its capacity to
support structures. Liquefaction potential has been found to be the greatest where the
groundwater level and loosé sands occur within a depth of about 50 feet or less. The potential
for liquefaction decreases with increasing grain size and clay and gravel content, but increases
as the ground acceleration ‘and duration of shaking -increase.- According to the California
Department of Conservation, Drvrsmn of Mines and Geology- none of the city’s TOD areas are
not located in a liquefaction zone. Therefore the proposed prolect would ‘have no- lmpacts
related to selsmlc-related ground farlure ' 4
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| Would the project:

a. Expose people or structures:to potential substantial adverse |

T et | f§|gnif|cant Léss’Tyhan ‘1 ‘ ""Nd i
_Would the project: - .. Impact With - | Signlficant Imoact.
[ e p .Mitigation” - { 'pact " oTpAet:
‘ : ; ‘ Incorporated A . it
b._Resultin substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil? _~ | - -~ | -~ <" | "X
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o ;lncorporated o L

_effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving:

|v) Landslides as. delinated on the most recent Selsmic [ S T R
“'Hazards Zones-Map issued by the State Geologist for R R M X
the area or based on other substantial evidence of | “+ - Tt o] T et TR
known areas of Iandslldes S

| rv‘»"l> . -,,,

WHY" Landslides and other forms of slope fa|lure form in response to the Iong-term geologic
cycle of uplift, mass. wasting, and disturbance of slopes Mass. wastmg refers to ‘a variety. of
_erosion processes from gradual downhill soil creep to mudslides .debris- flows, landslides,.and
rock fall, processes that are commonly triggered by intense precipitation, which varies according

: to climatic shifts. .Often, various forms of ‘mass wasting are grouped together: as landslides,

which. are. generally used to. describe the downhill. movement of rock’ and soil. According to the
California.. Department of :Conservation, Division of Mines and Geology none of the crtys TOD
-areas are: located inan earthquake-induced landslide. zone.:: Rather, the: city’s TOD areas are
located within largely flat alluvial portions. of the city. Therefore, the proposed project - would

' have no. |mpacts related to known landshde areas.

WHY? The proposed prolect is an amendment to the TOD Ordinance and would not entitle or
fund any ‘specific prOJects and; thus; would not result’ |n any direct phyS|cal changes to the
‘environment. Future development under the proposed ‘amendment would be required to comply
with the SCAQMD’s Rule 403 and ‘water erosion protectlons requrred by the Clean Water Act
and the National Pollutant Dlscharge Elimmatlon System (NPDES) Therefore |mpacts are less
than S|gn|f|cant AR A -

sheo el ED R A W

el , )”LessThan A PR I
S A “Significant *| Less Than: | - No
| Would the project: . “Impact With. Significant ;; lnipar;t"
- Sl .Mitrgation clL - Impact, - [
IR LR RREE lncorporated ;
c. "~ Be located on a geologic unit or-soil that ls unstable, or that
would become unstable as a result of the project, and ‘ X
potentially result in on- or offsite landslide, lateral
' spreading, subsidence, quuefaction or collapse?

WHY? The Clty of Pasadena rests primarily on an alluvial plain. To the north, the San Gabriel
Mountalns are relatively new in geological time. These mountains run generally east—west and
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. have the San Andreas Fault on the north and the Sierra Madre Fault 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 uplifting combined with erosion has helped
form the alluvial plain. As shown on Plate 2-4 of the Technical Background Report to the 2002
Safety Element, the majority of the crty Iles on the flat portlon of the alluvial fan, Wthh is
expected to be stable. : -

~Based on these reasons, -even though the project. S|te IS. located wnthlnba s‘elemlcallyactl\/e' :
region. impacts related to liquefaction would be less than sngnlf cant In addition, the project site
- would not be subject to earthquake-mduced Iandslldes : . : _

Further, the proposed project is an amendment to the TOD: Ordinance, and would not entltle or

fund any specific projects and, thus, would not result in any direct physical changes to the
“environment. Devélopment under the proposed amendment would be required to comply with

the City’s ‘Building Code - (Pasadena Municipal Code, Title 14) which requires future
. development to submit an engineering geology réport and soils engineering report to identify -
~and. specify construction requirements to account for geology conditions and hazards. The
. geotechnical investigation would include site-specific assessment of hazards from subsidence

- and collapsible soils. Future development would be required to comply with applicable Building’
and Safety regulations and Chapter 18 of the CBC which addresses geotechnical requirements.
Compliance with the CBC and Clty BUIldlng Code would ensure potentlal |mpacts would be less -
than signifi cant . : . , RN . T :

e e e - Potentially | Sig ; g

| Would the project: - -~ RO : - Significant- | - Impa aS|gmf|cant I GaAH
e "y § e . . L . o e m . ) mpact - -
o S Impact 5 lmpact e

: Incorporated S

d. - Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of o - _
the Uniform Building Code (1 994) creatlng substantlal nsks S X
to life or property’7 . B S

WHY" The proposed pro;ect is an amendment to the TOD Ordlnance and would not entitle or
fund any specific prOJects and, thus, would not result in any direct physical changes to the
environment. Future development that could occur. under the proposed amendment -would be
required to “comply with the City's Building Code (Pasadena Municipal Code, Tltle 14) which
requires future development to submit an engineering geology report and- soils engineering

report to identify and specify construction requirements to account for geology conditions and _ A

~ hazards. The geotechnical investigation would include site-specific assessment ‘of geological
hazards, including expansive soils. Future development would ‘be required to comply with

_ appllcable Building. and -Safety regulations and Chapter 18 of the CBC which addresses

- geotechnical requirements. Compliance with the CBC and Clty Bu1ld|ng Code would ensure
potentlal lmpacts would be less than S|gn|f cant . »
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|- Wou id the project::

"| e. -Have soils incapable of adequately ‘supporting-the use of . S o S .
septic tanks-or alternative wastewater disposal systems i+ -7 i I B S I £ sl
where sewers are not avarlable for the drsposal of ' TR SR S
wastewater'? : :

: “'WHY" The proposed prolect |s an, amendment to the TOD Ordlnance and would not entltle or -
.fund any specrt" C. prorects and,. thus would not, result - in_any_direct physrcal changes :to the
~ environment. Future development that could -occur under-the proposed.amendment would be
' requrred to -connect. to -the existing sewer . system .Further, -no. septic- tanks or- alternative
Awastewater systems would be: constructed as. part of the prOJect Therefore no |mpacts would
occur - i :

,‘(‘.‘ s

| i

- S —

Generate greenhouse gas -émissions,; -either: directly or , _ .

. indirectly, that may have a srgnrfrcant rmpact on the IR R A B &
enwronment’? TN e el s el

,WHY" The proposed pro;ect is-an amendment to the TOD Ordlnance and would not entltle or
-fund ‘any specific projects’ and, thus, would not’ result in’ any dlrect physrcal changes to the
- environment. However, the proposed prorect ‘could mdrrectly result in’ new development where
there may be rmpacts in"-greenhouse “gas ' (GHG) emissions ‘from construction activities,
“increased vehicle use, natural gas combustion; and other -operational sources. Emissions
. would incrementally contribute to the global GHG levels. However, the City has multiple polrcres
programs, and plans in place that serve to reduce emissions.  The City’s Green City Action Plan
and Green Building Ordinance, whrch exceeds: Callfornra Green -Building Code requrrements
swould result in lower emissions from future burldrngs than ‘existing buildings - in ‘Pasadena.
3Add|t|onally, new development that. could ‘occur under the TOD Ordinance would be located in
‘areas served by high-quality- transportatron -and would - encourage an increase rn alternatrve
transportatron modes and reduce GHG emrssrons per caplta . :

;ln summary, any future development supported by the proposed TOD Ordmance amendment
,would be required to implement policies and programs that reduce vehrcle miles traveled (VMT)

. per capita and reduce building energy and natural gas consumptlon per square foot. Therefore,
the ‘City, considers the potential future GHG emissions-that could.indirectly result from adoption
of the proposed TOD Ordinance: amendment and -their potential contnbutron to air- qualrty

. vrolatrons aless than S|gn|f|cant |mpact of the prOJect T e e

t
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) Less Than t : .
UL Potentially | Significant | LessThan |. .~ -
' Would the project: Significant . | Impact With | Significant jmpact -
SRR e Impact | Mitigation Impact” . Pa
‘ _ . lncorporated
b. Conflict with any applicable plan policy or regulation of an N : :
agency adopted for the purpose of reducrng the emissions (= .+ oo X
of greenhouse gases? ) . C S R

‘ VllHY? .California has adopted several policies and .’regulations for the purpose of reducing -

. GHG ‘emissions. Assembly Bill-(AB) 32 was enacted in 2006 to reduce “statewide GHG

~emissions to 1990 levels by 2020. Senate Bill (SB) 375 (Lmkmg Regional Transportatlon Plans _:'
.to" State Greenhouse Gas: Reduction Goals; codified as Government Code Sections ‘65080,

65400, 65583, 65584.01,-65584.02, 65584.04, 65587, 65588, 14522.1, 14522.2, and 65080.01

- as' well as Public Resources Code Sections 21061 3 and 21159.28 and Chapter 4.2) was -

~ enacted in 2009 with the goal of reducing GHG -emissions by limiting urban sprawl and ‘its
_associated vehicle emissions. Per the requirements of SB 375, SCAG created a sustainable

communities strategy (SCS) that integrates transportation and. la'nd'use elements in order to

achieve the emissions reduction target. The SCS encourages transit-oriented development,
_which places residential uses and employment centers near mass transit stations to increase
"use of mass transit and reduce vehicle trips. The proposed TOD Ordinance amendment would
- ‘prowde the regulatory framework for development pro;ects that are consistent with the SCS

'The proposed amendment to the TOD Ordrnance would estabhsh the regulatory framework

: v,development and improvement of various forms of transit-oriented development across ‘the city
in accordance ‘with the City’s adopted General Plan Land Use Element.- Future indirect

development associated with the project would be subject to the above and the City’s ‘Green

- City Actlon Plan ‘and Green Building. Ordinance, further reducing project-related - GHG -
emissions. . .However, the proposed project would not -entitle or fund: any. specific projects and,
thus, would not. result in.any direct physrcal changes tothe environment. Therefore, the.

‘,proposed project would not conflict with any applicable plan, pollcy, or regulatlon adopted for the
purpose of reducing GHG emissions and impacts would be considered less than srgnlf icant.

29 HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS o

: : ,Less Thant . . ;
e ol R : - Potentially | Significant | LessThan . No Do
| Would the project: - - Significant | Impact With - | Significant | - lni'aét“
s Impact | Mitigation | " Impact o pa
) - | Incorporated | .. = '
a. Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment : B
.. .through the routine transport use or dlsposal of hazardous | -~ . f . - - X
- matenals” . , : o

WHY" The’ propOSed project is.an amendment to the TOD Ordinance and would' not entitle or.
fund. any specific projects and, thus, would not result in any direct physical changes to the

environment. Future development that could occur under the amendment to the TOD Ordinance
could involve the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials during construction
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.or operation. However, such: prolects ‘would: be subject to federal, state, and local regulatrons :
- regarding the- ‘handling and disposal of such-materials. The City. of Pasadena has ordinances
regulating hazardous materials management in accordance with state law: ‘Municipal Code Title
8, Chapter 8.80, Handling and Disclosure of Hazardous Materials. Hazardous materials are
“regulated by state, federal, and local agencies, mcludrng the EPA, OSHA, and the. Pasadena .
Fire Department. Therefore the. proposed project wou|d not create a- significant hazard to the
) publrc or the environment through the routine transport use, Or. drsposal of hazardous materrals
§ and this lmpact would be consrdered Iess than srgnrﬁcant b ‘

| Would the project:

-b. : Create a significant hazard {o-the public or the environment-|. .. .. =
.« through _reasonably.- foreseeable - .upset, and -accident (... . . .
~._conditions involving the- release of. hazardous matenals rnto R R ST N RS PER

“theenvironment? oL :

5WHY" The proposed prolect |s an amendment to the TOD Ordlnance and would not entltle or
fund. any: specific projects .and, thus, would- not result in any direct physical changes to the
~environment.-Future- development that could .occur under the amendment:to the TOD Ordinance
.could |nvolve the. accidental release:of hazardous. materials during. construction or.operation of -
- such uses. However, such projects wouId be subject to federal, state, and local regulations
regarding the handling ‘and disposal of such materials. The City of Pasadena has ordinances
“regulating hazardous materials management in accordance with state law: Mumcrpal Code Title
-8, Chapter 8.80, Handling and Disclosure of Hazardous Materials. Hazardous materials are .
‘regulated by state, federal, and local agencres including the EPA, OSHA, and the Pasadena
.Fire Department. ‘Therefore, the proposed: TOD Ordinance amendment would not create any
" hazard through release of hazardous materlals and thls lmpact would be consrdered Iess than
'significant.. T , e e C e :

Would the profect. .- . - | Impact -

bt : Ielncorporated
— . = .

¢. . Emit hazardous emissions :or haridle' hazardous or+acutely ‘| =. . [ EEY

. hazardous materials, -substances, ; or ‘waste wrthrn one- [ . .y o s ;

quartermrle of an existing orproposed schoo|‘> e T R

’ WHY" The proposed project is an amendment to the TOD Ordinance, and would not entitle or
fund any specific projects and, thus, would not result in any dlrect physical changes to the
environment.. Roosevelt Elementary 'School and Jefferson Elementary School are within the
proposed TOD areas. Future development that could occur under the amendment to the TOD
Ordinance could involve the emission or handling hazardous materials during construction. or
operation, such pro;ects would be subject to federal, state, and local regulations regarding the
handling and disposal of such materials. The storage, handling, and disposal of hazardous
- materials are regu|ated by the EPA, OSHA and the Pasadena Fire Department which would -
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" ensure that-the 'abo\/e mentioned schools' would not be adversely lmpacted by the proposed _

~.
N

"project. Therefore; the proposed TOD Ordlnance amendment would have Iess than srgnlﬁcant

|mpacts to. schools I T

. Less Than - T o
e L o Potentially | - Significant | Less Than. No:'
|- Would the project: Significant | ImpactWith | Significant | . -
SEE R Impact = | " Mitigation Impact . p
: Incorporated
d. Be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous | - -
* materials ‘sites compiled pursuant to Government: Code | X '
Section. 65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a .
S|gmﬁcant hazard to.the pubhc or the environment? ‘

" WHY" The proposed pro;ect is an amendment to the TOD Ordrnance -and would not entrtle or
+fund any specific projects and, thus, would not result in ‘any -direct physical changes to the

- environment. While unexpected; if such a scenario arises, the project ‘would be subject to -

" various federal, state, and local laws and.agencies that regulate hazardous material sites, such

as the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA),

the :Resource’ Consetvation and Recovery Act (RCRA), the state and federal Environmental
“Protection Agencies (EPA), the California- Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC), and

the Pasadena Fire Department: Therefore, the proposed project will not result in"significant

.impacts related to hazardous materral srtes comprled pursuant to Government Code Sectron.
65962 5 : , . :

. Tl o

) Less Than

T B Potentially Significant - Less Than . : No
Would the project: Significant | Impact With | Significant | |
T T : Impact -Mitigation Impact Sl it
| Incorporated |- '
e. For a project located within an airport land use plan or, |
-~ where such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles | T . :
of a_public airport or public use airport, would the project | .. - | - S X .
result in a safety hazard for people residing or worklng iny . S ‘
thepro;ectarea” L . : _ R : o T

WHY" The TOD areas are not located wrthm an alrport land use plan or wrthln 2 mrles of a
. public alrport or publlc use airport. The nearest public use. alrport is the Bob Hope Airport in
‘Burbank. The proposed project would not result in a safety. hazard for - people reS|d|ng or
‘working in the vicinity of an airport. No impacts would occur in this regard
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Less Than

'| . Fora project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the | . « = - - ; . _
. project result in a safety hazard for people resrdmg or |~ - oo e e e X
worklng in the prolect area’7 e e, o |

WHY? The TOD areas are not' withi‘n”2 miles' of"a pri'vate airStrip T‘herefore the proposed

Slgnlflcant
7y Impact

Would the project: -

g. lmpalr |mplementatron of or physmally lnterfere with an IR TR i o
adopted’ emergency " response plan or emergency S | R S X
evacuatlon plan? T : R R |

WHY" The Clty of Pasadena Emergency Operatlons Plan (EOP) addresses the Clty s planned_ :
response to emergenmes associated with’ natural disasters’ and technologlcal incidents. 1t
provides an overview of operatlonal .concepts, identifies components of the City's’ emergency
management organization within thé Standardized Emergency Management System (SEMS)
and the National. Incident . Management System -/(NIMS), .and . describes - ‘the overall
responsibilities of the federal state, and county entltles and. the. City for, protectlng life .and
‘property .and assuring the. overall ‘well- being of the populatlon Further, the City. maintains a
SEMS/NIMS. Emergency Response Plan, * which:. addresses -planned. responses " to
'emergencyldlsaster situations assomated W|th natural dlsasters technologlcal incidents, and
national security-emergencies. The Pasadena Fire Department maintains the disaster plan.  In
case of a disaster, the Pasadena Fire Department is responsible for. |mp|ement|ng the plan, and
the Pasadena Police. Department devises evacuation routes based on the specific circumstance
~of the emergency. The, City -has: preplanned evacuation routes for. dam: inundation areas
, assoclated with Devil’s Gate Dam, _Eaton Wash, and the Jones. Reserv0|r C o ‘

For future development that could occur under the TOD Ordlnance prlor to the rssuance of a
building. permit, the appllcant is required fo submlt approprlate plans for plan review to ensure
‘compllance with-zoning, building, and fire codes.. Adherence to these requirements ensures that
'future development would not have a S|gn|ﬁcant lmpact on emergency response and evacuation
;plans However, the proposed prolect would.not entitle or fund any. specific projects and, thus,
would not result in any direct physical changes to the envrronment Therefore, the project would ‘
not |mpa|r |mplementat|on or phySIcally interfere- with an adopted emergency response plan or-
emergency evacuatlon plan and no, |mpact would occur. PRI REE
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Less Than

L Potentially | Significant .| LessThan | - No

" | Would the project:. Significant | Impact With | Significant | I ¢ ’
e Impact Mitigation | Impact | . Pact
‘ Incorporated : .

h. Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, .
injury or death involving wildland fires, including where |- X
wildlands -are adjacent to ‘urbanized areas or where
residences are intermixed with wildlands? '

WHY’ As shown .in the General Plan Enwronmental lmpact Report Chapter 5.6, the: TOD
areas are not located in an area of moderate or very high fire hazard. The TOD: areas_are
located within urbanized areas and the surrounding area is not adjacent to any. wildlands.
Therefore, the proposed project would not expose people or structures to a significant risk-of
loss, injury, or death involving wildland fires. No impacts would occur in this regard.

2.10 - HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY
; S LessThan B /
e . : : Potentially Significant Less Than’ No
" | Would the project: -~ Significant | ‘ImpactWith | Significant *| . Impact .
e Impact . -Mitigation | - Impact p e
» : -~ | Incorporated.- e :
a. Violate any water qualrty standards or waste dlscharge X"
requrrements’) . ' '

vWHY" Sectlon 303 of the' federal Clean Water Act’ requwes states to’ develop water quallty
standards to protect the beneficial uses of receiving waters. In. accordance with California’s
-Porter/Cologne Act, the Reglonal Water Quality Control Boards (RWQCBs) of the State Water
Resources Control Board are required to develop water quality objectlves that ‘ensure thelr
regron meets the requnrements of Sectlon 303 of the Clean Water Act '

Pasadena lies W|th|n the greater Los Angeles River watershed ‘and thus within the Junsdlctron
_of the Los Angeles RWQCB. -The Los Angeles RWQCB adopted water quality objectives in its
‘Stormwater Quality Management Plan (SQMP).’ This SQMP is. design_ed_ to ensure that
stormwater - achieves compliance with receiving water limitations.~ As' such, stormwater
generated by a development that complies with the SQMP does not exceed the llmrtatlons of
recelvmg waters and therefore does not exceed water quallty standards

Compliance with the SQMP is enforced by appllcatlon of Section 402 of the Clean Water Act,
the- NPDES. Under this section, mun|C|paI|t|es are required to obtain permits for the water. .
pollution generated by stormwater in their jurlsdlctlon These permrts are known as Municipal
Separate Storm Sewer Systems (MS4) permits. The City of Pasadena is a co- -permittee in the
Los Angeles County MS4 permit (Order No 01-182; NPDES No. CAS0041 as amended by
Orders R4-2006-0074 and R4-2007-0042). Under this' MS4, each permitted municipality is
required to implement the SQMP. ' '
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In accordance with the countywrde MS4 permit, all new developments must comply with the
.SQMP. ' In- addition, as .required by. the MS4 permit, the City of Pasadena has adopted. a

Standard Urban Stormwater Mitigation Plan (SUSMP) ordinance to ensure new developments -

comply with-the SQMP. This ordinance requires ‘most new. developments to submit a plan to
~the City that demonstrates how. the pl'OjeCt would comply wrth the Crty S. SUSMP

Future development that could occur under the TOD Ordrnance would add typrcal urban
, nonpoint-source pollutants to stormwater runoff.. As discussed, these pollutants are permltted
: by the countyW|de MS4 permit, and would not exceed any receiving water limitations. ;

In addition, the. proposed amendment to the TOD Ordmance would not entitle or fund any
v specrf c prOJects and, thus, would not result in any-direct physical changes to the environment.

Inasmuch as the TOD Ordinance amendment could indirectly result in.new development, the’

project could. rndrrectly result in stormwater pollutants. However, with the compliance with
NPDES, MS4, and SUSMP requrrements such stormwater pollutants would-not violate water
quality standards or wastewater requrrements and impacts would be considered less. than
S|gn|f|cant : :

17 Ne

 Woutd th pro

b.- Substantially deplete - groundwater supplies or interfere | . o o . o
‘substantially with groundwater recharge such that there | - - - | .. N
- would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering ofthe | - = - - T O S
. local. groundwater table level (e.g., the production rate of | = - : X
" . pre-existing nearby wells would drop toa level which would | '
: not support existing land uses or planned uses for whlch
B permlts have been granted)

' WHY? The proposed prolect rs an amendment to the TOD Ordlnance and would not entitle or

fund any ‘specific projects and, thus, would not result in any dlrect physrcal changes to the .

- environment. Future development that could occur under. the proposed project would use the.
existing water supply system provided by the Pasadena Department of Water and Power
- (PWP), which includes water from the Raymond Groundwater Basin. However, the amount of
development in the C|ty does not affect the volume of water withdrawn by PWP.  Rather, the
City’s use of the Raymond’ Basm is limited by water rights dnd overseen by the Raymond Basin
_ Management Board. Furthermore -any-uses developed under the: TOD Ordinance amendment
would be required to adheré to'the 2013 California. Plumbing Code and 2013 Callfornla Green

- Building Standards Code, which require water—efﬂment indoor fixtures and irrigation controllers

and result in a reduction in water demand by 5 to 6 percent. Therefore, the proposed project.

would not physically interfere wrth any groundwater supplies; and impacts would be consrdered
"Iess than srgnlflcant ‘ .
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. LessThan | - - : o

S : ) Potentially Significant Less Than : :'No-k :
.Would the project: Significant | ImpactWith | Significant |- - iiact

R T Impact . | Mitigation ° Impact mpac. .

Incorporated
. Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or ‘ ) / ,
i area, including through the alteration. of the course’of a | - BRI ' X
. -stream or river,- in ‘a manner, which..would result .in | :
substantlal erosion or siltation on-or off-site? :

"WHY? The Clty of Pasadena is: generally flat and is Iocated wrthrn an. urbanized area. The
“proposed .project is ‘an amendment to the TOD Ordinance, and would not entitle or fund any
-specific projects and, thus,-would .not result in any direct physical changes to the environment.
Therefore, the project would not substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or

‘area, including through the alteratlon of the course of a stream or river; and ho lmpact would .
~oceur.

; ' Less Than | S D
- e Potentially | Significant . | Less Than No
Would the project: _ Significant | Impact With. | Significant Impact.
oI Impact | Mitigation | Impact ‘| TPoC
E e k | Incorporated :

d. Substantially alter the éxisting drainage pattern of the:site or
- ‘area, including through' the alteration of the course of a . . o ) v .
stream or river, or substantially increase the rate or amount | -~ - - : . X

of surface runoff in a manner, which would result in ﬂoodmg : 1 ' ’

on- or off- srte’?

_ WHY? The proposed prolect is'an amendment to the. TOD Ordrnance and wouId not entltle or
fund any specific projects and, thus, would not result in any direct physmal changes to the
environment. Implementatron of the proposed project would. not involve - alteration of .a
dlscernlble watercourse, and the proposed project does not have the potential to alter drainage
patterns or increase runoff that would result in ﬂoodrng Therefore the proposed prOJect would
not cause floodlng ‘and no lmpact would occur :

; o  Less Than c
PRI Potentially | - Significant | Less Than No -
|- Would the project: Significant | Impact With | Significant | | S
T g mpact
IR Impact Mitigation Impact : R
‘ ‘ Incorporated Lo
e. Create or contribute runoff water, which would exceed the -
‘ capacity of existing or ‘planned  stormwater dramage X
"= systems or provide - substantial addltlonal sources of '
polluted runoff? :

WHY? Future developments subject to the TOD Ordinance could result in localized changes to
_drainage patterns. Since no physical improvements are currently proposed, the specific impacts

- that potential future development could have on the storm drain system cannot be identified.

Regardless, given that the City is ‘largely built-out and that drainage is accommodated by
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existing storm drain improvements and drarnage channels and that future development:would

_be required to comply with National Pollutant Dlscharge Elimination System.(NPDES) and
" ‘Standard Urban-Stormwater -‘Mitigation Plan (SUSMP) standards, new development would not
‘be- expected to cause. exceedances of the storm drainage system- or generate. substantlal
5 _addltlonal sources of polluted runoff Therefore this |mpact would be Iess than srgnrf cant

| Woul!the project; Sinificant | mpact
I TR tigati lmpagt: - e T
' TR 5flncorporated RS Il SR
) f. OtherWise substantially degrade'waterquality?» S Ny ol X

_:WHY" As dlscussed above the proposed prOJect is an amendment to the TOD Ordmance
.and -would not entitle or fund any specific projects. and, .thus, ‘would' not result.in. any :direct
.. physical changes to the envrronment ‘Surface-water .quality .is affected by point- and-nonpoint-
. source poliutants: Point-source pollutants:are those emitted at.a specific point, such as a pipe,
and nonpomt—source pollutants are typically generated by surface runoff from larger areas, such
as streets, paved areas, ‘and landscaped areas. Point-source pollutants .are controlled with
N poIlutant—drscharge regulatrons (also known. as Waste Dlscharge Requrrements or. WDRs) Any

o potentral development would not be a pomt—source generator of water pollutants

. Future development would need to be complrant with the countywrde MS4 permrt whrch requrres
. construction sites to rmplement BMPs to. reduce -the potential for construction- induced water
. pollutant |mpacts ‘These BMPs include methods. to prevent ‘contaminated - constructron site
. stormwater - from - entering the drainage system. - and preventlng -construction-induced

" contaminates from entering the drarnage system. Compliance with both the’MS4’s construction - -

site requirements and the City’s SUSMP ordinance will insure that future development would not
- substantially degrade water quality. Therefore, the, project would not substantlally degrade water
A quallty, and lmpacts wouId be consrdered less than srgnrfrcant : R AU

Significant | - - "l‘Péf?tjk '

| wota oo

g Place housing wrthrn a 100-year ﬂood hazard ‘area.as. |

* “mapped on a federal’ Flood -Hazard Boundary or Flood | - o 1 ,
- Insurance Rate Map or dam, ‘inundation area as.shown.in | -+ - - S e X
“the City of Pasadena adopted Safety Element ‘of the | - - S R { b
,-General Plan or other ﬂood or inundation dellneatlon map’? c

WHY" No portions of the Crty of Pasadena are wrthln a 100—year floodplarn ldentlfled by the
. Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) As shown on - FEMA map Community
Number 065050, most of the entire city is in Zone X A few scattered areas are located in Zone
D. Both Zone X and Zone D are located outside of the “Specral Flood Hazard Areas Subject to
‘Inundatlon by the' 1 percent Annual Chance of Flood” (100-year floodplaln) and no roodearn '
management regulations are required. Further the: proposed pro;ect does. not consrst of any
‘development that could be placed within a 100-year flood hazard area, ‘and no |mpact would
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soceurii ot

» " Less Than ) .
1 R Potentially | Significant | Less Than No. . -
- Would the project: Significant .| Impact With Significant . 'impact‘ -
P _ Impact Mitig'ation‘\ Impact ) E
’ Incorporated '
h. . Place within a100-year flood hazard area structures Wthh : X
would rmpede OF. redrrect ﬂood ﬂows” -

WHY" See response (g) above. No portions of the Clty of Pasadena are w1th|n a 100—year
: ﬂoodplarn identified by the FEMA. As shown on FEMA map. Communlty Number 065050, most
of the .city is in- Zone X with some scattered areas in Zone D, for which no floodplain
- management regulations-are. required. Further,-the proposéd project is an amendment to the .
. TOD Ordinance, and would not-entitle or fund any specific projects-and, thus, would notresult in

any direct - physical changes to the environment. Therefore; the proposed -project would not .

place structures. WIthrn the ﬂow of the: 100-year ﬂood and the pr01ect would have no related
,-lmpacts ) ; A ‘ : , .

. Less Than | ) .
Cte Potentially | Significant | LessThan No.
. Would the project: Significant | ImpactWith | Significant | . \mod t )
: e Impact Mitigation | - Impact | - PoC
Incorporated . | -~ - " I '

i. Expose-people or structures to.a srgnlflcant risk of loss, , : ,
...injury -or death :involving flooding, including floodmg asal. = - : e X
result of the failure ofa levee or dam? A ‘ : R A

WHY" No- portlons of- the City of Pasadena are wrthln a 1 00-year ﬂoodplam |dent|f|ed by
FEMA. As shown on FEMA map Community Number 065050, most of the city is in Zone X with
_some scattered areas in Zone D, for which no floodplain management regulations are required.
Further, the proposed project is an amendment to the TOD Ordinance, and would not entitie or
" fund any specific projects and, thus, would not result in any direct physical changes to the
- environment. Therefore, no impact would -occur from exposing people or structures to ﬂoodlng'
~r|sks mcludlng ﬂoodmg as a, result of the failure of a levee or dam ' »

L LessThan ‘ R TR
R R Potentially -| = Significant - | “Less Than No
-Would the project: . Significant | ImpactWith | Significant | lm act
TR - Impact’ Mitigation Impact. | pact
, ' Incorporated
i inundation by seiohe tsunami or mudﬂow? ‘ R R X

'WHY" The Clty of Pasadena is not Iocated near any inland bodies of water or. the Pacnﬁc
‘Ocean so as to be inundated by either a seiche or tsunami. Mudflows result from the dowrislope -
movement -of soil and/or rock under the influence of gravity. The project areas would not be
susceptlble 'to mudflow' due to their relatively flat geography and dlstance from hillside soﬂs
'Therefore ‘no |mpacts would occur |n thls regard K . ‘
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‘LAND USE AND PLANNING -

T s | - significant | LessThan e

. Would the project: | impact With - |- ‘Significant -  Ipact

7| - Mitigation . | impact ' p .

k ,, , ""Inoorporatéd_ \:: ;‘ i ’
la Physically d,ivid_e an'existing oom'munity'?,; X

. ;WHY’ The proposed prOJect rs an, amendment 6 the TOD Ordmance and would not entutle or
~-fund. any specific projects, and thus, would" not result in any direct physwal changes to the

env1ronment Therefore no |mpact would occur

' b. Conflict with - any’ appllcable Iand use’ pIan policy, o

- m|t|gat|ng an envrronmental effect’?

“regulatlon of an agency with jurisdiction over the prolect IR
1 "(lncludlng, but not limited to the general pIan specrf c plan 1
"; orzoning. ordlnance) adopted for the pnrpose of avordlng or |

Slgmflcant | : Less Than ' E ‘ ;No S
EImpactWrth : i mf' cant TR
: o] Impact. .
«Incorporated o Fa
X

i ‘WHY" The General Plan Land ‘Use - Element prowdes a senes of goals and poI|0|es that
demonstrate the relatronshlp between land use policies and poI|C|es that.foster high-quality
" design, the .arts and culture; sustainable mfrastructure a V|tal economy, exemplary public .

servrces and publlc mvolvement and part|C|pat|on

j. The General Plan Land Use goals con3|dered particularly relevant to the proposed prOJect are o
'1 outllned in Table 2,tGeneraI Plan Land Use Con5|stency AnaIyS|

1 L

/
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Table 2 -

' General Plan Land Use Consrstency Analy5|s

~ Goal/Policy

Project Consrstency '

Goal 4. Elements Contributing to Urban Form. A safe, -
well-designed, accessible City with a diversity of uses and

forms. These diverse forms' include distinct, walkable
districts, corridors, and transit and -neighborhood villages
| and cohesive, unique single and multi-family residential
nerghborhoods and open spaces where people of all ages
can lrve work shop and recreate '

The TOD Ordinance ‘provides the regulatory  framework for a
mixture of commercial, high-density residential, mixed-use, public,
and semi-public uses in close proximity to light rail stations,
encouraging transit usage in conjunction with. a safe and pleasant
pedestrian-oriented -environment.. Development that seeks to
_benefit from the TOD Ordinance would be close to the Metro Gold
Line stations, and future development ‘under the TOD Ordinance

transit use. Any future "development- would be required to~
demonsrate that the project would be compatible with neighboring | .
structures, offers sustainable development, and sustains economic
vitality. Therefore the proposed prorect would be consrstent wrth
this goal!

Goal 5. Pedestrian-Oriented Places Development that -

.| contributes to pedestrian-vitality and facilitates bicycle use
in the Central District, Transit Vilages, Neighborhood
Villages, and community corridors.

The TOD Ordinance provides for a. mixture of commercral hlgh-
density residential, ‘mixed-use, -public, and semi-public uses in
close proximity to light rail stations, encouraging transit usage in
conjunction with a safe and pleasant pedestrian- -oriented

| environment. Development that seeks to benefit from the TOD

Ordlnance would be close to the Metro’ Gold Line stations, and

| fiiture development under the TOD Ordinance would accommodate

safe and convenient walking, blcyclrng, anid transit use:

Goal -8. Historic Preservation. Pres_ervation and
enhancement of Pasadena’s cultural and histofic building,
‘landscapes, streets. and districts as valued assets and

important ‘representations of its- past and ‘a source of

community identity, and socraI ecological, and economic
vrtalrty

The TOD Ordinance provides for a mixture of commercial, high-

density residential, mixed-use, public; ‘and semi-public uses in

close proximity to light rail stations, encouraging transit usage in
conjunction with .a safe and pleasant’ pedestrian-oriented

environment.- Future development that seeks to benefit from the |
TOD Ordinance would be required to identify, protect, and maintain
cultural resources associated with a historic event, activity, or
person or exhlbltlng other cultural or aesthetrc values. Such future
| development could involve historic resources. However such
projects would be subject to the City's development standards and
processes, which include strict protections for historical resources.
Chapter 2.75 of the City Municipal. Code outlines the Historic |
Preservation Commission. The Commission carries out the duties’
in secton 2.75.045 such as . reviewing" and making
recommendations. on environmental reports, zone changes, master
development plans, planned development and ‘other land use |
entittements as they are applicable to historic resources in the city.

Among the duties of the Historic Preservation is to, “Implement
historic preservation goals and palicies in the land-use element of
the General Plan...” Adoption: of the proposed TOD Ordinance -
amendment would not conflict with Goal 8 Historic Preservation.

| Goal 10. City Sustained and Renewed. Development
and -infrastructure practices that sustain - natural

environmental resources for the use of future generations’

and, at the same time, contribute to the reduction of
greenhouse gas emissions and impacts on climate

The TOD Ordinance provides for a mixture. of commercial, high- -
density residential, mixed-use, public, and semi-public -uses in
close proximity to light rail stations, encouraging transit usage in
conjunétion with a safe. and pleasant pedestrian-oriented
environment. Development close to the Metro Gold Line stations

change..

would encourage walking, bicycling, and transit use which would

» November 2015
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" GoallPoliey

" Project Consrstency

serve to reduce greenhouse gas emrssrons and |mpacts on clrmate '

.".| change.

Goal 18. Land Use/Transportatlon Relatlonshlp

‘| Pasadena will be a City where there are effective and’
 convenient alternatives to using cars and'the relationship -

“of land usé and transportation- is“acknowledged throtigh
transit-oriented . development, miilt-modal  design

features, and pedestrian, and . bicycle "amenities. in-
coordination -with and acoordance with the Moblhty

Element. . ..

'rehance on motor vehrcles

The TOD Ordinance provrdes for a mrxture ‘of commercral hrgh-

-density residential, mixed-use, public, -and semi- pUb|IC uses in

close proximity to I|ght rail stations, encouragmg transit usage in

“conjunction. with- a safe and - ‘pleasant - pedestrian-oriented |
“environment. These development: types emphaS|ze intensification

of development in proximity to tranS|t opportunltles and reduced

?

Goal 19. Parking Ava|Iab|I|ty The supply of parklng will
reflect - Pasadena’s - objectwe to protect residential
‘neighborhoods; create a vital, healthy,"and-vsustainable'

economy;- establish : Pasadena. as .a- .leader - in
environmental stewardshlp, .encourage physrcal activity

~and a‘commitment to health and wellness; and encourage-

’ .walklng, blklng, and ftransit. The supply .of parking in an
area will also reflect the type, mix; and density of uses;
the availability of shared facilities; and the proxrmlty to
tran3|t ) S .

i

The TOD Ordrnance provrdes for: a mixture of commercral hlgh- a
density - residential; “mixed-use; - publlc and seml-publrc uses_in

close proximity' to light ail statiens, encouraging transit usage ‘in
.conjunction . with'-.a"* safe  and -pleasant pedestrian-oriented |-

environment. The: proposed pro;ect includés minor changes in |

: parking requirem‘ents that, are .intended-to encourage .increased
commercial activity within the East Pasadena TOD areas, while
extending the opportumtles for. TOD development to-a broader

geographic area throughout the city. ‘These changes are intended
fo better reflect the mix of uses located in the East Pasadena TOD |.

| areas, while- expandrng the opportunrty for TOD development

. overall.

Goal 29. Transit Villages. Moderate to high- density |

- mixed-use clusters ‘of residential and- commercial uses

' developed in an.integrated * village- Ilke environment. with .

burldrngs clustered on common plazas and open spaces
in proximity to Metro Gold ‘Line stations capitalizing on
their induced market demands and- fand values,

| facilitating ridership, and reducrng automobrle use whlle'

increasing walkablllty

The TOD Ordinance prowdes for a mlxture of commercral h|gh-
density residential; mixed-use, publlc and .sémi-public ‘uses in.
close -proximity- to: I|ght ‘rail stations, encouraging transit usage in
oonjunctron with @ <safe ‘and: pleasant ' pedestrian-oriented
environment. The :amendment to the TOD Ordinance ‘will expand |
the opportunity for the ‘development of transit villages within 0.5
miles of the existing Metro Gold Line stations except Sierra. Madre

) V|IIa statron where only. quarter mile applles

As analyzed the proposed pro;ect would not conflrct W|th any apphcable land use pIan pollcy,

- or regulatlon and would- be compahble_wrth surroundrng Iand uses. As such, no rmpact would

occur with regards to Iand use:

NO e
ol M|t|gat|on .| - Impact -
R T P ERAE ) lncorporatedm e -
C. Conﬂrct W|th any appllcable habitat conservatlon plan (HCP) I o ox
or natural communrty conservation plan (NCCP)? ' < IR

W_HY? As discuss‘ed in Impact Statement 2.4(f), there are no adopted Habitat Conservation or’
Natural Community Conservation Plans in the City of Pasadena. There are also no approved
local, regional, or state habitat conservation plans. Thus, no impacts would occur in this.regard.
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'MINERAL RESOURCES

212
i : Less Than - S
S , Potentially Significant Less Than : No
Would the project: Significant | Impact With | Significant .| Impact
1 R Impact - Mitigation - Impact - 1mp
‘ Incorporated-
a. Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource | o . , B C e
that would. be of value to the region-and the reS|dents ofthe | L S 10X
state? . o ' i '

WHY" No active mmlng operatlons exrst W|th|n the City. There are two areas in the Clty of
. Pasadena that ‘may contain mineral resources. These two-areas are Eaton Wash, which was

- formerly mined. for sand and gravel, and Devils Gate Reservoir, which -was formerly mined for
‘cement concrete aggregate. The TOD areas-are located within the developed areas of the city,
- outside above-mentioned areas. Therefore, lmplementatlon of the proposed pro;ect would not
“result in the loss of an available known mineral resource W|th value to the reglon As such, no
k mmeral resources lmpacts would occur ~

Less Than“ k

- .| b. - Resultin the loss of availability of a locally-important mineral | . - . _ : o
- resource recovery site delineated on a local general plan o R B o X
_ specrf c plan or other Iand useplan? - . S : T

,WHY" The City s General Plan Land Use Element does not identify any mineralrecov'ery sites
in the city.. Furthermore, there are no mineral resource recovery sites showri in. the

 Hahamongna Watershed Park Master Plan, ‘or the 1999 “Aggregate Resources in the Los -

~Angeles’ Metropolitan’ Area” map published by the- California Department of Conservation,
Division of Mines and Geology. The TOD areas are located within the developed areas of the

. crty Further, the. proposed project is a regulatory tool and does not consist of any. development

, or grading: Therefore, the proposed project would have no. |mpacts with regard to the loss of a
Iocally |mportant m|neral resource recovery site. : :

e e Potentially Significant |- Less Than | No |
Would the project: Significant" | ‘Impact With .| Significant | - Impact
o : Impact Mitigation | Impact pact. -
© | Incorporated |-~ '
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243

'NOISE -

Potentrally

‘| a. Exposure of persons to or generation- of noise levels in |-~~~ "
excess of standards established in the local general planor |. - "~ - ° RPN ¢
: noise ordinance or applicable standards-of other agencies? : 3

L

. WHY" The proiect is an amendment fo the City s TOD Ordrnance The prorect does not consrst
of any development. The TOD Ordlnance currently applles to all areas of the city within a

: ,quarter mile of a Metro Gold Line statlon and the area within the Central District Transit Oriented

‘Area and includes reduced parking standards in alI TOD. areas The prrmary intent of the
‘proposed amendment is to provrde more flexrbrlrty in the maxrmum parklng standards in certain ‘
~ TOD areas, and expand the TOD areas to one half mile from exrstrng Metro Gold Line stations,
“with the exception of the Sjerra Madre Villa Gold.Line, statron which. would maintain the quarter
_ mile radius. Inasmuch as. the proposed proiect could mdrrectly result i in new development future
: resrdents could be, exposed to noise sources’ such as roadway noise, noise.from the Gold Line, -
and construction activities. However, the Noise Element of the City’s General Plan establishes
policies for noise exposure of residents and the City’s Norse Restrictions Ordinance (Pasadena
Munrcrpal Code Chapter 9.36) regulates the. generatron of ‘noise in the crty The:Noise Element
mcludes the followrng measures to protect future reS|dences from excessrve noise levels

3

;Opjectrve .‘2 The Clty will work to reduce the effects of trafﬂc—generated norse from major
2 e _roadways on resrdentral and other sensrtlve land uses. : C
' :."Policy 2a° " The Clty will encourage noise- compatrble Iand uses along major roadways ;
Policy-2b- . The Crty will:encourage site planning and traffrc control measures that mlnlmrze
o the effects of traffrc norse |n resrdentral zones : o S
_ "_'POIicy 2c The Crty erl encourage the use of alternatrve transportatron modes as strpulated' _‘
. - in the Mobrlrty Element (walkrng, brcyclrng, transrt use electrlc vehrcles) to
4 minimize traffrc n0|se |n the Crty : ,
'Pol'icy. 2d- /The City. will work with local -and- regronal transrt agencres and busrnesses to -
: " provide transportatron services that reduce trafflc and assocrated norse as
o :'strpulated |n the Mobrlrty Element N
- ijective,S-‘v "_.The Crty erl ‘minimize noise’ from the Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro L|ne on
N ‘fre3|dent|al and other sensrtwe land- uses ' o
-Policy’' 3a ,«The Crty wrll encourage noise- compatrble land uses’ and mrtrgation measures
el near the Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Llne rail system ;
Policy 3b 'After commencrng operatrons and regularly thereafter the Crty wrll work wrth the

" Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority and/or the Los -

. Draft Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration - ... = 42~
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Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authdrity (LACMTA) to install ‘noise
attenuation features if the Gold Line (formerly known as the Blue Line) adversely
affects exrstlng adjacent resrdentral or other norse-sensrtrve uses.

o O'bjeotive 6 1The Crty will minimize noise sprllovers from commercral and industrial operatrons

into adjacent residential neighberhoods and other sensitive uses, while
- maximizing the Land Use Element's objectives - to. encourage mixed-use

development in the Central Dlstrlct and other Specf c Plan areas as well as to

promote economic vitality.

"Policy6a  The City will encourage automobile and truck access to industrial and
: : commercial propertles abutting residential zones to be. Iocated at the maxrmum
practlcal dlstance from resrdentral zones.

-fRoIic'y:'—Eib' ' _‘:The Clty will limit the use of motorrzed Iandscaprng equrpment parkmg Iot
o sweepers, and other’ _high- -noise . equipment -on commercial propertres if . thelr
f'actrvrty wrll result in norse that adversely affects resrdentlal zones o

Sl

~ Policy 6c - The City will ‘encourage limitations on’ the hours of truck deliveries to mdustrlal'

- and commercral properties abuttlng resrdentlal zonés unless there is no feasible
. alternative “ or there are substantral transportatlon beneﬁts for schedulrng
- delrvenes at another hour o : : -

’

Further the Crtys ‘Noise Restrrctlon Ordrnance (Pasadena Mumcrpal Code Sectlon 936) ’

 establishes  noise limitations for ambient noise level incréases, general noise sources,

construction noise, equipment, machrnery, amplified noise, and other-noise sources. Given the -

' requrrements of the City’s Noise Element and Noise Reduction Ordinance, adoption of the TOD
Ordinance amendment would not result in” any significant impacts related to exposure  of
persons to or generatron of norse Ievels in excess of Iocal standards or applrcable standards of
other agencres

’ Less Than R |
L e e : Potentially | Significant .| LessThan. | “No e
Would the project: Significant " Impact With | Significant |.
T s Impact - Mitigation Impact mpact
: - “Incorporated e
- "
b. Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive ; ‘ ' X
groundborne vibration or groundborne noise Ievels? ' L

:WHY‘? The proposed prOJect is an amendment to the TOI Ordrnance and would not entltle or
fund any specific projects and, thus, would not result in any. direct physrcal changes to the

" environment.- Since no physical changes are currently proposed,. the specific vibration and o

groundborne noise concerns of future development cannot be identified.. Regardless, given that
there are limited, if any, permanent sources of vibration and groundborne noise in Pasadena,
. “exposure of future residents to vibration and groundborne noise is anticipated to be limited to
short-term conditions (e.g:,- construction activities): Therefore, adoption of the proposed TOD

Ordinance, amendment would not cause a significant impact related to exposure to or

generatron of excessive groundborne vrbratron or groundborne noise.

- City of Pasadena .
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essThan | [T
N R  Significant [ - L an et
" | Would the proje “ImpactWith - Srgnrflcant " impact o
e U 'k;Mltrgatron * Impact:: - ,;_ip AR
: : s | Incorporated PPt Yo
- - 0 - I, I3
C. Asubstantral permanent increase in ambrent noise Ievels 1) B T RN B X
the prorect vicinity above levels exrstrng without the prolect'? L - : :

z WHY" Refer” to Impact Statement 2.13(a). The prorect would not Iead to a srgnlfrcant

' permanent increase in ambient. noise.- The project does not involve- installing a stationary noise
source, and the only long-term noise generated by future development promoted by the project
‘would' be typical urban. environment noise’ Furthermore, in Pasadena, ‘many urban environment
_noises, such'’ as ‘leaf-blowing and ‘amplified sounds, are subject to restrictions: by Pasadena '
Municipal: Code Chapter 9.36. Therefore, the project would' not cause a’ permanent rncrease |n‘
ambient noise levels, and this |mpact is consrdered Iess than srgnrfrcant

Potentially | * sig
Significant - |."
- Impact "

[ d. A substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient [ ‘ o _
-~ noise levels in the project vrcrnlty above levels existing | «+ "t el X
without the prorect'? .. : S

s

WHY? The proposed project is‘an amendment to the: TOD Ordinance, and would not entitle or
" fund any specific ‘projects and, thus would -rict result in-any ' direct physical changes to the
environment. Indirectly, the future development ‘and’ rmprovement of various forms of transrt-
~ oriented ' development -across the city that could occur-may cause a substantial temporary or
- periodic increase in ambient noise levels. ‘However, all’ subsequent development projects are
required to comply with City regulations governing hours of construction and noise levels
generated by construction .and mechanical equipment (Pasadena Municipal Code Chapter
9.36). In accordance with these regulations, construction noise would be limited to normal
working hours (7:00 a.m. to 7:00 p.m. Monday through Friday, 8:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. on
“Saturday, in or within 500 feet of a residential area).. A construction- related traffic plan is also
required to. ensure that truck routes.. for - transportation ‘of -materials and -equipment are
established with consrderatron for senisitive uses in the neighborhood. Traffic and parking plan
* for the construction phase would be submrtted for approval to the Traffic Engineer in the
Transportation Department and to the Zonrng Admrnrstrator prior to the issuance of any permits.
- Therefore, adhering to established City regulations. would - ensure that the future development
" projects would not result in a substantial temporary .Or. perrodrc increase in. -noise levels.

‘Therefore, adoption of the proposed TOD Ordinance amendment would: not result in srgnrfrcant
' ﬂrmpacts related to a temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise- Ievels : :
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)
_ , S Less Than S g
oo s e Potentially | Significant | Less.Than | - N'o:’ s
-Would'the projec‘t:, ) Significant | ImpactWith | Significant | Impact )
S : Impact Mitigation | « Impact : P act -
_ Incorporated ‘
e. For a project located within an airport land use plan or; _

where such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles ‘

of a public airport ‘or public use airport, would the project X

expose people: residing or working in the project area to .

. excessive noise Ievels’? ‘

“WHY? There ar'e no public airports ‘or airport land use plans in the City of Pasadena. The
closest airport to the city is the Bob Hope Airport located in the City of Burbank. Therefore, the
proposed project would not expose people to excessive. alrport-related noise and wouId have no

associated. lmpacts

. * Less Than B _

BT Potentially Significant Less Than . V'Nlo‘

- Would the project: Significant | Impact With. |- Significant Impact -

I . ~ Impact - Mitigation . |* - Impact | . - 'pact-..

Incorporated ‘ e

f."For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the :
project expose people residing or working in the pro;ect X
area to excessive noise levels? R

-WHY? There are no private airports located in the City of Pasadena. The nearest private use
airport-is EI Monte Airport located on Santa Anita Avenue, located in the City of El Monte. In
addition, the proposed project is an amendment to the TOD Ordinance, and would not entitle or

~fund -any specific projects and, thus, would not result in any direct physical changes to the

-environment. Therefore, -the project would not expose people resndlng or workmg in the prOJect
.area to excessive noise Ievels in the vnclnlty of a prlvate airstrip..

2.14 : POPULATION AND HOUSING
Less Than S

R Potentially | Significant . | LessThan |~ .
Would the project: - Significant | Impact With | Significant Impﬁc ‘-
R s Impact Mitigation |* Impact - | ¢ ¢

_ Incorporated - ’

a. Induce substantial population growth in an area, either |- :

- directly (for - example, by proposing new -homes and | X

-~ busingsses). or indirectly (for example, through extension of | o

roads or other infrastructure)?

‘WHY? The proposed pr01ect is an amendment to the TOD Ordinance, and would not entltle or
fund any specific: projects and, thus, would not result in any direct physical changes to the
environment. Therefore, approval of the proposed project will not result in the approval of any
phySIcal lmprovements ‘The proposed project proposes no changes to the General Plan Land
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Use Element-or. Dlagram or to-a base. zonrng desrgnatron . Therefore, the - proposed prorect'
would not induce substantlal populatlon growth inan area and no |mpact would occur. '

- Would the project: im»é:;ti***
R o N Palf B lncorporated -
|.b.- Drsplace substantral numbers of exrstlng housing,-{ - - Lol RN
_necessitating the constructron of replacement housrng T Ca e X
elsewhere? - R " S B LR

B WHY" The proposed pl‘OjeCt is an amendment to the TOD Ordrnance and would ot entltle or
‘fund any specific prorects and, thus, would not result in any dlrect physical changes:to the
“environment. Therefore, the: proposed prorect would not drsplace exrstrng housrng, and no
-impact would.occur. ., ‘ . , " o .

e Potentrally nt. .| ,l.ess«"l;h‘anif;» No
c Dlsplace substantral numbers of people necessrtatrng the o O AU "‘:X I
constructron of replacement housrng elsewhere’? o DU T ’ ) '

WHY° The proposed prorect is an amendment to the TOD Ordrnance and would not entltle or
fund any .specific. prorects and, thus, -would-not- result in -any - direct physical . changes to the
environment. Therefore the prorect would not drsplace any people, and no impact would occur.

2. 15 ‘ PUBLIC‘SERVICES( :

: *erl the . project: result in_ s bstantral ad efse physrcal i
|-impacts ‘assaciated with: the provision of new or physrcally i
s—;altered governmental facilities, need‘;for new or.physically |
‘altered’ governmental facilitie: 3 th constructron of whrch
| could cause srgmfrcant environmental rmpacts “in: orde”
" maintain acceptable service ratros, response’ trmes or
15 ,performance objectrves for any of the publlc servrces

“Less Than e ~:N“°; |
“Significant |- 0
o 1 Impact o]
“impact - |- act -

Potentrally

Fire Protection?- .~ % R '-if;e R R B R S

: WHY’ The proposed prorect is an amendment to the TOD Ordrnance and would not entrtle or -
fund any specific -projects- and,thus; would ot result in any dlrect physical changes to the
environment.: Even though the" TOD' ‘Ordinance amendment’ could indirectly ‘result in new
development, such development would be subject to the City’s fire code and development
standards. Furthermore, policies and implementation measures in the General Plan encourage
periodic review of publlc safety services and require that services reflect the growing needs of
residents. In particular, implementation of Policy 16.2 in the Land Use Element would ensure
that the City regularly assesses the impacts of growth on Pasadena Fire Department (PFD)
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~serV|ces and that. equrpment personnel -and services: are provided as needed to serve that
growth. The need for expanded fire protection services would be reviewed during the approval
process for any future development proposed under the amendment. Adoption of the: TOD
Ordinance amendment would not result in the need for new or expanded physrcal fire: protectron
ﬂ,facmtles and no impact would occur. : .

i Wl” the prolect result ‘in substantlal adverse physical i
impacts associated with.the provision of new or physically Less Than - , -
. altered governmental facilities, need for new or physically | Potentially | Significant | LessThan | - No- .
altered governmental facilities, the construction of which | Significant | ImpactWith | Significant |~ -~
' could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to |  Impact Mitigation | Impact | oot
maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or other Incorporated :
, pen’ormance objectives for any of the public services: 4 ‘ .
‘b. Libraries? - - - oo Con ) - - I : X

WHY" The proposed pro;ect is an amendment to the TOD Ordinance, and would not entitle or
fund any specific projects and, thus, would not result in any direct physical changes to the
- ‘environment. The City operates its own library system, the Pasadena Public Library (PPL). The .
: -system includes the Central Library, located at 285 East Walnut Street in the Central District

Specific Plan area, and nine branch library facilities located throughout the city. Branch libraries -

are desrgned such that no Pasadena resident lives more than 1 mile from a library and residents
can walk to their neighborhood library. The PPL does not have system-W|de standard for square
.footage. of library space per person; library space heeds are determined individually for the
‘service aréa of each branch. According to PPL, the total library facility square footage and
. collections are adequate to serve Pasadena’s existing population and sufficient to support a
- population of up to a least 175,000 (Pasadena, 2015). Further, the cityas a whole is well served
by its Public Information (Library) System, and the project would not- |mpact l|brary serwces -
Therefore the project would not result in |mpacts to libraries.

“Will -the prolect result- in._substantial adverse physrcal :
L lmpacts associated with: the provision of new or physically : - | LessThan - _

| altered’ govemmental facrlltles, need for new or physically | Potentially | Significant | LessThan |- No -

. ‘altered ‘governmental facllrtles, the construction of which | Significant | ImpactWith | Significant | -~ Impadﬁ
could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to Impact | Mitigation . Impact I
.maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or other | - | Incorporated | -

 performance objectives for any of the public services: , . . ,

|c. Parks? I IR S X

WHY’ The proposed prOJect is an- amendment to the TOD Ordinance and would not entltle or
“fund any specific projects and, thus, would not result in any direct physical changes to the
environment. Further, the city has approximately-300 acres of developed parks, comprising four
citywide parks, five community parks; and 15 neighborhood parks that serve the recreational
and park needs of its residents. Therefore the prOJect ‘would have no- lmpacts on parks-
© resources. : . . : o o -
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: ,\Wlll the project result m

impacts:associated:with. th ‘new or p R T

| altered governmental facilities,. need: for new- or physrcally,\ - Potenti:

altered governmental facilitiés; the’ construction. of which | Sighific

- could cause srgmflcant enwronmental Impacts, in -order to

: ‘mamtam acceptable serwce ratlos, response tlmes or other E
| performance objectives for anyof the publrc serwces T

d. PollceProtectJon? oL e n ) o X

e
:lmpacta :

1WHY’ The proposed prOJect i’ an amendment to the TOD Ordmance and would hot entltle or
fund -any specmc projects and, thus, would not result. in.any direct. physical changes to the
environment. Therefore, the project implementation would not result in a substantial population
~increase-or-the introduction ofiuses or activities typically associated with high: demand for pollce
services.. Pasadena. Police: Department (PPD) ‘needs :are assessed" annually, .and budget
.;allocat|ons revised accordingly- to. ensure-that . adequate levels  of ‘service ‘are maintained
throughout the Clty Furthermore, General Plan Pollcy 16.2 of.the Land Use.Element requires
the City to perform ongoing review of growth and development in terms of its impact- on
adequate provision of public services. Additional resources and ' personnel funded by’ .an
~ increase in tax revenue would maintain the level of service needed to support the increase in

.growth. The need for" expanded ‘police protection services would be reviewed ‘during the

approval process for any future development proposed under the amendment. The proposed .

‘ project would..not result in- the need for additional new ‘or altered police protection sewlces and

‘would not alter acceptable serV|ce ratlos or response tlmes No |mpacts would occur. '

. WI” the pro;ect result in- substantlal adverse physrcal g
| impacts associated with the provrsron' offnew oF physrcally
" | altered governmental facilities, need- fo or: physic ,
|| altered governmental facilities, the onstructlon of whrch Sighif
could cause significant: env:ronmental :mpacts in order to - g
maintain acceptable service: ratros, response times-o other/ “
.performance objectives for any of the publrc services: . |

Less Than . S

. No -

S|gn|f|cant i
. Impact:
Impact ..

WHY" The proposed project is an amendment to the TOD Ordinance, and would not entitle or

fund any specific projects and, thus, would not result in any direct physical changes to the
“environment. PUSD has capac1ty to accommodate the - student _population estimated for
‘Pasadena at buildout of the General Plan Update (Pasadena 2015). Future development that .
_could occur under this amendment would need to'comply with school district construction tax on
all'new construction, residential, and non- residential development. Senate Bill (SB) 50, which
“.passed in 1998, prowdes a comprehenswe school facilities financing and reform program, and
enables a statewrde bond issue to be placed ‘on. the ballot. The provisions of SB 50 allow the
state to offer funding to school districts to acquire school sites; ‘construct new 'school facilities,
- and modernize existing school facilities. SB: 50 also- establishés a. process for-determining the.
amount of fees developers may be charged to mitigate the |mpact of development on school
facilities: resulting. from .increased enroliment. According to Section:65996:of the California
Government Code, development fees authonzed by SB 50 are deemed:to. be “full and- complete
school facilities mitigation,” Therefore adoption ‘of the: proposed TOD Q@rdinance. amendment
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)

would not result in any S|gn|ﬁcant lmpacts related to the need for addltronal new or altered
school servrces and no lmpacts would occur. . o

will the pro;ect result in substantial adverse physrcal ) . L
impacts associated with the provision of new or physically Less Than - : e
altered governmental facilities, need for new or physically | Potentially | " Significant | LessThan | ‘No
altered governmental facilities, the construction of which | Significant | Impact With | Significant | - Impact

_ | could cause significant énvironmental impacts, in order to Impact Mitigation- Impact P

| ‘maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or other - | Incorporated | . ...
performance objectives for any of the public services: ) _ ;

£ Otherpublicfacilities? L el I R S N .Xj

'_ WHY‘? The proposed pro;ect is'an. amendment to the TOD Ordmance and would not entrtle or
fund any specific -projects’ and, thus, would- not. result in.any direct. physical changes to the -
environment. Therefore, there-would be no need for new or expanded publrc facilities ‘and
adoptlon of the proposed TOD Ordrnance amendment would result in no |mpact TR

'2 16 RECREATION

- Less Than |.- S .

o e ) Potentially | Significant | Less Than No
Would the project: R : Significant Impact With - | Significant Im act) -

; S o . impact Mitigation Impact | P o

) _ Incorporated
a.- Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood | -
. and regional parks or other recreational facilities such that- X
. 'substantial physical deterioration of the facility would oceur | .
- orbe accelerated’?

WHY’ The proposed project i is an amendment to the TOD Ordrnance and would not entrtle or
fund -any ‘specific projects and, -thus, would not result in any direct physical changes to the
“environment. Therefore, adoption of the proposed TOD Ordinance .amendment would not:
increase the use of existing ne|ghborhood and reglonal parks or other recreatlonal facrlrtles No :
|mpact would occur. . . © . i o oo T

Less Than. ‘

oL o . Potentially { Significant | Less Than No
‘Would the project: .-~ o o Significant | Impact With | Significant | Imoact |
B I ' ' ' ‘ Impact Mitigation “Impact Ampa
Incorporated | - -

b.  Does the project includ_e-recreational facilities or require the Do . ST S
1+~ construction or. expansion of recreational facilities, whieh |- . ~ .| - ..~ - X
- mrght have an adverse. phy3|cal effect on the envrronment? : Lo T

WHY" The proposed prOJect is an amendment to the TOD Ordmance and would not entltle or
fund any - specific proejects and, thus, would not result in any direct physical changes to the
»envrronment “Therefore, adoptlon of the proposed TOD Ordinance amendment would ‘hot
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‘include recreational’ facmtles or-the constructron or expansron .of recreational. facilities which
mlght have an adverse ‘physical effect on ‘the envrronment No rmpact would occur Ceo

2 17 TRANSPORTATIONIT RAFFIC

ol Less Than . |

Would the project: "~ Impact With -} Significant - | lmNzct~> "]
oA e M|t|gat|on : »';jslmp‘a’c B B Jp,
, ) e : ’ ‘ Incorporatedlz e
a. Conﬂrct wrth an apphcable plan, ordinance or pollcy C _ L
*  establishing measures of effectiveness for the performanice | -~ 7T o o T T
. of the circulation system, taking into account all modes of |- w7 wr rfr froer et
transportation including mass transit: and: non-metorized |. - i |l e e

. travel and relevant components of the ‘circulation system,

. -including -but not limited to intersections, streets, highways
and freeways, pedestnan and blcycle paths and - mass
'lransn'? . ‘ 4

'WHY" The Clty establlshed Transportatlon Impact Analysrs Gwdellnes to support the: Cltys
\vision in creating a communlty where people can circulate- W|thout ‘cars, whlch relies, upon an
_integrated multimodal transportation system that provides: choices and. acce33|b|l|ty for everyone
in the. city. The City of Pasadena Department of Transportatlon sets forth goals and policies to -
‘improve overall transportatlon in Pasadena and create’“a communlty where people can circulate
‘without cars.” Inherent in_ this" vision statement is to accommodate different- ‘modes of .

transportation such - as vehicle, pedestrian, bicycle, and transit. The Crtys adopted

transportation performance measures: assess the quality of these different modes of travel. The
new performance measures.were adopted to support the Mobility Element's three main- policy
-objectives, which .are to (1).enhance livability, (2) encourage walking;: biking, transit, and' other
alternatives to motor vehicles, and (3) create:a supportive ‘climate for- economlc vrab|l|ty The :
five categones of. adopted transportatlon performance metrlcs are:r e ety

o‘l Vehlcle Mrles Traveled (VMT) per Caplta I . o "

, ‘0 .'Veh|cleTr|ps (VT) perCaplta B T R ST .' L

' "v'. =PrOX|m|ty and Quality’ of Bike Facmtles Sl e -
| o Proxrmlty and Quallty ofTranS|t FaCIlltIeS o S

« Pedestrian Accessrblllty

The proposed project is an amendment to the TOD Ordinance, and would not entitle or fund any
specific projects and, thus, would not result in any direct physical changes to the environment.
Any future development projects that could occur under the proposed Ordinance would be
- subject to the City’s Transportation Impact Analysis Guidelines, which require analysis of
“transportation impacts and system improvements as necessary to offset such impacts. While-

the proposed project would allow for an increase in parking supply at sites developed within the

Sierra Madre Villa Station area, vehicle trips and the corresponding VMT are generated by land -
~ uses, and not parking availability. The TOD Ordinance provides the regulatory framework for a -
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mixture of commercial; high-density residential, mixed-use, public, and semi-public uses within a
half mile (quarter mile for the Sierra-Madre Villa Station) to light rail stations; encouraging transit '
" usage in conjunction with a safe and pleasant pedestrian-oriented environment. Development
that seeks to benefit from the- TOD Ordinance would be close to. the Metro Gold Line stations,
~and future development under the TOD Ordinance would accommodate safe and convenient
walking, bicycling, and transit use, furthering the goals of the City’s General Plan Land Use and-
" Mobility Element. Implementation” of the TOD Ordinance - amendment would not result in the

development of new land uses that were not contemplated under the General Plan ‘Mobility -

Element, and as such, would not generate a substantlal number- of tnps greater than what was
o analyzed in the General Plan Update EIR ' :
Therefore adoption of the proposed TOD Ordlnance amendment would not conﬂrct wrth an
applicable plan, ordinance, or policy establishing measures of effectiveness for the performance
~of the crrculatlon system, and this impact would be less than srgnrf" icant. i

' - LessThan | :
S P , Potentially | Significant | Less Than “No -
Would the project: - ‘ | Significant | Impact With | Significant -] Impact
T ) . , Impact | Mitigation Impact : ;:P_ s
: Incorporated. =

b.. Conflict” with _an - applicable congestion - management |

- - ‘program, including, but not limited -to - level “of service | - . o R
- - standards and travel demand measures, or.other standards |. . - .| | Tt DX
. established by the county congestion management agency | - ' - : g :
‘fordesrgnated roads or hlghways’? o :

X

_WHY" The Los Angeles County Metropolltan Transportatlon Authorrty (MTA) is the agency

‘responsible for lmplementrng the Congestion. Management Program (CMP) for all of Los
Angeles County. The. purpose of the CMP is to develop a coordinated approach to: ‘managing
and decreasing traffic congestion by linking the various transportation, land use, and air quality
planning programs throughout the county. The program is consistent with that of SCAG. The
CMP program requires review of significant rndrvrdual pro;ects whlch mrght on therr own impact--
the CMP transportatron system. . -

The proposed pro;ect is an amendment to the TOD Ordlnance and ‘would not entltle or fund any
specific projects and, thus, would riot result in any direct physical changes to the environment.
Therefore, adoption of the proposed TOD Ordinance amendment would not confllct with an
applrcable congestlon management program, and rio impact would occur. ' :
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Less Than

f!?djténtiallyf : iSerfica, t

Would the project “Significant. | * Impact With .| Slgmt"cant ; .
Jmpact - |- Mitigation | Impact |
et AR : AR X ‘Incorporated 1 H o

¢. Resultin achange in air traffic patterns, including either an |. e R

increase in traffic levels or-a change in location that results ‘ P X

|n substantlal safety nsks’? N c . SRS S ol

,‘WHY" The pI‘OjeCt srte is not W|th|n an’ alrport |and use plan or W|th|n 2 mlles of a publlc alrport
or public use airport. ‘The nearest public, alrport to the city is Bob Hope A|rport located in the
City. of Burbank The nearest private use airport is El ‘Monte A|rport located on Santa Anita
Avenue in the Clty of El Monte Due, to  the , dlstance and .nature of the proposed. project,
) lmplementatlon of the proposed pr01ect would not . affect any alrport facilities and would not
cause a change in.the directional patterns of alrcraft Therefore the proposed prOJect would
have no impact to air. trafﬁc pattems ; e O S : P

| LessThan | o
 Significant - |- -
LT Impact - -
Ampact:.} - n

d Substantlally increase hazards due toade3|gn feature (eg, , N el
sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or- mcompatlble e e e X
. uses (eg farm equipment)? L | Y R R

l

WHY" The proposed pl’OjeCt is an amendment to the TOD Ordmance and would not entltle or
- fund any specific projects and,- thus, would not result jn anydirect physical changes to the
- environment. Future development that could occur under the proposed amendment would be
required to undergo the Cltys perm|t and plan review process, which would ensure ‘that
adoption. of the proposed TOD Ordlnance amendment would not mcrease hazards due to a
desngn feature or |ncompat|ble uses No |mpact would occur ' '

- |“Would the project: , | e

D i Mrtlgatwn i mpact.-
AR 1 lncorporated e

e. Result in inadequate e'mergency access? X )

WHY? The proposed project is an amendment to the TOD Ordmance and would not. entutle oru
~ fund any- specific projects and, thus, would not result in any direct physncal changes to the
environment. Therefore, the prolect would have no impacts related to inadequate emergency
access .
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Less Than - | o
- : Potentially | Significant | LessThan | No
Would the project: Significant | Impact With | Significant | Impact -
‘ Impact Mitigation Impact - impact .
‘ ‘ ‘ Incorporated ‘
f. - Resultin inadequate parking capacity? . . RS B S YoX

WHY?. Table 1 (Changes in Parking Requirements) shows that the propOSed amendment

. would allow a range of parking standards in the TOD areas surrounding Sierra Madre Villa Gold
- Line station. As proposed, the changes to the ordinance would allow some ‘development within

the vicinity of the Sierra Madre Villa Gold- Line station to- have more parklng than the existing
TOD -Ordinanceé would permrt and to keep existing spaces on-site that- may ‘exceed the
maximum with approval from the Zoning Administrator.

demonstrates additional parking is necessary. As the proposed project does not further reduce

.the amount of potentlal parkrng, there will be no impacts to parkrng capacrty

Under the proposed amendment, the -
'Zoning Administrator can allow projects to exceed the maximum parking requrrements up to an
‘amount allowed by Séction 17.46.040.C and 17.46.040.D.2 of the-'PMC if the. applrcant

‘ ; , Less Than .
RE ; Potentially | Significant- | Less Than No.
Would the project: Significant | Impact With | Significant | Impact '
LT Impact Mitigation Impact - | © Pact
- | Incorporated -| - - .

g. Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs regarding | . ) S
public. transit, bicycle, or pedestrian facilities, or otherwise N . X
decrease the performance or safety of such facrlrtres9 -

.WHY" The proposed project is-an amendment to the TOD Ordrnance and would not
“entitle or fund any specific projects arid, thus, would not result in any drrect physrcal _
- changes to the environment. Future. development that could occur under the proposed’
‘project would occur within‘areas well served by public transportatron as the project area

is located in close proximity to Gold Line stations. These development types emphasize

intensification of development in proximity to transit opportunities and reduced reliance
on motor vehicles, and would accommodate safe and convenient walking, bicycling, and:
" transit use. Therefore, adoption of the proposed TOD Ordinance amendment would not,
" conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs regardrng publrc transit, bicycle, or

pedestrlan facrlrtres and no impact would occur.
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UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS'

.2.18
R P EOT f'.'LessThan
e 'gtPotentia,Ily " Significant | -Less
Would the project :Significant * | Impact Wlth )
B . ‘Impact - | - Mitigation -
, G IR Incorporated
.| a Exceed wastewater treatment requnrements of the . . X '
. appllcable Reglonal Water Quallty Control Board? . . N

: WHY’ The proposed prolect is an amendment to the TOD Ordlnance and ‘would not entltle or

fund any specrﬁc pro;ects ‘and, thus, would not- result in any direct, phyS|cal changes to’ the

-environment. Any future development that could ‘occur under the proposed project - W|ll be
" subject to- a sanitation district's sewer connectlon fee ‘when | _connected to_a sewer line.

o - Pasadena is in Los’ Angeles County Sanltatron D|str|ct (LACSD) 16 All sewage from the pro;ect‘

site would be conveyed o existing City sewer lines’ and faC|l|t|es Wastewater discharge from
‘the project site Would be'regulated by appllcable standards and requuements that are .imposed
and -enforced by the-City’s’ Department of Publlc Works, Engineering Division. All wastewater
g ,‘~generated by the proposed project would be treated in,compliance with the requrrements of the
" Los Angeles. RWQCB. Therefore, the: proposed prOJect would not: -exceed ‘the wastewater
treatment requrrements of the Los Angeles RWQCB and |mpacts would be less than srgnlﬂcant

LessThan | Mo
Significant  lmoset -
Sdmpact . [ TR

g S|gn|f|cant S
Impact With

 Would the project;‘ ’ : Signi’ﬁc‘\ant i

Incorporated

b. Reqmre or result in- the constructlon of new water or | - L "
. wastewater treatment ' facilities - or expansion. ‘of existing | - B R T X -
. facilities, the construction of whlch could . cause’ srgmﬁcant : ' ‘ ‘ ~
_envifonmental effects?. .

“WHY? The proposed project is an amendment to, the TOD Ordinance, and would rot entitle or
‘fund any specific projects-and, -thus,-would not result in any direct physical changes to the
environment. Any future. development that may occur in accordance with the proposed TOD
ordinance amendment would be subject’ to a sewer connectlon fee: when connected to a- sewer
line. Pasadena is in Los Angeles County Samtatlon District'16. All sewage from: the TOD areas -
is-conveyéed to- existing crty sewer lines 'and facnlltles Wastewater dlscharge from any future
‘development project’ would be regulated by apphcable standards and' requrrements that are
: |mposed and enforced by the City’s” Department of Public Works," Engmeenng Division. All
~'wastewater generated by 'such potential future’ prolects would be treated in complrance with the
requirements of the Los'Angeles. Regional 'Water Quallty Control Board (RWQCB) Therefore,
‘adoption of the proposed Specific’ Plan amendment would hot" cause an exceedance of the '
wastewater treatment: requ1rements of the Los Angeles RWQCB and any related |mpacts would
be Iess than'signifi cant it : v

e

Draft Initial étudylMitigated Negative Declaration’ S 54 ‘.November 2015



City of Pasadena
Amendment to the Transit-Oriented Development Ordinance Project -
~ Draft Initial Studyerﬂgated Negatlve Declaration

- : Less Than I | C
i o - Potentially Significant Less Than, | No -
* | .Would the project: -~ - : ‘ Significant | ImpactWith | Significant | - imnach
oL e - Impact | Mitigation Impact ‘ mpa“‘ I
Incorporated - » R

c. Require or result in the constriction of new storm water
drainage facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the -

+ * construction of which could cause significant envrronmental

- effects? : '

Z

- WHY? The proposed project is an amendment to the TOD Ordinance and would not entrtle or

"fund any specrf" ¢ projects and, thus, would not. result in .any: direct physrcal changes to the
enwronment Even though the proposed. project could indirectly result in future development, all
stormwater dralnage from such’ development would - be -conveyed to existing City’ facilities.

-.However, since no physical lmprovements are currently proposed, the specific impacts that

",potentlal future development could have on the storm drain system cannot be - identified.

‘ "Regardless glven ‘that the city is largely built out, that drainage is accommodated by existing

“storm drain |mprovements and drainage channels; and that: future development would be

"required ‘to ‘comply with National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES), Standard .

Urban Storm Water Mitigation Plan (SUSMP) and Low Impact. Development (LID) standards,
"'development of new uses in the TOD areas would not be expected to cause exceedances of the
storm drainage system. Therefore, adoption of the proposed TOD Ordinance amendment would
not require or result in-the construction of new stormwater drainage facilities- or expansion of
existing facilities, and impacts would be less than srgnrf’ cant See .also Issues 2.10(d) and
2 _2 10(e) above ’ ~ : o < e

‘ ‘ . : LessThan |~ i
B r : _ . Potentially Srgnrfrcant Less Than. . No
- Would the project: - - . : Significant | ImpactWith | Significant Impact -
s ) K Impact Mitigation Impact - P b
: Incorporated i

' ‘d. Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project .
from .existing entitlements and resources, or are.new or | ... | . | X.
expanded entltlements needed'? o ’ :

- WHY? The proposed pro;ect is.an amendment to the TOD Ordrnance and would not entltle or

fund any specrt" c projects”and, thus, would not result in any direct physical changes to the
“environment.”’ “Impacts related to water supply would be less than significant because. the
“projected water demand from the General Plan buildout is within the demands forecast.in the
/2010 Urban Water Management Plan, which demonstrates that supply meets the demand of the
. City. All future projects that could occur under the proposed amendment would be subject to the

ACltys local. ordinances, mcludmg the Water Shortage Procedures Ordinance, and under. SB
610, any. commer0|al development havrng more than 250, 000 square feet of floor space would

. be requned to prepare a project-specific water supply assessment Therefore, adoption of the .
“proposed TOD Ordinance amendment would not result in‘the need for new or expanded water

supplles Th|s rmpact is less than srgnlflcant
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'| e. Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment-| . . e S IS
provider, which serves or may serve:the project that it has ' IS U B X
inadequate capacity to serve ‘the project’'s- projected | 1 :

: demand in addition to the provider’s eXisting commitments’7 ],

- WHY? Wastewater from. the Clty is" currently treated at the LACSDs Whlttler Narrows
Reclamatlon Plant, San- Jose Creek Water Reclamatlon Plant and, Los Coyotes Water
'Reclamatlon Plant.. . No deﬁmencres have been: .identified in these wastewater treatment
facilities.” The deslgn capacrtles of LACSD s facmtles are based on the regional growth forecast
adopted by SCAG. Expansmn of LACSD's facilities must be sized and thelr service phased ina
manner that is consistent with the SCAG regional growth forecast T -

The proposed prOJect is.an amendment to.the TOD Ordinance, and would not entltle or.fund any
‘specific projects and, thus, would not result.in any ¢ dlrect phyS|ca| changes to the enwronment
Inasmuch as the. proposed project could |nd|rectly result in future. development all sewage from .

~ such development would be conveyed to’ existing Clty sewer lines and facilities. There are no :
existing deficiencies in the sanitation district's treatment facilities serving Pasadena that would
be exacerbated by potential new. development Therefore, .adoption of the proposed TOD

" Ordinance amendment would not result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider .
‘that. it has madequate capacity to serve the pro;ect’s demand n’ addltlon to eXIstlng '
,commltments lmpacts would be less than’ srgnn‘" cant ‘ .

Impact Wlth B

Would the pro]ect:'
_Mltlgatlon ;

f. - Be served by a landfill with. sufficient permitted capacity to |- .
s accommodate the prolect’s sohd waste drsposal needs”

_WHY" The C|ty |s pnmarlly served by the Scholl Canyon Landfnll wh|ch |s permltted unt|I 2025
The, Scholl Canyon Landfill has a. -maximum. dally capamty of 3,400 tons and a total remalnmg ‘
,.capa0|ty of 9 900 000 CUbIC yards. 4 Clun T
The proposed prOJect is an amendment to the. TOD Ordlnance and would not: entltle or. fund any
specific projects and, thus, would not result in any direct physrcal changes to the environment.

- Potential future development would be subject to Chapter 8.62 of the Pasadena Municipal
Code, which is the construction demolition and waste management ordinance. Pursuant to this
ordinance, the proposed project would be required to divert a minimum of 75 percent of the
construction and demolition debris from the project. Additionally, future uses that could be
developed under the proposed project would be required to meet the standards of the California
Green Building Standards Code.  Proposed prOJect impacts related to solid waste generation -

would be |ess than significant.

\
Ay
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) | “Less Than . S o
o .- T : Potentially Significant LessThan | - No

b . ; - : , . - .No_
Would the project: o Significant | ImpactWith | Significant | =~ o
S " ‘ ) ‘ Impact Mitigation |  Impact. - P ;

7 ’ Incorporated .
| g Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and . X
regulations related to solid waste?

City of Pasadena -

Draft Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

-WHY? In 1992',' the City adopted the Source Reduction and Recyoling Element to comply with
the California Integrated Waste Management Act. This act requires that jurisdictions maintain a

~ 50 percent: or better diversion rate for solid waste. ' The City implements this 'requrrement,
- through ‘Pasadena Municipal Code Section 8.61, which establishes the City’s Solid Waste

Collection Franchise System. - As described in Section 8.61:175, each franchisee is responsible
for meeting the minimum recycling diversion rate of 75 percent on both a monthly basis and

annual basis for construction and demolltron debrls and 60 percent on monthly basrs and on an-

annual basis for other solid waste.

‘As prevrously stated, the proposed’ project would not entitle or fund any specmc prOJects and

- thus, would not result in any direct physical changes to the environment. Therefore, adoption of .
‘the proposed TOD Ordlnance amendment would not result in solid ‘waste, and no lmpact would

occur o

219" ; EARLIER ANALYSIS

Earller 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 Gurdelrnes Sectlon 15063(0)(3)(D)

Pursuant to Sectron 15063(0)(3)(D) this IS/MND utilizes and tiers from the Pasadena General
Plan Update EIR; SCH No. 2013091009, adopted in July, 2015 as part of the analysis of the
proposed project envrronmental effects. The General Plan Update EIR evaluated the impacts of
buildout of the City of Pasadena, including buildout the TOD area: The environmental impacts
- of buildout of the TOD are a subset of the impacts identified and analyzed in the General Plan
EIR. Therefore, the analysis included in this IS/MND is concentrated on the issues specific to

the proposed TOD Ordinance amendment, i.e., the potential environmental impacts related to

the development of future uses within the expanded TOD "areas. For an evaluation of the
environmental effects of complete burldout of the City under the General Plan and for
cumulative effects of buildout of the city see the Pasadena General Plan Update EIR, which is
available for public review during regular business hours at the City of Pasadena, Plannlng
Department 175 N. Garfreld Avenue Pasadena CA 91101. :
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220  MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

foessThan,
| . Significant | -Less Than . - .\ *

| Would the project: i Signiﬁcanf:‘, o
s : M|t|gat|on Impact e mp:
. Incorporated EEAEAREST I

|.a. " Does the project have the potential to degrade the-quality of
_the environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or
~wildlife species, cause a fish:or wildlife population to'drop -+ = - . . i { BRI
. .- below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plantor:{~ -~ .. | " . ] - X
._:anlmal community, reduce the number or restrict the range |- . . ¢ B
“of a rare or endangered plant or animal or eliminate [ . ... .
important examples of the major penods of Callfomla
hrstory or prehistory? :

WHY? The proposed prOJect is an amendment fo the TOD Ordlnance and would not entitle or
- fund any specific projects and, thus, would not result in-any direct physrcal changes to the
- environment. = Therefore, adoption of the proposed TOD Ordinance amendment would not

‘.degrade the qual|ty of the environment. Impacts would be less than srgnlfrcant ‘

“lessThan [+ o o b
+ No - .|
3 Slgmflcant 1 imoact
. Mitigation "~ lmpact - Impact .
| ‘Incorporated | - : o

r‘”

b. Does the project have impacts that are individually limited,
but cumulatively - considerable? = . (“Cumulatively z _
considerable” means that the incremental effects of ‘al| , : X
project are considerable-when viewed in connection with the a o
effects of past projects, the effects of other current projects,
and the effects of probable future project? '

‘ WHY? The proposed project is an amendment to the TOD Ordlnance and would not entltle or
fund any specific projects and, thus, would not result in any direct physical changes to the -

" environment. Future development would requrre |nd|V|duaI environmental analysis. Therefore,

. this impact is less than srgmfrcant : :
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b Less Tha'n

X Potentially | Significant | LessThan | * .~
“ Would the project: Significant | Impact With | Significant. | -
B : " Impact Mitigation . impact mp Lo
: Incorporated | j

c. . Does the project have environmental effects which will _ _ .
cause substantial adverse effects on human beings, either ‘ , ' X
dlrectly or mdrrectly" ’

WHY? The proposed project is an amendment to the TOD Ordlnance and would not entltle or
- fund any specific projects and, thus, would not result in any direct physical changes to the -

environment. Therefore, adoption of the proposed TOD Ordlnance amendment would not cause
. substantial adverse effects’ on human beings. '
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3.0 INITIAL STUDY REFERENCE DOCUMENTS |

Callfornra ~Air. Resources , Board CIlmate Change - Proposed Scoplng Plan,
http:/iwww: arb.ca, govlcclscoprngplan/document/scoplngplandocument htm October 2008

Callforma A|r Resources Board Proposed F/rst Update to the Cllmate Change Scoplng

-' ,_Plan .. http:/lwww.arb, ca, gov/cc/scoplngplan/document/updatedscoplngplan2013 htm,
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‘| e. Resultin a determination by the wastewater treatment-|. . - |- N R
provider, which serves or may serve:the project that it has | ‘ PP X
inadequate capacity to serve  the project’s ‘projected | :

: demand in addition to the provider’s eXisting commitments?

',WHY" Wastewater from the Crty is currently treated at the LACSDs Whrttler Narrows
Reclamatlon Plant, San-.Jose Creek. Water Reclamatlon P|ant and. Los Coyotes Water
"Reclamation- Plant.. No deﬁmencres have been identified in these wastewater treatment
»facmtres The deS|gn capacrtles of LACSD s facrlltres are based on the regional. growth forecast
adopted by SCAG.. Expansmn of LACSD’s facilities must be S|zed and therr service phased ina
manner that is conS|stent with the SCAG regional growth forecast Sl S

The proposed prOJect is.an amendment to the TOD Ordinance,. and wouId not entrtle orifund any
-specific. pro;ects and, thus, would not result in ‘any dlrect phyS|caI changes to the environment.
Inasmuch. as the. proposed project could |nd|rectly result in future development, all sewage from
- such development would be conveyed to existing Clty sewer lines and facilities. There are no
existing deficiencies in the sanitation district’s treatment facilities serving Pasadena that would
be exacerbated by potential new development. Therefore, adoption of the proposed TOD
Ordinance amendment would not result in a determination by the’ wastewater treatment provider -
~that. it has rnadequate capacity to' serve the prolect’s demand in addltlon to exrstlng '
commltments Impacts would be Iess than S|gn|ﬁcant ' : o :

e T ; : . ‘ i 5 _: !,4‘ .
'S'gniﬂ}cant:[‘» vLessThan [ ing v p
o Impact
i ;:tncorporaﬂted el L

4 3 ' . L ’ . o
1t Be served. bya landfill with sufficient perm|tted capacity.to | . . I TR o |e
‘ accommodate the prOJect’s solld waste drsposal needs? o I C .

WHY" The C|ty is pr|mar|ly served by the Scho|| Canyon Landflll WhICh |s permltted untll 2025
The SchoII Canyon Landﬁll has a_maximum. dally capacrty of 3 400 tons and a total remalnlng :
,capacrty of 9, 900 000 cubic yards. : A o i

The proposed pro;ect is an amendment to the: TOD ‘Ordlnance and would not entltle or fund any
specific projects and, thus, would not result in any direct physical changes to the environment.
~Potential future development would be subject to Chapter 8.62 of the Pasadena Municipal
Code, which is the construction demolition and waste management ordinance. Pursuant to this
ordinance, the proposed project would be required to divert a minimum of 75 percent of the
construction and demolition debris from the project. Additionally, future uses that could be
developed under the proposed project would be required to meet the standards of the California
Green Building Standards Code. Proposed project impacts related to solid waste generation

would be less than significant.
\ .
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1 g. Comply with federal, state, and local statutes ‘and X
regulations related to sohd waste'?

WHY? In 1992 the City adopted the Source Reduction and Reoyoling Element to comply with
the California Integrated Waste Management Act. ‘This act: requires that jurisdictions maintain a

'50 percent or better diversion rate for solid waste. The City implements this - requrrement

through -Pasadena Municipal Code Section 8.61, which establishes the City’s Solid Waste
‘Collection Franchise System. - As described in Section 8.61.175, each franchisee is reésponsible
for meeting the minimum recycling diversion rate of 75 percent on both a monthly basis and

“annual basis for construction and demolltlon debrls and-60 percent on monthly basrs and on an ‘

annual basis for other solid waste.

As prevrously stated, ‘the proposed’ project would not entitle or fund any specific pro;ects and
_thus, would not result in any direct physical changes to the environment. Therefore, adoption of

the proposed TOD Ordlnance amendment would not result in' solid’ waste and no |mpact would

oceur.
219 EARLIER ANALYSIS

Earlier analysis may be used where, pursuant to the tlerlng, program EIR or other CEQA

process, an effect has been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or negatlve declaration. See -

.CEQA Gurdellnes Section 1 5063(0)(3)(D)

Pursuant to Sectlon 15063(0)(3)(D) this IS/MND utilizes and tiers from the Pasadena General

- Plan Update EIR, SCH No. 2013091009, adopted in July, 2015 as part of the analysis of the -

_proposed project envrronmental effects. The General Plan Update EIR evaluated the impacts of
buildout of the City of Pasadena, including buildout the. TOD area. - The environmental impacts
- of buildout of the TOD are a subset of the impacts identified and analyzed in the General Plan
EIR. Therefore, the analysis included in this IS/MND is concentrated on the issues specific to
. the proposed TOD Ordinance amendment, i.e., the potential environmental impacts related to
the development of future uses within the expanded TOD 'areas. For an evaluation of the
environmental effects of complete burldout of the City under the General Plan and for
cumulative effects of buildout of the city see the Pasadena General Plan Update EIR, which is
available for public review during regular business hours at the City of Pasadena, Planning

Department 175 N GarFeId Avenue Pasadena CA, 91101
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2:220  MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

‘| a. Does the project have the potential to degrade.the-quality of
. the environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or
3| -wildlife species, cause a fish- or wildlife population to’ drop |- I PR 1
. - below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plantor+{". .-~ - | . . | X e
|+ animal community, reduce the number or restrict the range . - . - : N R
~ of a rare or endangered’ plant or animal or eliminate [ .. .
important examples of the major periods of California '
h|story or prehistory? .

WHY? The proposed project is an amendment to the TOD Ordinance, and would.not entitle or
-~ fund any specific projects and, thus, would. not result in-any direct physical changes to the
. environment. Therefore adoption of -the proposed TOD Ordinance amendment would not

'degrade the quality of the environment. Impacts would be less than S|gn|f|cant
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e . No:
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b.- Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, |
but -cumulatively - considerable? - (“Cumulatively o
considerable” means that the incremental effects of a [ =~ - . X
project are considerable-when viewed in connection with the a -
effects of past projects, the effects of other current projects,
and the effects ofvprobable future project? .

- WHY? The proposed project is an amendment to the TOD Ordlnance and would not entltle or
fund any specific projects and, thus, would not- result in any direct physical changes to the -

" environment.” Future development would requnre |nd|v1dual environmental analysis. Therefore,

. thls impact is less than SIgmflcant : :

{
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~ | Would the project: Significant - | -Impact With -|. Significant |~ -
e e Impact Mitigation Impact | pa

, Incorporated .

-Does the project have environmental effects which will | o
cause substantial adverse effects on human beings, either B X
dlrectly or mdtrectly” . L

WHY? The proposed project is-an amendment to the TOD Ordinance, and would not entitle or
- fund any specific projects and, .thus, would not result in any direct physical changes to the -
- environment. Therefore, adoption of the proposed TOD Ordlnance amendment would not cause
. substantial adverse effects on human beings. ‘
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